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to respond to this Section'A. Granters under 13,443 go to %CH JS Mote rP1 'itrr"r! etv er";q:

B of Part II. replreurron. .:r 1-1 ,i
thc obiectives and suhotste.tices r
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and Oa). For grar,tees und:7 .1.4 :4 i.
_or personnel freso other program,
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Also highlieht-th.ise phases-of the ,N1 .11;-. of a. - , .
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training and the number of hours imok-zd. ,

Grantees finishing this portion of Part 11....0 ' ', C 11'+' .1 .

y ,, .

B. cportingkfor Grantees under 13.443 (ReTeart it c,:,..1 II t,
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Mary findings. results. anit a edm:npuon .. .x.sti:.ii, s
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zines, journals. etc.papers prepared for professional meet-
. ings; textaal and gripluc materials4completed curnculum
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mental stage. special methods, techniques and models de-
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go to C of Part II.
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following:
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cision by volunteerisl to pursue a career in sper;.zi edu-
cation, newpublic school pal:cv to :ntecrlic
capped children into reel:tar et.:ssroo-n5. nt
mandatory or other State leg re n earlv . .

cation, relevant new purse offerings at :ouversitu.s.

(2) Where outputs are quintif In response :orany par
of Part II, relateAtiantifi.:. rs to .:osi ,1,413 r,
tation of unit costs. Anaiy ana,e xplain ir
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know about (e.g.. community response to :he prole, t.

'Matters concerning the protect s wd)ricint
with OE, technical assistance . if Off stag ,t any (,ti.er
relevant subject.).

f,gr Part

41 grantees with a Demonstration/Service function or activity,
ekcept for 13.444 grantees who are solely supported for "out-
reach" activities, are to complete Tables IA. IB, and IC.
All grantees under 13.451. as well es those under . other handi

111 a .

caPped programs with a PreserVice/Inservice Tratione activity
are to complete Table U. All i:,raniees under 13.444 ewer
those who are supported' solely for "outreach" activities, are
to complete Tables 111A and IlIfl.

Table IA Demonstration/Service Activities Date
Children

Enter actual performance data for this report period into the
appropriate boxes. Use age as of the mune of,the original ap-
plicaton, or the continuation application, whichever is later.
On lines above line II. count multdiandicapped individuals
only (vice, by, primary handicapPing condition, and indicate

the number of miAtibandicapped in line 12. D.ita for lines 1

through I I are for those directly. served. 1.e., sen me% te Lios.
enrolled or receiving major services. and Ret tilt`be inzret!.
screened, referred or given minimal or occasion.ii sent...es

. t... ,

" Type of Handicap
Nuiroer of Hendicapued Seorect by Age

Ago..

0-2

Ages

15
Ages

6-9

,

Acie

10:12
Ages

1118'
A Gn t1!

:inn Ow...*

1. Trainab:e gmntally Retarded
1 -7- 2 .

2. Edw.:able Mentally Retarded
1 3

3. Specrf,:e Learning Disabilities
.

.

`
2

,

.

.

.- w ,..,,..10,....,
,

.

.
.

.

,

'E. DeafgA,rd of Hearing

---..
- 1

,

1,

.'.:Iiii.t.,
6. Vi.eralig-H andicapped .

. I .

.

_

.4.

7. Seriously, Emotionally Distorb4d, . ,

:""r""""""

. ..

_
t

8, Speech Impaired .----- .... . .,.,
,

9.'Other Health impaired

. _
--8 6

.

10. Otthopedically Impaired

.

3 ;2'

-4

11. Toil t ) 24 28 35

1.2. Multihandieapped 8 6 35 -

lithe data in the above table differ by more than 10 percent *from the-data originally presented in your appro.ed application.
please explain the difference.,.411200maionislomot volanotroammlomormare....

opt con maw
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Table 113

Project Staff Providing Services to Recipients in Table IA

Typo of Staff

Nuriiber

Full-tirne
Parttarne

44.5 Fulitime_54,14.aaienra.

Professional Personnel
(excluding texherkl 9 .

Teachers

Paraprofessional '10 3.6

Table IC

If applicable: Services to Those Handicartped.Not included in Table IA

Service Number of Handicapped

Screened

Diagnostic and Evaluative

Found to Need Special Help

Other Resource Assistance w**

Handicapped Area cif

Table tl

Preservice/Inservice rraining Data

Number of Number of Students ReCk Pd

Persons Received Preservice Training De9rte

' 4
i

Inservice Trainir.73 AA BA mak

Mulvnandicapped I

t 15 4 1 6 4

Administration
,

!
7 4 2 1

Early Childhood I
1

35 *4'29 3 3 .

Trainable Mentally Retarded I

Educable Mentally Retarded

4
1^.

. ,

.

.

,

,

,Specifis,4earning Disabilities.
Dtaf/Hard of Heir,i1g,

.. ,

.

«

Visually Handicapped

Seriously Emiitionally Disturbed .

.

Speech Impaired
,

,

Orthopedically and Other Health impaired ,2
.

.

TOTAL
. , 59

.
.

.35: 8
_

1

11
.

.

5

if data in Table Il above differ by mote than fOpercent from those sr, your 2pp4ed application, explaan..

'Ku UPI fa01-4011
OE FORM 90071. vie

t. ,y

z
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Table IRA

Placerneit of Children Participating in -
Earfy Childhood program During Reporting Period

Indicate the placement of children who left your project during the year covered by Ibis report period
NOTE: Counreach-child-only once-by primary type of placement-below.

TYPE OF PLACEMENT
NUASER OF CLPF

APTV

INTEGRATED PLACEMENT (to., in reg-
ular programs with children b+oho are NOT
handicapped)

Nursery sehoolf

ClaycareOMgrWM

Head Start' 4

Pre.k.ndergarten

Kindergarten

Primary grades

First

Second

Other

§PEGIAL EDUCATION PLACEMENT
(t e., in classes only for handicapPed
children but situated in regular private or
Public school)

Pre.kindergarten

Kindergirten

Priman(grades

First

Second

Other'

INSTITUTIONAL PLACEMENT

Scheduled to remain m Early Childhood
Program in coming year

Other (specify)

Table inB

CuMulative number of Children entered into
integrated placement (ekiii;twl) prior to this
report period

4

44(Aises -05Fer::;:.
Estimated retention rate of cum,-

approx. 4/yr. lame number in integrated ptsce- 100%
ment

4

BP]. COPY AVAILABLE
.



Name.

ALBUQUERQUE INTEGRATION OUTREACH PROJECT

KEY PERSONNEL 1981 - 1982

Gail C. Beam

Darro Breshears-Routon

Vfolet Crawford

Mary Fortess

Debbie Harrington

Patricia Krchmar

Deborah McCue

Erin Moody

Margaret Sheldon

fro.

Demonstration Classroom Teachers -

'Linda Askew

Darro Breshears-Routon
Jerry. Gallegos, Aide

Xoey Cohen Kirk
Barbara-Mohles, Atde

. , -

Judy 'Thurmond

Position

Project Director

'Integration Specialist-City Outreach Team
Dissemination Asiistant

Secretary

City Outreach Coo4Nator

Evatuation Consultant

Rural Outreach Coordinator
Speech Pathologist

Administrative Assistant/BookkeePer

Occupational Therapist
A

Integration Specialist-Rural Outreach Team

Co-Authors of "Guide to Interatinfi Handicapped & NonhandicappedOrdichoolers"

Marilyn Price

Nessa Weinberg.

z
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SECTION I

SUMMARY. OF ACCOMPLISHMENTS

.,



'.;
the Albuquerque Integration'Outreach,Project set out;to stimulate

thesawareneis nprofessioals, parents and child Care pAciders:;egardin
N,4

the advantages of servNg younghandicapped'dhildren in Settirigi which

include theirnon-hAndicapped peers. .Toward tbis, end, products were

-developed, field tested, and utili2ed to train professionals in

..
. ... .

important aspects of integration: Extensive trainiog occuered in seVeral
,

.
.

rural areas of the.state, as well as in. Albuquerque with a large public

school system.

Outreach asiistance 7- in the form of aivareness,information, use

of products or direct training -- was received by HCEEP projects, pro-
.

fessionals in attendance at DEC/HCEEP conference and the International
,

CEC.conference, community programs serving developmentally disabled

' preschoolers ih New Ma5cico (including Southwest Services to the'Handlcapped,
,

All Indian'Pueblo Council Headstart, .Zietherapy Center, Las Cumbres

Leaining Center, the Rehabilitation Center), the Albuquerque Public SchoOls

and a number of regular preschodl programs in Albuquercitie. As anticipated,

outreacb project staff were able to share knowledge regarding appropriate

effective programming for young handicapped children with professionals

at the national' ;level:and decisibn,makers,in'New Mexlco: Through ruloal t

and city outreach efforts, high quality programs for young:handicapped
0.

children were,stimulated throughóiit,the state.

All of the gOals and objectives were fully met; and,.in several capes,

we far.exceeded the minimum number of handi,papped.children eXpected to

benefit from outrerch assistance. A performance report of each.objective

has-been'prepared by project staff (Section II).. In eacbcase, activities

have been described, benefits.detailed, and' recommendations made to ,

real or possible problems.

10.

1

`;'



The Albuquerque Integration Outreach project received an enthusiastic
_

response at both the state and local levels. Project staff, in addition

. to their oOtreach.responsibilities, were invitd by the stateof New

'Mexico-to participate in site evaluations, in the development of an

early Childhood state 'plan, and to provide input for the expenditure

of expansion funds for early childhood services. .Numerousxequests

for technical assistance and training reflect an awareness within New

Mexico-of the expertise of outreaCh staff"memberi.

The connnuation of outreach actIvhies/Could possibly occur on .

a very-limited basis. Rural programs in-New Mexico may be able to.secure

state funds occasionally for training purposes. Many such programs bave

- indicated a strong interest in receiving further training from the

Albuquerque Integration Project. All Indian Pueblo Council has indicated

. a desire to continue consulting with outreach staff regarding the

integration of young handicapped children in their Headstart.programs.

Funds would be available for travel expenses only. In addition, it is

possible that Albuquerque PublicaScnOols will request future consultation

liyaimembers of present city outiseach team, given the unqualified success .

. with which 1981-82 activities were met. The major prObTem in.delivering

such servicesill be for Albuquerque Special Pres,chooL to receive

YCI ,
.

sufficient fundIng to retain adequate, qualified staff.
PI .

Although outreach projects 'do not receive techrOcal,asslAnce fraT!,/f
1 I

" t
,A

WESTAR, we still found this4OAsortium to,be a valpable resdurCe, staffed
I, k, C

by htghly qualified and helpful professionils. More important, Albuquerque
,.

4 '

Special.Preschool enjoyed an excellent workin§ relationship with Special

Education Programs, Handicapped Childrenls Early Education-. Both,Oroject

and arants officers were readilY available to-assist with project!



0

_

.,

.

,

management. Federal support of the activities' elineated in this
\

,report has contributed greatly to the overall qualitx of services for

young handicapped-children in tiie .statebf New Mexico.
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Objective 1: Design/disseminete brochure describing Albuquerque Integration
Model through the.Outreach Model to stimulate requests for information and
dembustration site visits..

, -., ,

J

The-Outreadh Project brochure- wa§ designed, printed and sent to-
,

programs nationwide (see ApOendix,A). -in New Mexito,t 100 brochures were
.11

disseminated to:.

Developmental Disabilities Programs (state funded) 16

with earbochildhood components.

Albuquerque-Public SChool personnel 21

University professors 12

Selected Albuquerque regular preschool personnel 8.

(

State Department Division of Education,
Department of Special Education

4

Programs for Children .

)

4
o;

oProfessional organizations 7

Miscellaneous program staff around the state

Nationally, 110 brochures were sent to: .
,

'Handicapped Children Early Education Programs %100

Miscellaneous personnel,around the country, l. 10

Total i213
-

The, Outreach project has received brochure requests from eight HCEEP

f.

programs (including one outreach project) outside of NewlMexico, three
,

New Mexico developmental disabilities programs, two preschool programs

in Albuquerque, and one in WasRington. The following results provide



information about specific requests generatk by Pie brochure as well as
.

the products disseminated.

Types and number of requests stimulated by the brochure

Model utiliZation/intensive training 6

Workshops/Seminar 7

Site Visits 4

Awareness/information 8

Consultation 3

Specific area or product ,7

Products Disseminated:
1 4

Brochure with overview of Albuquerque Special 8

Preschool services
4

Parent strategies and needs assessment. 6

Summary of results of play behavior research 6 -

Guide for Integrating Handicapped or Non- .8

Handicapped Preschool Children

),

Planning lett& to arrange future training, 4

technical assistance or consultation

Since the present grant covered direct assistance and training only

within the state of New Mexico, it was not-possible to deliver these

services elsewhere, although a number of such requests were received. In

retrospect, the brochure should have indicated that only products could

disseminated rather than services to people outside of New Mexico.
1

Albuquerque Special Preschool also conducted many other disseminatton

*

activities. Presentations were given tolocal civic g re 1. parent groups
,

and a high school for young parents. Albuquerque Special rg chool's



e

*.
4

proximity to the University of New Mexico makes it available for a

training site. Ass a l'esult, the Special Education Department has placed

nine field exberience student's, and two Master's level practicum students.

Twelve nursing studentsi.; two Master's level students from the Department

of Communication Disorders, and one workstudy'student from the University of

New Mexico completed projects or field studies at the Preschool.

Parents and professionals from around the state have also made site

visits to the demonstration classes: Table 1 outlines the number and

type of visitors to Albuquerque Special Preschool. THe Outreach/Integration

4
, project has made impact in a-variety of ways. The following breakdown

'of these impact indicators is reported from July 1, 1981 to June 11, 1982:

, Increasing Awareness *.

Number of persons requesting additional materials/ 88
information

Number,of bersons visiting demonstration site 204

Product Development/Dfstribution

Number of inted publicdtions avajlable (includes 27

relevant handouts)

;

Numbr of printed publications distributed 229

Number of children receiving neW/improved services 67

° via use of selected materials

Stimulating HigrObality Programs

Number of children served at demonstration/continu 51

ation site (Type of handicap: Varied developmental
delays)

Number of handicapped children served by number of
persons receiving criterion training

children 87

.Professionals/Paraprofessionals

r



Parentt

49

TABLE 1

Visiiors to Albuquerque Special. Preschool
July 1, 1981 - June11, 1982

--7Professiona1s/Pv'aprofessiona1s Students'& Faculty

(includes
some atten-
dance at
meetins and
classes)

103 32

(includes some attendance at
in-service presentations and
at a NMAEYC tour)

.

General
Public

20
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Objective 2: Plan and conduct one-day workshop(s) to increase the
awareness of daycare providers of the nature and needs of young
handicapped children, with emphasis on the importance of imitation and
use of peer models in the skill acquisition.

Objective two was expandeato include-two workshops for preschool/

daycare providers. The first workshop was organized in response to a

needs assessment (see Appendix B) sent to eight preschool and daycare

providers who serve Children on Albuquerque Sixcial Preschool's waiting

list, or with whoM the Preschool staff had worked nrevioUsly. Rural New

Mexico preschool/daycare centers also expressed an interest in receiving

training from the Outreach staff. perefore, a day long,workshop in
Adir

March, 1982 wasAesigned.for this nopulation. The emphasis waS. on

.giving the audience ap overview of noinal speech and motor development'

and.potential problems, acti;ities to promote speech ancrmotor development

throdgh imitation and use of peer models, and how to donference with f.

parents., fhe agenda, rationale, handbuts, and evaluation'sbmmary from

the workshop are included in Appendix B. Outlined in Table 2 is a

de*scription of thfs worksnop.

During Spring, 1982, a coalition of community-agencies met to disfdss

training childcare proViders to care for handicappe&Children. Fliers

were distributed throughout Albuquerque to verify the need for trafning

providers (see Appendix B). Carino, a childcare referral agency was

identified as the contact agency.

Following positiveyesponses to the flier, a workshop was organized .

by all agencies involved (see Table 2). Funding available through the

Outreach'grant (OSE) enabled Albuquerque Special.Preschool to host the
yi

workshop. 'The empl4sis of the workshop was on educating childcaie



providers on the issue of handicapped children and ways in which' they

might accomodate for their needs in a daycare setting. -The focus of

the latter goal was on the use of non-hindicapped 'children in the same

) setting.

-

Alluiouncements of the wofkshop were mailed to all preschools and

childcare providers registered with Carino (N.500) (see Appendix B).

Eighteen persons attended, representing agency and private in-home'

pi.Oviders of non-handicapped children. See Appendix B for the workshop

agenda and:a list of questions addressed to the panel of parents and

providers. For those in attendance, the workshop was very successful;

comments were positive and plans were made to visit facilities which

included handicapped children.

, When this workshop was first planned, it was felt that we could

provide training to facilitate an optimal daycare environment. However,

people interested in training indicated they were fearful about meeting

the needs of handicapped children and what they wanted wastgeneral

twareness information. Therefore, the focus was.placed on decreasing..

the anxiety toward handicapped children so.that providers would accept.

these Oiltlren into their facility.

During the summer, 1982, the coalitiOn will re-evaluatera need to provide

furthefftraining. In order to impact more people, it was suggested that
4

the. publfc T.V. station-film* the parent/provider panel for a half hour T.V.

segment.

Through the needs assessment sent to Albuquerque presdhool/daycare.

providers (see Appendix B)' it was established that the Butterfly Tree

PreschOONN Nursery wanted training through direct aisistance and consul-

taint The Integration Specialist, from the City Outreach team, and the



teacher for the two year old class at the Butterfly Tree Preschool met and

discussed the child on Albuquerque Special Preschool's waiting list who

is now Served at Butterfly Tree. The teacher said she particularly wanted

assistance with this chigd's language and behavior probleMs. A contract,

including objectives and procedures, was set up to meet the needs of the

teacher and child (see Appendix B). All Objectives were met stisfactor'ily,

as verbally stated by Butterfly Tree's teacher.' We were unable to obtain

a writteh evaluation, although several attempts were-made.

The Albuquerque SOecial PreeChool waiting list teacher continued to

see this child and teacher periodically on a consdltation basis.,

-10-

*0,

20

'

'r
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TABLE,2

Trainihg Workshops for Preschool/Daycare Providers

Title of workshop

Date and Time
.

Location-

;.Presenters

Audience

Total numbet4

Title of work'shop

Date and Time

"Teaching Strategies for Working with Handicapped
and Non-Handicdpped Children"

March 4, 1982
8:30 a.m. to 4:00Ap.m.

Albuquerque Special Preschool
,

Erin Moody, Pat Krchmir, Peggy Sheldon,
Mary Fortess, Darry Breshears-Routon ,

,

,

Persdnnei from:
.

Ocotillo Preschool -"Silver Ci.ty, Nevi Mexico
Lat CuMbreS Early Learning Center, Los Alamos,-New"Mexjco
AComaHeadstart - Acoma, New Mexico: .-

Zia Theilapytenter,-*Alamogordp,, NeW Mexico ,

,
Mariposa.Heart 7 AlbuquerqueiNew 'Mexico-
,Ceiftrb DeiAmor-Heddstart - Albuquercfue;,New MexicO
Sah Felipe He4dstart - San Felipe, 'New' Mexico

,
. '-filbuquerque.Special:-Preschool - Albuquerque-, -New. Mexico'

: ,-"., v -

Ottendi.ng workshop -

Location

Presenters

Audience

.***********1!************-
,

"New Life in the Neighborhbod"

May 22, 1982
8:30 a.m. to 12:00 p.m.

Albuquerque Special Preschool

Linda Askew,
Mary Fortess, Albuquerque Special Preschool
Pat McMahon, Esperanza Para de Los Ninos Preschool
Carlotta-Garcia, "

Cynthia Gilbert,
.Charlotte Baca,
Diane Tilgner, The Rehabilitation Center
Stan Handmaker, M.D., Programs for Children

Personnel from:
Albuquerquip Public SchOols
Albuquerque YWCA childcare providers
Esperanza Para de Los Ninos Preschool-

The Rehabilitation Center
Albuquerque Special Preschool

11

11

11

11

'I 11

11

Total number attending workshop - 18



"

Objective 3: Disseminate research results at the national level
,

Research results from the model project period were summarized

'(Aprpendix C) by the Directoe and Evaluation Consultant during the summer

.of 1981.° _These were diSseminated by staff members of the-Albuquerque

Special Preschool's Integration model at two national conferences

and one state conference; Table 3 outlines theseybfessional

presentations.

The Project Director gave a presentation at the annual HCEEP/DEC -

conference in Washington, D.C. in December, 1981. Approximately 40

people were in attendance at the session entitled "Children in Integrated

Settings." This presentation, and the fact that the director handed out

the outreach brochure, generated a numb&
,

of requests for the.Guide and,_

additional information from the Albuquerque Integration/Outreach project.-

These data have been reported under Objective 1. The handout is incided\

in Appendix C.

The occupational therapi ,and two teachers frorthe Albuquerque

Special Preschool's-Integration Project presented at the New Mexico

Association for Education of Young Children conference on March'6, 1982.
/^

The occupational therapist',s presentation was entitled "Motor DeVelopment

in the Classroom" and drew an audience of approximately 30 professionals.

The teachers' presentation Was entitled."Teaching Strategies for

Integrating Handicapped Children with Non Handicapped Children" drew an

audience of approximately 25 people. Both of these presentations

generaied interest in the-Integration/Outreach project as reported in

Objective'l.

The P'roject Director, kural Outreach Coordinator, and City Outreach

\
Coorainator presented infOrmation aboutthe integration model at the



International Council for Exceptional Children Conference in Houston,
4.

Texas on April 13, 1982. Akproximately 44 professionals attended this
s

'-session entitled "Integrating Handicapped and Non=Handicapped

Preschoolers: A rePort of Three Year's Research, with Implications

for Teachers" which was held on Division Identity Day. Handouts are

included in Appendix C. A number of requests for further info6ation

were also received.

Further research was conducted during 1981-432; and it wAs determined

that these results would be necessany to add to existing body of

data before submission of manuscripts for.publication or request for

JDRP approval were warranted. See section III for a discussion of

. .

'eValuation efforts.

. .-13-
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TABLE 3

State and National PresentatiohS,
Outreach Project 1981-1982

Title "Children In Integrated Settings"

Conference HCEEP/DEC

Location Washington, D.C.

Date December, 1981

Presenter Gail Beam, Director

Number of People in Attendance - Approximately 4CY
-

***************:*****4(

,

Title "Motor Development in the Classroom"

Confei"ence New Mexico Association for Education of Young Childre6 Conference

NLocation Albdquerque, New exico

Date March 6, 1982

Presenter, Erin Moody, Occupatio al Therapist

Number of People in Attendance - Appro imately 40

******************** *

Title "Motor Development i he Cla sroom"

Conference New Mexico Association for Edu tion of,Young thildren Conference

Location Albuquerque, New Mexido

date March 6, 1982

Presenter Loey Kirk, teacher Linda Askew, te

Number of'People in Attendance - Approximately 25

.' -14-
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Title "Integrating Handicapped with'NOn Handicapped Preschoolers:
A Report of Three Year's Research, with Implications for
TeacherA"

0
.

-

Confer4'nce. international Council for Exceptional Children

Location Houston, Texas '

*
Date April 13, 1982
-- .

Presenters Gail Beam, DiRector
Pat Krchmar-, Rural Outreach Coordinatoro
Mary Fortess, City Outreach Coordinator

'

4.
1

Number of People in Attendance % Approximately 40

t.

..1

..

.6

,

t

...

.o

.-
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Objective 4: Field Test the Guide for Integrating.Handicabped and Non- k
Handicapped.Preschoy Children.

One hundred twenty copies of the Guide for_Integrating Handicapgett

and Non-Handicapped Preschool Children weredistrjbuted to WEEP projects,

Rural and City Outreach program staff-members, preschoolsjn which children

from Albtquerque pecial Preschool'smaiting list were enrolled,ca parent

support group; and professionals around the country who requested it as

a result df the Outreach Brochure or a listing th Westar's Newsletter.

kquestionnaire was developedc.tp evaluate the effectiveness of this,

.manual (see Appendix7D). This instrument was.designed to 'assess'user

reactdon to each major conteht'area, and golicited responses about format,

complexity,.usefulness, and other general characteNistics of the guide

depending on users' needs. The users' evaluation was mailed0February to

. these people using the guide; twelve were completed and returned to

Albuquerque Special Preschool by the March deadline.

Generally speaking, pepple thought the Guide was well organized,

about the right length, the information was understandable, and useful to ,

,4
a variety of personnel programs. A compilation of the results -1).Pai the

Users' Evaluation Questionnaire is included on.the example in Appendix

D. These results be used to revise the first edition.

This revision' will be completed by the end of the projeft petiod

(see Appendix 0). The revised copies will be sent to all individuals

and/or programs which-used the preliminary edition during 1981-82. The ,

authors of the Guide have received approval from LINC for marketing. The

sliccess of this effort will be determined outside the scope of the present

project.

*Enclosed, under separate cover.

26
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Objective 5: Validate suggested criteriajorplacement of handicapped
children in inte9rated programs. A

Tfie Itatf at Albutluerque Special Preschool assisted in the developmen't

of,an instrument, Criteria for Integrating/Mainstreaming Handicapped

,

Childrenwhich would determine whether a handicapped child would benefit
,, 0

. . ,..
,

.

from a classroom experience wfth non-handicapped Peers (see Appendix E). ,

, .

The purme of this instrument, was to add objectivity to the-method used
,

by professionals and parents for recommending that a-child's only tnter-

vention occur in a larger, less structured setting.

The .instrument measures the extent to which a child.has mastered

certain ski11s or exhibits certain characteristics. There are 30 behaviors

on Whichaach child As rated. Following a revision in the Fall, 1981, the

form was completed by the teacher, occ6pational and speech therapist for ,

each child who,was at least three years old by Ottober 1, 1981. This process

wa, repated in May, 1981. These datawere analyzed to determine if certain

skills acquisition or behaviors, in fact, preditt success in an integrated

class. (See Section III of this report for research results).

Initially, it was believed that this instrument tould be used almost

immediately to assist in placing childrn. However, questions and concerns

regarding the weight factor and the relevance of4articular items have

necessitated further revisions. Following analysis of the..1981-82 data,:

includipg,,revisions in the instrument, a final instrument should be

available in Fall, 1981. Suggestions for this revision are reported kin
e,

Section III.
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,

_
Although the Criteria for"Integratfhg/Mainstreaming Handicapped

Children promises to be a worthwhile tool, establishing its validity

N .

and reliability requires extensive analysis.
J

Albuquerque Special Preschool

intends to utilize this instrument, and eventually disseminate it

nationwide.

,

,

\
1

I..

_

1

,

;A

I
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Objective 6 - Provide Outreach Assistance to rural New xico early child-
hood programs inorder to serve 15-26 handicapped child en (approximately)
jn.settings which involved their non-handicapped'peers./

1

The target agencieshosen to receive outreach as
(

istance were tile

Southwestern New Mexico Services to Handicapped Child en and Adults, Inc.

(SWSH); Silver City, New Mexico, and the.All Indian, ueblo Council (AIPC).
4

throughout New Mexico. Other New Mexico,programs w Lich received minimal

training or.assistance (i.e, site visits, worksho s or products) include

Western Valencia County Human Resources Center n G ants, Zia Therapy

Center in Alamagordo, Las Cumbres LearningN rvice , Inc. in Los Alamos

and Espanola, Socorro Learning Services Socorro and the Mirasol

Preschool in Roswell (Tables 4 and'5). Informatio on the target agencies

(SWSH and APC) populatibns served, personnel quali ications, and admin-

istrative arrangements was accumulated through the Albuquerque Special

Preschool Outreash Site Data Sheet (see Appendix F). Other New Mexico

agencies.named above participated in portions of the A buquerque Special

Preschool outreach attivities, as a result of their re ponses to the

Albuquerque Special Preschool Outreach brochure (see 0 jective 1).

The Ocotillo Development Center.and Parent Power rograms of SWSH have

a'staff of seven. oi these seven there werethree tea hers, two teachers.'

aides, one volunteer trainee/aide, one programAirector teacher, and one

assistant director/infant coordinator (Table 6). The ogram serves 31

handicapped children (Table 7).

There were three.AIPC Heodstart programs that Albuquerque.Special

Preschool Rural Outre4ch Team worked with directly. TheSe'included

coma Headstart, San FellpeHeadstart, and Isleta Headstart, The Acoma

program had a staff of eight consiSting of one program director, three
..

4.

1
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SITE

TABLE 4

RURAL OUTREACH CONTACTS

NUMBER OF
CONTACTS/GONSULTATION*

Ocotillo Development Center (SWSH) 22

All Indian Pueblo Council (AIPC),
Acoma, Isleta, and San Felipe Head- '.
start 4

32

Western Valencia,County Human
Resources Center°- Prechool 9

Las Cumbres Early Learning Services
(Espanola) 9

SbCorro/Sterra Learning Services"-
MaMpoSa l*eschool

.

.

.

Zia Therapy Center UATamogordo) + . 2 .

Roswell MiPasol.Preschool Program
,

1

TABLE 5

RURAL OUTREACH 'SITE HOURS OF TRAINING:

RURAL OUTRE CH SITE HOURS .0F TRANING

Ocotillo.(SWSH) Total
,

771/2 hours

AIPC Directors
Acoma,

Isleta .

San Felipe

AIPC Total

-

6 hours
1911.hours

9 hours
221/2 hours ,

: 57 hours

Western Valencia County
Human ResOurces Center ,
Preschool

. A

.

6 hours

.

.

Las Cumbres Early Learning
Services t(Espapola) :

.

.

.

711 hours

. .

Zia Therapy Center 4
(Alamogordo) .

,

.

711 hours

r,

a
a

*includesAhonecalls, letters, etc.

-20-.



TABLE 6

RURAL OUTREACH TARGET AGENCY-STAFF INFORMATION

RURAL OUTREACH SITE- TYPg OF STAFF TOTAL

Ocotillo Development
Center (SWSH)

...i

Professional Personnel (excluding
teachers)
Teachers
Paraprofessionals

1

3

3

Aeoma Headstart Professional Personnel (excluding 1

(AIPC) teachers) .

Teachers 4

Paraprofessionals 3

, .

Isleta tieadstart Prdfessional Personnel (excluding 3

(AIPC) '' teachers)
Teachers 5 .

Paraprofessionals 8
_

San Felipe Headstart
(AIPC)

Professional Personnel (excludingl ,

teachers) .

2

Teachers 3

Paraprofesgionals 3

TABLE 7

RURAL OUTREACH TARGET AGENCY-CHILDREN SERVED

RURAL OUTREACH SITE TOTAL

!Ocotillo Development
:Center (SWSH)

Handicapped
Ndh-Handicapped.

31

0

Acoma Headstart
(AIPC)

Handicapped

Non-Handicapped . .

5 ,

60

Isleta Headstart Handicapped '6

(AIPC) Non-Handicapped 86

San.Felipe Headstart Handicapped . 4

(AIPC) Non-Handicapped lt 41,



teachers, one paraprofessional therapist, and.thret teachers' aides (Table

6). The Acoma program served 65 children of whom 5 Were identified as

handicapped.(Table 7).

The Isleta program had,a staff.of sixteen, consisting of a Director,

a Consultant for Handicapped Children, a Cobrdinator, five teachers,

and 7 teachers'caides (Table 6). Thi program had 92 children enrolled

.of whom 6 were identified as handicapped (Table 7).

The San Felipe program had a staff of eight, consisting of a Directbr,

an Assistant Director/Handicapped Coordinatip three teachers, and three
<

teachers' aides (Table 6). This program served 45'children of whom four

haVe been identified as handicapped (Table 7).

The total number of staff served through rural outreach was 39. The

total number of handicapped children served by these rural outreach target

agencies was 46.'

The minimum obligations of the target agencies to utilize model

components in receipt of outreach assistance were as follows:

I) Complete Albuquerque Special Preschool Outreach Project Needs
Assessment (see Alpendix F) designed to identify program
areas in which the agencies are in need of assistance/training

2) Examine,.apply, and evaluate POGuide for Integrating Handicapped
and Non-Handicapped Preschool Children

Complete the Outreach Site Data Sheet and set aside tiMe for
meetings with the outreach team .

4) Make site visits to Albuquerque Special Preschool demonstration
classes

5) Attend in-service lctivities and workshops sponsored by the
Albuquerque Special Preschool

Written agreements (contracts) were deviied with the coopeation of

outreach staff ^and target agency staff outlining specific objectives, methods,

materials, and results (see Appendi)c F). Progress on each objective was

reviewed periodically, modified if necessary, and agSistance/training was



pr. 'did Each target agency began to implement model components

adapta0e to their program.
.

SI THWESTERN NEW MEXICO SERVICES TO HANDICAPPED CHILDREN AND ADULTS, INC.

Activities-4nd training for individual sites will be discussed in

some detail to sum up different levels of participation. The Ocotillo/

SWSH staff displayed a strong interest in outreach activities, particularly

those aimed at upgrading the Ocotillo,program to reflect high quality

programming for young handicapped children. Because of the varied

educational backgrounds of SWSH4taff, they chose outreach activities

that would enhance their general knowledge of the fields of'special

education and early childhood education.

Outreach staff visited the Ocotillo Development Center.(SWSH) over

a period of eight days. These visits involved team teaching, occupational

and speech/language therapy consultations, observations, implementation

of environmental modifications-, and. inservice trainAg (see Table 5, and

7).

Members of SWSH staff made two visits to Albuquerque Special Preschool

to. observe demonstration classrooms and attend workshop activities (see

Table 8). In addition, two SWSH staff membprs attended the International

Council for Exceptional Children Conference in Houston, Texas in April,

1982.

Integration of non-handicapped preschoolers was not implemented directly

at the SWSH facility. It was determined that integration could be achieved

through mainstreaming some of the mildly to moderately handicapped sysH

preschoolers in the Headstart and 'other preschool/day care programs in

Silver City. Preparation for mainstreaming was accomplished.primarily

through' inservice training, including such components as transitions and



ig

the n orking of agencies.

e preschool population at'SWSH, with its varied age ranges and

develbpmental levels, proved to be such a heterogeneous group that the

principles of integration detailed in _the Albuquerque Special Preschool
,

Guide (Appendix O), were quite applicable. The staff field tested the

. guide and provided suggestions for its revision. Additional accoUntability

,
of SWSH attainment of contract Oals were as follows:

SWSH staff were asked to be 'accOUntable for their contract goals through',,

the,development:of a daily claSsroom schedule, provision Of dévelopmentaily

appropriate learning activities for 'preschoolers,' and extensive modification

of classroom environments. Suggestions were pade to the SWSH/Ocotillo

parent coTponent, stimulating greater parent involvement through a

parent newsletter and volunteer activities (playground maintenance,

painting, etc.).

Outreach activities wtth SWSH were evaluated at the time,of workshop

presentations (see Appendix F, EvaluationForms) and th ough the measurement

of SWSH's attainment of goals and objectives, as stated the Outreach

Agreement (see Appendix F). All objectives were completed by the year 'end

deadline. The final outcome was that SWSH demonstrated the ability to

implement many Albuouerque Special Preschool outreach suggestiow in

order to improve program quality and to begin the integration of-young

handicapped children into early childhood programs in Silver City. SWSH

had done this in the past by placing'oome.of'their mildly handicapped

children in the local Headstart progiam. 'However, this praOtice had not

been well received by Headstart due'to-a lack of interagency coordination

(i.e., poor transition procedures_andjnadequate commyntcation). Technical
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assistance was provided to improve SWSH's mainstream process. Issues

covered included criteria for selecting children to be mainstreamed,

site visits to Headstart and other centers, and establishment of open

communication between agencies to ensure smooth transitions for children.

A total of 4 children were mainstreamed into the Headstart prOgram

during the 81-82 school year, with arr additional 16 to be mainstreamed

in the fall of 1982. SWSH will be responsible for interagency coor-

.

dination and developmental follow up (projected: 1x/year with Portage .

'Project).,

ALL INDIAN PUEBLO COUNCIL

The three Headstart prOgrams coordinated through All Indian Pueblo

Council (AIPC) chose to attend workshops and/or receive specific training

on selected tOpics as their primary involvement with Albuquerque Special

Preschool Oq tr 11 three Headstart programs attended 1-3 training

workshops held at the Albuquerque Special Preschool and at Acoma Headstart

Center (see Tables 8 and 5). Additional Heidstart teachers from McCarty's

attended the workshop at Acoma. Headstart staff also made 2 site visits

to Albuquerque Special Preschool to observe two.demonstration classrooms

(Tables 7 and 8). The 15 handicapped children attending these Headstart

programs were-.integrated prior to Albuquerque Special Presdipol outreach

.-01'

contact. . Theretore, outreach services were designed primarily to supRort

or improve integration in a setting where staff had.little eXperience,with

handicapped children. 'Training, techpida1 assistance, occupational ahd'

speech/language therapy consultations were provided-for the deveigpment

of specific strategies for individual handicap-pea-children at t4d centers..

San Felfpe Headstart chose to utilize AlOuquerqUe Special Oresctiool

outreach to help parents deal with tehaviors, of children and to begin

,k.



TITLE:

LOCATION:

DATE:

PRESENTER(S):

AUDIENCE:

ATTENDANCE:

Table 8

RURAL OUTREACH WORKSHOPS

Demonstration Site Visii/Planning Appropriate Activities, Use of
Assessment Information, Strategies for Behavior Management

Albuquerque Special Pre..shool, Albuquerque; N.M. .

'January 19-20, 1982

Albuquerque Special Preschool staff - Steve Holburn, Pat Krchnar,
Peggy Sheldon

OcOtillo Development Center staff,, Southwestern Services for the
,Handicapped (SWSH)

.3

HOURS INVOLVED: =14 hours

TITLE:

LOCATION:

DATE:

PRESENTER(S):

AUDIENCE:

******A*****************

Teaching Strategies for Working with Hand capped and Non-,HandicaPped
Children and Demonstration Site Vistt,

Albuquerque Special Preschool, Albuquerque, ist.m.

March 4, 1982.

Albuquerque Special PresChool staff - Mary Fortess, Pat Krchmar,
Bobbye Krehbiel, Erin eMos4 y, Darro Routon, Peggy Sheldon

'.\ .

*Acoma Headstart staff, All ndian Pueblo Council kAIPC)-5 attending
Albuquerque Centro de Amor Headstart staff
Albuquerque Mariposa Headstart staff
Las Cumbres Early Learning Services staff (Espanpla)4 attending
Ocotillo Development Center staff (SWSH)-3 lttending'
San Felipe Headstart staff .,(AIPC)-3 attending.
Zia Therapy Center, staffr2 attending

ATTENDANCE: =23

HOURS.INVOLVED: =71/2 hours

dITLE:

LOCATI0N:

DATE:

PRESENTERS:

************************

Overview of Handicapping Cond,itions, Cognitive/Developmental
Approach - Implications for Learning through Play and Demonstratio
Site Visit , ,-

/

Albuquerque Special Preschool, Albdquerque,

March 19, 1982

Afbuquerque Si'qlectal presCh9.01 $4ff -.pat Krchmar,JeggY Sheldqn--



AUDIENCE:

ATTENDANCE:

HOURS INVOLVED:

TITLE:

LOCATION:

DATE:

PRESENTER(S):

AUDIENCE:

V.TENDANCE:

HOURS INVOLVE

)

.1

I leta Headstart staff (AIPC)

,

oft

4

hours

**********************

0

,

t

trategies to Facilitate the Integratio&of Handicapped Children
nto Regular Early Childhood Programs

comita Headstart School, Acoma, N.M.

April 30, 1982

Albuquerque Special Preschool staff - Pat Krchmar
.

Acoma Headstart staff (AIPC)
McCarty's Children's Day Care Center

=18

.--,6 hours

6.

,

%

Ot

i

........



Adeveloping a parent handbook. Basically, outreach support consisted of
, .

helping teachers and paraptofessionals with adequate early chilahood

backgrounds accomodate these children with special education,needs into

their programs. ,

For various reasons, the AIPC Hcadstart programs were unable to

participate as fully expected. The centers were'unable to attend all

of the workshops offered and the Albuquerque Special Preschool outreach

\'!
team encountered some difficulty in rescheduling site v4its and cancelled k.

consultations. Two of tile centers lost their directors, and the_ensuing

change in persanel required the-rural,outreach team to-reeStablish

communicationsi Howeve7:the,San Felipe, Isleta, and:Acoma Headstart

- .

Centers completed'the minimum requirements for partic4ation wittiout

revision of outreadi agreements (see Appendix F)..
.

SUMMARY
0

The rural coMponents of Albuquerque SpeciaT Preschool outreach did

not lindertake a studyof child progress data. The lack of avatlability
t I

*. of such information within Headstart programs and use of non-standardized

measures at SWSH did not permit any valid conclusions regarding child

gain. Measures of parent satisfaction were not conducted due to the

rural outreach team's minimal contact 10.1ith parents.

In assessing rural outreach, in general, several suggestions for

4

- improvement are' clear. Generally, outreach personnel.should strive to

be flexible and have realistic expectations when dealing with outside

agencies. Unforleen change's in persontiel (three centers changed directors)

posed problems in scheduling'and the continuity of program chinges.

Funding and job sedrity were common concerns at three of the rural

3-1
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TYPE OF TRAINING:

LOCATION:

DATE:

PRESENTER(S):

AUDIENCE:

ATTENDANCE:

HOURS 'INVOLVED:

TYPE OF TRAINING:

LOCATION:

DATE:,

PRESENTER(S):

AUDIENCE:

ATTENDANCE:

HOURS INVOLVED:

TYPE OF TRAINING:

LOCATION:(

P SENTERCSY:
. ,

,

t'ATTEND6CE:'
0

HOURS 1NVOLVED:

ft-

s,

Table 9

RURAL OUTREACH-DIRECIX TRAINIfIG

Site Visit/Cqnsultation

Ocotillo Development Center (SWSH), Silver City, N.M.

September 27-28, 1981. -

AlliUquerque Special .Rreschool-staff - Pat Krchmar, Peggy Sheldon

Ocotillo (SWSH) Stiffs;

.7
1

. .

=14 hours , ,'-. p .

,
.

.

*********************4***'.
,

ConSultatipn/In Semide/Team Teachfilg k5',

s,..-.

'Dcotillo,Development'Center .(,S141SH),'Wver'City;, N.M.

Ottaber 2a:723::1,981 -Tst,

'Al6u4uerque .speCsiaLPresli.pol ;f..1',Patiqrchmar
A

OM ti 1 1 CKSWSH ) sttaff

. ,

. ,
:),,,:;,

=14 f
,

lours .",., \

q

.,Contultation/In Serwice/TeamTeaCning
z

-Ocotillo Developmenf Center (S ISH), Silver

December 3-4, 1981

City, N.M.

fi

Albuquerque "Special Presthool staff , Pat Krchmar,.Erin Moody -
-Occupational Therapist, Peggy Sheldon

OcdtiTlo'ISWSH),Staff and parents
-

=12
-

\_=14. hours'

44**********************

.,



TYPE OF TRAINING: Consultation/In Service/Team Teaching

LOCATION:

DATE:

PRESENTER(S):

AUDIENCE:

ATTENDANCE:

HOURS INVOLVED:

''TYPE OF TRAINING:

LOCATION:

DATE:

PRESENTER(S):'.

AUDINCE:

ATTENDANCE

HOURS INVOLVED:

Ocotillo Development Center, Silver City, N.M.

May 18-19, 1982

Albuquerque Special Preschool staff - Pat Krchmar,-Peggy Sgeldon

.0cotillo (SWSH) staff

=8 4

=14 hours

************************

Demonstration Site Visit/Consultation'

Albuquerque Special Preschool

OCtober 27, 1981 .

'Albuquerque Special Preschool staff Pat Krchmar, Peggy Sheldon

All Indian Pueblo Council (AIPC) RegiOnal Handicap pecialist,
Acoma `Headstart Director (AIPC), Isleta Headstart Director
,and Handicap/Health Coordinator (AIPC), San'Felipe Headstart
Director and Assistant Director/Handic4p Coordinator (A1PCI

=6

=3 hours

************************

TYPE OF'TRAININ:, Consultation/Evaluation Session

LOCATION:, All Indian Pueblo Council, Albuquerque, N.M.

December 7, 1981DATE:

PRESENT:

HOURS INVOLVED:

TYPE OF TRAINING:

LOCATION:

DATE:

PRESENTER(S):

AUDIENCE:

ATTODANCE:

HOURS INVOLVED:

Albuquerque Special Preschool staff - Pat Krchmar, Peggy Sheldon
AIPC Regional Handicap Specialist - Paul Kline_

=3 hours

************************

Site Visiti6Onsultation/Team-Teach'ing
11,

Acomita-HeadstartAchool, Acoma, N.M.

November 16, 1981

Albuquerie Special Preschool staff - Pat Krchmar, Peggy;Sheldon

Acoma Headstart staff

=8

=6 hours.



.

TYPE OF TRAINIGNG: Site Visit/ConsUltation

LOCATION: JsletaJHea1dtart 'School; Isleta, N.M.

bATE:

,1

PRESENTER(S): Albuquerque Special Preschool staff - Pat Krchmar, peggy Sheldon

...November 10, 1982

AUDIENCE:. . Isleta Headstart Staff

ATTENDANCE: =17

HOURS INVOLVED: , =5 hours

************************

TYPPOF TRAINING: Site Visit/Consultation/Team Teaching

LOCATION: San Felipe Headstar.t, San Felipe, N.M.

DATE: November 3, 1981

PRESENTER(S): Albuquerque Special Preschool staff - Pat Krchmar, PeggY Sheldon

I.

AUDIENCE: San Felipe Headstart staff

ATTENDANCE: =6.-

HOURS INVOLVED: =6 hours

************************

TYPE OF TRAINING: Consultation/In Service/Team Teaching

LOCATIO14: San FeliPe Headstart, San Felipe, N.M.

DATE: March 3, 1982

PRESENTER(S): Albuquerque Special Preschool .staff - Peggy Sheldon

AUDIENCE: San Felipe-Headstart staff

ATTENDANCE: =6.

HOURS INVOLVED: =5 hours

***************.*********

TYPE OF TRAINING: Consultation/In Service/Team Teaching

LOCATION: San Felipe Headstart, San Felipe, N.M.

DATE: April 5, 1982

PRESENTER(S): Albuquerque Special Preschool staff - Peggy Sheldon

AUDIENCE: San reliPe Headstart'siaff.
, N

ATTENDANCE: *u12

o

HOURS INVOLVED: 11150



TYPE OF TRAINING:

LOCATION:

DATE:

PRESENTER(S):

AUDIENCE:

ATTENDANCE:

HOURS ,INVOLVED:

TYPE OF TRAINING:.

LOCATION:

DATE:

PRESENTER(S):

AUDIENCE:

ATTENDANCE:

HOURS INVOLVED:

Site Visit/Consultation/In Service

Albuquerque'Special Preschool

October 23, 1981

Albuquerque Special Preschool staff - Peggy Shelde
Western Valencia County Human Resourcet' Center-- Preschool

=3

3 hours

**************************,

,Site Visit/Consultation

Albuquerque Special Preschool

February'17, 1982,

Albuquerque"Special Preschool staff - Peggy Sheldon

talestern Valencia County Human Resources Center -F. Preschool

=3.

=3 hours



outreach sites, which mayMave resulted in these -staff assignihg lower

priority to outreach activities. In Silver City, adiiiipistrative support
.

of outreach activities and scheduling changes were strongly recommended

to overcoMe a critical lack of.planning time. The development and/or

us_of.visual aids would havejleen helpful in teadhing-the large

proportion of paraprbfessionals employed by the target agencies.

Both of the primary rural outreach targets believe that an additional

year of outreach as.siStance would be invaluable to ensure continued

quality of integrated programs for young handicapped children'.

441,4



Objective 7 L Provide outreach assistance to Albuquerque Public Schools'
kindergarten and first grade special education program in order to
develop and implement integrated olassrooms forapproximately 18-25
handicapped children.

Two Albuquerque' Pubji:c School clases within the SEED (Special

Education Early Development),Program and a di.agnostic kindergarten

class were initially targeted f6r outreach assistance following a series

of meetings wifh various district speciireducation personnel. Selected

staff (N=10) at all three sphools'completed the Outreach'Project Needs

Assessment to determine priorityareas of need. (See Appendix G for.

Outreach Project Needs Assessment and Outreach Project Needs Assessment,
4 *9 0

Albuquerque Public Schools Results). 'In addition, site visits were

made by the qty outreach team to all 'three schools to-observe and

interview staff members. Professionals in those classes indicated a

need for training in the integration concept, particularly Staff froM

the SEED program since it was' a pilot program for the public schools.

The SEED program is very similar to the Level II classroom in the

Albuquerque Special Preschool Integration model (1:2 ratio of H:NH,

team-teaching with Early Childhood and'Speciail Education staff).

Albuquerque Public Schools provided release time for 5 special

eatication professionals,' 2 special education paraprofessionals, 2 early

childhood professionals, and 11'early childhood 'paraprofessional to

participate in the training, demonstration, and staff development

activities. A contract agreement was developed with the.professional

staWat the three targeted schools and the two special education/early

childhood specialists inv'olved withthese schools' staff, (see Appendix

G). The area.coordinator responsible for all three sites signed the

agreement representing the committMent for all involved.staff. All'

-34-
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Table 10

Albuquerque Pub-6c Schools

- Personnel Data.

A.

B.

C.

D.

E.

F.

G.

.

0

,

Site Information . ,

,

Early Childhood

Adult Partitipation,Information
.

.

,

Education, Special Education

.
,

Rio Rancho Elem. School - SEED Prograth

Duranes Elem..School - SEED Program

Alamosa Elem. School - Diagnostic K-1
.. .

Area office -

2ia Elem.,School - Diagnostic K-1

Armijo Elem. School - Diagnostfc K-1

Area/district office 4

<

Professional Paraprofeisional ProfesSional ParaprOfesSional

1

1

0

0

0 .
,

0

1

..

,

0

1

0

0

0.

0

0 .

1

,

1

1

1

2

1

1

3

.

2

1

6

0

- 0
.

.

Total .

,

_.,

3 .

.

1D

.

18

45



Table II

ALBUQUERQUE PUBLIC SCHOOLS

STUDeNT INFORMATION

;
SCHOOL .

Ages 5.9 -
7.10

Number.&.Type
of Handicap

Early Childhood Ed.
Students age 5.9-6.9

Total 1/ students.

in prograiii'

Alamosa Elementary School -
....

Diagnostic K-1 0# 8 . '8 multihandicapped 0 8
.

Rio Rancho Elementary Scheet -

SEED 7 7 multihandicapped . , 13 . :20/
,

Duranes Elementary School -
.

SEED , 8 8 multihandicapped 16_
.

,

., 4

Lia Elementary School - .

Diagnoitic K-1 8 8 multihandicapped 0
.

Armijo Elementary School -

Diagnostic K-1 8 8 multihandicapped 0
a'

. ..

Total # students 39 39-multihandicapped 29 , "'68
6

47.



objectives were fully achieved, With no revisions needed.

A series cif training workshops were held one half-day per month,

January through May. Personnel in attendance included special education'

and early childhood teachers, classroom aides, and special education/early

childhood specialists. These professionals directly serve 23 handi-

capped children and 29 non-handicapped children.. The agendps, rationales,

and handouts can be found in Appendix G. each workshop was individually

evaluated and the entire series was then evaluated foliowing the final

workshop. The results of those evaluations can be found in Appendix

G, following agendas and handouts for each workshop. There was'a total

of 20 h9urs of workshop training provided.
'sr

440

DurAng the course of the workshops, several additional public

school personnel asked to attend one or more of the training workshops.

Additionalersons.attending included an occupational therapist, the

'District Kindergarten Coordinator, two additional diagnostic kindergarten

teachers, and other area special education/early childhood spkialists.

Between 10 and 16 persons attended each workshop. By the final,workshop,

he41 May 12, five schools and special education/early childhood,

_specialists from all:three areas of the Albuquerque Public School system

were consistently represented (see Table 10). An estimate of children

directly impac,ed through this training is 39 handicapped children and

29 non-Jiandicapped children (see Table 11). Approximately 140 handicapped--

children were indirectly impacted through training received by the special

education/early childhood specialists.

Developmental data for research purposes was c011ected on handicapped

children in integrated settings and non-hahdicapped Children in both

integrated and non-integrated settings. The findings are reported in

Section III. Parents ofchildren enrolled in the,mitreach target

, ,



classrooms were aSked to fill out a satisfaction questionnaire (see

Appendix G). Responses were mixed,,with the majority of parents of
A

handicapped children indicating positive feelings about the experience.

The only negative respohse was from the parent ot a child who was

transferred from a SEED classroom to a Diagnostic Kindergarten prograd

so that the.child wouldchave a more structured learning environment.

Parents of non-handicappld children generally rated the experience

as moderately beneficial to their child, with a few negative responses

received. One possible reason foe this is that parents were not

informed prior to the 1981-82 school year about the integrated

classroom, nor were they given the option of an integrated,olor non-

integrated placement for their child. The public schools plan to

aiddress this problem before the 1982-83 school yea'r gets underway.

Overall, Objective 7 was achieved with great success. Professionals

and paraprofessionals alike evaluated the workshops as relevant and

useful. A letter of appreciation was received after the workshop

series (see APpendix G). Verbal communication regarding the workshops

influenced those additional people, listed earjier, to attend.

In retrospect, there were some problems encountered. **While these

did not limit the success of the training, nor did they prevent our

achieving the objective, they are important to mention: Although those

schools iden d as the target sites were selected in September,

release t s not granted by the public schools for personnel until

December. ereforC target staff and outreach staff were frustrated

by the fact that training was not available in the Fall, 4981 when

the need was greatest. Future efforts'would be, enhanaed by securing



release time much earlier.

Another problem which sur'fqced continually throughout the year

was that few early childhood personnel were tnvolved. When the initial

outreach gi.ant was awarded, a meeting was held with the Albuquerque

Public School District Special Educdtlon Coordinator to discuss who

.,,and how training wolild be 'addressed. It was an oversight on the part

of the Albuquerque SpeeD-Preschool outreach staff not to have held

a similar meeting-with public school administration responsible for

early childhood staff. Because this was not done, release time for

early childhood staff was not provided except in the SEED program.

Therefore, early childhood aides were able to come onll'on a few

occasions when Albuquerque Special Preschool provided substitutes or

principals released the Odes without hiring classroom substitutes.

In the Diagnostic Kindergarten classrooms, the early childhood teachers

who were integrating children from the special education classes were

not involved in training except on a consultant basis and through.

handouts provided through the sped-al education staff. This was

identified as a Weaker feature of the workshop series. Future efforts

should definitely involve early childhood personnel from the outset, I

thereby insuring implementation of the team approach.'



SECTION I I I

SUMMARY OF RESEARCH
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Albuquerque Special,Preschool

- 1981-82 SUMMARY OF RESEARCH

by Debbie Harrington & Gail Beam

During 1981-82, retearch focused on improving placement decisions for

handicapped children, measuring developmental gains of handicapped chifdren

in varied settings and cpmparing the academic readiness-of noh-handicapped

;children in integrated and non-integrated classes. These findings will be

outlined briefly and recommendations discussed.

Criteria Checklist: This instrument was developed by the Albuquerque

Special Preschool staff, to be completed by teachers and therapists, for the

purpose of making informed placement decisions for handicapped children.

Analyses revealed high inter-rater reliability and, on the average, high

positive correlations among items (internal consistency). Some revision

was --doLaecessary; the staff is currently working to develop more

precise definitions of some items and to eliminate items which proved

difficult to objectify. Moderately high positive correlations were found

between the Checklist and the LAP, the Westby Symbolic Play Scale, and the

Alpern Boll. Overall, the instrument proved to have high reliability and

good validity;-although, a larger sample would be -desirab

these'findings and to permit a factor analysis.

strengthen

Developmental Progress of Handicapped Children: Comparisons were not made

between the handicapped. integrated (HI) and handicapped non-integrated (HNI)

gróupi of children; rather, the performances of both groups were evaluated ,

and an attempt made to relate developmental gains to types of intervention

techniques. Significant progress, pre to posttestitg, was found across

groups on' all instrUments the Alpgrn Boll, LAP, Westby and'Criteria

Checklist. In addition, there was alrend (descriptively speaking) for



for4lLU (mean length of utterance) to increase acr:oss groups.

The handicapped children placed in non-integrated classes showed

progress in all except the physical area of.the Alpern Boll; whereas, on

the LAP, they made considerable gains in.language,-Self-help,'gross and

fine motor skills. The emphases in the special needs classes were on

language, self-help and gross motor skills. These children showed from

5.4 to 6.9 months progress In these areas during the 6 month period.

The handicapped children infintegrated settings,demonstrated 46-4

in self-heip and academic areas of the Alpern Boll; whereas, the LAP

indicated that the greatest Orogresi Ifs made in gross motor, social,

cognitive and language areas (with very little growth in self-help).

In the integrated classes, teachers emphasized language and cognitive

skills and socialization through many group activities; and, the children

demonstrated exdellent progress in these areas, in particular.

The different kinds of gains made by ihe HNI and HI groups were

-

associated with the nature of the instruments (with the LAP emerging as the

more reliable estimate of developmental level) and the different language

emphasis between the two classes. In'the non-integrated classes, the

teachers and therapists were more apt to work on vocabulary development.

The corresponding language development reflected a faster rate of vocabulany

acquisition. On the contrary, the classroom structure in the integrated

classes facilitated peer interactions involving language. Language develop-

ment in these classes reflected the acquisition of more complex language

functiohs.

On the Westby Symbolic Play Scale, the HNI group progressed less than

one stage, and the HI group progressed two stages, on the average. This was

also consistent with a different emphasis in the classes: the integrated

class is structured to encourage symbolic play, and the teachers/aides often

intervene to facilitate its development. There has been less emphasis on

>



symbolic play in the non-integrated (special needs) class. Ihese findings

hafe prompted the speech and language therapists to recommend more oppor-
.

tunities for symbolic play for the HNI group.

The range of behaviors exhibited by children across testing periods

was analyzed by looking at the number of behaviorS cm the Criteria Checklist

not exhibited pre and posttest. The HNI groqp showed an increased range of

behaviors; the HI group showed little progres, due to the fact that they

demonstrated a wide repertoire of ihese behaviors during the pretest period.

This particular measure has potential to evaluate program goal, and may

also indicate which of these behaviors stabilize over time. Currently, con-.,

sideration is being given to,adding items to the Checklist that will be

sensitive to changes in the behavioral repertoire of Hi children who are

functioning at higher levels,than HNI children.

While developmental progress was associated with teaching techniques

and classroom structure, the influence of maturation and other experiendes

cannot be ruled out.

Classification Analysis: A stepwise discriminant analysis showed that

posttest scores on the LAP, Westby and Criteria Checklist optimally discrimi-

nated between the HI and HNI groups of children. Over 51% of the variance

was accounted for by group membership, and 87% of the children were correctly

classified (or, were identified as belonging to the correct group) on,the

basis of these scores. "There were two childreri in the HI grolip and two

in the HNI group whose scores.on the LAP,, Westby and Checklist indicated

that they might more appropriately have _been included in the,Other group.

The explanations for these "misclassifications". provided suggestions for

the current revision of the Checklist: it_becameapparent that there were
4

lr',other criteria which were.employea in placement decisions and should be

included -- such as, parentaj expectations or desires, expressive language,

c.,



.40

acting-out behavior, etc. The present criteria provided useful guidelines

for class placement, however:

.#1041.

Non-handicapped Preschool Results: Due to methodological problems, it was

impossible to assess the qualitative differences of languagedevelopment

between two groups of preschool children -- one in a regular preschool

setting and the other an integrated classroom of handicapped and non-handicapped-

children. Descriptively speaking, there were no apparent differences between

the two groups.

Kindergarten Results: he'handicapped kindergarten children in integrated

classes temonstrated progress on the Purdue Perceptual Motor Survey, and

appeared to be operating at an academic level slightly below average on the

Test 0 Basic Experienes Inscompari,ng two groups of non-haviicapped

children -- one in an integratea kindergarten; the other in a regular kinder-

garten class -- no significant differences were found on their performances

on the TOBE or the Purdue. It appears that the presence of-handicapped

peers did not detract from the academic readiness of the non-handicapped

children.

COMPLETE REPORT OF RESEARCH-IS CONTAINED IN APPENDIX H.

AM

For cofiplete results, please write to Albuquerque Special Preschool

3501 Campus Blvd.,,,NE

Albuquerque, New Mexico 87106


