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ABSTRACT

This report evaluates. a nursery program for pre K
pupils in New York City. The program emphasized oral language,
sensory motor coordination, conceptual training and the development
of a strong self concept. Fifteen pre K pupils participated in the
program. An intake diagnosis was us2d to help specify areas of
deficit which needed attention. Parents of pupils, "volunteer parent
cooperators", worked in the classroom and in the learning centers on
a rotating basis under the direction of the teacher. An educational
assistant worked with the pupils individually and in small groups. A
family worker consulted with parents of the pupils enrolled in the
program. Pupils were tested at the beginning and the end the program
to assess the improved cognitive functioning as measured by the Boehm
Test. This evaluation concluded that eleven of the fifteen pupils
showed a gain in cognitive functioning in their post test performance
scores. Additionally, parents participating in a workshop program
showed increased knowledge of child development as measured by ar
~observational inventory. The child development rating scale and the
parent observation form are appended to this report. (Author/JP)
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CHAPTER 1: THE PROGRAM

-

The program was focused on creating a classroom enviromment which
would prevent the accumulative pattern of retardation that”develops early
in the child's school experiences. The nursery program emphasized oral
language, sensory motor coordinationm, conceptual training and self-concept.
An intake diagnosis was used to helé specify particular areas of deficit
which needed particular attention. Parents of pupils '"volunteer parent
cooperaters" worked in the classroom in the learning centers on a rotating
basis under the direction of the teacher. An educational assistant worked
with children individually and in small groups. The program started
‘March 12 1976 and data was collected to determine if program objectives

were achieved on May 10, 1976. A family worker consuited with parents of the
children enrolled in the program.

CHAPTER 2: EVALUATIVE PROCEDURES

Program Objectives:

l. Pre-K pupils participating in at least 50% of the scheduled sessions
will demonstrate a statistically significant increase in cognitive function-

ing as measured by the Boehm Test.

T 2., Parents of the pupils participating in at 1east 50% of the scheduled L

'sessions will show a 31gnif1cant increase in relevant skills for pre schooll

children as measured by a program developed observation inﬁentory.
3. Parents participating in a workshop program will show a significant
increase in knowledges of child development as measured by a project

developed test:,

4. Pupils will be diagnosed and screened for cognitive difficulties. Re-

ferrals will be made to appropriate agencies.



Evaluation Objectives:

Evaluation Objective 1:

To determine if as a result of participation in the program Pre-K
children who attend at least 50% of the sessions show a statistically

significant increase in cognitive functioning as measured by the Boehm

Test,

Subjects:

l“’ *
i)

Fifteen Pre-K children attended Ebc pr.:gram. The original design
called fg!*thirty children to be.tested, ho.ever, due to absences and

discharges« only fifteen children received pre and post tests.
. *

’

Methods and Procedures:

o . - » : -
Participants were administered Form A of the_Boehm at the beginning
of the program (March 1976) and Form B at the end of the program (Mav 1976).

Statistical Analysis: A

{r

A McNemar Test of Significance of Cﬁéhge was used to assess changes

.in pre and post test scorés,

L4

Evaluation Objective 2:

To determine if the parents of the pupils partiqipating in at least
\.’" * * .
)

e ] . e , .
A A W7%"of the classroom sessions will show a significant increase in relevant

-

<

evaluation developed observational invéntory.
.Subjects: o

Twenty-five parents of the children who étteﬁded the Pre-K program,,
served as sﬁbjectsqur the secoﬁd objective. Five parents could not be
rated due to discharge of their children.

Methods and Procedures: v

"

Participating parents were,bpserve& and rated at the beginning
- @ ™

i
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hool. childrer as'measured by-dn~ 1
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(March 1976) and end of the program (May 1976).

Statistical Analysis:

-

A McNemar Test of Significance of Change will be used to assess clianges

in pre- and post test observational ratings.

Evaluation Objective 3: -

:To determine if parents participating in a workshop program will show
a significant increase in knowledges of child development as measured by a
test. . |
Subjects:

Approximately 100 pareﬁts participating in program sponsored workshops
were to serve as squécts for this objectivé. HaweQer, dﬁe to the restricted
time of evaluation only one workshop was evaluated. Nine parents attended
both tﬁe pre testing session and the subsequent workshop.

Methods and Procedures:

Participants were tested prior (April 30, 1976) and after the workshop
(May 7, 1976) on their knowledges of child\aeveiépméhﬁ.

Statistical Analysis:

McNemar's Test of Significance of Change will be used to assess changes in

knowledges between pre- and post, testing.

Evaluation Objective 4:

To evaluate the extent to which the program has evaluated and referred
children to agencies.
. Subjeéts:
All participants in the program. o T

Methodé'and Procedures:

In order to evaluate the referrral procedure a check was mads of the
]

\



number of children actually referred.

Analysis of Data:

A statement concerning the referral segment of the program will be made

in the final report.

Evaluation Objective 5:

To evaluate the extent to which the program, as actually carried out,
coincided with the program as descrilbed in the‘projeét proposal.
Subjects:

All participants in the program,

Methods and Procedures:

In order to evaluate the quality and extent to which the program had
been implemented, close monitoring of the program was carried out by
conducting site visits at the beginning and end of the project period;
by examining documents related to the program; and by maintaining continucus
contact with the project coordinator,

Analysis of Data:

A statement ccmncerning the extent of implementation of the program will
be made; and, where serious discrepancies exist between proposal and program,

provide a description of those'disc:epancies.
CHAPTER 3: FINDINGS

" To determine if as a result of participation in the program Pre-K
children who attend at least 507 of the sessiops show a statistically signi-
ficant increase in cognitive functioning as measured by the Boehm Test,

The McNemar Test of Significance‘of Changé was used to assess the first

objective, Fifteen children were tested pre and post on the Boehm Test.

The results of the pre-post test analysis resulted in a chi square of 3.2

6



@/£=1,p «10). Eleven of the fifteen children showed a gain in their
post test performance. The mean pre test percentile score was 46 while the
>post test mean percentile score was 56. Although the results are not
significant by the usual crite;ia of .05 the restricted time allowed for
the program to achieve its stated objective should be considered, 1In
addition, the above findings do indicate substantial growth in cognitive
functioning.
| To determine if the parents of the pupils participéting in at least
507% of the classroom sessions will show a significant increase in relevant
behavioral skills for working with pre-school children as measured by an
evaluation developed observational inventory.
The McNemar Test of Sigﬁificance of Change was used to assess the
second objective. Twenty-five parents were rated on a pre-post scale.
The results of the pre-post analysis resulted in a chi square of 3.2
@/f=1,p «10). Seventeen of the twenty-five parents rated showed
some gain skills in working with Pre-K children. Although the results
are not significant by the usual criteria of .05 the above findings do
indicate substantial changes in the parent's skills in working with Pre-K
.childfen. In addition, the réstricted time allowed for the program to
achieve the program objective was felt to be a significant factor in

determining the outcome of the results. N

To determine if parents participating in a workshop program will sﬁow
a significant increase in knowledges of child development as measured by a
test,

The McNemar Test of Significance of Change was used to assess the
third objective. Nine parents were tested pre and post on their knowledge

of child development after having participated in a program workshop. The



results of the pre-post test analysis resulted in a chi square 1
(d/f = i, Nonsignificant). Five of the nine parents showed higher post
to pre test score. The third program objective was not attained.

To evaluate the extent to which the program has evaluated and referred
children to agencies.

Analysis of the-referrals resulted in the following findings: __

1. Twenty children referred to Hunts Point Multi Service for a variety
of medical services.

2. Twenty children referred to Diagnostic Prescriptive Clinic for a

\
variety of services.

To evaluate the g*?ent to which the program, as actually carried out,
coincidéd with the program as descri’ed in the project proposal,

Based on site visits it was clear that this is a hiéhly organized and
efficient program. Given the late date of siarting it was quite remarkablé
the degree to which this program was implemented. A grest deal of credit
should be given to the program coordinator, The overall staff wac also
outstanding. ‘It was apparent from site oﬁservaticns that there was a great
deal of coordination among staffmembers.

ihgjprogram itseif séemed well designed and directed at relevant
educational; social and emotional goals., The children in the program were
clearly exposed to important experiences during their stay at the school.
Observation of pare#ts also indicated that they were deriving much from their
exposure to the program, Most parents seeméd genuinely involved in the
program. The physical plant is relatively new and provides facilities which
are quite adequate for the program materials used by the children were either

teacher made or purchased from established publishers. The materials appeared .

consistent with program objectives.



CHAPTER IV: SUMMARY OF MAJOR FINDINGS, CONCIUSIONS, AND RECOMMENDATIONS

-

.Major Findings:

Although the“first two program objectives were not supported at the .05
level of significance there was evidence of substantial growth in the
children's cognitive functioning and parent's skills in dealing with Pre-K
children. The third objective of increased knowledge of child development
after exposure to a workshop was nét supported. The program objectives
regarding referral to agencies was carried out as described in the program

proposal, The program was carried out as stated in the program proposal.

Recommendations:

"~ 1, The program should bé recycled, This recommendétién is based on the
growth evidenced by both children and parents when considered from the
limited tinc they actually spent in the program.

2. The program should be funded so that it could start in September. The- )
early weeké of the program could be used for evaluation and screering.

3. The workshop component should L2 reviewed to determine the most effective

means of presenting topics. Consultation with parents should provide

valuable insights.



Knowledge of Child Develcpmeat

Parent’s Nare . Child's Nome

Date Age

Cilrecle the age at vhich 70Z of the (hildren will be able to:

Age
1. ldentily major nazts of the body 3 & S
2., Becognize their owm aud other -childrens 3 4 5
wTiEten nanss
3, Raeall a series of eveate im logical erder 3 4 S5
given begirning. widdie aed end
4, Have a sigat vecabulery of 73-130 words 3 & 5
5, Add auwd take away 3 4 5
6. Ccunlt by txns, himdreds, and thousands 3 4 5
7. Pellow writtem dizvections 3 4 5
8, Clagzify likeaesses and differences by 3 4 5
cne Frogercy
9, Identify basiec gramctzic sbopes 3 & 5
10, Name money nietas - pexmyy, nlckel, dime, 3 4 5.
quarter, doilar .
11, Resd inde;cundently 3 4 5
12, leara basic facts of aidition and 3 & 5
tubtraction
13, Perforam acelvities that involve conecepts 3 4 5
such as up, dowm, on, widerT; hehind, in
front of
14, Ideotlfy initfal sownds and rhyming words 3 4 5
15, Use concexts of camacity, quantity, 3 4 5§

wwight, Cime
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Parent QObcervation Form

' Name of Parent . Class

Child Date

Parent Attecadanece Child Attendance

Emotiopel Auyaveness

1 2 3 4 5
Low Moderate High
Description of behaviors:
a. Sensitivity to vericus feelins gtales: Can Judge varicus vwords

b. TIntervenes when child's ewosticnal state “cu'vr~3 adele susport
¢, Makes frequent eye contact when zeleting., Metes use of vitysical ceakact,:

Indetendsece and Achievemert Training

1 2 3 &% 5

Low Moderate High
Descriptlon of behavioys:
8. Enccurages tae chiid Lo txy things on thelz cwn

b, Provldes empericncas which allew for empioration
¢, Aliows for apmropriate level of frusiraticn

Lenguage Stimmlation

1 2 3 & 5
Llow Moderate High

Descriotion of beh;vxors:

© 8. Encourages langiage usage by oskzng qLestton

b. Uses language spprcyriate to ciaild's level (not too easy or hard)
¢, Angwers questions iamedlately and spprepriately

Btlirgual Stimulation (when appropriate) “
1 2 3 & s
Low - Moderate High

Descrintion of behaviors:

a. Tncourage Inglish by’ Speahtnq i dngliuh

b. Encourages child to sgeak Nnglfish

c. When child is unable to express ideas in English provides spprepriate
translation T

11



Cognitive Stimulation

e 1 9 3 b 5
Low Moderate High

Description of bshaviors: : .
a. Selects eppropriate materials
b. Censtructs new materials

€. 'Poses questions or greseats materials which Tequire integrative thecught

£ -

Adequaey of Feedback

1 2 3 4 5
Low Moderate High

Descrigtion of behaviors:

a, Provides Ilwmediate feedback

b. Uses praise

¢. Points out reasonable thirgs to be ixproved




