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Full-time . - e .
P — — . {As_Fuli-tismee Eyuuaiens)
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SECTION I

SUMMARY OF ACCOMPLISHMENTS ™.
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- The Albuquerque 1ntegration'0utreach Project set out'to stimu]ate

N

the awareness of profess1ona1s, parents and child care proV1ders regard1ng )
\ oL .
the advantages of servfhg young- hand1capped *¢hildren in ‘settings mh1ch "

~include their -non-handicapped peers. .Toward this end, products were

%

‘developed, field tested, and utiliZed to train professionals in . o
important aspects of integration: Extensive training occurred'in.séVeral

rural areas of the: state, as we]l as in, Albuquergue thh a large pub]1c

schoo] system. v oo
L Outreach assistance -- in the form of amareness information use
of products or d1rect training --’was received by HCEEP proJects, pro-
'fess1ona1s in attendance at DEC/HCEEP conference and the Internat1ona1
CEC. conference commun1ty programs serving deve]opmenta1ly disabled - B
* preschoolers ‘in New Mexico (1nclud1ng SOuthwest Serv1ces to the Hand1capped
A1l Ind1an Pueb]o Council Headstart :Zia' Therapy Center, Las cumbres . %
Learn1ng Center, the Rehab111tat1on Center), the Albuquergue Pub11c 5chooTs ‘ :"
and a number of regu1ar preschoo] programs in Albuquergue As anticipated_
outreach proaect staff were able to share know]edge regard1ng appropr1ate
effective programm1ng for young hand1capped ch11dren with profess1onals .
at the nationat :level” " and decision, makers Tn New Mex+co Through rural ,
and city outreach efforts, thh qua11ty programs for young hand1capped
children werg stimulated throughout the state " . !

A1l of the goa]s and obJect1ves were fu]ly met and, in several cages,

\ ue far exceeded the minimum number of hand1gapped-ch11dren expected to

benefit from outregch assistance. A performance report of gach. obJect1ve
has-been prepared by project staff (Sect1on I1). In each case, act1v1t1es‘ ;4 :
have been descr1bed, benefits -detailed, and recommendations made to
avercome real or possibie problems. = .

?
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.




(>
The Albuquerque-Integration Uutreach project received an enthusiastic
‘: ' responsé at both the state and local levels. Project staff, in add1t1on .. ‘ :
to the1r outreach respons1b1|1t1es were 1nv1ted by the state. of New

‘Mexico-to part1c1pate in site evaluations, in the development of an

P - ’ . R ' “ .
. N+ . early childhood state plan, and to provide input for the expenditure
of expansion funds for early childhood services. Numerous Jequests o £

for technical ass1stance and tra1n1ng reflect an awareness within New
.- Mexico -of the expertise of outreach staff members.
' The continuation of outreach act?vfties/could possibly occur on .

’ a very”ldmited basis. Rural programs in-New Mexico may be able to. secure

state funds occasionally for training purposes. Many such orograms have
- indicated a strong ‘interest 1n'rece1v1ng further tra1n1ng from “the

- Albuquerque Integratton Project. Al1l Indtan Pueblo Council has 1nd1cated

a desire to continue consulting with outreach staff regarding the ‘ .
" integration oflyoung handicapped children in their Headstart.programs.

\ Funds wouid be auai1ab1e for travel expenses only. In addition, it is - ' >
possible that Albuquerque’Publie?Scﬁools will request future consultation -
kbx*members of present city outreach team, given the unqua|1f1ed success.
w1th which }?81 -82 activities were met. The‘maJor prablem 1n,de11ver1ng

such serv1ces w111 be for Albuquerque Special Preschoo] to receive ' ‘

- suff1c1ent fund?ng to reta1n adequate, qual1f1ed staff ' ‘ ~-14' ‘

Gt
a ‘\ “‘___ ‘ \

Although outreach proJects do not receive techn1ca1 ass;stdnce from‘ - ) h}‘;
o " WESTAR, we still found this: consortaum to be a vaIyab1e resource, staffed <z:>
S by hfghly quaﬂ1fied and he]pfui profess1onals More important A]buquerque ) o
- , Spec1a| Preschool enJoyed an exce11ent work1ng re1at1onsh1p with Spec1a1

g hducation Programs, Hand1capped Ch1]drenas Early Educatlon. Both Project

L

v and ﬁrants officers were read1]y ava11ab1e to -assist with proJect’
) .9‘4 /




~. o \t_
. \ 4
management. ' Federal support of the activities' glineated in this

2 [l

report has contributed greatly to the overall qué]ﬁ;x of services for

t . . N v . : g
young handicapped chiidren in the state of New Mexjco. ‘
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.Design/disseminate brochure describing Albuquerque Integration

0b3ect1ve 1:
Model through the. OQutreach Model to stimulate requests for information and . *
dewonstration site visits. .

‘-

) N - . .,,‘ - ' ¢ “
PR R . g .

e

v‘-

programs nat1onw1de (see Append1x A) In New Mex1coQ 100 brochures were

.l} o
, '47 "

\,\‘ disseminated to: . . R o .
S ‘ beve1opmenta1‘625abt1tties broérems (state funded) 16 ° '
- with ear1ybch11dhood components.
Albuquerque Public School personnel - 21
. Un1ver51ty professors 12 "”fa”'
f Se1ected A]buquerque regular preschool personne] 8. .
. State Department Division of_Educat1on, 4

¥ Department of Special Education

Programs for Children . 4
Professional organizations A 7
Miscellaneous program staff around the state ' . 31
’ Y
/(w
/ N
Nat1ona11y, 110 brochures were sent to: .

“Handicapped Ch11dren s Early Education Programs 100

M1sce1}aneous personne].around the country, awe= 10
B . © " Total 213

‘The OQutreach project has received brochure requests from eight HCEEP
,programs (1nc]ud1ng one outreach proJect) outS1de of NeWtMex1co, three
New Mexico developmenta] d1sab1]1ties programs, two preschool programs

in Albuquerque, and one in Washington. The fol]owing results provide
i | o . OV

5 . { .
] . L\\ .

T The: 0utreach ProJect brochure was des1gned, pr1nted and sent to . - o

sy 2

st ke GG
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information about specific requests generat%d by the brochure “as well as ° . .
: _ ! .

ST o

~3

3
Ll

~  ‘the products disseminated.

S .
e .

[

Types and number of requests stimulated by the brochufe

v /
.- Model utilization/intensive training 6
Workshops/Seminar . . . - 7
Site Visits 4
Awareng§s/information s ' 8
Consultation ’ 3
Sﬁecific area or product . ya ‘
Products Disseminated: . ’
. Brochure with overview of Albuquerque Special .8
p Ersschool services . . ) .
Parent strategies and needs a§sessmeni, . 6
=N Summary of results of play behavior research 6 -
Guide for Integrating Handicapped or Non- | .8
Handicappgg Preschool Children
: Planning letter to arrange future training, 4 '

technical assistance or consultation

-

Since the present grant covered direct assistance and training only

i

within the state of New Mexico, it Qas not possible to deliver these
services elsewhere, a]thpugh a number of such requests were received. In

' retrospect, the brochure should have indicated that only products could b¢}~ :

. R

disseminated rather than services t6 people outside of New Mexico. cip

. '
Albuquerque Special Preschool also conducted many other dissemination
* . 4 L3

activities. Presentations were given to-local civic g parent groupss

and a high school for young parents. Albuquergue Special Preichool's




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

training site.

As a ?esu]t, the Special tducation Department has placed

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

Twelve nursiﬁg studentsy two Master's level students from the Department

of Communication D1sorders, and one workstudy 'student from the University of .

New Mexico comp]eted orOJects or field stud1es at theé Preschool.

' Parents and professionals from around the state have also made site

visits to‘the demonstration classes. Tab]e 1 out]1nes the number and

type of visitors to Albuguerque Spec1a1 Preschool.

’

. Increasing Awareness

-

project has ﬁade impact in a-variety of ﬁ%ys. The fol]owing breakdown

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

¢

Number of persons requesting additional mater1als/ 88
1nformat1on . . .

Number ,of persons visiting demonstration site 204

Product Deve]opment/Dfstribution

Number of grin%ed publications- avajlable (includes 27
.relevant handouts) :

. Number of printed publications distributed 229
Number of children receivinglneW/improvéd services 67
via use of selected materials .
Stimulating Higﬁ‘ﬁuality 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 59

-

|
|
|
\
‘|
The Outreach/Integrat1on ' '
|
|




: 3
- a " TABLE 1 .
Visitors to Albuquerque Special Preschool
, Juiy 1, 1981 - June. 11, 1982 s
~ . ) " '
; T , “General
Parents ~—PRrofessionals/Paaprofessionals Students*& Faculty Public
49 " 163 32 ‘ 20 &
*  (ircludes (includes some attendance at
some atten- in-service prgsentations and )
dance at at a NMAEYC tour) .o -
meetings and - . .
classes) v o ) ! : '
C 3 .
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: descr1pt1on of this workshop

N

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 imi tation and
use of peer models in the sk111 acquisition.

Objective two was expanded. to 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 wﬁo serve children on Albuquerque SBecia] Preschool's waiting

- -

list, or with whom the Preschool staff had worked previously. Rural New
Mexico preschool/daycare centers also expressed an interest in receiving®
training from the Outreach staff. (heré?grg, a day long.workshop in

o X
March, 1982 was.designed for this population. The emphasis was on’

-giving the audience ap overview of normal speech and motor development’

and -potential probléms, actiVities to promote speech and motor development
{

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

parentsu The agenda rat1ona1e handouts, and eva]uatron summary from .

<

the workshop are included 1n Append1x B. Outlined in Table 2 is q

13

¥

¥ v, F -

) During Spr1ng, 1982, a coalition of commun1ty‘agenc1es met to dis€uss
training childcare providers to care for hand1cappedvth11dren. F11ers
were distributgd throughout Albuquerque to verify the neeq for trgihing
providers (see Appendix B). Cariﬁb, a childcare referral agency was,'
identified as the contact agency.

Following positive responses to the flier, a workShop was organ1zed
by all agencies involved (see Table 2). Funding available through the
Outreach ‘grant (OSE) fnabled Albuquerque Special Preschool to host the

workshop. " The emph&éis of the workshop was on educating chi1dcaﬁ%

-

.

N

%,

-

+

e

3
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providers‘on the issue of handicapped children and‘hays in Whicﬁ they

-

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

s

the Tatter goal was on the use of non-handicapped children in the same -

settiﬁg. ’

Afnouncements of the workshop were mai1ed te a11.presehools and
childcare providers registered with Carino (N=5005 (see Appendix B).
Eighteen persons attended, representing agency and private in-home’
“providers of non-handicapped children. See Appendix B for the workshop

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

C

. pro&iders.‘ For those in attendance, the workshop was very successful;
comments were positive and plans were made to visit facilities which
iﬁcluded handicapped children. _ i

. When this workshop was first planned, it was felt that we‘could
provide training to facilitate an eptima1 daycare environment. However,
“people interes%ed in treining indicated they were fearful about meeting
the needs of handicapped children and what they wanted.wa5lgeﬁera1 ’
ewereness informetion Therefore, the focus was placed on decreasingﬁ%
the anxiety toward hand1capped children so_that providers wou]d accept
these ¢hildren into the1r fac111ty . .

During the summer, 1982, the coelit{on will re-evaluate a need to provide
further'tra1n1ng In order to impact more people, it was sdggested that
___the publ1c T.V. station film the barent/provider panel for a half hour T.V:‘

A}

segment . ) s

3,

* Through the needs assessment sent to Albuquerque preschoo]/daycare »

providers (see Append1x B) it was established that the Butterf1y Tree

Prescho¥ and Nursery wanted tra1n1ng through d1rect ass1stance and consu]-,'

tation. The Integration Spec1a1ist from the City Outreach team, and the

+ \

.

3
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: ) teacper for the two year old class at the Butterfly Tree Preschool met and
discusied the child on A]buquerquefSpecia] Preschool's haiting 1ist who
is now served at Butterfly Tree. The teacher said she particularly wanted
assistance wifh th{s éhiQd's language and behavior problem§.‘ A contract:
T including objectives and pfocedures, was set up to meet the’needs of the
teacher and child kseevAppend{f B). A1l objectives were met sétisfactprﬁ]y,
as verbally stated by Butte%f]y Tree's teacher(i We were unable to obtain

a writteh evaluation, although several attempts were-made.

The Albuquerque Special Preschool waiting 1ist teacher continued to
see this child and teacher periodically on a consdltation basis. = . R
: . - t L. ) . . .:
- . . .0 ,,1':' ‘ B
| - L ! "
T, ‘ r:‘
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Training
N

Title of workshop

? " .
Date and Time °

'
«

L I

2}
3¢
ﬁ,
2

TABLE 2’

B

o)

orkshops for Preschoo1/Daycare Providers

’

“Teaching Strategies for Working with Handicapped
and Non Hand1cdpped Ch11dren"

March 4, 1082 : - T
8:30 a.m. to 4: 00 p.m. -

Title of workshop

Date and Time

Location

Presenters

Audience

Total number attending workshbp - 18

" Location” ' ‘.‘& ‘Albuquerque Spec1a1 Preschool
A T \
. .-Presenters Erin Moody, Pat Krchmar, Peggy Sheldon,
e = Mary Fortess, Darry Breshears Routon P
Audience Personnei from: )
f Yo ‘. Ocotillo Preschool - "Silver C1ty, New Mex1co
. o -L4S Cumibres Early Learning Center, Los A1amos, New Mex1co
- _. Acoma Headstart - Acoma, New Mexico- )
v Zia Therapy ‘Center - 'Alamogorda, NeW Mexico™ .
) Mar1posa Headstart - Albuguerque , :New Mexico -
h B - Centro De; Amor Heddstart - A1buquerque, New Mexico
- . Sam Fe11pe Headstart - San Felipé, New Mexico )
<. . *'Aﬂbuqﬂerque Spec1a1 Preschoo1 - Albuguerque, New. Mexxco
. r " Fe ) #
"Tota1 numier attend1ng workshop - 23 ‘ \5
” . « . - -

************************'
)

“New L1fe in thé Ne1ghborhood"

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

Albuquerque Special Preschool

Linda Askew,

Mary Fortess, Albuguerque Special Preschool

Pat McMahon, Esperafza Para de Los Ninos Preschoo1
Carlotta”Garcia, " v "

Cynthia Giibert, " woon " "
.Charlotte Baca, " oo " "
Diane Tilgner, The Rehabilitation Center

Stan. Handmaker, M.D., Programs for Children

Personnei f rom:

Albuquerqq; Public Schools ,
Albuquerque YWCA childcare providers N
Esperanza Para de Los Ninos Preschool -

The ‘Rehabilitation Center .
Albuquerque Special Preschool

aad

Al

M-
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Objective 3: Disseminate research results at the national level
[N : "
! u .

| Research results from the model project period were summarized
u/-:' - .

"(Appendix C) by the Director and Evaluation Consultant during the summer

i

, % of 1981.+ _These were disseminated by staff members of the Albuquerque \
, -
Special Preschool's Integration model at two national conferences

2

+ and one state conference. Table 3 outlines these;gxﬁfessionai

n v
3 B

~ -presentations.

The Project Director gave a presentation at the_annual HCEEP/DEC
conference in Washington, B.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 .

L3

the outreach brochure, generated a numberéof requests for the.Guide angé:
® ¢

additional information from the Albuquerque Integrat1on/0utreach project.
These data have been reported under ObJect1ve 1. The handout is 1nck\ded\

in Appendix C. . > e, ’ \

\

i
'
'

. The occupational therapiigiand two teachers from® the Albuquerque ’
Special Preschool's Integration Project presented at the New Mexico

Association for Education of Young Children conference on March’6, 1982.
- .o ya “ .
‘ The occupational therapist's presentation was entitled “Motor Development ! .
' 1
in the Classroom" and drew an audience of approx1mate1y 30 profess1onals

PR ‘- X
The teacners presentat1on was ent1t1ed "Teach1ng Strateg1es for -
$

Integratxng Hand1capped Children with Non Hand1capped Children" drew an
audience of approx1mate1y 25 people. Both of these presentatnons

generated interest in the-Jntegrat1on/0utreach project as reported in
. l M
0bJect1ve 1. \

The Project D1rector Rural Outreach Coordinator, and City Outreach

e

Coord1nator presented 1nfornatxon about. the integration model at the ,
“ . N . ".“ o

-12~




L2

‘evaluation efforts.

International Council for Exceptional Children Conference in Houston,

y

Texas on April 13, 1982. Approximately 40 professionals attended this

session entitled "Integrating Handicapped and Non-Handicapped 4

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 information

. b4

were also received. )
Further research was conducted during 1981-82; and it was determined

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

data before submission of manuscripts for publication or request for

{

- JDRP approvql were warranted. See section III for a discussion.of

’
]




TABLE 3

State and National Presentations,
Qutreach Project 1981-1982

Title "Children In Integrated Settings"

Conference HCEEP/DEC

Location Washington, D.C.'

Qg;g' Decemﬂer, 1981 T .
“Presenter - - Gail Beam, Director ' \\\

Number éf People in Attendance - Approximate]y“ﬁot . .

**************#****** -

.«Title’ “"Motor Déveiopmgft in the C1assrpom"

Conference New Mexico Assocjation for Education of Young Chj!dreﬁ Conference
sLocation . Albuquerque, New Mexico L .

Date March 6, 1982 '

Presenter | Erin Moody, Occupatiohal Therapist '

Number of People in Attendgnce - Appro imately 40 _ ' . N 2

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

Title "Motor Development !qighe C]a sroom" \ ‘\é -
Conference New Mexico Association for Eduoation of Young th11dren Conference
Location ‘ Albuquerque, New Mexico "

Date March 6, 1982 4 'a\k

Presenter Loey Kirk, teacher  Linda Askew, teycher !

2

Number of ‘People in Attendance - Approximately 25




-~ A
Title “Integrating Handicapped with'Non Handicapped Preschoolérs:

-

A Report of Three Year's Research, with Implications for
Teachersg" . )
Py

Conferéhcé international Council for Exceptional Children

-

Location Houston, Texas . : )
»
Date " Aprit 13, 1982 '
Presenters Gail Beam, Director
N Pat Krchmar, Rural Qutreach Coordinator : ¢
~ Mary Fortess, City Outreach Coordinator

Number of'PeopJe in Attendance ,‘Approximatel} 40




Objective 4: Field Test the Guide for Integrat1ng Hand1capped and Non- =~
Handicapped Preschog} Children. =

One hundred twenty copies "of the Gu1de for Integrat1ng Handicapged~

[

and Non- Hand1capped Preschool Ch11dren were d1str]buted to HCEEP proJects,

Rura] and C1ty Outreach program staff members, preschoo]s\Jn which ch11dren
from A]buquerque Special Preschool’ sﬁwa1t1ng Tist were enrol]ed ‘a parent
support group, and profess1onals around the country who requested it as
a result of the Outreach Brochure or a 11st1ng 1n Westar's Newsletter ' L
~ A questionnaire was developed, to eva]uate the effectiveness of this:
'manua1 (see Appendix D). This‘?nstrument nas,desfgned to Rssess user
reaction to each maEOr‘tontébt'area, and so1icited‘respdnses about format,
comp]exity,.usefuiness, and other general c;aractenistdcs of the guide
depending on users' needs. The users' evaluation was mailed ’February to ae

! -~

these people using the gu1de twe]ve were comp]eted and returned to
A]buquerque Spec1a1 Preschool by the March dead11ne.

Generai]y speaking, pepp]e thought the Guide was well nrganized
_ about the r1ght 1ength the information was understandab]e, and usefu] to
a var1ety of personne] programs. A compilation of the results fnnm the

Users' Evaluation Questionna1re is included on the examp]e in Appendtx

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

This revision will be completed by the end of the project period
(see Appendix D). ?ne revised cop1es will be sent to all 1nd1v1dua1s "
. and/or Erograms which-used/the preliminary edition during 1981-82. The ,
authors of the Guide have received apprpval from’L{NC for marketing. The
success of this effort ntlt be determined 0utside~the scope of the present
project. ' o ' | |

*Enclosed, under separate cover. , - ' L&\




( ’
ObJect1ve 5: Validate suggested cr1ter1a for placement of handicapped ~
children in _integrated programs. .

t
5

l
i

The ?taff:gthAlbUQUerque Special ;reschool assisted in the development
of anxinstrument Criteria for Integrating/Meinstreaming Handicapped :
Children, which would determ1ne whether a hand1capped ch1Id wou'ld benef1t

- L from a classroom exper1ence w1th non-hand1capped peers (see Appendzx E). " v )
The ‘purpose of th1s 1nstrumentﬂwas to add obJect1v1ty to the method used
by profess1onals and parents for recommending that a'ch11d s onIy inter-
i vent1on‘occur in a larger, less structured sett1ng
o _The <instrument measures the extent to which a child .has mastered
certain skills or exhibits certain characterIsticc. There are 30 behaviors
on Whichﬁeach child is rated. Following a revision in the Fall, 1981, the

\

form was completed by the teacher, occdoational and speeth'therapjst for .
"each ch1ld who»was at Ieast three years o]d by October 1, 1981. Th{; process H
was regeated in May, 1981. These data(were.analyzed to determine if certain .
skills acqu1s1t1on or behav1ors,'in fact, predict success in an‘integrated ’ .
' _ class. {See Section\III of this report‘for re;earch resolts). o

‘ In1t1a11y, it was believed that this instrument could be used almost

. 1mmed1ate1y to ass1st in placing ch1ldren. However questione and concerns

regarding the weight factor and the relevance of.part1cu1ar items have

necessitated further revisions. Fo]Iow1ng analys1s of the,1981-82 data,: o ) 3

~t

1nc]ud1ng‘rev1s1ons in the 1nstrument, a final 1nstrument shou]d be . ‘@'g

ava1lable 1n Fall, 1981. Suggest1ons for this revision are reported in

’

Sect1on III. , % o ‘ o U

s
&
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‘ [
-
/
Although the Criteria for’Integrating/Mainstreaming Handicapped /
R [
Children promises to be a worthwhile tool, establishing its validity "
\ s . . - . L
and reliability requires extensive analysis. Albuquerque Special Preschool o
. ‘ ) . /
intends to utilize this instrument, and eventually disseminate it - ,
nationwide. , o
A . ' . T T i '*i
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. .
Ubjective 6 - Provide Qutreach Assistance to rural New Mexico early child-
hood programs in-order to serve 15-20 ‘handicapped childyen (approximately)
in.settings which involved their non-handicapped‘peers%

/

V. /
The target agencies .chosen to receive outreach as,

L4

jstance were the

istrative arrangements was accumulated through the [Albuquerque Special

Preschool Outreagh Site Data Sheet (see Appendix F).~\Other New Mexico

agencies named abpve participated in portions of the A buquérque Special .o
Preschool outreach activities, as a result of their regponses §o the '
Albuquerque Special Preschool Outreach brochure (see Ol jective_l).

The Ocotillo Development Cenper_and Par;nt Pdwer rograms of swsﬁ have .
a'staff of seven. Of these seven there were three teaghers, two ;eachera'
aides, one vélun?eer trainee/aide, one programidirector teacher, and one . P (j;
assistaht direcfor/infant coordinafor (Table 6). Tﬁé<§£ogram serves 31 '
handicapped children (Table 7). . - S . .

There were three AIPC Hé@dstarf hrogrgms that A]buqqerque,Special '

At

Preschool Rural Outreach Team worked with directly. These’ included ,

JAcoma Headstart; San Felipe Headstart, and Isleta Headstart. The Acoma

program had a staff of eight consisting of one program director, three

~



TABLE 4

RURAL OUTREACH CONTACTS -
‘ NUMBER OF
_ SITE s CONTACTS/CONSULTATION*
Ocotillo Development Center (SWSH) 22 '
. - B ( .0 )
.-, . .| A1t Indian Pueblp Council (AIPC), ' . - o
. . Acoma, Isleta, and San Felipe Head- '. . 32
start .. ¢ .
Westerd Valéncia. County Human - ' .
Resources Center - Preschool . r . 9 ) .
1 Las Cumbres Early Learn1ng Services ) " , . . _
1 (Espanola) X , 9 P
) Socorro/Sierra Learning Services - - ‘ )
Mariposa Preschool 1 5 - i
Zia Therépy Center (Alamogordo) =~ . 2 .
Roswell Mirasql Preschool Program a ’ 1 -
TABLE 5 . -
RURALVOUTREACH 'SITE HOURS OF TRAINING. ¢ -
. R )
. . . ‘ »
RURAL OUTREACH SITE HOURS .OF TRAZNING )
Ocotiilo. (SWSH) Total , s haurs ' , o ;
" ALPC Directors 1 6 hours o a
Acoma, - ' 19 hours o 3
Isleta . ¢ , 9 hours i : B
San Felipe 7 22% hours 1o, Co T
AIPC Total o s SThars .| - | «
Western Valencia County ' ‘. e N .
Human Resources Center - - = % 6 hours ' e
*[Preschool - \ - . ' . , :
s »
Las Cumbres Early Learn1ng . , . Sy
Services YEspanola) : T 7% hours ‘ o T
Zia Therapy Center L \ R ) ?%
,(AIamogordo) - 7% hours | 4
- ) I ’ [
X - - - *1nc1udesﬂphonecalls, letters, etc
' . R ’ -20-- : : C o ‘u"‘
* . .:«’.:"«r : : - 3 0 ' o . '\: 5/
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TABLE 6

RURAL OUTREACH TARGET AGENCY-STAFF INFORMATION

1

RURAL QUTREACH SITE - TYPE OF STAFF TOTAL
Ocotillo Development Professional Personnel (excluding 1 )
Center (SWSH) teachers)
Teachers . 3
b o Paraprofessionals 3 -
Aeoma Headstart Professional Personnel (exc]uding' 1 ;:
(AIPC) teachers) 3 G
Teachers 4 i
Paraprofessionals 3
Isleta Hggdstéft Professional Personnel (excluding 3
(AIPC) =* - - teachers) ) .
; Teachers 5 N
Paraprofessionals _8
San Felipe Headstart Professional Personnel {excluding ., 2
(AIPC) teachers) v <
Teachers 3
? Paraprofessionals 3
A \ .
TABLE 7 (
RURAL OUTREACH TARGET AGENCY-CHILDREN SERVED
RURAL OUTREACH SITE - TOTAL \
I0cotillo Development handicapped 31
:Center (SWSH) ' Non-Handicapped - 0
Acoma Headstart Handicapped ) 5 3
(AIPC) Non-Hand1icapped 60 ;
Isleta Headstart Handicapped 6 :
(AIPC) " Non-Handicapped - ‘Bp
San. Felipe Headstart Handicapped 4
(AIPC) Non-Hand1capped - . 41 .

a2l




.teachers, one paraprofessional therapist, and. threb teachers' aides {Tabte
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, ‘\wi

a Consultant for Handicapped Ch11dren;/a,HeETfﬁ'Coonaﬁnator, five teachers, :
and 7 teachers' aides (Table 6). Thi program had 92 children enrolled ‘..Qi

,ot whom 6 were identified as handicapped (Tab]e 7).

The San Fe]ipe program had a staff of eight, consisting of a Directon,
an Assistant Director/Handicaopeq Coordinato » three teachers,~and three ;;‘:eh%
teachers' aides (Table 6). This brogram served 45;cnijonen of whom four o
have been identified as handicapped (Table 7).

The total number of staff served through rural ootreach was 39. The ‘ ~’é§

' . e

total number of handicapped children served by thes® rural outreach target

a;encies'was 46."
The minimum obligations of the target agencies to utilize model ' Léﬁ
components in receipt of outreach assistance were as fo]]ows
1) Comp]ete Albuquerque Special Preschool Qutreach Project Needs S . aﬂé

Assessment (see quend1x F) des1gned to identify program
areas in which the agencies are in need of ass1stance/tra1n1ng

¥

2) Examine,.apply, and evaluate M Guide for Integrat1ng Handicapped .
. and Non-Handicapped Preschool Children

3) Complete the Outreach Site Data Sheet and set aside time for AT
meetings with the outreach team : A . -

4) Make site visits to Albuquerque Special Preschoo] demonstrat1on ' ‘
classes

'5} Attend in-service activities and wonkshops sponsored by the ' ;
Albuquerque Special Preschool . .o

f

_Written agreements (contracts) were devised with the cooperation of

outreach staff and target agency staff outlining specific objectives, methods, - 5

o materials, and results (see Append1x F). Progress oni each objective was g wiffﬁs

rev1ewed per1od1ca1Ty, modvfied 1f necessary, and assistance/trainina was

,‘ §~‘ “ ‘ . "‘ .
o - e e h.gg_ T
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ided. Each térget agency began to implement model components

le to their program

S THhESTERN NEW MEXICO SERVICES TO HANDICAPPED CHILDREN AND ADULTS, INC.

Activities\@gg trainingkfor individual sites will be discussed in »
" some detail to sum Lb different levels of participation. The Ocotillo/ . :
‘ "'SWSH staff displayed a strong interest in outreach activ{ties,\particularly
those aimed at upg;ading the Ocotillo*program to ref1ecf high quality
programming for young handicapped chi]dren,’ Because of the varied , ;irtf
educationa1‘backgrounds of SNSH:gtaff; they chose outreach activities
that would enhance their generéi knowledge of the fields of special
education and éarly ch11dhood educat1on. ;

Outreach staff visited the Ocotiilo Development Center.(SWSH) over
a period of eight days. These visits involved team teaching, occupationa] ¢
and speech/language therapy consultations, gbservations, implemeqtation ' o

of environmental modifications, and. inservice trainfhg (see Table 5, and

7). ." . = © _. . L

Members of SWSH staff made two visits to A]buquerqhe Special Preschool

N s

to- observe demonstration classrooms and attend workshop activities (see
Table 8). 1In addition, two SWSH staff members aftended the International
Council for Exceptional Cﬁi]dren Conference in Houston, Texas din April, “y
1982. ‘ ‘ | ¥
Integration of non-handicapped preschoo1ers was not implemented d1rect1y
at the SWSH fac111ty It was determined that 1ntegrat10n could be achieved f?
through ma1nstream1ng some of the mildly to moderately hand1capped SNSH L
Breschoolers 1n the Headstart and other preschool/day care programs in
Silver City Preparatjpn for mginstreaming was accompl;shed pr1mari]y

tbrough inservice trainiﬁg, incfuding such,bomponents‘as transitions and
i , . ¢ ' i i . . ) - R .
: . . . L o <23~ /. . . L e




the nefyorking of agencies

_3E§ preschool population at SWSH, with its varied age ranges and
developmental levels, proved to‘hevzgch a heteroganeous group that the
princip]es“of.integratioh’detailed in;the Albuquerque Special Preschool
Guide (Appendix D),

were quite applicable. The staff field tested the

guide and provided suggestions for its revision. Additioha] accoﬁntabi]ity
of SWSH attainment of contract goals were as follows: )
SWSH staff were asked to be accountab]e for their contract goa]s through
the deve]opment of a da11y c]assroom schedule prov151on of developmentaTAy
" appropriate Tearning activities for preschoo]ers, and extens1ve modification

of classroom environments. Suggest1ons were made to the SNSH/Ocot1llo '
parent copponent, st1mu1at1ng greater parent 1nvo]vement through a .
parent newsletter and volunteer activities (playground maintgnancem
oainting, etc.). |

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

A

and thho;gh thé.measurement
the Outreach

presentations (see Appendix F, Eva]uation'Forms)
of SWSH's attainment of goals and objectives, as stated o
Agreementa(see Appendix F). A]1 objectives were completed by the year ‘énd

I‘The,fina]‘outcome was that SWSH demonstrated the_ahility to

+

deadline.
implement many Albuguerque Special‘Preschool outreach suggestiogécin

ordér to improve program quality ahd to begin the integration of-young
. e ‘ . _‘ ’? ’

handicapped children into early childhood programs in Silver‘City. - SWSH

had done this in the past by p]acingésomeuof’their mildly ‘handicapped .

children in the local Headstart progfam. ‘Howevér, this oracticé had . not

been well received by Headstart due to-a 1ack'of interagency coordination

(i.e., poor transition procedurés-andijnadequate communication). Techgﬁca]

RN
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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 fdxHeadstart 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 anm additional 16 to be mainstreamed
- in the fall of 1982. SWSH will be responsibie for interagency coor-
X dination and developmental follow up (projected: 1x/year with Portage . -
9 , *.?rpject).* o ' W - T : ”g
P T ‘ ' . _ . o1
ALL INDIAN PUEBLO COUNCIL , . - . Y

o ¥
ARG

1 §YA
%

e
T

The three.Headstart programs'coordinated through Ali{ Indian Pueblo

e
R

Council (AIPC) chose to attend workshops and/or receive specific training
on selected topics as their primary involvement with Albuquerque Special
Preschool oytreach=— A1l three Headstart programs attended 1-3 training

workshops held at the Albuquerque Special Preschool and at Acoma Headstart fgﬂ
~ 134

N , 2 v,
Center (see Tables 8 and 5). Additional Headstart teachers from McCarty's ERen
' . - ’ }‘:“ ' H
attended the workshop at Acoma. Headstart staff also made 2 site visits 3%, »
b i

to A]buquerque Spec1a1 Preschool to observe two demonstration c]assrooms Yod, '}

(Tables 7 ‘and 8) The 15 handicapped ch11dren attend1ng these Headstart | |

programs were—lnmegrated prior to A]buquerque Special Preschgol outreach_ -

contact. Therefore, outreach services were designed primarily to support

or improve 1ntegrat1on in a sett1ng where staff had 1ittle exper1ence with

handicapped children; Wraining, techn1ca1 assistance, occupational and .

speech/language therapy consultations were prOV1ded for the development '

of specific strateg1es for individual handicapped children ax two centers,"
. San Felipe Headstart chose to ut1lize Albuquérque Special Preschool
outreach to help parents -deal with Behaviors of children and to beg1n

- 2 4
s . B ) . )
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Table 8 ‘ \
: ‘ - -

RURAL OUTREACH WORKSHOPS

TITLE: Demonstration Site Visit/Planning Appropriate Activities, Use of
Assessment Information, Strategies for Behav1or Management i
LOCATION: Albuquerque Special Preighool Albuquerque, NM. . T )
DATE : “January 19-20, 1982 o
PRESENTER(S): Albuquerque Special Preschoo] staff - Steve Ho]burn Pat Krchmar, if
o Peggy Sheldon . “J*' ni

AUDIENCE: ' 0cot111o Development Center staffy, Southwestern Services for the
.,Handzcapped (SWSH) ; .

ATTENDANCE : 3 ¥ . o

HOURS INVOLVED: =14 hours

4

4 ' ******‘***************** .
TITLE: © . . Teaching Strategies for Working with Hand capped and Non-Hand1capped Y
Children and Demonstrat1on Site Visit. i
" LOCATION: - Albuquerque Spec1a1 Preschoo], A]buquerque, M. SO \',Qé
OATE:  March 4, 1982 o L K
PRESENTER(S): Albuquerque Special Preschool staff - Mary Fortess, Pat Krchmar, -', )
Bobbye Krehbiel, ErinchsQi Darro Routon, Peggy Sheldon o 4
. i
AUDIENCE: _‘Acoma Headstart staff, A1l Indian Pueblo Council &AIPC) -5 attending ) j

" Albuquerque Centro de -Amor Headstart staff N
Albuquerque Mariposa Headstart staff - ) ) 3
Las Cumbres Early Learning Services staff (Espano]a) 2 attending .. s o
Ocotiilo Development Genter staff (SWSH)-3 attending " :
San Felipe Headstart staff (AIPC)-3 attending
Zia Therapy Centei staff-2 attending -

ATTENDANCE : =23 o |
HOURS -INVOLVED: =7% hours ) . AN
o ' Sk dedekseod ek ook e ek e de ok - : | oo o
JITLE: | 0verv1ew of Hand&tapping Cond1t1gns, Cbgn1t1ve/Developmenta} ; ﬁé,
Approach - Implications fbr Learning through P]ay and Demonstratio 3{ N
Site Visit _ : U f
. LOCATION: Albuquekque Special Preschool, A]buquerque, NoM. -\ :‘%
DATE: - March 19, 1982 L _ \ '\TSf
PRESENTERS:  Albuquerque Shecial Preschgol staff - Pat Krchmar, Pegdy Sheldon-- -~

e .
N . .
N [~y e we s . - v
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AUDIENCE: Isleta Headstart staff (AIPC)
ATTENDANCE: =14 : 2 »
HOURS INVOLVED: =4 hours

1
****************"‘\***** Jkkk e

TITLE: Jtrategies to Facilitate the Integra::;l\ff Hand1capped Children
nto Regular Early Childhocd Programs 3

LOCATION: Acomita Headstart School, Acoma, N.M,

DATE: April 30, 1982 ,

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

AUDIENCE: Acoma Headstart staff (AIPC)
' . - McCarty's Children's Day Care Center
A TTENDANCE : =18
AQURS INVOLVED: =6 hours ’
i
FAYN * .
- Y P x
L
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“ revision of outreach agﬁeementsJ?see Appendix F).. ,,'. '

' agencies. Unforﬁeen changes in personnei (three centers changed directors)

deve10p1ng a parent handbook. Basically, outreach support cons?sted of
1 ] M ‘ Y

helping teachers and parapiofessionals with adequate early chitdhood

+

backgrounds accomodate these children with special education+needs into.

their programs. -

’r

For various reasons,'tne AIPC Headstart programs were unable to

par%icipate as fully expected. The cenfers were‘unab]e to attend all

-

of the workshops offered and the Albuquerque Special Preschool outreach
team encountered some difficulty in rescheduling site vi$its and cancelled

. o ~ » y
consultations. Two of the centers lost their directors, and the_ensuing
- T o L

j/ . -
change in persbiinel required the rural ,outreach team to-ree$tablish

communications: However;‘the‘San Felipe, Isleta, and :Acoma Headstart

~N . R . W, . .
Centers completed' the minimum requirements for particfpation witHout

»

SUMMARY

The rural components of Alquuerque Special Preschool outreach did

not undertake a study -of ch11d progress data. The lack of availability

t [

- 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 ndt conducted due to the
rural outreach team's miniwa] contact with parents.

In assessing rural outreaéh, in general, several suggestions for
improvement are'clear Generally, outreach personnel should strive to
be flex1b1e and have wealistic expectatlons when dealing w1th outs1de ‘;1
posed problems in schedu11ng and the cont1nu1ty of program changes Q

Fund1ng and job secur1ty were common concerns at three of the rural

N
.
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TYPE OF TRAINING:

LOCATION:

DATE:
PRESENTER(S) :
AUDIENCE :
ATTENDANCE :
HOURS TNVOLVED:

LOCATION:
DATE ;
PRESENTER(S) :

AUDIENCE : -

ATTENDANCE:
~ HOURS INVOLVED:

i
~ |

- TYPE OF TRAINING

‘LOCATION

s ?\‘

:DATE‘ e
. p&e§ENTtR(*s)

.

‘ \
) I
W AR

: AUDIENCE'*
”i \ ATTEND%NCE
a HUURS INVOLVEDJ

.
e é\
LA \ .
.,

:",v

- t
=7 .
' :
.

TYPE OF TRAINING:

Table 9
RURAL OUTREACH- DIREGT TRAINING

Site Visit/Consultation

Ocotillo Devélopment Cepter (SWSH), Silver City, N.M.

September 27 28, 1981 .

Albuquerque Spec1al Preschool-staff - Pat Krchmar, Peggy She1don

Ocotillo {SWSH) staff,

wd

" Co

=14 hours . L (g\ . i

0 ' - . R i\:
*************************

' Consultatwon/In Serv1de/Team Teach1ng ¥

ﬁcot11To Development Center (SNSH), S11ver City, N. M

‘m!

Ogtober 22,23 1981 . ‘ig; .o e
"Albuquerque Spec1al Preschool staff - Pat'Krchmar
0cot1110W(SNSH) staff ' ¢§\', S
=60 . B o o Y
RN . . - o &
‘14 hours f N Sy

¢\4
********************3****§

‘_r'. \\x‘ %\]{ﬂ

i
aCOnSu1tat1on/In Service/Team\Ieaéhing
-Ocotillo Development Center (SNSH), S11ver City, N. M
 December 3-4, 1981 -3

A]buquenque Spec1a1 Presthoo] staff - Pat Krchmar,.Erin Moody -
"0Ccupat1ona1 Therapist, Peggy Sheldon

C Ocdt%T]O (SﬂSH).staff and parents Ty

212

~.=14 hours

Seifedek Fe e dedede e ek dedededede ded e ek
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TYPE OF TRAINING:

- LOCATION:

DATE:

" PRESENTER(S):

AUDIENCE :
ATTENDANCE:
HOURS INVOLVED: -

“TYPE OF TRAINING:

LOCATION:

«

DATE: 5

PRESENTER(S): ~

. AUDIENCE:

o - N =

P

, Lo
ATTENDANCE:™ * |

HOURS INVOLVED:

TYPE OE'TRAININ§;\

LOCATION:
DATE:
PRESENT:

HOURS INVOLVED:

TYPE OF TRAINING:
LOCAfIQN:

DATE:
PRESENTER(S):
AUDIENCE :
ATT&NDANCE;‘

) _OURS INVOLVED:
[C.

Consultation/In Service/Team Teaching

Ocotillo Development Center, Silver City, N.M. . , ﬁj
May 18-19, 1982 | - ’
*;Albuquerque Special Preschool staff - Pat Krchmar, Peggy Sheldon o
Ocotillo (SWSH) staff L

- ' ’ g

=8 + . . . T ~

~/ : - - o

=14 hours : - - '“j

e ode e de e e e de e e de e e e e de e e e e de e ke K ‘ ;
Demonstration Site Visit/Consultation: g

. .
‘u et N
IR N
. ~ e . ‘«”
s ML 3N o
W AT
" L . LA IR

A]Buquerque §Becia1 Preschool Hgf
October 27, 1981 - o "
;A]budﬂerque Special Preschool staff - Pat Krchmar, Peggy Sﬁeldont ‘;Eﬁ
A11 Indian Pueblo Council (AIPC) Regional Handicap Specialist, = .. - [
Acoma Headstart Director (AIPC), Isleta Headstart Director RSO I
-and Handicap/Health Coordinator (AIPC), San'Felipe Headstart - =+ i
Director and Assistant Director/Handicap Coordinator (AIPCY 5
=6 . . b ) ¢ &‘ ;
=3 hours - & ~ ' - ﬁ%§
‘ e e e e e e e de Je Je e ek e e e e e e e e e a 5 ‘ «.f
Cpnsu]tgtion/Equuation Sessian . \' ' HQQ
A11 Indian Pueblo Council, Albuquerque, N.M. —
o . ) &
December 7, 1981 ’, , o
Albuquerque Shecial Preschool staff - Pat Krchmar, Peggy Sheldon -
AIPC Regional Handicap Specialist-- Paul Kline_ :
=3 hours . | . - E
***'-:k******************** » . ’i
Site Visit/Consultation/Team Teaching ° ; ) !
Acomita -Headstart.School, Acoma, N.M. | ' . ‘f\‘ff
November 16, .1981 : : : o o
A]buquerd’é Special Preschool staff - Pat Krchmar, Peggy;Sheldoﬁ ( :'gfé
Acoma Headstart staff - , o . '.;"};@QE
) . . . v ,
=8 . . . - . P i
’ =6)h0ul"5w-; B . * [ - . ' . ‘, $‘.) N
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TYPE OF TRAINING: *  Site Visit/Consultation | | E
LOCATION: IsTeta Heagstart Schools Isleta, N.M. .+ ke
DATE: .+ November 10, 1982 ‘. o o
PRESENTER(S): Albuguerque Sp;Lial Pﬁéschool staff - Pat Krchmar, Peggy Sheldon o
AUDIENCEY - Isleta Headstart staff | ' Lo
ATTENDANCE: SYARE . - ;.
HOURS INVOLVED: ¢ =5 hours i L é
ITYPE‘DF TRAINING: ‘Site Visit/Consultation/Team Teaching R jjﬁé
LOCATION % San Felipe Headstart, San Felipe, N.M. | i
DATE: November 3, 1981 ' : - - . | ,j»» ’%
PRESENTER(S&: | Albuquerque Special Préschegl staff - Pat Krchmar, Peggy Sheigoﬁ ;?
AUDIENCE: San Felipe Headstart staff | '
ATTENDANCE: =6 - : L
HOURS INVOLVED: =6 hours
\ ‘ " L .
_ TYPE OF TRAINING: ConsuTtation/In Service/Team Teaching . r
LocATION: - San Felipe Headstart, San Felipe, N.M. - \ ' S
~ DATE: Warch 3, 1982 - - e
PRESENTE&(S): Albugquerque Spec1al Preschoo] staff - Peggy Sheldon L '
AUDIENCE: . San Felipe-Headstart staff '
ATTENDANCE: % S
HOURS INVOLVED: =5 hours
’ | ****f*********;*"f*-'f*******
TYPE OF TRAINING:  Consultation/In Service/Team Teaching N =
u LOCATION: - San Felipe Heads%art,‘San Felipe, N.M. -
L DATE: . pril5, 1982 o U
f» PﬁESENTER(S): Albuquerque Spec1a1 Preschoo] staff - Peggy Sheldon . N _f
;g . AUDIENCE: - \:%San Felipe: Headstart sfaff ‘7 , ,J;f"“‘, o ’ :_:iqtlfff :
: - ATTENDANCE: W2 e fgtgf;i;«l, - o LR

}{:R\j:HOURS INVOLVED:




 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 Preschoo]
October 23, 1981
Albuquerque Special Preschool staff - Peggy She]dJ“/
Western Valencia County Human Resources Center-- Preschool
o . R
3 hours
**************************

Y

S1te Visit/Consultation .

A]buquerque Special Preschool -

February'17, 1982~ -

Albuquerque’ Special Preschoo] staff - Peggy ‘Sheldon
OWestern Va]enc1a County Human Resources Center - Preschool
=3 ' , T et
=3 hours - o .

-z
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in these staff assignihg lower

outreach sites, which may have resulted
pfiority to outreach activitigs. 1n,$j1vér City, adﬁjﬁjstratiye support
of gutreach activities and schéduling changes were strongly reconmended
to overcome a critical Iaék of planning timE. The development aﬁd/or
_gég,qg.visua1 aids would havegﬁéén he]pfqi in teaching the 1érgel

.

propoftion of paraprbfessionals employed by the target agencies.

Both of ;he‘primary‘rura1 outr8ach targets believe that an additional

year of outreach assistance would be invaluable to ensure continued
quality of iptegrated programs for young handicapped children.

@

* . .- . -
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Objective 7 - Provide outreach assistance to Albuquerque Public Schools'
kindergarten and first grade special education program in order to
develop and implement integrated ciassrooms for approx1mate1y 18-25
handicapped children.

~

Two Albuquerque PubTic School classes within the SEED (Special

Education Early Development) Program and a diagnostic kindergarten

’

class were initially targeted fbn outreach assistance following a series

: ‘ ) )
of meetings with various district specié]'education personnel Selected

staff (N=10) at atl three schools completed the Qutreach Project Needs

A\

Assessment to determ1ne priority” areas of need (See Append1x G for

Outreach Proaect Needs Assessment and Outreach Project Needs Assessment -
Y. b

A]buquerque Pub11c Schools Resu]ts) In addi tion, s1te visits were
made by the city outreach team to a]l'thnee sch;e1§ to observe and
interview staff members. Professionals in those c1asse§.indicated a
need for training in the jntebration concept, particularly Staff froh'
the SEED program sfnce it was a pi]ot program for the public schoo]s:
The SEED'program'is very similar to the Level II classroom in the
A]buquerque Special Preschool Integration model (1:2 ratio of H:NH,
team- teach1ng w1th Early Ch11dhood and ‘Special Education staff).

A]buquerque Pub11c Schoo]s provided release time for 5 special

eddcation professiona]s 2 special education paraprofessiona]s, 2 ear]y

————

childhood professionals, and lvearly childhood paraprofessadnaivio !

part1c1pate in the training, demonstration, and staff development
act1v1t1es A contract agreement was deve]oped with the professional
staff«at the three targefed schools and the two special education/early
childhood specialists inJo]ved with these schools' sfaff,(see Appendix
G). The area.coordinator responsible for all three sites signed the

'y . . f,
agreement representing the committment for all involved.staff. All .

8

-34-

.
[SNP R —

s




- ey,

IRy ‘
A . Table 10 3
Albuquerque Public Schools o, ) \ /;
' ~ - g . Personnel Data S e TR
a ' L N R A
Jg . » _ . - = . e . ,)’f . .
. . - C ~ ’ a ‘ " \) ‘ oL
s . ‘ . ) Adult Part1c1pat1on Informatlon .
Site Information NN Ear]y Chﬂdhood Educatwn - ' Specia] Education N
) ) | Professional | Paraprofessional || Professional ParaprofesSioual
& A. Rio Rancho Elem. School - SEED Program 1 -0 ' 1 , "1
' B. Duranes Elem. School - SEED Program 1 I S S} 2
C. Alamosa Elem. School - Diagnostic K-1 0 _ 0 ° Ae 1 N T
D. Area office - 0 .0 ] 2 0 : ¥
E. Zia Elem. .School - Diagnostic K-1 - 0 A ) 1° 0 i
F. Armijo Elem. School - Diagnostic K-1 0 o v 1 R _s;'O
G. Area/district office * 1 o . N kB
Total - SR I R U w o R BT

ERIC 45

= ||m Provided by ERIC




- - -, - - - - - T N SR 5
v Table II . - '
R ALBUQUERQUE PUBLIC SCHUOLS '
STUDENT INFORMATION
; - SCHOOL Ages 5.9 - Number.&. Type Early Childnood Ed.{ Total # studen.t‘s: o
; - 7,10 of Handicap Students age 5.9-6.9&,{ in program
Alamosa Elementary School - i T
Diagnostic K-1 & 8 . 8 mu]tihanqicapped 0.
R{o Rancho Elementary School. - .
SEED 7 } 7 multihandicapped 13
) g . 3
& Duranes Elementary School - ’ -
' _SEED . 8 8 multihandicapped 16 .
Zia Elementary School - o _ ' -
B Diagnostic K-1 8 8 multihandicapped 0
Armijo Elementary School - ' 7 .
Diagnostic K-1 8 8 multihapdicapped 0
‘ Total # students 39 . 39~multihandi¢apped T 29 s
. " °




objectives were fully achieved, with no revisions needed.
A series qf training workshops were held one half-day per month,

January through May. Personnel in attendance included $pecial education’

and early childhodd teachers, c]aesrogm aides, and special education/early ’

childhood specjalists.' Theee professionals direct1y serve 23 handi-
capped children and 29 non-handicapped ehildren.' fhe agendas, rationales, .
and handouts can be found in Appendix G. tach workshop was individuai1;r
evaluated and the entire‘series was then evaluated folfowing the fina]t

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

G, fo]]ow1ng -agendas and handouts for each workshop. Tnere was a total -

of 20 hgurs of workshop training provided.

Dur1ng the course of the workshops, several additional public - o

-

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

"Additional persons attend1ng 1ncluded an occupational therap1st the .
District Kindergarten Coordinator, two additional d1agnost1c kindergarten

teachers, and other area special education/ear]y childhood spécialists.

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

held May 12, five schools and special education/early childhood.

specialists from all three areas of the Albuguerque Public School system

were consistently represented (see'Tab1e 10). An estimate of children
d1rect1y 1mpae}ed through this tra1n1ng is 39 hand1capped children and .
29 non-handicapped children (see Table 11). Approximately 140 hand1capped ’ '@

children were indirectly impacted through training received by the specia1 - ’

e -
AR O R

education/early childhood specialists.
Developmental data for research purposes was collected on handicapped

children .in integrated settings and non-handicapped Chi]dren in both

£

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

Section III. Parents of children enrdJ1ed in the,odtreach target

2 N . N * - K &

"-37-§_, - 49
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~informed prior to the 1981-82 school year about the integrated

>

\

classrooms were asked to fill out a satisfaction questionnaire (see
Appendix G). Responses were m1xed w1th the magor1ty of parents of
hand1capped children 1nd1cat1ng pos1t1ve feelings about the exper1ence.
The only negative response was from the parent ot a child who was
transferred from a SéED classroom to a Diégnostic Kindergarten progranl
so that the child wouldrhave a more structured 1earn1ng env1ronment
Parents of non- hand1capped ch1ldren generally rated the experience

as moderately beneficial to their child, with a few negat1ve responses

rece%ved. One possible reason for this is that parents were not
-~

classroom, nor were they given the option of an 1ntegratedi9r non-

integrated placement for their child. The pubtic schools plan to
address this problem‘before the 1982-83 school year gete underway.

© QOverall, Objective 7 was achieved with great success. Professionals
and paraprofessiona]sqalike evaluated the workshops as relevant and
useful. A Tetter of appreciation was received after the workshop
series (see Appendix G}. Verbal communicatipn regarding the workehops
influenced those additional people, listed ear]ier, to attend.

" In retrospect, there were some problems;encountered. “*While these
did not Timit tﬁe success of the training, nor did they prevent our
achieving the objective, they are 1mportant to mention: Although those
schools iden{jif@Ed as the target sites were sé]ected in September,
release t' s not granted by the public schools for personnel until

December. erefor®, target staff and outreach staff were frustrated

by the fact that training was not available in the Fall, 1981 when

~

the need was greatest. Future efforts‘would be, enhanced by securing




.

release time much earlier.
Another problem which surfaced continually throughout the year -
was that few eérly'childhood personnel were involved. ’when the initial -

. outreach grant was awarded, a meeting was held with the Albuquerque

Public School District Special Educét}on Coordinator to discuss who

T

and how training would be'addrefsed.‘ It was an oversight on the part
of the Albuquerque SpeEﬁ%ﬁ'Préschool outreach staff not to have held &
\\ _a similar meeting with public school administration responsib]g for
early childhood staff. Because ‘this was not done, release time for
early childhood staff was not provided excep§ in the SEED program.
» Therefore, early chi]dﬁood aides were able to come odﬁgfon a few )\\
occasions when‘Albuquerque Special Preschool proviaéd substitutes or . ;
principals released the aides without hiring classroom sub¥titutes. .
In the biagnostic Kindergarten classrooms, the early childhood teachers
who were integrating children from the special eduéation classes were x}
not involved in training except on a consultant basis and through.
handouts provided through the special educafion staff. This was
identified as a weaker feature of the workshop series. Future efforts
should definitely involve early childhood personnel from the outset,
thereby insuring implementation of the team appraach.J - 5

~ .
»

ﬂ




N e e I e e e R e N T S A Ty I S T e g fogee e oo
. . . A e e .. . Coes - Fe T e AT e
) : B ) . NS N . . N . . BPCTR - .
. - I, . . - . . -, < o n ey
« A he . 3 " ‘ ;
. L A ’ T =
¥ v T ’ * ) . ’
. o0 . :
.
. o ] ’ )
. S J
- . . - . v - .
V | ‘ &
) . N A -
. ~
by N ' ‘
e - . N
Y * - . . -
. h P . . k
R . T
- - ) y ’ ﬂu
| : .~ ., B o
7 v - . - . - :
. - z y.x
. - -~ * ‘
, ) o ; -
. - n
& -
(] . . =
. o« . h . P 3
1 H N - 1 . - b
. LY — L — - . A
w . N >
an g4 . . ) o
—t R ° - > - - b
f . e
4 > - ' - s ore T
S o . . . ) .
—t - M»w
- > . . , HB
) O : * . .
|58 ) (= .
; : . v =
) = ’ - : ‘
s - > N
3 7 ’
- . . /
< - : ’ )
. . . - T ;
N .
R ) 4 -
. - @ “Q -
. a2
.
* -
[N e
Rl ’
1 P a
.
. .
B ~ 4 '
P . - ’ - : ]
, . v ) . .
-
. - ) )
. . o - s C £ 1
& 3
\ . : e ‘ : - =i
€ EN . - ¥ m




., Children ?n integrated and non-integrated classes. These findings will be i
. Special Preschoo] staff, to be completed by teachers and therapists, for the

positive correlations among items (internal consistency). Some revision

- between the Checklist and the LAP, the Westby Symbolic Play Scale, and fhe =

" good validity;\élthough, a larger sample would be-desi:igzg:g; strengthen

L

e e .. Albuquerque Special Preschool

1981-82 SUMMARY OF RESEARCH
by Debbie Harrington & Gail Beam

-

. During 1981-82, research focused on improving placement decisions for
handicapped children, measuring developmental gains of handicapped chjfaren

in varied settings and comparing the academic readiness.of non-handicapped

ohﬁ]ined briefly and recommendations discussed. - f <

-
Criteria Checklist: This instrument was developed by the Albuquerque

purpose of making informed placement decisions for handicapped children. :

Analyses revealed high inter-rater reliability and, on the average, high
was E;Eﬁ!d~nﬁcessary; the staff is currently working to develop more
precise definitions of some items and to eliminate items which proved

difficult to objectify. Moderately high pgsitive correlations were found

Alpern Boll. Overall, the instrument proved to Have high re]iabi]ity and

thése’findings and to permit a factor analysis. . v,‘§

Developmental Progress of Handicapp;z Children: Comparisons were not made

between the handicapped integrated (HI) and handicapped non-integrated (HNI)
groups of chi]dfen; rather, the performancéé of both groups were evaluated .
and an‘attempt’made to relate déve]opmental gains to types of 1htervention ‘ :f:f
techniques. Significant'prpgress?>pre ;6 pogttestfhg; was found across jiiz?
groups on’ all instruments 7-,thé Alpern Boll, LAP, Westby and-Criteria \ﬁ\‘\»

Checklist. In addition, there was a‘trend (descriptively speaking) for TN

-
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for<MLU (mean length of utterance) to increase across groups.
The handieapped children placed in non-integrated classes showeq
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 ' .

AN

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. | . R
_ The handicagped children infintegrated settings. demonstrated Safﬁg

in self-help and academic areas of the Alpern Boll; whereas, the LAP « .

indicated that the greatest progress ‘FS 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 T '.%;
skills and s;cialization through many'group activ%ties; and, the ghildren s
demonstrated excellent progress in these areas, in partieu]ar. q
! -, The different~kinds of' gains made by tﬁe HNI and HI groups were
associated with the nature of the instruments (with the LAP emerging as the
more reliable estimate of deve]bpmentai level) and the different ]anguage
emphasis between the two classes. In.the non-integrated classes, tpe
teachers and therapists were more apt to work on vocabu]ar} development. ' v
The corresponding language development reflected a faster rate of vocabulary
acquisition. On the contrary, the classroom structure in the 1ntegrated
: c]asses facilitated peer 1nteract1ons 1nvolv1ng tanguage. Language develop-
ment in these classes reflected the acqu1s1t1on of more comp]ex language
functiohs. ‘ . ‘ 3 , ' ﬁ
On. the Westby Symbolic P]ay Scale, the HNI groub progressed less than
- one stage, and the HI group progressed two stages, on the average This was
. also cons1stent withéi d1fferent emphasis in the classes: the integrated
class is strgctured to encourage symbolic play, and the teacﬁers/aides often

intervene to facilitate its development. There has been less emphasis on ~ R
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;fanc]uded -- such as, parentaJ expectat;gns or de51res, expressive language,

symbolic play in the non—integrated (special needs) class. These findings
have prompted the speech and language therapists to recommend more oppor—

© i

tunities for symbolic play for the HNI group.

The range of behaviors exhibited by children across testing periods -
was analyzed hy looking at the number of behaviors on the Criteria Checklist
not exhibited pre and bosttest. The HNI groyp showed an increased range ofi
behaviors; the HI group showed little progress. due to’the fact that they
demonstrated a wide repertoire of these behaviors during the pretest period.
This particular measure has potential to eva]uate program goais, and may
also indicate which of these behaviors stabilize over time. Currently, con-h
sideration is being given to.adding items to the Checklist that will be
sensitive to changes in the behaviora] repertoire of HI children who areh
functioning at higher levels, than HNI children.

White deve]opmenta] progress was associated with teaching techniques
and classroom structure, the 1nf1uence of maturation and other experiences

.

cannot bé ruled out. » )

.t %

.
3
‘

Classification Analysis: A stepwise discriminant analysis showed that

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

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

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

classified {or, were identified as be]onging to the correct group) on.the

" basis of these scores. ‘There were two childrer in the HI group and two

in the HNI group whose scores on the LAP, Nestby and Checklist indicated
that they might more appropriate]y have beén included in the.other group.
The exp1anations for these "nisc]assifications" provided suggestions for

the current revision of the Checklist. ii_became_apparent that there were

.{'.other criteria which were emp]oyed in placement decisions and shou]d be .

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

for class placement, however.

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

impossible to assess the qualitative differénées of 1anguage‘deve1opmeﬁt Sy
between two groups of preschoo] children -- one in a regular preschool
setting and the other an integrated classroom of handicapped and non-hand1capped

children. Descriptively speaking, there were no apparent differences between—

> »
4

the two groups. . ’ - T et

Kindergarten Results: Ihe‘handicapped kindergarten children in integrated

cJafses demonstrated progress on the\Purdue PercegtuaT Motor Survey, and
5ppeé¥éd to be opérating‘at an academic'level s]ightly be]ow average on th¢
Test of Basic Exper1en§i/j, In, compar1ng two groups of non-hapd1capped
ch11dren -- one in an integrated 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. = . >
Wik,
COMPLETE REPORT OF RESEARCH- IS CONTAINED IN APPENDIX H. ~
. * . it
T
e

For complete resu]ts, p]ease write to Albuquerque Special Preschool
3501 Campus Blvd., NE
Albuquerque, New Mexico 87106
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