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Chapter 1. PROGRAM DESCRIPTION

New York City School 1975-76

The evaluation of the bilingual program for the Monroe

High School in~thie Bronx took place within the context of the major

fiscal and budgetary crisis of New York City. The dimensions of this

crisis were broader than the schools in New York City'And State.
The Bilingual Program was designed to offer bilingual’
instructional and supportive services to ninth through twslfth grade

high school students‘Under funding from Title VII in the period from

September, 1975 thrbugh June, 1976. The geographical area of the

activity is the South Brdnx and the specific site is located in James
Monroe High School. '

The target population cpnsists of approximately 250
Spanish;gpeaking,boys and girls, who were provided instruction in
a bilingual curriculum comsisting of native laﬁguage and English as
a second language instruction. . |

As of September, 1974, fifty-eight percent of the students

at James Monroe High School had Hispanic sumames. Of these students,

over 300 were identified as needing bilingual assistance to overcome

%

'the.impediments in;urred:as‘a result of their language handicap.

This was identified by a New York City Board of Education survey as

the highest concentration-ofﬂstudents needing bilingﬁal assistance

[y

in the Bronx.
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The target populaticn has a dropouf rate in excess of
fifty percent. Neariy all of these non-English speaking students
are of low socio~economic status. Mény of these students and their
families are ineligible for and/or unaware of the varicus social and
medical services available to their families. As a result, the group
is charactérized by high absenteeism.

The program was designed to pro&ide a model for replication
by other high schools with similar pfoblems. It was intented to be
distinctive in two Qéys: | |
1. It was to masmize use of existing tax levy and teaching personnel.
- N 2. TitPe VII funding was to be used 6nly to provide supportive services
- for the program and for unique instructional resources, The teaching

components for Social Studies, Math aﬁd Science wetre to be suppo;fed

Y from tax levy fun&é.

The program was organized/in a bilingual mini—scho;i in
[which.non-English speaking pupils were offered academic, non-academic
and skill subjects in their native language (Spanish). 1In addition

these studehts were given extensive instruction in English (ESL
qompongnt). T§ reinforcé thé instruction, the bilingual students
,simultaneously took other required courses with English speakiﬁg
pupiis. Additionzlly, thHe program,offered a bilingual career orient-

ation course and business skill subjects, so that :ne btilingual siuien<s ,

¢ * . ~

#ill qualify for eniry level pesiticns and further career training. The
program also offers bilingual pupils extra-curricular activities such .
- as films, museum visits, plays, spezkers, and student draza as a means cT

reinforcing their cultural heritage, while simultaneously introducing

e ~the-NeW-—CULTUTE . o B : - -
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The Bflinéual program provided classroom personnel as
follows: threé content area specialists and two family assistants.
In supporﬁ of these persoﬂnel were oné counselor and one assistant
-coordinator all working under the supervision of a project director,
with the assistance of a bi} sual secretary. |

Additional perconnel, other thgn Title VII funded, consisted
of one ESL teacher (Title I), three teachers and one counselor funded
by tax levy. .

In 1975-76 the opening of the school_yeaf was plagued with... .
a series of new reversals. A series of cutbécks in teaching staff
and materials had impact upon the .program. Contract negotiation led
to a teacher strike whish delayed the opening of schools for five
days.- As a reéult of these cdnsideratioﬂs and other events through-
out the school year, there were many repercussions of the fiscal'ana
buagetary crisis. There were a number of changes of staff and |

program during the school year 1975-76. The tax levy'elemgnts of
the program were hard hit by the fiscal and budget crunch. Some of
the\program consequences from the austerity program led to fewer

licensed bilingual teachers and a delay in teaching and evaluation I

.-—-—and.reorganization of the bilihgualAprogram in line with remairing

i 3
resources. It was in this socio-economic context that the program

was carried out.
The reyiéed program objectives for the Monroe High School -
Bilingual Program were as follows:

. o | 4‘ Ty
Program Objective #1; To increase the basic language

skills in the expressive and receptive areas at least one level on

the Puerto Rican scale of language fluency.* .

. Q S — e

,,,,, [ ——— N o]

*also called New York City Language Fluency Scale.
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Program Objective #2: To improve the Spanish-dominant

v

pupils rcading ability level in English to a statistically significant

degree.
. :
Program Objective #3: To improve the rcading ability of

‘Hispanic pupils in the Spanish language to a statistically significant

degree.

" .

Program Objective #4: To increase the awareness and know-

lédge of Hispanic pupils in their cultural heritage and pride in their

o4

ethnic background.
Program Objective #5: "To develop a positive self-contept

and attitude téward‘learning in languége—hahdicapped ﬁupils.

Prograim Objective #6: To irprove the percentage of

attendance of participati .g pupils.

o
Program Objéctive #7: To increase the number of bilingual

pupils who.pdss regular school svbjects in: (a) mathematics, (b) social

studies, and (c) science. |

! Program Objective #8: To assess the processes used in the

oy

I3

."" . .
project, and to observe the .discrepancy between plans and the actual

T operation. .

ERIC = .

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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Chapter II.  EVALUATION OBJECTIVES AND PROCEDURES ) .
‘Evalugtion Objectives . - K
. s The etvaluation obJectlves are parallel to the respectlve
N : ;

progtam ob;ect1ve< for the Blllngual Program of James Monroe High School

[N

. T They may be 1lsted precisely as follows: %'

ObJectlve 1. To determine 1f the}e'was a statlstical significant{
improvement of Spanish speaklng students 1n "their ability to speak Engxlsh

It was expected that 75- percent of the Bilingual prOgram student: W111 gain

<

- at least one'%;ale rating .in ‘both: the expressive and rec€ptive modes when

post test”results of the Ney’Yofk_City Language Fluency Scale are submitted

~to analysis. ‘Ihe;treatment group consists of all Title VII pupils receiving
:;k\ instruction in English as a Second hanguage (ESL) in the Bilihgual Program.
o 'bbjeetive 2.. To determine if the Spanish speaking students
demonstt;ted ‘a StatlStlcal 51gn1f1cant 1mprovement in reading achieve- -~
ment in English. It was expected that the mean posttest réading 5core
‘achieved by the treatment group w111 surpgss thelrcpretest soo?e at
the .05 level of[statist%cal eighificance when results of the Sténford‘ \
Achievement Test in Reading are_epbmitted to éhalysis with a"tftest‘forg .
" correlated groups. The treatment aroop consists of all Tit1e>VII puoiis.
Ob:ective 3. To determlne if there was s&atlstlcally 51gn1f1eant

-

1mprovement in Spaplsh speaklng students readlng in Spanish. It was

- expected that the mean posttest reading score achieved by the treat- 5:f{
ment group willisurpéés their pretest seore at the’.OS level of Y
7 statistical siénifidance when results.of the Cooperative Inter-American
i Series Reading Comprehension'Test;are sobﬁitted to\anal&sis with'; t e
teet for oorrelated groups. The treatment consists of all Title Vil

pupils receiving subject matter instriiction in their native language

(Spanish). . 1g I
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Objective 4. Tu determine if the participants in the program

’

-

demonstrate siwnificant gain ‘n their Lnowledge of ethnic heritage.

It was expected that the mean pottest ethnic heritage and culture
H
£
scofe achieved by 60 percent the treatment group will surpass their
¥ .

'pretest score when results of a project developed instrument were submitted
: ‘ n
to analysis with a t test for correlated groups at the .05 level of

statistical significance. The treatment group consists of all Title VII

puapils receiving bilingual instruction.

Objective 5. To/détermine if the part1c1pants shoued statistical

e e g
significant improvement attitudes toward self and school., It was expected
' =

that (A) the mzan posttest self esteem scbres and (B) mean posttest school

attitudes scores achieved by the Bilingual group will surpass their pretest -

A
score at the ,05 lcvel of statistical significance thh results were

submitted to analysis with a t test for correlated groups. The treatment
: group. consists of all Title VIT pupils=rece1v1ng blllngual 1nstruction.

0b1ect1Ve 6.. To determine 1f the attendance rate for the

participants 1n the Bilingual program was higher than the students 1n the
\

|
regular program of ‘the school. It was expected that the rate of attendance

achieved by the Bilingual group wou ld surpass overall rate of attendance

! .
.

for the regular school students at the 105 level of statistical 51gn1f1cance
when pupil attendance.results were submitted to analysis with B,E_test for ]
.pércentage.difference for uncorrelated groups.

',J Objective 7. To determine if students in the Eilingual prd%ram
attained achievement in school SUbJeCtS of (A) Mathematics (Bj Social
Studies, and (C) Sciencé~ , at or above the standard established for the
subjects. 'lt'was.exPected that a least sixty rercent cfvthc treatment
. group attained at.least\the criterion level set For ﬁassing subject contentu:

when post test results of teachcr made final examination 1n (A) Machematics,

N

(B) Social Studies, and <) Sc1ence were SUbﬂltLbd to analysis. .. {1:1 o
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Objective 8‘. To determine how the program operations compared
with program descriptiori. To assess the processess used in the project,
and t6 .report on the gaps between plans and operation. Amecng topic; to be
included are: b-ilni_ngual philosophy and me’thodology, affective educgtion,
use of performance objectives, the éxtent of staff in service training and

.
\

curriculum development.

b .
The evaluator or-.erved program operation activity, conducted

interviews, and ex_mlned pertinent records -to determine the extent of

<

yongruenCe between pr%gram proposal specifications and the actual
1mplementat10n of the program- these data are included summarlly in the

final evaluation report.

&

zar



Overall Summary of Objectivecs, Testing Instruments, Test Dates,

U

Table

#1.

Number For Bilingual Program for Monroe High School

\,

Target Groups

-

-

& Biology

\
\'.
] S N : Numbery
Objective Testing Pre~ ! Post | Targ:t Groups | Pre-
Improvement of | “Instrument Test | Test |® Tested Tested
1 Oral English New York City ‘ ‘ \
Puerto Rican Language | Oct | June | A1l Title VII 262
Fluency Scales A § B . Students _
2 Reading in Stanford Achieve- Oct | June | A1l Title VII | 250
" English ment Test Students .
' Primary I or II \ .
13 Reading in Cooperative Inter- ~Oct [ June | A1l Title VII |250
Spanish American Tests’ : Students
v LCES-4/or 2NLA , : ~ :
4  Knowledge of Project-Developed Dec | June | All Title VII |233
Ethnic Culture | Examination ' ' Students
SA Self-Image Project translated s Nov | June | All Title VIL 222
: into Spanish of Students
- . Coprersmith Secale A o .
5B Attitude toward | Project translated Nov | June | All Title VII |222
Schooi and: “,into -Spanish of . y
. Education “Rivera ‘ttitude .
e . : Scales L ,
16 . Attendance Bilingual vs. Regular June All Title VII
- Program Students Students
: o | Attendance Records :
7 ~ School Subjects | Teacher-made: final - .
~ ‘ ©| exams: - |
Mathematics A) General Math § June
. Algebra C
Social Studies B) Social Studies June
~Science C) General Science June

13




Mathods of Analysis

The design stipulated the use of a series of stafistical
procedures for the analysis. These included: (1) the cor: .. -
t test betwéen pré-.and posttests with a level of significance o.
.05; for (2) the t test of differences between percentage or proportiorLs
comparing the Bilingual Program results with schoolwide nomms;
(3) the Wilcoxon Sign test of significaﬁce of differences between pre- and
posttest ratings on the language rating scale; (4) compare the
percentage distribution of the attendance rates in terms of
percent of attendance rate for fhe BiIingual Pfogram and the
school as a whole. A summary of the types of statistical tests for
eaéh respective objective are depicted in Tablé_#z . .

In addicibn, informal methbds of éésessment Qére used
by the evaluator individual interviews, observations, and analysis

of records and documents of the Bilingual Program.

14
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Objectives, Tests, and Statistical Analyses‘for:

Table # 2

10

ochool Bilingual Program

Objective
Improvement of

Testing .
Instruments Used

e

Analysis Used

Spanish

LCES-4/03 2NLA

1 Oral English New York City Wilcoxon
Puerto Rican.Language Sign Ranks
Fluency Scales A § B , .

2 Reading in Stanford Achieve- Correlated

English ment Test T Test

. L Primary I or II _

3  Reading 1in Cooperative Inter- | Correlated
American Tests T Test

4 Knowledgc of

Project-Developed -

Percent Passing Final

Attendance

Program Students ...

Attendance Reécords

Ethnic Culture |~ Examination -and Correlated T Test
"S5A  Self-Image ..Project translated Correlated
into Spanish " T Test
. COPPERSMITH Scale
SB Attitude toward| Two Scales Correlated
Sichool and Project translzted T Test
Education into Spanish of
Rivera attitude Scales
6, Bilingual vs. Regular T Test for

- Difference

in Percent

7 School subjects
 Mathematics

Social Studies
Science

Teacher-made final

exams:

A) General Math §
Algebra

B) Social Studies

C) General Science
§ Biology

Distribution & Analysis of
Percent Pass Final Exam

in line Standard Criterionl'

15



Chapter III  FINDINGS

There were eight evaluation objectives in this study of
the Bilingual Program at Monroe High School'in Bronx, Néw York for
the school year 1975-76. The results are reported in this section
for each respective evaluation obﬁective as stated in fhe evaluation

design.

Obiective 1

.It was expected that at least seventy-five percent of
the entire treatment group would improve at least one scale
rating in both the eXpre$§ive\and receptive modes when post test
results of the New York City Language Fluency Scalgf"yere submittéd
to analysis. Théltieatment group were of"all Title VII pupils |

Teceiving instruction in Englis! as a Second L hmz-2 (ESL).

Ta 3.
~xav-xon Sign Test of Signific . .2 for Students :. Monroe  High Schoo.

for Ability to Speak Englis.. < ew York Language Fluency:Scales A §

Students' Results on Pre-Post Ratings
" Gain of One Loss of One Remained on

‘ - or More or More the Same
Scale N Levels Levels Level
A 2627 . o228 T3 36 |
B 262 215 2 ’ AS T

For Scale A for :7c :u2 students who werz rated in.pre-tes:

Sc¢ . te A, only three dec.in.. U “e posttest whil: 223 gained one or
levels. Sum of positive s 25367.5 and sum of negative ranks
(e

*also known as Puerto Rican Scale of Language Fluency.

ts
1 [ ¥4
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was equal to 282.5 and the obtained Wilcoxon Sign R was -12.73

which was significant at the .05 level. Of the twenty students - ---..

who pre—testedwat lowest score of '"F'" on Scale A, eightéén oT

- 81 percent gained twc or more scale levels by the eﬁd of the semester.
For Scale B the results for the 262.responseé to pre4 and

post~testing ratings foriScale B, the R for "' .xon Sign Test was

-12.576 which was significant at the .05 level. The sﬂﬁfof po;itive

ranks equal to 2345,‘while the‘negativé ranks were 168. bfﬁﬁhe 262

students 215 or 82 percent gained one or more levels while only two

'“students'declined one or more leve:: Of the 45 students who were
rated on the lowest.level of Scal: t 7 pfe—tést1 22 6r_48.8
percent gained two or more leveis - <=~ ost-test, The.reuults are
depicted in the previbus Table., I. = - .. thég{the objeztive was
attained, sincg inzratings for both ::a : -he obtained R was found
to be iess tﬁén -~e Tabled R which zh:ow aat in ability to speak
English the diffc-ence between the . post-test showed significant
¥ _
galn.
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Objective 2
It was expected that the mean post test reading score achieved
by the treatment‘group would s.rpass their pretest score at the .05
level of statistical significance when results of the Stanford.
Achievement Test in Reading (Level II and 111 Form»A and B) were submitted
to analysis with a t test for correlated groups. The treatment group
consisted of. all Title VII pupils.
Thelmean pretest grade equivélent score on\the Stanford Reading
Achievement Test for‘thé Bilingual students was 2.58\€nd the mean post test
'grade,equiValent score was 3.02 with a difference of df44 Eetween_means’ .
The standard deviations was~.6qg'thg sﬁmwgf differences wa% 91.83 and ;he
i'squaré of the sum of differences~wa$“3ﬁ$é.7.:iThe correlated t test was
13.52 for 205 dégrees of freedomagﬁd wés_siénificant at the .05 lével;
) Tﬂugy._‘ | : h

Test of Significance for High School Bilingual Program's Spanish
Dominant/Students in Stanford Achievement Test in English .

w

N  Pretest Mean Posttest Mean . Xp Sy t

206*  2.5789 3.0247 . 91.83 8432.7 ~13.52239

* Of the 250 students pre tested, 206 also completed valid post test

- are are reported in this analysis.
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Objective 3

It was expected that the mean postte:t reading score achieved
by the treatment éroup would surpass their pretest score at the ;05 1
level of statistical significance when results of the CooPerativé Inter-
American Series'Reading»Compféhension Test were submitted to analysis
with a E_tést for correlated groups. The treatment group consisted of
all Title VII pupils receiving subject matter insrrnctién in their

native language (Spanish):

N

For the 212 students who completei the pre-- and,posttestﬁ on
the Inter-Ame~ican Preuba de'Lectgra (CES an& CES) , the mean wes é8.259 for
the pretest, znd the posttest mean was39.L€.The sum of differences was
! 2376 and the sum of the square of.&ifférences 46786 with the stanﬁard“""
i deviafion 6f 1+.855. Thé correlated T test of 16.656 gith 211 df
- was significant at the .05 level with the twr~tail test.

Table 5.

o Test of Significancs for Monroe High School Bilingual Program's
Spanish Dominant Students Reading in Spanish

o ~—— e — N »
EPURIES - LT - — [ S e e e S e e e e

N Pretest Mean Posttest Mean T X -S.e ot e

D D , -~
M Do ) .
212 - 28.25¢9 39.467 2376 46786 16.686
. - . . . .
# 0f the 250 stuc~~=s whc ccmpieted the rre-test, 212 siudents
complateld velil post te:z : and ere rererted in these finiiags. ¢

19
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Objective 4
To incredsc the awareness and knowledge of Hispanic pupils in

their cultural heritage und priac in their ethnic background.

~ ~It was expected ihat the mean posttest cthnic heritage .and
cu}turc score achieved by the trcaﬁmcnt.groupcyould surpass their

05 1o L1 o7 st tistical significancc when results of a

project dcveloped instrument were submitted to :naly51s wlth at test for
correlated groups. The zre-trint group consisrocd of all Title VII pupils

receiving tilingual instruction. -

of the 233 who teok the pre&tést, 28 students comﬁletea
\alld Tost testsand are included in uhe enalvsis of results on
the Drci- t developed test of Ilsnhrlc culu,,v.* "ﬁé mean
pretht was 71. 2 and the meen posttcst scorc was 79,2 with a dlffcrcncc
of 8.04. The sum of the square of the dlffc enzzs 43, 125 and thc standard
o deviation was 14.399. The T test was 9.689 whi  was significant at thé_*—» .

.05 level for 207 degrees of frecedom. Of the 2Ca students, 181 or

~

eighty-scvcn percent attainod posttest final exam scorcs“that were at
e e I, V_M*‘\\_” e . . L ‘ .

»or above the standard for paszing.

EREREE . - Table 6 [

Test of Significance for Knowledge of Hicpanic Culture/Spanish
Domlnan Students Monroc High School Blllngﬂa; Program

‘N - Pretest Mean | Posttest Mean ! Xp Sp t
‘ 208" 71.2 .2 . 1676 43125 9.689
¥ Or the 273 wvho ©  : the pre-tc-t, scze TN completed valid o ost
Q. ' tests ca the liispaenitc C . -ure.

20
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Objective §

It was expected that the mean. posttest self-esteem and school
attitudes score achieved by the Bilingual students wo "o surpacs the:
”.?test score at the .05 level of statistical sigi.c..c.nce whe: results
of a pr., 2t translated instruments were submitted fo analysis ith at

. 4 . -
test for correlated groups. The treatment grour consists of a..

‘Title VIZ cupils receiving tilingual dinstructic..

“he Coopersmith test for self esteem was used. Of tkhz 222
students "n tke Bilingual program vwho compléted the vre~-test, 107 complgteg
both the | =2~ and postfést. The mean for the pic-tests was 34.25 and
the post:: 5t mean séorc was 34.9. :The'sum of differences was 128.and
tﬁe sum < sqﬁare of\diffe%ences was 8430 with a standard- deviation of
6.54. T . t-test score of 1.397 Which.dgs‘not';ighificant at the .05

4 .
level with 196 degrees of freedom.

k

N

Table 7h

Test ~f Significance for Self Esteem Test in Sparish Dominant
Studer ts on Coopersmith Scale at Monroe High School Bilingual

Progrzn
N Pretest Mean Posttest Mean Xb Sy t
197 % 34.25 34.90 . 128 8430 1.397
*\\ “0f <he 222 students wno ccompleted tne Tre test, scome 187 were
used . tne enzlysis &’ with valid rost fest:z.
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Attitude Toward School-Scale I

The Rivera School Attitude Scale wa a. Jne scale mensures
attitudes toward school and the other toward education. The results
_showed that the bilingual students generally have very positive atti-
tudes toward schwol and education as measured on these scales. Of the
196 students*who»completed the tests, the méan~pretest score wa5687.76
and the mean posttest score was 94.86 with a difference of 7.097. The
sum of squares of differences was 75,725 aﬁd the standard deviation
was 19.655, with-a t-Test of 5. 406 which was significant, at 05 level
for l95 df. To give an idea of the highly p051t1ve attitudes expressed
by the students there were 129 of the 196 students,or 65 8 percent -,

who scored 90 or above on the pretest rating, and 81 or 41 percent

. . who scored 100. ~

< . <2

Attitude Toward Education-Scale II

The results of the 194 students *¥ho completed the Rivera School

T Astitude Scale II on qucation revealed a mean pretest score of 81, 96
and a mean posttest score of 90.489 with difterence between means of
8.5200. The sum of differences was 1453 and the sum of the square of
:differences was 97ll7 with a standard deviation of 22.37, and a T-test

score of 5. 7217 which was 51gnificant at the .“* level for 193 o

~

The attitudes of Bilingual'program students toward education

were .not as high as school attitudes on .Scale I, but they were still
high.  Of 194 who completed Scale II, 97 c- fifty percent startad the
pretest with 'a score of 90 or higher, while 47 or 24 percent rated their

attitudes toward education at the 100 percent leyel of the scal=.

» ' *Of the 222 +ho ccmoleted the pre-test, 196 students completed
valid post-tests for Scale I :
**Of the 222 pupils whe completed the pre test, 194 stuients complet =
- ed valid post tests for Scale II. ’ o
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TEble 8

Correlated T Test of Slgn1f1cance for School Attitude in Spanish
Dominant Students Monroe ngh School Bilingual Progrem -
I' \L L
N 7 Scale Prete#t héanv Posttest Mean ,XD SD t
196 1 87.76 '94.86 1,391 75,725  5.406
194 II 81.96" . 90.489 1,653 ~ 97,117 5.721

Objective:6
o It.was expetted that.rne rate'ofgettendence aehieved byﬁtne
treatment:group.wonld surpass thegcomoerison group at the .05 ievei of
statistical signifizance when pupil attendance‘results were submitted
to analysis with a t test for:pereentage difference for uncorreiated
7A¢‘ :groups. The treatnent group cons1sted of all T1t1e VII part1c1pants
in the program- The comparlson group cons 1stedrof all,pupllsnln the |

school. The aim was to flnd,out 1? students in the Bilingual Program had a'

o
P

higher daily ettendencevrate thanfthe rate established forbthe entire
J student body at Monroe High Schooi The spec1a1 nature of the B111ngua1
Program was expecte: to prov1de added incentives to students for |
attending school. - Iz was expected that the program holdlng power would
- be reflected rn terms of better dally attendance in the Bilingual Program

than in the regular progrmn. E . S i




The assessment of the attendance was based upon school records

i
i
P

for aétendance pertainipg_to students in the Bilingual -Program as well as
those within the regular p;ogram.' The brocédures usea included the
attendance for fhe stﬁdénts in the Bilingual Program during the first
fivq'graéing pgriods and the attendance for the student body as.a_whble
dhiing the‘f{rgt five grading periods (Septembér 1974 - May 1975):
A rév%ew of attendance fecprd;‘:eyealed that the attendance
:cri;eria was e*ceqded.Enyhe students iﬁ the Bi;ipéu;i Pfdgfqﬁ;  Tﬁé”
| fesuité areﬂdebicted in Table #9.and clearl; shbw thé:objective was

[

- achieved. A detailed analysis of results showed the outstanding attendance.

record fdr-tﬁe vériods Subgroups in the Bilingual-?qogram.l

Using the 165 days of school attendahéé for the nine-month
period as a basis, a summary 6f ﬁumber_of days present'ana cdays a§sent
for each student in the Bilingual‘Progiam was coilected and the data
.wefe apalyzpd. ‘4 o | .\ | s .

[N
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Y' It'w;s'repgrted tﬁé; | §h¢ meén percent of those present
for the schpool yeéf‘1975-76 for Monroe High Schoel students in the
regular programvﬁéé 65 percent. The mean percent present for the
school year 1975- 76 for the Bilingual Program students was 83 percent
which was higher ;han the school mean. The dﬂfference in mean
attendance wasugeéween the bilingual and regula1 program students.

8 " was 18 percent. A test for the slgnlflcance of the differences bétwéen

percent of uncorrelated program groups was made. The z score was 5.16

“which was significant beyond the .05 levqliwith a. two tail test.

¢ Téble 9
Monroe ngh School Attendance of Students from Blllngual Proaram
.o . and Students for Regular Program g N e
- Bilingual Program- . Regular Program j. 2
N Percent Present - N "Percent- Present Difference Score
240 ¢ 83 3200 -~ 65 18, 5.16
. ) ” . . \_'1 a .
Table 10 .
e ~ Distribution of Students and Schoul Attendance Monroe High School
N - . . h P o
. ' Number of '
_ Bilingual »"
_ - Percent - Program ‘
e , Present . Students’
. 95-100 . o 46 -
. 90-94 - . ' 58 NN
T , ' 85-89 T B .
L © 80-84 ) L 18 Lo s
- 74-79 8 . .
70-74 ° 17 ‘
65-69 - 5 ' E\%
60-64 e 9 :
55-59. RN -8 .
50-54 4
45-50 6
40~45 L | -
35-40. 2 ? -
30-35 i 4 ,
Below 30 - 2 - :




Objective 7
It was expected that ‘at least 60 percent of the Bilingual
Program students will attain at least the criterion level of a score
0g : ,

\

of, 65 or higher set for passing in the teacher-made final examinations

in (A) Mathematics; .(B) Social Studies and (C) Sciences when the data

-~

were analyzed.

Objective 7 (A) Mathematics --- Algebra, Geometry, and'GenerairMathematics

A

It was expected that af’ least 60 percéent the the Bilingual

‘Program students would attain at least the criterion level set for passing -

subject content in Mathematics when posttest.results of teacher-made final

. examinafions were submitted to analysis: The-results for students who-
. J .~ s .

took Algebra showed that of the lOd.students‘testé_ﬁin January, 50 passed the

. . Ral . "
3 o, ) * o ’ + y ‘3‘ - '. - - ' ) N :
final examinations/with a score of 65 or higher, which was less than the

criterion of 60 percent. In June 52 sthden;s took Algebra final examinations

and 27 passed.or 52 percent which is less than the criterion of 60 percent.

.

oo

For results see Table 1lto follow.
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f”Tab(e 11

- Distribution ;of Final Examination Scores in Algebra-1 for Students
» in the Bilingual Program at Monroe High School for January

S ~Students

v . ~ 'Final in -
5 L Examination Bilingual
. , Score Program
) 100-95' .14 -
: 95-90. . ' 2 .
L © 90-85 ' 7 .
' 85-80 6 -
80-75 : 3
75-70 . : 2
" 70-65% .16
Below: 65 - .50
Total . . - | 100
. Two students did, however, take and pass geometry with scores '

_of 87 and 68. In temms of the results of'studéggs from the Bilingual

Program“in'Algebra, it is clear that the criterion of 60 percent passing
was‘not‘achievedi‘

" . -
« ™

o ' Table 12

o ' - Distribution of Final Examination ' Scores in Algebra-2 for
. . students in the Bilingual Frogram.at Monroe High School for
g . R o . Students
: . o Final . in
Examination . - . Bilingual X
Score | Program L e L
100-95 3 B
95-90 2
90-85 5
. 85-80 1 A
- 80-75 7 .
75-70 1 oo
7065 8 Ve
Bejow 65 25 »
s Total 52
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Objective 7 B) General Mathematics

It was expected that at least 60 percent of the Bilingual

Program students would attain at least the criterion levsl set for

- passing subject content in General Mathematics when posttest results

of teacher-made final examinations were submitted to analysis. The

résults for the 75 students from the Bilingual Prougram who took the

final examinations in January were analyzed and showed that 45 students

or 60 percent passed with a score of 65 or higher, while 30 or 40 percent

did not pass the final examination in General Mathematics. In June of

the 40 students who completéd the final examinations, 23 passed or 58
perceﬁt with a score of 65 or higher. The distribution of s;udents
final examination scores for Janﬁary and June afé deficted on Tables
13 and 14 to follow. Since 60 percent did pass the final examination
in January and 58 percent passed in Juﬁe it may be said that the
objective in part was attained in'General Mathematics for the students
in the Bilingual Progrém,

Table 13

Distribution of Final Examination Scores in January 1976 in éeneral\
Mathematics for Monroe‘Hng#Fchool Bilingual Program

o Flng%ogégmlnatlon ~ AN %EE%S@E&J}Brogram
Between 95and-100_ 10 ,

. 90 and 95 4
85 and 90: , 10
80 and 85 . -4
75 and 80. 7
~70 and 75 3

65 and 70 V7
Below 65 o 3

. Total



Table 14

Distribution of Jane 1976 Final Examination Scores in General
Mathematics for Students in the Bilingual Program at Monroe
High School

Students
Final : : in.
Examination K Biling:al
Scoxe . Program

100-95
- 95.a0
90 85
85.88
80-T5
7570

T70-65
- Below 65

Total

ONW N Ao

B

'dbjective Z (B) Social Studies
“ It was expected that at least sixty percent of the treatment
. grdup would attain at leastvthe criterion level set for passing subjectﬂ
content when posttest results of teacher-made final examinations in
Social Studies were submitted to analysis. |
The courses in Social Studies included American Studies,
Eastemn Civiiization Economics‘gnd for some~§tudents the Citywide

-

 Bxamination in Soc1a1 Studies given in January and June were: analyzed L,

- ' The results for the social s*udles courses examinations for January for T
4 A

51 students indicate that 32 passed or 6} percent at’ or above ‘the ’

cr1te;10n level score of 65. The results for 78 students who took v “

examinat;Ens in June revealed that 48 passed or 62 percent and*of the

25 who took the Cltlede examlnatlons 1n Social Studies 18 students or:

72 percent passed: This means that the obiective for Soc1a1 Studies

for the students fr .vthe Bilingual " .. iS aptained. For.a

distribution of test scores in Social = .- s See:Tables 15 and 16 to .

follow. ) 2 9
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C 2. 15
Distri- -+ - of Fin:z! z. = ‘n  Score _ Stud: s for
Studen. .;» the Bil: ou un at Mon L. L hool I . Januar
. — ~ Studeuits T
“nal o —in
xamin..zZon : Bilir al
zore Progr am
00-95 ' 0
95-90 -
90-85
85-80
80-75 , 3
75-70 10
. 70-65 o 11
. Below 65 o . 19
Total ' g 51

Table 16

bistributibn of Final Examinationfséores in Social Studies for.
onroe High School Bilingual-Program - June 1976

Final Examj ic Students_in y ’
\1 }?a S ag%gggl 9 . Bilingual P.ogrem
Between 95 and 100: 1
.. %0 and 95. 1
N L . 85 and 99: ki
S " 80 and 8. - . 7.
Do o T S — 75 and 80: VR
\ 70 and 75T e 8 T e
: 65 and 70: lo o ]
\ Below 65 ' 30 -
Total , : 78
! i : ;7
|
L | /
,_\ , .
E |
S ' —~
\ . g 30
1 . 3
| ‘ . .
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Objective 7 (C) Science

It was expectec that : y percent of the tre:.
group would attain at lez-t th vel set for cassing :u  ct
content when posttest resu:lts o: SRy -¢ final examinations in

Science were submitted to analysi

SR

The results for each se -1 examinaations for studerts
fr&ﬁ the Bilingual Program in Gene ©it e courses aré to follo
In January from 39 students, 10 s - © 25 percent passed, whi.
in June. of 38 Stﬁdentskwho took Ge.. ‘ ‘“i%icé courses 24 students cr
63 perceat passed the final examir - .7 General Sciencé. The’
distribution of results_are‘dépict: i sies 17 and'l8 to follow.
. Table - o | 7

Distribution of Final Examinzt_. .. Zcores in General Science
for Monroe High School Bilinguc *: yram - January

Final Exdmination Score ~ .udents in Bilingual I'rogram

o - Between 95 and 100:
P ’ 90 and 95.
4w 85 and 90:
i 80 and '85.
- 75 "and 80:
70 and 75:

65 and 70: -

- ' Below 65 29

- ' Total - 39

Table _g
- Distribution of Final-Examinations =-cres in Seneral Science

“for Monroe High School Bilingu:l F::gram in Jume

Y

Final ZIxamination. Scoreé Students in Bilingual Program

.

Between 95 and 100:
: ‘90 and 95.
-85. and -90:
80 and 85:
75 and 80:
- "0 and 75:
> and ‘70
selow 65

N NN

[ RN OIS A

- Total
Q3
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The results forA56 stugents in Bic_ogy ciass from the Bilingu.

_,Prbgram in'January that 26 o= 46=perceﬁf pasced the final examinatidns.

In June of the 76 students who took Biology fin‘al exaﬁihations some 38

studentg; or 50 parcent passzd. The results for the school year were

for 132 students Zn Biology. who took flnal examlnatlons some 64 sfuden

or 48 percent passed Blology final examlnatlonq This flgure was below

the criterion of 30 percent establlshed for this objective, and therefors

the objective was not attained for Blology in the Bilingual Program.

The résﬁlfs are depicted in the Tables kl9 and 20to follow.

- | Table 19

Distribution of Final Examination Scores in Biology for Students -
at the Blllngual Program at Nonroe High School - January 1976

Students
Final . C in -
Examination : Bilingual
Score - o Program
- 100-95 . 0
95-90 1
9G-85 , 2
85-80 . - -6
8¢c-75 . ’ 3
75-70 . ' 6
70-65 .8
Below 65 30
Total 56
Table 20

Distributizn of Final Exaz 1nat10ns Saores in. BlOWOgy for Monroe
-ngh Schoc> Bilingual Program in June 1976

d

Final Examination Score ' Students in Bilingual Program
.Between 95 and 100: . - 2
90 and 95. .0
. 85 and 90: T 2
" '80 and 85. 3
75 and 80: 4
- 70 and 75 A 4

65 and 70: . 23 J

Below 65 ' - 38
Total 76

Q ( ‘i ' _ | 232
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The overall -= . 5 for Objective 7 in b0l sub -2 s of .

() Mathemctics, (B) Soc:a’ 3tudies, and (C) -cie: s for = _~lingual
Program incicated that on: _n C-:ial Studios did e stuc o ittain
t-2 criterion level of six  —-¢- 21t or moTe passi  on- T -zl

»:aminatiors. Fifty perce: of =72 students did attain

i)

irn final e: amlnatlons in Al zbrz and General Mathematics -or ths year,

and iq Generzl Science and jioingy for the Sp-ing Szmeéte:. Scores for T
General Science were lowest in January when only 25 percent of those
tested passed. While performance of the students from tre Bilingual

b .
®rogram was not at the sixty percent level of the criterion, it did

attain the 50 percent level in all but the'aneral Séience and the\Bioiogy'

test results in January, k.wever, ~/hen cne considers studsnts semester.

test scores anot 2T patter emerged.

“he Director of the Bilirgual Prorram questionzd <he use' of

the final examination score as -the sole crizzrion of achiev-ment of

\

objectives and suggested that,the zchool ser=zster test scor:s be used

to augment the data : from “firal’ ,xamlnatlonc Zor Objectlve 7.

In order to prov=c e some compa::::u, czza from ths overall
test scores for each subJecv were compared ~ith 1= final =xaminaticn
results. In this way the ==u. =1's overall pers-rmznce fc= the school
yeaf was compared with the Zina. examination test score.. szalySis of the

data showed that the overkil school semester scores were higher than the

final examlnatlon scores in all subjects except Algebra. In General

e
e -
g
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e yarison - - Fina. lxc ¢ oatiom Mean Sceoz th Totsl Test Score
Yz .. for Se ster : r C:v zal Mathemati-. secbra, Social Studies,

Zi: ogy, an Genmer: = lui tces for Januar .1 June 1976

ol Fino. Z .= n=ation’ fape :er Tot-l ~Test Srzores

i =ct Jar. — June snuary. June
n.oooral -

2 .zmatics 6L g8 70 &5

4 :bra 5 48 46 .
Sc:.al :

Sc-.iies 6Z 62 % 62
Bioiogy 30 " 84 90.5
General ,

Science .. pAS 63 ‘ S0 ) 100

b

Mathematics, Semc:ter scazes 70 and 85 percunt. AlgebraIWas 71 percent
in June with only 4c - - zent passit: during the shorter Fall Semester. The
results in Social Stuz..-s were 72 pezctent and 12 percent passing. In
Biology the Tesults =z= 84.and 9C¢. pexrcs~. which was considerably
higher than the finc. samirczion —sult: - feneral Scioncé_again

the school seme. teT ._.oT= were much hiznor = an the final examination

scor:s with 90 v 17 = =zat passing == reported. ’
-———— .. The resulsz 1 iz schectl seme: = me=— scores for

Gen=zral Scie. zc were = . 0¥ the sTiz: ts irz= the Bilingual

Program thar were thz zz:iixm | semerwer me.. scoiz= of 72-percent

attained by che stud=nts in Gezerel Science in - :e regular(progrmnm. <

With the excéption cZ one semester cf Algebra, -1 of the results

fer school *:tal #est - ‘5 were abeve passiors T res'hs
SRS TCIVERI N T Ye 2L
>4
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Obj::five 8. To cetermine how tne pr: “Ton operatlons éompcred
with pr gram :escription. To assess the procesz::s used in the project,
e.d to —2port on the gaps betweern plans and cpe: i . Among topics to be
include. are: bilingual pniloscshy and meth de. v ffective e:cation.
use of nerformance objecti-cs, fﬁe extent o st 77 o servica t oaining anc
curriculun.  :velopment.

The evaluator o -c¢ ved program opcratic- activity, conducted
interviews, ::1d examined =—tinent records to dete:mine the extent of
congrﬁence be_ween progra: propcsal specificatic. and tae ~2tzzl
implementaticn of the prozram; <these daté are i:..:uded summz=ily in
this report. | |

Comparisons are reportei in terms of eizht major r=o—
grem components, as follows: (1) Context c: the P=ngram, (2) Fhilos=ohy

(3) Cur:iCLxlum_Develo?ment, f4) St.If Ie. = opment, (5) Teéting anz
Evaluapian, (6) Number of tu:2nts Testec () P.rents and Community

Involverznt, (8) Student Developments

context of the.Biiingual Proz—om

The‘physica; locawicn £ -+ Bil .gual “rogram.within Monro=
High Sciool operated from an annex.:. blIzck from the main building, -=
will be nétéa the pfogram stz=f vorkec towzrd integration within the
larger school thrqughdut:fhe vezr. At the end of the school year the
Biling;al Program office .=g sh;féed back into the main buildin; *o a

wing oI the fifth floor. T-e Cex locatios i progras o R

(%Y
[WE!
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and many classrooms, and offices had the advantage of sexvizg as a '"home
base" for students 'in the p;bgram. The shif: to the mair i_ﬁld*ng w111
further intpgrate the BilipgualiP;ogram within the mainstrzza ol the main

program of the school.

It ;houid be noted fhat thebl.97C "€ :chool &ear her
been a yeafjof‘pajﬁr‘fiscal4crisis for ﬁew Yor- City. The Impact
of the fiscal crisis wq; felt by all rrograms within New Yor: City
S;hooig. The special effectsuof the fiscal c:_zi: “sr Ellingus.
Programs. 1nc Juded personnél shlftC and the é=l- ° ir the opsniz

of the school year. One result was a shorter :zchool "=zr aspecizlly
. e I e ¥

ts It

"

%]

for Fall Semester.1975-76. Some of the cther Z=

larger fiscal-crisiS have been noted elsewhers - thiA CeToTL.

Phlloggnhy cf. the Blllnqual Progrzm
. . On the basxs of 1Qterv1cwx with the dxrectw ané key staff,

-

and an cxamlnatlo of materlals zi¢ Terds, one may concluds that the
Bilingual Program at Monroe iy Tzhiel has zn ergzanic humanistic
phllosophy of Blllngual education. .1is outlook is ceatral to 'the entize

range of currlculum and work of the teacizvs in the'prsgfa:

36



The outlock serves fq guide the program.- It provides
- co-curricula experi-nces within the school and field trips that link
! . Lo . '
the students' home agd school iexperiences, link the school and larger °

city experiences, link student's own personal aftactive domain with ;

- :
P p
/

larger cultural heritage and ﬁhe events from the larger commUnity./
Learnihg is viewed funetionaliy. It hrings together art and mesic:/in the
leamning as well as the cbgpiéive‘éfeas Although there was no dlrect\
separate course on- ethnlc her1tage and school attitude, these factors
were pertinent :n_the_progrem.' The scores on measures showed attitude
-ehahged over the ‘course of the school year. (Sce Objectlves 4_and 5).
"The cofCUrricula emphasi;lof ;he pfoéram provided a eenfral focus for
’:ﬁehy of fhe com:on_tctjvitie%;fer the students in the progré@. They
included the Bilihg;al'Pregh%; Newsletter (b%imonthly), vocationai
- guidahce through guzst speakers and.visits t6 and f:dm_egencies'"
in the commurity. C jectives from ﬁnélish and!Spanish language, Science
and‘Sociai Stucies courses were an integrel §¥rt_of fieid trips.

%
oot

_ . o L .
The organic - functional view of the Furriculum in the

i Bilingﬁal.?rogran led to drawing upon objeetiv%s from;English
Science and Social Studies in connection with the many. field trips,
”These trips included the follow1ng Hew'fbfk"Exnerience",‘_Museum
of Amerlcan Indlans, Tuseum of the City of New York, Circle Llner

Tour- around Manrzz® -:r “zland and then on to Beer Mounpeln. Other

trips were to Radio City Music Hall, New YOrk‘Univerffty, ASPIRA

{College Fa1r)~Montef10r Hospltal (Health Center)| Greenw1§h Vlll&be I

.r

and music prov1ded 1nc1uded Hlspanlc Ballet Salsi Fest1va1 Jose “"/

The trlps included visits to agenc1es, offices anh job 51tes The art

~ Coronado- Baller nlght and the Clty -Wide Blcentennlal

1
|
1

I




Curriculum Development . P

Dur1ng the school year the staff developed bilingual currrculum
in Eeneral Science, Brolog1cal Sc1ence Indoor’ Gardenlng, Media and ESL,
Spanish version of IBM keypunch course, Spanlsh ver51on of Accountlng
Workbook, anditranslatlonJof many materials into Spanlsh for use in-the
pr0gram In'addition the'Newsletter was produced on a bi- monthly basis
with three special Newsletter reports to. parents for each markrng period.
Curriculum work included reorganizing and conversion of_ESL courses into
a-tax levy pattern and the development of ESL levels 4, 5 and 6. This

provides a sample of the range of curriculum development that took place.

«

_Staff Development

There were many -events that contr1buted to staff.development
1during-the school year. It was expected that the link with un1versrt1es’
wouid be 1ncreased Sor the faculty. Qnly one student.teaoher‘vas
plared within the progran 1n Business and Office Skills from Lehamn
College of CUNY during the Fall semester, but the l1nk w1th the universities
" did not develop. Manhattanv1lle College prov1des Blllngual IBM key punch
courses and efforts were made to develop an avenue for graduates to attend
T staff took courses at Hunter Co]lege, New School for Social Research
and New York Un1ver51ty ‘ ) |

“An 1mportant e ffort was made dur1ng the school year to 1ntegrate

the Bilingual Program staff wrth the malnstream or regular program faculty
‘this was salient’ at a time when anti-Bilingual teacher feelings were being j
éipréssed in'other programs In October,at a faculty meeting, the Bilingual-
Proaram presented a sklt and then- engagea in a”dlscuss1on~on -scme Ox tke more“
controvers1al aSpects of the Bll1ngual Program.- This effort to openly : J .

~ ) o - . . ) L7

N
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'discuss{§he program improved the situation and was rated as a "success"

_by over 80 pereent of the faculty in an evaluation sheet nsed.as‘a
fol;ow_up. bThe action by the Bilingual Program to communicate directly
with the lergef‘feculty may have been one of the criticel.event§ in
integrating the faculty. Another.consideration at Monroe High School
weé that Bilingﬁal~P:ograh‘;taﬁf faculty were drawn from existing

.personnel within the sehOOI_with the exception of Science (Bilingual).
and the project secrétery. R - | )‘

- o ~ Special staff meetings for the Bilingual brogram_were‘held -
monthly end mofe as necessary. ‘fopics included"'Title VIT and the |
;Program, college or1entat10n planning,™ plannlng Pan American Day, pxannlng .

f1e1d trlps, plannlng parents adv1sory meetlngs,‘nlannlng various musical

. and cultural ‘events, guldance services and vocatlonal plans, test1ng and

evaluation schedule currlculum development review, and program planning .

for 1976-77.

Y

' The staff attended a number of professional meetings and
confergpees during the year ineluding the Rochester ESL.and”Bilinguel
Coordinators meeting, New York City Blllngual office meetlngs and the:‘

five ESL meetlngs held during the year. »Faculty meetlngs on Title VII

were held on a regular basis. . B - B

Testlng Pr ogram- and. Evaluatlon

The overall test1ng program‘used within the S(hOOl is largez

L —
e =TT T
"

than the spec1al test1ng requlred by the. evaluatlon There were about

w,,;,_ve;”-;—m“’“su and-one half hours of pre and post testlng requlred for the evaluation.

That amount of testlng requlred organlzatlon, schedullng and t1me of the

.




the part of not only teachers but the students themselves. There
1 . )

1

developed to some-extent, a saturation with tests'aﬁd an anti-test
bias developed among the~students. Somz seemea to oive'up and turn'
off tothe tesz so *hat the staff expressed concem that some of the'\
tests did not re: ect the learning nor the potentlal of the students g
tested. Tﬁis cc. cern over the .me taksn for testing within the program
has not ;eé to an abandonment cf testing, but a search for altefnetiveS:
" As noted elsevhere in this;tepor' the Diréttor:of the Bilingual
p:ogram.stated her ?eservations oout ths stan?ard or ciiterieu of
60 percent ratﬁer than the 50 osv ent of the'group as passing in course.
‘Further, tue Director raised que;:idn'about_the use of final examination
in the evaluation rather than £ir z1 semester test scores-es she hed
brobosed. As a compromise, this svaluation has inc¢luded both sets ofv
date. Lastly, the eualuat;cn had included in addition to.cognitive testf;"
tests in theaffective domain and zttitude teets;eince these were uital
to the philosophy of the progrem (See Objective 4 and 5). The testingJ
program was carried out-withk efficiency, care,‘andva tremendous amount
of werk, some balance between the significant areas to be aeseseed and

the reasonable amount of time.

Number of . Students Tested

All students in the Blllngual Program were tested The
variation of the number of students tested for the various objectlves
in‘therevaluation may be explained in & pumber of ways. Flrst_the.

. Ateaéhers were able to rate'each'child"in English épeaking ability on

the ba51s of dlrect knowledge of the students (ObJectlve 1) thernfore

- .

. the fulll number of studeqts in the Blllngual Program were tested

Some tests were found to te ncomplete or invalid. but ricre than 75 .

. . - percent of the students in <he progrem Vere tested in reading tests_in'j

L.
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Bnglish’(Objective 2) and Spanish (Objective 3). | The school placed
main emphasis upon English as a second language. The number of
students who took each of the various aCademic'school subjectsuin
Mathematics, Social Studies, and Sciences varied in linerwith their 5
respective performance and schedu11ng Students were scheduled for

two ESL classes and with other required courses. fewer students were’ f

scheduled.into the academic subject'areas and there?ore the number

~ -

"y

of students tested was based upon.the smaller enrollment into
these classes. It was reported to the evaluator that 30 students
dropped from the program over'the school year. The.reasons for

" withdrawal frcm the progrem were es follows: marriage, preénancy,
moving;'relooation due to fires. Some.of the students shifted to’

the high school equivalency program for youth with full time Jobs.

-The specifi¢ data loss for ‘each objective is cited on'paées 13-17.

‘
!

Parents and Cqmmunitxrlnvolvement' . T o
The Bilingual Progamm proy1ded a number of ways fpr parent
and community involvement in the school year, A parents advisory

board met on a regular monthly basis.with.more meetings as needed; thesec
. / (N
/ .
meetings npt only reviewed the substance of the Bilingual Program
. : >y . . ; X
' . !l * 7-
proposalg, but aided directly and indirectly in planning and carrying
[

out various school functions, communit) vents; fie trips; parents‘ '

. . “

' - nlghts (four open school meetings), plu. 5a11ef'n1ght and C9110ge
Orientation night meetings. This year parents and«studenfs ‘aided in
the development of a Student scholarship Fundy//Parents aided in
contacting‘agencies, arranging for Speakers, and arranging field'trips.
Student Devclopmcnt ; | o E;
. The students in the Billngual Program at. Monroe High‘School
Q participated dircctly in the program and through various studeit aCt&VItIGS )

Af #ha erhnanl at lavras. Mirinae the vchr thev were active in student 4:1
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organlzaé;on they conducteq Cake Sales’ for ehe ‘Student Weafare Funq, and

-~

Scholarship Fund, "and- other events. Students aided in planning varibus

'v/)/

events of the school year 1ﬁclud1ng the Domlnlcan Mu51cal Shows, Pan.
Arerican Day, Bicentennial Sing, College 0r1entat10n Day, and Graduatlon
(aboquZS students from the Bilingual Program graduated). The school ¢

Soccer team members were predominately students ‘from Bilingual Program.

j
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IV. - SUMMARY OF MAJOR FINDINGS, CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

/

‘Findings Summarized

There were eight objéctives'tb:the evaluation of the Bilingual
: - ) - » .
Program at Monroe High School. The findings for each objective will be

listed in summary fashipn_alb?g‘with“briéf §iscussion té be.followed:b;
cbﬁcluéions and recommendationsi~—_ o _. .
| Objective i. fé . determine if the Spanish sﬁéaking students
1n the Bilingual érpgram'showed,signifiéant improvement in ability £;
speak and to unéerstan@ English. Results showéd that a significant

number of students showed gain of one or more levels in the rating used

" 'and therefore one may infer that the objective was achieved.

Objective 2. To assess cﬁanges in ;eadiﬁg English fér the
Spanish speaking students in thé Bilinguél Prbgrém. The results shoﬁed
that théjstudentsr}n the Bilingdél'Program'did not show significant gains
in their reading 5; English during.the School year &S. measured by the

Stanford Achievement Test in reading. THe objective of gain,in reading
S . N

in English was not achieved by the students this yearwtn \\

Objective 3. To determine if the Spanish'speakiné stuaents
showed,significant improvement in their reading in Spaﬁish. Results
showed thét the students did show significant improveﬁént in reading
Sﬁéﬁish. The unfzctive was achieved, |

Objective 4. To increase the éwarenéss and knowledge of h
Hispanic pupils in their cultural heritage and pride in their ethnic
background. . The results showed that the students did increase ., o ’
significantly in their knowledge of their ;ultural heritage during

the school year. The objective was achieved.
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Objective 5. To determine if students showed statistical
significant improvement in their attitudes toward self and toward school.

The results on the self esteem test showed significant improvement between

i

the beginnihg and ehd of school. In”addition the two,measures of attitude

toward school and att1tude toward educatlon d1d show a 51gn1f1cant ga1n

between the beglrnlng and_end of the school year The obJectlve was
attaiied. The scores were remarkably high or very p051t1VP ratlngs -given

by the students 1n the Blllngual Program. »

/—ﬁ—- k;

Oblectlve 6. To find cut if the attendance rate of students

in the Bilingual Program was higher than the students in the regular ;
N : . . . : B
‘program”at the school.  Results-showed that the students in the

N

Blllngual Progaﬁﬁ"a‘a\have a?51gn1f1cantly better rgcord of attendance
than the students in the’ regular .school. The obJectlve was obtained.

- Objective 7. In the Bilingual Program, students were expected
to attain achievement in regular school subjects (A) Mathematies,
(B) Social Studies; and (C) Science at or abote &he stahdard established
of sixty percent for paesing these'subjects. . ‘

' 'The results for General Mathematics final examinations
wére below the established criterion. In January,ﬁQS percent of the students
passed, while in June 63 percent passed; The objectife was'not'attained.

In Algebra, the reshlts tor January showed that 50 petcent
passeg*which was below the critexion ahd in June 52 ﬁetcent of‘the o
students passed the Algebra f1na1 examlnatlon and CltyW1de Examlnatlon.
These results) sho“ed that the “objective was not achleved

e
“
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in Socia}'Studies-the results of the students from tﬁefe
Bilingual Programin Social Studies were more eneouraging} In.January'
63 percent of the ‘students aftained paesing scores on the‘finai examination
while in June, 62 percent of the studentsfpaesed the firal examinatioﬁ;'These
:i////////" results were above the criterion of sixty percent for pa551nu and it is
N clear the obJectlve was achleved for Soc1al Stud1f'.1n the,Blllngual
progran. | S
In Seiences the students fgom the;Bilihguéi Progrem tooi‘a‘ .
number of'diffe:enf‘fypes of Geﬁeral“Science-cqufses. Of those, tested,
25 percent passed their final examinations in Janyary and 63 percent
passed in June. One may eay thet fhe-objective was not entireiy achieved
inIGene*al Science. } ‘//
In Biology courses, there were 46 pefeeet who passed in Jenuary'
j and 50 percent who passed}ih June. The cfiﬁérion of sixty percent was .not
attained and se the objective wae not achieved. \
"’ Objective 8. To determine how the pfogram 0perafions“coqparee
with the program descrlptlon The eveluator assessed the Bilingual: =
Program so as to determine gaps between the program as descrlbed and as

actually carried out and studied the various processes used in program

0peration: The evidence indicated that the program operations did carry
out the major program elements as described.

e

‘The pngram goals as described in the proposal include a
number of basic components that go beyond the45pccified evaluation'

objectives. The evaluator observed program activity,conducted interviews,
| ’ .

5 +

and examined pertinent records to determine the extent of congruence .

between program proposal specifications and actual implementation of the

‘)‘ ’
progran.
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{Conclusions» - | |
On the basis of the findlngs from this evaluation it is'possiblc
. to descr1be a number of. conc]us1ons that emerge d1rectly from the f1nd1ngs,
The Blllngual Program at Monroe ngh School developed its maJor

ob;ect1ves within the context of the larger SOClal, econom1c, and- flSCal

crisis of New’ York C1ty in 1975h76. The effects of the major crisis were:

o felt in terms of delays in openlng of the school :year, shifts in staff

patterns, and reass1gnment of va11ous personnel, w1th1esult1ng dlfflcultles

for the overall currlculum.

Nonethe less, there were major accomplishments evident in the

o

i
-
..

{

< work and progress c= the Bilingual Frogram and donroe High School.” The

accompllshments may .be viewed in ocwa relative and in absolute terms.  In
terms of ‘the evaluatlon obJectlves there uas evidence that the students'
; valned in langgage development in both- Spanlsh and in English. There Qas'“
‘evidence that RL

e students.galned\;n the self’esteem, and in tneir-attitudes
A tonapd school and education}and in their knowledge'of their ethnicw

eritage. The students showed that the'Bilingual Program had greater meaning to :
them by their better attendance .record ‘than the students in the ;egularl

school.

- Some of the “gains in terms of progresss in language and know- '
ledge about culture and social studies,were offset by the relative gains-

in other argas that were less than the-program and evaflua-
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tion objectives spﬁcified. While the students showed gain in read-

ing in English, in‘Matheﬁaticé, and in Sciences, these gaing were
modest and were nét statistic;iiy significant in line with criferia
cstaﬁlisﬁed-for thé eValhation.-kSoqe of1the reasons for th; per~
'fér@ance on the tes;s used may'be attribute§ to the tests themselves,

but the program itself must accept the resuits as a éhallenge to

the staff next year and strive to improVe»results. When the results

. of studenps"performance on final. exzzinations were compared with

studer:s" school yezr tozal test scores t=e Bilingual Progrem stu-
dents were above th: cri:erion acceptablt cor passing.

It is clear :f ‘om the evidence gafh;:ed during this evaluation

- that the Bilingual Program of Monroe High School has a clear philo-~

sophy of'Biliﬁgual Education that pervades its opération and plan-

ning of experiences. The philosophy infuses the work not only in

the_classroom with students, but the field trips,rthéwgelétioﬁéhip'

with the larger regular school prograﬁ and the faculty reiation-

ships. But philosophy alone, is no guarantee for pupil performance
and the students inythe Bilingual Program havé a long way to go -
‘;.“ . i C. A |

in arriving at grade level norms for a number of areag of stgdy.

B

Y g '
On the basis of the evalvation concucted, it was apparent
‘that some of the staff and students developed a_negativé redction

to the extensive formal testing: There were some indicati@ns in

this evaluation that seme of the testing pexiode éxtended lover long

periods of time and were ‘conducted in very large groups in order to

u
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In these situations the program

since under such circumetances

complete the-battery of tests.

and the studeqts were penallzed
nelther their actual knowledge nor their potential would be asséssed.

The entire testing program was carried out with cooperation and

efficient administration end precducea excellent results.
In relation to the dffice’of Educational Evaluation, the

Bilingi.l Program raised a cuestion about the change
recommended by the Jffics of Educational E >tuation from progr

" to evaluation

Director of tt
o jectives with Spe"l_i attention to "Passiug gr. - \ ‘

osJectives shift tc psssing final examinatv'ds (ObJective #7) and
o [
“fective domain objectives,

=

shzft away from the
The Direetor resisted

toe reeommendatlon :
i.e. (##5) Self Esteem zn: School Attitude.
since they were central to the philosophy of the Bilingua; Program.*There
ere‘valid reasons for/the positioné taken by the OfflceIOf ﬁducational
Evaluatioen ae well ae/the'Bilingual Prcgrem " _ ‘ .\i : ‘

v
!

v
' T

RN

This evaluation has 1ncluded both flnal examinations and total

*
semester ‘test scores.




- Recommendsations

The recommenaationslmade for the Bilingual Program of
" Monroe High School are based upon the f:»dings of the evaluation .
during tke school year_l975—76.‘ These rscommendations pertain
to_the‘evidencé_éaghefgé-directly for eech of the evaluation
objectives and the broadef:goals of the program assessed dﬁr;ng fhe )
‘school year.,'Thesé récomméﬁdations have specigl rélevance fb the
current operatlons ‘and have 1mp11catlons for next year s blllngual
progrem.

It is recommended that the philcsophy of bilingual Program
"at.Moﬁroe High School with its emphasis’ upon the organic and
'humanistic elementg be.continued. Thé.program has-given attentibn
‘fo the a;feétive domein 'this year. It is not hecessary to.include as

many’féété‘in the evaluation as we?e used in“l975;76.~The attitudéh
ééasuresqﬁsed in the'e&éluatibn for 1975-76 were useful  but roruaps
they may be omitted next.year. Tﬁe ;cores'of students.showed‘that
the%r attitudes were very pos#tivejﬁoward”school, hut their'gains.
were not significant. It is pbssible to kééé thebassumptigns of the
~philosophy 6f the Bilingual Progfam without tesfiﬁg every uassumption
5# in’ the evaluation. o | |
e : 1_ It is clear tﬁat uhere have been major galns by the Blllngual

Program w1th1n Monroe ngh School durihg 1975 76 whlle operatlng within

v
the annex bulldlng. Next year the program‘w1ll operate from the flfth
! . ' . 5 .
floor of the main building.flt is recommended that the shift into the

. .main building be uéed as anfopportunity'for further integratioh_of.the,
. Bilingual Program with the’regular of mainstream program.of Mohroe
High School. The implications of this recommendation include curriculum

as well'as staff deVelopmgnt and studént involvement from both'programs.
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withid Monroe High School. . ." , 5 :%

‘explanatlons were glven for performance in terms of the shorter

. The Bilingual Program constitut=zs to some extent a parallel :ystem)

k4

\

It is recommended that"the inservice staff training giv%.some'

attention to the uses_ of .test results for diagnostic znd prescriptive
- - e N v R . . i o

teaching purposes. In addition, it is-recommended that the teachars
would benefit from knowledge of normative based testing as well as

criterion reference testing. More than knowing how togivediffenent
tests, it is important g o) knoy how to ase test resnltscznformallﬁEfor
more_effective instruction. ~ | | ) 2
| It isfrecommended that‘care should be taken’to<balance the
continual assessment and the'amount of actual class time taken foé\

the testing. The conditions of testing students should br cozsicTernt

" with the type of test and not;mass'testing far beyond the endurance of
. . L

the pupils. It is recommended that the studemt be given practice in
the format of each type of standardized test ised, prior to actual test

s1tuatlon (without using actual 1tems from th= tests).. The anti—test

reactlon that developed may’ have been in part due to- unfamlllarlty w1th
theaform of test items and the responses required.

It is recommended that special'instructional efforts be made‘in
the Tall semester l976 to concentrate on pmpll performance. In4197§, \
thehperformance record was weakest durlng tle Fall semester. S%me ,' R
: Tschool

' semester that was due to the flscal crisis and the delay 1 school openlng,

but special attention could be glven|to the Fall semester ¥upll performancg
It is recommended that the Blllngual Program for Wonroe ngh School
be funded for the school year 1976-TT, on the basis of the evidence

reviewed in this evaluation.
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