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Learning DisabIlities
Final Report FY '73

For your brief narrative report on thio year's activities please discuss:

1. Major program activities and accomplishments in terms of
established goals and objectives. Note and explain revision
changes, and modifications from the original, planned progra

As stated in the proposal, "The major objective of this grant
is to establish and operate a model center for primary aged
school children whoare potentially learning disabled." It can
be demonstrated at this time that the main objective has been
met and exceeded; for during the second year of the project,
seven modified primary classes, rather than the four specified .

in the proposal, Were in operation ip the Anchorage Borough School
District. All seven of the classes served as models, and the
class taught by Lucille Shoup at Willow Crest School was moved
to the Helen S. Whaley Center for Learner Assistance for six
weeks. During that period it served as a demonstration class
in a room.equipped with an adjacent observation booth with a
one-way viewing window. There will be fourteen modified prima y
-classes in the Anchorage Borough School District during the
coming school year.

The eight sub objectives have been met with little or no
deviation from the original planned p ogram.,

Objective 111

Establish assessment proiredures whereby children ___th
potential learning disabilities can be identified in
the regular school program at an early age.

Discussion

This objective was attained by the end of the first
-year of the project, for the Alaska Learning Disabilities
Ranking Scale, developed by Roger Clyne, Psychologist
for the project, was used successfully to screen
children for the seven midified primary classes in
operation during 1973-74 and again in the sprina of 1974
to identify kindergarteners to be assigned to the pro-
gram-next-fall.

Sophisticated statistical refinement was not
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accomplished. However, empirically the ALDRS appea s to
be an efficient instrument for identifying potentially
learning disabled children in late kindergarten or early
first grade. As specified in the proposal, it was
"developed in such a manner that it can be used by regular
primary teachers with a minimum of supervision and special
training." -It is relatively inexpensive, can be completed
quicklk, ead does not require the special arrangements
necessitated by individual testing. Thus, a complicated,
clinically based diagnostic process which will probably be
a bottleneck in communities with limited resources, can be
circumvented; and placement in a preventive program can take
place soon after the child's need is first recognized.

Recent research by Keogh, Tchir, and Windeguth-Behnl
reaffirms the classroom teacher's ability to recognize
children who are 'at educational high risk." These autho s
state

The kindergarten and primary grade teacher's day-to-day
experience with a variety of behaviors gives her an
unequaled perspective for appraising inappropriate
or deviant behaviors. She is probably the first
professional to observe and- compare a child with his
peers. It seems reasonable, therefore, to conclude
that teachers represent a useful first level screen
in the identification of educationally high-risk
children. . . . A clear recommendation from the pre ent
study is that classroom teachers be_involved more .
actively and systematically in the early identification
process.

This piece of research seems to substantiate the validity
of the Alaska Learning Disabilities Ranking Scale as a
device for the identification of potentially learning
disabled children, for the ALDRS is essentially a means
of "actively and systematiCally:' involving kindergarten and
first grade teachers in the early identification process.

1
Barbara K. Keogh, Cheryl Tchir, and Adele Windeguth-Behn Teachers'

Perceptions of Educationally High Risk Children," Journal or Learn1nc
Disabili-. June/July, 1974, pp. 43-50.
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Objective

Provide instruction to selected kindergarten and first grade
teachers in administering, scoring, and interpreting selected
assessment instruments and demonstrate additional techniques
for identifying the children to be included in the modified
primary classes to be provided under Title VI-G.

Discussion

This objective was met in the process of instructing
kindergarten and first grade teachers rega ring their
responsibilities for screening.

Objective #3

Establish and operate during the second semester of 1972-73
a pilot modified primary class composed of fifteen children
who were enrolled in the first grade during the first
semester of 1972-73.

Discussion

The pilot class was o;erated as specified except tha-
contained thirteen children instead of fifteen.

Obiect ve #4

Screen approximately 600 kindergarten children in schools
selected from those included in Area C in the Anchorage
Borough School Districtfor the purpose of assigning approxi-
mately sixty children who exhibit evidence of potential learning
disabilities to four modified primary classes during the
1973-74 school year.

Discussion

The objectIve was exceeded, for approximately 1500
kindergarten and first grade Children were screened
rather than 800 kindergarteners; and there were 112-118
children assigned to the seven modified primary classes
operated during 1973-74.

Approximately 1800 kindergarteners wore screened during
the spring of 1974 in the process of organizing fourteen
classes for 1974-75.



Objective #5

Develop an outline of areas to be included in the curriculum
to be provided in the Title VI-G modified primary classes and
directed toward overcoming the specific learning disabilities
identified during the screening and evaluation process.

Discussion

A curriculum outline, the Basic Competencies Checklist for
Modified Primary Classes, was developed during the summer
between the first and second years of the project. It wps
submitted to the Director of Special Education for the
Anchorage Borough School District during the fall of 1973
specified in the proposal. The seven project classes
operated in 1973-74 followed this outline.

The Leareing Disabilit es Specialist coded some of the
materials used in the project to the outline and supplied
teachers with materials according to the coding. However,
since this monumental task was not completed, it was not
possible to prepare a list of the coded materials for
general distribution.

Objective #6

Provide in-service training for five regular primary teachers
who will be assigned to modified primary classes.

Discussion

Seven teachers, rather than five, received quite intensive
in-service training. The emohasis was on individual
contact between the Learning Disabilities SPecialist and
the project teachers rather-than workshops and other group
sessions. The Learning Disabilities Specialist visited
each teacher an average of three times per week.



Objective #7

Operate four modified primary classes within Area C of the
Anchorage Borough School District in which the curriculum,
outline developed under Objective #5 will be followed and in
which individually prescribed educational programs will be
provided within the areas of the curriculum outline.

Discussion

During 1973-74 five modified primary classes were oper ted
in Area C. In addition, there were two replication classes
outside of Area C. The funding available under State
Foundation Support required that up to eighteen children
be assigned to a class instead of the maximum of fifteen
designated in the proposal.

The goal of an individualized educational prescription for
each child in the program was not actually met. However,
the teachers were successful in adapting small group
insTruction to individual needs, generally through organizing
thur classrooms around learning centers and adjusting
assignments for specific children.

It was not poss ble to assign four classes to Whaley Center,
as planned, but one class of seventeen children spent a very
successful six weeks there.

It was found that the intention to provide a complete
evaluation for each of the 118 children in the project was
over-ambitious. However, the seventeen children in the class
which spent six weeks at Whaley Center received a therough_
diagnosis during the time they were there.

The experience with the model so far substantiates the
assumption that good primary teachers can be successful
with young'potentially learning disabled children if they
have adequate supervision and guidance from a specialist
in the field.' However, if intensive supervision is- lacking,
there is danger that the model Will -fester the placement of
learning disabled children with teachers, who lack training
in that specialty, thereby depriving them of the specialized .

educational programs they require at a time when they are
young enough to derive the most benefit from them. Without
adequate supervision and guidance for the modified primary
teachers, the children identified as potentially learning
disabled may receive no more than a good, general first
grade program under the suise of a specialized service
provided for children with specific learning d sabilities.
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Objective #8

Cooperate with the Alaska Department of Education in informing
potential replication districts concerning screening,procedures
for locating children with potential learning disabilities at
the kindergarten or beginning first grade level and operating
modified primary classes designed to alleviate specific learning
disabilities.

cussion

This objective was met as specified during the fir .t year
of the project. However, during the first Semester of the
second year, despite several requests, the Project Director
was unable to obtain definite information regarding which

communities.outside of Anchorage were actually attempting
to replicate the modified primary model. Therefore, no

observation visits were scheduled as indicated under the
planned implementation for the objective. It was learned .

by accident that a modified primary class had been funded
for a school in Palmer, a community forty miles from
Anchorage. Some assistance was given to the teacher of
that class, personnel from Palmer were included in a workshop
for the modified primary teachers in Anchorage, and two
administrators met with the Project Director and visited
the modified primary class at Creekside Park School.

During the second semester, at the requeot of Mark Burgoyne
of the Alaska Department of Education, members of the
Project Staff met with personnel from Kodiak and from Juneau
to provide information which they would need when proposals

were prepared to be submitted to the IJA. Office of

Education. A proposal was not submitted from Kodiak; but in
the spring, two members of,thc.Project Staff visited Juneau
to assist with screening in preparation for modified primary

classes to be established there in September, 1974.



Narrative according to the outline provided, with emphasis
-on the period from July 1, 1973, through June 30, 1974

A. Service to Children- Screening- Assessment Procedures

Objective 4 in the proposal under which the Modified
Primary Project has operated in Anchorage pertains to
screening for the purpose of identifying potentially
learning disabled children. Kindergarteners were screened
during the spring of 1973 as scheduled. Several vacancies
were left on the class lists to allow for the inclusion of
first graders who had been misped during the spring
screening or who moved into the district during the summer .

The first grade screening took place during SepteMber, 1973 .

The twenty-eight first Ixade teachers in the fourteen
schools served by the project were supplied with the
Alaska Learning Disabilities Ranking Scale and were given
instructions for using it. Under the supervision of.the
Psychologist, they screened their classes totaling
approximately 650 children. Forty-two children were
recommended for assignment to a modified pirmary class;
and thirty7two of these children were selected and assigned
to fill the vacancies. The total modified primary
enrollment ranged from approximately 112 to 118.students
throughout the year.

In October, 1973, when budget projections for 1974-75 for
the Anchorage Borough School District were being
formulated, the decision was made_to double the number of
classes and schools to be:involved in the Modified Primary
Project in the Borough. Consequently, about imp
kindergarteners in twenty-eight attendance areas were
screened during May, 1974. -The procedure was the same as
the one followed the previous spring and fall, using the
ALDRS. A total of 230 children were referred, and 160
kindergarteners have been selected to date. Feedback from
teachers and administrators in the project indicates that
the effectiveness of the program may ,be jeopardized by
placing more than fifteen children in a class. Therefore,
it is anticipated that the maximum number4ier class during
the coming year will be fifteen rather than eighte n, as
was the_case during_1973774. Three.or four spaces have
been left on most of the_elass lists so that children
identified in the first grade in September can be added.

Assessment ProcedureS

As stated in the proposal, evidence of attainment of
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the screening objective would consist of providing the
Director of Special Education for the Anchorage Borough
School District with a list of the children to be
assigned to modified primary classes. The list for
1974-75 was sent to Dr. Richard Anderson, Director of
Special Education, and to Mr. Roy Pay, Division Assistant
in CharPe of Instructional Support Services, on
June 25, 1974. An up-dated list to which the names of
children identified at the beginning of first grade have
been added will be submitted early next fall.

Service to Children- Intervention- Assessment Procedure

The modified primary program is based on the assumption
that learning disabilities can be prevented through early
recognition and educational intervention. It has many of
the characteristics of the developmental first grade
established by Dr. Jeanne McCarthy in Schaumburg Township,
Illinois; and it was called a 'developmental first grade"
in the earlier versions of the proposal. Dr. McCarthy
strongly influenced the program in its beginning stages in
her role as Director of the Leadership Training Institute;
it was she who coined the name 'modified primary" during
her first visit to the projecL. The word ''primary" vas
used intentionally rather than first grade' to avoid the
implication that the intensity of the programming would be
such that all, or nearly all, of the children in the
program would be "cnred' and that placement in a second
grade would be automatic at the end of the year in a
modified primary class.

In addition to its day-to-dak.instructional function, the
modified primary class is viewed _as an opportunity for a
long-term diagnosis which will enable the teachers and
other project personnel to make recommendations regarding
the child's specific educational needs in one of the
following.placement alternatives after A year in the
program.

1. PlaCement in a regular second grade

2. Placement in a regular firdt grade

3. Continued placement in a modified prlmary class

4. Placement in an' appropriate special education
program after being referred to the Psychology
Department in the Anchorage Borough School Dis'
and receiving-a complete evaluation.

10



Besides the end-of- he-year alternatives, children may be
moved out of the program a any time -,fter being screened
in, but this option was seldom used auring the past year.

After potentially learning disabled children are identified
at the end of kindergarten or the beginning of grade one,
the major service provided consists of a placement alternative
other than retention in kindergarten or promotion to first
grade where they will be faced with meeting academic
expectations which are inappropriate for them because of
their specific learning patterns and level of development.
An additional year of kindergarten has not generally
prepared such children for first grade because it has not
been possible to provide the intensive specific training
they require. Neither have they miraculously been able
to "catch up" later when they have been promoted to first
grade where their chances to succeed are doubtful at best.
These children's disabilities are often compounded through
repeated failure and the ever-widening gap between their
level of attainment and that of their peers.

The educational intervention in the modified primary
program consists of an effort to develop individual
educational prescriptions within a group setting which
closely resembles a regular primary classroom and which
is an integral part of the organizational structure of
the building in which it is located.

Assessment Procedure

The procedure for assessing the effectiveness of the
program consists of a pre- and post-test, the design
designated as Type D by Dr. David O. Anderson,

.

LTI Evaluation Associate._ in October, 1973, and age
in May, 1974, the Boehm Test of Basic Concepts was
administered to all the children in the project.
According to the proposal, "The Title V1-G modified
primary program will be considered to have been successful
if 80% of the-children who have been in the program
during the entire school year have raised their scores
by the number of points equivalent to one standard
deviation in the scores obtained by the population upon
which the national norms for the instrument were
computed."

This turned out to be an overly itious objective_
however, for actually only 45% of the ninety-one students
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who were in the project to receive both the pre-test and
the,post-test gained 5 or more raw score points. (Technical
information on the standardization of the Boehm Test of
Basic Concepts and test data for the children in the
project are included in Appendix B.)

Although many of the project children could probably be
described individually as "low socioeconomic", no attempt
was made to categorize children according to socioeconomic
level; and the general level of the communities in which
the modified primary classes were located is probably
more accurately designated as "middle". Therefore, the
comparison group selected from those upon which the Boehm
Test of Basic Concepts was standardized was the group at
the middle socioeconomic level at the beginning of
Grade One. The number of raw score points equivalent to
one standard deviation for this reference group is 5.4.
The gain in raw score points for the ninety-one children
who were in the project to receive both the pre-test and
the post-test ranged from -13 to 19, with the median
gain for the group being 4 points.

Although the percentage of children who gained the
equivalent of a full standard deviation was less than
anticipated, a further analysis of the data indicates that
the apparent lack of success may result from the poorly
conceived evaluation strategy rather:than a lack of
progress on the part of the children' A comparison of
the raw scores of the project:children with-the raw-scores
of the standardization population indicates that.the
median raw score for the project children on the pre-test
fell_at the 25th percentile for the beginning of first
grade in the middle socioeconomic level for the
standardizatio- group.' The scores ranged from 19 to 48,,
falling betwee7- the 1st and the 95th peramtiles. On the
posttest, the median raw score of 43 for the project
children fell at the 50th percentile for the standardization
group. The column for the beginning of first grade in the
middle socioeconomic level was used again on the
assumption that children in the modified primary project
would be-considered successful if-they could function
adequately when placed in a regular first grade after a.

year in a modified primary class. The scores on.the post-
test ranged between 20 and 50, comparing with the pereentiles
between the 1st and the 99th for the standardization group..

Generalizing.from the median raw scores on the- pre- and
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post-tests, it would appear that children who, at the
end of kindergarten, were likely to experience considerable
failure in a first grade situation where approximately
75% of the children were able to function at a higher
level have now had their chance for success increased
since their level of functioning has apparently been
raised to one which approximates that of the average
child at the beginning of first grade in communities
milar to the communities in which they live.

Besides the pre-post evaluation of the entire group of
target children, the Metropolitan Readiness Test was
given to fourteen of the children in the class from
Willow Crest School which served as the demonstration
class at Whaley Center. (A summary of the distribution
of their scores according to readiness level on the pre-
and post-tests is included in Appendix S.) One child
raised his score from an E to a B, or three levels,
three children raised their scores two levels, the
scores for nine children were raised one level, and one
child scored at the S level on both tests. The percentiles
ranged from the 3rd to the 84th on the pre-test and
from the 40t1i to the 93rd on the post-test.

Children in the modified primary class at Nunaka Valley
were given ,he Reading subtest of the Stanford Achievement
Test during-May, 1974, at the end of their year in the
program. Their grade-equivalent scores ranged from
1.4 to 2.3, with a median score of 1.9.

The Peabody Individual Achievement Test was administered
as a follow7up to ten of the.thirtcen children who.were
in the pilot class which was onerated during the second,
semester. of .1972-73., Their .mean scores for the subtests
in the PIAT given-after-mid-term of 1973-74 were as
follows:

?lathernatics 2.7
Reading Recognition 2.5,
Reading Comprehension 2.7
Spelling 2.2
General Information 2.9

Total Test 2.5

In summary, the available test data seem to indicate that'
children identi ied as potentially learning disabled do

13



benefit from a year in the modified primary program.
Generally, their gains are not spectacular, confirming
the suspicion that these children do, indeed, have
learning problems to a greater degree than most of their
peers. The opportunity for an extra year in a Specially
designed program prior to first grade apparently provides
them with a background equivalent to that of an average
first grader at the beginning of the year.

According to the norms established for the Boehm Tent of
Basic Concepts, an average beginning second grader in
the middle socioeconomic level obtains 47 or 48 raw.score
points. Ten of the project children, or 11%, received
48 or more points; and 19, or 21%, received 47 or more
points, indicating that caution should be exercised in
recommending the second grade placement alternative
after a year in the program. If the aim of the project

is to allow potentially learning disabled children to
succeed in the regular program after a year in a modified
primary class, the test data at this time points to the
conclusion that for most of the children a first grade
placement would be more appropriate.

Staff Development

'Of Classroom Teachers

The position of Program Assec:1-ate was filled by

Denice Clyne, a Learning Disabilities Specialist who

was assigned full-time,to the project. This individual

has had the major responsibility for-staff development.

(A COpy of the Program Associate's job deseription is

included. in Appendix The.major stratety...waa that' of

interacting with teachers indiVidually in theirclaSs-
roOMs several times per week. In ,thiS-way,training.

could be relative to a.precise situation.or a particular

child's need. The Learning Disabilities Specialist
visited each classroom an average of three times per
week and frequently consulted with teachers by telephonC-_,

, between visits. The close personal involvement between

the specialist and the teachers afforded many
opportunities for in-service training using the technique

of modeling. In addition to the regular individual
contacts,.four group meetings covering the following
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topics were held during the year:

1. Orientation to the Modified Primary Project
a. Overview of the project
b. Relationship between the modified primary

teachers and the project staff
c. The use of the Basic Competencies Checklist

for Modified Primary Classes (the curriculum
outline developed as a part of the project)

d. Materials available from the Title VI-G Office

2. Demonstration of Trading Chips Math Materials by
Dave Matlock, Math Consultant for the Anchorage
Borough School District

3. Eligibility for Title VI-G Mini-grants and the
process for submitting proposals to the Alaska
Department of Education._ (A mini-grant proposal
written by the Program Associate and reflecting
the needs identified by the teachers during the
meeting was submitted, hut it was not funded.)

The use of the Associate Special Education
Instructional Materials Center in obtaining
materials for a diagnostic-prescriptive program.
The meeting was held in the ASEIMC which had
recently been reopened in the new Helen S. Whaley
Center for Learner-Absistance. Leigh Lowther,
Director of the ASEIMC, conducted the meeting.

The major technical assistance which the project in
Anchorage received-from the Leaderthip Training Institute
was in thearea of staff development-at-follows:

1. At the requoit of the Project Director, the LTI
arranged for Dr.. Corrine Kass , Professor in the
area of learning disability at the University of,
Arizona, to conduct an intensive'three-day workshop
during October primarily for the modified primary
teachers. (A copy of the agenda and an outline of
the topics covered are included in Appendix D.)

2 On April-1 and 2, Dr. Harold McGrady visited
Anchorage for the purpose of interviewing members
of the Project Staff to obtain data for his research
on procedures-being used to select children for.

15
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Title VI-G projects. During his visit, his special
expertiSe was used in staff development and to
stimulate interest in replicating the model in
Anchorage in Schools outside the original target
area. (A copy of .the agenda is included in
Appendix D.)

An unexpected benefit resulted from Dr. McGrady's
visit. As a result of his encouragement and
assistance, Lucille Shoup, one of the modified
primary teachers, applied for an Anchorage Borough
School District Career.Development Leave to attend
the University of ArizOna summer session to study
in the field of learning disability under
Dr. James Chalfant and other national leaders. It
is anticipated that the effectiveness of this
teacher's training will be multiplied when she
participates in in-service sessions with other
teachers in the district during the comin17 school
year.

Staff development in the form of interactIon between the
modified primary teachers and other outstanding primary
teachers in the district resulted when opportunities for
the modified primary teachers to visit each other's classes
and to observe good teachers who were not associated with
the project were provided. The Program Associate planned
each visit for a specific purpose and either accompanied
the teacher or substituted in the modified primary class
to free the teacher.

Of Administrative Personne

In the proposal under which the project has operated,
Objective #3 and Objective #6 which pertain to staff
development were directed toward teachers rather than
administrators. Objective #2 has been met routinely
each time children have been screened. Although the
Alaska Learning Disabilities Ranking Scale is quite simple
to administer, end the accompanying directions are easy
to follow, a meeting at which the members of the Project
Staff discussed learning disabilities, the modified primary
program, and the teachers responsibilities in locating
children for the project classes has been held just prio
to each screening in the spring and in the fall. Admini-
strators have been invited to these meetings, and many of
them have attended and asked stimulating questions.

16
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Principals and other adMinistrators have always been
included in workshops organized around the technical
'assistance visits from personnel- associated with the
.Leadership Training Institute, and at least.one session
specifically for administrators has been included in
each workshop.

Much of the Project Director's time has been scent in
individual informal Conferences with principals throughout
the.district. The major Purpose for most'of the
conferences was that of Selecting the schools to
participate in the project,-'but these meetings -- usually'
in the principal's own office -- provided an excellent
opportunity to talk about learning disability and ita
implications. Usually:a packet of materials was left for
the principal to read later. The Project Director has met
at.least once with 30 of the 40 elementary principals in
the Anchorage Borough School District. After a school has
become involved' in the project, the Project Director, has
worked closely with the principal -in helping him or her
to understand the rationale for the learning disability
program offered in the modified primary class in the
building. Generally, the overt purpose of the contact
was for the selution of some spedific problem such as
explaining the program to a parent for the purpose of
btaining permission to place a child in the program,
determining whether r net a certain child should be
placed in the modified primary class, or resolving some
question regarding the teacher's role in relation to the
rest of the staff in the building. However, during
these contacts, principals, whose-training-is frequently
minimal in learning .disability and special education in
general, have had an *)ortunity ,t0 interact on an' informal
basis with an indiVidual whose background and training is
primarily in the field of special education.

Of Learnmg Di.abilities Specialists

No objective in the proposal pertains to staff
development for the Learning-Disabilities Specialist.
However, on her own initiative this individUal has taken
dourses at the University of Alaska.throughout the'year.'
The course most directly related to her responsibilities
in the Title VI-G Project was a.course on learning
disability taught by Dr. Marilyn Johnson, who recently
received her doctorate at the University of Arizona under
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Dr. Corrine Kass The Learning Disabilities Specialist
and the Psychologist were, of course, involved in the
workshops conducted by Dr. Kass and Dr. McGrady as
technical assistance from the Leadership Training
Institute.

Of Paraprofessionals

Hone of the eight objectives in the proposal are speci lc
to the training of paraprofessionals. In fact, there was
no provision in the proposal or in the budget for the use
of paraprofessionals. However, thne volunteers
contributed a substantial amount of time to the project
and were automatically included in the training provided
for the project teachers.

f Others (please list)

None

Evaluation Procedures (for staff development)

Since the major emphasis in the project has been on
direct service to children, a minimal amount of the
available resources of personnel and money have been
allocated to evaluation. This is especially true in
the area of staff development. Consequently, the
evaluation procedure for the objectives other than
Objective # 3 and Objective 0, the two directly
related to the operation of modified primary classes,
has consisted of a log containing copies of materials
substantiating that certain activities have taken place.
In the area of staff development, these materials consist
of workshop agendas, memos, and other evidence of contact
between the modified primary teachers, ad, Lnistrators in
the Anchorage Borough School Eastrict, members of the
Title VI-G Project Staff, and individuals associated
with the Leadership Training Institute. The type of
evaluation design, as the types dre defined in a
memorandum from Dr. David O. Anderson, LTI Evaluation
Associate, regarding The Fallibility of Certain
Evaluation Designs, is Type B.

D. Program-Evaluation Methods.and Procedures

Early in the project at a meeting conducted by the
Leadership Training Institute. in Tucson, Arizona, in
August, 1972, Dr. Gerald Senf as isted the Project Director

1.8
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in distinguishing between the procedural objectives and
the outcome objectives as they were set forth in the
proposal. It became apparent that, with the exception of
Objective #3 and Objective ;i7, the two which imply that a
change will take place in the children involved, the
objectives contained in the proposal are procedural
objectives rather than outcome objectives. Other contacts_
with Dr. Senf and his papers on evaluation2 led the Project
Director to conclude that evidence that certain events
occurred would constitute adequate evaluation for most of the
objectives contained in the proposal.

In Dr. Senf's paper, "Assistance in-EValuation Planning
for Project initiators: II," he refers to the many "masters
to be served by evaluation and the diversity of their
interests. He suggests that the only data that must be
collected iathat necessary to meet the requirements of the
specific "Masters" to be dealt with. Exeept for Objective 0
and .Objective 7, whidh involve educational intervention, the
prime purpose for evaluating has been to demonstrate that the
project has been conducted as it was contracted in the
proposal with the activities carried out to the degree that
they were described in the grant application. Thus, the
evaluation question applied to the objectives has been,
"Was the activity satisfying the objective carried out in
the amount or degree stated.in the objective?" For such a
question, according to Dr. Senf, a record or log of the
project's activities constitutes the evaluation measures, and
the question is most appropriate for procedural objectives
which specify what the Project Staff is to do.3 Since six
of the eight objectives stated in the proposal arc procedural,
the major means of evaluation was the systematic filing of
evidence that the specified activities'were taking:Place as
planned. For the other twoobjectives-which Specify the
operation of,modified primary classes, the evaluation'
design--consisted mainly-of-a-pre--and' post-rest--administered-
to the target children. The procedure is described in
detail in B above (Service to Children- intervention-
Assessment Procedures).

2
Gerald M. Senf; °Evaluation Assistanceplanation: I" and
"Assistance-in Evaluation.Planning for Project Initiators: _II" in
Preview Series, Leadership Training Institute in Learning Disabilities,
Departm nt of Special Education, College of Education, University of
Arizona n.d.

3
Ibid.
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Parental Involv ent (Role and Activities)

No formal plan for parental involvement was developed.
However, parents were encouraged to participate to whatever
extent their own individual circumstances would allow. Their
role was one of being ultimately responsible for their
child's well-being. The kindergarten or first grade teacher
generally initiated the referral for placement in a modified
primary class as a part of the screening procedure, but it
was necessary to obtain the parent's signature on a permission
form before a child could be placed in a modified primary
class. The principal and the child's teacher were responsible
for explaining the program and.discussing the factors which
led to the referral for the special program at the time the
signature was sought. When the principal was given a list
of the children from his school to be included in the program,
he was supplied with a one-page description of the project to
be given to each parent. Parents were encouraged to contact
the Title VI-G Office for further information. In some
instances, teachers arranged a meeting between members of
the Project Staff and a parent or a group of parent
Occasionally, a member of the Project Staff made a how visit
to explain the program prior to a child's placement in a
modified primary class.

After_a parent gave permission for a child to be assigned to
a-modified primary class, there was close contact between
the_modified primarY teacher and. the parents. Their
activities ranged from simply attending_meetinets or
conferences at report card time to volunteering to help
in the classroom. A few parent's constructed games and
other. Materials to the teacher's specifications. FOr
example, the father Of.a child .in the.pilot 'class made
individual chalk hoards .for every child in the class. Whan
the Willow Crest elasewaa moved to Whaley Center for six
weeks,-several-parents -helped-with the -packing.- On-two
occaSions Parent's have been aaked to respond to questionnaires
Mich incjuded items seeking their recommendations; and at

A.east one session for parents was generally included on the
-agenda when personnel from the Leadership Training Institute

.

visited the project.

Advisory Council (Role and Activitio

Evidently, the individuals who wrote,the proposal which was
originally funded were unaware of the requirement for an
advisory council, for no provisions for such a council were
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included. This is understandable since the Project Director
did not become aware that an advisory council was required
until the Guidelines and Requirements governing Title VI-G
Projects, vhich idure. first published in thu Federal Register
on October 11, 1973, were received in Anchorage in
January, 1974, over half-way through the second year of
funding. This being the case, no advisory council
specifically for the Title V1-G Project was ever organized.
A Parent Advisory Council for Special Education in the
Anchorage Borough School District was established during
the fall of 1973; and Mrs. Dorothy Singleton, the mother
of a learning disabled child,.was appointed to that council
to represent the area of learning disability. Although
Mrs. Singleton's son was too old for a modified primary
class, he attended school at Creekside Park where one of
the project classes was located. Presumably, the Modified
Primary Program was represented by Mrs. Singleton on the
Special Education Advisory Council; for she became quite
knowledgeable-about the program through her contact with
Creekside Park School and as a result of her association
with the Title VI-G Project Director and some of the
project teachers who attended and participated in meetings
of the recently organized chapter of the Association for
Children with Learning Disabilities.--

Community Involvement

Community involvement generally consisted of cooperation
between members of the Project Staff and personnel in other
agencies concerned with such fields as special education,
learning disability, and language development. Upon
invitation, members of the Project Staff participated as
speakers at workshops held by other groups. The Project
Director served as a guest speaker for classes on learning
disability taught by Dr. Marilyn Johnson and Mrs. Alma Blunck
for the University of Alaska. Often workshop participants
from out of town were transported by the Project Director
oy, the Learning Disabilities Specialist to observe one or
more of the modified primary classes. Agencies with which
project personnel ware involved included the Early Childhood
Education Projea at the Alaska Treatment Center, State-
Operated Schools, the University of Alaska, the Public
Health Service in Palmer, the Anchorage Chapter of the
American Speech and Hearing Association, the Association
for Children with Learning Disabilities, the Council for
Exceptional Children, and the Anchorage Chapter of the
Mothers of Twins.
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Alaska's Title VI-G Project has been operated entirely in
the public school system in Anchorage. However, many
preschool children are evaluated at the Alaska Treatment
Center and diagnosed as having learning disabilities. When
these children enter kindergarten in the Anchorage Borough
School District, their records are generally available to
public school personnel and become a part of the on-going
evaluation which occurs in the modified primary program.

The Early Childhood Education Project, which is housed at
the Alaska Treatment Center, has recently produced a
correspondence course in learning disability directed
primarily at teachers and aides in Headstart and other
preschool programs. The Title VI-G Project Director
served informally as a consultant to the teacher who
wrote the course. The Project Director and
Mrs. Sandy Olson, a Psychologist in the Anchorage Borough
School District, participated in a session of the course
as it was being presented to a group of mothers in
Anchorage. The session was videotaped to be used when
the course is presented elsewhere in the state. Another
booklet produced by the Early Childhood Education Project
has been distributed to several parents of children in the
Modified Primary Project.

Anna Smith, a specialist in Early Childhood Education with
Alaska's State-Operated School System, consUlted with
members of the Project Staff on several occasions in the
process of preparing her investigative report, A Survey of
Native Parents from 20 Villages in Alaska to Determine Their
Feelings About the Early Identification of Learning Problems
in Young Children's Programs. She found the article
"Emphasis: Identification' written by Roger Clyne,
Psychologist with the Title VI-G Project, to be of
particular value to her study.4

At the request of Dee Nielsen, an Art Resource Teacher
in the Anchorage Borough School District, the Project
Director reviewed her outline for an n-service workshop

4
Anna L. R. Smith, A Survey of Native Parent.. from 20 Villages in Alaska
to Determine Their Feelings About the Early Identification of Learning---Problems in Young Children's Programs, Haster's Investigative Rep
University of Alaska, Anchorage, Alaska, August, 1974, p. 14.
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on "Some Techniques for Remediating Learning Disabilities
through Art.' The art projects described in the outline,
were correlated with Aids to Psycholinguistic Teaching ny

_

Bush and Giles.

During the summer following the first year of the project,
a chapter of the Association for Children with Learning
Disabilities was formed from a nucleus of parents of children
who had been involved in a course in learning disability
taught by Mrs. Alma Blunck for the University of Alaska.
The session for the children had been arranged in order that
the University students could be involved in a practicum
situation as a part of i!rs. Blunck's course. The culmination
of the activities of the summer session was a meeting of the
parents of the children. During the meeting the Project
Director described the modified primary program as an
example of the services offered to young learning disabled
children by the Anchorage Borough School District.
Mrs. Blunck, as Alaska's Representative of the Division for
Children with Learning Disabilities in C.E.C., provided the
group with information about A.C.L.D. Later, several-parents
frointhat group officially organized a chanter of A.C.L.D.;
and the Project Director joined that group and attended most
of the meetings.

H. Research Activities (Method's and Procedures_

Since the project's beginning,. a Schism has existed between'
its commitment to services to children and the implied
responsibility to engage in research. The personalities and
training of the individual staff members selected for the
project are child and program oriented rather than research
orienteth

One prpm se upon which the project was developed isthat
good- prir.lary teachers can be successful with:young learning:
disabledtAlildren if theyhave extenaive support.from a
spedialist in learning disability. Consequently, the
Learning Disabilities Specialist has responded.tothe
expectations of the project teachers by.becoming closely
involved with the-programming for individual children. A
large part of the diagnostic work has been done by the
Learning Disabilities Specialist at the request of the
teachers. The in--service training component, developed
mainly through individual contacts with seven teachers in
widely separated schools, has claimed a considerable amount
of the Specialist's attention.

The PSYChologist Who was assigned to the project for one
day perweek has generally had a backlog of referrals
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waiting for him, and the responsibilities associated
with his other role inthe school district as.liaison
'psycholegist for the entire school district haVe
frequently competed with the demands of the project for
his. attention. Host of the data-gathering activity of
both the Learning Disabilities Specialist and the
Psychologist have been for the purpose of 'individual
educational programming rather than .statistical research.

_The Project Director has been involved inTmetinu.-the
day-to-day demands associated with correspondence,
contacts with parents and nrincipals, pupervising the
distribution of screening materials; budgeting, order ng
materials and 'equipment, preparing reports complying with
requests for information, and other administrative
details.

As indicated in the Progress Report for the period between
July 1 and December 31, 1973, an effort was made to
compile test data to be submitted to Computer Psychometric
Affiliates for a correlational study. However, the
conflicting demands upon the staff members' time, the
general expectation that the function of the public
school and its employees is to-serve children rather than
to engage in research, and the inappropriateness of the
Title VI-G Office facilities for the gathering and
analysis of data served to inhibit this kind of activity
to the extent that only preliminary tabulations were
accomplished. An attempt at an item analysis for the
purpose of refining the Alaska Learning Disabilities
Ranking Scale, as suggested by Dr. Jeanne McCarthy in
a letter dated Kly 25, 1973, likewise was unsuccessful.

It follows that since no one associated with the project
is basically research oriented and no objective in the
proposal was related to research per se, no research of
any consequence has resulted from the Modified Primary
Project in Anchorage.

Replication Activities (New Programs Initiated and
Validation Procedures)

Objective f8 in the proposal deals with replication. It
states

Cooperate with the Alaska Department of Education in
informing potential replication districts concerning

.screening procedures for locating children with
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potehtial-learning disabilitiesat the kindergarten or
beginning first grade level and operating modified primary
clasSe6.designed-to alleviate specific learning
disabilities.

Since approximately half of the school children in Alaska are
in Anchorage and only a small part of the Anchorage Borough
School District was designated as the original target area,
replication of the modified primary model has had two
components (1) expansion of the project in schools in the
Anchorage Borough School District, and (2) initiating the
program in school districts elsewhere in the state.

Replication Activities in Anchorage

Diming- the second semester of the- first year of the-
project, a pilot 'clas-s. Containing thirteen children was
operated-at Wonder Park School in the.original target-a ea,-.
which was then called:Area C, iff Anchorage.. That class
was Maintained the foliewing year, and four other classes
were organized in Area C. In:addition, two claSses,which
were considered to be replication classes were established
outside.of. Area C, making a total_of_seven modificd,primary
clasSee inAnchorage for-the 1973-74 schooLyear. An
additional seven clasSes are anticipated for 1974-75, :

(A'map shouing the, locations of .the classes isincluded
in Appendix E .) Two of.the additional classes will be
located in,the original target area, and the other five
will be scattered-throughout the rest of the- Anchorage
BoroUgh .School District. Since two of the projedt classes
will serve more.than a pair of .schools as specified.. in...

theproposal, thirty-one of the-forty elementary:schools --

in Anchorage will-be involved in the medified Primary .

program.' :Kindergarten children have been screened-in..thc.
schools to be served by the fourteen classes, and the
teadhers have been assigned.

Replication Out-ide of Anchorage-----

Toward the end of the first year of the project, a work-,-
shop for the purPose of initiating the replication
component was held. It was developed around a.technical
assistance visit by Dr. sYeanne McCarthy and generally
followed the plan set forth .under "ImplementationY-for
Objective on pages 41 through 45.in the proposal.. At
that time in erest in replication was high as eviden ced by
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the number of people who attended and the fact that

local districts paid for the transportation and per di m

for their participants. As Dr. McCarthy stated in a

letter written May 25, 1973, "The fact that a district

like Kinai [sic] is willing to invest some $1200.00 of

their own funds in sending personnel to the meeting this

week is evidence of the efficacy of your replication

strategies.-

It was not actually possible, however, for the Chief of

the Division of Special Education to select.the districts

which would be funded as r;eplication districts at the end

of the workshop as specified in the proposal. Because of

a schedule conflict, the Division Chief could not remain

in Anchorage until the end of the workshop, and the

workshop participants were not free to make final

commitments for their communities. By fall, a change

in personnel in the Alaska Department Of Education had

occurred, disrupting the continuity in the replication

strategy.

According to the proposal, the Project Director would be

provided with 'copies of the plans submitted by the

districts chosen for replication and the memorandums of

agreement between the Alaska Department of Education and

the replication districts. . .to be included in any

evaluation reports." The only replication plan received

by the Project Director was the one from Nome. The

Project Director was told that the Matanuska-Susitne

Borough School District was receiving State Foundation

_Support under special education for a modified primary

class taught by Hrs. Margaret Bartko at Swanson School

in Palmer: Mrs. Bartko, the Principal of Swanson School,

and the Director of Special Services for the Matanuska-

Susitna Borough School District were invited to the

workshop conducted by Dr. Corrine Kass in October. On one

occasion, the Principal and the Director.of Special

Services met with the Project Director and were taken to

observe the modified primary class at Creekside Park

School. Irs Bartko was supplied with information
regarding ordering materials like those used in Anchorage

and was given copies of items prepared by the project

such as the Alaska Learning Disabilities Ranking Scale,

the Basic Competencies Checklist for Modified Primary

Classes, and the proposal, which set forth the philosophy

and rationale underlying the modified primary program.

26
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In response to the Request for Proposals publicized
in the Commerce Business Daily in January, 1974, Juneau
submitted a proposal for replication of the modified
primary model. In anticipation of federal funding for
that community for 1974-75, Mark Burgoyne of the Alaska
Department of Education requested the Learning
Disabilities Specialist with the modified primary project
in Anchorage to conduct a workshop for teachers and
administrators in Juneau to orient them to the project
and to initiate the screening process. (A copy of the
workshop agenda is included in Appendix E.) In May,
after the Alaska Learning.Disabilities Ranking Scale had
been completed for the children to be referred for the
program in Juneau, the Psychologist who had developed
the ALDRS as a part of the Anchorage project, spent two
days in Juneau assisting with the interpretation of the
data and the selection of the children to be included
in the classes to be organized in that district for
the 1974-75 school year.

Programs Using Components of Your Project Validation
Procedures)

It is not known whether or not other communities in Alaska
are using components of the project developed in Anchorage.
It is likely that"they are; for at least twenty-six people
attended the workshop conducted by Dr. McCarthy in
May, 1973, and fifteen or twenty letters have been writtedl
to people in tlaska in response to requests for information
about the project.

Other than the stipulation in the proposal that the Project
Director-be provided-with copies of the-agreements between
the Alaska Department of Education and replicating
distvicts, there are no procedures for validating the
extent or effectiveness of the replication activities.
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2. As a legislative requirement, the year-end report should
include a separate section (Appendix A) on dissemination
activities and materials, with an evaluation of effectiveness.
Please include a copy of all materials used for dissemination
activities.

Dissemination has been an integral part of the pro ect through-
out the two years it has been in existence. Members of the
staff have been alert to opportunities to publicize the
program. Numerous requests for specific information have been
met on an individual basis. Dissemination activities since
January 1, 1974, have included:

a. Members of the Project Staff corresponded with
individuals in Alaska and elsewhere who asked about
the project. Since each request was unique, a form
letter was never prepared. (Representative examples of
the correspondence which took place in meeting the
dissemination requirement set forth in the law are
included in Appendix A.)

At least 100 copies of the proposal were distributed to
principals, parents., teachers, and others who requested
them.

Approximately 300 copies of a one-page description of
the project "Emphasis: Prevention were distributed; for
they were routinely included in replies to letters of
inquiry and were widely distributed wherever the
project was described at meetings, the Educational Pair
at the State Teaehers' Conference, university classes,
etc. It was revised periodically as the project
Progresbed:'

The Alaska Learning Disabilities Ranking Scale and the
Jasic Competencies Checklist for Modified Primary Classes
were distributed upon request, generally to teacher's,
administrators, and university students.

Copies of the three articles prepared for the DEAN as a
part of the replication stragegy were often included in
packets of information. These articles-and the proposal
were filed in ERIC. (The abstracts, which appeared in
the August,.1973,. issue of Research in.Education, are
included in Appendi.: A.)

f. An article prepared for Chalkmarks, an education
newsletter, was published in April, 1974.

28
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The Project Director served as a guest speaker for two
university classes on learning disability taught by
Nrs. Alma Blunck and one class taught by Dr. Marilyn
Johnson. Other meetings at which the Modified Primary
Program was described are listed under Section E
(Parental Involvement) and Section G (Community
Involvement).

b For several years, Mrs. Darlene Reed, a Public Health
Nurse in Palmer, has sponsored a preschool screening
roundup in the spring involving children who would ent
first grade in the fall. As a result of her interest in
learning disability, the Program Associate and the
Project Director were invited to participate in an
in-service workshop in Palmer which involved teachers,
nurses, the home demonstration agent, and a social
worker.

Dr. Harold McGrady'_.technical assistance visit in
April was the stimulus for a television interview about
the Modified Primary Project.

A display was prepared for the Educational Fair at the
NEAAlaska Annual State Teachers' Conference on
March 4-5, 1974.

The Special Education Division'of Alaska' State-
Operated Schools held a workshop on May 1-3, 1974 .The
Project Director described the modified Primary program
during one session, and nearly every participant was
taken to visit at least one of the project classes by
Denice Clyne, the Program Associate.

Individuals who were-in:Anchorage on other business
frequently visited the Title VI-G Office and were given
whatever information they wanted. If time allowed, they
were taken to visit some of the project classes.
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Data is needed by BEH to answer questions asked by Congress and,
by other Governmental agencies concerning the scope of the
learning disabilities effort, and the need for learning
disabilities programs. This data will not be used to evaluate
your project, but will be added and summed with data from other
VI-G projects. Your completion of the following will be of great
help.

A. Services to Children

1. Number of children sined this year

Spring - 1973 - kindergarten - 850
Fall - 1973 - first grade 650

Spring - 1974 - kindergarten -1800

2. Number of children who were found to require
specialized help

Spring - 1973 - 86

Fall - 1973 - 32

Spring - 1974 - 160

Number of children receiving direct services this year

118

(a) How were direct services delivered? (i.e. resource
room, classroom, individualization, resource
teacher, etc.)

The .children were .assigned to a modified primary
class whinh served a pair of schools and was
organized as a regular primary grade-in one of
the schools served by the project class.

(b) With what frequency we e direct services delivered?
(daily, twice a week)

The classes met daily. Th_ schedule was the "same
as the schedule for firpl graders in the building
where the claps was locAtod.

.
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(c ) Number of children "graduating" from the learning
disabilities program to the standard program

Placement follo ing the year in the Modified
primary program was consistent with the
alternatives described on pages 36-38 of the
proposal.

Placement in a regular second grade 50

Placement in a regular first grade 45

Continued placement in a modified
primary class 3

Placement in a special education 15
program

Placement decision will be made
after further testing

TOTAL:- 119

(Please attach asApnendix B, evidence of progress made by the
children. Please present it in summary-form if possible Do
,not include infotuation on each child, but provide information
on mean gains and ranges.

B. Staff Development

1. Number of staff personnel receiving in-service
training this year

(a) Classroom Teachers

(b) Administrative personnel

(c) L.D. specialists

(d) Other

2. Ho ?

(a) Workshops

(b) Staff meetings

(c) Individual conferences

(d) Modeling

7

inimal
In-service training)

0
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h what frequency?

(a ) Twice this year (Dr. Kass and Dr. 4cGrady)

(b ) Bi-monthly

(c) Twice a month

4. Number of paraprofessionals trained this year

How? Ob the job

6. With what frequency? As needed-by the individual

Parental Involvement, Community, Advisory Council

PLEASE ATTACH AS APPENDIX C RELEVANT DATA CONCERNING THE
ACTIVITIES, ATTITUDE CHANGES, LINKAGES MADE DURING THE
PAST YEAR.



D. Replication Activities

List replications by agency, location and estimated
number of children to be served by each replication.

(a) Outside of Anchorage

Nome City School District Nome, Alaska 15-18

Juneau Borough Sch.'District Juneau, Alatka 60

Matanuska-Susitna Borough
School District Palmer, Alaska 12-15

(b) In Anchorage outside of the original tarn. t area

Northwood' 15 Chinook 15

Willew Crest 15 Rabbit Creek 15

Tudor 15 Ocean View 15

Abbott Loop --15

In Anchorage in the original target area

Birchwood 15

Chester Valley 15

If other agencies are replicating some components of your
project, please list the agency, location, component, and
number of children to be served by each partial
replication.

Information net available

Research Activities

1. What needs do you see in the area of applied research
which are not now being met?

(a) Long-term longitudinal studies to determine
what becomes of individuals who have received
-some special-treatment-because of a-diagnosis
indicating the presence of a learning disability.
What effect did the treatment have on their eventual
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ability to cope with the demands of living? To -at

extent do they attribute the degree of their

satisfaction, or lack of satisfaction, with their

life situation to the treatment directed toward

overcoming learning disabilities.

(b ) Research to determine the effects Of open-concept,

self-directed, multisensory educational proqrams

upon learning disabled children in contrast to the

structured, cOntrolled-stimulus programa advocated

by most of the earlier practitioners in the field

of learning disability.

2. What basic research needs to be undertaken?

Further work toward an operational definition of

learning disability which might lead to a legal

definition comparable to the legal definition for

blindness So that the condition labeled "learning

disabled" would be consistent from locality to
locality and from program to program.

Funding

1. Please give the amount of Federal funding (VI-G), the

amount of State funding, the amount of local funding,

and other funding which supported this project in FY '73.

Federal (Title VI-G)

State Foundation Support (7 units)

Local Support

Psychologist (1 day par wee

Space (including furniture, heat,
lights, maintenancl-)

Mater'

Office 4,200

7 Clas

3 4

117 600

3,400

121,800

700

-$ 62,50Q

127,750

125,900



G. We arc often asked for the number of children being served
with a specific breakdown according to ethnic identifi-
cation. Please indicate the approximate number of
children you are serving in these categories: White,
Black, American Indian, Spanish-Speaking, Other.

(Estimates)
White 94

Black 7

American Indian (Alaska Native) 15

Spanish-speaking 2

Other 0

118
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Title VI-G Office
Special Education

Denali Elementary School
148 East 9th Avenue

Anchorage, Alasak 99501

May 1, 1974

Mrs. Marlys Burnet
Route 5 Box 5684-
Juneau, Alaska- 99801

De Mrs. B- att:

Your letter of March 13 arrived just before Mrs. Denice Clyne, Program

Associate for the Title VI-G Modified Primary Project, left for Juneau

to meet with some of the school personnel there for the purpose of
instructing them regarding the screening process which is used in the

Modified Primary Project in Anchorage. I asked her to contact you to

convey my appreciation for your interest in our program and to answer

any questions you might have, but she was unable to reach you. Instead,

she talked with Mrs. Barbara Graham.

It is unlikely that I will be able to make a trip to Juneau in the near
future, but another of my co-workers, Mr. Roger Clyne, is scheduled to
visit the Juneau School Syntam on May 9-10. I have informed him of

your interest in our project, and I am sure that he will make an effort

to gat in touch with either you or Mrs. GPaham. Since Mr. Clyne will be
working closely with Mr. John Symons, Director of Pupil Personnel
Services in the Juneau School District, perhaps you could ask Mr. Symons
o arrange for you to meet with Mr. Clyne.

I believe that Mr. Clyne will be able to give you whatever in ormation
you wish, but if I can be of further assistance to you, please write

again or call me at 279-9531. If you happen to be in Anchorage before
school is out, you might like to visit the Title VI-G Project Office or

one of our Modified Primary classes.

BCS/1j

Encl: Proposal
Emphasis - Prevention
Dean Article by Dr. Smart

Mr. John Symons
Mrs. Denice Clyne
Mr.-Rcwe 1

CC:

Since

Barbara C. Smart, Ph. D.
Title VI-G Project Director



Title VI-G Office
Special Education

Denali Elementary Sehoo
148 East Oth Avenue

Anchorage, Alaska 99501

March 1, 1974

Mrs. Arlene ov4e
Box 52_
KOdiak, Alaska 9-

Dear Arlene:

It was certainly a pleasure to talk with you on the phone last
week and to learn that you are still interested in the Title VI-G
Modified Primary Project. I have put together for yeu a bundle
of background information including the Alaska Learning Disabilities
Ranking Scale, the curriculum outline we are following, and acme of
the forms we have used. I hope this material will be useful to you.

Please call again or drop in to see us

Encl.

Sincerely,

:you have further questions.

Barbara C. Smart, Ph. D.
Title V1-G Project Director



State of Ala ka
-Commissioner of Education
Juneau,. Alaska

Dear
7-7-\

Sir:

I recently read in the newsletter of the
.Association for Children with Learning Disabi
ities that-a new'grant has been awarded to
Alaska under the Specific Learning Disabili-
ties Act, Part Title VI.

As the mother of a child with a feafning
disability, I am especially interested, and
would like some information on what Alaska is
doing or plans to do in this field, and with
this special grant.



s. Carol-Lindsey
P. 0, Box 367

Alaska 99664

I Land Ccomissioner of Educaton, has asked me to
_eply to your recent letter regarthng the learning disabilities
project which is funded under Title VI-G of the Elementary and
Secondary Bducatinn Act.

The enclosed ittaterials describe this project in detail and may
provide you with the imformtion you desire. If you Iwo further
questions or would have an opportunity to visit this project,
please do not hesitate to contactime.

anlosure

Les:lj

Sincerely,

,flarbara C. Smart, Ph.D.
Title VI-G Director
Phone: 279-9531
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FAIRBANKS. ALASKA 99701

Dr. Barbara Smart, Director
Earli_Detection-of Learning
Denali School
148 E. 9th Avenue
Anchorage, Alaska 99501

Disabilities

21 1974

Dear Dr. Smart:

In December, I attended the Learning Disabilities workshop at the
Helen Wbaley Center and was talking with one of-the diagnostic workers
in your program We have been frustrated in our attempts in Fairbanks
to get an Early Intervention program off the ground. Perhaps we are
not attacking itirom the right angle.

Could you send me some information on your program - how it is funded,
how much money is involved, what children are eligible, testing
procedures, how long the program is to befUnded, etc.

Any-help you can give us in this direction would be gieatly. appreciated.

:Sincere

642.4-4Le

Carol Brice
Public Health Nurse

CBscah
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Office
'-tducation
eentary School
9th Avenuo
Alaska 99501

1, 1974

Carol Erlce
PUblic nealth Nuree

-Fairbanks Mealth:Center-
pop Airport Bay
Fairbanks, Alaska 99701,

Dear:Carol:

In reply to your letter of January 21, I am sending y u a copy ofthe narrative section of the proposal under which the ModifiedPrimary-Project in Anchorage is operating.
The pro-lect is in ,itssecond_year, and there have been some revisions, but the basicobjectives are the same. The project is funded as'a Child ServiceDemonstration Center under Title VI-G of the Elementary andSecondary Education Act. The original grant was for $125,000 tobe used,over a twoyear period.

Most of the children in the modified primary classes were identifiedin kin lergarten during the spring. A few children from the firstgrades were added in'September. We are using the Alaska LearningDisabilities Ranking Scale, which is being developed as a part ofthe project, as the screening instrument. Other tests such as theBoehm Test of Basic Concepts, the Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test,the Reading Inventory Probe I, and the Wide Range Achieiement Testare used for specific purposes. The attached list includes s meof the tests we -have examined in making our selection.

As indicated in Obj- tive #9 on page 41 in the proposal, the AlaskaDepartment_of_Fducation Is responsible for replication in districtsoutside of Anchorage. For further information regarding replicationyou may wish to contact

Kr. Mark Burgoyne
Special Education Consultant
Seetien for Exception-Children
Alaska Department of Education
Pouch r Alaska Offiee Building
Juneau, Alaska 99801,

4 3



Your interest Wthe qodified ,Pri_ ect- is appreciated. If
welcan provide you with further,information, please contact me
again or visit our office whenever you are in Anchorage.

_SinPere114,_

BCS/ij

EncL

CC:

Barbara C, Suhrt, Ph.
Title VI-G Project Dire

4 4



D. W. Schultz,' Superintendent

P.O. BOX 289

PETERSBURG, ALASKA 9983

YROM:

*Barbara a -Ph.D.'.
TitleAVIC;:Director

148,-EaSt78th-AVdnue.
:Anchorage.HAlaska- 9004.

.-_Steven:AverY-

SpiclaLServices.'Consultant
..Petirsburg.EleMentary School
-BOx-

Petersburg Alaska.99833:

Title VI Pro. ect:
Identification & Diagnosis

Dear Dr. Smart, 23 Tanuary 1974

would app eciate your arding inf ation to me concernIng
.

.

the above Project. I am considering a revision,and strengthenIng of the

identity/diagnoSis aspect of our resource room program, and your Project,

from the small amount I've learned about it, may be a way of doing it.

Please include, if possb1e, suggestions for implementation and

specific names of testing materials. Your consIderatIon is g

acknowledged.

Steven Avery
772-4272-
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Titlà VI-G Office
Special:Education

Denali EleMentary School
.148 East 9th Avenue

Anchorage, AlaSka 99501

January 30, 1974

Mr.StevewAvery
Special Services Consultant
Petersburg Elementary School
'Box 289

Petersburg, Alaska 99833

Deer Mr. Avery:

In reply to your letter of January 23, I am sending you a copy
of the narrative section of the proposal under which the Title
VI-G Project in Anchorage is operating. The project is in its
second year, and there have been some revisions, but the basic
objectives are the same.

As indicated in the proposal, the model developed in Anchorage is
essentially a self-contained class between kindergarten end first
grade rather than a resource model. Since our target-population
consists of primary aged children who have been identified as
potentially learning disabled, the testing materials used in the
project are limited to those at .the presChool and primary level.
A copy of the Alaska Learning Disabilities Ranking Scale, which
is being developed by a member of the project staff, and a list
of other instruments we have examined and/or used are attached.
You may also wish to obtain a copy of the following publications
from Dissemination Office, PKTE, The Center for the Study of
Evaluation, University of California, Los Angeles, California
90024:

1. CSE-ECRC Preschool/Kindergarten Test Evaluations,
'Ralph Heepfner, Carolyn Stern, and Susan G. Nummedal,
1871, pried:- 85.00

CSE Elementary School. Test Evaluations, Ralph HoPpfner,
1970, price - 85.00

-/f, after examining the enclosed materials, you believe that we can
be of further assistance to you, please contact me again or make
arrangements to visit the project whenever you are in Anchorage.

Enc
CP: Mr. Burgoyne 46

Sincerely,

.arbara C. Smart, Ph.
t n VT-I Prniont flT'



Dorothea Golde
ect DIAL_

NorthWestern Univer
Evanston, Illinois

Dear.Dorothea:

Title VI-,G Office

Special Education
Denali Elementary School
148 East 9th-Avenue

Anchorage Alaska 99501

December la, 1973

y School of Education
0201

, Compared to your impressive publication on Project DIAL, our materials
.appear rough indeed. HOwever, you might be interested in examining
them,-keeping in mind that they are being deVeloped in a state wher
-special education is a relatively recent endeavor: The Section for
Exceptional Children in the Alaska Department of-Education has only
three,people ,t6 cover an area-large enough to-cover approximately
one-fifth of the continental United States. Consequently many of
the small, widely separated communities do not have people who are
trained In educational and psychological evaluation. The Alaska
Learning Disabilities Ranking Scale là essentially an attempt to
systematize the regular classroom teacher/s observation. -The other
major components of our project reflect an effort to enable good
primary teachers, with a minimum amount of supervision,.guidance,
and specialized training, to provide for the educational needs of
young children.

During our telephone conversation,you asked specificially how the
items on the ALDERS were included or excluded. The selection process
included the following:

1. Many samples of tests and other scr ening devices were
studied-, and items on the ALDERS were patterned after
other items which seemed to be related to the curriculum
planned for our project and the characteristics of learning
disabled children.

Many kindergarten and first grade teachers described
children who, in their opinion, would experience
difficulty in first grade._
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Dorothea ':Goldenberg
t p IAL

December 18 1973

n-T5y0hp1og1ta1
Evaluatlon-,.assigned to the projoctdriw upoh his
own.experiencejn-wrkting the'ltets.

Dr. Donald Harriman shared the -experimental version
z-of-tbe:_Goodrnan=Hemmill----Sdard---withT-the-PrOjeletTStaff

during a. technical assiStance visit previded by the
Leaderehip. Training Institute in Tucson -.-Arizena.

. TeaChers who used the ALDERS lest spring Were asked
to complete a:questionnaire 'for evalnatirig the -screening

. .
process. Their recommendations have not .yet been in-
corporated into the ALDERS.

nce the first step in our screening' process occurs when the child's
acher concludes that the child either- is or is ,not experiencing

difficUlty, a large percentage of rthe kindergarten population is
immediately eliminated.- Therefore,- the' usual norming process is in-
appropriate. _ However, we are beginning_to collect, evidence with
regard to:the percentage score or band of scores obtained on the
ALDERS'hy the children irr.the project. These scores will be compared
with' test results obtained' by the same children on other instruments
such as the Metropolitan keadiness Test and the Evanston Early
Identification Scale.

.1-certainly enjoyed meeting.yon on the. phone this morning. If you
.would like.any other information.regarding the Ti le.VI-G Projcot
in Anchorage, please-get in tonchliith me again.

Sincerely,

Barbara C. Smart, Ph D.

Title VI -G Pro ect Director



REMSEN AVENUE APPINGERS FALLS: N_W YORK 12590 PHONF' 914)297-574, .

DR.'ROBERT W YOUNG RICHARD E. JACOBSON
PERI;111NOLNT OLPLITY SUPERINTENDENT

LAWRENCE A GILMOUR BRUCE:A.. REYNOLDS
ASSISTANT SUPERINTENDENT ASSISTANT SUPERINTENDENT

PERSONNEL FINANCE:

'Smart

-Denall:-School.-
14:1'..EaSt "9th ;\vent.,-

-Anchora: 999

.Dear

rnquest
ded:.Titio VIC

hou1.0 there

Thank _yeu.

/14

Aformation re7ardin.,_ your Federally
oject which'is avaiYable at 'this tithe'?

a cost involved,kindly let me .know.

Pre'
f-4,0/ ;r7

BRUNMAYER .LLTMENTARY EDUCATION SPECIALIST

IlEAD ELEMENTARY' SCHOOL ENTRY ROAD

Sincerely,

I. e

ntary.Departmen-- Head

MICHAEL POMBRIO CLImuiTARY EDucATIon SPECIALIST

HOPEWELL JUNCTION, N. Y. 12533 PHONE: (914) 226-4261

ARD J. STAPLETON DIRECTOR OF ELEMENTARY EDUCATION

RINGERS FALLS JUNIOR HIGH SCHOOL REMSEN AVENUE WAPPINGERS FALLS, N. Y. 12590 PHONE: (914 ) 297-000E1



Title VI-G Office
Special Education

Denali Elementary School
148 East 9th Avenue

Anchorage, Alaska 99501

April 29

Brunmayer
Elementary Department Head
Wappingers Central School District
Remsen Avenue
Wappingers Falls, New York 12590

Dear Ms. Brunmayer:

In reply to your request of April 3, 1974, I have enclosed for you a

copy of our proposal and a copy of the Alaska Learning Disabilities

Ranking Scale along with several other, articles describing our pro-

1974

I can be of any further assistance to you, please do not
-=-

hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely,

Barbara C. Smart, Ph. D.
Title VI-G Project Direc or

BCS/Ij

Enclosures

17:-W4r
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E PUBLIC SCHOOL
Northville, Michigan 48167

!FICE ftWilliSUPERINTENDENT

(313) 349-3400

e r ariening School Doors to Educational Growth'

1974

=

Dr-....Barbara ,Smart

Title-NI6-Director
j)enali.S0061
148- East .9th Avenue

Anchorage, Alaska 99501

Dear Dr. Smart:

After reading 'iltnchorage Helps ElementaryStudents" in the April, 1974,
issue of CHALK MARKS, we mould like to receive further information on
your program -- i.e., curriculum, ranking scales, etc.

Thank.you for your assistance in this matter.

Sincerely,

-7 4, td

Florence Panattoni'
Assistant Superintendent

FP/m4
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Florence Panattoni
Assistant'Superintendent
lorthville Public Schools
03 West Main Street

/4orthville, Michigan 48167

Dear Ms. Panattoni:

Title VI -G Office

Special Education
naliElementary School
149_East 9th Avenue

Anchorage, Alaska 99501

April 30, 1974

Your interest in the Title VI-G Modified Primary Project in Anchorage is
sincerely appreciated. Many changes in the details of the program have
occurred, particularly in the format of the screening instrument, since
the article was prepared for CHALK MARKS. However, the project is still
based on the following two assumptions:

Early intervention in the form of individual
diagnostic-prescriptive programming is
effective in preventing learning disabi 'ties.

2. Good primary'teachers can be.successful with
young potentially learning diSabled children
if they have adequate supervision and
guidance from a specialist in the field.

Perhaps the enclosed materiel will provide the.information you a e seeking.
If you h ve further questions, please contact me again.

BCS/li

Enclosures

Sincerely,

Barbara C. Smart, Ph. D.
Title VI-G Project Dirac or
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,CAMPUS LEARNING CENTER

ETATE UNIi;Ef4SITi' COLLEGE
NW PALTZ. N EW YORK 12561

Mr, Robert S. Van Slyke
Pupil Personnel-Services
Anchorage Borough Schpol Distri

, 670 West Pireweed Lane
Anclioragel: AK 99503

.7-

Dear Van Slyke:

I am,writing-a book about kindergarten screening
and early identification of educationally handicapped
children.- I was advised that 'you have a modified-
primary. project in your district. I-would appreciate
any available information about your program.

.SZ:pt

'Shirley,14e-Itlin,, Ed.
Associate-Professor
Director-Child Study C

Sincerely,

er



Title VI-G Office
SPicial.Edneati"'-

Dàna1i
148 East-9th'AVenue

Anchorage, Alaska 99

laff'SHLE1
Director Child Study Center
State University College

New ralts2'new York 12561

Juno 24, 1974

Your lottar of May 17 to' Dr. Robert Van SIyke-_has been referre
me for rePly. As-you will rote on page 4 -of the enclosed narrative
seetion'of the proposal under. vhich the Title VI-G, ESEA, I

Primary'Proiact has operated for the past tw Years,-one of our
bjectives was to establish assessment'procedures for the idonti-

n of.yOung, potentielly.learning disabled children. In an
art to Meet this objective,- Kr. Roger,Clyne, a nemher-of the

Project Staff, ,developed.thc Alaaka Learning Disabilities Ranking
Scale, e.copy of.which is attached; We used this.inetrument on
iarga oala.for, the first time when we screened kindergarteners
n the sprig of 1973 and the first graders in Septeinher.

n the Hodified Primary Project, the screening process i also the
erral process; for the ALDRS ie completed by the kindergarten

or first grade teacher and sent to the Title VI -G Office whore the
project staff makes the decision on whether or not a child will
be included. When a teacher wishes to refer a chlld after the

-et

screening'has taken place, the teacher notifies the principal,
provides the.Title VI -G Office with the child'o name and whatever
other information is available. The teacher is then asked to
complete 'the ALDRS, if possible: and amoilber of the project staff
'does an individual evaluation of the-child. The information
obtained in this manner becomes the basis for the decision to
(1) place -the child in a modified primary clans, (2) leave him in
the regular program, or (3) refer him for a psychological evaluation
prior to a special education placement.



-2-

Dr. Shirley Zeitlin June 24, 1974
Director Child Study Center

The Title VI-G Project in Anchorage is completing its second year;
so many of the details in the original prOposal no 1onger apply.
For example, seven modified primary classes were operated in Anchor ge
during 1973-74 rather than the four specified. Fourteen classes
serving twenty-eight schools are anticipated for 1974-75.

Your interest in the Modified.Primary Project is'apprecia ed. If you
require further information for your book which you believe that
can supply, please do not hesitate to contact me.

BCS/lj

Encl.

CC: Dr. Van Slyke
Mr. Clyne

Sincerely,

Barbara C. Smart, Ph. D.
Title VI-G Project Director



771 Lindbergh Drive, N.E. Atlanta, Georgia 30324 Telephone: (404) 266-2342

January7, 1974

Dr. Barbara C. Smart, Projec_ Monitor
Title VI-G Office
Denali Elementary School
148 East 9th Avenue
Anchorage, Alaska 99501

Dear Dr. Smart:

This is a letter of inquiry-regarding your Title VI-G project. It is myunderstanding that you are working with identification of LD children atthe Kindergarten level. In that Georgia is
becoming...increasingly mereinterested-in-the development- of-kindergarten .class, we are attemptingto gather information for early identification.

I -would appreciate receiving a copy of your project proposal. I am parti-cularly interested in obtaining copies of any screening devices, tests, orremedial materials. If you have samples of these, I would appreciate re-ceiving them. Also, the procedures used to get initial'referrals wouldbe helpful.

Thank you very much fey your cooperation and hope to hear from you soop.

Sincerely,

j'

Jack Hinzman
Project Director

JH:bjb

"An Integrated Model for the_ Indiviullzed. Services
to-Children with Learning Problems-."

1;.,01,1 rit.ti Itolo.et fI .stiffI 1iI )A11913 County St,h0AIO J.VI, 11,111,111.1d,LA.of C, r:At (gusimintendcw, rytuttWn City Iichnohl, Dz Alowo A. Cirni (SitiletwirmIvrILAt 1.ifila Coly :;11,:(11..), Ii I II, Iiclifrou (Stipt:tinft!Adent, (Jmailit Ow Sr-Monis), Ectit,i L. Sirand ISilwrInhen(liof,CIavut,r1 II I i it, ..11 I Vrtirtinyi. Jr. (Dirrmrot, M-CESA).



Title VI-G Office
Special Education

Denali Elementary School
148 East 9th Avenue

Anchorage, Alaska 99501

March 1, 1974

Mr. Jack Hinzman
Project Director
Metropolitan Cooperative Education Service Agency
771 Lindbergh Drive, N.E.
Atlanta, Georgia 30324

Dear Mr. Hinzman:

Your interest in the Modified Primary Project in Anchorage is sincerely
appreciated. As you will note on page 4 of the enclosed narrative section
of the proposal under which the project is operated, one of our objectives
is to establish assessment procedures for the identification of young,
potentially learning disabled children. In an effort to meet this objective;
Mr. Roger Clyne, a member of the Project Staff, developed the Alaska
Learning Disabilities Ranking Scale, a copy of which is attached. We used
this instrument on a large scale for the first time when we screened the
kindergarteners last spring and the first graders in September. At this
time, statistics are not available, but our experience so far indicates that
a percentage score of about 30% or above on the Individual Checklist in the
ALDRS identifies most of the children who would be appropriately placed in
modified primary class prior to first grade. In some instances, children

who were identified in one attendance area in Anchorage and who later move
were identified again in the area to which they moved, thus providing some
evidence of the reliability of the instrument.

In the Modified Primary Project, the screening process is also the referral
process; for the ALDRS is completed by the kindergarten or first grade
teacher and sent to the Title VI-G Office where the project staff makes the
decision on whether or not a child will be included. When a teacher wishes
to refer a child after the screening has taken place, the teacher notifies
the principal, who provides the Title VI-G Office with the child's name
and whatever other information ia available. The teacher is then asked to
complete the ALDRS, if possible; and a member of the project staff does an
individual evaluation of the child. The information obtained in this manner

becomes the basis for the decision to (1) place the child in a modified
primary class, (2) leave him in the regular program, or (3) refer him for a
psychological evaluation prior to a special education placement.

57
rt:17.k,



-2-

Mr, Jack Hinzman
arch 1, 1974Project Director

The enclosed materIal will probably answer most of your questions, but ifwe can be of further assistance to you, please do not h sitate to contact:us again.

Sincerely,

Barbara C. 9mart, Ph. D.
Title VI-G Projec- Director

BCS/lj

Encl.



menu.= OF TIT NARRATIVE STION OF nm

TITLE VI-G, ESE1, PROPOSAL FOR

DISDIFIEZ PRITIRY IGQTi rat
CHILDRal I UTH LFAIIMIC;

DISABILITICS

PIC RAGE J3OROUGH SCHOOL oISiicr
ANZHORAGZ,ALASNA

Maxch 20, 1973

Under Section J, Title VI, of the Elementary and Secondary Education

Act, the Anchorage Borough School District seeks to ec-tablish a model

for working with children in the prinary grades who have potential

learninci disabilities,

The main emnhas' ho project is on prevention through ear1V

identification and iniividualized educational proJeriptions. Children

identified through a screening Process will go from kindergarten to a

modified primary class organized as a part of the regular school program

hut partially funded under special education. In the modified primary

class, children uill be movided with a curriculum planned to develop

the skills which kinergarten Fuld first grade teachers designate as

prereguisites to successful participation in first grade. Within the

general curriculum, an individual ealcational prescription based on a

thorough diagnosis will be developed for each child.
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e specific objectives set forth in the proposal are:

. Establish assessment procedures whereby children with ptential

learning disabilities can be identified in the

am at an early age.

Provide instruction to selected kiriergarten and first grade

teachers in administering, scoring, and interpreting selected

assesnnant instruments.

Establish and onerate during the second snester of 1972-73

a pilot modified primary class composea of fifteen children

enrolled In the first grade during the first semester of 1972-73.

school

Screen ar) ximately 600 Undergarten children for the purpose

of assigning sixty children who exhibit evidence of potential

learning disaYlilities to four modified primary classes during the

1973-74 school year.

5. Develop an outline of areas to be

be Provided in the Title VI-G modified rrimary cla and direr

toward overcoming the specific learning disabilities identified

during the screening and evaluation process.

6. Provide in-servica training for five regular p imary teachers who

will be assigned to modified orisnary classes.

7. Onerate four modified primary classes vithin the Anchorage Dorough

School District in which the curriculum outline developed under

Ohjective 5 will be followed and in which individually prescr bed

educational program wi21 Le provided within th2 areas of the

curriculum outline.

in the c culum to

6 0



Cooperate with t% Lxlaska r)r?, na r tnan t of riucator in informingnotential renlication districts concerning scrning procedures forlocatim dnildren with potential learning disaiNilities at the
laryiexgarten or beginning first grade level ana orrarating modified
primaxy classes designed to alleviate snecific learning disabilities..
xxial develonorl in Mchoraqe uill serve as a training res urce for

university students and for teachers throughout Ala za who are set ingchildren with specific learning
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EMPHASIS: PREVENTION

Title VI-G
Modified Primary Program
(Revised May 8, 1974)

What is Title VI-G?

Under Section G, Children with Specific Learning Disabilities, Title VI of the
Elementary and Secondary Education Act, each state is eligible to apply for a
grant totaling $125,000 over a two-year period. One purpose of these grants is
to establish and operate model centers for the improvement of education of
children with specific learning disabilities. These centers will (1) provide
testing and educational evaluation to identify children with learning disabilities,
(2) develop and conduct model programs designed to meet the special educational
needs of such children, (3) assist appropriate educational agencies, organizations,
and institutions in making such model programs available to other children with
learning disabilities, and (4) disseminate new methods or techniques for overcoming
learning disabilities to educational institutions, organizations, and agencies
within the area served by the center.

The Anchorage Borough School District was selected as the agency in Alaska to
cooperate with the State Department of Education_in developing a model demonstration
program for serving children with learning disabilities and replicating the project
hroughout the state.

What are the main features of the Title VI-G project in Anchora

The main emphasis in the project will be on preventing learning disabilities through
early identification and individualized educational prescriptions. Children iden-
tified through a screening process will go from kindergarten to a modified primary
class organized as a part of the regular school program but partially funded under
special education. In the modified primary class, children will be provided with
a curriculum planned to develop the skills which kindergarten and first grade
teachers designate as prerequisites to successful participation in first grade.
Within the general curriculum, an individual educational prescription based on a
thorough diagnosis will be developed for each child.

.:12n4E_11212111j.li_in_IILY222LELL

-.Area C. in the.Anchorage Borough School Distric_ was originally designated as the
target area. The=fourteen schools within Area C were paired. A pilot class of
'thirteen children of first grade age was operated in Wonder Park School during the
'second semester of 1972-73. .During 1973-74, approximately 115 children have been
serVed in five modified primary classes in Area C and two classes outside of Area C

...WhiCh were selected to:replicate the-model. It is anticipated that durinrE 1974-75,
,upto..210 children will receive the benefit of this program in fourteen classes-
covering twenty-eight attendance areas.

Where can more information be obtained?

'Thar:Title VIG Office i- located in Denali School - -148 East 9th Avenue, Anchorage,
Alaska 9950l MeMberS of the project staff will gladly supply further information
lipoli.request. A copy of the complete proposal can be obtained by calling 279-9531.
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I Resources Information Center/Early Childhood Education
W. Penhsylvania Avenue/ Urbana, Illinois 61801/217-333-1386

PhD, Director / Barbara B. aNet AssisMnt Direct&

RIC/F
:Dr. Barbara C. Smart
Title VI-G Project Direc or
Denali School
148 East 9th Avenue
Anchorage, Alaska 99301

Dear Dr. Smar

August 15, 1973

Re: Title VI-G ESEA, Proposal For a Modi ied Primary Program for Children With
Learning Disabilities. (Abstract and Narative Sections)

'An Abstract of your document has appeared in the August 1973

'issue of Research in Education. The documen_ -umber assigned to

ED 075 100

Enclosed is a reproduction of the page on which the abstract of your

paper appeared.

Thank you for making your work available to us.

Sincerely,

1A.,WQ

e Stakelon
Acquisitions Specialist

e of Education/University of Illinois at Urbana-Chanipaign
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at1onal Resourcee Information Center/Early Childhood Education
5 W. Pennsylvania Avenue/Urbana, Illinois 61801/217-333-1386

Prat Director/ Batbara Et ONO. AssistalliDirector

Dr. Barbara C. Sma
Title VI-G Pyoject Director
Denali School
148 East 9th Avenue
Anchorage, AK 99501

Dear Dr. Smart:

August 15, 1973

-Re Emphasis: Identification by Roger_Clyne and Emphasis: Prescription byJeanne Gaynor and Emphasi Prevention by Barbara C. Smart

An Abstract of youk document has appeared in the

issue of Research in Education. The docu_ nt number aSsigned to

-D 075 1 1; 075 02; 075 103.

. Enclosed is a reproduction of the page on which the gbstract of your

paper appeared.

-Thank you for making your work avail-ble to us.

-Sincere

'Anne Stakelon

ACquiSitions Specialist

geofEducation/Univer ityof IllinoisatUrbana-Cha oaign
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DOCUMENT RESUME

103
PS 006 462

Smart, Earbara C.
iTLE Emphasis: Prevention.

INSIITUTION Anchorage Borough School District, Alaska.SIONS AGENCY Bureau,of Education for the Handicapped (DH /OE),Washington, D.C.
[73]
4p.; Preprint of article to be submitted forpublication in the uDeanu

PUB DATE
:-NOTE

EDRS PRICE MF-$0.65 HC-$3.29
DESCRIPTORS Curriculum Design; Diagnostic Teaching; *Grade 1;Individualized Instruction; Kindergarten Children;*Learning Disabilities; *Models; *Prevention;

*Primary Grades; Program DescriptionsIFIERS Elementary Secondary Edu ation Act Title VI G; ESEATitle VI G

ABSTRACT
A project emphasizing prevention of potentiallearning problems through early identification and individualeducational prescriptions is tliscuSsed. Children identified through aecreening process will be placed in a modified primary class. TheyWill receive a,curriculum designed to develop skills required forSUccessful participation in first grade. A continuum of placementWi,11 be available for children who have been identified throughreening. An outgrowth,of the project will be an outline of the,eas to be included in the specially designed curriculum. (CK)



U ENT RESUME

102 PS 006 461

A Gaynor, Jeanne
1 Emphasis: Prescription.
/ITUTION Anchorage Borough School Ci trict, Alaska;

iNS AGENCY Bureau of Education for the Handicapped (DHEW/OE) ,

Washington, D.C.
VB DATE (731
OTE 4p.; Preprint of article to be submitted f_r

publication in the "Deans,

hDRS PRICE
DESCRIPTORS

MF-$0.65 HC-$3.29
*Academic Achievement; *Behavior Change; Concept
Teaching; Curriculum Design; Grade 1; Learning
Disabilities; *Models; Parent Participation; *Primary
Grades; Program Descriptions; *Psychomotor
Objectives; Reinforcement

TIFIERS Elementary Secondary Education Act 'Title VI G; ESEA
Title VI G

-ABSTRACT
A program designed to reduce educational failures by

setting up four model classrooms of pupils with potential learning
-problems is discussed. Each child will be actively involved in ,an
enjoyable way using manipulative materials to develop concepts of-
thinking. The basic assumption of the classrooms_ is:that _the best way
-tb 'attack-a learning problem is to give massive successful experience

'th immediate positive _reinforcement. The initial emphasis will be
mcdifying classroom,behavior. Parents will be an essential part of

:the program, and the curriculum will be flexible. The three basic
curriculum areas . will be: adaptive school behavior, sensory-motor
integration, and academics.' (CK)
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Curriculum Design; Evaluation Techniques; *Grade 1;
Individualized Instruction; Intervention;
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-DENTIFIERS Alaska

ACT
A project emphasizing prevention of learning

:disabilities'through early identification And individualized
educational prescriptionS was conducted. Children identified through
screening process will go from kindergarten to a modified primary

elass. Here, they will be provided with a curriculum designed to
.

ATeyelop the skills neAed for successful participation in first
.:.grade. Specific objectives of this project include:. (1) Establish
assessment procedures; (2) Provide instruction to selected
nderOarten and first grade teachers in administering, scoring, and
Aterpreting selected aSsessment inStruments; (3) Screen 600

i.iindergarteners; (4) Pi'ovide in-service training for five regular
primary._teachers; and (5) Operate four modified primary classes
within the Anchorage Borough School District, The model developed in
:Anchorage will serve as a training resource for university students
'arld for teachers throughout Alaska. (AuthoriCK)
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Children; *Primary Grades; Program Descriptions;
Rating Scales; *Teaching Methods

FIERS *Boehm Test of Basic Concepts; Elementary Secondary
EducatiOn Act Title Vi G; ESEA Title VI G

_ABSTRACT
A potential program for dealing with the

:identification of kindergarteners with potential learning
Aisabilities is discussed._The_subject is dealt with on the level of
'prediction. It is ,pointedout that as children learn in different
ways, different methods of educating thet must be devised. Early
identification of disabilities lessens the chances of the failure
-syndrome. A ranking scale is being developed to allow each
OKndergarten and/or first grade teacher to rate her class in various
I...vas. One data-gathering device is the Boehm Test of Basic Concepts.
:Certain high,risk students will be selected for a modified
Heducational program. This program may be replicated later. (CK)



428 Ford Road orimells Heiglis PA 19020 (215) 638-

March 21, 1974

Dr. Barbara Smart
Title VI-G Director
Denali School
148 East 9th Avenue
Anchorage, AK 99501

Dear Dr. Smart:

Enclosed is,a complimentary copy of the April issue of CHALK MARKSk
The material you sent me on your Title VI-G project can be found in
"Anchorage Helps Elem ntary Students", page 7.

If at any time in the future you have material you believe might
interest our readers, please,feel free to forward it.to me. I'll
be more than happy to consider it for publication.

Thank you once again. Have a nice day.

Sincerely,

CHALK MARKS

Li
Sheila Konczew ki
Editor
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In the:pest, many priMary

children:have needlesslY ex7
,-.periencedjeducatienal failures
,because their:individual needs
,were not identified:and cen
-sidered inedUcational pro-
gramming. The Federally
funded Title VIGiprojectin
Anchorage, Alaska, is design-
ed to reduce these education-
al failures:with its four
model classrooMs for 60 chil-
dren who have been identified
as potential learning prob-
lems at the kindergarten-first
grade: level. These classrooms
operate under one basic as-
sumption--that the most ef-
feCtive way to attack any
learning problem is to give

f: maSsive successful experiences
with immediate positive re-
Anforcement.

The program's main em-
phasis Is on preventing
learning disabilities through
early identification and in-
dividual educational pre-
scriptions. Kindergarten
children...who are potentially
learning:disabled can be
recognized before they haVe
been faced with meeting'aca-
demic expectations in first
grade, which are inappropriate
for them because of their
specific learning patterns
and.level of development.

A ranking stale allows
each kindergarten and/or
first grade teacher to rate

":her class in the areas of
-perceptual diffitulties, motor
deVelopment problems, atten-
tion and concentration dis-
orders., peor concepts of
laterality and directionality,
deviant activity levels, feel-
ings of failure and misbehavior,

.greater intra-individual

A c fletpc (cmctitso
veriability an.ci theneed for
instruction in small incre7
ments. Intan effort to
achieve both accuraty and
brevity, eaCh teacher iden
fies, in rank order, each

child in,hcr class who ex-!.: _

jiibits certain characteristics.
After,the teacher identifies
the high risk students, ad-
ditional information is gath-
ered to assist in the select-
ion of students for the
modified primary program. This

includes parental involvement
in securing developmental,
family and sbcial data which
have been found to influence
school.functioning. The
'teacher is requested to pro-
vide additional information
on the child as is necessary.

CHILDREN IDENTIFIED
THROUGH this screening process
go-from kindergarten to a Modi-
fied primary class organized
as a part of the regular
school program rather than
special education. There they
are provided with a cUrriculum
plz.nned to develop the skills
which kindergarten and first
grade teachers designate 8$
prerequisites to sucessful
participation in first grade.
Within the general curriculum,
an individuel educational pre-
scription based on a thorough
diagnosis will be developed
for each child's particular
weaknesses and strengths,
learning styles and needs.

A continuum,of placement
alternatives are available in
the fall for children who
have been identified through
the screening process the
previous spring. A child may
go directly to,a regular

first grade because matura-
tion, special tutoring or
some other factor has al
levieted the potential learn-
ing-disability during the
summer. Children mey be
placed in a modified:pri-

, mary class for part of a
year and then transferred
to a regular first erade
in which they may be able
to succeed. After spend-
ing an entire year in a

modified primary class,:a child
may move into a regular'second
grade or a regular first grade;
or, in rare instances, he may
he reassigned to a modified
primary class'for a part:of the
succeeding year. If, during
the time spent in a modified
primary class,,it_becomes ap-
parent that a child's learning
disabilities are severe enough
to warrant a special education
placement, the diagnostic
services provided during the
year in the modified primary
class will aid in locating the
most suitable future placement
for the child.

The funding of this pro-
ject under Title VI-G of the
Education-of the Handicapped
Act for the two year period
from 1972-1974 allowed develop-
ment of this program in Anchor-
age. Later the program, in its
entirety or:various components,
will be repticated in other
interested districts within

*the state.

CONTACT:

Or. Barbara Smart
Title VI-G Director
Denali School
148 East 9th Avenue
Anchorage, AK 99501

Many -people often forget that their own states have established Ecology Resource Agencies.
Their titles and areas of responsibility vary from state to state as does their effectiveness. Never-
theless, state agencies produce printed materials which are geared to the state environment and can be
useful:to the discriminating teecher. Also, state agencies'are willing to offer technical assistance
and guest speakersjo teachers who request them. In short, it is worth your time to detenfiine what
these groups have to offer.

The following are examples of titleS your Resource Agencies may use:

Department of Agriculture
Fish and Game Commission
Water Pollution Control Commi s on
Department of ConserVation
Department of Natural Resources
Department-of Outdoor Recreation and Parks
Department of Health
State Soil and Water Conservation Board

7 0



L8SE
EPARTMENT'OF HEALTH. 'AND WELFARE

A

Februa y. 22, 1974

Dr. Barbara-Smart
Denali School
148 E. 9th Avenue
Anchorage, Alaska

Dear Dr.-Smart:

DIVISION OF PUBLIC HEALTH

WILLIAM A. EGAN, GOVERNOR

OUTH CENTRAL REGIONAL OFFICE

ROOM 121 MACKAY BUILDING

338 DENALI STREET ANCHORAGE 99501

Matanuska Valley Health Center
P.O. Box 738

.

Palmer, Alaska 99645

I want to express my thanks to you for participating,in,the In-service
Education Seminaron Monday. It was a really good session!

Also,.the infor _tion and the list of names you gave me earlier are
producing good results. Looks like we will have something by May
in terms of a pilot local program.

Sincer

Da -ne J., Reed

Public H alth Nur e

DJR:mz

71



PALMER ALASKA 9964 5 T IURSDAY, MAY 2, 1974

PRE-SCHOOL ROUNDUP
SCHEDULED MAY 8 9

A pre-sLhool roundup to pre- check and height and weightdiagnose physical difficulties in recording will be joined by pos-local children four to six years ture-screening, done by an Elksand register incoming 'first grad- Lodge physical therariist.ers at the same time, will be Also, there will be hearingheld in Palmer next week, May tests done by the Anchorage9 End 10. 'Public Health office audiologist,The roundup will run from dental checks done in coopera-9:30 a "..rn. until 3 p.m. both lion with Drs. Carlson and Mc-Thurday and Friday at the Cavit, and speech evaluationPalmer LDS Church. It is span- with the Matanuska - &Atriasored by the Matanuska Valley borough schools speech ihera-
.Health Council and Palmer

schools. Immunization records will alsoThe screening process has be reviewed, and needed shotsbeen expanded this year, Darl- given.
ene Reed, Palmer Public Health Incoming first graders wouldMuse, said be given the full range of tests,The roundup an important Mrs. Reed said while the four-one, she emphasized to par- year-olds attending probablyents. In the past, screening has would receive only .some of thepicked up difficulties of various screening.
types, such as in hearing and School nurses will help withvision.

the program, and outside volun-When the deficiencies are ters would be appreciated. Any-covered early, they can be corn- one who would be willing to helppletely correLted in time for the with measuring, vision tests,youngster to start school with recording data and looking upnothing holding him back, Mrs records is asked to call theReed pointed out: Palmer :Health .Center.'Previously, only the health . -_---

ehock-ups were a part of the
roundups, but the registrations
were added this year.

In tha more comprehensive
screening lineup this time, Mrs.
Reed said, the usual vision

7 2



MAUCH 4-5, 1974

ALAS ANNUAL STATE
cj Produ

' CON ENCE
d for

Selected Palk: Schools in Ace o
a

As a special featu cc of,the'Educational Fair'; ten programs either now
operating or being developed in. selected Anchorage public. sehools have informally-

.operated to present-tO the Conference:

ALTERNATIVE EVENING hiGh SCHOOL.,

CAREE.R EDUCATION

CHUGA CH .OPTIONA ELEMENTARY PROGRA

COMM rrg E FOP A LT ERNA TIV E SECO Y EpUQA TION CASE

o :MODIFIED PRIMARY PROGRAM FOR CJIILDREN V.T1'1 I SPE C
.DISABrunEs

OUTWAIUD BOUND

PHA SE ELECTIVES IN NG1,1S11, IA [. 'IUDILS AND
PHYSICAL EDUCATIC)N

THE QUINTER PLAN s(yEAR-(TNI) scilooLs)

: RA NSCENDENTA DI TA T 1W., (not 01 ban ed

l!ontact coordina o cooper:o.: ve prof:ontation:

Pohjola
1720 'E..-;24th 'Avenu-

ONSOVIED _BY.: A AA Slid ow-tau-Inn: p 1 &lead.... with N Ith .11-:..c1 Omni Lilboroto



APPENDIX B

,Evidenceof Pr gless Made.by,

Children in Modified Primary Classes
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THE
PSYCHOLOGICAL CORPORATION

304 EA5T._4 5" rRECT
NEW YORK. N Y 10017

Mr. Roger Clyne
Psychologist

-Title VI-G - Special
EducationDenali

Elementary School146 East 9th Avenue
Anchorage, Alaska 99501

Dear Mr. Clyne:

October 27 1973

End of the year norms are not available for the Boehm Test of Basic

Concepts and we have no
suggestions on extrapolating

scores to obtain such

norms. If you have- roo or more
children in Denali kinder arten or in other

kindergartens in the Anchorage Borough, you might
consider developing end of

the year norms for this group.

However, the Boehm Test of Basic Concepts can be fully
utIlized

ithout any reference
to norms at all. The Class

Record Form
when properly

illed out,
indicates the number of children who have passed or failed each

question thus
ldentlfying the concepts that an individual

child or a group of

children need to learn. If teachers use this
information to derive

situations

and
opportunities to learn these concepts, presumably children will make some

progress in concept learning. To
measure such

proal:ess, all
you.need_to;do is

to dempare the total scores
obtajn!l_lit

a_eFirraii-FormTA_WrTiihis-to171 sc8Fe"

on Form B. Such
information canbe

sumarirrinr5FETL:?
mn.f.

hope that this
information will be helpful. If you have further.

AUestions, please lel us know.

.nc I .

ictalod by Dr.
H-Ilis, but mi II wI

ii r r al -,r

Ily yours

Esther R. Hollis, Ph.D.Manager
Advisory Service
Tost Divi5ion

7 5

.7"



FiRM B
EGINNING 'OF YEAR

Table 9. Percentile Equivalents of Raw Scores, by Grade and Socioeconomic Lev
(N=9737 Children Tested at Beginning of School Year)

Percentile_

99
97
95
90
85
80

75
70
65
60
55

50

45
40
35
30
25

20
15
10

1

N'
eon
SD

Kindergarten
Sodoeconomic Level:

ow iddle High

45-50
42-44
39-41
36-38
34-35

33

31-32
30
29

27-28
26

25

24
23

21-22
20

18-19

17
15-16
13-14
10-12
7-9
0-6

1921
25.5
8.9

47-50
45-46
43-44
41-42

40
39

38
37
36
35
34

32-33

31
30
29

27-28
26

24-25
22-23
19-21
15-18
10-14

0-9,

912
31.8
8.6

48-50
47
46
45
44
43

42
41
40
39
38

37

36
34-35

33
32

30-31

29
27-28
24-26
19-23
16-18
0-15

684
35.8

7.9

Grade 1 rade 2
Socioeconomic Leveh

Low Middle High

49-50 50 50
47-48 49

-45-46 48 49
44

42-43 47

Socioeconomic Level:
Low Middle Nig

50
49
48 50 50
47

41 46 48 46 *M°F

40 49 4939 45 47 45
38 46
37 44 44 48
36 45 43 48
35 43 4-2

34 42 44 47
32-33 41 41 4731 43 40

30 40 42 39 46
28-29 39 41 37-38 46
26-27 38 40 36 45
24-25 36-37 39 35 44 4520-23 34-35 37-38 33-34 43 44r5-19 30-33 33-36 28-32 41-42 42-4311-14 27-29 28-32 21-27 37-40 40-410-10 0-26 0-27 0-20 0-36 0-39
2303 1313 1043 824 381 35633.8 42.0 43.7 41.2 46.9 47.38.9 5.4 4.9 6.3 2.9 2.7

Percentile

99
97
95
90
85
80

75
70
65
60
55

50

45
40
35
30
25

20
15
10
5
3
1

Mean
SD

Data derived from Form A standardization sample. Since total scores on Forms A and B were found to be equivalentled here may be used for both Form A and Form B.

s of testing with both forms arc explored in the
pretation section of this Manual.

-./5%s an aid in interpreting local test results, the per-
nt,passing figures for a particular classroom (or group
;lassrooms) may be compared with percentages given
he appropriate one of the four Tables, 5 through 8.
percentage of students in a classroom group who

ss a given item on one of the forms may be compared
''71..he percentage of students in the standardization
e'.-iho passed the sante item, at the same grade;

CIdoceinornic level, and time of administration.
Also :of interest arc the percentile c quivalents of

total raw scores, presented in Tables 9 and 10,
17:6cginning-or-year and midyear, testing, respectively.

se,data arc based on the same g(Otiiik on which the
r'7ecnt-passing fieures for individual items on Form A
ables 5 and 6) were computed. Since total scores onerns A and B were found to be equivalent, the norms
escnted in Tables 9 and 10 may be employed for total
5res obtained on either Form A or Form B.
The procedure for obtaining a child's percentile is to

Boolini, Boehm Tect o
iation 71.

26
'oncop

hc norms pre-

choose the norm table for the time of testing, locatc the
child's raw score in the appropriate column for grade
and socioeconomic level, and read the percentile equiv-
alent at the far right or left of the table. Each percentile
point given in the tables represents a band of which the
indicated percentile is approximately the midpoint. Thus,
using the beginning-of-year norms, a child in kinder-
garten at a middle-sociocconomic-level school whoobtains a raw score of 30 on the BTBC has a percentilerank of 40. This represents a band from 38 to 42, and
indicates that his score surpasses at least 37 per cent of
his group, and is surpassed by at least 58 per cent.'

Means and standard deviations based on the scores
obtained by the Form A standardization sample arcshown beneath the percentiles. A comparison of Tables
9 and 10 reveals that the middle- and high-socioeco-

9 The percentile designations arc the midpoints of bands whichare live percentile units wide. The zones differ somewhat at theextremes. Thus. a percentile of 5 includes 4 through 7; 3 includes2 and 3; I stands for the first percentile only. Similarly, the 95thpercentile includes 93 through 96; 97 includes 97 and 98; 99 standsfor only the 99th percentile.

--al New York: The Psychological-
.7.6



Modified Primary Program - 1973-74 School Year - Frequency Distribution for
-differences between raw scores on pre-test given in October, 1973, and raw
scores on post-test given in May, 1974 (Boehm Test of Basic Concepts - Form A and
Form B):

Difference

19

18

17

16

.15

14

Number of Children

1

13

12

11 2

10

7

4

7

4

5 10

4 ,=,(dian gain) 14

12

2 9

Negative

TOTAL: 91

7 7



Modified Primary Program - 1973-74 School Year - Fr que cy Distribution for raw
scores on the Boehm Test of Basic Concepts, Form A, given as a pre-test in
Qctober, 1973, and Form B, given as a post-test in May, 1974, compared with
percentiles apd raw scores obtained for a standardization group.

Standardization Group Project Children

Percentiles Raw Scores_ RawrScores Raw Scores
Grade One

Middle Socio-
economic level

Pre-test
(frequency

distribui'

Post-test
frequency

d ibution)

99 50 50 2
97 49 49 3
95. 48 48 2
85 47 47 2
80 46 46
70 45 45 2 6
60 44 44, 6 12
50 43 , 43 6 6 (median)
45 42 42 7
40 41 41 4 6
30 40 40 ,8 4
25 39 39 9 (median) 3
20 38 38 4 3

37 a 3
15 36-37 36 4

35 6 4
10 34-35 34 6 2

33

32. 1
3

30-33 30
29 1
28 1 1

3 27-29 27
1 0-6 -26 6

2_

TOTAL: 91 91

7 8



Modified Primary Program - 1973-74 School Year - Frequency distribution for levels
attained by children in the modified primary class at Willow Crest School on the
Metrepolitan Readiness Test given in September, 1973, and in May, 1974:-

Letter Rating and Readiness Status Corresponding
to Various Ranges of Total,Score on Form A or
Forth B of the Metropolitan Readiness Test*

:Score. Letter Readiness
--- Ran Rating Status Significance

Frequency Distribution for
Levels Attained bY Children
in the Modified Primary Class-
at Willow Crest School

TeSt Date Test Date
9/73 5/74

Above 76 A Superior Apparently very well
prepared for first-grade
work. Should be given
opportunity for enriched
work in.line with
abilitied-indicated.
Good prospects for sudcess
in first-grade work
provided other
indications such as
health, emotional
factors, etc., are
consisten_
Likely to succeed in
grade work. Careful study
should be made of the
strengths and weaknesses of
pupils in this group and
their instruction planned
accordingly.
Likely to haVe difficul
in first-grade workShould
be assigned to slow section
and given more individualized

64-7_ B High
Normal

45-63 C Ave age

24-44 D Low
Normal

_elow 24 E Low

2 10

5 2

5

Chanees of difficulty high
under ordinary instructional
conditions. Further readi-
ness work, assignment to slow
sections,.or individualized
work is essential.

2 0

" Gertrude H. Hildreth, Nellie L. Griffiths and Mary E. McGauvran, Manual of
Directions, Metropolitan Readiness Tests,
1969, p. 11.

Aarcourt, Brace and World, Inc.,

These levels are Set up in terms of standard deviation distances. .B, C, and D
are each 1.0 S.D. in width. A and E are the extremes beyond 1.5 S.D. above and
below the mean, respectively. Level A includes the top 7 per cent of the
standardization group, Level B the next 24 per cent, Level C the middle
.38 per cent, Level D the next 24 per cent, and Level E the lowest 7 per cent.
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ANCHORAGE BOROUGH SCHOOL DIST

Title VI-G, ESEA

June 17, 1974

Test data obtained for children in the Willow Crest Modified Primary
Class, which served as a demonstration class at Whaley Center for six
weeks during March and April, 1974.

Teacher: Lucille Shoup
Principal: Lee Van Laningham

,

_Metropolitan Readiness Test Bo
_

ehm Test of 'Basic Concepts

Level Percentile Percentile
5/74 9/73

11.

14.

15.

6.
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ANCHORA E BOROUGH SCHOOL DISTRICT

ESEA

June 17, 1974

Follow-up test data for 12 of the 13 children who were in the Pilot
Modified Primary Class at Wonder Park during the second semester
of 1972-73.

Teacher: Phyllis Matheny
Principal: John Everitt

Peabody individual Achievement Test

Placement during the
year following
Modified Primary

-child's Name

1.

2.

3.

4.

10.

2.9 2.9

2,3

2,9_ 3.1

Special Education

Mean scores 2.7 2.5] 2.7 2.2 2.9 2.5



APPENDI.X C

Parent Community, and Advisory Coun '1 Involvement
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Letter received from Diana Anderson,
the modified primary teacher at Northwood
School, after the Project Director attended
a meeting of :the parents of the children in
her class on March 21, 1974.

VAG



Suggested Topics to De included in the Session for Parents

7:30 p.m., October 7 1973

I. Historical perspective concerning the education of children with learning
disabilities

II. The increasing.involvement of parents and the growth of the Associa-
for Children with Learning Disabilities

III. Recent legislation regarding children with lea-ning disabilities

The role of parents in obtaining desirable legislation

V. Cooperation betwcon prents and school personnel in educating learning
diabled children
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Alaska Head Start
Special Services Project
3710 EAST 20TH AVENUE, ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99504

SKA TREATMENT CENTER
MEMA DEVELOPMENT

(907) 272-0596
Marion M Bowles

Co-Dinctm
-Terry MueMenbach

MedieTeel

Barbara Smart
148 East 9th Ave
Anchorage, Alaska

Dear Barbara,

Helen D. Beirne,
Project Mmaor

February 22, 1974

EASTER SEAL SOCIETY
SPECIAL SERVICES

(907) 274-1665
Lillian E. Vitolo, R.N.

Co.Director
Celia Foley

Training Coordinator

At last I have a printed and finished "book"_to share with
you. This

"experimental.edition" will be used and read for a
few months, and then I will correct and revise it a bit before
we re-print it.

Your suggestions and ideas were most helpful. It was obvious
to me that you gave my writing much attention and thought, and your
comments were an important

contribution to the overall preparation
of this material. Do let me know if you find places where I did
not quite express what you were suggesting. And, of course, any
other ideas which you now have can be worked into the corrected
edition.

We plan to bind it with a-heavier cover later and also'change
the title a little to communicate "learning disabilities" more.
'The typographical and lay-out errors will be corrected then too.I still have your copyright information and will return it

you soon. We're working on the forms for that this week.
Thank you so much for your Interest and your

eonsr:ltation.

MAS/lkd

Encl.

Sincerely,

Michele A. Smith
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PART I

WHAT IS A LEARNING DIS ILITY?



Children learn in different ways and at different rates.

Even in very young preschool children, learning differ noes are

often noticed. At three or four some children may have gaps in

their development, doing well at many things but showing diffi-

culty with others.

fkie 9 oa a
rern.ernberinti

cx nursery rhymes
Why caril- he do 1hat

easy puzzi ?

Such ehildrenlnay later suffer mo 1 definite

fects of specific learning .4sabilities.
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A learning disability may affect a child's ability in many

-He may have difficulty learning to soeak, and it may be unusually

hard for him to learn to read, to write or to - -11.
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may not learn to use his body and his hands in a coordinated way.

He may not be able to listen
carefully,'pay attention, sit still,

or control himself.

9 2



Fr v -

ive a en s _rom 0 i1lags inAlaska to Determine Their Feelings About the Early Identificationof Learning Problems in Young Children's Programs, Master's 14
Investigative Report, University of Alaska, Anchorage, Alaska,August, 1974,

children could indeed learn.

Another project concerned with learning proble

children and parent involvement has been designed for the

Anchorage Borough School District Anchorage, Alaska.

Roger Clyne (1973) states:

This will include parental involvement in securing
developmental family and social data which have been
found to influence school functioning (3).

: This same project was concerned with the early
0

identification of learning disabilities. Clyne (1973)

reported'the following:

Early identification lessens the chances of the
failure syndrome which often includes failure, frustra-
tion, anxiety, loss of self-esteem, compensatory mis-
behavior and ultimately the possibility of-dropping
out of school (2).

Along, with other data found, Clyne (1973) agreed

there were dangers of early identification establishing a

failure expectancy,before-the child ever began the first
0.1!,

grade. However, most projects tripd to avoid labeling the

children. Most instruction was given to stress the child's

trength's while attempting to overcome his deficits.

Eventually, it is hoped, enough research can be

gathered to support the need for early identificat on of

learning disabilities.

Other -tudies indicated parental success in-facilitat-

ing the remedial in truction of lea ning-di abled children.

Thus, confirming a gro ing consensus that parental involvem nt
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Bi GH SCHOOL DI$TRICT
INTEROFFICE MEMO

Conga

FR°m: Dr. Barbsra C. Smart, Titl

DATE:
October 3, 1973

SUBJEC:
T ABM Art Departnant Wbrkshap

h i roa
disability.

discuod in our tedephone oornrr?ration yesterday, the Uush and
pertains to the sennory-motor skills rather than the aealemie skills

of reading and math; so I vould recce-mond that the mards 'in reading and
math' be emitted in the workshop title. I believe that item V muld be
more appromopriatedly placrd under 'Visual reception" unless someone eine
volild be reading the dircctions to tha children. Item 07 sears to bm a
visual sequential ;rrixory activity. 1 also took the liberty of adding an
item ur4er 'Aulitery Memary.

itor you have conluctel thovorkshop, 1 xld be interest1 ding
the particirants react Fan it.

react to your in-service work. lop outline. /
job of relating ert to the nush arA Cilc oo

a standard referemo intim field of learning

3.uckI

LCS/lj

Pzels.

C: Dr. toIT.

Dr. Rath Xaitz

USE TH s Ft:3km FOR YOUR REPLY 0



ALASKA STATE-OPERATED SCHOOL SY TEM

Br. Barbara Smart
Denali Elem. School
148 E....9th Ave.

Anchorage, AK 99501

Dear Barbara;

650 International Airport Road

Anchorage, Alaska 99502

January 10, 1973

We certainly appreciate your allowing us to copy the-film. We plan on
being able to use it in some of our Native villages. Hopefully we will
be able to make the parents aware of the need of early indentification
of learning disabilities. I feel that this film is in simple enough
language that lay people can understand and become informed.

Nothing definate has been established on Cross Discipline Training.
However, I will contact you when concrete plans have been made.

MS:es

Enclosure'

Sincerely,

Marti Steckman, Director
S.P.A.R.C. Project

The "film referred to in this letter, is the videotape
which Dr. Jeanne McCarthy and Frank king-made on their first.
technical assistance visit to the project in October, 1972.
The use of this videotape has probably been the most effective
dissemination technique available to the project. It has been
shown before numerous groups to provide baCkground inform tion
on.Title VI-G and learning disability leading up to a
presentation_about the modified primary program by one of
the local staff members_.
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1FFICE MEMO ANCHORAGE BOROUGH SCHOOL DISTRICT

Dr. Barbara Smart, Coordinator DATE May 17, 1973

Title VI-G
Denali School

Mrs. Etheldra Davis
Principal
Ptarmigan School

SUBJECT: Thank You

On April 30, 1973 you presented an overview of the Title VI-G Program
for the parents of this school. This gave those present the basic
information and background for understanding the program which will
be offered at this school.

This effort was of great assistance to us becafase.of the manner in
.which you presented it. On behalf.of the staff, studbnts'and community
please accept our appreciation for this extra effort. We hope that your
busy schedule will allow the opportunity for you to come again.

NFICE MEMO

Dr. Barbara Smart, Coordinator
Title VI-G Program
Denali Elementary School

Vert, Principal
n ary School

ANCHORAGE BOROUGH SCHOOL DISTRICT

DATE February 23, 1973

suBJECT, Thank you

All indications point to a very excellent 1n-service program. I would
iike to personally thank you for your contributions in making our day
a success.

We appreciate your contributions to our program. We made every effort
to show ail sides and services made by Special Eduea ion. Seems like
we did just that.
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APPENDIX D

Staff Development
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Modified Primary PrOject

February 8, l97 4

Program Associate's Position

I. In-service training through contacts with modified primary teachers
A. Individual

1. Assist with diagnosis leading to prescriptive program for individual
,children

2. Provide appropriate materials and help teachers develop educational
prescriptions
Help teachers organize room and learning centers
Instruct teachers in the use of unfamiliar materiala and rotate the
materials among the teachers

S. Demonstration teaching
6. Substitute in a modified primary class to allow the teacher to

observe other good teachers or attend appropriate workshops
7. Accompany modified primary teachers on observation trips to provide

opportunities for informal training through conversations dur,ing
travel and to allow the observations to be structured

B. Greup
1. Regular meetings with project teach _s to provide information concerning

a. Learning disabilities
B. Materials
c. District services, such as the ASEIMC
d. Individualized instruction.
e. Diagnostic-prescriptive techniques

Materials
A. Locate and'prelare ordering information for materials consistent with

the Basic Competencies Checklist (modified primary curriculum)
B. Assist teachers in-locating materials conaistent with the curriculum

III. Screening and Evaluation

A. Group
1. Assist with the interpretation of screening results and selecting

children for placement in modified primary classes
2. Help teachers interpret and use test data
3. Assist with the interpretation of po t-test data on project children

and with determining the appropriate placem nL forthe year following
the year in a modified primary class

B. Individual
1. Assist teachers with individual evaluations
2. Evaluate.individual children unon referral

a. Children raerred for placement in the program after the general
screening has taken place
Children who are recommended for transfer from a modified primary
class to special education or to the general program .

Children in modified primary olasses.whcaneed more intenslve
diagnosis than the teacher has time or expertise to provide

IV. .Parent Contacts

Interpreting test data for parents
Assisting teachers and principals in obtaining parental permi sion for
placement

C Assisting teachers in organizing parent volunteers
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TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE VISIT

Title VI-G, ESEA, Modified Primary Project

Anchorage Borough School District

October 17-19, 1973

Room 18, Denali Elementary School
148 East 9th Avenue
Anchorage, Alaska

Consultant: Dr. Corrine Kass, University of Arizona, Tucson, Arizona
Special Cue t Marilyn Johnson, University of Alaska, Anchorage, Alaska

Wednesday, October 17

9:00 9:15 Welcome and Introductions

9:15 - 10:15 Historical Overview of the Field of Learning Disability

10:15 - 10.30 Break

10:30 - 11:45 Theories of Learning Disability, with Emphasis on a Theory
of Deviance as Opposed to Theories of Development

1:45 - 1:15

1:15 30

2:30 - 2:45

2:45 - 4:00

Thursday, October 18

Lunch

Screening for the Identification of Children with Learning
Disabilities

Break

Topics of Special interest to Principals Who are Responsible
for the Education of Children with Learning Disabilities

9:00 - 10:15 Excerpts from a presentation on "Myths, Mistakes, and
Management" in the Field of Learning Disability

10:15 - 10:30 . Break

-10:30 - 11:45 Principles of Remediation for Specific Learning Disabilities
.

11:45 - 1:15 Lunch
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H.2:30 2:45

.2:45 - 4:00

'-7130 p.m.

Friday, October 19

7:00 - 8:00

9:00 10:15

_10:15 - 10:30

-.10:30 -11:45

. 1:15

.1:15 - 2:30

2 30 - 2:45

- 4:00

-2-

Methods and Materials Appropriate for Children with Le_ning
Disabilities

Break

ecific Diagnostic Procedures

(Board Room, Administration Building, 670 West Fire eed Lane

The Role of Parents in Providing Appropriate Educational
Programs for Children with Learning Disabilities-.

Breakfast Meeting - Council for Exceptional Children
(Peggy's Airport Cafe, 1675:East 5th Avenue)

Recent Legislation Concerning Children with Learning Disabilities

Methods and Materials Appropriate for Children with Lea ning
Disabilities (continued)

Braak

'Competencies of Teachers of Children with Learning
Disabilities (Dr. Kass and Mrs. Johnson)

Lunch

Vi:leotape of
Mrs. Lucille

(Remarks and

Willow Crest - Campbell Modified Primary Class

Shoup and the Childrenral'Iillte"CreSt Sbhool

Discussion: Dr. Kass and Mrs. Denice Clyne)

Break

Summary and Evaluation

A. Closing Remarks

B. Response to any questions submitted to Dr...Kass

C. Evaluation of the Workshop



Excerpts from Course Notes

Ed. 6_ - Sec. 71: Theories of Learning Disa ilities
University of Alaska
July 16 - 27, 1973

Dr. Corrine Kass

I. Historical Overview of the Field of Learning Disability
.

History of the definition of learning"disability

B. The "elder statesmen in the field and how the kinds of progra
that were developed relate to their philosophies

II. Theories of Learning Disability, with Emphabis on a Theory of Deviance
as Opposed to Theories of Development

A. Contrast between normal development and learning disability as it is
characterized by deviance

1. The Kass Theory of learning disability as deviance

a. The four concepts which much be present for the construct
learning disability to be valid

1) Deviation
'2) ExPected normal achievement
3) Handicap through life
4) Dysfunction within the individual

The five levels of learning

1. Sensory or entation
2. Memory
3. Recognition
4. Expression
S. Synthesis

C. How learning disability presents itself at different ages th
particular emphasis on the pre-school and early primary years

III. Screening for the Identification of Children with Learning Disa ility

A. Screening on the basis of a theory with a very brief reference
to.the Bayesian statistical methodology

B. Screening on the basis of decisions by a committee-
!

The use of screening inst_uments, with comm nts conce ning the
Alaska Learning Disabilities Ranking Scale

Screening by teacher refe ral



-2-

Specific Diagnostic Procedures

Specific tests and parts of tests which are the most diagnostic
of learning disability

How to interpret test data

C. What to do with test data after it is obtained

Inadvisability of testing unless there is some possibility of remedying
the deficits identified by the diagnosis

E. The role of the multi-disciplinary team in the diagnostic process

V. Excerpts from a Presentation on."Myths, Mistakds, and Mahagement"
the Field of Learning Disability

VI. Principles of Remediation for Spec fic Learning Disabilities

A. Relationship between states of awareness and dysfunctions

B. Steps in Remediation

C. Difference between remediating a deficit and teaching compensation
for the deficit - How to knoW when to remediate and when to teach
compensation

Necessity for concerned detachment and avoidance of an undesirable
ymbiotic relationship between the teacher and the child

Individualization within a group setting

F. The importance of accuracy and precision in teaching the early skills

The use of pressure in remediation

1. Being sure that the child can actually perform the task

2. Pressuxinuntil success is experienced

H. Avoidance of overloading a single lesson with several related skill
concepts, and higher thought processes

I. Contrast between direct teaching in remediation and an exploratory,
experimental, discovery approach in developmental teaching
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VII. Methods and Materials Appropriate for Children with Learning Disabilities

A. Prespective for judging the merits of any specific program of remediation

B. Discussion of specific personalities and the methods they developed
and their impact on the field of learning disability

1. Clinical-theoretical

2. Behavioral

3. Academic

4. Medical

C. Publishing companies and the programs they market

D. The importance of teacher made materials in relation to the time
available for making them and the expertise and resources of the
individual teacher

E. The place of games, puzzles, and materials in remediation - focusing
on the skill being taught rather than the interest or cleverness of
the activity

F. Bibliography of textbooks and general reference materials

VIII. Competencies of Teacher of Children with Learning Disability
(Dr. Kass and Mrs; Johnson)

A. Knowledge

1. Terminology

2. Names

. Dates

4. Important- events

5. Issues and ideas

6. Minimal statistical background for understandinr literature and
interpreting test data
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-4-

Comprehension

1. Summarization

2. Interpretation

Relating data to specific theories

4. Devising diagnostic and remedial hypotheses from data

S. Formulating a personal philosophy regarding learning disability

C. Application

1. Methods

Techniques

3. Selection and use of materials

4. Dealing with children



Title VI-G, ESEA

Anchorage Borough School District

Technical Assistance Visit

Dr. Harold McCrady

April S - 2, 1974
I

et/

April Location

9:00 - 10:30 Conference: Title VI-G Office

Dr. McCrady Denali School
Title VI-C Project Staff

10:30 710:45 Break

- 10:45 - 11:45 Conference: Title VI-G.Office .

Dr. McCrady Denali School

Clyne

11:45.- 1:15 Lunch

1:16 - 30 TraVel

1:30 - 3:00 Conference: Mr. Fay's Office

Dr. McCrady Administration Building

Mr. Fay
Dr. Anderson
Title VIG Project Staff

3:00 - 4:30 Free

4:30 - 6:30 Open Meeting Whaley Center

Topic - A4ongitudinal Study
of Aphasia:from Childhood into
Adolescence, Dr. McCrady

7:00

Teachers of the Modified Primary Classes
Title VI-G Project Staff
Students from university classes on

learning disability and psychology
Speech Therapists
Other interested individuals

Curlin
Host:

Anchorage Curling Club--
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April 2

8:00 - 9:15 Conference:
Dr. McGrady
Title VI-G Project Staff

15 - 9:45 Travel

.9:45 - 11:00

11:00 - 11:45

11:45 - 1:15

1:15 - 1:30

1:30 - 3:00

Location

Title VI-G Office
Denali School

Television Interview - Norma Good an Show Station KTVA

Dr. McGrady 1007 West 32nd Ave
Dr. Smart

Conference (Continued)
Dr. McGrady
Title VI-G Project Staff

Lunch

Travel

Title VI-G Office
Denali School

Meeting with Elementary Principals
Topic - The Principal's Role in
Providing an Appropriate Educational
Program for Potentially Learning
Disabled Children in the Primary
Grades and Expanding the Modified
Primary Project in Anchorage,
Dr. McGrady and Dr. Smart'

Title VI-G Project Staff
Elementary Principals
Other Administrators

3:00 - 3:30 Break

Whaley Center

3:30 4:30 Meeting with Modified Primary Teachers Room 1, Whaley Cent
Topic - Language Evaluation as the (Modified Primary F
'Basis for Language Teaching, Dr. McGrady

7:30 - 9:30

Modified Primary Teachers
Title VI-G Project Staff

Open Meeting
Topic - The Educational Significance Whaley Center
of Delayed Language Development, Dr. McGrady

Parents of Children in Modified Primary Classes
Members of the Association for Children

with. Learning Disabilities
Members,of the Council for Exceptional Children

: Modified Primary.Teachers
Title VI-G Project Staff
Other interested individuals
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_Sug ested Topics to Be Included in the Session for Principals

2=45 p.m., Cotobe- 17, 1973

I. Brief overview of background information concerning learning disability

II. The concept.of -learning disability" as an actuality in contrast w4th
"immaturity' or a condition that can be cured "once and for all"

III. Why special provisions for learning disabled children are necessary%

IV. Considerations with regard to class size; special equipment, etc.

V. Realist= costs for_educating learning disabled children

VI. Some competencies of teaähers' of children with learning disability

VII. Comments contrasting the training of learning disability specialists
with that of librarians and reading teachers

VIII. Legislation i- other states

IX. -Lawsuits, if any, that are pertinent to the field oi learning disability
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CITY AN6-BOliOLIGH- OF JUNEM:SCHOOL DIS-TRICT"
1250 GLACIER AVENUE _JUNEAU, ALASKA 99801

April 4,1974

MEMORANDUM

TO: All Elementary Principals

FROM:. John-.Symons and Hal Vrooman

SUBJECi7: Inservice for Modified Primary

.0n Aprir.8- and-9'Denise Clyne.will.be here to conduct,a series of inservice
'-.*tiVitieS related-. to.the766dified. Primary-proposal which has been submitted

The.Followingtimes have been established for Ms. ClYneto
ork:.with our Staff-. ;

TIME- PLACE "PEOPLE CONTENT

1:00 Room 11 at Auke
2:30 Bay

3:00
4:00

..SpeCial Ed-Teachers
from AukeBay and
,Glaeier Valley

-Room 11 at Auke Classroom and
Bay Special Ed Teachers

. from Auke Bay and
Glacier Valley

A

9:30 IMC at Uarbor- Elementary
11:00 .. view School Administrators

1:00 IMC -at__

2:30 vieW School

3=15 INC at. Harbor-

. A:30 vi6w School

6

Special Ed-Teachers,
from HarborView,
Gqstineau and
Capital .

Clasnroom nnd,
SpeCial: Ed Teachers

..from Harborview,
Gastineau and
Capital

1-1-1

Theory-behind.the modified
priMary-piogram.and the 6:7
perience.the Anchorage
School district bashad- to -
date.

Overview of_ the Modified
Primary, Instructions on
how to administer and Score
the ALDRS Test.

Hiatory of Title..VI-G,
Relationship to L.T.I. in
Tucson.-Theorybehind the
modified'primary prograM,
ReView of tho.Anchorage. .

projeCt.and-teaults..-todate,
-ProcedUres-joiscreenine-_,,-.,

rtndentS.-and.'.establishing
priorltica- -

Thapry-.behindthe modified
primary .prOgram ..6nd..the ex,
perience the-Anchorage
schoel district has had to
date.

Overview of the Modified;
Primary, Instructions on
how to administer And score
the AL:DRS Test.

ACCREDITED BY NORTHWEST ASSOCIATION, OF .,SECONDARY AND FHOliER
_



The-screening of the kindergarten and first grade students in each school will'
be done-during the week of April 15-19, 1974. During the last week in .April,
each special edUcation team will set up a staffing to determine priority rankings

-on poLsible candidates. M.S. Clyne will be available to assist in these sessions.
'This information will enable us to contact parents and obtain consent-for their
childrento be in this project during the last month Of this project during the
last month of school. Evgn if the modified primary proposal is not funded, we
will still be trying-to provide some kind of service:to these high risk students.
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Title
-14 Education
aementuy School

48 East 9th Avenue
Anchorage Alaskzt 99501

artob.PX 2, 1973

99645

I have put together a cket of sane of the materials me handed out at

the workshop we held last spring for personnel from the districts in

which the Title VI -G Nodified Primary Project might be replicated. In

addition, I have copied some of the lists of materials which mere

ordered for the classes in hnchorage. Perhaps this will give you an

idea of some of the things the teachers in our program are using and

provide you with sources and prices.

As I mentioned during your visit, we have scheduled a workshop on

Cob:ibex 17 - 191priLh Dr. Corrine Kass from,the University of ArizO

Dr. Eass is nationally known in the field of learning disability. She

mill be working dhmtly with the sevenAnchorage teachers and I

believe that Mts. Bartko mould find the workshop to be interesting

and beneficial. The morkshoo will start at 8:30 on October 17 in room

18, Denali School, and will last until approximately 4:30 each day .

sessien especially for the principals is tentatively scheduled for

about 2:30 on October 18. Bartko, you, and Bruce DeV.ond are in-

ted to attend the morkshoO if you can arrange to have the time. A

specific agenda mill be sent to you as soon as me have it ready.

joyed talking with you and Bruce. Please let us Imow if we can be
-Cher assistance to you.

Silj

Sincerely,

Barbara C. Smart, Ph. D
Title VI-G Project Director

3
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Title VI-G Office
Special Education

Denali Elementary School
148 East 9th Avenue

Anchorage, Alaska 99501

Mrs.:Margaret Bartko
Swanson School
Matanuska-Susitna Borough Schools
P. O. Tox AB
Palmer, Alaska 99645

November 13, 1973

Dear Margaret,

rn answer to your note requesting informatinn about materials for your
modified primary classroom, I am sending you copies of some of our
requisitions which will give you order numbers and prices,

. Of course,
you will have to adjust quantities to fit your situation in Palmer.
Earlier this fall I gave Bob Seims some similar material which you might
find useful. Perhaps you will find other things you can use, particularly
at the kindergarten level, in the enclosed catalogs. We are also getting
some good results with some ditto materials from Fearon Publishers. Denice
Clyne has corrlated them-with the arithmetic skills on the skills list we
have developed. They can be ordered as follows;

(S'

Pacemaker Arithmet

Pacemake

c Program

Arithmetic Progra

Fearon Publishers
6 DaVis Drive-
Belmont, California 94002

- Readiness 7 Part A 8.00 per set

Readiness - Part B $55.00 per set

When yOufinish with the catalogs:, please return th m to me because I'don't'
have duplicates and might need them again.

Do lef.me know if we can be of further help to you.

BCS/lj

Sincerely,

Barbara C. Smart, Ph. D.
Title VI-G Project Director
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