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Chapter I: THE PROGRAM

This program was designed to serve children at instita"Ji,s for
1

the neglected, dependent, and/or delinquent who were in need of an

extendell school year program. The stated purpose of the program was

to improve the basic reading and/or mathematics skills of the participants.
r

The program was in operation from July 1 to August 31, 1976 at

12 institutions in the.five boroughs of New York City. Nine of these

agencies were for abused and neglected children:

r ,

Catholic Guardian Society

Childville, Inc.

Hegeman Diagnostic Center

Joseph P. Kennedy Jr. Home

Mercy Home for Children

Q.S.P.C.C.'

St. John's Home for Boys
-

St. Michael's Services for Children

Three institutions were for juirenile delinquefits:

Pius XII

St. Germaine Group HOme

.z'

Spofford Juvenile Center.

There were 624 Title I eligible pupils:participating, 84 of whom

were discharged during the course of the program. All of,the participants

.wel4 identified by the teadhers and/or guidance counselors of the regular

school year programs as requiring remediation in reading and/or math.
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There were some instances, at group homes particularly, where eligible

students requested that they be admitted to the program.

Individual propdsals were developed by Title I personnel in consulta-

tion with individual institut.ion personnel. Most of the programs operated

from 9 A.M. to 12 noon, four ditys per week. The average instructional

time allotment was 15 hours per week for seven weeks.

The program's objective was to help pupils achieve mastery of

instructidnal objectives in rec.eng and/or mathematics which they failed

-

prior tO instructiOn as measured by the CROFT'(Reading) and BASE

(Mathematics) criterion referenced tests. Specific instructional

objectives were selected for reading (nine objectives) and mathematios

(10 objectives) in the proposal.

During the fil-st week of the program all students were given the

appropriate level criterion referenced tests in reading and/or math.

(Two institutiona had only reading or math programs.) The last week

of the program participants were retested on those tests which they failed

prior to instruction. Thus a pie/post test model was utilized. Staff

members recorded the test results in the pass/fail.mode by pupil and

instructional objective on the Class Evaluation Record (CER) provided

'by the Office. of duc4iona1 Evaluation:

Small group and individualized instruction directed toward remediation

of the identified speCific reading.and/or mathematics needs of each pupil

was conducted by 80 teachers assisted by 12 paraprofessionals and three

student aides under the sUpervision of eight teachers-in-charge. There

was one participating; guidance counselor. A project coordinator supervised
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46.

and administered the entire program.. Four school secretaries, one senior

r.clerk, and one typist assisted with the maintenance of records, reportst

_requisitions, and.payrolls.

Instructional materials were available and adequate at the large'

institutional sites. In most imstances materials were identified and

assembled for instruction in the specific skill aieas. Each student'

had his own file of materials usually accompanied by a progress chart

0
and log.

z

As a supplement to the instructional aiipects of the program certain

institutions had special programs which placed emphasis on the motivational

/qualities of reading and mathematics. Classes in manual and homemaking

skills, laboratories in plant and animei'life,,speech therapy, educational

field trips, and vocational counseling for teenagers were included to

-enhance the effectiveness of the program.
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_Chapter II: EVALyATIVE PROCEDURES

A.- EVALUATION OBJECTIVES

1. . To determine if 70 percent of the program participants master
at least two instructional.objectives in reading and/or
nmthematics which prior to participation in the program they
Add not master.

Using the results of the WEAT to determine grade levels, all

participants were adMinistered, as a pretest; selected-appropriate criterion-
_

referenced tests from the CROFT ,(Reading) and/or BASE (Mathematics)

series to determine individual,instructional objectives for each pupil

For.instructional objectives diagnosed as requiring remediation (as

determined by pretest failure), a posttest was administered during the

last week of the4-p;ogram. For each instructional objective results of

passing and failing on both the pre- and .poSttest were recorded'on the

Class Evaluation Record.

compiled on the number of

pretest and: posttest.

Fdr each instructional objective data were

participants passing and failing on botiothe

-

The data were analyzed to determine the percentage of participants

demonstrating mastery and nonmeitery of each instructional objective

(according to the SED classification system) at initial and final testing.

The percentage of students'masteking two or more objectives'each In
r

c

reading and In mathematics ras determined.
.

..

,

.
. .

/

2. To deterMine, as a result of participation in,theprogram,/
the extent to Which pupils demonstratOmstery of,instructional
objectives.
_ a .

\
The same methods and procedures were used to\evaluatethis objective

-

as Were used for the first'objeaivel as stated abdve./The data were
%.

C^.
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analyzed and presented in tabular and narrative form to ascertain.each.

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).

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

of \instrUction is shown in Table 2 (Reading) and:Table 5 (Mathematics).

\The distribution of percentage of pupils achieving various levels

of maitery of instructional objectives,is shown on Table 3 (Reading)
*,

ard TaiAe 6 (Mathematics).

3. To determine the extent to which the program, as actually
rried Out, coincided with the program as described In

the Project Proposal.

\

B. OBSERVATION OF THE PROGRAM

The evalu tion.budget cel1ed.for-14. half-day sehool visitations.

All 10 of the 1,Ege institutional sites were observ'ed as well as eight

of the group homes.: They were located in the five boroughs New York.

Overall, 546Studenti, 88 teachers, 12 paraprofessiOnals, and

three student aides participated at the sites visited by the evai.uator.

Thus, the observed dudent population (546) was 88 percent of the total
0 -

, /

enrolled population of' 624 pupils and 100 percent of the 540 pupils who

completed the program. All of.the participating itaff were observed.

5'

f-



Chapter III: FINDINGS

,,.

The following presentation of findings is in accordance 4:.t.J, the
,

evaluation design specifications regaraing the analysis. of reLating

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

Students enrolled during the course of the pi,ogram. Due to the nature

-of the participating institutions there were students' entering and belng

discharged throughout the summer. Overall, 84 Pupils were discharged

leaving 540 Dupils-who corripleted the program. In'reading, 521 pupils

enr011ed, 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 13 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. Smilarly, the
, or

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 inreading and/or mathematics
which prior to the program they did not master.

This evaluation objective was achieved and surpassed. tn reading,'

75 percent of the pupils completing the 5rogram (N = 454) achieved

mastery of at least two objectives as 6. result of participation in-the

',.progriftm:. In mathematics; 86 percent of the 'Pupils compfeting the program

= 339 Mastered at least two objectiVes after instruction.

The second.evaluation objective was:

0



To detertine, as a 'result of participation in the program, the
extent to which pupils demonstrated maAtery of instructional
objectives.

Reading. The data Tor the reading component of the pr6grani are

presented 'together. .

As can beseen in Table 1 there were from 62 bercent to 93 percent

of the pupils who mastered each'of the selected reading objectives as a.

result of participation in the program.. The, median percent of mastery

4r

was 79 percent. These data indicate the appropriateness of subtest
-

selection for,the majority of participants since there was a relatively

high degree of Mhstery for so short a peried of time.
,:

0.
a

Inatructi al

Objectl e

TABLE 1

DISTRIBUTION OF PU'IL MASTERY BY SELECTED,READINGINSTRUCTIONAL
OBJEGTIVES AS A 'RESULT OF INSTRUCTION

10)

Ratio
a

2101 55/ 60

2102 50/ 54

2104 69/ 78

2,105 29/ 40

2106 88/105

2201 24/ 39

2403 . 78/110

136/173 79

2406 144/211 68

7

Percentage
ofAastery

92

93

88

) 73.

84

62,
g

71

4 7

Ratio is
nuMber of pupils achieving mastery
nutber of pupils attempting mastery

I

1 1
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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 mastered,

iwo or more objectives,as a result of participation-in the program.

Only 8 percent of the students did not master any objectives. Examination

of the Class Evaluation RecOrds revealed nOtations of'excessiveabsences

for 85 per4rit 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
Olbectives Mastered Pupils

.9-10 . .0

8 i- 6

5-6 13

3- 4 108

2 214

75

None 38

Percentage
of Mastery

0

47

17

8

The proper implementation and effectiveness of the criterion-referenced

test approach is underscored by.the fact that 84 percent of all pupils

. mastered more than half of the objectives attempted, as.shown.in Table 3.

It shOUld also be noted that alMost two.,third65'percent) of the

participants mastered 90 to 100 percent of all the reading objectives

attempted 'after inStruction.

12
i



TABLE 3

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

(N = 454)

Percentage of Mastery of
Instructional Objectives

NUmber of
Pupils

Percentage
of Pupilsa

90-100 297 65

80- 89 8 1-

70- 79 lo 2

60- 69 31 7

50- 59 41 9

440- 49 7 2

3o- 39 16 4

20- 29 2 b'w

10- 19 2 b

aTotals 100,percent with two groups of leas than 1 percent.

!DLess than 1 percent.

Overall these data provided positive ibdicators of the effectiveness

of thei,eading program.

Mathematics. The data for the mathcmatios 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

C3

1 13
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pupils who mastered'each of the selected mathematics objectives. In

other words a minimum of two-thirds of the students fittempting an objective

mastered it after instruction.

TABLE 4

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

(N = 339)

Instructional
Objective Ratio

a
Percentage
of Mastery -

1101

1102

1103

96/108

57/ 67

135/184

89

: 85

73

1104 48/ 72 67

,

1105 24/ 33 73

1106 33/ 44 75

1107 102/111 92

1108 106/123 86

1109 120/156 77

1110 129/166 , 'T8

a
number of pupils achieving mastery

Ratio is
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 thein:.ogram. Eighty-six percent of the pupils mastered

14



at least two instrudtional objectives post-instruction. The largpst

Proportion (52 percent) mastered from:two to four objectives,with'34

11

00,

percent mastering from five to 10 objectives. Five percent did not master

any. These data clearly indieate that the mathematics component of the

program exceeded the reading component in the number of objectives mastered.

.TABLE 5

DISTRIBUTION OF THE NUMBER OF MATHEMATICS INSTRUCTIONAL
(BJECTIVES MASTERED AFTER INSTRUCTION

(N = 339)

NUmber of Instru6tional
Objectives Mastered.

N4mber of
Pupils

Percentage
of Pupils

9-10

7-8

25

25

7

7

5-6 69 20

3-4 H 88 26

2 .87
26

1 29 9

None 16 5

It is curious to note that in mathematics (Thble 6) as in ,reading

(Table. 3) 84 percent of all pupils mastered more than half of,ttie

objectives attemptda.

Overall these data emphatically emphasize the expertness with which

the prOgram was developed and implemented. The criterion.reference test

method permitted for the identification of specific areas needing remedial

instruction. Coupled with this diagnostic prescriptive approach, a staff

15
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of experienced, highly competent, dedicated teachers delivered the remedial

Title I services on an individualized ane-to-one basis contribating to

the effectiveness of mastery results.

TABLE 6

DISTRIBUTION OF PUPILS ACHIEVING VARIOUS LEVELS OF
MASTERY OF MATHEMATICS INSTRUCTIONAL JECTIVES

(N = 339)

Percentage of Mastery of Number of
Instructional Objectives -Pupils.

-Tercentage
ofPupils

,

90-100 207 61

Bo 89 10 3

7o-, 79 14 4

60- 69 32 9

50- 59 23 7

'4o- 49 9 3

30-39 18 5

20- 29 2 1

10- 19 7 2

0- 9 17 5

The third evaluation objective was:

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

The program was,implemented as called for illicithe proposal with

respect to dates of operation, staff, objectives, activities and materials,

and serviced the needs of the poPulation for which it was designed.

There were two departures from the proposal. The first:change was in

the elimination of one site (Divine PiOvidence) and.the addition of

16
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another (Spofford Juvenile Center). Secon&1.y, the proposal called far

approximately 556 pupils and the actual program had 624, an addition .

of 68 students. However, due to the transient nature of Some of the

institutions there-were puOils'leaving and entering during the course

of the program. Overall, 13 percent (84 pupils) were discharged, leaving

540 pupils, or97 percent of the targeted population to complete the

program.

All staff members were'observed during the on-site vlsits. In-depth

-interviews.were conducted with the teachersin-charge. Without exception,

the prograM:was staffed with an exCeptionally committed, involved,

coMeptent skilled group of professionals. Each person.had had prior

experience iii the teething of baaic skills to institutionalized or Some

other form of special education populations. All staff members were

familiar and experienced withthe criterion referenced instructional

approach. Almcmt all had taught' at the same site in the regular school

year program, or at a school in the community. Thus they knew both

the puPils and the methodology of the program. -While there were soma

criticisms of the record keeping system and application of the State

Education, Department's codification system, all were enthusiastic about

the program,and the participating pupils. As a group the staff demonstrated

a concern with the general welfare of the pupils and a belief in the

instructional strategy utilized.

Overall an.extremely positive implicit statement about the value

of the program was gleaned from the attitudes and efforts of the staff.

It is believed that this sense of commitmentand optimismemanated

1 7



from the leadership of the program. The program coordinator had year-

round responsibility for the program and generated a sense of purpose

and continuity. Pis dedication and enthusiasm served ai a source of

constant support and fostered a sense of comraderie among all participants,

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 concerns.

In ziany instances there was insuffiCient instructional Material at each

group home. Teachers sometimes had to bring materials from site tO'site
)

themeelves. SchedUling presented somewhat of a problem in homes where

some of the pupils had jobs. Teachers wanted more flexibility'in setting

up schedules to accommodate more pupile. This did in fact occur at

\.

several group homes; teachers carit4 at hours When the pupils were aVailable.

At oneof the larger group home ihstitutions, a plea for increaeed funds

was made to enable more of the eligible, available pupils at group, homes
4

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 interviewed

appeared to be'sincere in their attempts to improve their basic ekills

in reading And mathethatics.

Previous evaluations have made four recommendations. They will

each be cited and followed by a statement regarding their implementation.

1. The program Should be recycled.

It was,'although there were provisions for fewer numbers of

1 8
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pupils in Summer 1976 than were previously served. This was a mandated

budgetary reduction.

2. A diagnostic or criterionreferenced test should be used
to evaluate the program..

The program used the Croft CMT in,reading and the BasRT

in mathematics.

3. Grade equivalent scores frok survey achievement tatteries,
eg, M.AT, C.A.T., should,he made available to teachers
at the beginning_of the progigull.

Wherever possible this was done. In instances where this

information was not availgble pupili were administered the W.R.A.T.

to obtain the instructional level.

4. A collection of resource materials should be established.

A central resource collection of instructional materials was

established.at one of the institutions as well as at the project

coordinator's office. In, addition, most institutions had their own

appropriate materials. Bevertheleis due to the geographic'inconvenience

of the resource center to many of the group home sites some problems

persisted in this regard.
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Chapter IV: SUMMARY OF MAJOR FINDINGS, CONCLUSIONS,

AND RECOMMENDATIONS

'The major evaluation objective of having 70 percent of the partici-

pants demonstrate mnstery of at least two instructional objectives in

riading and/or mathematics which prior to the program they did not master

was achieved and surpassed. In reading, 75 percent of the pupil's (N = 450

achieved mastery of at least two objectives as a result of instruction.

There were from 68 to 92 percent of the students who mastered each of
41.$

the selected-reading objectilies. In mathematics, 86 percent of the

pupils (N = 339) mastered at' least two objectives as a result of, instruc-

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

dembnstrated mastery of more than 70 percent of.the instructional objectiives

they attempted in both subject areas.

Program implementation was as proposed with the exception of%having

enrolled 68 more students than the propoied 556: 'However, due to the

nature of some of the institutions there were pupils leaving and entering

during the course.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 it ia recommended that it be recycled.

The following recommendations for strengthening the program were

based on tbe findings and site observations:

1. The program should be expanded to service all eligible pupils
in institutions,'especially group homes, while maintaining at

least the same teacher-pwpil ratio.

2 0



2. Maintatn the same staffing policies with respect to teacher
recruitment.

a

17
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Appendix A

Program Abstract

The Program for Institutionalized Children provided reading and/cr
mathematice 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 meekly,

ts
-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-charge; A
project coordinator administered and supervised.the entire program.
All4students were given entry and mastery tests with standardized
criterion-referenced tests from the Croft Teading system and/or from
the Base mathematics system,

The major evaluation objective.of.having:70 percent of the partici-
pants demonstrate mastery of at least two instructional objectives in \

.reading and/or mathematics which prior to the Prograth.they did not master-
was achieved and surpassed. In.reading, 75 percent of-the puplas (ti = 454)\
achieved mastery of at least two objectives as a result of instruction..
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 (Nr.=389) mastered at least two objectives as a result of instruc-
tion:7 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
objectivei-they attempted in both eubject arehe.

These highly positive results Were attributed to a dedicated staff
of-teachers, ilmost.all of whom had three or more years of experience
in 'workihs with the same, or similar popUlations of children in these
subject areas,. Also, the criterion-referenced test apProach has proved
to be an effective instructional procedure.

Program implementation based upon 14 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 course of.the program. Overall 13 peroent (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 effeots on the intended pupil.population it
is recommended that it be recycled.

ri.
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APPENDIX B

MEW YORK STATE EDUCATION DEPARTMENT

MAILED INFORATION REPORT FOh CATEGORICALLY AIDED EDUCATION PROJECT

SECTION II Table 13: Criterion Referenced Test Results . Title I: B/E Function # 09416367.50

Name of Program: trualorlistitutionalized Children D a t e: Sinner 1976 .
l

Component

Code

(Handicap

Code 00)

-,

N. Y, S.

Instrue-

.tional

Mastery

Code

,,

Publieher Level

,

,

15Taa-'----------7 Posttest

No. of Pupils No, of Pupils

oising

rff---7

Fkling

from

Col,(2)

rassing

from

Col.(2)

Failing

(2) (3)

1

(4)

6.0 :4 3 2 1. 0 1.

McGuire elhimpuss

'Croft Reading P 10Zs 46, 44 2 '

2
I

6 22 21

2 1 o 4

.

:

8 )5
. 32 3

2 1 5 2 1.5 12 3

2 2

6

..

0,

8

25, 23 2

1
,

,

6 6 o

4 o 3 1

o

/

2 1 1

2 o 4 6 $ 1

4,0
,

6
,

1 5
3 2

IV
6 08 4 4 2 1. 0

0

1 Croft bading.
,

.

.

.

et

/ 7

. id

' 0
............____

,

-20-
24

See Continuation Sheets)
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N. T. S, E. b, - 0, I. R; -Sect. II - Table 13 - C. R T. Results (ContinuatiOn Sheet), Page 21

Name of ()mgr.: tale for Institutionalized Children NYC B/E Function # 9.912.16162i0, S.S....M...m..
I\

ws..0...1.1. ....M

,Component

Code

(Handicap

CocleOgj

nera.r.m......

N. L S.,

Instruc-

tional

Mastery---...A'

Code

,

Publisher Level

PreteSt PoSttest, \

No.'of PupilsNo, of Pupils

from'

Col.(2)

te!!Le

frac.

Col.(2)

441.1426

Passing Failing .

TT-- (4)(1) (2)

0 8 4 4 2 1 0 4 Croft Reading P 12 11 9 2 *

2 1 0 5 10 , 10 5

2 1 0 6 ,
, 24 19

2 2 0, 1 6 4 4

4 0 3. 8 16 12 4

2 4 0 4 6 25 22 3

4 0 6 33 27 .6,

6. 0 8 4 5 2 1 0 1 Croft Reading P 3 3 0

2 1 0 2 3 11 9 2 .

2 1 0 4 8 12 9 3

.1 0 5 al 8

10 6 4 0

6 ( 26 , 18 'o :6

2 0 1
. A

kt,

19 1 0

4 0 3 21 14 :

27



N. Y. S. E. D. - H. I. R. - sect. II - Table 13 - C. R. T. Results (Continuation Sheet) Page -2-2

Name of Progr.: Progra forkIstiten NYC BA hinction,ii 09-7163.6=50 5.5. 1976

_

Component

,
Code

(land:cap

Code91)

N. Y. S.

instruc-

tional .

,

Mastery

Code

,L

Publisiler

.

Level

Pretest Posttest

IL.91.pu iLl' ?sic). ofLp_iils

Passing

,

Failing

from

Col.(2)

Passing

from

Col,(2)

FatlinE

(1) (2) (3) (4)

6 ,0 8

u

4 5 2

2

.4

4

0

0

4

6

roft Reading

-1,

P 3

6

37

39.

25

24

12

15

'..._...1

0 8 4 6 2 1 0 1 Croft Reading P
,
e, 0

2 1 0 2 2 0

2 1 0 4, 1 1 1

1 0 '5
,

0 0 -0

2 1 0 .6
,

.

1. 0 12 12 ..0

1

4 2

2 4 0 4 '2 26. 18. 8

--,--1-
4 0 6 2 14. .

,

..

6 0 8 5 4 2 1 0
Croft Reading P

.4 0

2 1.02
-4 1..... .

28



. E. D. - M. I. R. 7 Sect. II - Table 13 - C. R. T. Results (Continuation Sheet)

of Progr.: Program for Institutionalized Children ,INIIY0 B/E Function # 0.71636-9

Page 23

S.S.1976

aponent

;ode

indicap

xle00.)

N. Y. S.

Instruc-

tional

Mastery

Code

Publisher Level'

Pretest Posttest

Nu. of Pupils No. of Pupils

Passing Failing

from

Col.(2)

Passing

from
Col.(2)

,IAlling

(3) (4)(1) (2)

5 4 2 1 0 4 Croft Reading

2 1 0 5 2 1 1 0 '

a 1 0 '6 2 '0 0 0

2 0 1 0 9 0 .0 -

4 3 0 0 0 0

,.ko 4,

,

4 . 0 0' 0 0

Croft Reading P . 21 1

2 1 0 2 ; 19 4 4

2 1,0k 8 12 12
_

0

2 1 0 5 20 1 1 : 0

2 0 6 17 3 3 0

2 2 0 1 0 1.3 .13

2.O34 13 . 31



N. Y. S. E. D.' - k. 1. R. - Sect. 'Table 13 - C.11., T. Results,(Continuation Sheet) Page

Name of Progr.: Program for Inatitutiohalized Children NYC B/E Function # 09-71:66-50 8.5.1976

Component

Code

(Handicap

CodeASI)

N. Y. S.,..

Instruc7

tional

Mastery

Code

..

q ,

Publisher

I

Level

Pretest ' Posttest

No. of PupilsNo. of Pupils

Passing Failing

from.

Col.(2)

Passinfi

from . .

Col.(2)

ailing

(3) (4)(1). (2)

o 8 5 5 4 0 4 Croft Reading

i

13 12

I
2 4 o 6 1 18

.

.,

0 8 5 6 2 1. 0 1 proft Reading P

1 0 2 4 o 0

2 1 0 4
. 4 o o o

2 5, 0 ,o
.

,2106 4 , 0 0 o

2' 2 0 1 4

2 4 0 3 10 9

2 4 0 4 4 13 10 .

4 0 6
, 8

......._,....._...

0 8 4 3 1 1 Croft Reading

2102 0 0 0

32



N, Y. S. E. D. - M. I. -Sect.:1; .7:Tabie 13 - C. R. T Results (Continuation Sheet ) Page _IL

1,1ame of Progr.: Prog forligtlitionalizec1CL_Iildren ,NYC WE Function 1, j)9.71636-50. 5.6 1976

, Component,

Code

(HaTiclicap

Cocce02)%

N. Y.'S.

Instruc-

tional

Mastery

' Code

,

Publisher

.

.

level

Pretest Posttest

No. of ,Pupils No. of Pupils

Passing , Failing

from

Col.(2)
Ply It

from

COl.(2)

IDE

(3) ,(4)(1) .(2)

6 0.8, 4 3 4 Croft Reading
.

2 1. 0 5 o o o o

2106 o .0 0

2 1 0 3 .

o

2, 4 o 3 a o o

4 0 4

4 0 1 0

.........

6 o 8' 4 2 10 1 Croft Reading I
,

o

2 0 2 0 0 0

2.e 1 o 4 0 o 0 ---o--------

2' i 05 0' o . o

2201 .0

4 o 3 0



N Y. s. E. 0. - k. I. R. -Sect. II - Table 13 - C. R. T. Result0Continuation Sheet) Page '26N

N).

Name of Progr.: Prop for Institutionalized Children NYC B/E Function .# Q9-716 0 5;34976

CoMponent

Code ,

(Handicap

Codtp0)

N. Y. .S.

Instruc-

.tional

Mastery

Code

.

Publisher

,

Level

_

Pretest 1
Posttest 1

No. of Pupils No:. of Pupils

Passing

.

Failipg

from

Col.(2)

LILIE 4

from

Col.(2)

sailing'

( ) .J 12)

6 -0 8 4 4 2 4 0 4 Croft Reading 1 0 .0 0 0 .

2 4 0 6 0
.

4

6 0 8 '4 5 2 1 0 1 Croft Reading "1 0 0
.

2 0 2 0 0 0

2 1 0 .. 4 2 ,0 0 o

2 1 o 5
3 ,, 1 1

, 2 1 6 6 1 5

2 2 0 1 ' ' i 2 0 0' 0

2

2

4

4

0

0

3
7 22 ,15 7

5
,4 12 .:27 22

. 2 4 0 10 44
, 36 8

,

6.

. ; .

0
0 8 4 Croft Reading

ru----1.--.
0 2

.

.

. .

37



. E. D. - M. I. R. - Sect. 11 - Tatle 13 - C. R. T. Results. (Continuation Sheet)

,
of Progr.: Program ita. Institutionalized,Children NYC B/E Fmnction # 6-71636-50

p4ge 27

S.5.1976

nponent

Code

andicap

odeg10).

N. 11.S.

Instruc-

tional
,.

Mastery

Code

.

PubliShoe Level

Pretest, Posttest

Nt.:,of PupilsNo. of Puplla,__)

from

Col.(2)
Nissing

from

Col.(2)

failing
Passing Failing

(3) . (4)(1) (2)

8 4 6 2 1 o 4 'Croft Reading I 0 2 . 2 0

o 1 1 0

2106
,

.

0 5 5

.

0
_

2 2 0 1 0 1 0 1

2 4 o 3 13 .. 13 9 . 4
.

12 14 11
,

3.
2 4 0

2 4 o
,

5 22 14

,

e .

. 1 0 Croft.Reading I 91 0 0 . 0'

2 1 0 2 1 . , ,
1 0

I.

2 ,1 ,0 4 . 6 1 1 0

2" 1 0 5 8. , 1 1 0 , .

2 1 o 6 2 -

1 _:

III
'2 5 2.

2 *4 0 7 °

39'



N. Y. S. E. D. - I. I. R. Sect..II - Table 13 - C. R. T. Results (Continu'ation Sheet)
Pa 0 28

Name of +mgr.:, _LProramforalizedChildren , NYC B/E kuction # 09-71.636t50 8.8. 1976

,Component

Code

(Handicap

Code(a)

N. Y. S.

Instruc-

tional

Mastery

Code

Publisher

.

Level

Pretest Posttest

No. of Pupils No. of Pupils

Passing
e

TT
Failing

77

frau

Col.(2)

fiagna

from

Col.(2)

figlag

(3) (4)
,

6 0 8 5 5 2 4 0 3

,

Croft ReEding 1 0 7 5

i

2 4 0 4 1 6 5

,

.....

,.

, 2406 2 2

_...--

6 08 5 0 2 0 1 Croft Reading

2 1 0 2 3 0 0

1 0 4 2

i

, 0 0 o

............._,....,..
,

''

1 0 5 ,

. 2
1 1 0

/2 1 0 6 2 1 1 0

2 2 cc 1

,

,

2 1 0 1

2 , 4 0 3 4 0 4 4 0

,

2 4 0 4 vi 0 '4 3 1

4 0 6
,.

2
.

2 2 7/ ' 0
. Ind of Reading 1

A zz

4

/ 41



N. Y. S. E. D. I. R. Sect. II - Table 13 - C. R. T. Results (Contituation Sheet) 'Page _11-

Name of ,Progr.: Progam for Institutionalized Children NYCl/E Function # 09-71 63640 5,5. 1976

Component

Code

(Handicap

Code00)

' I

N. Y. S.

Instru6-

tional

Mastery

Code

,Publisher

,:.

Level

Pretest Posttest

No. of Pupils No. of Pupils

Passing Failing

from

Col.(2)

Passing

from

Col.(2)

Falling

(11 (2) (3) (4)

;

Media Research

Associates!

0 9 4 /3 1 1 0 1 Base Math 1 , 3

__...."

0

1 1 0 1 2 11 0 0 0

0 1 4 0 0 0

'I

,

0

2 9

11Ô3 2 5
,

0

1 1 0 ,3 11 .0 0 0

1 1 0 3 4 0 0

,

0 4 1

2 11 0 ,A0 \ 0
A._



N. Y. S. E. D. - N. I. R. - Sect. II - Table 13 - C. R.I. Results (Continuation Sheet) Page 30

Name of Progr.,: Program for Institutionalized Children NYC B/E Function # 09-71.636-;50 S'.8.1976

4 4

' Component

Code

(Handicap

Code02)

N Y. S.,

InstrUc-

tional

Mastery

Code

,

A'ublisher Level

Pretest Posttest

No. of Pupils No. of Pupils '

Passing .--Failing

: from

Col.(2)

!Ail&

from

Col.(2)

Failia

(1) (2), ' (3) (4)

6 0 9 4 3 1 1 0 4 Base Math 3
.,

0

.
.

2 0 0, 0

1105 2 it 0 0 0

5 3 4 0 0 0..

.

iio6 12,
1 1 6 11 0 . 0

1106 3 4

1107 1

1 07 2 11 0 0 .

7 4 0 0

,
8

,

. 4 0



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

--;
) of Progr.: Proiram for Institutionalized Children NYC B/E Function

#097163650

Page 31

s.s.1970

mponent

Code

andicap

odelil)

N. Y. S.

Instruc-

tional

Mastery

Code

Publisher

-,

-Imvel

Pretest Posttest

No. of Pupils No. .of Pupils

Passing.

,

Failing

()

froth

CoL(2)
Lining

,

from

Col.(2)

Failin:

(1) (3) ..(4)

9 4 i -0 8 Base Math 2 10 1 o

1108 3 4 u 7- o o

1 109 1 0 3 2 1

1109 2 .9 2 2 o

1 i o 9 3 o o o

,

1 1 1 o 1 1 1 1 o

1. 110 2 10 1 1 o

1 1 o o . o

9 .4 4 1 10....1 Base Math 0. 0 o

i o 1 2 12 12 o

1101 3 3 7, 4 3

V 3 12 . 11 1



N. Y S. E. D. - M. I. R. -.Sect. II -Jable.13 - C. R. T. Results (Coniinuation Sheet) Page 41'

Name of Progr.: Pimp' for Institutionalized Children NYDR/E.Function #. 8,4976

se aor.www,=.1.4.0.res:armw.,....

Component

Code

(Handicap

Codepl).

m.o.

,N. Y.

Instruc-

tional

Mastery

Code

S.

Publisher

.

Level

Pretest Posttest

No, of Pupils . No. of. Pupils

'from

Col.(2)

iiigag
Passing Failing

from

Col.(2)

12,Egna

(1) ( (3) (4)

0 9 4 4 1 1 0 Base Math 4 5 - 5 0,

1 0 2 1 0 0 0

..

1 (1 0 2 5 5 0

1 1 0 2 3 4 4 3 1

1 1..0 2 4 6 8 '8 0

1 0

,

1 0 3 .
O. 0 0

i 1 0 3 2 0 14 14 0

1103 3 1 8 '.4 4

1 1 0 3 4 2 11 9. 2

, 1 1 0 5 1 lb

,

,

1 0 4 1 0 0



N. 1. S. E. D. - M. I. R. - S6ct. II - Table lj T. keeulte (ContinuatOn Sheet) Page 33._

Name of Progr.; Program for Institutionalized CLidren NIC.B/E Function # o9-716,6-5 si 1976

Component

Code

(Handicap

Code oo..)

N. I. S.

Instruc-

tional.

Mastery

Coder.

,

,

Publisher Level

Pretest POsttest

No. of Puyils' Joi ji.../91.11._
from

Col;(2.)

PAping

from

Col.(2)

Failini

Passing Failing

(1) (2)

0 9 4 4 1 1 o 4 Base Math 2 0 4 4 o

i o 4 3 0 2

1 o 4 4 1 8 2 ,

1 0 0 ,
1

1

1 0 0 0

1 i o 5 0 3 3 o

1 0 5 3 0 2 0

1 1 0 5 8 7

t
..

0 7 6

( '
,

4
0

1. 1 0 2 0 3 2 1

1 0 4 '3 0 2 2

I 0 '6 k 1 7 6 1

,



N. Y. S. E. D. -M. I. h. - Sect. II - Table,13 - C. R. T. Results (Continuation Shest)

6

Hale of Progr.: Program for Institutionaliied Children NYC B/E Funcgon
# 09-71636'50-------

Page 34

S.S,197D

,

Component.

Code'

(Handicap

Codegj

N. Y. S.

Instrue-

41:411

Mastery

Code

. Publisher Level

Pretest Posttest

No. of Pupils No. of Pupils

Passing Failing

-1-27

from

C91.(2)

L4g11

.frow

Col.(2)

all.illi

0) (3)

6 tY9 4 4, 1 1 0

o

6 Base Mifli 5

,

0 8 0

,

.

.

,

,-_
,

....,

.

1 1 0 7 .
,

,

7

'9.

2

2

.'-
1 1 0 7 0

2

,

11'1 1 0 7
0

, 3

1 1 0 7 4 5 11 10

,

1 1 0 7 )

,,

6
,

1. 1 0 8 1 0, 1 . 1' 0

1 1 0 8 2 13 12 1

,

. 1, 1 0 8 ., 3 1 7 . 2

1 1 0 4 11.
,

9 2

.

1 0 .

,

.u 7 2

.,..-:-.,..,....-

,

,0 9.

J,
1

.....

.
.

,,,,.....4

,

,

.1



N. Y. S. L. D. - L I.R. - Sect. II - Table 13 - C. R. T. Results '(Continuation Sheet) Page 35'

Name of Progr. Pratalar_Institutionalized Children NYC B/E Function # .119:71136t50 5.5. 1976

,Compont,

Code

,

(Handicap

Codegj

N. Y. S.

hatruc-

tional

Mastery

Cock

Publisher Level

Pretest Posttest

No. of Pupils, No. of Pupils

Passing Failing

from

Col.(2)

Passin9

from

Col:(2)

Fallia

----T---71-0(1) (2)

0 9 4 1 1 0 9 Base Math 2 0 4 3 1

1 10 9 3 '9 4 5

1 10 9 4 0 15 11 4

1109 5 3 8

111,0 1 0 0 0 o

1110 2 0 4 1

1 *11 0 4 0 14 10 4

1 110 5 0 8 4

_
4 1 10 1 Base Math 2 0 1 1 0

1 10 1 3 8 4 4 ,....--
.........

1: 10 1 4 2 7 -- 5
,..
2

1 10 14 19 15 4

54



$. Y. S. E. D. - M. I. R. - Sect. II I,- Table 13 - C. R. T. Results (Continuation Sheet) Page 36

.
Name of Progr.:. !mom for Institutionalized Childien NYC B/E Function # 12:21616:50 5.5.1976

Component

Code

II

(Handicap

Code 0.0..)

I

N. Y. S.

Instruc-

tional

Mast/1'y

Code

Publisher Level

Pretest Posttest

No. of PupilsNo. of Pupils

from

Col.(2)

Passing

from

Col.(2)

1.111.1

Passing Failing

(3) (4) .(1) (2)

6 0 9 4 5 1 1 0

,

1 Base Math 6 11 8 8. 0

1 0

.......

0 . 1 7 5 1

___
/

1 i 0 2 0

1 0 2 6 0

0 2 2 5 ' 2. .

1

,

5 9 11. 2

.1102 6. 8 ,7 5 2

0 2 7 0 0 0

_

1103
,......

1 0 0 0

1.03 _ 3 1 7 1 6

,

0 3 4 '5 10 2.8
.

.1 1 0
-

,

.25 16
9 ,

6 1 1 0 3
///

21 15 6



N. Y. S. E. D. - M. I. R. Sect. II - Table 13 - C. R. T. ,B4sults (Continuation Sheet) , Page 37

#09-71636.50 s.s 197.6Name of Progr.: trogra_LforIL___Istitutional4ed Children NYC B/E F,unction

Component

Code

(Handicap .

Codegi

, N. Y. S.'

I Instruc-

tional

Mastery

Code

Publisher

.

,

Level

Pretest Iosttest ....

No. of Pupils No. of Pupile

Passing Failing

77
from

,Col.(2)

tiEilli.

froi

Col.(2)

Digit

(1) (3) (4)

094 5 1 10 3 Base Matk 7 1 9 7 2

WhYM I OM*

1 1 0 4 2 1 . 0 0

.........

0

1 1 0 4 3

.1
5 0

...

5

1 10 4 4 1 k. 1 3

1 1 Q, 1 5 ;7
3 0 3

1 1 0 4 6 3 9 6 3

1 1 0
.

,

....._____.

,

1 10

1 10 5 3

4 10 5 "1. 0 1 1

1 10 5 .5. 4 2 0

1 1 0 5 6 i 1 0 0 ,



Y. S: B. D. - M. I. R. - Sect. II - Table 0 - C. R. T. Results (Continuaiion Sheet) Page 18_.'

Name of Prqgr.: Program ior Institutionalized Children NYC B/E Function # 2:216.3.6,150 5.5.106

,

Component

Code .

(Handicap

Codegj

N, Y. S.

Instruc-

, tional

,

Mastery

Code

Publisher Level

Pretest Posttest

No. of Pupils No. of Pupils

Passing Failing

'from

Col.(2)

E2gLIE

from

Col.(2)

fgitIE

(3) (0

.0 9 4 5 1 1 0 5 Base Math 7 2 1.

1,0 6 2. 1 0

1 1 0 6 3 1

_

1 1 o 6,. 2 1 0 1

1. :1 0 6 5 4 3
1 1 '0 6 6 6 2 1

,

1 0 6 6

-'..""'"...

0

b

1 0 0

1 0 6

.1 - i 0 7 4 10 b9.- 8 1.

__

,1 1 0 7 13 20 17 :

1 -1 0
.

,

11 12 -11

,
1 1 0 6. 2 ,'

61



N. Y. S. E. D. I.,R, - Sect. II C. R, T, Results (Continuation Sheet) Page ,39

Name of Progri: Program for Instit ized Children NYC B/E Function # 714.60 1976

62

CompOnot

Code

(Handicap

OodeE)

M. Y. S.

Instruc-

tional

Mastery

Code

Publishr

Pretot

No. of Pupils

Level Passing Failing

hamml

Posttest

No. of Pu2ils

from from

Col.(2) Col.(2)

Li?Jtilla

(4)

9 1 0 Base Math

1 0 8

1 1 0 8

1 1 0 8

4

2 11 9

4 lo 9

5 23 16

6

0

7mmis

3

2

1 0 8 16 7 6 1

1 0 7

1 0
3

1 0 9

1 0 9

1 _1, 9

1 0 9

.11.11.110M

1 0

1 2 1 1
63



N. Y. S. - M. I. R.,- Sect. II - Table 13 = C. R. T. Results (Continuation Sheet),
page 40

Name of Progr.: Pro i___Lam for Institalized Childra NYC B/E 'Function /1 09.71636-50 S.S.1976

Component

'Code

,

(Handicap

Codep(1)

N. Y. S.

Instruc-

tional ,

Mastery

-code

Publisher

,

Level

,

' Pretest Posttest

No. of Pupils No. of Pupils

from

Co1,(2)*

FailinA

?assing 'Failing

from

Col.(2)

Passing

----7---7 (2) (4)

0 9 4 5 1 1 1 0 Base Math 3 1 9 5 4

Ii 1 1 0 1 4 4 13 5 8
=Wm. 4...

1 10 o 5 11 28 24 4

1 1 1 o 6 13 11

1. 1 1 0

V-----
7 2 7 6

.

o 9 4 6 1 1 Base Math
..

.

1 1 0 1 3 0 0 0 0

1 1 0 1 4 3 4 2 2

1 1 0 5 5 3 3 o

1 1 0 1 6, 9 0' 0 o

1 1 0 1 7 '7 0 '0 o

.1101 9 ,0 0

1 0
.

0

. .

._



).

N. 'S.E. D. - M. I. R. - SeAt. II Table 13 - C'. R.' T. Results '(Continuation Sheet) Page 41

(
1 '

Name of Progr. Program for Institutionalized Children NYC ,,IVE FUnction # 09-71636-50 5.5'. 1976

,

Component

Code

Wandicap

Codegj

N. I. '0.-.
Inst rue-

tional,

, .

Mastery ..

Code

.

.

Publisher..

,

,

Level

. Pretest ', Posttest
No. of ,Pupils t No.' of Pupils'

.

Pgssing Failing

,

from'

' Eiol. (2)

'Passin8

from

Col. (2)

,aIF Inn

(1) (2) (3) . (4)

0 9 4 6 1 0 2 Base Math 2 . , 0 0 0

,

0

1. 1 0 3 ' , 0 1 4

1 1 0 4, 2" O" 2

1 1 0 2 .. 5 3 :2 1 1

.1 1 0 2 2 ,

1102 7 7

1 1 0 2 t 8
9 o o

o o \-.-,

..,

a

.

,

,
.

'1
, ,. . 0

,

1 1 0 3 3

477
o ,

5

.

3

. el

52 ,

0 3 , 5 1 9 .8. ,

.....___,
1

1 0 3 6. 2 6 4 ''' 2

110 1 7

,...._......,

, 11 9,2
....___'...%_.......
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Name of Progr.: Pro_ jram for Instialized Children NYC B/E Function # 09.7163650

Page ..42 ,

s.s.1976

_

Component

Code

(Handicap

Codepi)

N. Y. S.

Inst rue-

tional

Mastery

Code

Publisher level

Pretest Posttest

No. of Pdpila No. of Pupils

Passing

7,7
Failing

from

Col. (2)'

Paseinii

from

Col.

ailling
(2)

--(ir- (3) -711)

9 4 6 3 Base Math 8
,

0 4

9 1

,

0 0 0 0

1104 3 0 1 0 1

i 0 4 4 0 1 1

1 1 0 4 5 0 2 1 1

3

1104 7 3 8 7. 1'

1 0 4 8 0 . 3 3 0

1 1 0 4 9 I 1 0

1 1 0 5 2 0 0 0 0

1 1 0 5 3 0 0 0
..,..._.......

0

0

/

2 5

,,

4 , 0

6 9
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70

Name of r:)rogr.: Program for Mstitutioi.,i'z7A CY1.!,m
. n. .41
:LC 13/.. 1-.1W.VAn 4

\

Page

ComPonent

Code

(Handicap

Codegj

N. Y. S.

Instrue-

tional

Mastery

Code

Publisher Level

Pretest

,

Posttest

No. of Pullp, __LILp_iils.No.of

from

Col.(2)

Pas81ng

from

COI.(2)

Eigke

Passing Failing

(1) (2) (3) (4)

9 4 6 1 1 o 5 Base Math 5 0 0 0 ,

'iI05 6 1 2 2 0

1 10 5 7 1 1 1 0

1105 0 1 1 0 ,

0

2 0 0

1 1 0 6
3 0 0 0 0

110 6 4 1 0 0 0

1 1 0 6 0 1 1 0

1106 6 i 2 2

1 1 0 6 7 2 8 7 1'

1106 8 0 0 0 0
.._

1 0 0 0

71.
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.

Name of Progr.: Prolram4or Institutionalizvd Children NYC 13/E Function # 09-71636.50 S.S,1976

Component

Code

(Handicap

Code Li )

N. Y. S.

Instruc-

tional

Haste ly

Code

Publisher Level

Pretest Posttest

No. of Pupils. No. of Pupils

Passing Failing

from

Col.(2)

!Lek%

from

Col.._(2)

billil

71---- (2) (3) (4)

6 0 9 4 6 1 1 0 7 Base Math 0 2 2 0,

1 1 0 7 3 0 1 1 0

1 1 4
..

4 4 0

1 1 0 7 5 6 1 1 0

1 1 0 7 6 9 . 0 0 0

7 18

7 8 1 0. 0

,

,

1 0 0

.

1 1 0 8 2 0 3 2

1 1 0 8 3 0 1 1 0

1 1 0 8 4 3 4 4 0

1 1 0 5 6 1 0 1

1 0 8 1

1 1 0 8 v 16 1

,
.

0



R. Y. S. E. D. - H. I. R. Sect. II - Table'13 - C. R. T. Result.z (Continuation Sheet)
, Page 45

Name of Progr.:1 Program for Institutionalized Children NIC B/E Function # 09-71636-30 8.5.1976

h. Y. S.

Component ,Instru9-

Code -:tional

(Handicap Mastery

Code9)1 Code

Publisher

Pretest

No. of Pupils

Level Passing

Posttest

No. of Pupils ,

from from

Failing Col.(2) Col.(2)

Passing LIIE

re.

osgra.,..

7

7 14

3

1

a

0

1 75



N. Y. S. E. D. - M. I. R. - Sect. II - Table 13 C. R. T. Results (Continuatioa,Sheet)

Name of Progr.: Prograth for Institutionalized Children NYC B/E FunctiOn # 09-71636-56. s,s:1976

bmponent

Code

,

(Handicap

Codeall)

N... Y. S.

Instruc-

tional

Masiery

Code .

Publisher

,

liveI

Pretest Posttest

io. of Pupils No. of Pupils

Passing Failing

from

Col.(2)

12.41111.12

.from

Col.(2)

Ili

(3). (4) ,(1)
,

(2)

6 0 9 4 6 1 1 1 0 Base Math 5 3 4 3 1

1110 6 5 4 -4
,

1 1 1 0 7 12 6 6 0

1 1 1 0 . 8 1 2 2 0

1110 1 0 0
,

0

,

. .

b 9 5 5 1 1 0 1 Base Math
,

1 1 0 ,1

,
,

3 3 3 3 0

1 1 0 1 4 5 5 0

,

1101 5

II

.

0

1 1 0 2 3 5 0 0

1 1 0 2 0 0

77



N. Y. S. E. D. - M. I, R. - Sect. II Table 13.- C.°R. T. Results (Continuation Sheet)

Name of Progr.: Program for Institutionalized ChiL!rt:n

r.

78

m'fr .P/R ".:i4 00-1141.

agA 47

3\43,1;76

Component

Code

. (Handicap

4ode.00)

N. Y. S.

Instruc-

tional Publisher

Mastery.

Code
(

Level

-77---
1,Pretest Postteat

NO. of Pupils
, No. of Pupils\

Passing Failing

-(2)

from

Col.(2)

Eielag

from

Col.(2)

,1111!lif,

W (3) (4) \

6 .0' 9 5 5 1. 1 0 2 Base Math 5 11, 0 0

I

0 \
\

, '
4

\

0
,.

,

,

,

,

. 2 i

0. 3
k '

3 3 2., 2 0

4: 2 2, 0

,. 11 0 3
.

7

.

2

, , 2 2 0

,

.

1 0
1

V.

1 1 0 '4 3 '5 0

1 1 0 4 4
i

9 0 0 '0

_
1

5 . 11
,

.

1 1 0 6
,

..,

2 2 2 0

St......_.........L__r______\/____ .........._........_....R..........,...................._,.
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t

5.5.1976Name of Progr.: Program for Institutionalized,Children NYC B/E Function itow106.50

Component

Code

(Handicap

Codegj

N. y. S.

Instruc-

tional

Mastery

,, Code

Publisher

,

,

Level

Pretest

.

Posttest

from

'Col.(2)

Eiging

from

aiglis

_.--1.18_11.2.:...91_11.1a_.

Passing Failing

,

/

( ) I (2) ,() (1-4 7

6 9 5' 5 11 o 5 Base Math

,

0

,

1 0 5 5

r,
0 o . o

__

1 1 o 1 4 9 o o

,1 0 5 5 12' k 0 0 0

2 1
,

1 0

,

i. i

,

0 5
,

.

9 ;
, ,

1 6 5 12 o .

, lp 1
,

2

0,,

2 1

........................
0

1 1 O 7 \\ 3 4 0

4 ,

,
.

,

.
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Nallie of Progr.: Program for Institutionalized Children ,NYC B/E Function # 09-71636.50 5.5.1976

,

Component

Code

(Handicap

Codegj

N. Y, S.

Instruc-

tional

,

Mastery

Code

Publisher Level

Pretest Posttest

lo. of Pupils No. of PuOls,

Passing Failing

from

Col.(2)

bah&

from

Col.(2)

iiilia

--CO (2) (3) (4)

9 5 5 1 1 0 7 Base Math 5 16

1 1 0 7 5 o o

I

1108 1 2 2 0

1 1 0 8 3 2 4 4 0

_ .

1 1 0 8 4 2 8 8 0

1 1 0 8 5 13 . 5 5 o

,

1 0 8 4 1 1 0

,

2 1 2

1 1 o 9 3 o 6 6,0
1, 1 0 9' 4 0 9 9 0

, 1 1 0 9 5 6 9 9 o

0 9 2 3 30
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Name of Progr.: Program for Institutionalized Children NM WE 1;'unct1on # 09'71636-50 S.S, 1976

Component

Code

(Handicap

Code20)

N. Y. S.

Instruc-

tional

Mastery

Code

Publisher Level

Pretest Postteet

No. of Pupils No. of Pupils

Passing

117
Failing

from

Col.(2)

LiTill&

from

Col.(2)

fililltS,

1-1-5(2) i3)

6 0 9 5 $ 1 1 1 0 Base Math 2 1 .. 1

1 0 3 0 3 2 1

1 0 4 1 4 4 0

1, 1 1 0 5 0 15 .15 0

0 5 5 0

,

09 5 6 0 1 Base Math

1 1 0 1 5 1 3 3 0

1 1 0 1 6 0 2 2 0

1 7 0

0 0 0

1 1 0 2 5 4 0 0

_..

1 1 0 2 6 4 0 0 0

....



N. Y. S. E. D. - M. I. ft, - Sect. II Table 13 - C. R. T. Results (Continuation Sheet.) Page

Name of Progr.: Program for Institutionalized Children NYC B/E Rinction # 09-71636.50 s,s,1976,

86

Component

Code

(Handicap

,
Code 02)

N. Y. S.

Instruc-
tional

Mastery

Code

Publisher Level

Pretest Posttest

No. of Pupils No. of Pupils
,

Passing Failing

,,

from

Col.(2)

PalL31n

f rom

Col.(2),, .

yailinA

0 (3) (4)

6 o 9 5 6 1 1, 0 3 Base Math
'

0 2 2 0

1111

Olt 1111 i d,,

,3 0

li

II
1

i

1

10

1

0

II

o

0

3

III
4

IIII

4

MIR 2 2 0

MI

II

iii

III
ilmiii
III
1111

2 2

11111
IN

o 0 0 0

6

4 0 0 0

02 1 1

7 4 2 2 0

III III
loll

1

0 5

41

111 ..
,

ll Ili 4 o o o

,

IOII1oIT
1111

,

6 4

0 o

0 o

o o

Ili
... ...
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R. - Sect'. II - 'Table 13 - C. R. T. Results (Continuation Sheet)

game of Progr.: Program for Institutionalized Children 'NYC B/E Function i 09-71636-50 s.s, 1976

Compoaent

'Code

(Handicap

Codeg)

N. Y. S.

Instruc-

tional

Mastery

Code

Publisher

.

Level

Pretest Posttest

No. of Pupils No. of Lpill___

Passing Failing

from

Col.(2)

Passing

from,

lol.(2)

faillEg

TO ( ) (3) (4)

0 9

1

5

1.1.116
6

EN

1 0 6

6

Base Math

11111111111111

ill
1111

1111

6

0

11111

0

0

0

0

0 0

MEI
0 0 0

11111
11

11111111
1 1 6

IIIIR

11111107

111

Ng

1

11
i

1

1

i

0

01001111

7

II
IIIIIIIIII

111111111 -7,

3

Mill,
0

0

0

0 .

46

6

11111111IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII
I 1111 1. f 0 8 III= 3

.

11 1 0 8, 11111111 4 1 1.0
1 11 1 1 0 8 ' IIII 6 '7 0

,

1 1 1 litammi 6
0

1 11 _ 1 . MEM
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Name of Progr.: Program for Institutionalized Children NYC B/E Function # 09-71616-50 8.5.1976

... ..

Component

./ Code

(1

. (Handicap

Cod40)

,

'

N. Y. S.

Instruc-

tional

Mastery

Code

.

Publisher Level

Pretest

,

Posttest.

No. of Pupils- No. of Pupils

'Passing Failing

from

Col.(2)

Passing

from

Col.(2)

filling

(1) (2) (3). (4)

6 0 1 1 0 9 Base Math k 2 1 1 0

1109 1 4 . 4

,

0 '.

III1109 6 1 3 3 0

1109 6, 0 0 0.
,

, .

1 1 1 0 11 0 3 . 2

1 1 1 0

1 1 1 0 6 1 3 3. 0 ,

I 1 1 0 7 6 0 0 0

End of Math .

.

,
.

.

T
.

r
%.

- .

9C



APP/NDIL C OFFICE OF EDUCATIONAL
EVALUATIO0 DAiA LOSS FORM

(attach to NARRATIVE) FT-InaVa75-2-A16.50

/

In this table enter all Data
LOS8 inforMation.

Between the NIR and.this form, all participants in each activit)

must be accounted for. The component and activity codes used in completion of the MIR should be used here solhat
the two tables match.

See'definitons below table for further
instructions.

,

!

COmponent

Code

(2)

Test

Used

(4)

Number

Tested/

Analyzed

(5)

Participants

Not Tested/

zed

(6)

Reasons Why Students
Were Not Tested,

Or If Tested,
Were Not Analyzed

Nether

Disdhar:ged

Discharged

Discharged

Discharged

Discharged

(1) Identiffy tile participants by specific grade level (Lg., grade 3, .grede 9), Where
, enter the last:two

digits of the component code,
(2) Identify the test used and year ot publica.tion

(gAT-le, SDAT-14, Houghton(3) lumber of participants in the aCtivity.
(4) Number of participants

included in the pre mid Posttest
calcItions.(5) Number and percent of participant's

not tested andlor not analyzed.(6) Specify all reasons why studi.nts were not tested
and/orlinalyzed. It any furtherplease ottachto this form., If further

space,is needed to specify end explainpinto to this form.

(7) For each'reeson
ipecified, provide a separate Tiber

count.

-

several grades are combined,

(IPHS) Level'1 etc.)

a

docmuenta t ion ti" vi
.

dais loss, sttach additioaal



OFFICE OF EDUCATIONAL NIOTION - DATA LOSS FORM

(attsch to NARRATIVE) ,Function Q11636-50
,

Page 55

, i
f

In thin table enter all Data.Lo4 information. Between the HIR liA this tom, ell participants in each activity

anus), be acpunted for. The!component and activity codes used in completion of the MIR should be used here ao that

the two tdbles match. -See definitIons below tnble fcir further instructions..
,

compoOnt

Code »
,

ActivitY

Code

(1.)

Croup

DI.

Pi
Teat

Used

(1)

Tptal

N

(1 1) .

Number

Tested/

Analyzed

'1 (5)

Par*ipants

Not Tented/

Anakzed

N

_

.(6)

WOWS Why Students Were Not Te4ed,

Or If Tented, Were Not #nalyzed

/
.,

/
i

f Number-I

6

6

0

0

94,5

9 4
9

0.0

o 7

7

2

2

0

0

, 45

46

Baie

Mat

149

76

28
,

k.

'62

21

14

14 'Discharged 21 ,

18. Discharged,
.,

14

6

6o

0 9 5 0

6007

0 7 2 0,

0

5

6

46

1.

43

1

3

.0

62
7 Discharged

n.

Dischar:ed

,

/

6..--

e'

o

,

,/ )

r 0

,

..

,

.

,

.

,

v

1...

:.

V

,

f

.

.4

/

.

,

.

.,.

...,

,

w

4
,

'

,

1'
. e
J

(WIdentify tpe01;artictp...As by specific grade level (e.g., grade 3, grade 9)
. WhterseVeral grades are combined,

enter the lost two:digt6 of the component code.

(2) Identify theltest used and year of publication (MAT-70, SDAT-74, Houghton Hiffild(IPMS) Level 1 etc..)

(3) Number ef particOnts in the activity.

(4) Neer of,particinintsincluded ia the pre And,Postte t c lculatfons.

(5) Number and percen Of participantenot tested and/or analyzed.

(6) Specif lreois why etudents Wqre not tested and/ r analyzed, If any further documentstioa is available,

14 please attach ro this 61.4 If further spaCe is n eded to specify and explain data loos, attaCb additional
paget to this form, .:

,

(7) Foroch reaeon,aeclfied', provide a oparatenumbdr c


