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‘INTRODUCTION - B

| In acco'rdance' with the guidelines established 'hy- theNew H'ampshire

a

State Department of Education, survey and neede asSessment research was con- -
ducted under the direction of the Staff Development Committee of Supervisozy |

Union No. 30 Article 1, Section 2 of "Staff DeVelopment for Bducational Pe I~

. - ¢ . 4 .
. . - . - 5

-

somnel: State of New Hampshire. " swtes that . e -

v

2. A local three (3) year MASTER PLAN shall be ‘developed -

to reflect specific needs identified thmugh organized self-study
- and analysis by the professional staff, students, and parents.

Both objective (test) data and subjective (questionnaire) data are - <
" appropriate to needs assessment. Specific objectives should be: -~ -
-stated in measurable terms whenever possible.l. T e .k

.- To pmvde an adequate base of knowledge to, utili'ze for the develop-
ment of the masner plan for Supervisory .Union No. 30, subJective and ob]ective
data was obtained from the citizens, teachers and students of the Union., The
i following opinion surveys and needs assessments were conducted S

1. Community. Teacher. andStudent Opinion Survey |

. 2. TeacherNeeds Assessment - : - : %} C e
< .. . ) : : . T o, .- ) K e
' S R

© 3, - Student Needs Assessme_nt :

s

Liseats Development for Educational Personne1° Statze of New Hampshi.re mi

(Oonco"d 'N.H.: Office of Teacher Education and Professional Standards, State P

Department of Education. June. 1971). (MIMBOGRAPHED ' 'Hereafter referred to
"Staff Development. " : , SRR o] »

!

o -
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éOMMUNITY. TEACHER, AND STUDENT OPINION SURVEY

EducationalGoaIS' o o . ) o .. ’

K

To obtain the opinion of the commumty. teachers. and students with

respect to the goals. of the public schools wnthm the community, an opinionnaire -' h

8.

‘was deve'loped.2 The base for the twelve goals identified in the instmment were.

_the 'Seven Cardinal Principals of Education' 3 .as set forth by the. Commission on - |

Reorganization c}SecondaIy Education (1922) heaIth command of fundamental '

_ processes. worthy home membership. vocation. civic education. worthy use of v |

a

leisure time, and ethical character. - _' - ] ot

[

The twelve goals of public education identifxed by the Staff Development

I3
v.

Committee for the opinionnaire were:

~ - To gaina general education. .

To develop skills in reading. writing. speaking, and Iistening.
To develop a desire for leaming now and in the future.

" Ri

'-To gain informatid'n needed to make ]ob selections.

a o

To develop skills to enter a speciflc field of work.
B To leam to examine and to use information. ' :
\ ; To mderstand and practlce the skzlls of fatmly living. o -‘ | <
To develop pride in :vork and feeling of self-worth N |

{‘ =  To leam to use leisure time. L e Y

Cve }" .
¢ . - RN St

| 2SeeAppendbcA.pp- 24. 25,26, . . B

- }

. 3]ames As ]ohnson and others. The Foundations of American Lo )
Education (2d ed.; ms_ton- Allyn and Bacon, 1973), p.__26?._‘ ) C

(
v




To: practioe and understand the ideas-of health and safety

; To leam good citizenship

ee
te,

Y

| To appreciate culture and beauty in the world. |
. The Committee wished to know if the community. teachers. and students felt o
" ° the Union's. schools were successful in teaching the identified goalS (Patt 1of ﬁe g '
_opinionnaire). and if teaching tcward the goals was a responsibility of the local

=‘public schools, the home, or both (Part II of opinionnaire)

A

v

- Commtmity Opinion Survey
Pilot St y A pilot study was conducted to establish the validity of the developed

instn.ment. Ten citizens of the Lk ion were selected for tge pilot study

'_ . . . CL . I 3

" - Pog julation for Survey. For the community opinion survey the population was

identified as: citizens of Laconia. citizens of Gilfond. atid citizens of Gilmantonr

( The citizens of Laconia wer”e those year-round residents of the Laconia School

‘ District as ide’atified and listed in°the Laconia Directory. L974. Y The citizens o

“of Gilford were the year-round residents of Gilford as identiﬂed and listed in

| ' the Laconia Direct01y- 1974.5_And the citizens of Gilmanton were those resi- b S
dents identified as 1egistered voters of Gilrnanton.6 '- L U .' S I °

For the community survey a seven percent sample of each of the

o three strata was deemed adequate - five percent heing minimal for this type of

D,

R 4Lacon1a Directoxy' 1974 (Greenfield. Mass.._ H A Manning. .,
1974»). op- 173-314. »

-~

slbid.. pp. 402-451. R

Gilmamon Voter Registration Check List. Novemher. 19’74 :




research”.L7 The sample was determined by the"simple random technique8 of

.-- '

-utilizing a table of computer generated random numbers .~9 The identiﬁed com-

mumty population was 13 163, thus tth size of the sample was 897.

. - B
[ . . ) . .
3 -

.Administration of Opimonnaire. The opinionnaire was mailed to the’ selected citi-

© zens of the Union on ]anuary 3, 1975. Along with the instmment a letter of trans-
.
mittal and a postage paid, addressed envelope were enclosed. To increase the
rate of return two follow-up mallings were planned. Each postage paid addressed
envelope was coded sothat a recoxd was maintained of those cifizens responding. | ¢
o o Havmg received only al9. 4percent return for the initial rnailing.

' ,secgnd opinionnaire (along with a ietter of transmittal and a postage paid, - ad- '_ ">.
dressed envelope) was posted on January 20, 1975. The rate of response to the .
' second mailing was 11. 4 percent Wthh made a total response rate of 30 8 percent. '
B _. | ' e L On Fébruary 7 1974 a postal card was sent to those citizens who |
"?{" had so far failed to respond. They were asked to participate in the sun/ey by re- "
"'tummg an opimonnaire immediately An additional 6. 1: percent responded by j

Mazxch 5, 1975 making the final rate of return 36, 9percent N = 331).

H‘) . v ’ : °. ' - : :
. \ : 718!181' from Dr.. Bruce Weigle. Research Assistant, Bureau of _ :‘-‘_.’
Edugational Research University of Mississippi Novemher 10, 1974. ‘ S i

Walter R.Borg and Meredith D. Gall Educational Research
(2d ed.. New York David McKay, 1974), p. 117, _ o

.e ‘o

9Freti N. Kerlinger. Foundations of mhavioral Research (?.d
ed.; New York: Holt, Rinehart and Winston, 1973), pp. 714-717. . CL

B 4 : S : ' -

~
i




'» Tea'cher Opinion Survej )

ilot St\_ny A pilot study was implemented to establish the validity of the .

instrument. Ten Union teachers were selected for the pilot study

: Population for Survey. The profess ional staff: of the thtee districts comprising

t | L the Union was identified and utilized as the population for this sutvey 10 A ten
) -percent, simple random sample was selected from each of the three strata. I‘he

' identified population was 244 thus the gize of the, sample was 25. -

4

-Admmistration of Opinionnaire 'Ihe opimonnaite. along with a letrer of trans-

J

mittal; -was delivered.to. the various schools and selected teachers on December -
| 17, 1974. 'I\avo days Later the completed mstmments were collected. Each in- |
. '_strument was coded so'that'a follow-up could be conducted to ensure-a high return
o rate.. Howev_er,‘ follow-up procedures were not necessary ducto a 96 percent v_re- o

turn rate ™ =24). ) I

Student Opinion Surs}ey

.‘)-

.
N
L

Pilot Stu gg A pilot study was implemented to establish the validity of the instru~

' ment. Ten Union students (gra.des 7-12) were selected for the pilot study

Population for Survey. The students in grades 7-12 in the schools of the three :

' districts of the Union were identified and utilized as the population for this survey

OA list of the pmfessional staff by district, school, and position :

was provided by the Supe rintendent of Schools

1) Jist of the students In grades 7-12 in the schools of the Union '": e
“was provided by the Siperintendent of Schools. . Tl G
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G
s

A ten percent, sirnple random sample was selected fmm each strata. The »

identified student population was 2330, thus the sample size Was 234..

a
A . '

_ Administration of Opinionnaire. A'I‘he opinionnaires ,qalong with a lettex. of g -

- transmittal. were delivered to the various schools and selected students om , - 7,

December 17 1974 Three days later the completed instruments were col-

lected. Each mstrument was coded so that a follow-up could be conducted to-

>~
1

. o 'ensure a high retum rate. However, follow-up procedu;es were/not necessary

L.

: due to a 84 percent return rate (N = 197) o

Analysis ¢f Data

' - i-§guare. ,The results of the opinionnaire produoed an abundance of data . , T ~‘ ;
_ which were used to answerthe questions posed in the study 'I'he response of

the community, teachers. and students served as the criterion in thi.s stu

The assumption was that the perception of these individuals would represent e
e
~ useful evidence since’ they would be based on direct. personal experience and

-

‘ observation. o
The frequency of given responses of the c\ommunky. teachers. and
students to the twenty-four items of the opini’onnaire was computed for each ~a
| item and for ‘each groxp. These results are. given in Appendix‘B. pages 27, 28 29.

The respon.ses were then analyzed to determine the divergnoe among the three "

v 5roups. Significant differeaces from these analyses were determined to provide -

?'conclusions pertaining to the diver*nce of the respondents at the 05 level pf




’ - . . . - PO . N i
bl
t

: confkience';' 'I'he nonparaxnetrlc chi-square (X2) statistlclzgfﬁwap usedf as a test.

of thls significance because only frequency data wer@: used. |
For the twelve items in Part 1 the 05 percent level of slgnificance\
with elght degrees of freedom required a croqsbreak .analysls usinga chl-square
KR

9, " - !

v test of independence of 15. 50713 to be sign%nt/ ort tw'~= v te inPart ‘ ‘_a__ > -

11 the 05 level of slgnlficance with four/degrees of freedom requlred a cross-
break analysis using a chi-square tes( of independence of 9 42557714 to be sxgnl- LT,

ficant. Statlstlcal computanons revealed that only four of the twenty-four items

treated were not sigmficant at15 the 05 percent level, 16 It was then assuﬁ

-._-__\‘ 1
———

hat the three groups dxd differ slgniﬁcantly ln their: responses to the itemst Con-
’ N AR
' sequ’eﬁy’.’re‘sponses of the community, teachers. and students were treated sel' i

—
L

S

.l‘
[y SO

’T-.

parately to determme mean values. Mean scores were used tO‘determlne the , o

& =

disslmllarlty of opinlons. S S

R
£

Weighted Means. To establish the extent of the dlsslmllarlty of oplnlons of the

e

three gmups towards the twelve items of Part I, a mean score was calculated as

N Sl T —

ST - e

follows for each group the total of responses \mder each ltem variable was Tl

)
/

12N. M. Dowme and ‘R. W. Heath, Basic Statbtical Methods (New - '
York l-larper and’ Row. 1970). pp. 205-206 . ,
..... lslbid., - 311. B - L o '¥
4 N '_ T
lbld. »” p- 3110 ‘ ' 7 **: Co _, o '

151n every case: at least one cell ‘had an expected frequency of less ;

5 The chi-squares computed may not be reliable o » S

s 16See Appendlx C, pp- 30, 31._,_],_ o R




rnultiplied by a variable number from +2 to -2 The sum of products of- t:he ﬁve _ .
S \ intervals was- divided by°the total\number of responses (N)' carrh:d out to the AR

T R : T

as

£ thou sandth. For example. uslng\lre{

in Part I and fokach group wene computed to provide l:he means which were

to the questions under exammation. 17 *

o,
T - -
2T » IS t ..

;:>Q"' fg f ' 'e.i\if:i%ABLél

ST ' T
‘ MEAN SCORE CALCULATED FOR IT ]

«/Aﬁ'o/ ve L ~ . “Below Very

\Enzglen( Average " Average Average Poor
12 (+1) o ('1) 2)

LN N : '
use.d to compare\ 1nio,ns of the three groups in porting the data relevant ' R
e R\\\ 5 AR e

A Tot_al . ’ . B \" ',_‘ . e
~ Community e N S
\Responses - | . . .. o o . ‘ : \ [ A . / i / “ ) ‘ . \\ .
(N=221) ° 20 . %-§_¢w aa' ,s,gfjéqx

‘-10 oo 480

_PRODUCT = 40 © S8 - O

\- Commtmi:y Mean Sum~o£Products (+80)
: - total responses (Zﬁ) = +0.362




3. - To establish the extent of the dissimilarity of\opinions ‘of the three

\

= g’mups ts wards the twelve items of Part i, a mean s-ore ‘was calculated\i o
/follcns :Q%a/gro VD thal of responses under each inem variable was - ¢

multiplied hy a va.rlable number from’ +l to -1 The sum of products of the five .

f-—/ . Lo v

. inte&ls was divided l:y the tota‘l number of responses (N) carried out to the o s
. - 3 : oL
: nearest thousandth. For example using ltem 1. "Gain a general education.

tlie mean was calculuted as sh@wn in Table Il Similarly. means for each item '

' in~Part\lI\anQor each group were computed to pmvide the me9n8 which were . _' )
usecf to compare the opinions of the three groups in reporting the data relevant
o “to the questiOns nnder examinatlon. 18 > . ”
',;‘:;\ . . - ~~A,,.\., . s v“ - . ‘ ) -
S . eTABLE n E
~ ' MEAN SCORE CALCULA/EORﬁEM i, PART/II* e
. ~ t\ — ._4//. —~ N / " \ L " L ) i
. Scale. /'-—Sch\.olx L { 4 Home Prodict
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Disc*epant Areas. I‘Bcrepant areas were detgrmined by comparing the four i;ems ' -

in Part I with the lowth means (indicating least successfully being taught) with tbe oo

/ .
' four items in Part 1 with the highest: means (indxcating a high school xesponsibﬂny). S

For example, usmg the mean xesponses of the community, the discrepant areas . - '
., Y P
were calculated as showa in I’able/m Similarly, iscrepant aneas were dete-rnxined
for the other two groups.19 I O o
B ° . '44;'.:": c.';}. |
_,.. T — : e
K
b
Data Relevant to Qu'esfions Asked

. ftem #i” Gain a Genemion. The commgnlty and teacliers were' in:;

the schools ‘were being SUCH ful at the "average "level. whereae T
° » /B \'& o ( -
: studenns indicated thyaverage " level of- success:L Al tlmee’ mﬁ .

‘ ‘»»\j.u‘ »"';‘_'.‘.1__‘
E -~indicaxed the goal _as ,,he'responsibility/om ‘the home and the school "»E ”‘9 R RS




Item #2: Develop Skills in ReadingL Writing, Speﬁmiam Listening. 'i;he -

community and teachers were in agreement that the schools were being sui:cessful _.

at the * average " level whereas the students indicaned a higher level of success-

-

All three groups inaicated the goal was more the responsibility of the schools ‘

thapthehome.j' B L L - |

» Item #3: Dzvelop a Desire for Lear:;ing Now and In the Future. All three groups

.

were in agreement tha. the schools were being successful at the "average " level

and that the goal was the joint responsibility -of tha home and the school

-~ el

C e

Item #4 Gain Inforrnation Needed to Make ]ob Selections. faefween tbe three

groups there was great disagreement as to the success of the schools The com- <

. munity indicating a slight negative level, the teachers a slight positive level, _ ' .

and the students an ' average "to "above average" level of success. There was

’ agreement as to the responsibility of the schools The success/responsibility

&
-- ofthis goal was indicated as a discrepant area by the community

‘ 'ltem #S Develg Skills to Enter a SEcific Field of Work. The community and
teachers indicated P slight negative level of success, whereas the students in- :
2 'dicated a slight positive level of success. 'Ihere was strong agreement hetvveen

the three groups that the goal was the reSponsibility of the school. The sucoess/

re\s;l\aonsibility of: this goal was indicated as a discrepant area by all three groups. v

.. lem #6 bearn to Examine and to Use. lnformation. ’I'here was.no agreement /;ﬁ

of the groq)s as to the level of success. The students indicated an- "above averag/e

I \level, the teachers a slig:t positive level and the commv.mity a sligit negative/ a

"b-
P B
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e
e
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level of success. All. three groups indicated that the responsibility belonged with :

the school.

Item #7: Understand and Practice the Skills of Family Living. The. c'ommunity

: ponsihility.

| ponsibility o -

.. and teachers. indicated an almost "below average " level of'.'success'and-‘the students

b

a slight negative level. As to responsibility, the community and students placed

the responsibility in the home ’I‘he teachers jndicated a ]oint home/school res-

“Item #8: Develop Pride in Work and Feeling of Selt‘-Worth. All three groups in=

<.

dicated an "average" successlevel -= the students indicatmg a more positive level -

thanthe other two groups. All three groups indicated a Joint school/home ree-

il

T o
. - s

Item #9; I.earn to Use Leisure Time. The community indicated an 'hverage " level

of success. The students and teachers were in strong disagreement with the teach-

‘ers indicating a "below average" level’ and the. F!tudents an "'above average " level

’I‘here was agreement, however. in-the- joint responsibility of the “school’ ‘and the

e et

- ]

home. . T~

¢ : o v Y

‘.‘Item #10 Practice and Understand the ldeas of Health and Safety. The three

groq‘)s agreed in-an "average " success level and that the goal was the joint ress N

ponsubility of the home and the school.




the goal -~ the school and tae home.

- were identified' '

‘Jrem #11: .Learn Good Citizenshfgi. The teachers and students"'indicated a slight |

L" !

Q

.'pos itive level of success and the community a slight negative level of success.

o ——t

Ttem #12 Appgeciation of Oulture and Beauty in the Wozld. The teachexs in-

dicated a "below average" level of succsss with the commnnity and students

1

indicating an "average" level. - There was agzeeh%t as to the Ie_sponsibility of

-

TEACHER NEEDS ASSESSMENT

In order to provide an appropriate data base for developing a master

'plan complying with Axticle 1I,. Section 2 and 5 of the staff development guide- o

: lmes,20 an opinio:mnaire21 was developed to determine the priorities of teachers '

professional needs. The following eighteen innovations. technlques. and/or needs \ '

)

oo .
Vs .
-

: lndividualized.instmction strategies

Team teaching

. Programmed mstruction e ~----v—~-_~e

L
, .

-Non graded school approach L g Y
Alternative educauon programs S |

_.Gradings_ystems A T ¢

Pl

20"Staff Development; "

e 21See Appendix F. pp. 37, 38, 39, 40.




N

e,

Sensitivity training ' '_ o e
Techniques for diagnosing student reading problems

Techniques for dealmg with students cultural differences
Values clarification _ '

Role of behavioral ol_)jectives_k,

Careereducation o I

Dealing with handicapped childxen i_n'-the classroom

Performance contracting o | _ N

Teacher accountability °

Communication

 Curriculum

' Physical facilities

Teachers were asked to respond to the ahove with respect: to ‘the need for ‘and the_ .

methods of implementation. Eight methods of im*lementation were provided

Workshop -

' S‘mall-informal g_roup .

College course iy

]

o

l

Personal pmJeCt~~—~~-~~-— - | I
Professional visitation | o
Travel S - S IR
Sabbatical |

Leave of absence for professional growth .' -
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Population for Needs Assessment: | o S -

“ .. po

The professional staff of the three districts comprising the Union was

identified and utilized as the population fox this assessmem:.22 A ten pen:ent, sim- '_ :
. .-ple random sample was selected fiom each of the three _strata. The ic‘lentifie_d popu- ~ -

lation was %44, thus the size of the sample was 25.

Adminiﬂtration of the Needs Assessment Instruments '

4.

' The needs assessment i;}ruments were delivered to the various schools

and selected teachers on December 17, 1974. .'l‘wo days later the completed instru-

-

'ments were collected. Each instrument was . coded so that a follow-up could be -

. conducted to ensure a high return rate. However, follow-up procedures were not '

e -

‘_necessaxy due to a 96 percent return rate (N = 24). =] '

-

An‘ahrsis of Data

4

—

Weighted ‘Means of the Needs. To estahlish dissimilarit'y of, opinions of 'the teach- '

ers. toward the eighteen needs items identified, a mean score was calculated as
> follows the total of responses under each item variable was multiplied by a vari- 2
%
able number from -l?. to -2. The sum of pmducts of the five intervals was divided-

. by the total number of responses @) carried out to the nearest"thousandth. For )

.vexample. using kem 1 "Individualized instruction Strategies. "the mean was cal- S
1 .- . N .-
culated as shown in Table IV Similarly, means for each item were compute dto -
I

pmvide the means which were used to compare the opinions of the teachers in re-

o ' porting t_he' data relevant to the _questions under.ex;eirr'iinat'ion.23 f‘ '

s ] 2A list of the pmfessional staﬁ lw district—thoot—an}pesit-ionms\
. provided by the Superintendent of Schools. ‘

e, -

o L e 23See Appendix G. 13 41. 42-_._~.,:
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A \\_ . b '
- TABLE TV
3 :
MEAN SCORE CALCULATE“ FOR ITEM 1
AS'cale ‘ Greatest,' : . : Nof" ~+ No . Least ,‘Pmduct :
Variable' . "Need:  Need = Opinion - Neéd Need Sum
") o+ 0 (D (-2) . S
| Total o ST
-Teachex o S .
Responses. = - . - B
WN=24) 7 13 0 1 3
" PRODUCT 14 13 I R ] 20
B Mean= Sum of Products (+20). \ :
'dh}ided by tbtal-'respdnses (24) = 40, 833?'. \ -
' Percentges for Impl ementation. To. establish priorities of. implementation for |
.‘ _ 'each of the eighteen needs i,tems, percentages of respcnses were detei'\mined., Per- =
centages for each itern were computed to provide prlorlties as.to which methods
R -, } . o ,.
of implementation were desired for each il:etn.24 e
.——:‘:-"‘: . '. - ' ] “ . : A e »ig..‘ ' )
o " T S
..J ST '«_,‘\- . \(
L ' —
~ "+ %%ee Appendix H, pp. 43,
{ - . "¢ . N o
”I. f"h é:. I3 N
18 e




o Data Relcvant to leestiOns'Asked s

Greatest Need 'I‘he teachers 1nd1cated a "greatest need" level for item 16,

"Communication (Exchange of ideas hetween teachers. administration. school
board. and community) " Fifty percent of the teachers lndlcated "Workshop
o as the metlxod of implementation. Thirty-thnee percent suggested 'Small infor-

"_mal-group.'

Need. ‘Seven areas: were_'p.l_aced in'the 'Need'f level by the teachers "(l_.iste.d bg ,
level ofnrlorlty)'. | R
Curriculum | s
Techniques for Diag:osing Student Reading Problems;\. T L
Deallng with Handxcapped Children in the Class room-” -
_Inchvidual'ize_d Ins_!tm_ction Strategies '.N o .
Alternative Education Programs | o \ |

. Career Educatlon S

1 . . L

f

- Team Teaching Techniques

"Workshop" was suggested as the means of implementlng the followmg four

‘areas: ., Lo | o

”n o .

i v. Individuahzed !nstruction Strategies
" : echniques for Diagnosing Student Reading Problems .
Ca:eerEducatlon - oom T,

Gurricn_lum o




J,

For the need area 'Team Teaching Techniques. " both "small informal groups

and "Workshop " were indicated as the methods of implementation To meet the *

:f\4

need "Alternative Education Programs" the followmg three methods of implemen-

tation were selected "Professiona.l Visitation. " "Small informal groups. " and

l

"Personal project. L "College course, " "Workshop." and "Small informal group
were mdicated as methods of meeting the need area "Dealing with Handicapped

Children in the (‘lassroom ]

" In the following three areas a slight "Need 'was indicated* 'Grading \
systems; " "Values ClarificatiOn, 'and "Performance Contracting. " "Workshop"..- f’

and 'Small informal group" were suggested as the methods of implementation for

.o

these three areas.

o No Need. The teachers indicated "No need‘ in the area ”'I'm*hn‘nves for Dealing

T with Students Cultural Differences. " A slight "'*Io m'ed" was indicated for the
h 7“?‘?\ P o
varea; "Role of Behavioral Objectives .

—
\\“

.o’

- N e

p
S

No Opinion. The balance of the areas fell in the "No opinion" or between the.
- [ .

7 . - _
. —— .
— e

"Need" and "No need" levels: SR " ST Py

‘Programmed lnstruction e —

~
4

Non- grad‘é“d'-"Sclidbl Approach
Sensitivity Training
'Teacher Accountability

.PhysicalvFacilitiesl _ N L

B




0 -
STUDENT NEEDS ASSESSMENT o . ) e
To provide objecti\}e déta‘ regaxding student needs? in Supervisoxy
"Union No. 30, a student’ needs assessmentvinstjruutept% wasdeveloped Only "
ob)ective test or dlagnostlc data was utihzed in this sun'ey. |

The following academlc areas were identlﬂed to he assessed

~ .reading

‘laguageams -

'mother'notlcs | .‘ : -
. 'sciencel | (
- T soclalstudies .
" -_ pl‘.ysical educgtton ' )

music . : :

In addition. the following physical/mental health areas were identlfled to be assessed:‘ _

speech defects '
sight

' hearlng

,dental - B
plysically handicapped e e

developmentally handicapped

N _. . 25-'séaff,Development." Article II, Section 2.

‘\\ N

e Zz;xc !nthese tll.r_ee_;
. amas teacher ne

GNP .
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K

,Pupuiation for Needs Assessment _

~ The students in grades K-12 of the various schools in the three , ‘
| .districts comprising the Union were identified and utilized as the population for : -

o this assessment.28 A ten percent, simple random sample was sele¢ted from |

| : "each of the thirteen strata. The numeric size of the population was 4345. the

samp!,e size was 436.

Administration of Needs Assessment Instrument

"~ On January 8 1975, the needs assessment instruments. along with .
" the guidelines29 for the completion of the instmments. _we!e given to. the princi-
, pals and/or counselors of the Union schools enrolling the selected students. ln

- accordance with recent federal legislation and court decisions, the pnvacy and.

\ -

'anony mity of the- students seleoted were maintained.

Lo

“ -
-« a

I..ists of the selected students by schools were given to the appro- L

o

priate school principal and/or counselor. _who completed a needs assessment

instrument for each selected student. The completed and ret.umed instruments
| ‘contained no name ‘or reference to students or schools. The instruments were | s :
mturned to the researchcrs Januaiy 10, 1975 The rate of return was 95 percent

“¢

28y list of. the swdents. grades K-12 by district. school. and e
grade was provided by the Superintendent of Schools. R .

29SeeAppendhc1. po47i 8. o S e

. 3olt is important to note that while there was a very high rate of
: retum of the individual student profiles alarge percentage of the returned - BRI
needs assessment forms contained little orno test data about the individuals . ;' T

g, .
v
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S Analysis of Data L

a

.

to the five N&cua®‘.

NS The frequency of given resp/s
’ \ - ' - ™ . . ’ - “\A\\\.
the nine items of Section IIIwas cornpu ed by the following gm ‘ ‘ e

o analyzed to determine the dive rgence of the data with expected frequencies of N

the normal distrihution Significant d1fferences from these analyses v.ere deter-

' mined to provide conclusions pertammg to the divergence of the data at the .05 °

l'evel of confidence. -The nonparametric chi-square~ (x2) stati.'s:tic32 was used ag’

a test of this significance because oniy frequency data were used. ,

The .05 percent level of significance with two degrees of freedom re~

» quired a crossbreak a.nalysis using a chi-square test of independence of 5. 9915

. to be significanb. Statistical computations revealed that none of the twenty items

, of the sample respondmg. by the four g:ade groupings

\\,\

D

' (five items in each of the four grade groupmgs) were significant at the (5 peroent

'level 34 I was then assumed that the@tudent frequency data did not differ signi-

‘ 'ficantly with the expected frequencies of the normal distribution.

N

&

’I'he frequency data obtained in Section m Was z‘n | to percentages R

35 O two a I'eas dkl ,

the responses indicate a need area beyond the ten percent leé Eight need areas ;

. were in the five to ten percent level The remaining twenty-six areas were at the '

. e See Appendix M*:"" '

Dless than five perceut level. .

"See Appendix K, pp. 49,50, 510 -7 S

Bl

.‘32Downie. op. cit.. pp 205-206

Ibki. » p. 311.

SR 3“See Appendix L, pp. 52, 53,




significantly with what one. would expect in a normal distribution. The areas

most in need m Séct on m were (in ozder of prlority of need)'
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| 7" OPINIONNAIRE . <




» 'l"Q v »l | . : _‘ . ’»./:.D ' . . 25
: tPAR’I‘ I - Are the local public schools successful in teaching the t)vélve (12) goals stated
A below? Please respond to all the goal statements by circling, at the right ofeach
’ statement, the number which best descrlbes mr opi/nion according to the scale below:

SCALE 1 Excellem 2 AboveAverage 3- Average 4- lowAverage 5~ Very Poo?

V]

GAIN A GENERAL EDUCATION (Background and skﬂls in the use of 1 -2 3 45
, numbers, natural sciences, mathematics and social sciences; _ . I

 basic information and concepts ) / . o
s ' P M » ’ & v
e '2. DEVELOP SKILLS IN READING. WRITING SPEAK]NG. AND .. 123 4°5 .

. LISTENING -(Skills in oral and written English. ability to read with
S understanding and enjoyment ) .

3. DEVELOP A-DESIRE FOR LEARNING NOW AND. INTHE FUTURE 1 2 3 4.5
- (Eagemess for lifelong learning ). ; R
" 4. _ GAIN INFORMATION NEEDED TO MAKE JOB SELECTIONS 12 3 45
' . 7. (Ability to use information and cmmseling services related ' S T

. to the selection of a job.) . . L o
5. DEVELOP SKILLS, TO ENTER A SPECIFIC FIELD OF WORK 12 3.45

- (Abilities and skills needed for imrnediate emgloyment. N
. aWareness .of. opportunities ) ’

o

6. ' LEARN TO EXAMINE AND TO USE INFORMATION Gkillsto 1 2345
C - think, question, andproceed logically; decision-making o s -
L ekillsy | T |

. 7. UNDERSTAND AND PRACTICE ‘THE SKILLS OF FAMILY ~ 12345

. . LIVING (Awareness of future family responsibilities and achleve- oy
- ment of skllls in preparing to accept tbem.) o - ’

» 8 Ww 12345
. . (A feelirig of stident pride in achievements ‘and progress. ’ T R
o self*-unders rar ing and self-awareness.) - : o

9. - LEARN TO USE IEISURE TIME (Interestandparticipationin o123 45
. a variety fleisure time activities ) : Lo -

10. ' PRACTICE - UNDERSTAND THE IDEAS OF- HEALTHAND 123 45,

‘SAFETY : (Understanding of good physical health and well - oot o e

| i being/,fconcern for public health and safety ) T L i

* 11. LEARN GOOD cmzsnsmr (Undexstandlng of the obllgatlons 123 ;4"_ 5 .

coL T an;fresponslbﬂities of cltizenship ) oL

12. - APPREGIATION OF GULTURE AND BEAUTY IN THE WOBLD =
. /(Abilities for effective expréssion of ldeas and cultural :
appreclatlon ofthe ﬂne arts ) , A AR S

o




 PART II -~ Is teaching toward the twelve goals listed below a RESPONSIBILITY of the local
~* public schools, home or both? Indicate your opinion by. checking the appropriaxe
box to the nght of each of the goal statements. ; .

R o . .1 7.__ y o : o B S A-School- Name‘ .Bothi%
1. GAINAGENERALEDUCATION o O u[___;
2. - DEVELOP SKILLSINREADING, WRITING SPEAKING, AND s

© 'LISTENING' ~ o S S B N R N

3. DEVELOP A DESIRE FOR LFARNINGNOWANDINTHE R T

2 Foree o | SRR s R v e
4 GANN INFORMATIONNBEDEDTOMAKEJOBSELECTIONS I
- DEVELOP SKILISTOENTERASPECIFIC FIELD OF WORK " S '._ I"'"'i -

. 6. LEARN TOEXAMINE ANDTOUSE lNFORMATION OO/

. 7: UNDERSTAND AND PRACTICE THE SKILLS OF FAMILY L

LWING o . ‘ e ' {*l!cJ P |
8. DEVELOP PRIDE INWORKAND FEELINGOF SELF-WOR'IH. L 1. 3

9. LEARN O USE LE]SURE 'I‘IME J N R I B
10.  PRACTICE AND UNDE RSTAND THE, IDEAS OF HEALTH _ L
-7 AND SAFE’IY _ i - | s A e K

- Y ‘ .
11. LEARN GOOD CI'I‘IZEI\BHIP RN A B i
iz APPRECIATION OF CUL'I’URE ANDBEAUTY IN THE WORLD e T2
*  -PART IV <- '}\gditignal comments inay be made and will be wel_come& l_:oelow; e
- \ : ‘e ~ <
5
. 3 .
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A .

OBSERVED, RESPONSES TO OPINIONNAIRE .

28

p 5 -~ ITEMS BY COMMUNITY
3 ' o ‘ . - L
——Opinionnaire P _ e L
———Statement . Part IIResponses = - . Part-1II Responses
—Number - #AT T 13T 5 1 School ]  Home Both™
N 20" | 58] 130 ] 8 5 .73 1 -3 ] 176
2 19 | 46| 111 | 41 | 6 101 "0 153
3 9 44] 114 ] 39 13. -~ 24 7 224
4 10 | 32| 103 |57 13 - 96 6 . 148
5 10 | 251 110 57 | 13, 155 3 % 93
6 7 48 | 131 | 28 6 81 3 169
-~ 7 5 26| 98 | 72 | 16 1 70 . | 182
8 11 | 40| 122 [~ 42:| 7 4 13 — 237 .
9 — 6 | 49| 104 | 50:| -10 6 | 47 — 201 j
10 10 | 45 117 | 41 |. 7. 8 . 10 -1 . 237
11 "9 | 40| 115 | 47 |7 11: 15 5 234 .
. 12 7 ] 39[. 110 | 51 | ‘12 10 7y 238
OBSERVED RESPONSES TO OPINIONNAIRE
ITEMS BY TEACHERS
_Opinionnaire R . . S L
* Statement bt Part II Responses . Part I1I Responses ' _
- Number ‘ 1 2.1 -3 5 Schoo “Home | Both
’ 1 1 10l 10| 3 ] O "3 | 0 21 -
-2 2 | 6] 12| 4 0 —13 | 0 _ IR
-3 . 0 T 4 16 | & 0 T2 . 0 .22
4 2 | 51 13 31 1 | .~ 10 1 13,
S 0 31 10| 10| 0 | / 13 1 10
. 6 1-] 3| 14| 4 2 |, 8 | 0 ‘1] 16
7 0. 2 13 7 1" o . 2 22
) 1 3 15| 3. 1 i 0 _. 23
9 0 5. 9| 9 1 0 | 2 22
10 - 2 3] 14 5 0 5 0 L~ 23 -
11 2 | 12| 4 0 0| .1 22
12. : 0 2 13 6 3. 1 0 23

[
H

__30'/




OBSERVED RESPONSES TO OPINIONNAIRE

2

- - ITEMS BY STUDENTS -

L

Opfnionnatre - - T S o e ,
Statement.~ -} - " part M Responses - . . Part Il Respomses <’ "~ F
‘Number -~ - [ 1 1.2 | 3 4 | _ School . | Home | Both -
2 N 22 |- 96 78 | .5 .- ] 113
199 - 4 94
w49 17 - | 131"
v 67 ] 20 . | 109 -
115 .} 13- - 68 - .-
—106 .| 9 | -8 "
- 27 1112 ] .83 ¢
- 20 132 . 145. - -
20 | 47 ~128 . {
28| 25 v143-;-1__ o
23 1 32 | 143. . ‘.
.35 26 | 135

75 3

1 .

2 . 30 64.f 77 26
3 ~16 | 47 | 84 | 44
4 ~F - 26 |..66 68 | 28
6 . -

7

8

9

20 691 86 |21 |
11 | 38 82 |51
~17 | 59 | 88 | 24

— 9. - | 31 1.56]: 70 |24
10 | . 18 52 | 83 | 33..
11 . 13 .| 50 | 82 | 44
12 , 23 39-| 73 | 45

- et | ft - 1.
Q| o] | o] o] | =] o] | | O e |0




. - . ’, |
=y . ‘ , = : o . e L
f"f'h‘ - . -
k] v ,v') . ¢ s ' > .
. -3 ) .
. ‘ & ‘ . ‘:'/) :
.- APPENDIXC - - o, - S
' COMPUTED CHI-SQUARE DISTRIBUTION TO RESPONSES OF S
. COMMUNITY, TEACHERS, AND STUDENTS .
" £ - . .30
Ex v - | A/...
3 - - - .
i | 49 g

: l{l\C

[AFuiTox provided by ERIC



~PART I ITEMS. PART Il ITEMS

2

 Item Number Computed X

Item Number . Complitédxz'

1 36.231 1 13.061
2 20. 466 2 12.394
-3 13.235 3 . 33.542
- 4 *39.502 - 4 12,744
' 5 - 138.109 _ 5 S 9,727
.6 30.266 - 6 . 32,961
7 .11.516 .7 51.480
8 15.553 8 37.841
9 . 41.532 9 21127 .
10 12.036 - '10. . 37.463
1 9.060 - S - 39,839
12 21,226 2 . . 56.912
; gl
(e
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ITEM NUMEER COMMUNITY TEACHERS . -

O ®NOU b W

X .

10. 362
+0. 139
-0.014.

-0.144 -

+0,100 -
- -Oa 313

0. @27 7

+0. 046
-0.050 .

<0101

40.375

~ 40.250
0.000

* 40,167

© -0.304
-0.125
-0.304

+0. 042 :

 -0.333

40.083 -
40.167 -
. -0.417

¢




34 -

5

. PART I ITEMS
ITEMNUMEER COMMUNITY *~ TEACHERS . .-, STUDENTS® .~
1 40,277 - 40.125 T 40.372.
"2 40,398 40.542 - 40,482 -
3 +0,.067 . +40.083 40,162 -
4 40.360 °  +0.375 ' +0.240
5 40,606 - - +40.500 ¢ . .+0.520
) - 40.308 - 40,333 . 40.497
7 . -0.273 . ,=0.083 -0.558 = -
8" - =0.035 | “+0.047 . . =0.061 - - . - =
9 . =0.161- -0.083 * -. - . =0.13% e
10 -0.008  =0,042 ~ T 40,015 o
11 +0. 039 o ~0.044 - - -0.051" - R
12 +0. 008. . +40.042°° 7 +0.046 . T -
| .
o ¥ i
[ 2.




“

[24

o

~

APPENDD{ E '

L]
3
-
!
s '
P
a
n
* !
35 .
.
e
IR

”y




'1.' oo ~ ". 2 T
; ) . L 36
v | *.  DISCREPANTAREAS . . .
Cér;mu_nity ) I Téachgrs Studentsx-'*-j_‘ ot

Partl - Paztll © Paml Partli Fam1. Part I

J ' . < Cv
3 //i . ) ' o
, 5 . .
i"\ N i . )
. ! o
( 4 4 )
. ' A \ ¥
12 6 ) ‘ 11
- : N .
t . . 1
;
' L4
'
.'v.' . 4
3,
P
2
-
. ? -
°
: : ' . t .
g . - ) _ o,
, . R . .
i [
. . < .
I - . i 1. EY " .
. s ¢ i = " oy
Gy d ° .
N hl
- —
N R t
¥ 3 - - r
. =2 .
. )

N L4
1 - -
. e
o i .
. ; .
N N - . Y
; . . 4.
o . Pl
K . - .
[ «”
” y
5. »
! -
KN d -
O o ’ -
I} . . o ) e
; E s
w P
w2
M K
-




' . [ J
¥ 2! b . ' LA . N
° ' ’ ‘ b e . .
» X )
. - ‘< .
. 4 ¢ . .

N . . i
" - 4 9 . - )
. ; o W . .
‘ T 1] o
4 ) . ) )
' - Lo ‘ . o .
R - ; . : B )
, . ! .
‘. o L4 ] - . . B
* - - - .
' - . I‘ . -
< s . A ’ ;
. -
. - . .
’ ! ° ' - .
: Iy - . . ‘
. o
. ' , B ! . ' .
f N >

- : : M : ) .
« ¢ l : . . . ’ .
' L ! - v ‘. -
: ‘ - ‘ - A

. ) - e X : . -.QAPPENDIIXLF 3 ) ‘ f" : . . : .,,.

: TEACHER NEEDS ASSESSMENT FORM ~ * . | ..~

ERIC

PAruntext provided by eric



A5

e L | SUPERV]SORY UNION #30 .’7 IR ,;

o

A PBIORITY QUESTIONNAIRE OF TEACHERS NEEDS.

<

District (circ'le one) . | - ____‘ \\\ e I.evel (circle one)
L Laconia . : //’ Y S o Elementsry_ .
7 Gilfoxd - R o ~+ -Middle School
_ uilmanton T S S . Junior High-
., :c - . ../.;/v’l/,“/ /.. : : ’. : » ‘. . ,. . - : - . _' . Higl School,

Purpose The purpoSe of this questionnaire isto determine the prioriries of: teachers needs j P
-in your teaching district in order to improve our educational system. o o
o .

‘.’ N Directions: Please use the Needs Scale by circling the number that is appropriane
° o Please use- the Implementation Code to cirqle the method that you wish to use - o
,  in order to meet this need. Ifyou circle O, please write in the method you L

Y -desire.

>3

Needs Scale s ‘5 o Implementation Codek‘
1. Greatest need ° "W - Workshop g
2. Need | .+ 7. G -Small informal group - .
_ 3.-Noopinion . "~ " _ ) CC - College course _‘ :
© 4. No need o ' " ' P - Personal project -

- 5. leastmeed " : . . "~V - Professional Visitation o

et . . o S P =Travel . 0 T
o .t U g'isabbatieal ¢ . |

o - : L - Leawe ofAbsenoe for °

‘ A L . Professional Growth <.

_ o L ; : O Other . 'f;-_,_', . T _-" .

SR N .Indwidualized Instniction Strategies (Different techniques for, teaching While still

o providing for individual differences) e ; e oo

. ) E _..-Need 1 2 3 4 5 R Implementation. WG CC P Ve T § L'O
- T ’ -

~ 2,- Team Teaching 'I‘echniques (A system in whichtwo or more teachers plan and work

together. P . _ ‘ . - o C 49 .

4
o -

‘Need: 1 273 4 5 I e Impiementation. W G CC P VT s L o

. 3. ""Programmed Ins tion A method of presentlng material in a logical maﬁner. Primed
' solutions to pro ems or questions are provided immediately and provisions are made

- for remedial steps if necessary). -~ A

"~
-

@ Need: 1 2 3/ 4 .5_ e '. _Imglementa'_tion: W G_"CC.! P V. TSL O N

| - . - P . . e B ) R ‘. C o ‘ !
O b e 40 e




.
Cav

*Needs Scale e Implementationﬁode

| grade Students may spend, 3 or 4 years in a level or block: advancing accozding to their,
, physical social, emotional and intellectua,], matﬁrity to. the next level orrblock) BRI

-Alternative Education Programs (This provides an opportunity for students to he able e

g9

W

- ",_

I Greatestneed S S ’“w Workshop e L
- 2. Need - = .- e .G = Small informal group
- 3. No opinion . A ""_“ ‘f. — CC Couege course -

4, Noneed .- o P = Personal project
5. Least need” Lo V.- Professional Visitation - R
. .= T e Travel o LR :,-_t-\;t;:

~ . .*. - 8 = Sabbatical i

» - WL - Leaveof Absence for'Professional
" ! > o - Gmwt‘h s . ..', - . .
"0 -Other % T ) .

f./, 4

n-graded School Approach (Students are, assigned to a level or block instead of a

R

"'Need 12345 'T. . ImplementatiowWGCCPVTSLO

to pursue other areas of study. whether they are or are not pat of the basic ctirrimlum .

'Need' 12 345 ', Implementauon--w GCCRVTS L 0, / e

Grading Systems (The examinar.ion of techniques, methods and styles for student eva- i
luation, plus the reassessment of our current systems) - . _ .

o

'__Need' 124 4% _' Implementation'WGCCPVTSLO

Need'12345" o Implememauon-wcﬁ"i’v

. Sensitivity Training (Becoming more aware of yourself how and why you interact wth
' others) : . .

“To provide teachers with the opportunity‘to refresh their ideas and hecome aware of

Techniques for Diagnosing Student Reading Problems (To examine avajla etechniques :
newmeth&ds . o T :.,/ e .9,;.»
Need' 12 3. 4 5 § o lmPlementation‘ w' c‘ cc‘ 'p.-v 'r' s*L' i,ov’-

Techniques for Dealing With Students cultural Differences (How to deal with children

'geographicallocations).\ S 7_ P R L |
MNeed: 1 2 3 4 5. L Implémentstion' wcccpv'rs LO'

'Valnes Clariﬁcation (A clsrificati ﬁ/ﬂ%@e'ﬂ own personsl values one tlentifhs.
,aocepts and :elates to. others in 8 fons).. .. - . Ll .

:}Need., 1 z 34 5

from different- environments,- socio-economic backgromds Ianguages. religions. and f

*

4



i;. ' Role of Behavioml Objectives (How to plan. write. and measure behavioral objectives)

12,

:

14,

. 15.-’.

e

W

18.

17 ".'

1. Greatestpeed = =~ . . W = WOIXSnop
2, Need-™* . ¢ . - G =Small informal group
3. No opimion. - . R .CC = College course - '
4. Nomeed- . - .- R P - Personal Project . ’
5. leastpeed - = V - Professional Visitation '
ERE . . T =Trawl -
) S - Sabbatical
' L - Leave of Absence for Professional
- C - Growth R
L. T - O - Cher

Neéd12345 ‘ ‘ ImplementationWGCCPVTSLO

Career Education (A.n e lo ion of the various jobs avaﬂable. {job descriptions and

teaching techniques in o ional fields) B //

4 5 .. ;_._.Implementatlon WGCCPVTSLO

] icapped Children in the Classroom (Maldng arrangements for. any. chﬂd
, social. phys‘fcal or intellectual handlcap) o r

3. 47 o Implementation'WGCCPVTS L O

Performance Contracting (Cneating actual contracts between students and a teacher stat-:«

" ing the objectives the student plans to achieve along with the methods he will use).

Need 12345 Implementation'WGCCPVTSLO

Teacher Accountablllty (An in-depth study of the teacher s role and his or her respon-
sibility to the school and-community) - , ‘ N

Need'12345 T Jlmplementatlon WGCCPVTSLO-:;‘

Communication (Exchange of ideas between teacters. admlnlstmtion. school board. '
and’ communn:y) ‘ , . '

[ ]

Need 123 45 -Impte}nen:auon: w c'cc P'v.f'r‘s'. Lo
Ourrlculum (Methods of evaluating, changlng angior developing curriculum). ‘
Need: 1 2- 3 45 Implemen;atiomWGCCPVTSLO

Plysical Facilitbs (Changlng or developing existing physical facilities)

i

Need: ' 1 2 3 4 5 : : Implementation' W G CC P V T s L 0;

-
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APPENDIX G-
ITEM WEIGHTED MEAN OF RESPONSES TO

TEACHER NEEDS ASSESSMENT FORM o
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- Item , Teacher.
Number Response’s :
1 40,833
2 ‘40,583 i
3 T 40.167 -
4 . 40.261
5 - 40.609 .
) +0.391
7  =0.044
8 40.913
9 -0.565 L
_ 10 s, +0.364 . -
e 11 L -0.391
12 V40,609
13 B - "40.913
14 : . 40.348
16  +1.565 “
17 - 41.217 L
18 +0.087
N .
R
1]
44
! / A
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-« APPENDIX H
| PERCENTAGES OF RESPONSES TO
METHODS OF IMPLEMENTATION
- i 43




........ o . Implementation Methods )
"‘““'_—"‘“Rem " No__, . T e e e e —~-—~H~__~____>_ ‘
Number Responsew G cC:- P v . T .S 1, Other

1 17 46 1 12 -0 4 -0 __ 0. 0 4 . ‘o

L2 a2m 38 37 0 12 .4. 0 0 0 -0

/T 3 7 37 37 4 12 4 - 0 0 0 0 4 .

4 33 37 - 4 . 8 8 8 ©0. 0 0 0

‘s 25 122 21 0 17 25 0 .0 0 0%

21 4 0O 4.0 0 0 4

6 - 25 42

7 87 29 .17 s 4 0 0 o0 o0l 4
- = —— 8 . : —L
., 8 12 - 46 4 25 0 8 0- o 0" 4

9o 29 37 12 -.8 4 4 #4750 0 0

- 10 " 29. 29 25 12 4 0 0 0o . 0 0

11 20 42 8 ‘17 -4- 0 0 0 0 "0

12 21 42 0 177 0 17 0 0 0 4

3 8 25 21 20 4 § -0 0 -0 4

N o i

14 35 50 12 7. 4%-'8 0. 0 "0 o0 0

. s 29 37 21 -4 4 0 0 ‘"0 0 4 |/

"6 12 s50. 3 .0 ‘4 0 0 .0 - 0 0 ',rﬂAJ

97 i7 s4 8- 17 o0 4 0 0' 0o 0

: . S . i
ns o T _ o i

/7w e ot o 8 w0 o 0 0 .
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46 t DS
ST  STUDENT NEEDS ASSESSMENT . - B
0 " SUPERVISORY UNION #30 Lo
i , ————— 3 o
b | SECTIONI
jGrade ' - - uSchool District:

: - o Gilfoxd -
* ~+ ' Gflmanton
’ -Laconia

———————

SECTIOND . -

Only standaxdized object:ive test data will be used in
determining student needs

-'-NEEl.ﬁ ' " e | L STAN!5ARDIZED TESTS OR
AREAS o DIAGNOSTIC SCREENING

I _ ' i | Below [ ,_Avemge | Above 1 |
Reading . : R ‘ EEE i P
i 3

Language Arts b
. Mathematics - ,
Science . - - — T :
Social Studies - ‘ 1 1

~

‘”"_"ﬂ'-

 SECTION I

'

, Plysical Education
. MUSIC _ ‘ ) | -
- §Beech Defects - - ‘
Sight —
Hearing - R ‘ =

Plysically Huadicapped ) R s
Developmentally Handicapped . B : ‘
Signatum of indivldual
making Msessmem:




APPENDIX J
‘ GUIDELINES FORSTUDENT NEEDS ASSESSMENT -~ .«
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' Standaxd Below . Average - - -Above - N\ _ "
Scorxes . , Group "~ .Group Group. =~ -\~ -

étandam L -4to -1 ot e=lto+l Hto+4
deviation . . . _ :

percentile . . 0to 16 = 16 to 84~ . . 84t0100 _*

Z-score - -4to -1 © eltoH - o HloH

. T-score - . 10to 40 © 40to 60 . ~ ‘60to 90-;,_':.'-.‘ Ll

T

| 889

stanme 1&2 . 3,4,56,7

Coscore . O,L2 34,56 - 7,890 . %

sten - L2,3 4,5,6,7 8,910

re ,".~_‘ o iR -

Y ‘
LA
4
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

APPENDIX K:
RESPONSES ‘TO SECTION Il AND IIOF

STUDENT NEEDS ASSESSMENT FORM




50

' GRADES K:3

- T — e
. Section-II——7 o .- Section II

N .
’//4_,_.,- -
PUETEE . b ,

_..Item'-' “ ' | Ix:em L
~ ‘Number Below . Average Above: - Numbér -~ Frequengy .~

1 42 24 -
49 9
54 21
14 5
16 5.

G O RO
= NOoWno

O O NG W
NOWUNAOVNO®
}

. . L €.
AL A . -

. CRADES 46 -

 Section"I ' ..-Sectldg_m .‘

Number - Below . Average Above .  Number - . - Frequency

-
~

10 - © 54 13
1r. 53 .13
3 11 53 12
L, 9 46 - .11 .
7. 49 12

a
3 WY O X
D0 NN DN N
—- .
L N WO NN W

1

&




~ . . &

L T . GRADES7-9" T B

7 o

7 7 2

\ SectionIf o

Section II ‘
bem . T Cmew Lo
Number Below Average Above _ Number '

14 70 21 .
16 - 69 20
17 63 . 24-
s 70 "20°

S 73 20

-~ .
S

U 0 BN

-

O O 3 U N
Ne QNN O OO

N

'GRADES 10-12

8§

Sectionll A ~ Sectiop n e
" Number klow -_Average Above . . Nummr : FreguenCY N

14 - .70, « - 18
10 - ~73° 13 ~—
12 i .. 69. - 15 ) ’ e

v

-------

°
o WD
¥

X RN T RO R O
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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.
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a

'-COMPU'.I‘EIID_CHISQgAREvDl‘STB_IBU'_I'I:_O.N_To,‘_'.’»',... L

. RESPONSES TO SECTION It ITEMS AND NORMAL DISTR
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- " GRADES K-3’

Item Number ~ « B 5 Computed X2

_ ‘ 5.246
T 2.1
N 4. 477‘
0.734
2. 044

Ut O N =
1

- GRADES 46 Ty

Item Number R Conipmedxz"

- . - 0.231

| ‘ ©0.083"
T ~ 0.083 ) B
ERA T S 01244 R

GRADES A Y

B WO T O

i

ml)‘
5

Fem Number - . __ .Computed X

. 0.713
.0.302
1.668 -
0.375.
1.552  °

<
U W N

" . GRADES: 10-12

- _ Item Number |  Conputed X*

- 1.950
. 0,251
e 0400, S "5.5

o
H .

G N

TFour cells have an expecteif frequency of less tﬁinf T'he chl-squane compuued
- -may not be reliable, . o
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" PERCENTAGE

10-12

7-9

4-6

K-3"

" ITEM NUMBER .

’

: [ N~ =T e S~
[ IR [ [ ] [ [ [ [ .
1.002302,01

| ss883388.:

. . J e . ® - . 3 [}
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