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FINAL REPORT

Pro ect Title: 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-
ent of Basic Skills, or TABS project). For this reason, evaluation
activities were limited pvimarily to the collection of record-keeping
information on students served.

Findings:

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

2. Counseling. The 23 counselors
funded through SCE provided
guidance services to an estimated
11,424 kindergarten through fifth
graders La 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
fortieth percentile) were Llerved 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 teachera 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
61% of those served had CAT scores at or below the rwenty-second
percentile cutoff, and 11% 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'parent involvement
in February, 1980. Only 14% cf the allocated funds for attendance
imProvament 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%) 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 subJtitutes 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
iniprogress (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 duriag 1979-80 (e.g., direct classroom instruction,
supplementary, or ot'aer services) with the data presently available.

Evalu..-ion Summary:

The 1979-30 SCE budget was $881,500. This money was divided among seven major
components:

1) Cou.....3e1ing (Grades K-5)
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2) Bilingual (Resource Teachers for Grades K-5)
3) Elementary Curriculum (Curriculum Writer for Grades K-5)
4) Sixth Grade (Language Arts Block)
5) Secondary

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) 0

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
.or each component is shown in Figure 1.

The exact nature of the SCE evaluation
during 1979-80 was dependent on the cost
of the statewide testing of fifth and
ninth graders. The sixty-sixth session
of the Texas Legislature pasted Senate
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-
cision to hold some of the Evaluation
component funds (14,000) and some of the
Secondary component funds (approximately
$15,000 for parent involvement,.attendance
improvement, aad 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 fram a variety of sources during the fall of 1979 ranged
from $20,000 to $80,000.

FigurEC1. PERCENT OF 1979-80
SCE BUDGET ALLOCATED
TO EACR-COMPONENT.

This uncertainty also led to a decision to collect just record-keeping data
on services provided by each component funded by SCE. For most component3,
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 member until January, when a half-time progrnaimer intern
and secretary were hired.

()
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TEA finally reported the amount of SCE funds which ld be retained to pay
for TABS in February, 1980. The cost was $1.60 Ile: 4zoident eligible for
free or reduced lunch. Approximately $20,100 ($1.00 per SCE student) was
taken from the overall SCE budget. Another $12,300 was taken from the
Evaluation component budget. ln addition to this $32,400, a large portion
of the SCE staff's time (particularly the Evaluator and Secretary) and money
were spent on teaks related to the TABS.testing. 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 amount.

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

-

PROGRAM KEY
,

ESOL English for Speakers LA Language Arts Block
of Other Languages C Counselors

DI y Direct Instruction SR se Bilingual Resource Teachers
MRT Math and Reading Tutorials TABS so Texas Assessmant oft
SM Secondary Money Basic Skills
WC Writtem,Composition Laboratory CR m Curriculum Writer
A Armadillo Arts Program P Planners

5 Evaluation

PROGRAMS

GRADE ESOL DI M RT SM WC A LA C BR TABS CR P 5
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9 X X X
.

X X X

10 X K K K X X

11 X X K X
..--

X X

1 2 X

.

X X

,

X X

.

GRADE LEMS SERVED BY SCE PROGRAM COMPONENTS DURING 1979-80. Some components serve
students more directly than others.

Findin s: Elementa and Sixth Grade Programs

Counseling. 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 100% of the counselor'alary at Winn. The counselors pro-
vided guidance services on 26 elementary campuses to students, teachers, and
parents through counseling, consultation, and coordination. The activities
were designed co improve student behavior and achievement. It can be
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estimated that the counselors served approximately 11,424 students, including
about 11 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
six 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. -Mose
materials took the form of suggestions to
the teacher. Her time was spent in activi-
ties such as monitoring instruction in LOMS
and other arias, providing feedback and in-
service to teachers, and assisting in mis-
cellaneous writing tasks (0.g., the District
policy for promotion and retention).

Sixf.11 Grade Language Arts Block. During
1979-80, fourteen floating teachers provided
'all of the language arts instruction to SCE
identified students in the eight schools
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-
tified based on CAT scores (below the 40th
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 13 at
Webb to 32 at Read.

X-5

David M04.4,i4

Lamat Gitade 8
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In comparing the number of students
eligible and served by the sixth
grade SCE program in 1978-79 and,
1979-80, At was found that fewer
students were eligible for the pro-
gram during 1979-80 based on CAT
scoris (1,337as compared to 1,914).
A higher number and percentage of
those eligible were served with the
increased resources. Almost half
(620 students or 46.4%) of those
eligible for SCE services were served
during 1979-80; only 18% of those
eligible during 1978-79 were served
(343 students). Thus, the gap was
narrowed between the number of stu-
dents eligible and served by the
program.

2000

1500

SUMS
0, 1000

STOUTS'

SOO

.

i.titbLs ior SC'S

VANSorrei b y SCE

:44

.1978-79 1979-80

Figure 2. STUDENTS =SIDLE TOE SCE SIXTH GRADE PROGRAM
MSC ON CAT READ= SCORES AND SERVED SY rr

Findings: Secondary Programs. DU1UG 197849 AND 1979.40.

Direct Instruction (Grades 7-8). This
program is designed to provide reading
instruction to low-achieving students. Students were identified based on
CAT Readlng Total percentile 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 ten 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, 11 (.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 ;:he 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 Labotataries 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 by the programs during 1979-80--613 were
seventh and eighth graders, and 73 were sixth graders.
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he
Robbins/ Armadillo Arts Program (Grades 7-11). SCE provided materials for
an attendance incentive Program called Armadillo Arts at Robbins during
1979-80.4 Students enrned points for specified desired activities in their
classes, learned arts and crafts skills, ihd improved banking andmathe-
matios skills. Points ware converted to "Armadillo dollars" which students
used to purchase items at auctions held each quarter.

Virtually all of the students at Robbins participated in the program,
indluding 2 Indian, 0 Oriental, 22 Black, 27 Hispanic, and 79 Anglo students
(130 students overall). The largest numbers of students were seventh (32%)
and eighth (45%) graders.

Pgient Involvement, Attendance Improvement,
and ESOL Materials (Grades 7-12). Originally,
the junior and senior high schools which
qualifi0 for Title I (Allan, Fulmars, Pearce,
Martin, Dobie,.and Johnston) were to receive
money for these activities in September, 1979.
However, the money was held mitil February
when the District was officially notified that

, it 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.

Only two schools.used any of the allocated
funds for attendance improvement--Johnston
and Fulmore. They used the funds to print
attendance cards and for field trip travel
expenses for advisories with top attendance
respectively. Average daily attendance for
the two schools did not change during the
third quarter. Only 14% of the total allo-
catid attendance funds were expended, at
least partially because of the delay in
funding.

Tv/wiz JoAdan
MuAckaon GAade 8

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 if funds had been released earlier (35% was spent). Most of the money
was used for mailing permits, stamps, and printing costs for mailouts
regarding school 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.



English for Speakers of Other Languages CESOLX. ESOL classes provide spe-
.cial English instruction for svudents classified as LESA (Limited English
6e4king Ability) and other students in need of such services. This year,
SCE paid for at least one section of ESOL at each junior and senior high
sChool (with 'the exception of Murchison, which had no class). Two schools

'May have had more than one section funded later in the yaar as needs'
changed.r-

It was determined that 197 of the 218 Junior and Senior High LESA students
(90.4%) wets 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 belting shows the ethnic breakdown for the students
'served. A full 53% of the students were Hispanic, and 36% were Oriental.

4.

ETHNICITY UNKNOWN INDIAN BLACK ORIENTAL 'HISPANIC ANGLO TOTAL

Junior High 4 0 1 20 70 4 99

Senior Ei h - 0 4 74 67 13 158

Total 4 0 5 94 137 17 257

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 studetits--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-referenceertesting pro-
gram. All ninth and fifth graders were tested during the spring of 1980
to assess their,performance in the areas of teading, 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 desigre4 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 pef quarter during 1979-80. As
needs changed, morel sections may have been paid for through SCE.

Based on one section
The ethnicity of two
'Black (38%), 17 were
Anglo (282).

per quarter, SCE provided funds to serve 532 students.
of these students was unknown, 1 was Indian, 202 were
Oriental (3%), 163 were.Hispanic (31%), and 147 were
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plannin. Two.compensatory planners, one secretary, and one hourly planning
assistant were funded through SCE this year. ;Me plaaners carried out a
variety of tasks related to compensatory progams in the District; they
were involved in Title I PAC and other parent involvement activitiestii4ff
development for compensatory staff, the written composition program, desegre-
gation activities, the-13reparation of grait applications, and miscellaneous
activities. 'The planners succeeded in fully achieving seven and partially
achieving one of,their eight objectives.

Evaluatiom. The evaluation staff for SCE during 1979-80 included ore eval-
later, a half-time seCretary, and a half-time programmer intern (the half-
time positions 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.

ETHNICITYt

I " Indian
A 4 Amiss

Black

V...11.1.
NIspcmIc

M Vhitm

(Anglo)

MAC'
rawoumaor

!UMBER
EXEMPTED

DUMBER ABSENT
OR INVALIDATED

. .

NUMBER TESTED
BY ETHNICITY

I A a 14 __ILL
p GRADE 3 4203 136 . 13 06 64 673 992 2280 4042

(0X) (2E) (172) , (232) (361) (100%)

.... ........
.

aim 9 3163
.

214 360 03 26 766 1179 236) 4193
(02) (1E) OM (262) (56%) (100E)

Figure 4. STUDENTS TESTED WITH TEE TABS TESTS DUR/NG SPRING 1980.

Two reports (ORE Publ...cation Nos. 79.40
and 79.51) concerning the TABS results
were published in early June of 1980.
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 correc6ed
teacher responses.

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

LIMITED ENGLISH SPEAKING ABILITY (LESA)/ESOL FILE
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tnscrumont Doscrioeton: Limited Enelish Soeskine Ability (LESA)/ESOL File

LEALAninataisujILioarampl:

The LISA file consist ,. of two matched vmputer printouts. One list includes
all junior and senior high school students identified as USA according to
the Office of Civil Rights (OCR) definition. The other list includes students

enrolled in English as a Secom! Language (ESOL) classes. An indication of
*
whether students identified AO OCR LESA were being served by an ESOL class
was made.

cA

To whom was the instrument administered?

AII junior and senior high school students.

How many tImes was the I strument administered?

Twice.

When was the Instrument administered?

December. 1979, and April, 1980.

Where wAs the instrument administered?

In the scnools.

Who administered the Instrument?

Not applicable.

What training_ lid [he administrators have?

Not applicable.

Was the Inatrument administered under standardized conditions?

Not applicable.

1

.

Were there problems with the instrument or the administration that might
affect the validity of the data!

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

Who developed the Instrument?

ORE based on Home Language Surveys and CELT scores provided by the schools.

What reliability and validity data are available ln the instrlmenr..7

Verification of lists was made by schools.

Are there lorm data available for Lncer_pretIng :ne resul:s'

Not applicable.

A
1 4
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LIMITEP ENGLI,SH SPEAKING ABILITY (LESA)/ESOL FILE

Purpose

The Limited English Speaking Ability (LESA)/ESOL File was developed to
provide information relevrmt td the following decision and evalthat4r
question: 4

Decision Question Should more emphasis be placed on
serving educationally disadvantaged students thkough SCE?

Ivaluation Question D1-1: 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? If 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-detailed in-
formation concerning the development of the LESA Master File can be found
in the Final Technical Report: Local/State Bilingual 1979-80.

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 clasces 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.
Schools 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 .1
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Murchison none
O. Henry 1507.7, 1508.7
Pearce 9309
Porter 1507.1, 1508.0

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

4

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...,6s then
drawn up and discussed at a secondary principals meeting early in May.
Note 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 echools 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 frot 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. 4'

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
we're noted on the LESA list. Corrections will be made to the LESA
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
at all of the Junior and Senior High Schools. However, this was adjusted
during the year as needs dictated. Fulmore has two sections, and Martin
has three. These distinctions will be dealt with in the Summary Data
Appendii (I).
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Results

Evaluation Question D1-1: 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? If not,
why not? What is the ethnic breakdown for students
served?

The answers to these questions can be found in Figures A-1 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 spectal 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
durigt 1979-80. At the senior high level, 49 (79%) 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
weZZ 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 ,Itudent. Some studerv were presumed exited from LESA
by school staff based on their CELT scores and plaCed in regular
classes. This confusion remained until May when they were in-
formed again that high enough achievement test scores were 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 always
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;.



79.18

No inteht 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.
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SCHOOL NO. LESA
NO. LESA STUDENTS

IN ESOL
OPERCENT
IN ESOL

NO. NOT
IN ESOL

PERCENT NOT
IN ESOL

JUNIOR HIGHS

ALLAN 10 9
.

90% 1 10%

BEDICHEK 5 3 60% 2 40%

BURNET 5 3 60% 2 D 40%

0. HENRY 5 5 100% 0 0%

PEARCE 4 3 75% 1 25%

PORTER 3 3 100% 0 0%

DOBIE 5 5 100% 0 0%

FULMORE
(2 sections)

44 44

.

100% 0 0%

LAMAR 12 10 83% 2 17%

MURCHISON 0 0 -- -- --

MARTIN
(3 sections)

63 63 100% 0 0%

TOTAL 156 148 95% 8

,

5%

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. Ba;ed on lists of LESA and
ESOL students generated in April and May.

1 .
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SCHOOL NO. LESA
NO. LESA STUDENTS

IN ESOL
PERCENT
IN ESOL

NO. NOT
IN ESOL

PERCENT NOT
IN ESOL

SENIOR HIGHS

AUSTIN 8 4 50% 4 50%

JOHNSTON 9 9 100% 0 0%

MCCALLUM 6 6 '100% 0 0%

REAGAN 3 3 100% . 0 0%

.

TRAVIS 18

,

13 72% 5 18%

CROCKETT 3 1 33% 2 67%

ANDERSON 1 1* 100% 0 0%

LBJ 3 2 67% 1

_

33%

LANIER 11 10 91% 1 9%

TOTAL 62 49 79%. 13 21%

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 wasliven special attention in recognition of language
status.
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Brief ciescriLtImirch_unisaatu:

The DRI File consists of three computer programs and information from the junior
high chools with Direct Instruction (Reading or English) classes. Lists of
students served by Direct tostruction classes were sent to the schools for tor-
-rections and verification. rho list of those served was merged with CAT reading
scores. Two lists of those below the 22nd percentile served and not served by
direct instruction were. created.

To whom was the instrument administerld?

PrincipalS, counselors, and Direct Instruction teachers in the junior high schools.

How -many times wee the instrument administered?

Once.

When was the instrument administered?
_

March, 1960.

Where was the instrument)administered?

Allan
Bedichek
Burnet

Who administered

Dobia
Fulmora
Lamar

the instrument?

Self-administered.

Martin
Murchison
0. Henry

Wha: training_4,0 the administrators have?

Written instructions through a memorandum.

Porter

Was the instrument administered under standardized conditions?

Everyone received standard instructions and forms.

Were there problems with Ole instrument or the administration that might
affect 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.

Who developed the instrument?

SCE Evaluator.

',fiat reliability lnd validity data are availabliii-the instrument?

Computer listing of students in Direct Instruction classes was verified with
the schools.

Are there norm data available for interpreting the resu3ts7

No.

B-2
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DIRECT READING INSTRUCTION (DRI) FILE

Purpose

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

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

Evaluation Question D1-2: 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 computer 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 seventh
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 8-1). 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 8-2)\. Principals were to list any missing
classes on the "Extra Direct Instruction Classes" form. Eqch Direct

B-3 9 ,
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Instruction teacher had to make necessary changes, additions, anl de-
letions. Students who were in class at any time during the year were -
counted as being servcd.

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

Upon receipt at ORE, additions'and deletiohs of students and classes
were checked. The period number for extia classes was not listed, so
this was determined from the, master course schedult 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 zlasses.
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. Missed 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 tigt 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 those who had no scores.

Results

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

EvaluationQuestion D1-2: How many seventh and
eighth graders scored'a or below the third
stanine in reading on thdCAT? Who was identi-
fied to receive Direct Reading Instruction (DR1)?
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

B-4
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the.junior high schools except Pear (ten schools) participated in the
program. It involved 56 uachers atd 8.3 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, otheestudents iden-
tified at the school as needing special reading instruction were also

c eligible.

As of January, 1980, 1,824 semAnth and eighth graders who scored at or
below the 22nd percentile in reading on the spring, 1979 CAT were attending
AISD's junior 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 students 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

.:,..reveals 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 is 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 whd scored

;below it were not.

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 Q-
should be placed on serving disadvantaged students through Direct Instruction.



SCHOOLS
AT OR BELOW
CAT CUTOFF

NO CAT
SCORE

Allan 208 '30

Bedichek 221 20

Burnet 146 54

Dobie . .

,

208
,

42
,

"Fulmore 257 16

Lamar 127 29

Martin 3 4 49

Murchison 85 28

O. Henry 96 17

Porter; . 162 30

TOTAL 1,824 315

Pearce
(no DI class)

250 52

.1

Figure B-1. JUNIOR HIGH STUDENTS WITH LOW OR NO CAT
READING SCORE. Students with scores at
or below the 22nd pe-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

TOTAL NUMBER
.SERVED

NUMBER AT OR
BELOW CAT CUTOFF

NUMBER WITHOUT
CAT SCORE

NUMBER ABOVE
CAT CUTOFF

Allan
(N=377)

156 89 47 20

Bedichek
(N=1,154)

29 5 5 19

(
Burnet
(N=786)

199 79 98
.

22

Dobie
(N=882)

148

.

108 33

Fulmore
(N=827)

222 137 70 15

Lamar
(N=694)

5 35 9 12

Martin
(N=512)

222 171 37 14

Murchison
(N=699)

73 45 12 16

,

O. Henry
(N=692)

131 .

077
37 17

porter
(N=769)

147
f

95 41 11

TOTAL NUMBER

44

1,383

100.0

841

60.8

389

28.1
(....,

153

11.1

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 if 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 May, 1980.

B-7
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Attachment D-1 Page 1 of 6

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT-SCHOOL DISTRICT
Division of Instruction and Development

Department of Secondary Education
Staff Development Specialists

.N
October 26, 1979rf\13 0.*

A
.e.SUMMARY OF DIRECT INSTRUCTION CLASSES

y

TEACHER PERIOD

BEDICHEK

'-/
,

4

STUDENTS

8

7

PROGRAM/LEVEL

Decoding B

Decoding 8

5 9 Decoding A

17 Decoding B-61

2 14 Decoding B

4 12 Decoding C

2 10 Decoding C

2 Decoding *A Mig.

4 4 Decoding B Mig.

1 22. Comprehension C

3 21 Comprehension C

1 is Decoding B

2 12 Decoding B



SCHOOL 1 TEACHER PERIOD

3URNET z

3

1

2

1

1

1,

2

3

3

Attachment B.1

(continue4, page 2 of 6)

STUDENTS PROGRAM/LEVEL

10 pecoding 8 Spec.

13 Decoding B Spec. DI

19 'Decoding C

14 Decoding B

18 Decoding 8

20 Decoding 8

19 Decoding C Spec.Ed

18
1

Decoding A Spec.Ed

11

Spec.Ed
Comprehension 8

20 'Comprehension 8-

11

Spec.Ed]
Comdrehension 8

13 Comprehension

20 Comprehension

INIIMININS

1 11
Spec.Ed.

Comprehension A

2 11

Spec.Ed.
Comprehension A

2 20

/1111110111

Comprehension 6



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

SCHOOL TEACHER PERIOD STUDENTS PROGRAM/LEVEL

FILMORE

(-1

15 Decoding $

10. Decoding 8

1 20 Decoding A

11 Decoding 8

4 18
1

Comprehension A

18
SpecE

Comprehension 8

5

4

15
Spec. Ed

Comprehension 8
i

9 Comprehension A

Comprehension A

6
1 25 Decoding 8

i.a Decoding 8

28 Decoding 8
=111111ft

30 Decoding 8

3 32 Decoding 8

-6- 4 Decoding A Mig.

B-10



SCHOOL TEACHER PERIOD

FULMORE'

(continued)
71h ci/3

LAMAR
/

MARTIN

5 ,1

6

3

4

1

f
2 L.

3 '1

5

6

Attachment 3-6
(continued, page.4 of 6)

STUDENTS PROGRAM/LEVEL

15 Decoding B

23 Comprehension A

24 Comprehension B

24 Comprehension 8

20 Decoding B

---I2
Spec. Edi

-Camprehenston-8-7-

13 Comprehension 8

19 Decoding 8-6I

17 Decoding B41.

27 Decoding B

23 Decoding 8-61

24 Decoding 8

23 Decoding 8

21 Decoding 8

B-11



Attachment B-6
(continued, page 5 of 6)

SCHOOL TEACHER PERIOD STUDENTS PROGRAM/LEVEL

MARTIN
(Continued)

:351

MURCHISON
7

O.HENRY

PORTER

5 L" 19 Decoding 8

4 - 27 Comprehension

3 19 Comprehension B

14. Comprehension B

2 16 Comprehennion 8

3 18 Comprehension

4 13 Comprehension B

22 .Decodi ng B

6

1

21

21 / 13

Decoding 8

B,C/Decoding C

2 11/ 7 Decoding C

1 18 Comprehension

4 22 Decoding A Soec.Ed.

B-12 egi



Attachment 3.1
(continued, page 6 of 6)

SCHOOL 1 TEACHER

PORTER
(Continued)

k

PERIOD STUDENTS PROGRAM/LEVEL

4 20 Dee:ding C

3 - 28. Decoding B

5 21 Decoding B

3. 10

Spec.Ed
Comprehension A

16

Spec. El
Comprehension A

2 18 Comprehension 8

5 17 Comprehension B

3 . 14 Comprehension 8

3 22

Spec. Ed
Comprehension A

B-13

3



Attachment 13-2
79.18

: (Pige 1 of 3).

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
Office of Research and'Evaluation

March 17, 1980

TO: Junior High Principals

'2(
FROM: Nancy 8 nen

Instruction Classes

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:

1. 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, crosr through his or her name
where it appears on the printout.

b. If the teacher for the class was changed, fill 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 class 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 ay or two) 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 ORE. Try to return the forms to me by
March 28th if possible, but April llth at the latest.

B-14



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

Thank you very much for your help.

Approved:

Approved:

Approved:

NB:mf

Enclosures

Senioll Evaluator, External- Programs

c./

Direcpor, Research and E;7Lation

Director. Svondary Ed ation
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Attachment B-2
(continued page_

EXTRA DIRECT INSTRUCTION CLASSES

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

Teacher Name Teacher Number Course Number Subiect*

* English, Language Arts, or Reading

B-16 31,
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ROBBINS' RECORDS
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t _ILLA I 1,A.-

. .

grief descriptiom of the instrumenp

Robbins' Records were used to obtain a roster of students participatiMi La the
Armadillo Arts prograi each quarter of 1979-80.

To whom was the instrument administered?

Robbins' school principal.

Hcacmany times was the instrument administered?

Three times.

When was the instrument adaLnistered?

November, 1979.
February,,1980.
March, 1980.
,,(Once each quarter)

littera was the instrument administered?

W. R. Robbins School.

Who administered the instrument?

Self-administered.

What training did the administrators have?

Instructions through a memorandum.

Was the instrument administered under standardized conditions?

Not applicable.

Were there problems with the instrument or the administration chat might
affect the validity of the data!

None that are known.

Who developed the instrument'

SCE Evaluator.

What reliability and validity data are avairIbLe an the instrnment!

Second and third quarter data were checked against previous rosters. providing a
double check. Also, the Student Grade Report file could be used to check naMes.

Are there norm data available for interpreting the results?

Sot applicabla-,-

0

C-2 3
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ROBBINS' RECORDS

Purpose

Robbins' Records provided information relevant to the following de,-
cision'and evaluation question:

peci.sioriAlestiorl: 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?

Program Description

W. R. Robbins is an alternative school which serves seventh through
tenth graders who were not performing well in the regular AISD schools.
ICE provided materiais for the Armadillo Arts program at W. R. Robbins
during .1979780. Armadillo Arts is an incentive program designed to
encourage regtilar and enthusiastic school attendance. Students earn
points for specified desired activities in all of their'classes, learn
arts and crafts skills, and improve'banking and mathematics skills.
Points earned are converted to "Armadillo rIollars" which students use
to Purchase items at auctions held each quarter.

Procedure

The prIncipal of W. R. Robbins received the memorandum shown in
Attachment C-I in November. She was asked.to provide a roster oi 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 ;he 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.ttlird quarter 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 .-;17 students
participating in the program during.a quartr.

t.4
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Results

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

"t

Figure C-I shows the number of students participating in the Armadillo
Arts program each quarter of the 1979-80 sihool year.(Many of the stu-

__________.dents_were,actually__serveri-411.4.hree quarters, -and-axe-included -in-the-.
count each time. If each student in the. plogram during any quarter is
counted, it is found that 130 students participated in the Armadillo
Arts program during 1979-80: This included 79 Anglos (61%), 23 Blacks
(18%), 26 Hispanics (20%), 0 Orientals (0%), and 2 Indians (1%).



FIRST QUARTER GRADE 7
....#______

0

GRADE 8 GRADE 9 ['çtADE 10 TOTAL

f 0'\ 1
!INDIAN . 0

ORIENTAL 0 0 0 0

t-

BLACK 0 1 7 2 10

HISPANIC. 2 0
7

6

23

9

24

1 18

\\N"-50-6---....

2

5

ANGLO

TOTAL 9 30 41

SECOND QUARTER

INDIAN 1 0 1 0 2

ORIENTAL 0 0 0 0

BLACK 2 2 6 12

HISPANIC 0

.

9 11 21

64ANGLO 5 26 28

8 31 46 8 99TOTAL

THIRD 5RTER

INDIAN 1 0 0 0 1

0 0 0 0 0ORIENTAL

4 3 6 3 16BLACK

0 9 '2 2 /23HISPANIC

4 24 28 13* 69
.ANCLo

9

---
36 46 18

------cr-2t'9-----

TOTAL

...m, --

One student in Grade 11.

Figure C-1, COUNTS OE STUDENTS IN ARMAD1 ,) ARTS PROGRAM. Includes students in

program at Robbins each quarter during 1979-80 by grade snit ethnicity.
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT!
Office of Research and Evaluation

November 9, 1979

TO: Gloria Williams

FROM: Nancy 6aenen

SUBJECT: Evaluation of Armadillo Arts Program

I decided that if all of the students at Robbins are involved in the
Armadillo -Arts program, this is the count we will 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:

American Indian - A person having origins in any of the
original peoples of North America.

0 Asian or Pacific Islander - A person having origins in
any of the original peoples of the Far East, So'utheast
Asia, or the Pacific Islands. This includes, for example,
China, Japan, Korea, the Phillipines, and Samoa.
Black, not of Hispanic Origin - A person having-origins
in any of the black racial groups.
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 notsparticipate
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 wourd also like a short, 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 evalu4tion.

have attached the revised description of *he Armadillo Arts program
which will appear in the SCE Evaluation Design. Please call me regarding
any innac.curate statements by November 16.

Thank you.

Approved: 4.87t141/LkL (!tAl-l;
Senioii Evaluator, Compensatory Programs

e"--1
1,

,

Approved: -

Direct:or, Research and Evaluation
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State Compensatory Education

Appendix D

MINIMUM COMPETENCY MASTER FILE
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t ant

dsocristion of the instrument:

The Minimum Competency 4is:2ter File is a computer file which includes counts
of the number of students in math and reading tutorial classes at the
high school level each quarter, glat an unduplicated list of al: students
served by tutorial classes during tha year (those served at least one quarter
and ky a reading and/or mach tutorial class).

To whom was the instrument administered?

So oneStudent Grade Report (5G1t) was accessed for information.

Mow many times was the instrument administered?

Three times.

When was the instrument dministered?

Once each quarter: Novetber, February, and March.

Where was the instrument administered?

The Office of Research and Evaluation.

Jho adminisured the instrumenc?

Computer programmer.

MUW-UULA11221U.ItgaULLEII2I1-11430

Programming training.

7as the instrument administered under standardized conditions?

Yes, in the sense that the Student Grade Report file was used at least two
weeks into each quarter, and the same procedure was used each time.
Were there Problems with the instrument or the adminiltration that mita
affect the 't'aliditv of the data?

The Student Grade Report file is generally very accurate, but there could
be a few errors in the lists of students in each class caused by adds, drops,
etc.

'4110 deve:oped the instrument?

ORE staff.

`whet zeliabilitv and validitY data are available_ on the instrument?

Student Grade Report file could be checked against Minimum Competency Master
File. Schools could be asked to verify information.

Are there horm lata available for tntercetlng the results?

No.

D-Z

4
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The Minimum Competency Master File provided information relevant tothe following decision and evaluation question:

MINIMUM COMPETENCY MAST ILE

Purpose

Decision k,aestion Dl: Should moLe emphasis be placed on
serving educationally disadvantaged students through SCE?

Evaluation Question D1-4: 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 teacherswho were ta 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 personnelwhich listed one teaches for e.ach type of tutorial was used. One sectionof each class'per quarter wa,'included in the counts. During June of 1980,
class sections not listed 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 taught more than one
class section per quarter. In these cases, the class period common across
quarterswas 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 DI-4: How many students were served by
the Fundamentals of Math (FOM) and Reading Tutorial sections
funded by SCE? What percentage4of all of the math and reading1

D-3
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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 luaver, 374 second quarter, and 449 third
quarter. This is a duplicated count of students in all aections.

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 student& were
served through SCE funds.

Total SCE

I

Percent of total
paid by SCE

Schools R M R , M
r

R

,_

M

Austin 5 6

...

3 3 60.02 50.0%

Johnston 8 9 3

- 1-

3 37.5%

,

33.3%

Lanier 4

,

10 3 3 75.02 30.02

-.

McCallum 6 4 3 3 50.0% 75.02

-.

Reagan 4 3 3 3 75.02

-

100.02

Travis 6

,

6 3 3 50.02 50.02

Crockett 3 .6

,

3 3 100.02 50.0%

Anderson 3 3 3 3 100.02 100.0%

,

LBJ 6 9

,

3 3 50.02 33.32

rTOtal 45 56 27 27 60.02 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 leas* 27 of the 45 Reading tutorials (60%) and 27 of

the 56 mathematics tutorial classes (48%). Thus, SCE paid for It

:eu.st 53% of Lzll the high school tutoral classes.

D-4
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CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TEST (CAT) - SIXTH GRADE FILE
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Instrument Descristions CAT--4th Grid, File

Brief description of the instrument'

The CAT--.6th Grade File is a computer listing of students below the 40th percen-
tile in Reading on the Spring, 1979 CAT. The names of students served by SCE
Language Arts Block teachers were chocked off, and the names of other students
served were added to the computer list.

To whom Was the instrument administered?

Sixth grade school personnel: principals and SCE teachers.

How manY :imes was the iastrument administered?

Twice. S.

When was the instrument administered?

September, 1979, and February, 1980.

Where was the instrument administered?

Sixth grade schools.

Who administered the instrument?

Self-idministered.

What training ..d the administrators have?

Instructions provided through a memorandum.

was the instrument administered under standardized conditions?

All schools received the same instructions and printouts.

Wars there problems with the instrum,nt or the administration that might
affect the validity cf the data?

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

Who developed_the instrument?

Assistant area directors and ORE staff.

What reliability and galiditY data are available on the instrument?

Znformation obtained in September was double-checked in February.

Ara :here norm data ivailable f:r intervecing :he results?

Number students served this /ear zould be compared co numbers served in
previous .!ears.

6 4.
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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 Nestion 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 of students who were eligible to be served by SCE based on CAT
scores (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 lalle 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 SCE 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 percentile in reading on the CAT and served.

The,percentage of the overall sixth grade population at each scliool
served by the SCE program was then determined. The results are shown
in Figure E-1.

Finally, median percentile scores in reading 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 DI: 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 Pragram
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 Arcs Block 'Program. A total of 157 other
students were served. 'About one-third of these stu. Alts (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 Figtxre E-2).



1411001.
SCHOOL

POPULATION
CAT ELIGIBLE

(Below 40th Percent i le)
I

CAT EL
SERVED

No.

IC 1 BLE

OTHERS
SERVED

TOTAL
SF.RVF.0

NO. ABOVE 40111
PERCENTILE SERVED

PERCENT OF SCR
POPULATION HERYr

WIRTIN 220 119 117 83.5

I

II 1211 1 58.22

.

ALLAN 160 95 53 55.8 14 67 3 41.9%

BLANTtIN 484 183 113 61.7 17 130 0 26.9%

JOS L 1 N 851 233 65 2/. 9 11 82 2 9.6%..... .. . ... .. ___.

READ

___ . .

545

.__
88 69

_ ____

78.4

... _
44

___
113

_

30 20.1%

TRAVIS HEIGHTS 680 292 102 14.9 40 142 15 20.9;

BAKER 152 90 49 54.4 6 55 0 15.6%

WEBB . 118 211 52 24.0 8 60 0 R. 3%
. -- . . . .. . . _ , _ _ _ ___ __________ _ __. _ ------'
MAL 4,016 1,3.17 00

.e
46.4 157 717 51 19.3%

Fi gun. E 1. STUDENTS ELIGIBLE AND SERVED BY LANCUAGF. ARTS MOCK PR 1CRAM. School popul at lini Is based on
November 21, 19 /9 member sb I p. "Ot hers Served" Inc 1 tides st udent s without CAT WO res and

t CAT scores nbove the 40th percent I le in reading f rom spring, 19/9.



CAT PERCENTILE SCORES

.
SCHOOLS MEDIAN RANGE

MkRTIN 18 1-44

ALLAN 19 1-58

BLANTON 15 1-39

JOSLIN 26 2-60

READ 32 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 on CAT scores were
not served. Possible reasons for this include:

The space available 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 had to be skirped.
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Some students (51 or 6.6%) who scored above the CAT cutoff were also
served. This primarily occut4ed 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°Tor 15 of
142 students).

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.

9

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).

ENROLLMENT
NUMBER

ELIGIBLE
ELIGIBLE STUDENTS

SERVED
CAI PERCENTILE

RANGE

1978-79 4,253 1,914 343 1-76

(45%)

1979-80 4,016 1,337 620 1-62

(33%)



79.18

, 1978-79 1979-80

ELIGIBLE FO
PROGRAM

SERVED BY
PROGRAM

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.

This comparison reveals a narrowing of the gap between students eligible
for the program and served. It appears SCE is serving more disaerantaged
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 aost
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 74. The sixth grade program appears to be moving
in the proper direction.



Attachment B-1
79.18 (Page 1 of 3)

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
Office of Research and Evaluation

January 25, 1980

TO: scg Reqding/Language Arts Teachers Addressed

FROM:- 171k; L.4nen, SCE Evaluator

SUBJECT: Students Seived During 1979-80

me,

'I would like to ask for your help. I need to determine which sixth
graders have been si.Aved by SCE reading teachers for any length of time
during the 1979-Cr F.-tonol 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 is 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 (I) off those who were being served last fall
according to the school lists. 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:

1. Check through the computer list. Compare it to your
roster for the year.

Star (4) 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 ;no
CAT (indicated by a score 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.

6 ei

$,
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Attactiment E-1

.(continued, page 2 of ft

2. Fill out the ,blank form with the names of any
other sixth uaders ycu have served who are not
on the.Computeir litt. This list should generally
consist of stndents 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 they
were identified.

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

After the last person who 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 would like the lists.back by Pebruary.15.

Please let me know if you have any questions at 458-1228. Thank you for your
help.

I

Approved:

Seniokj Evaluator, Externally Funded Programs

Approved:
c/ /7

Dirtceor, Research and Evaluation

Approved:

Director, Elementary Education

NB:rrf
Enclosures

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

cc: Principals
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Inatruct inns: Please I int in alphabetical order any studenta you have SCIItsH, ---.--------------- - - ---served this year who nre not on the enclosed computer printout. Include
their student number ethnicity (seecodes at the bottom a the sheet),
and how they were id nt 1 f led (I ist test score if appropr tate).
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COUNSELOR RECORDS



79.18
Instrument Descriptions Counselor Records

"MOM.

3rie1 descrirtiam af :he instrument:

Each counselor keeps a record of visits for students he/she sees during the year.
Twice during the 1979-80 school year, the counselors tallied the number of students
they served through individual mad/or group and classroom guidance sessions.
These records were used to produce a summary report of students served by coun-
selors funded through :CE.

7o wham was :ha instrument admial.itered7

Counselors (23) funded by SCE.

ow :any times vas :he instr=ent adster:d?

Twice.

Aen was tne instrument administered?

Forms were due February 1 and May 1, 1980.

Aare vas :he instrument administered?

In the schools (Title I schools plus Winn).

Who administered the instrument?

Self-administered.

What :reining did the administrators have?

Written instructions, plus questions answered verbally by counseling supervisor.

Was the instrument administered under standardized condi:ions?

All counselors received the same instructions and standard formb.

W472 :hers oroblems wt:h the instrument or :he administration :ha: -1?ht
affect :he validiti of the data?
There was some uncertainty over whether some counselors counted each student contact
rather than each student, and over whether counselors counted only new students tney
worked with for the second report. One counselor did not report the number of stu-
dents served in classroom sessions by ethnicity during the first reporting oeriod.
The validity of all data depends on the accuracy of the records kept by counselors.

evelooed the instrument'

OPE staff, counselors, and the Supervisor for Elementary Counseling and Guidance.

What rellabilitY anc da:a are available :n :he ths:ent?

individual school records for students coqld be checked.

:here ta:a :vs, 3 "- ----- e -?s-.-3'

The Title t Technical Report From 197S-79 reports the number of students set-,ed
by Title t counselors (who were funded through .iCE this year). Caution 3hould
be exercised in :omparisons, however, since reporting periods, data collection
formats, and procedures were slightly different.
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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 arid academic achievement.

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

Evaluation Question D1-6: 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 it.
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 1st, 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 eaa student
they saw once undPr the appropriate ethnicity and grade category 'or the
classroom guidance section, 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..computer list of students
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by grade and Ithnicity was generated for the Title I schools plus "Jinn
(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 1 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 reporLs 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 coipleted the first
report were discovered as they were reviewed. These problems are noted
in 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 also 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 counseJors 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 oE the 23 counselor3 turned in their first and second reports (a 100%
return rate). Some delays in processing were caused by late reports.

The problems encountered in summarizing the first reports are detailed
on the following page.
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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 indtvidual/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 them 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 d4ta. 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 D1-6: How many students were served
by the SCE counselors? by ethnicity?

It seems likely that the SCE counselors served each student in the schools
at :east once through classroom guidance (113424 students). This includes
approximately 2,715 Anglo, J,60s Black, and 5,016 Hispanic (see Attachment F-4).
The L'istrict percentages of Asian and Indian students is about one percent,
accounting for about 114 of the Anglo students.

Counselor Reports

The chart on the following page shiws the breakdown of students served by
ethricity based on the counselor reports. Complete information for each
reportin4 period can be found in achment F-5.



A ...Indian D = Hispanic

B = Asian E = White

C = Black (Anglo)

REPORTING PERIODS 1 AUGUST-JANUARY
2 JANUARY-APRIL

3 TOTAL

Ethnicity A B C D : A B C D E A B C D

13 151 6030 5117 2561

,

Individual and/or
Group Counselin6

5 103 3791 3055 1509 8 48 2239 2062 1052

TOIAL
TOTAL

TOTAL

5,409
13,865

8,456

Classroom Guidance 12 104 7480 8850 2881 3 10 327 457 245 26 146 9429 12138 4339

TOTAL
TOTAL

TOTAL

26,785
1,042

19,931

Other
29 1245 302 229 -- 4 126 39 41 54 3068

TOTAL

715
,...4

619

....

"KIAL
TOTAL

4,456
210

1,805

Figure F-I. STUDENTS SERVED BY

dents served twice

served. The first

and 2 for others.

number of contacts

SCE COUNSELORS DURING 1979-80. Counselors reported the number of stu-

during the year; the second report was to include only new students

two weeks of January are included in Report Period I for some counselors

Counts seem to reflect a mixture of number of students served and

with students due to some uniformity problems.
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In light of the problems dis0§sed earlier, these data are difficult to
interpret. Based on the Mem5ership 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 47.3% 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, 41% 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 li.tast 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 corrected 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 schools 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.

I
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1, ADDRESS:
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SpecifyInd.! niciu1.11Tea.; sf As. Parent 'Academic Behavior Attendance Health

I

1

,

CLASSROOM GUIDANCE

TEACHER

Time of Day

GRADE Rm.
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Attachm4nt F-1. RECORDING FORMS USED BY COUNSELORS DURING 1979-80. The
top card was used to record individual and group counseling
sessions for students, while the bottom card was used to
record classroom visits.



Attachment F,2
79.18 (Page 1 of 3)

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
Office of Research and Evaluation

March 28, 1980

TO: Gloria Richards

46.4e,4.A.
FROM: Nancy Baenen

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 repot. I will be happy to talk it over with
you, but it will have to be April 14th 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: -4
Evaluator, txternal Programs

./(
Approved:

NB:mf

Eric.

utrr--7.-.-----Director, Research rici Eval on
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COUNSELOR ACTIVITY SUMMARY

INSTRUCTIONS:

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

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. InalvidualGrotinseli. 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". Ipayallgx_t_o_cren_ten
matter how many times 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
B = Asian
C = Black

D = Hispanic
E = White, not Hispanic

NO,

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. If you do 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
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: Include a count of the number of students you saw in a
situation other than an individual, group, or classroom session
(consultation, for example). 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 you for more than one type of problem, and you cannot really
decide which is the primary problem, count him/her in whatever cate-
gories are appropriate. Then star (*) the numbers and indicate how
many students have multiple classifications right below the box.
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Attachment F-2
(continued, page 3 of 3)

TALLY FORM FOR SECOND REPORT

4,

Second Rsporting Period
Date

a

1

2

Grade 3

4

5

A 6

Ethnicit

m , u

cc: ,+d co

A TC

.1111
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOLDISTRICT
.Divi,siol of Instructional Soevices
Department of Student Development

: April 11, 1980

M_MORANDUM

TO: 'Counselors

FROM: Gloria Richards

SUBJECT: REMINDER REPORTS DUE MAY 1, 19Su

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

SECOND REPORTING PERIOD

.January 21, 1980-April 30, 1980

Report due in our office May 1, 1980

Conisnon ACTIVITY SUMMARY INSTRUCTIONS

EiLcsed is a set of instructions concerninz the "Student
(1Services" section of Counselor Activity Summary. This
in-formation is just a reminder df how to Till out the form
accurately for the second-reporting period. Please call
me if you have any questions.

ba
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COUNSELOR ACTI7:7: sun.,ARy

INSTRUCTIONS:

Attachment F-3
(continued, page Lof 2)

.Second Reporting ?eriod: 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 1rup Counseling: Check through each student
counseling card in your file. For each student lou have seen for
either individual or group counseling, make one tall" mark in
appropriate grade and ethnicity box on the attached 4aly Form
for Second Re~port". Remember to count ..aach student jst onct) po
matter how many times you saw him or her. Once you nave 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 ..ne following TEA ethnicity codes:

A = American /ndian
3 = Asian
C = 3lack

D = Hispanic
E = *onlize, not Hispanic

II. Classroom Ouidance: Add up the total number of students you
visited for classroom guidance sessions. List the number of stAl.-
,'ents by ethaicity and overall. If you do not know tne exact
number of students by ethnicity, please give your best estimate
cirld note "Estimate" off to the side). You Ilopefuily still have
the printout of students by ethnicity chat was provided earlier
in the year, and your school office should have a 1i.:~ o .e num-
ber of students at each grade level by ethnicity.

III. Other: :nclude a coun-. of the number of students you saw in a
situation other than an individual, group, or classroom se.ssio.
(consultation, for example). Again, do your best to list any of
these students by grade aad ethnicity.

Iv. No. of :ndividual nc,or Small Grbuo COflt:Acf.:5 wh St!idents: ?lease
list a count of the number 'of students you because of a(n, aca-
demic, behavioral, attendance, or health problem. Try ta count each
student just once under their primary problem. However, if a student
came to 1.-ou for mcre tnan one type of problem, and you cannot really
decide which is the primary problem, count him/her in whatever :ate-
gorles are appropriate. 7hen star (*) the numbers and indicate now
many students have multiple :lassifications rizht below the box.

8:)



79.18 Attachment F-4

SCHOOL TOTAL BLACK MEXICAN AMERICAN ANGLO

Allison

N X N X N %

637 104 (16) 508 (80) I 25 (4)

Becker 618 71

321

_ull

S85)

434 (70) 113 (18)

, Blackshear 380 51 113) 8 (2)

Brentwood 347 1 (--) 73 (21) 273 (79)

Brooke 475 10 (2) 451 (95) 14 (3)

).-
Brown 446 144 (32)

,

99 (22) 203 (-5)

Campbell 467

-

446 (96)

,

16 (3) 5 1)

Dawson 580 Z.i (5) 395 (68) 157 (27)

Govalle 731 221 (30) 484 (66) 26 (4)

Maplewood 358 258 (72) 56 (16) 44 (12)

Mathewb 363 38 Ill) 85 (23) 240 (66)

Matz 445 2 (--) 440 (99) 3 (t)

Norman 240 233 (97) 7 (3) -- (--)

Oak Springs 272 249 (91) 21 (8) 2 (1)

Ortega 320 172 (54) 144 (45) 4 (1)

"acan Springs

,

546 145 (63) 66 (12) 135 (25)

Pleasant Hill 630 43 (7) 190 (30) 397 (63)

Reilly 270 26 (10) 103 (38) 141 (52)

Ridgetop 205 24 (12) 97 (47) 84 (41)

Rosedale 270 10 (4) 56 (21) (75)

Rosewood 96 87 (91) 9 (9)

,204

St. Elw 703 33 (5) 263 . (37) 407 (58)

Sanchez 517 7 (1) 497 (V6) 13 (3)

407

678

371

419

(91)

(62)

(7)

31

52

388

(.8)

(5)

(92) 1

207

5

(1)

(30)

(1)

--alms

Winn

Zavala 423 30

Total 11,424 3,693
i

(32.3:1 5,016 (43.97.) 2,715 (23.8%)

chment F-4. NUMBER OF STUDENTS IN SCHOOLS WITH SCE COUNSELORS BY
3ased on "Ethnic Composition of Students" report

from Pupil Accounting, October 1, 1979.



79.18 C.1UNSELOR ACTVZ .31.7:PNAn

Attachment F-5
(Page 1 of 7)

:SCE Counselors onli 1979 - 30

No.

No.

of Counselors, :2
Yoh:-

of ?rincipals 25 *...;;ordiu
No. of Schools_ 25 of Tonchers
No. of Asst. ?rincipais 4 A a Indian B m Asian C Blac_No. of Head Teachers Ethnicity: 0 a HisDanic E Whitg (An341o)

SERVICES PROVI:ED First Re1)orting Pariod
:ate

STUDENT SERVICES
A

iTiiNECTTY
* **'** :".4.

, 3
I. Individual ahdlor 3 ' 6 292 ! 43 . 44

Group Counseling 1 - 23
1
. 1 33

Grade 3 1. 19
. - 10
5 ,

-
7....-

Tota1 5 103
II. Classroom Guidance 4 30

c4

5 15

1
,..)

3

1 11. ...

3 1 1 7

..torzi 17 104

IT.I. Other

4

5

Total'

..,

. 4

3 - /4

- 6
.4 2
- 29

:v. No. oi Individual
and/or small
group coacac!s

1

594

975 559 : 236
. 831 ; ;55 277
; 3791 i 3053 1509
! 1532 1705

. 13:43 '417! :

' 1131 . 1,475 1007

109 '

10

150

I 5 53
I 1123 1388 .. 2.:.8

; 33 ._..22.L__.:
1 7480 8830 . 2881

194

191 50 lc
252 A5

339 1 61 : 35

1330_
..,2
8435

32A,

2793

131
IMP

=.1.1111Ir

230

.:.37
. J...4) 301 229 1835

1c.ir,:: ,.1..'

Acadcmtc :lohnvioeni 1
.... . P 1 et f:4. ...4., 4.4%.14,.....114.....

with 2095 7496 339
It

770

val1111401111r

MAUER SERVICES

I. Individual Consuldation
II. Croup Con5ulting

Inservice/l)iscussion Hcgs.
Small ,-,roup

III. Class Observations
IV. Other

4=11=11i.

?ARENT SER7ICZS

1. tndividual Cc,nsultation
II. Croup Consultation

:71 . Other
please

Teachers

Teach2rs

Teachers
Classes

7,')TAL

Parents_

Parents

TCTAf.

5LL

489 Conzaczs 46'
21;

239 Contacts__ 1115
195 5"

1305

1521

::ontdcts

.4444144.

^58

znan

743

1

Cohcacts :15

-rs-"J
2

* .F,eo Atzaciicts-sileet

** 1 School senc total fir each grade level
*** 1. School checked each one--no numbers



Attachment F-5
79.18 (continued, page 2 of 7)

COUNSELOR ACTIVITY SUMMARY

SERVICES PROVIDED
1111.11111

First Reporting Period
Date

ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES

I. Consultation with
Principal

II. Consultation with Assc.
Principal

AISD Special Service
Staff (Supervisor,
Coordinators, ect.)

IV. Other

(please speciflt)

Contaocs 1468

Contacts 450

l'ersons_ 209. Contacts 1164
99

TOTAL 308
361

3443

OTHER SERVICES

I. Outside AgenCies
Ocher

please specify)

Persons I93

131

TOTAL 329

Contacts 434

209

TOTAL 648

COORDI.NATTON SERVICES

I. ]
Local Support Team
Tasting
Vision and Hearin; 1

IV. Special Guidanc.e Programs
V. Other

(please Specify)

(please check)

1
Ao

24

APPRAISAL SERVICES

I. Classroom Ceservaciens
II. Test Administration (Ind,)
III. Test Administration (Group)

.

!IIV. Other

(please specify)
!I

Totals 542
Totals 452

Totals 261

intals 121

Grand Totai 1376

OTHER GUIDANCE RELATED ACTIVITIES (please specify)

SEE ATTACHED SHEET



Attachment F-579.18

(continued, page 3 of 7)
P. 3

OTHER GUIDANCE 4U1DANCE ACTIVITIES kplease specify)

Behavior Management Program
Third Grade Compliment Club
Explain personal problems with upper grade studentsEditor, CTPGA newsletter
Voluntary In-Service on Stress (workshop for faculty every other week) byDecember 1979-2 sessions
Parent Student Group
Obtained Migrant Clothing: 6 children
Obtained eyeglasses: 2 children
Worked to obtain homebound teacher: 1 ChildObtained Cumulative folders: 69 Children
Sentacademic records: 48 Children
Obtained Student numbers: 12.ChildrenContacted attendance investigator: 3 ChildrenIssued shoe cards: 70 Children



Attachment F-5

79.18 COUNSELOR ACTIVITY SUMMARY (continued, page 4 of 7)

No. of Counselors
No. of Principals
No*. of Schools

44) SU.)

25

26

1979-80
Year

No. of Students
%sporting ?erioa
No. of Teachers

11 117
OPPWWI,

1

ft wP

SERVICES PROVIDED
Second Reporting Period

Oats January 21, 1980-April 30, 1980

. STUDENT S....IVICES
* 1 ,-7-7-7.

ETHNICITY

--71511177sTrar--. 1,7, 0

. i. /adividual and/or K I 3 6 i 258 227 128 622

Group Counsaling : 1 T---7-73Er- 208 1/8 68
2 3 13 494 348 208 1071

Grade 3 1 6 ! 365 300 147 1019

4 5 1 285 713 225 140
3 5 314 264 206 789

Totals 3 43 2239 2062 ! 10 2

. Classroom Guidance 10 327 4;7 243 1042

4 17/ 438 . 15, lfut

2
ill 468 14,9 771

3
icas LA15

4 1 I 7 364 H66 270 120S

3 I 2 4 369 I 579 ; 223 nn
Totals I 14 1/38 ' 1458 AR4

II:. Other K 4 126 I 39 41 210

I.
4 195 I 79 30 328

5 252 53 ' 61 371

3 1. 231 60 71 383

.11110 9 423 I 86 i 72 590

5 - 2 576 96 : 95 769

Totals - 35 1823 I 413 ' 390 265

r7. No. of individual
and/or small
group contacts
wiz=
st

1^

udent-

Nature of Probl

Academic ' Behavioral ' Attendaace . Health

1744 4385 300 752

TEACHER SERVICES

i. Individual Consultation Teachers 721 Contacts 5066

/:. Group Consulting
inservice/Discussion Mtgs. :eachers 499 Contacts 790

Small Group Teachers 250 Contacts 390

III. Class Observations Classes 266 Coatact:1

r7. Other 140 647

(please specify) 1386 47-1

.11=1=1:116 INOMIlir1=M=Z1=====1211=

PARENT SERVICES
Parents 5549 Contacts 2713:. Individual Consultation

Group Consultation Parents 30/ Contacts 141

:::. Other 1.129 =,86

(please specify 070 3485

WwwW1w.
.1WWW.

w=wwwww0

see azzached sheet for et.ons usec O.itermining etanj.city.



Attachment F-5
79.18 (continued, page 5 ot 7)

COUNSELOR ACT:7ITY SUMMARY

Si.R7ICES ?ROVIZM Second Reporting ?eriod
DateJanuarv 21, 1980-April 30, 1980

ADMINI5T7ATT7E SETV:OSS

Z. Consultation din
?rincipal Contacts 1530

II. Consultation wiia Asst.
?rincipal Contacts 402

:I:. AISD Special Service
Staif (Supervisor,

Coordinators, etc.) ; Parsons 251 ,ontacts 402
r7. Other 86 259

(please specify) : OTAL 337 TOTAL 2593

OTHER SER7:CES

L. Outside Agencies Persons 216 Contacts 500
Other

157.111=.1.

(plaase specify)
TOTAL 280 TOTAL 657

COORD:NAT:ON szav:c.7.5

I. Local Supnort Team
:esting

II:. Vis:on and Hearing
rtr. Special Guidance ?rograms
V. Other

(please Specify)

(please check)

11rmilmMai
1411
11

INS

APMAISAL SER7ICES

Classroou Obsenrations
I:. Test Administration (:nd,)

:::. Test Administration (Group)
:V. Other

(please specify)

immelmommmemmisemoommmy
OTHER GII/DANCE ACT:V:7:ES (please specify)

Totals 564

Totals L;71

Totals 1136
Totals 99

Grand Total 2270

(SEE ATTACiED SHEET)



Attachment F-5
79.18 COUNSELOR ACTIV/TY SUHUARY (continued, nage 6 of 7)

No. of Counselors
No. of Frincipali
No; of Schools

23

:3

26

1979-30
Year

No. of Students_ 11.227
Reporting Period_:,..Ariy
No. of Teachers 747

SERVICES ?RCVMED
Yearlysaporting Petiod

Data Aueykr 1979--April . 1980

.ETHNICITY
STUDENT SERVICES

C D
I. Individual and/or K 6 12 i 550 I 690

Group Counseling 1 1 36 389 1 15
,

51 1027 I 953
Grade 3 2 2! 1159 751

4 - 15 I 1260 1166 511
5 - 12 I,. 1145 629 483

Tccals 13 131 6030 5117 2561
::. Olassrocm Guiaance K 1 7

4

2 7 16 1313 1943
3 3

1 ' 8

/

l';-CIS tE737195 2216V...-..-__If--.7::::#____------- h.

32 1733 2335
19 1487 1954 319

272

399

519
377

r- TOT,A,L C'NTACTS

Ii30
2140

2359
2314
3060
2/:2

1386.:

5 I 3 11 I 1302 1634 I 493
Total 26 146 )429 12128

13 235 74

8 345 128
91 446 95

3 5 I
442 110 '

4

3

Total

IV. No. of Individual
and/or small
group contacts
/frith

student-

Academic

3840

4339
70

81

116

102 :

13 1 685 151 116
4 913 157 : 130

54
I 3068 I 715 1 619

Nature of ?-roblem
' Behavioral

i Attendance

3676

26785
392

562

666

663
967
1206

4436

1111r

Health

11881 639 1522

TEACHER SERVICES

I. Iadividqal Consultation

II. Group Con6ulting
Inservice/n..scusaion Xtgs.
Small Group

III. Class Observations
r7. Other

(please specif'7)

?ARENT SERV:CU

Consultation
I:. Group Consultation

Other

Teachers 1335 Con tac ts

Teachers 988 Contacts

TeachersAIL_ Contacts
Classes 555 0.ontacts

133

TOTAL 1 J1

(pleasct specify

?arencs 7170

?arents 754

1372

9806

10358

1250

682
1914

TOTAL
1174

124r0
OM.

Contacts
Contacts

3399
.T.OA

694

6689

* A-B-C-0-B see attached sheet for deel.aitions sa ietermihIhg etnnitlTy.



Attachment F-5
79.18 (continued, pa0 7 of 7)

COUNSELOR ACTIVT.TY SUMARY

SERV/CES PROV:DED Yearly Reporting Period
DateAu ust 29, 1979--April 30, 1980

ADMINISTRAT:VZ SERVICES

I. Consultation with
Principal

II. Consultation with Asst.
Principal

I:I. AISD Special Service
Stat.! (Supervisor,

Coordinators, etc.)
V. Other

411111111MP

OTHM:t SERV:CES

(please speci.17)

Persons 460

185
TOTAL 645

Contacts 2998

Contacts 852

Contacts 1366

TOTAL
620

3702

:. Outside Agencies
Other

(please speci.ly), .1

Persons 414

195

TOTAL 509

Contacts 939

366

TOTAL 1305

COORDINATION SERVICES

I. Local Support Team
Testing
Vision and Hearing
Special Gui4ance Programs

V. Other

(please Speci.fy)

AMMIII=11.

(please check)

43
48 O
45
36

30

f
APPRA:SAL SERVICES

/. Classroom Observations
:I. Test Administration (T1d,)
:I/. Test Administrt.tion (Group)
V. Other

(please speci!y)

vommosimmamm

OTHER GUIDANCE RELATED ACT:7IT:ES (please specif.1)

Totals 1106
lsTota 923

Total:: 1397
Totals 220

Grand Total 3646

(SEE ATTACHED SHEETS, Reports 1 and 2)
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Jtate Compensatory Education

Appendix G

RESOURCE TEACHER ROSTERS

.9
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79.18
Instrument Description: Resource Teacher Rosters

Brief isscriotioa of the tostrumeot:

Roster forms were uued to list the names of students served by bilingual
resourc teachers through February of 1980, along with their student number,
ethnicity, CAT score, and home language.

To wham was the tastrument administered?

Three bilingual resource teachers serving six schools.

Saw many Cl=es Vas :he LM3CTUMeUt adMiZiscente

Once.

When was :he instrument administarftd?

February, 1980.

Where Vas :he tastrument admiaistered?

/n the schools.

Who administered thei instrument?

Self-administered.

What :raiz a did c.e admia4strators save?

Short memorandum wi4 instructions.

Was :he instrument adniaistered under standardized condi:J.1.ns?

Standard forms and iastructions were given to all three teachers.

Were there zroblams with :he insyrzment or :he edministratian thacmizhc
ai:ec: tae aLity of the data?

None that are known.i

who develcoed ini3tr.:ment!

SCE Evaluator.

reliabi:ITv indHliditv tato Ire available n the 4...hstr=ent?

N ,ne.

.:tre nen hcrm :or

No.
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RESOURCE TEACHER ROSTERS

Purpos

Tfie Resource Teacher Rosters provided ina,rmation relevant to the
following decision and evaluation question:

Decision QuAstion Dl: Should more emphasis be placed on
serving eduqationally disalvantaged students through SCE?

, I

Evaluation q!lestion 01-7: How many students w?.re
serveby the. Bilingual Resource teachers? by
ethnicity? How were students selected?

Protedure

Three bilingual resource teachers served students in six schoola:
Zilker, Mathews, Blackshear, Campbell, Oak 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
schbols had no bilingual teacher but did have students classified as
LESA (Limited Englilh Speaking Ability). Teachers began work in
November, 1979.

The names of the teachers and the schools they 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 D1-7: How many students were
served by the Bilingual Resource teachers? by
ethnicity? How were students selected?

A total of 98 students were served by the three Bilingual Resource
teachers through February, 198y (see Figure G-1). This total included



79.18

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

's.

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 Sprilgs 0 0 ' 0 21 0 21

TOTAL 0 - 3. 0 87 8 98

Figure G-1.. STUDENTS SERVED BY BILINOUAL RESOURCE TEACHERS FROM
NOVEMBER, 1979 THROUGH FEBRUARY, 1980.

Studalts were selected on the basis of their English-speaking ability
and achievement. Students who were classified as LESA (Limited English-
Speaking Ability) and other stuaents 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 dl.strict 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.

9
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TO:

AUSTIN INDEPENDEIT SCEOOL DISTRICT
Office of Research and. Evaluation

February 7, 1960

Bilingual Resource Teachers Addressed

FROM: Nancy enen, SCE Evaluator

SUBJECT: Students Served

Attachment G-1
(Page L of 2),

I would like to ask for your help. I need a list of the students You
have serred as the bilingual resource teacher thus far this year. This
information is needed for a report to TEA concerning the use of State
Compensatory Education (SCE) funds. Please list all of the students
who have served this year (for any length of time), their student iden-
tification number, their ethnicity, their-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 458-1.228 if you have
questions. ?lease return the form by February 29.

4Senio Evaluator, External Programs

Approved: 21'

Director, Research an

Approved:

%rector, Elementary Education

Teanhers addressed: Theresa Rodriquez
Josie Salas

Elizabeth Hicks Martinez
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Attachment G-1
(continued, page 2 of 2)

Ii/LMGIJAL RESOURIE' TEACHDER ROSTM

Teacher Name School4.

Student Name .

(Last Name, First Name) r'
Student
Number Ethnicity*

CAT
Scare

Home
Lanquirce

..

. ,

i

,

,

--

%.
.

,

. .

* 7thnicity = Ameri,:an :nlie.:1; A = Asian (Or1ent:a:2; 3 = Black;
H - Hispanic; w = White ;Anlo

9
r A
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State Compensatory Education

Appendix H

TABS TESTING RECORDS



79.14
/nstresent Description: TABS Testing Records

3rief description of the instrument:

State tasting reports for the TABS tasting ware used to dstermine the number of
students tested by the program by ethnicity. Enrollment and testing figures were
provided by each school 4t the time of testing,

To whom was the instrument administered?

All fifth and ninth graders.

Roy mar times vas the tnstrument administered?

Once.

When was the instrument administered?

Fifth grade: March 4,.5, & 6, 1980 (makeups March 7 6.10).
.Ninth grade: March 10, 11, 6 12, 1980.

Where was the instructs= administered?

Id the scliools. Each school decided who would test students and in what envi-
ronment (classroom or large group areas).

'Who administered :h* instrument?

Fifth and ninth grade teachers could not test their own students, but could test
others. Teachers, counselors, principals, and other qualified personnel carried
out the testing.

What training did the administrators have?

School coordinator and test administrator manuals were provided. Also, school
coordinators attended training workshops conducted by ORE, and trained the
testers in their schools,as necessary.

%as the instrument administered under standardized conditions?

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

Wars :here oroblems ith the instrl:ment or the administration that might
affect the Yaliditv of the data?

None that are known.

.3

Vho develooed the instrumeW,

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

'what reliability and validitY data are available :n :he instrament?

Contact TEA. The TABS test was based partially an earlier testing (TAPS project).
Field testing of items was also conducted during fall, 1979. Enrollment figures
could be checked prough Pupil Accounting.

Are :hers norm data available for intertree:n :he results?

Results will be reported for each school in AlSO. Summary reports of performance
for each school district in Texas will be available from each individual district
and considered public information. Actual norms for Texas may or may not be
produce, Statewid\results will be published by September. 1980.

H- 2 101
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TABS TESTING RECORDS

Purpose

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

Decision Question DI: 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?

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, abient, inval-
idated, or exempted (see Attachment H-1). Forms 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.

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.

SI

1 n
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ETHNICITY:

I Indian
A Asian
B Black

H Hispanic
W White

(Anglo)

TOTAL
ENROLLMENT

NUMBER
EXEMPTED

NUMBER ABSENT
OR INVALIDATED

.....1.-- A

NUMBER TESTED
BY ETHNICITY

B K W Total

. 4 .

GRADE 5 4203 156 13 06 64 673 992 2280 4042
(02) (2%) (17%) (252) (562) (1002)

GRADE 9 5183 214 . 380 05 26 768 1179 2587 4593
(02) (1%) (172) (26%) (562) (1002)

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

Attachment H-2 shows 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 Summar of S rin 1980 Texas Assessment of Basic Skills Results
for AISD (?ublication 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
reports 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
zeachers. The results which related competency testing were discessed
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-1 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, 52% did not know if minimum competency require-
ments had improved gradilates' skills in reading and math. Thus, teachers
seem willing to try such measures, but are not sure they will work.
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ca
or F 0 m

Ph ci,
Pi Pi CS ' ' U) 1

11) iii 00 m' 00 13
M 00

i-1g 2 '.4

Form 1

-

0
0

00
1-4
'4
9.
m
M
M

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

% 32
TWo-thirds agree or strongly agree.

8. A statewide test of students' minimal.
skills increases information about
students' skills above and beyond that
provided by the district's achievement

..testing program. 5

% 07
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. 5

7.03 31
Half aren't sure. About one-third agree.

4. There should be a statewide competency
test as a graduation requirement. 5

7.28 36
-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.

Over half agree or strongly agree.

5

% 10

Izi

m 4
M

cm
m
cb
CD

4 3 2 ,1

32 12 17 : 06

4 3 2 1

31 45 16 02

4 '3 2 1

52 12 02

4 3 2 1

15 15 06

4 3 2 1

46 24 15 05

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

H-5
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Attachment H-1

TEXAS ASSESSMENT fOf BASIC SKILLS 1980

CAMPUSIONTIFICATION SHEET
BEFORE COMPLSTINO THIS FORM, PLEASE READ THE INSTRUCTIONS ON THE REVERSE SIDE

SCHCel. NAME:

DISTRICT NAME.

couNrwommucT
2. NUMBER

I I-L! 1
000 040
000 000
000 OGO
000 OW

000
WO 040
OW 000
OGG 000
SW 000

000

CAMPUS
3. NUMBER

coos
00.
000
000
cne
ano
000
000

040 000j 000

GRADE 5
(IF THERE ARE NO GRADE 5 STUDENTS. LEAVE THIS SECTION BLANK)

5. P40. OF STUDENTS
EIRMP1'E13 PROM ALL 6 NO. OF STUDENTS
SUSTIESTS BY S.B.O.E. ASSENT ON

4. NO. OP STUDENTS POLICY 35.030 INVALIDATED
ENROLLED (HANDICAPPED) Pon Au. susrEsTs

III

moextaxma

wee
woo
woo
wee
0000 .

0000

7 NO. OF ANSWER
FOLDERS

RETURNED

000
000

004
000

0000
000

OXDO 0000
0000

*MS11 000 000 0000
000 0000
000 000 0000
000 0000
000 GOO 0400
000 004J 0000

EXIT LEVEL
tIF THERE ARE NO EXIT LEVEL STIJOENTSt,LEAVE THIS SECTION SUOIK)

4 NO. OF STUDENTS
ENROLLED

5. NO. OF STUDENTS
EXIATTED FROM ALL
SUBTESTS BY 5.50.5

POLICY X=
(HANOICAPPEO)

0000
0000 cDoo
0000 wa,
00IXD maco

000
00(00

000
Too

0000 000
00CX) 000
0000
000() 0[4_10

c,1

-12-

1 0,',

6 NO. Of moms
ASSENT OR

INVALIDATED
FOR ALL SUETESTS

7 NO. OF ANSWER
FOLDERS

RETURNE9

I 1

000 0000
000 00001
000 00001
;OW TWO
000

!000
0000
0400

000 0000

!000l
2)000vin®

Low] 000
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CAMPUS REGIUN 13

TEXAS ASSESSMENT OF BASIC SKILLS
SUMMARY 'REPORT

AlL-STUDENTS

DISTRICT 227-901 AUSTIN ISD

MAY 1, 1980

GRADE 5

1065
'TAW
SKILLS
AREAS

OBJECTIVES MASTERING
mom( rt PERCENT

' a
MASTERING

plume'

ALL
SUblESTS

The following
NUMBER OF

STUDENTS TESTED

Ethnic Composilion
Amelicen

. Asian
Black
Ilispailic
Whit.

Eligible for
Plies

Non-English

SPECIAL
Learning
Emotionally
Speech
Other Spacial

q BILINGUAL
Spanish
Deist Bilingual

TITLE I PROGRAM
Regulas
Miglept
(Toth

GIFTED/TALENTED

'

TOTAL ENROLLMENT

Number Esempu.d

Number Absent et Invalidated
.

dale ate bawl on
DOCUMENTS PROCESSED

I
-

Indian

.
flee Of Reduced

Meals ge

Spooking

EDUCATION PROGRAM STUDENTS
Disabled

Disturbed ,

liandicappod
Education

PROGRAM STUDENTS

STUDENTS

PROGRAM STUDENTS

4203

156

13

NUMBER

4042

06
64

673
992

228.0

1572

12

219
09

-, 14
11

532
79

456
44
10

76

PERCENT

100

, 0
2

017
...-----2-5

56
,

39

o

5
0
0
0

13
2

11 -1
1
0

2

(vi rufv fru

M
A
T
11
E

hi_
A
I
c
S

1 Geometric Tams. Figures
2 I/limpet Place Value

Add Whole Rumba's

1731 43 2263
2014 50 1980;1a9.--81L....J21._.1

' 4-triPlIPM=Numbeis
5 Mulled}, Whole Nutnbers

thygeidtmithioNvo

3131 78
2932 73

863
1062

1644
7 Solve WoettP41ems -
I Solve Word Problems ii.
1-11D01.9L.Moillso

iiii 11---91-1
2350 59
15116......:..42

10 Inietpiel Olootts
, 11 Identify Emirvalent Erections N. ,

t2 Sequence Nturbers . .. .,
,

STUDENTS TESTED 3994 PREDICTED-NRT PERCEPETTLE:

_
4391 85 .

2164 54
3115 7k>

. --. a

60 .

213.
1830
579

R
E
A
D
I
N
G

I bs.ntile Main Km ..,
2 Recall f acts/tells

2332 51
3495 88

1624'
461

117-1 giiiii:A1--m!ranct.iNoniaci
5 Dav. Conchenonit -

5 Outcomes 11

itii--il
2835 72226,57

23f1
1121L'Itt

. 7 se Context Clues
5 Use Index

chaus

354'3 90
3450 87

Ili
506

834

_.11_1M_Ninus-
10 f olio* Written )irections
11 IdenTily Character Feelings

STUDENTS TESTED 3956 PREDICTED MIT PERCENTILE

itgi 1)----igir
3122 79

62

W
R

1

1

I
N
G

i
t Spatting

'7 Punctuation .

3

3787 96
2605 --, 66
3448 87

168
1350
507Capttalitation4- CorreTinglish Usage

5 ipntence Stenchtle
6 1omnIntiPN.Pfr4 Folin,

WRITING SAMPTE
two...sting
--IL Aciatable % Raid to Read % Illerble % Not II:stable

2
Osganitation ol Ideas
Approp Response Puipose/Audlence
%TlFial4oi3 %II of7 SRSelotO

STUDENTS TESTED 3955

..1
2931 74
3320 ) 84
3639 n

11124
6-35
3)41

'4

leCt 10

!1
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CAMPUS

TEXAS ASSESSMENT OF BASIC SKILLS
SUMMARY REPORT

ALLS1UDENTS

DISTRICT 22 7-90I AUSTIN /SD

MAY 1, 1980

EXIT LEVEL

GRADE 9
1065

BASIC
SKILLS
AREA.%

OBJECTIVES
MAR [EM U

FIUMITER PERCENT

NO1
MASI ERING

NIIMIII0

ALL
SUB1ESIS

The following
NUMB ER OF

STUDEN1S TES1ED

Ethnic Conipoygion
Ameilcan
Asian
Black
Hislitic
While

Eligible lot
Puce

Nun English

SPECIAL
LIM nitig
Emotionally
Speech
Mlles Special

BILINGUAL
Spanish
Othei Bilingual

nn FIPROGRAM
Brgulai
MIQI Mil
Both

GB:TED/TALENTED

TOTAL ENROLLMENT

Hornbill Exempted

Nuinbet Absent et Irvaltdaled
I

data ate based on
DOCUMENTS PROCES... th

Indian

.
Neff at Reduced

Meals

Speaking .

EDUCATION PROGRAM STUDENTS
Disabled

Disturbed
Handicapped .-

Educstimi

PROGRAM STUDEN I S

STUDENTS
.

PROGRAM STUDENTS

5183

214

380

NUMBER

4593

05
26

768
1179
2587

1139
.

15

156
15
06
40

539
28

01
74
00

100

PERCENT

100

0
1

17
26
56

25

0

v

3
0
0

1

12
1

0

2
o

2

or mats um

M
A
T

li
E
M
A

c .

S

1 Add/Stibtiact Whole *umbels
7 MIIII111Y/DiyakrWbolo'N bete . .

. 3 Solve Pioblems - w r

4242 . 93 327
3711 81 858
2865---:..,..62__122.4-
3025 66 1544
3528 77 1041
2159- DI

-4 VTacttor-TilitA finsTiiiI. -.1
6 Use Decimals to w, , s.r
6 Solve Pelson& Mance Piebleme

-T. SuivThoUiiining Money
8 Use Measmentent Unds

Rdit: PlectIliOn/Prreent*9 Use 9

_-_42.--24 .

3511 1 7 1058
3260 71 1599
2505-54 2469,_ _

10 Read Maps
I I Bead. [memo! Chaim/GI/mils

TUDENTS TESTED 4569 TOTAL MATHEMATICS

3650 80
3990 87

5285 72

919
579

1284

H
E
A
0
I

, N
C1

1 klenbly Mani Idea
2 Sentience Events 6°

feel veil Cumf !loci

3449
3308

-.316.1.-24.
3621
2899

75
72

1125
1266
1211-___3

4 Evaluate Inloimation .

b Distinguish fact. Non Tact
6 ttst.w Conslusiens

79
63

953
1675

i 22..______.31
3 Make Genetalitabans 2752
e Follow Mitten Duet:liens 4266
9 Usg. Pans 01 Onek

60
93

1822
308

6 -
549

1089

1275

-10 Ike Reference Skills
11 Else Maps. Mans . .

STUDENTS TESTED 4574 TOTAL. READING

.2208
4025
3485

3299

...-64 -.-166
8 8
76

72--,
W
H
I
1

I

N
ti

1 Sindling
2 Punctitation

Cavity/atom

3903 85
3116 68
331, Z__-_1.1_

668
1455
1214-_i_.

4 Cut sect Titsjahlhame
5 Seinence Stinctiutt
6 Commonly Used Forms

WRIIING SAMPLE
11(11101m ding

% Acceptable % Held to Read % Illegible % Not Ratable
40 7 0 I

Organuation el Ideas
Approp Response. Puipose/Ambence
% 11 S el 4 or 3 %RS o12 %RS eller 0

2 59 39

S1UDENTS lESTED 4571 TOTAL WRITING

3030 66
3733 82
3 7 7 0 A Z

2688 59

1541
838
6.01

1883

10;1
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Austin Citizen June 18, 1980

Attachment H-I
(Page 1 of.20)

Are competency tests
in school good or bad?
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Austin tops
in state's
test scores

Tuesday evening
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Tuesday, June 17, 1980
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Attachment H-3
(continued, page 3 of 20).

Carer rgibns question testing
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Attachment H-3
(continued, page 4 of 20)

.
Wednesday, June II, III80Page 3 NN
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EthniC. brpalcciowo..$cii.O.

.imporanttesting kids&
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79.1E Attachnent
(continued, paie 5 of 40)

Tests are 'in' but
what do they mean?
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Mandards too low Wednesday, June 11, 1980 a TIIE DAILY TEXAN d Page 7 ,
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i AISD'Airector questions skilis\test,
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Tuesday. June .24. 1980
I Austin American-Statesman

Grading of basic skills testing put to the test
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Attachment 11-3
79.18

0
(cOntinuelt, race 8 of 20)

91/AustinAmerican-Statuman

....A18 Friday, June go, 1980

Jim Fain, Publisher 19ay Merlotti, Editor

..:The good grades

could berbetter
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(continued., page 9 of. 20)

Best urban district

Austin pup s
pass the test usN
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Tests From Al

Attachment H-3
(continued, page 10 of 20)

Wednisday, June 18,
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AttaChment H-3
(continued, page 12 of 20)

Test scores low

),cf: Dallas schools

juggle staff
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Wright: DISD needs to get 'act) together
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Teacher leader puts blame on administrative problems
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Writing skills tpst results debated by officials
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Attachment.W-3
(continued, page 16 of 20)

Saturday, June 14,196u, DALLAS TIMES HERALD

IDIS students do poorly
ton Texas bask skills test
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Trustees say
tests point to
staff failure
4111411

See DISD on Page 33
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I strumefie Description: Summarv Data Vile

Ilrief description of the instrument:

Counts of students serlied by the various SCE components during 1979-80 (by grade
and ethnicity when possible). Computer files for English for Speakers Of Other
Languages (ESOL). Direct Reading Instruction (DRI), and Minimum Competency
Tutorials were merged; other files were manipulated by hand.

To whom was the instrument administered?

Computer files and files developed by school personnel for each program funded
by SCE during 1979-80.

How Tiny times was the instrument administered?

Once.

When was the Instrument administered?

May, 1980.

Where was tne instrument administered?

Office of Research and Evaluation.

Who administered the instrument?

SCE staff.

What train'Ag did the administrators have?

Experience and training relevant to positions.

Was the instrument administered under standardized conditions?

Some of the files used were administered under standar,Azed conditions; others
were not.

Were there problems with the instrument or the administration that might
a-'fect the validity of the data:

It was not possible to create an unduplicated count of all students served by
.

SU this year because of a lack of student mates for some components. An un-
dtqlicated count is available for academic programs.

Whc developed the instrument?

ORE staff.

What reliability and valldit.y data are lyailable ln :re Instrument:

IInformation was verified with eact. program file of students served.

Are there norm data available far Inter'retIng :he results?

No. Counts could be compared to total served Ln previous years if desired.

1-2
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SnMARY DATA FILE

Purpose

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

Decision Question Dl: Should Imre 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 tJded 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 (ESOL),
Direct Instruction (DI), and Reading and Fundamentals of Math Tutorials (MRT).
SCE paid for 14 floating teachers in the eight sixth grade uchools, at least
one section per quarter of ESOL and MRT classes, and the training of teachers
in the Direct Instruction method.

The CAT file was tised 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

1-3



PROCRAM KEY

KSOL a English for Speakers
of Other Languages

DI is Direct Instruction
MRT Mnth and Reading Tutorials
PI Secondary Money
WC Written Composition Laboratory

Airmodillo Arta Program

LA Language Arts 'lock
C Counselors
BR Bilingual Resource Tenchers
TABS Texan A4nennmeat of

BMOC. Skills
CR Curriculum Writer
P Planners
E a Evaluation

*GRACE F.SOL Ifl

PROCRAMS

MRT SM WC A LA BR TARS CR

X

x

X X4
X X

2 X X

3 . X

4 X x.

5 X X

6 X X X X

7 X X

X

X X X X. V

X x X X X

9 X X X X X

X

I X

I 2 X

Figure 1-1. GRADE LEVELS SERVED BY SCE PROCRAM COMPONENTS DURING 1979-80. Some components nervi
students morn directly than othere.

1
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of the students they served from November and Febeuary; unduplicatad
counts of the students served by ethnicity were then made.

Counselors served students, classes, teachers, and administrators in
all of the Title I schools'pluI 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 least once).

/'
The Written Composition Labs provided supplemental writing instruction
to those students in need of it. The instructors at Vobie 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

The Texas Assessment of Basic Skills (ABS) project involved thq,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 contrtctor
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 project\.
It is hoped that this work will impact the programs funded next year. A'
list of the year's major activities was compiled at the end of the school
year.

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 complied for all of the components except
the Planning, Evaluation, Curriculum Writer, and Secondary Money components.
It was felt that accurate estimates of the number of students impacted by
these components would be impossible.

1-5 14 i
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Students served by the other program components were compiled by school,
ethnicity, arid grade level (elementary, sixth grade, junior high, and
senior high.) (see Figure 1-2).

Results

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

A count of the number of"students served by each'component by school
level is provided on the next page in Figure 1-2.

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 1-3 below
shows an unduplicated count of students served by the SCE components
which involved direct classroom instruction--ESOL, DI, ,MiRT, and th.: Sixth
Grade Language Arts Block (LA).

,

INDIAN ASIAN BLACK
0

HISPANIC
ANGLO
(WHITE) NA TOTAL

6TH GRADE LA 2 10 245 330 .186 .773

.
.

JUNIOR ESOL and (overlap is substantial)
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 1-3. UNDUPLICATED COUNT OF STUDENTS SERVT.D BY SCE COMPONENTS IN-
VOLVING DIRECT CLASSROOM INSTRUCTION. Counts of students
served by the Language Arts Block (LA), English for Speakers
of Other Languages (ESOL), Direct Instruction (DI), and
Fundamentals of Math and Reading Tutorials (MRT).

:hus, 2,267 smdents received di2ect classroom instruction through SCE funds
the sixth through twei:fth ,Jrades. In adrdition, a large number of ..zd,ii-

tional students were served through programs in grades K-22 that either

1-6



ELEMENTARY

ETHNICITY

INDIAN ASIAN BLACK HISPANIC
ANGLO
(WHITE)

NOT
AVAILABLE TOTAL

1

Counselors II* 101* 1,691 5,016 2,601 11,424
*Estimates

Bilingual Resource .

Teachers 0 3 0 87 8 98

Texas Assessment of
Basic Skills (TABS) 6 64 671 992 2,280 27 4,042

SIXTH GRADE :

--,

Language AttH Block 2 10 245 110 1e6 4 117

Written Composition
Laboratories -- -- -- -- --

JUNIOR HICH SCHOOLS

English for Speakers of
Other Languages (ESOL) . 0 20 1 70 4 4 99

Direct Instruction (131) 1 11 325 597 219 230 1,381

Written Composition
Laboratories -- -- -- -- -- -- 613

Armadillo Arts 1 0 7 10 34 52

SENIOR HICH SCHOOLS

English for Speakers of r

Other Languages (ES0L) 0

.--:

74 4 67 13 158

Math and Reading 1

TutorinIn (MRT) ' 1 17 202 163 149 I 511

Texas Asnennment of 1
Ranic SkIlln (TA8S) 5

..'

26 768 1,179 2,87 28 4,591

Arma4111n Artn 1 0 16 16 45 78

Figure I-i. STUDENTS SERVED BY SCE COMPONENTS BY ETHNICITY.
. Each student was counted only once in the total

served by each program. However, some students
were served by more than one program. Therefole,
totalling students served across programs would
give a duplicated count of students served (indi-
d ted by 1-1- marks).

14;1
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supplemented classroom instruction or provided other types of services.
It is impossible to determine an overall unduplicated count of the stu-
dents served at aZZ 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
mote fully'next year.
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t nt Des t ns nnar Re ords

Brief description of the instrumeq:

The 1,....nner Records consists Of self-report forms filled out monthly by thetwo SCE planners Listing their Woe activities. Each month, planner com-pleted a form listing major activities (those which took at least One day oftheir time during the month), the population impacted by the activities, andthe and product' of- the activities.

0
To whom was the instrument administered?

Two.SCE planners.

How many times was the instrument administered?

Six timme.

When was the instrument administered?

Monthly, from Nov mbor through April.

Where wag the instrument administered?

Planners completed at their office or other location of choice.

Who administered the instrument?

The form is a self-report Log instrument.

What training did the administrators have?

An October meeting was held to discuss and develop the form. Planners weresent the forma in November, along with a sample form of hypothetical activities.November was considered the pilot of the form, with questions addressed ai theyarose. No'major problems were encountered with the form, so it was not changed.

was the instrument administered under standardize condi ions?

Administration was standard to the extent that planners were encouraged to tillout the forms promptly at the end of each month, and guidelines were developedfor filling out the forms.

Were there proolems'with the instrument or the administration that might
aftect the validity of the data?

Some monthly. reports wore late. The accuracy of these reports cannot be deter-mined. If activities were not noted as they occurred, some may have gone unrecorded.

who develoveet e instrument?

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

What reliability and validity data are available In the instrument?

None.

Are there norm data available
for interpreting P.he results?

go, although some rough comparisons can be made with the 1978-79 log ofplanner activities.

.J-2.
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k
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PLANNER RECORDS

Purpose
4

Planner Recordp were used to address the followifig information need:

InformatiOn Need Question What materials were de-'
veloped by the SCE planning component during 1979-80?
What activities were carried out by the planning dor
ponent?

.

Procedure

A meetihg was held witICihe two planners funded-through SCE in October.
During this meeting,'ways to keep a record of their adtivities without
the necessity of filling in a daily log with time allocations were
discussed. A decision was made to list the major activities aligl prA
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 3-1 in
November, which-includel 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.

Planners were asked to fill out the forms regularly at the end of each
month. /t was suggested that a good way to keep track of the activities'
was to jot down the.activities on the form or an a calendar as they
occurred during the month.

In some cases, forms were not.received promptly at the beginning of each
month (December through May). If the forms were not received by.the 7th
of the month, a reminder memorandum (see Attachment 3-2) was sent out.
Monthly reports were reviewed as they were received.

Plannerewere also asked to update the objectives far the planning com-
ponent of'SCE. The original objectives and those added in March are shown
in Attachment 3-3. This combined list was then compared with the reported
activities of th4 planners.

A master iist of SCE planner activities and products was created in June,
1980. Tht.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
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objectives do tend Co overlap, however, which should be kept in mind
when reviewing the list.-. The results are shown in Attaahment J-4.

Results

All reports wereo.r.eceived except one for April from planner 2. Most
reports were in on time, although a few reminders were necessary early
in the year.

44,

Information Need Question I-1: What materials were de-
veloped by the SCE planning component during 1979-80?
What activities were carried out by the planning com-
Oonent?

A review of the list of planning 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 objectles were used
as guidelines rather than pandatory 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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AUST/N INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
Qffice of Researchc°and Evaluation

: November 21, 1979

TO: Joan Burnham, Kathryn Stone

FROM: INfixrcriaeftr-"A-----

SLiBJECTI Recording Planner's Activities

have tonsidered your camments and discussed the planner5s/form with
Jonathan-Curtis. Tbe form whicil was the result,is attached. I have
also attached a sample form wiLh hypothetical activities listed. -

Basicall, we would like a brief description of your activities for
the Month, the populations that were or will be impacted, and the ,

ultimate end product (or result ot 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 we'll discuss any problems early in December.

) ha also attached a list of the program objectives ior the planning
component. I am sure these have changed somewhat since this past sum-
mer. Could you provide ud with .a list of more specific products and
activities.for each of.the four objectives? Also ad,i any new objectives
(e.g. deseeregation activities).

Thank you.

Approved:

Approved:

NB:lm .

Enlosure

CR-Irtet. I_ kJ
Seniot'4Evaluator for Externally Funded Programs

irector, Research and Evaluation

J-5
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PLANNER'S FORM
-f-

'm
PLEASE FILL OUT ON THE LAST DAY OF EVERY MONTH F11,9M NOVEMBER THROUGH APRIL.

PLANNING ACTIVITIES DURING PLANNER

ACTIVITY POPULATION(S)
IMPACTED

r

END PRODUCT

,

,

.

..,

,

,

,

.

.

.

.

.

_

.

.

POPULATIONS IMPACTED (SPECIFY GRADE LEVELS:
1. Title I students 7. Elemenr.ary students
2. Title I Migrant students 8. Secondary sz:udents

3. Bilingual students 9. Community members
A SCE students 10. Selected district personnel
5. Special Education students (specify)
6. Written Composition students 11. Other (specify)

J-6
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NIMMONS

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

PLANNING ACTIVITIES DURING 7'ccete../itet/2., PLANNER (:::;L-e C.0 M. e-sc .../(----

ACTIVITY POPULATION(S)
IMPACTED

END PRODUCT
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.POPULATIONS IMPACTED (SPECIFY GRADE LEVELS:
1. Title I s!:udents 7. Elementar) students
2. Title I Migrant students 8. Setondary students
3. Bilingual students 9. Community members
4. SCE students ' 10. Selected district personnel
5. Special Education students (specify)
6. Written Composition students 11. Other (specify)
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Office of Research and Evaluation
AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT

TO: Joan Burnham, Kathryn stone

FROM: Nancy Beaenen

SUBJECT: Planner Activity Forms

6

RLMINDER...REMINDER...R.EXINDER...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:

Approved:

4Senioi. valuator, External Programs

Director, Research and EvaluatO.n
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. (Page 1 of 2)

Co. Oist. No. 277-901

Austin ISO

ra 3 Slunisrr SELMT/CN TNFORMATICN1 (INSTILL-nal& SUPPORT.)

If the activities of Austin Independent School District are to be
coordinated, a planning process must be established to system-
atically address the districts educational and training needs.
Federal, State and Local programs must be coordinated so that re-
dundancy does not occur, and tile successful aspects if particular
can be generalized to others. In light of the new Title I regula-
tions, the need exists to facilitate cooperative planning with the
community to comp'y with the new guidelines.

There is a need to coordinate staff development activities for
various compensatory education praesonnel so as to conform with the
new Title I guidelines and to mesh cooperatively with the local
school district effort.

re 4 Essesilaa= GIINIPALLY)

A. From August 1979 - June 1980, ohe compensatory Planner will be
continually involved in all aspects of planning and implementing
of parent involveront activities for Title I/Title I Migrant
Parent Involvement zL-lonent, which includes training of parent
groups upon Tits:per',

Sy September 1, 1979, the Compensatory Planners will hive com-
pleted taree transparency/tape presentations and developed ap-
propriate handouts for local campus PAC's additional.

C. From August 1979 - June 1960, one Compensatory Planner will have
coordinated and worked with approximately 36 teachers that are iA
tne.Written Composition.Program.

D. From August 1979 - June 1980, one Compensatory Planner will
coordinate efforts in.the area of staff development for the
various compensatory education personnel.

ITEm 5 NARRATIVE DESMIPT/CN:

A. Ic.;

The Compensatory Planners will work with the coordination df all
federally funded program :o ensure tneir meshing wfth local efforts:
rndividually, Planners will work in parental involvement activities,
language arts activities for low SES students, coordinatIon of staff
development and a writtan composition pro.lect. 7-1 Planners will
continue to review rtseerch ane -,formation on effective dractIcss
for *Irking with low SES students.

:ate submit:ad ,:une :979
9-2.2a
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Attachment 3-3

(continued, page 2 of 2)
AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
DIVISION OF EDUCATIONAL DEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT OF DEVELOPMENTAL PROGRAMS.

March 21, 1980

TO: Nancy Baenen

FROM: p3Joan Burnham

SUBJECT: Planning Component Objectives

As per your request of March"4, Kathryn Stone and I have met to discuss
the objectives for the 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 evolved 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 wrlting of
3 Emergency School Aid Act (ESAA) applications, developed
to assist in the implementation of the desegregation effort.

t.

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.

Approv

cc: Kathryn Stone

Director, Developmental Programs
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,

PLANNER'S FORM
,

%
.

.

PLEASE FILL OUT ON 1NE LAST DAY OF EVERY MONTH FROM NOVEMBER THROUGH APRIL.

PLANNING ACTIVITIES DURING NOVEMBER-APRIL PLANNER 1. PLANNER

ACTIVITY POPULATION(S)
IMPACTED

4*
END PRODUpT

OBJECTIVE A: Fgom AUGUST, 1979-7JUNE, 1980, ONE COMPENSARY PLANNER WILL BE
OF PLANNING AND IMPUMENTING OF PARENT

I/TITLE I MIGRANT PARENT INVOLVEMENT COMPO-
PAWIT GROUPS ON REQUEST.

CONTINUALLY INVOLVED IN ALL ASPECTS
INVOLVEMENT ACTIVITIES FOR TITLE
NENT, WHICH INCLUDES TRAINING OF

EILIPACHIEVEMENT:
.

1

7,8

2'

1

7,1 ,

,

.

At-Home program in Title I
amehdment.

Ideas for parent news-
letters.

,

Offering of training for
Title I parents.

y

Draft of newsletter.

Information.

Planner 1:

Planning with Title I staff
for spring Az-Home program
(Nov., Feb., March, April).

Attended parent involvement
session--Allyn and Bacon
(January).

Meeting with Dr. Martinez
at Region XII concerning
Title I Migrant parent
training during summer, 19$0
(February).

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

Attended city-wide PTA meeting
concerning desegregation
(February).

POPULATIONS IMPACTED (SPECIFY GRADE LEVELS:
1. Title I ltudents i. Elementary students
2. Title 1 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 Composition students 11. Other (specify)
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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
..,-

-

PCPVLATION(S)
.

IMPACTED
END PRODUCT

OBJECTIVE B: BY SEPTEMBER 1,
1

1979, THE COMPENSATORY PLANNERS WILL HAVE
PRESENTATIONS AND DEVELOPED APPROPRIATE

ADDITIONAL.
COMPLETED THREE TRANSPARENCY/TAPE
HANDOUTS FOR LOCAL CAMPUS PAC'S

EVIDENCE OF ACHIEVEMENT

,

1

1

7,1

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 of infor-
mation about helping
children at home. .

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

Planner 1:

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).

t

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).

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 studen,s 10. Selected district personnel
5. Special Education students (specify)
6. Written Composition students 11. Other (specify)

J -12
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PLANNER'S FORM

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

.

PLANNING ACTIVITIES DURING NOVEMBER-APRIL PLANNER 1, PLANNER 2 .

1

ACTIVITY 1 POPULATION(S)
IMPACTED

1 END PRODUCT

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

PROGRAM.

EVIDENCE OF ACHIEVEMENT:

7-Sims
K-5

10-Special Teachers

7

10-Teachers at
Pecan Springs, Winn,
Sims

.

Awareness of program and
receipt of written ideas
about how the program
works.

Completion of monitoring
,.or teacher participants
and program staff. As-
sisted in success of
program.

Planner 2:

Staff development (November).

School observations (Jan.,
March).

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

SATORY EDUCATION PERSONNEL.
.

EVIDENCE OF ACHIEVEMENT:

1,7

11 (representatives
from N and D insti-
tutions)
10 (those interested
in Title IVC grants)

Awareness session (Feb. 8).

Written information on
ESEA Title II basic skills,
grants, and Title IVC.

Planner 1:

Set up meeting through
Region XIII for exemplary
Title I awareness session
and received information on
other projects (January).

Presented at two meetings on
Title IV Part C and Title II
Basic Skills (January).

POpULATIONS IMPACTED (SPECIFY GRADE LEVELS:
1. Title I students 7. Elementary students
2. Title I Migrant students S. 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 (specify)
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Nimirftweassiftwaramma.samor.a...."

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 POPULATION(S)
rMPACTED

END PRODUCT
.

Planner 1: (continued)

1,7

10 (secretaries)

10 (Title I
teachers)

5

7,8

10 (secretarial
staff)

,

Possible summer staff
development alternatives.

Alternatives for secretary
staff development for
summer. .

A
.

Information about Title I
program.

Recommendations for per-
sonnel training.

.

.

.....

Summer staff development'
alternatives.

Information packet on
staff development options
via the UT Department of
Continuing Education.

'

t...

Met with Dr. Gilliam Cook
about training teachers to
ilentify and teach for differ-
ent cognitive styles (Feb.).

Met with Rachel Warburg, UT
Bureau of Industrial Relations
Continuing Educaeion Program
(February).

Attended Title I staff devel-
opment, February 27th.

Attended workshop of compre-
hensive planning for Special
Education five-year plan,
February 15-16. .

Met with Dr. Jim Yatea, UT
(February).

Met with Paul Kirby (March).

,

POPULATIONS IMPACTED (SPECIFY GRADE LEVELS:
_

1. Title I students 7. Elementary students
2. Title I Migrant students S. 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)

'
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Attachment J-4
. .

,

NOVENBER THROUGH APRIL.

1, PLANNER 2

FORM
.

OF EVERY MONTH FROM

PLANNER

PLANNER'S
,

PLEASE FII.I. OUT ON THE LAST DAY

PLANNING ACTIVITIES DURING NOVEMBER-APRIL

,

ACTIVITY POPULATION(S)
IMPACTED, ,

END PRODUCT *

OBJECTIVE E: FROM AUGUST, 1979

7_10
THROUGH APRIL, 1980, ONE COMPENSATORY'PLANNER
PLANNING AND WRITING OF THREE EMERGENCY

DEVELOPED TO ASSIST IN THE IMPLEMENTATION

WILL HAVE BEEN INVOLVED MITH THE
SCHOOL AID ACT (ESAA) APPLICATIOS,
OF THE DESEGREGATION EFFORT.

EVIDENCE OF ACHIEVEMENT:

8 .

Grades 6-12

,-

7,8
K-12

7,8

,

.

ESAA Application sent to
Washington On Dec. 3, 1979

for 1980-81 school year.

Completed application serif
to Washington on Feb. 28,
1980.

0

Sent to Washington on

March 31, 1980.

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.).

De;.relopthent and completion of
ESAA Out-of-Cycle Grant. Co-
ordination with non-public
schools (Dec., Jan., 7eb.,
March).

OBJECTIVE F: FROM NOVEMBER 1, 1979 THROUGH jUNE, 1980, TWO COMPENSATORY
PLANNING EFFORTS FOR DESEGREGATION, INCLUDING
AND PARTICIPATION IN THE °PARENT TASK FORCE

-

PLANNERS WILL BE INVOLVED WITH
TITLE I/TITLE I MIGRANT PROGRAMS
FOR DESEGREGATION.

EVIDENCE OF ACHIEVEMENT:
,

1,2,7,8

.

Tentative plans for imple-
mentation of as ects of

Planner 1:

Attended meetings relating to
dese regation (Nov. Dec.)

POMLATIONS 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. Selectea district personnel
5. Special Education students (specify)
6. Written Composition students 11. Other (specify)
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7

PLANNER'S FORM

PLEASE FILL OUT ON'THE LAST DAY OF EVERY MONTH.FROM

PLANNING ACT/VITIES DURING NOVEMBER-APRIL PLANNER.1.

''.''."'""'"10

NOVEMBER THROUGH APRIL.

PLANNER 2,

ACTIVITY POPULATION(S) .

IMPACTED
END PRODUCT

.
.

planner 1: .(continued)

.

. .

7k8 9
AN:

V
7,1

.

.

9 (parents)

9 (parents)
10 (Task Force

members)

.

the desegregation court
order for the district and
Title I in particular'.

List of recommendations to
go to Cabinet. Reports
from other task forces.

.

Information about deseg-
regation planning given
and comments of community
concerning the plan re-
ceived.

. ,

Completed brochure.
.

.
, .

.

Desegregation effort
improved.

Attended Parent Task Force
meeting (Jan., Feb.).

.

Attended evening meeting of
local PAC on desegregation
(February). .

-

Wrote brochure on bus safety
for parents (March).

Planner 2:

Attended Parent Task Force
meetings (Dec., Jan.).

.-

OBJECTIVE G: BY APRIL 7, 1980 ONE COMPENSATORY PLANNER WILL BE INVOLVED IN
A TITLE IV PART C PROPOSAL DESIGNED TO PROVIDE
SOCIAL STUDIES TARGETED FOR PARENTS OF LOW SES

THE PLANNING AND COMPLETION OF
PARENT MATERIALS IN READING AND
STUDENTS (GRADES 4-6).

EVIDENCE OF ACHIEVEMENT:

1

'

Perspectus approved by
board to develop grant.

Planner 1:

-

Initial ptannfag fov,2Title IV
Part C Grant on parAting .

materials (February).

POPULATIONS IMPACTED (SPECIFY GRADE LEVELS:
1. Title I students 7. Elementary students
2. Title I Higrant students 8. Secondary students
3. Bilingual stbdents 9. Community members
4. SCE students 10. Selected district personnel
5. Special Education students (specify)
6. Wri.tten Compositior students 11. Other (specify)

J716
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Attachment J-4

immiammi.ftuma./..1,:-.1.......~

PLANNER' S FORM

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

-PLANNING ACTIVITIES DURING NOVEMBER-APRIL PLANNER 1. PLANNER2

ACTIVITY POPULATION(S)
IMPACTED

END PRODUCT

Planner 1: (continued)

7

,

- 1,7

,

Title IVC Grant for de-
veloping parent materialA
in reading/social studies.

Completed grant entitled
"Improvement of Basic
Skills for Educationally
Disadirantaged Students".

Development and planning of
Title IV, Part C Grant (March)

,

Presentation to Cabinet of
Title IVC Grant (April).

OBJECTIVE H: BY APRIL 30, 1980, ONE COMPENSATORY PLANNER WILL HAVE COMPLETED
OF THREE VIDEOTAPES, COOPERATIVELY WITH THE
CENTER, ENTITLED "DESEGREGATION: ITS EFFECTS

WORK ON THE EDITING AND PRODUCTION
,CAREER INFORMATION COMMUNICATIONS
ON CHILDREN".

EVIDENCE OF ACHIEVEMENT:
,

1,7,8

-

9 (parents)
10 (principals,

administrators)

.

Edited videotape.

,

Three previewing sessions
held during March.

A

Planner 1:

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

Arranged viewing of videotape
of Dr. Jimenez at Parent Task
Force, for central staff, and
for local campuses/PTA (March)

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 Composition students 11. Other (specify)



Attachment J-4

PLANNiR'S FORM

PLEASE F/LL OUT 4/ii4LAST DAY or EVERY MONTH FROM NOVEVBER THROUGH APRIL.

FUNNING ACTIVITIES DURING NOVEMBERAPRIL PLANNEALLZAMLUL.,....._____

ACTIVITY POPULAIION(S)
IMPACTED

IND PRODUCT

MISCELLANEOUS: ACTIVITIES NOT SPECIFICALLY COVERED BY MINIMAL OBJEC2IVES.

Planner

Attended conference on problems
of juvenile runaways (November)

Attended National Diffusion
Network (NDN) Conference in.
Oklahoma City (December).

Attended workshop on programs
validated by the NDN, Region
XIII (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
(Febt,eary).

8

1

1,7

7,8,9

7,8,1,2

1

1,7

8

Recommendations on better
delivery of services to
juveniles.

Information 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.

POPULATIONS LMPACTED (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 Educaticn students (specify)
6. Written Composition students 11. Other (specify)
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Attachment J-4
ue s

PLANNER'S FORM

PLEASE FILL OUT OWTHE LAST DAY OF EVERY MONTH

PLANNING ACTIVITIES DURING NOVEMBER-APRIL

FROM

PLANNER

NOVEMBER THROUGH APRIL.

1, PLANNFR 7

ACTIVITY ., POPULATION(S)
tHPACTED

END PRODUCT

Planner 1: (continued)
.-

Worked with elementary teacher
and Regional Service Center to
plan for Title I reading pro-
gram through the arts (April)..

,

1

. .

Tentative planning under
way.

.

e

,

,

,

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
3. Special Education students (specify)

6. Written Composition students 11. Other (specify)
....
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79.18
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!(

STief description of the instrument:

Eva. tion Records were used to develop a list of the materials! and/or
activities developed by the evaluation component of SCE duri4s 4979-80.

To whom was :he instrument administered?

A
SCE Zvaluator.

30%, manY :LIM was-the instrument adstered

Continuously, Out informarion 4as compiled dur'in Hay, 1980.

'Alen vas the Lastrumeut administered?

Myk, 1980.
.

illereves the instrument administered?

Office of Research an Evaluation.

//*
Who administarecLthe instrument?

Self-admini4Oed.(SCE Evaluator).

'Zhzt traitia did the admini t ators have?

c

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

Was the instrument admiaistertd under standardized conditions?

Not applicable.

',:ere there nrnblams ..74.:h the inst=ment or ;hi 'administration chat nizht
afftct the 7alid,:t7 if :he data?

Mo.

%rho dc,elooed the instrument?

SCE Evaluator.

:hat reliantl'.: and da:a are avallable in the i=scr.:ment?

ORE publications list could be checked.

Art :nert :a:a -.-1:_ab'a "- --°

Only in the sense that reports produced this 7ear could be .tompared to those
of previous yeare.

1.0



79.18 .

EVALUATION RECORDS

Purpose

Evaluation RecorI
/

d4 and Documents were accessed to
relevant to the rollowing inforiation need:

yiri;4

tain i.nformation

Inf rmat on Need uestion What materials and/or
act vities were developed by the SCE evaluation com-

^pone during 1979-801

Procedure

During 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 piojects that were still'in prpgreas in May, but would
be comp\eted by June. 30, 1980.

Results

Information Need Question 1-2: What materials and/or activities.were
developed by the sa evaluation comp9ient during 19,79-80?

A list of the malor materials and rtivities developed or carried out
between Septembir 1, 1979 and June 30, 1980 is shown in Figure K-1.

As Figure K-1 ihows, major activities revolved aroun% the preparation
of reports concerning the use of SCE funds during 1979780, the organi-
zation of the Texas Assessment of Basic Skills (TABS) testing for AISD,'
and the preparation of reports regarding the TABS testing,.

<la



79.18

DATE ACTIVITY
,

PRODUCT

Fall, 1979

Fall-Spring, 1979-80

..,
---

Fall-Spring, 1979-80

Spring-Summer, 1980

Spring, 1980 '

Spring, 1980
(I

Spring-Summer, 1980

Spring-Summer, 1980

Development and finalizing of
Evaluation Design.

Carrying 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.

Partfcipation 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.

Evaluation Design 1979-80
state Compensatory 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.

,4

Summary of Spring, 1980 TABS
Results for AISD (Pub. No.
79.51).

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

SCE Final 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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79.18

instrument Description:- CuTTivilum Writor_Roeor4e

descrioqpn of the

The Curriculum Writer for
for SCE from September 1.
rase).

instrument:

SCE compiled a list of the materiels she developed
1979 to May 30, 1980 (including projects in prog-

To wham was the instrument administered?

The Curriculum Writer for SCE.

Raw manv times was the instrument administered?

Once.

Amu was the instrument administered.?

April 30, 1980.

'Where was the instrument adm1nistered?

Location of Curriculum Writer's choice.

Who administered the instrument?

Self-administered.

7hat vraininz did the administrators have?

Short written instructions.

the initrument administered under standardized tonditiznI:

No .

were there ,rtblems wtth the instrument cr tne administratIon that mi nt
affect the validity of the data:

No.

'.4110 deve:oeed the instr=ent:

SCE Evaluator.

:That relLaOtlit-, and valid!.7, data are avillaOle cn the ...r.str;ment.'

None.

,:e -.0r= :17..2 11.:a:La 7ast.;:.t.r

No.

16,,



79.18

CURRICULUM WRITER RECORDS

Purpose

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

Information Need Question 1-3: 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 74-1). 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.



Attachment L-1
79.18

(Page 1 of 2)

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
Office of Research and Evaluation

May 19, 1980

TO: Darlene Wg(Tok

FROM: Nancy aenen

SUBJECT: Activities 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 slemply 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 very much.

Approved:

Director, Research and aluation

NB:mf

Enc.



CURRICULUM WRITER VORM

INCLUDE ALL MATERIALS COMPLETED OR EXPECTED TO BE COMPLETED BY JUNE 1, 1980.

PRODUCT

SAMPLE:
"Mexico--Its People
and Customs"

BRIEF
UEiCR I PTION

Social studies Ainit covering social customs
of Mexican people today.

DATE

COMPLETED - POPULATIONS IMPACTED*

12/79 7 (Grade 5)

*POPULATIONS IMPACTED (Specify srade
1. Title I Students
2. Title I Migrant Students
). Bilingual Students
4. SCE Students
S. Special Education Students

levels)

6. Writen Composition Students
7. Elementary Students
8. Secondary Students
9. Community Members

10. Selected District Personnel (specify)
11. Other (specify)



CURRICULUM WRITER FORM

INCLUDE ALL MATERIALS COMPLETED oa EXPECTED TO BE COOPLEVED BY JUNE 1, 19110.

PRODUCT

"Black History"

RRIEF

DESCRIPTION

Informational packet containing background for
the teacher and references to additional re-
sources along with teaching suggestions for
primary and intermediate grades

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

"Shopping for an
Idea - Try Catalog
Math"

...woo...1r vet

leaching suggestions for'developing form and
fluency using content area material

Packet of teaching suggestions to provide
additional practice with basic math facts
using the catalog

;*

DATE

cottri.n FA?

1/8(1

4/80

3/80

POITIALIoNS IMCAC '.()*

7 (Grades K-6)

7 (Grades 1-2-3)

7 (Grade 3)

41101TAFIONS IMPACTED (See.e I.fy. grade_ lev.ets)

1. itle 1 Students
2. Title 1 Migrant Students
I. 1111111;!ull Students
4. SCE Students
S. Special Education Stn4.,.1ts

6. WrItton CompnsItIon Stu.10111.
7. Elementlry Students
B. s,enndity Students
9. CummunIty Membets

10. Se!ect"d Disttict reiquunei (5pecily)
11 OtIwt (specIIY)

s'

1 7;)



79:18

Duties Performed 1979-80 School Year

Attachment L-3

- assisted in coordinating district-wide staff development fpr science
inservice

- session leader for threeday New Teacher inservice

- coordinated Area IV Elementary Sharing Sessions \

- assisted in writing proposed district elementary rmotion and reten-
tion policy

- compiled and wrote curriculum activity packet focused on "Black
History" to be used as a means of promoting oral language develo
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 areas

- 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 teachers

gl

L-7
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79.18
Instrument DescriPtion: Parent Participation Log

Brief descrtption of the instrument:

Principals at six junior and senior high schools were &eked co keep tiack
of the parents who attended meetings for which SCE funds were used. A brief
interview with the principals was also held in late April to discuss how SCE
fund& were utilized.

To wnom was the Instrument administered?

Principals at Johnston, Allan, fulmore, Pearce, Martin, ahd Dobie.

,i)w many times was the instrument administered?

OnCe.

L.At is the instrument administered?

Febru,.r, tnrough April, 1980.

whe:e was the instrument iiiministered?

At chi schools' offlces.

4ho'adminiscered the instrument?

Interviews conducted by SCE Evaluator. Attendance records kept by principals.

Whac craintILLAMLshe administrators have?

No special training for this cask. Memorandum outlined information needed.

Was the instrument administered Inder stz-aardized conditions?

;es,'-'in the sense chat everyone received the s ge instructions.

Were there 2robleme with the instrument or che administration that might
affect the validity of the data?

Parent attendance information is based on estimates by principals, which could
vary from actual figures somewhat.

Who develo ed the instrument?

ORE scaZf.

What reliability ano validity data are available ,n the Instrument?

None.

Are there norm data available for :ncer2reting the results?

No.



19.1.13

PARPT 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
secondaryi(junior and senior high) students par-
ticipated in the parental involvement nrogram?
by ethnicity? (if funded)

Miscellaneous: Were "E funds for parent involvement
used? How?

Procedure .

Originally, che junior highs which qualified for Title I funding plus
Johnston High School were to receive funds for parent involvement,
attendance improvement, and ESOL materials in the fall of 1979. However,
due to/uncertainti about the amount of money which would be retained by
TEA up pay for the Texas Assessment of Basic Skills Prpject (TABS),
this oney was held until February. On February 5, Lawrence Buford
s;e t a memorandum to the principals at Johnsto..1,- Allan, Fulmore, Pearce,
4r-kia, and Dobie notifying them that $483 was available for parent in-
volvdtent 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 meetings involv'mg parents between February 7 and April 18.
They were to estimate the number of parents attending any meetings held
between February 7 and March 4. A decision was made not to ask for eth-
nicity information for the parertts. Principals were also tOld that an
inter...iew would be set up for late Apr-gip discuss the use of-the SCE
funds (see Attachment M-2). Meetings walk scheduled and held during the
last two weeks of April. Before the meetings, expenditures for parent
involvement materials were checked on the microfiche 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 mi-morandum was received,
but there were other reasons for the problem also. One problem was the
siz,1 of the meetings involved. If the SCE money was used for something
related to ar. open house, for example, 400 or more 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

1 7
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4.... 4

small amo4nts for postage, etc. Most schools had ongoing parent involvement
activities already. Principals reported ways.in which they hoped to use
rem#ining SCE money during the interviews.

Budget reports were checked again f(.r yeir-end expenditures in June (based
on the May 31 budget report).

-Results

Miscellaneous: Were SCE funds for parent involveOnt
used? How?

Since tLe 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 open house and other trpes of meetings involving parents
(including desegregation). Most of the money was rAportedly used for
'mailing 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 Dobie spAnt the
largest portion oftheir 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 meetings between
February 7 and April 8 at least partially funded by SCE are as follows:

Allan 0 (not used for meetings)
Dobie 22 (coffee meetings)
Fulmore 0

Jo:Inston 1,fM (open house three times)
Martin 383 (one open house)
Pearce - 0

Thus, 1,:07 parents attended meetings for Yh-:ch SCE funds were used.



TO:

79.18 Attachment M-1

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
Division of Instruction and Development

February 5, 1980 .

Adan Salgado ,

J. M. Richard
Bill Armentrout

Bob Enos
Nato Vera
Paul Turner

FROM: Lawrence Bufor14())6,

SUBJECT: State Compensatory Education Funds

We h&e finally determined the amount of SCE funds that AISD will have to

p..ovide to TEA for the TABS testing and can releasE to ch of you certain
sums for the purposes indicated. A statement from TEA regarding limitations
on expenditures is attached

For each of your schorls, 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, rPntal, transportation or other needs you feel
will help you in each area. Funds for ESOL are for materials only.

:mprovement of Attendanue - 450-32-6399.01-School Number $283.00

?arent Involvement - 450-81.-6399.01-School Number $483.00

ESOL Materials - 450-11-6391.01- School Number $650.00

If you have questions, please do not hesitate to call on us.

is

cc: Stanley Peterman
Lee Laws
Maud Sins
Dr. Jim Pattprson
Julia Mell..)ruch
Lester Lindig

M



Attachment M-2
79.18 (Page 1 of 2)

TO:

FIWM:

SUBJECT:

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT
Office of Research

March 4,

SCHOOL DISTRICT
and Evaluation

1980

Aden Salgado Bob Enos
J. M. Richard Nato Vera
Bill Armentrout Paul Turner

'-1,a711;1;en, SCE Evaluator

Use of SCE Funds

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.
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-
timate 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 :1.n April.
I will pick up the lists of.parents attending meetings at the interview.

Thanks very much for your help.

Approved:

lalor Evaluator, External Programs

Approved:

Director, Research and Evaluati

42.Approved: 4 .....vidAN.44.

Di ector, Secondary cation

NB:mf

Enclosure
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SIGN-IN RiEET

SCHOOL:

ACTIVITY:

DATE:

"NOM

Attachment M-2

(continued, page 2 of 2)

Name (Please Print) 'Name (Please Print)

Nt.-7
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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

FULMORE $0

JOHNSTON $413

Used for postage and printing costs re-.
lated to ongoing parent involvement
program. " n:fee" meetings were held
in parents homes throughout the year,
plus some'activities were held at the
school (descriptions 'attached).

Had already done major mail-outs, PTA
meetings, and meetings with parents from
feeder schools before money was allocated.

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 optn house (brochure attached).

PEARCE $0 No activities planned after receipt of
money.

TOTAL ALLOCATION: $2,904.00
TOTAL EXPENDITURE: $1 026.80
BALANCE $1,877.20

1 9 i
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DOBIE JUNIOR HIGH SCHOOI,

February 13, 1980
.**1.

TO: Dobie Coffee Committee, Dobie Faculty and person addressed

FROM: Paul Turner, Principal

SUB3F.CI: Coffee VI

A smnli group of parents and staff gathered at the home of
Mr. and Mrs. Geoffrey Wills for Coffee VI on Tuesday, February
14. The discussion focused almost solely on desegregation.
Specifically, ways for effective parent involvement were
explored.

One parent from the Barrington zone expressed strong concerns
about tl,e bus scheduling and routing. Another parent from
Cook wanted to find ways to help the transition of Dobie
student who will be reassigned to Burnet. Jack Kinkle,
assistant principal at Dobie, shared information about Dobie's
plans for transition activities.

Before the end of the meeting arrangements had been made for
the Cook parent co attend a planning meeting at Dobie, and
for her to meet with a Burnet assistant principal; and for
several pnrents to meet with the chairwoman of the City
Coutwil of ITA's Human Relations Committee.

PARTICIPANTS
Hosea Boswell, Jr 8302 Lorlinda Ir.

Helen Holmes 1412 Hanford Hill Dr.

Betty J. Hendricks 1822 Adina St.

Estella Wills, Hostess 8305 Lorlinda Dr.

Eleanor Langsdorf 9928 Chvkor Bend

STAFF
Michael Johnson

Jack Kinkel

Laura Caudec

836-7172, 836-7136

836-7947

928-4216

836-1270

837-0324

School-Community Liaison Representative

Assistant Principal, Dobie

Teacher, Debie
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AUSTIN DNDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
Dobie Junior High School

March 4, 1980

TO: Dobie Coffee Committee, Staff, Parents of Resource Students, Persons Aduressed

FROM: Paul furner, Principal

SUBJECT: Coffee VII

The Math Department, nine parents, and four students met to review and discuss
che teachiug program for the metric system at Dobie. The teachers organized
their teaching materials inco the three natural groups: grams (for weight or
mass), meters (for lengths), and liters (for liquids).

The teachers divided up to present and discuss the materials and the issues in-
volved in changing over to the metric system. parents weighed and measured
themselves, measured quantities of water in various containers maked in milli-
liters, and studied graphic materials demonstrating che differences between
metlic dimieuce!. dud itiehre. Not, nnd vnrds.

At one cable were several objects--a stamp, paperclip, book, tennis ball, etc.
and metric scale equipment. Playing with the materials enabled one to "feel"
a gram, 100 grams, 500 grams, etc.

Afterwards, the group discussed some of the problems and issues involved in
changing to the metric system in this country.

PARTICIPANTJ: (Parents) Carolyn Walker, 10609 Macmora Rd, 836-1620; Mr. and Mrs.
Earl Massey, 1'401 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
Bird-Jell, 205 San Jose, 836-8617; Clenda Loughmiller, 8030 ?urnell 0215, 817-3555;
Victoria Pollard, 11805 Cedar Valley Cove, 836-6635; Elgin Schelhal, 2305 Greenlee,
477-2232; Liz Loftin, 9909 Oak Hollow, 837.4754.

(Students) Heather Walker 71; B.J. Massey (8);. Kelly Loughmiller (7); Ed verguson (7).

(Staff)'Mary Mattingly, 8th gr math; Steve A. Walker, Ind. Arts; Barbara William,
Asst. Pr ncipal; Margaret McKinney, 7th gr. math; Sandy Peterson, 7th gr. mach;
DAn Fggleston, 8th gr. math; Mark Phillips and Mary Alice Hatchett, 7th and 8th
grade mach.

1 s fl
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
.

Dobie Junior h..1 School

March 4, 1980

TO: Dobie Coffee Committee, Staff, Parents of Resource Students, P:rsons Addressed
FROM: Paul Turner, Principal

SUB.ECT: Coffee VIII

vive pa..ents of Dobie Resource students met with the S;ocial Education state. Thediscussion got into high gear immediately. Throughout the evening, the group)focused on the communication between parents and staff--how to imporve it; examplesot eoW it works anu how it doesn't; and the value of good communication.

The ,-.roup was entirely positiVe, tven when discussing failures an. confusions.They committed themselves to begin building ways of communication. They de-cided to hold a Pot Luck Supper in late Aoril at Dobie. The 6th grade Resource
students and parents who will join Dobie next year will be invited. The purposeLs for people to get to know each other, explore the facilities, identify com-
munication needs and how to meat ruem.

Trilba Eschberger volunteered to coordinate contacting parents. The staff
will work to involve the srudents, Any parent wishing to find out more and to
build good communication can contact Mrs. Eachberger in the evening at

Much more was discussed and shared. Armin Pfenning took more than six pages ofnotes. It was a very creative and delightful evening.

?AT:TIC:PANTS: (Parents) Trilba and Jerry Eschberger (hosts); Sherry Brown;
Kent and Robbie McGary.

(Students) Rocky Eschberger; Monique Farr; Greg McGarY.

(Staff) Jack Kinkel, assistant principal; Evelyn MCKee, department chairperson;
Laura Gaudet; Alma tbarra; Steve White; and Armin PfenrC.ng.

R,
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To

Marti

1601 HASKELL

s

Office: 477-9961

Counselors: 477-7061
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4/.

WELCOME TO MARTIN IR. HIGH0

Martin Junior High School IS located in historic old Tenth
Ward, two blocks east of .Interregional Highway 35 and over-
looking Town Lake on the south. Nearby are many splendid ex-
amples of homes of nineteenth century Austin. Martin opened
in the fall of 1967, replacing University Junior High which was
dosed 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, multi-
ple 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 principalizof the Austin Public Evening
School. Sam Martin alsc supervised industrial and vocational
education and initiated many noteworthy activities and services
for the Austin schools.

LIMN WAS1UNCI,V4 ART GOETHE
Maraud Pirwripal Aeneas* Principal

0.

a t

FORTUNATO VERA
Principal

The new b-uilding was designed by Barnes, Landes, Goodman
and Youngblood, A7chitects and Engineers, who received an .4
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 sikond level. The
courtyprd 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,
speech room, gymnasiums, and dressing rooms. The campus,
with basketball court, tennis courts, and baseball diamond, joins
Festival Beach and Town Lake on the south. A swimming pool
operated by the Austin Parks and Recreation Department is ad-
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 desegregation implementation plan will have a great im-
pact on Martin Junior High next year. Students will be assigned
from the south, west, northwest, and east sections of Austin. The
enrollment will increase from the present 760 students in grades
6th, 7th, and 8th, to a projected 7th and 8th vade enrollment of
980 students. 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 painits will be fac-
ing many new challenges thi3 coming year. The Austin Indepen-
dent School District and Martin Junior High are committed to
provide the best education possible for our youngsters, and I en-
courage all parems to support our efforts and to cooperate vOth
us in order to make this period of transition a smooth and pro-
titable one tor all students.
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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
folklore, 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 fall.

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, fraFtions, 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 td focus on geology, astronomy, oceanography, life
systems, land interactions between different organisms and
their environment.

ea

!
"".. .
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The Program of Fine Arts includes 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 seyenth and
eighth graders impiove their reading and study *ills.

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 fr,rrt a level
ol dependent functioning to a level of greater independent
functioning in the home, classroom, and community.
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(continued, page 8 of 8)

tl

A program of general electives includes Typing I and II, Basic
Buiiness, School Services, and a full year course in journalism.\ Too forlegn language department offers courses in Spanish,
Frer,..h, German, and-Latin. A program of useful Home Eton-'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 ant field, basketball, boys' football, andgirls' volleyball.

A program of intraschool social activities includes such organiza-
tions as Student Council, Human Relations Society, National
Jr. Honor Society, Chess and Games Club, Art Club, Journal-
ism Club, Cheerleaders, Pep Squad, :Homemaking Club, and
an intramural sports program.

. ,.
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State Compensatory Education

Appendix N

ATTENDANCE RECORDS
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Brief description of rtie instrumelL:

Principals at six junior and senior high schools were interviewed concerning
their use of SCE funds for att ndance improvement. Attendance rates wore
checked through six week reports from the Department of Pupil Services.

To whom was thokinstrument administered?

V
Interviews werp-conducted with principals. Six weak reports were used to
check attendance rates..

1

How many times was.the instrument administered?

6nce.

When was the instrument administered?.

Interviews were conducted late in April, 1980. Attendance records for six week
periods beginning March 3 were checked in June.

Where was the instrument administered?

Inrerviews conducted in principals' offices. Pupil accounting reports checked
at ORE.

Who atministered the instrument?

SCE Evaluator and other ORE staff.

What training did the administrators have?

Brief verbal instructions.

Was the tnstrument administered under standardized conditions?

Yes, insofar as principals were all asked the same questions, and attendance
rates were checked for the same period.

Were there problems with the instrument or the administration chat might
affect the validity of the data?

Ncone that are known.

Who developed the instrument?

ORE staff. Reporting formats for attendance were developed by Pupil Services.

What reliability and validity iata are available in the instrum,Int?

Figures can be doublechecked with pupil accounting records.

Are there norm data available for interpreting_ the results?

No.
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ATTENDANCE RECORDS

Purpose

(

Attendance Records for 19/8-79 and 1979-80 were checked to obtain data
relevant to the following information need:

4t
Information Need Question 1-4: 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, Fulmore,
Pearce, Martin, and Dobie notifying them that $283.00 was available for
each school for attendance improvement actImities (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). Interviews were scheduled and held
during the last two weeks in April.

c-
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 special
atteniance 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.

Man had a progLam 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 perRipt attendance for the year.
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Fulmoreriook 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 any
students who were chronically absent.

Information Need Question 1-4: Did attendance rates improve
between 1978-79 and 1979-80 in schools which received SCE
funds for attendance improvement?

.

SCHOOLS

ADA 1978779 ADA 1979-80

5th Six Weeks 6th Six Weeks 5th Six Weeks. 6th Six Weeks'
# % # %- # % # %

'Johnston 938 82% 903 82% 860 83% 813 81%

Allan 511 86% 504 86% 466 88% 454 87%

Martin 689 85% 662 83% 631 85% 614 84%

Fulmore 775 91% 761 90% 745 91% 740 .90%

Pearce 1,030 91%. 1,019 91% 907 93% 894 92%

Dobie 858 90% 814 86% 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 tnrough
May 29, 1980.

Figure N-1 above gives the percentage of attendance for the six schools
receiving SCE funding for the fifth and sikih six weeks of the 1978-79 and
1979-80 school years. This shows no improvement to two percentage points
improvement 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 is 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).

1 9t
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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 cen help,
but the source of funding is not an important determifier of success.
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ru Attachment N-1Division of /Kstction and Development
February 5, 1980

9

TO: Adan Salgado
J. M. Richard
Bill Armentrout

Bob Enos
Nato Vera
Paul Turner

FROM: Lawrence 3ufor;105,

SUBJECT: State Compensatory Education Funds

We have finally 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.4
, 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 of Attendance.- 440 32.-6399.01-School Number 483.00-

Parent Involvement - 450-8l-639.0l-School Number.' $483.00

ESOL Materials - 450-ll-6391,.0l- School Number $650.00

I

Ir you have questions, please do not hesitate to call on us.

js

cc; Stanley Peterman
Lee Laws
Maud Sims
Dr. Jim Patterson
Julia Mellenbruch
Lester Lindig
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79.18 Attachment .N-2

,AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
Office of Research and Evaluation

Mdrch 4, 1980

TO: Aden Salgado ,Bob Enos
J. M. Richard Nato Vera
Bill Armentrout Paul Turner

FROM: Nancy Bandit, SCE Evaluator

SUBJECT: Use of SCE Yunds

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.
ne of the SCE evaluation questions asks, "How many parents of secondary
students participated in the parental involvement program?" I would like
to obtatn 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-
timate 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 in April.
I will pick up the lists of parents attending meetings at the interview.

Thanks very much for your help.

WExteill611411411L--
Approved:

Se or Evaluator, rnal Programs

App.-oved: ..11P16_404
Director, Research and Evaluati

Approved:

Enclosure
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Appendix 0

ESOL MATERIALS RECORDS
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Brif-dIsceittinwof the instrument:

TWo activities were carried.out: 1) principals at schools receiving funds were
interviewed to see how the money was spent, and 2) budget reports were checked
to ;Warming actual expenditures.

,*

To whom was the instrument idministered?..

School principals were interviewed.
%

How many times was the instrument administered?

. Once.

When was the. instrument Administered?

Interviews were conducted during April, 1980. Budgets were checked in April (end
of March report) and June (end of May raport).

Where was the instrument administered?

Johnston, Fuleore, Pearce, Martin, Allan, and Dobie.

Who administered the instrument?

Intervitme_conctg;tad and budgets_checked by SCE Evaluator.
_...._.

What training did the administrators have?

None required. Sant memorandum before meeting was scheduled.

Was the instrument administered under standardized conditions?

Standard procedures were used La the interviews and,in checking records.'

Were there problems with the instrument or the administration that Iright
affect the validitTof the data?

None that are known.

Who developed thcinstrument!

SCE Evaluator.

What reliability And validity data are available an the instrument?

None.

sr1

Are there norm data available for Interpreting the results!

". No.

0-2
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ESOL MATERIALS RECORDS

Purpose

,,

The English for Speakers of Other Languages (ESOL) Materials Records
were collected to furnish information relevant,to the following in-.

formation need:

Information Need Queition 1-5:* What ESOL materials were Purchased
with SCE funds?

v.

,

"4.Procedu're

Originally, the junior high schools Which qualified for Title I funding
and Johnston High School were to receive State Compensatory Education
(SCE) funds in fall .1979 for parental involvement, attendance improvement,

e .and purchase of ESOL materials. Due to uncertainty about how much money ,
would be kept by TEA to pay for the Texas Assessment of 8asic Skilli
Project (TABS), this money was held until February, L980. On February 5,
Lawrence Buford sent a memorandum to_the principals at Joilnston,-Allan,
Fulmore, Pearce, Martin, and Dobie4hotifying them that4650 perchool
was available for them to purchase ESOL materials (see Attachment 0-1).
0117-March-4i-the-SCE-EviatlatSent-dmemOiiidtim 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 in April. During the intir-
views, principals were asked how montly 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.

r

20,
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SCHOOL DESIGNATED FUNDS AMOUNT SPENT BALANCE
PERCENTAGE

SPENT,' t,

Allanr $1,300,00 ..

...1

4,13

$4169.61 $140.39 89%

Dobie 1,500.00 i 1,320.88 179.12 88%

Fulmori 650.00 670.38 -20.00 1037.

Martin 650.00 688.88
v

-38.88 106%

Pearce 650.00

.

661.01
..fi

-1101 102%

Johnston 656:00 627.50 -, 22.50 96%

Total $5,400.00 $5,128.26
.

$272.12
.

..95f
,

Figure 0-1. AMOUNTS OF SCE FUNDS DESIGNATED "ND SPENT FOR ESOL MATERIALS.

The figure shows.fhat the schools spent $5,128.26 of $5,409.00, or 95% of
the designated fudds. Individual schools spent from 88% to 106% of the
-tunds.allocated to them.

All of the schools reported using their funds to purchase books, dic--
tionaries, woricbooks, 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 which would be beneficial ir
their ESOL classes.

r 20
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCROOL DISTRICT

Division of Instruction mid Development .Attachmant 0-1'
Febrwart 5, 1980

r-a4,0

C.
1.0

TO: Adan qalgado
J. M. Richard
Bill Armentrout

Bob Enos
Nato Vera
2aul Turner ,

FROM:* Lawrence ButOrcole,e

SUBJECT: State Compensatory Education Funds

We have finally determined the amount of SCE folds that AISD will have tp
provide to TEA for the TABS testing and can release to each of you cartatn
sums for the purposes indicated. A statmnent from TEA regarding limitations

1 on expenditures is attached

For each of your.schpols, we have illocated 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 yod in each area. Funds for ESOL are for.materials Only.

/mprovemerit cf Attendance - 450-3276399.01-School Number $283.00

Paren.t /nvolvement 450-81-6399.01-School Number $483.00

ESOL Materials - 450-11-6391.01- School Number $650.00

If you have questions, please do not hesitate to call on us.

s

cc: Stanley Peterman
Lee Laws
Maud Sims
Dr. .1:4 Patterson
Julia Mellenbruch

/Lester Lindig

20
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
Office of Research and Evaluation

1'

March 4, 1980

TO: Aden Salgado 'Bob Enos
J. M. Richard Nato Vera
Bill Armentrout 'Paul:Turner

!RON: ttiarfilten, SCE Evaluator

SUBJECT: Use of SCE Funds

Attackment 0-2

4.

Congratulations! I understand that you recently received your allocations
of funds for parent involvement, attendance improvement, and ESOL materlels.

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 participatedoin 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-
tints how many parents attended.

I wbuld 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-
cemt, and ESOL materials. These arrangements will be made early in April.
I will pick up the list's of parents attending meetings at.the interview.

Thanks very much for your help.

Approved:

Approved:

Approved:

NB:mf ,

Enclosure

SeWiàr Evaluator, External Programs

Director, Research and Evaluati

Di ector, ;econdary E cation

5
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/9.18 i Attachment 0-3

SCHOOL: , .

ESOL MATERIALSGeneral Description of %tended Use of ESOL Materials Funds:

.6

ESOL MATERIALS ALLOCATION: $650.00

Amount Materials Purchased--Intended Use

SAMPLE:
.

$200

02110 4110.111N.SOMMINI,

Set of language instruction materials from'SRA
(miks, audiotapes) to teach English to Vietnamese
students in grades 9-12.

to,



Or

State Compensatory Education

Appendix P

WRITTEN COMPOSITION LABORATORY RECORDS
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79.18
s ion to v Records

Brief_description of t tie AnatruMial

The Project SpeciAlist was asked to supply names and other identifying information
for students servid by the Written ;omposition Laboratories during 1979-80. Any
student who visits0 one or more times was Lncluded in the list. The instructors
at each school kept the list throughout the year, and forwarded it to the Project"
Specialist ia May.

To whom was the instrument administered?

Written Composition Laboratory insbructors.

4

How many times was the instrument administered?

Once.

When was the instrument administered?

Continuously throughout 1979-80. Information was summarized during May,1980.

Where was the instrument administered?

Allaq and Dobie Junior Highs.

Who administeiled the instrument?

Self-adminiscered.

What trainin did the administrators have?

None required for this task.

Was the instrument administered under standardized conditions!

Tha same instructions were given to ins4ructors at, both schools.

Were there problems with the instrument or the administration that mi ht
affect the validity of the data?

The aumber of students served should be accurate. However, ethnic breakdowns
were not done, due co missing data.

Who developed the instrument7

SCE Evaluator.

What reliability and validity data are available in the instrument?

School records could be checked for students served.

Are there norm data available for Intereting the results

P-2
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WRITTEN CONPSITION LABORATORY RECORDS

Purpose

Written Composition Laboratory Records provided information relevant to
the following questions:

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

Evaluation Question D1-11: How many students were
served by the. Written Composition Laboratories funded
by SCE during 1979-80?

0
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-
ipants 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 1.ab instruc-
tors (called Composition Aides) were trained and are supervised by the
Project Specialist. Both instructors fot 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 cunding 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 Atudent served by the laboratories:
name, identification number, grade, and ethnicity ksee 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

2o,
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information. However, the Program Specialist also reported that teachers
seldom iirovided the identification number when referring students to the
labs. Last names for some sixth graders served at Allan were also nqt
available.

Due to this missing tnformation, it was decided to simply provide a count
of the number of students-Served by the program overall without ethnic
breakdowns.-

4:3
Results

Evaluation Question D1-11: How many students were
served by the Written Composition Laboratories funded
by SCE during 1979-80?

The chart below indicates the number of students served by school and
grade.

6 7 8 TOTAL

DOBIE -- 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.

Figure P-1. STUDENTS SERVED BY WRITTEN COMPOSITION
LABORATORIES DURING 1979-80.

Students included in Figure P-1 include those served ir classroom gtroups
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
,:znd eighth graders, and 73 were sixth graderv.



Attachment P-1
79.18

(Page 1 of 3)

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
Office of Research and Evaluation

TO: Bobbie Sande

FROM: Nancy B nen

SUBJECT: Written Composition Labs

May 19, 1980

As the end of the year approaches, I need to obtain two pieces of
information from you about the written composition laboratories at
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 it.
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 now, 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

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 believe 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.

216
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Attachment P-1
(continued, page 2 df 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:

NB:mf

Enc.

Director, Research and Evaluation
0

cc: Lawrence Buford
Margaret Ruska

.,



Attachment P-1
79.18 (continued, page 3 of 3)

iCHOOL NAME

WRITTEN COMPOSITION LABORATORIES

4AITING LAB TEACHER
4

Student Name

le PLEASE LIST STUDENTS SERVED IN THE
LAB THIS YEAR. ALPHABETIZE IF POSSIBLE.

ID Number Grade Ethnicit
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