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Chapter 1
THE PROGRAM

This program was designed to provide continuity of instruction in
reading and mathematics for eligible pregnant school age girls and, for
a po;tion of that population, bilingual English-Spanish instruction for
the same purpose.

Students were selected for participaticn in the corrective reading
and corrective mathematics programs on the basis of their being at least
two years retarded in reading and/or mathematics as rearyre¢ in grade
equivalents on the Metropolitan Achievement Test G%AT) or thé Cclifornia
Achievement Test (CAT). Students who received instruction within the
3ilingual Ccmponent were those ro whem English was a second language and
who kad served two or more years below gradé level in reading and/or
mathematics on the MAT ard below achievement levels comparable to two-year
retardation on the tests in Spanish.

The school population was composed of pregnant girls who were in
attendance during the regular school year at ome of the six facilitics
for pregnant girls in New vork City. Two of the facilities also housed a
Bilingual Component. Approximately 900 pregnant secondary school age
studeats participated during the school year,v750 in corrective reading
and mathematics and 150 in bilingual instruction. There were about 300
in grades seven, eight, and nine and 600 in grades ten, eleven, and twelve.
Five of the facilities were day schools; the sixth, which was new to the
program this year, consisted of six institutional sites located in the 3ronx,
Brooklyn, and Manhattan. The program was under the supervision of the
Office.of Special Education.

i s

Student activities in the area bf corrective reading were Gevored
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to developlng reading in the content areas. In addition, the progran

was designed to foster independence in the use of word-attack and com=-
prehension skills. Through diagnostic testing, using the Individual

Pupil Monitoring 3ystem (I?MS) in reading, student needs were assegsed;
sprecific treatment was reccrmended on the basis of IPMS results and from
pupil-teacher, teécher-teacher, and teacher-guidance counselor conferences.
Students engaged in such activities as working with reading exercises to
improve word-attack and ccmprehension skills and reading for enjoyment.
In scme facilities Project Think was central to the prescriptive phase
of the program, whereas in others EDL materials and equipment were
faatured; scme sites did not'Emphasize any one particular commercial
material. 1In all facilicies, teachec-male and/or collected materials
were used, especially in the institutional facility.

A similar diagnostic-vprescriptive approach was implemented in

mathematics using the IPMS in mathematics. Student activities wera

devoted to the development of basic skills, drills for the reinforcement

of concepts, exploration of mathematics laboratory materials, practice

in problem solving, and practice and reinforcement of skills in consurmer
nathematics. .where sossible, calculators, comptcmeters, and other business
xachinas were used in the program. -

To improve reading skills in English and Spanish and wmathematics
skills, students in the B3ilingual Component received instruction in read-
ing, mathematics, social studies, and clerical and office gkills in
Spanish and English.

fach participant attended a facility five days a week, fivé hours a
day, from 9 A.M. to 3 P.i¥. during the academic school year. A pregnant’
student remained at a particular facility through dalivery, scme raturn

to a regular school before the end of the school year. Thus, students

~
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participated in the program at a facilicy for varying periods of time. In

£ive schools (911li, 921X, S31K, 932:, and 941Q) students received weakly

a minimum of five instruccional periods in corrective reading and five
instructional periods in corrective matheﬁatics. In P-912M pupils recaived
approximatel& one period each week IoT corrective reading and one period
sach week for corrective mathematics. Time spent in bilingual instruction
varied according to pupil needs which were diagnosed by teachers on the
basis of the MAT and the Prueba de Lectura. )

Cne corrective reading teacher was assigned to each facility except
for P-911 and P=932K where two reading teachers were employed. One
~orractive mathematics t=2acher was assizned to eacnh ¢acility except for
?=-831X where two educaticnal assistants wers2 employ.d. Except for P=91211,
each teacher workad with an educaticnal assistant. In P=93IK three
educational assistants worked with the tax levy mathematics teacher to
inplement the program in corractive mathematics. Supportive services
consisted of a guidance counselor and social worker in each day facility.
P-012M had only the services of cne guidance counselor. One school
psychologist served all facilities. In P-9114 a parent programéssistant
was emplicyed in the corractive reading program to perform such duties as
assisting students with homewerk assignments in reading, visiting homes’
encouraging regula; attepdance aud participation in school activities, and
serving as a lilaison with parents, school, and commaity. A teacher and
paraprofessional were employed in each Bilingual coi,.. tent.

In each facility classes in corrective reading and corrective
mathematics were small: in most cases there were no more than ten students
in each class: in scme cases the teacher-pupil ratio was as low as 1:3. [ The

Bilingual Compoment had classes of similar size.



Chaﬁter 1T
EVALUATIVE PROCEZDURES
As stated in the svaluation design, the evaluation objectives were
given as:

1. "zZvalvation Objective #1: To determine if, as a result of
participation in the program, 70 percent of the pupils master.
instructional objectives in reading and mathematics which
prior to the program they did not master at the rate of one
objective for each subject per month of instruction (maximum
of six)." ‘

™~

"eyaluation Objactive #2: To determine, as 2 result of
participation in the program, the extent to which pupils
demonstrate mastery of instructional objectives.™

3. ‘'zvaluation Objective #3: To determine whether, as a result
of rarticipation in the program of Bilingual Instruction in
reading, the reading grade of the non-English speaking preg-
aant studeants in both English and Spanish will show a
statistically significant difference between the pretest
scores and the posttest scores." :

4. 'gvaluation Objective #%: To dorzrmine whether, as a result

of participaticn in the program of Bilingual Instruction in
mathematics, t he mathematics grade of the non-English speaking
pregnant students will show 2 statistically significant differ-
ence between the pretest scores and the posttest scores.'

5. "gvaluation Obtective #5: To determine the extent to which
the program, as actually carried out, coincided with the
program as described in the Project Proposal."

‘The extent to which the first two objectives were accomplished was
determined by analyzing results from the two diagnostic-prescriptive. tests,
IPMS in reading and matﬁema:ics. The MAT or CAT grade equivalent scores,
given at the time of entry to the school, were used to determine in which
of the leveis of the two tests a student should begin.

The testing programs for both reading and matheratics were similar
and somewhat complex, involving substantial clerical work on the part of
teachers. TFor example, teachers first used the student's MAT sceore tc

determine what level of the IPIS the student should receive. Tha student

ERIC :
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than was assigned a specific_level of the IPMS to determine the objecﬁives
tﬁat the student needed to work on for improvement in.reading or mathematics.
The tests wer:2 adrministered individually, in small groups, and, in some
instances, to wnole classes periodically throughcut the school year a;
pupils enterad a facility. Test items were scored and résults were re-=
cordad on an individual profile sheet, provided by the test publisher,
that indicated wnhich of the test publisher's objectives a student had
mastered and which she had failed to master. There were five or ten items
Ffor each instructional objective in IPMS, denending upon test level. A
student was considered to have demonstrated mastery of the objective if she
corractly answerad three of the five or eiznt of the ten items.

The teacher next recorded the results of this pretesting on class
evaluation records, a separate sheet for each IPMS lével; that contalned
the names of all the students in the class and the list of instructional
objacecives. The specific objectives in corrective reading and corrective
mathematics are in the Appendix. Teachers recorded an "N" on the class
evaluation record for a particular instructional objective Lf the student
did not show mastery aﬁd recorded an '"M' where the student did show mastery.

After completing part or all of the entry testing, students were
assigned work relating to the test rublisher's instructional objectives
for which they had not achieved mastery. Teachers and teaching aides worked
individuaily with the student until the teacher believed that the student
nad a firm grasp of the inaztructional objective. At that time, the teacher
of teaching aide adninistered the "masterv' or posttest, again individually
or in small groups. The mastery or posttests were parallel forms of the

pretaest. xf the student showed mastery cf the instructional objiectives on
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this.testing, the teacher entered an 'MM'' next to she "N" on the appropriate
evaluation record to indicate‘that the s:qdent had received instruvcticn and
mastered the ohjective. £ the student failed on the second testing, she
was3. assigned more work and testad a third time. This proces®was repeated
as often as nacessary. |
The main limitation of the tests used in t he evaluation was that

they were designed for elem;nfary school children and were being used with
junior and senior high school aged girls. For examrle, a student could be

in grade 10 and have a reading grade equivalant score of 8.0 yhich would

rn

qualify her for the corresctive reading pfogram; yet there would te no
appropriate level of IPMS for that student, as the IP¥S reading tests cover
only grades 1 through 6. This was a minor problem in IPMS math since those
tests cover grades 1l through 8.

Ar the end of May, class evaluation records were collectéd aﬁd sent
to the evaluator for data analysis. The analytic procedure consisted of
abtaining 2 number of distributions including: (a) the distribution of
students failing to achieve mastery prior to instruction and not receiving
sufficient instruction to acnieve mastery; (®) the distribution ol students
achieving mastery prior to instruction; (c) the distribution of student
mastery resulting from instruction; (¢) the distribution of the number of
objactives mastered after instruction; and (e) the distribution of the per-=
ceatage of students achieving various levels of mastery.

The MAT in reading and the Prucba de Lectura were administered for
Zvaluation Objective 3. Objective #4 was assessed with the AT in mathe-
matics. These tests were administered whenever girls entered the program.
Posttests were administered just pricr to delivery if possible, aiter

delivery if the student returned to the facility, or in llay. Pra- and post-



tast scor2s as well as months in the program were entered on class evalua~-

ticn records which wer2 sent to the evaluator at the end of May. Data

collacted it the 3ilingual Ccomponent were subjected to t tests for

corraelated mns.,

e _esults for the analysis of data for each of the evaluation
object ves are presented in the mext chapter.

The discrepancy aralysis specifizd in Objective #5 was accemplishad

t+ the evaluator through site wizits to each of the program schools. A

anecklise was developed from the Program Proposal that included all of the

_essential program compcnents. Curing the interviews conducted on site,

school personnel wers acked whethar the program ccmponents had arrived in

.

a timely fashion and whether the appropriatae cemponents werza funciioning

progerly. A cooy of tha ~necklist appears in the Appendix.

O
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Chapter III
TINDINGS

The first evaluation objective was to degermine if; as a result of
part{ci?aﬁi$n:ih the program, 70 percent of the pupils mastered at least
one instructional objective which prior to the program they had not
mastered at the rate of one objective per month of instrucféon (maximum of
six). The number of instructional objectives for whi;h studenté failed to
show mastery on the pretest and subsequently demonstrated mastery on the

posttest was detarminred for each student in reading and rathematics. The

distribution of the number of objectives mastered as a result of instruction

o

4 ralation to number of months in the program appears in Table 1 and

Table 2.
TADLE 1
DISTRIBUTICYN OF THE NUMIER OF TNSTRUCTIOMAL OBJECTIVES
MASTERED AFTER DINSTRUCTICN IH READING
Number of Moaths in Proagram
Total Less than 1 -3 4 -6 . 7 -9
No,Instruc= 1 month
ticnal )
Chjectives (3=£67) (3% =18) Q=280 (N=312) (11=35)
¥astared vio. A o, T Jlo. % Vo, A Mo. A
10 or more 5 0.7 - 1 0.% 4 1.3 -
9 22 3.3 - 3 1.1 7 2.2 1z 21.8
3 41 6.2 - 7 2.5 30 9.6 & 7.3
7 62 $.3 - 19 6.7 40 12.38 3 5.5
6 73 10.9 - 33 11.7 37 11.9 3 5.5
5 60 5.0 - 25 8.9 28 - 9.0 7 12.7
I 73 10.9 - 32 11.3 31 9.9 10 18.2
3 65 9.8 1 5.6 33 11.7 25 8.0 6 10.9
2 52 9.2 3 15.5 29 1.3 24 7.7 ) 10.9
1 74 1.1 1 5.6 41 4.5 30 9.5 2 3.6
0] 130 19.5 3 72.2 593 20.9 56 18.0 2 3.6



DISTRI3UTION OF THE NUMBER OF INSTRUCTIONAL OBJEZCTIVES
MASTERED AFT“R INSTRUCTION IN MATHEMATICS

Number of Months in Prooram

Mo.Instruc~ Tozal Less than 1 -3 - 4 -6 7-9
tional : 1 month .
Objectives (i=641) (N = 51) . (N=263) (3=280) (1= 42)
Mastered No. yA o. % No. % No. % No. %
10 or more 2 00.4 - - 2 00.7 -
9 3  09.5 - 1 00.4 2 0.7 -
3 1 00.2 - 1 G0.4 - -
7 . 6 00.9 - A ¢0.7 4 1.4 -
& 13 2.8 - 5 2.2 8 2.9 4 9.5
5 47 7.3 - 18 6.7 21 7.5 8 15.0
& 80 12.5 2 3.9 26 9.7 &2 15.0 10 23.9
3 124 19.3 & 7.8 50 13.6 62 22.2 S 19.0
2 144 22.5 4 7.3 61 22.8 75 27.1 3 7.1
1 121 13.8 7 13.7 81 22.8 43 17.1 5 12.0

0 5 14.8 34 56.3 42 15.7 15 5.5 4 9.5

The data in the tables show that the first evaluation objective was not
achieved in either r2ading or mathemailecs. Although more than 80% of the stu-
dants achleved mastery in at least one instructional objective that had not
'been mastered prior to instruction, the ratz of mastery was below that proposed.
The meaian aumber of months in the program was four, whereas the median number
of ovjzctives mastered in reading wés_four and in mathematics, two. About 50%
of the students in reading mastered four or mora instructionalvobjectives,
but onlv about 25% of the students in mathematics mastered four or more in-
structional objectives.

The first two tables also show the difference in the number of students

in reading and mathematics. Thirty=six more students were tested in reading

AN
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10
than in mathematics. Thié differance was due, according to counselors,
teachers, and teachers-in-charge, to needs of studants in meeting graduation
requirements. ldany had ccmpleted the mathematics requirement for gradvation
and needed other subjects.

The second evaluation objective was.co dé:ermine, as a result of parti-
civation in the program, the a#tent to which students demonstratad mastery
of the instruc:ional objectives. This was apprcached through four analyses.
First, the extent that students had mastered the instructional objectives
prior to the program was detarminad. Second, the number of instructional
sbjactives 2ach tndividual failed on the pretest was determined. Thes2
analyses wers followed by darermining the extent to which students rastered
aazy 0F the obiactives, and finally by determining the level of mastery for
each student.

Table 3 givas the distribution of student mastary of the instructional
objectives prior to lnstruction. The ”percﬁntage of mastery of instructicral
objectivas' column numbders were determired by finding the proportion of the
instruccional objectives on which a student showed mastery on the pratest.

rd
T a table indicates that almost 40% of students in reading demonstrated
mastary on the pretest for less than 25% of the objectives. In mathematics,

-

lass +han 207 of the students demcnstrated mastary on 257 or lass of th

]

objactives. These data indicate that more difficult levels of the criterion-

raferenced tests should ba administered, especially in mathennatics.
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TABLE 3

DISTRIBUTION OF PUPIL MASTERY OF INSTRUCTIOrAL OBJECTIVES
PRICR TO INSTRUCTICN

Reading Mathematics
Parcentage of Mastery (1 = 667) {1 = 641)
of Tnstructioral Obiectives MNo. of Pupils Pexrcent No. of Pupils P=reont
Cver 75% . ‘ G4 14.1 91 4.2
4

51 = 75 142 21.3 228 35.6

25 = 50 176 26.4 206 3z2.1

0 = 25 255 33.2 116 18.1

rabla &4 gives the distribution of the number of objectives faila2d on
=he nretast for which thz student was not posctaestad during.the progran.
Absanc2 and delivery of baby were the main r2asons reportad by geachers for
student failura to ta%e a posttest. In reading, about half of the students
era posttastad and, in mathematics, a majority of the students were post-
tastad -~ = i.a., they had indicated taking posttests, which 1is recorded as
zero obiactives not posttasted in Table &4,

TABLE &4

DISTRIBUIION OF PUPTIL NON-MASTEZRY CM PRE-TEST AMND 10
PCST-T=ST FOLLLCW-UP

Readiang “athematics
Number of Instructional G = €67) C1 = €415
Objectives Mot Posttasted do. of Pupnils Percent w0, of Pupils Parcent
3 and more 23 3.4 5 0.3
7 7 1.1 4 1 ‘0.6
6 22 b 8 1.2
5 30 4 5 16 2.5
4 35 5.2 13 2.3
3 52 7.3 33 5.9
2 63 9.5 59 7.0
1 77 11.5 77 B 2.0
0 320 £3.0 40 | 62.5
done taucht 37 5.6 25 é 3.0



Table 5 shows the distribution of the number of objectives failed on
the pretest for whicﬁ the student did not achieve mastery during the program.
The table shcws that a substantial nurber of the students in readiag and
matheratics had demonstrated ma;tery on each objective for which they were
ﬁested by the end of the program (61.6% and 74.8%, respectively) = - i.e.,
they had not indicated failure in any objectives at *he end of the year, which
is reccrded as zero opjectives failed in Table 5.

TABLE 5

DISTRIBUTION OF PUPIL MON-MASTERY ON PRE-TEST AND
¥OT SHOWING MASTERY ON POST-TEST FOLLOW-UP

, Reading Mathematics

Number of Instructional (i = 667) 1 = 641
Obiectives Failed o, of Zupils Pareent no. of Pupils Percent

Y and nore 1 0.2 -

7 2 0.3 -

5 8 1.3 -

3 13 2.0 6 0.9

4 23 3.4 15 2.3

3 A 6.6 10 1.6

2 L4 6.6 27 L2

1 33 12.4 79 '12.3

0 - 411 61.6 479 74.3

slone taught 37 5.6 25 3.9

Table 6 shows the ratio and percentage of students who mastered each
. - 13
{nstructional objective a3 a resulit of instruction in reading. ¥or emample,
tha table sheows that 455 students failed the pretest for objective 2203 and
311 of t=em or 63.3% later achieved mastery on the objectiva, A&monpy the other
712 students {n the program, elther they were not tested on objectiva 2202 or

they had demcnstrated mastery on the pretest and do not appear in the table,

[EoNN
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~mable 7, which can De interpreted exactly as Table 6, gives *he same results
with rmathematics objectives.

TABLE 6

DISTRIBUTION OF PUPIL MASTERY BY TNSTRUCTIONAL O3JECTIVE
AS A RESULT OF IISTRUCTION IN READIG

natio of #punils Achieving Marctery Percent of
Iastructional Objective $Puplls Attempting Mastery Mastery

Strucﬁural Anaiysis

2203 311/455 63.4

2204 295/408 72.3

2205 241/240 70.9
Jocabulary

2301 210/238 72..9

2304 193/238 53.8

2305 194/352 55.1
Compreiension

2402 129/255 50.6

2403 137/340 £0.3

2404 157/297 ce.2

2405 137/306 : A1.1

24C6 253/252 71.9

2403 136/322 L0046

P




TASLE 7

DISTRIBUTICH OF STUDE

STUDZINT MASTERY 3Y INSTRUCTIONAL ODJZCTIVE
AS A TESULT COF It

iSTRUCTION I MATHEMATICS

#gtudents Achiaving Mastery Percent of

Instrvetional Objective Ratio of #3rudents Attempting rfastery vasterv
Numbevrs and Cperations

1101 212/25¢ 82.8

1103 147/260 ) '56.5

1107 95/109 57.2

1103 ' 106/133 79.7

1109 o 1e7/202 72,5

1110 156 /261 ' 63.9

1113 212/276 ' 76.8

1118 82/151 54.3
‘feasurament

1304 13/43 30,2

1305 143/197 72.5

13ce 80/130 61.5
Problem 3o0lving

1901 127/299 45.3

In reading, cbjective achievement was consistently high in structural
analysis and vocakulary; approximately 70% of those failing an objective on
the pretest later shcwad mastery onm the posttests in tliese areas ewrczpt for
2305, word mcaning, wherz scmewhat more than 507, showed mastery after in-
structicn. Tha results for. reading ccmprohensicn were scrmewhat less success-
ful. Cn onlv cne of the six objectives did the attairment of student mastery
euxceed 707,. owever, cn cnly two cbjectives was the percentarne of students

ac+aining mastery under 507,

O
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\ost of the !mstructional objectives in mathematics werzs confined to

simpla operations =-- viz, addition, subtraction, multiplicaticn, arnd
division. Of the eight objectives chac werz tested in numbers and operations,
none atrtained less than 307 student mastery as a result of instruction; per-
formance ranwed frem over 307 to about 907, mastery. In the other areas
Cescéd, student mastery did no: fare quite as well as it did for mumbers and
operations. Student mastary as a result’ of instruction ranged betwaen

approximately 30% and 70% in measurement and just under 5C% in problem

solving. it should be emphasized that not every student was tested and
instructad on every instrasticnal objective. An at:améc was made to individ-
salize instructicn by assigning students work in only those areas that pretests
nad indicatad weaknesses.

Cna of tha best wavs of indicating the extesnt to which students dchieve
astery of ims:tructional cbjectives as a result of instruction in the Dprogram
{5 to examine the studants' percentage level of mastery. Percentage level
of mastery simply means the proportion of the objectives a student fails cn
tha pretest that she later demcnstrates mastery on the posttest. TFor example,
if a studant fatled 10 obiectives on the pretest and, as a result of in-
structicn, demonstratad mastery on seven of chosce objectives, her lawel of
:mastery weuld e 70%. Table 3 shows the distribution of the percentase level
nZ mastery of inscructional objectives that were taught in the program. The
table shows thrae substantial clustars for each area. There is a large

portien (153 in reading, 233 in rathematics) of students who mastercd avery

objective Ffor which they received instruction. There is a smaller cluster

re

o}

&}

tvdenss in each area who failed to master any cbjectives 92 {in r-ading
vy
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shird eluster is concentrated bhetween 417 and 207,

in zeading aad tarseen 317 ard A in mathematics. ledian percentace Lavols
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of mastery were in the 61% to 707 interval in reading and in the 715 to 3C%
1
interval in mathematics.

TABLE 8

DISTRIBUTION OF PERCINTAGE LEVEL OF MASTERY OF
INSTRUCTICNAL OBJECTIVES THAT WERE TAUGHT

Reading Mathematics
Percantage Level of ¢ = 667) (= 641)
Mastary™ No, of Students Perceat Yo. of Students Percent
91 -~ 100 158 . 23.7 230 43,7
81 ~ 90 40 5.0 11 1.7
7t - 30 75 i1.2 50 7.3
61 - 7C 70 10.3 L 6.3
51 -~ 80 L7 7.0 3L 5.3
&1 - 30 73 11.7 ) 63 2.3
31« 40 35 5.4 32 4.9
T
21 - 30 21 3.1 15 2.3
11 - 20 13 2.0 13 2.0
0 - 16 92 13.3 74 11.7
Nene taugat 37 5.6 25 3.9

*¥rarcentage ‘level of mastary = (+* objectives achieved)/(# objectives attempted).

The third evalvaticon objective was to determine whather, as a resuit of

participation in the program of Bilingual Instruction in reading, the reading
\ [

grade of théxncn-English speaking pregnant students in both English and
Spanish shcwed a statistically significant differenca between the pretest
scores and the posttest scores.

Analyses of obtalned data -7ers not undertaken for MIR forms since
axcessive absence ind dalivery of Zaby resulted in fever than 30 students per
time sman. The findings reported belcw are based on test sccres of all

O
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students, regardless of tiime spent in the program.
Several levels of the Prueba de Lactura were used for testing reading

in Spanish. Only for Level 4 were numbers adequate for statistical analysis

Ther° was a stati istically significant difference between pre- and posttest
scores in Spanish reading among students tested with Leval 4. However, this
difference consisted of less than one cuestion answered correctly.

In English reading, using the MAT, statistically significant differ~

ences were also obtained. Among junior high school girls, this was a
three-month diffarence in ;rade equivalents and among senior high school

3irls, apnrowimataly an eight-menth differencz in grade equivalents. Tz

L.2372

data are reported in Takle O

DIFFIRENCES 3BETWIEM PRE~ AND FOSTTEZSTING
RIADING IN SPANISH AND ENGLISH

T3 Lavel §acaondary Scirol Lavel
Prueha de Lectura, Lavel &4
d .37 51
Sy .23 a6
I 40 s
t 5. 157 L, 32
VIAT = Reading
d .34 .77
SDga N .70
E i7 20
£ 2.39% A RES
* o0 g 02
s on g 01
Q <
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The fourth evaluation objactive was to determine whether, as a resul:t
of participation in the program of 3tlingual Inst;uctiOn in mathematics,
the mathematics grade of the non-Engli is speaking pregnant students showed
a statistically significant diffsrence between the pretest scores and the
posttast scorzs. As was the case with the previous evaluation objective,
this one was also attained statistically. Girls at the junior high school
level increased their grade eguivalent oy five months, and girls at the
senfor high school level increased their gradé aquivalent by six months.
Sze Table 10,

T 3L 10

SITTTAESCES IETAEEN PRE- AND POSTTESTING
“AT=MATHEMATICS

J1S Lavel Seccndary School Level
d .51 L30
SDd_ .34 .55
Ny 34 55
r 5 429k 7,610

The €ifrh evaluation objective was to cdetermine the 2:itent to whieh
the srngram, as actually carried out, corrz porded with the program as
cascrided in the proposal for ¢he project. The results of this discr=pancy
analysis, accunulated from observations and interviews with principals,
teachers, sociai workers, and guidance counselors whila on=site indicated

that generally the program as carriad out coincided with th

1]
<)

Srogyan as
Zascwibed in the progosal., lost difficulties in maplerentation werne dnz to
shortases cf matezriils and turnover in staff. Mowever, program personnel

. 2 .

.+

era able to adapr themselwves and thelr prrctices £0 artain the proper



implementacion of the program. Ildreover, preplanned training was generally
adapted to meet the needs of new staff. The diagnostic-prescriptive approach
in reading and mathematics was delayed at the bezinning of the program due
/ ro the late arrival of the diagnostic testing materials, TS readi.nc; and

mathematics materials had not boen delivered toAsites in Saptember;
chereforc, diagnostic testing was not begun until Octecber, At scme sites
certain levels were not available throughcut the year.

The adéquacy of materials and supplies varied among the sites., At
some facilities, there was a lack of library booksg at others, instructional
materials, especially parts of the Think program, were inadecuzate. Althcugh

scmewhat dissatisfied with the materials that ars available, the 3ilingual

a

teachers reported they had 2ncugh for iastruction; they also used a great
many materials which they had designad themselves, Several scnhools reportad
a geed for more eéuipment, guch as tachistoscores for reading instruction,
cassettz playars, and calculators, and moneys for the repair of equipment.
it the institutional sitas, both instructienal materials and equipment were
inadaquate. P=-912} had been given only its share of the materials/equipment

Hudgat for this year without any extra funds to supply each of the six sites.
As a rasult, teachers Ead to cafry materials with them. Equipment was
n2nerally not available.

The unexpecred high cost of IPMS n2cessitated the sharing of tast
packages among sites. Some schools did not obtain the levels needed until
February or later and had to adapt the diagnostic proéedures. Mot all
schools had cross-reference booklets to simplify the prescriptive process.
liowever, by Febrvary, teachers were experienced in diagnostic-prescriptive
asprcaches and had organized their materials according to IPNS objectives.

The layoffs throughout the school system cansed chanzes in instructinnmal

. and "supportive stafi at every site. All th2 cuidance counselors in this
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program were new this year, the last assimmed in February. At cne school, the
guidance counselor assigned by Central absented nerself, thereby
tving up the position for the year. Cofrective reading and mathematics
teachars were also newly assigned, necessitating intensi ve retraxnxﬂg.
Vot all training was conducted through the coordina tor's office, but was
offered inderandently by weach scheol for its own staff.

_ During the sits visits, it was observed that corrective reading and-
mathematics instruction was mostly individually criznted. ;ach student

had hker own folde

41

to retain her work and achievement records. In most

af the reoading clas s.cbsarvad, students werz working on individeal assim-
<1il wits, teachur-mgde materials, or using cassette
racorvdars or filastrivns., Scue students wera r2ading books. In the matie-
~atias roca, studants were ocbsarved working iadividually in workiooks
cacher=-praeparad matarials, and with manipulative materials, 1In some centers,
all pupils-woriked individually en i¢enrical zssicnments at the same time
calculaters and other equipment were used minirally be zcause thera wera not

ent moneys in the budget to re pair broken machines or purchase new

th

[=4
Pu

u

[7]]

on2s. In both rooms, te2 h°r° and paraprofessionals generally worked with
ona AT two students at a time. Corrective reading and mathematics tezachers

d

[

seaszsed student neads and progress with other staff merbers, Jilingual
b

inscruztion tended to De wmestly greu oriented, follcwing the traditional
3 ’ ]

-

teachinz appreoach, rather than having an Lndivicual instructicn approach;

hewever, yroups wera small, ccas isting of fawer than ten students.

T-e social workers and guidance counselors werz a significant part
of the pregram. Thay facilitaced the academic and social adjustment of
the students, such that they could attend, functicn, and learn in the class~
~oca. Their wvork included confzrences with students and their parents.
Social werkers crzanized and a;rangcd reetings

, and helped students with

medical appointments and child care.’ Guidance counselors wozked primarily

oo
'



on program scheduling, study and work sc.edules. They orcanized educational
and vocationmal preograms to motivate the girls to continue their education.
They actad as liaiscns with the students’ school of orizin. They worked

closaly and cooperated with

Nas

ha social worker to orovide vital services fur
the girls’ perscnal and academic cdevelopment.

The quality of facilitiles varied frocm school to sciicol. P-92114 and
P-9217% ave excellent sites for the program., 7P-941Q3 is lccated very close
to an alavatad subway line. Saveral times each period classrooms are wracked
with the rumbling of a train passing by which hampers group inastruction.
ugwewer, the teachers nhava daveloped Eighly individualizad instructional

rograms In reading and mathematics which cempensate for th

s problam to

EB)
He

some eucent. P=332:% also has a noise problem frem 3 nearby train, but to a

[

|18

wuch lassar degpree. AL Zais site, most rocms are [oo srall, even for in-
striccion of cnly five oupils at a time. P-231X is a very small facility.

Tha corrective reading lab is in a corridor leading to two classrocms and
by = :

[ 1)
[}

the secial worker's offic

(]

. The institutional sites of P-2124 vary from
alaquate instructinonal space to cormers of rocms; the sitos lack adeqnate
storage facillities for corrective reading and mathematics materials and

Lhsence is a simificant problem in the rrojram. Many girls are absent

™
H
O
2]
[&1]
(8]

qoul Secavze of illnars, scheduled doctor's visits for check-ups, and

caving for .meir baby aftar 't s born. Provisions to ritigate the eifocts
of absance and to reduce absence have been undertaken, Hemework packets

are mailad to zirls with stamped, pre-addressed envelopes included far return,

(¢34

Sucial worcars have been succest ul in arransing medical appointments for
~i-1s 50 rhat they may attand part of the school dav., Ther have also had

scma success in arransing coverase Sor babiles so that girls may attend schonl

[W]
rnm
r
()
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[e%
1
—
[2ad
W0
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e
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scma facilitias, ~irles arn allowed te bring their bady to
LIS ] bl .
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school; in cases where lufants were with their mothers 1in class, there was

no disruption of activitiss. Troviding day-care facilities and attandants cculd

~

e

certainlv increazse scudent aivtendance aftar dalivery

r
.

w
re

[aad

emificant rzduction

(&

V]
(2 1)

pra-delivery absence camnot be effected since much absence is Jduz co

nospitalization and treatment requiring bed rest. an individualized, self-

cerrecting instructional prcgram raquiring teacher input only periodiecally
would give girls the opportunity to continue their education during presnancy,
even when they cannct attend school regularly.

e corrective reading and mathematics programs at P-912y were Dlanned

~

as weekly sessicns. iHowever, having six sites pravenced teachers Irom

2rving at each shalzer onz day per weex. The program was chanped to two
days aporsximataly avary two weeks to provide intensive dia;mosis and

-

asrruction followed by practice for reinforcement. The Zirst day was

(4

i

anarally devsted to tastiag and instruction; during the second day the

taaecher continued iastruction ¢cn the same objective, answe!ing questions
ard checking to se2e that .r: zevznt understood the work, 7Two weels later
testing for mascerv occurred, followed by Further instruction, if necessary.

i3 procedure was thought to permit gqreatar continuity than the origin 1.

Afrer two months of ewperimentation, teachers found that pupil tarnover

w;as nreater than 507 during a two week interval and that remaining punils

"
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o
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e
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ntacion to the remedlation program. The criginal
nlan was therefore ra2-intrcducad; corrective reading and mathenatics
toachers went to a different shelter each day, weturning to the same sita
avery seventh schopl day.

The corrective reading, corractive mathematics, and bilingual pro-

3
3ramsg were desiyned for presnant zirls who had no handicaps. Heuever,

scme of the dav centers had pragnant pirls enrolled | the program who were

Ty
onysically handicapred, emozicnally disturhed, or mentally ratarded ost

3¢ t90 ~¢15 in on2 school ware originally rafarrad frem clasnes for socially




O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

o

maladjusted; scme were found to e mentally rotarded as well,

s
Q

Tunds wer2 not budreted for trip

W

Racommendations Sram tha last pricr study wera: (1) improvement of

th2 physical plant at P=41Q; (2) ewpansion nf the equipmenz budget;
(3) change of tast for the 3ilingzual Cemponent; (4) an additional bilingual
ceachar; (3) auransion of madical facilities; () provision of dav=-care
facilities.-

deavy curtains and extension of the existing air circulation system
were to have been installed at P-941Q. Lack of funds prevented this work
x5 well as the purchase of ewtra equipment and the addicion af tha bilinqual

(S

tose raco-mendations rzlacing to medical and daveare facilities

rvw

act

ped

could nct be ifmplomantad throusn Tiecle T funds. iicwever, most icies

wad a nurss avaiilable at least on a part-time hasis: at P-33IX a aurse was

ek L

amoloyed fullrime through Projact Teen=ald. At some Facilitias, students

12 2ilingual Ccmpornent sheowed

tat thua Prueba de Lectura was the best arailable Instrument. -The AT in

-

‘ . : : ;
s=pant; however, SE) vegulatisns do nct rermit usinz availahla iy

Granish as eriterion-—2farancad tasts
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Chaprar IV
ST OF TS0 TIDIIGS, COUCLUSICNS, aALD JECCMIENOATIONS
R39ed 2n an anaiysis of test results and 3ite wisits, it was determined
gram provided a vital sarvice to pregnant scnool age gzirls who ;

were tuo or mcre yecars retardad in reading and/or mathematics and %o those

in the Billngral Compenent., More than 8C% of the stuvdents in re2ading and

»

mathematics achievea masterv in at least one instructional objective, Iigures
that wera belew the program gecal of 705, 2chieving mastery in one instructional
chjective per month of imstruction. .any students had mascevad a significant
nunbar of objectivés pricr to iastruction, and scme reachers acministered
ralatively faw chjeative tzscs to their students. IZucessive absenc2 and
delifa-; of hasby wace additicnal axplanations given Dy teachers. Reading
iastruction was most effective in structural analysis and vocabulary, and

scmewnat less effective in reading

\‘Y
H'

comprehension, In mathematics, ob]2
achiavement was most prominent in numbers and oparaticns. At =he nrogram's

conclusicn, more than 607 of the students in = and more rthan 70% oF

(473
v
n
r

o2
e

tva stulents in mathematics nad achileved mastery on 21l objectives for which
tn%y nad oravicusly Zailad. 1In the Tilingual cempornent, statistically
sisniiicant inereaszs in reading arnd mathzmarcics wers obtained.

A discrepancy analysis indicated that there could have been serious
problems associated with staffing and lack of sufficient matecials and aquio-

ment as wall as lato arrival of diaznestic materials. “he effectlveness of

staff waz responsible £or preogram successes daspite adverse conditions.
Iz iz strongly rzcomrended thar the program bde ccnt inued.
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Reccmmendations

. A larger facility should be obtainad b} f ?=031K, rocms should 2e
enlarged at ?=932%, and oraviously sujpested lmprovements snould be im-
nlemencted at P-941Q. The institu fcral facilities shculd be furnishad
with storaze cabinets and booxkecases.
2. Since IS costs exceed $500, mora than $100 should be budreted
per site for test materials,

3, Funds should de included in thelbudget for addizional reading

and mathemarics matarials, particularly for P-912M. Zach shelter should

be orovided with library books and a basice veadine progzram to implement
! o 5
praseriptions,

4, The equipment budia2t should be arpanded so as to include funds

[a]
9]
141
[

ddiricnal tacaistc :ovmes, cassette play rs; calculators, and moneys
fe the ranair of broken equitment. Each shelter should have at least
cne caszect2 plaver and caleculator,
5. S=acial provisicn should e made for handicapped n7irls.

-

5. lore aporopriate evaluation {nstmments swould be selected and/or
develosed for the Bilingual Component. If Prueba ' Lectura is used again,
lavals other than Leval &4 shoulﬁ e selectz.

7. For P=-512¥ and pregnant ~1rls who are absent for periods of one
week or more, self-correcting instructional materials should be acquired
in order to provide continuity in instruection. A paraprofessional should
be assizned the responsibility of distributing and collecting materiais,
féllcw-up, and wastary tasting.

3. To prov de remediation in reading snd mathematics to girls in

p-912:{, two teachers should be emnloved in corra2ctive reading and correcti

-

mathematies, respectively, If it is not possible to increase personnel, a

sehednla should te adopted so that thras sites receive the services of the

g

<4
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corrective reaiing taacher {or one semaster, while the other three
raceive the servica of the corractive mathematics tzacher. At tho end
0f the fall szmestar, rhe tcachers should change sices. In this «~ayv an
intansive remedial program may be undertavaen that will provide Zor greater
contiauity in the education of giris in the shelters. In addition, feuwer
materials would be requirad.

9, Training sessicns for professional ané¢ paraprofessional staf:s
should be cnuyoing, with sessions scheduled in the fall and sering of the
school yzar, iathods for salecting appropriate levels of IPMS in reading

and mathamatics sheuld be a topic in an early workshop. Teachers in P=912M

1]

shculd 52 provided with ragular opportunities for professicnal intarchanqe
hich cannot be done within the emiscing schedule,
. Health and suidance macerials, with emphasis on child cave,

wsad to be integrated more thorcughly into the programs. Alkhoupn scme

agtompt sheuld b2 made Lo expand this activity more thoroughly.
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13, Crlterion Keferenced Test CRY) Results,

T the table below, enter the requested information about criterion referenced test results
used to evaluate the effectiveness of programs in reading and nathematlcs; particularly for thoce
of less than 60 hours duratton, Use the Tustructional Mastery codes appended to this form

for those skills which the program attempted to Improve, Please provide data for cach test
used and cach level tested, Use additional sheets {f necessary.

Pretest Postlesl
Instruce No, of Pupils No. of | No. of
Component tional Pupils | Puplls
Code Mastery Publisher | level | Passing | Failing | from from
‘Code Col. (2) |Col. (2)
| (1) (2) Passing | Faillng
slaotsly b |ofnlai210]3 |oghton-HLfflIn 2 b ] } -
_ 2121014 " " 3 ] 2 )
21214045 | " " 5 4 2 2
eyt " - b 1 ]
RN " - 4 7 2
23015 | " " 1 } 1 ?
vleq0(2 | " " 1 3 " 1
2140003 | " " - 4 . A
2161006 | " " . A ) 9
2 14(0fs | " " 2 2 2 -
2140016 | " " - A !, | -




13, Criterion Referenced Test GRT) Results,

In the table below, enter the requested information about criterion referenced test vesults
used to evaluate the effectivencss of programs in reading and mathematics; particularly for Lhose
of loss than 60 hours duratlon, Use the Instructional Mastery codes appended to this form

for those skills which the program attempted to fwprove. Please provide data for each test
used and cach level tested, Use additional sheets If necessary.

Pretest Posttest
Tnstruc- No. of Pupils | No. of | Mo, of
Component tional Pupily | Puplls
Code Hastery Publisher | Level | Passing | Palling | from from
Code Col, (2) {Col. (2)
. (1) (2) - | Passing | Yailing
61018 {1 15 0] 02408 [toughtonttlEflin 2 - 4 9 9
212103 " 3 13 22 11 11
22| 0f 4 " " 1 2 10 1y
21210f5 " " 1 28 12 16
213011 " " 5 15 2 13
.
2.43.1 0] & " " 5 16 1 9
213105 " " l 12 4 8
2 141012 " " 9 3 1 2
2 141013 I " I 8 “ 8
21604 " " b 9 8 1
2 {} 0 5 n 1" 8 ’v 2 5




13, Criterfon Referenced Test CRT) Results,

[n the table below, enter the requested information about criterfon referenced test results
used to evaluate the effectiveness of programs in reading and mathematles; particularly for those
of less than 60 houvs duratfon., Use the Instructional Mastery codes uppended to this form

for those skills which the program attenpted to improve, Please provide data lor cach test
used and each level tested. Use addicional sheets 1f necessary.

Pretest Posttest
Tnstruce No. of Pupils No, of | No. of
Component tional ) Pupils | Pupils
Code Nastery Publisher | Level | Passing | Failing { from {rom
Code Col. (2) [Col. (2)
. (1) (2) Pagsing | Failing
~ .
6101811 |5 002 {4106 | - ] 8 11 1 b
2140008 | " " 3 10 4 b
212403 " b 10 51 27 24
2|04 " " 16 45 2 18
2121005 | " ! 19 42 29 13
2031041 " " 21 35 18 17
2013004 | " " 16 3 22 15
213015 | " " 14 41 15 26
2161012 | " " 0 kK] 1o 1
214f0(3 1 " " 10 40 11 29
214104 | " " 15 37 17 20




13, Criterion Referenced Test CRT Results,

In Lhe table below, enter the requested information about criterion referenced test resulls
used to evaluate the effect [veness of programs in reading and mathematles; particularly for those
of less than 60 lours duration. Use the Tustrictional *astery codes appended to thig form

for those skills ubich the pregram attempted o dmprove, Please provide data for vach test
used and cach level tested. Use additfonal sheats ff necuisary.

Pretest Posttest
Tnstruce No, of Pupils No. of | No, of
Component tional Pupils | Puplls
Code Hastery Publigher | Level | Passing | Falling | from from
Code Col. (2) {Col. (2)
(1) (2) Passing | Failing
6lof8 |t (500012 @B (05 ] Hi 4 11 39 21 18
204 106 " ! 8 b, 2 17
2610138 . " 9 b3 10 N
212103 . 5 14 48 27 21
29210 | 4 " " 22 4] 33 3
e 2120015 " " 2 38 2 11
2pfoge) " " 28 1 n 9
e AR e 27 3 21 10
B phjods) i 20 3% 21 1
ol lalajagal o " 5 2 13 16
o3l " 15 39 13 26

3

LaN



13, Criterion Referenced Test CRT)Results,

In the table below -nter the requested information about criterfon referenced test results
used to evaluate the ef. :tiveness of pregrans in reading and mathematics; particularly for those
of less than 60 hours duration. Use the Instructional Mastery codes appended to this form

for those skills which the program attempted to improve, Please provide data for cach test
used and cach level tested. Use additioral sheets If necessary.

Pretest Posttest
Instruc- No, of Pupils No. of | No. of
Component tional Pupils | Pupils
Code Mastery Publisher | level | Passing { Pailing | from from
Code col, (1) {Col, (2)
(1) (2) Passing | Faillng
|
61018 | 1151 0]0 2{4]0}4 11+ 5 20 38 1/ 1
214105 " " 13 40 24 16
214|016 " " 23 37 i b
204{ 018} " R | n 28
22/ 0/ " b 1 35 2 13
2)2) 01 & " ! 16 25 17 ;
2021 0] 5 " " 29 14 13 1
2031 0] 1 " " 5 |15 1l }
20 3] 0} 4 " ! 23 13 9 4
— R 2031015 " " 21 20 12 B
2 [+ U 2 1] n 5 12 3 9




13, Criterion Referenced Test CRT)Results,

In the table below, enter the requested information about criterion referenced test results

used to evaluate the Llchtlvcnc“s of programs in reading and mathema
Use the Instructional Mastery codes appended ﬂ'this form
Please provide data for each test

of less tiau 60 hours duration,
for those skills which the program attempted to jmprove.

nged and each tevel tested., Use additional shects if necessary.

tlcs; part] cularly for those

A

Pretest Posttesl .«
Tnstiuce No. of Pupils No. of | No. of
Component tional ' Pupils | Pupils
" Code Hastery publisher | Lovel | Passing | vailing | from | from
Code . Col, (2) [Col, (2)
"' (1) (2) Passing | Failing
6] 0{8(1 15 24 1£L 3 i b 17 20 9 11
2141014 " ) 25 16 ] 9
2141015 " " 15 24 15 9
. 2{410]6 " ! 16 25 13 12
2141018 B § 23 16 8 8
6l 09116 2(2]0]3 " 2 B ) ] 2
{2104 ! ) 1 1 - ]
2121005 . " § 3 2 1
2131011 1 " - 1 - 1
2131014 " " - | 1 .
203105 " . 1 . . .



13, Criterion Keferenced Test CRV Results,

Tu the table below, enter the vequested information about criterion referenced test results
used to evaluate the effectiveness of programs in reading and machenatics; particularly for those
of less than 60 hours duration. Use the Instructfonal Mastery codes appended to this form

for those skills which the program attenpted to improve, Please provide data for cach test
used and cach level tested, Use additional sheets 1f necessary.

Pretest Josttest
, Instruc- Mo, of Puplls No, of | No, of
Component tional ' Pupils | Pupl's
Code Mastery Publisher | Level | Passing | Faillng | Erow from
Code Col. (2) |Col, (2)
(1) (2) Passing | Falling
610 8 {1 A 00 2{4[012 | 2 1 - “ .
2141003 i i 1 - . .
>
20141014 " " 1 - . . 1
2141015 " " 1 - -
2041006 " " 1 - - .
21141 0] 8 1 " - 1 1 .
212{0]3 M 3 16 22 15 1
212101 & " " 27 1 b 1
212105 " . 22 15 8 1
213101 " " 1 ! 6 1
2030/ 4] " " 9 7 5 2




13.

Criterion Referenced Test UR1) Results,

fln the table below, enter the vequested fnformation about criterion referenced test results
used to evaluate the effectivencss of programs In reading and mathematics; particularly for those
of loss than 60 hours duration. Use the Instructional Hastery codes appended to this form
for those skills which the program attempted to improve. Please provide data for each test
used and cach level tested. Use additional sheets 1f necessary.

Pretest Posttest
Instruc- - No. of Pupils No, of | No. of
Component tional Pupils | Duplls
Code Mastery publisher | Level | Dassing | Palling | Erom from
Code gol, (2) |Col. (2)
_ (1) (2) Passingt, Failing
W 2
6lols|tlejofolalafojs| u 3 5 10 5 TS
2141 0] 2 " " 3 9 2 ]
21461013 " " 2 2 - 2
2141 0] 4 ! " 5 8 6 2
216 10]5 " " § b 1 ]
i 26 o8] ! ; 0 |3 ]
214108 " " 2 11 3 8
212101 3 . 4 39 49 28 i
224 0f 4 " . 28 58 38 20
N 2 |2 0 5 ! " 29 59 36 21
) syl 1] R TR, j




13. Criterion Referenced Test CRT)Results,

In the table helow, enter the requested information about criterfon referenced test results
used to evaluate the effectiveness of programs in reading and mathematics; particularly for those
of less than 60 hours duratlon. Use the Instructional Mastery codes appended to this form

for these skills wbich the program attempted to mprove. Please provide data for each test
used and each level tested, Use additional sheets if necessary.

Pretest Posttest
h\:truc. NOo OI PllpilS NO. Of N(-) 0f
Component tional Pupils | Puplls
Code » Mastery Publisher | Level | Passing | PFalling | from from
Code Col. (2) {Col. (2)
(1) (2) Passing | Pailing
610 (81 (6j0[0]2(3]0)4 1+ b 30 B0 16
2031015 M " 28 57 21 36
2{4(0]2 " " 9 36 26 10
2041073 " " 16 45 10 35
2141014 " " 26 1) 27 16
2{4[0]5 " " 19 h2 27 15
2 1410]6 " ! 2 51 23 28
20410(8 " " 14 51 3 38
212(013 X 5 34 89 10 19
. » 2121004 A " 47 15 68 1
202 0]5 " " 53 b0 52 14




13. Criterion Referenced Test CRT) Results,

In the table below, enter the requested information about criterion referenced test results .
used to evaluate the effectiveness of prograns in reading and mathematics; particularly for those
of less than 60 hours duration. Use the Tnstructional Mastery codes appended to this form
for those skills which the program attempted to improve. Please provide data for each test
used and each level tested, Use additlonal sheets if necessary.

Pretest Posttest
Instruc- No. of Pupils No. of | No, of
Component tional Pupils | Pupils
Code Mastery Publisher | level | Passing | Failing | frow from
Code col, (2) |Col, (2)
1) .| (2 Passing | Failing
slols | 1leloolafslojt] we s | s | s |ow |7 |
2{3] 0] ¢4 " " 59 53 B 1
21310]5 " " 41 67 b2 25
214101 2 " " 17 58 | 20 i)
2141013 " " 19 81 40 41
1 AL " 45 65 % |
A2 16| 05 " L B 67 42 25
2041 0] 6 " " 7 13 b1 12
g l6fo 8] R
2ol o3l o s w2
p o lal ; o | owe e |30




13. Criterion Referenced Test CR1) Results,

Tn the table below, enter the requested information about criterion referenced test results
used to evaluate the effectiveness of proprams in reading and mathematies; particularly for those
of less than 60 hours duration, Use the Instructional Mastery codes appended to this form

for those skills which the program attempted to improve, [lease provide data for each test
used and cach level tested, Use additlonal sheets if necessary.

Pretest Posttest
Instruc- No. of Pupils No. of | Mo, of
Component tional Pupils | Pupils
Code Mastery Publisher | Level | Pasoing | Failing | from from
Code - |col. (2) |Col. (2)
(1) (2) Pagsing | Failing
61018116 22| 0] § N 6 115 1 58 13
213l 01 " " 8 B7 ! 16
2131 0f 4 " " 57 8 61 2
203105 " " )l 104 7 31
plafola| " " wo| oo | |
ARKE d " ol | o | s 4
2 14| 0] 4 " i n |7 47 3)
24195 iy " 8L Bl 53 28
21610 6 f " 7 97 8 13
2 (4] 0of 8 m " 8 7 S
, )

<

Yo -~



13, Criterion Referenced Test ER1Results,

Tn the table betow, enter the requested information about criterlon referenced test resulls

used to evaluate the effectiv
of less than 60 hours durati

55 of programs in reading and mathematlcs; particularly for those
Use the Instructional Migtery codes appended to this forw

Cor those skills wbich - program attempted to improve, Please provide data for each test

uged and each level tested,

addltfonal sheets 1f necessary.

Pretest PostLest
Instruc- No, of Pupils No. of | No, of
Compouent tional Papils | Pupils
Code " Mastery Publisher | Level | Passing | Failing | From from
(1) (2) Passing | Failing -
6lofol1]s 1 1] 0] 1 |seaspton-MLEELIn 2 3 - |
1{ 1] 0} 3 " " - 2 2 -
1107 " " 1 2 2 -
111} 08 " " 2 1 . 1
11019 " " - 2 . 9
-‘L“‘l 1 0 " I - 2 1 1
. 11113 " 1 3 . . W
_ sl " v - 2 1 |1
1} 3} 0] & o " 2 - - -
1 ] 0 5 " " 1 1 - 1
1] 3] 0] 6 " " 2 1 1 .




13.

Criterion Referencad Test CRT)Results,

In the table below, enter the requested {nformation about criterfon referenced test results

used to evaluate the effectiveness of programs in reading and mat
of less than 60 hours duration, Use the Instructional Mastery co

hematics; particularly for those
des appended to this form

for those skills which the program attempted to improve. [lease provide data for each test
used and cach level tested. Use addirfonal sheets if necessary.

Pretest Posttest
Instruce No, of Pupils No, of | No. of
Component tional Puplls | Pupils
Code . Mastery publisher | Level | Passing | Falling | from frpm
Code Col, (2) |Col, (2)
.- ) | (@) Passing | Failing
i .
6l olol1]s]oiol 1[9]0]1 joughton-ifiiih 2 1 2 . deo
/ .
111]0]1 " 3 12 13 n 2 )
1{110}3 L L 5 20 9 '’
1110f7 " ) Al b 4 -
1{1,0]8 " " 13 12 40 7
1 1 0 9 {} " 7 18 1[" - 4
' 1110 ! " 2 23 12 . |1
1{1]1}3 ' " 11 14 12 2
1| 1] 1} 8 " " 3 12 2 10
113]0]4 " " 7 8 1 7
1slofs| " l 8 1 1 5

[ A
v



13, Criterion Referenced Test CRT)Results,

In the table below, enter the requested information about criterion referenced test results
used to rvaluate the effectiveness of programs in reading and mathematics; particularly for those

of less than 60 tours duration. Use the Instructional Maslery codes appended to this form

for those skills which the program attempted to improve. Please provide data for each test
used and each level tested. Use additional sheets if necessary. |

Posttest

| Pretest
Instruce . No, of Pupils No. of | No, of
Component tional Pupils | Puplls
Code Mastery publisher | Level | Passing | Failing | frow from
Code ' col, (2) (Col, (2)
(1) (2) Pagsing. | Failing
. 6101911 {510(0[1{3{0]6 Houghton-Mifflip 3 2 2 9 14
19401 " " } 22 11 11
1{1inryt " 4 50 57 18 14
1SRN EAR " " 5 b? 17 0
tiolr | v |1 R 5
1i{1(n}8 " " 67 79 2 ]
1{1]0(9 " " 39 27 13 14
1110 " " 22 A 2 20
111113 " " %6 50 36 14
1{1)1}8 " " b i 17 14
1]3(0]4 " " 3 16 3 13

by



e S
| ~ 4

13, Criterion Referenced Test CR)desulis,

Tn the table below, enter the requested information about criterion referenced test resulty
used to evaluate the effectiveness of programs in reading and mathematics; particularly for those
of less than 60 hours duration. Use the Instructional Mastery codes appended to this form

for those skills which the program attempted to improve, Please provide data for each test
used and each level tested. Use additional sheets {f necessary.

\
Pretest Posttest
Instruce No, Of Pllpﬂs No. OE No. 0[
Conponent tional Pupils | Dupils
Code Mastery publisher | Level | Passing | Failing | Ifrom from -
Code Col. (2) {Col. (2)
(1) (2) Pagsing | Failing
61 0l9l1(5]0]o 1]3[0]5 [nouhton-ifflili & 41 7 5 | 12
ql3lofs| w20 0 | 10 10
119] 01 " " 18 49 15 3%
110l " 5 33 17 14 3
1/ 1] 0|3 " ) 1 39 22 17
1107 b " 55 11 8 3
11 1] 08 " " 54 i1 10 1
1109y " " 36 13 1 2
11t ] 0 " b 29 19 14 i
11l " " 15 32 20 12
BERERR RN " 1 uoolg 1

e



13. Criterion Referenced Test CRT)Results,

Tn the tuble below, enter the requested fnformatlon about criterion referenced test results
used to evaluate the effectivencss of programs in reading and mathematics; particularly for thos:
of less than t0 hours duration. Use the Instructional Mastery codes appended to this form

for those skills which the program attempted to improve, Please provide data for each test
uged and cach level tested. Use additional sheets Lf necessary.

\

RTINS

Protest Posttest

Instrus- 1o, U:ﬂﬁi’;lpils No, of No, of
fomponent - tiomal Pupils | Lupils
Cade | Mastery publisher | level | Passing | lalling | from from

Code Col. (2) {Cols (2)

(1) (2) Passing | Failing

61019 (1510 ‘ G U3 014 houghton-Miffll 3 1 14 2 12 .

Ly s | " | B |4
1ol | " " 14 16 12 4
1194041 | " " 1 31 15 | 16
Hrjoqr | b 7 5 4 1
Lt " 2 b 2 2
Lirpoq7 " ! 11 1 - 1
1pnfogs | " " 10 2 1 1
1{rjofs " " 8 1 1 -
' Lirfrgo | " " § - - -
Ly ! 1 5 4 1

[ampiond
Lo —

—
€




13, Criterion Referenced Test CRT)Results,

T the table below, enter the requested {aformation about criterion referenced test results
used to evaluate the effectiveness of programs in reading and mathematics; particularly for these
of loss than 60 hours duration. Use the Tnstructional Mastery codes appended to this form

for those skills which the program attempted to Improve. Please provide data for each test
used and each level tested. Use additional sheets 1E necessary.

Pritest Posttest
Tnstrucs No. 0[ Pllpils No. OE NO, of
Component tional Pupils ' | Puplils
Code Mastery Publisher | Level | lassing | Failing [ from from
Code Col. (2) |Col. (2)
(1) (2) Passing | Failing
6lolo |1l 001 (1|1 {8 [Houphton-Hifflix 6 1 5 A 1
1hlofa] " ; ) ! !
1305 " " 5 1 1 -
1plote) " " 5 1 1 ..

_ 1940 1" . ) 7 4 3
1rioj 1" 7 2 1 1 -
tifo |3l " v : : :
1irpo 7" " 3 . . -
1o 8 " " 3 - - -

_ 1{rjol o " " 2 1 1 -
Tirjrrot " " 2 1 1 -




19. Criterion Refersaced Test CRT)Results,

In the tal e below, enter the vequested information about criterion referenced test results
used to evaluate the effectiveness of progeams in reading and mathematics; particularly for those
of less than 60 hours duration. Use the Tnstructional Mastery codes appended to this form

for those skills which the program attempted to improve, Please provide data for cach test
used and cach level tested. Use additiomal sheers if necessary.

Pretest Posttest
],nscruc.; Mo, of Pupils No. of | No, of
Couponent tional Pupils | Pupils
Code Mastery publisher | Level | Passing | Pailing | from from
e ) (2) Passing | Pailing
61019 (1 {5:0(071|1|1|3 [oughron-ifflin 7 - 1 1 -
pjryrge " " - 1 1 -
1131094 | " n 1 - . .
1{3j045 | " " 1 . . .
1{3({0fe | " " 1 . . .
p{9qoqL " " 1 ? 9 -
slofoft [sjodojLfrjofl | " 2 3 3 3 -
AN L]0]3 " L 1 4 ] 1
\ .
1 \1 017 " " 2 4 4 .
1y1(o|8 " " 2 b 2 2
(o9 | " " . 5 4 1




13.

Criterion Referenced Test CRT)Results,

-

Tn the table below, enter the requested information about criterion referenced test results
used to evaluate the effectiveness of programs in reading and mathematics; particularly for those
of less than 60 hours duration. Use the Instructional Mastery codes appended to this forw

for those skills which the program attempted to improve. Please provide data for each test
used and each level tested, Use additional sheets 1f necessary.

Pretest Posttest
Instruc- . No, of Pllpils No, of No, of
Component tional Pupils | Pupils
Code Mastery Publisher | Level | Passing | Falling | from from
(1) (2) Passing | Failing
elolot1l60(0]1 (1 {110 |Houghtonifflin 2 - 5 3 2
IR " - b b -
Lirqr)ef " " 1 4 1 j
1 3 0 4 Rl f 5 - - -
131013 " " 3 1 2 .
L3foyel " " 4 2 2 .
INERLRNE Y - v - b 2 4
— |
p{relrp " 3 1 4 3 1
|
Ljrjofs] " " 1 10 4 b
1Litjoj 7| " " 10 1 1 -
1{tjof 8y " " '8 ] 3 -




13. Criterion Referenced Test CR1)Results. ¢J¢=#’y’¢#
//‘
In the table below, enter the requested information about criterion referenced test results
used to evaluate the effectiveness of programs in reading and mathematics; particularly for those
of less than 60 hours daration. Use the Instructional Mastery codes appended to this form
for those skills which the program attempted to improve, [Ilease provide data for each test
used and cach level tested. Use additional sheets 1f necessary. |
Pretuest Posttest
Tnstruc- Mo, of Pupils No. of "| No, of
Component: tional Pupils | Pupils
Code Mastery | Publisher | Level Pagsing | Failing | from from
Code | Col, (2) {Col. (2)
) (1) (2) Passing | Failing
6{ 019 1}6 1111019 floughton-Hiffliy 3 6 6 2 4
; o | w9 5|
>
11113 " " 1 b 2 2 '
1{1j1}8 " " - 3 1 2
1131014 1 I 1 9 . 9
113{0]5 ! " 1 9 b ]
1131016 " " ! 9 6 3
1{910 " " 2 ) 3 4
1]1{0 " b 1 n 60 11
111(0]3 " " 2 35 25 10
1{1]0]7 " " 107 26 25 1 .

ERICH




13, Criterion Referenced Test CRT) Results,

Tu the table below, enter the requested information about crlterion referenced test results
used to-evaluate the effectiveness of programs in reading and mathematles; particularly for those
of less than 60 hours duration. Use the Tustructional Mastery codes appended to this forw

for those skills which the program attempted to improve. [llease provide data for each test
used and each level tested, Use additlonal sheets if necessary.

‘ Pretest Posttest
Instruc- Yo, of Pupils No. of | No. of
Component ~ tional Pupils | Pupils
Code Mastery publisher | Level | Passing | Falling | from from
Code : Col, (2) |Col. (2)
(1) (2) Passing | Failing
o lololtlelolol t{t]o]8 |tougheontiflih & | 104 5 | w | s
tlyolo] " oo |0 9 | 1
o] " no| s 56 8| 18
111 1}3 " " 37 81 b4 17
s " " 13 LY, 17 15
13ofs] T 13 1 | w
130f5 ] " N 66 42 30 12
13ofel " v | B 7 | w | B
1191071 ! " 35 67 2] h0
ol 5 10 50 43 ]
1111 0] 3 ! . 41 78 53 25




13. Criterfon Refevenced Test Eklikesdlts.

In the table below, enter the vequested information about criterfon referinced test results

used to evaluate the effectiveness of programs in reading and mathemat!

¢sy particularly for those

of less than 60 hours duration. yse the Instructional Mastery codes appendeu to this form
For those skills which the program attempted to improve. Please provide data for each test
used and cach level tested. Use additional sheets if necessary,

, Prefe: Posttest
Tnstruc- No, of Puils No, of | No, of
Component ‘tional Pupils | Puplls
Code Mastery Publisher | Level | Passing failing | from vh;from
'- Code 1 col, (2) [col. (2)
(1) (2) Passing | Failing
61019116 1{t{ 0] 7 |noughton=Hifflin 3 130 33 30 3
1irjof 8y " " 118 3 % 1
tlelof 9] |68 9 & | W
tfrfrjof N S b o4 |
IR " oo ] 14
1ty 8] " " o5 9 1
g Llafole] ol 6 1 5
Ladol sl v s 1S | 16
310164 " N 25 22 3
. 190 1y " " b 60 32 28
1/1/0] 1 : b 34 37 3 )

< -



. A
19, Cricerion Referenced Test GRY)Results,
In the table below, enter the requested information about criterion referenced test results
used to evaluate the effectiveness of programs in reading and mathematics; particularly for those
of loss than 60 lours duration. Use the Instructional Hastery codes appended to this form
for those skills which the program attempted to mprove, [Please provide data for cach test
used and each level. tested. Use additional sheets if necessary.
Pretest Posttest
' Tnstruce No. of Pupils No. of | No. of
Component tional . Pupils | Pupils
Code Mastery publisher | Level | Passing | Failing | Erom Erom
(1) (2) Passing | Failing
slololt [slofol1]1]0]3 Jioughtoniffltn 6 | 12 16 9 9
1[1{0]7 ! "ol b6 4 . 3 1 '
L{1jofs | " ! 55 |10 1 !
tiols | " ool | b | 16 .
1110 " " 9 15 14 1
117113 ! ! 9 16 14 2
L{1]1}8 " ! 11 15 11 h
113104 " " 17 5 3 2
1131015 " " 32 9 § 1
1{3(0}6 " " 28 3 - ]
Lfofojr| " L 27 13 16

E |
——
—




13. Criterion Referenced Test CRT)Results,

Tn the table below, enter the requested information about criterion referenced test results
used to evaluate the effectiveness of progrums in reading and mathematics; particularly for those
of less than 60 hours duration. Use the Instructional Mastery codes appended to this forn

for those 'skills which the program attempted to improve, [Ilease provide data for cach test
used and each level tested. Use additional sheets if necessary.

Pretest Posttest
: Instruc- No. of Pll[)ﬂS No. of No. of
Component tional Pupils | Pupils
Code Mastery Publisher | Level | Passing | Falling | from from
Code Col. (2) [Col. (2)
(1) (2) Passing | Failing
6iol9|1l6]0{0|t|L{0]l |Houghton-Mifflin 7 13 3 3 -
1111013 t " ) -1 5 1
. ' o
11107 " " 15 1 1 - :
111108 . " 15 1 ] -
11109 " " 12 4 4 -
L{rjefo | T 1 - |1
1Ll 3 N " 2 10 10 -
111118 " " 1 11 10 1
113104 ! ; b b 1 5
1431015 " " 12 . . .
113016 " " 9 ) 3 -




13. Criterion Referenced Test CR1) Regults,

In the table below, enter the requested information abouL criterion refercnced test results
used to evaluate the effectiveness of programs in reading and mathematics; particularly for those

of less than 60 hours duration.

Use the Tustructional Mastery codes appended to this foru

for those skills which the program attempted to Improve. Please provide data for each test

used and each level tested,

Use additional sheets If necessary.

Pretest Posttest
Instruc- No, of Pupils No. of | No, of
Component tional Pupils | Pupils
Code Mastery publisher | level | Passing | Failing | from from
Code - |Coly (2) |Col. (2)
(1) (2) Tassing | Failing
\
6101911 1601011 {9(0]|1 |HoughtonHifflin 7 - 15 9 b
11101 " 8 8 . - -
11110}3 " " ? 1 1 .
1111017 I il | . -
111108 " L j . . .
1(1]0}S " " 3 . . .
111110 " " } . . .
1{1(1]3 " " 1 2 2
LiLjis | °® " 2 1 1 .
1{310]4 " " y 1 . -
113 (0]5 " " 2 1 1 -




13, Criterion Referenced Test CRD)Results,

Tn the table below, enter the requested information about crlterion
used to evaluate the effectiveness of programs in reading and mathematlcs
Use the Instructional Mastery codes appended to this form
Please provide data for each test

of less than 60 hours duratlon.
for those skills which the program attempted to improve.

used and each level tested. Use additional sheets 1f necessary.

r’

referenced test results
i particularly for those

Pretest Posttest
Tnstruc- No. of Pupils No, of | Mo, of
Component tional _ Pupils | Puplls
Code Mastery publisher | Level | Passing | Failing | from from
Code col, (2) [Col, (2)
(1) (2) Passing | Failing
610191116 103 lols |roughtonuttfljn 8 3 . . .
15 |01 " " 1 2 2 -




OFFICE OF EDUCATIONAL EVALUATION - DATA L.OSS FORN
(attach to NI, item #30) Function #09-61689

In this table enter all pata 1,088 {nformition, Detween MIR, item 430 and this form, all participants
{n each activity must be accounted fors The component and activity codes used in completion of 1tem #30
should be used here go that the two tables match. See definitions below table for further “nstructions.

)@ e @, ) | (6)
Component  Activity | Group | Test Total | Number | Participants | Reasons why students were not tested, or 1f
Code Code | LD, |Used | N |Tested/ | Rot Tested/ tested, were not analyzed |
Analyzed_ Analyzed | Number/
N | Reagon
lughLop
slotsliisf712(0 | 15 jitfilin 221 | 213 g | 3.6 Delayed arrival of tests 1
[PHS [xcessive absence 7
elolsltlel|2a (o] 16 |'n 51744 63 12,2 | nelayed arrival of tests 35
Excessive absence 28
slololtislafalol s | v | 220 o | 1.8 | Delayed arrival of tests 4
slololtlel7lalo} 16 | | &39]4 18 | 4.1 | velayed arrival of tests 18
)

, )
(1) Identify the participants by specific grade level (e.gs, grade 3, grade 9). Wnere seversl grades are combined,
enter the last two digits of the conponent code, ‘ .
Identlfy the test used and year of publication (UT-70, SDAT-74, etc.),

)

) Yumber of participants {n the activity.

) Mumber of participants {ncluded in the pre and posttest calculations found on itemit30.
)

)

2

3 -

4

Hurber and percent of participants not tegted and/or not analyzed on item#30,

Specify 0ll reazons why studento vere not tested and/or analyzed, For each reason specified, provide a separate
ourber count. If any further documentation ig available, please attach to this form If further space 1s

o  neededto specify, and explain data loss, attach additional pages to this form,

‘

(
(
(
(5
(6

/75
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Table 12 Cowponents with small nunber of eligible participants. (Replaces Table 29 ¢. 1974-75 MIR)

If the district furded a mioject fn which the total nunber of pupfls treated by any compovent code

Publisher's Srandard Score. (Sce publisher's wanual). Scaled scores are
Futer ihe total number of contact Lours that this individual recefved {a
this fending souree, ‘ ’

(cume as #1 above). The screenlng test Ls the test that vas emwployed to
the needs assessment/planning phase ol the projezt.

Frueba De Lectura .

Standard scores sre unavailable; raw scores reportea

Humber of months in program

WYC language Assesswent Battery

Teacher assessnent and score taken as {ndicator of need;for bilingual {rst

- summed to 30 or less, plewse nse the [ollowlng table. Do not fdeutify each pupll by name; asslgn T
vach pupil a permanent student number, and glve complete test Infarmation on each pupil as Indicated
n the table, Before complating this form, read all footrotes, Attach wdditional sheets {[ necessary,
Achiavement Achicevewent C Screening
Component [Activity|Test{ Form Lavel {Grade Pretest Posttest |Number ol Test 4
Code Code {Used[Pre [Post|Pre [Post|Levelf DatelStandord| DatefStandard| Contact |Test|Date jStandard
A bocore 2/ Lscore2/|1ours 3/ | 1/ Score 2/
617{ N 50072 0| a | CESDES | 4.| 4 |15 4176 2,1 5/76 2.3 1 d |4/76 e
e CES|DES | 4 | &4 | " |4/161 1.2 | 5/16] 1.3 1 d |4/76 !
~ lcEs{bes | 4| 4 | > |4/16] 0 5/76) 0 1 d | 4176 '
CESIDES | & | & [+ |4/16] 2.8 | 5/76] 3.0 1 d |4lis
" { CES|DES | & | 4 [ |9/15 2.1 |11/75| 2.3 2 d | 9/75 ’ L
—_—t ey e ]
IRREEE "] cesoes | 4 | 4 9/75 | 2.4 |1/7: 2.4 2 d |95 "
1RREAN " cesloes | 4| 4| > 13/16| 1.2 | s/7| 2.2 2| a |3
B . l
CES[DES | & | &4 | " |4/16) 1.3 1 5/ 1.6 ! 4| 4]76 )
e : - £ ———
il 1 cesjpes | 4 | 4 | |ame| v | s/m| 2.5 2 | |3
ldentily test used and yeav of publication (MAT-38 reading; CAT-70 v . h, oLy,

also.accen*able,
supplementary services [lves

ert blish ellgibili:y durfag

«cticn




Table 12

Conponents with small number of eligible participants.

(Nenlaces Table 29 of 1974-75 MIK)

if the district Tunded a project in which the tota]l number of pupils treated by any couponent code
suned to 30 or less, please use the followlng table, To not {dentily pach pupll by name; assign

cach pupt] a permanent stadent number, and plve complete test informatfn on cach pupll as Indleated

in the table, Before completing this form, read all fuotnotes. Attach add tional sheets If necessary,

Achievwent | “~hievement c Screening
Pupil{ Component (Activity|Test| Form Level {Grade]  Prelest Pogttest iNumber of Test 1Y
t (ode code |UsediPre IPost|Pre [Dost|Level| Date|Standard| Date|Stas davd| Contact |Test|Date |Standard
e § oy Y bScore 2 bcore &/l yours 3/ | 1 Seore 4
10 [616/7/1{5/010] 7| 2| 0|a |CES|DES| 4 |4 |15 |4/76| 1.2 5/76 1.4 1 d | 6116] e
11 DEs [ces | 1|1 sl 3 | sl w0 |1 "l
Rl DES | GiS | 1 Wrs| B | g 6.0 | 1 | s
13 6[6[7/1/6[0]0| 7/ 2/ 0| o |cEs|ves| 4 | 4 | 16 |l0/15) 3.5 |1/19 3.7 1 /)
1 SR ws| 3w s |1 | o)
15 o choms) 3a (o33 |1 < o)
s . “hors| sl oas |2 | orm
|| I “lops| ne lwmd o 24 |1 ] ams|
18 ~ 3 2.3 | Sl 2.5 2 3| .

1/ Tdent1fy test used and year of publication (MAT-58 reading; CAT-70 math, etc).

1
!

his funding sourer .

I ubligher's Standard Score, (See publisher's manual). Scaled scores are also acceptable.
[ Tnter Ue total nuber of contact hours that this individual recelved in suppleventary services from

hf (Sume as f1 above). The screening test Is the test that was employed Lo estublish eligibility durlng
(he needs assesswent/planning plase of the project.

, Prueba De ILectura
. Standard scores are unavailable; raw score reported

Humber of months in program

NYG language Assessment Battery

Teacher assessueat and score taken as fndicator of need for billygual nsructitn
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Table 12 Conponents with small nunber of eligible participants. (Replaces Table 29 of 1974-75 MIR)

If the district funded a project In which the total number of pupils treated by any component code
sumed to 30 or less, please use the following table. Do not identify each pupll by namej assign
eash puptl a permanent student number, and glve complete test information on each pupil as indleated
{n the table, Before completing this forn, vead all footnotes, Attach additional sheets 1£ necessary,

Achieverient | Achicvement ¢ Screenlng
Pupil| Component {Activity|Test| Foum Toevel |Grade]  Pretest Pogttest |Number of Test Y
t Code Code {Used|Pre {Post|{Pre |Post|Level| Date|Standard| Date{Standard| Contact [Test|Date |Standard
i bscore 2 bscore 2| tours 3/ | I/ Score 2/
19 |6[6]7/1[6]0l0] 7] 2| 0] & |cES|mES| 4 |6 |16 | 4/76] 2.3 5/168 2.5 1 d [ 4/15] e
2 a5 1 ol a0 fupd a2 |1 o] !
0w NN /) 2.8 (119 3.1 1 10/15]
2 B | /15| 2.4 |uhg 30 | 9/15
2 | | ofis| 22 fupmy 26 | 2 9/75 ]
2% NN 9/15| 2.0 11/74 25 | 1 o/75| S
25 . ‘ ois| 29 (w31 | v | ]
26 ‘ 1313 /76| 13.7 5/14 22,7 1 176
0 . AJ; ' © | DES|CES| 1 | 1 11/75| 14/6 1/74 19.6 1 /5|

"1/ Hdentify test used and year of publication (MAT-58 reading; CAT-70 math, elc),
2/ publisher's §tandard Score, (See publisher's manual). Scaled scores are also acceptable.
3/ Tnter the total nmber of contact hours that this individual received fu supplementary scrvices from

this funding source.

4f {Same as #1 above), The screening test is the test that vas employed to establish eligibility during

the needs acsessment/planning phase of the project.
a, P'rueba De Lectura ‘
b, Standard scores sre unavallable; rew score reported
¢. Number of months {n program
d. WC language Assessment Battery

”

g. Teacher assessment and score taken ag ndlcator of need for bilingual instruction




Table 12 Components with small number of ulig]ble participants. (Replaces Table 29 of 1974-75 MIR)

If the district funded a project in vhich the total numbér of puplls treated by any component code
swed to 30 or less, please use the following table. Do not {dentify each puptl by name; assign

each pupil a permanent student number, and glve complete test information on each pupil as Indicated

In the table, Before completing this Form, vead all footnotes. Attach udditional sheets If necessary,

Achicvement | Achicvement Screening
Pupil|{ Component [Activity|Test| Torm Tevel |Grude  Pretest PosLltest [Nunmber of Test Y
¥ Code Code 1Used|Pre |Post|Pre |Post|l..vel] Date|Standard] DatefStandard) Contact |Test|{Date |Standard
|/ b§core 2/ bscore /lyiours 3/ | 1 seore 2/
28 |616]7(1(5]000] 71 2|0fa |cES|DES | 4 |4 |15 |2/16) 2.0 | 5/78 2.6 | 3 d {276
¥ R 2/76\ 2.2 | 51 21| 3 Clae|
30 o T R R A 1Y L R N AV I O Coyns)
ANl R e A N I Y R c 117
R Sl g ems) us fumgona |3 | o) )
1 | loes{ces |1 [T |t fume) 63 | s/t 183 | 3 | || |
3 S R N T Y TS T I T ¢ T 2 A T KO Y7 I
.35 |6{6|711{6[0j0) 7] 2| 0|a |cES|DES| 4 |4 1‘6""2/;76 14 | 5/ 18| 3 20
% L ] s ne | sl 2.2 3 Yol

L/ Tdentify test used and year ol publicatlon (MAT-58 veading; CAT-70 math, etc).
gf.f!bllﬁhﬁilﬁf;“““mrd Score, (See publisher's manual), Scaled scores are also acceptable.
1/ Enter Lhe total muber of contact hours that this individual recelved in supplementary services from

\

this {unding gource.
4 (Same as #1 above). The screening Lest Is the test that was employed to establish eligibility during
the needs assestnent/planning pliase of the project.
Prueba De Lectura
Standard scores are unavailsble; raw score reported
Nimber of months in program

NYC Languape Assessment Battery
Teacher 1assessnent and score raken as {ndicator of need for bilingual instruction

8,
b.
c.
d.
2.




Tuble 12 Components with small number of eliglble participants. (Replaces Table 29 of 1974-75 MIR) »

If“%hc distriet funded a project fn which the total number of puplls treated by any component code

sumed to 30 or less, please use the following table, Do not fdentify each pupll by name; assign

each pupll a permanent student number, and plve complete test Informatlon on each pupil as indicated
s In the table, Before completing this form, read all footnotes, Attach addftlonal sheets {f necessary,

3 ,
Achicvement | Achievement d | Screenlng
Pupll Component [Activity|Test| Form | TLevel |Grade]  Pretest Posttest (Nunber of Test i
t Code Code fUsed|Pre |Post|Pre |Post|Level| Date|Standard| Date Standard| Contact |Test{Date [Standard
)] - bscore?/ bscore 2/ ours 3/ | I/ Scare 2/
a7 elel7ftielolol7lan 8_|CES |DES | 4 |4 16| 1 10 | s/l 1.3 3 4] e
38 M 10/79_ 1.8 | 1/76] 2.3 [~ 3 10/7
39 SR oM Jums el o3 | | s
40 ] L as e osa o1 ||
' S el : r | »
41 Y1107y L9 (116 2.5 3 v 10/79 B
[}
42 (6l61T(L{50000 7j2(0) * | ! 15 1107 2.4 (2/16] 2.1 4 Corwhy -
1 ' ! A\
03 ‘ 00§ L6 26| 2.0 | 4 |10/
B ‘ A

W | ! | “lwngous |as| 22 | 4 wy "o
i o L8 s us| wa | e | ] g

1/ ldentify test vsed and year of publication (MAT-58 reading; CAT-70 math, ete).

2/ publisher's Standard Score. (See publisher's manual). Sealed scores are also acceptable,

3/ Enter the total number of contact hours that this individual recelved in supplementary services from

this funding source,
4/ (Swe as'#1 above). The screenlng test Ls the test that vas employed to establish eliglhility durlng
the needs assessment /planning plase of the project.

8, Prueba De lectura ' ‘

b. Standard scores are unavailable; raw score reported -

c. Nunber of months in program - . L -

d. WYC Language Assessment Battery

e, Teacher asscssment and scove taken ag Indlcator of need for bilingual tnstruction

. | | | 't




Table 12

Components with small number of eligible participants.

(Replaces Table 29 of 1974-75 MIR)

If the district {unded a project in which the total number of pupils treated by any component codé
sumed to 30 or less, please use the following table. Do not identify cach pupil by name; assign

cach puptl a permanent student number, and plve complete test information on each pupll as indicated
In the table, Before completing this form, read all footnotes, Attach additional sheets 1f necessary,

? Achievement | Achievement c Screening
i Pupll{ Component |Activity|Test| Form level |(Grade]  Pretest Pogttest |Number of Test
Pt Code Code |Used|Pre |Post(Pre |Post|Level| Date|Standard| Date|Standard| Contact |Test|Date |Standard
1/ WScore &/ Lscore | tours 1/ | Y Score 2/

' 46 1616/7/1/5(0[0) 7/ 2| 0ja |cESIDES| 3 (3 115 [12/15] 19.7 | /761 25.7 b d_{12/15) e

4 Jeleimueloo) T2l o] - f (4 (a6 frofsl v lamel as | o4 | logs] |
48 L Dol o o) o b " 10/
Y L ol sl aa | ow | 10/75)
i

50 L A ol a2 1776 2.5 b 9/15| !
I 51 Sl hos as | as b (/) |
-9 | L ol ol | s | e [ s
5 U Tl sl sl 6 | lons

54 I L S I I I B 117 1 I I YT .1.8 b 10/15]

1/ Tdentify test used and year of publicatfon (HAT-58 reading; CAT-70 math, etc),

2/ Dublisher's Standard Score, (See publlsher's manual), Scaled scores are also acceptable,

;/ Enter the total nunber of contact hours that this individual received in supplementary services from
this [unding source,

4/ (Same as #1 above). ‘The screening Lest i3 the test that was employed to establish eligibility during

the needs assessanL/plnnning plase of the project.
. Prueba De Lectura "%
. Standard scores are unavailable raw gcore reported
. Number of months in program
. NYC language Assessment Battery
. Teacher assessment and score taken as indicator of need for bilingual Instruction

T A o o ®




Table 12 Components with small number of eligible partlelpunts. (Replaces Table 29 of 1974-75 HIR)

1f the district funded a project In which the total number of pupils treated by any component code
sumed to 30. or less, please use the following table, Do not identify each wipil by namej assign

each pupil a permancnt student nunber, und glve complete test informatlon on each pupil as indfcated

i in the table, Before completing this form, vead all footnotes, Atts b aeditlonal sheets Lf necessary,

‘ Achievement | Achicvement C Screening
Pupil{ Component |Activity Test{_Form Tevel [Grade|  Pratest Posttest |MNumber of Test i
T Code Gode [Used|Pre |Post|Pre |Post|Level| Date|Standard| pate Standard) Contact [Test|Date [Standard
Vo bScore 2/ bScore &/ Hours 3/ Y Seore 4
55 lelginiulsiolor 2l o) A lorsives 4 4 (36 (10/15) 19 | 2k 24 | 4 |da | e
: .56 | Lttt L o] 1 21 2.2 b "o
Is7 Ll hons] 23 | a5 | 101 -
58 i Ll ot o Ly s e | [
59 ) ] L oms] 2 Land o2k | ow | o :
1 . ' ' '
60 e L) 3s | g a6 | 4 913
61 Ll o) s L a4 |
62 Ll o) s e s e | opd
63 SN L) oas ) oy 30| 4 S
l/ Identily test used and year of publication (MAT-58 reading; CAT-70 math, etc),
2/ Publisher's Standard Score, (See publisher's manual), Scaled scores are also accepiable,
3/ Enter the rotal number of contact hours that this- individual recelved In supplenentary services from
this funding source.
4/ (Same as #1 above). The screenfng test Ly the test that was employed to establish elipibility during
the needs assessment/planning phase of the project, '
8. Prueba De Lectura .
b, Standard scores are unavailable; raw score reported
c. Number of months in program ‘ ’
d. NYC language Assessment Battery
e

. Teacher 83sessment and score taken as {ndicator of need for bilinguel instruction

e




Table 12 Cowponents with small number of eligible particlpants. (Replaces Table 29 of 1974-75 HIR)

If the district funded a project in which the total number of pupils treated by any component code
sumed to 30 or less, please use the following table. Do not fdentify each pupil by nome; assign
cach pupil a permanent student number, and glve complete test Information on each pupil as fndicated
in the table, Defore cowpleting this form, read all footnotes, Attach addlitional sheets i necessary,

| Achiovement | Achievement Screening
~ Dupil| Component |[Actlvity|Test| Form level |Grade]  Pretest Pogttest |Number of Test
» # Code Code |Used|Pre |Post|Pre [Post|Level| Date|Standard| Date Standard| Contact |fest|Date |Standard
| vl bscore 2/ bscore &/ 1ours 3/ | 1/ Score 2/
- B BEIUBDDL 7210 |cEs|mes| 4 |4 | 16 0775 2.1 | 2/76] 2.6 4 d |10/75] e
65 Ll Jons us s 23 | /75
66 N o an o] oar | 4 | 0/ .
67 ") s | 3 s 13 | | w3 | 9/
68 N 9/75 26.7 | 1/76] 39.0 | . 4 915 |
- O pppspiriafoly faslms|e |4 |l 22 sl 22 | s | |
10 - Ve s Lo | s/ 2.0 5 L/
o1 S R S nl | 2. 5 s
7 . ST 2 Yo 25 | s 9175

© 2/ publisher's Standard Score. (See publisher's manual), Scaled scores arc
iR

I/ Tdentify test used and year of publication (HAT-58 reading; CAT-70 math, etc).

this fundlng source,

also acceptable, -
nter the total wunber of contact hours that this Indlvidual recelved {n supplementary services (rom

4] (Some as #1 ahove), fhe screenfng test 1s the test tlat vas ewployed Lo establish elfgibility dﬁf]ng
the needs assessment/plannfng phase of the project.

8
b

c
d
e

. Prueba De Lectura
arereil

. Stand

. Number of months {n program
. NYC Language Assegsment Battery
. Teacher gggegsment and score taken as indicotor of need for bilingual {nstruction

ard scores are unavailable; raw score reported



! ~ Table 12 Components with small number of eliglble participants. (Replaces Table 29 of 1974-75 MIR)

1f the district unded a project in which the total number of pupils treated by any component gode

' sumed to 30 or less, please use the following, table, Do not identify each pupil by name; assign

! each pupll a permanent student nunber, and glve complete test information on each pupil as indicated

i + 1in the table, Before completing this form, read all footnotes, Attach additional sheets if necessary,
|

|

" . Achievement | Achievement C Screenuﬁguuﬁn——

. Pupily Component |Activity|Test| Form Tevel |Grade]  Protest _ Posttest |Number of Pes
; # Code Code |Used(Pre |Post|Pre |Post|Level| Date|Standard| Date Standard| Contact |Test|Date IStandard
, Y bScore 2/ bScore /| 1ours ARY Score 2/

13 _1B16(71Li5100017/2(0fa | ceS eS| 4 | 4| 15 919 2.1 | 2/16] 2.8 5 d [ 9/15] e
. et e o amel 1s | s ai
I “
; 5 ’ ' ‘ L9y 22 el 2.0 3
; .
16 : o e LN 24 | a6l 28] s
| o .
Ln S S T L O 7 I X I I T o

. . o |

T8 . ’ ARLEE IR ‘
i, 19 ol e LAY L3 e 1.8 5 '
B a LU s oo o 21 | s ‘
i o Sl wng as [ a8 | s |

1/ Tdentify test used aud year of publication (MAT-58 rzading; CAT-70 math, etc),
El_yublisher'g_Standard Score. (See publisher's manual), Scaled scores are also acceptable,
| E/ Cater the lotal nmber of contact hours that this individual received in supplementary services from
! this funding source. - |
4] (Same as 1 above). The screentng test [s the test that was enployed to establish eligihility during

the needs assessment/planning phase of the project.
. Prucba De Lectura ‘

. Stanaird scores are unavailable; raw score reported

. Number € months in program

. NYC Language Assessment Battery

. Teacher agsessment and score taken as indicator of need for billngual instruction

° A0 o ©




Table 12 Components with small number of eliglble participants. (Replaces Table 29 of 1974-75 MIR)

1 the district funded a project n which the total number of pupils treated by any component code
sumned to 30 or less, please use the following table. Do not fdentify each pupll by name; assign

cach pupil 2 permanent student number, and glve complete test information on each pupil &g Indicated
in the table, Before completing this form, vead all footnotes, Attach additional sheets if necessary,

Achievement | Achlevement |- ¢ acreening
+ Pupll{ Component {Activity|Test| Porm Level |Grade|  Pretest Pogltest |Number of Test Y
# 1 Code Code [Used|Pre |Post|Pre [Post|Level] pate Standard| Date|Standard| Contact |Test|pate |Standard
| y Score 2/ nscore /| Tours TRRY Score 2/
8 W67ILE00I712000 e |nusicas| 1| 1|15 | o/ e |2yl 183 | 5 | g 915 e
8 6670017121040 | cos|bes| 4| 416 | ol 17 |amel 2n | s | /15
B ‘ VL e e e 2 | s | | o
85 e L oS 24 |2t 26 | 5 15|
% e s s sl s | s D
B | Lk am 2r | s | |y
e . )
88 | - 12115 19.7 | sfe| 27,0 5 Yo/
B9 L s e sl wr | s | |
90 gms (s |3 3 | Lo ma Y amsl ws | s || o
1/ Tdentify test used and year of publication (MAT-58 reading; CAT-70 math, etc),
2/ publisher's Standard Score, (Sec publisher's manual). Scaled scores are also acceptable,
3 Enter the total mumher of contact houts that this {ndividual recelved Ln supplementary services [rom
this funding source. " '
4f (Swne as #1 above), The screening test {s the test that was employed to establish eligibility during
the need$ assessmeni/planning phase of the project,
a. Prueba De Lectur
b, Standard scores are unavailable; raw score reported { N

c. Nunber of months in program -
d, NYC Language Assessment Battery :
e, Teacher assessment and score taken ag indicator of need for bilfngual {nstruction




Table 12

Couponents with swall number of eligible participants. (Replaces Table 29 of 1974-75 NIR)

I the district funded a project n which the total number of puplls treated by any component code
sunmed to 30 or less, please use the following table, Do not identify each pupil by name; assign '
each pupll a permanent student number, and give complete test information on each pupil as indicated

in the table, Before completing this form, read all footnotes, Attach additional sgheets if necessary, -

. Achievement | Achievement C Screening
Pupil{ Compoment |Activity|Test| Form level |Grade|  Pretest Posttest |Number of| *  Test
# Code Code |Used)Pre |Post|Fre |Post{Level| Date|Standardf Date|Standard| Contact |Test|pate |Standard
1/ b gcore 2/ becoregllbursgj )Y Score 2/
91 16)617/116101017/2/0| & | DBSi ces| 1|1 | 16 | 12/79 1.6 | 5/76] 22.6 5 d J12/15 e
92 | ces| os| 3 |3 1y 19,7 | sf6) 2.0 | 5 |t 12/7% !
B _lel6iritislon 7]2f0] o | cos| mes| 4|4 | 15 |1/ 12 | s/l 14 6 | 1117L .‘
% R Wy 25 | s/l 25 | 6 || !
95 loloj(1lsjolo| 7] 2]0] - Ly 22 s o | 6 | | wm
96 i e s sl v )6 | L
| ‘
51 VL (e as e 3| s 10/5
% elal7jtsiol7f2j0] " | | Ly s s e |1 ||
9 a Sl e oy 23 Ysieo28 |1 || o
1/ Tentify test used and year of publication (MAT-58 reading; CAT-70 nath, etc),
2/ publisher's Standard Score, (See publisher's manual), Scaled scores are also acceptable,
3/ Enter the total number of contact hours that this {ndividual received in supplementary services from
this funding source. '
4f (Same ns f1 ahove). The screenlng Lest s the test tlat was enployed to establish eligibility during
the needs assesswent/planning phase ol the project, , :
a. Prueba De Lectura

h, Standard scores are unavailable; raw score reported
. Nunber of months {n program

. WYC Tanguage Assessment Battevy
. Teacher assessment and gcore taken as {ndicator of need for bilingual {nstruction

c
d
e




Table 12 Components with small nusber of eligible participants. (Replaces Table 29 of 1974-75 NIR)

1f the district funded a project in which the total number of pupils treated by any component code
sunmed to 30 or less, please use the following table. Do not identify each pupil by name; assign

each pupil a permanent student number, and glve complete test information on each pupil as indicated

in the table, Before completing this form, read all footnotes, Attach additional sheets if necessary,

. Achicvement | Achievement C Screening
:t Tupil Cqmponent Activity[Test| Form Level Torade| - Pretest Posttest |Number of Test 4 . |
B Code Code [Used|Pre |Post|Pre |Post{Level| Date|Standard| Date|Standard| Contact |Test[Date |Standard
- ‘ | ' bScore! MmﬂMmy Y| Score 2/
| ' ' T
| L00BBPLEDD[7]2/0] & |cES|DES| & |4, 1541079 L5 | 5/%6] 2.3 T 1Ty e
T R R R R R T N
I Sl omd v sl 20 | | ] g
10 ] 10079 L5 | s/ 2.0 | 7 o ..
Wjjsfrftjslofo 7)2fo) v | L {1 {1049 20 |k 29 | 1 || \
{ (9]
‘ ! ) 1, : 1
105 . B N A B B U P R 74 [ B T |
" S T A N I 7 (R YO 77 R O N T DO R
LW SR I EEERUL XN/ I VR A A
108 S I R (R AU SRR 9 17 8T 1< 5 A D AN A SN B
| ‘ ‘

'
M

1/ Tdentify test uged and year of publicatfon (MAT-58 reading; CAT-70 math, etc),
2/_fuh1isher's Standard Score. (See publisher's manval), Scaled scores are also acceptable, !
. j/ Enter the total mmber of contact hours that this individual recelved in supplementary services from
vhls funding source, '
4/ (Sume as #1 above),- The screening test is the test that was ewployed to establish eligibility during
the needs assessment/planning phase of the projuct.
8, Prueba De Lectura _
b. Standard Scores are unavailable; raw scora reported
¢. Number of months in program
d. NYC language Assessment Battery
e. Teacher agsegsment and score taken as indicator of need for bilingual {nstruction




Table 12 Components with small number of eligible participants. (Replaces Table 23 of 1974-75 MIK)

! If the district funded a project {n which the total vumber of pupils treated by any component code

. sunned to 30 or less, please use the following table. Do not identify each pupii by name; assign

i cach pupil a permanent student nuwber, and give complete test information on each pupil as indicated i
E {n the table, Before completing this form, read all footnotes, Attach additional gheets 1f necessary,

Achievement | Achlevement | ¢ Screening '
Pupll{ Compenent |Activity{Test| Form Level [Grade]  Pretest Pogttest |Number of Test 4
# Code Code |Used|Pre Post|Pre |Post|Level| Date|Standard| Date Standardf Contact |Test|Date (Standard
| 1/ b Score 2/ bseore &/|ours 3/ | 1/ Score 2/
109 1616(7(116[010]7]2]0] a CEé DES | 4 |4 | 16 | 1075 2.0 | 5/18] 2.8 1 | 4 s e« | |
l; | AN | 075 2.0 | s/ 2 T ' |
1 Lol Lo e sl o I A A |
12 LT o e | s 2 1o : {
R | LT o | s s A o E
114 N R R R U R 77 I N o |
115 M1 | oes|as|2 {2 | |0 w0 5/76) 14,0 N !
%‘ 116 |616/7{1/5/0/0 '7 2000 " |CES|DES| & [ 4 15 | 913 2.1 | 5/1e 2.0 8 |- |95 |
17 (sle|7injsloj] i 2fo) | b bl Le | oo s b osmel 2. 8 | - o5,

1/ Tdentify rest used and year of publleatfon (MAT-5B reading; CAT-70 math, etc), .
‘z/ Publisher's §tandard Score, (See publisher's manual). Scaled scores are also acceptable, |
I/ Enter “the total muber of contact hours that this individual received In supplementary services from

this funding source,
4f (Same ag #1 above), The screening test Ls the test that was employed to establish eltgibillty dur[ng

the needs assessment/planning phase of the project
a, Pruebs De Lectura

b, Standard scores are unavailable; raw score reported
¢, Number of months {n program
d. NYC Language Assessment Battery

e, Teacher assessuent and score taken as indfcator of nced for bilingual {nstruction




Table 12 Conponents with small number of eligihle particlpants. (Replaces Table 29 of 1974-75 MIR)

If the ‘district funded a project in which the total number of pupils treated by any component cou:
sumed to 30 or less, please use the following table, Do not Identify each pupil by name; assign

each pupil a pernanent studdnt nunber, and glve complete test information on each pupil as indicated
In the table, Before completing this furm, read all footnotes. Attach additional sheets If necessary,

.

é - Achicvenent | Achlevement | ¢ Screening

i Pupill Component |Activity|Test| Form level (Grade|  Pretest | Dosttest |Number of "est Y

o Code Code fUsed|Pre |Post|Pre |Post|level| Date|Standard| Date|Standerd| Contact Test|Date |Standard
vl scoredl] - | Score /|yiours aRY seore 2/

. Mat70 |
AL BI6I6N LS 0100 7/ 2) Ofgead [y | G |Tat [t [ 15 | /1 4.9 | 5/14 5.6 1 d | 314 e

113 | Ak IR T T

s lslslealsiolol 7200 e Iw ]t {6 | 3k ose | s ose | o "1
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1/ 1dentify test used and year of publication (MAT-58 reading; CAT-70 math, etc),

‘ g/_rub]isher's Standard Score, (See publisher's wanual), Scaled scores are also acceptable,

' 3 Enter the total number of contact lours that this Indlvidual received tn gupplementary services from
this funding source. . '

41 (Sune as F1 above), The screenlng test 1s the test that vas enployed to establish eligibility during
the needs assessment/planning phase of the project,

¢, Number of months in program
d. NYC 1AD

e. Teacher agsessment and score taken as {ndlcator of need for bilingual {nstruction !




Table 12 Conponents with small nunber of eligible participants. (Keplaces Table 29 of 1974-75 MIR)

1f the district funded a project in which the total nunber of pupils treated by any component code
sumed to 30 or less, please use the [ollowing table, Do not identify each pupil by name; assign

: each pupil a pernanent student number, and give complete test informatlon on each pupil ag indlcated
tn the table. Befove completing this form, read all footnotes, Attach additional sheets 1f necessary.

Achievement | Achievement c Screening
~Puptl] Component’ {Activity|Test| Form Level |Grade]  Pretest Posttest |Number of Test W
a Code Code (Used|Pre |Dost|Pre |Post{Level| Date|Standard| Date|Standard| Contact |Testllate Standard
1 Score 2/ seore /| jours 3/ | 1/ Score 2/
Hat7( :
128 16166/1/51010] 7} 2| OjRead | Wl | G |Adv [Adv| 15] 2/76] 7.8 |s/16] 8.0 | 3 |4 || e i
129 L e me | 15 2] 6.2 | s/| 6.7 3o ‘
iy e fn | s s {um) es |4 | [ |
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I/ Tdentify test used and year of publication (MAT-58 rcading; CAT-70 math, etc).

Z/_Bubliuhcr's Standard Score, (See publisher's manval), Scaled scores are also acceptable,
3 Enter the total number of contact hours that this individual received in supplementary services from ‘
" this funding source, o :
, 4 (Same as f1 above). The screening test s the test that vas enployed to establish eligibility during S
; the needs assesswent/planning phase of Lhe project. '

¢. Number of months {n program
d. NYC 1AB

e, Teacher assessment and scove taken as ind{cator of need for b{lingual {uatruction

.
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|
!
i
'
[
'
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Table 12 Components with swall nunber of eligible participants. (Rejlaces Table 29 of 1974-75 HIR)

If the district funded g project in which the total number of pupils treated by any component code

| sumed to 30 or less, please use the following table. Do not identify each pupll by name; assign

) each pupll a permanent student number, and glve complete test information on each pupil ag Indicated
In the table. Wefore completing this Corm, read all footnotes, Attach additional sheets if necessary,

| T _ Achievement | Achievement Screening
| Puptl} Component |Activity|Test| Form level |Grade|  Pretest Posttest Numﬁer of Test fV
; i Code C: " yUsed|Pre [Post|Pre |Post|Level| Date|Standard| Date[Standard| Contact Test{Date |Standard
| . ' i | score 2/ score 2/ pours 31 | 1/ Seore 2/
f | | Mat 70 NI
| _12616/6161/5/0/0) 7/ 21 0| Readl H | ¢ |Int |Tnt |15 | 10/7§ 4.2 [3/%6] 5.3 5 |4 [10/15] e
| . , |
. - R UL L e sl w0 | s |
! { . :
|1 el e as ] s RN :
i L N
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_ v
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{
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1/ TdentLfy test used and year of publication (HAT-58 reading; CAT-70 math, etc),
i 2/ Tublisher's Standard Score, (See publisher's manual). Scaled scores gre also acceptable,
l I/ Enter the total number of contact hours that this individual recelved in supplementary services from
this funding source.
41 (Sawe as B1 ahove). The screenlng test is the test that was enployed to estabiish eligibility durlng |
the needs assessment/planning plase of the project.

¢. Number of months in program '
d, WC 1AD | 7
e, Teacher agscosnent and score taken ns indicator of naed for bilingual tnstruction

13




Table 12 Components with small nunber of eligible participants. (Keplaces Table 29.of 1974-75 MIR)

If the district funded a project in which the total number of pupils Lreated by any component code
sumed to 30 or less, please use the following table. Do not Identify each pupil by name; assign

each pupil a pernanent student number, and give complete test information on each pupil as indicated
in the table, Before completing this form, read all footnotes. Attach additlonal gheetg if necessary,

‘ Achievement | Achievement ¢ | - Screening
Puptl{ Component {Activity|Test| Form Level '[Grade]  Pretest DPogttest (Number off  ‘fert
# Code Code (Used|Pre |Post{Pre (Post|Level{ Date|Standard] Date Standerd| Contact |Test{Date |Standard
1/ score | | Score fours 3/ [ 1| | score 2/
T -
99 1616(6111510001712]0|Read] ¢ | 1 |Tnt Int (15 |10/7y 2.8 |5/16] 3. 1 d [10/75| e
104 1616611610 (0 712101 " " ‘ ! 1116 { 5.0 ’ 6.9 ! i o
109 NI R R T A T R P
110 AN T
) e Ml e ss b sa | ] |
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125 VLG (It e |t L1079 34§ s/l 3.8 - C10s )
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I/ Tdentify test used and year of publicatfon (MAT-58 reading; CAT-70 math, etc),

2/ Publisher's Standard Score, (See publisher's manual). Scaled scores are also acceptable,

3 ater the total nunber of contact hours tlat this {ndividual recelved in supplementary services from
this fundlng source. '

b/ (Same as #1 above), The screening test ls the test that was ewployed to establish eligibility during
the needs assessment/planning phase of the project, .

¢. Nunber of months in program

d. NYC 1AB

e. Teacher assessment and score taken as fndicator of need for biliugusl {nstruction




Table 10 Cowponénts with small number of eligtvle participants. (Replaces Tuble 29 of 1974-75 HIR)

If the district furded a project in which the cotal number of pupils treated by any component code
sunmed to 30 or less, piease vse the following table, Do not fdentify each pupil by nume; assign

each pupll a permanent student nunber, and glve complete test information on each pupil as {ndlcated
in the table, Uefore completing this form, vead all footnotes, Attuch additional sheets if necessary,

Achlevement | Achievement e " Sereening
Pupil{ Compouent |pctivity|Test| .Form Level [Grade]  Pretest Posttest |Number of Test 4
{ Code Code |Used|Pre |Post|Pre (Post{Level| Date|Standard| Date|Standard!. Contact |Test Date {Standard
L1/ Scare 2/ score /| ours 3/ | 1/ score 2/
Mat7 ,
123 1616161106100171210 Read| 3t | ¢ IAdv | Adv] 16 L9/75] 46 | /7 3.2 8 d | 919 e
Mat 70
5 (66/8[15500017)2]0Math | P | ot | tae| 15 [9/75] 5.2 VY50 6,1 2 R '
9 il sl e | sil 16 | 2 e
10 L L L] e |smel el 1 T um
1P ' T 3] we | st s |1 o L
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2] R Ao oo )1 60 |1 nhyo

I/ Tdentlly test used and year of publication (NAT-53 reading; CAT-70 math, ete;,

?/.yubllshur's Standard Score, (See publisher's manual),

i

this funding source,

4/ (Same as #1 above), The screenlng test Ls the test that was employed to establish eligibilit

the needs assessment/planning phase of the project.
t. Humber of months {n program

d, NYC LAB

¢, Teacher asséssment and score taken as Indicator of need for bilfngual {nstruction

Scaled scores are also acceptable. .
Enter the total number of contact hours that thls Indlvidual received in supplementary services from

y durlng
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Table 12 Compdnents with small number of eligible participants. (Replaces Table 29 of 1974-75 NIR) ' E

1f the dierlet funded a project n which the total rumber of pupils treated by any component code
summed to 30 or less, please use the following table, Do mot {dentify each pupll by name; assipn | v
cach pupll a pernanent student number, and give' complete test information on each pupil as indleated

in the table, Defore COIIll)letlmel\is form, read all footnotes, Attach additlonal sheets if necessary,

, Achievement | Achievement | Screening
. Pupili Component |Activity|Test| .Foum level |Grade]  Pretest Pogttest |Number of Test —
# Code Code Used|Pre |Post|Pre [Post|Level| Date|Standard| Date|Standard| Contact |Test|Date Standard ~
Seore 2/ Score /| ours 3/ | 1. score 2/
Mﬂt:?ﬂ } . \ 'C;‘.f
14 6/6{8]116(0[017 |2 10 Math| ¥ |g _{Int Int | 16 710/75) 42 |1/ 47 |1 d 110/75] ‘e o
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| .
1/ Tdentlfy test used and year of publicition (MAT-58 reading; CAT-70 math, etc),
j g/ Publisher's Standard Score, (See publisher's manual), Scaled scores are also acceptable,
i )/ Enter the total nunber of contact hours that}fhis individual received {n supplementary services from
‘ this funding source, ‘
4f (Same as #1 above), The screening test is the test that was cuployed to establish eligibility during
the needs assessment/planning plase of the project,

d. NYC LAB

|
' c. Numberof months in program \ : | w
i e. Teacher agsessment and score taken as ind{cator of need for bilingual {nstruction




Table 12

Components with small number of eligible participents. (Replaces Table 29 of 1974-75 MIR)

If the district funded a project in which the total number of pupils treated by any component code
sunmed to 30 or less, please use the following table, Do not fdentify each pupll by name; assign

cach pupil a pernanent student number, and glve complece test information on ‘each pupil as indlcated
in the table, Before completing this form, vead all footnotes, Attach additional sheets. Lf necessary,

‘ Achicvement | Achievement c Screening

Puptli  Component [Activity|Test| ' Form level |[Grade!  Pretest Pogttest [Number of Test i

# Code Code fUsed[Pre |Post|Pre {Post|Level| Date|Standard| Date Standard Contact {Test|Date’ |Standard

1/ score &/ score &/{ours 3/ | 1/ Score 2/
liat70 .

JL6BBILEON|7120 Mth| F |6 It [Tnt| I5UL/75( 3.2 | 2/%6] 4.1 3 d |N/5Bl e
1) .. L e ey Usmsl ws | | [l
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1/ Tdentify test used and year of publication (MAT-58 reading; CAT-70 math, elc),
2/ Publisber's § tandard Score, (See publisher's manual), Scaled scores are also acceptable,
3/ Enter the total number of contact hours that this Lndividual received In supplementary services [rom

this [unding source,
4 (Same as #1 above). The screening test Ls the test that was employed to establish eligibility during

the necds assessment/planning phase of the project.
¢. Number of months in program

d. WC TAB

€. Teacher assessment and score taken as indicator of need fop bilingual Instruction




Table 12 Components with small number of eligible participants. (Replaces Table 29 of 1974-75 NIR) .

3 1f the district funded a-project in which the total wumber of pupils treated by any component code
sunmed to 30 or less, please use the following table. Do not Identify each pupil by name; assign
each pupil a permancnt student number, and glve complete Lest {nfovmatlon on each pupll as indicated }

in the table, Before completing this form, read all footnotes, Attach additional sheets Lf necessary,

_ Aclievement | Achlevancnt | c ) Screening
Puptl| Component [Actlvity|Test| Form Tevel IGrade Iretest Pogttest |Number of Test Y
# Code Code |Used|Pre |Post|Pre [Post|Level| Date Standardf Date|Standard| Contact |Yest|Date [Standard
1/ | Scored/ score ¥|yours 3/ | 1/ Score 2/ |
| at 70 |
| _4aspBUbp 7 2lo)uaetl ¥ o | me|me|1s |ofrs| 43 6| 44| 4 d 1075 e :
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1/ Tdentlfy test used and year of publication (MAT-38 reading; CAT-70 math, etc), ,

; El.fﬂhliﬂﬂﬂiﬁ.Stﬂ"d“rd Score, (See publisher's manual). Scaled scores are also acceptable,

: 5/ Enter the total number of contact hours that this fndividual received in supplementary services from
this funding source, .

4 (Sume as #1 above), The screening test s the test Clat vas employed to establish eligibility during

~the needs assessment /planntug phase of the project,
i ¢, Number of months fn program

: d. NYC IAD
e. Teacher assessment and score taken as indicator of need for bilingual {nstruction

!

=




)le 12

Components with small number of eligible participants.

(Replaces Table 29 of 197475 MIR)

[ the district funded & project in which the total number of puplils treated by any component code
nmed to 30 or less, please use the following table. Do not identify each pupil by name; assign

ich pupil a permanent student number, and glve complete test information on each pupll as indicated

1 the table, DBefore completing this form, read all footnotes, Attach additional sheetg ff necessary,

e —

, Achievement | Achicvement c Screening }
ponent |Actlvity[Test| Form level [Grade Pretest Pogttest |Number of Test 4
ode Code [Used[Pre |Post|Pre [Post|Level| Date|Standard| Date Standard| Contact |Test|Date |Standard
I/ Scorel score 2/| Hours ARy Score 2/
Mat7 ‘ ;
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WWify test used and year of publication (MAT-58 reading; CAT-70 math, etc).
lisher's Standard Score. (See publisher's manual). Scaled scores are also acceptable.
>t Lhe total number of contact hours that this individual recelved In supplementary services From
s funding source, ' ‘
le as #1 ahove). The screening test is the test that was employed to establish eligibility during
needs assessment/planning phase of the project,
er of months in progranm

LAD

her asgesswent and score taken as indfcator of need for bilingual instruction




‘able 12 Components with small nunber of eligible participants. (Replaces Table 29 of 1974-75 MIR)

If the district funded a project In which the total number of pupils treated by any component code
sumed to 30 or less, please use the following table. Do not identify each pupil by name; assign

cach pupil a permanent student nuwber, und give complete test informatlon on each pupil as fndicated

in the table, Before completing this form, read all footnotes. Attach additfonal sheets 1f necessary,

. Achievement Achlevement c Screening
owponient  |Activity{Test| TForm Level {Grade Pretest Pogttest iNumber of Test Y
Code Code |Used|Pre |Post|Pre |Post{Level| Date|Standard| Date|Standard Contact |Test|Date |Standard
v ‘ Score 2/ Score 2/|1iours 3/ | 1/ Score 2/
Mat7( "
8/1]6/0/017 |2 10 fath| ¥ |G | 71nt |qac | 16 1107750 7.4 2{1h] 9.9 4 4 | inf19 e
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~
lentify test used and year of publicatlon (MAT-58 reading; CAT-70 math, ete), Q
thlisher's Standard Score. (See publisher's manunl). Scaled scores are also acceptible.
er the total number of contact hieurs that this individual received in supplementary ‘services from
s (unding source, \ N
jame as 1 above). The screenling Tesiis the test that was employed to establish eligib}%lty during
e needs asscssment/planning phase of the project.
mber of wonths in program
[C TAB" )
acher assessment and score taken as.indicetor of need for bilingual fnstruction
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Table 12

Conponents with small number of eliglble particlpants. (Replaces Table 29 of 1974-75 MIR)

If the district funded a project fn which the total number of pupils treated by any component code
sumed to 30 or less, please use the following table. Do not {dentlfy each pupil by name; assign

ench pupil a permanent student number, and give complete test Informatfon on each pupil as {ndicated

in the table, Befove completing this form, read all footnotes, Attach additfonal sheets If necessary,

Achievement | Achievement c Screening

Pupil| Component [Activity|Test| Form Level |Grade]  Pretest Pogttest |Number of Test 4

i Code Code Used{Pre |Post|Pre |Post|Level| Date|Standard| Date Standard) Contact |Test|Date |Standard

1 Seore &/ score 2/ ours 3/ | 1/ Score 2/
Hat]( '

79 16168 15/0[0/7 1210 uath| P | ¢ |mt)mme 15 | o/75] 3.2 216 4.1 5 d| 95 e

80 L balsl o | ame| 3. o
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1/ Tdentlfy test used and year of publication (MAT-58 reading; CAT-70 math, etc),
2/ publisher's Standard Score, (See publisher's manual), Scaled scores are also acceptable,
3 Eater the total number of contact hours that this individual received in supplementary services from

this fundlng source.

4/ (Sune ay I1 ahove). The sérecning test L the lest that was ewployed to establish eligibility during
the needs assessment/planning phase of the project.
c. Number ofamonths in program

- d, NIC LAB

e, Teacher assessment and score taken as {ndlcator of peed for bilingual instruction
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Table 12 Conponents with small mumber of eliglble participants. (Replaces Jable 29 of 1974-75 HI) - |

| If the district funded a project fn which the total nunber of pupils treated by any component code '
| sunmed to 30 or less, 'ease use the following table. Do not {dent{fy each puptl by name; assign

each pupll a permanct: student number, and glve complete test {nformatlon on each pupil as Indicated

in the table, Before completing this form, read all footnotes, Attach additlonal sheets if lecessary,

\ . Achicvement | Achicvement c‘ Screening ;
Pupll{ Cowponent [Activity|Test| Form level |Grade|  Pretest Pogttest [Number of Test Y :
- f Code . Code |Used|Pre |Post|Pre |Post|Level| Date|Standard| Date|Standard| Contact Test|Date |Standard -
‘ 1 Seore 2/ score Yl tiours 3/ | 1/ score 2/
. Mt ~ |
916681500 720 Mt P |6 |[me|mt| 15 |0/ &1 |5/% 4,8 6 d |1U/75) e 5
9 (6681600 7120 | .- HEE RN RS Y46 " S , i
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I/ Tdent!fy test used and year of publlication (MAT-58 reading; CAT-70 math, etc),
2/ Mublisher's Standard Score, (See publisher's manual), Scaied scores are also acceptable,
3/ Enter the total number of contact hours that this indfvldual recefved fn supplementary services from
T Lhls (undlng source, .
41 (Some as F1 whove), The screenlny test Ly the test that was enployed to estahlish eligibility during
the needs assessment/pianning plase of the project, '
¢. Number of months {n program
d. NYC 1AB

e, Teacher apgessment and gcore taken as Indicator of need for bilingual instruction
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ble 12 Components with small number of eligible participants. (Replaces Table 29 of 1974-75 MIR)

f the district funded a project In which the total nunber of pupils treated by any component code y
unmed to 30 or less, please use the folléwing table, Do not identify each pupil by name; assign

ach pupil a permanent student number, and give complete test informatlon on each pupil as indicated

n the table, Before completing this form, read all footnotes, Attach additional sheets {[ necessary,

Achievement Achievement c Screening
mponent  JActivity|Test| Form Level [|Grade Pretest Posttest |Number of Test &
Code Code |Used{Pre |Post!Pre |Post{Level{ Date{Standard| Date Standard! Contact |Test{Dates|Standard
1/ Score 2/ Score 2/ Hours /|1 Score 2/
Mat7(¢ g, : .
8115100} 7} 2/ OMath} ¥ | ¢ |mnt|fnt| 15)10/75( ~7:5 | s/ 7.8 7 d |10/75) e
. N
i N \1\5\ SO/15) 43 | 4/ 30| 7 | 95|
8/ 1)6/0j0; 7] 2| Of . ! A 16 \T0775 ‘5.1 5/76 5.6 “ Y lo/1s
NN v {10775 5.1 | s/ 6.4 : «~ |10/75] .
A A L B “l9/1s] 9.8 | s/1d 104 | T/
NN EER " 1075 46 5/74 4.2 . v 110/75) ¢
IR v | 6.0 | 6.4 | - '
" " |, " ] " 5.4 ) 5.9 \ ! '
S A T R B , 3.1 ). 3.2 | . '

ntify test used and year of publication (MAT-58 reading; CAT-70 wath, etc),

lisher's Standard Score. (See publisher's manual). Scaledvscores are also acceptable,

er the total number of contact hours that this individual received in supplementary services [rom
s funding souice. . ' .

me as #1 above). Th screening test s the test that was employed to establish eligibility durfag
' necds’ assessment/planning phase of the praject. ‘

ber of months {r program

LAB

cher assessment and score taken as indicator of need for bilingual {nmstruction

LA
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Table 12 Conponents with small number of eligible participants. (Replaces Table 29 of 1974-75 HIK)

1f the district funded a project fn which the total number of puplls treated by any component code !
sumed to 30 or less, please use the following table, Do not identify each pupil by nome; assign

each pupll a pernanent student number, and glve complete test informatlon on each pupil as indicated

in the table, Befove completing this Eorm, read all footnotes, Attach additlonal gheetg L necessary,

Achievement | Achlevement c Screening :

Pupilf Component (Activity|Test| Form level |Grade]  Pretest Posttest [Number of Test 4 |

# Code Code {Used|Pre |Post|Pre |Post|Level| Date[Standard| Date|Standard| Contact Test{Date |Standard !

1 Score 2/ scare 2/[1iours TaRY Score 2/
Mat 70 ‘ .

107 16/618[1/6/010| 7/ 2| Opath | ¥ |¢ |Int | Int| 16 10/73 5.2 |5/%6] 5.7 1 d {10/75] e ;

108 1 ' ) U ] w3 a 4.9 ) v o ,

110 el s s e e s
i et e b ] |
!
1w ol e o s e ] e ] N :

: v
I )
114 . \ \ . ! ' 4.5 “ 5.6 ' ‘ N \
1 .
| B8 8 LS00 T2 10 e e s | 3 [ | 4 8 R IN
i . : .
13 )66 8106/0017 12 10| . ] R R (TS (1S N AP Y ' ~ ~
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L/ Tdentily test used and year of publicatfon (MAT-58 reading; CAT-10 math, etc), '

g/_fghlishvr's Standard Score, (Sce publisher's manual), Scaled scores are also acceptable,
3/ Enter the total numher of contact hours that this individual recelved In supplementary services from g
Ty funding source. ' .
W/ (Sewe ag #1 above). The screenlng test 1s the test that was-employed to establish eligibility during | {
" the needs assessment /planning phase of the project, ,

¢, Number of months {n progrsm | |
d, MYC 1AB .

e, 'leacher assessment and score taken as {ndicator of need for bilingual fnstruction




OFFICE OF EDUCATIONAL, EVATUATION - DATA 1.0SS FORM ‘
| (attach to M, item #30)-  Luuction ,
| S J
] In thio table enter all pata yoss informatfon, Between MIR, item #30 and this form, all participants
L' 1n each activity must be accounted for. The component and activity codes used in completion of {tem §30
should be used here so that the two tables mateh, See definitions beloy table for further 'mstructlons,

]

OO RN N %) (6)
- Component | Act{vity | Group | Teat |Total| Number | Participants ' Reasons why students wer: not tested, or 1f
! Code Code |I.D, |Used | N |Tested | Not Tested/ tested, vere not analyzed,
1 : Analyzeds  Analyzed Number/
! N | - ~ Reagon
| . absence | 9
6167 |1(5|T[&(0]15 a 64 | 47 17 266 delivery of baby 8
: abgence . 5

661716 |7[2(0]16 8 217 2 1839 delivery of baby & subsequent 17

, diacharge
Mat7( abaeﬁce ‘ 3l
P66 611 57/2(0(15 |Read | 646 | 17 8| B delivery of baby & subsequent 16

! - discharpa

L Mat70 ubsence 51
P 1606 6 11-6]7{2/0]16 ‘Read | %2 | 20 72 178.3 delivery of baby & subsequent 2

L dTdcharge
Mat70| absence v 1Y)
DL 6 OB L5 TI2{0 |15 | Math | 64 | 34 30 46,9 delivery of baby & subsequént 13

o ' ‘ ' tsrharge

(1) ldeatify the participants by specifle peade level {e.g., grade 3, grade Y), Where several grades are conb{ned,
enter the last to diglts of the component code,
Identtfy the test used and year of publication (UAT-70, SPAT-T4, ete.),
wiber of partfcipnty {n the nctivity, - .

7

3

b) Pumber of participants included o the pre and posttest calculatlons found on itent30,

fumber and pereent of participancs nat tested end/or not analyzed on itenfdn.

Gpecliy all reatons why students were not tested and/or analyzed, Yor each reason specifled, provide a geparate
nugber count, If any further documentation is evailuble, please attach to this form, If Further space 1s
needed to gpectly and explain data loss, attach additional pagen to this form,

a‘ Prueba de Lectura : 143

(1)
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(6) 1
(5)1
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OFETCE OF EDUCATIONAL EVALUATION - DATA T.0SS FORM ; | |
‘ (attach to MK, item #30)  Funccion f ' !
! In this table enter all pata oo information, Between MIR, item #30 and this form, all participants
~1n each activity muat be accounted fors The component and activity codes used in completion of {tem {30
should be used here o that the two tables watch, See definitions below table for further ‘nstructions,

Oy oo ® O ) ;
Component | Activity | Croup | Test [Total [ Nuwber | Participants | Reasons why students were not tested, or {f ‘
Code Code | ID, |Used {N |Tested/ | Not Tested/ tegted, were not unalyzed
L Analyzed_ Analyzed , Nunber/
| ol Reason
| 61618116 |7]21(0 ) 16 |Mat70 92 55 31 | 40,2 absence 11 |
1 Math delivery of baby & subsequenf 20
' ' discharge

(1) Tdentify the partlcipants by specifle grade ievel (e.g., grade 3, grade 9), Where scveral grades are combined,
enter the last two algits of the component code,
Tdenti{y the test used and yeav of publication (WAT-70, SDAT-74, ste.),

3) tumber of participants In the activity, ' -

(2)

(3)

| (4) tunber of participants {ncluded in the'pre and posttest caleulations found on itemft30,
(3)
(6)

Number and percent of participents nat tested and/or not anaiyzed on iten#30,

Speclfy all veasony why students were not teated ond/or annlyzed, Tor each reason specified, provide a separate
nunber count, If any further docunentation ig available, please attach to this form, If further space is
needed to gpecify and explain daca loss, attach additional pages to thin form,
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ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

CORRECTIVE READING, CORRECTIVE MATIEMATICS AMD
JILTHGUAL INSTRUCTION UF PREGNANT SCHCOL AGE GIRLS

ABSTRACT

The cerrective rcaéing, corrective mathématics, and Bilingual programs
for pragnant school age girls was aimed at providing continuity of instruction
for pregmant girls who v=re at least two years vehind thair grade level in
gradz equivalent test scores. The corrective reading and corrective mathe~
matics program used a diagnostic/prescriptive apprcach to instruction. The
program te;:;\uggd for diagnosis ;dd nmastery testing were used for program
2valuation, In the Bilingual Component, Frueba de Lactura, and MAT's in
reading and mathematics were administerad.

7ive distributions were obtained from the diagnostic/prescriptive test
rasults feported by classroocm teachers, whichn formed the core of the svalua-
ticn results. Analysis cf the classroom testing data indicated that more
than 30% of the students in reading and méthematics achieved mastery in at
least one instructional objective, €igures that weres below the program goal
of 70% achieving mastery in one iuitructional objective per month of in-
structicn. Further analysis slswed Lhat many students had mdstered a signifi=-
cant number of objectives prior to instruction, and that scme teachars admin-
istered relati =1y fecw objective tests to their students. Excessive absence
and delivery of taby weée explanations given by teachers. Analysis of
student objective achievement by objective indicated that reading instruction
was most effective in gtructural analysis and vocabulary, and somewhat less
effective in rerding compreh:nsion. In mathematics, objective achievement
was most prerdinenr in nuabers and operations. At the program's conclusion,
more thaa 60% of the students in readiﬁg and more than 707 of the studeats
in mathomatics had achieved mastery on all objectives for which they had

failed.

14¢
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ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

In the 3ilingual ccmponent, statistically significant increases in
rzading and mathematics were obtainad.

A discrepancy analysis indicated that there could have been serious
problems associatad with staffing and lack of sufficient materials and
equipment as well as late arrival of diagnostic materials., The effactive-

ness of staff was respensible for program successes despite adverse conditions.

14y
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LIST OF OBJZCTIVES
READING MATIIEMATICS
Structural analyses Numbars, Operations and Applications
© - Yord Endings Ordering of Xumbers
‘A : S:.;»{ i
iy Prafixes, Suffizes, Affixas Number Sentences
Syllabicaticn Exponential Notation
Vocabulary Practions
il
Synonyms Addition
Antconyms Subtraction
Word Meaninzs Muitiplicaticn
Cenorehensisn Civisicn
ClzassiZying Measurement
Infarances, Cause or Effoct Temperature
- Facts and Details Moraetary Syst2m
rollowing Directicns Time and Date
Main Ideas : Problem Solving
Crawing Conclusions Analysis of Problems
4
<
:
LaQ

ERIC
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