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Learning Disabilities
Final Report FY '73

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

1‘

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

- As stated in the proposal, ''The major objective of this grant

is to establish and operate a model center for primary aged
school children who are 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 in the Anchorage Borough ichaal
Distriet. 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. VWhaley Center for Learner Assistance for six
weeks. During that period it served as a demonstration class

in a room equlpped with an adjacent observation booth with a
one-vay v1gw;ng window. There will be fourteen modified primary

~classes in the Anchorage Borough School District durirng the

coming school year.

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

Objective i1

Establish assessment procedures whereby children with
potential learning disabilities can be identified in
the regular school preogram 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 modified primary classes in
operation during 1973-74 and again in the spring of 1974
to identify kindergarteners to be assigned to the pro-
gram next fall.

Séphistizate§ statistical refinement was not
[ =28

3



accomplished. However, empirically the ALDRS appears to
be an efficient instrument for identifying potentially
learning disabled children in late kindergarten or early
first grade. Ac 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 rvelatively inexpensive, can be completed
quicklgy, and 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,KeagH; Tchir, and Wiﬁdeguth—Behﬁ;
reaffirms the classroom teacher's ability to recognize
children who are “at educational high risk." These authors
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 fipst
professional to ohserve and compare a child with his
beers. It seems reasonable, therefore, to conclude
that teachers represent a useful first level screen

’. in the identification of educationally high-risk
children. . . . A clear recommendaticn from the present
study is that classroom teachers be involved morve - :
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 o . ) - . ,
Barbara K. Keogh, Cheryl Tchir, and Adele Windeguth-Behn, "Teachers'

Perceptions of Educationally High Risk Children," Journal of Learning

Disabilities, June/July, 1974, pp. 43-50, -




Objective #2

" 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

. kindergarten and first grade teachers regarding 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 operated as specified except that it
contained thirteen children instead of fifteen.

Objective #u

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

Discussion

The objective was emceeded, for approximately 1500
kindergarten and first grade children were screened
rather than 600 kindergarteners; and there were 112-118
children assigned to the seven modified primary classes
operated during 1973-74.

Approximately 1800 kindergarteners were screcned 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 was
submitted to the Director of Special Education for the
Anchorage Borough School District during the fall of 1973 as
specified in the proposal. The seven project classes :
operated in 1973-74 followed this outline.

The Learning Disabilities 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, rececived quite intensive
in-service trainlng . The emphasis 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 weck.




Objective {7

Operate four modified primary classes within Area C of the
Anchorage Borough School Distriet 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 éutllna.

Dlscu531gn

Duﬁlng 1973-74 five modified primary classes were operated
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 geal of an individualized educational prescription for
. each child in the program was not actually met.. However,
. the teachers were successful in adapting small group
o instruction to individual needs, generally thraugh organizing
fhégr classrooms around ;eafﬁlng centers and adjustlng
' assignments for specific children.

It was not possible to assign four clésses to Whaley Center,
as planned, but one clasz 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 praject was
over-ambitious. However, the seventeen children in the class
which spent six weeks at Whaley Center received a tharaugh
dlagna51s durlng the time they were there.

The egperlenze 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 5?&21allgt
in the field." However, if intensive supervision is lacking,
there is danger that the model will foster the placement of
learnlng 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 frem them. Without
adequate supervision and guidance for the modified primary
teachers, the children identified as potentially learning
disabled may receive nc more than a good, general first

- grade program under the guise of a specialized service
provided for children with specific learning disabilities.
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'bj ctive #8

Cooperate with the Alaska Department of FEducation in informing
potential replication distriects concerning sereening procedures
for locating children with potential learning disabilities at
thg xinderhaften or bag;nn;ng first grade 1evel and aperat;nﬂ

dlsab;l;t;es,
‘Discussion

This objective was met as specified during the first year
of the project. However, during the first semester cof 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 repllcate 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, péf?annel from Palmer were included in a workshop
for the modified primary teachers in Anchorage, and two
administrators met with the Project Director and vis ited
the modified primary class at Creekside Park School.

During the second semester, at the request of Mark Burgoyne
of the Alaska Department of Education, members of the
Project Staff met with personnel from Kcdiak and from Juneau
to provide information which they wculﬂ need when proposals
were prepared to be submitted to the U.8. Office of
Lducation. A proposal was not submitted from Kodiak; but in
the spring, two members of the Project Staff visited Juneau
to assist with screening in prepaf;t;en 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 vacancics
were left on the class lists to allow for the inclusion of
first graders who had been missed 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 grade 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. Fortyv-two children were
recommended for assignment to a modified pirmary class;
and thirty-two of these children were selected and 3:51gned
to fill the vacancies. The total modified primary v
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 1800
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
ALDR3, 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
plac;ng more than fifteen children in a class. Therefore,
it is anticipated that the maximum number.per class during
the coming year will be fifteen rather than eighteen, as

- was the case during 1973-74. Three or four spaces have
been left on most of the _¢lass 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 Fay, Division Assistant
in Charge 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,
Illincis; 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 project. The word "primary" was
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 ‘''cured’ 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-day- 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
progran.

1. Placement in a regular second grade

2. Placement in a regular first grade

3. Continued placement in a modified primary class

4. Placement in an appropriate special education
program after being referred to the Psychology

Department in the Anchorage Borough School District
and receiving-a complete evaluation.
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Besides the end-of-the-year alternatives, children may be
moved out of the program at any time «fter being screened
in, but this option was seldom used during 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 Ffirst 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 pest.
These children's disabilities are often compounded thyough
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 designp
designated as Type D by Dr. David O. Anderson,

LTI Evaluation Associate. In October, 1973, and again
in May, 1974, the Boehm Test of Basic Concepts was
administered to all the children in the project.
According to the proposal, "The Title VI-G modified
primary program will be considered to have been successful
if 80% of the children who have been in the progran
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 ypon
which the national norms for the instrument were
computed.”

This turned out to be an overly ambitious objective,
hovever, for actually only 45% of the ninety-one stydents
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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 palnts. (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 chlldfén eould pr@bably be
described individually as "low socioeconomic”, no attempt
vas made to categorize children according to socioeconomic
level; and the general level of the communities in which
the mcd;flgd primary classes were located is probably
more accurately designated as “middle". Therefore, the
comparison group selected from those upon which the Boehn
Test of Basic Cancepta was standardized was the group at
the middle socioeconomic level at the beginning of

CGrade One. The number of raw score points équ1valent 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 peraant;lé for the beginning of first
grade in the mlddle socioceconomic level Ffor the
standardizatio— greup. The scores ranged from 19 to ug,
falling betweer the lst and the 95th percemtiles. On the
post-test, 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
vwould be considered successful if they could function
adequately when placed in a regular first grade afte: a
year in a modified primary class. The scores on the post-
test ranged between 20 and 50, comparing with the percentiles
between the lst and the 99th for the standardization group.

Generalizing. from the median raw scores on the pre- and
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pgst-tests, it wauld appeap that chlldren who, at the

end of klndergarten were likely to experience considerable
failure in a first grade situation where appfaxlmately

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 appreximates that of the average

child at the beginning of first grade in communities
similar to the ccmmgn;t;es in which they iive.

Besides the pre-post evaluation of the entire group of
target children, the Hetropolitan Readiness Test was
given to faurtEEﬁ of the chlidren 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 B.) 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 B level on both tests. The percentiles
‘ranged from the 3rd to the BU4th on the pre-test and
from the 40th to the 93rd on the post-test, '

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

The Peabody Individual Achievement Test was administered
as a follow-up toc ten of the thirtecen children who were
in the pilot class which was operated during the second
semester of 1872-73. Their mean scores Ffor the subtests
in the PIAT given after mid-term of 1973-74 were as
follows: '

Hathematics 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 identified as potentially learning disabled do

13
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benefit from a year in the modified primary program.
Genecrally, their gains are mot spectacular, confirming
the suspicion that these children do, indeed, have '
learning problems to a greater degree than most of their
peers. The appcrtunity féf an éxtra year in a speclally
thém w1th a backgraund équ;valent to that of an average
flrst grader at the beginning of the year. ’

According ta the norms established for the Boehm Test of
Basic Cancépts, 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 13, or 21%, received 47 or more
points, indicating that caution should be exercised in
vecommending 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. R

€. Staff Development

' 0f Classroom Teachers

The p§51ticn of Pr@#ram Assac1ate 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 davelapment,

(A copy of the Program Associate's job descrlptl@n is

inecluded in Appendix D. ) The major strategy was that of

Anteracting w1th teachers lndlv;dualLy in their class-

rooms several times per week. In this-way, training

could be relative to a precise situation or a partlﬁular

child's need. The Learning Disabilities Specialist

vicited each classroom an average of three times per

week and frequently consulted with teachers by telephong_ .
_ 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 Qaverlﬂg the following

14




topics were held during the year:

1.

13

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 Campetencies Checklist
for Modified Primary Classes (the'curriculum
outline developed as a part of the pragest)

d. Materials available from the Title VI-G Office:

Demonstration of Trading Chips Math Materials by
Dave Matlock, Math Consultant fﬂr the Anchorage
Borough Schaal District -

Eligibility for Title VI-G Mini-grants and the
process for submitting proposals to the Alaska
Départment of Education. (A mini-grant pr@pasa;
written by the Program Associate and reflecting
the needs identified by the teachers during the
meeting was submitted, but 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 Learnér Assistance. Leigh Lowther,
Director of the ASEIMC, conducted the meeting.

The major technical assistance vwhich the project in
Anchorage received- from the Leadership Training Institute
was in the.area of staff devel@pment'és‘fal;aws:

1!

At the reque t of the Project D;re:ta;, 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 warkéhap

.during October primarily for the modified primary

teachers. (A copy of the agenda and an outline of
the topics covered are included in Appendixz D.)

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
assxstancea Lucille Shoup, one of the modified
primary teachers, applied for an Anchorage Borough
School Distriect Career. Development Leave to attend
the University of Arizdéna summer session to study -
in the field of learning disability under

Dr. James Chalfant and ather nat;anal leadefs. It
teagher s tra;n;ng Wlll be multlpl;ed when sher
~participates in in-service sessions with other
teachers in fhe district during the c@ming schccl

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 Adminiétrative Personnel

In the propasal uﬂder whlch the project has op erated
Objective #3 and Objective #6 which pertair to staff
development were directed toward teachers rather than
administrators. Objective #/2 has been met routinely
each time thidren have been screened. Although the -
" Alaska Learning Disabilities Ranking Scale is quite simple
to-administer, and the accompanying directions are easy
_ to follew, a mEEflﬂg at which the members.of ‘the Project
- - Staff discussed learning disabilities, the modified primary
program, and the teachers’ re;pcn51b111tles in 1@Eat;ng
children for- the pro;ect classes has been held just prior
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 quest;ans.

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 ;ncluded in
each warkshap‘ .

Much af thé Project D;reetar*s time has been spent in
individual informal conferences with prlnc;pals throughout
thé dlstr;ct. The majgr purpase fcr mcst of the .

Particlpate in the pragegt 'but these meetlngs == usually’
in the principal‘’s own office -- provided an excellent
opportunity to talk about learning disability and its
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
warked élgggly with the priﬁaipal in helﬂing him or her
pfogram affﬁred ‘in the msdlfled pr;mary alass in thg
building. Generally, the overt purpose of the contact
was for the solution of some specific problem such as
explaining the program to a parent for the purpose of
obtaining permission to place a child in the program,
determining whether »r not 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, whoseé training-is frequEﬁtly
minimal in learning d;gablllty and special education in
genéral have had an Qpnartun;ty tg lntefact on an ;nformal

pr;marlly in the field cf speclal edu:at;an!

Of Leavning Disabilitics Specialists

No objective in the proposal pertains to staff
development for the Learning Disabilities Specialist.
However, on her own initiative this individual has taken
courses 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. HcGrady as
technical assistance from the Leadership Traln;ng
Institute.

Of Paraprofessionals

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

Of Others (please list)

None

Evaluation Procedures (for staff de#el@pméﬁt)

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 #7, 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 deveLmeent these materials consist -
of workshop agendas,. memos , and other evidence of contact -
between the modified primary teachers, ad inistrators in
- - the Anchorage Borough School District, members.of the .. .. ..
< - Title VI-G Project Staff, and ;1d1v1duals associated
with the Leadership Training Institute. The type of
evaluation design, as the types adre defined in a
memorandum from Dr. David 0. Anderson, LTI Evaluation
Associate, regarding The Fallibility Ef Certain
Evaluat;cn Des;gﬁs, ;é Type B.

D. Program-Evaluation Hethods and Procedures

Early in the project at a meeting conducted by the
Leadership Training Institute in Tucson, Arizona, in
August, 1972, Dr. Gerald Senf assisted the Project Director
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in dlstlnguxsh;ng between the procedural ijEEthEa aﬂd

the outcome objectives as they were set forth in the
proposal. It became apparent that, with the exception of
Objective #3 and Objective 7, thé’tW@ 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 evaluation< led the Pragéct
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 is that necessary to meet the requirements of the
specific "masters' to be dealt with. Except for Objective /'3
and Objective #7, which 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 are procedural,
the major means of evaluation was the systematic filing of
evidence that the specified activities were taking place as
planned. For the other two objectives which specify the
operation of modified primary classes, the evaluation
design consisted mainly of-a pre--and post-test-administered - -~
to the target children. The procedure is described in
detail in B above (Service to Children- Intervention-
Assessment Procedures).

E .
Gerald M. Senf, “Evaluation Assistance: Explanation: I' and
"Assistance in Evaluation Planning for Project Initiators: II'Y in

Preview Series, Leadership Training Institute in Learning Disabilities,

Department of Special Education, College of Education, University of

Arizona, n.d.

*Ibid.
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-E. Parental Involvement (Role and Activities)

No formal plan for parental involvement was developed.
However, parents were encouraged to participate to whatever
extent the;r own individual cirecumstances 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
Wwas necessary to obtain the parent's signature on a pefmlss;an
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 glven 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 PréjEGt Staff and a parent or a group of parents.
Occasionally, a member of the Project Staff made a hme 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 pr;mafy class, there was eclose contact bhetween
the modified primary teacher and the parents. Their
activities ranged from simply attending.meetings or
conferences at report card time to volunteering to help

in the classroom. A few parents constructed games and
other materials to the teacher's specifications. For
example, the father of a child in the p;lat ‘elass made
individual chalk boards for every child in the class. VWhan
the VWillow Crest class was moved to Whaley Center for six
waeks, several- parents helped with the packing. On-two -
occasions parents have been asked to respond to qu;st;anna;res
which included items seeking their recommendations; and at
-least one session for parents was generally 1ncluded on the
agenda when personnel from the Leadership Training Institute
visited the project.

F. Advisory Council (Role and Activities) Co
Ev;dently, the individuals who wrote the pr@pasal which was

originally funded were unavare 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 counéil was required
until the Guidelines and Requirements governing Title VI-G
Pr@jecfs vhieh wepe first published in the Fedgral Register
on ‘October 11, 1973, were received in Anchorage in B
January, 1974, over half-way through the second year of
funding. ThlE being the case, no advisory council
specifically for the Title VT*G Project was ever organized,
A Parent Advisory Council for Special Education in the
Anchorage Borough School District was establishéd during
the fall of 1973; and Mrs. Dorothy Singleton, the mother

of a learning disabled child,- was -appointed to that council
to represent the areca 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
kngwledgeable‘abaut the program thraugh her contact with
Creekside Park Schocl 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 N
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 John=on and Mrs. Alma Blunck

for the University of Alaska. Often workshop participants
from out of town were transported by the Project Director
or the Learning Disabilities Specialist to observe one or
more of the modified primary classes. Agencies with which -
project personnel were involved included the Early Childhood
Education Project 4t the Alaska Treatment Center, State-
Operated Schools, the University of Alaska, the Public
Health Serviece in Palmer, the Anchorage Chapter of the
American Speech and Hear;ﬁF Association, the Association
for Children with Learning Dis abilitiésg the Council for
Exceptional Children, and the Anchorage Chapter of the
Hothers of Twins. '



20

Alaska's Title VI-G Prcjegt 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 learnlng disabilities. When
these children enter kindergarten in the Anchorage Borough
School Distriect, their records are generally available to
public school perscnnél and become a part of the on-going
evaluation which occurs in the mﬂdlfléﬂ primary program.

The Early Childhood Educat;on Project, which is housed at -
the Alaska Treatment Center, has recently produced a
' correspondence course in lEEFﬁing disability directed
primarily at teachers and aides in Headstart and other
preschool programs. The Title VI-G Project Director
served 1ﬁformally as a consultant to the teacher who
wrote the course. The Project Director and .
Mrs. Sandy Olson, a Psychalcglat 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. vldeotaped -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 oceasions in the
process of preparing her 1nvest1gat;ve report, A Survey of
Native Parents from 20 Villages in Alaska to Detarmine Their
;Peellngs About the Early IﬂEﬁLif;Catléﬂ of L LEEPDlnF Prablems; 
'in Young Children's Programs.,  She Found the . article. e
"Emphasis: Identification” written by Roger Clyne,
Psychologist with the Title VI-G Préject to be of
particular value- to. her study.

At the request of Dee iHielsen, an Art Resource Teacher
in the Anchoralje Borough School District, the Project
Director reviewed her outline for an in- service verkshep

uAnna L. R. Smith, A Survey of Native Parﬁﬂta from 20 Villages in Alaska

to Determine The;ﬁ FEEllﬂ?a Ahaut the Early Identlflcaflaﬁ of Leafnlng

Prablens in Young Chlld'ﬁn'F Ff@gfam;, laster's. invegtlgat;ve Report,
“'Univers;ty of Alaska, Anchorage, Alaska, August, 1974, p. k.
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on "SamefTéchniques for Remediating Learning Disabilities
through Art." The art projects described in the outline
were correlated with Alds to Psychallnpulstlg Teach;ng ny
Bush and G;les.

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 !irs. 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 irs. Blunck's course. The culmination
of the activities of the summer session vas 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 Anehara?e Borough School District. '
Mrs. Blunck, as Alaska's Representatlve of the Division for
Children ﬁith Learning Disabilities in C.E.C., provided the
group with information about A.C.L.D. Later, AEVETEl‘parEﬁtS
fram that group officizlly organized a chapter of A.C.L.D.
and ‘the Project Director joined that group and attended mo S*
of the meetings.

H. Research Activities (Methods and Procedures)

Since the project's beginning, a schism has existed between
its commitment to sepvices 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 ar:ented rather than research
arleﬂted. .

One premise upon which the project was deve;sped is that
good prinary teachers can be successful with young learning
disabled children if they have extensive support from a
specialist in learning disability. Consequently, the
- Learning Disabilities Epecialist has responded to the
expectations of the project teachers by becoming closely
involved vith 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 Psyéhélagist who was assigned to the project for one
day per week has generally had a backlog of referrals
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waiting for him, and the responsibilities associated
with his other role in'the school district as liaison
"psychologist 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 in meeting. the
day-to-day demands associated with EDT?ESQQﬂdEﬂEE?
contacts with parents and principals, supervising the

) distribution of SQEEEDLD? materials, budgeting, ordering
materials and equipment, preparing repartsi complying with
requests for ;nfarnatlan and other administrative
details.

Aes 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 subm;tted 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

M - 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 prel;m;nary tabulations vere o
sccomplished. An attempt at an item analysis for the . s
purpose of refining the Alaska Learning Disabilities o
Ranking Scale, as suggested by Dr. Jeanne MeCarthy in -
a 1ettér dated Fﬁf 25, ;973 likeﬁ;ge was unsu;cessful

It féllows that since no one’ assaciated with thg praject
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 dgdlf;éd Primary
Praj&ct in Anchorage.

I. Replication Activities (New Programs Initiated and
Validation Procedures)

Objective 1 in the proposal deals with replication. It

states

Cooperate with the Alaska Department of Education in
informing potential veplication districts concerning
- screening procedures for locating children with
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potential learning disabilities at the kindergarten or
beginning first grade level and operating modified primary
classes. designed to alleviate spee1f1; learning
dlsablllt;es. :

. Since appraximately haif of the Schégl children in Alaska are
in Anchorage and only a small part of the Anchorage Bargugh
School District was des ignated 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

During the second semester of the first year of the™’
project, a pilot class ﬁaﬂtaininp thirteen children yas
apérated at Wonder Park School in the erglnal target area,
hlch was then called Area C, in Anchorage. That class
was maintained the following year, and four other classes
were organized in Area C. In addition, two classes:yhich
were considered to be replication classes were established
outside of Area C, making a total of seven modified primapy - -
classes in Anchorage for the 1973-74 school. year. An '
addltlanal seven classes are anticipated for 1974-75,
(A'map showing the locations of the classes is ;ncluded
in Appendix [ .) Two of the additional classes will be
located in ‘the original target area, and the other Ffjive
will be scattered throughout the rest of the Anchorage
Borough School District. Since two of the project classes
will serve more than a pair of schools as specified in
the proposal, thirty-one of the forty elementary schools
in Ancharagp will be involved in the modified pf;mary
program. Kindergarten children have been screened ip ‘the
schools to be served by the fourteen classes, and the
teachers have been assigned. :

Replication Outside 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 technlgal
assistance visit by Dr. Jeanne icCarthy and generally
followed the plan set forth under ‘Implémentatlon for
Objective #8 on pages 4l through 45 in the proposal. At
that time interest in replication was high as evidenced by
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the number of people who attended and the fact that
local districts paid for the transportation and per diem -
for their participants. As Dr. McCarthy stated in a
letter written May 25, 1973, ''The fact that-a distpict
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 meplication 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 preplication '
strategy.

Aecording to the proposal, the Project Divector would be -
provided with i copies of the plans submitted by the
districts chosen for rveplication 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 latanuska-Susitna
Borough School District was receiving State Foundation . -
_Support under special education for a modified. primary
class taught by Mrs. Margaret Bartko at:S anson ‘School
in-Palmer, Mrs. Bartko, the Principal of Swanson : Scho
and the Director of Spe;iél;SEfviées'far~théiﬁaféﬁﬁska
Susitna Borough School District were invited'to the '
workshop conducted by Dr. Corrine Kass in Cctober. On
occasion, the Principal and the Director 'of Special . i
Services met with the Project Director and-were taken to
observe the modified primary class at Creekside Park
School. Mps: 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 Rasic Competencies Checklist for Modified Primary
Classes, and the proposal, which set forth the philosophy
and rationale underlying the modified primary program. .-
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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 Eereenlng process. (A copy of the
workshop agenda is included in Appendix E.) In May,
after the Alaska Learning.Disasbilities 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 U51ng Eampenents of Your Project (Valldat;cn
Pracedures)

It is not known whether or not other communities in Alaska
are using components of the project developed in Anchorage. -~
It is l;kely that~they.are; for at least tWEﬁtY—Slx people
attended the workshop canducted by Dr. MecCarthy in
May, 1973, and fifteen or twenty letters have been writted
to people in Alaska in response to requests for information
about the praject o

Other than the St;pulétlan in the proposal that the’ Pragect

~-Director-be-provided-with-copies-of -the- -agreements- between -
the -Alaska. Department of Education and replicating
districts, there are no procedures for validating the
extent or effectlveness of the replication activities.
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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.

Disgsemination has been an integral part of the PPDjEEt 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 )

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

c. 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 Fain
at the State Teachers' Conference, university classes,
ete. It was revised periodically as the project

- progresséd. (pEraRULtally ds e b

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

e EDPlES of the three articles prepared for the DEAN as a
part of the replication stragepy were often included in
packets of information. These articles and the prapasal
were filed in ERIC. (The abstracts, which appeared in
the August, 1973, issue of Research lﬁ Education, are
1ncluded in Appendi: A.) o

f. An article prepared for Chalkmarks, an education
newsletter, was published in April, 1974,
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The Project Director served as a guest speaker for two
university classes on learning disability taught by
rs. 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).

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 enter
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 ¥cGrady's 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
NEA-Alaska Annual State Teachers' Conference on
Marech 4-5, 1974, ~

The Speciai Education Division of Alaska's State-

Operated Schools held a workshop on May 1-3, 1874. 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
vere taken to visit some of the project classes.

29
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i
Data is needed by BEH to answer questions asked by Congress an d f:
by other Governmental agencies concerning the scope of the \I"fr i
learning disabilities effort, and the néed 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 scrieened this year

- 1973 - kindergarten - 850

Spring -
Fall - 1873 - 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
3. Number of children rageiving 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 which 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 were direct services delivered?
(daily, twice a week)
The classes met daily. The schedule was the same
as the schedule for firgt graders in the bu;ldlng
vhere the elass was leocared.
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(c) Number of children "graduating' from the learning
disabilities program to the standard program
Placement following 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 L5

- Continued placement in a modified

primary class ‘ 3

Placement in a special education 15
program

Placement decision will be made 5
after further testing
TOTAL: - 118

(Please attach as Appendix B, evidence of progress made by the

children. Please present it in summary form if possible - Do

~not fnclude information 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 7
(b) Administrative personnel 7

(c) L.D. specialists 1 (minimal
7 in-service training)
(d) Other 0
2. How?
(a) Workshops
(b) Staff meetings
(¢) Individual conferences
(d) Modeling
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3. With what frequency?
(a) Twice this year (Dr. Kass and Dr. McGrady)
(b)-Bi=manthly
(c) Twice a month
k. Number of paraprofessionals trained this year 3
5. How? On the j@ﬁ
6. With what frequenecy? As needed by the individual
Parental invalvement, Community, Advisaby Council
PLEASE ATTACH AS APPENDIX C RELEVANT DATA CONCERNING THE

ACTIVITIES, ATTITUDE CHANGES, LINKAGES MADE DURING THE
PAST YEAR. '
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D. Replication Activities

1. 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, Alaska 60

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

(b) In Anchorage outside éfﬁ%he original target area
Northwood 15 Chinook 15
Willow Crest 15 Rabbit Creek 15
Tudor 15 Ocean View 15
Abbott Loop 15
(¢) In Anchorage in tﬁe original target area
Birchwood 15 |
Chester Valley 15
2, 1If ?théf aggﬁéiéérare replicating some campaﬁEﬁtS of your
project, please list the agency, location, component, and
. number of children to be served by each partial
replication. )
Information not available
E. Research Activities

1. What needs do you sge 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 what
extent do they attribute the degree of their
satisfaction, or lack of satisfaction, with their
1ife situation to the treatment directed toward
overcoming learning disabilities.

(b) Research to determine the effects of open-concept,
self-directed, multisensory educational programs
upon learning disabled children in contrast to the
structured, cdntrolled-stimulus programs advocated
by most of the earlier practitioners in the field
of learning disability.

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.

_ F. Funding

ll

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) o $ 62,500

State Foundation Support (7 units) 127,750

" Loecal Support

Psychologist (1 day per week). 3,400

Space (including furniture, heat,
lights, maintenancr)

Office 4,200

7 Classrooms 117,600
121,800
liaterizls _ | 700

125,900
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We are 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 oL
Black : . 7
American Indian (Alaska Native) 15

Spanish-speaking

I
mo N

Other

118
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APPENDIX A

Dissemination Activities and Materials
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Title VI-G Office
Special Education
Denali Elementary School
-1u48 East 9th Avenue
Anchorage, Alasak 95501

Hay 1, 1974

¥ra. Marlys Burnett
Route 5 Box 5684
“Juneau, Alaska 99801

Dear Yrs. Burnett:

“Your letter of March 13 arrived just before Mrs. Denlce Clyne, Progran
Associate for the Title VI-G Hodified 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 13 used in the
' 'Modifled Primary Project in Anchorage. I asked her to contact you to
1>7c§nvsy ny appreciation for your interest in our program and to answer
-any questions you might have, but she was umable to reach you. Instead,
she talked with Hrs. Barbara Graham.

It 15 unligely that I will be able ta 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 System 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 get in touch with either you or Mrs. Graham. Since Mr. Clyne will be
. working clgsely with Mr. John Symons, Director of Pupil Personnel

Services in the Juneau School Distriet, perhaps you could ask Mr. Symons

ta arrange for you to meet with Hp. Clyne. '

, ‘I beliave that Mr. Clyne will be ablg to give yﬁu whatever information
- you wish, but if I can be of further asslstance to you, please write

- again or eall me at 279-9531, If you happen to be in Anchorage before

1’5thal is out, you might like to visit the Title VI-G Project Office or
~one of our Modified Primary classesa.

Sincerely,

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

~ BCS/Y3 - | -
- Encl: EPrﬁpcsal

Emphasis - Preventian

Dean Article by Dr. Smart

- CC: 'V’Hr. John " Symons °
“V-Hrs.rngnicp Clyﬁa




Title VI-G Office
Special Education
Denali Elementary School
148 East 9th Avenue
Anchorage, Alaska 99501

March 1, 1974

Mrs. Arlene Bovée
Box 52
Kodiak, Alaska 99615

Dear Arlénés

It was certalnly 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 you a bundle

" of background information including the Alaska Learning Disabilifies .

Ranking Scale, the curriculum ocutline we are following, and some of
the forms we have used. I hope this material will be useful to you.

 Please call again or drop in to see us 1f you hSVE furthér questlang.

Sincerely,

Barbara C. Smart, Ph. D.
Title VI-G Project Director
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State of Alaska
‘Commissioner of Education
- Juneau, Alaska

=

T .

Dedr Sir:
N

v I recently read in the newsletter of the < AP

Association for Children with Learning Disabil-___~ —

:itiESMthatfafngwﬁgfaﬁt”haS"bEEH'awarded to b e ey,

Alaska under the Specific Learning Disabili- ﬁ?};fﬁ“ﬂﬁfﬁfﬁfﬁ
|

B

ties Act, Part G, Title VI. R
" As the mother of a child with a lsafning =7 . | see i
disability, I am especially ‘interested, and : T
would like some information on what Alaska is R B
‘doing or plans to do in this field, and with

‘this special grant, L ) .
77};@%£¢$§&§5.§£¥357§§é§¥ foo T e

o e

ERIC
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‘Es_ Car::l Ln:x;l.ﬁy
P. D Box 367
d, Alaska 59664

, _Daarurs. Lixﬁsey

" pr. Haréhail Lind, Camissioner of Education, has asked me to
) réply to your recent letter regarding the learning disabilities

project which is funded under Title VI-G of the Elementary and
Sect:rnﬂary Bducation Act.

_The enc:l@sed materinls describe this project in detail and may
-ipmviﬂﬂ- you with the information you desire. If you have further

questions or would have an op tunity to visit this project,

pleass do not hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely,

. Barbara C. Smart, Ph.D.
Title VI-G Director
Fhona: 279-9531

- Fnelosure .

BC5:1j
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S a1 800 AIRRORT WAY. S Lne TR
. FAI EANKS ALASKA Qs?cn .

Jénuary 21, 1974

x;'VDr;'Barbara Smart, Director :
....Early.Detection..of Learning Disabilities - . - - -
" Denali School .
- 148 E. 9th Avenue
Anchorage, Alaska 99501 °
ﬁear Dr. Smart= -
" In Decembar, I attended thé Learning Disabilities workshop at the
", Helen Whaley 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 grcund. Perhaps we are
~-not attacking ltiram the right angle.-

-+ Could: you- Eeﬁd me some information on yaur ‘program - how it is funded,
how much money is involved, what children are eligible, testing :
ﬁprasedures, how long the pragram is to befunded, etc.
lAny hélp you can give us in this direction wauld be greatly. appraclated;
:Sincerely,
* Carsc Hece.

Carol Brice -
Public Health Nurse

.CBscah
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- Speclal Fducatfon

- Denall Elementary School

o 148 East 9th Avenue : .

 5§¢h¢rag§;,A1§ska,,95501 ey
. danuary 31, 1974 | .

Carol EBrice _
Public firalth Nurse , ‘ e
800 Alrport way

Fairbanks, Alaska 99701

o3

Dear Carol:

In reply to vour letter of January 21, I am sending you a copy of

the narrative section of the proposal under which the Hodffied

?wEriﬁg??-Prﬂjeet in Anchorage is operating. The profect in in its

second_year, aml thera have been some revisions, but the basic
oblectives are the same. The project is funded as'a Child Service
Demonstration Center under Title VI-G of the Elementary and
Secondary Idycation Act, . The original grant was for $125,000 to
be used over a twoyear period. - -

Host of the children in the rodified primary classes were identifiedq
in kindergarten during the spring. A few children from the first
gradas weps added in’ September. We ara using the Alasks Learning
Dissbilities Ranking Beale, which is befng developed as a part of
the project, as the screening Instrument. Other tests such ag the
Boehm Test of Basic Concepts, the Peabody Ploturs Vocabulapy Test,
the Reading Inventory Probe I, and the Wide Ranga Achievement Tesat
are used for specific purposes. The attached 1list includeés some
of the tests we have examined in making our zelection.

' page 41 in the proposal, the Alaska
E&partmgnt%;E,Edugatidn is responsible for replication in districts
outside of Anchorage. Fop further Information regarding replication
you may wish to contact

Aé indicated in Objective #8 on

Hr. Mark Durgoyne

special Lducation Consultant
Section for Exception. Childron
Alaska Departwent of Education
‘Pouch ¥ - Alaska Office Building
Juneau, Alaska 39801
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farol Brica: . - January 31, 1074
Public: Health Nurse - - i~ IR A -

:Tbﬁr_intéiééffiﬁftﬁagﬂ§difié§;ﬁf;§$§§if%éjgét-isf§pp§egiéted; if
~jﬁﬁféaﬂ'pfé?ide‘yauvwlthifﬂrthéﬁjiﬁfarmatién,_pleasa contact ma
- -agaln or visit our office whenevar you are in Anchorage.

SR T Sincerely, . .

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

. BCS/19
Encl.

CC: ' Mr. Burgoyne
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f-Bazbara ‘Smart, Ph.D.""
Title VIG: Directar'
Denali’ %Ehcal
148 East'9th Avenue
jAnchafage, Alaska 99504

r{"mfi;wﬁteven Avery :
"Special %ervices Can%ultaﬁt
. PeﬁéfsburF Elementafv Schacl
"Box 289,
'Eetef%burg, Alaska 99833 -

,,'____'Title VI Project: -
‘ ‘Identificatian & Diagnosis

Dear Dr. Smart, . 23 jangary 1974

I would appreciate your forwarding information to me concerning

i’f}thé above Project. I am considering a revision-and strengthening of . the

'fidEﬁtity/diagnGSis 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 possible, suggestions for implementation and
specific names of testing materials., Your consideration is pratefully

acknowledged.

Sincerely

Steven Avery
772-4272 -
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» Special Education _
‘a‘Dana;i Eleméntary School
.- "148 East 9th Avenue
’Ancharage, Alaska 99501

January SE 1974

-v-@mHwaSteven Avery -

Special Se&viees CDﬁSUltEﬁt . .

“Box. 289
-Petersburg, Alaska 99833

DEE: Hr. Avery.

<. In reply to your letter Qf January 23, I am sending you a copy
"of tha narrative section of the prﬂpggal under which the Title
. VI-G Project in Anchorage is operating. The project is in its
- second year, and there have been some revlsiﬂnq but the basiec

ahjectivas are the same,

As iﬁaieated in the prﬂpcsal the model developed in Anchorage is
essentially a self-contalned clasz between kindergarten and first
grade rather than a resource model. Since our target pnpulatian
consists of primary aged children who have been identified as
_patentially learning dis ahlea, the testing materials used in the

" project are limited to those at the preschool and primary level. =~~~ 77

A copy of the Alaska Learning Disabilities Ranking Scale, which

~ .18 being developed by a member of the project staff, and a list

" of other Instruments we have examined and/or usad are attached.
You may also wish to obtain a copy of the following publications
from Dissemination Office, PKTE, The Center for the Study of

:'ervaluatieﬁ ‘University of Califﬂfnia Los Angeles, California

"QDEZQ .

1. CSE-ECRC Pres&haal/ﬁiﬂdérgartan Test Evaluations,
- "Ralph Hoepfner, Carolyn Stern, and Susan G. Nummedal,
1971, price -~ $5.00

2. CSE Elementary Schcgl Test Evaluatimns Ralph Hoepfner,
1970, prica - $5,00 ,

-1f, 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.

Sincerely,

"Enel. , o L ;
Hm 46 Barbara C. Smart, Fh, D.

durpoyne D mit1a V10 Prodent Nireston




DecembE? 18 19?3

57??Hrs. Darathea Ga;denbﬂrg

'1'Pr§ject DIAL . SR T

i Nop

S thwestern University Schoal of Educaficn
;Evanstan, Illinais 60201 '

*;v‘Dgar Darathea._;

'-7fcnmpared to- ynur imprgagive publicatien on Prajegt DIAL, our mater;als

' :;appear rough indeed. However, you might be interestéd in examlﬁing

-i'thém, keeplng in'mind that they are being. develapgd in a state where
-.special-education is a relatively recent endeavor: The Section for

- -Exceptional Children in the Alaska Department of Education has only -

~.three. peaple to cover an area . arge enough to.cover- approximately
one-fifth of the continental United States. - Consequently, many of

the small, widely separated communities do not have people vho are

trained in educational and psychological evaluaticn.. The Alaska

 Learning Disabilities Ranking Scale is essentially an attempt to

-systematize the regular classroom teacher's observation. - Tha other
major components of our project reflect an effort to enable good
. primary teachers, with a minimum amount of supervision, guldance,
. and specialized training, to pravide for the edueatianal 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 fellawing

1. ,Hany samples ef tests and other screening devices were
etudied, and Items on the ALDERS were patterned after
other items which seemed to be related to the curriculum
planned for our project and the Eharaﬂtéristics of learning
disabled children.

2. Hany kindergarten and first grade teachers described

children who, in their apinian, would experience
difficulty in firat grada.

AT




: . ca:_L With thé Pl“ajﬁﬂt Staff T e
' during a- *aehﬂieai,ﬂssistance visitvpravided by the
’Laadarship ! i

ol td nnsire f rfevaluatlng ‘the screening

S vpr Phair ragémmandati*ns hEVE ngt yet been ins:}
xﬂflcarpc?ated inta tha ALDERS.l : T : S

A by the childfen in the praject.. Ihese secrés will ba campared
wit test. results: cbtained by ‘the. same : children on- other instruments .
such as the Metropolitan Raadiness Teat and the Evanstan Early
Identificatian Scale.f : L .

o I ceriainly enjaygd meeting yau on’ the phane this morning. If you
“+ .would" like any other. infﬁrmatlan fegarding the Title. VI—G Prcjecf
; ;in Ancharage; please gct in touch with me again. .

Sinceraly,

Earbara C.,Smart Ph, D.
Title VI -G Project DiPEEtDF

: “Enelgaurgs
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

) ERUC A. REYND[BS
Asmsmm su#smminnsm L
e HNAH:E o

é"“‘*_su?éﬁlutggﬁmr“ 2 :

April 3;:1974:'711 ’v9”

Dr. arbarﬂ Srart
1tle TG DI DO QL™ =" == #% S e i s s i e
: i '%chtjcﬂ N ; .
143 I-,a t 9th Avenua o ,, ' . S
Anchorage, AX 99501 ’ S -

“Dear- Nr.. Smare::

- liay T request information I‘E"’“Hrdlﬂ“‘ your Federaiiy ™™
_TFunded. l":,i;l_e VI=G: I‘rggéct which is fs.va;glabl_ggt; this time?

_.mcn_ﬂf:' there be a cost involved,kindly let me know.

Thank 3ou.

TLDB:us - J;"’ ! ,,/{/ /; LLEL Y > A

: ' Trma 17, Prunmaver,¥ 7

/ / Elementgar}r, Deparfzmcnt llead
2//7u

I\f\af\ sr{
/= Pr*"(lrﬂg;:r;l

2o £ nil‘:‘h‘?-s ‘s - Pr‘d’c. -

¢ he
e J

2. Avticles Prblcshd (v o D E AN
b, AL DRS '

JVBRUNMAYER (ELEMENTARY EDUCATION SPECIALIST MICHAEL FOMBRIO ELEMENTARY EDUCATION SPECIALIST

HEAD ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ENTRY ROAD HDPEWELL JLINI‘:TI(‘DN N. Y. 12533 PHONE: (914) 226:4261 L

RO J. STAF‘LETGN‘ l;unn:ma oF ELEMDHARY EDUCATION

F‘INGERE

FALLS JUNIOR HlC’rH SCHGC\L REMSEN AVENUE WAF‘FINGERS FALLS, N, Y. 12590 PHONE: (91&) 297 DDDB




- Title VI-G DFf1ce o

- . Spegial Tdueation - -
' Danali.glemEﬁtary School
.148-East 9th Avenue- -
Aneharage Alaska 99501

ﬂpril 29 1974

- Elementary Department licad
. Wappingers Central School D;str;ct
. Remsen Avenue
' Wappingers Falls, lew York 112590

- 'Dear“ HS; Erumajrer“

:  In rEPlY to ycur request ﬂf ﬂPril 3, 1974, 1 have enclased er youa

?Qi copy ﬁf our prcpasal and a copy of the Alaska Learning Disabilitles

S Rankiﬁg Scale alaﬁg with several ather, articles déscribing our pro-

"ject. If I can ‘be Df any furthér 3551%tance t@ yau, please do not

hesitate to ccntast me,

Sincerely,

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

. BCS/1j

. Enclosures
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Title VI-G Director o ) ' ' e ,
-Denali School
148 East ch Avenue ' S

Dear DP. Smaﬁt:

After reading "Anchorage Helps Elementary Students" in the April, 1974,
issue of CHALK MARKS, we would like to receive further 1nfcrmat10n on
yaur program -- i.e., curriculum, ranking scales, etc.

Thank you for your assistance in this matter.

Sincerely, - :

- L F —— .
b A A WA ijj PN 4 T
. .

Florence Panattoni
Assistant Superintendent

FP/mh
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"Apﬁil'aﬂi 1974

‘ Hs. ?1arénce Panattoni
- Assistant’ Superintendent
- Northville Public. Eéhcnls
7803 West Main Street
“’Northville, Michigan ﬁ&l&?,

~~--Dear Ma: Panattoni:

,:'Yaur 1nterest in the Title VI- G Haﬂifled Primary Project’ in Ancharage 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. Hawever “the praject is still .
.based on the fnllaw1ng tvo assumptiens , .

1. Early ;nterventian in the farm af individual
: diagﬂast;c—pﬁescrlptive pragrammlng is
effeetiva in preventing 1earn;ng dlsabilltiég.

2. Gaad prlmary teaehers can be SUECEanUl with
young potentially 1earniﬂg disabled children
-if they have adequate supervls;an and
gu1danee from a specialist in the fleld.

.‘vPerhaps the enclosed material will praVJde the. iﬂfﬂrmétl@ﬂ ygu are seeklng,
"l'If you have further questions, pleasa cantaet me again.

Sincerely;

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

BCS/13-

.Enclosures
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uaAﬁcharagé ‘Borough’ Schaél Dlstrlct ;
-"670 West Fireweed Lane o S ' , ' .
“fiﬂnchpragé, AK 99503 S f ’

O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

;Dé-af'_.fﬁf.‘\farﬁ sz_ykes; o .

“I am writing -a "book about kindergarten sareenlnﬁ

3 ;and early identification of eduéat;anally handlcappad
- children. . I was. adv;sed that- ‘you have a modified-
“primary project in your district. I would appreclate

any avallable 1ﬁférmatlcn about your- prazram,,

Slnaerely,

‘Asscc1at? Prafessar

SZ:ipt
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-f“”“*DfT?SHirlﬂy Ze;tlin

“ Director Child Study Center - Co .

- State Uni?ersity Collega L : :
'e}HEE Palts, He# Yarx 12961 T

.Bear Dr- Zeiflini,a

. 'me- for reply. As you will mote on page 4 of the enclosed narrative
‘ ssetion of the proposal- uaﬂar which tha . Titl? V¥I-G, ESEA, Modified
- ‘Primary Project has opsrated for the past ‘¢wo years, one af our
.- .objectives waa to-establish asgessment procedures. for the idenki-
Alifficatian of yaung, potentielly: learniﬂg disabled ghilgran- In.an
.. effort’ to meet this objective, M. Roger.Clyne, a nenber of the
- Project Staff, developed. the Alaska. Lﬂarﬁing Disabilities Ranking.
_Scale, a copy of which is attached: . VWe: used this instrumént on
o a 1arge scale for the first time when we scyeened. kiﬂdargarteners
_in the sprlﬁg af 1973 and the flrst graders iu Saptambar.

: In tﬁe Hauified Frimary frﬁject “the gcraaning §rueess ia also tha
~ ‘paferval process; for the ALDRS is complated by the. kindergarten
. -op flpst grade teacher and sent to the Title VI-G Office whore the
 project staff makes the decision on whother or not a child will
_"be included. V¥hen a tecacher wishes tgﬁﬁefar a child after tha
.'Eﬁreening haz taken place, the teschar notifies the principal, vho
- _provides the Title VI-G Office with the clild's nane and whatever
" other information I avallable. The teacher is then asked te
e amplete ‘the ALDRS, §£ possible: and a menber of the project staff
~"does an. individual’ evaluatien of the child, The information
. obtained in this mauner bLecomes the basis for the decislon to
(1) placethe child in a modified primary class, (2) leave hin in
the pregular program, or (3) refer him for a psychological evaluation
" prior to.a special education placemuent.
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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 longer apply.

For example, seven modifled primary classes were operated in Anchoruge
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 ‘appreciated. If you
require further information for your book which you believe that I

can supply, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely,

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

BCS/14
Enecl.

CC: Dr. Van Slyke
Mr. Clyne




‘ Melrapﬁlilén 'Cgapgrgiive Exdu;g!ipnal Service Agency

- 771 Lindbergh Drive, N.E, — Atlanta, Georgia 30324 — Telephone: (404] 2662342

T January7, 1974

Dr. Barbara C. Smart, Project 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 my
understanding that you are working with identification of LD children at
the Kindergarten level. In that Georgia is becoming increasingly more
interested in the development of kindergarten class, we are attempting

to 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, or
remedial materials, If you have samples of these, I would appreciate re-
ceiving them. Also, the procedures used to get initial -referrals would

be helpful. ' '

Thank you very much for your cooperation and hope to hear from you soon,
Sincerely, | |

. )*‘l C: _-l‘, ‘;x.‘ii ;’( P s” £ ] jml.?n_éﬁ

Jack Hinzman
Project Director

JH:bjb

"An Inﬁegrated Model for the Individualized Services

to'Children with Learning Problems." **:

TRl Rletoburrs Bolsat 5 At canedir {Svpwaintendent, Douglas County Schools), Ly, Renefiedid, b {Bupentendens,

Civdrmas i Cointy e hanl ), Lo ©, (e (Suprintendent, Maneta Coy schonts), D, Algnse A, Ciim Bupeiantendieng,

- Atlanta City Sehisals),) 1, 15,1 63, Rentroe (Supenintendent, Decinir City Sehonls), Ernest L, Strougd (Suprrmtenieng,

Clavton Covmty, "Shoed= e [ inear | Beatley, Ji. (Direetor, M-CERAJ.



.Title VI-G Office
Special Education
Denali Elementary School

148 East 9th Avenue
Anchorage, Alaska 99501

March 1, 1974

Mr. Jack Hinzman

Project Director

Hetropolitan 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,
potentlally 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. Ve 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 avallable, but our experience so far indicates that
“a pereEﬁtagg score of about 30% or above on the Individual Checklist in the
ALDRS identifies most of the children who would be appropriately placed in
_a modified primary clasa prior to first grade. In some instances, children
vwho were identified in one attendance area in Anchorage and who latef move
were identified again in the area to which they moved, thus pfavid;ng some
evidence of the reliability of the Instrument.

In the Hodified Primary Pra]ect 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 vhatever other information is available. The teacher is then asked to
complete the ALDRS, if possible; and a member of the project staff dves 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) rofer him for a
psychological evaluation prior to a special education placement.
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;f'Hr; Jack Hinzman ) March 1, 1974
""" Projdct Director I

The enclosed ﬁaterial will probably answer most of your questlons, but if
we can be of further assistance to you, please do not hesitate to contact
us again. '

Bincerely,

Barbara C. Smart, Ph. D.
Title VI-G@ Project Dire;tar
BCS/13 |

Encl.
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TITLE VI-G, TSEA, PROPOSAL FOR A

CHILDRET WITH LEARTING

DISABILITILS

. March 20, 1973

Under Soction G, Title VI, of the Elementary and Secondary Education
Act, the Anchorage Borough School District seeks to establish a model

" for working with children $n the primary grades who have potential

The main emphasis in the project is on prevention *I;ltc:’v:lgh early
iﬂentificaﬁi@ﬁ arﬂ individualized educatibnal prescriptions. Chiléren
identified through a screening nrocess will go from kirdergarten to a
modified primary .x::lass organized as a mart of the regular scheol program
hut partially funded under special education. In the modified primary
class, children 1ill he nrovided with a curriculum plannzd to flgvelap
the skills which kiidergarten and first grade teachers designate as
prerequisites to successful participation in first qrade. Within the
general curriculum, an individual educational g;résgfiéi;ian based on a

thorough Aiagnosis will be developed for each child.
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The specific ohjectives set forth in the rroposal are:

1., Establish assessment procedures whereby children with potential
learning r31sah;l;t;eq can be identified in the regular school
rrogram at an early age. ”

2. Provide instruction to selected kindergarten and first qrade N
teachers in adninistering, scoring, and interpreting selected
assessnent instruments,

3. Istablish and onerate during the second semester of 1972-~73
a pilot modified. primary class composed of fifteen children
enrolled in the first gréae during the first semester of 1972-73.

4, Screcn apnroximately 600 kindergarten children for the purpose
of ass;ﬂnmg sixty children who exhibit evidence of potential
learning élsa'ul;t;czg to four modified lﬁtirrary classes during the
1973-74 school year.

5. Develop an outline of areas to be included in the curriculum to.
be nrovided in the Title VI-G modified nrimary classes and directed

- during the screening and evaluation process.

6. Provide in-service training for five regular primary teachers who
will be ags:.qnai to modified wrimary class&s

7. Omerate four modified mrimary classes within the Anchorage Dorough
School District in whj;:h the curriculum outline developed under
Cbjective %5 will he followed and vin which jgﬁdiiiiﬂually prascribed
-educational programs will Le provided within the areas of the

curriculum outline.
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Cooperate with the Alaska Penartrent of Nducation in informing
notential renlication districts concerning screening nrocedures for

ning disabilities at thaz

locatirg children with potential le:

ldmlercarten or beginning firse grade lavel and onerating modified

primary classzes designed to alleviate specific learning disahilities.

%

'odel deavalonsd in Anchorage will sarve as g training resource for

Linivér;sity students and for teachars throughout Maga vho are serving

children ity specific learning disabilities,
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EMPHASIS: PREVENTION

Title VI-G
HModified Primary Program
(Revised May B8, 1974)

. 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

. @rant 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
. throughout the state.

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

~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. )

QWha,i;ﬁinvglygﬁ,inﬁthgfpfgjgct}

“Area C in the Anchorage Borough School District 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
vwhich were selected to replicate the model. It is anticipated that during 1974-75,
~up to 210 children will receive the benefit of this program in fourteen classes-
~covering twenty-eight attendance areas. L

‘Where can more information be obtained?

fThﬁ’Tiflé VI-G Office is located in Denali School - 148 East 9th Avenue, Anchorage, o
Alaska 99501, Members of the project staff will gladly supply further information
-upon request. A copy of the complete proposal can be obtained by ealling 279-9531.
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licational Resources Information Center/Early Childhood Education
«Pennsylvania Avenué/Urbana, lllinois 61801/217-333-1386
atz, PhD, Diector / Barbara 8. ONe#, Assistant Director ,

August 15, 1973

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

Dear Dr. Smart;

~Re: Title VI-G ESEA, Proposal For a Modified Primary Program for Children With

Learning Disabilities. (Abstract and Narative Sections)

EEE,AB Abstract of your document has appeared in the ——_August 1973

- issue of Research in Education. The document number assigned to it is

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.

:”Sincergl¥;

A8

- Anne Stakelon
© . Acquisitions Specialist




B itational Resources Information Ceriter/Early Childhood Education
jS W. Pennsylvania Avenue/Urbana, illinois 61801/217-333-1386
R G. Katz, PO, Director / Barbara B. ONel, Assistar Director

Dr. Barbara C. Smart

_ Title VI-G Project Director
Denali School
148 East 9th Avenue
Anchorage, AK 99501

Dear Dr. Smart:

" "Re Emphasis: Identification by Roger Clyne and Emphasis: Prescription
Jeanne Gaynor and Emphasis: Prevention by Barbara C. Smart

u"An Abstract of your document has appeared in the Augpgt7,1973f7,

issuc of Research in Education. The document number assigned to it is

. .ED_075 101; 075 102; 075 103.

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

'fpaper appeared.
*;f,Thank you for making your work available to us,

“>~Sin§erelyj

" Anne Stakelon
Acquisitions Specialist

,C/EC[: T Agwst IS, e




DOCUMENT RESUME

PS 006 462

y Smart, Earbara c.

“1TLE Emphasis: Prevention.

[NSTITUTION Anchorage Borough School District, Alaska. .
SFONE AGENCY Eureau of Education for the Handicapped (DHEW/OE),
S ' Washington, D.cC, :

“PUB CATE [73] :
~“NQTE " Up.; Preprint of article to pe submitted for

S publication in the "pean"

EDRS PRICE MF-%$0.65 HC-%$3.29

“DESCRIPTORS Curriculum Design; Diagnostic Teaching; *Grade 1;

o ' Individualized Instruction; Kindergarten Children;
*Learning Disabilities; *Models; *Prevention;

B ' *Primary CGrades: Program Lescriptions

1iD€lEIFIERS Elementary Secondary Education Act Title VI G; ESEA

s Title VI G .

‘ABSTRACT

- A project emphasizing prevention of potential

learning problems through early identification and individual

educational prescriptions is discussed. Children identified through a

screening process will be bPlaced in a modifieq primary class. They

will receive a curriculum designed to develop skills required for

successful participation in first grade. A continuum of placement

will be available for children who have been identified through

reening. An cutgrowth.of the project will be an outline of the
. .€a8 to be included in the Specially designed curriculum. (CK)
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" UP DATE
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NOTE

EDRS PRICE
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DOCUM] RESUME

PS 006 461

Gaynor, Jeanne

Emphasis: Prescription. .

Anchorage Rorough School Cistrict, Alaska.

Bureau of Education for the Handicapped (DHEW/OE),
Washington, L.cC.

bp.; Preprint of article to be submitted for
publication in the "“Dean"

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

Elementary Secondary Education Act Title VI G: ESEA
Title VI G .

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
"to attack a learning problem is to give massive successful experience
épith immediate positive reinforcement. The initial emphasis will be

-4 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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DOCUMENT RESUME

- 100 PS 006 459

Title VI-G, ESEA, Proposal for a Modified Primary

Program for Children with Learning Disabilities,
ST (ARbstract and Narrative Sections).

INSTITUTION Anchorage Borough School District, Alaska.

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

s Washington, D.C.

20 Mar 73.. -

58p.

% EDRS PRICE MF-$0.65 HC-$3.29

“DESCRIPTORS Curriculum Design; Evaluation Techniques; *Grade 1;
S : Individualized Instruction; Intervention:
*Kindergarten Children; *Learning Disabilities;

i Models; Primary Grades; *Program Proposals
IDENTIFIERS Alaska

g RACT : ’

S A project emphasizing prevention of learning
“disabilities 'through early identification and individualized
‘educational prescriptions was conducted. children identified through
a screening process will go frem kindergarten to a modified primary
class. Here, they will be provided with a curriculum designed to
'deVelop the skills ne:ded for successful participation in first
‘grade. Specific objectives of this project include: (1) Establish
agsessment procedures; (2) Provide instruction to selected
grindergarten and first grade teachers in administering, scoring, and
N aterpreting selected assessment instruments; (3) Screen 600
‘kindergarteners; (4) Provide 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
‘and for teachers throughout Alaska. (Author/CK) .
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_ABSTRACT

DOCUMENT RESUME
PS 006 460

Clyné, Fager
,,,,,, Identification,
Anchcrage Borough School District, Alaska.
Pureau of Education for the Handicapped (DHEW/OE) ,
washington, C.C.
[73] .
Up.; Preprint 9f article to be submitted for
publication in the "Dean"

MF-%$0.65 HC-%$3.29

Grade 1; *Identification; Kindergarten Children;
*Learning Disabilities; Prediction; *Preschool
Children; *Primary Grades; Program Descriptions;
Rating Scales; *Teaching 'Methods

¥*Boehm Test of Basic Concepts; Elementary %ecandary
Education Act Title VI G; ESEA Title VI G

A potential program for aealiﬁg with the

identification of kindergarteners with potential learning
disabilities is discussed. The . subject is dealt with on the’ level of
prediction. It is pointed out that as children learn in different
ways, different methods of educating them must be devised. Early
~identification of disabilities lessens the chances of the failure

"syndxrome.

A ranking scale is being developed to allow each

e?&ndergarten and/or first grade teacher to rate her class in various
‘eas. One data~gathering device is the Boehm Test of Basic Concepts.
‘Certain high-~risk students will be selected for a modified

educational program. This program may be replicated later. (CK)
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1428 FordRoad 5, ®  Comwells Heights PA 19020 ' (215) 638-3600

March 21, 197k
Dr. Barbara Smart ’
Title VI-G Director
.Denali School
148 East 9th Avenue
Anchorage, AKX 99501 , !
Dear Dr. Smart: R
Enclosed isga‘c@mpliméntary copy of the April issue of CHALK MARKS:
The material you sent me on your Title VI-G project can be found in
"Anchorage Helps Elementary 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

‘4ij ,d/i-—é)j& WJ;

Sheila Konczewski
Editor
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ERI

I the past, many pr1mary
ildren have needlessly ex-
perienced educational failures
because their individual needs
were not identified and con- )
sidered”in educational pro-
gramming. The Federally
ded Title VI-G prnject in
Anchorage, Alaska, is design-
e¢d-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
massive sucecessful experiences
with immediate positive re-
inforcement, -
» The program's main em-
“phasis is on preventing
Jearning disabilities through
“early identification and in-
~dividual educational pre-
“seriptions. 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 develepment.

A ranking scale allows

" each kindergarten and/or

first grade teacher to rate

~““her class in the areas of
- 'perceptual difficulties, motor

development problems, atten=
tion and concentration dis-
orders, poor concepts of

-~ laterality and directionality,

deviant activity levels, feel-

iff ings of failure and misbehavior,
) “greater jntra=individua1

[

these groups have to offer,

Department of Agriculture
Fish and Game Commission

- Department of Conservation

fi Department of Health

variability and the need for
instruction in small .incre-
ments, - In"an effort to
achieve both accuracy and
brevity, each teacher identi-
fies, in rank order, each
child in her class who ex-

hibits certain characteristics.

After. the teacher identifies
the high risk students. ad-

" ditional information is gath-

ered to assist in the select-
jon of students for the

modi fied primary program. This
includes parental invelvement
in securing developmental,
family and social data which
have been found to influence
school. functioning.

“teacher is requested to pro-

vide additional informatien
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
plznned to develop the skills
which kindergarten and first
grade teachers designate as
prerequisites to su-cessful
participation in first grade.
Within the general curriculum,
an individual 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 screen1ng process the
previous spring. A child may
go d1re:t1y to a regular

Many pEQp1E often furget that their own states have established Ecu]ogy Resource Agenc1es
The1r titles and areas of responsibility vary from state to
theless, state agencies produce printed materials which are
‘useful 'to the discriminating teacher.
~and guest speakers to teachers who request them.

Also, state agencies
In short

Water Pollution Control Commission

Department of Natural Resources
Department-of Outdoor Recreation and Parks

State Soil . and Water Conservatien Board

The *

state as does their effectiveness,
geared to the state environment and can be
are willing to offer technical assistance
it is worth your time to determine what

ﬁheﬁamse He(ﬁi Elemehfmy Qt‘ﬁdeati

first grade because matura-
tion, special tutoring or
soime other factor has al-
leviated the potential learn-
“1ing d1§ab111ty dur1ng the
summer.

" placed in a modified pr1a

mary class for part of a

year and then transferred
to a regular first grade
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 reqular first grade;
or, in rare instances, he may
be reassigned to a modified
primary E1ass FDr a part of the
suc If, during
the t1me 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 dur1ng 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 replicated in other
interested districts within

“ the state.

CONTACT:

- Dr. Barbara sSmart
Title VI-G Director
Denali School
148 East 9th Avenue
Anﬁhnraqe, AK 99507

Never=

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

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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February 22, 1974

Dr, Barbara Smart
Denali School

148 E. 9th Avenue
Anchorage, Alaska

Deér,Dr. Smart:

DIVISIDN oF FUELIC HEALTH

WILLIAM A; EGAN, GOVERNOR

SOUTH CENTRAL REGIONAL OFFICE
" ROOM 222 — MACKAY BUILDING

338 DENALI STREET — ANCHORAGE 99501

Matanuska Valley Health Center

P,0. Box 738
Palmer, Alaska

- 99645

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

 Also, the information and the list of names you gave me carlier are
producing good results, Looks like we will have something by May

in terms of a pilot loeal program,

Sincer, y,

_Darltene J Reeﬂ
Public Health Nurse

DJR:mz
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- e spesper

_ PALMER, ALASKA 99645 THURSDAY, MAY 2, 1974

" PRE-SCHOOL 'ROUNDUP
SCHEDULED MAY 8, 9

A pre-school roundup to pre-
diagnose physical difficulties in
loczl children four to six years
and register incoming first grad-
ers at the same time, will be
held in Palmer next week, May

g and 10. .

The roundup will run from
9:30 a.m. until 3 p.m. both
Thureday and Friday at the
Palmer LDE Church. 1t is spon-
sored by the Malanuska Valley
+ Health Council and Palmer

schools. 7

The screening process has
been expanded this year, Darl-
ene Reed, Palmer Public Health

Nurse, said. )

" The roundup s an. important
one, she emphasized to par-
ents. In the past, screening has

© picked up difficulties of various
types, such as in hearing and
vision.

When the defiziencies are dis-.

~ covered carly, they can-be com-
pletely corrected in time for the
youngster - to start schosl with
nothing holdiag him back, Mrs.
Reed painted out: '

* check-ups were a part of the

roundups, but the registrations

.. were added this year.

In thz more comprehensive -

sareening lineup this time, Mrs.
Reed said, the asval vision

check and height and wejght
recording will be joined by pos-
lure-screening, done by an Elks
Lodge physical therapist,

iAlso, there wil] be hearing
tests done by fhe Anchorage
Public Health office audiologist,
dental checks done in coopera-
tion with Drs. Carison and Me.
Cavit, and speech evaluation
with the Matanuska - Susitna
borough- schools speech thera-
Bt T

Immunization rezords will also
be reviewed, and needed shols
Eiven. i

Inzcoming first graders ‘would
be given the full range of tests,
Mrs. Reed said, while the four.
year-olds attending probably
wald receive only some of the
screening,

School nurses will help with
the program, and outside volun-

‘ters would he appreciated, Any.

one who would be willing to help
with measuring, vision tests,
rezording data and looking up
records is asked ' to cal] the

o ~Palmer Health.Cenler,
© ‘Previously, only the health . ... —
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APPENDIX B

Evidence of Progress Made by

Children 'in Modified Primary Classes -~
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"Table 9. Percentile Equivalents of Raw Scores,
R (N==9737 Children Tested at Beginning of School Year)

by Grade and Socioeconomic Level®

: _'Kindergar!éﬁ

i?-r::de 1

Grade 2

""" ‘Socicesenomic Laval:

Low Middle High Low

Snéiéataﬁnﬁiic Level:
Middie

Seciceconomic Level;

High low Middle  High Percentile

45-50 - 47-50 48-50
42-44° 45.46 47
3941 43-44 . 46
36-38 41-42 45
34-35 40 44
33 39 43

31-32 38 42
30 37 41
29 36 40

27-28 35 39

© 26 34 38"
25 3233 37
24 31 36
23 30 34-35

21-22 29 33
20 2728 32

18-19 26  30-31

17 2425 29
15-16 22-23 2728
13-14 1921 24-26
10-12 15-18 19-23

79  10-14 16-18
06 09 0-15
1921 932 684
255 31.8 358

89 86 79

47-48
" '45-46
44,
42-43
41

40
39
38
37
36
35
.34
32-33
31
30
28-29
26-27
24.25
20-23
15-19
11-14
0-10
2303
33.8
8.9

T49-50

50
49
48
47
46

50
49
48
47

46

50

45 47 45 70
— 46 — 65
44 44 60
— 45 43 55
43 42 50

42
41

40
39
38
36-37
34-35
30-33
27-29
0-26
1313
42.0
5.4

44
43
42
41

40

39
37-38
33-36
28-32

0-27
1043
43.7

4.9

41
40
39
37-38
36
35
33-34
28-32
21-27
0-20
824
41.2
6.3

ST &1018 1118

50
49
48
47
46

46
45 _—

" 44 45
43 44 1

41-42 42-43 5

37-40 40.41 - 3
0-36 0-39 1

- 381 356 N
46.9 473 Mean
2.9 2.7 sD

nted here may be used for both Form A and Form B.

sults of testing with both forms are explored in the
Mterpretation section of this Manual,

‘As an aid in interpreting Jocal test resulis, the per-
nt-passing figures for a particular classroom (or group
classrooms) may be compared with percentages given
1c appropriate one of the four Tables, 5 through 8.
e percentage of students in a classroom group who
S5 2 given item on onc of the forms may be compared
ith“the pereentage of students in the standardization
mple who passed the same item,
conomic Jevel, and time of administration.

Also-of interest arc the pereentile ¢ quivalents of
2 totul raw scores, presented ‘in Tables 9 and 10,

e-data arc based on the sume groips on which the

ent-passing figures for individual items on Form A

ables 5 and 6) were computed. Since tolal scores on

rms A and B were found to be equivalent, the norms

ited in Tables 9 and 10 may be employed for total
»blained on cither Form A or Form B,

he procedure for obtaining a child's percentile is o

» Boehm Test

- Data derived from Form A standardization sample. Since iotal sc

cginning-of-year and midyear-testing, respectively. )

at the same grade,

26

of Basic Concepts Manual, New York:

ores on Forms A and B were found to be equivalent,

- shown beneath the

the norms pre-

choose the norm table for the time of testing, locate the
child’s raw score in the appropriate column for grade
and sociocconomic 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 who
obtains a raw scorc of 30 on the BTBC has a percentile
rank of 40. This represents a band from 38 to 42, and
indicates that his score surpasses at least 37 per eent of
his group, and is surpassed by at least 58 per cent.?

Mcans and standard deviations based on the scores
obtained by the Form A
pereentiles. A comparison of Tables
9 and 10 reveals that the middle- and high-socioeco-

® The pereentile designations are the midpoinis of bands which
arc five pereentile units wide. The. zones differ somewhat at the
extremes. Thus, o percentile of § includes 4 through 7; 3 includes
Zand 3; 1 stands for the first percentile only. Similarly, the 95th
percentile includes 93 through 96, 97 includes 97 and 98; 99 stands
for only the 99th pereentjic,

The Psychological

1971 od.

76

standardization sample are . . _ ..



Hﬂdlfléd Primary Program - 1973-74 School Year - Frequaﬁcy Distribution for
'dlfferences between raw scores on pre-test given in October, 1973, and raw

‘-scores on post=test given in Hay, 1974 (Bcehﬁ Test af Basic écngepts

.;Fgrm B):

77

Difference Numbgrref Children
19 | 1
18
17
16 .
15
1u
13
12 3
11 2
10 3

9 L
8 7
7 L
B A
5 10
4 (median gain) 14
3 12
2 9
1 -6
0 3
Negative 6
TOTAL: 91

Form A and



Modified Primary Program - 1973-74 .School Year - Frequency Distribution for raw
scores on the Boehm Test of Basic Concepts, Form A, given as a pre-test in

‘. ‘October, 1973, and Form B, given as a post-test in May, 1974, compared with
bercentiles and raw scores obtained for a.standardization group. '

- JStandérdizatian Group ' Project Children

 Percentiles Raw Scores ‘Raw_Scores Raw Scores

) ’ ~ Grade One Pre-test ~ Post-test
Middle Socio- . (frequency (frequency
economic level _distribution)  distribution)

99 _ 50 50
97 49 49
95 : Lg L8
85 47 ... 47
80 46 L8
70 - L5 L5
60 (i yly
50 43 . 43
g5 k2 . ’ L2
40 L1 ' L
a0 Lo 40
25 ’ 39 ‘ a9
20 38 38

Tl

=

Mrﬂmmwrmwmmmqmmwm |

(median)

(median)

15 36~37 36

10 34=35 34

o
N
fr

al
5 . 30-33 - 30

]

Lla]
ol S 5]
o

27-29 27
0-26 -26

-
(o]

[iv}
Eln

TOTAL: 91
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;jﬂédifiéﬂ Pﬁimary Program - 1973-74 School Year - FﬁequEﬂzy distribution f@r‘levéls
~“attained by children in the modified primary class at Willow Crest School on the
- Metropolitan Readiness Test given in September, 1973, and in May, 1974:

_Letter Rating and Readiness Status Corresponding Frequency Distribution for
- to Various Ranges of Total. Score on Form A or Levels Attained by Children
“Form ‘B of the Metropolitan Readiness Test® in the Modified Primary Class

at Willow Crest School

_ Score Letter Readiness Test Date Test Date
Range®™* Rating  Status  Significance . 9/73  5/74
Above 76 A Superior Apparently very well N T

: - prepared for first-grade
work. Should be given 0 1

opportunity for enriched
work in line with :
abll;tle,' indicated. B ) I

6u-76 B High  Good prospects for success
Normal in fipst-grade work
provided other
indications such as 2 10

health, emotional
factors, ete., are
_consistent.

45-63 C  Average  Likely to succeed in fipst-
grade work. Careful study
should be made of the 5 2
strengths and weaknesses of
- - pupils in this group and
their instruction planned
accordingly. '

2444 D  Low Likely to have difficulty
Normal in first-grade work. ..Should _
be assigned to slow section 5 1
and given more individualized

o help, o ] - , _
Low Chances of difficulty hign . -
under ordinary instructional
conditions. Further readi- 2 0
ness vork, assignment to slow
sections, or individualized

]

Below 24

vwork is essential. o —

# Gertrude H. Hildreth, Nellie L. Griffiths, and Mary E. McGauvran, Hjnug;wgf;
’ 'Dlregtlan;, Metfapalltaﬁ Readineas Tests3 Harcourt, Brace and W@rld Ine.,
1969, p. ;l

%% 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. a ]
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.

79




ANCHORAGE BOROUGH SCHOOL DISTRICE
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 iarch and April, 1374.

Teacher: Lucille Shoup
Principal: Lee Van Laningham

Metropolitan Readiness Test Boehm Test of ‘Basic Concepts
~ _Level - = -~ Percentile - = - -~ __Percentile
3773 577% | 9/73 | 5/74 5773 5/7h

s Name

40 71 - 10 _ 45

P
ke

D B ,,,;10,_: 71 5 36

b __} B I 28 | 8 25

le | B 8% | 77 10 85

B 3B s ,777‘3-,_7 80 | 90

o | ¢ ) 1 | w0 5 20

c | B | 3 | 8 - e0 | 80

£ LE L 3 o 10 | 20
16. D B _ 17 | 69 . 10 10
i7.. |E __B 39 77 20 15
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ANCHORAGE BOROUGH SCHOOL DISTRICT
Title VI-G, 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

;f.- ) Peabody Individual Achievemsnt Test

mation

Placement during the
year following
Modified Primary

|| Comprehension

| Reading
| Recognition
i Reading
||Total Test

| Spelling
|t General

| Infor

1. 2.4 1 3.0 (2.8 f2.8 4 | 2.5 _ end
2. 3.5 2.4 | 2,7 | 2.3 4.3 | 8.0 2nd__
3. 2.1} 2.6 | 3.1 1 2.7 | 2.4 2.5 ond

6. '3.3| 3,17 2.7 1.8 .5 3.0( ~ 2nd
1. 2.3 1.5] -~ [ 1| 2.4 1.6 st
: 8. 1.8] 2.4 1,8 +.8| 1.6 1.7| Special Education

10. 4.0 2.0} 3.3] 2.2 B3.¢ 3.0] 2nd )

Mean scores 2,7 2.5]1 2.7 2.2 2.9 2.5
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APPENDIX C

Parent, Community, and Advisory Council Invelvement




. . Letter received from Diana Anderson, E;'E e
o the modified primary teacher at Northwood oL
. e T School, after the Project Director attended N
R R a meetlng of the parents of the chlldren in B A
, her class on March 21, 1974, _ -
gﬂfﬁ )4}‘2{24351 :
\%éf?ﬁ /@i&ié; Z/ﬁix 755@ s-éfzfﬂgﬁﬁﬁ‘
oy ,7@5«?:;; Loteae,, Ef‘é@}%g’?ggg éfii; B -
. 7&5’*& fﬁiﬁ:ﬁ ﬂf&%ﬂﬁ?ﬁﬁg ﬁé’?ﬁf&ﬁeﬁzﬁ '
;ggéﬁ%@,déég/ﬁg/éﬁg}?
- *%-"‘i"/ﬁ-ﬂﬁiiéé’:zé’ é,/ C220z2¢+ ﬁgéggﬁz@@f
L) sﬁé&ﬂ Al Lg?ﬁifﬁéd/ﬂﬁiiﬁ‘i?:f S
. i ) ,

7

i
L

N fﬁ?ﬁ%ﬂ%a. 2dir )
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IIT.

1v.

Suggested Topics to Be included in the Session for Parents

7:30 p.m., October 3, 1973
Historieal perépective~aan¢§rniﬁg the education of children with learning
disabilities

The increasing involvement of parents and the growth of the Associaticn
for Children with Learning Disabilities
Recent legislation regarding children with learning disabilities

=

The role of parents in obtaining desireble legislation

Cooperation belwecen parents and school personmel in educating learning
isabled children



” Alaska Head -Sh:rf

Special Services Project
3710. EAST 20TH AVENUE, ANCHD.F{AGE.V ALASKA 99504

b L

;ASEA %HEA%MENT CENTER Helen D, Beirne, Ph.D. EASTER SEAL SOCIETY

MEDIA DEVELOPMENT Project Director SPECIAL SERVICES
' (907)  272.0586 : : (807) 2741685
Marion les Lillian E. Vitolo, R.N,
E Ma'égﬁ:D‘i?éﬂE?w'ES : ' E:;Diiféﬁit::r’
" Terry Muehlenbac ’ Celia Foley
“ Te Muehienbaeh . o ) ) e
N E’aediau ‘Fegzn?giaﬁ Fébruary 22 , 1974 Training Coordinator

. Barbara Smart
148 East 9th Ave
Anchorage, Alaska

Dear Barbara,

At last I have ga printed ang finished "b@ok“_t@ share with
you. This "experimental edition" will be useq and read for a
few months, ang then I will CQrrect and revise it a bit before
we re-print it.

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 bing it with a heavier cover later ang a@lso’ change
the title g3 little to communicate "learning disabilities" more.
The typographical and lay-out €Xrors will he corrected then too,

Singerelyf

7/7;% c;.figs;;_, /’f _:&gf;ze:g c;;«’é;

Michele Af Smith

&
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TEACHING YOUNG CHILDREN‘WITH SPECIAL NEEDS

Written by

Michele A. Smith, M.A.

Artist:

Susan Vik

Editor: ’Teghniﬁai Consultation:

Sally Méﬁseruﬂ Barbara C. Smart, Ph.D.

Illustrations: Student Assistants:

Michele .A. Smith
Marion D. Bowles
Colleen A. Mayer .

Anne Hayden
Donna Lott
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Early Education Project (P.L. 91-230)
Bureau of Education for the Handicapped U.S.0.E.
Grant No. 0.E.G. 0-9-110305-4701"
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.‘_“"HE IOOkS OR +Q me

Smple fo<g e

- PART I

WHAT IS A LEARNING DISABILITY?

He has whcﬂ ?P/
Learning Disabi Hy
Whats that?
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Sﬁlmfj/a Page.

Children learn in different ways and at different rates.
Even in very young preschool chilareﬁ, learning differences are
often noticed. At three or four some children may héva gapé in
their development, doing well at many things but showing diffi-

éulty_with others.

({Le's qood at
' remempering
o nursaryrrhyme5i
 Why cant he do 1hat

S LA

Such children may later suffer more definite

fects of specific learning disabilities.

(%]
¥



igéihﬁgﬁg fjﬁifé;

A learning disability may affect a child's ability in many

ways.

Sg, '*ﬂieﬂ Qnimc;fs go ’H"IEFE

Qnd the Vehzc(es 9o here.

He may have difficulty learning to speak, and it may be unusually

hard far hlm to learn to read, to wrlta, or to spell.




Sample page
J

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.




e B B AL S =t

T Ty TS - Native Parents rrom 20 Villages in
Alaska to Determine Their Feelings About the Early Identification
of Lea?ning Problems in Young Children's Programs, Master's 14
Investigative Report, University of Alaska, Anchorage, Alaska,
August, 1974, 7 v o

Another project concerned with learning problem
children and parent involvement has been designed for the
Anchorage Borough School District, Anchorage, Alaska.

Rcée: 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
identification of learning ﬂisabilitiesir Ciyne (1973)
reported 'the following:

~ EBarly 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).

Al@ngsﬁith other data found, Clyne (1973) agreed
éheré were dangers of early identification establishing a
failure expéctancygbéfarg~the child ever began the first
~grade. Hawevér:mgést projects tried to avoid labeling the
children, Most instruction was given to stress the child's
strength's while attempting to overcome his deficits.

Eventually, it is hoped, enough research can. be
gétherei ﬁ@ support the need for early identification of
learning disabilities.

Other studies indicateﬂ-parental success. in-facilitat-
ing the fémeaiai_instructiap of 1earning—ﬂisébled children.
Thus, confirming a growing consensus that parental involvement

¥
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INTEROFFICE MEMO
10: Ms, Dee Eic::ls;n, Art Consultent, Administration Puilding

FROM: pr. parbara C. smart, Title VI-G Project Director

_ DAE getober 3, 1073

SUBJECT:  ABSD Art Department Workshop

- Thank yoa for asking me to react to your in-service vorkshop outline., I

- think you have done a fine job of relating art to the Dush and Giles ook,
which 18 recognized as a gtandard reference in the fiald of learning
disability. : : -

- A= we discussed in our talephone conversaticn yesterday, the Bush anl Giles

took rertaing to the sensory-motor alills rather than the academic skills
of reading and math; so0 T would reoommend that the words “in reading ard
math" bo aadtted in the workahop title. I helleve that item #2 would be
more appropropriatedly placed under "Visual Deception” unless someons clge
- vould ke reading tha directions to tha children. Itom £17 seams t0 be a

visual sepential wevory actdvity., I also took the libexty of aXling an
dtem under “Aulitory Seruential Momry.®

CeAfbar you have conicted the workshop, I would be interested in knoring
- oy the roxticiponts react to it, . _

B25/13

(C: Dr. Tae ¥Wolls
Dr. Ruth Raltz
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ALASKA STATE-OPERATED SCHOOL SYSTEM
650 International Airport Road
Anchorage, Alaska 99502

January 10, 1973

Dr. Barbara Smart
Denali Elem. School
148 E. 9th Ave.
Anchorage, AK 99501

Dear Barbara;

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.

Sincerely,

Martik Steckman, Director
S.P.A.R.C. Project |

nsies The "film" referred to in this letter is the videotape
Enclosure which Dr. Jeanne McCarthy and Frank King-made on their first
technical assistance visit to the project in Oectober, 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 information
on. Title VI-G and learning disability leading up to a '
presentation about the modified primary program by one of
the local staff members . :

APt
Ao

(!
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FFICE MEMO ANCHORAGE BOROUGH SCHOOL DISTRICT

Dr. Barbara Smart, Coordinator DATE: May 17, 1973
Title VI=G
Denali School

Mrs. Etheldra Davisézi/ SUBJECT: Thank You

Principal
Ptarmigan School

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 pregram which will

be offered at this school,

This effort was of great assistance to us becatise of the manner in
which you presented it. On behalf of the staff, students 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.

DFFICE MEMO ANCHORAGE BOROUGH SCHOOL DISTRICT

iDr; Barbara Smart, Goordinator DAIE:  pebruar -25 1973

- » “oorainator ‘ebruar 1
Title VI-G Program y 23, 1973
Denali Elementary School

SUBJECT: , Thank you

A%; inﬁiéggionsrpoint to a very excellent In-service program. I would
like to personally thank you for your contributions in making our da
a success. : - B

- We appreciate vour contributions to our program. We made every effort

to show all sides and services made by Special Education. Seems like
“we did just that. R
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APPENDIX D

Staff Development




'! -+ Modified Primary Project

February 8, 1974

Program Associate's Position

I.

CII.

Ivf

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 ‘
3. Help teachers organize room and learning centers
4. Instruct teachers in the use of unfamiliap materials and rotate the
materials among the teachers
5. 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 during
travel and to allow the observations to be structuped :

B. Group _ ‘
1. Regular meetings with project teachers to provide information concerning
a. Learning disabilities
b. Materials
¢. District services, such as the ASEINC
d. Individualized instruction
e. Diagnostiec-presecriptive techniques

Haterials

A. Locate and prepare ordering information for materials consistent with
the Basic Competencies Checklist (modified primary curriculum)

B. Assist teachers in-locating materials consistent with the curriculum

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 rost-test data on projcet children
and with determining the appropriate placement for gthe year following
: the year in a modified primary class '
B. Individual
1. Assist teachers with individual evaluations
2. Evaluate individual children upon referral ,
a. Children réferred for placement in the program after the general
screening has taken place )
b, Children who are recommended for transfer from a modified primary
class to special education or to the general program .
¢. Children in modified primary classes who need more intensive
diagnosis than the teacher has time opr expertise to provide

Parent Contacts
A.  Interpreting test data for parents

 B. Assisting teachers and principals in obtaining parental permmission for

placement
C Assisting teachers .in organizing parent volunteers
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Consultant:
Special Guest - Marilyn Johnson, University of Alaska, Anchorage, Alaska

TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE VISIT
Title VI-G, ESEA, Modified Primary Project
Anchorage Baréugh Schoel District

October 17-19, 1973

Room 18, Denzli Elementary School
1ud East 9th Avenue
Anchorage, Alaska

Dr. Corrine Kass, University of Arizona, Tueson, Arizona

Wednesday, October 17 -?

9:00 - 9:15
9:15 = 10:15
- 10:15 - 10:30

10:30 - 11:45

"11:45 - 1:15

1:15 = 2:30

2:45

- 4:00

"Thurs&ay, October 18

9:00 - 10:15

10:15 -~ 10:30
£ 10:30 - 11:45

11:45 = 1:15

Welcome and Introductions
Historical Overview of the Field of Learning Disability
Break

Theories of Learning Disability, with Emphasis on a Theory
of Deviance as Opposed tc Theories of Development

Lunch

Screening for the Identification of Children with Learning
Disabilities .

Break

Topics of Special Interest to Principals Who are Responsible

Excerpts from a presentation on "Myths, Mistakes, and
HManagement’ in the Field of Learning Disability

. Break .

Lunch
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Methods and Materials Appropriate for Children with Learning

- - D;sabllltles
. 2:30 - 2:45 Break
2:45 - 4:00 Specific Diagnostic Procedures
7:30 p.m. (Board Room, Administration Building, 670 West Fireweed Lane)

The Role of Parents in Providing Appropriate Educgt;cnal
Programs far Children with Learning Disabilities

. Friday, October 19 .

7:0C - 8:00 Breakfast Meeting - Council for Exceptional Chlldren
(Peggy's Airport Cafe, 1675 East 5th Avenue)

Recent Legislation Concerning Children with Learning Disabilities

: 9:00 - 10:15 Hethods and Materials Appropriate for Children with Learnlng
' Disabilities (continued)

10:15 - 10:30 Brzak
©10:30 ~11:45 ~ “Competencies of Teachers of Children with Learning

Disabilities fDr, Kass and Mrs. Johnson)

11:45 < 1:15 Lunch
1:15 ~ 2:30 vilectape of Willow Crest - Campbell Modified Primary Class
' Yrs. Lucille Shoup and the Childrén=it Willew' Crest Sehool
(Remarks and Discussion: Dr. Kass and Mrs. Denice Clyne)
2:30 = 2:45 Break
2:45 - 4:00 Summary and Evaluation

A. Closing Remarks
B. Response to any questions submitted to Dr. Kass

C. Evaluation of the Horkshop
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Excerpts from Course Notes
Ed. 693 - Sec. 71: Theories of Learning Disabilities
University of Alaska
July 16 - 27, 1973

Dr. Corrine Kass

-

I. Historical Overview of the Field of Learning Disability

IIi

ITI.

A. History of the definition of learning “disability

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

Theories of Learning Disability, with Emphasis 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 of
learning disability to be valid L

1) Deviation

“2) Expected normal achievement

8) Handicap through life (

4) Dysfunction within the individual

B. The five levels of learning

« Sensory orientation
+  Memory

+ Recognitioen

. Expression

. Synthesis

U W N

|
C. How learning disability presents itself at different ages with
particular emphasis on the pre-school and early primary years
Screening for the Identification of Children with Learning Disability

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

B. S8creening on the basis of decisions by a committee
' ,

C. The use of screening instruments, with comments concerning the
Alaska Learning Disabilities Ranking Scale

D, Screening by teacher referral
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IV. Specific Diapnostic Procedures

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

B. How to interpret test data

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

- D. 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, Mistakeés, and Mahagement' in
the Field of Learning Disability ;

VI. Principles of Remediation for Specific 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 ‘r
compensation ' '

D. Necessity for concerned detachment and avoidance of an undesirable
symbiotic relationship between the teacher and the child

E. Individualization within a group setting
F. The importance of accuracy and precision in teaching the early skills
G. The use of pressure in remediation

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

2. Pressuringuntil success is experienced

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

I. Contrast between direct teaching in remediation and an expleratory,
' 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_egmpéﬁiés=aﬁd the prcgréms 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 : ’
The place of games, puSzlgs, and materials in remediation - focusing

on the skill being taught rather than the interest or cleverness of
the activity '

jor]

F. Bibliography of textbooks and general reference méterials
VIII. Caﬁpetencies of Teacher of Children with Learning Disability
(Dr. Kass and Mrs. Johnson)
A. Knowledge
1. Terminology
2. Names
-3‘ Dates
4, Important events
5. 1Issues and ideas

6. Minimal statistical background for understanding literature and
interprating test data
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B. Ccﬁprehensian

1. Summarization

2. Interpretation

~ 3. Relating data to specific theories

4, Devising diagnostic and remedial hypotheses from data

5. Formulating a personal philosophy regarding learning disability
C. Application | .
l. Methods |
2, Techniques
3. Selection and use. of materials

4. Dealing with children
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Ti%1e7v1333 ESEA
Anchorage é@raugh School District Lo
Technical Assistance Visit
fg!f 5€i'; " Dr. Harold McGrady

oL et April I - 2, 1974

April 1l - Location

9:00 - 10:30 Conference: Title VI-G Office
Dr. MHcGrady Denali School
Title VI-G Project Staff

10:30 -10:45 Break

1 10:45 - 11L:45 Conference: Title VI-G Office
e Dr. McGrady , Denali School
Mp. Clyne ) -

11:45 - 1:15 Lunch
1:15 - 1:30 : Travel

1:30 - 3:00 Conferenca: Mr. Fay's Office ,
' Dr. MeGrady Administration Building
Mr. Fay E
Dr. Anderson ‘
Title VI=G Project Staff

3:00 - 4:30 Free

4:30 - 6:30 Open Meeting _ Whaley Center
' ' Topic - AiLongitudinal Study '

of Aphasia from Childhood into

Adolescence, Dr. MeGrady

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

Curling

Anchorage Curling Club -
- Host: ' ’ : :

-4Hr;‘Henry‘Gal;ant




9:15

1
w
=
i

- 9:45 - 11:00

11:00 - 11:45

11:45 = 1:15

1l:15 = 1:30

1:30 - 3:00

3:00 - 3:30

3:30 - 4:30

7:30

9:30

Location

Conference: Title VI-G Office
Dr. McGrady Denali School
Title VI-G Project Staff

Travel 7 .

Television Interview - Norma Goodman Show Station KTVA
Dr. McGrady 1007 West 32nd Ave
Dr. Smart

Conference (Continued) Title VI-G Office
Dr. McGrady Denali School
Title VI-G Project Staff ,

Lunch

Travel

Meeting with Elementary Principals Whaley Center

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,

Pr. McGrady and Dr. Smart

Title VI-G Project Staff
Elementary Principals
Other Administrators

Break

Meeting with Modified Primary Teachers Room 1, Whaley Cent
Topic - Language Evaluation as the (Modified Primary R
*Basis foy Language Teaching, Dr. MeGrady

Modified Primary Teachers
Title VI-G Project Staff

Open Meeting 7
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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II.

ITI.

Iv,

__ Sugpested Topics to PBe Included in the Session for Principals

2:45 p.m., October 17, 1973

Brief overview of baekgraund information concerning learning disability

The concept of 'learning disability" as an actuality in cnntrast with
"immaturity" or a condition that can be curéd “once and for all"

Vhy special provisions for learning disabled children are necessary:
Consiaerations with regard to class sigé; special squipment, etc.
Realistic costs for.educating learning disabled children

Some competencies of teachiers ~ of children with leérning disability

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

Legislation in other states

Lawsuits, if any, that are pertinent to the field of learning disability
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APPENDIX E

Replicatian Activities -

L.
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. Original Target Area: __ ,

Paired Schools in chlfléd
Primary Program:

(for 1974-75) -

J“chth Star and Inlet View will send a few
éh;ldren to the Northwood-Northern gl'htg Pair.

-




.‘Jfﬂfvd ALl Eiementafg ?ringipais
?ig%ﬁéﬂg' - jahn Symaﬁs aﬁé Hal Vraamén
k> !§ﬁ#:Eéf:. I Serviag far Madified Primary

:iGn Ap?il 8 aﬂd Denise Clyﬁa will bE here to caﬁduct a serles of inservice

- activities rclataﬂ to the modified primary. proposal which has been submitted
~by this district. The Following times have been Fkt?bli%h&d for Ms. Clyne_to

4 ,wDrL with our staff

CPIME

PLACE '

EEQPLE

GDNTTNT

1:00 Room 11 at Auke Special Td Teaghers Thanry behind . Lhe mcﬁified
2:30 _ Bay from Auke Bay and primary program -and the ex-
‘ -Glacicr Valley perience the Anchorape
school district has, had to
date.
3:00  Room 11 at Auke Classroom and ~ Overview of the Modified -
4:00 ‘Bay "~ Special Ed Teachers - Primary, Instructions on
L from Auke Lay and how to administer and score
’ Glacier Valley the ALDRS Test. :
. 9:30 IMC -at llarbor=- Elementary History of Title VI-G,
11:00 ... ...view School Administrators Relatienship to L.T.I. in
’ S Tucson, Theory behind the
modified primary program,
Review of the Anchorase ;
prﬁicct and resuits La—naLE;}
Procedures:forl-s reenin? il
. students and E“Lﬁbli"hiﬂ? R
plia.ltiﬂa. : Coe
1:00 IMC at Harber- Specinl Ed- Teagher% Theory behind the modif ied
2:30 view School ' from Harborview, primary program ond the ox-
Gastineau and perience the Anchorage '
Capital school ﬂistrict haF had to
- date.
3:15 I¥C at Harbor= - Classroom and. Overview of the Modified
~ 4:30 ! view School Special ¥d Teachers Primury, Instructions on

from Harborview,
Gastincau and
‘Capital

how to hdminister and score
the ALDRa Test. :




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,

on possible candidates. Ms. Clyne will be available to assist in these sessions.
‘This information will enable us to contact parents and obtain consent for their
children to be in this project during the last month of this project during the

©  last month of school. FEven 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 VI-G Office

Special Bducation .
Denali Elementary School
148 East 9th Averue
rage, Alaska 99501

October 2, 1973

" Rohert W. Seims, Principal
- Swanson Sclool
"P. 0. Box 2B

Palmer, Alaska 99645

Dear E:ab:

o Ihaveput together a packet of same of the materials we handed out at
the workshop we held last spring for personnel from the districts in

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

~addition, I have copied some of the lists of materials which were -
ordered for the classes in Anchorage. Perhaps this will give you an
idea of some of the things the teachers in our program are using and
provide you with sources ard prices. ' , ' ;

" As T mentioned during your visit, we have scheduled a workshop on
October 17 = 19 with Dr. Corrine Kass from the University of Arizona.

- will be working 8irectly with the seven Anchorage ‘teachars, and I

helieve that Mrs. Bartko would find the workshop to be interesting

18, Denali School, and will last until approximately 4:30 each day..
. session especially for the principals is tentatively scheduled for
~“about 2:30 on Cctober 18. Hrs. Bartko, you, and Bruce DeMond are in-
ovited to attemd the workshop 1f you can arrange to have the time. A
. specific agenda will be sent to you as soon as ve have it ready.

I énjcyaitajkjng with yau and Bruce. Please let us know if we can be
of further assistance to you. ~

Sincerely,

Darbara C., Swart, Ph. D
- pitle VI-G Project Director
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Dr. Kass is nationally known in the field of learning disability. She

and bencficial.  The workshop will start-at 8:30 on October 17 in room

&




Title VI-G Office
Special Education -
Denali ‘Elementary School
. 148 East 9th Avenue
Anchorage, Alaska 99501

November 13, 1973

“'Mrs. Margaret Bartko

.Swanson School

. Matanuska-Susitna Borough Schaals ‘
P. 0. Box AB - ’
_Palmer, Alaska 99645

Dear Margaret;

“In aﬂswer to your note requesting informatimn abnut materials for youn

modified primary classroom, I am sending you copies of some of our

]requ;s;tians 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. Perhapa you will: find other things you can use, particularly

‘at the kindergaﬁten level, in the enc¢losed gatalags. We are also getting

‘some gnad results with game ditto materials from Fearon Publishers. Denice

“Clyne has carrglated them-with the arithmetic skills on the skills 1ist we : L
‘have develaped. They can -be-ordered -as- féllaws,f~ e b ; S

Fearon Euhlighevs
6 Davis Drive.. :
Bélmant Califarﬁia au002? . ) . -

gemaker Arithmetlé Prggram = Readinass = Part A $38.00 per,éet -

1Pacemak2§vArithmetie Program - Read;ness - Part B ; ESSQDﬂfﬁef set

Hhen ycu “finish Wlth the catalegs please return them to me hacause Idon't"
have duplicates and mlght naed them again.

,',let me know if we can be of further help to you.

Sincerely,

L

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