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. . o An Evaluation

sharing Corrective Services \\1

with

.~

Eligible Hartford Nonpublic schools:

I Prcject Dsscription

e ;
In the city of Ha.rtford\ﬁig j.reax-', six hundred forty one eligible
children were serviced .’m e.ght nonp\blic schools. .These were Cathedral
of o“t Joseph Cur Lady of Sorrows, St.Amne, St Augustine, 3t. Justin, st.
Peter, 3S. Cyril & Methodius and South Catholic High School. (Appendix
XI-X2)., A staff of ltwenty’ four teachers, ‘Fmo's.tly part~time, and nine
full-time paraprofessichals worked in eighteen Instructional-Centers, aug-

mented iy one full-time resource teacher, office and admiristrative staff,

Funds were jointly provided under Title I of the Elementary and Secondary

Act and the State Act for Disadvantaged Children.

Corrective reading was provided at all schools serviced. One ')mth
Center was in operation at Cethedral of st. Joseplt School. Two Transi-
tional English Centers, one at Cur Lady of Sorrows and one at St. Peter
.icbool, developed language concepts into read?ng skills for foréién lan-
guage speaking students. mpplgmental classroom service to eligible

s ,
students as provided by paraprofessionals during part of the work week

at five of the elementary schools. !
In .all cases, Center instruction in corrective rdading, language, or

mathematics yasbsupplemental to ;lassroom instruction, as mandated by

_ state and federal funding regulations.

i




II Principal Cbjectives

The two principal objectives of the program were: ' o
A. To raise the level of achievement of those students most ;
seriously deficient in the basic skills of re:a.ding, language,

'and/or mathematics as a result of economic, linguistic, or
enviranmental isolé,tion.
B. To improve serviced students' attitudes toward self, éb:)ect k

ares, and school in general through an i.ncrease ih successful

\

, TII Activities and Services | C

academic experience. -

!

-

REFERRALS AND JCHEDULING /
: Eli;gible pupils serviced included :chose recommended for' continuation

from the 1973-7h Oenter prograns. ‘Referrals for servicing of additional

eligible students were submitted by principals and classroom teachers at

"the end of the school year and in Jeptember. In-depth diagnostic testing

" followed. St’udents were adnitted to the program of a noeds-priérity basis l

det;;;‘mined in consultation wit:h school administration and staff. Schedul=

ing of. cla,éses' was' then arranged.

» o
Groups of two to ten pupils met daily for instructional periods of

30~h5 minutes. The full-year program lasted 3l weeks. Jeventy nine
pupils were sementer-cycled from Jeptember to January or from January

, {
to June.. '

L




A A A R R A T T

a,

__PRESCRIPTIVE PLANNING

' M Y ) . ‘

' econtinuous.

After teacher orientations and the é.dmmistration of all tests, a
totally indivigualized program was initiated aamples of the rationale
and long~term goals of such a program and an ddapted individual lesson

plan are found in the Appendix (X17-X18) Long~range student and teac;hez,'
. il R N ]

goal plan formats were also utilized. (

Students werg shown how to keep their own records so that their pro-

gress was evident to them. Appropriate behavioral goats, when needed,

ware steted s:i:tively in terms the(students could real

Materials wetre coded by skill, level, and/or interest for rapid\ selection

and undérstand.

and return \ students, according to instructional plan assignmept:s/ .

Teachers a;xc'l'paraprofeossionals worked with i.ndividuals‘ or smyzll groups

™ & " P . - e
accardifig to giagnosed ad-hoc needs. Conferences with students )gere held

on an almost daily basis. Teacher-student evalyation of pregreas was

)

L . , N
A
MATERTALS AND ACTIVITIE.) '

.
The Instructional Centers were well eqkippeﬁ with a&io-visual and

ingtructional material #hen the nonpublic pz\ogrgm began eight years ago.
Ovar the jears, materials have been repaired, replaced, or augmented.
In order to adapt these mater,ials for a totally indivi.dualized pro-
gram and purchase ‘w materials rial:l,shcally, thrde steps’ were taken: '
1. Needs-assessments were madé of the student populations at

each’ school so that a de ation could-be madp of the
" skill areas ‘and levels 9&8 covered at each center, as

well as of the teac g modes that might be mos/t successful.

¥




2. 4n inventory of existing Center materials was made and
materials wers coded for use. Teachsrs ard paraprdfessionals
put in many extra hours adspting existing materials, lamina-
ting self-correcting materials and setting up skill-files and
areas for individualized learning. This process continues.

3. Jslection of new material was based on each Center's needs-
co assessment snd material inventory. Teachers self-selected
. new material on a small bydget with resource staff guidance.
The individuality of teachers as well as pupils was recognised in
" the selection of materials. Uniform to all Centers and to the Progrim ’ -
B . & v T
was the following format: .
1. Diagnosis of pupil need
~7 2. Inventory of instructional resoures

3. Evaluation of resources, including teacher aelf-evalm&ig)n: o (
*h. Long-range planning ' '

-
—

5., Plsn of management ‘
.+ 6. Teacher-pupll planning
70 Actim . " L ‘ N\ '

8. Reassessment and cWe, as nesded A . _ r ’ \ : “
9. cazqmtcation, feedback with studeats , pavents, staff and school \f\ . "

10, Amual evaluat@ns. and recommendations ‘ . ' o ) - 6. .
Where a need for langhage davelopnent.wgs.pa.ramoux.zt, as at st. Peter ) ‘

s School, a language experience apprpach was_initiated. The Communication
Arts Prograin developed in Hartford was used for intermediate and upper
grade st.itderxt;s at St. Anne Jchool. A teacher experienced in the Orton

-

Phonics Mathod hsed it successfully’ at St.Justin school. Totally ine

dividualized programs were initiated in one or more of the Centers at the

Cathedral of t. Joseph, Our Lady 6f Sorrows and, S3.0yril & Methodius

» - ’ [
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xhools. The Math Conter utilized Math HIPS from the Board of Edusation .
, ' v

part of its new tormat. ’ - T

The nine paraprotessionals in the program assisted students under teach-

between classroom i;lnd cormunity, and helped tq meko this transitional year
. / .

successful one.- Loy
ro .

P\ipi Progress cm.:z wa,s‘&eveloped to rocorr& progress

ed and evaluated and will,be revised :or next year.

Tho Pupil Progros R rt,'sent to paronés quarterly, 623 also r.evised, with
date to be kept in each pupil's Inatructional

»

v

_* _An Office Record Card was esta hed this ‘year for each pupi], serviced.

previous toX‘ ‘pupil A'e eiﬂng longf term

,and studied nex'o ]Jar

Iv ¢ unicatim

All aapects or comnupication& the corneratpne of any program, were " J

er guidance, rlede and collated materials, helped keep records, acted as liasons

given major attention this year., Etforts were expendsd with students, inter- -

staff, with staffs of the schools serviced, with parents, and in the devel-

opment ‘of a viable Parent Advisory Counci?,

\
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STUDENTS . - :

Both teachors :Ln the Program and pareyts who participated in the’ eval-
ustion of this year's Progran have indicated th t}cannmication with studquts
3
continues to be good to excellent. Individualiza ion. of instruction and fre-

quent conferences with students are considerqd contributing factors in this
& .

~
\]

success. ' »

.\"'7, ,

. 4
»

INTER-STAFF . ' \

ter-staff communication focuged around regularly sé.hedplod monthl\y,
Yy
in-gervice meetings’ pre-planned with statf representation.\ Resourc'e staf:(‘

was available on call and visits were made to the centors rroquently. ‘mhx

»

{nformal Staff Informational Peedback Survey yiemea positive results.

’h

Coments and suggesticns will be pursued in the 1975-76 school year. Cm-
teronoos with supportive services such as Jpeech and Hearin A Psychologists

1

and Socisl Vorkers, contimied, as needed, with geod ryort. ' x

SCHOOL STAFFS \
Nonpublic admimistrative staff met with principals several times during
the year as part of a plan towards \nproved sharing of ﬁfomation'and dted
log with the schools\s Canter teachers scheduled a minimum of thirty minutes
t/],v for toachor consultations this year. At g‘t.mgustino, the elementary
school with the largest enrollmant s primary teacher onferencos\wero held bi-
weekly by grade level.’ .:ld.lls and activities for in i.vidual pupils were

'
(
discussed and coordinated at that time. some Cente teachers conﬁrencod

I

-

with clagsroom toachers vefhre school or- during repéseh 51

o !

i

\

o

/
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Program rationale and legal mgndates.

@ ¢ {
PARENTS

Several projects were undertakan this year to amplify and iMprove
commmication with parents . The format for reporting to parents Was re=
vised. Center tgachers %yq_uested participation in regularly scheduled
school conferences. Parents were invited to visit ‘the Cefibers at any
/ ‘time,( or by apppﬁ'ltuent, to discixss at. any 1ength their cfildren's needs
and progress., ' § . '

Open Houses were held at the Centers in Dicember with%lniost two
hundrad parents and relatives in attend@ce. . Pasentations were madé in
more than one 1anguage when needed. . L

A ggglertte to parents was initi‘ated and ’ﬂent home with students.
The Newsletter oontained generalkinfomatinn about the Nonpublic Program,
articles about the Parent Ad}:.sor;? Cowneil, amulti-lingual section, and
details abo;xt the Centers of & featured school i&n each issue.h, The re-
sultg/of a survey on the preferances of parsnts (xi9) indicated that

entsb especially wanted to have more/ar\icles about the centers (85%),
more stories wri\tten by the childrer (85%), and more information on h\o‘w
r) ‘in the) ‘centers (82%). Fewer wanted

stndents are recormmended and accepte

more Center meetings in the separate schgc/ls (23%).

3
b
v .
/ ' -,
y .
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Parent evaluators f£rom several of the schools recommended that par-

s

| ents be personalbr invited to the fenters to discuss the results of their
children's needs assessments in October and in Mz:; It was recommended
that a bilingual person be present where needed., Other suggestioné for
improved communication included participation of small groups of parents
monthly in the actual operation of the Centers., One\school recommended
an early morning Open House as a way of bringing parents, especially'
fathers, into the Centers. Preferences at each school v}ill be followed ]

“ X
up next year. S _ .

THE PARENT ADVIS)MUNCIL

[

The Nonpublic P. A c. has increased its activities greatly during
this chool year.’ Local nonpublic school P.A.C. s met and selected re- e
presentatives to a city-wide Nonpublic P.A.C, which net twice this Spring.
\ 'I’he Administrative ‘Assistant regularly par'ticipates on the Hartford
Public P. A,L’ Two parents haVe been elected to represent the Nonpublic

Parents on the Public P.A.c. for next year. Jupportive participation

. \ s . ¢ i \ )
will continue. | Through the Evaluation and Planning Committees af the

P.A.C., parents actively participated in reviewing this year's Pro:)ect;

)mdin

he :
antid
' ' i

lop .g the plans and recomendations for the school year a-

e Trvarvanent, ' ‘

1 more involvement by parents and by thb P.A.C. is hoped for
pated during 4975-1976. : SN
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A detalleq svaluation of the :Prmqipal _objectives“of the progran follows: ] ,«
| ' . OBJECTIVE 1 L R
Acgdemic performance. in reading, language or math will improve by \’

. an average of one month's growth per tested month of mstrtxptiion, or, /
seventy percent(7 of the students tested will demonstrate auninimum of

“T—eme month's, growbh per tested month of instruction.- o o

.. . ‘ , 3 . \ L, s
MRASURES OF OBJECTIVE 1 o : '
A Stmardized'tasts:'

L 4

1. The 1971 Metropolitan, levels Primer phrough Advanced, in read-
ing comprehension and math concepts for Grades 1-8. :

2, On-level and out-of-level testing, based on Tesylts of in-depth
diagnost.ic testing and teacher. ;}udgement. .

3. The 1957 (1963 norms) Califomi&‘fﬁeading Test for t,he High .. ]
School Program. . y, |
s .4
. B, Informal tests: < .
. N

. 1. Botel Phonics for students ﬁmctioni;lg on a primary le;rel.

2. Botel or Silvaroli Word Recognition Tests for students in
Grades 2-8. s . -

%4 - ‘/

3. Silvaroli I.R.I. for students func ioning ?t Grade 1eva}s 2-8,

b. Additional teacher-made or commeréial informal diagnostic
tests as needed. ~ / 7“ /
RESULTS OF OBJECTIVE 1 . ’ . /

Of the 486 pupils tested in all program com{:onents Qrade lmrels /

1-11, the average performance met or eé:ceeded the sta objective in read-
ing comprehension or math concepts. Growth i.n word- tack or math com= .

putation averaged 12 months in a 7I month annual tes span. Growth in reading
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AN . . |

comprehension or mgth concepts averaged 10 months in & 7 month test span. i

_ kverage growth ﬁung_ isted above more than doubled in a 3% month test
', span. (Soe Composite Months of Grow’oh, n_page 11).

Stated difterently, "73% of all students pre and post-~tested on an
lannua.l basis beyond the Primer level attained a minimm of one month's
\ growth for each tested month of service. Of that number, 32% doubled or
more than douﬁled expacted objective performance. Semester students ex-
\ ceedsd thb' abov'e\ stated parformance. (328 Composite Results of Objective

No. 1 oqkpage 12).

Of students infomally tested on the Silvareli I.R.I., approximately
90% demonstrated or exceeded a minimum of one year's growth in reading per-
fommc; during@ 7 month test span. ' ,

/ Approx@a?e]y 15% (75)/01‘ Center ssrviced stu?ents were not pre and
post-tested. Of that hum! r, 6 Grade One studenty and 17 of the 19 Tran-
. sitional\ English students /at St. Peter wers not ~tested because of
1anguage deficiency. The majority ef t.he ba.lanc of untested studants
\' moved bafore post-tests \\{'ere administered.
mmmrmou OF QBJECTIVE 1 \ .

A& originally gtated, and gs, substantia on’ Cam)osito Months of

Qrowth data sheet), Objective 1 wzs met and/or surpassed, pa.rticularly

in Orades 6-8 \ , !
Viewed on & pepentile besis, the Math Pr examplary. {
Primary reading stud \ts' and those in Transition q‘ lish had a high

incidem?e of success in )t.ha area of word-attack (81% and 88% re

doubled the first objectivp by LO% or/more. ,

_//15 S
\ o) L/ | '

zudonts in intermediate or uppgr-grade ?Aading, Math dnd Transitional ,
/ glish Oantors 7
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COMPOSITE MONTHS OF GROWTH
BY.GRADE IEVEL OR PROGRAM COMPONENT

)

Months of Growth Months of Growth

in Vocabulary or in Reading Comp.
Grade or Program Nb. Pupils Math Computation or Math Concepts

Al

D

“ .

Months.of Growth
in Total Reading

l:oo‘qm\n-rwm

3
By

Reading:

Primary Centers
Reading:
. -. Int. Centers
Reading:-

. Upper Centers
Mﬁtp Center
Transitional Eng.

. TOTALS :

TOTAL ANNUAL PROGRAM~SEVEN MONTH TEST SPAN

78
73
52
50
i
46
36

28

Lot

SEMESTER PROGRAMS-3% MONTH TEST SPAN

+ 12

+' 9
+ 9 .
+10 -
+ 11

. +.13
+13
+ 13

_+ 8

"+ 10

29
30
16,

N

+ 7
+ 7
+ 12
‘6
+ 12
+ 8

+ 7

+ 8

+ 1

+ 10
_+%3_A

+ 9

or Combineq Magel

+ 9
+ 10
+ 10
‘4 10
+ 11

.
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T - _COMPOSITE RESULTS OF OBJECTIVE NUMBER ONB:

~.

~

. 't r
Seventy percent of students pre and post tested will attain

a ninimm of one month!

participation-in the pr .

:\E' growth for each tested month of - .

Fourteen months cansidered doubled growth.
Four months for semester measure (3% mo. service).
Eight months considered doubled growth.

LY

17

No. of puplls No~ p\:i)i‘.[& 3
Progran Total who attaiped who doubled Doubling
Component No. of |Objective No.1 . Objective No.t1 | Objective
Pupils |Rdg. Comp. or Attaining Reading Comp.or | No. 1
_ Tested |Math Gamputation |Objective No.1 Math Computation
Primary Reading 183 139 r b 76% ¥ 20%
Intermediate Rdg.} 118 8 66% " by 3%
Upper Reading 86 . 65 5% B b1%
High Shool Rdg.| 27 18 563 1. Ws
' Math Program 20 19 \ " 958 \\ 1 - 55% \
Transitional 19 13 68% 1 58%
Bnglish '
Totals L53 329 . 73% 143 324
Test Intervals: Saven months for amual measure. '




. . Test results of tho High School Program were pfoblem;tiéal in that
language devalopuant skills were the core of a progran in “which pupns _
were measurod by rea.ding domprehension ?cm‘f . A new test- bsen se-
lected for next year. _'/ H o

The validigy of giministerieg out-of-level sting and the effec-

\ tiveness of Tesults ayb difficull bo substantiate] In view of the above

.and of the problems encountered repoi'ting tlestq results, tests admine

. [
istered next year should be uniforh by grads level. It is recommended

that studenta be tasted at\lone lsevel below that which tho publisher re-

cormends for Gradss 3,5 and T.. .\
wm out ding growth, especially in Grads 8 whex:o xore ié
to be expacted] mean grads equivalent of students "boghbd at all grades‘re-
gair;s below average.Longitudinel growth for ual students is being
charted and will be under study ‘during 1975-197 \
Transitional English sg{;dént',s at _St. Peter might have been better
serviced in an E.5.L. progran. Altematives in testing Fipst Oraders and

language deficient’ students should be pursued.

OBJEGTIVE 2

MEASURES OF OBJEC‘I!IVE 2 ey .

\

A. Glassroom and center teacher genoral o\’:sarvations. v
B. Obsomd growth in ability to Q\‘mcticm independently and successfully
from dally 1as,son plans (contract sheots).




.

€

C. Student Kttituds god Tnterest urveys edninistered imJeptember and

\to all students in Grades L-8. ’ .. ?\

D. Inromal arenteval tions - . B
N G SR

RB&ILTS OF OBJECTIVE 2
According to classroom teachers , many Centgr-serviced students who
*had a defeated attitude in Jeptember finished the year eager to try new -

~

, - things.

- ]
The 1ind vidualized prograns in the, Instructional Centers provided the ,
— Y

stndents wi.t/h success in, skills at levels appropriate to their needs and
pertormance/ abilities. Students followed contract shesets, secured materihls
and kept their own records with a minimum of teacher help. They trequently
borrowed books and other device. from the Instructional Genters. Impreved

. attmdance was noted near the end of the year at severa.l Canters.

voe Resnlts of the Attitude and Intersst Survey are on the page follow-
-
ihg. Post~-test comparisons in the Interest Jurvey revealed that* N

9% more students liked to read
41% fower had a favorite book .

36% more, read books redommended by friends
) T4 more went to the library : IR
' . .31% fewer watched TV instead of reading L
25%.more read books related to movies or TV programs ‘ A

. \
A,;cemparison between pre and post Attitude components shows students (
s].ight]y less pleased with school (8%), more pleased with their reading
(11%), and more favorable toward teachers (7). )

Parent contacts with Center teachers consistently confirméd tha.t _ A ’

- "students felt better about caming to the Centers than they did initially

md that most students were enthused or encouraged about Center programs.

o | 19
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COMPOSITE OF PRE-POST RESULTS OF SURVEY AIMINI
STERED
TO GRADES 4-8 IN SEPTEMBER, 1974 AND MAY, 1975

Nang School Canter Date
Interest Survey
Directions: . . POSITIVE
i RESPONSES
. Circle the Answers to these questions. . | :
ves No 1. Do you like to read? | Fre | fost
[ 1] o 1. Do you e e .
o 80% | 89%
Yos No 2. Do you have & favorits book?
¥e 2% | 3%
Yes K . * Have you ever read a book more than once?
o i . o | 74
Yes No L. Have you ever resd a bodk one-of your friends sald was good’ 259 614
Yes No | 5. Do you go to the ubrarsﬂ | 859 o4
Yes MNo_ 6. Do you ever ask the teacher or 1ibrarian for help if you are y
‘ looking for a book? 864 824

<
Yes No 7. Do you ever read a book instead of watching television? o) g7 T

Yes No 8. Do you read a book if you have seen the movie or television
progran based on i . 209 45%
[ 4

: Attitude Surv:
Directions: . ' -
\1 v

‘In the next part of this survey, circle the adjectives that west desoribe your POSITIVE'

feclings. You ngy cirole more than cne. RESPONSES
s

"’\ Pre Post

sad bored 5% | 53%
1]

not too good  very poor 63% R,

o R ot | ot
ahout ny P an ) .

. D @D ED e
Tmm‘ Goprd) murriod (fumng) 24 991

& m W@O enenies du& good readers pobr sports 629, 63%
Cagtorat ta i) R0 |

l O Circled words considered posit\m\re or neutral \
LS 4
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Parents of Center students whc participated in June Evaluation Meetings of
the P.A.C. concurred that their own children and those with whom they spoke

in the Centers evidenced self-assurance while working on Center projacts.

INTERPRETATION OF OBJECTIVE 2 !

Successes met in the Center based on individual planning led .to im-
proved self-image and increased confidence. Studenty developed an increased
abili\{ to work independently. J3uccess seemed to generaté further interest.

According to the Attitude and Interest Jurvey, reading-related interests

of ﬁﬁpils showed impro&ement. Fewer reread thq}same book, but instead read
more books recamended by friends, cﬂes‘rqlated to moYies, TV programs, or
read instead of watching TV. The po;§ ifrvey indicated some improvement
in attitudes toward reading and teaché%s, less favorable attitudes toward
school than evidenced in September. Perhaps the latter cen be interpretated
as an‘emd-of-éhe-year syndrome. | *
Parents generally agreed that students were more pleased with themselves
and more confident in their work while participa’ting in Center programs.
Classroom teachers noted’ that some of this carried over into school work.
‘The div§;gencé betweeﬁ\the functiona evel\gt which success is met in the
' Center in an individuaﬂized progrgm and frustrations encountered in a

group situation in the classroom‘atill exists however, particui;rly in

Orades 7-8.
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COMENTARY . L S
| Standardized test results of this year's Program a.re highly favdrablo. !
68t results by Program Compméx,ts‘ and sepsrate Cente?s are available in
the Appendix (X9 -X13). : U c e \
-~ Out-ot-leVel testing was admimistered to students who wers diagnosed
aé pertorming in éxcess of a year below grade level: Eﬂ'ects- of such .
testi.ng on performance growth .are difficult to qmm'bify and report. for o X \

\
objective tabulation (X6- 18) even though thase may be considered ‘sound

. educationally. - - - - \ :
" Major efforts were made toward :Wpr oved commication in all taéets
of the Program this year. Improvement was noted Plans for 1975— 76 in- iy
clude amplified dialog with pa.rents and sta.ffs of the schools service\i \ ’ .
© A result of major significance this year has been the suckessful | |

expansion of a pragran geared to meet the parmcular neéds of the indivig-
uals serviced. Most significant of all, perhapS, is the positive change

participated: o B ‘ S . . -

\ 1y
"~

\ !
in attit\,xde and self-goncept exgeriegnced by many .of the students who \ \
. 1 '\

srccnssm on'rconks L_ '

A. alccessi‘Ll initiation 6f a total
_on diagnosed nepe;l,

A

'indPvidualized progran‘bssed .
5 3 proe |

B. A planned program for inservice's
b ‘ monthly basis.

f development ¢organized o

5
Dy
4 .

N r ’

.C. Increase in abademic achievement as pvidenced by test results. ‘ .

{

D. Improved i1 ability to work indepsndently, with resulting ‘
> improvement in self-image and autitude.

L]

’
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e

| S v
E. Supplementary assistance to selected eligible students who were

not otherwise serviced, through pareprofessional support in
regular classroom situations.

F. Rxpanded communication among parents, regular school staff, and
“ center personnel.

A. Students meeting with success in the individualized Genters are ~
frequently frustrated in the classroom where they apé still unable
to attain higher levels of expectati.on in & group s/ttuation.

B, Scheduling , though 1mproved, remains an area of difﬁculty,
\  especially in Grades 7-8. ,
€, Problems were encountered in reporting results of out-of-level
~standardjzed tests'administered’ according to i‘ndividuq,lly di-
. agnbsed performance.

e

' D. | HA‘I‘ results were an yxadequate gauge of successes met in language
- .development. ] . p
Despite ouldtanding growth generally, mean grade equivalent remaina
s and a few pupils have made 1itt1e longitudinal

ars serviced.

r increased communication between individual parents
hers, and for better c@micatim with school staff.

f \ |
tember orientations with school staffs to c X program, im-
sched g where possible, and prosslytiz planning based

0 1evels of ¥unction and need.

ol .

. eva.luation f services offered , in Gra.del 7-8 with consideration

of, semester cy¢ling or elimination of serv%ces where scheduling
\

problems cannot be resolved.

L

Ce, 3t 1zed test levels to, 'be predominantly uniform by grade levels
for year.
D. : tign of new test measurgs in language art.s, especially £t
rade 1, for foreign backgroind students, and for the High dchool
'per. .

\ - 23




meatings are suggested where
Continuation and eipansiéh 4

Records of. longitudinal growth hayé been established for each
student and will be studied ip

75-76. Pupil /Appraisal Team
ited long-rango growth occurs.

PAC Program, incliding scheduled
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\‘i‘est. Tabulgtion Swmaries (7)'
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' o, : ‘ : -1 .
Students Serviced . / ey o

1974-197% . . bt
Hartford Nonpublic Programs ', / |
: . E C
- : .| vwoupLzcatip '\ -
e : : + T
i T || 77cmrEr rrocraus ' PARA~ '
- A . : 7 N PMFESSIO}W“
PROGRAM TITLE / GRADES |1, SEMESTZR ~ UNTESTED ASSISTANCE|| TCThus
\ " , / ' ' N N 4 \ B “_,rl } .
/ 4 Primary ‘ . K-4 #f} 178 29 25 59 AN 29 - ‘
h S , : - VT \ ‘ \ \
) \
mﬁ'%a'ﬁnediak Kas 9% 30 7 n oo w.\ |
$ ’ ’ 1- -
, Uppar - _ 7-8 ® a0 % -] 8
. Transitional :!"'8 16 ‘2 . \ 17 \
e | a
Mathematics k8 - 19 2 \ 2
. ~ o
\v4 . .
/ y .
High oo1 /*9%_1, 28| | ol
7). ' I f{ 7
e — — - j
’ ) 7 | ' ,
' C D teraLs 1%/ *Q 9 . 17
t ’ 3 y 4
¢ \ o e ) ‘ | . '

Center-Sorviced and Tested Ahnua}iy
" " n " Sqmeete Onlys
TOTAL m-smv%:cm m msmn {
| nConter Serviced Untested:
| *OTAL CENTER GBD ! ‘»

Unﬂup]icatod Pardprofessional Sbrv:lcod

|
| |
| \
[ I ' \
[ | \« [ )
o ...L o |
oty f

\me

- \\ ﬂ \N NTAL mmam*og STUDENTS SERVICED!FRON
o | R ' PROGRAM COMPONENTS LISTED ABOYE:




\/‘- .
X .t . . .
. l. ' A I ’
’ N ¥ ! ? -
an - K i »~
e L e .
* ’ - . « ’

Hartford Nonpublic Progranms
Total Number of Pupils Serviced in 1974=1975

.
4 ' Grade Tevel “pistribution ' )
K- ) 23 44 é 7 g 'f /0 /71| Totals
emen ading W . A o
|_cathedral : 6l | 913l 64.8) 10] ) %
| our Tady of Sorrows b bt 2l 3l el edeal 1.l __60
St. Ame 18012 | 8] 12] 71 8] Ml " f _69
St. Augustine 1 ™ | e0f18] 8{ 12| 7] 10] 6 81
. 4 ‘ L, , kY s
35. Cyril & Methodius 6l 9| 2| 6] 9] 1| i (X
o )
St. Justin 1] 10| 5] 11| 6{ 5{ 9 9 . 56 |
7 St. Peter Sl {5 | 2] 6| 8] 9| 8 , ' ‘;9
\ ) | _ i :
[~ Higtn3chool Reading ] L
| south Gatholte - | ‘ S 112 |1 Il
| Math . ’ ) ' ‘
Cathedral - ? « | 5| 8l 6] 3| 2f | [ o
—TFEILTIoNal Eng IS _ . , ,
St. Pster . ‘ kAT . / ) ' . !
_Our Lady of Sorrows _ f.* )b | 2| 1| 2} 8} 6| 8] & 3,
Para. Supplement - . a . )
Five Schools 12 16 | b1 8 31 10 . 80
t. \&’5: - ) N
R | & |
Totals 2 {14 | 116{128] 69|82 | 65|72 | b9 ’31,? 12| 1 6l
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OF SURVEY AIMINISTERED
0 GRADES 1;-8 ;n 197l+ AND MAY, 1975 “

v, ' ' e
. ) R .
- 15 = B ﬁ
o ' ITE OF FRE- S A |

;'r' ’ 1
AN - ,Interaat Survey
[ ! . . , .
‘sctions: ’ . FOSITIVE .
RESPONSES
Wﬁmhtbommratotheaoqueationa : g . /‘5 ‘
: N L - Pre/ Post *,
Yeoq No 1. Do you ‘.I.ike to read? . ‘ 86
Yos } No 2. Do.you have a favori'ao book? ' ‘ - 29
| Top No 3. Have you .‘or road a book more. than onoc? A 84 |
i!” Nc; L Kﬂoycngmrndabookqneotyourﬁinhoddm 61% . N
B N g . :
| Yos \ No '. 5. Do you go to the librarf?’ . 85% 524

-Yog\\)lo 69. Do you ever ask the teacher or librarun Lor holp 1e ?ou axe

N looking for a book? , \ 86% ’ 829

!ég . No ,7. Do you ever road a book :Lnatoad of watching tolovili.on? " W—‘Tﬁ_

Yes YNo ﬂB.JDoymMabobkitymmseenth-nmor tohmi.en \
- pmozmbucdonit? . 2% hj%' \

.Atgzggeeuwg C ,

D&rectiona _ v | ‘. -
\ Py . !
- { - In the {xext part of thia survey, circle the adjectives that west desoribs y?m‘ “FOSITIVE
- Leelings. !ouwoirohuore.thm one. - . . \ ' RESPONSES ' W
Pre Posgt )
65% 53%
63% THY

3. Reading books md- :iiri l@ voring N 92% 92% .
- 'A ‘.
he' I thin

“@”‘& o @ EED -

N D ges | oo
, " -9

6. . 7 \

Otbar %‘- encnles daull good readers poor sports 62% 624,

Q O “Gircled words considered positive or neutral <9

\ &
1 . L
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I Parents of Center students who particip\Ited in June Evaluatign Meetings of
‘ the P.A.C. 'cencurred that their own children and those with w)xom they spoke

XQ the Centers evidenced self-assurance while working on Center projects.
/‘ »
\ ,iNTERPRETATION OF OBJECTIVE 2 ‘ K K , \

+

s
Successes mat in the Certer based on individual planning led to im-~
! iarbred self-image and increased confidence. Jtudents developed an increased
‘ ability to work indep}axﬁent‘ . 3Success seemed tb ‘generate’further interest.

According to fe Attitude and Interest urvey, reading-related interests |
of pupils sh improvement. Fewer reread the same book, but instead read ,‘
Lt

more books redanmended by friends, ones related to m:vies s TV programs, or
read instead of watchjng TV. The post survey indicated some improvement

| *in attitudes toward reading and teachers, less favorable attitudes toward
School than evidenced in :eptember.' Perhaps the latter cen be interpretated "
as an end-of-‘the-year syndrame. | ‘ &

Parents generally agreed that students were more pleased with themselves \

and more’ confident in their work while participating in Center prograng.
Classroom teachers noted that some of this carried over into school work.
The divergence betvre?/ the functional level at which success is met in the
Center in an individualized Brogram and the i‘rustrations encountered in a

group situation in the classrogm still exists however, particularly in

- Grades 7-8. .
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COMMENTARY - /. .

Standardized test nes‘ults of tl)is year's Program a}‘e highly favorable. B
Test results by Program Components’ yé:arat,e Centers are availablé in
the Appendix (X9 -X15), ‘ x

Out-of-level ¢ sfing was admimistered to students who were diognosed

as perfoming in ess of a year below grade level. Effects o.f such

objective zabmation (X6~ 18) eve{ though these may be considered sound
educatimally
Major efforts were made toward improved communication in all facets
of thes Program this \year. Improvement was noted. " Plans for 1975-76 in-
clude smplified dlalog with parentso and staffs of the- schools serviced.
A result of major significance thié year has been the successful‘
expansion of a program geared to m_eet the particular needs of the individe ‘ ,
uals serviced. Most signi:ficant of all, perhaps, is the p'ositive change
in attitude and salf-cmcept' exp‘erienced by many of the students who

'

participated. ‘ , - . ' .

&ICCRS@L OUTCOMES ' !

A. _Jnccessful initiation of a totally inchvidualized program basod .
on diagnosed need. ‘ ' . s

B. A planned program for inservice staff development organized on
a monthly basis. .

C. Increase in academic achievement as evidenced by test results.

D. Improved pupil abin@y to work independently, with resulting
improvement self-image, gnd a.titude.

1 ‘ 31

v
) »
. \

I . . -




'7< center persomnel.

PROBLEMS o o C o

e

| B. Supplemente.ry assistance to selected'eligible studentb who wer
' 4not otherwlse serviced, through paraprofessional support in
regular clb.ssroom situations.

rd

\
)

< :
F. BExpanded cummnication among parants, regular chool sta.‘tf, ahd

\

A. Students {meeting with success in the individualized Genters are
frequentlly frustrated in the glassroom where they are still unable
to attain| higher 1evels of erpectp.tion in a group situation.

B. Scheduling, though’improved, rdma;l.ns an area of difficulty,
especially in Grades 7-8 {
c. lems were encountered in report@ results .of ou ot-leval
dardized tests administered accordi.ng to individ 11; di.

/

agnosed perfomance. ‘ - o L
" D. HAT resnlts were an inadequate gauge of successes met in 1anguage

- development. ' ) P’

/ . ,
B. ,Despite outstanding growth generally, mean grade 'quivalmt remains

below' average, and a few pupils have made little longitudi,nal

s > growth over years serviced. )

¢

A

F. Need exists for increased communication bet
and Center teachers, and for better commun

K

individual parents
tion with school staff.

4
-

RECOMMENDATIONS

A. September orientations with school staffs to clarify progran/ -
prove scheduling where possible, and proselytize planning based
on levels of function and need. i

B. Re-evalustion of services offered in Grades 7-8 with cansidetration
of semester cycling or elimination of services where scheduling
problems cannot be resolved. - ;

1

1

C. JStandardized test levels to be predominmtly uniform by gmd# lavels
for next year.

D. Selection_ of new test measures in 1angua'ge arts, especijally at
Grade 1, for foreign background students, and for the Highjschool
Centear,




./ E. Records of longitudinal growth have bsen es‘bablished for each
/ .student and will be studied in 1975-76. Pupil Appraisal Team :
‘ meetings are suggested nhere limited long-range growth occurs. . !

'\ P. Continuation and 6?45101‘! of PAC Program, including scheduled
- parent visits to tHe Centers at least twice yearly. ) / ] )
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‘C' Studeats Servie ’
. . 1971975 .
: ’ Ha.rbtord Nonpublic grams /
N - | ( | UNDUPLICA
‘ CENTER PROGRAMS . 1 eama-
' PROFESSTONAL.
PROGRAM TITLE .GRADES || ANNUAL SEMESTER  UNTRSTED | ASSISTANCE|| TOTALS
' R
Primary K=4 178 29 25 59 | 29
\ . * ’ ’ ' ’
| Intermediate b /96 30 7 1 1)
Upgjer '7-8"' : 70 16 8 10 10
. /,
, j .
. /Pransitional 1-8 ¥ 2 17 / 35
_ ' /English - , -«/*"‘ | ’ /
f l{'ﬁhematics 0 A8 Jr * 19 | 2 2 23
_ . \/ l
J 28 ! 16 ~ TN
we 75 g0 || e
t . . | ' ’
N ] P
- '/ ’ ‘
Center-Serviced and Tested Annually: Lo
) mo o i " n w Semester )
) .TOTAL cmrm-smmzn AND TESTED: 486
/ . Center éerviced W Untested: 75
e ‘ . w?"» . '
) o TOTAL CENTER smwj;&m 561
-/ ‘ Unduplhcateéd P'mprofemonu Serviced 80 S
./
/ TOTAL mm]am OF STUDENTS SERVICED mn 35 ,
Q . AL Pnocfmx COMPONENTS LISTED ABOVE: , 6le
ERIC ;- .

/ /




Hartford Nonpub}.ic Progmms ( i N
’ Total Number of :mpns Serviced in 1972;-1975 o
\\‘ ', ,
. \ ’ ;
é L : ,
— rade Lévelﬁ,strﬂmtion
K ‘/.263%567\\Xf/a// Totals
emen ading 1 - N )
| Cathedral ~ 16l | 9l 43l 6] 8] 10 \ 76
I It / LA | :
| Our Tady of Sorrqus bolagfab ey 3} 8 64 2 (/G 60
St. Aine 18 1/2/L8 12 71 8] b 7&‘69
3t. ’An}ustine" : 20/ /08 | 8] 12| 7] 10 6l . 81\\‘\
’ / %\\ i . o
./Cyril & ¥ thodius ) ; ,/ 61191 21 6§ 91 11 & A ( 37
S I I A N
StJ Justin’ / 1 110} 5|1 61 5{ 9] 9 '
) \ / / \. _ R / s ' ‘/‘\ j . N ! |
St Qter ‘st 1712 6] 819} & ) 19/
/ ! T N i |
gl [3Choo L B.eadlng T j / s
/ﬂl l , | \‘1 J‘ fr;..
South Gathélic [ 13|12 | 1 b
Math ‘ ‘ ; ‘ . J
Cathedral ‘| sl sl k| 3] 2 |
St. Peter noo ’“‘ . N RN ’
Our Lady of Sorrows . b2 1] 2f 8] 6 d b ! BN
R T ‘{ - - .
Para. Supplement - 4 [ - |
Five Schools N K 16| L 8] 31 10 ' 80
Totals . 2 [1h | 116{128] 69|82 | 65|72 | L9 | 3 1 6l
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HARTFORD NOWPUBLIC PROGRAMS  PRIMAFY CENTERS., 1974-1975
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‘ . Xa6
na}trord Nonmblio Prograins | , '
’ 1971;-1W5 Evaluative Report //
nxsmamou OF O)N-LEVEL AND OUT-OF-LEVEL TESTING I . -
l .

Raw Scores in reading comprehension for ftﬂ.l-fyeu- students at all grede levels ‘
(Primary II Level of the Metropolitan only) o °




DISTRIBUTION. OF on-r@m OUT-OP~LEVEL TESTING 11
, | ! ’ ! |

ovn of Mat politan Prizary IT Level. Test Results in Comprehension
L

ected Students Tested Oct.ober-l(ay at l},l Grede Levo“.\.s.

\ ‘ ost foh H 3 Post~test torm ¢ ’ -

" No. Pupdl e andard Crede | B
- {Tested \\\I Gmdn edian Raw.Scores (hs re  Eeuiv étanino .Y *
11% | J st-test ., 26 Waa 2.6 5 /
R o - K , \ ) - ) i '
RS 3 \ est ' 22 '50 2.4 3 ,
T8 30 Postetest.. % w30 |k | /
Cooo32 | b\ Preetest . "2 53 [ 2. '
2% 4 Post-tost < 35 58/ 31 \ Ch
29 5 \ " Hre-test .. 3 57, 3.0 i k
15 5\ " Postetest 3N 60 . 3.3 .‘3% :
% e,7,8 \ ost - 32| "56‘ 2, I |
8 o \ 6’7’8 est 29 v 5’0 2.; 1 | '
I / i

ers in program, hs predetermined by \, -
in-dopth disgnostic tecti_ig - ro

+ 1 AR ]
ially in gredes 6-8, o / ,

\ \ - o

Out-of:level testing of sslected pupils m,?;d;r-e corroborates’
Judgment of' ‘ rformance ]ag far balpw e 1evei, e

of which level of Hotropolihan to be administered vas made
afige in-depth diaguostic test ua*a oompleted in Segtember and April,”,

g

Aocording to W est erfomance, a large cluatvr of post- I
tested students in Grede 3,72 amaller cluster in Crade L,\md isolated e
cases in "Grades 5-8 have bem tested at higher la*f\ll of the
Metropolitan or on~level tested, '(Seo previous page,) A / '
* P \\: , / . N
\ | .
\| ; | B
| I‘r{ : \ :
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Hart.‘ford: Nonpublic Programs
' ., Test, Evaluation Supplement

. } -
DISTRIBUTION OF ON- AND 0UT-OF-LBVEL TESTING IIX
| .

1

OQ ot J ’ ' ’ ’ )
Composite for Annual Reading - Gradss 2-8
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Teacher Survey
ntal Assistance Progranm
. 1974=2975

\School School St&¢f Teacher

Grade

\

rvice Offered:Full Year

Sem.

Paréprofessim
' B
_‘ Approximate ﬁof hours of weekly service offered:

\

. ditional help to pupils

13, Others: ) J

| Supplemental help to non-:
lready in center programs | serviced pqpils
[ . Pu No. Pupils’
Much | Some | 1ittle | Comment| Much| Some | Little| Comment
P Help | Hélp| Help | Below | Help Help/| Help | Below
1. Motor Dpvelopment _L/ /
2. Auditoyy Perception i B l ¢
) ' 3
3. Visualf Discrimination r / /
/?~( . 0 ‘ L
b, de Development ! [
5, ‘Oral Reading ca ’ ,
. i N 7
6, Reading rehension /
R / . / £ (m\
' 7. Handwriting SR A — !
< o B
8. Written Bxpression
. ' ’ “—. KV
Qy Madm‘g\ncepts \ p
10, 'Explanstion of Assignments ) \
11, learning Di:sabi,flity' / ’
12, E'mhanced Self=-Concept ) .




o/
H‘/R‘!!DRD NONFUELIC SONOI‘S "\

" 197-197 ‘
\ TNSTRUCTIONAL CENTER FROGRAMS

; Long-term Goals ,
by .

The individual pupil's sense of self-worth is the essential bese for
self-motivation and growth in all areas of leaming. Therefore, a funde

mntal goal of the Mnstructioal Center mm.ij-/ the development of that'

N~
conoept. In pursult of this, the following specific goals are established
for the Hartford Honpublic ticnal Centers for 197-1975:

1. The individnoel child ¥ill be an aotive :
agoing evaluation of his needs snd in the plaming

2o Wi progress.. Options in the seleotion and use of |
‘materigls to meet his diagnossd needs will be lable
%o hin, X I

2. 4n indlvidual record , activities, and prygress
will be developed and ed for esch childee=daily, °

b _\DOW, .mtw’ .nd lms‘ L] .
" 3. Skills development and independent functioning will be
enhanced bty the physical arrangement of the Ins tional
Center and the orgaq:intion, of materials withinit. '

L. A1l materisls in the Instructional Center will be designed
ad/or adapted for individual assignment and use ascording
to dlagnosed needs. o

5. Bach staff member will self-evaluate.both personal performansé
.and Instructional Center program on a monthly basis, mpking
needed changes in light of the -above goals. Plans for the

. 1975-1976 school year will reflect teacher input based on

"7 "thess self-evaluations. _

~—

50
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. . L e N - - - . ~F i N . . - Lo
“» ~ - - N . w % ‘#fﬁ' N -' } o M
P . ‘o ' ‘ . " - " o .+
g T Y , ' Date gp_g" 25, 1 975 7
-~ «  1974-75" COMPENshﬂ‘bRY PROG!QM COMPONEME‘ EVALUATION .
- e B 4 'fn - .
Town, 'Harfford _ , ’Indicate ~the lmnnber : Project Numbor: 61&-2
of woeks this pros . v
Prgm Director Wmey ,,gram was in -opera- _'F\mds for this program
" tiomg - S component:
Address 129 MEIBQE §§£g§ S e
T 34 sp.nc: $ 62,g§9
Ptgm Evaluamor %f e Bisg ®
ing Corrective Servioes with. .M Titlo Ir § _3__,23____
Program Title _%gible Nonpublic Schools . R
_ = P f 1 §
Compgnent Har'b rd Composite " T . ] (SPeqify any other) °
- ° Y & . .
» ¢ / L *
1. Program Part*cioan..s ' FPE 2, ,Schools where programs took place:
. 'I‘otaP. pﬁblic“school pup:.ls 0 . CathedraI of St. Joseph, St. Auguatinc,
‘ ..\ ‘Our lady of Sb:T'rows, St,. Anne, St. Peter,
' Totdl nonpublic school pupils 6 f . 8t. tin

N

bl

. \\SOuth Catholicy
G ?de level br/aakdbwn for all pupils sexvedt: ‘~\ : 3 / 7

i &

pk[t:./’xiz s ! ¢ 1's e | 7 g 9/ 10‘11[1&
A 5 . _

]

|

'116 128/ 69 |82 1 65] 72 1ug | a1 32 |- ‘1[ - |
) A {
i |

3. Economic and educational ‘cxiteria used to select pupils for sewlices of

]i.g 4

programs / o

Educational attainment one year or mqre below 1 ‘vel in basic skills. }
Restricted achievement because of economic, 1i stic, or environmental,isolation.

-»

Number ané type of staff to whom SADC or Title I f\#.nds ware paid: ,

(15) teachers (9) aides  (.4) supervisory (1) clericel !
vPrinci 1 component ‘objectives related to pupils achievemont and attit des:
grove academic performance in reading, or math by an average of one
.month 8 growth per tested mwonth of ins t{o

B‘%s"ﬁpmn E%%%S%%R«f%‘éti R%%eat wsez'v %%z;}ingt S }

J08 Narrati\re I1I ,f . . .

‘
[y I
\ Y

7. Evaluation of the principal .goals of the' program component, measures used,
results, and an interpretation of what the results mean.- ’
- ‘ \ , f! . .
See Narrative V | ~ _




. ‘ /s ) N ‘ . o ":\ )
' oo .
) - ¢ . 3 RN
8. Title I funds are provided to serve children from low-income areas regardless
of whether they attend public or privatc schools. If children going to '
nonpublic schools resided in the school attondanc® areas 'validated for Title I,
ESEA serv’icos in your.community, provide the following:

'a. Where Titie I gedvices were rendered, indicate the number of - ‘
children and the name(s) of the nonpublic schools they atcnded.

~ Does not apply I v ' L
. b. Deascribe thé specific aerv‘cea nonpublic school children received. |
' ~ Does not apply | _ . - _ ‘ ,
«»°  °’c. Indicate the dollar |amopnt of Title I, ESEA funds used for'the
~ abovae services, . _ . .
'~ Doss not apply ‘ RE - :
@ ‘ | _'

. ’ : { | . ‘o
9. Asidg fram the evaluation made of program chjectives, indicate any successful
outczles resulting ffom 'ri.:;e I or SADC offorts in the town during the past ;
yoax 4 ‘ : » .

’ . . Y . .
‘ See Narrative VI / - - .
f l ! to - Vo . ) M
o LT K
: / ' . - )
L , _
10. asfde from the evaluation made of program objectives, indicate any probiems °
resulting from Title I orysap‘c efforts in the town during the past year. °

| e Narrative Vi / : - ,
| - : : ' . . .
/ ’ L . 7 /

{

|

11, state the recommendations for ‘the future consideratiion of the programs.
Base the recommen ons au the unding$ and conclfisions of this evaluation
report. : ‘

1

J : - . . . |
Ses Narrative VI , 1 ‘ __.,zj ¢

[} | v N
)
I . -
XY L
v L

- {

12, Raport tho standardized test results fox program pupils on the following pages.
_Réport results so that pre~ and post-test scores axa for tha same pupils. Report
raesults only for those pupils who ware administered tho appropriate batjsry
leveh of tho test for the pupil's school grade placemént.

The test results are organized to help in a stata-wide analysis of SADC and
mitle X, Report scores for a single subteSt: reading comprehonsion, math
computation, math concepts, or language, whichevaer of thess are rdlated to = . L
the program being offered, Note that group scores have been requested for )
~ specific grade levels only on page 4, while page 5 has been organized for all
", other test information which cannot be included on page 4. ° C
\ “ . c,‘ — \ 5 4

»
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