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. This report is a non-technical summary of six major
evaluation reports on the Pollow Through PFrograz in Bbhiladelphia,
1978-75. Cross-sectional analyses of Pebruary, 1975 achievement data
indicate that Total Follow Through exceeds Total Non-Follow Through
performance in all test areas in kindergarten-through second grade,
but not in, third grade. Behavior Analysis and Parent Implemented
Bodnls generally exceed their district non-Follow Through groupings
at all grade levels, and rank first and second respectively, with the
Bank Street Model in third place. Quasi-longitudinal analyses reveal

\\g that Head Start or efuivalent experience, length of program exposure,
~ and low absence rates are consistently associated wvitk higher
_— rfo 1 €ading and mathematics a* all grade levels, K-6.

Apparently there was sufficient progras COntinhity‘tQ produce its
intended longitudinal effect as 59% of the teachers and 64% of the
pupils remainéd in the program over the four year $pan. In the
program as a whole, 58% of all children had absenceirates of 15 days

o cr less. And, Head Start or equivalent experience js\ consistently
associated with higher attendance. Supportive seﬁygc s information
indicates that 71% of those referred were treated for\ medical, -

problems and dental treatment vas provided. for 85% of \the referrals.

Pre-program questionnaires completed by principals, teachers and

aides indicate that the majority of principals and teachers had

positive attitudes towards the prospective program. (MV)
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~

CThe actdvity which {n the subises of thta\rupurr vegardtoy
the origlinal, nat{o;a\ Follow Through Progham was suppbrred (n
Qhalv or in part by the G;:S. Off{ce of Flueation, Depattmenc
of Health, Education, amd Welfarve. However, the opintona ex-
pressed hgxein-da not necersarily reflect the porition ov
pelicy of the U, S, Off{ce of Bducatfon, and we official en-

dorsement by the U, 8, 0ffice of Bducution ahould be {nferred.

i ~
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r ARGV RACH . b

The Yollow Thtvagh Program i Philadelphie {e cnpifacd o aeven ot )

o

sducat fenal pedeln dmplasented gattonad v Bank SCreet, Bedavior Avnalys i,

Billoguat, B (N at toaal Development Center, ) Frortiia Parent Bdocaton .
’ -
Farent lmplewented and Philadelpbia Process, In the 197475 year, gfades
" -~

K- chittdies wiihin the seven dodels acvose 18 Follow Thiough schools were

fonvetved da the program and constitute the Total Follow Through pnnu}alinv
5
?

(TETY C The total N8on-Fullow Threugh population veferved to’ (TNP) pmralluin
the national cvaluat Lon pample tested in Phlludnlphia by Stanford Repearch

Inst {tute,

)

Undey lbcal auwnpices che program wans expandad Inta 46 tew sehooln at
. . » ) :

the Kindergarten level {n March, 1975, %our model "optlons” were belactod
ey . i

for {mplementation which vepresent tocal variastions of the Sank S(rtf;/«ﬁﬂ

This report 1x a nonctechnical nummary of six major evaluatfon rdporey

on the program In Fhiladelphia, 1974-75,  The followtng are the major tindinpn:
1. Dupil Achievement -

Crosg-sectional analyses of Febr - 1975 achiecvement data tndicate
that Tntnl Follow Through (TFT) cxcocds Total Non-Fol low Thraugh (TREF)Y per-
formanee {n all test aveas in;kindvrgnrtvn Lhrough second grade, bat anot in
third gra@u. The Behavior Anslyuia and Parcat Implemented Models genervally
uxcoed'thcgy districe non~Follow'TNroﬁgh groupings at all grade levela, end
rank first éhd seconid regpcctivel§,‘uﬂth the Bank Street Model in third

place.



{

nggl«lpﬂﬂ{ﬂqggyg.jgggxneﬁ reveal that Head Start or equivalent experiend e,

‘

1 . »
.lunuthunf«prngﬁumIaxpnnurv, and Yow ahoance rates are congfoatent Ly S4r0¢C Lol ed
P '
with hifgter parﬁn%munce In reading and mathemattos ot sil grade levels, -6,
. i
" ’_ " .
Ii. Teacher and ,?T,s.!r.,'...Lf]sz_t\i}.ﬁ.u.yfv:‘ ep.bopll Absence
Over t.h;‘ﬁ four year perimd, 1971712 ro Wifa-FS, rhere appeara Lo
have been guffictlent program continutty to produce fta totended lonkitudiaal
, . .
af fect.  Fifty-nine percent of the teachers and 64T o the puptls rematned
. .
i the program ounr tha four yeur opan, '
- . ' l
Ahsence duts Indicate thet fo the program s& o whole, 54% of all chitldren
. ! . -
had sbsence rates bf 1% daye or less. °in addition, Head Scart or equivalent
exporience dw consistently. associated with higher attendance,
2 . ’
LT, Supportive fervices and Parent Involvement
- .
s Supportive services (nfdrmation indirates that 1732 puptle (717 of
those refarved) were treated for medical problema; dental trestment wap pro~
_ o : ' ‘
vided for 1611 pupils (85% of the refsreais.) \ :
[ .
' b , :
IV.  Expansion Program! Pre-program Data’
, }
g Pre;progrgm questionnaires completed by principals, teachers and
aiden indicate that the majority of principals and teachere had positive
' . / . ’ .
aft{tudey towardp the prospective program.
' -~
!
%.
O
L]
i1 .
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A
SUMMARY OF SIX MAJOIT
EVALUATION REPORTS )
OH FOLLOW THROUGH TN vnnmmmm\
- : . 1974-1975 : .

The iocal evaleatfon wtdff prepared six major evalua\lon

on the Follow Through Program in Philadelphia for 197&7}975.

& nonmtechnicaibéummnry of those documents (listing attached)..

‘report - is d£v£¢ed into five nect fona:

I. PUPIL ACHIEVEMENT CHARACTERISTICS *
A, Cross~gectional Data
v B. CQuasi-longitudinal Data

/o , : " ’

reports

This'is

The

1I. TEACHER AND PUPIL CONTINUANCE; PUPIL ARSERCE

A. Continuance and Transience Among
rea«horn and Pupilse, 19?1 - 1975

B. Follow Thtough Pupil Absencc Rates

‘111, SUPPORixvn'sunvtces-Ann PARENT INVOLVEHﬁNT
'A. Supportive Services in Follow Through

- i B. farent Tnvolvement {n Follow Th;dugh

IV. EXPANSION PROGRAM: PRE~-PROGRAM DATA

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

GLOSSARY.

o
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PUPTL ACHIEVEMENT CHARACTERISTICS, FERHBUARY 1975:

The Tindings of this gectlion are based an an nuaivaid wf prngroas
. : iy .

\ . .
performance on city-wide tests sdoinialored L Fobroary 197% The
stanford Early School Achievezent Tear (IESAT) wans adeintutered in b indira

rorten, and the Califordia Achievecent Tewt. (CAT) 8 all other pradis,

-

The data are examined both from a cross-nectionai a4 quanielong{-
tudinal poiat of view. From & crosg=sictinps? perapect fve, conparisons

are made between total groups tested In Pebroary, 197% without reference to

such .factors as Jength of program exposure or previona Hesd Starr or

equiyalent uxpericﬁfe. + From a quasi-longitudinal perspective,™in con-

trast, thosge pupils who have received the maximup desirsble eXposure Lo

the model {i.e., kipdergarten - one year, {{rst grade - tuo vyears, etc.,)

-~

and who have had prior. Head Start or equivalent experfence teceive nar-

- ~

ticular focus.

A. Cross-Sectional Dara <o

S P ﬁnmparison of all Groups in Terms of Mean Score Difieienceg

and Percentages Scoring above the 50th and below the 16th

Halional Percenti le, Frbruory 1975,

A primary form of crosg-sectional analysis s the comparison of

Total Follow Through (TFT)! performance with Total Hon-Follow Through

i

. 7 g : _ _ ;
-(TNF) ™ performance tm three criter{a, f.e., 1) mean score, 2) percentapges

.

above {hé 50th percentfle, and 3) percentsges below the l6th pcrcentile.

TFT = X-3 pupils within the seven instructional models in Philadelphia navely

Bank Street, Behavior Analysis, Bilisigual, Florida Parent Educator, -
Parent Implemgntgd. Philadelphia Process and EDC (Edutational Develos-
ment Center).

TNF = K=3 pupila paralleling the comparison group employed in the

-National Follow Through- Evaluation,

g

\



When TFT ds campared with TNF on wil three eriteria, it vehibing

_ ; : . i ' ' ¢ < :
superior performancy dn all ‘test aress at the kinderpartes apd firat

grade levels on mean parfarmance and percentage above the 50th percentile

In all test arcas 22 the second grade level. TET fatls to oxceed the

THF groupings in xhird prade,

In cerms of speciiic zodel perf forvance the Behavior nﬂ&&VJiﬁ and

!

: nParea: Inplezented Models (1he jatter ia 4 single school model, hawever)

-

gwmerally exceed their d: - ricy NPT (%on Follow Through) groupinﬁa ar

all 3:&4& Yevels. The Bank St reat and EDC Models exceed thofr dizirice
“NFT groupings at gra&eﬁ K-2. Philaéelphia“Prnﬁesu crceeds few Jisreics
HFT grouping at K and 1, and the remaining two models {(Florida Paren

- and Bilingual) do so at K and 2 respectively,

2, Incer-Model Comparisons in Terms of Rankings on Mean
I'd

Raw ScarGIQSESAT) or Mean ADSS Scotes'(CAT)lFﬂbrhary;

L]

1975.

I% kindérgarten,ﬁthe Flarida Parent,ﬂodel>;ank§d first overall, Bank
Strevt ranked second and Parent Iﬁpleneuacd third. ‘!& first gradé,.hehawimé.
Analysis Eﬂnked firge é»wu"ezln-1 Bank Street aecénd and Flerida Parent third,
in second grode, Behavior Analysis r;nked first, Parent laplvmgnped v anked
second and ﬂbc.ihird, In third gradc,?arenc implemented ranked f?rarJ

3 -

Behavior Analysis ranked second and Phiiadelpﬁia Process third.

shen all gradﬁ ranks are cowbined, the ranking procedure indicates

. that the Bchavior Anafysis'ﬁodei ranks first overall, the P#rcst implcmenéed

, } .
. Model second, and the Bank Street Model third.

»

In kindergarten, tihe scores for Environmen:t, Hochematigs. Letters and Sounds,
and‘To:nl Battery vere selected for analysis.

“In grndes 1, 2 and'3, the scoves for Total Reading, Total Mathematics, Total
-Language nnd Total aattery were selected, -

A
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3. Compartsdn of Mid~¥aar 19 Dorformasoe with 974 e

of~Yesy Perforsancy on they SESRT and CAT. {n Terzd ot

Yattonal Pupil Percentile Ranks Correspending ta Meas

o -

ST Ares, « ’
LA 2) .

_ The.fiﬂdingﬁ inoekis secrion should bo reparded w:th s degree of cdution,

aincgicquar?gonﬁ ara made betseen wid-yoar and'vnﬁ-ﬁf-ycar tenting porieds in-

~ovoluing differenr nores tabléﬁ'nné-ﬁifiurvﬂ: puplisn, rhoesh the te&:lﬁublgﬁﬁﬂta
ﬁadica:a they are comparsbhie,  In éﬁdirznn, baagargér;ﬂu tisl data iﬁf the

Pareay Inplencared Matel save nor availakle i 19 i rherefore covld aey

;

be included - this ALdivain,

évesnli4 % EQ?L-E@?SAtﬂﬁuitﬂliﬁdiﬁﬁzv ;hax T exhihfrs higher per-
centile ranking- than ¥n {973-197¢L a? allhgraée levely, ¥=1, and gains swre
) thsn.TNF in-éradva ®=2. | ' J -
o / .
. L AR the kindergarten levnl, axeng the aodelw. nli rodels showed” unnwiderablp

.

. gains except chn Bilingual Model- which :egiatered slight gains (and Pﬂrenz
Implementod for which data were. unavailable); In first grade, the utranpeac
gn!ns were teglet#rad in the ianguage arcas and spelling vi:h the snnk qrruﬁr,_
?chavior Analysis and Florida Paren: Modelx rerarding substantiul xainﬁ uvarall
Hhareaa rﬁe Behavior Analyﬁis Moded gélned more in language and reediﬂg. ;nd"n

th@ Florida Parent Kodel gained more in language and mnthcmatira. the Bank

Streot gaina vere fairly equally distributcd across all three areas.
i

In second grade all Follow Through models registered sizeable gains over
last yehr's pupil percentile ranks, and in third grade the Philadelphia Process,

Behavior spalysis and Bank S&éee: ¥odels gained most. :

' | 10 e

Q - S
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. av ‘i - i - Y v N
e, FasetheGeads gueding” Data
A LA YA L 1 141 e 3 4 et «

A pasy o the Joeal cwpannion of Poblow Through, the progran'vas wu-

panded Lo faurth prade fuer after the mid-Year Lesting progras in

387y,

The reat daty simultamiouwly provide Thaweline’  weasures for the fourth

‘

Bradi provean and safarmal sau an Follow hrau b “pradudtes.”  Rosults

imdioate that he Pasadr [=plesepted. Bank Strect amd Philadelphia Process
Yodels raeh firar, aicond and third, tﬁﬁpt@tively at vhar grade

’ .
B. 1l inal ?Eiﬂ :
5 . «
| nrd ¥ =. |
CTre follfiiwng analyses are based on b fecally developad
lon ud!naa file containing records of sil pupils CIET aipe

<

..

rollied in the progran t&r {ive m@nthq or more in any yedr.

Aﬁ'airaady nored, fﬁic data for children wha &
/

.

the maxinus desirable exposure to the model (i.0., wizndirs

Wave received

gorien ~ one vear, first graé# = W oyears, wre ) ogand vhe

had or did por hawe prﬂ&i*qﬁ Hoead Start oo “Tﬂﬂﬁ?"ﬂa X~

perience are of prisary aaacmrﬂ‘an chvnv aﬁnlvnvn I
. . . . . .

addition, tav cffect of pupil absence rares - porforance

i3 exanined, Patterny of §sﬂtinuity of these offects swer

the yeare are alae preseasad.

i. The Effect of Head Stare oy Equivalent Experienca

i N /

For TFT a-Head Star' effect iy observed (iee,. higher

*Nt!ﬂf@ﬂﬂﬁﬂ by e inun nxpa@uro puplis with prior iHlead S*ar: thsn by max-_

inmun proamrﬂ pupt!s without Head Stort) for bath reading e aathaaat!cs

N

in reading occur in the

at all grades 516, The strongest Head Stare effea&ﬁ

. «
N - .

Q - -5
[ERJ!:‘"- - : _ g L
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Aank Street yod *hi;ﬁbrz i Fooress Hondete Yot orhy oprorpvan Apages (e £

and dn wthe Parenl eplesonts and FRiisielenty Procaay & ooels fp1 ghe BESHIAE

ropran grodes {5=63.  The pfroncest Hewd Seare #lootn i *uhht WELLUE S
in the Pacent Inplemented god Priladelpntg Froooas Yodeln fpr ohp pru TR

arades; and in the Bynk Sreeet and Behavinos Analysts Modeis for ohe pant-

R S TR

- -'.. . $ . B v o PRPRPTA . 3 £y o . ¢ 4" o ""- s
For thvee of thie pasy four VRN, Tk Hemd Riavt eliocd
¢

At prades -1 in riading ard ag prade 3 oin sdthesatios,  dest esn-
Cafutaney of eSfeats aver the fgur yeurs 15 founed i the Parent impléhunred

and the Btlisgand Medels for bord roading and suthematica ia rhe ¢tﬁgra¢"

Foars. In the pant-progros gradds, the Pailadelphia Provess,’ B amd Bebavier
. . - . : .

¢
r

- Analysis Models, ahou pest connintency of Head Stavk offects in read fag
and rhe Bane Strecx and Rehnvier Analyeis Modela ab o hesz consistency

. of Head Start »ffccrs in sathemazics

L. The Eifect of Maxizus Exponurey

i
E

-Z-rw-“

$1_utrown an ﬁxpﬁinﬁ effeet {f.4., higher ;k:fornﬂnaﬁ By

)

pupils with maximss program eenenuie :%aﬂ hv the toral sroup of 9u?€E%J

.
-~

for hmth reading :.1 sathesaticy at all grades 1-6, SETONECAT Cappiure

e

effects iy reading occur tn the Rehavior Analyais ard the Parent Faplamentod
AN
&q}e!ﬁ for both he prégrar and the pOBI=progran gfﬁdc@; The GIrongesy ex-

paﬂurf etfe»t {n satbesticn accur in the Parent !mﬁlqmcntuda Behavior

.

Analyu!ﬁ and the Rank SE?&&:_HﬁdQIﬁ for Lhﬁ praar&: graden and jo zhe

. v

Parenr Ianlcﬂenkcd nnd ?hi§aﬁ“;phia ?rocﬂa& thclﬁ for the posr- program

»
<

gr@dou

- s

Ovoer :he yuars..a?? ﬁhaww geaeral con é'u::hw? of euposuer offoces nz
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@ . _. - y
all grades, {K-6) for all tests excépt second-grade reading. For the program

.

gradeé,»greatest_ccnsistency of exposure effects is found in the Behavior .

-

Analyg.dgModel for both test areas. 1In the pest program grades greatest

congistency is found in the Behavior'Analysis, Bilingual and Parent Implemented
Models for both tesi areas.iand in the Bank Street Model for mathematics scores.
. / . ! . ' ) -

~e;i'Thé Bffect of Absencé Ratesg’ ' : , ~

~

For TFT an absenqe effect (i.e., higher periormance

AN e e

bv pupils uich fewer than sixteen days absence) is found for both reading

und machema*ics at alligrades R-6. The scrongest absence effects in reading

. are fqund in the EDC Model for the program years and in the Behavior Analysis
E'S .

Hcdel Eor the post~-program grades. For mathemacics the strongest absence

effects are found in the Bank Screec Mbdel for the program years and fon the

poot program gradﬁs in ahe Bank ‘Street and. Philadelphia'Process Models.

4

<o TEe above findinge indicate thar the Total Program aggregate (TET) .

)

shows consistent effects for Head Siart. exposure and absence rates as might .
- ’siﬁfexﬁécted. In parttcular models (QQ’dbly ﬂthavior Analysis, Parent Im-
.glemeﬁted and FD( bur adgo Philadelpnia PTOCEbS and Bilingual), the effects

HTE more froqucnx. stronger or more consistent ‘than in the remaining models.

H
t
Ej



/
IT. TEACHBR AND PUPIL CONTINUANCE' 1TP$L~ABSENCE

. A. Lontinuance ond Transience Among Teachers and Pupils in v “s

E
/
i

the Follow Thiow a5 Program, 1971-1975 PR

As‘gn previous years the program\as-a whole shows adequate program

% I .

conLinuity to guarantee its incended longitudinal effect. Of the 3?0 teachers B
assigned to the prﬁwram during the four-year period 1971—72 te‘i975fi975,$

208 (59'!) remained in the program -

A total of 7, 936 pupil& ‘were identified ‘as initiadly en-
", tering the program between 1971-1972 and 197&-1975. This figure re-
ireaents thoﬂ children %:ho ,had expoeure to the program t‘or at 1eas'.- o
— .
five months in any given year after encering over the. four year span.'
- Of these, 642 remained through 1974 75. .The retention rate for those
pupils entering the progrﬁm with Head Start or eguivalent experience
was 73X over the four years, while the .rate for the non-Head Start

group_wns %81. As in previous years, then, Head Start or equivalent

experience continues to be assoeiated'uiéh»higher'retention.

Mocel«comparisons iiﬁicaCe th!f the highest continuance rates

for bofh the total Follow Through group and. for the subgroup with

éSf» . .Head S:tart experience were consiptently found in the Bank Street
- ) Modﬁq,'while the Florida Parene;and Bilingual Models showed the

most pupil mobility.




'B. Follow fhhough Pupil Absence Rates. °

)

7 o ' N ’

Follow Through program absence data for the 197421975
school year were dnalyzed according to six~abeenve intervals, 0., 1-5,

6~ 15, 16 35, 36 -75, and over 75 I the program as a whole, across (\\ '

‘all models and all grades (K 3), 542 of ail children had absence rates ’

~

of 15 days or less. The three highest ranking models were EDC (61%),

Bank Street (582) and Behavior Analysis (54%) When HS pupils were

compared with NHS pupils in this lou absence category the difference

" was ten percentagevpoints in favor of the HS group.

:
. -

o .
At the'kindergarten“level,_the absence rate was high (i.e.,
attendance was poor) in all models with 702 of all'kindergarteners .

absent for more than.15 days. The EDC, Behavior Analysis -and

;Bilingual Models had the lowest kindergarten absence rates’ with 39%Z, 32%

and 32% respectivelym When HS pupils are compared with NHS pupils

1
the difference is 7 percentage points in favor of the HS group.

In first grade, across all models, 53% of the pupils were
absent only 15 days or less. The EDC Model had the highest percentage
of .children (63%) in this low-absence category, followed by Parent

Implemented (59%) and Bank Street (55%). Again the HS group shows

better attendance rates (60%) when compared with the NHS group (51%).

In second grade, 61Z of all pupils were absent no more than 15

days, with the EDC and Florida Parent Models showing the highest per-
centages (70Z). The HS group had (69%) as compared with the NHS group

(57%).



aly

At §he third grade level, an even greater majority (67%) of all
students washfound to bé absent 15 d;yé.oriles&.i.e., attendance was
high._'Modei diffefences showed 78% for Bank Street, 71% for Behavior-
Anglysis, and 68% for EDC, Pargnt Implemencé& and Pﬁilade}phia Process.
The HS group had 73% in this low absence category whilé.the NHS group

had 63%.

o fﬁus; as was found in 1973-1974, absentéeism was highesf'at the
kinderga;tén iével and lowest in third graQe,-i.e.; progressively lower
absence rates were found at each higﬂér_grade level. HS/attendance
rates were'nigﬁificantly better than NHS rates ;t all gfade levels, as
was the case in 1973-1974.

‘. o,

16
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SUPPORTIVE SERVICES AND PARENT INVOLVEMENT

[

Supportive services and parent involvement information was -
collected by requesting that agency and schocl personnel complete

monthly recording forms developed by the evaluation staff.

.A. Supportive Services in Follow Th cough

Medical services information indicated that despite ‘the
fact that seven schools had no medical contracts until January,
1975 or lat.r, 1732 pupiis (71% of those tetérted) were treated
_for mediqal_problems by . contracted se%Qiees. ‘Apparently one of
' the maior reésone why children who are referred do net feceite

tceatment is that parents are unable to or, in any case, do not

keep appointments.,

Dental contracfs.ﬁere hegotiated\somewhat'eariier and
1611 pupils (SSf of those referved) were treated. Ih edd;tion,
five sCheole utilized non-contracted ageneies where 571 more
-childten received treatment, i.e., a total of.2,182 pupils were ' /

treated for dental problems.

Due to increased personnei eosts, psy-hological services
were minimal with only 9 of 18 schools having any form of contracted
service. As a result, 192 pupils (57% of those examined) were
treeted for psychological preblems

In terms of :ocial services, 9,396 home visits were made
during.the school year and 4,968 (82%)1 families received help from

social service personnel.

1 This figure may be somewhat inflated since it was not possible to
determine whether the same or different families were being reported
each month.
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Parent Involvement in Follow Through

\

Parent in;OIVQment in the program continues to function well;
with only 6nelPélicy Adviéory Committee . (PAC) operaﬁing at a minimal -
level at one échool site. Fourteen of the 18 Follow Tﬂrough schools
surceeded in iﬁvolving st least 70% of the parents in one school
neetiny or affair during the year and in working with at least two
ccmnunity groups on a common project. Foliow Through parents also -

donated a total of 43\483 volunteer hours to‘fhe,program during the

course of the year.

t» additionm, the\Model Management concept, which enables parents

\

to meet, on a regular bajis, with principéis and school staff and en-

gage in shared management and pfoblém—solving, continuesn tc he opera-

- o

tional throughout the program.

e ’
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Iv.

EXPANSION PROGRAM: PRE-PROGRAM DATA

A}

The Follow Through Expansion Program involves 46 schools in all
) T

eight districts. The program was instituted at the kindergarten levél

in March 1975. Five model options were proposed for implemeuntation on
the basis of previous evaluatiou findings regarding the original Foliow
Through Program in Philadelphia. Oof these, four were selected by the
participating schools:- Option l a local adaptation of the Behavior
, . .

nnalysis Model, Option 2: a Behavior Analysis/Bsnk Street combination,
0p€ion 3: a Behavior Analysis/Bilingual combination not selected by the
participating schools, Option 4: a local adaptation of the Bank Street

Model and Option 5: a Bank Street/Bilingual combination.

‘Pre~program questionnaires were completed by principals (41),
{

resource teachers (10), teachérs (125) and aides (79) The questionnaiges
yielded background information on program personnel .as well as pre—program ,-
attitudes. The findings indicate that the majority of principals were
satisfied with the model assigned to their school, and that thEJ expected
Follow Through to have a strong effect on pupil achievement parent par-
ticipation, staff development and the motivation of instructional personnel.
Sixty—seven percent of the teachers also evidenced positive reactions to‘

the news of the expansion program. Option 4 teachers elicited the highest

percentage of positive responses (84%) and Option 1 the lowest (494) #

Aides indicated increased‘clarity after training but somewhat lower

nnthusiasm, possibly due to previous training which emphasized a different™

-instructional orientation at the kindergarten level.

19’
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In terhs of achionemontfﬁgped,on cross-sectional analyses, Total Follow

Through {TFT) exceeds‘the“TotalZhon-Follow°Through (TNF) group in all test |

areaa in kindergarten and first grade, and in.all teet areas on mean per-
formance and percentage above the SOth percentile in second gradc. Houever.
Tbl faila to exceed TNF in third grade. The Behavior Analysis and Parent
Implemented Hodels generally exceed their district NFT groupings at all

grade levels. and rank first and second respectively with the Bank Street

c

Hodel, in third place. ' )

-

: Comparing 1975 results with 1974 results, keeping in mind that different ne
il
i |

tables were, employed, TFT exhibits higher percentilé rankinga at all grade

levels (K-3) in 1975. ' h

l\ .
' ' As part of the local exp%nsion of Follow Through the program was extended
|
e . into fourth grade at the orig nal 18 schoola in March, 1975 Baseliqe data

indicate that the schools in the Parent Implemented Bank Street and Phila—
|

de1phia;Process Model sites rank‘first, second, and third respectively at

.

that grade level.

Quasi-longitudinal analyses reveal in both reading and mathematics at

all.gradeﬂlevels (K-6): 1) a Head Start or equivalent experience effect, 2) an
\

posure effect, and 3) an absence effect,.i.e., higher performance levels
were evidenced for pupils with pre-school experience and/or maximum exposure.

to the model and/ot 'low absence rates.
\ ' ' - T
Sufficient program continuity was evident over the four years, 1971 7z

to 1974-75 to produce its intended longitudinal effects. Fifty-nine percent

\

of the 350 teachers aseigned to the program during that time remained in the

20 | o
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: ’ o o
program. Of the 7,936 pupils who entered the prograw during :hié-fodr«year
period, and remained for at least five months in each sﬁcgquing year, 64%

have remained.

.
u - ‘

. ‘L o /-
In the program as a whole, 54% of all children had absence rates of only

15 days or less, Absenteeism was found to befhigheat'a: the kindergarten level

and lowest in third grade indicating a sthd9,progression foward decreased absence

rates at each higher grade level. Higbér attendance was consistently asgbciatgg

: : .
with Head Start or equivalent experience.

Supporcivg services information indicates that 1,732 pupils (71% - ,313?:

. o/
of those referred) were treated for medical problems and 2,182 pupils
' . S . :

g R \ —
were treatéd for dental problems. Due to increased personnel cosgts,

psyéhological-services were minimal and only -192 pupils were treated pr -
. M . . -

psychological problems. In terms of sécial'servicés, results- indicate % -
that 9,396 home visits were made during the school year anddthaf 82% of

the Follow Through population received help of a soctial service nature.
g / { ’ v

Parent involvement information Sndicates that the parental comrfonent
NN continues to function well, with only one PAC operating at a minimal level
at one school site. Follow Through parents donated 47,483 volunteer hours

to the program during the year and the model management concept continues

Y
- . .

to be fully operationatl.

Pre-program questionnalres in tte Follow Through Expansion Program

comple;ed by principals, teachers and aldes indicate that: 1) the

majority of pfincipals were satisfied with the model assigned to, their

ﬂ’ ‘ schpdl, and expected Follow Through to have a strong-effect on pupil
- }

. 21

-15-,




.. - achievement, parent participation, staff developaent and the motivation
ol . K

,def 1natrucciona¥pper86nne1; 2) che majority of teachers (67%) evidenced

' . . . .
poé?tive reactions to the prospective program with Option 41 teachers
| o '
eliciting che highest percentage of positive responses (84%) and Opticn 1 2
the . .vest (492); 3} aides indicated increased clarity after etraining

bur somewhat lqwer enthuéiasm posgibly due to differénces in pfevious

training.

A local adaptation of the Bank Street Model.

2 ;
A local-adaptation of the Behavior Analysis Model . . /

~16-
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- BEHAVIOR,ANALYSIS HOBEL‘

GLOSSARY

sasx‘srnzﬂr MODEL :

The ulcimste objeétive of the 8ank Strect approach is to enmable che child
£n his initial years of schooling to build a positive imsge of himself as a

%E The teacher introduces activities and plans events, but teaching
13 in terms of how the individual child responde with a gtrong emphasis on
diagnosis and individualized follow-up. The curriculum progresees from chiid-
oriented to social content within the context of relevant ‘classroom and com-
wunity themes. Ia reading, a rraditional basal appreach iz employed utiliving
the Bank Street Serlies.

/

N

Primary emphasis is given to the basic academic skills of reading, arith-
metic and handwriting, veing prograsmed materials and & coken economy. In
reading,the McGraw Hill-Sullivan Series is employed, which 15 a ptosrnmred

tinguiscic approach with a atrong decading eaxphusis, -

BILINGUAL MODEL:

The program i{a designed for Biacx and Puevto Rican children, and addreasas
frself to both linguistic and cultural é::fvrences. Instruction s initiated
in the child's dominant language, and bicultural experiences are an integral
part of the program. In Philedeiphia, the Lippincott Reading Serins is employed
at rwo aschools. Thin iw a lisguiaticaily-oriented basal approach. In addition,
the Bolar %panish Reading Series is utilized for the Spanish componeat. At the
third school, the Bank Strfe': Series is used for English and the Lafdlaw Serfew
for Spaninh. ‘

EDUCATIONAL DEVELOPMENT CENTER (EDC):

This approach stresses the “open classroca,” attespting to be responsive

"to the indiv:idual needs of children while simultanecusly taking into account
the particalar talents and styles of individual reachers. Traditional academic
skille are important, but children have the chance to pursue them in more flexible,
self-directed ways. 1In Philadelphia, two schools utilize the Lippincatt Series
for reading, although the Encyclopedia Brittanica, a language-experience approach
is uted at one of these schools in kindergarten. At the 'third school the Houghton
Mifflin Series is utilized, which is s traditional basal approach.

4
4

FLORIDA PARENT EDUCATION MODEL:

The key element +f the program ie the trainiag of raumunity pezple in the
combined vroie of parent educater and teacher aide. The parent educator makes
periodic home visits to demonstfate to’the mother learming tasks aimed at
fostering the child's development. In Philadelphia, the McGraw Hi}l~Sullfvan
Reading Series 18 used st borh mchoolq 1n this mndcl although at one school

—-37=-



B. R. L.~Sullivan (a prograresed linguiscic appronch).iﬁ usad ac the kindergarten
level, and at the other school one thivrd of the classes employ thq}ﬂank Street
Secies, : ‘

PARENT IMFLEMENTED HODEL:

Parent involvement fs the keynore of this model, which is represented by
ong school.. However, it ahould be noted that the pareatal cosponent has bean
a priority areca throughout the prograa in Philadelphia. 1In 1968~196%, the
Pavent Board sclected the Philadelphia Process approach for the instructional
component wii“in this model. 1In reading, the Scotr-Forewman Series fe urilized
which employsta tradivional bassl approach.
" oo

' {
PHILADELPHIA PROCESS MODEL:

~ The focus of this program is a process approach to learning using the
AAAS acience ooyqgrials as a prototype for teaching ta all curricuelun areas.
In reading, the Helraw Biil-Sullivan Series s oopfloyed at two scheols,
using the Bank Street Series se a supplenent. The third achool usen the

Lippincoty Serfvn, »
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