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Intreduetien

This evaluatien repert cevers feur target pepulatiens
within the 1975 Summer pregram ef Reading and Mathematics
fer Handicapped Pupils in Special Educatien Classesf The
specific eempenents reviewed include: severely emetienally
handicapped, hearing handicapped, hultiply handicapped and
preplacement (multiple lea;ﬁing handicapped) children. Each
cempenent is. censidered separately in this repert.

I, The Pregram

-

Characteristics ef the target pspulatien in each ef the
feur pregram cempenents are as fellews:

A. Severely Emetienally Handicapped. This cempenent

is made up ef twe subgreups: 1, Transitienal classes, which
include 27 severely emetienally handicapped children‘whi have
been in residential treatment, such as institutiens er city
er state hospitals, er whe are in eutpatient treatment.

2, The Teacher-Mems classes, which service 54 multihandicapped,

asecial, and atypical children en an individualized and small

greup bases.

B. Hearing Handicapped. This censists ef classes fer 85

hard ef hearing‘and deaf children whe are nermally enrelled
in regular classés in elementary and J.H.S., and are previded
with suppertive instructien either frem the Itinerant Pregram
eor frem the Reseurce Reem Pregram, These children have
hearing‘losses ranging frem mild te prefeund.

GC. Multiply Handicapped. This censists ef classes fer 70

children whe are mentally retarded and generally exhibit
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severe multihandicapping cenditiens, including limitatiens
ef mebility, gait, visien, speech, etc. Pupils'ranged in
age frem 7 te 17 years, and were selected fer the summer
Pregram en the basis ef teacher ebservatiens ard recemmend-
atiens, and parental request er appreval.

D. Preplacement, This censists ef 270 Title I eligible

hdndicapped pupils, ages 5-12 years, with multiple learning
diserders whe are in the precess ef being placed inte
apprepriate special educatien settings. |
The summer pregram ran frem July 7 threugh August 13, 1975.
The 506 Title I eligible pupils selected for the feur cemp-
enents 8f the pregram were characteristically at least twe
erAmore years retarded in reading and/er mathematiés. ‘Criteficn
‘referenced tests in reading and arithmetic were adhinistered
at the start ef the pregram peried, and specific instructienal
objeétives were identified fer each child, Pest testing”was
administered at the end ef the pregram te determine. the:
- ameunt ef pupil mastery as a result ef participatien in the
pregram,
In each ef the feur pregrams, the curriculum included
an academic segment, fecused areund individual and small
greup remediatien, and a recreatien segment (usually at the
end ef the instructienal day, planned in advance by the
teacher and sectisn administrater) which was tied te specific

teaching ebjectives (eg: vecabulary develepment, writing skills,
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reading skills, cemputatienal sklls, secializatien sklls,
‘cenceptual enrichment, etc.). Every teacher had a felder
fer each child which included backgreund infermatien, test
data (from criterien reference tests) and a write-up ef
individualiz °d and specific instructienal ebjectives for

the summer.

II. Evaluatien Precedures

As stated in the pregram prepesal, there are three
evaluatien ebjectives: (1) Te determine if, as a result ef
participatien in the pregram, seventy percent (70%) ef the
pupils master a least ene instructienal ebjective which
prier te the pregram they did net master. (2) Te determine,.
as a result ef participation‘in the pregram, the extent te
which pupils demenstrate mastery ef instructienal ebjectives.
(3) Te determine the extent te which the progréh. as actually
carried out, ceincided with the pregram as described in the
preject propQSal;

Each instructienal ebjective ( in reading and arithmetic)
was diagnesed as requiring remediatien as determined by
pretest failure and was selected by the teacher fer each child
en an individual basis., Pesttesting with each child en
initially failed and selected items after an apprepriate
interval ef instruction determined the success or‘failure

of reaching the individual ebjectives.
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The instrument used te measure mastery in reading was

the Randem Heuse Criterien Reading Tests, and in arithmetic,

the American Guldance Service KeyMath Test (fer Severely
Emetienally Disturbed, Multiply Handicapped and Preplacement

compﬁnents). Fer the Hearing Handicap cempenent, elements eof

the Creft Biagnestic Werd Analysis and Diagnestic Cimprehension
Tests were selected te measure reading méstefy;"Teécher
defirsl speech articulatisn ebjectives were added as necessary.
.Nd“fest fcr'arithmetic mastery was used in this cempenent,

With regard te ebjective #3, there were several externally
impesed eenditiens which 1limited the efficiency ef the pregram
in each of the feur compgnents.}'First, the»lgte date of
funding fer the preject played havec ith lists ef children
initially accepted inte the pregrum. Berause parents had ne
definite werd until July 1 whether the pregram weuld actually
epen, many made alternate plans fer their children. Fer example,
at ene site of the Preplacement pregram, ef 50 children erig-
inally enrelled in the summer classes, nene were available
en July 7. Staff and administratien shewed exemplary skill in
selecting 42 pregram eligible children - mest ef whem were
net en the erigimnal list. '

Secend, except where summer progfam classes were
scheduled in regular year areund sites (e.gs Teacher Mems
and Trahsitional classes) teachers had te cepe with .
supply shertages, again in large part due te late program

funding. A majer deficit in this area was the late arrival
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and late staff training in the‘use‘of the measurement instruments
themselves. In seme cases, pretesting en the criterien referenced
tests was delayed 2 te 3 weeks in the six week pregram. This
ebvieusly attenuated measurement gains‘and réstricted teacher time
deveted te remediatien in specific instructienal ebjectives.
Third, a mosf serieus and pervasive facter threugheut the
6 week peried was the unintentienal reductien. ef each instruc-
tiinal day by delays in bus arrivals at eaéh unit iff each eof
the feur pregram components. On ene planned ebservatien, teachers
and suppofting staff awaited the‘arriva1 of the buses until | |
10:30 A.M. (1% heurs late!) when the first children began te enter
the classreem. Because eof limited bus facilities, travel time
en reute te the pregram may have been up te 2% heurs (7:30 A.M.
pick-up te 9:30 er 10:00 A.M, arrival). Observed daily attendance
in the pregrams and between the feur components varied conéiderably,
and was critically lew fer the entire first week ewing te ceerd-
inatien difficulties with parents and busing. Observa%ions
during August indicated abeut 85% average attendance.
Discrepancies in nﬁmbers of children in the pregram were
minimal, Fer the mest part this was determined by the censult-
ant's’counting of names eon all teacher data rosfers; (Pregram
administraters ceunted children at the end of the summer,)
This repert ceunted 81 children in the Severely Eretienally
Handicapped.component (ne discrepancy); 85 children in the
Hearing Handicapped cempenent ef the pregram (against a re-
vported 87)} 70 children in the Multiply Handicapped cempenent
(against a reperted 73); and 270 children in the Preplacement

8
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cempenent (against a reperted 264). Thus the tetal number

of children cevered in this repert is 506 (against a reperted
505). .

III. Fihdings ' |

Evaluatien ebjective #1, "To determine if, as a result

of participatien in the pregram, 70% ef the pupils master at
least ene instructienal objectife which, prior te the. pregranm,
they did net master.” -

In each ef the four pregram cempenents the primary
ebjective was exceeded by a wide margin,
A, Severely Emetienally Handicapped: 77 ef 81 children (95%)
achieved at least one instructienal ebjective,
B, Hearing Handicapped: 79 ef 85 children (93%) gained at least
ene objéctive. | |
C. Multiply Handicipped: 66 of 70 children (94%) met at
least ene. instructienal objéctive.:
,b. Preplacement: 256 ef 270 children (95%) met at least ene
instructienal ebjective, | :

Evaluatien ebjective #2, "Te determine,‘as a result er

~participatien in the pfogram. the extent te which pupiils
demenstrate mastery ef instructienal ebjectives."

There was a wide variatien in teaoher designatien ef
instructienal ebjectives. Late funding, late arrival ef
testing materials, and uneven staff training in test pre-
cedure centributed te this fact. Seme teachers stepped test-

ing after identifying ene errer en the reading and arithmetic
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tests respectively, these beceming the ebjectives, Others
recorded several errers and selected ene item te ‘teach and
ratest. Few teachers recerded pretest successes (thereby pre-
viding insufficient data fer the tables presented in the
appendices,) Seme teachers kepf teaching and tes?ing gequentially
after pest-testing succusses, Others did net. This is reflected -
in a spurieusly lew number of identified instructienal ebjectives,
(Pretest failures net retested were net included as ebjectives
fer the purpese ef the study.) | | _
Tables 30A te 30P incerperate the summary data which will
be clted in this report The tables are paired (30A with 30C, ete.)
se that, fer each ef the feur cemponents, pretest and posttest
data are first presented based on the number ef pupils passing
and ”alllng. and then en the number eof ite:: (1nstructional ob-
jectives) passed and failed,

A. Severely Emetienally Handicapped: Of 119 instructieral items in

reading, representing the number of ebjectives acress scheals,

101 (85%) were passed on pesttest, Sixteen percent (13/81) of the
chllQren in this cempenent passed 3 eor mere reading -ebjectives,
Of 127 arithmetic instructienal items, 99 (78%) were passed en
pesttest, and 7% (6/81) of the children passed B_gr»mbge arith-
metic ebjectives, See Tables 30I, 30J, 30K and 30L,

B, Mul;iplx_ﬂangigapngdu Of 211 instructienal items in reading,
158 (75%) were passed en pesttest, and 46% (32/70) ef the children
in this cempenent passed 3 er mere reading eobjectives. Of 187
arithmetic‘instructional items, 1490 (75%) were passed en pesttest,

and 39% (Z7/70) ef the children passed 3 er more arithmetic eb-
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Jectives, See Tabies 3OE, 36F, 30G and 30H.
'C, Hearing Handicapped: Of 274 identified instructienal items in
reading, 193 (70%) were passed en pestiest,.and 48% (34/85) of'
the children in this cempenent passed 3 er mere reading objectives.’
of 49 teacher defined speech articulatien items, 49 (100%) were
passed en pesttest. See Tables 30A, 30B, 30C and 30D '
D, Preplgcement: of 5{8 instructienal items in reading, 486 (94%)
were passed en pesttest, and 24% (64/270) of the chiidren}paesed
3 or mere reading ebjectives. 0f 551 arithmetic instructienal items,
b86 (94%) ware passed en pesttest, and 23% (63/276) of the children”
passed 3 er mere arithmetic ebjectives, See Tables 30M, 30N, 30-0'
and 30P. | | |
.' The balance of this sectlon deals with non—quantitative
findings and recemmendatiens.

A‘_ggxgrelx,Emotienally Disturbed

Adminigstratien has previded staff with ample teaching
supplies (a preblem in the ether cempenents). The pregram was
excellently erganized, based on behavie:r medificatien principles,
and the engineered classreem cencept. The centinuity ef structure
frem the year reund pregram was an impertant"factor in hew much
werk was accemplished in each class ebserved, Daiiy leg and
narrative summaries frem prior teachers were feund in almest
every child's felder. Lessen plans were written very concretely,
and were based en the criterien reference test results, This
enabled teachers and paraprofegsionals te fecus en instructienal

ebjectives according to preset plans. The recreatien segment ef
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each class day seemed well integrated inte the teaching
objéctives of the pregram. The Teacher-Mem classes made.
excellent use of space through utilizatien ef private werk
enciesures and‘functidnal groeup instructienal areas.

This appears te be an exemplary pregram frem the iiew-
peint ef administrative and teaching ekcelience. Needs eof
children with se?ere emetienal handicaps appear te be met
with regard te premeting grewth in écademic and secializatien
(including impulse centrel) areas.

B. Hearing Handicapped

Ne arithmetic instructienal ebjectives were established.
‘It weuld have been better had these been included, as the
educatienal needs ef hearing handicapped children ineclude
quantitative skills, particularly since these children attend
‘regular classes in elementary sch;ml and junier high scheel.
‘A pesitive aspect ef this cempenent was that the superviser
and teachers idenfified particular speech articulatien needs
of 49 of the children and included criterien referenced items
‘in this area in the remedia?ion planning.

Observatien in severallclasses ef hearing handicapped
@hildren shewed that many children whe had heafing aids
ﬁrescribed were net wearing them tO'cléss (10 of 21 were
witheut their aids). It is strongly recemmended that
teachers make systematic efferts te check fer the presence
of aids (in geed werking erder) and fer the pregram te

effer any necessary'information and/er counselling te parents

12
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~ where indicated, pcssibly threugh the Itinerent Teacher
component. | |
The administratien of the pregram was in partidular
need of:more trangpertatien facilities, Eighteen children
eligible and in need ef help threugh the summer pregram
had te be excluded because they ceuld net be transported.
And bus reuting was very leng. One bus had te pick ub
children threugheut Queens, and anether threugheut all ef
the.Brenx, fer delivery te and frem the Maﬁh;;.ttan site. ' -
Recemmendatien is alse made te review the physical plant
of future classes assigned fer hearing handicapped children,
The class -structure during the summer ef 1975 left much te
be desired with regard te freedem frem ambient neise and te
aceustical properties.

C, Multiply Handicapped

Recerds generally centained little infirmation frem
‘previeus teachers (thoﬁgh many children were well knewn by
pregram persennel)., Many ef the children were prefeundly
erthepedically er neurelegically limited and many test items
in the criterien referenée battery were net relevant te this
pepulatien, Administratien emphasized that the pregram was
designed te preduce a éamplike strueture while reaching
instructienal ebjectives. Geed aftendance and a very enthus-~
jastic meed was neted in each class in this cempenent,

There was geed use made ef ene teacher's backgreund in

speech therapy in ene unit ef the pregram. One unmet, and

Q ‘ | 13
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unspecified need fer this pepulatien was fer sufficiently
trained staff with mere materials relevant te previding '
eccupatienal, music, art, and physical therapy. Swimming
was an excellent physical therapy experience fer this greup
(needed te develep meter skills and reduce fear and awkward-
ness). Licensed life guards were previded. Multisensery
appreaches te presentatien ef infermatien were excellent.

Recemmendatien is made fer a thereugh reappraisal ef
the structural facilities ef buildings te heuse the Multiply
Handicapped, Fer example, at P,S. 52, children with severe
erthepedic limitatiens ceuld use a ramp leading te the play-
greund and bars in the hallway and bathreems te aid the
semi-ambulatery. Recemmendatien is alse made fer impreved
ceerdinatien ef infermatien between M-H classes and services
being previded fer children in varieus agencies and hespitals
eutside ef scheel.

D, Preplacment

This cempenent was mgét gserieusly effected by the late
funding date, yet recevered due te energetic reorganizatiOn
by administratien and teaching staff. Teachers develeped
daily lessen plans which were neted in each 1ndi§idual student’s
felder, and centained much infermatien, including sending
teacher data. A distinct service te each ef the children in the
summer preplasement pregram is the effert taken by staff te
pull tegether a "Summary ef Werk" repert which is ticketed te
ge te the child's teacher in the Fall. These reperts centain

14
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clear, cencrete instructienal infermatien and a statement
of the child's secial and emetienal adjustment. There was
excellent ceerdinatien ef recfeational segments ef the day
inte a tetal instructienal framewerk (experience charts, legs,
etc,) te enrich the specific reading and arithmetic ebjectives,
It is recemmgnded that teaéhers be providéd with mere
materials te meet instructienal ebjectives. Late start-up and
delay in receipt ef erdered supplies reduced the availability
of materials-eriented stimulatien., As a pessible side effect,
teachers were engaged in instructing the entire class as a
greup much ef the time. It is recemmended that a high prierity
be set fer writing ef instructienal ebjectives in the future,
se that teachers‘can mere effectively distribute their time
te engage in individual remediatien., As it was,the Preplacement
pregram did a very creditable jeb in meeting the needs eof its

-

children.

IV. Summary ef Majer Findings, Cenclusiens and Recemmendatiens

1. Each ef the feur pregram cempenents experienced
difficulty in student attendance fer the first ene er twe weeks
of the summer. Student lateness due, in part, te extended bus
reutes, shertened the planned daily pregram by 1 te 1% hours:
Late funding and delayed shipment ef erdered supplies alse
preduced a disruptive start-up element. |

| 2., Despite the abeve limitatiens, all feur pregrams demen-

stated exemplary results. Ninety-five percent (95%) ef children

15
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in the Severely Emetienally Disturbed classes passed at least
ene instructienal ebjective; 93% eof Heafing Handicapped child-
ren passed at least ene ebjective; 94% of children in classes
fer Muitiply Handicapped passed at least ene ebjective; and
95% ef children in the Preplacement classes passed at least
ine ebjective, |

v3. Each child seemed te experience a pregram ef enrich-
ment in academic and secializatien skills. The recreatien
segment ef euch day‘was unifermly well integrated inte the
geal ef meeting reading ind arithmetic instructienal objecfives.

4, On the bvasis ef the quantitative and. qualitative
findings summarized absv<, the majer pregram alm-has eledrly
been satisfied. Recemmendation is made fer centinuity ef
the pregram,

5. The cencept ef criterien referenced testing was
intreduced as a new precedure fer evaluatien ef pregram
effectiveness in 1975. This was a significant break frem
the nerm referenced cencept ef evaluatien in the preceding
years of the Title I grants. One finding which was unanimeusly
shared by teachers and supervisers in the pregram was that
criterien referenced testing is an extremely useful cencept
fer beth measurement and teaching. Future use of this medaiity
is strengly recommended as previding clearer statements of
instructienal geals, and thus sets the stage fer mere
systematic and better teaching,

6. The pregram could be impreved threugh unifermly early

16
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ocriterien referenced testing and initial selectien of‘at

least three ebjectives in reading and arithmetic, With earlier
netificatien ef funding, teachers sheuld have.six full weeks
of instructien time, rather than the 4% or 5 weeks, ae in 1975,
The preblem ef transperting handicapped children ever leng
distances se that they arrive at 9:00 A.M. has yet te be
résolved. 'Mere buses and mere sites may help with this
legistical preblem,

7. Underutilizatien ef class lines, en the average ef
abeut 20% daily, might be handled threugh oversubsofiption,
since seme parents de make later alternative plans fer their
children despite aceepting places fer the summer pregram in
the spring. This was neted by the previoug evaluater,

Dr., James Beudeuris, and the preblem persists,

8. Each teacher sheuld prepare a narrative adjustment
repert ef each child in her class fer transfer te his
receiving teacher. - Such reperts with specifica&inn of
cencrete instructienal ebjectives can extend summer pregram

benéfits inte the year reund pregram,

17



ABSTRACT
SUMMER PROGRAM OF READING AND MATHEMATICS FOR HANDICAPPED
PUPILS IN SPECIAL EDUCATION CLASSES
(D.S.E.P.P.S.) | PUNCTION NO. 09-61623

This summer pregram, funded threugh Title I, included
feur cempenents fer handicapped children -- séverely emotionﬁlly
disturbed, hearing handicapped, multiply handicapped, and
preplacement classes,

The pregram ran frem July 7 threugh August 13, 1975 and
consisted ef individualized and small greup instructien in
reading and arithmetic, recreatienal activities and field
trips designed te premete academic and secializatien skills.

In each eof the feur pregram cempenents, at least 93% ef
the children enrelled met at least ene instructienal ebjective.
In general, the evaluatien indicated that the children received
esutstanding instructienal experiences, Credit for‘overall‘
exemplary pfogram perfermance is based, in large part, upen ]
the systen of séttiﬁg up cencrete instructienal geals fof
each child (eriterien referenced testing). Excellent super-
visery, teaching and paraprefessienal sfaff,akills in hotiv-
ating handicappea children by previding enthusiastic learning
envirenments was strongly‘aided by the cencept ef Breaking the
iﬁtruétion&l day inte academic and recreatienal segments.
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~ 'Measures of growth other than Standardized Tests .

- 31. A.This question {5 designed to describe the attainment of approved objectives
not normally associated with measurement -by norm referenced standardized
achievement tests. Such obiactives usually deal with behavior that is
indirectly observed, especially in the affective domain. For example, a
reduction in truancy, a positive change in attitude toward learning, a
reduction in disruptive behavior, an improved attitude toward self (as
indicated by repeated interviews), etc., are frequently held to be prerequisite
.to the shift toward increased academic achievement by disadvantaged learners.
Where your approved measurement devices do not lend themselves to reporting on
tables 26, 27, 28, or 29, use any ccmbination of items and report on separate
bages. Attach additional pages if necessary.

SEVERELY EMOTIONALLY HANDICAPPED
Component Code Activity Code - .Objective Code

1 30

6lo[8l611 2j0f 8]0

Brief Description The Criterien Readi ing Test meadured ‘mastery j,g Ih‘

fellewing categories: audrl;ory_i Jut with meter respon_s_g_._p_l;_gnﬂ,ggy

and syntax.

Number of cases observed: ..E Number of canes.in treatment :I I Iﬂ ‘ 1 l

Pretreatment index of behavior (Specify scale used):

Criterfon of success: Mastery Wwﬁ-wm&mmed

as mstructional ebjectives fellewing pretest failure,

Was objective fully met? Yes [}g No D 1f yes, by what criteria do you

know? 81) ef the children

tienal obl_ctive in read:.ng

Comments: ___ : o
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Measures of growth other than S;andardized Tests

- 31.B.This question is designed to describe the attainment of approved objectives
not normally associated with measurement by norm referenced standardized
achievement tests. Such objectives usually deal with behavior that is
ind%rectly observed, especially in the affective domain. For example, a
reduction in truancy, a positive change in attitude toward learning, a
reduction in disruptive behavior, an improved attitude toward self (as
indicated by repeated interviews), etc., are frequently held to be prerequisite
to the shift toward increased academic achievement by disadvantaged learners.

Where your %{ roved measurement devices do not lend themselves to reporting on
tables 26, Ji 28, or 29, use any combination of items and report on separate “-....

bages. Attach additional pages if necessary.

SEVERELY EMOTIONALLLY HANDICAPPED
Component Code Activity Code Objective Code

l6]olo]6]1 7]2]o0 1810l ' )

Brief Description _The KeyMath Test'mmmin_tha;nllm
ing categeries: numeratien, sdditien, gsubtractien, and multi-

plicatien.

Number of cases observed: -ﬂ Number of cases in treatment :l I |8 Iil

Pretreatment index of behavior (Specify scale used):

Criterion of success: Mastery was defined ted

as instructienal ebjectives fellewinz pretest failure,

Was objective fully met? Yes No D 1f yes, by what criteria do you
know? 90% (73/81) ef the children passed at least ene
instructienal ebjective in arithmetic,

Conmments:
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Measures of growth other than Standardized Tests

31, CThis question is designed to describe the attainment of approved objectives
not normally associated with measurement by norm referenced standardized
achievement tests. Such cbjectfives usually deal with behavior that is
indirectly observed, especially in the affective domain. For example, a
reduction in truancy, a positive change in attitude toward learning, a
reduction in disruptive behavior, an iwproved attitude toward self (as
indicated by repeated interviews), etc., are frequently held to be prerequisite
to the shift toward increased academic achievement by disadvantaged learners,

Where your approved measurement devices do not lend themselves to reporting on
tables 26, 27, 28, or 29, use any combination of items and recport on separatc

pages. Attach additional pages if necessary.

HEARING HANDICAPPED _
‘Comenent Code Activity Code Objective Code '

l6 1ol 8l6l1 21210 8i113 @

Brief Description The Creft Reading Test measured nmastery in the

fellewing categeries: letter recegni cong 1gn§34”y;gglu;___

structural analvsis, and comprehension,

Number of cases observed:[::[::IE:[gj Number of cases in trgétment;l l I Bl‘%l

Pretreatment index of behavior (Specify scale used):

Criterion of success: 89% (76/85) Qi;Iha_nhildran;passad_ai_leust__
ene instructienal ebjective in reading, .

Was objective fully met? Yes No [:] 1f yes, by what criterfa do you
know?  Mastery was defined as success en items selected as

jngtructienal ebjectives fellowing :pretest failure.

Comments:
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32.

33.

35.

Program Abstract: Please provide an abstract of your project, including
aspects of the project which account for highly positive result
a summary of the findings-in relation to the objectives, as wel
tion of the pedagogical methodology employed. .

8. Provide
1 as a descrip-

Date activities begai 7 / 1 / 75 Date activities will terminate 8

.Mo. Day Yr.

Project time span __ School

Ho. Day Yro

More ﬁhan ’

(chec’t one): 1|__| Year ZIE Summer 3lj 12 Mos. 6|:I 1" year

 Project is: 1] ] New 2|X] Resubmitted 3| ]

Continuation ,
{Title III only)

A. If project is resubmitted, please indicate number of years operated:

_" l:l 2 years
I:] 3 years

23

'1X7] 4 years

Ij 5 or more years
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#casures of growth otheyr than Standardized Tests

31.D.Thig question is designed to describe the attainment of approved objectives:
not normally associsted with measurement by norm referenced standardized
achievemant tests. Such objectives usually deal with behavior that is
indirectly observed, especially in the affective domain, For example, a
reduction in truancy, a positive change in attitude toward learning, a
reduction in disruptive behavior, an improved attitude toward self (as
indicated by repeated interviews), etc., are frequently held to be prerequisite
to the shift toward increased academic achlevement by disadvantaged learnevs,

- Where your agfroved measurement devices do not lend themselves tq reporting on
tables 26, 27, 28, or 29, use any combination of items and report on separate

ages. Attach additional pages if necessary,
MULTIPLY HANDICAPPED

Component Code Activity Code Objective Code
| 6lo [ 861 7120 8l1]|u| 816 [30]
ST 817 '

Brief De{ic.ription _Theirﬂﬂi!n_ﬁea.ding_me_sx;maasnm_d_mmy__;
in the f°ll°Wing,0aigg!nigs;_m1Inn_skills+ixisual_inpui_mith*_
meter respense, auditery input uinh.mnxnr_respanseT_ph.no;.gy,

structural an ‘ 3

Numher‘of cases observad:l: -! Nt;mber of cases in treatr.nént:

Preticatmant index of behavior (Specify scale used):

Criterion of success: Q4% (66/70) ef the childrer passed at least
ene instructienal ebjective in reading, . .. .. ... .. .

Was ubjective fully met? Yes' No [:l 1f yeg. by what qriteria do you
know?  Magtery was defined as success en items selected as

instruetienal objecj;j.x_r_'es fellewing pretest failure,

Cominents:
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Feasures of growth otheyr than Standardized Tests

11.E.This question {s designed to describe the attainment of approved cbjectivea

" ot wormally associated with measurement by narm veferanced standardized
achievement tests. Such objectivea usually deal with behavier that is
indirectly observed, especially in the affective domain, For example, a"
reduction in truancy, a pasitive change in attitude. toward learning, &
reduction in disruptive behavior, an jmproved attitude toward sal!;lps- o
indicated by repeated interviews), eto,, are frequently h id to be preraquiiitp
to the shift toward increased academip achievement hy disadvantaged learpevs, |
Where your approved measurement gdevices do not lend themselves to veparting gn
tables 26,‘i?i 28, ar 29, use any combipation of items and report on separate

rages. Attach additional pagea if peceamary.

‘ MULTIPLY HANDICAPPED
Companent Cade Activity Cade Objectiva Code

6] of of6 |1y 71 2] 0 8 lo |1]- 30

Brief Descyription The KeyMath Test meisur'e’"d mastery in the fellew-
tractien, multiplicatien, divigien. menital cemputatian _numerical

Number of cases observed:[ﬁj I? 0] Number of cases in tysatment: '] ]'? 0

‘Eretrea:mant index of behavior (Bpecify ucale vaed):

Criterion of success: l%wmw
ene_ingtructienal ebjective in arithmatic
Was objectiva fully met? Yes :3;] No 1t yeﬁ. hy what eritevia do-you

know?  Mggtery was defined as guccess en items melecied ag
instructienal ebjectives fellewing pratsst fallure.

Comments:
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Hiasures of growth other than Standardized Tests

11. F.This question is designed to deacribe the attainment of approved objectives
not normally associated with measurement by norm referernced standardized
achicvement tests. Such objectives usually deal with behavior that is
indirectly observed, especially in the affective domain. For example, a
reduction in truancy, a positive change in attitude -toward learning, a
reduction in disruptive behavior, an improved attitude toward self (as
indicated by repeated interviews), etc., are frequently held to be prerequisite

" to the shift toward increased academic achievement by disadvantaged learners.

—  Wheve your {proved measurement devices do not lend themselves to yeporting on
tables 26, 28, or 29, use any combination of items and report on separate

»ages. Attach additional pages if necessary.

‘ PREPLACEMENT )
Component Code Activity Code Objective Code
6] olal6 |1 ] 210 5| 1] &] so1
o i 7

Briei Descripf.ion The Criterion Rea.dlng_T_e.s:Lmaasmd_masi:w;p_in,
the follow;ng__aI3g:x1ﬁs1_m1I1n_sk1lls+_xlsnal_¢nput_u1$h_mator

respense, auditery lWWAMWWt-

Bnal_analxsis_._unahulany,_smﬁax,_and_c‘mp;emm
. Number of cases observed: Number of cases in treatment‘

Prctxcatment index of behavior (Specify scale used):

“Criterion of success: _Mastery was deéfined as success en items

selected as instructienal ebjectives fellewing pre;test failure,

Was ovbjective fully met? VYes No [:] 1f yeg, by what criteria do you
know?  gogt (234/276) ef the children passed at least ene

izlsti‘uctional ebjective in reading, _

Comnents: . —
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Measures of growth other than Standardized Tests

13, GThis question is designed to describe the attainment of approved objectives

not normally assocjated with measurement by narm veforenced atandardized
achievemant tests. Such obiectives usually deal with hehavior.that is
indirectly observed, especially in the affective domain., For example, a
reduction in truancy, a positive change in attitude toward learning, a

reduction in disruptive behavior, an improved att{tude toward self (as
{ndicated by repeated interviews), etc., are Frequently held to be prerequisite
to the shift toward increased academic achievement by disadvantaged learnevs, o

Where your a;;rovegi measurement devices do not lend themselves to veparting on:
tables 26, , 28, or 29, uge apny combination of items and-report on separate

rages. Attach additional pages if necessary.

PREPLACEMENT
Component Code Activity Code
l6] 0] 916 |1 2| 7] o0 )

Brief Description The KeyMath Test measured mastery in the
Wﬂgﬂﬂw&_ﬂwwm.
MW,MMWrd
- Mumber of cases observed:| ﬂ Number of cases in ttaatmentzl

Pretreatment index of behavior (Specify scale used):

Criterion of success: Mastery was defined as success en items

gselected as instructienal ebjectives fellewing pretest failure.

Was objective fully met? VYes E] No [::] 1f yes, by what criteria do you
know? 91 (247/270) ef the children passed at least ene insirue-

tienal ebjective in _a;i'i:hmetic.

Commnents:
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 WOA gritericn Zeferenced Test Yemilts: In the tatle seiou, eoter the rogresind dafogretion giner ehitopdos fer
sovenced tast sescits usec to evaluete the eifectivencss ¢ GLoTt Ireelieris (12k¢ -3z 40 Jorrs) in veadleg |
nstzucticnel oblective cores provided o pp.2-6 of the irsircclisa madua., Jurvife
ealy these iastructione) ohjective -aies which vere addresse by“the treatvent and previde separate data ‘or
“each sest usen end each Level tested. U asgitioral sheets if aeregsary. Record in coiums 2, 3 2nd 4 only

those participints vho conpleted both tests. HEARING HANDICAPPED

‘o Jathenet’cs. Use the i

Pretest - Postiest Eg-!
: %o. of Pupils  [No. of | Yo.of T
| Component I |pupils | rupils
Code | Instructional | Publisher Level Gode | Subgroup] Passing | Failimg | from | Zrom
Chjective - Y Y Col. 2 ¢ Cel. 2
‘ (1) (2 |Passing | Failing
|

2901 |Lotter receg, Creft P 360861 s . datq 15 10(74) § (338)

Egﬁg censonants eroi‘t P .!60861 SRy osh o [3(B0g) 11(208)

- 2106-7 vonels | L}rof‘c P (60861 | H E" m ¢ | 1{114] 8 (8%4)

2200 |struct analys, ireft 1o lgoser | B v | k2 p6(BE) 6 (146)

2400 cemprehenaie'n Ireft o lr et g r om | 48 13B(798) 10(21%)
wgs | s x| | |

308 | \

2507 _|spesch artie, feher datined | 60661 | 1rlnu.da‘cm ’+9 49(100 ') 0(0%)

Zsmmmwm L e ls lxje 3

1

1/ Indicate the conponent code used in previow s\wmdtﬂs teport uged o describe trestmat aod population, -

2 eovide data for the following groups soperately: Seglocted {code as ), Delinguest {code 2 o), Wil -
code 43 8) and Yondicepted (code as K), * Place the indicated code Letter 1n the last colom to aiguify the .
subgronp ewslusted, R o e YT W

t



M Qeiericn veferented Test Pesrlts: In't the table belcn, exter the zocvented duforratios about criteries rac -
| ferencad tost resuits used to evalutte the eifentivencss of gasst ::eat.':e:.:s liesc the
or matheretics. Use the instructionsl objective codes puovided on pp.2-4 of the imsiruelion manua:. Mrovie
anlv there fastructional oblective codes which.vere addressed by the treatvent and provide sepa'atn data for

- Ymie H LN
n B0 hnirs) v ozeefine

eacn test used and each level tested. ige addltioce! sheats 15 necessary. Resord in colums 2, 3 2ad 4 mly
those participants who compieted both tests, HEARTNG EANDICAPPED ‘
| N Pre’tgé;n o Toattest Hl
P Jo. of JsARE
| e - { Conponent S ﬁgﬁs’ nﬁ%ﬂ’
Code Iastructional | Publigher Level | Code Subgroup| Passing | Failing ; from from -
Objective a | Y | Col. 2 & Col. 2
' . ’1‘ (2)  |Passicg | Failing
(0L et reng, ot foget | B, &mumnj 0 1165 6 (359
| 4 , = ] o S
. 5,%:9 consonants | Oreft P ;‘60861 S | 90 |70(7684) 20(22%)
206D lvoml Gt P68t | B |t l9 o8tk
200 _{stmot,analys, |Groft P 6086t | H | v v 63 [sk(ros] 190308)
M0 {oomprebensien | Croft P_j6e86t | H | v * 1 95 I60(n1%] 28(20%)
_Itomus croft | P | 6086t b |iognug Yie2
— ‘
o *
i Jmmh artle. |teher define 160861 S | 49 [i6a0ig] 3 « 68
{0 ey wmoyoy 40961 p oy Lyl ox

| — \ T

] tlttf mm‘i of itons .

1/ mmue popooeat code aeed 4 grevious sections of this report used to describe treatueat and populatlun.
Provide dats Sar the folloving groups separately: Neglected (code as ), Delinguent (code as D), Billogual - -
uu‘uﬂ -l w (cde - l) Mace thc indicated code letter {n the lalt colum to signify the o

B "‘"t




A0, Brinneien Seferencad Test Jewriter Ta the table Melov, mmter the yooverted izfoveting gbutictiterien oo o
Sorencec test Tasuits used to evalute the cifsctivencss o2 shezt treatnerss et <hma 9 hours) 2 verity
or mtheretics. Use the inst:':cticnal-objecti.':c,gbc?es ptovided on pp.2-4 of the ineiruction mamai. Jroviee .
only these izstzucticnel chjective codes which were addreseed by t1e treatment and provide separice data for
cazh test ueed £06 each level testea, e sdditioral sheets il 1ecessary, 22007¢ i1 columns 2, 2 ang 6 only

those participants who compieced both tests.  wuTmIpLY HANDICAPPED :

| Pretest Posttest __ {pg! -
i No. of Pupils  iNo. ¢f | JNo. of

‘ | Corponent “ P Tpaplls | pupdls

Code Instructional | Publisher | Level l Code Subgroup| Passirg Failing ; from | - from

~ Qbjective h - Y 2 | bl 2 | Gl 2

| | P ()  Pagsing | Failing

SR S
mad %009 (20
_losioeg) 8 ()

—n

Notor siills Randoﬁ'Houne] * 60861
Vis,input-met, | "+ 1 6086 oo

- =

| opuonet, | L g | v %0 |w(ee) (18
2100 |Phemelegy | Random Heuge | 2 160861 | X ' 7 (7083 (308)
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e EFE PR U VO R O
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2400 {Comprehengion | " ° 3 jeoset | B |

1/ {adicate the component code ueed 4 revious gectioos fthis Teport e 1o descrite treatuent hi:p@hﬂﬁ;‘iﬁ?;;},*
15 s deta for the felicelag gooope sepemately: Eaglcted (code se 9, Delinqeent (el 2 35, Hltsgml .5,
= rote a 1)l Nanisapped onde.30 §), . Piace tha dndicated eode Lettee in the Tast colzmn 00 sigalfy (0 |
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Code

Instructional
Objective
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|
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i
1
:

Level j

|

i Y. 2f Pupile

Subgrcup!

2/

Pretest

i |
L Zosttest

' N z
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Passirg | Faillng | fren | oo
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'ddition
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1109
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bivision

Fe

1800
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1305
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1300
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ime
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subgroup evaluated,

1/ Indicate the component code uged in previous sections
2/ Provide data for the folloving groups separately: Neglected
code 23 B) and Handicapped (code as H). Place the indicated ¢

L)
1(4004)10 (04)
oeglo (o)
0 (08)
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of thig report used to describe treatment and population,
code as ¥), Delinquent (code a8 D, Bilingual “
ade letter {n the last colum to signify the .
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‘ 1/ Indicate the component code used fn previous sections of this report used to describe treatment and population,
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