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THE PROGRAM

The Muéic for the Handicapped Program otherwise known as Music Therapy
Program was in its third and a half year of operation in 1974-75. It Was
Amplemented 1ﬁ Distriet 21, Brooklyn from the 19?1ﬁ?2 school year until
September 1974. The schools serviced by this program ﬁere the Resource
Center P,S, 226 with two satellite schools, P.S. 212 and J,H.S. 239 and
the Resource Center P.S. 238 with two satellite schools, P.S. 303 and
P.S. 90, |

Beginning in Septembar 1.9'?4 c:niy 50% of the funds for Qperating the
Program were Provided by the federal grant, In view of the fact that
Dis%rict-él was unable to supply the additional 50% funding necessary for

-the grﬁgram'tc contimie, the federally-funded program was housed in District I
Brooklyn. The schools serviced at District 16 by this program were the
Resource Genter P.8. 335 with two satellite schools, P.S. 21 and P.S. 83.

EEQQE?@@Dig Characteristics of the Participants

In order to accomodate all the 365 Special Education pupils in the
Music Therapy Pragram, the music therapist offered two five-month sessions
at P.S. 335 and P.S. 83, and a ten-month session at P.S. 21. Records on
tﬁe tafal school enrollment and the number of Special Education pupil
enrollment indicated that 18% (192) of 1048 puplls were in Special Educa~
tion classes at PuS. 335, that 6,5 (48) of 737 pupils were in Special
Bducation classes at P.S. 21, and that 935 (143) of 159 pupils were in
Special Education classes at P.S. 83,

From September 1974 to Janvary 1975, there W3§E‘73 EMR (educable
nentally retarded) children renging from 6 to 14 years old and 28 MR
(trainable mentally retarded) children ranging from 8 to 12 years old who

recelved music instrir ‘on in nine classes at P.S. 335. There were 73
Q ' : 5
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children who were emotionally disturbed, hyperactive, and had peirceptual
problems and recelving instruction in six classes at P.3. 83,

From February to June 1975, there were 28 EMR pupils ranging from
9 to 12 years old, 30 TMR pupils ranging fﬁgm 10 to 14 years old, and 33
brain injured, emotionally disturbed and hyperactive puplls ranging from
8 to 12 years old who received music instruction in eight classes at
P.S. 335, There were 70 children who were emotionally disturbed, hyper-
active and had peiceptual problems receiving music instruction in six
classes at P.S. 83,

From September 1974 to June 1975, there were 27 EMR (educable mentally
retarded) children ranging from 7 to 14 years old, and 22 TMR (trainable
mentally retarded) participants ranging from 8 to 1l years old in four classcs
at P,S, 21 and 28 EMR participants ranging from 9 to 12 years old at P.3. 335,

The music therapist who did undergzeiuate work in music education and
graduate work in music therapy provided forty-minute instructlonal sessions
at P.S. 335, P.S. 83, and P.S. 21 of Distrlct #16. The music therapist
taught five classes on Mondays and Fridays, taught three classes on
Wednesdays, géva individuél.instructicn on Wednesday, énd conferred with
teschers on Mondays nt P.5. 335. The musieltherapist provided instructional
activities to two trairable mentally retarded classes and two educable
retarded classes on Tuesday and Thursday mornings at P.S. 21. The music
therapist met with three enotionally disturbed and hyperactive classes on
Tuesdéy afternoon; and with one group of children with perceptual problems and
emotionally déisturbed and hyperactive classes on Thursday,

The Assistant Director of the Music Bureau, who was aisa the Project
Coordirator, met with the staff on Vednesday afterﬁéans for seminars gearcd

to the development of teaching teéhniques, implementation of technlques,
2 6 |



evaluation of pupll progress, and demonstration lessons., The Assistant

am in the areas of scheduling, curriculum

Director coordinated the Prog
content, teaehing techniques, personnel, and other areas appropriate to
the implementation of the program objectlves.

Instructional Activities

At the end of the school year 1974-75, it was anticipated that the
participating children would have received the following curriculum train-
ing and instruction relevant to the attaimment of the following objectives:

e_of Instruction

» motor development Musical instrument instruction using
tr.e keyboard, recorder and various
rhythm instruments.

« aural perception Listening experiences, ear training,
pitch perception of various musical
instruments, -

» Vvisual perception Music reading, composing music, sight

weéding and singing (Kodaly hand signals).

« Physical coordination Percussion training uslng rhythm instru-
ments, movement activities, movement
songs, creative movement, improvisation,
playing musical instrumsnts.

. volce (placement Vocal skills developed thfaugh VOcalis—

diction, ﬁimbres ing, solamization and song repitolre,
A breath control,

Improved visual-motor, visual-auditory, and perceptual-motor coordi-
nation were expected to bé developed (1) by playing musical instruments,
i.e., Tempo gultars, Wurlitzer Mobile Learning Center, Orff-type instru-
ments kit, Hohner Gemxman finger rocorder, drum, maraccas, claves and
5(2) by being involved in varlous musical activities, i.,e., breathing
exercises on the reco:der for the purpose of improving breath control in
singing and improving ahility to sustain tones; listening to the rhythm
machine, plano, gultar for different levels of sound; singing songs with
repeating melcdy, marching, jumping, skipping, playlng the pian@;
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strumming and plucking a guitar to a rhythm line to establish a bas;c beat.
EVALUATIVE PROCEDURES
Two cycles of five-month period of instructions wére geared to read-
ing rhythmic notations, improvising rhythms, learning to repeat rhythms,
recordings, listening to musical repertoire, reading music, and developing-
vocal skills, aural -discriminations, finger dexterity, coordination of
eye, ear, and motor functions.

Evaluation Objectives

The objectives of evaluation stem directly from the program objectives,

Objective #l: To determine whether or not at the conclusion of the
program 70% of the pupils would have demonstrated improved visual-motor,
visual-auditory, and perceptual-motor coordination through the playing of
musical instruments and other musical activities as indicated by pre-post
test ratings, These children would have:

. demonstrated vocal technigues (breath control, dynamics, pitch match-
ing, sustaining tones).

. demonstrated the ability to read simple rhythmic notation and melodic
notationss '

. demonstrated the ability to compose single melodies.

. demonstrated the facility in playing classrcom percussion instruments,

-

keyboard, and gultar,

. demonstrated the ability to recognize and identify musical notations
(melodic and rhythmic), and

» recognized the musical qualities of most brass, percussion, string,
and woodwinds.

Objective #2: To determine (a) whcther or not the children of Special

Bducation classes integraled with the total school population through music
(a.g.; festivals,; concerts, :séembly prograns, attendance at conccrtz) and
(b) whether 20% of the Special Education classes integrated into the on-going
music programs in.tha school or district as determined by teachers and admin-
istrat@? reports. . | 8
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Objective #3: To determine the extent to which the Program as
actually carried out colncided with the program as described in the
Pro ject Proposal,

Evaluation Instruments

A nineteen-item (1 to 4) rating scale performance test was developed
by the project staff to measure motor development, aural perception, visual®
perception, physical cooxdination and vocal skills. Six of these items
measured voice control, four of these items measured the ability to read
simple rhythmic and melodic notation, tﬁo items measured the ability to
compose simple melodies, five items measured facility in playing percussion
instruments, and two items measured the ability to recognize and identify

musical notation (Appendix C).

number of Lpecial Edueation pupil enrollment, The number of Special Educa-
tiorn children attending festivals, concerts, music assembly programs and
participating in on-going music pﬁégrams at P.Ss 335, PeS. 83, and F.5. 21
were not recorded.

A comparative descriptive analysis was considered in determining the
discrspancy between Project proposal and Project implementation in the
following seven major categories: +target population; curriculum;
instructional schééuleiand types of instructional activities; personnel
responsibilities; integration of the program in cn-golng music programs
vithin orch of the scloolsi dissenination rctivitics; and school-home
relations,

Sanpling Procedures

All the Special Faneation pupils attending the Music Resource Center,
P.S. 335, and the two satellite schools, P.S. 21 and P.S. 83, were given
music instrietion from September 1974 to June 1975. The children in

9
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P.S. 335 and 83 received five months of music instruction. The children in
P,8. 21 and two classes at P.S. 335 recelved ten months of music instruction.

Data Collection

A pre-test during the week of October 7, 1974, and a post-test
during the Wééﬁwof Eunuery 27, 1975, vere administered to 44 children at
P.3, 335; “o 49 children at P,S. 83, and to 47 children at P.S. 21 - &
total of 140 children, A pre-test during the week of February 3, 1975,
and a post-test during the week of May 26, 1975, were administered to 76
children at P.S. 335, and 69 children at P.S. 83, and 48 children at
P.S, 21 - a total of 193 children (Appendix B),

There were half-day school visitations on Aprilio, 1975, S-t_ the
satellite schools, P.S. 83 and P.S. 21, and a whole-day school visitation
on April 16, 1975, at the Resource Center, P.S. 335, Information about
the various activities and about responsibilities of the staff were gathered
through interviews and conferences on December 10, 1974, and March 18, 1975,
A cursory review of the cvaluation reports, B/E 09-36611, for the school year
1972-73 and B/E 09-46612 for Spring semester cfA19?4 gave insights on
recommendations of previous evaluatlons.

lMetheds of Data Treatment

It was established that the first objective would be assessed by
teacher ratings, on a four-point scale, measuring the extent to which the
pupils who received music insiructi@n improved in each cf the skill areass
voice control, and ability to iientify notation, to play percussion
instruments, to compose simple melodies, and to read rhythmic aﬁd melodic
notations., Improvement in these areas is reported in number and percentage
of pupils showlng improvement. One-tailed McNemr's Test of Significance
of Changes was used to test the effectiveness of the treatment.

10
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The second objective could not be evaluated. There were no attend-
ance statistics available. The third objective was evaluated within the
framevork of conferences, interviews, visitations, and perusal of the

It should be noted that the pupils at P.S. 335 and P.3. 83 received
nusic instructions forty-five minutes once a week for a period of five
months., However, the pupils at P.S. 21 and twe classes at P,7. 335 recelved
nusic instructions forty-five minutes once a wéek within a ten-month period.
These adjustments were made to accomodate Progranm changes in participating
schools.,

The staff-developed nineteen-item four-point rating scale does not
include items to assess the ability "to recognize the musical qualitles
of most brass, percussion, string and woodwind instruments.” The staff
felt that the participating pupils would not be able to develcp the
retarded brain injured and emotionally disturbed children found iifficulty

in being tested in some or all of the items in the rating scale. Only

January 27, 1975, and only 90% (193) of 210 participating puplls were
tested during the weck of May 27, 1975. Records were unavailable at the
three schools on the number of Special Education children who attended

or participated in "on-going" prozrams.

FINDINGS
- The specific nhscrvations at the various schonl=s and perccplions on
the implementation of the Program ave reflected in the statements in this

section and in Appendices A to D, - L R
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Program Observations and Findings

The first evaluation objective stated, "At the conclusion of the
program, 70% of the students will demonstrate improved visual-motor,
visual-auditory, and perceptual-motor coordimtion through playing of
musical instruments aﬁd other musical activities".

Table 1 indicates that the pupils who received music instruction
from September 1974 to January 1975 demonstrated 65% improvement in
visual-motor, visual-auditory, and perceptual-motor abilities. The
pupils at P.S, 83 demonstrated 855 improvement; the pupils at P.S. 335
demonstrated 66% improvement; and, the pupils at P.S. 21 demonstrated
L¥ improvement in visual-motor, visual-auditory, and perceptual-motcr
abilities. The pupils who received music instruction from February to
June 1975 demonstrated 63% impr@vgmeﬁt in visual-motor, visual-auditory,
and perceptual-motor improvement abilities. The pupils at P.S. 83 demon-
strated 63% of improvement, and the pupils at P.S. 335 demonstrated 6%
improvement, It should be noted that the 48 pupils at P.S. 21 and 19 pupils
at P.S. 335 who had continuing music instruction from September 1974 to
June 1975 demonstrated 887 improvement.

McNemax's Test of Significance of Changes as shown in Table 2 indicated
that the one-tailed tests were significant (P < .005), |

The second evaluation objective stated, "To integrate the children of
the Special Ed. atlon classes with the total school population through
music and to integrate 20% of these children into the on-going music pro-
grams in the school or district", In view of the fact that the Special
Education pupils had limited participation in music activities and had
limited integration into the on-going music programs in the school, the
second evaluation objective was minimally achieved, Thé satellite schools
had Open House sessions for parents during the Music in Our Schools Day.

12
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Comparison of Numbers and Percentages in Distribution of Positive Changes in
Tnproved Visual-fotor, Visual-Auditory, and Perceptuai-Notor Abilities of
Children Who Received Music Instruction at PuS, 335, 2.3, 83, and P,8, 21,

Brooklyn, 1974-75

B, 9 bS8 |
N P g A A I T4

; B (R EE
|
|

Septembor 1974 to January 1679
Denonstrated Abilitics:
, Yoice Control 10(0) b ) %(k9) 73| 23(46) 50 | TA(159) 55
 Road thythic & nelodic notations 37%&4 B | L(bg) By | 17(W) % 95&130 6
) 73 | Wothe) B8 14(39) 36 | 89(1%2) €7
82(
08

» Compose sinple melodies 2 B9(1:
", Play percussion instruments 22%44 50 1 39tke) B0 | 2t 2(140) 59

( |
, Tdentify musical notations W) 8h | uBhe) 98 | 23(ky) b9 o8(1ho) 77

Compostte 66 047 W% 64

February 1975 to June 1975
|Denonstrated Abilities:

g 75 55(12@3 b
% - 92(126) 73
; i aggizég_ "o
(

&
67

» Voice Control | 1275
v Read rhythnic & melodic notations 4a(57

. Conpose simple melodies 40&57

; Iy 28569; I 505
| os0le) 7 | s
0 |49 7|56

65 | e 61 8(67) 8

58 | b9 7ol 66 g |8 65
Composite 634 6% 08 6%

(excludes #)

69
69
69

+ Play percussion instruments 57

, on & | 79(126) 63
 Tdent1fy mosical notations 56

Tote: Tho numbers onclosed in perenthesis indicato Hhe mumber of respondents to the 1tens in the assosonot
instrument,

- Participting students at P8, 21 received contimdng music instruction fron Soptomber 1974 to

June 1975, The £igures for February to June 1975 include 19 participating pupils in tio ecucable
classes at DS, 335 who received continuing musie instruction from Septenber 1974 to June 1975,

ERIC
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Table 2
McNemar's One-Tailed Test of Significance of Changes Concerning
Achlevement of Objectives by Pupils in Musle fcrrﬁandigapped
Program at P,S, 335, P.S. 83, and P,S. 21, Brooklyn, 1974-75

—— i Mumber of Pupils  |One-Tailed Test
Positive Change Negative Change| McNemar Test
D " - z . n
September '74 to January '75 _ JX_ values HiiP
75.01 .005
93,01 +005
87.01 005
80,01 ,005

Demonstrated Abilities:
+ Voice Control 77

« Read rhythmic & melodic 95
notations
. Compose simple melodies 89
« Play percussion : . 82
instruments
s Identify musical 108
notations T

oo O O

[

101.0C ,005

February '?5 to June '75
Demonstrated Abilities:
+ Voice Control 55
» Read rhythmic & melodic 92
notations T , Ny
. Compose simple melodies 89 87.01  ,005
« Play percussion i 7.0 00¢
instruments ’ ‘ 79 77,01 005
« Identify muslcal . 80,01 00
notations 82 ° 90,01 .00

53,01 ,005
90,01 00

September '74 to June '75
“(PeS. 21 &'P.5, 335) ¥¥
Demonstrated Abilities:

« Voiece Control 50

» Read rhythmic & melodic 6L

- notations .

+ Compose simple melodies 59

. « Play percussion -
instruments 8

« Identify musical . ,
notatigns 63 0 61,01 ,005

48,02 ,005
62,01 ,005
57.01 .QDE
56,01 005

o O O O

*  Codes in the Assessment Instruments:
Negative Eeg: never, seldom
Positive (+): sometimes, always

¥* This includes 48 participating students at P.S. 21 and 1§ participating
hie 7 3 ipating stucdents at P.S. 21 and participating
students at PsSe 335 who received continuing music instruction frgm. "8
September 1974 to June 1975, -
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There were special class particigaticn in the Christmas Concert and Music

in OQur Scﬁcols Day assembly at the Resource Center, Selected Special Educatio

children from the three schools participated in the Spring Dissemination Con-

ference of the Board of Education at Fordham University, ILincoln .Center Campuc
On-site visits, conferences, and interviews at the Resource Center and

‘satellite schools revealed the following program strengths:

. The pupils were very enthusiastic, receptive and involved in the acti-

" vities. Some parents expressed appreciation for their childrens® accomplish-

ments,
therapist and a music educator by training, had good working relationship
with the teachers and the children.

. Various teaching strategies develcgiﬁg childrens' cognitive, affective,

materials and faclilities.

. Rhythm instruments were used to develop fundamental motor responses,
Instructions included reading rhythm notatlon, improvising rhythms, and
learning to repeat rhythms, Recoxrdings were used to develop aural per-
ceptions, listening disciplines, concepts of fcrm;aﬂd exposure to music
repertoire. Keyboards were used to develop critical motor development,
reading of music, development of vocal skill, aural-iisciiﬁiﬁé%idﬁ;“fiﬁgéfﬁ”:'Nh
dexterity, coordination of one eye, ear, and motor functions,

« The Special Education classrﬂém teachers attending the music classes
with their pupils, reinforced learning through actual involvement and
pariiclipation in the activities and followed these activities through
during the week,

. The Coordinator of the project, extremely committed and very supportiv:
of the staff and the project, encouraged sharing effective teaching '
techhiques and on-going s%aff evaluation (Appaniix"D)a

The third evaluation objective was "To determine the extent to which
the program, as actually carried out, coincided with the program as ;
described in the Project Proposal".

16
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The Proposal designated a target population of 313 children enrolled
in Special Education classes at District 21 = P.S. 238, 226, 90, 303, 212, . -
and J.H.S. 239, Actually, in the implementation of the Program, there were
365 participating children enrolled in gpecial Education classes at
District 16 - PuS. 335, PuS. 83, and P.S. 2L. No other district programs
were cross-referenced to nor had any impact on this projects In view of
the change in the target population, there were subsequent changes in the
ecurriculum, instructional schedules, types of instructional actlvities,
personnel responsibilities, dissemlnation aé%ivities, and integration of
the Program in on-golng school music Programss Specifically, ﬁithin the
context of P.8. 335 as the Resource Center and P,S, 83 and P.S, 21 as
satellite schools;'the deviations of the Implemented Progrem from the
Proposal were the following:

. Instruction in aural perception was minimized, there was no opportunlit
for the children to demonstrate tho abllity to recognize the musical quali~-
tics of most brass, percussion, string, and woodwind instruments, The
Participating children did not have the ability to meet this objective.

, In lieu of the proposcd ten-month music inst:ugﬁion,_twa hours per
weck for all children in Speclal Tducation classes, only a forty-five
minute class a weck of class instructions werc recelved for five months
by the children at P.S. 335 and 83, The children.at P.S. 21 and 335 (2
classes) received forty-five minute a woek class instruction for ten months.

., Participating students werc not tape~recorded in performing skills
during. the pre-test, nor were they taped every two to three months for
comparative studies for post-test asscssment as stated in the Proposal.
Howevexr, post-tests were tape~-recorded at the end of the school yecaT.

. Instead of two music therapists only one handled music instruction.

, The music therapist provided individual and small-group instruction
and met classes three days a woek instead of four days a week at the

Resource Center and one day a week at satellitc schools as stated in the

17
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Proposal, There were two days and a half-day class schedules at the

« Establishment of norms in conjunction with the Bureau of Children
with Retarded Mental Development had been deferred,

« Children in Special Bducation classes at P.S. 335, P.S. 83, and P.S. 21. .
had not been integrated with the total school population in musical acti-
vities nor in on-going music programs.

. The program did not have coverage in six periodicals as stated in the
| in_Ngﬁ York and

Proposal. The program had coverage only in Learning
Special State and Federal Programs. Other dissemination activities

implemented in the progrei were Open House. sessions and demonstration

lessons, , .
« Parental involvement was centered around Music in Our Schools Day

instead of on-going year-round activities.

Program Implemontations Based on Prior Recommentations

The 1972-73 and Spring 1974 evaluation reports recommended that the
Program be recycled, that several concepts be sharpened in order to permit
tesﬁing of program effectiveness, and that integratia?'cf Speclal Educa-
tion classes in on-golng music programs secmed uﬂreélistig. It was noted
that the ninstcanfitcm four-polnt rating scale usod in 1974-75 1s a refined
version of the twenty-item five-point rating scale used in 1972-73, and
that attendance and participation in on-going music programs at the Spring

1974 Resource Center and satellite schools were minimal.

SUMMARY OF MAJOR FiNDTNGS; CONCLUSIONS, AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The project in operation revealed that Special Education children
ranging from 6 to 14 years of age who ie;eivei muslc instruction forty
minutes a week from September 1974 to January 1975 and that Spacial
Edu;aticn children ranging from 8 to 15 years of age who recelved music

instructianifarty minutes a week from February to June 1975 profited from

18

13




music instruction. Within fhe iraméwofk of the evaluation objectives, the
following were evident:
1. An analysis of teacher rating scales indicated that at least 6 5%
of the puplls who received instruction from September 1974 to January 1975,
that 63% of the pupils who received instructions from February to June
1975, and that 88% of pupils who received instruction from September 1974
to June 1975 showed improvement in five skill areas: vocal control, and
ability to read simple rnythmic notation and melodic notatlon, to compose
simple melodies, to play classroom percussion instruments, and to recog-
nize and identify musical notation, One-tailed McNemar's Test of Signi-
* ficance of Changes indicated that these results were highly sigﬁificaniA
(P< +005). | |
2., Spocial Bducation pupils participated only in the Christmas Concert,
Music in Our Schools Day Assembly and the Spring Dissemination Conference
of the Board of Education at Fordham University. Attendance and participation
in on-going music programs were not an all-year involvement. ’
3, In view of the change of the target population there were subsequent
deviations of the implementation from the Proposal, i.e., instruction
in aural perception was eliminated; only five-month forty-five minutes
music instructions were received at P.S. 335 and P.S5. 83; a ten-month
forty-five minute music instruction was received at P.S. 21 and 335;
participating students were tape-recorded only during the second post-
test; the music therapist provided individual and small-group instruction
once a week at the Resource Center; school-home relations was not an
all-ycar-round involvement; and the Program had coverage only in
Learning in New York and Special State and Federal Programs.
Strengths of the project as assessed through on-site observaticas,

interviews, and conferences included pupil enthusiasm and parental support;
creative teaching strategics aimed to develop affe.cive, cognitive, and
psychomotor skills for visua1=m§tor, visual-auditory, and perceptual-motor
improvement; learning activities geared to the abllities, interests, and
needs of the participants; adequacy of instructional materilals and facilie

ties; Speclal Bducation teachers' reinforcement of learning activitles;
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Project Coordinator's strong commitment to and support of the Program.

On the basis of the findings, it is strongly recommended that the
project be recycled for Special Educéticn classes in selucted partici-
Pating schools especlally imbued Wi£h positive attitudes toward integ-
ration of childien through attendance at music festivais, concerts, and
assenbly programs and par%iciyation in on-going music programs, and that
video tapes of perfgzmancés g%.befarasaﬂd—after §aguential music therapy
SESaléHE be disgemiﬂated on a 1Gan basis ta interested agencies and
institutions for study and consideration of the potentlal of “M§51c fcr |
the Handjiecapped" as a self-sustained, cgntiﬁuags program in Special

Education,

20
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Component Code 63561
Activity Code 720 & 724
Objective Code 812
EYEMPLARY PROGRAM ABSTRACT ‘

The Music for the Handicapped project which was planned and recommended
for funding by the Advisory Council on Funded ?Iagrams for the Handicapped of
the Division of Special Education was designed to accomodate 313 chlldren in
Distriet 21. In view of the fact that District 21 was unable to supnly the
additional 50% of the funding necessary for the Program to continue; the
Program. was housed at District 16, Resource Center, P.S. 335, and satelllte
schools, P,3. 83 and P.S8. 21,

In order to accomodate all the 365 Special Education children, the
Music Theraplst gave five-month forty minute iﬁstruétians a week to 145
children at P.S. 335 and 143 children at P.S. 83 and gave ten-month forty
minute instructions 2 week to 49 children at P.S. 21 and 26 children at
P.S. 335. As a result of the participation in the program from September 1974
to January 1975, 65% demonstrated improvements; from February to June 1975,

' 63% demonstrated improvement; and from September 1974 to June 1975, 88% demon-

strated improvement in visual-motor, visual-auditory, and perceptual-motor
abilities, One-tailed McNemar's Tests of Significance of Changes were
significant at P <« ,005,

The Special Educatién children's attendance and participation in -
on-going muslc programs were limited only to the Musiec in Our Schools
Day, School Christmas Concert, and the Spring Dissemination Conference of
the Board of Education at Fordham University, Lincoln Center Campus., In

_view of the change of the target population, there were subsequent changes

in the curriculum, instructional scheiu;és, types of instructional acti-
vitles, dissemination activities, and iﬁteg:ation of the Program in on-
golng school music programs.

Strengths of the project as assessed through on-site observatlons,
interviews, and conferenc¢es included pupil enthuslasm and parental support;
croative teaching strategles aimed to develop affective, cognitive, and
psychonotor skills for #isual—m@tér, visual-auditory, and perceptual-motor
improvement; learning activities geared to the abilities, interests, and 7
tles; Special Education teachers' reinforcement of learning activities;
involvement of a well-qualified and competent Music Therapist, and the
Project Coordinator's strong commitment tv and support of the Program.
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Function No., 09-56612
Music for the Handicapped
» Appendix A
Measures of Growth Other Than Standardized Tests
30D, ‘This question is designed to describe the attainment of approved objectives
not normally assoclated with measurement by norm referenced standardlzed
achievement 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 interviewss, etec,, are frequently held to be pre-
requisite to the shift toward increased acadenic achievement by disadvantaged
learners, Where your approved measurement devices do not lend themselves to
reporting on tables 30A, B or C, use any combinatlon of items and report on
separate pages, Attach additional pages if necessary.
" Component Code Activity Code Objective Code
43561 720 & 72 812

Brief Description: A teacher four-point rating scale ranging from “nevexr”

throu

h "always" was used to assess pupll inprovement in motor development,

erception, visual perceptlon,

, shysical coordination and voice control,
Yumber of cases observed: 140 + 193 Number of cases in treatments 365 '

Pretreatment index of behavior (Specify scale used)s
was made in each of the five areas: 01, ability to read
rthmic and melodic notation, to compose simple emlodies, to play per—

Formal pre-assessment

identify musical notations, Fozmel taped poste

cussion instruments and to

assessment was made after five months of music instruction,
"seldom" to "sometimes" and to "always",

from "nevex"

Criterion of success: McNemar's Test of Significance of Changes

Was objective fully met? Yes [X_] No If yes, by what criteria do yo
know?  See Tables 1 and 2 :

Comments: In addition to reporting the mumber and percentage of subjects

as_to_the degree of improvement in each of the skill areas, McNemar's Tost

of Sisnificance was used to test the effectiveness of the treatment, . .
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OFRICE OF EDUCKTIOMAL WALLVLI‘ION DATA 1085 FORY

Tattach 1o IR, iten #30\ Function 758 09 '76612

Tn this toble enter all Date Loss information, Between IR, item #30 and Ebhia forn, all participants in
cach activity must be accomted for, The component and activity codes used in conpletion of iten #30 should
be used here sc that t‘lc tio tables match - See definitions below table for further 1nstructmns.

T Wl e W | 6 )
Gomporent | Activity| Group | Tost |Total| luber | Participents. Reasons why studonts were
Code Gode | ID. | Usod | N | Tested/ | Mot Tested/ | not tested, or if fested,
Analyzed | Analyzed were not analyzed

| | % | Progms Brbletpurts:| Funber/
| : Handicapped Children | Reason
El3fsoit] 7)2|0] g |t
71 2|4 Devel,
1. Jen, 781 10 i 6 | absences; inability
Py 335 75- . ,5? 5 to take tosts i g
ey 75| 9| 76 §5 16 | absonces; inebillty y §
. , e ! | . totake fests . | 5 B
o . Jan 750 73 19 A % | ebscncss; mbility o, "
B3, 83 to take tests ‘ o
Hey 751 70 69 I 01 | absences; inability i
| ) to toke tests i
W W W |2 W | ey s |
T Hay 75 M9 I8 1 02 | eabsence; inability 1
| | "t take the test a

- (1) Tontify the Pal“tlﬂll’l.ﬂfs by spocifio frade Jevel (ergr, grede 3, gtade ), Where sovezel grades ar
conbined, enter the last o digits of the component code, '
ézg Identify the test used ard year of publication (HAT=D0, SPAT-P4, cie, )
3) Number of participants in the activity,
(4) Homber of participents included in the pre- and post-test caleulations found on iten #90,
5 5; Nurber 4 percent of participants ot tested and/or not analyzed on iten #30,
6) Spocify 111 Teasens why students-were not tosted Emcl/cr analyzed, For each reason spocified, provide -
2 sepes ste mmber comt, If any further docimentation is available, please attach to this fom, If 924 :
! furthor space is needed to speeify and explain data lcss , attach additional pages to thig form, *




Appendix C
BOARD OF EDUCATION OF THE CITY OF NEW YORK
MUSTC FOR THE HANDICAPPED - TITIE VI - FUNCTION NO. 0956612

THE FOLLOWING XEY IS USED T T PUFIL'S NAME
IN.RATING STUDENTS: .

NEVER ~ - CLaSS (SCHOOL)
SELDOM B : ,
SOMETIMES | [
= ALWAYS | % DATE :

swne
b

OBJECTIVE NO, T - VOICE CONTROL - TO DEMONSTRATE BREATH CONTROL,
DYNAMICS, PITCH MATCHING, SUSTAINING TONES
1. The student demonstrates the ability to match pitch
(Teacher plays pltch on plano-student sings, teacher
plays series af pitches, student Sings)

s
D
(L]
=

1 2 3 L 2. The student is able to memarize simple songs
(i.e. Hot Cross Buns)

1.2 3 4 3. The student is able to sing the lyrics so they can be
T clearly understood, i

1 2 3 4 4, The student is able to express the feeling of the song
i 2 3 4 5, ~ The student is able to vary the dynamic level of the song.
12 3 4 6+ ' The student has sufficient breath control to sustain long
OBJECTIVE NO. IT - TO DEMONSTRATE ABILITY TO HEAD SIMPLE RHYTHMIC
NOTATION AND MELODIC NOTATION

1 2 3 4 1. The student is able to read and perform a pattern of
rhythm lines and rests from the chalkboard.

1 2 3 4 2, The student is able to read a melody from a one line
staff and perform it on the Keyboard or Orff instruments.

1 2 3 4 3, The student is able to read accents, ties, and single
beats from the chalkboaxrd.

12 3 4 4, The student is able to read and perform a two line
: orchestration of rhythm patterns. . '

25
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PAGE TWO

EVALUATION INSTRUMENT - MUSIC FOR THE HANDICAPFED

i.’m

- OBJEGCTIVE NO, TII~ TO DEMONSTRATE THE ABILITY TO COMPOSE SIMFLE MBELODIES

2 3 4 1. The student can compose simple melodies on a one line
staff from a gﬂ.ven text,

2 3 4 2. The student is able to compose a simple rhythmic
pattern and notate 1t on the chalkboard using rhythm
lines, rests, accents, tles,

OBJECTIVE NO, IV -~ TD DEJID}ETRA'IE FACTLITY IN PLAYING CIASSROOM PERCUSSION

2 3 4 1, Thé stud,ent is able to imitate the pattern of the
teachers clapping, snapping, stamping, atc,

2 3 4 2, The student is able to maintain a steady beat such as
marching, clapping, etc., in time.

2 3 4 3, The student is able to demonstrate "stop and go"
which is to start when the music starbs and stop
when the muslc stops.

2 3 4 4. The student demonstrates coordinated ability to play
classroom percussion instruments - drum, rhythm sticks,
maraccas, clave®s etc.

2 34 5, The student can.play "HOT.CROSS BUNS" satisfactorlly
on the Keyboard in correct rhythm, .

OBJECTIVE NO. V - TO RECOGNIZE AND IDENTIFY MUSICAL NOTATION

2 3 4 1, The student is able to identify melodic notation on a
single line staff,

2 3 h 2., The student is able to identify rlythmie notation -
terms rost, beat, tie, accont.
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Appendix D

Staff In-Service Training

Date Place Major Emphasis

October 16, 1974 Music Bureau School climates, preparation
of lesson plans, use of equip-
ment and administrative staff
reldionship.

November 13, 1974

P.H. P.S. 335 Evaluation procedures, payroll

procedures, recorder technique
development, discussion on
classroom obser-ations.

January %Qé 1975 P.3, 335 Discussion of classroom observa-
e \ tions, Kodaly Hand Signal
Technique
Solidify Structure of Lesson
(Pace)
Progress of Evaluation
"Music in Our Schools Week"

January 25, 1975 Music Bureau Preparation for Evaluation
- Index Card Remaks for Individual
. Student
Breathing Technlques
Lesson Flans

March 20, 1975 P.S, 83 ' Pace - Improvement
Keyboard Techniques
Evaluation of Observed Lessun:

April 16, 19'? 5

TP, M. . Music Bureau Plans for Dissemination Gcnférence

Post-testing Procedures

May 14, 1 Y e , .
¥ PM. 975 P.5. 335 Plans for Parent Workshops
Final Hesults of Testing

June 14, 1975

P-M. PeS. 335 Plans for 1975-76 School Year

Evaluation Results
Staff Self-Evaluation
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