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. A SUMMARY OF THE EVALUATION. S

- = FOR THE COMPREHENSIVE RUSSIAN S : |
. - INSTRUCTIONAL PROGRAM ' e :
oo : . (PROJECT' CRIP) B o

. Lo 1982-1983 - S

Project CRIP,:in its first year of a .two-year funding cycle, provided ’
', career orientation and support services to 460 Russian-speaking students "
.Y of limited English proficiency at three public and, four private high
.. schools in Brooklyn and Queens. All of the students were foreign-born
and-varied-in English language proficiency, abiltty in the native language, ° °
and overall academic prepaudness: = -t - . :

The primary project goal was to help students plan and’ prepare for r
future careers. Stated objectives included stident achievement in bilin§ual
skills classes, work experience.in -summer.intecnships, regular meetings ‘with
- the career advisor for counseling, visits to business offices, and workshops-

involving tepresentatives of ‘various-businesses and ocqypatibn§. D

-, The project director worked out of .a central office at South Shore High
*:*School-and visited each site one day per month, Othef central.staff ncluded
“ a community liaison, a grade advisor/curriculum specialist, and a secretary..
A part-time office aide lent assistance on an hourly basis;~all other cegtral °
R staff were full-time and were supported by Title VII. At each public school
. 7 .site, the project operated under the aegis-of the foreign language department,
* - -which was headed by ‘an assistant principal. On-site Title VII :staff included
-~ three 'resource teachers -- one at each public school site; in addition, thtree
" educatdional assistants carried out project activities at thé‘private‘schoo]§\°
(one dividing his time between two sites). - SR A

. The instructional program available to Project CRIP participants varied
- from site to site. , At.each public school, students attended courses in " . .
English as-a second language and native Jlanguage skills, in addition to. . "
receiving inspruction%in”contentearea1§u5jects in English, "Project students . -
at ‘South Shore were also offered,a. course ‘in bilingual history. At the -
private schools, the project's educational assistants provided tutorial ¢ _
support and in many-cases:small-group instruction. ' | R
: The project's career awareness-component includéd counseling and lectures
, " by the curriculum speciaiist, presentations by outside speakers from.various .,
o occupations,‘and"informal,néacnedim'c]asseséin computer'prognamming,,éareér.'
; - education, and officeé skills.  Development activities for staff members
' consisted of -monthly. meetings. at -the central office, site visits=by the
. project djhettor'ahd'cOmmuni;y“]iasion;,attendancefat'outsjde‘conferehces

and workshops on bilingual education, and participation"jn:Univgf§jpy
courses.’ Parehts.df,pnojeC;;stqdents‘tookipartj1n the-forma1‘Parents' _
Advisory Council, attended..project-sponsored monthly -workshops, and con- L

. tacted project staff to discuss their children's academic problems.




A.‘ " . ’ : - . .' ) . ) ’ ] . ' .' . R ‘\

»

_ . Students - » assessed in English language development - (Criterion”
Referenced Englit» wy«tax Test and teacher-made examinations); growt

Tn their mastet : ¢ - % native language (teacher-made examinations);
‘mathematics, s¢' =%, wocial studies, and business courses (teacher-made
tests); and at'- . : ‘school and program record$). Quantitative
analysis of stuuw v ‘“vement indicates that: - '

. ' ._program ¢ .o~ ts at Franklin D. Roosevelt masfered an averagé
o of 0.34 Cii' it objectives per month during the academic :year.
--At South Shore, program students mgstered 0.96 CREST objectives

per month %n the spring.- - '

--I;-theffa}ﬁ;’Forest7Hill'S'studéhts‘mastered‘an average of.
0.55 CREST vhjectives per month, The spring mastery rate
averaged 0.34 CREST objectives per month. .

—;The'CREST.mastéry rates;ior’pfiVate sqhodl-S&rticiﬁants were -
| . 0.31 objectives per month at Flatbush Jewish Center Academy;
! ' C 0.94 objectives at Nehar Chaldm Torah Center; and 0.49 objectives

at Yeshiva-Hakad Ha-Brab.. - ‘
--Public schbo1;students'af.éll-levelé of E.S.L. instruction
_ “achieved overall passing rates in these courses which exceeded |
~ .~ 70 percent, except for beginning (fall. and spring) and inter-
mgdiate (spring)’studentSfat South” Shore. _ ' o

——The-ovérall‘bassing‘rates.of private school students-in'E:S;t; _ .

. N

courses exceeded 70.percent, except for intermediate and

* advanced students in the fall. : o

e+ ==In Spring.natjveflanguabe studies classes, program étudehts
at Franklin D.' Roosevelt and South Shore achiesed overall
passing rates of 96 percent and 80 percent, respectively.

"8 ~ ==The overall pa§§ingfraté530f private-school'studénxs.jn native
- language studies classes were 98.percent in the fall "and 99
percent in the spring. . . LT s

---In mathematics, science, social studies, and business courses,
_public school students achieved overall passing rates which
' “exceeded 70 percent,-except for fall business students.at
South Shore. . - . R : :
' ) ' ) T . ) - ‘ C e :
oo --The overall passing rates of private school students in content=-
_.\\ " area_subjects ranged from 88 percent (social studies, fall) to " -
100 percent (business courses, Spring)% : : -

.

-_Tfe attendance rate of program students at each public schbql

site was significantly higher than the general population of .
' each>school.” : o : o .
i _ -ii- o ."‘ | ‘ o |

N




. The following recommendations' are aimed at improving the overail-
effectiveness of the program: oy : L _ ,

--Devoting a portion of staff development time to devising
v strategies for meeting the changing needs of students now _
enrol11ﬁg“in"the“projectimand—who=maywbe—expeé¥ed—te—ennoll-m~4-f«~~~—-
in coming years given the changing immigration policies of
" the Soviet Union. - a ' o

--Disseminating informationadl bu]letiys on program offerings to
tax-levy grade advisors who develop students'- programs at the
vari'ous sites to share information about project activities,
as well as’ to discuss the problems of participating students.

--Developing an alternative objective in-the area. of English s
reading achievement for those -students. served in mainstream
classes.” ' o e . - .

-, o o 2 : .

. .The staff's demonstrated ability to communicate effectively with ,
" " parents in agdition to their functions :in orienting school administrators .
 * and teachers to work more effectively with parents_have.contributed

_greatly to the project'’s success. - .

> .
~ o - v
‘e . .
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The New York C1ty Publ1c Schools p1oneered, 1n the seventies, B

-the f1rst formal b1l1ngual serv1ces a1med at help1ng 1mm1grants of h1gh_
school age who were‘arr1v1ng from the Sov1et Union, These students were

, com1n§ from a number of Sov1et Republics (some spoke languages other

than uss1an at home), and settled primarily in Brooklyn, but also 1n e

\ . o
_Manhattan and Queens. Some came d1rectly from the Soviet Uiion to New

York C1ty, others spent months or years in other countr1es, most often

"‘\Israel or Italy. Most fam111es/arr1ved w1th few possess1ons and few »

-

real1st1c ideas about day-to-day l1fe in Amer1ca. Many parents had held

respons1ble JObS pr1or to the1r\dec1s1on to em1grate from -the Sov1et

. Union; because their sk1lls were not often 1mmed1ately marketable, many
exper1enced/a dramat1c'downward mob1l1ty which took 1ts toll “on fam1ly N
l1fe. Nh1le acquisition of Engl1sh language skills and mastery of

l subJects requ1red for graduation were of pr1mary concern to the proura
staff they also extended themselves to help students m e the stress H
- wh1ch,often weighed on’ them at home and "impede progress at school Lot

A

The scope and d1rect1on - uss1an bil1ngual serv1ces over the.

; s/of/program part1c1pants have changed. Therefore ‘this report B ]1~

stresses student character1st1cs. - -,' » j'._ ;"* ' ‘7fL

1 4

Prqqect CRIP has also sh1fted emphas1s from general academ1c S .

* i

L B .
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BRCSE . - . . - . .
- . g

ach1evement -- the thrust Of the previous program for speakers of Russian ™

34_-- to career or1entat1on. Several of 1ts stated obJect1ves spec1fy x

'achievement 1n Englnsh as a second language (E. S L.), Russ1an language,
nd other academ1c subJects, as well a§’cons1stency 1n attendance,

other obJect1ves relate to the prOV1s1on of general support serv1ces

and staff develmeent act1v1t1es¢ But most Proaect CRIP obJect1ves deal

with help1ng students plan and prepare’ for future careers. These ObJec-
_tives 1nclude~ o e

. ach1evement in b1l1ngual bus1ness skills classes,

-qwork experience through part1c1patton in a summer fntern-.
ship program,

’

. . regular meet1ngs with career advisor: and/or the s1te
‘ l1a1son for college and career counsel1ng,

. v1s1ts to bu51ness off1ces or 1ndustr1al plants,-; p

. workshops or’ pro“ra 1nvolving representat1ves of
various bus1nesses or occ .

-« career or1entat1on workshop for parents part&cqute

.= in E.S. L classes, _

~—

: \\\\
. staff development related to counsel1ng, testing, and - T~

career .guidance;. . | o : - 7\\:>x;

. development of curr1cular mater1als related to counseling,
test1ng, and career gu1dance.. .

S ! : s ]
- .+ MODIFICATIONS OF PROPOSAL

. .
Proaect CRIP as it funct1oned in 1982-83, departed in a number
R
of ways from 1ts proposal as central staff adJusted for demograph1c _

-

' sh1fts, budget l1m1tat1ons and students needs.~:




S1te Select1on

‘-“' : Tne proJect d1rector attrabuted changes in s1te selection to
- budget cuts and to the mob111ty of New York C1ty s Russ1an speak1ng
‘j.community. “In September, when the proJect was due to. get underway she
noted a sh1ftoin the Russian- speaking populat1on from the Nash1ngton e
3'”_ Heights area (served by . George Nash1ngton H1gh School) to the area .
_served by Forest H1lls H1gh School 1n Queens. Budget cons1derat1ons

also reduced the number of pub11c school sites from four to three.

& . . ’ o
-

o Staff1ng SR \". . "_- . o _

Budgetary 11m1tations also caused the prOJect d1rector to tr1m '
.vthe proJect staff. The staff 1nc1uded four rather than f1ve resource

teachers the number of educat1ona1 ass1stants was reduced from f1ve to

th ree. . ’ g ' N / ) t N} /’_——‘/—*&— T e

i
. B

ProJect Services R

A

]

The Eng]1sh -as a.second language (E.S. L. ) component of the
proJect was e11m1nated F1e1d tr1ps were cut as were workshops for
| parents. Parents were, however, 1nvolved 1n program activ1t1es in other
ways, as: w111 be outlined later in this report,

}_

" Career Component .

PPOJQC% CRIP offered students regu]ar adv1sement on top1cs
. related to career opt1ons and planning; 1nformat1ona1 meet1ngs for
parents and an act1ve lecture,program. The program a]so.gathered and

made ava11ab1e materia]s in English and Russian on various occupational

. .
¢

~ fields.




e

other areas. The prOJect a1med at prov1d1ng 75 percent of part1c1pants o
i . el L - .
in a summer JOb 1nternsh1p pro\?am-w1th actual work exper1ence. th1s
I .

obJect1ve cou]d—not be met s1nce the-project”

compensate students. The prOJect dire on po1nted out that these

1mm1grant.students are .young people w1th/ser1ous respons1b111t1es and

3 amb1t1ons who want and need to be pa1d/%or the1r work Placement for

<

the sake of exper1ence is general]y not acceptable to them.

_ F1nanc1a1 11m1tat1ons also’ made f1e1d visits, to business
off1ces and 1ndustr1a1 plants out of the. quest1on. S1nce no mon1es.were\\
ava11ab1e for transportat1on5 this activ1ty was e11m1nated from the

scope of the prOJect s work dur1ng negot1at10ns w1th wash1ngton. _l; )

e e e e ) .
e . . -

v

ad no funds w1th wh1ch'to ,Aﬂh,.,Li
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. o ' I1. STUDENT CHARACTERISTICS - .
) Y { - . 'lf . o e
R A ProJect CRIP served 460 students, 454 were born in the Soviet’

]

Un1on and f1ve were born in Poiand (see Table 1). AﬂT speak Russian. o
. .,_‘F..

-

ProJect stafﬁ.noted that student character1st1cs var1e¢ somewhat from.
.s1te to s1te. About 30 percent of the pub11c school students. served by -

- the program attended FrankJ1n De]ano Roosevelt H1gh Schoo] (F D. R ) PR
.wh1ch had not prev1ously prov1ded b111ngua1 serv1ces to Russ1an speak1ng :

-students. Tables 2 and 3 present program students by sex and grade, and

’/

age and grade, respectrve]y._ T o o o , T' .

' IMMIGRATION HISTORY ' -; L -

Moscow S em1grat1on pol1c1es, particularly as they relate to .
Soviet Jews, affect d1rect1y the compoS1t1on of New York C1ty S program

for Russ1an-5peak1ng h1gh school studdg,s. The program got underway'and

then peaked in numbers in the mid-seventies,- when Sov1et 1mm1grants were L

stream1ng into the c1ty, and part1cu1ar1y into several Brooklyn ne1ghbor- -
hoods. In the e1ght1es that‘stream slowed to a tr1ck1e as Sov1et

.author1t1es extended fewer and fewer ex1t v1sas to app11cants.

| ! The number of program students has consequent]y d1m1n1shed
“There have been qua11tat1ve changes 1n student character1st1cs as well

- "First, the number of h1gh school students who transferred d1rect1y from )

a Sov1et school to a New York C1ty h1gh school dropped sharp]y.. T

creas1ngly, students com1ng d1rect1y from abroad -are. those who have A

'spent months or. years in Israel before 1mm1grat1ng to the Un1ted States.

Staff at the two largest pub11c school sites -- F. D R and Forest H1lls

5.

0



TABLE’

¢

4

I’//’ 'F_.D.R.

:'Projéct;CRIP Enrollment .
SR ~ Total Number of .
- Site . Enrollment. . Program Students = .
.thlégfhgh,Sghools o C
e 3,065 98
 Forest Hills 2,794 172 ™
South Shoré o 13,092 " 42
: PEivqte'High Schdols |
Flatbush Jewish Center Acadeny 180 65
Nehaf'Cﬁ;Hom To}aptCenter _ 120_ _ .38 |
Ne«v$o]omoh;Séhe;hgérxﬂjgh_School - “ ;40#" j25
~ Yeshiva ‘Hakad Ha-Brab 270 11 °
| | TABLE 2 . |
Number and Pé;;ent‘§f A11_PEogram Students by Sex and Grade

®

- Number Percent| Number _Pefcenf‘ L )
~ Male - of Female of |.Total - | -Percent of
Grade Students Grade Students Grade- | Number A]l-Studgnts
o | 25 32 | sa - 68 | 79 17.3
w0 | s s | Tn 43 | 166 36.3
nwo| e e .| 68 B3 |- 129 28.2
12 | 32 3 | s & | 8 18.2
o | b 4 | o 53 | as7 | 100.0
'?Per;ent'of all program st@dents. o

H

e

- .Most students are in the tenth gradé.
. ) . | e
O .. o
EMC T

'~

-Over 50 percent of théiprqgram_studentsfare fémale.

,‘ 17 .,"‘» 
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TABLE 3\
Number of Students by . Age and. Grade
. All_Students ‘
Age |  Grade 9 | ‘Grade 10 | Grade 11 | Grade 12 | Total
' 1 o\ e

.“0,

TOTAL |. 78 127 "84 456
ATl OverageNStudents“ S ' .
Mumber | 13 | 31 12 10 66
Percent 16.7 18,7 9.4 - 11.9 14.5

. :' Noteo

Shaded boxes - 1nd1cate expected age range for grade. e

Percent of 0verage students by Site

Pr1vate High Schools

Public High Schools :

" F.D.R. 10%

Forest Hills .15, 6%
/;outh Shore 19.5%

aaFlatbush Jewish 3.1%

. Nehar Chalom 5.6% . ) .

.. Schechter-24%. - -
]Yesh1va Hakad Ha—Brab 18 2%

‘-Fifteeh percent of the program students are overage for their grade, .

|¢South Shore had the highest percentage of overage students (20 percent)

’

¢

rl. “
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- ._{H1gh Schools.—— est1mate that some 25 students.@t each site have attended
school in Israel. They note that 1n terms of progress toward graduat1on,
,;;‘ .‘these students lost t1me in the em1grat1on process, and then more. t1me '
| ‘as they Spent the better part of a year ‘of more studying Hebrew and only
Hebrew. These students have typ1cally fallen befind 1n content—area
u~stud1es, and are exper1enc1ng difficulty’ in some of” the1r classes. ' ’
Another group of students 1mm1grated d1rectly to\@he United
States, but 1n1t1ally enroll1éd .in yesh1vas. (For example, about 20
students transferred to F. D R. from-yesh1vas, accord1ng to program
staff.) Because most’ of these students knew no Hebrew whatsoever when'~
. they entered these rel1g1ous school%, language study absorbed much of
thglr time. Some of these students transferred to publ1c schools, at
least “in partrbecause they wanted to progress more qu1ckly in Engl1sh
| For the most part PrOJect CRIP part1c1pants who did go d1rectly
from Soviet. to Amer1can schools are not the more recent arr1vals, but
| have attended Amer1can schools for two or more years many entered h1gh
school from feeder schools.. Program staff who have worked in a Russ1an
bilingual program for several years say that these students are less

well prepared than were the1r older brothers and s1sters who left the

Sov1et Union as . adglescents with sol1d l1teracy sk1lls 1n the1r nat1ve

,

‘ language. The staff at Forest Hills, for example, note that Project
. Q§RIP part1c1pants typ1cally have acqu1red some«prof1c1ency 1n Engl1sh
but cont1nue to exper1ence d1ff1culty 1n school both in ‘terms of

academ1c work and_adJustment to a rad1cal4y d1fferent soc1al environment.

°
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EDUCATIONAE PROFIbE OFHPROGRAMiPARTICIPANTS

Russian Language Proficiency

Pl
st

programs, Project CRIP students have spent less time in Soviet schobls

fand therefore have weaker Russian-language skills—wﬂProgram staff at

Forest Hills High School for example, estimate that a third uf/pnogram—””’"

l

/
participants are- functionally illiterate in Russianf”’/f '

‘ 5 are native speakers of Russian. .

( -;.
Not all proJect partic :

a3

: Forest Hills proJect staff added that of the 50 students with minimal

reading -and writing skills in Russian about 20 emigrated from the

.SoViet republic of Georgia. These students learned Russian as a second

Sy

language in.a SoViet school but it is-not their home language.' Another

'20 students at Forest Hills came: from the Central Asian republics of the

" eastward during World War II and remained a, few have ethnic roots. in L

U.S.S.R. Most are children of Russian-speaking families which evacuated

T Central Asia and are not native speakers of Russian. R

<

In comparison with participants in previous Russian bilingual B

&

An evaluation report of the previous Russian-language bilingual"

program (New York City Russian Bilingual Program, 1980 81), notes

- definite variation in students command of RUSSlan' “Almost invariably,

idiomatic spoken language predominates over written, grammatical Russian.~°

Usually, the younger the student is at the time of his/her departure

from the U S S R. or the longer the wait for an American visa in~Rome or,

elsewhere, the worse is his/her command of standard grammatical RuSSian. '

This statement remains_true of ProJect_CRIP participants._j

PR



English Language Prof1c1ency

- Forty pe cent of program part1c1pants scored above the cutoff

on the Language As essment Battery (LAB) and are not techn1cally l1m1ted

a

‘Engl1sh prof1c1ent \accord1ng to the proJect director. Teachers at all

_ sitesragree that on the whole, students command of Engl1sh’1s qu1te

. goods Many studied En 1ish ln Soviet schools. A number of students

: Mcomment, however, that they had been exposed to Br1t1sh Engl1sh .and

' were hard pressed to understand what they were hear1ng when theydf1rst

&

came to New York. A grade adv1sor says that students from feeder'~ ' -

schools tend to have a better command of Engl1sh and are reg1stered in a

'_greater number of ma1nstream classes. "But," she added "there are some

Academ1c Preparedness

B
d1sasters." , . o a

’

Teachers whe work w1th ProJect CRIP part1c1pants say that they :

3

"perform well academically -- though n1nth and tenth graders are ‘less

well prepared’and less: -motivated : than older students. There is some

Lt -

ivar1at1on by s1te staff at Forest H1lls dwell more on academ1c problems '

than staff.at other S1tes. A grade adv1sor at South Shore remarks that

'these students are strong-in math and §c1ence, and that qujte.a few have

e

N ~qualified for advanced placement classcs. At Forest H1lls, however, a =

.'grade advﬁsor says that Project CRIP part1c1pants receive more fa1§1ng

marks in math than in other subJects. Presumably, those students who =~

' have lost t1me in the 1mm1grat1on process and have fallen behind in .

. In this sense, these students d1ffer from the 1mm1grants who preceded them._"

content-area subJects exper1ence the greatest d1ff1culty in mathemat1cs.

-

10— e A

‘/z::_ . ) .,ii o 221::..
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. that some are do1ng excellent work For e:jmple the F‘D R. resource

-teacher mentioned th1rteen students who qu l1f1ed for that school S

-~

Most staff agree that these students ‘Show great potent1al and

/

honors program. Problems of adJustment and stress atwhome appear tZ/be' '

1_1mped1ng the progress of those who are ‘faring less well

'

FAMILY SITUATIONS 7o " '

' For many people arr1v1ng from the Sov1et Un1on, the trauma of
em1grat1on began not when they packéfathe1r bags, but: much earl1er, when -

they f1rst appl1ed ‘for an exit visa. Some parents were unable to work

! Ve

in the1r f1elh of spec1al1zat1on for extended per1ods p,nor to. em1gration.
e I .

Many have sk1lls wh1ch do not’ translate eas1]y into s1m1lar posts 1n “the
\

| United States. These fam1l1es exper1ence steep downward mob1l1ty when

fam1ly lffe. A proJect staff member at Forest H1lls observes that two

they leave the S°V1éb Un1on, a fact of - life wh1ch takes its toll on

©out of . three students have divorced parents. Problems of adJustmeni/a

~ not the only reason for this’ s1tuat1on° some Tamilies are broken apgr

in the em1grat1on-process. The staff member said that Sov1et authorities
occas1onally perm1t the emlgratfon of some but not all fam1ly members.
- ' The pr1nc1pal at Forest H1lls sees other problems rooted in the

fam1ly s1tuat1on. \“Many of our k1ds resented mov1ng, they felt forced

to come. They come\teya_fﬁ gnting." A teacher at South Shore remarks

that parents are typdcally so, busy working, trying to earn a living,

! l

” deal1ng w1th the lang age barrier, and reacting to problems din the1r

' .

marr1ages, that they cannot keep track of the1r adolescent ch1ldren.

"The kids are on thewr oWn.

/ . . .v ’
/ _ -11-
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'socmL ADJUSTMENT ¢ e

-The trans1t1on from the rigidly structured educat1onal sett1ng

] X 0

in the Soviet Un1on to the more flexnble envfronment of: an Amer1can h1gh .

school confuses some- program students Nh1le some negot1ate the new

v~

terrain extremely well mak1ng fr1ends and: pursu1ng their own 1nterests,

1.

//others are-in such a hurry to become A er1caw§ to str1p themselves of
all remnants of their Sov1et exper1ence, that they parody the1r Amer1can{

-born schoo]mates, -Teachers comment tha female students have' more

R ’ - RN . q S
adjustment,problemS'than males: there jppears to_be more ‘confusion

‘\;b o

- about‘social mores, and about what:is'expected of them. Ninth graders
) fhave more problems than older students. '\ e 'e
>, . AdJustment to the soc1al env1ronmEnt of the school and to the |

. new set of expectat1ons, 1s often’ d1ff1cult. The schools wh1ch-these '
- students enter in New York C1ty are sharply d1fferent from those 1n the

Sov1et ‘Union.’ whereas 1n Sov1et 'schools, students could not opt for

. elect1ves here the .range of- cho1ces is broad (See the"tandard Sov1et
high school program listéd on the follow1ng p ge.) Students ave -
‘considerably more leeway {for shap1ng the1r oW programs, and mak1 g
deciSions about their ofin present and future educat]on, Confronted by
these new. choices, one teachervsays, "stude ts sometlmes become‘arrogant,

_ They know the1r r1ghts, they somet1mes for et the1r respons1b1l1t1es.

, At the same t1me, however, for many students there is also a
fearyof author1ty f1guf§§ At one-s1te, he pr1nC1pal stopped a recently
arr1ved program student~4n the hallway. She tr1ed to expla1n that she

;was lost, couldn t find the r1ght room, and finally blurted out, "Russian

T

//12'. |
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P e TABLE 4 :
) Standard Program of Soviet H1gh Schools'_- rs
",Nintﬁ GEEEE*i<\\; L Tenth'érade‘~ B Eleventh’Grade" V-
.x}} ) _‘w\\. . o . . o . _. .
— - o

,Foreign Engl1sh 1 &2 '~ Foreign Language 344 //; Fore1gn Engl1sh 5 &6 ..

Russ1an H1story 1 & 2 | West. C1v111zat10n 1 & 2 Contemp. H1story 1 & 2
69th Yr. Algebra 1 & 2 RS Geometry 1& 2 f\‘;i\\_; Tr1gonometry 1 & 2
,General Sc1ence 1 & 2 ?‘ BioTogy 1 &42 v ff”wf—fir - 0rgan1c &/Inorgan1c

. . \ R '3 , / - Chem1stry 1& 2
" Natiﬁe Russian 1 & 2  \xNati9é Russian'é &4. Chemistry 1 -2 }
Ukranﬁan 1'(2nd'terﬁ) _._Lf“ Ukranian-Lit; (2nd. term) Phy§1cs\1 &2 el
Vocational Training 1 - B Vocat1ona1 Tra1n1ng 1. (lst) Native Ruséiah 5&6 |
(or Home Economics) Tech: Drafting 1- (2nd) Treel e T T
| B - Astronomy 1-(2nd)... . - .
. Physical Ed.- 1 (2nd term)'. 'Physical Ed. 2 (lst)
SRR . - . Drafting 2 (1st) -
Phys1ca1 Ed. 3 (lst)
/
/
'-._‘ » .
. '% ) .
¥ "
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. teactier -- no English."" When she couldn't make herself understood she«L L

| "y got frightened and.ran away. "The Russian program resource teacher
e - ) Do
.. finally was found and cleared_up the m1sunderstand1ng. N L

L

. ~ While orogram students are often/}n,a rush.tom"Americanize," ’,/’fg:
staff at the various sites say that they shy away from 1nteract1on with
/

_the general school populat1on. The grade adv1sor at South Shore comments, ' R

"Academ1ca11y the kids do wel] but soc1a11y there s not much 1nteract1on

3

- :w1th the rest of the school. AE‘fbr tak1ng-part in school funct1ons, -< e
forget q; " Another teacher otes that many ho]d down after school - -
. yJ‘J°§§1_E]th°u9h reports‘of stu:ents work1ng were %ncons1stent. The |
. pr1nc1pa] at Forest H1lls obse'VES “social cohes1on -- the kids s1t )
togethe& in the lunchroom. Whe they spread out someth1ng pos1t1ve ﬁs
happen1ng. But it's 1mportant or th1s to happen out of a pos1t1ve B
fee11ng about the context, not 0 t of shame about who they are, We need
balance.", He streé’es show1ng re pect for the students _own culture as
one way for the’ school to gain cre 1b111ty with 1ts b1]1ngua1 students, _:"
| and to encourage 1nteract1on ‘with the larger student body. Bringing a
Russ1an speak1ng comed1an 1nto the school for example, had a positive -

effect, as did thewcu]tural show whic _presented’vignettes from various

~ cultures. T ‘/////’ . P

PLANS FOR THE FUTURE o L

_ Whether or not'they'worifaft r school, fthese students want to |
be 1ndependent .staff members agree, and are anx1ous not only to be
f1nanc1a1]y 1ndependent, but-also to make a contr1but1on to the1r

- : househo]ds. It is hard to get them to efer grat1f1cat1on - to go for

-14- ~.. ‘
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3| ther than the cab driveir's wages. The prfncipal at

-the educatio

Forest H1lls rezsiks that a maJor challenge of the program 1s "to get

. Ry
-parents and k1d o reach for the stars." e regrefs that some of h1sn

A

-more prom1s1ng students "l1ve asif. there s no tomorrow. -He ment1ons -

that mov1ng 1nto the ne1ghborhood of the school -- whose 1mmed1ate

vv1cin1ty 1s qu1te wealthy -- exposes students to "the good life."c "we'

ftry to keep them from sl1pp1ng 1nto the qu1ck§and of qu1ck moneymak1ng'5*“

. v R ‘_.
1n New York and to- some degree 1n the em1gre community
] v p-—J . .

He works w1th the dean at Queensboro College to push students _

to think about - h1gher education.‘ But the challenge is not only to
convi nce students to cons1der further school1ng. "Some‘oj their voca-

-1’onal 1deas are grand1ose," one staff member says. "An eng'lneer in’

Russ1a is not an eng1neer here, it doesn t mean the same- th1ng. ,Some-j

t1mes parents d1s1llus1onment uffects the ch1ldren."” School adm1n1s-

-

trators‘speak of the 1mportance of. g1v1ng students a var1ety of role :
modelS' part1cularly em1gres who have made 1t 1n the1r careers or whod

—have successfully launched new ones,

The program s curr1culum spec1al1st/grade adv1sor bel1eves that

P

most students: need solid, realist1c, pract1cal adv1ce to help keep the1r

r_'

feet on the ground. _For. 1nstance, many want to go to college odt ef

town but don't understand fully the f1nanc1al‘gurden this enta1ls.,,'?
. T ' ” ’ : - . -0 b e




1. PROGRAM DESCRIPTION

OVERVIEW EERE . . | .
:*’f~_ ; Proaect CRIP prov1ded career orientation and support serv1ces
'to students at three public and four private high schools in Brooklyn
_and Queens. Nhereas the prev1ous bilingual program for Russian speaking
i34 students stressed Russian heritage -= culture and literature -- ProJect
S CRIP emphasizes planning for the future. It also provides some support

serv1ces, curr1culum development and staff development. Contact with

' parents 1s an integral part of program activ1ties.

-

ORGANIiATIbN

ProJect CRIP's. project director works out of the central office

¢ at South Shore ngh School but v1sits each site one day per month,

._Other central staff include a community liaison, a grade adv1sor/curr1c-- ‘
'_ ’.ulum cpecialist and secretary. A part -time office aide lends assistance W
. oh an hourly basis all ‘other central staff are full-time and are
jsupported by Title VII, - ;( ‘ o - ) . Y

On site staff 1nclude three Title VII resource ‘teachers ;L

* “one at each public school 51te in addition, three Title VII educational )

' a551stants carry out program act1v1t1es ‘at the private schools (one

\*educational a551stant dividing hlS time: between two sites).

of

At each of the public schools the proJect operates under the
aegis of the foreign language department which is headed by an assistant
‘A'princ1pal Table 5 summarizes the program S structure and a list of

. \
X proJect staff characteristics is- 1ncluded°in the appendices. \~\\\\\;

N
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TABLE 5

- project CRIP Staff Assignments

o
\.

. Name of .Site

Progran Personnel
At Site

" Visit/Contact

Central Staff

L

" * schaol Staff

Assisting Program

Fgre§; Hills H.S.

Resource Teache;

I

Prbject Director/2x mo.

"1 Educatiopal

Comm, Liaison/2x mo. - Assistant,
_ Grade Advisor/Curr. :
< Spec./1x wk.
?rankiin Delano Resourcé’Teacher Project Director/2x mo. 1 Teacher
Roosevelt H.S. S - Comm. Liaison/2x mo.
-~ Grade Advisor/Curr,
L X : Spec./1x wK.
\5 5 — ‘ - . -
\ RN . - : . et .
South Shore-H.S. ‘- Resource Teacher Project Director/everyday - 1 Teacher
_ i ‘ contact because of prox- '
; imity of office
‘ |
Flatbush JeLish . Educationalv ‘Project Director/1x mo. 1 Teacher .
Center Academy Assistant Comm. Liaison/1x mo. -
. : S : - . Grade Advisor/Curr. '
© ~-Spec./1x wk. (1/2 day)
‘Nehar Chalom Educational " Project -Director/1x mo.
Torah Center -Assistant . Comm., Liaison/1x mo.
. _ _ . - -—@Grade Advisor/Curr. §
' ‘ - Spec./1x wk. (1/2 day)
New Sblohohﬁ‘ R Education@i Z?P}dject'Director/lX;mo; - 1 Teacher
Schechter H.S. .. - Assistant’ . Comm. Liaison/1x mo. ‘ '
¢ R ~_ Grade Advisor/Curr.
-Spec./1x wk. (1/2 day)
g Yeshiva Hakad Educational "Project Director/lx.mo.

' Ha-Brab " Assistant 4 Comm..Liaison/1x mo.
- : . ___Grade Advisor/Curr.. __ _
1;~_~—,,,_,ﬂ__;~—;~—f———-—’—“”"’“"’7’—— ‘Spec./1x mo. (1/2 day)
L =17-




INSTRUCTIONAL COMPONENT

The program of 1nstruct1on ava1lable to ProJect CRIP part1c1-.

‘pants varies from site to.site. R . N

South Shore . . R 7 e

'Programming. A tax-levy grade adyisor; who is a native speaker
‘of French.but has. excellent rapport uitthrogram CRIP students, is

responsible for_programm1ng. She—says that she works closely with the
. )
two Russ1an teachers at the schbol and exchanges 1nformat1on with the

project's grade: adv1sor, but knows “almost noth1ng“ about proJect

u‘

offer1ngs in the areas of off1ce sk1lls and computer sc1ence. However,

-

| . she th1nks that the proJect S career awareness’ thrust is 1mportant since .

b1l1ngual students are reluctant to seek help from the school s tax-levy

career adv1sement off1ce. o

Instruct1onal offer1ngs. Project students at South Shore may
-take the follow1ng .courses: |
- E.S.L. (two per1ods),.~
. Russian for native Speakers,

. B1l1ngual h1story,

-_Trans1t1onal b1ology (1n Engl1sh with vocabulary translated
-into Russ1an)

For.the. first t1me in 1982 83, two- Russ1an language classes were offered

one emphas1zed language and grammar, the second stressed commun1cat1on _
sk1lls compos1t1on, and d1scuss1ons on a un1vers1cy level The two- .
track Russian offer1ngs were 1ntroduced because during the prev1ous C
year,. students w1th weaker language sk1lls were thought to be holding |

" back the class. " S L R e "”hmﬂug_,!ziewuﬂ“eefe.

..’ .




A Y ’ = '.‘\ .
The more advanced class proceeds through a survey of Russian

class1cs, 1nc1ud1ng works by Pushk1n, Gogol Lermontov, and Goncharov.'

Because books are d1ff1cu1t to locate in quantity, the teacher 1s in- .

' creas1ng]y using a report format. Students are asked to read and report '

\ b

(.

B on two books. Typ1ca11y, they like to read Russian authors pub11shed 1n
. the West, such as Aksyonov or Vo1nov1ch. There is- also some interest in
Soviet authors.‘ Somet imes students prefer to report in Russian on books
which they read in English. At the 1n1t1at1ve of the resource teacher,
a co]lect1Qn of students essays appeared in the emigre new5paper,

Novaya Gazeta.

Transitional b1ology 1s offered because students have exper1enced

K

particular d1ff1cu1ty with this descr1pt1ve science. In the past the

project. tr1ed send1ng a. paraprofess1ona1 into the room to act. as .an

3

1nterpreter, but-this proved d1stract1ng for teacher and students a11ke.

Chem1stry and.. phys1cs have been easier for students to follow in Eng]1sh
™~

~_
Students have- a]so found economics difficult, s1nce the concepts

1

are so ent1re1y fore1gn to theM“_However,\there are not presently

enough students to const1tute a b111ngua1 c]ass. ‘§_#‘fo?\\\\\\\

~

~.
~~

Math is- not taught b111ngua11y because the students funct1on “at

SO many d1fferent‘1evels. .

~ LN

Eranklin D. Roosevelt

o Programming. The resource teacher exp1a1ns that since no-
school records are ava11ab1e for. part1c1pants, she rests programm.ng
dec1s1ons 1arge1y on date of birth. Because the Soviet curr1cu1um is

-~

7 standard with no elect1ves, it is poss1b1e for 4 resource teacher who

\

- . : ‘ : ” ~ -1‘9-'




o is thoroughlywfamiliaerithfthe Soviet school system to evaluate students'
academ1c background on the bas1s of age. The teacher can also translate PR
the emigration process 1nto t1me lost and 1n this way. est1mate students \\\
probable mastery of” required subJect matter. - 'ﬂ;} '_ | : .. R
The assistant pr1nc1pal who heads the foreign language department
, says that before the program was in place, she used her own system for

v determ1n1ng where to place a student, and evaluat1ons were carr1ed out L e
¢
_ by? the var1ous departments. Departmental evaluat1ons st1ll take‘blace,
but the resource teacher ensures that students get proper cred1ts, and“

that they don t “talk their way“ into more cred1ts than they deserve.

Instructlional offer1ngs. ProJect students may take . Q¢
* E.S.L.; |
e Russ1an heritage; .
. Trans1t1onal American: history (in English),
s . Trans1t1onal economics (1n Engl1sh). ' |
The asslstant principal}explains that'her department introducéd | Y
transitional'social studies classes geared to foreign-students when
their many. fa1l1ng grades conv1nced her that these students needed ‘more:

structured ass1stance in master1ng,requ1red mater1al She says .that the

school S soc1al studies department 1n1t1ally res1sted the idea of" the

g

f——————fope1gnalanguage—department—settang—up—these—sp iat-course S5

but—that
the classes have proven helpful- She adds that the pr1nc1pal has’
[

strongly supported adJustments -to curr1cula to meet studgnts needs, and

— ;”“that in 1983 84 trans1t1onal Engl1sh ard chemistry may be offered.

!
\

~Tutorial ass1st1nce 1s ava1lable to students espec1ally in

science,,math, and Hebrew.




L™ ] . . ’ s
N\ . - L
- Classroom Observation. A member of the evaluation team visited

an E.S.L. class which included native speakers of Chinese, Spanish and

Russian. ‘The class took up the Edgar Alan Poe story, "The Cask of _

Amontillado." The teacher asked students to give synonyms for vocabulary
found .in the"story (mad crazy, insane). He wrote ‘a summary on the

board asked students to copy it, then asked them to fill in. blanks in

the summary without referring to: their notebooks. The Russian- speaking -
- students tended to_cluster together in the class. They participated in

. the lesson, and appeared to be mastering the material.

Forest Hills

Programming., Pr0gramming'is carried out by the grade advisors,

with advice from the proJect S resource teacher. Four years of-Hebrew

9

._ are offered t proJect students who attended school for a period in

‘Israel.

4

Instructional 0fferings. Project-students may take:
. ~ )
' E.S. L.,

R Russian for native speakers;
. E.S.L.'typing_(in'English);
» Transitional social studies (in English).

During the. spring semester, there»were fewer than ten program -

”'students enrolled in E“S'L. classess Most had already been mainstreamed'

The Russian class taught by the school S tax-levy Russian

'Pushkin to Chekhov. The program has a small ‘but. diverse book- collection:’

:.including some reference books,_some works by authorS\who are published -

1 . r«‘v ) . . . . l' I . \..\



in the West (So]zhen1tsyn, Lyd1a Chukovsky), and a number of Russian

e
.

‘classics in suff1c1ent numbers for c]ass use. ’3.\"\u\

~

While there are no: Russ1an ]anguage content- area offer1ng B
1ndependent study materials are ava1]able 1n Russ1an. The pr1nc1pa] B
»

notes that the project works w1th the soc1a] stud1es department wh1ch
C offers_Severa]_sect1ons for foreLgn studentsg_ P]ans are underway for "
"two.more'transitiona] c]assés to.be offered in 1983-84 (earth science-

and biolody).. - - " o |
' Tutoring is.avaifable to students both from project Staff and—
frdm other students. “we have a good crop of sen1ors," the resource
teacher says.' She encourages the sen1ors to he]p younger students.

C]assroom 0bservatTon. A member of the eva]uat1on team v1s1ted

a Russ1an class of s1x students taught by the tax-]evy Russian teacher.
A Chekhov story was the subJect of the lesson. Students took turns
read1ng a]oud from’ the text, and took part in a discussion of the
story's structure and style wh1ch was quite soph1st1cated. |
A member of the evaluatton team also visited an E.S.L. typing
‘c1ass, where . 39-students were assisted by a teacher and three student
: ass1stants (1nclud1ng two program part1c1pants) The student ass1stants

moved around the room during the lesson, answer1ng quest1ons and check1ng

3bn

————"—_students'-work—~*The—two program—partTCTpants—sppke—Tn Russ1an tothe
Russ1an speak1ng students 1n the c]ass. The teacher sa1d that’ many
students enroll because a pract1cal arts course is requ1red and if
the1r ]anguage skills are weak, they are not p]aced in shop classes,

' where an acc1dent cou]d result from poor]y understood 1nstruct1ons°

. A Russjan—speaking‘student commented that, "Th1s-helps more

2.
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than,E.S.L. There are uords here [in the typing text] that I never hear
~--about otherw1se.“ , o | _ g
The ‘head of the business department says that 85 percent of
foreign students had been failing 1n regular typing classe5° without e I;'f. -
’ extra help, they were not understanding directions. Now, 75 to 80 |
percent are_passing. The teacher says that the class starts of f at a ,~;j{
S slower pace than a regular.Typing I class, but by late spring, they have

accelerated to the point that they cover the full ‘year' 's curriculum.

-SERVICES TO0 PRLVATE\SCHOOLS o -y,

Flarbush Jew1sh Center Academy |
| The 65 Russian-speaking students at this school constitute more
.than‘a third of its student body. The educational a551stant prov1ded by
the proJect 1s the school S only Ru551an-speak1ng staff member, and’
"offers students instruction in: '
. Business writing (tenth and eleventh grades),
. Typing (twelfth grade),
.+ E.S. L. tutorial e ~
. Shorthand ,;ﬁffg:"~‘ ' l_ h |
. The. educational assistant also helps students prepare for the .

Regents examinations. On™ Fridays, she attends English classes to keep '

T T T

. up-to-date with what program students are studying.‘ She also organizes N
group’ discu551ons on Ru551an literature. For example, she invoTved many
program students in a discu551on of Boris Pasternak s life, and of. hlS -
novel Dr. Zhivago. The students read- the novel 1n‘English but discussed

- it 'in_Russian.. 0ther dJscuSSJons_coxered,such_topics—as how—to read—a—-r“'f“——"f“fi

poem in Russian,,; _ L o - : »
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The educational .assistant says that students are very enthu-
. siastic about the business_education.class,,which is geared to market-
~able skills. "The Russian-kids-want math, science, computers, business

~skills,“ she remarks.

Nehar Chalom Torah Center

The 45 Russian speaking students at this private religious
school for girls constitute about a third of the student body. The

program S educational assistant prov1des tutorial support and small-

group ingtruction and bolsters the work of the school s grade adv1sor by

discuSSing values and problems of adJustment with the Russian speaking
students. She notes that the girls with whom she works are quite
limited in terms of culturalsexperience. Many have never been to |
Manhattan. During a discussion of events in Poland it appeared that
most did not have any idea where that country is located.
~ ' , The educational a551stant brings in stories and poems in

| English to help students improve their skills. "We-don t read many :

“-books in.Russian,“ she says. “They“need to'catth up in Hebrew and
English." “The kids have not lost the Russian language," she adds, “but

the feeling of the language.. Sometimes they speak in Russian structures/
9. a

fe.

that—are translations—from’Engl1sn. “They' re ‘groping for words.

The educational assistant works on no set schedule, but rather

»

tailors serv1ces to students needs. When they finished up sc1ence

~

[}

material early, "she brought in maps. and spent time on geography, since

she. found students part:cularly def1c1ent in that area.

e e e e T
et
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New Solomon Schechter High School o \

4 him as he helped two students with English vocabulary he assigned them

12 words (as he does each day) and asked” them to prOVide definitions in _

' TheJ1982 83 school year. was the'second'year'of operation for .
this small school., Just over half of its 35 students are Russian-
speaking. Fifteen RusSian speaking students take a Russian literature
and language class, offered by one of the school'’ s\ﬁwn teachers.

Proaect CRIP s curriculum specialist has lent assistance with materials.i

Russian classes are offered in three Sections in order to accommodate

the students schedules. A class attended by a member of the evaluation '

team finished up a discuSSion of the biography of Chekhov. ‘The teacher

then presented a brief formal lecture on the writer Kuprin. '
The Title VII educational assistant spends every morning at the

school where he tutors. students in English and algebra, and teaches

physical education for boys. A'member of-the evaluation team sat with

English. Tutorirg five students in algebra, he explained concepts in -

‘ RusSian when the students couldn't follow his instructions or clarifica-u

\ tionshin English He also helped them to solve word problems in English

Yeshiva Hakad Ha-Brab

The educational assistant who spends mornings at New Solomon

.Schechter- works with students at this yeshiva for boys in the afternoons

_in a room set aside for small group instruction. He says that- the 15 ‘

Russian- Speaking students (of a total school population of 120) have

been in this countrv_longen_thanhthe_students_at_uewESolomon_Schechter

WSCience and history.

fand generally have stronger language skills and a better grasp of

~ 25
N
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'He?provides renedial réadingﬁinstructjon, and emohasizes
'Russian heritage, introducing students to Russian history and the
structure of the Russian governnent._ "“The .'dents don't know what
y:Russia is," he comments.. } 6" o

/e

CAREER'ANARENESS COMPONEN?I ”

0verv1ew o - Cos
. The curr1cu1um spec1alist bears pr1mary respons1b1l1ty for _
1mp1ement1ng the career awareness conponent of the proqram. Her re- ¢

spons1b111t1es include

T

'gett1ng to know students on an 1nd1v1dua1\hasis through
b1—month1y aeetings, . .

-prov1d1ng lectures related ‘to career plann1ng, '

' -1nv1t1ng speakers from var*ous professions or,pccupat1ons
‘to address students, _

.\yma1nta1n1ng-contact w1th parents,,_ :,i, e

)

i

* -assemb11ng and ma1nta1ning files'of materials (1n Engl1sh
and Russian) on career-related top1cs, o , .

| -ma1nta1n1ng contact with business departments and with .
tax—levy grade advisors at the pub11c.schools, C#

-prepar1ng mater1als for teachers. : s

Her role is essent1a11y that of grade adv1som. at the pr1vate schools A

]
v

where program serv1ces generally constutute the only formal career 35

-adv1sement ava11ab1e to students. Work1ng w1th the: educat1ona1 ass1stantfu.’ S

e,

s

on- s1te, she begins he1p1ng students w1th col]ege app11cat1ons 1n the

’a’“’ EN

‘_tenth grade. She . notes that her role 1ncludes 1ntroduc1ng students to a’

. AR /
-'only doctors and lawyers and teachers “§n thls wor1d that people also.

’ 4’ N : / - - " : . - :

ar
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"They need*to know that there are not—“'ﬁf'*”’“””““ﬁ




work - in forests."~“Much of this advice is provided to students on an
individual basis. '\ , | |
. Lectures - NG

The curriculum specialist addressed. students once a semester on

T career-related topics at the four private schools and at South Shore High

» School, These topics included - . : f_ a - R
. identifying one's values and how individual values relate
o to job satisfaction- /
oot researching a career on the basis of the results of the
career: interest inventory, : S , )
. applying -for a job JOb applications, resumes, and  inter-
V'leWS. : ; .
She addressed parents at Forest Hills High School on, "How to Help Your
'Child lan a Career. | | ‘
' F L~ - : c : _f'/
Guest Speakers,,m\ fd“ o |
o ae
éf o The curriculum special:st arranged for outside speakers to
share with program students at several sites infonmation and experience o f“
,related to various careers. ,Speakers included 3 ' - "
Ann? Tuchfeld Financial Aid Admissions 0ff1ce, Brooklyn
Prof. Mark Finszyc, Departnent of Modern Languages,“' :“v;' o
By ‘Brooklyn College o » _ s
/

,Prof. Arno, Computer Department Brooklyn College . '°,f

Moira Kennedy, The Door fj' f

William Cherno, A+torney . / N . //
M. Rodriguez Private Investigator _ . //
v Yasvovsky, Biochenist | .] T v

k3
< {
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A member of the evaluation team attended a'presentation by the

' biochemist to-a group of 22 students at 'outh Shore.

" The speaker, a

: chemist for International Paper GCeo., Spo e in RusSian describing his

work in some detail, and fielded questio

of haVing a solid specialization, part

not have the advantages that some third-

may have. He also stressed initiative

s. He emphaSized the importance

icularly for immigrants who do
or fourth- generation Americans

'nd the work ethic: “why_do

they pay.me close to 40 thousand? Because I think day and night, work,

work, work.

Work now,

' .concerns. How did he first get work w

?.

Which universities or'colleges‘does he
students’ The. curriculum specialist r

education and urged students not to b

i
Kt

ei support their schooling. "You'll earn

B 'them.

-

Informal Classes

L

Proaect CRIP organizes a numb

in.computer programming,.career educatf

'.public'school”sites and at one private

three. times per week

e ——

In two or threemyears it will be late."

The question-and-answer session focused on studentsf practical

hen he came-toitheVUnited.States?\\;.
Iecommend for“science-oriented

a sed the proolem of financing an
e'afraid to take out loans to B

he money later," she assured

‘¢

r of informal, no-credit classes

[

on;- and office skiIls at its

The classes meet two or

school

Several students at South  Shore took part in computer classes,

Tome

—4The—topics—covered included' the era

. ' taught by a proJect resource teacher who had a Six-month computer course.

f- intelligent machines the basic

language, flowcharting techniques, the read command and data statement

controlling output; comparing dnd bran hing, looping and arrays.

.
. ;.,,.,:\ A A A

- . ' -28'- ¢ ".- - - . -
lﬁ e 39 T G

Other




’ *

at v
v

informal’classes'inc1udedjcareer education'(21 students), %yping (16

~students), and recordkeepfng andafiiing. S T o o

v

.NON-INSTRUCTIONAL COMPONENTS

Support Serv1ces

At the three pub11c schools, the proJect S grade advisor/curr1c-1

ulum spec1a11st coord1nates her efforts w1th those of the school s tax- ] p;f'
levy grade adv1sors. Severaa members of the proJect staff say that

the1r one-to-one work with students has been'the heart of the1r work,

. since adJustment problems are 1mped1ng the progress of students whose o jl f -

" basic academic’ skills are fa1rly sol1d.

“ .
Parental Involvement L e

‘Administrators at thenthree public schoolssites‘agree'that_in

[

the: area oprarentai involyemeht' fhe Title VIL program makes’a dramatic y

d1fference. At South Shore, the head of the fore1gn language program
_—(who speaks some Russ1an) says that requests for help from Russ1an- -

. speak1ng parents in the schoo] S attendance area 1nspired the_ 1ntroduct1on o .

of b111ngua1 serv1ces at the school in the seventies. "We figured these g ,. f»

peoglg_must_n h11dren w1th'the same d1ff1cu1t1es. She.adds,that __f, ' -

the program staff won. parents ﬂtrust_hymmeet1ng with them at homes, 1n N
.temples, even at the a1rport when they arr1ved The project 1s now
c1tyw1de, but the school s rapport w1th Russ1an speak1ng parents has
cont1nued .

S ] The resource teachec at F.D.R. says she deals w1th parents very
foften. Many parents get in touch w'th her at the school Or, she calls |

‘them in when students are having proolems, On the day of fhe s1te

. i,,"' - -29- o




.yisit, she said she had seen taree parents the day- before, and oné’ that
'=_day.i _ | ;‘ C
Ths principal at Forest Hills says;heaworks with the'community
" to ‘get parents to enro]i'their chi]dren in the Title VII project.' He
, notes, that before ProJect CRIP came to Forest H11]s few parents would
make contact with the school on their own, he attributed ‘this to the1r
ufear ef;institutjons. He adds that commun1cat1on had to be opened up
. with'the schooT, and this meant educating‘administrators. In dea11ng
w1th parents, : N i |
.,.we made the m1stake, for example, of calling, them Russians.
~ "Our Russian students..." we 'd say. One parent rose and -
. 'said, "We are not Russians." The project staff helped us
. . understand this, that in the Soviet Union, most of these
- - people had carr1ed documents say1ng that they were not
: © : ethn1c Russians, but. Jews.
" He added that in 1mp1ement1ng the career awareness component or the
_ program, work1ng w1th parents is cr1t1ca1. Ten paresnts took part in the
forma] Parents Advusory Counc11 which met quarterly and as needed w1th
centra] program staff. The proaect also offered monthly workshops for

»

a'; parents. : ¢

Staff Deve]opment ‘ _ _ . o o E -

R The project staff gathers ore Friday afternoon per month at the
centra] office to Share experfgnces and take part in various staff |

E deve]opment act1v1t1es. In addit1on, the project d1rector and community
11a1son v1s1t each schoo] one day per month A member- of the eva]uat1on.
team attended one month]y staff meet1ng, where procedures for end-of-

year data'collect1on were rev1ewed. The meet1ng was attended by a

; . . 3
¢
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Russfan-speaking'teacher;from P.S. 251, an elementary school with about
- 50 billngual'Russian-speaking children, She”receiVes support and advice,

on an 1nformal basis, from Proaect CRIP. .

- Staff development also takes place outside school. Five

2

members of the profess1onal staff all three educational asslstants, and

with program support )

,_b1l1ngual eduLat1on. _The proJect d1rector attended the National Assoc1at1on

/
‘the proJect S secretary, took courses at metropol1tan -area colleges or

un1ver51t1es. (0ne parent also stud1ed Engl1sh at New York UnlverSIty

Q,.

.i The central staff also attended conferences and workshops on

’"

~for Bilingual Educat1on conference 1n ‘Washington, D C., the state

assoc1at1on conference in Rye, New York and the Teachers of Engllsh as )

-

~

a.Second Language conference in rorojto, Canada.

Affect1ve Domain _ g ' V/

The f.eld trips wh1ch were proposed were cut from the budget.,

However, the project did sponsou films,_1nclud1ng a f1lm about the poet .

- .and songwr1ter Vysotsky, for the community.‘ Project students are

. involved in peer tutor1ng at some s1tes,‘ In add1tion, several South

Shore students work w1th Russian- speak1ng ch1ldren at P.S. 251, teach1ng

and 1ntroduc1ng them to short stor1es and fa1ry tales ln Russlan. .

o

w“




1v. .FINDINGS: STUDENT.ACHIEVEMENT AND ATTENDANCE

ACQUISITION OF ENGLISH SYNTAL ”ﬂ'" : o

/

l

,i{"”in thlS was the Criterinn Referenced English Syntax Test (CREST)
| ' CREST was developed by the. New York CIty Public Schools to measure
mastery of Instructional obJectives of the ‘E, S L. curricula at the high
school level There are four items for-each objective, and mastery of -
i ;an obJective is achieved when three of the items are answered correctly.
i The test has three levels- beginning (I), intermediate (11), and. advanced
(IiI) The maximum score on Levels I and 11 is 25 while the- maximum
score on Level 1II is 15. , : ) .~
' Mean differences between pre-test and post-test are calculated
:€‘to represent the gain score, and an index which represents the number of
obJectIves mastered per month is computed. /However, since the levels are
. not equated vertIcally, it is imposSIble to measure gains for students .

who change levels. Extensive information on CREST obJectives and psycho-

metric propertIes appears in the Technical Manual Néw York CIty English

“,' as a Second Language CrIterIon Referenced English Syntax Test.

The program s obJectIve in this area’ called for the acquisition
<

/' of one CREST obJective per month of a*tendance. At two-of the public
~ high schools the. CREST was adminIstered at the begInning and end of each

N

tern. At the thIrd publIc high school and a* all private high- schools,

!

Board of EducatIon of the City of New York DIVIsIon of ngh Schools,_
1978, -

~




" the CREST was adm1n1stered only once each semester so that analys1s of
the results for those schools was on yearly bas1s.j Tables 6 through 11
present CREST : results by school and where appropr1ate, by semester._

| At Franklin D. Roosevelt High School CREST yearly data were
| complete for approx1mately 77 percent of program students. Examination
of Table 6 1ndicates that students tested on Levels I and ‘I1'gained an
’average of 0. 37 CREST obJectives per month Students tested on Level ;
111 acqu1red 0 31- obJectives per month. Th1s was not due to Tack of
progress, however a cons1derable percentage of students tested on Level
I1I, and on Levels I and II to a less extent, achneved pre—test scores
:"at or near the max1mum. This left l1ttle room for ‘manifest- 1mprovement
on the post—test thus lower1ng observed gain. This, phenomenon, known
: as a "ce1l1ng effect," is due to test parameters and 1ndicates that the
1test is too easy for many,students. As.a result, any 1nterpretat1on of
" test scores -becomes quite problematici' Such is the case'withﬁLével*III-
CREST students at F.D.R. " R

At Soufh Shore High School CREST scores were ava1lable for then'

spr1ng semester only and complete CREST data. were ava1lable for 31 -
students. Exam1nat1on of Table 7 reveals that students tested\on Levels i

_— \ - _
I and II acqu1red CREST obJectives at an average rate of 1. 12 obJect1ves

" per month, Students on Level H ! ach1eved 0 74 CREST obJect1ves per
month for‘an.overall-rate of 0.96 objectives. Students tested on
“Level§ I and IT’ met the cr1ter1on in this. area. When considered across
all test levels, th1s program s1te very nearly real1zed the program

Ld

obJect1ve for the sprlng term. o
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students at the Nehar Chalom Torah Center. Examination of Table

A}

In the fall term, Forest Hills ngh School reported CREST data
for 14 E S.L. students out of a 51te enrollment of 173 w1th complete
CREST information available for only f1ve pupils. In the Spring data

for 165 . pupils were provided._ An examination of the fall data in Table

-..8 reveals that the single student tested on Level II ach1eved the °

maximum score on bcth pre-test and post-test (and should have been

tested on Level III) The four students for whom Level I1I scores were.

_available- acquired an average of 0. 69 CREST obJectives per ‘month," In

the spring, nearly all of’ the 165 students w1th valid CREST scores were
tested on Level III, These students manifested an- average gain of 0. 34

obJectives per month a gain severely limited by ceiling effects, as

described above.] while a meaningful discu551on of gain scoresucannot be

written, it is clear that students backgrounds in E S. L. were strong.
All four of the private schools part1cipat1ng in the program

reported CREST data on a yearly, rather than semester, basis. The data

for New.. Solomon-Schechter High School- were extremely limited and therefore

were not reported. Flatbush Jewish Center Academy reported complete

CREST data for nearly all ‘their. program students.k These results,

presented 1n Table 9, 1nd1cate that students tested" on Level II" gained -

" an average of 0. 41 CREST obJectives per month Students tested on Level

T111 acquired 0.13 obJectives per month.v Theé manifest gains for both

. levels.were severely affected by students high pre-test scores and J

cannot be meaningfully ewaluated.

Complete CREST data were reported for 55 percent of the 37

[

34




- 10 reveals that students tested on Level 11 acquired an average of 1. 45 i

) 8 2 objectives.

| CREST objectives per month. Students tested on Level PiI gained 0. 59

objectives per month._ Overall, students at thi. site acquired an :

- average of 0 94 per month nearly achieving the criterion. Five additional '

'students at this site were pre-tested with. CREST Level II and post-

tested with Level III. 0n the pre-test these students mastered an
average of 24 objectives their average post-test mastery was a substantial

Yeshtva Hakad Ha-Brab reported complete CREST data for 9. of 11
E S L..students.w These results are presented 1n Table 11. Nearly all

these: students were tested on Level II of - the,CREST and’ they manifested

‘an average gain of 0. 48 objectives per month ofﬂattendance. N

" Due’ to the existence of ceiling effects at- several program

s1tes and the incomplete data reporting at others,.a judgment as to the

A”“fprogram s attain >nt of ‘the evaluation objective concerning CREST

achievement cannot be made across all participating schools.' In fact

the results 1ndicate that many students were quite proficient in E. S L., |
"as ‘the previous section on. student characteristics indicates. The CREST
'-does not appear to be a sensitive measure for students at this level. |

' (See recommendations ) It was therefore decided to examine pass1ng rates-

for students enrol)ed in E S L and English courses to provide more data

~

on English achievement. These results are presented in Tables 12 3 }

vthrough 15 by program site and semester, and the Outcomes are easier to

1nterpret although data were not reported for all students.
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e At Franklin D. Roosevelt High School (see Table 12), the

passing rates iQ\F S.le /English courjps were generally h1gh both terms,

_i” all above 75 percent when aggregrated across grades. Table 13 presents
pass1ng rates for South Shore High School E S. L. and English courses. _

- Nhen aggregrated across grades and 1nstruct1onal levels, the passing

rate for the fall term was h1gher than: for the spr1ng term.. Nearly half"

S

of all program students at this school were in ma1nstream Engl1sh
\

. courses. ‘The,resul- for Forest H1lls High School are presented in-
| Tahle'14; Nearly ajg program students at - this site]were enrolled 1n
:\\ ma1nstream English courses and rece1ved passing grades. T

| | Table 15 presents E. S L. and English course data for all
.pr vate school part1c1pants by semester.: In the fall, term passingj;"ﬂﬂn
rates for 1ntermed1ate and advanced courses were rather low, 57 percent
and 64 percent respect1vely._ All ma1nstreamed students in the fall and
nearly'all E.S. L. students 1n the spr1ng rece1ved pass1ng grades. _
Overall, proJect schools reported very h1gh pass1ng rates for the1r

- . n -

students enrolled in E S L. and English courses.,

‘l
. v “‘
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: "TABLE 6 o
[ . ’ww,'d’ . . +

EResuTts of the Criterion Referenced Engljsh Syntax Test

(Program Students at Franklin D. RooseveTt Hign SchooT

Pre- and Post Tested on Same Test Level).

| - ’ _ Average Number of f T AVerage'.‘ 'Objectives ;1.
- Test Number of Objectives Mastered - Objectives.  Months of. "Mastered. - .
Level -. Students ~ Pre . i Post -~ Mastered* .  Treatment' Per Month -~

v 18.63 0 19.88  L.25 . 5,36 0.23 5
1 3%. . 18.09 20,29 220 - . 548 ;  0.40 .

mroc 38 1103 1296 . 178 - 5.67 % - 031 -

o — " - — —_

TOTAL 81 14.83 1672 - ‘1.89 . 556] - 0.3

« : . S . Lo
Post-test minus pre-test. L L - ;

s




Results of the Criterion Referenced English Syntax Test .

e TABLE 73A"

L‘f

(Program §tudents at South Shore High School Pre-

T and Post-Tested on Same Test Level)

E Average Number of

‘Test Number of - ObJectives Mastered

Level . Students - Pre-.

Post o

ObJectives

- Mastered*

~ Months of ‘Mastered -~ . -
. Treatment. Per Month

Average S ObJectives E

S s
1 15.79

1 14 45.79
1’ 14 821

fasprihg~

15.00

11.14

CToTAL 31 ., 1.1

15.29

6.00
3
2.93

'3.58 7

2,97 1.00—-

339 . 0.4 -
.21 0.9

.

* '_. . i . ) . . .
Post-test minus pre-test, -

_

i
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1 V-Results of the Cr1ter10n Referenced English §¥gtax Test )

[ 0
o RIS
‘ .

CTABLE 8

-

(Program Students at: Forest Hills’ High School

Pre- and Post-Tested on Same Test Level)

o8

, Test

.Level

‘ Average Number of . . - - Average

Number of ObJectjves ‘Mastered Objectives . Months of
.. Students  Pre ‘Post. ~ 'Mastered* ' Treatment

" Objectives .
Mastered. '
- Pér Month

----—--------------am----d----------w-------------------------;--------------

,I'
’II..

1D

TOTAL

_Fall

1 . 2500 2500  0.00 279
4 . fss 105 - 2.00 2,03

spring -
1 1600  19.00 3.00/ - 4.00
2 9,50 . 11.00° 1,50 . 3.74

162 13.01  14.28 121 3.06
165 12,99 1427 . 128 - 376

0.75
0.40
Cna
0,34 -

*Post-test minuS'preftest; | o h B

N
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| TABLE, 9

Results of the Criterion Referenced English,Syntax Test

N (Program Students at Flatbush Jewish Center Academy

A _ L Pre- and Post-Tested on- Same Test Level)

A L' U R Average Number of ERE Average ODJECt1VES

/ .
_ ,Tesv_f Number of Objectives: Mastered v 0bJect1ves " Months:of Mastered’,
- /- Level - Students  Pre tﬂgAPost} 'T' Mastered*_-f Treatment Per- Monthy

SN R .J'. - Qhole Year
o e 20,24 2251 2z ses o 0.

ToTAL 62 18,00 © 19.74 174 . 561 031

.*. . y . . . L .. k - , -", -‘ lv.... o fd
Post-test minus pre-test. '
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TABLE 10

Results of the Criterion Referenced English Syntax Test-, -

(Program Students at Nehar Chalom Torah Center Pre- ]_

I
and Post-Tested onfSame Test Level)

iy - \ _ ]

I
!

_ N o Average Number of .;f‘ Y \~Average VLObjectives
"Test Number of - ObJectives Mastered ObJectives ~ :Months of ‘Mastered "

" Level 'Students o Pre .Post - Mastéred® . Treatment. . Per Month

o . Nhole Year "j . '-:' ; d';f’i"f*~¢“:v._“'

mo. .8 10.88 1938 - 8.50 589 !

S s 8.25 1183 3565 615 089
CtotaL 20 0 9.30 .14,85 5.8 6.08 0.94

*post-test minus pre-test.
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'TABLE.lli

Resuits -of: the Criterion Re‘erenced Egglish Synxax Test

(Program Students Yeshlva Hakad Ha-Brab Pre-

| ' ) and Post TesteQ on . 'ame Test Level)

o o Average Number of ,}'r*i; . ':.' Average ObJectivest_:,a

L Test - " Number of ObJectives Mastered - ‘Objectives . Months of  Mastered - . -

"/ Level  Students Pre . qut - Mastered* . Treatment . Per Month
X .,u;:_w.‘ S “<F L

‘ o Hho]e Year ) :
0 7.52° . 0,60

/
20.00  25.00 '._ 5.00 .
o aast L7y gss o

R I

o -
I -8 . s 88—‘ 20,63 -
;o TOTAL C9 17 23 . 2112 3,89, . 7006 . 0.49

*POSt-test minus pre-test

o .
-; | | | X ?
-,v ':: ’ }. ’ 3
’ ! s

i o __‘_‘________________._ - .;/_1 S
—:——'j - T - h < .‘ ‘ t ;
: '. -4'2; :

.- L
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Number of Program Students at Franklin Ds Roosevelt High School Attending Courses and

1

the Percent Passing Teacher-Nade Examinations in English as a Second Language and s

Mainstream Engﬂisﬁ‘Classes

R L Y

Grade 9

—

.
-

SN

;f Grade 0

.
Passing | N

 Grade 11,

Lamet

. J

i
Passing J N

| "Grade lf.

l“ v":
o

Total

& B
Passi

‘E.S.L. Level ia

Beginning'v
}Intermediate
1Advanced

§Tran51tional

Pegiﬂﬂing

Intermediate.
Advanced .

Transitional

SR
Passikg | N

' +

67

10
'716053

Fall_ ‘"

¥
Passing | N

Mainstream .

100




" TABLE 13

\

: Number of Program Students at South Shore High School Attending Courses and

the Percent Passing Teacher-Made Examinations in Eng!ish .as a Second Language -

%
.

and Mainstream English Classes

| Grade 9 " grade 10 Grade 11 Grade 12 Total
R, B T N T | % N
_ E.S.L. Level | N Passing | N Passing | N.- Passing | N Passing | N Passing :
| ' ' FalT™ ——
Beginning 2 s |1 oo o |0 "o |3 - e
| —_— 1. - : g
Intermediate - 2 - 100 4 100 .} 1 0 2 100 9 . 100
‘Advanced : o . 0 2 100 | 2 100 |1 0 5 100
Mainstream 1 0 10 70 4 75 3 61 |18 12
. Spring , .
Beginning 2 50 1 0 o 0 0 0 3 6.
. : o IR N ISR e ——— L
Intermediate 2100 3 <3 [0 .0 0 0 5 60
,ff!fﬂﬁgd*””’ 11 0 a4 100 | z 100 3 67 10 9.
Mainstream 1 0 8 75 5 80 1 0 |15 80




CTRLEM o

| | L L
Number of Program Students at Forest Hills High School Attending Courses and

b

. the Percent Passing Teacher-Made'Examinations.in‘Engsish as a Second Lénguage ahd

| Mainstream English. Classes

Grade 9 Grade 10 Grade 11 Grade 12~ Total

t

- R o ' % I T T
" E.S.. Llevel | N Passing | N, Passing | N Passing | N Passing | N Passing

' Fall
Manced |1 0 |3 w0 [0 o0 |o o | 4 10
Mainstream. 11° 100 |5 9% |6 100 |32 100 |167 100
Spring

)

Mainstrean |12 100 |60 100 |60 100 |81 100 |16 100 *

56




TABLE 15‘

. fwmber of Program Students at All Pr1vate Schools Attendang Courses and '-,fﬁ
the Percent Passing Teacher-Made Examanations in English as:a Second Language

and Mainstream EnglashHCIasses

Grade 9 Grae 10 Gradell - Grade 12 rmn E
| | R T S 4
E.S.L, Level | N Passing | N Passing.| N Passing | N Passing. | N Passi;g

' ij-.E

] Fall

Internediate o s 4 15 o2 s |0 0 |45
Advanced - - | 1 0 |3 m |3 e [7 - |14 6

Weistren |26 w0 |18 w0 |13 w0 | & 10 |6 10

Internediate 7  "i00 1 | 0.1 0 |00 g lloo.nt
Advanced ~ © | 2 100 BN o100 2 100° | 0 P " a m;ggfﬁg
Tl |0 0 [0 o0 |10 o0 f1o0

JMainstream' Cla @ 8 IOQ ln w0 |14 8 [0 o

. . . - B ".
5 7 } ¢ ‘ N ;
[
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ACHIEVEMENT IN NATIVE LANGUAGE STUDIES

©

. A program obgect1Ve called for a 65 percent passing rate ‘for
students enrolled.if(ﬁussian language classes. The available data are

presented in Table 16. No Russian language data were reported for

Forest H11 i s ) AL e h—Shore High
‘Schools reported data for the spr1ng semester alone.“ The overalf
passing rate at Frank11n Roosevelt was 96 percent where the lowest
passing rate was 78 percent for ninth graders. At South Shore H1gh

' School “the average passing rate was 80 percent.

Data for tne private school part1c1pants were aggregated across
schools as sim11ar resu:;ﬁ/wece reported at the various sites. The
overall pass1ng rates fol /t
_ and 99 percent in the spr1ng term. None of these passing rates by'grade

_ was 1ower than 95 percent. 0n the who]e, the part1c1pat1ng schools,

both and pr1vate, .exceeded the program S cr1terion in Russian language

»

ach1evement.

~

58

hese schools were 98 percent 1n the fall termf



o TABLE"'IS

Number of Program Students Attending Courses and the Percent Passing
hmeMMEmMmHmsMRmﬂmmewenwms-
y 0 ,/ | - . o vf: ~ ru
Grade 9/ ride 10 Grng 11 Gradé 12 Total
:. o R N 1 e 4. | % -
‘School-Semester - | N Passing | N Passing | N Passing | N Passing | N. Passinc
R, -Sring__ | 9 I8 Lo BT BTN P P T %
South Shore - Spr1ng- 3 6| 16 1 | 6 100,  0; L0 -:25;' “Qﬂf?:
Pr1vate " O T B 4" B f_'ffi
Schoo]s - Fall 39 . 95 4 200 |31 - 97 16 100 |13 9%
Prrvate | o S D ) IR
Schools - Spr;gg 37 100 [44 100 |3l 97.. |16~ " 100 !
! 'ef ‘
y ' .:
L / ’
3 ,
+E ‘i P e




4ACHIEVEMENT IN MATHEMATICS SCIENCE, SOCIAL STUDIES AND BUSINESS COURSES

Program obJectives st1pulated that’ students enrolled in content-

)

area coursed would attain. passing rates equal to those of mainstream '
st dents. As the program found that. generating passing rates for
ma1nstream students was veryadifficult to accomplish with limited -

v

resources, a oassind rate of 65 nenccnt_was adonted as criterjon in this

area. The- evaluation design contains a separate obJective for. students

.enrolled 1n business courses, who were to be evaluated accord1ng to the, |

~

.ma1nstream passing rate on a: un1form test. Bu51ness students will also .

held to the 65 percent criterion as the ma1nstream passing rates 1n this
area were not available.. .
Results fog students enrolled in content-area courses are pre-
'_sented by‘grade, semester, and school 1n Tables 17 through 20 The

program s private schools have been presented together as their enroll-
ments were. small and their results quite similar to each other. Passing‘ s
rates were generally very high for all program 51tes. When aggregated |

- across grade levels, the only. passing rates below 80 percent were for _: |
business . students (fall) and mathematics and science students (Spring)

at‘South Shore High School. These rates were 69, 73, and 79 percent
. - // TN \

respectively. It is clear that program-studentsgenrolled in content-

) . . ; . /’ - X - . e - .

" area courses performed:quite well. ~ o

,// , .

aMathematics .courses 1nclude fundamental math, algebra, geometry,
,elevénth and twelfth-year math, calculus, advanced placement math,
computer math/programming, and R.C.T, Prep. Science coupses 1nclude
general science, biology, chemistry, physics, geology/earth science,
,%hygiene/health education. .Social studies courses-include world
-~ geography/culture, world/global history, American history, economics,
~  native heritage studies/culture, American studies/culture, and civics.
Business/vocational courses include typing, secretarial ‘studies, .
' stenography,.clerical record keeping, accounting, ‘auto mechanics, wood
. ' shop, metal shop,-drafting/drawing, home economics, art, music,.-and
health careers. . 4
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Number of Proqram Students at Franklin D Roosevelt High Schoo] Attending

, © Courses and the Percent Passinq Teache?Made Examinations in Content Area SubJects

= !

“ Lo Grade9 | "".Grad'e'lO' Grade 11" Grade 12 Total
R, % . I
©_Content. Area | N Passinql N ‘Passing | N Passing | N ° Passing.I N Passt J_é

ﬁéthematics 00 |2 W |w B3 % | n

Social Studtes‘ 1o |7 o8 |uow |5 o2 |n.ow -

stvess | 5 o0 |5 o2 |9 w2 % |n e

p‘nn-ﬂ---n--------‘----n------------h--------’----------------*..0--..-. -------------------------------

Mathemattcs . 1628 % |13 @ a1 oW
Sc1ence e e | s |8 e |15 w0 |43 @
Soc1al Studtes cl 8 8 24 %6 f14 79l % [0 9

Bu51ness ol o |wowoo |7 e [ 100 |45 . o




C O meEs

Number of Program Students at South Shore High‘SchOOI'Attending

Courses and the Percent Passing Teachier-Nade Examinations. in Content-Area Subjects - >

.\“‘

Graded  Gradeld  Gradell-  Gradel2  Total
B R S JIE T
" Content Area ' | N Passing.| N Passing | N .Passing | N Passing | N -~ Passing
: | Fall .
Mathenatice 5 80 |16 6. |7 8 |7 ‘w0 |3% 80
fséience L 5 80 |13 d 5100 3 100 - 26‘ "-841f
Social Studtes | 5. 80 |15 80 |1 10 |4 10 |3 &
Business s & |15 e |6 8 |5 8 |3 8

1 Spring .

Mathenatics AN I T RREY T R T IV N I
Science” o 00 |15 e, |5 w0 2 10 |8 1
social Stdfes | 5 60 fw 7 |6 100 |2 100 |3 8
Business s 60 |18 6 Y6 100 |5 8 [ 8"




G

9

Grade 10 = Grade 11- .  Grade 12

~ o MBLE

%

i

L ‘Numbef bf.Progr@m StudentS"at Fo}ést Hills.High Schqol Attehd1n§;£ourses~

and thé Percent, Passing Teacher-Made Examinations_iﬁ»Content-Area;Subjects

© Total -

%

"Passjg%

. Content Area

T
| N ‘Passing | N Passing | N Passing |

Passing | N

o

Mathenat ics

?Science

becialSt&diesa;'

\

Business

_":.'-u-----u----------------------i. ------------- L----'v----l-----'-v- ----- ‘

;Mathematics o

‘Science

ﬁSociai Studies

‘11

1

11

13
13
12

14

0
9
9

100

100
C10

60
60
A

|6

Fall N ‘

64

., | 64

9

10
1
T

100

32

30

53

132"
30

31
28 -

100
100

100 |
100 .

BUNE
100'tx;
100

| 169
| 165.,

33

----.-----'----.--¢----'----I----.-

9

’: i .' 166. ‘. ;. k (.l

Business.

100

122

100




- TABLE 20 o

L Number of Proqram Students at All Private Schools Attendinq Courses and the

j; ) | Percent Passinq Teacher- Made Examinattons in Content Areas SubJects -

Grade 9 Grade10  Gradell  Gradel2 ¢ Total
Pass ng | N Passing | .N. Passing | N Passing | N  Passing

;;;Content'Area' N

Mathenat ics
Sciencef .
Sbcial Studies

Bus1ness

Mathematics

Science:

Social Studies

Business

2

39

13

36
37

| 39
35

13
113

%

92

94
81

88

100

44

| 44

u
Iy

25

;44 |

~ Fall

100
100

31

|31
|4
39

131

31
18

DT

400 :
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130 -
130
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ATTENDANCE - R Lt

N | - _ Program obJect1ves cal]ed for part1c1pat1ng students to equal \ | s

or surpass the’ attendance rate of the general school popu]at1ons. AttendanceA

——f———rates—ior—pregram—students—at—the—thfee—pubtic—htgh—schoui‘sitES‘js

presented in Tables 21 through 23. ’ s e

e

- In add1t1on, a z-test was used to examine the difference/J
attendance rates of program students and the general school populat1on. ;__ﬁﬁg
A resu]t (z value) suff1c1ent1y large to-attain- statistical sign1f1cance—. |
1nd1cates that the program attendance rate 1s,not based - on a representat1ve
’.sample of the schooT p0pu1ation, i e.; that~the two attendance rates are ..
‘s1gn1f1cant1y d1fferent From the tables it canfbe seen that the program
objective in th1s area was reaIized for each of the three pub]ic hig#L ""'

ischool sites.

*The z-test formula is: *
e zepp-p ]
. o | m
\ , .
where p program attendance, P=school attendance rate; Q=(1- P)-the

44res4dual—of—PT-and—n-the—number—ef—pregram—studerts.

-54-.




TABLE 21 - -

{

Attehdance;Percentages of Program Students

" at Franklin D. Roosevelt High School

. L _'Number of ‘ “Mean . Standard
Y Grade  Students . Percentage ~ Deviation
N . Lo . LR . . .

.t RUEEE S0
10 38 . " 89.74 - 9.64

o 20 . 910 100 - R

\ 2 26 9858 - _2.98 ST
TOTAL 100 °.  90.37 9.44
itp.. . - _ - o

e P e e

2

Signifi;ance,of the Difference BétWeen'the Attendance Percentage
of Pngram'StUdents ahd.fhé Atténdancé Percentate of the School 4

"

S .. --School .
. Number of  School . Program Attendance _ S
Students.. " Register Attendance Rate Q 'z Significance

-

oA

100- 3,065  90.37 - 80,07 ° 19.83  2.58  .005 - - t

&




4
o . TABLE 22 - - SN
\ ) . ’ e .
\ _ N,
- : ' : Attendance Percentages of Program Students )
/T vt South ‘shore High S School . -
' A . - - s .
- S
~ Number of Mean ~ standard .
Grade Students ___Percentage Deviatdon . e -
9" 5 _ - 84,80 8700 T
I T [ B (¥ - 90.94 - 837 B}
| A ¥ R B 92.86 ) 4.63 o
- . ~ L. . 1 . (L 3.
) 12 ‘4 - 89,50 1.55
| ToTAL 32 ) . %0z . .74
\ . /-:_.-::,':L.\ ] . . \ :
T . ‘ / o S . e o L e
* _ . . ! <
. S'Ign'lﬁcance of the thference Between the Attendance Percentage
o of Program ‘Students and the Attendance Percentage of the School
[ School o e L
Number of-- School- Program Attendance o o
Students - Reg'lster Attendance Rate . Q 2z Significance -
32 - . 3,008 0.2 80.40  19.60° 1.4 ,08
b i




TABL£:2_3° L P
! Attendance Percentages of Program Students HJE
_ SRR ' at Forest Hills Hinh School - .,
' ' s V';J((f T A e
. ] o : el _‘ ?._. 4 . g A o .\, - )
" Numberiof*  ‘Mean. . - Standard . . BT
-Grade j Students - Percent*ge . Deviation ~ .
9. - 13  Toses 2 6
' R T T X B
' n e sais . 3.2 R
12 . 32~ 94.00 2.0 ‘
O TgTAL 172 o6z .- %28 |
[y » v - -~ . ‘ "ﬂ- : . 4
% L  § ) ‘_. ot L
Significance of the Difference Between the Attendance Percentage
- of Program Students and the Atteqdance Percentage of the School
\ L - C LT :\
v : | y School 8
Number of School Program - Attendance L S
Students Register Attendance Rate Al Qg - z Significance ;
172 2,79  94.62 - 85 48 o 14,52 3.4 ©o.001 .
. . . ) . g . ) et N - T,
L
y ’ ' ‘ <
: . -
. ) i Q L4 ' . a




n

SUMMER JOB INTERNSHIP

The evaluation design called for 75 percent part1c1pation by

-

program ‘students in.a summer job 1nternsh1p program designed to. provide

s:udents with work exper1ence. According to program personne], this

program component was not 1mp1emented (see page 3).

69
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V. .CONCLUSIONS AND -RECOMMENDATIONS

Project. CRIP in 1982-83 served 460 students at. three public and
four private high schools 1n New York City. The proJect prov1ded career
orientation activities -- lectures, guest speakers, advisement, and some
instruction in career—related subgects. A staff member a551gned to each
?site prov1ded support to the school's own staff, 1mplement1ng the career
5development component of the project, and generally providing a check in
point for students experiencing ad justment problems.
| Shifts in the immigration picture have affected the program '
,population. The stream of emigration by Sov1et Jews has been slowed by .
Moscow, and the number of student entering New York City high schools
dirertly from Soviet schools has declined sharply. The partic'pants 1n
Project CRIP therefore differ from the students who took part in prev1ous
‘bilingual programs almed at Russian—speaking youngsters. While there: |
rare some new arrivals from the .5.5. Res the maJority of participants
have already spent one, two, or more years in American schools. 0thers
have arr1ved after spending one or more years in Israel, or have- transferred
to public schools from Yeshivas where they concentrated for at least, a
:year on learning Hebrew. "The proJect director estimated that about 60
_percent of the population are of limited English proficiency, hav1ng

scored below the twenty—first percentile on the Language Assessment

B tery., The remainder/of'the students, according to the proJect staff
/

'continue to experience academic - difficulty rooted in adJustment problems.

-59-
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5 The staff therefore devotes much of 1ts energies to working with students - -
and their parents on an individuaT basis. N
| The progect functioned weTT during the schooT year, despite an
Y_October start-up date, Tate shifts.in participating sites, and budgetary-4»-'ﬁ-~;;;
restrictions that- causnd reductions in- staff - The unusual experience BT
. and dedication of the staff contributed to the program S success. The
support offered by the school administrations, particuTarTy at Forest L ";;:f
uHiTTs aTso proved significant. | 7 | .
On the basis of interv1ews with staff school administrators, o
and teachers, and students the evaTuation team offers the follow1ng 5.‘
recommendations:~ ‘ 'h o o o R
1.A The project d1rector might devote a portion of staff
deveTopment time to dev1s1ng - W1th schooT administrators, teachers,
and project staff -- strategies for meating the needs of the group of
Ru551an-speak1ng students’ who are now enrolling 1n the program, and who
may be expected to enroll in coming years. These_are students.who for
thenmost part have recéived no high‘school education in the Soviet |
Union, but who are transferring to the part1c1pat1ng high school from
feeder schools, from private schooTs in New York City, or from Israel or |
. other countries where Russian is not the dominant language. ‘These ' s
students generaTTy speak Ru551an at home, but many are not Titerate in |

their home Tanguage, or they may be losing Titeracy skills faster ‘than

the program can re1nforce them. How 1s the prOJect 901no to meet the

needs of these students? Nill Russian- Taiguage instruction continue to

figure in the program 'S offer1ngs7 w111 support serv1ces ne re-deslgned '

-60-




L.

. to serve high school students who may have immigrated at age nine,.ten,v
oor eleven? How can the proJect promote the academic progress of students ‘
.who have had relatively long exposure to English, but who continue to ;
experience-difficulty in absorbing material in the content-areas?

2. The prOJect director might disseminate informational
: bulletins on program offerings to tax levy grade adVisors who develop
students" programs and who work with project participants at the various i'
“sites. At one school the grade adVisor who programs proJect students
said that she is in close touch with ‘the Russian teachers but basically
is not able to meet as frequently with the progect director or central
staff. This kind of information could be readily shared between Title
VII and tax levy support staff informally or at regular meetings.

3. The prOJect staff deserves Special recognition for its work

with parents.- The emphasis on career development requires close contact

with immigrant parents, who ge erally arrive with little understanding

of how to help their children define career goals, apply for the appropriate -

.lJOb or for further education, or finance that “education. The staff s
demonstrated ability to communicate effectively with parents has contributed
greatly to the proJect S success.- Their function in orienting school
administrators and teachers so that they can work more: effectively with
parents has also proven important

44; As a substantial percentage of participating students are

not served in E S L. classes, the CREST is not n‘appropriate instrument
to assess these students achievement " The program should consider

developing ‘n alternative obJective in the area of English reading

- ~-
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o
.
v ach'levement for those students served 1n ma'lnstream classes. .Ac'h'ievemen't'... ‘
| might be better assessed through the c1tyw1de test'lng program, for
example. Lo T Ly f '
, T~
. -
\\_‘
\ .- ~
o NT3 .
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