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Inscrumant Description: Iowa Tests of Basic Skills (ITBS) Leve} 14, Forms 7 & 8

8L.76.F - nriet description of the inscrumenc: o - s
A ) The ITRS is 4 sst of norm-referenced examinagions dssigned to measure progrua. in

PR L che. fundamencal skills: Level 14 of the ITBS measures skills in Vocabulary, Readin
Comprehension, Spelling, Capicalizacion, Punctuation, Usage, Visual Matsrials, Refer-
9 ence Materials, Machematics Concepts, Mathematics Problem Solving, snd Mathemacics
Computation. Ouly the Rﬁ:ding Tocal and Machemacics Total scores a ed for minimum
competency purpolns . ‘ »

14 - ' : g

. \ ‘ }' N, s

3 "To_whom was the instrument ldminiscered?
All scudents in grade 8 and students in grades 9-12 who attended- a“;p-cial session or
took a math or reading cu:oria; course. Grade 8§ studencts enrolled in integrated or
self-contained special education classes were exempt from testing; Non-English speaking
students were not exempt. Any exempt special education students were Cested ac the
school’ s discrecion. Scoges. for students who are mnolingual or dominant in a language .

. other than English were not included' in t:hn school or District summnriu.
A -

a

‘How many times was the inscrumenc administersd? '
Once per year to each menc, once each semescer at each high school in a
special session, and om inal exam in all math or reading tutorial classes.

N . '
v .

When was the instrument adminiscered?
A : - The ITBS was administered to students in grade 8 on February 16, 17, and 18, with

make-ups adminiscered February 19-26. Spacial sessions®were held at various times
chrougbouc the year, and students in cq;orial classes took the ITBS as their final exgm.

-

Where was the instrument adminiscered?
In each AISD junior high (usually in the st:udent: s regular classroom), and in each

high school "(:anluding Robbins and Kealing). )
N ! - .
. Who administered the instrumenc? - - r ‘
~ . In grade 8l the counselor or principal administ:ered the tests over t:he public address ¢

system us:Lng taped directions provyded by ORE, while teachers acted ,as test monitors 4
in their classrooms.., In each hi school, the ITBS was administered by ORE personnel
only. .

L4
[l

What ctﬂ’nin did the administratorg have? )
.In grade 8, Bullding Test- Coordinators participaced in planning sessions prior t:o the’
testing. Teacher training was the responsibilicy ‘of the Building Test Coordinator;
e A howver, teacher inservice training was available from ORE upon request, Teachers and
counselors rece{ved written.inst tions from ORE, including a checklist of procedures
. .and a script to follow to admininﬁr the test 4in the event of a public address syst:em/
“nalfunction.

The ORE personnel administering the high school tests are t:horoughly trained in cesC

administraciod. .
v Was the inscrument adminiddered \mder‘\standardized condiciong? .
¢ . Yes. Standardized inscructions were d\acribuced to grade 8 administrators. ¢tncral 4

administration’ and ORE persénnel monitored in a random selectiod ofi classrooms with .
) results indicating that testing conditions were reasonably consistent across the Dis- 3
trict. The high school special séssions and tutorial test:Lng also werq conducted under

 standardized conditions. 0

Were t:hare problems with the inst:rument: or the administ:rat:ion t:hat! ? mighc
affect the validicy of the data? , . :
“No known problems with the instrument,. Problems in the adminis:ration are document:ed
in the monitors' reports which are available at ORE. )

Who developed the instrument? —
The Universicy of Iowa. The ITBS is published by the Riverside Publishing Company‘»- I
- (Houghton Mifflin Company). H

.

4 What reliabilicz dnd validicy dacd are available onrt:;? instrument? .
E The reliability of Che subtests, as summarized by Kuder-Richardson Formula 20 coef- q
ficients, panges from .82 to .98 across subtests and levels. The issues of content 4
" d and constrfict validity are addressed :Ln the publisher's preli.m:Lnary technical sum-
. ; ' mary, paggs 13-15. . .
Are thsre norm data available for interpreting t:he rasules? ' h
The Teacher's Guide provides empirical norms (grade equivalent, percentile, st:anine) -
- for the fallgjand spring. Interpolated’ norms are available for midyear. Niciongl,.
large cicy, - and school building norms are provided, '

“ERIC
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Insrrumenc Description: Texas Assessmenc-o% Basic Skilis (TABS)

Brief doscripcion of the inscrumonc- A

The TABS i3 a state-mandated criterion—referenced testing program. The tests given to
students in grade 9 measure basic skills in reading, writing, and mathematics., Only
the Reading and Machematics subtests are used for minimum competency purposes. Reading
and Mathematics include 11 objectives each, rated by four multiple choice items each.

<

. L .
. o .
L ’
To whom was the inscrument adminflcered’ . L.

All students in grade 9. Students enrolled in incegraced or self-contained special
educatiod classes were exempt. Scudents.in grade 10 or 11 who did not meet the TABS
requiremencs on past- administrations were given the option to retake the test during
this year's adminiscracion. -

. - . -

2 . '

How mafy cimes #as cthe inscrument administe¥ed? : .
Once per student per year. -

: 4 . . )
o a2\ ,
» N
A H 3

When -was .the instrument adminiscered? A

The TABS was administered at each high schopl sometime becween February 15 and Feb-
ruary 19. TABS make-ups were administered the: following week, and were required for
any student who missed the regular rescing and who did not meet che Average Daily

- Attendance requirement set by AISD.~

' Y
Where was the instrument adminiscered? N

In all AISD high’schools (includingjRobbins and Ke.ling). Some schogls cested in
large groups in cafeterias, etc.; others tested in classroom-

0 . .

- ’
.. t . . .
Who administered the instrument? h ¢
Authorized school persomnel (teachers, counselors, and adminiscrative staff) adminis-
tered the TABS. Teachers were allowed to test their own students. : .

What training did che administrators have?
Manuals contairding written instructions were provided to each test adminﬁgrracor. A

two~hour workshop, as well as manuals and other written instructions, wa#%, provided
by ORE to interested school coordinators. .School coordinators were responsible for
training test administrators. .

R . ‘ . ‘
Was the instrument administered under scandardi;.dagonditions’ - .

Instructidns given were the same, but length of testing (che test was not timed)¢ and
cescing environmencs varied somewhat.

:

}
J/re thefe problems with the instrument or the adminis:racion thag might

" affect the validity of the data’ , /
Yone that are known. R
- _ [ M a p
. - r
Who deveioped the instrument? ) N
Texas Education Agency (TEA). - .

What reliability and Jalidicx,daca .are available on the inscrument’

Very liccle daca are available on the TABS.

o,

‘ N . . .
Are there norm data available(for interpreting the resulcs? . oy

'Schools,éan compaxe their! performance to all ninth graders’ performance across the

Districe. Scacewide-oer.ormance data should be available by fall, 1982.  Actual
norms may not be provided. \

st
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- Briaf ducrigi:ion of che instmmeat: B
Secies 2 Oof the SIEP 1s «a norm-referenced high school achievement test battery,

To whom was the insctrument adminiscerad?

_ mented in the monitors' reporcs. o ) .

" Educational Testing Service (ETS). | : .. .

Lo g

* are addressed in the publi§her's technical reporc, pages 150<154,

o . /,‘ ‘ . . " ) :‘ v . . B AN
Instrument Description: = Sequential Tescs ofl Educational -Progress (STEP), Series 2,
) : * Forms A & 3B s

.- . ) S o Sk

measuring studenc skills in Reading, English Expression, Mechanics of Wricing
(Spelling, Capitalizaciom, and Punctuation), Math Cqmput:a’t:ion.,f-Mzt:h Concepts,
Social Studies, and Sciemce. Only the Reiding, Mach Computation, and Mach Con-
cepts tests are used for minimum competency purposes. Half of the AISD high .
schools used Form A of the STEP and half msed Form B. : !

.
S : N hd
. . J

: ) e ) C e

All regular high schogl students, grades 9-12. Special Education students were
exempted from STEP testing at the discretion of their ARD Commictee. Sdudents
with 1imited English proficiemcy were ROt exempt from tescing, buc could be ex-
cused after one test if, in the adminis rator's opinion, they could not be tested
validly on the remaining tescs. - .

How many times was the instrumenc adminiscered? -

Once per student per year, The English Expression and Socdal Studies tests are
alternatread yearly wich the Mechanics of Writing and Science tests. The Mechanics
of-Wricing and Science tests were administered this year. *

A Y

When wag the instrument adminiscered? . )
The STEP was administered on the mornings!of April 6 and 7. Make—ups ware admin-
iscered on two consecutive S_at:urdays, April 17 and 24. - ’

. - - A - ) '

-

Where was the inscxyment adminigtered? .

The STEP was administered at each AISD high school ‘(iQ:luding l}obbins and Kealing).
Make-ups yere administered at ‘Reagan High School. - *

«

Who administered the instrumenc? e
Test instructions were given' over the public address system ac each school, -either
by ghe counselor or by a tape, recording provided by ORE. :Teachers acted as test
monitors in each classroom. The make-up Cesting was administ:ﬂered and m?_nit:ored by A

ORE personnel. .

Whar craining did-the administracors have? - LR

Teachers and counselors received writterd instructions from ORE,) including a check-
1ist of procedures and an exact ‘script to' follow in test adminiscration.' The ORE
personnel who administered the make-ups were thoroughly trained in administsriné'
tests, ’ : ) IR . .

Was che inscfument administered under standardized c‘ondit:ions? _— i
Yes. Standardized instructions were dlscributed, Central adminiscratjon and ORE :

personnel monitored in a random selection of clagsrooms with results dicat:ing\ |
N,

that testing conditions were reasohably consistent afross the Discrict.’

Were there problems with the ingtrument or the adminiscration that might
affect the validity of the daca? ' - .
No known prablems with the instrument. Problems in t:ize_administ:rat:ion,are docu-

o, -

Who developed the {nstrument? . A .

What reliability and validiry data are available on the insctzument?.. - -
The reliability of the alternate™forms, A and B, ranges, from .58 to .93. The b
xreliability of the subtests, as summarized by Kuder-Ric&a’rdson Formula 20 coef~
ficients, ranges from .83 to .94. .The 1issues of content and construct validicy

h .
. ! \ .
~7 . L d . . . .

ire there norm data available for intersrering the results? . ¥

Mean, median, .percentile Fank, peréentﬁile band, ‘converted, and stanine scores are

available for each subtest of the. STEP. .oy

) ) ‘ ' . . ' . »
N » _ ' 1
% . S
. - v3;
. L’“/ i




Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Brief descrintion of the data :ile.

The Minimum Competepcy File is a computer file containing records of all resding or
math achievement tests taken in gradas eight through twelve by each high school stu-
dent. Immediately following each set of tdt records for a student is a Summary,
record - indicncing competerncies uat, date the scudent sctually met competency im- the
subject area, ‘and ochezgrelevant information. . .

. : v,

Which students or ocher individuals aze included on the fil-’

Each "active" high,school student who has taken at least one reading or' math achicve-
ment test in grades eight through twaelve. Once a student has grsduated frod AISD
(or is known to have permanently withdrawn), sll records for that student are craps-
ferred ta a "CQmpecency Ristory File," : ~

~

. . Y

How-often is information on the file added, deleted, or undaced? ~ 7
C‘

Afcer ea;hAadﬁinistracion 9f a competency test and as any discrepan s reported.

\d . B .
R . 1
-~

-

Who is fescousibl- for changing or adding information to the f£ila? )

* . o
 Minimum Competency progr!ﬁmer and other Minimum Competency staff in OREi

.

)

o -
How was  the information contained on the file gachered?

. \
The information waS,gathered through standardized procedures.

~
& . ~ '
N~ - : o : X .
Are there orohlems with the in‘orma:ieaiou che file thac 3y affact the -
validicr of the daca

A small error rate occurs from.ineorrect student numbers,

.

“

’
1

w“hat dmta ara available concﬂrning the accuracv and reliabili'v of che
in:or:acion on _che file? = . . “ .

Schopls report errors found. All disq;apsncies are resolved and.cgz;gg&gg by ORE, .

. D

.

Are chere nornative or historical data availaple for interorecing che

‘resulzs? R

The file contains longitudinal data. A Winfmum Competency Histo f{le is kept for
records which are not current. . .

. .

Y

. 3riaf escriotion of tha file lavon.t::

- Each ‘ecord for ,'Bﬂudenc contains a|recotd summarizing competency in:ormacion,

.

A

¢
’

.

followed by a liscﬂg: of each compecengy test taken. ‘n
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"HIGH SCHOOL GRADUATION. MINIMUM COMPETENCY REQUIREMENTS '

This technical report supports the findings summarized in the, 1981—82
Evaluation ‘Findings Volume; publication ﬁumber 81. 30, Chapter V. a

- - - . : I .,

, ‘ . : Wy, : - ’ . )
Lt e L N N . .
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This evaluation was conducted to documeht the raduatien gompetency status
-0of all AISD students. in grades 8-12. ‘The findings reported here are rele-
vant te the following accountabflity quesfion (D1 u,rprogram ‘questiong (n2,
D3, and D4), and their related evaluation questions. .
A T .
Decision Qpestion Dl: Are the minimum competency for graduationﬁu\
requirements at the appropriate level? ., , -

h
Q

- Y .
- Evaluationgguestion D1—1. What was the status of the'
. © 1982 graduates--number meeting cofipetency requirements,

¢ " signing waiver letteis, using special education exemp- o

- . tiofis? | B - i
- o o o’ . Y : .0 -
" Evaludtion Question D1-2: How did 1982 graduates w
. : compa:§ to those in 1981, 1980, and ‘19797 ’

Evaluatien b;estion D1- 3;. How many 1982 graduatesimet
competency at these levelS’ 8.5, 9.0, 9.5, and 9.9? . .

Evaluation Questiom D1-4:  What have graduates who .
. signed waiver lettars done ‘since graduation7
o V{ o . a . . )
g . Evaluation Question D1—5: How many students have not T
yet~ met cofipetency requirements at each grade (8-12)?

Evaluation Questioh Dl1-6: Have the competency re-
quirements-had any effect on student achievement .
levels? 2 :

. Evaluation‘Question D1;7: Have the‘competency re—
| : quirements had ‘any effect on school leaver rates?

) - . . ' . . LA .
Decision Question D2: Wh;t\_rganizational changes are needed to

~ improve the efficiency and accuracy of the minimum aompetEncy
program? )

«

Evaluation Question D2-1: Are the success rates for
' tutorial courses acceptable? -

[

Evaluation Question D2-2: ,What were the characteristics N

of the 1982 .graduates who. signed waiver 1etﬁers (e. g.,
courses taken)? .
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_ o n Evaluation Question D2-3: " What changes in the‘mea- ,
‘ ‘ surement, reporting; and record keeping system-were -
made in 1981-827" o . '
' . ) ~
Evaluatfon Question D2-4: What other changes in‘t . . B
_ measurement, reporting% and record keeping system ' L
L are needéd? A

jDecision Question D3: Which tests should be used for measuring

_competency? S .
1 A B3 N N ' - .
" Evaluation Question D3-1: On which tests and at what « s
A ‘ times did the 1982 graduates meet the competency re= N
R v quirements’ s - L o e . X
‘ N \ 3 = o ‘ ‘ V *
. * Evaluation Question D3-2: What was the impact of the
switch to the ITBS? .. - » -
. A . ) - . o
Evaluation Question D3-3: What options are available 3
. o for future competéncy_tests? . - ¥

.‘ K i R . .

, Decision Question D4: Should v ecial education exemptions continue
I . . to be determined by ARD committees using'the currently adopted
' criteria? . : .

. . N -~

Evaldation Question D4=1: How’yany 1982 graduates . ‘ -~
Jwho signed waiver letters were speclal educatlon '

a

students7 s | e
\ o -.Evaluation Question D4-2: How many special’ educa-
? . . tion students were exempted by their ARD committees
. from competency testing? Of these, how many received
more than three hoyrs per day of special.education
° ; service? . . . : . N N
| S - | , . . o v .
In addition, the following information question was addressed. : \

Tnformation Question Tl: What will be the 1981 TABS minimum o |
- competency levels? -~ 7 ) AT - ' A

¢

‘-

.o -Procedure» < N
The currént requirements and the ways in which those requirements may be

'+ met are dggcribed in detail -in the Policy and Procedures Manual: Minimum
CompetEncies for High School Graduation, publication number. 80,48,

-~

The High School Competency File was the source for most of the analyses
conducted and reported here. Results are discussed in terms of each
evaldation and information question.

.

.
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.o . ‘ _ B ' - Results
(S, ) A ) ) .
. Evaluation Queéaon DI1-1. Whax was the status 06 the 7982 gnaduai:w-- _
~ numben meeting compelency requirements, ngu,ng wa,we/z. Letiens,” uung .
- speelak eduea,twn exemptions? ’
. ) - .o S
Figure 1 summarizes each school's 1982 graduates competency status. .
'Attachment 1 is the memo and forms sent &o the high Schools for reporting--

A, 1982 Graduates Who Used a Letter of Waiver ' _ R T
o C 4 L - ) o . T
. " }B. -1982 Graduates Who Used a Special Education Exemption .
' c. QTotal Number of 1982 Graduates ' e ? '
Evaﬁua,twn Question D1- 2 How did-1982 g 24 compare /to /thOAQ in 1981,
1980, and 19797 \
Figure 1 also contains each school's 1981 and_1980 graduates' competency -
status. Since the 1979 pecords were not kept id detail, only”the number
> of graduates signing letters of waiver can be compared across four years. ) 25
Figure 2 makes this comparison. : - '
7 | oA |
» ' i .
- 14 !

" YEAR OF GRADUATION *
o

. . t ’ 1979 - - 1980 ‘ 1981 * 1982*
o Number of QGradu.at’es . 3379 3376 3307 13210 . PR
' . wes  Math Letter Ounly 32 21 B 43
@ - , . (0.97% (0.6%) (0.82) (1.3%)
\ ‘ Y ) e (
- . Reading lLetter ‘Only .o 49 . 60 #4655 100 - - )
. . ’ - (1e35%) . (1.8%). (1.72)" (3.1%
Both Math and Reading Letter 24 31 39 48 ‘
VR ' \ : : .(0.72) « (0. 91) (1.2%) (1.5%)
Total with ac Least One Letter ° 105 112- 122 191 '
» g . ©(3.17%) (3 3%) (3.7%) (607%) S e
v : -
- *After. 198D, st:udent:s no longer could use an exempt:ion for baing enrolled AN . )
' prior to 75=76"or fof transferring inco AISD as a graduacing senior, ) N+ YA
Figure 2, NUMBER QF GRADUATES USING A LETTER OF WAIVER, 1979-82. N
o ’ - ' \ ° ' - | -
- N : - * .
[ .-
7
LoF
E ") v
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. YEAR OF ANDERSON AUSgTIN CROCKETT * ~ LBJ JOHNSTON LANTER MECALLUM . REAGAN { ROBBINS | SCHOOLS* TRAVIS - TOTALS
) k] - o - - o -
. * GRADUATION: | 1980 1981 1982 | 1980 1981 1982'| 1980 1981 1982 | 1980 1981 1982 | 1980 1981 1982 1980 1991 1982 [ 1980 1981 1982 | 1 1981.~1982 | 1980 198&2 1980 1981 1982 [ 19680 1981 1982 | 1980 1981 1982
: . v - : Y O ; = I B i - X ~
Met Math Competency, Reading Letter 2 9 12 2 0 3 "5 1 7 10. 6 - 10 T4 6 10 5 -3 9 13 7 7 13 7 6 20 0 0 - 0 0 0 0 7 17 |, 22 60 . 25 100
' |Met Reading Competency, Math Letter 0 2 1 i - 5 1 3 1 7 3 11 4. 3- "9 10 2 4 9 /2 .2 3 5 2 4 a .o 3 Q a0’ q 5 . 2 1 24 28 43
Both Math and Reading Letter 2 3 4 1 1 0} & 1 3 8 8 1] 3 2 5 7 7- 1 4 4 9 8 5 10 a a 2 o @ af 's., 8 3| 42 -39 .8
. : # : : ' -t - ' . :
Total Number of Graduates with at ~ . » - ° ' . A
Least One Letter . & 14 17 3, 6 . & 12 3 17 21 15 15 0 17 25| 14 14 - 29 9 13 19 26 -7 ) &9 -0 5 0 0- 0 17 27 26| 126 w2 192
M - ! > N - - ; ; - ¢ . .
. i ;/ ] M . e . .
Special Ed. Exempt',in Reading,- . _ L - - S \‘/ - Ll
Met Math Competen‘ci’ 0 [V 3 0 0 1 2 2 0 1 Q 2 0 Q ~0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 ,9 0 0 0 0 3 3. 3 10
Special Ed. Exempt in Math, . K é . . : ,
Met Reading Competency ¢ 0 0 0 0 =0 1 1 1 3 1 0 1 0 0 0 hi 1 0. Q 0 1 [ 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 \ 4 1v 9
N . 2 - . Lo . : , i . - AN . .
Special Ed. Exempt, Did Not Meet . " / ¢ . ~ ) Y o .
|Math or Reading \Competency 7 9 5 2 0 8l 17, 13 1 7° 10 12 6 7 1w} 13 7 13 3 .8 ‘12 4 7 11 0 0 0 nm 1 18| s 5 1g| .. 77 Cus
Total Number of ‘cra es using - 4 - R . » . B
Special Ed, Exemptio:n\ N 7 9 8 2 0 10 20 16 <14 9 10 15| .6 7 10 14 7 14 3 9 12 5 7 12 0 0 1 1 1 .18 8 5 20 85 61 138
> : hd . . ’ ' . '
‘|Total Number of Graduates using- ° i ’ . . ) . . .
Exemption or Letter ‘ 5 6 14 32 19 31 30 25 30 16 24 35 28 21 43 22 22 ™ 31 31 20 &6 [+] Q 6 1 11 18 25 32 4.1 211 203 325
) ) A . ) . ) ° ’ : * T ‘ * . - " .
Number of Graduates " 397 384 345 594 526 512 345 - 323 294 155 267 315 382 341 3417 332 390 319 333 311, 329 4} 1 17 11 1° 18 340 355 379 3387 3307 3210
N . M Y ) . ~ -
'percen:‘fof Graduates wigh) Letter. 0.8 1.6 1.2 | 2.0 0.6 3.3-| 6.1 46 5.1 65 6.4 7.9 37 41 84] 57 33 6.0 7.8 4.2 10.3 (i 0.0 29.4 0 0 0f.5.0 7.6 6.9~ 3.7 4.7 6.0
’ .
.Percent?af Graduates us ng .. i . .. . R L . . ‘ . .
Exemptidf! 0.5 0.0 2.9 3.4 - 3.0 2.7 /_2.6 3.1 - 5.1 3.9 2.6 3.2 3_».»7» 2.1 4.0 0.9 2.3 3.8 1.5 2.3)\ 3.6 0 0.0 5.9 {100.0 100.0 100.0 7| 2.4 1.4 5.3 2.5 2.4 4.2
} . p o : ' . L
Percent’ of Graduates usi ! e ~ ' w . . % e
Exemptigﬂ or Letter 1.3 1.6 4.1 5.4 3.6 6.1 8.7 7.7 10.2 103 9.0 ll‘q 7.3 6.2 12,4 |\ 6.6 5.6 9..7 9.3 6.4 [14.0 0 0.0 35.3 {100.0 100.0 100.0 7.3 9.0 12.1 6.2 6.1 10.1
.- \ . . ‘ . ) . -, N - .
- - 5] 1 = ] +
SOE . . ! 4 . \\ N
‘MSpecial schools inglude Clifton Center and Mary Lee. ‘ : 3 . . e «
NOTE: « 1980 students who graduated using an exempt(fah'\for being enrolled prior to 75-76 81‘ for enrolling as a senior are included in the appropriate
1etce1 category for that year. , ’ . , s
{ ’ r . ‘ ’ ~ % -
. . . ' ! / - : \ , 1
. . , . ay . ,
/7 Figure 1. COMPETENCY STAYUS OF GRADUATES, BY SCHOOL, 1980, 1981, AND 1982. .
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Evaluation Que/s.tédn D1-3. How many 1982 g/zadua.te/s met compe,tency at these
Zeveﬁb‘ 8.5, 9.0, 9.5, and 9.97

Figure 3 provides estimates of 1982 graduates meeting comﬂ%tency at each
of these four criterion levels. The number who would be required to sign
letters of waiver is also. estimated for eath level. (Actual numbers are V'’
unknown because students required to meet a higher compétency level would
also be required to attend additional special sessions or take additional
tutorial courses.) ' :

The data used in Figure 3 are obtained from the SGR Files Because the SGR
File does not include January graduates students at special campuses
(e.g., Robbins, Kealing, and Clifton Center) and considers more retainees,
plus other factors, the number of senjors in Figure 3 .is less than the
number of reported 1982 graduates. Attachment 11 contains the raw scores
used to meet competency at each criterion level.

N . j
: L]
4 - READING MATH
8.5 9.0 9.5 9.9 8.5 9.0 9.5 9.9
1981-82 seniors ' » 3108 3108 3108 3108 3108 3108 3108 3108 °

Number, mccting’competenc}‘ 2830 2647 2395 2328 2870 2597 2325 2160

Number nof meeting gompe-"

tency . - 278 4Kl 713 780 238 511 783 948
: ™ - ’
Number using special edu-
cation exemption o 125 125 125 125 124 124 124 124
Number requiring letter
. of waiver 153 336 588 655. 114 387 659 824
N . * a
Figui‘e 3. 1982 SENIRRS' COMPETENCY SMTUS FOR CRITERIA OF 8. 5, 9.0, 9.5,
AND 9.9,
& ' i
/

~
Evaluation Question D1-4, -What have graduates who signed waiver Lettens
done since g&adua.téon? SN '
In 1980, 31 AISD graduates signed letters of waiver in both reading and
math. In 1982, phone numbers could be fourd for only 1L 1 of these. ORE
personnel attempted to contact these 11,  as well as three others whose
locations could only be guessed, for a total of 14 attempted contacts.
Attachment 7 containsithe survey form used. Eight of these 14 were
reached. ,The'information they prowided is shown in Figure 4. They said...

/
. Better reading and math skills have been needed since
graduation

. AISD should have minimum competency_requirements.
« High school should have required more of them.
9

13 -
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) ’ ' ’
“ @
M ’
.« . Overall, high school prepared them adequat:ely for their g
present activities,
. Three have been full-time students since gradWatior.
. Five have been working, looking for work or living ‘
- at home., {
\ -
. « After two years, their average salary ‘
. - is $4.41 er hour. . - v
QF\"’ § pe I . . . k
. e« On the average, they have betn employed ' °
' S about 30% of the t:ime. . VR
- - . - ‘ ;
»
f . \/
Alvaye 0ften !on;t fwee ‘ ‘Rarely Never \ ’ . -~
s b otien Rave'you meded va . y ) 0 ' LI SR
read bettar?
2, SI.m:c you gradusted, how - 3 N
o eften have you needed to 3 [} 2 b 0o =
do mathematics hetter? .
Strongly . Partly Agree Stcedlity
Agres — Agree Partly Dieagres Dinagree - n(‘-
J.. ﬁnn shesid heve been re- .
quired of me In high b 3 2 (1] [\]
achoel ~
4. Overall high echeol md- . : i
aquately prepaved me feor 4 2 1 N ] - 0 4
wy preeent activitise. . 3 N
3. MNtgh echoel shauld have
winimwm competency re- 4 - 2 . 1 . 1 [\]
quirementa. . . - .
. I
. Months Student . Months Employed ' Monthly, Grosgh*
Full Part Full Part Not Starc End "
L Case 1* 3 12 1 0 $ 840 $ 990
Case 2 0 22 0 0 $ 625 $ 980
Case 3 0 0 - 14 0 8 $ 340 $ 490
' ‘case & 18 3 3 0 $750 | sa1s |
Case 5 16 0 6 0 $ 550 . § 650 s
Case 6 22 0 0 4 0 $630 | $450
Case 7 8 0 0 14 - -
.| Case 8 0 0 0 19 $ 600 $ 600
*Interview terminaced. Progress report covered 13 mordths at t:ime of t:erminat:ion.
**Month gross = Reported hourly wlge x 173.3. :
o~

Tigure 4. SUMMARY OF DATA OBTAINED FROM SURVEYS OF 1980 GRADUATES WHO SIGNED -
WAIVER LETTERS IN BOTH MATH AND READING,

‘ B /

10
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Evaluation Question D1-5. How many students have not yet met competency
requinements at each grade (8-12)7 .
’ - oo

Figure 5 is a summary by ‘ethnic groub of the competency status of all

AISD high school students who were enrolled during the spring semester

of the 81-82,school year according to the SGR File. To be included, a

student had to be on the High School Competency‘:'File with at least one

valid test score as qf June, ¥382. No- students with specia; educatiof ‘ y;

exemptions or letters of waiver are excluded froT~this'summary.
. -t

. Figure 6 summarizes the same information for grade 8. .

Evaluation Question D1-6.° Have the campe,tency neqwemen,tzs had any .
effects on student achievement Levels? . . .

o A *

Figure 7 compares tggﬁpercemtage of students who scored in the lowest
quartile and the lowest decile on the STEP across the past five years.
These lowest achieving students should be the ones most directly affected
by the graduation competency requirements. Unfortunately, changes in
enrollments, retention rates, and testing rates all affect the percentage
of low-achieving students. Consequently, the impact of the competency
requirements may be masked by other factors.

i

« - {

q . ETNICTTY
ANGLYY AMER 1CAN -
AREA STATUS INTAL  NIHEPS  KRISPANIC  DLACK  ORIENIAL - INDIAN .
REANING Mr Y trel 1420 214 102 18 2
U 4a%) {6520 £ 2100 1 I5F)  { 44T) 1 14X}
. NOT MET 2259 112’ M1, 599 23 12
L) N € S6T)135T)  L.T9 ( AsE) L set) | u6x)
\
N
MATH vET7 1763 1338 250 137 2n L . s

t 44T)  t 61TY L 25t ( 20%) { 6O%) & T%)

A} ~ . : e

NNT NET 2251 asT. 165 564 13 13 /
. t Sa%)  f 39%) L 75%) (8o} (32T}t 7I%)
ROTH " MEY 1406 1155 156 13 16 1
£ 35%)° € s3%). L 1%%) t UY  (IN t v)
’ ' i NEEDS | » 1902 592 708 537 1 12
k t 4780 (278D U A3%) L I1X) € 21T} L BeX) - - ’
. -
T0TAL N 4070 2192 1025 101 41 14
\

Figure 6. NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF GRADE 8 STUDENTS MEETINE CuOMPEVENCY, BY
ETHNICITY. :
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Aruitoxt provided by Eric:

~ 1

—

ETHN ICLTY
LoM1=82 : ANGLI7 - AFER 1CAN
GRADE  REA - STATUS TNTAL  OTHERS  HISPANIC  RLACK CRIENTAL + INDLAN
09 | READING  MET 2601 1937 397 221 25 s
. : USe%) (7781 31T 1 2331 { 40T SO%)
Y nor mer 2246 594 2094 692 37 s
. 1 46T) 1 23T) {4920 { TST4 ¢ 6OT) [ SO%)
N -
MATH qET 2817 1937 At 209 39 s
€333 SOOI (3T (2300 ( 63%) ‘1 403}
NOT MET 2276 694 817 10 2 . .
. CAT8 (2730 (63X (¢ TIT) (31T 1 401}
. OTH mEY 2156 1682 295 140 23 4
{ 44%) [ 660 23T ¢ 1ST)  { 3TT)  ( 402)
N 13
NEENS 1nds 439 ns [Y3) 21 3
. € 38T) [ 172 1 SSR) ( 68%) ( 3T { 30%)
~  roTaL W 4853 2531 1291 99 62 10
: i
1o RFADING  MET 2612 1822+, 426 n 10 2
. € 7080 ( 86%) € F2T)  ( 46%)  { SaT)  ( 67%)
not wer | 1107 - 2am 399 361 26 1
ol 30Tt 1T 1 aBTE S4XZ) ( 46%) € 3320
waTH MET 2529 174 “n 253 a7 'V
. ©o e Jresu ey CSTT). [ IAT) (B4R} ( 6TR)
NOT “ET 1190 68 354 09 ’ 1
U3200 ¢ 418 1 43T [ 6230 € 18T ( 33T}
. ROTH MET 2260 Qesa 356 .- 202 C-29 2
T 6180 (79T . [ 43T), Tt 3021 & S2T)  { e7%)
NEEDS . 838 204 2% 30 a 1
€ 23T) € 10%) € 352 .( 46%) { 143)  (.337)
" roTaL N e 2110 825 72 s6 3
1t | meapING - MET 2921 2008 €59 2 25 2
U BIT) (9410 € TIT) 1 SBE) (4TI B { er%)
r - NOT MET 565 t3s . 229 222 20 t
\\‘J,_,/- CI90 AT 1 290 4280 (3TN ¢ 33T)
HATH HET 2992 19718 &13 341 43 1
g €83 U 92%) L 78T 6A%)  { 1) ( 33T}
NOT “ET 594 ie4 175 193 10 2
- TR L 8T (220 (36T (1931 ( 67H)
nOTH Y 2746 1931 s1s 210 24 1
7T 1 90%) ¢ &SE1 ¢ SIS) (4331 & 33T
NEEDS 419 9 130 151 "9 t
. € 1280 (- 4%) {1630 2820 & 17T ¢ 33%)
TOTAL N 3586 2143 188 534 51 3
b
12 READING  MET 2021 1395 525 157 Ty 19 .
€ 91T} L 97%) (88T} ( TST) { T1E) . (100%)
anY T 297 63 1 120 14 0
€ 9T 4 3 120 ( 25%1 L 229% {01
WATH aET 2872 1393 543 378 ¥, “
- 19270 (97 L 91Y 0 79 2a” twen)
]
- NOT MFT 236 65 $2 299 4 [
¢ 8T 3T ¢ 921 (21T ( 8U  { o%)
AOTH. uer " 2184 1871 508 313 BEL] 4
€ 29T)  ( 96%) (85T ( TOR) ¢t T (190T)
NEEDS 169 a1 3s 13 4 a
t ST 1 2% L el [ 6%} ( 8T 0
TaTAL N 3108 1958 595 AT7 49 .
i .

Figure 5. NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS MEETING COMPETENCY, BY GRADE

AND ETHNICITY.

less than the number of 1982 graduates.)

(Number of grade. 12 students indicated here is

12

)
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) Lo : . . "BEADING | MATH BASIC CONCEPTS MATH COMPUTATION \ .
. GRADE| 77-78 78-79 . 79-80 80-81 81-82| 77-78 78-79 79-80 80-81 §1-82 | 77-78 _78-79 79-80 - 80-81 81-82
- . \ . - z
, 12 "36 k1) k11 35 18 27, 23 23 24 27 33 29« 29 30 32
Students scoring nrlr 3s 34 33 ° 37 . 35 25 24 23 25 23 29 27 24 .25 2 o
} at or below the . . N . A .
) 25th percentile 10 B % % 38 % |. 2 28 28> "3 28 3% 29 29 29\ 29 ,
9| 38 a1 40 42 40 37 39 38 38 37 .39 »4D 8 36 38 1 - .
B ° - . - - » ,
12 18 17 15 15 19 |, 22 10 9 10 12 .} 18 13 12 12 -13
. ! , \ ,
- . . ” . \ .
Students scoring n| "1 16 W .11 15 1n 1 10 Imw - 1w.] 1 1 L9~ 9 9
dt or below t
10th perceant{ : .7 v
— 10 19 17 18 20 17 15 15 ' 14 15 14 14 1 10 11 10
w . \ . as 'y ’ N :
, ) 9 L 17 n{ 19 20 18 20 21 21 21 20 19 19 19 17 18
. . . 1 e
) . ‘ _ , * * RN ]
- Figure 7, PERCENTAGE OF STUf)EN'l‘S SCORING IN THE LOWEST QUARTILE AND DECILE ON THE STEP, 1977-78 TO 1981-82, (1970 NORMS),
o ~ » . ‘ ey v Coe :
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Evaluation, Question D1-7, Have the s i
Schoo} .
) competency requirements had any effect : ;8 Tocavmbe‘r Leaver
’ on the school Leaver nates? . ‘ ‘School Year vers Race*
T . " . -
; : S 72-7% * 1350 2,29
oo 4 ‘Again, many other factors influence ; 73-74 133; 2,40 - .\
i, '/ school leavers in addition to gradua- . - \;?gg 125 \ 2.61 a
+ [/ tion competency requirements. No real . 76e77 »}_63; : i;l; v
" conclusions cayr be drawn from the Rata 77-78 - 1217 2.08 -
presented in Figure 8. . 18-79 71431 287
. : 79-80 * 1556 2.72
80-81 1509 2.77
81-82 1431 2.66
* - *Percent of October 1 Mambership * !
.
, " Figure 8. TOTAL NUMBER OF SCHOOL LEAVERS
AND PERCENTAGE OF® MEMBERSHIP
Lo N \\ WHO ARE LEAVERS. -
; : . . L. . . : i.\ ’ ’ . )
. Evaluation Question DZ-1. Are the success rates for tutorial couwrsest
- acceptable? - ' L < i
. . . ) . - N .‘ Y -

Figure 9 summarizes the percentage of students who met competency re-

quirements at the end of a tutorial course during the last four. years,

Attachment~2 provides a more detai&ed,summary by campus. ‘In comparing

-1981-82 success rates withrthose from previOuszyears, several factors
' must be considered.

. 3 . The lack of security of the CAT, expecially the _Form B

Reading Test, was such that the success rate for veading: .
tutorial courses is probably overestimated prior to the ) '
fall of 1981. ' e o o "
e ,Beginning in 1981-82, tutorial tourses begén enrolling N 7
©. students with a 9.0 criterion to achieve., Other stu- . . -
. .- dents, those scheduled to grzauate by 1982, were working B
- L %:toward an 8.5. criterion.- . .

. N~ . - . -
. Béginning in 1981-82, the ITBS was used to test students  *
for competency. The unfamiliarity of teachers and stu-
: , dents with the ITBS, and the fact that the tutorial
: ~ curriculum had been originally directed toward the CAT
. objectives, resulted in some frustrdtion om the part of
~ teachers and possibly students.
Inspection of:the numbers reported previonslyvin Fipure 3, reveals that
if the .success rate of the tutorial courses remaing the same, the number
of students not meeting the higher 9.0 criterion i 1983 will probably
be 3 times higher than the-number who did not meetthe8 5 criterion in o
1982, ' : .

rd

Ve -
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. . _ _ . 'NUMBER OF TUTORIAL
. ‘ : \ ) - STUDENTS WHO DID NOT
, ' - TAKE THE ITBS IN%
Time of -Test |V Mach | Reading o
Testing |Form | % Met % Met . SCHOOL MATH READING
. ‘ 197879 fay | B | 50.9 | 39.6 ' = S .
Ty wincer T—B | 64.2 48.8 _ ANDERS'ON 2 0
spring B 7‘2.:3' - 53 3 ' AUSTIN 0 o
. ' 1979-80 fall'| B %8.8 57.9 | CKETT L
. . wincer A | 479 20.6 CRO 10 1 :
~ spring B 68.8 | #™4.0 : 1By 2 o '
‘|+1980-81 fall | A, | 58.8 | , 28.5 ST e
spring | B | 65.7 | 4.7 Ja:°“N§T°“- 6 -2
o |1981e82 fal1 | 8 | 45.8 | 14.6 LANIER &8
*A £ * . .
- spring 7 50.1 17.6 MCCALLUM 0 1
» I A T a’.‘ - . .
. *Students who took a spring tutorial : ROBBINS 0 41,
. * * even though they had met competency . .
‘ in tHe fall are included here. See TRAVIS 5 10
: ‘ page 25 for decails. . ) R
SN . w | TOTALS 27 24
- ' #*See Figure 10. These percentages - - :
. would be 53.9% for math and 21.2%
' for reading if the students who mect . Figure 10. %%OFWEW%M
- competency on the TABS or "STEP in COMPETE;CY 0
the spring and did not take the T . 1982 STEP qurgg :
’ ' ITBS in cheir tutorial were inciuded " IHEN DID NOT.TAKE
4 " - . - Mad UL
, . ::iyassme} to be in the met:} cate: THE ITBS IN THEIR
E : 4 . . - . ‘ v , JUTORTAL CLASS.
e . Figure 9. THE PERCENTAGE OF TUTORIAL ST ) A
: , , STUDENTS MEETING COMPETENCY, X A ) B
. ~ 1978-79 TO 1981-82. L o 7
4 \ L] ) ‘.

¥
@

rd

N : . B . ) . t )
- The' success rates for tutorial courses for each semester are important;

skills deficit in one semester and will require more than one tutopial

, course. Therefgre, -an estimate of the.ultimate success rate for the.

- tutorials is the percentage of students who‘have. taken a tutorial (or

. several) who eventually have to sign a waiver letter. Figure 11 provides
data related to this. This figure shows that 9% of the 1982 seniors
took at least one .tutorial course before meeting competency in math, and
19 % in reading. At the end of their senior year 827 of these tutorial
takers had met competency in math, aqd 1Y% in reading. (See Figure 12).

- Eual_ua,twn Quuaon D2~ 2 What were the chanacte/mau 05 the 1982
. ,gmduatu who Mgned wa.we}r. Lettens? :

Figure 11 summarizes those characteristics which are dvailable on
computer files. Special education students who were exéempted because
‘they could not be tested validlyueze\also described._

.

Aruntoxt provided by Eic:

Y

however, not.,all students can be_ realistically expected to make pp their

ERIC . - 2g. .

-
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

O

" Figure 11,

z.:*

- a ]

(These data do not include

p}

CEARACTERISTICS oF STUDENTS SIGNING LETTERS OF WAIVER OR USING SPECIAL
EDUCATION EXEMPTIONS, 1981-82 SENIORS.
graduates from special schools.)

oV . - . [,
Y ‘ " ‘.
A
A v - s
, L.
. ~ Students B
: o N Using A
. ] L Students Special
. Signing Waivers Education All Seniors
Characteristic Reading Math Exemption in AISD
d . g — » N -
Number of Tutorials Taken A
Reading:. 0 N 24 36‘ 99. 2734
1 56 23 1 . 252
2 : 1 8 26 .6 146 §
1 L) 4
v 3 32 6 0 L3
.4 - ! 2 0 ) 0 4
- ‘ ' . R -
Mach: + O 71 25 " 106, 2804
. 1 L 62 . 51 . 8 3137
2 : 10 I 11 \ 0 44
3 .5 3 1. 10
4 - 4] N 1 2
‘- * .,. - " ¢
Years in ATISD'High School - - w o N
. A 23 175 6. . 258
2 : o8 = 3 o6 110
3 w9 4 3 129
. 4° 93 52 ~_ 7@\ 2510
' 5 14 /1,3 2 143
6 1 .2 . -5 23
Average 3,47 3.52 3,99 3.71
Average Age on May 31, 1982 18164 - '18.77 19.13 18.26
Sex 5 iy . :
Male = 40% 51% 75% - 50%
Female ¥ - 602 49% 25% . . 50%
. . e ¢ .
Black 53% 482 S 41% ¢ 16%
Hisparic. ) 29% 24% 222 20%
Anglo/Ot:her . 18% . 29% 367% W 647 -
=~ . . :
Hours per Day of Special Educa.t:ion S
Inst:ruct:ion . '
<or=3 . 10 9 25 -
. >3 2 2 91 -
Limited-English Proficiency
‘LEP at Graduation 9 0 2 31
Exiced from LEP N 4] 4] -0 3
. Never LEP- 139 91 114 3139
Grade Point Average '76.20 75.05 k(7(9.62 e 82.64
Tocal Number of Students 148 91 116 173
. . ?" ~
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) . MATH - ¢
. MET MINIMUM COMPETENCY \ .
’, " REQUIREMENTS /
,’ Ay, by
H \ *
'8 &
. b T % - READING
¥ . ' MET MINIMUM COMPETENCY
~ - REQUIREMENTS |
L]
Figure 12. PERCENTAGE OF 1982 SENIORS WHO MET COMPETENCY AFTER TAKING
» ) AT LEAST ONE TUTORIAL" COURSE.




¢ . . oo
8176% e ‘ 4q - \ - . S, | . A

~ Ev uaix.on Quu n 02-3, whax_ changes in the measurement, reponrting, :
necond—keepm System were made in 1981-827 . Y .

l. The ‘Californmia Achievement Tests (CAT) was replaced
: , . by the Iowa Tests of Basic Skills (ITBS) for-all. .
.. special and tutorial testing. The official decision
' to change was.made during the summer of 1981, and
e M many administrators and teachers were caught by ) >
. surprise when the TITBS was administered “in the fall

s 2. The Competency File was programmed to be accessible

on the CRT's at each high school campus. This provided

the capability to each ecounselor and registrar to view 4 .

the current competency testing and status record ypf * ' ’ .

. each student and to send a messagefto ORE reporting ' L
any discrepancies. See Attachment 4 “for documentaﬁion. ‘ .,, o

3. The revised policy and procedures for 1ncluding special
education students in stamdardized testingwereimplemented
: Each student's Admission, Review, and Dismissal (ARD)
“ ‘ ' Commfittee now determines whether the student can be
validly tested. Those who cannot-be are exempted.
Details of the procedures and reporting forms are in-
.cluded in the Systemwide Technical Report. . '

, 4. Differentiated Report A was revised to show which.

! students are currently enrolled én a tutorial course
and which students have.been exempted from competency
testing by their ARD Committees. This was a response
to a request from counselors to have a list from which
they could determine which students should be tested
in special sessions. B . o

S *Some limited-English-proficient (LEP) students no l%nger
are required to take a tutorial course., The Language
Proficiency Assessment Committee (LPAC) may determine
that a LEP student should not takea tutorial course if
that student's English language proficiency is below the
level required to benefit from the tutorial. ‘A LEP stu-".
dent may submit a letter of waiver without having taken
a tutorial if the LPAC recommends courses other than.a
tutorial. ' See Attachment 5. )

¥ o 6. TABS scores from other school districts now may be used

N - ~-  to meet the competency requirements. The transfer stu-
* ' dent's official recoxd must contain the total raw score
to be valid. See Attachment 6.

18 ' 25




Evaluation Question DZ-4.
and recond-keeping system are needed"
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1.

" they need them.,

-one_last chance to -meet competency."

'a'prior request were tested and ‘others were turned
’ away by the testefrs.

"should be friendly, business-like, but not conmment on

- .behind this is whegperﬁtea ers should test their own stu-

x

what othan changeé A" the meaAunement, neponzxng,

- 3

The dates for special sessions have béen too §¢€Z for
schools\to schedule students based on the competency = . w~
test results., Attachment 7 contains the communicatidns
made concerning this issue. The resolution was .to allow
schools to refuest special session dates as*early as . ?f

, . Y
‘A decision is needed from the assistant superintendent
for secondary education concerning the appropriateness’
of seniors who take an early tutorial test and do not
pass taking another test, at’ the regular time "“to have
ORE denied. such
requests in the.spring of 1982; however, some of.the
seniors who attended a second’tutorial session without

A request has been made by.some counselors to have the
Differentiated Report A show the number of courses
completed in an area.. This will allow them to deter-
mine which students have completed/passed the courses
required prior totaking a tutorial., This will be done
pending availability of the programmer's time.

The Competency File accessible on each high school's
CRT's is not being used to find students' current
status and to send .discrepancy messages. In a meeting
of the High School Data Control Committee on May 6, 1982;
the problem was discussed, and theofollowing recommen-—
dations were made.

. Recommunicate the gvailability of the(ﬁile
in the fall of 1982.

. Call the counselors and registrators to-

~  gether for a meeting to 1earn the procedures.

The instructional cgordinator for math commund:cated to ORE
the dissaﬁisfactigp of some teachers with ORE testers
attitude during testing. - The teachers were reported to
have said the testers were not friendly, wefe too business-
like, and did not tell'the students that -they will do well
on the test if they.try. ORE's response was thlat testers

The larger issue

students' ompetency.

chances tp meet
Currently, they dq\not for test-security reasons.
However, if the Di ict develops multiple forms of a com-
petency test and negates e advantage of teachers' knowing
items, then teachers might test their own students.

g . P . -

dents.

»

»
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. 6. Providing preslugged answer sheets for competency ' - ,
" _ testi avées schoolg and ORE much time. However, . . s
A - the curren plan, printing an- answer sheet in’'the - + ' , I
fall for ny gtudent who has not met competency . . : ; .-
e and . then. reprinting an answer sheet in the spring '
” just for -those who were -tested in the-fall . N . I
T, . end did nou _pass, results in too Juany wasted sheed& ) i .
- - - and too many. hand-completed sheefs. ORE staff ‘ N (
A . needs to de sign a way to produce preslugged answer ST
oo . sheets. for,s acfal and tutorial sessfons to reduce f - - ]
-~ the waste and hand coding. A ~ > .
S I the competency tests ‘and a closer match - s
i ' a%@ eurriculum are needed.. See question . /,/"
< A . R v
D3-3 for opﬁigns. A Lo - -
. \
¥ . . .
. - Evaluation Question 03-1 On wh,mh tuté and a,t what Lunu d,cd the 1982
graduates meet the coﬂoe,tency neqmemenm7 : : . -
Figure 13 shows how 1981-82 seniors f1rst met competency. .If at
student met competency in the same term more than once, the priority
for placement in Figure 13 is as follows: - TABS, special session, STEP,
\\&tutorial testing. Then the numbers of students for fall and spring in
the same category were coqpined into a number meeting competency during
“that grade. '
- ..
L O ) _ . v
T _ - ] 1981-82 SENIORS
’ i : ah READING » MATH
Condition of First - . - -
Meeting Competency: 2 ‘Cumulative |, . . Cumulative
) Requirements J@ % b4 # % %
. . / - v
CAT, Grade 8. 1383 44,5 44,5 1385 44,6 44.6
S.S., Grade 9 2 0.1 44,6 " 0 0.0 44,6
. . ' | STEP, Grade 9 436 14.0 58.6 250 820 52,6
- T.5., Ggade 9 0 0.0 58.6 0 0.0 52.6
. S.S., Grade 10 138 4o 63.0 295 9.5 62,1
STEP, Grade 10 259 8.3 71.4 199 6.4 68,5
T.S., Grade 10 & 0.1 71.5 11 0.4 . . 68.9 '
¥ -] 8.5, Grade 11 ‘1 180 5.8 77.3 274 8.8 77.7
\ STEP, Grade 11 .89 2.9 80.1 71 . 2.3 80.0
N ‘T.S., Grade 11 130- 4.2 84.3 142 . W] 84.5
: S.5., Grade 12 123 4.0 88.3 145 4.7 89,2
STEP, Grade 12 - 53 1.7 90.0 25 - 0.8 90.0
T.S., Grade 12 18 0.6 90.6 61 2.0 92.0
. SOME OTHER TEST* ¢y | 6 0.2~ 90.8 14 0.5 92.4
NOT MET COMPETENGY 287 2 100.0 236 7.6 100.0
* s 4 :
TOTAL # OF SENIORS 3108 100.0 100.0 3108 100.0 100.0-
.5, = SPECIAL sr:ssrow‘ T.S. = TUTORIAL SESSION
*Ocher test probably TABS; t:ip;e of cescing not indicated .
b Figure 13. HQW 1981-82 SENIORS FIRST MET MINIMUM COMPETENCY REQUIREMENTS.
. .’ "
¢ , A .
o ) . 20 ' f
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levels.
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3Figure 9 and Attachmqgt 2 prov1de the percentage«e
. competency during gach twtorial‘and special session since fall, 1978.
Figure 14 displaygé%hé tutorial passing rates-at the different criterion
In the absence’ of any other explanation,othetdrop in\guccess -
rates for the tuterial cOurses appears to have beegy a result moxe¥®of the
- ‘change in te;%h (CAT td. ITBS) than in the* change'gi
This decrease would have been expected for reading tutorials since the
security of the CAT vocabulary items had not been maintained.
’ for math tutorials may reflect a réduetion in the match between the test
‘used and the tutorial curriculum. .

o

Eva@u.ai;wn Que/szwn D3-12, .W{mt was the uppac,t 0§ the, zswuch to a;,ﬁie ITBS‘? )

é’gtudents who have met -

criteria (8.5 to 9.0).

v R : rw) }
- Y .
1981482 . 1980-81
COMBINED |
- 8.5 S 3.0 (8.5 & 9.0)] @&
I . DATE | # TESTED # PSS 7 PASS | # TESTED # PASS % PASS|. % PSS’
‘ B FALL 194 63 2@ 595 140+ 23.5 37.9
: | sPrING 144 2 22.2 663 .203  30.6 52.1
R [
(| Figure 14., TUTORIAL PASSING RATES FOR READINO, AND MATH COMBINED, 8.3 AND 9.0.
. Y . - .

.

]

A decreaée.

. o % u
: - *Ex\

What options are avaifable for futuwre compe‘x\‘l

. -

'Evaluation Question D3-3,
tency tests?.
4

1l.. The program could be'continued as it existe. y

2. The TABS alone could be the cempetency measure.

The annual standardized testsA(iTBS, STEP)acould be the
only competency measures, given only once a year.

’

An 1céﬁ\g_3k could be assembled to allow the generation
of multiple, parallel forms of a competency test.

”
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Recent court:cases have defined what constitutes a defensible minimum

competency requirement.

encies.

. A valid measure of these objectives.
. v

. Assurance that the skills are actually taught.

. Early assessment and identification of those needing

remediation,

~

Valid objectives which describe those skills which are
truly basic comp

« Remedial or tutorial assistance for‘those needing it.

o Multiple oppdrtunities to pass the competeﬁcy test, b

2w

J_Figure 15 compares the four progams/options shown above on the six
characteristics of a legally defensible competency. program.

TYPE OF PROGRAM

Figure 15. COMPARISONS OF STRENGTHS AND WEAKNESSES OF COMPETENCY PROGRAMS oN

A LEGALLY/DEFFNSIBLE PROGRAM,

- 22

Y

COMPETENCY Standardized
PROGRAM Current TABS Tests Item
CHARACTERISTICS Program Only Only Bank Comments
. . 'Y B
Valid Objectives ? + ? +, An icem bank built around the
. : TABS objectives uses objec-
tives set through an elaborace
statewide effort, . Current pro-
gram objectives were shaped by
the CAT gskills rather than
being seét from che ground wup.
Valid Measure ? + ? + All tests can probably be shown
' to be valid for the objectives/
skills measured., However, un-
less the objectives are valid,
, - the test cannot be.
Skills Actually Taught | - +! : - + St:andardized tests meaeure such|
to ] : a wide range of skills that as-.
suring that all are taught is
problematic.
Early Assessment + + T+ T All begin by grade 9.
Reﬂedig}./'rut:orial ’ . ‘All identify students ‘prior to
Assistance + + L+ + start of tutorials in grade 11.
Multiple Opportunities | + ? ? + TABS and standardized tests only{.
) . allow testing just once per year) - .
+ = Strength ? = Unknowh - = WYeakness

SIX CHARACTERISTICS OF
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Evaluation Question D4-1, How many 1982 graduates who signed waiver:
Lettens wene special education students? -
Figure 16 shows how many special education students signed waiver letters

because they were not exempt and did not meet competency in reading and/
or math. .

NUMBER OF SPECIAL
"EDUCATION STUDENTS

J 1981-82 19§9-81

Signed letter in mach only 4 4
Signed latter in reading only 5 )
Signed lecters in both 8 "7
§ Total number signing at least
one lecter 17 16

Figure 16. NUMBER OF SPECIAL EDUCATION STUDENTS WHO WERE
NOT EXEMPT AND SIGNED WAIVER LETTERS.

i

Evaluation Question D4-2., How many special education Aztuden,&s weste
exempted by thein ARD committees §rom competency testing? 04 these,
how many received more than three howts per day of special education
senvdce?

Figure 17 shows the number of graduates who used at least one special
education exemption and received more than three hours per day of special
education service,

Number of hours “ . Number of : \
per day of spe~ . graduates using
cial education at least one
;\\;;’//////’N\\\ service N - exemption
. . 3 or less 25
More Ehan 3 109
Total 134

g

Figure 17,  HOURS PER DAY OF SPECIAL EDUCATION
SERVICE FOR SPECIAL EDUCATION GRAD-
UATES USING AT LEAST ONE EXEMPTION.

3 28 .

7 ' . . : i
. . : ]
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Information Quuaon 11. What will be the 1982 TABS minimum competency
Levels? : , ‘

14

Attachment 8 contains the frequency distributions for the scores of stu~- °

dents who took both the TABS and the STEP in 1982. TFor the third year
‘in succession, a TABS raw score of 37 was equated with the 9.0 graduation
competency requirement on the STE? :

ADDITIONAL DATA AND DOCUMENTATION
"Eighth Gradens Noz Meeting Competency Requirements, 1978 Thaough 1982

Figure 18 shows the number and percentage of eighth graders who did not
meet the 8.5 and the 9.0 competency criteria from 1978 through 1982,
For the last two years, the percentage of students who have met compe-
terncy on their first opportunity has increased.

READING. MATH

) BELOW 8.5 BELOW 9.0 . BELOW 8.5 BELOW 9.0
YEAR | TEST | # TESTED L Z L 4 # TESTED 4 b4 # 4
1978 CAT 4648 | 2388 S1.4 2622 ' 56.4 4565 2382 52.2| 2756 60.4
1979 CAT | =~ 4594 2402 "52.3| 2640 58.1 4594 2300 50.1| 2699 58.1
1980 | ITBS 4035 | 2191 54.3] 2400 59.5 4035 2050 50.6 2346 58.1
1981 | ITBS | - 3810 1847 - 48,5 | 2062 §4.1 Jsz21 1752 45.9| 2034 53.2
1982 | ITBS 3638 1667 45.8 | 1878 51.6 3627 1576 43.5] 1866 51.4

figute 18. NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF EIGHTH GRADERS TESTED WHO DID NOT MEET
8.5 AND 9.0 COMPETENCY LEVELS IN 1978-1982.

[ 4
Communications Refating to Minimum Competency Activities

<
Attachment 7 contains the communicationg sent during the 1981-82 school
year relating to the minimum competency requirements.
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DOCUMENTATION OF ‘A PROBLEM: INCORRECT MATH COMPETENCY CRITERION FOR ITBS
FORM 8

The ITBS Form 8 was administered as the competency test in the fall of

1981. The raw score criteria set for each competency level in reading

and math were incorrectly asyumed/determined to be the same as for

Form 7. Figure 19 shows the raw score which most closely matches the

8.5 and 9.0 criteria. (Note that the 8.5 criterion is actually an 8.6 ‘ '
criterion since the sixth month of eighth grade was originally used as

the criterion date for "average performance in the middle of grade 8.")

<
Raw Score Criterion for
Test Form © 8.5 © 9.4
L Reading 7 87 ‘ 61 .
S : 8 57 62 ’
Math 7 . 6l 67
8 51 58

E;igurl 19. RAW SCORB CRITERIA WHICH BEST FIT
8.5 AND 9.0 STANDARDS

Obviously the use of Form 7 criteria in math for Form 8 tests resulted
in fewer students meeting competency standards in math than was appro-
priate. The test results for all students from the fall of 1981 when
| Form 8 was used were recalculated to determine correctly competency
status in math. Reading competency was not recalculated since the ap-

' parent discrepancy was only one raw score point and was in the favor of ,
, ¢ the students. Figure 20 summarizes the impact of the change in the math *
: criterion. : ‘

# of students who met math
oompetency but were not
originally credited.ccecsceccscsorcesassl??

# of students who met mach . ‘ ’
. competency on a subsequent '

C@SCecccsnscsscastsnssvcstccscccacsecos 75

# of studencs who did not
meet math competency on a
subsequent ZeSteeecccsscssacsccscsssseell2

# of graduates who had signed
oo "a letter of waiver but who
- should have been credited :
with math competencyeeccccsscssssscses 14 . :

Figure 20. IMPACT OF THE CHANGE IN MATH
) : CRITERION FOR ITBS FORM 8. °

o

Attachment 7 includes the communications sent regarding these changes-—
including a letter to graduates who had signed an unnecessary waiver
letter.
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81.76 . ’ ' . (Page 1 of 4) .
' ' o - .
. ¢
% « <.
Ve : , AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
' « 7 Office of Research and Evaluation
May 24, 1982
X
\ TO: High School Principals ’ .
0 mou Gl Ligmpg e o ‘
' SUBJECT: 1982 Graduates with Special Education Exemptions or Latters of
o Waiver ’
N .
Plesse complete and return the attached forms as soon as your records
for 1982 graduaces are complete. Rick Battaile is avallable in our

office tc answer any questions you have (458-1227).
l . The three forms are:
, A. Graduates Who Used a Leﬁ;:ter of Waiver
| 8. Graduates Who Used a."S)pecial Education E:;emptioﬁ

c. 'ro_tal Number of 1982 Graduates

- o s ‘ - .
closyre . . :
2 . . . ) ’ -
cc: Regiscrars ! -
© . Building Test Coordinator for Min. Comp. o
Maud Sims . R
J. M. Richard . : o
- . r .
7D VY
./ 7. >s
Approved:_"fﬁ ({L, A A’{(CZ\ .
Director of Research and Evaleation * \
.\"‘ EX
Approved: V' Y At M/ - _
" Acting Assistant ‘Superintendent for Secondary
: . )
. (3 |}
) \ ‘ ' oo - .
. " 4
P
O - 27 .

ic T 32
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
Office of Reseerch aad Evaluazion

G ) ;r hd _
' 982 GM.DUAT” W20 USED A LETTXR -OF WAIVER :

. " scaooL: N . . f
RN Q . - v N

PERSON .COMPLETING THIS FORM: . .
The followiag Janusry and May, 1982 gradusces signed a lecter of vu.vct in u-u of ometing .
che compacency nqui:mnu in the arsa(s) checked.
s:udcm: Name ~ Susber Reading Math
N i .
' .
Al
- } ——————— — — .
I3 P
-——— - ——— — —pa— .
¢ T e - U —%
J
——————— —— —— 4
1 Y L
. “ ——————— ——— —_ N
ﬁ — i e — — ——
¢ \ . R B - - \
\ LTI
" - _._ - ' — —
. ~ T ——— — : .
L - = . - - m—— g
. R )
N P U — f—
| Cd e m R — 1
: R b |
" .
e ——— R — — '
- —m—m - v—— c—
. - @ mmmeesses .
o .
b .
2lease retum this list co: Rick Baczaile,’ 0ffice of Research and Evaluacion, Box 9
-~ . N u K .
’ . : i1
\ 7

‘e o N

A 11701 Provided by ERic: . . .
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81.76 - ATTACHMENT 1 ,
' e
_ N D : (Continued, page 3 of 4)
\ . ¥ : . @ RS
. - . - v
. )
¢ o ‘ .
. ° M .
23 N
~
Te : AU?‘IN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT .
: : N office of Research and Evaluation
~ . N
\ 1982 GRADUATES WEOQ USED & SPECTIAL .
- ' o L .
~ - [y N - . . LT
_ P SCMOL: { . .
~ * M . s
- ’ PERSON COMPLETING TAIS FORM: I A *
. ' : N -
- The following grade 12 d vere pced by theiz ARD Comsitctess from the ainioum
- . compeatency tescing. Plesse add to or revise this liscing based ou informacion at your )
. - campus. . s - : .
S . .
X a - ’ Did this studenc
. . . graduage in’ either . _J
- . ¢ Y Exampted Ln) January or May, 19827 t
@ ‘ PO Sculent Yame Nurber eading Nech ves Mo : '
[ X . ) . . L
¥ il = = e = — |
../ v o . ~ ’
Q“QL e e - ————— - — —— — — 7
) _+ e ———  —_— L — , —
- —_— e = ——-— — R — —
ot ___—L—— iy - - PR —— — — - .
__‘,,.._‘_____——— ——————— — — —_— —
' e emmmm == — —_— —_ =
. it ~ . R . . \‘ N
P R——-— - ——— P —— — as—
P S — — — — .
—_—_———  memm=s — — -— -~
4 " ! '
e —————————— -—— — — — —— N
* : - , ' :
-t e — — — —
Y . N )
——— =i el — — — — ’,
- e - —_— — — — “
¢ h . .
—_————ee.||| e m———— - —_— —— — —
< . ‘ .
. P —— ) - - - — — * —— d———
w . N [
. P — e == —_ —_— —_ —
. : \ X 4
— —————— —_— — —_— —
- *1- \7 .
» - S e = —_— — — — ‘. 7 ) :
- mmmmm=- e —— —_— — )
. P——— ‘ — - — - - — c— o=, ——— ~
_______. - - - - — — — ——
- ___“_———— -—— - - — P — — )
: —————————————— e el ——— ——— dma — ‘
l'_ . o R U -~
3 T . ’ v :
NOTZ: If any studencs have.cac coxpetancy og.tha STEP, 1ITBS, TA3S, or CAT, their . . i T
- conpecancy score will replace their exe&peion o our records. Plesse return this
ld.'s: eo:  Rick Satgaile, Office of Ressxtch and Evaluacion,s Box 79+ <
-3 . .
R - . . . . Lo
) [} . i
- .
o 29 :
M * //

N
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81.76 C . . ' (Continued, page 4 of 4)
. L]
13
~ 5 . A
LI
v_o m . . . N » Al ‘ . . . -
., ' AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
» . . T O0ffice of Research and Evaluation
’ « \ ’ & j )
. ' TOTAL NUMBER OF 1982 GRADUATES
.
SCHOOL: ’
PERSON COMPLETING THIS FORMs ‘ : :
. ‘ . A .
' ] The total number of January and May, 1982 graduates for this schoo;
' year is . o 2
P
- ~
¥ i
N4 ot
L]
N &
L. PN
a‘ J” hd -
- ' - . s <~ -
- . ' k
Please, regturn this form to: Rick Battaile, Office of Reselarch andgwaluatioﬁ
. L J
’ \ ) . .
9 ‘ .
[
/ »-
) ‘ ! s So=
d L
| - - B
. R . .b * ) " e
O ‘ . . .- ) ) 30 - 3 e

e .- o - . ‘..D "
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i

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT °

M TOTAL

F - .
: 0 MATH READING
TIME OF R ) — T s ‘
N TESTING M| MET | NOT MET| TOTAL | Z'MET | MET |NOT MET| TOTAL | % MET
1978-79 fall B| 373 %5 | 718 | 51.9 | 353 439 792 46.6
o _ wincer B} 662 466 1128 | 58,7 | . 268 393 - - 661 40.5
/ 3 spring B| 408 324 732 | 55.7 276 440 716 | " 38.5
1979-80 fall B| 839 532 1171 | 6L.2 |* 457 438. | 895 51.1
< winter A| 418 526 966 | 4403 | 260 513" [ 773 33.6
spring B| 365, | ' 408 773 | 47,2 | 249 551 | 800 31.1
1980-81 fall a| 722 845 1562 | 45.1 600 967 | 1567 38.3
. spring B 347 861 1408 | 38.8 419 | 1063 | 1482 28.3
1981-82 fall 8| 566 7027 | 1268 | 44.6 430 939 | 1368 3.4
y sering 7| 455 | 836 | 1201 )‘35.2 307 | 1204 [ 1511 | 20.3
P y y
F__ s SPECTAL SESSION _
- of MATH - T _READING
Tretme o vEr | wor wer| ToraL | z mer | ser |or x| TomaL| % v
L. JAe78-79 fall B} 254 S 20 4 486 | s2.5 275 320 595 | _46.2
wincer' B|- 326 390 | 916 | 57.4 195 315 510 38.2 .
spring 3| 267 270 | 537 | 49.7 | 195 369 | 564 34,6
_ 1979-80 fall B| 416 431 | 1047 | 58,8 358 366 724 49.4
wincer A| 315 |. 4ls 729 | 43.2 232 405 637 36.4
. e _ spring B| 224 [y 344 | 568 | 39,4 | 161 439 | 600 26.
1980-81 £ Al 581 746 1327 | 43.8 | 447 | 584 | 1031 43,4
sprin® 3| 362 757 1099 | 31.1 174 775 949 18.3
1981-82 £a11 31 312 508 820 | 38.0 .} 244 471 715 | 36,1
7 “spsing 7| 266 | 660 926 | 28.7/] 193 | 756 | 949 | 20.3
: - TUTORIAL
T 7 0 VATH 1 READING
ey 21 wer | wor ver| torar | z ver | & |wor wEr| Torar]| z »
TESTING . M T ¢ ; ! T
, 197879 fall 3| 119 115 236 | 50.9 78 119 ) 197 39.6 ,
winter B| 136 76 212 | 64,2 73 78 151 | 48.3
spring B| - 1ol 54 195 | 72.3 81 | 71 | 152 | 3.3
. . 1979-80 fall B| 223 10, 326 | 68.8 99 72 171 57.9
wincer_ a| 103 | 112 | " 215 | 47.9 28 108 136 20.6
spring 3] 141 '64 205 | 68.8 88 | 112 200 44,0
1980-81 £all A| 14l 99 240 | 58.8 153 383 | 536 28.5
.. spring B|_ 178 93 271 | 65.7 | 225 278 | 503 4.7
/ 1981-82 fall 8} 137 162 299 | 45.8 73 | 43 507 | 14,4 ° / -
. spring 7| 168 167 335 | 50.1 | 93 43 | 527 17.6
i . q E
y
P . SENIOR TRANSEERS
o o 4 vamm READING «
TIME OF R o [ v . »
. tEstmve | ET | NOT MET| TOTAL | % MET m__uo'rmz'r TOTAL | % MET
- 1980-81 fall A _ : '
: spring 3(* 2 11 38 ) 711 0 10 30 66.7
{ 1981-82 fall 8| 117 32 149 78.5 | 13 | 3 147 | 76.9
: ‘w¥ ' spiing 7| 21 9 30° | 70.0 21 14 35 60.0
N O - - 32 . |

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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TIME OF
TESTING

1978-79 fall
winter

. -spring
1979-80 fall
winter
spring
1980-81" Zall
spring
1981-82~£all
’ spring

TIME OF
- TESTING

1978-79 fall
P winter

spring .
1979-80 tfall

wianter
spriag

1980-81 fall

spring
1981-82 fall
spring

TIME -OF
TESYING

1978-79 fall

o

wintar

. spring
1979-80 .fall
winter
spring
1980-81 £all
: spring
1981-82 fall

spring

Xmwohn

Kmom

~S0 WP WwWronWwww

XmOm

~N 0o Wh Wk W W

ATTACHMENT 2
(Continued, page 2

Ntk W w

ANDERSON HIGH
. A X
: TOTAL -
 VATH READING
MET | NOT MET| TOTAL | % MET | MET |NOT MET| TOTAL | % MET
‘ . »
74 39 113 65 54 41 95 . 57 .
130 61 171 76 21 3% 55 38
56 28 84 67 24 29 .53 45
126 63 189 67 56 2 83 . 65
40 41 - 81 49 36 55 62
10 16 26 39 20 2 52 " 39
7% | 99 | 173 43 53 83 | 136 || 39
50 97 , | 147 34 38 135 173 22
33 & (| 77 43 21 I,78 99 21
21 63 | 84 25 29 51 | 180 16
SPECTAL SESSION. :
MATH READING
MET | NOT MET| TOTAL | % M MET |NOT MET| TOTAL | X MET
. ;l ' N
68 33 | 101 87 46 36 82 56
122 36 158 77 19 33 52 37
8 26 74 35 24 27 51 47
123 60 | 183 67 51 29 .1 80%| 66
36 38| 7 49 32 19 51 63
7 L 19 37 18 28 46 39 .
60 87 | 147 41 35 18 53, 66
41 87- | 128 32 15 85 100 15
26 30 56 46 13 30 43 30
16 48 64 25 "19 123 162 13
N TUTORIAL .
MATH J . READING
MET | NOT MET{ TOTAL | % MET | MET |NOT MET| TOTAL | % MET
6 -6 - 12 50 8 5 13 62 -
8 5 13 62 -2 1 3 67
8 2. 10 80 0 2 20 -0
3 3 6 50 3 0 3 100
4 3 7 57 2 2 6 | 50
3 4 7 |63 2. 4 6 33
14 ‘12 26 56 | 18 65 83 22
9 10 19 47 23 S0 73 32
71 16 21 33 8 48 56 16
5 15 | 20 25 10 28 38 26
, . .
% . ’
v "
3 '

of 12)
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¢ _
’ . »
A—q\ ’ ’
b ——
..
. J ( B
'\- . ’ :-/ ’
_ AUSTIN HIGH -
’—‘ - ¢
. » TOTAL . N
. 0 MATH i 7 Rgfmc
TIME OF ~ R N : .
TESTING | VET | NOT MET| TOTAL | Z MET | MET |NOT MET[ TOTAL | % MET
1978-79 fa11 B| f 30 2 7| 50 o 60 | 36 23 | 59| 61 - £
. winter B 6 7 | 43 } 60 |- 42 6 48 88 ' T
spring B 2 5 17 71 | 23 43 66 35
: 1979-80 fall 3B|( 131 69 200 .66 106 50. | 156 68 "
. vinter A 0, 102 212 52 |, 81 124 205 | 40 .
L spring 3B 1 5 s 17 71 9 8 | 17 |- 53 )
| 1980-81 fall A 84 177 | 261 32 77 191 268 29 . :
| spring B, 43 84 127 3% 59 90 149 40 @
1981-82 fall 8 46 |- 72 118 | 39 27 89 .| 116 23
sprdng 7| 43 89 | 132 33 20 | 103 123 16 v
. . ( - A Y ]
‘\\) F SPECTAL SESSION -
~ - ‘0 MATH READING
TIME OF R SURIT B , 1. o
‘ 1estve w| MET | NOT vET{ TomL | zaer'| er |wor er| roraL | 7 er |
| 1978-79 fall B 23 | 16 39 59 | 29 13 42 | 69 .
| winter 3 22 <13 35 63 § 12 RS B U A - ) :
. spring B 1 o |, 1] 1o | 19 | 4 | 61 $3L _
| 1979-80 £fall B 85 58 143 59 | .80 | .45 125 64
| : winter A 93 85 178 52 81 113 194 42 o
| sogping B - - -] - -2 1 3 -67
. , © 1980-81 E’n A 77 168 - | 245 3 61 125 186 33 A
o spring B 28 75 103 27 16 75 | 1 | 18 :
1981-82 fall 8 29 S4 83 35 .20 42 62 33
soring 7 26 62 T 88 30 | 16 | 49 65 « 25
R
_ F . TUTORIAL o .
SR 0 MATH, _ R READING
Q TIME OF R 1 . — -
Testmne | VET | NOT MET| TOTAL | % MET | MET |NOT MET| TOTAL| % YET
1978-79 fall B 7 4 1 66 - | . Y7 10 17 41 .
winter - B 4 4 8 50 30 - 2 2| 9
: ~spring B 11 5 16 69 .4 1 5 [. 80
. 1979-Bo fa11 B 46 11 57 81 26 5 a1 | 8
. . winter A 17 | 17 -4 50 0 11 11 0
spring B| - 12 5 17 71 7 7 16 |y 50
1980-81 fall A} \7 9 |+ 16 44 16 66 82 . 20
: spring B 151 9 24 63 43 15 | , 58 74 . .
1981-82 fall 8 17 ° 18 35 49 7 47 56 13 ’
spring 7 17 27 44 39 4 54 58 b7 :
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" SPECTAL SESSION

81 ' . / o Lo ATTACHMENT 2 _ B
.76 K (antinu'egl,-pagel4 of 12)
[
. v . ?
] .
- .
. ' A .
: \ 2
. B ‘ @ ) ' A -
, CROCKETT HIGH . o N\ S
F © TOTAL ‘ . - '
: , 0 YATH ' READING
s TIME OF  Rf oo [ wor wEr| ToTAL | % MET | 2ET |NWoT MET| TOTAL | % MET
_ TESTING M - | B ) ' “
e : 1978-79 fall B 24 18 .42 ] s7 28 18 46 "6l | AT N
' _winter ‘B 95 28 123 | 77 19 13 32 59
‘ spring B| A4 | . 42 | 113 63 21 1T 32 66 . S .
- 1979-80 fall B| .108 39 147 73 | .58 15 73 79 . . -
.  wvinter A 38 39 77 4 1. 6 10 @ 38 :
. spring 2 57 40 97 s9 | 18 .} 20 ; &7 |- ) :
I . 1980-81 fall- 133 '8s | 218 61 124 78 202 61 | . .
. : <spring B 84 .| 148 232 .36 67 131 198 34 ' -
| 1981-82 fall 8 75 80 155 48 4 T 92 141 35 . - ,
I \ spring 7 51 102 153 33 | -S4 | 156 210 26 ' _ AR

- E
. . 0 - MATH READING
TIME OF R ' : —
. zsstrve? wi MET | NOT YET| TOTAL | 2 XET MET |NOT MET| TOTAL | 7% MET
1278-79 fall B 6 5 11 | ss 2 | 12 3% | 65
winter B| 74 20 9 79 13 {0 | 23 57
Lt spring B| 53 40 93 57 11 10 21 52
. 1979-80 fall 3| 93 30 123 76 39 14 53 T4 C <
winter Af 23 29 | s2 4b .2 5 7 29 - .
. spring B 40 32 72 . 56 15 17 32 47 2 -
1980-31 fall A| 119 80, | 199 60 106 75 181 | 59 » :
spring B| 66 | . 143 209 - 3l 33 [ 126 | 159 ] - 2L _—
. . 1987-82 fall 8{ SL ;| -63 | 1l 43 48 71,7 119 40 : :
. : ‘spring 7| 41 | ' 83 124 33 40 13 |» 153 26
- - - . . - Fa
‘ > P -
- C . ; . ad
F. TUTORTAL i .
.0 MATH._ . READING _
TDE OF R up _ : , : : A
_ TESTING. M MET | NOT MET| TOTAL | % MET | MET |NOT MET| TOTAL % MET : o
;. . @hs9 s B| 18] 1 31 - 58 61 6 12 | 50 :
R winter B| 21 8 | 29 72 6 3 9.1 &7 | i
spring B 18 2 ‘20 90 10 b 11 . 91 .
1979-80 £all 3| 15 9 24 63 19 1 20 | -~ 95
* winter A| 15 10 4 25 60 4 - 5 9 4b
. spring B 17. 8 ‘25 68 3 3 |- 6 50 -
1980-81 fall A| 14 s .| -19 <74 | 18 [ 3 21 86 -
spring B 18| o5 23 78 34 s 39 87 | . e
'1981-82 fall 8| 24 17 | 6L | 59 1 21 | 22 5 . LR
spring 7| 10 19 29 | 3% | ‘1l 43 57 25 | oL B
X P ‘-“'. v . : »'
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ATTACHMENT 2
(Continued, page 5 of '12)
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81.76

..tmc

A 7o provided by ERiC

LBJ HIGH
- Lot
. ' F ._TOTAL ) ‘ g .
: ) 0 MATH : READING v
e Rl wEr | ot wex| roraL | g ier | ser |wor wEr] toraL | % sEr '
TESTING M Rl j 3¢t o !
1978-79 fall B 24 31 55 44 51 52 103. | so
. © winter B| 139 38 77 s1 22 38 60 37
spring  B| 117 121 238 49 65 120 | 185 35
1979-80 fall B| 92 .| 49 141 65 36 62 98 37
winter A 14 13 27 62 3 | 16 19 16
spring B| 25 13 38 66 19. 42 61 31
1980-81 fall A| 43 53 96 45 30 80 10 | .27
_ spring B| 43 61 104 41 37 | es 101 37
1981-82 fall 8| 42 65 107 39 17 82 99 17
, spring 7| 50 72 122, a1 |21 92 \)113 19
7
WENIRIN - \
F SPECTAL SESSION '
_ o[ VATH N READING
TIME OF R ' . , ' -
TESTING. y| ‘YET | NOT MET| TOTAL | % MET) MET INOT MET| TOTAL| % MET -
1978-79 fall B 9 7 16 56 42 37 79 | 3
. winter 3| 15 23 38 39 16 30 46 35
3 . spring 3| 86 108 194 44 50 98 148 " 34
1979-3Q fall 3| = 25°| 36 61 41 33 44 77 43
winter . & 1 of i 100.] 1 0 1 100
spring B| - - - . = - - - ‘
1980-81 fall A| 21 33 564 39 16 20 36 44
spring B 22 s1 73 30 12- 38 50 24
1981-82 .£all 8| 16 45 61 26 10 36 | 46 22
spring 7| 16 52 68 2% | 1 38 49 22
. F _ TUTORIAL
v 0 MATH X READING =
TIME OF R .
TESTING - | MET [ NOT MET| ToTAL | X MET | ET |wor MET| TomaL| % MET
1978-79 fall B| 15 2% 39 38 9 15 24 "38
winter B|{ 24 15 39 62 6 | 8 14 43
‘spring B{ 31 13 44 70 15 - 22 37 41
~ 1979-80 fall B| 67 13 80 86 3 18 21 14
v winter A| 13 13 26 50 ., 2 16 18" 1 E
. spring B 25 13 38 66 19 |- 42 61 3L ’
1980-81 fall a{ . 22 20 42 52 % | .60 74 19 .
. spring B| 21 10 31 . 68 25 26 51 49
. 1981-82 fall 8| - 26 20 460 57T 7 46 53 13
spring 7| 34 207 54 63 10 54 64 16
o .36 :




| | 3 ATTACHMENT 2
8l.76 , ~ (Continued, ﬂage 6 of 12)

+. . . N .

-

' ' ' o JOHNSTON HIGH

s .

- ¥ v - , TOTAL , B
T [ 0 N MATH - READING .
o A v, N . » 9 - . . .
gg::gg ; MET | NOT MET| TOTAL | % MET | MET |NOT MET| TOTAL | % MET . ~
1978-79 fall B 65 97 162 40 34 108 1162 | 24
winter B 37 646 | 101 t 37 25 104 129 19
C . spring B| - 69 72 141 49 33 70 103 32
1979=80 fall B 47 87 134 35 49 90 139 5
vinter A 12 66 78 151 .15 70 85 18
.spring B 65 142 | 207 ¢ 31 60 136 196 W |
1980-81 fall A 56 96 152 | 37 " 50 88 138 | 36 | - *
. spring B 69 150 | 219 32 -63 135 198 iz - '
T 81-82 fall 8| 48 102 150 .32 38 | 118 156 24 | - -~
- spring 7 64 139 203 32 42 176 218 , 19 -
F ) SPECTAL SESSION
0 MATH READING
TIME . RE
Tege M wer | wor wer| roraL |z vEr | wer |wor wEr| ToTAL | % T
1978-79 fall B 36 | 69 105 34 21 75 96 22 ’
winter B| .11 53 64 17 15 75 90 17
spring B 46 56 102 | 43 8 52 60 13
1979-80 fall B 24 62 | 86 28 | 25 | /77 102 - 25
winter A 30 4 47 T 6 ‘16 | som| 60 - 17
© spring B 4 128 170 25 32 |- 136 168 9 |’
1980-81 fall A 3§ 89 123 28 22 28" 50 s
spring B 40 134 174 23 19 118 137 14
198182 fall 8 32 71 103 3 29 |- 44 73 . 40
spring 7 43 106 149 29 21 104 125 17
\F _ __TUTORIAL ,
0 MATH ) READING
5?;5;35 § MET | NOT'MET| TOTAL | % MET | MET |NOT MET| TOTAL| X ET
197879 fall B 29 28 | 57 . 51 13 33 46 28 '
winter B 26 1 37 T 70 10 29 39 26
. spriag B{ 23 16 39 59 25 18 43 58
1979-80 fall B 23 25 48 48 24 13 37 65
vinter A 9 22 31 29 5 20 |° 25 }. 20
spring B 23 .14 37 62 28 .0 28 © 100
1980-81 fall A 22 7 29 |- 76 28 | . 60 88 32
spring 3 29 16 45 . 64 44 17 61 72
1981-82 fall 8| 16 1 47 3 9 74 83 .
spring 7 21 33 54 39 21 - 72 93 23
Ve

L | o 37 42 |
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. ‘ o ATTACHMENT 2 |
81.76 . . (Continugd, page 7 of 12)
) \\ . i o
_ KEALING ‘ : I
. ,
\ ‘ F . _* TOTAL ' L '-
‘ o VATH ) READING 7 ,
‘ gﬁlgg § MET |NoT MET| TOTAL | Z MET | MET |Nor MET| TOTAL | T MET | - l
\ | 1978-79 Zall B 9 19 28| 32 13 17 | 30 43 | v
, . winter B| 12 23 35 3% 1| 19 30 37
‘ spring B| 11 15 26 42 8 23 | 31 26
. 1979-80 fall 8| 12 22 % 35 12 20 2 18
winter & 6 15 21 | 29 1 22 23 4
spring B 5 15 20 25 4. 21 | 25 16
1980-81 fall A 4 19 | 23 17 4 20 2. 17
spring 3 6 5 11 55 6 7 13 46
1981-82 fall 8 4 13 17 2% | s 13 18 28
spring 7 8 % | 22 © 36 2 16 | 18 1
F SPECTAL SESSION %
0 MATH — READING — s
TIME OF R ' \ : :
Testme M| YET | Nor yET| Torau | zEr | MET |wor wer| Tora| z e ;
1978-79 fall B 9 19 | 28 | 32| 13 17 30 43
winter B| 11 23 34 34 3t 19 30 37
spring B| 117 15 | 26 a2 |8 23 31 26
1979-30 fall B| - 12 22 3% 35 12 20 32 38 |
winter 4 15 21 29 1 22 23 4
spring 3 6 15 20 25 4 18 22 18
1980-81 fall 4 4 19 | 323 17 4 20 2 17
spring 3 5 s |11 5 | . 6 7 13 46
1981-82 fall 8 4 4 13 17 | 2 5 13 18 28
epring 7 8 | 22 36 2 16 18 1 )
£ . TUTORIAL .
0 YATH ) READING
Tt sl MET | ot wET| Torar | zaEr | MEr |wor Mer| ToTAL| % MET
1978-79 fall B| — - - - - - -
winter B 1 0 1 100 -— \n-— -— —
spring B| — - - - - W - -
1979-80 fall B| — — | - - - - - -
winter A — | - - - - - — - ‘
spring B -— —-— - -— 0 3 3 0
1980-81 fall A| — | /= - - - - - -
spring B -— -— -— .- -— — -— -_f d
1981-82 fall 8{ — - - - - — | = -
spring J -— -— - - -— — - «
N - ] j ) ‘ '%\
. _ X .
_ A
o o ‘ B - 38
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. TIME OF
TESTING

1978-79 fall
wintet
' qpring
1979-80 fall
winter
spring
1980~-81 fall
spring
1981-82 fall
spring

TIME OF
TESTING

'1978-@ fall

. .\ mt‘r_

spring

¢ ' 1979-80 fall
wincer

spring

1980-81 fall

spring

1581-82 fall

spring

TIME OF
TESTING

1978-=79 fall
wintar
apring

1979-80 fall

winter
spring
1980-81 Zall
_ spring
1981-82 fall
spring
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ATTACHMENT 2
(Gontinued, page 8 of 12)

NOWP W WW W

TOTAL
) HATH READING
MET | NOT MET| TOTAL | Z MET | MET |NOT MET| TOTAL | % MET
30 2 56 56 19 11 | -0 63
32 36 68 47 7 | 13 20 35
19 5 2 79 4 5 9 4
107 70 | 117 60 | 32 2. | 64 50
15 25 40 8 5§l 16 21 26
13 10 23 57 39 73 | 112 35
72 43 | 120 60 56 69 | 123 44
40 61 | 81 49 36 83 | 119 30
47 37 | 13 35 42 8 | 126 33
49 | 13 | 183° 27 0 | 132 | 16,2 19
SPECIAL SESSION
VATH _ READING
MET | NOT MET| TOTAL | Z )ET | MET |NoT MET| TOTAL| % MET
13 6 19 68 | 13 2 15 87
19 16 35 'S4 4 3| 7 57
i 1 27| so 3 1 4 75
81 s1 | 132 61 28 | "25 53 53
2 3 5 40 35 67 | 102 3
50 29 79 63 4 2 68 65
29 33 62, 47 21 39 60 35
39 65 { 104 8 | -32 47 79 41
28 | 112 | 140 20 26 79 | 105 25
- bl
» . .
TUTORIAL
WATH , READING
MET | NoT MET| ToTAL | % wET | MET |wor vEr| TOTAL| % MET
17 18. ] 35 49 6 9 15 40
13 20 3 39 3. 10 13 23
18 6 | .22 82 1 4 5 20
" 26 19 45 s8 4 7 11 36
15 25 40 /| 5 16 21 2
u 7 18 61 4 6 10 40
22 19 41 56 10 45 55 18
11 8 19 58 15 44 59 25
8 22 30 27 10 37 47 21
21 22 43 49 4 53 57 7
e
J ° »
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81.76\5

TIME OF
TESTING

1978-79 fall
winter
spring

1979-80 fall

winter ”
spring‘\

1980-81 fall
spring
1981-82 fall
. spring

TIME OF
TESTING
1978-79 fall
winter
spricg

1979-80 fall

winter
spring
1980-81 fall
spring
1981-82 fall
spring

© TIME OF
TESTING

1978-79 fall
wintar
spring

1979-80 fall
winter

~ spring

1980-81 fall
spring

1981-82 fall
spring
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ATTACHMENT 2
(Continued, page 9 of 12)}

Nowi -0t w o

NN

&
9 MCCALLUM HIGH
\ .
: TOTAL
_MATH READING
" MET | NOT MET| TOTAL | Z MET { MET |NOT MET| TOTAL [ % MET
35 3% 69 51 48 55 | 103 47
86 83 169 51 34 45. 79 43
3 6 13 54 37 65 102 3b
74 56 | 130 57 f' 43 .54 - 97 44
80 . 97 177 45 5 102 154 34
47 58 |- 99 a1 | 1 73 99 26
52 52 104 50 _ %1 57 98 - 42
% 61 104 41 26 89 115 23
42 41 83 51 39 65 104 -38
37 60 97. 38 22 78 100 22
N »
4
SPECIAL SESSION
MATH T READING
MET | NOT MET| TOTAL | % MET |, MET |NOT MET| TOTAL | % MET
32 2 59 54 37 . 41 78 o
‘81 8o 161 S0 | . 28 35 .63 44
_— — -— -— I 58 ‘89 35
63 44 107 59 41 46 87 47
78 91 169 . 46 52 92 144 36
29 .49 78 37 23 63 86 27
4 42 90 53 39 49 88 44
35 53 88 40 16. 68 84 19
37 ki 68 54 30 30 64 47
22 4 68 32 | 13 48] 61 21
F .
TUTORIAL
MATH . READING
MET | NOT MET| TOTAL | % MET | ME? |NOT MET| TOTAL| 2% MET
3 7 10 0 11 14 25 44
5 3 8 63 6 10 16 18
7 6 13 54 6 7 13 46
11 12 23 48 2" 8 10 20
6 8 25 0 10 10 0
1% 9 21 57 3 10 13 23
10 14 29 2 8 .10 20
8 8 16 50 10 21 3t 32
5 10 15 33 9 3l 40 23
15 14 .29 52 9 30 39 23
e
&
. /.

40
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ATTACHMENT 2

81.76 - ( (Continued, page 10 of. 12)
s . . > - : o o
- M .
i -
\ ’ ' .
o, S g
- »>
REAGAN HIGH
F TOTAL
0 MATH READING .
TIME OF BRI o [ywor wer| TOTAL | % MET | MET |NOT MET| XOTAL | % MET
TESTING X T MET) . ‘ﬁ
1978=79 fall B 11 13 26 46 37 | 80 117 32
Q winter B| . 53 36 87 61 36 58 |. 94 38
spring B 21 {2 41 51 20 .25 45 44
A979-80 fa11 B 59 29 88 67 |, 37 52 89 42 :
winter A| 40 |. 65 105 | 38 29 75 104 28 '
spring B| ' 52 48 100 | .52 32 84 116 28 ;
1980-81 fall A 65 42 107 61 | 46 59 05 | ‘44 ~ v
" spring B 37 62 99 37 ] 25 107 132 19, .
1981-82 fall 8 43 82%| 125 | 3 24 103 127 19
spring 7 41 83 124 33 20 103 123 16
F SPECTAL SESSION. ) '
.0 VATH v READING
TIME OF  R[ . -
resTrne  w| MET | NOT MET| TOTAL "% MET | MET |NOT MET| TOTAL | % MET
1978-79 fall 3{ 3 5 8 38 32 70 102" 31
winter B[ 42 31, | 713 58 31 s0 | 81 |- 38
- spring B 15 18 33 45 12 17, 29 41
1979-80 fall B 49 . 28 77 66 |° 32 47 79 61
winter 4 29 59 88 33 28 66 96 0
spring B 39 47 86 45 21 73 |. 94 22
' 1980-81 fall a a7 | 32 79 60 | . 42 551, 97 43
L " spring B 25 59 84 . 30 9 w16 ¥ 85 11
. 1981-82 fall 8 29 69 98 30 | 2. 80 104 23
spring 7 33 72 | 105 31 16 83, 99 16
“
* : - ) . o
F - TUTORIAL : “
= 0 _ MATH N N READING e
TDEOF R ey | wor uer| ToTar | z vEr | MET |vor MET| TOTAL| % MET \
TESTING M et B : - ! )
1978-79 fall B{ .8 | ' 8 16 | . s0 5 10 15 | 33
winter 3 11 3 14 79 5 8 13 39
spring B 6 2 8 75 8 8 16 50 A
1979-80 fall B 10 1|, 11k 91 5 KR 10 . 50 -
winter A 11 6 17 65 10 9 10 10
spring B) 13 1 14 93 11 1 22 50
1980-81 fall A 18 10 28 64 4 4 8 50
spring B 12 3 15° 80 16 31 47 34
1981-82 fall 8 14 13 27 52 0| 23 23 | . o o
spring 7 8 1 19 42 ) 20 | 26 17 »
. . - . ‘ : . T
-
. L
« a
‘ Q E ’ : . o o [
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ATTACHMENT 2 .

81.76 . ' ' (Continued, page 1l of 12)
. L
‘ {
. ) ‘
’ /
' ROBBINS ’ ’ -
* 1 -
: { o« - TOTAL
0 ‘ MATH —__ READING
e x| wr |sorwer| toraL | zier | wer |vor vEr| Tora| z wr
A}
1978-79 fall B . ‘. , .
winter B : N "
. spring B \ o
’ S 1979-80 £all B|. ‘
* vinter A ) . - “. .
spring B 3 .9 12 25 | - - -— - : .
1980-81 fall & 5 2 |26 19 6 9 15 <40 | ‘
spring B 5 S11 16 31. -3 .6 9 33 |
1981-82 fall 8 6 12 | 18 33 1 6 7 , 14
spring - 7 1 6 7 | 14 1 2 3 ., 33
F _ SPECTAL SESSION.
o MATH ; READING '
}é‘;%?,g \R( . MET | ¥OT MET| TOTAL | % MET [ MET |NOT MET| TOTAL | % MET . o _
. — - " - > -
3 Mo7e=asTall af 8 \ '
’ wincer 3|
spriag B R \ A
* 1979~80 fall B N
wiater A ]
spring B kI 12 25 - -— K —— .
1980-81 fall1 af 5 20 25 20- 6 9 15 40
spring B{ - - = = - - - = .
1981-82 fall 8 6 8 1 43 1 6 7 14
spring 7 0 6 6 0 1 2 3 33
F TUTORIAL :
: o MATH . READING
TIME OF R . ) e )
tEstINe | . MET | NOT MET| TOTAL MET | MET |NOT MET| TOTAL| % MET e
1978-79 fall B . s . : '
: winter B .
-, ’ spring B B
’ 1979-80 fall 3 4 -
. wincer A ! 2 ‘ : .
spring B - - - - - - B -
1980-81 fall A 0 1 1 0 - - - -
spring B} 5 11 16 31 3 6 1T 9 a3
1981-82 fall 8 0 4 4 0 - ~ « w— —
spring 7 1 0 1 100 - - — -
, .
: ’ : . o , 42
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TIME OF
_TESTING

oS

1978-79. fall
winter
spring
1979-80 fall
winter
spring
1980-81 fall
., spring
1981-82 fall
spring

TIME OF
TESTING

. 1978-79 fall
- % wincer
spring

1979-80 fall
winter

spring

1980-31 fall

.  spring
1981-82 fall
spring

TIME OF
TESTING

1978-79 fall

. " winter
spring

1979-80 fall

. winter
» spring
. 1980-81 fall

spring .

1981-82 fall
spring
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(Continued, page 12 ‘of 12)
] l.‘,.
) <
: .0 N
TRAVIS HIGH . '
'
TOTAL :
o _ MATH READING _ .
MET | NOT MET| TOTAL | % MET | MET |NOT MET| TOTAL | % MET
Ly . 1
71 50 121 . 59 33| 3% 67 49
152 102 |25 | 60 | 51 63 | 114 45
25 10 I 41 49 90 46
83 48 131 63 30 3%. | . 66 P. 47
63 63 126 so P 3 57 91 37
82 A 52 134 61 22 - 62 84 26 - R
136~ 153 287 47 | 15 233 348 33
100 130 230 43 -39 206 245 16 -
63 72 135 Y 564 175 229 26
* 69 635 134 51 45 181 226 20
// _ - SPECIAL SESSION
T MATH v . READING _
MET | NOT MET| TOTAL | % MET | MET |NOT MET| TOTAL | % MET ’
— ), :
55 43 - 98 56 .20 17 37 54 . :
129 95 224 59 46 56 102. 45 « ‘
6 6 12 50 29 61 70 41
61 40 101 60 17 19 36 47
46 53 .99 46 25 38 63 40.
57 49 106 54 11 36 47 23
116 147 263 44 72 161 233 31
50 117 167 28 27 143 { 170 16
44 .58 102 43 32, 1% 68 100 kK|
33 59 92 ‘36 28 101 129 22
TUTORIAL
VATH . READING
MET | NOT MET| TOTAL | Z MET | MET |NOT ﬁzr TOTAL | % MET v .
16 7 23 70 13 17- 30 43 . C
23 |, 7 30 77 5 7 12 42 -
19 T 23 83 12 8 20 60 : T
22 8 30 73 13 15 28 . 46 T
17 10} 27 63 9 19 . 28 32 ’ . RO
25 "3 | %28 89 . 1 26 37 30 _ o
18 6 24 75 43 72 115 37 C
50 13- 63 79 12 63 75 .16 S
19 14 33 58 22. 107 129 17 -
36 6 42 86 17 | 80 97 . 18 T L//)"i_
r B . e
43 o |
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FORMS FOR SURVEY OF 1980 GRADUATES WHO SIGNED WAIVER LETTERS
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

. ATTACHMENT 3
- (Page 1 of 6)‘- '

©.

' ADSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHCOL DISTRICT o,
Office of Resesrch and Evaluation -

>

v

’1981-82

 FORMER' STUDENT INTERVIEW s . °
v W v Dir ggiogé to :ﬁg i’g:gﬂgs;' - e . ‘
1. Ar. lust: three attempts will be made to gmuc: each f.omr s:uden:,

*  the initial call and two callbacks. »
2. Place the call. Ask to spesk to the former student. If the student

is not there, inquire when or how the student could ‘be reached.. Then
follow up hter.

3. Nota the disposition of each call by using the follou‘.ng abbrev-iacions.

A = No Answer

BZ = Busy

¥R = No Respondent (The respondent is not home or is not at

: the number called.)

R = Refused Interview

T = Terminated Interview (The.respondent began the interview
) but quit before it was comple:ed ) -
" Q= Comple:ed Interview o .

4. There will be no callbacks if the intarview was rerused (R), teminat=d .
(T), or compla:ed ©. - - .

5. Log the area code for sll long distance calls. Also, 111 ou: a long ‘
distance call slip for each long distance call %zade.

6. Raad or pa:aph:i.n the introduction. ' _ .
7. Read the items and mark down the studeat's Tasponses ‘on the Tesponse.
" sheet. Reread items if requested.’ Follow the skip pa::em. READ

ALOUD. EV‘ER!‘IBING WEICE IS NOT ITALICIZED. ’

8. Read or paraparase the conclusicn.
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7  ATTACHMENT 3
P I (Continued, page 2 of 6)

-

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCROOL DIS‘IR?EC'I.‘
Office of Reseazrch and Evaluation

1981-82 . : ST

r

FORMER STUDENT INTERVIEW . : ’ o ‘

L3

monucnoﬂ "Hello. My name is° « I work '
' for the justin Independent School District and we're calling °
former AISD studants to find out what they have been doing
since graduation. Your name was one of those selacted at ) |
pandom from cur list of 1980 graduates. The information = . |
~ you give us will be used to izprove AISD's educacional . ST
p:og:am m.n you help us? Thank you. . N

' , E’irst, Ian going to read scome ‘questions, - !‘ou mﬁmgr :

: each question with one of thase five wozrds: ways,"
"Often," "s:mu.:‘ \:' "Rarely," or "Vaver." Plus- choose
the word which best describes your answ-r. : .

Hark the a‘-uderb‘s‘rcs_vonses o this section on the RFesponse . § T
Shaat, not Belew, Y : :

Sinc- you graduat:ed...

-

1. Em-r often have you n}eded to read be:ter" (Read a’tama"' )
Always ' Ott:en Somet:i:nes ' Rarnly - Never

2. Em-r often have you neaded to do uthcmtics bet:t:er?

O’wd altarnasivasl .

Alv.fays ‘ Often. Somecimes - Rz,rely Never.
Yext, I am going to read some ‘As:a‘t:ament:s; ?lease tell“ge
whether you agree, disagree, of partly agree and partly
disagrae wi:h each statement, - - py )

3. Mora should have been required’of me in high school

If PAGREE, "™ say: 'Would you say. you\s:*ong.y agree ot
-Just agree?" I7 ”DIuﬂGfu " sy: '"Would you say véu
strongly disagree or justc disagree?”

S:ro}xgly Partly Agree, ' - Strongly
Agree * Agree Partly Disagree Disagree Disagrae

4, Cverall, high school adequataly preuared ze’ for Ty present - .
a.ct:iv-i:..es. ) ' !

If "AGREEZ, ' 5" 8cy: '"Would you sdy yod strongly agfee or jus-
agree?” If "DISAGREZ, " scy: "ould' you say you strocagly
disagree or just: disagrec""

4 h

Strongly , Partly Agree, , S:rcngij’
Agree ~ Agree | Parcly Disagree - Diszagrae Disag—en .
) ' " / e,
a " . e,
e ,9
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L 7 Bigh ss:hoc':l should have minimm cunipc:cncy requir.mcx;t:s.

: } " Iff "AGREE," say: 'Would: ‘you say you strongly. [Agrae or just .
, . . agree?" IF "DISAGRE’E‘." scy: ™dould you say you strongly .
. diugru or just disagru?" :

Strongly . . ‘Partly Agres, . — Strongly
Agree - Agree Parcly Disagree Disagree Disagree

v
Mark the st:dent 's rcsvmu to thu gection on the Monthly

- Status Record, ;
‘ Say: Next, T am going to ask you what you have been daing o
. . since ‘graduation. In the first month aftar. you < ’ ,
. .o . graduated-~June 1980--vere you employed, a s:udent:,
- _ o o : . or other t:hnn employed or a student? .
. s . If ZD," skip to A B
. ) _ » IfF E'IfLT " akzp %o 5.. o T
o ) . o If ™ akzp to C. .
- o A, I7 the stuaert was ""‘G"O.T‘D" ard doss not svecz"u, say: "Were \you em=-
8 .. ployed gin the milicary"" . . .
R : . ‘ A
S If "mo," skip to 4.1. : .
o - i If""ES"skzptaAz. ' N . -
. 1. i"x"izerr. say: 'Were you mplayed on a part=- or a full-cime basis?" .
_ v, 2. Then szy: 'Would you please tell me your astimate of vour mnt:hly Lo ,‘7.‘
. gross income? 6’1'111: s before taxes and deduc:ions." o : »
) 3
3. Iy tha studant refuses, scy: ™MOkay. Le:_s go ou." Q
. . . N I
Skip to D.. - ¢ : -
) : ¢ - .
4 4. IF the studdit is ursure, say: "Would you say it was (recd aliernatives)?”
7 (1) under $100 '
- (2) $100 - $300 - : - .-
(3) $300 - $500 . —J . ’
(4) $500 - $700° . L ’ -
(5) $700 - $900 L S
- (6) Above $900 per monch .
: . 5. If tha awdent ean zick a salery c"taga"y, say: "Can you astimata mora
Y o . , . clouly?" :
<. . 6. " I7 the ‘studanz comot, uriite the m,m:bez'-f:f the sclary ecatesory. ,
Skip-to D. : h . ) .
B. If the student was c "STUDENT," seys "Jas that on a. part— er on a ful"-t:..me
: . basis?" .
-~
Skip
¢ ’ . ~ b
' 4
¢
47 " -
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CONCLUSION: Thank you, (name of scudeat), fof taking the time and efforr to

"ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

~ 1. If "czawez," aay:A

6. Continua thoough all 22 Jenths.

 ATTACHMENT 3

"Were you employed, @ student, or other than
employed or a student?”

 Skip to d, B, or C and econtinue. - ' R >
2. If "SAME," say: %;}Lm:g did that concianue?"

3. If the student <g unsure, say: ay. Let's just take it a month
P ’ ' 2t a time and maybe you'll remember.”
, . 5
Skip to D. ‘
4. If the atudent comer dacide betueen o momihs, say: "Was it (name
_ zonth) or was it -(name other month)?" »

b4
S. Wher the student gives cn ezzas monih and year, say: "“iIn (ame wonth -
and year studeat indicated), ware vou employed, 2 student, or other
thay’ exployed or a student?". o - .

-7

Sxip ta 4, 3, or C.

help us.  We really appraciate it. Thanks again.® Goodbye.

i
.

DU Continued, page 4 of 6)
T 81.. 7@ B S ’ ( ' ? p
o 4 q . .

e - : .. -Page 3~ ,
b | - o o -
N - L. If the studant was "OTHZR, " sa@y: "I111 you give me & shore description .

o : A : of what was happening during that _

. - month, (name month)?* Co : )

1. If the student canot voluntser anything, say: "'For’o.iumpl.,\soma ' > _

. ] pecple who are not employed or going to school might describe their : .
S dctivities as 'living at home' or 'looking for work.'"

' 2. If the studant still does not respond, scy: "Okay. Lec's éo on." oo

‘ \ P _

. * Continue with D. . ‘ ' o

0i The next month, (read mdntih), did your status change or rerain the -same?" ‘

’ 1. If "CHANGE;” scy: “Wera you emploved, a student, or ‘other than

. g © . - -exployed or a studeat?" : ' ' ‘
ip to 4, 3, or C and continue. . ' ) o S
2. ‘If "REMATN THZ '\:S'AME',” check the boz in thd uppéi', z'ight-?iand ecorner
_ v . and contiiue with E. B . C o
) b E. And. in the following month, (read rnbnﬁh), did your status change or = L
: remain the sare? o . ‘ )
' g/ﬁ 1. 17 "CHANGE, " say: "Wers you employed, aqs:ﬁdenc, or other ttran’
. , . o employed or a studeat?” . ’ '
: 2. If "SAME," continue with 7.
F. And the fouoﬁfﬁ‘g zonth, (read oonth)? 4

!

*

i
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k1
N KN
A AUSTIY TOEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT B
’ . 0ffice of Msesrch and Evaluacion ) o
’ s uu-cz .
) . - . A‘
FORMER S‘l’UDE.’ﬂ' INTERYIEW - RESPONSE SHEET . ' - '
; - ‘ )
Call Raco®d: .
Srud - Crud Vame: L ; - v
Last Tirst - MI
e N . Phone # D!.spe-i::um Inzerviever’: -
- Dacs of - !  Tize Called Called - (Circls one) Initials .

. lst Callback: ¢ 82 e i.u.h.a. C YA 32 Si RTC E <t
2ad Callback: !/ ¥82 P TN N 5 ) ABZMRRTC . *
3zd Callback: . 1 /82 i l.a./y.:l. ) NAIZMRRTC
. ‘ : A\
éa-na:-:. , . o e .

) - ;J’c
. \ -. ’ ” )
. oa LB
- & %
' L n - ’
.
lesponses to Teems 1-5: g . . : S . .
Cle Avays ofzan Somatizms . " Tarely .Nm: s )

2, -Alvays ofcen Somacizas - | . Razaly - Sever c, N

ot : 3 P . B X >

3. Sgrongly . Partly iAgTaes, ‘Strangly
Agres Agras Partly Disagree Disagree Disagras -
b Stzongly . Parcly Agzes, ) . [ Strongly |
Agres Agres 2artly Disagzes Disagzes . Disagras J
5. S::énﬂd Parely agres, " Scrongly - ) s}
Agtes Agres . Partly Disagras  Disagras Disagas -
. ’* . : e N . - o
B ! 3
. -
. >
. o &
R TURH THIS SHEZT OVER ) . . .
7/ i
£l '
]
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AUSTIN INDEPUNOENT SCII00L DISTRICT
Oftice af Rescatch and Evalualion

1901-82
.

FOIMER STUDENT INTERYICW- MONIHLY STATUS IECOMD

DIRECENONS:  FOR EACH OF T1E 22 MONIIS SHOWMI, CIRCLE THE LETIER OR LELIERS whiQi DESCRI!E TIE SMI)[HI'S LIFE SIAIUS

DURITG THAT HONIH, Sy
IF WE STUDENT WAS EMPLOYED (YE™), INCLUDING DEING IN THE HILITARY ("M*), WRITE TIE STUODENI'S ESI’IW\I[O HOHTHLY
GROSS INCOME (DETORE TAXES AND DLOUCTIONS) IN TIIE SPACE AFTER VIE 8.

T 1F THE SIUKHT WAS 00IH EMPLOYED AND A SIUDENT, CIRCLE BOEIN "E® AND "S* Al GIRCLE "F* ()R "PH HEXT TO 00"l.
IF TIIE-STUDENT NAS OIHER TIAN EMPLOYED O A STUDENT ("0M), WRITE TIE SIUDENT'S SIIORT DESCRIFIION OF WIAT WAS

FAPPENING DURING THAT MONTH--FOR EXAMPLE, "LIVING Al 1OME," :
IF NECESSARY, USE NIE "COMMENIS™ SECTION AT THE 00T10H 10 EXPLAIN THE STUDENT'S ANSWLRS MORE FULLY,
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weoveD
MILITARY
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ATTACHMENT 4
(Page 1 of 4)

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
O0ffice of Research and Evaluation

-

HOW TO ACCESS THE MINTMUNM COMPETENCY FILE

If the scremen on your CRT is noc completely blank, press the CLEAR key, e
"COMP" at che top left corner of the screen. ENTER (as used herein, ZNTER
means press che "ENTER" key). )

NOTE: Siudent nurbers and other deta on the Minimum Competsncy File are o%
tained from the Studens Grada Reporting (SGR) file. It is possidle that so
test records for newer students may be listed under temporary numbers rather
than permanent numbers, or vice versa. : o

"HIGH SCHOOL MINIMUM COMPETENCY DATA COMMUNICATION SYSTEM" and other informa-
tion will appear, with the cursor located in the "SCHOOL" (code). field.

Two modes for accessing the Minimum Competency File are availlable to you:
"INQUIRY" and "BROWSE." "INQUIRY" is best for you to use, alchough both are
basically the same. If you wish to view the record of a student whose school
is unknown, you must use "INQUIRY.” A description of how to use each inode
follows: . : .

INQUIRY . . %

"1l. Since you are accessing a record filed under a unique student
Bumber, leave the "SCHOOL" as."00Q" (merely press che "Tab
Right" ([*1]) key to go immediately to the "STUDENT NUMBER"
field). TIf you do type in a school code, the computer will
search for the student's record at thac school onlv.

2. Type in the student's number. )
3. Type "X" in the "INQUIRY" position, them ENTER.

The test record for chat sctudent aumber will appear. (If the
message "RECORD NOT FOUND ON FILE" appears at che bottom of che
‘screen, verify chat you typed in the correct scudent number,
(Some ‘students may be lisced under temporary numbers.) If the
student number is correct and you typad in a school code other
than "000," type "000" in che "SCHOOL" £fiald, then ENTER.)

BROWSE

. . e
1,  Type the student's currenc school code in the "SCHBOL" field,
In "BROWSE" you are accessing a record filed under a unique
Student number within a school. Since school "000" does not
exist, you must enter a (valid) school code.
2. Type in the student's number.
3. Type "X" in the "BROWSEZ" positisn, chen ENTER,

The saudenc's record, or the record for ché student haviag che next
highest scudent number within thac scheol, will appear. (If the
desired reacord did not appear, verify that you ysed the correct stu-
deat number. also, the student might inadvertencly be lisced in the
wrong school. %o decermipe that, search ysing "INQUIRY.™)

Revised NOVEMBER, 1981
1

52 . | 58
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i

Whea you are finished viewing a record and wish to view an addicional record,
there are two capabilicies available to you. "

a. To browse forward, to the record for the student having ghe
next highest student number within the same school, merely
press ENTER. - - ' '

b. To look at the record of a particular student, use che "FWD"
function. Nocice that "EWD" (forward) appears in the bottom
lefr corner of the screen, with the cursor under the lecter
"F." Press the "Tab Right" ([*[]) key, then type in the stu-
dent number of cthe student whose record you wish to 'see. If
that student is in the same school as the student whose record
is currencly on the screen, merely press ENTER, If cthe stu-
dents are not in the same school, type the school code for the
wstudent whose record you wish to see in the field following

. . the sctudent number.’ (The line should look like this example:
FWD 3939219 002. The two blanks shown are imperactive.)  Press

The record for the desired sctudent or, if t:>he student number
is not found at that school, the record for the studentc nhaving
the next highest studdat number within that school will appear.

TEST R=ZCORD i

The test record for a st:udent:lés two areas. The summary heading provides the -
student name, school, grade, and competency information. Below this is a listing
of test entries for that student, indicating each test taken on which competency
could have been ac!_:ieved and the scores on that test administration. .

an example and interpretaction of each area is on pagle 4,

" DISCREPANCIES

: >
Report any discrepancies between che Minimum Competency File data and your
school's records to,ORE by either of the following methods:

a, Mail information describing the discrepancy and what the
« gcorrect:ed data should be to Tom Roudebush at ORE, Box 79, h
Carruth Adminiscration Building. Use the "REPORT A -
Discrepancy Form" or write the information on.a sheet of
paper.
b. Use the "Message (MSG)" function available on the CRT. A .
description of how to use this ‘function, available in both
the "INQUIRY" and "BROWSZ" modes, follows: .

1. The "message" function is used to indi-

: cate a discrepancy in the test record
\ that is currently on the screem, 350 call

up the test reécord containing the dis- v
crepancy using the procedures described
earlier. = -

2. Notice that "EWD" appears at the bottom
left corner of the screen, with the cursor
under the first letter. Replace the letters

2
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JOTE: ORZ will correct Minimum Compazency .
a discrepancy you teportad has not been co
Jancy Lanier or Rick Sattaila at 45§-1227

pdn’:y.

ERIC
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. . 1)
"FWD" with "MSG" ("message"), then press
the "Tab Right" key ( ) three times.
The cursor should now be under the first
letter of the phrase "TO CONTINUE BROWSE-
PRESS ENTER" (if using "BROWSE") or the
phrase '"STUDENT FOUND-NOW ‘IN BROWSE MODE"
(1f using "INQUIRY"). This is the first
position of the 50-character “message
field." Begin typing your message here,
then press ENTER when you have finished
the messagg. The phrase "MESSAGE HAS
BEEN SENT" will appear. : g

If the length of your message exceeds 50
characters, type in part of the message,
press ENTER, then repeat Steps 2 and 3
above, typing in the remaining portion‘g
of the message. : .

& /

File dtscrepancies periodically.
rrected within two weeks,’ please call
Yo check on the status of this diacre- Pe

y N . -

ATTACHMENT 4 |
(Continued, page 3 of 4) '
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AN EXAMPLE OF A_SUERIARY NIEADING

VMWm#emmm'm

006

. ' / ]
Stadent
mmder
Schaol the ‘
student la
corvently

varollued la

This 1y the code nusbur for

90

Stwleat ‘s

currant

gLinde
Stwdunt ‘e
computency
celrerim.

This could be
R.5,% "9 0,0
or “0.0% (cri-

terion wukuown) .

fomputency codes

(M1ank) = Has nor wot compotency la that subject

MATI
1

1 = Mt cospetuncy dn thut enbjoct

. . - )
Codu nuaber Term (quarier or éamcetur) Lubal codus °
of o teut Y and yoar when studunt mot 0= No compatency
(ues bulow) computancy 10 that subject. * - lubuls have
o which (Y80" musus *79-80,% "N buta went out
student met monne “80-8)," etc.) for thie studeat

computency in
that aubject

AN EXAHELE. OF A TCST. EMERY.

the tout Chat ‘was tukend
1 » CAT 4, Form A

2 = CAT 4, Form B

3 - STEP, Vor
4 - NTEP, Vor

- A
- i

5 « (vurveutly unasulgaad)

6 = TAUS
3~ 1Tu8, Kor
8 = 1788, Fo

INbEX  \ TEST
0. ‘>3

The test fndox nuwbers Is
wersly the nisboes ot the
wntry o thut tlie,
lu the flest Cunt o

Huced o this otabe
. thhe, )

w
[ ]

3

-,

T

YR SCit

W 006

’!‘EE‘(quuncl or
semuster) ang yuoar
whien studunt took
this teus,  (“HO"
meuns “79-80,%
“BIY means 80-81,0
vlu,)

N

School whers the studest took this teut

'
Studunt ‘o grode vien tosred

GR MATW RS
09 031 024

Siuce e test taken was

MRS = Ruw Score

the STEF, thess two scorss

ara the Huth Computation
7 (lute) und Hah Basde
cepea (vight) vaw scorey,

1=Math Ylabol was vent
2 = Reddtng ubul was
sunt y i

. 3= goth suth and ruad-

tny Jubule ucro aent

4

.~ -
Hams under which thie tcot wus tuken

READ RS
028

“The Resding Totsl ruw score

Al} other tueats dave @ Hath '

Tugal row-sedre ouly.

AW

(% ;c; 4 9%8ed ‘pénu-;::mog)

>
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N

. ) i *  AUSTIN INDERENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
: 0ffice of Research and Evaluation

January 4, 1982

-Pa Addressed ‘ v

Glymn LigonB2g— el

Policy and Procedures Manual-——Minimum Competencies for High
School Graduacion, Ravision Rngard.ing LEP Students and Tutorials’

102
FROM:

« SUBJECT:

pages. At the direction.of Lairrence Bufard, a procedurs for freeing
certain LEP students from taking tutorial courses upon recommendation
of their LPAC's has been established ¢pdages 3 and 16). In additionm,
the criteria for the 9.0 competency level on the IIBS has been added

I B o Please rnplacc pages 3, 5;. and 16 in your manual with :hese ravis-d.

GL:1f
cc:

Approved’s

" Approved:

-

,_EK

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Lawrenge Buford
Maud Sims
Jarry Richard

(page'5). , _ . .

/

a%gww/ |

Directzor of Research and Evaluacian

LD 7y

Ac:ing Assistant Suparintendeat :or :econd.ary




. o ' B .ATTACH.MENT‘S'

81.76 : _ ' ’ B ' : (Con_tihued," page 2 of 3)
Q
. L4
N . : |
. ' : Revised March, 1981
. ‘ Revised Decexmbdr; 1981
. Y . ‘}‘

: Ld:t:'nf of Nocificacion

If a student does noc demonstrate Competancy after participating in a Special #
Session, the school may notify the studenc’s parent or guardian thac the stu= .
dent has not yet met compecency and should be placed in a tucortal course,
-(English and Spanish coples of the approved letter of nocification format are

, ' ‘included in Appendix A.) v ’ ’ '

Leccer of Waiver

SR - ® A studenc who is imable to meec competency after comle ons or more Reading -
. Tucorials (RT) or Fundamantals of Math Tutorlals (FOMT) tay place on fila a

“ lecter signed by the student’s parear or guardian acknow edging that the student
proposes co graduate without achieving competence in thac subject. (Appendix B
concains copies of the approved lecter of waiver formac in English and Spanish.) )

The Language Proficiency Assessment Committee (LPAC) may decermine that a
liniced English prpoficient (LEP) student should not cake a tutarfzl course if
thac student's English language proficiency is ow the level required to
benefit from the tutorial. A LEP scudeac! nayFsubmic a lecter of waiver wich-
out having t:j,ken a tutorial 1if q'x\e LRAC recommends courses other than a tutorial.

.For students under the age of 18, the lecter of waiver must be sizned by their -

parent or guardian.’ Studeats who are 13 or older may sign theilr own letter of
< wailver. (If a scudent decides to do this, schools are to notify the student’s:

parent or guardian chac this 2s occurring.) ’ " '

8.5 and 9.0 Criterion I.avﬁis/

o The Board policy that the 9.0 grade level compectence c':it:erio:i become effactive.
with the graduating class of 1983 was operationally defised* through adminis<
tracive decisions to be raflectad in che following statements: :

1) The 8.5 level applies to any student who had 10 or more unics
of credit as of August 27, 1980, regardless of chat studant's
date of graduation; and ) : ,
2) Any'student wich fawer than 10 units of credic as of Augusc 27, .
1980, musc meet the 9.0 level, regardless of that studeat's
dace of graduacion. : R

v

*This operatignal definicion is based on the practical fact thac 21 units of
credit are required for graduacion from an AISD atgh school and ckat normally
,a student with 10 or more units of credit at the begZaning of the 1980-31
school year can be expeczed to be graduaced before the ead of the soring
sexescer of the 1982-83 school year; whereas, those having fewer than 10 unics
of credic ac che beginning of the 1980-81 school year cidn normally be expected
to be'graduaced at the end of the spring semester of che ‘1982-383 school year
or thereafcer.

- 7 |

» \)‘ | l, 7 o “ ' . b
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81.76 o " 'O’f:;. o ' . (Continued, page 3 of 3)
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. : " . Revised Deceniber, 1981

Studants R@c&_red to Take a Tutorial Course

The tutorial course is required for students entering grade 1l who have . 4
completed four semestersyof raading/language arts or earned (passed) two :
units of credit (four sx:ur:) in math but have not met competency in

the subject., - ; . .

_ Students who transfgr into AISD with four semesters of reading/language arts

n completed or with untts of credit (four semedtgrs) earned (passed) in
math are allowed one semester in which to demonstrate competency before they
ars required to taka the cutorial coursa in tHe subject. ” ' ’ .

The Language Proficiency Assessggnt Committee (LPAC) may determine that a
limited English proficient (LEP) stulent should not take a tutorial course
if chat student's English language proficiency is below the level required
6 to benefit from the tutorial.’ A LEP student may submit a lecter of walver =
} : without having taken a tutorial. if the LPAC recommends courses other than
) ) a tutorial. S

/ Final Exanm

At the end of the semester, a representative from ORE will administer a
-  competency test to each math and reading tutorial class at the time of the
o final exan. The ORE representative will give thé test coordinator the
I : results the same day.

o If a studeat does not demonstrate competency at this tite, the student
L should be encouraged to repeat the tutorial course. The course may be
TeoA repeated as long as progress i{s shown or until coupetancy is nec.

If :He student doe's not meet competency after at least one tutorial
course in a subjeet, a latter of waiver may be signed.

.

. B School Preparations ' ’ L
A
The test coordinator should contact ORE at least a week before fizal exams
with the followiag information: . ’ ]
. The number of tutorial classes to be testad :
. The name of the futorial teachers
. The number of students in each class .
" . The testing date and tizme for each class
. The test location (room number) of sach class
e ) The test coordinator should give each tutorial teachar the presluggad answer.
) : i sheets for the teacher’'s scudents., If a preslugzed answer sheet is not
available, the teacher should prepare one for the student. The student nace,
student number, grade, school code, and critarion level (8.5 or ¢.0) should
% be filled in before the testing day. : B ‘

3

A registration form must be prepared for each student being tested (See Fi D
' : : 16 '
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~ ATTACHMENT 6

- - (Page 1 of 2)
: . & Lo
o 2 S -
oy - : AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT ' :
’ : : Office of Research and Evaluation
, i = e

September 11,.1981

T0: Parsons Addressed’
FROM: & . Glyan L?gon and Kevin Macter

"SUBJECT: . Use of TABS Scores from Other Districts -
for AISD Competency hquiramencs )

In response to inquiries from a high school, we have drafted t:‘m :ollowing
addition to eur competency testing program.

A TABS score from another school district may be used

to meet AISD's graduacion competency requirements, . ) ,
. - The transfer student's official record must concaizh\
' t:hn total raw score to be valid.

-

#The adminiscracivn conside"a:ions -ela:%o this chadge are:

1. The TABS is given in the sama wmanner,-st the same t:imn. and scored
by the same service regardless of d:!.st:rict: o

2. If a studeatr is not credited with uae:ing coman:ency. ﬁws:uden:
must be tested in a2 special sessiom.

- .
3. All districts will not send AISD, the iadividual TABS report with raw scores; .
thus, all students will not be able to veriiy their scores,

4, We have never acceptad scores made in another district before because of -
* our lack of knowledge about their testing and scoring procedures_ For
the TABS, these are more standardized. o .

If you approve this change, please indicate below.' We will not:ify the ‘schocls
im;d@:e ly if this change is approved. - :

3

GL:KM:ic ' - ' : Sy

GPProved.&z%ic/f.W//c"’éé’vﬁ\/ - ‘ e ’

Director of Resaarcn and Evaluatiom “

Za A - } o
' approved: /// \,m_‘ ' . :

irector, Second.ary Scho 1 Curriculum

7 / ’ oo ,
approved: //’/ N ifes p ) : “
: Ac:ing Assistant Sugefint:andea: for Secondatry v oo

- @

. . : : .. Y I

-approved: ﬁ{wg,g; éwu h . : M

Associate Superincendent Zor Imstructicn : , -

, /)(,f/[ o /
approved: e ’ v

Superintendent of Schools .
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81.76 ) (Continued, page 2 of ,2) I

. ¥

- AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
. > ) Office of Research and Evaluacion

Septamber 16, 1981

TO: High School’ Principals, Counselors, Reglscrars

FROM: Glynn ugm_ %\ <

SUBJECT: Use of TABS Scores from Other Disctricts
< i for AISD Ccmpectency Requirements - v '

. f

A TABS score from anocther district may be used to meet AISD's graduation
competency requirements. The transfer scudent’s official record must
contain the total raw score to be valid. St

To have 2 transfer student's TABS score credifed toward cle comp@t:ency
. requirements, send =e 2 memo containing the following informaciom.

Student Name

Student Number

Current Grade Level

Reading Total Raw Score .
Mach Total Raw Score .
Grade When the TABS Was Taken

,If you have any questions, call us at 458-1227.

GL:ml

. e . |
Appro_vnd:%’é,ﬁ MLJ

Director of Research and Evaluat:i/u{

Acting Assiscanc Superintefident for Secondary

cz: Maud S ) : .
Jarry § ard . %
Lawrente 3Buford :

. < '
- r
~ i ' .
. , S
- . »
4 6U f
@ , - ) » 62 . ] .
O ‘ . e , . e
ERIC . L | .o o
. . . R : -

o o . . -
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81.76 ' (Page 1 of 16)
[ |
- )
- : &
AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
Office of Research and Evaluation ) ~
September 10, 1981
TO: Lawrence Byford
David Hill .
* : Maud Sims ' -
: Jerry Richard: . :
R _Elgin Schilhab -
Bertha Means - e : ‘

FROM: Glymn Ligon 26, . TR

SUBJECT: Compecency Tescing-Fall Special Sessions

Scheduling of this fall's special competency testing sessions is beginning.
For everyone's beneiit, we need to be clear about which students should be
. tesced. In the past, schools have wanted to test as many scudents as
: possible .to give them as many chances as possible to meet competency '
requirements. The result has been some very large cescing sessions where
up to 91% of che students fail. K

bPage 12 of the Policy and Procedures Manual, Minimum Competencies for
High School Graduaticn, states our carefully choughc out guidelines for
t:his testing. '

Zho Mzy Arsend
Studencs may attand a $pecial Sessiom 1-’:./

' 1) zhey bl_v- cot et the cowpetancy requiresent {n Che subject area;
2) chay are zot curreatly eorolled in a tutorial course iz cim subject
N area; and :
3) viea the Special Session u faz...

Maeh cggg-:-hcv lazding Competency

thay have earted { ed) ot sre they hava complaced or are ia

in the samescer d which they che ssmester during vhich they

vill fiaish esrning two unics of will complete Zour semescers of
. . eredis (four samestery) in math. Tesding/language arcs.

- : JCTT:  Sotice that there is a ..at-'.a:‘wn Seiaen e=xminc pcasingl unics
: . af credit in math ond morpiating screstars o7 recding/langucze =res.
- Tra recson Jor chis Gistingzion is thas the Iundaventals of Yash
(FCM) courses *scoh she acwe skills =3 che Furdcrenzals of Mzzh
Turorial (FOMT) sTurse; uhavecs, na..m,/!a::,-mn =res courzes Lo
T necesscrily cacod ihe scve axilla <3 the Ascding Tuser<al (Z7)
course.

)S:udu:s qualifying for a speclal educaticn exe=ptisn 2ay atand upon the
Teccumaadation of tie ARD.

' ‘ - - -‘ 'i‘

. ERIC

: ,




ATTACHMENT 7

" , » (Continued, pta’ge 2 of

If these guidelines are still appropriace, I would like to send a note
with the following points to eath high school s competency testing
coordinator.

1. The guidelines as on page 12 should be followed.

2. A major purpose of chese guidelines is to ensure that students
have maximum time and instruction prior to each competency test
to increase their probability of meeting competencyy This
reduces the number of students who fail to meet competency in
these special sessions. Testing students as often as possible
just to increase their chances of passing is a disservice to
them when sufficient time and instructiom have not occurred . '
since their last testing. ’

3. * Tenth graders should not be tested this semester unless they
" are eligible for a tutorial course in the spring

4. Students enrolled in tutorial courses should not be tested in
a spacial session.

5. Exceptions do exist, and each school nust make the final decision
about whom to test.

GL:jc
Approved: /ﬂ‘&
{rector of Research and(ﬂvaluacioy —
£
- vy
X
5 \\,“ -
O .
A
»
. t
. . ) .
‘z -~
¢
{

65 ‘ -

72

16)
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ATTACHMENT 7.
(Continued, page 3 of 16)

Vo

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
0ffice of Research and Evaluationm

September 18, 1981

TO: David Hill

FROM: Glynn Ligon . & aeZpyemm 2.7_.

SUBJECT: Results of This Fall's Senior Transfgr Testing
<

We tedted a total of 150 senior transfer students this fall. The :abla
below summarizes the results.

w
o
n

" School

Anderson
Austin
Crockett
LBJ
Johnston
Lanier
MeCallum
Reagan
Travis
Robbins
Kealing

4 ". Tocal

Notes: 150 students were tested; -
3 took math only; l took reading only.

80 6

62.5
82.4
83.3
83.3

tENOS B

Il rpLuLLNSYE WL

78.5

W
N

=~

The newest and mostairequenc quescion this fall has. Q“nn about senior
transfers who are LE?. The schools question placing a non-English *
speaker in a reading tutorial. Some official response to this issue
would be appreciated by the schools.

GL:al

. o .
- LU /

s 7

Approved:

Birector of Research and Zvaluation

cc: Lawrence Buicrd
Maud Sims
J. M. Richaxd
Bertha Means .
Elgin Schilhab
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~ ATTACHMENT 7
(Continued, page 4 of 16)

r

. TOY ' Reading and“ath Tutorial Teachers

FROM: Kevin Matcer {ano

SUBJECT: Teachers

At the request of several tutorial teachers, we have
developed these guidelines to help you prepare your
students for the tutorial testing.

- Please call me at 458-1227 if you have any questions

about any of these guidelines., . -

XM:ml , . ' o
Attachment

_ Approved: ,-,*;,,_4 44/272 %?/)—//éézr K

Direccor of Research and Evaluation

. /, '/' )
/ .
Approved: ./3 il iééé"—m

Acting Assistanc Slipefificéndent for Secondary _ -

cc: High School Codnselors ¢ .
High School Principal/Assisctant Principals/Deans
Secondary Instructional Coordimators
Maud Sims ' ’

J. M. Richard

B

67




89

O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

ES

- [-4
Page 1 AUSTIN IRDEVEHDEST SUIROL DISTRICT ’9 .
oftleo of Rucaceh and Evaluat lan
- GUIDELINES FOR TUTORIAL TEACHERS
Theou gutdellucs are designed to .
clarify procedurns and cnsure conslstoncy BEFORE THE TEST
uf jreparat lon throughout the Blercict.
w, OPTIONAL, - DO HOT )
o Study thls chart, o Discuss with students postelve e o not spend sxcussivacclens time on
. aspects of test-taking. tustwdscness lnformatlon of teach
e Reassure students and commmicate a positive sttitude studeuts complox teat-taking strateglos,
toward the test, . o Cet studentu accustomed to working
4 . N *  under tlee constralnts by tlalng e Do not sevucs ATHS or auy other
o " Remlnd atudunts that wo ovuc is oxpected to answer regular teacher-mado teats or standardized teat conteat or jtems
all the ltems correctly, seatwork, In order to duvelop regular teacher-
' . . A\ mnle testa or exorelscs. :
o Research has showa that testwitcacis (a student's o Make rogular teschor-made tests n Y}
ablllity to use the clarasteristlcs and formate of n multlple~cholee format, . e Do not tesylh students answera to
“ the test to achlevs a hlgher score), or the lack ' . actual- test lrcus,
of 1t, does affect standardlzed tcot scorcs, lielp « lUsc o svparate snswer shoot with . .
prepire your students for the flnal cxam by rncour- regular teachur-suds tosts. e Do pot encontage students to guoon
aglug thom to: . . . ‘at rondom 1o ordex to fmprove their .
1. Do thedr best, . : o Work with students on helplpg scures, o
. v . . them spot poor choices on regular
2. ’uy clono atiention to the dlreetlenn luuclmr-umlin tosts, . © o Bo not admlnlster anothor standardized
and follow them, - . . .
reat as practlce. .
7.  Ask quentions abunt dlrectlons they -
do nut understand, -
A. Mark answers properly, to keep thelr plave
on the answer sheet, and to wark vunly one )
auswar to an exerclue, R
5. Evass thelr [leat saswer cowplotely L -
they change thelr anuwer to an exerclae, B
6, Use the teut Clme wluelys
Murk ss quickly and carcfully as pusslhle, '
L1 they du niet know the angwer to an extrelu,
skip 4t and go on to the uext uvne, )
Af they flulsl befose tlwo 18 op: .
. " .Ca bavk aml try to anewer the excrelsvs ulipped, . N 1 .
Chevk over thele wark {(In that test sectlon wly.)
. -

7. tChuousge thelr answer carciully:
Jaadn te spot wrong chelces and then chuose
from the other cholees,
. sAvold gucusing anless they can sput at least
one wrong cholce to the exerchuu,

o Rumind stwmlents vot te make any warke in the toat hoaklets,

o Remuve ar cover v Lplletla boardn ov uther dlsplayn
of tufuriat lon that wlght afd students [o respanding fo
v orest lrews, R

e Seek the advlee af the ORE teater Uf quentions arlae,
- B

-

*

(9T 30 ¢'o8ed ‘psnurauc))

9L°18

' INEWHOVLIV
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- Pape 2 ®
’ I * ¢ = '
. - DURING THE TEST e
. ~
po ’ OFTIGHAL e NOT T
"o Comsummicste to tie stwlents s positlive ' . o Hlo not read execicimer or prouwwnge L
sttitude tovard the test, worda Jor atudenin. '
e Bo preacnt on tiie testing doy uuicse o 1 nut provide ur alluw v
shyence ta wunvoldable. " X correct annwers L it queationn.
] . : X . By
o Remind stwlentu not to make sny marks . X « Boouot aHew the occomireace of any * 2
in tho test booklcts. s . activity thyy diargte otudents while . ¢
tentiog 1s In progrens. ﬁ
. : - ) A o Do nut allow students to work on tent :
, wect lons previcunly token or ta be taken }
, . ’ . later. ) L
’, : .
o Do ot annouwnce the nmmmt uf time
temaindog for s test. .
. * . ’
’ [N o Do not allow ntodeats to ent or drink X E
/ . . > miything nt their deakn, g

. R
4 ¢ AFTER THE TEST ' . : —_
o o " orriona "0 NoT
“ ) b} i
\ e Do not dlacoas specikic teal Ilv--h

(1f a ntudent osks nbbut mmothiog ¢ f
on the tent, suawer Ih a penernd, [on) ?_3 . g
¥ . wenspec il e mnmer.) g ‘3 :

8
.t :
. -
’ &2
. .o - ’ a3 |

~, N 0 “ .
. . ) S . o |
\ o |
) :
( . ‘D ;
- |
‘. R [»] :
; o |
[ I = E
A - Y8 £ |

) . ‘ o .- \ ) * . .
‘ | | | | jE?T COPY AVAILABLE . | . ‘ .




. _ : ATTACHMENT 7
, 81.76 . (Continued’age 7 of 16)

) AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTR{CT. .
Office of Research and Evaluat

o ok » October 13, 1981
/
TO: Lawrence Buford ‘
David Hill
FROM: Glynn Ltgon P s

. SUBJECT: Competency Test Scheduling Issues

We need to resolve some current issues regarding the scheduling of competency = . o
testing. These issues are mainly instructional and have no direct bearing on

the validicy of the test results. Therefore, you are being asked to provide

a decision on which the high schools and ORE can base future scheduling of

competency testing.

a o 1. Is fall senior transfer testing necessary? Can it be conducred .. . "“=’V?f&"
. : at che option of the school? -

4

a, Senior transfers who will graduate in the spring
could be tested in the fall special sessioms and.. e
take 'a tutorial course in the spring. Depending -
upon how many required courses these seniors must
take in the spring, scheduling in a tytorial
could be difficulc,’

b. Senior transfers who will graduate d.n the fall-

must be tested in September oF else a.tutorial

course would not be scheduled, and their only

‘ ) : option would be a letter if they did not meet : N

) ¢ competency in the fall special session.

4

‘2. . When should,the fall special sessions be scheduled? Early enough

~for spring scheduling deadlines? As late as possible to give the =
students as much opportunity to learn the gkills required and to
avoid taking a tutorial? Anytime- at the option of the schools?
’ a, For spring semester scheduling, some high schools =
‘ ) . . : want competency testing results as early as October.
, ) Results provided later necessitate scheduling changes.
. b, Students who are tested early in the fall and do not
meet competency levels may have improved cheir scores
just enough by the end of the semester to avoid a .
- tutorial. With early testing, more scudencs will be - .
. - ' I taking cutorials. . “
“3. The same issue as number 2 exists for spring special sessions.
é e

ERIC | | - '

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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ATTACHMENT 7

Lawrence Buford

David RHill - : )
October 13, 1981 ot
Page 2 s o . '

-Logistically, our staff can hanldle just about any scheduling decision. In fact,
M\cescing all schools at the end pf each semester as we do now 1s the most diffi-
cult for us.
. ) , -
I am available to discuss thesel issues at your convenience. Some .decision by
January will allow us to make any revisions to our- testing schedules for this
spring.

GL.if

cc: Maud Sims
‘J. M. Richard

~) - - //

s

Approved: kyﬂlzéfL ﬁ;; 2 #
ati

Director of Research and Evalu

/

( tinued, page 8 of- 16)
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FROM:

~ SUBJECT:

c - ATTACHMENT 7

e (Continued, page 9 of 16)

= .
@

© AUSTIN I‘TDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT

Lawrence Buzord

Davi%
J. 4. RicHard

"iaud Sims

Office of Research and Zvaluation

FebruS®-5, 1982

: Glynn Ligon/éz,.__?.v\

" Results of Spriag Senior Transfer Compecency Testing

The table,below shows cthat this spring’s sénior traasfars’ did well on the -
compe:ency tese, .

Senior Transier : ’ : ) "
Spring 1932 ‘ ,“. \‘__ . \/
(
¥ " Math ' [ .Reading l
Not Not .
School | VMec Mec, Total 2 Mer.l Met , Met Tocal | 7 Mec .
Anderscr. 2 1 3 67 ! 2 1 3 - ' 67
Austin - - - .- [} e - - | - |
Crockect 3 3 9 67 1 7 4 1 11 ] 84 - |
L3J T 2 i 3 67. 1 L 1T 1 1 2 1 50 |
Johnsten | 1- 0 1 100 | 1 | 0 1.} 100
Lznier ° 2 1 3 1 67 | 1 ) 5 6 17 |
McCallum 4 -2 % 6 | 6 F 1 7 86 1 .
Reagan 1 0 - A 1 100 | 0 | 1 ] 1 Q0 |
Travis 3 17 4 ’ 75 .3 ] HR] 4 75
Robbins ' | : i ) )
Xealing i il ] ] i
[Total 21T 9 30 ] 70 121 14 | 35 LI
,‘»J‘
2
GL:1f -

r
&

sonse: e, 1 Bl -

~Director of Kesearch and Evaluat.icn

f




° ©AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHQOL DISTRICT
Divisioh of Instruction . e
' Department of Secondary Education
March 5, 1982 : ' .

. - —

) 4E?QRANDW
*

Io: Ms. Simg : / -
. .
EROM: £15in Schithab L

-

SUBJECT: Hign School Coipletion Mathematics Compete:ncies
A comparison of tic identiriable objectives ¢ various standardized
mathematics test, 'ne ST hasic skills lisi. ang tie Yist of TASS
High School okjectives reveals wany similaritics. The JACS and NCTH
. objectives are the same w#ile the ITBS objectives include all TABS.
I . objectives plds some others. Since s1m11ar1t1ns exist between the
TABS, NCTM, STEP, and ITBS objectives and since a 1ist of minimum
.graduation cougegenc1es in mathematics is nceded, it appears reasonadle
that the Division orf Secondary £ducation should rsquest the Oivice of
Research and £valuation to desvelop an item bans to seasure minimum -
. mathematics compatencies for araduauon based upon coiéctives identical
o to tne’ TA3S objectives. S !

Since a new curricttum qu1de will be developgd this summer a reaction
to this praposal is desirad to avoid the de\°1opment o\ Cu1des ang a
.est1ng orogrym that is 1nc0ns1s~ent with tne curricuium.

ke

~ q . ) "
" S | MR 943
_ . RESEVRCH & £ A TN
. ) . T SYSTEMIDE TESTLAG
-~ ‘
“ . e .
- .
,:’ . o* .
. 73 .

ERIC o 32
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n ATTACHMENT 7

' o ~ AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRIC: .

_March 10, 1982 |

. -

' T MAR LY e

MEMORANDUM . . . , .

‘ ‘ ’ ATION

. . ESEARCH & EVALUM
T0: ‘Maud Sims _ R SYSTEMWIRE TESTIG
FROM: _8ertha Means B . Y

° : LI . .

SUBJECT: ¢ Competency Testing in Reading ’

.

To facilitate our plans to commence the design of the District's minimum
compétency tests in seconddry reading, which will measure "what we have

taught,” [ am presenting a comparison of Skills Objectives in Reading

on the lowa Tests of Basic Skills with the skills bbjectives listed on the Texas

. Assessment of. Basic Skills ‘tests. The exit-level reading objectived in the Texas

Assessmept of fasic Skills Activities Books, published in 1980 and 1981,
are 1dentical to the objectives listed in thé Reading Tutorial Guide developed
in 1978 by the Division of Instruction, Austin ISD. '

See attachment. .

3

.

According to this combarison, teachers have ‘taught reading skills that are

" not included on the ITBS, which were‘recently used to assess minimum competen&y.

Since teachers and some administrators are concerned’ that we design tests that
reflect what has been taught, I am Suggesting that the minimum competency tests
in secondary reading focus on TABS Exit-leve}l objectives one through seven.

) Identify the main idea , . =
Arrange a list of events in sequence'.

Perceive cause/effect relationships

[N
o -2
b

S

. 4. Evaluate and make judgments on the basis of informqt%pn
_ given : - . :
.o 5.  Distinguish' betwesn fact and noﬂ;fac:
W ‘6. Make inferences and draw logical conclusion§_ 4 )
& . 7. Arrive at a gpneralization from a given series of 2

v

.details and/or assumptions.

. N Y -
- -

Since we plan to revise our Reading Tutorial Guide during June, 1982, I would e’
interested in meeting with you and Dr. Hollay's staff to discuss these abjectives
and plans for developing the Austin Independent School District's Minimum

Competency Tests in Reading. ‘ . .

“ ’ ' ¢

Please,let me fwear from you as soon as pos§ible. .
. - - ' ) : o
b . . .
»,\ ‘ * ’
L o
* - L} ¥
. - -
. . ' .
. ' \
% . ®
* . .
: o ~ Cs ..
“ : . Ou . s
., .
74 L
t A )

7 (Continued, page 11

~Division of Instruction | AW AT
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No. Skills.

. X v
A Comparison of Skills Objectives listed on ITBS with Skills Objectives Tisted 0:§§XBS ’ .

TABS No. Skill:

¥

F Facts: To Recognize and Uriderstand :Stated
Factual Details and Relationships
(Literal Meaning)

7

F1 Description: To understand factdgl
details relating to description of.
people, places, objects, and events

F2 Categorization: To understand

°  factual details relating to class-
ification

F3 Relationships: To understand func-
tional relationships, time, and
sequence :

F4 Contestual Meaning: To deduce the
meanings of words or phrases from
contest .

Jp— ———

I Inferences: To infer UnderTying
Relationships (Inter-

_pretative Meaning)

11 Cause.and Effect: To understand
cause, effect, concomitance, and
interaction

12 . Draw &onclusions: To dray con-
clusions from information~and
relationships

I3 Traits and Feelings:  To infer
traits, feelings, and emotions .
of characters .

14 Motives: To infer the motives

. and reasons for actions of

characters .

G Generalizations:

*

To Develop General-
izations from a
Selection (Evaluative

Meaning)
¥ ]

Gl Maig ldea: To

recognize the main idea

or topic of a paragraph or selection

ERIC L

B A Fuiimext provided by R

‘

F Facts: To Recognizé and Understand Stated
Factval Details and Relationsghips
- (Literal Meaning) . .

©

—-—— - —

.

Arrange a list of events in séqueqce
To distinguish between fact and non-fact

{

E- -1

I -Inferences: - To infer Underlying Relation-
ships (Interpretative Meaning) ,

Ld » I3
Make inferences and draw conclusions’ 4
Perceive cause - and - effect relationships ]
. =
O
G Generalizations: - To Develop Genralizations
: from a Selection (Evaluative-
- Meaning)
Identify the main ldea ' 4 ;
. ¢ J

(9T 30 zT @8ed ©psnurjuo))
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. . . _
Items 8-11 on TABS tegts are covered adequately on’ Test W, Work-Study Skills on the Iowa Tests of Basic Skills. Although
item 8, following written directions involving subordinate steps, is not listed among skills on the 1T8S, it is inferre
throughout Lhe test and especially in the Work Study Section. TABS, however, delineates this sbjective with sufficient

activites and materials for teaching it.
' L4 ) S

)' 7
¢ . - v
1785 (con't) ) \\\_J TABS (con‘t)
. © No. Skills . L No. Skills
- ,

G2 Organization: To understand the ’ Arrive at a generalization from a
organization of a paragraph or 1 .given scries of details and/or 4
selection assumptions’ i

G3 Application: To apply information Evaluate and make judgments on the 4
through generalization or prediction 5 ' basis of information given

G4 Purpose: To recognize the author's 2 .
purpose, motive, or intention

G5 Viewpoint: To recognize the author's 4
viewpoint, attitude, ar bias . .

G6 Figurative Language: To interpret 5
figurative lanjuage ° ) : .

67 HMood: To recognize the mood or 2 ' .
tone of a selection . . )

G8 .Style: 7o recognize qualities 1 _ . .

' of style or structure . )

. "TOTALS 58 . ' ' . ,TOTALS 28
- . .
fest W - Hork-Stydy Skills . 8. Follow written directions involving subordinate steps 4
4 .
. A 9” -Use the vafious parts.of a book as aids in. lo€ating .
) V\ © - informatfon (e.g., title page, table of contents, 4
prefacg, index) :
(e ‘ '10. Use various sources as aids in locating information’
(e.g., dictionary, telephone book, encyclopedia, ° 4
. newspaper) ' -
R 11. Use graphic sources to get information (e.g., tables and '
: . lists, charts and graphs, maps and globes, pictures ang 4
e diagrams, scale drawings, transpori:iion schedules)
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(Continued, page 14 of 16)
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Division of Instruc

o AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHUOLWICT
Department of Secondary EdUTation

April 15, 1982

RECEIVE D
MEMORANDUM , - APR 161982 ~
T0: Ms. Sims/Dr. Holley . . RESEARCH & EVALUATION
FROM: Elgin Schilhab ,

-SUBJECT: FCM Tutorial Testing

. o\ .
[t is the opinions of some FOM Tutorial teachers that ORE should do three

things to improve the testing atmosphere in the FOM Tutorial classes. . .
1. The order of the f¥sts should be L7 -
a. Gomputatign . : , : S *
b. concepts : .
c. problem golving : ’ o7 s
The characteristics of the FOM Tutorial studehts are that the students are
slow readgrs, they don't 1ike surprises or unfamiligp material, and they .
quit or "give-up” easily. ) . ’ ‘f' ’ ‘
. 2y

To combat these characteristics, mathematics:teachers believe that the P

' . ITBS results will improve if the testing session starts with familiar material.

2. “The test administrator needs to Axhibit a cheerful, smiling, and positive .

disposition that makes the students believe that they can do "well" on .
the test. FOM Tutoridl students need confidence. They need to be told
* that they can "do jt." R ‘ .

It was reported that a test administrator displayed a lack of concern for . .

the students. It appeared that the pravalent attitude was one of "let's

get it over; I have impgrtant things to do.” "

3. "Each test administrator should be familiar with the test. [t was reported
that one test administrator started 2 tutorisdclass on, the wrong test.
When the error was discovered, the testing session was started over. These
studénts were late ta their next class. While the tutorial students were
completing the test, other students were entering the room. FOM Tutorial
students need undemstanding and cdnfidence, not.contusion. -~

\ : | o

If you wish to further discuss any gf the points, pleasa. let me know.

- t w

A
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(Continued, page 15 of 16)

R " AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT /1
: Office of Resesrch and Evaluation

April 20, 1982 -

a +

| pesmams e 0 ) T W

5_13111 Schilhab
-~

FROM: Glynn LW v ‘ : J

SUBJECT: Your dpril 15 Memo on FOM Tutorial Testing .

3

Here are rasponses to 't:hg three concerns staced in your memo.

1.

t

The math {uu.shauéd be ondened: computation, concepts, problem $ofving. ‘

We do not know of any evidence that scudents would score higher if che '

order were to be changed. The or&er in which the ITBS cests are admin~ L
istered macches the order foXowed in che standardizacion and mormings -
thus, if we maintain thac order, we maximize che approp:iat:eness of gge\u\* ..
norm.u.

Test adnw.t’utou need o thcbx.t a chze/r.gu?. ArruLcng, and pasmua

disposition that makes the students believe that dta can do "well” on :

Lhe zeat. FOM Tutopial siudents need con&cdenca. They need 2o be told Cd
that they can "do it." - Lo :

« . o

"We are woﬁking with our testers to ensura that chey are supportive and '

friendly, but business like. In no instance should they imply that any- .
thing 1s more important chan the on-going tescing. However, it is rot *
the Tole of the cester to tell the students t:hat: they can do well on
the tesc. t .
f‘d ° \

Each 23t administrator should be familian with the test. It was hepecrted
:Juu: one fLest administwtor started a tutorial & on the wrong test. .

Z.Zr.ha euon was discovered, the testing sessiohwas started over. Thése \
& were Late to hein next class. While the nial students were
completing the test, other students were entaring the room. FOM Tutorial .
A«tudem:s need unde/m.tanduzg and can&cdanca, noi confusion. )

e f.ollowed up on this when Yt was firsc reponed the tescer was co g'ﬁi& -

( cce

GL:ig, ' : , Tt

with, and we tidve since been even more careful about the preparation ohf
testers. OUr testers are trained and required to observe tescing sessions
before chiy are given the responsibility of tescing on their owmn. Tortu-
nately, chis was an isolated-instance.

Maud Sims

. Approved: ,.~/M// 727 74///

’

LY

“Director of Research E.nd :.valv.gz’iou' / . »
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
Office of Research and Evaluation -
April 23, 1982
™ sig ) . 1
FROM: Glymn MW ‘
SUBJECT: Timaline for Development of an Item Bank and Multiple Forms of a

Locally Developed Test for Minimum Competency

[
The fol].wing :imolinn is :igh:' and assumes :h.a: we can use availableghalances
in this year's budget to conkract for item review and some item writing. Under -
. that conditicn and barring amy unforeseen problems, we can have a TABS-objextive-
° based competency test ready ﬁ—adminis:er in the f£fall, 1982 special sessions.

Now - August, 1382 Purchua item banlu '
L

July - August, 1982 - sziew items, write items,
’ K whnrg needed a

Rasch calibrate itess on

July - August, 1982
‘- - ITBS Level 14

i

September, 1982

Use ITBS for. senior trams- ' .
- . fer competency testing -
September - October, 1982 Compile and print alternate
-~ . . forms of locally developed

- , competency tests
Administer locally developed
competency tests in special

November - Deéember, 1982

" . . sessions }
- ' 9
GL:if '
’ “ . .
' Approved: ° e .
. ’ Director of ORRS
t ;‘ ' , . s "’ (
, .
. N .
P 'I . ;
. : v
A \- -
- . . 9 U i . ‘\
- 79 . RN .
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ATTACHMENT 8
CUMULATIVE FREQUENCY AND PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION STEP AND TABS
RAW SCORES-—SPRING 1982 .
d
v . ) .
-
L d \ B
¥ ‘ “. r 4 ) '
5 Y ‘\ ‘/ .
] 2
» '
) ? ~ .




, LFURM B)1982 TABS READING RAW SCORES
(CUMULATIVE FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTIONS)

{FORM A)1982 TABS READING RAW SCORES .
{CUMULATIVE® FREQUENCY O1$TRIBUTIONS) .

- . N

CUMULATIVE CUMULATIVE . ) CUMULATIVE CUMULATIVE

RS FREQUENCY.  PERCENTAGE . : ' s FREQUENCY PERCENTAGE
4 1 .1% R 4 1 .0%
8 5 .33 v ' 5 2 .13
911 'S 9 3 .12
10 19 1.1% 10 11 ﬁ .5%°
11 -2 1.5% : 11 17 .8%
13 45 2.6% . 13 42 2.1 V.
. PR 52 3.08 » . 14 57 2.8%
, ' 1s 63 .63 - 15 71 a  3.5%
16 78 4. 4% ~ ;o 16 81 4.3%
17 . 97 $.5% , ¢ 17 105 5.1%
18 12 6.4% s 18 . 122 6.0%
19 . 132 : 7.5% : 19 150 7.3%
20 - 154 8.7% * 20 180 8.8%
21 180 10.2% : 21 208 10.2%
o e 27 208 11.8% o 22 238 11.7%
-t 23 } 233 Y o13.2 23 213 ¥ o13.4%
24 269 15.3% . . , 24 314. 15.4%
25 309 . 17.5% ot 35 353 17.3%
. | 26 342 19.4% 26 * 387 19.0%
217 380 21.6% . 27. 425 : 20.8% -
! » 28, 416 23.6% . o 28 ' 4 22.2%
: . 29 . 464 26.3% : : 29 8 . . 2k.4%
30 516 ' 29.3% ¢ ‘ 30 535 26.2¢
’ 31 569 32.3% 31 . 606 29.7%
32 618 . 35,1% o 32 - 664 32.5%
. 33 684 £ 38.8%. \ - . 33 133 . 35.9%
£ 34 160 43.1% . 34 807 39.5%
35 838 47.6% 35 886 43.4%
36 914 51.9% R 4 36 %17 C 4T.4%
9.0 —»37 1004 57.08 %0 -;31 ' 1072 52.5%
’ 38 1115 63.3% : ' 1187 © 58.1% "
' 39 1249 . 70.9% . ‘ 39 1337 65.5%
. : 40 1369 . 77.7% ; , 40 . 1476 72.3%
- ) .4l 1488 84.4% . ! v 41 T 1644 80.5%
B : 42 © 1615 91.7% C 42 1830 89.6%
| N 43 1718 97.5% 43 1976 96.8%
- ~ 44 - 1762 - 100.0% ° : 44 2042 100.0%
|
-t 2 g . ¢ Y L
3 9 4 . ’ ) - y
O t . . ) ‘ 3 t-
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i} (FURM A)1982 STEP REAOING RAW SCORES

{CUMULATIVE FREQUENCY OISTRIBUTIONS)

CUMULATIVE

ERIC S,

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

_ CUMULATIVE
RS FREQUENCY PERCENTAGE

5 1 .12
7 2 .13
8 5 «3%
9 © 12 +7%
10 22 1.2%
11 38 2.2%
12 * 57 3.23
13 79 4.5%
14 ‘104 5.9%
15 139 7.9%
16 172 . 9.8%
. 17 219 12.4%
18 261 14.8%
} 19 305 17.3¢
20 359 20.4%
. 21 413 23,4%
. 22 472 26.8%
23 542 30.8%
24 613 34.8%
25 ¢ * 665 3r.7%
s 26 724 41.1%
27 785 44,63
¢ 28 875 49.7%
© . 29 939 53.3%
N 9.0 ~»30 1005 574 0%
31 1069 60.7%

32 1135 64a43
33 1196 67.9%
34 1247 70.8%
35 1299 73.72
36 1354 76.8%
37 1388 78. 8%
38 1432 .8l.33
39 1480 84,08
40 1518 A6.2%
41 1554 88.2%
42 1578 89.6%
‘43 1604 91.0%
44 1626 92.3%
. 45 1646 93.4%
" 46 1670 94.8%
; i 47 1693 96.1%

48 1709 97.0%
49 1720 "97.6%
A 50 1731 98.2%

. 51 1739 98, 7% .
g 52 1744 99.0%
%3‘i 53 1749 . 99.32
b 54 1751 99.4%
) 55 1757 99.7%
’ 56 1761 99.9%
57 1762 100.0%

Q ,
4

{FORM 811982 STEP READING RAW SCORES

""{CUMULATIVE FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTIONS)

”~ CUMUL AT IVE CUMULATIVE
RS FREQUENCY PERCENTAGE
1 1 .0%
2 - 2 .1%
3 4 e 2%
6 7 «3%
8 10 - -~ a5%
» 9 12 - 6%
10 19 " +9%
11 26 1.3%
12 40 2.0%
13 62 3.0%
14 . 88 - 4.3%
15 125 _ 6.1%
16 170 _ 8.3%
17 227. . 1l.1%
18 282 13.8%
> 19 333 16.3%
20 - 397 © 19448
o 21 . 464 22.1%
- 22 537 2643%
23 891 28.9%
24 663 32.5%
25 728 : 35, 7%
26 805 39542
27 883 43.2%
28 . 946 %5.3%
29 1009 49.4%
9.0%30 . 1074 52.6%
‘31 1131 55.4%
32 1189 . . $8.2%
' 33 1246 . __ 61.0%
. 34 1313 64.3%
3s ~ 137 : 6T.4%
oo 36 1437 70.4%
. 37 1479 T2.4%
' 38 1538 75.3%
. 39 1591 o TT.9%
40 1640 " 80.3%
41 - 167% 82.0%
42 T 1716 -, B84,0%
- 43 (L7147 85.6%
44 1789 87.6%
45' 1821 . 89.2%
46 1844 90.5:
47 1874 9l.
48 1898 92.9%
49 1920 . 94.0%
50 1945 95.2%7
51} 1965 96423
52 1980 97.0%,
53 1992 : 9746%
sS4 2005 9828
.55 2015 ., 98.7%
56 2027 . 99.3%
57 2035, 99.7%
. 58 2039 99,.9%
. 59 2042 100.0%

w

N
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

{HURM A)1982 TABS MATH ﬁAH SCQRES:

S0

3

RS

(CUMULATIVE FREQUENC
{

Y DISTRIBUTIONS)
- Vs

CUMULATIVE CUMULATIVE , .
FREQUENCY PERCENTAGE RS
1 .12 3

2 -1% , 7
4" 2% - 8
10 «6% 9
12 P £ $V/ ‘10
14 . . , 11
15 : 12
23 13
31 14
43 { B 15
54 16
15 17
87 18
109 19
131 . ’ 20
154 21
175 ) 22
208 . 23
255 ) 24
298 25
346 26
402 N s 27
465 . . 28
532 i 29
608 1 . 30
683 31
164 PP 32
866 , 313
56 ‘ 34
1051 / 35
1162 36
1270 » 9.0 -»37
1389 - . 38
1502 39
1624 40
1702 ) : 41
42

43

44

A

©

1

. -~ ” :
{FORM B)1982 TABS MATH RAW SCORES:
{CUMULATIVE FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTIONS)

CUMULATIVE

,CUMULATIVE
 FREQUENCY PERCENTAGE
1 .12
2 .12
3 «2%
5 «3%
6 3%
10 .5%
14 72
22 1.1%
24 le2%
32 1.6%
40 2.0%
$0 2.5%
64 T 3.2%
82 4.2%
103  5.2%
126 . 644%
146 T.4%
170 8.6%
191 . 9. 7%
22 ' 11.4% -
256 13.0%
301 15.3%
348 '» 17.6%
406 20.6%
449 22.8%
526 26.7% -
595 30.2%
671 « 34.0%
748 37.9¢ -
828 42.0
9217 47.0%
1052 $3.3%
1171 59.4%
1292 65.5%
1425 72.3%
1550 = 78.6%
1696 86.0%
1857 94,2 "
1972 100.0%

9L°18
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

\

SAPURM A)1982 STEP MATH RAW SCOURES:
(CUMULATIVE FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTIONS)

‘_‘
-

[ N

CUMULATIVE CUMULAYIVE
FREQUENCY PERCENTAGE
- - . 4
B .12
¢ 2 PR 4
3 .22
5 .3:

7 L4 o“t
10 ° «6%

14 8%

19 1.1¢
25 1.5%

33 . 1e9%

51 3.0%

67 3.9% -

88 5.2%
115 6.4¢
149 8.8%

188 11.0:///

230 13.5
273 - 16.08
325 19.1%
359 21.1%
409 23.8%
448 26438
4917 129,28
531 31.2%
575 33.4%
621 - 36.5%
—’b_ﬁ_gg%,/“ 39,33
h 41.8% ~
146 43.8%
176 ~ 45.6%
807 47.4%
833 4849%
883 50. 7%
898 52.8%
916 55.0%
964 56.6%
996 58.5%
1035 60.8%
1066 62.6%
1101 \ 64.7%
1124 . 66402
K54 67.8%
1178 69.2%

, 1211 1.2%
1242 73.0%
1267 T4.4%
1284 75.7%,
1316 . 71.1§i
1339 18,7
1358 T T19.8%
1376 80. 8% .
1392 8L.5%

endufadefs  Gem——— Subeniel’  guammaan

1448
1472
1486
1506
1520
1532
1544

1559
1573

1586

1601

1613

1621 -

1633

1645 -

1652
1658
1663

1668 -

1672
1679
1683
1685

1689

C @

1691
1692
1695
1696
1697

1698 .
1699

1700
1701

1702

. 85.1%
86.5%
‘87.3%
88.5%
89.3%
90.0%
90.7%
91.6%
0 92.4:
93,2%
9‘.1‘
94.8%
95.2%
95.9:
96.7%
97.1%
7.4:
7.7%
98.0%
98. 2%
98.6%
98.9%
99.0%
*99,2%
99.4%
99.4%
99.6%
99.6%
99.7%
99.8%

' 99.8%

99.9%
99.9%
100.0%
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(FURM BH‘)BZ STEP MATH RAW SCORES: - .- .
: (LUMULATIVE FREQUENCY DISIRIuUIIUNS) '

CUMUDAT I VE CUMUL AT LVE .
. : RS FREQUENCY PERCENTAGE 10 1602 8l.2%
\ - ‘ , : n . 1622 ‘8238
e 1 “l% 72 1639 83.1%
, . 14 4 28 ¢ 13 1664 84.4%
17 8 .4 74 . 1683 85.3%
‘19 9 .5% 15 1699 86.2%
. 20, 11 . 6% 16 1715 87.0%
21 -18 . .9% 17 - 1742 88.3%
22 3 1.6% 78 1762 89.4%
1123 44 2.2% 19 1780 =90, 3%
: 24, 60 3.0¢ _ 80 1796 91.1%
25 .1 3.6% . 81 1819 92.2%
.26 " 84 4.3% \ 82 1833 - '93.0%
_21 104 5.4 3¢ 83 ‘1848 93.7%
28 131 6%t L 84 1860 94.3%
¢ ‘29 156 7.9% 85 1873 ¢ - 95.0%-
30 203 *10.3: 86 1887 95, 7%
. 31 232 11.8¢ 8r. 1893 96.0T
32 \, 265 13.4¢ a8 1906 96.7%
. . 33 299 £5.2¢ 89 1913 . -97.0%
‘ 34 ' 344 17.4% . 90 1919 '97.3%
35 ar9 19.2% 91 1926 97.7%
36 . 430 21.8% . . 92, 1932 98.0%
LA 37 T 488 T 24.7% 93 1935 98.1%
o Y 539 27.3¢ 9% 1941 - 98. 4%
39 586 29.7% 95 1945 98.6%
40 634 32.2% : 96 1948 98.8¢
41 <681 34.5% 97 1951 98.9%
' Y 121 36.9% 98 1953 99, 0%
™ Z . 23 768 38.9%¢ 99 1957 99.2%
' 44 . s8o7 ~ 40.9% 100 1959 994 3%
L 45 842 42.7% 101 1963 '99,5¢
W 46 -883 44.8%8 - 102 1964 99. 6%
\ 47 923 46.8% 103 1965 99.6%
| 48 961 48.7%, 104 1967 99.7%
, . 49 997 50. 6% 106 1970 99.9%
‘ 50 1034 52.4% 107 1971 : 99.9%
‘ 051 1068 54.2% 108- 1972 100.0% .
52 1104 564 0%
53 1137 57.7% .
54 1178 59. 7% -
5% 1215 61.6% '
56 1242 63.0% ™
- 57 - 1276 64 7% .
58 1309 66.4% N
59 1338 .,67.8¢
60 K361 9.0%
61 1378, 69.9% .
62 1405 71.2% A
63 1428 e T2.42
64 1461 T4.1% -7
‘ 65 1484 75. 3% 7 '
66 1506 T6.4%
- S jUU 61 1542 18.2%
EMC 68 155 ’ 19.0¢
oo B 69 157 “719.9%¢

.

N
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‘ : ATTAQHMENT 9
81.76 . DOCUMENTATION OF WHY SOME STUDENTS WHO SIGNED A LETTER
' OF WAIVER DID NOT TAKE A TUTORIAL COURSE IN THE SUBJEGT

"n;

(This information was obtained by conversations with registrars at
several high schools.) o

1.

2.

3,

Student EFentered in late January, school 'cOulant get her in".

N

Student A entered AISD at midterm (spring), then aﬁaduated shortly
thereafter.

Student B was in AISD only one semester,é astuition student.

LN

Student C was in AISD oﬁly one semester, as a tuition student

Student D.was at Kealing 14%¢t fall (Kealing doea‘not have ‘tatarials), ‘ -
then lef sﬁhool midterm. She did take basic math and CLA. l
“

a tutorial. . .
Student F.is handicapped with multiple sclerosis (severe arm/hand
dysfunction), most of her senior classes”were specjal education. )
This student was not exempted by her ARD Committee.'_

@ ! . b

Student G did not ever pass "four semesters af math until this past

. semester. \l B




Figure Number,

—

3
5
6

7

0

1

’

X

tProgram Name

MC-FRO05-01-01
MC-FRO01-01-01
MC-FRO01-01-01
SW-STRNG-01-01
MC-FRO07-01-01
MC-FRO04-01-01

MC—FROOAaOéLOI
MC-FR004-04-01
© MC-FR004-03-01
MC-FRO04-06-01
MC-FR004-01-01
MC-FR002-01-01
“MC-FR006-01-Q] -
.MC-FRO03-01-01
McéFR004-09-Q?

. ATTACHMENT 10
DOCUMEI?I‘ATION OF COMPUTER PROGRAMS USED TO GENERATE
DATA FOR FIGURES *IN THIS %EEORT

-

(Number of tutorials
and years in AISD)
(Sex and ethnicity)
(LEP status)
(Average age) ~w
(Average GPA)




y - - - ATTACHMENT 11
. 81.76  RAW ssoms:s USED TO MEET COMPETENCY "AT THE 8. 5, 9.0, 9.5,
- : , _ . 9.9 CRITERION LEVELS
» . ’\‘
.‘F = - -
’ ¢ I -
A o N «
¢ . ‘ ; ‘Reading . Math
) " Test 8.5 .9.0 9.5 9.9. 8.5 9.0 9.5 9.9
\ © CAT, Form A ° 55 58 61 §3 . 58 64 69 72
M 3 - B »
CAT, Form B . 53 57 59 62 55 61 66 69
: : “ : : - :
\ - ITBS, Form 7 57: 61 68 72 61 67 76 85
e ITBS, Form 8 57 6L 68 72 . 51 58 68 76
STEP, Form A- 28 30 32 33 .46" 49 52 54
STER, Form B 28 30 32 33 48 51 53, 55
~o : ) : o ; “‘ -
ﬁ,{,\l, ‘
- . . 1 . ’ .
. , A
’ ~ ‘ S
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e . N
“ \
( ’ ] ) . R
- b |
e ¥ \
- ~ - * \
S i
ol L
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