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FINAL REFORT SUMMARY

PrC e "Lz 1983 Summer School Pilot Project
foage v 2rson:  Naney Schuyler

_’v Findings:

1 Retair=«s who attended summer school and those who did not were
rated aboui the same in reading and math slels and. behavior by
the fall teachars.

L]

Project staff had a very favorable view of tlie summer school
program, especially:

e The mastery and supplemental materials in reading, math, and

the bilingual prograns: :

The amount of preplanning and the inservice programs;

The smaller campus and class sizes; °

Support services on campus and at the central-office lavel:

The reinforcers used, especially calculators and scented stickers.

A ghangé in the eligibility requirements has been approved for

next year to allow the program to serve some low achievers who
will not be retained.

rvations reveal that,

L3

Additional analyzes on rifst—g ade obs
compared to overall instructional time:

]

Less time was spent on instruction in the library,

Less time was spent on instruction the first day of class,
_About the same amount of time was spent on instruction in
schools which split class periods into two parts for reading
and/or math and those that did not.

HOW DID FALL TEACHERS RATE THE SKILLS OF RETAINEES?

TEA granted AISD permission to use a teacher checklist rather than fall
testing to measure the reading and math skills of retainees. Ratings on
the skills and behavior of 118 randomly selected retainees who had attended
summer school and 119:-who had not were obtained im October, 1983. Teachers
were simply asked to rate the retainee compared to other students in their
classes——-summer school attendance was not mentioned.

Retainees were most commonly rated average in reading and math skills compared
ta thElr ElassmatEE. Chlﬁsquafe cnmparisans fgr summer—schaal atEEﬁﬁers ‘and

ratlﬁgs. Ihus, it appgars 5umm%r—s¢haal ratalnees mastery of skills did not
have sufficient impact to boost fall skill ratings.
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In terms of behavior, little difference was found in the ratings for retainees
who attended summer schocl and those who did not.

¢ On the average, Loth groups were ready, willing, and able to
participate in class fairly often g;though not frequently.

® On the average, both groups of retainees were disruptive in
class only occasionally,

Appendix A provides complete results from the Retainee Checklist filled i
by teachers. ‘

-
ju]

WAS LESEbTIEE SPENT IN INSTRUCTION UNDER CERTAIN CIRCUMSTANCES IN SUMMER SCHOOL?

Summer school directors and staff asked that some extra analyses be done on the
first—grade observation data on instructional time., " Overall, 51% of the allo~

cated instructional time was spent on instruction (with the fifsg day excluded).
Addlzlanal breakdowns revealed that:

e Only 30% of the time spent in the library by first graders was coded
as instructional.

e Only 34% of the allocated instructional time was spent on instruction
at the one campus observed the first day of summer school.

¢ The two campuses that split reading or math classes into two parts at
the first-grade level spent about the same percentage of time on
instruction (53.5%) as those that did not (50%).

These results suggest that efforts to increase time spent directly in instrue-
tion during library time and the first day of summer school are desirable. At
the first-grade level, efforts to make students more accountable for what they
read in the library and for the content and ideas in films might help to
increase reading instructional time. On the first day of class, some time must
be devoted to introductions, directions, and other start-up activities, but
efforts should be made to begin instruction as soon as possible (especially in
a short 24-day program). ' ) , .

The expectation was that splitting reading or math class into two parts would
reduce instructional time. This was not supported by the first-grade observa-
tion data. However, these results cannot be intrepreted to mean that split
scheduling does not matter, since differences in the experience and charac~
teristics of staff, school facilitles, and observation schedules could also

- account for these results., In addition, observations were conducted only at
the first—=grade level, and schools with split schedules had such schedules
only half the time (for half the students at one campus or for one class for.
all students at the other). ' :

Appendix B provides more detailed results.
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WHAT D ROGRAM STAFF VIEW A5 PROGRAM STREVGTHS AND WEAKNESSES?

Summer school directors and coordinators met with the Director of Elementary
Management and evaluation staff in September to discuss the summer school's
strengths and weaknesses., Teachers were surveyed atout their opinions on
key aspects of the program during the last week of the summer sessicn.

Stafi all viewed the program as strong. Among its strengths were:

the mastery curriculums in reading and math,
the bilingual curriculum;
the inservice sessions, which seemed more specific than last year's;
the smaller campus and clasz sizes;
the timeline for enrollment and summer school, and the registracion
process in general (much improved over last yeaf)
the amount of preplanning;
# the support services from summer school secretaries, librarians,
the nurse, coordinators, Community School, transportation, evaluation,
and all departments involved;
the reinforcers used, especially calculators and scented stickers;
e the report cards and teacher data cards (although some were not
completely filled in); -
& the home visits Calthaugh a few teachers had ra negative reaction
to them);
s the teachers' enthusiasm and willingness to work;
e the snack break, which allowed a necessary "emergy' break and gave
some students their first meal of the day.

S

Scme of the changes considered to improve weaker areas included:

¢ some adjustments in the reading curriculum at grade 1 (to increase
emphasis on comprehension) and grades 4 and 5 (to deal with non-
readers) ;

more low-level calculator activities and better communication of
ways to ralse expectations for achlevement in math;

¢ adjustments to the criteria for program eligibility (allowing
"borderline' low achievers to be served, specifying clearly which
special educstion students are eligible);

assuring that parents understand the policy on summer schaal and
pfammtlcn* -
encouraging reachers to indicate the students' functional grade

: level on report cards; -

e considering serving az smaller number of grade laveLs (possibly
grades 1 through 4 or kindergartan through 4) Of restricting the
number of campuses with fifth and sixth graders (enrollment was
low at these grades);

® spreading teachers with summer school experi ce evenly across
campuses; - :

i
Co
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. aying teachers for eight hours the last day to allow time for
Qking of materizls and clean up, and naz;fylng them if home

51ts are expected;

nding better ways to build on skills learnad in summer school -

'1ﬂ§ the regular school year; )

¢ finding ways to schedule community school activities to avoid
stagrered schedules and split periods at some campuses (perhaps
by making sure other Community School activities are scheduled
for the mornings at each campus, and/or shortening the Community
School activities to 3C minutes):

e finding ways to improve paftiilpailan in followup activities or
dropping ‘this component;

s considering starting summer school one week later and having it
last six weeks rather than five;

e considering eliminating librarians and limiting bus monitors to
buses that transport 35 students eor more;

@ creating. an eadrly-ordering system for supplies and earlier arrival
for reading materials, as-well as a more organized and better-timed
plckup system.

L]
C‘L.‘ < "U‘
\H- e
‘Iﬂ

Some of the unanticipated outcomes of the summer school were:

® the positive changes in attitude tgward school of the students:

® .the fact that bilingual students were lower functioning than
expected but very eager to learn;

e the relatively low percentage of time spent directly in reading
and math instruction..

Discussions of modified eligibility requirements and ways to increasa
instrucLiOﬂal time for 1984 have already begun.

WHAT WAS THE SUMMER SCHOOL CALENDAR?
Figure 1 shows the final summer-school calendar. It should be noted that

although summer school registration officially clcsed May 13, some students
were added after this date because room was still available,
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
DIVISION OF INSTRUCTION
DEPARTMENT OF ELEMENTARY MANAGEMENT
SUMMER SCHOOL 1983
TINE LINE
DATE ACTIVITY
MARCH 16 SEHD TEACHER AND DIRECTOR APPLICATIONS
MARCH 25 COMMUNICATION ABOUT SUMMER SCHOOL SHARED WITH
: PARENTS
HMARCH 30 DIRECTOR APPLICATIONS RETURNED TO
: HERMELINDA RODRIGUEZ
APRIL 5 SELECT DIRECTORS
APRIL 5 TEACHER APPLICATIONS RETURNED TO
PERRY JACKSON
APRIL 8 NOTIFY DIRECTORS IF SELECTED OR NOT SELECTED
APRIL 8 SELECT TEACHERS
APRIL 18 SEND REGISTRATION FORMS AND STUDENT DATA CARDS
TO SCHOOLS +OR TEACHERS. :
MAY 2 TEACHERS MAY BEGIN DISTRIBUTING REGISTRATION
FORMS TO PARENTS
APRIL 20 NOTIFY TEACHERS IF SELECTED OR NOT SELECTED
MAY 12 REGISTRATION CLOSES _
MAY 16 PRINCIPAL COLLECTS A REGISTRATION FORM AND A DATA
CARD FOR EACH STUDENT REGISTERED AWD SENDS THEM
TO CARRUTH ADMINISTRATION BUILDING, DIVISION OF
ELEMENTARY INSTRUCTION. FEES ARE COLLECTED IN
OFFICE OF LOCAL CAMPUS AND PUT IN LOCAL CLEARING
, ACCOUNT. A RECEIPT IS GIVEN PARENT,
MAY 14 SATURDAY IN-SERVICE (HALF-DAY, A.M.)
MAY 23 NOTICE TO STUDENTS WITH SUMMER SCHOOL ASSTGHMENT
(SENT TO SCHOOLS TO DISTRIBUTE)
MAY 30 PRINCIPAL SENDS CHECK FOR FEES COLLECTED.TO
FINANCE OFFICE (MAKE CHECK PAYABLE TO AISD)
MAY 30 NO REFUNDS OF FEES AFTER THIS DATE. ALL REFUNDS
WILL BE MADE AT LOCAL CAMPUS ONLY.
MAY 30 TEACHER IN=SERVTCE _ ,
. MAY 14, SATL.ca¥ - %5 DAY, A.M,
MAY 31, TUESDAY - 33 DAY, AM.
JUNE 2, THURSDAY - 1 DAY, A.M. & P.M.
MAY 31, TUESDAY - 3 HRS., HOME VISITS
/ JUNE 1, WEDNESCAY - 7 HRS., HOME VISITS
JUNE 3, FRIDAY - 1 DAY, PLANYMING &
PREPARATION TIME AT
TEACHING SITE
JUNE 6 - JULY 8 SUMMER SCHOOL IN  SESSION 8:30 = 12:30 (JULY 4 OFF)

SEPT.30, DEC.2, JUNE 30 TEZA REPORTS DUE

3

Figure 1. SUMMER SCHOOL 1983 TIME LINE.
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Summer School Second Report

Appendix A

£

Teacher Checklist

o
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INSTRUMENT DESCRIPTION: Teacher Checklist

Briaf Dascription of tha instrument: The Recainee Chacklist rates retainesa's reading and
aaeh skills and behavior in the classroom. It includes five items related c» academic

‘gkills, and 12 related to behavior. Teachers raced selacted retainees compared ©o ‘%Eﬁa‘:

studencs in their fall 1983 classrooms.

To whom was the instrument administared?
The cwachers of 2 total of 250 recainees from 19879-83 == 115 who attended summer school
and 125 wh» had not.

How many times vwa3 the instrument administered?

Onze with a reminder.

Whan was the instrument administeraed?

[
=
o
=]
di
"

Octoher 6, 1983 wich a ceminder sent on Octobar 1

Wharse was the instrumant administerad?

[l
.
[+]
"
e
)
[
™
@
e
[
!
o
o

Surveys ware sant to cthe principals of che students' 1983-84 schoo

teachers. Taachers generally compleced surveys in their elassroom.

Whe administared the instrumant?

Self-administared.

What training did the administrators hava?

Qsitée’n direccions on the checklise.

‘Was tha instrument administared under standardizad conditions? .
Ho.

Ware thare problems with the instrument or tha administfatia;\ that
might affact the vzlidity of tha data?

Ysne that are znown.

Who daveloped the instrumant?

Office of Research and Evaluacion staif with input from elemencary adminlserators.

What raeliability and validity data are available on tha instrumant?
The "behavier” section is based on the Behavior Raciag Checklisc. I

sa Cronback Alpha Coefficients of interpal eonsiscency is .87 and .94 for the two £
‘measurad. Tesc-retest reldiabilicies bacween October and May were .71 and .70. A
validiey atudy showed that'the scale gan diztingulsh between students of differenc types.

cs reliabilicy basad
agtor

Are thera norm data av:ilabl}; far intersreting the results?:

Lasc year's resulcs are @vailable fof comparison to this year's resules.

s

L — , A;Eilgi V ' 7
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Purpose

The Teacher Checklist was designed to provide information on the following
evaluation question:

Evaluation Question Dl1-4: How do the reading and math skills and
behavior of retainees who did and did not attend summer school compare
as of fall 19837

The original request of TEA was for fall testing of students with the same
test used last spring. However, costs and logistics prohibited this testing
because students returned to any of 61 elementary campuses after Summer
school. TEA granted permission to substitute a teacher rating checklist,
and this was conducted for this year's and last year's evaluation. The
Teacher Checklist used this year is the same as last year's except for

the deletion of a few questions. Skill areas rated match Iowa Tests of

Basic Skills areas tested.

Procedure

Basically, 2350 1982-83 rerainees were selected for the sample. Half had
attended summer school while the other half had net. The fall teachers of
these students were sent a Retainee Checklist in which they rated the
reading skills, math skills, and behavior of the student compared to the
other students in the class. (See Attachment A=1 )

Surveys were sent out Octobe: 6 and were checked in as received. Principals
were asked to distribute the surveys since teacher codes for each student
were not yet known. A reminder was sent out on October 19. The cuteff

date for receiving questiennaires was November 1. The surveys were taken to

Analyses. Generally, basic summary statistics were generated. Computer
programs were run £o:
1. Calculate the number and percent giving each response, with sample
sizes determined separately for each item. These calculations
were done for the overall group, those attending summer .school, and
those not attending summer school.

2. Determine the percent responding 1, 2, 3; 4, 5, 6; and 7, 8, 9 for
each item (summer-school and non summer—school groups). In addition
to these groups overall, these percentages were also done for first
graders, second graders, and third through sixth graders combined
on the skill questions. Chi-squares were computed with a calculator
to compare 1982-83 summer-school and nonsummer-school retainees and
1982~83 versus 1981-82 summer-school retainees.
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3. Calculate mean ratings on behavior for the Ready, Willing, and
able scale (RWA =-1, 2, 3, 53, 8, 9, 10) and Di :'g;;lv& Classroom
Behavier scale.(DCB = 4, 6, 7)., 1Iltems 1 and 3 were reversed be fore
A
tabulation. All ratings a’alluble were averaged if some were

missing for a child. Means were calculated
attenders and nonattenders.

school

4. Determine counts of
returning surveys by gra
Student Master File.

Attachment A-2

-Results

ferturn Rate

A total of 243 (97.2%

not usable because the
the number of usable
responded about 118 retaine

ﬂ-m

who

he 250 surveys were returnad.

ents had been promoted (3) or left AISD {3), so

zurveys was 237 (94.8% of the original sample).
e

separatelv for summer

r school attenders and nonattenders
- 1

e level. Grades were based

shows the card file layout.

5i¢ surveyvs were

Teachers

attended summer school and 119 who did not.

By grade, the number and perceni responding was
Grade Number Percent ‘
Kindergarten 2 .8
1 130 54,9
2 42 17.7
3 21 8.9
4 21 8.9
5 1z 5.1
6 9 3.8

Response rates closely approximate retention and summer school enrollment

rates.
There was little difference in the number or percent responding according
to summer school participation or nonparticipation.

Complete responses to each item for the overall group, the retainees who

attended summer school,

are shown in Attachment A-3.

school attenders and nonattenders graupgd as low 9, 8,
Attachment A-4 shows

or high (3, 2, 1).

and the retaiﬂees whz did naf attend summer schcal

7), avefage (6 5, 4)

chi square calculations.

14

A=d
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§0 Far this year,

pared ta gther students in your

SKILLS: failcwing ars
3_z 1
digh
. 23,53
A 22.1%
n =1 H Nl 18.2%
Math oroblem solving =112 22.21 57.1% 19.6%
Math cimoutztion H=114 29.8% 56.1% 14.0%
JEHAVIOR: a3tz a3
!;iﬁ;bi:
igr cesc
BEHAVIOR: 1, 2, 3 = $glﬂgm ar never
4, 5. & ~ Occasionaliy
7. 8, 9 - fFrequently

Studant demands
the teicrer faor help.

extra time frem
N=118

2. Student uncerstands and follgws
directions. N=116 15.5% 28.4% 56.0%
.3, Student quits or gives up on B )
assigrments hefore completign.N=117 67.5% 22.2% 10.3%
4. Student bothers others whila ) o
they are working. N=118 55.9% 20.3% 23.7%
2. Student brings things to class i
initi Eas discussions, shows i o
i 39.8% 34.7% 25.4%
5.
49.2% 34.7% 16.1%
7.
50.4% 32.5% 17.1%
3.
22.2% 24 .8% 53.0%
9.
14.5% . 28.2% 57.31
19:
16.1% 20.3% 63.6%
11,
71.8% 17.1% 11.1%
12.
118 25.4% 41.53% 33.1%
Pleasa return through school mail no later than Ociobar 31 to:
i0M. 2L0G., QRE 3alinda 0. Turner
Figure A-1. ACHER RATINGS OF RETA SKTLLS AND CLASSROOM BEHAVIOR.

TEACHER RATINGS OF RETAINEES'
Students repeated a

school; the ather half did not.
k (Page 1 of 2)

15

A=5

grade in 1983-84; half attended the 1983

‘Ratings were done ;ﬂ
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RETAINEES .‘1'(3]? Ix ELNQ*LER SCHOOL

BRILLS A\sE

czmpared Iz atiers in , ..: class.

“ire=la =he Aunter indis=ning wais znild's skills in e fzllowing areas

ol
i
s

9 8 1 & 5 &

3. 5 At quits ¢gr gives uo on
gs;1=~rﬁeﬁt mafore czmoietign.N=118 66.9% 17.8% 15.3%
4, Stucent hathsers gthers while
tney ars working. N=118 50.0% 26.3% 23.7:
3, Styeeat bBrings things to =lass,
initiates ﬁisﬁ'§s1ﬁﬁ5. shews
N=118 40.7% 39.8% 19,.5%
3. ks classrzem ar scnecal
H=llB 48.3% 33.1% 18.6%
7. SEugent Tust Se regrimances guring
. N=117 47.93 29.1% 23.1%
3. Stugent does wnat the tzacher 2sks

y
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Thank you! Please return throuan sencal mail no later

1ous zzmolain: or celay. 23.43% 27.7% a7,9%
iz presared and able to
pate in class activities,
s, discussion, etzl N=119 19,33 36,13 13 5%
gnt comaistss wark on Simeé and
cod ardar, N=119 17.6% 32.8% 43 ,6%
nt zomolaing that ssher 5tu-
tease nim/her. N=118 80.5% 13.6% 5.9%
nt provides leaderzhip valun=-
y tn seme class zezivitiesN=11932.82 39.5% . 27.7%

b
Pk
=
B
=]
[
i
wik
[¥]
(]
m
"
]
e
i
£

ACM. 2LCfE., ORE - Jalinez 9. Turner

TEACHER RATINGS OF RETAINEES' SKILLS AND CLASSROOM BEHAVIOR.

HE I
Students repeated a grade in 1983-=B4; half attended the 1983
t

der a
summer school; the other half did not. Ratings were done in

October 1983. (Page 2 of 2)



rtant to remember that vocabulary

reading comprehension emphasized at the
s and problem solving wers emphasized--

hown in Figure A-1 suggest that retainees

i : moreé likely to be rated low or

d summer school. However, chi squares

gnificant==that is, differences were

by chance . (see Attachment A-4).
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en

age f low, average, and high ratings given to 1982-=83 summer school at-
tenders and nionattenders in grades one, twe, and three through six are sh i
Attachment A-5. Percentages suggest that first~grade rertainees who went to
summer school were more likely tc be rated low Dmpared to those who did not
go. Second-grade retainees whe went to summer school appeared more likely to
be rated average. Howaver, lthcugh chi squ;fe; were not calculated, it
appears unlikely any of t ; wer i i

Behavior Ratings

Attachment A-3 and Figure A-1 provide results. The behaviors most often
ratad as occurring fairly frequently (ratings of 7, 8, and 9) were:
2) Student und ands and follows directions (54%).
8) Student does what the teacher asks without complaint or delay (50%).
9) Student is p e pat ate in class activities,

T
lessons, discu
10) Student compl

ERIC
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12) Student provides leadership voluntarily in some class activities

(417 .

he behaviors were most often rated as never occurring or

& extra help fr
juits or gives up o

hers ethers while the; king (577).

things to elass, initiates diz&uss;@ﬁsj shows

1) student

m rhe teacher for help (48%).
3) Stu&ent ssi

e
befa ‘e completion (67%).

s ]
o u

el

5) Studant bri

imagination ( ).

6) Student breaks cl
7) Student must be repr 1manded durlmg class time Cé?ﬁ

11) Student complains that other students tease him/her (76%).
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These behavioral trends were quite
However, last year students were de
t

aviors listed as oceurring infrequently or never last year were even
equent this year. Retainees were less fregqueatly described
on assignments, bothering others while they worked, or complaining that
others teased them. They were more likely to be described as bringing things
to class, initiating discussions and showing imagination compared to last
year. )
Thus, the majoriry of the retainees appear to be fairly cooperative students.
They understand and follow directions, complete work, and are prepared for
y T bre:

s iV
class. They seldom give up on assignments, bother other
require reprimands, or demand ext I

51de, the :etaiﬁeaﬁ Jéldam bf ing scugsions, or

k=
v provide leadership voluntarily.

0f course, it m
follow this pat
to e¢lass, initi
frequently, ove

st be kept in mind that about half of the students do not
For example while 60% are dESCfibEd as bringing things
i sionally or

a s
r one third never or ldgm show this benaviar.

Comparisons of behavior ratings of retainees who did and did not attend
summer school were made in terms of mean ratings on the Ready, Willing, and
Able (RWA) scale (Items l; 2, 3, 5, 8, 9, and 10 with 1 and 3 reversed) and
the Disruptive Classroom B haviar (DCB) scale (Item 4, 6, and 7). 1Items 11
and 12 are not part of either scale.
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GROUP HMEAN N
Ready, § llllnﬁ and ;ble (RWA) 82 -83 B81-82 8§2-83 B81-82
Summer School Attenders 6.1 6.0 118 72
Sumuar School Nonattenders 5.8 5.9 119 66
Distuptive Classrocom BRehavior 82-83 §81-82 §2-83 81-82

© 9On the average, retainees were rated as ready, willing, and able to
participate in om activities on an occasional basis. There
was only a very sma
_attenders and nﬂnaitgﬂdafsg
'Raﬁrlgs were very similar to those of last year.
Disruptive behavior appears to occur only occasionally for all
retainees regardless of whether they attended summer schgol or not.
The only change from last vear was a decreasé in frequency of
disruptive behavior among retainees attending summer school.

rence in the ratings of summer s=chool
this was in faver of those who did attend.
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. Carol b, , oate 10/10/83

COMMENTS Reraipee Checklist Respopses 1983-84

e fowms| e
A | 123 [FLE D (Sane on all cards) I
1t 5710 First 7 letters of student's last name (left justified) o
¢ 11| Grade B

| Sequence Number (right justify--add leading 0's for | op 2 digit pumbers)

Ak

| Responsies to skills items 1 through 3; Nu@&r,g‘:i?ﬁl&d,(k@:,Bla’.nk = Blank; If two numbers

| are circled, mark most extrene number (e,p, land2=1;8and9=9)

__RE_SF)_D[IEEH to items 1 throush 12 (Behavior): Code numher circled (1-9): Blank = Bhnk

Code hithst nunher circled 1f two_are marked (e, L b oand § = %)
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CHI SQUARES 19832-83 SUMMER-SCHOOL
VERSUS NONSUMMER-SCHOOL ATTENDERS

_READING COMPREHENSION . —

Low AVERAGE HIGH

Summer school o 25 63 27 115
e 21 68 26

o = observed e = axpected

(25-21)2 + (63-68)2 + (27-26)2 + (17-21)% + (72-67)2 + cgs&zslz =
68 26 21 67 25
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READING VOCABULARY

i
o
=1

summer school o 14 73 28 115
7

hh
ki
I
I
‘m‘

36 139

MATH CONCEPTS _ N —
LOW AVERAGE HIGH

Non summer scnool o 21 72 22 115

Summer school . o 31 . 65 18 114

52 137 40 229

LOW AVERAGE HIGH

Non summer school o 17 69 27 . 113
e 22 67 25 ¢

Summer school o 26 64 o 22 112
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1981-82 Vs 1982-83

READING COMPREHENSION

RETAINEES WHO

Attachmeat A=4
(Page - of )

ATTENDED SIRMER

Low AVERAGE HIGH

Summer school B1-82

5

|10

43
34

Summer school 82-83 25
20

30 106 34 170
x2 = 9.4 SIG. (.01 level)
VOCABULARY - 77777 . L

Summer seha@l o 22 66 25 113

e 21 69 23
34 111 38 183
x2 = .8 N.s.
MATH CONCEPTS — —
' LOW AVERAGE HIGH

Summer school 81-82 o 9 47 14 70
e 15 43 12

Summer school 82-83 o 31 65 18 114
e 25 69 20

.32 184
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e oW AVERAGE HIGH
Summes school 81-82 o 15 41 13 69
e 16 40 13
Summer school 82-83 o 26 64 22 112
e 25 65 22
41 105 35 181
x4 = .15 N.s.
MATH COMPUTATION _ N -
LowW AVERAGE HIGH
Non summer school o 25 66 22 113
e 29 65 19
Summer School o 34 64 16 114
e 30 65 19
59 130 38 227
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Observation:
Followup
Purpose
Additional breakdowns of first-grade observation data collected with the
Pupil Activities Record-Revised (PAR-R) were done to determine whether time
spent on instruction and n@ﬁinsﬁruatlaﬂ varied from the overall rates in
certain c;rcumsta ces. Specifically:
e Was less time spent on instruction in the library?
e Was less time spent on instruction tha first day of class?
® Was ‘less time spent on instruction in schools with staggered
schedules for grade on classes?
Procedure
Breakdowns of time spent on basic instruction, other Struction, and non-

instruction were done for the following:

e Library time,
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The total number of minutes spent in noninstruction, basic instruction, and
s} r instruction was then totalled for the twe scheols with staggered sched-
at grade one and for rhe four without.

Resulas
How much of the allotted time was spent on instruction overall?

First—grade PAR-R observations indicated that, on the average, students spent
49% of the allotted class time directly engaged in reading and math instruc-

tion plus 2% in other instruction. The remaining 49% &f the time was spent
in other activities (noninst-aetion).

o



Non=instruction incl
struction, like test
"Take out your workbooks now Other types of noninstruction
do nor support instruction Cé.a. waiting for the teacher).
Wiz lazs times on

graders spent 25% of their library time in reading instruction, 5%
struction, and 69% in noninstruction. This 307% 1nstfu:tlmnal time
nsiderably less than the 51% instructional figure for all class-

. Time spent on films. Films were only counted as instructional if
there was some clear tie to reading skills or followup on film con-
tent that built reading skills. This seldom happened at the first-
grade level. Thus, a film about a book would only count as reading
instruction if stu ents were told to do things like identify the main
characters, talk about the main idea of the story, act out the story,
or something else directly related to reading skills.

Other Inmstruction 14 57

Reading Instructiom

J

'
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2d the library once a wgék. The number of minutes
12 ;

P ab
campus. At thg CaToUS

i ve less time was Spéﬂt on Instruction the first day than during the
overall program. About 34% of the observed time was spen* on instruction,
i 66% spent on noninstruction.
Much of the noninstructional time was devoted to describ ng the program,
giving expectations and rules, ,and getting acquainted. 3tudents received
no reading instruction during the allotted 90 minutes the first day and 52
minutes of math during the allotted 90 minutes (see Attachment B-2 for more

detailed breakdowns).

W B

While some time must be devoted to start-up activities, it seems advisable
that instruction begin as soon as possible, especially in a short 24-day
summer session.

Was less time spent on instruction in schools with staggered schedules for
first-grade classes?

On the average, there seemed to be little difference in instructional time
based on staggered or wnstaggered scheduling at the first- grade level.

The guidelines for daily time use were that students spend:

hool activities and snacks were designed to break up the inten
1l blocks for reading and math and provide students with extra
o h est the day. Thus, it was preferred that these activi-
ur during the:middle of the morning session.

Each campus set their own schedule within these guidelines. Three of the
six split reading or math classes into segments to accommodate community
school activities and staffing. One of the six did not split reading or
math class but reduced reading and math time for intermediate students to
80 minutes per day. Students had a 20-minute break in betweeh classes and
60 minutes for community school at the end of the morning. - .

chedules for each Séﬁeal-alang with breakdowns of instructional and non-

s

iﬁSETUEEi nal time are shown in Attachment B=3. School results will be
less representative of the total summer program than totals across campuses
since thay are based on a limited number of observations on selected days.

. B=5 40
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Totals for the twe campuses with staggered schedules at grade one (Brooke,
Maplewood), and the four without such schedules (Cook, Becker, St. Elmo,
and Rosedale) follow: A

I
[

Staggered Schedule Nonstaggered Schedule

# Minutes % # Minutes Z

[nad

i .
Instruction 768 53 1,308 4
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Noninstruction 46 1,335 49
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Total Observations

Thus, little difference is evident in the percentage of time spent on instrue=
tion between the two scheduling arrangements based on these grade-one observa-
tions. However, caution must be taken in interpreting these results. One
_..._campus._had staggered schedules for only half of the first graders and the other
had a staggered schedule for all first graders but only for one c¢lass. The
effects of the truly staggered part of their schedule could not be isolated.
A wide variety of differences between campuses may have also influenced results,
including differences in starsf, school organization, and observation schedules.

o One of the campuses with a staggered first-grade
schedule, for example, had the most teachers with
experience last summer.

s One of the campuses without a staggered schedule,
on the other hand, was the only '"open-concept"
school. 1Its director alsc had to leave due to a
sudden illness, which may have reduced instructional
time at the campus at least briefly.

o Early observations randomly fell more often on campuses
with nonstaggzered schedules. Instructional time would
be expected to be a little lower at first while teachers
and students adjusted to the new cuffigulum,'s;hagl, and
each other.

e Finally, grade one observations may not be representa— =
tive of all summer-school grades.
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Attachment 3-1
- Page 1 of 3
813.04 PAR-R Definitions of Instruetional Var;abi & )

A description of each of these variables is provided below.

Observed Varisbles Recordad om the PAR-R

PLACE (Place of Instruction)

In this section, the observer records tt: place where instruction was
delivered for the minute preceding check-off. If instruction,is delivered
somewhere besides Classroom, Reading Lazboratory, or School leraty, the
Other category shauld be used. The coding is done as described below:

C Classroom
LAR = Reading Lab
LIB = Library
OTHER = Other

NON-INSTR (Activities Eurlng No Instrucrtion)

This category contains the following five subcategories:

D = Directs - Student under observation is listening to directions

) fiom teacher that are not instructional in nature--that is,
directions related to what the student is to do rather thar how
the student should do something. Examples of noninstructional

— directions that would be coded under Directs - No instructionm

~ are: 'Get out your book," "DOﬂ’E open your books umtil I tell

vou to," "Now turn to page 95." and "Do problems 1-10." Exz=mples
of instructional directioas wculd be '"Match the words in column A
with the words in column B that have the same meaning,''sor "Fill
in the blanks with the words from the list on page five that will
make the sentences true sentences.' If a teacher directs students.
to copy down the information that she is going to write on.the
toard, it would be coded as Directs = No Instruction (waiting)
while the student waits for the teacher to write out the informa-
tion. When the student begins to copy the information down, the
appropriate subject under OTHER INSTR or BASIC should be coded.
Generally the content coded would be "Other.”

(1

HC = Housecleaning - Student under observation is involved in cleanup

(2) activities of some kind such as wiping dowr cables, throwing
away papers, etc. This does not include t :sitiomnal activities
such as putting up materials and clearing sk for next activicy.

CC = Class Control = Teacher is engaged in classroom management which

“MTA(4}::.aiiagﬁaﬁthe_studentfunder observation-so-that-no—dinstructional -

acetivities are ocurring for the student.
T = Transitiom - Student is involved in shifting from one activity
(3) to another. This would include putting up materials, getting
out materials, moving from one area. of -the room to ancther,
and erasing of blackboards in pregparation for new activity.
All llﬁing—up time wauld be ;odeﬂ here, as wauld any time

4;' ’

o
]
~
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Attachment B=1
83,014 . ! (Page 2 of 3)

batween activities when the student is waiting for the
teacher to initiate the new activity.

T

s*vdgnt ig :;* Fgﬁ,

0 = Other - Student under observation is not imveolved in instruc-
(5) ctional activity for some reason other than those listed in
the four subcategories sbove. This would include waiting
for teacher instruction other than during Transition. fhg
’ A eiving tnstructicrn Ffor some reason that
‘s eontr

instruction
wafk;ng, since thare was no assigned task E

QTHERfLN, R (Other Imnstruction).

In this section the observer records the area of instruction of the student's
s described

c
aectivity vhem it is not in the BASIC SKILLS. The coding is done as
below:

A = Art

M = Music

PE = Physical Education (3)
LU = Lunch

BC = Between Class (5)

W

0 Other (6) ]
EXP = Extended PE (Formerly féégss)

In this section the observer records the Basic Skill area of instruction
or the dectivity the student engages in. The observer selects categories
for check off dép anding upon the student's predeminant activity if more
than one activity occurs within the one-minute time segment immediately
preceding. In addition, for the basic skills categories (i.e., Reading/
Language Arts, Mathematies, Social Studies, and Science), and for Unde-
termined, the observer records whether the student is ontask or offtask.




Attachment B-1
- (Page 3 of 3)
83.04
A description of ea:zh category, along with definitions of Ontask and Ofi-
task follows:
R =" = Student is invelved in some reading or language arts
(1) during time alloczted for instruction in reading or
arts (e.g., reading aloud in a grgup, faadi ng silentl:
1 c i1 pelling workbool playizg a

o
Ll
i
T
m
d

= Student is engaged in activit:

s

., recei ving Instruction in m

roblems, using mathematics-rel

student is engaged in act
aceiving instruction

‘or coloring a map, watching a soci

tional television program, researchin
in the library, etec.). .

\w ﬂ..m [
v
=

5 = nt is engage
o '~ receiving instruction in scien N
- projeet, performing éxperimézts, via 1ng fllm or Educazléﬂa;
television program, etc.).

of the activity, the coding should bé ged to Eéflacﬁ Ene
proper instructiomnal area.

ce i es - The st adent is engaged in a guidanece or
inseling activity led by the counselor.

*Qﬁtaﬂt erbéﬂgth of occurrence. (The contact dﬂes not hgve to have
predominated during the preceding minute.) '

If the student has-eontact with more than two adults, the observer should
check off the categories corresponding to the two adults whose contact
with the student was most predomihant. If the student has contact with
two classroom teachers, as will occur in team~teaching si.uations, the
abservef shsu;d record the first contact as classroom teacher. Contact
teacher should be coded as "Other" and an’
notes column.
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WITHOUT THE ‘FIRST Ay
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SCHOCL: R WITHOUT THE FIRST 2AY.
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-83.04
s WITHOUT THE FIRST DAY

SCHOCL:

4 OF CBSERVATIONS= 3
TCTAL # CF MINUTZS= 544
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NON=INSTRUCTION e e e e e

o
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CODE # MIN  SAGE :
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THOUT THE .FIRST DAY
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