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and handwrltlng. Corrected reports are expected from TEA but were not
received in time to be included in this report.

The corrections will increase the percentage of ninth-grade students
ét Ahdéerh High SCthl maSterihg the bbjeCtives measured by the

Dercentdge noi nrc .
percenta

D13tr1ctW1de, these corrections w111 produce an increase of one g -

mastering the written composition objectlves as well
as the total writing test:.

These changes must be considered when 1ooking at all the figures

and tables in this report:

students as soon as they are received from TEA. Corrected data will

be available at ORE and will Le provided upon request.
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ABSTRACT

Title: TEXAS ASSESSMENT OF BASIC SKILLS (TABS): 1982-83 Final Technical
Report: Executive Summary

Contact Persons: Evangelina Maﬁgino, Clynn Ligon

No. Pages: 52

Assessment of Basic Skilis (TABS), a statewide basic skills test for

students In ‘grades three and five and in high school €exit level). The

TABS measures basic performance objectives in mathematics,; reading,; and

writing.

years for three reasons:

. Each objective is. measured by only four items, and most of these

. Only limlted techn1ca1 and statewide data are available (none at
this time for 1983) for comparison and anzlysis:

The general findings of this report are:

. From 1980 to 1983, the general trend has been upward, with the

most improvement at grade three:

. Although White students still outperform Hispanic and Black

students, overall, the gains for minorities were greater over

the past three years than the gains for White students.

than the state-adopted minimum competency lpyelifor the TABS.
AISD graduates must perform at a higher level of mastery than
that required by the State for mastery on the TABS.

. The topic for tﬁé writihg §éﬁpie hag chéhged every year: Compar-
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This TABS report is published in two volumes.

B_e_’ !EE’! E !,

c_Skills (TABS): 1982-83 Final Technical
Report: Executive Summary (includes the first six appendices of
the full report)
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Appendix A

TABS: BACKGROUND INFORMATION
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Purpose
In addition to being a state-mandated test; the Texas Assessment of Basic
Skills (TABS) provides data relevant to the following information needs
2s stated in the 1982—1983 Evaluation Design for the State Compensatory

Information Needs Quastion I2. How did Austin ISD students
perform, by grade and ethnicity, on the Texas Assessient

of Basic Skills (TABS)°

Informatlon Needs Question 13. How did the performance of
Austin ISD students on the TABS in 1983 conipare, by grade and
ethn1c1ty, w1th the performance of students in Austin ISP who
took the test in previous years?

Information Needs Question I4. How did current Austin ISD 10th,
1lth and 12th graders who uid not score 30 or higher on the TABS

in previous years score on the TABS; by ethnicity; in 1983.

(nformation Needs Question I5. What percentage of Austin ISD

Students, by ethnicity; who took the TABS in 1983 «id not meet

state minimum competency levels?

Information Needs Question 16. How does the percentage of stu-
dents who took the TABS in 1983 and did not meet state m1n1mum
competency levels compare with the percentages for previous years’

Procedure

Test Administration

The fourth cycle of TABS was administered in 1983 districtwidz to students
in grades 3, 5, and 9, and to students in grades 10-12 who hkad not pre-
viously demonstrated mastery on the TABS according to state-set crit:ria.
Administration of the TABS was on February 14 througn 18, including make-

Up testing.

Preadministration Procedures

Test dates: Although TEA had set aside February 14 through 25 1983 for

admInIstratloh of the TABS,; Austin ISD limited testing, including make—
ups; to the week of February 14-18. This decision was based on restric-

tions in time for inspecting, completing; and repackaglng materials after

testing.

O
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Coding of student information. For the second year in a row, TEA offered
through the TABS contractor (Westinghouse DataScore Systems) a demo-

graphic data pregridding (preslugging) option for grade 5 and exit level
(grades 9-12): Data to be pregridded included name, ID number, sex;
birthdate; ethnicity, participation in free or reduced-price meal,
Chapter 1, migrant instructional, bilingual, special education; and/or

gifted and talented programs; as well as language proficiency student
classification (LEP versus non-LEP). The data tape containing this in-
fromation (format on file in ORF) was due at Westinghouse Data Score

Systems November 1, 1982; and was current as of October 30; 1982
(program ESC WEST 1, 11-1-82).

The first week of January 1983, all TABS materials arrived from TEA.
Boxed by campus were test bbbklets,Vanswggifolderé;“éﬁd school; grade,

and class infoimation forms, as well as school coordinator and test
administrator manuals.

the test burden on the schools, inventorying materials, coding, and
updating information was done at ORE, requiring 338.6 hours of hired
temporary coders. Coders filled out answer documents for new students,
corrected pregridded documents, and added retest status to grade 9
documénts. Coding to be dome by school personnel was reduced to new
students or changes as of January 6, 1983; and retest status of students
in grades 10-12 who chose to take the test.

Cenitralized coding of students in grade 3 was done by hand; following a
printout containing all necessary information (program 5C-T DEM0-0301 and
0601, 1-7-83).

Coding new students and program or status updates was based on printouts
of the discrepancies between the tape sent to Westinghouse and a new
version produced January 5 (ESC WEST 2).

Coding retest status was done with data compiled January 11 (SC-TELIG-0101)
matching Austin ISD current enrollment and TABS tapes from 1980, 81, and 82.
Students who had previously taken TABS in other school districts had to be

dealt with individually at each campus.

Once ~entralized inventorying and roding was completed, materials were

ceni to schools January 31; and February 1 and 2.
Training of school coordinators and test administrators. The SCE Evaluator,
who acted as TABS District Coordinator for Austin ISD, attended the train-
ing sessi~n on TABS offered at the Regicnal Educat ion Service Center XIII,

January 21. The session consisted of a video tape of TEA staff explaining
testing procedores.
Four training sessions for school coordinators were offered January 24-26

(see Keeping Tabs on TABS, ORE publication 82.38 for schedule and other
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information sent to school coordinators)y. Atténdance at TABS training
sessions was optional given that most school coordinators had been TABS
school coordinators in the past and no significant changes were made in
the 7ABS procedures.

Students tested. All students in grades 3, 5, and 9 not offic1ally
exempt; were to take the test. Non-exempt students in grades 10-12,

who had taken the TABS in previous years biit had not demonstrated maitefi
accordlng to TEA—set cr1ter1a, as wel] as those who had not prEVIocsiy

accordance w1th Section 16.176(c) of the Texas Education Code:

Student exemptlens The exemptlon bollcy used in the administration of the
TABS wdas that set by the State Board of Education in Poiicy 38.01.030(¢a)(2).

in accordance w1th this polluy,rthe LST/ARB committee on each campus deter-

mined the TABS testing status of each special education student. A printout

(program SW-SE 050) was given to each TABS schooi coordinator with the test-

ing status of each speCIal education student in terms of three categories

for each TABS section (reading, math,; and writing):

V = The student should take this section,and the score will
be vailid:
E = The student should take this section for experience only
(this section would not be scored)
Biank = The student should not take this TABS section.

Any special testing procedure wh1ch the ARD comm1ttee considered should be

used in testing each student was also listed. Changes in student exemption

status had to be made through the LST/ARD committee and had to be reported
to ORE as soon as they were made.

L1m1ted Engllsh Proficient (LEP) students were not exempt, regardless of

Demographlc data. A11 the demographlc data requested for the TABS answer
documents except glfted and talented status (G/T) were availatle ‘hrongh

the different program files: After the evaluator and/or prog:ammer

responsible for each file confirmed its currentness, the following files

were accessed to prepare the prestogging tape and the data printouts for
hand coding and updating:

Student Master File (SMF)

Free/Reduced-Price Meal Program (CAFuAMST;
Chapter 1 Student Master File (TIMST-83)
Migrant Student Master File (ESCMIG- 83)
tanguage (LANGFL)

Special Educatiou Master File (SPEDFL)
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grams (for gl;t@d and talented studenta) be 1dcnt1f1ed 1n thc TAB% answor

Ail,prééluggéa TABS answer documents were coded "N" for gifteéd and talented
(G/T) status as default. Teachers in programs reported as_ partially funded
with state funds were instructed to change the status on the answer docu-

ments of the students they were serving.

Invalidations. All answer documents had a section labeled DU NOT SCORE.
One bubble was to be filled in to invalidate each of the Sections of the
test. Invalidations were 1ntended for use by the test adminlstrators in
circumstances where the studenit's scoure on the test would be invalid if
returned, e.g., illness during the test, marking answers in the wrong
place, or cheating, as well as absence or exemption.

Test security. In accordance with TEA requirements, ORE took considerable
care to maintain test security.

. All1 testing materials were inventoried upon receipt by ORE:
Security requirements were communicated to school coordinators
and principals:

. Test materials were reinventoried when returned to ORE after

test administration.

School éooraiﬁétors ‘were redﬁirea to send signed test security

administrator.

School coordlnators were requ1red to send a written statement

With all these measures, however, some test booklets were unaccounted for
when materials were returned to TEA Exit~level booklets nimbers 295476

296600,7796560 296696 296701 éﬁd 296704 were tot accounted for in the

Westlnghouse DataScore Systems processed all of the tests; including scoring

of the writing samples, and provided each district the following (samples on

file in ORE)

€Confidential Student Reports

Confidentiai Stvcdent Labels

Campos Summary

District Summary

AcE ]
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Demographic Summary S
Campus Summary of LEP and Non-LEP Students

District Summaries of LEP and Non-LEP Students
DO-NOT-SCORE Report

District Performance by Ethnicity Report

Bxit-level Attainment of State Minimum Competency
Exit-level Performance by Jumior High School Attendance

District Performance Comvarisons (1980, 1981, 1982; and 1983).

NOTE: ORE ASSUMES THAT THE TEST SCORES AND RELATED INFORMATION FURNISHED
BY WESTINGHOUSE DATASCORE SYSTEMS ARE CORRECT. MINOR DISCREPANCIES BE-
TWEEN RESULTS GENERATED BY ORE FROM THE DATA TAPE AND THOSE REPORTED BY
WESTINGHOUSE DATASCORE SYSTEMS HAVE BEEN DISCOVERED. DISCREPANCIES CON-

CERNING NUMBER OF STUDENTS TESTED AND PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS MASTERING
TARS OBJECTIVES CAN BE ATTRIBUTED TO THE CORRECTION AND UPDATING OF

DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION AT ORE AFTER ANALYSIS WAS PERFORMED AT WESTING-
HOUSE DATASCORE SYSTEMS.

Scoring System

The TABS results presented in this report are reported as percentage of
students demonstrating mastery of each objective. 1In addition, exit-

of the test (reading, math, and writing).
Individual student reports présent the raw scores obtained by the student
(i.e., the number of questions answered correctly):. In additfon to number

of correct answers, the writing score includes the number of points

assigned to the writing sample by two or three individual readers:

Mastery of objectives. In each of “he three subject areas a mastery level

was set for all objectiv:s measured by multiple-choice items. To master

an objective, a student must answer correctly at least three of the four
items testing that objective. Writing samples measure three objectives
(organization of ideas, response to stimulus, and handwriting). A compos-
ite score is assigned for organization of ideas and response _to stimulus
following a '"focused holistic scoring" guide developed specifically for

TABS. This score is reported as 'Written Composition.! . Handwriting is.
rated separately as "acceptable;"; "hard to read," "illegible, " or "not
ratable:"

Exit-level total test mastery. No total test mastery level has been
established for reading; math; and writing for grades 3 and 5. However,

a total mastery level has been set by the State Board of Education for
the exit level tests.”*

{s imporiant to point out that TEA's minimus competency level fof high school graduacion
is 30744 on the TABS; whereas Austin ISD's minimum competency on the TABS is 28/44.

b3l
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accordlng to the state m1n1mum comp,et\,fzgyrcrlterrrla.
the 'Written Composition"”

Begause of the
score

obtained by the student was welghted more. héavﬂ:y tha’x the score o the

writing sample scores and their weight:

WHAT DOES EACH SCORE POINT MEAN?

A general description of the characteristics of papers receiving each

score paint is listed below. These characteristics are common to ex-

pressive, informative, and persuasive writing.

0 The paper ',5 fiGt scorable becauss it g blark or fails in other

ways to respond to the wnting assignment. Such papers may

addrcss a diﬂerem (oplc copy.or paraphrase the snmulus

other than Enghsh

1 The writer attempts to address the assignment & but does niot

attend (o the visualfverbal cues in a_ manner appropriate for

the purpose and audience specified (third graders are riot ex-
pected to.. address audience), or the writer produces a

response that is incoherent because of garbled syntax; ex-

tremely confused details, or errors in writing mechanics that

are so serious that they impair meaning.

2 The writer produces a response that i3 minimally consistent

with verbalNvisual cues of the assignment. However, the

response is characterized by weaknesses, such as being

generally undeveloped, skeletal and unelaborated, rambiing
oft the topic, or eontaining major gaps or incons.stencnes that

causa confusion to the reader.

3  The writer produces a response consisient with tne ver-

balivisual cues of the assignment and containing some

elaboration or development of the ideas: avents; reasons,
perceptions, or dialogue, specitic details, varied word choice,

namaes of characters or places; explanations, definitions, or

illustrations. This response may include minor gaps or incon-

sistencies. However, they do not cause confusion to the
reader.

4 The writer produces a_respcnse that is well doveloped and

organized systematically into a unified whole. The_response
will include many of the folfowing: contains a clear beginning

and ending; remains on topic from beginnin
recognizes the needs of the audience and responds to those

needs (not applicable to Grade 3); contains an overall fluen-

¢y in tHe exprassion of ideas; has an absence of gaps, incon-

sistencies, digressions, or needless repetitions; includes vivid

words, phrases; or expressions of thought.

WHIT ARE THE CRITERIA FOR SUCCESS ON THE VARIOUS

TYPES OF WRITING MEASURED ON TABS?

In addition to the general criteria for success. specific criteria include:
E;Brmlviimilﬁiiﬁiiiii
e A narrative that has a sense of begmnmg and endmg

e A story that follows the narrative progression frOm begmmng 6
end

* Aresponse that eiiiérﬁpii to use sophis

A fGSPOHSB that mclddés rich detalls and varied word choices

. A narrative in whnch elaboratlon is interconnected with the story
line

. A response that mcludes a series or at Ieast three evaents occur-
ring over time

Intormative/Descriptive

e A descnptlon that is specirc and alaborated

¢ Aresponse that remains on topic from beginning to end and does

not drgress into narration
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A Well-Grganized response that describes oné featura ai  fime

before moving on to describe another feature
ﬁiriiiéiiiiilbiic"ripiiiii
. A response that states a posmon and ~supports .t w:th a set of
reasons that are ciearly deveioped, convincing, and apgropriate

to the specified audience

A comgaosition in which introductory, transitionai, and concluding

elements are used eifectively

A response which contains an abundance of descriptive detail

about possible results of the proposed action

HOW !S MASTERY ON THE TABS
WRITING TESTS DETERMINED?

On the muitiple-choice section_of the writing tests. a_student

demonstrates mastery on 8ach ob,ecuve when at least three of the

four items testing that objective are answered correctly.

No total writing test mastery Ievnl has Been estatlishad for Grades

3 and 5. Howsver, a total mastery leve! has peen set by the State

Board of Education for the exit level writing test.

A formula; which weights the written composition more heawvily than
the mulitple-choice items, has been devised 'or.determnrlr\g mastery
on the total writing test.

Thé total writing score is determined in the foliowing manner:

e The total numEer of Items correct on the objects measured by

multiple-choice items is divided by 3 and rounded to the nearest

whole number to obtain a converted szors.

. The raw score earned on the written compositon is ml.ltuplied

by 4 1o obtain a converted score:

¢ The two converied scores are combined %o cbtain the totai writing
score.
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Appendix B

TABS RESUL7YS:

SUMMARY
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HATHEMATICS

Select_Units of Heasure
Order Whale Numbers
Sibtract Wisle Numbers
Complete Number PAEEErils
ldcntlfv Fractfonal Parts

A0d Winle Nombers

Solve Word Dtoblems: +, =
Ident ify Values of Yoney
Hultiply Whole Numbers

READING

e [dentify Main ldea

1| Sequence Events

Recall Facts nnd Det1il~

Understand Word Structures
Use Unntext Clues.

becagnize ords by Sight
Follow Writren Direct fons

/

WRITING

Punctuation
Seiitence Structure
Tapllalzabion
Correct English Usage
Weitten Composition
Spel Liny

Wrdwr it ing

CRADE 3

Re1d and Nrite Wiole Nunlers

Reropnize Words Through Phon{cs

STUDINTS
MASTENING

69%
147
83
i
88%
94k
967
972

567,
19
b
a1
961
98,
991

CRADE S
HiTiEATiCS

Salve Word Problems: x; ¢
ldentifv Ceonettic Tetms, Figures
Tnterprel Place Value
Ident1fy Equivalent Fractions
Diylde Whole Numbers

S01vé Wotd Problems: +; -
Hltlply Whole Numbers
Suhtrct Fiole Nusbers

Order Whole Nunbers
Selact Uilts of hMensure

Add Whole Numhers

Intrepret Graphs

READTNG

DistInguish Fact, Non-Fact
Ident Lly_Main ldea

Predlct Outeoimes

Sequence Fvents

Reeall Facts, Details
Draw Cunclnsluns )
Ldentify Character Feelings
Fallsw Writeen Directions
Use Yaps, Tharts

Uqc Index

Use Context Cluas

WRITING

Piiictoatian. . . .
Correct Fnglish Usage
Sentenre Structurs
Gapltalization
Commonly Used Forns
Spelling

fritten Compusition
Handur it dng

STUDENTS

NASTERTN
bl%
631
631
671
Ik
19
21
2%
gi
fe.
911
9

(RAITE 9
MATIIRMATICS

Selve Persrnal Finance Problens
lige Ia!ln/Prnpor!lnn/PPrL(nl

Use Pract lons/Nix Nos: #, =
Solva Prohlems: t, =, &, 1

Use Measurement UﬂII# )

Use Decimals: +,

Find Total Dollar Amonnt/(nrrect
Chiarige

Netermine Dlslwncollncattun on M1ps
Mult Iply/Divide Whole Numbers
Read, Interprel. Charts/Graphs
AddfSubtract Winle Nunbers

Tota) Matliemat ies

REANLNG

Use Paris of Book

Yike Ceriralizations .
Distingulsh Fact Koil-Fact
Fvalmate Informatiun
1dentify Main ldea
Pereetve Canse=Effect
lirdw Coiic | is 1aiiis

Sequence Events

Use Maps; Charts

Use Reference Skills
Fnliow_Welteen Dircetluns
Tolal Réading

WRITING

{orrect Enplish Usage
Pun<tu1tlon

Sentence Strurturo
(ommonly Used Forms
Spellfitg
Lapitalization
briten Gomosi o
Handwriting _

Totdl Writing

STUNENTS
MSTERTNG
8
1
b
(A2
0
B

iz
A
0
91
98
181

it
0¥
m
iy
162
in
182
812
biH
907
n
M

113 Figure B-1;  TABS OBJECTIVES IN ASCENDING ORDER ACCORDING 70 THE PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS NASTERING EACH OBJECTLYE?

i 1983,
[Kc
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RESULTS

fourth testing cycle of the TABS. First; a summary. table shows the TABS

objectives in increasing order of percentage of students mastering each
objective (Figure B-1, previous page). For exit level, the percentage of
students mastering eacb area of the test is also reported., The remainder of

Austin ISD from 1980 to 1983 For _each year, the nufiber of obJectives in- ]
creasing and decreasing is réported as well as the average nufber of percent-

age points by which these objectives increased or decreased.

in Appéndix é iééS TABS reSults are compared with the results obtained by

Austin_ ISD in 1980 1981, and 1982. This coniparison is made by obJective

for all levels and, in addition, the comparisons for exit level include the
percentage of studerits who mastered each test (Figures C-1 through €-9).

Apvendlx D presents the percentage of exit-level students meeting state mastery
levels on the TABS (Figures D-1 and D-2):

Appendix E 1s a summary of the performance on the TABS by the three largest
ethnic groups in Austin ISD: Complete data and comparisons by objectives are

presented in Appendix H of the full Technical Report.

Appendix F includes campus comparisons (Subject Area Performance Summaries)

by objective for grades 3; 5; and 9. These comparisons are based on all stu-

dents tested at these grades.

Appendix G (Technical Report only) includes the demographic summary; presenting
demographic data by grade level, by campus and for the District.

Performance by objective by Indian, Asian, Black, Hispanic, and White students
is presented in Appendix H {Techtiical Report only)-.

Appendices I and J (Technical Report Dnly) are the individual campus reports

for elemetitary schools and high schools respectively:

Note Numbers gunerated by analyses done at Westinghouse may vary from those in

other figures because the demographic codes were updated by ORE after reports

were received from TEA/Westinghonse. Minor discrepancies in the percentage of

students mastering objectives in the different analyses are due to rounding
errors.

AISD PERFORMANCE, 1983

On the 1983 TABS test AISD continued a general upward trend at all grade levels.

The percemntage of students demonstrating mastery has declined on a small num-

ter of objectives each year; however; considerably more objectives have in-

creased in the percentage of students at a mastery level. Each year, the aver-

age number of objectives mastered by AISD students has increased.

Following is a summary of the changes on the_ three TABS tests in grades 3, 5,
and 9 from 1980 (1981 for grade 3) through 1983. Detailed performance compari-

sons, by objectives; are presented in bar-graph form immediately after the
summary-
B-3
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GRADE 3

MATHEMATICS (10 Objectives)

1981-1982

1982-1983

READING (8 Objectives)

1981-1982

1982-1983

9 abjé¢§§§§57;§aféaséa,tfélé percerntage points évéfagéj

1 objective decreased (=2.0 percentage points)

MATHEMATICS AVERAGE CHANGE: +5.7 percentage points

S =

6 objectives incressed (+3.5 percentage polints average)
2 objectives decreased (-2.0 percentage points average)

MATHEMATICS AVERAGE CHANGE: +1.7 percentage points

7 bbjéCtives7iﬁéféé§§37(¥6,é percentage points average)
1 objective decreased (-4.0 percentage points)

7 objectives increased (¥2.9 percentage points average)
0 objectives decreased : .
READING AVERAGE CHANGE: +2.5 percentage points

4 - _

WRITING (5 Objectives Multiple Choice)

5 objectives increased (+8.2 percentage points avarage)
L 0 objectives decreased o
1981-1982 WRITING* AVERAGE CHANGE: +8.2 percentage points
Written Composition decreased (-25.0 percentage points)
Handwriting increased (+1.0 percentage point)
4 objectives increased (+3.8 percentage points average)
o 1 objective decreased (-4.0 pevcentage poirnts)
1982-1983 WRITING* AVERAGE CHANGE: +2.2 percentage points
Written Composition increased (+29.0 percentage points)
* Miltiple-choice items only. 13

B-4



GRADE 5
MATHEMATICS (12 Objectives)

8 obJectives 1ncreased (+4 3 percentage points average)

1980-1981 2 objectives decreased (-6:5 percentage points average)
MATHEMATICS AVERAGE CHANGE: +1.4 percentage points

6 objectives increased (+5.0 percentage points average)

1981-1982 2 objectives decreased (-3.0 percentage points average)

MATHEMATICS AVERAGE CHANGE: +2.0 percentage poirnts

9 6EjéétiVés increased (+ 5 3 percentage poinits average)
""" 2.7 percentage points avcrage)
WAIQEMATICS AVERAGE CHANG E: +3.3 percentage points

READING (11 Objectives)

7 4 objectives increased (+7.2 percentage points average)
1980-1981 7 objectives decreased (-5.4 percentage points average)
READING AVERAGE CHANGE: -2.8 percentage points

7 9 objectives increased (4.7 percentage points average)
1981-1982 1 objective decreased (-3.0 percentage points)
READING AVERAGE CHANGE: +3.5 percentage points

o 9 objectives increased (+4.4 percentage points average)
1982-1983 1 objective decreased (-1.0 percentage point)
READING AVERAGE CHANGE: +3.5 percentage points

WRITING (6 Objectives Multiple—Choice)

1 objective increased (+1 0 _percentage p01nt)

1980-1981 4 objectives decreased (-2.2 percentage points average)
WRITING* AVERAGE CHANGE: -1:3 percentage points

Written Composition decreased (-~13.0 percerntage pbintéj

2 objectives increased (¥1.5 percentage points average)

1981-1982 2 objectives decreased (-1.0 percentage point average)
WRITING* AVERAGE CHANGE: +0:2 percentage points

Written Composition decreased (-13.0 percentage poiresﬁ

—

4 objectives increased (+3.0 percentage points average)

1 objective decreased (-~1.0 percentage point)

1982-1983 WRITING* AVERAGE CHANGE: +1:.8 percentage points

Written Composition increased (+28:0 percentage points)

Handwriting increased (1 0 percentage pornts)

* Multiple=—cholce items only. B~
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GRADE 9 (41l Students)

MATHEMATICS (11 Objectives)

1980-1981

1981-1982

1982-1983

READINC

1980-1981

1981-1982

1982-1983

9 sbjectives increased (+2.9 percentage points average)
2 objectives decreased (2.5 parcencage points avergae)
MATHEMATICS AVERAGE CHANGE: +1.9 pércentage points

Students mastering test: NO CHANGE

8 objectives increased (3.7 percentage points average)
3 objectives decreased (-3.5 percentage points average)
MATHEMATICS AVERAGE CHANGE: +1.8 percentage points

Students mastering test: +4.0 percentage points

§ objectives increased (+3.6 percentage points average)
5 objectives decreased (-1.7 percentage points average)
MATHEMATICS AVSERAGE CHANGE: +2.2 percentage points

Students mastering test: +2.0 percentage points

{11 Objectives)

3 objectives incressed (+2:0 percencage points average)

8 objectives decreased (-%.9 percentage points zverage)
READING AVERAGE CHANGE: -3.0 percentage points.
Scudents mastering test: =3.0 percentage points

7 objectives increased 4.9 percentage polnts average)
4 objectives decreased (-2.0 percentage points average)
READING AVERAGE CHANGE: +2.0 percentage points

Students mastering test: +2.0 parcentage points

10 objectives increased (+6.1 percentage polnts average)
_1 objective decreased (1.0 percentage point}
GE _CHANGE: +5.5 percentage points

Students mastering test: +8.0 percentage poiants

WRITING (6 Objectives Multiple-Choice)

1981-1982

1982-1983

* Multiple -choice iems oniv.

3 objectives increased (+6.0 percentage points average)
3 oojectives decreased (~2.0 percentage points average)
WRITING* AVERAGE CHANGE: +2.0 percentage points

Writcen Composition increased (+24.0 percentage puints)

Stidants mascering rest: +10 percentage points

4 objectives increased (4.2 percentage points average)
1 objective _decreased (2.0 percentage_points) __

WRITING* AVERAGE CHANGE: +2.5 percentage points_ ____
Written Composition Jecreased (~5.0 percentage points)

Fandwriting decreased (-2.0 percentae points)

Students masctering test: =-3.0 percentage points

b objectives inereased (+3.5 r1<rcentage points average)
0 objectives decreased :
WRITING* AVERAGE CHANGE: +3.. percentage points .
Weiccen Composition increased (12.0 percentage points)

Students-mas : 0 nercentage points

B-6 23;
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GRADE 3

*atkemae%cs
Rcad’dri:e #
Qrder #'s
Add #'s
Subz ‘s
+,~Wdd. Prob.
¢4 Patt~rns-
Multiply '
Fract.. ?a
Maney Viala
Medsures

rt
aa:

W un o«

Readior _
Main Idea
Facra/Ditail
Sequence
Ditections
Phonics
Context Clue
Wd.Structure
Sight Words

Hricicg
Speiling.
Punétuatiae

Capitalizing é

Usage

Sentences
Composition
Handwriting

Redad and Write Whole Numbers

: Order Ehole Numoers

Ada Whole Numbers
Subtract Whole Numbers

¢ Solve Word Prodlems: Add/3ubtract
: Complete MNumber .Pacterns

MoItipl:r Whole. VGﬁEEiE
IdeatiZy Fraczion
Identify Vaiues 14 %oney
Seiect Units of Measure

Iaenti:g Yain Idea o
Recall Facts and Details
Sequence Events

Follouv Written Directions

: Recognize worés fhrough Phonics

jse Con:ex: Clues

: Understand Word Structure
: Recognize Woris By Sight

Spelling _
Punctuation __
Capitalization_
crect English bsage
ben' Structure

: Composition

Handwrizlng

ABBREVIATION KEY

GRADE 5
Sachematics
Seom. Terms Geometric Terms and Figures
Place Va ue : Interpret Place Value

add #'s - : Add Whole Kunmbers

Subtract #'s : Subtract Whole Numbers
Multiply #'s
DIvide #'s.
+,= Wd.Prob.
X, wd.Prob.

i Moltiply Whols Numbers

: Divide Whole Numbers . .. __

i Solve Word Problems: Rad/Subfféif .
Solve Word Problems: Multiply/Divaide

Measures Select Units of Measure
Graphs InterPret Graphs o
Equal Fract. : Identify Squivalent Tractions
Otder #'s : Order Whole Numbers

Main ldea Iden:if: ﬂain Idea

Facts/Detatl : Recall Facts, Details

Sequence events

Distinguish Fact. ¥on-Fact
Drau Conclusi
°eredict Outcomes

Use Context Clue:

Fac/Non~-Fact
Conclusions

Context CIue

Cse Index Use Index _
Maps/Charts Cse Maps, Charts.
Directiors Follow Wrirten. Oizections _

Id Characcer ldentify Character Feelings

kri:ing L

Spelling : Spelling
Punctuation : Punctuation
Capitalizing : Capitalization

Usage : Correct English 'saze
Sentences : Sentence Structure
Ccmmon Forms : Cammonlv Used Forms
Composition omnosicion

Handwriting : Hindwtitlng

Measures

Ratio/Prcp’?
M3 Dis:/LT:c

Reading: .
Main Idea
Sequence_ _
Cause/Effect

Eval. Info

Conc ySiJns
Generalizing
Directions
Use Bk Parcs
Referencing
Maps/Charts

wrifing:
Spelling :
Purctudtion @
Capitalizing

; Vul:ip.v/Divxde whole Numbers

Solve Problems: Add/Sub./Mult../Divide
Use Frac:ion</!‘xed Vumoe.s Add/Sub. /Muls
Lse Derirh .8 AJd/Sub /Mult./Divide

e Ptoblems

: lise Weasureﬁent UnI‘s,
: Use Ratio/Proportion/Percert

Determiné Disfarce/location cn Maps
Read, Intaerpret Charti3/sSraphs

Idencify ¥ain Idea
Sequence Events.

: Ferceive Cause - Effect

Evaluate Information

: Di°;inguish Fact, Non-Fact
: Draw Canclusions
: Make Generalizations

Follow written Direction:

: Use Parts of Book. .

Use Reference 3kiils
Jse Maps. Charcs

Corr cr ’ng‘i:h Uaage
Sentance fcrucilure
comrnaly Used forus
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Appendix D

EXIT-LEVEL MASTERY




82.57

STUDENTS DEMONFTRATING EXIT-LEVEL MASTERY

As mentioned before, the exit-level mastery criteria established by
the state for the TABS is 30 of 44 items (68%) answered correctly.
For ﬁritiﬁg, students must score at least a 2 on the writing com-

The mastery crlteria estab’ished by the state are lower than those

- established by Austin ISD for high school graduathn, A,@;gimunrof

38 correct items in math and in reading is required for AISD gradua-
tioni. Therefore, a studert fiay master the TABS tests but still reed
to demonstrate a higher achievement level for graduation from AISD.

!

Figure D-1 shows the percentage of students in grades 9, 10,

11, and 12 mastering each area of the TABS, each of the years in which

the tests have been given: Figure D- 2 shows the percentage of students

at each h1gh school mastering each area of the TABS this year. Mastery

of individual objectives by high school students is presented in Appen-

dices F and J. Appendix F Includes also the percentage of students in

grade 9 this year, who were in the same junior high during 1980-81 and

1981-82 and who mastered the TAES objectives and the TABS tests.

The goals of the State Board of Education is to have 85% of the exit-

fevel students mastering math and reading by 1983 and 85% mastering

writing by 1985:

An examination of the percentage of students mastering the math and

reading sections of the TABS reveals that:

o The percentage of students mastering math has bedn
higher every year the test has been administered
at grades 9, 10, and 11.

declined in reading the second year in which the
test was administered; ever since; and for every
grade level; the percentage of students mastering

the test has increased.

o The pet entage of first-time tested students mas-

terlng the TABS (all three areas) ‘has been higher

the tests every Yyear the test has been offered to

retested students.

f1rst time is 5 percentage pointq below the 1983

goal 1n math 3 percentage points below the 1983
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GRADE ol m R W M R W M R W M R W_ .| _GRADE _ ]

9 Fifst Tifme

9 Retestad ; 64 78 9 Retested

10 First Time 3% a9 10 FitsL Tiwe

10 Retested 64 _81_ 10 _Retested

11 First [ime_ 88 92 11 First Time

11 Retested 73 87 | 11 Retested

12 First Time 89 91 12 First Time _

12 Reteseed

83 86 | 12 Retested

M = MATH R = READING - - W = WRITING
Figure D-1. PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS MASTERING TABS EXIT-LEVEL. Students Tested In

Crades 9 Through 12, First Time and Retested. 1980-1983.

ANDERSON AUSTIN CROCKETT JONNSON sounston | ramiep | MecAllm REAGAN TRAVIS 15D

i9dn a9z (1) "z (&) 182 (D) 6ar (M) 382 (9) W (6) L) 72% (9) 61X (1) 7z
Ziom | ez we Gy 15T (D 72 16 622 (9 77 (3 2T () ©n | TR ) 22
Siom | 132 8 a0z () 72 (9 T (4) Bz (N ™z () mrin A A e
1983 1T ) AT (99 AT (1) w62 () 72T (6) #7T (2) nrsy f_ TR | mr | I

ez 19 | a0z (1) 16T (% 0T (D) 1 (% nz (M 82 (7) mz (%) 732 05 R2% (R m
Z 108 66T (R) 122 () 61T (5) 752 (2) SRY (93 €az (5) 2 (1) ART (5) Nz (a) oy

1982 | BeE (F 8iz (D) nr (0 8z (1) 652 (9 70 () 71z (3) 70T 6 68z (1) nt
™ 1983 1712 (8) Mr () 802 (&) AT (#) 3% (N 82z (1) a1z (M 79T (%) 72 (0 193

wign | 112 () et (3 1 (2) iz {9 182 (9} 561 (6) 652 (4) 572 (1) <21 (9 1
2 b2 () 1 (2) SKE {5) 182 (9) ST (6) BST (4 i
o 1981 742 (R) T (3) 821 (7) 85% (2) Th% (B) n (3) LY RIX (4) 162 () 19
Hieaz | 772 (%) T (1) iz ¢i) 7L (D L (8) 792 () 17T () 751 (*) 5% (F) 761

= {983 832 (1) 22 (1) 82 (3) C a5t el | 8516y | 861 (5) Wz () 862 (5) ATY (4) RIT

Figure D-2. PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS BY HIGH SCHOOL (AND RANK) MASTERING TABS 1983.
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82.57 _ S
Summary by Ethnicity

This section of the report preserits AISD performance results by ethn1c1ty
for students in grades 3, 5, and 9 in the years the test has been admin-
istered: Results by obJective,rfor five ethnic groups are presented in
Appendix H of the full Techmical Report, but because of the small number

of Indian and Asian students, the follow1ng summary will only consider

the results for Black, Hispanic, and White students in grades 3, 5, and

9;

o In the three ares of the test, at all grade levels,; White
students perfor@edihrgherithan Biack and Hispanic students
(12 percentage points average higher than Hispanic students
and 16 percentage points average higher than Black students).

o Overall, Hispanic students performed higher than Black stu—
dents (3.6 perceritage points) except for reading at grade 3,
in which Black students outperformed Hispantic students by 1
percentage point.

o Over the past three years; the gains for Hispanic and Black
students were greater than the gains for White students;
(Figures E~1 through E-3) thus; narrowing the gap between
the performance of the three groups.

1980 1981 1982 1983

Math White 85 87 88 91
Hispanic 59 59 67 69

Black 44 47 55 59

Reading White 87 86 87 92
Hispanic 55 51 55 69

Black 46 45 49 64

Writing White 73 90 89 93
Hispanic 43 69 65 82

Black 34 66 58 82




HATH: GRABE 3 . . _ READNG: GRADES .
Avarage Gairis by Ethnicity
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