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SUMMARY

Project Title: Summer School Pilot Project T

" Contact Persons: John MacDonald, Nancy Baencri, Freda Holley

Major Positive Findings:

e A total of 1,193 students were enrolled for at least part
.0of the summer school.

8 Attendance rates were high} On the average, students were
present 947 of the days enrolled.

® The math and Limited English Proficiency (LEP)_ Reading short-
term objectives were met., In math, students were to master
specified skills at an 80% level or better. The average per-
cent correct for each grade ranged from 86% to 93% correct.
The LEP students showed greater than 80% accuracy on their
Spanish workbook assignments and completed three levels of

. the Stepping Into English series rather than two levels a8
specified.
Major Findings Requiring Action: v : : ..

o The short=term objective for the regular reading program was
not met. The objective stated that 90% of the students would
master all of the required units, but only 60% did. Tt is
the evaluation staff's view that the objective may have been
set unrealistically high because the materials had not been

; . ' used before in the District. The materials and the way in
which they were used should also be reviewed. "

WHO ATTENDED SUMMER SCHOOL?

Students were eligible to attend the summer school for retainees if they
had been-in- first through sixth grade and had been retained at some point
in their school careers. A total of 1,193 students were enrolled and attended
at least part of the summer school. Some of the general characteristics of
the student body were that:
« About 407 were female and 60% were male. o
« Almost half (48%) were Hispanic, while 19% were Black and
23% were Anglo (which matches the percent of the general
school population retained fairly closely).
+ Almost half of the students enrolled (48%) were retained
at the end of the 1981-82 school year. About 13% were
retained in 1980-81 and 5% were retained in 1979~80. The
- retention status of the remaining students (34%) could
not be determined because records before 1979-80 were not
available, '
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. Half of the students were in first or second nrade.
+ Students were an average of six months below grade level in
- : ) reading in first grade. This difference “necreased to fifteen
' months (1.5 years) below grade level in reading by grade six.
Students were six to twenty months below grade level in math.

+ About 637 were eligible for free- or reduced-price lunch.’

. & total of 39 of the 179 students (15% of the total errolled)
classified as Limited English Proficiency (LEP) participated
in the program for Spanish monolingual students.

« About one third of the students were eIigible for Title I
services in 1981-82, with 5% actually, served. '

« One quarter of those enrolled received special education
services in 1981-82. . i -

« The attendance data available for 1981-82 indicated that
summer school students were present 947 of the days enrolled.
Thegsummer‘school attendance rate was 94% of the days enrolled.

WHAT WHERE THE MAJOR FEATURES OF THE SUMMER SCHOOL PROGRAM? -

There 1s research evidence that low-achieving students fall further behind
their higher achieving peers over summer breaks from school. The AISD 1982
- elementary summer school for retainees was designed to provide additicnal
basic skills instruction so that reta1nees would not fall further behind
‘during the summer and would be better prepared to benefit from the fnllow-
ing year's instruction. - :

'The surmer school curriculum included 90 minutes of reading instruction,’
. 90 minutes of math instruction, and 60°minutes of Community School activi-
ties and a snack break. The reading curriculum for English~dominant stu-
dents was based on the Chicago Mastery Learning Reading system (CMLR) and
emphasized comprehension skills at most grades and comprehension and word
attack skills at first grade. The CMLR program is organized so that stu-
dents receive instruction in a particular skill and are tested following
instruction. Those students mastering the skill based on this test are
given enrichment activities, while those students not mastering the skill
are given further instruction. At the end of the additional- instruction,

these students are again tested to see if thev ‘have mastered the skill
- (based on set criteria)

Students with limited proficiency in English (LEP) received instruction in ‘
Spanish reading for three days each week, and in English as a Second Language
(ESL) for two days each week, using the following materials: .Elena y Dani,
Caracolitos, -Stepping Into English, I Like English Teaching_Cards, Language
Visuals, and Scholastic Coleccién.. '

}
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The math curriculum was based on. the"Math for Everyone series, and emphasized
problem solving and numeration. Teachers could also cover geometry and
measurement as time permitted. Students were tested following instruction

in a specific skill, and those showing mastery (having 807 of .the items .
correct or better) were engaged in enrichment activitias, while those not
showing mastery were given additional instruction and again tested. Students
with Limited English Proficiency were instructed in Spanish using the same
naterials.' .

Community School activities were of the student's choice, and included arts,
crafts, table .games, and physical education.

Special features of this year's summer school included telephone calls’ to
one~half of the students' 1981-82 teachers and home Vvisits.to one-fourth of
the students' parents.  These contacts were designed to increase the informa-
tion available to the teacher in planning for the students' instructional
needs. Parents were also sent information on follow-up activities ‘they conld
complete with their children between the end of summer school and the begin-
ning of regular ;school. It was hoped that these activities would increase
parent involvement and promote continued student learning for the rest of the
surmer. . v .

Surmer school was held on five campuses: Becker, Brooke, Cook, Maplewood, v
and St. Elmo schools from June 7 through July 9.(a total of 24 instructional . .#s
days). Instructional staff were selected on the basis of recommendations

from instructional coordinators and principals, and ratings by personnel

on selected criteria (e.g., their length of experience at their grade

‘level).

"A total of 77 teachers participated, of which 947 were female.. In terms

of ethnicity, 237% were Hispanic, 10% were Black, and 66% were Anglo. Half
of these teachers had six or more years' experience in education.. About

40% held master's degrees, while the other 60% held bachelor's degrees.

All teachers held certification for the elementary level; 21% were certified®

“to teach bilingual classes, and 27% were certified to teach special education

classes. -

Setting up and maintainlng the operation-of the summer school was . the overall
responsibility of the Directors of Elementary Management and Curriculum. The
language arts, language ‘response program, and math curriculum committees were
responsible for selecting curriculum, setting up procedures for its use, and
ordering and delivering materials. An .educational planner was the primary
writer of the grant application to TEA, and also helped with the home visit
and telephone call procedures and follow-up activities. An evaluator helped
to develop the TEA grant application, and with some aspects of the home visit ’
and telephone' call planning. The evaluator and an evaluation intern developed
and' carried out the evaluation of the project. Staff members in personnel
transportation, school plant, and finance also had responsib111t1es for certain
aspects of the program. , : -

L2 S . 7
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WAS THE SUMMER SCHOOL IMPLEMENTED AS .PLANNED?
Information about program implementation was obtained by examinihg project_

records, teacher records, classroom observation, a teacher survey, a direc-
tor survey, and a parent survey.

In the program as it was origidally planned, 900 students were expected to

o enroll, and 60 teachers were to be hired for a planned pupil-to-teacher
ratio (PTR) of 15 to 1. As enrollment went past 900 to a final total of
1,193, the number of campuses increased from three to five, and 77 teachers”
were hired instead of 60. The final PTR was 15.5 students to each teacher,
very close to the planned value. The actual number of students present in
the classroom on any one day averaged 12 gtudents per teacher, based on 206
hours of observation in 25 classrooms.

Three hours were allotted to basic skills instruction in the program as - .
originally planned. The full-day observations revealed that 64% of this '
allotted time was spent actively engaged in basic skills ‘instruction, while
36% was spent in management and other noninstructional tasks. Students
appeared to. be "on-task'" for 89% of the time they.were actually engaged in
basic skills instruction. These time estimates are close to those obtained 7
in previous observations of Title I classrooms.

Because the math and reading programs both involved frequent assessments of
4 student progress and because summer school teachers did not know their stu-
dents before the first day,* it was expected that one noninstructional
. activity reducing engaged time would be. assessment. Observers reported that
~ % of basic skills time was spent in assessment; 6% during the flrst week of
surmer school. . ;

Students spent 63% of engaged instructional time working with the teacher, h

and 377 working on their own. When not working on their own, students

worked in groups with an average ‘size of 12; this essentially meant the

entire class. Teachers had been given examples of small group activities

that students might be engaged in during enrichment, +but the -occurrence

of small group instruction seems to have been infrequent. ,
Observers reported no departures from the planned Sequence of instruction
in math or reading except that "motivational exercises'" took place léss

frequently than every day. g

One aspect of the program was the use of rewards for attendance for good
behavior and for good academic performance. Calculators, given to stu-
dents for use during math class, could be kept by students if they were
absent_fewer than three days. Scented stickers and other rewards were
given to 'students for good behavior and performance. About 69% of the
students earned calculators for being present at least 22 of the 24 days.
Students were given an average of 2.8 scented stickers per day based on
obsetvations; in 91% of the cases, these rewards seened obviously tied to
good behavior or good academic nerfornance. . .

*

o
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Teachers were asked to visit only a sample of student homes and call only
some former teachers to decrease the time necessary for the activity and

to enable them to compare effectiveness of the methods in providing instruc-
tional information. When surveyed, 32% of the teachers stated that the
telephone calls to teachers were more useful, while 27% felt home visits
wete more useful, and 41% weren't sure which was more useful. Thus, both
were seen as helpful by at least some teachers, but no clear-cut preference
was found,

WERE THE SHORT—TERM OBJECTIVES FOR THE PROGRAM MET?

The reading program generally did not meet its short-term objective that
"by the end of the five-week summer school, reading skills" specified for
each_grade level will be mastered by  90% of the retainaes participating."
This objective was obtained for all objectives at grade six, for four of
the required objectives at grade four (categorizing, comparisons unit I, cause
and effect, and fact and opinion). The short—term objective was not attained
for any of the first-, second-, third-, or fifth-grade ekills.

This failure may have been a conseqxence of setting the criterion at 90%.

The objective would have been more ‘realistic if it had stated that 70% of

the students would master the required units at an 80% mastery level. All
_ skills at first grade, two of five skills at second grade, four of five .

o . skills at third grade, all fourth grade.skills, five of six skills at fifth
grade, and all sixth grade skills were mastered by at least 70% of the stu-
dents. A total of 30 of the 37 required. units were mastered by 70% or more
of the students. L

‘The LEP Spanish Reading program met its ‘short-term objective that "LEP
retainees participating in summer school will show 80% accuracy on yprk-
book assignments on the average.' All students met this criterion. " Based
% " on data for 26 of the 39 LEP students (67%), it appears that the
LEP English as a Second Language program met its shQrt-term objective that
"LEP retainees participating in summer school will complete at ‘least two
levels in the Stepping Into English series.'" All 26 students were reported
to have completed three levels: The City Mouse and Country Mouse, The Lion
and the Mouse, and The Rabbit and the Turtle.

. The short-term objective for the math program, that "by the end of the five-
- week summer school, participating retainees will, on the average, master
the number of skills specified for their instructional level at an 80%
level," appears to have been met. For each grade, the mean percent
correct om, math mastery tests ranged from 86% correct to 93% correct._

e
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HQW MUCH DID SUMMER SCHOOL COST?

Preliminary budget figures indicate. that .§263,726 was spent)for this year s
summer sSchool from local and TEA funds allocated for this .purpose. This does
not reflect the salaries of the five directors while still on their 1981-82
contracts and over 1,300 hours of planning and implementation time put in by
other District administrators. ,

" -

HOW WILL ACHIEVEMENT OF LONG-TERM OBJECTIVES BE MEASﬁRED?

A control group of retainees who did not attend summer school will be

matched with a group of retainees who did attend surmer school. Tkese stu-
dents will be matched on: ethnicity, sex, grade,, Title I eligibility, LEP
status, special education service, reading achievement (April 1982, Iowa
Tests . of Basic Skills (ITBS) Reading Total) and math achievement (April 1982
ITBS Math Total). These two groups of students will be compared on April

1983 ITBS reading achievement (both on Reading Total . and on skills emphasired
in summer school) and on ITBS Math achievement (both Math Total ana on skills
emphasized in summer school) These sources will be used to assess the
attainment of the following long-term objectives.

Reading. As of April 1983, retainees participating in
the 1982 summer school will show higher achievement in
reading ‘areas emphasized than will retainees' who did
not participate based on the Iowa Tests of Basic Skills
(ITBS).

Math: As of April 1983, retainees participating in the
1982 summer school will show higher achievement in math
areas emphasized than will retainees who did not partici-
pate based on the Iowa Tests of Basic Skills (ITBS).

A teacher checklist of math and reading skills will be sent to a sample of
- teachers who have retainees who did and did not attend summer school to see
if those attending summer school are showing noticeably better performance
this fall.
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Summer School Pilot Project
Appendix A

% SUMMER SCHOOL STUDENT FILE
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Instrument Description: Summer 'School Student.File

.

0 L}
Sriaf descripeion of tha daca filay .

+ [ .
The Summer School Scudenc File i3 a collac ction of tnlormncion from a variecy of sourced
# It containa demographic daca abouc scudents in che 1982 elementary Summar Schuol Piloc

Project (SSPP), as waell as academic-and enrollmanc dacta about chese students. It also

contains daca abdut characteristics of thae wunmer school program they received, and
academic and accandance daca for summer ucrool.

q Which gtudencs or ocher Ludiﬁidunls are {ncludad on the filae?
B -/

All scudents accending tha 1982 AISD elementary Summer School Piloc Frogram.

How ofcan i3 Lnt&rmn:ion on the f41a addad, dalated, or updated?

¢
Mlaver, The fila was craated .nly for che purposea of avaluacing tha 1982 summer school.
'l
“ho {3 rnqggﬁgiblc for changing or adding {nfovmacion to tt:  o?
# N/A.

How '7as =he {nformation soncaized An the file zachared?

~ Student idencificacion numbers, 198l=82 attendance, and AISD enrollment information were
obtained from cards filled ia by the 1981=82 ceacher of surmer school scudents., Some ID
numbers which were missing were looked up individually based on the Student Master File.
Student eligibiliey for and 1981-82 service by Ticle T, Ticle I Migranc, SCE. LEP, and
Special Education programs was obtained {rom ORE ?rojuc: Files.

Ars chere sroblems writh che {nfir-acion on the file zhar 3av 1ffecc Che
‘7alidity of the Jdaca!

Attendance data for 1981-82 were copied by 1981-82 ceachers from their records to summer
school regiscracion cards. ORE observers collected this {nformation and ctransferred it
to forms suicablae for keypunching, This three-step pracess may have resulted in some

er. v8. Ocher sources of error are unknown.
- ~”

A

what dura are availablae ccncerning zhe aczugacy and reliabilizv of che
informacion on che fila? .

s Atcendance data could be checked ag~-inst actendance registers but time costs are prohib-
ieive. A check of identification r.mbers and program participacion could be done with

some projecc filaes. . -
P ) rJ
-
}
Are zhera nornacive or hiscorical daca available for i{acerarecing =h$
resulcs?
i No. . -
M
) 3r<af descrinstion of zhe file lavouc:
See Actachment A-l. . P
b 4
1' a
\)4 ’ “ . -
ERIC -1 ‘
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~ SUMMER SCHOOL STUDENT FILE

.

Purpose
- - The Summer School Student Flle was created to provide 1nformat10n used to
answer the follow1ng dec1s1on and evaluatlon questions:
Dec1s10n Question Dl: Were the students served and staffing of

~summer school appropriate for future summer schools? Are alter-.
atlons necessary ? :

Evaluation Question Dl1-1: What were the characterlstlcs of
students served %y summer school 1nclud1ng

- Age

-~ Sex
o .~ Grade Level

- .= Ethnicity’
- Eligibility for Tltle I, Title I Mlgrant LEP
and SCE programs in 1981 82
- Service by Title I, Title I Migrant, LEP, and SCE
Programs’ in 1981- 82 :

e T e e Frge laficH ellglbility T T ”ff_ o o
.+ " " % Number of years enrolled in AISD . T e -
- Attendance rate for 1981-82
- Special Education status. .
"= Year of retention: this year or ear11er
- Historical achievement data: mean scores in grade equlvalents

on ITBS readlng and math, spring 1982,

The flle w111 be updated with Sprlng 1983 ITBS reading and math scores to answer

‘ the following decision and evaluation questions:
: ~0

Dec1sion Questlon D4: Should retainees be encouraged to attend summer School?.

Evaluation Question D4-2: Di&ﬁstudents meet long-term objectives?

Evaluation Question D4-3: What were the average grade equivalent scores.
of retainees _in the summer: school in April 1982 and April 19837
By skill areas emphasized and not emphasized in summer school?

P
.

Evaluation Question D4~4: How did the scores of retainees who
attended summer’ school compare to those of retainees who did not
attend summer school as of April 19837 By skill areas emphasized
and not emphasized: in summer school? ' "

Evaluation‘Qnestion D4-5: Can'any variables be identified that relate -
to student achievement? o

Data pertinent to Decision Question D1 is reported in this techrnical report. o
The ITBS will not be administered -until April 1983 and thus data pertinent N
to Decision Question D4 will -not be available until that time. The results

of the 1983¢ITBS testing will be reported in the 1982- 83 technical report on
reta1nees, to be released in July of 1983.

A-3 L : ’ .
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Procedure

\

. The Summer-School Student File has been creaced from several data sources:

1. Summer School Teacher Records
2. Summer School Registration Cards
3. The July 1982 Student Master File
N . 4. The July 1982 Family File
-~ 5, The Spring 1982 ITBS File
6. The Title I Master Service File
7. The Migrant Master File
8. The SCE "ELE" File
9. The LANG File (LEP.Status) .
10. The Special Education Master File

These files were accessed to. gain information pertlnent to Decision Questlon Dl.
Data obtained from sources 3-10 listed above were obtained in a similar manner
and will be described together below. .

Summer school Registration Cards. At the time summer school classes began, the .-
names of students enrolled were known only to campus directors and summer
school teachers. 'In order to access information about the students attending
summer school, we first had to find out who those students were. The infor-

* mation teachers and directors had on each student was contained on the summer
school registration cards, which had been completed by each student's former
teacher. A facsimile of this card is.contained in Attachment A-2. -The card
conta1ned the student's name, age, 1981-82 school,the student's ID number,
parerts' address and phone .numbérs, information about the reading and math
texts the student used in 1981--82, special program enrollment, days enrolled
in 1981-82, days absent 1981—82 and years enrolled in AISD.

¢

Observers hired by ORE to make instructional-process observations were also
asked to collect this 1nformation. For each summer school first-period class,
these observers copied- student's name, ID number, number of days. enrolled in
1981-82, -number of days absent in 1981-82, and years in attendance in ‘AISD,
as well as information about whether a student was chosen by the teacher to

- have a home visit'made to his parents"' home or whether a student was chosen
to receive a phone call by the summer school teacher to- the student's 1981-82
teacher, and whether or not these home visits "and, _phone calls were successfully
completed. The record form used by the observert: for .collecting this information
is contained in Attachment A-3. The procedure used by teachers to choose which.
child would receive a phone call or a home visit is contained in Appendix E
(Project Records). The information contained on these record forms was '
4keypunched and entered on the file. -

" Summer School Teacher Records: Each teacher maintained a record of student _
absences during the summer school. This record was given to the campus director
the last day of the summer school (July 9th). On July 12th, the campus directors
sent these records to ORE via school mail.” Coders hired by ORE collected this
data on attendance on the record form contained in Attachment A-4 and the data -
was keypunched and matched to the file which had been created with data from

* ‘the registration cards. Other data collected on the record form in Attachment
A-4 were used to collect mastery test information, and these data are described
in Appendix F (Mastery Tests).

£ | A-4
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ORE Project Files: Student IDs on the Summer School Student File were
matched against IDs appearing on the July, 1982 Student Master File to
obtain students' ethnicity, date of birth, sex, and 1981-82 grade. . These
student IDs were also matched against the July Family File to “obtain
_students addresses. Addresses were necessary to’ create mailing labels
for the follow-up .activities described in Appendix E (Project Records)
Student IDs appearing on the Summe¥ School Student File were matched
against the spring 1982 ITBS File.to obtain these students' test scores.
Finally, student IDs appearing on the Summer School Student File were

" matched against the Title T Master Service File, ‘the Migrant Master File,
‘the SCE "ELE" File, the LANG File (LEP), and the Special Education Master
File to obtain data regarding students' eligibility for and service by~
each of these programs. : ' : e

- I -2

e e Results”

~

' Summary statistics were generated'for each of the variables and are
reported below. The total number of students served was 1,193, This
is based on the number who showed up for at least part of the summer
school ‘term and is not an average daily enrollment figure. Some descrip-
tive data was not available for some students. - E '

LIy e

P o : . __Number _2 -
] o Sex Female 417 - 39,1
| Male 656 60,9

TOTAL - 1,678" 10Q;o__7

Figure A-1; SEX OF SUMMER SCHOOL STUDENTS . Although 1,193 students
attended Summer School, demographic information was
only available for 1, 078°

> Age. (Years-Months) " "Mean ' 9-8

Me&ian 9-5
Range:. - 5-11 to 14-11°

Figure A-2. AGE OF SUMMER SCHOOL STUDENTS. N=1,078..

& - . - N )
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The mean number of minutes served per day for Special Education students was .
118.7; the median was 114.5. The range of minutes served per day was 8.0 to

N %

Grade Level: Simmer School First. a3 278
(. _Second - 257 22.8

f Third 146 - 13.0

Fourth 183 T 16.2

Fifth/sixth 224 . 19.9

_Total 1127 . 100.0

;

 Figure A-3. SUMMER SCHOOL GRADE PLACEMENT OF STUDENTS.

.Sgggial_rxgg£§mé
‘Eligible . Served -
Numbered ~ Percent - Number " "Percent _
Title I | 372' 22,67 C o6l T s
Ticle T Migrant 61 5.3% 28 2.5%

Figure A-4. STUDENTS ELIGIBLE AND SERVED BY TITLE I
AND: TITLE .I MIGRANT PROGRAMS IN.1981-82. " N=1,141.

a

‘Number ' "Pgrcent :
SCE Reading o | 91 . $8.0%
SCE Math ; ' 35 ¢ 3.1%
Special Education - o '  285 | 25.0%

A Figure A-5. STUDENTS SERVED BY STATE COMPENSATORY EDUCATION

(SCE) AND SPECIAL EDUCATION IN 1981-82, N=1,141

-

360.0 per-day.

a

L
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SUMMER SCHOOL GRADE PLACEMENT

-Figure A-7,

s

ETANICITY -
1 .2 3 4 - 5/6 TOTAL
T D ¢z ] 2 ! z T I TN |
. AMERICAN INDIAN ° o 1 25.0 2 50.0 0 0 0 0 1 25.0 4 0.4
ASTAR o o 3 50.0 0.0 2 333 1 16:7 0o o 6° 0.6
BLACK 0" 0 - 8% 274 72 23.5 45 14.7 57 18.6 49  16.0 307 28.5
HISPANIC 13 2.5 153 29.8 - 112 21.8 52 10.1 79 - 15.4 105 2044 514 47.7
’ , ) e i o
ANGLO oo 81 26.7 55 22.3 37 15.0 40 162 54 21,9 | mPar 2209
TOTAL 13 1.2 302 28.0 261 224 136 15.0 177 16,4 . 209 1944 1,078 . 100.0
— A | N
Figure A-6. ETHNICITY BY GRADE PLACEMENT. Cell percentages indicate
percent of ethnic group. Row total percentages indicate
percent, of total (1,078). :
- CAMPUS' o
ETHNICITY " BECKER BROKE " COOK °~  MAPLEWOOD ST, ELMO TOTAL
. % . W z # z # 2 # 2

JAMER. TNDIAN 1 0.5 0 0 3 14 0 0 0,0 b B
“- ASIAN 3 1.6 o o 2 0.9 o 9 1 0.5 6 6~
BLACK 23 12.6 33 13.7 82 38.0 140 63.6 29 13.2 307, 28.5
HISPANIC 94 51.6 202 84,2 60 27.8 .56 25,5 102 46.4 514 47.7
ANGLO 61 +33.5 .5 2.1 69 31.9 24 10.9 88 40.0 247 22.9
TOTAL ~ 182 100.0 240 100.0 216 100.0 220 100.0 220.100,0 | 1,078 100.0

ETHNICITY BY CAMPUS ENROLLED.  Brooke is the campus where
LEP/ESL classes were held. Cell percentages indicate per-
cent of campus enrollment. . ' '

©
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Number of Years Enrolled AISD 3.23 . 603
Number of Dayé'Entolled, 1981-82 174.3 644
Number of Days Absent, 1981-82 6.7 - s81
Percent Days Attending, 1981-82° - 96..2‘ : ' 581

- Figure A-8. ATTENDANCE AND ENROLLMENT DATA FOR 1981&82 FOR .
’ . THE 1982 SUMMER SCHOOL STUDENTS. (Attendance and
_ enrollment data was only listed on the cards of
. 2603 (50.5%)..0f the 1,193 students, enrolled in
- Surtmer School )

MEDIAN | N
quberiof Days Entoliea» . o 2?.9 B 1660
Number of Days Absent o 0.7 ; | ' 1609
Percent of Days Atte;ding‘ | S 97.1 ‘ ". 1000

Figure A-9. ATTENDANCE AND ENROLLMENT DATA FOR. SUMMER SCHOOL
. FOR 1982 SUMMER SCHOOL STUDENTS. :(Data was only "
collected for 1,000 (83.8%) of the 1,193 students

, enrolled in Summer School )

YEAR OF RETENTION = N %
1981-82 : ' 551 48.3-
1980-81 : 151 13.2
1979-80" 63 - 5.5

: Earlier than 1979—80 256 22.4

Probably not Retainees _134 - - - _11.7

‘TOTAL N o 1,141% , 100.0*

Figure A-10. * NUMBER OF RETAINEES VERSUS" NONRETAINEES IN SUMMER SChOOL.
Record of student retentions are available on central - :
records only for' 1981-82, 1980-81, and 1979-80. Students ~
who were not listed on these files were assumed to have
been retained earlier than 1979-80 1if -their present grade
placement is Grade 3-~Grade' 6, or not retained if their
present grade placement is K~Grade 2., - . ’

*Some students were retained more than once, so N and Percent Totals are.:
not sums of row entries. '

[ERJ}:‘ | _ . , i ' " A8 .lé; )
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READING TOTAL - MATH TOTAL
MEAN SO . N " MEAN  SD . W
K 0.60 0.57 2 . 1.13 0.31 . 6
. 1 1.19 0.48 242 . 1.34 0.52 252
2 1.80 0.63, 198 . 2.24  0.62 197
3 2.65 0,73 109 - 2,97 0.6l 116
i 4 . 3.30 0.91 136 -3.53 ° 0.72 139
5 o 4227 1.16 167 4,47 0,96 176

Figure A-11. SPRING 1982 IOWA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS .(ITBS)
SUBTEST SCORES IN GRADE EQUIVALENTS FOR SUMMER
SCHOOL STUDENTS., "SD' means standard deviation.

N Lz

LEP | 183  15.3
NON-LEP OR UNDETERMINED 1010 . 8447
| . ToTAL 1193 100.0 L

Figure A-12. NUMBER AND PERCENT OF SUMMER SCHOOL STUDENTS
WHO ARE LIMITED.IN ENGLISH PROFICIZNCY (LEP)
AS OF SEPTEMBER 1982. :

N e - Z_ -
ELIGIBLE FOR FREE OR
REDUCED-PRICE LUNCH 749 62.8
RECEIVING FREE OR L
‘s REDUCED-PRICE LUNCH 718 60.2 -
NOT ELIGIBLE - 444 " 37.2
TOTAL' 1193 100.0

Figure A-13. NUMBER AND PERCENT OF SUMMER SCHOOL STUDENTS
WHO ARE ON FREE OR REDUCED-PRICE LUNCH.

Summary: - L S

. Atotal of 1,193 students were served by the summer school. Almost two~thirds
‘- (61%) were male, which matches the percentage of retainees who are male in
AISD very closely. Ethnic percentages are also representative of AISD's

A-9
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retainee population, with 47.7% Hispanic, .28.5% Black, 22, 9A glo, and ‘1%
American Indian or Asian students. The greatest percentage of students
served were in first (27.8%) or second (22.8%) grade. : Of those students
recommended for retentlon in 1981—82 39,.2% were first graders .and-16.87%
were second graders. ) :

About 63% of the students were low-income based on free~ or reduced-price
~lunch eligibility. -About one-third were eligible for Title I services (337%)
and about one-sixth (15%) had limited English proficiency. About 25% of the
-students were eligible for - Spec1a1 Education. Interestingly, one~quarter
of the summer school teachers Were certified to teach these students. Stu-
dents were generally six months (in first grade) to two. years (in flfth
grade) behind their grade placement in reading achievement in Aprll 1982
_ and were between six months (first grade) and one and a half years (flfth
grade) behind in math. :

Information regérding matched—control group studénts: :

A sample of summer school ‘students who were retained in 1981-82 (N=551) and

a sample of those retained in 1980-81 (N=151) will be matched on year of

retention, ethnicity, sex, grade, ‘Title I eligibility, LEP _stdtus, spec1al :
" ‘education service, reading achievement (April 1982 ITBS Readlng Total), and

‘ math achievement (April 1982 ITBS Math Total) with a sample of 1981-~82 _—

retainees (N-892) and 1980-81 retainees (N=1074) who dld not attend the

1982 summer school program. These two groups of " students :will be compared

on April 1983 -ITBS reading and math achievement, and on a 'Fall 1982 teacher

checkllst of reading and math performance.

L7
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82-F  File Des‘c'ripﬁtion: Teacher Records

3riar description of che data fila:

Teacher Records rafers to several miscellaneous data sets collected by teachers.
This information included summer school ‘daily actendance for each student, 1981-82
daily school attendance and years enrolled in AISD for each student, the number of
home visits accempted and successfully made to, students’' homes, the number of phone
calls to students' former teachers attempted and successfully mada, and the specific
reading and math objectives which each .teacher was able to teach. ’

Which scudenes ov othar {ndi-iduils sra included on tha £ila?
Students in the 1982 Summer School Pilot Projact (SSPP) are included in the 'file.

o

: Zow oftan is informacion on che fila added, delacad, or updacad?

The File will not be added to after all information regarding the 1982 SSPP is
collected. Its use after the 1982 SSPP evaluation is complete will be somewhat
_limited. . T

wao is vaspounsibla for chanzing:gyiigéing {aformacion %2 ke filae?

The evaluator and evaluation intern responsible for the évaluation of the SSPP
(Nancy Baenen and John MacDonald). o -

e
.

a

Bow wasg the izfor=acion concained on the fila zachawad?

< Teachers ;kept daily attendance .records on a standard form (see Attachment B-l), and
k kept track of home visits 'and phone calls on each student's registration card

; (see Attachment B-2)., Teachers recorded objectives successfully completed on

1 " student mastery test records, described in Appendix H. QRE coders reviewed all of

b these data sources and recorded the information on forms suitable for keypuncaing--

(see Attachment B-3). ,

Are thays JToblams rich the infornacion on the Jile that 23w 3f3ace ke
validicy o€ cha data? >

“

No known problems. The 1981-82 atteadance data for some students were missing.

‘whar daca ave availabla ‘szmcsroisng che accuracT and relfapiliss of zhe
inSsrmacicn ou 3na Zita? E :

It is possible to check the accuracy of summer school attendance-data by comparing
artendance records with mastery test records. When a student was absent for lmstruct-
tion directed at a partigular objective, that student was recorded as absent on the
mastery test record as well as the attendance record. This check was not performed

; however, because of the time and effort-involved and the expectation that .attendance =
P g data would be generally accurate. No validity checks were possible on the other sets

[ oh:gifa-Rehisiibley sieschesked by Fevievive.3; qavle O Sasnpds Feylgued By the coders

s sasules?

P

, No. Summer school attendance may be coémpared to attendance during the 1981-82 school
year, but this will not aid interpretation of the 1982 summer school.attendance data.

a2

Spdaf dascsiscion of zhe 9ila lavous: .

1. see ﬁttaéﬁment B-4 for the file layout. N

553
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TEACHER RECORDS

Purpose

Teacher Records refers to a set of miscellaneous data sources which have
been combined in one file. The file was created to provide information
regarding the following decision and evaluation questions:

Decision Question D1: Were the students served an& staffing . .
of summer school appropriate for future summer schools? Are
alterations necessary? ‘

Evaluation Question Dl~1: What were the~characteristics
of students served-by summer school including:

-Number of years enrolled in AISD.
~Attendance rate for 1981-82.
-Attendance in summer school.

‘Decision Question D2: Was the structure.of summer school
appropriate for future summer schools? Are alterations nec-
essary? v

Evaluation Question D2-9: How much material were the teachers
able to .cover in math and reading? How long did reading
units take to teach? . : '

Decision Question D3: Should additional information be provided to
teachers about the students before the start of future summer--school-..
programs? o

Evaluation Question D3-1: bid teachers receive information on re-
‘tainees from the previous teacher? Wheu? '

Evaluation Question D3-2: Were summer school teachers able to
reach regular school teachers of assigned retainees?

'Evaluation Question D3-3: Were teachers. able to visit the homes
of assigned retainees?

Decision Question D4: Should retainees be encouraged to attend summer
. school ? ' : . : —

Evaluation Question D4-5: Can any variables be identified that
relate to student achievement?

Procedure

Teachers received instructions in ‘procedures for recording needed data
. during the local in-service workshops held on their summer school campuses
on June 1 and June 2. ORE staff provided instructions to teachers regarding
keeping records of home visits made to students' families and of phone calls
to students' former teachers. Instructions regarding attendance procedures
were given to teaehers at this time by the campus directors.

B-3
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Teachers were asked during’the workshop to record which students were to

" receive a phone call to their former teacher and which students were.to

receive a home visit on the student's registration cards. The procedures
used by teachers to choose students who were to receive phone calls and
home visits are described in Appendix E (Project Records). Teachers put

a checkmark and a "PC" next to students' names who were to receive phone
calls and a checkmark and an "HV'" next to students' names who were to
receive home visits. When a phone call was successfully made to a -
student's former ‘teacher,. or a home visit was successfully made to the .
student's parents, a slash was made through the check next to that student's
name. At the in-service, directors discussed keeping attendance records

and teachers were given attendance record forms (see Attachment B-1).

" Teachers received instructions in recording student mastery of objectlves -

at in-service sessions held May 15 and May 31 and in their.-fiiStr-ictional

manuals. This is described in Appendix F (Mastery Testﬂ/.

: During the period of time that summer school was in//ession, ORE observers

made observations in three classrooms a day to obtain data regarding the
instructional process, datd whidh is reported in Appendix D. The schedule
of summer school was arranged so that an hour of recreational and Community
School activities occurred between instruction in reading and math. This -
freed time for the observers to collect data f£rom teacher records.

Observers obtained from the summer school registration cards each student's
name, identificatidn number, the teacher's name, whether or not that student

“was selected to have a phone call made to his or her former teacher,
_whether the call was successfully made, whether or not.the student was
“"selected to have a home Visit made, whether of mot thé hHome vigit was —

successfully made, the number of days the student was enrolled in AISD in

'1981~-82, the number of days ‘the student was absent in 1981-82, and the

number of years the student was enroclled in AISD. Observers recorded this
information on the form contained in Attactment B~3. These forms were
kept in the director's office on each campus and returned to ORE by the
observers when data had been collected from all classes.

On the last day of summer school, July 9th, teachers gave the attendance
records for their classes to-their directors, as well as the mastery test

- record forms and the registration forms for summer school. All of these

records were sent by the directors to ORE through school mail.

The information on the observer record forms (Attactment B-3) needed to .
be keypunched quickly so that mailing labels for follow-up could be made.

The other data from teacher records (summer school attendance data and . d

mastery. test data) needed to be.collected and keypunched also but became °

"available after the labels were needed. Thus, this data was entered in

the file by a two~step process. When attendance records and- mastery tests
became available, ORE coders entered student name, math teacher name,
reading teacher name, days enrolled in summer school, days absent during
summer - school, .grade in which the student was enrolled in summer school,
reading objectives mastered, and the average percent accuracy scored on
tests of math obJectives. This information was recorded. on the form in
Attachment B-4, and then keypunched. The layout of the file is indicated
in Attachment B~5. Summary statistics were generated for these variables
and are reported below. : 11

B-4



82-F

Results
Results are discussed below by evaluation question.

Evaluatisn Question Dl~1: What were thevcharacteristics of students served
by summer school, including:

- number of years enrolled in AISD.
- attendance rate for.1981-82.
- attendance in ‘summer school.

Data regarding number of years enrolled in AISD was avallable for 603 stu-
dents (52.8%). These students were enrolled in AISD schools an average of

3.4 years. Students who were enrolled:in AISD for one year or less accounted
for 13% of these students. There were 16 students (2.7%) who had been enrolled
for seven years.

Attendance data for 1981-82 was available. for 644 students (56.4%). Most of .
these 644 students (462 or 71.7%) were enrolled for the full 175 days. The
average days enrolled was 161.9. The median number of days enrolled, however,
was .174.3.  This ‘means that half of the students were enrolled for more than .
174 days. The median number of days absent was 6.7. This means that half of
the students had attendance rates above 96%, during 1981-82, and half had .
* attendance rates which were below 96%. Less than ten percent of the students
had attendance rates lower than 87%. The mean attendance rate was 94%. This
is the value that should be used in comparison with the gen%ral school popu~
lation. . .

Summer school enrollment data are available for 1,058 students. ' A total of

812 of 'these students (76.7%) -attended all 24 days. The median number of

days enrolled was 23.8 days. ‘Ninety percent of the students were enrolled for
at least. 18 days. The median nymber of days absent was 0.7 days, for an atten—
dance rate of 97.1%. Forty-five percent of- the students were never absent,

and less than ten percent were absent for more than three days.‘

The average attendance rate based on mean days present and enrolled was 947.

Two cautions must be kept in mind in interpreting these figures. The method
of calculating attendance does not strictly match that used by Pupil Account-~
.ing. Also, attendance records are only as accurate as teacher records, and
we cannot be sure that all teachers used the same method to decide when to
"drop" (cross out) a student for nonattendance. ; o
Evaluation Quéstion D2-9: How much material were the teachers able to cover
in math and reading? How long did reading units take to teach?

Figures B-1 through B-~6'repcrt the number of reading objectives teachers were.
able to cover and indicate the number of days 1t took_ teachers to teach each
reading objective. Figure 'B-7 indicates the number of math obJectives covered
by math teachers in each grade. — Cee
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Evaluation Question D3-1: Did teachers receive information on retainees:
from the previous teacher? When?

Teachers were to receive information from the previous teacher several
wayss: 1) reports of the students' skill strengths and weaknesses completed
near the end of the year, 2) registration cards for each student f£illed
out by each student's previous teacher near the end of the year, and

3) ' summer school teachers' phone calls to students' former teachers.

Teacher reports of,skill-strengths and weaknesses were never forwarded

to summer school teachers. The original, of this report was to be kept in
the student's permanent folder, with copies to be sent to summer schools.
The copies were never made, however. -

Registration cards, indicating the students' name, age, 1981-82 school,
1981-82 grade, ID number, address, phone number, reading basals completed,
recommended reading and math instructional levels, 1982 ITBS Vocabulary,
Comprehension, Computation, Math Concepts, and Math P:oblem Solving subtests,
days enrolled 1981-82, days absent 1981-82, and years enrvlled in AISD., For
Limited English Profieicney (LEP) students, the cards also included

the students' classification (A or B), and the student's Basal Spanish
reader. - -

’ Figure B-8 indicates the number of registration cards received by each
of the five campuses and the number of students who enrolled. Each campus
received cards for some students who never arrived, and never received -
cards for some other students. - o

Summer School Campuees

Becker - Brooke Maplewood St. Elmo Cook TOTAL

Number of:Cards Received .. 125 . 212 170 234 - 221 962
Number of Students Enrolled 199 253 229 230 226 1,137
Cards as 7% of Enrollment 62.8%2 83.82 74.2% 101.7% 97.8% 84.6%

Figure B-8: NUMBER OF REGISTRATION CARDS RECEIVED BY SUMMER. SCHOOL: . .
~ CAMPUSES COMPARED. WITH THE NUMBER OF STUDENTS ENROLLED.

The information teachers received from calling their students' former
teachers is discussed below, under Evaluation Question D3-2.

Evaluation Question D3-2: Were summer school teachers able to reach regular
school teachers of assigned retainees?

of 1,141 students, 592 (51.9%) were to .receive phone calls from their
early-morning teacher. These teachers were successful in reaching the
former teachers of 383 of those 592 students, for a success rate of 64.7%.
There are several factors which may- have affected this success rate.
l. ‘Former teachers were not informed that they would be contacted on
June 3 or 4; many could not be: reached. .

6 ,38
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2. Summer school teachers did not have the former teacher'$ name
or phone number. This necessitated summer school teachers
calling the secretaries of their students' schools, finding
out the teachers' names, and f£inding out the teachers' phone
numbers from the AISD directory. -

Evaluation Question D3=3: Were teachers able to visit the home of
assigned retainees? '

0f 1,141 students, 144 (12.6%) were designated to receive a home visit by
both the student's math and reading teachers. Of these 144, 140 (97.9%)
resulted in home visits. It is unknown what proportion of these actually
were joint visits and what proportion were «visits involving only one
teacher. Teachers were more successful in making home visits than in
contacting former teachers; it is interesting that teachers reported
home visits to be more useful than calling teachers (see Appendix H,
Teacher Survey). , ‘ ’ ’

Evaluation Question D4=5: Can any variables be identified that relate to

student achievement?
: '

The data pertinent,tb this evaluation question will not be available until
the final report in June of 1983..

-
-
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Figure B-3. AVERAGE NUMBER OF DAYS TO TEACH THIRD-GRADE READING
OBJECTIVES AS REPORTED BY TEACHERS. .
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Cam e Lan)

3riaf desczizeisn of she dara fila:

1

“Instrument Description: Emdlovee Master Record Fila

-

The Employes Master Record Fila i3 a parsounel file maintained by the Office

of Staff Persocnnel. Tha Employea mz::\hcord (EMR) File contains informacion
on each'employes's dara of employment, position, sex, ethmicicy, educacion, :
cartification, and years of experience in educacion. The 1981-82 file was used
in compiling data for, this appendix. ) y

*aizk scudancs or ocler individuals ars included on cha filge?
L 3tioes =L — B s — =8

All persomnel employed by the discrict are included in the Employee Master
‘Record File, although only summer schocl teachers wers included in thae anslyses
for this appendix. )

Zow ofzan is informacion on che file added, delacad. or_ uodacsd? .

‘Data are collected a:id‘ updated throughout ‘thl year.:

<

%ho i3 vssuomsibla Jor changinz or addiaz ImJdormaciom I3 the 221a?

)

Informacion s collected by the Office of Sltatf Personnel, and data
are entered by thevthe Department of Planning and Programming. . !

M . - k]

Zow Tas ohe imfareatiosn coutidined on tha Sls zackewxed?

.
e ——

The EMR File has been a long-term data collection effort of tha 0ffice of
Staff Persounel and .the Department of Plamning aad Programming. '

L

A

Are thews owoblams whsh chae inSsrmacdon gm 2he Jile shas 3w adfscs the

Talidizw a7 cha daca?

Some of the information contained on the File may be incorrect or c;u:-
of~-date at timas. : -

whar daca ares avatlibla ccucarming zhe dczoracT and ralisbilizr 9 she
iadapmacion su tha $41a? -

Nona.

ire shere sor—itdve s hiscowiszl dac: avatlibla fax Locewsmrepinmg sha
‘Tmaulzy? i

No.

Jrtad dasciovian of <ha #ila lavous:

See Attachment C-1
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EMPLOYEE MASTER FILE

. "Purpose
Employee records were accessed to provide information relevant to the
following decision and evaluation question:

Decision Question Dl: Were the students served and staffing of summer
schools appropriate for future summer schools? Are alterations
necessary? -

Evaluation Question D1-2: What were the characteristics of
- participating staff by. ‘ :
- Sex
Ethnicity
Years of experience in education
Educational background :
Certification.

.
|

o
: !
I .
A list of teachers accepting assignments for teaching in the Summer School
Pilot Program (SSPP) was obtained from the Office of Staff Personnel. ‘These
teachers' social security numbers were matched with the PERDATA file to
create a new file on AISD's IBM 4331 computer. Years of AISD Experience
was added to Years of Experience Outside of AISD to create the new variable,

Years of Experience in Education. Highest Degree Earned was the variable
used to describe educational®background. Three certification variables,

Type of Certification, Level of Certification, and Area of Certification
were used to describe teachers certification status. .

Procedure

Results

Seventy-seven teachers participated in the summer school program. Of
these, there were 5 (6.5%) male, and 72 (93.5%) female teachers. A-total
of 51 (66.2%) teachers were Anglo, 18 (23.4%) were HiSpanic, and 8 (10 44)
were Black.

Teachers' years of experience in education ranged from 1 year to 23 years.
Median years of experience was 5.85 years and mean years of experience

was 8.06 years. The highest degree held by 46 teachers (60%) was the
Bachelor's; the other 31 (404) held Master's degrees.

-~
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Figure C-1 shows a breakdown of the number of teachers by subject area
and grade level taught:

o - -

" Grade :
1 2 3 4 5/6 1EP  TOTAL
Reading - 16 10 5 6 7 2 40,
. Math 10 10 5 6 7 2 40
Total 20 19% 10 12 13% 3% 77

*;x one teacher taught both Math and Reading

Figure C-1l: NUMBER OF TEACHERS BY SUBJECT AREA AND GRADE
" LEVEL TAUGHTu '

¢ w

[

Teachers are listed on the PERDATA file ds holding from one to four
certificates:  Most of the 77 teachers (89.:6%) had provisional certification,
and most (89.6%) held primgpy certification for the elementary level.

- The other 8 teachers had elementary certification as their second, third,

or fourth type of certification. Of all 77 teachiers, 21 (27.3%) were ..
also certified in Special Education, 8 (10.4%) were also certified for - -
Professional Service and 10 (13.0%) were also certified to teach high
school..

Most teachers (70%) had a general subject area certification. - Sixteen
of the 77 teachers (20.8%) were certified to teach bilingual classes, 8
of the 77 (10.4%) were certified as reading teachers, and 5 of the 77
(6.5%) were certified as math teachers.

;!
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Summer School Pilot Project
Apﬁendix D

CLASSROOM OBSERVATIONS
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82-F ' Instru_ment'Description‘: Pupil ,Activities Record-Revised (,PAR-R)/ '

3riafd desc®locion of she last—menc: ’

The Pupil Activities Record-—Ravised (PAR-R) is a systemntic observation inscrument //
designed to anawer—~"What is the amount and kind of instruccion provided to studants Ve
during an inscruccional day?" One studdnt is observed for an entire school day to, /
provide an inferential measure of che inscruccion delivared to all students. The A
PAR=R was designed originally to observe the activities in Ticle I, Ticle T Migranc, TN
Ticle VII, and Local/Sctata Bilingual clasarooms. The variablas observed during the . .-
1902 Summer School Pilot Project for retainees include type of instruccion (reading

or math), language of instruction, adulc contact, group size, on-task/off-task, moda

of instruction, and two variablas which were constructad especially for this program:
angaged in assessment: activicies and receiving contingent or non—con:ingah: prog;a;frawards.

Io _whom was tha insesment admindstared? C.

A total of 70 firsc-, second=-, and fifth-grade students from all five campuAes '
of cthe 1982 summer school program were observed for an entire instructional day:—;

: —
" |

0w qany- cines Jas she inscunenc admindgearsd?

One full-day observation per student. For three students, two observers observed on
one day in order to assess inter-rater agreement, S

When vasg cha inscwomens idmiedgeared?
ST AR SRSt dcorooscared.

June 7cth- = July 9ch, 1982. _. o

“here was shae iastevrant adoiniscsrad?

On all five campusas of the eleﬁen:ary summer school: Becker, Brobke, Cook, Maplewood, =~/
and 5t. Elmo Elementary schools. Observations took place in the classrooms where
students were receiving instruccion. . /
ST TEEEEEEEEE L/
‘ _ f .
Fho ad=i=dscarad she iascru—enc? . T o
N .

* Three graduate students from UT departments of Psychology and Educational Psychology. :
These students had received advanceds training in behavioral assessment and classroom/
observation. : R i

’ . ° j

. S /
Whac tzaindag d4d tha admindsTeacors have? )

Observers received five hours of training involving coding from videotapes of classroom
instruction. .

- o

743 _tha iascrumeanc administarsd uynder -scandardizad coudd ziqus?
= = x=00S

Classroom situations varied. . .

u

ue validicy of cthe daca? . '

"Wars share aroblems wich rhe {ngememeans or tha acrindseracion rhas nizhs afface

Yes. It was often not cledr .whether the teacher was engaging in assessment, or whether
the activicy which looked like assessment was actually an instructional activity. In

most cases, this was’ clarified by consulting the classroom teacher. Some teachers may
have altered their behavior while deing observed; teachers usually did not know which' -
child was being observed so these effects would be minimized, but teachers sometimes )

kRev Sl AR b olnE hITedi s

Office of Research and Evaluation gtaff.

Whac Teliapilicr and 7alidisy daprz a=a availabla on =he i=gi=cman=?

Inter-rater agreement was assessed using intraclass correlation coefficients for each
of the coded categories. The majority of coefficients range between approxim?:ely~ ’
0.85 and 0:99. o /

Ara zhere zora daca availabla: for fntarprezizz sha resulas? - - - A

Other programs have collected data regarding the amoutit of timé students spend engaged
in various activities, but there are no previous data regarding retainees nor regarding
Q ratainees in summer school. : . o i

ERIC ‘ : 59

—_—
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CLASSROOM OBSFRVATIONS

' Purxpose

Observations of classroom instruction were made to provide information
relevant to the following decision and evaluation questions regarding
the 1982 Summer School for Retailnees:

Decigion Question D2: Was the structure of summer school appropriate
for future summer schools? Are alterations necessary?

o

Evaluation Question D2-5: How were student. learning needs
agsessed and monitored? :

Evaluation Question D2-6: What was the planned and actual -
pupil/teacher ratio? :

Evaluation Question D2-7: How much of the math and reading
allotted time 'was spent on task?

Evaluation Question D2-8: Were award systems implemented as
planned? How many students earned the awards?

Evaluation Question D2-10: How much time did students interact
with the teacher? How much time did students work on their own?

Decision/guestion D3: Should additional information be provided to
teachers about the students before the start of future summer school
programs?

Evaluation Question D3-5:. How much time did teachers spend in
assessing students' skills? Did teachers spend more time on
this activity during the first week of summer school?

Procedure

The Pupil Activities Record - Revised (PAR-R) was used to'obtain informa~-
tion regarding classroom instruction. This instrument- provides an estimate
of the amount of time a child.is engaged in specific instructional
activities. An interval-rating system is. used to record behavior; this
involves observing the student for 40-45 seconds, .and ' then 15-20 seconds
for recording the predominant. activity observed. Following recording,

the cycle is repeated again.' Observers only"recorded data during math

and reading classes. ~ o ' '

Two of.the observers were randomly assigned to schools, then randomly assigned
to-either grade 1, 2, or 5, and then randomly assigned to a teacker. The
” observers were to randomly se]ect a student for observation and two -

"Dfis
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alternates from class 'lists. The observer was to ask the teacher to
identify all three children, so that :the teacher would not know which

of the three children was being observed. The observed child was observed
for the length of the instructional day.

(S oo

The .pther observer was the only vne of the three who was fluent in Spanish.
She was randomly assigned to the three LEP/ESL classes at Brooke Elementary
for three days each week, and was assigned to classes in grades 1, 2, and

5 in the other four schools for the other two days.

Complete details of the variables recorded and the scoring system are
contained in the Manual for the Use of the Pupil Activities Record - Revised

(PAR-R) (ORE, 1978:78.48).

The variables chosen for observation»were the following: :

1. Child is engaged in a non-instructional activity (child is
given directions, child is engaged in housecleaning, teacher
is engaged in class control (discipline), there is a transition
- in instruction, or other non-instructipn).
2. Child is engaged in basic skills instruction (Reading, Math).
3. Child is in direct contact with the teacher, with an alde, with -
peers, oxr working alone. .
4, Child is on~task or off-task. ’
5. Language of instruction-(English, Spanish, or mixed).
6. Predominant mode of instructich (reading, writing, listening, .
speaking, or a non-language activity).
* 7. Child is engaged in an assessment activity.
' 8. .Child is receiving a program reward (scented sticker) contingent
o upon good behavior -or .good academic performance, the child receives
a program reward non~-contingently, or the child does not receive
a reward. -
9. Class size (the number of children present.in the classroom).
10. Group size (the number of students.in the. child s instructional

group )

Three observers were hired to conduct daily observations. These observers
weére Ph,D. students in the School Psychology and Community Psychology Programs
at the University of Texas and each had completed advanceu training in
behavioral assessment and classroom observation.

They received five hours of training in using the PARrR system to record
classroom instruction from videotape subsequent to studying the PAR-R
manual. During the first week of observations, the evaluation intern
visited each_observer at least once for an hour and a half of co- 4
obgervation. This was for the purpose of -calibrating observers' responses
to similar classroom events. Observers met with the evaluation intern
oncela week throughout the five-week observation period to discuss events
which were difficult to score and to re-calibrate the scoring system.
During the last week of summer school, inter-rater agreement checks were
made by having the, evaluation intern co-observe with each observer for a
full day. :
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Observations were recorded on the PAR=R scoring sheet contained in
Attachment D=-1. This form is optically scannable. Each form was checked
for logic errors. For example, if "non-instruction" was coded for one
minute, "Basic Skills instruction' should not.be recorded for'that minute.
Corrections were made by observers and checked again by the logic program.
When all errors had been corrected,.summary statistics were generated.

A total of 70 olservations were made by the three observers; 25 obser- ,
vations in first grade, 25 in second, and 20 in fifth grade grade classrooms,
Becker and.Cook schools each had 13 observations, Maplewood and St. Elmo
each had’ 12 observations, and Brooke school had 20 observations (Brooke
_1s where LEP classes were held). \\ '

Results

’

Results are discussed in terms of evaluation questions: -

Evaluation Question D2-5: How were student learning needs assessed and

" monitored?

Observations were used to answer this question, as well as Project Records
(Appendix E). Reading teachers had infermation about their students'
. Iowa Test of Basic Skills (ITBS)-Comprehension and Vocabulary scores)

the reader that the student used last year, and the reading level as
recommended by last ‘year's teacher. Math teachers had ITBS~Computation
and Concepts scores. The reading curriculum was prescribed ‘but there
was much flexibility in the objectives that math teachers could teach.
In addition, both the math and the reading curriculum required testing
‘'students after each ait, and re-testing students who failed the first
tést after they.were further instructed. .

It might therefore be expected that much instructional .time would be spent
in assessment. However, of 8,125'observed minutes in basic skills, 425
minutes, or 5.2% of the time was spent in assessment. The observers noted,
however, that this was a difficult activity to score; often what "looked -
like" assessment had instructional purposes. For example, students did

a workbook exercise on their.own while their teacher walked around to

check their work. There was more time spent in doing assessment in math
class than there was in reading class (6.6% vs 4. 6%); and there was slightly
more assessment occurring during the first week as compared with the follow—
ing weeks (6. 3A vs. 5.0%).
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Evaluation Question D2-6: What was the planned and actual pupll/teacher
ratio? ' : -

As noted in Appendix E (Project Records), summer school was originally
planned so that there would be one teacher for every 15 students. The
actual number of enrolled students was 1,193 (see Summer School. Student
File, Appendix A), distributed among 77 teachers, resulting in 15.5
students per teacher. Two teachers had as few as 9 students enrolled,
and one teacher had 29 enrolled. The pupil/teacher ratio, based on the
number of students present was of course lower; 12 students for every
teacher, with 4 observed classes having as few as 8 and 2 having as many -
as 17 present. These values are based on observations; only a sample

of classrooms could be observed and most classrooms were observed only

once, There may have been classrooms with fewer or with more students
on some days.

Evaluation Question D2-7: How much of the math and reading time was spent
on-task? ’

Time on-task was recorded only 1f the teacher was engaged in basic skills
instruction. About 116 minutes (64.47%) on the average, out of 180 minutes
allotted for basic skills instruction, Was spent engaged in basic skills
instruction. The other 64 minutes was spent in non-instruction. Most

of this activity (24 minutes, or 13.8%) was "other" non-instruction:
defined as "settling in" time, roll call, or other miscellaneous _
situations where the student was not recelving instruction for reasons

‘beyond the student's control. An average of 21 minutes, or 11.7% of
. the time allotted for instruction, was spent 1in transition from one

instructional activity to another, (such as putting away materials or
getting out materials, erasing blackboards, or lining up). About 13
minutes, or 7% of the time allotted for instruction, was spent in giving
directions to students. About 2 minutes (1.2%) was spent in class control,
and 1 minute (0.6%) was spent in housecleaning.

0f the actual engaged instructional time (116 minutes), students were
on~task for 103 minutes or for 88.5% of engaged instructional time. A This
compares with 90.7% of engaged time on-task reported for 1980-81 for
Title I students during the regular academic year (Title I students spent
a dally average of 2 -hours and 56 minutes on-task during 3 hours and 16

"minutes of basic skills instruction. ORE, 80. 71)

Evaluation Question D2-8: Were award systems implemented as planned?
How many- students earned the awards?

There were two award systems which were installed as part of the program.
Calculators were glven to students to use durlng the program and to keep
if they met standards for good attendance. As discussed in Appendix E
(Project Records), 72.5% of enrolled students received calculators for
good attendance. : i

Observers recorded instances in which a student received a programmatic
reward (scented sticker) for good performance. They only recorded this



82-F | T S o

]
v

if the student they were observing received a sticker. Children were
observed receiving stickers 168 times; because there were 70 children
observed, this averages 2.4 stickers per child per day. The observers
further noted 1f the scented sticker was given to the .child contingent

on that child's good behavior or good academic performance, or if there
appeared to be no connection between the child's behavior and the reward
he received. 1In the latter case, observers attempted to determine if the
contingency Wwas simply not ‘obvious by writing down as many details as
they could about the incident and then asking the teacher about the
reasons for the reward at a convenient time. :

Y

Observers recorded that 152 (90.5%) of the rewards appeared to be given
contingently, while 16 (9.5%) were not. Most teachers appeared to be
using the rewards appropriately.

Evaluation Question D2-10: How much time did students interact with the
teacher? How much time did students work on their own?

During basic skills instruction, observers recorded whether or not a

student was receiving direct contact from the teacher, and the size of
oo the group in which the student was being instructed. If the student was

by herself, no adult contact was coded and Group Size was coded as "1".

Students spent 63.1% of their time during'basic skills in direct contact
with the teacher. A small amount of time (0.2%) was spent with an adult
other than the teacher; students were working without adult contact for
36.7% of the time engaged in basilc skills instruction.

Students worked by themselves for 37% .of the time in basic skills. When
students were not working by themselves, they worked in groups whose average
size was 11.7 students. Peer tutoring, which would have been scored as

a group size of two to four students, accounted for, at most, 2. 4A of
students' time in basic skills.

A note about the reliability of the observational system: Inter-rater
agreement was determined by comparing ratings made by the evaluation
intern while co-observing with observers during the last week of summer
school. Observations for this purpose covered 316 minutes of classroom
instruction. The intraclass correlation coefficient was used to measure
the consistency of the ratings. This correlation assesses judgemental
consistency by indicating the relative excess of. among-subjects over
among-raters variation. Observation totals were compared using program
INTRAR of the EDSTAT statistical package on the IBM 1443 computer.

Reliabilities exceeded .99 for whether or not basic skills instruction
was occurring, for student on~task and student off-task, for when the
student was engaged in writing or listening. Reliabilities exceeded .90
for occurrence of instructional transitions, for contact with an adult,
for group size, and for language spoken. Reliability was not established
for other non-inst~uction (r=.12), for ‘direction-giving (r=.51), or
for class control (r=.69). Reliability could not be established for

D-7
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aggessment, reyard, or student engaged in speaking, because this
behavior occurred only once or did not occur during observations for
establisHing inter-rater agreement.
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Attachment D-2

Frequency Distributions of PAR-R Variables
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PROJECT RECORDS

Purpose

.+ Project Records were reviewed to provide information applicable to the
following decision -and evaluation questions: -

Decision Question D2: ' Was the structure of summer school appropriate
for future summer schools? ‘Are alterations.necessary?

Evaluation Question D2-2: What did the mwath curriculum include?

Evaluation Question D2-3: What did the reading curriculum
include? '

Evaluation Question D2-4: Who planned the program aud what
aspects did they organize? .

Evaluation Question D2-5: How were student learning needs
assessed and monitored? ‘ '

Evaluation Question D2-6: What was the planned and actual
pupil/teacher ratio? '

F.aluation -Question D2-8: Were award systems implemented as
planned? How many students earned the awards?

“wvaluation Question D2-13: Did parents receive information

. : about activities to do with their children for the rest of
the summer after summer school was completed? .How much did
they complete? , : .
Procedure

Ptoject Records refer to a number of data sources which provide descrip-
tive information about the summer school program. Some of this information
described the program as planned, and other project records yielded
information about the program as implemented. Sources of “nfc¢-- "an
about the program as planned included: the AISD zrant appl._ca.. .. to TEA;
descriptions contained in promotional materials distributed by the curriculum
publishers, the materials themselves, information given to teachers at
in~service sessions, and personal communications/memos from planning stafr.
Descriptions of the program as planned are supplemented by descriptions
of the program .as implemented. The sources of implementation data are:
observations (Appendix D), the Teacher Survey (Appendix H), and personal
communications with program administrators and teachers.
After a general progect description, results are discussed below by
evaluation question.

E~3:

I
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Results

General Description: The 1982 summer' school for retainees, conducted

‘from June 7 to July 9, 1982, enrolled 1,193 students in Grades K through

6 and was situated at Becker, Brooke, Cook, Maplewood, and St. Elmo ele~
mentary schools. - These stude:rs were served by 77 teachers for an overall
ratio of 15.5 students for each teacher. '

Enrollment was originally to be done at the regular 1981~82 schools until
mid-May with an opportunity to sign up on the first day at the summer
school campuses on a "first come, first served' basis based on space
available. It was felt, however, that it was important that all retainees
from 1981-82 or previous years be served no matter when they enrolled.
Enrollment was therefore opened indefinitely. The response to the program
was greater than expected and the original estimate of 900 students to be
served. at three. campuses was exceeded. Brooke and Becker were added as
summer school” campuses about three weeks before classes began.

The school diay lasted from 8:30 - 12:35" and consisted of one—and-a-half

hours of reading/language arts, one hour of recreational activity (unack
restroom break, and a community school activity of the student's choice), and
one-and—-a-half hours of math/applied skills.

Summer school teachers telephoned one-half of their students' former
teachers to obtain: information about the students' skills. A sample of
children's parents were visited by summer school teachers to establish
rapport between school and home.

Follow-up activities were conducted in’'which parents were sent letters about
workbook assignments or exercises to be completed during the five weeks
following the end of summer school. The evaluation includes questions
addressing the effectiveness of these activities.

Summer school teachers were selected-on the basis of length of their
experience with the District, length of experience at their grade level,
recommendations by instructional coordinators and principals, and, lack of
experience teaching in previous summer schools (see Attachment E—l) After
being selected and accepting their assignments, two in-service sessions were
held: one, a general overview of .the program held at the central administra-
tion building, and a second dealing with specifies of the local program and
assignment of students to classes held at the local campuses. The general
overview session was done twice to accommodate staff added later.

Evaluation Question D2-2: What did the math curriculum include?

The overall objectives of the math curriculum are contained .in Attachment E-2.
The math materials (Math for Everyone) were developed by the Educational
Service Center, Region XIII, and were supplemented by a workbook (Succeeding
in Mathematics). Fispanic students of Limited English Proficizancy (LEP)
received instruction in Spanish using the same materials.
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The Math for Everyone series contains a '"'scope and sequence" plan for

each grade level. Specific instructional objectives are provided with

the scope and sequence and are grouped according to instructional "gtrands".
Teachers were to give priority to problem solving and numeration, and to
teach geometry and measurement as time permitted. Scope and Sequence
charts are contained in Attachment E-3.

Originally; students were to be assigned specific strands based primarily
on their performance on the Iowa Test of Basic Skills (ITBS) and/or the
Texas Assessment of Basic Skills (TABS). The information actually used

to make these de ions included ITBS subtest scores in reading and math,
reading basal and‘math text levels completed, previous teacher recommenda-
tions made by telephone, parent ideas based on home visits, and informal
assessments done by the summer school teacher.

The curriculum was to be taught as follows:.

. 5 = 10 minutes: group motivational activities. .
30 minutes: large group instruction using Math-for Everyone.
30 minutes: small group instruction/independent practice
' “ using the Succeeding in Mathematics workbook.
20 minutes: enrichment, using calculators and teacher resource
books.

After completing instructional activities for a unit, stundents were to be
given a "formative" test. Students were required to answer 80% of the

items correctly to "'master" each skill. Students achieving mastery were

to work on enrichment activities while those who did not received additional
instruetion on the same skill unit and were retested with a "summative"
test. The number of students passing these tests is discussed in

Appendix F (Mastery Records). s ) ’

Information regarding whether the sequence of math instruction was
implemented as planned was gained from three observers with a combined
total of 108 hours of observation in summer school math classrooms (see
Appendix D, Classroom Observations). Observers were asked what the
typical sequence of math instruction was. All-three agreed that generally
teachers asked questions, had students practice math skills independently,
reviewed math skills with students after practice, gave workbook assignments,
and then engaged in enricliment activities. The daily "group motivational
activities" originally planned did not occur every day. The test-retest
sequencing was not as obvious to the observers during the last two weeks -
as it was during the beginning. Testing did occur, however, and teachers'
records were checked during the piogram to make sure they were being

kept correctly. There seemed, to the observers, to be less enrichment
activity occurring in first~ and second-grade classrooms. Overall, the

observers did not notice any great sysioonr!n differences between the
planned and actual math program. Most -.° -+ .. °IS (65%) responding
to the Teacher Survey (Appendix G) saié¢ - - = . . 'ls should be used
again. . :

E_S 9_:;_ S
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Evaluation Question D2-3: What did the reading curriculum include (includ-
ing materials and equipment?

The overall objectives of the Reading/Language Arts program are listed in
Attachment E-2. The Reading materials (Chicago Mastery Learning Reading,—
QMLR) were developed by the Board of Education of the City of Chicago and
published and supported by Mastery Education of Watertown, Massachusetts.

About half of the CMLR time was to be spent in developing word attack/study
skills, while the other half was to be spent in improving comprehension
skills at first grade. %rades 2 through 6, comprehension was to be the
main emphasis for the class The specific units to be covered are contained
in Attachment E~4. Only coﬁprehension activities were carried out in grades
other than grade one, as implemented.

CMLR materials were to be presented initially to the eiitire group. Within
eadh unit, skills were sequenced so that each subskill would be mastered
before moving to the next. As in the math program, students were to be
given a formative test on the unit on which they received -instruction.
Students answering at least 80% of the items correctly were to receive CMLR
enrichment activities, while those who did not were to receive "corrective"
instruction, after which they were again tested. Students available for
enrichment activities could also be available as a peer tutor for students
needing more remediation or could read a book from the Reading is Funda-
mental program. A student must have attained 80% correct on the summative .
test to have mastered the skill unit. For those not achieving this criterion,
review material was bullt into the next unit.

4 (
CMLR was to be used for one hour. For the other half hour, miscellaneous
activities related to language arts could be undertaken: journal writing,
library visits, independent reading, story reading in a group, were all
suggested activities. The suggested schedule of activities 1s contained
in Attachment E-4. ‘

Impressions of the observers were that teachers most often spent the non-
CMLR time reading aloud. This was supported by Teacher Survey results, on
which 77% of teachers reported spending at least ten minutes a day in read-
ing aloud during non~CMLR time. Other activities mentioned by teachers
were: independent reading, phonics instruction, and vocabulary instruc-
tion. Materials from Scholastic (Text Extenders), Modern Curricul ss
° (Grade 1), and Houghton-Mifflin (Grades 2-6) were used for reading activi-
ties. About 80% of the reading™~teachers judged the quality of the materials
¢o be good or excellent, and 77% responded that the material should be used
again. ’

Hispanic students with Limited English Proficiency (LEP) in categories A
and B were not instrucred with the CMLR materials, but were given igstruc-—
tion in Spanish reading, oral language development, vocabulary (on Monday,
Tuesday, and Vednesday), and English as a Second Language (ESL) (on Thursday
and Friday), using the following materials: Elena y Dani, Caracolitos,
Stepping Into English, I Like English Teaching Cards, Language Visuals, and
Scholastic Colleccién. :

e
o
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Implementation of the program proceeded fairly smoothly, Teachers had
some questions the first week, but generally adapted quickly.

The number of students attaining mastery of the CMLR units is discussed
in Appendix F (Mastery Tests).

‘Evaluation Question D2-4: Who planned the program and what aspects did
they organize? ) :

The Directors of Elementary Management and Curriculum supervised the
summer school process, They had primary responsibility for setting up
the mechanical operation of the program, including enrollment, student
forms, transportation, buildings, and assigning students to campuses.
They also consulted with the language arts and math committees as they
selected and developed curricula and assisted in planning.community
school activities. They helped lay out the overall organization and.
.policies of the program at a building level, and helped with staff
development.

The language arts and math committeés worked on selecting appropriate
materials, adapting them .to Austin's needs, developing supplemental

materials, ordering and delivering materials, assisting directors and -
teachers while on duty, and providing staff development.

One educational planner and one evaluator developed the grant proposal

in consultation with other groups involved and helped set up procedures
for preservice phone calls to previous. teachers, home visits to parents,
and follow-up activities after summer school was over. The: educational
planner developed instructions and sent out the follow-up activities

with the help of a se-~2tary. Research and Evaluation staff developed
“and duplicated som- .erials for home visits, teacher calls, and follow-
through and provide 1- .s for the mailings..

One district-paid evaluator and one grant-paid intern developed and carried
out the evaluation in consultation with all others involved., ORE staff
also provided some staff development for summer school teachers uud

. provided information from research during the°planning process.

Other AISD administrators and secretaries assisted with some aspects of
the program. Personnel's primary duties related to hiring and payroll;
transportation helped with assigning and bussing students; the school
plant handled utilities and custodial services; and finance worked through

3\

monetary paperwork. . )

Evaluation Question D2-5: How were student learniﬁg needs assessed and
monitored? ' ' ’

"Student learning needs" were considerations in several decisions made
by educational s¢2{7. 'The first such decision involved which grade level
a child should be placs’ in ¥ - «<mer school. This decision depended on
the grade level the child wwu. 4% in in the fall, the level of reading
and math skills tne child Lad attéin?d,_and the child's chronological age.

B~y
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This decision was made by summer school directors and teachers during the
June 1 in-service sessions. From observations made during in-service
sessions, it appeared that criteria for deciding which grade to place a
child in was informal and the goal of the decision was that a child would
be placed in a grade level where he would most benefit from instruction
without feeling out of place. In most cases, the student was placed in
the grade in which he would be in the fall.

The second decision requiring an assessment of learning needs was what
the child should be taught. In the reading curriculum, those skills to
be taught were prescribed by the Reading/Language Arts Committee. In
math, teachers were to teach the "numbers and rumeration' - and "problem
so]ving" chaﬁdé“aé‘b}iafiéiéé;”and if there was time, to teach from the
"geometry" and "measurement" strands, Within these strands are a number :
of developmentally-sequenced objectives, ranging in number from 3 (geometry)
to 22 (numeration) objectives. Teachers identified where -in the objec-
tive strands to begin by informally testing students with teacher-made
tests, with tests from the Succeeding in Mathematics workbook, or from
information supplied by the students' former teachers. o

The third type of decision requiring student learning needs information

is a diagnostic one: '"Does this child need more training to perform this
skill successfully?" The information was supplied by the formative tests

_ contained in both the CMLR, and the Math for Everyone packages. If a

child failed the formative test, he was given additional instruction in
that objective. ‘ . e

The amount of time teachers spent in doing assessment is discussed in
Appendix D (Observations) :

Evaluation Question D2-6: What was the planned and actual pupil/teacher
ratio? v o

There were 77 teachers serving 1,193 enrclled students for an overall
ratio of one teacher for every'fifteen students per class. This was
the <sme as the planned ratio. This ratio varied from a low of nine
students in two teachers' classes to a hlgh of twenty-nine in another,
and the campus means. ranged from 14.1 at Cook o 16.5 at Maplewood.

>

Iin the cldsses for T.EP students, the ratio was 13 sﬁudénts for each teacher.

Evaluation Question D2-8: Were award systems implemented as planned7
How many students earned the awards?

Students had opportunities to earn, scented stickers and other rewards
for good academic performance and behavior. A total of $2,000 was spent
on these rewards. &chools purchased various small incentives once the:
supply of stickers ran out. Some schools also added snack or other
privilege rewards for good attendance each week. Teachers reported a
positive response by students and parents to the rewards. Observatiods
indicated that 168 stickers were distributed to 70 children over a period
of 22 days. Approximately 27,000'Stidﬁ%§s\yere-purchased{:

-

g-g I
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The calculators, which students were learning to use in math class, were
offered to students as an incentive to attend summer school. As planned,

N, ~ students absent no more than twice during summer school recelved calcula-
tors at the end of summer school, July 9, Campuses generally excluded any
children with more than two unexcused absences from receiving calculators.
Originally, 1,200 calculators were purchased; of these, 14 (1.2%) were
defective and 827 (69.77%) of the remainder were distributed to students.

~ # Because 1,193 students were eligible, this meana that 69.3% of the students
- received calculators at the end of summer schcol., Since 1,193 students
probably did not finish the program, this es' ‘mate is actually conservative.

Reports from teachers and directors indicatn’ ™e calculators we.: a very
good incentive--particularly at the interm~ ' rrades.
. Evaluation Question D2-13: Did parents rac - information about activi-

ties to do with their children for the vet: .l the summer after summer
school was completed? Hpw much did they complete?
This question is mainly answered in Apr=ua '€ I, the results of the Parent
: Survey. What 1s presented here is a deseription of the follow-up process.
. .
One reason hypothesized for the ineffectiveness of most summer schools
in producing achievement score gains is that children receive no formal
instruction between the gnd of summer school and the beginning of
regular school in Sept br.- Follow-up activities were designed to
provide continuing su;zgrt for what the child had learned during summer
school. ~

Parents receivej@ﬁdegs on how to work with their children in reading and
math for the re f' the summer. Classes of students were randomly
assigned to receive a general or specific form of follow-up. This
information will allow comparisons of the effectiveness of the two types |
of follow-up. '

In math, all students were allowed t© take home their math workbook.
One~half of the parents received a letter on the last-day of class
indicating recommended activities to wor': on in specific math areas for
the rest of the summer. The other half received this general letter plus
a follow-up letter each week with specific instructions for workbook pages
concerning one math area (see Attachment E-5).

In reading, one-half of the parents received a letter on the last day of
class with general ideas on how to help their child with reading for the
rest of the summer. The other half received this general letter plus
fun reading activities to work on with their child each week for five
weeks., Attachment E-6 shows reading letters and activities.

< Parents were surveyed at the end of the summer to see what activities
.were completed. Results will be reported in November.

Teachers who were projected to receive the children in the fall were also
informed that the child had teen asked to do these activities. The nctes
sent are shown in Attaclment E-7.

(o]
i
\O
<
-
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Community School Activities:

Attactment E~8 gives a summary of the community school activities and
ideas for changes next year. Students' participated in these activitica
for about 30 minutes during the one-hour break between reading and math.
Activities included arts, crafts, table games, and physical education. _
Staff attimpted tn rrovide a balance between indoor and outdoor activities,

Teacher and director survey results indicated that community school
activities were beneficial and provided a necessary "break" for students,
Some time coordination and staffing ratio problems occurred which can
hopefully be improved upon in the future. The student to staff ratio for
community school activities was 26 to 1.

=)

Jo o
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N
ts

lELEMENTARY.RATING SHEET TO SCORE AND RANK APPLICANTS:

.1l. A.I.S.D. Experience

) . Years Points
1-2 = 1
2-5 = 2
6-9 = 3 . ]
10-14 = ° 4
- 15+ - . = 5 )

2. In Grade Assignment

Years Points
*1=-2 = 1
3-5 = 2
6-9 = 3
10-14 = <4
15+ = 5
3. . Taught in previous summer school = -1

4. Competency rating

Unsatisfactory =0 or 1
Minimally: acceptable = 2 or 3
-Good/Expected =4, 5, or 6
.« - Strong = 7 or 8
Exceptional/Model = 9 or 10
TOTAL °

R I
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Objectives: . Short. Term .

Reading. Skill units to be mastered (aiong with some optional units) have been
specified at each grade level in reading (see ArtachmentE-4), The overall objective
for reading is: .

By the end of the five-week summer school, reading skills specified for each
grade level will be mastered by 907 of the retainees participating.

Reading for LEP Students, LEP students (Categories A and B) will be provided with
special materials for Spanish reading aud En?1ish as a Second Language. Objectives
for these activities are: ‘

Spanish Reading: Limited English Proficiency retainees participating in
summer school will show 80% accuracy on workbook assessments on the ‘average.

English as a Second Language: Limited English Prdficiency retainees partici-
pating in summer school will complete at least two levels in the Stepping into
Engl‘sh series.

Math. The minimum number of skills to be mastered has _been specified for each grade
level in math. Beyond this, teackers are.to caover as much material as necessary in.
‘the areas of greatest demonstrated need for their students. The overall math objec-
tive is: . . -

By the end of the five~week summer school, participating retainees will; on
the average, master the number of skills specified for their instructional
level at an 80% level.

Objectives: Long Term

-Reading. .A o

'As of October 1982, retainees participating in the 1982 summer schuol will show
significantly higher achievement in reading areas emphasized than retainees who
- did not Dart1c1pate based on the Iowa Tests of Basic Skills (ITBS).

As of April 1983, retainees patticipatlng in the 1982 summer school will show
higher dchievement in reading areas emphasized than retainees who did not
participate based on the Towa Tests of Basic Skills (ITBS).

"Math.

As of October 1982, retainees participating in the 1982 summer school will

show significantly higher achievement in math areas emphasized than retainees
" who did not participate based on the Iowa Tests of Basic Skills (ITBS). )
As of Aprtl 1983, retainees participating in the 1982 summer school will show
higher achievement in math areas emphasized than’ retainees who did not partici-
pate based on the Iowa Tests of Basic Skills (ITBS).

')

o
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: Attachment E-2
(3] . V

Math Scope and Sequence Charts

.E-13




[E

C UL MATH FOR'EVERYONE' ™ * -

82~F, .
Name : . ' : Teacher: —
-t Kindergarten: Individual Student Record

Teachers highlight objectives which have been mastered.

Number and Numeration : Measurement
- .« B : ) t S .
N L Membars of Sets M 1(*) Time: to half-hour
B ) - /
N 2(*) une~to-One Corres- M 2(*) Money: Coins
) pondence :
N 3 Number of a Set: to M__3(*) Money: Value of. .
s five . : Coins )
. ‘ 3}
N 4 Number Recognition, M 4(*) Length: Compaxe
e to *.°% ' .-
N S5(*) Zero . M 5() ﬁ%nqch: order
N 6 Number of a set: to M 6(*) Weight: Cor'are
. 12 (optional )
N 7 Construct Set of ‘M 7(*) Weight: Qrder
Given Number ”
N 8- - order Sets M B8(*) Volume: Compare
N 9 ° Mumber: one More, . M 9(*) Volume: Oxdax
One Less
N 10 Numerals: 1 to 5 M '10(*) Temperature:
_ . Compare
.N 11 ’First, Next, lLast M 11(*} Temperature: Orcder
N 13(*] Count: to 5 , Geometry e
Addition and Subtraction G 1l(*) Position and:
‘ Comparison
+ . 1(*} Meaning of Addition G__2(*) Circle and Polygons
p\\\\\ + "2(*) Mcaning of Subtraction )
» Problem Solving . Prareqilsite Ohjectives
- ” for TABS are undeclired. o
' - ?. Objectives directly tast-
. . P 1{*) Classify by . . . ed by TABS are ringed,
! ] Attributes : . .
P__2(*) Complete a Pattern
L : E-14

RIC | '

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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"7 7. MATH FOR EVERYONE

_.Teacher:

First Grade:

Individual Student Record

Teachers highlight objectives which have been masterad.

Number and Numeration

N 1 Hembers of Sets

N 2° One~to-One Corres-
pondenca

N ) Number o0f a Set: to
tive

N 4 Number Rccogqnition,

e Lo ...o

N 5° 7ero

N 6 Number of & Set: to
12

N 7 Conatruct Set of
Given Number

N 8 Order Sets ?

N 9 Number: One More,
One Leas

‘N 10 Numeralst 1 to 5

N 12¢ Count: tu 5, 12

N 134 Number Recbqnition,
¢ to 12

R 14* Numerals and words,
0 to 12 /

N 15 write Numerals: to
12

N 16(*} Compare Numbers: to
12

N 17 Before, After, Detwean

18(*} Order umbers .°

N 19(*} Use Ordinal llumbers

N 20* Croup and Count by
Tens :

N 21(*) 2~-Digit Numerals

ﬂ 22_ " Name Fraction Hodels

G J3(*) "3-~pimensional Figures

addition and Subtraction {Mcasuremunt
+ 1* Heaning of -Addition M 1* ‘rimet to half-hour
+ 2% Meaning of Subtraction M 2¢ Money: Colns -
+ 3 Combinations: Sameé Sum M._3* Money: Value of
. Coins
+ 4(*) Order Property L I R Length: Compare
+ 3(*) Identity Element: Zcro 4 5° Longth: Order
+ 6 Ralated +'and ~ Santences H' 6* Weight: Compare
+ 7(*) Building a Ten N ' 7*  Weight: Order
: + 8% Xnow Addltion Facts M 87  Volume: Compare
+ 9(*) Grouping Property M 9* Yolume: Order
+ 10 Xnow Subtraction Factsa M 10*  Temperature: Compare
Problem Solving M 11* Tamperature: Order
P 1° Classify by Attributas N 12 Time: Vocabulary
p_2* Complete a Pattarn M 13* Money: EqQuivalent
Coin Sats :
P 3¢ tord Problem & Number ¥ 14*  Money: Problems
Saontance
Gaometry "H1s Length: Nonstandard
Units
G 1° rosition and 16(*) Length: To Inch,
Comparison . ~Yord
G 2(*) Circle and Polygons M 17 welqhtz'kénl:andard

Units

M 1ag-z,we1gh:s To Pouna

Prercquislice Objectivos'fcr
TABS are uynderlined. Obdjecc- P
tives Jdirectly tesced Dy TABS

nro(ilﬁé:?.)

E-15

10%

M 19 . volume: Nonstandard
Unita ’ :

M_20(*) Volume: to Cup,
Quart .

¥ 21(*) Time: Use Calendar
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MATH FOR EVERYONE

Teacher:

Second Grade: Individual Student Record

Tgnrc'hers highllght okjectives which have been mastered.

Addition and Subtraction

Numbar and Numeration Maasurement
N 12¢  Cuuntbr ko 20 + 4* Meanlay of Bubtractlon M 1* Time: to half~hour
N 13- Numhm{ Recognition, + 4r Oxdaxr Property M 2* Money: Coins
0 to 12 b
N 15* Write Numerala: to + S5* ' Idantity Element: Zero M 3* Monay: Value of
20 ‘ , Coing to
N 16* Compzre Numbers: tO + 8 Related + and -~ Sentunces M 12* Time: Vocabulary
_— 12, to 100 . .
8 17 Before, Aftar, Between ¢ T* Building a Ten M 13~ Money: Equivalent |
: ’ : : : Coin Sats
@ Order Numbers + 8¢ Xnow Addition Fracts T M 14 Money: Problems
N 19* Use Ordinal Numbers + 9(*) Grouping Propaerty M 16* Length: To Ianch,
! ’ erd' Foot
N 20* Group and Caunt r.:y + 10> Xnow Subtraction Facts M 18(") waig‘hﬁg To Pound,
Tena - Qunce '
N 21* 2-Digit Numerala + 11 Supply Missing Addends . M 20" . Volume: To Cup,
. : Quart, Pint
N_22 Name F:g.c:ionl Modaels +_l2* 4: 2 pDigits, No Regrouping M 21* 'Time: Use Calanda:r
N 23(*) 3-0igit Numerals #_13* =-: 2 Digita, Mo Regrouping - M 22 Time: To Five
- ‘ Minutnes
N 24') Read & Writs Numarals + 14 +: 2 Digits, Regrouping u 23 Tima: Vocabulary
to 100 . :
N 25 Count by 2's, S5's, + 15(;) -: 2 Digits, Regrouping’ M 24 T'ma: Read and
- 10's - ) - ' ’ Write
,(t 255' Identify, Name, Writa m +: 3 Digits, Regrouping M 257 Monay: Problems with
Fractions ' . S . Coins
Problem Solving M 26  Length: To Centi-
met:e;:, Metar
- P_3* Word Problam 3. Numbar "M 27 © Weight: To Kilogram
Prerequisite Objectivas far Sentence
TAB8S ace undorlined. OD‘jec-. ) :
L sives dirucniy cosced by P 4" Razd Plcture & Bar Graphs M 28 volume: To Liter
TABS are(fingsd.) ) ' ’ .
P S Make Picture & Bar Graphs’ M 29 Temperature: To 10 .
Degzees
Gaometry
X G 2* Circle and Polym---
G 13* J=Dimensional
‘Figqures

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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82-F - ' :
Name: Teacher:
Third Grade: Individual Student Record
‘ll.‘ l‘ ' . : L
sr dnd Numaeration ‘Multiplication and Diviaion Maasuresment
- : 4 ) .
Compare Numhers: X l* Meaning ot Multipﬂication +»M 3* Money: Value of
to 10O ) Coins
Order Numbers X 2 Datarmine x facta : M l6* Length: To Inch,
_— ' ' Yard; Foot
3-Digit Numerals X 3* x by Zero . M 18* “Weight: To Pound,
_ : ‘ ounce ’
Read and Wrate | « . ' , N .
_Mumarals to 9999 X 4 x by One ' M 20 ;3;:’:‘3(.'§?1§:p' Fint.
(,.(6'."'( by ', O's, ., X 5, Order Proparty M 22 Time: To Five
s . . v Minutes
fdantify, Name, A .
Weits Fractions . Know x Facta . M 23 Time: YOcabulary
write Ddllars , . - e , ) , R . . . '
and Conts : X 7(*) Meaning of Division M 24 Time: Rgad and Write
>+, &, or > X 8 x and ‘= ':. Inversas ) M 25%* Money: Problems
. with Coins
Even or Cdd . ) .
- g X 9 Supply Missing Pactor M 26 Length: To Centi-
: ) r - meter, Maeter
Tenths and ~ . .
X 12(*) 1 pDigit x Multiple M 29 Temperatura;
H“Q$r°dth3 of 10 To 10 Degrees
tion and Subtraction X 13 1 Digit x 2 Digit, .M 30 Moneyy, Equivalent
No Reqgrouping . - Ny Coin Sd=s .
Mcaning of T X 14(,') L Did . : ]
X1 git x 2 Digit, Money: Relative
Subtractlon Ragrouping . Values "
Order Property X 15(*) x by la, 100, Loco M 32(*) Money: More? or
N - Change Due? '
;‘;2‘;,"““”" X 16(*) x by Multiple of loo - . M 33(*) Weight: Usa Scale
. b C. ‘. T Balance
Grouping Property . X L7 =~ 2 pDigit by 1 Digit, . ‘M 34 Tamp.: Degreas.
_ No Remainder Beil, Presze -
§“°:,5“bc‘act1°“ ; X 18(*) 3 Digit x 1 Digit ‘ M 35 Temp.: To Nearest
actz . — , Degree
igggkgaHiSSI"g _ Problem Solving ___ - Aﬁbropfiaﬁe Units
. . ~ of Mmasure
+: 2 Digits, ) . S .
: P 4 Pead Picture and M 37 Perimeters
Regrouping éii Graphs : . . .
=3 2 Digits, P S Make Pictura and Geometzy "
Regrouging e Bar Graphs
v: 1 Digits, Estimate: for + and - G 2 Cirvte and Polyqons
g roups ng . ..
. N
J-t v Digits, . G 3 3~Dimensionail
Reqrouplng Patterns, Sequencesﬁ Figures
18(*) Use Money Notacion Word Problefnﬂz + and, - . Proroquisite Objectives
h ® for TABS arn underlined,
. . o . Objectives direct oSt
> 19(*) +: 4 Digits - . ,JlB—S\ “
.__“i-? P?gtOupinq ’ . Word Prﬂblems:.x and - ed by TABS a:a(zi?ged.,
Q 5 . . ' E-17 _ -
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82-F
Hame: . Teacher: .
. . “ )
’ FOURTI CRADE: INDIVIDUAL STUDENT RECORD ,
Teachevh hiyhlight vbrevtives that have been masfered, .
.J.'f \ i ‘
Nusber and Nusaration Multiplicee.nn and Oivielon, Cont, Meaguremant
, e [ P "
2 ) , v M 16 teangth: To Inch, .
Ordwt Numberg X 10 =+ by 0t Mac Powwible : Yerd, Foot .
N 23* J-p1git Numaralx x 11 Grouplrg Property M 18° Weigkt: To Pound
} Ounce
. N 24e Read & Write Numerals | | X 13¢ 1l Dilgit x Mulriple ot 10 M 20° Voluma: To Cup,
to 9939 ’ Quere, fint, Cal.
N 26° ' 1dencity, Neme, Write X 14* 1 pigir x 2 oigie, M 22 Time: To Five
: Fractlons Regxouping Minutes ' 7
N 27* Wrice Uollars and X 15¢  x by l0, 100, or 1000 » 24 Tine: Resd and Write
: Centy ‘e ' ' .
N 20 > ¢, 08 = ' X 16* x by Muleiple of 100 ‘M 26 Longth: To Canti=
meter, Mater
B 29 “Bven or odd ) X 18° 3 pigit x L Digit. M 10 . Money: Equivelent
: : B . . Coin Secn
@ Read & Write Numerals X 19* 2 plgie x 2 Digle M 11*  Monity: Relative
- B . ’ / Values
. [ 2 p—, -
N_314  Tenthe and Mundradthe X 200 ™+ .1 nigit by 1 olait, M_32¢) Money: More? or
Mo r. . — Chenqge Due?
N 32 Round Numbders x'g_x:_ 1 Digit x .2 Dlgit n13e Neight: Use Scale s
. . Balance
3)(*) Equivalont Fractions X 32(*) <+ ) Digit by | Dtgie, M 34  Temg': Degraes, '
with «. Boil, Fresize
M 14(*} Frectiones —~» Decimals + 4 Digit by 1 Digit, n s Temp.: To Nesrest
with r. Degree ”
Addicion and Subtraction T x 24 x b{ Multiple of a Fower - Appropraiste Unita -
of 10 of Measure N
-
: + 8* Xnow Addition Facts X 25 < multiples of 10- .n 37 Perimaters
. 9 Grouping Property frodlems Solving ‘M 38 . Time: To Nearest
' . /__\ . Minute
0 N .
+ 10°* xnow Sabtraction p 4° Read Picture & ‘Bar Grapha M 29 Unite of Mstric
Facts - . . Messure
+ 17* -¢ } Digite, ' P 6* [Estimate: for + and - M 40 Volume: T ter,
Regrouping . , ’ ° . @illlildeer
»_1*  Use MOney Notation P 7 Pattorus, Sequencox "4l Area ’
S Cn " bes o o o~
« * 139 +*: 4 Digies, « P 8° tNord Problems: - ° Ceometry ’
Pegrouping + and - . -
« \t 2n° -: 4 Digizs, P_9ge Word Problewmh: - Circle and Polyqons
g Regrouping x and ~ . - .
. 210 +: Ruwriting 2 10  Use Map . J-Dimensional
B ‘vertically riqures ™
» 22~ -: Nawzriring ’ rlle Uge Chart or Tible Point, Line, Ray,
Jertically ~ Angle '
¥
. + 23 * Or =: Docimals 12(*) Road [.ine Craphs G 5 Lines
Muletiplication and Division P13 Construct Graphs
- . - . b
X L* _Meanihg of Multipli- B Le Estimate: for x
cation » . i . .
X 2 .‘Do!:emine x Facts |, 15(*} Word Problums:
=, X, -
N )
X 3. x by “oro r_i6 Problems wirh .
o ~ Moayures ‘
X 4 2 by Cne.’ e 17 Problbmu: Excra-
- ncous Nata |
PR Order Propaczy P18 Probleme: Migeing U . )
. Facte ‘L
- X 6°  KXnow x Tacts P13 Averages E-~18 |
O : .
EMC LS X} Meaning of Divimion . °
) ’ Pemeoqulialce ob (aeelvae o

« ' - e

Cuor TAAS are_u devlined
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MATH FOR EVERYONE

Twachert

FIFTIl GRADE:

INDIVIDUAL STUDENT RECORD

Terches ugmgm abfectives that ltve been mastored.

,Nuaber and Numsration

Multiplication and Divieion cont.

Hnllurmnt)

‘ G
N _t8*  Order Numberts X 20* £ 1\ plgic by 1 Digte, M L6* Length: To Lnch,
No r. . Yard, touc
N 28 D.¢. OF " ) Olgle.x 2 Digle . M 20 Volume. To Cup,
- . ’ Quart, Pinc, Cal. '
[~
Read & Writs Humerals X 22° . & ) bigic by | Digic. M 26 Length: To Centl-
with r. weCer, Meter . ,
Tenths snd Hundredths 4+ 4 Digir by | Digle, Money! Mora? or
. with r. Change Due? s
N Round Numbars X 24 x by Multiple of a Pover M 33%  weight: Use Scale
- of L0 Balanca
Equiyalent Frections X 25 -~ Mulciples of 10 Appropriasce Unics
. ) of Measure .
N 34(¥*) Fractions —» Oecimals X 26 ) Digit x I Digic M 37 Periomters
' '
N 5w v, ¢, or = Decimals X 27 x: up to 4 Digics M )9 Units of Matric
. Magture
. ¥ 36(*) Fractlons ¢n Number X 28*% x: Honey M 40 volume. To Liter,
Line Millilitsr
N3™  >,¢, or = Frac- X294 < Monay - M 4L Area
. tions .
“K )8(*) Fractions tn luwvest X 10 <6 Digle by 2 Digic M 42%  Llength: To Half-
Tarme lach
) N 39(*) Mixed Numeral ¢~ X3 x  Fenerfonn, Model M 437  Volume: Tasspoon,
“vaction ' : Tableapoon
LD Fraction as Diviaion xn X Fractlons M 44 Circumference
X3 . Fraccion and Whole Suber
Addition and Subtraction * M 4S5 Cubic Volume
. X x: Mixed Mobers
+ 8% Know Addition Facts M L6 Angles {
) X 13~ x: Decimul in One Factor e —7
+ 10 Xnow Subtractiun Problam Solving Caometry ) -
. Facts
' ‘ -. & Digits. Rsgroup- P 4*) Read Picture & Bar Graphs Circle and
<~ Ing ‘ . Polygons
+. Rewricting P 6% Eatimate: for v and - g J<Damens tonal
* Vexcically . . riguras
4+ 22* .. Rawriting P 10* Use Map C & Point, Line, .
: Vercically Ray, Angle -
+ 23 + or -: Decimals P 11> Use Chart or Table @ Quadrilatersls
+ 26(*) +%r -: Fractiona Read Lina & Circle c .? Parts of a Circle
- Craphs : ’
Multiplicetion and Divialon P13 Canscruct Gr3e G 3§  Kiods of Angles
X 6% Know x Facts Pla Eacimnte: for x C 9 Rinds of Triangles
X 9 Supply. Minsing Word Prodbleme: + - x,-— [ lu' v Const ruct Congruent,
Factors ° l.ine Segments -
X 10 + by U: Not ¢ueatdie P16 Problems with Massurea G 11 (oastruce Angle,
- : Given Cegrases — .
X 12* 1 Digit x Mulriple P 17 - Problems: Extranaous w12 Construcc Cirrle,
of 10 Dats Civen Radiua
X le* | Digic x 2 Digle, P13 Problema: Missinp Facia
Regrouping
’ X 15 x by 10, luu, or LOUV Py Averagey
X l6* x by Multiple of 100 P 20 Estimate: for =+ .
X 18» 3 Digic x 1 Digic p 21 Clasaify; Order; Form Prerequisite Odjectivey
Sats . tor TABS are undsrlined. -
el Od jeccivee directly tgpec-
P 22  -Problams' 2 Oparations ed by rAAS -r-rifzgiif\
S————
]: \l)‘C P23 Typas of Grapha .
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MATH FOR EVERYONE

'rulg har:

a

SIXTN GRADR:

INDIVIDUAL STUDENT RECORU

Teachers heghdight objeedives Lhat have been masLened.

Number end Nuserstion multipliostion and Divieion Problem Salving Cont
g
: ' P2 prablume 2
s 28 >,¢, or = X 6*  Know X rw'n Spesaticnu
N 30° Ramsd & Nrits Numersls X 9 Bupply Missing reator P 1)+ Types of Grephs
N JL*  Tanthe snd Hundredthe X 10 5 by 01 Mot Puselble P Ciephe: Interpret
. . -
N 32 nound Numbore x 20° & ) bigle by 1 Diyte, r2s s;:g:.osmn sen
No ¢, »
N 3)*  rPRuivalent Practione X 22 < ) vigit by 1 Digie, . P26 g::g: Ordersd
- Fignr” s eltn r. ,
\
' N J4*  rrections -» Dacinale X 238 - 4 Ligit by 1 Digit, v 7 Solve Rquations
! with ¢ RL
N 8¢ >, ¢, or=: Decimals X 2% i Multiples of 10 P29 tios
' : P 27  Cather & Graph
N e ﬁ. sone on Number x.n. 3 oigie x ) Digle Scatiatics
‘
NIT D>, <, e . x 27 x1 up to 4 D'gits Measuramant
frections .
. volume: To Cu
N ;::gmm tn enmost X ia% x: Money 0t eart, Pinc, Gal.
. N 26 Length: T3 Canti-~
N ’r‘ﬁ:zL::M“L M X 29 Tt Monay mater, Mater
. . noney: More? or
N 40 Prection as Divieton x 30 > 4 Digit by 2 Digit N2 cm:z- Due? °
e Ve e U Scel
N 4L Round Dectmale x 12 xi Practions . LR D nt‘::“ se Scele
N 42 Decimals —» Practlons x 13 xt rraction » Whols " 19 un::::rzl Motric .
Number
]
N 4)* Per Cant X 4 xt Hixed Numbere LI B ’1““::"’“ To Helf-
L]
o . . .
N 44 Lesat Comwon Multiple X 3% ~: Practiona, Modsl - N 4 ¥:é:::x Tasapoon
N A3 'Prime or Cowposite X 16 . i Praction & Whole Y Circunterence
Nusber
, ic Voluma
N 46 Pactors 117 21 Fractions H‘ 45 Cubic o
N 47 Prima Pactors X J8° x: Dacimal in Une Fector L Angles
N 4 GCrasatest Coweson X J9% x: Decimal in Soth A8 é‘:&‘::.b"“
Pactor Pactors
- wholo Number M 48 Axea Ueing
N 49 Roman Numersle X 40 -1 oocuutﬂhy rorsulas .
o i Decimal . n 49 CircunMterance
N 50 intoqer® X 41 »: Dacimal by i Selcy Pocmula
N 352 Ordec Intoyors Probleam Salving Ceomctry
Addition and Subtraction P 4* Read Pictura b Bar G 3+ 1-Cimensional
Graphs ' riqures
s ;;::I::::;m P 10°  Use Map € 4% Quadrilatersls
. a2 ",:‘::::ﬁ;"“ ‘P 11*  Use Chart or Tabie & 7  pacts of a Cirule
+ 2)e & Or =1 s?cmu P 12e x‘d tine & Clrcle e 8 x.lnclh of Angles . .
' apha ! ) R
. 240 ¢ or -: Fractions Pl Construct Graphs c 2 kinda of Trianglea
. 25 s or -: Ynlixe ? 15* word Prob _ - ¢ 10 constr .
. Denominators ‘lo-.n =X T LL:: succ ‘;::qruon;
.
P17 Problemsi ExtTanecus Data G 12 Conatruct Circle.
¢ . Given Redius
P13 Problems: Miseing Pacts G 1) construct Con-
gruent Angles
Q P 19> Averagas G 14 Blaect: Angle or
EMC . ) Sagment .
PR et rovseair e ? 20 Estimate: for = 1 0 G 15 Construct Pexrpan~
- o U \,é 2 dicular Lines
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Attaciment E~4
(Pags 1 of 4)

o

'CHICAGO MASTERY LEARNING READING
SKILL UNITS TO'BE TAUGHT

- GRADE 1 - LEVEL. T - RED.l .

’ Word Attack/Study SkﬂTs
Y Required Units: :

Unit 2
Unit 4
Unit 7
. Unit 9
Unit'8

Sight Words I

" Sight Words II

Sight Words ITI
Sight YWords IV
Compound Words

Opt'l onal Uni t

Unit 4

, Comorehension

Titl es

Required Units:

Unit 5
Unit &
Unit 7
Unit 8

GRADE 2 - LEVEL 2 - GREEN

-omprehension: .

Reqm‘réd Units:

Unit 3

Imagery jin Reading
. Unit 4 Cause and Effect
Unit 10 Inference [
Unit 12 Inference II
Unit 6 Categorizing

Optional Unit:

) Unit 7 Sentence Meaning

~

How. and Why Questions e
Context Clues [ '

Contaxt Clues II - Synonyms/,«ntonyms
Words That Descr1be

[

GRADE ¥ - LEVEL 2 - GREEN |

Comprehension

. Required Und ST

entencas in Sequenca

Unit 2
Unit 4 [ause and Effect
Unit & sing Context Clues

Unit & [Categorizing
Uni+ 7 |Sentence Meaning

i0 -fprtI onal Units:

Inferencs T - -

E-21
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o

GRADE ¢ - LEVEL 3 - ORANGE

Comorehension

Required {nitse

Unit 1 Categorizing (Quickie)
Unit 2 Comparisons [
. Unit ¢ Comparisons’II
. - Unit § Picking Best Answer
Untt 8 Cause and Effect
Unit 3 Fact and Opinion
Optional Units:

' rale 3 Making Sense
Ynit 10 Finding the Right Answer

. .&, "

\ ~

'GmmauLa&4-sﬂé

GRADE 6 - LEVEL & - BLUE

Comorehension

Comprehension
Pac 1ired Units: ‘.
Unit T Contant and Message
(Independent Activity)

Unit & Sequencs and Patterns ¢

. Unit 8 Toptc Sentsnces
Unit ¢ Making Inferencss [
Unit 12 Prablem Solving
Unit 13 Fact and QOpinion

" Optional Units:

Unit 10 - Glohes
Unit 2 Charts

Required Units:

Unit 1 Contanfand Message
(Independent Activi

Unit 7 . Staregtypes

Unit 8 Topic Sentancas -

Unit 11  Inferencas II

Unit 12 Prcblem Solving |

Untt 13 Fact and Opinion

Optional Units:

Unit 10 Glotes
Unit 4 Graphs




82-F - Attactnnent‘ E-4

g _.§-E-h——Edu.|§; g’g.ge 2 of 4)

First Grade . -
Morning - . N ' | Morning
‘Session I - - o - Session IT
8:30 - 8:35 | Attendance =7 10:00 - 11:05
18:35 - 8:40 Read to Children - 11:05 - 11:10
8:40 - '9:10 CLMR - Word Study _ 11:10 - 11:40
9:10 - 9:30 - CLMR - Comprehension . 11:40 - 12:00
9:30 - 10:00 - . . Practice/Application 12:00 - 12:30

Langdage Experience
Activities

Journal Writing . °

T;{ple-R-Time.
‘Scholastic ™ "Text Extenders"
-Modern Gurricutum PresS.Books

RIF Books

‘Library Books




Attaclment E-~4

82-F - :
: Schedule - (Page 3 of 4)

Secoﬁd Grade

S - ‘Mornin S g ' | ‘Morning

Sessfon 1 o " Sessfon I

8:30 - 8:35 - Attendance 11:00 - 11:05
8:35 - 8:40 - ~ Read to Children 1105 - 11210
8:40 - 9:10 | CLMR - Comprehension . 11:10 - 11:40°
9:10 - 9:30 © CLMR - Word Study’ 11:40 - 12:00
9:30 - 10:00 ' practice/Application - 12:00 - 12:30

.9:

LathageQExperiéﬁceAActjvities
| Journal Nriﬁing~
Triple-R-Time-
iScho]asEic, "Text Extenders"
Héughton-Miff]in ~”MjnjrBokaf
RIF Books

Library Books




wr osmeene 0 dmemez

* Third-Sixth Grades

) Morning | S . Morn{hg
- Session I . N Session II
8:30 - 8:35 _ Attendance ., 11:00 - 1T:05
8:35 - 8:40 Read to Children © . 1T:05 - 11:10
8:40 - 9:15 - CLMR - ComﬁrehenSion 11:10 - 11:40
9:15"- 10:00 Special Instruction 11:40 - 12:30.-
“Groups ’

Practice/Application

'Language Experiencé Activities
Ztﬁvnal-wrfting -
1riple-R-Time

Scholastic "Text Extenders”

Houghton-Miff1in "Mini-Books"

~ Dell "Bringing Children and Books Togéthe;"
| Library Books |
RIF Books

N
Ny
Fos

E-24
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o . ‘ . . " Math -Céntroi‘« '
R July 8, 1982 ~ Group

Dear Summer School Math Teacher: )
As.part of the research design for fﬁe Elementary SUmmef School Program
this year, you will recall that various approaches to follow-up ’
activities were to be tried for the remaining weeks of. the summer .
prior to the beginning of school in both math and reading.” . . o

Your class has been randomly selected to be part of the math control

group, receiving the general math follow-up treatment. That is, the s
only follow-up.activity will be the letter (See Attachment A). Please’
assist us with this crucial aspect of the program by distributing them

with the workbooks to the students .on Friday, July 9. ' L

In addition, please attach a. copy of the other letter (Attachment B)
to the receivin% teacher's copy of each child's summer school report
card. 75 will be forwarded on the child's fall teacher before
scheal ‘starts to give that individual an idea of that student's
progress during the Elementary Summer- School Program. -

If you have any questions concerning the structured follow-up

activities, please feel freé to direct them to Joan Burnham.of R

Applications and Compliance (458-1291) or Nancy Baenen of ORE (458-1227).
- They are assisting us with this aspect of the program while _ -

we and other Elementary Instructional Coordinators are off-contract

until August 2. s .

Please know how much we all appreciate your dédicated efforts this ~
°  summer. We hope that you have had a good teaching experience and have.

a restful remaining vacation. R
, . The Math

Summer School Committee

E-26




- all of the math workbook in the short §ive-weeh period. For that

82-F . i
July 9, 1982 - .

- Dear Summér School Paraent:
We have enjoyed having your child in the swmmer school piogram.
We hope that it has been a gaad expendience 60/t you and youn
e.hx.td as weu

In the swmmen math uwvw.ctwn, L was noZ poAu.b&a 2o camp&eta

-

reason, we are a.alwv.g that you Zake some time with your child o
complete some pages in the workbook that were not asdigned during

the summen school. This will help him (her) o continue Zo .improve
Annis (hern) m.théb,ow andzonzta,cnmwthék,ow dwwzgz':haéunmu _
months. - .

- Below or Uu.é Retter gau. uu.&& gind a Lwt 04 recommended ac,twu:cu 2o

c.ampﬂe,ta durning the rémaining weeks of the suwmner. Sinde Lte Zeacher

will not be there--as duning the summern dchool=--to explain the activities, -

please wonk with your child on the problems. You will find i he&péu.&
fon him (he/c) 2o work at fLeadt Zhe 4inst 3 or 4 mab!.ema u.ndvc ea.c,h
Ae../twn (A » C,. eta) uk,thgaua,&aud . .

1t is a.ua @ good idea to set aside a qwce,t p&a.e.a in the hau.Ae where
your child can work on math activities. VYou will find that.your’ child
‘will wonk better if helshe) wornks eazh day {or a Limited time period
(such a8 30 minutes daily). Math demands a great deal of concentration,
and can therefore be very tuu.ng 60):. a.child 2o can.tutua 2o work at it
fon ong periods of Lime.

© We wish you and your chitd a /r.amcwung peea.éa.nt summen. We !;aafz
gormand 2o haw.ng your child as one of .our students this 5a.u.

. Sanca&azy,
The Efementary Indanuataanaz
Pkagnam, AISD
| Grade 1
| (Week) - (Topic) | (Pages)

Week of July 16 | Addition - 76, 82, 8, 91, 12
geeﬁ of ju}y:23 Subtraction. o} 94, 99,117, 15512328
Sok of MubsigS| Time and Money | 1%6,187,171,172,173,174,175,177,179

af August 13 Fractions 63, 64, 65, 66, 67

CE27 1y




July 9, 1982

Dear Summer School Parent:

_ We have enjoyed having your chui in z:ha éu.rm% scligol progham.
We hope that it has been a good experdiencz can’ you and yourn
child as well.

In the swmmer math wz:mc.twn, L& wes nodl na@Wa Zo complete

all of the math wonkbook in the shon @.ue.-wg,an fse/u.od For that
reason, we are asking that you Zake same Lime wifh your child Lo
complete some pages <n the workbook that wene ned adsigned during

the swmmer school. This will help him [her) 2o continue o improve
muhr; (her) mtnaiu.!;&s andtofnetammathéhcw du/:utgthaéwmm .
mo .

Be,?.aw on this Letter you wd.f. 4ind o List of recommended aetivities 4o

e duning the nema.muzg weeks 04 -the swmen. Since Zhe teachen
wu’.z not be theme--as duning the summen school--to explain the activities,
please wonk with youn cnild on the problems. You will gind Lt helpgul .
for him- (nvr.) 20 work at feast the §iust 3 orn 4 problems unden edch
section (A, B, C, efe.) with you aloud. -

- It 48 also a.gaadx‘dea.toAetwaaquupucamthQMMawhma
. your ehild can work on math activities. You will gfind Zhat your child
C will work better if helshe) worhs each day fon a Limited time pericd
{such as 30 minutes daily). Math demands -a great deal of concentration,
and can therefore be very tining 604 a. du.ld 20 cantinue 2o work at it
farn Long periods of time.

We wish you and your dul_d a remaining p!_wa.n.t summen. We Zook
5afumd 2o having your child as one of oun Amdmt.s this 4all.

Sanznety, _ )
The Efementary Instwuetional ' .
: PMDQAam, AISD o R : B ' i
| _ .Grade 2
(Week) | _(Topic) . - (Pages)
Week of July 16 | . Addition | 125, 127,. 144, 149, 154
Week of July 23 | Subtraction ° ‘ 126, 128, 150, 152, 155
Ngek of July 30 Time 83, 84, 85, 181, 182,183, 184
Neek of August 6 |- Money : _ | 8s,87,88,89,91,197,198,199,200,201
[]{j He of August-13 | Fractions . =~ 1,1;) 94,103,104,111, Set A on p.114-115

[ .



82-F ' e
. Juty 9, 1982

Dean Summer Schook Paxent:

- We have enjoyed having yowr child in'the summer school program.
.We hope that it has been a good experience for you and your

cheld as well. :
In the swmen math instruction, it was not 'paéu'.-&a. b o corﬁple’te

-all of the math wonkbook in the shont f{ive-week period. For that

| will not be there--as during the summen school--to explain the activities,

reason, we are asking that you take some time with your child to - -
complete some pages in the workbook that were not assigned duning -
Zhe summer dchool. This will help him (hen) 2o continue 29 imprave
Mn,thﬁ (hen) math shills and Lo netain math shills during the summern -
mo . ' '

Bolow o this Letten you will ¢ind a List of recommended activities o
complete duning the remaining weehs of the summer. Since the teacher

please work with your child on the problems. You will find it helpful.
~forn him (her) 2o work at Least the 4inst 3 on 4 'P’tob&m‘é under e.a.cﬁ.‘s

i

dection (A, B, C, ete.] with gou afoud.

1t 4is also a good idea to set aside a quiet place in the house where
your child can work on math activities. You will {ind that your child
will wonk better 4if helshe) works each day . for a Limited time period
{duch as 30 minutes daily). Math demands- a great deal of concentration,
and can therefore be verny tirning forn a.child 2o continue X0 work at it
gorn Long peniods of Lime.

- We wish you and your child a remaining p&aa.aamf summer. We Laok

forwarnd To having your child as one of owr students this gall.

:Sihcane&y,
The EZementary Instruetional
Program, AISD E
Grade 3
(Week) '(Tobic) . (Pages)
Week of July 16 Addition and Subtraction 43, 45, 53, 74, 85
Week of July 23 Multiplication - 148,149, 151,152,250,251
Week of July 30 Time and Money 51,59,65,77,87,170,172,173,174
Week of August 6 Fractions 158,159,160,161,178
| Week of August 13 |  Geometry - 93, 100, 103, 104, 109
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82-F July 9, 1982

Dear Summen School Parent: 1 | ' -

We have enjoyed having your child -in’the summer school progham.
We hope that it has been a good experience for you and your

In the swmmen math {nstwetion, it.uwas not possible to complete

all of the math wonkbook in the shont {ive-weeh period. For that
neason, we are asking that you take some time with your ehild to
complete some pages it the workbook that were not assdigned during

Zhe twmmenr school. This will help him [her) Zo continue 2o improve

in his (hern) math sRiBRs and 2o retain math sk{2Ls during the summen
-months. .

Below on Zhis Zetter you will §ind a List of recommended activities 2o
complete durning the remaining weehs of the summer: Since the teacher. .
well not be there~-as duning the summer School--to explain the activities,
please work with your child on the problems. You will . gind L& helpdul. -
for him (her) 2o wonk at Least the {inst 3 on 4 problems unden each
sectian (A, B, C, eta.) with you alqud. ' -

1t 48 also a good idea 2o set aside a quiet place in the house where
yourn child can work on math activities. You will 4ind that yowr child
Wil wonk better if he(she) works each day for.a Limited Zime period .
(Such as 30 minutes daily). Math demands a great deal of concentration,
and can therefore be very Lining fon a’‘child 2o cantinue 20 work at it -

§on Long periods of time.

ﬂJe wish you and your child a remaining pleasant summer. We Look
formand to havitg your enild as one of our students this {all.

Sincenely,

The Elementary Instructional
. Program, AISD '
i _Grades 4, 5, & 6
(Week)  (Topic) , ~ (Pages)
Week of July 16 | Addition and Subtraction | 163-169, 171
Week of July 23 Multiplication 196,197,201,203,206
Week of July 30 Oivision ; - | 207,208,209,210,222
Week of August 6 ‘| Fractions . 139-145, 253 - -
- Week of August 13 Measurement - 130,241 ,

-'_.'E-301i s




‘ _ Math nExperimental
82-F : : Group

July- 8, 1982

3

Dear Summer School Math Teécﬁér:.

4

3

" As- part of the research design for the Elementary Summer School Program
this year, you will recall that various approaches to follow-up
activities were to be tried for the remaining weeks of the summer

. prior to the beginning of school in both math and reading.

Your class has been randomly selected to receive the experimental
math follow-up treatment. That is, in addition to this letter sent
home With each child the last day of summer school, each child and parent
will be sent a reminder letter through the mail with more specific
instructions for completing the suggested math.activities during.
. that week. Please distribute copies of those initial letters, (Attach-
. ment A), along with the workbooks, to your, students this Friday, July. 8.

In addition, p]easé attach a copy of the other letter. (Attachment B)

to the receiving teacher's copy of each child's summer school report
card. This will be forwarded on the child's fall- teacher before

school starts to give -that individua] an idéa of that student's
progress during the Elementary Summer School Program.

o .
o

If_you have any questions concerning the structured follow-up - )
activities, please feel free to direct them to Joan Burnham of
Applications and Compliance (458-1291) or Nancy Baenen of ORE (458-1227).
They are assisting us with this aspect of the program while

we and other Elementary Instructional Coordinators are off-contract -

Until_August\a;
Please know. how much we all appreciate your dedicated efforts this
summer. We hope that you have had a good teaching experience and have
‘ .. a restful remaining vacation. T
e s The Math o
: ) A Summer School Committee

\ E-jl




82-F - ADSTIN DNDEPENDENT SCEOOL DISTRICT  ° .  (3)
. . July 16, 1982 .

Dear Summar School Parnnt:

You will rzacall chat the la.s: day of your summar gchool program omn Fri %
sent a letter home to you with your Child, along with a ga:h workbook.daZ; ghuiz 21’::
we stated in the letter that in additiom to cthe suggestad assigoments listad in thkac
lattar, we would be sending you a reminder nota each week for the five-wask period.
Each of those letters will glve specific instructions for complecing the suggested ma":b
activities in case you have any questions concerning the directions for each activity.
Hopefully, chis will :ak.n. the place of the tuchc:-d.izectim that would hava been give
to youxr child in school,\wix:h the usignments.

If you can,. wa thinki:wﬂlhalp ‘your child with math in the fall if he/she can work a
these racommendad math activities.. All of tHe skills. presented are importanet, but ther
was 3imply not enough time within the five-veek school pariod. to finish thl _complate
worichook. ] Y N
Balow aras the suggestad assiguments for this week. Again, please }paée that your c:h:L
does not €Ty to do them all at.omnca. Working ragularly for a peridéd of tine z. day (such
as 30 minutes) is usually the most prnduc.iva. We will be sending the remaining four
latters over-the Xt month. - : I

" Sincarely,
The Elemmntary Math Instructional Program, AISD . ADDITION/SUBTRACTION i
p.43 : Complef:a the cross-number puzzle by writing che correct numbers in tHe
bozas

p. 45 For Set A, write the correct answers for the addition problems. For
set B, do-the -subtraction problems. For set C, solve the word problems
that uge addition or subtraction fo f£ind the amnswers.

L -

53 Solve the problems in sets A and B} each domino with 2 sets of numbers‘
P can help you understand .the problem, - (for example: in problem 1, there

are 24°green dots and 33 orange dots, totalling 57 dots.

p. 74 As on p. 74 solve the addicion and suhtraction problems that che
domino halps to explain. . .

— e i i cemeei - .- -- Ly P ik

o

: p. 85 Dot the subtraction problems, using renaming of tens as ones. The
o yellow box gives you a sample of ‘how to do chem. \

SR FE R S £ 1 DA




July 23, 1982 (3
82-F .

i

Dear Parent of. Summer Schbol Math Student: ) ;&.

This-week please spend some time helping your child to complete the pages-
below in his/her math workbook. " Instructions for your child are included

) in the boxes for each page.

onur child's classroom'teacher for next:yezr is aware that your child may
be completing some math activities at home. We know he/she will be
interested in seeing any that your child might complete.

The Elementary Instructional Program, AISD
- - ' : ~ MULTIPLICATION

p. 148 - Solve these problems, using multiplication. The picture of the
theater tickets in (1) helps to explain the operatiom. '

p. 149 For set B, use the domino to help you solve these multiplicatidn
problems., A .

{

p. 151 To find the answer to these problems,'use the rule method. For gxampl
- for problem (1), it would be solved this way 55 -
. x4 .
20
200 o
220 ‘
R
p. 152 ' One way of checking to see if you have-a right.answer is"to use
_ addition. For instance, 42 x 3 = 126. In order to check it, we could
add 42 + 42 + 42, which would also be 126. Since the answers are the
same, we would know that we solved the problem correctly. Work all of
‘the problems on the page®that way, checking by additionm. '
P ggg’ Do only A and B on this Page. Practice your multiplicatiom qabies and

solve these problems.

C1ku




- VN, Jily 23, 1982 &)

© 82-F
N

(Ve

Dear Parent éf.Summer‘School Math Student:

This week please spend some time helping your child to complete the pages
below in his/her math workbook. Instructioms for.your child are included

_in the boxes for each page.

Your child's classroom teacher for next year is aware that your Shild'may
be complating some math activities at home. We ‘know he/shg will be
interested in seeing any that your child might complete.

The Elementary Instructional Program, AISD

MULTIPLICATION

Discuss the example in the blue box. Ask your nparent to go over the
questions in exercise B with you. Then go on to.complete the rest of
the problems. Remember that in each problem you are multiplying the
bottom number, such as "3" in the blue box example,first by the ones,
ithen by the tens and then by the‘hundreds place of the top mumber,
'(Look At 123 in the same exarp e) . - :

. 196

-

p. 197 | Go over this short method of multiplying with your parent by discussing'}
f ' work
first the example in the blue box. Then work the exercises in seét A
togethér.  New see if you can complete sets B and C .by yourself.

Do the first rroblem orallylwith vour parent. Then continue to use
multiplication to solve the rest of the problems. Remember you can
use repeated addition to check to see if your answer is correct.

(For instance 2% 3 =6 or 2+ 2+ 2 = 6 (repeated addition).

-

p. 201

B —

p.. 203 . . -
. Do the multiplication problems on this page, using the short method *
discussed on.pﬁ 197 o - s

.

L]

. .
.

p'_o 206 - o . .
Review your multiplication skills' by completing the exercises on this

page. . .
R o 121




pp. 305
306

PP, 307-~"

309

July 23, 1982 (3)

¢ .

'_Deer Parent ‘of. Summer School Wath Student

This week please spend some time ‘helping your.-child to complete the pages
below in his/her math, workbook. ‘Imstructions for your child are included
in the boxes for each page.

Your child’'s classroom teacher for next year is eware‘that your child may

be completing some math activities at home. We know he/she will be
interested in seeing any tha* your child might complete.

t(

The Elementary Instructional ’rogram, AISD

MULTIPLICATION/DIVIQION

> Complete these three pages of review of multiplication skills.
Remember some of the exercises _are to be done in your head and others

on paper.

Complete these pages that review your division facts and skills.
Notice that some can be done in your head while others neéd to
be worked out in problem form (po. 308-309). For the last two

pages, find the quotients (answers) and the remainders for the
_ problems included.

E-35
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" July 30, 1987 (3)
82-F ' |

Dear Summer Schaa£ Math Student:
This weeh please spend some time completing the pages below in

. your math workbook. Inéxnuottané are included in the boxes for

each page.

Have a good week!

- The Eﬁzmenxuﬁg Tnstretional

PP-

;‘pp; 87,

170.

pp. 172,

¢ 173

'*p.’l7¢

Progham, AISD;
- TIME AND MONEY

For problems in the blue box in set B, flll in the correct answers. Youlf -
will remember that the expanded name for 2.tens . is 20, " For the first g

problem, then, the expanded name would be:20 + 4. :The standard name
‘would be 24 (the sum of these two figures), For set 'C, you will be usin§

addition to complete the problem. 'For instance, you will add the two
gether in the line fo get the answer, 27¢. :

(l) on page 65, for C, wrlte the correct tlme below the clock. For
instance, for problem (l), the time is 1:30.

(2) on page 77, you will be renaming tens as.ones. For instance, in
problem (1), under.-set A, 2 dimes, 2 pennies = 1 dlme, 12 pennies. The

picture of the coins helps to see what renaming the_tens as ones looks

.

For set B, write the correct time that the clock says under it. For
instance for (1), the time would be 12: :17. For set C, you will have

to use subtraction to help you. For instance, in problem ¢D) the clocky

says 7:46. Ten m1nutes before would be 7 hours and 46 mlnutes minus
" 10 minutes, or 7: 36. s : .

Look at the information in the yellow box on the top of the page.
shows you three different ways to add 53¢ and 26¢.  Using one -
of those ways for each problem, solve the problems in Sets A amo B.

For C D, and E, you will get the,rlght answex~if you add the two

on the two numbers of pennies. added together. For instance, for ‘the
flrst problem in C, $%18 '

—:PL 123

$ 25 the %nswer Is $ 25 or 23¢

_numbers ‘together’ and keep’the decimal point in the same.place as it is 1



July 30, 1982 (4) .-
82-F

Dea/n Summe/ ochooll Math Student:

This week please spend some time completing the pages. below in
your math workbook. Instructions are included in Zhe boxea fon

each page.
Have a good week!

The Efementary Inéz‘/wc,tcona!_

Ph.og Aaam, AISD : B
DIVISION

p. 207 : Discuss the examples for finding the quotient (answer) for the
problem 18 ¢ 6 = 3 in the blue box. In using Bob's methdd, remember

to skip the number of spaces backward-from 18 that.the divider (6)
says.- The-number of skips (3) necessary to .get to 0 will be your ansxr

P. 208 | For set B, divide all the numbers in each row by the first number,
" For instance, all numbers in problem 1 will "be divided by 7. Put

the correct answer above the number in the blank space..

2
<

»

p. 210 Discuss the 1-2 exercises in set A with your parent: Now go on and
do- problems 3 and 4 of set 'A. Then complete the table on set B.
You may want to draw dots, pictures as in set A to help you find the

T answer.
p. 222 Discuss problems 1 and 4 with your narent. In problem &4, you will
(1-3, . want to find out how many shelves wili be filled by dividing the
516) number of books (6s) by the number per shelf(s) .

3




‘p. 237

p. 238

p. 239

July 30, 1982.7%(5)

82-F.

Dean Swn;nM School Math Student:
This weeh please spend some time completing the pages below in
your math wonkbook. Instructions are included in the boxes fon
each page. - . | . B

Have a good week!

The Ez.emubtmyIMrfum,twnaﬁ
' Pragram, AISD

Discuss the picture graph with your parent. Remember that if<> =
2 presidents, . =1 president. Work the problems or set A;Sith :

your parent:

Continue to complete set B, using the picture graph at the top of the
page. Again, work with your parent in completing this exercise.. '

Discuss the bar graph withfyour parent.

Then complete set A with
your parent's guidance. :

-l . - .
~ Review graphs by completing this page.. Remgmber.tha: a key is below .
- the graph (for instance, D = 5 inches of rainfall). -

Now continue to use your graph skills by answefing the'
this page. . “,

125

E-38




P-

158

- ) - .1 Augist 6, 1982 ¢3)
82-F

Dear Summer School Math Student:

This weeh please spend some time completing Zhe pages beLow An
your math workbook. Instuuctions are anzuded in the boxes for
each page.

Have a good weeh!

The Efementany Tnstructional
Program, AISD

FRACTIONS

For set B put an X on those pictures that are made up of two halves
(such as the circle in (1)). ‘It shows us % because it is ‘made up of twd
equal parts: Each hdlf is % of the whol circle. Remember that unless

a plcture is made up of two equal parts, one part is not % of the whole
picture. For D, the answers are similar, but are talking about a pictup-

divided into three.equal parts. .

‘Use the information you learmed on p. 158 to answer the questions.
Remember that numerals such as ‘Y, 2 ., and % are fractions. Write
the correct fraction for the part of the picture that is shaded

160

1178

Do the problems on page 160 as you did the problems on page,159.
This time, though, you will be working with the fractions 'Z? or

one equal part of a picture wmade up of 6 equal parts), and the fractio
?P or one egual part ‘'of a picture made up’ of 8 equal parts)

)

For sets B and C, you will find the correct fraction by writing
the number of shaded parts over the total number of parts in each
picture. For instance in pictuge (1) in B, there are 3 equal’ parts
and 4 total equal parts, or. %:

Use all the information you have learned for this week in completing
 the review page on p. 178. You may find it helpful to look back to
' the earlier pages you completed this week to- remind you of certaln
importart things. . ‘ lfsr\

s

E-39 x




August 6, L9§21(4)

82-F

Dean Summer Schoof Math Student:

‘ Lease spend some time completing the pages belfow in
;ﬁ:i ﬁiﬁﬁ Zamhbook? Instructions are included in Zne boxes for
each page. - L

'~ Have a good week!

v

The Efementarny Instructional
* Program, AISD

; | ' FRACTIONS

- 139, 140 Go over sets A through Eout.loud with your parent: Then.complete

exercise F by writing the correct fraction on the dotted..line. For

example since 2 parts of the 4 equal parts are shaded in exercise 1.,
~ your amswer would be ¢’ : : oo .

: : Go o&er the‘practice exercise at the top of the page with your parent.
: : " Keep in mind the definitions for numerator and denominator as you work

the problems on these 2 pages. ' : . o .
! 2 . .

143, 144 ‘Do exercise A orally with your parent. Review the meaning of numerator
and denominator in this exercise. Now go on to work the problems on
both pages.

Y e

p. 145 o | S : -

Discuss the sample problem at the top"of‘the pa e. ﬁgmember’if the
" whole picture is shaded, the fraction is f%-a. T .f;. or &, etc.,

depending on how many eqaul parts make it up. Then completé the page
On_you own. - . _ . L

such as 2 in ¥ , stands for the number of shaded parts (numerator), )
and the bottom nimber 4 stands for the total number of parts (denomina- §
tor) . ' ‘ ' o

I ' p. 253 'Discués exercise A with ydur parent and work the nroblems orally.' Now

go on to complete the page:- Remember that the top number of a fraction




. August 6, 1982 ¢5)
82-F - -

. Dear Summer Schoot Math Student:

This week p&me spend some time completing Zhe pages bdaw i
your math workbook. Tnstructions are <included in the boxes 60/1.”
each page.

Have a good week!

‘The. Efementany Tnstructional , -
Program, AISD f : # -
L R . GEOMETRY/MEASUREMENT

p.. 84 Draw a line from a ray to the flashlight (the ray is the second figure
: on the left.) Notice how the flashlight represents a ray.. Now draw
a line from'each line or shape to an object on the right side of the
page that represents it.. . C o

p. 101 -Using the information in the blue box,. answer the questions in set A.
Now look at the information in the middle of the page, use it to
answer questions in set B.

p. 102 1 ’Study the information at the top of the page. WNow use it to answer.
' questions in sets C and D. You may need help from your parent to
. complete this page. .

p. 103 . This page continues the process used od p. 102 to change from one
‘ . unit to another. Using the new units of weight discussed here,
ounces, pounds, complete the problems in sets A, B, and C.

g
£y

Ve

N
Fa-i
D\\l

QO

4

! =41




p. 93

August 13, 1982 (3)
82-F Aug .5¢

Dear Summer School Math Student:

' This week )azéa.ae spend some time completing the pages below in
‘yourn math workbook. Instructions are included {n the boxes fon

each page.
Have & good week!
The Elementany Insiructional :
Program, AISD ' - .

: | | - GEOMETRY

Follow the‘directions.on_this page for comparing lengths for sets B,
C, and D. For set A, look back to the yellow box at the top of p. 92
to remind you of what a curve looks like,

Read the information in the yellow box at the top half of the page
carefully. You should be able to answer the questions below in ‘sets,
A, B, and C. ' .

p. 103
p., 104
p. 105

109

In set B, (2) and.(3), remember how to write. one-half as k. )
C, turn back to page 98 to help you remember how long a centimeter
is. - - S :

If you study carefully the inférmation in the yellow box-at the
top of the page which gives definitations for units of measure,
you should be able to answer the questions on this page.

v

For.set A, remember that means "oreater than", and meanst"less
»;han". For set B, remember that you must add the answer to the
bottom number you are subtracting in order to check for the
~answer by using addition. For instance, in problem one,—79
- . - !\\. ' —éé.
9 . g-42 \ 79

. (sa;e as nu?ber from which you are subtracting) -




p. 130

p. 241 _

August 13, 1952:(4)

£2~F

\

Dear Swmmenr deal Hath Studznt

This week please spend some téme completing the pages below in
youwr math wa/chbaafz? Tnatetions are Lneluded L ::ru’. boxed {or
each page.

Have a goad wee_(zl

The. EZementany Tm.vuwtwna.&
Program, AISD

Do exercise C orally with your parents. ' Remember that this. nicture ,
of a yardstick is much smaller than a real yardstick would be. Then
complete the. page independently.

h

Discuss the picture of gallons, pints, and quarts, with your parent:
Make sure you understand how these measurements are related to one

another, such as, 1 gallon = 4 quarts, or 1. quart = 2 pints. Then
finish'the rest of the page. T

-
.

13
J

E-43
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August 13; 1982 (5)

82-F

Dean Summer Schoof Math Student: | T

This week please spend some Lime complLeting Xne paged below in
yowr math wonrkbook. InAxnucxxonA are included in the boxes 50&
each page.

Have a good week!

The Elementary Instructional
Program, AISD

FRACTIONS

p. 109 - Iﬂ_e;ch_of the problems in exercise A, fractions can be made when
talking about parts of a whole. For instance, 'in 1 there are 8 cubes
left out of '10 cubes, or f%‘ of them are left. Complete the problems
in exercise a orally with parent, then go ‘over exercise B as well,
circling the fraction.

On p. 110 we find that a fraction can be talking about part of a set
as well as an equla part of a whole made up of equal parts. For
instance, the set of objacts in the blue bqx-are of unequal size but
the 5 shaded objects of the six total nquer is {E of the set. Contr
this kind of fractioral number with the “¢¢ of the singlé region below
it, 5 equal pieces of a single object made up of 6 pieces. Then com-
plete exercise C

p. 110

In"writing fractions, the top number is always the numerator,

.p._:..ll l..,_ LA (—
: the bottom always the denominator. Complete exercise A as directed.

p. 119

p. 120 -

Complete the review exercises on fractlons on this page. : 1f you have

trouble with any of these, ask your parent. for some'help.

¢

‘e - : - 2
Each fraction can be written as a fraction number (such as ¥ or as
—a-word name,- two-thirdsrAwCompletewthe exercises on- this page,—whlchwr
all refer to fractions in both ways.

P
H

1 131' E~44
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82-F

Attachment E-6

keading Follow=-up

-~
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Reading Control

82~F Group

July 8, 1982

Dear Summer Schoql Reading Teacher:

As part of the research design for the Elementary Summer Schoal Program
this year, you will recall that various approaches to folTow-up,
activities were to be tried for the remaining weeks of the summer
prior to the: beginning of school in both math and reading.

Your- class has been randomly selected to.recetve the control reading
follow-up treatment. That is, the only follow-up activity will be
2:a;l:ft$r£éAttachmentbA131 t:}gas$ assist us with this crucial

p 0 e program by dis uting them to each of your students
the last day of school, Friday, July 9. Y

If you have any questions concerning the structured follow-up

activities, please feel free to direct them to Joan Burnham of
Applications and Compliance (458-1291) or Nancy Baenen of ORE (458-1227).
They are assisting us with £his aspect of the program while ,
we and other Elementary Instructional Coordinators are off-contract
untiy August 2.

P1ea§e know how much we all appreciate your dedicated efforts this
summer. We hope that you have had a good teaching experience and have
a restful remaining vacation.: ‘

‘The Language Arts Summer School Committee

' E—AQ:33'




’

82-F -

July 9, 1982

* Dearn Swrmen School Parents:

A4 you'know, your cfilld has had many opportunities during the summer
program 10 e books out of the school Library and Lo read books
0f interesd. Since we know {rom reseanch that one of the besl ways
for a child's reading to improve is Lo read monre books. we urge you
20 encourage yowr child o do 40. : .

- - ’ ! O
Please tzke advantade of these Lelsurely remaining weeks of dummer
when youwr child is not in school to take him (her) Zo the Austin

Public Librany £o take out more books. Summen reading can be £Lots of -

{un for your child, opening up new "worlds" of ideas and exeiting

- experiences. .

Keep in mind, 200, that Listening 2o your child read aloud fon 15

. ménutes pen day and discusding the stony aftyuwarnds togethen L8

equally as valuahle a4 the independent d.ilent heading Limes. These
can be some pleasurable moments {or both of you, dharing some

© 4deas and {eelings together about the book. .
.. Your. help. in. Amproving - your child's neading skills is both needed -

and apgag,c.éa.tad!

The Elementary Instructional
Program, AISD .

E-47




Reading Experimental

- 82-F Group :

July 8, 1982 °

Dear Summer Schoo] Reading Teacher:

As part of the research design for the Elementary Summer School Program
this year, you will recall that various approaches to follow=-up
activities were to be tried for the remaining weeks of the summer
prior to the beginning of school in both math and reading.

Your class has been randomly selected to receive the experimental
reading follow-up treatment.. That is, in addition to. letter
(Attachment A) urging parents to continued reading activities

with their children, eacih week'every parent and child in your

class will be sent (via: the mail) a follow-up activity to complete.
They will be sent over a five-week period. (A set of those activities
is included for you information). Please assist us, with this crucial
aspect-of the program by distributing these attached letters to

all of your students the last day of school, Friday, July 9.

In addition, pleasa attach a copy of the other letter (Attachment B)
to the receiving teacher's copy of each child's summer school report
card. This wil1] be forwarded on the child's fall teacher before
school starts-to give that individual an idea of that student's
progress during the Elementary Summer School, Program.

If you have any questions concerning the structured follow-up

activities, please feel free to direct them to Joan Burnham of

Applications and Compliance (458-1291) or Nancy 8aenen of ORE (458-1227). °
They are assisting us with this aspect of the prugram while

we.and other Elementary Instructional Coordinators are off-contract

until August 2. ’
Please know how much we all appreciate your dedicated efforts this
‘summer. We hope that you have had a good teaching experience and have
a restful remaining vacation! ~

2 .
The Language Arts Summer School Committee

= e q35



Name__ SRR

Show your s tory in comnc smp form You can
write under the plcture to explaln the acnon

J—e8

el TR o 137



82-F

‘Name

Dive ’in’ro' |

some books
Thls week|

( i
<4 \
\

Name of Book

Author

[ Totd storyto |

o
i
.

E~50

138




o 82—F ‘

Name<

READ THROUGH THE FOREST

Moke a path through the forest by Ilstlng each
- book on'a tree that you read. You moy list

newspaper readlng too'




. . 82-F °

“Name_

~ List new words
~ from your
- reodinég |

- {permanen J 1%

- E-52




- 82-F -

; Name R ) Choose one book

| Book ', Author

_'Moke a plcture of some’rhmg that happened in 'rhe

| ‘story | | o
A

A- e
141

Q _ By
ERIC . - _
= E-53



82-F. | R |
- July 9, 1982 S

vm Summen Schoa!. Parent:

A4 you b.now, yawa child has had many appafu&w.tc.u du/r.mg the summen

program to Zake books out 04 the school Library and to read books

04 <ntenesd. Since we know from research that one of the best ways

504 a child's reading to improve is %o read more baafu we, wige you
2o encourage your ehild 2o do so.

-

Pzea.aa take advantage of these !.wwzez Y remaining weehs o4 éumme/r.

© ' when your child is not in.school to tahe him lher) 2o the Ausitin ,
‘Public Library Zo take out mone books. Swmmer reading can be Lots of

fun for your child, apen.mg up new "worlds" o4 ideas and exeiting
expeniences. .

Keep in mind, toa, z:ha.t Listening Lo your child read afoud 60/:. 15
. minutes per day and discusding the stony afterwards together is -
equally as valuable as the independent silent reading times. These
can be some pleasurable moments for both o4 you, éhw‘u.ng some
ddeas and geelings .tage,thm about the book. :

Each week we will be éend,mg your child some shont, 5un /Lea.cb.ng '
activities to nelate o hu(hejz) Librany reading. We hope that you
will set aside some time for your child to complete them. They
should be enjoyable, as well as help o make the summer reading
more meaningdul. There will be a total of 5 ac,twu:c.u

Your help in improving yawz. ch,d.d ry nzaduzg SRiLLS I8 both nae.ded
- and appnaua.ted’ .

The E&memtmy Inémuc,twmz
wag/uzm AISD

E-54




MATH
 CONTROL .

82-F . ' - S ’ AttacHment E-~7
. ' (Page 1 of 2)

Dean Teachen,

This student was in my math class this summer. AL the end of the
swnmen session, all of my students were allowed to take home their math
workbook. ALetter was sent to the parents asking them Zo wonk with
thein child on the nemaining pages in the workbook during the hest of
the swmer. Parents wene ofd which pages covered Zoples Like addition,
subthaction, multiplication, division, time, money, gractions, geometny, .

. and/on graphs (topics’ covered varied by grade Level). General study

©

hints wene Listed as well. ,
. Please ash the student if he/she completed any additional work sheets
in the notebook after summer &choof was.over and adk to see them. Review-
ing the exercises should give you some. useful instuetional information |
and make the child feel completing the work was important. Try to make -
the student feel good about working on math at home--edpecially on Zhe It
summer break! ' o ; -]

i

cod

N
i

Thank you!.

- Summer Schoof Teacher -

ur
EXPERTMENI'If AL -

Dear Teacher, ° '

This.-student was in my math class this summen. At the end of the
summen ‘session, all of my students were allowed to Zake home thein math .
wonkbook. A Letten was dent fo the parents asking them To~work with
thein child on the nemaining pages in the workbook duning the rest of
the summen. Parents were tofd which pages covered topics Like addition,
subtraction, multiplication, division, Zime, money, §ractions, geometny,
and/on graphs {topics covered varied by grade fLevel]. General study’
hints wene Listed as well. A fLetter was sent Lo the parentd each week
for §ive weeks about a particular skill area. Page numbens covering a
skhill wene Listed along with instructions for each exercdise. Parents
. wene asked Zo concentrate on these pages during the week.

. Prease ask the student if he/she completed any additional work -
sheets in the notebook after summer school was over and ask to see them,
Reviewing the exercises should give you some useful Instwetional Lnforma-
tion and make the child 'feel completing the work was imporntant. Thy Lo
make the student feel good -about working on math at home--especially on

‘the summer break!

Thank you very much! . b 'E-55 143 |
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Dear Teachen, .

This student was in my reading class this summer. After summer school
wad over, parents were sent independent ireading exencises once a week for
 §ive weehs to work on with theirn child. Please ask the student to bring
in any of the activities he/she completed. Reviewing the sheets will hope-
‘fully give you some useful Lnstructional information. Try o make Zhe
student feel good about working on these activities duning. the summer break!

T h);nh you.

SUMMER SCHOOL TEACHER -

e
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AUSTIN, TEXAS (Page 1 of 2)
MEMORANDUM '
TO: Hermelinda Rodriguez ) - DATE: August 20, 1982

FROM:- . John Moore II&%#Ql)l(“nfj‘

SUBJECT: Report on Summer School

The Community Education Program provided one hour a day of recreatiomal
activities for 1,114 children enrolled in AISD remedial summer school
classes. Of these, approximately 50% were Hispanic, 31% were Black,
and 18% were Anglo. -Community Education activities included arts, crafts,
table games, physical education such as gymnastics and supervised play-
ground activities. 1In addition,the community school made.arrangements
for having the school library available for.use-by the summer school
students. Jhe average staff to student ratio for these activities was

1:26. The total cost of providing these community education activities -
was $10,320.

‘Becker and Rosedale Community Schools also provided recreational acti-

vities for twelve Hispanic and 134 oriental refugee students enrolled

special summer school classes. These activities were provided from

community education funds at no charge to the student.

Response from the students, summer school directors and téachers was

'excellant. Their comments indicate that the activities were well planned,

enjoyable and had a favorable effect on the students< attitudes towards

summer school. : :

Some suggestions for improving the program are:

1. Begin planning éarly with full community Education involvement.

2. Allow for staggered schedules so that not all children in the school
are released for. snack and community education activities at the

same time.

" 3.  The student tuition should be subsidized in order to allow for a
better student/teacher ratio and program supplies.

4, Regular school staff should ‘provide assistance in providing snacks.
They did- at some schools but not at others.

5. Includé community school campus coordinators in. summer school faculty
and in-service meetings.

6. Decide which schools are going to be used as soon as possible.
143
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August 20, 1982 - (Page 2 of 2)
Page 2 : '

It has been a pleasure to work with you in assuring that the summer school
- experience was both beneficial and enjoyable for all concerned. I look

forward to starting to work with you soon in planning next year's

program!

JM/er

c.c. Campus Coordinaters
Summer School Principals and Directors :
Charles Aiken

. Lawrence Buford
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Instrument Description: Mastervy Tests ¢
3riaf dascriszism 32 che iogsTimanc: *

© Mastary Tests assessing student attainment of inscruccional objeé:ives were included with

the Math (Mach for Everyone) and Reading (Chicago Mastery Learning System) curricula. Non-
LEP students were assessed using these teats, LEP students in Mach had their Ma:hrpe;form-

" ance assessed through Spanish adminiscracion of the Mach Mastery Test3 and had their reading

performance assessed by a series of criterion-referenced tests from the Spanish reading
series. For math, there were approximately 50 criterion-referenced tests at ‘each grade
level. Students were tested only over 'the objectives that they received instruction in.
In reading for non-LEP students, there were between six and eleven criterion referenced
tasts at each gride level. Student achievemeat on these mastery tests were recorded by
teachers on record forms. : - : :

T3 _unem was zhe ingToomeme agndigcaszed?
To students in the 1982 Sufmer Sﬁpool Pilot Project.

Zew =an7 =i=es vas ~ha insctmlent admindzgtarss?

;

/

Mastery tests were administered once to students after each instructional unit was complet-
ed. If a student achieved mastery, that uniz)s mastery test was not. administered again
to that student. If the student failed co achieve mastery (defined as 80 accuracy ona

the test), then the student was administered the test a second time after receiving "correct-

'"haa 7as zhe imscivmens aémd=dscared? ive” instruction.

The initial mastery tests ("formative') were administered whenever a teacher completed the
basic instruction for that unit. The final mastery tests (“summacive") were administered
to students failing to actain mastery on the initial test whenever a teacher completed

'ﬁbe corrective instruction for that unic.
whewre 73S she lasgromens id=i=iszazed?

The mastery tests were acdministered in ' the summer school classrooms.

700 ad=i=’starad tha lzszrumenz?

Classroom teachers. ) . .
= :

© wnas svaizianz 423 sha admi=diggTacsrs have? . .

Classroom teachers attended three days of in-service instruction regarding the curriculum
and assessment procedures and received detailed 1ns;rucciona1 manuals. . -

733 =ha ingCrimane adointscawsd ondar ssgndardissd condizisng?

No.

©

Jers shews 3vshlamg wizh shae ingTmmenc or the adminisTraesaon thas =izhe adSacs

) g
s 7aliiizr 33 zhe 22212

Tests for the first ten objectives in math at the first grade level were not availadle.
therefore teachers administered informal assessment devices to detgrmine sctudents' act-
ainment of these objectives. What procedures math teachers used for these ten objectives
are unknown. No other factors affecting the validity of the tests are known.

tao develgoed the isytmmens?

The mastery tests for reading were developed oy staff at the Board of Educacion, Cicy of
Chicago Public Schools and published by Mastery Education of Watertown, Massachusetts.

The math tests were developed by Zducatlion Service Center, Region XIII staif.
rvaas weilanilisy asd 72lidfzy ‘daza ars 37ailapla gn the izsgzu—enz?

None available at preseat.

Aze =have 2073 43231 3vailadbla foy fasazovscing she tesulis?

Students' performanca is compared relative to a standard of accuracy (80% corréc:)'

“on tasts of each specified objective, rather than relative to the performance of other

students. No group norms are available.

F-2
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MASTERY TESTS

Purpose

Mastery tests were reviewed ' in-order to gain information related to the

following decision and evaluﬂtion questions '
Decision Question D2: Was the structure of summer school appro-
_priate for future summer)schools? \Are alterations necessary?

‘Evaluation. Question b2-9 How muzh\material were the teachers
able to cover in math and reading? How long did reading units
take to teach’ d - :

/

x e

Decision Question D4: Should retainees be encouraged to attend
summer school?

Evaiuationgguestion D4-1: Did students meet short-term object-
ives? How many skills were the students able to master <€at an .
80% level) in reading® and math by the end of summer school?
Y ' - .
's . :
¢

Procedure

The mastery tests which were used in the 1982 Summer school were those’ which

were included in the: curriculum materials used (the Chicago Mastery-Learning T
System for reading and Math for Everyone for math). Although Limited N

" English Proficiency students were tested using the same mastery tests as
non-LEP students in math, except with a Spanish administration instead of

an English one, the procedure for non-LEP and LEP students will be described
separately. . )
In-service training sessions were offered to teachers on May 15, May 31, June 1,
and June: 2, 1982. The May 15th session presented an ovserview of the design.of
the summer school program, and detailed presentations by consultants from .
CML Systems and from the Education Service Center, Region XIII discussing the \
reading and math curriculum. Included in this session were presentations A '
regarding the mastery tests in reading and math. Another overview was presented

on May 31. Teachers also received instructional manuals and materials at these
sessions. Teachers met on their summer school campuses for local in-service

involving an orientation to the local summer school program, the grouping of

students in classes, the daily schedule, conducting home visits and phone calls

to former teachers, and other aspects of the program. Five teachers (77) were

hired so late that they could not .attain any of these in-service sessions.

Only 14 of 23 teachers responding to an in-service teacher survey item (69%)

indicated that they attended one of the curriculum overviews presented at the

central in-service. However, instructions for conducting the mastery tests

were explicit in the instructional manuals. Thus, conducting the mastery

tests should not have been difficult for teachers even if they had not attended

the in-service. :

~ For each of their students, non-LEP teachers were instructed to record the
student's progress on the record forms contained in Attachment F-1. They
received these instructions during the local in-service, and the instructions
were printed on the record forms. For reading, if a student achieved mastery

™3 143
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. - ' .
_ of an objective either on the initial, or formative test, or on the second,
. summative test, a checkmark was placed in.the row with that student's name
" and in the column headed by that objective. If the student did not attain
‘mastery, the teacher was to place that student's test score in the box where
the checkmark would have appeared if the objective was mastered. For math,
.there was a single—page list of objectives appropriate for that student's
grade level. After each summative mastery test, the teacher was to write the’
student's percent correct on that test next to its corresponding objective.
If this was 80% or greater (mastery), the teacher was to mark through the
objective with a highlighter pen.
In,addition to ncting student mastery of a particular objective, reading
teachers also noted the number of days it took for them to teach each
objective. This information was recorded on-the reading progress.sheets,
each page of which could be used to record an entire class mastery test
scores. :

- On July 12th, the Monday after the last week of summer school, all teachers
were to give the directors all of their mastery teét records. The directors
then sent these records, either by school mail or by delivery in person,.
to ORE.

Mastery records were received from all math and from all reading teachers. .
These records were reviewed by ORE coders instructed to obtain the following
information: for each student, the grade in which the student. was enrolled

for summer school, the student's reading and math teachers, which reading
objectives were mastered by that student, and ‘the average percent accuracy

score on the math objectives that that student received instruction in. 1In
addition, ORE staff necorded the math objectives™ taught- by each of the math
teachers. : :

.The information collected by ORE coders was keypunched and summary statistics
involving student mastery. of reading and math objectives were computed using
AISD computer facilities. The results of these analyses are ceported below.

_~~ Mastery test procedures for students in LEP classes- The procedures descrlbed
- .above were the case for students in non-LEP classes. There were three LEP
‘classrooms at Brooke Elementary's. summer school, and these classes used
different materials in reading and a somewhat different procedure. For math,
these students received instruction using the Math fof Everyone ‘curriculum,
except that instruction was presented in Spanish. The mastery test procedure,
from the teachers' in-service training to the coding .of ‘the record forms by
-ORE staff, was identical to 'the procedure for non-LEP students. LEP students
received reading instruction using different materials than non-LEP students;
these materials included Spanish reading instruction using Caracolitos and Una
Cosa, and instruction in English as a Second Language from Stepping Into Engllsh
and other supplementary materials. Criterion-referenced tests of Spanish
reading were administered to these students by their teachers, these tests were
% .provided with the curriculum. The results of these Spanish reading tests are
reported below separately from the results of the non-LEP mastery tests.

15y
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Analysis Procedures. In reading, information on mastery was coded as a "1"
if an objective was mastered by the student, a blank if it was not, and a
"2" if the student was absent while an objective was being taught. A few,
teachers' records were not recorded. appropriately and had to be "inter-
preted" by the coder.

The percent mastery was determined based on the number of students present’

for an objective and the number mastering it. Some classes were not able

to complete all of the required units. These students were not included in

determining the percent mastery since they were not presented with the mate-
rial or tested on it. Required units not covered by some classes included:

Grade 1l: Unit 8 (Word Attack)
Units 6, 7, 8 (Comprehension)
Grade 2: Unit 6
Grade 3: ‘Unit 7
Grade 6: Units 12, 13

For more details on material covered, see the Project Record and Teacher
Records Appendices,. . -
Limited English Proficiency (LEP) students had a different reading program,
but essentially the same math program as their non-LEP peers. The analysis
procedure for assessing math achievement for LEP students was identical to
the procedure for non-LEP students. The reading programs of LEP and non-
LEP students were different and different short-—term goals had been estab-
lished for both. Thus the assessment of short-term gains in reading for LEP
students was performed differently than the non-LEP procedure.

There were two aspects to the LEP reading program. instruction in Spanish
Reading and instruction in English as a Second Language. The short-term
objective in Spanish Reading involved student performance on workbook tests,
and the short-term objective in ESL was that students would complete at
least two levels of the ESL series being used in the program.

The two LEP reading teachers recorded their students' workbook scores_for'
each test completed and put a check next to a student's name if the student
had completed three levels of Stepping Into English. On the Monday follow-
ing the close of summer school (July:12), these records were sent to ORE.
They. were analyzed by generating simple descriptive statistics with a hand
calculator. . @

In math ‘mastery was defined as answering 80% or more items correctly on
math tests pertaining to- specific skills. In the Math for Everyone series,
math skills are organized in five "strands,” which include three-to twenty-
five skill objectives depending on the grade level. .Skill mastery records
. were hand-coded and transferred to cards. Due to the large number of poss—
ble skills ‘covered and the fact that skills covered varied by student, each
student'ss average test score across all tests taken was recorded. A fre-
quency dlStleUthn of scores for all students overall and by '‘grade was
then generated. All skills on which a student was tested were considered- to
be those "specified for theirinstructional level." - B
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Results

Evaluation Question D2-9: How much material were the teachers able to cover
in math and reading? How long did reading units take to teach?

Data pertipenﬁ to this evlauation question are described in Appendix B,
 Teacher Records. -

Evaluation Question D4-1: Did students meet short-~term objectives? How
many skills were the students able to master (at an 80% 1eve1) in reading
and math by the end of summer ‘school?

The short—term objective in reading was as follows: By the end of the five-
" week summer school, reading skills specified for each grade level will be
mastered by 90% of the retainees participating. »

The number of students passing each objective, the number of students
receiving instruction in that objective, and the percent of students pass-—
ing are indicated in Figures F-1 through F-6 (shown at the back of this
appendix).

Overall, the short—term reading objective was not met. Only 10 of the 37
required units were mastered by 90% or more of the gtudents. These wére
at the fourth~ and sixth-grade levels. However, at least 60% of the stu-
dents mastered all of the required units they were exposed to. At least
80% of the students mastered 22 of the 37 units. '

PERCENT -
., )  NASTERING 1 2 3 4 s 6 ' TOTAL
<0 . ,
) 0 - 59% - - - - - - -
60 ~ 69% - 4 2 - 1 - 7
70 - 797 4 1 3 - - - 8
80 -89 5 - - 2 s - 12
.';-\\ 90 -100% - -~ -4 - 6 10
9 5 5 6 6 6 37

Jigure F-7. NUMBER OFiREQUIRED UNITS MASTERED BY VARYING
) PERCENTAGES OF STUDENTS BY GRADE.

The results in reading suggest that the number of students not masfefing
a skill unit after additional instruction and retesting was higher than
expected. _ A e 0

152
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The short—term objectives in reading for Limited English Proficiéncy (LEP)
students were as follow: :

Spanish Reading: LEP retainees participating.in suﬁmer
school will show 807% accuracy on workbook assessments
on the average.

English as a Second Lar.—.age: LEP retainees participating
in summer school will complete at least two levels in the
Stepping Into English series.

There were nine workbook tests in one class and five in the other.  Scores
on workbook tests were available for 38 of the 39 LEP students. All but one
of the 38 students maintained a workbook test average higher than 80%. Thus,
the LEP: Spanish Reading objective was met.

All 39 LEP students completed all three levels of the Stepping Into Eﬁglish
Series. This was assessed by wtitten teacher report.

The shorﬁ—term objective for math was as follows:

By the end of the five-week summer school, partiéipating
retainees will, on the average, master the number of ‘
skills specified for their instructional level at an 807%
level. : :

The math objective was met. On the average, students mastered specified
skills at a 90.4% level. The average percent correct for half the students
exceeded 92% (median score). The frequency distribution across all grades is
shown in Attachment F-1. '

The mean scores for each grade level in math are as follows: -

| o | NUMBER OF STUDENTS
GRADE | ' MEAN  WITH VALID SCORES

Kindergarten - 89.4% 53
1 92.37% 252
2 91.6% 231
3 93.2% 118
4 86.52 . 166 -
5 ' 88.1% - 163 4 . .
6 90.37% 3

. Figure F-8. MEAN SCORES ON MATH MASTERY TESTS. Some
.. - . students who were in first-grade classes
used kindergarten materials. Also, the
sixth—-grade materials were generally felt
to be too difficult for the retainees in
summer school, but a few students did use
them. ' * '
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As Figure F-8 shows, the average perceﬁt'éorfect on skills tested was above
80% at all grade levels. The lowest ‘average was 86,57 at grade 4, and the
~ highest was 93.2% at grade 3. ) '
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UNITS REQUIRIITD GRADE 1 OPTIONAL
Woxd Attack/ " 5 S N E
Study Skills | Comprehension | Vord Attack
ARREEABEEEEER
0 o lw |o v o o lal| g H
FUEEE T HE L]0 |G
=~ N - O~ A Sl | e A ¥
R 0
g (818 |5 E'j@@.n nl oH| ‘m
. 0 |0 |0 & lo 0
| H H N H ' mg 0 |10 1lv
o N I R -
R (r.; 8 o
HolH |9 (Y A E la o [H
H H 0 - [
H . H | W
| Ho|D
Number of Students | e 8 .
Passing Objective . 200 205 (200 (182 (175 197 |183 .|167 [ L&2 | |63
Number of Students
Present When
Objective was | | {
Taught | 251 249 |246 1244 [223 |243' |226 226 | 202 63
Percent of Attending | ol | | Wl , ,
Students who Passed | 83,3 | 82,3 | 81,3.[74.6 78.§, 81,1 [81,6 {73.9] 10.3] 00.0]_# .
‘Figure P-I: NUMBER OF STUDENTS ATTAINING REQUIRED READING OBJECTIVES ROR GRADE 1. -
Number of Students Present when Objective was Taught does not include
students not. exposed to the unit, 15,, :
Ji)

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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GRADE: 2 COMPREHENSION

5 - REQUIRED ‘ ' * OPTIONAL
3: 4: | 104 12:] 6: 7:
=} Q s, Hl O 0
2| 2| 2| 2|8 3
g g o =] ~
= &l 8| 8 3
< | gz 2| 2|3 =
2 |8 @ 8| 8 =
@ o oA 2
z | 3 |8 5
| B 2
= =
= @
a -
Number -of -Students
Passing ' Objective -=| 149 | 168 176 {140 [126 67 -
Number of Students . | .
-Present When
Objective was : ' . :
Taught - 249 | 244. }245. |234 | 200 134
 Percent of Attendiﬁg ' h ' .
* Students who Passedl 59.8 68.9171.8159.8163.0 ' 50,0

Figure F-2: NUMBER OF STUDENTS ATTAINING REQUIRED READING OBJECTIVES
FOR GRADE 2.
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/ ‘o ' ' SO y'j:.";"'-:
J LT et —— l .
P GRADE: 3 COMPREHENSTION
REQUIRED . ' OPTIONAL
2: | 4: 5:1 63 7: % g
wn (o=} (@] A
& £ I ]
RERRIERE 2| g
= R = M| B
2] B 8|8 z] - | =
n =) 2z N
= t1 == =
=z e < =
]
| & = ‘a =
1 S N a .
T8I E
. . . (5]
| a
el ]
Number of St&aéﬁt; <<<< ) 1
Passing Objective 124 1128 1130 |1331122 N 25 | 53
Number of Students
Present When-
Objective was ' : .
Taught 182 1185 |184 }183 | 166 - {119. 147
Percent of Attending ) , '
Students who Passed } 68.1(69.2 |70.7172.7| 73.5 21.0|36.1

Figure F-3: NUMBER OF STUDENTS ATTAINING REQUIRED READING OBJECTIVES
FOR GRADE 3. . '
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GRADE: 4 COMPREHENSTON
REQUIRED ‘ OPTIONAL .
1:] 2: | 4: 5:1 8:f 9 3: | lo:
v
slg |818|g|s : | 3
&j e B = “ H 2 =
8 | & B 2 % @ =
g la 2 °| B 0w B
'L:; % Qo =] ) gm;
~ 2z 2 7 @] ‘U-iﬁtd
2 wn wn [72] <] !
@ - - 2] = MFUW
- = g = ‘ =
' = 2 Q B Q
[%2] ] 2z
2 H
b

Number of Students 4
Pasgsing Objective 164

Number of Students
Present When .
Objective was
Taught 176

165 [55 [144 1159 |156 - - | "90.|- 80.

184 |178 (176 1174 |168 - - 1°9] 85

Percent of ‘Attending
_Students who Passed 93.2

89,7187.1181.8191:4 92.9 | -. | -. 195,7]93.0

Figure F-4: NUMBER OF STUDENTS ATTAINING REQUIRED READING OBJECTIVES

" FOR GRADE 4.
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GRADE: 5 COMPREHENSTON
REQUTIRED OPTIONAL
l: 6: 8:1 9: |12 13: 10: T'Z:
-~ v = = bk ™ a 2
HIEREAEIE R 513
2 S Iy oy z - o or
8 g 3 o g ] @ @«
0 r~ 2] 7] .
g o 0 -t a
A o 3 =1 %
o 3 V) ~r ~n o Q
3 ol 3 0 ® iy s,
r - ' - g 9 3. E..
1Eal’s L 5,48 S :
‘l [a Y] rr P =] “
, -~ cr '
N —
r =]
-« @
A _,,‘ r~ u
Passing Objective 98 | 90| 74 | 951 98| 98 | =~ -1 337134 - 9
Number of Students ‘ ‘ - 7? [
. Present When : |
Objective was .
Taught 115 109 {114 J111 | 110 }111 - -
Percent of Attending : ‘
Students who Passed | 85.2182.6]/64.9/85.6| 89.1{88.3 : /

Figure F-5: NUMBER OF STUDENTS ATTAINING REQUIRED READING OBJECTIVES /
FOR GRADE 5. ' -
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GRADE: 6 COMPREHENSTON
REQUIRED OPTIONAL
1: 7: 8: | 112 12: | 13: 10: 42
~Q wn o) r} g «Q
EEREIE AR S |2
= | — ?‘ - = =
2 %’ 8 a. E oz “w | @
RERRIE g
o > 5 <] n
Bz om 0 Q =)
29| ©n &1 > ~
i Z - < -
= a =t =t =
> 2] Z =
* aw n Q o
s %) =
- >
=8
2
Number of Students . , '
Passing Objective 52 51 50 54 38 39 - -
Number of Students
Present When
Objective was
Taught 52 53 53 54 39 39 - -
Percent of Attend-
ing Students Who .
Passed ' 1007 96% 947 100% 97% 100% - -
Q
" Figure F-6. NUMBER OF ATUDENTS ATTAINING REQUIRED READING OBJECTIVES -
FOR GRADE 6. ) ‘ ‘
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Instrumenc Description: Cost Analysis

Brief descriscion of the instrimenc:
summer school program are outlined.
used to account for costs- direccly paild for by the local or grant funds.

Costs for planning and implementation of the
Budget printouts and purchase requisitions were
Direccors

and coordinators who put in a great deal of time during che regular’ school year were

surveyed to account for :hese addicional- time costs.

To_whem was che inscrhument administered? Assiscanc Director - Finance, Director
Elememtary School Curriculum, Director = Elemen:ary School Management, selected
elementary coordinators and planners. A

;

Zow manv simes was Once.

the instmumenc admindscarsd? '

When was the inscrument adminiscered? September 1982:

“here was the f{nscrument administared? office. ’ :

7

¥ho .adginisterad the fnstoumanc? éslé-stﬁigI:::;ed.

In,adminis:ra;ors'

“What trainiag did che admiaiscractors nave? Memorandum wi:h ins:ruc:ions was senc

I

to coordinators and directors. - . e

Was the fascrument admindiscarad under standardized condizivas? No.

Wara chere oroblems with the ingtrmiment or the zdminiscoacion =hat gizhe
affacc the validicy of che daca? Time costs for planning are estimates based on
recall. Some specific costs were difficult-to isolate based on budget princouts.

Also, some costs have not been finalized as.yect.
] . T

'

Office of Research and Evaluacion.

-

o develooed the irstrumentc?

A -

allapilitz aad validizv data ars availabla ou the inscrunmenc? None.

inzerorariag e rasules? No,

Aza thera norm 4ata availabla Sar

)
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COST ANALYSIS

£

Purpose

A cost analysis of local and TEA grant costs of the summer school mas
conducted to determine overall costs, one~time start-up costs, and :
continuing costs.°® This information will be useful i to Austin ISD and TEA

~ if the program is used again in Austin or in other school districts.,

Sy Procedure

The 1982 summer school for retainees in Austin was funded through local
- - funds and a Summer School Pilot Program grant from the Texas Education
Agency. In addition to implementation costs directly ‘budgeted for by
local funds, a number of District administrators worked on planning and
implementation throughout the 1981-82 school year. These time costs
are also estimated here. ) ’
Budget allocations and expenditures to date were obtained from the AISD
Finance office on September 15, 1982 for both local and TEA funds.
Coordinators in charge of each curriculum area were interviewed and _
reviewed purchase requisitions to determine costs per student and class: ‘
. of éurriculum used in the summer school. Finally, the elementary directors,
coordinators, and planners who had worked during the school year on
" summer school planning were surveyed to.determine the time commitmént
‘necessary .to develop the program» . The memoranda and survey sent out are
shown in Attachment G-1.

Results .

:

Costs Per Student and Class:

Reading.‘ Each student in summer school needed the followingﬁ
materials: i

1 Chicago Mastery Learning System kit (comprehension)v 3.50
Each teacher needed:

1 Chicago Mastery Learning System teacher kit (comprehension - 40,00

1 Scholastic kit (grades 1-6) ' . 89.00

1 Modern Curriculum Press (lst grade only) . . 29.00

1 Houghton Mifflin (grades 2-6) - » _ - 21.00

Smelly Stickers and other incentives - ‘ , , 26.00
63 1béd
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Limited English Prdfiéiency.Reading, "A total of $1,844 ﬁas‘spent'
on summer school materials for LEP reading. Most were purchased
as kits or sets used by the entire class. Prices per class werg:

. Caracolitos L ~ $139.95 set

Una Cosa . . © $128.50 set

(50-60 stories)
$ 1.17 Teacher Guide

(50-60 sﬁories)

Elena y Dani s 8 4 35 each reader -
- and workbook

Buenos Amigos o, : . $ 5.80 each reader
- ' ' and workbook

Mi Escuela . $ 6.05 each readér -
: : - " and_Workbook

I Like English - _ ' ' g
Levels 1-3 ' $ 27.00 set

In some cases, more materials were purchased than were actually
used because the number of LEP students enrolled and their level
of functioning was unknown until classes started. A ‘total of
39 students participated in LEP reading.classes. T

167y
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Community School:

82-F

- - ae = .1 . e W e

Mathematics. Each student needed

1 level of Succeeding in Mathematics

. $.

Math for Everyone duplicate materials $ 1.00
1 calculator ' $. 7.00

-folder forpassignments $§ L35

" Each teacher received: - o
3 levels of Succeeding in Mathematics (above, below, and
at grade level) at $4.00 each : : . §12,00
Math for Everyone - . ) $ 20.00°
Teacher resources books , A o $100.00 -
Each school received:
7 sets Base Ten Number Blocks at $6l 00 each. | - $427.00
Money for Thermofax masters to reproduce tests and other“ -
materials, manipulatives, etc. : . - - -. §900.00

_ 1 box Thermofax masters , . I $ 10.00

The seven sets of Base Ten Numbers Blocks were kept in the central office
on.a check-out basis. One teacher ‘at a time checked out all seven sets

- and each pair of students used a set. - Ideally, every class would have

enough block sets for each pair of children. However, the cost of the

. - blocks was too high to do this in the Austin program in 1982, A listing

of ‘the resource books received is shown in Attachment G~24- - - -

The $900.00 allowance for supplies was used in various ways by the schools.

. Reading teachers may have used some materials purchased with these funds.

Community education activities cost approximately $10. 00 per student°
Families were asked to pay $lO 00 tuition for this. AISD paid for any
additional children (beyond-one) in a family servéd by the program. The
total number of students served was 1,114 at a.total cost of $10 '320.
The pupil to staff ratio was 26:1,

Materials used varied by the type of class, Community education staff

provided arts, crafts, table games, and physical education activities.,

They also staffed the libraries and helped to serve snacks to the students
(along with teachers and ‘directors at the schools).

s s g 24
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Campus Costs:®

The following were the average costs per campus £or 26 daysé

Clerical assistant. $ 789
. '~ Director ' . $ 1,520
Utilities $ 1,934
Nurse (part t1me) - § 416
Transportation $ 5,484
: Bus monitors ~$§ 1,482
Snacks $ 8327
Librarian $- . 603
Total Average Cost o L. . $13,060

AISD directors were actually on contract as administrators for all but 16
days.of the summer school program. Thus, this was the additional cost to
AISD for the summer" program, The TEA grant covered the. cost of 3 directors
for 16 days ($4,560) at a daily rate of $95. If a director was hired
specifically for summer school, he or she should be hired for at least 31 -
days to allow planning‘and organizational time. The AISD summer school
directors spent a considerable amount of time assigning students to campuses’
‘and classes before the program began and learning about program features.

Each school also had janitorial staff not reflected in the above costs. -
Two nurses served the five campuses. Transportation was provided with a -
total of 24 buses (an .average of 4.8 per campus).

[
[

Campus SpaceiNeedsf

The average pupil- to-teacher ratio was 15 to 1. Each school had about -
15 teachers. ., Thus, a school-needed 15 classrooms, the library, gym,
cafeteria, main office, and outdoor areas to operate the summer school
program for. 225 students. S : '

s

Administrative and Planning Costs:-

h
B

The Directors of Elementary Management and Curriculum supervised the
summer school process. They had primary responsibility for .setting up
the mechanical operation of the program, including enrolimént, student
forms, transportation,. buildings, and assigning students to campuses.

They also consulted with.the language arts and math committees as they
selected and developed curriculum, assisted in planning community school
activities, helped:lay out the overall organization and policies of the
program at a building level, and helped with staff development. They also
presented information on the program to the Cabinet and Board. :
\ . —
One educational'planner and one evaluator developed the grantlpropOSal
in consultation with other groups involved and helped set up procedures
for preservice phone calls to previous teachers, home visits to parents,
and follow-up activitiés after summer school was over. . The educational

s 1867
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planner developed instructions and sent out the follow—up activities |
with the help of a secretary. "Research and evaluation staff developed
and duplicated some materials for home visits, teacher calls; and follow
through, and provided labels for the mailings.

One District—paid evaluator and-one grant-paid intern developed and
carried out. the evaluation in consultation with all others imvolved.
ORE staff also provided some staff development for summer school
teachers and prov1ded information from research during the” planning
process., , )

Other administrators and Secretaries in the personnel,-transportation,
and physical plant offices also assisted with varicus aspects of the
program. (hiring, payroll, busing, utilities and- janitorial services).

Attachment G-3 shows the apbroxiﬁate number of hours put in by central
office directors,. math coordinators, language arts coordinators, and
planners on major summer school® activities. The combined total number

of hours put in by these administrators on planning is shown below, with
hours spent on implementation shown on the next page. .The time put in by
these administrators was covered by their regular District. salaries, and
is not included in TEA or. local summer school expenditures.

TOTAL INITTIAL CONTINUING
ACTIVITYO HOURS SPENT - TIME COSTS* TIME COSTS* -~ —
‘Planning ) ‘ , ’ ' s
Choosing Curriculum 188 124 60
Developing Curriculum 31 31 -
Setting up Procedures ‘
for Using Curriculum 228 162 66 .
Grant Writing 121 40 80
Overall - Summer School
Organization 70 12 18
Planning Transportation 4
Assigning Students to
Teachers/Schools 4
Enrollment Forms and
Procedures 13 1/
Home Visits/Phone Calls 15 10 5
Follow-up ' 81 25 49
Budget 25 / 20
Staff Development 125 /11 112
. Evaluation: 44 ;6 36
Other: Developing Test Record .
' Forms (Evaluator) - -8 6 2
Developing Materials'
Allocation Forms. {Language
] ‘Arts) 6 3 3
-Allocating Materials . '
to Schools - 19 - 19
Planning Recreational
Activities with :
Community Schools 2 . ‘ : - .
TOTAL - 988 - 431 (42.6%) 470 G7.67%)
‘ , G—7 o . _
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TOTAL .. INITIAL CONTINUING

ACTIVITY . HOURS SPENT "TIME COSTS* TIME COSTS#
Implementation
“ Reproducing Materials. 39 15 24
Picking Up and Delivering ,

Materials 66 ’ 4 54
Assisting Teachers 66 - ' ~ 62
‘Answering Parent Questions 24 o - 6
Asslsting Directors ’ 54 7 ~. : 46
Budget ' 14 - . - . 12
Follow~up Including Secretary B : .

- Time . 49 - 8 S 23
Other: Evaluation Activities 30 10 ' 20
Supervising Intern o .
(Evaluator) 25 : 10 . . , 15 7
. School Visits/Observations . .
(Director) 12 - o -
Record Keeping (Language ) )
Arts) 8 ~ -
TOTAL 1387 47 (12.1%) 270 (69.8

*Directors of Elementary Management and Curriculum did not break
time into first~—time and continuing-time costs. R

"Initial Time Costs" reflect those costs which should be needed only once
(1.e. would not have to- be repeated if the program was repeated). 'Continu
Time Costs" would be needed again even if the program was repeated in the
same way. v : : oo .

These time estimates are approximate. However, they certainly point out
the large amount of time spent during the 1981-82 school year and during
summer 1982 on planning and implementation by AISD administrators who had
this as one of a number of duties. Even without the time of two coordi-
nators and the staff of personnel, finance, transportation, and physical
plant offices who did not report, administrators reported spending 1,363
hours on planning and implementation. This translates into.1l70 days of
full-timé work. Continuing time costs totaled 740 hours or 92.5 full~time
days. This represents a full-time person for March through June or a
part-time person for a longer period of time. A number of central adminis-
trators felt the organization of “summer .school would probably improve if
one person was given this as a single project for the year, or at least

as a primary responsibility with release time from other duties. Since
everyone involved during 1981~82 had other responsibilities, it was

. difficult to adequately coordinate the work of various individuals and .

committees.

In terms of initial and on-going time costs, 443 of the plannipng time was
listed as initial, 487 as continuing time costs. About 8% was not specifie
as either. Under implementation, 12% were listed.as initial time costs,
70% as continuing, and 187% were unspecified. A :

"'*wy,t : ‘ ‘ PR
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Allocations and Expenditures:

Budget allocations for the Summer School Pilot grant from TEA are shown in
Attachment G~4, Expenditures to date are shown below for the combined
local and TEA grant expenses by line item. Costs for FICA, nurses, and
custodians have not yet been processed. Evaluation costs will continue
through October.’ Some other invoices or charges could also be missing

or charged to the wrong funding source. Preliminary charges are as
follows: '

'Salaries (6111, 6113): :
123,845.80

Teachers $12;
Principals $ 7,600,00
Clerical Staff $" 3,945.50
) -Librarian $ 3.016,00
’ : Monitors - $.7,412,07
Evaluator $ 2,274.60
: EvaluatiOn Consultants (6213) $ 2,510,28
Teacher Training Stipends $ 16,584.66
——— . .. General Supplies (6391) : . ' :
Instructional : ' $ 41,231.73
K : —Adrrinistrative - —$ 972+85
L Snacks $ 4,159.70
""Testing $ 140,75
-Reproduction (6285) $ '2,526,.64
Transportation (6499) $ 27,420,72
Electricity (6273) $ 9,668.00
Fees § 10,320.00
Travel 96.83
$263,548,91

Final Charges should be available in October and will be listed in the
November report. Based on an enrollment of 1,193 students, the per
pupil cost was $221.06 (excluding any outstanding charges and central
administrator time).

5
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Attachment G-1
o (Page 1 of 2)
82-F, AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
' Office of Research and Evaluation

September 10, 1982

TO: Administrators Addressed

- FROM: Nancy %f&’ww :

SUBJECT: Cost Analysis for Summer Schébl

_We are currently preparing the first report omn the summer schqol'for the

Texas Education:Ageﬁcy'(TEA). One aspect of this report is a cost-
analysis, including one—time and continuing costs if the program is
repeated.

We wbuld like ‘to count the importaﬁt contribution in planning'and'implé-
mentation time of District administrators mot paid by summer school funds..
As one of these important contributors, I would appreciate it if you could

£4i11 1in the attached time estimate form. Please do. the following:

1) Estivate the total hours you spent om each activity (if amy).

2) Estimate the portion of the total hours which were one-—time.
initial costs (time which would not have to be repeated if
the program is repeated again in the same way). '
3) Estimate the portion of the total hours which are continuing
costs (time which would have to be put in again even if the
same program is repeated). '
Feel free to add activities under "Other" if I've forgotten anything major

Thanks a lot!

NBsrrf-
Attachment

Administrators addressed:

Hermelinda Rodriguez Anita Cdy

Timy Baranoff ] Alicia Martinez

Joan ‘Burnham : Paola Zinnecker )
Anita Uphaus ' Lucy Sahraie

Nancy Duncan . Eleanor Dugger

Connie Cripps Lavonne Rogers

Roberta Green Anna Salinas

Teresita Rodriguez " Kathryn Stone

Elma Berrones

l~Approved://CZﬁL!4éZ£f6522?A}%24262235//// _ T

Director, Office of Research and Evaluation

G~10 173
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Attachment G-1

(continued, Page 2 of 2)
. :
SIMMER SCHOOL
TIME ESTIMATE
o L .
~ TOTAL | INLIIIAL CONTINULNG
ACTIVITY - HOURS SPENT | TTME COSTS* TIME COSTS

. PLANNING

Choosing Curriculum
Daveloping Curriculum Matarials .
Saccing Up P.:-ocedur“e.é for Using/ Curziéultm
Grant Wricing : /
Overall Summer School Organization
Planﬁiné Traﬁsportation

B Assigniﬁg Students to Schools/Teachers
Enrollment Forms and E.’roceduras .

Home Visits/Phone Calls

Followup Planning

Budget
Staff Developument
Zvaluatiou

Other

TMPLEMENTATION

Reproduction of Materials

Pickup and Delivery of Materials
A;ssiscnnce to 'L'eache_r:s .
Answering Parent Questions
-Agsisting Diractors

3udget
) Followup (Coun:v Secretary Tima)
O:her:

*Time costs which should ba necessary only
. again, this time would not be neaded.

once. That is, if the same program is done

PLEASE RETURN BY SEPTEMBER 17 TO: NANCY BAENEN
ORE, 30X 79, aDM. BLDG.

~a
%.

-1 7.4



_Attachment G-—2

82-F Suggested Materials for
" Math for Everyone.
Cuisenairé Co; of America, Inc. Dr. Jim'é Elementary Math
12 Church Street, Box D " Prescriptions (Gr. 1-6)
New Rochelle, NY 10805 ‘ S
- .'35010 :$12.95
Addison Wesley Pub. Co. | Mathématics Their Way
2725 Sand Hill Rd. Room a204 - -
Menlo Park, CA 94025 04320 - $820.64
Creative Publications The Mathworks,Handbook of
P.0. Box 10328 . ' Activities for Helping Students
Palo Alto, CA 94303 - : Learn Mathematics (K-8) N
' 10770 $19.95 _
Good Time Math Event Book (Gr.4-
10075 $8.95
\
Enrichment:
. K@gtrokes F"J
Calculator Capers | 1 t':)-

G-12




82-F : ' Attachment G-3
' ' Page 1 of 4 -

SUMMER SCHOOL

Direccors - Elementary TIME ESTIMATE
Suzdoul.m & ﬂiags&ent
\V . TOTAL INITIAL CONTINUING
‘ ACTIVITY ) ) HOURS SPENT TIME COSTS* TIME COSTS
: . e B e
PLANNING . .
Choosing Curriculus ’ 4 Directors{did noc
. _ break 1ic Jdown.

Developing Curriculum MaVgrials

Seccing Up Procedures for"Uvs'ing“ Curriculum

‘- -Grant Wricing ‘ l 1
a Overall Summer School Orgamization . 40

Planniag Transportaczion . 4

Assigning Studencs to Schools/Teachers 4

Zorollment Forms and Procedures 12

Hdome Visics/Phome Calls

Follewup Planning 7

3udget ' 3

Staff Davelopment ) 2
7 Evaluation . . ’ .

TN

Other : Planning Recreational Acctivities

wicth Communicy Schools . 2 .
Form Development ToTAL '8% - |
DMPLENTATION . ’ '
Reproduccion of Macerials .
Pickup and Delivary of Matarials .
Assiscance to Teachers -
’ Ansvering Parent Quescioss 18-
Assiscing Di.rec:ors. f 8
3udgec . . . ) - : 2
Followup (Count Secretary Time) ‘ 18 .
Other: School Visica/Observation 12 )
TOTAL 58

*Time coscts which should be necessary only once. That is, if the same program 1,.3 done,
again, cthis cime would not be needed. :

b

PLEASE RETURN. BY SEPTEMBER 17 TO: NANCY BAENEN : o )
ORE, BOX 79 ! o

~ L
G-13-
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82-F ' ' - Attachment G-3
' (Continued, Page 2 of 4)

SUMMER SCHOOL
‘ TIME ESTIMATE
TEVR BT g
ACTIVITY ) : HOURS SPENT T?EEAEQSTS* TIME COSTS
PLANNING )
: Choosing Curriculum : 85 50 , 35 ‘

- Developing Currigzulum Ma:u_ials - /

o * Seccing Up 2rocedures for Using Curriculum _ 50 15 35
Gr;n: Wricing - -
Overall Summer School Organizacion 20 10 10
Planning Transportacicn
Assigning Students to Schools/Teachers
£arollmenc for::xs} and Procedures
Home Visics/Phone Calls

.. Followup Planning . 20 , 10 10
‘Budget . 10 0. 10
Staff Development k . 65 5 60_
Ivaluacion ' 19 0’ 19
Ocher \ TOTAL 769 ) 179

" DOLEMENTATION

A ’ Reprodu;ciou of Materfals e . 15 15
Plekup and Delivery of Marerials 20 0 20
Assiscance to Teachers . . 20 o 20
Answering‘ Parent Questions ’ 5 -0 5
A'ssis::i:.,-: D:L;ec:ars lo 0 10
Sudget , 5 0 5

A E'ollowﬁp {Count Sacretary Time) 15 0 15

Ocier - ' TOTAL 105 15 50

*Time costs which should be necessary only once. That is, 1f che same program is done
again, this cime would noc be needed. : .

PLEASE RETURN 3Y SEPTIMBER 17 TO: YANCY 3AENEN
ORE, 30X 79

G-14
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82-F ~ i , Attachment G-3
. ‘ (Continued, Page 3 of 4)

SUMMER SCHOOL

L TDE - 2
Language Arcts Coordinatorst*» o A
. . } " 2TAL INITIAL CONTINUTG
ACTIVITY _‘S SPED TTME COSTS* TIME COSTS
PLANNTNG o )
Choosing Curriculum 99 74 25
Daveloping Curriculum Macerials 31 a1 0
Seccing Up Procedures for,Using Curriculum . 174 143 , 29 i
Grant Writing . - o= =
Overall Summer School Orgaﬁizacion ' : 6 = 6
flanning Transportation . : - LT T
Asyigning Students to Schools/Teachars = = -
Enrollment Forms and Procedures = = =
Yome Visits/Phone -Calls = = -
Followup Planning 4 0 4
Sudget 10 - 10
Staff” Development’ 46 - 46
Evaluacion 3 - 3
Other: Developing Materials' Allocation Forms 6 3 3
» Allocat 9 . . ) 19
Allocacing Materials to Schools 1 . - _19
' TOTAL 700 %) 147
DMPLEMENTATION 1 - -
Reproduction of Materials ) = 7
Pickup and Delivery of Materials "t 32 = .3
Assiscance o Teachers 43 = 39
Answering Parent Questions = = -
Assisting Direccors 33 = 33
Budget 4 - - b
Followup (Count Secretary Time) 2 - 2
Other: Record-keeping Orders from 4 Companies ] _8 _90 _8
TOTAL 129 0 125"

*#Time costs which should be necessary only once. That {3, if che same program is done
again, this tima would not be needad. ) . ’
**Baged on responses of 5 of 7 coordinacors. Abouc 1CZ of cthe committee's time was spent
on LEP program plus 46 hours for 3 coordinacors. .

PLEASE RETURN 37 SEPTEMBER 17- TO: MANCY BAZNEN
: ORE, BOX 79 = . o

\‘1 l'.‘vv R ) ' .. .' .b"fQ - a
. P . ) . N ,
ERIC - e I I ~
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82-F . ' ' Attachmeﬁt G-3
: (Conthued, Page 4 of 4)

SIMER SCHOOL
TIME ZSTIMATE

Evaluator/Planner ‘
, ) TOTAL TINIIIAL CONTLHUTIG
. ACTIVIT? ' JOURS SPENT _T_DECOSTS* TIME COSTS
PLANNING
Choosing Curriculum ” - - ) ’ - »")
Developing C-:u.n'iculu:n, Macerials L - - -
Saccing Up Procedures for Using Currdiculum 4 o2 2.
Grant Wricing ' : . 120 40 80
Qverall Sumer "chool Organizacion l ' 4 2 ) 2
?larmuiipg Transportacion
Assigning S!:u:dent:s to Schools/Teachers
Suolﬁ&: Forms and Procedﬁrss; - 1 1 ) -
Home Visicts/Phome Calls ' ©15 o 5
Tollowup Planning . ' 50 15 ‘ 35
3udget ' i . 18 - 18
- Scgaff D;':e_l.opment: 12 6 6
\. Evaluacion . 18 6 12
» Or::ner: Developing Test Record Foras _8 6. _2
: . ’ TOTAL 250 - 388 162
IMPL2MEMNTATION 5
Reproducszion of Materials 2 2
?".clkup and Delivery of Marerials 14 . 4 10
Assiscance to Teachers 3 - 3 '
Answeriag Pavent Quest:‘ionslx o : 1 - 1
Assisc'in‘g Direccors ' ] 3 - 3
. Budge: 3 - I
Followup (Counc Secxatary i‘:(:ne) 14 - 8 : 6 B
"Qther: Zvaluation Acr;iviciesw . ‘ 30 10 ) 20
VSupervising Intern 25 _lo. _1s

. e TOTAL 95 32 63
#Time costs which should be necessary only ouce. That is, if the same progran is done
agaia, this time would aot be needed. ' T

5 ¢ ' ) ‘ “ : .
) TLIASE RETURN BY SEPTEMBER 17 TO: NANCT BARNEN
P : . ORE, 30X 79

G-16 -
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