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, FINAL REPORT

Project Tiéle: State Compensatory Education (SCE)

Contact Person: Nancy Baenen, Freda Holley

A major portion of the SCE evaluation resources for 1979-80 was devoted
to activities related to the statewide assessment of fifth and ninth
graders’' skills in reading, mathematics, and writing (the Texas Assess-
ment of Basic Skills, or TABS project). For this reason, evaluation
activities were limited primarily to the collection of record-keeping
information on students served. :

Findings; 3

l. Seven major components were funded
through the 1979-80 SCE budget of
$881,500. The Secondary component
actually provided funds to seven COUNBELING rieien]
projects. The largest portion of $279,860
the budget funded the Counseling
(31.7%), followed by the Sixth
Grade (27.8%) and Secondary (18.4%) ’

SIXTR GXADL
components., 3264, 388

2. Counseling. The 23 counselors
funded through SCE provided
guldance gervices to an estimated
11,424 kindergarten through fifth
graders in 26 schools.

3. Bilingual. As of February 1980, the three bilingual resource teachers
assigned to six schools with no other bilingual program had served 98
students. Almost all of the students were classified as LESA (Limited
English Speaking Ability).

4. Elementary. The primary products of the curriculum writer funded ty
this component were suggestion packets related to the teaching of
social studies, oral language, writing, and mathematics.

5. Sixth Grade. Fourteen floating teachers were funded to provide all of
the language arts instruction to selected low-achieving students during
1979-80., SCE funded eight teachers during 1978-79. A higher percentage
and number of those eligible based on CAT scores in reading (below the
fortiath percentile) were served in 1979-80 as compared to 1978-79., A
total of 777 students participated in the Language Arts Block Program,
80% of whom hau scores below the CAT cutoff.
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6. Secondary. This component actually funded seven distinct programs.

* SCE funds provided training for 56 teachers in the Direct Instruction
method. During 1979-80, 1,383 students were served in 86 Direct

- Instruction class sections at ten junior high schools. Approximately

61X of those served had CAT scores at or below the twenty-second

percentile cutoff, and 112 had scores above the cutoff.

Written Composition Laboratories at Dobie and Allan provided special

writing assistance to 686 sixth, seventh, and eighth graders.

* Approximately 130 students at Robbins were involved in the Armadillo
Arts program. The program encourages regular attendance, provides
incentives for desired activities, and teaches arts and crafts, bank-
ing, and mathematics skills.

* Five junior and one senior high school were provided with small amounts
for ESOL materials, attendance improvement, and'pareant involvement
in February, 1980. Only 14% cf the allocated funds for attendance
improvement and 35% of the funds for parent involvement were expended.
Almost all (95%) of the ESOL material funds were utilized.

* SCE paid for at least one section of English for Speakers of Other
Languages (ESOL) classes at each junior and senior high school (except
Murchison). The teachers for at least 257 of the 315 students re-
ceiving services in May, 1980 were partially paid through SCE funds.
It was determined that 197 of the 218 (90%Z) Limited English Speaking
Ability (LESA) students were in ESOL classes as of May, 1980,

* A total of $2,452 was encumbered to cover the cost of teacher and
clerical subustitutes for the Texas Assessment of Basic Skills testing.

* SCE paid for a portion of the salaries of math and reading tutorial
teachers who served at least 533 students during 1979-80.

7. The SCE planners fully accomplished seven of their eight objectives re-
lated to compensatory program development and activities; the eighth
was partially accomplished.

8. The SCE Evaluation component successfully completed all tasks related to
the organization, administration, and dissemination of information for
the Texas Assessment of Basic Skills project. Five reports concerning
the SCE evaluation and TABS project were completed on schedule; one is
in progress (the TEA report).

9. An estimated 2,857 students received direct classroom instruction through
SCE funds in the sixth through twelfth grades. It is impossible to
estimate the total number of individual students receiv'ng some type
of SCE services during 1979-80 (e.g., direct classroom instruction,
supplementary, or otuer services) with the data presently available.

-t
<

) Evaluc “ion Summarv:

The 1979-50 SCE budget was $881,500. This money was divided among seven major
components:

1) Counseling (Grades K-5)

o: y )
R
|
}
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2) Bilingual (Resource Teachers for Grades K-5)
3) Elementary Curriculum (Curriculum Writer for Grades K=3)
4) Sixth Grade (Language Arts Block)
S) Secoundary
Direct Instruction Classes (Grades 7-8) .
Written Composition Laboratories (Grades 6-7-8)
"Robbins' Armadillo Arts Program (Grades 7-11)
Parent involvement, attendance improvement, and ESOL materials
(Grades 7-12) o ‘
English for Speakers of Other Languages (ESOL) (Grades 7-12)
Texas Assessment of Basic Skills (TABS) (Grade 9)
Fundamentals of Math and Reading Tutorials '(Grades 10-12)
6) Planning : .
7) Evaluation

The percentage of the SCE funds expended
_4£0r each component is shown in Figure 1.
The exact nature of the SCE evaluation
during 1979-80 was Jdependent on the cost
of the statewide testing of fifth and
ninth graders. The sixty-sixth session
af the Texas Legislature passed Ssnate
Bill 350 mandating the testing, but did
nut provide separate funding for it.

The State Board decided to fund the pro-
Ject by having each school district
eligible for SCE funds (based on students
eligible for free or reduced lunch) pay

a portion of the cost. Uncertainty about
the exact cost of the Texas Assessment of
Basic Skills (TABS) Project led to a de-

SECONDARY
$162,602

COUNSELING
$279,860

SIXTH GRADE
$244,888

cision to hold some of the Evaluation Figure 1. PERCENT OF 1979-80
component funds (14,000) and some of the _ SCE BUDGET ALLOCATED
Secondary component funds (approximately TO EACH COMPONENT.

$15,000 for parent involvement, attendance

improvement, and ESOL materials) to cover potential TABS costs. The SCE

Evaluator was also asked to spend as little as possible of the remaining

SCE budget ‘for 1979-80 ($36,000) to cover any additional TABS costs. Esti-
. mates of TABS costs from a variety of sources during the fall of 1979 ranged

from $20,000 to $80,000. : -

This uncertainty also led to a decision to collect just record-keeping data
on services provided by each component funded by SCE. For most componenta,
information about the nature of the program and the students served was
determined. A comparison of the students eligible for the programs based

on test scores and actually served was also done for a few components., Lists
of the activities and end-products of the components which did not deal
directly with students were also obtained.

The SCE staff was cut back due to the anticipated BS cost. The Evaluator
was the only staff wember until January, when a halr~time prograsmer intern
and secretary were hired. :

Q , ' (;
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TEA finally reported the amount of SCE funds which . 1ld be retained to pay
for TABS in February, 1980. The cost was $1.60 pe. siudent eligible for
free or reduced lunch, Approximately $20,100 ($1.00 per SCF student) was
taken from the overall SCE budget. Another $12,300 was taken from the
Evaluation component budget. In addition to this '$32,400, a large portion
of the SCE staff's time (particularly the Evaluator and Secretary) and money
were spent on tasks related to the TABS tasting. The direct cost of TABS
for 1979-80 can therefore be estimated to be at least $51,000. The indirect
costs in staff time for other administrators and school personnel probably
exceed: this amouat.

The chart below shows all of the program components funded by SCE this year
and the grade levels to which they were directed.

PROGRAM KEY
ESOL = English for Speskers LA = Langusge Arts Block
of Other Languages C = Counselors
DY = Direct Instruction SR » Bi{lingual Rescurce Teschers
MAT » Math and Reading Tutorials TABS = Texas Assessment of
SM « Secondary Monay Bssic Skills
WC = yritten  Cowposition Laborstory CR = Curriculum Writer
A = Armadillo Arts Progras P = Planners
. B =» Eysluation
PROGRAMS
GRADE EsoL DI MRT SM wC A LA C .].3 TABS CR 4 1
.3 X X X x X
1 x x| x |
2 X X X X X
3 X X X S
4 X X X X X
3 1 X X X X X X
6 X X X X X
7 X X X X X X X
8 X X X X X X X
9 X X X X X X
o X X X X X X
11 X X X X X X
12 X X b 4 X X

GRADE LEVELS SEZRUVED BY SC¥ PROGRAM COMPONENTS DURING 1979-30. Soma cowponents secve
students more direcrly than othevs.

Findings: Elementary and Sixth Grade Programs

Counsaling. The salaries of 22 counselors working in the Title I schools
during 1979-80 were funded through SCE and local funds during 1979-80., SCE
also paid for 1007% of the counselor'é\ﬁalary at winn. The counselors pro-
vided guildance services on 26 elementary campuses to students, teachers, and
parents through counseling, consultation, and coordination. The activities
were designed to improve student behavior and achievement. It can be
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estimated that the counselors served approximately 11,424 students, including
about 1l Indian (.1%), 103 Asian (.9%), 3,696 Black (32%), 5,016 Hispanic’
(44%) and 2,601 Anglo (23%) students.

Bilingual Resource Teachers. Three bilingual

resource teachers began serving students in
8ix schools which had no other bilingual pro-

gram in November of 1979. Teachers helped

students with limited English speaking abili-

ties make the transition to English. As of

February, 1980, these three teachers had

served 98 students; three were Oriental, 87

were Hispanic, and eight were Anglo. Almost .
all of the students served (93.8%) were LESA '

students. Of those with CAT reading scores
from spring 1979, the median percentile
score was 16.

Elementary Curriculum Writer. The SCE
Curriculum Writer worked on materials
affecting elementary students' achievement
in areas such as social studies, 'oral lan-
guage, writing, and mathematics. -Mosc -
materials took the form of suggestions to
the teacher. Her time was spent in activi-
ties such as monitoring instruction in LOMS
and other ar:as, providing feedback and in-
service to teachers, and assisting in mis-
cellaneous writing tasks (e.g., the District
policy for promotion and retention).

Six*h Grade Language Arts Block. During
1979-80, fourteen floating teachers provided

‘all of the language arts instruction to SCE N
identified students in the eight schools 7
with sixth graders. This represented an
increase of six teachers over 1978-79. The
120-minute language arts block provides in-
struction in reading, spelling, grammar, and . .
oral/written language. Students were iden- fav&d gbn§4A8
tified based on CAT scores (below the 40th , amar Ghade
percentile in reading) or other documented

evidence of a need for the program. Pupil-

teacher ratios were lower than average in

these classes.

The SCE program served 777 students, 807 of
whom were eligible for the program based on
CAT scores. and 20% of whom were identified
in other ways. The median percentile scores
for the students served ranged from /3 at
Webb to 32 at Read.
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s In comparing the number of students . L

4 eligible and served by the sixth r“““’“ tor SC¥
grade SCE program in 1978-79 and ' Iﬁ:@%sm« by sc2

1979-80, it was found that fewer

students were eligible for the pro- .

gram during 1979-80 based on CAT 2000 1

scores (1,337 as compared to 1,914). '

A higher number and percentage of _

those eligible were served with the 1500 1

increased resources. Almost half

(620 students or 46.4X) of those - NOGER

eligible for SCE services were served L 1000 1

during 1979-80; only 18% of those

eligible during 1978-79 were served

(343 students). Thus, the gap was : 500 -
. narrowed batween the number of stu-

dents eligible and served by the

program. : ' T 1978-79

1979-80
?i{gure 2. STUDENTS ELIBIGLE FOR SCE SIXTH GRADE PROGRAM
BASED ON CAT READING SCORES AND SERVED B3Y (T

Findings: Secondary Programs. DURING 197879 AND 1979-80.
Direct Instrﬁétion (Grades 7-8). This

program is designed to provide reading

instruction to low-achieving students. Students were identified based on

CAT Readlug Total percemntile scores of 22 or below or a teacher's identi-

. fication. SCE provided money for the training of reading and English

\ teachers in the method. During 1979-80, 1,383 students were served in 86

\ Direct Instruction class sections at tem junior highs (all had the program
except Pearce). Approximately 56 teachers were trained in the method. Of .
the total served, 219 (15.8%) were Anglo, 325 (23.5%) were Black, 597 (43%)

. wete Hispanic, 1l (.8%) were Oriental, and one (.1%) was Indian.

As of January, 1980, 1,824 students were eligible based on CAT scores. Of
the 1,383 students in Direct Instruction classes as of May, 1980, 841 (61%)

”had CAT scores below the cutoff, 389 (28%) had no CAT reading score, and
153 (11%) were above the CAT cutoff. The range of CAT scores for those
served was 1 to 96, although a quick scanning revealed only seven scores
above the 50th percentile. Thus, most of the students served were eligible
based on CAT scores. However, since the class space available was limited,
it would seem preferable to have served a smaller number of students above
the cutoff to make room for more of the students below it.

Written Composition Laboracories (Grades 6-7-8), SCE funded two Written
Composition Laboratories at Dobie and Allan during 1979-80. Seventh and
eighth grade disadvantaged students were the primary target for the program,
but some sixth graders were also served at Allan as a courtesy to the staff.
Laboratory staff coordinated efforts with the classroom teacher to provide
special writing help to students with writing problems.

A total cf 686 students were served EY the programs during 1979-80--613 were
seventh and eighth graders, and 73 were sixth graders.

V)
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Robbins' Armadillo Arts Program (Grades 7-11). SCE provided materials for
,an attendance incentive program called Armadillo Arts at Robbins during
1979-80., Students earned points for specified desired activities in their -
classes, learned arts and crafts skills, aNd improved banking and ‘mathe-
matics skills. Points were converted to "Armadillo dollars" which studeunts
used to purchase items at auctions held each quarter. :

Virtually all of the students at Robbins participated in the program,
including 2 Indian, O Oriental, 22 Black, 27 Hispanic, and 79 Anglo students .
(130 students overall). The largest numbers of studeats were seventh (32%)
and eighth (45%) graders. '

Pafent Involvement, Attendance Improvement >
-and ESOL Materials (Grades 7-12)., Originally, X
the junior and senior high gchools which
qualifiﬁd for Title I (Allan, Fulmore, Pearce,
Martin, Dobie, and Johnston) were to receive
money for these activities in September, 1979,
- However, the money was held tntil February
when the District was officially notified that
- 1t would be required to cover TABS costs and
the amount expected. Each school received
$283 for attendance improvement, $484 for
parent involvement, and $650 for ESOL materials
which they could use in any way which met SCE
guidelines.

uxt gl <A 4‘\],:3'\(,:
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Oaly two schools used any of the allocated
funds for attendance improvement--Johnston

and Fulmore. They used the funds to print | ) ] ' S0
attendance cards and for field trip travel Thavis Jordan
expenses for advisories with top attendance Murchison Grade §

respectively. Average daily attendance for
the two schools did not change during the
third quarter. Only 14X of the total allo-
catéd attendance funds were expended, at
least partially because of the delay in
funding.

Almost all (95%) of the money allocated for ESOL materials was expended.
Schools purchased books, dictionaries, workb- oks, films, and cassettes of
value to them in ESOL classes with the help of the Instructional Coordinator
for Foreign Language. :

SCE parent involvement funds were not utilized as fully as they might have
been 1f funds had been released earlier (35% was spent)., Most of the money
was used for mailing permits, stamps, and printing costs for mailouts
regarding schoal activities and meetings (some of which related to deseg-
regation). Approximately 1,900 parents attended open house and other

" meetings for which SCE funds were utilized.
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English for Speakers of Other Languages (ESOL). ESOL classes provide spe-

| .cial English instruction for students classified as LESA (Limited English

Spegking Ability) and other students in need of such services. This year,

SCE paid for at least one séction of ESOL at each junior and senior high

schoo' (with the exception of Murchison, which had no class). Two schools
"may have had more than one section funded later in the year as needs ™

changed.

It was determined that 197 of the 218 Junior and Senior High LESA students
(90.4%) wete being served in ESOL classes as of May, 1980. Approximately
315 students were enrolled in ESOL classes as of May, 1980. At least 257
of these students received services through SCE funds (based on one section
per school). The chart below shows the ethnic breakdown for the students

‘served. A full 53% of the s:udents were Hispanic, and 36% were Oriental.
e e
ETHNICITY JUNKNOWN INDIAN | BLACK | ORIENTAL 'HISPANICW,ANGLO TOTAL
Junior High| 4 0 1 20 70 |- 4 99
_ . _
Senior High - 0 4 74 67 13 - 158
%
—
P _ _ ; :
Total 4 0 5 94 137 17 257
m.

Figure 3. STUDENTS SERVED BY ESOL CLASSES THROUGH SCE FUNDS. Figures
- based on one section per school. SCE may actually have paid
for 58 additional students=-=55 Hispanic and 3 Oriental.

Texas Assessment of Basic Skills (TABS) (Grade 9). The Texas Assessment of
Basic Skills (TABS) is a state~mandated criterion-referenced testing pro-
gram. All ninth and fifth graders were tested during the spring of 1980

to assess their performance in the areas of reading, writing, and mathe~
matics. At the secondary level, $2,452 was encumbered to cover the cost

of teacher and clerical substitutes to help with test-related activities.

Fundamentals of Math and Reading Tutorials (Grades 10-12), These classes
are desigred to serve those students in grades 10-12 who have not previously
met the AISD graduation requirements in mathematics and reading (currently
the 50th percentile at the eighth grade level on the CAT). SCE funded at
least one section of each type of tutorial per quarter during 1979-80. As
needs changed, mora sectlons may have been paid for through SCE. )

S
<

Based on one section per quarter, SCE provided funds to serve 532 students.
The ethnicity of two of these students was unknown, 1 was Indian, 202 were

~Biack (38%), 17 were Oriental (3%), 163 were Hispanic (31%), and 147 were -
Anglo (28%).

1j
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\ Planning. Two coumpensatory planners,; one secretary, and one hourly planning
assistant were funded through SCE this year. The plaaners carried out a
variaty of tasks related to compensatory proé?%ms in the District; they
wvere iavdlved in Title I PAC and other parent involvement activities, Stuff

~-  daevelopment for compensatory staff, the written composition program, desegre-

gation activities, the preparatiun of graant applications, and miscellaneous
activities, ' The planners succeeded in fully achieving seven and partially
achieving oae of their eight objectives. )

Evaluation. The evaluation staff for SCE during 1%79~80 inaluded one eval-

uator: a half-time secretary, and a half-time programmer intern (the half-

time positiuns were filled in January). A major portion of the staff time
and budget was spent on activities related to the development, organization,
administration, and dissemination of the TABS testing project. All of the

TABS activities were completed on schedule. - The number of students tested

by ethnicity is shown below.

T i = Hisponic

W e White

(Angio)

e S r—— o N - — S R —" S
TOTAL " "UHBER NUMBER A2SENT NUMBER TESTED o
ENROLLMENT EXEMPTED OR INVALIDATED 3Y ETHNICITY
1 A 8 ) ;] Totel
GRADE $ 420} 156 . 13 06 Gh 673 992 2280 4042
(0%) (2%) (17%) .| (23%) (36%) (100%)
cRADE 9 s183 "2 380 03 26 788 | e | 238 4393
(0%) (o am (2622 (563 (100%)
A

Figure 4. STUDENTS TESTED WITH TLE TABS TESTS DURING SPRING 1980.

Two reports (ORE Publ.cation Nos. 79.40
and 792.51) concerning the TABS results
were published in early June of 1930,

A coding reversal error was subsequently
discovered. Page 9 in both reports should
read, "In a random survey of AISD teach-
ers conducted by ORE this spring, nearly
two-thirds agreed that there should be
State requirements for graduation and
promotion. However, 52% did not know
whether minimum competency requirements
had improved graduates' skills in reading
and math." Appendix H in the SCE Final
Technical Report provides the correc.ed
teacher responses.

WETAEY 1na
pal T TELTTN
Coss .
*n ~3ae

h* <

The other major activities engaged in by the evaluation staff related to
the collection of record-keeping information concerning the wavs SCE
funds were spent, the number of students served, and the activities and
products of SCE activities. A technical report, final report summarv,
and TEA report all relate to this effort.

-9



79,18

LY /%

6.

-

State Compensator}; Education
Appendix A

LIMITED ENGLISH SPEAKING ABILITY (LESA)/ESOL FILE
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Inetrument Descrioeion: Limited Enalish Soeakins Ability (LESA)/ESOL Pile
Brief des [} in 1

The LESA File coneists of two matchad gomputer printoucs. One lisc includee
all junior and senior high school students identified ae LESA according to

the O0ffice of Civil Rights (OCR) definition. The other list {ncludes students
enrolled in English ae & Secon' Language (ESOL) claeses. An {ndication of

'_‘whcthcr students identified as OCR LESA were being served by an ESOL class

was made.
G

To whom was the instrument admintstered?

All junior and senior high school students.

HOw Many times was the i(nstrument administered’

Twice.

When was the instrument administered?

Dacember, 1979, and April, 1980,

Where was %he instrument adminigstered?

In tha schools.

Who administered the f{nstrument’

Not applicabls.

what =raining i{d the admiaistrators have?
-]

Not applicabla.

Was the instrument administered under standardized conditiouns?

Not applicabla.

wWere fhere problems with the instrument or the 3dministration that might
atfect the validity of the data!’

Some jhaccuraciss in the December iists were caused by unprocessed records.
However, counts wers based on April lists.

dho developed the inatrument’

ORE basad on Home Language Survevs and CELT scores provided by the schools.

what reliabtlicy and validity data are 3available in the i(nstrument’

Verification of lists was nade by schools. *

Are there norm data avai.able for ‘ntevoreting tne results’

Not appficabla.

14
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LIMITED ENGLISH SPEAKING ABILITY (LESA)/ESOL FILE

Purpose

The Limited English Speaking Ability (LESA)/ESOL File was developed to
provide information relev-nt td the following decision and evalqa&ign

question: -~

Decisidn Quesflon Dl: Should more emphasis be placed on
serving educationally disadvantaged students thtrough SCE?

-Evaluation Question DIl-1: Which students were iden-
tified as Limited English Speaking Ability (LESA)

by the Office of Civil Rights (OCR) definition?

Are these students receiving English for Speakers

of Other Languages (ESOL) program services? 1If not,
why not? What is the ethnic breakdown for students

served?

Procedure

Two computer printouts developed by the Local/State Bilingual staff

were used in addressing this evaluation'question. More -detalled in-
formation concerning the development of the LESA Master File can be found
in the Final Technical Report: Local/State Bilingual 197y~80.

The printouts used concerned junior and senior high school students
eligible for and receiving special instruction in English. The first
list, called the Roster of LESA and Bilingual Program Students, includes
all students eligible for English for Speakers of Other Languages

(ESOL) classes based on Survey of Home Languages and Comprehensive
English Language Test (CELT) results, ESOL classes are required for
students who speak a language other than English and score below 29

on the CELT. '

The second printout lists the names of junior and senior students
actually in ESOL classes based on the Student Grade Record (SGR) file.
Schocls were called to verify the course numbers used, since they are
not uniform across schools. Junior highs used the following numbers:

Allan 1005, 1005.4
Bedichek 1508 (English)
Burnet 1005

Dobie 1508.8, 1507.8
Fulmore 1005

Lamar 1005

Martin 1005, 1005.1

1.,




79.18

Murchison none
0. Henry 1507.7, 1508.7
Pearce 9309
Porter 1507.1, 1508.0

Senior high schools used course number 1014. ESOL and LESA lists yéfe run
in April, 1980, '

These two computer listings were then matched. Students on the LESA
eligibility list who were in an ESOL class were marked with a +: those

who were not served were marked with a 0,

A list showing the number of students served and not served.4/as then
drawn up and discussed at a secondary principals meeting early in May.

me of the non-matches were due to lag time between schools reporting
errors and changes being made in the computer file. Some of them were
actually being served; others had letters on file in the schools from
parents requesting that their children not be in such a class. Other
inconsistencies were due to a misunderstanding of when students could
be exited frok LESA. Another small group was simply not being served
for a variety of reasons. Two junior high lists were accessed under .
the wrong course numbers; a new list of ESOL classes was produced in
May. ° . :

Principals were asked to return the LESA-ESOL lists with their corrections
to ORE by May 23, 1980 or provide the information by telephone. Principals
- who had not returned forms or called by May 26 were called by SCE staff

for corrections. The LESA, LANG, and STUD computerized files, as well

as the card file kept by the Instructional Coordinator for Foreign
Language, were consulted to resolve final questions. All corrections

were noted on the LESA list. Corrections will be made to the LZSA

master file tape in July, 1980,

A final count was then made by hand of the students served and not served
by ESOL based on the computer lists and school corrections. Students

who were' Special Education students or not served by ESOL due to parental
request were not included in the counts.

No attempt was made to distinguish between ESOL classes funded by SCE

and those that were not because it was felt this would be less informative

and more confusing. SCE originally was to fund one course section of ESOL
t all of the Junior and Senior High Schools. However, this was adjusted

during the year as needs dictated. ~Ffulmore has two sections, and Martin

has three. These distinctions will be dealt with in the Summary Data

Appendix (I).

Le
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/,\ Results

Evaluation Question Dl-1: Which students were iden-
tified as Limited English Speaking Ability (LESA)

by the Office of Civil Rights (OCR) definition?

Are these students recelving English for Speakers

of Other Languages (ESOL) program services? If not,
why not? What 1s the ethnic breakdown for students

served? '

The answers to these questions can be found in Figures A-l and A-2.
They are summarized below.

'Students identified as .LESA: 'As of April, 156 junior high and 62 senior
high students were identified as LESA students in need of special in-
struction in English.

LESA students served by ESOL classes: At the junior high level, 148
(95%) of the 156 students identified as LESA were enrolled in ESOL
duri® 1979-80. At the senior high level, 49 (797%) of the 62 LESA stu-
dents attended ESOL classes.,

Reasons students were not served'

* The primary reason seemed to be that many school personnel
(principals, counselors, clerks, and teachers) were confused
about the entrance and exit criteria. Some staff thought they
were the same, which they were not. Students need to show high
enough achievement in reading on District achievement tests as
well as the CELT test to exit LESA status; many staff thought
high enough scores oa either test were sufficient grounds to
exit LESA status.

* Some students were chronically absent, and not available for
testing or placement.

* A few students who were transferred in or enrolled late in the
year were not placed in class due to insufficient time.

* A few students were placed in regular English and communication
classes because school staff felt they would benefit more from
it. Usually, this was combined with the confusion over when to
exit a -tudent. Some students were presumed exited from LESA
by school staff based on théir CELT scores and placed in regular
classes, This confusion remained until May when they wexe in-
formed again that high enough achievement test scores wetre also
necessary. By this time it was too late to change schedules,
When this was explained to one counselor, she said with surprise
(paraphrased), "That means that some of these students will alwavs
be LESA. That's a shame for those whose main problem is not
language. Some can easily improve enough to pass the language
test, but will never meet the reading achievement requirements.'

1
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No interit to purposely deny students' services was found. For those few
students who were not served, it seemed to primarily be the result of the
complicated and confusing LESA process,

Ethnic breakdown of students served: The LESA and ESOL lists generated
did not include ethnicity information. This information is provided in
Appendix I, the Summary Data File.

1%
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NO. LESA STUDENTS 5PERCENT NO. NOT | PERCENT NOT
SCHOOL NO. LESA IN ESOL IN ESOL | IN ESOL | 1IN ESOL

JUNIOR HIGHS

ALLAN

BEDICHEK

" BURNET

O. HENRY

PEARCE

PORTER

DOBIE

 FULMORE

(2 sections)

LAMAR

MURCHISON

MARTIN
(3 sections)

Figure A-1. JUNIOR HIGH LESA STUDENTS IN ESOL CLASSES AS OF MAY, 1980. Stu-
dents not served due to parent request or special education
status are not included in counts. Baed on lists of LESA and
ESOL students generated in April and Mav.

1.,
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: NO. LESA STUDENTS | PERCENT | NO. NOT | PERCENT NOT
SCHOOL NO. LESA IN ESOL IN ESOL IN ESOL IN ESOL
s : —p

SENIOR HIGHS

AUSTIN

JOHNSTON

MCCALLUM

REAGAN

TRAVIS

CROCKETT

ANDERSON

Figure A-2, SENIOR HIGH LESA STUDENTS IN ESOL CLASSES DURING 1979-80. Stu-
dents not served due to parental request or special education
status are not included in the counts, Based on lists of 'LESA
and ESOL students generated in April and updated in May, 1980.

*Student was enrolled in regular communication skills class,

but was jgiven special attention in recognition of language
status, -

2y
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DIRECT READING -INSTRUCTION (DRI) FILE
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1 ment D priag D Re§ading n s (DRI)

8rief descri;cion of the instrument:

The DRI File consists of three computer programs and information from the junior
high schools with Direct Instruction (Reading or English) classes. Lists of
students served by Direct Instruction classes were sent to the schocls for cor~

- ‘rections and verification., The list of those served was merged with CAT reading

scores, Two lists of those below the 22nd percentile served and not servad by
direct {nstruction wars created.

Io whom was the {nstrument administered?

Principa;s. sounselors, and Direct Instruction teachars in tha junior hign schools.

How nany times wad the instrument administered?

Ounce.

When was chglxnscrumenc administered?

March, 1980,

Where was the inatrument jadministered?

Allan Dobia Martin Portar

Bedichek Fulmora Murchison
Burnet Lamar 0. Henry

Who administered the instrument?

Self~adminiscerad. V

wha: training did the administrators have?

Written instructions through a memorandum.

Was the i{ngstrument administered under standardized conditions?

Everyone received standard instructions and forms.

Wets there problems with che {nstrument ot the administration that might
atfect the validity of the data’ -

The only problem which could affect the accuracy of the counts slightly (but
hopefully did not) is the fact that student names added after the teachers
verified the lists were not re-checkad by the schools.

wWho developed the instrument’

SCE Evaluacor.

what crelfability and validity data are available on the instrument’

Computer listing of students in Dirsct Instruction :lasses was varified with
the schoolas,

Are there ngrm data availabie for interpreting *he resulrs!’

No,

B"‘Z 2 8
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DIRECT RFADING INSTRUCTION (DRI) FILE

Purpose

The Direct Reading Instruction (DRI) File provided information rele-
vant to the following decision and evaluation question:

Decision Question D1: Should more emphasis be placed on
serving educationally disadvantaged students through SCE?

Evaluation Question D1-2: How many seventh and
eighth graders scored at or below the third
stanine in reading on the CAT? Who was identi-
fied to receive Direct Reading Instruction (DRI)?
Were they served? Were others served?

Procedure

SCE provided money for the training of Reading and English teachers in
the direct instruction method. For this reason, the number of students
served by these teachers in Direct Instruction classes during 1979-80
was tallied.

During January of 1980, a compﬁter list of students who scored at or
below the third stanine in reading (22nd percentile or below) on the CAT

_during spring of 1979 was generated (based on CAT records). This was then

merged with the current HEW file to determine which students were still
in AISD and where. This list provided a count of the number of seveath
and eighth graders who scored at or below the third stanine in reading
on the CAT, - . ' '

Students in Direct Instruction

During the fall of 1979, a list of Direct Instruction Reading and English
teachers in the junior highs by school and period number was obtained
through the Junior High Assistant Director for Secondary Education (see
Attachment B-1). The courses do not have their own course number~~they
are simply listed under the reading numbers of 1407 and 1408, Thus, in
order to get a computer list of students in the classes, the course num-
ber plus the period number plus the teacher number had to be used.

Computer lists which listed the names, identification numbers, and teachers'
names for Direct Instruction classes by school were generated in early
March, 1980. This information was drawn from the Student Grade Report (SGR)
file. These lists were sent to .the junior high principals in March with
Instructions (see Attachment B-2). Principals were to list any missing

Classes on the "Extra Direct Instruction Classes" form. Egch Direct
s

———— o
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Instruction teacher had to make necessary changes, additions, and de~-
letions. Students who were in class at any time during the year were -
counted as being served.

All but one of the lists were returned by early April. The last school
was sent another copy of the list, vhich was returned by the end of April.

Upon receipt at ORE, additions-and deletions of students and classes

were checked. The period number for extra classes was not listed, so

this was determined from the master course schedul®t for teachers. Large

groups of extra students added to the list were also checked to see which
- class period they had Direct Instruction. This served as a check on the

extra courses added by the'principals, and revealed a couple of additional

course sections.

Changes were made in the program.to enter and delete appropriate .lasses.
The CAT and DRI files were also merged at this time. The new file was
. checked against the corrected printouts sent to the schools. Some stu-
dents were lost and gained in the process because of adds and drops in
the classes. Some students were also lost who did not take the CAT the
previous Spring.

Another printout was generated which lidted each student in DRI classes by
teacher and period number. This was then checked against the corrected
list from the school. Mlssed students were added at the CRT screen.
This file was then again matched with the CAT file, and all available
reading scores were'printed.. A "NO" was printed for all students who had
no reading tést score. Any student names that were duplicates on the
list of students were eliminated by hand. Two class periods that were

" not deleted by mistake were also crossed out. The computer list repre-
sents a count of students served as of May, 1980 (see Appendix I for
ethnicity breakdowns).

Counts were then made of the number of students in Direct Instruction

classes who were above and below the 22nd percentile in reading on the
CAT, as 'well as thepse who had no scores.

Results

Decision Question D1: Should more emphasis be placed on
serving educationally disadvantaged students through SCE?

Evaluation Question D1-2: How many seventh and
eighth graders scored -ag or below the third
stanine in reading on th¢ CAT? Who was identi-
fied to receive Direct Reading Instruction (DRI)?
Were they served? Were others served?

The Direct Reading Instruction program is designed to provide reading in-
struction to low-achieving students in seventh and eighth grade. All of

o B-4
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the junior high schools except Peaﬁ€€’?:en schools) participated in the
program. It involved 56 ggachers 2nd 83 course sections. The primary
method used to identify students for the 1979-80 school year was to

check CAT results for the previous spring. However, other: students iden-
tified at the school as needing special reading Iinstruction were also
eligible. oot

As of January, 1980, 1,824 seyenth and eighth graders who scored at or
below the 22nd percentile in reading on the spring, 1979 CAT were attending
AISD's junidr high schools with Direct Instruction classes. These students
were all considered eligible for Direct Instruction Reading and English
classes. In addition, some of the 315 students who had no CAT reading
score were ptobably also in need of the services (see Figure B-~1).

A total of 1,383 studénts were served based on the SGR file as of May,

- 1980. Approximately 841 (61%) had CAT scores below the cutoff; 389 (28%)
had no CAT Reading Total score, and 153 (11.1%) had a CAT score above the
22nd percentile cutoff (see Figure B-2). Thus, 841 (46%) of those eligible-
for SCE based on CAT scores were served; 542 (54%) were not. A quick
scanning of the Reading Total CAT percentile scores of students served

"..xeveals a range of 1 to 96. ‘However, only seven students were found who

scored above the 50th percentile.

In attempting to address the-issue of whether more emphasis should be
placed on serving educationally disadvantaged students through SCE, the
type of students served and the achievement gains of program students
seem relevant, ’

While it 1s legitimate to serve a student who scores above the cutoff if
the program is considered appropriate, it seems reasonable to hope that
students scoring below the cutoff be served first. In this sense, the
program could emphasize serving disadvantaged students a little more, since
153 students who scored above the cutoff were served, while 542 who scored
Qelow it were not. N

The CAT and ITBS performance for 1979 and 1980 of low-achieving students

who were and were not served by Direct Instruction classes was checked by
other ORE staff. The study found that students in both the regular and

the Direct Instruction English and Reading classes gained more than one
year's growth in one year on the average. However, students in regular
classes showed greater gains. Further information on the study and results
can be found in the 1979-80 Junior High Direct Instruction Study (Publica-
tion Number 79.56). These results make it unclear whether more emphasis ¢
should be placed on serving disadvantaged students through Direct Instruction.

l)'
I ~ )



AT OR BELOW
SCHOOQLS CAT CUTOFF
p—
Allan : - 208
Bedichek - 0 ' 221
Burnet - 146
. _ —
Dobie T ) 208
‘Fulmore ) 257
Lamar 127
Martin a/z\fﬁh\wv
Murchison r85
- 0. Henry 96
Porter .
TOTAL
2 Pearce
' (no DI class)

Figure B-1, JUNIOR HIGH STUDENTS WITH LOW OR NO CAT
READING SCORE. Students with scores at
? or below the 22nd 2 -centile in reading
on the CAT given in spring, 1979 were
eligible for Direct Instruction., Other
students identified by the schools as
needing special reading/English instruc-
tion were also eligible. Pearce did not
have any Direct Instruction classes.

B-6
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"SCHOOLS AND
ENROLLMENT

Allan
(N=377)

TOTAL NUMBER NUMBER AT OR NUMBER WITHOUT | NUMBER ABOVE

'SERVED BELOW CAT CUTOFF | CAT SCORE CAT CUTOFF
— #ﬁ
156 89 47 20

Bedichek
(N=1,154)
[

Burnet
(N=786)

Dobie
(N=882)

Fulmore
(N=827)

Lamar
(N=694)

Martin
- (N=512)

Murchison
(N=699)

0. Henry
(N=692)

Porter
(N=769)

TOTAL NUMBER
%

Figure B-2.

STUDENTS SERVED BY DIRECT INSTRUCTION BY SCHOOL AND CAT STATUS.
Classes were found in all junior highs except Pearce. Students
were eligible 1if they received a Reading Total Score of 22 or
below on the CAT administered in the spring of 1979 or the
school staff identified them as needing services. Enrollment
is based on November, 1979 figures for 7th and 8th grade. Stu-
dents served were determined through the Student Grade Report
(SGR) computer file in Mav, 1980.

‘)..
B-7 .
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Attachment D-. Page 1 of 3
AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT -
Division of Instruction and Development
ol Oepartment of Secondary Education
N Staff Development Spacialists

1 A0l
\,\V ‘ V& * v p  October 25, 1579
X \3’\ 90‘ -,;—\ o SUMMARY OF DIRECT INSTRUCTION CLASSES
. A ‘YVf§~}:
SCHOOL TEACHER PERIOD | STUDENTS | PROGRAM/LEVEL
ALLAN . 1 8 Decading B
‘3 '/ ; .
4 7 Decoding B8
e g
5 1 9 |Decoding A
4 17 Decoding B8-61
2 . 14 Decoding B
1
4 12 Decading C
2 10 Qecoding C
2 .73 Decading A Mig.
4 4 . |Cecoding B Mig.
4 1 22 Lomprehension C
’ / 3 21 |Comprehension C
3EDICHEX 1 is Decading B
-~ l
2 12 lDeccding B

ERIC s 25

i



Attachment B-l
(continued, page 2 of 6)

PROGRAM/LEVEL

SCHOQL TEACHER PERIOD | STUDENTS
SURNET 2 10 Pecoding B Spec. Eg
_ 34 . .
3 13 Decoding B Spec. Eg
1 19 ' Decoding C
2 14 Decoding B
6 . 13 Decoding B
1l 20 Decoding B
"1 18 Decoding C Spec.td|
1 - 18 Decoding A Spec.Ed|
Spec.Ed.
2 11 Comprehensicn B
3 20 -‘Comprehension B
> . Spec.Ed]
5 11 Comprehension B
3 _13 Coemprehension 8
w 5 20 Comprehension 8
Spec.Ed.
1 11 Comprehension A
Spec.EdJ
2 11 Comprehensiaon A ;
2 20 Comprehension B
B~-9

r

PR 1701 Provided by ERIC

ERIC



Attachment B-1
(continued, page 3 of 6)

SCHOOL TEACHER PERICD | STUDENTS | PROGRAM/LEVEL.
COBIE 1 15 Decoding B
. 255 .
<f_n_“\\\\\\\ - 2 - 10 Decoding B
1 20 Qecoding A
3 - 11 Decoding B
|
4 - 18 Comprehension A
§ Spec.E
3 18 Comprehension 8
Spec. Ed.J
S 15 Comprehension 8
2 .9 Camprehension A
4 #18 Comprehension A
l) [N
FULMORE 1 25 Decoding 8
243
5 18 Oecoding B
& 28 Qecoding B
N ad
- -
A 5 30 Oecoding 8
3 32 Decoding 8
‘ |
5 4 Jecading A Mig.
10 Yy,

ERIC | | *

Full Tt Provided by ERIC.



Attachment B-6

(continued, page 4 of 6)

SCHOOL " TEACHER PERIOD | STUDENTS PROGRAM/LEVEL
FULMORE 5 ¢ 15 Decoding B
(continued)
Y 3 C/ 2 : :
- T 3 23 Comprehension A
. ) ﬂ
‘ 1 24 Comprehension B
6 24 Comprehension B
LAMAR 37 20 Decoding B
-T2 , Spec. Ed.
~— G~ ~"12 -— - Comprehensiomr—8—
4 13 Comprehension 8
MARTIN 1° 19 - Decoding B-61
S5/
L 17 Decoding B-61
2 27 Decoding B
3 - 23 Decoding B-61
5 24 Decoding 8
6§ - 23 Decoding 8
!
2 21 Cecsding B
3
B-11 !

ERIC \

Full Tt Provided by ERIC.
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Attachment B-6
(continued, page 5 of 6)

©

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

e - o Y
P
SCHOOL TEACHER PERIOD | STUDENTS | PROGRAM/LEVEL
MARTIN 5" 19 Decoding 8
(Continued)
2351 ~ :
— e — 4 - | 27  |Comprehension .
a s
| .
MURCHISON 3 19 | Comprehension B
252
4 14 Comprehension B
2 - 16 Comprehension B
3 18 Comprehension 8
4 - 13 Comprehension 8
C.HENRY 5 . 22 .Decoding 8
-~
6 a1 Decoding 8
1 - |21/ 13 |B,C/Decoding C
2 11 / 7 |Decoding C
e 18 Ccmprehensicn 8
i Q
l
_ PORTER 47> 22 Decoding A Soec.Ed.|
B-12 3 <



Attachment B-l
. (continued, page 6 of 6)

PERIOD

" stHoOL TEACHER STUDENTS | PROGRAM/LEVEL
PORTER 4 20 Decoding C
(Continued)

ST 3v | 28 |Decoding 8
5 21 Decoding 8
. Spec.Ed.
kN 10 Comprehension A
- Spec. Ed
R-S 16 Comprehension A
2 18 |Comprehension 8
5 ‘ 17 Comprefension B
3 - - 14 Comprehension 8
) Spec. Edd
| 3 22 Comprehension A o
VT
/I
r". J
- f};;
Y B-13

ERIC

PR A i Toxt Provided by ERIC
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Attachment B-2

79.18 o . . (Page 1 of 3)

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
Office of Research and Evaluation

March 17, 1980

TO: Junior High Principals

/A e tin—
FROM: Nancy Baenen

SUBTEET: D{}EEEmiﬁgEEHEEIBHWéiaégggmwwmmMNMWM,"m

.
-

We need to know which students have been served in Direct Instruction
classes in your school this year for the SCE evaluation and report to
TEA. I have enclosed a computer printout which lists the names of
students we believe were in Direct Instruction last fall or are in it
now (as of February). The list should include all English and Reading
Direct Instruction classes, '

We would like to verify that the lists include the correct classes,
and that all students who have taken the classes during the 1979-80
school year are listed correctly. We would appreciate it if you would
do the following: :

l. "Check through the teachers' names to make sure they all
have a Direct Instruction class (or did have last fall). [
a. If a teacher is listed who has not taught Direct
Instruction this year, crosec through his or her name
where it appears on the printout.
b. If the teacher for the class was changed, £ill in the
name of the new teacher on the printout for appro-
priate students next to the wrong teacher's name.
2. If a teacher has a ciass and it is not listed at all
(even with the wrong teacher's name), please list the
teacher's name, the course number being used, and his or
her teacher number on the enclosed form for "Extra Direct
Instruction Classes'.
3. Pass this printout on to the Direct Instruction teachers,
and ask them to do the following:
a. Cross out the names of anyone who was never in their
class.
b. Add the names, ID numbers, their name (under TEACHER), CAT
score (if known) of anyone who is in the class but not
listed. ' .
Please ask the teachers to check through the list as soon as they can
after receiving it (within a day or twc) and pass it on to the next
teacher listed. We will make a computer list of any new teachers'
students to save them some time. Have the last teacher return the
printout to you, and then send the printout and "Extra Direct Instruction
Classes" form back to me at URE. Try to return the forms to me by
March 28th if possible, but April 1llth at the latest.

-

B-1l4 3 4



' Attachment B-2 -
79.18 . ' : , . (continued, page 2 of 3) . »

Thank you very much for your help.

Senior Evaluator, External Programs

o ) .
Approved: ‘f:§r§€'dflﬂ /%;4iz42f ‘.

. Direcgor, Research and Ev&luation

Approved:

e ]

Approved:

Director. 3-condary Ed#ation

NB:mf

Enclosures




. ) ' Attachment B-2

EXTRA DIRECT INSTRUCTION.CLASSES

Please -list the following information for Direct Instruction classes taught during
1979-80 and not listed on the priatout: .

&

Teacher Name Teacher Number Course Number Subiect*

79.18 ~(continued, page 3 of 3)

e

* English, Language Arts, or Reading

ERIC B-16 3¢,

IToxt Provided by ERI
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Appendix C
ROBBINS' RECORDS
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Robbins' Records ware used to obtain & roster of scudents pnrticipu:iﬁg {n the
Araadillo Arts program each quarcer of 1979-80. ’

To whom was the {nstrument adﬁtntstered?

Robbins' school principal.

R

How, many ctimes was the instrument administered?
Three times. J

When was the instrument admgnis;ered?

November, 1979.
February,, 1980,
Mavrch, 1980.

(Once aach quarter)

Whera was the instrument adminiscered?

W. R, Robbins School.

Who administared the instrument’® _ -

Sdlf-udninistcrc&.

what training did the administrators have?

"Instructions through a memorandum.

Was the ‘nstrument administered under standardized conditiocas’

Not applicablae.

Were there sroblems with the inatrument or the administration that might
atfect the validity of the data!

Noue that are known.

“ho developed the {nstrument’

o~

SCE Evaluator. . J

What reliability and validity data are availubie on the i{nstrument’

Second and third quarter data were checked against previous rostars, providing a
double check. Also, the Student Grade Report fila could Sa used %0 check names.

Are thare norm data svailable fqr {nterpreting :he results’

Yot applicabley’
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- ROBBINS' RECORDS

S\

o Purpose ~

-~

‘Robbins' Records provided information relevant to the following de-

cision and evaluation question:

Decision Question Dl: Should more emphasis be placed on
serving educationally disadvantaged students through SCE?

Evaluation Question D1-~3: How many students were
served by the Armadillo Arts program at W. R. Robbins?
by ethnicity? - :

- 4

Program Description

W. R. Robbins is an alternative school which serves seventh through
tenth graders who were not perform ng well in the regular AISD schools.,

‘SCE provided materials for the Armadillo Arts program at W. R. Robbins

during 1979-80., Armadillo Arts is an incentive program designed to
encourage regular and enthusiastic school attendance. Students earn
points for specified desired activities in all of their classes, learn
arts and crafts skills, and improve banking ind mathematics skills.
Points earned are converted to "Armadillo <ollars" which students use
to purchase items at auctions held each quarter,

y : ,
Procedure

The principal of W. R. Robbins received the memorandum shown in
Attachment C-1 in November. She was asked to provide a roster orf stu-
dents participating in the Armadillo Arts program, along with information
on students' ethnicity, grade level, and identification number, A memo-
randum was sent out again in February, asking for updated information

on’ second quarter program participants. The principal was asked to
simply make the additions and deletions on a copy of the first quarter
roster. The same procedure was followed for the third quarter; a second
quarter roster was sent to Robbins in mid-March, asking for additions

and deletions to reflect third quarcer participants. »
Upon receipt of the rosters, counts were made of the number of students
participating in the program by grade and ethnicity. Overall counts

of the absolute number of students participating each quarter were made.
Then the rosters were checked to see how many individual students par-
ticipated. Since there was a high degree of overlap each quarter, this
number was only expected to be slightly higher than the number zi students
participating in the program during a quart?r.

'?J

C-3
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Results

. Evaluation Question Dl-3: How many students were
served by the Armadillo Arts program at W. R. Robbins?
- by ethnicity? . ‘

Figure C-! shows the number of students participatingl;n the Armadillo
Arts program each quarter of the 1979-80 school year.! Many of the stu-

- dents were actually served.all-three quarters,--and-are-ineluded-in-the -

count each time. If each student in the piogram during any quarter is
counted, it 1s found that 130 students participated in the Armadillo
Arts program during 1979-80. This included 79 Anglos (61%), 23 Blacks
(18%), 26 Hispanics (20%), O Orientals (0%), and 2 Indians (1%).

- Ry

yp




_PIRST QUARTER {cnuu 7 GRADE 8 GRADE 9 NBE_IF— __TOTAL ]
- INDIAN 0 0 | [ N 1
- ORIENTAL 0 0 0 0o\ b
E BLACK 0 1 ? 2 77 10 N
' HISPANIC. 2 . 6 9 ] 1 18|
) ANGLO 7 23 24 I 56
-
TOTAL 9 30 41 5 \Bi\___,/
SECUND QUARTER T
INDIAN | 0 1 A T2
‘ ORIENTAL 0 0 0 . X 0 0
. BLACK 2 2 6 /’ \z 12
HISPANIC 0 9 1" \\ 21
T mawo 5 26 28 5 \ 64
TOTAL 8 37 46 8 \ 99
THIRD  ARTER T
INDIAN 1 0 0 0o \ 1
 ORIENTAL 0 0 0 R C o
o | ) 6 AN 16
HISPANIC 0 9 2 2 N
ANGLO 4 24 28 13 K@
TOTAL 9 36 46 18 \i 9
-: Une student {n Grade 11, —

Figure C-1,

COUNTS OF STUDENTS TN ARMADI

J ARTS PROGRAM.

A

rd

1

Includes students in
propram at Robbins each quarter during 1979-80 by grade and ethnicity.



79.18 . Attachment C-1

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT *
Office of Research and Eyaluation

November 9, 1979

. TO:  Gloria Williams _
7-;. . .I ,}__'.(_.- X VI G
FROM: Nancy Baenen

%

SUBJECT: Evaluation of Armadilio Arts Program

I decided that if all of the students at Robbins are involved in the
Aruadillo Arts program, this is the count we wiil use for SCE. I
would appreciate raceiving school rosters including the following
information at the end of each quarter (Nov. 19, Feb. 28, April 30):

» . Students' names
. Students' ethnicity according to the following codes:
I American Indian - A person having origins in any of the
original peoples of North America.
o) Asian or Pacific Islander - A person having origins in
- any of the original peoples of the Far East, Southeast
Asia, or the Pacific Islands. This includes, for example,
China, Japan, Korza, the Phillipines, and Samoa.
B Black, not of Hispanic Origin - A person having -origins
in any of the black racial groups.
H Hispanic - A person of Mexican, Puerto Rican, Cuba, Central
or South American, or other Spanish Culture or origin,
: " regardless of race.
A White, not of Hispanic Origin - A person having origins in
any of the original peoples of Europe, North Africa, Middle
, East, or the Indian subcontinent.
"+ Students' grade level .
. . Students' identification number (optional).

Please cross out the names of any students who do not.participate
for some reason in the Armadillo Arts program. Also, send a complete
roster each time, and star (*) the students who are new each quarter.

I would also like a shoft, general description (one paragraph) of the
types of materials purchased with SCE money on April 30. This should
cover all of our information needs for the SCE evalg&tion.

I have attached the revised description of rhe Armadillo Arts program
which will appear in the SCE Evaluation Design. Please call me regarding
any lnnaccurate statements by November 16.

Thank you.
Approved: - _
Senio¥ Evaluator, Compensatory Programs
Vaml . S Vs .
Approved: =X ..l N/ 0

Director, Research and Evgiuation
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The Minimum Competeacy Ma:ccer File is a computer file which includes counts
of the number of students in math and reading tutorial classes at che
high school level each quarter, plus an unduplicated liset of al. students

served by tutorial classes during the year (thoss served at least one quarter
and Ry a reading and/or math tutorial class).

/

whom vas the instrument adm tered?

No one--Student Grade Report (SGR) was accassed for informacion.

L 4

How many times -wag the instrument administared?

Three tizes.

“hen was the instrument ﬁdminiscered?

Orice each quarter: Yovedber, February, and March.

dhere wvas the instrument administered’

The Office of Rasearch and Evaluacion.

Who administered the instrument’

Computer programmer, *

What_craining did the adminiscrators have?

?;ggramn;ng training.
R

3

Has tha instrument administered under standardized conditions?

Yes, in the sense that the Student Grade Raport file was used at least two

wesks into each quarter, and the same procedure was used each time.
dere ere problems with the instrument or the administration that =zight

affect the validity of the data’l

The Student Grade Raport file is generally very accurate, but there could
be a2 few arrors in the lists of students in each class caused by adds, drops,
ate.

who jeve.oped the instrument?

ORE staff.

What reliabilicy and validier data are available on =he ipstrument’

Student Grade Report fils could ba checked against Minimum Competancy Master
File. Schools could be asked to verify information.

Are there torm iata available for internteting the ragvlzs?

No.

s
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Purpose

The Minimum Competency Master File provided information relevant to
the following decisiop and evaluation question:

Decision uestion Dl: Should mose emphasis be placed on

serving educationally disadvantaged students through SCE?
Evaluation Question Dl-4: How many students were
served by the Fundamentals of Math (FOM) and Reading
Tutorial sections funded by SCE? What percentage of
all of the math and reading tutorial sections does this
represent?

Procedure .

During the fall of 1979, a list of the math and reading tutorial teachers
who were to be funded partially through SCE was obtained from personnel.
SCE was to pay for one section of reading and one of math tutorials at

each school. This was later adjusted as needs changed, and a slightly
higher percentage of some teachers' salaries were actually paid through
SCE.

For the purpose of these counts, the original teacher list from personnel
which listed one teacher for each type of tutorial was used. One section
of each class per quarter wag included in the counts. During June of 1980,
class sections not listed asg SCE funded were deleted from the file. The
tutorial classes of teachers not listed as funded through SCE were also
deleted. Some teachers listed as funded by SCE tzught more than one

class section per quarter. In these cases, the class period common across
quarters was kept (e.g. period 2). If this was not possible, one period

for each quarter was randomly chosen to be kept. If the teacher listed

as funded by SCE did not teach a tutorial class one quarter, another teach-
er's section was chosen as a substitute. This information was used to yield
an unduplicated count of the students served by SCE during 1979-~80 in these
tutorials,

The percentage of math and reading tutorial sections funded by SCE was
hand calculated based on the printout listing the class sections taught
each quarter,

Results

Evaluation Question Dl1-4: How many students were served by
the Fundawentals of Math (FOM) and Reading Tutorial sections

funded by SCE? Wwhat percentage70£ all of the math and reading
T.,
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tutorial sections does this represent?

Number of Students in SCE Funded Tutorial Sections

The ovarall number of students in math and reading tutorials during
1979-80 was: 503 first quagter, 374 second quarter, and 449 third
quarter. This is‘a duplicated count of students in all sections.

If each student is counted only once (even if a student was in both
reading and math tutorials all three quarters), and one SCE section
of each type of tutorial is counted per school, 533 students were
servad through SCE funds. : )

' Perceant of total
Total SCE paid by SCE
Schools R M R b | R . |
Johnston 8 9 k) 3 37.52 31.3%
pum—
Lanier 4 10 3 3 75.0% 30.0%
McCallum 6 4 3 3 50.0% 75.0%
Reagan 4 3 3 3 75.0% 100.0%
Travis 6 6 3 3 50.0% 50.0%
Crockett 3 -6 3 3 100.0% 50.0%
Anderson -3 3 3 3 100.0% 100.0%
LBJ 6 9 3 3 50.02 33,3%
T¢15:al 45 56 27 27 60.0% | 48.2%

Figure D-1. READING AND MATH TUTORIAL SECTIONS FOR
1979-80. The total number of Reading (R)
and Fundamentals of Math (M) sections at
each school are listed, as well as the num-
ber and percentage counted as SCE funded.
SCE may have actually paid for a few extra
tutorial sections, since adjustments were
made during the year as needs dictated.

SCE paid for at least 27 of the 45 Reading tutorials (60%) and 27 of

the 56 mathematics tutorial classes (48%). Thus, SCE paid for it
leust §3% o wil the high school tutcriai classes.

D-4
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State Compensatory Education
Appendix E

CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TEST (CAT) - SIXTH GRADE FILE
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Brief dascripeion of the {nstrument:

The CAT-=6¢h Grade File is a computer listing of students below the 40th percen=
tile {n Reading on the Spring, 1379 CAT. The names of students served by SCE
Language Arts Block teachers were checked off, and the names of ocher scudents
served vere sdded to the computer list. . : -

I3

_ 19 whom was the instrument administered?

Sixth grade school personnel: principals and SCE teachers.

dow zany :imes was the instrument administered?

Twice. D)

When was cthe {nstrument administered?

September, 1979, and February, 1980.

shere was the instrument administared?

Sixth grade schools.

Who_administered the instrument? i AR
L0 achinistered tae instrument?

Self-aduinistered.

What training ..d the administrators have?

Instructions provided through s memorandum.

Was the instrument administered under standardized conditions?
M

All schools received the same instructions and printouts.

Hera there problems with the lnstrum-nt or the administration that_might
affect the validitv o>f the data?’

New students served by SCE teacters after February are not included. Otherwise,
no problems are known.

“ho developed the instrument?

Assistant area dirsctors and ORE staff.

s<hat reliabilizv and walidfsv data are available on the lastcrument?

" information obtained in Septamber was double~checked in Februarv.

Are there =orm jaca ivailabla “sr satersrecing the ragul:s?

Number >f students served this vear :ould be compared £o aumbers served (n
previous ears.

65
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79.18,
CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TEST (CAT)--SIXTH GRADE FILE

Purpose

The CAT--Sixth Grade File provided data relevant to the following de-
cision and evaluation question:

Decision Question Dl: Should more emphasis be placed on

serving educationally disadvantaged students through SCE?

Evaluation Nuestion D1-5: Which students were to be
served by the Language Arts Block Program for sixth
graders based on the CAT cutoff (below the 40th per-
centile)? Were they served? If not, why not? _Were
other students served who scored above this cutoff?

Procedure

The Area Directors collected lists of students served by SCE at the
beginning of the 1979-80 school year (September-October). Once SCE
was able to hire a programmer (in January), computer lists were gen-
erated ol students who were eligible ¢ be served by SCE based on CAT
scares (below 40th percentile in Reading). This involved: '

1) the generation of a list of students scoring below the
40th percentile as fifth graders during the spring of
1979,* and

2) the matching of this list with the HEW file to determine the
students' current school status.

After these lists were complete, ORE personnel checked off those stu-
dents on the CAT eligible list who appeared on the Sixth Grade
.Language Arts Block lists provided by the Area Directors during the
fall. Each sixth grade principal was then sent the memorandum shown
in Attachment E-1, and asked to have the sixth grade SCE teacher make
additions, deletions, and changes as necessary.

After the lists were returned from the schools (100% were), counts were
made of the number of students:

* in each school (based on the November 21 membership report)

« eligible for SGE based on CAT scores in reading below the
40th percentile (CAT scores looked up for students with none
listed on the printout and in additions made by the teachers)

*Students who had no reading score on the CAT were also drawn off and
given a score of '"0" (an invalid score).
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* eligible and served by SCE

* not eligible based,en CAT scores but served

+ served overall - '

* above the 40th pércentile in reading on the CAT and served.

The percentage of the overall sixth grade population at each school
served by the SCE program was then determined. The results are shown

Finally, median percentile scores in reéding on the CAT were hand

calculated for all students who had scores, as well as the range of
CAT scores obtained (see Figure E-2).. .

Results

Decision Question Dl: Should more emphasis be placed on
serving educationally disadvantaged students through SCE?

Evaluation Question  D1-5: Which students were to be
served by the Language Arts Block Program for sixth
graders based on the CAT cutoff (below the 40th per-
centile)? Were they served? If not, why not? Were
other students served who scored above this cutoff?

A list of those students eligible for the Language Arts Block Program
based on CAT scores is on file at ORE. As Figure E-~1 shows, 1,337
sixth graders (33.3% of those enrolled) were eligible for the SCE sixth
grade program. Slightly less than half of these (620 students or 46 .4%)
were served by the language Arcvs Block Program. A total of 157 other
students were served. ' About one-third of these stu. .nts (51) scored
above the 40th percentile on the CAT in reading; the rest did not have
CAT scores. Thus, the sixth grade SCE program served 777 students,

80% of whom were eligible for the program based on CAT scores, and

20% of whom were identified in other ways.

Median CAT percentile scores for those served ranged from 13 at Webb

to 30 at Read. The range of CAT obtained by students who were served
was 1 to 62 (see Figure“E-Z).

' (;’.



CAT ELICIBLE
¢ SCHOOL. CAT FLIGIRLE o SERVI?D' OTHERS | TOTAL NO, ABUOVE 40711 PERCENT OF SCH
SCHOOL. POPULATION | (Below 40th Percentile) No. b4 SERVED | SERVED | PPRCENTILE SERVED POPULATION SER
MART IN 220 119 117 | 83.5 1 128 i 58. 2%
T arbohTD TSRO NS SN SO T — PRSISE PP . ——
ALLAN 160 95 51| s5.8 1% 67" 3 41.9%
SRR N B SUSIEN E
BLANTON 484 183 11| 61,7 17 130 0 26.9%
JOSLIN 857 233 65 | 27.9 17 82 2 9. 6%
NN I R B I I i RO W
READ 545 88 69 | 718.4 4t 13 10 20, 7%
SRR SR . S Sy NI R e o
TRAVES MEIGITS 680 292 102 | 4.9 40 142 Is 20,9%
HAKER 152 90 49 1 54,4 6 5% 0 15, 6%
WEBB 18 217 52 | 24.0 8 60 0 8. 3%
o e s m ke e - B I R AR T L TR RISV PRSI SNy RPN SRR S - e ——— - P U,
TOTAL 4,016 1,337 620 | 46.4 157 177 5] 19, 3%

Figure B

-1,

Novemhe

r 21, 1979 membership,

STUDENTS ELIGIBLE AND SERVED BY LANGUAGE ARTS BLOCK PROCRAM.

School poputation (s based on

with CAT seores above the 40th percentlle in readiong from spring, 1979,

"Others Served" (ncludes stadents without CAT scores aml



'CAT PERCENTILE SCORES
scHooLs " MEDIAN RANGE
] MARTIN | 18 1~44
ALLAN <19 1-58
BLANTON 15 1-39
JOSLIN 26 2-60
READ 32 i 1-62
TRAVIS HEIGHTS 30 | 8-62
BAKER 18 2-39
WEBB : 13 1-39
AVERAGE 20.6 RANGE 1-62

Figure E~2, CAT PERCENTILE SCORES OF SIXTH' GRADE SCE

: STUDENTS. The median percentile scores
and range of scores of those students
with CAT scores and served by SCE Language
Arts Block teachers is shown.

Some students who were eligible for the program based un CAT scores were
" not served. Possible reasons for this include:

* The space avdilable in classes and the number of SCE teachers
was limited. Most schools used a rotation system. As students'
achievement improved sufficiently, they were moved to regular
Reading and English classes and new students were allowed into
SCE classes. Since these lists were collected in February,
some additional students may have been served by the end of the
school year. '

* Priority systems for students to serve by SCE varied across
schools. Some schools seemed to serve students closer to average
(Read and Travis Heights), while others concentrated on the lowest
achievers. Some, but not all, of this variation was due to
differing school populations.

* Each school was free to choose who they served, as long as they
were "'disadvantaged' students. Some teachers identified students
to serve based on other assessment instruments (Gates-MacGinitie,
informal reading inventories, Stanford Diagnostic), grades, and/or
personal judgement. Thus, in the process of choosing who to serve,
some students nad to be skirped.

f;()
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Some students (51 or 6.6%) who scored above the CAT cutoff were also
. served. This primarily occurred due to the teacher's decision (based
on other assessment information or personal judgement) that these stu-~
dents could benefit from the program. This occurred most often at
Read (26.5% or 30 of 113 students) and Travis Heights (10.6%®r 15 of
142 students).

b ) \‘

While it is legitimate to serve students storing above the CAT cutoff

as necessary, it does seem questionable based on the limited space

available in the program. Read served most of their students eligible

based on CAT scores (69 of 88 or 78.4%), but Travis Heights served only

- 34.9% of those eligible (102 of 292). Previous ORE research (see pre-
vious SCE and Title I reports) has found that those students with the

lowest initial achievement scores gain the most in special programs.

A comparison of 1978-79 and 1979-80 sixth grade SCE program participation

reveals that fewer students were found to be eligible based on CAT

scores during 1979-80, and a higher percentage of those eligible were

served. The range of CAT scores for those served during 1979-80 was also

somewhat more limited than that for 1978-79 (see Figure E-3).

NUMBER | ELIGIBLE STUDENTS | CAT PERCENTILE
ENROLLMENT | ELIGIBLE SERVED RANGE
1978-79 4,253 1,914 343 1-76
(45%) '
1979-80 4,016 1,337 620 1-62
(33%)
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60%- ‘ ELIGIBLE FO
PROGRAM

502- N SERVED BY m
~ PROGRAM

PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS

. 1978-79 1979-80

Figure E-3. STUDENTS SERVED BY SIXTH GRADE SCE PROGRAM DURING 1978-79
AND 1979-80. Numbers for both years should be comparable.

Eligibility based on CAT Reading scores from the previous

spring.

: W

This comparison reveals a narrowing of the gap between students eligible
for the program and served. It appears SCE is serving more disadvantaged
students with slightly increased resources this year. Thus, increased
emphasis has been placed on serving disadvantaged students.

Based on previous research, it would appear to be wise to serve the iost
disadvantaged students with SCE resources. At the very least, it would
seem wise to serve as many of those students .below the CAT cutoff for
reading as possible before serving any students who score above it.

This applies to a fairly small number of students served by the program
this year (51 or about 7%‘. The sixth grade program appears to be moving
in the proper direction.

E-8



: : Attachment B~1
79.18 . . : Co ‘ - (Page 1 of 3)

4 L

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
Office of Research and Evaluation

January 25, 1980 .

TO: SCE Reqding/Language Arts Teachers Addressed

7?4 LB ey
FROM: - - Nancy b .l nen, SCE Evaluator

SUBJECT: Students Served During 1979-80

-

"1 would like to ask for your help. I need to determine which sixth
graders have been bL'VEd by SCE redding teachers for any length of time
during the 1979-£7 =-vnol year. This past fall, the Area Directors
collected lists of those who were being served by the program. We now
need to update those lists.

Enclosed 1s a computer listing of those students eligible for SCE services
" based on California Achievement, Test scores (below the fortieth percentile
in Reading). I have checked (J6 off those who were being served last fall
according to the school 1lists. A blank form is also enclosed on which the
names of other students served should be listed. I would like you to do
the following: : '

\ .
A L3

1. Check through the computer list. Compare it to your
roster for the year. )
« Star (¥) the names of any students you have
served at any point during the year who are
not already checked. Use a red pencil or
pen if possible.

* A few students on the list did not take it
CAT (indicated by a sccre of 0). If you
served any of these students, please indicate
how they were identified for service (test
score, teacher recommendation) to the right
of the printed information for the student.

. - Make any other obvious corrections needed
on the list.
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. ,Attacﬁment E-1 .
79.18 - SR (continued, page 2 of &

. 2. Fill out the blank form with the names of any
other sixth graders ycu have served who are not
on the .computgr list. This list should generally
consist of students identified on. the basis of
something other than a CAT Reading score. For
each student, please list ‘their name, student
number, ethnicity, and the way in which the
were identified. ’

If you have anoth>r SCE teacher at your school, pass this memorandum and
the materials on to the other teacher whén you are through.

After the last person wiio needs to has completed these tasks, the materials
should be returned to me at the Office of Research and Evaluation (ORE),

Box 79, Administration Building, -I yould like the lists back by February -15.
Ny '

Please le: me know if you have any questiéns at 458-1228. Thank you for your
help. .

Approved: ' ‘
. Seniok/Evaluator, Externally Funded Programs

N | | N
Approved: \/‘?Z{’/{/_LL ,)7/ %&fﬁ/ .

- Diréctor, Research and Evaluation

<ZK-1¥!. /4glvvv€2-//

Director, Elementary Education

Approved:

NB:rrf ,
Enclosures

Persons Addressed: Kim Brown, Allan Jr. High
Kathleen Ready, Martin
Joan Jennings, Baker
Jane Whitaker, Bl-nton f
Marilyn Fowler, Joslin
Mabel McAda, Read
JoAnn Antrim, Travis Heights
Rosalind Levy, Webb

ce: Principals

‘(4
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SCE READING LANGUAGE ARTS BLOCK STUDENTS-~GRADE 6

L

L ]

Tustructions: Please 1fat {n alphabetical order any students you have
served this vear who are not on the enclosed computer printout.
thelr student number, ethnicity (see’cndes at the hottom of the ahect),
and how they were tdentifted (1ist test score {f appropriate),

Include

TRACHER

SCHOOL

_!O_A_MF. (Last, ¥l ;gt)

Student Numbev

F.tlmlclg*.

hurrell

Ident{fication Method:

Stanford iiiag,

Cates-Hactliniti

Other =~ — —
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ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

71



79.18

State Compensatory Education
Appendix F

COUNSELOR RECORDS
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ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

79.18

Instrument Description: Counselor Records

3rief descriscisn of =he lnstrumen=:

Bach counselor keeps & recovd of visits for students he/she sees during the vear.
Twice during the 1[979-80 school year, tha counselors tallied the number of students
they served through individual and/or group and classroom guidance sessions.

Thesa records were used Lo produce a summary raport of students served by coune
delors funded through SCE.

T9 whom <7as :ha ilascrument aduinisztared?

Counselors (23) funded by SCE.

gW _zanv 3ijies vias the iasctrmen? adminissarcd?

Twice.

“hen vas 2he ‘nsg:irument idminiscarad?

———

Forms were due February | and May |, 1980,

“here wvas sthe ingsrument administarad?

In the schools (Title I schools plus Winn).

“ho administered the ing=riment?

Self~adminiscered.

ahat zrainiag 344 zhe adminiscrators have?

Wyvicten instructions, plus questions answered verbally by counseling supervisor.

Was the instrument administarad urnder standardiczed :2adiz<ons?

All counseliors receivad the same instructions and gtandard forms.

w“er: there aroblems wizh zhe inssryument or he admiaiszrasion tha: oight

Sfass tse valldicw 3f.she 2atal
There was some uncertainty over whether some counselors counted each student contact
rather than each student, and over whether counselors counted only new students they
worked with for the sazond report. One counselor did not report the number of stu-
dents served in classroom sessions bv ethnicity during the first reporting veriod.
The validity of all data depends on the accuracy of the records kept by counselors.

avalined =he inszrument?

what celiabilistv amg validize 3323 are 3vailabla 3n whe iastruzent?

{ndividual school records for students ceuld be checked.

222 shaera -orn 3aza 1v3L.adla I3 iazarorarins the vagul:is'

The Title 1 Technical Reporz from 1975-79 reports the aumber of students sersed
bv Title [ counselors (who were funded through 3CZ this vear). Caulticn should
be exercised ia comparisons, however, since reporting periods, Jdata collection
formats, and procedures were slightly ciiZerent.

7
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79.18
COUNSELOR RECORDS

Purpose

Counselors at the Title I schools were funded through SCE and local funds,

The counselor's salary at Winn was covered by SCE totally. Counselors'

duties include working with students, teachers, parents, administrators,

and other agencies. The guidance services provided on these 26 campuses

are designed to improve students; school behavior and academic achievement.
"}9

An attempt was made to determine how many students these counselors served
either through individual and/or group counseling, or in classroom groups.
The specific decision and evaluation questions addressed are:

Decision Question D1: Should more emphasis be placed on
serving educationally disadvantaged students through SCE?

Evaluation Question Dl1-6: How many students were
served by the SCE counselors? by ethnicity?

Procedure

During the fall of 1979, the SCE Evaluator met with the Supervisor of
Elementary Counseling and Guidance to discuss the nature of the counseling
program and possible ways of keeping track of the students served by 1it.
The counseling supervisor and elementary counselors had designed two cards
called "Student Counseling Record" and "Classroom Guidance." The Student
Counseling Record was used to record every visit a student made to the
counselor, the services provided, and the nature of the problem dealt
with. The Classroom Guidance card was used to record guidance visits to
whole classes (see Attachment F-1 for copies of these cards). The only
change made to either card was to add "Ethnicity" to the Individual
Student Counseling Record.

It was decided to ask the counselors to summarize how many students they
served twice during the year; the first report was due February lst, and
the second was due May 1, 1980. The counselors were sent information
‘about the report and a copy of the forms duiing November, 1979. The way
in which the forms were to be completed was discussed at a counselors'
meeting held in November. (Completed forms are shown in Attachment F-5.)

The section of the summary report that ORE used was the Student Services
section. For the Individual and/or Group Counseling section, c¢. urselors
were asked to check through their student cards and tally ea.h student
they saw once undev the appropriate echnicity and grade category ‘vr the
classroom guidance sectisn, the students in each classroom visited by the
counselor were also tallied by grade and ethnicity (based on classroom
guidance cards and course rosters). The counselors requested a list of
the students in their school by ethnicity. A gomputer list of students

(
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by grade and ::thnicity was generated for the Title I schools plus inn
(those funded at least partially by SCE), which were the schools for
which such information was essential, The section for other contacts
was to include any student seen in a situation other than a classroom
guidance, individual, or group session.

The February 1l reporting date was moved up to December 18 when desegre-
gation in January seemed to be a possibility, This date was moved back

to February when a desegregation compromise was reached. Some counselors
had already turned in their reports before the date was moved back. These
counselors were told to include the extra weeks in their second report,
Thus, some second reports covered January 2nd through April 30th rather
than January 21st through April 30th,

The secretary for the counseling supervisor summarized the results sent
by each school, called and sent reminders to those school counselors who
did not return their forms on time, and dealt with any questions raised
by the reporting forms of any counselor. She also combined the first and
second reports to produce a yearly total report of students served by the
counselors,

Possible inconsistencies in the way the counselors completed the first
report were discovered as they were reviewed. These problems are noted
ir the Results section, ' The time and resources were not available to
recheck each school's raw data. It was decided to provide written in-
structions to the counselors detailing the reporting process for the
second reporting process, in the hopes that this would clear up any mis-
conceptions and increase uniformity. '

The SCE Evaluator drafted a set of instructions which she felt reflected

those given to the counselors in the fall. The counseling supervisor was
asked to change the instructions as needed to match those given the first
time (see Attachment F-2).

. Tne memorandum and instructions sent to the counselors in April are shown
' in Attachment F-3. As Attachment F-3 shows, the instructions were not

modified. It should alszo be noted, however, that counselors were not told
or reminded to crunt only those students who were »not counted for the first
reporting period. Therefore, at least some may have counted everyone
again, whether they were included in the first report or not. The fact
that counselors were not asked to combine their data for the yearly report
probably made i. less likely that such an error would be noticed by them.

Results

All of the 23 counselors turned in their first and second reports (a 100%
return rate). Some delavs in processing were caused by late reports.

The problems encountered in summarizing the first reports are detailed
on the following page.

~J
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* A review of the forms revealed rather uneven numbers of students
served across schools for both individual/group counseling and
classroom guidance activities. It was unclear whether this was
due to normal variation in the number of students served at each
school, or whether counselors did not complete their forms in the
same way. It was possible that some counselors counted each stu-
dent just once, while others tallied each student contact. The
counseling supervisor reported that counselors were asked in their
fall meeting to count each student once under individual/group
counseling, but not for classroom guidance.

* One counselor failed to tally students by ethnicity for the appro-
priate grade in the classroom guidance section. She just provided
the total number of students served by grade. The procedure for
filling in this section was a little more complex than it originally
seemed, which may explain why this occurred. Teachers had to check
their card to see which classes were served, then determine which
students were in those classes, and then classify themr by ethnicity
and grade. It was decided just to note this discrepancy on the
report.

The instructions sent out prior to the filing of the second report hopefully
increased the uniformity of the duta. The fact that some reports cover a
period of two extra weeks compared to the rest mus: be kept in mind when
interpreting results, as well as the fact that counselors were not reminded
to only count new students served in their second report.

Because of these problems, a decision was also made to check the
"Ethnic Composition of Students" report provided by Pupil Accounting

in October. The number and percentage of students who were Anglo,
Mexican-American, and Black were determined from this report for those
schools served by an SCE counselor. This information was used as an
estimate of the number of students served by the SCE counselors overall
by ethnicity.

Evaluation Question DI-6: How many students were served
by the SCE counselors? by ethnicity?

It geems likely that the SCE counselors served each student in the schools

at least once tnrough classroom guidance (11,424 students). This ineludes
approximately 2,715 dnglo, 2,323 Black, and 5,01€ Hispanic (see Attachment F-<).
The Digtrict percentages cf Asian and Indianm students is about one rercent,
z2counting “or about 114 of the Anglo students.

Counselor Reports

\

The chart on the following page shiws the breakdown of students served by
ethricitv based on the counselor reports. Complete information for each
reporting period can be found in **achment F-3.

-
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A = Indian D = Hispanic
B = Asian E = White
. C = Black (Anglo)

REPORTING PERIODS 1 AUGUST-JANUARY 2 JANUARY-APRIL
Ethnicity A B C D E A |B C D E A \B C D
-1
ludividual and/or 5 |1 103| 3791 3055 1509 g | 482239 2062 1052 | 13 {151} 6030 5117 | 2561
Group Counseling 1
TOTAL TOTAL | TOTAIL
8,456 | 5,409 13,865

Classroom Guidance 12 | 104 | 7480 8850 | 2881 31 10| 327} 457 245 | 26 | 146 9429 \12138 4339

e e e o

TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL

1,042 26,785

- — e —

Otherv - 29

229 | -~ | & 126 39 41 | -- | 54| 3068 7151 619

TOTAL TOTAL

210 4,456

§%

Figure ¥F-1. STUDENTS SERVED BY SCE COUNSELORS DURING 1979-80. Counselors reported the number of stu-
dents served twice during the year; the second report was to include only new students
gerved. The first two weeks of January are included in Report Period 1 for some counselors
and 2 for others. Counts seem tO reflect a mixture of number of students served and
number of contacts with students due to some uniformity problems.

-3
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In light of the problems discuSsed earlier, these data are difficult to
interpret. Based on the Membership Report for November 21, 1979, the
schools served by the program had 11,440 students enrolled. Thus, it is
obvious that at least some counselors counted students more than once for
at least the first reporting period.

Data for the second reporting period may be the most unitorm, and probably
reflect the number of students served by the program from January through
April 30. These data suggest that 5,409 students received individual

and/or group counseling, 6,854 students received classroom guidance, and
2,651 students received other services. Based on an enrollment of 11,440
students in schools with SCE counselors, this suggests 47.37 received in-
dividual and/or group counseling, 59.9% received classroom guidance services,
and 23.2% received other services. Of those served by individual and/or
group counseling, less than 1% were Indian, 1% were Asian, 4l% were Black,
38% were Hispanic, and 19% were Anglo.

The year-end report from the counselors can probably best be considered
as a conservative estimate of the number of contacts counselors had with
students during 1979~-80. In terms of individual and/or group counseling,
at lcast 13,865 contacts were made with students (some were seen more
than once). At least 26,785 contacts with students were made through
classroom guidance activities. Students were worked with in other ways
at least 4,456 times,

Pupil Accounting Records

Data from the Title I reports in past years have shown that nearly all
students are served through classroom guidance at least once during the
year. In past years, the counselors sent in reports by individuals every
nine weeks, and additions and deletions were cnrrected by computer. This
was not possible this year, since ORE simply received the total figures
for each reporting period. Minority students were found to transfer
across schouols quite often in a 1976-77 ORE study (see Publication No. 77.60).
Approximately 17 and 19% of the Black and Mexican American second graders,
for example, transferred at least once during 1975-76. Thus, it is pos~
sible that more than 11,440 students (based on November figures) were
served through the course of the year.

If it is assumed that between 90 and 119% of the November enrollment
(11,440) represents the actual number of students served, approximately
10,296 to 13,613 students received SCE counseling services during 1979-80,

It is difficult to say based on this information whether more emphasis
should be placed on serving educationally disadvantaged students through
the counseling component. :
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Attachment F=1. RECORDING FORMS USED BY COUNSELORS DURING 1979-80. The

top card was used to record individual and group counseling
sessions for students, wnile the bottom card was used to
record classroom visits.
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. Attachment F-2
79.18 : : (Page 1 of 3)

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
Office of Research and Evaluation

March 28, 1980

TO: loria Richards
ANCep Lpr ot s
FROM: Nancy Baégen

SUBJECT: Counselor Activity Summary Instructions .

I have enclosed a draft set of instructions concerning the "Student
Services"” section of the Counselor .Activity Summary. I think you
may want to send this or something similar out to the counselors to
remind them how to fill out the form. Please review it, and see if
it accurately reflects our instructions last fall. I am a little
uncertain about Step IV--I can't remember for sure how we asked
counselors to count students who have multiple problems.

Feel free to adjust this or incorporate it into instructions that
deal with the entire repor:., I will be happy to talk it over with
you, but it will have to be April l4th or later, since I will be
out of the office the week after spring break. Please send me a
final copy of whatever instructions you do use.

Approved:

Evaluator, External Programs

Z. .o / -
Approved: - Y e - /; Z . ,/’////

Director, Research ind Evaluafion

NB:mf

Enc.




Attachment F-2
79.18 (continued,
page 2 of 3)

COUNSELOR ACTIVITY SUMMARY

INSTRUCTIONS:

—

@

Second Reporting Period: The form should basically be filled in the
same way as it was the first time. Just follow these basic instruc-
tions.

I. Individual and/or Group Counseling: Check through each student
counseling card in your file. For each student you have seen for
either individual or group counseling, make ona tally mark in the
appropriate grade and ethnicity box on the attached "Tally Form
for Second Report", nt e _ nce, n

ow ma es you saw him or her. Once you have completed
the tally for all of your students, enter the information on the
"Counselor Activity Summary' sheet in the appropriate place. Re-
member to use the following TEA ethnicity codes:

A = American Indian . D = Hispanic
B = Asian E = White, not Hispanic
C = Black

II. Classroom Guidance: Add up the total number of students you
visited for classroom guidance sessions. List the number of stu-
dents by ethnicity and overall. 1If you dn not know the exact
number of students by ethnicity, please give your best estimate
(and note "Estimate" off to the side). You hopefully still have
the printout of students by ethnicity that was provided earlier i
In the year, and your school office should have a list of the num-
ber of students at each grade level by ethnicity.

III. Other: 1Include a count of the number of students you saw in a
situation other than an individual, group, or classroom session
(consultation, for cxample). Again, do your best to list any of
these students by grade and ethnicity.

IV. No. of Individual and/or Small Group Contacts with Students: Please

. list a count of the number of students you saw because of a(n) aca-
demic, behavioral, attendance, or health problem. Try to count each
student just once under their primary problem. However, if a student
came to vou for more than one type of problem, and you cannot really
decide which is the primary problem, count him/her in whatever cate-
gorles are appropriate. Then star (*) the numbers and indicate how
many students have multiple classifications right below the box.

F-10
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79.18 (continued, page 3 of 3)

. TALLY FORM FOR SECOND REPORT

I

Second Reporting Period

. Date
) Ethnicigg
i
o]
o
i
~
o] 3]
Pl b gl
=
o = o2 y] o))
- o 3] -9 o
U ol o ) o
5 @ — I §
< -} -
! A B C D E TC
|
K
1
~
. R
2
Grade 3 '
4
5
6
B | l l
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" & : ' Attachment F-3

. o (Page 1 of 2)
.?918 AUSTIN INDEPLNDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 8 .
Divisini of Instructienal Scorvices
Department of Student Development
April 11, 1980

{oMORANDUM

TO:  ’"Counselors

FROM: Gloria Richards

SUBJECT: REMINDER~=wwoceuaa. REPORTS DUE MAY 1, 19Su

I am sending you a copy of your 1lst report, please complete
and return to me by } 1, 1980. To save yvou time please
complete your 2nd report and my secretary will combine tnem
for your yearly report.

SECOND REPORTING PERIOD-=cemme—meeo
January 21, 1980-April 30, 1980
Report due in our office May 1, 1980

i
1

COUNSELOR ACTIVITY SUMMARY INSTRUCTIONS

Eﬂglosed is a set of instructions concerning the "Student
KLervices" section of Counselor Activity Summary. This
infermation is just a reminder of how to fill out thc form
accurateiy for the second‘}eporting period. Please call
me if you have any yuestions. '

ba




. | : Attachment F-3
(continued, page 2.of 2)

COUNSELOR ACTIVITY SUMMARY

LNSTRUCTIONS:

.Second Reporting Paricd: The foram should dasically be filled ia =he

same way as it was the f{irst time. Just follow these basic iastruc-

tions. :

L. Iadividual and/or Sreup Zournselia~: Check througa each studen:
counseling card in wour file. For each student vyou have seen Zor

either individual or group counseiing, maxe cne tallv mark in =he
appropriate srade and ethnicitv Sox on the atciched "Tally Form
for Second Report'. Remember o ecount =ach student just once, po
matter Jow manv times vou saw him or ner. Once vou nawve completed
the tally for all of vour students, encer the ino mation on the
"Counselor Activizv Summary” sheet in =he appropriate place. Ra-

memper to use *he following TEA ethnicity codes:

V]
a = American Indian D = Hispanic
3 = Asian E = White, not Hispanic

C

i

3.4cx

II. (Classroom Cuidance: Add up the total aumber of sctudents you
visited for classroom guidance sessions. List =he number of scu-
‘ents Oy ethnicity and overall. 1If vou do uot know the exace

numder of students by ethnicicy, please give wour best estimace
(and rot2 "Istizaze" o0if to the side’. VYou popefully stilli have
the printout of students by etnnicity chat was provided earliar

in the vear, and rour school office should have a Lis* 0F the aum-
ber of students at each grade level oy ethaicity.

ITII. Cther: 1Include a coun™ of the number oF students wou saw ia a

Q

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

4

Situation other than an individual, zrouo, or classrocn se
(consui:zation, for example). Again, co vour besL to List anv of
these students by grade aad etanicity.

IVe Mo, of Tadi-idual and.or Small Grous Confaces wich >5zusents:  Plaase
118t a csunt of the number of students “OuW 34% ZecAuse of a(a, aca-
iemic, behavioral, at:endanEe, or health prodlem. Try to couar 2ach
student (ust once under “heir primary preoolem.  Howevar, if a szuden:
came Lo rou {or mcre than one tvpe of probi=m, and YCu caanot raallw
decids wiich is the primarv problem, count him/her in whataver 23ita=-
For.es are apprepriate. Then star Y*) the nushers inc ‘ndicate Row
many scudents pave multiple :lassificasions Cignt doe2ilow the 20x

X
; .



79.18 Attachment F-4

i SCHOOL TOTAL BLACK MEXTCAN AMERICAN ANGLO

1 H

| K N 2 N '

| Allison 637 106 | (16) 508 | (80) 25 (4)

h Secker 618 71 an 436 | (70) 113 | (18)

!__Blacikshear 380 321 | (85) 51 (13) 8 )
Brentwood ! 347 L] (== 73| @y 273 | (79) |
Brooke 475 10 (2) 451 (95) ‘ 14 (3)
Brown 446 166 | (32) 99| (22) 203 («3)
Campbell 467 | 4us | (96) 16| @) 5 (1)
Dawson LS IR 395 | (68) 157 (7).

! Govalle 731 221 | 30) 484 (66) , 26 (4)
Maplewood 358 | 258 | (72) 56 | (16) | as 12)
Mathews, 363 381 (11) 85 | (23) 260 | (66)

| wacz 445 2 | (==) 460 | (99) 3 )

j—Sorman 260 | 233 | (97) 7 (3) - (=)

| oak springs 272 ! 249 | (a1) 21 | (8 2 ()

| Ortega 20 | 172 | ¢s4) 166 | (45) 4 (1)
JYican Springs 546 45 | (63) 66 (12) 135 (25)
Pleasant Hill 630! 63 | (D) 190 | (30) 397 (63)

LﬁReilly 270 26 | (10) 103 | (38) 161 (52)

| Ridgetop 205 26 | (12) 97 | wn 86 | 1)
Rosedale 270 10 | () 56 | (1) 204 (75)
Rosewood 96 87 | (31) 9 (9) - (=)
st, Elw 703 33 | ) 263 | (37) 407 (58)
Sanchez 517 7 | 597 | (c6) 13 (3
Stms 4071 371 91y 31 (8) 2 |

__inn 678 | 419 | (62) 52 | (3) 207 (30)
Zavala 423 10 | () 388 | (92) L s i

! Total 11,626 |3,693| (32.3%} 5,016 | (43.97) 52,715 (23.82)

| ' ' i !

chment F-4. NUMBER OF STUDENTS IN SCHOOLS WITH SCE COUNSELORS BY EPF-
NICITY. 3ased on "Ethnic Composition of Students" raport
from Pupil Accounting, October 1, 1979.

0y
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' Attachment F-5

79.18 COUNSELOR ACT VITY SLIMARY (Page 1 of 7)
SCE Counseiors an.v 1979 - 30
taar
No. of Counselors ,} Y SnaLenZs o s
No. of Principals 23 AesorTone Ceriod o
No, of Schools 29 to, 9% Tescaers T3
No. of Asst. Principals - A = Indian B = Asian C = Black
.No. of Head Te2achers - . (Echnicity: D = Hispanic E = 4
—_— = e —— WS N> Lo T o b A
rirst Reporzing Paviod
SERVICES PROVIDED Cara | ‘
. - - TN LCTTY
STUDENT SERVICES . : —— — e, —
- l\ "] ' C ' i 1 - I \ '.-‘\Lc \.;\JI Ao O
I. Indivigual and’/or < 3 ! 5 292 ' 443 il amQ
Group Counseling ° - 23 346 A7 g viaa
201 . 33 533 510 3 233
Grade 3 E 1 19 594 L 43 ) 1793
S P 8975 339 . 23¢ £330
S .= 7 331 393 - 277 173
Total S <03 379l 3033 1309 3436
II. Classroem Guizance X .4 30 11332 LT0h %39 I8A8 e
Coi_% T : S EN
2 5 19 1131 a3 a7 3733
3o 1 22 1268 515 1353 ! 5837
o« 1 MR D) 1388, 2.3 1830
5 1 1 | 7 1 933 - ;no0j a7 ' 294
Taral 17 104 t 7430 -+ 3850 - 2831 19931
IZI. Other . X i - : Q 109 ! b5} .9 132
Vo - X & ! 130 49 3 230
2 ‘ - 4 194 s 53 : 293
3 - [ 4 191 50 is o3¢ —
Sl = 1 6 1 252 A5 S 37T
S = 2 339 61 33 37
Total - 29 2233 302 229 1895
V. No. of Indivicual ; AACHre Ay Prpe e
and/or smai. ! Academic ¢ Jehavioval Atenuance ota T
3TOUP cIntacrs : | - { e
with ! 2096 | 7496 : 339 ) 770

studene~-

TEACHER SERVICES

I. Individual Consultation ! Teachers 514 Lantaces 3290
II. Group Consuitiag :
Inservice/Ciscussion Migs. ,  Teacihrs__ 489 Contacts 352
Small froup ' P Teachers 213 Fs-;:c:< 292
IIL. Class Jbservaszions , Ciasses 290 Jogaces_ 11i3
- i “ - -
vnlaase saceilw) o TOTAC L1303 TNl o TA3S. L
L L ——— LS LS. B e
PARENT SERVICES :
i
{. Individual Consulizazion | Parents 1521 Tontacss -
iX. Group Consulzation : daraence 372 conIacts 113
i2l. Other_ ! 743 =23
\piease speci. . TOTAL_ 27 TAL 3204
* U P = "~ ¢ Fime md s vt i AR A A - N
A=3-C~C-& sec atiaciedTsheat for definitions usud .0 0TI TLALoL crTAt.oLle.
** 1 School sent rozal for each grade level
-School checked each one--no numbers ;?..
' .




79.18

Attachment F-5

(continued, page 2 of 7)

COUNSELOR ACTIVITY SUMMARY

| 1)

First Reporting Poriod

SERVICES PROVIELED
Date

ADMINISTRATIVE SERVTZIES

I. Consulzarion wizh

Principal contacts 1468
II. Consulcation wiza Assc.
Principal v o contacss 450
III. AISD Special Service 4
Stafl (Supezvisor, N
Coordinacors, aet:.) || iersons 299 ConNtacts 1164
IV. Other | 99 361
(please specifiv) ' TOTAL 308 Tt 3443

'
. . o'w a8
1}
!

JTHER SERVICES

[. Cutside Agencies Persoas 193 Contacts 439
II. Other i 231 209
\Prease specify) | TOTAL _ 329 TOTAL ___ 648

CCORDINATICN SERVTIZES

-

L. Local Suppor: Team . 21
I7. Testing 24
iIT. Vision and Hearing
IV. Special Guidance Programs 22

V. Gther E 14
(piease Specifv) -

vplease check)

>

APPRAISAL SERVICES

I. Classrocm Juservacions ; Totals 342
II. Test Adminiszracion (Ind,) J Totals 452
III. Tast Acminiscration (Group) N Tocals 261
IV. Scher g Totals 121
(please specifiy) ﬂ
# Grand Total 1376
OTHER GUIDANCE RELATED ACTIVITIES (please specify)
SEE ATTACHED SHEET
5&3
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Attachment F-5
79.18 . (continued, page 3 of 7)

P. 3

OTHER GUIDANCE GUIDANCE ACTIVITIES \please specify)

Behavior Management Program

Third Grade Compliment Club

Explain personal problems with upper grade students

Editor, CTPGA newsletter

Voluntary In-Service on Stress (workshop for faculty every other week) by
December 1979-2 sussions )

Parent Student Group

Obtained Migrant Ciothing: 6 children

Obtained eyeglasses: 2 children

Worked to obtain homebound teacher: 1 Child

Obtained Cumulative folders: 69 Children

Sent academic records: 48 Children

Obtained Student numbers: 12 Children

Contacted attendance investigator; 3 Children

Issued shoe cards: 70 Children

F-17




Attachment F-5

79.18 COUNSELOR ACTIVITY SUMMARY (contdinued, page 4 of 7)
1979-30
Tear
No. of Counselors__23 _ (SCZ) Yo. of Students 11,327
Yo. of Princizals__ 25 Regorsing Pariod_ o
Vo'« of Schools 26 Vo. of Teachers 7a7

S —— S ——— r— S ———

’ Sacand Reporsiang 2eriod
SERVICES 2RCVIDED date Januarv o

ll

1, 1980=-April 30, 1380
oy ETHNICITY
 STIDENT S.SUICES « T TR T T TOTAL CONWACTS —
I. Iladividual and/or X | 3 ., 8 i 258 ' 227 } 128 522
Group Counsaliag 1 ' L 3 323 . 208 ' 128 878
2 3 18 i 496 . 348 208 ' 1071
Grade 3 1 1 6 + 565 ' 300 147 h 1019
4 - | 5 285 ¢+ 715 _ 225 1230
5 - i 5 . 314 1 264 206 739
Totals ! 3 43 2239 12062 10582 ! 25409
-. Ciassrocm Guidance X 3 10 C 327 ! 437 ‘245 ' 1043
Vo 4 1722 438 ELE 1138
2 1 o= ' 132 oiA3 1 143 ! 771 -
3 0 2 1 30 i 38s ' a0t no8 - 1413
4 . L 1 7 ' 364 ' 346 270 1208
s |2 v 4 ! 369 1 379 ;223 ¢ 1280
Torals | 14 . 33 i 1969 13238 1 1458 ; 4854
II2. Jther X - 1 4 ¢ 126 ! 39 6l i 21
l - ! 4 t195 v 79 ! 50 ' 328
2 - 3 252 ' 33 r Bl ' 371
3 - 1 t 251 - 60 i 71 : 383
L - ' 9 r 423 1 86 P72 : 590
3 - 2 I 576 1 96 © 95 ! 759
Tatals - 25 ¢ 1823 1+ 413 v 390 - 2651
Iv. No. of Iadividual | Naturs of Problen
and/or small ' Academic ' Behavioral At-endance '+ Health
gToup concacss i ! | |
wica | 176 | 4385 | 300 i 752
student- - : '
 TEACHER SERVICES ]
1. lodividual Consulictation | Teachers 721 dontacsts 5Ce6
IZ. Group Consultia !
inservice/Discussion Mtzs. ! Teachers 499 Contacets 90
Small SToud :  Teachers___ 260 Contacts_____390
III. Class Observations ! Classes 266 Caatacen 8.9
7. Other i 131 RG 7
(pleasa svecify) ; TOTAL 1386 TOTAL a7 3d

PARENT SERVICES

I. lndividual Comsulctacion i Parents 33439 Conmtac:s 2713
IT. Group Jonsultation | arents 3a2 cencacts__ 281
ixI. Other ! 229 536
{. - - - . - -y - - / -

(pleasa speciiy , ~m- e NN -y 31483

¥ 4-3-C-=D=% see aczzached sheet Zor desianitioms usec Iin Zagarmining etaaicicy.

{ K
1 - 'aii



Attachment F-5 .

79.18 (continued, page 50t 7)
COUNSELOR ACTIVITY SUMMARY ' 2. 2
SERVICES PROVIDED Second Renorting Paricsd

JaraJanuarv 11, 1980-april 30, 1980

ADMINISTRATIVE SERVTIIE f

I. Consultation wizh ;

?rincinal : Contacts 1530
iI. Consulrcagion wiza Assc. :
Priacipal ' ! Contacszs 402

I2I. AISD Special Serrica
Staff (Supervisor, p
Coordinators, atc.) | Parsous_ 251 Centacts

02
7. Other | 36 259
(please specifw) | ICTAL 337 TOTAL 2593

OTHER SERVICES

I. Jutside Agencies ; ?arsons 216 Ceatacts 300
il. Other ! AG L57
(please specily) ’ TOTAL 280 TOTAL 657

CCORDINATION SERVICIS

1 . ]
; (please check)
. Local Supprores Taam '

e 22
1. Tastia 74
1IZ. 7ision and Heariag A 22
7. Special Guidance ?rograms i L5
V. Other ! 3
(please Speciivy) '
§
APPRAISAL SERVICTS
<. Classroocu Observacions ! Totals 564
IZ. Test Admiaistration (Iad,) ! Torals 471
i3I, Tast Admiaiscration (Group) ! Tozals 1136
V. Other ; Totals 39
(please speciiy) |
! Tozal 227C

l Graad
W
QTIER GUIDANCEI RELaTZD ACTIZVITIZS {(plaase speciic :

(SEE ATTACHED SHEET




Attachment F=-5

79.18 COUNSELOR ACTIVITY siMMary (comtinued, nage 6 of 7)
1979-30
Tear
No. of Counsalors___ 23 No. of Students_11.227
No. of Principals =5 Reperting Period_v
No. of Schools =5 No. of Teachers__ 747

e ——— —— ——— e —
————— — ——

Yearly nuportiag Period

SERVICES PROVIDED .22C2 Ayeyse 29, 1979--April 30, 1980
. ETHNICTTY
I v
STUDENT SERVICES o R N T N SO N I S N (5} o] ¥ Yord
I. ladividual and/or R | 6 | 12 i S50 | 6890 | 272 ! 1330
Group Coumseliag 1 | 1 J6 , 989 1 315 ! 399 RBTY)
K 5 1 51 1 1027 I 958 1 519 ' 2539
Grade 3 2 2% | 1159 ' 751 1 377 . 2314
4 - 15 1 1260 1 1146 1 3511 3060
51 - 12 i 1145 | 529 i 483 2272
Togals 13 ¢ 151 6030 | 3117 | 2561 | 1386,
2i. Classrocm Guisance - X | 7 40 | 1879 ! 2153 701 4919
Il L8 | 28 " 1718 Jpec - &pn__ 5505
2| 2 D 18 ! 1313 1943 ' 1174 | 4340
3 3G 32 1 1733 ¢+ 2335 ! 851 3048
& | 2 | 19 | 1487 ' 1954 { 318 4058
s | 30 11 i 1302 ' 1634 | 493 ! 3676
Totals 26 ¢ 146 ! j429 | 12128 ' 3339 26785
1ZZ. Other ! -1 13 ! 235 ! 76 | 70 392
L | - | 8 | 345 ! 128 ! g1 ! 562
2 - | 9 i 446 | 95 ! 116 666
3 - ! 5 1 . 462 110 : 102 565
4 - | 151 685 ! 151 ' 116 967
5 - & 915 1 157 : 130 1206
Totals - ' 54 | 3068 | 715 . 619 . 4436
V. No. of Individual i Nature 9f Pvodlsam
and/or small |___Academic ' Behavioral | Atzandance ' Healcth
3TOup contacs:s i ' ; ;
with | 3840 l 11881 | 639 ; 1522

student- ; !
. e

TEACHER SERVICES
I. ladividnal Consultation Teachers__ 1335 . Cootacsts__ 10353
II. Group Consulting
inservice/N.scusiion Mtzs. ! Teachers 988 Contacss 1250
Small Group f T2achers 478 Contacts 487
11Z. Class Observations Classes 353 fontacts 1934
IV. QOther . 133 174
(please sveciiv) ; TOTAL 1431 TCTAL 12400

PARENT SERVICES ‘

I. Iadividual Consultation 1 Parents 7170 Conczacss 3399

IZ. Group Consulzaszion | Jarents TR4 conctacss 2Q4

21. Qther ! 1372 »Q4
7yt { o ! L.

‘d.ease speéci.y TCTAL 3804 TOTAL 5639

* A=3~C-D-E see attached sheet Ior def:iaizicns dused id derarminang atanzaizy.

Q
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79.18

Attachment F-5

(continued, pageé 7 of 7)
COUNSELOR ACTIVITY SUMMARY

[4V)

SERVICES PROVIDED

—

Yearly Reportiag Pariod
DateAugust 29, 1979~=april 30, 1980

ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES

I. Comsulcation with
Srincipal

II. Cousulzation with Assct.
Principal

«I. AISD Special Service

Stafs (Superviser,

Coordinators, atcz,)

V. Other

(please speciiv)

QTHER SERVICES

I. Cutside Azencies
2. Other

(please speciliy)

Contacts 2998

Concac:s 852

Sarsonus 460 Contacs:s 1384
185 520 \

TOTAL 643 TOTAL 3792

Tersons 4l Contaces 9
195 300
TUTAL 509 TOTAL 1305

COORDINATION SERVICES

L. Local Suppors Teanm

<. Testing

122, Vision and Heariag

i7. Special Guidance Programs
V. Other

- e &
L X X

(piease Sceciliy)

(please check)

43
43
45
30

30

APPRAZSAL SERVICES
i. Classroom Chservaz:ons

II. Test Adminiscracion (Tad,)
II. Test Admiaiscri.tion (Group)
V. Qther

(please speciiy)

Totals 1104
Totals 323

Tozals 1397
Totals__ 220 .
Grand Tocwal _ 3648 .

OTHER GUIDANCE RELATED ACTIVITIZIS (please specifv)

(SEZ

TTACHED SHEETS, Reports 1 and 2)

[ )
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Jtate Compensatory Education
Appendix G

RESOURCE TEACHER ROSTERS



Instrupent Description: Resource Teacher Rostars

Brief dJescriveion o€ the {astrument:

Roster forms wers used to list the names of students Sarved by bilingual
resourc teachers through Februarv of 1980, along with their studeat aumber,
sthnicity, CAT score, and home languags.

I9 whom vas the i{nstrument adminiscered?

Thrae bilingual rasource teachers sarving six schools.

!

HSow nany tizes vas the instrument idminiscersd?
]
Once. !

When was *he instwment 3adminiscazad?

February, 1980.

'"here was the ‘astruiMent idmizistared?

s In the schools. ;
!

“ho admiziscered :hé ‘ageument?
Salf-administered. '
Jhat zrainiag did the adminiserators have?

Short aemorandum witp instructions.

t

Was the instrument administerad under standardized condi=icns? L

Standard forms and instructions were given to all three teachers.

shere srcblaoms with the iasstrment or the iadmimistraszisn thac might
et e ralidie? of zhe 23ca?

|
None that are knowm.

!

Who 3eve.coed ==z in?:r::ent?

I
SCE Evaluator. !

Nhac vsifadilicr aad! walidier daca 3ire availiola sm the instwumens? 4
N.ne. !;_ -
i L
: i
i AS2 zhera 2oTm 2232 1w3%labl2 Ysr fasareracing tme rasulis]
1 Yo

A b
A Lo ads

lfllji:‘ oo S) :)
e Tt s S e A A A

.
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RESOURCE TEACHER ROSTERS

Purpos?

The Resource Teacher Rosters provided ipformation relevant to the
following decision and evaluation question:

Decision Quégtion D1: - Should more emphasis be placed on
serving edu?ationally disaivantaged students through SCE?

Evaluééion Question D1-7: How many students wire
seryed:by the Bilingual Resource teachers? by
ethnicity? How were students selected?

Procedure

Three bilingual resource teachers served students in six schools:
Zilker, Mathews, Blackshear, Campbell, OQak Springs, and Houston,
Zilker and Houston are not Title I schools, while the other four

are Title I. Original plans were to place teachers in the non-Title I
schools with the greatest need. The schools were actually. chosen

on the basis of bilingual service availability and need--all six
schools had no bilingual teacher but did have students classified as
LESA (Limited English Speaking Ability)., Teachers began work in
November, 1979,

S The names of the teachers and the schools thev served were secured
from the Local/State Bilingual Program Coordinator. On February 7, 1980,
the teachers were sent a memorandum and form (see Attachment G-1)
which asked for the names, identification numbers, ethnic background,
/ CAT score, and home language of the students they served during the

year. Reports were due back on February 29th. A reminder letter

: // was sent on March 4th to one teacher asking for information on students

// served from September, 1979 through February, 1980--her forms were
returned shortly .thereafter,

The names of students on the returned lists were checked against the
LESA lists by hand in March, 1980.

Results

Evaluation Question Dl1-7: How many students were
served by the Bilingual Resource teachers? bv
ethnicity? How were students selected?

A total of 98 students were served by the three Bilingual Resource
teachers through February, 19SQ (see Figure G-1), This total included

‘ 9y
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79.18

87 (88.8%) Hispanic, no Indian or Black, 3 Oriental, and 8 Anglo stu-
dents. .

o .
SCHOOLS Indian | Oriental | Black| Hispanic | Anglo TOTAL
Mathews 0 I 0 19 0 20
Zilker 0 1 0 7 3 11
Blackshear 0 0 . 0 26 0 26
Campbell | 0 0 0 7 0 7
Houston 0 1 0 7 5 13
[

. Oak Spriugs 0 0 ° 0 21 | 0 21

TOTAL 0 - 3- 0 87 8 98

A

Figure G-1.. STUDENTS SERVED BY BILIN@UAL RESOURCE TEACHERS FROM

J

y NOVEMBER, 1979 THROUGH FEBRUARY, 1980.

Studgﬁts were selected on the basis of their English-speaking avility
and achievement, Students who were classified as LESA (Limited English-~
Speaking Ability) and other students with limited English abilities

were served. Most LESA students have achievement deficits (students

in Grades 2-5 are not classified as LESA if their achievement scores
upon entry into the district are above the 50th percentile)., It was
found that 92 of the 98 students served (93.8%) were classified as

LESA students. A total of 68 students had CAT Reading percentile scores
available. The median percentile score for these students was 16.

G=4



AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT | ¢ G-l
79.18 Office of Research and Evaluation - ?;:;:h'f_eﬁf 2),

February 7, 1980

T0: Bilingual Resource Teachers Addressed
FROM:  Nancy Blenen, SCE Evaluator

SUBJECT: Students Served

I would like to ask for your nelp. I need a list of the students you
.have served as the bilingual resource teacher thus far this year. This
informetion is needed for a report to TEA concerning the use of State
Compensatory Educaticn (SCE) funds. Please list all of the student

wko have served this year (for any length of time), their student iden-
tification aumber, %heir ethrnicity, thelr -CAT score, and their home
language. Use one sheet for each school you work with.

Thank you very much. Feel free to call me at L58-1228 if you have
Questions. Please return the form by February 23.

ApProve.: _4__@
: Senict EZvaluastor, Ixternal Programs

: <:i . .
Approved: ,?14&2K24 ;;227 igz;izzzlg

Jirector, Research and Evslfation

Approved:

Director, Zlementary Zducation

Teachers addressed: Theresa Rodriquez
Josie Salas
Elizabeth Hicks Martinez

G~-5



- : W  Attachment G-l
i 79.18 . (continued, page 2 of 2)
] ' BILINGUAL RESQURCEZ TEACHER ROSTER _

Teacher Name School
Fd ’ "
Student Name : o Student ' , CAT Homg
(Last Yame, First Yame) Jumber Tthaisisy* Score | Language
. & o

* Tty a4
- -Ab-dj

3 - < -- 32 . ) [ Y] LN - - e
<aes: - = Americarx ~L3LAan, A S A3lan roriantan 3= .84,

T amanmd A " e LS4 T At A
- - o...bpauA-vg No- NLlice \ Ab.-.:)'
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State Compensatory Education
Appendix H

TABS TESTING RECORDS
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79.18 o
- Instrument Description: TABS Testing Records
s

drief dascripeion of the fagcrumert:

State :ooéipa reporets for the TABS testing wers used to ditermine the number of
students tested by the program by ethnicity. Enrollment and testing figures were
provided by each school at the time of testing,

- : -

Io_whom was zhe instrument administered?
All fifth and ninth gradars.

Yhen was zhe i‘nscrument administerad?

Fifth grade: March 4,.5, & 6, 1980 (makeups March 7 & 10). e
.Ninth zrade: March 10O, L1, & 12, 1980,

where was :he {sscrument admisiscerad?

1o the schools. Each school decidtd'who would test students and in what envi-
ronment (classroom or large group areas).

Who adminiscered =hu instcriment?

. Pifth and ninth grade teachers could not test their own students, but could test
others. Teachers, counselors, principals, and other qualified perscanel carried
Qut the testing.

“hat craiaing did-:ha adminiscracors have? . s

“ 3chool coordinator and test administrator manuals were provided. Also, school
coordinators attended training workshops conducted Yy ORE, and trained che
testars in their schools as necessary.

¢ | Has the iascrument adminiscered under standardized conditions?

All of the schools operated under the same guidelines. All elementary schools
tested for one hour sach on three days, for.example. Testing environments did
VArY across schools. )

Wers there »roblems with zhe instrument or the admiaiszration thae aizht
affect the salidiev of the data!?

None that are known.

3

Who_developed cthe {astrument?

Texas Education Agency (TEA) and Educational Testing Service, with input from
curriculum committees. '

“hat raliability and validizr daca are availablae 2n zha ‘ascrizenc?

Contact TEA. The TABS test was based partially on earlier testing (TAPS project).
Fleld testing of items was 1lso condvcted during fall, 1979. Enrollment figures
could be checked Shrough Pupil Accounting.

Are chara zowm data 3vailible IoT im-arsrathing the zasul:s!

Results will be reported for each school in AISD. Summary reports of performance
for each school district {n Texas will be available from each individual district
and considered public {nformation. Actual norms for Texas may or may not be
produce Statewl results will be published by September, 1930,

/11 )
/ }{.2 _1.().1
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79.18
TABS TESTING RECORDS

Purpose "

«

The TABS Testing Records provided information relevant to the following
decision and evaluation question: '

Decision Question Dl: Should more emphasis be placed on
serving educationally disadvantaged students through SCE?

Evaluation Question D1-8: How many fifth and
.ninth graders were tested for the statewide
~ assessment project? by ethnicity?

’ b
: Procedure ’

The Texas Assessment of Basic Skills (TABS) tests were given from
February 26th through March 12, 1980 in AISD. Each test coordinator
was asked to fill in a form listing the school's total enrollment in

~ fifth or ninth grade, and the number of students tested, absent, inval-
idated, or exempted (see Attachment H~1}, TForms were checked at ORE to
make sure the overall total enrolled reflected the sum of the other
numbers.

Forms were sent to DataScore with other testing materials. DataScore
compiled the results, and returned them to AISD on April 30, 1980.

A Results

Evaluation Question D1-8: How many fifth and
ninth graders were tested for the statewide
assessment project? by ethnicity?

The chart on the following page shows the number of students tested at
both grades five and nine.

H=-3
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ETHNICITY:

l = Indian H = Hispanic

A = Asian W = White

B = Black (Anglo)

’ TOTAL NUMBER NUMBER ABSENT NUMBER TESTED

ENROLLMENT EXEMPTED OR INVALIDATED ' BY ETHNICITY - . .
— ‘ i — 1 A B 2 W Jotal
GRADE S 4203 ] 156 13 | os 64 673 992 2280 4042
, (0%) 2% (17%) (25%) (56%) (100%)
GRADE 9 5183 214 . 380 05 26 768 1179 2587 4593
3 (o) (12) (172) (26%) (562) (100%)

o

Thus, 4,042 fifth graders were tested, and 4,593 ninth graders. This
represents 96.2% and 88.6% of the fifth and ninth gradérs respec.ively.
Less than 1% of those tested were Indian, 1-2% were Asian, 17A were
Black, 25-26% were Hispanic, and 56% were White.

Attachment H-2 ghows these figures as well as the overall results of
the testing at each grade level.

‘More information on the TABS testing procedures and results can be found
in the Summary of Spring, 1980 Texas Assessment of Basic Skills Results .
for AISD (Jublication Number 79.51) and the Spring, 1980 TABS Results
for Fifth and Ninth Graders--Technical Report (Publication Number 79.40).
Attachment H-3 shows articles which were published after the AISD TABS
repnrts were made public,

The Systemwide Technical Report (Appendix I) discusses the results of

the "Questions for Teachers" survey given to a random sample of AISD
ceachers., The results which related .o competency testing were discussed
in the TABS reports (Pub, Nos. 79.40 and 79.51). A coding reversal error
was discovered after these reports were released. The corrected data is
shown in Figure H-l nn the next page.

~

Individual item responses reveal some inconsistent views towards compe-
tency testing. While 45% responded that they didn't know if state
competency test results provided increased information beyond that of dis-
trict achievement tests, 56% felt the TABS results would be -helpful to

them in making instructional plans for students. In addition, while 54-64%
of the teachers agreed that there should be a statewide competency test to
promote students from grades three and five to grades four and six and as

a graduation requirement, 527% did not know if minimum competency require-
ments had improved graduates' skills in reading and math. Thus, teachers
seem willing to try such measures, but are not sure they will work.,

Q . H-4 ~1 ();}




Form 1 ‘

3. There should be statewide tests at grades
3 and.5 which students must pass in order
to advance to grades 4 and 6.

]

e

Two-thirds agree or strongly agree.

8. A statewide test of students' minimal.

"~ skills increases information about |
students' gskills above and beyond that ©
provided by the district's achievement

.'testing program.

A
Almost half don't know. Over one-third (38%)
agree.

Form 2

3. The minimum competency requirements in math
and reading have improved graduates' per-
formance in these basic skills areas.

Half aren't sure. About ome-third agree,

4. There should be a statewide competency
test as a graduation requirement.

‘Two-thirds agree or agree strongly.

5. The results of the statewide compe-
tency test (TABS) will be helpful
to me in making instructional plans
for students. '

Cver half agree or strongly agree.

9913y £18uoa3s

%
i i
o (as
g
g
A 4 ..
5 4 3
32 32 12
5 4 3
07 31 45
5 4 3
03 31 52
5 4 3
28 36 15°
5 4 3
10 46 24

2aa8esI(g

17

16

12

15

2

15 -
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02

02

06

1

05

ps

Figure H-1, TEACHERS' RESPONSES TO QUESTICNS RELATED TO MINIMUM COMPE-
TENCY TESTING. From "Questions for Teachers' survey (see
Systemwide Technical Report, Appendix I fof further infor-

mation).

H=5 1 O‘*
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Zs ﬁ TEXAS ASSESSMENT 'OF BASIC SKILLS 1980
—_ , CAMPUS IENTIFICATION SHEET
f— BEFORE COMPLETING THIS FORM, PLEASE READ THE INSTRUCTIONS ON THE REVERSE SIDE
. — . ' COUNTY/DISTRICT _ CAMPUS
— . 2 _ NUMBER 3. NUMBER
—_— (ISR BN
S— .{.SCHOBL NAME: : i Po 0.0 ggg ggg
S * t
— DISTRICT NAME: 308 308 392
. — 090 00| [P0
o p— P90 P00 (PP
— e P90 (0O
p— - ' P00 000 |0
— . : P00 PIO| [P0
) p— : P00 900 @O -
— GRADE 5
: {IF THERE ARE NO GRADE 5 STUDENTS, LEAVE THIS SECTION BLANK)
— 8. NO. OF STUDENTS
— EXEMPTED PROM ALL € NO. OF STUDENTS -
SUBTESTS 8Y S.B.0.E ABSENT OR 7. NO. OF ANSWER
o— 4. NO. OF STUDENTS POLICY 30030 *~  °  INVALIOATED " FOLDERS Va
— ENAROLLED (HANDICAPPED) ) FOR ALL SUBTESTS RETURNED
— OO0 P00 00 o0d0
—_— 00D o) Q0 0@
— 3Q00 Qa9 - Qe Q00
— PO = |ee9 =+ @00 H |oeee
— PODO ) PP | 000
p— o) o] oo, @O0@
— 2000 Q00 . 000 300
’ - ee0s) os9| - tcicle] 9000
- — EXIT LEVEL
e (IF THERE ARE NO EXIT LEVEL STUDENTS, LEAVE THIS SECTION BLANK)
. : §. NO. OF STUDENTS
¢ ' EXEMPTED FROM ALL 8 NO. OF STUDENTS
' SUBTESTS 8y SB.0.E ABSENT OR 7. NQ. OF ANSWER
— 4 NO. OF STUDENTS POLICY 38.030 INVALIDATED FOLDERS
—r— ENROLLED . (mnollclanequ : sOR ALLLSAIJCTESTS RETURNED
J— E@@@@ 00
—_— 00D OO P00 0000
—_— PO Q00 PP 9000
S QO - Qe @09 o]
— —_— ®000| [ (e <+ e <+ Iioeee
—_— 000 P09 90 |009@
- o) 220 00| 2000
— VP @00 O00) PP
-12-
e’
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/" o TEXAS ASSESSMENT OF BASIC SKILLS w1, tmo

, SUMMARY nr:PonT GRADE 5

¢ CAMAUS  ~ REGIUN 13 % DISTRICT 227-901 AUSTIN 1SD .
S
' ¢ 1065
[BASIC NOT
SKALS OBJECTIVES MASTERING \aciEninG
.9.1‘.'-.'“3 s NuUMpEn PERCFNT NUMBER .
t Geometne Termg, Figings 1731 43 2263 TOTAL ENROLLMEN? 4203
“Aﬂ 2 ‘nlerpret Pl.:o Value 2014 50 1980
Add Whole Numbers s 3 -] : -} ALL Number Exempe.d 158
¢ T —-g Subiract Wiicls Nuimbers 3%% ! 18 8%%9 SULTESTS ‘
"Ei 5 Mulnply Whole Numnbers §9 3 i 73 1062 Numbor Absent of Invalidated 13
Nunars 19 0 Py
M ﬁu%'ﬁm. ‘- 3224 81 0 . NUMBEH  PERCFNT
A | Solve Woud Problams v, 2350 59 1644 The following dats are bhaspd on
. I | B _Uniig ol Moasine - 3586 30 408 | NUMBER OF DOCUMENTS PROCFSSED 4042 100
, 10 Inlerprel Gaphs . 3391 85 7 803
& [ Y1t identdy Equivalent Fractions Y 2 2164 54 « 1830 STUDENTS TESTED 4
S 12 Sequence Numbers ‘ PO . 3115 18 87%
. . - - . Ethnic Compasilion
. STUDENTIS TESTED 3994 PREDICTED NRT PERCENTILE: 60 . . Amercan indian - 06 1 0 N
Y- - - - { .- asan . 64 2
N 1 Wientfy Man kina K . 2332 59 ‘16247 Blnck 623 al? 400~
“m A 2 is!acall Fan ltsrglmll ’ gﬁ 25 -1 ;6 1 Hispanic ' 992 w325
oquence Even 2 i 1 Wititg 22890 56
l‘ (3 .% Dnﬁwush Fact. Non Tacl 15’0 z © 2 3?%- . ,
A 6 Dsaw Conclusions . 2835 72 - 112 Elgibla for [1ee or Reduced .
D |6 Prethet Outcomas b 2264 5) 16 gi, Price Meals % 1572 39
. | - 7 Use Context Ckies - j 3154Y 90 4
N 8 Use lindon 3450 &7 506 Non-Enghsh Spoakmg 12 0
G | _9 usemnys. Chants 32§%~__%;_~___J!L. .
10 Follow Wreaten Directions 3 506 SPECIAL EDUCATION PIIO(:RAM SIUDENIS . S
i 11 ldenity Character Foslings . 3122 79 834 Learning Disablod 219 5
, _ . Emotionnlly Disturbed . . - 09 0
A SIUDEN!S TESTED 3936 PREDICTED NRT PERCENTILE 62 Sposch Handicaphod o 14 0
- Other Special Education 11 0
1 Spoliing 3787 96 168
W L2 Punctuation §22 g 5 g g 1 ggg 4 BILINGUAL PROGAAM STUDENIS 532 13
3 Capitalization Z Spamish
. R |77@ Correct Engush Usage 253 § 1025 Oiting Biingual 79 2
| 5 Spntence Strctire 3320 | 84 6§35
Tl 6 Commonty Used Forms ... ... iiiienieieseee e 3639 92.....0.....318. . TITLE | PROGRAM STUDENIS ,
! WRITING SAMPLE Regulas 456 11
"! Hamtwiiting Migr ant 44 1
G % Acryn’;lable % Hardto Read % ma&.me % Not ;lnlablo . Hoth 19 0
2
Organization ol kieas . " GIFTED/TALENTED PROGRAM STUDENIS - 76 2
Agop Response- Puipose’/Audlence
%NS’RI‘UJ %32 of 2 SRSf!IOIO *
STUDENTS TESTED 3955 . 1Y o6 o

10, - : g

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

81°6L

(T 30,1 9%8eq)
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

v.‘n
[4 I v
- - ®
“g . . ..
. (4 ) b
' = SMENT OF BASIC S S
' ' TEXAS ASSESSMENT BASIC SKKILLS . mav 1, 1980
PP TR ) :
SUMMARY REPORT .
ALL-STUDENTS . EXIT LEVEL
CAMPUS DISTRICT 227-901 AUSYIN ISD GRADE 9
- 1065
BASIC ; NO1
SKILLS OBLECTIVES MASTERING —  \agiENING
AREAS N NUMDER PERCEN? NUMBER
1 At/ Subliact Wiole Nymbers 4242 93 327 TOTAL ENROULMENT 5183
. M 2 Mulugly/ Divide Whole'Numbers 3711 81 858
A L. _3 Soive Pichlems ¢, -, = + 2445 oR2 1124 ALL Numbar Exempted 214
T {ise Fractions/Mmed Nos_ to¢, - = 3025 T 66 1546 SUBTESTS {
H § Use Decunalsto s, - v+ 3528 »? 1041 Nuinher Absent or irvalidaled 3180
E [_ & Solvu Personal Flnsnce Problems 21%% 42 2410. /
M Bolve Pioblens Usiig Money 3511 77 1058 NUMBER  PERCENT
A 8 Use Measutement Units 32690 71 1309 The ioliowing dala are hased on
] <9 _Use Raug. Propurtion/Percent 2385 $%__ _ 2066.] NUMIER OF DOCUMENTS PROCES.LD %593 100
10 Read Maps 3650 80 919 ‘ .
C tl Rouad Interpret Cha:is Graphs 3990 87 579 STUDENITS TESTED
S .
VSTUDENTS TESTED 4589 TOTAL MATHEMATICS 328% 72 1284 Ethnic Contposilion
American Inthan . 85 4
1 hienuty Mam kics 3449 7% 1125 Asian 26 1
2 Sequeuce Events 3308 72 1266 Blark 768 17
R | —3-fewowe Cause Filact ~333 24 . 1211 ] Hisgggic 1179 26
€ 4 Evaluaie Inlormaton 3621 79 953 White 25817 56
A 6 Distinguish Fact. Non fact 2899 63 1675 -
0 1..6_Draw Conclusiang J095 68 1429.. Ehgible for Free or Reduced
| 7~ Make Goneraluations 2752 60 1822 Price Meals 1139 25
,N 8 Folinw Wiiten Duections 4266 93 308
[¢] _9 Usy Pasts ot Book 2908 64 16t4. Non Englith Speaking 15 0
10 tise Rofarence Skills 4025 88 549 v
11 Use Maps, Chens - 3485 76 1089 SPECIAL EDUCATION PROGRAM STUDENTS
: Learning Disablod 156 3
SIUDENIS TESTED 4574 TOTAL READING 3299 72 1275 Emouonaily Disturbud 15 0
- 0 Speech Handicapped 06 0
1 Spethng 3903 668 Oihesr Special Educauoin 40 1
2 Punclsatan 3116 68 1455
W 1 2 Capugiramm 331 13 1214_ BILINGUAL PROGRAM STUDENIS
R 4 Coviert Enghish Usago 3030 66 1341 Spanish 539 12
] 5 Semonn Sinkchve 3733 82 . 838 Othes Bilingual 28 1
1 6 Commonly Used Forms | . e 70 A2 801
| WRITING SAMPLE 111 F 1 PROGHAN: STUDENTS
N Hantwiiing . Regular . 91 0
3 % Acceplibls % Mard to Road % lllegibla % Not Ratabie Migrant 74 2
[ ? (] 3 Both 0o 0
Organuation of idras :
Apptop Responsas Puipose/Autience GIFTED/TALENTED PROGRAM STUDENTS 100 2
%RSol40td %AS ol2 XARS i1 orO
2 , 59 39
STUDENTS T1ESTED 4571 TOTAL WRITING 2688 59 1883 11 04825 a0t
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Austin Citizen June 18, 1980

Are competency tests

in school good or bad?
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* Dallas schools
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- tests point to

staff failure -
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"Brief gdescripeion of the instrument:

Counts of studente served by the various SCE components during 1979-80 (by grade
and ethnicity when possible). Cocputar filse for English for Speakers of Other
Languages (ESOL), Direct Reading Iastruction (DRI), and Minimum Competency
Tutorials 3,:0 zearged; other filss were manipulated by hand.

To whom was the instrument adminiscered?

. < .
Computer files and filee developed by school personnel Zor sach nrogram funded
by SCE during 1979-80,

How Téfv times was the instrument administered?
Y

Once.

When was the i{nscrument administered?

May, 1980. i

Whete was tne instrument administered?

Office of Ressarch and Evaluation.

Who administered the instrument?

SCE staff.

What train‘~g did the administrators have?

Experienca and training relavant to positions.

Was the instrument administered under standardized conditions?

Some of the filas used were administered under standarlized conditions; others
vere not.

Were there oroblems with the instrument or the administration that might
A'fect the validity of the data’

It was oot possible to create an unduplicated count of all students sarved by
SCE this vear because of a lack of student naves for some cémponents.  An un-
duglicated count is available for academic programs.

whc developed the fnstrument’

ORE starf.

what reliability and validiry Jjara avre ivailable im zpe instrument’

Information vas verified with eac. program ‘ile of students served.

Are there norm data avatiable for f{atercreting the resgulcsg’

Yo. Counts could be compared to total served in previous vears 1{f dasired.
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SU-MARY DATA FILE ’

Purpose

The Summary Data File provided information relevant to the following
decision and evaluation question:

Decision Question D1: Should more emphasis be placed on ¥
serving educationatly disadvantaged students through SCE?

Evaluation Question D1-10: How many students
overall were served directly by SCE during
1979-80? by grade and ethnicity?

Procedure

The chart on the next page (Figure I-1) shows the grade levels each SCE
component was focused upon during 1979-80. SCE funded 13 program com-
ponents this past year, all designed to improve the achievement of
educationally disadvantaged students. However, the nature of each program
component varied--some were directly instructional, others supplemented
classroom instruction programs, and others atded student achievement in
more indirect ways.

Direct Classroom Instruction

The SCE components which involved direct classroom instruction were:

Language Arts Block (LA), English for Speakers of Other Languages (ESJOL),
Direct Instruction (DI), and Reading and Fundamentals of Math Tutorials (MRT).
SCE paid for 14 floating teachers in the eight sixth grade u,chools, at least
one section per quarter of ESOL and MRT classes, and the training of teachers
in the Direct Instruction method. 3

The CAT file was used to obtain a list of sixth graders eligible for the
Language Arts Block program on the basis of test scores-—these were checked
through by the teachers to see who was actually served. The Student Grade
Report (SGR) File was checked to produce a list of those served in DI, MRT,
and ESOL classes; the Direct Instruction lists were corrected by the teachers.
Files were merged with the HEW file to obtain ethnicity information. The

ESOL file was then merged with the DI list at the junior high level and the
MRT list at the secondary level to obtain an unduplicated list of those

served by these programs,

Supplements to Classroom Instruction

The Bilingual Resource Teachers assisted limited English-speaking students
in six schools in making the transition to English. Teachers provided lists

1 35,_
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. PROGRAM KEY
ESOL « English for Speakers ’ LA = Language Arts "lock
of Other Languages C = Counselors
D1 = Direct Inapruction BR = Bilingual Resource Teachers
MRT = Math and Reading Tutorlals TABS = Texas Mincssment of
SM = Secondary Money . Baste Skills
WC = Written Composition laboratory CR = Curriculum Writer d
A= A{mudlllo Arta Program P = Planners
' E = Evaluation
. ; ’ PROGRAMS
GRADE ESOL it MRT SM L[N A LA C BR TARS CR P Eﬁ-
K. __ 5 ] X RSP - X X X
X X
\ 1 . 4 —— = X '_'-"_1‘—"'3""'_-’_ X
2 _ . I X X _J__.._ L. X X __]. X
’ 3 . . X ox 1]l x X X
- - ; S
.4 } S R S 1_X X 1 X. X X
5 o X X ] X X X X
SN DU S S X } X N S X X X
. X X X X X I P X X
L8 X L X X S IS, S A | e X X
9 X X X X X
- — o r—- - -y —r—--..-——- - — = 4 —— -‘—‘
e X X | X X - — _X X
11 X X X X X X
— Y . —_ SUSNSIOD VSRR GRS SIS .
12 X X X X X

Figure I-1., CRADE LEVELS SERVED BY SCE PROGCRAM COMPONENTS DURING 1979-80, Some components serwt
students mora directly than others,
Liy
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of the students they served from November and Febfuary;zunduplicatéd
counts of the students served by ethnicity were then made. ‘

Counselors served students, classes, teachers, and administrators in
all of the Title I schools‘plug Winn. An estimate of the number of
students they served was based on the number of students enrolled in
the schools (each classroom was to be visited at lgast once). e
The Written Composition Labs provided supplemental writing instruction
to those students in need of it. The instructors at Dobie and Allan
provided lists of the students served. ’

SCE also paid for materials used in the Armadillo Arts Program at
Robbins. This incentive program helped teach students mathematics and
business skills. All of the students in the school participated; the
Robbins' principal provided updated rosters of students served each
quarter.

Miscellaneous

PN

The Texas Assessment of Basic Skills (TABS) project involved the testing

of all fifth and ninth graders statewide in the areas of reading, math-
ematics, and writing. Actual counts of students served by ethnicity

were reported in reports received from Westinghouse DataScore (a contr ictor
hired by TEA). All fifth and ninth graders were tested, except those who
were exempt or absent. A few tests were invalidated. A large portion of
the SCE budget and resources was spent on tasks related to the TABS testing.

SCE paid for two compensatory planners who dealt with maay aspects of
compensatory programs in the District. Some of their work had fairly
direct impact on students, but most was indirect through teachers, parents,
applications for grants, etc. Planners kept track of their activities and
the populations impa:ted.

The Evaluation component this year dealt primarily with the TABS testing
project and the collecting of accountability information for the ptojec{<
It is hoped that this work will impact the programs funded next year. A
list of the vear's major activities was .compiled at the end of the school
vear.,

The Curriculum Writer funded through SCE this year provided packets of

materials to teachers which gave suggestions on teaching Black history,
writing skills, and basic math facts (plus other activities). She pro-
vided a list of her activities at the end of the year,

Funds were also provided by SCE to five junior and one senior high for
attendance improvement, parent involvement, and ESOL activities. Estimates
of the number of parents involved in activities were made by the principals.

The number of students served was compiied for all of the components except
the Planning, Evaluation, Curriculum Writer, and Secondary Monev components.
It was felt that accurate estimates of the number of students impacted bv
these components would be impossible,

I-5 1.4 1
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\

Students served by the other program components were compiled by school,
ethnicity, and grade level (elementary, sixth grade, Jjunior high, and
senior high) (see Figure I-2). .

Results

'Evaluation Question D1-10: How many étudents
overall were served directly by SCE during
1979-80? by grade and ethnicity?

A count of the number of students sevved by each'componeht.by school
level is provided on the next page in Figure I-2.

The program shown in Attachment I-1 yielded an unduplicated count of stu~
dents served by English for Speakers of Other Lanugages (ESOL) and
Fundamentals of Math and Reading Tutorials (MRT). Another program was
run’ to merge the ESOL and Direct Instruction files. Figure I-3 below
shows an unduplicated count of students served by the SCE components
which involved direct classroom instruction-~-ESOL, DI, MRT, and th: Sixth
Grade Language Arts Block (LA). .

(29 - ’

. w| ANGLO
\ INDIAN | ASIAN BLACK |HISPANIC | (WHITE) NA | TOTAL
6TH GRADE LA 2 10 245 330 186 .773
JUNIOR ESOL and (overlap is substantial) o
HIGH DI 1 17 325 607 220 233 1403
SENIOR ESOL and (overlap is minimal)
HIGH MRT 1 84 206 228 160 2 681
TOTAL 4 111 776 1,165 566 235 2,857
Figure I-3, UNDUPLICATED COUNT OF STUDENTS SERVTD BY SCE COMPONENTS IN-

VOLVING DIRECT CLASSROOM INSTRUCTION. Counts of students
served by the Language Arts Block (LA), English for Speakers
of Other Languages (ESDL), Direct Instruction (DI), and
Fundamentals of Math and Reading Tutorials (MRT).

P
recetvad divect classroom instruction through SCE funds
twelfth sredes. Im addition, « large number cf zddi-
served tharougn programs. in grades K-12 that either

Thus, 2,357 students
in the stxtn through
Stonal students were

I1-6
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N : ‘ ETHNICITY
) . ANGLO - NOT
ELEMENTARY INDIAN | ASIAN | BLACR | HISPANIC] (WHITE) | AVAILABLE | TOTAL
Counavlors ’ L L 103* | 31,69} 5,016 | 2,601 ] 11,424
1 *Fatimates

Bilinguanl Remource .

Teachers 0 3 0 87 8 98
Texad Anseaament of )
Basic Sktllu (TABS) 6 64 61 992 2,280 27 4,042

SIXTH GRADE
Language Ares Block |} 2 10 245 3% 186 4 17
Wreitten Composition i

Laboratories - - -~ - -- - 13
JUNIOR HICH SCHOOLS )
Fnglish for Speakers of
Other Languages (ESOL) L o 20 1 70 4 4 99
Divect Inatruction (Dl)'[ i 11 325 597 219 230 1,381
Written Composition ’

Laboratories L - - -~ -- - -- 613
Armadillo Arts | 1 0 7 ’ 10 4 52
SENIOR HICH SCHOOLS

FEnglish for Speakers of . i f
Other Languages (FSOL) J/ 0 14 4 67 13 158
a

Math and Reading
Tutorlals (MRT) -} | 17 202 163 149 1 533
Texas Aadgegament of
Rasnfc Skilla (TARS) 3 5 26 768 1,179 2,587 28 4,591
Armadillo Arts i 0 16 16 45 18

Figure 1-2, STUDENTS SERVED BY SCE COMPONENTS BY ETHNICTTY.
Each student was counted only ouce in the total
served by each program. However, some students
were served by more than one program., Therefove,
totalling students served across programs would
glve a duplicated count of students served (indi-
cited by 2 marks).

14,
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gupplemented classroom instruction or provided other types of services.
It ie impossible to determine an overall unduplicated count of the stu-
dents served at all of the grade levels. ,

It is difficult to say whether more emphasis should be placed on serving
disadvantaged students through SCE simply on the basis of the number of
students served. A large number of students were served through SCE

this year. Hopefully, the quality of the contact can be investigated
. more fully next year. '

.
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Brief descripeion of ths tg;:run.gg:. ,'

The F..nner Records consists of self-veport forms filled out monthly by che
two SCZ planners listing their ®ajor activities, Each month, planner com-
Pleted a form listing major activities (those which took at least one day of
their time during the month), the population impacted by the accivitiaes, and
the end producet of the activities. _ . v

3]
To whom was the instrument adminiscered?
et ]l MNSTrument adminiscered
Two. SCE planners.

How many times was the instrument adminis:ergg?

g

. Six cimes.
. . .
en was the inscrument adminiscered?’

Iy

Monthly, from Nov mber through April.

Where wag :hé instrument administered?

Planners completed at their office or other locatign of choice,

Who administered the instrument?
200 acministered the instrument

The form {s a self-report fog instrument.

What training did the adminis:ra:o;s have?

An October meeting was held to discuss and develop the form. Planners were

seat the forms {n November, along with a sample form of hypothetical activities.
November was considerad the pilot of the form, with questions addressed as they
arose. No ‘major problems were encountered with the form, so it was not changed,

Was the instrument administered under standardized condizions?

Administration was standard to the extent that planners were encouraged to éill
out the forms promptly at the end of each month, and guidelines wars developed
for filling out the forms.

Were there problems with the i{nstrument or the administration c-hat might
atfect the validity of the data’? _

Some nonthly. reports were late. The accuracy of thege reports cannot be deter-
mined. If activities were not noted as they occurred, some may have gons unrecorded,

Who developed®the instrument’

The Office of Research and Evaluation, with input from the SCE planners.

What relfability and validity data are availlable an the instrument’

None.

Are there norm data availible for {nterpreting rhe resul;s?

No, although some rough comparisons cam bSe made with the 1578-79 log of
planner activities.
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PLANNER RECORDS

L4

Purpose

.

Planner Records were used to address the followihg information need:

Information Need Question I-1: What materials were de=~’
veloped by the SCE planning component during 1979-807
What activities were carried out y the planningrcop-
ponent? ‘ '

1
o

Procedure )
A meetirg was held with ‘the two planners funded- through SCE in October.
During this meeting, 'ways to keep a record of their activities without
the necessity of filling in a daily log with time allocations were
discussed. A decision was made to list the major activities and prok
ducts of each planner monthly, along with information on the population ,
impacted. Major activities were defined as anything which took over
eight hours (one day) to complete, .
The planners were sent.the memorandum shown in Attachment J=-1 in
November, which includei the final version of the "Planner's Form'
along with a filled-out sample. Planners had only ‘a few minor questions
about using the form, so it was not changed. '

Plénners were asked to fill out the forms regularly at the end of each
month. It was suggested that a good way to keep track of the activities
was to jot down the-activities on the form or on a calendar as they
ocqurred during the month. ) '

In some cases, forms were not received promptly at the beginning of each
moath (December through May). If the forms were not received by ‘the 7th
of the month, a reminder memorandum (see Attachment J-2) was sent out.
Monthly reports were reviewed as they were received.

Planners‘were also asked to update the objectives for the planning com-
ponent of 'SCE. The original objectives and those added in March are shown
in Attachment J-3. This combined 1list was then compared with the reported
activities of thé planners.

A master jist of SCE planner activities and products was created in June,
1980, Th& objectives for the project were listed, and the activities of
each planner were then categorized appropriately for each. A miscellaneous
category included all activities not specifically related to the objectives.
Generally, an attempt was made to include each activity and product under
only one objective, although this was not appropriate in two cases. Some

14,
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objectives do tend to overlap, however, which should be kept in mind
when reviewing the list.~ The results are shown in Attachment J-4.

-

Results

.

All reports wera received except one for April from planner 2. - Most

- reports were in on time, although a few reminders were necessary early

-

in the year.
i .
Information Need Question I-l: What materials were de~
veloped by the SCE planning componen* during 1979-807?
What activities were carried out by the planning com- s
ponent?

A review of the list of plahning‘activities and products (Attachment J-4)
reveals that every objective was dealt with through the planners' activ-
ities and products. Of the eight objectives, seven were clearly achieved.
The Director of Developmental Programs reports that Objective B (PAC
materials) was fully met by the September, 1979 deadline (before mon-
itoring began). Objective H, concerning desegregation videotapes, was
partially accomplished. Two of the three videotapes were completed; the
third was"dropped. It should be noted that these objectives were used

as guidelines rather than mandatory objectives. A formal application to
TEA was not necessary this year for SCE. )

The SCE planners appear to have done well in addressing their stated
objectives and in completing additional tasks.

.
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
_foice of Research®and Evaluation

" November 21, 1979

Toifﬂiyﬁ Joan Bhrnham. Kathryn Stone
. FROM:' Nancy Baenen

SUBJECT: Recording Planner's Activities

I have considered your comments and discussed the plannerls/form with
Jonathan Curtis. The form whi<h was the result:.is attached. I have
also attached a sample form with hypothetical activities listed.

Basically, we would like a brief description of your activities for

the fionth, the populations that were or will be impacted, and the

ultimate end product (or result or goal) of the activity, Almost any

activity has some ultimate goal -- I have tried to give some good

examples. "Call if you have questions; otherwise, try it out for
""November and wé'll discuss any problems early in December.

1" havc also attached a list of the program objectives [or the planning
component. I am sure these have changed somewhat since this past sum-
mer. Could you provide us with .a list of more specific products and
activities.fo} each of' the four objectives? Also add any new objectives
(e.g. descgregation activities).

Thank you.

: L= 6«’"’? .
Approved: _ A ;’-’Wtaj.ﬂm\‘f cenby
SeniorvEvaluator for Externally Funded Programs

[4) ’
Approved: ﬁdd; ~ iéébﬁ
irector, Research and Evaluation

NB:1lm . : A\
Enclosure

'1’15/




Attachment.J-l

PLANNER'S FORM _ f -

PLEASE FILL OUT ON THE LAST DAY OF EVERY MONTH FROM NOVEMBER THROUGH APRIL.

PLANNING ACTIVITIES DURING PLANNER
ACTIVITY POPULATION(S) | END PRODUCT
IMPACTED
L J

POPULATIONS IMPACTED (SPECIFY GRADE LEVELS:

1. Title I students 7. Elementary students
2. Title I Migrant students 8. Secondary s:udents
3. Bilingual students 9. Communitv members
4, SCE students 10, Selected district personnel
5. Special Education students (specify)
6. Written Composition students 11. Other (specify)
Q 1.‘)(,

ERIC e



Attachment J-1

73.18 ~{continued, page 3 of 3)

PLANNE?R'S FORM SAMPLE

PLEASE FILL OUT ON THE LAST DAY OF EVERY MONTH FROM NOVEMSBER THROUGH APRIL.

PLANNING ACTIVITIES DURING L& ¢%. 7,06 %2 PLANNER ¢ (¢ ¢ C B2 d-cc "y

QACTIVITY . POPULATION(S) END PRODUCT
" IMPACTED .
/'/;:L“Ct-')('p'l-é-;,(.- %\*—Ct—(/f / HL& ) K/ A /’:’(./ Le IFC 1)6" % CC ¢ '(;;-\ ::()"
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N _POPULATIONS IMPACTED (SPECIFY GRADE LEVELS:
1. Title I students : 7. Elementary students
2. Title I Migrant students 8. Secondary students
3. Bilingual students 9. Communitv members !
4, SCE students ' 10. Selected district personnel ;
5. Special Education students (specifv) !
N 6. Written Composition students 11. Other (specifv) 9
Q ‘ 1.‘)1
-£]{UZ e )



. 79.18 Attachment J-2

Office of Research and Evaluation
AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT

TO: - Joan Burnham, Kathryn Stone ,
-
. O ey
FROM: Nancy Eéenen ’

SUBJECT: Plénner Activity Forms

REMINDER.,.REMINDER...REMINDER...REMINDER...REMINDER...REMINDER

This is just a reminder! I need your planning activity forms for
the following month(s) as soon as possible!

)

Thank you.

Approved: g N m
Senior ¥valuator, External Programs

. ;i:' Z(/‘ N ; ic:'
Approved: - YLl ck\.

Director, Research and Evaluatisn

J-8



79.18

'Attachment J-3
¢ : . (Page 1 of 2)

co. Distc NQ. 277.901
Aystin [SD

SOET SE eCTion INFORMATION:  (INSTRUCTICNAL SUPPORT

[f the activities of Austin Independent School District are to be
coordinatad, a planning process must be established to systam-
atically address the districts educational and training needs.
Federal, Stata and Lacal programs must be coordindted so that re-
dundancy does nat occur, and the successful aspects if particular
can be generilized to others. In light of the new Titla ! requla-
tions, the need exists to facilitata cooperative planning with the
community 0 comp v with the new guidelines. '

Thears 1s a need to coordinata staf development activities for
various compensatory education prrsonnel so as to conform with the
new Title [ guidalines and to mesh cooperativaly with the local
schoal districe effort.

ey

ProcRam ORUECTIVES: (MIntmaLy)

A, From August 1979 - June 1980, ohe Compensatory Planner will be
continually invelved in all aspects of planning and implementing
of parent involvemsn® activities for Title [/Title ! Migrant
Parent Involvemen® (.- 0nent, which {ncludes training of parent
groups upon requer.

B, 8y September 1, 1979, the Compensatsry Planners will have com-
pletead taree transparency/tape presentations and developed ap-
propriate handouts for local campus PAC's additional.

C, From August 1979 - June 1980, one Compensatory ?lanner will have
coordinated and waorked with approximately 36 teachers that ars in
the.Writtan Composition Pragram.

D. From August 1979 - June 1980, one Compensatdry Planner will
coordinate efforts {n the area of staff jevelopment for :the
various ccmpensatory education personne..

[TEM S

The Compensatory Planners will work with the coordination of all
federally funded program to ensure their meshing with local arfor=s.
Individually, Planners will work {n parental involvement activities,
language arts activities for low SE5 students, <oordination of stafs
development and a wristan csmposition projecs. The Planners witl
continue tg review resecrch an¢ -~formation JIn effactive Dracsticaes
for working with low S2S studants.

Jats sutmttzzd June ., 1973




" . _ : Attachment J-3
: ' (continued, page 2 of 2)
AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
| DIVISION OF EDUCATIONAL DEVELOPMENT
~ . DEPARTMENT OF DEVELOPMENTAIL PROGRAMS

March 21, 1980

\

TO: Nancy Baenen _ _ '
FROM: 95 Joan Burnham

SUBJECT: Planning Component Objectives

§ -

As per your request of March“4, Kathryn Stone and I have met to discuss
" the objectives for thé¢ planning component. After looking over the

objectives for last year, we have ascertained that those objectives

are still applicable. We would, however, suggest that you add the

following additional objectives that have evolvaed throughout the year,

particularly as a result of the desegregation plar. '

1) From August 1979 through April 1980, one Compensatory Planner
will have been involved with the planning and writing of
3 Emergency School Aid Act (ESAA) applications, developed
to assist in the implementation of the desegregation effort.
2) From November 1 -~ June 1980, two Compensatory Planners will
be involved with planning efforts for desegregation, including
Title I/Title I Migrant programs and participation in the
Parent Task Force for Desegregation.

3) By April 7 1980, one Compensatory Planner will be involved
in the planning and completion of a Title IV Part C proposal
designed to provide parent materials in reading and social
studies targeted for parents of low SES students (grades 4-6).

4) By April 30 1980 one Compensatory Planner will have completed
work on the editing/production of 3 videotapes, cooperatively
with the Career Information Communications Center, entitled
"Desegregation: Its Effects on Children.'

Since I will be working on the Title IV Part C grant all of next week
prior to the spring vacation, I am attaching the March planning forms
at this time indicating that priority.

If you have any questions concerning any of the objectives, please give
me or Kathryn Stone a call. :
J II

Director, Developmental Programs

Approv

cc: Kathryn Stone

J-10



Attechment J=4
79.1 ) Page | of Y

\

PLANNER'S FORM

LT IR \,

PLEASE FILL OUT ON FHE LAST DAY OF EVERY MONTH FROM NOVEMSER THROUGH APRIL.

PLANNING ACTIVITIES DURING _NOVEMBER-APRIL PLANNER_I_._B_LM

Bk A
© ACTIVITY POPYLATION(S) _ END PRODUGT
IMPACTED ) ‘

OBJECTIVE A: FROM AUGUST, 1979--JUNE, 1980, ONE COMPENS %bRY PLANNER WILL BE
CONTINUALLY INVOLVED IN ALL ASPECTS OF PLANNING AND IMP NTING OF PARENT
INVOLVEMENT ACTIVITIES FOR TITLE I/TITLE I MIGRANT PARENT INVOLVEMENT COMPO-
NENT, WHICH INCLUDES TRAINING OF PARENT GROUPS ON REQUEST.

EVIDENC%gOF ACHIEVEMENT:

Planner 1:

Planning with Title I staff 1 ’ At-Home'program in Title I

for spring At-Home program | amendment.
(Nov., Feb., March, April). \\\_4
Attended parent involvement 7,8 Ideas for parent news-

session--Allyn and Bacon . letters.
(January). )

Meeting with Dr. Martinez ' 2 Offering of training for

at Region XII concerning _ Title I parents.

Title I Migrant parent

training during summer, 1980 : ' v
(February).

Writing of articles for parent 1l Draft of newsletter.

newsletters and preparation
for writing articles (visit
to Sims) (February).

Attended city~-wide PTA meeting 7,1 , Information.
concerning desegregation
(Februarvy).

POPULATIONS IMPACTED (SPECIFY GRADE LEVELS:

1. Title I students 7. Elementary students
2. Title I Migrant students 8. Secondary students
3. Bilingual students 9. Community members
4, SCE students 10, Selected district personnel
5. Special Education students (specifty)
6., Written Composition students gl. Other (specifv)
— -1?5};

J-11



Attachment J-4

79,18 ' scontinued‘ page 2 of 9) -

PLANNER'S FORM

PLEASE.FILL OUT ON:THE LAST DAY OF EVERY MONTH FROM NOVEMBER THROUGH APRIL.

PLANNING ACTIVTTIES DURING NOVEMBER-APRIL ~ PLANNER 1, PLANNER 2
ACTIVITY - PCPULATION(S) END PRODUCT
) IMPACTED B

N

OBJECTIVE B: BY SEPTEMBER 1, 1979, THE COMPENSATORY PLANNERS WItL HAVE
COMPLETED THREE TRANSPARENCY/TAPE PRESENTATIONS AND DEVELOPED APPROPRIATE
HANDOUTS FOR LOCAL CAMPUS PAC'S ADDITIONAL.

EVIDENCE OF ACHIEVEMENT

(NOTE DATE~--MONITORING DID NOT
BEGIN UNTTIL NOVEMBER, 1979):

Planner 1l:

Planning of local Title I/
Title I Migrant district-wide
PAC activities (Nov., Dec.).

Completed newsletter for PAC
parents and distributed (Dec.)

Attanded evening meeting of
local PAC concerning desegre-
gation (February).

¢

Planning with SEDL on presen-
tation before district-wide
PAC on use of television with
their children (February).

Planner 2:

PAC presentation--Reading
ideas at home (November).

7,1

1,2,9 (parents)

Two district-wide PAC
meetings.

Newsletter to PAC parents.

Information about desegre-
gation planning and
comments of PAC about
plan.

Presentation on March 13th
and plans for training

of staff/parents in the
future. '

Dissemination 6f infor-
mation about helping
chiildren at home.

POPULATIONS IMPACTED (SPECIFY GRADE LEVELS:

1. Title I students 7. Elementary students
2. Title 1 Migrant students 8. Secondary students
3. Bilingual students 9. Community members
4. SCE studen.s 10. Selected district personnel
5. Special Education students (specify)
6. Written Composition students 11. Other (specify)
15y,

" J-12




Attachment J=4 .
nue e £ 9

- PLANNER'S FORM
. PLEASE FILL OUT ON THE LAST DAY OF EVERY MONTH FROM NOVEMBER THROUGH APRIL.

. PLANNING ACTIVITIES DUR}NG NOVEMBER~APRIL PLANNER i1, PLANNER 2

. ACTIVITY ‘ ' POPULATION(S) END PRODUCT
IMPACTED . '

OBJECTIVE C: FROM AUGUST, 1979--JUNE, 1980, ONE COMPENSATORY PLANNER WILL
HAVE WORKED WITH APPROXIMATELY 36 TEACHERS WHO ARE IN THE WRITTEN COMPOSITION

PROGRAM ,
EVIDENCE OF ACHIEVEMENT:
Planner 2:
. Staff development (November). | 7-Sims Awareness of program and
: K-5 ' receipt of written ideas
10-Special Teachers |about how the program
: works.
School observations (Jan., 7 . Completion of monitoring
March). 10-Teachers at .or teacher participants
Pecan Springs, Winn,|and program staff. As-
Sims sisted in success of
program,

OBJECTIVE D: FROM AUGUST, 1979--JUNE, 1980, ONE COMPENSATORY PLANNER WILL
COORDINATE EFFORTS IN THE AREA OF STAFF DEVELOPMENT FOR THE VARIOUS COMPEN-
SATORY EDUCATION PERSONNEL. ‘

EVIDENCE OF ACHIEVEMENT:

Planner 1:

Set up meeting through 1,7 Awareness session (Feb. 8).
Region XIII for exemplary
Title I awareness Session
and received information on
other projects (January).

Presented at two meetings on 11 (representatives {Written information on
Title IV Part C and Title II from N and D insti- |ESEA Title II basic skills,
Basic Skills (January). tutions) grants, and Title IVC,

10 (those interested
in Title IVE;EFantS)
POPULATIONS IMPACTED (SPECIFY GRADE LEVELS:

1. Title I students 7. Elementary students
2. Title I Migrant students 8. Secondary students
3. Bilingual students 9. Community members
4, SCE students 10. Selected district personnel
5. Special Education students (specify)
6. Written Compositicn students 11. Other (specifv)
15

J-13 o




Attachment J=4

PLANNER'S FORM

PLEASE FILL OUT ON THE LAST DAY OF EVERY MONTH FROM NOVEMBER THROUGH APRIL.

PLANNING ACTIVITIES DURING _ NOVEMBER-APRII, PLANNER 1, PLANNER 2

ACTIVITY . .. - | POPULATION(S) END PRODUCT
IMPACTED -

Planner 1: (continued)

Met with Dr. Gilliam Cook 1,7 Possible summer staff
about training teachers to development alternatives.
ilentify and teach for differ- '
ent cognitive styles (Feb.).

Met &ith Rachel Warburg, UT 10 (secretaries) Alternatives for secretary
Bureau of Industrial Relations staff development for
Continuing Education Program ) summer .

(February). . © 5

Attended Title I staff devel- | 10 (Title I Information about Title I
opment, February 27th. teachers) program. |
Attended workshop of compre- 5 Recommendations for per-
hensive planning for Special sonnel training.

Education five-year plan,

February 15-16. -

Met with Dr¥. Jim Yates, UT " 7,8 Summer staff development -

(February). . alternatives. ' -

Met with Paul Kirby (March). 10 (secretarial Information packet on

staff) staff development options

via the UT Department of
Continuing Education.

POPULATIONS IMPACTED (SPECIFY GRADE LEVELS:

1. Title I students 7, Elementary students

2. Title I Migrant students 8. Secondary students

3. Bilingual students 9., Community m>abers :

4, SCE students : 10. Selected district personnel

5. Special Education students (specify)

6. Written Composition students 11. Other (specify)

— &

15:,
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. PLANNER'S FORM

Attachment J-4

PLEASE FILL OUT ON THE LAST DAY OF EVERY MONTH FROM NOVEMBER THROUGH APRIL.

PLANNING ACTIVITEES DURING ﬁOVEMBER-APRIL

PLANNER 1, PLANNER 2

ACTIVITY

BCPULATION(S)

END PRODUCT

»

IMPACTED

¢

OBJECTIVE E: FROM AUGUST, 1979 THROUGH APRIL, 1980, ONE COMPENSATORY‘PLANNER
WILL HAVE BEEN INVOLVED WITH THE PLANNING AND WRITING OF THREE EMERGENCY
-SCHOOL AID ACT (ESAA) APPLICATIONS, DEVELOPED TO ASSIST IN THE IMPLEMENTATION

OF THE DESEGREGATION EFFORT.

4|

EVIDENCE OF ACHIEVEMENT:

Planner 2:

Development of ESAA Basic
Grant--worked with Cabinet,
¢Director of Secondary Edu-
cation, ORE staff, Assistant
Superintendent, Dallas (tech=-
nical assistance) (Nov.,
Dec.).

Pre-Implementation Grant de-
veloped and sent for 1980-81
(Dec., Jan., Feb.).

Development and completion of
ESAA OQut-of-Cycle Grant. Co-
ordination with non-public
schools  (Dec., Jan., Teb.,
March).

8 .
Grades 6-12

ESAA Application sent to
Washington on Dec. 3, 1979
for 1980-81 school year.

Completed application sent
to Washington on Feb. 28,
1980. N *

(4

Sent to Washington on
March 31, 1980.

OBJECTIVE F: FROM NOVEMBER 1, 1979 THROUGH JUNE, 1980, TWO COMPENSATORY
PLANNERS WILL BE INVOLVED WITH PLANNING EFFORTS FOR DESEGREGATION, INCLUDING
TITLE I/TITLE I MIGRANT PROGRAMS AND PARTICIPATION IN THE PARENT TASK FORCE

FOR DESEGREGATION,

"

EVIDENCE OF ACHIEVEMENT:

Planner 1l:

Attended meetings relating to
desegregation (Nov,, Dec.)

1,2,7,8

Tentative plans for imple-
mentation of aspects of

POBULATIONS IMPACTED (SPECIFY GRADE LEVELS:

1. Title I students

"Title I Migrant students
Bilingual students

. SCE students

(@230 U3 JUF SRR S I o)

Special Education students
. Written Composition students

7. Elementary students

8. Secondary students

9. Community members

10. Selected district personnel
(specify) '

11. Other (specify)




e e e e AttéchﬁéqE"J:A"mm“w'“#

" PLANNER'S FORM

PLEASE FILL OUT ON THE LAST DAY OF EVERY MONTH.FROM NOVEMBER THROUGH APRIL.

PLANNING ACTIVITIES DURING _NQVEMAER=APRTI.  PLANNER. ], PLANNER 2
ACTIVITY : | POPULATION(S) . END PRODUCT .
: IMPACTED < 2

. Planner l: - (continued)

the desegregation court
order for the district and
Title I in particular,

Attended Parent Task Force ' 7\?,9 List of recommendations to
meeting (Jan., Feb.). go to €abinet. Reports
' from other task forces.

Attended evening meeting of

7,1 Information about deseg-
) local PAC on desegregation regation planning given -
(February). : and comments of community
. ' concerning the plan re-
celved. ‘
’ . .
Wrote brochure on bus safety .9 (parents) Completed brochure.
for parents (March). . '
Planner 2:
Attended Parent Task Force 9 (parents) Desegregation effort
meetings (Dec., Jan.). 10 (Task Force improved.
members)
OBJECTIVE G: BY APRIL 7, 1980, ONE COMPENSATORY PLANNER WILL BE INVOLVED IN
THE PLANNING AND COMPLETION OF A TITLE IV PART C PROPOSAL DESIGNED TO PROVIDE
PARENT MATERIALS IN READING AND SOCIAL STUDIES TARGETED FOR PARENTS OF LOW SES
STUDENTS (GRADES 4-6). .
. EVIDENCE OF ACHIEVEMENT:
Planner 1: . _ ; ) &“\\qg
Initial plannfng fog'Title IV, 1 Perspectus approved by
Part C Grant on parehting . board to develop grant,

materials (February).
POPULATIONS IMPAGTED (SPECIFY GRADE LEVELS:

1., Title I students 7. Elementary students

2. Title I Migrant students 8. Secondary students

J. Bilingual sthdents 9. Community members

4+, SCE students 10, Selected district personnel
5. Special Education students (specify)

6., Written Composition students 11. Othef (specify)

-(f)(l
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o , - Attachment J-4 ' -
w’
PLANNER'S FORM |

»

PLEA§E_FILL OUT ON THE LAST DAY OF EVERY MONTH FROM NOVEMBER. THROUGH APRIL. .

‘PLANNING ACTIVITIES DURING NOVEMBER-APRIL  PLANNER ], PLANNER 2

. ACTIVITY PQPUTATION(S) END PRODUCT
- IMPACTED

Planner 1: (confinued)

Development and planning of 7 Title IVC Grant for de-

Title IV, Part C Grant (March) veloping parent materials
: \ v . in reading/social studies.

Presentation to Cabinet of - 1,7 Completed grant entitled

Title IVC Grant (April). "Improvement of Basic
o . Skills for Educationally

. : Disad¥antaged Students".

OBJECTIVE H: BY APRIL 30, 1980, ONE COMPENSATORY PLANNER WILL HAVE COMPLETED
WORK ON THE EDITING AND PRODUCTION OF THREE VIDEOTAPES, COOPERATIVELY WITH THE
. CAREER INFORMATION COMMUNICATIONS CENTER, ENTITLED 'DESEGREGATION: ITS EFFECTS

ON CHILDREN".

PY 2

EVIDENCE OF ACHIEVEMENT:

Planner 1:

Arranged for videotaping of
Dr. Jimenez's presentation and
worked with Career Information
Center staff to edit and
narrate tape for d@segregation
purposes (Jan., Feb.).

1,7,8 Edited videotape.

Three previewing sessions
held during March.

Arranged viewing of videotape
of Dr. Jimenez at Parent Task |10 (principals,

Force, for central staff, and administrators)
for local campuses/PTA (March) ?R

9 (parents)

POPULATIONS IMPACTED (SPECIFY GRADE LEVELS:

1. Title I students 7. Elementary students

2. Title I Migrant students 8. Secondary students

3. Bilingual students 9. Community members

4. SCE students '10. Selected district personnel
S. Special Education students (speeify)

6. Written Composition students 11L1?ther (specify)

J=-17
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PLANNER'S FORM

- ~
PLEASE FILL QUT dgifﬁi LAST DAY OF EVERY MONTHE FROM NOVEMBER THROUGH APRIL.
PLANNER 1, PLANNER 2

PLANNING ACTIVITIES DURING _ NOVEMBER-APRIL

Attachment J=-4
n e 8

ACTIVITY

3

POPULATION(S)
IMPACTED

'END PRODUCT

MISCELLANEQUS: ACTIVITIES NOT SPECIFICALLY COVERED BY MINIMAL OBJECIIVES.

Planner 1:

Attended conference on problems
of juvenile runaways (November)

Attended National Diffusion
Network (NDN) Conference in
Oklahoma City (pece@ber).

Attended workshop on programs
validated by the NDN, Region
XI1I1 (February).

Attended meeting on coordina-
tion of delivery of services
to children (January).

Department of Human Resources-
Attended mid-winter conference
of TASA (January).

Meetings concerning follow-
through for the Title I
reading program in the arts
(February).

Awareness session for Waterloo
Follow-Through program (Feb.).

Monitored ITBS, Allan Jr. High
(Febr.ary).

1,7

7,8,9

1,7

Recommendations on better
delivery of services to
juveniles.

Informapion about Title I
exemplary projects.

Awareness session to follow
up a session on the
Waterloo Follow~Through
topic. '

Planning document on
interagency cooperation.

Information related to
staff on different federal
and state programs.

Plans for possible imple~
‘| mentation of the program.

Possible pilot program for
1980~81 school year.

Monitored testing, com-
pleted questionnaire.

t

POPULATIONS IMPACTED (SPECIFY GRADE LEVELS:

Title I studeats

Title T Migrant students
Bilingual students

SCE students

Special Educaticn students

[s N BRSNS N

. Written Composition studeants

7. Elementary students
8. Secondary students
9, Community members
10. Selected district personnel
(specify)
11. Other (specify)

e E—
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' ' Attachment u~4 -
- tinue age2 9 of

PLANNER'S FORM
'PLEASE FILL OUT ON THE LAST DAY OF EVERY MONTH FROM NOVEMBER THROUGH APRIL.

PLANNING ACTIVITIES DURING _ NOVEMBER-APRIL PLANNER ), PLANNER 2
: * -
"ACTIVITY » : POPULATION(S) END PRODUCT' ‘

IMPACTED

‘Planner l: (continued)

> Worked with elementary'teacher 1 Tentative planning under”
and Regional Service Center to way.
plan for Title I reading pro- >

gram through the arts (April).

POPULATIONS IMPACTED (SPECIXY GRADE LEVELS:

1. Title I students 7. Elementary students
2. Title I Migrant students 8. Secondary students
3. Biliagual students 9., Commuunity members
4, SCE students 1G. Selected district personnel
5. Special Education students (specify)
6. Written Composition students 11. Other (specify)
N -

J-19 ] 6,’,
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ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
~

[y

Al

’ h 3 " .
Srie dess ign of the {nscrument: : -,

Eva. tion Records were used to develop a list of the ma:ntiald and/or
ac:ivicics developad by :ho evaluation component of SCE duridg 1979-60.
( .

1
Y

J

Is w&on 783 the iastrument administaved?

SCE livaluacor. 4

¢

Continuously, but informarion éas compiled durin May, 1980,

When sas zhe imstrument adminiscered?
- -

May, 1980.

r * ‘ : /—\
ghere vas the instrument administaved? _ ;
Office of Research and/Evaluation. ' , —

£

Who administarad.the 4 st-uncn:’ J

€ . .
seLt-adutn1¥pged (SCE Evaluator).

- What traiatag did She admiaiscrators have?

Experience appropriate to position. No special training for this task.

Has the instrumernt adniniscevs=d under scandariized conditions?

Not applicable,

Aers chere crcblams vih the iascIument o the adminiscration thac aizhe
asiecs tne validizy 37 =he data?

s -
No.

“ho developed zae {asctrumence?

SCE Evaluator.

That raiiasilin. and rqlidise 4aza 1ra 3avaslabla an sShe izgcriment?

ORE publications list could »e checked.

Af® thawa ovm 1333 At2L_32.3 I LnTaTIvaen

Only in nne sensa that reports sraduced this vear could bYe :ompared o rhose -

of previous vears.

1y,

7

i
1
i
1
{
{
!
!

-

(2]
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<. ' : EVALUATION %FCORDS

’

. f ‘ Purpose

’ - N / ‘.
. Evaluation Recordsfand Documents were accessed to tain information

relevant to the following information need:

.0 Igfbmmation Need Question I-l: What materials and/or
5 -, actflvities were developed by the SCE evaluation com-

s & “Nponens _during 1979-80?

v

N

Procedure
[4
Puring May, 1980, .the SCE Evaluator simply made a list of the major
materials and/or activities carried out since September 1, 1979. This
included some pfojects that were still in progress in May, but would
be completed by June 30, 1980. -

. 7
\ . *. A .
- K . N !
. - 2

~ : Results ' -
-r . !

Information Need Question I-2: What materials and/or activities were
developed by the SGE evaluation compgnent during 19v9-807?

A list of the Ezﬂgg materials and gctivities developed or carried out
between Septembfr 1, 1979 and June®30, 1980 is shown in Figure K-l.

As Figure K-1 shows, major activities revolved aroun< the preparation o
of reports concerning the use of SCE funds during 1979-80, the organi-""
zation of the Texas Assessment of Basic Skills (TABS) testing for AISD,
and the preparation of reports regarding the TABS testing. .

ht]
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DATE

ACTIVITY

™
1

PRODUCT

-3

Fall, 1979

Fall-Spring, 1979-80

FYY
——

Fall-Spring, 1979-80

ol

~Es

8pring-Summer, 1980 -
Spring, 1980 °
Spring, 1980

Spring-Summer, 1980

Spring-Summer, 1980

Development and finalizing of
Evaluation Design.

Carrvying out of evaluation
activities listed in design.

Organizing Texas Assessment

of Basic Skills (TABS) testing
of 5th and 9th graders in AISD.
Acting as liaison between AISD
and TEA. :

Participation with other SCE
staff in preparation of TEA
report, :

Preparation of TABS summary
report.,

Preparation of TABS technical
report.

Preparation of SCE Final
Report.

Preparation of SCE Final Tech-
nical Report.

valygtion De n l -
State QOmpensatory Education
(Pub. No. 79.08).

Information gathered on
students served by SCE
during 1979-80.

Completion of student TABS
competency testing.

TEA report on SCE 1979-80
activities.

sy

Summary of Spring, 1980 TABS

Results for AISD (Pub. No.
79051)-

Spring, 1980 TABS Results
for Fifth and Ninth Graders
--Technical Report (Pub. No.
79.40).

SCE Fiual Report.

State Compensatory Lducation

1979-80 Final Technical
Report (Pub., No. 79.18).

Figure K-1,

STATE COMPENSATORY EDUC'TION (SCE) EVALUATION ACTIVITIES.

Lists mate-~

rials and activities developed between September 1, 1979 and

June 30,

1980.
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- 3vief degcripeion of the inserument:

e — The Curriculum Writer for SCE compiled a list of the materials she developed
for SCE from September ., 1979 to May 10, 1980 (including projects in prog-
ress).,

Io whom was ths instrument administared?

The Curriculum Wricer for SCE.

How zagy :izes vas the i{astrument idministered?
Once.

Wnen 7vas tha ‘nstrement adni:ig:gted?
april 30, 1980,

Where w#ag =he {asfrument idministered?

Location of Curriculum Writer's choice.

Who adminiscarad the {astrument’?

Self-administered.

aistyators have?

Short written instructions.

“as =he instriment administersd under standariized condiciang?

No.

Ware there srsplems wizh the {nseriment Jr Sne idministracidn zhas aizht
affecs =he valLidizv of =he data!

Yo.

aho deve’oved the {astrmert’?

SCE Evaluator.

shat val-ab:iliz7 3ad vvalisizv d3ca are avarlidle 31 che izgcrimens’

None,
1
, {
4
2% Thera Sorm 1373 2121313003 SIv o otarsrasInz tnd rasults ]
-
[ No
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CURRICULUM WRITER RECORDS

Purpose

The Curriculum Writer Records were tapped to obtain information relevant
to the following information need:

Information Need Question I-3: What materials were developed
by the SCE Curriculum Writer during 1979-80?

Procedure

On May 19, 1980, a memo was sent to the SCE Curriculum Writer asking
for a list of materials developed by the Curriculum Writer during 1979-80
(see Attachment '.~1). The completed list was returned on May 22,

Results

The list of materials developed by the SCE Curriculum Writer is shown
on the form in Attachment L-2, Other activities and duties of the
Curriculum Writer during 1979-80 are shown in Attachment L-3,

As Attachments 2 and 3 show, materials primarily affect elementary stu-

dents. Most activities and materials focus on social studies, writing,
and math, )

17
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Attaéhment L-1
79.18 _ (Page 1 of 2)

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
Office of Research and Evaluation

May 19, 1980

TO: Darlene Westbrook
N

FROM: ancy Baenen

SUBJECT: Accivities as Curriculum Writer

As we discussed earlier this spring, I need a list of the materials
you have developed this year as the SCE Curriculum Writer for the SCE
report. I have attached forms to fill in. I simply need the title
of the report, brochure, unit, or other material, a brief description
of the material, the date it was completed, and the intended users
(population impacted). I realize you will probably use only a few of
the population categories listed--please make sure you mention the
grade level if materials were specific to one or two grades. I have
filled in one example which should help.

Please return the form by May 29. Thank you verwv much.

-
Approved: ;7?'/"2’60 M‘-\/

Director, Research and B#aluation

NB:mf

Enc,
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CURRICULUM WRITER FORM
INCLUDE ALL MATERIALS COMPLETED OR EXPECTED T0 BE COMPLETED BY JUNE 1, 1980,
. ' .
| . BRIEF | DATE
PRODUCT _ {__ DESCRIPTION - COMPLETED - POPULATIONS, IMPACTED*
SAMPLE: ’
"Mexico-~Its People Social atudleu.Lnlr coveriug soclal customs 12/79 7 (Grade 5)
and Customs' of Mexican people today.
e
0
(V3]
~ P
0
o rn
oop
i
L o
o 3
oo
J -
e J e — g 7
*POPULATIONS IMPACTFD (Speclify grade levels) 0 g
1. Title I Students 6, MWHriiten Composition Students o(g
2. Title T Migrant Students 7. Elementary Students
3. Bilingual Students 8. Secondary Students r
4. SCE Students 9. Commun{ty Members (o
5. Special Educatfon Students 10,  Selected District Personnel (specify) i
11, Other (specify) N
e’

S Ve of B 175
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CURRICULUM WRITER FORM ‘

[NCLUDE ALL MATERIALS COMPLETED O EXVECTED TO BE COUPLEFED BY JUNE t, 1980.

bed

bRODUCE

"Black History"

BRICF
_ _DESCRIPTION _

Informational packet containing background for
the teacher and references to additional re-

sources alona with teaching suggestions for 1/80
primary and intermediate grades

DATE

"Get on the Write
Track" - Develop-
ing Hritten Compo-
sition Skills

e s e s e —————— e

leaching sugyestions for *developing form and
fluency using content area material 4/80

"Shapping for an

-

Packet of teaching suggestions to provide

Idea - Try Catalog | additional practice with basic math facts 3/80
Math" using the cataloq
>

_COWLEER

?

. POPMIALIONS INPAC ip*

7 (Grades X-6)

o - ——— 4 ——— e e e

7 (Grades 1-2-3)

7 {Grade 3)

APUPHLATIONS DIPACTED (Spectfy grade levels)
Title 1 Students Co
Title T Migrant Students

Bltiapnal Sctudents

SCE Staulents

Speclal Flueatlon Stulentg

SN N -

-
-

WO~

P
-
.

Wirltten Composltion Students
Elewment ary Students
Seeomdiry Students

Coommunlty Hembet s

Selected BDIgttlet Pessonncel (specily)

Other (spectiy)

175

—
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79.18 - Attachment L-3

gl

Duties Performed 1979-80 School Year
assisted in coordinating district-wide staff development for science
inservice
session leader for three-day New Teacher inservice
&

coordinated Area IV Elementary Sharing Sessions

assisted in writing proposed district elementary ;lomotion and reten-
tion policy ' -

compiled and wrote curriculum activity packet focused on “Black
History" to be used as a means of promoting oral language develop-
ment, creative writing, and cultural awareness - (distributed to
all K-5 elementary and sixth grade schools)

monitored instruction in grades K-3 in nine elementary schools
session leader for district-wide Math inservice

monitored LOMS instruc.ion in grades 1-3 in nine elementary schools

provided written feedback to teacher concerning daily instruction
in LOMS and other subject arcas

prepared activity packet for "Developing Written Composition Skills
in Primary Level Content Areas" -

conducted written composition workshop

assisted identified teachers in improving classroom instruction
and management

assisted in LOMS follow-up conferences with classroom ta2achers
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PARENT PARTICIPATION LOG
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

79.18

Instrument Description: Pareant Participation Log

Brief descripeion of the inscrument:

Principals at six junior and senior high schools ware asked to keep t¥ack

of the parents who attended maetings for which SCE funds ware used. A briaf
interviev with the principals was also held i{a late April to discuss how SCE
funds. were ucilized. : u

To wnom was the {nstrument adminiscerad?

-

Principals at Jonnston, Allan, ?hlmorcg Pearce, Marcin, ahd Dobie.

Hw_many times was the instrument administered?

Oucse.

~ Yhe: -as _the (nstrument administerad?

. __"

Febru..rv tarsugh April, 1980. .

i

Whe:e was the instrument ddministered? &

- \
« .
At the schools' offices. .

who administered the instrument?

Interviews conductad by SCE Evaluator. Atteudance records kept by principals.,

Qha: training did the administrators have?

Yo special training for this task. Memorandum outlined information needad.

|

was the instrument idministered .nder st:-agardized conditions?

- .
Yes.JLn the sense that averycne raceived the s s {nstructiouns,

Were there problems with the instrument or the administration that =aight
atfect che validity of the data’

Parent attendance information i{s based on estimares by principals, which could
vavy from actual figures somewnat.

Who developed the {nstrument’ .

ORE stalf.

what reliability ana validity data are available I the instrument?

None.

Are there ~orm jata avallable ‘or interpreting the results?

No.

1~

b

frre
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« . . . T ‘S LY . €
' PARENT PARTICIPATION LOG

Purpose

}- The Pa: :nt Participation Log provided information relevant to the
following decision and evaluation question:
Decision Question Dl: Should more emphasis be placed on
‘serving educationally disadvantaged students through SCE? !

Evaluation Question D1-9: How many parents of
secondary Ajunior and senior high) students par-
ticipated in the parental involvement nrogram?
by ethnicity? (if funded)

-
Miscellaneous: Were “"E funds {ur parent involvement
used? How?

A

Procedure

™ Originally, che junior highs which qualified for Title I funding pius
Johnston High School were to receilve funds for parent involvement,

" attendance improvement, and ESOL materials in the fall of 1979. However,
due tofhncertainty about the amount of money which would be retained by
TEA t¢ pay for rhe Texas Assessment of Basic Skills Prpject (TABS),
this/money was held until February. On February 5, Lawrence Buford

t a memorandum to the principals at Johnstoa, Allan, Fulmore, Pearce,
Maxtin, and Dobie notifying them that $483 was available for parent in-
volvement activities (see Attachment M-1).. On March 4, the SCE Evaluator
sent a memorandum to these principals asking them to keep track of par-
ticipants in neetings involv’ng parents between February 7 and April 18.
They were to estimate the number of parents attending any meefrings held
between February 7 and March 4. A decision was made not to ask for eth-
nicitv information for the pare~ts. Principals were also told that an
interview would be set up for late April@ro discuss the use of the SCE
funds (see Attachment M-2). Meetings w scheduled and held during the
last two weeks of April. Before the meetings, expenditures for parent
involvement materials were checked on the microflche copy of the Monthly
Budget Status Report.

During the meetings, it was discovered that the principals found it dif-
ficult to keep track of the parents attending meetings for which SCE money
was used. Some meetings were held before the memorandum was received,

but there were other reassns for the problem also. One problem was the
siza of the meetings involved. If the SCE monev was used for something
related to ar. open house, for example, 400 or movre parents might show up.
Estimates were made in these cases. Sometimes i. was difficult to
separate out which meetings SCE money was used fcr, since it was typically

- 17.‘/
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small amounts for postage, etc., Most schcols had ongoing parent involvement
activities already. Principals reported ways .in which they hoped to use
remagining SCE money during the interviews. /
Budget reports were checked again fr.r year-end expenditures in June (based
on the May 31 budget report).

“Results

Miscellaneous: Were SCE funds for parent involve@@nt
used? How? :

Since the SCE money was received so late, it was not utilized as fully or
as creatively as it might have been. However, it did become available in
time for some opeg house and other types of meetings involving parents
(including desegregation). Most of the money was reportedly used for
walling permits, stamps, and printing costs related to mail-outs of mate-
rials to parents regarding school activities. A brief description of how
the money was used by each school appears in Attachment M-3, Only $1,027
of the $2,904 was used by the schools (35%). Johnston and Dotie spent the
largest portion of: their allocation.

Evaluation Question D1~9: How many parents of
secondary (junior and senior high) students par-
ticipated In the parental involvement program?
by ethnicity? (if funded)

Estimates of the number of parents participating in neetings between
February 7 and April 8 at leqst partially funded by SCE are as follows:

Allan 0 (not used for meetings)
Dobie 22 (coffee meetirngs)
Fulmore 0

Joanston 1,720 (open house three times)
Martin - 385 (one open house)

Pearce =~ 0

Thus, 1,307 parents attended meetings for which SCE Funds were used.

- )’/



79.18 Attachment M-l

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
Division of Instruction and Development
February 5, 1980 .

°

TO: Adan Salgado Bob Enos
J. M. Richard Nato Vera
31ill Armentrout Paul Turner oo ¢

FROM: Lawrence Bufoi;f?g’

SUBJECT:  State Compensatory Education Funds
(2]

We heve finally determined the amount of SCE funds that AISD will have to
p.ovide to TZA for the TABS testing and can release to - ‘ch of you certain
sums for the purposes indicated. A sratement from TEA regarding limitations
on expenditures is attached

For ezch of your schocls, we have allocatad the sﬁm indicated below for the

purpose shown. The account numbers to be used are listed. Funds may be

spent for printing, postage, rental, transportation or other needs you feel

will help you in each area. Funds for ESOL are for materials only.
iaoprovement of Attendance - 450-32-6399.01-School Number  $283.00
Parent Involvement - 450-81-6399.0l1-School Number  $483.00

ESCL Materials - 450-11-6391.01- School Number $650.00
If you have questions, please do not hesitate to call on us.
js

cc: Stanlev Peterman
_ee Laws
Maud Sizs
Dr. Jim Zatterson
Julia Melle..sruch
Lester Lindig

18,



. Attachment M-2
79.18 (Page 1 of 2)

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
Office of Research and Evaluation

March 4, 1980

TO: Adan Salgado Bob Enos
J. M. Richard Nato Vera
Bill Armentrout Paul Turner

FROM: Nancy B;Znen, SCE Evaluator

SUBJECT: Use of SCE Funds

Congratulations! I understznd that you recently received your allocations
of funds for parent involvement, attendance improvement, and ESOL materials.

I will need a little information from you regarding the use of these funds.
One of the SCE evaluation questions asks, ''How many parents of secondary
students participated in the parental involvement program?" I would like
to obtain lists of participants in meetings held between February 7 and
April 18. I have enclosed a sign-in sheet if you would like to use it. If
you have already held some meetings and did not take attendance, please es-
timata how many parents attended.

I would also like to have a brief interview with you late in April to discuss
how you used the allocated funds for parent involvement, attendance improve-
ment, and ESOL materials. These arvangements will be made early in april.

I will pick up the lists of parents attending meetings at the interview.
Thanks very much for your help.

Approved:
Salior Evaluator, External Programs

and Evaluati

Director, Research

Approved: &I urners
Director, Secondary Efucation

NB:mf

Enclosure

M-6
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SIGN-IN SHEET

SCHOOL:

Attachment M-2
(continued, page 2 of 2)

ACTIVITY:

DATE:

Name (Please Print)

Name (Please

—%

Print)
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Attachment M;Bu
(Page 1 of 8)

USE OF SCE MONEY
FOR PARENT INVOLVEMENT
ALLOCATION: $484/SCHOOL

ENCUMBRANCES AND EXPENDITURES AS OF 5/31/80

ENCUMBRANCES AND
SCHOOL EXPENDITURES USES AND ACTIVITIES

ALLAN

$60

Used for stamps for mail-outs, Period- .
ically, parents are sent a letter to
keep them informed and to notify them of
improvements. Stamps were also used to
mail out report cards.

DOBIE

$465

Used for postage and printing costs re-
lated to ongoing parent involvement
program. ' »>rfee' meetings were held

in parents homes throughout the year,
plus some activities were held at the
school (descriptions attached).

FULMORE

JOHNSTON

$0

Had already done major mail-outs, PTA
meetings, and meetings with parents from
feeder schools before money was allocated.

$413

Used money to aid desegregation effort
through parent activities. Used for
printing and postage for mail-outs con-
cerning back- to-school night, open house
for parents of new students, information
pamphlets.

MARTIN

$88

.80 Used for bulk mail permit and printing of

brochures for or :n house (brochure attached),

PEARCE

$0

No activities planned after receipt of
money.

TOTAL ALLOCATION:
TOTAL EXPENDITURE:
BALANCE

$2,904.00

$1,026.80
$1,877.20

M
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Attachment M-3
(continued, page 2 of 8)

DOBIE JUNIOR HIGH SCHOOL,

February 13, 1980

v

TO: Dobie Coffee Committee, Dobie Faculty and person sddressed

FROM: Paul Turner, Principal

SURIECT : Cofiee VI

A smnl} Sroup of parents and staff gathersd at the home of
Mr, and Mrs. Geoffrey Wills for Coffee V1 on Tuesday, Februaty
13. The discussion focusad almost solely om desegregacion,

Speciifcally, ways for affective parent involvemeut were
exPlored,

One parent from the Barrington zone expressed strong concerng
about tie bus scheduling and routing, Another parent from
Cook wanted to find ways to help the transition of Dobie
students who will be reassigned to Burnet, Jack Kinkle,
assistant principal at Dobile, shared information about Dobie's
Plans for transition activities.

Before the end of the meeting arrangements had been made for
the Céok parent to attend a planning meeting at Doble, and
for her to meet with a Burnet assistant principal; and for
several parents to meet with the chairwoman of the City
Couaetl of PTA's Human Relations Committes.

PART ICIPANTS

dosea Boswell, Jr 8302 Lorlinda nr. 836-7172, B826-7136
Helen Holmes 1412 Manford Hill Dr. 836-7947

Betty J. Hendricks 1822 Adina St, 928-4216

Estella Wills, Hostess 8305 Lorlinda Dr, 836-1270

Eleanor Langsdorf 9928 Chvkor Bend 837-0324

STAFF

Michael Johnson School-Community Liaison Reprssentative

Jack Kinkel Assistant Principal, Dobie
-Laura Gaudet Teacher, Dobie

© me e—— e — e - ——
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79.18 Tcontinued, page 3 of 8)

AUSTIN TNDEPENDENT SCROOL DISTRICT
Dobie Junior High School

March 4, 1980

T0: Dobie Cofiee Committee, Staff, Parents of Resource Students, Persons Aduressed

FrROM: Paul furner, Principal

3

SUBJECT: Coffee VII

The Math Department, nine parents, and four students met to review and discuss
the teachiug program for the metric system at Dobie. The %eachers organized
their teaching materials inco the three natural groups: grams (for weight or
mass), meters (for lengths), and liters (for liquids),.

The teachers divided un to present and discuss the materials and the {ssues in-
volved in changing over to the metric system, [arents weighed and measured
themselves, measured quantities of water in various containers msked in milli-
liters, and studied graphic materials demonacrating the differences between

met cte distaners ond toches, fuat, and varda, ’

At one table were sesveral ohjects--a stamp, paperclip, book, tennis ball, etc,

and metric scale equipment. Plaving with the matarials anabled one to "feel”
a gram, 10C gcams, SO0 grams, etc. . :

Afcerwards, the group discussed some of the problems and issues involved in
changing to the mecric system in this counctry.

PARTICIPANT,: (Parents) Carolyn Walker, 10609 Macmora Rd, 836-1620; Mr. and Mrs,

Earl Massey, 1401 E, Rundberg 499, 837-0300; Mr, and Mrs. L.W. Jacob, 11502 March,

836-5187; Carla Ripple and Rene Ripple, 1012 Glazier Circle, 837-3004; Darrell

¢ dirdwell, 205 San Jose, 836-8617; Clenda Loughmiller, 8030 Purnell #215, 837-3555;

\ Victoria Pollard, 11805 Cedar Valley Cove, 836-6635; Elgin Schelhal, 2305 Greenlea,
477-2232; Liz Leftin, 9909 Cak Hollow, 837-4754,

(Students) Heather Walker (7); B,J., Massey (8); Kelly Loughmiller (7); Ed Ferguson (7).

(Staff) Mary Mateingly, 8th or math; Steve A, Walker, Ind. Arts: Barbara Willfam,
Asst, Pr ncipal; Margaret Mctinney, 7th gr, math; Sandv Peterson, “th gr. math;

Dan Fugleston, 8th gr, math; Mark Phillips and Mary Alice Hatchett, "th and 8th
grade math,




- Attachment M-3
79.18 (continued, page 4 of 8)

) AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT "
. Dobie Junior h._i School

March 4, 1980

TO: Dobie Coffee Committee, Staff, Parents of Resource Students, P-rsons Addressed

FRONM: Paul Turner, Principal

SUB. ECT: Coffee VIII

e te——

Tive pa.ents of Dobie Resource students met with the Ssocial Education stat®, The
discussion got into high gear immediately, Throughout the evening, the grouy
focused on the communmication between parents and staff--how to imporve it; examples
ot mw it works anu how (t doesn't; and the value of good communication,

The vroup was entirely positive, cven when discussing failures an confusions.
Thev committed themselves to begin duilding ways of communicacion, They de-
cided to hold a3 Pot Luck Supper in late April it Dobie, The 6th grade Resource
students and parents who will Join Dobie next vear will be invited, The purpese

fs for people to get to know sach other, explore the facilities, identify com-
munication needs and how to maet tuem,

‘'rs, Tri{lba Eschberger volunteered to coordinate contacting parents. The staff
will work to involve the gtudents. Any parent wishing to find out more and to
build goed communication can contact Mrs, Eschberger in the svening at

Much more was discussad and shared, Armin Pfenning took more than six pages of
notes, It was a very creacive and delight ful evening,

PANTICIPANTS: (Parents) Trilba and Jerry Eschberger (hosts); Sherry Brown;
Kent and Robbie McGary,

(Students) Rocky Eschberger; Monique Farr: Greg MeGary,

(Staff) Jack Kinkel, assistant Principal; Evelvn M:Kee, department chairperson;
Laura Gaudet; Alma Ibarra; Sceve White: and Armin Pfenn ng,
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Welcome

1607 HASKELL Office: 477-9961

Counselors: 477-7061
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79.18 (continued, page 6 of 8)

- WELCOME TO MARTIN JR. Hlel;l;;s

Martin Junior High Schonl is located in historic old Tenth
\Vard, two biocks east of Interregional Highway 35 and over-
looking Town Lake on the south. Nearby are many spiendid ex-
amples of homes of nineteenth century Austin. Martin opened /
in the fall of 1967, replacing University junior High which was
closed that summer. The construction of Martin was necessary
due to the University of Texas needing the U. J. H. building for
expansion. Martin Junior High opened with an experienced fa-
culty and staff transferred from U. J. H. and with other advantag-
es such as a fine library, ample supplementary materials, muiti-
pie textbooks, and various collections which take years to build.

The new school was named for Samuel Lawton Martin who
served the Austin fndependent School District for 39 years and
who for 22 years was principal:of the Austin Public Evening
School. Sam Martin alsc supervised industrial and vocational
education and initiated many noteworthy activities and services
for the Austin schools. The new building was designed by Barnes, Landes, Goodman
and Youngblood, Aschitects and Engineers, who received an "«
ward by the American Institute of Architects for the outstandi ig
design. The building features pink adobe brick, the rough surface
casting pleasing shadows. Academic rooms are grouped around
a courtyard with overlooking balconies on the sécond level. The
courtyard and south facade are defined by arched arcades re-
flecting the Spanish influence on Texas architecture.

A large east wing houses band hall, music and choral room,

TEEGZ v - speech room, gymnasiums, anc dressing rooms. The campus,

‘5,:» : with basketball court, tennis courts, and baseball diamond, joins

oo ' Festival Beach and Town Lake on the south. A swimming pool

: operated by the Austin Parks and Recreation Department is ad-

i bmeaa ™ Astinarm vl jacent to the campus and can be used by the gym classes at
times.

Martin students receive a foundation preparing them for high
school and adult life. Many notable students have found success
in creative writing, music, science, business, education, and ath
letics. Martin Junior High School looks to the future with enthus-
iasm for continuing this proud tradition.

The desegregaticn implementation plan will have a great im-
pact on Martin Juruor High next year. Students will be assigned
from the south, west, northwest, and east sections of Austin. The
enroliment will increase from the present 760 students in grades
6th, 7th, and 8th, to a projected 7th and 8th grade enrollment of
980 studernts. The ethnic make up of the school will also be
changed from the present 98% minority student population to
a projected ethnic balance of 58% Anglo, 38% Mexican Ameri-
can, and 4% Black

With this in mind, the students, staff, and patents will be fac-
ing many new chailenges this coming year. The Austin Indepen-
dent School District and Martin Junior High are committed to
provide the best educaticn possible for our youngsters, and | en-
courage all parencs to support our etforts and to cooperate w'th
us in order to make this period of transition a smooth and pro-
titable one tor all students.

18,
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FACTS ABOUT THE MARTIN JR. HIGH CURRICULUM

The Language Arts program offers honors courses as well as
courses designed for low level students, Seventh grade classes
study grammar, spelling, literature, and mythology Eighth
grade classes study grammar, spelling, literature, American
folkiore, and a novel. For the fall of 1980, the eighth grade
Honors English Class will be expanded into a gifted and talent-
ed American Studies program,

The Social Studies Program includes one year of Texas History
and one year of American History. The seventh grade classes
focus on the history of Texas as well as current economic and
political trends, and geography. The eighth grade classes fo-
cus on the history of America and includes special units on
government, geography, and youth and the law. A gifted and
talented program will be offered next falil.

The Mathematics department offers courses in mathematics 7,

mathematics 8, and an honors class in first year Algebra. Math-
einatics 7 and 8 stress fundamental operations of whole num-
bers, fractions, decimals and geometry. Algebra emphasizes
various skills including solving and transforming equations,
and quadratic functions.

The Science Programs includes courses in Life-Earth Science,
Environmental Science, and Biology. Special units are de-
" signed to focus on geology, astronomy, oceanography, life
systems, -and interactions between different organisms and

their environment. }

The Program of Fine Arts inciudes courses in Art 7 and Art 8
which focuses in painting, drawing, sculpture, ceramics, and
printmaking. Speech and Drama offer role playing, public
speaking, pantomime, and play production. Music includes
band, orchestra, choir, and guitar. ,

Coordinated Vocational Academic Education (CVAE) is designed
for career oriented youths in the eighth grade CVAE provides
students with laboratory experiences in the areas of food ser-
vice and clothing construction.

The Reading department offers both the basal reader approach
and the SRA Corrective Reading program to help seventh and
eighth graders improve their reading and study skills.

A Special Education program is designed to meet the specific ed-
ucational needs of individual students. The basic goal of the
program is to enhance the students movement from a level
of dependent functioning to a fevel of greater independent
functioning in the home, classroom, and community.

\(o N Ly,
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A program of general electives includes Typing | and' II, Basic

i Business, School Services, and a full year course in journalism.
Tve forlegn language department offers courses in Spanish,
. Frer..h, German, and-Latin. A program of useful Home Econ-
“omics offers instruction in foods, nutrition, clothing, family
living, and child development. Industrial Arts, a pre-vocation-
al course, explores design, woodworking, plastics, metals,
power mechanics, and graphics.

A program of interschool coeducational athletics includes ten-
nis, gymnastics, track anc field, basketball, boys’ football, and
girls’ volleyball. ‘

A program of intraschool social activities includes such organiza-
tions as Student Council, Human Relations Society, National
Jr. Honor Saciety, Chess and Games Club, Art Club, journai-
ism Club, Cheerleaders, Pep Squad, ‘Homemaking Club, and
an intramural sports program. :
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"Brief description of the instrument:

Principals at six junior snd senior high schools ware interviewed concerning
their use of SCE funds for att ndance improvement. Attendance rates were
chacked through six week reports from the Dapartmsnt of Pupil Servicas.

To whom was ché instrumant adminiscered?
—_t__—‘-r—_—-__

\
Intearvievs wars coanductad with principala. Six week reports were used to
check attendance ratss.

How manv tines was zhe inscrument adminiscered?
¢ bnco.

.
’

) . )

dhen “as tha inscruﬁent adninistered?

Interviews were conducted lata {n April, 1980. Attendance rescords for six week
periods beginning March 3} wera checksd in June.

‘“‘hers w&3 the instrument idministered?

Interviews conducted in principals’' offices. Pupil accounting reports checked
at ORE.

Who aiministered she {nstrument?

SCE Evaluator and othar ORE staff.

What training did the administrators have?

8rief verbal i(nscructions.

Has the i{nstrument administered under standardized conditions?

Yes, insofar as principals were all asked the same questions, and attendance
ratas were checked for the same period.

ders there sroblems with *he instrument or the administration cthat aight
affect =he validity of the data?

None that are known,

“ho jeveloped the instrument’

ORE staff. Reporting formats for attendance were developed by Pupil Services.

“hat reliabilitv and validity daca are available yn the imstrument’

Figures can e Jouble~ctecked with pupil accounting records.

Ars cthere sorm fata ivailable for intercreting the resulcg?

No.
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ATTENDANCE RECORDS

Purpoée

Attendance Records for 1978-79 and 1979-80 were checked to obtain data
relevant to the following information need: ‘
.Q .
Information Need Qué&stion I-4: Did attendance rates improve
.between 1978-79 and 1979-80 in schools which received SCE
funds for attendance improvement? ‘

Procedure

Originally, the junior high schools which qualified for Title I funding
plus Johnston High School were to receive SCE funds for parent involvement,
attendance improvement, and ESOL materials in fall, 1979. Due to uncer-
tainty about the amount of money which would be retained by TEA to pay
for the Texas Assessment of Basic Skills Project (TABS), this money was
held until February. On February 5, 1980, the Director of Secondary
Education sent a memorandum to the principals at Johnston, Allan, Fulmqge,
Pearce, Martin, and Dobie notifying them that $283.00 was available for
each school for attendance improvement activities (see Attachment N-1),

On March 4, the SCE Evaluator sent memoranda to these principals saying
that an interview would be scheduled in late April to discuss their use
of SCE funds (see Attachment N-2), 1Interviews were scheduled and held
during the last two weeks in April.

¢
Results

Of the six schools which were allotted funds for attendance improvement
activities, only two used any of the funds. Johnston used 31% of the
allocated funds, and Fulmore used 52%. Pearce, Allan, and Martin had
attendance improvement programs with other funding. Dobie cited no snecial
attendance improvement program, but did have parent involvement programs.

The schools reported diverse attendance improvement programs:

+ Johnston used funds for the printing of attendance cards to record
students' attendance,

* #{llan had a prog:zam of allowing good attenders to choose poor
attenders to team with, and rewarding both for improvement.

* Martin gave stars for perfect attendance each six weeks and trophies
and an assembly for perf@gt attendance for the year.
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+ Fulmore took seventh and eighth grade advisories with top atten-
dance on an all day field trip to New Braunfels.

* Pearce sent information sheets to parents and contacted auy
students who were chronically absent.

Information Need Quéstion I-4: 'Did attendance rates improve
between 1978-79 and 1979-80 in schools which received SCE

funds for attendance improvement? N
ADA 1978-79 ADA 1979-80
: oth Six Weeks | 6th Six Wesks | 5th Six Weeks. | 6th Six Waeks
SCHOOLS it Z # % i 3 i 4
Johnston 938 82% 903 827% 860 83% 813 | 81%
Allan 511 86% 504 867% 466 88% 454 87%
Martin 689 85% 662 83% 631 85% 614 847%
Fulmore 775 91% 761 90% 745 91% 740 90%
Pearce i,030 91%. | 1,019 91% 907 937% 894 92%
Dobie 858 90% 814 867% 792 91% 785 90%

Figure N-1, AVERAGE DAILY ATTENDANCE BY SCHOOLS FOR THE FIFTH AND SIXTH
'SIX WEEKS (1978-79 AND 1979-80). Figures taken from reports
produced by Pupil Accounting Department-~AISD. Sixth six
weeks information for 1978-79 and 1979-80 obtained by re-
quest through Pupil Accounting. Covers March 3 tarough
May 29, 1980.

Figure N-1 above gives the percentage of attendance for the six schools
receiving SCE funding for the fifth and si¥th six weeks of the 1978-79 and
1979-80 school years. This shows no improvement to two percentage points
lmprovement across schools for the fifth six weeks, and from a one per-
centage point decline to a four percentage point increase during the sixth
six weeks. Johnston's attendance declined one percent the sixth six weeks,
while Dobie's improved four percent.

It. 1s difficult to attribute any change in attendance to SCE funds, due to

the delays in funding. Attendance did no' improve overall for the third
quarter at the only schools which used SCE money (Fulmore and Johnston).

o 19,
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It should be noted, however, that most schools have some direct or
indirect program to encourage attendance. Also, attendance for all
district junior and senior high schools improved from 1978-79 to
1979-80. It may be that an attendance improvement program czn help,
but the source of funding is not an important determiner of success.
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TO:

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT

79.18 Division of Instruction and Development
February 5, 1980
Adan Salgado " Bob Enos
J. M. Richard Nato Vera
Bill Armentrout - Paul Turner

FROM: Lawrence Bufoz;fyg’

SUBJECT: State Compensatory Education Funds

Attachment N=1

We have :inally determined the amount of SCE funds that AISD will have to - .
provide to TEA for the TABS testing and can release to each of you certain

1\'sums for the purposes indicated.

on

expenditures is attachad

A statement from TEA regardingklimitations

For each of your schools, we have allocated the sum indicated below: for the
purpose shown. The account numbers to be usad are listed.
_spent for printing, postage, rental, transportation or other needs you feel
"will help you in each area. Funds for ESOL are for material

Js

ccC.

~

| Improvement of Attendance .- ﬁ§093296399.01-5chool

Y,
Parent Involvement - 450-81-6399.0l-Schocl Number.'

ESCL Materials - 450-11-6391.01- School Number

BN

£ you have questions, please do not hesitate to call on us.

Stanley Peterman
Lee Laws

Maud Siazs

Dr. Jim Patterson
Julia Mellenbruch
Lester Lindig

19,

Funds may

s only.-

Number
$483.00

$650.00

be.

»283.00-
S
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" . how you used the allocated funds for parént involvement, attendance improve-

,AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT -
Office of Research and Evaluation : o .

March 4, 1980

TO: Adan Salgado . Bob Enos
J. M. Richard . Nato Vera
Bill Armentrout Paul Turner
- b (L Ao
. FROM: * Nancy Bag;én,'SCE Evaluator

SUBJECT: Use of SCE Funds

a

Congratulations! I understand that you recently received your allocations
of funds for parent involvement, attendance improvement, and ESOL materials.

I will need a little information from you regarding the use of these funds.
vne of the SCE evaluation questions asks, "How many parents of secondary
students participated in the parental involvement program?" I would like
to obtain lists of participants in meetings held between February 7 and
April 18. T have enclosed a sign-in sheet if you would like to use it. If

" you have already held some meetings and did not take attendance, plcase es-

timate how many parents attended.
I would also like to have a brief interview with you late in April to discuss

ment, and ESOL materials. These arrangements will be made early in April.
I will pick up the lists of parents attending meetings at the interview.

Thanks very much for your help.

Y
Approved: M
SeWwior Evaluator, External Programs '
App-oved: _M ‘
Director, Research and Evaluati

Approved: 7 »,
Director, Secondary Effucation

NBfmf

Enclosure
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Bviel-degcsipeion of the tnstryment:

Two activities were carried-out: 1) principals at schools receiving funds wetre
{nterviewad to see how the money was spent, and 2) budget reports were checked

to gotcruino actual expenditures.
R

o whom was the instrument ydministered?.

School principals were interviewed.

o
-~

How many times was the instrument adminiscered?

. Once.

When was the {nscrument administerad?

Interviews were conductad during April, 1980. Budgets wera checked in April
of March report) and June (end of May rsport).

3

Where was the instrument administered?

Johnston, Fulfiore, Pearce, Martin, Allan, and Dotie,

Who gdministered the instrument?

Interviews conduc

:tad and budgets checked by SCE Evaluator.

What training 4id the administrators have? .

None requirad. Sent memorandum betbre neeting was scheduled.

Was the instrument administered under standardized conditionsg?

Standard procedures were used in the intervieéws and.in checking records.’

Were there problems with the {nstrument or the administration that wuight
affect the validity of the data’

None that sre known,

Who developed tha. instrument?®

SCE Evaluator.

What reliabtlity ind validitvy data are available on the instrument’

a-

None.
.; 5o’

Are there noru data available for interprecing the results?’

' No,

07
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ESOL MATERIALS RECORDS .
4 " - | . - E.

Purpose

N

The English for Speakers of Other Languages (ESOL) Materials Records
. were collected to furnish information relevant to the following in-
formation need: '
, - Information Need Question I-5: ﬁﬁat EéOL materials were purchased
with SCE funds? - . -,
. - . - ¢

X - . 2 : . -
““Procedure

Originally, the junior high schools which qualified for Title I funding

and Johnston High School were to receive State Compeasatory Education

(SCE) funds in fall 1979 for parental involvement, attendance improvement,

¢ . and purchase of ESOL materials. Due to uncertainty about how much money -

N would be kept by TEA to pay for the Texas Assessment of Basic Skills
Project (TABS), this money was held until February, 1980., On February 5,
Lawrence Buford sent a memorandum to.the principals at Jehnston, - Allan,
Fulmore, Pearce, Martin, and Dobie %notifying them that £650 per gchool
was available for them to purchase ESOL materials (see Attachment 0-1).
On—March 4, the SCE Evaluator séent a’ memorandum to these principals,

notifying them that they would be asked in April to report how SCE funds
had been spent for ESOL materials (see Attachment 0-2),:. Meetings’ were
scheduled and held during the last two weeks ia April, During the inté)-
views, principals were asked how monay designated for ESOL materials was
spent. Then the Evaluator checked budget reports in June (based on the
May 31 .budget report). The form shown in Attachment 0-3 was used to.
list expenditures., :

Results
The table in Figure 0-1 gives the amount of money designated for each

school, the amount spent or encumbered by May 31, 1980, and the percentage
spent, .

20,
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&
\ - _ : - " | PERCENTAGE
SCHOOL | DESIGNATED FUNDS | AMOUNT SPENT BALANCE SPENT. 4
. = : ) ﬁ

Allan [/“ $1,300.00 . $1,159.61 $140.39 89%

‘| Dobie ' 1,500.00 1,320.88 179.12 88%

Fulmora |~ ~ 650.00 670,38 =20.00 103%

. Martin 650.00 ' ' 688.88 |  -38.88 106

> - " — P
Pearce 650.00 661,01 . -11301 102%
. - - i

Johnston 650.00 , | 627.50 |.. 22.50 96%

Total $5,400.00 - $5,128.26 $272.12 | . 95 |

Figure 0-1. AMOUNTS OF SCE FUNDS DESIGNATED AND SPENT FOR ESOL MATERIALS.,

) ’ ¢
The figure shows .that the schools spent $5,128,26 of $5,400.00, or 95% of
the designated furds. Individual schools spent from 88% to 106% of the

~ funds .allocated to them, .-

All of the schools reported using their funds te purchase books, dic—"y
tionaries, workbooks, films .and cassettes, The schools reported that the
Instructional Coordinator for Foreign Language at the secondary level was
very helpful to them in choosing materials whgph would be beneficial in
their ESOL classes.

194
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. AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
79.18 = ' Division of Instruction and Development Attachmant 0=1"
. - ' February 5, 1980 ' :
.

: : T2y i ar
’ | o VA

Ped

- T0: Adan §algado . + Bob Enos . , *
: J. M. Richard Nata Vera € '
N - Bill Armentrout Paul Turner -
" FROM: Lawrence Buford A’

SUBJEcri/ State Compensatory Education Funds

& . LY
-

We have finally determined the amount of SCE fugds that AISD will have tpo

provide to TEA for the TABS testing aad can release to each of you certaia

sums for the purposes indicated. A statement from TEA regarding limitations
; on expenditures is attached ' . '

. For each of your schools, we have allocated the sum indicated below for the
., purpose shown. The account numbers to be used are listed. Funds may be
* ' " spent for printing, postage, rental, transportation or other needs you feel
will help you in each area. -Funds for ESOL are for materials only.

Improvement cf Attendance - 450-32-6399.0l-School Number  $283,00

Parent Involvement - 450-81-6399.01-Schoo£_Number $483.00

ESQOL Materials - 450-11-6391.01l~ School Number $650.00
A

"

Lf you have questions, piease do not hesitate to call om us,-

4

.js

¢c: .Stanley Peterman
Lee Laws
Maud Sims
Dr. Jim Patterson
Julia Mellenbruch
; Laster Lindig

¢

20,.
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19,18 _ __ . ' N Attachment 0-2

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT -
Office of Research and Evaluation : ' "

Mazrch 4, 1980

.0 P

T0: Adan Salgadp "Bob Enos
R J. M. Richard Nato Vera
Bill Armentrout © ' Paul Turner

FROM: Nancy Bzgan. SCE Evaluator

SUBJECT: Usé of SCE Funds

k, " .
Congratulations! T understand that you recently received your allocations
of‘funds'gor parent involvement, attendance improvement, and ESOL materMls.

I will need a little information from you regarding the use of these funds.
One of the SCE evaluation questions asks, "How many parents of secondary
students participated. in the parental involvemert program?" I would like
to obtain lists of participants in meetings held between February 7 and .
April 18. I have enclosed a sign~in sheet if you would like to use it. If

you have already held some meetings and did not take attendance, please es-
tizate how many parents attended. '

I would also like to have a brief interview with you late in April to discuss
how you used the allocated funds for parent involvement, attendance improve-
ment, and ESOL materials. These arrangements will be made early im April.

I will pick up the list’s of parents attending meetings at.the interview.

Thanks very much for your help.
J

Approved: _M\..m__
SewWior Evaluator, External Programs

Approved: M

Director, Research and Evaluati

Approved: ;
: Director, Secoundary E@ucation

NB:mf . *

»

Enclosure

20,
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: Attachment 0-3
SCHOOL: . .

ESOL MATERIALS-~General Description of Intended Use of ESOL Materials Funds:

® .

ESOL MATERIALS ALLOCATION: $650.00

Amount

Materials Purchased--Intended Use
SAMPLE: $200 Set of language instruction materials from SRA

(books, audiotapes) to teach English to Vietnamese
students im grades 9-12, )

d
T} e
)

20.,
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WRITTEN COMPOSITION LABORATORY RECORDS
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Brief descriotion of the i{nstrument:

The Project Speciilist was asked to supply names and other identifying information

for students servid by the Written Composition Laboratories during [979-80. Any .
student who visits' one or more timas was included in the list. The instructors -
4t each school kept the list throughout the year, and forwarded it to the Project:

Specialist in May.

v
To whom was the instrument admin{stered?

Writtean Composition Labcratory instructors.
N .

How many times was the instrument administered”

A Oncse.

wWhen was the instrument administered?

Continuously chroughout 1979-80, Informaction was summarized during May.'l980.

Where was the instrument administered?

Allan. and Dobie Junior Highs.

Who administered the i{nstrument?®

Self-adminiscered.

What training did the administrators have?

. " None required for this task.

AS

Was the i{nscrument administered under standardi{zed conditions?

The sams (nstructions were given to {nsc¢ructors a: both schools.

Were there problems with the {nstrument or cthe administration that might
affect the validity of the data!’ .

The sumber of students served should be accurate. Howaver, ethnic breakdowns N
ware not done due to missing daca.

Who developed the instrument’

SCE Evaluator.

what re.iability and validity data are available 1n the instrument?’

School racords could be checked for students served.

ATe there norm data available for inter; . eting the resuylts’

No.
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WRITTEN CQﬁPQSITION LABORATORY RECORDS

Purpose

Written Composition Laboratory Records provided information relevant to
the following questions:

Decision Question Dl1: Should more emﬁhasis be placed on
serving educationally disadvantaged students through SCE?

Evaluation Question Dl-1l: How many students were
.served by the Written Composition Laboratories funded
by SCE during 1979-80?

;

O
Project Description

Two written composition laboratories funded through SCE were established

at Allan and Dobie Junior High Schools in September, 1979. The labora-
tories are designed to serve students with special writing needs., Partic-
lpants are selected based on eligibility for free lunch and/or a need for
extra help in writing. Laboratory activities are designed to reinforce

and supplement the work of the classroom teacher, Composition lab instruc-~
tors (called Composition Aides) were trained and are supervised by the
Project Specialist, Both instructors for 1979-80 had training beyond a°
bachelor's degree. The program employs special materials and individualized
instruction to help students who especially need to improve their writing
skills, The primary grades served were seventh and eighth, although some
sixth graders at Allan were served as a courtesy to school staff,

Procedure

The SCE Evaluator found out that SCE was funding the Written Composition
Laboratories early in the spring of 1980.  The nature of the program was
discussed with the Project Specialist shortly thereafter. She informed
the evaluator that they were keeping track of the students served by the
laboratories, During May of 1980, the Project Director was asked to supply
the following information for each gtudent served by the laboratories:
name, identification number, grade, and ethnicity (see Attachment P-~1),
All students were to be included who were seen at least once. .~

The lists were returned promptly. However, the identification number,
grade, and ethnicity information for many students was not provided. This
was primarily due to the fact that record-keeping was begun before the
Program Specialist and SCE Evaluator discussed the need for identification

20,
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information. However, the Program Specialist also reported that teachers
seldom provided the identification number when referring students to the
labs. Last names for some sixth graders served at Allan were also ngt
available. '

Due to this missing information, it was decided to simply provide a count
of the number of students-§erved by the program overall without ethnic
breakdowns. -

Results ‘ .

Evaluation Question Dl-11: How many students were
served by the Written Composition Laboratories funded
by SCE during 1979-80?

The chart below indicates the numbet of students served by schoeol and
grade. ,

6 7 | s TOTAL
DOBIE S 320% 320
ALLAN 73 154 139 366

*Grade level information was missing for many stu-
dents at Dobie. Number represents combined total
of seventh and eighth graders served.

(¥4

Figure P-1., STUDENTS SERVED BY WRITTEN COMPOSITION
LABORATORIES DURING 1979-80.

Students included in Figure P-1 include those served ir classroom groups
as well as the core group served individually in the laboratories. §
Approximately 59.6% of the students at Allan and 41.5% of the students at
Dobie receivea some type of services through the laboratories (based on

November 21 enrollments of 537 at Allan and 882 at Dobie).

As Figure -1 shows, 686 students were served in all; 613 were seventh
and eighth graders, and 73 were sixth graders.



Attachment P-1 “a

79.18 (Page 1 of 3)
: | N
AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 4
Office of Research and Evaluation N
May 19, 1980
TO: Bobbie Sande;i :
FROM: Néncy B;Znen

SUBJECT: Written Composition Labs

As the end of the year approaches, I need to obtain two pleces of
information from you about the written composition laboratories at 5
Dobie and Allan for the final SCE reports. First, I need a brief '
description of the program and the way in which SCE helped fund 1it.
Second, I need a list of the students served by the program during
1979-80. '

<.

I have some information about the nature of the program no@, but
I'm not confident that it's all accurate. Please review the following
paragraph and revise it as necessary. \
Two written composition laboratories funded through SCE
were established at Allan and Dobie Junior High Schools
in September, 1979. .The laboratories are designed to meet
special writing needs of disadvantaged students.. Partic-
ipants are selected based on eligibility for free lunch
3
and/or a need for extra writing help. The laboratory
activities are designed to reinforce and supplement the
work of the classroom teacher. The laboratories are staffed
by composition (aides?) (teachers?) who were trained and are
supervised weekly by the project specialist. The program
employs special materials and individualized attention for
students who especially need to improve their writing skills.
I have attached forms for you to use to list students served by the
project. I would like to have each student's name, ID number, grade,
and ethnicity. I belleve you said earlier that ethnicity data was
not known for at least some students~-please just do your best on it.

If you have all of this data on other forms, you can simply send me
a copy of those instead of these specific forms.

5 21,

Q P-




) Attachment P=-1
79.18 ' : (continued, page 2 of 3)

I need to receive this information from you by May 28. Call me if you
have any questions. Thank you for your help. :

Approved: % %M‘Y
Director, Res§§rch and Evaluation

NB:mf

<«

Enc.

cc: Lawrence Buford
Margaret Ruska

P-6



Attachment P-1 .
79.18 (continued, page 3 of 3)

WRITTEN COMPOSITION LABORATORIES

SCHOOL NAME hPLEASE LIST STUDENTS SERVED IN THE
@ITING LAB TFEACHER ,_ LAB THIS YEAR., ALPHABETIZE IF POSSIBLE.
- Student Name - ID Number Grade Ethnicity

&
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