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GIFTED—HANDICAPPED PRESCHOOL PRDGRAMI
CHAPEL HILL TRAININC-OUTREACH PROJECT

Introduction X .? . T _‘T J? SR

Having completed its ;hird year of functioning, the gifted handicapped
program is one of tqo—such projects in the United States, funded by the

Bureau -of Education for the Handicapped The Gifted Handicapped Preschool
Project is- funded through the Chapel Hill Training-Outreach Project which

. { & - .-

for nine years had been. dedfcated to ‘the deVelopment of appropriate educa-

tional services for young, hand}capped children and thei:.families. The

curriculum meuhddology and materials develoPed have, been extended to
~ ,?'
personnel working with young children through a network of training that

has reached aucﬁ thrpughout the United Statés, as well as to local,and.

; ™ . o . *

state program$ and agencieSa ) e -
) -f; t el S

Prior to the beginnipg of the Giftedeandicapped PrQJect, a comprehen-

. f -

sive Search df the literature revealed a voi&tin resaarch of services for n

the gifted handicapped child. The; 2d for a model demonstration program :
- ;.‘ . .,‘ . \ . .

to. serve young, gifted-handlcapped children and their families as, was

g . 1
evidenced by: : ; ‘:' T - : o~

. f 4 ' % .
* lack of research o '
* lack of services

¢

- demonstrated effectiveness of early intervention
H \' . . . N ‘. % .

-

contributions of .gifted individuals who have overcome physical or

experiential handicaps

.

lack of. assessment procedures appropriate for children with a.
" variety of modality deficits o ' . -.;N
8 *a £ )

lack of curriculum and advocacy. for children with special talents or

unusual abilities. .




In developing the Tost appropriate model of sorvicc delivery to this

b

unique population (yOung, gifted- handioapped), efforts have focused on the
 following questions L SR
* Uhpt services are already available for this program?f
wha: specifie qgcds (related to the young, gifted ~handicapped)
%

_ar@ present in North Carolina?

l -

'Wh?t are the most appropriate strategies for identiflcatlon of these

' yonngster89 _”i, - - L S
What form of servi e delivery will insure COntlﬂuEd maximum impact

-,

ﬁo the gifted handlcapped in North Carolina?

:Hhat innguatime;assessment and curriculum materials are most -needed
Coe “t:' . - .
: for bptimal services to the young, gifted-handicapped?

'Hhat are the ‘specific needs of the famllqgs of the gifteﬂ hand1capped

ehildz o :

What are the most effectlve stnategies for evaluating the effecrive-
ress Rf the pregram” o B .

« . The report that £ollows documents the‘fccompllshments with relatlonshlp

‘

to the objectives speC1fied in the second year proposal -in the areas of

services to children, services to familles, staff developmentl and demon-

.

stration and“dissemination . The Project Summary, a product of three year's

! - ”'«t

. Tl weffort to d1ssem1nate infof&atnon t§ target audiences contains a detalled

: ' 3
“ -~

" 'i  account of all program components.
. < .

.




. SERVICES TO CHILDREN - c
ot 2 . < ( L
- - I - - —_
- e 'OBJECTIVI'.} ' {\ PROCEDURES QUTCOME
?Fl‘ “To’ develop alternative procedures L.a., A referral form, including a l.a. ~ Checklist developed in first vear
- for idenfifying-y0ung Eifted handicapped characteristics ¢hecklist, was developed was revised and, expanded to include 56
ghildren. 2 for use by teachers. items in seven areas (Pxoject- Summary
! . p- 18). The five most common behaviorial
: Ttharacteristics attributed to children .
. a . ‘ - referred were identified.

o 1.5, A battery non—discriéinatory 1.b. Guidelines for identification were
,“4%; ' -evaluation procedures were identified developed and are available {or dissemina-
3" ) ‘ \ for use with p;eschoqluhahdicapped'chbid— tion in the Project Summary (p. 25).

. o ren. ' N
SN l.c. Apﬁropqﬁateness‘ff referrals was l.c. Eighty-eight percent of referrals
’ - sfused as an index of tﬂ% effectiveness of were identlfied ds gifted-handicapped
Y identification proced after further evaluation. (See Project
L, .

2. To dev%lop a replicable model of
case-finding procedures.

o . e R ; o ”,

2.a. In the search for young gifted-
hatdicapped children, the following pro-
cedures were employed:

a)
b)
c)
d)
e)

£)
8)
k)

10 présentations

10 agency vigits

500 lettersg

150 phone calls

one shblic service announcement
{radio) -

one telev%gion interview

4 newspaper articles

one television news. spot

2.b. Teachers in 3 of the consultation,
sites administered the Child Behavior
Inventory to the gifted handicapped child-
ren and a random sample of other children
in the same classroom. -

!

Summ mmary, "Recrultment', pp. 13-16.)

2.as Thirty~five children in North
Carolina were identified as giftLd—
handicapped.

2.b. Gifted-handicapped children identi-
fied by the Project achieved a mean score
that was 2.7 points higher than- the
othef children in the ‘sample (see Project
Summaryv, pp. 101-102).

O
Q
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Services to Children (continued})

o

OBJECTIVE

PROCEDURES

QUTCOME

Ll

™

3. To establish replicable criteria for”
services to young gifted-handicapped
children.

4. To provide multi-disciplinary
diagnostic and treatment services for

I:,\young gifted<handicapped children.

3.
with consideration o{:

“b)

Criteria-for services were devéloped

-

Children who have already been diag-
nosed as handicapped

a)

Parental approval
c)
d)
e)
£)

General consensus of professionals
L

Geographical location
Type bf disabjlity

Commitment of parents and/or hgency.

-

4., Multi-disciplinary diagnostic and

‘treatment services were provided by the

staff of the University of North Caroliga
Division for Disorders of Development

and Learning, a University affiliated }
training facility, through establiéhed‘Jr

%ollaboration procedures..

3. Criteria for services ave estab—
lished for participation.in demon-
stration classroom‘and for consultation
services. (Wee Project Summary,

pPP- 24-27.)

4. One hundred percent of (he child-
ren enrolled in the Chapel RHill
Demonstration Project for young, gifted-
Handicapped children received appro-
pPriate diagnostic and treatment services
Additional gifted-handicapped childrgn
in other programs received scme

gservices througzh consultation by
D.D.D.L. staff. Threg full evaluations
were done, one follow-up evaluation, .
and 30 hours of therapy were delivered.
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Servicea to Children (continucd) .-

-

alve

OBJECTIVE

PROCEDURES

OUTCOME

5. To establish an Indfviduallzed (n-
structional management asystem for each
child enrollced in the demonstratlon
program. ) -

-l

=

6. To establish procedures for document-
ing and reporting each child's progress.

5. Indivtdual learning objectives and
prescriptive propgrams were developed for
cach child ce¢nrollad [n the demonstration
program. Use of the Learnlng Accomplish-
ment Proffle, objuctlvﬁs based on Bloom's
Taxonomy, and recommendations ¢f intcer-
disciplinary professlonal prescriptions
formed the basis of the tndividyal
management system. The units of Tearn~-
ing {ound In the Chapel Hill Project's
populfar Planning Guide were translated
fnto a curriculum supplemant which pro-
vides a functtional gulde for preschool
teachers in moving to creative, inquiry,
divergent, evaluative learnlng exper!-
ences.

4
6. Individual pupil progress was docu-

mented by the following procedures:
L3

_a. Pre-post measures On appropriate
standardized tests and developmental
gcale,

b. . Long-range goals and short-term
objectives. )

c. Prejpost Self-Concept Inventory.
d. Pre-post Child Behavior Inventory.

e. Periodic filing of samples of indi-

vidual projects, w>rk papers, art, etc.

f. Video-taping : \ -

2. Design and developmen: of case-study
" reports on each child.

‘. h. I1.E.P. confercnces held and movemeat
to optimal placement which provides the
least rastrictive alternative.

5.a. One hundred percent of the chlld-
Foren's Individual programa are docu-

mented by wrlitten oblectlives pre-

scribed every threg months, individual

edrriculum records, anil therapy reporta
(Sce Project Summary, pp. 42-48.)

9.bh. Twenty unitsa of the currleculum
supplement are developed and are
currently heing printed to he avall-
abte for dissemination.

6.a. All ¢hildren enrolled in the
demonstration program have pupil
progress records. Individual data
and use of it is reported in detail
in the Project Summary, pp. 103-117.
It is reported in the format devel-
oped for looking at individual,
rather than group data for this
unique porulation.

6.b. A minimum or 7 children will
be meving late inteprated public
school placements for the coming
school year. ~




Services to Children (continued)

‘OBJECTIVE

PROCEDURES

OUTCOME

7. To establish a model demonstration
program of services to young, gifted-
handicapped children

/.

~ " ]

' 8, To validate and field test first
#dition of Planning Guide for Gifted-
Preschoolers 1in order to refine and
,finalize publication after actual use

'by teachers.

7. A combination center-based and conbul-
tation program of services to young,
gifted-andicappgd was developed. Ser-
vices provided to young_ﬂorth 8rrolina
children who display unusual abilities

in gpite of physical, emotional or ex-
periential handicaps. Represented in
this group will be children encompassing
varied ecordomic, geographilic, and racial
backgrounds. B

8. Four procedures were designed and
implemented with evaluation consultant
to ,validate curricula.

7.a. Thirty-five gifted-handicapped
children were identified. Tourteen
received On—going direct. services;

some consultarion, either in the form
of evaluation or educational recommend~
ations were received by twenty-one.

7.b.- A continuum of gervices delivery
was established (see Project Summary,
p. 42) to provide indiviﬂgalized
services to specific childyen anc their
families. .

8. Input from validation procedures
integrated into the final copy of the

Ezsgging Guide for Gifted Preschoolers
and 'are .described in d®tail in Project
Summary, pp 118-129.

L,

Lttt



SERVICES TO FAMILIES

: OBJECTIVE
. " .

PROCEDURES : L

QUTCOME

1. To,orient,families to the children

enrclled in the demonstration program to

the project's purposeés, objectives,
staff roles, and parent roles.

[y
5

1. Procedures for ¢rientation included: »

a. coordination of initial contact

" with collaborating agency

b. intake interviews
C. . classroom observation
d. parent manual o

e. use of multi-media communication
"(videotape, print and slide-tape pre-
sentations).
2. The needs assessment included:

a. Staff-parédnt interviews

b. Use of a family needs assessment
- report (parent interest form).

c. Statement of parental priorities for
services.

l.a. Systematic procedures for S
orientation of families was ceveloped
and are reported in detail in the

Project Summag; pp. 77,191-210.
* ;l

l1.b. A parené’s Guide to the demon-
sfration proggam and other resources
was developed!and distributed to

all families. (See Project Summary,
Appendix Q, pp. 205-209.)

2. Written needs assessments were
completed for 100% of the fzmilies
of children- enrolled in the demon-
stration program. -

-

The" program for indivf&ual and
group participation was planned

.based on the results of the needs

assessment. . Jopics for group £es- -
slons were based on expressed needs.
Individual needs were met as Te-

, Qquested..

-

. 1G
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Services to Families (contfnued)

7 ) : : . _ X
OBJECTIVE [ .. . " PROCEDURES =7 ovrcde

"
—

3. To provide a comprehensive array/of 3. The following funckions of the - T3, AlY parents participated in some’
services to famllies of children family program.were developed-.to provide Wtions offered ) . N .
enrolled in the demonstration class. comprdhensive services to families of . et T .
. glfted-handitapped children: . }‘ a. Of twenty options for parents,
- ) L e .no parent participated in fewer
a. supportive counseling - .than seven, .with eighteen being the
b. liaison with the classroom, Rt highest. The méah was 12 8.
c. 1Increase parenting skills e S ! L
- du . referral services -, "t b. All parents were given supportivg‘
e. advecacy and advacacy trajning.’” ) counseling and referral as needed,
Lt #"“ - "n *
N & .. : C. A&dvocaéy trainlng was provided
: Ln zhgae pirent sessions .
i

-

R r}' B k g - L ..
d. Parents reporte& chariges in = ¢
- . : . . : ) their skills (see Project Summary, -«
' .h . . - R p. 36) , ¢ L HRN
' . ' s ‘ S S S

H

4. To develop and ‘implement  strategies- | 4, The demonstration project made, avail- :4 a.. All families’participateﬁ in
for involvement of families of glf ted- able the followiug services to famigies._ | some ‘activities with,the fﬂze?t being

handicapped children. a. . individual parent-staff conferences ::;snlztge highest elghtee nd;thel
4 - \

- . b.” ‘classroom orientation ‘ C e S .
g: ‘giizsioizizgzzzvzzizzy S L ji'ﬁ b—_ Home vrsits were mad & te al} y
omés. -# R .
e. participation in planning objgctives , igﬁg L ; .
“ £. . parent manual '
g. volunteer classroom participation he ev:il Eizenni_nerticipated in
h. use of home activity sheets r \ ﬁ%_ ua r 'ﬁ@-"
i, group parent meetings ., * ‘ : e '
3. ‘parent library (ledding library with 4
. books and toys) e ..
1. k. parent bulletin board w7
1. printed materials regarding child' ‘
~ speci3zl needs or genexal parenting*'
m. location of community resbﬂrces e
n, advisory board particigatioﬂ ”‘; -
. o\ “home visits Y A o
P Lnterdiseiplinary evaluation . \ ‘

%

i

-
-

i . '

-1 i B e n.n
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" Services .to Families (con;inued)f‘ ‘
/ ' NN ) ’ ‘ . .
| " OBJECTIVE o PROCEDURES - . ’ | OUTCOME

q. participation in materials develop-
ment
. evaluation of program
g. home activities with child
t. special ucrkshop&

5. To increase the quality and quantity 5 The family services caorJ;nqtor and +5. All families recefived services ° ¢
of community and state resources avail- other staff served .as advocates in in- pased. bn needs assessment and
ablg to families of gifted- handtcapped creasing resource utilization and {denti- priority of services.
children. fication, including the following re- ’ .
- ) sources: 3 * All-children were tutored in
group by music student at U.N.C.
a. University student tutors . . One blind child was given
b. University personnel as workshop Braille by student volunteer
*  leaders ' - Three public school staff mem- .
c. Public school personnel . bers gave workshop to parents
d. TADS : Technical Assistance in edit-
e. University perSonnel as evaluators ing parent materials was .given
and therapists * y by TADS
f. State Bivision of Services. to the Speech, 0.T+ and P.T. evalua-
Bl'ind - . tions for children-and con-
g. Church volunteer for workshops sultations to parents were
h. Mental Health Clinic Personnel given U,N.C. staff. )
i. Rehabilitation Center of Wake County | Church personnel gave parent
3. Private Day Care b workshops
k. Family Service of Winston-Salem . -Mental Health Clinic personnel
1. Direction Services of N. C. State gave parent workshop
, Department of Public Instruction Rehabilitation center partici-
m. “North Carolina ‘Advocacy Council on : pated with parents in planning
Children and Youth I.E.P. for coming %ear
n. BEH Preschool Class Family Services Agency was
o, Private music class ) used as referral for disturbed
Pe Frank Porter Graham Child'Develop ent _ sibling of one child.
Center \\m1 Direction Services was used
as "internal advocate" for
consultation case in public
schools.




PROCEDURES

. OUTCOME

36,: To devekép an evaihéfion system

which ‘documents the. ‘ef fectiveness of
the family,services program.

e
-]

<

of: - ’

ﬁﬁ EValuatfons documented parent needs,
atpltades,xtnterest,-1nyolvement ko
program ‘and . qatisfaction through “the use

_?."Barént interésisforh-fvﬁfl
”B. chixd~gk111ws priority form .
c. satisfactlon evaluation question—
péire-::‘k o

dfw‘Parenn—Child Inte}action Sca@p

e P

~6 e.

1. N. C. Advocacy Council was used
to secure support for parenial
concern over State School for
Deaf admiss'ion policy.
B.E.H. preschool class &dentified
and used for collaborative plan—
ning for one child. Lo
Private tutor for v1011n class
procured for one student.
Frank Porter Graham staff mer-~
ber gave workshop for parent.
group. F.P.G. invited-two parents
to attend Parents as Resourcqg
Workshop N
. o
6.b. One hundred percent of the pat-
ents responded that there had been ~
enough opportunities for evaluation.

6.c.

¥

Rank ordering by parents af ac-

most helpful. The four most helpful
activities were identified for each ‘
group of parents. They,are as follows:
a 4 )

Printed materials regarding
child's special .needs and/or
general parenting.
‘Parent-staff conferences
weeklg mothers' meetings
Spetial classroom days

6.d. All parents stated theif child
had made, improvements or positive
changea since entering the program,

d }’-‘3

- All parents reported that they
had gained from participation in
the progriam and identified in which

“.[of" the 10 Content areas they had pro-

LY o
-

[} =

- "

22

A

tivities revealed those they considered

g
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" ‘Services to fﬁﬁiliésn(cﬁhtinﬁéa)
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OBJECTIVE . : . PROCEDURES " OUTCOME

gressed. (See Project Summary,
p. 136.)

6.f. Detailed reporting of family‘I
changes, gains, and satisfaction is
‘contained in .the Evaluatlon section

of the Project Summary (pp. 134-141). ,

Il




STAFF DEVELOPMENT

Ll
&

I OBJECTIVE . , : PROCEDURES OUTCOME

1. To orient the demonstration program 1. The procedures to be used 1n orlent- 1.. All staff recclved written

gtaff to project goals, obje5t1VE9, and ation of gtaff will include: miderials and participated 1n individ-
the roles of personnel. (See Project val and group meetings for the purpose
Summary, 'Staff Development," pp. 70-72 a. Use of individual conferences of orientation o general project

for additional information.) b. Attendance at national and toplcal goals and indiyidual role responsibili-

conferences tles.

c. Staff orlentation and planning
segslions

d. Attendance at BEH Director's
Conference

e. Weekly supervisory cornferences

2. To assess staff needs and plan for 2. In response to project objectives, 2. Review of individual competencies
h?taff development. staff roles were specified competencies and needs to meet role and project
+~ required to meet project responsibilities were reaggsegsed periodically ro

i : identified. identify staff development peeds
' throughout the project year.

-
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Staff Development (continued)”

OBJECTIVE
.

PROCEDURES

QUTCCHE

Ve .
3. To develop and implement strategies
to be used in staff development.

3.a. Procedures used in staff development

wetre:
1. Individual reading and study

2. Training and orientation by collab-
orating agencies

3. Utilization of consultants
4., Participation in conferences

5. In-service training with Outreach
staff -

6. ,Particibation in the University of
North Carolima D.D.D.L. Core Course.

7. Films

8. Planning sessions and planning time
incorporated into project structure.

3.b. Evaluation of staff development
was done through the use of a question-
naire filled out by each staff member on
which each staff develbpment strategies

and experience was rhted excellent, good,

fair, or poor.

3.a. The total prcjlect staff demon- '
strates;

1. Awarenesos of current literature
for gifted-handicapped.

2., Skills in identifyipg and serv~
ing children with sensory deficits.

3. Skills in program development
and evaluation,

4. Awareness 0f needs for research
and direct services.

F

5. Skildls in administering the
Diagnoptic LAP, working with
famililes, media development, and
curriculum development.

6. Skills in diagnosis and treat~
ment of gifted-handicapped.

3.b. At least one staff member at-—
tended each of 6 state and natiounal
conf erences.

"3.¢. All staff attended a minimum

of 2 conferences or training work-
shops.




- DEMONSTRATION, DISSEMINATION AND TRAINING

* OBJECTIVE PROCEDURES ) : OU"‘I' COHE

1. To demonstrate and disseminate the | 1. The development of public awareness l.a. By June 30cth the following
products of the Chapel Hill Model of of the Chapel 1li¥l Model focused on two materials were developed for training
Services to the Gifted-Handicapped to major groups: : ) ' and/or dissemination.
.gﬁiﬁzrt?rﬁgiszziiﬁgﬁgg;, éfzingigéggﬁd a. General gublic : : 1. Four slide PrESentations
Outreach, pp. 65-70.) Strategies for informing the general | Project Overview
public of project achieveéments continued

in the following -ways: Identificatiorr of Giftedness ,

. . in Young Childreé
* Information releases to area pub- -
lic newspapers Audrey, A Case Study

% Television coverage Gifted Children in Head Srtart

* The Chapel Hill Project newsletters 2. ] Three publications -

% Publications - A Planning Guide for Gifred

» Preschoolers (supplement to

b. Individual Interest Groups Outreach Preschool Planning
Guide.)}

Professional organizations and
agencies throughout the community and
state continued to serve as major targets
of dissemination. These include:

- Chapel Hill Services to the
Gifred-Handicapped: A Broject

Summary.

* The N. C. State Department of -
Public Instruction ) - Programs for Parents of Pre-
' ’ schoolers.

The N. C. Committee on Services
to Preschdbl Children

N. €. Head Start

- -

1.b. Approximately one humdred and
fifty visitors observed the demonstra-
'N. ¢. Day Care Association ’ tion class. Observers included par-
ents and child care personnel from

] local, state, national and inter-
Developmental Disabilities national agencies.

Training Institute

BEH First Chance Netwog‘k

l.c.” 1,750 brochures wefj)distributed.

Strategies for dissemination with these

groups included: l1.d. Two articles appeared in Cut-

reach Project newsletters. (Distribu-
* Personal conferences tion approximately 500.) ~

50
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DemOnstrationg_pisaemination,’and Training (continued)

. : . .
OBJECTIVE ’ PROCEDURES . OUTCOME

4

. {
* letters and printed information l.e. Four newspaper arficles ap-

.F *<E:f§9ntat1°ns at meetings peared in North Carolina papners. J/f

‘ . 1.f. An article was accepted for
\ publication in G/T/C Magazine in
August, 1978,

l.g. ©51ix graduate students had
practicums or did projects with the
Gifted-Handicapped Project. These
included students from the areats of
special education, speech, and
soclal vyork.

1.h. Sevsen workshops including
participants were done to present
the program to target audiences.




® . - @ . . @
. ' T Workshops and Training by Outreach Staff on
Gifted-Handicapped, 1977-78

9/77 - Gifted/Talented Teachers ) Chapel Hill, N.C. 8 Using Bloom's Taxonomy ‘
Chapel’Hill-Carrboro . and the Unit Approach e
School System ? '

11/77 Durham Technical Institute Durham, N.C. ] 12 Preschool services for the

Gifted-Handitapped

3/71 Confererce on Gifted and Raleigh, N.C. . 10 Preschool Services for the
' Talented . \ Glfted-llandicapped
4 . .
3/718 PREP Troject Douglasville, 7 Preschool Services for the
’ Georgila - Gifted-Handicapped
. .. \ - )
5/718 = De;g};Pmental-Evaluation Boone, N.C. g 40 Preschool Services for the
Clisiic L : : Gifted-Handicapped
— —
pord . . , .
6/78 . Southeastern Minnesota Rochester, 90 ) Project Overvizz:; r W,
SﬁhOOI Consul tation Minnesota v
it . . .
6/78 United Cerebral Palsy ) Raleigh, N. C. -? Home-ﬁade Materials and

Developmental Centenr Working With Parents

» -




Pure 1I1

Tablc 1A

’“ﬂhter actual performance data for this rcport pcriod into the approprihii\
“ ' tibes.” Use age as of the time of the,origlnai applﬁcation, or.the contin
uation‘applicatiun, whichever is’ later. On lines abgve 1%ne 1I, count
multihandicapped individuals unly oncey, by primary.- ‘handicapping condition,
and indicate ‘the number of multlhandicapped in line 12. Data for lines 1
thlough 1) are for those directly served; i.e., services to those cnrolled
- or fecciving major services, -and not Lhose meqely screened, referred or '
: given}minimal or occasional services.’

. - "

. AT ' ‘ NUMBER OF HANDICAPF- <SELRVEID BY AGE
*  TYPE OF HANDICAP : AGES | AGES AGES AL l> AGES
e . G 3-5 6-9  10-22 13-13
. Trdinable Mentallv Retarded s '
+% Educable Mentallv Rerarded A S
Specific Learninz Diszbilities
' Deaf-Blind :
Deaf/Hard of Hearine
Visually Handicapned
Serjously Enotionallv Discurbed
* Specch Inpaired
Other Health Impaired
Crippled ~- Physical handicaps
TOTAL
Multihandlcapped in line 11
prcrlcn'ialxy deprived (minority
gifted )

If the data in the above table differ by wmore thanrlo percent from the
datc originalily prcsenxed in your approved application, pleasc explain
the diffcrences. -

‘Jg'{ Table IB
Number of Handicappcd Children Receiving Sexvice
JI_ 0
Rumber of handicapped children receiving service not
’ prcviously available in proprams devcloped as a
result of your projects example and/or assistance. Known 33

‘Estimated

Rumber of handicapped children (not counted above)

recelving improved or aupmented services through

major improvements, modifications or additions

traccable to the cxample and/or assistamce or your

projcct. . : . - Known

ﬁstimntcd 10




\
- Table IC -
Placement of Children Participanting in
Early chifdhood Program During Reporting Period

Indicate the placement of children whorleft your project during the y2ar

covered by this report period.
Note: Count cach child only once by primary type of placemont below.

Number of Chilg'cn
Type of Placcment ' Full-tine dart-time

Integrated placement (i.e., In regular
progrdms whith children who are not
handlcappcd)
Nursery schools
Day-care programs
Head Start
Pre-Kindergarten
Kindergarten
Primary grade
First
Sccond
. Other
Special education placement (i.e., in
classes only ifor handicapped children
but situacted in regular private or
public school)
Pre-kindergarten
Kindergarren~
Primary grades
First
Second
Other
Institutional Placement
‘Scheduled to remain in Early Childhoo&
Program in coming year
Other (specify)

v

L

Table 1D

-
‘t

Cunulative number of children entered into
incgrated placement (if known) prior to 8 known
this report period No. 8 estimated
Estimated retention rate of .comulative

number in integratcd placement ~ 4  known
' : 4 estimated




