
-------1

vi.

-
/ DOCUMEWT #ESUME,-
7 ..

, .

/ ED,211 318
.

, BC (111 .127
'' i

,

TITLE Zowa,Anhual Evaluation Report-for Migrant Prograis.
I .Fiical Year 1981. ,

.

.

INSTITUTION Iowa State Dept*- of Public Instructicn,'Des
Moines. '. .

SPONS AGENCY °Mae of Elementary and Secondary. Education (ED) ,

Waehington, D.C.
.

PUB DATE 81
NOTE 15p.; For a related document, see ED 197 923.

SIM PRICE MF01/PC01 'Plus Postage.
DESCRIPTORS Agency Cooperation; Annual Reports; Elementary

Secondary, Education; *Inservice.Educaticn; ,Mexican
Americans; *Migrant Education; Migrant Health;
Service's; Migrant Programs; Needs Assessment; *Parent
Participa&on; *Program%Effectiveness; *Program
Evaluation: Screeing Tests; Spanish Speaking; *State
Programs: Student Recruitmen't;:,,Suimer Programs

IDENTIFIERS ESEA Title I Migrant Programs; *Iowa

AffSTRACT s
.

Six migrant educational programs were conducted in
Iowa during fiscal year 1981. In the.4 programs held during the

0' regular school year, $ teachers and 3- aides (all bilingual.), served an
- enrollment of 224 children, 186 of.mhom mere ."Spanish dominate."
During the 2 summer profFils, 6 teachers --and 6 aides (all bilingual)
served 159 children, 951E of whom went "Spanish dominate." Curriculum
included English cral language, development, reading, :mathematics, and

4, cultural development. Health, music, art, and field trips mere added
during the summer. staff-receiveUinservice training in all programs.
Supportive servicesincluded vision, audio, dental, and immunization
screening,with treatment administered when indicated. Nutritidnal
services 'were also provided.' The Lccal Education AssOciations (LEAs)
employed a variety of methods to recruit migrant children apdto
establishythe.edueational needs of the children. An undupricated
count of_4107 'parents participated in some manner. mith the sChdol in
.migrant progfams. The LEAs reported:. (1) good utilizatTcn of the
Migrant Student Record SysteW, especially the skills List dcncepts;

. ('2): Use o Mumerobs methods to disseminate informatics; (3) .

' maintena e of contact between LEAs apd the State Education Agency;
and(4) uccessfu'achievement by age level of issisilaticn of
16&Ucational components by the migrant children, (NEC)

.

,

*****************.***********************************\*******************
. * Reproductions supplied by EDRS are the hest that Can be. made *

* from the original document. *
-*********?4**************************************************,*******

e i



IOWA

ANNUAL

EVALUATION REPORT
FOR

MIGRANT PROGRAMS

Fiscal Year 1981

Department of Public Instruction

411;1114ISSION TO REPRODUCE TFIIS
MATERIAL HAS BEEN GRANTED BY

vy So e'ruett:

TO THEEDUCATIONAL RESOURCES
INFORMATION CENTER (ERI9)."

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF EDUCATION '

EDUCATIONAL RESOURCES INFORMATION
CENTER (ERIC)

This document has . been reproduced as
received from the person organization

originating it.
Minor changes have been made to improve

reproduction quality.

Points of view or opinions stated in this docu-

ment do not necessanly represent official 14IE

Position or policy.

2 s



5100--D80564-12/81

State of Iowa
DEPARTMENT OF 'PUBLIC INSTRUCTION
Grimes State Office Building
,Des Moines, Iowa 50319

STATE BOARD OF PUBLIC IRSTRuatlOg

Susan VI. Wilson, President, Waterloo

Karen I. 0bodenow, Vice=- President, Wall Lake
William N. Cropp, Des Moines
Jolly Ann Daviddon, Clarinda
Stephen C. Gerard, Sigourney

, Dianne L.D. Paca, Garner
Mary E. Robinson; Cedar Rapids
John E. van der Linden, Sibley

Harold R.eoman, Monticello

ADMINISTRATION'

Robert D. Benton, Etat@ Superintendent and Executive Officer
of the State Board of Public Instruction

David H. Bechtel,, Administrative Assistant

James E. Mitchell, Deputy State Superintendent.

Pupil Per onnel Servicesranch

Drexel D. Lange, Associate Superintendent

Oliver T. Himley, Chief, Title I, ESEA-
James F. Bottenfield, Migrant Consultant; Title I, ESEA

3



yT

IOWA

ANNUAL EVALUATION REPORT

FOR NIG,RANT PROGRAMS 1

FISCAL YEAR 1:9' d°

4

Title I of Public Law 89-10

The Elementary and Secondary Education Act of, 1965
. As Amended

, .

... State 4 Iowa -

Department of Pubric.Instruct.t.sAn
.

'Des Moines, Iowa

Y.

v

a
a

I

(



TABLE 0 CONTENTS

Briar:Term

Unduplicated Number of Children and Staff 1

Page

Inservice for Staff

,

46
'Recruiting and Establishing Educational Needs 2

Pat it InVolvement

Cooperation With OiherPrograms and Agencies 3

Dissemination '4
r

.1

2

SEA Contact with LEAs 4

Instructional Activities

SumraerNTerm

Unduplicated Number of Children and Staff

Inservice for Staff

Medical

4

6

7

7

RecruitiliOnd Establishing'Educational Needs 7

Parent Involvement

Cooperation With Other Programs and Agencies

Dissemination 8

8

SEAContact with LEAs . . - .. ........ 9'

Instructional Activities 9

TABLES

'Statewide Migrnt Instructional Activities (Regular Terms)

Statewide Migtane Instructional Activities.(Summer Term) ]p
1-. . . .

4 .
°

5



IOWA,ANNUALEVALUATION REPORT

FOR TITLE I MIGRANT PROGRAMS

Fiscal Year 1981

There were six migrant educational programs dd Iowa forFiscal

Year 1981. There-were fourbprograms conducted during the regular

school year; and two, programs conducted during the summer months.

For the regular school year, there Weretwo hundered twenty.=
. 4

four (224) children enrolled. The breakdown in classification was

one hundred three interstate, thirteen intrastate, and one7hundred.

sight five -year provisional children. Gradewise there were

thirty-three kindergarten, one hundred sixty-nine elementary,

and twenty-two secondary children'enrolled.
.1

Inasmuch as the children wereenrqled in the regular school

curriculum during-the regular school year, the TItle I Migradt

,program wad supplementary in nature. There were nine'teachers

add thtee teacher aides' all of whom were bilingual providing,

additional services for the children. The curricular areas

provided by the migrant program were in English oral language

development, reading, mathematics, and cultural development.

Of the two hundred twenty-four children enrolled, one hundred-
. .

eighty -six were Spanish-dominate. The avarage daily attenampe.

'was one hundred sixty-fivemith the highest daily attendance of

two hundred seventeen for the school-year.

Inservice of staff as reporteehy the LEAs for the regular

school year included teachers, aides, nurses, and administratots.*2.



Thejnrervice areas were in general. program orientation, curriculum

methods, individualized instruction; classroom management, use of

MSRTS, instructional objectives, student, placement' and diagnosis,

and culture of the migrant child, The LEAs reported that,thirty-

eight staff members were. invblved in the inservice meetings whi01

indicates that the migrant educational program was reaching out and

.e" involving the regular staff members to create a beitlt understanding

of the migrant child.

Supportive services to the'migrant'children as repdtted by the,'
11 I

LEAs included one hundred fifty visional screenings which led

one childteceiving glas'ses; one hundred six audio screens s which

required no audid aid services for the children; eleve dental/ '

medical screenings which required no further trea ent necessary;

all of the children's immunization records we screened, and no

shots were needed; a first for the program.

Nutritional services were provided the migrant children-on

the same basis as other children enrolled in school; and if the

migrant child's parents. could not afford the litt lunch, the children

were given free lunches.

the.prCass of recruiting migrant children included a variety

of-methods by the LEAs. The methods reported in recruiting were

5visits by school representatives-with the local growers or food(

processors,.visits to the migrant camps, visits with other local

community agencies, and; in'some instances, the parents voluntarily

sending or bringing, their children to school.

In establishing the educational needs of the children, the

LEAs utilized the Migrant,Student Record Transfer System, criterion

refitenced tests, standardizedtestsl, teacher-made tests, and

t
oth teachereacher referrals as they met wittrother staff members.

,
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Parental involvement was also diversified which led to an

unduplicated count of one hundred seven parents,participating in

some manner with the schools. These methods uiilized,:by the LEAs

included twenty -nine parents attending orientation meetings con-

cerning the migrant educational program; eight parents were in-

volved in planning project activities; fifty -four parents visited

in their child's classroom; eleven parents were active in recruit-

ment; three parents,helped superkrge field trips; eight parents

acted as aides; eighty -nine parents were contacted by school staff

in their homes; eighty-three'attended school functions such as

open house and other related functions; ten parents participated
4

in their local Parent Advisory Council; and seven parents served

on the State Parent Advisory Council with six attending a SEA

workshop conducted by, members of the Texas education department.

The LEAs reported utilization of the Migrant Student Record

System. They were especially enthused with the Skills List concept.

A state training session was held'tO indoctrinate the teachers

with the skills list and how .to use them. In addition, follow-up.,

training sessions were"held in each LEA migrant center to reinforce

the proper use of the skills list. During the follow-up sessions,

the Whole concept cA the'MSRTS was explained with each staff member

gaining an understanding of their role in making the MSRTS operate

as it should for the benefit of the migrant children.
.,

Cooperation between the LEAs and Other agencies serving the

migrant population was maintained according to reports from the

LEAs. The other agencies were the Local Migrant Council, Community

Action, local Title I projects, County Health Department, CETA, School

Lunch Program, Department of Social Services, Project Head Start,

and Local Day Care Center.
. .
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The LEAs-reported numerous ways utilized in disseminating

information concerning their migrant educational programs. Among

the methods reported were locaL,newspaper articles, use of brochures

or newsletters, oral and written communication with parents of the

migrant children, reports to their local school boards, discussion

with Other migrant staff at SEA sponsored workshops, and visitation

with other migrant programs. (

Contact between the As and the SEA was maintaied by SEA

inservice meeting, telephone contact, letters, and program visitation

by the SEA. During these contacts, the SEA assisted the LEAs in

developing their project application,responding to financial questions

. or problems, completion of required report forms, clarification of

guidelines, and developing their evaluation report.

In reporting on the instructional activitiessupported by

migrant funds, the LEAs felt thae,by their standards Of success by
.

age level, the migrant children's assimilation of the educational

components was attained. The following is a composite report from

the LEAs.
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REGULAR

INSTRUCTIONAL ACTIVITIES

Instructions: This page Is to be utilized in recording success data.
project indicate:

A. The number of participants by a-0 level

B., The number meeting -your standard(s) of success by 'age `level
C. Total number of participants per activi-ty

Beside each activity that was part of your

INSTRUCTICNAL
AGE LEVEL

1

C.

TOTAL NO.

OF PARTIC-

!PANTS
, ACTIVITY 3-5* 9-10 11.:12' 13.14 15-16 17-18 AMathematics

,

.
20

(
21 14

55.

20 20 13

3

///////_ ////i

157

////////////

English Language

Ariks/Reading
___

' --

'23 .35 43 , 22 19 12
17 31 37 .. .- 16 15 7 3

Spanish

Language Arts/

Reading

8, .

. .

8
7 ////////////

English Oral_

Language 28 42 43 23 15 11 , 4

4

166

;11//////////

///////////;

25 32 35 15 10 5
Science

.

Social StudieiT
.

.

.

2 1I
2

3

yrnimmi,
86

V//////////7

2\
Cultural

"Development/

Self-Imacie

12 20 21 14 12) 5

11 20 20 12 11, 1
PhyAical

Education
. ,

.

7//////4/////

.

Career

Education
. .

At.,
..-

7///7//////i,
Health/ "0

'ANotrition '

,

,

c,

. 7///////////
Fine Arita

,

,

t

.

'////////////
Practicil

Arts
.

,

. '////////////
Music/Dance --

Other (specify)

Promoted/.

Gradiaied
10 4 3 1 4 2 24
9 4 3 1 4 - 2 7///////////,

* include readiness skills in applicable instrqictional activity, categories.

For each instructional activIty,for your projects listed in the preceding section, please complete the follcvdng:

a) List t1,4 instruments used to determine pupil progress. (Specify the names of commercially p pared instruments.

Noncommercial instrumenre should bebriefiy described; e.g.; teAcher-made checklist on prim y language skills.)
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For the Fiscal Year 1981 summer there were two programs for

the migrant children. One of the p.rograms enCompaiSed an area

compfised of four LEAs. This combining into.one summer program

gave us a sufficient number of children to .efficiently add more

educational components to the migrant program.\

.

The two summer programs' served a total aLl one hundtedfifty-
.

4*
.

--.

'nine children. The breakdown in
.

classification was sixty-six

interstate, one intrastap) and ninety-two_five-yeax provisional,.

children. Gradewise there were twenty-sik kindergarten and one

hundred thirty-three elementary children enrolled. An attempt

was made to contact the secondary grade children to establish

core curriculum classes, but there was no interest in this area.

There were six teachers and six teacher aides, all cif wham

were bilingual. In addition, two administrators
/

one recruiter,

two clerks, three hot lunch cooks, and two 3-,,u§ drivers employed in

the summer Rrograme. The curricular areas provided by the migrant

programs were in English oral language developmedt, reading,

mathematics, cultural development, health, music, and art. Of-
.

the one. hundred fifty-foUr children enrolled, ninety-five were

Spanish dominate. The average daily attendance was one hundred

1

1

fourteen with the highest daily attendance of one hundred forty

for the summer program.

The project duration for one of the summer projects was

thirty-one class days and the other project was thirty -four class days.

Inservice of staff'as reported by the LEAs for the summer'

term included teachers, aides, recruiters, nurses, clerks, and

administrators.. The inservice areas were in general program

orientation,, curriculum methods, individualized instruction,

grouping techniques, use of MSRTS, utilization of reacher aides,

-6- 11
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'instructional,objectives, student plaCement and diagnosis, and

'cultural of the migrant child. The LEAs reported that sixteen'

staff meMb.ers were involved in the inservice meetings.

Supportive services to'the migrant children as reported

by the LEAs included fifty-five visional screenings, sixtees

dental screenings, and sixteen medical screenings. No, treatment
4

was needed ilreither dental ?r medical reatons.

Nutritional services were provided free Orcharge to the

summer migrAit children. This included breakfast, mid-morning

milk and snacks, hot lunch,''and a mid-afternoon milk/juice and

snacks.

Field trips to various places of interest to the children

were arranged. The teachers made a point of including various

aspects of the field trips into the daily -lesson plans for the

A

children: Regularly scheduled swimming lessons were also incor-7

sporated into the summer program.

J

The process of recruiting migrant children followed the same methods

utilized during the regular school year. They included visits bY school

'representatives to the migrant camps, visits with local growers or food

processors, and information'supplied by local community agencies.,

-In establishing the educational needs of the children, the..

LEAs utilized the Migrant Student Record System,-criterion-
,

0

referenced tests, standardized tests, and teacherg-made-test.
00

Par al involvement with the summer school program was
t

establi hed by a diversification of-method which led to-an
-- .t. .

.E.

ount of eighty.-four parents 13.rtiCipating-in some_
.

, .

. unduplica.

'4 7
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'manner with the schools. The methods utilized by the LEAs

included eighteen parents attending d4Ontation meetings

concerning thelsummcr migrant educational program; ten parents

were involved in planning project activities; fifty-three

parents visited'in their child's classroom; fourteen parents

were active in 'recruitment; eighty-four parents were contacted

by school staff in their homes; fifty .parentsattende& school

functions such as fiesta day; four parents participated in the

local Parent Advisory Council; and four parents served on the

t

State Parent Advisory Countil.
.

.'

The LEAD reported utilization of the Migrant Student Record
M4

System. They were tery pleased with the Skills List concept .

when they-received information on some of the children enrroirl.ed

in the summer program. They took this as a sign-that the ASRTS

really works. A follow-Alp briefing.at each summer attendance

center refreshed their memory as to proper usage of the

Cooperation between the LEAs and other agencies serving :

the migrant population was maintained according to reports

.

from the LEAs. The other agencies were the Local Migrant Council;-

Community Action Agencies, County Health'Department, CETA,

School Lunch_Program, Department of Social Services; and

Project Head Start.

The LEAs reported their dissemination. of information con-

cerning the sukmer migrant program via brochures or newsletters,'

oral and written communication:yith paients of the migrant

children, reports to their local school boaids, and discussion ,

with other migrant staff at SEA sponsored meetings.

-8-
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COntact between the LEAs and the SWwas maintained by SEA

inservice meeting, telephone cqttact, letters, and prbgram visit-
.

. ation by the SEA. During these. contacts the SEkassisted the LEAs

.in developing their project,&pplications, responding to finanCial

questions or problemsomompletion of required report forms, clarifi-
t.

cation of guidelines, and developing their evaluation xeport.

In reportihg on the instructional act4,4kties supported by.

migrant furida,the LEAs felt, that by their standards of success

by agd,level,the migrant children's assimilation of the education
6

1 \

c_conaponents was attained., The following is a composi

the LEAs.

I
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SUMMER

INSTRJCTI CNAL ACTIVITIES

instructions: This page is to be utilized in.:recording success data. Beside each activit; that was part of yourproject indicate:

A. The number of participants by age level
8. The number meeting your standard(s) Of success by age. level
C. Total number of participants per activity

HeTiUCTIONAL.'

j

AGE LEVEL

. '

C.

TOTAL NO.

OF PARTIC-
ACTIVITY 3-5* 6-8 9-10 ' 11-12 13-14 15-16 17-18 !PANTS

Mathematics ,A

E

23 57. 32 . 1 5 1 , 118
19 17 , 26 3 0 ///////////

English Language P
Arts/Thrading

' E

24 63 35 12 4

-
138

16 40 - 24 10 4 (///////////
Spanish , A

Language Arts/ .

Reading
" (//////////<

118

English Oral A

Linguag:
E

23 57 32 5 1

.
.

23 50 29 % 3' ' r (//////////,
Science A

8

., _ ,.
,

..

- . .
a imfimm

soal il Studies A

8

-

. .
//////,(////1

Cultural ' A

Development/
Self-Imam 8

,

,
A

..

.

.
.

, i///////////Physical A

Education ,

8

.

////////,
118

'////////////'

.

Career

Education
A

e

23 57 32 5 1 .

21 57 i 30. : 5 1
Health/ A

Nutrition
8

23 57 32

.

5 1
.. 118

18 57 27 5 1 Y////////i/A,
r

7/////////1)

Fine Arta . A

a

,
.

.

Practical A

Arts
,

6

/////////////
Music/Dance A

Ek

.
.

.

...

.

- '////////////,
Other (specify) A

- . 7///////////
*-Include readiness skills in applicable instructional activity categories.

For each instructional actiVity for your projects listed in the preceding section, please complete the following:
a) List the instruments used. to determine pupil Progresi. (Specify the names of commercially prepared instruments.

Noncommercial instruments' should be briefly described; e.g., teacher-made checklist on primary language skills.)I
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