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Executive Summafy Changes

DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT

- Background and Description of Needs

The E,S.E.A, Title I Pre-Kindergarten and Kindergarten
programs provided early learning experiences for three, four
and five year old children. These age groups have been
considered the most important period in the life of a child..
It has been proven, by experts in the field of Early Childhood
Development, that children during this period can be provided
learning experiences that could effect the rest of their
educational lives, Research has proven that providing
positive learning experiences at these early ages, can lead
to greater success later on in the educative process, regard-
less of the economic and/or social backgrounds. .

There were criteria esfablished to determine eligibility
for the three and four year olds. Those criteria were:

I

1, Family Stability

(Family mobility: frequent change of
address; marital status of parents;
socio-economic conditions; (aid to
dependent children) :

2, Family Environment . -

(Number of members in household,
adequate space for living whether
house or apartment, etc.)

3, Educational Background of Parents

(Whether or not parents completed
high school)

4, sSibling Participation in Title I Program

(Whether or not older brothers/sisters
participated in a Title I Program;

was there sibling participation at the
time of registration)

A form, The Pupil Personal History, was utilized during
the initial registration of the child, The form was completed,
by the registrar during a conference with the parent or
-guardian, ,




The data gathered from The Pupil Personalﬂﬁiétory was
evaluated in accordance with the criteria established.,
Preference for entry into the pre~kindergartén program was
granted to the child exhipiting the greatest need,

. The five year olds ehtering the’ kindergarten program
were identified as eligible by one of several criteria:

1, Those pupils who were participants in a federally
funded pre-kindergarten program were accepted %pto
kindergarten in accordance with exhibited academic
need.

(Public school-based pupils who had been
tested with the Boehm Test of Basic Concepts
and received a raw score of 30 or less in
the spring were considered for eligibility;
teacher-recommendations)

2. Pupils living in the attendance area of a Title I
school were accepted into the program, until tested
in the Fall of the year of entry,

(Pupils are observed and ‘evaluated by teachers

v utilizing the Maryland State Teacher
Observation Inventory (MSTOI), A child who was"
evaluated as at~risk (139 below) was eligible)

(The Test of Basic Experiences (TOBE) was
administered during the latter part of
October and first part of November, A child

o who scored 22 raw score points on the language
and/or mathematics subtests was considered
eligible),

"3. Poor performance on the Criterion Performance Assess-
ment (CPA) -

4. Poor classroom performance

After educational needs of pupils were identified
according to the aforementioned criteria, Title I services
were distributed as the needs indicated. ;

Goals and Objectives

Pupils may enter as "new pupils"-at either the pre-
kindergarten or kindergarten levels, therefore the overall
goal for pre-k-k was_to build a foundation that would enhance
future achievement in the basic skills,




1, Reading

(a)’ Pre—Kindergaftgn (three year olds) 2

To increase those reading development skills acquired
from the reading continuum developed by the Title I Early :
Childhood Education (ECE) Division of Baltimore City Public
. Schools for the 1979-1980 school year for three-year old
Title I pupils by an average of 10 units, as observed on the

Boehm Test of Basilc Concepts published by Psychological
Corporation, New York,

(b) Pre-Kinderbarten (4 year olds)

To increase those reading development skills acquired
from the reading continuum developed by the Title I Early
Childhood Education (ECE) Division of Baltimore City Public
Schools for the 1979~1980 school year for four-year old-
Title I pupils by an average of 20 units, as observed bn the
Boehm Test of Basic Concepts,

-

:{c) Kindergarten (5 year olds)

To improve the reading readiress ievels of the ESEA
Title I pupils in kindergarten so that the average performance
of the group on the reading readiness section of a standard-
ized test will show an increase of at least one stanine
between the testing sessqons. - .

2. Mathematics ’ [

(a) Pre-Kindergarteh (3 year olds)

The Boehm Test of Basic Concepts is an evaluation
instrument that covers .all three areas of instruction
(Language, Mathematics, Reading Readiness), Because it is
a general, basic concept test,; an evaluation of the language
and ‘mathematics objectives separately is virtually impossible,
Therefore, only the.reading objective is discussed as a part
of the evaluaticn. However, it is important to remember that
in a general concept instrument, items may be identified as
reading readiness, language or mathematics concepts, (i.e,
from, top, some, many, few, etc,).

(b) Pre~Kindergarten (4 year olds)

The Boehm Test of Basic Concepts is an evaluation
instrument that covers all three areas of instruction
(Language, Mathematics, Reading Readiness), Because 1t 1s
a general, basic concept test, an evaluation of the language |
and mathematics objectives separately is virtually impossible, |
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Therefore, only the reading objective is discussed as a

part of the evaluation, However, it is important to remember
that in a general concept instrument, items may be identified
as reading readlness, language or mathematics concepts, (i,e,
from, top, some, many, few, etc,), ! -

3

(c) Kindergarten (5 year olds)

To improve the mathematics readiness of the ESEA-Title I
pupils in kindergarten so that the average performance of
the group on the mathematics subtest of a standardized test
will show an increase of at least one stanine between the
testing sessions,

3. Language

The'objective that relates to language=kindergarten is
included in the language objective for the pre-~kindergarten,

Language is incorporated with reading at the very early 1eve1.1
Population or Group Served
There were approximately 3,505 three and four year olds

.(Pre-kindergarten) and 5,353 five year olds (Kindergarten)
served in the public ESEA,Tltle I Elementary Schools,
Approximately, twelve, four year olds (Pre-Klndergarten) and
281 five year olds (Kindergarten) were served in the non-
public Title I schools.
Project Support and Services
N Services

Project funds made possible the following

services:

Pre-Kindergarten Teachers \

Instructional Aides

Staff Davelopment Activities
Parent Involvement
Comprehensive Medical Services

Special Materials/Equipment

educational supplies and materials were $23,852,50, Supplies

lpsEa Title I Proposal, FY '80~8ﬁ, (p, 413

3

Allocations in the Pre-K-K, Title I program budget for
|



and haterials included such services as: Language Masters,
~Listening Posts, Pre-K teachers and Test Materials,

Statf Requirements

Title I funds made possible the following staffing %
services: )

-3 Senior Teachers (Day Care Training)
15 Educational Assistants

58 Pre-K Teachers

58 Pre-K Aides ’ e

1 principal Clerk Typist

Parent Involvement

Parent Involvament, rgceived funds for the following:
88 Parent Liaison Workers

Title I Office-

El

1 Educational Specialist

-»

Office of staff Development ’ .

e

1 Associate

NonPublic Schools Title I Component only R

o

1 Pre-K Teacher
Children's Aides .
Educational Assistants .

\

Total Annual Budget Expenditure

The approximate total of $3,306,026 was gllocated.




, Project Evaluation
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Reqular School Year Program ) ‘ |
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The Pre-Kindergarten~Kindergarten ESEA Title I Program
in Baltimore City during the 1979-80 school year' was .
implemented in 75 public elementary schools and 8 non-public
schools. There were approximately 8,858 pre-kindergarten-
kindergartpnlpupils in the public schools (3,505 pre-k,
5,353 kindergarteners), e ‘ — .

In the nonpublic schools there were twelve four year
olds and 281 kindergarten participants"

The schedule for testing students in grades pre-kinder-
garten and kindergarten is indicated in the following table:

Grade _ Name of Instrument | Pretest  Posttest |
Pre-K Boehm Test of Basic Congbpts October 1979 jMay 1980 i
H . (Form A) . ‘
\
- - \
Kindergarten | *Maryland State Teacher November - i
' Observation Inventory (MSTOT)| 1979 — |
Test of Basic Experiences | October 1979 {May.1980
) (TOBE) Level K :

b

*Public Schools Only

. Findings
Public Schools ..

The pubiic school pre-~kindergarten, 3 year olds met the
objectives set by the program personnel. According to the
Boehm Test of Basic Concepts, Form A, 75 per cent of the

pupils measured pre and post, (n=305) indicated gains of 10
points or mo:e, : A

\ .
The Boehm Test bf Basgic Concepts intermingles all three

objective areas (reading, language, mathematics), thgrefore

the evaluation entails all three objectiVes, collectively,

The four year olds met their objectives, A demonstrated
gain of 20 units between pre and post testing sessions by 39
per cent of the pupils measured (n=2,243) was -indicated,




. » - - ' . :
Of the 2,243 pupils measured, 9% achieved gains above the : "
20 units expected ibetween.pre and post testing. L,

. The kindergarten pupils (94%) in reading, met the i
objective by demonstrating a growth of 1 stanine between
testing sessions. In mathematics 92% of the pupils met the
objective, \\ e
) The language subtest of the Maryland State Teacher . ¢

Observation Inventory (MSTOI) (administered in ‘November

1979) and the Test of Basic Experience (TOBE), Lahguage sub-

test (administered November 1979) were correlated to validate

program impact. . The resulting coefficient of correlation

(r) indicated a positive, but low relationship of 0, 35. ,

The correlation coefficient was computed between the
Maryland Systematic Teacher Observation Inventory (MSTOI)
and the Test of Basic Experience (TOBE) to,determine what °
relationship was dpparent between the’two measures., The ,
MSTOI was utilized in the Fallcof 1979 as was the TOBE.

The MSTOI was a measure that provided an evaluation of
pupils through observations made by teachers during the
first six weeks of school, The student$ were observed in
five areas of development (psychomotor, sensory perception,
language, affect-motivation, and cognition). At the end of
the six week they were scored on a point system of 1-5 for
each iteém. (There were 36 items). Each area of development
was summarized-in accordance with the teacher's observations.

Because the objective for language was the area of
greatest stress placed by the Early Childhood Education
Office, the correlation was requested for the language sub-
tests on both the TOBE and the MSTOI. .

The TOBE was an instrument that measured the basic
experiences of pupils, It covered two areas of development,
language and mathematics, The test was administered Fall,
1979 and Spring q980. The raw score value on the language,
subtest had 28 as the highest point. The TOBE WAS ~
administered in the Fall during the same period that teacher
were to have been observing and evaluating pupils, utilizing
the MSTOI. - '

To compute the correlation coefficient between the
language subtests of both instruments, the raw score for )
individuals were computed. It was found thqﬁ the correlation
was low, but positive, and statistically significant,
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| . The correlation coefficient of 35 ?&m.QS) indicated
that teachers,. for the most part, wer§ evdluating pupils
in a way that could have been cofsidered.predictive of tha

) pgpilg' performance on the TOBE, However, the low correla-
tion. indicated that this was not truwe for the majority of : .

' teachers, .

. The positive, but low, correlation provided for the
first time, in the more than five Years of usage of the
MSTOI that the teachers' observations could be related tog

the pupil's perform#nce on the standardized test (TO8BE) ¢, Al .
. teachers, with proper guidance and training in the develop-
. * mental process 6f young children, may be able to predict

pupils' performance levels hefore they receive TOBE test

iy . results, It is important however that they take a good hard:
look at how they perceived the child and the child's actual

y - test performance, This will be studied further,

| R Nonpublic Schools

-gqnpublic school pre-kindergarten pupils (12) were not .
tested 'in the posttest program for reasons unknown to the
evaluator. : Lo . ' " .

The kindergarten pupils indicated the accomplishment of
program goals. by making dgains of one or more stanine between
testing sessions in language subtest of the fest”of Basic
Experiences, Level K, They, too, exceeded the 'set of goals
as did the public school kindergarten pupils,’ According to
the data 83% of the pupils indicated gains of 2 or more
stanines in language, . In mathematics, though, the average
pre.and post tesF stanine was 4.0, '

~ . N

‘

Health Services

_ Health Services as provided through the Baltimore City
Health Department to ESEA Titlé I pupils, reached 919 pre-
kindergarten pupils, Many of these children were in need of
A medical treatment such as visual, auditory and others.,

. ) Of the 919 pupils offered screening, 598 screenings
. : were completed., Referrals were made in 38 cases, Twenty
' four (24) referrals were in compliance and 23 of the 24 were -
found to need treatment in blood deficiencies, \
i Because of the nature of reporting kindergarten pupils
"along with-the group in grades 1-4, it was difficult to
distinguish data common to kindergarten pupils,

Other~Prograg§~Re1até§ ﬁo Title .I

Early Identification of Learning Problens
Extended Early Elementary Program (EEEP)
Continuous Learning Program




o
These pvograms will be forth~coming in separate reports,

I :
Commendations and Recommendations ?K

Conmendations

The Pre-Kindergarten-Kindergarten Program was apparently
successfu]-in meeting its goals and objectives.

-~ \ /

Continpity in learning development was evident in gains
demonstrate by pupils, as observed, after pre and post
testing, This was, also appavent’in pupils who have passed
from Pre-Kgndergarten to kindergarten., !

Teachers and othex program plsnners showed a remarkable
interest in concept deveiopment by the large number of requests
made for the use of the Boehm Concept Klts.

Interest in de#eloplng test awareness among the very °
young was apparent in reguests made for presentatlons to
school and parent groups. .

a ~

!
~ * Recommendations o . .
5 - It is, also most 1mportant that every child or as man;J
chlldren as p0551b1e be tested and counted, - .

I

It is recommended that all test materials and other -
needed pupil-data be returned accurately and punctually to
he Office of Testlng ‘and Evaluation, This in turn, will
ring about speedier reportage to teachers and other Farly '

,Childhood personnel '

. -~ ‘.\‘
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MARYLAND STATE DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
Division of Compensatory, Urban, and Supplementary Programs

ANNUAL EVALUATION REPORT ON ESEA TITLE I PROGRAMS

FISCAL YEAR 1980

i
0

Local Education Agency (LEA): Balt;imore City Public Schools

Authorized Representative for LEA:

a. t\‘%ﬁe: Robert W, Armacost
) Center for Planning,
b. Title: Deputy Superintendent Research, & Evaluation

c. Mailing Address: Baltimore City Department of Education

3 East 25th Street

Baltimore, Maryland 21218

d. Telephone Number: (301) 396-6934 .
e Sis"awr&@l o SrteegeiiDare: S/ 2/
7 7 7 :

State Project Number: Public Law 89-10 (Pre-K-K)

Title of Projeét: Elementary Secondary Education Act Title I
(Pre—Kir;dergarten-Kindergarten)

-

Length of Project:

a. Beginning Date: September, 1979

b. Ending Date: June, 1980
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Form B-1
Total Number of Participants in the
1979-80 ESEA Title I Program
No. of Title I Parti- No. of Title I Parti-
cipants in the 1979- cipants in the 1980
80 Regular School Summer School Term
Tern ‘
Public |Non-Public |Total |Public [Non-Public | Total
Grade Level
Pre-X 3,505 12 13,517 2 2
- K 5,353 281 5,634 1 1 2
1 .
2 =
3
> 4
S
6
' 7
4 g
‘ 9
10
11 Local
t 12 NorD
o
- Grand Total . |s,858 | 293 9,151 3 1 4
. Reading 8,858 293 9,151 2 1 3
S Y mati
f- Mathematics 8,858 | 293 9,151 1 1 1
_k  Special for Handicapped ot
-+ Supporting Services
Attendance, Social Work,
Guidance and Psycho-
logy
Health and Nutrition %919 919
Pupil Transportation
Racial/Ethnic Groups A
Amer. Indian or.Alaskan .
Native 20 1 21l
- Asian or Pacific Islander 18 1 " 19 . a
B R, : 3 D T
lack, not Hispanic 7,760 130 7,890 3 ] 3
Hispanic 15' 1 16
White, not Hispani ' 2 e §
pot Hispanic 1,045] 31 1,076 1 1
e

* ts Pre-K onl Kindergarten pupilis we
hig.qeqbey gegTesent e 9 pup

-

]

b
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3.

Baltimore CIEY Public Schools

Form B-2

Parent Activity Information

School Advisory Councils

1.

2.
3.

4.

5.

6.

'3
-

Nunber of elected meabers of adviso*y
councils

Nunber and rerceantage of elected members of
en advisory council who were parents of,
Title 1 public school studenats

Number and percentage of elected members
of an advisory couucil who were parents
of Title I nom-public school students

Nuaber and percentage of elected membars

of an advisory council vho received triin-
ing (not necessarily Title I-funded train-
ing) related to advisory council activities

Did you provide local Ticle I funds for
school and/or couaty advisory council
activities? (Check one)

———

Yes X
No

Mean nusber of persons atrending

Parent Activities

1.

2.

3.

~

Nurmber of parents of Tirle I students who
have parzicipated in project planning,
implezentation, and/or evaluation

Number of parents of Tizle I students who
have worked as volunteers in the Title I
classroom_tutoring, reading stories, or
belping i:\cons::‘uctmg reading and
wethematics games

Number of parents of Title I students who feve
worked as voluntzers in Ti:zle I activities

4.

‘ete.)

outside the Tizle I classroca (e+g.,-chapes~—
oned activ‘cies, provided transportation,

Nuxber of pareats of non-TL{tle 1 students
vho vere Iinvolved {an one or core of the
Title 1 activities listed under Bl through
3)

n
O

| S

Nuzber

549

4172

N/A

546

20

546

312

wasoir«

|

Percentage

75

' 98%

o




?
County ‘Nage goqd:icere City

Nonpublic Schools

3a

Form B-2
Parent Activity Information

1 *
1 . »

A. School Adviscry Cou;cils Number Percentage

1. Number of elected members of advisory 14
councils -

2, Nunber and percentage of elected members of
en advisory council who were parents of 0 "0
Title 1 public school students

3. MNumber and percentage of elected members
of an advisory conuucil who were parents 12 86
of Title I noa-public school students '

4. Number and percentage of elected memrbear
. of an advisory council who received train-
ing (not necessarily Ticle I-funded train- 17 50
ing) rédlated to advisory council activities

s
4
A

5. Did you provide local Title f funds for .
school and/or ccuaty advisory council <
activities? (Check one)

Yes

ey

No X 3

6. Mean nucber of persons attegding 7

8. Parent Activities

1. Number of narents of Title I students who
have participated in project planning, 46
implezentation, and/or evaluation |

2. Number of parents of Title I students who
have worked as volunteers in the Title I
classroom tutoring, reading stories, or 36
belping in constructing reading and
‘mathematics ganmes ™~

3. Number of parents of Title I students who tave
worked as voluncteers in Ti:cle L activities
—— - ——outside—theTirle T classrooad (e.g,, chaper- (120 -
oned activities, provided transportation,
‘ete.)
|
\

4. Number of parents of non-Title I students
_who were iavolved in one or more of the 78
Title 1 activities listed under Bl through
B3

rd
| X

7 | -
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County Naze

A.

!

B,

Baltimore City
¥

o

Form B-3

Title I Staff and Training Information ‘

¥

Number of Staff:

Job Classification

Full-tine
Equivalent “

Administrative QCaff

16

Principols

25

Teachers/Resource Teaché:slnelping Teachers

95

Teacher Addes .

"1, .
Currfculun Cpordinators and Supervisors

taff Frovidiag Support Services (e.z. psvcko‘
ist, counseclor, specch

’
urse, parent coordisator)

2w

therapgist, social worker

Clerical Stal

Conmunity/?arent Aides

Otbcrs:

1.
2.
3.
4.
3.

Y

Humber of
Training:

Title I &nd Non-Title I Staff Who Received
0

Title I-Funded

Title T

Job Classification Staff

Son-Title I
Staff

Adoinist

e Stafé

<4
rati

Principals

Teachers/R:source Teachers/ Helping
Teachers .

Teacher

Aldes

Curriculua Ccordinators and
Supervisors

Cozzunity/Pazent Aldes




County Nanme Bgltimore Ccity

e e . } Form B~4
" Progran Objectives and Degree Achieved

i
h
2

1. OBJECTIVES™ . GPADE 2./ DEGREE ACRIEVED !
1 - |
To increase those reading . ' ~
development skills acquired from Pre-K .
the reading continuum developed (Three-Year old) See Reading Objective p. 5

by the :Title I Early Childhood

Education (ECE) Division of .2

Baltimore City Public Schools

for the "1979-80 school year for

three-year old Title I Pupils

by an average of 10 units, as

observed on the Boehm Test of

Basic Concepts published by

Psychological Corporation, New York,

U, (IO —
.

9
IERJ(j lFY'80 ESEA Title I Proposal, p. 28 }
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County Name

Baltimore City.

Form B-C

(Three Year 01ds)

Progran Objectives and Degree Achieved

1. OBJECTIVES

GPADE

. 2. DECREE: ACNIEVED

To raise the readiness skills in -

Pre-K

A

mathematical development as the result

(Three Year 01lds

5

See Readihg Objective p. 5

of the pre-kindergarten instructional

program for three year old Titlé I
. -

i

pupils by'an average increase of. 10

- %
units, as observed on the Boehm Test ‘
of Basic Concepts for the 1979-80
school year.
}. 1
. Y
e
\2\1 lpy 'o0 ESEA Title I Proposal, p. 35 - £ o> :2{\




\ . N 2 \
»

+ County Name _ pal+inmare O £y

' ” ' Forn I~4
3 . *  Program Oblectives and Degree Achieved
_ ' 3 year olds .
. 1. OBJECTIVES GRADE : . 2. DEGREE ACHIEVED

k!

]

To indrease those skills that assure

readiness attainment of language

3 vear olds

See Reading Objective p. 5

B

development of three year oldélby.

ten points as observed on the Boehm

Test of Basic Concepts (Pre and

Post Tests)

. . o

23 lpy 'R0 ESEA Title I Proposal, p, 41

b
[CA S
qae
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County Name Baltimore City

e

Form B-4

Program Objectivqs and Degree Achieved

!

L4 i)

1. OBJECTIVES GRADE . 2. DEGREE ACHIEVED
1, . . : ' )
T6 increase those reading
development skills acquired from Pre~K See Readiﬁq Cbijective p. 5

3

the reading continuum developed

{ Four~Year 014)

by the Title I Early Childhood

Education (ECE) Division of. -

™ L
Baltimore City Public Schools

for the 1979-80 sthool year for

four-year o0ld Title I Pupils by

an average of 20 units, as observed

H

on the Boehm Test of Basic Concepts

published by Psychological Corporation,

(

New York, . .
: N
\) l ' . . R * w
- : FY'80 ESEA Title I Propgsal, p. 28 . 0
FRIC ~r
A ~d ne
" hd ~O




County Name _Bailtimore City
g . £

iS3 .

Form B~4

Prograxn Objectives and Degree Achieved

(Four Year 01ds),

1. OBJECTIVES

GPADE . 2. DEGREE ACRIEVED
To’ raise the readiness skills in
mathematical development as the result
of the pre-kindergarten instructiéhal Pre-K

program for 60 percent of four yeér

(Four Year 01lds)

See Reading Objective p. 5

old Title I pupils, as observed-bv an

average increase of 20 'units on the

Boehm Test- of Basic Concepts for the )

1979-80 school year.
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B -

County. Naze

T

Balt+imare City
-

S~

.

B

Progrem Objectives and Degree Achiceved

4 year elds
1. @BJECTIVES GRADE . 2. DEGREE ACRIZVED -
Te inéreasé these skills that assure
_ readiness attainment of language 4 year elds
development of four year olds by .

See Reading Objective p. 6b

twenty points as ekserved on the -

Boehm Test of Basic Concepts.,

p—

{Pre and Post Tests)

ERIC 29

Full Tt Provided by ERIC.

1y '80 ESEA Title I Proposal, p, 41
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Form B~4 )
} Progran Objeiciveé and Degree Achieved
' Kindergarten
1. OMECIIVES GRADE . 2. DEGREE ACRIEVED |
1l . . . ‘
__To improve the reading readiness Kindergarten. " According to test results 94%
. levels of the ESEA Title I.pupils of the children gained 1 stanine
in kindergarten so that the or more between testing périods.
N average performance of the group
on the reading readiness section =~ b .

of a standardized test will show

an increase of at least one

stanine between the testing

d T

N 1

sessions.

Q
ERIC 9« ley '30 ESEA.Title I Proposal, p. 29

IToxt Provided by ERI

()
o

Sa,




Torn 3~4

Progia; ObJectives and Degree Achiceved

Kindergarten
1. OBJECTIVES GRADZ 2. DEGREE ACRIEVED
, - ? - :

lTb improve the mé;hemaﬁics Kindergarten - ' According to test results 92%
readiness of the ESEA Title I of the children reached aAéoal of
pupils in kindergarten sd that . achieving 1 stanine or more betwe;n
the average performance of the testing periods. R
group on thée mathematics subtest

of a standardized test will show

g

an increqse of at ‘least one

H

r
stanine between the testing

sessions.

1 .
FY '80 ESEA Title T Proposal , p., 36

o
o




. . “ ~
" County Name Baltimore City - . ~m? ’
o Forn B~4
g
l: foe Progran Objectives and Degree Achieved
P 5 year olds
1. OBJECTIVES GPADE , . 2¢ DEGREE ACRIEVED
To increase those skills that assure 'ﬁm
readiness attainment of language 5 yéar olds

development of five year oids by

See Reading Objectives p, 7

. an increase of at least one

stanine between the testing

sessions.

s
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County Nane Baltimore City i 9 * \ -
) ' FORM B-S : ' //

\ ‘ ‘ Standardized Test Information '
4 :

1. Subject: [¥ ] Reading’/(subtest)  Language A 2. Type of School: [X] Public
(] Mathematics (subtest) ‘ . \D Non-Public s
4 . : ¢
SELECTION Ti ‘ . Sclection and Evaluation Test Scores Checked at )
3. Name (Ldit:on - Grade | Foxrm Level Date County Level by! (Specify Name and Pbsition) |
Year) .4 S 6 7 ‘
lBoehm Test of Basic Concepts Pre-X | B7 A 2/73 | pr. Ernestine M. Re:l.d StalT Specialist (OTEJ |
* _TOBE 1970  (MSTOI 1975) K_ : and Starff .
1 .
2 F i .
3 o }
4 ] :
S }
. 6 |
7 i
8 i
5 ;
EVALUATION IESTS Make-Up \
Name (Edition Year) Grade Form Level Dates Test Dates Tests Scored:
8 9 10 11 12 13
: t.Locally by Jo.By i
Pretest | Posttest Pre | Post | JPre | Post | Pre | Post | Pre | Post | ping Machin¢
“Boehml96Y | Boehm 1969 PreK B7 B7 A A 10/79 5/80 {10/79 | 5/80" BCPS ‘
TOBE 1970| TOBE 1970 X - - K { L0/79 5/80 L0/79 [ 5/80 CTB 3'
1 j McGraw ' °
2 « Hill
J " :
4 j s |
5 1y )
5 3
7 N
8 . . ) '\ '\
. [ 9 , ) N .
/ . A
o *Specxfy biame of Scoring Sérvice o
Converted ‘to Machine-scoreable booklets by CTE ,1979, by permission of Psychological o
| Corporation. T, )
\
|




Covnty Name

1. Subject: [__] Reading (subtest)

Baltimore City

FORM B-5
Standardized Test Information

M:‘zthematicsv(subtest) ' Mathematics

SELECTION Ti- .o

jve

2. Type of School:

=3

=

Public

Non-Public

s e -

deemt ool b bne e
.

Selection and Evaluation.Test Scores Checkéd a
3. Name (Edition Grade | Foxm Level Date County Level by: (Specify Name and Position),
Yecar) 4 S 6 7 ’
Pre- X . - .
TOBE K - K 1/80 | Dr, Brnestine M, Reid: Staff Specialist (OTE)
) 1 " and Staff
2 ) -
3 :
4 x
S
0
. 7 ) G
8
9 .
EVALUATION TESTS Make-Up
Name (Edition Year) Grade Forn Level Dates Test Dates Tests Scored:
8 9 10 11 : 12 13
. - p.Locally b B
Pretest Posttest Pre Post. Pre Post . | Pre Post Pre( " Post | pand 4 Miching
. . PreK )
TOBE 1970 TOBE 1970 ‘X - - K 10/79 5[80 10/79] 5/80 CTB J
' L ’ McGraw |
2 Hill |
3 . } ;
lJ | J
} 0 v J
6 — !
7.
.. 8 — ‘
| 9 )
%Specify Name of Scoring Service - ¥
l [2o]
Converted to Machine =-scoreable booklets by OTE, 1979, b ermissi gi P
| @ < Corporation. ‘ » OY permission of Psychological ‘
(Rcsy .40 -

P

Zes




County Name Baltimore City ' Form B-6 ‘ '

E

-

- Program Information and Standardized Achievement Test Averages

o ol

1, Subject:izj Reading Language 2, Type of School:hi_jpublic 2, Testing Schedule:

r—: Non Public 1+ Spring to Spring
[
-X { ?all to‘Sprin?

I ———

. [ | Mathematics (subtest)

Gr, Mem- [No. of No. of | Aver, {Aver. |Aver. | Aver. Pre-~ |[Pre~|Post~ | Post~|NCE [ Aver.
ber |Parti- “J Mos, Pre- |Pre- Post- | Post- | test |test|{test | test |Gain | Sta-
ship<jcipants N ™ Be- test test | test test Per- |[NCE |}Per- NCE nine
Count “tween | Sta~ |NCE or |Sta- | NCE or| cent- cent- Gain

Tests | nine |[Stand. |nine | Stan. ile ile Raw
Raw Score - | Raw Score Rank Rank Score
. R . Score Score -
4 -5 T8 7 8 9 -1 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17
- j £ Y .
3,036y | 3,505} 306 | 8 15,7 | N/A 129,66 | N/A | N/A IN/AIN/A_ | N/A | N/A | 14,2
] £ 12,243 8 22.6 | N/A 35,2 N/A N/A_IN/A | N/A | N/A I N/B | 12.6
4:670 5.353 3,557 8 4,0 44 6.0 58 27 137.1-] 64 57.5 j20.4 | 2,0
l.,. Stanines are presented for kindergarten TOBE Test Scores.
2. Raw Scores are presented for Pre-K tests (Boehm). ’
/
! "\'
.“. b
4
;
: 42




H R Al ) .

County Name _ Baltimore City . Form B-~6
/ - Program Information and Standardize’d Aéhievement Test Averages
1. Subject: L_ Reading _ 2 Type of School [ Public 2, Testing Schedule:
- Mathematlcs (subtest) Mg;hgmg;;gg | INon Public ‘ l Sprmg to Spring
___l Fall to Sprlng . T

Gr. Mem~ [No. of No, of | Aver, |Aver. Aver, | Aver. Pre- |[Pre- Post- Post-|lICE | Aver,

ber |Parti- Mos. Pre- |[Pre- Post- | Post- test |test|test test |Gain { Sta-

ship- |¢cipants N Be- test |[test test | test Per—- |NCE |Per- | NCE nine

Count tween | Sta~ |[NCE or |Sta~ | NCE or | cent~ Jeent-{ | —A-Gain—

Tests | nine |Stand. |nine | Stan. )} dile-{—|"iTe Raw
_ , Raw | Score—|{Raw “Score | Rank Rank Score -
o dd——"score | |score| )
4§ 6 7 8 -9 10 11 " 12 1 13 14 15 16 17
o .
K 1 Not Applidable
Pre - - = - — A S R - T
K 2 N6t Applicgble | o~ f ) o oo :
T; K 4,670 | 5,353 3,515 8 4.0 43 5,0 56 24 |{35,1 s7 .I53.% {18,6] 1,0 -
' ~
] ’ i‘




1, Subject Matter:

B Read!iny,

I O Mathezatics

Form B-7

Amount Of Gafn Achleved On
Standardized Achlevement Tests

2. Type of School:
XD Public School

[ ¥on- id_‘rc——s-.c%:ooi*”

3.

Testing Schedule
C3 Spring to Spring
B Fall o Spring

gains

pupils who indicated no gain and negative

There are 2,9489ubils in this group that indicated 1 or more
stanine gain.

There were only 211 pupils who indicated O -
or negative gains,

The"nuﬁber of pupils {876) represents the 39 percent indicating
gains of 20 raw score points from pre -and post tests,

_—————Suftest _ Lanquade -
’ &, .Number of Stanire/kaw Score
) Grade 5 or .. 15 or ITocal
-{Less 6 7 -8 -9 10 11 12 -1 13 14 (| Yore N -
] T 1a . ” r
- Pro-Ro | 36 10 7| 16 7 19 | 12 | 19 |19 13 | 147 | 305
2re--K H1b T, . - - - -
. 2} 453-1 81 | 89337 84-—1114 799AJ1}7 118 1103 876, 2243 L ——
K Fais9i279 | g8 | 31 'NOL Aleicakle 13557
3 3 7
Code: 1
. Pre~-K™ - three year olds
Pre--lg2 - four year olds '
1. a~b includes those




10a

L For g

_ Amount Of Cain Achieved On
Standardized Achieveament Tests

¢
3 a

o

2. Type of School: Testing—Schedul
C3 Spring to Spring
z

3. Subjcet Matter:
Cokeading (T Public School
{2 Non~-Publie School X} Fall to Sprin

- B Mathcematics
Subtest __ Mathematics ‘

N
/-

)

|

-

. &, Nucber of Stanine/Raw Score
. Crade 5 or ) ' 15 or [Total-
.JLess 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13. | 14 | Yorxe A
. Pre-x ' Not Appl%Fa$}q
Pre-K . ) ’f ' Nat Appiic§%£§. . ]
K 13357 | 94 | 57 7 Nt Apflicablle 3’151

. I .

-

*In the 5 or less category, 3089 pupils:indicated gains. of one
stanine or more, which was the opjective for the Kindergar;eﬁ,

"Title I program,

N
<3




i » B B i B o o N o —_— ——
" tl } 3
!’ §
w | L
S — [
128
. ‘; l
; Names of Schools Reporting a Growth ‘ ‘ 1
) Rate of 10 or more Raw Score Units : |
or 2 or more Stanines , |
j
t

) [ N ﬁ?
FRIC -

PAruitext provided oy enic [N




{ ) (

Foxm B-8 ~

OQutcomes—Assessnent © :

Names of Schools’

Names of Schools:

READING X | MATHEMATICS.
Reporting A Growth ‘ Reporting A Growth i
Fate of 19 ox more GRADE Rate of 1, or.more GRADE
Raw _Score ULnits or _B?H.SES??_Fnlts oz
N 2 OX more Staniigs Pre-K_ Pre-=K K 2 oruﬁore Stan%?eé Pre~K [Pre-~K K
1 _‘Q:'wid E. '."ec,’l_(:z_in ? X Ll X NDavid F. tealein & . X
vt Hill e X X Steunart Hill X
Lanaston-Hughes X X Lanaston-Hughes t — X
Cecil X Cecil | X
_City Serinas {1~ X Ci}vﬂgnringsmmw, _ ‘[ X
James McHenry X A 1James Mcilenrv X
Eutaw Marshburn X Eutaw Marshburn - X
i
~ t .
Tench Tilghman X X Tench Tilghman X
Parks Heights X X Parks Heiaghts X
Jew 1 tton Square X Johuston Square A
Frainn:iin D. "oosevelt & ¥rankiin D. Roosevelt X
Lexingt X X nxi “ ‘ X
kington Terrace )] Lexinglon Terrace
Ceorge Washington X X Cecorge Washington X
General Wolfe X A Gencral wolfe - I D
W¢ tside X Westside X
Dr. Rayner Browne < Dr. Rayner Browne X
0 "’ "
Madison Square X X B #adison Sguare X




_y

Outcomes Assgssment

Form B-8

.

[

. \ ;
! Names of Schools READING Names of Schools MATHEMATICS
Reporting A Growth ~ Reporting A Growt
Rate of 10 or mOre GRADE Rate of 10 Or more GRADE
‘|Raw Score Units or Raw Score Units or
20r more Stanines Pre~K | Pre-K K ) orm&re Stanines Pre-K }Pre-K K
| Co: _fohn Rodgers| X X [ Commodore John Redgers -\\\ ! X
,.Will. - Pinderhughes X X X "lWilliam Pinderhuahes \ X
- Hlenson X ‘| Matthew Henson : - \\ X
Georde Street X George_Street N\ X
Coldstream Park X X  Coldstream Park [ \ X
Cuilford—Avenue—— ——|— "2 TIX T ] UXT Guilford—Avenue—: \\~ - X — ——
Barrister C, Carroll X X Barrister' C. Carroll : X
. “~
Earlem—PRark ———— o oo b L X L lHarlem—Park
1 ) { b f R
Barford Heights X X. Hlarford Heights X\
v T ©e ’
Malcolm X X X Malcolm X A
M N
Dallas F. Nicholas,Sr. X pallas F, Nicholas, Sr, XN
) - j : A\
Federal Hill: X Federal Hill ' X \
/ ) ’ . | -
g “roe X James Monroe et X \\
o ¥ \
Abbc: Lson X Abbottsen X -
f— - - JESRNREN VU SN FRNSERRSENS ) FVUSRNURUUUUUN U ( G SUS—p S .
Spr 111 X Springhill : X
0y 5’1 R
yarg Brent ' X Margret Brent : X -
. X "
Barc. X Barclay
g
. Jd



Outcomes Assesg ent

*»

1

E

V”’ ,
. o\ .
» . ' .
1y . o N
Names of Schools READING Names of Schools MATHEMATICS -
Reporting A Crnw%p\ " Reporting A Growth
Rate of 10 oy more i - GRADE Rate of 10 Or more GRMADE 3
Raw Sgore Ui.i.s5 or : - . Raw Score Unltg*or .
"20r more Stanines Pre~K |Pre~K | K .| 2 Or pore Stanines Pre-K [Pre~K | K
- > r s ’ A ‘.
Gwynns Falls X Gwynns Falls .
sTohn Fager Howard X . john Eager Howard X
Edgecomb ercle - . X 3 Edgecomb Circle s X ~
Roscmont X Rosemont A - X
. : {
Edgewood X Edgewood e N X
Betsy Ross i x Betsy ROSS X"
Mordecai Gist X Mordecai Gist: E X b
irvington X X Irvington X
— e ’ ’
'ln "X X.. Lakewood [ X,
Collligton Square X X Collington Square X
X ar A, : : X
_Flmer A Henderson Elmer A, Henderson \ -
. - X X X : ) X
Tromas G. Hayes . A Thomas G. Hayes~ ‘
X X s "X
cilmore Gilmore
4 .- _ — X | 2113 ~.X R
Ditke E1lington Duke ElllngtonA R
~ X X X ‘ X
i c. Taylor ) Samuel C, Taylor ~ -
Bav x X Bay-Brook k
T X X X =
N ) Furman,Lq Templeton F




Form D-8 - | Co
| L R ]
- T e T 1~ Outcomes Assessment
e 7|¥ e -
a ’ ;
i . )
,; _— . ' ’ I
Names of S’chdois_ [ READING Names of Schools . LIATHEHATICS - . . f
> {Reporting A Growtl ° o : : " | Reporting A Growth i
Rate of 10 or more" " . GRADE .| Rate of 19 or pqpe GRADE !
Raw Score Units or S \ - | Raw Score Units or -
| 2 or moreSt. s | Pre~k | Pre-K- [ K .- | 2 ormore Stanines Pre-K [Pre-k | K
Ralter P. Canter \ ‘ X - {Walter P. Carter ix
Luther Crva 1 Mitchell - X X - - Luther Cra\“ren Mitchell ' X
, Robert Fultom \ ' X -1 X * {Robert- Fulton s
j Charles Carroll of car. X X *{Charles Carroll of Car. X
T - A :
[ Robert W. Coleman . : X ..{Robert W, Coleman . S X -
- |ARi- . -vlor Hamilton " X X _{Alexander Hamjilton X-
- Fewe ® — Pog 4 > e v .- Y
Rutiand ! D s X - |Rutland. [ X
Bentalou X X Bentalou X :
- - " |George Kelson . X X X, } George Kelspn RN ¢ L
. o . R . NEYE
Cherry Hill X Cherry Hill FRLS ,
Carter G. Woodson X Carter G. Woodson ° ;:_—»»c-(\/ ‘\
Patapsco X X X Patapsco X ,'
\\ Arundel X Arundel X \ :
\ : |
\ |Lafayette : X * |Lafavette X \
: . |
Mary E. Rodman X Mary E,Rodman X \\}
' Belmont X Belmont ’ X .'L' \
5] ‘
} Pimlico X X JPimlico X = \
o/

gt o




Form B-8

Outcomes Assessnont

b

tames of Schools

MATHEMATICS

r———

Lockerman~Bundy- -

%Names of Schools REARDING
‘IReporting A Growth Reporting A Growth
Rate of 10 or more GRADE Rate of 14 or ;.0 GRADE
Raw Score Units or Raw Score Units or
2 or moreStanines Pre-K |Pre-K | K 2 Or pore Stanines Pre~K [Pre-K
_ Westppgt } X X Westport —
St. Helena X St. Helena i
Holabird X Holabird - ’ .
Victory X X Victory
Graceland Park -O'"Donn.] . X X Graceland Park-0'Donn, [
Dr. Bernard Harris, Sr. X X Dr. Bernard Harris, Sr.
{ X X - i

~erman-Bundy

<N
~J

PTT




Names of $chools Reporting a Growth -
Rate of 6 or less Raw Score Units or
. 1l or less.stanines




Form. B-8

Outcomes Assessment

1
v

Names schools READING ' Names of Schools MATHEMATICS
Reportii., A Growth Reporting A Growth —
Hate of ¢ or 3. ¢ GRADE Rate of 6 or less GRADE
Raw Score Units or. Raw Score Units or :

1 Or )ess Stanines  Pre-K |Pre-K 1 or less Stanines Pre~K,4PrebK' K.

_David E, Weglein David E. Wéqlein‘ .

Steuart Hill ' Steuagt Hill :
Langstaon-Hughes: F jLangston-Hughes™ - * . i
Cecil Cecil )

City Springs ' “ {City Springs : r

James McHenry :Jéhﬁs McHenry - ‘

Eutaw Marshburn Eutaw.Marggburn E .

Tench Tilghﬁan Tench Tilghman !

. ! S

Parks Heights 1 g§rks Heights- t

Johnston Square Johnston‘Square

Ffankiin D. "ocurvelt Franklin D. Roosevelt

Lexingten Terrace ) X _ Lexington Terrace

Ceorge Washington ' George Washington

General Wolfe General wolfe \

Westside X Westside .

Jr. Rayner Rre Dr. Rayner Browne

Madison Squav. Madison Square

- ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

9 A

6o

(A
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Form B-~8 .

e e e __Outcomes_Asscssment ..

|
f

t

Names of Schools

!

aees of Schools READING . MATHEMATICS
1 tting A Growth Reporting A Growth
cute of 6 °F 1e GRADE * Rate of ¢ Or Jess GRADE
Raw Score Units SE Raw Score Units or
b or less Stanimes ). .e-K |Pre-k |'K° .‘~ 1 orless Stanines Pre-K [Pre-K -
Co%modore~gohp Rodgers| ¥ i Commodore John Redgers
William Pinderhudhis | ° “|william Pinderhuahes
I Matthow ~ o - ; Matthew Henson ' .
George Street Xr George Street i
‘qudstream Park : ’ ‘Céldstream Park‘<. ‘ [
Cuilford AvenueQ : Guilford Avenue
Barrister C. Carroll Barrister'C. Carroll’ &
Hariem Park Harlem Park -
_Harford Heights éérford Heights
Malcolm X - Malcolm X
Dallas F. Nicholas,Sr. X fDallas F. Nicholas, Sr.
Feédecral Hill . Federal Hill -
James Monréé Q James Monroe ‘
+ Abbottson {Abbottson ;
Springhill Springhill S
Margret Brer o Margret Brent
Barclay Barclay 1
61,

\ I e



Form B-8

Outcomes Assessment

MATHEMATICS

Names of Schools Names of Schools .
Reporting A Crowth _ Reporting A Growth

Rate of ¢ or less GRADE Rate of ¢ or jeqg GRADE
Raw Score Uni.s or oo Raw Score Units or

l10or Jless Stanines Pxe~K | Pre-K . 190Y less Stanines Pre=K (Pre~K

Gwynns Falls Cwynns Falls ° —

John Eager Howard John Eager’ Howard
. Edgecomb Circle . { Edgecomb circle e

Rosemont X X Rosemont

Edgewood , Edgewood

Betsy Ross Betsy' Ross --

Mordec?l Gist o ‘Mordecai Gist'” )

Irvin,ion Irvington

Lakewood , Lakewood

Collington Square Collington Square
| 'mer A. Henderson X Elmer A, Henderson
| G._Hayes Thomas G. Hayes

Gilmore , Gilmore

buke E1llington Duke Ellington

] )
Samuel C. Tavlor Samuel C, Taylor
Bay-Brook ‘x Bay-Brook
. Furman L, Templeton
Furman L, Templeton _

qzt




rorm ﬁ-a

- Qutcomes Assessment

Names- of Schools

MATHEMATICS

Namcs.of Schools ﬁqADING i
Reporting A Growth ° Reporting A Growth
Rate of 6 or less / GRADE Rate of g. -Or jegg GRADE
Raw Score Units or el Raw Score Units or _
lor lessStanines Pre-K |Pre-K | K 1 Or less Stanines Pre-K [Pre-K
Aalter P. Carter ; g Walter P, Carter . v
Luther Craven Mitchell li. iuthef Craven Mitchell - ‘
Lert Fulton ’~ < Robert Fulton : Vﬁ
"Lhurle; éérroll of Car,. J Charles Carroll of Car,
uRobert W, Coleman’ . ‘Robert W, Coleman )
Alexander Hamiiton ) Alexénéer Hamilton
Rutland v Rutland:
Bentalou Bentalou P &,
'A%}orge Kelson N George Kelson
&herry‘ﬂill * CLerry Hill ’
Carter G, Woodson Carter G} Woodson
Tatapsco Y Patapsco
Aruné;l_ ' Arundel
Lafayette - Lafayette
Mary.E, Rodman ' Mary E,Rodman
Belmont . Bélmont
Pimlico Pimlico

o¢T




Form B-8

v

Outcomes Assessment

.Names of "Schools

Names of Schools ‘READING
Reprr-~ A Growth
Rat.e ¢ O less GRADE

Raw Score Units or

1 or less Stanines

Pre-~K } Pre~K

Reporting A Growth

MATHEMATICS

Rate of § oOr 1jegs
Raw Score Units or

GRADE

1 or lessStanines

L4

Pre~K

Pre~K

_Westpogg

St. Helena:

Holabird : |

Westport

L)

St. Helena’ v

Holabird * '

Victory [

Victory

Graceland Park -O'Donn,

(Graceland Park-0'Donn,

Dr. Bernard Harris, Sr.

Dr. Bernard Harris, Sr.

Lockerman-Bundy

Lockerman~Bundy

R

e e e T e




3.

4

PUBLIG DNTA
Fory 3-9

f

Cutcoce Determizanss: '
Factors which ceatributed to growth in studgit achicvezent for the
1979-1980 school »car are: :
. i ¢
1, Supervisery Services/Specialist Seniop Tcachers
2, Structurcd Curriculun - Cradc Level. Ex;cctancies and
ECE Cuide
3. Staff Bes e]o;runt Scc%ionn/!orl.boue arl Jczonstrations
h. Support cf iuilding Administrators
5. Strong rarent Involvement Proprin
6. Con.it.cnt, Dedication and Righ Fxpceteclcns fron Teaching
Staff

14
]

-l

Pactors whjch contiributed to the lack of grgy:h are:

1. Long term: vacancies uhich vere allowed to exist

2. Veak tezriers in specific grades

3. Lack ol ¢ ,po: t and cornftaent on the p3rt of administrators
end teaclers . )

4. Teachers spoend too nuch tine ir prepavins activitics which
are not uioaingful .o .

5. Low expectitions of LSLA Title 1 children

. . . . ° .

ediifcaclen Ixplanazian:

.




o e

_ FUBLIL UAIA |
- 14

Louncy N2Ze  fa)rivgrs City

Yora 3-10

Program Operation
Progzran Aczivicy Chanses: i
i

Initiation of the Instructional Service Center to provide more time
& »
for teachers to cpend on the instructional program and to provide materials

wbich are more durable which will reduce the kos;_nnd armount of supplies

ordered for children.

B.

"Coordinacion of Parent Activities:
1. Az the LZA level:

Title 1 Coordinator

Instrucsional Scpervisor
X Parent Coorsinaror

Octker (Sgeciiy)

2. At che school leval:
X Priacipal
Resource Teacher
Heme Scacol Communicy Worker
Ovinge:: (3;ecify) Senior Teacher (LSEA Title Y)

70

—~
|




Non-Public Title I Components
Only




Form P~é ¢

/
1/ ’ * Program Objectives and Degrce Achieved

Non~Public Sehools

‘

JRUEIN

1. OJECIIVES GRADE . 2. DEGREE ACHYEVLD
~ N s
. ) )
i lwa improve the reading - K ) The pupils in Non-Public

[ "
readiness levils of the ESEA Pitle

/

ESEA Title 1 scheols achieved -

‘_.r -~

I pupils in nindergarten so that

the readiny readiness objective

the avelace nenfioruznce of the

7
-

bv indicaling ar Incrense of

./
\ * .
group,\cn the reading readiness- / tweo slanines between testing
sectizn wf & standardized test l sesuiuns,

D

will show gn increase of at least

l

- -

ore stanine Letween the Lesting

sessions.,

The Test of Rasic Experiences

JTOBE) (Level K) shall be

administered to the kindergarten

pupils to mecasure reading readiness

developmental skills as they occur

between pre and posttest sessions)

October 1979 and MMay 1980

respectively,

J

|
;
m

ERIC?

[Arutex: providea by enic [l
'

Py 130 ESEA Title T Proposal, p. 32.




sounty Name RBaltimore City : ,

Form B-4 -

o ‘ +  Program Objectives and Degrce Achieved

Non~Ffublic Schools

1. OBJECTIVES

GRADE

v 2.

DEGREE ACHIEVED

——

1
To improve the mathematics

The pupils in Non-Public ESEA

readiness of the ESEA Title I

Title I Schools indicated no change

pupils in kindergarten so that the

in stanines gains. They showed an

average of 4 stanines in the Fall

average performance of group~bn the -

mathematics subtest of a standard-

and in the Spring,

ized test will show an increase of

~r

~at least one stanine between the’

testing sessions,

7
/ The Test of Basic Experiences

/ ] ’
(TOBE) (Level K) shall be administered
7

) ﬁo the kindergarten pupils to measure

/ N N N
/ mathematics readiness as it occurs

/ between pre and posttest sessions,

/ October 1979 and May 1980 respectively,

4

~

1Fry '80 ESEA Title I Proposall p. 39.
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Baltimore City

N
County Name

FORM B-S
Standardized Tzst Information

Public

} 1. Subject: | Xl Reading (subtest) Language 2. Typc of School: | .l .
[:] Mathematics (suBtest) n ’ Non-Public
SELECTION TESTS Selection and Evaluation Test Scores Checked at {
3. Name (Edition Gradc | Form Level Date County Level bLy: (Specify Name and Position) )
Year) ) 4 S .6 . 7 i
IBoehm Test of Basic Concepts Pre-X B7 A ' 5/79 Dr., Exnestine M, Reid, Staff Specialist (Pré-K-K)
" TOBE 1970 K - K 1/80 : .
1
[ 2 f
; 3 -
4 ]
S | \ ¥
6 N {
- ] N ¢
i 8 ; t
\ 9 : ,
- N g
EVALUATION TESTS . Make-Up P,
Name (Editien Yeur Grade Form Level Dates Test Dates Tests Scored: '
8 9 10 1) 12 13 :
R . ‘ t.Locally by H.B g
Pretest Posttest ) Pre Post Pre 4 Fost Pre Pos Pre Fost | pand i Michin(
1Boehm 1%69] Boehm 1969 PreX B7 B7 A A 10-79 | 58 10-79| 5-80 {Faldi '"790TEBCPS/DC
TOBE 1970f{ TOBE 1970 X = - K K 10-79 | 5-80 }10-79| 5-80 CTﬁ '
} ) McGraw _
2 | Hill
3
4
5
6
7 .
5 i :
9 !
*Specify Name of Scorzng Sexvice
Converted by OTE, 1979, to machine-scoreable ‘test booklets, w1th permission
from Psychological Corporation. : o rog =
[}

Sla
o \J




Baltimore City

County Nane
i - FORM B-5 i
Standardized T2st Information

. 1. Subject: [ ] Reading (subtest) 2. Type of School: [ ] Public’

{ gl Mathermatics (subtest)

lX I Non-Public

‘ Mathematics

“

V0

| SELECTIONTES1S Sclection and Evaluation Test Scores Checked at
} 3. Name (Edition Grade { Form Level ®l Date County Level by: | (Specify Name and Position) )
B Year) 4 6 « R ) i
T PreX R ‘ . i !
TOBE 1970 K - K"~ 1-80 Dr, Ernestine M. Reild, Staff SpecialisC(PTe=K-K).
: - 1 >
\ P Z_
\ o 3
\ ‘ 4 1
A = 5 |
Voo 6 § [
\ - 7 2
\ 78 ! R - !
\ . 9 R | .
- . : i
| TVALUATION TESTS .7 Mako-Up .
Name (Edition Yeu: Grade Form Level ° - Dates Test Dates Tests Scored: ~
ﬁs : 9 10 11 12 13 ! |
f?ﬁfest Posttest Pre Post Pre Post Pre Post Pre Post bg;glly oy D‘gzchin(
A o PreX '
TOBE 1970 | TOBE 1970 B - - K R 10-79 | 5-80 110~79| 5-80 CTB '
! 1 —— McGraw
N N T . Hill
. 3
N 4
: 5
[ 6
. ; -
8 L
» 3 >
! ‘
*Specify Name of Scoring Service ' '
Converted by OTE, 1979, to machine~-scoreable test booklets, with permission o
from Psychological Corporation, ) o
|




| ' /
County Name Baltimore City Form B-6

\ ! * -
\ .

\

\

; Program Information and Standardized Achievement Test Averages
; .

1, Subject:{%] Reading  Language 2, Type of Schoéa:L___Public 2, Testing Schedule:
I_J Mat:hematics (subtést) . E;:]Non‘Public [::} Spring to Spring ;
: ) i Fall to Spring o
Mem- ({No. of No, of | Aver, |Aver, Aver, | Aver, Pre- -|Pre-jFost-~ Post—|NCE Aver,
wer Parti- Mos, Pre- Pre- Post- | Post- test |test|test test |Gain | Sta-
shkip- {cipants N Be- test test test test Per- |NCE |Per- NCE nine
Count tween | Sta- |NCE or |Sta- | NCE or | cent- cent- Gain
Tests | nine |Stand. |nine |{ Stan. ile . ile Raw
/ kaw Score | Raw Score | Rank ' Ranx A -Bcore
Score Score
4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17.
12 i2 | N/A 8 34,4 N/A | N/A N/A N/a N/a [ n/Aa ) owsa e | owsa
281 281 281 8 4,0 47 6.0 58 .39 M4.1) 64 57.5 13,4 2.0
- | ’ "
\ {

1. Raw Score (mo, of items correct) is used for the Boehm at the Pre~K level.

Stanine is used to “:scribe scores at the kindergarten level utilizing
TOBE-K. '

2, There were no post-test scores at the Pre-K level, ) ‘ !




v s ' )

County Name _ Baltimore City Form B-6

Program Information and Standardized Achievement Test Averages

1, Subject:L;] Reading 2, Type of School:[__:Public 2, Testing Schedule:

L] _-" [ [ [
lld Mathematics (subtest) Mathematics !&"JNon Public [::] Spring to Spring

. ?xl Fall to Spring

Gr. - Mem~ {No. of No, of | Aver, |Aver. Aver. | Aver. Pre-~ |Pre-|Post- | Post-}NCE Aver.

ber Parti- Mos. Pre- Pre- Post~ | Post- test |[test|test test {Gain +a-

ship- {cipants N Be- test test test test Per- |[NCE |Per~- NCE 1'.e
Count tween Sta- NCE or | Sta- NCE or | cent- cent- Gain,

Tests nine Stand. | nine Stan. ile ile ‘Raw
) Raw Score Raw Score Rank Rank Score
Score Score
4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17
rre
K 1 Not Appligable
Pre
K 2 Not Appligcable 2
K 2R5 265 265 8 4.0 45 4.0 51 29 38,3 38 143.6 5.3 0
| .
1. Raw Score (no, cof items correct) is used for the Boehm at the Pre-K level,
Stanine is used to describe scores at the kindergarten level utilizing '
TOBE-K.
2. There were no post-test scores at the Pre-K level,
) -
o
O

[
~J
[
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| 4
Names of Schools:Reporting a Growth
g - . Rate of 10 or More Raw Score Units
. + or 2 or More Stanines
)
1
]
+

\

M

—[RIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
7
.



1, Subjcct Matter:
(B3 Reading
) Mathematics

Subtest _Lanquage

Form B~7

~ Amount Of Cain Achieved On
Standaydizcd Achievenenat Tests

2, Type. of School:
(T3 Public School
X2 Non~-Public School

-

”

3.

18

Testing Schedule

T Spring to Spring

(R Fall to Spring

4, Kumber of Stanine/Raw Score

15 or

i 5298 1 or otal
.]Léss 6 7 . 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 | More N
Pre-K NoL Applicabie
Pre-K .
‘X |b79] 2 | o 9 / N9t Appllicablle. 281
. B , N ® v
= |

10f the 276 under 5 or less category 209 (,74) met the objeckive
indicating a gain of 1 or more stanines between pre-post testing.




| Form B-7 ' /
| : /. 18a
| Amount Of Cain Achieved On !
| Standardized Achievenment Tests ,f J -
1. Subject Matter: 2. Type of Scheol: 3. Testdng Schedule
) - 3 PReading 3 Public School C:];éprinz to Spring
X Mathezatics [X Non-Public School [XYFall to Spring
Subtest Mathematics , - /K
. T . /
! 4, Number of Stanine/Raw Score //
Grade i
- 5 or _ / . {15 or [Total
.| Less ‘ 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 ¥3 14 | Yore N
- Pre-x NJt Apdlicabile /f
’re-K ' // l
K M263| 1 | o | 1, / 265 -
-t 4 N I,/,. B
/
/
/ |
. / ,
/
| .
7
S ) ,
7 -—N\}
1 4 o

Pleese note that-211 (,80) oprhe pupils in the 5 or less group
gained 1 'or more stanines between testing sessions,

H

_ ) § -




1.

form -8

Outcomes Assessment

Names of Schools

Reporti:., A Lrowth
Rate of 10 or More
Paw Scdre Units  or
2 or More Stanines

St, James and John

St, Katherine

St, Michael

St., Patrick

Fr. Charles A, Hall El.

St, Phillip and James

Madonna Elem,

Rosa/Parks Elem,

RE?\DING . ' 2. Namps O/f Schools MAT‘HI"TK' CS
Reporting A Growth !
GRADE Rate of 10 or More GRADE
Pre~K |Pre-K | K gaw ?ioie g21t§ or Pre~-K |Pre-K
N/A N/A or' More anines N/A - N/
X - {Rosa Parks-Elem. 721
” 'X
{
X
X N
X.
X
X
:l X"

ELY

Q)
L 6T




ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

L“ B

V4
Names of Schools Reporting A growth
Rate of 6 or less Raw '‘Score Units or
1 or less Stanines. (None were in this
group)

»*
X
¥
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"B" Schools

Pre~kindergarten (Pre-K) Healt:\glreening

as a physical examination.
" the Title I health-

health cave.

team when farnilies did not ha

/

All pre:kindergarten pupilg/were offered a battery of health
screenipg which included hemgtocrit,.tuberculin and urine testing as well
This service was provided in the schools by -
ve a source of primary

All pupils with positive or suspect screens received intensive

follow-up until seen by an gpprog;iate_medical resource,-
were considered to be compliant).

. Results of Pre-K screening were as follows:

(At this point they

v

(146 (942)

A
El

. *

Pre-K population: 919 pupiis
v -
Type of Screen Screens Completed | Screening Cémpliant Non, Neéding
o Offered Screens Referrals®™ ™~ | Compliant Treatment
= o x| 1 x| ¢ oz 0 x| ¢ x| 1 x
3 . . . .l
Hematoerit '9i9, 100Z ¢ 598 65% 38 6% | 24 63% 14 377 23 96%
hbercutsn | o set 632| 6 1% | 4 66.6% 2/33.32 | 2% so0z
Physical Exam| 919 782 85% 1 155 20% | 128 83% 27‘ 17%2 {121 957
- i ) ' ,
lYOTAL . 2757 1Q0%/11974.  72% | 199 10% | 156 78% | 43 22% 1146 “942
1974 272%) of the screens were completed. \
199 3(10%) of the completed screens were referred. .
. . 156 (78%) of th~ pupils referred were compliant.
of the pupils in compliance were in need ofi treatment.

-+ Nutrition counselling was provided: to the families of 107 pupils (18%)
£ those screenéd who had hematocrits at a borderline level.

N

Ji




Physical Examinations

Routine physical examinations (PEs) were available for Pre-K pupils,
but some Title I pupils in other grades .also needed this service.
primary source of health care was available, needed physical examinations were
provided to studen:s in grades kindergarten (K) through fourth by the pediatric
nurse practitioner (PNP).

Results of Physical Exams

"B" SCHOOLS -

When no

-

Pre-K population 919
K thru 4 population 5822 -
Tota} population 6741
] . PEs . Further Treatment '
Grade | Population | Completed | Referral Needed | Compliant| Non-Compliant Needed
# z|# R 18 X1 1 X1 & .2 )
. N B
Pre-K | 919 ? 200|782 85| 155 20| 128 83| 27 17| 121 .95
. . N .
f thru 5822 100 | 152 26 | 140 92 } 105 751 35 25 99 94 . o
: : : -
TOTAL | 6741 E 100 | 934, 14 | 295 .32 | 233 791 62 211 220 94 !
A .\ -
! _ T mTTTTTTT
i .
934 (qu) of ail Title I children in the 13 schools received a physical examination.
295 (327) of the pupils examined needed more extensive evaluations or referral.
233 (79} ) of the pupils referred were compliant.
. 220 (94?).of the pupils in compliance did ipdeed need treatment.
!
NOTE: Only 20% of the pupiis (Pre~K) who received routine physical exams needed

4) n

i

»

€D
to

further referral, but 92% of the non-routine physical exams (grades K through
eded more.extensive evaluations.




Physicad Examinations (cont'd)

Title I pupils in grades Pre-K cthrough fourth were as follows:
bor

———

" VBM SCHOOLS

ProBleﬁs identified as a result of the physical examinations

| |-

!

Y

pgdvided to

iS #
Problen ‘Pupils y4 ‘
Dental Caries 41 (1.7.5)
Upper Respiratozy 35 (13)
Infeigion : .
Asthma ) 25 (11)
Obesity - 18 \\f ’ (8)
Vision 14 / }6)
‘Otitis Med%g_ il (5
Behavior & Learning 1 (5) h
-Ears, Nose, & Throat | __ 11 " (5)
Dermatitis 10 (4)
- —~Caxdiac 8 (3
Total 184 (79)
=]~ " All other diagnoses 49 (21)
TOTAL ' 233 " (100).

~m———— . - !

~

As a reshlt of

.

the physical exam, 233 pupils
received appropriate medical intervention.

were found to be in nged of and

*




' i
"B" SCHOOLS

Vision and Hearing Comporent

<

Pre-Kindergarter, (Pre-K), Kindergarten (K), first and fourth grade pupils
were screened on a routine basis for possible vision and/or hearing problems.
Pupils in grades two and three were screened upon referral.

- Results of Vision Screening

Failed
&
‘Grade Population Screened | Passed | Referred| Compliant Non-Compliant | Treated
! # x| ¢ L F ol # 2| # 21 f z: f Z
Pre-K | 919 100 65 43" 22 19
§hrulsea 100 333 192 146 133
OTAL | 6741 100 4066 601 3663 90/403 10} 235 58 1168 421152 65
3663 (907%) of the pupils screened passed.
- 403 (10%) of the pupils failed and were referred.

235
152

(58%) of the pupils referred were compliant.
(65%) of the compliant pupils were in need of treatment.




Vision Compliance Pesults

"B" SCHOOLS

152 - (65%Z) of the pupils in compliance received glasses and/or treatment.
83 (35Z) of the pupils in compliance were examined and found to be within

' normal limits (WiL).
235 (100%) total ia compliance

- Diagnoses of Treated Students

Glagsses Prescribed f#Pupils : Other Treatment Prescribed
Glasses (no other report rec'c) 56 Intermittent Exotropia
Myopia ) 16 Strabismus '
vyopic Astigmatism 7 Glaucora
tstigmatism 33 Being followed - no
tmblyopias 11 diagnosis received
dyperopia 5 TOTAL
rRefractive Error 8

TOTAL 136 ’

\ -

{52 pupils treated




Results of Hearing Screening

"B" SCHOOLS

Hearing Compliance Results

| .1 I3 1 - B «
| Grade 'Population | Screened ' Passed Failed Comp}iant Non~Compliant! Treated
' 3 ) &
~ Referred
f# Z# % i q Z4 ¢ zy & % :
Pre-K 919 ’ = 35 1921 14 9
K thru 41 5822 182 105 77 42
. {Total 6741 4002 59 13815 95 217 . 5126 58 | 91 42 151 40
- 3815 (95%) of the pupils screened - passed.
217 ( 5%) of the pupils failed and were referred.
126 (58%) of the pupils referred were' compliant. ’
51 (40%Z) of the pupils in compliance were in need of treatment. @

75 (60%) of the pupils referred and in compliance and axamined were found
to be within normal limics.
51 (40%) of the referred pupils were examined and in need of treatnent. s

126 (100%) total pupils in compliance

N Diagnosis of treated pupils # Pupils «~ %
Otitis Media 22 43

Cerumen ; 9 18

Foreign Body in Ear « 1 o 2

Beirng followed ~ no report ) 6 12
Hearing loss 13 25

Total . 51 100

-~

o L

O g 3




Nurse-Teacher Conference

The Nurse Teacher Conference was provided to
fourth in'all the “g"

Cluster schools.

""B"_SCHOOLS

”

pupi}g in grades Pre-K through

Results were as follows:

# * Treatnent

Grade Screencd . Referred Compliant Non=Compliant Needad
# % it % I it # %
.Pre-K 919 230 146 84 136 93.

4 .
;o 5822 850 624 226 570 91
Total 6741 10580 16 770 71 310 29 | 706 92
“n x AW ’ ’ Q.

1080 (16Z) of the Title I pupils were referred to a medical resource as
. a result of the NTC.

770 (71%Z) of those referred were compliant.

706 (927%) of those in compliance ware found to be in need of

medical intervention.




"B" SCHOOLS

. NIC {cont'qd)

The most common health problemd identified and treated as a fesult of
the NIC were as follows: . Y

Y
4

# :
Health Problen Pupils YA
2 * Learning and Behavior (B&L) 72 9.3
Upper Respiratory Infections 71 9.2
Asthma 70 9
Vision 70 9 °
) Speech 50
Dental Caries 33
Hearing 29
Obesity 27 .
Gastro-Intestinal 27
Seizures 20.
Ears, Nosec & Throat 20
Génito - Urinary 18.
Otitis Media 15
Skin Infections 15
* Social Emotiomnal 15 1.9
* Hyperactivity 14 1.8
Chicken Pox ’ 12
Allergy 1z
. Child Abuse 10
All other dlagnoses . 106
(Each less than 1% of Total)
TOTAL 706 100
-
There 1s some overlzpping in the symptomotology of pupils diagnosed as
B & L, soclo~emotional, and hyperactivicy. If these three categories were
. grouped the total number of pupils would be, 101 or 13% of those treated.
Total treated = 706
Total found to be within _ 64
normal linits
Total veferred = 770




. "g! SCHOOLS

/\ .

Chronic Hzalth Problecms

Many Title I pupils in the "B" schools were known to have special health
needs or handicasping conditions. These children with known chronic problex=s
were provided with nursirng intervention as needed. The known .health problexs
i.e. problems identified before the 1979-80 school “year were as follows:

Total Population 6741 - Total Population with Chronic Problem 887 (13%)

(-2
Known . #
Health Problem , Pupils %
*Behavior & Learning (B&L) 338 ' 38
. Asthma 188 21
*Emotional-Social 149 17
Speech 62
Seizures 25
Cardiac 22
Sickle Cell Anemia 14
Vision 13
S *Hyperactivity 10 1
Allergies 9 .
Lead Poisoning 8 N
Eczema 4 _ .
Obesity . 4 .
All other diagnoses s 41 X
887 100%
. . .




a

""B" SCHOOLS

3
L]

\ .
Additional Areas of the Title I Health Component

Y

\ -

Health Education Programs were provided by nurses for:

J P23 5-" * J
' . .\ |
Farents ) Faculty ‘ Pupils
-Topics:  School Health Program School Health Program Nutrition
Immunization — Tmmunization Hygiene
Menstruéfion\\\\\

" Drug Abuse

As ESEA nurses only spent onc day a week in the 13 schools and other
priorities took most of this rime, few health education programs were
presented.

Health Counselling was ongoing throughcut, the year for:

Parents Faculty - : l Students
i
Encounters 1405 - 998 - 5672
Hospital Emergencies \
f Diagnosis
- - 4 Severe lacerations
3 \ . Fractuies
1 \ Multiple Seizures
. 1 Status asthmaticus -
1 Severe epistaxis
1l Severe chest pain
' 1 Gun pellet wound to eye
! 8 - . Diagnosis not knovm
- 20 Total




1

I

“ -

All Clu;tef Schools

;4 Vision Program for 1979-80 b

When no medical resource was avajlable to Title I students with suspected vision
blems, ESEA fundc were ‘used to provide eye exanination (anq glasses if indiqated)ﬂ,
results of this program, which is unique in school health, were as follcws:

<

%

- Number of students or students needing this service
o , . ' .

Total Referred — 178 (100%)

Y

——

Total referred-and not seen (non-cormpliant) .72 (40%)
. Total examined (compliant) 106 (60%)
’ Results of students examined ’
‘ . ‘Within normal limits ' 39 (37%)
Glassgs provided . 59 (56%)
‘ Glasses not needed

. but treatment provided ‘ 8 (7%
. TOTAL ’ 106 (100%)

> ] !

gnoses of Students examined —
P

AN

1. Treatment Completed or ongoing (glasses not needed ag‘this tire)

# Pupils . . .

Strabismus with amblyopia
High Myopia - exophoria
Esotropia '
Posterior subcapsular cataract
Possible ocular albinism
Astigmatism and esophoria
Hyperopic astigmatism

R TR T TR R

4

L4 At ——

(72) 8 Total

\ . 101




e

ESEA Vision Program(continued) . -

2.. Glasses Provided i \ ‘ .
# Pupils . B
. 14 Refractive error ' .
. * 1 ‘Refractive error and ptosis

. - 13  Myopia ‘ A
, 6 Myopic - astigmatism

B . v 1 Myopic - amblyopia ..

11 Astigmatism : ) -,
Hyperopia with amblyopia ) | .

C Hyperopia with astigmatism .

. Arblyopia

* % ¥ ¥ %

(56%)

1
4
1
4
1
1
1
. 59
g

3. (37/) 3% within norna

Aniscmetropia with amblyopia
Amblyopla with microstrabismus -
Macular degeneration (Possible juvenile retinoschisis)’

. High myopia with possible myopic degeneration .

~

TOTAL

1 limits - no treatment?or glasses needed.

4, (63%) 67 treated and/or glasses. . é

. 5.

.

106 Total {# of pupils examined and paid for with ESEA funds.

\ ’

-

* Glasses providéd plus further treatment

e

-

<

Not all‘reports had beert received when this data was collated.

Totals will be somewhat higher after all reports are submitted.

102

"
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" wp’senoors - )
Physical Examinations (cont'd) o

Problems identi‘ﬁed as a result of the physical examinations provided to
Title I pupils in gradeu Pré-K through fourth were as follows"

. e {
#
Problem Pupils )4 ]
\ ﬁental Caries : 21 | 7.5). "’
Upper Respiratory’ 35 (15) |
Infection T
Asthma 1o | (_(-1~1) ! ' / :
- Obesity . 18 . (8) i
Vision . 14 . (6)
Ogitis Media ' . | . 11 ‘\ . (5)
Behgvior & Learning 11 (5)
Ears, Nose, & Throat 11 )
bermatitis . 10 * (d)u
Cardiac . 8 (3)
Total ’ 184 - (79)
All otherydiagnoses 49 \ (21)
| TOTAL “ ) 233 " (100)

As a result of the physical exam, 233 pupils were found to be in need of and
received appropriate medical intervention. .




"B" SCHOOLS

Vision and Hearing Component .

Pre-Kindergarter, (Pre-K), Kindergarten (K), first and fourth gradeé pupiLs
were screencd on a routine basis for possible vision\and/or hearing problems.
Pupils in grades two and three were'screened upon referral.

~
5 .

. M
. Results of Vision Screening .
Failed ’ | -
. & _o‘ : . PR
‘Grade * Population Screened | Passed | Referred| Compliant Non-Comglian; Treated
y 4 ¢ 1 # Z | # i1 # il # iy & b 4
i — > \'
Pre-K 919 100 65 437 . | 22 19 '
3 sea2 100 S | 338 . | 192 '146 133
¢ N .
TOTAL |6741 100 | 4066 60 3663 90} 403 10| 235 58 1168 £2] 152 65

. 3663 (90%) of the pupils screened passed.
- - 403 (10Z) of the pupils failed and were referred.
’ 235 (58%Z) of the pupils referred were compliant.
152 (65%) of the compliant pupils were in need of treatment.




-

i

"B" SCHOOLS

o
! K ! l’
Vision Compliance Pesults -

\

h)

“+ 152 (65%) of the pupils in compliance received‘élasges and/or treatment. . K
83 (35%) of the pupils in compliance were examined and found to be within

norral limits (WNL).-
235 (100%) total in compliance

v

. s .
Diagnoses of Treated Students,

- . \

. - \
i gGlasses Prescribed \\#Pupils

Glasses (no other report rec'é) ' 56

.Myopia C V16

Myopic Astigmatism

Astigmatism 33

tmblyopias b 11

dyperopia j 5

Refractive Error . 8
136

v - TOTAL

N v
L 3 -

Other Treatment -Prescribed °

Intermittent Exotropia b2
Strabismus * . 2
Glaucoma ’ 1’
Being followud « no v 11
diagnosis received —=
‘ TOTAL' .- 16 .
\ M N s,' -~

o ° . L)
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"B SCHOOLS _

Results of Hearing Screening

,Grade ‘'Population | Screened E Passed Failed Comp}iant Non~Compliant! Treated
' &
Referred
# A A i A 21 # Zy # A

- : N\ R

Pre-k | 919 35 2 14 9

K thru 41 5822 . 182 105 77 42
. {Total 6741 4002. 59 13815 95 217 526 | 58 91 42 1 51 40

- 3815 (95%).of the pupils screened - passed..

217 ( 5%) of the pupils failed and were referred.
126 (587%) of the pupils referred were compliant.

51 (407%) of the pupils in compliance were in need

e

Hearing Compliance Results -

75 (60%) of the pupils referred and in compliance

-to be within normal limits.

: 51 (QOZ) of the referred pupils weré®examined and

126 (100%) total pupils in compliance

of treatment.

in need of treatment.

and examined were found

) Diagnosis of treated pupils # Pupils « %
\ .
' Otitis Media 22 43
Cerumen 9 18
N Foreign Body in Ear 1 2
Beirg followed - no report . 6 12
13 25

- Hearing loss

Total

-

31




"B" SCHOOLS

Nurse-Teachker Conference (NTC)

The Kurse Teacher Conference was provided to pupi}ﬁ in grades Pre-K through

fourth in'all the "p" Cluster schools. ' Results were as follows:

.

# ) ot ' Treatment

Grade Screencd Referred Compliant Non-Compliant Needed
Pz ' 2 | # z| 4 %

Pre-K 919 230 146 84 © 13 93

o G ssz2 | 850 624 226 570 91
Total 6741 1080 16 770 71 | 310 - 29 | 706 92

1080 (16%) of the Title I pupils were referred to a medical resource as
a result of the NTC.
770 (71%) of those referred were compliant.
706 (92%) of those in compliance were found to be in need of
medic¢al intervention.




-

NTC (cont'd)

The most common health problems identified and treated as a result of
the NTC were as follows:
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#
Health Problenm Pupils Y4
. * Learning and Behavior (B&L) 72 9.3
Upper Respiratory Infections 71 9.2
Asthma 70 9
Vision ) 70 . 9
- Speech 50
‘ Dental Caries 33
Hearing 29
Obesity 27
Gastro-Intestinal 27
Seizures 20
Ears, Nose & Throat 20
Génito - Urinary 18.
Otitis Media 15
Skin Infections 15
% Social Emotiomal 15 . 1.9
* Ryperactivily 14 ’ 1.8
Chicken Pox 12
Allergy 12 _
Child Abuse 10 o
All other diagnoses 106 i
(Each lass than 1% of Total)
TOTAL 706 100

“

B & L, socio-emotional, and hyperactivity. If these three categories were-
.grouped the total number of pupils would be 101 or 137 of those treated.
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\ Total treated = 706 .
Total found to be within _ 64
normal limits

Total referrea = 770
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There is some overlzpping in the symptomotology of pupils diagnosed as .




"g" SCROOLS

Chronic Hzalth Problec's

Many Title I pupils in the "B" schools were known to have special health
needs or handicarping conditions. These children with known chronic problezs
were provided with nursirg intervention as needed. The.known health problems
i.e. problems ilentified before the 1979-80 school year.were as follows:

" Total Population 6741 - Total Population with Chrénic Problen 887 (13%)

Known -

Health Problem Pupils , %
*Behavicr & Learning (B&L) 338 ' 38

Asthma 188 ) 21
*Enotional-Social 149 17

Speech 62

Seizures - 25

Cardiac 22

Sickle Cell Anemia 14

Vision 13 .
*Hyperactivity 10 1
Allergies : ] .

Lead Poisoning 8 ) 5
Eczema 4

Obesity 4

All other diagnoses 41 '

887 .100% .
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"8 SCHOOLS

Additional Areas of tke Title I Health Component

‘Health Education Programs were provided bv nurses for:

Pupils

School Health Program kucrition

School Hezlth Progranm

Imnunization Immunization

Hyziene

Menstruation

" Drug Abuse

As ESEA nurses only stent one day a week in the 13 schools and other
priorities took most of this time, few heal
presented,

He;lth Counselling was ongoing throughcut the yeaf for: -

Faculty

Encounters

Hospital Emergencies

=

o

th education programs were

Students

5672

Diagnosis

Severe lacerations

. Fractures- -

-

4
3
h
1
1
1
1.
8
20

Multiple Seizures -
Status asthmaticus
Severe epistaxis

Severe chest pain

Gun pellet wound to eye
Diagnosis not knovm
Total



o . All Cluster Schools

o

. A Vision Program for 1975-80

Iy

.’ -

When no medical resource was available to Title I students with suspected vision
blems, ESEA fundec were used to provide eye examination (anq glasses 1f indicated). .
results of this program, which is unique in school health, were as follcws:

- Number of students or students needing tbis service

Totzl Referred — 178 (100%)

Total referred and not seen (non-coxpliant) 72 (40%)‘
 Total examined (compliant) 106 (60%)  ° . ‘
.o~ Results of students examined |
—— = \
N Within normal limits 39 (37%) - 1
Glasses provided 59 (56%) T
. ) Glasses not needed
\ . but treatment provided - : 8 (7%
TOTAL 106 (1007) l

gnoses of Students examined —

-

{# Pupils

High Myopia - exophoria
Esotropia

Possible ocular albinism

= bt s b e N

Hyperopic astignmatism

(7%2) 8 Total

Strabismus with amblyopia

Astigmatism and esorhoria

1, Treatment Completed or ongoing (glasses not needed ag’chis tire)

Posterior subecapsular cataract



ESEA Vision Program(continued)- )

2. Glasses Provided

# Pupils S . |
L ruplls \ \\\\
14 Refractive error
Tk 1 Refractive error and ptosis \\\\
13 Myopia
6 Myopic - astigmatism
» 1 Myopic - amblyopia
11 Astigmatism \
1 Hyperopia with amblyopia i
. 4 Hyperopia with astigmatism
* 1 Axblyopia . N
LI Aniscmetropia with amblyopia
* 1 Amblyopia with microstrabismus
* 1 Macular degeneration (Possible Juvenile retinoschisis)
~ * 1 High myopia with possible myopic degeneration
i (56%) 59 TOTAL
3. (37%) 39 within normal limits - no treatment or glasses needed.
4, (63%) 67 treated and/or glasses, w
} V i
5. 106 Total # of pupils examined and paid for with ESEA funds.
* Glasses provided plus further treatment
’ Not all reports had been received when this data was collated.
Totals will be somewhat higher after all reports are submitted.
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