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I. INTRODUCTION t,

s report 'sumparires 'the in-school field operations And data col- .

ledt on activities, as well as the administration decision-makidg, under=

tak in Year 11 bf the National Assessment program by Research Triangle

Insitute on behalf of thed:Education Commission of.the Sfates. It pliers

ime frhme oesome seventeen months -=- from March, 1979 through July,

1980.

Contained'heren are what are considered to be the more pertinent

Summary data on the planning end conduct of Year 11 in-school assessment.

Als0 in cluded are details, in summary form, on (I0 National Assessment

meetings attend ed and field trips taken by RTI central staff members

during the twelve rionths. ending May 31, 1980, 2) the inventory (taken

,,

in the summer of 1980) of NAEP terials and equipment stored at RTI,
$ i

.

s'' and (3) project expenditures -pA funds and effort. .

1

Two quarterly progress epokts (RTI Progrtss Report Numbers 41 and

42) which describe in considerable detail the in-school administration

field activities during the period of January 1, 1980.- One 30, 1980.

have been submitted Co ECS by RTI's National Assessment Administr ation

/
`Center. Some 9E the summary tables'in this final report have been

A

.'

'taken directly from those reports; however, a good portion of the summary-

data tables contained in,this report have been prepared specially for.

inclusion in this report.

Generally, lengthy narrative descriptls! of /ear ,l field activities
.

.
I

contained in.previously submitted quarterly progress reports are.not
.

14 'Preparation of quarterly progress reports was suspended during
calendar year 1979 in order to tonperve funds. Thus, no reports
were prepared for the period when Year 11 preparatory activities'

t and Year 11 Age Class 2 assessment were. carried out.

4
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reiterated. Instead, those descriptions are simply teferenced to the

appropriate quarterly report.' Similarly, none of theProject Memoranda

issued to the DSs during Year 11 are reprinted in or attached to this

. -
:tepott, but *ere appropriate, references are side to some of those

_t
memoranda. Moreover, documents prepared during the fiscal year by the

in-school administration staff such as training manuals for the field

spode are neither appended nor attached due to their lengthandthe fact

that copies of these have been submitted previously to ECS. Less lengthy

items suck as the Year 11 data receiving specifications, the Year 11

age-class assessment schedules, an inventory of NAEP materials stored at

RTI, and the Year 11 DS training session agehdan/Tappended to this report.

An assessment of out-of-school 17-year-olds (Supplementary Frame

assessment) was conducted in Year 11. The last 54th special assessment

was conducted in Year 07. A summary of the Year 11 Supplementary Frame

assessment field activities is presented in this report. A more detailed

report will be imparefly RTI's Sampling Repearch and Design Center
v

(SRDC) covering all aspects of the survey, including the sample design

and execution.

PV
.

t
a
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II. PREPARATION FOR YEAR 11 ASSESSMENT

.,

A. General

Since Year 02, planning for an assessment year has be

one calendar year and data, collect- ion activities relati g to,it have not

early in

.

been carleted until the summer of the net calendar par. 'Mils, initial

planning for the Year 11 begfn early in 1979 with the review of Year 11

Age Class 2 exercises and the structuring of Year 11 assignments/districts.

Table 1 presents the schedule of major Year 11 preparatory activi-
.

ties which involve't staff from RTI's National Assessment Admi. istration

Center. In the. section s which follow are summary repoits of some major

tasks which werejompleted prior to ttie beginning Oi Year 11 'assessment.

B. Stimulus Tape Review
4

In Year 11,,, ECS/NAEP ma de arrange ments to have stimulus tapes pro-
.

duced by a vendor in Denver. The Year11 Age Class 2 apes were re

viewed by RTI's.Taping and Proofing Coordinator in July, 1979 and her

corrections/edit suggestions were.forwarded to staffstaf f, at that time.

RTIfs,Taping and Proofing Coordinator also reviewed the Year 11 stimulus

tapes for Age Clas-as 1 and 3 assessments later in 1979.

After all tapes for an age class were approved by NAEP, the taping

contractor duplicated 65 copies of each,.placing two tapes on a single

--76,90 cassette (one tape on Side A and another tape on Side B). Completed

tapes for each age class were bulk.shipped to RTI by ECS and four copies

Y --:

of each cassette subsequently were shipped by bus to each DS. 21
i

.
1/ In Years 02-'10, RTI was responsible for theNproduction of stimulus

tapes, working through a vendor in Raleigh, North Carolina.

2/ The Age Class 2 and 1 tapes were shipped on September 13 aznd Novem-
ber'27, 1979, respectively, and the Age Class 3 tapes went out to
the DSs on January 29,

.

1980. (See Project Memoranda Nos. 6,11
and 16) .

ilk .0.,
.

e .

1 0 . .
A . .

4 4



March, 1979

April, X1979

Table 1

4

s
BM.

.

$CHEDULE Of. YEAR 11 PREPARATORY,ACTIVITIES

June15, 1 79

June 22, 979
4

June 29 1959

L

.

July '3 6 -23, 1979.

)

Review (for feasibility of field admin.-
istratiotfrpf Year 11 exercises begins.

Year 11 Disnrict Supervisor (DS) PSU
ass4gnments'are determined.

-

All Year 11 supplies and handout materials
- are ordered.

July 30-August 3, 1979.

August 6-17, 1979

August 13-September 7,

Introductory materials are mailed from
RTI to Chief State School Officers.

All instr uctional
)

materialp are prepared,
basic printed items required for Year 11
are ordered,. and Year11 stimulus tape
produCtion begins.

Introductory materials are Milled from
RTI to all superintendents and private
school officials

DS training session at RTI.

Initial DS contact (by telephone) of
superintendents and school offic61s.

1979 Mailout of confirmation letters to
superintendents and introductory materials
to principals.

DSs conduct introductory meetings and
retain Exercise Administratort.

/ 4"

August 27-October 5, 1979

1,

t

4

N.1
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Instructional Materials ,

During the siring.* 1979, it was decided in meetings and telephcTe

'

oor

conversations between NAEP Operations and ATI staff that District Super-
-, . ..-

visor and Exercise Administrator training and reference manuals,very.

similar in format, to those used in Year 10, should be'preparedfor Year 11.

It was also decided that Administrative Instructions for Exer cise-Adminis-
.

ot

frators would be needed again in Year .11 for the EAs' u (luring package

administration to provide special, ready-reference instructions on package
6

administration and handouts required for certain packages.
1N

In work began on the Year 11 Exerciie Administrator Manual.

A final draft was sent to NAEP in mid Tune for review. Final app roval

was received in late June, and the manual was sent to the printer in an

,

'order =Xing for 200 bound copies to be delivered by late August. The

6

order was filled on schedule and copiei of the Year 11 EA Manual were

shipped by bus to the DSs before Labor Day.

f,

11 District Supervisor Manu al hadessentially'the,dame,

rr

charer and section outline as the Year 10 version. All of the necessary

.

rewriting had been completed by mid June and drafts of all chapters had

'been sent to NAEP for'approval before the end of the month. 'Approal was

fadeived,from 4AEP in early July and 35 copiet wer printed. The Year'll

DS Manual was printed on both sides of each page,and each page was re-

duced to 6-1/2" x 94 to produce a lightweight manual. _After printing, the

paps of each copy were punched and inse'rted in a 7-1/2" x 10"_three-ring,

looseleae binder.

The Year 1 Age Class 2 Exercile Administrator Administrative Instruc-

tions (EAAI) were written, in coordination with NAEP, by die end of July

1'
X
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.and submitted to NAEP for approval. TWO hundred copie's were printed in

.4 -6'.

late July fuut shipped to the DSs On September 17, in tine fordistribti=

tion to the ZAs before they were trained. Additional FAA's were prepared

Ae'fop Ydar la Age-Class,land 3 assessmen later in the operational year
11

to the DSs.

of Miscellaneous Materials and Supplies

May, 19,79, RTI staff members began ordegng, through

. )

and distributed

D. Procuremeat

4.
As early as

, At
local sources, materials and supplies (aside from mailout materials) which

P 'I
6 ,a

--'
'would be heeded to carry ou; Year,ll assessment. .These items included:

(1) samplings :sch:dtaing, reporting and fiscal

fqr02

ms.L.12) SLFs1 (3) DS..

, .
.1 .

b0;inesscards; (4) press releases, School task summaries, confirmatipn
. . 4 .

memos and various introductory meeting handouts; and (5) return envelopes,

'boxes arid other maiting.material;. All of the terials and items in the

above categories were ordered by mid -July, 197 and delivery on most materials

and suppAss meeded for assessment in Year 11 were...received by early August.
A

Most of ;hese ieemAKere shipped yia'his-freight

(see Project Memorandum No. 3).1-979

E. ifailout Materials-

1. Form Letters and Memoranda

All form letters and memoratdajrcessary. tb complatethe mail-

outs.to officials of schools in the Year 11 sample were draft,ed in mid-June
/

,

by RTI and NAEP staff members and were iepprosted by NAEP earl? in the next

to the DSs on August 10,

.

1'

Zitiarter. Most of the items were seat to,the printer by mid-July and all

materials. were ptinted by the tirstimelkein August. :ables 2 'and.1 list

'and describe all'letters and memoranda used 'in the Year 11 mailouts to

school offi'Cials.

a

13
.It

4.
y.

/
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FORM LETTERS USED IN MAILOUiS FROM RTI TO OFFICIALS OF SCHOOLS IN THE YEAR,.-11 SAMPLE

Recipients

. 0-
ti

Letterheld

tate School,Officers ECS ,

.

2. Superintendents and Private
School Officials '

(2 'Versions)

(a.

ECS,

I

3. Superintendents and PriAfate NAEP/RTI
School.Officials . ("rations),
(2 Versions)

4. SuperinteNents and Priv4te,
School Officials
(2 Veisiona)

5. principals of Sc hools
In The Sample

6. Uperiaendent's_and-Principal's
Thank-You Letter

. (2 Versions)

V 4

.19

4"%ki8MAI LOUT' SCHEDU LE ; ..

*NAEP/RTI

Operation!)

NAEIIRTI
(Operations)

ECS r.
10,

4

'Jr
",- Item twee-mai June%22. ..,

.

1 4 - Ieeak,r2 vairina my 16. N. ,

, - teem13 was'ma July 23. '

,..7.)01008t ofltema 4 ihd cwere mailed by SeptiMber 30:
. .

. .. T -, ' : ...

.

2--
From -,, . . Purpose i

----
,

I

.

'Mr. Scott To cbver lists4of schools or school districts
selected in each state for assessment in Year
.11. ,

Dr: Forbes To inform recipients of the velecti-Onof one or
more schools under their Jurisdiction of
'participation in Year 11 assessment and inform

1. them that theywould be receiving a packet'of.
informatidnal materials from RTi. .4-

To cover lists of schoola selected end packets

of informational materials, to inform recipient
of futue phone call from DS; and co present
suggested.date for introductory meeting.

Mr. Smith To confirm time; date, and place of introdUT-
torylmeeting set by DS and the recipient and "I
tsc ver the' Principal's Memorandum aid
PrincipallsAuestionnaird.

Hr. Siath To inform recipient of tide, date, and place
of introductory'meAing he/she was,toratpedii.
and Mcover pacltlhe inforMational materials.

, )

Mr. Scott To thank superintendents, prirtEipale, and
coordinators (if-ono) for thelOarticipation
and help in assessment,. To inform them of
dates for publishing reports. Xo solicit the
name for the mailirigIist fqr the NAEP News-
letter and to request completion of an enclosed
questiotnaire. %

1F.

Mr...Smith

1

s 7
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MEMORANDA USED IN MAILOUTS TO OFFICIALS OF SCHOOLS IN THE YEAR 11 SAUPLE

.
Rectpiehts

1. School Officials

1

.

2. Rrincipals
Schools in the
sample

1.
it

Pr

slt

.4g

i

N

Accompanies

First Superintendents' or
Private School Officials'
Letter from RTI

Letter to principalsof
schools in the sample

o""

k

Purpose

To provide recipient with summary of
Year 11 assessment schedule; to pro-
vide information on school involvement,
Student participation and sample selec-

t!
tion procedures; and to elicit-informa-
tion on hew school's and also any changes
which should be made in the Listing of
Schools Seledted.

To pitivide information on assessment

schedules, school involvement and
student participation and to list
specifit tasks schools must perform
tofacilitate the conduct of assesgent.
Also provide detailed instructionien
the proper completion of SLFs.

'

s

.%

S.
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2.

i

Informational Materials
.

. . '.

Each superintendent, headmaster (Private school official); and
.

principal'of schools in the Year 11 sample received a packet of informa-
4.

.

r '
-

t.

4.

tional materials deicribing various aspects o National Assessment, One

copy of 'each of the following items was incl ed in each pickerof infor-

mational materiali. 11

Deionstration Package (including reading and literature
objectives and sample exercises)

b. Brogure about the National Assessment of Educational
Progress

.

c. Memoranda to School Officials, and Principals

d. NAIIP Newsletter (June, 1979)

e. \NAF:2 Publications Checklist

F. $ailouts to SchoorOliitials

The Year al NAEP_idroductory letters to superintendents (and head-
A , t k*

: masters) were mailed from RTI on July 16, and theroperations letters to%

superintendents w ere mailed by July 23. The latter suggested an intr2d7-
. . .

tory meeting time and date And also covered the Year 11 informational.
*. .

materials and memoranApm.to superintendents. The mailing of confirmation
. ,

letters to superintendents and the initial mailout to principals of sample

schools began the<raek of August 20., Ttais mailing was about 98 percent

completed by end of Septaber. The,j4iperintendents' confirmation

letters and principals' informational folders not malltd prior, to the end

of September involved school districts (1) in which cooperation was pending,

1/ Although it 0 not classed ps a piece of descriptive or informational
,materiaK, a Principal's Questionnaire was sent to all.principals of

Yearill sample schools (in the informational materiald pocket) for
them to complete. and bring to the introductory meeting they attended.
An exampleot the Fripcipal's Questionnaire also accompanied the 'fr

" confirmation" letter to superintendents and private school officials.

la
fr.
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(2) in which the DSs had not been able to contact the superintendent to

establish an introductory meeting, or (3) which containe d newschools

selected near the end of September.

Most Year 11 mailouts were sent out as scheduled except for the

small proportion of the superintendents' confirmation letters and prin-

cipals' packets which were mailed aftqk teptember 30 (see above); as in

recent years, no significant problems were encountered.

G. .bS Training Session

The Year 11 District Supervisor Training Session was held in Research

Triangle Park, North Carolina at RTI headquarters from July 30 - August 2,

_

1979. An agenda of the session is shown in Appendix A. July 31 and August

1 were devoted to the training of five new District Supervisors who did not

participstein'Year 10 assessment. tnstrustion on those days was provided

by five key staff members from RTI's National Assessment Administration

Centex. The morning of the first day's session was devoted to. summary

presentations on the training week schedtac, Organization of the staffs_.

of ECS, NAE P and RTI, and the Year 11 general assessment schedule. Ildt

afternoon the group received training minitial school contacts and

participated with centre/ vstaff members in the simulation of phone calls

to school officials. At the end of the day the five new DSs also spent
, k

about an hour.compreting various RTIs personnel forms. The aecond.day was
I 7 * 7

/
devotid to (1) detailed presentations on proper student sample selection,

. .

(2) a briefing on the proposed Yearell Supplementary Frame assessment,

(3) instructiond on. the conduct of 'introductory meetings, (4) observation

'

by the DSs of a mock introductory *meeting conducted by alegional Supervisor,

/
(5) a review of generalpackagi adminigtration procedures. and (6) instruc-

,:
I

tions on proper primary sampling, unit planning and scheduling. -J

c .

. '. / ,4,1

I n
1/41 ,
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The eight PSs who worked all of Year 10 bean their Year 11 training

in a separate session (from the new DSa) the morning of August 1. The

veterans-spent that morning touring RTI and the Research Triangle Park.

Year 11 procedural changed and areas of emphasis were the primary topics

discussed in tbe,afternoon with the veteran DSs. While the veteran DSs

Were taking their tour the morning of August 1, the new DSs observed a,

group package administration completed with a group of thirteen-year-olds.

Highlights of the last day of the session (attended jointly by all DSs)

included presentations by NAEP.and NIB staff. The session was concluded

on August 1 with the DSs meeting with their respective RSs.

DS field costs incurred in attending the Year 11 training session at

RTI totaled $5,142,,for an average of $396 per DS (see Table 4). In Year Ot,

when only eleven DSs attended the training session in North Carolina, field

costs averaged $3 02 per DS, while field costs fpr the Years 09 end 10 train-
.

ing sessions(held in DenVer) averaged $421 and,$425, respectively, per DS.

H. finial Contacts With School Officials 4

The week after the-DS trashing session, the District S44pervisors

.began telephoning superintendents,
1/

of schools in the Year 11 sample

to (1)'determine their willingness no particlpate, (2) esta4gshyntro-

auctoryireeting dates with ;ham or their representatives
,

and the prin
00

cipa ls and coordinatOrs of all sample schools, 07 make any necessary

correction& to the PSU List of Schools Selected, and (4) gather necessary

enrollment and grade-range data on any new schoole,in the area which were

opening for"the first time in the fall of 1979. The DSs were, ingtructed

to make an attempt to call each superintendent in the\period from August
d

6-17 and to complete all of their initial contacts by August 24. In

1/ Headmasters of private schools in the Year 11 sample also were,con-
tacted in the same manner as superintendents ofifpublic and paebchial
sample schools'.

f

0
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, . Table 4

COMPARATIVE DS FIELDCOSTeINCURRED IN ATTENDING
TRAINING SESSIONS IN YEARS Q&. -09, 10, AND 11

Air
Fares

d"

Year.11 (13 DSs) . $2,69.

Year 10 (13 DSs) 3,530

/
Year 09 (12 DS1) 2,900

Year 08 (11 DSs) 1,722

,

%

Mileage

.I

.

Subsistence Other Total

$6S2 $1f562 $159
Pos '$5,142

148 ,761 282 5,521

280 1,834 308 5,122

149 1,23g 216 3,325

.'. a
%

.
a

a

4

4 la

,

Rte. ,

gi

.

Average
Cost

Per DS .

( .

$396

. 425

427

,302

- .
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some instances, supeantendents could not be contacted by August 24 due

' to late school openings or superintendents' being out of their offices

on extended trips or vacations. Bylate September, however, virtually.

all inikfal contacts with superintendents of schools selected in the

Year 11 sample had been completed, ipcluding most of those with superin-

tendents of"new" and supplementary schools selected after the initial

sample of schools had been identified (see Chapter III).

I. Introductory Meetings

The District Supervisors,
0

in their calls to superintendents and

headmasters (see above), scheduled introductory meetings with suirin-

tendents, principals and coordinators of schools in the Year'll sample. r

The great majority of these meetings were scheduled in the six-week

period from August 27 through October 5. The Year 11 introductory

4,1 *

meeting schedule for each Primary Sampling Unit (PSU) establiihed by

the District Supervisors in their initialAontacts with school officials

I( is shown in Table 5. In thest meetings the.District SupervITs were re-

quiK:d to:
no,

7

5

0 (1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

(5)

(6)

(7)

Answer any qT1stions the schoo officials in attendance

might Witte regarding National sessment;

Explain the/Eiskq required of each school partfcipating
1

in National Assessment;

Distribute Student Liking Forms and explain method. of

'
completion; -

Determine the dates 'assessment;

Complete the PWControl Shea's;

Collect completed Principal's Questionnaire;

Obtain information on schools with specie]. sessions;

'

.4 A

of

2 2
nn,
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OMMITTED DUE TO CONFIDENTIALITY
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_

(8) Inquire about pOssibleEA.candidates ( necessary).

About §5 percent of all Year 11 introductory meetings were set up
eo

to be completed by October 5,.the last day the meetings were initially

scheduled to be held. Those meetings which had to be held after assess-
at

ment began on October 8 primarily involved schNas from which cooperation

a?
ft

-was seilding at the end of September.,

, r v

_

1.4

0.
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SUP MAi OF YEAR 11 IN-SCHOWASSESSHENT

.1

A. The Primary Sample

The Year 11 primary sample consisted of 83 Primary Sampling Units
0

(nUs) containing 162 replicates. She 83 PSUs, which were made up of a

single county,or a cluster of counties, fell in 77 geographic locations,
\

.- .
.

Cr sampling points. As in Years,07-10, one week,Was allotted in the .

Year 11 ichedulelcomplete assassmentin two replicates. Thus, comple-

tion of assessment in an age class in Year 11,called for 81 weeks of
.1 4 v.

assessment.

B. Schedule of Activities

1., Preparation for Regular Assessment
r. I

As indicated in Chapter II, almost all the central staff effort .

expended in preparation

materials and supplies,

for Year 11 in-school assessment (procurement of .

development of basic Instructional materials,

Outs to superintendents and private school officials and to principals of

sample schools, etc.) had been co±pleted before October, 1979,." Detailed'

descriptions of all preparatory activities relating to Year 11 Were pre-
.

sented in Chapt er II of this report.

2. Conduct Of,Regular Assessment

As in Yeari 01-10, Year 11 in-school assessment involved three

age pleases:

Age Class , ,Group

1 Mine-year-olds

2 Thirteen-year-olds

3 Seventeen-yearoIds

x

During calendar year 1970

During calendar year 1966

During the period_ of 164/62
through 9/30/63

4

A
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'Also as in previous years, age-eligible students enrolleg in . .

.

sample pools but Wilo Could not speak E4ilish, tho were classified as EMI(,

9r who were determined as functionally disabled were excluded from the
.

sample universe.

' The schedule for the Year ii regular in- 'school assessment was
,...,

elt ablished at the beginning of the assessment year ag follows: ,

1

'''' AgeCliss 2 -%.0ctotter 8 through December'14, 1979

January
4 ,

f. Age Clads ). - January.2 through .March7, 1980
. .

,
. .

%.

.Age Class 3 - March 3 through !ay 9' 1980
.

Schedules for each aged class,. showing, ily'DS, wgen each Primary y Sampling
N

lc

Unit (PSU) was actua'ly qcheduled for assessment, are contained in Appendix 1
, .

..
f W... ' .a

B. As was the expertOace id all previous assessment years, some DSs were .
..4

. .. ..

unable to complete assessment in their disizricts according to the schedules
- ,

they established in their introductory meetings. By=2SU listings and ex-
.

,planations of these schedwid-delays are given , in 'AgipeU4ix C.

In Year 11, the total assignment across all agb classes consisted

of 40 unique group packages. This compares to toial,assignmeits of 35 group

packages in Year 09.and 41 gioup packages in Year 10. All Year 11 packages

contained some combination of Reading and Literature exercises. There ,

also were seven Art exercises in one.Year Age Class 2 package. At each

age class, thrde Year 11 packages were mad .up of exercises recycled. from
0 -

Ott

Years 02 and 06; all other Year 11 packa"eslimre made up of exercises
.rl

which had not been administered in previous years. Table 6 shows the dis-
..

tribution of Year 11 packages by composition (either new or recycled exer-
.

ciaed) and by age class.

. , _ .
. 4.....-

. .2G ti,

+5 X

# lr
.

e .

.14

4.
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Table '6

a J. i Year 11 Packages
{By Age Class and C.otaposition)16
y ' A

1

0

is

- . - Number of Packages
All New , All Recycled Total

Age Class Exercises _ Exercises Packages
.

-,

1 . 3 8 11

2 3 12 15
. -

3 11 14
.

Total 9
_

31 40

e'

,

0

.
f

0

2 "

4
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3.. Other Scheduled Activities.

Besides the actual conduct of Year 11 assessment, the DSs and

central'staff werd engaged during the contract period in a number of other

activities which were associated with the regulallodchool assessment
c

program. The more important of these are listed in Table,. All the

major tasks listed in Tile 7 were' completed on or ahead of schedule.

C. Schools Selected For Assessment

Table 8 presents a summa of the schools selected in the Year 11

secondary sample, by region, each age class. A total of 1,740 schools

comprisred the Year 11 secondary sample, 5.6 percent less than in Year 10,

Om 1,844:were selected. This reduction in sample stze was due to a

special mathematics assessment (AAK) in Year 10 which required more sample

schools.
.

Table 9 gives, by region and by age class, counts of schools added

to the Yeartil secondary sample after the-initial selection had been made

in the summer of 1979. Of the 54 schools added, three were schools opening

for the first time in September, 1979 or had experienced a grade-range

change after the 1978-1979 school yeai (end had no probability of selection

/
in the initiarsecondary-sample draw

1
), and 51 were added to replace

refusal chools.

D. Rates

_ Tablep 10 and ltipresent summary dent, by age class, on the number

__And percentage of sessions completed and students assessed during Year 11.
1

4

The Year 11 saconda sampling frame was constructed from listings
of schools existing wring the 1978.79 school year.

28
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ta.

e,

MILER MAJORSCHEDULED.ACITVITIES ASSOCIATED VIM YEAR 11
. IN-SCHOOL ASSESSMENT

a:

A

:

(In Fiscal Year.1979-1980)

WI

..*:

1. Review of age Claises =-
1 and 3 stimulus tapes
for Year 11.

.4

2. DS teleOhode contact with=
most principals of schools
in Age CladS 3 sample:to
inform them when DS will
arrive to draw student- :

samples.

3. DSs begin"contact with Age
Class lischools to reconfirm
assessment schedules.

Dates Scheduled

Octobet 1, 1979-4anuary31, 1980

4..

Dicembit; 101-20, 1979

s

December 10-20; 1979
v.

;

4. s organize materials and December 10-20, 1979
prepare in other ways for.
Age Class 1 assessment.

5. DSs complete telephone con- ti January 2-March 7, 1980
tacts witheremaining officials
of Age Class 3 sample schools.

6. DSs draw student samples in January 2-MArch 7, 1980'
mostge CASs 3 schoolb.

7. DSs acquir4SupplementAty = March 3-MSY 9, 1980
Frame lists.

£

1:

er0

itC '

; :3 :

J.1: `. IC.2;

4 PX6 elf.mtA:.
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Table 8 ,

mok

Innium OF SCHOOLS SELECTED IN YEAR lk SAMPLE I

4

Region 1 Region 2 Region 3 Region 4 Total
immmmmmm

Age Class.1 lig
,. .

Age-CIase2 154
. .fit.

t Age ClisiF.:3 .107

125

145

103

191

192

145

154

151

135

*as

642

490

Total.Year#11 Simple' 1:399 373 528 440 .1,740

Includes schools selected for participation in Year 11 after the initial
secondary Sample had beau drawn.

l, ,..

, .

)

41

Table 9
,

. NUMBER OF SCHOOLS ADDED TO INITIAL YEAR 11 SECONDARY SAMPLE
AFTER INITIAL SECONDARY SAMPLE SELECTION-2/

1

.1"

4 Region 1 Region 2 Region 1 Region 4 Total

Age Claim 1
.

2 1 0 13 16I' e

Age- Cliss 2 ' 6 4 4 4 18

ClassAge 3 6 3
...

--,
2 9 20

. .

Total,Year 11 Sample 14 8 6 26 54

2/ Three were selected as a result of sample updating operations.

I

.30
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...Table 10

SESSIONS COMPLETED AND STUDENTS ASSESSED
YEAR 11 REGULAR ASSIGNMENTS

A

r-

Sesiions
Assigned

Sessions
Completed

Students
Expected

To Be
Assessed

Students Actually .9

Assessed/Completion
1/.

Rate 2/

Age Class 1 No: 1,764 1,764 32,200 29,013
% .100.d 100.0 100.0 90.1

..
. Age, Glass No. -' 2,380 2,352 48,295 41,488

% 100.0 98.8 100.0 85.9 .
, ,

Age class 3
.

No. 2,455 2,425 46,627 36,027
% 100.0 98.8 100.0 78.0

Year 11' No. 6,599 6,541 127,122 106,528 .

% 100.0 99.1 100.0.
re.

A.

cz

.016-`

". *

r.

.

1/ Adjusted to the lower of the number of Students assigned to be assessed
in each sample school or the number of eligibles enrolled in each sample

( school.. .'

2/ Completion rate for Age Classes 1 and 2 is ratio of the number of students
- assessed to the number of students expected to be assessed. For Age Class
3, it is (1) the Initial resionse rate (no. assessed i no. expected to be
assessed in initial sessions) plus, (2) the percentage of nonrespondents
in.collowup schools times the followup response rate.

t

V or

4, 31
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'Table 11

-a..
SESSIONS COMPUTED AND STUDENTS ASSESSED

YEAR 11 STANDBY ASSIGNMENTS

Age Class 1 .No.

z

Age Class 2 NO.

z

Age'ClIss 3 'No.

z

Year 11 No.

z

dr

Students

Expected
Sessions Sessions To Be 1/'
Assigned Completed w-Assessed=='

Students-Actually
Assessed/Completion

Rate 2/

19 17 165 146
100.0 89.5 100.0 88.5

50 40 . 210 196
100.0 80.0 )A0.0 93.3

22 \16 124 112
100.0 720 100.0 . 90.3

91 ' 73 499 454
I00.0 80.2 . 100.0

11

Adjusted to the lower of the number of students assigned to be assessed
in each,sample school or tfie number of eligibles enrolled in,each sample
school."

132/ Completion rate for Age Classes 1 and 2 is ratio of-the number of students
assessed to the number of students expected to be assessed.. For Age Class

it'is (1) the ipitial response rate (no. assessed no. expected to be
assessed In initial'sesSions) plus, (2) the percentage of nonrespqpdents
in follouup schools times

.
tbe followup response rate.

6
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S.

Table 10 shows data only fisregular assignments, while Table 11.presents

summary data only for standby asst eats.
1

A total of 6,690 group sessi ns were assigned on a regular or standby.

0

basis in'Year 11. Of that number, 6,614 or 98.9 percent were completed. -

In those 6,690 sessions scheduled, a total of 127,621 student s we're ex-
_

pected to be assessed, while 106,982 students, or 83.8 percent of the tar-
,-

get samfte, actually were assessed. In Year 10, the overall sessian com-

A

pletion rate was 99.6 per cent and 82.4 percent of the selected students

were assessill Details bf scheduled sessions not completed Ire gi'en for

the Year II age class assessmeats.ia Appendix C of this final reports Table

12-also has been included to show, by age class and reason, regular and

standby se ssionewhia could not.pe completed:

In Years 07 and 08, .soles of Age Class 3 nonrespondents from initial

and makeup sessAias ware elected for followup assessment on a subse4uent

date. No followup ass t was conducted in Year 0 bit it was resumed

in Year 10, and continued is Year 11, using.a slig ly different set of

.

sampling procedures which called-for tht assi dt of one or two followup

packages to"eacb Age Class 3"sample school. The followup packages. were

not administered, hoverer, if at least 7t percent o4 the students selected

in a scdrool were assessed. Also, under this approaa n$makeup sessions

t
were

The followup assessment of seventeen-year-olds in Years 07 and 08

had a very positive effect on borSige Class 3 and overall student response

rates in thole years;, it also bolstered the Years 10 and 11 Age Class 3

Student response rate considerably. Tables 13-16 present summary data

on this past year sAse Class 3 session completion and student response
. %

rat4s-

fi

."
S

a

A
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Table 12

SESSIONS ASStGNED DURING YEAR 11 WHICH COUID'NOT BE ADMINItTERED

.

Reason Tor.
Hodadministrition

;Age Class
.

1

rr
Age Class 2 Aga-Class 3

: 4

Total
Regular Standby RepAir Srandby Reps Br Stare-0 EsiAL ea'ndby5

Na Eligible 0 2 _ 2 9 0 6 2 17

Respondents

School Refusal 0 / 0 26 0 27 0 53 0
4

Other 0 0 0 1 3 0 3 1.
. v.

Total- 0 2 .28 10 30 58 18

.

1.

1 4
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Table,13

*SION COMPLETION RATES
Year 11, Age Class 3

(Regu4r.Assignments)

Original Sessions Followup Sessions Total Sessions
1,

'Region Assigned 'Completed 11 Assigned Comp34etedll

1" tig 550
% .0'100.0 ,

2 No. 489 ,

100.0 i

3 )(No. 63q;

t % 100.6'

4 No. 553
. % 100.0

:

1

% Liooi

Tot; No. 2,230

511 59 59
94.7 100.0 100.0

489' 31 31
100.0 100.0 100.0

.)//c .

638 51 51
100.0 100.0 100.0

553 84 83
ido.o

. .

100.0 98.8

98.7 .

t

241 225 224
100.0 99.6

Table 14,

SESSION COMPLETION RATES
Year 11, Age 'Class 3

(Standby Assignmefts)

.

Original tessions

Maim 1 'Assigned Completed

I
No. , 2 I

% - 100.0 50.0

2
.

No. 5 3

% 100.0 . 60.0

3 No. . 7 5

% 100.0 71.4

s....._ .

4 7 No. 7' .6

% 100.0 85.7
.

Total No. 21 15-

,. % 100.0. 71.4

a

5,, 4

Assigned Completed

609 570'
100.0 99.5

520

100.0
520

100.0
o .

689 689
100.0 100.0

63
-100.0

,7 '636

99.8'

2,455 2,425
. 988100.0 .

Followup Sessions Total Sessions

It Assigned Completed!! Assigned Completed
I

Completed!!

. .
0 0 2, 1 s,

Akr 100.0. 0.0 . 100.Q 50.0

0 0 5 3

100.0 0.0 100.0 60.0

1 ` 1 . 8 , 64
100.0 .100.0 s 100.0 75.0

_ . - _-

'0 .0
-

. 7 6
100.0 . 0.0 40.0 85.7

e

--- 1 1 22 16
'100.0 100.0- 1007.0

J
72.7 .'
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Table 15

STUDENTS ASSESSED
Year 11, Age Cliss 3 '.
(Regular Assignments).

Region

Original Sessions Followup Sessions Total Sessions
1

'Selected Assessed
.9

Selected Assessed Selected Assessed

1 No. 11,654 7;802 2,047* 657 11,654 8,459
% 100.0 67:0 100.0 32.1 r 100.0 '73.5

2 No. 9,751 7,427 812 352 9,751 '7,779
% 100.0 76.2 100.0 43.3 100.0 79.8

3 No. 13,019 10,029 .1,461 461 13,019 10.490
% 100.0' 77.0 100.0 31.6 100.0 80.9

4 No. 12,203 8,274 2,771 1,025 . 12,203 9,299
% 100.0 67.8 190.0 37.0 100.0 77.6

1111

Total No. 46,627 33,532 7,091 2,495 46,627. 36,027
% 100.0 71.9 100.0 35.2 100.0 78.0

Region

1

f41

No. 4

% 100.0

Table 16

STUDENTS ASSESSED
Year 11, Age Class 3
(Standby Assignments)......

Followup Sess'onsOriginal Sessions

It

Total Sessions-
1/

Selected

2 No. 37

% , 100.0

3 No. 30
% 100.0

4 No. 52

100.0

Total 'No.

100.0

Assessed Selected Assessed

2 0 0

50.0 160.0 . 0.0

35 0 0
94.6 100.0. 0.0

26,
86.7

48

I

123 111

90.2

0

100.0

I 1i0.0
1

100.0

0

0.0

1

100.0

1

100.0

Selected Asessed

4 2,

100.0 50.0

37 35

100.0 94.6

30 26
100.0 86.7

49

100.0 92.5

124 112
100.0 90.3 .

1/ The sample completion rate for total-sessions was computed as (1) the initial
response rate "(no, assessed no.'exPected to be assessed in initial session)
plus, (2) the percenage of nonrespondents in folloyup schools times the.
followup response rate. .

36
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A

The nonrespondent followup also has had a positive effect 94 the

14
per-package yield. In Year 06, there-was an average of 2,314 responses

.

per Age Class 3 pacl4ge assigned; in Year 07 the average 4'11 up to 2,508;

in Year 08 the average rose again to 2,544; Year 09 it fell to 2,357; '

and in Year 10 it rose to 2,724, some 5 percent over the expected yield.
N4%

In Year 11, packageant procedures were revised slightly, and the

average number of responses per Age Class 3 package was 2,581, which was

within ;4 percent of the targeeted average yield of 2,592 responses per

package.'

E. EA Effort and Co

Table 17 presents a irmary, by age class, of EA effort.expended and

costs incurred in Year 11;,and in Table 18, various comparisons of EA

effort and costs for -Years 06-11*are given.

In Year 11, EA costs totaled $83,518414 and the average EA cost per

administration (based on total DS and EA administrations of 6,614) yas $12..63.

Total EA costs for Year 10 were $76,336.59 and the average kA cost per admin-

istration was $11.57. In Year 11 the EAs completed 73.3 percent of all ad-
. of.

ministrations; in Year 10, the EAs completed almost 71 percent of all package

administrattSICThe DSs administered 1,915 packages in Year 10, as compared

to 1,766 in Year 11. The rise in average EA costs par administration in

Year 11 (from Year 10) was due primarily to a 6.9 percent increase in the

average hourly wage paid EAs ($5.44 in ear 11; $5.09'in Year 10).

Tables 19 and 20 have been includId to provide details, for each

Year 11 age class assessment, on EX hpurs charged in performing specific

ac tivities and on EA costs, by cost cayegory. The distribution of EA

hours and costs .(by categories) was generally comparable-to the experience

in other recent years.

37
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Table. 17

SUM OF EA EFFORT AHD COSTS
YEAR 11

a ir

7'

a a

Class

HQ. Weeks
Of

Assessment Adms.
1/

Total
EA Hours

Charged.

Average Ho.

EA Hours Per
3/

Administration

Average Ho.

EA Hours Per
Week Of

Assessment

Total
EA

2/
Costs

Average EA AP

Cost Per
/

Administration

Average EA
Costs Per
Week Of.*

Assessment

1 81 1,781 3,888.00 2.18 - -

...----

-- 48.00 $14.42 $316.96

.,...,
/

2 -7: 81 2,392 4,465.00. 1.87 55.12 28,458.17 11.98 3500

3 La 2:441 4 425475 1.81 54.64 29,186.52 11.96 360.13

Year 11 243 ..6,614 12,778.75 1.93 52.59 $83,518.14 $12.63 $343.70.
Totals

1/ Includes regular and standby administrations in all original and Age Class 3 followup sessions.

2/ Remuneration for EA services plus reimbursement for business - connected mileage and other incidental EA
expenses such as paiking and. tolls. Does not include Powerforce, Inc. surcharge.

3/ Based on total administrations.

AOC .3 ,9
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ABLE 18*.''.... . '.

.
.

COMPARISON OF EA EFFORT AND COSTS
m

Years 06 through 11 .

0. . , '

. P 0

Total EA Costs

41

Op.

Year 06 Year 07 Year 08
4

*Taal 'Administrations 9,284 7,490 5017

ministrations 1,981 5,148 . 3,744

Total EA Hours Charged 5,624.2 10,736.2 '10,673.7

Average umber of Pi HOurd Per 2.84 2.09. t 2.85
EA Ad nitration

44

' Average Number of EA Hours Per
Week of Assessment.

Average EA Costs Per EA
'Admini t tion 01

Average EA Costs Per Week Of

Assessment .

Average EA HourlyWage

Percent of Totpl, Administrations
Completed 'By EAs-

8.68

4 4

$29,371.42 $56,776.38 $59,391.60 $48,738.19

$14.83 $11.03 $15.86 $14.52
14,

b

,.........00)A5.. 33 $233.65 $244.41 $206:51d

$4.33 $4.42 $4.51 $5..06

AO

21.3 -,-**-- 68.7 63.3 65.1

4

44.18 k 43.92

Year 09

5,156

3,357

7,960.0

2.37

32.76

4.4

r

40'\

I

14

Year 10 Year 11

6,598 6,614

4,683 4,848

12,629.25 12,778.75

2.70 2.64

51. L 52.59

$1,336.59 $83;518.14

$16.30' $17.22

.

$314.14

If

$5.09

71.0

$343.70

$5.44

";''

41.

44 4
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TABLE 19

YEAR 11 EA HOURS, BY ACTIVITY

Age Class 1 120.50 389.50 1,946.50 738.50 693.00 3,888.00

Age Class 2 351.75 232.50 2,442.50 618.00 820.25 4,46.00
...,

Age Class 3 152.00 340.00 2,384.00 ', 810.75 739.00 4,425.75

Total .624.25 962.00 6,773.00 2,167.25 2,252.25 12,778..7.5

Z. 4.9 7.5 53.0 17.0 ,...- '17.6 100.0

SLF
Training Completion Assessing Travel Other Total

s

TABLE 20

YEAR 11 EA COSTS

Age Class 1

.Age Class 2

Age Class 3

Total

z

,-Wages
-And Fees

$20,878.30

24,391.48

24 212 17

S69,48;21

83.2

$ 4,210.32

4,071.64

4 245 17

$12,527.13

Miles e Other

$ 584.83

195.Q5

729.18

$1,509.06

15.0 1.8

Total

$25,673.45

28,658.17'

29 186.52

$43,518.14 I-

100.0

4 \--

I,

ti

4
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4.

ai
In Year 11, a total,of 254 Exercise Administratois were retained by

A
the DSs (see Table 21). Of that total, aa_EAs,did not receive full train-

lig as they participated only in the preparation of SLFs. Based on average
.

. . .

hourly rates paid to the EAs during each age class assessment, a total of
..,

0,396 was spent on training the 222 persons who were instructed in all
.

aspects of the EA position. Excluding any incidental EA travel costs.in-
.

curred,while receiving training (which cannot be associated directly in

RTI's records with training), it cost approximately $15.30 (on the average)

in Year 11 to train each EA retained to participate in regular assessment.
.

Using the same computational procedures for Year 11, it. cost an average of

$17.37 to train!.eaCit Ogcthe EAs who administered packages in Year 10. Many

orthe Year 11 Exercise Administrators served during

class assesspents. ;able 22

. age class. 4. in -most years
.. . a ,

Class 3 aseignmentb.
. .

F. DS Field ;Dots.

nly one or two age

shows the number of retained for each

, more EAs were required to cotOlete the Age

Including expenses incurred during August and September, 1979, in
16, .. .

ang 144 &rntatts and holding introductory meetings, DS transporta-

cilhf subsistence ad "other" in- school field costs for all of Year 11
4. V .

Z
gOs .

. .
assessment totaled $149,416 (see Table 23). Field expenses in this period

of approximately nine months averaied.$11,494 per DS (based on 13 DSs). In
. .

Year 10, then the fielditaff also consisted of 13 Ms, Distfict Supeivisor

fieldtexpenses totaled $146,4 6r for an average of $11,280 per DS.

Reitrictions

. Table 24 represents a final summary of the number and percentage of

ools impoqing restrictions on,Year 11 asttessment.-
1/

Tht data were taken

.

1/ For a detailed listing of Year 11 school restrictions, by PSU and
type, reference is'made to Appendix U.

a
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Table 21"

EXERCISE ADMINISTRATORS RETAINED DURING
YEAR 1I IN-SCHOOL ASSESSMENT

Region 1 Region 2 Region 3 Region 4 Total

Administered Packages 57 70 49 46 222-

daiy4Completed SLFs 15 7 8 ... 2 32

TOTAL 72 77 57 48 254

Table 22

EXERCISE ADMINISTRATORS RETAINED FOR EACH AGE CLASS
,

'Age

Class,

0

.

Only
Completed

SLFs
Administered

Packages, .

1/
Total

1' 5 93 98

2 4 141 145

3 27 139 166

TOTAL. 36- 373 409

If Some individuals may 'Aye been counte d'as participating in more

than one age class.

it
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Table, 23

SUMMARY OF DS FIELD EXPENSES BY ACTIVITY 11

!

'YEAR 11

J

4.

5.

- 2/Transportation Subsistence Other
/

AttenOing Year11 DS Training Session

rt

$ 3,421.61 $ 1,562.45 $ 159.44

Making Year 11 initial'contacts and
conducting introductory meetings
t

conducting Age. Class 2 assessment

12,526.07 .

18,634.78

7,983.22

13,463.13

. 5,001.35

11,1447

Conducting Age Class 1 assessment 16,711.67 12,524.16 6,996.21
t.

I

Conducting Age Class 3 assessment 17 219.32 11 847.55 10,019.13

TOTALS $68,513.45 $47,380.51 $33,521.60

Average Per DS $ 5,270.27 $ 3,644.65 $ 2,578.58

Total.

$ 5,143.50.

25,510.64

ilf
43,443.38 f',

36,232.04
.

39,086.00

$149,415.56

$ 11,493.50

1/ Includes qxpenses incurred in August and September, 1979 by DSs to attend Year 11 Training Session, make
Year 11 initial contacts with school officials, and to complete most of Year 11 introductory meetings.

---2/' Fares, auto rentals and,business use of personal autos.

3/ Communications andfshippini, parking, tolls, etc.

.1: 4

ti
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Table 24
1

eUHMARY OP YEAR 11 SCEObI. RESTRICTIONS

Number Of Schools

4------.

Required school in- 9 2 8

Age Age Age -% Of
Class Class Class otal

1 7 2 3 Total Restriction

formation Jeerers"-
,,

press releases, etc.,
be sent to parents

.

before or.-after

assessment.

Required that project
informational letters
be sent to parents
before assessment.

Requested written
permission from
parents before
assessment.

Would not allow one
or more exercises to
be administered.

Would not allow one
or more Background
Questions to be
administered.

Other. -

%.

Totals ,

.
.

Z Of Total Schools

121 -111 56

,
.

5 4 2

a

5 , 8 8

152 131 79

25.0 ?0 .8 16.1

;

IN-

12 . 6 5

On.

19 5.2

288 79.6

23 6.,4

11

0.0

\\11
5.8

362 100.0

20.9 -

Selected . .

I

0.1
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wry

from the Refusal/Restriction section of the District Supervisor Weekly

Status Report filed in Year 11 by the DSs. As in Year 10, proportion-

ally more Age -Class 1 school officials placed some restriction or condi-

an on the conduct of assessment in, their schools than did. officials of

Th

Class 2 and 3 schools, and over 75 percent of the Year 11 restrictions

fe in one category --- schools requiring that informational litters be

sen to parents before assessment.. It also should be noted that no Year

11 -..le schools would not allow one or more exercises to be administered)

to th it students. That type of restriction was last encountered in Year

4111

07. told, 24.0 percent of the Year 11 participating schools assessed

imposed some sort of restriction on assessment. In Year 10, 22.2 percent

of the s le schools participating restricted the conduct of assessment.

in some , and in Year 09, only 15.7 percent Of the participating

schools = e classified as restrictineassessment.

Table '5 presents a summary, by region and age class, of school re-

fusels rece ved in Yar 11. In Year 10, 152 sample schools out of 1,762,11 .

t
selected s ools refuSed to participate; in Year 11, a total of 119 sample

schools out f 1,740 selected schools were classified as refusals.

A total of 71 schools selected/in t Year 11 sample expressed_opposi-

tion to participating'in the program and than later agreed to part icipate

,(see Table 26). Such opposition generall4 was Tist encountered either in

response to the. initial HASP and RTI listterd to superintendents or in the

DSs' initial telephone calls to superintendents. These reversals in atti -'

tude involved 4.i percent of the.total_Year 11 school sample and they re-
.

.
4

present a conversion,of 37.4percent of all Year 11 school cooperation problems.

lj Schools selected for the special twelfth'gradeAA assessment were
not included in this count.

45 L'
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Table -25

YEAR 11 SCHOOLS OFFICIALLY ctftAsiFip AS REFUSACS

1 ,

. Region Age Class 1 Age Class 2 Age Class 3 Totals

r
4 1 ' rio 16 14 40
f .

---j/2 4 4 7 15
.

,

I .

3' - 4 11 9 '24c

.

i

4 14 10 16 40

. Totals 32 41 .4'" 46 119

.7 . \

t

t l,

:Table 26

YEAR 11 SCHOOLS WHICH:INITIALLY EXPRESSED OPPOSITION
AND LATER AGREED T01 PARTICIPATE.

001

vi

,

i
Region Age Class 1 Age Class 2 Age Class 3 Totals

1 1. ' 13' 11 10 34

2 .6
. 6 3 - 15

3 2 2 1 5

.
.

4 6 : 5 6 17

Totals 27 24 20 71
l'.

49 .11
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It is noted that in Years 10 and 09 final reversal 'rate of 3.2 and 2.2

percent, respectively, were achieved. The Year 11 conversion rate for ,

schools expressing opposition to participation in assessment was the high-

est in the eleven xears that National Assessment has been Conducted.

I. School Response

A total of 1,740 schools were selected for assessment in Year 11 (see

Table 27). Excluding the special twelfth grade AArschool sample, this
. .

.

repres s a 1.25 percent d crease from the number of schools selected in
1

.the Yea71010 sample(1,762). Of the total number of schools selected, 13.4

percent fell ,into one of the nonresponse categories ("refused",,"closed",.

"no eligibles enrolled ", or-"Other"),-iiiii-le-in111 assessment was not

conducted in 16.6 percent of the schools selected. The unadjused school

refusA
1/

l rate dropped from 8.6 percent in Year 10 to 6.8 percent in Year

U. As was the experience in previous assessment years, a higher percen-

4

tage of schools in the Age Class 2, Year 11 sample reported that no eligible

students `were- enrolled than did sciiols in the Age Glass 1 acid 3 samples.

RTI's Sampling Research an3 Design Center staff has provided data on

Year 11 school cooperation which is summarized in Table 28. eBased on

those, originally selected schools, less those schools which were found to

"411be closed or no longer having in age grades, the Year 11 cooperation rate

was 92.9 percent. In Year r10, the overall school tooperation rate was 91.3

percent..

*-10f the 1,740 schools

were considered "unique>s

though the school /say be

selected for assessmant.in Year 11, 1,596 91-7Z).

chools; i.e.,, schools that are counted only once even

selected in more than one age class sample (pee Table

. 29). The Year 11 sample contained schools f rom an estimated 711 districts.
I /

2 ../ Based on total schools selected .

-mdil
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Table 27

Age Class 1 A.$5e Class 2. Ago Class 3 Total Sample

No.
Percent
Of Total No.

Percent
Of Total

,Percent------, Percent
No. -Of Total No. Of Total

Assessment Conducted 560 92.1 534 83.2 412 1,506 86.6

Refused' 32 5.3 41 6.4 46 119 "6.8

Closed 6 1.0 10 91.6 2 0.4 18 1.0

No Eligibles Enrolled 10 1.6 54. 8.4 28 5.7 92 5.3

Other 0 0.0 3 .1.4 0.4 2 21 0.4 5 0.3

Total Selected . 608 100.0 642 .100.0 490 100.0 2,740 100.0

r

1/' One school silected in the samp le fpr ti'e Northeastern Region was not in
.existence; also, two schools in the sample.ior the Central Regi were found
to be in nonsample counties and, thus, were eliminate e Year 11 sample
of schools. .'

21 These schools were, found to be'situated in a county outside of the.PSU in which
they were sq.ected and wars dropped from the sample.

I

4
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Table 28
..11 I

SUMMARY OF SCHOOL COOPERATION
YEAR 11

Age
Class 1

'No. of originally selected 590
,7 schools (A)

.

3

11

140. of original out-of-range
or closed schools (B)

No. of original refusal 32'

schools (C)

Cooperation rate
(A-B)

r94.5Z
(A141,

4

Age
Class 2

Age
Class 3

Total
Sample

623 467 1,680

16 6 30

41 44 117'

93.2% `90.5Z 92.9Z

40
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Table 29

S

ESTIMATED NUMBERS OF UNIQUE YEAR 11 SAMPLE SCROOLS ANR DISTRICTS
r

5.4

Region Schools Districts

1 366 163

2 342 152

3 t - 484 216

4 404 180

Totals'' 1,596 711

5

.4

t>

. %

, ,
'. .1.

4

S

vv.

a*
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ak,

.
/it Year910, ii wes_estiMite that the secondary sample.giniisted of 1,674.

.

unique schsols (out of a total of 1,762 non -AAM sample schools) in 74SP"

districts.
'

drr'

r 4 J. Thank-You Letters

..During .Year 11, RTI mailed approximateLy 2,500 thank you lqtteis,

4.

actompanied by a quality check questionnaire and NAEP Newsletter subscrip-

4
cird, to cooperating school officials at district and school levels.

The first Year 11 thank-you letters were produced in lade October,_ arriving

4 $

in the first Age Class 2 PSUs assessed approximately two tc three 4eeks

after completion df the assessment in those PSUs A similar thank-you
.

4
\

... ', '
letter mailing schedule was followed throughout Year 11.

. .
. .

e Year 1. thankldu letter requested the

questionnair

The r

she

early 1981.

d tend:if/to MEP in an enclosed

recipient.to codplet the

postpaid, return enve/oPe

AR

'ipient rspalsp iniormed by the Year 11 thank -you lettdr that he or

d receive copies of reports from the 1979-80 ass essment year into,

The last of the Year 11. thank-you letters were mailed from RTI in
1

-

. May, 1980. No problems were encountered during the year in-carrying out

the procedures or in adher/Wto the mailoupsbhedule.

K. ,Review of Check-In Procedures'and Initial Data ReceiVed
.

*4,

On October Id and 31, the NAEP Director of Liaison and the RTI Acional

Field Director visited DataScore headquarters in Iowa City, Iowa to:

1. Review the WLC/MRC receioring specifications for Year 11 Age

- c Mahe 2; and . . .

.; .
.

°"'1111 2.- Review the initial hardshals being returned from the field
'4
.

to insure that data of acceptable quality were being collectid.

41, .

, , -v

As a result of this review, sots modifications were made to the re-

1/. . . .
.

ceiving specifications in order toteake them.appropriate for Year 11
.

,. .

2.1 The Year 11 Age. Class 2 receiving specifications are included as

'Appendix E.

54
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operations. The review also turned up several minor problem areas re-
,

la4ng to the completed work:being received at DataScore. Project Memo-.-

randum No. 9, which identified these rdKems and provided instructions

on the correct handling of each, wa sent to the. DSs on November 1.
a

L. Personnel Changes
6

In March, 1978, Louis Monaco, a District Sppervisor working in the
i-",,,,

New York-New 36Sa7 'area, resigned. It was decided no replacement would
4c""'- .

,,., -

be hired to filL4the vacancy in the field staff created by Mr. Monaco's
. ,

resignation, and the remainder of his Year 10 assignment was completed by

central staff personnel. Then, at the completion of Year 10 assessment in

May, 1979, two other DSs, Fred Schaefer and Susan Galing, resigned to

pUis'ue other interests.

iimilp after most of the planning for Year 11 assessment was complete,

*P it was thought that only three replacement DSs would have to be recruited

A
e- in the summer of 1979 to bring the field staff up to full complement for

,..

Yearn. However, two more ASS, Joanne Fraser and Anne Stanley, resigned
*

in July just before Year 11 ipperations began .' .

. After two uasgacessful recruiting trips to New York City to fine a

replicement for Mr. Monaco,.Jo Armstrong was interviewed at RTI and moved

from Buena, Vista, Virginia to New York Citytto fill that,vacancy.

Ms. Fraier was replaced by the hiring of Michael Hartsfield, who r e-
-.

, .'

,sieed in Spokane, Washington. MS. Fraser had-Vorked her Year 10 assignment

while based in San F rancisco, California; however,ft was felt that Spokane

was a more optimum location for a DS working thuNorthwest in Year 11 than
NIA"..

San Francisco . Mr.'Hartsfiefd resigned as a District Supervisor at the end

of his first we4k on the job. 'He was quickly replaced by Holbrook Williams,

5
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f
who was specially trained at RTI and then moved from Maine to Spokane.

Ms. Golling's and Ht. Schaefer's positiondlin Pittsburgh and St. Louis

were filled in July, 1979 by the hiring of Sheri Sivitz (Pittsburgh) and
A

Patricia Henderson tSt. Louis). After expending a considerable amount of

effort to fill the vacancy in Detroit created by Ms. Stanley's resignation,

Judy Lawrence was interviewee late in July and offered the job. She

cepted in time to attend the Year 11 DS training session at RTI.

There were two DSs who resigned in December, 1979 after Year 11 Age

Class 2 assessment was completed -- Ms. Sivitz and David Libon, a DS work-

ing the NortheaSt from a base in the'Boston area. A third DS, position was

e

vacated in December, 1979 when Paul Haagen, who was stationed in San Antonio,

transferred to RTI's Survey Operations Center as a Field Supervisor.'
Marguer a Stone, a veteran Exercise Administrator in the Houston

area, agreed to complete Mr. Haagen's Year 11 assignment in Texas and Ok-

lahoma. She received classroom instruction from Mr. Haagen the last week

in"December, 1979 and her Regional Supervisor completed her training by

being in the field with her during the, first week of Age Class I assessment

in January, 1980. r

Replacements for Ms. Sivitz and Mr. Libon were recruited for the Pitts-.

burgh and Boston districts in mid-December. Nora Etkin replaced Mr. Libon

and Kathy McCauley took over the Pittsburgh assignment vacat ed by Ms.,

Ma. Etkin and Ms. McCauley were trained initially by central staff members

at RTI during the last week.in Dectmber, 1979 and also further trained in

the field in January during the first week of Age Class 1 assessment in

iek their districts.

At tha end of Age Class 3 assessment in May, 1980, nine of the Year 11

DSs were retained to work through July 31,.1980 on Year 11 Supplementary

4
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Frame assessment. They were:

Jo Armstro
Andrew Bs ett

Aan Chr = tensen

Alfreds Ellis
Patricia Henderson

4t'

Mr. Schoenfelder resigned in early July fo accept other employMint.

The other eight DSs retained to, participate in Supplementary Frame assess -

Daniel Gindhart
Timothy Overhuls
Kenneth Schoenfelder

,Holbrook Williams

went worked through ihb end of July, as scheduled.

4,

4

E

4 I

4

7

I.



4.

I

A
746

IV. YEAR 11 SUPPLEMENTARY FRAME FIgLD ACTIVITIES

A. Introduction

This chapter summarizes the conduct of the Year 11, Supplementary

Frame assessment data collection activities. A complete report, which

will inclgde details on related sampling activities, will be prepared

by the WTI Sampling Research and Design Center..

The last Supplementary Etaniassessment was conducted in Year 07

during the 1075-76 school year. When Year 11 in-school operations

began in August, 1979, no final decision had been reached as to whether

or not a Supplementary Frame assessment would be conducted during the

. . , . . .

summer of 1940. The decision to proceed with the assessment was received
.

from MART during the week of February 11, 1980, the decision having

A
.4\been delayed pending the completion of negotiations to secure program 471..3

funding.

et

As in other Supplementary Frame assessments, this special assessment

of 17-year-olds involved the selection of a probability sample of indi-

viduals who met the in-school assessment age-eligibility criteria and were

.potentially eligible for assessment, but who had no chance of being seleCted

% w
for participation in regular Age Clads 3 assessment due to their having

dropped out or graduated from high school prior to March 1, 1980. During

the summer of 4980, an attempt was made to locate, screen and assess each

/ sample individual determined-to be eligible. Due to the anticipated
4

length of time and concentration most respondents would require to 'cwm-

plate the reeding subject area pa2kages, NAEP and RTI staff decided that

respondents nould'be administered a maximum of three packages. Each

53
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.5

respondent was paid $5.00 cash for one completed package, $10.00 for two
.44

completed packages and $20.00 for three completed packages.

-"Donald G. Smith, TI National Fieialnrectorrfor NAEP, served as
``

Project Leader for the %ear.11 Supplementary Frame assessment. D. Kirk

Pate, RTI Regional Supervisor for NAEP, kssisted Mr. Smith. Both were

responsible for the planninipLorganiiation and-implementation of the

----"data collection activities. The Dist;Itt Supervisors ,were responsible

* .
for presenting the ratioLle for this special assessment to school

officials and for collecting the lists of dropouts and earlylgraduates

from a subsample of thesYear 11 Age Class 3 sample schools. Rh's'

Sampling Research and Design Center selected the sample of potential

ibe colle'cied11;ts: 4'tbe was conUCted by
4,

specially trained interviewers comprised of nine Year 11 off-site

District Supervisors and eighteen individuals who were retained on a

temporary hourly basis. Most' of the latter group of eighteen indi-

viduals had served as interviewers an'other Bit projects. One RTI

central staff member was also trained to serve as a back-up interviewer.

List compilation and acquiaitias.began on February 18 and was -2-

completed by May 16. All Year 11 Supplementary Frame foiis, manuals and

Individual Screening Questionnaircs.(ISQs) were developed and printed

and all other field materials lincluding stimulus tapes) were ordered

and deliVered td RTI by late May. THe fieldwork began on June 2 and

concluded on July 31, according to schedule.

The spbsections which follow ark sti ries on six major aspects of

the projectlist acquisitiOn, the sample field staff recruiting,
A

training, the field work and verificaii pf field results.

-

1
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B. last Acouisitioi,

sent

Detailed Phase i (list acquisar142n) instructions and procedures were ,

to the DSs on December 26,1979 in Project Memorandum No. 13. In

Year 11, ;dropouts wer% eligible for listing in Supplementary Frame sample .

schooli if they were orn during the period 10/1/62 through 9/30/63 and

left school during arOoone of the three academic years 1977-78, 1978-79

or 1979-804 Sample schools witb.a twelfth grade were requested to list

all students who graduated during the period January 1, 1978 to the date

of the first day of'Age Class 3 assessment in the PSU and who were also

born during ie interval specified above)]

In most instances, permission to condupt Supplementary Frame assess-
(

. e!,

went was obtained from the appropriate Age Class .3 schopl officials When

the DSs conducted their intrpductory.meetings_for their PSUs between

August 27 and October 5, 1979. At thesevneetingsthe DSs provided the

rationale for and the role of the schools in Supplementary Frame assess-

ment. The DSs further explained that a final, decision.as to whether the
4
p

%

SUpplementary Frame project would be conducted was contingent upon the

results of negotiations in progress to secure the.necessary funding
1/5

,
for the assessmenth During Age class 1 assessment In their PSUs, DSs

,*

visited 'each Supplementary Frame sample school, ptovided them with. $

detailed, printed instructions on this proper completion of the dropout

and graduate listing forms and provided each school with a supply of

forms. Specific instructions ware given schools to delay compilation of

the lists until the DSs notified the schoOls that a final go-ahead decision,

had been reached, a decision expected by February 15, 1980.

In those schools graduating more than 250 students each year, eligible
radustas were listed only if their surnames began with letters within
alphabet sectors applied to a particular school.

a.. .1
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The go-ahead decispn was receiv d at RTI during the week of February 11;

2a

(
the DSs wite promptly- notified Of the ecisibn and they, in turn, notified

e appropriate school officials to proceed with cotpilation of the lists.

uring the period February 18 through May 16, the lists were compiled,

collected by DSsand forwarded to RT/.

Table 30 presents a final summary of Year 11 Supplementary Fran

list acquisition results, together with comparative data for years b4-07..

In Year 11 the percentage of sample schools refusing to provide dropout

.,

lists declined to 1.0%, as compared to 5.7Z refusing in Year 07. Likewise,

the percentage of Year 11 sample schools reflaiiing to proVVde graduate

lists declined as compared to 'the Year 07 experience (1% in Year 11; 6.8Z

in Year 07). Reversing a four-year trend of'decUding percentages of

schools providing dropout list's, the Yeai 11 figires shol4 in all-time

high.of 83.32 of sample schools providing the lists. Moreover, an all-
,

time high of 27.32 of sample schools provided graduate lists.

C. The Sample

In Year 11 there were 82 PSUs

eligibles froc;4'graduate and/or drop

schools in one PSU reported having

birthdate and enrollment crl.tekia.

where sample selection of potential

out lists( was possible. All sample

gd prior students meeting the study's

The sample of potential eligibles
6

represented 160 of 162 replicates. A total sample of 1,096 potential

eligibles was selected, consisting of 965 dropouts and 111 griates.

Approximately seven cases were allocated to each one-replicate PSU,

fourteen to fifteen cases to each two-replicate PSU and twentz-one or

twenty-twp eases to each three-replicate PSU. Of the 1,096 potential

eligibles, itlwas expected that at least 55Z (603) would complete one

or more packages.
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Table 30

.4
LIST ACQUISITION FINAL RESULTS FOR YEAR 11 DROPOUT AND-.'XiMPLY GRADUATE

'SAMPLE SCHOOLS, WITH COMPARATIVE DATA FOR YEARS 04, 05, 06 AND 07

1

I

"

Year 11 Year 07 Year 06 Year 05 Year 04
No. % No. % No. 2 No. Z No.

1/
Age Class 3 Dropout Sample Schoola-s- 209 100.0 230 100.0 429 100.0' 547 100.0 420

- .

100.0
Refused or Records Not Available 2 1.0 13 5.7 42 9.8 44 8.0 46 lip
Responding Schools 207 99.0 217. 94.3 387 90.2 503 92.0 374 89:0
Responded "Ho Potential Eligibles" a
or "No Age-Eligible. Dropouts"2/ 33 15.8 65 28.2 91ft 21.2 109 19.9 50 11,9

Provided Dropout Lists 174 83.3 152 66.1 296 69.0 394 72.1 324 77.1
Early Graduate Sample Schools ' 205 100.0 205 100.0 395' 100.0 511 100.0 078 100.09
Refused or Records Not Available 2 1.0 14 6.B 44 117760110* 43 8.4 71 18.8
Responding Schools 203- 99.0 191 93.2 '351 88.9 468 91.6 307 81.2
Responded "No Early Graduates" or "No 4 el

S

Age - Eligible Graduates withip Alphabet

mi.* Sectors "V 4 '* 147 71.7 150 73.2 265 67.1 363 71.0 _ 10. 2.6

Provided Graduate Lists 56 17.3 41 20.0 86' 21.8 105 20.5 297 .78.6

1/
--Does not include regular assessment refusals or sciools dropped from the sample due to grade

changei, closure,_nature of enFollmentetc.

21In Years 05, 06, 07 and 11.' m=.

et
63-
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D. Field Staff Recruiting

Generally, three factors were taken into consideration in determining
4

the overall size of the Year 11 Supplementary Frame field staff; (1) the
A

-
number of DSs available, (2) the expectation that each interviewer would

resolve eight to,tan cases per week, and (3) the convenience with which

a geographically clustered case assignment coutd be arranged for each

interviewer. Nine District Supervisors and eighteen temporary hourly

personnel wer eceetained AS interviewers. Most of latter group were

individuals who had served as RTI interviewers previously and were rated

as above average in carrying out their past assignments.

. E. Field Itaff Training

Plans and arrangements for the Year 11 Supplementary Frame training

4

sessions were completed.by central staff members in April and May 1980.

Also during that period, a detailed interviewer manual was prepared by

RTI staff for use in training and as an in-field reference for the

interviewers. Three training sites (Raleigh, North Carolina; Hollywood,

California; and St. Louis, Missouri) were selected that were convenient

to the fieldstaff, and a training agenda was ted to

..NA215 for.review. A copy of the agenda iisprovided in Appendix F.

ft In preparation for the fieldwork, eleven interviewers attended the

session held at Raleigh, North Carolina on May 22-23; five interviewers

attended the sessionteld at Hollywood, California on May 27-28; eleven

interviewers attended the sesio n held May/ 29-30 at St. Louis, Missouri.

The training sessions were conducted by MiSsrs. Smith and Pat. They

were assisted in Raleigh and St. Louis by Mr. Bruce L. Jones, emember

of the RTI Sampling Research and Design Center. An ECS/NAEP staff member

.
also monitored each of the Raleigh and !bllywood sessions.
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F. "Indkyiewer-Assignments

The Year 11 Supplementary Frame assignments were consvucted

so that the nine DSs would carry most of Cases requiring overn ight

.

travel and, t hat the'other 18 interviewers generally would be ilven

work within daily commuting distances of their'homes., An Indi-

vidual Screening Questionnarie (ISQ) was initiated for each of the

1,096 sample individuals and all interviewer assignments were prepared

and sent to the field staff by June 2, 1980. The initial assign-

meats given the DSA averaged 67.4 apes, and the other 18 interviewers

initially were given assignments averaging 25.7 cases. Some cases had

to be reassigned to another inthrviewer or an RTI cen tral staff member

in instances where it was determined that a sample individual had moved

to a place that was outside the initial assignmhnt area and the case

.

could be followed up more efficienayeby another member of the staff.

G. Summary of Field Results

Year 11 Supplementary Frame data collection Activities began on

June 2, 1980 and were completed, as scheduled, on July 31, 1980.

1
Table 31 presents a preliminary summary of the results of Year 11

It

upplementary Frame fieldwork, together with comparative percentage

results for Years 02 through 07. The-fear 11 statistics shown in

Table 31 may be subject to slight revisions when summary data tapes from

RTI and DataScore are reconciled.

The comparative results indicate that the performance of the Year 11

Supplementary Frame field staff was'better than that of the Year 07

staff in determining the eligibility status of sample individuals and

was equal to,that of the Year 07 interviewers in assessing those found

I

to be eligible. In Year 07, the eligibility status of 12.7 percent of

it



..,

Table 31

COMPARATIVE SUPPLEMENTARY FRANK FIELD RE LTS"
(Years 02 -07. 11

ti

,

, Year 11. . I
N( No. of

dropouts
No. of early i Total Year 07 I Year 06 1

,Percent .1 Percent

Year 05 I Year 04
1 Percent 1 Percent

Year 031 Year 02
Percent, Percentgraduatas 1No, 'Percent

Total Sample Inds -. 965
viduals

13.1 1,096

Individual's with un- 88
determined eligi- .

4 92

it), status

Refused to provide 6
screening infot-

1 7

. matlon or uncoop-
erative on 'all,

callbacks
Could not locate,or .82

contact
3

.

.85

'Other -

Iidividuals deter- 237 15 252
mined not eligible

_
.

Ineligible birth- 216
.

11 227
date or enrolled

." at assessment date
Not U.S. resident, 21 4 25
"mentally or physi-

cally incapable, .

non-English speak-
ing, or nonreader

, -

Other - , - -

Individuns determined 640.
eligible -

.....'''',\ 1

112

/T

.

752

. .

//

8.4 12.7 12.2

W

100.0

0.3

100.0 100.0

0.6* 1.7 0.6

7.g 11.0 11%3

23.0 18.7 - 20.3

20.7 16.5 17.1
,

I

2.3 2.3 ' .2.6

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

13.3 14.3 23.4 26.8

1.1. 1.3 1.7 11 2.5

12.2

"1-

p 4'

13.0 21.7 24.2 61
1.4

27.0 $ 31.6 25.5 23.5

24.1-824.4 28. 23.5

2.4 2.4 ,___Iel

8

e.: 034fr 0.2j, 0.4 0.3 _

68.6 68.6 67.5 59.7 54.0 51.1 '49.7

466 , \
6';

le, .
.

4
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Table 31
(CentiquedY,

COMPOATIVE SUPPLEMENTARY FRAME FliLD RESULTS

. ' Year 11 ,

Mb. of
dropoUts

I Ho. of early

graduates
Total . Year 07

Percent
Year 06
Pa rent

Year 05
Percent

Year 04 Year 03I

Percent Percent
Year 02
PercentHo. I-Percent

Refused to partici-
pate or uncoop7.

erative on all
callbacks .

toulA lot contact
or locate

Other
. v.,

'Package rd pondents

45

39
. .

-

556.

15

4,

2

.

095.

60

41

'651

5.5

3.7

59.4

O

O

w.

1 0

3

r.

I

r63

kr

-5.0

- __

.59.5

-
0.5

1
i

- -

55.5- 51.9 1e4.4 36.5 36.1

*8.1 4.9 5.2

3.5 ' 2.9
4

4.4 5.2

9.4 9.3"'

4.4

41/

I
P

1

69
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the sample could not be determined and 86.7 percent of those found to

be eligible were assessed. The Year 11 preliminary statistics show

"
t

t /
the eligibility status of only 8.4 percent of the sample was not

determined =1.86.6 percent of those determined eligible became package
.:

respondents.

B. Verification of Field Results 4

"Doublesmailer" postal cards and telephone calls were ptilized.by

the Year 11 supervisory staff to verify thatfield procedures were

properly carried out by the S upplementary:Frame interviewers. On the
.

average, verification telephone calls 'Were made to two package respondents

per interviewee'. One of the four versions of the verification postal.

cards, was mailed to virtually all of the remaining cases completed by

/
AF .

each interviewer.-
1

Cards return containing information inconsistent

with that on the corresponding ISQ were followed up by telephone and/or

additional correspondences and corrective action was taken where necessary.

No major problems were detected in the course of the verification work

and all detected inconsisteLes were resolved. Examples of the four

tylitat cards are shown in Appendix G.
.

,
4.

.
*

Table 32 provides a sur9mary of the results of the Year 11 postal

card and telephone verifications. A total of 949 verifications were

attempted with postal cards,,with 388 responses received a; RTI. An

/ additional 45 telephone verifications were made. All told, verifications

were attempted on 994, or 90.7Z, of the Year 11 sample of 1,096 potential

eligibles and were completed on 39.5 percent (433) of the total sample.

4

1/ One version was sent to package respondents, one to thosehindividuals
determined to.be ineligible, one to those individuals cl sified as
"could not locate", and one to-refusals.

4

7 u
4
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Table 32

YEAR 11 SUPPLEMENTARY FRAME POSTAL CARD AND TELEPHONE VERIFICATIONS

41. Sent V°

By Postal Card By Telephone
No.

Sent
No.

Responding Responding No. Made

Package Reipondents 602 273 45.3 45

Ineligible Indi-
viduals

217 81 37.3 0

"Could-Not-Locates" 85 21 0

Refusals 45 13 28.8 0

TOTAL 949 " 388" 40.9 45 .

a

p

1

44,

NNE

t

vit



V. NATIONAL ASSESSMENT MEETINGS AND FIELD TRIPS

Table 33 presents a summary of all major NA2P meetings attended dur-.

ing the year anding\May 31, 1980 by Ri/. in-school administration personnel.,

Of the fin meetings 'listed, four wire NAEP Management Meetings. Minutes

.

of each of these meetings were kept and copies have been sent t the ECS/ '

`NAEP staff involved.

B. Field Trips

Also in the twelve donths ending May 31, 1980, RTI field supervi-

sory staff assigned to the in-school administration program took aototal

of 105 field ;rips on Year 11 project business (see Table 34). A total of

137 trips were taken by the RTI on-site personnel during the sate months

in 1978-1979. The decrease in staff travel from Year 10 to Year 11 was

due primarily to fewer trips being required Year 11 for ceqtral staff
4t

to participate in introductory maitingS, to assist or substitute for DSs

in the conduct of assessment, and to hold special meetings with large -

city and/Or refusing districts.

16
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Table 33 l
NATIONAL ASSESSMENT MEETINGS ATTENDED BY RTI IN- SCHOOL STAFF

(June 1, /979 - Nay 31, 1980)

1. September 18,19, 1979

2. December 4-5, 1979

3. January 15 -16, 1980

4.

5. 4April 1-3, 1980

March 4-5, 1980

RTI

RTI

RTI

RTI

DataScore

7,3

NAM' Management Meeting

NAEP Management Meeting

NAEP Management Meeting

NAEP Management Meeting

Supplementary Frame Conference

4

1

MEP

'MP
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Table 34 *

FIELD TRIPS TAKEN IN YEAR 11 BY RTZ IN- SCHOOL; FIELD
SUPERVISORY STAFF

(June 1, 1979 - May 31, 1980).

I. Conduct quality check

2. utine field visite with.DSs

Number Of Percent
Trips Taken Of Total:

39 11 37.2

17 16.2

nduct, observe, or assist with 11 30.5
troductory meetings

4. *Assist DS with assessment'or conduct 11 10.5
assessment alode

5. Special visits with large city and/or 10 2/
9.5

refusing school d4stricts . 4 -
1..

, 6. Train /assist /observe' new DSs in their 9 8.6

75'

first week of assessment

.
7. Recruit replacements DSs

i 4 3.8

8. SppplementaryFrame training sessions 2 1.9

9. 'Supplementary Frame planning conference 1 .09

10. Review completed packages and check-in
procednres at DataScore

- TOTALS,

1

1 .09

105 100.0

1/ DS field visiss,also were made on two of these trips.

Recruiting also was done on two of these trips.

w
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VI. INVENTORY OF NAEP MATERIALS AND EQUIPMENT

By mid-August all nonexpendable materials and equipment used by in-
.

4
school District Supervisors and by Supplementary Frame field interviewers

had been returned to RTI- By the end of August, 1980, a comprehensive

inventory was taken of all NAEP materials and equipment stored at RTI's

on- campus warehouse. This comprehensive inventory was taken after NAZI'

sad RTI staff identified for removal from inventory certain stimulus

materials which are not to be used in future assessaents.

Appendix H contains the inventory stored at RTI on August 29, 1980.

The inventory includes stimulUs materials used in pre;itus assessment

years and equipment and unused materials from Year 11 and previous assess-
.

tent years.

4 s

rs

4

I

4



VII! EXPODITURES OF FUNDS AND EFFORT

A. Funds
-(

Table 35 presents a by-project summary of estimated Year 11 booked

costs through May 31, 1980 taken from RTI cost reports for RTI Project

Numbers 253U-1769 and 253U-1973 covering Year 11 in-school administration.

in the periodsfram June 1, 1979 through May 31, 1980. Project 253U-1769

covered calendar year 1979 Operations; and project 253U-1973 was established

to cover administration activities in calendar year 1980. Only those costs

booked on 253U-1769 between June 1,-1979 and tuber 31, 1979 and on 253U-

1973 during the fir_ t five months of 1980 wer considered Year 11 costs.

Total Year 11 booked costs were estima

amount 52.7%

salaris

to total $978,385. Of that

($515,081) was associated with ff-site expenditures for DS

an travel and EL services and of

_costs were es

activities.

B. Efort

er`CoStS. In Year 10, total

ted to be $944,086, of which 51.$% was spent on off-site

During Year 11, a total 34,820.5 person lhours of effoit was devoted

to the planning and conduct of in-school asselsment {see Table 36); in

Year 10, 36,038 Rerson-hourd were expended to complete in-school adminis-,

tration assignments. The decrease in effort fro= Year 10 to Year 11 was

due primarily to leas on -site professional labor.being.required in Year

11 to ,superF4ge C.he field opirations.

GEL
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Table 35

%EXPENDITURES OF NAEP FUNDS ON YEAR 11
IN-SCHOOL ADKENISTRATIPN

RTI
.

RTI
Project : Project Total For
25311-1769 25311-19/3 Year 11

"

On-Site Costs

Off-Site Costs

Total

$279,241

253 341

$184,063
.

261,740

$463,304

515,081

$532,582 $445,803 $978,385

Table 36

PERSON-HOURS CHARGED TO IN-SCHOOL ADRINISTRATION
(Years 08 - 11)

On-Site:

64/76-
5/31/77

.6/1/77-
5/31/78

6/1/78-,

5/31/79,
6/1/79- '_

5/31/80

Prof essioaal 10,294.75 9,129.25 9,530:00 8,897.75

Support \A 5,623.25 5,602.25 "f. 5,755.45 366.75
,

Off-Stte.:

District Supervisors 1626.00 18 579.25 20 753.00 2056.00

Total' 32,778.00 33,310.75 36,038.45 34,820.50
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A

AM% f

Monday, July 30, 1979
RTI Hill Building, Room 101 r%

8:30 a.m.. Welcome and Introductions W. Gilogan

RTI Tour D. Scott

10:45 a.m. Break

11:00 a.m. Year 11 Assessment Schedule D. Smith:

-11:30 a.m. Lunch.

1:00 p.m. Telephone Calls.t.o.School D. Smith

Officials

2 :15' p.m. Simulated Telephone Caller D. Smit4

3:00 pm. Break

3:15 p.m. Completion of.RTI Personnel McDonald
Forms 'Williams

tr,

80
.1

ti

ts)



I

a.m.

Pueaday, July 31, 1979
RTI Bill Building, Boom 101

Student Sampl, Selection

.Procedures

10:30 a.m. ,Brea
Ow/

10:45 a.m. Introductory Meetings with

School .Officials

1
Con Lunch

. .

1:00 p.m. Supplementary Frame

Assessment t

1 :30 p.m. Simulated Introductory

..Meeting

2:30 p.m. Break

Package Administration

Procedures

4:00 p.m. Primary' Sampl ing Utii,t

Planning and Scheduling

81
rN

.
:

K. Pate

A. Duffer

D. Smith

-A. Duffer

'; R. Russ

R.k Ryas
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Wednesday, August 1, 1979
HTI dill Building Board Room (f,7ixt..h Floor)

,1".

0
r

-,. 1:00 p.m.

9:00 a.m.

11:30 a.m.

. Veteran District Supgvisos.

Welcome
RTI Tour

'Lunch

W. Grogan
D. Stott.

Introduction and We0 lcome W. Grogan
s "J.'(all DSO Chromy. ' .

s.-
I 1: 0" p. Year 10 Resuits

. ', ...,. . .

.
D. tith

. 2: 0 poss. Year 11 PrOcedt;ral Changes
and Areds for Emphasis D. Smi,th

K. Pate
4 . .t . -

2:46 p.m. Br(Jak . .A '
t 4

+ .
3:00 p.m. Student Sample Selection . . 4K. Tate\ . ......2 .. t-, Proceda.4 - .

1 . a
4:15 p.m. ,R,pgional Supervisor iileetings

I ( Dis tribution, of. Assignments).
4 : ,S . a

f s1

" ,

.49 t
* /

A. Duffer
K. Pate

F

g

, 1 - .11

Is

r.

.
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Wednesday, August 2, 1979 4,

New District Superilidoes

8:30 a.m. Exanple Group Package Admini- K. Pate

stration R. Russ

11:30 a.m. Lunch

1;00 pan. Introduction and Welcome
DSs) (RTI Hill BuildinbN

Board Room-Sixth Floor)

W. Grogan
J. Chromy

RT1,Hill Building, Room 101

.,2:30 p.m.' ,Hiring, Training, and Super- A. Duffer
vising EA°

(i.2:00 p.m. Completion.of Administrative ,R. Russ
Forms

2:4S p.m. Break

3:00 p.m. Measurement Research Center: S. Worthen
Printing and Scoring

I.n

3:30 p.m. Testa and Measurements C. Steeensan

4:00 p.m. Summary 'of DS Responsibilities. A. Nffer

4:15 p.m. Regional Supervisor Reetings_. A. Duffer
(Distribution of ASsignments) . K. Pate

. ./

83
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4

-Thursday, August 2, 1979 . 1

RTI Hill .Building Board Room (Sixth Floor)

'10 .5

8:30 a.m. MEP Presentation G. Frazier

9:00 a.m. National Institute of M. Milrod
Education

91.30 a.m. NARP Field 'Services G. Frazier

10:00 a.m. Br ?ak

'10:15 a.m.

10:30 a.m.

4100:45 a.m.

?leading and Literature
Assessment

N. mead

Supplertntary Principal's K. Pate
Questionnaire

-Regi nal Supervisor's 4; A. Duffer
Meet ngs K. Pate

..,

. =MM. .o.

eta ,
. ,

.
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TERMS

NATIONAL ASSESSMENT

Receiving Spec ifications

./
,,-

PSU = Primary Sampling Unit = A PSU is a 2 digit numbertwhich'identifies

the geographical location of the sample.

DS District Supervisor = The country is divided into 13 parts. A
,district stipervisor is assigned to each part.

EA Exercise, Administrator = EA's are hired by a DS lo administer the test.

Y1 ij
Age ClaSs 2

4

RTI = . Research Teiangle Institutp = Located in Research Triangle Park, North

. . Carolina (cpnter of a triangle formed by
the cities of Raleigh, Durham, and Chapel

k Hill). RTI is the NAEP subcontractor
6responsible for sampli.ng and a-,.

administration. .

RECEIVING.PROCEDURES

1) Hardshells for approximately 10 PSU's wil4 be received by bus each week.
These may be complete or parital.PSU shipments.

2) When stock control delivers the hardshells they will notify the person in
charge of NAEP Receiving.

- _

3)' The person in charge of RAEP Receiving will enter the date and number of
---ha.rdshells-Teceived on the Recei-v-i-ng-Check-11-st. Ate achmen-t-4,i--arts

checklist must bg kept current. .

4) DS's should have written the PSU- number on the top of the hardshell. Enter
this number on the checklist. If the PSU number is not written on the
return card, open the hardshelT to find the number and enter it on the card.

. .5) The hardshells receive should be stacked by PSU and set aside-fo opening.

RI! INCOMING FORMS
. , II

A . *- -2
A .

Group Administration Schedule Foeffit (yellow tear-offs).
Identifies grade, sex, birthdate, anct,race for each ID/package/school PSU.

IFThis.is a yellow strip of paper or tear-oft.

. .
. ,

Hardshell Cover Sheet.=.
.

.., .

Inventory of-the quantities of each package sent for a given hardshell.
(See Attachment 2.)

3

1



-

4k

-Package Asilgnment Summary =

Listl the schools included fry each PSU. A ranae of packages, are also listed
,for ach school. (See Attachment 3.)

School Worksheet 4

Inventories the packages and their quant ities tested in the school.
Administration problems are written in the section at the bottom of the

I page. (See Attachment 4.) ,

s.

'=-DATASCORE OPENING FORMS

Problem Tally Sheet =

Describes certain errors committed by a DS in returning the hardshell. (See
Attachement 5.)

'Chool Header =

Identification

Header for DAtaScoreoprocesslng.. (See Attachment 6.)... i . §liW; .AA,=;f ,g .-ii4#
_ , -

g. ; School *sheet. Tally ,..
, i-4.

,
Inventories the numbef each paCkage for each school. (See Attachment

41.

10.)

Condition CodVrog =
Identifie

)

and describes problems in admigistration. (See Attachment 11.)

OPENING PROCEDUIR,ES,'
.44.

1) Choose a PSU. Be sure to pull all the hardshells which are present forthat
PSU. Chdose those psq's in gorder of receipt.

2) Pull the Package Assignment Summary for the PSU. (See AttachMent 3.)
Mbm

3) Start Condition Code Logs - one condition code log wa.1A be used for each
package number. (See Attachment 11.)

4) Start a Pi.oblem Tally Sheet.

5) Open the first hardshell of the PSU. Refer to t rt for the contents
and order of an unopened PSU (see Attachment 7): Each hardshell should con-
tain a hardshell cover sheet.!'"Take out tie hardshell cover sheet and set it
aside. If a cover sheet'was not enclosed, enter an error on the Problem
Tally Sh4et. -Fill out a cover sheet for the hardshell.

6) The next document in the hardshell should be a school worksheet. Read Sec-
tion F to alert you to administration problems which you will encounter
later in'the C eck to make sure there is a "Flbal Croup Size"
listed on the woltheet.

Al A Principals' Questi faire should be enclosed for each school. If 'the
appropriate PQ is not enclosed, the OS should have written a note )

/6

,..94
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explaining when it will be transmitted. (If no note is present, mark
and erur Ape Problem Tally.)

B) Make 'sure the PSU/School number is entered and griddel.

C) File the PQ(s) inPSU/School order,

0) If the PQ(s) will be coming later, insert a ishelof goll-Taper.with the
PSU/School number written on it. When the PQ comes in take out the gold
sheet.

.°

71 The Group Administration Schedules (GAS'S) should fol ow the worksheet._ in -

some cases the GAS'S will be tucked inside the first ackage of each package
set. Set them aside.

8) The package sits for that school should follow the GASks. Eash-s of4 packages should already be turned in the hardshell.

9) arake,Out the fir t set of packages. The MU and school numbers are written
'On the front eachApackage - S'ection #8. The first two entries are the
PSU.' The last three entries are the schooLnumber. Be sufr,that you, have
the PSU and school to match the school worksheet you are working with. 'Make
sure all the packages in one set are the same package'number.

10) Count the packages in each package set'and check off that distpict package
number on the School Worksheet with a red pen. If....the counts do not match,
chedk the GAS for that package set. If the GAS agrees with your count,
change the School Worksheet in red and enter an error on the Tally Sheet.
If the GAS does not agree.with your count,lsee the Receiving Coordinator.

/11) Check the information frbm the GAS to the front otipach package-

A Sind the GAS for that package number.

8)theck to make sure the same PSU and school number is written on the GAS,
school worksheet and EACH packages

C) Find the ID number on the GAS that corresponds With the ID on the
package.

S

D) Check thedata entered ihSections 3-6 on the cover of the package.

1) Column3 t Grade if

98 2 Ungraded Class
99. 2 kpecia1 Education

s 2) Column 4 t Sex
1 t Male
2 n Female

,

.
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3) Column 5 = Birthdate
13 year olds = 01-12, 1966. '

.

Make sure the year is in 'range. If not, the student is not dl;-
giblg. (Sed Section 12.d,.) up.

. . .
.

'

4) Column 6 -=- Race'
t

1 = White . . .

2 = Blatk .
,3 = Spanish Heritege

.

4 = American Indian or Alaskan Native
5,= Asian or Pacific Islander .
6.= Other fki.

r

E) If you find a discrepancy between the yellow GAS tear-offs and the cover
entries,..change,theentry on the package. Enter an error on the Problem
Tally.

12) Cheqk tosee that one oval is gridded in the Package Wide Condition 'Code
(PCO). The PCO is located in the lower left corner of the cover page. The
ovals are marked\N (normal),1, (partial), NR (no response), and NE (not'
eligible).

4.--

A) When the PCO.is ihi N, this means that the administration was normal.

e-- , .4 .

is
.

8) If the PCO s a Po there should'be a note from the OS either on the
.

package
or, worksheet explaining why the administration was partial apd,

which items were not completed. If this noteis only on the worksheet,
,.., transfer it to the front of the package and enter an error on the

, .

Problem Tally Sheet. ,

.
,

( .. '':1) Enter the ID and note the condition code log for ,T..natpackage.
.

2) If there is no note, consult the Recei .ving etordinator to.resolve.
A

the problem. If you must change the P to N, enter an error on the
TAM', Sheet.

O)' If the,PCO.isan.NR:

1) All items must be no response.

itdn2) "If any itCm has been responded to, check the eligibility of the stu-
dent and change the NR to N or NE. (see ,0 below) And enter..an error

.,on the. Tally, Sheet.

D) If the PCO is an NE:

1) The 9S thouid'have written the prob lem on the front of the ,package.,.

2) .When no note is written, lookfor the problem.
a. Look at the birthdate on the GAS to eee if it is out of range

.(00R).
b. Consult the Receiving Coordinator for assistance in resolving

ti- theproblem.

./

ac
.
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Y
,

.:c) If no note is written on the package or worksheet, mark an error
) on the Tally Sheet.
...I) Write a note on the front of. the package (if no note is written)
v
, explaining why the package has been deleted.

3) Pull the package out of .the assessment4

4) Man sure the PSU and school numbers written on the front of 'the
.40k oackage are correct.

5),' Correct the package count on 'the school worksheet, unless- the DS has .

already done so. The Hardshell Cover Sheet count should INCLUDE the
deleted package. .

6), On the school worksheet, make a note of the ID number, package
',lumber and,the reason fo.rdeleting the pa5kage.

13) Background qtstions are on the tailsheet of each package. (See Attachment 8.)

A) A school may refuse to have the stuents anwer these questions.

k 11, The DS must write a memo or make a dote on the school worksheet.

2Y, If there is no note, check the list of school refusals which was
.

sent by RTI. .

3) Notify the Receiving Coordinator of any 'refusals which are not on
*1/511! list.,

B) If any ge all of questions 1 -9 (dn the back page) are blank, code the
!DK oval. If any or 'all of. 5-9 are blank, .enter an error on the
problem Tally sheet.

1

C) Questia-9 asks in which states the student lived on his/her 9th
bIrthday.

A) Of' "In the U.S.", check the following.'
a) See that the oval is gridded in the proper part. A state s hould

be written in thd proper blank.
b) Grid, the state code in the column at the right. (See Attachment

8 and 9.)
c) If a territory is written,, check -the list of U.S. territories in

Attachment 9.
1) If the territ ry is lis ed, grid "Oj" in the column at the

,. .
right.

2) If they territory is not listed as is recognized territory,

check with the Receiving Coordinator.
d) If a city is written on the ilne:'

1) See if that city has been listed in conjunction with a state
name on other pac<ages in that school. If so, code that

s's

ft

lr
11.

.. 9 7
ti
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state. It not, look in an atlas to see if a city by that
nee exists in the state in wh)ch the school is located
(found on Package Assignment Sunhary).

2) .Enter arr error on the Tally Sheet.
e) If the line is blank:.

1) Grid the oral labeled BL (3rd from the bo;tom).
2) Enter an error on the Tally Sheet.

2) If "Outside the U.S. ", check tht following.
a) See that the oval is gridded in the proper part.

.

b) A country should be written on the line. If so, code nic.in
the column on the right.

c) If the fine is blank, code ,BL (at the bottom of the page) andf

enter an error on the Tally Sheet. .

v-,

3} If 10K is gridded, do not code anything in the column on the right.
,(

4

14) When you have finished a set of packages, complete a school header. There
will be headerfor each package set. Enter the following ''information. (See
Attachment 6.)

4) 2-digit I3SU. , .

B) 3-digit school.

C) -- total number'of packages (3 digits) .

/ 4
0) Mdmber of packages -- enter only counts for'that,particular package set.

15)_The packages are now ready for a preliminary handscoring phase. At this
time, enter-and grid all embedded ID's, handscore the clerical scoring
items, condition code any affected items and check to make sure the inserts
have been removed from the packages. A list of inserts and their locations
follows. - 1 . _

a. Age Class II Inserts

(IrAert i InsertDescription Package '

i

Item B' page!.

14-15
4 S

1e-17
/ 8-9

24-25.

14-15
'-.<

i

2
. 3

.4

.
5

.

Dictionary Page
plot/plunge (1 P.)
Table of Contents (4 pp.)
Bridges. (4 pp4)

. 0 Index - Conquistadores/
Education S1 p.)
Dictionary Page. i
Hthaet (1 p:)

.

4

11 -

12
.

12

- 13 ,

.

7, ..

5

8

t -
b

. .

16) PlacQ'the packagesit in a cardboard box. Each package number is boxed
; separately. For example,, there will be a box of, package l's, a box of

package 2's, etc. One belt will contain several P.SU's. The PSU/School must
- , be kept together under the school header. Turn each school in the box.

17) Repeat Steps 1 to 16 forall package sets in the school.,

./

93
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18) At the completion of a school, be' re you have 'accounted for all the paek-
ags listed on the school Workshee.

*19) Usihg the school worksheet, check off the school on the Package Assignment
Summary. Also make sure that the packages assigndd to that school havh,loen
tested. Notify the Receiving Coordinator if there are any discrepancies.
If there were no packages to be administehd in a,school,write "NN" by the-
school number.

20) Again using the school worksheet, check off the number of) ackages returned
against the suantAtites listed on the hardshell cover sheet.s Make,youi."
col -rections in red add enter an error on 'the Problem Tally.

21),If there are any problems which can't be-solved without calling RTI, fill
out a Receiving Problem Sheet. Turn this in to the Receiving Coordinator
with the other forms when you have completed the PSU.

22) Repeat steps,1 to 21 for each scho61 in the PSU.'
.*

23) If the. PSU is complete, check "complete" on the Problem Tally. If thgfiPSU
is not complete, check "partial "'on the problem TalTy:e

24) Xerox 2 copies of the Problem Tally Sheet.' Xerox 1 copy of the School
Worksheet if any changes have been made. Xerox 1 copy of the Hardshell
Cover Sheet if artrchagnes have been .glade.

%

25) At the completion oi'a PSU; paperclip the following togethee:

A) PackageAdignmerit Summary

8) 'Hardshell Cover Sheets

C) -ScHool Worksheets

0) Problem Tally Sheet

E) Deleted Packages

F) Xeroxes

Turn the finished for(ms in to the Receiving Coordinator.

26) Separate the GAS's by package. File hem byPSU/Schoolr

1

,

27) The keypunch form, "National Assessor t School Worksheets," will, be filled out
t 10)'by the Receiving Coordinator. (See 'Attachment

, 4

9Tc
Attachments

a
i. . ....., .

. ,

. l
4

. .. . .. ,
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RECEIVING' CHECKLIST
Abe

PSU

,

Date

I ,of737Cces

RTI .

notif.
Date

I of pieces

RTI C

notif.
Date

# of pieces
RTI I

notif.
Completed

o.

Shipment

.
.

.

_
. - .

,

. .
. . .

.
.

I i
.:.

..

_

.. .

_L

,

. /

e

I..

1 . , I 1.:7

r
.

. I

.. .

r

.__.

1I .
I

.

. I.

I - I

1
.

I ,

a

v , .

.

. 1..

.

H.

.
1

.
z

Receivers should initial (in gyred) a shipment after it is, opened.

YOu
111

MN.
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DS .

pool,

PSU

N

School No. 2

I

3

do

Hareshell Cover'Sheet,

Year II Abe Class 2

4 6

Packages

7 8

V

4,

10 1

, .
I

. . 14

1

I.
.

. _

.

.

4

.

.

.
.

r 1

.

.

.
P

.
%

.

.

.

.

% II
.

. 1

. .

/4
o 1' a

TOTALS

p a

14

,

Directieest

?'w ;gnclose a hardshell dower sheet In leech hardshell (box) of tile PSU.,

2, Enter each school neseiber Included In the herdshpll.

4 *Enter the quentlties01 thepackages assesse4 In each school.

'41i. total the column for °doh packago contained In the hardshell.

L.

DIspoeltioot White copy to MC? yellow copy retalned by OS.

07/30479

. 102



YEAR '11 Pa rtial
RECEIVING 'PROBLEM TALLY 1 Complete:

' Age Cl ass, 2

...d . A

A

0.'

,..
District Supervisor .

1. Worksheet

a. Package counts 'incorrect

&fr

st '

b. Worksheet not reti.irned

c. Final group size missing

d. Miscellaneous .

'k

P.S.U.

. ,r. . ... ,,
2. Supplementary Principal's Questionnpire

.

f

_ .

a. P.Q. not -rerurned..(without explahation)

3..,Background Questions -(tailsheet)

E. A'. No.,

a. Questions 5-9 gridded wherf specifically not
allowed by school

b.. Questions 5-9 not answered and. no evlanation
included

c., Question 9 not answered

d. Question 9 - in U.S. -fintry is other than a
states

e. Miscellaneous
S

4. .Package Condition Ovals (PC0)1-

a. gridded or 'double gridded

b. NR or NE gridded but no explanation on package
. or on school worksheet

c. P gridded but no explanation-reason and affepied
exercise(s) noted tn front of package

d.. N gridded, but administration is partial

1.
e. B6. is out of range, but PCO not coded as NE

f. Miscellaneous

I

11.

I

103
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(

7'

. % : ,-.
. .

, 4 .

. ,
.

.

,..

5. Group ,Administration Schedule Forms gearoffs. i
I.

. $
.

a. Not returned
t ..

b. Returned
:

.
but'incomplete or not legible'

v . (
, . .

. .
1.

. A

Grade . ..

A "2. ,S-ex

C
4. Race

81 rthdate

$;'PWSphoo) Number

c. Entries transferred increctly to front of
- package..

r. Grade

2. Sex

. s.

.6

3. 8irthdate

4. 'Race

5. PSU/Settool'Number

. ,

d. ID written incqrrecily on GAS

e. Miscellaneous /.

6. Miscellaneous

Incorrect packages administered

b. 14:Mardshelf incorrectly packed
I ,

1. Schools arse `interspersed and not packed as
cohesive units.

gmc

2. Within the school unit, package numbers are
mixed together. For example, Package
and 2's are interspersed.

.

c. Cover' sheet filledslut incorrectly or not/ /

l-eturned'

d. Ather miscellaneous ''

104
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I
CZ:: 'Yes Co No' C:7.) I tkin,'t knom

, . IA
2.. Does your family get any magazines regularly?

-.... ,,,,/
(= 'Yes O No o I don't knoW..

. .
,3. . .Are there moi,e4han 25 books in your home?

, "

. o Yes o Np pi rdOn't-know.
4 Is there an ency2tdptdia in your home?

.

T o Yes cz..) I don't

E-16

' I I: .

k How much school did your father cloialete? , ,.-
(FILL IN glE ONE OVAL Aid? best shows how much school your

'father completed.) " . .
o -Mid riot complete the 8th grade

1 .= o Cornplited the 8th grade, but did not go to high scliookt
o Went to hig) school, but did not grdd4te from high school ,
C=D . Graduated (r high school - . :, , . -- r",_ ,. .

. .1= Some edifeati after graduatioVrom high 'school-

o I cli;n't 41 d

Did your father graduate from a collegi or university'"?
)

o Yes/ O 'No o I don't kno*./
# , 24: ;'-' - .

1How much school didyour mother,complete?
(FILL IN THE ONE OVAL which beh shows how much school your
mother completed.) 1

I/
1O rid oOt complete theP-8th'gradig '+ r . ..

Completed the 8th grade, bttt'did,,not go to high school
Went to high school,. but dia. notVa duate from high sagol )

.diaduateil from high school I. .
Sopeeducdtion after graauation from high school .

c;:ii :45Cion't know.

. e
Did yap mother graduate from a college or university?

, .

4

o Yes o No p 'I don't know.

Where did you live oh yOur ninth birtlicia.y? =.

o In tii5United, States (Please specify the state= territory.lb

. . .
o Outside the United States (Please specify the country

O

t

AL C=
AK c=
AZ o
4Ft
CA
CO o
CT o
DE
FL t=
GA o

, HI o
ID c=1
IL
IN o
IA
Kei
KY o
LA O
ME4ED
MDIO,
MAO

'1v11,1=
MS o
MOO
MT o
NB o
NV c=
NH
NJ 0
NM 0
NV
NC t=
ND Or
OH
OK c=3
OR c=
PA C=1.
RI cp
SC t=
SD p

"TN c=
TX t=
UT =IF
VT c=
VA c=1
WA cpi,
WV p

c=
WY CD
DC 0
OT
BL o
0Co
BL

\..

(iV

jr

I
" I.
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,NAT/ONAL ASSESSMENT OF EDUCATIONAL PROGRESS
Supplementary Frame Assessbent

May 1980

First Day

9:00 a.m."'

9:30 a.m.,

TRAINING AGENDA

6

Introductions and General.Commests

Suppleciehtary Frame Assessment
1. What is it?
2. What are ,the objectives?
3. Why is it necessary?

. ,

9k45 a:m. Break

10:00 a.m. Definition of Terms

11:00 a.m.

a

Supplies and EqUipment
- 1. Individual Screening Questionnaires

2. Package Envelopes .

3. Cassette Tae Recorders and Tapes
4. Reporting Forms

Locating the Selected Individuals
1. ,)Why is this vital?
2. Acciatance-of Eligibility Information
3. Suggested Procedures ,1(..

4. Verification of Field Work

Noon - Lunch J.-

i .

1:13 p.m. Indiyidual Screening Questionnaire
1., Organizing Your Work
2. Identifying Informatan"(Par t I)
3. Field Procedures (Part II) 4 ,... ,

' A 4. Eligibility.,Information (Part III) ..

, 5. Results of Field Procedures (Part IV)
. A zi i -

.

2:15 p.m., Background Qdhstionnaire and Packie Administration
1
frocedures .

t
I

r
1. Package Assignment Label

/

I

,..

. ,2,- Respondent,ts 'Compensation
3. Use. of the,,Tape Recorder and Tapes.

- ' 4. Adbinistering Pfckages aneSdpplements
"t..:. . .

3;30 p.m: Break. i

3:45 p.m. Coding and aridding Completed Documents

.

,.

tS' 4:15.p.:!. Questionsand Answers
.

. . . .
e

.7I .

3



.

44.

Second Day

F-2

A

. 0

9:00 a.m. .AdmiCistrative Procedures .

1. , Retaining ComOleted Work ,.

2. Itineraries
1

3. ProductVut Repor C
-..._ ,

% 4. Travel ...
0 .

5.- Reporting Time .nd- Expenses

te.

10.1E a.m. Break

10:30 a.m.,

11:15 a.n.

11i30

,

114

414

a .

Interviewing Tichniques %
.1, Establishing Rappori;
2. Obtaining Cooperation 7

3. Converting Refusals

Questions and.Answers
\1

ri

Meeting with Iimediate Supervisor

'to

4

4 .

/

4

113 ".

A

4

I
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VERIFICATION OF PACKAGE .ESPONDENT

NATIONAL ASSESSMENT OF, EDUCATIONAL PROGRESS
I

Diar

Our re cords indicate that on you

completed booklets of
) questions

adtanistered by in connection

with the National Assessment of Educational Progress.

We are bringing our records,up to date and would appreciate

your assistance. ?lease detach this card, complete the other

card, and nail it as soon is possible.' No postage is

necessary. Thank yqu for yolsr htlp.

Cordially,

Donald G. Smith
Project Leader

S

5.4 #

. This noon it suthorttoi bi law 120 U.S.C. 1221 c.1i.Whi.
You In not rovind to remand; your toopoitticn Isn, ed

O.M.B. No. 051.R1154
ikporowsl Exolest 9/30/81

to mks Ms multi of this survey cornonOicurte. accurate,
and *MN. -

PSU No. Individual No. 4
Our records indicate that you completfd booklets. Did

you eqmpleti that number of booklets?' Yes, No

Why was thi total time required to complete all the bookleti?

Was i tape ra order used to adMinisgerithe-booklets?
Yes No )

Was the intervietter present the en;ire tfmarIi No

you*paid.to complete :ti booklets? Yes No

What ige'your birthdata?

Ware you enrolled in sch 01 during Marc1 r:Aoril 1980?

, Yes No _

Signed:

,
ay

4

,,

NIE ?arm No 2388 -3

6

...' :' P

I

II

1..5 ,
.

,
, . .
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VERIFICATION OF INELIGIBLE

NATIONAL ASSESSMENT OF EDUCATIONAL PROGRESS

Dear 4

We are bringing our records .up to date and, would
appreciite yoUr assistance. Please detach this card,
complete the other card, and mairit as soon as 'possible.
No postage is necessary. thank yotief.or your help.

-Cordially,

Donald G. Smith
. . Project Leader '

This ;rejig artharla; by trtv.120 1221 ettl. Wit
vat ors not tio.041 to nioatel. your coawakei 4 model
to mks tot nulls of thisiurny compreftwuka, scoursu,
mg Om*.
.PSU No.= Individual Ho.

You were recently conurcted regarding the participation of
in the National Assessment

0.M.13. No. 0514111
APPeowsl Snits8/30AI

of EdUcationaL Progress. . ,
.

1.. What is

(he /she)

high school

Yes

her) bixchdate? -

enillled inlNi4ate or public elementaryjor
ch orAoril,'19$0t

Signed: 91'

iF YOU WE NOT CONTACTED CONCERNING-fig; INDIVIDUAL NAMED,
PLEASE CHECK HERE: p
NIE Form No. 2388-4

t

":.116
1.

)

tK

3
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VERIFICATION OF

'

FUSAL

NATIONAL ASSESSMENT OF EDUCATIONAL PROGRESS

.Dear

We are bringing our records up to date and would appreciate

your assistance. Please detach this card, complete the

=other card, and mail it as soon as possible. No postage is .

necessary! Thank'you for your help.

s+

Cordially,

DOnald G. Smith
Project Leader

This report is authorised by law (20 U.S.C. 1221 c-1). tThile

t
you an not requinci to respond. Your cooperation is needed

to make the results of this tyty comprehensive. accurate.

O.M.S. No. 051.R.1
Aairovil Expires 9/30

$

. end t
. , Individual No. '

4 PSU po. ,

.

,.

1
. ,

Y

.

Our record indicate you were Tecently contacted by .

our Fi,eld Interviewer

be.

O.

.P

Warding your parti-dipation in the National Assessment of

Educational progress; PlesiU check the appropriate bcix
. .

C=3 I was contacted but didnot participate.

C:I I was not con acted.
-No

IC.

t

HIE Form No. 23/1:215 SA-gned:.

A ,

4 .

117 ."?.

r
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) VERIFICATION OF COULD NOT LOCATE

(1(

7ATIONAL ASSESSMENT O'EDUCATIONAL PROGRESS

Dear A
17:

We are bringing our records up trdate and would

appreciatj your assistance. Please/detacfi this card,

complete the other card, and mails as soon as possible. .

.No postagi p..necessary. Thanivieu for your help.

.
Arc`
' Cordially,

Donald G. Smith.
Project Leader

-7his moat k wattorlaciby law 120 lte3.0.122-1 4-1).Ythk

\ you in Mt moulted to fitoond.sycut cooperation b nowiod

I et to mks the noes of Mb Err 4%compfslartstn. savniso
and
PSU No: Indilidual No.

m.1oio.o IbNOm.

Oon1ois

4

We have attempted to.contact you recently regarding yourvar- '

# ticipation itho National Assesementdpf Educational"Progress.

However, we have been Unable to reach you. Please send us your

current address and birthdate.

w S .

Name,:
.

. ' -

Street:

.,
, City/State:

.

_

0
Telephone:. ( .

\ .

.1
Zip:

- Hirthdat(0:4.-
. ,

.

.

Signed
. -

c 4 .
ft

NIE Form No. 2388-5. ..
4

I
ti

I /

K. 118

A I

4,
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. INVENTORY OF NAEF MATERIALS STORED AT RTI
s k

,

, Item e

1. Rulers (150.m.)

Rulers (18")

3. Protractors (4")

4. Rulers (12")
,,

5.. Paper Thermometer (72°)

6. Paper Thermometer (-10°)

7. Paper Thermometer (10°)

.

8. Paper Thermometer (40°)
. . A. . , .

9.. Papee Thermometer (Rorable)

.10. Blue Dice

ti

,Cone (space figure)

12. Pyramid (pace figure)

13. Sphere (space figure)

1.4. Cube (space figure

15. Cylinder (spade :figure)

16. Circle (plane figure).
.

,

17. `SquareSquare (plane figure)

18. Triangle (plakfiguit).

15..,'Rectangle (plaqe figure)
.

.

Ellipse (plane figure) ...

.217Plastic boards (7" x 15")

22:. String (12")

' 23. Rope loops (large'and small),

Falselbottom box

25. Spinner (black stick)

Co,

L

/
.

I Quantity

. 1

777

409

4Q5

970
.

%..

237
-

t ,

221 .

;215

.
'. 241

-.. . . .

.160

550
. t

.278

,.

, 4 305
, ,,.

. .

( 323

.

.-
.

276

276

272_

281)

.,

t,

303

303.

307'

12 i1

141

326

122 sets

286

284 '

451

,
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ge.

Item

moI

'Quantity

.4

.*

26. Square,(pink plastic)

t/

257
S

27.' Handout cards (numbers) 124 1

28. Protrpctor (6"), 271
1.

I .29. Clck dial (paper)

a

,119

30. Spinner /10, 263 .

, 31. Spinner #2 162

. s

32. Softballs it 48

33. Change drawers. 124

34. Stopwatches (.7464 163
. .

15. Job pictures and job title dints .
,....-

'/

. , 283

N
A

'36: Alarm ClOck
4 s

173
' s ,

I + ' Didtionaries i4 263'
1

I

a

.

.37.

381. Sir piaci puzzle'
. (

290

39'. Mltal cylinder 260

40. Carrying cases for-large painETS; 27

41. Cardboard tubes with lenses . 675

42. Magnet and washer sets 7' 730

43. TI -1200 calculators 154

, c
44. Pencils (Venus 2=13)

\--
45. Black flair pens (find' point) -2 dozen,

46. Blue' Plait pens, (fine.poit) 2 da.zen

47. Esterbrook black pens (broad point) 2 dozen

. 48. Compass. 73 dozen

49r Art picture (handout no. 1) 1,389

50:14?,Axt picture (handout no. 2)

,
,

121

902



,

. 'Item

#

Quantity

:51. Art picture (handout no. 3)

52. Art picture (hartdoit no.' 4)

53. Art, picture (hantiouvno:"5)
9

1.454. Rulerl (12" clerked)

55. Film "Vandalism: Crime'pf Piank" (YR 03)

56. Film "Job interview" (YR.05) (COD) ,.

.57. Film "Minagement Akills and Staff lfeeting"

58. Film YR 05 AC 2 & 3 Pkg. 8 & 14 reap.'
,

59. .Film .YR 05 AC 2 & 3 Pkg. 13 (both AC)

940
ot

1,Z33

. 1,397

113

\2
./

13

p. 2

34

. 30

I-

sr
*

I*

N

1

4'
11 A

II

122.
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Miscellaneous Items

Item .

1. Panasonic recorders

2. Briefcases (12" x 17" x 64"' green)

3. Briefcases (12" x 17" x 3.11" black)

4. Hardshells
40

5. Gieen trunks (7' i-14" x 25")

6. NAEP #10 window envelopes (buff)

7. NAEP continuous form stationery (bufIl

Quantity

91

131_

28

20 ,

3,500

2,500 sheets

8. NAEP #10 white envelopes 2,000

9. NAEP. an clasp 10" 13" envelope 300

10. NAEP Newsletter subscription"cards 500
4111

11. NAEP business reply envelopes 1,500..
12. ECS continuous form stationery (white) 5,100 sheets

13. ECS Tan Kraft( x 12" envelopes 1,800

14. ECS whitdenvelopes 10" x 13" 250

15.' ECS #10 white window envelopes 1,500

16. 'Suntan Kraft clasp envelopes 6" x 9" 1,800

17. StP storage envelopes 300

1 'Duo-Tang,

. #10 white envelopes

350 ,

500

20: #10 white envelopes with .15C postage 500

^ 21. -Year 11 Demonstration 300

22. White 6 3/4 envelopes with postage 300

23. Update on Education 46

24. #2 Pencils, 5 gross

do .123


