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FO,REWoRD

-This report represents the eleventh-year fundsAwere-made available
fo'r tWeducation of chik4er4esignated by the EleMentary and Secondary
Education Act as "educatioilally deprivee." The repOrt outlines the ef-.
forts-of the Colorado DepartMent of Education to manage these funds
economically and efficiently. It' provicIes indicatori of the impact of
these efforts on the children of lorado.

-

Oh' ,

Of par*ular intefest is the fçct that the federal funds primarily
served to imprOve the reading capabiity of stud6nts however, in
certain areas,lmatilematics ancl oral ct written conmunication-were serv
also. Only modest'expenditures were de for supportiing services and-
these were associated directly with projects in reading, mathematics and
the language arts. Stich supporting services chieflYprovided such things
as eye glasses or dental work for children from.indigent families when
such things could not be obfained elsewhere.

. Colorado has moved far this /ast year im the deve opment a school
parent advisory'councils. Although the new federal re latioris were
finalized on September 28, 3.97b, Colorado had its school councils operan
ting in all Title I districts two years previous to that date. %Our par-
ents are active in their councils and their efforts in ihb interests of
children extend far beyond the requirements of federal regulations.

I am pleased to convey to you this eleventh annual report of the
Title I program in the State of Colorado to the° people of Colorado, the
Congress of the United States and the Office of Education.

aat
Calvin 11. Frazier
Commissioner of Education
State of Colorado



ORGANI2ATION OF THE COLORADO.SCHOGL SYSTEM

The U ited Staees.,tonstitution in failing to mention edUcation

reserved these powers for the states. Each statt fn or4anizing for

these responsibilities has do e so somewhat differently. >While no
IA

claim is being made here for arsuPetior organization, Colorado has,

'along with other states, its own unique character.

Article IX-of the State Constitution provides that the general

su erviSiom of the public schools shall be vested in a Board of EdOca-

-tion Consisting of a member from eaCh congressional district. Members-,

serve without compensation,. Prevision is made for the appointment by

the, Board of Education of.a CommisSioner-of Education whose,duties are

to'be prescribed by law.

/The ConstitUtion direc s that the General ssembly establip-free

_public' schools In, the state Wherein all residents- between the ages of

six .and twenty-one years may be educated. It forbids- the provision of

Colorado public funds to private schools,,Churches or-sectarian pur,-

poses, t.permtts the GenerallAssembly to legislate compulsory educa-

-eicriJ

.The Consti ution requiret the general assembly to provide,for the

organization of school districts which must have a locally elected

Board of EduCation "Said directorsshall have control of instruction

in the.public schools of their respective districts "

Thus, while ttatutory-ProvisionSprovide state' moneit
1

schools and give the Commissioner the power to require repeat' frOM

the locaI districts, the control of instruction residet_mith the local.

:Boards of Education. The State Educational ',qency (SEA) -does not 'plan

:or implement LEA instructional programs in any phase of its activity.

6



. The SEA often aqts to stimulate ange through the ability

individuals.in the agency to persuade LENpersonnerto adop

which knOwn to rouc 4etter-resul ;However such matters, are

not accoMplished b reg6lation.

hod

Regulatory po ers of.the SEA are_ onfined to the car:0

teachers, the proc ss for provision of fUnds,.collecting neceary

reports for lbgislative i formation an the ;admint tration of pec1fic

state statu es related to education. _Control of instruction

local matter;

The administration of Title I 1n _olorade follows the saMo general-
.'

4

procedure in that,each district'a responsible for the deyelopment of
.

its own. Title 1Instructienal.program -nd the SEA adminiSters the pro-

visions of federal law and regOlations. DiAtricts 'determine their own

processes within t e scope of federal regulations.
I

Colorado;-his stablished, under he Colorado Bdf Education'

supervision, 1258TuKicelementary a d-secondary schools in -chool

1

dIstricts. 'cOmmun ty colleges and un Nersities are Aer the

dictioh of.another agencyo Elementar and Secondary Education
6

of .grades kinderga ten through'grade 2 and Trekindergarten fs

ntissible under Colorado law at the LE s option.'

There are 51 known private sch Os' in Colorado. .These schools

me made themselves known to the Colorado..DePartment ofEdUcation in

'various mayo. There are no s atutes in Colorado related.to the op-

Oration of 'private sChools or even t eir registration with the'Departiment.

PriVate kindergartens, Ore-schools a d day care centers are required AO be

licensed.and are regulated' but not by:the Department-of Echication. Rather,

this procedure is delegated to _he epartment of Social
= e



fall membership In Colorado:. schoo sduring,1.975-70.wa 568, 51

pupils; 302,092 pupjiS mere in schoO1S-Clified as'elementary; and,

266,759 pupils were,in schools classified as secondary. Pupil popula-
. ,

don-increased 0.1% from the previous:year.: These pupilt were classi,

fied as .51 American Indian, 4.15 "as Black pot aspanid .83 as Asian.

Pacific Islander 14-.49" Hispanic and 80.02 White not Hispanic.

, Total revenues for Colorado schools fa 1974-75 were $790,757,

Lodal and ceunty revenues provided $421,543.454 or 53.3 of total'

revenues*. The State of colorado provided $331;822,075 or 42.0% of the

total revenues. The federal government through 011 of its programS

provided $371392,227 or 4,7% of the.revenues, avai.lable to-t.he.schools,

The.current expense per-pupil. in average daily attendance entitlement

not including expenditures'f6r capital outlay; debt service and com-

munity services was $1,247.

Colorado presents a mosaic of various communi ies. Small isolated-

ranchfng communities dot the eastern plains region. These coMmunities

have as their life sppport an agricultural base. Many diStricits in

this region havelewer than 500 pupils. 6

The. RoCkY. Mon:tains bisect theState from north _o.sodth'at ap-

proiimately the center of-the State. Along the face of the front
,

range of- mduntains, the large urban eenters are located. The citiese
of,Fort Collins Denver, Colorado Springs Pueblo and Trinidad are

located here. Each'of them have their suburban-developments outside

of the core city. The entire front-range has.both an agricultural and

industrial orienta0on. Steel yubber-products, coal ugar, canning

arid small industrieS octupy the time of the populatio



GoVernmental enterp71se ..Mptopys large numbers of people in:such things
.41

as missile productionAt the Martin Plant. the Air,Force Finance Center,

the Air Force Academy andvmany.,Others.

The mountain area has rnayiydifferent small communities which Of-

fer in t,heir wayS of life. The San Luis Valley, which in squa-neMiles

Y

is as large,as the State of New.Jersey, has many small.communities.
,,

These are old communities dating back to the Spanish explorers in the-
.

1600's. The:valley is chieflragric itural end much of the ppOulation

is'of Spanish heritage, Other moun ain 4ommunities are creve-ted,to
a .

mining, lumber aild togr-ist industries. Whe4m-iners are employed,

certain kinds of culture and values exlst. Where the tourist industry
,

is.emphasized.fn communities such as Aspen, a iluite'different life

style is Oparent.
-7

n the watern slope of the State, the land thanes from mountains

% sb

to high plains. Agin agriculture.iS emphasized with one of the major

products being- it. Jhc major urban Center ofthe wettdrn slOpe-it

the city of Grand Junction.

Each these areas of the State 6s its ownartIcular poPulations',

in the low-income range. Each has different types of .Proble s relating
,

tO theeducAionally disadvantaged child.

-4-



STATE AD INISTRATION OF TITLE

ing hue"' Ye.r 16., the SEA allocated $14,468,186-to

-1Ocal eavcatfona a enclev. Thesepfupds were distributed and managed
1

iq teferenciajo'a'staff.plan.which focUsec1qh objectives to be achieved.

-The'folfaviirigrOVides'a description.orthe staff, a lisilhg
.s#

o the:accomPlishment of.thote 'objectives..

The feder1 government provided te CcloradoDeprtment of Educa-

t OR $179,570 to adMinister the title I program. These funds.pro-

Wed the services'of one-half time d rector three full-time consul-

tants and three part:time tonsultantsat 1.6 F.T.E.. All of these staff

members were ulIy-qua)ified as ;teachers. "Ail ossesse0 the Master's

Degree id one held a Doctorate in Education

agency wdr rang ed from tw twelve years.

members w as exemplified by skillS in ge

Management systems, 'reading instruction,
e

Experience in state

pecialization of qtaff

school administration,

early childhood education,

elementary education, secoNory education, and eValuation.

OBJECTIVE 1

THE CO ORADO DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION (CDE) WiLf: ADMINISTER
THE DISTRIBUTION OF ESEA TITLE I (P.L.89-10) FUNDS FOR THE

,PURPOSE OPIMUOVING THE EDUCATIONAL ACHIEVEMENT OF DIAD-
VANTAGEO CHILOREN-, IN COMPLIANCE WITH THE FEDERAL REGuLA-.-
TUNS PERTAINING TO SAID STATUTE; SUCH THAT THEEDUCATIONAL
ACHIEVEMENT-OF DISADVANTAGED CHILDREN-WILL BE IMPROVED-AS
MEASURED BY THE OBJECTIVES SET FORTH BY LOCAL SCHOOL DIS-
TRIM AND REPORTED IN THE ANNUAL EVALUATION REPORT TO THE
U.S. OFFICE OF EDUCATION.

Me SEA Title I staff reviewed and,approved the following during
.

the summer and fall.of 1975: 97.Part A program, 5 Part B programs,

16 SumMer programs 7 Neglected7and Oelinquent Programs 2 State'

10



Ap

an item
4

appl ca

orrec

ams .

aPproval ollovied a systemhic procedu e utilizing

eM checklist. If minor corrections were needed.in an

the.program was tentatively Approved with 9 request for

sent"-to the ?Pto1 district. If the aPplication had major

probl,'rns ncrwa's geverally:pot.approVable it was 'returned' to the Os,

tri resubm 'ssionivith a statement du liffing'its deficiencies.

Ihe osophipf the Title I staff fs'Ailat .each distriet
.

.

i- ocation anethe °staff wOrkS with the disttict p_ sonne7 unta.

e a plication is approvable.

/

/

i h in another section of this repo

OBJECTIVE 2

a

A report on the achievement of Title I c ildren will be dealt

DURING FISCAL YEAR 1976, THE SEA-EXPECTS TO ALLOCATE-
TITLE I FUNDS IN EXCESS OF $14,000,000 TO APPROXIMATE-
LY 180 LEAs. TEE SEA DIRECTOR 111,LL"DETERMINE THE
AMOUNT TO BE ALLOCATED TO EACH LEA,

The'final Part A state allocation for Colorado was $13,772,26i.

These funds we're allocated at the subcounty level after receipt of the '

amounts tp be allocated to eath county from the U S. Office of Educa-'

tion.

Subcounty al ocatlonswete made based on the,nuMbers-of children'

from . low-income families residing in each school district- within a

county 'or counties.

Allocation lists were printed and distributed to all shoo1

dist icts in Colo ado and to the U. S. Office of Education, July 25, 1975.

11

-6-



:OBJECTWE 3

'DURING FISCALNEAR'1976 THE'SEA CALCkATE.THE
PERCENTAGES OF CHILDREN et7WEEN THE AGfS. OF 5-17,;-
FROM AFDC FAMILIES,-FOR EACH CONTI' AND SCHOOL DIS-
TRICT IN COLORADO.- '

Cop es of CDE'Form 128 were mailed t all LEAs qlth a membrandut
&

. instructing them regarding the count of,AFDC Children. AmenorandLVNvLas

'Mailed to all cpunty welfare:directoys requesting their coopera n in.

making'a determination of the numbers of AFDC children residing in each

school d strict.

All AFOC.counts were reco (led by district and perCentages ca cu-
,

latdd as per federal formula. These figure i were used in the suounty

allocations.

'OBJECTIVE, 4 .

DOING FISCAL YEAR1876 -THE SEA WILL CONDUCT SIX-RE'-
.GIONAL MEEtINGS-FOR.,LECTITLE I DIRECTORS. EACH LEA:,
ISEXPECTED TO SEND'REPRSt ATIVES TO-THESE MEETINDS

4!

'Meetings were held at La Jupita, -Al rhoa; Vurang6, Yurpa, Denveyi

and Gt. And. Junetion. The meetings were of one-day .duration. Table 1

shows-the attendance at these meetings by various .)/pe of perohnel.

'The-folldwingtopics ware presented:

ESEA Title I Regidnal Meetin9s.

OvervieW of:Title I in fy 774'

. .

A.' funding ,

48. _Part I-of the, A plication

,II. Program Pianpin

II. A. Needs Assessment
B: Evaluation
C. l'art II of-the Applicaii 6

12.



III. Parent Involvement

A. Part III of the ANA kat
B. Equipment Inventory

TABLE

TITLE I REGIONAL MEETINGS A T

Grand
unct ion La Junta

Paren
lit e

.Teaehers
Title 'I
Aides

Total: 41 40 46 22 1 I 40

Grand Total Partici

OBJECTIVE

THE SEA WILL CONDUCT REGULAR MEETINGS OF A SINE
TITLE I ADVISORY COUNC,IL TO SEEK 4FORMATION,
ADVICE, COUNSEL AND SUPPORT ON ALL NiATTERS CON-
CERNING THE ADMINISTRATION AND OPERATION OF
TITLE I IN COL0RA90,

,13



'The Corrolittee of tile ,whole met -four times during Fiscal Year 1976.

'Various- sutconmittee meetings were conducted,at other tithes. Major

-recomendations made by the corronittee were:

1. k pi an. to distribute $345,601 in Pait B funds arnoung
thirteen diStricts.

13:1 an to provide spec ia l sect io s_ at tfje state parent _

involvement conference- for nifgrant education and that t e
-state. advisory counc,il 's be printed in Spanish.

A-pi an for regiOnal meetings of LEA parent council members
and one state meeting for LEA parerit council officers to
be held

A pI an for m'ore efficient oper.gion of, Parent Council s
when a bard of cooperative Services is involved.

(XXVI VE 6

THE STA.TE EDUCATIOAL AGENCY WILL MONITOR ALL LOCAL
EDLICITI ORAL AGgNCY TITLE I PRO6RAMS 011 A SYSTEMATIC
BASES A.CCCROING TO THE GUERAL MONITORING PLAN.

11 new monitoring instrument was deNeloped by the staff which encom-

passed all Ti Ile I regulations. The lntrurrient was used by moni taring

teams which e;iarrined programs in-depth in relation to regulations. The

teams were coniposed of a mixture ot state personnel and LEA Title I

personnel. Occa si one lly personnel from outs ide Ti tle I were used bUt

thi s was the excytion rather than the rul e.

A tota-17of 92 school districts had their projects monitored. These

cons -tuled 59 programs since a number of di Stricts were in cooperativeS.

State insti utuiLons for the delinquent were monitor d as well as institu-

tional prog arts Lopérated through LEAs. Part B Programs were monitored in

add iti on to Part 'A while' the team vas s

1 1
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k total of 76 persons other than ,s ate Title I perionnel Were

utilized in monitoring visitS. Most- of these perions reported that,

this was a valuable learning experience for them.

OBJEtTIVE 7

ALL TITLE I DISTRICTS IN COLDRAD WILL-BE CERTIFIED AS
COMPARABLE BY JANUARY I, 1976.

0

The SEA sent comparability forms to all LEAs before October 1%
4

Dft itts submitted their reports before October 30. These were checked

by, C E staff for completeness, accuracy', and comparability. Source data

ws xamined during monitoring visits on a "spot _chea' basis. Only two

districts had .comparability problems wllch were corrected before the tine it'

Would le neces o withhold fun4..: The deadllne of January 1 was met.

OBJECTIVE 8

GIVEN THE DATA FROM TITLE I- PROGRAMS IN COLORADO, THE
STAFF WILL PRODUCE AN EVALUATION REPORT FOR THE U. S.
OFFICE OF EDUCATION BY ,NOVEMBER 15, 1976,AND WITH THE
SAME DAIN PRODUCE A LIST OF SCHOOLS ELIGIBLE FOR NDEA
STUDEUT LOAN CANCELLATION AND NATIONAL DIRECT STUDENT
LOAN CNNCELLATION BY APRIL 15, 1976.

cause of computer problems, the evaluat on report for FY 75 was late

lye weeks. However, those problems have-now been resolved and future

oports should be timely.

The deadl-ne of April 15 for the the NDEA loan list was met.

During FY '76,the oandates of Public Law 93-380,in regard to evaluation

tegdn to have their effect. Colorado was visited by representatives-of the

Retearch ManagmentCorporation (RMC) and their plan for a uniformdata col-

lection system was presented to the SEA staff- as we 1 as conferences with

/

wsonnel in-three LEAs

A meeting regardin9 the RMC plan as held 1

4 title I Evaluation and forms: ,The reactipn

pI an, as t was presented in September, were sent

15.

-10-

_June for the State Committee

the conlittee to the RIMC

both RMC 4nd the Office



of Educatlon

I

With advice nd counsel of an'ad hoc 6Ommittee of LEA personnel

involyed in Title I evaluation the SEA initiateda new evaluation method

beginning with,Fiscal Near 197§. Reporting was initiated with Form 113-A

collected November 1,1975 and 113-B collected September 1, 1975. Both

reports relate-to fisca ear 1976 programs. A tremendous amount f-ef-
.

--_ftwt was involved in computer OrOgramming for this process.

time of program anallYsts and programwersWaS provided:withvstate money.

Key punching and computer time was been providewithout charge to.the

Title I prOgra by the School 'Finance and Data Services Unit of the SEA.

The.Title 1 Unit,in cenjunction with Data Services, developed procedures
,

togethtr. The rep _which follows is a 'culmination of that effort.

Most of the,

16



EVALUATION OF TITLE I IN COLORADO

Rationaleofth!Lprt

Certain unlerTying principles for an evaluation desi

poyedaSaresjlt ofthe discussiOns of :he Advisory ComMi
40

ation and f In summation these are:

j.
1

'LOT nfrol of the Curricaum is A herished prirog-
ati-e of the LEA.- Evaluatiom nast taeinto accpunt
local-Orfer'ences.

hvie'been em-

tee on Evalu-
,

po -ulations v,ry in their needs, solutions-to
PU pro Tems. vary ancithe evaluation report shoulk
allow\for the variability'of evaluation methods required.

ManY distr cps have adopted test instruments which they
use atcer ain intervals for district'purposes. kiMos- do'
not wi_ h tc add additional testing time to the schoo
Year, b!c-au e it subtractStime from teaching.

e

Districts,have adopted testS\whieh they feel are in cor-
resPondence Wth the school Curriculum they offer'to
Children. The use of a common, test instrument for all,
districts wo0 d be a violatiorOof,thet pi-inéiple'of local
control in that it hs tendencYte establish the objec-

, tives or outc-mes'of the curricam.

,Each distrlct has its own,procedure for reporting t st
scores. Some report grade equivalency scores, some re-
'port in stanines, others in percentiles. These differ-c?,
ences,shogld be taken in account.

The Title I evalua
late4rto the objec
program plan.

ion report should be-directly re-
ives of the local application'or

7. The Title I evaluation should have some usefulness
at the local level so that districts can compare
what they are doing individually.withthe statewide
effort.

The Title I report should be basedien actu
rather than estimates whenever posSible.

The committee came to the conslusion "-that ONO repoçting forms .would
f

be worthwhile. One form containsAescrlptive data. This form contains-

information on pupil enrollment and partVCipa ion in Title I at each grade.

17



level in publfc an private schools. It also offers the opportunity to

update the appli:ation in terms of names of actual staff members, salaries

and parent co hcil members as they are Composedin the fall. Recognition
,

should Pe ven to the limitationS of district ,data at the outset. A

school -stem is a living thing and always in a state of flux. ,Pupils

come

committees leave thecommunity. Thus, a report made today is obsolete to-

go. Teachers come and go. Parents who Were to serve on advisory

ow.- However, Form 113-A which was designed for the purpose of collecting

scriptive data faket a snapshot.of the situation as It exists in October.

ctober is the timg when all districts collect dataof the same type for

general; purposels atd state reporting.

FOrm 113-B was to be concerned with perforMance information. This is-

completed after the Title Lprogram isterminated atthe end of the grant

period. It describesaow well the. pupils tave performed ih elation to the-
,

objectives: To be able to produce a state level report,under-these clrcum-

stances several requirements are necessary for all districts.

1. Objettives-are written-in_relation to standard criteria for
writing- an objective, i.e. thercontainithe same elements.
Criteria for Writing objectivesare included in the appic-
cation instructions.

The objectivesi are written at the prpject va and arg
confined to one or two major learnuol areas,fer each project.

t is possible totave. Objectives which are mot necessarily:_
measured by standardized Osts.,

% /

If standardized tests are to 00 used as measures, data is
.

-collecle'd,and improved,ordecreased pupil performance deriibc-
strated. m



To prepare a statewide report, it is necessary to classify
objectives as to type throughout the state. To do this a
coding system adapted frdm Standard Termiliology for Curricu-
lum and Instruction in Lbcal and State Sthool S stems Hand-
boo I 0E-23052 is used. Only main headings and thp first
Six digits are uSed for coding- Thus, a reading objective
would be coded 05 01 01. The report contains data on the
extent to which an objective was aclieved. The state report
contains data on the extent-o 'Nhich colordda sEhools achieved
their Title I objective4 in area's such as reading-

6. The report accounts foruassing7itaand performance is
measured in terms df the popti14tion receiving the full treat-,
ment. Pupils.who moved from tile cbrrmunity in midterm or
whose parents requested that,tbey be removed from the program,
or who entered so late that the staff did not have ad/equate.
time to work with them and wou1d hot receive the full treat-
ment, cannot l*counted in detOrrniningthe effectiveness of
the Title I program. However, they are counted as pupils'
who received some of the services.
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IV. EVALUATION PROCEDURES

. Descriptive Information

For.eachs program forwhich a grerit of funds was made, an application
.

was required and subsequentlyz report on 113A and 11343.- The following
,

,diSplays the sources_ of data'Which are included in the systerc.-

Regular men)

SUmmer Term

Pa A 'Part V Part C.

c-

Neslected Delin uen

.ip

. ,

n II HI

Each program has been assigned'a permanent code number. The number
.

used iS kno-wm as the EL SEGIS'number wtriCh is usually-utilized by the Of-

-rice of Education (0.E'.) in compiling its own reports on various.programs.

In addition to the EL SEGIS number, the SEAhas utilized its own

list of codes- for Colorado.distritts,%counties and school buildings; Thus,

,for each number, reports were generated at the local level in relationto.

Part A, Part 13, etc.

F

These reportS. were pre-edited at the SEA Title I Office to eliminate
-

as many errorS as posiible.- The reports were subsequently editediy the,
,

-

computeranderrors thus discovered were printed out and corre'fted. In

this manner, human error Was ke tfo a minimum.

The computer prograni-for 113-A' was a straightforward summariza-

tion process utilizing Mark'IV computer language. The reports included

statewide-data as follows:

1. General stateWide school istrict.data.
v2. Low-income. concentration A
3, Title I partfdipants by grade di trict size.
4. Private school Participants.
S. 'Percentage distributions of pupils.

.Ethnic groupdiStributions.
7. Handicapped pupil distributions.

-1
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Distributions of pupils by type's of -bjectives grade
and percent.
Rill-time equivalents of Title I staff by district size.

10. Salaries of Title I personnel by teachers, aides and
other by district size by-peccent,

11. VolUnteers in Title I Programs.

Performance_ nformation

Fom11341 is relaticito the accomplfshment of loCall developed

Objectives and includes achievement test data.

Districts were enCouraged to write a few objectives (at ma$

for each project their p;rogram. In the fall they submitted a report

(within 113-B) for each Objective approved in the application. This vas

-a one-page report which required a statement of the objective, a classi-

fication code Rumber,for the objective, an enrollment report on pupils

seeldrig. to achieve the objective and numbers of pupils who met the ob-

jecti've or'clid not meet it. Classification codes of objectives used in

this report and a descriptor for each classification is included in ap-

-0endix A of this report. Each objective stated that some percent of

thepopulation of'students in Title I would meet a locally established

.criterion of performance during the time period of the project. Jhere-

fore,. if 400 pupils were present for the pre-test and post-test and the o

;Jective stated tl%t BOof that population- would gain one year from pre-

test to post-test, then 320 pupils gaining one year would be needed to

consider the objective as having beep met. A five percent variation

,plus or minus\wasiallowed to consider objectives met in the State report.

d for all:

objectives in a classification, e. g., reading, as a nUmber need-d for

the entire State and whether or not the State as a whole met the standards..

established by the LEAs,_

N
It was also possible to accumulate the.mumbers of pupils rL

2 1
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If objec ives were not _ect at the LEA, opinions were solicited

f6m program directors as to the cause. Information on the types of

activities was collect d and related to meeting or n t meeting objec-

tives. These data ar0 not available at this time clueto the need for

further computer Programming,.

Achievement te.st data,- where it was appropria e to an objective,

was collected. Program directors had the option of reporting sucb in-

formation by percentiles-, stanines or grade equi-Valendy scdres This

was necessary because of the.variation in the metbodS used by school

districts to report achievement in their own evaluation-offices. There-

Ore, this report utilizes three forms of presenting data. Each form

'ii-apresents a differentsub-population of pupils within any given category,

Such as reading.

Pupils who are-notTerforming as well as most-other pupils in any

area are different in the degree tci'which they may be "behind" the others.

SoMe may be one year below:grade level; others may be one and one-half

years below grade level, etc. To.write an, objective to bring all pupils

evellwould be to impose a requirement on pupils, who are al-

ready behi d, to achieve at a faster rate than those pupils who are at

-and above-grade level. Therefore, it was Assumed in the analysis of

achievement data that if Title I youngste-rs made one year of progreis dur-

ing the school year that they would be doing very well. For example, a

fif h grader who scores at 2.0 en the pre-tetand 3.0 on' the post-tett

hat gained 1.0 where his previous rate of gaiW per year was only .4.

When reporting by grade equivalency scores dn-ex ected score was calcu-

lated by adding 1,0 to the pretest. Expected scores for stanines and

percentiles were creat. d by assuming dn identical distribution of scores

a2,4722,0r
ft_



on the post-test as on the p e he.pre-test distribUticin being

the expected scores.

'FreqUency'iables'were created for LEA reports and the numbers of

pupils falling within each grade equivalentan'ne and decile range

were rooted..
\ ,

These data weee.subsequently,totaled- by lg. ade and grouped into the

a

.: categories of pre-schdol, grades 1-2-3, 4:5-6, 7-8-9, 10-11-12.

With the above grouidngs avail ble, expected-And-observed-scores

(pretest +1.and post-test) were utilized to determine significant dif-

ferences'by utilizing the Kolmogorov-Smirnov one sample test and the

Chi Square.

If no stgnificant diffettrice wasobserVed on either measure, it -was

interpreted,that the expected va_ue of one year had been.achieve. If a

significant:difference in a positive direction occurred, it:was interpre-

ted to4an that within the popuTAtipn of pupils greater than one year of

grokh was attained by the pupils;

Both achievement data and data on objectives is'reported in the

following categories where activity has taken place in'a category:

Part_A,-B C,J)plinguent, Neglrected

COGNITIVE OBJECTIVES
Reading-

.

Mathematfcs
General-Academic
Other Cognitive

AFFECTIVE OBJECTIVES
General Attitudes
Attitudes toward,subject matter

, Attitudes toward other persons
PSYCHOMOTOR OBJECTIVES
ENV;RONMENTAL OBJECTIVES

23
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The tables

Descriptive in-

V. EVALUATION REPORT

..41Owing this page are, presented in two seet*ons A.

mation, and- B. Performance Information. Theie tables

show the aggreg fion of Common data across Title I school districts an&

display the inf 64i'regarding how Colorado conducted itself as a-

State in regardvto Title I.

.IV-A provides general information regarding enrollments, staffing,

etc .as it existed in each prograM in October 1975. In addition, it

shows the number of pupils seeking to achieve certain types of objectives',

in October of 1975 These objectives were classified by.!.EA directors

in their reportS. Descripto for each objective area in the main came

from Handbook VI. tVcriptors --he areas contained in this repo t are

-provided in Appendix A.

-IV-Ff provides information on the achievement of objectives a- rer
ported in September of-i976. The same descriptors of objectives used in

IV-A applY. Fr the sake of brevity, all languaga,arts, math, and read-

ing objectives were merged into those categories, e.g., spelling was

grouped with other language arts. Duplicated counts are used in the de-'

termination of achievement of objectives, e.g., a project may have No
,

reading bjectioes for the same group of pupils each with a different

puality of performance. Thus pupils are counted twice, which is not

the important matter, rather it is important that out of a given number-

of pupils a certain number met the objective.



Finallyb data was collected on-specialized supplementary services

ffered to pupils and dissemination activities of the LEAs. These ite s

--are reported in the tables following the,achievementiata.=

_

.Promisingl3rOjects

ProjectS.'worthy of dissemination were named:as stkh based on two

criteria:

.- The program must have beep determined in substantial,

compliance with Title I regulations by the monitoring

team and further validatedAy a secorid visit from an

SEA,team member during the current fiscal year. ('76).

AchieVementdata must be such that an indication of

'..worthwhile development among Title I pupils was- p sent.

These,projects are reporfed in Section VI.

*
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TABLE I

GENERAL INFO:RMATION

HOMber
And' Sedondar

l'etainta
-1S 1268

Niimber Of KnoWn,A
ondar SchooElemen a and. e S.

231

TOTAL 1469

Number, 0 PUbl,to and ,Koovri
Non-publ' t.Schoplsyln '-0,olo-Tado:-

-.Elementary .

jun46T:fli gh

9,_or mo-te gr des .above
IttilAergarten (K)
Unclatsified

869-

288
183

119
10

OTAL 1469

Highest Number -an& Percent
of Students from LewIncome

F"ines
- i

Lowett Number ',and-Perdent;
/ , . .,

Of 'Student's from Lewtt,income-.
Families- in an Sdheol \.'-

NuMber of S hocils in -State
Receivin Title I Assistanc 675.

Number of .Districts with
Inde endent Tftle I Pr'o rams

Number of ,Programs with more
than Onp.'Cooperating District

271



TABLE II
NUMBER OPPUBLIC TITLE I TARGET
SCHOOLS IN COLORADO PARTICIPATING

. IN THE VARIOUS CATEGORIES .

OF THE ACT

Part A. art B- Neglected Delinquent

Elementary 462

Junior High 136

Senior High 88

9 or more
grades'above.K 16

Unclassified ,8

Topal 7 0

1

3

0

NoN-PuBLip SCHOOLS

Part A Part II Neglected-. Delinquent

Elementary

Junior High

Senior High

9 or more
grades above K

UnclaSsified

Total

27

1.,

0

0

28

-23-



TABLE III

_

TARGET AREAS AND PARTICIPANTS
IN COLORADO

Number of Resident Ch ldren
in Title I Target Areas 238,575

'umber o Pup $ Enro e
,

Public Target Area Schools 2 1,125

Numher of Publ o School Pupils
,

Participating In Title I Progra s 33,692
14.1% of residents
14%6% of enrollments

Estimated Namber of Partici-
pating Pupils from Low-Income
Families

177945
of participants

Nurqber of Private School Pupils
Receiving Services at Public
Schools

35
.73% of Private School 'resipents

os

Number o
,

Private School Pupils
Residing in Eligible Attendance
Areas 4,804

Number of Private School Pupils
Participating at Private Schools 1:022.'

..

23.7% o Non-Public
residen s

29
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'TABU fv

TITI1 1
N.

DM OP PARTICIPATING MCC DOM PIPES

BY GRADE AND DISTRICT SHE

197546

fist. Size on_ 1. ort. _ADD. 6000. OVP2

24999 24999 COOPS

PRE K

KNDR

GRADE 1

GRADE

GRADE 3

12

10

'MA
of

MAL

27., j4 143 574

40 9

39 86 4

GRAN 4 4_0 106

52GRADES

GRADE

GRADE 7

GRADE 8

GRADE 9

GRADE 10

GRAD 11

GRADE 12

60

112

0

14

"1359'

831 51.1..11.19L

751

771

6 2

6

31



PREK

KNDR

GRADE 1

GRADE 2

GRADE

GRADE T4

GRADE

GRADE 6

GRADE

GRADE 8

9

GRADE 10

GRAD8 iI

GRADE 12

TITLE j

DI STRI MITI ON OF P iiBL I C SCHOOL PUP I L S
THROUGHOUT ME GRADE§ A'S A P ERCENT TO TOTAL PARTICI P S
( UNDUPL I CATED COUNT) 1974 -75

NX-CeXwC

AC

-xt:ag

32

2 6.-

9



TABLE VI

f

NOOER AND PERCENT 0 PUPliS SERVED IN TITLE I PROGRAMS

BY ETHNIC GROUP AND'DISTRICT SIZE

FOR SCHOOL YEAR 1975-76

DISTRICT .5,17E 'OR TYPE 300- 600- 1200- 60000 OVER COOS TOTAL

299 599 1199 5999 ,24999 124999

AMERICAN INDIAN NBR U 33 245 268

3Q3 1410 3 2

.4 3 6 3,3

ASIAN AMERICAN N R

23 76 17 6R

.3 .3. 43 I

1:1

21,4 ,3 .63

66 42 68

15'

7765771r1TI7IT
42.2 39.4 39,5

982 3;594 17.947

3i.7 593. 51,7

PANI-SH SURNAMED. NBR 19

29.

25 50

12 .3

250. "639 ioiW
25.3 366 '37,2 41,8

L THER NBR 48 444, 0631

10 I 10,7 48,9 58,7" 54 I

T7AL NBR, 398 987 1,746 8i361 8,557 8,596. 6061 34 706

'1,1 2,8 5 0 24,1 24;7. 2f,,8 13.5'

*includes rIvate school.puplls
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TABLE VI1

NUMBER AND. PERCENT OF, HANDICAPPED' PUPILS 'PROVIDED SERVICES .

THROUGH' TITa I BY DISTRICT SIZE & HANDIW TYPE

FOR SCHOOL YEAR 1975-7(]

'DISTRICT S1ZLOR TOE 300- 600- 1200- . 6000- OVER COOPS T TAL

99 599 I9 1999 24999 24999

PHYS AL

VISUAL NBR

HEARING NBR

'$

NBR

SPEECH NBR

3 7 I fr4 30 54

0 .5 1 2' ,5 .0 4.1 1.9

210 3 2 4 2 2 5

2 18 24

2 0 5'2 3.7 2.4 0

1 I 14 56 90 322

10,8 8,1 25.6 11.9, 39.9

53 115

7 2' 7 4 1

34 95

4.6 3,4

LIMITED INTEL-

LECRAL FUNC- NBR

T1ONING

172 '665

23 4 J3,8

41 51 28 156 45 193 514

4 '2 29 20 7 5 26 18 4

EMOTIONAL, PER-

CEPTUAL, COM-

MUNICATIVE, NBR 43 91 119 449 392

'COMBINED $ 422 5 2.6 5413 59.5 48.6

252 1,346

34 3 48.3

TOTAL NBR 102 17

3,7 6

219 754 807

7.9 27 0 26.9

734 2 789

26.3



GRADE

NUMBER OF PUPILS SEEKING TO

ACHIEVE A'GENERAL OBJECTIVE

CLASSIFIED AS

READING

OISTRICI SIZE OR TYPE

1- 300q , 60 1200 6000. Over

299 599 1l9 5999 24999 24999

27 61

2 40 90 145 801

38 76 , 113 850

11 41 91

5 47 106 ,10i 81

54, 105

81

116 17

603 413.:51L10_2.

10005 ...41:EutLitzli_ JILL

954 s:.5(1_11L11

Grade lercent

Total f Total

37

61 480 616

7 4 457 58 _482 9AL

786 836

98

97 109

9 15 51 40 f708 389

10 _27 41 45 317 140 2,14,5=3i......4L245....LIL

11 5 14 -. L:41_,
12 43 12

TOTAL: 413 866 1,025 7;124 7 004 7 911 5 294 29,637
100%

38
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GRADE

NUMBER OF PUPILS SEEKING TO

ACHIEVE A GENERAL OgJECTIVE

CLASSIFIED AS

MATHEMATICS

DISTRICT SIZE OR TYPE

300- 600-', 1 20(k ,6000r Over Grade Perceilt

299 599 1199 5999 99 24999 Coos Total of Total

PRE

0

4 11 1 10 54 34 13/ 1.21

10 6 2a 122 704 60 if Oa___Ld

7 12 58 231 54 70'6. 121 AA'

6 13 6 311 7 331 1 5 895

21, 53 \ 357

. 16 44 52 379 114 224 110

91_..LgLLzL2,jii7 .12 28 29 211

14 201 32 761...._L6_L_L2Z4 1_121

-1)1_,35_____:25"____5AL

123 249 478 21256 704 7 168 11071 121040



ORAL AND WRITTEN COMMUNICATION



GRADE

NUMBER OF PUPILS SEEKING TO'

ACHIEVE A GENERAL OBJECTIVE

CLASSIFIED AS

ENGLISH, LANGUAGE ARTS

DISTRICT SIZE OR TYPE

1- 300- 500- 1200- 6000- 6er , Grade Percent

299' 599 1199 5999 24999 24999 COOI Total of Total

90 56 412 1 2 690 10,5

,25 159 496 55 '752 11.5

29 596 54 789

6 102, 500 80 93 781 11,

5

12.0

2 128 365 28 59 5 4

5 137 231 31' 404

152 192 56 409

11 154 165 4 372 5,7

15 170 27 110 37 i5 9

140 j3- ,105 41 30'5

21 237 10 67 13 348 5,3

7

6.2

43

5.5

4.6

10
.17 246 29 3 295

18 60 159 2. 239

15 33 192
I 241

:I

TOTAL:

4,5

.6

317

,169 10708 23111 1 753 617 60568 1004



GRADE

KNOR

2

NUMBER OF PUPILS SEEKING TO

AOIEVE A GENERAL OBJECTIVE

CLASSIFIED AS.

COMPOSITION

DI TRICT SIZE OR TYPE

1- 300-, '600- 1200- 6000- Over Grade Percent

299 '599 11.99 .512.4.221.22.

1215

25 25 4.0

30 30

30 30

4.8

4.8

5
24 24 Lt3A

9

10

11

12

TOTAL:

45

220

58

74

63

415

18 18 2.9

15 15 2.4

1220

58

35

9.3

74 11.8

63 1U

212 647 100Z

t

46
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GRADE

NUMBEgr OF PUPILS SEEKIliG TO

ACHIEVE A GENERAHOJECTIVE

CLASSIFIED AS

HANDWRITING

DISTRICT SIZE, OR TYPE

1- 300- to- 1200- , 6000- Over Grade Percent

299 599 1199 5999 241999 2490 Coo Total of Total

PPE K_ _

KDDR

1 213

132

113

79

80

A 23

213 33.3

132 20.6

113 17 7

79 12.3

80 .r1,?.5

23 3.6

9

10

11

12

TOTAL: 640 640 100%

1



tti hi' VI A Id PAI 01; )11,1

CLASSO1L0 A

G ADE

KNDR

PEEN

DISTRICT SIZE OR TYPE

1- 300- 600- 120.0- 6000- ovei Coop Grade Percent

299 WI 1199 5999 24999 24999 Total al Total

9

6

2 39

37

36

42

48

3

10

10 , 3.5

44 15.3

41 14.3

45 15 7

.13.6

52 '18.1

51 11.8

12

TOTAL 33

1 .3

.0

,

287
100%

50



11,

51

0,,RADE

piE K

1

NUMBER OF PUPILS SEEKING TO

ACHIEVE A GENERAL OBJECTIVE

CLASSIFIED AS

STOP SKILLS

. DISTRICT SIZE OR TYPE

1- 300- ',600-: 1200. 6000- Over Grade Percent

299 599 1199 5999 24999 24995 o Total of 'total

4 4
9.2

4t 41' 9.0

2 28.

25 5

19 19: e, LL4.1

4.6

15 75 90 19,7

9

d

1

TOTAL: 210 248 485

#

ION



NUNOV

IICHIEVt4 ORM

'tLA5srP01)

Att 54[0 tAt4uil'ikP1 5 Egrr EADIN

In5litIc1' Sig WI

1- ,100, .6OO. uoo. Ag. over Grade Perent
9 599 A11S I Z99 24995 Co Total ,of Total

10.4

8. 5 86 .103 63



GRADE

'NURSE OF PUPILS SEEKI G TO

ACIHEVE A GENERAL MUIR

I CLASSIFIED AS

OTHER LANGOAGE SKILLS

pISTRICT S'IZE OR TYPE

1- 300- 600- 1200- 6000- over Cool!) Credo Perebet
299 599 1199 5999 24999 ,24999! _Total of Total

40 40

32 2

48, 1.8

10

11

12

TOTAL 6 95 ,944 ,640 100%



NUMBER 'OF Pols SEEKING io

ACHIEVE A GENERAL oBJECTDE

Cuissinro AS

SPEECR

DISTRICT SIZE OR TYPE

GRADE

1- 300- '600- : 1200- 6000- Over Grade Percent
299 599 1199 5999 24999 24999 oo Total of Total

54 54 10.9

46 H
46 , 9.

31 31 6.3

442

10 )0 2.0

12
. 12

12

TOTAL:

2

495

2

495

58



GRADE

NUMBER OF PUPILS SEEKING TO

LISTENING

ACHIEVE A GENERAL OBJECTIVE

CLASSIFIED AS

DISTRICT SIZE OR TYPE

1- 300- 600- 1200- 6000- over" Coop Grade percent

299 599 1199 5999 24999 24999 Total of Total



UMBER OF PUPILPEEKING TO

ACHIEVE A GENERA' OBJECTIVE

CLASSIFIED AS

VOICE AND DICTION

DISTRICT 4rZ, OR TYPE,
1- 300- 600- 12n- '..ever Coop Grade ,Percent
.199 599 1199 5999 2,11999 . 24919 Total of,Totz

11'
, 11 .8,3



NUMBER OF POPIBIEEKING TO

ACHIEVE A' UNEPAL OBJECTIVE

CPSSIFIED AS

LAN6UAt05140P4EN1

filSTRI'a SIZE, 0

GRADE

1. 300- '600- 1200- 6000- Over Oe'ade Percent'

299 599 1'199 '5999 24999 .24999 Coo Total .of Total



GRApE

14 3000

299 5 9

FRE

UDR

liuNgIirkPILSIEEKINGI

MOE 'GENE1K.' OBJECTIY

COSSInp..A5..
.

Es1011S1-1 ORAL 'LANGUAR .0EVEL0P1ENT, .

liSTRICT SIZE,.01T,YPE,

'600. 1200.

1199 5999'

52

24

4

'6000- Ovei' rade. Pgrcgot.

24999 24999 C oi Total of Total

56 2.9

133 42, 25 225 11.8

a $14

17 34 197 131, 39 4 8, 22:9

31 169 90 ,41 33

24 ,133

10

12

TO'TAL:

FY

9

285 15.0

10:7

29 135 11;1

87 4 ,27 129 '6.8

.44 18 70

.1 013 37

15 46 2.4

'.265, 1,902 10,0%



1ER oF F11P11$ s[Ele,111 10

41irtv( A OW iltitIcINE
CUSS1f1p

BILINGJAL IV% D5t 10 P1E1ir

isrncI SZ OP rg

1- 3D Si 120% RC% har
99 1 199 599 249 9 24999

Grade Percent

itOtai of Total

09
:36.9

78 2,9..1

114

5.2

9.0

3,0

3.4

11

61



'GENERAL, ACADEMIC I rip ROV EMENT

6 9

-47



GRADE

PRE K

fiUMSER OF PUPIIIS:SEEKING,q0

.ACHItVE

A GENIAL OBJECTIVE'

CLASSIF AS

GENERAL ACAUMIC IMPROVEMENT

DISTRICT SIZE OR-TYPE

1- 300- 600. 1200- 600- Over Grade Percent

299 599 1199 5999 24999_: 24999 _Coçp ,Total of Total

. 2
3 23

27 27 4,4

3.8

7

61 73 11.9

7 39 76 1 4

40 40 .5

70



EARLY CHILDHOOD EDUCATION

72

-49-



GRADE'

NUMBER OF PUPILS SEEKING TO

ACHIEVE A GENERAL OBJECTIVE

CLASSIFIED AS

EARLY CHILDHOOD EDUCATION PREPRIMAW(LEVEL

DIStRICT SIZE OR TYPE

1 30,0- '600- 1200- 6000- Over Grade Percent

299. 599'" 1199 59.99 24999 24999 Copp_ _Total of Total.

90 57 147 100

1

73

2

5

6

10

12

TOTAL 90 57 10G

74



HANDICAPPED 'puPrIS-\-.



GRADE

PRE K

KNEiR

NUMBER OF PUPILS SEEKING 70

ACHIEVE A GENERAL OBJECTIVE

CLASSIRED AS

DIFFERENTIALIZEO CURRICULUM FOR HANDICAPPED PUPILS

DISTRICT SIZE OR TYPE

, 1 300- ON 120-,: 6000 Over Grade Prcent'

.1 599 -,1199 5999 24999 24999 : Coo Total of Total

9

26 28

32 34 9.1

15

3 6 hL6 ;

24 .100 250 25 100,1,

77



NUM3ER OF PUPILS SEKING TO ,

ACHIEVE ,A GENERAL ONECTIVE

'CIASSIFIE A$

7 '

CONMUNIATION SKILLS (AMICAPPED)

:GRADE ,OISTRICT SIZE OR TIE

300;-. 600- 1200- 6000: 'Over , Grade

299 599 _1199 5999 24999 24999 oo Total

-

;Lel

Percent

of Total

75 197 14.8

59 183

1

6

9

1 I

165

30 30

30

2,3

ri



a! ...

OMBgkOPUP,ILS-EEX.INq TO

AqH1EVPAENER.A. OBJECTIVE.

**ASSri.1.41S ,4,0rit



MBER OF'PUPICSiSEEKI 61TO

'ACHIEVE A GENERAL OBJECTiVE

CLASSIFIED.A$

SPLLS

-' GRADE. DISTRI.CT SIZE 0,R TYPE

.600- 31, 1200., .6000. 0Y,',

9 599 '119 '5999 24 99 24:

_

-4-



:

qd

NUMBER OF PUPILS SEEKING TO

ACHIEVE A GENERAL OBJECTIVE

CLASSIFIED AS

PERCEPTUAL SKILLS

DISTRICT SIZE,OR TYRE

,

E K 50 7 5

9 89 12 -160

11.7i 156 12.3,

24



AFFECTIVE PSYCHMOTOR .410 EMIR.Ot 1ENTALA LIE 7IyES



AFFECT1 tpoJoTtyEs

V.M6ER AØ PERCEWI OF PUJL X :GkADE

Feeftng BIiefs Q1VIS:
.,, Regard]

IONT 1\1 LANGUAGE ARTS MATHEMATIc

Number

169 10 7

218

158



POW By GRAD J1TTITUDES REGAR01N

Number

.CONFIDENDE IN

SELF OWN'ABILITY. REtOtill EFULNESS SELF-E TEEM OTHERS

P rc nt Percelit Number'

l'Eng

_o_LjgzeL

0 .0

27 17.2

37 23.6

0' 19.

835 100. 1097 [UO 424 HO :927 10010 10 .0



NUMBER AND PERCENT

OF PUPILS SEEKING TO APIEVE

AN O84C1IVE CLASSIFIED A,''

PSYCHOMOTOR AND 6tInmmdit

ENV R 'PAL

GRADE, U BER PERC N MBER PER E

20 4.0 38 12 2

41

43 3.5

2 6.4 10 6"



,5D13P0RT ,SERVICEj,j1
Pu un i 584, o

7

fib Sces

Testi n 34 650

Socia 694.

Medical Treatmen 62

Dental Treatment 065

E e Treatment or Correction 897

Foot1 Services

-9 8

1 68'

147

c al Services for Handica ed P-

0 he P 5erviCe's:

ISUMINAT

a Articles i3ubl shed

.11'Y4jIAllgInasfA_

Tel 6Vi sisELAREp_grancas.

480

1

2 27-9

8 '659

:1 334

10 312

7

Number 1SAes Of NewsletfOrS Published

Mimeo:TILpalrd Materials
k

eetin s -for General Publ ic

Number of. ParentS Visi
,42

Rooms



fULL T 4E EQUIVAIJNTS. AUD SALARI

VOCUNTEERS,
'r

PAID-TO TITLE PERSONNEL



District Size

, or TYPe

'.1A. SALAMI

k 0.'411 TIM I*'

PtItS0E74, ,

1499 300'599 60 1199 1200-5999

Total Salaries

Paid by local

an'd title I

Funds
174,140 346,700 416 300 2 344 99

Total Salaries

Paid by Title

1.0226,IN 201 366 3 474 2,015,662

Average Salaries

Per rttie

F.T.E. From

Title_I Panda
$4,661 $5,836 $6,010

Percent of

Wales of 'All

Personnel Paid .

i Title
A 66 58i.% 774 80.0

6 0

81 781 4,496,571

3 021,986

,

738 163

i 312,755 1,365,47

2 797 962

1,3 5,51

$7, 41

91

7

*Includes Tea ers, Aid s and other Personnel

.1 95.91 78 6Z



Diutticto4,4.

y ot Type
, 00-,1199

Title
.

21,0

To41 Salary

Paid by Local

And Title

Funds
$141,344 $286,40Z

Totalialary

Paid By Title
'S 97,302

I `Onl

Average Salary

Ferlitle 1

47.E. Froia 4

Title I Fuads

Percent of Tbtal

eacher Salary

Paid by Title

S155 62,5

95:0% 91i.1:

*FLO, Tine Equivalent



DISTRICT

ize or T

.10T-ii AND AlallitIESYAID.TOIMit,l'HAillS

1-299 00-599 600-11 9 1200-5999 6000 491

.(Yvt1P,,

COOPS

F.T.E

TITLE I

Total Salary

Paid By Local

and Tikle

Funds

7.4 13.4 26.0

jT -J--

Total Sqlary

Pa,id bilitle I

r11

/145 ,135.2 a1,9. 5, 94, 144.8

$24,842 $59,106 $9 951 $529,247 $431 201 147,084 $301,353

17 012 $44,541 07,996 $497502 $412 546 66.

Avkagp S'alary .

Per Title I F TE
' $ 2 298 $ 3,323 $ 2,999..

From Titl- r4nd '

3 34 $ 3051 3,047 1,051 1113

Percent of Total

Aides Salary Pai&

By Title I
83.0: 94.0% 95.7% ,51 96 d 91.8Z

*Full Time Equivalent



101

District Size

or Type 1299 300-599

Tiile I 5 .

Tot;1 Salary

Paid by Local

and Title I

hogs .
11;p070 $ 1 200

Total Way,

Paid by Title I

Only $ 1,190 $ 1,200

Average Salary

Per IWO

F.T.E, From
$ 3600 $12,UQO

Percent of

.Salary of Otilar.t

PersOnnel Paid) 12.7% 100%,

F.T,E. AND SALAR1E$

PAID TO *OMR

TITLE,I PERSONNEL

600-ii99

t' 6000.

1200-599! 24909

Over

24999 Com Total

32.5 46.8 141.0 47.8 172.3

$502,54 $612,793 $618,487 $256,650 $ 076 64

419,956

$ 5,510

471,129 $503,160

8 j42 $ 10,751

54.0% 2.1%

546,270 80,434

0

1682

88 3%

*Includes Salaries of Title I Program Directors,

coordinator's, Supervisors and other Supportive Services.

$l,423,93

'8)4

68.6% .



NUMDER OF VOLUNTEERS ASSIGNED fT,
r .

T TLE144ROGRANS,:

Parent's

Other Milts.

Youth

606

165

222

Total 1 013



PARENT COUNC L REPORT

4



-'COLPRADO PARENTCOUNCL.:,,
-Report for 1976,

mber'hi Nft95

Number of District Advisor Council Membe 997

Nunitier o'f fkOvisory Council Members at
C -_ _ive Level

'159

Numter of Target Soho 1 Adviso y C uncfl'
Members

',1269

-Colorado experienced a growth iA numbers parents p rtic pating mm

Title 1 Counsils by approximately 38%. Greater growth might have been

oUntered had it not Leen for the fact that prIor to new federal laws

ofarld ing school level councils many Colorado school districts had pre

ly organized school councils. The following tables indicate the types

1act1ities and degree'of participation'in them by Colorado Parent Al'

visry Councils.

'.Meetin s N.9

Number of Meetin s at Disir

Nuinber of Meetin 's at Ceo-er

inber of Meetings at Target School Level 839



Procedures U sed fa r Orientation-and Train incl
.f Parent Gouni1 Merth6rshi

.
. , *Percerlt f Pr r ms-

PROCEDURES Res od1 N .

,

Di gseminati on of Gen eral p12)

, ui stri bu ti o n itlf_ _LI e 11 11 e r_.:_________:______.3

!

i

.

_2L1

. .

Distributieinof " -1-cati"le gv.R1L6c r Etc' 1-1--"F-

. .
.,

,

Orientation Paeket Py-oVided
. .

kipi isly.Pa i-_-:E_It Coord inatcoa . . .,.

77ZObserve Classrooms
. . =

a f Member Visits . ,

Pit Meetin ;

Stf -

Presentati ons 0 n if tie i S %
. =

Films or Video Tes flown
. ... =,

Outide 5seaker 47%

. ular Parent Inserv ice: . I .

Z.

2:In5truction in Eva1u tior * 7

c t i on ilineJ213.1°.Y-,"' In " ° ll , tc 7.11251111
,

- Instruction in 1:_eadet-- shi Sk il -Is

wPe rcent of Reporting ProPalas Iridicat ing theyhad
Util i zed such a Proc-edur

=

PAt I nvo I veu1ert in Pro ram PI annit
of ProdraniT

md illij 1'1.82,

- Percent
PLANNING ACTIVITY Res.

..,

Att end Pi annin Meet 77 n s

Rev iew h rid i ove Fi nalafj_94f-201.ica ti 7n

_96%

%,.
.

Fje_LLATilisplip=r_Lind yLs_j on s

ProNi de General In- irt .-,)----,----7,----. 93%

her , 14%

-70 -
I CR;



,

PA.C.JNVOLVEi1ErIT I P °GRAM OPERATION

,

.Percent f Programs
"lt --,- Res.ondin =95

on of Classrooms 79

vteeri n 'as Aides 9

rMetings 9

al Proarams or Events.

!J_Ii2a_Irgut on Proerani Details

Titl e -ICoriThrerce

rrin with Title I Teachtrs

_

9

Vs s 29%

11%

P.A.0 INVOLVEMENT IN EVALUATION \

,

Percent ol Pirograms
il_f_s_4251jfilpLaL___

14%t fnPresa'inn Evaluation e

vi. nd A..rove Evalua '_n Re.orts

th General Feedback E131

Pro ram 79%

u stionnaire or Check-Sheet 44%

gja-gg-11120_1112.L.-1-9- 53%

7

107

-71-



FUNDS BUD6ETED FORPAC EXPENDITtJREBY LEAS
cent o Programs

S42ry for Panent Coordina g

Lit lea e-Ex.enses

28%

66%

I1etifli Costs 64%

Conirnuni cation Priritinc Mai1ing 5

, 24%

_o Funds- hdgeted 6

ank Order ,i Items Receiving

a k 1 = M Att n i

Attention a P.A. C. rL?et:1nIs ;.

n Ran = I.tst A t trflt 'on

Pros ri 0 I. i-n

1 2

, _17 4"'

P ram Plannin 28 31 6 21

o rim Bud in 5

_36

q 7 47

o am Elialua t tn 7 13

Ueeds Ac; ;ni'tmt. 24 10 '

108

72-



Jttendance- at=State Sponsored-Parent.
nvolvement Conference i 1-2, 197:

Number Attending

Parents

ors/Coordinators

76 School District, Cooperative Program,
, 2 Other State-s (Texas, South Dakota)
1- Foreign Country (Au5tra1ja)

109

-73



EVALUATION:

,

. xcellent Good Adequate Fjjr Poor
Did the Conference\_ \

,

N NI% N % N'

Accorn1ish s Ob. c ve =174 $8,39: '68 129 22 13 1O- , 6 3'

%

caitt ad
'

N % % N %, -N

64 13 !8 , 7 4,- 2the C,onference-worthwhi 1e 1i 7a8314





PERFONANCE INFWMATIOA

TwO typ f information de contained in is section.

test data.

f objectives-and (2) the abalysi,s of 'availab e standardized

The.accomplishneftt bbjeCtives- pages art organind on the,basis-
,,

. ,

the fact-that each program-tlassified its- objecttves with code 'ndmbers

to indicate,whether the:objective was reading language ails,or any

number. Of other a%;ailable lassificationse:
,

A

Ite8A-F deal with the--in.and nut characteritics of p1Jpll enrol me'n
a&

-ing the course of a year.
4

PoWations are not stable and t:can..ne

be said with any'precision that ex-actly XOnumber of p-upils we 6 served,

_

But we cah e amine the:transient natdre bf population and we can account'
,

flot4 the maason that when we.reportL1500'pupits in program, werepQrtjésults

Mas an example.
s.

6
Items G7I repdrt the numbers of.. pupils-wemay Eount-fo '6\ia uat .n

purposes. In this cas_ Ole dunber whO received Title 1 services'for the

full period for- which a project was designed and, those who were'rel-eased

from Title I services-early due to'the fact that teaChers had-determined

ihat the'children no longer needed it, .e., early Success stories,

Items J-L deal with th'accomplishment of objectives. If, for exanple,

a-local objective states that -"8.0% of the students wjll gain one month for

!each nOnfh they participate in the Titie I-Reading program as meas6red' by

the Stanford Achlfvement fest," then of the pupils coUnted fon evaluation,

80% bf them are needed to gain a nonth for a month to reach the oWective.

Item J states-this number, Item K shows the number actually meeting the

Tdcal standard- Item L shows the number,who did notffeet: the sfandard.

112

-76-



conjupetion with items LI percents,are proVided as a matter

analysis. , For _example, J as-a percent of I would convert all local
,

bbjectives-to'say 76%'instead of the 80% given .in the example above,
. .

K provides a.pumber_of pupils needed to meet all of the objectives
1:: kt

',' in the State. K as a percent of 3 shows the degree to which that

standrd was met.

,The number.of objectiites exteeded by LEA pr jeCts, met by-AEA pro-

an& not met.* LEA projets as well as the amount of inservice educa,

ti_n specificallY dedicate&to.theseobjectives appear,on the page also:,

\-,Thiesecondpage'which is provided,for each objective classifitation

jhows the anafsis of achieVement test scores utilizing expected scores

-(pmtest +1) and.obserqed scores (post-test ). These a e analyzed'utilizi

the Chi,Square and Kolmogorov-Smirnov tests for significance.

The Chi SqOare (x is a test demonstrating dlfferences among

between ah ex-pected value and anobserved value; in this caSe,

pupils whOse scores fell within a.given rahge. The Kolmogorov-SmArnov one

Vole test not only tes-- for differences but also tests the entire r

of!values:

Significant differences demonstra

gE

,eg by these tests may be in either

a positiVe pr negative direction, i.e., the test may show that there was a

difference in the direction of less than ( ) the :expected value or, greater

than (>) the expected value. To determine directionality of significant

X2 or Kolmogorov-Smirnov, the median'and mean were-established- for both

expected and observed values. If on median, there was a change of one cell
.

oi-on the mean there wagLa change of .5-, the x2 and Kolmogorov-Smirnov, th

test was said to be significant in the direCtion observed in the median or

Wean or both: Direction is shown in the chartS as < YES or YES>.

-77-
A d t5,



If no significant differences ere encountered and there was

perceptible shift in the median or mean from the expected values to the

observed.values, it was interpreted that no differences existed between

the two setsof values. If mo difference existed, then the group had

done,what we expected it to do. It had accomplished a gain of approximately

one ,year. This is shown in the charts as simply YES or O.

4

-78-



P LS A COMPLIthlING OBJECTIVES SET fORTN EY LOCAL EDUCATIONAL ARRIES

CLASSIFIED AS

LASAVARfS PART A RMLAR TERM

(Duplitated Copq

ENROLLMENTS AND MISSING DA11

TPupilsilin projects

DI Pupils entering projects later than

pre-taq

C. Etpils,oho tloved out of sboe1 o

dlstritt during projects

D Pupils oho droppOut of school

during projects )

E. who,p4re dropped from-pro;

jects for other reasons before

post-test

Filial enrollmentJr
PU MS COUNTED TOR EVALUATION PURPOSE

Pupils who 'yore removed fron,projeets

c'.before p_ ."-test because they no

longer nee ed special assistance

H, Pupils who were in the'prdeets for

the entire time from pre-test to

* p4t-test

I,, Total

PROGRAM ECT INF6RMATION

Number f objectives exceeded by projects 24

Number f objectives met by projeeta
693

Number of objectives nOt met by projects

866
Number of projects

=J4Ipige

189

249

Tar-

84

MEER AND pERCENT 01411211S MEETING.

05JECT16 ESTABLISHED BY'LEAs

J. Number of pupils needed to meet all

objectives established by LEAs

. Number of pupils who met the

objectives

L. Number of pupils Oho did not meet

the objective

3567 '

3651

INSERVICE TDAININC

Number F.T.E,)

PROVIDED

7/2 day

less

FOR TiltS OBJECTIVE

,

More than

,1 da

More than

5 da s

,

No han

1 d s

,More than

1/2 da

Liaolects

Teachers

Aides

.,Others

2

19

132 _

18

79 61 4.kill!galL...

7eacher8

A Wes

Other
1 7, 36 -

2 1 10

68 .7%25°7 of I.

2652 % of 1. 101.02

969 % 26.g

f
*Number unsidered by program dir ctora to be so close that they should be counted as h4ving tot the obective8
hut were not counted ,

% of Ii 73,5%

* Number loie 25g

116



ANALISIS OF STANDARDIZED TEST DATA
IN.KELAT/ONSUIP TO

LANGUAGE ARTS REGULAR TERM

RADE EQUIVALENCY SCORES

Komol orov-S n v-One mnle

E N C.V
Sig.2
if. C.V.D. D.

Si .

Di

-2 149 15 45.
4-5-6 279 14 23 .06 344. 0
TOTAL FLii. 429 15 134._ .059 .1207-8- 5 19 81 4 0.47 <Yes .068 .150 Y10- -12, 61 12 18.55 8.66
T TA C 6 22 36 .78 (..Yes .0 2 Y

SCO ES

STANT SCORES

GRADES
Pre K--
1-2-3
4-5-6

N Num-her of PupIls
TRia Dgrecs of,Froodom Chi Square
.C.V.x Critical Value of ChiSquare
uhich must be atti1nd for siguiffoonce
ew Chi gquare Value
Si.ge Da. Is th: Chi Square
Significant?

1 7,

C.T.D C cal Value of D
Requ±r.cd for signifiezinee in

Komolorov-5rnitnov calculation
D The value of D

Sig. Dif.k.-s = ithrc a
olguific:mc differeuoe?



?UP LS ACCOMPLISHING WECTIM SET FORTH DY L

OLASSIFIED AS

(DulilicatO Cetnt)

'ENROLLHENTS EISSING DATA

A, Pupils initially enrplled in projects

Pupils entcring projects later than

pre-test

C. Pupils 14ho moved out of school or

Aistrict during projects,

Pupils who dropped out of school

during pr0ts

Pupils 00 were,droppe0 from pro-

leas for'ether reasont before

'post-test

Null enrollment

PUPILS COUNTED FOR EVALUATION PURPOSE

.G. Pupils who were removed from projects

before'postest because they no

lpnr,er needed special ossistanc,c

Pupils who were in the projects for

the entire time from pre-test to

pot-test

I. Total

'NUM Al HMI OF PUPILS MEETING

OBJECTIVES ESTMISHED BY LEAs

J. Number of plpils needed to meet all

objectives established by LEAs

R Number of mils who met the

objectives

L. Number of ila who did not meet

thd 'objectivle

AL EDUCATIONAL AGENCIES

LANGUAGE ARTS PART A SUMMER

HOORAH-PROJECT INFORMATION

389 utherof objeCtives exceeded by Projects

Number of objectives pet bylprejects

10 Namber ofiohjectives not met by pt jects

2 'Number of projects

380

248

2

INERVICE TRAINING PROVIDED

Number F, E

,

FOR THIS

---..,

;Nore_tilan

la ir

OBJECTIVE

More than

1 d '

More than

5.da s

sore thaa

l

,

All macji

Teachers

AHe5

Others

ELT j-i e_ets___

1/2 day

less

4 41' :

or
1

,
5 . 7 0

2

Exceeding

Oljjso

Teachers.

Aides

Others

193 of I. VA%

178 f J. 92 2% % of I.

70 of I. 2842% A Number Close

//

umber considered by program directors to be so close that they should be counted
as havini met the objecti 6

but were not Potted,

113



-

ANALYSIS OF STANDARDIZED l'EST DATA
IN.RELATIONSUIP TO

UAGE ARTS - SUMMER

RADE EQUIVALENCY SCORES

ornol o ov S nov-One

C.V. D.

. 78

10.64

DEUTZ SCORES

GRADES
P e

4-5-6
TOTAL LE
7-8-9 .

0.-q. -12
TOTAL _SEC .

STANINE SCORES

irnov-One ttmle

Number of Pupils
DF* Degrees, of- Freedom,. Chi Square,

C.V.X. Critical Value of Chi Square
which -must be attained for signif icance
2_
r chi..-Square'Value

.Sig. Dif. )(2 d: Is the Chi-Square
. .

Significan0

120
-82-

.C.V.D Critical Value of D

.Required for signiiicance in

Romolgorov-Smiinpv calculation,
lhe value of D

.

Sig. pit .k-s = Is there a
:-.64gnificant 4difference?



(Duplicated Count)

ENROLLMENTS ANU MISSING DATA'

A. 'Pupils initially enrolled in projects

I. Pupils entering projects later than

pre-toot

C wht moved out of school or'

district during .projects 1,'")14 g

Pupils whO dropped out of

firing projects

E1 Pupils vho Were dropped from pro-

jects for other reasons before

post-test ,

F Final enrollment

PUPILS ACCOMFLISHINO OBJECTIVES $IT FORTH BT LOCAL DUCATIONAL A

CLASSIFIED AS

LANGUAGE ARTS PART R REGULAR TERM

PUPILS COUNTED FOR EVALUATION PURPOSES

C Pupils who were removed from projects

Ilefore post-test because they no

lpnger needed ,opecial assistance

M. Pupils who were4n the projecta for

the entire tine from pre-teat to

post-test'

total

NUMBER AND PERCENT-OF PUPILS MEETING

OBJECTIVES ESTABLISHED HY LEAs

-Nutber of pupils needed to meet all

objectives estsblishod by LEAs

Number of pupils who met the

objectives

Number of pupils who did not med-

dle objective

PROGRAM-PROJECT INITOATI

416 EnTi;i7i-Zii-cilTer-e;Yeled b projects

Number of objeetivesmt by projects

Number 'of Objectives not met ,by p ojecri
Number of projects

5

,mt

DIJILti82.101M
Pumber FITICa

1/2 day More than Mere than More than More then

lesi 1/2 da 'ida 5aS IS das.

J1i All projyts

Teachers

Aides

Others

ttects6-..3 ExceediuR..--
gbiLlial--

L Teachers

311 Aides

371, ,Others

63
: of I. 50.1%

312
% f j, 123.9% I of I. 62 I

375 % of I. 37,9% * Number Close

*Number considered by program dire tors to be so el se that they should be counted

but were.not counted

121

hvig tet the objectives

122,



I

PUPILS A

iDuplicated Count

A., Pupils initially,enrolled in projects

B 'Pupils entering. projects 1!Iter than

pre7test

Pupils who moved out of school or

district during'projects

'Pupils who dropped out,of school

during projects

Pupils who'We4p dropped from pro;

lects lot other reasons before

Mt-test

rinal enrollment

HPLIOTHO' QBJECTIVBS SO FORTH BY LOC4CROCAtION'AL AOHOTE$

CLASSPIP AS.

,READING PART A RIILAR TERM

'FROGRAM7FROJEUT OFORMTION

, 26 335, Number a objectives exceeded hy projects

Numbdr of Ojectives met by prPlecto

40447
Numher'of objectivosnoem4.bykofeet

, Number of. projects
30055

558 INSERVICE TRAINING PROVIDED l'OR TIIS OBJECTIVEFir44179460411

P6ILS COUNTED FOR EVALUATION PURPOSE

'Go PUpils who were removed from prol

Adore post-test because they no

longer needed special assistance

I Pupils who were in'the projects for

the entire time from pre-test to

post-test

L. Total

NTIBER,AND

OBJECTIVESTSTABLISHED Di Ms

Number of.pupils'needod to Meet all

objectives established by LEAs

lumber of pupils who uatthe

.objectives

Number otOupils who did not'meet

the ob.jective ,

14.1tEla)
I/2 day, liore than

iesa 112 .da

11.1.1192111
Tehchers

Aides

Others

ilt*cts

7 9 FAU-Lika.
Obiegtives

Tenc*s

,488 Aides

3_23137_______ Others

More than

I da

16,0,01% of I, 0.9;

,1601/0% of I. 100.1%

7,1277 of 1. 30.7

% of I. 69 4 3 %

*timber' Clobe 1855

*Number considered bY program directors t b- so clowthat they should be counted as having mit the objectives

b.Ur were not couotedo

123 124



A YSIS OF STANDARDIZED TEST. DATA
N.RELATIONSNIF TO

REAVING - REGULAR. TERM

GRADE EQUIVALENCY SCORE

GRADES N DF
Pr K--
1-2-

6

TOTAL E
7-8-9

2

TOTAL SEC

'12405

4391
936

Sig.

770 57

22.

DEGILE SCORES

1 rov-S nov-One 'Sam

ST INE-SCORES

_TOTAL EL., 345 3 :6.25 85.84 Yes .066 - 429 YesrN mm-Number of Vapils
C.V.D = Critical Valnc of D

DF,I Degrees of Ficedom, Chi Square ''' Required for significance in2
Critplyalue of Chi SquArb Komolgorov-Smirnov calculationwhich must bd\lttained for significance D The value -of D

)(20.,ChA:Sluare Valu0 Sig.,Dif.k.-s Is ther a2
Si-g..)5If-.,:x is the Chi Square significant difference.
.Significant?

12 5
-85-



(Duplicated'Conot);

ENROLLMENTS AND MISSING .DATA

A Pupils initially enrolled in projects

B1 Pupils ent,ering projects later.thes

iire-test

C who,moved of school or

.dist.rict duripg projects

D. P.upils who dropped out of school

during projects'

Pupils who wore dOpped from prom

jects for other, reasons 'before

'pOfit-t4i3t

F. Final enrollment

PUPILS ACEDdtTSBISO OlISECTIYIS SET NRIB BY tOCIt

CLASSIFIED 0

READING PART A 'SUNXER

40'

:
!

PUPILS COUNTED FOR EVALUATION PURPOSES

lupils.who were removed from projeeto

before post-test becSuse they,tio

lmer needed special assistance

Pupils who were, in the projects for

the enthe time from fte-test to

post-test

I Total

PROM-PROJECT RMATION ,

76 Number of object ve ,exceeded by projectsMWM.M.R.A

Number of objectives met,by projqete

21 Number of objective's Du met by prdjects'

Number of projects
1

Pigamuron

67

INSERVIOE TRAINING PROVIDED FOR THIS OBJECTIVE

Number F.T.EA

112 dcy

less

NUMBF,R AND PERCENT'OF PUPILS MEETiNO

OBJECTiVES ESTABLISHED BY LEAs

J. Numher of pupils'needed co meet all

objectives establised by LEAs

laber of PuOls who met the

6jectives

Number of pupils who did not meet

the objective

*Ndmber considered by program direetora to b

but were noi counted,.

126'

25

1111PiroJect

Teachers

Aides

Others

P-2-1CAL-
0 EljELLUin.....

Teackers

877 Aides

1177- Others

More than More than

ida 5 da

14

677 x of,I. 77.21.

of I 92,0%

254

of I. 2942

o close that they should be

,

% of Is
5 712

* Number Close
102

minted as ha*g met the objectives

1 7



PUPILS ACC°0111BBIBO OBJECTIVES SST tOBill BY LOCAL EDOCATi NALISSNCIII
,

CLASSIFIED Ag

READING PAtT D REGVLAR TEM

(Duplicstod Count),

INROLLMENTS AND NISSTNO DATA

Pup;i1s initially enrolled in. projects

B 'Fop lls entering projects later tios

pre-test

Pupils who moved oot of school or

diStrict duriug projects

Pupils who dropped out of school,

during projects

E ,Pupils who Nure'dt pped from pro'

dects: for other reasons before

'.post-teSt,
.

Final enrollment

?UPI S COUNTED FOR EVALUATION PURPOSES

upil.s who were_removed from projecte

't,efare post-test because they no,

. longer needed special assistance- .

Puplls who were An the projects for

the entire time from pre-test to_

pOst-test

Total

PROGRANPRWECT INFORATION

....192. igitceeded by projects..
Numbet of objectiveAmetly projects

0 Number af objeerives 04 met by projedslAr---v.

( %tor of projectir

10

1 INSERVIC TRAINING PROMO FOR THIS OBJECTIVE

ib

. 1/2 day

less

NVIBER:AM_FERCENT OF PUPILS MEETING
_

VEc',..--PAPTAH---21211LA8
J. Number of pupils'needed to meet all

.olleetiVes established tif LEAs

.Number of'pupils who met the

objectives'

Numbe(ol pupils who did not meet

the 'qbjectiii.e

12

Ailis.22s2
Teachers

Aides

Others ,

je
cedin

ectives

Teatheta

149 Aides

Others

.More that

1/2 da

110, z of *Jo 141,2%

'49 % of Ic .294

of L

* Number Close

73

*Number consiered by program directors to be 84 close that they sh Lad be counted as having t et the objectives
but were not counted.

12 8'



LURID ONSCTIVIOET tiT LC AL EDUCATIONAL AGENCIES

CLASSInE AD

(Duplicated Count) .

EflROLU1II1S 1ND-HISSItC DATA:

,4i 'Pupils initially enrolled in projects

Pupils entering projects later tban

re7test

Co PuOis lho moved out of school or'

district during projects
.

Pupile who dropped out of school

during Projes

Pupils who worevdrapped
from Prom

.jeits for other reasons b'efore

post-test

F, '7,Tinal enrollment

PUPILS C0UNTED,POR EVALUATION PURPOSES

03G, Pupils who were temovedEfrom projecti

leore post-test beciuse they\no

longer needed special ossistalce ,

E Pupils who were in the projects for

the ent'ire time from pre-test to

post-test

I Total

NOBERSD YERCENT OF PUPILS MEETING:

OBJECTIVES ESTABLISHED BY LEAs

YJI Number of pupils'leeded to:meet all

objeetives establiihed by LEAs

.Number of pupi4 who met the

objectives

L. Numbir of pupils whe did not meet

throbjective

READING,

INSTITUTIONS FOR NEGL8TED GDLAR TERM,

PRO RAN-PROJECT INFORMATION

Number of objectives exceeded by ptoleets

Number of objectives met by projeCts
32 .

Number fit objectives lot met by projeetp.

Number of:projects

1NSERVICEIRA160.11i0VIDED FOR 'THIS OBJECTIVE

.1/2'day liore than Mote than

less 1/2,da- I da

12

pro

Teachers

Aides

Qthers

Eadecte

tlatk.
Ofcctives

Tea0ers

103's Aides

Othera

74_ g

_90 121.6%

19
17.4F

% of I.

* Number ose

82.6%

3

*Number considered by program directors to be so close that they should be counted as having met the objectives
lot were not counted

13 0 3



(Duplicated Count)

ENROLLMENTS AND HISSINC. DATA

A. Pupils initial' enroIled'in projecte

D Pupils entering projects ;Ater than

prettest

Pupils Vho Moved out,of school 0

district during projects

PUpila who dropped'out of school

c during projecrts

Pupils whe were dropped froS prO

:jects for ocher renSons before

PJ?iL8 AC ORLI HINO 0111CTIVZ8 SIT OBIS BY LOCAL

CLASSIFIED AS

READING

NEGI,JE TED - SUMMER TERM

Ro$t -test

F. rinal enrollment

DCATIONAL ACENCIES

PROMPROJECT INFORMATION

41 Number of objectives exceeded by projects

Number of objectives met by projecta

Nambef Of Objectives not met bv projects ,

Number of projects

PUPILS COUNTED FOR EVALUATION PURPOSES

.1I.G, PupIts'who were removed trom arojectu,

tefore post-test beepse they no

-longer needed special assistance

Pupils who were in the projects for,

_the entire time fromopregest tp

post-test

I 'Total

NU4BER.ANT1 PERCENT OF PUPILS MEETING

OBJECTIVES ESTARLISHED BY LEAs

J., Number ofpupils needed to meet sla

ob*lipes established by LEAS

llumber of pupils.who pet the

objectives,

er' of pUpils who aid notteot

lithe Objective

61,401.TER,Erom
INSERVICE TRAINING PROVIDED FOR THIS 0 JECTIVE

11"-LIELLLE,1

1/2 day

_...3 lens

ULojtql

Teachers
0 1

Aides 0

Others

Prolec Ls

Teacherl

Aides

Others

38

38

of I,

27 of
Mia01,54

UJE %tof I,

100%

*Nuciber considered by program directoe to be no. clone hot tbe

bat w re not counted.

131

% of I.

* Number Cloqe

71.1%

iplerOHL=JOIN

should be vented as haviti met the objectives

131



ANALYSIS OF STANDARDIZED TEST DATA
IN.RELATIOS;SUIP TO

READING - NEGLECTED - REGULAR TERM'

E EQUIVALENCY SCORES'

T 'EL

7-8-9
0-11-12

STANINE SCORES

fi

omolPorov-Smirnov- ne

GRADES
Pre R--K

TOTAL SEC.

,N Number Of Pupils
DF$2 Dprees of Fre
0.V.X Critical V
wIlich must be a

_X''Ghi Square
Dif. x2

Significant,

signifiCance

134,

-90-

C,V.D Critical Vlue of D
Required fer significance in
Komolgorov-Smirnov calculation
D TtieNalUe of D
Sig. pieA4 . Is there a
significant difference?



ANALYSIS OF STANDARDIZED TEST DATA
N.RELATIONSHIP TO

READING - NEGLECTED - S
-

GRADE EQUIVALENCY-SCORES

ov-Smirnov=One Sample

TOTAL E
7-8-9

-11-12

DEM, SCORES

STANINE SCORES

K mo o ov-S ov-.One Sample

N 0 Numher'of Pupils

DF-0 Dogrees'of.Freedem, Chi Square
2

C0,74)(E3 Critical.Value of Chi Square
which must be attained.for significance
X20 Chi Square Value
Sig. Dif. 2 r= is the Chi Square
Significan

1 5
-91-

C.V.D = Critical Value of D
Required for significance in

Komolgorov-Smirpov calculation
D The vatue 61 D
Sig. Dif.k-S Is there a
significant difference?



PUPILS ACCOMPLISHING OJECTPES SET:FORTH BY'LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGEN6IES

CLASSiFIED AS '

,:.MATHEMATICS ?ART A REGULAI TERM

(Dupligated Count)

ENROLLMENTS AND MISSING DATA

1- Pupils initially'enrolled in projects

Pupils:entering propcti later thsti

pre-test

C. Pupils do, moved out of school or

diStrict during projects

'D. Pupils who dropped out of school

during projects '.

E Pupils who Are dropped from pro-

Juts for other rensonS before,

'post-test

F Final enrollment

PUPILS COUNTED FOR EVALUATION PURPOSE

(0 G. Pupi.ls who vere removed from projects
tN3

' before post-test because:.they no

lonpr needed special assistance

Pupils who were in the.projects for

the entlre time from pro-test to

post-test

I. Total

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF PDPILSqEETING

OBJECTIVES ESTABLISHED Y LEAs

Nunbtr of pupils needed to meet all.
objectives established by LEAs ,

,Number of pupils who met the

objectives

L. Number of pupils vho did not meet

the objective

PROGRAM-PROJECT INFORMATION

9197 Number of objectives exceeded by projects

Number of objectives met by projects

,1,466 Numer
of objectives notmei by projects

Number of projects

929
*OilirROR401,

138 INSERVICE
TRAINING PROVIDED FOR THIS OBJECTIVE

14

16

47

4/2.day Are than
485

4 '

, less 1/2 da

..4011Eatels_
Teachers 28

Aides .2

Others rrj
tte_c_t_s

235 picg.g.thi

Objectives__

Teacheri

Aides

Others

7,811

More thao More than More than

1 da 5 da s 13 da s

.19

10

175 65

107 32

50519 % of 1,

5,776 % of 104,7%

2,270 % oi I. 28,2%

ENOWIWIRWPft.

2of I. 71,8%
.....m.

* N mber Close 478

qumber considered by program directors to be so close that they should be counted

bue were not coullted.

136.

havitig met dm objectives

137



. 0

ANALYSIS OF STANDAftDIZED TEST DATA
IN.RELATIONSHIP TO

MATHEMATICS - REGULAR,TERM

RADE EQUIVALENCY SCORES

mol orov-Sm nov-One Sample

G ES F C.V. if. C.V.D.
Sig.
Dif.k-Pre

12- 1014 7 12.0 318.50 es .038 39 eS4- -6 1478 11 560.63 Yes .032 98
T TAL ELEM
7-8-9

2492
1 5

819 .

MEMO

41449
305.90=3111101112111

Yes .024 .118
.070

Yes
Ye

10-11-1
TOTAL SE

DECILE SC RES

'1Comol orov-S --mw -One

GRADES N DF
Sig.

Dif C.V.D. Dif k-P K
1-2

.

.

MINNINIMIIMMIErM
IIIIIMVUIIMNIIIIMMIIIIIWIWM4-5-6

TOTAL ELE4
7-8-9

14 6 985.1 .051 Ye
5 1 1.0 .510 400 No

1O-1 2 4 2 4.60
4.60

3.0
i 1 Yes

.564

.388
.500 No

TOTAL SEC. 9 2 .444 Yes

STANINE SCORES

N NuMber of Pupils
DF=1 Dggreesof,Freedom. Chi Square
C.V.X, Critical Value of Chi Square
which must be attained for significance
)(-2 Chi Square Value
-Sig. Dif. X2 = Is the Chi Squa-
Significant?'

C.V.D Critical V lue.of D
Required for signi icanee in
Komolgorov-Smirnov calculation
D The vafue of D
Sig. Dif.k7s Is there a
si-nificant difference?



I

PDPILS ACCOMPLISHING BJECTIVES SiT FORTH BY LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCIES

CLASSIFIED AS

(Duplicated Count)

MMUS AND MISSING DATA

A. Pupils.initially enrolled in projects

Pupils entering projects later than

pre-test

C Pupils who moved out of school or

district during projects

D. Pupils who dropped out of School

'during projects

E. Pupils who were,dropped from pro-

lects for other reasons before

post-test

P. Final enrollment

PUPILS COUNTED FOR EVALUATION PURPOSES

44 C. .Pupils who were removed from:projects
1

before post-rest because they no

longer needed special assistance

B. Pupils who were in the PrOjects for

the entlre tine from pre-test to

post-test e

I. Total

NUMBER AND PERCUT OF PUPILS MEETING)

OBJECTIVES ESTABLISHED BY LEAs

J. Number of pupils'needed to meet ell

objectives established by LEAs

,Number of pupils whb met the

objectives

L. Number- of pupils who did not meet

the objective

MATHEMATICS PART A StINER

PROGRAM-PROJECT INFORMATiON

294 Number of objectives exceeded by proj

Number of objectives met by projects

14 Number nf'objectives not met by projec

Number of projects

3

ts

13 INSERVICE TRAINING PROVIDED FOR THIS OBJECTIVE

21

wr"nr

(Number F.T,E.

Al1 projects

Teachers

Aides

Others

CILIMUY-0.
Teachers

254
Aides

254 Others

3

112 day .More thaP

less 1/2 da

More than

18 da s

208 of 1, 81,9%

88,91185 % of

69 3 of
I.

*Number considered by program directors to Iv op cl000 the

but were not counted.

139

%of 1.

* Number Clone

723%

23

toy nbould be counted as having, met the objeetivee

140..



ANALYSIS OF STANDARDIZED TEST DATA
IN.RELATIONSHIF TO

MATHEMATICS - SUMMER

GRADE EQUIVALENCY_SCORES

Komol or v-Smirnov-One-Sample

CRADES
P e --

DF C V g'2
Bit C

Sig.
Dif k-

-2-
4-5-6
TO

_90
5

11
11

17 28
17 28

22.31

22

47

25

03
68

68

Yee
Ye

Yes

12

1 1 .1 7

e

e

Y
7-8-9

A,- 2
TOTAL SEC.

DECILE SCORES

G1WEs

4 5 6

10-11-12
TO A SEC.-

STANINE $CORES
2

X KomolPorov-S

2 2
Sig -Sig.N. DF Dif.-* _C.W.O.. D. Dif.k-s

'

i-nov-One am

N N mber of 'Pupils

DFa De rees of Freedom, Chi Square
C.V.XA Critical Value of-Chi Square
whjchrnist be attained for significance
:Cu Chi Square Value'

Da.. X2 = Is the Chi Silt4
Signific.nt?

14

-95-

cot,p Critical Value of D.
Required for significance.,in,
Komolgorov-Smirnov calculation
D a The value of D
Sig. Dif.k-s Is there a .-
significant difference?



PUPILS ACCOMPLISH14 OEJECTtVES SET FORT11/ LO AL EDUCATIONAL AGENCIES

CLASSIFIED AS

KATBEMATICS PART B REGULAR TERM

(Duplicated Count)

EROLLMENTS AND MISSING DATA

Pupils initially enrolled in kojects

Pupils entering projects later than

pre-test

Pupils vho moved out oE school or,

districturing projects

Pupils'who dropped out of school

during projects

E. Fupils who were dropped from pro%

jects for other reasons before

'pott-test

F. Final enrollment

A.

k

PlIPILS COUNTED FOR VALUATION PURPOSES

G. Pupils who were remoied from projects

l' before post-test because they no

longer needed special assistance

Pupils Who were in the projects for

the ent'ire time from pre-test to

post-test

I. Total

NUMBER_AND PERCENT OF Puns MEETING

OBJECTIVE LIMO BY LEAs

.J. Number of pils'needed tp meet all

objectives established by LEAs

K. Number of pupils who met the

objectives
,

Number of pupils who did not meet

the objective

PROGRAM-PROJECT INFORMATION

35B._ Number of objectives exceeded.by'prOjecta

Nutter of objectives net by projects

14 m
outhet af .objeetiv s tot met by project

18
Number of project

3 INSERVICE TRAINING PROVIDED FOR THIS OBJECTIVE

13

4

4

338 jrOects

Teachers'

Aides

Cders

39 Exceec_a_r_ag.....1

Ob ectives

Tneherti

290 Aits

325 Others

iniTaiT;TiT1757-15WiiiTcilgiElo be

were not counted.'

55.6%

113.7%

36 8%

% of I,

* Numb r Close 21

el se,thet they should coun ed as having net the objetti



ANALYSIS OF STANDARDIZED TEST DATA
IN.RELATIONSHIP TO

NATBEMATICS PART B -.REGULAR TERM

:EW.IIVALENCY SCORES

ne-v-One Sample

DEC LE CORES

STANINE SCORES

N ow Number o,f Pupils

'. DP'Dvrees of Freedom CFLI Squçe
C.V.x e- Critical Value of:Chi Siare
yhich must be attained fdr s1nif1cancc
ea ela Square Value"
Sii: MC. X2 Is the Chi Square
Significant?

.144

C.V.D Critical Value of D
Required forsfgnificance in
Komolgorov-Smirnov calculation
D The vafue of D
Sig. Dif.k-s = Is th re a
significant.differen



PPM ACC LISIII DJ

(DOplicated Count)
.

ENP,OLLNENTS AND MISSING DATA

Pupils iftitially ow:Med: is projects
1), Nils ence*rprojects trtha

pre-test

C4 Pupils,who meved;out of school or

district duripg.projects

11. Pupils Who dropped Out of school

during projects

Ei yupils who were:04piifr6 p0*
leas for other reasoqs before.

'post-test,.

1. ',Real inrolltent

Irms SET FORTH DT-LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGECI ES

CLASSIFIED AS

MATHEMATICS

INUITUTIO S,FOR NEGLECTED RECUtARIEW

PUPILS COUNTED FOR
EVALUATION .PORPOSES

G. Pupils who were removed from projects

tefore post-test because they no

longer needed special assistance

Pupils who were in the projects for

the entire time from pre-test to

post-test

Total

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF pm MEETING
OBJECTIVES ESTABLISHED BY tEhs

J, Number of pupils'needed to meet all

objectives established by Las

hmbei of Pupils'who met the

objectives

Number of pupils who did tot meet

,the objective

PROGRAK-PROjECTINFOMATION
64. Number

ofAjeCtives.exceeded by projects
, Number of objetiVes met by projects
14: Naber tif

0.

° 'INSERVICE TIMING PROVIDED' EGII THIS OBJECTIVE
(Number F.T',E4)

1/2 day

1ess

10

68

Tuchers

4ides

Others

Paka.

Teachers

54
hides

Others

1WeWelWri

grffli.T.I.L10.00*

More than

1/2 da
More than

18 da s

0

38
. 100.0%

% of

22 36.7%
7. of I,

A Nulaber Close

63 3%

3

*Number cosdered by progr m directors to be se clse that they should be .couoted as having get the objectivesbut were net counted.

1 45
F'

146



ANALYSIS OF STANDARD
IN.RELATIONS

2

D TEST DATA
To

READING.- SUMER.

EIQUIyALENCYSQORES'

Komo

e --K

4- 6

TOTA
7-

0
TOTA SEC.

RADES
-e K--

6

T T E E
7-8-9
1 -1 2

TOTAL SEC

12

17.28
22.31
27.59
18

18-5

42.08
3703

Yes

nev-Orre

S_g.

1111111111111111MEM..085

.070 .126

.185

DECILE SCORES-

No

Ko ol v-Sm

55 12.02

e-

Ye
Ye

ov-One Samn e
Sig.
D k-s

111111111111EMIEN

NEMENE 111111111111111111111
111111.111111111111111111111111
11111.111111111111 EMS
EIE1111011111111111111121MMEIMI

STANINE S ORE

Komo orov-S rnel.r-One Sample

Sig.
Di

4-5-6
7-

10-
TOTAL SIC

Number o
DP= Dggrees
C.V.x Cr-it

which must b
2-X Chi Squa

Sig. in41% 2

(Vignificat,At

.Pupils
f Fre.00M1 Chi Square
eal NalUe. of Chi .Square: .

e attairied'for. signifidaace
re Value
r.Ip thu Chi &lite

147

C.V-fl CrItical Value Of D.
Required fipi ftiigaificance ia

Komolgotov-SmirnoV calculation
D,,0 The . vaiue p(. D
si$. Is there a

-significant dffferetice.



ANALiSIS OF STANDARDIZED T
IN:kgLATIONSUIP TO

ATTITUDES AldUT4SELF

T DATA

-K
1-

TOTAL ELD
7-8-9

10-11-12
TOTAL SEC.

GItADES
Pre K--
-2-

4-5-6
TOTA
7- -9
1 - -1

TOTAL.S C.

STMX1E SCORES

N Number of. Pupils
DF= Dprees of Freedom, Chi Square

Critical Value of Chi Square
whiehJilust be attained for signifiCance
2X n' Chi Square Value

Sig. Dif. X2''v- Is the Chi Square
SignificarItT

C.V.11 Critical Valueof D
Required for sigoLfioonce in
'Komolgorov-Smiraovitalculation
-D The value of D
Sig,' Dif.k.-.s Is._ there a

significant differente?

148

-100-



Initial

Enrollment

POPITS ACCORPL.$KEG anntn AZID PSEENOTOR OBJECTIVES

rrkEt'A' REGULAR TERM

Enralinti'

Entered

, Late Moved

Itprove

Self-Co-nee t

Psychoiotor

Development

1

A
G

Needed nLome of Net emelt of Percent of Obj. of Exr Not

OBJECtIVE TYPE to Meet Ob Column 9 Ob cti Column 9 Not Met Col 9) Clo

eneral Attitude

211122M,____2199
1

ilmprove Atit

14bout Acade

Sub ects 547

64I6 1265. 105.5% 6 590 31.8% 116

'57 3: 538 13,g 5613%: 417 43.7% 3 2

Improve

Self-Cone 72,7Z 109 107,9% 78.4% 30 21.6%

Psychomotoz-

v lo meat

149

104 72.2% 87,5% 63.6Z 52 36,42

150



ROMISING PROGRAMS OR PFIECTS

' Because of an iimp,oved procedure n theelectiçn.f promdsing
programs and projects, the same list as that-reported% in the:I-975 re-
port is repeated here. The new procedure involves the identification
of projects with a high success factor and a good monitoring report
which is validated by a follow up visit the second year. Thus, it
now takes VWD years to narne these Outstanding prograUS or projects.

Three 'criteria e e used to select the premising programs or

The program had a monitoring report Of hidh quality
'which showed substantial.coppliance

regulations.

The program or proj ct had a high degree of pupil
achieveMent in relation to the objectives.

The program or project demonstrated that subStantially
the same conditions exist this year (FY1970'as last
.year.when'the programs were monitored.

'The-f011owing programs were se)ected:

District- . 4

"Greeley School.District 6
Adams-Arapahee,School Dist. ad
Larimer County School Dist. R1
Denver School District
Boulder School District ReLl
.ifremont County School Dist. Rel
Plieblo School District 70
:Adams-County School Dist. 50

15

Contact Person

Mr. Charles M. Smith
Mrs. .Carol Kincaid
Mr. C. Buford Plemmons
Mr. RobertA4. HirsCh
Mrs. Elizabeth Treadwell
Dr. James Palled,
,Mrs. Lola Belvill
Mrs. Lillian Cannon



VII CONCLUSIONS

d Written Communication

Oh the w h egular terin language arts projects succeeded in .

ql!i
meeting the obje e5 LEAs established for themselveSd -They surpassed
the numbers of pup 15 they hoped,would meet their'standards by 7%. At
the same tine they reached 73.5% of the Title I pupils who had been.se-
lected for special 5erviCes.

An examination of'reported achievement data reveals that most gains
re obilined at the elementary level. The secondary school data indi-

cates thit achievement scores were significantly below an arbitrary ex-
pected gatn of one month.for one month in the project with the means and
medians on the post test declining from the expected level of achievement.

$

A small summarApulation in the language arts seemoi tereach its
jectives almost_ aS well as the regular term population. Test_sceres

shqw gain 'but thi5 may be a-function of the short interval between test-
ing tines rather than any real gain.

Among 106 Title I reading projects roughly 70% of the pupils met the
performance standirds set for them in LEA objectiVes. Project directors
estimated that another 8% was very close to"meeting their standards_
Sixty-three objectives were exceeded in the numbers of pupils expected to
meet\ local standar s. At the sane time 25 objectives were met as expected.
Approximately 30% Of the pupils did not meet the optimum gains LEAs hoped
they would meet,

\'

betwegov e
All grad eg

expected reading scores (one month for one month

ed significant differences on both the, x2 and Komol-
r-1

orov-Smirn
in the project) and the observed reading scores. When scores were re-
ported by stanines or percentiles, medians and means showed upward movement
at a significant leve\ (mean change of .S, median change 1 cell). In some
cases, no significant i ifferences were calculated but there reflects no
difference in the exT3ected scores and the Observed scores. ,No negative
values were calculated for reading which Would require a significant difr
ference at the ,10 level with post test means and medians less than the
expected meams and medians.\Summer projects reflected a similar degree of attainment with
mobility of theineans and. medians beyond the expected values.

Institutions for neglected children in the regular term surpasged the
numbers of pupils,expected to meet their standards by 21%. For the entire
population 82.6% met those standards. Reported reading scores of neglected
children were signifieant_at the .10 level for 41 grades and medians or
means were sighificantly better than expected. 'One summer term institutional
program reflects similar gains.
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Oie Pert B program reported that Its eadirg standards had been net
by 71%. qf th

Mathematics

total Title I reading population.

While mathematics proj ects serve fewer fupils than reading projec s
it would appear that similar results are being obtained.

Regular term projects reported that 4.7% more pupils than expected
reached local standards of perfermance. This represents 71.8% of the
entire Title I mathematics population. Porty-three objectives were met
or exceeded while only 16 wit not,met. No negative calculations were
obtained on the x2 or the Komolgorov-Smirnav test and in 'most cases'the
means or medians moved upward from the expected values. Summer school
and Part B projects performed in a' similar manner& Three institutions
for neglected-children met thdir'expected numbers of children to meet
local standards in mathematics. However, the expected numbers were only
63.3% of the total poPulation which may indicate they could do better.

Attitudinal and Psychomotor Objectives

The data indicated substantial improvement in these areas in terms
students reaching local standards. However expected numbers of

tudents who would reach such_standards were not exceptionally high. The
greatest.improvementseemed to be in the impravement of self-concept where
78.4% Of thd population met local standards.

From the data and above statements'one'may conclude that:

1. Mbst districts receiving Title I funds are achieving student
gains by.using sucli funds.

Nbst districts are achieving their own local objective.

The state as a whole is reaching approximatel 70t. of its
Title 1 student popUlation at performance levels,Set by LEAs.a

Improvement has been shown in reading, na. h, language arts
and attitedes.

In many,cases standards and expected numbers of pupils to
achieve them could be higher.
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VliI. REC0MMENDATIO'M

,State Educatien agency consultants thouldbe vigilant in

application approval with regard to objectiyes'.. Standards

Olould be high but realistic for the commUnities and popula-
,,,

tions served.,.

Local program directors, who have subinitted reports showing

something less in-achievament than the stated objectives,

should do a careful analysis of their programs te'determine

causes'. This should be done with stgff and parent participa-

tion. For larger districts each building should l

causes

Projects exceeding their objectives should set their standards

a little hig
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Definitions o b ective Classtfications Re.orte

COGNITIVE pomIN

05 00-00-, English Language Arts

English language Arts 1s-comprised of the body ofrel#ed subjeCt Matter
or the:body of related courses, Organized for:carrying on learningex-
periences concerned with developing .(1) an -understmding of the langual.
systemi; (2)proficiency and control in the use of.the -English language;,
(3.) appreciation of a variety-of literarYvforms; (4) understanding_and-

-appreciation 0f.varieuaspect02f:pastnd present. cultures.as. 00-res.-
Sed in literature; and AntereSts:which willmotivate.IlfelongJearn-
ing.

05 01 4:11-Reading

:.--Instruttiondesigned to deyelop the skill-S'nedessary to Perceive
ipt-te,patternS,Of written Symbols and translate thein -into meaning,'-'.The

.7teaching of reading- is differentilatedatcording te'-aoumber of.leVels .

and objectiveS4,7ne:continuous development-of-reading skills and vocab-,
01a1J-applie:W.'subjpgt- matterareas; emphasizingselgoted skills

and.vocabUlary appropriate pupiW-Aeeds in different-learning sitoa-,
tiOns.

.135 Of- 02 --Handwr

Instruct 'd-feastit puOilsW-earning'the processes andfde---i-
velopmerit b skills 4nVolved. in.using am:'inscribing- instrOmeht.to record.

ManuallY,Material tQ;bP reach'
.

0501 03 Spelling

OrganiZecisubject matter, eXperiencesandlearning..actiYities concerned
With deveIoping'thethind eye hand coordiriations and 4lemo-0 involved

-..in:Orclering-letterOnto -whole:words according'. to s andard WOitten usage.

05 01 08 Voice and,Diction

.111e'studypnd application:through exercises of knowledge about voice
,priocluetWo0 the meanS fOrAmproving:Orojection,,articUlation, pronun-
.0atiOn;.01.0esing, melody patterns,.et al., ahd for'developing where

. ;needed, offen through the OSe of ph6netics,,standard usage.

0l'7 Study Skills

Study skills consist of'a-variety of techniques tp be learned bystuden s
to assist-them in learning subject matters rapidly and effic

il

Ttly.

,
Included are techniques for .studying.a textbook, finding-in ormAtion,
Writing reports and other topics appropriate to good study ha its.

050118 EL9Litimabove,e7eadin.

05 01.99 pitTLIATITIlge Skills (specify)__

-107-
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Learning act vities-e ncerned with the art of se1ectingcombining,and
raOging words in connected discourse/:

05 05 00 Speech

Subjecfmatter-and experiences comprised of a wide spectrum of-stuclfes
and activities-that range-from.the scientifid-(voice science) throdgh
the humanistic (rhetoric) and the behavioral sciences (group dynamics)
to the artistic (oral interpretation of-literature). The unifying fea-
ture of these.studies and activities is the predominance,,
'degrees, Of oral'communication.

05 07.00 Lthiáve1oment

Language development ensists of bkoming fluent in one or more lan-
guages.

-05 07 01 En

area.is'concerned with the development of human speeCh in a conver-
sational rnode. Spoken vocabulary, sentence structure, work meaning and
social conversation may.be included.

.05 07. QZ.
,

Bilingual language development.consists of7sub
beComing fluent and Proficient in the use-of' 't
vocabulary; sentence structure, word meaning,
ing and-the study Of.other subject matters in
included.

11 00 00 t4athematics

,ct matteri related to
ngdages. Spoken

ial,cOnversatipn, writ
wo lang6ages may be.

Mathematics comprisesthe body of relatedsubject Matfer, r thp body of
rtlated,coures, drganfzed for carrying on.learning .experiences concerne
with the science ofrelationsexisttnig between (Identities (Magnitude) an
operations and the,Sclence of methods used for deduOng froth- other quan I

tities, kno4n kr supposed; the guantities sought

8 01 01 Earl Chilhood Education

Eatly Chi dhood Educat on include§ educatiA during the year or ydars
preceding first grade'. 'A prekindergarten pr kindergarten class may be

-organized as a grade of an elementary,school whjch includes the primary
level or it may be a part of a separate school.
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1900 00 CifferertforliandicapsfPulls:.
The differentJaltzed curriculum for 'handicapped pupils reflects an in-
creasing awareness today of the individual needs of children. Many
children-with various types of handicaps cannotIleaefit,from basic sub-
ject mattervithout,spacial education. Handicapped children present
learning,dIfficulties, sens'ory and motor,impairmentS1 which require care-
ful stpdy for successful adaptation of instruction, Teachers of excep-
tional children integrate professional informatiOn from psychol y, edu-

C
cation, and medicine for instructional and therapeutic servic , Conse-
quAntly, special,education as applied to each type of handica ped-child

ehas\develOped some distinctive techniques and-materials which istin-I
,.quish,it from regular classroom instruction. All handicapped children

\it

should have appropriate educatIonal'opportun ties. As the school shares'
the'responsibility with other 'Social institu lons for educating all child,.
ren, it play make a unique contribution in discovering handicaps and pro-
viding the needed serviees for supporting the type Of instruction which

4 will enable pupils to fulfill their maximum potential. The,majority of
pupils wItit mad or uncomplicated handicaps Can bp served best within
normal classes for instruction. Those Pupils whosChandicaps are of such
nature and 'degree 'asrtb interfere with intellectual deVelopment and learn-
ing 'Under regular class'methods will require dtfferentialized,curriplum
for some part of.,,a01.' frequen:ly -fot'all of their edkcation.

&

lg 01 00 Communication Skills 'ActivIties

This.irea is- Concerned with learning and,using orl, written,
language.for interrelating with others-1n khe enviroilMen

9 02 00 Jntr'ersonal

Curriculum aPproaches utflizki to emphdsize personal and

19 03 00 Motoric Skills

Instruction specifically designed to develop adequa4 motoric function
which is impaired.by restrictions in physical rnovenint caused by cripp-

.1ing conditions-, prolonged illness, visual defects, 1 ck of auditory'
cues, serious cognitive defects, lack of auditory cues, serious cogni-
tive defects, or behavioral disorders often resulting in limited sensory
experience upon which school learning is based.

f19 04 00 Percepui

Learning experiences designed to relieve or cprrect visual, 'auditory,
tactual and kinesthetic perceptual problems and enab. e'handicapped pupils
to integrate multiple-sensOry impressionS. /



30 00 00- reelins Beliefs or Values Re adn '4he School and Content
t ers

This area i concerned with the orientation of pupils toward themselves,
others and their. li.ires Ar.,Sehool; whether they regard themselves as good
persons ,1n t.Social group-, whether they regard,Other members of° groupg
as good.perSbns, and whether they regard sChoot: stud es as gobd things
to learn:.

30 01 00 laeliriefs or Values Re ardin Content,

-This area is concerned with the feelings,.beilefs or values of pupils
toward all content or subject offeringsin the wheal. It involves

i

the
pupils'total set ofjeelings that what s being learned is valuable 6r
good. Such feelings, beliefs or values may be reflected in the students'
attendance at school, their desire to stay in school-or in their disrup-
tive behavior,

NOTE!

A'
ThefolieWing.classificattens are.cohcerned-witht,the.feeli
and,values ol puPtlt'toward s eciffc contentArtubject offe ngs in_the-
School.'. 'NOY involve the pupi.s eelings'thatWhat is be_ng learned.in
a particular content area cif' sdbjectis valudble-011good.

30 01 11 llathematics

30, 01 19 plff_tritfalized-_6aed_P'-ils';

'0'400'00 ttjtdes ; BeliefS-aiid'Fetliho About Self

. This area iSscpncerned1with the pupil's .self concept in regard te whether'
'-he sees hiinsolf oositiVely as a worthy member of the school .and,the-soci-
ety at lare. He feels he is a good person with something to caltribute
and deserving of associated rewards for his contributions. He is confi
dent in hiq own .ahility, ts.resourceful, and'holds himself injligh self-
esteem.

40 01 00

_
The pupil i awai7of both the dimensfOnS'.and' at.ionS of.

tiet-and,caPabilfties and:does not vieW himself tivetilke6 of
limitatiOns..'Rather, he- regards-his abilities as..,assets whiCh'ho-uses

, 6

to fuPther enlarge-the scoPeof his-abtlities and dapabilitie::'

40 02 00: 'R -UrcefotneSs

The pupil
_with' which,

takes what
struct pro-

-net-defeated by an, encourte with a set of circomttances
e- is,unfamiliar In a 'problem solving sitdation.,,(-Rather he

knows, and other available esourceSand proCeedsto con
solutions.

.



oj oo Self-Esteem

The pupil views himself aS a good person.

This area involves the attitudes of pupiIstoWrd various social ethnic
r,cultural groups, attitudes toward peers' attidudes toward adults.

,

It-encompasses the "ithving together" attidudes which result in harmo-
nious relationships between groups even though confticts may be 'encoun-
tered in reaching a harmonious or balanced ste.. It 'involves accep-
tance of laWs or rules While ttey are in effe and feeling f 'e to take, .

. _,

.advantage of freedoms available.'
,

50 01 00 Attitbdes Toward Social and Ethl

This dimension includes the development of attitudes that reflect an un-,,
.derStanding of social, cultural, ahd ethnic P.differenCes.and,the,
worthwhile features of life style without' feéTing.imposed upon to con7
forM.to thosedifferences Or.attempting to irripose ones own set-of cri-
teria for a good life,on others.

50 02 00 Attitudes Toward Adults

Ibis area is concer ed with the affitudes 9 pupilsAoward_adultS such
as' parents; teachers; employers, ministers;' relatives., etc..These atti-
tudes, recognize that adults have problems as ,pupils have pi'dblems; that
many adults can be importantsoutc6'S of hé1041dIguidance'while,others'
are more confused than young people. 'Th046Ung person sievelops an atti-
tude of receptivity toward lhose adults whO$e guidance' can.lop.t usted.

a

60 00-00 Psychomotor Development_

.Psydiomotor development consists of 'experiene
help student§ doielop perception muscle contr
ordination.'

1.

70 00 00 Environmental

Environ ntal may be any action taken by the s
ing-e ironment outside the school which will
learniJor the student n school. Included o
vision of learning materials in the home, or
learning outside the school.
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