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INTRODUCTION

L
L
-
L]

This ptogress rebort,covers the period from July 1, 1979, to June 30, 1980.

In order toclearlv report the activities and accomplishments which, have occurred

[

during that period, the following pages of this report have been organized

'according,to the following categories for each objective of the third year

b ’

continuaf&on proposal:
Acco@piishmentslMilestones Met
Dates

OQutcome including Slippages .
. r

When reviewing this progress report, it-éill be noted that considefable

»

progress was made in Direct and Sypplementary Services for Children, Parenf/
Family Participation, and In Service fraining for Project Staff-—all of which
have been priorities during this grant pericd. Since thP Handicapped €hildren's
Early Education Project located at the Early Childgood»Center has assu?ed all
responsibilities for diagnostic and educakional services for ‘preschool chil-

dren referred from the 255 square mile area which is'undgr the jurisdigtion

4 -

of the Northwest Special Educatidn District, it has been necessary to include

Al

activities in these priority areas which were not originally éﬁticipated in

-
’

*the proposal. For example, the introduction of the Case Manager apprbach;
F_ ) ' N [}
(see ‘Appendix -A) has a direct impact on all priority areas cited above and

s

has served to substantially improve the efficiZncy and effectiveness of the

referral and diagnostic process., This hpproaéh necessitated increased acti-

'y

vities in "In Service' Training for Project Staff in order to facilitate their

-

participation in thy, referral and diagnostic process. In additién, the use of
the Casé’Manager has increased the numbers of children which can be referréd\
' ' “s ) . *

and has accelerated the rate at which referrals can be evaluated. In turmn,

this has enhanced parent participation in the plarning for théir children

4

o




benefits have not only accrued to children and their families, but also to

beginning fram the time of referral. i.e., the-ﬁpmber of children actually

referred foy diagnostic services was almost double what was anticipited

(173 instead of 90) -gnd consequently the amount of professional time real-

L

located to direct services was increased by 350% (e.g,, 2 total of 46 clinics
; . ‘ . "

in the areas oi audiology, qﬁqlogy, opthalamology, pediatrics, nursing,
physical and occupational therapy were scheduled but a total of 141 occurred)
without changing budgetary priorities, but instead combining these direct

services with, staff development activities.; Concompltant with this unex-
Py .
pected increase in the number of referrals was an increase in parent partici-
s

pation. 100% of the parents participated in planning conferences for their

. children and seven instead of the anticipated five large group parent meetings

were ild.

& - -

Once children have been referred and evaluated, it has been possible

' ) L T - ) .
to extend the Case Manager approach on an on-going basis to the preschool

handicapped children yho have beeén placed in programs at the Early Childhood

‘_,ut‘.-. 6

Center. Through the utilization of Core Team Consultations to each program

- »

on the model demonstration serviee delivery continuum, it wa; possible for

each teaching team. and parents to have experts available from a variety of

disciplineg to dea] with any questions or concerng they may have regarding

their children i a systematic-waygand_on a regularly scheduled basis. There-

»*

fote, coordination “of special education programs with each child's related

service needs has been Possible and through this coor_dination, {substantfal

the Project Stsffs' understanding. of the contributions of other disciplines

to educating your preschool handicapped children. - .

Replication efforts of programs &t the Farly Childhood Center were e
. ¢
carried out in conjunction with the Rhode Island State Department of Education

-

who Provides funds on a- competitive basis to cover "'start up" costs for those




’
-~

communities desirous of replication. However, due to the delay in approvai'of .

~ Rhode Island's plan for Education of the Handicapped by BEH, it was not

-

possible to carry out two five day training horkshops'in each of the programs.

- 4

By revia}ng‘the training forpat for one of the model demonstration services, ..

Fl

‘¢ - : "
it was possible to accommodate, ultimately, more trainees than anticipated

/!

in the continuation proposal, .howévers

'Slippages were most obvious in those activities that required parents,

‘rtudents and volunteers to travel to ghe Early Childhood Center for ﬁértici-

pation in daily classroom activities and in the lack of support for the In-

. L] . .
service training of professional staff (not teaching staff) from the LEA's

administration comprising the Northwest Specialeducation District. In

speculating as to the reasons for theéé'%}ippégeﬁ, it would appear that in-.,

~

both cases, rising inflation and its consequent economic crises was a prime

factor. For example, the increasing price of gasoline forced many dedicated

parents, students and volunteexs to reduce the fr;:hency with yhich they
could commute to the Eatrly Childhoog Center which is iocatpd in.a very rural
setting not readiiy accessed by regularly scheduled public transportation. /.

The superintendengs of the LEA's were not willing to commit their professional -

staff to_pérticiﬁate in In-Service training actfvities sponsored by the project

because th elt localbtaxpayers would not éupport continued efforts in the

- o
future at the level qf' ervice delivery being demonstrated at the Early*Child-

hood Center. Thus, ins rvice training activities were carried out by project
, L "\ . B .
"staff going out to indiviQPal schools in the LEA's and providing follow-up

technical assistahce to kinﬁgrz@rten teachers and otﬁe; members of inter-

disciplinary teams oh a case bv lcase basis. - ,
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GRANT FUNCTEON: DEMONSTRAT T0N/SERVICE

L4

‘Objective #1: Continued development, demonstration and further refinehent of the model demonstration center's
7 * comprehesive diagnostit and sexrvice delivery system, for forty-six preschool handicapped children
so that local systems can adopt and contlnue the system beyond the grant period in accordancen

LWith P Lo 94"’142. *

“x

ACCOMPLISHMENTS/HILESTONES -

DATES

L3

OUTCOME / SLIPPAGES

3

4., DIRECT AND SUPPLEHENTARI SERVICES TO GHILDREN

SeIECting the Target Population

-

{
1. The Early Childhood Center continued to
serve as the diagnostic facility for.children over
the age of 3 who are not yet enrdlled in public
education in the Northwest Special Education Did-
trict. Referrals were accepted for a range of .
diagnostic services for children who have either
failed rescreening in vision, hearing, medical con-
ditions, developmental learning, skills, speech and
expressive language or have been referred for ser-
vices .by an outside agency. N
2, Each child referred was assigned to a Case
. Manager whose regponsibilities included coordinating
-all activitfes, resources and information relateg to
. each referral.

3., Each child referred had an evaluation plan
designed as a result of the Core Evaluation Team
Review in conjunction with the child's parents. The
evaluation-plan included formal assessments designed
to answer the following 3 questions: -

‘ : A
$- Is this child eligible for special education
and related services? ' .

-~ If eligible, what are the long range goale

for such services?

- What is the most appropriate and least restrig-

tive setting for carrying out these long range goals?

These evaluations were conducted using a battery
. of standardized, valid, reliable, culture-fair

’

~

%

173 children were referréd to the

Early Childhood Center for a range
of diagnostic services which

is considerably greater ‘than the’
anticipated 90 children.

e \ *

Each child referred to the Early

. Childhood Center was assigned to

a Case Managef.(Appendik A)

- .

39 children who failed one or more .’
areas of rescreening in develop-
mental learning skills, were re-
ferred for a Full Core Team Evalu-
atlon, eorisisting of general medi-
cal, psychological, sociological
and education assessments, ’
134 children who failed rescreen-
ing in only vision, hearing, or
speech and expressivé language
were referred for speﬁific evalu-
ations in each of those areas to
detérmine the need for further

1
L3

*assessmerit.




ACCOMPLI SHMENTS /MILESTONES ‘. . ] - QUTCOME/SLIPPAGES

‘procedures and instrumenté-assembled by the projectl : : '
'staff and used for the purposes for which they were '
,designed.

¥

[l 4 *
C

4, For each ahild recelving evaluations in . 173 Summary céonferences were held -
specific¢ areas, a review was held with the specialist/ " to assess the results of specific
consultant, parents and Project Co=Director to review . . - evaluations. ’

- evaluation results and formul!te decisions regarding \ : . ' . .
the need for further assesament.‘ﬁ '
. 5. TFor each child receiving a Full Core Team ’ ) . . 39 Core Evaluation Team conferences
Bvaluation, the Center's Full Core Team met with the \ were held with parents tofasseas _
\ parents to.joinkly reylew evaluations results and for- : the results of Full Core Team eva;-
mulate decisions regarding eligibility, long range B uations and to jointly prepare.
‘goals and least restrietive setting. ) . . Phase I of the Individualized Edu-

cational Plan-where indigated.

46 children who. met eligibilicy
criteria for special education

and related services were provided
those services through the service
-delivery contingum at the Early
Childhood Cent An ‘additional

4 children were evaluated, but ser-
vices were provided elsewhere.

) 6, % Chiildren who fell at or belowy 2 standard '
deviations from the mean in any one area of fune-
tioning or one and one-half standard deviations
from the mean in any two Or more areas of func~
“tiohing were eligible for special education and re- -
- lated services through the Early Childhood Center s
service delfvery continuum. - . s -

+ -

S Agger'eliéibility had been established, ‘' . 6 moderately to severely handicapped
placement was‘hade in one of the model demonstration » . - .children were assigned to the
. programs, Placement.in €ach of the programs was : self-contaimed Teaching Reseatch
“.made accordimg tp specific:.criteria developed for : classroom.
that program by project staff.' Included in those : . 11l mildly to moderately handicapped
criteria are severity of handicapping eonditicn : L children were assigned to the PEECH
as well as developmental levels in the major skills integrated ﬁlasq;@om.
areas, - ’ . . - ,11'mildly té moderately handicapped
' ' - gchildren were assigned to the
High Scope classroom.
7* mildly to severely handicapped
. children were aggigned to the .
,Portage home-based program.
* 15% childter’ whose only handicapping
condition was in the area of 'speech
-and expressive language attend@‘i
. .3

r
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OUTCOME/SLIPPAGES
L ]
. B speech and language group
a X, f. weekly.
£ (*denotes double programming)

Pl

»

»

8. " Each child assigned 'to one of the model September " ; &6 eligible children received
programs received informal criterion—re{erenced . - R informal criterion-referenced
assessments specific to each model demonstration June. assessments from which the short
program. Short term objectives of the Individualized . term objectives were prepared.
Educational Plan were prepared from the reSults ' ' .

of the criterion-referenced assesamenta. . A :

»

9. TFor each child admitted to the Center, i g h'loﬁgi nal setvice deliqery

a longitudinal service delivery log was maintained . - log was ﬁ&éhtained for each child

according to'Project developed recoid keeping.pnpce- . . recelving services 'at the Barly .

dures. This logging system was. designed £o monitor. ' . Childhood €entew. Information

accountability of service delivery. - ... _wa$ maintained from screening to..

L ’ asseasment to program planning
) and img}ementation via ap efficient

éaéy-toamaintain record keeping .
system. (Appendix B) -

T

A L)

B. Program Implemeﬁtation ] P L
‘ ’ . ' . LI .o

1. Each model Program was oberational according © July Each model prbgram served the num-
to 1ts prescribed curriculum and data collection - ) . ber® of handicapped. children enu-
systenm, ‘ June : merated above in I, A, #7, :

% . . -, -

2. TFor each child included in a model program, September .Bach child's rélated service:
related servicgfwere coordinated with the educa- . - ’ needs were documented in the.
tional services plan. June 'I.E.P. and cqordinated by -the Case

- ’ : o . Mandger.’ < .

-~

-
]

3. Bach of the model programs wh:l.ch comﬁlrised\:,hei. September An em};‘onmenta’l analysis .chéck-
range of educational services for the target popula- - . list for analyzing the preqedlné_
tion was analyzed according to the organization of ‘égg'ﬂune . and consequent conditions for each
environpental variables. Thetrefore, a “framewark was . model program was field tested
developed in which the organization of environmental . and- refined. (Appepdix‘C) .
variables for each model program was systematically ' . - ) o
matched to the severity of handicapping condition
to determine the "least restrictive" setting for any,

’ given child were pinpointed. ‘ +

I E
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"L ILy PARENT/FAMILY PARTICIPATION AR ‘ . o

.\.ﬁ- -

1., As eaeh child was referred to the Early September . o 173 pargnts or guardians eof chil-
Childhbod Center, tis/ther parerts were invited to . - . dren referred participated in the '
participatﬁ in a'Gore Evaluation Team Review Con- June . ‘Core Evaluation Team Review.
ferencé fo; the purpose &f designing an evalua- ~ . Lo 't
tion plan., At this time, .parents weré also informed '
of due proeess prbcedures, .confidentiality assur-

* ances apd written permission for carrying out the
evaluation plan. -

' f: Once the> ;Zéluations were performed, parents ) _ 173 parents of children who were
‘were encouraged to meet with the Core Evaluation Team . " ~ evaluated were invited to parti-.
or approprlate speeZalistfconsultants fot the purpose '_ T cipate in a -conference to review

. of revfewing the resdlts of-the evaluations' and deter- ) evaluation results. *
mining eligibility /for specil educatidn programaing. . : L .

" 1f eligibility for! speciaj education programming was .
established, then:the parents participated in writing
long range goals bf the Individualized Educational
Plan and in aeledtina the "most appropriate and least
.restribﬁive seEEine for carrving out -those goals.

3. Once eligibilitylwas‘!Etailished and a child . . Parents’ of 15 newly referxed chil-
was scheduled ;6 enter one of the model demonstration * dren who entered the model demon-
programg, parents were interviewed: using the Alpern- ’ stration programs weré interviewed

" Boll Dévelepmental Profile. Thé purpose 6f this in- . using the Alpern-Boll Developmental
terviey was two-fold: < , . . Profile. The parents of children
1) .to Zstablish rapport with the family and obtain in-. . ’ - who participated in programming
put from the parents regarding their perceptions of - at the Early Childhood Uenter in
the child’s growth and development, and, 2) to collect . . previous vears WEre no® interviewed
data or. evaluation. - . . ) . again. > ’

r
-

4

4, Each child's Individualized Educational Plan -« QOctober ) Every child's. Individualized Edu-
inclpded a parent participation componeat specifically c- . cational Plan defined a performance-,
taizgred.to meet the individual family's needs. These B based, parent component specificaily
plans wére yaried and included the parent as a home ) L degigned to meet,the child] s and
tutor, tHe parent learning new behavior manjgement . families individual needs.
techniques or merely familiarizing the parent with the : ;
ejhcational prograit.

-

_u~dlkF
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5. The Early Childho
pation Program included
+ties:

. -
-’

Septembgr i 7 large group medtings were held . °
ting info ation,.obtaining parent input and encourag— - in which 74% of the’ parents pag&;—
ing open “communication betwden parents and school, as June cipated, which was greater than, ’
well.as, between individual parents at the Center. - the anticipated 5 large group

‘ ’ : meetings. (Appendix 0)

t s

52 .Smali Discussion Groups i : : . )

These discussion groups centered around‘tqpics of Octoyer 26% of the parents of children in
particular interest to parents. Parerts selected - . each model program attended small
the agendas for the discussilm groups which Jupe discussion groups. (Appendix E)
 met 1in four-week cycles. Originally these groups . . :
were to be composed of parents whose children are
12ll in the same model demonstration program (e.g.,
High Scope parents). However, staff and parents
decided that it would be prefbrahle to group parents
heterogenously. j . ‘

5.3 Individua® Parent Involyement ( ;

5.3.1 Conferences to discuss diagnostic July 100% of the parents participated
and educational plamning and individual--child progress. - . 1ip at least one individual- con-
From the time, children were referred to the Early Child— June . ference duting tpe course of the
hood Cen ;,each parent had thg opportunity to meet - P year. ) “
with the e Evaluation Team and any specialist in- . : o .
volved -in the child's evaluation process. In addition, : .
for children who participated ip each of "the model -
demonstration programs, parents_ had an oppoftunity to,
meet with their child's model démongtration teaching:
team and any specialist indolvéd at least 3 times an-
nually to revise the short terit object%ves of the
Individughized Educational glaﬂ

A

A
\ r\\'
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DATES

OUTCOME/SLIPPAGES

5.3:2 Classroom Volunteer Tutors
Parents were trained to serve as volunteel Cubdﬁ&‘in
the classroowm in_ accordance with the vplunteen-train-
ing progrém outlined by each particulat model'pnograup
-y . .
AL AR

‘
T

§ PR
o

4

5.3.3 C(Classroowm Observation
The C/g

enter operated with an "open door" pol{é}; parents_

were welcome to attend class sessions at - any time,
ggrents could spend as little as 10 to 15 minutes or
4s wuch as the entire session in their child's class-
roomo . . #

-~ ]
.

5.3.4  For those parents who wished to partici-
pate in Center actiwities by constructing equipment
and/or materials or by contributing their timé& in °
activities that do not 1nvolve divect contact with
children, four work sessions were held during the
course of the year, .

5.3,5 Home Programs. For many cifildren, the
Center—based program was coordinated with specific
homg visits designed to help parents wodffy the home °
environment In ways gimilar to the classroow epviron-
ment S0 that the educ#tional plan can be caryled out
on a 24 hour bgsis. For those children whose
did not designate specific home- visits, a lunch b
or notebook systen was instituted in order to 1néu
‘gngoing ¢ommunication between the howe and the}écho

L

6. or children who have exited frow a model
demonstration program at the EArly Childhood Center
but still redquire special education and related ser-
vices 1n grddes k and 1, parents were Invited
toparticipate in each planning conference held for
thelr child.
+7, Parents of children who hawe entered kinder-
garten or grade 1 and are still in peed of special edy~
tion and related Sj;rices have an inidividually. de-}
h

-

‘gigned home cowponent which was jointly carried out bi

' Mo
R ¢

* Septembey

June

' September
June

[4

‘\.r""
September
-
June

. L

September

June

~ September

June

September

June

32% of the parents served ag
classroom volupteer rutors in one
of the model demonstration programs
which was anincrease of 2% over
what was eXpected:

L]

40% of the parents observed their
child's classroom at least once
eyery two months which was less
than the original anticipated 75%
of the parents, The cost of trans-
portation to and from the Center was_
*a major reason for this.
§27 of the parents participated
in one or more‘of these work
- sesaions which was less than anti-

“ .cipated, and. is believed to be due

to transportation costs,

68% of the children had a howe-based
component attached to their Center-
baded Individualized Educational

Plans 32% of the children utilized.
either & notebook or lunch box &ystem.
Conseduently, there was a defined
cotmynication sysfem between the

home and the school for 411 children.

100% of the parents participated

. planning conferences for their cﬂizé
when they exited from the Early '
Childhood Center. This represents
an, increase of 50% over what was

K anticipated, ‘

e - .
70% of the children had a home

~ component attached to their Indiyi=

dualized Educational Plan which

, 18 30% less than was initially proposed.

Kd

e
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_ OUTCOME/SLIPPAGES

. the receiving teacher, the Northwest Special Bducation
staff.and the Earlv Childhood Center project staff.
Such components included regularly scheduled home.
visitations or continuation‘*of the notebook or

lunch box system, o

. r *

LY
However, receiving teams did not
feel a home component was necessary
for every child,
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GRANT FUNCTION: DEMONSTRATION/SERVICE |

I . . ' i !

Objective #2: To develop, field t and refine a systematic procedure and the instructional content for insuring
Jlongitudinal progra tinuity for preschool handicapped children that leave the Early Childhood
Center.

El

- ACCOMPLISHEMNTS/MILESTONES . : DATES OUTCOME/SLIPPAGES‘

A. DEVELORMENT OF A PROCEDURE FOR INSURING LONGITUDINAL
PROGRAM CONTINUITY .

1. Pecisions for childreh to exit from the Early September The following cﬁangeé in numbers
Childhood Center was made for the following reasons: - of chjldren from the orizinal pro-
- : ' ; June oogal reflect changes in the total

%

PR . - number of children served..

i
1.1 TFollowing reassessment it was determined that £ 3 children exited the Earlv Chila- .
these children were no longer eligible for sPecial 4 - hood Center to enter regular pre-'
education or related services. ’ -school kindengarten or first grade
. . : classrooms.

1.2 Followink reassessment it was determined that 22 childrem 1ligible for special
the "most aopropriate and least restrictive" setting for education genvices entered main=-
children still eligible for special education and re- . streamed predchool, kindergarten
lated services should be provided in a mainstreamed pre- . and first grgde classrooms:
school, kindergarten or first grade classroom. > . + 16 children qligible for' special
‘ _education sexvices entered preschool

speclal educgtion -classes.. .

Ly
PR

1.3 PFollowing reassessment, 1t was determined that . D children entered an existing
special education and related services should be provi- , “gelf-contained special education
ded in a self-contalned, dpecial education classroom in - -classroom fo:;6—8 year olds’ :
which the chronological and developmental ages of the .
children are more appropriately matched to the young-°
ster's needs.

. Y. i .

2, For each of the above categories, a system of September A detafled slystematic procedure’
procedures was outlined. These procedures were field - . for insuring longitudinal program
tested with an initial sample of children and refined June *gé ’ fontinuity g:s designed and imple-

during the cpurse of the year as a resylt of ongoing . mented for 3 sample of children
formative assessment procedures. ) ) moving to new programs, Following
" . . " the field tésq, the process was
: \\“\‘ L refined andlqtilized for all -chil-

2% . A . ’ . dren ‘gflo move on to hew proframs. 28

-
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t : . -
gCCOMPLISHMENT S /MILESTONES L ’ . DATES

[}

-

[l
~

implemented for assisting the receiving personnel
(teachers,;Core Evaluation Team, ete,) to integrate . June
children into new settings., This technical assistance )

:plan was coordinated’with the imservice training that

was earmarked for personnel in the Nbrthwest Sﬂecial

Education District R ' ; .

3. A technical assistance plan was designed and , September

The technical assistance plan
was impleménted for gach child
who moved to a new program.
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" GRANT FUNCTION: INSERVICE TRAINING

¥

Objective #1: To mmiptain and increase ‘'staff competency In areas.essential to the delivery of cost-efficient and
-e

child

ffective diagnostic and educational services to preschool handicapped children.

OUTEOME/SLIPPAGES

—

Accoml,xsms/mwsmms ' DATES

A. STAFF DEVELOPMENT- FOR EARLY CHILDHOOD CENTER
PERSONNEL

- e

Staff deVelopment for Early Childhood Center per-
sonnel included the follehdnz t'-xct:i\a'itinES'r

4 1. Coreg aluation Team Consultation
1.1~ Thé Core Team Evaluation consisting of the
psychologist, speech an language.therapist,vand pro-
ject Co=Director spent one morning per month in each
of the four model demonstration programs for the pur-
pose of assisting 'the teaching teams to integrate
' the specifics of these disciplines into their teaching

H
.C rricula. s LI . . .
3 y o

1.2 Cote E%eluatibn Team donsultants such as the September
pediatrician, neurologist, audiologist, otologist, , -
ophthalmelogist, etc., provided consulte‘éon to Early. June
Childhood Center, staff through regularly¥scheduled-
diagnostic clinics. Early Childhood Center personnel
participated in each of these clinics and met with
consultant staff following clinies to digcuss findings.

e \ .

LY
- 2, Weekly Staff/geetingg . -
. / . .

Weekly staff meetings were held yith project staff .

-9

.
v - <
'

The .Core Evaluation Team spent one
morning per month in each of the

four demonstration' programs.,
¥ .

The following clinics and
consultation visits were held:

. "7 pediatric : /

8 neurological,

11 audiological /

5 otological - ;

14 opﬁthalmological

36 nursing < .

35 physicsl therapy- .

35 occupational therapy -

Due to the increased number of
referrals, and /the nature of the
handicapping c¢nditions of chil- |
dren reffered,/it wae necessary

" to incPease the number of clifiics

by 3567 over at anticipated.
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to plan forthcoming activities, review the events
' of previons weeks, and work through issues speci-
fic to the Center's operations. In addition, the . members.
staff meetings ware used for the purpose of staff
development with each member of the project staff ) . !
. . taking responsibility for training other staff in
his/her own area of expertise. Seminars were prepared
by individual staff members in the areas.of task ana1y~
gls, behavior mand;ement techniques, home programming
) and the use of créative activities to develop positive
self~concept and other aspects of conceptual develop=-
ment. . » ¢
".‘ 1} . . } ’
B, STAFF DEVELOPMENT .FOR NORTHWEST SPECIAL EDUCATION
DISTRICT PERSONNEL who will receive children served
at the Early Childhood Center.

Staff developnent for personnel who will provide
 follow up programming for children served at the Early
Childhood Cegter gecurred as follows: \
T [
1. Inservice Training. ) . ) F T

) - . - #
1.1 Originaliy five kindergarten and five first ’ 1t was anticipated that ten teachers
grade teachers were to be selected by the Northwest . (5 Kindergarten teachers and 5 grade:
Special Education District to participate in a series . ) 1) “would participate ini:Ed,sd/g
of 20 in-service training workshops during the’ course ©C cessfully complete the iffiservice
of the académic year which would focus upon 1ongitud— . program. Howevér, the Superinten-
inal program continuity for preschool handicapped chil- - “dentg of the.five communities com-
dren and the means by which these children can be main- ' posing the Northwest Speeial Edu-
streamed in to regular education settings, The iInser- cation District would not permit *
vice training approach was to use a case'study method ' ‘ this to become operational. Hence,
to, address the needs of actual childrén who have been . . project staff made regularly
" mainstreamed into these settings. ] 'gcheduled visits t¢ recelving tea-
: - . . ) ’ chers to facilitate the transis-
- : ) ) tion of children from the Early
g . Childhood Center to mainstreamed
gettings. e
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OUTCOME/SLIPPAGES _w

‘children. These meétings were conducted on a case-~

cation _settings.

? direct se
"ing assisted the volunteer to employ methods appropviate

o

1.2 Joint planning meetinés were held between

‘Barly Childhood Center teaching teams and preschool,

kindergarten and first grade teachers recelving these

by case approach and were an informal means of famili- ‘
arizing recelving petsonnel with the needs for and means
integrating handicapped children into regular edu-

1.3 1t was anficipated that the Northwest Special

¢/ Education District would designate a Core Evaluation

Team from each of the participating local education
agencles to participate in inservice training- which
would focus upon the diagnostic and program planning,.
arProacBes. technidues and activities that have proven
successful at the Earlv Childhood Center. The Core
Evaluation Team would have then become familiarized with
the referral, schedulingIAnd logging system as well as .
each of the,specific ‘evaluation techniques utilized by
this project.. The Core EvaluatioR Team was to partici-
pate in a ‘series of ten half-day workshop sessions
during the course of the year.

o '

. 1.4 Replication of the Taaching_Research model
program foxr 6-8 year olds. An existing
special education class for moderately to severely
handicép ped 6 to 8 year olds was to replicate the ,
Teachifg Research model in order to insure. program
continuitvy for the population of children.

¥
.
'

-

N =
STAFF DEVELO MENT FOR VOLUNTEER PERSOMNEL
" ir L
« le« Ingervice training for volunteers, who proVide
rv%tes to children was conducted, This train-

L4

to each model Wemonstration program within the Center’s
service delivery. continuum. Training materials devel-
oped~by each model Program were utilized to assist the i

L]
R .
L3

/§;Dtembe'

-

_June

28 meetines were held to plan for
and assist In the transitionm of
children from the Early Childhood
Center to dther programs in the
Northwest Special Education District%y

-

.

. -
Ten workshoo sessions were scheduled
to be held to train the Northwest
Special Education core Evaluation'
Team to utilize procedures that
will insure lpneitiuidinal program
continuitv. However. instead
the Northest Special Education Dis-
trict chose %o send one delegate
to*each full ¢ore review and plan-

ning conference. |
|
Ln
!

.

One, special education 'class serving -

* 8 moderately to seferely handicapped

children ages 6-8 was to adopt

and replicate the Teaching Research
model. However, due to pressures
from local educational agencles,
bargaining units’ this was not done;
Instead, the parent clinic component
of the Teaching Research model

was used for this populgtion.

El

I3

21 volunteers were trained and
participated on 2 regularly
scheduled basist 57% of the
parents were tralned and partici-
pated as volunteers at least once
per week. This represented an

?
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OUTCOME/SLIPPAGES "

the volunteers (parents and students) gchieve specific
competencies.,

. D. omER

For personnél interested in edrly childhaod

. special education (LEA's, private nurseries, Head .
Start, Day Care), the project continued its devel-
opment of a series of workshobPs at the familiari-
zation, in-depth and replication level.

b

) 1; Pamiliarization workshops scheduled to be
presented biweekly for the purpos@® of providing an

overview of the Qenter’s diagnostic and service

delivery continuumm. It was anticipated that approxi-

mately 150 individua¥$ would participate in these

familiarization workshops.

.

2. In-depth workshoPs were scheduled to be held
biweekly for each of the model demonstration Programs
to provide an opPortunity for participants to spend
a full day at the Early Childhood Center participating
in the program as well as in planning activities. It
was anrticipated that at least 80 persons would parti-
cipate in an in—depth workshop at the Barly Childhoodf

. Center. ’

b

L4

"3, ﬂgplication workshops were scheduled to be held
twice during the-year for each of the model demonstration
programs. During each of these workshops, five perébns‘///,
interested in replicating a specific model program will
participate for five days and will achieve the specific
competencies outlined in the replication training pack-

age. .

30

September

June

September

-

June

Seotember

June

N *

inctease of parents as vélunteers
over what was anticipated; however,
a decrease in thg number of students.

42 The decredse in numbers of students

was probably due to the increased
costs of transportation.

, 11 FamiliariLu@id‘ Workshops
have been presented for 25 peovle
which is a significant decrease
"of what was expected. However,
the Early Childhood Center had
received maximum exposure in its
two previous years.

10 In-Depth workshops were con-

- §ducted for 30:peop1e.

-

One Repfication'workéhop per pro—
gram was conducted for a total of

74 people, since it was possible

"to include many more trainees in the
.Bigh Scope workshop than the ori-
ginally specified 4, (Appendix G).

-




GRANT FUNCTTON: DISSEMINATION

Objective #il: To provide the Rhode Island educatidnal community and other community-based service providers
for preschool handicapped children with knowledge and understanding of the comprehensive diagnostic
and service delivery continuum designed and demorfstrated by this model demonstration project.

LI

ACCOH?LI§HMENTS/MILESTON§§_ : ; . DATES , OUTCOME/SLIPPAGES

Diésemination oécuréd via'threelmodes:

--the preparation and distribution of written
materials . . .

- the development, implemenfation, and coor-
dination of a statewide network for early childhood
special education .

'~ the egtablishment of direct contact with other
service proyiders through visita?ions, presentations,
etc.

&, THE PREPARATION AND DISTRIBUTION OF WRITTEN
MATERIALS ot
The following written materials were prepared by
project staff:

.1. “An Early Childhood Center newsletgter, "Scribbles". 3 issues of "Scribbles" were pre-
which described activities and events at -the Center. . pared and disseminated to 500
,_J ’ _ . people. This is less that the
. expected 1,000 because of increased
. printing costs. (Appemrdix H)

-

-~

2. An updated dissemination packet which con= 500-dissemination packets were .
tained a coverf letter, . a copy of "Scribbles", a sched- distributed which represents only’
ule,-of Centee’activities for the succeeding two-month 50% of the anticipated distribution
period and & procedure for scheduling a visit to parti- because df increased production costs.
cipate in one or more of the project's training and :
visitation .activities.

-
r

3, The revision and refinement of a monograph which : Several 5 page monographs describing
fully describes the model demonstration service delivery ) the model demongtration oroiect's ) *
continuum developed by this project.’ . full service delivery continuum

. ' were completed and published.
* - ' * (Appendix I)
37

.
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B. THE DEVELOPMENT OF A STATEWIDE EARLY CHILDHOOD
SPECIAL EDUCATION NETWORK ‘ £

~ 1, The project initiatid the development of a ' 2 meetings were held with model
statewide consortium of mode demonstration projects . - demonstration preject directors
for preschool special education. The Project Co-Direc- and a system of bimonthly communi-
tor contacted each of the BEH projects and attempted to . cations was established.
egstablish regular meeting times and communication pro- ’ *
cedures. s

N 2. The project established formal linkages with 5 joiqt presentations were made
the State Department of Education as well as institu- . to the State Department of Edu-
tions of higher education and wvariocus community-based cation, each of the institutions .
servicé providers in order to enhance interagency. of higher learning and community,
efforts for disseminating the development of the pre- based service providers regarding
school model demonstration afograms. ] each of the BEH model demonstration
- ’ projects and the means by which
these nroiects can become institu-
tionalized via a statewide early
. childhood special education network. J,
’ i

£

1

=

) . . ¥
C. DIRECT CONTACT WITH INTERESTED PARTIES
+ h Y

1. Large group presentations were scheduled monthly
for thd following types of organizations:

4

- Professional assoctations such as Council for
Exceptional Children, National Assoclation for the
Education of Young Children, Specilal Education Tea-
cher's Association, R. I. Association of School Psycho-
logists, etc.

- Advocacy groups such as Child Abuse, United Cere=~
bral Palsy, Coalition for Consumer Justice, Coalition
for Handicapped Citizens.

2. Visitations to the Early Childhood Center by Seg%ember Approximately- 100 persons parti-
interested persons as outlined in this proposal under é,f} cipated in the inservice/dissemina- °
" Objective #3, Inservice Training. June ; ) tion activities at the Early Child-

Cd hood Center.

L] ' # " T . -+

4y
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‘3. Present&;iogs to students at Rhode Island
College, Riiéde Island'Junior College, the University

of Rhode 1Sland and Providence College occyred at least.
" twice during this project period. sThe purpose of thesé

demonstrations was to familiarize faculty and studefiés
. With the model demonstration diagnostic and service
delivery continuum and to ‘encourage them to integrate
the essentials of this system into their core curri-..
culum for presetvice and inservice undergraduate and

'graduate students. , C

*

{ . :

* 5 lectures were delivered to-
undergraduate and graduate pre-
school speciql education pro-

. grams offered at Rhode Island's
1nstitutiqns of higher educatieg;,,A




GRANT FUNCTION: EVALUATION

, e ' ’ ’ . * .
Objectivet To continge to collect data for an analysis of child progress, cost effectiveness, parent involvement,
and efficlency of replication, so that sachool systems will be able to make informed decisions regarding
the continuum of preschool diaghostic and speclal’ educational services which would be most appropriate
for thelr community. , ; . .
. l .
ACCOMPLISHMENTS /MILESTONES DATES ~  OUTCOME/SLIPRAGES

. -

A, Child Progress

1. Children were formally reassessed on the July , Data analysis consisted of a comparison *
original instruments; which .were used prior te of ‘children's progress at- reassessment-
entry into program on an annual basis or after. ° June- . z; with their original performancg” at the
actually having participated in a mgﬂel demon- Y ' time of entry intc program, and showed
stration program for ten months. - ' statistically.significant gains

. . v . by children in all programs.,
Ve 5 ;o (Agpéndix J)
. 2, All children who exited from services . L - Children's progress gt reaSsessment
in the model demonstration ‘program continuum - ’ ’ wag compared to thelr performance at
were~reassessed on the same basis as that . . the time of exiting from the model
specified in 4.1. ' demonstration program service delivery
# o . continuum and also showed significant
y ; . o gains had been made: (Appendix I

3. It was originally propostd that the. A data analysis of the.progregs of
progress 'of handicapped children served in the - children served in programs along the
programs along the model demonstration service’ ' model demonstration program continuum
delivery continuum would be compared with -7 . . was attempted with children served in
similar children being served in more- tradi- - - ' more traditional settings, however,
tional settings. ' . oo LEA's which Originally agreed to co-

) . ' ) . operate were not able to follow through
' ’ , - with the testing due; to budget cuts.

4. Teachers and parents perceptigns of . ' . Statistical comparisons were made re-
their children's growth and developmerit were ) garding teacheérs and parents percep-
comPpared both at time of entry into program ' ’ o tions of their children's growth-and
‘and after every ten months of programming - dexelopment and as children participated
‘using the Alpern Boll Developmental Profile ' in programming, their parents perpr-

. checklist. . : ' . tion of their growth and development
) ) ‘4 . . became more in agreement with that of
’ the teacher's.. (Appendix J)

~




ACCOHPLI SAMILESTONES ° - 'OUTCOHE/SLIPPAGES

_B. Cost Effectijeqess . . . - P

1. The cost effectiveness of the referral Data was collected and analyzed to
and diagnostic procedures used at the Early - . determine the cost effectiyena@s of
Childhood Center were to be compared to those the referral and diagnostic procedures
‘more traditionally employed by Rhode Island . used at the Early Childhood Center.
_local scapo%\gystems. However, comparable data was not col- ’
’ 4 lected from LEA s who originally agreed
. . to do so because of budget cuts.

2. The cost involved in carrying-out The cost of carrying-out each model
model demonstyation programs were determined . program was totalled and divided by
and the relitive cost benefit for each pro- the number of children served in order
. gram was then, degived by comparing per-pupil . to determine average per pupil expendi-
expenditures Yit pupil progress. ture. An analysis of average per
- pupil exXbenditure in relationship to
child progress was used to dgtef%I‘Ed<
. ) cost-benefdt.” However, there was no
f; © significant difference in pupil progress
. - . ) among programs. (Appendix K) .

[

3. Relati cost-benefit for each of the . Data was collected and analyeed to deteX-
model demonstration PTOET was to be compared . ‘. mine the relative cogt-benefit for-each,
th relative’ cost—benefits _mote traditional of the model defonstration programs in
programs, - . tt comparison with more traditional pro-

A T - grhms was not possible due to problems
' ) enumerated above. .
C. Parent Involvement )
- . * .

1. 'The frequency of parent participation <A comparison was made of the percent of"
in the wide range of parent involvement apti- " parent participation in activities at
vities was logged and Eompaxed to the fre~ the Early Childhood Center, with per-
quency of parent. pﬂrticipation in more tradi- cent of parent participation in more
tional programs. . . traditional programs and it appears that

¢ : ¥ . . T . parents of children at the Early Child-

. : hood Center partitipate in activities
related to their child's education ap-
proximately 50% more often than children
in more traditional settings.
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ACCOMPLISHMENTS /MILESTONES

DQ' éﬁplication Qutcomes

-

Ko

# 1. The effectiveness of replication

training for service delivery was deter-
mined by counting the number of childrem
who.will be served 1n a less restrictive
setting as a result of Rhode Island local
school systems adopting the model demon-
stration delivery continuum.

September

June

¢

Data was collected and compared re-.

garding numbers of children and the re-

gtrictiveness® of the setting in which

they were gerved prior to replication

training.

5 ' Teachers now trained in the Portage
model can provide education for .ss
many as 30 ¢hildren in their home.’

4 &eachers trained in the PEECH model
will now provide education for 40
mildly to moderately handicapped ,
children in Iintegrated settings with
non~-handicapped children.

5 Teachers trained in the Teaching Re-
search model will now be able to pro~
vide education for 30 moderately to
gseverely handicappedschildren who ,
were previously served 'in institu-
tional or agency settings.

Fl

62 Teachers now familiarized with the

_ High Scope model can teach 620 mildly

handicapped children in mainstreamed
settings. |,

».

;*as defined accbrding to project developed

. eavironmental checklist.

|
~
?’ -




ANTICIPATED AND UNANTICIPATED SPINOFF

Because of a major emphasis of this grant period has focused on the
deﬁeloPment of a continuum of diagnostic and educational serviges to pré- -
school ha;dicapped children and their parents, it has beeﬁ possible to
"streamline'" the referral proces#, significantly reduce the number of chiidren
who may have been otherwise falsely identified as handicapped and concommitantly

»
increase the pumber and rate at which children can be effectively referred,
evaluated and served by the model demonstration program service delivery‘;ysfém.

Another spinoff effect has beep the development of coordinatéd efforts '
between kederal ;ources of funding for preschool handicapped children available
to‘the thde Island State Départmeét of Education's Special Education Uﬁ&e
and the Handicapped Children's Egrly.Education Project locatéd at thé Eariy
Childhood Center. As a result of this coordihation, the Early Childhood
Center's service delivefy continuum has been adopted as a model.fér ﬁhpde .
Isléhd Local Educ;tion agencieé.approach to early intervention for preschoo}
handipapped children, and the Rhode Island State Départment of Education will
continue to provide'Fechﬁical assistance to those communities who phrtic@pated

in replication training. L]

C&prdination has, also been achieved between the Handicapped Childfen's

Early Education Project and the major community agencies serving families
) . ¢
in the Northweste Islénd Region. The%gfefforts have 'resulted in .

expanding the service delivery céntinuuq to include less restrictive settings,

i.e., private nursery schools, Head Start and in coordinating resources for
E 3

the overall improvement of daily family living. Thé Northwest Special Educa-
tion District will continue this coordination and will assqﬁe some of the ser-

vices previously delivered by the Handicapped Children's Early Education Pro-

. ject staff at the Early Childhoad Center. - . 5?
Q’H . ' - . -

*
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Unanticipéted spinoff has included the appointment of a Service Coor-

dinator for preschoolf handicapped child}':an in the Northwest Special Educationm

District who has‘en trained by Handicapped Children's Early Education Project

- -~
Staff| . " - ¥ *




