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FOREWORD ' Lo

This report represents tenth year funds made available for the education of, children
designated by the Elementary and Secondary Education Act of 1965 as “educationally'
depri\'/ed The report also represents a SIgmflcant departure from the previous reports
in the method used for evaluation.

The report provides greater accuracy in the reporting of numbers of pupils in programs
because of the improved data collection methods. It should also reflect greater accuracy in
the reporting of pup|I progress.

-Title | ESEA is an operational program in Coiorado. It cannot be considered a research
.-program. The tools.and controls available to the educational researcher are not available to
the administrator of an operational program dealing with extremely large number: of dis-
tricts, personnel and pupils. Therefore, data collected for this program .:tilizes some of the
techniques of operations research in that indicators of success are being sought. These in-
dicators are tied to the needs assessment, the program planning process and the objectives of

,,,,,,,,,,, each_Local Education Agency (LEA) program. The data from each LEA has been classified
into broad areas and merged into a State report which represents the Title | effort in

Colorado. ) o ;
| am pleased to pass along this tenth annual report of Title | programs in the State of
Colorado both to the Congress of the United States and to the people of Colorado.

"

éhu“77xi%faiw

Calvin M. Frazier
Commissioner of Education
State of Colorado
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I. ORGANIZATION OF THE COLORADO SCHOOL SYSTEM
The United States Constitution in failing-to mention education

reserved these powers for the states. 'Each state in organizing for

‘these respons.bilities has.doneusousomewhat,different]y. While no

claim is being made here for a superior organization, Colorado has,

along with other states, its own unique character.

Article IX of the State Constitution provides that the general

supervision of the public schools shall be vested in a Board of Educa-
/“‘_\“‘—‘"—‘ o etk

————————— .

tion cons1st1ng of a member from each conqress1ona1 district. ~Members-. ...

serve w1thout compensation. Provision 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 directs that the General Assembly establish 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 pub11c funds to-private schools, churches or sectarian pur-
poses. It permits the General Assembly to 1eg1s1ate compu]sory educa-
tion. :

The Constitution requires the general assembly to proddde for the
organization of school districts which must Have a locally elected
Board of Education. ”Sa1d d1rectors Suall have control of instruction
in the public schools of their respect1ve districts.'

Thus, while statutory prov1s1ons prov1de state money to the
schools and give the Commissioner the power to require reports from
the local districts, the contrcl of instruction resides with the local

Boards of Education. The State Educational Agency (SEA) does not plan

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

Y P
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The SEA often=acts to stimulate change through the ability of
individuals in the agency to persu&de LEA personnel to adopt a method
which is known to produce better results. However, such matters are
not accomplished by regulation. *

Reguiatory powers of the SEA are confined to the certification of
teachers, thé process for provision of funds, collecting necessary
reports for legislative information and the administration of specific
state statutes related-to-education. Control of instruction is a
Tocal matter.

The administration of Title I in Colorado fo]]ows the same general

procedure in that each district is respons1b1e for the deveTopment of
its own Title I instructional program and the SEA administers the pro-
visions of federal law and regulations. Districts determine their own
SFBEEQEEETWthin the scope of federal regulations.

Colorado has established, under the Colorado Board of Education's
supervision, 1238 public elementary and secondary ‘schools in 181 séhoo]
districts. Community colleges and universities are undar the juris-
diction of another agency. Elementary and?SeCondarX Education consists
of grades kindergarten through grade 12 and pre-kindergarten is per-
missible under Colorado Taw at the LEA's option.

There are 231 known private schools in Colorado. These schools
have made themse]Ves known to the Colorado Departmént of Education in
various ways. There are no statutes in Colorado related to the bp~
eration bf private schools or even their registration“with the Department.
Private kindergartens, pre-schools and day care centers are reqqired>to be
Ticensed and are regulated, but not by the Depahtment of Education. Rather,
this procedure is delegated to the Department of Social Services.

" 9 . L
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Fall membership in Colorado schho]s durin§‘1974—75 was 568,060
pupils; 304,667 pupils were in schools classified as e1ementary; and,
263,393 pupils were tn schools c1aseified as secondary. Pup11 popula-
tion declined 0.8% from the previous year. These pup11s were classi=
fied as .5% American Indian, 3.91% as Black Amer1can, A% asAK;;an
American, 14.08% Snanish Surnamed and 80.8% other"."‘~

Total revenues for Colorado schools for 1973-74 were $663,905,988.
Local and county revenues provfded 382,354,058 or 57.6% of total 3
revenues. The State of Colorado provided $251,697,644 or 37.9% of the
total revenues. The federal government through all of its programs
provided $29,853, 986 or 4.5% of the revenues available to the schools.
The current expense per pupil in average da11y attendance entitlement
not inc]quEg expenditures for capital outlay, debt service and com~
munity sernices was $1,076.

Co]&rade presents a mosaic of various communities. Small isolated
ranching tbmﬁunities dot the eastern plains region. Thess communities
have a5~the3} 1ife support an acricultural base. Many distrist§fﬁnf'“”"
this reg1on have fewer than 500 pup11s : "”kz/;;

| The Rookv Mountains bisect the State from north»tn south at ap~
prox1mate1y the center of the State. Along the face of the front

range of mountawns, the large urban centers are located. The cities

of Fort Collins, Denver,“COlprado Springs, Pueblo and Trinidad are

Tocated here. Each of them have their suburban developments outside
?of.the core city. The entire front range has both an agricultural "and
ﬁndustria] orientation. Stee]} rubber products, coal, sugar, canning
and small industries occupy the.time of the population.

2eURRTROCIATLR A R ke ey
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Governmental enterprise employs large numbers of peopje in such things
“as missile production at the'Martin Plant, the Air Force Finance Center,
the Air Force Academy and many others.

" The mountain area has many different small communities which dif-
fer in their ways of life. The San Luis Yalley, which in square miles
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 chiefly agricultural and much of the population
is of Spanish herf%géé. Other mountain communities are devoted to
mining, Tumber and tourist industries. Where miners are employed,
certain kiﬁdghaf“601ere’and“vaTues‘@iﬁéf?””Wﬁé?é‘the*touristpindustry
jsﬂemphasjzggw}n communities such as Aspen, a quite different'1ife
styTe'is apparent.

On the western slope of the State, the Tand changes frum mountains
to high plains.. Again agriculture is emphasized with one uv: the major
products being fruit. The major urban center of the western slope’ is
the qity of Grand Junction.

Each of these areas of the State has its own particular populations
in the low-income range. .Each has different types of prob1ems.re1ating

to the educationally disadvantaged child.

LM e ap g
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IT, STATE ADMINISTRATION OF TITLE I
During Fiscal Year 1975, the SEA allocated $13,504,183 to 170
Tocal éducationa1 agencies. These funds were distributed and managed
in reference to a staff p]an’which focused on objectives to be achieved.
The following provides a description of the staff, a listing of objec-
. tives and a.report on the”accomplishment of tho§é objectives. |

e,
e

Staff Description

-

The federal government provided the Colorado Department of Educa-

tion $172,443.00 to administer the T1t1e I program. These funds pro-
vided the services of a one-half t1me director, four full-time consul-
tants and three half-time consultants. A1l of these staff members vere

" fully qualified as teaché;é; A11 possessed the Master's Degree and two

held Doctorates in Education. Expérience in state agency work ranged
from none for new personnel to eleven years; SSpecia]ization of staff
members was exemplified by skills in general %schoo] administration,
management systems, reading instrucfion, ear]j éhi]dhood education,
elementary eduéation, secondary education, andievaIUation.

OBJECTIVE 1

THE COLORADO DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION (CDE) WILL ADMINISTER

THE DISTRIBUTION OF ESEA TITLE I (P.L.39-10) FUNDS FOR THE (
" PURPOSE OF IMPROVING THE EDUCATIOMAL ACHIEVEMENT. OF.DISAD=—.....

VANTAGED CHILDREN, IN COMPLIAHCE WITH THE FEDERAL REGULA-

TIONS PERTAINING T0 SAID STATUTE, SUCH THAT THE EDUCATIONAL

ACHIEVEMENT OF DISADVANTAGED CHILDREN WILL BE IMPROVED AS

MEASURED BY THE OBJECTIVES SET FORTH BY LOCAL SCHOOL DIS-

TRICTS AND REPORTED IN THE ANNUAL EVALUATION REPORT TO THE
ULS. OFFICE OF EDUCATIOM. ‘

The SEA Title I staff rev1ewed and approved the fo]]ow1nq during -

the summer and fall of 1974: 98 Part A programs, 3 Part B programs,

8 Part C programs, 7 Neglected and Delinquent Programs, 2 State

12







Institutions programs.
Application approval followed a systematic procedure utilizing

_an item for item checklist. If minor corrections were needed in an
application, the program was tentatively approved with a request for
corrections sent to the school di;trict.. if on had majoﬁ
problems and was generally not apprdvab]e, (- ro* wned to the dis-
trict for resubmission with a statement outliniza its deficiencies.
The philosophy of the Title I $taff is that - Strict will receive
{ts allocation and th@ staff works with the district personne] untl] |
the application is approvab]e

A report on the achievement of Title I children will be dealt
with in another section of this report. |
OBJECTIVE 2 ‘

DURING FISCAL YEAR 1975, THE SEA EXPECTS TO ALLOCATE-

TITLE I FUNDS IN EXCESS OF $11,000,000 T0O APPROXIMATE-

LY 180 LEA's. THE SEA DIRECTOR WILL DETERMINE THE

AMOUNT TO BE ALLOCATED TO EACH LEA.

fhe final Part A state allocation for Colorado was $13,504,183.
lThese funds were allocated at the subcounty level after rece;pt of the
amounts to be allocated to each county from the U. S. Office of Educa-
tion. '

Subcounty allocations were made based on the numbers of chi]dren
. from Tow-income families residing in éach school district within a
county or counties.
. Allocation 1ists were printed and dispfibuted to all school
districts in Colorado and to the U. S, Office of Education. This was
done qach time allocation figures were revised by the U. S. Office of

Education.




OBJECTIVE 3

DURING FISCAL YEAR 1975, THE SEA WILL CALCULATE THE
-PERCENTAGES OF CHILDREN BETWEEN THE AGES OF 5-17,
FROM AFDC FAMILIES, FOR EACH COUNTY AND SCHOOL DIS—
TRICT IN COLORADO.

Copies of CDE Form 128 were mailed to all LEAs with a memorandum
1nstruct1ng them regard1ng the count of AFDC ch11dr°n. A memorandum was
ma11ed to all county we]fare directors request1ng their cooperation in

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

school district.
- A11 AFDC counts were recorded by district and percentages calcu-
- lated. These figures were used in the subcounty a116cafions.

OBJECTIVE 4

DURING FISCAL YEAR 1975, THE SEA WILL CONDUCT SIX RE-
GIONAL MEETINGS FOR LEA TITLE I DIRECTORS. EACH LEA
IS EXPECTED TO SEND REPRESENTATIVES TO THESE MEETINGS.

Meetings were held at La Junta, Alamosa, Durango, Yuma, Denver,:
and .Grand Junction. The meetings were of one-day duration. 'Table I
shows the attendance at these meetings by various types of personnel,
The following topics were, presented:
ESEA Title I Regiona] Meet{ngs

I. Overview of Title I in FY '76
A. New regulations of P.L. 93-380
B. Non-public schools
C. Parent involvement
D. Funding outlook in FY '76

II. Program planning

A. What we learned from monitoring
1. Program compliance
2. Program qualitv
3. Program fidelity
4. Local reaction to monitoring

B. Ideas for FY'76 programs
1. Summary of interesting programs
2. Plans for new programs




I1I.  Evaluation information
A. Federal evaluation developments
B. State level evaluation procedures
C. Plans for short term, in-depth studies
- IV. Records and property provisions .
A, ~Records retention provisions '
B. Property inventory and disposal
V. The appfication
A. Developing thr "oplication
B. Changes in * P
C. Important uate.
TABLE I
TITLE I REGIONAL MEETINGS ATTENDANCE
April 1975 '
Grand
Junction | La dunta Alamosa Durango [Denver | Yuma -
Title I ‘
Directors 4 5 9 1 33. 3
Supts./
Assisstant :
Supts. 6 6 11 5 5 10
Principals| 3 : 10 ' 2 7 Q 10
Parents 2 4 22 1 3 10
Title I
Teachers 6 3 16 < 3 9 5"
Title I
Aides 0 0 11 0 0 5
Other 2 5 4 0 18 5
Total: 23 33 76 17 77 48

Grand Total Participants:

274

OBJECTIVE 5

/

THE SEA WILL CONDUCT REGULAR MEETINGS OF A STATE
TITLE -1 ADVISORY COUNCIL TO SEEK INFORMATION,
ADVICE, COUNSEL AND SUPPORT ON ALL MATTERS CON-
CERNING THE ADMINISTRATION AND OPERATION OF
TITLE I IN COLORADO.

15




The Committee of the whole met three times during Fiscal Year 1975.

Various subcommittee meetings were conducted at other times. Topics of
concern and action for the Committee during the year were:

1. The Committee's desire to provide more communication
at the federal level.

2. Decision on the manner in which Part B funds would be
granted.

3. Dec1s1on on districts to he included in current Part C
gnants

4. Liaison with Ltn federal program directors.

5. Format1on of various subcomm1ttees to exp]ore a var1ety
of Title I topics.

OBJECTIVE 6

THE STATE DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION WILL MONITOR ALL PROJECTS

WITH AN ALLOCATION OF OVER $100,000 ANNUALLY AND ALL PROJECTS

UNDER $100,000 BIANNUALLY.

A new monitoring instrument was developed by the staff whigh encom-
passed all Title I regulations. The instrument was used by monitoring
teams which examined pr~grams in-depth in relation to regulatid. The
teams were composed of:z mixture of state personnel and LEA Title [
personnel. Occasionally personnel from outside Title I were use. but
this was the exception rather than the rule.

A total of 111 school districts had their projects monitored. These

constituted 49 programs since a number of districts were in cooperatives.

State institutions for the delinquent were monitored as well as institu-

tional programs operated through LEAs. Districts having Part 8 or C .grants

in addition to Part A.wue observed while the team was on-site.

16
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A total of 101 persons other than state Title I personnel were
utilized in monitoring visits. Most of these persons reported that this
was a valuable learning experience for them.

OBJECTIVE 7

ALL TITLE I DISTRICTS IN COLORADO WILL BE CERTIFIED AS
COMPARABLE BY JANUARY 1, 1975.

The SEA sent comparability forms to all LEAs before October 1.
Districts submitted their reports before October 30. These were checked
by CDE staff for completeness, écéuracy, and comparability. Source data
was examined during monitoring visits on a "spot cﬁeck"ﬂbasis. Only two
districts had comparability problems which were corrected before the
time it would be necessary to withhold funds. The deadline of January 1
was met.

OBJECTIVE 8

GIVEN THE DATA FROM Tifi% 1 PROGRAMS IN COLORADO, THE
STAFF WILL PRODUCE AmM [EVALUATION REPORT FOR THE U. S.
OFFICE OF EDUCATION ®¥ NGHIEMBER 15, 1975 AND WITH THE
SAME DATA PRODUCE A LIST @F SCHOOLS ELIGIBLE  FOR NDEA
STUDENT LOAN CANCELLATTION #ARD NATIONAL DIRECT STUDENT
L@EN CANCELLATION BY /APRIL ¥5, 1975..

With the advice and counggf «f an ad hoc committee of LEA personnel
inyoTved in Title I evali..-<on, the SEA initiated a new evaluation method
beginning with Fiscal Yeay 1875. Reporting was initiated with form 113-A
coliected November 1, 1975 .we 113-B collected September. 1975. Both
reports relate to Fiscal Yeer 7475 programs. A tremendous amount of ef-
fort was involved in comguter programming for this process. Most of the
time of program analysts and pr-ajrammers was provided with state money.
Key punching and computer ‘time s been provided Q%fﬁout charge ?o the
Title 1 program by the Schexd Fimance and Data Services Unit ofrthe SEA.
The Title I Unit in conjunctien with Data Services developed procedures

together. The report which folilows is a culmination of that effort.

17
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JITI.  EVALUATION OF TYTLE I IN COLORADO o
Rationale of the Report

Many people recoghized the Timitations of the‘former method of

evaluation and there was a desire to improve it. For example, achieve-

Ment data was collected only at third and sixth grades and districts

which did not have projects -at those grades were unable to‘report any--
thing on the forms provided by the SEA. 1In addition, there was little
relationship between what was reported and. the -plans the LEA had made
in the first place.

An ad hoc qommittee of LEA and SEA evaluation personnel was conven-
ed and certain underlying principles for an evaluation design emerged |

as a result of their discussions. In summation these are:

1. Local control of the curriculum is a cherished prerog~
ative of the LEA. Evaluation must take into account
Tocal differences.

2. Pupil populations vary in their needs, solutions to
pupil probiems vary and the evaluation report should
allow for the variability of evaluation methods
required.

3. Many districts have adopted test instruments which they
use at certain intervals for district purposes. Most do
not wish to add additional testing time to the school
year because it subtracts time from teaching.

4. Districts have adopted tests which they feel are in cor-
respondence with the school curriculum they offer to
children. The use of a common test instrument for all
districts would be a violation of the principle of local
control in that it has tendency to establish the obJec-
tives or outcomes of the curricuium.

5. Each district has its own procedure for reporting test
scores. Some report grade equivalency scores, some re-

port in. stanines, others in percentiles. These differ-
ences should be taken into account.

18
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6. The Title I evaluation report should be directly re-
Tated to the objectives of the local application or
program plan.

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

8. The Title I report should be based on actual data
rather than estimates whenever'possib1e..

" The ad hoc committee came to the conclusion that two. reporting

forms would be worthwhile. One form was to contuin déScriptive data.

This form contains information on pupil enrollment and participation

in. Title I at each grade level in public and private schdo]s. It also
offered the opportunity to update the appTicatioﬁ.in'térms”df names of
actual staff members,. salaries, and parent’cbunci1 mémberé as they are
composed in the fall. Recognition should:be given to the Timitations

of district data at the outset. Avschoo1 system is a living thing and
always in a. state of flux. Pupils come and go. Teachers éome ahd go.
Parents who werew;o serve on advisory committees- leave the community.
Thus a report made today is obsolete tomorrow. Howevek, Form 113-A
which was designed for the purpose of co]]ecting descriptive data takes

a snapshot of the situation as it exists in October. October <is the time

when all districts collect data of the same-type for genéral ‘purposes.and

state reporting.

Form 113-B was to be concerned with performance information. This
was to be cqmp]eted‘qfter the Title I program was terminated at the end
of the grant period. It was to describe how well the pupils ‘had performed
in relation to the dbjectives. To be able to produce a state Tevel re-
port under th=se circumstances several requirements were necessary for

all districts. 19
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Objectives were to be written in relation to standard criteria
for writing an objective, i.e, they were to contain the same
elements. This was done and criteria for writing objectives
were included in the application instructions.

The ohjectives were to be written at the project level and
were to be confined to one or two major learning areas for
each project. —
It was to be possible to have objectives which were not nec-
essarily measured by standardized tests. .

If standardized tests were to be used as measures, data was
to be collected and improved or decreased pupil performanc
demonstrated. .

To prepare a statewide report it was-necessary to classify
ohjectives as to type throughout the state. To do this a
coding system adapted from Standard Terminology for Curricu-
lum and Instruction in Local and Simte School Systems, Hand-
book VI OE-23052 was used. Only main headings and the first
six digits were to be used for codimg. Thus, a reading ob-
jective would be coded 05 01 01. "The report was to contain
data on the extent to which an objective was achieved. The -
state report was to contain data on the extent to which
Colorado schools achieved their Title I objectives in areas
such as reading.

The report was to. account for missing data and performance
was to be measured in terms of the paopulation receiving the
full treatment. Pupils who moved from—the community in mid-
term or whose parents requested that—they be removed from
the program, or who entered so late ‘that the staff did not
have adequate time to work with them:and would not receive
the full treatment could not be counted in determining the
effectiveness of the Title I program. However, they would
be counted as pupils who received some of the services.
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IV. EVALUATION PROCEDURES

Descriptive Information

For each prbgram for which a grant of funds was made, an application
was required and subsequently a report on 113-A and 113-B. The +1lowing

displays the sources of data which are included in”theesystem:

Ragular Term Part A Pamt B Part C Negl exdted Delinquent.

.summer Ter‘m " n o ] "

Each program has been ass1gned a permanent code number. The number
uysed is known as the EL SEGIS number which is usua]]y ut111zed by the O0f~
fice of Education (0.E.) in compiling its own reports on various programs.

In addition to the EL SEGIS number, the SEA has utilized its own
1ist of codes for Colorado districts, counties and school bui]dings. Thus,
for each number, reports were generated at the local level in re]atibn to
Part A, Part B, etc. '

These reports were pre-edited at the SEA Title I Office to eliminate
@s many errors as possible. The reports were subsequently edited by the
computer and erros thus‘discovered were printed out and corrected. In
this manner, human error was kept to a minimum. |

The computer program for Form 113-A was a straightforward summariza-
tion process utilizing Mark IV computer language. The reports included .
statewide data as follows:

General statewide school district data.

. Low-income concentration data.

.~ Title I participants by grade and district size.
Private school participants.

Percentage distributimns of pupils.

‘Ethnic group distributions.
. Handicapped pupil distributions.

21
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8. Distributions of pupils by types of objectives grade
and percent.
9, Full time equivalents of Title I staff by distri- size.
10. .Salaries of Title [ pe. : by teachers, aides 4
other by district sizc - percent,
11. Volunteers in Title I piograms.

Performance Information

Form 113-B is related to the accomplishment of locally developed

3

e

objectives and includes achievement test data.

Districts were encouraged to write a few objectives (at most 3)
for each project in their program. In the Ta11 they smei%ted a report
(within 113-8B) for each objective approved in the app]icafﬁon. This was
a one-page report which required a statement of the obJect1ve, a classi-
f1cat1on code number for the objective, an enrolliment report on pupils
seek1ng to achieve the objective and numbers of pupils who met the ob-

jective or did not meet it. Classification codes of objectives used in

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

pendix A of this report. anh objective stated that some percent of

the population of students in Title I would meet a Tocally established
criteribn of performance during the time period-of the project. There-
fore, if 400 pupils were preseht for the pre-test and bost-teSt and the ob-
jectiVe;stated that 80% of 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 been met. A five perceat variation

plus or minus was allowed to considerwobjectivee met in the State report.
It was also possible to accumulate the numbers of pupils needed for all
objectives in a classifi;ation, e.g., reading, as a number needed for

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

estab]ished”by the LEAs.
22
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If objectives were not met at the LEA, opinions were soliciter
from program directors as_to the cause. Information on the types of
activities was collected and related to meeting or not meeting objec~
tives. These data are not avai1aB1€;at this time due to<£he need for
further;bomputer programming. l

Achievement test dgta; where it was appropriate to an objective,
was collected. Program directors had the option of reporting such in-
formatianm by percentiles, stanines or grade equivalency scores. This
was necsssary because of the variation in the methods used_by_scho¢]
districts to report achievement in their own evaluation offices. There-
fore, this report uti]iies three forms of presenting data. Each form
represents a different sub-population of pupils within any given cateqohy,
such as reading. _ : o

Pupils who are not performing as well as most other pupils in any
area are different in the degree to which they may be "behind" the others.
Some may be one year below grade 1eVe1, others may be one and one-half
years below grade level, etc. To write an obJect1ve to bring a]] pup11s
to grade: level would be to impose a requirement on pupils, who are al-
ready behind,lto 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 youngsters made one year of progress dur-
ing the.school year that they would be doing very well. For example, a
fifth grader who scores ét 2.0 on the pre-test and 3.0 on the post-test
has gained 1.0 wheré his!previous rate of gain per year was only .4. |

When reporting by grade equivalency scores, an expected score was calcu~

lated by m=dding 1.0 to the pre-test. Expected scores for stanines and h_,.m"“wmwgé

percentilas were created by assuming an jidentical distribution of scores

23
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on the post-test as on the pre-test, the pre-test distribution being.
the expécted scores.

Frequency tables were created for LEA reports and the numbers of
pupils falling within each grade equivalency, stanine a;E decile ranbe
vere reported.

These data were subsequently totaled by grade and grouped into the
categories of b;é;;EHdo1, grades 1-2-3, 4-5-6, 7-8-9, 10—11-12.

With the abdve groubings available, expected and observed scores
(pre-test +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 significant difference was observed on éither measure, it was
interpreted”that the expected value of one year had been achieved. If a
significant difference in a positive direction occurred, it was interpre-
ted to mean that within the population of pupils greater than one year of
growth was attained by the pupils.

Both achievement daté‘and data on objectives islreported in‘the

following categories:  — —

Part A, B, C, Delinquent, Meglected

COGNITIVE OBJECTIVES

Reading

Mathematics

General Academic

Other Cognitive
AFFECTIVE OBJECTIVES

General Attitudes

Attitudes toward subject matter

Attitudes toward other persons
PSYCHOMOTOR OBJECTIVES
ENVIRONMENTAL OBJECTIVES

24
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V. EVALUATION REPORT

The tables following this page are presented in two sections, A.
Descriptive Infprmation, and B. Performance Information. These tables
show the aggregatfdh of common data across Title I school districts and
display the information regarding how Colorado conducted itse]f as a
State in regard to Title I.

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

‘, etc., as it existed in each program i: October 1974, Inraddjpipn?_jt'v

shows the number of pupils seeking_to"é;h;;ve certain types of objectives

in October of 1974. These objectives were classified by LEA directors

in their reports. Descriptors for each objective area in the main came
from Handbook :V1I. Descriptors of the areas contained in this report are
provided in Appendix A.

IV-B provides information on the achievement of objectives as_re-

3

ported in Séﬁtemberhdf’1975.:'THE*EEﬁé”descriptors of objectives used in
IV-A apply. For the sake of brevity, all language 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 tbg de—
termiqation of achievement of objectives, e.g., a project may have twbv
reading objectives’fbf the same group of pupils each with a different
quality of perfqrmance. 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.

25
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Finally, data was collected on specialized supplementary services

offered to pupils and dissemination activities of the LEAs.

are reported in the tables following the achieVement data.

Promising Projects

criteria:

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

26
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These projects are reported in Section VI.

Projects worthy of dissemination were named as such based on t@o

The program must have been determined in substantial
compliance with Title I regulations by the monitoring
team and further validated by a second visit ﬁkom'éh":"
SEA team member during the cgrren%ifisca1 year ('76).

2. Achievement data must be such that an indication of

worthwhile devé]opment among Title I pupils was present.

These items







e

V-A .Descriptive Information
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____TABLE I
GENERAL INFORMATION

Number of Public Elementary .
and Secondary Schools 1268

Number of Known Non-public 231
Elementary and Secondary Schools

TOTAL 7% o 1469

Number of Puﬁ]ic and Known
Non-public Schools in Colorado - '
Elementary 869

Junior High : 288
Senior High 183
9 or more grades above
Kindergarten (K) 119
Unclassified 10
TOTAL 1469 '

Highest Number and Percent
of Students from Low-Income

Families in any School o 441 90.79%

Lowest Number and Percent
of Students from Low-Incecwic . : '
Families in "any—School 8 5.3%

Number of Schools in State

Receiving Title I Assistance 675

Number of Districts with

Independent Title I Programs : 81

Number of Programs with more

than One Cooperating District 9
28
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] TABLE 11
NUMBER OF PUBLIC TITLE I TARGET
SCHOOLS IN COLORADO PARTICIPATING
IN THE VARIOUS CATEGORIES
OF THE ACT

Part Part Part Neglect~- Delin~- Both

A B c ed : quent N&D
Elemn. 402 8 42 0 0 0
Jr., ' .
High 137 1 1 0. 0 0
Sr. i '
High 89 0 0 0 0 0
9 or
more
grades
above K 19 0 0 0 0. 0
Unclas-
sified 0 0 "0 0 . 0 0
Total 647 9 43 0 0 0

NON-PUBLIC SCHOOLS

Part Part Part Neglect- Delin- Both :

A B - ¢ ed quent N&D R
Elem. 28 0 0 0 0 0
Jr. )
High 0 0 0 0 0 0 o
Sr. ' ‘
High 1 0 0 0 0 0
9 or
more
grades :
above K 7 -0 0 9 0 0
Unclas~ '
sified 1 -0 0 0 0 0
Total 37 0 0 9 [V U
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TABLE IIL

1n T AREAS AND PARTE TRANTS '
IN COLORADO :
m {
Number =% P=:" .nt Children .
in Title T ~vgit Areas ' ?‘
204,820

Wumber of Tup+:s Enrolled in |
Public Target <rea Schools 200,138

Number of Pubiic School Pupils
Participating in Title I Programs 35,442
' 17.3% of residents
17.7% of enroliments

Estimated Number of Partici-
pating Pupils from Low-Income
Families 19,988

56.5% of participants

Number of Private School Pupils

Receiving Services at Public

Schools 34
‘ .8% of residents

Number of Private School Pupils
Residing in Eligible Attendance

Areas ‘ 4,250
Number of Private School Pupils .
Participating at Private Schools~ 1,011
23.7% of Non-Public
residents
39
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TABLE TV
TITLE

AUMRTR OF PARTICTPATING P-"".1C SCHOOL PUPILS
BY GRADE & DISTRI{T SIZE

o 197475

- ; R s ~ l —
DISTRICT'SIZE OR Typr (= [300- | 600- |1200- ' 6000~ | OVER |COOPS | TOTAL

TR | 1199 (5999 | 24999 | 24998
Al | _
PRE K IR A 3 L = L |
o ' v ‘
k| | ek |5 | 3 sm| o120 | 1,309
GRADE 1 '7“32 55 | 183 | 555 | 1,007 | 1,78 500 | 4,93
GRADE2 o LTI | 158 | 83 | 1,085 | 1,67 807 | 2474
GRADE 3 Ljp o | a3 | o9 | 107 | 921|508 | 8,06
GRADE4 | 4z |90 | a3 | 774 | 1,007 | SITL 492 13,08
g | | o | e | s | sl w0 3.
GADEG b6 |9 | 92 | m0 | 868 | a0 483 | 3,042
GRADE 7 07 |94 | 183 | 5 | 41 | 1,839) 604 | 4,033
GRADE 8 2 {60 | 103 | 587 | 389 | 1,107] 346 | 2,568
GRADE § £145 | 129 | 420 | 20 | 738|270 | 1,848
GRADE 10 3138 | 13 | 191 | e | 38| 218 | 1,158
GRADET] | 5|13 | 12 | 186 | a1 | 09| 180 | 9%
i 12 |76 | 1gg) 09| 65|
B T7,581(4,788 35,042




PREK
KNDR
GRADE 1
GRAD: 2

GRADE 3

GRADE -4

GRADE 5

GRADZ 6
GRADE 7
GRADE 8
GRADE 9
GRADE 10
GRADE 11

GRADE 12

PERCENT:

TITLE =

DISTREHTION OF FUBLIC SCHOOL PIIPILS
THROUE=DUT THE GRADES AS A P=:

(UNDUEZICAT=D COUNT)

I

e~

G74-T5

33
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TABLE VI

WAMBER AND PERCEL: OF PUPILS SERVED IN TITLE I PROGRAMS
BY E==H1C GROUP AND DISTRICT STZE
2R SCHOOL YEAR 1974~75
] 1

OISTRICT SIZE @R TYPE | 1+ - 1308~ | 600- ]zo'o.‘ 1 6000 | OVER {cOOPS TOTAL
¢§9 % [ 1199 {5999 | 24999 | 24999 T

MMERICN TNDZAN W88 | 1| = | 30 |14 | 49| 0| ml s
b 3 4L 163 115 | 6] 6] 4] T.pl

-Lz-
l

IaLacK W oo | e e o2
, F AN [ . , 3, S

ASTAN AMERICAN  mBR 2ol w | s al @l
b Lol 3l w0l a3l gl o] el Tl

SPANISH SURNWMED NBR | 84 | 255 | 968 |2,590 | 2,896 | 5,333 1,715&‘E3y&51j3
_‘_ 26,6 323 | 411 | 303 3.8 445 | 3.7 | 3.0

ALL OTHER NBR |.239 | 486 11,003 |4,775 | 56,303 | 4,889 [3,030 |18,745 |
- ot L 28 1426 | 633 | 618 | 408 | 63.0 | 542
NBR | 354 774 12,357 |7,546 | 8,576 |11,989 4,
A 11O G20 1 6.5 20,7 1 236 1 3.9 11

*Includes pzﬁaaie‘school‘pmgﬁls

TOTAL




TRALE VI
s TE ]
: NUNBER AND PERGENT ‘GF HANDICAPPED PUPILS PROVIDED SERVICES
THROUGH TZTLE I BY DESTRICT SIZE § HANDICAP TYPE
" FOR SCHOOL VERR 1974.78
DISTRICT SI128 GR TYPE | 1- | 300- ['600- | 1200- | 000~ |OVER |Coops |TOTAL
TTYey [ TIAY | 5990 749y | 24999
PHISICAL  NGR 716 | t| 8 : 3| 6
y  lo9alee | 6| AL 8l 0] 18] .9
VISIL NBR o | ol ow] wl w| onl|ow
y 29033 | 58] 14| 3d] 23] 13| 22
K| ’ M,
g HEARING  NBR (| I I S R IR V2 /2 B L
) 39022 |27 200 17 [-14] 14 ] 1.8
% ' :
SPEECH N8R 921 | w8 | 794 | 2| 9| 289 1,763
% 50l laos a7 1 s 2| e | 1
LIKITED THTEL- R |
LECTUAL FURC- NBR d®m mim b on| oae| w1,
TIONTHG ¢ oeloe 192 (13| 93] 133158 | 102
EHOTIONAL, PER- T
CEPTUAL, CONMUNI- | |
CATIVE, R | el 2 [T owy |4l 0 3,969 gp
36 lcomme 1 B3z W2 53 1 BL6 [ 119655 | 5.
T0TAL w8 | & 91 | &F 2,00 | 764 {1,599 1,820 17,081
] 170 1.3 |50 286 | W8] 22.6]25)]




READING

38

~29-




)
W
7

m——y

39

O

NUMBER OF PUPILS SEEKING T
ACHIEYE A GENERAL OBJECTIVE

198 1,199 3 26,080

CLASSIFIED,AS
READING
DISTRICT SIZE R TVE
GRADE
1- - 300-  600-  1200-  6000-  Over Grade  Percent
99 599 199 5000 999 2999 Coop  Total of Totd
ME & ¥ 1 5 o A
(R 4 R R 24
| 0N W W% M B 10
) T T B NP, S D T S |
3 5 50 173 &0 1062 597 M9 3,000 11.9
4 R R N R T
; OB M 61 Gm 43 % 2w I0d
PR N R 0.5
] A I I R A X
: 28 % M W M w8
g L% 5 W 1 140 5.4
I I N L I I 1.5
1 5 2 6% 0 % w w0
1 N T R T I
WAL W R 145 50

0y




MATHEMATICS
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|
W
N
{

GRADE

NUNBER OF PUPILS SEEKING TO0
ACHIEVE A GENERAL OBJECTIVE
CLASSIFIED AS

 MATHENATICS

DISTRICT SIZE OR TYPE

1- 300- 600~ 1200~ 6000 Over Grade “Perce'nt""‘
_ 200 509 1199 5099 24999 24909 Cogp Total of Total
PRE K u Mg 3.0
(NOR ) B350 4 19 1.0
1 K % 1 W3 Jsk 85 10 103
. 29 g e 199 78 6 1301 1L
3 d 60 950 180 M9 66 956 8.2
4 5 1 g8 2 N5 30 58 s LI
5 53 2 71 436 185 054 129 1130 0,74
6 32 113 48 200 1% 70 1038 . 8.9
1 03 0 g 106 953 94 1480 1284
; 3 6 o5 75 89 96 101 1.
9 2 g0 49 B o6 110 482 414
10 2 50 8 8 51 489 4.
1] 2 50 1 393 33 488 R
17 | 0 2 03 12 30 .6
TOTAL 264

3 6g5 2385 1315 61737 84D 1645

1008




ORAL AND WRITTEN COMMUNICATION

..
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T

NMBER OF PUPILS SEEKING TO
ACHIEVE A GENERAL OBJECTIVE

- CUSSIFIED A5
EIRLISH LANGLAGE AR
DISTRLCT SIZE OR TVE
woE - -
- 300-  600- 200  6000- Qver Grade  Percent
9 5% N9 599 2999 999 Cop Total of Total
M e e
R 0
1 5 15 5
? 8 . 8 83
; 0o g 1% 126
4 30 90 W N
; oM 19 13.2
e oo 8 2 02
, 30 CREY!
o N 0
; 1 ]
10 50 B Y
) 5 R Y
12 1 n
TOTAL: 9. Nk

om

S




AVBER OF PUPILS SEEKTIE To
ACHIEVE A GENERAL OBJECTIVE
CUSIFIE S

~ (OHpOsITION - -
DISTRICT SIZE OR TYPE

W - | R
- 300-  600- 1200~ 6000~  Qver ~Grade . Percent
| ‘of*Tota]‘l_n -

9 B9 NG S 2999 sy oop Total

PRE C LT
KNDR i | | I .2'5,'_4.0 |
| . T T A
) . AT ) ,*30%- s
:wn : 3 | R | % 5 4] ..............................
| ! R S X
; - | TR SR Y.
b - noom 3.2
] | o N B9
0 | ~ BBk
9 | m W Bl
10 | | 5 o ! 0.3
] | T o ons
12 ‘ B 800
| L T

TOTAL:




s A : . . . ) . . . R

NUNBER OF PUPILS SEEKING TO
ACHIEVE:A GENERAL QBJECTIVE
CCUASSIFIED A5 -
 HANDRRITIHG

DISTRICT SIZE OR TYPE

o 1- 300+ 600 ‘1?20.0‘-" 6000 “'Okver o frade Pehcefht:‘ E
299. 599 "1]99~'l599.9 ‘ 24999 24999  Coop . .‘}Tora‘lﬁ of Total .-

h
. . . : Ty ’




NUMBER OF PUPILS SEEKING TO
ACHIEVE A GENERAL OBJECTIVE
B CLASSIFIED AS

SPELLING

GROE DISTRICE s1za oTvEE -
- 300~ ‘600- 1700- 60005;: over.“Coop jGrade Percent
299 565 1199 5999 20999 “_24999.".‘ BN “'\Total“ of Total




NUMBER OF-PUPILS SEEKING TO
ACKIEVE A GENERAL OBJECTIVE
CLASSIFIED AS

ALL ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS EACEPT READING
DISTRICT SIZE ORTYPE -

W Weooe e s Dver frade  Percent
c99 399 199 5999 20999 24999 Coop Total  of Total
PRE K
KR 0 9 i
1 4 o 03
L 4 R 6
.@ 3 B 2w EIRIE
o 1 2w o
T rwm % [/R¥
: 4 ) m W00
7 : o g w6
: , T (Y
. 5 ol LY,
" | Kooy TR
. s 5 68
1 | % q 9 g e
wwe & & om W ERE %




I
B
°

i

HUMBER OF PUPTLS SEEKING TO
ACHIEVE A GENERAL OBJECTIVE
CLASSIFIED AS
OTHER LANGUAGE. SKILLS

GRADE DISTRICT SIZE OR TYPE
1- 300~ 600- 1200« - 6000~ - over Coop Grade Tercent
209 599 1199 5999 24999 24999 Total of Total
PRE X :
(R M m | b2
1' W 69 192 30.0
: 152 616 768 29.1
, 104 673 n 29.4
12 12 2.1
b
40 4 1.h
b
| 32 32 1.2
A
i8 13 1.8
7
8
9 T
10
11
12 -
STOTAL .

696 1,084 ..o2,600 . 100%

58
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NUMBER OF PUPILS SEEKING T0
ACHIEVE A GENERAL 0BJECTIVE

42

o

CLASSIFIED AS
SPEECH
DISTRICT SIZE, OR TYPE
GRADE - | ,
1= 300-  600- 1200-  6000-  Over " Grade  Percent
M9 o%H 99 5% g 2 Teal of Total
e |
(OR Al Al 0.6
¥ % % 1.4
2 5 5109
y 16 16 9.3
) q 6.3
3 N A
I nooa
g 12 1 24
; I w2
; 5 6 1.2
10 4 4 8
0 ) )
2 ; : 4
195
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|

HUMBER (OF PUPILS SEEKING T0
ACHIEVE A GENERAL QBJECTIVE
CLASSIFIED AS

LISTENING
GRADE ' DISTRICT $IZE OR TYPE
1- 300~ 600~ 1200~ 6000~ over Coop Grade Percent
299 599 ll99 5999 24999 24999 Total of Total
PRE K | b o 5
iR | | )
1 2 3 213 49 294
) [ 132 18 2.2
v 0% LA
4 noomnon 0%
5 14 ] §n % 1.2
, 1 3 A
: 12 14
; 9 9]
5 d K}
10 Y
11 ! ] 1
17 !
CIOTAL 0 L 100%
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¥

HUMBER QF PUPILS SEEKING TO

ACHIEVE A GENERAL OBJECTIVE

- CLASSIFIED AS
VOICE AND DICTION

GRADE - DISTRICT SiZE OR TYPE
1~ 300~ 600- 1200- 6000~ over .Coop Grade [Perceat
209 599 1199 5999 24999 24999  Total of Total’

PRE X - \ _ | L
A | N .
- 1 _ 8
2 3 | % 2]
:l “
: TR 3.5 6.3
u o 24 18,0
3
13 B K 9,8
L \
1 1 8
5
K . | 1 8.3
[
8 | : § 6.0
1
9 | —
10
1
1

T0TAL R ‘ T 100




NUNBER OF PUPILS SEEKING TO
ACHIEVE A GENERAL OBJECTIVE

CLASSIFIED AS
LANGUAGE DEVELOPHENT
DISTRICY SIZE OR TYPE B
GRADE ,
l« 300-  600- 1200 6000~  Over Grade . Percent
29 599 1199 5999 24999 24999 Cop  Total of Total

my B 38 R0 5.2

o MN 5 W 5

| 8 % mw M 3.7

"y TR SR R SRR

f: ; - 13

4 nooa 9w ow a1

: A7 A 2.9

‘ 0 boon 4 1.6

: oo B . W 7.5

g SN | I R N A T 0.5,

: | S T R N Y B
f L 4 : ] 66,\i
65 I 2 2 | |
12 A ) ]

L N RSN | R L O Y SO
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|

NUMBER OF PUPILS SEEKING T0 -
ACHIEVE A GENERAL 0BJECTIVE
CLASSIFIED AS

ENGLISH ORAL LANGUAGE DEVELOPNENT

DISTRICT SIZE, OR TYPE
GRADE |
- 300-  600- 1200  6000-  (Qver Grade - Percent
M0 R T S99 % M Cop  Total of Tota
ORE R | 56 29
KHOR VSRR N | R 7 1.8
1 poox woowe % om0
) P TR R N R S X
3 TR N B S S | X
y Boow 9 ¥ w1
; ] 8 7 5 1% 7]
; 1 g 4 6.8
] g i B0 3]
q 5 45 2
9
10
i
1 |
TOTAL: ool 1M 1,402

370 %5

100%
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69

HUMBER OF PUPLLS SEEKING TO
ACHIEVE A GENERAL NBJECTIVE

0

CLASSIFIED AS
BILINGUAL LANGUAGE. DEVELOPHENT
DISTRICT SIZE OR TYPE

GRADE
- 1- - 300-  600- 1200-  6000- Over - Grade  Percent

299 599  TN%9 5099 24999 24999 Coop  Total of Total
PRE K
KNOR %9 % 3.9 .
| 1) BB
7 3 ' 36 13.4
3 14 14 5.2
4 2 . 2 9,0
5 8 B 3.0
¢ § g 3.4
7.
8
g
10
1]
12

268 268 100%

o TOTAL:
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GENERAL ACADEMIC IMPROVEMENT

71
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NUMBER OF PUPILS SEEKING TO
ACHIEVE A GENERAL OBJECTIVE

CLASSTFIED S
GEAERAL ACADENIC INPROVENENT

GRADE DISTRICT STZE R THPE

- 300-  §00-  1200- 6000~  Qver Grade ~ Percent

200 599 1199 5999 24999 24999  Coop Total  of Toti]
R X |
KINDR N Y 4.7
1 I Y
2 BN 18
3 7 4
4 o 2.4
; 0 w4
; 1 L.
1 y % %6 1
: n__ w6
g 6 0 s
1 6 65 104
I 0 Y 6.4
1) %% ]
1oL a moom e
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EARLY CHILbHOOD EDUCATION
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-~ GRADE

PE K

NUMBER OF PUPILS SEEKING T0
ACHIEVE A GENERAL DBJECTIVE
CLASSIFIED AS

EARLY CHILDHOOD EDUCATION, PREPRIMARY'LEVEL
DISTRICT SIZE OR TYPE

]- - 300-  600- 1200~ -6000-  Over | Grade
299 599 1199 599@ 24000 24900 (oop  Total

Percent
of Total

90 b] | 14

100

KNOR

10

11

12

TOTAL

W 1L

100y




HANDICAPPED PUPILS
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NUMBER OF PUPILS SEEKING T0
ACHIEVE A GENERAL OBJECTIVE
CLASSIFIED AS

DIFFERENTIALLZED CURRICULUM FOR HANDICAPPED PUPILS

GRADE DISTRICT SIZE OR TYPE .
1300 600-  1200- 6000~  Qver Grade - Percent

299 599 1199 5999 2999 4999 Coop Tofal - of Total
PRE K 20 20 b.3

(R 4 | TR SO S
1 2 % B 1.5
2 oW 9,]
1 b ook 0T
" : S T I X
: 6 5 5.6
; ; 0% 6]
% w8 12.8
g 2 AN Y 1.5
g 10 ' 2 8.3
0 b 9 15 40
N 5 A 1.5
. 3 s 6 1
TOTAL /B 100 250 280 100%
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VIMBER OF PUPILS SEEKING O
ACHIEVE A GENERAL OBJECTIVE

TSI A

| COMUNLCATION SKILLS (HADICARPED)
GRA | DISTRLCT SIZE R TYPE e

- 300- 600- 1200~ 6000~ - Over ~ Grade  Percent

299 599 1199 5099 24999 24999 “Coop Total - of Total

A R Y.

(I g P Y
1 | Cm g m B
3 _ R T B X
3 T T T e
4 o oW us
§ 3 9 1
3 . B % 1o
. ww
8 | | | R R R
g 6
I L ;
I o s 9]
I I §
TOTAL | 0 o o
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NUWBER. OF PUPILS SEEKING TO0
ACHIEVE A GENERAL OBJECTIVE
CLASSIFIED AS

INTERPERSONAL BEHAVIORAL COPING SKILLS

GRADE DISTRICT SIZE OR TYPE

]- 300- 600-  1200- 6000~  OQver Grade ~  Percent

290 59 1199 5990 4999 24999 Coop  Total _of Total
2 0 0 13
KINOR
1 ] K 9.8
. 1 513 106
3 10 9 19 10.4
4 9 R 8.]
; ‘] 3 g 4.9
] 3 58 4.4
7 no 6.0
5 55 2]
) 9 9 19
10 13 1.6
I 21 3.8
12 5§ 2.]
TOTAL 7 w00
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NUMBER OF PUPILS SEEKING TO
ACHIEVE A GENERAL OBJECTIVE
CLASSIFIED S
CHOTOR SKILLS

QA ﬂ OISTRICT SIZE OR THPE

- 300-  600-  1200-  6000-  Over ~ Grade  Percent

209 599 1199 5999 24999 24999 Coop Total of Total
PREK 20 | I 57.9
KINR v LR
1 | 9 [
9 | 15 15 e

:3 . I | 0 83

! 9 9 7.4
5 , 1 1 8
: ! ; ; 5
] / |
3
9
10
i
12

TOTA - 2 3~ 00 12 1004




" NUMBER OF PUPILS SEEKING T0
ACHIEVE A GENERAL OBJECTIVE

CLASSIFIED AS

: DERCEPTUAL SKILLS

W DISTRICT SIZE 08 THE
oW Q- e G- e Gfe  Percent
239 f99 1199 5009 24999 24999  Coop  Total of Total
PRE 20 _ 1 5.5
w_ 5 8 o &
| | ¥§ N9 n o 126
] . S T N 1
$ 3 Ef L (L LR
' : B0 p w b1
5 w B 1
6 % 1 123
] 7 | .
3 3 B I
| ; | ) i
5 86 0 N B
| n 7 N 1.9
12 ‘ 9. R

TOTAL w30 0 208 1269 100%




AFFECTIVE, PSYCHOMOTOR AND ENVIROMMENTAL OBJECTIVES
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AFFECTIVE OBJECTIVES
NUMBER AND PERCENT OF PUPILS BY GRADE
Feelings, Beliefs or Values

Regarding: x | \
a SOHOOL HCONTRNT LoNGE S| s RANDIGAPRED CHILIREN
Nomber | Dercent | Number [Percent | Mumber |Percent |Mumber |Percent | Humber Percent !
| M| | W | ol B
g | s o | owa | o85S
Vo se | e | a6 | w0 | w3
ol e wa | s | oe0 | o | me | ow | 33
sl mel oo | ows | o1a | w0 | 186 B | 9l
Ol T 1o o6 | 55 | w5 | w6 | % | 105 ) g
S sl | mo| s | s | w | oms | s | ws
61 s | w0 | e | 65 | w2 | 9T no| 19|
R R EE Mol 60 | %5 | 63 59 | 147
3 U8 | b6 180 | 104 1 3.3 | 5 | 1.5
o | 29| 55 | 0 | 185 | % | 13 | el 10 0]
ol a0 w | 53| w | 13 _ | 6 15.0
). 9| L8 Bl b 20 L4 _ 5 20.8
ol ®| L6 | u3 | 65 | 16| Ll 3 0S5
gy LML | s 100 e Lo | s | oo | s | w0 | 100.0 0

*A1l School Subject Matters
\‘ .
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AFFECTIVE OBJECTIVES NUMBER AND PERCENT OF
Y(PILS BY GRADE ATTTTUDES REGARDING

CONFIDENCE TN L SOCIAL, CULTURAL -
SELF OWV ABILITY  |RESOVRCEFULNESS  BELP-ESIREM  |oTHERS XD ETANIC CROUPS PEERS
WMo, | Percent 39. Percent |No. Percent Mo, Percent [No, | Percent No. Percent Po.  Percerit
bk |5 | 1] % 4] |
X ‘_1:‘9.5{,'3’“" 6.2 |21 16,8 2 3.9 m | i |
P g | 18| 8 6.9 9 1.6 | 4 alw bosales | walw | wat
2 ligg | 13|00 05 | (088 | a8 | 9.8l 6.5 | 109 |
sl |16 |1 05| 77 mslo | el | 16 0 0104 | 9.1
b fagg | 10,1 |13 10,7 88 15,5 98 sl s | 120 % RN
5 las | 9.3 |11 0.1 o 17,2 86 19,8015 | 6.4 % 2500 | &2
¢l | 6] %0 L2 9 1639 | 15100 | 14| 60 13010 | 20
L7l | 35| 5.3| 52 0.1/ 5 | 87|66 | 9.4 30 L3 | 24|
B 1'27 4,3{ 126 10.0{ 20 3.5] 35 5,60 20 2.8 30 L7110 | 2.0
9 |31 | 10.2] 6 5.5 48 8.4 solomalw| 0 a6 | 12
o | 32| B 3.0] 9 1.6 9 | 13 5 11| 4 8|
| % w 3.5 0 | 28 % w1 | A
90 30 1 ) 5.4 3 L 0] 30 ) R
w57 | wnouss | 000 s63 0gEL | 10,070 | m 1000155 | 1000
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- NUMBER AND PERCENT
OF PUPILS SEEKING TO ACRIEVE
AN OBJECTIVE CLASSIFIED AS
PSYCHOMOTOR AND ENVIROMENTAL

POYCHNDTOR EAVIROVENTAL

GRADE | WUMBER PERCENT NUFRER PERCENT
k| 1.9 0 91,6
A 4 4 5.4

lom | ong

2 | o | 193

3| 19.2

It 1]

5 | 1% 12.8

o | 8 16

1l 5 2.4

8| 18 1.4

9 | ¢ §

T

1
| 12 . .
T aE R
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SUPPORT SERVICES
Number of Pupils Served

Guidance and Counseling 4,409
School Psychological Services 2,775
Testing 11,100
Social Work ‘1,205
Medical Treatment 523
‘|Dental- Treatment - — 790
“IEye Treatment or Correction 730
Ear Treatment or Correction 649
Pupil Transportation 2,122
Food Services | 1,299
Clothing 300
Student éubsidies 12
Special Services for Handicapped Pupils 1,000
Other Pupil Services 3,881
DISSEMINATION
Newspaper Articles Pubiished < 380
Radio Appearances 50
Television Appearances 16
Number of Issues of Newsletters Published 373
Number of Sets of Mimeographed Materials 2,200
Meetings for General Public 955
Number of Parents Visiting Title I Rooms 9,794
Number of Visitor§ from Other Districts 1,015

95
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FULL TIME EQUIVALENTS AND SALARIES PAID TO TITLE I PERSONNEL

o e —

VOLUNTEERS
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~ B1.E. AND SALARTES
PAID 10 ALL TITLE T*
. PERSOMNEL

District Size
or Type

300~599

600-1199..

1200-3999

6000~
24399

Over

24999

Coops

Total

F.I.E
Title I

18,2

16,7

117.9

296.0

2911

67,2

205.9

1,393.0

Total Salaries
Paid by Local
and Title I

117,823

203,150

1,063,960

2,139,606

2,337,233

4,994,680

1,552,652

12,09,19

‘ Funds

| Total Salaries

Paid by Title
I Only

73,578

90,218

975,461

1,531,616

2,003,778

4,232,407,

1,001,038

9,308, 114

Average Salaries
Per Title I
F.I.E From
Ttle I Punds

0 $4,043

85,402

$3,185

85,174

56,883

86,540

84,862

85,84

Percent of
Salaries of All

" |Personnel Paid

by Title I

62.4%

b4, 4k

35.3

- 71,62

96, 0%

TR

64.54

= 76,61

¥Tncludes Teachers, Aides and other Persomnel

98,
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#F.1.E. AND SALARIES
N Ar‘W‘N“JHJde”&m%JﬁmwﬂmﬁﬁwddjmdeHwﬁ,=Lmu»uuu«~~vPAIDWTO”TITLEJIf””””““" 3 o
AR RARAALE b A LAT A TEACHERS } I

District = u ~ ? |
or Type 6000~ | Over |
| 1-299 {30059 |600-1199 |1200-5099| 24999 | 24,999 | Coops | Total

PIE
Title I -

0.9 | 10 | %0 | 143 |19 2687 | 86 | 6L6 :

(lotal Salary
Paid by Local
{And Title I

Punds $82,5% $184,891 §543,199 | 1,275,586/ 1,370,900 3,383,7811 918,623 17,759,514

4

—go-

A e g . )
7o) r———— . A S b g

Total Salary

Paid By Titl . | :
lhﬁmﬁhmmymmﬂgwn9mwm&mmwmuwnmmm

verage Salary
er Title I

T.E, From $5,765 $6,589 $6’683 8’388 , 9,341 10,417 6)160 8!952

B ]

itle T Funds
ercent of Total
eacher Salary

ddbytle | o | gl W] mon| 99 L | SLI| 76N

o

0o | - 100

wenenvsenn K311 Tiue Bquivalent | .




%F,T,E, AND SALARIES PAID T0 TITLE I'AIDES

DISTRICT
Size or Type

1-299

300-599

600-1199

1200-5999

600024999

Qver
24999

C00PS

TOTAL

ol

TITLE |

F.T.E.

8.0

T

§3.2

149.3

119.5

303.0

iy

1Ll

|Total Salary

Paid By Local
and Title 1
Funds

23,919

§18,259

$120,608

§457,890
o

4

§399,655

$888,953

§330,860

§2,240,144

Total Salaty

Paid by Title T
tnly.

§14,704

P

-

s

BRI

[ AN

428,306~

$3655304—

$301,504.

$1,990,697

Average Salary
Per Title I F.I.E.
From Title I Funds

§1,838

§ 2,32

§ 2,869

,§,._‘;..3»°57ﬁ.. N

§ 2,51

b 2,198

LRI

ats

........

Percent of Total
Aldes Salary Paid
1By Title 1

61,54

61.14

18.7%

93,54

91,44

§7.2%

91,14

o ¥FIT Tige Bquivalent.....
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F.T,5. AND SALARIES
PATD 70 *QTHER
TITLE T PERSONNEL

District Size
or Type

T

- 1-299

300599

600~1199

1200-5999

SR

" g0np-

24999

Over

|-24999

Coops.

Totél

F.I.E.
Title I

38.7

3.6

%7

15.5

| 26,5

210.3

Total Salary
Paid b{ Local
and Title I

Funds

- 811,370

J

§400,153

$406,220 (¥566,677

Total Salary

Only

Paid by Title I
181,800

5 39,948 -

$146,283

$378, 426

8658,608 169,833

721,966 k303,169 62,409,575

1 304,000

" Hetage Salary

Per Title I

103

~F T Tron—
Tt1e I Funds

161,092

§ 4,487

§ 10,311

i 8,723

b s

§

Percent of

| Salary of Other

Personnel Paid

15,8

10%

367

18%

91%

60%

by Title I

e A10c1udes. Salaries of Title T Program Directors, |
Coordinators, Supervisors and other Supportive Services.
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NUMBER OF VOLUNTEERS ASSIGNED TO
TITLE I PROGRAMS
Parents 464
Other Adults TTTTTYgET
Youth 252
. v |
. ) Total . PR 851 :
}

A N N AN o e o N iV NV Yy, ENFA
AV VYL

i
R N P . .
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_ PARENT COUNCIL REPORT. .. .
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COLORADO PARENT COUNCIL
Report for 1975

Membership

-~ |Number of District Advisory Council Members 858

Number of Advisory Council Members at
Cooperative Level 130

Number of Target School Advisory Council
Members : 922

- Meetings »
N Number of Meetings at District Level ' 466
Number of Meetings at‘Coqpérative Level 3
Number of Meetings'ét Target SCH661“[9V§1“”mmw*wwwuwm““ﬁ48owuﬂrv ..w“”‘ v

\iikf““”"<~_ Methods of Selecting Members
Percent of Programs

*Method Responding N=82
Appointed or Nominated by Admin{strators 28
Recommendédmby”féachers ) éz
Parent Vo]unteefs : ‘ ‘ ‘ ] 49
Elected by Title I Parents | 7 a2

~ lother ‘» _ 10

T *Programs utilized combinatﬁons of these methods.
107
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Procedures Used for Orientation and Training
of Parent Council Membership

*Percent of Programs

PROCEDURES ‘ “Responding N=82
Dissemination of General Information to Public 78%
Distribufion of Title I Newsletter 32%
Distribution of PAC Meeting Minutes 614
Distribution of Application, Evaluation, Ltc. 74%
Orientation Packet Provided 45%
Employ. a Parent. Coordinator 27%
Observe Classrooms 70%
Staff Member Visits Home 333
At Meetings: -

Staff Presentations on Title I 87%

Films or Video Tapes Shown S“35%

OQutside Speakers | 32%
Regular Parent Inservice:

Instruction in Evaluation 35%....

Instruction in Title I Wistory, Philosophy, etc. 71%

Instruction in Leadership Skills 18%
*Percent of Reporting Programs Indicating they had
Utilized such a Procedure R - o

PAC Involvement in Program Planning
Percent of Programs

PLANNING ACTIVITY Responding N=82
Attend Planning Meetings 90%
Review and Approve Final Draft of Application 82%
Read Application and Suggest Revisions 55%\
Provide General Input 89%
Other 11%




P.A.C. INVOLVEMENT IN PROGRAM OPERATION »

Percent of Programs

Activity Responding N=82
Observation of flassrooms 78%
Volunteering_aé Aides 43%
Regular Meetings 93%
Special Programs or Events _49%
Pfovidihg Input on Prdgfam Details 65%"
State Title I Conference 60%
Conferring with Title I Teachers 82%

" Home visits 52
Other 10%

P.A.C. INVOLVEMENT IN EVALUATION
Percent of Programsj *
Activity Responding N=82
——

Assist in Preparing Evaluation Reports ,q??%__;
REView:and Approve Evaluation Reports 67%
Provide General Feedback 87%
Observe Program 68%
Complete Questionnaire-or Check-Sheet _ 38%
Participate in Opinion Survey 33% B )
Other | 6%

109
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FUNDS BUDuETED FOR P.A.C. EXPENDITURFS BY LEAS

Expend1tures for:

Percent of Programs
Responding-N=82

salary for Parent Coordinat 28%
Mileage Expenses 662
Meet1ng,£osts _55%
Communication (Print1ng, Mailing, etc ) 54%
Other - | 24%
" INo” Funds Budgeted 20%.

Rank Order of Items Receiving Attention at P.A.C. Meetings:

Rank‘l = Most Attention; Ranks = Least Attention; N=75

1 2 3 4 5
Program Operation 35 16 1 9 4|
Program Planning 25 25 11 12 2
Program Qgggeting _4 8 19 14
Prograhlévaluation 1 6 17 27 24
Needs Assessment 10 20 17 13 15

110
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Attendance at State Sponsored Parent
_Involvement Conference, April 1-2, 1975

e Nﬁmber Attehding - 400
Percent Parents 52%
Educational Staff 32%
Others or No Response 16%

k. ...s Represented N
No. 4
Parents 115 “““ 29%
Migrant Parents 1 -

‘Tpac Mempers 56 4%
Directors ‘ 32 8%
Principals 27 7% .
Teachers 40 10 |
Aides 23 68 )
Parent-Coordinators 13 3% --“i
Community/Contact Aides 1 3%

-—|-contact7Social Rorkers 11 3%
Migrant Aides 2 ]

o " | Superintendents ; 2 -
Asst. Superintendents- 3 -

Others 47 12%

Didn*£ say 17 4y

58 Scimol Districts, 3 Cooperative Programs,
3 Other States (Texas, South Dakota, Wyoming)

111
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EVALUATION

, Excellent . Good - -Adeguate Fair F_’g.'_{;‘.‘.
Did the Conference ) NI% NI% Nz N |% Ni%
Accomplish its Objectives? N=102 4847 36135 14014 . 4fa olo
Was your.Participation in Excellent Goo ,ﬁAdegQaté :“Fair;i‘POOF
- | T N%.  N@E N NE W

the Conference worthwhile? N=106 57'54 37135 9|8 22 1

112
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PERFORMANCE THFORMATION
Two types of 1nformat1on are conta1ned in this section, (1)‘the
accomplishment of objectives and (2) the ana]ys1s of ava11ab1e standard12ed
test}data |
The accomp11shment of obJect1ves pages are orqan1zed on the basis of
—the fact that each program classified its objectives with code numbers.

to'indicate whether“the“objective was . reading, 1anguage arts, or any '

| number of other ava11ab1e c1ass1f1cat1ons.

Items A-F dea] with the in-and out character1st1cs of pup11 enro]]ment ';* -e?

fﬁUr1ng-the course ofﬂa year. Populations are'not etab1e and it can-never .

be said~with any pnecision thmt,exaet1y?X number of pupi]s'wefe served.

Buf, we:can examine the transient nature:of bopu]ation and we can account

for the reason that when we report 1500 pupils in a program, we report results
on only 900 as an example.

Items G-I report the numbers of pupils we may count for evaluation
‘purposes. In this case, the number who received Title I services for the
full period for which a project was desigmed and those who were released
from Title I services early due to the fact that teachers had determined
that the children no 1onger needed it, i.e., early success:stories.

Items J-L deal with the accomp11shment of objectives. If, for- examp]e,
a local objective states that "80% of the students will. gain one month for.
each month they,p6rticipate in the Title I Reading program as measured by
the Stanford Achievement Test," then of the: pupils eounted'ﬁbr evaluation,
80% of ther are needed to gain a month for a month to reach the objective.
Item J stames-this number. Item K shows the number actually meeting the

local stanmderd. Item L shows the number who did not meet the standard.
114

~78-



[—

In conjunction with items J-L percents are provided as a matter o

analysis. For example; J as a -percent of I would convert ali Tocal e
objectives to say 76% instead of the 80% given in the example above.
K provides a number of pupils needed to meet all of the objectives
in the State. K as a percent 6f J shows the degree to which thét
standard was met. s

Thé numbé} of nbjectﬁve§ exceeded by LEA projects, met by LEA pro-
Jects and ‘not met by LEA projects as welil .as the amount of inservice educa-
tion specificaﬂlyfdedicated;toﬂtheseaabjectiQes appear on the pagésalso.

The second page which is provides: for each objective classification

'shows the analysis of achievement test scores utilizing expected scores

the Chi Square and:-Kolmogorov-Smirnov-tests for significance.
The Chi Square (x2) is a test demonstrating differences:among the cells

between an expected value and an observed value; in this case, numbers of
pupils whose scores—fell within a givenrrange. The Ko]mogproveSmﬁrnov one
sampie test not only tests for differences but also tests the gntire range

of values.

Significant differences demonstrated by these tests may be in either
a positive or negatiwe 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

xZ or Ko]modbrov-Smirnov,fthe median and mean were established for both

expected and. observed values. If on median, there was a change of one cell
or on the mean there .wa=:a change of .5, the x*® and Kolmogorov-Smirnov, the
test was said to be sigmificant 1n1the_direction observed in the median or

mean or both. Directiom is shown in the charts as < YES or YES>.
-79%
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If no significant differences were encountered and there was no .
_perceptible shift in_the median or mean from the expected values to the
observed values, it was interpreted that no différeh;es existed between
:the two sets of values. If no difference existed, then the ¢roup had
done what we expected it to do. It had accomplished a gain of approximateiy

one year.. This is shown in the charts as simp]y"fES;or NO.

116
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PUPILS ACCONPLISHING OBJECTIVES SET FORTH BY LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCIES )

(Duplicated Count)

ENROLLMENTS AND MISSING DATA

A,
B.

Co

D.

B

F,

Pupils initially emrolled in projects

“Pupils entering projects later than

pre-test

Pupils who noved out of school or
district during projects

Pupils who dropped: out, of school
during projects

Pupils who wete dropped from projects

for other reasons before post-test
Final enrollment.

PUPILS COUNTED FOR FALUATION PURPOSES

6

i,

‘I!

Pupils who were removed from projects
before 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 PUPILS MEETING

OBJECTIVES BSTABLISHED BY LEAs

J.

K,

L,

Number of pupils needed to meet all
objectives ‘established by LEAs
Number of pupils who met the objec-
tives

Number of pupils who did not meet
the objectives

CLASSTRIED AS

LANGU: .~
PART A

ARTS

LiuULAR TERY

PROGRAN~FROJECT INFORMATION

e

3421 Mumber of objectives exceeded by projects . 15 :
Number of objectives met by projects 4 +
691  Number of‘projects not meeting their objectives 12
555
98 INSERVICE TRAINING PROVIDED FOR THIS OBJECTIVE(F.T. E)'r\;“:‘*é
1/2day-Nore than[More than|Yore than|tore than\gf
166 - | less |12 day |Lday [ days 18 days |
393 WALl projects|” . ... | ol ool
Teachers 4 3 13 “'"59 1o
Aides 8 13 2 S |0
. |Others ! b g VR R N
Projects | R
52 |Exceeding
Objectives o
2461 Teachers | 3 0 0 43 2 .
2513 Aides 3 9 1.0 32 0y
. |Others 0 3 0 0 0
1909 Tof I, _ 76.04
1566 hof J, 82,04 Aof I, _ 6234
047 Wfl, 3Tk t¥umber Close 242

*unber considered by program directors to be‘so
close that they should be counted as having met

 the-cbjective, but wete not counted.




ANALYSIS OF éTANDARDIZED TEST DATA
IN RELATIONSHIP TO

ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS, PART A,.REGULAR TERM

GRADE EQUIVALENCY SCORES

2 N .
X Kolmogorov-Smirnov-One Sample
: ' ) 2 Sig., Sig.
GRADLS N DF c.V.y | x Dif.xy j§C.V.D. n. Nif.k-s
Pre K—=K | '
1-2-3 158 7 12.02 17.80] <Yes .097 141 <Yes
4-5-6 137 9 14.68 16.78] Yes> .104 161 Yes>
TOTAL ELEM.| 296 11 | 17.28 | 19.64 <Yes § .071 .086 <Yes
7-8-9 . 326 14 21.06 81.17 <Yes | .068 | 144 | KYes "7
10-11-12 ' . _ ‘;;
TOTAL SEC. 326 14 21.06 81.1 <Yes .068 144 <Yes ) N
DECILE  SCORES
X2 Kolmogorov-Smirnov-One Sample .
_ S Sig.,| = Sig.
- GRADES N DF c.v.y | ¥ |pif.x l c¢.v.D.| D. Dif .k-s
‘ Pre K--K 755 9 |' 14.68]9850.3]| Yes> .044 .554 Yes>
! 1-2-3 43 6 10.64 ] 22.11; Yes> .186 .349 Yes>
4=5-6 9 2 4.60 5.83] Yes> .388 .778 Yes>
TOTAL ELEM. 807 9 14.68(10173.7 Yes> .043 546 | 'Yes>
7-6-9 85 6. 10.64| 20.34) <Yes ,132 | 114 No
110-11-12 38 6 10.64] 14.46] <Yes .198 .264 | <Yes
TOTAL SEC. 123 7 12.02| 16.14| Yes .110 .061 No - |
STANINE SCORES ~
Xz Kolmogorov~Snirnov-One Samnle
. : 2 ) Sig.2 Sign.
GRADES N DF c.Vv.x'| x bif.x"] C.v.D. D. | Dif.k-s
Pre K--K . I : ]
1-2-3 o
4-~5-6 '
TOTAL ELEM. .
7__8__9 - : : e e e 2Bl v frite i moia | e e . e
10-11-12 ‘ . e
TOTAL SEC. |-
N - Number pf Pupils. C.V.D., = Critical Value of D at .10.
DI = Dcgrees of Freedom, Chi Square. Required for sipgnificance in
C.V.X2 = (ritical Value of Chi Square Kolmogrorov~-Smirnov calculation
at .10 which must be attained for D = The valuc of D.
significance. Sig. Dif., k~s = TIs there a signifi-
x? = chi Squarc Value. cant difference? 1In what direction
Sig. Dif. x2 = Is the Chi Square < or >?

significant? 1In what direction < or »?
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PUPILS ACCOMPLISHING OBJECTIVES SET FORTH BY LOCAL EDUCATICNAL AGENCIES
CLASSIFIED AS

| icated Count)

)LLMENTS AND MISSING DATA

Pupils initially enrolled in projects
Pupils entering projects later than
pre-test

fupils who moved out of school or
listrict during projects

Pupils who.dropped -out of school
luring projects

Pupils who were dropped from pro-
jects for other reasons before .
post-test '
Final enrollment

.S COUNTED -FOR EVALUATION PURPOSES
Pupils who were removed from projects
before 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 .

FR AND PERCENT OF PUPILS MEETING
CTIVES ESTABLISHED. BY LEAs

Number of pupils needed to meet all
objectives~established by LEAs
Number of puplls who met the
objectives

Number of pupils who did not meet
the objective

ber considered by program directors
' were not counted.

LANGUAGE ARTS PART A SUMMER

- PROGRAM-PROJECT INFORMATION

1,861 Number of objectives exceeded by projects
Number of objectives met by projects i
194  Number of projects not meeting their objectives
0
0 INSERVICE TRAINING PROVIDED FOR THLIS OBJECTIVE
(Number F.T.E.) ‘ R
1/2 day More than [More than|More than More
246 vl less”. | 1/2-day - 1”day““ 5 days
1,809 All projects’f . ‘ 1 _ 1
Others 6.0 .0 ©W0f a0
Projects _ .| - o i e
0 Exceeding
Objectives :
Teachers - 46.0 .0 64.2 .0
1,603 Ades 8.0 .0 13.3 .0
1,603 Others 6.0 .0 .0 .0
1 7 219 z " of""‘I‘ﬂ.'-'dlalﬂ‘“l)lt‘f.lf)?bﬁﬂl A
1,343 5 oe 7. 110.2% % of I. 83.8%
260 % or-1. 16.2% 11

—————

* Number Close




PUPILS ACCOMPLISHING OBJECTIVES SET PORTH BY LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCIES
. CLASSIFTIED AS |

LANGUAGE ARTS PART B REGULAR TERM
(Duplicated Count) ‘
ENROLLMENTS AND MISSING DATA PROGRAM=PROJECT INFORMATION

A, Pupils initially enrolled in projects 199  Number of objectives exceeded by profects 1
B, Pupils entering projects later than  Number of objectives met by projects o
pre-test | 0 Nunher of projects not neeting their objectives J RN
Gy Pupils who noved out of school or f - e A
\ - district during projects 0
D, DPupils who dropped out of school
- - during projects | 0 IysERvICE' TRAINING PROVIDED FOR THIS OBJECTIVE
-+ E. Dupils who vere dropped from pro= (Number F.T,E.) . R
§ jects for other reasons before ‘ 1/2 day More than Nore than Mnre than  thar
- post-test 0 | less | 1/2dsy (lday |5 days
éo B Tiial enrollment 5 Al projects|~ R R R
e B Teachers | .0 O 0 1 &l | .0,
| PUPILS COUNTED FOR EVALUATION PURPOSES Ades O [ 0 0 W0
“*~G-Pupils who vere removed from projects -  Others” | 0. .0 010
before post-test because they no Profects S o B
‘longer needed special assistance 0 PBxceeding | -
ENWMMWHMMWWWM Objectives | |
the entire time from pre-test to Teachers 0 0 b0 . .
post-test 15 Addes 0 0 -0 KK O
I Total T Others 01 0 O I I
NUMBER AND PERCENT OF PUPILS MEETING
OBJECTIVES ESTABLISHED BY LEAs
~J. Number of pupils needed to meet all
. objectives established by LEAs I S
- K, Number of pupils who met the L o
~ objectives 1% qofd, M gofl, o
— = — 13

Number of pupils who did not meet : °
the objective B 7oL, 123% # Number Close




-G8-

ERIC

(Dupllcated Count)

PUPILS ACCOMPLISHING OBJECTIVES SET FORTH BY LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCIES
CLASSIFIED AS

LANCUAGE ARTS PART B SUMMER

ENROLLMENTS AND NISSING DATA

PROGRAM~PROJECT INFORMATION

A Pupils initfally enrclled in projects 134 Number of objectives exceeded by projects 2

B, Pupils entering projects later than Number of objectives met by projects | _t
pre-test 1 Nunbar of projects nek meehing their ohjectives L

C, Pupils who moved out of school o | |
district during projects 1

D. Pupils who dropped out of "school . |
during projects 30 INSERVICE TRAINING PROVIDED FOR THIS OBJECTIVE ——

E. Pupils who were dropped from pro- (Number F.T.E.) a j :
jects for other reasons before 1/2 day| More than |Move than|More wBqy/<ore than|
post-test 0 g less | 1/2day |lday |5 daye |18 days .|.

¥, Final enrollment 104 ALl projects| - 1 -k

| . - Teachers 0 0 100 0 0

PUPILS COUNTED FOR EVALUATION PURPOSES Aldes 0 10,0 Q1 0 O

G. Pupils who were removed from projects Others 0 0 101 .0 -1 .0
before post=test because they no Projects g
longer needed special assistance 0 Exceeding | -

. Pupils who were in the projects for Objectives | ‘ .
the entire time from pre~test to: Teachers | .0 0 © 10,0 .0 0
post=test 92 Addes 0 |- 10.0 Q] 0 0

I, Total Others 0 -0 1.0/ 0] W0

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF PUPILS MEETING i

OBJECTIVES ESTABLISHED BY LEAs

J, Number of pupils needed to meet all ,
objectives established by LEAs B yof1,  59.8

K, Number of pupils who met the
objectives 9 yofy, 155 fof I, 15,00

L. Number of pupils who did not meet | |
the objective 23 5.0 * Number Close 11

% of 1,

L ]

,%Mm%@MmMWmNMMMmmMMMmmmmemmm
but vere not counted,




PUPILS WAPLIRIYG OBJECTIVES SET FORTH BY LOCAL EDUCATIONAL. AGENCES
CLASSTFIED *

LANGUAGE ARTS PART C REFULAR TERM
(Duplicated Count) |

ENROLLMENTS AND NISSING DA"&I, PROGRAM=RROJECT INFORMATION
A. Pupils initially enrolle.» fn preicts 20 Number of objectives exceaded by projects R
B. Pupils entering projects liters Sian Nunber of:objectives wet 3w projects I U,
pre-test _ 2 Mumber of projecta rot meettng thelr cbjectives g
C. Pupils who moved out of :¢ a0l +" o R - R
district during projects ] * E N P
D, Pupils who dropped out.df .ol . | I
during projects ' 0 INSERVIE TRAINING PROVIDED FOR NI OEBCTIVE 8
E. Pupils who were dropped’s.:. Rroe (Number B.T.E.) ¥ B
jects for other reasong b g 1/2 day Nore. than Moze then Meme: than
\ post~test . 0 | less 1/2.day |Lday ~ [5-days
& F, Final enrollment - 19 ALl projects 1 | t
o Teachers | ~.0 [ .0 | & | O
PUPILS COUNTED FOR EVALUATION UK Mdes [ 0 0 B =0
G Pupils who were removed £ o hrefects Others [ 0 O AT
before post-test because. ey o 0 Projects |
- longer needed special assiistagice Exceeding - :
B. Pupils who were in the puw.cts for  Objectives | . | R b
the entire tine from prestegt to oy [Teachers 0 0 .0 0 “9"”’"""’
post-test | AMdes . | U U LR Yo |
I. Total 19 Others 0 0 O 0 J s
NUMBER AND PERCENT OF PUPILS:MEETING N
OBJECIIVES ESTABLISHED BY LEAs
J. Number of pupils needed 1o meet all ' :
objectives established by TEAs 12 gofy, 034
K. Number of pupils who met the e
objectives W gofy, 6T T of I, 3.7 L
L. Number of pupils who did normesr | | 197
the objective 5wt N3 kober Close 3 st

EKCJt were not counted SR




PUPILS ACCOMPLISHING (% -2CTIVES SET RORTH BY LOCAL EDCCATIONAL ACENCIES
CLISSIRIED AS -

LANGUAGZ ARTS PART C SUMMER

(n:xplicated Count) .
ENBOLLYENTS AND YEISSTRE DATA SROGRA-PROJECT HETRBATION

A Pupils initialZy enrolled in mwojects 363 Number of objectives-exceeded by prujests ]
3, Pupils entering profects later than Numher of objectives:met by projects el

pre-test 5 Number of projects nmt meeting thefr objectives h
C, Pupils who mowed: out- nf school or | T
district duriez-projects 2
D, Pupils who drapped out of ‘school | .
* during projects ‘ 0 INSERVICE TRAINING: mvmzn FOR THES OBECIIE -
E. Pupils who were dropped from pro- (Number F.I.E) e
Jects for other reasons before 1/2 day More than More than Moreythan -,“?-
‘post=test 36 less |12day |lday Sdays Rl |
., Final enrollnent 392 K1l projects r | N
e | Teachers- | .0 33,0 . 0 J0 U
" PUPILS COUNTED ROR EVALUATION PURPOSES Mdes [0 130 Q0 [0 10 f
G, Pupils who were removed from projects Others Do O 1 .0 0o N
before post~test because they no » Projects : 1 R
longer needed-special assistance 0 Bxceeding - e
H, Pupils who wese in the projects for _Objectives | 1 - XN E
the entire time from gre~tast to Teachers | 0 | 3.0 | .0 [ .0 | .0 |
post-test 3% Aldes Do R0 N T
I lotal , Others R T R

MBER 450 PERCENT OF PUPLLS HETING
OBJECTINES ESTABLISHED BY LEAs
J, Number of pupils needed to meet &ll

- objectives established by LEAs 243 Fof I, 15.07
R Number of pupils who met the |
 objectives W gofl, IW3E Tofl, 93.2%
L. Number of pupils who 244 not ne=t \
the objective 2 yof1, 688 *lumherClose 2

THunber considered by progran diremmrs 10 be 80, close that they ‘should e Imunted,;as Ming met the objectim, L
hutwerenot ‘counted. - : e S e b e




ANAZYSIS OF STANDARWIZED: TEST DATA
IN RELATICASEIIP TO

. 'ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS, PART C SUMMER TERM
GRADE EQUIVALENCY :SCORES '

g2
2
X Kolmogorov-Smirnov-One Sample
- - : Sig.2 ‘ . ‘ Sig. '
GRADES N DF c.V.x | ¥~ mf.x jC.V.B. D. |{Dif.k-s
Pre K--K 124 9 14 .68 | 35431 Yes> § ..068. .392 Yes>
1-2-3 , e ‘ 1
4-5-6 “ " JT
TOTAL ELEM.| 324 9 14.68 |°354.31] Yes> | .068 [ .392 | Yes>
7-8-9 ! " :
-- |1B=11-12 '
| TATAL SEC. 1
DECILE SIZBRES
.Xz , KoEmogonrov—Smirnov~0Gne Sample
» i 2 _ Sig., . Sig. 4
'|GRADES N DF c.v.y | % [pif.x"|T.w.p.| D. Dif .k-s |
: _ Pre K—-K :
rove 1=2-3 ' . '
- 4~5-6: N !
a TOTAL ELEM.| = : , ‘
7-8-9 ‘ '
10-11-12 ! ! ; j
T 1TOTAL "SEC+ | -
ST TNE SCORES
x* “Kolmogarov—5mirmrv-0me :Sample
! B . | Sig., ‘ | siz.
GRADES N | OF | &Va} vy |pEEx] c.vp.| m. || Dif.k-s
Pre K--K '
11-2-3 | i
- .4-5-6 1 "‘3,“
‘TOTAL - ELEM. i
1.7-8-9 -
110-11-12
| ToTAL SEC. | N
N - Number pf Pupdls. C.V.D. = Critical Value of D at JI6.
DF = Degrees of Freedom, Chi. Square. Required for :sipmifisanmee: in
C.V.)(2 = Critical ‘Valwe of Chi: Square Kolmogorow—Smirmov calailiation
-at .10 which must by at%$Ined Tor . D=7The:walue oFD..
‘significance. Sig.. .DIif., k-s = Iszthere.a signifi—
x> = Chi Square:WVeline:, ~ cant.difference? Fmwhzt directdon-
Sig. Dif, x* = Tsimhe Chi Square < or >?

'8 i gnificant? -Inwwhat-dizection <-or >’




PUPILS ACCOI{PLISHING ORJECTIVES ‘SET EORTH BY LOCAL. EDUCATIONAL AGENCIES

(Duplicated Count)

~ ENROLLMENTS /AND NISSING DATA

A Pupils initially enrolled in projects
B, Pupils entering projects later thau
prE‘test MO

_C, Pupils who moved out of school or

- district during projects
D. Pupils who dropped out of school
during projects
B. Papils vho vere dropped frompro-
~ Jects for other reasons before
post=test
F, Final enrollument

PUPILS COUNTED FOR EVALUATION PURPOSES

G. Dupils who vere removed fron prejects
before-post~test_because they no
longer needed special assistance

H, Pupils who were in the projects for
the entire time from pre-test to
post-test

I, Total

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF PUPILS MEETING

OBJECTIVES ESTABLISHED BY IEds

J. Number of pupils feeded to meet all
. objectives established by LEAs

K, Number of pupilswho met:the .

objectives
L, Number of pupils who did not meet
the objective

CEESSIZIED AS

READING PART 4 REGULAR TERM

TROCRAN-PROJECT TNFORMATION

27,153 Humber of objectives exceeded by projects 48
Tumber of objectives met by projects TN |
4981 mumber of profects not Recting, their objectives 84 -
2,41 o
412 TSERVICE TRAINING PROVITED FOR THIS OBJECTIVE
{funlar F,7:E.) | . \
_ 1/2 day| More than [More than More than [Yore than|”
1,698 | less | 1/2day |1day |5 days |18 days
78,203 ALl projects ' - B
Toachers | 8.1 | 1001 | 38,0 | 2901 | .0 |
Aides 4.8 09.0 | 2245 | 187 | T3 |
Others | L8 | 0L | W0 | S| 31
Projects R — \_.,.,*_m
1,020 Bxceeding |
Objectives |
Temtens | 60 | W0 | 85 811 0
.88 aides [0 [ 130 8.5 | 18,7 0
I others | 8.0 8.1 70 ] 2l 0
T80 3of1, @B -
Z50 zopy, WY KoflL 6L.4%
W0 et 1, 36 ¥ Number Close 1980

*Numbef consideted by progran dizectuss:to be sv-closs that: they ashmld be counted as havmg net the objectives

TG it vere not counted.
FRIC




ANALYSIS OF STANDARDTZED TEST DATA
IN RFLATIONSHIP 0

READING PART A, REGULAR TERM

~-GRADE EQUIVALENCY SCORES

: 2 :
f‘ X - o L K01mogorov—Smirnov~One Sample
5 - Sig.2 ‘ Sig.
: GRADES N DF c.v.x | x pif.x" §c.v.p. | :D. Dif.k~s ;
& Pre Keml_ || RSN SO WUSREN RS S R S
7 1-2-3 : 590 11 17.2812275,74 Yes § ,016 4084' Yes o 1.
4-5-6 - 6261 17 | 26.771.996.69 . Yes -§ L015-‘1 20510 Yeg:i|o oo
TOTAL ELEM. 12166 17 | 24,7712254.69 -Yes ¥ .01l | .058 | Yes |
7-8~9 - 4634 17 24,771 493,30 .Yes' } ;018 | ,036 | -~ Yes
|30=11-12 | 1031 17 | " 24,771 200.1% “Yes“{ .038. | /.056 | Yes |. . -
....]| TOTAL SEC. 5663 - 17 24.]7 *291L85'“Y§§j £016 1 .°,028-] ~~ Yeg “} 7
DECILE SCORES vﬂ‘_ .~f;_<g1l
Xz.‘ : Kolmogorov—Snirnov-One Samp1e
. RS I ’ 2 . Slg.f i) sig. S
GRADES N DF C. V X, X IDif x'.'C V D. 2D, . | Dif.k-s|"
Pre K~-K - 19 7 1°°12.02] 5,00} > Nol ,272 | 263 | No |
1-2-3 438 9 | 14,68{354.12]  Yes>] ,058 | 319 | -Yes> -
f4=5-6 . 157 6 | 10.64] 13.14] Yes | .097 | .117 | Yes. 4
.{TOTAL ELEM. 6141 - 9 1. 14:681348.15] Yew>] .049 | .242 | - Yes>
7-8~9 » 63 9 | 14.68]° 35.56| <Yes | .154 . |»177 | <Yes '
10-11-12 ‘ 74 6 10.64| 8.98| .No | .142 - | .149 | - Yes>’
TOTAL SEC. 137 9 -10,64] 25.53| ‘Yes ] .104 .| :.065 No .|
STANINE SCORES
X2 Kolme orov~qmirnov~0ne Sample
2 2 Sig.2 _ E Sig.
GRADES N DF C.V.x | ¥ Dif .,y fC.V.D. D | Diflk-s
Pre K--K 3 | 6.25| 24,07 Yes>} .198 |. .596_ Yes>
£=2=3 - 661 8 .| 13.36 [422.2 Yes>§ ©.047 . |...252 Yes>
4-5~6 822 7 1~ 12,02} .69.97| Yes>} 043 .| .090 | - Yes>
TOTAL LLEM. 1530, __ 8 13.36 | 467.3 ] - Yes f .031 | 171 | - Yes
7-8-9 173 5 1 .9.24:+-2.44 N §.,093 |. .046 No . .
TOTAL SEC. | ~  173]. 5 9.26 | 2,44 No § .093 | . .046 No
N - Number pf PUPllq- . : C.V.D, = ‘Critical Value of D at: .lO. S
DF = chrecs of Frecdom, Chi qquare Required for: significance in = R
C.Vix?* = Critical Valuec of Chi. Square Kolmogorov~€m:rnov calcu]ation
~at .10 which must be aLLained for '~ . D = The value of D.. o
s%gnificance. : » 'Sig. Dif, k~s = Is thcre a signifi-
X Chi Square Value. - © cant differcnce? ~In what direction
Sig. Dif, x? = Is the-Chi Snunrc : - <or >? - Lo : '

ﬁSigniEicant? In what dilchion < or >?

H'ﬁf‘f R o ;'§.¥905
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PUPILS ACCOMPLISHING OBJECTIVES SET FORTH BY LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCIRS

(Duplicated Count)
ENROLLMENTS AND MISSING DATA

Al

B,

G,

F.

Pupils initially enrolled in projects
Pupils: enterxng prOJECtS later than

pre-test

o R e b e

Pupils who moved out of school or

district during projects

Pupils who dropped out of school
during projects

Pupils who were dropped from proe
jects for other reasons-before. .
post-test

Final enrollnent

PUPILS COUNTED FOR EVALUATION PURPOSES

Gl

1,

L.

NUMBER

Pupils who vere removed from projects
before 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 '

AND PERCENT OF PUPILS MEETING

OBJECTIVES ESTARLISHED BY LEAs

J.
K,

L,

~ Number of pupils needed to meet all

objectives established by LEAs
Number of pupils who met the
objectives

Number of pupils who did not meet
the objective

i WmﬂmMmM”mmﬂmMHMHMMMmmwmmmmmﬁmMWmHMMMMsG
s ikjjt were ot counted. T . - S T

CLASSIFIED AS

READING PART A SUMMER

PROGRAM~PROJECT INFORMATION

2,030

P ———

Number of objectives exceeded by projects

Number of ohjectives met hy projects

4]

t—r

63 Nusher of projects not meeting their objectives

Y ——————

'''''''

72 - TNSERVICE TRAINING PROVIDED FOR THIS OBJECTIVE

(Nunber B.1.E.)
o 1/2 day| More than More than|Mote than
B less  ~[-1/2-day- |1 day.. |5 days
1,927 ALl projects : .
Teachers |« 48,0 2.0 3.0 0205 1 .0
Aldes L0 W0 | - 1.0] 0.8 [ .0
Others 4,0 0 3.0 3.0 | .0
Projects | ‘
0 Exceeding N
Objectives | o
Teachers 6.0 . 201 5.5 {
L84 Aides 5.0 0 30 55 O
1,874 Others il 0 3.0 O 70
L0l %of I 80.1%
L2538 1ofl,  83.8% 4of 1, 61.1%
616 % of 1. 3097 ¥ Number Ciose 271




READING, PART A,

ANALYSIS OF STANDARDIZED TEST DATA
IN RELATIONSHIP TO

GRADE EQUIVALENCY SCORES

SUMMER TERM

2 .
X Kolmogorov—-Smirnov-One Sample
= ol s | SiBe, i Sig.
GRADES N DF c.V.y | ¥ . - pDif.y §C.V.D. D. Dif.k-s
Pre K—--K B T T - | 1
1-2-3 = 235 101 - 15.9911819,2] <Yes ) -.080 | 413 | <Yes
S Catl) _| 285 16 | 23.54] 142,5! Yes '} ,072 | 127 Yes
- |TOTAL ELEM. 520 16 23.54] '502.8]' <Yes | ,054 | ~.182 [ <Yes
17-8=9 - 42 10 15,99] 11.83] ~No | .188 | .205 . Yes> .
10-11-12 : ' R R P B o R
TOTAL SEC. |~ 42 - 10 15,99] 11.83 No .188 .205 | Yes>
‘ DECILE SCORES
X2 Kolmogorov-Smirnov-One Sample
2 2 Sig.2 Sig.
GRADES N DF CVoYy | X Dif.y | C.V.D. D. Dif .k-s
Pre K--K ' .
1-2-3 : 38 8 13.34 16.33 Yes> .198 .219 Yes>
4=5-6 - 20 7 12.03:15.99 Yes> - .264 .202 No
"I TOTAL ELEM. 58 8 13.34 32.08 Yes>| .160 .202 Yes>
7-8-9 .
10-11-12
TOTAL SEC.
STANINE SCORES
X2 Kolmogorov~Snirnov-One Sample
2 2 Sig.? Sig.
GRADES N DF C.V.x X Dif.x § C.V.D, D. Nif.k~-s
Pre K--K )
1-2-3
4-5~6
TOTAL ELEM.
7-8~9
10-11-12
TOTAE.§@C. | |

ot ¥ 2

N -~ Number pf Pupils.

DF = Degrees of Freadom, Chi Square.
C.V.x%? = Critical Value of Chi Square
at .10 which must be attained for
significance.

X% = Chi Square Value.

Sig. Dif. % = Is the Chi Square
significant? In what dirvection < or >?

1 3%

C.V.D, = Criticanl Value of D at .10.
Required for significance in
Kolmoporov~8mirnav calculation

D = The value «f D,

Sip. Dif, k=-s = Is therc a signifi-
cant difference? In what direction
< or >t



- CLASSIFIED AS

* RBADIVG, PART B, SOMER TERY

- : (Duplicated Count)
B EVROLLMENTS AND MISSING DATA

A,
B,

| .
D.

Es

B

—-£6—

‘Pupils initially enrolled in projects

Pupils entering projects later than
- pre-test
Pupils who moved out of school or

disteict during(projects :
Pupils who dropped out of school
during projects

Pupils who were dropped from pro=
- jects for other reasons before

post-test
Final enrollment

PUPILS COUNTED FOR EVALUATION PURPOSES

Gl

Pupils who were vemoved from projects

.. before post~test because they no

I.

T

longer needed special assistance
Pupile who were in the projects for
the entire time from pre~test to
post~test

Total

rNUMEER AND PERCENT OF PUPILS MEETING

- OBJECTIVES ESTABLISHED BY LEAs

1,
K,

L

Number of pupils needed to meet all
objectives established by LEAs
Number of pupils who met the
nbjectives - :
Number of pupils who did not meet
the objective

PUPILS ACCOMPLISHING OBJECTIVES SET FORTH BY LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCIES

" PROGRAN-PROJECT TNFORMATION.

124 Number of objectives exceeded by projects
“MM&MMMMWMMW“
0 Nusber of projects not meeting thedr objectives
) | ‘ , c
%0 INSERVICE TRAINING PROVIDED FOR THIS ouotcnvn -
.(Number LIE) - -
-1 1/2 day More than More_than Nore than e
0 | Lless 1/2 duy) lday - |5 days -
93  All projects| = = 1 \ B
Teachers | ¢ 0 _10.0 0
Aldes 0 100 0 0
QOthers 0 0 1.0 0
Projects :
- 0 Exceeding |
Objectives | | o
Teachers 0 0 0y 0.
82 Aldes 0 0 0. 0
82 Others 0 0 0 1 0-
41 Fof I 50.0%
2 hofd, 180 KofL 39,0%
3 61,07 % Number Close 1)

%ofL

————

*unber considered by program directors to be 80 close that they should be counted as, having et the objectivea

?1‘[:lg\y(:but vere not counted. i




ANA..YSIS OF STANDARDIZE
' IN RELATIONSHIP

~ READING, PART B SUMMZR TERM

GRADE EQUIVALENCY

D TEST DATA
TO

SCORES S )

X - ‘Kolmogorov-Smirnov-One Sample
. . 2 2 ,Sig.z R ' | sig. o
GRADES - N DF c.V.x | x Dif.x §C.V.D. | 'D. Dif.k-s
{Pre K~-K : - , o § v L e ] -
1-2-3 14 4 -7.78 10.41 <Yes 314 | 786 <Yes _
4-5-6 1 36 6 10.64 | - 8.64] No .203 | .265 <Yes
TOTAL ELEM. 50 7 12,02 | 29.57| <Yes } .173 | .410 | <Yes
7-8-9 ‘ 7 4 ~7.78 |- 5.50] -No " 438 | .571 | <Yes
10-11-12 » . N : Lo
TOTAL SEC. 7 4 7.78 | 5.50 “No .438 .571 <Yes
DECILE SCORES

X2 Kolmogorov--Smirnov-One Sample
— T 1T 1 . = Isie,|.._ ] . [Ste |
GRADES N DF "C.V.y X |Dif.x C.V.D. D. Dif.k-s
Pre K--K . : : ' . o '
1-2-3 .- - 10 3 | 6.25 5.88] No .368 .389 Yes> -
4-5-6 - B T ‘ :
TOTAL ELEM. - 10 3 6.25 5.88 No | .368 | .389 Yes>
7-8-9
10-11-12
TOTAL SEC.

STANINE SCORES

X2 Kolmogorov—Smirnov-One Sample
B . » » sig., Sig.
GRADES N DF - { C.V.x' | X Dif.x § C.V.D. D. Dif. k-s
Pre K--K = : ‘
1-2-3
4=5-6
TOTAL LLEM.
7-8-9 -
10-11-12 _
TOTAL SEC. |

N = Number pf Pupils.

DF = Degrees of Freedom, Chi Square,
C.V.x% = Critical Value of Chi Square
at .10 which must be attained for
significance.

xz = Chi Square Value.

Sig. Dif. x? = Is the Chi Square
significant? In what direction < or »>?

-94-
139

C.V.D. = Critical Value of D at .10.

Required for significance in

Kolmogorov-Smirnov calculation

D = The valuc of D.

Sig. Dif. k~s = Is there a signifi-

cant differcence? In what direction
< or >7




) " (Duplicated Count)
 ENROLLMENTS AND MISSING DATA

- 3
. prestest |
e,

. district during projects
: .‘ ‘ D-

A

I

)

Pupils initially enrolled in projects
ePupils entering projects later than

Pupils-who moved-out. of school or

Pupils who dropped out of school
during projects - ‘
Pupils who were dropped Fron pro=
jects for other reasons before
post-test

Final enrollment.

* 'PUPILS COUNTED FOR EVALUATION PURPOSES

G4

Pupils who were removed from projects

- before post~test because they no.

H.

"~ Longer needed special-assistance.

Pupils who were in the projects for

" the entire time from pre-test to

I,

post~test
Total

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF PUPILS MEETING

OBJECTIVES ESTABLISHED BY LEAs

N

Ko

Number of pupils needed to meet all
“objectives established by LEAs
Number of pupils who net the

L objectives

‘Lo

“Number of pupils who did not meet

- the objective

1t were not counted. I

PUPILS ACCOMPLISHING OBJECTIVES SEI FURTH I LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCIES
i CLASSIFIED AS |

BRI PART?CuREGULAR:TERMx'

PROGRAM-PROJECT INFORMATION

222 R Nunber of objectives- exceeded by projects : j"‘li"{;
‘Neaber of objectives net by piojects I
‘;_.22___ Number of projeots not’ meeting their obiectives ‘_mlu;;;
Sy S R
3 INSERVICE TRATVING. PROVIDED 0 THIS OBJECTIVE i
' (Number F T.k.) - o]
R day More than More than More than,} re thar
3 ;? | less .| 1/2day: |l day 5 dags ‘day
AV prOjeots R R
Teachers | g ) 90 ff,o‘rha‘vf "
Aldes o I Y T I R R
Others | .o 0 T
Proiects . o B
21 Byceeding. - .
~ (Objectives | o T
| Teachers | .0 | 0 2.0 | 0
28 ke | g L el 0
_20  Others | 0 0 Q[ 0
167 Rof I, _79.5% |
1% kefd, 8020 tefL 3.8
B fofl 62 tNaberClose 1

'izwmmmmmemmwwmwmmdmmumanMMmMMMmmmMWMM

F [{EZF:




~ ANALYSIS OF ‘STANDARDIZED TEST DATA
'IN' RELATIONSHIP' TO

READING, PART C REGULAR TERM

GRADE EQUIVALENCY SCORES

2 . :
X : A Kolmogorov-Smirnov-One Sample
S - ST 2| Sife, A 1 Sig. o
| GRADES N ofF - | c.viy' | ¥° Ipif.y" fc.v.p.| D. Dif.k-s*|
jPre K=~~K 6 2 4.6 1.25 Ho ~~{ 470 | 167 1 Wo . .=
. 14=5-6 - - - g N IR R e s
}TOTAL ELEM. -6 -2 |46 1125 No-Fk .470 167 | "No. -
728-9 . : IS S T T T
- ]10-11-~12
‘|TOTAL SEC.
DECILE SCORES
X2 Kolmogorov-Smirnov-0One Sample
N T P T A
"| GRADES N DF C.V.z X Dif.x | C.V.D,: D.. "Dif .k-s
Pre K-=K: : - T '
1-2-3 .
4=5-6 .
TOTAL ELEM.
7-8-9
10-11-12
&' TOTAL SEC.
STANINE SCORES .
X2 " Kolmogorov=Smirnov-One Sample o
- 2 . Sig.'2 ‘ Sig.
GRADES N DF C.V.y X Dif.y ] C.V.D, D. Dif k~-s
Pre K--K ' _
1=2-3 4 :
4-5-6
TOTAL ELEM,
7-8-9
10-11-12
TOTAL SEC. | _
N - Number pf Pupils. C.V.D, = Critical Value of D at .10.
DF = Degrees of Freedom, Chi Square. Required for significance in
C.V.x2 = Critical Valuc of Chi Square Kolmogorov-Smirnov calculation
at ,10 which must be attained for D = The valuc of D,
significance. Sig, Dif, k-8 = Is there a sipnifi~
x% = Chi Square Value. cant difference? In what direction
Sig. Dif, x® = Is the Chi Square < or >7 :
‘ ) csignificant? In what direction < or >7°
)
-06-

142




PUPILS ACCOMPLISHINO OBJECTIVES SET FORTH BY LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCIES

f"\(Duplicated Count)
" ENROLLMENTS AND. MISSING DATA

A

B,

B
| [;,“Ipre-test
- district, during projects
D. .
 during:projects:
‘Pupils who were: dropped frompro=

Pupils initially enroiled in projects

Pupils entering projects later than

Pupils who moved out of school ot

Pupdlis who' dtmpped: out of school

" fects for-other reasons before

-/6-

- post=test
.

Final:entoliment

"PUPILSSCOUNIED:IOR?EVALUATION PURPOSES

G,

Pupils:vhowete vemoved. from projects
~ before:post=test because they no
longer‘"needadwmpecial\ass1stance

i Ppils Whomere: dn the " projects-for

‘ ‘I

the:entire-time: from pre-test to ..~
~ post=test
Total

- MIMBER AXD PERCENT OF PUPILS MEETING

OBJECTIVES ESTABLISHED BY LEAs

L

‘Nusber of pupils needed to neet all
- objectives established by LEAs

N
'{MMMS

Number of pupils who met the

Nusber of pupils whd ddd not meet

- the objective

ERIC

Qo »ut were not couutedd

CLASSIFIED AS f

‘READING PART’TC"]SU}MER

" PROGRAM-PROJECT ‘TNFORMATION

Number of objectives exceeded by projects
"~ Nunber: of objectives met by projects |
Number of prajecte not meeting their objertives 2

11‘

0
3 INSERVICEITRAINING PROVIDF‘ FOR THIS OBJECTIVE
(Number F T E.) ol
N ' day Yore than More than Mbre than @If
25 SR Iess- | 1/2 day l day 5 days '
Yy All projects o EREN R e j'-‘ :
© Teachers | .0 N’A 0‘1‘ 8,0 ‘[gj.Odif‘:;f:
Aldes O [ 80 %l
Others [ .0 | LO. [ . 0.7 .0
Projects | o
0. Exceeding | o
Objectives | o | R
- Teachers | .0 4.0 00
10 e ~—— T T
~Others 0 110 010
13 %of1, _68.72
W gefn, MO Rof L 700
% worl, 20,00 % NmberClose 3




ANALYSTS OF STANDARDTZED TEST PATA
IN RELATIONSIIP 1@

READING, PART C-SURTMER

GRADE. EQUIVALENCY SCORES

2 ; : .
T ' : X - 'Kolmogorov-Smirnov—ffne Sample
e T T R . NSO S K ‘8ig.,
| GRADES N DF C.V.y x . if.x  ¥C.V.D.o | D. |Dif .k-s
1Pre K-=K ’ 85 11 17 .28 607.7 ‘@Ss . Ja32 1 6N —Y.ES>
1~-2=3 o . ¥ : o ‘
- 14~5-6 S i . A 1
" |TOTAL ELEM. 85 11 17.28 2607 .7 Ves> f 132 -] .60™ 1 Yess> .. -
7-8-9 ' S _ < ‘ S I ' R
10-11-12
TOTAL SEC.
DECILE SCORES
X2 " Kolmogorov-Smirnov-One Sample
_ ) 2 2 Sig., | . Sig. .
GRADES N DF | C.V.x X Dif.x ] C.V.D. |- D, Dif .k-s
Pre K--K . . ] R
1-2-3 | ' #
4-5-0 65 9 1 1‘4;68 ]11 <33 IYes > | | it .ZW “Yess
TOTAL ELEM.| 65 9 | T&.68 |T17.33|Ves > ..ol 206 | Yess
7-8-9 ' ' ‘ i
10-11-12 il : 5
TOTAL SEC. f : ?
. STANINE. 'SCORES
X2 Kolmogorov—Snirnov-One Samnle
2 2 Sig., | Sin.
GRADES N DF C.V.y X Dif,x ) C.v.m. n. Pif.k-s
Pre K--K
1-2-3
- 4--5-6
e "] TOTAL LLEM,
7-8-4
10-11-12
TOTAL SEC. | . L
N - Number pf Pupils. C.V.D, = Critical Value of D at .10,
DF = Degrees of Freedom, Chi Square. Required for significance in
C.V.X2 = Critical Valuc of Chi Square Kolmogorov-Smitnov calculation
at .10 which must be attained for D = The value of D,
significance. Sig. Dif. k=35 = Ts there a sipnif{i~
X¢ = Chi Squarc Value. cant difference? In what direction
Sig. hif, X2 = Is the Chi Square < or >? :

significant? In what direction < or >?

e ' -983-
L S _ ' l/l-i)




(Duplicated Count) |

PUPTLS ACCOMPLISHING OBJECTIVES SET- FORTH BY LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCIES

' ENROLLMENTS AND MISSING DATA

‘A.

?Bcj

C,
D,

E,

-Pupi%s;initially“enroiiza in profects

Pupils entering projects later than
pre-test

Pupils who moved out of school or
district during projects

Pupils who dropped out of school
duting projects ‘

Pupils who were dropped from pro=
Jects for other reasons before
post~test

Final enrollment

PUPILS - COUNTED FOR EVALUATION PURPOSES

G,
1.

L

Pupils who vere removed from projects
before gosz-test because they mo
longer needed special assistance
Pupils-who were in the projects for
the entire time from pre-test to
post=test

Toial =

NUMBER -AND PERCENT OF PUPILS MEETING

‘OBJECTIVES ESTABLISHRD BY LEAs

J"V:
~ objectives established by LEAs
K,

L,

Number of pupils needed to meet all

Number of pupils who met the
objectives

Number of pupils who did not meet
the objective

INSTITUTIONS FOR NEGLECTED REGULAR TERM

Slp——— N ———i
'

*Number considered by program directors to be so close that they should be counted as having met the objectives :
- “12\,(: vere not counted, | o ‘

CLASSTFIED AS

RADING

PROCRAN-PROJECT INFORMATION
21 _ Number of objectives exceeded by projects
Nunber of objectives met by projects
Number. of projects not meeting their objectives

0 INSERVICE TRAINING PROVIDED FOR THIS OBJECTIVE
(Number F.I.E)

MMMMmmmmmmw

13 o less | U2day [lday |5 days
07 Allprojects) | . 1 | 7
' Teachers | 0 0 1.0 | 0
.Aides‘ n 0 10 1 0
Others 0 q 0 | g
Projects | - |
b Exceeding ,
Objectives |- < S
Teachers | 0 0 01 0
L Aides 0 | O 0
15 Others 0 N Q01 0

L %ofL 703

2 gery, O ey o

3 Wofl. 2007 % Number Cloge 0

e —— N————— .



i (bupiicated,COunt) P
. ENROLLMENTS AND MISSING DATA ‘e

—eol- . LT

A Fuirmext provided by R Il

PIRTLS ACCONPLISHING OBJECTIVES SET RORTH BY LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCIES

BOTf;l VCLECTED AW DELINQUENT INSTITUTIONS, REGULAR TERK e

 CLASSIFIED &S

READING

 PROGRAV-PROJECT LOFORMTION

A Pupils dnitially enrolled in projects
B, ‘Pupils entering projects later than
o oprestest
€, Pupils who moved out of -school ot
~ ddstrict during projects
D, Pupils who dropped out of “school
- durdng projects e
"8, Pupils vho were dropped fron pro=
" Jects for other-reasons before

- post-test - . |
P, Final enrollment

FUPILS COUNTED FOR EVALUATION PURROSES

G, Pupils who were removed from projects
* before postetest because they n0

~longer needed special assistance

. Puplls who ‘vere 1n the projects for

‘,mmmmummmmo
post~test

I, Total

 NUMBER AND BERCENT OF PUPILS MEETING

* OBJECTIVES ESTABLISHED BY LEAs

7. Yowber of. pupils needed to meet all

~objectives established by LEAs

"R, Nusber of pupils who met the
objectives

Le Number of pupils who did not meet

 mMmm.

ERIC. s

% Wusbar of projects ot eeting thedr abjestives R
0 pigmyice TRAINDIG PROVIDED FOR THIS OBJECTIVE
‘LNumber«F.T.E.) IR R
— | 1/2 day| Nore than. More  than|Yore than Nore: ¢!
; o less | 1/2 day ~|Lday- |3 days {18 'day
g1 All projects| o — 1 ]

¢ considered

SANCA TR B A

0 Number,of,objectivesfexceeded;by projects:
" Wunber of objectives met by projects .

40

“Teachers | .0 | 0 | 3.0 0ol
Mdes | .0 0 | L0 [ .0 b0
Others 0 L0 o1 0 1 0
‘Projects | |
0 - Bxceeding

Objectives | | | O
Teachers 0 ] 0 20 0 1.

i e [t 1L
_,_u__ Others .0 . 0 '0 1 ‘0 m———

T S AL

|

%ooogefd, LI Tefl B.9%

% of 1. 17.1% % Number Close

1

| ‘
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ANALYSIS OF STANDARDIZED TEST DATA
' * IN RELATIONSHIP TO

READING, NEGLECTED AND DELINQUENT, REGULAR TERM

GRADE EQUIVALENCY SCORES

X Kolmogorov-Smirnov-One Sample
L 2 2 Sig., , ' Sig..
GRADES : N DF C.V.y X if.y C.V.D. D. Dif.k-s
Pre RK--K :
1-2-3 5 S o ) .
4-5-6 6 3 6.25 -} 5,00 No" .470 .333 No
TOTAL ELEM.)] ¢ 3 6.25 15,00 | No’ 470 2333 No
7-8-9. 5 2 . 4,60 1 3.00 |°' No 310 .600 Yes>
10-11-12 - ' , ' e »
-JTOTAL SEC. | g ~ 2 4,60 | 3.00 No ,510 _.600 Yes>
DECILE SCORES
X2 Kolmogorov-Smirnov~-One Sample
NEE [ sig.
GRADES N DF C.V.x X Dif.y C.V.D. D. ‘Dif .k-s
Pre K--K
1-2-3
4~5-6
TOTAL ELEM.
7-8-9
10-11-12
TOTAL SEC.
STANINE SCORES
X2 Kolmogorov—Smirnov-One Sample
2 2 Sig.2 Sig.
. .+-|GRADES N DF C.V.x X |Dif.x C.V.D. D. Dif . k-s
Pre K--K ' . :
- ]1~2~3
4-5-6
~-{"TOTAL ELEMi|-
1:7-8-6
10-11-12
TOTAL SEC. | "_

N - Number pf Pupils.

DF .= Degrees of Freedom, Chi Square.
C.V;x2 = Critical Value of Chi Square
at .10 which must be attained for
significance.

x? = Chi Square Value.

- Sig. Dif, x2 = Is the Chi Square

odoandfdanne? T et B emm ol w .. a0

C.V.D, = Critical Value of D at .10.
Required for significance in
Kolmogorov-Smirnov calculation

D = The value of D.

Sig. Dif. k-s = Is there a signifi-
cant difference? In what direction
< or >? o




PUPILS ACCOMPLISHING OBJECTIVES SET FORTH BY LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGE‘\ICIES
CLASSIFIED AS

READING
BOTH NEGLECTED AND DELINQUENT, SUMMER IERM, ‘ - S
(Duplicated Count) I ” i. . #
ENROLLMENTS AND MISSING DATA PROGRAM~PROJECT INFORMATION ‘

A Pupils initially enrolled in projects 14 MNumber of objectives exceeded by projects.
B, Pupils entering projects later than Number of objectives met by projects

-

pre-test - - W“mﬂﬁmmMMmmmmmwmmu
C. Pupils who moved out of school or .
district during projects ' 0
D. Pupils who dropped out of school | : .
- during projects | 0 INSERVICE TRAINING PROVIDED TR’ THIS OBJECTIVE
E. Pupils who vere dropped fron pro- (Number F.T.E) ok
~jects for other reasons before ‘mmmmmmmmmmMMﬁ
post=test | 0 | Jless | 1/2day |lday |5days |18 days |
!, B, Final enrollment B A projects| IR N T
N Teachers | 2,0 |- .0 | .0 | 0 | W0
' PUPILS COUNTED FOR EVALUATION PURPOSES Aldes 1.0 W00 W0 DR .
G Pupils who were removed from projects Others 0 0 L |
before post-test because they no Projects '
longer needed special assistance 0 Exceeding
H, Pupils who were in the projects for - Objectives _
the entire time from pre-test to T Teachers 0 ' 0 0
post-test Aldes 0 . .0 0
I Total 4 Others | .0 0 0 0 J
NUMBER AND PLRCENT OF PUPILS MEETING
OBJECTIVES ESTABLISHED BY LFAs
J. Number of pupils needed to meet all - "
objectives established by LEAs 9 Xofl, _643n v
K, Number of pupils who met the | g )
objectives 9 wofd. 10007  fofL 64,34
L, Number of pupils who did not meet | |
151 the objective S %ofl. 3.k * Nunbar Close 0

iii———

...u..w,l..‘,.‘..l«‘ -

'uummmmmemmMMmmMMMMWHMRMMHMMMmmMuMWMMu
lfl{;(;ut were not counted. L e




ANALYSIS OF STANDARDIZED TEST DATA
IN RELATIONSUIP TO

e @

READING, NEGLECTED AND DELINQUENT, SUMMER

" " GRADE EQUIVALENCY SCORES

2 ) ,
X - Kolmogorov-Smirnov-One Sample
' 2 " Sig.2 o : Sig.
GRADLS ‘N DF . | C.V.x X Dif .x § C.V.D. D. Dif . k-s-
Pre K--K
1-2-3
4-5-6 10 5 9.24 6.67 No .368 - .300 No
TOTAL ELILM. 10 5 9.24 6.67 | No .368 §. .3080 | No
7"'8"'9 . i
10-11~12 : o
TOTAL SEC. : i B ‘
DECILE SCORES
8 X2 Kolmogorov-Smirnov-One Sample
' 2 2 Sig., .| Sig. -
GRADES N DF C.V.x X Dif.xy } C.V.D. D. Dif.k-s
Pre K--K :
1-2-3
4-5~6
TOTAL ELEM.
7-8-9
110-11~-12
TOTAL SEC.
STANINE SCORES
X2 : Kolmogorov—~Smirnov-One Sample
- 2 2 Sig.2 ’ Sig.
GRADES N DF C.V.x X Dif.x ¥ C.V.D. D. Dif.k-s
Pre K—-K ‘ :
1-2-3
4-5-6
'} TOTAL LLEM.
7-8-9
10-11-12 |
TOTAL SEC. | _ .
N - Number pf. Pupils. C.V.D, = Critical Value of D at .10.
DF = Degrees of Freedom, Chi Square. " Required for significance in
C.V.x2 = Critical Value of Chi Square Kolmogorov-Smirnov calculation
at .10 which must be attained for D = The value of D.
significance. S8ig. Dif. k-s = Is there a signifi-
x? = Chi Square Value. ~cant difference? In what direction

Sig. Dif, X2 = Is the Chi Square < or >?




PUPILS ACCOMPLISHING OBJECTIVES SET FORTH BY LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCIES

CLASSIFIED AS
| NATHRMATICS PART A RECULAR TERY
(Duplicated Count) S o
ENROLLMENTS AND MISSING DATA ' - PROGRAM~PROJECT INFORMATION | .
A, Pupils initially entolled in projects _7,300 Mumher of objectives exceeded by projects Lo
B, ‘Pupils entering projects later than _ Nunber of objectives fied by projects - LS |
- prestest 13453 Number of projeccs not meetins chelr objectivas T
Co Pupils who moved out .of school ot , SR
 district during projects L .‘“
D. Pupils who dropped out of school A | L
during projects . 86 - INSERVICE TRAINING PROVIDED FOR THIS OBJECTIVE
B, Pupils vho were dropped from pro- (Number R, E.) [
jects for other reasons before 1 day Hore than More than More than Moreth
post-test , "36 | ~Jess 1/2 dax'- A1 day Sdays 18. days
L B, Final enrollment 746 AlL projecta = e
g | . Teachers 31.2 - 61.0 - 86 6 75.0 I 29-0
' PUPILS COUNTED FOR EVALUATION PURPOSES ~ Aldes 28,4 3.0 TA ] 69,0003
G, Pupils who were removed from projects Others | .1 2.0 22 1103130,
before post-test because they no Projects | - : N
~ Longer needed special assistance 238 Exceeding .
H, Pupils who were in the projects for Objectives | - o
- the entire time from pre-test to Teachers | - 8.0 16,0 | 2,0 | 25.0-] 2.0
4 post-test b6 pjges [0 [ TD T W0 T L0
"1, Total h,a14  Others J T0 [ 80 10
NUMBER AND PERCENT OF PUPILS MEETING
OBJECTIVES ESTABLISHED BY LEAs
J. Number of pupils needed to meet all
- objectives established by LEAs hidle - Rof I, 69,3
R, Number of pupils vho met the ‘ I |
- objestives 4,002 X of J, I S 64,20
INaLMmmmmMMMt . ) | |
. the objective - 2,8 %of L _ B8 4 wuber Cloge 461

TR T PPN SR TS VI S et e . N B . .
v - L et 10 T A e ey 3wt SRR Rt ) a1 i e fag e B W SRS A L et R e r g S T S e S e i, DA e

Q INumber considered by program directors to be 8o close that they should be counted aa having met vthe objectives
,E RIC but vere not counted |

Full Tt Provided by ERIC.




ANALYSIS OF STANDARDIZED TEST DATA
IN RELATIONSHIP TO

MATHEMATICS, PART A REGULAR TERM

GRADE EQUIVALENCY SCORES

.Kolmogorov-Smirnov~One Sample
. 2 ) sig., Sig.
GRADES N DF CV | X Dif.x C.V.D, D. Dif .k~s
Pre K--K :
1-2-3 942 8 13,36 | 118.89 Yes .049 .032 No
4o2nb 1589 | 14 21,06 | 249,20 Yes .031 .057 | Yes
TOYAL ELEM.| 2531 | 15 22,31 | 208.63 Yes .024 036 | Yes
7-8~9 398 15 22.31 53.90 Yes .0b1 MILXS Yes
10~11-12 '
1TOTAL SEC. 398 15 - 22.31 53.90 Yes .061 .053 Yes
DECILE SCORES
X2 Kolmogorov-Smirnov~One Sample
: 2 2 sig., Sig.
GRADES N DF C.V.X X Dif.x f C.V.D. D, Dif .k-s
Pre K--K N :
1-2-3
4-5-6
TOTAL ELEM.
7-8-9
10~-11-12
TOTAL SEC.
STANINE SCORES
X2 Kolmogorov~Smirnov-One Sample
! R R "s:tg.2 Sig.
GRADES ' N DF C.V.x X pif.x | C.V.D. D. Nif.k-s
Pre K--K -
- |1-2-3
A4=5-6. . o
TOTAL ELEM.
7~8-9
10~11-12
TOTAL SEC.

e ot 4 e E S oAl

N ~ Number pf Pupils.

DF = Degrees of Freedom, Chi Square.
C.V.x2 = Critical Value of Chi Square
at .10 which must be attained for
significance. -

x? = Chi Square Value.

Sig. Dif. x2 = Is the Chi Square

C.V.D. = Critical Value of D at .10.
Required for significance in
Kolmogorov-Smirnov calculation

D = The value aof D,

Sig. Dif, k-s = Is there a signifi-
cant differerice? In what direction
< or >?
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PUPILS ACCONPLISHING OBJECTIVES SET FORTH BY LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCIES
CLASSIFIED AS

(Duplicated Count)
ENROLLMENTS AND MISSING DATA

A,
B,

| .

D.

E,

.F.

Pupils initially enrolled in projects
PupllS entering projects iater than
pre-test

Pupils who moved out of- -schoo}. ot
district during projects

Pupils who dropped out of school
during projects

‘Pupils who wvere dropped from pro=

jects for other reasons before
post-test
Final enrollment

PUPILS COUNTED FOR EVALUATION PURPOSES

G

1,

Pupils who were removed from projects
before 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 PUPILS MEETING

OBJECTIVES ESTABLISHED BY LEAs

J,

K,

L.

Number of pupils needed to meet all
objectives established by LEAs
Number of pupils who net the

objectives

Yumber of pupils whb d1d not meet
the objective

MATHEMATICS PART A SUMMER

1,595

PROGRAM-PROJECT INFORMATION

Number of objectives exceeded by projects
Number of objectives met by projects

e

104 Wunber of projects not meeting their objectives
8
_%mmmmmmmmmmmm
(Number F.T.E ) - S
1/2 day More than [fore thanMoce than Yore than:
B e |12 day (lday |5 days |18 days |
TR0 a1 projects| , o 12
Teachers 41,0 | 22,0 .07 150 | .0
Aldes 9.0 1.0 11.0 5.3 0
Others 1.0 0 3.0 3.0 0
Projects
0 Exceeding
Objectives |
Teachers 6.0 0 3.0 0 0
1,519 Aides 3.0 ‘0. 3.0 0 .0
1,519 Others W0 0 3.0 0 0
100 §ofl 1. |
R
1,009 7ofJ, LS % of 1, 72.4% e
S e e
b0 27,64 % Number Close 68 L

% of I,

e

o ————

HUVW%MMMMHMMMMWHMHMMHWwWWMMWMﬁ%mmmHMMMMS
[5f$£§§ but . were. not counted L ‘ R PN P Y |




ANALYSIS OF STANDARDIZED TEST DATA
IN RELATIONSHIP TO

MATHEMATICS, PART A SUMMER TERM
GRADE 'EQUIVALENCY SCORES

Kolmogorov-Smirnov-One Sample

DF = Degrees of Treedom, Chi Square.
C.V.x?® = Critical Valuc of Chi Square
at .10 which must be attained for

significance.
X% = Chi Squarc Value.
Is the Chi Square

Sig. Dif. y?

P SRR 3 I IR )

. 2 2 Sig.2 Sig.
GRADLS N. DF C.V.y X Dif.y §C.V.D. D Dif.k-s
Pre K~-K :
1-2-3 122] 459 8 113,36 P89,32 | <Yes | ,110 482 <Yes
4=5~6__ 217| 937 13 19.81 [78.61 | <Yes'P ,083 ,153] <Yes
TOTAL ELEM.| 339 14 21.06 309,72 | <Yes . 066 .167 <Yes
7-8-9 A 10 5.99 | 39.32 | Yes> L184 .319 Yes >
10-11-~12 8 7 12,02 | 13.13 | Yes> 411 .455 Yes >
TOTAL SEC. 52 12 18,55 | 47.73 | Yes> .173 .326 Yes >
DECILE SCORES
Kolmogorov-Smirnov-One Sample
2 2 Sig.2 : Sig.
GRADES N DF C.V.y X Dif.x" | C.V.D. D. Dif .k»s
Pre K--K
1-2~3
4~5=6
TOTAL ELEM.
7~8-9
10-11=12 R
TOTAL SEC.
STANINE SCORES
Kolmogorov—Smirnov-One Sample
B , , ) Sig., Sig.
GRADES | N DF C.V.y X pif.x | c.v.D. D. Dif .k~s
Pre K--K
1-~2-3
14=5-6
| TOTAL LLTM.
7-8-9
10-11-12 -
TOTAL SEC. | B
N - Number pf Pupils. C.V.D. = Critical Value of D at

Requized for sipgnificance in
Kolmogorov-Smirnov calculation
D = The value of D.

Sig, Dif, k-s =
cant difference?

< or >?7

.10,

Is there a signifi-
In what direction



(Dupiicated Count)

PUPILS ACCOMPLISHING OBJECTIVES SET PORTH BY LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCIES
CLLSSIFIED AS

* ENROLLMENTS, AND MISSING DATA

Y
3,

G

"

k.

F.

-goL- |

Pupils initially enrolled in projects

Pupils entering projects later than

-~ pre-test |

Pupils who moved out of school or

district during projects

Pupils who dropped out of’ school

during projects

Pupils whe were dropped from pro-
Jects. for other reasons before

post~test

Final enrollment

. PUPILS COUNTED POR EVALUATION PURPOSES

G

1.

L,

Pupils who were removed from projects
before 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 PUPILS MEETING

OBJECTIVES ESTABLISHED BY LEAs

'-jl
: K.

L

Number of pupils needed to meet all-
ohjectives established by LEAs
Number of pupils who met the

| objectives

Number of pupils who did not meet
the objective "

L

o

rovided by ERIC

MATHEMATICS PART B REGULAR THRY

TROCRAM=PROJECT INFORMATION

30 Number of objectives exceeded by projects 0
Number of objectives wet by projects 0 G
0 Nunber of projects not weeting their objectives _ 1 T
. R
0 INSERVICE TRAINING PROVIDED FOR THIS OBJECTIVE
(Nunber F.T.E, ) : Ok
| 1/2 day|, More than Moreithan More than More than}
0, v less 1/2 day Alday |5 days |18 :days |’
20 AU profects| . S — 1
Teachers | . 0 I L L
Ades [0 0 0] D,
Others A 0 3.0 0 L0
Projects o
0 Fxceeding |
" Objectives |
Teachers 0 0 O 0 0
___}9 Mdes | .0 0 00 0
7. Others .0 .0 0 ] 0 0
B gof I; 100
16 55,24 - BN/
% of J, o kof I ‘ 16Lﬁ
5 g W 5 -

S

* Number Close

b b 1m 8 ¢ 44 Ay R At 1

ST R R

umber considered by progran directors to be so close that they should be counted as having met the objectives

vere. not  counted




“' PUPILS ACCOMPLISHING OBJECTIVES SET FORTH BY LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCIES |

(Duplicated Count)

EXROLIMENTS AND MISSING DATA

A.. Pupils initially emtolled in projects

B. - Pupils entering projects later than
pre-test .. o

Co Pupils who moved out of school or

... Gistrict during projects

D. Pupils who dropped ot of school
during projects

B, Pupils who were dropped from pro-
jects for other reasons before
post=test

F, Final enrollment

-60L-

PUPILS COUNTED FOR EVALUATION PURPOSES

G, Pupils who were removed from projects
before 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

I, Total

- NUXBER A:D PERCENT OF PUPILS MEETING

OBJECTIVES ESTABLISHED BY LEAs

Ji Nuzber of pupils needed to meet all

“objectives established by LEAs
K. Nuzber ofypupils Who met the
, | objectlves
Ly Nunber of pupils who did not meet
- the objective

*Mumber considered by progran. directors to be so close that they should be counted a having met the objecciv
‘rlz\!: but were not counted, . R

CLASSIPIED S

ATEENATICS PART  SUMMER

PROGRAM-PROJECT INFORMATION

103 Number of objectives. exceeded by projects
| Number of objectives met by projects
.28 Nunber of projects not meeting their objectives
OI ‘ . e
0 INSERVICE TRAINING PROVIDED FOR TMIS OBJECTIVE
V(Mumber . T E.) I
112 day|, More than More than More theo e,
25 | Less 1/2 day |1 day {5 days |18 days’
106 ALl projects| | R IR
~ Teachers | .0 | ‘;o 8.0 00
Aldes H L0 - 9.0 10
Others 0 0 0 0
Projects
0 Exceeding
Objectives | | R R
Teachers | 0 0 I A
Aides L 0 Q1 0 T .0
OthBrS ] ' 00 ‘ 00 00 - -0‘; L
o efL 6Ll
46 R 7; Of ‘Jo ' 8007% ‘ z Oflc 5"-12 ‘:
N7 of I 45,91 o Nusber Close &

U ———




ANALYSIS OF STANDARDTZILD TEST,DATA
IN RELATIONSHIP TO

MATHEMATICS, PART C,

GRADE EQUIVALENCY

SUMMER TERM
SCORES '

2 .
X Kolmopgorov-Smirnov-One Sample
) ) Sig.2 - ' Sig.
GRADES N DF c.Vv.x | x pDif.x  §cC.v.D. D. Dif .k-s
Pre K--K :
1-2-3
4-5-6 85 7 12.02 [12.61 Yes 132 089 MO
TOTAL ELEM.| g5 7 12 02 {12.6] Yes | 132 - 050 No
7-8-9
10-11-12
TOTAL SEC.
- DECILE SCORES
X2 Kolmogorov-Smirnov-One Sample
) ) Sig.2 _ Sig.
GRADES N DF C.V.x X Dif.x | C.V.D. D. Dif .k-s
Prae K--K
R
456 Co - ~
TOTAL ELLM.
7-8-9
10-11-12
TOTAL SEC.
- STANINE SCORES
X2 Kolmogorov—Smirnov-One Sample
) ) Sig.2 Sig.
GRADLES N DF C.V.X X Dif.x § C.V.D. D, Dif ,k=s
Pre K--K
1-2-3
4-5-6
TOTAL ELEM,
7-8-9
10~11-12
TOTAL SEC. [ _

N ~ Number.pf Pupills,

DF = Degrecs of VFreedom, Chi Square.
C.V.x2 = Critical Value of Chi Square
at .10 which must be attained for
significance.

x? = Chi Square Valuc.

Sig. DIf. )(2 a Ig the Chl Square
significant? In what directilon < or >?

.-110-
164

C.V.D, = Critical value of D at .10,
Required for significance in
Kolmogorav-Smirnov calculation

D = The valuc of D,

Sig. DIf, k=s = Tsg there o sipgnifi=-
cant difference? In what direction
< or 7




PUPILS ACCONPLISHING OBJECTIVES SET FORTH BY LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCIES
CLASSIFIED AS

MATHEMATICS

INSTITUTIONS FOR WEGLECTED REGULAR TERM

(Duplicated Count)
EVROLLMENTS AND MISSING DATA

PROGRAN=PROJECT INFORMATION

Av Pupils initially enrolled in projects 21 Number of objectives exceeded by projects
B, Pupils entering projects later than Number of objectives met by projects
pre-test 19 Number of projects not meeting their objectives
Cs Pupils who moved out of school or
district during projects 0
D. Pupils who dropped out of school
~ during projects 0 INSERVICE TRAINING PROVIDED FOR THIS OBJECTIVE
E. Pupils vho were dropped from proe (Number F.T.E.)
jects for other reasons before 1/2 day| More than |More than|More than|!
' post-test 13 less | 1/2day |lday |5 days
= F, Final enrollment 27 ALl projects
= o Teachers | .0 0 10| .0
PUPILS COUSTED FOR EVALUATION PURPOSES Aides 0 ) 1.0 | .0
G, Pupils who were removed from projects Others 8 T
before post~test because they no Projects -
longer needed special assistance b Exceeding
B, Pupils who were in the projects for Objectives |
the entire time from pre-test to Teachers 0 0 0
post-test 1l Addes 4 0 0
I. Total 15 Others 0 0 0
NUMBER AND PERCENT OF PUPILS MEETING
OBJECTIVES ESTABLISHED BY LEAs
Ju Number of pupils needed to meat all
‘objectives established by LEAs U mef1n 7.0
K. Nuzber of pupils who met the !
objectives L wofy, 100,07 Aof I, 13,34
L, Number of pupils who did not meet ‘ |
the objective b ot I. 2.74 % Nunber Close

*M uber considered by program directors to be so cloge that they should be counted as having met the objectives |
. ﬂlng(juc ware not counted.

e ———




ANALYSIS OF STANDARDIZED TEST DATA.
IN RELATIONSHIP TO

MATHEMATICS, NEGLECTED, REGULAR TERM
GRADE EQUIVALENCY SQORES

2 ) ‘
X " Kolmogorov-Smirnov-One Sample
) Sig., Sig.
GRADES N DF C.V.x Dif.x fC.V.D. D. Dif .k-s
Pre K--K . .
1-2-3
4=5-6
TOTAL ELEM, :
7-8-9 10 5 9.24 18.22} Yes> .368 .418 Yess
10-11-12 . .
TOTAL SEC. 10. 5 _9.24 18.22] Yes»> .368 418 Yess-
DECILE SCORES
X Kolmogorov-Smirnov-One Sample
i s Sig.2 o : Sig.
GRADES N DF C.V.X pif.x ] C.V.D. D. Dif .k-s
Pre K--K
1-2-3
4-5-6
TOTAL ELEM.
7-8-9 o
10-11-12 [
TOTAL SEC.
STANINE SCORES
X2 Kolmogorov—~Smirnov-One Sample
. \ Sig., Sig.
GRADES N DF c.v.x| x pDif.x ] C.V.D. D. Dif.k-s
Pre K--K
1-2-3
4-5-6
TOTAL ELEM.
7-8-9___
10~14~-12
TOTAL SEC. o _

N - Number pl Pupils. .

DF = Degrecs of Frecedom, Chi Square.
C.V.)(2 = Critical Value of Chi Square
at .10 vhich must be attained for
significance.

x? = Chi Square Value.
Sig. Dif. x® = Is the Chi Square

significant? In what direction < or >?

~-112-

167

C.V.D. = Critical Value of D at .1l0.
Required for significance in
KolmogorOVMSmirnOQ calculation

D = The value of D,

Sig. Dif. k-s = TIs there a signifi-

cant difference? In what direction
< or 2%




PUPILS: ACCOMPLINHING OBJECTIVES SET FORTH BY LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCIES
CLASSIFIED AS

MATHEMATICS |
BOTH NEGLECTED AND DELINQUENT INSTITUTIONS REGULAR TERM

(Duplicated Count) | o
. ENROLLMENTS AND.MISSING DATA - PROGRAN-PROJECT. TNFORMATION

A, Pupils initially envolled in projects 34 Number of objectives exceeded by projects 0
B. Pupils entering projects later than - Nymber of objectives met by projects - o
pre-test ] Numbér of ptojects not meeting their objectives 1
i Pupils who noved out of school or o |
district during projects 3
D, Pupils who dropped out .of school |
duting projects . 0 INSERVICE TRAINING PROVIDED FOR THIS OBJECTIVE
E. Pupils who were dropped from pro= WMHFH) ‘
Jects for other reasons before '1/2 day| More than [Yote than|More than|
- post-test 6 less | 1/2day [lday |5 days
= P Final enrollment 26 All projects K :
woo Teachers Jd o0 .0 0
PUPILS COUNTED FOR EVALUATION PURPOSES Aldes - .0 .0 1.0 i
G, Pupils who were removed from projects Others 0 0 Q1.0
before post=test because they no “ Projects
- longer needed special assistance 0 Exceeding
fl, Pupils who were in the projects for Objectives | , -
the entire time from pre-test to Teachers 0 0 0 0
post-test ' 15 Aldes 0 0 O
1. Total Others L) Q- ! .
NUMBER AND PERCENT OF PUPILS MEETING
OBJECTIVES ESTABLISHED BY LEAs
Jo  Number of pupils needed to meet all
objectives established by LEAs 17" gof1, 68,04
Ks Number of pupils who met the |
objectives B yoepy, 6.3 % of 1, 320
L. Number of pupils who did not meet

Wipfpislghabes 2000 wTEnSaTely ————————

the objective | 1 w1, 8.0 % Number Close 1

*Number conaidered by program directors to be 8o close that they should be counted as having met the objectives
O ut vere not counted.

_( {;l}sr(:




FUPILS ACCONPLISHING OBJECTIVES SET FORTH BY LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCIES
\ CLASSIFIED AS

GENERAL ACADEMIC IMPROVEMENT PART A REGULAR TERY

(Duplicated Count)
“ENROLLMENTS AND MISSING DATA

A
B,

‘ 0
D.

Es

F

L

Pupils initially enrolled in projects
Pupils enterino projects later than

pre-test

Pupils who moved out of school or
district during projects

Pupils who dropped out of éghool
during projects

Aupils who were dropped fron pro=
jects for other reasons before

post-test
Final enrollment

PUPILS COUNTED FOR EVALUATION PURPOSES

Gl

L,

Pupils who were removed from projects
before 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 PUPILS MEETING

OBJECTIVES ESTABLISHED BY LEAS

_J.
K,
L,

170

Number of pupils needed to meet all
objectives established by LEAs
Number of pupils who met the
objectives

Number of pupils who did not meet
the objective

g ERIC

A ruiToxt provided by EAl

330

L —————

 PROGRAM-PROJECT INFORATION

Number of ‘objectives exceeded by projects
Number of objectives met by projects

0 o
1

T g

106 wumber of projects not neeting thelr objectives _ 4 .
Py o |
0 INSERVICE TRAINING PROVIDED FOR THIS OBJECTIVE
(Number F.I.E)
1/2 day| More than-|More than More than
2 less |1/2day |[Lday |5 days\
391 ALl projects | |
~ Teachers 0 0 4.0 '1 0 |
Others 0 W0 2.0 | 3.0 |
- Projects ’
0 fxceeding
- Objectives |
Teachers 0 0 yl .
216 Aldes L0 0 0 0
776 Others 0 0 0 0
222 Z of I, 80.4%
I ety N Lof L 6h.11
9 yof1, 30 % Number Close 8

e p—

mber consdered by progran divectors to be so close that they ghould be counted as having met the objectives
2t were not counted. B . ‘ .




ANALYSIS OF STANDARDIZED TEST DATA
IN RFLATIONSHIP TO

GENERAL ACADEMIC IMPROVEMENT, PART A REGULAR TERM

GRADE EQUIVALENCY SCORES

2 v
X Kolmogorov-Smirnov-One Saiple
. ) ) Sig., Sig.
GRADES N DF_ | c.V.x | x if.x" fc.v.n. D. Dif .k~s
Pre K--K : - -
1-2-3
4-5-6
TOTAL ELEM. )
7~-8~9 131 14 21.06:|97.43 Yes .107 227 Yes
10~11-12
TOTAL SEC. 131 14 21,06 [ 97.43 Yes .107 227 Yes
DECILE SCORES
X2 Kolmogorov-Smirnov-One Sampie
Sig. ' Sig.
2 2 > 2 ,
GRADES N DF_ | c.v.x | x° |pif.x ] c.v.p. D. | Dif.k-s
Pre K~--K
1-2-3
4-5-6
TOTAL ELEM.
7-8-9
10-11-12
TOTAL SEC.
STANINE SCORES
X2 Kolmogorov~Smirnov-One Sample
- ) sig., Sig.
GRADLS N DF_ | c.v.y’| x pif.x ] c.v.D. D. Dif .k-s
Pre K--K
1-2-3
4-5-4
“TOTAL LLEM.
28y
10-11-T7 }
| TOTAL SEC. { .. -

N - Number pf Pupils.

DF = Degrees of Freedom, Chi Square.
C.V.x* = Critical Valuc of Chi Square
at .10 which must be attained for
significance, .

x2 = Chi Square Value.

Sig. DIf. x® = Is the Chi Square
slgnificant? Tu what direction < ar >?

-1156-

C.V.D. = Critical Value of D at .10,
Required for significance in
Kolmogorov-Smirnov calculation

D = The value of D,

Sig. Dif. k-g = Is there a signifi-
cant difference? In what direcction
< or >?
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PUPILS ACCOMPLISHING OBJECIIVES SET FORTH BY LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCIES
CLASSIFIED AS

GENERAL ACADEMIC TMPROVEMENT PART A SUMMER

(Duplicated Count)

ENROLLMENTS AND MISSING DATA PROGRAN~PROJECT INFORMATION

A ruiToxt provided by ERl

amber considered by program directors to be 8o close that they ‘should be courted as having met the objectives L
=ut were not counted. - \ 5

A, Pupils initially enrolled in projects 107 Number of objectives exceeded by projects
B, Pupils entering projects later than : Number of ohjectives met by projects
pre-test 15 Number of projects not meeting their objectives
C. Pupils who moved out of school or | o R
district during projects 1
D. Pupils who dropped out of school
during projects ' 0 INSERVICE TRAINING PROVIDED FOR JTHIS OEJECTIVE
R. Pupils who were dropped from pro= (Number F.ILE)
jects for other reasons before 1/2 day|.More than. |More than More. than
post-test 3 ‘less |12 day [lday |5 days
F. Final enrollment 118 All projects | N e
Teachers 0 9.0 D | .0
PUPILS COUNTED FOR EVALUATION PURPOSES Addes 0 6.0 0 [0
G, - Pupils who were removed from projects Others J 1.0 Do .0 -
~ before post-test because they no Projects | , B
longer needed special assistance 0 Exceeding
R, Pupils who were in the prajects for Objectives | | | !
% the entire time from pre-test to Teachers 0 0 0 0
"¢ post-test 16 Aldes 0 .0 0 0
I, Total 114 - Others 0 0 T
NUMBER AND PERCENT OF PUPILS MEETING
OBJECTIVES ESTABLISHED BY LEAs
J. MNumber of pupils needed to meet all ..
objectives established by, LEAs 93  fof I, 81.6% ¥
X, Nuber of pupils who met the o
objectives 89 gofJ, 9. 4of T, 8.0 174 -
L, Number of pupils who did not meet | | |
the objective 5 gof1, 2 * Number Close 5




ANALYSIS OF STANDARDIZED TEST DATA
IN .RELATIONSHIP TO

GEMERAL ACADEMIC IMPROVEMENT, PART A, SUMMER TERM
GRADE EQUIVALENCY SCORES

_ X Kolmogorov~Smirnov-One Sample
1 ) 9 Sig., | . Sig.
GRADES N DF c.v.y | x Dif.y 1C.v.D. D. Dif .k-s
Pre K--K
1-2-3 42 5 9.24 13.64]|< Yes .188 429 Ik Yes
4-5-6 30 7 12.0? 20.28{< Yes .220 433 [k Yes
TOTAL ELEM.| .72 9 14.68 26.95[{ < Yes 144 .267 < Yes
7-8-9 ~
16-11-12
TOTAL SEC.
DECILE SCORES
X2 Kolmogorov~Smirnov-One Sample
) \ Sig., Sig.
GRADES N DF CV.y | X Dif.x ] C.V.D. D. Dif .k-g
|Pre K--K 34 8 13.36 | 88.02 | Yes> 210 647 Yes>
1-2-3
b=5-6
TOTAL LLEM. -
71-8-9
10-11-12
TOTAL SEC.
STANINE.. SFORES
Xz ' Kolmogorov—~Smirnov-One Sample
[ _ . ) Sig., - | sig.
GRADFES N | bF c.v.x'| x° |pif.xy"] c.v.D. D. Dif.k-s
Pre K--K
1-2-3
4-5-6
JTOTAL FLEM.
7-8-4
10~11-12
TOTAL SEC. | _
N - Number pf Pupils. C...D, = Critical Value of D at .10.
DF = Degrees of Freedom, Chi Square. Required for significance in
C.V.x2 = Critical Valuc of Chi Square Kolmogorov-Smirnov calculation
at .10 which must be attained for D = The value of D. .
significance. Sig. Dif. ks = Is there a signifi-
X2 = Chi Square Value, cant difference? In what direcctlion
Sig. Dif. x? = Is the Chi Square < or >? '
. 8lgnificant? In what direction < or >?
=117~
o, . 175
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PUPILS ACCOMPLISHING AFFECTIVE OBJECTIVES
PART A RECULAR TERM .

" Enrollments

[Persons or Groups)

w @ 1 Q) b 1 6 | (6 - 1\(8) ' ¢
- [ Initisl | Fatered| T Pinal. | EVALUATIONCONT
CIIVE TYPE  |Enrollment| late | Moved | Dropout| Other [Enrollment Removed [Entire Tine “Total |
General Attitude I . | i A
Inprovement 485 | 118 46 | 19 4 534 7 4% 5681
Tmprove Attitudes ,
About Academic , \ at B ]
Subjects 2,60 | 650 | 25} T3 257 | 2,30 2 2,033 Lo |
| Tmprove : | o N P e
Self-Concept 422 129 56 g | 1 pdry| o 6 | 310, 4%
IﬁprOVe Attitudes 1 | |
Related to Other B . N ‘
Persons or Groups| 500 | 20 0| 10 0 | 510 | 0 417 SR
W m_© 0 @ 0 @ 0w
Needed [percent of | Met | Percent of Percent of Obj. |4 of | Bx=| Mot |
OBJECTIVE TYPE _jto Meet Obj.|Column 9 %MWEWMM'%MMNMaMAMamMnMW
General Attitude . o ‘.[“ | | ‘l
Tmprovenent 356 ] 62,74 475 133,44 83,60 | 93 64k 14 |5
({Improve Attitudes |
About Academic ° |
Subjects 1,641 | 79.6% 1,133 69.00 | 54,91 929 W5.1%| 184
Improve _ |
Self-Concept 313 | T2.0% 294 93,94 67.67 | 141 p2.4% | 43
'11713 Improve Attitudes| -
- LUY Related to Other | ol o
| 229 | 3¢.9% 400 146,79 | 95,9 |1 141k 0




VI. PROMISING PROGRAMS OR PROJECTS

Three criteria were used to select the promising proarams or
prujects.

1. The program had a monitoring report of high quality
which showed substantial complaince with Title I
regulations.

2. The progrém or project had a high degree of pupil
achievement in relation to the objectives.

3. The program or project demonstrated that substantially
the same conditions exist this year (FY1976) as last
year when the programs were monitored.

The follpwing programs were selected:

District Contact Person
Greeley School District 6 _ Mr. Charles M. Smith
Adams-Arapahoe School Dist. 28J Mrs. Carol Kincaid

- Larimer County School Dist. Rl * Mr. C. Buford Plemmons
Denver School District Mr. Robert W. Hirsch
Boulder School Listrict Re2d Mrs. Elizabeth Treadwell
Fremont County School Dist. Rel Dr. James Pahlau
Pueblo School District 70 Mrs. Lola Belvill
Adams County School Dist. 50 Mrs. Lillian Cannon
|
-119-
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VII.  COMCLUSIONS

Language Arts (Oral and Wr1tten Commun1cat1on)

While programs operating Language Arts ‘projects did not produce
achievement at the levels they had hoped they wou}a, data jndicated
that substantial progress had been made. Reborts indicated.fhat in
Part A programs they had achieved their objectives withr82% of the
population they had hoped to reach. This was 62.3% of the entire
popu]at1on who met Jocal standards.

Us1ng an arbitrary state standard of expected qrowth of one year
ga1n for one year in the program, achievement testing results showed
that for the entire population the same medians and means were not at-
tained on the post-test scores. Negative directions of significant
x? and Kolmogorov-Smirnov were determined when reports of grade equiva-
lency scores were analyzed.

However, such wa§ not the case for those reports utilizing percen-
“tiles as a base. The medians and means showed a consistent increase
through grade 9 with only slight negative values in medians and means in
grades 10-12.

ooy

Programs under Part B and C and summer programs seemied to be exceed-
ing their own standards and where test d;ta was available were exceed-
ing their expected levels.

Regular term programs in the languaye arts in.Colorado should care-
fully examjne the standards they have established through their objectives,
the procedures they are using to reach those objectives, and‘the fe]atedﬁ
ness of the measur{ng instruments they use tobthe content of what they are
actually teaching.

179
-121-



Reading

Part A precjects with objectives in reading produced results at
what appeared to be a rather high level. To meet all LEA objectives,

68% of th. pupils counted for evaluation was required throughout the

State. The result of project efforts was that 61.4% of the pupils met LEA -

criteria which is only 6.6% short of the goal established in program

plans. Projects met their objectives at the 90.3% level. It is inter-

est1nq to note that of 157 objectives, 48 were at higher 1eve1s of per- -

formance than the objective called for, 45 were met and 64 did not meet
the standards. The greater number met or exceeded objectives.

No negative directionality for x? of Ko]mogorov-Smirnov was obhtained
for regular term Part A projects except for grades 7-8-9 reported by
decile indicating that over all approximately a year's growth had been
attained.

The small project funded under Part B summer term showed very little
indication of results.

Part C regular term projects in reading showed results comparable to

Part A results. Part C summer projects exceeded their expectancies and

statistical analysis showed significant difference in a positive direction.

Institutions for neglected and delinquent showed accemp]ishment of
their objective and success in achievement test gains.

It would appear from the data that reading programs which ere

achieving their objectives are keeping the State results at a reasonably

high level. However, those who are not are tending to keep State results

"somewhat below desired levels of performance. Those projects showing

that they did not-reach their objectives should reexamine objectives and

their total approach to providing reading services.
-122-
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Mathematics ' p

‘Projects with mathematics objectives achieved at reasonably high
levels. Of the population estimated to be reached in the applications
92.7% were reached. This constituted 64.2% of the total popu1ation.
Statistical éignificance showed no direction indicating that approxima-

tely one year's growth had heen attained. Summer projects seemed to be

on a par with regular term but showed weaknesses in the primary grades.

Part B regular term projects did not seem to be particu]arTy success~
fq] in meeting their own objectives.

Part C  summer term produced most.results.

Institutions for the neglected and delinquent showed rather high and

significant results and ‘reported that their objectives were exceeded.

’
/

General Aquemic Improvement
/Avﬁma11 number of projects did not attempt to identify pupils on the,
basis of need in reading, mathematics or language arts. Rather, they
Tooked at pupils in.the broader sense and identified pupifs who were
academically poor in a general sense. Remediationvwas then directed at
those areas of greatest pupil weakness.

The regular term projects came within .7% of meeting their objectives
precisely as they had statéd them. This would be 80.4% of the total popu-
lation with 64.1% o¥ the total population meeting tﬁe objectives.
Achievement scores were significant but did not show direciion thus
indicating approximately one year of growth.

Summer term projects could not cTaim the success obtained in the

regular term. The number achieving the- objectives was not as high and

negative direction of statisffcéT tests were produced in the elementary
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Affective Objectives

Many projects had affective objectives included in the projects
dealing with cognitive subject matter. In general, these objectives
amount to an improvement in attitude generally or attitudes regarding
academic subjécfs, one's self-or attitudes regarding other people.

'“"“VéfiBGEWmethods“of”determining~outcomeswof~thesemobjectives“werev,
utilized in projects. For the most part, pi. . .. were successful
in the achievement of these objectives.

General attitude objectives were exceeded by 33% of what was
anticipated and "aftitudes toward others" were exceeded by 74% of &
expectancy. Self-concept improvement fell slightly short of what was

expected and the lowest was attitude toward the academic subject but

some measure of success was atftained in that area also.
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VIIT. RECOMMENDATIONS

Sta’ Education Agency consultants should be vigilant in
application approval with regard to objectives;' Standards
should be high but realistic for the communities and pbpu]a-
‘ tions. served.

g :

<

Local pregram directors, who have. submitted reports showing
something less in achlpvement than the stated objectives;
should do a careful analysis of their programs to detérmine
causes. This should be done with staff and parent participa-
tion. For larger districts, each building should look at

causes.

Projects exceeding their objectives should set their standards

a little higher.

Since Title I in Colorado no longer provides services to special
education and the handicapped, 100% achievement of exceptionally
high standards is not an "impossible dream" and program personnel

should be working toward this aoal.
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Definitions of Objective Classifications Reported

COGNITIVE DOMAIN
05 00 00 English Language Arts

English language arts is comprised of the body of related subject matter
or the body of related courses, organized for carrying on learning ex-
periences concerned with developing (1) an understanding of the language
system; (2) proficiency and control in the use of the English language;

(3) appreciation of a variety of literary forms; (4) understanding and
appreciation of various aspects of past and present cultures as expres-
sed in literature; and (5) interests which will motivate lifelong learn-
ing." S : S : .

05 01 01 Reading

Instruction designed to develop the skills necessary to perceive and re-
act to patterns of written symbols and translate them into meaning. The
teaching of reading is differentiated according to a number of Tevels
and objectives. The continuous development of reading skills and vocab-
ulary applies to all subject- matter areas, emphasizing selected skills
and vocabulary appropriate to pupils' needs in different learning situa-
tions.

05 01 02 Handwriting
Instruction designed to assist pupils in learning the processes and de-

velopment of skills involved in using an inscribing instrument to record
manually material to be read. ' ' -

05 01 03 Spelling

Organized subject matter, experiences, and learning activities concerned
with developing the mind - eye - hand coordinations and memory involved
in ordering letters into whole words according to standard written usage.

05 01 08 Voice and Diction

The study and application through exercises of knowledge about voice
production and the means for improving projection, articulation, pronun-
ciation, phrasing, melody patterns, et al., and for developing where
needed, often through the use of phonetics, standard usage.

05 01 97 Study Skills - h

Study skills consist of a variety of techniques to be learned by students

to assist them in learning subject matters rapidly and efficiently.
“Included are techniques for - studying a textbook, finding information,

writing reports and other topics appropriate to good gtudy'habits.

0501 98 All of the above éxcegt reading

05 01 99 Other Language Skills (specify)
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05 04 00 Composition

Learning activities concerned with the art of selecting, comhining, and
arranging words in connected discourse.

05 05 00 Speech

Subject matter and experiences comprised of a wide spectrum of studies
and activities that range from the scientific (vo1ce science) through
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, in varying
degrees, of oral communication.

05 07 00 Language Development

Language development consists of becoming fluent in one or more -lan-
guages.

05 07 01 English Oral Language Development

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

05 07 02 Bilingual Language Development

Bilingual Tanguage development consists of subject matters related to
becoming fluent and proficient in the use of two languages. Spoken
vocabu]ary, sentence structure, word mean1ng, social conversation, writ-
ing and the study of other subject matters in two 1anguages may be
included. e

11 00 00 Mathematics

Mathematics comprises the body of related subject matter, or the body of

related courses, organized for carrying on learning experiences concerned
with the science of relations existing between quantities (magnitude) and
operations and the science of methods used for deducing from other quan-

tities, known or supposed, the quantities sought,

18 01 01 Early Childhood Education

Early Childhood Education includes education during the year or years -

preceding first grade. A prekindergarten or kindergarten class may be

organized as a grade of an elementary school which includes the primary
level, or it may be a part of a separate school.
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19 00 00 Differentialized Curriculum for Handicapped Pupils

The differentialized cusriculum for handicapped pupils reflects an in-
creasing awareness today of the individual needs of children. Many
children with various types of handicaps cannot benefit from basic sub-
ject matter without special education. Handicapped children present
learning difficulties, sensory and motor impairments, which require care-
ful study for successful adaptation of instruction. Teachers of excep-
tional children integrave professional information from psychology, edu-
cation, and medicine for instructional and therapeutic services. Conse-
quently, special education as applied to each type of handicapped child
has developed some distinctive techniques and materials which distin-
quish it from regular classroom instruction. A1l handicapped children
should have appropriate educational opportunities. As the school shares
the responsibility with other social institutions for educating all child-
ren, it may make a unique contribution in discovering handicaps and pro-
viding the needed services for supporting the type of instruction which
will enable pupils to fulfill their maximum potential. The majority of
pupils with mild or uncomplicated handicaps can be served best within
normal classes for instruction. Those pupils whose handicaps are of such
nature and degree as to interfere with intellectual development and learn-
ing under regular class methods will require differentialized curriculum
for -some part of, and, frequently, for all of their education.

19 01 00 Communication Skills- ~ Activities.

This area is concerned with learning and using oral, written, and visual
language for interrelating with others in the environment.

19 02 00 Interpersonal and Behavioral Coping Skills

Curriculum approaches utilized to emphasize personal and social skills.

19 03 00 Motoric Skills

Instruction specifically designed to develop adequate motoric function
which is impaired by restrictions in physi:al ovement caused by cripp-
1ing conditions, prolonged illness, visual defects, lack 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.

19 04 00 Perceptual Skills

Lvarning experiences designed to relieve or correct visual, auditory, or
tactual and kinesthetic perceptual problems and enable handicapped pupils
~to integrate multiple-sensory impressions.
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30 00 00 Feelings, Beliefs or Values Reparding the Schoo1 and Content,
Self and Others

This area is concerned with the orientation of pupils toward themselves,
others and their lives at school; whether they regard themselves as good
persons in a social group, whether they regard other members of groups
as good persons, and whether they regard school studies as good things
ts learn. _

30 01 00 Feelings, Beliefs or Values Regarding Content

This area -is concerned with the fee1ings,.bé1iefs or values of pupils
toward all content or subject offerings in the school. It involves the
pupils' total set of feelings that what is being learned is valuable

good. ‘Such feelings, beliefs or values may be reflected in the stu’ents’
attendance at school, their desire to stay in school or in their disrup-
tive behavior.

 NOTE:

The following classifications are concerned with the feelings, beliefs,
and values of pupils toward sEecific content or subject offerings in the
school. They involve the pupils' feelings that what is being learned in
a particular content area or subject is valuable or good.

30 01 11 Mathematics

30 01 19 Differentialized Cyfricﬁ1um for Handicapped Pupils

40 00 00 Attitudes, Beliefs and Feelings About Self

. This area is concerned with the pupil's self concept in regard to whether

he sees himself positively as a worthy member of the school and the soci-

- .ety at large. He feels he is a good person with something to contribute

and deserving of associated rewards for "is contributions. He is confi-
dent in his own ability, is resourceful, and holds himself in high self-
esteem.

40 01 00 Confident in Own Ability

The pupil is aware of both the dimensions and limitations of his abili-
ties and capabiiities and does not view himself negatively because of
Timitations. Rather, he regards his abilities as assets which he uses
to further enlarge the scope of his abilities and capabilities..

40 02 00 Resourcefulness

The pupil is not defeated by an encounter with a set of circumstances
with which he is unfamiliar in a problem solving situation. Rather he
takes what he knows and other available resources and proceeds to con-
struct problem solutions.
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40 03 00 Self-ksteem
The pupil views himself as a good person.

50 00 00 Attitudes Toward Others

This area involves the attitudes of pupils toward various social ethnic
or cultural groups, attitudes toward peers and attidudes teward adults.
It encompasses the "striving together" attidudes wkich result in harmo-
nious relationships between groups even though conflicts may be encoun-
tered in reaching a harmonious or balanced state. It involves accep-
tance of laws or rules while they are in effect and feeling free to take
advantage of freedoms available.

50 01 00 Attitudes Toward Social and Ethnic Groups

This dimension includes e development of attitudes that reflect an un-
derstanding of social, tural, and etknic group differences and the
worthwhile features of life style without feeling imposed upon to con-
form to those differences or attempting to impose ones own set of cri-

- teria for a good life on others.

50 02 00 Attitudes Toward Adults

This area is concerned with the attitudes of pupils toward adults such
as parents, teachers, employers, ministers, relatives, etc. These atti-
tudes recognize that adults have problems as pupils have problems; that
‘many adults can be important sources of help and guidance while others
are more confused than young people. The young person develops an atti-
tude of receptivity toward those adults whose guidance -can -be trusted.

60 00 00 Psychomotor Development

Psychomotor development consists of experiences especially designed to
help students develop perception, muscle control or neuromuscular co~
ordination.

70 00 00 Environmental

Environmental may be any action taken by the school to provide a support-
ing environment outside the school which will subsequently lead to better
learning for the student in school.  Included may be parent training, pro-
vision of learning materials in the home, or other enterprises to improve
learning outside ‘the school. :
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