
ED. 127 0,57

AUTHOR-
TITLE

INSTITUTION

SPOWS LGENGi

PUB DATE
CONTRACT
NOTE

?DES PRICE
DESCRIPTORS

IDENTIFIERS
,

ABSTRACT- s

In 1975-76, an outreach activities conpOnent enabled
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trained through visits by the outreach training team and a workshop
at.tfie parent center. Evaluation was conducted viaiobjective
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administrators, teachers, and aides; self-evaluation questionnaires
from the trainees and trainers; and a review of various records/logs

..maintained by the outreach training team. 1 follow-up of forier
REPSAC students in grades 1-4'waS conducted. Findings included:
teachers gained a good understanding of handicapping conditions and
-of.how to adequately screen their children; the'training workshop.had
.a positive effect on'the participants' teaching behavior; and the
follow -up study indicated a downward trend.for $panish language
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development; and a rather stable trend for learning aptit'Ude. (NQ)

DOCHMENT Immo
.

46 RC 009 330

Askins, Billy E.; And Others
Outreadh,Activites (Replication Services) of the
Responsive Environment Program for Spanish American
Children (REPSAC).Evaluatioh Report, November 29,'
1974-June 30, 1976. .

'skins (B1'.E.) and' Associates, Lubl?ock, Tex.; Clovis
Public SOhools, 4. Mex.
Bureau of Education for the Handicapped (DREW /OE)',
WasHingtoneeD.C.
.Jui 76
GOO-75-00079
47p.; For related document, see ED 111 562

M17-$0.83 HC -$2.06 Plus Postage.
ACademic Achievement; *Academically Handicapped;
Bilingual Education; Early.Childhood Education;
FollOwup Studies; *Handicapped Studentd; Information
Dissemination; *Inservice Teacher Education;'
Intervention; *Mobile Educational Services; Needs'
Assessment; *Outreach' rograms; Program Evaluation;
*Spanish Americans; Test Results
-*New Mexico (Clovis)

Documents acquired by ERIC include many informal unpublished materials not available from other sources. ERIC makes everyeffort to obtain the best copy available. Nevertheless, items' of marginal reproducibility are often encountered and this affects thequality of the microfiche and hardcopy reproductions'EFtIC makes available via the ERIC Document Reproduction Service (EDRS).EDRS is not .responsible for the quality of the original document. Reproductions supplied by EDRS are the best that can be made fromthe original.

1 4



.4

U S OEPARTMENT OF NEALTH.
EDUCATION &WELFARE

NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF
EDUCATION

1 .

. EVALOATIdy REPORT.
Nov. 29, 1974-Juno 30, 1976

OteCEO EXACTLY AS RECEIVED cRDIATouS DOCUMENT WAS SEEN REPRO-.

"LC)
AT 'NO IT POINTS OF IEW OR OPINIONSTocE PERSON OR ORDANiZATIONORsOsN-

ST4T_ED 00 NOT NECESS.ActiLy RETrE
SENT ctsectAL NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF
EDUCATION POSITION OR POLICY

r\J

1

r

' .i.

C= OUTREACH ACTIVITIES (Replication Services) jr.'' = \

.

1.1.)
of the s . .

6

a.

RESPONSIVE ENVIRONMENT PROGRAM FOR SPANISH AMERICAN CHILDREN.(REPSAC

Funded by:

52%%

;
e

Handicapped thildren'S Early,E41166tion Program
Bureau of Education for the Haildigapped,
U.S. Office of Education -':

Grant Number GOO-75-00079

Under contract with:

Clovis Municipal'Sehools
800 Pile Street
Clovis, Pew Mexico iA

f
4 I;

-Prepared by:

4
AA B. E. AskinS'and,-,Associaies

:;1, .Box '4234; Texas Tech Siatiod,
4%,: . Lubbock,.., Texas 79409

-;. . ,

,e .. .

..; . .

.

...,
, .

June, 1976.," ',.

I

.;

. '
*

..



1.1

J

CLOVIS MUNICIPAL SCHOOLS

Bard of- Education'

Dr. Jscoly,Moberly, President

Mr. Harry Eastman Mr. Billy ?teal William.S\
Mr. Wilbur Johnson Mr. Charles Guthals

Dr. L. W. Rion's, Superintendent

Mr. Davenport Beasley., Assistant Superintendent

Members-of.the Professional Advisory Board

Dr. Gilberl Delgado, Dean
taduate School

Galjaudet College
,Washington, D. C.

Mr. Henry Pascual, Director
Bilingual Teacher Training Unit
State De artment of Education
Santa =, New Mexico'

Mt.

New
. Alb

:

t 4tuve, Executive Director
c*Ipi Association for Retarded Citizens

qde, New Mexico.:-

\
Faculty/Staff of Outreach Activities

Mrs. Oralie McAfee
EarlyEducation
Metropolitan State College
Denver,, Colofado

Mr. ahrry Wugalter, Chief
Publics School Finance &
'Secretary for Education..
State Capitol Building
Santa Fe, New Mexico

, .

Mrs Gay Herman, Director

Mrs. Ruth Hollrid, Assb late Director
OutreaCh Consultant/Early Childhoo(Lii,

Mrs. Eli;abeth BraselL,,OUtreach Consultant/Edilca4lonal Diagnostician
'Language Specialist- ,.

Mrs..Susan Leone, Outreach COnsultant/Sp'eech Thirapy

Mrs. Tadsbee Knght, Sedretarx

EVALUATION TEAM MEMBERS
t. <

Qr. Biliy.E. Askins, Coordinator ofrEvaluation

Dr. Joe D. Cornett, AeSearcli Associate
' Dr; Len Aloe-worth, ConsUltant

Dr, Ralph Cartet, Consultant/Testor
Dr. Frank Blodmeri Consultant
Mts.'Grace LeMonds, Testor
Mrs. F-rankie CoA, Secretary /Administrative Assistant

C
9

tr

1(

3'

and Research
A



ABSTRACT :

4'

OUTREACH- ACTIVITiEt (Replication Service) OF THE RESPONSIVE.
ENVIRONMENT PROGRAM FOR-SPANISH AMERICAN CHILDREN (REPSAC),

END OF YEAR EVALUATION REpORT, 1975-76

Atkins* Billy E. et al
#

. Beginning with school year 1975.46, an outreach activities component

was added to the Responsive Environment Program for Spanish American Chil-

dren (REPSAC), a highly successful early childhood ilingual intervention

program Conducted by the Clovis Municipal Schools, Cl , New Mexico. This

outreach component gave the program the capability of p viding replication

services to various local education agencies requesting such-Services. A

unique_featureluf this;replication service was the capability of taking
. ,

'thestraining to the repliCation centers by-a specially designed and equipped

motor`vach; the MobileLearning Resource Center.

Thre school e9tricts, all in isolated areas and having a rarge number

\of target hildren-, requested replication services during 1975-76.
,

These

A.
school dstrfcts were: fort'Sumner; Artesia; And Carlsbad, -are located in

6 %,..
.

eastern New Mexicb. In addition, replicatiOn by two othersCgol districts

had-already bek completed. This,replication was made by the Clovis-
.)

Portales Biling 1 Early Childhood Program (ESEA-Title VII) with a training
Ar. ;

sqe in each scho l. district (Clovis and Portales, New Mexico).

sTraningyas ovided to teacher's and aided at_thCreplication center

,if. :
as well-as at the p rent center, in 'the form of visit ;'by the outreach

Y 4, :3:

usingtraining team us he Mobile Learning Resource Cehter and by conducting

,A , .

a *workshop, at the par nt center.

. The eValuation de ign of the trairiingfunctionmainly:consfisted of
:4,*

various researa/evalua ion questions.' To answer these questions, a

.,-."
..- ..

variety of measures were used which included: objectiVe evaluation of the

course; classi:oom 14its using a specifically designed classroom

4. ,

e
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observation form; site - visits with administrin teachers, and aides;

self-evaluation questionnaires from the trainees and trainers; and a

review 9f various types of records/logs maintaing by the ditreach training

team. In addition,.this evaluation study consisted of a follOw-up of

former REPSAC,studentt who.'were, this_year, in .grades 1-4%

Major findings included: 414 Teachers trained at the replication
4OPNIf

centers had a good understanding of handicipping conditions and knew

how to adequately screen their children; (2) The training workshops con-

ducted at the parent center had a positive effect on the teaching behavior

of the participapts as well as being considered extremely effective by

the participants; (3) The motor coach-Was effectively, used in the training

program; and (4) The follow-up study of former REPSAC students who were,

this year, in grades. 1-4 indicated that the trend set in terms of past

performance is departing substantiallyJrom the expected growth pattern

toward a downward trend for language development in Spanish, a slightly

upward trend foi.- language development i.n English, and a-rather stable

trend for learning aptitude (I1).

"



TABLE OF CONTENTS

.

.

. Page

SECTION

4

, - -

I. INTRODUCTION

LIST OF TABLES AND FIGOES'- - -,e.- - - -- - - - - - - - - - -

The Parent Center - REPSAC
Purpose -of the Outreach Activities Component

Advisory and Training-

Oiffu.sion .

Eva:Nati-ow':

Purpose of ftternal Evahtation. ,s
,

- - -

1

4
!

"1

'
1

1

=2

2

.

S
is

e

"II. EVALUATION DESIGN ,s

Advisory and TrainingiFunctiou
Needs Assessment :
,Research/Evaluatioq,Questian
Procedures to Collect paw, "".

Evaluation of WorkshbOs
Objective_Tet.

'Classroom Observations
Site-Yisits
Self-Evaluation Reports
Records/Logs

Reporling the Data
Diffusion Function,

PAicedures-to Collect Date&
Reporting the aati

Follow-Up Study of.Former.RE.PSAC Students
Projected Number of Students'
Procedure for Collecting Data

1

t

;r

. 4

. ;

.4

, 4 :

.6
6

6

6

7

7

7

8

e

."An.alysis
.

All:. EVALUATION DATA CONCERNING'TSE AOVLSORYANO TRAININPG.

t FUNCTION
4

-'Needs M'sessm'ent
Research/Ealuatiori. Question*

,.r. .
, "t

4

4

F

,

7

Ao

.4

10s

10.
11"

o



6

t :
Workshops/Conferences

. .-
-

,
, 16

-First Workshop - Eastern New. Mexico University. '17
.-!:: .Second Workshop - Eastern New MexiCo University 17

Third Workshop - Carlsbad .
18

Fourth-Warkthop 'a Farmington . J8 ".

Fifth Conference - Albuquerque , -4 18

. r Summary:of Narrative Comments on Workshop/Confer= -

, ences .

_ .19

, Other Dissemination ACtivities '20
-.. . .

V. 71'RERGTLIS AND WEAKNESSES at THE OUTREACH ACTIVITIES - 7%- 21
..

.. r OStrgths' .
As. '' '.

1 .. 21

Weaknessei . 22

VI:. -FOLLOW -UP STUDY OF'FORMER REPSAC STUDENTS:. 1971-4-- - 23

IV. EVALUATION DATA CONCERNING THE DIFFUSION FUNCTION - - - -

Page

,

Purpose. . 23

Subjects ' . 23

Procedure y .24

. Findings - 24

Conclusions - -

.

. , 30..
.- ...

. Discussion 31
r

VII. SUMMARY, FL WINGS, CONCLUSIONS, AND hECOMMENDATIONS TI: - 32. A
. G. . 1 .

. ,
,

Summary. .,,, .32

Findings= . . . .33'
,

.. . Conclusiohs . i. e .,34
Recommendatiofts

... ,s,
.

. - ; , 351. :.

, . ...

. . BIBLIOGRAPHY ... 1 37

.2



tie

"LIST OF TABLES AND FIGURES

Tables Page

- Mean Test Scores of Former REPSAC Students, 1971-1976 - - 23

2 - Current St4tus of Former REPSAC Students 27

3 - Teacher Ratings of Former REPSAC Students on Academic
27Performance

4 - Teacher Ratings of Former REPSAC Students on Social

Adjustilents 2S

5 - Teacher Ratings of Former REPSAC Students on Overall.

School Performance 28
.

Figure

1 - Language Development Scores in Spanish of Former REPSAC
Students,1971-76; Original Data anti Trend Li-ne.- - - - 24

2,- Language DeveibpmentScores in EngliWof Former .REPSAC
Students, 1971-76, Origami Data 4nd Trend- Line - - 25

. .

3 -.Learning Aftitude Scoressaf Former REPSAC Students,
19,1-76, 6iginal Data and Trend Line. 26



IP "
$

YEAR-END ,EVALUATI 4 REPORT

'sECTI I

RODUCTION

This report describes an external evaluation study of the Outreach
Activities of the Responsive Environment Program for Spanish American ChOdren
(REPSAC), Clovis Municipal Schools, Clovis, New Mexico during.the'period Novem-
ber 29, 1974 -June 30, 1976. iTh.is report is part of a continuation evaluatiori
study being conducted by Bye:E. Askins'and Associates which is an independent
consultant and service organization with its direction primarily through various
facu'ty members of the College, of Education Texas Tech University. This report

is submitted in accordance with the approved revised Evaluation Propos'al dated
October 10, 1975 and the EducationAl Evaluation Agreement dated October 17, 1975.

The Parent Center REPSAC '7

The major purpose of REPSAC is to serve as an effective early educatiorial

intervention for 3'-, 4 -, and 5-year-old."high risk" Spanish American children
....

living in,the area served by the Clovis Municipal Schools, Clovis, New Mexico.
Children are considered "high risk" as a4FeiuTt of their low birth weight-, 51/2

pounds or, less, and who will probably have accompanying handicaps as they enter
the fi st oracle. This program attempts to demonstrate that such an early inter-

venvi cab provide such children the experiences necessary, to succeed and

remai finifthe educational mainstream.
,

)

1 /
Rt.P.SAC,yhich has been operating since September, 1971,* is a group educa-

tional'pfrogram-as contrasted to an individual clinical project. 'The program,

. aims at/providing successful -experiences using the concept of responsive en-
vironment for Spanish Americarl.children in the areas of developing langudge

abilit in English and Spanish and in improying cognitive and affective deVel7
opment -REPSAC is considered a demonstration project and,in developing, has
drawn; eavily upon three experimentally developed models in early childhoOd .

educe ion: the New Nursery School:.the responsive environment concept and Po-o-

,.. ;:. ject IFE (Languageinstruction to Facilitate Iducation).. Also, the Piaget-.-

.]:.... Earl Childhood Curriculum (parts translated-4n Spanish) are used.

-..1 , . ...

. ..- .

5.:-- Purpdse of the Outreach Activities Component
;

. .... %,....

. .

,r- - The purpose of adding the outreach activities component to the parent
,cenfer (REPSAC) wasto give the program the capability of providing replication

.*For references pertainingto the first, second, third, and _fourth years
.6Operation, see Bihliography,(4; 5, 6, and 7).°

9

,

I c

1 11

It



e

2

services to various ,local. educa ion agencies requesting such services. A'

unique.feature of this replication service -is the-capability of taking the

training to t e lication centers 1>*i a specially designed ,and equipp d

motor. coach.

The outreach component was implemented in two phases. The first phase

consisted of needs assessment and developmental planning (November 29, 1974':
August 31, 1975), ajd the second phase consisted of the implgmentatiOn pro-
cedures (September I, 1.975-June 30, 1976).

Three school istricts, all in isolated areas and having a large number
of target children and within a reasonable distance of the parent center,re-
quested replication of all or part of the REPSAC curriculum during the 1975-76

-*school year. These school districts were: Fort Sumner, Artesia, and Carlsbad,

011 located in eastern New Mexico. In addition, replication by twother school"
districts had already been made completing their third year of operation.* This

replication was made by the Clovis-Portales Bilingual Early Childhood Program
(ESEA, Title VII) with a training site in eachschool district (Clovis and
Portales, New Mexico).

The outreach activities component is designed to have three major functions:,

-* advisory and trinitigc diffusion, and evaluation.

Advisory and Training

,
This function pertains to staff, development of faculty at the replication

Sites as well as at the_parent center. This involves the training of teachers

.and teacher-aides to acquire competencies in working with young, high risk, and

handicapped children using the concept of responsive environment'. ,The training
team consists of specialists in the area of special education; speech therapy,
early childhood education, and bilingual education.

\ Diffusion

'The. parent center operates as a service and demonstration center fbr the
state of New .Mexico and parts of West Texas. Workshops and conferences were

eld so as to provide information to administratqrs,,agency heads, state school
fficials, and other decision-makers concerning .the program and its offerings.

.E luatioh

Evaluation of the outieach activities Was conducted internally and exfer-

nal y. The internal evaluttion was conducted by the. director and staff of
REP ,AC, and the external evaluation was conducted by an outside evaluation team

as previously described. Although the external evaluator 1s not located spec-

ifically in the Clovis, New Mexicq area, the proximity of Lubbock (Texas) to ,

',Clovis is such atifraguent contact can be made with'REPSAC and the replication

centers.

A
T.

* For ferences pertaining td, the. evaluation of this program, see Biblio-

graphy (8, , and 10). / ,

.
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rpose of the External - Evaluation
s,.

. ., f,i

The purpo e of the',:external.evaluation. is to collect .and pro,vde informa- 4

tion necessary for de.91son-making relative to the,:q6ectives of the outreach

activities componenti This external evaluation is .considered a way to improve;

therefore, much empgsjs.was placed upon forMativeevaluatiohprocedures.
..1.- .

Major element ''of the external eksalua.fion'we. re:
, . .

1. Providin4.-a -Iiety of professional perSonnel appropriate to the
evaluatbn of the outreach` activities including: personnel to admipis-
ter suvey instruments, perform site-visits, providing feedbackto the

training staff, analysis,' report writing, and coordination.
7/

it

;

2.,tevel pi and following the evaluation design for each of thetwo

r ry functions'of the outreach activities component - advisory and

training and diffusion. (The evaluatiohdesign for each function is

%... described later). , .. ,-,

A,:

3. 'Continuing the folloW-upstudy of former REPSAC' students who were,
during school year 1975=76, in the_first, second, third, and fourth

grades. ... . )
.

. . ...

,4. Analyzing data collected and subject data, when appropriated to
statistical treatment which will include summaries of data and

.: narrative description of 'findings. . a

)r ,

5. PrePallrng two inter* and the end -of -year evaluation reports:
,; ?

C
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SECTION II

EVALUATION DESIG

The external evaluation of the outreach aCtimities consisted of forma-

tive and summative types of evaluation of e two primary functions., advisory

and training function and the diffusio fuhctl Also, as'part of the eval-

uation of the outreach activities, a follow-up st y of former REPSAC students

is being conducted as they progress through variou grades (1-6) in public and

private schools'.

The evaluation design for each of these area adescribedLin the follow-

ing paragraphs.

4

Advisory and Training Function

0

The major goal of this,function'w s to assist the teachers and aides at

the replication centers to a uire cen ain nowledge and skills so as'to be

more effective while working with young, Tii h risk, Nndicapp-6d, and vulner-

able children using the concept and process s of responsive environment.

Needs Assessment'

The first step in implemNtIng he advis and tr7061-gifupction was
.

\

td'work with the communities, paren s, and faculty /staff to develop*coopere-

Mon/trust and, assess traipAg need ao'd generally,secure information so as

to design and implethent a training,pr ram sens.itive,t/ok'the needs of the

participants. A training needs assessme of the participating personnel was

conducted during August and September, 1975. ,

,

)

Research/Evaluation Questions
, .

.;
.

- .--.

As an element of the ,evaluation of this training,.the director and

teachers who conducted the training posed several questions they wanted an-
. .

swered during/after the training which included:
.. f. ..

,- ''
1. What kind of rapport exists between pertongel at, the rePTiation ,

centers with' -the training staff? , ''

2. Are the teachers being supported,in their efforts. by their.
,

administration? ,

3. Do the teacher§ have'adequate availability ofjprofessional

materials in th areas of bilingual and early,,Childhood education? f!'

1,

4. How effective ai,the teaching of the 17 instructional unit of

the course in Concept Development in Early Childhood?

12

e
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, .

Are the, teachers using the responsive environment concept ih

their teaching including flexible room arrangeinents and learning

centers?

6. Do the teachers have'd knowledge of handicapping conditions?

7.= Do he feachert know how to screen children?

8. How effective were the training workshops conducted at the model'..

center? -.

..4
9. Are the teacher -aides effective in their role in the classroom? .

10. ts the motor coach utilized effectively in the training program?

L '

.. ,

Proceduresto Collect Data

fi variety of measures was used to collect -data to evaluate and answer

the rch questions pertaining to th ffectslpf the training, These .

tided evaluation of the trainingwor opt; an objectiveAest over t.he

rse in (Concept Development in Early Childhood}; classrdom visits {,Kip-

de garten classes.only) using,a specifically;designed:cIassroom observation

form;. site - visits with administratorsteachers, and aides; self-evaluation

A' reports from the trainees.; and a revievi of various types,of records/logs

maintained by the training staff. ... .
. .-

. .

er'

Evaluation of.Workshops.. Various.in-sprvice training workshops were

conducted during the school yea' for teachers and teacher -aides from the

replication centers as well as the parent center. TheprdCedure for evalua-

' ting'the workshops consisted of 1) assessment a, the,Workshop.goals/objectives

by the method of wticipant reaction/response, and 2) observation.of the
activities of the WkshqpIythe evaluator. The instrument usedwas.the
McCallon Workshop Evaluation System. *' ThisAnstruMent, which was completed

at the conclusion, of ach workshop, solicited participant reactions to the
worKshop on seven di ensions which were: Organization of the Workshopt:.

times bf.the Worktho,, Presentors; Content (ideascand activities);.Scope .

(coverage); 'Mnefft; and Over.. EffectiVeness.' Yhe participants responded

to questions on each, of the seven dimensions on the Workshop Evaluation

.

.,.
"

.

*The McCallon Morkshop Evaluation- System -lS'publiShed by, Learning Con l:

cepts, Inc., Austin, Texas:

4

MI/
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Scale (1= poor to 7=excellent). The McCallon Workshop Evaluation System

provides normative data, andthe participant feedback scores are compared
against these norms so as to. have reliable analysis and_interpretation of

effectiveness.. The evaluation results were presented tmthree ways. The

results,of the observations of the workshop were presented in .narrative

form, and the results of the Workshop evaluation Scale were reported in

two forms, tabular and on the Workshop Analysis Report Form. The evalua-

tion data of each workshop wereireported in a separate report and was sub-

mitted to the project director:

Objective Test. An objective test over the 17 instructional units of
the course in Concept Development in Early Childhood was administered as a

pretest to all trainees at the beginning ef-the.traning and at the end of

the school year. Statistical analysis of the differences between the scores

of the posttest and the pretest was conducted.
vo+-4

Classroom Observations. Members of the evaluation team made periodic

. classroon visits of participating teachers (Kindergarten classes-enly) to
observe using a specifically designed classroom observation instrument. The
form was designed to note such things as: availability of bilingual and early

education materials; learning centers; use of the responsive envivnment
concept; and evidence of long and short range instructional planning.

Site-Visit. Members of the evaluation team conducted periodic site-
visits involving administrators, teachers, and aides so as to acre tfieirry
verbal reaction/responses to the training activities. .

*le r

Self - Evaluation Reports. At the end 9f the year, another facet of
evaluatiOn was in the form of Self-Evaluation Reports so as to, obtain.:
Administrators' responses (strengths and weaknesses) to the training acti-
vities; Teachers' and aides' responses (strengths and weaknesses) to the
training activities; and Trainers' responses (strengths and weaknesses) to

the training activites.

Records/Logs. The type of inforMation that .vir.as obtained_from the

various- records /logs included: Number of visits to schools: Number of

trainees; Number and qualifications of trainees; Type of activities; Mater-

ial distributed; Utilization of motor coach -.whether coach wasused for .

participant training, screening demonstrations, materials demonstration,
individual conferences, ec.: Nurhber of teachers trained to screen; Number
.of children scr6ened: Number of children referred; and Number of children :

under treatment.- ,

Reporting the Data

An on-going evaluation was conducted.by, the evaluatbr, and feedback .

was provided to the training staff on a recurring basis.(October, February,

and April). Thus, evaluation and observation data was used to yield

14
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t

foriaative evaluation'results to guide the training staff in. selecting con:-

tent, and instructional procedures. t,
.

-4- .
, . ,

'.-4- Regults of the objective tests, dassroom observation, site-visits,
review of records/logs, and self-evaluation reports are reported later in

this report.
:

Diffusion Function

This.function pertained to the dissemination of information and acti-

vities of the'outreach activities component. Some means of dissemination

included: workshops, conferences, prepltaion of a commercially prepared
16 mm film, anted preparation of various brochures and reports.

9

.
Four workshops/conferences were conducted as part of this function, as

Well as advisory and training function. .$

a P.
Procedures to.:-Collect Data ...,

: ..
.,,

.
. . .

.

The workstrps and conferences were objpctively evaluated using the

McCallon Workshop Evaluation System (instrument was previously described).
,.- .1 , / .

The other disSemination activities were evaluatedion a subjective
basis.

Reporting the Data

A separate.evaluation report was submitted to the project director
after each workshop or. conference, and a sumMarof each is included in a
later section of this report.'

,Also,_an,on-going evaluation was conducted by the evaluator, and feed-

back concerning various diffusion. activities were provided to the director
and staff on a regular basis (October, February, and.April). Thus, evalUa-

tion and observation data were used to yield.formative evaluation results.
to guide the developMent of disseqination activities.

Summary objective evaluation data of the worksjiops and conferences and
the subjective evaluation data of the other activities are repofted in.a.
later section of thi% report.

Follow-Up Study of Former REPSAC Students

A basic concern to those who have worked in REPSAC during the past.
;several years is the status of former students now enrolled in public and

*.t

J
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private schools. This concern has,generated a conttnuatio of.the follow-up

studies of former RERSAC students which VOte dompleted in 1 74 and-1975 and

Was conducted at the end of the-1975-76isehOol year.-
,1
i ..

Projected Number of SttideRts .i.- -
4

4

8 .

The projected number of students for,fhe 1976 f011ow=up study were:

Grade Level

-
Estimkted Tumb6i

1 20

2 17 4 :

3 16

4 2

TOTAL 55

Procedure For Collecting Data

The

1.

I

1976 follow -up study was conductpd'using the following procedures::
. 4

Gathering descriptive.data,i;

A questionnaire ks submitted to teachers of former REPSAC
students seeking4information about thefr academic and social

progress in:sthoOl. In addition, personal interview's were

held with'teachel-s and other school.personnel tO, supplement

the ouestionnaffe data.
. -

/

2. Administeringof stpdardized testsi
. t ,

Analysis

Standardized tests were administered to-the former REPSAtc
students in grade The tests adMinistered were the

same instrument's u 6dduring the former studecits; tenure in

REVSAO; therpfore, the,test.scores.,can be. reviewed for-over,

z span of years beginning 1971. TheAStsadtani.strmergst
as follows. ..

Peabody:Picture vocabulary Test - EnOish.Ver$IOn
Peabody Picture Vbcabulary. Test -. Spanish veWion.

Hiskey-Nebraska Test of Learning Aptitude
.

Data obtained from the follow -up study were analyzed in twp..w '.
,

. .

'A descriptive analysis of the questions and interview ifformatiOq.

. 16
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...-
This analysis yielded a profile of former REPSAC,students
currently enrolled in public and private-schoOs. .

2.

4.*

Kjime-series analysis. -

-

This' analysis was conducted hetest data in-ah,effort

to assess the test score sta cs over a: period of years.'

The specific elment_of.the t -series used in analyzing

these data was the "secular tr .". This-"line of best fit"

method presents a- basis for comp ring the theoretical trend
with the observed trend. (The, pecific program used is
described in Statistic Package.for the Social Stiences, ver-
sion.6,- Texas Tech University'Computer Center). .

.

ft

rwei i=4
rs

I

.0

*

or'
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EVALUATIOU.DATA CDNCERpING THE ADVISORY AND TRAININg FUNCTION

The
.

advisory and training function pertained to staff development
primarily at the three replication Centers (Fort Sumner, Artesia, and Carls-
bad, NewMexico) as well as at the parent center. In addition, this training

assfsted two 'other school'districts who, as of this year, had completed their

third yearof operation using the replicatibe5f REPSAC. This replication

was made by the Clovis-Portales Bilingual Early Childhood Program,( -SEA,

Title VII) with atraining site.ineaCh school district (Clovis and Portales,
New Mexico). Also, this training assisted the kindergarten prbgram at Dora,
New t'exico as well as assisted several teachers- from various elementary
schools in Clovis and Pqrtales including one parochial school. The total

number of the outreach partitIpants during the year, who were directly or
indirectly'affected by the advisory and training function, was approximately
75. (This figure does not include tfte number effected .by the diffusion func-

tion). - I
4

This training ,assisted teach.* and teacher-aides to acquire competencies

in working witA young, high,risk, and handfEaOped children using the concept

of respoosi.ve.environment. training team consisted of specialts.ts in the

area of special education; speech therapy, early childhood education, and

bilingual education.

A uniquOritature of this training was Oat parent center had the cap-

abilityof tang the,traini to the replicktiOh enters by a specially

designed and rquipped motor co 0, The Mobile Learning Resource Center.

In "short, training was provided to teachers and aides at the replication

centers, as well as at the parent center, in the-form of visits by the out-

reach training, team using the MobileLearning Resource Center and by conduc-

, tivg of a workshop at the parent center. The training visits to the replica-
tion centers included a preSentation of a course (Concept Development in Early

Childhood Education divided into*17 units) and demonstration of materials and

screening procedures. 7

vileeds Assessment

The'first step in implemehting.the advisory'and.treining function was .

to work with the communities, parents, and faculty/staff to develop coopera-'

ton/trust and asses training needs, and generally secure information so as
to desigb and implement a training program sensitiveo the needs of the

participanls.

. 18
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A training needs assessment of the participating personnel was conducted

using the Early Childhood Training Inventory during August and September,

1975. The purpose of this inventory_was-two-fold: (1) To identify needed

training experiences for teachers, aides, and administrators of early child-

hood programs; and (2) To identify oreferences'of future workshop participants

concerning various modes of instruction. The summary and analysis of this

needs assessment was prepared by the evaluator in a special report dated Sep-

tembe 15, 1975, and these data were used as a basis for developing specific

objectives of the training'orogram. The training began in October, 1975.

Research/Evaluation Questions

As an element of fhe.evaluatibn of this training, the director and mem-
bers of the outreach training staff posed several questions they wanted
answered by the evaluator during /after the training. The evaluation team

used a variety Of measures to collect data in answering these questions.
These measures included: objective evaluation of the training workshops; an

objective test for the course Concept Development in Early Childhood; class-
room visits_, kindergarfen classes only).iging a specifically designed class-

room observation for site-visits with administrators, teachers, and aides;
self-evaluation gyestionnaires.from the trainees; and a reviewof various

types of records maintainedby the training staff. The evaluation questions

posed and answers found by the evaluation team are as follows:

- What kind of rapport exists between participants at the replica-

tion centers ChOthe outreach training staff?

l'ased on information obtained fromsite-visits at the
.hteginiiing=and at the end of the training sessions and from

self- evaluation questionnaires from'the trainees and their
administr'ator', much evidence was found which indicated an

overall "excellent rapport between the two groups.

Q 2..- Are the tewhersat the replication. centers being supported in'

their efforts by,,their administration?

Based on information obtained from site-visits at the
beginning and at the end of the training sessions and from
self-evaluation questionnaires from the trainees andheir
.administl-ator, evidence was found to indicate that the. teachers

at the various centers believed that they were being supported
in their dffofts by their administration. The majority of the

administrators viewed the training and results of the training

in a favorable light,.especially thepart pertaining to the
screening of the kindergarten children.

19
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Q 3. - Do 'the teachers have /adequate aailalrility:of professional

materials in the areas of bilingual and early childhood education?

During the site -vii its at the beginning andat.the end

of the training sessions, the evaluator noted at each'center

lack-of permanent materials (classrooms as well as profes7

sional librar:y) pertaining to bilingual education, However,

teachers did-have access to such materials as they could be

borrowed from the Abb"ile Learning Resource' Center.
,

Q 4. - How effective was the teaching)-of the course, Concept D6e1oOtent

in Early Childhood, at thevarious-replication centers?

This Course, divided into,17.units, was taught by the out-

reach training team as they visited the replication centers.

A total. of 34 people enrolled for the course and were eligible

to receive credit fromcEastirn NewMexico Uhiversity. The

course was to be evaluateciby administering a pre and posttest

and to conduct a statistical analysis of the difference between

,the mean-scOres of the two tests; however', training was started

before thepre-test was adtiniStered.. Consequently, the pre-

A
test - scores- became invalid. The posttest was administered as

f a ossible 40. It was-concluded that the teaching of-the
and the mean score of the-posttest was 28.9 (SD = 5.62)

put o
course wa effective. e

e 0 5. - Atte the teachers using the Tesponsive,environment concept in

.their teaching:including fiexdble rborn arrangetents and' learning centers?

Based on information obtained from site-visits at the

beginning and at the end of the training sessions and using

- the specifically designed classroom observation form, amarked

change in teaching strategies was fouhd, Several teachers had.

questions about the organqatiori and _use of learning centers

Differences.were noted by school, but overall, effects of the
r

training were observable. -.

Sr.

^Q 6. - Do the teachers haile a knowledge of handicapping conditions?

Based on the information obtained fronrsftvis'its with

certain teachers 1 and .from the results from the

self-evaluation questionnaires from all.the,teachers, they in-

dicated a .relatively high degree of understanding of handicapping

conditions.,

20
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Q 7. - Do the
teachers know how

to `screen
children?Based on the

informatjOn
obtained from

site-visite' with.

,certain
teachers

(kindergarten) and from the results from the

'self
evaluation

questionnaires from all the
teachers, they

.

indicated a relatively
high degree of

understanding of screen-

.ing
children. The

teachers did
indicate a need for

additional

training in the area of
instructional

planning after results

,! of
screening

were krfown.

WI>

Q. - How
effective Were the

training
workshops

conducted at the model

tenter?,

s_
..

Evaluation data of these
workshops

were reported
in a

. .

separate report dated April 15, 1976
which was

submitted to

the project
director. A

summary of this
report is

presented

7
at follows:

. Seven
in-service

training
workshops, Teaching Young

Children;

were
conducted during

,the,1975-76.school year for the various

teachers and aides
from the

replication centers as well as for

teachers
who'are'working,or

are expected
to ,work with

preprimary w--

children; Each
ilorictho0

Onsisted of five
days of

training and

was
conducted at the

parent center
{REPSAC).

-Datesof the work-

shops were: Nov. -1, 7-2,1
1975,Jan.. 12-16, Feb.

9-13, 23-27;

and March
22-26, 1976. 1 ,

' ';:-

:)-i
v.14.4 ')

The
purpose of each worksh0 waS'io

provide.iratning on the

practical - problems of
organizing,

planning,
and;implementing an

effective
preprimary

program for
chilcken,in

Nem*.Mexico.
Special -

emphasis was given to
techniqueS

for-working,
With'high-risk,

developmentally slow or disabled'
children.

:ActiVities
included

orientation; guided
observation, par

ticipation,:semtnarS,,deMon-

strations,
independent study,

and-constructirig and
usingharning

materials.

t

..

:, _ ,

47t"1
A total of 55

participants attended the 7
workshops-WOO %':

--,

et--included 41
teachers, 13

teacher-aides,.and 1
administrator.,:The :,

participants were
representatives from 22

municipal school
di--','. '

?"'': s'

tricts and'one from a state
university; all in NeW Mexico.' 'Each

...

participant received
$100,Stipend for the

training
peilocrplus

.

mileage to/from his/her school
district.' Of the

tOtal'participahts,

36 received college credit {1
semester hour}; for

participating in

the
workshop through Eastern New Mexico

University:.

.v,

Using the
McCallon-Workshop

Evaluation SyStem See
Section II),

the
mean ratings on the seven

dimensions of the
Workshop

Evaluation

4 ;
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. Scale were well above average (6.33-6.80 on a,7.00 poiT.It

scale), and the mean rating of the-Ovrall'Effectiveness
of the workshops was 6.56. The narrative concerning the ..

observations of the workshop was very positive. In short,

the series of workshops achieved the objectives.and were -
,

-extremely successful.

Q 9. - Are the teacher-aides effective in their role in the classrooth?

Based on information obtained from site - visits at the

beginning and at the end of the training sessions, it was
found a majority of the teachers believed that the teacher-
aides were effective in the cla.ssraom. Several teachers
did mention that when teachers and their aides attended the
same training workshop, there should be certain times when
the two groups shopld separated and appropriate activities
be conducted for the differing needs of the two groups.

Q10. - Was the motor coach, The Mobile Learning'ResourCe Center:util-
.

ized effectively 'in the training program?

The Mobile Learning ResoUrce Center-was used by the qut
reach team as they visited the rieplication centers. The motor ,-

coach was stocked with materials for use of,the visited.sites
and included:

.

Books for childrg; 122 titles, Spanish and . .

.

Educatio -nf Activities; games multi, mgdia kits and .equapz-
ment to help children, learn specific-%ncepts or Ski:11v'

-- 69 ,in Spaiiish ant1,1-3 in EtigUs.j). fi
-

..

57 gurri'culum Kits 44,:both.Spanish anCOglish
7 -

,Fili*riPS for -thildreft- 1.6 per'ce1J:i-ual 4iettel 41 nt ,

pOkages,:7 laiiipage7.reeding programs and 38' others

4tecOrds fur.OlildraneSpaniSh.Spanish and English,.
and English'

73 Teachilig.Tran'sparehcies

82 Spanish and 105'Engligh(BOoks-and Materials for
Teachers and.Aides

.
41 Films and Filmptgips for Teachers, Aides- arid- Pdrents:

y

14 EvaluatiOn zlid Screening InstrUments A

. r

4

1 '
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All of the above materials are - available at no charge to
the schools and teachers participating ,in the outreach activi
ties. The materialsIcould,he checked out for approximately
two weeks or until the next'stop of the Mobile Learning Re- ,

source Center.

. During the 1975-76 school year, the,Mobile Learning Re-
source Center (motor coach) was drii!en 12;384,milev (personnel
drove an additlaher8,745 miles in their personal automobiles
on outreach business) and made 148 visits to schools in New
Mexico. Schools visited were in CloviS. (20 visits), Ft, Sumner
(33 visits), Artesia (30 visits), Por,tales (10 visits), Carlsbad
(42 visits), Dora (7 visits), Hobbs (2visits), and Farmington
(4 visits). Activities conducted duri,uithe visits to schools
included: the screening of children, Orning teachers and aides
how to screen children, following through on the results of pre-

. vious screening, checking out and demonstrating materials and ..-
attempting to provide whatever services teachers requested. The

mobile Learnikg Resource Team provided,weekly classes in the
course Early Childhood Education for 34 teachers in Carlsbad,
Artesia, Rortales, Ft. Sumner, and Carlsbad.

During the year, tests were administered to 1,277'dhildren.
Of this number, 160 were screened for speech and hearing defects;
269 children were referred for treatment; and approximately 42
teachers and 48 teacher aides, were trained in screening children.

The evaluation team visited the schools serviced by the Mo-
bile Learning Resource Center and interviewed a dumber of admin-

'i'strators and teachers. In every case, the responses to the

service and effect of the outreach activities were favorable;
many stated that without the service of the Mobile Learning Re-

source Center that they would he unable to help their handicapped

young children.

Based on these data, it was condubted that the motor coach
was effectively utilized in' the training function.

23
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. SECTION 'IV,?

EVALUATION DATA CONCERNING THE DIFFUSION FUNCTION

This function pertained to the dissbmination `of information concerning-

; the program activities. Some means of ditseminatiQn included: workshops,
conferences, preparation of a commercially prepared16 mm film,and preparA-

.tion and distribution of various brochAres and reports.

Workshops / Conferences

Five workshops/conferences were conducted during the year as part of

this function, as well as advisory and training. Evaluation data of these

workshops were reported in a separate report. and submitted to the project

director immediately after each workshop. The workshops were evaluated using

the McCallon Workshop Evaluation System which was described in Section II. A

'summary of these reports is presented in the following. paragraph.

First Workshop - ENMU

The first workshop, Workshop on Implementation Procedures on Early Pre-

vention of School Failure, was conducted at Eastern New Mexico State Univer-

sity, May 28-30, 1975. This workshop was conducted by a dissemination team,

from the Early Prevention of School failure-Program, a nationally validated

ESEA'Title III project, locatki in Peotone, Illinois.

1..e.

This workshop, foCusing on kindergarten age children,,was designed to

provide school personnel knowledge and skills necessary to implement screen-

i'Ag'programs in their respective schools. In addition, the workshop attempted

to assist the participants in the planning of educational experiences for

kindergarten children with certain developmental lags. Specifically, the

workshop participants.were expected to: 1) Acquire the skills necessary to

implement a screening Model for kindergarten age children; and 2) Develop

strategies designed to meetthe unique educational needs of each
=

. A total of 84 attended the workshop which- included teachers, teacher -

aides,
(4

administrators, and related school personnel (parents, university

faculty,and students). The participants represented the school. districts

(New Mexico.) of: Portales, Clovis, Ft. Sumner, Carlsbad, Elida, and Dora., Of

the total participants, 63 received college credit (1 semester hour) for com-

pletion of the workshop through EVMU..

Using the McGallon Workshop EvalUation System (See Section II), the mean,

ratings on the seven dimensions of the Workshop Evaluation Scale were well

above average (6.73 - 6.30 on a 7:00 scale), 'and the mean rating of the

"1!
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a. Overall Effectiveness of the workshop'was 6.60. The narrative concerning-

the observation of the workshop was very positive. Also, personal comments

-from the participants indicated a high degree of satisfaction.

Second. Workshop - EMU

The second workshop, Early Childhood Bilinglial/Bilcultural Education:

Why and How, .was conducted at Eastern Hey Mexico State University, August

18 -20, 1975. This workshop was conducted by.three facUlty.members'of the
Metropolitan State College, Denver, Colorado:

This workshop, focusing on kindergarten age childi"en, was designed to

\provide teachers and teacher-aides knowledge and skills necessary to imple-

ment/improve programs in early childhood bilingual/bicultural education..'
Some topics of the workshop included: Introduction to Bilingual/Bicultural

Education: Cultural Ativitiei for Classsroom Use; Implementing Bilingual
Activitiei in the Classroom; Learning Centers; Developing Oral Language: and

Professional DeveloPilent.

A total of 44 attended the workshop which included teachers, teacher-

aides, and administrators. The 'participants represented the school districts

(flew MexiCo) of: Portales, Clovis, Dora, and one parochial school in Cloy-is.),

Of,the total participants, 42 received college credit (1 semester hour) for

completing the workshop through EHMU.
.

Using the NcCallon Workshop Evaluation System iSee Section^II), the mean

ratings on the seven dimensions of the Workshop Evaluation.Scale were well

above average (5.90-6.60 on a 7.00 scale), and the mean.rating of the Overall'

Effectiveness of- the workshop was 6.40. The narrative concerning the obser-

vations of theworkshop'was very positive. Also, personal comments from the

participants indicated a high degree of satisfaction.

Third Workshop - Carlsbad '
II

JI

The third .Wbrkshop, Carlsbad Workshop on Implementation ProcedOres. Of.

, . Early Prevention .of School Failure, was conducted Decembet 1-2 and 6, 1975

at the Carlsbad Head Start Center, C ris ad, New.Mexico. This workshorwas

conducted by a member of the disseminatio team from the'Early Prevention of

School Failure Program, a nationally "validated ESEA Title III project, loca
ted in Peptone, IllinOis. ..!:":-

r '"----.
.

.,
. ,

The workshop. was designed to train school personnel in,iNe skills neces-

sary to implement a method of s-ereening kindergarten age children relative

to pre-academic skills ,j4 the areas of audition,,language, vision, speech,

'motor development, attitudes toward learning situations, and_emotional or
'Social factors whi"th could affect ability to profit from school experience.

The workshop also assisted the participants in the pl.anning of educational

experiences for kindergarten children with certain developmental lags.

25
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A total of 39 attended the workshop which iipcluded teachers, teacher-
aides, administrators, and one school nurse, The participants represented
the.schoel districts (New Mexico) of Carlibad, Artesia, and Clovis. Of
the total' participants; 19 receliveer credit (1 semester hour) for completing

.
the workshop through ENMU.

Il
I

r.--...-.., : i ,
. Based upon data oiltained'iyith the Mnallon Workshop Evaluation' System,

. it was evident that the work, wai. 'eRtrely 'succeSsful. Participant .

reaction to ,the worksh11) goal objectivewas very favoraele, and thekmajor-j.
ity of,the personal comments incl4Cated..a htgh deqree of satisfaction with. ..

.y. the workshop. ': --,
_

Vi7tw ..
Using theMcCallon MorkshOp Evaluation Sy,stern (SeeSection II), the

mean ratings on the seven dimensions of the lloricshop Evaluation Scale were
well above average (6.10-6.70 on a 7.00, sca10) :And,: the mean 'rating of the
Overall Effectiveness of ,the workshop was16.70. The-narrative concerning
the observations of the workshop vas, very positive, Also, .persbnal comments
from the participants indicated .a hign.degreeof satisfAXion: . /*.i. -

foAr'-'

Fourth Workshop - Farmington ,..... ,,
,;.., ,. .

The fourth workShop, Early ,Childhood.Education: Why. and How-v-iias con- .--....

-ducted April 5-6, 1976 at Farmington Head Start Center,. Farmington -, New 1

kex,ico. This workshop was conducted by the ,REPSAG oareadh training ,staff ';',;:;,
using the Mobile Resource Learning Center.) ..--,'. i

_ -4 ', /r .
. ,, .

. .-
The purpose of this workshop was to provicle the staff of the_Fartil.ingtbn,

... Head Start Project with training relafive-to the identification and working',',
A. ,

with,young handicapped children. , _ . , ;'-'

/ ,- --.
1 . A total of 25-att ded the workshop which included .teachers teacher-

'.'!' aides, and administra ors.
, ,

,.
I

=
,

% .7 , ..-

..',01,1, ., .Using the McCallon Workshop Evaluation -System (See Section, ay`'ilit
mean ratings on the seven dime.psions of the, Workshop Evalliatiort4Eale izer,.4,4.--
well above average 16.58-6.8eon a 7.00 sca%), 'and the nieiti 'TriittInt 0-,tfir .-,.,,t

.. Oierall Effectiveness of the workshop' was 6..88, The narratOt.g00froil-,..'=,`1-
.the observations of the workshop was vgry positive,.. Att:;41.15:00:41...:COnfrie.00,'-.

...,..*-- from the participants indicated a high degree of Sat'PfNetto...W4...'-'. :1"..' -'7-'-1-1-'

Fifth Conference -'Albuquei-gue: .

.

The fifth .conference, Early Childhood,EitueAtidif.COfitei:66.0., -"dyiltic--
),4, ted in Albuperque; New Mexico,' fipri 1 .2"9,1414Y -1, ;MIS --T.4g:AgPS:Ac .:ot.ittse-ack. -._.;
w

component was co- sponsor of this sconkivonte.Wyfc-fi'vrasa.titrittet1 ..r .. -igsrO'Xil-''
. ., ,.. .. i , . .,f , , ::44.,141';';

motel y 200 administrators, teachers and -toacher.700t. frdry ;Mr-,,f c;ho1,4"..:NOt,..,..,4I..
.1 , i, ,

Mexico. Presentors included n;yeional,ly .knoitn 4PORPrels"9.61:1 0-xtig'444r-'
. , .- - . ..* t.-3,_.. ,'s., ..,-

::.
---,....v.,
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outreach training/slaff who presented information and various training _tes-

t-10s. /Viso, there were representatives in attendance from eight nationally

validated Title III early education programs. In addition, the conference

participants drafted a resolution pertaining to state government support of
development of early childhood education,which was. later presented to the
Governor at The .People's Foruryon Education on May 21-22:,,1976 in Albuquerque.

/
,/

.
.

The purpose of the conference was: I) To provide planning assistance to
administrators who are responsible for kindergarten programs; 2) To provide
training in a variety of approach &s to teachers and adtinistrators; 3)' To
provide techniques and approaches to indentifying and mainstreaming young
handicapped children; and 4) To draft a resolution pertaining to state gover-
nment support of development of early childhood education. r

A total of over 200 attended theconference at one time or other and
apprpximately 57 attended the training sessions conducted by the outreach
trainipg staff. .

Using the McCallon Workshop Evaluation System (See Section II), the mean
ratings on the seven dimensions of the Workshop Evaluation Scale were well
above average (6.23-6.63 on a 7,00 scale), and the mean` - rating of the Overall

Effectiveness of the workshop was 6.63. The narrative.,concerning the observa-

tions of the workshop was very positive. Also, personal comments from the
participants indicated a high degree of satisfaction.

Summary of Narrative Comments on Workshop/Cogferencest

-As pant of,the McCal/lon Worksop Evaluation System, the participants
often made narrative comments torIcernilig.the strong and weak features of the_

,workshop/conference...A repregentative sample of such comments are as follows:

Strong =Features

I. ' Purposes clearly presented
2. Explanation of screening procedures

0

3, Participant involvement
4. Best worksh0 I et attended
5. Presentation on cu turn
6. :: Excellent.ideas f r classtoomose
7. which w re dittributed . ' : .'.

-... .8. Becoming.familiar with good' materialsS

. -"Small gaup and explanation. of the, different tests ,

, -10. Organization, pretentort, and pertnal infotmation
11.. Findirig out about the National Diffusion Network and the

different projects ,.: ...

-r*-- . ..

)
. -,

,.

; =

4
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Weaker -Features

1: Not enough time

2. Not enough small_ group work

3. More practice in administering screening tests

4.- Not being able to'work enough with children

5. Not enough sessions presented in Spanish

6 ood loUsy and too expensive

. 7. Not enough materials demonstrated
8. More explanation on scoring and interpretation of tests

...---

'Other Dissemination_Activities
.

- .
Other types of information concerning the outreach activities were

disseminated by -s means as described in the following'paragrahps. .-

c5
,-....-

Over 6,000. ies of the brochure, "Parents: Do You-Know the earty Warn-

ing Signs of Children.with Special Needs," were distributed in the vicinity

of the replication'centers of Ft. Sumner, Carlsbad, Artesia, and Dora.
M

.
The development of,Six 1 minute video cassette spots for use on televi-

sion. These were developed.in cooperation with KENW-TV, ENMU, and they were

presented to the governor's Commission for Public Broadcasting in March-, 1976.
o

Members of the'outreach training team made presentations of the project,

including.ourrdath to the annual meeting of the Ne: Mexico Speech 'and Hering

Asspdiation at ENMU, Portales, April, 1976; various classes in Child Develop-

ment at ENMU; and to the ENMU chapter of the Council for Exceptional Children.

A 16 mm, 28'minute color film, was commercially prepared-sd as to dissem-

inate information concerning the program as well as for use ip, yarious in-

service training programs.

The project used student teachers from nearby Eastern New Mexico Univer-

sity and thereby disseminated information through the university. c

Progress reports were submitted to the local central administration

, offic,. school board, local area news media including nearby Cannon Air Force

Bae,,the State Department of Education, the U:S.-Office of Education, and

the U.S ts. Senators from New Mexico.

Site visitation by many professional individuals andgroups as well as

,eparents.

'Also, much publicity was received. when the. project received an invita-

tion from the National DWusioNetwork for,the CloviSprogram to serve as
a national demonstration site for the Early Prevention of School Failure

Project of Peotone, Illinois.

a,
(
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SECTION VI

-e
STRENGTHS AND WEAKNESSES OF THE OUTREACH ACTIVITIES

Another measure used in the evaluation process of t4 outreach'
activities during the year was for the evaluation team members and the
outreach training staff to list the, strengths and weaknesses of the
outreach activities ,as they perceived them. The following repre'sents

a summary of such lists.

'Strengths

1. The outreach training teams true dedication and commitment
in their,efforts to assist teachers and aides at the various repliCation
sites;

2. Provided opportunities for many teachers to. see and receive
information about:a wide variety of early childhdod and bilingual
materials as well as an opportunity.to check out materials for class-
room Use. .

1 3.. The Mobile'Learning Resource Center (motor coach) which gave
the project the capability to take the needed, training to the replication
centers which are located in isolated areas of eastern New Mexico.

4. Provided excellent in-service training for the Head Start Centers.

5. Provided a catalog of appropriate materials and address of
publishers concerning early childhood and bilingual education.

. 6. Provided excellent on-site training during the series of seven
workshop the parent center which involved Head Start personnel,
kindergarten teachers, pecial education.teachers4nd teacher- aides.

,
1

. 7: disseminated, eeded infdrmation conceAring the identification
.and needs of handicapp d children.

,

8. Provided reso rce people and. specialists which the various

replication sites did of have within their systems.

hers at the replication sites (isolated areas)
take 0 collpge course In conjunction with in-

. 9. Provided tea
.with en opportunity t
service training.

.

40..'Orovided resource and supporttve cl assroom materials foethe )
teachers' and' instruct rs on how to use them. ,

4

4;

r
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Weaknesses

1. T inability of outreach to formally c
to the repl ation sites, as well as other.schoo

#

of BEll getti the proje-ct,funded on,tinie. A rel
funding of project is not' by gOVe'rdment fisca
year. The funding is Jan - Jan which pauses many

22
c

i
fora

mmit training services
, because of the delay
ted' weakness is the
year -or even school 1,

dministrative problems.-,

2. Outreach tried to accomplish too muchlin
time.

uch a short period of ' Z.

3. Absence of a long-range,planning Schedule
of theimabile coach asi well:is a systematic "way of
the use of the coach.

oncerniqg the use
ecording data concerning k

.

,

;
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SECTION_V

FOLLOW-UP :AIUDY OF FORMER REPSAC

STUDENTS: 1971-1976

The bailt.assumptions on which early intervention programs is b4s0d,

such as REPSAC,.is that stimulation for children who'possess character'stics
not conclusive to schoOl achievement will increase their chances of Ac leving

in the regularschool program. REPSAC, a planned intervention program' or
"high risk' Spapish-American gre-school thildren, vas developed and ha been

operating to offer 3-, 4-, and 5-year-old children educational and social
stimMtion designed to assist them to-achieve in school.

.Purpose

The purpose of thii follow-up study is to'test this assumption in the
case of children who attended REPSAC during the Years 1971-1974. More peci-

fically, the study attempted to answer the following questions:

.1. What-type of changes in learning aptitude, languhge developme
English, and language development in Spanish have occurred-:f r

time of entry into,REPSAC to the end of the regular school ye
197.6?

'2. 'What is the status of former REPSAC students with regard to:

a. Grade placement
b. Promotion/retention
c. Special assistance

.1

3. How do teachers view former REPSAC students with regard.to:

b.

c.

d.

Sajects
and attending
the study, 11
fourth grade,

Academic performance
Social adjustment '

Overall School Performance
Major strengths and weaknesses

. Subjects

for the study were 29 former
school in Clovis,'New Mexico.
were in the second' grade, 14
and 3.1nSpecial edutationi

31

t in

r

REPSAC students currently living
Of the 29 subjects included in

ir(the third grade, 1 inthe
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Procedure-

The procedure for this study-consisted .of the following steps:

1. Identifying the former REPSAC students-by location and grade
level. This, step was accomplished by the "project staff.

2. Conducting a questionnaire survey of, teachers. This was accom-
plished by a member of the evaluation team. Personal interviews,

with teachers of former REPSAC students were also concluded by a
member of the evaluation team.

3. Testing students who were.in the second,.third, and fourth grade.
The instruments used were the same as those used in thr previous
evaluations of REPSAC. ,The tests used were: the Hiskey-Nebraska
Test of Learning Aptitude'and the Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test

(English andSpanish versions).

Data were alanyzed by descriptive measures and by use of a trend ana-

lysis.
U

,

.0

, Findings

Die finding& of this study were as follows:

1. Test performadce of the forMer REPSAC students tefted indicate

that:

i./ Leirning aptitude scores (IQ) have remainedrelatively sables
from the initial testing in the Fall of 1971 to the testing
in the SpHng of 1976. The largest increase occurred following
the first year of interventions.

b. Language glevelooment scores in English gained substantially
after the_first year of intervention and again at the end, of

the second year ofintervention. From the REPSAC exit point

in the Spring of/1973, scores have tended to remain stable.

c. Language development scores in Spanish show the largest inr
crease at the end of the second year or intervention. A

rather substantial dqrease was noted from the REPSAC exit
ppint in the' Spring of'1973 to the Spring. of 1976. These'

data are presented in Table 1.

32



.

,

or

TABLE 1

MEAN TEST SCORES4OF FORMER REPSAC

STUDENTS, 1971-1976 .

- TEST -TALL SPRING FALL -SPRING SPRING SPRING

72 -72 72 73 75 76

.

HISKEY
(IQ) , 89.00 1'98.71 94.64 99.45 99.65 . 92:10

PEABODY
(ENGLISH) 27.82 41.94 40.45 59.82 60.82 63.55k

PEABODY
(SPANISH) 16.94 28.53 28.09 66.64 . 59.76 58.45

d. The time-series analysis of the data indicate that the
trend set in terms of past performance is departing sub-
stantially from the expected growth pattern toward a
downward trend-for language development in Spanish, a
slightly upward trend for language development in English,
and a rather stable trend for learning aptitude. Figures

1, 2, and 3 present these data.

O
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LANGUAGE DEVELOPMENT SCORES IN SPANISH OF FORMER REPSAC

STUDENTS, 1971-1976, ORIGINAL DATA AND TREND LINE

:FIGURE
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FIGURE 2

LANGUAGE .DEVELOPMENT SCORES IN ENGLISN-WF6ANER REPSAC ---
STUDENTS, 1971-1976,:ORIGINAL DATA AND _TREND LINE "
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FIGURE* 3

LEARNING APTITUI5E SCORES OF FORMER REPSAC STDDENTS,
.1971-1976, ORIGINAL DATA AND TREND LINE ,
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2.f The data indicate that 26 (90%) of former REPSAC students are in
regular classrooms and 3 (10%) in special education classes.

.Three of 'the 23 students in regular classes were retained and
only 3 of the 26 students in regular classes have required

special assistance. These data are presented in Table_2..

TABLE 2

CURRENT STATUS OF FORMER AEPSAC STUDENTS

I' ,C.

STATUS TYPE NUMBER PERCENTAGE

GRADE PLACEMENT ' REGULAR 26 90

SPECIAL 3 10

PROMOTION/RETENTION PROMOTED 23' 88

RETAINER 3 12

SPECIAL ASSISTANCE YES 3 10

NO 26 90

Tables 3,'4, and 5, present the resultsbf teachers views regarding

academic performance, social adjustment, and 'verall school performance of

former REPSAC students., As noted in thesetables,the majority-of forper
REPSAC students were rated in the middle one-third or above on academic
performance and social,adjuStment and,average or above on overall school

performance.

TABLE 3

TEACEitR" RATINGS OF FORMER REPSAC .

-_

STUDENTS ON ACADEMIC PERFORMANCE

.RATING CATEGORY -NUMBER PERCENTAGE,

UPPER ONE-THIRD 19

MIDDLE ONE-THIRD. :14 54

LOWER.-ONE-THIRDJ z 7r 27

.4 37 '
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TABLE 4

TEACHER RATINGS OF FORMER REPSAC STUDENTS

ON SOCIAL ADJUSTMENTS

RATING CATEGORY NUMBER PERCENTAGE

UPPER ONE-THIRD 10 38

MIDDLE ONE-THIRD 12 46

LOWER ONE-THIRD 3 12

TABLE 5

TEACHER RATINGS OF FORMER REPSAC STUDENTS

ON OVERALL* SCHOOL PERFORMANCE

.1' RATING CATEGORY NUrjBER PERCENTAGE

GOOD 10 38

AVERAGE . 10 38

POOR 6 24

* Teqchers were asked, to rate each student in terms of
overall performance,,L.e., motivation, willingneSs to
learn-, attention, and academic progress'.

Conclusions

30

Ffbm the, data obtained and analyzed for this study, the following

conclusion's appear warranted:
1

1.. Ingeneral, fprmer REPSAC students are performing very well in

the regular school programy--The majority of the studentst *aye

followed regular.grade,pradement, been promoted, required no

'A
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. special help, were rated by their teachers rn 'the middle orie-

third of their class on academic performance,'were rated by
their teachers in the middle' pr upper one-third pf their class
on social adjustment, and were,. rated as average on overall '

school performance.' .

2. Based on the test informatiop and analysis, a trend toward a
substantial decline in Spanish continues, a slight increase,

but less than normal in language ability in.English can be
expected\ and a definite leveling of measured learning aptitude
seems apparent.

-

Discussion

It should be -noted that the performance of former REPSAC students can
be interpreted more accurately by considering theirMtuations at times of

--entry into REPSAC. The mean.Ip of this group was 85-.00 with English and

Spanish scores of 27, 82, and 16.94 respectively. This low performance

level, along with other personal and social characteristics, paced these
children in a "high risk" catepory.with respect to tchoor survival. Con-

sidering this, the achievement of these children in 1976 is quite remarkable.

`3 9
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- SECTION -V/I''
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SUMMARY, FINDINGSCONGLUSIONS, AND RECOMMENDATIONS ,: -: I
.. .

.

r

Beginning with school year 1975=76, the outreach activities. coMponent

was added to the parent center (REPSAC) to give the center the-capabilitof
providing replip,Von services to various local education agencies-requesting

such, services. A unique feature of this replication service.Was the_capabil-
ity of taking the training to the reOlication centers by a specially designed
and equipped motor coach, The Mobile Learning Resource Center.

The outreach component was implemented in,two phases. 'The first phase
consisted of needs assessment and developmental planning (November 2% 1974-

August 31, 1975),an*d the second phase consisted of thimplementation pro-
cedures (September 1, 1975-June 30, 1976).

.

Three school districts, all in isolated areas and having a,large number
, of target children and within a reasonable distance of the parentcenter, re-

quested replication services diming the;1975-76 school year. These school

districts were: Fort Sumner;' Artesia; -and Carlsbad, all located in eastern

New Mexico. .In addition, replication by two Other school districts had al-

r ady been completed. This replication was-made by the Clovis-Portales

1 ngual Early Childhood Program (ESEA,, T4ile VII) with a training Site in

-e ch school district (Clovis and Portales, Neiv Mexico)._

Training was provided to teachers and aides at the replication centers,

a well as at the parent center, in the formof visits by the outreachtraining,

t am using the Mobile Ledrning Resource Center and:by conducting a workshop'ar

e parent center. The training visits to the replication centers included

esentation of a course (COnCept Development infarly,childhood Education
ivided in 17 units) and demonstration of materialrand 'screening procedures::

The outreach activities were generally classified into two major func=

ions: advisory/traiing, and diffusion.
,

-..

The evablation design for the advisory and training fuoction..mainly

onsisted of 10 research/evaluation questions. To answer these queiti,ons,_a

aHety of measures were psed which,inClUded: objective evaluation of the
training workshops; objective evaluation of ttie course Concept Development

An Early Childhood; classroomvisitOall kindergarten classes).106g a, : .
'Speoifically designed classroqm observation form; site-visits wtffradmPilitraz-

..

tors; teachers, and aides; self-evaluation ques.tionnairesfromAlle trainees_

enO trainers; and a review of various types of records/logs.maintai*1 by the. .

,outreach training team.
;,

4



- The evaluationAesign for tke diffusion function c silted of objectively ',
sto

evaluattng.the workshops/conferences and subjectively e Tuatipg the other

dissemination actiUties.

In addition, th4sevaluation study consisted of -a fellow-up6pf former
REPSAC students /ere, this year, in:grades 1-4. '

.

rewir41-

e

/Findings:. .,..--
The major endings of this evaluation study, including the follow!up

.

tudy'of form REPSAC students, were:.
. .

,
.

1,,, T needs assessment, Early _Childhood Training Inventory, provided
adequire data for developing Objectives for the training. program.

2. ,Excellent rapport7existabetween the outreach training team and
the teachers and.aides,at the replication centers. , , .

,

4 ' .
, . ,

';.. A lack'pf permanent.(classroom matertalS atmell as `professional
library ,naterials pertaining to bilinua, education was evident at the .re-
plieatio tenters. , .

.

-..

.

,,

4. Although' the pretest scores of the test over, the course Concept

Development in Early Childhood'were inval-id, it was 904,that the teaching
- . 14

!of the course was' effective.
f

.
.

, .

5: Teacherstrainea at the replication centers had a good understanding
f handicapping donditions and knew how to adequately scrgan their children.

6. ThdAeacher-aideS at. the replication centers were consideediby
their teachers as being effective and useful in-the4r role, in the-classroom.

. . .

7. 1i training workshops conducted

1

atOfie parent Center had a positive

.
.

effect on the teaching behavior of, the participants as well 'as ileingconsiderek
extremely effective by the partiCipants. , ,. ,

,

.._,
.

-
8. The motor coach, The Mobile Learning,Resource Center, wasutilized

effectively in the training program. The coach was dtiven 12,384 miles (phis
an additional 8,745 miles driven by personal auta),while making 148,training
visits to, the replication centers:

. 9. The Workshops/conferences (ENMU,,May 28-30, 1975; ENMU, August 187._
20, 197g; Carlsbad, December 1-2, 6, 1975; Farmington, Apri1,5-6, 1976; and
Albuquerque, April 29-May 1, 1976) as part of the diffusion function, were
well conducted and considered extremely effective,by the participants.

ti
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10. In addition to the workshops/conferences, the other dissemination
activities (brochures, media releases, film, reports, presentations, and
visits to parent center) were found to be more than adequate for the purpose
designed.

Ar.

11. As pertains to t1 follow-up study, test_performance of former
REPSAC students who were; this-Year,.in grades 1-4 indicated that.

. a. Learning aptitude scores (IQ) have remained relatively stable from
the initial testing in the Fall of 1971 to the testing in the Spring of.

t 1976. The largest increase accrued following thetfirst year in the
intervention.

b. Language development scores..in English gained "substantially after
the firSt year of intervention-and again at the end of the second year
of intervention. From the REPSAC exit point inthe Spring of 1973, 2

scores have tended to remain stable., '

c. Language devglopment scores in Spanish show the largest increase

at the end of the second year of intervention. A rather substantial
-decrease was "noted from the REPSAC exit point in the Spring of 1973 to

the Spring of 1976

d. The time-series nalysis indicated that the trend set in terms of,'

past performance is partingsqbstantially from the expected growth
pattern toward a d .inward trend for language development in Spanish a
slightly upward t nd for language development in English, and a rather
stable trend for learning aptitude. .

e. It'was found that 26(90%) of former REPSAC students were in regular
.classrooms, and (10%) in soecial education classes. Three of the 23

students in regular classes were retained and, only 3 ofthe 26 students
in regular c1asses4lave required special assistance.

were:

Conclusions
.,_

, - I.
Based upon the findings of this evalbation study, the major, conclusion%

.....

,

.1. The, advisory and training function of the otitreachactivities,oper-

ated as generally planned-and was extremely effective. It was very obvious

.
that this training, with the services of the Mobile LearpingResdurce Center
made it possible for the replication center to assist their young and handi-
capped ,children. Without these services, such..assistance would have been

imposStble.

4 2
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2. The diffusion function provided the necqtary disseminationfof the
outreach activities., '

3. I general, former REPSAC students v/ere'perfprming 4ery well in the
regular, -school programs. The majority ofthe students have ,followed regular
grade plac ent, been promoted, required;no special help, were rated by their
teachers i the middle one-third of ,their class op academic performance, were
rated by eir teachers jn the middle or upper one-third of the class on
social ad ustment,'and were rated as average on overall school performance.

4. Based on the test information and ,analysis, a trend toward a sub -
stantial, decline in Spanish continues, a Slight increase, but 1pss thah
normal, 4n language ability in English can be exmotted, and a definite level-
ing of measured learning aptitude seems apparent.

5. Members of theootreach training team were very _dedicated and com-
mitted.to-theq asSigned task. '

.

6. Although' it was obvious that may problems were enCountered and
.

that.
, all personnel-associated with the outreach activities experienced many frus-

trations, ample evidence was foundto conclude that the outreach activities
component functioned as planned and in accordance with the approved proposal
document during the period November 29, 1974-June 30, 1976. Also, it was
concluded that the capability and effectiveness of the outreach activities
was instrumental. in the parent center (REPSAC) receiving an invitation from
the National Diffusion Nefwork for this program to serve as a.national demon-
stration site for the Early Prevention of School Failure Project. In short,
accomplishments ofthe outreach activities duriag 1975-76 were remarkable.

Recommendations

Based upon observations, site-visits, findings, and conclusion of this
study, the-following suggestions. or recommendations are made:2'

. .

1. That the funding period of the outreach activities -component be
adjus1ted sofas to'correspond with the dates of the.school year rather than

,

.on a loose carendar year basis. ,

2. That future outreach training include additional emphatis on.1)
development of specific instructional activities after screening; and 2)
guidance in development of more teacher-made materials.

" 3. ,A systematic way be developed for the outreach training team to
record data concerning the use of the motor coach.

4. That the Kindergarten-ImpleMentatiob Guide-be continued to be
developed so a's Tobe.used in Various training-activities.

4 .
.

,
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5. That a long-range-planning
schedule be -implemented

concerning,t
e

,r 6

scheduled use
of the motor coach.' - , .

..

5.. .That measures
be taken to insure that

all members
of. tbe outreach

training team understand
the difference

between, direct
ep4o+nd4gor.servfces

while planning and'COnducting
outreach activities.,,aleie

: .
4.

.

, ..,

,.

7. That the follow-up
stud of former RfPSAC

students be-conAnued
so

as to gather data on the students through.the
sixth grade:

8. That the outreach activities
component

continue to develop and .

,

serve as an extension
of the Model parent center..

.

.

.11

.
I.

Cr

"

,

.s

.
: I

t

*14

Pf

;61,

ti

.



BIBLIOGRAPHY

1. Alford, "Incidence-of and Factors Relating to Prematurity' and
Low Birthweight in the Spanish American Population in Clovis,
New Mexico." Unpublished Ed. Sp. thesis, Eastern New l4exico
University, 1972,

.
2. Alford, Gay, and Ainsworth, Len. "Lunch 1,eirning in An <Early Child-

hood Program." Education-New Mexico, 5 (rail,- 1974), 10-14.

3. Ainsworth, Len, anAlford, Gay. ' "The Talking Kids Diet.", Early .-
Years, (April, 1973); 25-272-

4. AinsWorth, Len, et al. Responsive Environment Program for Spanish
American Children: First Year Evaluation Study, Final' Report,
1971-72. Report prepared for USOE (BEH) and the Clovis Municipal
Schools, Clovis, New Mexico. Bethesda, Md: ERIC Document, Repro-
duction Service, ED 068 219. Abstracted in Research ih education,
February, 1973), 94.

5, Atkins', Billy E., et al. Evalua tion of the Effect of An Early Educe-
--tion Probram for 'High Risk' Spanish American Children: Second
Year, Evaluation Study, Final Report; 1972-73. Report prepared.i.
for USOE (BEH)and Clovis Municipa Schools, Clovis, New Mexico.

t.Bethesda, Md.: ERIC DocumenReproduction-Service, r0 085 122.4,
.--,Abstracted in Research tn Education, (April, 1974), 109.,

n

6. Askins, Billy E., -et al. Responsive Environment Program for Spanish
American Chitdreri (REPSAC): Third Year Study,Final
Report, 1973-74. Reoart -prepared Tor USOE .(BEH) and Clovis
Municipal-Schools, Clovis, New. Mexico.. Bethesda.), Md.: ERIC
Document Reproduction'Service;ED 095 G86. Abstracted in Research

.&
tn' Education, (.14nuary, 1975),129 r,

4.
. .

, ,.. .

7. Akins, Billy E., et 'cll. Responsive EnvirdnMent Program for Spanish
. American Children (REPSAC): FourthYearEvaluation Study,-- Final

Report, 1974-75. Report prepared,for USQE .(BEH) and Clovis
Munictpal.Schools, Clovis, New MeOco.. Bethesda, Md.: ERIC

c 44Document Reproduction Service,ED 111 562.' Abstrected in Research
in Education, (January,) 1976), 141.

. i, ,
y . . ,

. s ,1

8. .Atkins, Billy E., et al. livAltiation of Effects of the Clovis-Portales
., Bilingual Early Childhood Program: First Year Evaluation Study,

Final Report,,1972-73'. .Report prepared for USOE. (Title VII.; ESEA)
and the Clovis Municipal Schobls, Clovis, New Me4ico. Bethesda;
Md.:.ERIC Document ReproductionSerifice,.ED 081 475., Abstracted
in Research in Education, (january, 1974), 96

,

0,

4

s



fiT
9. Askins, Billy E., et ali. 'Clovis-Portales Bilingual Early Childhood

Prbgram:,Second Year Evaluation Study, Final-Report, 1973-74.
Report,prepared fdr USOE (ESEA, Title VII) and the Clovis Muni-
cipal Schools, Clovis, New Mexico. Bethesda,Md:. ERIC
Document Reproduction Service, ED 103 108. Abstracted in
Research in Education (July; 197S), 116.

,
.

. . .
. .

10. Askins, Billy E., et al. Clovis-Rortales BilinguS1 Early Childhood
Program: Third Year Evaluation Study, Final Report, 1974-75.

.... -. Report prepared for USOE (ESEA, Title VII).and the Clovis
Municipal Schools, Clovis, New Mexico. Bethesda, Md.: ERIC
Document Reproduction Service, ED 116 812. Abstracted in
Research in Education (May, 1976).

11. Askins, Billy E.; Ainsworth, Len; Alford, Gay. "The Effectiveness
of the Responsive Environment Program for Spanish American Chil-
dren of Pre - School Age - A Demonstration Project." Paper
'oresented at the annual meeting of the Texas Association of
Supervision and Curriculum Development, McAllen, Texas, October 29,
1973. Also, paper was published,in Education-New Mexico, 4 (Winter-
Spring, 1974),.22 -30.

- 12: 'Askins, Billy E.: Cornett, 'Joe D.: and Alford, ray.* "An.Elialuation:
Study of the Effect of the Clovis 'stale gual.Early Child-
hood Program During.1972-73." Pap r' press ted at the annual meeting
of the, American Educational Researc' ciation,'Chicago, Illinios,
April 19, 1974. Alsd, paper wae-pudished in Texas Tech Journal of 0,
Education, 1,(Numbers 2-3, 1974), 10'-118.

13. Beller, E.-Kuno. "Research on Organized Programs in EarlytEducation."
Second Handbook of Research on Teacbi . Edited by Robert N.W.
Travers; Chicago: Rand'McNally & Oompa y, 1973, 5307600.'

.
14. Cornett, Joe D: Ainsworth, Len;' an0 Askins', Billy E.. I/Effects of An

Intervention Program on 'High Risk' Spani0 Awricdn Children:"
Journal of Educational Research, ('April, 1974), 342-343.

1

15. Cornett, Joe D. and Askins, Billy E., "Multiple,Corcelation'As An
Extension'of One Group Evaluatibn Designs." Paper, presented at
the annual meeting of the American Educational Research AssotiatIon,,.i
San Franciscp, California, April, 1976. ,

. . .

. Campbell, Donald C., "and. Stanley, Julian. Experimental and 'Quasi-
:. Experimental Design for'Researd).on Teaching,. Chicago: Rand

4cNally & Company, 1963., . .

1 1
Iy

46



4
- 1

et

...

17, Englehart, Max D. Methods of Educational Research.
Chicago: Rand

McNally & Company, 1972.

P3. Flanagan, John C. The Uses of Educational
Evaluation in the Devel-

opment of Programs, Courses, Instructional
Materials and Equipment,

Instructional and Learning
Procedures, and Administrative

Arrange-

.ments." Educational Evaluation:,,Newiloles,
New Means. The

Sixty- Eighth-
Yearbook of the National

Society for the Study-off

Education, Part II. Chicago:
University of Chicago Press, 1969.

Hemphill, John K. "The Relationships Between Research and fvaluation

Studies." Educational
Evaluation: New Roles, NewMeans. The-

Sixty-Eighth
Yearbook of the National

Society for the, Study of

Education, Part II. Chicago:
University of Chicago Press, 1969.

3 CI

'jordon,.Daniel C. "The Disadvantaged
Child." The Teacher 's Handbook.

Edited by Dwight D. Allen and Eli Seifman.

Scott, Foresman
and Company, 1971.,

21. LaCrosse, Robert E., Jr. "Early Childhood."
The Teacher's Handbook.

Edited by Dwight D. Allen and Eli Seifman. Glenview, Illinois:

Sco t, Foresman and Company, 1971.

22. Medley, Gene W., and Askins, Billy E.
"Investigating the Relationship

Between Birth Weight and School Readiness of Preschool Mexican

American Children."
Texas Tech Journal of Education, 1,(Numbers

21-3, 1974), 119-125.

23. McAfee, Oralie: Niiiinictg,
Glenn; and Meier, John; New Nursery School.

New York: General Learning Press,1969.

Moore, Omar Khayyam. "Autotelic Resporisive
Environment for Learning."

The Revolution
in the Schools. Edited by Ronald Gross and Judith

Murphy. New York: Harcourt, Brace and World,. Inc., 1964.

.
25. Nimnicht, Glen P., and Meier, J. "A First Year Partial Progress

Report of a Project in-an Autotelic Responsive Environment

r..

Nursery School for Environmentally
Deprived Spanish.American

Children."
Journal of Research Services, II (1966),-3-34.

.

4
. .

95. U.S. Commission
on Civil Rights. Toward Oudlity

Education for Mexican

Americans,'
Report VI: Mexican American Study. Washington, D.C.;'

-:.
U.S. Commission on Civil.Rights,, February, 1974.

.

27.- Williams, James Case. Improving Educational Opportunities
for Mexican

-American Handicapped Children. Washington,
D.C.: U.S. Department

of Health,
Education and Welfare (Bureau of Education for the

Handicapped)',, 1968.

. 4 7

ti

I


