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*..~ INTRODUCTION AND E};ALUATIQN DESIGN

. Intrgductian N

ThE Harthrd PFDJECt Concern Eragram began in Séptember DF 1966 as an:
:'exper1ment in educaticnai intervent1an for ch11dren from Title I schOQTS

'cancentrated in’ the north end of Hartfardi1i REEETV1EQ support from many | »°

-

;areas (State of Cannect1cut Department of Education, The Hartford Baard

of Educatiﬂn, -The Hartferd EDu;t of Cﬁmmon Counc11g The Greater HartFard
Chamber of Commerce; The Urban Leagua, COWmuni%g Renewal Team, Tha 'NCAAP,
¥ The A111ance of M1n15te?s, The PTA, The Archdiocese of Hartfard, parénts, -
?Baards Df Education from the five original participating ccmmun1t1es.
adm1n1strators, teachers, members of the 1eg1s1ature and religious TEEdEFS
other than the A111aﬁce of Mimisters, or the Archd1ocese of Hartford), the

project deve10ped seven nge¢t1ves Jn the @r1g1na1 application of the

ﬁiFedera1 Eavernment fgr Funds under Title IV QF the C1V11 Rights Act d? T964 ‘_

These obgect1ves were as fa]TGw':
"* 1. To develop a stryctur between & city and its
‘'suburbs that will desegregate schools. o

“* | educators, and the community when city children .-

L 2. To discoVer fheattitﬁies of children, parénts,
- are bussed to the suburbs. A . . . IR

3. To learn what happens- ‘to the ,educational ach1eve=
ment of both ¢ity and suburbén children when city
* . children go io subugban schoo]s. oo ,

o

T - — - ' -
Information re]at1ng tua;he history and current enroiiment status Df
Project Concern was obtained Frcm project mater1ais..

- - : R -t

Co




L.

4. To find out what social activities. c;fj children
~ can participate in when they.go to “%chool jn the
suburbs. o : .

5./ To encourage - Connecticut tgwﬁs to think_abbut
. desegregation‘nf schools in‘regional terms.

6.. To tra1n school adm1n1strators, teaghers, and . e
a1de5 for integrated 52h901§; )

]g' TD find out what communities can do to make.
. bu551ng effective.

LI

] . ) : . 5
B e, E K

From TSEE to 1979 participation of suburban communities increased- from

five commun|t1es (265 ch11dran attend1ng 35 schDDTS) to th1rteen commun1ties
7 with 1, DSB students attending 75 schea15. In add1t1un, during the 1979-80

-schQQT year .81 students attended six non-public schoo1s in four cnmmqn1t1ésr "
and ZEB students attqéded five inner- city schools in the south end of
Hartfnrd, . Beginning w1th the 1980-81 school year, the Project Con:ern

_ program was reduced.  The non- puﬁlicréchooi cbmpanent was eliminated and

adth1onaT»studentsﬁwere not a%1nwed ta enter the suburban school aspect

QF the pﬁagram I , e B o _f . - _ . -

E

Dver the years there have: been severa1 1nqu1r1es regarding the: effec-

13

-‘t1veness Df Prnject Canaern. Mﬂre specif1ca11y, school boards, educators,
‘and citizens it participatTng eommun1£1es have been=asg1ng whether Project
‘Concern is successfu1 frgm an educat1cnal sténdpaint The'diffitu1tg in
Hanswering th1s quest1ens 11&5 1n deF1n1ng the *arm "SuEEESSfU]" " Some accept.

~ the ab111ty of studEnts of d1ffering races to. 1nteract efféct1veﬁy as
ev1dgﬂce Df the success ‘of Pro;ect Cen:ern.x Dthers seek measures of cagﬁis
tive and’ afFectiVe test growth as ‘evidence of program success.

. Two 1nsdepth inqu1r1es intn the. impact e$ Prozect Concern for the
Euburban nOanub11c and 1nner c1ty zampcnentsﬁwere initjated during the

1975 1975 and 1976- 1977 schaDl years when the Cap1t01 Reg1an Education




, 13' . .
; Enune11 FECE1ved grants From thé Ccnnecticut State Depa%tment cf Edu:at1on .

_tu evaﬂuate the prdgram Further 1nformat1§n regarding the rat1nnale and

'

resu?ts Qfg;hese two va]uat1ans can be found in the documenﬁsfent1t1ed~*' .
. _
1975-1975 Hartfbrd Project Concern Eva]uati@n Repﬂrt (Iwan1:k1, 1976) and

V
An_ Eva1uat19n oF the 1975 1977 Hartford Project Cancern Program (Iwan1ck1

and Eab1e, 1977) . Further, during the 1977 1978 and- 1578-1579 praject

L'}

years an eva}uat1@n oF ‘the cogn1t1ve and, aFfe;t1ve gerth oF students in

the, suburban component was .conducted (5ee An Eva1uat10n of the 1977 1978

Hartford Proaect ancern Program, Iwan1ck1 and -Gable, 1978 and F1na]

*

Eva1uat1@n Report 1978-1979 Hartfard Praject Cnncern Program, Iwan1ck1 §nd
LrJ «

=

Eab1e, 1979) ~ More extens1ve eva]uat1nns Df Project Concern were conducted. r

dur1ng the 1979-1980, 1980—1981,'and 1981§1982 school years (see Final

Evaluation Report 1979-1980 Hartford Project Concern Prggram Iwan%tk?‘andi*

Gable, 198@; Final Evaluation Report 1980-198]1 Hartford Project Cancérn

Program, Iwanicki and Gabié, 19813 Fin 7a1 Evaluat1on Report 1981-1982 -

iHartfggﬁfEfpjectWCpncern Program, Iwanicki and Gable, 1982)3 Individuals

interested in.éjéummary of the findihgs-gfzpfidr'2va1uations may wish to

consult The Hartford Project Concern:Program: A Synthesis of the Evaluation

Findings from 1976-198Q (Iwanicki and Gable, 1981).

The 1982-1983 Project Concern Evaluation

" The evaluation of the 1982-83 Project Concern program focused on the
following two areas: o &

&

t : \

.An examination 'of the cognitive and affective impact .
of Project Concern over the current school year.

.An evaluation of the Sustained Eognitive effects of _
Project Concern from Spring 1981 -to Spring -1983. . -

% : I

4
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::\: - - 3 MDEITDRING THE COGNITIVE' AND

= 7F" - . .
‘- £ - L. sy , : N

AFFEETIVE IMEACT GF FRDJECT CDNCERN

= N . i

* F "

fBackgrcuhd and Eva1uat1gn Deslg_

FQF at TEast the 1a5t F1ve years the Fund1ng prnpasa] For the PraJect

v Cancern Pr@gram has cnﬁta1ned the Fa]]gw1ng perfarmance abject1ves:

1. Pupils will show month for month ga1n5 on an”
. average by grade' in Language Deve1opmant. .

2. Pup¥1s, will show month for m@nth gains on'an T
- average by grade 1n Math L .
3. ' Pupils will show a pcs1t1¥e se]f-ccnsept and
. Vatt1tude toward the school at the end DF & , 7
- . year's part1c1pat10n T LT

Up through the 1978- 1979 school year, eva]uat1ons of the cugn1t1ve L

£

outcomes stated in the prcgram ab;ect1¥es utilized 1nd1v1dua11y adm1n15tered
)

B

ach1evement fests - (1 e., the NDDdCDCk Reaé1ng Mastery Tests and the Keyﬁath

v D1agnast1c Arithmetic Test). These tests were adm1n15tered to @ ﬁandom ﬁ -

A}

sample of 5tudents at grades 1-8 on a pre— tuvpagt_test basﬁs- Then, the

:‘results were dhalyzed and reported as. they reiaté tn’thé‘pragram objectives.
-, b . : : _'t,’

Some, disadvantages to this adeoa:h were Ev1dent. First;‘there‘ﬂére

¥
some, problenms 1n 1mp1ement1ng a pre-

" By tha time .new part1c1pants were se]ected transférs were made, praJect .
files Qére updated and the 1Dg1st1cs of samp11ng as well as pretesting
were worked aut, students were not. pretestéd unt11 1afe NQVEE?EP or ear1y
December. G1ven that post testing must bE canducted in May, there were

Qn1y about five to six monthﬁ ggtween the t1mes Df pre— and pgst tEStThg.

™
-
[0




?A;Th1s 15 a re]at1ve1y shnrt per1cd of time Fnr exam1n1ng pre- past test

# -
Sa .
. RS

';gfﬂwth. {,’.' 1:;- : f5‘;f-_ .ﬂVn: ,21," = a,'; e €7'~*,1 -
. : : . E - S ‘R\,\ . o

7 SECBnd1y, a1thaugh the PESU1tS§pTﬂV1dEd ev1dence af student growth,

1suah growth :nu1d nct be campared ta the grnwth of camparab1e StUdEﬁtS 1n ~

_jHartfnrd 31nce the same tests were not used w1th the genera1 popu1at1an of

: 'students in the Hartferd Pub11c Schﬂo15. A1sn, sgme PFGJECt Cencern:h 5777

. - -

: student§iéfre becam1n§ exceed1ng1y test w15e on the Hoa !qck and KeyMath,

ATternat1VE Farms nf these tests were used on-a pre- ta pgst test bas1s for ;

i L‘_

’”f1ve years. STHCE the -same 1eve1 was used at grades 1= S Students at the

1*upper grade TEVETSrwetg~VEFy fam11iar w1th the cantent af the test

‘; exeﬁc1ses.; A f1na1 djsadvantage -of the Epproach used 1n past eva1uatinns _—

fy*hat scme mémbers QF the educat1gn cnmmun1ty and the pub11c questicned '

ff:the :red1b111ty af resu{jé”based on a randam sampTe.r g ;f A 7_2;5-'
TQ a11ev1ate these prob1ems, it was dEC]dEd that the 1979- 1989 and -

;5ubsequent evaTuat1ons of Prngect Egncern wou1d mon1tar‘the cogn1t1ve

. ;perfgrmance of a11 Praject Eancern students at gradesiz—s on a year tasyear

1.}535%3 stngFthe:same gr@up adm1n1stéred ach1evement tests that aré be1ng

" used 1n the.Hartford Pub*ic Schonis Dur1ng the 1981 EE schdu1 year 1t w§s j

'fdec1ded that Prcgect Cnncern part1c1pants at grades S'and 1D wcu1d aisﬂ be
' te5ted. Appropr1ate 1eve1s and fbrmsaaf the Metrop011tan Ach1evement Tests -

b'-in read1ng, Tanguage and mathemat1ﬂs wou]d be adm1n1steraﬂ to a11 pro:ect
-'part1c1pant5 1n the- spr1ng accard1ng to the test1ng schedu1e used in the -

Hartferd Pub11c SchnoTsi1 Resu]ts frcm these 1nstruments wOqu be ana1yzeé

'D:pgst test ba51s (1 E;, spr1ng ﬂf Dne year to pP1ng éFtthE‘* ®




' schd

,,sc be adm1n1ster d'a br}ef ten—1tem Student Survey,A Thisif .

‘ wa11d be useﬂ ta mcn1tcr Prnge:t Cancern part1c1pants att1tude taward
_ ) ~ e ] ) _
1 and-se]f—cancept on a cant1nu1ng basis. - ' QAV;

. W

Cans1st2nt w1th thTS pu]1cy for: muﬁitoring the cogn1t1ve perfarmances A
;DF Prageat Eoncerﬁ students, a11 part1c1pants=at grades 2—1D were admin-"

f 1stered the appropr1ate 13ve1 and farm oF the 1978 vers1an aﬁ the . |
'iMetrnpg11tan Ach1evement Tests 1n the 5pr1ng af 1983. ‘At the same t1me, | ﬂf;L
| 5tudents at gradés 2-8 were adm1n1stered the Student Survey- The _4 g

;Metrnpal1tan Ach1evement Tests were adm1n1stered to all students part1c1pat='
_fing 1n the Suburban Pub11¢ and Inné?-City SEhDDT c@mponents cf the pragram
Part1c1pat1ng suburban 5:hca1 d;étricts accept&d r25pons1b111ty For test1ng ,}
_;a11 Prnaect Cancgrn students 11 the1r commun1ty us1ng the tESt mater1a1s
A_‘prav1ded by the Hartfgrd Pu511c SchaoTs.-: N -

i It 15 1mportant tc nnte that dur1ng the 1979 1986 sahaa1 ’Ear the
7”Metrap311tan AEh1éVEmént Tests were menTStETEd tn suburban part1c1pants

_;by Hartford Test Specialists. Th15 appraaah was not used dur1ng thé ' 1 :iL¥ﬂi
1986—1981 1931 1982 ‘or 1982- 1933 schgo1 yéars due to the probTems R
1»EhEQUﬂtETEd by Hartfgrd Test SpEC1aT1sts, G1ven the time needed to adm1n-=t' N
¥,15ter the Metropalitan Aah1evement Testsg 1t was d1ff1cu1t~to adm1n15ter o

_bthese.tests to students n suburban schDQTS w1thnut d1srupt1ng the1r educa- _12”

t1ena] program somewhat.‘ In. sgme cases students at the upper grade 1eve1s

Vvespec1a]1y by “strangers-; StudEﬂtS part1c1pat1ng in.. the Inner C1ty
» camponent of the pragram were adm1n1stered the Metropa11tan Ach1evement

rTests by the1r c1assraom teacher as part of the Hartford Pub11c Schoo]s'-

14
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'zztﬂ ~the- fa11gw1ng s¢hedu1e*' TR S W AR
| 5.8 Margh 7417

'Prqjéc;t Concer ', part

B Erades
st .
o Gradés 244
- S and .-
R 9- 10.7
7 Students were tested 1n the areas

'Apﬁ?ﬁfé'Tﬂ”

-

'of read1ng, 1anguage and mathemat1cs u51ng

’the farms=and 1eve15 QF the Metrap311tan Ach1evem2ﬁt Tests ‘noted’ be1ow.;

. Grade MATSs_ Leve1
,.;:. o B - 2 '!‘1!713'!1}!“2"‘_‘;“ )
’ jfft;i o ;,3%4 1,"-Eiéméhﬁaryf
N o B6 Ipstéfm‘e;:lgiafé’.if

Advanced 1 '
‘Advanéed 2

. Form :
Cous. I
7'3{j5- o ';“;i i

A11 tests weré scored and resu1ts reported us1ng the computer fac111t1es qf

B ,,;the Hartfﬂrd Pubht: Schoo'ls-

Same Paints need to he c1ar1f1ed cnncarnlng

@

',the test1ng aCt1V1tﬂéS as they re1ate tc the eva1uat1on Df—thE cngn1t1ve

‘ !fimpact Qf Pragect?

pants were tested atégrades f

%

Con:erﬁ prggrams does not gperate beyond grade 8.

Aresu]ts were not avai

N

_Qutcomes Eoqu nat bexana1yzed

ab1e Far Inner- City partTchants at grade B,w

icern. F1rst, only: Prgaect ancern Subq;ban part1c1—v

= = ?

and‘1Di The Inner-C1ty ccmpanent of the

SecandTy, since test

hese

“In summary, subsequent ana1y51s af

1'Metrapn11tan Ach1evement Tests growth w111 focus -on grades -3=10 for students

= in’ the Suburban Eﬂmpcnent of PrnJEEt Ccncern and on grades 4-8 fer students»

in the Inner City prngram.

v s

CE

The number Qf Progect Concern students Fcr whﬁm



1 spr1ng 1953 results. WEFE prﬂVIdEd is summarlzbd bE1GW by grade ]evei,and
= B - ) N g AEP
prbgram cbmpbnEﬂt ' '11f-:’ : . - 7 T

v Inner-City, . -
13 w0
S7E N [

Erade A ::f_'f_f:"

8 m.
&,

W
-
mamdl

23

- SN
4]
~

Loy
¥ |

(T ]

'*%‘7 1q,‘-ét o ;;},17811“

“T“,4 It is: 1mportbnt tb note that some d1ff1cu1ty uas Encbuntbrbd in. tESt-
~1ing Suburban Prbjbbt Cuntern étudents Personne1 1n part1c1pat1ng suburban :
ﬁﬁschbo] sett1ngs uerbriess than pbb1t1ve1y mgiligted tn bbndubt the Fequ1red

test1ng act1V1t1es given that thb Hartford Board of Educat1bn has not. taken -

pbs1t1bn regard1ng thb Future of the Suburban P?BJECt‘EQﬂEErn Prbgram

.f Assess1ng thb Ach1evement Erbwth bf
' PPQJEEt Cbnbern PartTcipants

P

" As. nbted in the pr1or gectibn thb bas1b app?oach be1ng ut1112bd tb ’

>the Metrnpb11tan Abh1évement Test (MAT) resu1ts Frbm thehgpr1ng bf bnev
. year to thGSE for the spb1ng bf the next 5bhubl ybar.; Thus, in th15 year s |
' Eva1uat10n bF Progect Conbern, the MAT resnTt tha1ned for spr1ng 1982 and

'spr1ng 1983 were bbmpared . In using th1s apprbabh, spr1ng to spr1ng MAT

" results must be bb11atbd byﬁstudbﬂt;‘ Some studentb whb were tEStEd in’ the

pr1ng bf 1983 were nbt tested 1n the: spr1ng of 1982 E1ther bébause thby '




f1eve? and

ta nnte th
tratinﬁé 0

t1mes and*

fifGréggi

3

B Y
!5

Grade

4
5
_ 6
S
g'v
9
0

pr@gram cﬂmpcnent.

=

st scheduTes were used dur1ng§§hese twc adm1n1ga_, ?’

at d1?ferent 4

f the MAT§

In exam1n1ng the MAT ach1evement grawth the test1ng

grﬂwth perinds nnted bé1aw shﬂu]d be kept in m1nd.;rwrrwzr

- Spring 1982 MAT Spring 1983 MAT ) 'Erawth
; Test;ng T1me _ Test1ng Time - Period -

o §{ o 2.8 o 3.7, 9 months -
O gf : 777-’ o . .
3.8 L SRR < g'months

4.8 . 5.6 " 8 months -
. _ R B L - -‘ . .; . A
: 5.6 . - < 6.6 10 months
6.6 © 7.6 10 rionths”
7.6 . 8.6 10 months ...
. 8.6 T, 11 months

9.7 months *

e



the 1978 editian'of ¢

[

_; means WEPE thé

: grade TEVEl:and:prbgram cumpbn'nt in Tab1es 1 2, ;f

";f, In fEV1EWjﬂg these;tab1es, 1t*1s 1mpnrtant tb nbte that scaled sébfésjg;

udent abh1evement 1n equa] 1nterva1 units. These :

prov1de a measure oﬁ,

sca?ed SEDFES can be cbmpared acrbss forms and 1eve1s DF the Metr@pu?qtan

i ]

Abh1evement Tests w1th1n a part1cu1ar sb111 araa. Fbr bxamp1e, in- the area u

~of. Read‘“g Fﬂr the Spr1n§ 1983 test1n 1t 15 éVident %hat s1xth grade f o

Subu:ban schbbi students exhlbj 3 j”EVET of perfbrmanﬁé (745) thab f

Fourth grade Suburban 5:hoo1 students (705) It 15 ﬁmpbrtant tb nbte that

o sca]gd Sbores £annbt be cbmpared acros§‘5k111 areas. Fur Examp1é at grade }'

L~

'4 ;Bbe cannbt canc]ude that the sprﬁnif}QBB Read1ng performance uf students }

in the Suburban schuai bompOnent (705} is suberibr to the1r Mabhematics

perfbrmanbe (625)

L -7 . : = N - : " -'. o
e e

Tab]es Lrand _ aTso cbnta1n perbent11e (%1?&) scores- Per nb11e‘55f'“

] T
scares can be expia1ned best using an examp]e A perbent11& score cf 40

. 1n Read1ng fon grade 3 Suburban part1c1pant5 1ﬁé1cates that&un ‘the averagb,,

the1r perfbrmance was bétter than- br equai to 4b% of the students 1n the ui

| " norming popuiation takjng that test 1n the Spr1ng at gFad% 3. Pbrbent11es

ST 18
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Summary by Grede Leve] Qf Meen>Metere]1tan Achievement Test
U Spr1ng 1982 (Pre-)-and Spring,1983 (Post) Resﬂ1te ~*f.
. . fer Preject Cnneern Students -

k]

- Inner‘-mty Eempnnent o

Table2

B Read}ng, j,;;:iigi'f; ._tanguage , ;fjf o Aﬂeﬁhematice uﬁl,, '%
Post. ~ ' Growth . Pre-" ° Pest Grewth' Pre; “Post’ Grewth

T3 pile

95

45 49

“ 710
370

| "6624— R L R |

58, 59, 1 69
2 548 0.6 -

e W

R R I )
) . M L

a»'sea .

el
693 742 . 4gme

55, 6l .6 - B2
5 55,97 £33

:I '!1 % ) T F i
=11 . 5'3
;.: . ‘-EIB V.V! V :

S ne ne
54 .43
- 4633

727 c 3gkx
2 35

27 3 4 .32 2
0.6 . 0.7, 413 1.2

2

-3

Lel2

: -_rgga~.ff
. :'_ﬁJDf
=54

'=’A]e* o

3

‘-2;1
16

=13

6.9

30kk

' Ss:Scaled Score; ¥ile<Percentile Rank; NCE=Normal-Curve Equivalent
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. | NG
sare ngt expressed in equaT 1nterva1 un1ts_ The defEFEnEE bEtWEEﬁ 'scores

R

:nat the 80th and QDth percentiTes 15 nat the same as - the d1fference between& ‘-
)

'*Afs:ores -at the Ech and 60th per:ent11e5-} Percenti]es can he standardized

:;?r'(1.e., cnﬁverted ta equa1 1ntérVa1 units) by canvert1ng them tc norma]

? cugzs equ1va1enfs (NCE) Normal turve equ1va1énts are a]sa repaﬁted in

)

s

f,Tam 1-2. f e
7 & L - \ : . R

KZ; NCE Qf 50 15 1nd1cat1ve of average perFarmance for students at. that:

*

rgrade 1eve1 in the Sk111’§$eas t sted. For Examg1e, Suburban CDncern pup11s-

iziat grade 4 exh1b1ted average perfarmance on.. fﬁa1r pretest at gradé 3 in.
'3 Readlﬁg as ev1denced by an NCE of ED- “To the extent that the NCEzdeparts{

. fram 50 students éxh1bat abave or beTDw average perfgrmance 1n the sk111

area tested fr=! ;:’ .

V'Il: TitTE eva]uation gu1dei1nes requ1re t@at grnwth 1n the bas1c sk111‘ﬂ‘

. X .
" -areas shau1d be dgterm1ned by exam1n1ng*the pre- and post test thange in _-

i

the mean norma1 curve equ1va1ent perfnrmancé QF the students 551ng served
"QTh1s aﬁﬁrcaﬁh was ut11ized in assess1ng the ach1evement grawth of Progect e

anaern ﬁartﬁc1pants.= In rev1ew1ng Tabies 1—2 the f@11GW1ng paints

. - PR - -

should be kept inhﬁnnd.v- o ';  7 T ~ifi”7;rrrw

a)‘ A pns1t1ve NCE ga1n 1nd1cates studéﬁts have A .
x - improved their relative standing regard1ng o -
= . the nationalnorm group: : ( :

b)- A zero NCE gain. 1nd1cates the ré1at1ve
standing of students has not changed
regardlng thé nat1nna] norm group.,

é) A negatlve NCE ga1n indicates students have =
fallen behind in relative standing regard1ng
the nat1ana1 norm group.” _

-




Y
. &
EY

, andinge Regerd1ng the Cngn1t1Ve Inpaet .
‘ Df Pnegect Ceneern ’ :

i ';'i o F

7 “A bas1c quest1en wh1eh en1ses 1n rev1ew1ng Teb]eeéT 2 15 - wh lat do .
a8 S &
_ theee reeults te11 us ebnut the EESTC sk111 growth ef Frogect Cnneern o

y

nert1e1pents? AEh]EVEmeﬁt grcw;h cen be exem1ned en ajf

F -

ne1at1ve b351e In eeseee1ng ebeeiuﬁe gruwth ene 15 esking the qUEStTDﬁ -

how mueh basic ek111 growth heve Pneject Concern etudents e:athitritetfl‘i"i A

meeeure ef absoiute growtn 15 prov1ded b{ eomper1ng epr1ng 1982 to snring
7

, 1983 standard ecore means fen eaeh of the ek111 ereee tested. Theee ,

:}reeu1ts are presented by grede 1eve1 1n§£§b1ee 1 Ei To determ1ne whether %w

”g te epr1ng beeie sk111 greuth exh1b1ted wee etat15t1ea11y '
5ig ”_xnt%ieerreTeted t= tests for the ‘differences between meens were o
"1conductedi “In- meesurlng the- absoTute aeh1evement growth of Prejeet Cenqern
' pertie1pente beeed en ‘the reeu]te presented 1n Tabies 1- 2, the fo11aw1ng ?_.
gcgne1usione can be drawn i | L T .
- W1th the exception- of grades 7 .and 10 Suburban Prngeet
“iConcern. participants exhibited etat15taeaT1y significant . .

. (.01.%1evel) basic ski]1 grewth in Reéd1ng, Languege,;
. and Mathematics.' \ . » :

At g¥ede 7, Suburben Prébeet Coneenn part1c1pants L
_ _\exh1b1ted etet1et1ee]1y significant (.01 level) basic
.. skill growth in Language and Mathematies, but not 1n
" Reading. _ v .

At grede 1D, Suburban Pnogeet Cnneern Fert1e1pents d1d
not exhibit statistically significant. (. 01 ]eve1) =
growth in Eny QF the ek111 areas: teeted

At grade 4,. Inner-City Projeet Concern part1e1pants ‘

- exhibited etat15t1ce11y significant (.01 level) basic . :
. oskill growtit in Reedlng and Lenguage, but net in

: :Mathemat1cs. : _ , e

El

-~ - At grades 6 and: 8, Innen—Clty Prejeet Cencern er;ieinanteJ
1 exhibited stet1st1ea11y significant (.01 level) basic
' Sk111 grnwth in Read1ng, Language, and Methemet1es.

P



- At grades 5 and 7 Inner—C1ty Progect Concern S _;‘> o L
- .participants did not exhibit. 5tat1st1ca11y SR A
‘significant (.01 Tevel) grnwth in’ any*cf the

L sk111s areas tested.i e

T ?‘,- N L

the: quest1un f'is aj;*jf'

ss1ng re]at1ve growth, one is ask1n
7 ' ' i ‘ifilﬁj?;;ififli,j 41",};=lareas tested has the. ",1
iféTative-stanﬂing ﬁf the students ghanged regard1ng the nat1ona1 norm" B '

\%% é ) -l

f grﬂup? PeFEEﬂt11E ranks and nonﬁa] curve equlva1ent5 pravide a mEESU%ﬁ R
“of the reTé%}vg stand1ng of.a QrouP in re]at1nn to thé,nat1nnag norm. &

curve equ1vaients,are preferabTe to peraent11es\"f§Tll

The réJatlve Ei_

=

’vd;by campar1ng

‘t,E s“rTng 1982 and 5pr1ng 1983 mean NCE pérfcrmance for each af the Sk111

, ThESEQFESUTtS are summan1zed ,ﬁ Tab1e 3.7 In assess1ng the

,_ts presented “in Tab]e 3 the fo1jcw1ng conc1us1cns can be drawn. fgvf"- ;

;"Inner C1ty Pruaect Concern part1c1pant5 tended ta
';~Exh1b1t relative. basic- skill growth, in‘those. areas _
. at each ‘grade. 1eve1 where stat1st1ca11y significant.
: : absolute growth. was evident.. This indicates that :
__the statistically. significant’ basic skilt. “progress - . v
- exhibited by these students was generally reflected = -,
~1in an_improvement in their stand1n§ re1at1ve tc*thei o T e
natﬂanaT norm gr‘«:n.q::..-= : . , e ST

]

For Suburban PrDjECt Concern part1c1pant5, the
" relationship-between absolute and relative basic ;2;'
skiTl growth tended to be ‘mixed. For Reading and : .
.. 'language, relative basic skill growth was exhihited - .ou .
- ‘at most grade levels when . statistically significant .. e
. growth was evident. For Mathematics, statistically - - '
'w,s1gn1f1cant basic skill growth often was not.

"/2-,3” reflected in an improvement in the students stand—  7 RS
e ;ing relatﬂve to. the nat1onai norm grcup. - R
;y




Tab1e 3

Suuuuary uf Mean Nurmal Curue Equ'luu’lent Achievement Grbuth by
GMHm]Mﬂ%amwwmmMmﬁWmmmMmmmwm

oo s Ramm Jj;.Lﬂw@e s

Gt Stburan - Innerrcu_t‘y Suburban Inmer- Cuty Suburban I“uneu Euty  Stburban Tmer-CTYy '2'

T T I 1] TR




cE r. i * _‘.“;"_'~— . . =--:—- = :§:—7'~, - ‘— . ;5“ '

_ 'S: TD bbtain furthar 1na1ghts ragard1ng tha raTat1ya baa1c akiT1 achlava- N
"mant grbwbh bF PPDJECt Cbnbarn part1c1pants, NCE’Raad1ng and Mathamat1ca
e rasu]talwera ana1yaad by grbuplng studants bn tha baais bf thETP apr1ng

' :1982 percent11a rank Fuur catagbr1ea wara fbrmad as’ fb11bw5‘
ESrd parcent11a and ba1bw . »"'gaa?
- f24th - Sﬁth parcent11a |

'-,37th SDth parcent11e

_ ~51§t parba tile and abbva37ff"f;b!;; i;,S;ZVi_i f'
-Maan ‘NCE raading and matbamatica grbwth.ia reported fnr ea<b’bf these

'Lcatagbr1as by grada 1ava1 in Tab1a5 4=5i' Such_data are. 1nfbrmat1va sinca

'?5thay prbv1da a maaaura Df raTatlya QFGWth,fDP abudanta bf d1ffarant
Z_;prbfic1ancy 1evaia as datenn1nad by . thEIr pr§%ést parfbrmanca | Frbm
.Tab1as 4e5 1t 15 av1dant that a bTaan ra]at1unah1p dbaa not - axast batwaan-"._r
-:studenta prof1c1ancy 1eva15 and the amount bf Raad1ng and Mathamatics ﬁ_a;;
grbwth axh1b1tad, Sbma tranda wb1ch emerged ara tha Fb11bw1ng '
- For bbth Suburban and Inner- C1ty PPDJECt Ebncarn
 Participants, students at or below the 50th.

. percentile at most grada levels tended to Exh1b1t
: the mbst NCE" grbwtb in Mathematics. - M

Far bbth Suburban and Innar C1ty PPDJECt Canbarniﬁ'7 i : BN
_Participants,c students at or below the 50th L
~ percentile a %mbat grada levels .tended to, exhibit i
- *the most NCE growth in Reading. At many grada
Jevels bstant1al Reading grbwth was achieved by -
g studants or below ‘the 23rd baraant11a.r
) In summary, bbth Suburban and InnarsC1ty FPDJEct Conbern partlbipanta '
-tandad ta axh1b1t stat1at1ca11y 51gn1fibant basic 5k111 grbwth;1n the areas’
" of Raad1ng, Language, and Mathamat1ba at moat grade 1ava]s Hhiia, ':h‘
js1gn1f1cant absaiuta gruwtb was raflectad in. pua1t1va~ra1at1ve growth fur

Innar C1ty part1cipants, thTS waa not’ a1waya tha case. fbr Suburban

‘part1c1panta.."-' o :"_1 B "

=




AP '~5;i"7 o _jflg'ﬁfm Table 4

K €§?”jflf; . Summary:by Grade.Level- and Pen;ent11§ Caieggry of - -
e '_ “Mean- Metrnpa11taﬁ Ach1évemént Test ‘Spring 1982' (Pre-) and-
Spr1ng 1983 (Pgst) NCE Results Fnr Prnaeet ancern Students

Suburban E@mpunent

T ' . Read1ng> 17; il ' iaig Mathematics 'i»'.
Grade - %11& Categgry '”N: ,;PFé- ~ Post . Grawth oN _Pre- Post - Grawth :

— = s rl

. 24.2 ﬂ;24.2~a
:=39.0 - 33.0 -
;- 46.3 7 36.5°-
.65.6°..54.2 " -
--46.3 - -"39.0 ..

304 ,«ffs;f
N9 - 2.3

5-231and}be]ow Kk 1
2 - 41.9 .. .-3.3.
3
4

6
7_~,”E£E . . 8
3 . .3750 - 5

8
3

Mm:
1 wﬁu
N R R

4 N ‘

PMS T N =IOV
o : _
ol

51 and above - .50.0- . -12.3

- 1
- Total. ... .. 38

» .
“w%mq;ﬁ

C 44,7 =2

. 32.3.7°27.2
- 39.6 . 39.6 .
S 47.4. 6.8
61.0 -~ 58.7 .
63.2 . 50.5.:

23 and below - A 3
~37.7 - =-1.3

3
3
3
3
7
2 3
-4 37-50 .. 2 . Ac .- 56.4 . 8.0
- .. .51 and above_.-.-177. *60.4 = . 67.0 - =3.4
| 9
9
%ﬁ

3

o

MM
gn
D\
L]
o
I

‘272 33.0 -

38.3  40.1 -
. 47.9° -, 49.5 .
63.5  58.7

46.3 47.9 .

263 40.7
38.3 . 37.
- -46.3 = 55.
B7.5 - 57.C
- 500 49.5

.23 and below ~ 15 - 24.2 29.1
.. 28-367 o110 39.0¢0 37.1 .-
5 37-50 13.  46.3-. 47.4 -
- .. 57 and above - - 22. 63.5 61.0 = =25
-~ Total =~ . 61.. 46.3 -46.3

el oy el e XY
L L] .

- oowo P
L] g '} L] »

.,

23 and below- - 12 -29.1 ~ 35.8 . 6.

L S 2436 - - 11 39.0 44.7
.6 - 37-50 . , .15 45.8 * .55.3
.. Bl and above.’ 27 60.4 . 61.7
W Total . - 65 .-47.9  52.1
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Tab1e 5

f;;if‘ Smnnaty by-EradE Leve] -and’ Pergent41e~categgry DF LRI
Mean Metropolitan AEh1EVEméﬁt»TESt Spring 1982 (Pre=)’ and CTLe T
Spr1ng 1983’(P§st) NCE Resu%ts Fﬂr Pruject ancern j; P -

IﬂﬂéFeCity Cnmpanent 3-

- R=RRERTERE SN Reading — ‘:' - o I MEthEmEtICS o
~,%1le Categary ~-*_N ¢ Pre- ‘”Past _“Growth. . N Pre—, Ppst Ercwth

23 and below 3 T23.0 330 1 | *28;2;‘!53%?1'=* ot
"24-36 - . T ' 41.9 - - - i39.0f.'73]fiiagrﬁs1 9. -

- .46.8° . 61.0.  14.2
'73.7°7.59.9 .0 -13.8°
50 S i
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Thase F1na1ngs 1aad to tha quastibn = why d1dn t Suburban pant1c1pants—bi
ﬂaka suff1s1ant sk111 prngrass ta axhibit mare substantlal ra1at1va grawth7i-f
Dne;;Sabia axp1anat1nn for th1s 1ask of mara substant1a1 ra]at1va grnwth } H
'néy ba tha mannar 1n wh1sh tha ach1svamant tastTng was sonébcted in tha ?f';f'

N subunbs.: Hh1is Innar—C1ty part1C1pants wana adm1n1starad tha Matrup011tan>:
Aah1avamant Tasts by tha1r s]assrubm taanhars as part QF ths Hartfard Fubﬂ1c .
S:han]s test1ng prbgram, Suburban part1c1pants wara taken out of- tha1r g

, c1assrbam (1 a,, away fram their narma1 rnutina df s:haoT aat1v1t1es) tu ba
tastad - As noted ear11er; fhess tasing arrangemants may bava dstar1bratad
furthsr sinca suburban parsannal were ba1ng requirad ta tast Praaact

"’EDHEEFﬂ students as- part oF tha avaiuat1an bf a- prngram WhTEh tha Hartfard

Buard bF Eduaat1an was. thraataning ta tarm1natai ThTS cnmb1nat1an afa

s reast1va tast1ng arrangamants and 1bw mnra1 due tb the uncarta1n futuna nf

- —:,,,

Praaest Cancarn cnu1d hava affastad studant tast parfarmancs sufficiantTy
~ to rasu1t in 1awar tasb scuras and thus, the 1abk of mbra substant1vai
re1at1va bas1s sk111 achiavémant growth on tha part of Suburban Projast
: Eanssrn part1;1pants.i In subsequent yaans, 1t‘Ss 1mportant to system—

' atisaTTy monitor the mannar=and atmbsphara-1n wh1sh the testing of - -J
1
: Suburban Concarn part1s1pants 1s canducted Partic1pat1ng suburban sshoaI

systsms ‘should "be sbnsu1tad in the design af a--more- sff1c1ant and affectiva

L

' prbcass for testing Suburban Pragast Concarn part1c1pants-

Man1tbr1ng ffast1va Impast

SavsraT ‘research stud1as hava shown that affact1va var1ab12s ra1ata to .

: schaol ash1svamsnt (saa B]obm Human Charastar1st1cs and’ Studant Laarn1ng

N\
and Purkey, Ss1f- oncapt and Schaa] Ach1avamant) Cons1stant w1th this

:!resaarch the Studant Survay was dEVE1DpEd dur1ng tha 1977-1978 sva]uatian




;irr

AR

e each prugram year

The Student Survey cunta1n5 1Q 1tems wh1ch were se]ected from the ff '

=

Instruct1nn31 Dbgecf1ves Exnhange nat1cn311y narmed 1tem pﬁﬂ1 fﬁr assess=i’f'ﬁ

; 1ng the areas uf se]f—ﬁoncépt and attitude toward schou1.f G1ven the c1csel;;f
{;relatlanshlp between hﬁw students fee] about themse1ves (seif—ccncept) andj?h

"-the1r attltudes tuward var1gus 5chou1 51tUat1an5§wthe set QF 1D 1tems was fff}

se1etted tu generai1y PET1éCt Qgth aanstruc}s.. The ccmp1ete sets oF se1F-t_

’concept and att1tude taward schua1 ItEms €O 1d not be empléyed as separate:ufg

measures due to test TEngth cﬁn31derat1ons.é S1nce the 1tem5 se]ected do

!"represent the se1F—¢oncept and 5EhQE1 attitude dnma1ns, they ‘can” DEIemp1ayed
va11d]y to assess students® status., : "?é%

. The Student Survey was adm1nﬁstared dur1ng the spr1ng of 1983 to : {_'

7 part1c1pants in. the Suhuﬁban and Inner—C1ty cumponents of FrDjEEt Cancern

at grades 2- 10 at the -same t1me as these studentg were adm1n15tered the

rMetrapo11;an Ach1evemgnt Tests.r Table 6 cnnta1ns the cumb1nad tgta]s, ;

percents ‘and - frequenc1es Far 31] Pruject CDncern students se1ect1ng the

f}"TruE" responses on the Student Survey PerusaT~nf the combined-tgtals f ;,

i =

,,responses 1n Tab1e 6 1nd1catés that,‘uvera11 the students 1n Pragect

-'Eoncern cant1nue ta have pas1tivev e1f-concepts and attltudes toward school."

'Th1s statément can be suppurted Further by an ana1ys1s of the 1nd1v1dua1

o

) 1tems in the survey. Tab]es 7=S contain an 1+em by grade TEvel summary uf

f.responses ta the Student Survey for Suburban -and Inﬂer C1ty part1E1pants

" The 10 1tem5 used in the 5urvey ref1ectad three general arFas* fee]1ngs
| about SchoDT and schoo1 wnrk attitudes toward ciassruom part1c1pants, and izq
feel1ngs about teachers. The responses to the items wegg cunslstent w1th

the data from prev1ous Eva1uat1aﬁs

13
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jiiig T -ifj}fx;,f;ai_ ,fj{ s TabTe 5 L ;';?{;ff ?>’_ ‘7;';‘1 ﬂ}}l¥;_'

?— ”; A“ Co Percent and Frequency of "True" Responses .- ) ' ;;_ o

' on the ‘Student Survey for Students Participating in. - /-
A11 Cnmpcnents nf the Prggect Cﬁncern,Prggram . Lo

F
(575)a

Ttem Stéﬁ,;,':f' , E N e Cumb1ned Tata1s R

Schoyl work is fairly easy for me. ';;'-,jii';- :721‘"'
15 fairly easy forme. @

2. My teachers usué11§71ike‘me.l_rf T ;-";-fie _ -’{,B?i
T e (58s)
3. 1 can get good grades.if Twant to. . . . o2 T

4. 1 often volunteer to qé_thiﬁQSfjﬂi£1aSS,r_," o . 65% .
orten VOmREST B S ARSI ey -
5. I often get discouraged in school. © . - 39%
; o ] o R T o (253)
6. 1 am slow in finishihg my. school work, ... i ' ,' y l 26% -
S AT . (175)
7. 1°m proud of my work. - 82%
ST AT S SRR |  (543)

=

I am not doing as well in séhool as I would Tike to.. 56%

R S (375)

9;“7I_%iﬁé”%t Ea%d7t6LtéTki%ﬁ'F%éﬁfﬁo%réiéésg T . 46%
: S S o (308) 7

o |

don't Tike to be called on in class. S 24%
t e ca SR (159)

-10.

a—. ieﬂ . N R . .
The sample 51z§ per ltem can vary 511ght1y due tg mi$51ng data.

£

_;3;3,




A

=':,“ Percent and Frequency of “True" Respunses on. the Student Survey B
By Grade Leve] for Studenfs Participating.in the Suburban Schoals Cnmponent Df
: The ProJect Concern Pragram o o
S (N = 540)a '

'25 .

SRE (N%IB)::(Nsﬁ]) (te 40) (N 67) N‘Eé) [Us 53 (N 37)

Erade Leve1

b

(NSBB)

(Ne74)

Total '-'."
s 540)

| ﬁm;k }s§f§5rfy %é;&;Fdr-ﬁé;_{
achéréjQ§ué1i3(:{?EefmeAi
gégmagmgﬁ{iéﬁkv
N vn]unteer tg da th1ngs
get d1§caurégéd 1n sﬁgoai
sicwvinjfiﬁjShiﬁg my;é;hca]
Jrqud'ﬁfrmyféqhﬂoi ﬁorﬁ.

ot du1ng as weT4 in schaa]

vau]d 1ike to do. ,
1 -it hard to talk in frnnt :

't 11ke tu-be ca115d on in

(8)

1»7; ;,ééi .
' (‘12)721

oo
- 07

o
(10},

381
A8t

“om.
(3)

o

(12)

oy
(5) .

) ssi;‘:- _-
(29)

(5)

38
{8}

"%;55%
(@)
B0y
s (33);7
80%

S (33)  (3)
- 80% . 78%
S A3 3

w4
(15)

29%

(12)-

ooy
(37)

Ty

(17)
7%

(4 - (6

704

B (4;7): ‘-

W ey
(55)

82
@

), -(54).

398
(26)

28%

(19) -

33 93
o (62)

37% :

(25)

82%:
(s)

.
- (54)

043
(62)

- Ng

508
33). -

- 203

(13)

e
(62)
Ny .
(27)
124
(28)
;'125%? .
(13)

e :
(w0)

e
- (55)

979

. (61)
298
szf(SI)f“;

279
(17).

30% -
. (19)

sy
- (s9).

0% .
(49)

54y
)

309

771,
(5?).},

-~ (83)

993
(86) -

e
__,:(48).:_-:

40%-
(35)

3%
(27) -

78y
" (68)

6
. (58)

- 49%

(43)

308
( ) (25).

o

(57)
897

f (79)i7
06y -
(85)
' {;54%
@

ii34%~

98
4)
ey
- 8)

g%
-~ (a6)
29
(23)

9%
(14)

57%

T
(28) "

. 28%

(21)

6o
(61)

65%

(58)
308
(21
20y
(18)...

- 80%

( 9

\(55Y5

975

(72) «

73%

( 393)_ |

&g -

_f;(4?3)¥‘7

92%
(EDD)'

65% S
(BSZ)H;H?;

T
(201)"

« 26%

(137) .

B R
(434)_ |

55% -

C(297)
L85y

(243)

e
(124)

‘ﬁa“

3 size per 1tem can vary 511ght1y due to m1551ng data
to th1s 1tan dlffered 5ign1f1cant1y across- grade 1EVE15 {p<. DS)



Percent and Frequency nf "Trye" Respanses on the Student Survey

Bj Grade Level far_Students Participating in- the Inner-C1ty Schoﬁ1s CDmpnnent | ,:*??=i

(N = 132)

“oeof the Praaect Ecncern Program

- Itém,Steﬁ='

2

(N 5)

(N=]Q)

4 -
(N 14)

Grade Lgve]

(N 23) (N 23)

(Ns}_s)

(N 29)

qtéi P
(Nélzz)

1@@1 wurk is fa1r1y Easy for me .

;an gét"gdﬁd;gﬁades if I want to. -

1SS,

ften get aiscgﬁraged‘in:schﬁgii
iki
zm’prﬁudruf my school work.

m not doing as we]] in schDu1 ,
I wou1d 1ike to.

ind 1t hard to ta1k 1n front af )

- ¢lass.

lan t like to be ca11ed on. 1n
1555 .

)ften vu1unteer to dn th1ngs in f

m 51Dw-in»fiﬁishing my’schog1:,. -

R 40_%""
o (2)

téathersfﬂsua11y~]ﬁké me_:*»—;f |

)
803
(4).

e
3.

6%

(3)

60%

(3)

W03
(@)

(5)

608
B
L how

()

<. 100% -

—.ﬂséi;
-(16) -
18y
u%
(4)

74%

(14) -

16%
(6}

e e s

o
xR

21008,
,Ti%)-

1005

. 86%

g

(3)

g ~57%'

o5
o
1008
(19)
42%

(8)

"y T
(16)"

215
(4)

g
3 -
6ig
7,

Ny

::(10)'

-9

)

- (20)

43%"

f:(io).="

83%

(19) -

87

o
(18) e
e
- (18)
.
- o

33%"
(19)°

'74%‘”

an.
3%
'(E)'.v
am
- (4)

- 61% ;f
(14)
91%‘ -
()

00 -
(23)

' 65%

(1S |

L3
- (9)

22%
(5)

919

{21y

263
)

-9
Y A

Cesy
13)
egy -
3)
958 .
gy
53
i?@);.;,
684 .
3).
ZE%,:
(5$; 
" 68% -
~13)
79%
- (18),
g

37
(7

90% 3
()

‘f<7ng
(23)

90%°yfr
:(EE)C-- :
a5y 1_!,;'64%¥ e
459 -
Q3)
o1y
(6),
- (22) -
- 62%
~8)
o
- (10).
T
(1)

f(asy::,(

e
(88)

- 86%
(112)

ooy

(35)'

a1
S (62)

" 29%

83%

‘.(199) (
sen

(78) : :

49%
(65)

o

. §¢

1mp]e size per 1tem can vary 511ght1y due ta m1ss1ng data

ses to th1s 1tem differed 51gn1f1cant1y across grade 1eve1s (pa{ 05)
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Schao] and Schcg1 work The major1ty af students fée1 qu1te

775camfartab1e W1th th21r schag1 experlence and the1r schoaT wnrk Fgr the

: cnmb1ned group nf respondents, 39% 1ndicated thai,:hey then get d1s-:~,

71 cnuraged 1n schogi (item 5) and 56% fe1t that they were nnt do1ng as WE11
1 1n schao1 as they waqu 11ke ts do (1tem E) Further, 92% feTt that they
~could get goud grades 1F they wanted to (1tem 3) 72% fe1t theiﬁ schaa1

Hork was fa1r1y easy (1tém 1), and 82% were praud GF thE1P»SChDD] work v,rii—'“

(1tem 7) In add1t1§n cﬁTy 26% of the Suburhan ProJect Egncern students U
feTt that they were slow - 1n F1ﬂ15h1ng the1r 5Eh0@1 work (1tem E) Thig ig‘ﬁ

a pos1t1ve F1nd1ﬁg in that Proaegt Concern students tend te ccmpara thems

thIS area ﬁf wark

- seTves st1t1veTy t@ thE1T c]assroom caunteﬁpart5’1n~

'5.

cpmp12t1on.

21355 PaPt1c1pat1on. The area af c1ass participatien 15 1mpartant as
*® F -

the PTDJEEt CDncern students shDu]d fee] gomfartabie in the1r ciassrogm .

sett1ng. It appeavs that th1s is the case since 65% of tﬁe ﬁomb1ned group |

- 1nd1cated they Gften vg1unteer ta do th1ngs 1n cTass (1tem 4) The

v résponses of the Suburban and 1nner=C1ty students wera essent1%11y the sama '
_ Further, 46% felt that ‘they - found it hard to, talk in’ Fﬂbnt @f the ETass e
(1tem 9) and only 24% ind1cated that they d1dn t 11ke to be calied on in j’

------ g]ass (1t2ﬂf16) c:These F1gures appear typ1cal of schoc] ch11dren 1n f"

_generaI%

‘ :Téééhefs. The- student persept1an that the1? ﬁ%aEhEPS 11ke them is .
essent1aT far the deve1gpment of hea]thy se1 1mages and schooT att1tudes

&

. For ‘the comb1néd graup of’ Prgqéct Cﬂntern students 87% 1nd1cated thaf th21r
teachers usual]y ]1ked thém (1tem 2) The twg grDups_agreed 1n_theyr A

percept1on of th1s item. .';' 7 T R



"f jﬂithgfespect £bidiFfér

acrgss grade 1eveis%€

years data far Suburban part1;1pants were ev1dent as fu11aws. ;,=i

B grade TEMET 1ncreased mare students tendéd
- to- feel=that \§ch301 wnrk was fa1r1y easy fnr '
1-jfthem (1tem 1) o IR '

As grade ]eve1 ﬁntreasad mgre students felt - '
.they could get gand gradés if they wanted to
:;(1tém 3)
. As grade IEVET 1n;reased fewer students N :
- 1indicated they often v@iunteer to du th1ngs oL g
in ¢1ass (1tem 4).: S v A

;f;-As grade 1EVET increased, Fewer stuéents were B
c proudvaf the1r schao1 wnrk (1tem ?)

_ seTf—cancept and sch§a1 att1tudes WEFE aga1n ev1dent acrass grade ]eveTs.i;;;kf

As grade level 1ncreased fewer gt;dants : _
‘indicated they" often vn1unteereq‘tg do th1ngs SR
infc1as§ (itém 4). RN o A

:\;

ﬁ
'

.' _A5 grade 1eve1 1nﬁreased Fewer students were,
- proud of thE1r schooT work (1ten 7). ‘

7 As grade 1eve1 increased ‘more students Fe1t : :¢ :_7fi
they were not doing as weTT in schca] as they '
fwnu]d 11ke tn (item 8). : )

' As grade TEVEI 1ncreased Fewer students faund ; o
74t hard” tQ ta1k 1n frant af the c]ass (1tem 9) e s e

i v »sAs grade 1eve1 1ncreased more students didn’ t .
.. Tlike to be ca]1ed on in class (item ID)

" : In summary, 1t,can ba conc]uded that the se]f-ﬁoncept and schoﬁT
a att1tudes af the Suburban and InnersC1ty Prcject Concern students 1n the
A areasacf schao] aﬁd schaDT work, cTassrcom part1C1pat1an, and. teachers are
ffqu1te pu51t1ve. The affect1va nr1entat1gn af students part1c1pat1ng‘1n ‘the

1982 1983 Prn;act Cnncern Pragram is. cons15tent w1th the resuits DF past ,-,é‘

. eva]uatians DF PraJect Eoncern when the Student Survey was used‘

S e gg




o I

e states thE fg11gw1ng.

T

-+ CHAPTER'III -

MONITDRING THE SUSTAIN;D CDGNITIVE |
TS DF PRDJEET CDNCERN PARTICIPATION . f_1fl. R

. “,"

achjévement grgwth af the PrDJEEt Cnn:ern students. It 15 aiso 1m-

partant tn an 1 e whethar the achievémént ga1n5 made by Frc;ect Ccn-

13

cern students are sustained nver time. = Th1s Ehapter w111 present the

resglts of such_an-eva]uation(

Theveva1uat1an aCt1V1t]ES are Eans15tent w1tﬁ the federa] 1aw

fn11aw1ng

An LEA that receives Chapter 1 funds sha11, at 1east A
“once every three years, conduct an -evaluation of its . - - . =
Chapter 1 project that includes... (b) a’ determ1nat10n _ o
i ﬁ'nf whether. improved perfgrmance 13 sustained cver a
L perlad of mﬂre than one year ’ :

Furtherg the eva1uat1on act1V1ties are cgn51stent w1th the paliay i

Ferencad in the Cannect1cut Chapter 1 Handbuok (May, 1982 P 42) wh1ch

£

‘, LEAS ‘are requ1red by statute tn 1nc1ude as. part Df the .
evaTuat1gn p]an a methodo?cgy for assess1ng the 1gng range
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Y'At 1ea5t once’ dur1ng thé three year app11catﬁon cyc1e -
the 'LEA must’collect additional information needed"
.- “to determine whether, the, achievement: ‘gains measured .
-~ over, 6 or 12 mnnths are sustained ‘over. a longer. per- -
- jod nf time. ~'A-variety of evaluation strategies o
. ~can'be used to fulfill this requ1rement.. Eenera11y,.
. the sustained effects study is based on a"tésting .
" model which 1nc1udes a pgétest a pcsttest, and
a’ Fe11aw—up pasttest R R

”Eva1uat10n Des1g_

ThE susta1ned Effects study attua1Ty cgmmenced w1th the 1981 1982

;eva1uatinn whEﬁ the Spring 1981 data f1]es fnr grade 3,5 students were
’ creaied sg that the 5pr1ng 1982 and 1983 data paints ﬁDUTd be merged

f:;1nto the avera11 f11e These data pDints were used tn answer the FQ11aw-r Cro

1_1ng résearch quest1gn — F L'-,‘; i;'~ 3 f :“.;:'
o How are PrDJect Cnnaern students perferm1ng who were. ",;:4iw;@;f;:' . Yif
/:in Chapter 1 during the '1981-1982 year and continued:. s

-;5»in the prngram dur1ng the 1983—19833year? SRR

ﬁ,? Tab1e 9 presents a summary uf the eva1uat1an dESIQn used tn con- .

: duct the 5usta1ned effects study in the areas af read1ng and mathe- gff”

'maticsr‘ Us1ng the Spr1ng 1981 Metropn11tan Ach1evement Test Reading and

Mathemat1cs scnras as base11ne data,»the des1gn aTched the sustalned _

; whén these same students were in grades 5 7 ‘ Tab1é 1D presents ‘a furthersiq
- breakdown of - tha test time d1mensian :D1sp1ayed are the test times, L
”funct1gn oF the testing and- f11es set up fnr the . three grade 1éve13i‘
:Ngte that on1y students Hlth test scares for . a11 three téSt per1ads have
':been 1nc1uded 1n the study FQF the three gradé 1eve1s the tDtaT number -
' cf students w1th at 1éast one test score and the number w1th three cgﬁ-
i.plate 5EDFES*WE$'ES fa}1owsi grade 3 N 72, N 65 grade 4 N- 84 N= 75

.'igradé 5: N289;1N283§ - » o . -  ,: IR o
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© . Table9
% Sustained Ef%e¢t§3Evéiﬁétiaﬁ Design:

~ 7.0 Reading and Mathematics: |

i

“Evaluation Edmponentirz'r_" B _,:Targgtflnfgrmgtiaﬁ7ji

EtA; Program EvaTuat1an Year (Ease11na) 2'  ’:f' 1981
A Ei: Subje:t Areas _;;j. '-= A*= o :; Readlng, Mathematics
€. Grade LEVE15 (1981) oL T 3,4, 5. e

. Schuﬂ15 A , S e E'i_ ' Suburhan and InnéraC1ty
- ‘ e S =vPro;ect ‘Concern _

" E. Test :;v- TR . .Métropolitan. Ach1evement ,
e e e e - (1978 Edition) e
F. Time Period- =~ =~ . Spring 1981, Spring 1982
o ’ s Spr'ing 1983 . .

N Table 10 |
v ':SuStaﬁhéd Effects Design
'Reading.and Mathematics. -
Testing and Data Fites ==

Time of - . Function of . . o C
. Testing . Testing R Data. Files By Grade Levels
T T T T T T T T Hlel  FileZ File3
~.Spring 1981 _ . Pretest - ..~ - N 3 - 4 .5
Spring 1982 ° - Posttest . ... 47 v .5 . 6 .
“Spring 1983, = Pgst-Posttest . .8 B T

R
TR
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':+the twc NCE scares It 15 th1s SE score wh1ch 1,d1cates whether the

g NCE ga1ns made fram Spr1ng 1951 tg Sprii

- plots the ﬁeS?éctive'NEE:Sééfési,

L TabTes 11 15 ccnta1n the MAT Read1ng and Mathemat1c5 data fﬂr the

-Tatal Progect Cancern grnug as we11 as the Suburban and Inner—C1ty

?'ngmppnents. .Fcr each_;rader]evei ;he,respect1ve stgndard;sigtes,_per?-’

 centiles, NCE;sgpreé;_Chapter_]'NCE'gaihs‘and’éuétained-é?fegtStiﬁfNCE

‘units are presented, Foll

=

Pp1nr ta d1scus51ng the- resu1ts a few camments regard1ng the 1nterﬁf _ ”

i pretation uf the data for a sustained Effects study are in arder Ea;h SR

1.;tab12 11sts ach1evement scores far three pDTﬁtS 1n t1me.; %Erlngujjgjé:;mﬁmﬁf%

Spring 1982, and-Spr1ng 1983. Readers will ‘note that-the anaTy5iS

“employes the NCE scores thch représent‘reTative grawth;_ The scale

- 4§¢Qfé5*1i§ted ﬁn each tab1e represent absglute grawth and are used

iny tn generate ‘the correspgnd1ng percentile and 1ts assuc1ated NCE: -

scare ~ The- first twg test t1mes are used ta ca1cu13te the Chapter 1,

fga1n wh1ch is 1aba1e§."ea1n in’ each tab1e.; Thése ga1ns are ca1¢u1ated“_

2 are susta1ned frém

iSpring 1582 to Spr1ng 1983 Tc 1nterpret these SEQFES we ncte that SE '

/o

.. scores’' near zero would TndTCEtE the pr1ar gains WEPE'm31ﬂtalﬂédiﬂpQSJtlyefw;;

- ey,

- scores wnu]d 1nd1tate Eant1nued grawthi

R



1ich the ach1evement gains Fer examp?e, Tab1a 11 presents the Réading-(r
; data far the Tata1 Proae:t Cnncern graug - The first sest1on nf the
i tab1e 11st5 the data far the students wha WEré 1n g?ade 3 1n the Spr1ng

‘T;af'1981 Frnm Spring 1981 (grade 3) ta Spring 1982 (grade 4) their Gvers'_ .

. »a11 Chapter 1 ga1n was E .7 NCE units Note that, s1nce a gain af zera |
f(D) un1ts wouid 1nd1¢ate no re1at1ve growth w1th PEEpEEt ta the norm -
’:graup, a ga1n of 2. 7 units is a pas1t1ve f1nding Unfartunate1y, the =~ -

:ta Spr1ng 1983 (grade S) dec11ned whlﬁhxresu1ts in the SE score of- _ 7
] ’ ~_,;e—+981=4952ngaans?were=nﬂ%=ma+ﬂ%a%ﬂed=avepsthemx‘==;===

» 1982 19&3 year . F1guré 1 cnnta1n5 a p1ot Df the NCE scores For the - "

s : = R ‘ .
_three test times.. Thé Chapter 1 éa1n5 and the 5usta1ned effects represented
in Table 1]are_disp]ayedi- Not§ that QnTyAgrade 4 (1981) sustained thd ‘

1981-1932 GRiNS: oL e et ses s "

. Readers are encnuraged to examlne the SE scores 1n Tab1es 11 15

o anﬂ the asseﬁ1ated p1ats of the NCE scares in. F1gures 1- 6.

‘—%,‘

B Tab1e 17 cgnta1ns a summary cf the sustained effects unlts-
;iThe data an Tab1e 17 1ndicates that ‘the ga1ns exh1b1ted for the -
Spr1ng 1981 grade 3 and grade 5 students frgm Spr1ng 1981 to
‘ fSpr1ng 1982 were hgt ma1nta1ned in read1ng fnr the Suburban, Inner- S

o Clty and Tata1 Groups, In grade 4 the ga1ns were ma1nta1ned and in-

44




;Eacraasad fbr a11 grbups In thé area of Mathamat1bs ne1thbr Suburban RN
.:-nbr Inner C1ty grade 5 studants susta1ned tha1r 1981 1982 ga1na
. gridis 4 students frbm both grbups susta1nad and 1nbreasad the1r 1981-3r;”:
}§SE ga1ns F1na11y, wh11egthé Suburban grada 3 students racbveréd |
:,frbm a 1981 1982 NCE dearaase (see Table, 15) tb regiatér a pQS1t1VE

V,effect during 1982 1983 thé InnersC1ty studants ShDWEd a dacrease in -

F

,,.the1r ra1at1va ach1avamant 1eve1 frbm 1981 ]982 tb 1982 1983, . -

3 . T

In summary, the Spr1ng 1982 to Spr1ng 1983 susta1ned Read1ng and'

===Matbamat1bs ach1avement gains were examined “in re1at1un to ga1ns madalf;l Sl

frbm 5pr1ng 1981 tb 5pr1ng*1982 for 1981 grade 3 5 studanta - On the

'bas1a bf cbmbar1s1bns ra1at1ve ‘to a norm grbup u31ng "NCE scores the o

fb11bw1ng f1nd1ngs were" Furwardad for the Suburban and Inner-C1ty students.

fGrade 3 and 5 Suburban and~Inner-C1ty studenta dTé
- not sustain the1r 1981 1982 Raad1ng ga1ns dur1ng the
‘”“1582‘1983 year.: g

]

: J.Erade 4 Suburban and Inner -City. btudenta susta1nad bz '
- and increased their 1981- 1982 Rbad1n;rga1ns dur1ng N\
, the 1982- 1983 year. _

-~ -Grade 3 Suburban students recavarad from a 1981= _
1982 year decrease to ‘show 1982-1983 gains in Ve
Mathematics; -Inner-City atudants did not sus-<- i R
their 1981-1982 Mathamat1cs ga1na during the . S A

19B2-1983 year: = e e e s

- 5 year D ‘ LT o L

._Erade 4 Suburban and Inner City students - sustained
and increased their 1981-1982- Mathamat1cs gains
.during the 1982~ 1983 year

'Erade 5 Suburban and Innar=C1ty atudenta d1d not
. sustain their 1981-1882 Mathamatlbs gains dur1ng
Tthe 1982- 1983 year

R

. - . .
) . S - A B T S



| Table 11" - R e

: Summary by Grade Leve1 cf Mean MAT Susta1ﬂed é . | v
R Effects far Spr1ng 1981, Spr1ng 1982, and SpF1ng 1983

for Pchect ancern StudentsA R

_Tataj'Eraupszeadingl~

S Spring. ' spring " spring’
Grade (1981) N - 1e8L ..o ez T ge8s

S T SS 640 - §s 675 . - ... 697 :
Lt o % 39 R - 40 - 380 . .
R * . NCE . 44.1 - 46.8 . . . . 43:6 "
et L o R ¥ n-2:7 7-9“—-“»,'-,--*--4—-----“-55 =3:2 2-5

RN S sse84 o e LT3
a0 18 % 44{ . S a7
o L . NCE- 46,8 - .o ‘48;4 L e

Y Gainl.6 . SE.42 .

Yt ss 699 - . 733 - U 741,
Lo gy B39 A AT

S . e NCE. 44.1 St O S L 3¥
| ' - .° Cain 4.8 . SE =3.7. i

- .
N 1
A f =
. . ‘
A
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80

NCE - 45 ]

?igureii.

. Grade 3

Bogtrel o i nll o L s e
o : B R - E - ;
= i .
) ! =
o,
£
N

Sﬁﬂiﬁgf,:
182

| MAT Mean NCE Reading Scores by
‘Spring 1981 by Grade Level =~
- Total\Project Concern. - . )

47



‘ . o T‘ame 12 _ '
ff?if-“:, é'fs‘ Summary by Grade Leve1 af Mean MAT 5u5ta1ned -
| 'fEffeats for Spring 1981, Spring 1982 and Sprlng 1983
. o “for- Pra;ect Eancern Students ' s

Suburban Ecmpanentiﬁead1ng . 5._7; if'  S S

e L SPfing . _Sprlng ‘-:’v_,xf/Spr1ng
~Brade (1981) - N 181 . o le82 - 1983 3

‘“T“é ““1 "'1“;“““fgs'%r :"J“:”’64E ;*“*:“f"*"ff"“’“mw 678 Z“Tf“'““f*f“*%béf*“*““
: R - 42 A U 42 . 11

Moo 858 - giqpg 0 M8 e e 520

- BT 48 9 ”“<‘f-_ 53 7.
‘Gai - . SE 4.8 ..

63 . 702° 7'7737 TR 7:‘747 1

45.2 . © 500 L s, 4

»
_—
Ty

-.;;53




60

85

NCE* -

30 .

.. Figure'2.

s - . reml LT il ,,‘;f,.,,,,,, e _Z

‘Grade 4.

Grade 5 .

L Grade 3 g

3 S S e — —

- 7 tSpfiﬁng T

:_;Spring; x
1981 | |

1982

" MAT Mean NCE Reading Scores’ by
Spring.1981 Grade Level ,
Suburban Component

- T

~Spring

1983



Tab]e 13

Summary by*§rade Leve] Df Mean MAT- Sustained o
K Effects fﬂr Spr1ng 1981 Spring 1982 and Sprlng 1583 ;A; _= i_4‘§_ j;}f'j

; i o fgr Prcgect antern students.

L InpericltyVCDmppnent;Read1ng ;_:..A _

o ey

* Gain’ a5




— e , [ e : N T LN S
‘spring - Spring . Spring
181 - - 1982 . - 1983

© " Figure 3. - MAT Mean NCE Reading Scorés by

R .. Spring 1981 Grade Level '

Inner-City Component

. ) , ) L=




Lo Tab1e 14 '?;)fi ’;Q{* j'ﬂ ?T;h"”f,ff.lf CE

7 Summa\ny b_y Gradé Leve1 D’F Méan MAT Sustalned - o ‘

Ef‘fects fm‘ Spr‘mg 1981 Sprmg 1982 '"and Spr‘ﬂlg 1983
' far Fr‘n,]ect Cancérn Students o A

TntaT Er‘ﬂup Math o

“Grade (1981) -7 M. desl o T ags2 oo 1983

3 65 554 , E'ID 653
L 43 TR RO I
‘ 46.3 46 8 _ 47 4
Gain .5 SE .6

S 46 3::%75f7~”;_55"_“ B :
TR T T iﬁ Toeain 420 | ZYSEJT¥1'-

5. . ‘. -8 . . 658 e oMo :jSGf

e T T ;_A', L. Gain4:2 T sgo4.2

/’ R T IRt
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- Figuﬁg’4,>;
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o
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~ Spring : R

- MAT Mean’ NCE Math Scores by .
Spring 1981 Grade Level:
Total Project Concern
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Summary by Erade Leve1 nf Hean HAT Susta1ned %f.;f

j Effects Far Spr1ng 1981

Tab1e 15

for Pra;ect Cancern Students

Suburban Compgnent Mathémat1cs ;‘é

Spr1ng 1952, and 5pr1ng 1983 f*l'

£ Spring Spr1ng
, 198] - 1932 1983
55 605

‘613
45 -

47.4

1"¢»§ 667
505

' 713

. ;J555'"

51
ED 5

53.7

e

102
51.6 .
735

50.0 -




Sl T I T

., Grade 4
" © Grade 5

NCE 85 1 - e el

e

e
- Spring. Spring . . . 'fpfing -
1881 - 1982 . o -1983

Figure 5. = . MAT Mean NCE Math Scores by .

"~ Spring 1981 Grade Level . _
, -SuburhanAEDmpaﬂent o e .




Ta ble 15 SO T

’ RERE Surnmar_y by-Grade- Leve’l of Mean MAT Sustalned
o Effe;ts for Spr‘*‘mg 1981 Spr‘ing 1982, and Spring 1983 e ,
._‘.‘3 o fﬁr ngect Cﬂncern Students o .
| Inner—City Campanent Math R ( V R
. spring -~ spring  spring
Grade 1981~ N, . 198t. . .2 - 1983




\ 8"335 %

. B . C. . &

- Grade §

40 L° i -

Spring - - Spr1ng e ;Sprfng_'“
1981 .. . 1s82. . - 1983
Figire 6. - FAT Mean NCE Math Scores by

S , Spring 1981 Grade Level VR T
- : ~ Inner-City Component . S




: ,:__7 : '::Ta'tﬂe 17?_»'

Summary ofe Sustained Effects (Sprmg 1982=’

' Spr‘mg 1983) in Read'ing aﬁd Mathemat’lcs

R

5?5;?9 ”‘f o E Readmg RO 8 o Mathematﬂ:s o
Gr‘ade Subur‘ban Inner-C’ity Tcﬂ;:ﬂ C :Suburban Inner C1t_y Tata’l

4 eoas 0 T3aU a2z 1A 0 T
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]
i
»
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1
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L]
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w
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N
M

3 f
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i

i

- i

i

3
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' CHAPTER IV. -

| }SUMHARY' o
Ths svaTuat1sn nf ths 1932—83 Pro;sst Csncern progrsm fscussd on ths

fb11sw1ng twa areas:

"-T'- 1, An sxam1nat1sn af ths csgn1t1ve and sffsct1VE 1mpact of Prsjsst
' ;Csncern. . A v..‘ , -
2. An svs]uat1on of ths susta1gsd csgn1t1ve sffscts af Frs;est -
: Concern part1c1pat15n. . _ , : :

The purpsss of th1svsummsny!isltu ss11ats for ths rssdsr some Qf the .
’si‘msgar F1nd1ngs of " thTs svalustiung/'lt s mportsnt ta nsts thst psrcspt1ans
af the Prajsct Csncern prggrsm shsu]d no fnrmed on ths bas1s nf th1s

summsny aTOns. A11 f1nd1ngs must. be 1nterprsted in 11ght sf ths svaTustlsn
'-'ths 11m1tat1ons pTacsd on ths F1nd1ngs cbts1nsd

" An Exam1nst1on of the CDQHTtTVE and’
~Affective Impsct of- Prsgest Concsrn

~ The. 1mpsct of Pro:sct Conssrn on ths csgn1t1vs ach1svsmsnt af pragram

fhs Mstrupn11tsn Achisvemsnt Tsst

) frresu1ts frgm Sﬁr1ng 1982 to ‘those’ tha1ned dur1ng SPF1ﬂQ 1983 CItisT 1mpﬂrg”*;’

' ~psrt1s1pants was assessed by compsr1ng

1vtant to note. ‘that ssme d1Ff1cu1ty was sncauntered in tsst1ng Suburban Pro;ect .
Cancern studsnts. PersOnns1 Ain part1c1pat1ng suburﬁan sshou1 sstt1ngs wsre
TEss than pus1t1ve1y lﬂOthEtEd to ccnduct ths rsqa1rsd tsst1ﬁg sct1v1t1ss

- g1ven ‘that. ths Hsrtfsrd Busrd af Educat1sn had nﬂt dss1dsd whsther the

 Suburban Prsjsct Csnssrn Pragrsm wsu1d bs cgnt1nue€ dur1ng the next scﬁbs]

year.

47




much

Ach1avamant grnwth an an abau1ute baa1a addraaaed the quast1nn % huw ia?;,

o 3

ba51c 5k111 growth hava Prugect Cuncarn studanta axh1b1ted?' Tha fo]]aw1ng;

:antTua1ans were farwarded. o =',?" RS ' :“. {; /i‘;ud,: T

a

o il o
W1th th"*'cap¥1on of gradaa 7 and 1D Suburban Pra;act Concern .
-participants axh1b1ted statistically significant (.01 Tevel)
bas1c sk111 growth" 1n Raad1ng, Language, and Mathamat1ca.a

At ‘grade 7 Suburban Progact Cuncern part1¢1pants Exh1b1tad )
statistically significant (.01 1ava1) basic skill grawth in ‘,.ii
Language and Mathamat1ca, but not- 1n Raad1ng. S '

At grada 10, Suburban Prnject Cuncarn Part1c1pants did nut _
exhibit statistically s1gn1f1cant (.01 1ava1) gruwth in any
of tha ak111 areas tested. _

9 }
At grade 4y Innar-City Pru:actaﬁuncern Part1c1pants exh1b1ted N =
atat15t1ua11y significant (.01 level) basic 'skill gruwth 1n . . )
Raad1ng and Languaga, but nut 1n Matﬁamat1cs.

At gfgdaa 6 and S Innér=City. Prajatt Concern part1c1pants . gﬂ' T 2
exhibited . statiatica11y significant (.01 level) ba51c skill " :
gruwth 1n Raading, Languaga, and Mathamat1as.

At grades S'and 7, Inner-t1ty Pra;ect Euncarn part1u1panta d1
not exhibit statistically s1gn1f1cant ( .01 ]ave1) growth 1n any
of tha ak11]s areas tested.- , o S

In asaess1ng PETat1va gruwth, una is ask1ng tha qua5t1un - as a resu1t

af tha ach1avemant pragress axh1b1tad 1n the areas taatad has the ra1at1va ;

% -

7 standing of tha studants changad ragard1ng the nat1una1 nnnm gruup? Tha N

: Fa]TDW1ng cunclua1nns were fnrwardadi_, p A

Inner- City Project Cer iérn part1c1panta tandad to exhibit -

relative basic skil} growth in those areas at each grade level

where statistically significant absolute growth was evident.
This indicates that the statistica'lly significant basic skill
prugrasa exhibited by these students was generally reflected

“in -an 1mprovemant in thair standing ralat1ve to the nat1cna1

norm group. o o o

= . ox

For Suburban Pragect Concarn pa9f1c1panta, the" re]at10nsh1p

""" between absolute and relative basic skill growth tended to

be mixed. For Reading and Language, relative basic. skill
growth was exhibited, at most grade levels when statistically
significant growth was -evident. For Mathematics, stat15t1c311y

. . significant basic skill gruwtn often was not reflected in an
v 1mprovamant in the. studants stand1ng ra]at1va ta the nat1nna1
»nurm graup . o






Further 1ns1ghts 1ntb the re]at1ve bas1c sk111 growth DF part1c1pants»
Hbs bbta1ned by gruup1ng studbnts on the ba51s bf the1r Spr1ng 1981 percen-
tﬁ1e ranks. The fo11bw1ng tnends were Fbund 1‘-v oo ' '

:FDT both Suburban and Inner City PTDJECt Cbncern Part1c1pants,
--students at or below-the 50th percent11e at most grade 1eve1s T s
: tendbd tb exh1b1t the most NCE grbwth in Mathembt1cs. _ . e

" For buth Suburbanuand Inber -City Project Concern Part1b1pants,
. students at or below. the ‘50th pércent11e at most grade levels . -
. tended to exhibit the most NCE growth in Reading. At many .
grade Tevels substantial Reading’ grnwth wasg§:h1eved by students .
~at or be]ow the 23rd perbent11e. : : Cr T

In summary, both. Suburban and: Inner—C1ty PPDJECt Cbnbern part1c1pants

¥

H

»}tended to ‘exhibit stat1st1za1ly 51gn1f1bant bas1c skill. grbwth An. thb areas.

-Df Reading, Language, and Mathemat1bs at mbst grade 1eve1s Wh11é such 51§n1—%
ficant absu1ute growth was ref]ected “in pbs1t1ve re]at1ve grbwth fbr Inner—C1ty |
‘part1c1bant5; th1s was nbt a1ways thb case For Suburban pant1c1bants.;'i

) Tu examine the affeet1ve area, tbe Student SUPVey was adm1n1stered dur1ng

' the sbr1ng of 1982 tb part1b1bants in the Suburban and. Innerst1ty cbmponbnts

- of Prcgeet Cbnbenn at grades E 1D With respect ‘to difFErences in se]f—bbncept
iaﬁd schbu1 att1tudes acrbss grade levels, some 31gn1f1cant d1fferences 51m11ar
!,tﬂ prev1ous,gears data fur Suburban bart1c1bants were ev1dent as fb11ows- o N

o As ‘grade. levei 1ncreased more students tended tb fee1 that schoo]
work was fa1r1y easy fbr them (item 1). = _

As ‘grade level 1ncreased _more students fe]t they cbqu get good a
grades 1f thby wanted tb (1tem 3) T - : .

" As, grade Tevel ‘incredsed, fewer students 1nd1:ated they bften va]un= L _7:
teer to do th1ngs in c]ass (1tem 4). L

:nAs grada 1eve1 1ﬁEPEaSEd fewer studbnts were proud bf thE]T schooT
work (item 7). _ , :

pant1b1pants, the Fo11ow1ng~51gn1f1cant differenees in’

i =

’se1f—cunbept and schbb1 attitudbs were aga1n ev1dent across grade 1eve1s

Fbr InnerrC1t'




Ed

_Aa grade Tevels 1ncreaaad; fauar atudents 1na1cated thay .f\*?ff ;
- often vo1untaarad tu do. things in class (1tam 4). o

As grada ‘Tevel 1ncreaaad “fewer, studanﬁa were praud bf tha1r
school work (1tam 7) o . Voo

;gAa grade 1ava1 1ncraasad, more atudants fe1t they ware nat N
‘d01ng as well in school as they waqu 11ke to (1tam.8) ST

Aa grade Tevel 1ncraaaed fawar atudants faund 1t hard ta
talk in frant bf the c1ass (1tam 9) = EE

_As grade”level 1ncraasad more atudants d]dn't 11ka tD be N %

aa11ad on in c1a55 (item 1D) e T S

- In summary, 1t can be. conc1udad that tha Se1f‘ﬁﬂﬁ2épt and achaai att1tudea

: uf tha Suburban and Innar—Clty Praja:t Concarn studenta 1n tha areas af achaa1

and schna1 wurk c1assraam part1c1pat1bn,_and taachers wera qu1ta pr1t1Va.-;

The affact1ve or1antat1bn aF atudanta part1c1pat1ng 1n the 1982=83 Prbject

Concarn Prbgram was consastant w1th tha raau?ta of past ava]uat1ans f Pro ,t
F 2

Cum:arn when the Studant Surva)g ‘was - usad e W

An Eva]uat1un of tha 5u5ta1nad Cag_}t1va : : , :
:_Effact of Pragact Cancarn Part1c1patlan I u-a -t

1

In canduct1ng th1a austa1ned tagn1t1va aFFacts study, the Sprlng 1982 to
'_Spring 1983 austainad Reading and Mathamat1cs ach1avamant ga1na fbr PrDJECt 1:;

,Concarn part1c1panta were Exam1nad 1n:re]at1an tb gains maaa Frbm Sprlng 1981.

to Spr1ng 1982, Th1s study Focused an students who were anru11ed at Qradas '
3 -5 during the aprégg af 1981 Dn tha bas1s of narm graup camparisana us1ng
: NEE acares, the f011bw1ng f1nd1ngs wara Fbrwardad for tha Suburban and Innar—‘
. E1ty atudanta.' ,»1~ ' i o ‘”f-‘ - S S '

-.‘Grade 3 and 5 Suburban andflnner City studanta did nbt austa1n
.. their- 1981 -82 Reading gaiﬂs 'during the’ 1982 :83 year:

" Grade ‘4 Suburban and Innar—C1ty students sustained and in=—
. creased their 1981-82 Reading gains during the 1982-83 year.

Grade 3 Suburban studants reaaveraé from a 1981- 1982 year
decrease to -show 1982-83 gains in Mathematics; Inner-City
students did not sustain tha1r 1981-82 Mathamat1csfga1ns dur-
:1ng the 1982~ 1983 year.- ; _ _ L :




iirGrade 4 Suburban and Inner-t1ty students 5usta1ned and 1ncreasad
» their 1981- 19@2 Mathemat1cs ga1ns during the 1982—1983 year.—

Erade 5 Suburban and Inner-C1;
1981 1982 Mathematics ga1ns dury ing- ‘the 1982 -1983 year_

students did not 5usta1p their.



