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ABSTRACT |

Evaluation of the 1981-82 Title I Migrant Program in
the Austin, Texas Independent Schocl Cistrict involved jrcduction of
a Final Report and a Technical Report which present infcrmation
relevant to the decision guestions: production ¢f an Anrual .
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the extent to which program objectiwes have been achieved: and
discemination of evaiuation information to district persomnel
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evaluation work for the project. Chapter I presents rames o0 fersons
who have been provided portions of the design for review and Comment.
Thapter II degcribes the project and related evaluation activities.
Chapter ITI states all the decision questions and relates thex to the
eveluation questions and objectives and to their data scurces.
Chapter IV specifies information needs not intluded in the previous
section. Chapter V specifies the medium for information
dissemination, date of distritution, and persons receiving the
information. Chapter VI 1ists each information source, population
"from which cbtained, date of collection, and .analysis techniques.
Chapter VII is a timeline for data collection. Chapter VIII
sunmarizes all evaluation work estimates by position fcr each aspect.
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II. Narrative Summary ] This chapter briefly describes tﬂ?’project
A. Prdgram Summary and the evaluation activities tied to the.”
B. Evaluation' Summary .. project. i

III. Decision Questions Here the evaluator states all the decision
A. Questions AddiESSed questions and relates them to the evalua-
B. Overview } tion questions and nbjectives as well as

®

Evaluation Design ABSTRACT

L ¥
Title: EVALUATION DESIGN: ESEA Title I Migrant Program Fall, 1981

Contact Persons: Catherine Christner, Glynn Ligon

No. Pages: 27

Cpntent: »
The evaluation design is a one-year plan of evaluation work for the project.
The table of contents for this document includes: ) '
. Ly
I. Evaluation Design This chapter presents the rames and/or
Review Form signatures of persons (responsible for
some aspect of the project's imple-
mentation) who have been provided
relevant portions of the design for
review and comment.

o

their data sources.

IV. Information Needs Here the evaluator specifies other informa-
A. Needs tion needs that are mnot included in the
B. Overview T decision question section. This may
include information required for annual -
TEA reports, applications, interim reports, N
etc. - ‘
V. Dicsemination Here the eraluator specifies the mediuu by

which int_..mation qill be disseminated,
the date of distribution, and the persons
é?ﬁreceiving the information.

VI. Information Sources The evaluator 1ists each information source
and specifies the population from which
information will be obtained. The date
the information will be collected and the
analysis teghniques are listed as well,

o " v ®
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VII. Data to be Collected in This is a timeline ‘for the collection

- the Schools X of data in the schools.
VIII. Evaluation Time Resources This chapter summarizes all the evalua- <
Allocation Summary tion work estimates (in person-days)
by position, for each aspect of the
evaluation.

Evaluation Design Summary:

-
Evaluation of the 1981~ 82 Title I Migrant Program involves three major 4
activities: .

a) The production of a Final Report and a Technical Report which
present information relevant to the decision questions.

b) The production of an Annual Evaluation Report .or TEA which
documents the extent to which program objectives have been
achieyed.

c¢) The dissemination of evaluation information to district

persoanel throughout the yedr by means of brochures, memos,
meetings, etc.

Scope of Design: .

'5 Decision Ques.ions
32 Evaluation Questions
, 19 Information Need Questions

. i
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PROGRAM SUMMARY

-

. The Title I Migrant Program is a federally-funded project in the Austin
Independent School District. It is designed to meet the unique needs of
the District's Migrant Program students. Funds to aid in the education of
s - Migrant Program students are made available to the states based on tnhe num-
ber of students who are identified within each state. The Texas Education
Agency then allocates the Texas funds to local districts based on district
need and program quality. Both currently migratory and formerly migratory
children may be served by the Migrant Program. A currently migratory child “
is one (a) whose parent or guardian is a migratory agricultural worker or -
migratory fisher, and (b) who has moved within the past 12 months from one
school district to another #o enable the child, the child's guardian, or a
member of the child's immediate family to obtain temporary or seasonal em-
ployment in an agricultural or fishing activity. . The term "agricultural
activity" means "any activity related to crop produvction (including the
preparation of soil and the storing, curing, canning, or freezing of crops);
any activity related to the production and processing of milk, poultry, and
ivestock (fpf‘human consumption); and any operation involved in forest
Ve nurseries and fish farms." Students retain their currently migratory status
’ for one year following their arrival in the schooli district. Students who ,
remain in tne district following their year of current eligibility are con™ .
sidered formerly migratory students (with the concurrence of the parents) .
° for a period of five years. Currently and formerly migratory students are
eligible for the same program services. - £

The level of funding for the Migrant Program in 1980-81 was $l,0£1,594. For
the 1981-82 school year, the funding level is 5898,040. This decrease is due
to budget cuts.

The activities of the Migrant Program are centered around:

- . recruitment of students and parental involvement

. an instructional program for prekindergarten through
high school students

+ health support services

Recruitment and Parental Involvement

In order to be eligiblg for the services provided by the Migrant Program, the
parents (guardians) of the student have to complete a Certificate of Eligibility/
Identification. In signing this form, the parents certify that their children
meet the definition of Migrant Program students. Students who are already
certified with an Eligibility/Identification Form on file are eligible for
services as formerly migratory students without filing another form. Using
the previous year's list of Migrant Program students and other community and
school contacts, the community representatives begin making home visits to
register currently migratory students prior to the beginning of the school
year. These home visits continue throughout the year as new Migrant Program
students are located and identified. When the Eligibility/Identification
Forms are completed, they are sent by the MSRTS clerk to the Region XIII
Education Service Center for entry into the MSRTS data bank in Little Rock,

Q Arkansas.

ERIC | .
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?7- The ‘Higrant Program is also required by federal guidelines to establish
Parept Advisory Councils (PACg). In AISD, there is a local campus PAC
established at each elementary Title I/Migrant or Migrant campus and
an Elementary Districtwide PAC established for the District as a whole.

There is a Secondary Districtwide Migrant PAC _established for ald parents

of Migrant Program students attending secondary-schools. The PACs provide

the parents of Migrant Program students and otler community members with ‘an
opportunitysto learn more about the Migrant Program. PACs also allow parents
fo advise the District in its ‘operation of the Migrant Program and in planning
for future Migrant Program activities. The establishing of the Districtwide
and local campus PACs is the respoasibility of the Austin Independent S$chool-
District and its staff members. ~

Prekinderggrten: The Migrant Program has nine prexindergarten classes., The
prekindergarten program is for students who are four years dld as of Septem-
ber 1, 1981. .For 1931-82 two of the classes are funded 50% by Title I“Migrant ~
and 50% by Title I. These two split-funded classes are at Allan and Ridgetop.
The other classes are ited at Adllison, Brooke, Dawson, Metz, Ortega
Sanchez, and St. Elho«" Each of the nine classes has one teacher and no aides.
Pre-K classes at Metz, Brooke, and Dawson aré housed in portable byildings
built with ESEA Title I Migrant funds. s

Grades K-6: The Migrant Program fungs teachers at 10 elementary campuses.
Several of' the elementary teachers 4reé funded 50% by the Migrant Program and
50Z by either Title I or State Compensatory Education. This funding was -
instituted to better provide servicdes to more Mig-ant Program students. The
teachers serve the following campuses: Allan - G:ades 1-3; Becker - Grades
K-6; Brooke (teacher funded 50% Migrant/50% Title I) - Grades K, 4-6; Cook
(half-time teacher is funded 1007 Migrant) - Grades 4-6; Dawson .+ _Grades
K-6; Govalle ~ Grades K-3; Highland Park - Grades 1-3; Metz (teacher funded
50% Migrant/50% Title I) - Grades K-3; Webb (teacher funded 50% Migrant/50%
State Compensatory Education) - Grades 4-6; and Zavala (teacher funded 50%
Migrant/50% Title I) - Grades K, 4-6. The instructional emphasis will be a
supplementary Oral/Written Communication Skills program in coordination with
the regular instructional program. A

In addition, at Allan, Brcoke, Govalle, Metz, and Zavala, a Ma h Rainbow Kit
will be pilot tested on Migrant and Title I students. Thé Rainbow Kit is a
program where materials are sent home for parents to engage in instructional
activities with their children. ..
Grades 7-12: There are sevsn teachers funded at the secondary level, Ome
teacher serves -both Crockett High School (60% of the time) and Porter Junior,
High School (40% of the time). In addition, thére is a Migrant Program teacher
at each of the following campuses: Fulmore Junior High School (teacher funded
60% Migrant/40% District funds); Martin Jénior High School; 0. Henry Junior
High School (teacher funded 80% Migrant/20% District funds); Andexson High
School; Johnston High Scheol, and Travis digh School. The instructional °
emphasis at Grades 7-12 will be Communication Skills. .

Migrant Program students who attend campuses without a Migrant Program teacher

may be served by ether compensatory programs. Py
: /
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Health Services:

——

The Migrant Program provides health benefits to Migrant Program students
who are in need of them. To zeceive these benefits, the Migrant Frogram
students ‘must meet the }OW*income criterion¥ (be eligiblé for the free or
reduced lunch programf._ The Family Nurse Pgactitioner employed by the’
Migrant Program screens and examines Migrant Program students and makes
referpals to physicians and dentists as needed. Fqndé‘%rom the Migrant,

' Przgram are used to purchase glasses or to pay medical, dental, or lab

feds when other resources are not available.

N
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EVALUATION SUMMARY

The evaluation of the Migrant Program for 1981-82 focuses on the produc-
tion of 'the following’

-

. Final Report Summary and its rslated FinaQ)Tenhnical Report
which present information relevant to the decision questions
outlined in this document; and

. As Annual Evaluation Report for the Texas Education Agency
(TEA) which documents the extent to which program objectives
have been achieved. '

« Needs assessment information which provides the Migrant Program staff
with information for planning and implementing the program as
well provides the basis for the 1982-83 Title I Migrant Appli-
- cation for Funding.

These activities reqﬁire the collection of needs assessment, process, and
outcome data. »

Needs assessment data will be gathered in order to determine the number of
students eligible for Migrant Program services, their locations, and their
achievement levels.

Process data will be useéd to analyze the extent and efficiency with which
program components have been implemented. Data in this category include
interviews with the Migrant Program staff, Migrant Program Teacher ques-

* tionnaire, ‘PAC records, health services records, etc.

L4

,Odtcome data will indicate the extent to which the Migrant Program has had
am impact on the achievement of students. The measures used will

be the Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test, the Iowa Tests of Basic Skills,
and the = quential Tests of Educational Progress.

3
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DECISION QUESTIONS ADDRESSED

Should the Pre-K Instructiounal Component be continued as it is,
modified, or deleted?

Stould the K-12 Instructional Component (Communication Skills)
be continued as it is, modified, or deleted?

Should the Health Services Component be ccatinued as it is,
modified, or deleted?

Should the Parental Involvement Component be continued as it is,
mcdified, or deleted?

Should the MSRTS Component be continued as it is, modified, or
deleted?

X
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DECISION QUESTIONS OVERVIEW

N

DECISION QUESTION

M, <hould .ne Preklidergarten Instrue-
tional Component-be continued as it
is, modified, ur deleted?

*

—

DECISION
DATE

DATE
NEEDED

—

RELEVANT EVALUATION

QUESTIONS & 0OBJ

TIVES

INFORMATION SOURCES

July, August
1982

July, 1982

bpl-1.

D1-2.

Di-3.

Di-4.

Were the achievement objec-
tives met?

flow do the pre/posttest gatns
made by the migrant pre-K
studcents on the Peabody Plc-
ture Vocabulacy Test compare
with ghe Title J and Title
VII prerK stulents?

llow do the pre/posttcst gains
made by migrant and Title I
pre-K students thla year com-
pare with gains made in 1980~
817 With galns made by Title
I pre-K students in 1779-807

What have been the long-:ierm
effects of participatlon fu
the Migrant Pre-K Component
on migrant students' achieve-
ment?

How many pre-K students did
Migrant teachers serve?

4) Nhat number and percent
of eltgible pre-K stu-
dents received services
from a Migraut teacher?

*b) What was the average num—

ber of pre-K students
seen daily by a Mlgrant
teacher during cach six~
week perfod?

a)

a)

Peabody Plcture Vocabulary Test

Peabody Plicture Vucabulary lest

Peabody Picture Vocabulary fest

»

Pre-K longitudinal File

Migrant Student Attendance Form

Migrant Student Attendance Form

f

ERIC
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- DECISION QUESTIONS OVERVIEW |

s
- DECISION QUESTION DECISION DATE RELEVANT EVALUATION INFORMATION SOURCES
. ATE NEEDED JQUESTIONS & OBJECTIVES
- A ‘:
- bi.  (continued) . ﬂh:-S. (conttnucd) .
- ©) What was the average num- | a) Mlgrant Student Attendance Form
ber of pre~K students
served by a Migrant
teacher during eacii six-
weeks period?
A d) What was the average num- §a) Migrant Student Attendance Form
= ber of days of instruc-
tion received by pre-K
students during each six~
weeks period?
1-6. How successful was the imple-
mentation of the Pre-K
Component ?
a) What concerns/strengths a) Migrant Teacher Questionnalre
® were identified by
Migrant teachers?
b) What concerns/strengths a) Migrant Staff Interview
were fdentified by Migrant
Program staff? )
. c) ‘ow has the reorganizationfa) Migrant Teacher Questiomnaire
H of the AISD Central Admin-
fatrative gtaff affected b) Migrant Staff Interview
the implementation of the .
. Pre-K Component?
I1~7. Facing possible continuing - Ja) Information Asaessqeqﬁ(ﬂultipl?
. : - sourcea, C¢.B, regulations, options
reJULti:? 0: fu?ds, :h:: pro u::d :na cngaldered n the past,
gram options exist a e stalf ldeas, otc,)
" _
DEdT CGPY AVAILABLE
vl LU iLREGLL
€
o 2
Q 1 7
. P
ERIC 16
P v |
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DECISION QUESTIONS OVERVIEW -

————
DECISION QUESTION DECISION DATE RELEVANT EVALUATICN INFORMAT!ON SOURCES
DATE NEEDED |QUESTIONS & OBJECTIVES
e —————— —
° DI-7. (continued) :
x|
prekindergarte level?
D2. Should the K-~12 Instructlonal Compo- July, August 1987 July, 1982 L2-i. Were the achievement objec-
nent (Communication Skills) be conti- tives met?
nued as Lt ls, mudified, or deleted?
a) Kladergarten a) Tlowa Tests of Basic Skllls
b) Crades 1-8 b) lowa Fests of Basic Skills
v ¢) CGrades 9-12 c) Sequentfal Tests of Educatlonal
Progress .
D2-2. low do the galns made this Ja) 1Ilowa Tests of Baslc Skills
yaar by migrant students 1in
grades 1-12 compare with the |b) Sequential Tests of Educatlonal
galns wmade in 1980-817 Progress
0 b2-3. What have been the long-term }a) K-12 Longltudinal File
effects of participation In
the Migrant K-12 Instruc-
tlonal Component on migrant
students’ achievement?
D2-4. How many K-12-students did
Migranc teachers serve?
a) What number and percent Ja) Migrant Student Attendance Form
of ellgible K-12 gtu-
dents recelved services
from a Migrant teacher?
b) What was the average num—§a) Migrant Student Attendance Forwm
N ber of K-12 students
?:-;7‘:? SR g‘ug‘:‘!-am: 'y
Lioi Gl Afhitnuag ‘
13 ’
)
Q

ER

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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. DECISION QUESTIONS OVERVIEW

DATE
NEEDED

RELEVANT EVALUATION
QUESTIONS & OBJECTIVES

INFOI"MATION SOURCES

p2.

0t

n2-4. (continueJ)
scen daily by a Migrant
teacher during each gix-
week perfod?

¢) What was the average nusd
ber of K-12 students
gerved by a Migrant
teacher during each cix-
week p("‘lad?

d) What was the average num

ber of days of instruc-~

tion received by X-12

students during each six-]

week period?
D2-5. How successful was the
implementation of the K~12
Component?

#) What concerns/strengths
were {dentified by
Mlgrant teachers?

b) What concerns/strengths
were identified by
Migrant Program gstaff?

c¢) low has reorganization
of the AISD Central Ad-
winistrative ataff
affected the implementa-

tion of the K-12 Compo-
nent?

a) Migrant Student Attendance Form

a) Migrant Student Attendnace Fuorm

a) Migraat Student Attendauce Form

a) Migrant Teacher Questionnalre

a) Migraut Staff Interview

a) Migrant Teacher Questiounaire

by Migrant Staff Iuterview

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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DECISION QUESTIONS OVERVIEW

DECISION QUESTION

DATE RELEVANT EVALUATION INFORMATION SOURCES

NEEDED JQUESTIONS & OBJECTIVES

What number snd percent of
students eligible for Migrant
services received supplemen- |} b) Migrant Studen: Master File
tary instruction from another
source?

DECISION
DATE

|

D2. (continued) a). Student Master File

D2-7, Did the math achlevement gaxm{ a) lowa Tests of Basic Skills
of the Math Rainbow Kit par-
ticipania exceed those'of non
participants in the control
group?

02-8. What strengths/concerns did 8) Rainbow Kit Teacher Questiomnalre
the Migrant teachers note ret
the implementation of the
Math Rainbow Kit?

194

02-9. What strengths/concerns did a) Rafnbow Kit Parent Qu. tiounaire

the Rainbow Kit psrents note

. about the implementation of
the Math Rainbow Kit?

D2-10. low was the 9th-12th grade a4) Secondary Teacher Activity Record
Migrant Instructional Program
- implemented?
D2-11. Fscing possible continuing a) Information Assessment
' reduction of funds, what pro- (Multiple sources, e.g. regulations,
4 gram opions exist for the options used and considered in the
A-12 Instructional Component? past, staff ideas, etc.)
D). Should the Health Services Component | July, August July, 1982 D3~1. Were the Component's objec- 8) Migrant Health Services Form
be continued as It is, modified, or 1982 tives met? b) Migrant Medical Expenses Form
deleted?
03-2. What mervices dll migramt a) Migrant Health Services Form
N students recet:g? b) Migrant Medical Expenses Form

5, DEST COPY AVAILARLE | 23

ERIC
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DECISION QUESIONS OVERVIEW

_ .

DECISION DATE RELEVANT EVALUATION INFORMATION SOURCES
‘DATE NEEDED [QUESTIONS & OBJECTIVES

—————————— .
! D3-3. How many migrant students
(by grade and ethnicity) weke
served by the Migrant Nurse?

DECISION QUESTION

——
a) Migrant Health Services Form
b) Migrant Medical Expenses Form

D3-4, How successful was the fm~ |
plementation of the Health

Services Component ?

a) What concerns/strengths a) Migrant Teacher Questiounafre
were identified by Mi-
grant teachers?

b) What concerns/streagths fa) Migrant Staff Interview
were ldentified by Mi-
‘grant Program staff.

D3-5. Facing possible continuing a) Information Assessment

reduction of funds, what (Multiple sources, e.g. regulations,
program options exist for the options used and considered in the
= Health Services Component? past, staff ideas, etc.)
8] P
D4, Should the Parental Involvement Com- | July, August July, 1982 D4-1, Were the Component's objec- Ja) Districtwide PAC and Local PAC

ponent be continued as 1t is, mod- 198, tives mer? Records
ified, or deleted?
b) Migrant Staff Interview

D4~2. llow many Districtwide and 8) Districtwide PAC and Locail PAC
local PAC meetings and train- Records
ing sessions were held be-
tween August 1, 1981 and
April 30, 19827

N D4~3, DId more migrant parents 5) Districtwide PAC and local PAC
attend local snd Districtwide Records

PAC meetings and training
sessions durlEE 1981-82 than

-
[

ol
[ YA

hor 7
8
| S0
r:‘n
F+1
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DECISION QUESTION

DECISION
DATE

DATE

NEEDED

RELEVANT EVALUATION
QUESTIONS & OBJECTIVES

DECISION QUESTIONS OVERVIEW

INFORMATION SOURCES

4, (continued) - Da-3. (coptinued)
they dtd dufing 1980-817 4
X )
D4-4. How successful was the im-
plementation of the Parental
Involvement Component?
a) What problems/strengths [a) Migrant Staff Interview
can be noted as a result
of separating the Dis- b) Pistrictwide PAC Records
- trictwide PAC into two
t: PACs - Elementary and
Secondary
b) How has the reorganiza- [Ja) Mlgrant Staff Interview
he tion of the AISD Central
4 Adminiatrative ataff
' affected the implementa-
tion of the Parental In-
vokvement Component?
c) What concerns/strengths [a) Migrant Teacher Questiounaire
were jdentified by Ml-
grant teachera?
d) What concerns/strengths [a; Migrant Staff Interview
were {dentified by Mi-
grant Program staff?
D4-5, How do Migrant Prog}an par— la) MHigrant Program Parent Survey
ents want to be fnvolved In
the Migrant Program?
-
“hs Sl kaa b ,"1
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DECISION QUESTIONS OVERVIEW
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DECISION QUESTION

DECISION
DATE

DATE
NEEDED

RELEVANT EVALUATION

QUESTIONS & OBJECTIVES:

INFORMATION SOURCES

D5. Should the MSRTS Component be contin-
ued as it Is, modified, or deleted?

71

July, August
1981

July, 1981

D4~6. Facling poasible continuing
reduction of funds, what

program options exist for the

Parental Involve-ent Compo-~
ngnt?

)5-1. Were the Cemponent's vbjec-
tlves met?

)5-2. How successful was the im-
plementatlon of the MSRTS
Component (including SIS)?

a) What concerns/strengths
were identified by Mi-
grant Program teachers?

b) What concerna/strengths
were identified by Mi-
grant Program staff?

fps-3. Facing possible conttnuing

reduction of funds, what

program opttons exist for the

MSRTS Component?

1)

1)

Information Assessment
(Myltiple sources, e,g. regula-
tions, options used and consid-
ered in the past, staff ideas,
etc.)

MSRTS Records

Migrant Staff Interview

Migrant Teacher Questiounnnaire

Migrant Staff Interview

Information Assessment

(Multiple sources, e.g. regula-
tions, options used and considered
tn the past, staff ldeas, etc.)

ERIC 29

= |m-‘ Provided by ERIC

R R R EEEEEEEEEEEREEEEEEEEEEEEESEEEEREEEEEESEEEEEEEEEE——————————————TEEEEEEEEEEEEET

-
I




81.09

A.

" IVA
INFORMATION NEEDS

Needs Assessment

I1.

I12.

13.

14,

How many Migrant Program students will be enrolled in each school
(by grade) in the 1981-82 academic year?

What is the achievement level of the Migrant Program students by
school and by grade? How many students at each grade level are at
the A achievement level (achievement test score is at or above the
50th percentile), B achievement level (achievement test score is
from the 49th percentile to the 3lst percentile) and C achievement
level (achievement test score is the 30th pergentile or below)?

What compensatory programs serve Migrant Program students at each
grade for each school; how many wigrant students are served by each?.

What health needs have been identified for the Migrant Program
students?

Program Application

I5.

I16.

17,

How will the objectives in each of the components be evaluated?

What are the proposed objectives for the 1982-83 Evaluation
Component?

What is the proposed budget for the 1982-83 Evaluation Component?

Texas Education Agency Annual Evaluation Report, 1981-82 and Summer of 1982

Regular Term

18.

19.

110.

I11.

112,

How many Migrant Program students (by grade and by ethnicity) re-
ceived either instructional or health services through the Migrant
Program?

How many Migrant Program students (by grade) received instructional
services through the Migrant Program?

How many Migrant Program students (by grade), served by the Migrant
Program Instructional Component, have pre- and posttest achievement
scores (grades 2-12 only)?

What was the pretest normal curve equivalent mean score average (by
grade - for grades 2-12) for the Migrant Program students pre- and
posttested?

What was the posttest normal curve equivalent mean score average (by
grade - for grades 2-12) for the Migrant Program students pre- and
posttested?




'81.09
I13.

I14.

I15.

I16.

’117 .

What was the average normal curve

equivalent gain (by grade - for

grades 2-12) for the Migrant Program students pre- and posttested?

How many Migrant Program students

How many Migrant Program students
with Migrant Program funds?

How many Migrant Program studencs
Migrant Program funds?

How many Migrant'Proérum parents

Summer Term

118.

I19.

How many Migrant Program students
services?

How many Migrant Program students

received health services?

received medical care paid for

received dental care paid for with

were involved?

(by ethnicity)- received instructional

received health services?

>
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INFORMATION NEEDS OVERVIEW

"

INFORMATION NEED

DATE
NEEDED

’ INFORMATION SOURCES

A,

Needs Assessment

I1. How many Migrant Program students wil* April, 1982

Program Application

be enrolled ia each school (by grade)
in the 1981-%42 academic year?

What is the achievement level of the
Migrant Program students by school
and by grade? How many students at
each grade level are at the A achieve-
ment level (achievement test score 1is
at or above the 50th percentile), B
achievement level (achievement test
score is from the 49th percentile to
the 31st percentile) and C achieve-
ment level (achievement test score is
the 30th percentile or below)?

What compensatory programs serve Mi-
grant Program students at each grade

for -each school; how many Migrant Pro-
Program students are served by each?

What health needs have been 1dent1fie1 April,

for the Migrant Program students?

I5.

I6.

How will the objectives in each of
the components be evaluated?

»
What are the proposed objectives for
the 1982-83 Evaluation Component?

April, 1982

Migrant Student Master File

Migrant Student Master File
Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test
Iowa Tests of Basic Skills

Sequential Tests of Educational Progress

Overlap Study

Migrant Health Services Form

Migrant Medical Expenses Form

1982-83 Title I Migrant Application Draft

1982-83 Title I Migrant Application Draft
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INFORMATION NEEDS OVERVIEW
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INFORMATION NEED DATE INFORMATION SOURCES
NEEDED

I7. What 1s the proposed budget for the March, 1982]a) 1982-83 Title I Migrant Application Draft
1982-83 Evaluation Component?

€. Texas Education Agency Annual Evaluation
Report for 1981-82 and Summer of 1982

Regular Term August, a) Migrant Student Master File
1982
18. 'How many Migrant Program students (by b) Migrant Student Attendance Record
grade and by ethnicity) received .
either instructional or health ser- c) Migrant Health Services Form

vices through the Migrant Program?

P d) Migrant Medical Expenses Form
19. How many Migrant Program students (by | August, a) Migrant Student Master File
grade) received in instructional ser- | 1982
vices through the Migrant Program? b) Migrant Student Attcndance Record
I10. How many Migrant Program students (by | August, a) Migrant Student Master File
grade) served by the Migrant Program | 1982
Instructional Component, have pre- b) Migrant Student Attendance Record

and posttest achievement scores (gradéT

2=12 only)? c) Towa Tests of Basic Skills

d) Sequential Tests of Edicational Progress

I1l. What was the pretest normal curve August, a) Iowa Tests of Basic Skills
equivalent mean score average (by 1982
grade - for grades 2-12) for the Mi- b) Sequential Tests of Educational Progress
grant Program students pre- and
posttested?
112, What was the posttest normal curve August, a) Iowa Tests of Basic Skills
equivalent mean score average (by 1982
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INFORMATION NEEDS OVERVIEW

INFORMATION NEED DATE INFORMATION SOURCES
NEEDED /
grade - for grades 2-12) for the Mi- b) Sequential Tests of 'Educational Progress
grant Program students pre- and post-
tested?
I13}, What was the average normal curve August, a): Iowa Tests of Basié Skills
equivalent gain (by grade - for 1982
grades 2-12) for the Migrant Program b) Sequential Tests of Educational Progress
students pre- and posttested?
. 114. How many Migrant Program students re-| August, a) Migrant Student Master File
ceived health services? 1982
b) Migrant Health Services Form
I15. How many Migrant Program students August, a) Migrant Student Master File
received medical care paid for with 1982
Migrant Frcgram funds? b) Migrant Health Services Form
116. How many Migrant Program students re- | August, a) Migrant Medical Expenses Form
celved dental care paid for with Mi- J 1982
grant Program funds?
I17. How many Migrant Program pareunts were | August, a) Migrant Student Master File
involved? 1982 :
b) PAC Records
c) Migrant Student Attendance Record
Summer Terwm
118. How many Migrant Program students (by | August, a) Migrant Student Mgster File
ethnicity) received instructional 1982 /
services? b)

Summer School Re¢ords
: /

/ 3
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INFORMATION NEEDS OVERVIEW
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iVB

INFORMATION NEED | l DATE

NEEDEDT

INFORMATION SOURCES

119,

How many Migrant Program students re-
ceived health services?

August,
1982

a)

b)

Migrant Health Services Form

Migrant Medical Expenses Form
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‘Overlap of Compensatory Programs

Evaluation Findings for 1981-82
v

f

a)

b)

sentatibns,
reports (as
appropriate)

Overlap
Study

Final Réport

school yearn

Spring,
1982

June ,1982

June ;1982

INFORMATION DISSEMINATION DATE PERSONS
FORMAT RECEIVING
.
Evaluation Findings for 1980-81 a) Texas Edu- August, Texas Education
cation Agen-] 1981 Agency-Migrant
cy Final Re- Program and
port NN Evaluation staff
b) %andouts August, AISD Migrant Pro-
- September gram staff (in-
1981 cludes teachers
and their princi-
= pals), Community
£ Representatives,
and Districtwide
PAC parents
c) Presenta-’ August - Title I and Mi-
. tions September | grant teacher<
AISD Parental
Involvement staff,
g District personnel
* and Districtwide
PAC parerts
Evaluation Design, 19f1-82 a) Outline of September, } AISD Cabinet and
evaluation October other AISD staff
Questions 1981 including Dept. of
and data to Applications and
be collected Compliance staff
Interim F.indings a) Needs As- April, Dept. of Applica-
sessment/ 1982 tions and Compli-
Program ance staff and
¢ Appl._ation other interested
AISD staff
b) Informative | throughout | various AISD staff
wmemos, pre- | the 1981-8% - especially Mi-

grant Program
staff (includes
teachers and their
principals)

AISD staff

AISD staff
AISD staff

Eechnical

21

40




INFORMATION
SOURCE

Vi

INFORMATION SOURCES

Peabody Picture Vocabu-
lary Test

lowa Tests of Basic
Skills

Sequential Tests of Zdu-

cational Progress

Prekindergarten Longituy-

dinal File

K-12 Longitudinal ‘File

Migrant Student Master
File

Migrant Student Atten-
dance Record

Secondary Teacher
Activity Record

dergarten students.

All Migrant Program students
in grades K-8.

All Migrant Program stu-
dents in grades 9-12.

Achievement data on former
Migran® Progrém pre-K stu-
dents-

-

Achievement d:zta on Migrant
Program atWents served over

the last folr years.
All Migrant gram stu-
dents.

All Migrant P¥bgram stu-
dents served by a Migrant
Program teacher.

All Higrant Program ligh
School Teachers.

12.

’

02-1, D2-2, D2-7.
12, 110, 111, 112
3.

D2-1, N2-2,
12, 110, 111, 112
and 113.

1-4.

D2-3.

D2-6.
11-14, 18, 19,
114, 118, 119.

D1-5 and D2-4.

13, 18, 19, 117,
118.

D2~-10.

April, 1982

Sept., 1981 (K
only)

Feb., 1982 (7,8)
April, 1982 (k-6

April, 1982

April, 1982

April, 1982

Continuous

August, 1981
through
May, 1982

Oct., 1981 ~
bec., 1981

Analysis of covariance
Frequency counts

Frequency counts
Descriptive statistics
MCE calculations

Frequency counts
Descriptive statistics
NCE calculations

Descriptive statistics
Regression analyses
Other onalyses to be
determined

Descriptive statistics
Regression analyses
Other an¢lyses o0 be
determined

Frequency counts
Descriptive atatiatics

Frequency distributions by 4

six-weeks periods

Comparisons by grade and by
type of instruction

Frequency counts
Descriptive statistics

POPULATION EVAL. QUES. DATE ANALYSIS REMARKS
REFERENCED| COLLECTED TECHNIQUES
A —— — s
All Migrant Program Prekin- {bD1-1, D1-2, D1-3. ] Oct., 1981 Descriptive statistics Test is individually admin-

istered to each student.

Data
wide

collected by System—
Testing

Data
wide

collected by System—
Test ing

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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INFORMATION SOURCES

INFORMATION

POPULATION

EVAL. QUES.

DATE
REFERENCED| COLLECTED

ANALYSIS
TECHNIQUES

REMARKS

SOURCE
%

Migrant Teacher Questiond
nafre

Rafnbow Kit Teacher

Questfonnaire

Rainbow Kit Parent
Questiuugalre

Migrant Pregram Parent
Survey

All ftigrant Program Teachers

All Migrant Program/Title I
teachers in the Math Rafn-
bow Kit Project.

Parents ofrﬁlgrant Program
and Title I children re-
ceiving Math Raiubow Kits.

Sample of Migrant Program
Parents.

Migrant Program Nurse, Mi-
grant Program Administrator
Migrant Program Coordinator
Early Childhoou Coordinator
Parental Involvem2nt Spe-
cialist, and Migrant Commu-
nity Representatives.

All Migrant Program students
served by the Migrant Pro-
gram Nurse.

All Migrant Program students
tor whom medical/dental
expenses were paild by Mi-
grant V'rogram funds.

Not applfcable.

Bl-6, D2-5, D3-4, [March, 1982
D4-4, and NS-2

D2-8. March, 1982

D2-9. Jan., 1981
March, 1982

D4-5. November, 1981

D1-6, D2-5, D3-4 flan. 1982
D4-1, D4-4, DS-1 [reb., 1982
Ds5-2.

Frequency counts
ontent coding

Frequency counts

ntent coding

'Freqﬁency counts
Content coding

JFrequency counts
Content coding

FContent coding

p3-1, D3-2, D3-3, Puguse, 1981 - Jny—month frequency summary

14, 18, 114, I19. jlune, 1982

Dn3-1, D3-2, D3-3, Puguse, 1981 -

115, 116. June, 1982

p4-1, D4-2, D4-3 Pugust, 1981 -

Da~4, fune, 1982

fotals frequency counts
'otals frequency counts

ry-uonth frequency summary
I

Jinspection
‘requency counts

60°T8
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Mlgrant Staff interview
Migrant Bealth Services
rorm
Migrant Medfcal Expense.
Form
PAC Records
GET COPY AVALGBLE
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Q
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INFORMATION
SOURCE

“PGPULATION

INFORMATION SOURCES
EVAL. QUES. DAT ANALYSIS

E
COLLECTED

REFERENCED

TECHNIQUES

17. MSRTS Records

J18. Informatfon Assessment

Not applicable.

Not applicable. b1-7, D2-11, D3-5

Inspection X
frequency counts

Not applicable

¢

chou Lo AYALAGEE
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DATA TO BE

A. Students

October, 1981
April, 1982

B. Teachers

March, 1982

March, 1982

August, 1981 -
May, 1982

October, 1981 -
December, 1981

C. Parents

November, 1981

January, 1982 -
March, 1982

Vil

COLLECTED IN THE SCHOOLS

Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test:
Administered to all Migrant Program pre-K
students.

Y

Migrant Program Teacher Questionnaire:
The questionnaires will be sent to all Migrant

Program teachers. It will take 10 to 20 minutes
to complete. :

Rainbow Kit Teacher Questionnaire:

The questionnaire will be given to the Migrant
Program/Title I teachers responsible for dis-
tributing the Math Rainbow Kit. It will take
5 to 10 minutes to complete.

Migrant Student Attendance Forms:

To be complate daily by the Migrant Program
teachers and returned to the Migrant Program
Evaluator at the end of each six-weeks period.

Secondary Teacher Activity Record
Observations will be conducted of the high
school Migrant Program teachers.

Migrant Program Parent Survey

This survey will be sent to a sample of Migrant
Program parents (at the same time a similar Title I
parent survey is being conducted).

Rainbow Kit Parent Questionnaire:
These questionnaires will be distributed twice
to parents. The distribution and collection

will be done by pirticipant's teachers.
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EVALUATION TIME RESOURCES ALLOCATION
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ACTIVITY DIRECTOR SENIOR EVALUATOR[:HOGRAMMER EVALUATION | SECRETARY
EVALUATOR ASSISTANT
A. Design .1 ﬂ .5 5 - - 4
B, Information Sources )
1. Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test - 1 15 15 - 15
2, Iowa Tests of Basic Skills - 1 10 19 - 2
3. Sequential Tests of Educati&nal
Progress - 1 5 4 - 2
4. Prekindergarten Longitudinal File - 1 5 10 - 1
5, K-12 Longitudinal File - 1 5 10 - 1
6, Migrant Student Master File - 1 22 75 - 25
7. Migrant Student Attendance Record - 1 11 34 - 10
8, Secondary Teacher Activity Record - 2 10 22 - 9
9, Migrant Teacher Questionnaire - .5 1,5 - - 1
10. Rainbow Kit Teacher Questionnaire - .25 1 - - 1
11. Rainkuw Kit Parent Questionnaire - 25 2 13 - 1
12, Migrant Program Parent Survey - +25 1 - - 1
13, Migrant Staff Interview - .25 3 - - 2
14. Higfant Health Services Form - .25 3 10 - 4
Migrant Medical Expenses - +25 1,5 3 - 2
491
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Viil

EVALUATION TIME RESOURCES ALLOCATION

ACTIVITY DIRECTOR SENIOR EVALUATOR | PROGRAMMER] EVALUATION | SECRETARY
EVALUATOR ASSISTANT
16. PAC Records - - 2 - - 2
' 17. MSRTS Records - - 2 - ' - 2
18. Information Assessment - 2 5 - - 5
Subtotal of Information Sources - 13 - 215 - -
C. Dissemination
1. TEA Report (1981-82) (includes
summer school) .1 ¢S5 5 - - 1
2, Handouts 1, ] 1 - -
3. Needs Assessment, Program Applica-
~tion (inc. Amendments) .1 .5 10 - - 2
4. Final Report .1 o3 2 - - 2
5. Other Dissemination (mr.gs., etc.) .1 o5 2 - - 1
Subtotal of Dissemination .5 2,5 20 - - 8
‘D. Technical Report 1 5 60 - - 60
E. Administrative and Other Indirect
Time Costs .5 10 40 15 - 60
Total 2 K} | 230 230 - 230

||
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