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Chaptdr I: THE PROGRAM

This program was designed to serve children at institut’.is for
the neglected, dependent, a.nd\/or delinguent who were ‘in need of an
| extended sci)ool&ear program. The stated purpose of the program was
to improve the basic reading and/or mathematics skills of the participants.
o The program was in operation from July 1 to August 31, 1976 at
12 institutions in the'five boroughs .of New Yori; City: Nine of these )
.agencies were for sbused and neglected children:. |
' < Catﬁofic. Guardian Soc.iety
- Childville, inc. i
Hegem;n Diqggnostic'Center' | L
Joseph.P. Kenneciy,'Jr. Home |
Mercy Home for Children _
_Q.S.P.C.C.] _
ét. John's Home for Bo_'yg
St. Michael's Services for Children
Three institutions wére'.for Jjuvenile delinquents:
Pius XII | | ” 7 C BT
¥ St. Germaine Group Home
Spofford Juven.ile Center . _
There were 62l '.L‘itle‘ I eligiblg pupils participating, ‘814 of whom
vere discharged du.ri‘ng‘ the courée of the program. | All of the participants ,
‘were id_éntified by the teachers and/or guidance counselors q.f the regular

school year programs as requiring remediation in reading and/or math.




There were some instances, at group homes particularly, where eligible
students requested that.they be admitted to the progran.

4 Ind1v1dual propdsals were developed by T1t1e I persomnel in consulta-
tion with indlvidual 1nst1tution personnel. Most of the programs operated
_from 9 A.M.~ to i2 noon, four days per week. The average instructional
time allotnent was 15 hours per week for seven weeks.

The program's objective was to help pupils achieve mastery'of
instructional objectives in rewding and/or mathematics which they failed
prior to 1nstructlon as measured by the CROFT - (Reading) and BASE
(Mathematics) criterion referenced tests. Speciflc instructional
obJect1ves were selected for reading (nine obgectlves) and mathematlcs :
(10 objectives) in the proposal - -

During the first week of the program all students were given the
appropriate }evel criterion referenced tests in reading,and/or math,

(Two institutions had only readdng or math programs.) The last week

of the program participants were retested on those tests which theyvfailed
prior to instruction. .Thus a pré/post test model was utiiized. Staff
members recorded the test resuits in the pass/faii-mode by pupil and .
instructional objective on the Class Evaluation Record (CER) provided - .

t
‘

‘by the Office of Educational Evaluation.
~-:,.«

Small group and 1nd1viduallzed 1nstruction d1rected toward remediation

&

-

.of the identifled specﬁfic reading and/or mathematics needs of each pupil
was conducted by 80 teachers assisted by 12 paraprofesslonals and three
student aides under thehsupervision of eight teachers-in-charge. There

was one participatingfguidance counselor. A proJect coordinator supervised



and administered the entire program, Four scﬁdol gecretaries, one senior
clerk, and one typist assisted with the ma.intena.nce of records;. reports,

requisitions, and pa.yrolls.
Instructional mterials vere ava.ila.ble and adequate a.t the large ° '
institutiona.l sites. In most ‘instances ma.teria.ls.were identified and -‘
. " assembled for instruction in the specific skill a.reas 'Each student’
hha.d his own i‘;j.le" of materials usually accompanied by/p: progress chart

¢ L .- - A
and log. . pd

. pd
- .
= "//

As a supplemept to the ipstructionai"'éispects of the program certain
-inst-itutions had s'pec'ia.l programs whic;ht placed‘ emphasis on the motivatione.l
qualities of reading ‘and mathematics. elasses in mé.nua.l and hoxnemaking
skills, laboratories in plant and animal ‘l1ife,. speech therapy, educational
field trips, and vocational counseling ‘for teenagers were’ included to

% "

' . - enhance the effectiveness of the progranm.

‘i‘é

r~




Chapter II: EVALUATIVE PROCEDURES

‘A.- . EVALUATION OBJECTIVES
1. . To determine if 70 percent of the program participants master
at least two instructional.objectives in reading and/or

mathematics which prior tec perticipation in the program they
- did not master.

Using the results of the WRAT to determine grade levels, all
participants were administered as a pretest, se1ected appropriate criterion-;x
referenced tests from the CROFT (Reading) and/or BASE (Mathematics) S
series to determine individual 1nstructional objectives for each pupii.

For. instructional obJectives diagnosed as requiring remediation (as
determined by pretest failure), a posttest was administered during the“
last week of tie\ program. “For each instructional obJective results of
passing and failing on both the pre- and posttest were recorded on the
.Class Fvaluation Record Fdr each 1nstructional obJective data were
compiied on the number of participants paSSing and failing on both\the
pretest and posttest / .

The data vere analyzed to determine the percentage of participants ,.
demonstrating mastery ‘and nonmastery of each 1nstructional objective
(according to the SED classificatior system) at initial and final testing.
The percentage of students’mastering téo or more objectives' zach in
reading and 1n mathematics was determined.

2. To determine, as a result of participation in-the. program,

the extent to which pupils demonstrate: mastery of instructional

_ obJectives. . \
i ! e
o The same methods and procedures were used to evaluate this obJective

o
/

as were used for the first’ objecfive, as stated aboye The data were




&

~" - analyzed and presented in tabular and narrative form to ascertain each
v of the following distributions:

The distribution of pupil mastery as a result of instruction by
\ selected instructional obJectives is shown in Table 1 (Reading) and

. Table 4 (Mathematics).
\ i 4 * w.

‘\ The distribution of the number of objectives mastered as a result

of\instruction is shown in Table 2 (Reading) and Table 5 (Mathematics)

s

\?he distribution of percentage of pupils achieving various levels

i}

of mas?ery of instnuctional obJectives is shown on Table 3 (Reading) -

ard Tabie 6 (Mathematics).

' %
3. To determine the extent to which the program, as actually
carried ‘out, coincided with the program as described in
\ _the Project Proposal.

\' B - . E2d

.\‘

B. OBSERVAT\ION OF THE PROGRAM -

The evaluﬁtion budget called. for 14 half-day school visitations.
All 10 of the 1 rge institutional sites were observnd as well as eight
of the group homes.' They were located in the five boroughs os Jew York.

‘ Overall, 546 students, 88 teachers, 12 paraprofessionals, and
\
three student aides participated at the sites visited by the ‘evaluator.
y
. Thus, the observed swudent population (546) was 88 percent of the total

/

enrolled populatdon o€’624 pupils and 100 percent of the 540 pupils who

\
completed-the program.\ All of ‘the participating staff were observed.
sty e

5 . N . 2
\. : . /s
R K . .
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Chapter III: FINDINGS

N

4
- -
> -

' The following présentation of findings is in accordance .t the

- ’

evaluation,design'specifications regarding thgﬂanalysis-of o4ls resating ®

to' each of the objectives.' The data indicated that there were 624

» ¢ .

students enrolled during the course of the program. Due to the nature

.of the participating instltutions there were students entering and belng

discharged throughout the summer. Overall, 84 pupils were discharged
leaving 540 pupils who conpleted the program. In)reading,'52l pupils
enrolled, 67 were discharged, while 454 completed the program. In
mathematics»388 pupils’ enrolled, 49 were discharged,- while 339 completed
the program. There was the same'l3 percent discharged in all three

| categories. Thus all analyses of the reading component were based

on the 454 pupils for whom there was complete data. Simllarly, the
N - * ’ »
math component data analyses were based on 339 pupils.

The first evaluation obJective was:

.To determine if 70 percent of the program participants master .
at least two instructional obJectives in reading and/or mathematics
which prior to the program they did not master.

This evaluation obJective was achieved and surpassed. ln reading,'
75 percent of the pupils completing the program (N = 454) achieved :

I3 mastery of at least two obJectives as a result of participation in~ the

3 <- » .

program. “In mathematics, 86 percent of the pupils conpleting the program

&
-

%,._.,(N 339) mastered at leéast two obJectives after instruction. ° C e

The_second-evaluation objective was: %



To determine, as a result of participation in the program, the
extent to which pup:.ls demonstrated mastery of instructional

& o objectives. . , ; ®
Read. x_)g. The data for the rea.ding component of the progra.m are

~

presented together .

o

~

- As can be seen in Table 1 there were from 62 percent to 93 percent
of the pupils who mastered each’ of the selected rea.d:mg ob:]ectives as a .
result cf pa.rticipation in the progra.m.. '.l‘he median percent of mastery

&
was 79 percent These data indicate the a.pproprlateness of eubtest

_selection fqr\ the majority of participa,nts since there was a relat_ively .
_" high degree of flastery for so short a pez:ie'd.of time.

) . . TABIE 1 o
DISTRIBUTION OF KA T MASTERY BY SELECTED.READING ‘INSTRUCTIONAL )
OBJRCYIVES AS A ‘RESULT OF INSTRUCTION N

. | (W = hgh) | | /
. In."struct‘i hal . S S a : s Percentage
Objective - > _ . Ratio N S of . Mastery
200 T oss60 0 - e
2102, CoL - 50/ 5k I 93
208 . » 69/ 78 "
2105 , ./ w0 b T3,
_2106 _ .. \ - 88/105 . - 8l
2201 o Ta/39 .- , 62
203 T o18/110 : . n.
2hoh . ©136/173 o 79
s T Wh/zn R 68
R aR'a tio is number of pupils achieving n.n.stery
’ number oi: pupils attempting mastery
. ks 11
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This is even more evident when considering Table 2 which indicates

’

that 75 percent of the participants not only attempted but mastored

two or more obJectlves as a result of particlpatlon-in the program.
Only 8 percent of the students did not master any objectives. Examination
of the Class Evaluation Records revealed notations of excessive absences

for 85 peréﬁ%t of the students in this category.

TABLE 2

DISTRIBUTION OF THE NUMBER OF READING INSTRUCTIONAL
, OBJECTIVES MASTERED AFTER INSTRUCTION

(N = 454) , :

Number of Instructional . . " * Number of . Percentage
Ojectives Mastered o Pupils of Mastery
' - ' - : . B
9-10 , . .0 0
7~ 8 ~6 1
5- 6 o B 13 : .3
3- 4 o 108 "

2 o 214 ° u7
1 ~ (R Y
None | ’ 38 S .8

The proper 1mp1ementaticn and effectiveneSs of the criterion-referenced

test approach is underscored by . the fact that 84 percent or all pupils
. & @
- mastered mare than half of the obJectives attempted, as. shown in Table 3.

[

It should also be noted that alimost two-thirds (65 percewt) of the
=]

’ participants mastered 90 to 100 percent of all the reading objectives
[ . . N P - "

.

attempted after instruction.

-~

[ : - ! . i
. = s 4 . . . - -
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TABLE 3

DISTRIBUTION OF PUPILS ACHIEVING VARIOUS LEVELS OF MASTERY OF
© READING INSTRUCTIONAL OBJECTIVES

o : (N = 454)
Percentage of Mastery of ‘ Number of ) Percentage
. Instructional Objectives . Pupils ¢ of Pupils@
90-100 o 297 65
80- 89 8 1
70- 79 10 2
60- 69 : 3l 7
50- 59 } 0! 9
-4 . 7 2
- 30- 39 16 K3
20- 2 . %7
10- 19 ' ‘ 2 b
0- 9 w0 9

aATota.ls 100 percent with two groups of less than 1 percent.

bLess than 1 percent.

Overall these data'provided positive indicators of the effectiveness
of the ’i'eading program. . -

Mathematics.d The data for the mathematios component of the program
will be presented and discussed together. '

The effectiveness of the reading component is paralleled in mathema~

tics. Table 4 indicates that there were from 67 to 92 percent of the

[ . . .
d .
v ' :

i
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pupils who mastered each of the selected mathematics objectives. In
other words a minimum of two-thirds of the students :ttempting an objective

mastered it after instruction.

TABLE 4

~

DISTRIBUTION OF PUPIL MASTERY BY SELECTED MATHEMATICS
INSTRUCTIONAL OBJECTIVES AS A RESULT OF INSTRUCTION

_ (N = 339)

Do FUCE —
1101 96/108 s 2

1102 51/ 61 85
- 1103 135/184 73
1104 R ' §8/ 72 - &
105 °. 2y 33 73
1106 , T R
1107 102/111 | | 92
1108 106/123 86
1109 R | 120/156 B
1110 | | 129/166 ) 72

; B tio ic number ofﬁpupils achleving mastery

number of pupils attempting mastery

The effectiveness in exceeding the criterion level for the second
evaluation objective was demonstrated in Table 5, which shows the distri-
bution of the number of instructional objects mastered as a result of

participation in the pﬁogram. Eighty~-six percent of the pupils mastered

o | 14
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at least two iqstruétipnal objectives post-instruction. The largest
proportion (52 percen®) mastered from two to four obJectives,;wi£H;34 ~
percent mastering from five to 10 objectives. Five percentsdid not master
any. These data clearly indicate that the mathematics comﬁenent of the

program exceeded the reading component in the number of obJect%ves mastered.

.

. . TABIE 5

DISTRIBUTION OF THE NUMBER OF MATHEMATICS INSTRUCTIONAL
OBJECTIVES MASTERED AFTER INSTRUCTION

(N = 339)

Number of Instructional - Number of _ Percentage
ObJectives Mastered, R Pupils of Pupils

9-10 A 25 S 7

7- 8 _ ‘ 25 ' 7

” 5 6 . | e Gé . : ' -

3- 4 - - 88 26

2 | | 87 - 26

1 | 29 9

None .- : 16 2 5

‘It is eurious to note fhat in mathematics (Table 6) as in reading
O(Table_ 3) 84 percent of all pupils mastered more than half of,t‘-'ﬁe k
obJectives attemptea

overall these data emphatically emphasize the expertness with which
the program was developed and implemented The criterion reference test
method permitted forAthe identification of specific areas needing remedial

instruction. Coupled with this diagnostic preseriptive approach, a staff

15
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of experienced, highly competent, dedicated teachers delivered the‘remedial
Title I services on an Individualized one-to-one basis contributing to

the effectiveness of mastery results.,

TABLE 6

DISTRIBUTION OF PUPILS ACHIEVING VARIOUS LEVELS OF
MASTERY OF MATHEMATICS INSTRUCTIONAL OBJECTIVES ,

> (N = 339) |
Percentage of Mastéry of Number of t‘“-‘.Percentage
Instructional Objectives . 2Pupils : of. Pupils

L %00 207 | &

_ 80.'.:'89" | | 10 4 3

7079 o 4

60- 69 3 9

50- 59 w23 7

1o~ 49 SN 9 3

30- 39 , 18 5

20- 29 2 1

10~ 19 7 2

0- 9 . 17 5

The third evaluation obJéc%ive was:

~ To determine the extent to which the program, as actually carried
out, coincided with the Project Proposal.

The program was, 1mp1emented as called for iqtphe proposal with
respect to dates gf operation(Astaff, obJectives, activities and materials,
and serviced the needs of the.pégulation for which it was designed.

Thére were two departures from fhe proposal., The first:change was in

the elimination of one site (Divine Providence) and-@hé'hddition of

- 16



another (Spofford Juvenile Center). Secondly, the proposal called for
a.pproxim.tely 556 pupils and the actual progren had 624, an addition
of 68 students., However, due to the transient nature of some of the
institutions there were pupils leaving a.nd entering during the course
of the program. Overallﬂ, 13 percent (84 pupils) were discharged, leaving
540 pupils, or 97 percent of the targeted population to complete the.| |
prOgram. h . ) |
- A1l sta.ff menbers were observed during the on-site visits. In-depth
.'interviews were conducted with the teachers-in-charge. Without exception,
tt;e progra.m vas staffed with an exceptionally committed, involved, : -
competent,'_ skilled group of professionals. Each person had had prior
" experience i the teaching of basic skills to institutionalized or some
other form of special education populations. ALl staff members were
familiar and experienced with' the criterion referenced instructiona.l
pproach. Almost e.ll had ta.ught at the same site in the regular school
yea.r progra.m, or at a school in the commnity. Thus they knew both
the pupils and the methodology of the program. - While there were some
cri_ticisms of the record keeping syatem and application of the State
Education i)epartment's codification system, all were enthu;iastic about
the program and the participating pupils. As a group the staff de:nonntrated
: a concern with the general welfare of the pupils and a belief in the '
* instructional strategy utilized.
Overall an extremely positive implicit statement ebout the value
of the program was gleaned from the attitudes and efforts of the staff.

It is believed that this sense of commitment and optimism emanated
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from the leadership of the program. The program coordinator had-&ear-
round responsibility for the program and generated a sense of purpose

and .continuity. His dedication and enthusiasm served as a source of
constant support and fostered a sense of comraderie among all particieants,

staff and pupils alike. This affirmative quality was further enhanced

by the.cooperation of the participating institutions.

The teachers in the group homes visited had special cancerns.
In aany instances there was insufficient instructional material at each
group home. Teaehers»sometimes had to pring materials fﬁem site to‘site i}
themselves; Scheduling mresented somewhat‘of a problem ih homes where"
some of theipupils had jobs. Teachefs wanted mere flexibility"in setting
up scheduies tp accommodate mere pupils. This did in fact occur at
several g;oup homes; teachers came at hoqu when the pupils wefe available.
At oneget'the larger group home institutions, a plee for inereased funds
was made to enable more of the eligible, awvailable pupils at group_homés
to be served in future programs of this nature. |

This group,home segment of the program was obserVed to be unique
in the opportunities the program afforded the pupils for close one-to- -

one contact with the teacher. The students observed and itt erviewed

 appeared to be sincere in their attempts to improve their basic skills

in reading arid méthematics.

Previous .evaluations have made four recommendations. They will

"

. each be cited and followed by a statement regarding their implementatien.,

v

1. The program should be recyeled.

It was, although there were provieions for fewer numbers of

Iz

18
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pupils in Summer 1976 than were prev:lously served. This was a mandated

,

budgetary reduction. - . ~

2. A diagnostic or criterion referenced gest shoud be used
0 evaluate the program. . -

Ao g

The program used the Croft CRE in reading and the Ba.secra‘

in mathematics. . o ‘. o

3. Grade equivalent scores from survey achievement batteries,
e.g., M.A.T,, C.A.T,, should»be made available to teachers

at the beginni.ng of the progra.qx.

Wherever poss:lb];e this was done. In ingtances where. th:l.s

informt:lon was not availabie pupils were a.dministered the W.R.A ‘1‘
to obtein the instructiona.l level.
b oA collection of resource materials should be established.
A centra.l resource collection of instructional ma.teriala was
eetabl:lshed at one of the inst:ltutione as well as gt the proJect

coordinator's office. In, a.ddit;ion, most inatitut:lonn had their own

Y

appropriate materials. Nevertheless due to the geographic inconvenience

of the resource center to many of the grovp home e:l.tes some problem

)

pereisted in this reg&rd

15



Chapter IV: SUMMARY OF MAJOR FINDINGS, ‘CONCLUSIONS,

AND RECOMMENDATIONS o

‘The major eva.luation. objective of having “70 percent of the partici- ‘
pants demonstrate mastery of at least two instructional ob:Jectives in
réading .a.nd/.or mathematics which‘prior to the ‘program they did not master ..

' was achieved and surpassed. In reading, 75 percent of the pupile (N = hsi&;)._'}
achieved nastery of at least two objectives as a result of instructicn.
There ‘were from 68 to 924percent of the students who mastered each of
the selectea'reading .cb:jectiw'res. In mathema:?:s', 86 percent of the
pupils (N = 339) mastered atf least two objectives as a result of instruc-
tion, There was a range of 67 to 92 percent of. pup:Ll mastery for each
of the selected mathemtics objectives. Sixty-eight percent or the pupils .
demonstrated mstery of more than 70 percent of the instructional ob:lectiveel :: ’
they attempted in both subject areas. . . : o L, : ~1

Program implementation was as proposed with the except’ion of ‘having | _____

enrolled 68 more students the.n the proposed 55_6”.'VM;_Hawev‘jer, dne to the

nature of some of the institutions there were pupils leaving and enter:l.ng
during the course of the program. Overall 13 percent (8 pupils) were
discha.rged, 1ea.ving 5LO pupils, or 97 percent of the ori.ginal estimated
population, to complete the program. In consideration of the program's
strong positive effects it ia<recamnended that it be recycled. ° )
The fo].lowing recommendat ions for strengthening the prograun were

based on the findings and site obsemtionr

_ 1." The program should be expanded to service all eligihle pupils

in institutions,” especially group:homes, while maintaining at
least the same teacher-pupil ratio.. : .

-

20
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2.

Haintain the same staffing policies with respect to teacher
reoruitment.
L
{
\\
~N
~. .
\;
. AN
- \\ .
. S
. . /
\\'1\ !.-Jh-
» . \&
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— , ) v Appendix A o s

: Program Abstract .
$ . ] . . . ‘\ ]
‘The Program for Institutionalized Children provided reading and/or
mathematics instruction for 624 Title I eligible pupils in 12 institutions
. for neglected, abused, ‘or delinquent children in grades one throuth twelve.
. The program operated for seven weeks with 15 aours of instruction weekiy,
" with some variations. Small group instruction or individual tutoring
was provided by 80 teachers assisted by 12 paraprofessionals, three \
student aides, under the supervision of eight teachers-in-chargg, A \
project coordinator administered and supervised the entire program.
All .students were given entry and mastery tests with standardized \

criterion-referenced tests from the Croft-reading system and/or from
the Base mathematics system. o

e

The maJor evaluation obJective of having 70 percent of the partici- \
pants demonstrate mastery of at least two instructionalvobjectives in
. reading and/or mathematics which prior to the program they did not master- \
- wag achieved and surpassed. In reading, 75 percent of the puplls (N = 454)
: achieved mastery of at least two objectives as a result of instruction.. A
There were from 68 to 92 percent of the students who mastered each of .
£ the selected reading objectives. In mathematics, -86 percent of the
pupils (N =°339) mastered at least two objectives as a result of Instrue- -
tion. There was a range of 67 to 92 percent of pupil mastery for each
of the selected mathematics objectives. Sixty-eight percent-of the pupils
. demonstrated mastery of more than 70 percent of the instructional
- objectives-they attempted in both subject areas.

These highly positive results were attributed to a dedicated staff -
of teachers, almost all of whom had three or more years of experience '
in working with the same, or similar populations of children in these
subject areas. Also, the eriterion-referenced test approach has proved
to be an effective instructional procédure.

. Program implementation based upon 1% observation visits made
adhered closely to that stated in the Program Proposal, with the exception
of having enrolled 68 more students than the proposed 556. However, due
to the nhture of some of the institutions there were pupils leaving and
entering “‘during the courseé of the program. Overall 13 percent (84 pupils)
were discharged, leaving 540 pupils, or 97 percent of the original
estimated population, to complete the program. In consideration of the ,
program's strong positive effects on the intended pupil. population, it

Y is recommended that it be recyoled. ya . ’
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APPENDIX'B

| SECTION 11 Table 19 Criterion Referenced Test Results .

NEN YOH.K STATE EDUCATION Dk PARTMENT
- MAILED INFORMATION RLPOHT FOlt CATEGORICALLY AIDED EDUCATION PROJh.CT

Program for Imtitutionalizpd Children

I

/

title I+ 8 Punction §_09-1 63601

. Name of Progran: Date Sumer 1976 .
] \ Pretest Posthest
. %Y, S, ! No. of Pupils No, of Pupils
. Qomponent | Instru¢- | : R 1 from from
" Code tional Publisher Level | Popsing | Failing Col.(2) | Col.(2)
| S Phssing | Failing
(Hendicap | Mastery | \. I
Code 00) | Gods ) 1 @ (3) )
: | | ﬂ , .
11 MeGuire-Bumpust |* - ' B
6{o{q4 3| 2|1 0] 1] Croft Reading | » | W Wy 2"
| 6| » | ]t
6| % | ® )
N 2 15 2 |3
{ |l 0 | 2 23 | 2
| : B 6 6 0
1 2 | 1
0 | 6 5 1
T T s 2
v |V SN N N
Croft Rading | P - " b 7 0
- . 6I ‘ I , l ’
Lol o] s ]
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N, Y. S B L - IR -Setfll - Table 13 - C. R, 1. Results (Continuation Sheet) Page 21
Ve of Progr. Progran for Irstltodonelined Oniliren NG B/ bnction F 09713650, 8.8, 1976
B R : Pretest Posttest . '.
‘ N Y3, ‘ No. of Pupils No. -of Pupils
(omponent Tnst ruc- | , from |, from™
Code - tional Publisher Level | Pussing | Failing .| Col.(2) | Col.{2)
: | : , Passing | "Failing
(Handicap Hastery,_/ \ ' ,
Cote00) | Code |- o @ B W
6lo{8]u] & |2]1] 0 4]|Croft Reading | P | 12 11 9 2 -
2w s | 10 .10 | 3§ 5
oot | bl o6 | e e ] o
fefsos] | | B 1% | 12 b
2 | 40 b 1 6 | 2 22 }
2 [ 4o 6] ok e NE €
¢. { Il o 5 33 27 6
6lolgluls 2 {1]o]t|crott Readi-ngf P 3 3 0 j
2 (1o e | 3 | 9 'y
2 11 01&_ , 1 8“ 12 ‘I 3
2 [1]0] 5 | 8| 10 6 b
2 11706 6 | 2 18 8
Ay | it A O R U D —
l2 210[1 ] # 19 1 1 0
12 ko) 3 |




N Y. S B D, - M. L R - Sect. I[ - Table 13 - G, B, T. Rosults (Continuation Sheet) Page 22

@
 Mameof Progr.:

Progran for Institutionalized Children  N{C B/E Function # 00.71636=50 5.5, 1976

, Pretest Posttest
LLse | 8 No, of Pupils " No. of Pupils
~ Component Instruc- } _ : from {rom
Code tional Publisher Level | Passing | Pailing Col.(2) | Col.(2)
: C : o ' Passlng ‘Failing :
(Handicap .| Mastery - N i | |
- UodeQ0) | Code” \, N (I B B | W
blolafuls |2 |4 o blcrottheading | B | 3 | oy |25 | 12
s \ — -‘ s

L. (] s] | Ll s | w (& |1
6l o8 (4|6 |2 |1]-0) 1 crott heading | B | 1 | 2 | ¢ 0
IR E C I R T R T
2 (1] of & o [ 1 o
2 (1] 05 0 0 0 0
do12 (1] 0.6 0 12 12 0
2 {2} 0]1 0 0 0 0
2 141,03 0 I 2 2
2 14| 0| 4 2 | 2 18 8
W 2 [4] 0} 6 $ v 0 23 14 9
61018151412\ 1] 0] L lorogt Reading | P A PRI A

| J, 2| Lof et JL ‘L | 2 2 .2 S0

\
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E.D. - M. I. R - Sect. IL - Table 13 - C. R. T. Results (Continuation Sheet)

/ Page _?_3_ |

of Progr.: Program for Institutionalized Children NYC B/E Function # 0927163650 S.$.1976I
- Pretest, Posttest
‘ N. Y. S. No. of Pupils No. of Pupils
iponent Instruc- : 1. {rom - Jrom
Jode tional Publisher Level” | Passing Failing Col.(2) Col.(2)
: - Passing [  Failing
undicap Mastery “ ’ .
de00) | Code (1) (2) @ | )
5| 5| & | 2 | 1] o] & |croft Reading | P 0. 4 3 1
2 1] 0| 5 2_ 1 1 0
2 | 1] 06 2 0 0 0
2 |2y 01 0 0 0 0-
2 | 41013 0 0 0 0
2 [ 4] o & 0 0 0 0
2] 2 |49 6 W N2 0 0 0 0
81505 |2 ]t]o| 1 |crort Reading | P 21 1 1 0
2 |1fof 2} 19 4 4 0
2 [1]o| & 8 12 12 0
2 [1|0]5 20 1 1 0
2 |1]0| 6 | 17 3 3 0
2 121o0f1 0 “13 8 | 5
2 [k]ol3 v ﬂL 1 13 7 6
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N Y. S B D, - K L B - Sect, II < Table 13 - C. R, T. Results (Continuation Sheet)

Page __21*__

Name of Progr. : ngréﬁl_ for Institutionalized Children . NEC B/E Function # 0971 '6' 36250 S.‘S.1976

Pretest Posttest
: NY S, Lo ~No. of Pupils No. of Pupils
Component | Instruc- B ‘ from- | from , .
Code tional Publisher Level | Passing | Pailing Col.(2) | Col.(2) - - .
o ' o | Passing | Tailing .
(Handicap | Mastery R A
Code00)" | Code M | @ (3) )
L6 o8] 5|5 2 | 4] o 4 |crost Reading | B 2 |y | 1w 1
| Jé‘ |2 [bjop 6] 31, Jl 1| 1 9 9
e - ‘ ‘ .
610815]6 (2 |t|oft|crortRenting | P | & | o | o | o
2 1]} 2| L EE
2 |1] of 4 R 0 0
ofe o s TR R R U R
112 ]t] o8 A b oso | o 0
2 (2] 0] 1 R SN I T R
TR T e [ o
2 |hfof b bl 10 3
Te o6l [ | T 75 |
0 T e 20 0 S
610 1413 f2 1|0l t-|CroftReading | T | o0 | 0 | .0 | ¢
“i 2 [1]o]2 [ L AT T o1 o Fo. 14
......,;.. l I‘ i

53
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N Y. S B D -M IR - Sect. II Table 13 - 0. B, T Resulte (Continuation Sheet) ‘ Page _jyi_:

‘MMHMNPMMMMMMMMMWMM Nmmwmm#mnmy) 5.5, 1976

A - 1 Pretesﬁ ‘ | Pésttest \
N, 1.8, . No, of Pupils No. of Pupils
- Conponent | Instruc- o ‘ frm | from
Code tional .| Publisher level | Passing | Pailing | Col.(2) | Cal.(2)
. . | ' i Pussing ‘| Failing °
| (Hcmdlcap Hastery . . : - o
Code(_)__) " Code o (1) - {2) (3) &) o
6| o8| 43 |2 1] o é{croftRendtng | T | 0 | 0 | 0 0
. 2 1] d 3 0 o | o 0
214 0 6 0 0 0 0
2200 1] 0 3 13 0
AIPANEE 0 o | 0 0
ALK R 0 0 0 0
ol d 6] | o | { 9
¥ V2
elolsle %2 |t ot ovortenttng | 1| 0 | 0 |0 ] 0
SUHL L el de] B o | o | 0
2d 1| o 4| 0 0 0 0—-
AR 0 0 0 0
211 d 6| 0 0 0 0
2|0t | R 0 0
ALK K1 0 0
AN 'S M
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Mo LS, B D, <K LR, -Sect. TL - Table 13 - G. R, 1, Renulte (Cortimatn Sheet) -
NIC B/t Function # o9-7163§-_50"], 5,5.1976 .\

| Nage of Prﬁgx;.: Progren for Institutibnalized Children

\ | Pretest Postiest, |
- O NYS No. of Pupils No. of Pupils
~ Component Instruc- : S from | from
Code - | tional Publisher Level | Passing | Pailipg . | Col.(2) | Col.(2)
o _ , ' 1 = Passing ,| Failing
~ (Handicap | Mastery _ S
Code 00 ) Code OBREEO) 3) (4)
6lof8 b4 2 | 4| o] & |croft Reading | T | N T N B
 2 406”¢1¢‘ \L 0 U
6o[8 14| 5 |2 || 0|t [CroftResding |"T° | %7 [ o | o | o
ARLE W
| 2 (1|0 b 2 0 0 0
2 11 0] 5 32 |t 1
2 (1] o 6| t | o6 | s !
2 2] 0 1] 2 | 0 0 0 |
0CE | T2 | s (
;l 2 b0k 2 2 e | o
Wl 2 |elols] 10 | b [ | 8
S e B R Y .. il
Cbjoike o fafol t oot enttng [T | 0 [ 1 | 1 ] o .
ST T2 lt Je K 2| 2 KL
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of Progr.: Program fur Institutionalized:Children NYC B/E I-‘iutcti;on # 09-71636=50 §.5.1976

o Pref.est,‘ | - - Posttest
B I A OB S No. of Puptls - - No.-of Pupils
nponent Instruc- ‘ . e = from from
Cede " tional Publisher Level Passing ™ Failing Col.(2) 7} Col.(2)
S e I ) : Passing | Failing
andicap Mastery _ , ' o ' o '
0de 00 ) Code A m | @ (3) L)
8lu|6-|2 |1] 0| 4 |croft Reading | I - |« 0 2| 2 0
2 1] 0 5 | 1o 1 1 0
2 1] 0 0 5 5 0
2 |2f 01 0 1 0 1
2 |k of 3 13 |3 | %
_ 2 |alol 4] _ 12 i | 11 3
: 2 (4)o] 6 1/ ' : " ) .22 14 . ‘8-
vl /2SN I V2% N S S N S
855 [2.|1| 0| 1 [Croft-Reading | I o/ 0 0 0
2 |110] 2 8 1 1 0
12 [1jof &) 6 1 1- 0
2 [1]o] 5 8 1 1 0 .
2 {1]of 6" 5 2 2 | 0
EERCUEE R 1 2 5 .3 )
2 [u R
V 3 A2 7 5 2




N LS B D, -k . B - Sectu-II - Table 13 - C. B. 2. esults (Continuation Sheet)  hag 8

Name of « rogr.: ~-Proéfam for Institutionalized Children .  NYC B/E Punction # 09=71636«50 5.5, 1976

/

"

| Pretest . " Postbest
N. 1. §. | No, of Pupils- No. of Pupils
. Gomponent Instruc- | | . from - from -

Code tional Publisher | Level | Passing ® \Fa.iling ) Col.(2) | Col.(2)
S ; | ~ Passing | Failing -

(Handicap | Mastery

ww) | e | | W@ Tw WL
6101855240 3 Cro/r‘éﬂeading I 0 7 5 ‘ 2 "
ANCEne o8 s |t
TWT T2l d e MR ERE 2
6 of8|s|v 2 s of t{orotthenting | T | 3 | 0 | 0 1 0
2 |1 0] 2 | 3 170 ] !
2 (1] of 4 BERE 0
UL e o st S T 0
A 2K 0 IR ST
2|2 of 1 ’ 2 | 0 !
1'LE , o | & | v | o
2 (W[ 4] | o [ w |3 |1
ClelMas] \y | 2 2 |2 7o
" |Bnd of Reading —1%«, . ‘// :

\ :EMC ‘ ) L. . ‘ — ]




N. Y. S, B D, -k L B - Sect. IL - Gable 13 - C. B. 1. Results (Contimation Sheet)

Name of Progr.: Program for Institutionalized Children *

I

] .

Page _g); .
e B Fuction # 097163650 8.5, 1976

_ . Pretesf, | Posttest
| [ AE No. of Pupils No. of Puplls
Component Instruc- ‘ ' : " from { rom
- Code tional Publisher Level | Passing | Failing | Col.(2) | Col.(2)
" | N Passing | Failing
(Handicap | Mastery | ;
Gode00) | * Code 1 @ (3) ()
| - | Media Research
; Asgociates:
61019143110 Bage Hath 1 3 4 l& 0
| 1 1] g 2. | 1 0 0 0
t{1] 0 3 A
1 1] 0 o | 0 0
1110 2 9 2 2 0
1 {10 3 " 0 0 0
111 0 1 ) 5 5’ 0
t |10 2 1 0| 0 0
1 1] 0 R 0 0
1 1] 0 TR I R B
JLLEE A LR T
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Nme of Progr.: Progren for Institutionelised Children MG B/E Punction § 0971636250 554976

\ Pretest Posttest a
‘ NS No, of Pupils No. of Pupils ° |
" Component | Instruc- | ' - fron fron
Code tional Publisher Level | Passing |-Fuiling Gol.(2) | Col.(2)
| . N - ‘ Passing | Failing
- (Handicap | Mastery
Code00) | Code m- 1 @ B 1 W)
8O[94 3| 1|1 O k| Bese Hath j b0 0 | 0
| 1] 1f 0 to2 | 0 |0 ] o
1 11] 0 P I R
1 1] 0 3 y 0 o | o
1110 1 2 0 0 0
1 {1] 0 2 | | 0 | o 0
1110 3} 4 0 0 0
{1 0 1 S T ' 1
111 0 2 |1 0 0 | 0.
£ 1] 0 I 0 0 0
1] 0 R 1 b 0
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. E. D, =M. I R - Sect. II - Table 13 - C. R. 7. Results (Continuation Sheet) ~~ ~  Page 31

' of Progr.: Progran for, Institutionslized Children - NC B/E Function 4 09-71636-50 5.5.1976
i I . _ Pretest Posttest -

_ N. Y. S. : oy No. of Pupils No. .of Pupils
mponent Ipstrue- . g from - from
Code tional | Publisher - Level Passing- | Failing Col.(2) Col.(2)

, 1 ' ' Pussing | Failing
andicup Mastery - . ‘ ‘ '
ode00) |- Code ' OIS E) [O))
9 4?"::“3 111 d 8| Base Math - 2 o |1 S | : 0
11198 3 | b 0o |0 0
111 q9 1 0 3 2 1
111 Q0 9 2 9 2 2 0
111 d 9 3 4 0 0 0
1|y yo 1 1 1 1 o
111 14 0 -2 10 1 1 0
IEHEEER 3 L R 0
ol4{ 4|1 [tlof 1| Basematn | t |1 0. 0 0
EREREITE 2 5 | 12 | 12 0
11 10] 1 3 3 N " 3
oyl 4 3 12 | .1 1




N 1.5, B D, - K. L R - Sect. 1l - Table 13 C. ) Reaulta (Cont.inuat,icn Sheet) © Page 32

" Name of Progr.: vProgram for Instit.utionalized Children  NIC B/E Functionit| 09- 216:36-50 8.8_.1'976

——— L ‘ ]
K | o | Pretest Posttest
LS, A No, of-Pupils . No. of - Pupils
Component ~ | Instruc- D | - fron ‘from
" Code tional Publisher level | Passing | Puiling Col.(2) | Gol.(2)
“ o ' <+ | Dussing | Failing
* (Handicap | -Mastery B J g R
Code00). | Code | ) (2) . 3} | W)
ol ool u{ 6|t lto] o] Bseratn | 5 | kof5 ] 5 |0
1 {440} 2 \ 1 0o | 0 0
1 4l0] 2 .z\ 2 5 5 0
L1 10] 2 3-\ o b 3 t
L] g0] 2 b6 |8 8 0
1|10l 2] 5 1 3 6 6 0
t110] 3] 1 O T !
° t{1lo] 3 2 0 | b | 0
17 140] 3 3 1 B b b
t{10] 3 b2 | o 9 |2
111013 5 1| 1 8 2
U] S N PR I 0 0 |0 0
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Ndme of ngr ngram for Institutionalized Cmdren 'j: NYC BfE Puuction #09 71636'50 483 1976 d .

: ; l;
} ' ' ' . . CY

k | © Pretest 1 pesttest
‘ N, Y. S | No, of Pupils - [~ No.of Pupils
Component | Insbruc- ) | from . | from
Code tional” | Publisher | level | Passing | Failing Col.(2) | Col.(2)
| | | o Pussing | Failing
 (Handicap | Mastery . | * ‘ | |
~Code00) | Code: : ol (1) (2) ) W
6| ofgf b 4| 1]1fo] 4] Baselhatn | 2 o | & | v | 0
t[10] & 3 0 3 1|2
1{afo] k| b 1 8 6 2
| t{1lof 4 5 0 | 8 7 1
l' 1
1 1o] 5 1 0 0 0 0
\ t{1]0] 5 2 0 3 3 0
\ 1] o] 3 T3 0 2 0 2
t11/0] 3 R B ? |
HEBLE 5| 0 7 6 1
5 ] e 6 { 0 0 | 0 0,
1] 1lo] 8 2 I T T R T 1
‘ , 01
1110 [WF 3 0 2 0 2
NNIER _‘
L5067 ! { 7 6. 1
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LS B D<M L - et - Tl 13- 6. B 2. Bt (Contmuabion Sest) g

Nens 01 Progr. ngrdm for. Inst.itution..lized Children  NIC B/ Function #09 71636'50 5,5.1970

[

Pretest | | Post test
, N, Y. 8. - No, of Pupils No. of Pupils
Component- | Instrue- - C . - from fron
Code: - | tiomsl . Publisher Level ‘| Passing | Pailing | Gol.(2) | Col.{2)
S L o | - Puselng | Failing -
(Handicap | Mastery ‘ y o
CodeQ0) | Code T O R ) o | W
gfolo|b bt [afof 6| meenits | s | o | 8 |7 |4
“ ]
RN { 0 | | 0
. .
1 {107 2 0 ' 9 " 2
1|07 3 2 | 1 g 2
L (1o ]7 b s | ou | 1w {
t {07 s 1o b7 L6 i
~ | | o
1 11108 1 0 { | 0
t (1o |8 2 o | 1| 1 {
L |t |8} 3 1 7 ¢ 2
) ' 4
\ BaE T S B
Ljtp8 5 1, 3 78 2
{ (110 K | 0 0
Y L0 !
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. - b
Namg of Progr.  Program for Institutionalized Children NYC B/E Function # 09=71636=50  5.5. 1976

e b i i, B U e =

Post test

Pretest
N. 1.8, No. of Fupils No. of Pupils .
Compone, Jasbruc- : {'vom {rom
Clode toml Publisher Level | Passing | Failing Col.(2) | Col.(2)
‘ : ' Passing | Failing
(Handicap | Mastery
Code00) | Cods (1) (2) (3) b
6lofo{ 4|4 |t [t|o] 9 Besevath - | 2 0 b 3 1
- t el 3 0 9 N 5
1 1100] 9 " 0 15 1 4
— 1109 5 1 3 8k 4
L1t o | 0| o 0 0
1 111] 0 2 0 b 3 1
P L ]1ft] o 3 | .0 o]t 3
Il t[1]t] o | b 0 th | 10 !
WV 1 jLtto \l 5 0 8 I .
60[9|4| 5|1 [1]0| 1 | Base Math 2 0 1. 1 0
A s 8 | v e | o
L)t b 2 /7},, ----- 5|t
Lt N th T 19 15 N
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Neme of Progf.':, Progran for Institutionalized Children

Page _3_§__ -

NYC B/E Puiction # 09-71636=50  S.5.1976

R Pretest Posttest,
, N, Y. S, No, of Pupils No. of Pupils
Component | Instruc- . | | [ron from -
Code | tional Publisher | level | Passing | Pailing | Col.(2) | GoL.(2)
| | ' Passing | Failing -
(Handicap | Mastrry ‘
Code00) | Code (1) (2) 3 | W
61094 5|1 {1]0] 1| Base Math 6 11 8 § 0
1| 1]0] 1 7 5 i g 0
- -
t{1t]o] 2 2 { 0 o | 0
110l 2 3 b 6 |6 | o
1 {tlof 2 t 2 7 5 7
t [1)o] 2 s | o9 | 1|9 2
1 [1/0f 2 6 8 ki 5 2
t[1]o] 2 7 b 0 0 0
1 (10| 3 2| o | o 0
i [0 3 ) 3 { 7 1 6
t{tfof 3] R TR 8
Loy Ps oo |y |9
Lol sl 7 |6 2ol A |t §
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Name of Progr.: Progran for Institutionalised Children NYC B/E Function # 097263650 5.5.1976

1 | Pretest Posttest . .
;, ; NYS) | | No, of Pupils " No. of Puplls™
* Component |, Instruc- - | | fram | from
Code | tional Publisher Level | Passing | Failing | Col.(2) | Col.[2)
~. ‘ o . | ~ Passing | Failing
(Handicap | Mastery , B | | '
Code00) | Code | « I ) @ | 0 (i)
6l 9|4 5|1 40] 3 Besedatn, | 7 1| g 7 2
1]1o] & 2 1 0 0 0
1{10] 4 3 1 5 0 5
Lo} 4 b ! ; { 3
1 [ 1fo] 4 sl o1 | 3 | o ;
1110 & 6 3 9 6 j
t [ 1fo] 4 7 { 6 |5 {
1 110f § 2 | 0 0 0
t {1]o] 5 EN T 2 {
| 1 {1]0] 3 Lo 9 2 { {
t{1o] 3 sl 2| , B
A-y Liyors v b 1 0 0 0
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Pretest Posttest

| N. 1. §, No, of Pupils No, of Pupils

Componznt | Instruc- | : " fron {ron
Code . | tiomal Publisher Level | Passing | Failing Col.(2) | Col.()
: " | | Passing | Failing

(Handicap | Mastery - '

Code00) . | Code O )R O I O

Cbogl kst ol st mmensth [ 7 | 2 | L | oo, | o4

1 [ tlo] 6 2| o | o | o

1|10 6 3 2 |3 1 2

L 1lo] ¢ b2 S N

t o] ¢ s o9 | v |3 |t

BEREIN 6 |- 6 2 {1

1 {1f0] 6 N T : |0

tlgo] 7 2| 0 N 0

RERRISR I R R N T A I )
A e byt 9 |8 {
BRIRRAROE B REREERE
T Tadge] e |2 o |1
'.ﬁEliC_lW. L 1jo] 7 .yf 2NN R S R 0

Pdge 8
Name of Progr,: Progrm for Institutionalized Children - NIC B/E Runction # (9«71636=50 8.8.1976
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N Y, S B DK L R - Sect. 11 -f

Neme of Proges Progran for Tost{uMied Childven WO B/ Function § ngeptéggusy 651976

: ) Pretaét Posttest
. NS . No. of Pupils No. of Pupils
Compnent | Instrue- - ‘ . fron from
bode | tiomal CPublisher ! Level | Passing | Failing Col.(2) | Col.(2)
: ‘ S | : Passing | Failing
(Handicap | Maslery - | \
fode00) - | Code - (1) | 2) | 3) (h)
61009, 41911 110 81 Base Math 2 ! 2 2 0
~ 1110 8 3 S R N B
- i
~ 110! 8 4 10 9 6 1 3
o8] f 15 1o |16 | | oo
t{1lo] 8 6 | 16 | 7 6 !
t 108 7 L 2 2 0
L 10] g 2 ! 3 ] :
1 [1]0] 9 3 3| 10 1 6
3 IR EA (2 'Y N I U N T IRV IS ;
17100 | 9 sl e | s | 2
IR 6 | v ||y |
s e s |y |
¢ \ :
A4
Lt o | 0 2 1 { 63




;?vN.\ Y. 5, E.D, =M L, ‘R.-- Sect, II - Table l’)‘\- 0. R. 1. Results (Continuation Sheet)‘

Name of Progr. 3

Progien for Institutionaldzed Children MG B/E Fuiction f Q71636s5p ~ 5.5.1g06 -

g 80

Pretest  Posttest
N, Y. 8. No, of Pupils No. of Pupils
Component | Instruc- |, | g o from fron
. Code tional . Publisher Level | Passing | Ruillng |  Col.(2) /| Col.(2)
. o i Passing | Failing
(Handicap | - Mastery | : |
Code00) | Code M 1 (@ (3) (&)
6lofol sl s|1]lt] of asematn | 3 1| g g }
'" ] 11 T 13 5 B
1|11 5 1| 28 20 o
111 6 70 13 1 2
) 1 1ft] o K 2 | .7 6 | 1
MR L VR .
6l ofolu{ 61| 10| 6] pasewarn | 2 0y 0 | o 0
| . 1110 3 0 0' 0 | 0
|1t Y b2 |
1110 5 5_' 3 } 0
1| t]o 6 9 | 0 0 0
: L {10 7 N 0" | 0 0
S {10 8 | Lt 0 | -0 0
64| 1110 \ 9 | 0 .0 0
'1,‘ ) “,.‘ “\ f"
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N EScE D -M LR - Sﬁt‘" I1 = Table 13 - C. R.' 1. Results “(Continualtignvﬁheet) | “Page b1
,~ Neme of Progr.: Progren for' nstitutionalized Children < NICB/E Hiuction § 09-21636-50‘ 5.5.1976

)

. \ . . C | . Prétesﬁ _ Posttest |
. No ¥S - .4 | No, of Pupils No, of Pupils
- Component | Instrue- o ] S0 Iron fron
( - Code tionsl | Publisher. Level | Passing: | Failing | *Gol.(2) | Col.(2)
. , , . S A I B , Passing | Failing
(fandicap | Mastery | R "
Code00) | Code 1 (1) (2) OO
6| q 9| 4 6| 1[1]0] 2| Buse kath 2. [0 .0 0 0
titfol 2| R L 1 0
111 0] 2 b, A I 0 2
“~
1{1]0] 2 5 3 2 1 1
~ 1 11]0] 2 6 7 2 2 0
| {110} 2 7 7 beo | 0
1[t]0] 2 c |8 to g 0 0
111 0] 2 g 0 0~ | o 0
T
¢ L{1]o] 3 N LI N W P TS N
t{1{o0] 3 3 I U R AR
tit]o} 3 Y B N IRV .
L]0 3] 5 |9 B 1
\ 111]0] 3 6 2 6 4 2
1l1]o] - 11 2
i 01 % | W 7 5 ‘ 9
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N LS. B D <N L - Sect. I1 - Table 13 - C. R. 1. Benulto (Continuation Sheet)
Name of Progr.: Progran for Institutionalized Children ~  NIG B/E Function # W 5.5.1976
Pretest Posttest

N YL S No. of Puplls No. of Pupils

Component | Ingtruc- from {ron

. Code tional Publisher level | Passing | Puiling Gol.(2) | Col.(2)

Pussing | failing

(Handicap Mastery

Code00) | Code (1) (2) ) (h)

do{ul 6|t ftfo] 3f basedath | 8 | O bl 6
t{tof 3 9 1 2 2 | o
tt]o] 4 2 0o | 0 | 0 0
1{L]e) & ) 0 1 0 1
110 & b 0 1 0 1
1 (10 & 5 0 2 | 1
111{0] & 6 } 1 1 0
1{1(0f & 7 3 8 7. 1
(|0 b B 0 3 3 0
1t ]o] b 9 1 | 0
11110f 5 2 0 0 0 0
tie|of s L3 0 0 0
Lt {0} 3 V by 0 0 0 0

69
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N TS E D<M LR - Sect. IL-Table 13- C. BT, Rosults (Contimatisn Sheet)  Page 43

. /
-  Neme of Progr.: Progran for Tistitutoitlead Coflimn W0 B2 Pution | C‘-’}/[’[i.ﬂ’géw’;ﬂ' 5.5.4878
, | \/, co ;
o -‘,_““—‘m T Prietest e ‘Posttest |
I O ; No, of Pupils No. of Pupils
Component | Instruc- , ; from- | from
Code tional Publisher Level | Passing | Failing | Col.(2) | Col.(2)
| . | | Passing | Failing
(Handicap | Mastery | .
Code00) | - Code - (1) (2) (%) (L)
6/ 09| 4 6] 1(t{o] 5| Base Hatn 5 0 o | o 0
10t o] 5| 6 1 2 2 0
’ 111{0] 5| 7 1 1 { 0
1j1{0] 3 8 0 -1 1 0
1 i11o] 5] 9 1 0 0 0
1{t{o] 6 2 0 0 0 0
tlt{o] ¢ 3 0 0 0 0
tl1{o] 6 ! 1 0 0 0
1 [1{0] 6 5 0 1 | 0
1 (0] 6 ] 1 2 2 0
11 ]0] 6 7 2 8 7 g
111106 8 0 0 0 0
1,110 6
v . 9 1 0 0 d 0 |
o—




K. Y. S B D, <M, L B - Sect. IT - Teble 13 - C. B. 1. Results (Continuation Sheet)

Pago M _

Name of Progr.: ngram.@or Institutionalized Children  NIC B/E Runction # 09=71636=50 5.5.1976

| Pretest ~ Posttest
| LR S No. of Pupils. No, of Pupils
Component | Instruc- . from from
Code tional . Publisher Level | Passing | Failing Col.(2) | Col.(2)
' ' | : - Pussing | Failing -
(Handicap | Mastery | |
Oode00) | - Code (1) (2) (3) )
do| o 61t |t]of 7| moewen | 2 | o | 2 | 2 | ¢
t11]0] 7 3 0 { g 0
it |o] 7 b3 ! b oo
1{110f 7 5 6 | | 0
t{t{o] 7| 6 g | 0 0 0
110 71 7 18 - 0 0 0
{1 ]o] 7 ; 1 0. | 0 0
1]t |o] 7 9 1| 0 0 0
11101 8 2 0 3 2 |
1{110] 8 3 0 | 1 0
t{1]0] 8 b 3 " b 0
t11]0] 8 5 6 { 0 {
1|10} 8 6 | .8 1] 0 ,
tjtjo] 8] § v o161t | o 13
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Neme of Progr. Program for Institutionalized Children NG B/E Function § 0971636=50  §.5.1976

B LS. B D, -M LB, - Sect. 11 - Table 13 - C. . 2, fomy

1
4

L& {Oontinuaticn Shest) ;

Page 45

) Pretest Posttest
' { N Y8, __No, of Pupils No, of Pupils ,
 Component Instrug-- R y : : from {rom
. Code ' |- -tional Publ$sher Level ( Passing | Failing Col.(2) | Col.(2)
: | ‘ ‘ - | Pussing | Failing
* (Handicap | Mastery : ' f -‘
~ Code00) | Code (1) (2) OO
6l 09| 8 6|1(t]o| 8| besewath. | 8 { 0 | 0
L {t{o| 8 | 9 S T - R
1 11]0] 9 IR 2 1]
e - ‘
1(11]0] 9 3]0 ! 0 1
t11o] g oy s 1
11110] 9 5] b 4 j 1
il of | s 2 2 0
t{1]o] 9 ) T s 0
L1 ]o] I I { 0
1[1]0] 9 g 1 0 0 0
t11]1] o 2 0 to| 1 0
, 11|t 0 0 1 0 |
74 ) ' |
1111L] 0 -1, 4 2 .6 5 1
V- | +

)



M Y8 B D, - M LR, - Sect. 11 - Table 13 0. R. 7. Results (Continuaticu Sheet) | Page g

Neme of Progr.. Progran for Institutionalized Children NYC B/E Function ¥ 09"71636 50 8.811976

LI

17

o . Pretest: - Posttest
1N Y S, ; No. of Pupils | ' No. of Pupils
(omponent Instrue- - | . {rom {rom
Code tional Publisher | Lével | Passing | Pailing Col.(2) | Col.(2)
~ o s | : - Passing | Failing
(Handicap | Mastery . . .
Code 00) Code . ‘ ' (1) - (2) (3). NOR
o 6[ 09|46 |t|t| 0| BaseMsth | 3 | 4 S T
" Lt o | 61 T
1 lt] o] Y 12 b 6 | 0
il o] 8 { 2 2 0
LLL [t 1 0 0 0
! { | v/ 19
6{0{9]5{5't 1|0 1| BaseNath | 2 0 A I | 0 /
11 {o] 1 3 3 3 3 | 0
1 [tfo]1 4 5 5 5 0
1110]1 5 b 6 6 0
1ieloft 6 } | 1 0
tltlo] 2 2 |1 0 0 0
1 ]0f 2 j g 0 0 0
t (10 2 ) b 0 0 0
R 4




LS E.D. =K. L R - Sect, 11 - Table 13 - C.'R. T, Resulte (Continuation ...cet) \;aga L

- - ' PO n1Aq A
" Neme of Progr.: Progran for Institutionalized Childsen N B/8 Fuiction 4 n A2 5 0\3.1976

|
' \
\

-
Full Tt Provided by ERIC.

L 3 ;{[bretest | _Posttest
" N, Y. 8. | No, of Pupils . No. of Pupils:
", Component Instruc- ' I from - from
Code - tional Publisher lLevel | Passing | Failing Col.(2) | Col.(2)
. o ‘ 1 ' Passing ! Failing
¢ (Handicap | Mastery . - ‘
Code00) | Code | ‘ 1) ) ) (z,)

1 ! ':' s ‘ ’ l o . ) 4'. ) \
b 09| 5 5]t |10 2| BaseMath | g 1 0 0 p 0
- b T i . . ~ \

Al 1]1{0] 2 b ! 0 0 0
. 1.1 A : l\
" . 3 i ‘ \
E I N TR AT c2l 0 1| 0
LR g ]ef s R 2 | 2 0
LT ee]el, s b 7 2 2 |0
RENRIE) ) Rl O 7 2
/ t[t]o] 3 6 ) 2 2 2 0
‘1-11 |0 mﬂ ‘ 2 | 0 0 0
1L (o] % 3 s 0 0 .
1 [t o] & bl o | T 0
” Lfo] 4 5 11 0 0 0
| T10{0] & 6 2 2 2 0
C L1 1 Ny
TgRIC
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N, Y. 5. E D, - K L B, - Sect. II - Table 13 - G, B. . Bostss (Contdnuation Sheet

Name of Progr.: Program for InstitutionaiizedfChildren NYC E/E Fuhciion #f

}

Nt
b

' 1
. “
.
'/
.

T

) v, Page kg
. // ' ’ . ‘ ‘
09=01626=50 - 5.5.1976
/ . s ! “‘

! b .
Y | Pretest Posttest
NS \ __No, of Puptls _ No. of Puplls
Component | Instruc- “ 3 {ron fron
Code - tional Publisher | Level | Passing | Failing® | "Col.{2) [ .Col.(2)
| o ' ‘ | Pussing | Failing
(Hendicap | Mastery i I ’
Code 00 ) | Code . (1 ./(2) - {3) (k) .
| 17 r
6 5| 8 5| t[t]o] s|meeren |2 | 1 |/ 0 | 0 | 0
| ;105'[ 3 s -o‘./o'.,-o
~1;o|5'\ ' N N R R A
- IR 24 ) q .
‘ Ll s 5 2 |0 0 0
0 o ]t]e] s 6| 2 T 0
' ' : o
— — ) /\
L1L|of 6] 2 U N 0
IBANK 3; sl o ] o o
B 1 {1 o] 6] A I NI A B
_‘ 110 6| 51" 1 o [0 | 0
vi]o] 6 2|t |
; Y ' ‘U’
titjel el | N N T A
titlof 7] S S R T B RO
110 7&! T P I 3 0

81
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Page 49

Neme of Progr.: Progran for Institutionalized Children NI B/E Function §09=71636-50  5.5,1976

N — g

———

Pretest Posttest
\ 7 N. Y. S, No, of Pupils No. of Pupily.
* Component Instruc- from {rom
~ Code tional Publisher Level | Passing | PFailing Col.(2) | Col.(2)
| ' Pussing | Failing
(Handicap Hastery '
Gode 00) Code (1) (2) 3) ()
610/9(5] 5(1|10f 7| Base Math 5 16 2 .2 0
1180] 7 / 6 5 0 0 0
111/0] 8 2 | 2 2 0
‘ 1 11]o] 8 3 2 4 4 0
111/0] 8 I 2 8 B 0
L[1j0] 8 5 13 3 5 5 0
1 {110 8 6 4 i I 0
‘.
110 9] 2 1 2 | 1
t 1] 0 9 3 0 6 6 0
1109 b 0 9 9 0
1 1109 5 6 9 9 0
L1109 | 6 2 3 310



N Y. S, E D, -M. L R - Sect. II - Table 13 - C. R, 7. Reeults (Continuation Sheet) Page 5y

Name of Progr.: Program for Institutionalized Children MHEMMmﬂwmﬂﬁW 5.5, 1976

| Pretest Posttest
N. Y. S, : : No. of Pupils No. of - Pupils
Component | - Instruc- ‘ : from | from
Code tional Publisher Level | Passing | Failing Col.(2) | Col.(2)
) ' Passing | Failing:.
(Handicap | Masterv | ' 3
 Code0) Code i) 2) (3) )
0[9( 5| 5(1 [1] 1 0| Dase Math 2 |1 |2 I
111110 3 0 3 2 {
11111 0 b 1 | & b 0
111140 5 0 15 15 0
1 {1140 6 0 0
v ! 2
C6lolols| 6 L felolt | Basemain | & | 3 ] 0 | -0 | o
1 [1] 0] 1 51 1 3 3 0
1 |1]0] 1 6 0 2 2 0
111 0] 1 A 0 0 0 0
1 (1] 0] 2 b 0 0 o | o
1 1] 0] 2 5 ! 0 o | o
1 |1110]2 6 I 0 0 0
1 11]0]2 0 0 0
W 7 0




N. Y. 5. B D~ M. L R - Sect. II - Table 13 - C. R. T. Results (Continuation Shest)

Page 81
Name of Progr.: Program for Institutionalized Children NYC B/E Function # 09"71636_‘"_50 55,1976

: Pretest Posttest
N. I, . No. of Pupils No. of Pupils
Component | Instruc- ' ! * from fron
Code tional Publishey Level | Passing = Fuiling Col.(2) | Col.(2).
. " Passing | Failing
(Handicap .| Mastery —_—
© Gode00) | Code OB (3) (k)
‘ - o]
6l0|9f 5| 6 [t (tf0|3 | Besemath | . | o : |2 0
1tfofs | 5 1 ¥ 0
T 11t 1o 7| 6 }; " P 2 2 0
N —
L]t fol3 71 2 | 7 0
L] ]of4 1 N ¢ 0
L {1 {04 5 b 0 0 0
L1104 6 2 1 1 0
11t ol 7 k 2 2 0
- i
{10 LA il oo
1ltfols 5 b o 0 0
11110]5 6 4 0 0 0
37
‘ LLfofs V7 7 0 0 0 0
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LS E D, -N. L. B - Sect. 10 - Tble 13 - G. B. T, Bonlts (Cortination Shest) Page 52

fane of Progr.: Progran for Institutionalized Children  NIC B/E Punction # 0971636=50 5.5, 1976

h Pretest Posttest
) N1, 1 No. of Puplls No. of Pupils
Compoiient- | Instruc- frm | from
"(ode tional Publisher level | Passing | Failing Col.(2) | %l.(2)
| ' , Passing | Failing
(Handicap | Mastery : . | .
Code00) | Code . | OIREA) 3 | W
6101905 ,6‘* 11| 0] 6| Base Math b 0 0 0 | 0
t]1]of 6 o s o0 |0 0
11110f6 6 4 0 0 0
1{1]0] 6 7 0 0 0 0
t{t]of 7 |3 0 0 0
11110]7 5 1 1 0
111]0]7 U 6 6 0 0 0
ti1]of 7 R 0 o | 0
t|1]o] 8 | 0 0 0
111(0]8 5 b 1 | 0
! 1{0}8 6 7 0 0 0
1{1]0}8 | 6 0 0
v ’/’ _ ? 0 89 ]
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N. Y. S. B D, -, L B. - Sect. If = Table 13- C. R, T, Results (Continuation Sheet)

Page _53__

Neme of Progr.: Program for Institutionalized Children ~ NIC B/E Punction § 09=71636-50  5.5.1976

-

we.

o 1 ) -_;ret-est Posttest -
\ N. Y. S, No. of Pupils - No. of Pupils
Conponent * | Instruc- : " - {rom from
o  Code tional Publisher level | ‘Passing | Pailing Col.(2) | Col.(2)
! : Passing | Failing
. (Handicap | Mastery S r
~ 00d200) | Code | @ Gl W
610 (9] 5] 61 1{1]0|9 | Base Math 4 2 1 L 0
-_\ 1114019 g | b b 0
1111019 b 1 3 ) 0
1109 7 6 | o 0 0
: . ,_
1] 1)t |0 b o 3 2 1
1] 1]t 10 50 1 ! 4 0
1[4t fo 6| 3 ) 0
1t ]o 6 0 0 0
End of Math
] \ ‘&,‘: .
90 — 01




APPENDIX ¢ QCFICE OF EDUCATIONM EVALUATION  DATA 1055 pomy

(attach to MRATIVE)

In this table cnter' all pata Logs Informat{on, Between the

HIR and this form, a1l pattlcipants in each 4

ctivity
must be accounted for, The component and actlvity codes used {p completion of the uIR should be used here 80 thet |
- the two tables match, Sce deflnit ons below table for Further {nstructions, | | o
| | (Al o ® () . (6) _
Component Activity |Group | Test Total | Number Particlpants |Reasons Why Studeats Were Not Tested,
Code Code " |1.D, [ysed | y Tested/ | Not Tested/ | or |f Tested, Were Not Analyzad
' Analyzed |  Analyzed
| - N , Numher
o857z | of 45 croty 39 | 88 | g | Distharged J I
|72 ° |
018{ et0l0l7f2 | 0] iy 9% | 90 8§18 | Discharged 8
084sjoel7 /2 | o] us 179 | 155 2 113 | Dischargeg W
B0/60l0l7 k2 | o ug 018 18| Dechargs 18
toa 007}z [o] s blow | o]y | -
bjs olo|7f2 | o] 55 D09 |4 |2 | Deorger '
) | s,
5016{% lolo[7 [ 2] o 56 SN U IR IS T 34
05|14 Blol7k [o]-1 B I AN IO I T 2
ath | ' — 2 —
ol (o w [ 4 | |35 v T Ly

Y

(1) Idcntlfy the particlpants by specific prade leyel (é
+ - enter the last. two diglts of the couponent ende,
(2) Identify the test used and year of publica
(3) Yumber of patticlpants {n the act Lvlty,
(4) Number of participants {ncluded {n the

8-y grade

-

: y
pre and posttest caleulat fons, "y

tested and/or not analyzed, , Mo

+ T& any further documntatlon touilladte, .
Specily and explain data loss, ptac add{t {ona]

' ]ages to this form, > ' B A

(1) Fav moal reagon specified

+ Provide & separate nunber count, .

<.

' !
' L

ation (MAT-7¢, SDAT-74, loughton MLEE 1 n (IPMS) Lavel] etc.)"

» * -

) -grade 9), Where nevgril grades are conhined,

O 93
'



‘

OFFICE OF EDUCKTIOMAL FVALUATTON - ATA L0SS FORY *

Functlou#QQ 21;@36-50 | ‘

(ul'tach to HARIATIVE)

Page 55 .

~* In this teble cnter sll Data, boss (nformtfon. Between the NIR and this h}rm, ell particlpants in psch activity
must be acpounted for, The component and actlvity codes used in completion of the MR should be used here 80 that
the two tdbles match, See dofinitions below table fur urther Instruct lons,

* /
N CTGRI O 6. 70 © ]
Comporient  |ActLvity |Group [Test [ Total | Mumber | Participants |Reagons Why Students Were Not Tep/.ted,
Code - Code 1Dy {Used ! N Tested/ Not Teated/ | Or If Teated, Were Not Analyzed
L | Analyzed | Anofized o / , |
! \ ! N -/ 1" thmber
1l 2| 0f 45lease| 149 | 228 | 21| 14| Discharged ] !
Mat{{ 14 — :
60|, 2| 0] 46 PR % | '62 14| 18 | Discharged, /. 1h
’ : '\ | i B / }/
I 2 o] 3% 6| B | 3| 7] Dischirged F K
. - -~ /
Slojgsisloalzl o] | | 191 13 6| 3| Discharged | - | ¢
et : Yy - et 4
LU ,T % v
» 1 : : )
i 7 -
o ~
A‘ ' a " q_r “ 1 B :/,/

(L) Tdentlfy t,ﬂe panlclp ta by speciflc prade levnl (e.g., grade 3, grade 9), Wer

enter the lst! two diglls of the component cole,

(2) Identify the’ ‘test used and year of publicatlon (AT~ 70 SDAT= 76, Noughton Hlfflin (

(3) Number of psxt{clpanlLa n the actlvity, - .
()] Ngnber of .participants Included fa the pre and. poqttc t cpleulations,
{5) Nunber end percent of patticipante not tested and/or °

O 3 to thip [ormh ;

FullToxt Provided by ERIC.

(=

v

ch renspn skeclfled, provlde a s»pamte numbér ¢ unt

anslyzed,
(6) Speclfy all reds 8 why sl.udents were not tésted and/gr analyzed
04 ploase attach to this forn® Iff

IPKS) level 1 ete.)

e\cr‘ severs 1 grades sre conblned,

. I any further documentatiod {s available,
urthel qpace la n eded to specify snd explaln data loss ’ attac\n addltlonal




