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ABSTRACT

This report evaluated the Advanced Reading
Development Program designed to enrich reading instruction for 360
junior high school students in New York City who were reading two or
more years below grade level. Students received individualized
reading instruction for four forty-five minute periods per veek.
Students were pre tested in October, 1975 and post tested at the end
of March 1976. As a result of participation in the more advanced
reading development program, seventh graders achieved a mean reading
grade growth of 8.2 months, eighth graders achieved a mean reading
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grade growth of .26 months. The Teport concluded that students in the
program did progress beyond their recorded entrance achievement.
However, only the seventh graders progressed beyond their eXpected
achievement scores. {(Author/JP) '
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CHAPTLR I. ThE PROGRA

The More advancod Rcading Dovelopment program ic
dcsigned to cerve the needs of junior high school pupils
whosc reading ability is two or more yecars below gradc level,
based on their most recent city;wide reading tcste

The thruct of this program is cnriched reading ins-—
truction for approximatcly 360 studcents in J.H.S. 118,
Manhattan, who will be prorrammecd for four forty-five
minutc poeriod.:r of individuaiizcd rvading inatruction per
wccke Inctruction and supervision will be conducted by
liccensed tax-levy tcachers and a MARD teacher, assisted by
traincd paraprofessionals. The program was scheduled to besin
Scptcmber 1, 1975, and cnd Junc 30, 1976. Pretesting of
subjects was to bc conducted in October, 1975, and posst—

testing at the end of Harch, 1976.
CHAPTLR II. LEVALUATIVE PROCEDURLS

Evaluation Objective #1: To detcrminc,
if as a roiult of participation in thc HakD projcct, the reading
~radc of pupiln attcnding 70% or more of thc scheduled program
scesions would show a statistically significant difference
between the real ponttont rcores and the anticipatgd post--

tocust scores.
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The city-wide rcading test was adminiﬁtcrcd in October
1975, as a pretest; a different form of the same test waso
administcred on March 30, 1976, and scrved to posttent
studente in the program. 522 students took the pouttest; 374
tbok the pretest. Diccharges, cxcescive abzences and resched-
uling accountced for the diminished numbers of posttest scorec.

Evaluation Objcctive #2: To dcterminc the
extent to uiiich the program, as actuwally carricd out, coincided
with the program as deSceribed in project proposal.
| The foliowing activitics were conducted by the cvalu-
ator in order to accuratcly cstimatc whether the program an
carricd out wac concictent with its description in the
Propozal:
1. Vigits were made throc times to cach o the
clasaes in which the MARD program was
opcrating.

2. Scveral liaison mectings werce held with the
projcct coordinator.

3, Intcrvicws werc conducted with cach c¢f the
paraprofcasionals asnigned to the program.

4. Interviews werc conductod with the school
principal and thc rcading coordinator of
the school.



CAaPTER IITI. FINDINGS

Evaluation Ubj.ctive #1: To determind
if, as a rcsult of participation in the iaih project,
the reading gradc of pupils attending 707% or morc of
th. ccheduléd progran sésuions would chow a statistically
cignificant differcnce between the real pesttcst scores
and the anticipatid posttust scorcs.

At a rocsult of pariicipation in the More advanced
R.ading Development Projuct (MiaRD), tihc mean reading grade
of Tth graders did chow a statistically signiticant diffor--
cnce betwoen actual pesttst and prudictcd posttect mecan
scoruc at the 01 lpfcl.

Posttust scorce for the 8th and 9th graders c¢id chow
a gain ever pretest scorcs; these gains, how ver, were nct |
statistically cignificant. Thesc data are rcported in the

follewing tablce.

SULMARY T4BLE
0ITY—uIDE READTIG ibwdDllo BARD PuuduCl 1975-76

Group Numbor - Prodicted | actual 1 Obtained
Tested Prutes Pesttest  Posttest Valuc
Prc/Post Date mcan ___can . Date dcan Cof t

7 99 84 10/75 4.69 5.01 3/76 5.51 4.39%
8 132 116 10/75 5.49 5.80 3/76 5.60 1.46
9 143 122 10/75 5.80  6.06 3/76 5.96 €9

*¥3inificancce at .0l level

al
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4an inspection of the data in the Summary Table
reveals the following:

l. TFor the Tth gradce th: pretist mean scorc was 4.69,
the prodicted posttest mean ccore was 5.01 and the actual
posttest mecan score was 5.51. Thoerefor., the Tth graders
achieved a mcan growth of 8.2 months and cxc..ded the pre-
dicted scorc by 5.0 months.

2. TFor the 8th gradce the pretect mean score was 5.49,
the predicted postt. 2t mcan was 5.80 and the actual posttest
mean was 5.,60. Thercfor., th. 8th graders scorcd a muan
growth of .11 months but did not match th.ir prcdicted post-
test mcan score.

3+ For thu 9th gradc the pretest mean was 5.80, the
predicted posttost mean wam 6.06 and the actual pesttest
mean was 5.96. Thercefore, the 9th gradérs gcorvd 4 mcan
8rowth of .26 months but ¢id not match their bredictcd
posttest rran scora.

A possiblc ckplanation which can adcount for the posi-
tive pérformancc of tu. Tth . rade may bc duc to the fact that
they are hous<d in an ann x separatc from th. main schocl
which houscs the 8th and 9th graden. 4Althouh the investi-
rator could discern no substantive difforcnee between the two .
buildings, th¢ anncx being smaller offcers its 7th gradcrs an
ihtimato atmosph: ro mora smpporhive of 1oading 1ahnrubury.wuvv

on a remcdial basis.




Evaluation Objective #2: Te detcrmine the
¢xtcnt to which the program as carried out was conzistent

with its description in the Proposal.

Duration, Enrollment and attundance: The prosram served

the stipulated number of studcnts (374) who were reading at
least two ycars below grade level. Placcment tests, oral
rcadin: tusts and qu.ostionnaires were adminiztered to insure
corruct dia-nosis, placement on workin - levels and prescrip-
tions.

On the averarc, students were cnrolled for four periods
of ingtruction a wcck in addition to their rc8ularly schedulcd
period of Ln-lish instruction. osccausce of late notification
of funding and difficulties in ascigning qualificd pervonnel,
program activitics did not bec~in until the latter part of
October, 1975. It iz scheduled to continuc throurh June, 1976.

Analycis of randomly selected attndance rccords from a
number of projcct students indicated that the studentc attended
recading devclopment centers at least as frequently as they
attended their other classes and it secems that thuey cut their
rcadin.; classcs less frequently than the gencral student popu-
lation cut theirs.

wupplies, Materials and Lquipment: In most inisstances

three levels of individualized sclf-pacing reading material

were provided in abundance to mcet the nceds of students at
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different levels of reading proficiuncy. In evidence werc
a multiplicity of individualizcd reading programs including:
~

v e . . . . . .
Globe Book's kini Units in keading, Opcn bnded otorics, oHa

neading Kits, Lippincottt's keading for iwcaning, wcopo maga-—

zinc, teacher pfupared skill sheets, e¢tec. Classroom facil-—-
itivs were juiged to be more than adequate with large airy
rooms amply stockced to be the rulce

Projuct activitics: In ncarly all of the classes

obscrved the tiachers and the cducational ascistants worked
skillfully and scemcd to be highly supportive of their
studunts, The paraproiccsionals werc h;ghly traincd and
werc involved in collugiate preparation for teaching degrees.
Most had attended workshops in r.ading.and werce desirous of
doing more work om rcading corrcction at the coliugiate lcevel.
Accuratce records werc kept of the progreus of cach
student and individual filc folders were maintained in
spceial cabincts and checkud periodically to ineurc that
pupil pro&rces was st%mulated. .Classcs were orderly and
productivc; they s;é;;gd on time and'tgéching personncl
had littlc trouble in motivating their stydents to work
producfiﬁely.

Pro..ram administration: 1In spitc of a late start, the

naRD  tcacher cshowed cxeaplary lceadership qualiticse In addi-
tion to her tcaching duties, the HAKD teacher also took Toge

ponsibility for coordinatin the activitics of the other HwRD
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rcading clasees. Thesc responsibilitics were judged te

be exccllently administered and th. person assigned to this
projwct demonatrated a high degrov o” computence and ability.
Closc¢ coordination was maintaincd beuwecn program supcrvizors
and.school administration. Credit nceds to be given to tov
school principal and th. school reading coordinator for

abetting the smooth functionin of tihc 1wl Pro;ralle

Prior itccommendation:— -Thu following rucoumcndations
were made in the last prior publiched study of tnis program;
they are followed by the present ovaluator's communts:

1., "In the above class the fourtuun students who
were prescnt were working toguther in a ocope
okills sSook. This mothodology was also present
in a class of twuenty-scven in the anncX. I do
not belicve that this is an acccptable rumedial
reading mcthodology. & more dcfinite, dutailed
%iagnostic/prescriptivc approach scums n.ccessary

o mc."

Comment: Individualized diagnostic/prescriptive
approach wads implcemented

2. "Thc kAU program functions in both thc main
school and thc annex with the scheduling such that
that the teachers must travel botween the two
buildings which is quite a distance. I should
think that a better schedule could be workcd out
assizyning teachers to only oxc building."

Comment: To a large degrec schedulin, diffi--
cultics have been obviabed and tacro is much

losa travel time wasted by participatin, tcachers
in commuting between the scnoolce.

3. "Phe average riald class sizc 18 a, proximatcly
twenty—-five registirid ctudents. Given the
poor disciplinary situation within th. school
and she do crec of rutardation of tho partini--
pating studeats, I would rurommend that. the
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class be reduced by at least ten students or
that two or three rather than one, well trained,
paras be assigned to one teacher.

Comment: Rescheduling ef clasces has reduced
class size. .

4. "There should be an attendance require-
ment fer eligibility for MARD. There is
ne sense running a prograr: for students
whe are absent for a large percentage cf it."

Cemment: Attendance has improved signifi-
cantly over prior findings..

CHAPTER IV: SULMARY OF MAJOR FINDINGS,COnCLUSIONS AND
RiCUrwt ENDATIONS

Summary of the méjor findings, The major findings of
this evaluation are:

l. The studonts in the MaRD program did pregress
beyond their recorded entrance achievement. dowever, only
the 7th.graders progressed beyond their expected achievement.

2. The MaKD program implementation coincided to a very
high extent with the program as described in the Project Pro-
posal. With the exception of the late hiring of some key
personnel, the MaRkD program had the bénefit of conzistent
and superior leadership. |

s+ The abundant instructional materials and equipment
were insbramental. in making the MaRD program a learning center
which was both‘intéresbing and attractive for the students.

4. The WD program elasmioom fan. lities in gunersnl

were very saticfactory.

10
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Conclusions: The major conclusions of this cvaluation

arc:

l. The ianD program is desighed as a success ¢xpericnce
for studcnts. The program is provided in a non-threatining
manncr and is an c¢xccllent model which indicafos that many of
the students who have a history of academic failure may be
reached.

2. The individualizod "laboratory" approach to rcmedial
rcading manncd by instructional tcams is an cffictive modality
to rcach retarded rcadoers.

Recommendations: The foliuwing recommendations arc

offerced:
1. Retain the precent cmphasis on the small class,
individualizced format of MauD program.

. Bud: ¢t some funds which will permit the rceplen—
ishin . of keys, answer shects, and other expendable and usable
matcrials.

3. Rctain, if possible, the leadership of this prescnt
supor#isof of thc program. |

4. Continue¢ and, if possible, cxpand the MARD program
becausc it is an czcellent approach to provide a dynamic cdu-
cationul program for ucrviecing tha n.ods of fhe targeh popu—

lation.
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