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'l'he goal of the instructional aide program is to provide an educational

vsupport program’ ro{ underachieving pupils. i The instructional aides . were
. trained to provide direct instructional service to selected pupils in the
tlassroom setting. 'Teachers involved with’ the .program were assigned an aide‘
. for one-half day, and provided direct supervision for the ,alde. The. aides"'
. attended inservice training gsessions ‘and® ‘were: provided with supplementary‘
- materials and many instructional activities in the. areas ‘of oral. language,
- writteh language, and/ reading skills.: The aides were also; provided assistance o

whenever needed by tfo program coordinators, who "regularly: visited the” ghdes at |

' their schools, in addition to preparing and presenting some of the i rvice

R

programs. o //v . _ co . R

v ,‘n‘

The instructional aide program was located ‘in 61 buildings with an

. equivalent of 151.5 aldes serving 267 teachers. The first grade a(ides program
" was located* in 43 buildings with an equivalent -of 102 5 .aides serving 206

teachers. .. The kindergarten program* was ' conducted An-: 40 puildings with an .
equivalent of 49 aides serving 61 teachers. The buildings served by the
program are listed below. L S , . :

5 . -
'. 4 . T T ’ e
. ! o o .-\:') . b .-

Schools Served by the ' N
Instructional Aides Program L.

Alpine Devonshire : ?Hudson ~ .. - Parkmoor
Arlington Park ‘Duxberry Pk. - ~Indien Springs “.’ Pilgrim.
Avalon : "East Columbus ° . Innig PR Reeb - L
Avondale Eastgate ~": .  Kent ~ Salem- - ., .
_Beck . Easthaven - - - Koebel ‘ - Scottwood " - '
Binns = - - East Linden . . . Leawood . . Second v
Broadleigh ° Fair - . .. -~ Lincoln Park. *Shady Lane’
Burroughs * Fairmoor . ~ Linden™, “.. 7 "Siebert, -
Cassady ~ - :Fairwood " R Livingston -~ So. Mifflinm’
Cedarwood . Fifth =~~~ Main .t 7 . Southwood .7
Clarfield " Gladstone . McGufe . ) sullivant ..
Como . Hamilton -7 Medary. CTrevitt ¢ .
Cranbrook i Heyl North Linden '~ Weinland Pk. - -
Dana ' Highland® -, Northtowne:  ~ West Mound
Deshler Hubbard +. Ohio. - " ., Windsor '
- T co . Do "'  Winterset
ST
; : . . . ‘ oo - g_-,‘ |
. : ' | :3‘“é Lo
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‘The™following obJectivegéperidéd‘difeption"for the program components:: N
: ‘, I | ‘. . . _ _ _
Objective 1.0 Given the opportunity to participate for at least 80§
of the measured period.gf the instruétion,*k;ndergartenvpupils will

N\ show an average gain in reading of 1.5 NCE.points for every month in

the program as determined by arnsfioqally standardized reading.
achievement test. - . : S o :

9. . : » - .

-

Objective' 2.0 Given service of an)instructibéal?aidg in the class- -
room the teacher will pergsive that kinderg#rtenjpupils receiving

instructional assistance by the aide improved significantly in ! =
reading and language arts a= a direct result of that service. ‘ -

. . . - v..,-/ A . . P
Criterion"2.1 Evidence of pupil 1mprpvqment'1n“reading._
readiness as a result of thé services
of the instructional aides as judged by
W‘ the classroom teachers. | R ' .
Objective 3.0 To provide meaningful training sessions for partici-

.~ pants%ffgarding materials and skills necessary to perform the stated
~tasks of the instructional aides. . e '

Criterion 3.1 Evidence that'the pirticipants perceived each
- ~ training session to be meaningful. : | .
Criterion 3.2 Evidence'that;the part;cipanés perceived the -

: ' content. of each training session as helpful -
: - L in the classroom setting.. - . e

.—\_" . -

4

. Pupils were oBservea in‘September and were selected for service in October,.
* 1982,  The treatment period for evaluation. purposes was 141 days fér the
" kindergarten component, from October 18, 1982 to May 27, 1983, b :

First Grade Compopent -

D

b

Objective 1.2 Given'the'opportun;ty to participate for at least 90

- days, T5% of the pupils in firét‘srade‘identified-as'being at the
reading readiness stage of development or below in October, 1982 -
and selected for the program will be reading at least at the second -
pre-primer level by May 27, 1983. S o

A . ™~

dbjectiVe 241 Given‘sqrvice-of an instructional aide in'the‘hiéss; .
room the teacher will perceive that-first grade pupils receiving in-
' structional assistance by the aide improved significantly in réading

and language arts as a direct result of that servioé;' e

Criterion 2.2 Evidence of first grade pupil improvement in -

' o reading and language arts as a result.of the .
services of the instruéziqnal dideg as' judged =~
by the classroom teachers. ° R

-

. ! B
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ObJective 3.0 ‘To provide meaninsful training sessions for partici-. : ) ._~_;ﬁ;;
- pants regarding materials and skills neoessary to perfonm the’ stated T {E

tasks of the instructional aides.

"'_ T n 3 1 Evidence: that the participants perceived each .
training session to be meaningful. v :

3.2g.Evidence thag the" participants perceived the L
- pontent .of each trainins session as helprul in
the classroom settiﬁg S ,-«

-served in September -and selected ror service in October,'.

) om October 18, 1982 to Hsy 27, 1983. o - .
~ - _ . .
_ : - ")iaisu‘ L e
R design provided for the collectign of ‘data. in rive areas of
program operation. . Except - for the . standardized - achievement tests, the

h instruments used to collect the data are found in the Appendix

-

. 1. Pupil Census Information };f,” ',f 157;7' '}":.._ -

‘A Pupil Census Form (locally constructed) was completed by progﬂ’l
teachers and aides for each: pu 1 served, to provide the following
information: days of program ollment, days of program attendance, and
" hours of instruction per. week,: Also asked were questions regarding the
pupil's involvement in the Chapter 1.CLEAR program and if the pupil 'was’
non-English speaking. Collection of these rorms was compieted in June, "
1983. P , v :

.f-,\' L
£

v 2. Standardized Achievement Test Inrormation S . ; .;)//

The Language Test of the nmmwmmmm_z) 'Level K

(Moss, 1978) was used to determine pupil achievement gains. The pretest
. was administered in October, 1982 and the posttest was -administered the
’ - first week in May, 1983. e .
3. -Classroom Teacher Survey Information B
, . The Classroom Teaeher Survey was completed by the teachers to whom
- aides were assigned. The' purpose of the instrument was to obtain teachers'
perceptions of: (a) impact or the' aides' services on the pupils' reading : :
skills, and (b) various aspects of the functioning of the program in the v
classroom. The survey was administered the first part or May, 1983._ ' :
S
4, Inservice Evaluation Information o =
Fourteenainsarvice training sessions were provided,ror the
instructional aides throughout the school year. At the end of each '
session, the aides were asked to rate the value of the session by _,'
completing the Instructional Aide Program Training Survey. Finally,  during
early May, 1983, the Instructional Assessment Instrument was sent to all o
instructional aides in order that they could assess the dégree to which the

-
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Lo : -,l content of the training qessions were adJudged to be of help in fulfilling
e - their responsibilities in the classroom. Dates and topics of inservice
co imeetings were as follows.‘,- . S e . , :

_ f;Da&n;; ? e . ;Innin o : -
-~ . “Sept. 14,1982 ‘ H'_ Hanuscript T o - . j
N - Sept. 16, 1982° - .. < '+ Manuseript Praotice . ST e .l
.+ Sept. 21, 1982 ! ~ Readipess Skills . -~ = - Y
o e Sept. 23, 1982 e - Children's Literature-Library Skills »
. n SQPt« 28, 1982 - - - - . Storytelling v .
- . Septh. 30, 1982 o .7 - Course of Study o
Yo Oct. - 5, 1982 "~ . . ' Individualized Preparation Time
L Oct. "7, 1982 S Alternative Reading Program
Oct. - 12, 1982 -, - . Child Growth and Development .
cht._,1h, 1982 o o Lesson Plan. Development and Effective
. P -~ 'Record Keeping.
Oct. 19;'1982‘-_f,__ "+ - " Emotional Development’
: . " Nov. 9,1982, - . = = _Use Of Audio-Visual Equipment
¢« . ,Jan. ‘11, 1983, ¢ = fctivities for Rainbows and Signposts
Cw o Febi- 8,1983 - . Learning From Each Other )

.. Eirat' Grade Conponent o ‘
~ The evaluation design for the first grade instructional aide component
called for information to'be collected in three areas. The instruments used to

2 collect the evaluation information are found in the Appendix. - -

1. Pupil Data Sheet Information - : .

——

Two types'of data were_collected.on the Pupil Data Sheet. L ‘ Ji
a.’ Pupil CenSus Information

The First Grade Pupil Data Sheet recorded information collected

.on’ each pupil in the program. This information included the name '
of thﬁ_pupil served, the number of days the pupil was enrolled in
the program, .the number of days the pupil was served by an aide, the
reading level at time of entry and termdnation from the program (as
determined by the pupil's reading level. in the designated reading _
series or the ‘Reading Development Program, Columbus Public Schools)
and participation in'the. Chapter 1 CLEAR program. A da{ of service

: was_any day an instructional aide assisted a pupil in reading

% acidvit . The’ data ‘were collected the first week of June, 1983.

' Pupil Reading Level Information

- Pretest and»posttest easures of pupil's reading levels were
inclided ‘in the. .Pupil Datd Sheet as outlined above. Reading levels

- were determined by pupils' placement in the designated reading series
or the Reading Development Program.

.-

<i/// 2. Classroom.Ieacher_Survey Information

~ The’ Classroom Teacher Survey was completed by~ the teachers to whom

Q. o ' ‘ ‘.’ i
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aides were assigned. The purpose ‘of ‘the instrument was to obtain teachers'
perceptions of: (a) impact of the aides' services on the pupils' reading
skills, and .(b) various,aspects of the functioning of the. program in the -

classroonm. The survey was administered the rirst part of Hay, 1983. :

~

3. Inservice Evaluation Information Q' ' e

/ (Please see information regarding inservice evaluation in the : .

. kindergarten component section of the- evaluation defign for dates and T
topics of inservice meeetings. ) ' 2 I ) -t ;

>
<

* L. ’ P
' o '

* The Pupil Census Form data indicated that 785 pupils were pretested whiech - -
o formed the basic group to be served .by the project during t 1982-83 school -
- year. The average number of.pupils' served during the year }§ the 49 aides was ™~ .
16." The average daily membership (ADM) in the kindergartew’ component was .
"753.1. The average hours of instruction per week was 3 Ve

First priority for pupil selection was given to underachieving pupils not
~ served ‘by. Chapter 1. CLEAR. Second priority for selection was at the option of - -
the classroom teacher t¢ include underachievers who were also being served in
Chapter 1 CLEAR. Of the 785 pupil® who were served by the program, T4 (14.5%)
- were also served in Chapter 1 CLEAR.,
The information collected on the Pupil Census Form is summarized.- in Table
1. The number of pupils rulrilling ‘the requirement of attending 808 (112) of-

" .. .the projécy days was 531 (67.6%) .dut of a total of 785 pupils served by the
project. e pretest-posttest analysis included 473 pupils out of . the 531
pupils who took both the pretest and the poattest. o e

The' analysis of pretest-posttest achievement data for raw score minimums, »
maximums, averageés, . and standard deviations are &hown in Table 2.1, The -
achievement test used was the Language Test of the Tests of Basic Experiences
(TOBE 2), Level K.. The achievément data in Table 2 imdicate' that - the average.

- change in raw score rrom the pretest to the postteat was T. 6 items ror the 473
pupils who took both the pretest and posttest. I o .

The analysis of pretest-posttest achievement data for peroentile !minimums,
paximums, medians and‘ standard deviations are shown in Table 3. The dfan
percentiléeé -for the pretest was 15 ‘i, while the median percentile the
posttest was 35.9. . . ‘4 ’ L

The presentation of achievement data thus far included results from . the
analysis of raw scores and percentiles.. Raw 8scores are equal units' of
measurement, but can only provide a limited interpretation of achievenent ‘
data. Percentiles provide comparative inrormation Jbut are not equal" unity of : .
_ measure. Caution is advised in drawing conclusions about program impact from :
any of the scores. above. Normal curve equivalents (NCE's) are gene_‘\ally L
considered %o provide the .truest indication of studént growth in ach:hevement,
since they provide comparative infor-mation in equal units of measurement. s ‘
g Data for NCE's are presented "in 'I'able Al& ~ The analysis Q.f\ the
pretest-posttest achievement data for thee 473 pupils meeting. the 80% atténdance -,

;o
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criterion and - ‘who . took both the pretest and posttest indicated an average

. growth of 12.4 NCE's or 1.8 NCE's per, month . for the seven month-’ periogg
Objective 1.0 was therefore achieved for the kindergarten component of t

Instructional Ai\de Program. . -

In May, the teachers participating in the prograh were surveyed to- evaluate

their perceptions- of the impact of' the services of the aides on. kindergarten

¥+ pupils' reading readiness skills. Of the 61 teachérs, 53 (86.9%) returned the

; . survey. The first part of the survef asked' the teachers  to srespond” to six

. . statements concerning the pefformance of the instructional aide as well as the

-adequacy of the TOBE 2 testing instrument. second part of the survey asked

the teachers to respond to eleven statement;rh;oncerning the degree of progress

by -target pupils which could be attributed to the efforts of the instructional -

) .~ aide. The teachers. responded to the items using a five-point rating scale. of

(1y Strongly. Disagree, -(2) Disagree, (3) Undecided, (4) Agreey and (5) Strongly - |

‘Agree. Table 5’5 and Table 5B contains a summary .of responses . to the two parts

of ‘the survey., The teachers' agreement. with item 1. together with the pupils'

* gain in reading scores as reported in Table 4 is a clear indication that

Criterion 2.1 specified in Objéctive 2.0 was achieved. There is evidence that

kindergarten pupils' reading readiness skills .improved as & result of the

services of the aides as Judged by the classroom teachers. R ™) -

/ 3 .

Of the teachers responding to item 4, 20.8% (11) ind.‘:cated that the TOBE 2

was not an accurate measure of reading readiness, 16 teachers were' undecided..

e. instrument was selected for use in the project because it was Judged by

central office reading personnel to be the best available measure that had

\_/-apdequate norms. Responses to item 5 indicated that pretest instructions were

adequate. Responses to ‘item 6 indicated that most teachers felt that they did
_ ~ have adequate time to complete pretest activitie’s.

> On the average, 77.2% of the teachers attributed pupil progress to  the

_ 1instructional aide as indicatéd by positive ratings of the eleven skill areas

'which are listed in Table 5B.. The averge rating was 3.9 (3 1s Undecided and y

Agreement) _ _ .

©

‘Teacher ratings would seem to _i‘nd.icate that aides made' a significant
-contribution in the areas - of writing names, . and numbers,. (4.2) and

differentiates likes, similarities, shapes, sizes, facts and- fantasies (4.1).
Fourteen teachers (26.4%) indicated that the aide did . -not present the material.
on imaginative situations to pupils,. : “

Vhile data indicate Criterion 2.1 speciried in Objective 2.0-was achieved,
overall response to Part 2 would seem to indicate that the ability of pupils in
some areas was’ not as great as anticipated. Teacher ratings would appear to
highlight areas of concern for future coﬂ'sideration in program planning. -

L]

During the year, a series qf 111 inservice sessions was provided for the
kindergarten instructional aides. At the end of each session, the-aides were
asked to rate the value of the session by completing the Instructional Aide
Program Training Survey. The overall evaluation of the content prescnted at -

" the session is summarized in Table 6. . _ e .

B A .

The evidence shows. that the aides felt the inservice sessions ,;'{'Jé;e very '_

informative, very interesting, and very worthwhile. «Thus, Criterion, 3.1 was.
achieved. ' : : - B :

1
2
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S ¥umber of Pupils Served, Aderages for Days of Enrollment, Days of Atténdance,, o .
- Dadly Membership.and Hours of Instruction Per Week, and R
Pupils Attending 80§ of Days I S
" Reported by Grade Level o T | T~
B | . © . . “ \ .
4 ; .
| ' S — ‘ lverage ‘ ‘ Pupils
Pupils o Deysof Days of Daily C Hrs. of Inht. | Attending

oM R B3 mg TRa 38w
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 Winimm, Naximm, Hedian, and,andardDev'iation o

. , ) of the Pretest and Posttest Percentiles | : s
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Table 4
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| v . - Reported by Grade Level
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. S Co o Table 5A
) ti Average Response and Peroent of Responses to
i Part 1 of .the Classroom
o . Teacher Suryey (Kindergarten)
| b | | '
LYo\ Percemh
R S E - Number ~"Averager SD D U A::. SA
v g ___Item Responding Respopse (1) (2) (3) (1) (5)
1:; _The overall readiness _ o ‘ . _ R
" ‘to read of pupils in . I ) N
the target group has . S . . . o S
~improved significantly ‘ S e
. as a direct result of < e 4 -~ '
interacting with the ., - = = , : o = LT
é.e‘The ipstructional ' |
‘materials made by the = -
aide were satis- o - L o L R
factory. 7 .s53 . B2 3.8 9.4 1.9 34.0 50.9-

. 3. The instructional
aide has a basic
understanding of

. how kindergarten
pupils begin to : ' . R o o T
- read. o .53 .40 - 3.8 13.2 1.9 39.6 HM1.5

4, The_TOBE 2‘nngtgat
instrument seemed
to be an accurate

© ‘measure of reading o T . 3
readiness.’ - .. o 53 3.2 9.4 11,3 30.2 43.4 5.7

, 5. The instructions o oL ‘ AN
: glven to complete ’ ' '
the TOBE 2

' pretesting procesa . S e o - S
were adequate. : _'? 53 - ‘u.1 1.9 0 - 5.7 6T.9 25

6. - The time allotted for
: ‘completing the
'y TOBE 2 pretesting . L o X L
- «8* . was adequate. _ 53 - ka1 0 - 3.8 3.8 67.9 24,5

-. N




1. Relate and share SR _

- experiences and - S . ./ e
stories in correct e . : I
sequence -, =’ //f/ 3.8 1.9 11.3 13.2 50.9 22.6

2. Participate in imagin- - N
- ative situations:
pantomime, puppetry, . o :
role playing, etc. - 53 3.5 7.5 18.9 9.4 1,5 22.6
3. Write the alphabet 53 3.9 1.9 9.4 5.7 5.7 28.3
¢ N, VWrite their names and _ ; o L
_ numbers 53 4.2 1.9 3.8 3.8 52.8 37T.7T
15..De11ver oral messages' : L ) a
' ;correctly 53 3.9 3.811.3 7.5 50.9 26.4
6. Listen and respohd to
~ stories, poems, plays. .. _ .
and‘i?ker literary L : _ e .
forms 53 3.9 3.8 5.8 13.5 51.9 25.0
7. Recall details, stories 53 © 3.8  1.915.1 5.7 585 18.9
&8. Differentiate likes,' '
" similarities, shapes, -
sizes, fatts and ) ' ~ ' A
) _fantasies . 53 ll.1 .A1.9 ' 1-9 . 90“ 5606 ) 3002
-+ 9. Know the sounds of o _ o - .
Single copsonants o 53 ) . 308 : 5.7 705 "90” 5208 2”.5
10, Match ngds~£o_pictﬁres. . 53 3.7 5.7 9.4 . 18.9 - 45.3 _20.8 N
© 11. Understand' the main = e .. .. X

3 JItem

—J

 idea. -

v ) .
e S 55_ | Table 5B
. Average Response and Percent of Besponses to i L
CL ‘Part 2 of ‘the Classroom™ '
" "__ . Teacher Survey (Kindergarten)
. i -
. . o : _Percent
. Number. Average SD D ] A SA
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‘Table 6 | |

Instructional Aides' Respé;ges'nelating to the . - - |
% & Fourteen Inservice Sessions |

. & \
 __ Content Presented Was _Percent .
a. Very Informative. - 76.6 - )~
"  Informative . ' -o22.1 B ,/ P
Not Informative , 1.3 : - L
d.. Very Interesting ' o139 .
Interesting - : 2h.2
Not Very Interesting - 1.9
- ¢. Very Worthwhile , ‘ . T4.3
. Worthwhile , : 2.2+
Not Worthwhile' 1.5

In May, 1983, the Instructional Assessment Instrument was sent to the
kindergarten instructional aides. The purpose of this instrument was to. assess
the value of the inservice after the aides "had an opportunity to apply the |
inservice training and materials in the classroom. ' The aides were asked to -
respond to 10 statements by cireling (1) Strongly Disagree, (2) Disagree, (3) .
Undecided, (4) ‘Rgree, and (5) Strongly Agree. Surveys were completed by 50

- aides. - Tatfe 7 contains the findings. . The evidence outlined in Table T shows'.
" that Criterion 3. 2 was met. All of the average responses were 4.0 or pore (M 0
is Agree). - o . S a A

The kinde&arten instructional aides were also given the opportunity to
1ist comments ‘or make suggestions which they felt would help to plan inservice
sessions for: next year. Their: responses are. summarized following 'l‘able T with

" the frequency with which they occurred..-

Comments and - suggestions for program : improvement by kindergarten .
instructional aides: R o -

Joint inservice for teachers and aides (10)
A mandatory principle, teacher, and aide inservice so that
each understands the primary role of the aide (1)
By ‘More information on kindergarten reading or how to get ready to
- : read (5) ’
R ~hore time spent in smaller groups...more important to kids, because
you can spend more time with each (3) '
I believe inservice training sessions would be of more service if they
. were held during the summer with time allowed to meet some of the :
aides. (2) L :
& Training sessions on how to. motivate and help unde(achievers with .
a short attention span (2) : _ ;
Manuscript (1) :
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Table T
. : /
. Average Response and Percent of Responses . ' _
for Part 1 of the Instructional Assessment ' o
Instrument (Kindergarten)
. Percent
) : ‘ " Average , Average  SD D U A SA
Item - ' __Responding Respopse (1) (2) (3) (4#) (5)
1. As a result of the inmservice i
: training sessions, I have a
greater uhderstanding of how
kindergarteners get ready v : ' !
to read. ' o 50 4.3 0 2.0 10.0 u46.0 42.0

2. The inservice training sessions
have helped me to. effectively ‘
participate in the reading -
readiness activities which are
conducted in a kindergarten

classroon. ] » _ HQ}{T' 4.2 8.2 2.0, 55.1 34.7

Y-

i

3. As a result of the jinservice »7
training sessions, I have a L

better understanding of the v

concerns andresponsibilities - fﬂf :

that a kindergarten teacher '

has toward the beginning o _ IR

instructionof reading. L Cou8 - N3 0 0. - 4.2 64.6. 31.3

el .
gL ke B
o %
g

4, The topics presented in the -
inservice training sessions
_were helpful to me in under-
standing my Job in the class- B . I
_room. 49 4.3 2.0 2.0 0  59.2 36.T.

5. The topics of the inservice
training prepared me to assist
pupils who were beginning to : o ] - o :
learn to read. © 50 42 0 O 6.0 68.0 26.0

6. During the inservice training
sessions, I learned many- o
activities and instructional : .

- methods which may be ‘used in R _ - :
the instruction of reading with . S, ) - '
‘ kindergarten pupils. . -~ 50 - 4.3 0 4.0 4,0 52.0 40.0

7. These inservice training ses-
sions have made me aware -of the
~ resources which our school and °
our school system make avall-
" able to children for reading - L . : : o
. inst?uction. : .80 7 . w3 T 0 0 80 58.0 -34.0
. S . . iy a ‘ . (Continved) .
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‘ L , . _DPercent
R > ‘Average  Average SD: D U A \sa
Item . .___Responding Respopnse (1) (2) (3) (4) (5)
8. After the inservice training ‘ ; ’ \\\
" sessions, I felt prepared to : . o . :
assist children learn to read. 48 - °  A.2 0 0 - 6.3 66.7

9. I shared information from the
inservice training sessions’ : _ : .

27.1

with the kindergarten teacher(s) - . \
to whom I am assigped. - R 4.4 0 .2.1 0 48.2 48.9
10. The teachen(s) I work with has’:-'j_“ - ' \ | |
- Shared idegs £nd shown me ways - ) , }
to becomebdtfer at helping. - x/, ' C T
pupils 1earn to read. S 48 4.5 -7 0 © 2.0 R.0 39.6 56.3
a
People who’ve been through training before should not have to attend
‘meetings.({) - . ‘
- Comply with the same inservice. sessione as were presented the last I
. two years. Each session full of information (1) o
’/ The teacher and I had a positive team relationship (1) .

« -

The primary objective of the'éomponent was to raise the reading level of at &

least 75% of participating pupils to at least the second pre-primer level.
Reading levels were defined by those found in the Boughton-uifflin reading

series or comparable levels from ode of the reading series piloted in schools - — -

during the 1982-82 school year. The First  Grade Pupil ‘Data Sheet (PDS) was
- used to record information regarding the progress .of program pupils in
reading. . PDS data were collected on 1,631 pupils served .in 43 schoola. "The ,
maximum number -of pupils served by an aide was 12. Some aides served more than
one teacher during a day. . - , . ’ '

Of the 1,631 pupils, 1,432 (87.8%) met the 90 day service criterion and the.
reading level criterion of Objective t.1. Of the 1,432 pupils meeting the
‘selection criteria, 86.0% met the evaluation criterion of ObJective 1.2 with
71.6% reading at ‘the third pre-primer 1level - or beyond at the end of the
program. Thus the obJective was achieved. '

Table 8 contains the distribution of reading levels ror the 1, 332 pupils at
the beginning and end of the program. ' Substantial progress in reading levels
is indicated for these pupils. A review of the data indicated that 96.3% of
the pupils prosressed beyond . the reading ‘readiness stage of development.

Although no norm-referenced test data are available for the pupils, first grade -
" pupils reading at the third pre-primer level are considered to. be reading at

‘approximately grade level and ready for the second grade.~ In either case, the
_pupils have shown marked progress, considering the entry level reading skills.

~



- Table 8 : l -
. Distnihutions for Reading Levels,

«

‘Reading Level . Eatry . Termination -
—DReacription. Erequency Percent  Freguency Percent .
Below Reading Readiness 432 30.1 - - 12 0.8 -,
Reading Readiness \ , | B 1,600 - 6;9‘.9 : " Y » A2.v9
First Pre-frimer_ - EU : ’ ' | | B | -- _ | A 111:7 10;3 .
Second Pre-Pnimen K i 206 FUR'S
Third Pre~Primer = B e o | -_',?1 | 319 - 22.3
First Reader = . [ P S 3 T
~ Beyond the First Grade 'R’eaders' - - | - | E 13 0.
Total - - o ‘1,932 ? »l1oo,q 32 105.° -

%

_ In Table 9 N . dist;-ibution of reading. level changes is sumnarized for
-those pupils méefi'ng t’hemaeleotion criteria for Objective 1.2. ~ Further
‘analysis of the data shoﬁved growth of two. or more reading levels for 91.0% of
‘.the pupils and 56. OS showed-. growth for four or more reading levels.

. +-In addition to receiving the servioe of an. instruotional ‘aide, & program
'.;pupd.l could have also been served in the Chapter 1 CLEAR program. An analysis
was made of the ‘change in reading levels for two groups of program pupils. .The
" first group was made up of pupils who ‘did not receive CLEAR services. The
second group was made up of pupils who were served in the CLEAR program.. It
was assumed that this group received. CI.EAR services ror a substantial part of
the program. _ R o

" The distribution of reading 1eve1 growth for these two groups of pupils is
summarized in Table ‘10. A review  of the data in Table 10 .shows that both the
aides only group and the aides plus CLEAR group achieved Objective 1.2. In the
first group, those pupils served. only by the aides program, 86.2% of the pupils
met the evalugtion criterion of Objective 1.2 with T1.5% showing growth of
beyond the third pre-primer level. In the second group, those pupils served by
both the aides and ‘CLEAR programs, 81.0% of the pupils met the evaluation
" eriterion of . Objective 1. 2 with 76. 2$ showing growt_:h beyond the third.
pre-primer level. _ L o ,

;=- 
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L 2 - . Table 9/ . PN

. B Distribution of Reading Level Growth
for Qualifying Students

. Categories EL R o o ,
' __Rex Level Gi N ‘

-

e lLevel - . 2 0.1 ;

'£9 Level, 26 NS ;
A‘One.Level 3 + - RTINS "17.1_ o o ?/)'

. v Levels - S 16 - 12.3 h
A Three_Letels . L 1325‘5 S éé.i ’ .

| FourtLete%s*'._ -, ., 563 39.3

Five Levels o 2020 1.1

Six Levels o 37w"- :» é.6

L . . ]
’ .. , W» ‘ -

Total '~ | | u32 ~ . 100.0

v e

In Table 11, the distribution kf reading level changes for both groups is
compared. - For the aides only group, 91.1% showed growth of two or more levels

‘and 56.0% showed growth of four or more levels. . The median growth in reading

levels was 3.7 for this group. By comparison, for the aides' plus CLEAR group,
88.1% showed growth of two or more levels, and 57.2% showed growth of four or
more levels. o 'rhe median growth in .reading 1evels Jwas 3 7 for this latter
group., S ' . :

The reader is cautioned in drawing conclusions by comparing the two groups
presented in Table . 10.  There are only 42 ' pupils served by both the -

~Instructional Aide and CLEAR Program. The small - number. of. target pupils dis

perhaps hot large enough to make a strong comparison.

Y

In May, the teachers participeting in ‘the prognym were sunveyed to evaluate ;5

- their perceptions ‘of the progrem. . Of the 206 teachers, 172 (83.4%) returned

the survey. The rirst ‘part of theigyryey asked the teachers to respond to five
statements concerning the perrorma._e of the instructional aide. The second
part of the survey asked teachers’ toxrespond to, twelve statements concerning
the degree of progress by target- pup&la whfch could be attributed to the
efforts of the instructional aide. The’ tSachera responded to the items using a
five point rating. scale of (1) Strongly D£Bagree, {2) Disagree, (3) Undecided,”
(4) Agree, and (5) Strongly Agree. Table 124 and ‘Table 13 contain a summary of
responses to the survey. The teachers' agrecqent with item 1, Part 1 together
with the pupils' growth in reading which is: rpported in.Table 8 is a clear
indication that Criterion 2.2 specified in Objective 2.1 was achieved.

N '~.\.'~
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There ia evidence that pupils improved in reading and language arts as a result
of the aervioea of the aides as Judged by the classroom teachers.

S e

10

-

3

. - Distribution.of Reading Level for Qualifying Pupils in Aldes

(AN
¥

Only Program and Pupils in Aides .and CLEAR Programs

!_',\ v ) L '1_‘ N -
— — : _

, ' . : _Entry - ._Termination :
Reading“Level - _Frequenqy  Percent: Frequency _Percent. -
Description . =  ‘Aides Aides+ Aides Aides+ Aides Adides+ Aides Aldes+

— - Only CLEAR- Oply CLEAR. Only CLEAR- Only CLEAR -
Below Reading . - : S -
~ Readiness © 421 11 30.2 26.2 11 "1 - 0.8 2.4
 Reading. Readiness 969 31  69.T 73.8 40 1 2.9 24
" First Pre-Primer | T\ 6 10,9 14.3
Second Pre-Primer 204 2 W7 4.8
Third Pre-Primer - - 309 10 - 22.2  23.8
Primer ' ’ 556 .18 40.0  42.9
First Reader ’ B LTINS y '8.3 9.5
“Beyond the First | . S
A | 13 0,9,
Total 1,390 42 100.0 100.0 1390 42  100.0 - 10Q,0
. . ° ) . . v ' -

- On- the average, 86.9 teachers ‘attributed the

progresa' due to the

instructional aide in positive ratings on twelve skill areaa which were listed
in Section 2. Table 12B. The averase rating. was 4.2,

The teachers eapecially ‘felt the aides mado a signiricant contribution in.
.the areas of recognizing basal words from the selected reading series, with a.

rating of 4,5 (4 is Agree). One of the areas did not receive as. many responses

as the other areas., Fifty-nine (35.1%) teachers indicated that the aides did

not present the material on imasinative aituations to pupils. =

l

The teachera were alao given the opportunity ‘to -make . any additional
comments regarding the .first grade component. .
_indicated that the yast majority of teachers were satisfied with the program,
‘and did not want the program cut. A few comments critical of the program
suggested - that aides should be trained in assertive discipline and management;
needed to ‘expand ‘areas’ of instructional assistance,
self-motivated, and that more emphasis should. be placed on activities designed

“to enhance studepts' cbmprehenaion skilla.

20

A review- of the comments’

needed to be more



. N | | . Table 11 _
’ Distribution of Reading Level Growth for Qualifying -
‘ Pupils in Aides Only Program and Pupils SR
in Aides Plus CLEAR Program, :
AN . .
i { (W
. Co . : : ' ’ L
Reading Leyel Growth o Frequency . Percent ===
- Level \
No Level .- 1w o 1. 1.8 2.4
One Level | e 3 1.0 95
Two Levels™ " = 172 y 12.4 S 9.5
Three Levels - 36 T g 227 21.4
v o/ 7 L 4 ‘ . T . ’ S
Four Levels 546 - 1T 39.3 40.5
“%five Levels . . 7 195 7 1m0 167
Six Levels 31 . 0 21 0.0
Total . 1,39 " B2 . 100.0 - 100.0

[% . . c T » -

A series. of 14 inservice training sessions were provided for the

instructional aides. At the end of each session, the ‘aides were asked to rate

the value of the session by completing the Instructional Eide Program Training

Survey. The overall ‘evaluation of the content presented at the, sessions is
summarized in Table 6. )

The evidence shows that the aides felt the training sessions were. very "
infomative, very interesting, and . very worthwhile._ Thus, Criterion 3. 1 was
achieved. - T .

In May, 1983, the Instruotional ~Assessment Instrument was sent to the first

' grade ‘instructional ‘aides. The purpose of this instrument was to assess the

value .-of" the -inservice after the aides had an opportunity to . apply the
inservice training and materials in the ‘classroom. The aides were asked to
respond,  to 12 statements by circling (1) Strongly Disagree, (2) Disagree, (3) i
'Undecided, (4) Agree, and' (5) Strongly Agree. Surveys were completed and
returned by 103 (85. 81) of the aides. Table 13 contains the findings. .
| J .

The evidence outlined in Table 13 shows that Criterion 3 2 was met. The
average rating was - ‘4.3, (4.0 is Agree). . The: instructional aides obviously
perceived the inservice training sessions as being helpful in the classroom.

setting. _
. il . % . .

The instructional -aldes were also glven the opportunity to list additional

comments concerning the first grade component. Their responses are summarized
following Table 13 with the frequen y\with which they occurred.
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‘ 5 A _ Tdble 124
Average Response and Percent of Responses for
: Part 1 of the Classroom .
‘Teacher Survey (First Grade):
x
. . o Percent
: SR - Number Average SD D —U A - SA
.- i Item - _Responding Response (1) (2) (3) (#) (5)
- - ‘ . :
1. The overall reading and
language arts abilities of .
pupils in the target group : ‘ o : : .
improved signifigantly as o : o
“a direct res:%;)%f inter- ' L » ;
acting with instruc- : ' ’ - .
tional aide. S 172 4.4 1.7 3.5 2.9 29.3 53.5
2. The instructional S ‘ : -
. materials made by the aidé L T
Myere useful in working ‘ i . T
with children. 472 4,5 2.3 1.T° 4.7 30.2 61.0
3. The instructional aide
* has a basic under’
standing of how beginnins ‘
reading d&nd language arts i : ‘ I S
are taught. N 112 §.y 1.2 2.9 4.7 39.5 51.7
4. The Resource Guide and.
Handbook developed for the
program has been of great
‘value to your instruc-
" tional aide in helping ‘ ’ : ; o
pupils. , 169 _ ‘4,1 2.4 5.9 9.5 u4.% 37.9
5. During reading and -
" ‘language arts activities,
the instructional aide
relates well to the - o L
pupils. . . «._‘- . 172 : » n-ﬁ - 0 - 1-7 3-5 30-8 6‘;-0 . .';
.~ ]
- 22.
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Table 12B

"
'
e
r

c Average Resbonse and Percent of Responses for
Part 2 of the Classroom

'Teaqher Survey (First Grade)
y L o __Percent .
L N s | . Average - SD - D U A" SA
___Items - Responding Response (1) (2) (3) (¥) (5)
, 1. Reldte and share ex- ' “ l h
periences and stories in . '
coprec; sequence. _oomn 4.0 6 7.0 8.8 58.5 25.1
2, Participﬁte in 1magiﬁa- ) |
) tive situations: pantomime, . o ) ]
puppetry, role playins, B L L T oL T
ete. - ., 168 . < 3.6 1.2 1387 20.2 53.0 1.9
VP 3. Write lower and upper case T o . o
alphabet . _ 172 4.4 0 2.3 1.7 47.7 48.3
y, Write numerals - ' 172 3.4 0 1.7 2.9 SO.OL 45.3
5. Use manuscript to copy v .
" words and sentences - . . : . ' v
cor*ggf}y > - 172 4.3 0 2.9 4.7 u48.3 u4.2
6. Form and space letters,
' words, and numbers , : : _ -
correctly : o 172 4.2 -0 5.2° 5.8 52.9 36.0
T. Match words with pictures . 171 4T 0 2.9 2.9 145.0 49.1
8. Recognize that words may . ;
name people, places, o T _ :
animals, and things 156 . 4.4 1.3 1.9 3.2 47.4 46.2
‘ o - o ' - : : e .
9. Recognize that words may - | :;;f |
. be grouped to express * - et R
a' complete thought . N | £ R Y- .6 ”2 3 6.4 54,1 36.6
10. Identify certain groups | . Lo e
. -of words or sentences: 172 . 43 0 1.2 . T.6. 49.4 1.9
11. Listen and respond to . ) : ST -
storieS, poems, plays, S : ‘ R SR
and other literary forms 170 4.2 1.2 6.5 T.6 41.8 42.9
12. Recognize basal words '
from the selected reading - - C ' . S
series in my school . 171 45 0- 1.2° 1.8 " 40.9 56.1




‘ Average Response and Percent of Reeponees for
oy Aides' Perceptione of the Training Sessions (First G de)
. . . .1
S o - RS R . o
- . . _ Number ~ Average SD D U A SA -
- Item Responding Response (1) (2) (3) (4) (%)
. . . - ., . B . - ]
. . 'y . : . . .
. L. As a result of the in- .
. service training sessions, X N
I have a greater under- L
.. standing of how first . : T .
'~ graderg/ learn to read. 92 b5 0 1. 141 3.3 H1.3 83,3
", ‘2. The inservice training =~ = ' o , -
" sessions have helped me to S, R
effectively participate in . Ny n >
the ‘reading and language ‘ '
arts activities which are V
] - oonducted in a first grade - - : N ' :
/" .- elassroom. el - 92 4.4 1.1 3.3, 1.1 846 50.0

3. As a result of the in-

- service training sessions,

I have a greater understand- ‘ S N
"ing of -the concerns and
responsibilities that a
first grade teacher has ,
toward the instruction of - _ l o '
‘reading, and language a¥rts. 92 . 4.4 1.1 3.3 3.3 4.4 50.0

v, The topics presented in the
“ inservice training sessions. .

"#¥  were necessary t¢ help de- o ’
" fine and support my role - , _ _
in the classroom. ' 91 4.4 1.1 3.3 4.4 1.8 49.5

5. 1 understand how the
Houghton Mifflin reading
program is to be used at ’ \ :
the first grade'leve%. Y90 4.1 2.2 1.1 6.7 .;60.0» 30.0

J.,'G; I understand how the altern-
ativeive reading program,

: ' ’

is to be used at the first : . ' :

grade level. o9 3.7 "-2.2 9.9 20.9 48.4 18.7

-

L : ~ - - (continued)
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Iable 13 Continued : . 7
o na o . ; g . ]
. ' . o v ___Percen
o : ] " Number Average SD D . U A —jé
_Iten _Responding Response (1) (2) (3) (4) )
7. During the inservice train-
: ing sessions, I learned many
- -activities and instructional o -
‘methods which may be“used in . , » . :
the-teaching of reading and °* , - e &
language arts with first « & | J T
\ grade’pupils. 92 45 2.2 0 . 2.2 38.0 57.6

.+ 8. These inservice training .
sessions have made me aware. - e ' - -
of the many resources which ' ) o SR
our school and our #chool ' ‘
system make available to
children for reading and

language arts instruction. 92 4.3 1.1.3.3 3.3 53.3 39.1
9. After the inservice train- :
" ing sessions, I felt pre- : C .
pared to help children" '
* develop and use reading _ ' .
- and language arts skills. . 9 4.4 0 4.4 3.3 44,0 48.4

10. I shared/informatién from _

the inservice training . ! of
sessions with the first _
« grade teacher(s) to whom : ‘ / ‘o
‘I am assigned. | 95 , 43 0 .5.6 3.3 51.1 40.0.

1). The teacher(s) I worked
: with has shared ideas
and shown me ways to
become better at helping
pupils develop and use.
reading and language arts S '
skills. . .92 4.2 4,3 3.3 5.4 - 38.0 48.9

12. The Resource Guide and -
Handbook has assisted me
in the instruction of
reading and language L : L ' - v
arts skills, = - 91 4.4 3.3 1.1 3.3 38.5 53.8

4

Comments and suggestions for program improvement by instructional aides®
. Information on our new reading series (14)

- We need sessions on how we can handle discipline (10)
Behavior modification (1) oo




S

o " Teachers and aides should attend. inservice (6) R

-~ - Ways to relate to each other and responsibilities of each (1)
) Make-it take-it workshop for full day (4) ,
‘Have all sessipns at beginning of year (2)  -.
Exhibit of ready made materials to help students (3) . .
. Small group discussion for experienced aides and share
" experiences (2) o
. Work with .one or two pupils ratherghen whole group (2) . .
o Update workshop materials. I've réceived many of .them (1) ’
Program is excellent (1) S e

. R .
. . “ . 'a'.,
¢ . N f

The kinder arten component -of the. instructional aide program provided an

educational pr gram -for kindergarten ~pupils -who were underachievers -‘in ,'

,reading. * The program was ’conducted in 40 schools with an equivalent of 49
aides serving 785 pupils and 61 teachers. 'l'he instructional aides attended 1ll
half-day inservice trainidg sessions during ‘the school year. " 7\ R

. A review of the data presented herein indicates that the prog : oh:]ectives
were achieved for the 1982-83 school year.. .There is evidence which indicates

that all the ériteria specified in the “evaluation design were .achieved.  In -

particular, an analysis of the pretest-posttest achievement data for the 187_3
.pupils who met: the 80% attendance criterion and.who took both the pretest &nd -
posttest” showed an average’NCE ‘gain of 1.8. month for the Seven month
project period.- 'However,  target pupils? achievement of specific {kills, which
were to be attributable to the instructional aides' efforts, were not achieved
to the degree_anticipated. Teacher :ratings“on the survey highlighted areas of -
specific concern for i future program consideration..  Some comments by
respondents indicated a‘desire to“have their aide return for the 1983-84 school
year, and broaden the areas of instructional assistance, beyond known areas of
success. (e.g., pames, numbers, shapes, sizes). :

Evaluation data and information obtained through the evaluation process
suggested that the program impact could be. increased fnd that this impact could
be more clearly demonstrated, if action was taken on the following items.

1, Provide an inservice pr0gram to broaden, the base of . SN e

instructional skills as reflected in the survey. To the extent
' possible, the inservice should enhance those skills needed to
~assist teachers in the implementation of the new reading series
for the -1983-84 school year. - : ’
‘2. Provide teachers and the aides Vith a clearer derinition or
' the instructional obJectives that the aides should be working
- toward in the &lassroom. Where possihle, clarify the function of
the c1assroom teacher and aide as members of the Instruotional Team.

3. Process evaluation indicated measures should be taken to insure the

. stability'of a trained instructional ‘aide staff: There is a geed -

. to reduce the turnover rate of instructional alides and enable the
program to take advantage of the experience and skill tfat =
instructional aides acquired. Haintaining trained aides would enhance
program achievement and continuity.

> e

J3€;7il__';;e. ‘¢

~



" - to strengthen instructional . 8kills. 'rhe roles of the instructional team
: members ‘need to be clearly defined. . :

) " . °

.4. Hhen and where possible, the pro:]ect evaluator should visit
S pro:]ect classroonms to ascertain the degree of program continuity
and evaluation compliance. o . . -

extensive, ‘with inservicc training ‘sessions provided early" in the school, year

-
»

' ’ : [
: e i

The first grade component of the instructibnal aide program continued to*

provide an educational program for first grade pupils who were underachievers
in reading. The program was conducted in 43 schools with the- equivalent of

102,5 aides serving 1, 640 pupils and 206 teachers.. - The instructional aides

‘"attended a series of - 16 half-day inservice training sessions -in the fall,

.Thesé - sessions focused on_a number ‘of topics which wef:e designed to increase

the effectiveness of each aide in the . classroom.

“~ . . - W °

A review of the data presented herein indicates all of the obJectives of

the program were achieved for: the 1982-83 school year: There is: evidence which
indicates that all: of ‘the "criteria specified in the evaluation design were.
.achieved.’ In: particular, it shotld be: noted that - of the 1,435 pupils ‘who -

entered the program at the reading readiness level or below a.nd were gigen the

'.- opportunity to: participate for at least: 90 days, " 86 0% were reading at least at..
the’ second - pre-primer level by the end of ‘the,: program._ This represents . a
~ growth of - ‘at least 'two- reading levels for . these- pupils,. In fact, 91.0% of
these pupils showed growth ‘of two orF more reading - levels, -and 56.0%. showed
growth of four or more reading. levels. - The continued success of this. program
're'a’.ffirms that instructional : :aides with proper: training and: continued classroom_

.service may be effectively employed by first grade teachers to improve reading
skills of underachieving pupils. _» = ,-... cEel . .

Evaluation data and information obtained- through the “ evaluation process

_ suggested that ‘ this- highly -successful program could. beﬂ.ncreased even more if.
' action was taken on the following items. e . :

1. Prdvide. an. inservice program to broaden the base of understanding
' regarding discipline and pupil behavior. To" ‘the extent ‘possible, e
. the inservice should enhance those skills needed to assist ‘teachers

23 ..

R Considering the success of the present program in achieving the:: prescribed' .
ob:]ectives for: ‘the 1982-83 school’ year, as well ‘as the’ basic importance of .
. reading to the future academic ‘success of pupils, the present program should be
‘ continued 'l'he training of aides, however, should be both mere - -intensive and

in ‘tha—.‘tm)lm—'t"t'io_,

-

% the new reading series for the 1983-84

-y . B

~ f_'_»’-’-j'.school year. .- . ‘-’.e R A S

Process evaluation indicated measures should be takexf to ihsure the
stability of a trained. instructional aide staff.  There is a need to
reduce the turnover ‘rate’ of instructional aides and enable the
. ,' program to take advantage ‘of* the Q;perience and 8ki11: that - .
 instructional aides acquired. Maintaining trained aides would enhance

. .."- L program achievement and continuity. o
. . ,..' . n .
'3. When and where possible, the' pro:]ent evaluator should visit proJect "
 eclassrooms ‘to ascertain. the degree of program continuity and com=- - - ¢
RN pliance. SR SO T : :

" e
i

[T

N .
g ::‘_', -
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Considering the basic importance of reading skills to .the educational
process, as. well as the major role that. a lack of such skills play in
inhibiting the progress of underachieving students, efforts to improve the

- . effectiveness of reading ' instruction should be encouraged. The present
- program, having demonstrated such effectiveness by substantially improving the
. peading skills of. underachieving pupils, should be continued, and whenever
' -possible, expanded. ; o : -
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COLUMBUS PUBLIC SCHOOLS - Columbus, Ohio  PUPIL CENSUS FORM
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o Columbus Public Schools’
Instructionai Aides Program (Kindergarten)
L 1982-83
bLassaoon TEACHER SURVEY

: The Claasroom Teacher Survey of the Instructional Aide Program is designed
to evaluate your perceptione of overall aide program. [Elease complete the
' + Thank -

‘you. o ] v . '
y o - . "
_‘ Part 1. Listed belcw are etatenente regarding the inetructional aide pro am. :
: Please -circle the one response that best describes your feelings”about
"each statement. Responses are (SA) Strong Agreement, (A) Agreement,
. -(0) Undecided, (o) Disagreement and (SD) Strong Disagreenent.
. 1. The overall readiness to read of SA )A u » s -,
o pupils in the target group hay. £
improved ‘significantly as a : o _ L ‘.
direct result of interacting with o Ean
‘the instructional aide. S P .
% 3 . . . (-.._, i . . . -
* 2. 'The nstruftional materials © . S8\ A U.D.SD
) . made - by the aide were satietactory. R T '
3. The instructional aide hesa - SA A U D sp.\
. basic. understanding of how . : ' '
: kindergarten pupils begin to !
Y. The TOBE 2 pretest instrument . sA“ A U D 'SD .
~ seemed to be an accurate T C ]
. meaaure of reading readinese. S £ Y
5¢ 'rhe instructions given }:o ' . SA i U D' SD
 complete ‘the TOBE 2 S : ’ '
-'mm&ins process were
_adequate. . [, /
‘ . . L " ) . . 5_‘_ . -|‘ v l )
6. The time alloted for completing ey U D SD
' theronzzmwas- S = SN
adequate.. _ . e o o




s

«;” .Part 2. Please indieate the degree to which: progress was experienced by target i‘
. i group pupils in reading and language arts which can be attributed to

 the efforts of the instructional aide. Please circle the one response .

' that best describes your feelings about each statement. Responses are
T (SA) Strong Agreement, (4) Asreenent, (U) Undecided, (D) Disagreement
- and (SD) Strong Disagreeuent. '

B N _ | \
e As the result of .the efforts of ‘the '
T instructional aide, target group pupils’
are able to.'
1. Relate and share experienees . . - S\ A U D SD
. ' 5 _and'stories in correct:sequence :
, ( - . e .
a. Participate in imaginative S SA A U D-:SD
¥ 'situations: pantomime, puppetry, ) : ' -
'role playing, etc.- N
3. Write the alphabet 'SA A U-D.SD
5. Write their names and numbers sS4 4-U D S
' 5. Deliver onal.messagesvconneotly S&- A U D sD
6. Listen and respond to stories, SA A U D sD
: - poeus, plays and other literary e RO
forms - ’
7s Recall details, stories . S & U D -SD. %
8. Differentiate likes, similarities, SA A U- D  SD
- shapes, sizes, taets and '
fantasies . -
. ' .. . . :';‘/ v,
9. Know the sounds of single . o - SA A U D SD
: consonsnts B ’ . ’ o .
10._'Match words to pictures S _Si A U D SD"
11.. Understend the main idea - s4 "4 U D SO




Lo ¥§?§'f" ”-°?'fs,_' " Columbus Public Schools
o DPPF Instructiona] Aide Program

L : S lesl-e2 . -
~ INSTRUCTIONAL ATDE PROGRAM TRAINING SURVEY )
" Date: , f' 1. - '1‘ Please cheek (v) one: P1ease check (v’) on.
3 ' 1 : ' __Principal . Years of Experience
“ : : (month, day, year) " Teacher - in Inst. Aide Prog.
- Session: ;___;a.m: or an'p.m. | . —Instructional ° 1 (1st Year)
Subject Area(s)__— -~ ~ IR | -t \cnd Tear

3 (3rd Year)
Presenter(s) -

JRInstructﬁons ‘Answer the question below by putting a check ( v’) 1n the space
' that best shows your op1n1on.

,'\/’

1. The content presented at today's session was:

B

a. very 1nfonmat1ve
~informative
not informative

b. very interesting
interesting
not very 1nterest1ng

c. very worthwhile .
worthwhile -
not worthwhile

| _l | | |'|'

2. Nas the length of the sess1on adequate for presentat1on of the subject area?
. Yes o J N | 7 Exp1a1n | L

3. 'was there sufficient opportunity for. quest1ons and answers?

Yes__ . 7 No | Exp1a1n

: CR o v - :
Were questions answered? - Yes ~ No - Explain__

e

| 4., MWhat changes do you’suggest for improving today's session?

-

5;; What subject areas do you recommend for futprefsess1ons?

-




v Columbus Public Schools -
Instructional Aides Program (Kindergarten)

INSTRUCTIONAL AIDE ASSESSMENT INSTRUMENT

The Instructional Aide 'Survey ‘of the Kindergﬁrtcn Instructional Adde’

‘Program is  designed to evaluate your pcrccptions of th:l.s program. ' xlgug, Lo

Part 1. Please respond to the following statements by circling one response . °

- which best indicates whether you:(SA) Strongly Agree, (4) Agree, (U)

Undecided, (D) Disagree, - or (SD) Strongly Disagree with each
statement. . . L . v - '

1. 'As a result of the inservice training
sessions, I have a greater understand-

a ~ standing of how: kindergartcncrs gct : ‘ . :
ot : rcady to rcad. : . .- SA A U D 8D,

‘2. . The 1naerv1ce training secsionS'have
helped me to eéffectively participate
in the reading readiness activities
which are conducted in a kinder- .
garten classroom., : _ _ SA-- A U D 8D

- 3. As a result of the 1nservicc trainins

‘ [ ;essions, I have a better under-
standing of the concerns and re-
sponsibilities that a kindergarten: o ©
teacher has toward the beginning . - -
instruction of reading. . SA A U D 8D

4, _The topics presented in the in-. . ot e
'~ service training sessions were ' '

helpful to me in understanding _

my job in theqcugaagpom. SA A U D 8D

'5; Thc topics of the 1nzerv1ce
o training prepared ‘me to assist the pupils _
who were bcginning to learn to read.. - SA - A U D SD

6. During the inservice training sessions,’
-+ .I learned many activities and instruc-
. tional methods which may be used in.
‘ the instruction of reading with '

k:l.ndergartcn pupils. o o ‘ - SA A U D SD_
: . | 7. Thcse 1naerv1cc trainins scssions 3'“ e '
s .+ have made me aware of the resources which
. our school system makes available to . o :
children for reading and language . " SA A U D SD

arts 1nztruction.'“




14

4

8. After the inservice training i - e
. sessions, I felt prepared to-assist , : . '
children in 1earning to read. . . S8 » A U D 8D

9. I ahared inromtion rrom the in-
. Bseryice training sessions with the
' ~ kindergarten teacher(s) to whom I S
am assigned. SA\ A U. D $D

 10. The teacher(s) I. wqpk with hu
shared ideas and’shown me ways to-
- become better at helping pupila to . . h
. lea.rn to read. ' . _ SA A U D sp
. .
Part 2. Aa roquired by the Depu'tnent -of Bducation, for the State of
Ohio, please indicate below the Wﬂm you work
with target students per week; the mzug_numhgr_p:_aﬂdgm and

number of pinutes per session, Respond to the items listed under
individualized and small group instruction as uparate activities. o

b

' « .~ Number of Number of -  Number of .
Sessions - Studeants = - Minutes .
1. Individualized ' | (, ' o

‘&, Writing Skills

‘be . Readi‘ng _ . . - e
' 2, "Small Growp .- . - - I
&, Vriting Skilla o |

b Reading _

:
e . +

P
¥

. Part 3.- Please 1ist comenta or suggestions. which you feel would help to plan

inaervice trainins sessions tor next year. - A




- \0lmbus Fuphic ochools UFFF Instructional Alde Frogram 198[-83

o R GRADE PUPLL WA SHET |
v, “.‘;m_' : ‘ o , ' g S o
Instructional Aide - = . School | | - Level: First Grade
Entry for Service,. [ - . Termination of Servace |
T (a) 1-3|(b) 1-8 ~ Tays of  ({a) T-3{B)T-8
Pupil . . © - Date |Reading | Reading| Date [(d) Earoll- (é)Serv- Reading|Reading | -
Name . | MNmber | Series |level | | ment | ice |Serfes |level |
EPLE: Jomn T, Smith - (9(9(9f9f9l9 | 1 | 2 (sl % [ | 1|4 |
5, /. J
4. ,
5“. l}‘\
. ’ l
lTeach'e,r"'s ~Signature' | | , L ..'Da"te' - ..;' }‘ )
(a) Reading Series: "'. o . (b) Reddirg Level: (if-4npilot read1ng program)
| : ' . dnvert to Houghton Mifflin
1. Houghton Mifflip , :
1. Below Reading Readiness =
2. Reading Development Program (Alternatwe Program) I
Y Both Van dZor other (specafy) . 2. Reading Readiness, Getting Read Lto Read

- 3. First Pre-primer,T_tg_
S o .. A, Second’ Pre-primer, Lions.

N S . + 6, Third Pre-primér, Dfnosaurs - -
6. Primer, Rainbows

T | . 1. First Reader,. Stgnpoats N
e . IR Beyond the First Grade Readers-

(c) First prlorlty should be given.ag underachtevers who are not“belng served by Chapter 1 CLEAR,
Ks a second priority, each teacher may 1nc1 ude underachtevers who-are serVed by Chapt%r l CLEAR )

(d) Calculate the totaLnumber of school days fron progran entry to termination;
(e) Ca’rculate the total nnberof” days the pupil was’ assisted by’ the aide. )
(f) AT should be entered 1f the pupﬂ entered L Chapter ] CLEAR program after entering thas program

Q

K
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L Columbus Public Schools T

Instructional Aide Program (First Grade)
R : 1982-&3 CTe _
S LT CLASSROOM TEAC!E@ SURVE!

. TR TR .
- EE
' .. :
_- - -.- - . - . * . L :
A . . ’ . - S
T . : . ';t"
. 2w . . 4

'I‘he Clsssrooni 'I'eacher Survey ot‘ the First Grado Instructional Aide Progran '

-4

_is desigmd ‘to: evalmte your perceptions ‘of this program. nnn_:mnn_m

you. oL U Ue T e R

Part 1. Listed below. -are stateuents regsrding the first grade instructional :
' aide progran +Please circle the one response that best desc:ibes your: >
....feelings 3bo t.-each statement. Responses are (SA) Strong Agrounent,
o (K)- Asresmsnts (U) Undecided, (D) Disasreement and (Sb)° Strong
> ;‘Disagrsement. _; 0 S R s

10 The overall x-eaung. and languagé . arts ... S84 A U D SO -
S "abilities of. pupils ‘in”the target group : : '
. improvéd. significantly ‘as’.a direct’ o - ' g
. result of interacting _vibh the in- S o o
.lstructioml a.ides. '_“' B o ‘

.. 2. 'The instructional mterials | BT TSV WL IS T
. made by the aide wers useful : Co T T e e
in working with ohilﬂren. 7 L B

3. The instructionAJ. aide has ‘a - SA A U:D ,SD
- basic understanding. of how e o SN
;i "  beginning reading and 1anguage
. arts are taught.

The xmmummmx‘ SO ' _ o
" develgped ‘for the program has . SA A U D
1"y been'of great value to the’ S L
qN .instruotional aide in helpins

v g "'l ) pupus' B _ ; .: o ) . . . .
During reading and 1s.n¢uago arts - - . : o ‘ : '
activities, the instructional aide LA w, SA A-; U D 8D

| relates well to the Pupils.. .. .,-',7' S EE e ,
\ (. . LA . 5 - . ¢
Part 2. Please indicaj:& the degree to which’ progress was expsrioneed by the
' #Mpils in reading and language arts'which -can ' Dbe
e efforts -of -the instructional aide: - Please circle,,
res nse that best describes your- feelings, about ' each -
“Responses aré (SA) Strong Agreement; ()" Agreemen;, (o)
> Und ided, (D) Disagreement and (SD) Strong Disagreement. ] )
- :'*‘/_ o R -
‘ A "D . . . ‘. . "‘.
) 4 4 O | . 8.1



| AR ;},'6 L 2
~AS the result of- the efrorts of the
, instructional aide, target group pupils;C“
are ahle to: -

. *oa. -Parttcipat‘ in. imaginat:l.ve R ‘
v N _ Situ‘eiops P.antome’ puppetry, SR
T role plgyingetes T o

sA A U- D sb oo

S\ A _u D -sp

6. Form and epaee letters, worda, ' _: f@ . tf L oo e o
and numbers eorreetly .0 ... SA. A=7U D SD

T Match words with pictures ‘i ... . SA A:-U D" S -
" 8. Recognize that words may name ° T L
: people, places, animals, and . e s T
things = o .. SA” . A .UV D 8D
9. Recognize that words may be 5rouped,'i Y SO
T to express a complete thought ‘e .. SA " AU =D SD .

Identify eertain groups of worda
or sentences,ll, . .- SR
. GTQJO‘: "\ T CaTo b ; T
.. Listen and respond to’ atoriee,

. poeus, playe, and other literary
,forms :

.U D 8D

.. . - Y L
: 1' ; ’ I --.."h,‘o

5 .12, Reoosnize bas&l words from the T T
Ciw . selected readihg eerieS’tn . sehool ?h~."SA, J’A;; U D SD -

\"* ST

.?

. Papt 3._ Li;t aghitiopa; coggents that you may have regardins the Instruetional
. Aides»Program. D o , .

‘e
R n"‘
Q

‘e L -




- wwiuiwus Fupiic bCﬂQOlS
' DPPF = InstructionaT AT&-: ngram

~Years of. £:gi'p rience
1n Inst. Aide Pr'og-

=

very 1nfonnat1ve
. informative - . .
not 1nfornat1ve SRR

'.._b'. very fnterestmg
1nterest1ng o

\zr'

ver'y worthwhﬂe
.. worthwhile. .
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Thi; survey or the First Grade Instructional Aide Progrmm is designed to
evaluate your perceptions or this. program._f' '

Thank you.

‘;:.

Part 1. Listed bepr are statenents regarding the rirst grade instructional
R - aide program! . Please - circle the. one response that best describes your :
+~ feelings about ‘each statement. .- Responses are (SA) Strong Agreement,
o - (A) - Agreement,'“(U) Undecided;,, (D) Disagreement ‘and. (SD) .Strong
' . Disagreenent. oo o
1. As a result of the inservice trainins :
. - .sessions, I have a greater uhder~
. ° 4. -standing of how first graders learn . " . ‘ R
-, ‘to read. .. . SA A U D 8D

C 2. The inservice training sessions have >
& .- . +-helped me to effectively participate  *
: ~ 1in the readins and language arts: = .
- activities which are. conducted in e :
- a rirst grade classroom._ R : . S&" A .U D SD

3. As a result of the inservice training .
'sessions, I have a greater under- '
standing of the.concerns and

- responsibilities that a first’ grade
v teacher has toward the instruction_ S
' ' or reading, and lansuage arts. ‘_ . «SA A U D SD

4. The topics presented in the inservice- e
training sessions were necessary to - R .
help define and support my role”in , .
the classroon. j, . n C - SA A U~ D 'sD

5. I understand how the seleoted reading-
'~ seriés in my school is to be used at . S S
the first grade 1cve1. . -SA A U D 8D\
S 6. I understand how the alternative reading e g
e A ‘program, Réading Develooment Program, is ‘ . e
' e - to be used at the first grade level, . ' SA A U D SD ‘

‘7. During the inservice trainins sessions,'

I learned many activities and in- . . R
structional methods wnich may be used:; . T
“in-the teaching of reading and 1ansuage_ B " B

. arts with first grade puhils. ' g [,:;SA; “A-U D SD -




T
¢ Tweseimservice tralang sesstoms
o have made me aware of the . *
resources which:our school
System makes available to . R o S
children for reading and language - L Y
arts 1netruction. o ; ' SA A U D SD°
. e Ater the inservice training eeeSions, ’ "
: o I felt prepared to help children develop - SO
and. use reading and 1ansuage arts skills. - SA A U D SD
43 . . ) .-,‘ . ° ‘ ‘
100 I ehered 1nrormation from the inservice -
;- ' training spssions with the first grade

" teacher(s) to whom I am assigned. . = SA A U D 8D

11.,iThe teaeher(e) I work with has ehared
- ldeas and shown. me ways ‘to become e
better at helping pupils develop and ., @ =

use reading and language arts skills. @~ SA& 4 U D- SD
. 12. The Bemme_ﬁnmmnaa | |
; . assisted me in the instruction of - . : -
_ reading and 1anguage arts ekille. ‘ SA A0 D S -

te

- Part 2; Ae-required.by the Department of Edueation, tor ‘the. State of Ohio, S
' Pplease indicate below the gagzggg_nnmhgz_g:_ggaaign; you work with . .
' - . . -target students per week; the avarage nupber of students and pumber of
e © minytes per session. Respond tq’the items listed under 1nd1v1dualized
s ' and emall group 1netruction ae eeparate aetivitiee . *<

Number of .. Number of Number. of

L i e T " Sessions < Students ‘Minutes
i .'/ R ,.‘. | E’: nsﬁk E‘n &aa:gn E’n sgaﬂ:gn

- 1. Individualized

9 b Reading. .. . -
2. ‘Small Growp. - Lo
_ 77 a. Vriting Skills _
. 6. Reading : : R s

4




'Par:t_3..' .‘_Pleéée 1ist comments or suggestions which you
- inservice training sessions for next year.

a. "

@

A
]
i
-
9
. q

»

. - -
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- “
a .
- -
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