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84.22

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

A LOOK AT STATE COMPENSATORY EDUCATION IN AISD
1984-85

AUTHOR: Maria Defino, Vivian Jenkins

OTHER CONTACT PERSONS: Jonathan Curtis

This report documents the purpose, procedures, and results for each
information source used in the evaluation of the 1984-85 SCE program. It

contains seven appendices, each devoted to a single aspect of the program.

MAJOR POSITIVE FINDINGS:

o In response to the central information need created by legislation
(H.B. 72) regarding Annual Performance Reports to the Texas
Education. Agency, a series of computer screens was developed
which contains information about each school on as many as 23
variables.

o Seventh grade Transitional Bilingual Education (TBE) participants
made strong growth as evidenced by gains in the reading, language,

and mathematics ITBS subscale scores. Eighth grade (TBE) students
made greater than expected gains in the reading and mathematics
ITBS subscales.

o All SCE-eligible, Hispanic, LEP students in schools without
bilingually certified SCE teachers had access to other bilingually
certified classroom teachers.

o Crisis interventions accounted for only 4% of the total number of
counselor interventions.

MAJOR FINDINGS REQUIRING ACTION:

o SCE teachers served a small proportion of SCE-eligible students
(23%) plus a significant number of students who were not

SCE-eligible. Thirty-two percent of the total number of students

served were not SCE-eligible. This raises questions as to whether
the program fully focused on the target population for which it
was funded.

o The majority of SCE teachers continue to use pull-out formats for
delivery of instruction, for a variety of reasons.

o Project Achieve appears to suffer from a lack of visibility.
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MANAGEMENT INFORMATION SYSTEM ("INFO")

Purpose

The development of the INFO screens was begun in response to the following
central information need:

Information Need Il. What information is required for the annual
performance report specified in HB 72?

In addition to streamlining completion of the newly required performance
reports, the INFO screen component of the District's emerging management
information system is intended to address several other goals. First, the
INFO screens should become a single, readily accessible resource
containing a variety of data already collected but presently reported
under several different covers. Second, the INFO screens may be updated
curing the year, thereby providing a degree of recency and accuracy
greater than that of most other codified forms of data Third, and as a
natural consequence of the first two, the INFO screens are expected to
facilitate ORE's responses to recurrent questions at the campus level, and
generally to facilitate informed decision-making across the District as a
whole. Fourth, because of built-in flexibility, the INFO screens have the
capacity to expand to meet currently unanticipated needs.

The INFO screens are only a minor aspect of what eventually will become a
single major data base referred to as "SCHCHAR," or School Characteris-
tics File. The final goal is to have the SCHCHAR file serve as a core
data base for Annual Performance Reports to TEA, as required by H.B. 72;
INFO screens will be a handy display mechanism for some of the more useful
and/or needed information contained in the SCHCHAR file.

Procedure

In August and September of 1984, ORE staff (with the help of the
Information Services Committee) generated several lists of variables which
might be appropriate for display on the INFO screens. Many of these were
located in ORE reports and publications, such as the ROSE Report (ORE
Publication No. 83.L), the school achievement profiles, and so on. These
were distilled into a preliminary list of variables displayed on the
screens and accessible by the "001 Achievement/ Performance/ Context"
selection.

These screens were previewed at ORE and in meetings several times during
the fall, 1984, by a number of District administrators. Among them were
the Superintendent, the Special Assistant for Administrative Services, and
the Assistant Si'perintendents for Elementary and Secondary Education
(October 10, 1984); the secondary principals (November 21, 1984); the
supervising principals (November 2, 1984); and the Elementary Advisory

A-2 7



84.22

Principals Team (December 12, 1984). The Director of High Schools, the
Director of Junior High Schools, the Director of the Department of Federal
and State Applications and Compliance, and the Director of Elementary
School Management also were invited and provided feedback at various times
on the screens.

Results

As a result of each of these interactions, revisions and additions were
made to INFO (OW-INFPT-01-01).

A core of 23 variables was selected for inclusion. Drafts of definitions
for the variables were prepared for elementary, junior high, and high
schools (see Attachments 1, 2, and 3). These were distributed to all
principals in the District, together with hard copies of their respective
schools' 001 screen, by the first week of March. (See Attachment 4 for
hard copy examples of the 001 screens generated by OW-INFPT-01-01.) As a

result of these meetings and the input obtained, numerous corrections and
revisions have been made in the definitions.

Additionally, another.entire set of screens (the "003 Achievement/
Performance/Context Data by Characteristic") was developed as a
cross-indexed version of the 001 screens. That is, while the 001 screens
are organized by school (e.g., a school's performance on every one of the
variables is displayed before going on to the next school), the 003
screens are organized by variable (each variable heads a list showing
every school's performance on that variable before going on to the next
variable). (See Attachment 5 for hard copy examples of the 003 screens
generated by OW- INFPT- O1 -01.) Inaccuracies in the drafts of variable
definitions were identified through discussion ana corrected or clari-
fied. Some variables were added, most notably, "Students not receiving
any F's, most recent six weeks;" and TABS scares for Reading and
Mathematics were broken out so they could be reported separately. (Note

that these will be broken down further to reflect the grade level tested,
since not every elementary school houses all the grade levels eligible for
TABS testing.)

In anticipation of the time when INFO screens may be accessed at each
campus (as part of the District's computer initiative), and to assist
viritors to ORE previewing the screens, a simple guide was prepared with
step-by-step instructions (see Attachment 6). At present, only persons at
ORE and in the Superintendent's Office may access the screens. Projected
developments for the use of INFO include distribution of updated hard
copies to 7incipals in August materials packets for use in long-term
planning for the 1985-1986 school year. Hard copies of the screens are
expected to serve as a component of the Annual Performance Report to Texas
Education Agency next August, as well.

A-38
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Recommendations

The undertaking and completion of the INFO screen system is a major
accomplishment, and the timely fashion with which the system is updated
enhances the usefulness of the data. INFO clearly meets the short-term

goals set down for it; it is a single, readily available, easily updated,
and flexible information resource.

However, the usefulness of the system can be greatly enhanced by extending
it beyond its current descriptive status. A data base that provides for
the statistical and logical manipulation of the descriptive data to
generate new variables and combinations of variables is even more
flexible, parsimonious and useful.

Feedback received from the school principals indicates that ORE should
consider changing it negatively stated categories to positively stated

ones (e.g. changing "non-minority students" to minority students;

"students not in Special Education" to "students in Special Education").
Their rationale is that variables should be stated the way that they are

normally used.

A-4
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"Categories" or Variables
For Elementary Schools
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
Office of Research and Evaluation

Dezember 4, 1984

Attachment A -1

(Page 1 of 2)

Definitions for the INFO Screen "Categories" of Variables
3r Elementary Schools

1. Students at
This is t e percen age of stu ents tested whose percentile on the
composite score on the ITBS is 50 or above (in other words, the
grade equivalent score was at or above the grade level at the time
of testing).

2. Students gaining one Jr more years in 1983-84:
Students' scores on the 1982-83 ITBS were compared with their
1983-84 scores. If the 1983-84 grade equivalents were higher by a
year or more, the students were counted. The number was then
changed to a percentage by dividing by the number of students who
took the test and multiplying by 100%.

3. Students meetin or exceedin the ROSE rediction in 1983-84:
Ta-si.. on several varia es suc as age, gfaae, previous
achievement test performance, etc.), a prediction was made of each
student's performance on the 1983-84 ITBS. Then, students' actual
performance was compared to their predicted performance. If the

predicted and actual scores were equal, or if the actual
performance was better than the predicted performance, the students
were counted. Here again, the number was converted to a percentage.

4. Students masterin TABS ob'ectives,Sprin 1984:

'TI 'wage percen age of stu ents tested at grades 3 and 5 who
de itrated mastery at the state level was calculated.

5. Nonminorit students, October 1984:
is igure is based on the October 5, 1984 count of students by

ethnicity. The percentage of all students who are neither Black
nor Hispanic (called "Other") was calculated. "Others" included

American Indian and Asian students.

6. Average daily attendance in 1983-84:
This is the official ADA for the 1983-84 school year.

7. Students not disciplined in 1983-84:
The number of students with no occurrences in the categories of
discipline used by the Office of Student Affairs (and recorded on
the OSA green sheets) was divided by the total enrollment at the
school (for the entire school year).

A-6
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Elementary Definitions, p. 2

Attachment A-1
(Page 2 of 2)

8. Students not eliglble for free or reduced-price meal in 1983-84:
The percentage ofitudents not enrolled in the free and reduced-
price meal program was based upon lunch counts completed on May 25,
1984, and the enrollment as of January, 1984.

9. Students not LEP in 1984-85:
The official LEP count at eaci; school as of October,1984 is
subtracted from the total number of students enrolled at each
school (as of Octoher 5, 1984), the remainder is divided by the
total enrollment at the schvi.

10. Students not in special education in 1983-84:
The total number of students served through special education at
each campus is subtracted from the number of students enrolled at
each campus (as of the Student Master File update completed on June
14, 1984); this remainder is then divided by the total enrollment.

11. Students not in a compensatory education rogram in 1983-8d:
e num er o stu en.s serve .y specia educa ion, 'grant, or SCE

programs was subtracted from the total number of students enrolled
at the campus (as of the Student Master File update completed on
July 5, 1984). This difference (those not in any compensatory
program) is divided by the total enrollment (as of the Student
Master File update completed on July 5, 1985).

12. Students not reassigned for desegregation purposes in 1983-84.
Each student who is attending the school he/she would have attended
prior to desegregation is divided by the school's total enrollment
(as of the June 1984 update of the Student Master File). Transfers
were counted as being among those students who were not reassigned
for desegregation purposes.

3. Students enrolled for the entire school year in 1983-84:
This is the number of students enrolled on the first day of 1983-84
who were still enrolled on the last day of school, divided by the
total numuer of students enrolled at any time during 1983-84.

14. Pupils per teacher in 1983-84:
This number was determined by dividing the total number of students
enrolled as of September,1983 at each campus by the number of
regular classroom teachers at each campus. Note that this entry is
a number and not a percentage; the lower the number, the higher the
assigned rank should be (that is, siWiTTEr class sizes are ranked
higher).

15. Students promoted:
This is the percentage of all students enrolled whose records show
them to be enrolled at any grade level in 1983-84 which is higher
than that for 1982-83.

A-1 12
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"Categories" or Variables
For Junior High Schools
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
Office of Research and Evaluation

February 18, 1985

Attachment A-2
(Page 1 of 2)

Definitions for the INFO Screen 'Categories' or Variables
for Junior High Schools

1. Students
TiiiistieWcdfifageofstilentd%4h4se percentile on the
composite score on the ITBS is 50 or above (in other words, the grade
equivalent score was at or above grade level at the time of testing).

2. Students gaining one or more years in 1983-84:
Students' scores on the 198283 ITBS were compared with their 1983-84
scores. If the 1983-84 grade equivalents were higher by a year or

more, the student; were counted. The number was then changed to a
percentage by dividing by the number of students who took the test
and multiplying by 100.

3. Students meeting or exceedin' ROSE prediction in 1983-84:

Based on several variables (su- s age, grade, previous achievement
test performance, etc.), a prediction was made of each student's
performance on the 1983-84 ITBS. Then, students' actual performance
was compared to their predicted perfo. 'ante. If the predicted and
actual scores were equal, or if the actual performance was better
than the predicted performance, the students were counted. Here

again, the number was converted to a percentage.

4. Nonminority students, October 1984:
This figure is based on the October 5, 1984 count of students by
ethnicity. The percentage of all students who are neither Black nor
Hispanic (called "Other") was calculated. "Others" included American

Indian and Asian students.

5. Averaedadancein1983-84:
------fiEfici41irftThisistklAorhe-ig83-84 school year.

6. Students not disciplined in 1983-84:
The number of students with no occurrences in the categories of
discipline used by the Office of Student Affairs (as recorded on the
OSA green sheets) was divided by the totl enrollment at the school
(for the entire school year).

7. Students not eligible for free or reduced-price meal in 1983-84:
The percentage of students not enrolled in the free and reduced-
price meal program was based upon lunch counts completed on May 25,
1984, and the enrollment as of January, 1984.

8. Students not LEP in 1984-85:
The official LEP count a each school as of October 1984 is
subtracted from the total number of students enrolled at each school
(as of October 5, 1984); the remainder is divided by the total
enrollment at the school.

A-9 14
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Junior High Definitions, p. 2

Attachment A-2
(Page 2 of 2)

9. Students not in special education in 1983-84:
The total number of students served through special education at

each campus is subtracted from the number of students enrolled at

each campus (as of the Student Master File update completed on June

14, 1984); this remainder is then divided by the total enrollment.

10. Students net in a compensatory education program in 1983-84:

Then number of students served by special education, Migrant,
Chapter 1, or SCE programs was subtracted from the total number of

students enrolled at the campus (as of the Student Master File

update completed on July 5, 1984). This difference (those not in

any compensatory program) is divided by the total enrollment (as of

the Student Master File update completed on Jul) 5, 1984).

11. Students not reassigned for desegregation purposes in

1983-84:
liTEifudent who is attending the school he/she would have attended
prior to desegregation is divided by the school's total enrollment

(as of the June 1984 update of the Student Master File). Transfers

were counted as being among those students who mere not reassigned

for desegregation purposes.

12. Students enrolled for the entire school year in 1983-84:

This is the number of students enrolled on the First day of the

1983-84 school year who were still enrolled on the last day of

school, divided by the total number of students enrolled at any

time during 1983-84.

13. pupils per teacher in 1983-84:
This number was determined by dividing the total number of student.;

enrolled as of September 1983 at each campus by the number of

regular classroom teachers at each campus. Note that this entry is

a number and not a percentage; the lower the number, the closer to

1 the assigned rank should be (thatTTsmaller class sizes are

ranked higher).

14. Stl.1ClentsfglyCCIJrsesirlOtfarlinoar11983-84:
WlstetoaPerageostudentswo received no F's during

the 1983-84 academic year.

15. Students not failing any courses, most recent six-weeks:
This figure equals the percentage of students with no F's during

the most recent six-weeks period. Updates generally will be made 1

to 2 weeks after the end of the grading period (Data Processing

needs that time to complete processing all report cards).

16. Students
ThiiiifriliOiftintage of all students enrolled whose records show

them to be enrolled at any grade level in 1983-84 which is higher

than that for 1982-83.

A-10
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
Office of Research and Evaluation

December 4, 1984

Attachment A-3
(Page 1 of 3)

Definitions for the INFO Screen "Categories' or Variables
for High Schools

1. Students at or above grade level, Spring 1984:
This is the percentage of students tested whose percentile on the
composite score on the ITBS or TAP is 50 or above (in other words,
the grade equivalent score was at or above grade level at the time
of testing).

2. Studentsgaininsoneorneearsin1983-84:
li:-11-aaitLIdeiliritltnel12=£13M1S were compared with

their 1983-84 TAP scores. If the 1983-84 grade equivalents were
higher by a year or more, the students were counted. The number
was then changed to a percentage by dividing by the number of
students who took the test and multiplying by 100%.

3. Students meeting or exceeding the ROSE prediction in 1983-84:
Based on several variables such age, grade, previous
achievement test performance, etc.), a prediction was made of each
student's performance on the 1983-84 TAP. Then, students' actual'
performance was compared to their predicted performance. If the
predicted and actual scores were equal, or if the actual
performance was better than the predicted performance, the students
were counted. Here again, the number was converted to a percentage.

4. Students mastering TABS objectives, Spring 1984:
The percentage of students tested at grade 9 who demonstrated
mastery at the state level was calculated.

5. Nonminority students, October 198.4:
This figure is based on the October 5, 1984 count of students by
ethnicity. The percentage of all students who are neither Black
nor Hispanic (called "Other") was calculated. "Others" included
American Indian and Asian students.

6. dail

Wiiii566ffitiaT-ADA-fdfthi1983-84 school year.

7. Students not disciplined in 1983-84:
The number of students with no occurrences in the categories of
discipline used by the Office of Student Affairs (and recorded on
the OSA green sheets) was divided by the total enrollment at the
school (for the entire school year).

A-12 17
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Senior Nigh Definitions, p. 2

Attachment A-3
(Page 2 of 3)

8. Students not eligible for free or reduced-price meal in 1983-84:
The percentage of students not enrolled in the free and
reduced-price meal program was based upon lunch counts
completed on May 25, 1984, and the enrollment as of January,
1984.

9. Students not LEP in 1983-84:
The official LEP count at each school as of October, 1984 is
subtracted from the total number of students enrolled at each
school (as of October 5, 1984); the remainder is divided by the
total enrollment at the school.

10. Students not in special education in 1983-84:
The total number of students served through special education
at each campus is subtracted from the number of students
enrolled at each campus (as of the Student Master File update
completed on June 14, 1984); this remainder is then divided by
the total enrollment.

11. Students not in a com ensator education program in 1983-84:
e num er o s udents serve y special e.uca ion, igrant, or

SCE Writing Labs was subtracted from the total number of
students enrolled at the campus (as of the Student Msster File
update completed on July 5, 1984). This difference (those not
in any compensatory program) is divided by the total enroll-
ment (as of the Student Master File update completed on July 5,
1984).

12. Students not reassigned for desegregation purposes in 1983-84:
Each student who is attending the scnooi he/she would have
attended prior to desegregation is divided by the school's
total enrollment (as of the June, 1984 update of the Student
Master File). Tradsfers were counted as being among those
students who were not reassigned for desegregation purposes.

13. Students enrolled for the entire school year in 1983-84:
This is the number of sfudents enrolled on the first day of
1983-84 who were still enrolled on the last day of school,
divided by the total number of students enrolled at any time
during 1983-84.

14. Pueils per teacher in 1983-84:
This number was determined by dividing the total number of
students enrolled as of September, 1983 at each campus by the
number of regular classroom teachers at each campus. Note that
this entry is a number and not a percentage; the lower the
number, the higher the assigned rank should be (airis,
smaller class sizes are ranked higher).

15. StudentsThiwtrtaipert---F.I.ensw received no F's
during the 1983-84 academic year.

A -13
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Senior High Definitions, p. 3

Attachment A-3
(Page 3 of 3)

16. Students not failing any courses, most recent six-weeks:
This figure equals the percentage of students with no F's
during the most recent six-weeks period. Updates generally

will be made 1 to 2 weeks after the end of the grading period
(Data Processing needs that time to complete processing all

report cards).

17. Students not dropping out, 1983-84:

Of all he students enrolled in 1983-84, this percentage
includes those who remained enrolled, or transferred to
another school. Those who withdrew from school and had not
had a transcript requested by July, 1984 were considered '-. be

dropouts.

18. Graduates attending college:
This is the percentage of 1983-84 graduates for whom a college
had requested a transcript as of June, 1984.

19. Graduates meeting competency in both reading and math:
This is the percentage of all graduates who met competency in
both reading and mathematics.

20. Students promoted:
This is the percentage of all students enrolled whose records
show them to be enrolled at any grade level in 1983-84 which
is higher than that for 1982-83 (including all students who
graduated).

19
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Hard Copy Examples of the
001 Achievement/Performance/Context

Data by Schools:
INFO Screens
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84.22 Attachment A-4
(Page 1 of 2)

SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS FILE "INFO" SCREEN LISTED BY SCHOOL --. AS OF 04/25/85:
PROG:

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT MANAGEMENT INFORMATION
ACHIEVEMENT/PERFORMANCE/CONTEXT DATA:

SYSTEM
RANK OUT SCHOOL AISD
OF 60 X ELINIMM

35 50.7 57.0STUDENTS AT OR ABOVE GRADE LEVEL, SPRING 1984
STUDENTS GAINING ONE OR MORE YEARS IN 1983 -84 42 47.7 52.3

-STUDENTS-NEEtiNG/ExcEEDING ROSE PREDICtioN IN 1963-84
MATH 35 47.6 .49.2
READING 29 48.5 48.7

STUDENTS-RASTERINd-TABS 1163ECTIVES. SPRING
MATH 51 15.0 80.7
READING 40 82.4 84.8

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT MANAGEMENT INFORMATION SYSTEM
our-sciloau---AISO
60 X EL

ACHIEVERENT7PERFORMANCE/CONTEXT DATA: RANK
OF

tiONAINORITY STUDENTS OCTOBER 1464-" 46--
AVERAGE DAILY ATTENDANCE IN 1983 -84 39

STUDENTS NOT DISCIPLINED IN 1983 -84 1

---STUDENTS'TIDT-ELIG. FOR FREE/REDUCED PRICE NEAL-1483 -64--

16.2
93.7

100.0
94.0
97.7

STUDENTS NOT LEP, OCTOBER 1984 39 92.4 93.5
STUDMS NOT IN SPECIAL EDUCATION IN 1983 -84 13 92e8 90.4

---SIII6ENIS130, IN A CONPENSAtOla EU. PiltICRAii Iii-I411564 69.I- 13.2
STUDENTS NOT REASSIGNED IN 1983 -84 1 100.0 84.1

STUDENTS ENROLLED FOR THE ENTIRE SCHOOL YEAR IN 1983 -84 36 80.1 80.7
PUPILS PER TEACHER 111-1981-;84 47- 25.3- --23.6-

STUDENTS PROMOTED, 1983 -84 34 96.5 96.6

A-16
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84.22 Attachment A-4
(Page 2 of 2)

SCHU'L CHARACTERISTICS FILE "INFO" SCREEN LISTED BY SCHOOL - AS OF 04/25/85:
. _ . PROG: OW-INFPT0101

--AUSTININDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT MANAGEMENT INFORMATION SYSTEM
ACHIEVEMENT/PERFORMANCE/CONTEXT DATA: RANK GUT SCHOOL ALSO

OF 10 JR
_ _ _ _ _ _ . .

STUDENTS AT OR ABOVE GRADE LEVEL, SPRING 1984 6 56.8 56.9
STUDENTS GAINING ONE OR MORE YEARS IN 1983..8% 9 55.8 60.5

'STUDENTS MEETINC/ERCEEOING ROSE PREDICtION IN 1983-84
MATH 4 54.1 52.7
READING 13 46.8 51.6

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT MANAGEMENT INFORMATION SYSTEM
---ACHIEVEMENT /PERFORMANCE /CONTEXT DATA! RANK-OOT- SCHOOL- AISD

OF 10 X JR.111.11
4 55.0

ter..
52.8NONMINORITY STUDENTS, OCTOBER 1984

AVERAGE DAILY ATTENDANCE IN 1983 -84 8 92.0 93.0
STUDENTS NOT DISCIPLINED IN 198384 9 78.2 85.8

STUDENTS "NOT MG. FOR FREE/REDUCED PRICE MEAL 1983-84 6 -64.0 68.0
STUDENTS NOT LEP, OCTOBER 1984 4 97.9 97.0

STUDENTS NOT IN SPECIAL EDUCATION IN 1983-84 8 88.2 88.8
STUDENTS Not IN A COMPENSATORY ED. PROGRAM IN 1983-64 10 5.0 62.5

STUDENTS NOT REASSIGNED IN 1983 -84 9 49.8 73.9
STUDENTS ENROLLED FOR THE ENTIRE SCHOOL YEAR IN 1983 -84 10 85.3 88.8

PUPILS PER TEACHER IN 1983-84 10 25.1 23.6
STUDENTS NOT FAILING ANY COURSES IN 1983-84 6 75.5 75.0

STUDENTS NOT FAILING ANY COURSES, MOST RECENT SIX -WEEKS 7 57.3 59.5
STUDENTS PROMOTED, 1983-.84 I 48.5 41.0

A-17
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84.22 Attachment A-5

Hard Copy Examples of the
003 Achievement /Performance /Context

Data by Characteristic:
INFO Screens

23

A-18



I SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS FILE "INFO" SCREEN LISTED BY CHARACTERISTIC AS OF 04/25/a51
. .

PAGE: 001
PROG:014..INF53-01-01

MENU FOR SCREEN 605. 0031E1A SELECTION OF CHARACTERISTIC DESIRED: co

ACHIEVEMENT /PERFORMANCE /CONTEXT DATA SORTED aY CHARACTERISTIC

NOTE THIS MENU CONSISTS OF 2 SCREENS.
ENTER "FWD,' TO SEE THE REST OF THE SUBJECT SELECTIONS.

SELECT THE SUBJECT DESIRED. ENTER THE 3 DIGIT SUBJECT CODE:-

SUBJECT SUBJECT...CODE
. . _

61.111.0

STUDENTS AT OR ABOVE GRADE LEVEL. SPRING 1984 002
STUDENTS GAINING ONE OR MORE YEARS IN 1983 -84 003

--STUDENTS MEETING/EXCEEDING ROSE PREDICTION IN 1961-84 wMATH"-- "CM
STUDENTS MEETING/EXCEEDING ROSE PREDICTION IN 1983 -84 a READING 005

STUDENTS MASTERING TABS OBJECTIVES. SPRING 1984 MATH 006
STUDENTS MASTERING TABS OBJECTIVES. SPRING 104 READING 001

NONMINORITY STUDENTS. OCTOBER 1984 008
AVERAGE DAILY ATTENDANCE IN 1983 -84 009
STUDENTS NOT DISCIPLINED IN 198344 010

STUDENTS NOT ELIG. FOR FREE/REDUCED PRICE MEAL 1983 -84 011
STUDENTS NOT LEN OCTOBER 1984 012

STUDENTS NOT IN SPECIAL EDUCATION IN 198344 013

AMEYENENT/PERFORANcE/CONTOtt DATA -- SORTED BY CHARACTERISTIC

NOTE - THIS MENU CONSISTS OF 2 SCREENS.

10 SELECT THE SUBJECT DESIRED. ENTER THE 3 DIGIT SUBJECT CODE.

SUBJECT SUBJECT CODE
elmelm.M.I.m.Mftmew .....

STUDENTS NOT IN A COMPENSATORY ED. PROGRAM IN 1983-84 014
STUDENTS NOT REASSIGNED IN 1983 -84 015

e STUDENTS ENROLLED FOR ENTIRE SCHOOL YEAR IN 1983 -84 016
PUPILS PER TEACHER IN 1983 -84 011

STUDENTS NOT FAILING ANY COURSES IN 1983-84 01B
STUDENTS NOT FAILING ANY COURSES. MOST RECENT SIXNEEKS 019

STUDENTS NOT DROPPING OUT IN 1983 -84 020
. .

GRADUATES ATTENDING COLLEGE 021
GRADUATES MEETING COMPETENCY IN BOTH AREAS. 1983 -84 022

STUDENTS PROMOTED. 1983-.84 023

-0 c+
0 (-t.(0 0
m 0

0 =h c
L.)

01
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SCI,00L CHARACTERISTICS FILE "INFO" SCREEN -- LISTED BY CHARACTERISTIC AS or 04/25/85:

ACHIEVEMENT/PERFORMANCE/CONTEXT DATA + LISTED BY CHARACTERISTIC ELEMENTARY

RANK

I

STUDENTS At OR ABOVE GRADE
SCHOOL NAME PCT
.........1140.0110..M.VMMMOOMM.

HILL 92.2

LEVEL, SPRING 1984 - 41S0 PCT - 51.0
RANK SCHOOL NAME PCT
01.1110=110011111.11110

15 TRAVIS HEIGHTS
Ol

63.1
2 DOSS 89.2 17 BRENTWOOD 62.7
3 SUMMITT 82.1 18 BARTON HILLS
4 LEE /8.3 19 JaiIN
5 OAK HILL 76.0 20 WOOTEN 60.3
6 ?mow 76.1 21 ZILKFR 60.1

WOOS-- /20 22 -NaRNAN 54.8
8 MATHEWS 72.0 73 HIGHLAND PARK 59.5
9 WILLIAMS 71.5 24 ODOM 49.0
id PEASE 10.1 25 St. ELMO .56.1

11 PLEASANT HILL 69.9 26 REILLY 56.1
42 MENCHACA 67.5 27 HOUSTON 56.0
45-- SUNSET VALLEY 66.3 28---LAN0FORO 55.5
14 GULLETT 64.3 29 LINDER 55.4
15 _ CUNNINGHAM 63.3 30 SANCHEZ 54.7

ACHIEVEMENT/PERFORMANCE/CONTEXT DATA + LISTED BY CHARACTERISTIC ' ELEMENTARY

RANK
STUDENTS AT OR ABOVE GRADE LEVEL. SPRING 1984

SCHOOL NAME PCT
AISO PCT + 57.0

31 BROWN 54.4 46 BARRINGTON 45.5
32 WEBB 53.1 47 BLACKSIIEAR 45.2
31- READ 52.3 48 GRAHAM 45.0
34 ORTEGA 50.9 49 CASTS 44.9
35 ANDREWS 50.7 50 COJK 44.8

-----36-- BROOKE 50.4 51 ZAVALA 44.2
37 ALLAN 49.1 52 HARRIS 43.6
38 MAPLEWOOD 4P.7 53 BLANTON 43.5
14 PECAN SPRINGS 48.3 54 COVALLE 43.1
40 ALLISON 47.8 55 BECKER 42.8
41 OAK SPRINGS 47.7 56 ROSEWOOD 42.7

SIMS 47.4 57 RIDGETOP 42.1
43 WI NN 46.8 53 WOOLDRIDGE 39.5
44 METZ 46.6 59 CAMPBELL 39.0

-45 DAWSON 45.9 60 WALNUT CREEK 32.7

PAGE: 006
:PROG:OWINF53-01-01

27

0,



SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS FILE -- "!NFO" SCREEN .0.... LISTED BY CHARACTERISTIC -- AS OF 04/25/85:

ACHIEVEMENT/PERFORNANCE/CONTEXT DATA -0 LISTED BY CHARACTERISTIC 06 HIGH SCHOOL

StuDENtS At OA Admit MADE Mall-SPR1Nd 1164--= 1156-Pet ; 50.5
RANK SCHOOL NAME PCT RANK SCHOOL NAME PCTM

58.4
56.6
41.1
48.6
48.0
45.0
41.5
36.6

O814

2
3

MCCALLUM
ANDERSON
tAdikEtt
JOHNSTON
REAGAN

TRAVIS
L.S.J.

4
5
6

8
9

ACHIEVEMENT/PERFORMAICE/CONTEXT DATA 0!,LISTE0 py cit4acTERrslic.4qmo HIGH

STUDEN'S AT OR ABOVE GRADE LEVEL, SPRING 1984 .0 A1SD PCT n 56.9
RANK SCHOOL NAME PCT1 111111

28

O. HENRY 64.1
PORTER 64.0
LOUR 60.2
BEOICHEK 59.7
MARTIN 59.1
-BURNET 56.0
MURCHISON 54.3
cam 52.8
tOLFWE 44.4
PEARCE 44.4

PAGE: 003
PROG:014-.INF53-01-01

29
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Beginner's Guide to Using INFO
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84.22

BEGINNER'S GUIDE TO USING INFO
October 3, 1984

You

1. Pull out knob on left side
of the terminal.

2. T!'pe in: CSSN and hit
[Enter 1, located at
'ewer r ht -hand corner of
keyboard.

*3. Type in: and
hit the CiE3 key on right side
of the keyboard.

*4. Type in: and hit
(ignore the line

that says "NEW PASSWORD").

Attachment A-6
(Page 1 of 4)

sySTEm6
AvaLASSt.E

toi SOW MODE

INPUT
rouStTED

CRT (Display)

1. After a brief pause, a
little line will appear
at top left corner of
the screen (called
"cursor").

2. Light briefly will come
on next to "INPUT
INHIBITED" on right
side of screen. It
goes off, and light by
"SYSTEMS AVAILABLE"
comes on while screen
displays:

CICS/VS SIGNON - ENTER PER-
SONAL DETAILS (one line)

NAME:

(cursor moves as letters
appear)

PASSWORD:

(cursor moves, nothing
shows on screen)

3. (INPUT INHIBITED light
comes on briefly, thens)

QFH3504I (time) SIGN -
ON IS COMPLETE

(SYSTEMS AVAILABLE
light comes on)

alainF....LEIonEfavE HAS ALREADY LOGGED

5. Type in INFO and hit
enter

4. Letters "INFO" replace
first four which were
on the screen; when you
hit enter, the INPUT
INHIBITED light is
triggered.

*This information is missing from handout for security reasons.

A-23 al
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YOU

6. Choose one of the five
categories shown on the
screen (at present, only
003 and 005 contain infor-
mation). Type in the
number and hit fenterl .

7. You will choose one of the
subcategories to examine; type
in the corresponding number
and hit renter].

A-24

Attachment A-6
(page 2 ot 4)

CRT (Display)

When the SYSTEMS
AVAILABLE light comes
on, the screen will
show:

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL
DISTRICT MANAGEMENT INFOR-
MATION SYSTEM (one line)

001 PAYROLL

002 PERSONNEL

003 STUDENT

004 PLANNING

005 RESEcIRCH AND EVAL-
UATION

ENTER A THREE DIGIT CODE OF
INTEREST, PRESS ENTER. TO
END, PRESS CLEAR.

ACTION CODE:

5. The screen will
temporarily go blank, with
the INPUT INHIBITED light
on, and then it will display
a second selection list (all
choices being within that
broad category). At the
bottom of the screen is this
message:

ENTER THREE DIGIT CODE FOR
SPECIFIC REPORT, PRESS
ENTER. PRESS CLEAR TO END.

ACTION CODE

6. The screen will go blank
again while the INPUT INHI-
BITED light is on; then the
SYSTEMS AVAILABLE light
comes on with the first
"screen" of information.

32
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YQU

8. You may move forward (like
paging through a book) to see
more information by typing in
FWD and hitting the (enter( key.

OR,

You can type in the ID number
(see attached list) for a
particular school that you
want to know more about, and
hit Lenterl.

AND,

You may go back to the pre-
vious "page" or screen of infor-
mation by typing BWD and
hitting lenterl.

IF THERE IS NO PRIOR SCREEN
and you entered the action code
BWD, you may anticipate that
the computer will default back
to the same screen and ask you
to make a choice again.

Attachment A-6
(Page 3 of 4)

CRT (DIsplav)

At the bottom of the screen
are more instructions:

ENTER FWD TO BROWSE FORWARD,
BWD TO BROWSE BACKWARD.
PRESS CLEAR TO END.

ACTION CODE

7. The CRT will display the
next screen of information.

8. The computer will sort
through all the screens, find
the orte you are interested
in, and display it on the
screen with the same message
at the bottom of it.

9. The computer will flip
back to the previous screen
and display that, with the
same message as always at
the bottom of it.

IF THERE IS NO NEXT SCREEN,
the computer will come back
with a message to that effect --- --*10. THIS SELECTION NOT
and ask you to mike another AVAILABLE AT THIS TIME
choice, at which point you may
wish to quit using INFO.

WHEN YOU HAVE OBTAINED THE INFOR-
MATION YOU NEED or are tired and
wish to leave the terminal,

9. Press the CLEAR key at the
upper left-hand corner of the 11. INFO TERMINATED BY
keyboard. OPERATOR-TO REUSE PRESS

ENTER

A..25 33



84.22 Attachment A-6
(Page 4 of 4)

CRT (Display)

10. If you wish to take anothe'r
look at INFO, hit the [enter.]
key on again and loop back 12. Computer will return to
through these steps, starting main selection list
at step #6. again.

11. If you wish to leave the
terminal, then type in CSSF and
hit the (enters key.

12. Push the knob on the left
side of the CRT in, thereby
turning the machine off.

A-26

13. Computer screen will
show:

DFH3506I (time)
SIGN-OFF IS COMPLETE
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STATE COMPENSATORY EDUCATION

APPENDIX B

SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS AND SCE ACHIEVEMENT GAINS
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SCHOOL CHARACTERISTICS AND SCE ACHIEVEMENT GAINS

Purpose

A sample of State Compensatory Education (SCE) teachers was included in

the fall 1984 District Survey. Information from this survey, plus

information generated from the Teacher Service File (Appendix C) and the
1984 and 1985 Iowa Test of Basic Skills (ITBS) Files was used to provide
some of the .fiformation relevant to the following decision and evaluation

questions:

Decision Question Dl: If SCE is refunded for 1985-86, should the
Elementary Instructional Component be continued as is, modified, or

discontinued?

Evaluation Question D1 -4: Were the achievement gains
realized by low-achieving students served by SCE teachers
greats!' than the achievement gains predicted for those

students?

Evaluation Question 01-5: Which schools showed tne greatest
achievement gains by the students served by SCE teachers?

Evaluation Question 01-6: What teaching modes and structures

were used by the SCE teachers? Which were used by the

schools with the greatest achievement gains by SCE-served
students?

Evaluation Question D1 -7: Did SCE teachers teach reading,

language arts, and mathematics? In what proportion?

Evaluation Question D1 -8: What were the coordination efforts

directed specifically to SCE teachers?

Evaluation Question D1 -9: How did SCE students' achievement

---"ipi---CF-ewithgainsconthapter 1 students' and Migrant students'
achievement gains?

Procedure

Several questions were included in the fall 1985 District Teacher/
Administrator Survey (see Systemwide Evaluation: 1984-85 Technical Report,
ORE Publication No. 84.20, Vol. LITto- obtain descriptions of the teaching

modes and structures used by SCE teachers, and the reasons they were used

(Attachment 8-1). Surveys were sent to SCE elementary teachers in

November. Analyses were run December 5.
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In order to determine the ranking of schools with SCE teachers by average
achievement gains, in addition to predicted versus actual gains, the
Teacher Service File and the 1984 and 1985 ITBS Files were matched (ORE
program SC-SCEEF-01-01).

Data Analyses

The analysis used to generate the ROSE Report (ORE Publication No. 84.Q)
provided a predicted ITBS score for each student; those served by SCE
teachers were selected from the 1984 and 1985 ITBS files (file name
ESWITL02) and their actual and predicted performances were compared.

Two different rankings were used. The first was based on the number of
instances in which low-achieving students served by an SCE teacher gained
at least .05 grade equivalent (GE) more than low-achieving students not
served by SCE teachers (See Attachment B-2). The second ranking method
was based on the size of the differences in gain between low-achieving
students served/not served by the SCE teacher in the same school/grade/
subject (see Attachment B -3). A third ranking method based on the ROSE-
type analysis, examining the size of differences between actual and
predicted achievement of students served by SCE teachers, is desirable.
However, the numbers of students are too small to provide any useful
comparisons at the school. level. Therefore, this analysis was conducted
by grade for all SCE-served students served/not served by SCE teaches.
Results for this analysis appear in Figure B-1.

Finally, responses to the teachers' survey were tabulated and a general
description of SCE instructional delivery was produced and compared with
that for Chapter 1 and Migrant instructional programs. These results
appear in Figure B-5.

Results

Evaluation Question D1 -4: Were the achievement gains realized by
17achieving students served by SCE teachers greater than the achievement
gains predicted for those students?

Figure 8-1 shows the ROSE report for all SCE-served students. The

discrepancy score is the difference between the expected and the actual
scores, no discrepancy score means the score obtained was the predicted
score.

rade
1

2

4

5

6

Discrepancy
(91)

-0.01 (59)

-0.03 (71)

0.07 (51)

-0.11 (69)

0.02 (40)

Figure 8-1: DISCREPANCY SCORES FOR ACTUAL VERSUS PRE
ACHIEVEMENT GAINS OF SCE-SERVED STUDENTS BY GRADE.

B-3
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As can be =cr. from this analysis, on the average, SCE-served students in
grades 4 and 6 made greater gains than those predicted for them.

Evaluation Question D1-5: Which schools showed the greatest achievement
gains by the students served by SCE teachers?

The two ranking methods are summarized below (see Figure B-2). Schools
are referred to by a code letter. At the time of this report each school
was assigned a confidential code letter. The list of letters is on file
at ORE and only principals of each respective school and SCE coordinators
and administrators may be granted access to the file.

RANKING #1 RANKING #2
.05 GE advantage
for SCE served

average GE
difference served/not

Pro-

Rank School Portion Rank School Difference
1 0 100% 1 C .372

2 A 83% 2 D .338

3 J 69% 3 A .324

4 K 66% 4 J .067

5 H 60% 5 E .063

6 B 50% 6 G .055

6 C 50% 7 H .035

6 E 50% 8 K .023

6 G 50% 9 B .017

10 I 40% 10 I -.030
11 F 33% 11 F -.070

Figure B-2. SUMMARY OF RANKING METHODS TO SHOW
ACHIEVEMENT GAINS OF STUDENTS BY SCHOOL.

Caution must be exercised when making decisions based on these rankings
because of the small and unequal number of students served at each
campus. Comparisons also need to be made with caution because each
program focused on oifferent combinations of grade levels and subjects.

Although not specifically addressed as an evaluation question, another
piece of information is contained within this set of analyses that
deserves notice. Figure B-3 on the following page summarizes the average
total gain differences between SCE-served and non-served stuaents by grade
level and subject area.

As can be seen, SCE-served students gained more than non-served in reading
across all grades; first and second grade SCE-served gained more than non-
served in language; and fourth and fifth grade SCE-served gained more in
mathematics than non-served SCE students.

3 8
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GRADE

---17-----Served
SCE-STATUS R

GAINS

LA M *
.8 .97 .50

Not-Served .88 .91 .68
ervee . 4

Not-Served .72 .77 .87
3 Served .96 1.15

Not-Served .80 1.17
4 Served .84 .51 1.27

Not-Served .77 .62 .70
5 Served .74 .54 1.30

Not-Served .73 .59 .74
6 Served .93 .73

Not-Served .82 .90 -

= Reading, L = Language arts, M = Mathematics

Figure B-3. AVERAGE ITBS GAINS: SCE-SERVED VERSUS
SCE ELIGIBLE, NON-SERVED, DISTRICTWIDE

Although a two-tailed t-test revealed that in general, the mean gain
scores were not significantly different for the SCE-served versus the SCE
non-served students, t-tests did reveal an interesting and noteworthy
trend. Figure B -4 below provides data that show six instances of the
average SCE-served students in a particular grade scoring significantly
lower than their non-served age mates on a subscale of the 1984 ITBS.
However, in three of these instances, the SCE-served students were not
scoring significantly differently than their peers on the 1985 ITBS.
These results must again be viewed with caution, but the general trend
seems to indicate that SCE-served students are moving toward catching up.

Grade ITBS (Subscale)* Not-Served Served T

1 Tailed

Prob.
2 1984 (R) 1.6100 1.2987 2.52 .0125

1985 (R) 2.3263 2.1050 1.36 .0970
3 1984 (R) 2.3571 1.8867 4.10 .0000

1985 (R) 3.2014 2.8167 2.89 .0070
1984 (L/A) 2.3171 2.0544 1.99 .0375
1985 (L/A) 3.5857 3.3089 1.46 .0835

4 1984 (R) 3.1500 2.5729 5.44 .0000
1985 (R) 3.9171 3.5543 2.28 .0230
1984 (L/A) 3.6986 3.2071 3.46 .0030
1985 (L/A) 4.4114 3.9771 1.45 .0895

5 1984 (R) 3.7817 3.3217 3.45 .0030
1985 (L/A) 4.4417 4.0917 1.98 .0375

= Keaaing, L = Language Hrts, M = Mathematics.

Figure B-4: T-TESTS FOR SELECTED 1984 AND 1985 ITBS SCORES, SCE-SERVED
VERSUS NON-SERVED.
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Evaluation Questicn 01-6: What teaching modes and structures were used by

the SCE teachers? Whil-774ere used by the schools with the greatest
achievement gains by SCE-served students?

Of the ten SCE teachers responding to the teacher survey, nine reported
that SCE instruction was given in a location separate from the regular
classroom setting. Teacher preference and space considerations were most
often cited as reasons fnr this "pull-out" format. Eight of the ten

teachers reported teat they function as a supplementary teacher for
SCE-served students, as opposed to a primary teacher.

Evaluation Qkstion 01-7: Do SCE teachers teach reading, language arts,
and mathematics? In what proportion?

As can be seen in Figure C-1, SCE teachers served students in both
reading/language arts and mathematics. Reading/language arts contacts

constituted 93% of f,;e total number of contacts for reading/language arts
and mathematics combined. As is pointed out in the above Evaluation
Question D1-6, the SCE teachers most often act as supplementary teacht.s
in reading/lafiglage arts and/or mathematics.

Evaluation Question D1-8: What were the coordination efforts directed
specifically to SCE teachers?

Nine SCE teachers answered question number 93 concerning satisfaction with
coordin-tiun between the SCE program and the regular instructional

program. Of these nine respondents, five "strongly agreed" and four
"agreed" that they were satisfied with coordination efforts.

Evaluation Question D1-9: How did SCE students' achievement gains compare
WiTFTiTter 1 students'- and Migrant students' achievement gains.

10
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1.20

=1.60-

g
E 0.88

§-OM-

WW

t 0.40-
(D

FZ-

13.20-

011011,

COMPENSATORY RAINS COMPARISON

=SHP CH 1 =SCE 111 MIGRANT

GRADE 2 GRADE 3 GRADE 4 GRADE 5
1

GRADE 6

Figure B-5: COMPARISON OF ACHIEVEMENT GAINS FOR SCE-SERVED
STUDENTS AND OTHER COMPENSATORY STUDENTS.

Figure B-5 graphs the percent of students who gained a month or more in
grade equivalents by compensatory program and grade. As can be noted, the
patterns for the programs are very similar. A one-way analysis of
variance showed that the discr'pancy scores for these groups are not
significantly different than each other.
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84.22 Attachment B-1
(Page 1 of 2)

Teacher Survey Questions for SCE Teachers

Question 89: Where do students receiving compensatory instruction meet
with the compensatory teacher?

A. In the classroom where a regular teacher is teaching other
students, or

B. In a separate location.

Question 90: What considerations led to choosing this arrangement?

A. Class size

B. Space

C. Teacher preference
D. Class schedules
E. Other reasons
F. Don't know

Question 91: How do you, the SCE teacher, function?

A. As the primary Reading and/or Math teacher for SCE-served
students, or

B. As a supplementary teacher for compensatory-served students.

Question 92: How often do you hold planning meetings with classroom
teachers?

A. More than once a week,

B. Once a week,
C. Every two weeks,

D. Once a month,

E. Irregularly, less than once a month, or

F. I don't know.

Question 93: I am satisfied with the amount of coordination on my campus
between the compensatory program and the regui instructional program

A. Strongly agree

B. Agree

C. Neutral

D. Disagree
E. Strongly disagrees

F. Don't know/not applicable

B-8 '12
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4,

Attachment 8-1
(Page 2 of 2)

The possible responses for questions 94-99, in reference to the general
question: Which teacher (regular or compensatory) does the above
provides the service for students receiving compensatory services:" were
posted on the following scale:

Compensatory Mostly Both Mostly Classroom
teacher compensatory teachers classroom teacher

teacher equally teacher

Question 94: Determines report card grades in area(s) with compensatory
education.

Question 95: Selects materials for compensatory teacher to address.

Question 96: Selects skills for compensatory teachers to address.

Question 97: Explain instruction in parent conferences.

Question 98: Write plans and lessons for compensatory teachers.
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School

0

A

Status
Serve.

Hot Served
S erve.

Not Served

rade 2111M11 K L M

ER91,

bleirilirelrall*111P1 ,

Grade -T

L M

in.

rase .

R LMRLMRIMProportionGrade 5 Grade 6 Rank

/I

.......

Mill
INF 41111 :83

1.00 I

T:0-2- 1.03

I 4 1.17

.83 2

J

erve

Hot Served
erv..

Hot Served

1

. .9

, .6: 1.12

1 'r

1 1

. 9

1

11.1.1 51A

I, 60 . $

. 8 111

.8 .73

,6 .70

.8 1.05

.69 3

K

k,.

i,.

T. 3 1

.69 III_

.66

a

B

C

erve.

Not Served
erve,

Not Served
erve.

Hot Served

.60

.

.0

. .1

.5

Cl

.. :

.70 .93

r.53

1.51

A'S

.88 1 2

. 60

_

.50

--764-- .3

.69 .1

.50

E

SCE Served

Not Served

.68 .

.73 .

.9 .86

1 1.22

.50

G
SCE-Served

Not Served

. 2 .5r

.52 1111110
VIA
NV .65

.90 .65

.60 .81

.50

.40 101

erve.

Hot Served

.24

.65 31

1

. FE
2 IIIIP

F

SCE Served

Not Served

.
.10

.75

.76 .14 .14

.94 .99 .70

.60 .35

3 .

Allk

441 1.17

. I

. 0

.33 11

Average
Total

SCE Served

Hot Served

. .50

. 8 .68

.74.

77 .87

.7-4- .54

.73 .59 .

.56

*R = Reading

L = Language 6"ts
= Mathemato,,

Schools are ranked on the proportion
teachers gained at least .05 GE more
the same school/grade/subject.

SCE School Ranking #1

of instances in which low-achieving students served by SCE
than low-achieving students not served by an SCE teacher in



School
Average I Grade

GE Difference) R L H R
ra e

L H R1.0111Grade 3 Grade 4

H R

Grade 5

L H R

Grade 6
L H

Rank

/2

C .372 1.10 1.60 -.28 -.35 -.05 -.21
1

D .338 .35 .39 .35 .56 .22 .16
2

A .324 .40 .10 .50 .06 .42 .25 .71 .66 .48 .57 -.12 -.14 3

J .067 .09 .06 -.02 .34 -.23 .21 -.74 .08 .14 .28 .49 .14 .03 4

E .063 -.05 .59 .67 -.36
5

G .055
.28 -.02 -.14 .10 6

H .035 -.45 -.55 .17 .21 .25 .02 .24 .26 -.13 .33

K .023 .23 .16 .06 -.13 .14 -.32 8

8 .017 0 .12 .21 .23 -.07 -.39
9

1 -.030
-.01 -.07 .12 -.36 .30 -.16 10

F -.070 -.65 -.18 -.85 .04 -.13 .42 -.09 .44 .35 11K =Heaaing
L = Language Arts
H s Mathematics SCE School Ranking #2

Schools are ranked on the average GE difference between low-achieving children served by SCE
teachers and not served by SCE teachers in the same school/grade/subject.
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TEACHER SERVICE REPORT

Purpose

The State Compensatory Education (SCE) Elementary Teacher Service Report
for 1984-85 provided information relevant to the following decision and

evaluation questions:

Decision Question Dl: If.SCE is refunded for 1985-86, should the
Elementary Instructional Component be continued as is, modified, or

discontinued?

Evaluation Question 01-1: How many students were served by

SCE teachers? What percentage of low-achieving students
actually were served by SCE elementary teachers at schools
with SCE teachers?

Evaluation Question 01-2: What percentage of low-achieving
LEP students at schools with SCE teachers were served by a
bilingually certified teacher?

Evaluation Question D1-3: Did SCE teachers serve oetween

40-50 students?

Evaluation Question D1-4: Were the achievement gains realized
by low-achieving students served by SCE teachers greater than
the achievement gains predicted for those students?

Evaluation Question D1-5: Which schools showed the greatest

achievement gains by the students served by SCE teachers?

Evaluation Question D1-6: What teaching modes and structures

were used by the schools with the greatest achievement gains

by SCE-served students?

Evaluation Question D1-7: Did SCE teachers teach reading,

language arts, and mathematics? In what proportion?

Evaluation Question D1-9: How did SCE students' achievement
01717TgiTiFTWITTMiaTgr 1 students' and Migrant students'
achievement gains?

C-2
4



84.22

Procedure

Data Collection

In August 1984, ORE generated a three-part print out listing all of the
students in schools with SCE teachers. The first part included all the
low-achieving students (i.e., all students with a 1984 ITBS score that was
at or below the 30th percentile in reading, language arts, and/or
mathematics). The second part of the listing included all the students
whose ITBS scores were above the 30th percentile, while the third part
included all students without 1984 ITBS scores. A space was provided for
the teacher to indicate whether a student was served for reading/language
arts and/or mathematics, whether a placement instrument was used, and t'e
score(s) if available (see Attachment C-1).

Each of the sixteen SCE teachers (see Attachment C-2) received the listing
of students during the last week of August. It was accompanied by a
memorandum (Attachment C-3) instructing them how to use the list to
determine the students to be served, and how to keep the records for the
final evaluation.

In February, the SCE service records were retrieved through a memorandum
(Attachment C-4) requesting all the SCE teachers to update their service
records and return the updated listing to ORE by February 15, 1985. The

data from the print out listings were key- punched to create the SCE
"ELE-85" file (format shown in Attachment C-5).

Data Analyses

Frequency counts were obtained from the elementary teachers' service file
(ELE-85), the Student Master File, the LANG file, and the personnel
records of bilingual certification. The number of students served for
reading, arts, and mathematics for each grade level was
determined. The numbers of limited-English-proficient students at each
campus, and the availability of bilingually-certified teachers also were
obtained.

Results

Evaluation Question D1-1: How many students were served by SCE teachers?
What of low-achieving students were actually served by SCE
elementary teachers at schools with SCE teachers?

The number of low-achieving students (those who performed below the 31st
percentile in reading or math on the 1984 ITBS) enrolled in graces 1-6 in
schools with SCE teachers was estimated to be 1738 (student mobility may
make this figure fluctuate during the year). Out of those identified
students: 23.41. were served by SCE teachers for reading/ language arts
and/or mathematics.

C-3
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387 students with scores below the 31st percentile in reading/

language arts were served. This represents 27.5% of the

identified students.

26 students with scores below the 31st percentile in mathematics

were served. This represents 2.3% of the identified students.

it is important to be mindful that although only 23.4% of low-achieving

students in schools with SCE teachers were served by SCE teachers, the

other low achievers could have been served by other compensatory programs

in the District (see the Overlap Study, ORE publication 84.1).

Evaluation Question 01-2: What percentage of low-achieving LEP students

at schools with SCE teachers were served by a bilingually-certified SCE

teacher?

23 (Spanish) LEP students were identified in elementary schools or

grade levels without a bilingually-certified teacher.

10 of these 23 students were SCE eligible, but none of these 10

students were at schools served either by SCE or SCE

bilingually-certified teachers.

The two SCE bilingually certified teachers did not serve any .

students in schools or grades without a bilingually- certified

teacher available.

10 LEP students (regardless of having access to another

bilingually-certified teacher at their school and grade) who were

identified as low-achievers in schools with bilingually-certified

SCE teachers were served.

When reviewing these findings, however, it is important to note that the

SCE teachers with bilingual certification were not hired for the express

purpose of providing bilingual instruction.

Evaluation Question 01-3: Did SCE teachers serve between 40-50 students?

On the average, SCE teachers served 30 students each. The following

figure presents the number of students identified and served, by school,

in each subject area (Reading,/Language Arts and/or Mathematics). Notice

that Cook, Houston, and Langford each have two full-time SCE teachers.

Highland Park, Langford (in addition to the two full-time teachers), and

Webb each have a half-time SCE teacher.

C-4
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R/LA MATH R/LA ana/or M
st,HuUL (SCE Teachers Ident. Served Ident. Served Ident. Served

Barrington (Bil.) 111 39 83 0 134 39

Casis (1.15) (1 Bil.) 105 27 73 0 116 27

Cook (2) 194 76 167 0 228 76

Highland Park (1/2) 58 30 41 0 70 30

Houston (2) (1 Bil.) 232 35 171 0 280 35

Joslin 118 25 105 0 154 25

Langford (2 1/2) (1/2 Bil.) 169 51 165 0 233 56

Reilly 75 28 70 0 98 28

Sunset Valley 94 45 64 0 110 45

Travis Heights (Bil.) 91 12 84 21 126 27

Webb (1/2) (1/2 Bil.) 158 19 121 0 189 19

Total 1405 387 1144 26 1738 407

Average* 102.9 28.4 83.8 1.9 127.3 29.8

R/LA: Reading and/or Language Arts
IDENT: Identified low-achieving students
Bil.: Bilingually-certified teacher

*Averages are based on 13.65 F.T.E. teachers.

Figure C-1: SUMMARY OF NUMBERS OF SCE STUDENTS IDENTIFIED AND SERVED, BY
SCHOOL IN READING/LANGUAGE ARTS AND/OR MATH
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84.22 Attachment C-2

School

Barrington

Casis

Cook

Highland Park

Houston

Joslin

Langford

SCHOOLS WITH SCE TEACHERS

1984-1985

Name of Teachers

Kay Monzingo

Joan Smith
Ysabel Pena (.50)

Diane Hernandez
Hilda Baker

Anne Gray(.50)

Naomi Galloway
Deborah Shaffer

Linda Donovan

Ofelia Hernandez (.50)
Barbara Williams
Ruth Porter

Reilly Marilyn Jones

Sunset Valley Malinda Walker

Travis Heights Susan Ronberg Marek

Webb Sylvia Lomas (.50)
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84.22 AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
Office of Research and Evaluation.

August 27, 1984

TO: SCE Teachers, Principals, and Instructional Coordinators

FROM: Maria Defino, SCE Evaluator

SUBJECT: Student Eligibility

Attachment C-3
(Page 1 of 2)

Enclosed is the SCE STUDENT ELIGIBILFY PACKAGE for your school. The package
contains three printouts; each one has a different heading:

1. The Following Students Are ELIGIBLE FOR SCE Instructional
Services Based Upon Available ITBS Scores.

2. The Following Students Are NOT ELIGIBLE FOR SCE Instructional
Services Based Upon Available ITBS Scores.

3. The Eligibility of the Following Students for SCE Instructional
Services is UNKNOWN (No Scores Available).

The eligible student section includes, in reading percentile ascending order, all
the students in your school who scored at or below the 30th percentile in reading,
language arts, or math. The printout shows Reading Total percentile (RT Zile),
Language Total percentile (LT Zile),'and Math Total percentile (MT Zile) for each
student. 'Reading and language arts are combined in "R/LA SCE Eligibility." The
printout indicates "SCE" if the student is:eligible for R/LA, for MATH, or for both.
If the space under either R /LA or dATH SCE Eligibility is blank, it means there
are no ITBS scores available for determining eligibility and other criteria should
be used,*

The right side of the printout provides space for you to indicate which students
are served on a regular basis. If an instrument was used for placement* and/or
end-of-program assessment, indicate instrument and score in the appropriate column.
Bilingually certified SCE teachers should indicate in the last column which students
served are limited English proficient (LEP categories A and B). This column is also
for all SCE teachers to indicate any unusual circumstances that would significantly
affect a student's achievement (e.g., prolonged absencc,. The originals will be
sent to ORE in February 1985.

Students suspected to be SCE eligible (i.e., poor school performance) and who are
not in the ELIGIBLE FOR SCE printout should be located in either of the other two
printouts. If the student is transferring in from another school in AISD, look
for his/her scores in the microfiche enclosed. If the student is not found (new
to the District) or is in the UNKNOWN eligibility printout, testing and placement
should be done by the school.*

*For those students for whom testing and placement are required, we recommend the
following procedure. which is used successfully by the Chapter 1 Program.

C-9
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R

OPTIONAL IDENTIFICATION PROCEDURES

Attachment C-3

(Page 2 of 2)

1. Make o. list of students who are enrolled, appear to be low achievers, and are

not in the ELIGIBLE or NOT ELIGIBLE lists.

2. Students it grades 2-6 who do not have scores on either the printout, the
microfiche, or their folder from a previous district, could be tested with the

proper test.
Grade Test

K TOBE-2 Level K
1 CAT Level 11
2 CAT Level 12
3 CAT Level 13
4 CAT Level 14
5 CAT Level 15
6 CAT Level 16

3. For grade 1 students not on the lists or without scores from a previous &strict:

. If your school administers the MRT to all first graders,
use the percentile score for the Pre-Reading Composite.

. If your school does NOT administer the MRT to first graders,
test the student using the CAT Level 11.

If a first-grade student enters your school AFTER the MRT
testing takes place, administer the CAT, Level 11.

. A student who was retained at the end of the 1983-84 year,
and does not have spring 1984 scores should be tested with
the CAT level and norms for the grade he would be in, had
he not been retained.

4. Kindergarten students will be given the ITBS by the District in September, and
percentile scores will be available soon thereafter. Those students who do

not take the ITBS in September would be given the TOBE.

Testing materials may be requested by calling Maria Defino at 458-1227.

MD: if

Enclosure

cc: Timy Baranoff
Ruben Olivarez

Approved:
Director of Ref arch and Evaluation

Approved: //
Assistant Superintendent for Elementary Education
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84.22 Attachment C-4

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
Office of Research and Evaluation

January 25, 1985

TO: SCE Elementary Teachers

FROM: Maria Defio

SUBJECT: Service Records

Near the start of the school year you recc;ved a computer printout
which listed the students at each grade lavel in your school, rank
ordered according to their achievement test performance. At that
time you were asked to place a check mark by the names of students
you served on a regular basis during the year.

Please update these service records as much as possible and send
them to me at ORE, Box 79, Room C, by Friday, February 15, 1985.
I am requesting them somewhat earlier than usual to facilitate
production of the Overlap Study for 1984-85.

Please feel free to call me at 458-1227 if you have any questions.

MD:bw
cc: Kathryn Stone

Ann Neeley
Elma Berrones

Approved:

4;rwtDirecto , Office of esearc nd 2valuation

Approved:
4

Assistant Superintendent for Elementary Education
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1

FiLE LAYOUT

CLABELED UNLABELED

LABEL ID TAPE MO.

BLOCKSIZE CHARACTERS

RECORD SIZE 80 CHARACTERS

DESCRIPTION Teacher Service File

REMARKS

Attachment C-5

PAGE 1 OF 1

By: John Frr

DATE CREATED: 2-12-$15

SUG. SCRATCH DATE:

DENSITY BPI

SEQUENCE

NO.0Fi COLUMNS
....cautzalto

3 1 1

DATA FORMAT FIELD NAME I REMARKS

3 I I ID TSF

3 ! 4 6 1 I YEAR 85

7 i 7 13 I NUMERIC I STUDENT' ID

1 1 14 14 FILLER

15 115 29 I ALPHA 1 LAST NAME

1 130 30 FILLER

10 I 31 40 ALPHA I FIRST NAME

1 141 41 I FILLER

1 142 42 ALPHA j MIDDLE INITIAL

4

3 44 I 46 NU) IC SCHOOL CODE

1 47 1 47 FILLER

2 48 149 NUMERIC GRADE

1 50 150 FILLER

1 151 ALPHA -NUM SERVED-READING SPACE OR 1°

1 152 FILLER

1 153 ALPHA-NUM SERVED-MATH SPACE OR *1'

I 54 FILLER

1 155 ALPRA-NUM 1 TRANSFER SPACE OR T#

1 156 I FILLER

1 i 57 ALPhA-NUM j BILINGUAL TEACHER SPACE OR *1/

I I I

C-12
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Appendix D

COUNSELOR SERVICE RECORD
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84.2?

COUNSELOR SERVICE RECORD

Purpose

The SCE Elementary Counselor Service Records for 1984-85 provided
information relevant to the following decision and evaluation questions:

Decision Question 92... If SCE is refunded for 1985-86, should the
Guidance and Counseling Component be continued as is, modified, or
discontinued?

Evaluation Question 02-1: How many students were served by
the Guidance and Counseling,Component of SCE?

Evaluation Question 02-2: What proportion of SCE counselors'

services were devoted to crisis situations versus all other
reasons for interventions?

Procedure

Data Collection

On November 5, 1984, each of the 38 regular counselors (serving 49
schools) received a packet of 125 scannable Counseling Record forms
(Attachment 0-1). The form was designed by the SCE Evaluator and revised
by the Guidance and Counseling Steering Committee. Directions for filling

in the Counseling Records were sent to all participating counselors (two
counselors funded by Special Education did not participate) in a
memorandum prepared by members of the Steering Committee (Attachment
D-2). Additionally, all of the participating counselors (Attachment 0-3)
met in January to review the definitions, clarify areas of coding
disagreement, and so on, in an effort to obtain greater consistency in

coding. However, no data pe,taining to interrater agreement were

collected. (NOTE: The Records were not distributed until November
because they were not ordered until September, soon after the SCE
Evaluator was hired. The company with the lowest bid needed several weeks
to produce and deliver the sheets to AISD.)

Briefly, the Counseling Record is a scannable sheet which counselors were
responsible for completing themselvesat each school, entering as many of
their activities as possible. Each entry was coded, as appropriate, in

the following categories: type (subcategories: whole class, individual,
or small groups); reasons (subcategories: crisis, developmental/
preventive, academic, behavior, attendance, LST/ARD, assessments, family/
health, other); direct contact (subcategories: student, teacher, AISD
staff, other agency, parent/guardian); and coordination (subcategories:
Parent Involvement Program, hearing/vision screening, LST/ARD, group

D-2
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testing, Aim High, LEP, agency programs, Project Pride, student records,
other). Counselors were instructed to turn in their records at the end
of each six-weeks' grading period; they were sent reminders aoout this
just prior to the end of each grading period. Feedback about records was
sent as deemed necessary (Attachment D-4). In the last week of April,
counselors were asked to turn in all remaining Counseling Records to ORE
by May 15. No other standardized conditions for completing the Records
were required. No reliability or validity data, and no norms, were
established for the Counseling Record form.

Data Analyses

A computer program (SC-CSF02-04-01) was utilized to obtain frequency
counts, by school and for the total sample, for each coding category and
subcategory. The percentage that each subcategory contributed to the
total count for a category was calculated for each six-weeks' period, as
well. Looking across all schools, the program determined the lowest
individual frequency for each subcategory and the highest individual
frequency for each, over both the given six-weeks' period and cumulatively
(Attacnment D-5).

Several factors contribute to the necessity for viewing these data as a
piloting of the Counseling Record form. First, the Records were
distributed so late in the year that the data cannot in any way be
'presumed to reflect a "normal' year's work on the part of counselors.
Second, it was clear at the January counselors' meeting that, at least up
until that time and possibly even beyond then, discrepancies existed in
the ways counselors chose to code their activities. Both of these
situations can be corrected for the 1985-86 year; the Supervisor of
:lementary Guidance and Counseling (there will not be an SCE Evaluator to
take this responsibility) will need to reorder the Counseling Records in
the summer, and should hold review sessions with the counselors focusing
on how the forms are to be completed. (Ideally, interrater agreement data
could be obtained in such sessions.) Keeping in mind the need for
implementing these recommendations and the limitations of the current data
base, the following results may be presented.

Evaluation Question 02-1: How many students were served?

A total of 17,979 individual student contacts were made in one-to-one
sessions with counselors during the coding period. There were L1,960
student contacts made in the context of small group sessions with
counselors. Finally, 3307 whole-class interventions were made by
counselors between November 6 and May 15. Thus, a grand total of 43,246
student interventions were reported for the coding period.

Indirectly, counselors intervened on behalf of individual students (e.g.,
conferred with teachers, parents, and so on) a total of 35,590 times. The

lowest frequency of such interventions reported by a counselor wis one;
the highest was 1297; and the average for all 35 participating counselors
was 1017.

D614
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Not only does this data not reflect an entire year for the counselors, it

also does not reflect the work of all the counselors at all the schools.

Of the 38 counselors, two counselors (representing three schools) did not
participate in reporting counselor service, one additional counselor
(representing one school) returned incomplete records for her school
(these incomplete records were used in the totals and this counselor

represents the 1FTE) Attachment D-6 provides the counselor information by

individual schools.

Evaluation Question D2-2: What proportions of SCE counselors' services

were devoted to crisis situations versus all other reasons for

interventions?

A total of 69,577 reasons for intervening were coded by counselors across
the nine subcategories. Of these, 2768, or 4%, were related to crisis

situations. (See Attachment D-5 for a breakdown of percentages for all
nine subcategories, together with lows, highs, and averages.)

57.7% of these crisis interventions were made by participating SCE funded

counselors. These crisis interventions accounted for 3.6% of the
participating SCE counselors' total, number of interventions per school.

D-4
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84.22

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
Division of Instruction

Elementary School Management
Elementary Guidance and Counseling

1984-85

Instructions For Completing The

COUNSELING RECORD

Attachment D-2

(Page 1 of 2)

Use a #2 pencil - NOT black ink! Do not punch holes or staples on sheets
because it will not go through the machine.

1. School: Your school

2. Name: Counselor's name

3. Date to left of column

4. When you work with an entire class on a specific topic such as:
respona4 b4lity, study skills lesgem, etc enr the nme of the
teacher and grade, then bubble in WHOLE CLASS and DEV, (developmental).

5. If you consult with a teacher and the principal about Johnny's behavior,
bubble in Behavior, STUDENT, Teacher, and AISD Staff.*

6. If you confer with a mother and child about child's absence because
of family problems, bOble in Individual, Attendance, Family, Parent.

7. Organizing materials for TABS Preassessment - bubble in Grp. Testing.

8. Teacher reports Peter crying. You visit with him and find he has been

abused by stepfather. You file report with police and DER. Bubble in

Indivi,Aual, Family, Teacher, Other ALeas.

9. Friendship Group which includes Sara, Salina, Frances and Janey - mark 4
times under Small and 4 times under Developmental.

10. Consultation with Visiting Teacher and/or Home Visitor re: medical

appointment for child - bubble Family, Student and AISD Staff.

11. Parent Conference re: child to refer to Psychotherapy Agency. Bubble

Behavior, STUDENT, Agency, Parent.

12. Local Support Team for Mary, James and Elicio. Bubble in Academic,

LST/ARD, STUDENT, Teacher, AISD Staff Parent.

13. Rene (behavior) after conference you place him in In-School Suspension
for 3 days. Bubble is individual, CRISIS, A-ademic, Behavior, STUDENT,
Teacher, AISD Staff, Parent.

14. Vision and Hearing co-ordination.

15. Sent invitations to LPAC. Bubble in LEP.

16. Sent Cum Folders - bubble in Student Records.

17. Parent Group - setting up with principal. Bubble in AISD Staff and P.I.P.

(Parent involvement program)

D-6
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84.22 Attachment D-2

(Page 2 of 2)

18. Shoe card - bubble in Family/Health, STUDENT, Other Agency, Parent.

19. L.D. Observation of Tom - bubble in Academic, Assessments, and STUDENT.

To save paper you may continue with the following day's record'on the same sheet.

20. Hall Duty - bubble in Other.

21. Phone call or school visit with Gloria Richards re: guidance materials, etc.
bubble in AISD Staff and Other under cocrdination.

EXPLANATION OF CATEGORIES:

Under "Reason"

DEV/Prev. - Developmental/Preventive

Family/Hlth - Family/Health

Under "Contact"

0th. Agency - Other Agency

Parent /Grdn - Parent/Guardian

Under "Coordination".

P.I.P. - 2arent Involvement Program

Hrg/Vsn Sorn - Hearing/Vision Screening

Grp. Testing - Group Testing

Agency Prog - Agency Program

St. Records - Student Records

* If you actuallyisee the child in a direc* counseling situation mark Individual
under Type.

4 If you make an indirect contact for a child, then mark STUDENT under Contact.

COUNSELING RECORD SHEETS:

The Counseling Record sheets are due in the Office of Research and Evaluation
at the end of each six weeks:

Monday, November 19, 1984
Thursday, January 17, 198`

ft
February 28, 1985
April 18, 1985
May 30, 1985

(It might be wise to keep a xeroxed copy of Counseling Record Sheets and
the date it was sent to ORE.)

Contact Persons: Maria Defino, Office of Research and Evaluation, 451-8411 Ex. 229
Gloria Richards, Elementary Guidance and Counseling, 451-8411 Ex. 325

D-7
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84.22 Attachment D-3
(Page 1 of 2)

Elementary Counselors
1984-1985

Funding

School Name of Counselor AISD SCE

Allan Melba Davis
Allison Rosemary Rodriguez

Andrews Jan Thomas
Barrington Carolyn Sullivan

Becker Brenda G. Brooke
Blackshear Sarah Firestone
Blanton Nicholas Noy
Brooke Wayne Norris

Brown Frankie Brown
Campbell Thomas Dunn
Casis Jane Hembree

Cook Christella Cain

Cunningham Clara B. Walker
Dawson Minnette Mueller

Govalle Kathryn Moore

Graham Cornelia Tolley

Gullett Sylvia Nichols

Harris Lonna Sparr
Highland Park Wayne Norris
Houston Aurora Zerrien

Joslin Jack Brock

Langford Eunice Houston

Linder Rosemary Rodriguez

Maplewood Tanya Hubbard
Mathews Judith Scott

Metz Mary Caldwell

Norman Harriett Franks

Oak Hill Suzie Ramon

Oak Springs Ouida Bohac

Odom Orphalinda Bann
Ortega Judith Scott
Pecan Springs Ouida Bohac

Pillow Elizabeth Colop

Pleasant Hill Margery Johnson

Read Carolyn Sullivan

Reilly Tanya Hubbard
Ridgetop Elizabeth Colop
St. Elmo Lorna PPtch

Sanchez Cornelia Tolley

Sims Sylvia Nichols
Sunset Valley Janet Leath

Travis Heights Eva Ornelas
Walnut Creek Harriett Franks

70
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84.22 Attachment 0-3
(Page 2 of 2)

Funding

School Name of Counselor AISD SCE

Webb Sandra Baran 1.00

Williams Mabel Jean Schmer 1.00

Winn Birdie Caldwell .70 .30

Wooldridge Jill Winn .80 .20

Wooten Special Education Counselor
Zavala Jane Hembree .30 .20

hiker Adeline Hamilton .80 .20

Totals 32.4 5.6

Total Allocation 38
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TO:

FROM:

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
Office'of Research and Evaluation

December 1984

Maria Defino, SCE Evaluator

SUBJECT: Counseling Records

Attachment D-4

Thank you for having returned your counseling record sheets to
my office. While processing the sheets, I noticed the
following (marked as they apply)P

0 Recording is not bein' done continuously; that is, not
all of the rows on a page were used before you went on
to another.

ri The school name was not written at the top of each
1-1 sheet (most important for counselors who work in two

schools).

0 Events occurring at two schools were recorded on a
single page, rather than on separate record forms.

Bubbles were not filled in for each student seen in a
small group (they need to be).

Other:

Please call Gloria or me if you are unsure of any aspect of
coding your activities onto the record forms. I'll be happy to
help you--especially before any "systematic" coding errors
occur and any time is wasted. These days, every minute counts!
Again, thank you for your cooperation and participation in the
evaluation process.

MD:bw
cc: Ruben Olivarez

Approved:
Director Office of a6;ear and Evaluation

Approved:
Assistant Superi,tendent for Elementary Education



84.22 Attachment D-5

SUMMARY TABLE OF COUNSELORS' REASONS FOR INTERVENING

Individual Individual
Total t of Low High Individual

Subcategory Frequency* All Reasons Frequency Frequency Average***

CRISIS 2,768 3.98 3 475 79

Developmental/

Preventive 22,445 32.26 5 1,521 641

Academic 9,883 14.20 5 578 282

Behavijr 11,583 20.96 26 875 417

Attendance 1,046 1.50 0 498 30

LST/ARD 4,421 6.35 0 621 126

Assessments 3,061 4.40 0 251 87

Family/Health 6,542 9.40 6 752 187

Other 4,828 6.94 0 754 138

TOTAL 69,577 99.99** 1,987

'Frequencies ao not include Allison, Linder, and Webb; data for Zilker
is incomplete.

**Does not total to 100% because of rounding.

***This average is based on the 35 participating counselors, representing
46 schools.

D-1k
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COUNSELOR SERVICE RECORDS BY SCHCOL

0-12
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Note: The counseling data presented here for the following schools does
not include the sixth six-weeks period because the records were not
available at the time of this scanning:

Allan
Becker
Dawson
Joslin

The counseling records for Zilker are incomplete.

The counseling records for the following schools are unavailable for the
entire year, and therefore not included here:

Allison
Linder

Webb

75
D-13



84.22

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION

COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85

SC -CS F02 -04 -01 YEAREND TOTALS

SCHOOL 142 ALLAN

LIRE
WHOLE CLASS
INDIVIDUAL
SMALL GROUP
YEAREND TOTALS
RUNNING TOTAL

REASONS
CRISIS
DEV./PREV.
ACACEMIC

-BEHAVIOR
ATTENDANCE
LST/ARD
ASSESSMENTS
FAMILY/HLTH.
CTHER
YEAR- END-TOTALS
RUNNING TOTAL

--cusucr

RAY RERLENTALE
7

40
11

58
58

RAE

12.07
68.97
18.97

100.00

ZERLEBIAIE
10 10.42
4 4.17

17 17.71
23 23.96
6 6.25
7 7.29
3 3.13

11 11.46
15 15.63
96 100.00
96

RAW PERCENTAGE
STUDENT 30 39.47
TEACHER 23 30.26
-Also-STAFF - 12 15;79
0TH. AGENCY 3 3.95
PARENT/GRDN. 8 10.53
YEAR -END TOTALS 76 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 76

HRG/VSN SCRN
LST /ARD

RAS- PFRCFNTALE
3 6.67
4 8.89
4 "8.89-

GRP. TESTING 2 4.44
AIM HIGH 2 4.44

"-LEP -7 -- 15.56
AGENCY PROC. 2 4.44
PRIDE 0 .00
ST. RECORDS- 4 "8.89--
OTHER 17 37.78
YEAR -END TOTALS 45 100000
-RUNNING TOTAL

D-14
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
OFF ICE OF RE SEARCH AND EVALUATION

COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85

SC CSF 020401 YEAR -END TOTA LS

SCHOOL 102 ANDREWS

TYPE RAX REBLENIALI
WHOLE CLASS 11 2.33
INDIVIDUAL 254 53.70
SMALL GROUP 201 43.97
YEAR -END TOTALS 473 100.00
RUNNING TOT AL 473

R EA SONS RAW P E RC ENT ALI
CRISIS 49 6.67
DEV. / PR EV. 227 30.88
ACADEMIC 97 13.20
BEHAVIOR 128 17.41
ATTENDANCE 25 3.40

1 LST/ARD 61 8.30
ASSESSMENTS 60 8.16
F AM ILY/ HLT H. 72 9.80

, OTHER 16 2.18
--Y EAREND TOTALS" T35 100:00

RUNNING TOT AL 735

CONTACT BAN PERCENTAGE
STUDENT 364 32.38
TEACHER 274 24.38

--AI SD-STAFF --290- 25.80
0TH. AGENCY 49 4.36
PAR ENT /GRAN. 147 13.08
"YEAREND -TOTALS 1124 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 1124

--CUDEDIBAIIDN RAM-
21

PERCENTAGE
3.54

HRG/VSr SCRN 66 11.13
LST/ARD 143 24.11
GRP. TESTING 98 16.53
AIM HIGH 38 6.41

-2
AGENCY PROG. 5 .84
PRIDE 4 .67

--ST: RECORDS 8 1;35--
OTHER 208 35.08
YEAR -END IJTALS 593 100.00

--RUNNING-TOTAL .

D-15
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION

COU'iSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85

SCCSF020401 YEAREND TOTALS

SCHOOL 149

IXEL

BARRINGTON

&A PERCENTAa
107WHOLE CLASS 18.64

INDIVIDUAL 227 39.55
SMALL GROUP 240 41.81
YEAR -END TOTALS 574 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 574

REASONS RA. ELBLENIAfiE
CRISIS 48 4.40
DEV./PREV. 272 24.93
ACACEMIC 274 25.11
BEHAVIOR 202 18.52
ATTENDANCE 7 .64
LST/ARD 180 16.50
ASSESSMENTS 52 4.77
FAMILY/HLTH. 24 2.20
OTHER 32 2.93
-YEAREND TOTALS 1091 1.00.00-
RUNNING TOTAL 1091

=ALI LAM RERCEBIAGE
STUDENT 296 35,24
TEACHER 225 26.79
-AISD STAFF 143 17002'-
0TH. AGENCY 32 3.81
PARENT/GRDN. 144 17.14
YEAR -END TOTALS 840 -100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 840

--CODROTUATION--- gg PERCENTAGE
P.I.P. 0

HRG/VSN SCRN .29
--LST/ARD -169 48.99--
C.RP. TESTING 48 13.91
AIM HIGH 1 .29

I- LEP 2Z- 6:38-
AGENCY PROG. 38 11.01
PRIDE 0 .00
ST: RECORDS' 32 9.28 --

OTHER 34 9.86
1 YEAR -END TOTALS 345 100.00
---RUNNING TOTAL--

D-16
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION

COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85

SCCSF020401 YEAREND TOTALS

SCHOOL 104 BECKER

IXRE RAE LERCENTALi
hHOLE CLASS 16 2.56
INDIVIDUAL 451 72.04
SMALL GROUP 159 25.40
YEAR -END TOTALS 626 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 626

REASONS EERcENIALE
CRISIS 85 8.74
DEV./PREV. 311 31.96
ACADEMIC 287 29.50
BEHAVIOR 165 16.96
ATTENDANCE 1 .10
LST/ARD 92 9.46
ASSESSMENTS 6 .62
FAMILY/HLTH. 15 1.54
OTHER 11 1.13
YEAREND TOTALS 973 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 973

CONTACI RAH PERLENIALE
STUDENT 289 29.02
TEACHER 248 24.90
AISD-STAFF--- 313 -31.43
0TH. AGENCY 30 3.01
PARENT/GRDN. 116 11.65
YEAR -END TOTALS 996 -100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 996

-CSIORDIBAIIDN -um PERCENTAGE
P.I.P. 1 .42.
HRG/VSN SCRN 31 13.08

--LST/ARD 72 30.38
GRP. TESTING 21 8.44
AIM HIGH 18 7.59

h-LEP- -0 -.00
AGENCY PROG. 5 2.11
PRIDE 0 .00
ST. RECORDS 42 17.72
OTHER 48 20.25
YEAR -END TOTALS 237 100.00

-RUNNING TOTAL 237

0-17

79



84.22

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION

COUNSELOR LOGS

SCCSF020401

SCHOOL 105 1. BLACKSHEAR

IYr

AS OF 05/17/85

YEAREND TOTALS

gAN EERCENTAaL
WHOLE CLASS 151 13.45
INDIVIDUAL 326 29.03
SMALL GROUP 646 57.52
YEAREND TOTALS 1123 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 1123

REASONS RAN PERCENIALE
CRISIS 3 .22
9EV./PREV. 551 39.55
SCADEMIC 230 16.51
LEHAVIOR 346 .24.84
ATTENDANCE 2 .14
LST/ARD 72 5.17
ASSESSMENTS -12 .96
FAM ILY /HLTH. 120 8.61
OTHER 57 4.09

--YEARN'END TOTALS 1393 -.100.00--
RUNNING TOTAL 1393

LOVIACI
STUDENT
TEACHER

--AISD-STAFF-
AGENCY

rIAREKT/GRDN.
YEAR -END TOTALS

us
245
269

.14T--.
31
119
811

PERCENTAGE
30.21
33.17

3.82
14.67

100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 811

COORDINATION- RAY--PERCfN110E
P.I.P. 11 4.74
HRG/VSN SCRN

--LST/ARD
21
40

9405
"17.24

GRP. TESTING 43 18.53
AIM HIGH 3 1.29-LEP
AGENCY PROG. .00
PRIDE 0 .00
ST: RECORDS 6.03'
OTHER 71 30.60
YEAR-END TOTALS 232 100.00

--RUNNING TOTAL---

0-18
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION

COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85

SCCSF020401 YEAREND TOTALS

SCHOOL 106 BLANTON

TYPE RAY EVELMARE
WHOLE CLASS 24 1.32
INDIVIDUAL 1047 57.72
SMALL GROUP 743 40.96
YEAREND TOTALS 1814 100.00
RUNNING 70-1".1 1814

REAsnNs PERCENTALE
CRISIS 94 4.75
DEV. /PREV. 861 43.55
ACADEMIC 134 6.78

-BEHAVIOR 492 24.89
ATTENDANCE 9 .46
LST/ARD 162 8.19
ASSESeMENTS 74 3.74
FAMIL "FILTH. 75 3.79
OTHER 76 3.84
-YEAREND TOTALS 1977 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 1977

CONTACT -EAN PERCENTILE
STUDENT 705 42.50
TEACHER 269 16.21

--AIM STAFF 357 21.52
OTH..AGENCY 73 4.40
PARENT/GRDN. 255 15.37
YEAREND TOTALS 1659 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 1659

--
COQ 1121/1/111411 RAN 'PERCENTAGE
P.I.P. 0 .00
HRG/VSN SCRN 4 1.73
LST/ARD 168
GRP. TESTING 44 19.05
AIM HIGH 0 .00
LEP 0 .00--
AGENCY PROG. 0 .00
PRIDE
ST. RECORnS

0
---a

.00

.00--
OTHER 15 6.49
YEAREND TOTALS 231 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL- 231-
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION

COUNSELOR LOGS ;$ OF 05/17/85

SC+CSF02+04+01

SCHOOL 108 -

YEAR -END TOTALS

BROOKE

TYPE RAN EERLEBIAL
WHOLE CLASS 34 4.24
INDIVIDUAL 188 23.47
SMALL GROUP 579 72.28
YEAR -SEND TOTALS 801 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 801

REASONS RAN PERC13 TAG5
.32CRISIS 3

OEV. /PREV. 538 68.80
ACADEMIC 40 5.12

-BEHAVIOR 181 24.17
ATTENDANCE 2 .26
LST/ARD 4 .51
ASSESSMENTS 0 .00
FAMILY/HLTH. 6 .77
OTHER 0 .00

--YEAR+END TOTALS 782 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 782

CONTACT RAN PERCENTAGE
STUDENT 170 31.66
TEACHER 113 21.04

-AISD STAFF' 105 19.55
OTH. AGENCY 4 .74
PARENT/GRDN. 145 27.00
YEAREND TOTALS 537 -100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 537

CDOWTNATION- RAN PIRCEMME
0 .00

HRG/VSN SCRN 4 4.65
ISTIARD 38 44.19
GRP. TESTING 10 11.63
AIM HIGH 0 .00
LEP- -0 :CO--

, AGENCY ?ROL,. 1 1.16
1 PkIDE 2 2833

ST. RECORDS -3

OTHER 28 32,56
YEAR -END TOTALS 86 100.00
-RUNNING TOTAL-- "86'

D-20 8 2
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
OFF ICE OF RESEARCH AND. EVALUATION

COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85

SCCSF020401 YEAREND TOTALS

SCHOOL 109 BROWN

I/2E
WHOLE CLASS
INDIVIDUAL
SMALL GROUP
YEAR -END TOTALS
RUNNING TOTAL

RFASONS

RA
60

1785
857

2702
2702

RA2

PERCENTAGE
2.22

66.06
31.72
100.00

RERLINIALL
CRISIS 32 .95
DEV./PREV. 1141 33.77
ACADEMIC 440 13.02

-BEHAVIOR 876 25.92
ATTENDANCE 4;9 14.77
LST/ARD 16 .47
ASSESSMENTS 6 .18
FAMTLY/HLTH. 299 8.85
OTHER 70 2.07
YEAR -END TOTALS 33 79 100,
RUNNING TOTAL 3379

RAN PERCENTALE
STUDENT 409 16.65
TEACHER 1297 52.81
AISO-STAFF 230 -9.36
0TH. AGENCY 98 3.99
PARENT/GRDN. 422 17.18
YEAR -END TOTALS 2456 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 2456

P.I.P.
HRG/VSN SCRN
LST/ARD

RAW
1

10
16

21110ENIALI
.25

2.52
-4.03

GRP. TESTING 57 14.36
AIM HIGH 1 .25

--LEP-- 0 .00-
AGENCY PROG. 2 .50
PRIDE 18 4.53
ST. RE.ARDS .4

OTHER 288 72.54
YEAR -END TOTALS 397 100.00

-RUNNING TOTAL 197-

0-21
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION

COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85

SCCSF020401 YEAREND TOTALS

SCHOOL 111 CAMPBELL

RA2 PIALENIALE
WHOLE CLASS
INDIVIDUAL
SMALL GROUP
YEAREND TOTALS
RUNNING TOTAL

REASONS

91
753

1087
1931
1(731

BAN

4.71
39.00
56.29
100.00

PERCENTAGE
CRISIS 86 3.98
DEV./PREV. 1471 68.01
ACADEMIC 81 3.74
BEHAVICR 206 9.52
ATTENDANCE 4 .18
LST/ARD 22 1.02
ASSESSMENTS 33 1.53
FAMILY/HLTH. 109 5.04
OTHER 6.98

--YEAREND-TOTALS 2163 -100.00-
RUNNING TOTAL 2163

CONTACT mud- PERCENTAGE
STUDENT 84 13.33
TEACHER 347 55.08
-ATSD-STAFF 12T- 720:16-
0TH. AGENCY 23 3.65
PARENT/GRIM. 49 7.78
-YEAREND-TOTALS 630 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 630

--c00110TNATIoN". 252,UNIALE
0P.I.P. .00

HRG/VSN SCRN 23 9.09
--LST/ARD 24

GRP. TESTING 14 5.33
AIM HIGH 0 .00

--tEP--- --;00-
AGENCY PROG. 6 2.37
PRIDE

--ST;-RECORDS
0

-0

.00
-a-AO--

OTHER 186 73.52
YEAR -END TOTALS

,---RUNNING-TOTAL
253

-253
100.00

D-22
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION

COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85

SCCSF020401 YEAR -END TOTALS

SCHOOL 112 CASIS

IYEE
WHOLE CLASS
INDIVIDUAL
SMALL GROUP
YEAREND TOTALS
-RUNNING TOTAL

aFASONS
CRISIS
DEV./PREV.
ACADEMIC
BEHAVIOR
ATTENDANCE
LST/ARD
ASSESSMENTS
FAMILY/HLTH.
OTHER
YEAREND TOTALS
RUNNING TOTAL

IAN EERCFNTAGE
5

155
149
309
309

RA2

1.62
50.16
48.22
100.00

EEELEBIASI
32 2.35
28 2.06

340 25.00
485 35.66
25 1.84
91 6.69
93 6.84
259 19.04

7 .51
1260 100.00
1360

QUAL' BAN PERCENTALE
STUDENT 749 40.14
TEACHER 500 26.80
AISD STAFF 372 19.94--
0TH. AGENCY 23 1.23
PARENT/GRDN. 222 11.90
YEAR -END TOTALS 1866 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 1866

--taunolnum:
P.I.P. 0
HRG/VSN SCRN 7 .97
LST/ARD-- 339 46.95
GRP. TESTING 67 9.28
AIM HIGH 87 12.05
LEP- -0-
AGENCY FROG. 9 1.25
PRIDE 3 .42
ST: RECORDS

_

.00
OTHER 2_10 29.09
YEAR -END TOTALS 722 100.00

---RUNNING TOTAL 722

D-23
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION

COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85

SCCSF020401 YEAR -END TOT S

SCHOOL 161 COOK

1.12E
WHOLE CLASS
INDIVIDUAL
SMALL GROUP
YEAR -END TOTALS
RUNNING TOTAL-

BEASDNS
CRISIS
DEV./PREV.
ACACEM IC
-BEHAVIOR
ATTENDANCE
LSWARD
ASSESSMENTS
FAMILY/HLTH.
OTHER

-YEAR...END-TOTALS
RUNNING TOTAL

=Da
STUDENT
TFACHER

--A1SD.STAFF-
OTH. AGENCY

RAI' PERCENTAGE
113 10.02
703 62.32
312 27.66

1128 100.00
1128

BAN PERCENTAGE
132 11.62
513
104
193
14
31
43
71
30

1136
1136

45.16
9.15
17.43
1.23
2.73
3.79
6.25
2.64

100.00-

RAW PERCENTAZE
719 63.97
269 23.93
47 4:18
12 1.07

6.85
100;00--

PARENT/CRON: 77
-YEAR...END-TOTALS- 1124
RUNNING TOTAL 1124

--0Q110/NATIfia
R.I.P.
HRG/VSN SCR!

-LST/ARD
GRP. TESTING
AIM HIGH

-LEP - - - --

AGENCY PRCG.
PRIDE

--FT RECORDi-
OTHER
YEAR -END TOTALS

RAY-PERCENTAGE-
O .00-
7 12.96

-14-- 25.93--
28 51.85
0 .00
-0

1 1.85
0 .00
o
4 7.41
54 100.00

RUNNING -TOTAL--

1,1,24

86



84.22

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION

COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85

SCCSF020411 YEAR -END TOTALS

SCHOOL 113 CUNNINGHAM

TYPE
WHOLE CLASS
INDIVIDUAL
SMALL GROUP
YEAREND TOTALS
RUNNING TOTAL

RAY REBLENIALE
59 4.15

476 33.50
886 62.35
1421 100.00
1421

REASONS PERCENTAGE
CRISIS

.RAW
46 2.45

DEV./PREV. 698 37.11
ACADEMIC 120 6.38
BE:4AVIOR 239 12.71
ATTENDANCE 6 .32
LST/ARD 51 2.71
ASSESSMENTS 66 3.51
FAMILY/HLTH. 189 13.05
OTHER 466 24.77

--YEAREND TOTALS 1881 -!00.00-
RUNNING TOTAL 1881

CONIACT RAN PERCENTALL
STUDENT 381 27.16
TEACHER 383 27.30

--Also- STAFF 422 30.08
0TH. AGENCY 38 2.71
PARENT/GRIM. 179 12.76
YEAR -END TOTALS '1403 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 1403

.

UORDINATION RAN- PERCENTAGE-
P.I.P. 0 .00
HRG/VSN SCRN 24 9.16
LST /ARD 28 10.69
GRP. TESTING 59 22.52
AIM HIGH
LEP--
AGENCY PROG.

3

20

1.15
.00-

7.63
PRIDE 0 .00
ST.'RECORDS.--- 7 2.67--

i OTHER 121 46.18
YEAR -END TOTALS :162 100.00
RUNNING-TOTAL.- 262



84.22

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION

COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85

SCCSF020401 YEAREND TOTALS

SCHOOL 114 DAWSON .

IXR.E
WHOLE CLASS
INDIVIDUAL
SMALL GROUP
YEAREND TOTALS
RUNNING TOTAL

RAE
215
113
524
852
852

RERcERTALL
25.23
13.26
61.50
100.00

REASONS RAN RERUNIALE
CRISIS 22 1.92
DEV./PREV. 212 18.50
ACADEMIC 138 12.04

-"BEHAVIOR 390 34.03
ATTENDANCE 15 1.31
LST/ARD 142 12.39
ASSESSMENTS 28 2.44
FAMILY/HLTH. 147 12.83
OTHER 52 4.54
YEAR -END TOTALS 1146 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 1146

UNTACT RAN EIRLENIALE
STUDENT 245 23.69
TEACHER 432 41.78
AISD.STAFF -162 -15.67
0TH. AGENCY 56 5.42
?ARENT/GRDN. 139 13.44
"YEAREND TOTALS 1034 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 1034

"-CDOBOTralabi- RAN' PERCENTAGE
P.I.P. 60 14.81
HRG/VSN SCRN 12 2.96
LST/ARD -154 38.32
GRP. TESTING 23 5.68
AIM HIGH 4 .943

r-LEP"" 10
AGENCY PROG. 7 1.73
PRIDE 0 .00
ST. RECORDS 9

OTHER 126 31.11
YEAR -END TOTALS 405 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 405

D-26



84.22

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION

COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85

SCCSF021401 YEAREND TOTALS

SCHOOL 115 GOVALLE

IYEF RAY PERCENTAGE
WHOLE CLASS
INDIVIDUAL
SMALL -,ROUP
YEAR -END TOTALS
RUNNING TOTAL

REASCUS

245
618
445
1308
1308

RAY

18.73
47.25
34e02
100.00

PERCENTALL
CRISIS 48 2.23
DEV./PREV. 432 20.07
ACADEMIC 579 26.91
BEHAVIOR 647 -30.07
ATTENDANCE 5 .23
LST/ARD 130 6.04
ASSESSMENTS 55 2.56
FAMILY/HLTH. 227 10.55
OTHER 29 1.35
YEAR -END TOTALS 2152 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 2152

UN TACT RAY PERCENTA.E
STUDENT 414 42.29
TEACHER 176 17.98
AISD-STAFF 208 21.25
0TH. AGENCY 39 3.98
PARENT/GRON. 142 14.50
YEAF..END-TOTALS 979 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 979

--UMEDIBASIDN RAY -?FRCENTALE
P.I.P. 31 7.51
HRG/VSN SCRN 10 2.42
LST/ARD 40 9.69
GRP. TESTING 35 8.47
AIM HIGH 6 1.45

-LEP-- -31 -- 7.51
AGENCY PROG. 13 3.15
PRIDE 4 .97
ST. RECORDS- 8
OTHER 235 56.90
YEAR -END TOTALS 413 100.00

--RUNNING "TOTAL--- 413

D-27
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84.22

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION

COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85

SCu<SF0Z04...01 YEAR-END TOTALS

SCHOOL 159 , GRAHAM

IYPF BAN LERCEBTAGE
WHOLE CLASS 1 .33
INDIVIDUAL 179 58.69
SMALL GROUP 125 40.98
YEAR -END TOTALS 305 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 305

PEAS= EAll PERCENTAGE
CRISIS 20 2.38
0EVSPREV. 52 6.18
ACADEMIC 73 8.68
BEHAVIOR 355 42.21
ATTENDANCE 5 .59
LST/ARD 69 8.20
ASSESSMENTS 24 2.85
FAMILY/HLTH. 149 17.72
OTHER 94 11.18

-YEAR -END TOTALS 841 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 841

CONTACT SAS PERCENTAGE
STUDENT 522 43.00
TEACHER 353 29.08

235
0TH. AGENCY /5 1.24
PARENT/GRDN. 89 7.33
-YEAR -FN ) TOTALS 1214 -100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 1214

--0021BAIIDS
P.I.P.
HRG/VSN SCRN
LST /ARD

BAT ZERCENIAa
2 1.23
2 1.23
8-- -4.94

GRP. TESTING 67 41.36
AIM HIGH 3 1.85

5'.
AGENCY PROG. .00
PRIDE 0 .00

--ST.-RECORDS 3
OTHER 26 16.05

1 YEAR -END TOTALS )62 100.00
-RUNNING TOTAT. 162

D-28



I
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84.22

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION

COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85

SCCSF020401 YEAREND TOTALS

SCHOOL 117 GULLETT

TyPf RAM
36

258
993

1287
1287

BERLEMIALL
2.80
20.05
77.16
100.00

WHOLE CLASS
INDIVIDUAL
SMALL GROUP
YEAREND TOTALS
RUNNING TOTAL

2LASONS BAX PERCENTAGE
CRISIS 55 2.53
DEV./PREV. 1108 51.01
ACADEMIC 464 21.36
-BEHAVIOR 254 11.69
ATTENDANCE 15 .69
IST /ARD 12 .55
ASSESSMENTS 18 .83
FAM1LY/HLTH. 88 4.05
OTHER 158 7.27
YEAR -END TOTALS 2172 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 2172

=LIU
STUDENT
TEACHER
AISD-STAFF

SAX
662
628
156

EIRCEUIALE
42.74
40.54
-10.07

0TH. AGENCY 21 1.36
PAR EN7 /GRDN. 92 5.29
YEAR -END TOTALS 1549 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 1549

--LODEDIBAIION LAM Pf-AcENTAGE
R.I.P. 11 8.97
HRG/VSN SCRN 12 9.68
LST/ARD 1 .81
GRP. TEST 6 4.84
AIM HIG 0 .00

--LEP 1 .81
AGENCY PREJ,_ 12 9.68
PRIDE 4 3.23
ST. RECORDS 5 4.03
OTHER 72 58.06
YEAR -END TOTALS 124 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 124

D-29
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84.22

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION

COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85

SCCSF020401 YEAREND TOTALS

SCHOOL 118 HARRIS

IIEZ
WHOLE CLASS
INDIVIDUAL
SMALL GROUP
YEAR -END TOTALS
RUNNING TOTAL

EEALDNS
CRISIS
DEV./PREV.
ACADEMIC
BEHAVIOR
ATTENDANCE
LST/ARD
ASSESSMENTS
FAMILY/HLTH.
OTHER
-YEAR -END TOTALS
RL AING TOTAL

catiuu
STUDENT
TEACHER

-A/SD STAFF--
0TH. AGENCY
PARENT/GRDN.
YEAR -END TOTALS
RUNNING TOTAL

COnRDINATION.
P.I.P.
HRG/VSN SCRN
LST/ARD
GRP. TESTING
AIM HIGH
LEP
AGENCY PROG.
PRIDE

1 ST. 'RECORDS
OTHER
YEAR -END TOTALS 745

RAE EiniNIALE
165 15.93
458 44.21
413 39.86
1036 100.00
1036

BAN PERCENTAGE
233 12.33
619 32.75
103 5.45
209 11.06

4 .21
204 10.79
139 7.35
166 8.78
213 11.27

1890' -100.00-
1890

PERCENTADE
967 47.64
371 18.28
365 17.98
149 7.34
178 8.77

2030 100.00
2070

RAN PERUNIALL
149 20.00
13 1.74

202 27.11
55 7.38
IC 1.34
1 .13

46 6.17
0 .00
69 9.26

200 26.85
100.00

RUNNING TOTAL "745

D-30
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84.22

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
OFFICE OF RFSEARCH AND EVALUATION

COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85

SCCSF0204.01 YEAR -END TOTALS

SCHOOL 119 HIGHLAND PARK

ICE
WHOLE CLASS
INDIVIDUAL
SMALL GROUP
YEAREND TOTALS
RUNNING TOTAL

au PERCENTAa
36 4.72

212 27.79
515 67.50
763 t00,00
763

REMUS BAN PERCEBIA0
CRISIS 12 1.54
DEV./PREV. 480 6/.70
ACADEMIC 5 .64
-BEHAVIOR 219 28.15
ATTENDANCE 1 .13
LST/ARD 0 .00
ASSESSMENTS 1 .13
FAMILY/HLTH. 53 6,81
OTHER 7 .90
YEAR. -END TOTALS 778 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 778

CONTACT &AN EBBLEVIALE
STUDENT 145 38.87
TEACHER 85 22.79

'-AISD-STAFF 45 -12.06
0TH. AGENCY 6 1.61
PARENT/GRDN. 92 24,,66
"YEAR -END TOTALS 373 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 373

--COORDINATION- RAW-RERCENTAa-
P.I.P. 16. 28.57
HRG/VSN SCRN 1 1.79
LST/ARD 0
GRP. TESTING 18 32.14
AIM HIGH 0 .00

--LEP- 6
AGENCY PROD. 2 3.57
PRIDE 1 1.79
ST. RECORDS 0 .00
OTHER 17 21.43
YEAR -END TOTALS 56 100.00
"RUNNING TOTAL 56--

D-31.
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84.22

1

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOUL DISTRICT
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION

COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85

SCCSF020401 YEAREND TOTALS

SCHOOL 162 HCUSTON

IYEZ BAH EERcENTASE
WHOLE CLASS
INDIVIDUAL
SMALL GROUP
YEAREND TOTALS
RUNNING TOTAL

REAM=

0
635
1274
1909
1909

RAN

.00
33.26
66.74
100.00

EERCENTAU
CRISIS 190 6.40
DEV./PREV. 1521 51.23
ACADEMIC 189 6.37
BEHAVIOR 10/ 3.40
ATTENDANCE 5 .17
LST/ARD 130 4.38
ASSESSMENTS 47 1.58
FAMILY/HLTH. 72 2.43
OTHER 714 24.05
YEAR -END TOT/ ..S 2969 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 2969

=MEI RAW PERCENTAGE
STUDENT 562 24.52
TEACHER 969 42.28
AISO'STAFF 384 16475
0TH. AGENCY 36 1.57
PARENT/GRDN. 341 14.88
YEAREND TOTALS 2292 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 2292

LIDORDIBAILDN RAW RERLENIALL
P.I.P. 0 .00
HRG/VSN SCRN 80 10.90
LST/ARD 267. 36438
GRP. TESTING 300 40.87
AIM HIGH 0 .00
LEP 0 .00
AGENCY PROG. 0 .00
PRIDE 0 .00

i ST. RECORDS 8 "1.09
OTHER 79 10.76
YEAREND TOTALS 734 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 734

D-32
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION

COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85

SCCSF020401

SCHOOL 120 JOSLIN

MI

YEAR -END TOTALS

RAN PFRCFNTAGE
WHOLE CLASS 110 12.10
INDIVIDUAL 338 37.18
SMALL GROUP 461 50.72
YEAREND TOTALS 909 100.00

--RUNNING TOTAL 909

REASONS RAN PFBCFNTAGE
CRISIS 22 2.15
DEV./PREV. 353 34.47
ACADEMIC 102 9.96
BEHAVIOR 156 15.23-
ATTENDANCE 5 .49
LST/ARD 35 3.42
ASSESSMENTS 34 3.32
FAMILY/HLTH. 281 27.44
OTHER 36 3.52
YEAR -END TOTALS 1024-- 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 1024

=AEI EA. PEBCFNTAGE
STUDENT 502 52.51
TEACHER 204 21.34
AI SD -STAFF -114 11.92""-
OTN. AGENCY 20 2.09
PARENT/GRON. 116 12.13

-YEAREND- TOTALS 956 '100:00
RUNNING TOTAL 956

ELEMDISAII0
P.I.P.
HRG/VSN SCRN
-LST/ARD

lug

11
55

EERCENT/a
.00

5.16
-25.82

GRP. TESTING 126 59.15
A!(14 HIGH 1 .47

AGENCY PROG. 0 .00
OREDE 0 .00

'--Tr.'RECORDS- 2.35
01;!ER 15 7.04
YEAREND TOTALS 213 100.00

-RUNNING-TOTAL

WP-33



84,22

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION

COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85

SCCSF020401 YEAR' -END TOTALS

SCHOOL 168 LANGFORD

WHOLE CLASS
INDIVIDUAL
SMALL GROUP
YEAREND TOTALS
RUNNING TOTAL

RAE RERLEBIAfif
15 1.15
185- 14.24

1099 84.60
1299 100.00
1299

PE450NS RAN 21RUNIALE
CRISIS 35 2.45
DEV./PREV. 939 65.85
ACADEMIC 63 4.42
BEHAVIOR 198 13.88
ATTENDANCE 3 .21

LST/ARD 5 .35

ASSESSMENTS 96 6.73
FAMILY/HLTH. 75 5.26
OTHER 12 .84

--YEAREND TOTALS 1426 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 1426

=MEI "RAN 20CfMT4ZE
STUDENT 481 72.22
TEACHER 103 15.47

.-"AISD STAFF 45 6.76
0TH. AGENCY 5 .75
PARENT/GRDN. 32 4.80
YEAR -END TOTALS- 666 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 666

P.I.P. 0 .00

I HRG/VSN SCRN 0 .00'

LST/ARD
GRP. TESTING 45 93.75
AIM HIGH 1 2.08

--O :00
AGENCY PROG. 0 .00
PRIDE 0 .00
ST. RECORDS

I OTHER 2 4.17
YEAR -END TOTALS 48 100.00
-RUNNING TOTAL 48

0-34

96



84.22

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION

COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85

SCCSF020401

SCHOOL 122

YEAR-END TOTALS

MAPLEWOOD

TYPE RAN pERCENTALZ
WHOLE CLASS .14
INDIVIDUAL 215 29.13
SMALL GROUP 522 70.73
YEAR -END TOTALS 738 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 738

REASONS BAS ZERCENTAL2
CRISIS 64 3.07
DEV./PREV. 695 33.29
ACADEMIC 274 13.12
BEHAVIOR 415 19.88
ATTENDANCE 3 .14
LST/ARD 149 7.14
ASSESSMENTS 91 4.36
FAMILY/HLTH. 218 10.44
OTHER 179 8.57
YEAR -EI4D TOTALS 2088 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 2088

COMAE" BAN PERCENTALI
STUDENT 438 34.41
TEACHER 270 21.21
AISD-STAFF 296 '23.25
0TH. AGENCY 148 11.63
PARENT/GRDN. 121 9.51
YEAREND TOTALS -1273 '100.00
PUNNING TOTAL 1273

r CODROINATIM SAW --PERCENTAGE"
P.I.P. 9 1.63
HRG/VSN SCRN 41 7.41
LST/ARD 131-- 23.69
GRP. TESTING 90 16.27
AIM HIGH 24 4.34

-0 .00
1 AGENCY PROG. 164 29.66
PRIDE 0 .00

RECORDS 13 -2.35

OTHER 81 14.65
YEAR -END TOTALS 553 100.00
'RUNNING TOTAL 553

D-it7



81.22

1

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION

COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85

SCCSF020401 YEAR -END TOTALS

SCHOOL 123 MATHEWS

Int SAW Ma:BILGE
WHOLE CLASS
INDIVIDUAL
SMALL GROUP
YEAR -END TOTALS
RUNNING TOTAL

SEAMUS

149
157
531
837
837

&AN

17.80
18.76
63.44
100.00

PERLENTALE
CRISIS 26 2.03
DEV./PREV. 386 30.16
ACADEMIC 229 17.89
BEHAVIOR 313 24.45
ATTENDANCE 58 4.53
LST/ARD 52 4.06
ASSESSMENTS 87 6.80
FAMILY/HLTH. 100 7.81
OTHER 29 2.27
YEAR -END TOTALS 1280 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 1280

LOHTACT SAW REECENIADE
STUDENT 323 32.73
TEACHER 242 24.52

7-AISO STAFF-- 180 18.24
0TH. AGENCY 19 1.93
PARENT/GRDN. 223 22.59
-YEAREND TOTALS- 987 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 987

"-COORDINATIQU-- SAN -BERCENTA GE
P.I.P. 4 2.08
HRG/VSN SCRN 21 10.94
LST /ARD 83 43.23
GRP. TESTING 40 20.83
AIM HIGH 2 1.04
LEP 0 -.00-
AGENCY PROG. 4 2.08

, PRIDE 0 .00

ST.; RECORDS 28 '14-.58

OTHER 10 5.21
YEAREND TOTALS 192 100.00

--RUNNING TOTAL 192-

1/-36

98



AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION

COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85

SCCSF020401

SCHOOL 124

YEAREND TOTALS

METZ

TYPE 3 ZERrFNTA_GE
WHOLE CLASS 35 3.07
INDIVIDUAL 332 29.10
SMALL GROUP 774 67.84
YEAREND TOTALS 1141 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 1141

REAZONS BAS EEKEBIALE
CRISIS 40 2.58
DEV./PREV. 282 18.21
ACADEMIC 255 16.46
BEHAVIOR 770- 49.71
ATTENDANCE 7 .45
LST/ARD 68 4.39
ASSESSMENTS 20 1.29
FAMILY/HLTH. 67 4.33
OTHER 40 2.58
YEAREND TOTALS 1549 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 1549

CONTACT RAY- EEELEBIALE
STUDENT 264 24.49
TEACHER 452 41.93
AISD STAFF -146 13.54
0TH. AGENCY 35 3.25
PARENT/GRDN* 181 16.79
YEAR -.END TOTALS 1078 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 1078

--CLUBLIBAIIION
P.I.P.
HRG/VSN SCRN
LST/ARD

agy
6

16
29

PERCEUTAGE-
2.36
6.30

11:42
GRP. TESTING 52 20.47
AIM HIGH .00
LEP
AGENCV PROG. 7 2.76
PRIDE 0 .00.
ST. RECORDS 26 '10:24.
OTHER 99 38.98
YEAREND TOTALS 254 100.00

--RUNNING TOTAL 254--

D-37
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84 . 22

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION

COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85

SCCSF020401 YEAR -END TOTALS

SCHOOL 150 NORi4AN

I EAR ELELENIALL
WHOLE CLASS 103 36.14
INDIVIDUAL 140 49.12
SMALL GROUP 42 14.74
YEAR -END TOTALS 285 100.00
SUNNING TOTAL 285

REASONS RAi PFRCEBIALE
21 4.02CRISIS

DEV./PREV. 130 24.86
ACADEMIC 118 22.56
BEHAVIOR 40 7.65
ATTENDANCE 5 .96
LST/ARD 15 2.87
ASSESSMENTS 25 4.78
FAMILY/HLTH. 40 7.65
OTHER 129 24.67
YEAR -END TOTALS 523- 100.00-
RUNNING TOTAL 523

CONTACT RAW !.EBCFNTAGF
STUDENT 214 31.15
TEACHER 214 31.15

--AISD STAFF-- 152-- 22:13
0TH. AGENCY 19 2.77
PARENT/GRDN. 88 12.81

-'YEAR END TOTALS 687 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 697

P.I.P.
HRG/VSN SCRN

'-LST/ARD

"BAN- EEMENIALE
1

53 15.27
'5;19-

GRP. TESTING 14 4.03
AIM HIGH 25 7.20
LEP- 4
AGENCY PROD. 12 3.46
PRIDE 0 .00
'ST; RECORDF' 23 6-.63--

OTHER 197 56.77
YEAR -END TOTALS 347 100.00
-RUNNING TOTAL 347

D-38
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84.22

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION

COUNSELOR LOGS

SC CSF02-04-01

SCHOOL 148 - OAK

TYPE

AS OF 05/17/85

YEAR-END TOTALS

HILL

BAN PERCENTALE
26 1.71

524 34.38
974 63.91
1524 100.00
1524

WHOLE CLASS
INDIVIDUAL
SMALL GROUP
YEAREND TOTALS
RUNNING TOTAL

11FASONS BAN PERCENTAGE
CRISIS 59 2.21
0EV. /PREV. 1176 44.03
ACADEMIC 298 11.16
BEHAVIOR 450 16.85
ATTENDANCE 4 .15
LST/ARD 35 1.31
ASSESSMENTS 94 3.52
FAMILY/HLTH. 334 12.50
OTHER 221 8.27
s;EAR-END TOTALS 2671 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 2671

CONTACI RAC( PERCENTAGE
STUDENT 475 37.37
TEACHER 355 27.93
AISO-STAIT 217 -17.07'
OTH. AGENCY 35 2.75
PARENT/GRDN, 1d9 14.87
YEAR-END TO1ALS 1277, IC0.00
RUNNING IOTA_ 1271

COOPDINAIIDE RAW PERCENTAGE
7.58P.I.P. 40

HRG/VSN SCRN 6 1.14
-LST/ARD 4 .76
GRP. TESTING 103 19.51
AIM HIGH .00
LEP- 0 .00

' AGENCY PROG. 5 .95
PRIDE 4 .76
ST. RECORDS 40- 7;58--
OTHER 326 61.74
YEAR -END TOTALS 528 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 528

101



84.22

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION

COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85

SCCSF020401 YEAREND TOTALS

SCHOOL 125 OAK SPRINGS

I/2E RAN RERCEBIALE
WHOLE CLASS
INDIVIDUAL
SMALL GROUP
YEAR -END TOTALS
RUNNING TOTAL

&FAS=

3
82

771
856
856

RA2

.35
9.58
90.07
100.00

PERCENTAGE
.17CRISIS 3

DEV./PREV. 829 47.67
ACACEMIC 39 2.24
BEHAVIOR 774 44.51
ATTENDANCE 0 .00
LST/ARD 10 .58
ASSESSMENTS 16 .92
FAMILY/HLTH. 10 .58
OTHER 58 3.34
YEAR -END TOTALS 1739 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 1739

-FONT 4C1 RAE- PEREENIAGE
STUDENT 827 47.02
TEACHER 839 47.70

--AI SD-STAFF 40- 2.27--
OTH. AGENCY 12 .68
PARENT/GRCN. 41 2.33
-YEAREND TOTALS 1759 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 1759

COORDINATION-- RAH-PERCENTAGE-
P.I.P. 1 1.22
HRG/VSN SCRN 2 2.44

--LST/ARD 0 -.00
GRP. TESTING 19 23.17
AIM HIGH 1 1.22

-0 ;00
AGENCY PROG. 2 2.44
PRIDE 0 .00

-.ST. RECORDS .00
OTHER 57 69.51
YEAR -END TOTALS 82 100.00

7- RUNNING -TOT AL- -82

D-40 102



84.22

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
OFF ICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION

COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85

SC-CSF02..04..01 YEAREND TOTALS

SCHOOL 156 ODOM

RAW PESEEBIALf
WHOLE CLASS
INDIVIDUAL
SMALL GROUP
YEAR --END TOTALS
RUNNING TOTAL-

BEAL=

150
448
214
812
812

EA2

18.47
55.17
26.35

100.00

212LINIAIE
CRISIS 119 5.26
DEV./PREV. 444 19.61
ACADEMIC 388 17.14
BEHAVIOR 704 31.10
ATTENDANCE 19 .84
L ST/ ARD 132 5.83
ASS ESSMENTS 77 3.40
F AMILY /HITH. 359 1.5.86
OTHER 22 .97
YEAR --END TOTALS 2264 100.00
RUNNING TOT AL 2264

=ALT BA1 212LEBIALE
STUDENT 527 42.57
TEACHER 290 23.42

-A/ SD- -STAFF 216
OT H. AGENCY 70 5.65
PARENT/GRDN. 135 10.90
YEAR -SEND TOTALS- 1238-- 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 1238

Blur EfacaLALE-
21 6.44

HRG/VSN SCRN 21 6.44
LST/ARD 35. 10.74
GRP. TESTING 1.8 5.52
AIM HIGH 0 .00

4:29--
AGENCY PROC. 1 .31
PRIDE 1 .31
ST. RECORDS .. ..

1.53
OTHER 210 64.42
YEAR.-.END TOTALS 326 100.00

"326RUNNING-TOT

193

n-41



84.22

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION

COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85

SCCSF020401 YEAR -ENE TOTALS

SCHOOL 126 ORTEGA

TYPE BAN PERCENTAGE
WHOLE CLASS 163 19.78
INDIVIDUAL 153 18.57
SMALL GROUP 508 61.65
YEAR -END TOTALS 824 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 824

REASOUS BAN PERCENTALE
CRISIS 38 2.80
DEV./PREV. 611 45.06
ACADEMIC 221 16.30
BEHAVIOR 199 14.68
ATTENDANCE 18 1.33
LST/ARD 90 6.64
ASSESSMENTS 86 6.34
FAMILY/HLTH. 49 3,61
OTHER 44 3.24
YEAR -END. TOTALS 1356 -100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 1356

CONTACT BAN REESIBIALI
STUDENT 318 29.86
TEACHER 246 23.10
AISD -STAFF 245 --23.00
0TH. AGENCY 26 2.44
PARENT/GRDN. 230 21.60
YEAR -END TOTALS 1065 -100.00..
RUNNING TOTAL 1065

RAN" PERCENTALE
0 .00

HRG/VSN SCRN 8 4.04
-LST/ARD 85 42;93
GRP. TESTING 29 14.65
AIM HIGH 0 .00

--LEP----- 0 .00 --

AGENCY PROG. 0 .00
PRIDE 0 .00

-ST. RECORDS 68 -34:34
OTHER 8 4.04
YEAR -END TOTALS 198 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 19S-

D,42

1 0 4



84.22

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION

COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85

SCCSF02001

SCHOOL 151

YEAREND TOTALS

PILLOW

TYPE RAN PERCENTAGE
WHOLE CLASS 45 9.53
INDIVIDUAL 161 34.11
SMALL GROUP 266 56.36
YEAR -END TOTALS 472 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 472

REASONS RAN PERCENTAGE
CRISIS 7 1.07
DEV./PREV. 311 47.70
ACADEMIC 87 13.34
BEHAVIOR 140 21.47
ATTENDANCE 6 .92
LST /ARO 37 5.67
ASSESSMENTS 4 .61
FAMILY/HLTH. 8 1.23
OTHER 52 7.98
YEAR -END TOTALS 652 100.00-
RUNNING TOTAL 652

CONTACT RAN BERLENTALL
STUDENT 121 39.80
TEACHER 72 23.68
AISO STAFF 66 -21.71
0TH. AGENCY 1 .33
PARENT/GRDN. 44 14.47
'YEAREND TOTALS 304 100.00-
RUNNING TOTAL 304

-"a0DINATION RAN PERCENTAGE
P.I.P. 0 .00
HRG/VSN SCRN 0 .00

-LST/ARD 2 -2;08
GRP. TESTING 12 12.50
AIM VIGH

--LEP-
0
1

.00

AGENCY PROG. 0 .00
PRIDE 1 1.04

--ST. RECORDS- 14 -14:58
OTHER 66 68.75
YEAR -END TOTALS 96 100.00
-RUNNING-TOTAL- -96-



84.22

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
OFFICE C7 RESEARCH AND EVALVATION

COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85

SCCSF020401 YEAREND TOTALS ,

SCHOOL 127 SANCHEZ

IX22
WHOLE CLASS
INDIVIDUAL
SMALL GROUP
YEAR -END TOTALS

--RUNNING TOTAL

REASONS

EA PERCENIALE
2.90

40.10
57.00
100.00

PERCENTAGE

6

83
118
207
207

RAY
CRISIS 11 2.08
DEV./PREV. 43 8.13
ACADEMIC 22 4.16
'BEHAVIOR 147 27.79
ATTENDANCE 4' .76
LST/ARD 82 15.50
ASSESSMENTS 86 16.26
FAPULY/HLTH. 75 14,18
CTHER 59 11.15

-YEAREND TOTALS 529 100.01
RUNNING TOTAL 529

CONTACT RAW PFRCFNIALF
STUDENT 456 45,65
TEACHER 288 28.83

r "ALSO STAFF 156- "15.62
0TH. AGENCY 18 1.80
PAR ENT /GRDN. 81 8.11

--YEAREND TOTALS 999-- 100.00
RLANING TOTAL 999

P.I.P.
HRG/VSN SCRN

--LST/ARD

&AN "PFRCFr1TASE-
0

38 14.02
81' 29.89

GRP. TESTING 92 33.95
AIM HIGH /5 5.54

19
AGENCY PROG. 2 .74
PRIDE 0 .00

"-ST". RECORDS 0

OTHER 24 8.86
YEAR -END TOTALS 271 100.00
RUNNING"-TOTAL 271

D7.44-

106



84.22

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION

COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85

SCCSF020401 YEAREND TOTALS

SCHOOL 129

TYPE

PECAN SPRINGS

2IRCINTAGE
WHOLE CLASS 87 13.00
INDIVIDUAL 367 54.86
SMALL GROUP 215 32.14
YEAR...END TOTALS 669 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 669

REASONS RAW 21ELIBIALZ
CRISIS 109 8.07
DEV./i'REV. 438 32.42
ACADEMIC 93 6.88
BEHAVIOR 543 40.19
ATTENDANCE 3 .22
LST/ARD 53 3.92
ASSESSMENTS 27 2.00
FAMILY/HLTH. 29 2.15
OTHER 56 4.15
YEAR -END TOTALS 1351 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 1351

CONTACT EA2 PERCENTAGE
STUDENT 601 41.11
TEACHER 585 40.01
AISD -STAFF 121 -8.28
0TH. AGENCY 20 1.37
PARENT/GRIM. 135 9.23
YEAR -END TOTALS 1462- 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 1462

-CDORDINATIDN
P.I.P.
HRG/VSN SCRN

-LST/ARD

-EAg PERCENTAGE
0 .00
0 .00
7- -7.95--

GRP. TESTING 23 26.14
AIM HIGH 17 19.32
LEP -0
AGENCY PROC. 10 11.36
PRIDE 0 .00

-ST. RECORDS 1

OTHER 30 34.09
YEAR -END TOTALS 88 100.00

-"RUNNING TOTAL 88

D-45

107



84.22

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
OFF ICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION

COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85

SC-.CSF0204....01 Vail...END TOTALS

SCHOOL 130 PLEASANT HILL

TYPE
WHOLE CLASS
I NDI VI DUAL

SMALL GROUP
YEAR -END TOTALS
-RUNNI NG TOTAL

RAN
43
445
572

1060
1060

22BLEBIAGE
4.06

41.98
53.96

100.00

&EASON S BAH PERCENTAGE
CRISIS 24 1.12
DEV. /PREY. 261 12.21
ACADEMIC 431 20.17
BEHAVIOR 422 19.75
ATTENDANCE 20 .94
LST/ARD 123 5.76
ASSESSMENTS 101 4.73
F AM IL Y/HLTH. 752 35.19
OTHER 3 .14
YEAR END-TOTALS -----2137- 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 2137

=TALI ELAN EFRCENTAGE
STUDENT 1018 37.06
TEACHER 644 23.44
-AISD-STAFF--- 446 16:24
0TH. AGENCY 151 5.50
PARENT/GRDN. 488 17.76

-YEAR...END TOTALS 2747 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 2747

coop I NATI ON RAN
P . I . P . 173
HRG/VSN SCRN 50
LST/ARD 177

P ER C ENT AGE

17.60
5.09

18:or--
GRP. TESTING 174 17.70
AIM HIGH 11 1.12

r-- LEP -----3-------- 01: --
1 AGENCY PROG . 36 3.66
[ PRIDE 3 .31
-ST;- RECORDS- -34 3.46
OTHER 322 32.76
YEAR -END TOTALS 983 100.00
RUNNING -TOTAL 983

D-46

108



MOM

84.22

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION

COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85

SCCSF020401 YEAREND TOTALS

SCHOOL 131 READ

IXEE a RERLENIALI
WHOLE CLASS 111 22.65

-INDIVIDUAL 202 41.22
SMALL GROUP 177 36.12
YEAREND TOTALS 490 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 490

REASONS RERCNIA_GE
CRISIS 12 1.15
DEV./PREV. 250 23.97
ACADEMIC 255 24.45
BEHAVIOR 243 23.30
-ATTENDANCE 2 .19
LST/ARD 233 22.34
ASSESSMENTS 17 1.63
FAMILY/HLTH. 6 .58
OTHER 25 2.40

--YEAREND TOTALS 1043 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 1043

CONTACT
STUDENT
TEACHER

RAU
310
223

EBBLENIALL
35.27
25.37- AISD -STAFF 180 20.48

0TH. AGENCY 23 2.62
PARENT/GRDN. 143 16.27
YEAREND TOTALS 879 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 979

_raingutuings RAN -PERCENTAU-
P.I.P. 0 .00
HRG/VSN SCRN 4 1.27

61.39
GRP. TESTING 2 .63
AIM HIGH 1 .32

--LEP----- "26 8.23-
AGENCY PROG. 10 3.16
PRIDE 0 .00
ST. RECORDS 46 -14.56
OTHER 33 10.44
YEAREND TOTALS 316 100.00

-RUNNING TOTAL-- 316

D-47
.1 0 9



84.22

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
OFF ICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION

COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/ 17/85

SC-.CS F02-.04-.01 YEAR..END TOTALS ,

SCHOOL 132 REILLY

BAN PERCENTAGE
WHOLE CLASS
INDIVIDUAL
SMALL GROUP
YEAR-.END TOTALS
RUNNING TOTAL

BSS

1

360
181.

542
542-

BA2

.18
66.42
33.39
100.00

LE]LINIALE
CRISIS 61 3.08
DEV. /PREY. 472 23.83
ACADEMIC 366 1.8.48

BEHAVIOR 360 18.17
ATTENDANCE 9 .45
LST/ARD 211 10.65
ASSESSMENTS 60 3.03
F AM ILY/HLTH. 262 13.23
OTHER 180 9.09
YEAREND TOTALS 1981 100.00
RUNNING TOT AL 1981

CONTACT
STUDENT
TEACHER

--A FSD-STAFF--
OTH. AGENCY
PARENT/ GRDN.
-YEAREND TOTALS-'
RUNNING TOTAL 1240

Ray pERcENTA$E
430 34.68
331 26.69
316 25.48-
56 4.52
107 8.63

1240-

7 ungutigno
1

P.I.P.
HRG/VSN SC RN
LST/ARD
GRP TESTING
AIM HIGH

r- LER-
1 AGENCY PROG.

PRIDE
H ST: RECORDS

OTHER
YEAR -END TOTALS

[-RUNNING TOT AL

RAW- -PFRCENTAGE--
0 .00

28 5098
171 36.54
130 27.78

.21
-0 .00
37 7.91
0 .00

21 4.49
80 17.09

468 100.00
468

0-48
110



84.22

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION

COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85

SC-.CSF020401 YEAREND TOTALS

SCHOOL 133 RIDGETOP

TYPE
WHOLE CLASS
INDIVIDUAL
SMALL GROUP
YEAREND TOTALS
RUNNING TOTAL

RAN EEBCENTALE
71 25.27

157 55.87
53 18.86

281 100.00
281

BEASON1 BAN 22BLEBIABE
CRISIS 44 10.09
DEV./PREV. 124 28.44
ACADEMIC 37 8.49
BEHAVIOR 145 33.26
ATTENDANCE 3 .69
LST/ARD 16 3.67
ASSESSMENTS 1 .23
FAMILY/HLTH. 20 4.59
OTHER 46 10.55
YEAREND-TOTALS 436 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 436

CONTACT RAN REBEENIALE
STUDENT 79 37.44
TEACHER 49 23.22
AISD-STAFF- -54 -----25.59
0TH. AGENCY 3 1.42
PARENT/GRDN. 26 12.32
YEAREND TOTALS 211- ---100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 211

--CDOROIBATION RAN PERU NTAGE
P.I.P. 0 .00
HRG/VSN SCRN 3 2.13
tST/ARD
GRP. TESTING 15 10.64
AIM HIGH 0 .00

--LEP-- -21 -14.8'1)-
AGENCY PROG. 0 .00
PRIDE 2.84

--ST. RECORDS --28 -19.86-
OTHER 53 37.59
YEAREND TOTALS 141 100.00

--RUNNING'TOTAL 141

1491



84.22

tAUSTIN.INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT

OFFICE OF RESEARCH ANO EVALUATION

COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85

SCCSFO20401

SCHOOL 136 ST.

YEAREND TOTALS

ELMO

EA. RFRuNTAGE
.11

833 90.74
84 9.15

WHOLE CLASS
INDIVIDUAL
SMALL GROUP
YEAR -END TOTALS 918 100.00

'RUNNING TOTAL- 918

REASONS RAN PERCENTAGE
CRISIS 27.63476

0EV. /PREV. 267 15.50

ACAOEMIC 279 16.19

BEHAVIOR 318 18.46

ATTENDANCE 35 2.03

LST/ARD 68 3.95

ASSESSMENTS 48 2.79

FAMILY/HLTH. 204 11.84

OTHER 28 1.63

-YEARENWTOTALS 1723 --100.00"

RUNNING TOTAL 1723

Celina BAN UBLENIALE
STUDENT 487 31.26

TEACHER 631 40.50

AISD" STAFF-- -294- 18.87 ---

I OTH. AGENCY 39 2.50

PARENT/GRON. 107 6.87

-YEAREND-TOTALS 1558-- 100.00

RUNNING TOTAL 1588

-030=W110 aid PERCENTAGE
P.I.P. 0 .00

HRG/VSN SCRN 6 1.16

'-LST/ARD 143 27.71

GRP. TESTING 66 12.79

AIM HIGH 5 .97

AGENCY PROC. 12 2.33

PRIDE 0 .00

ST: -RECORDS- -7.17--
OTHER 222 43.02

YEAREND TOTALS 516 100.00

7-RUNNING TOTAL-- 516

11-0(.1

112



AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
OFFICE OF RESEARCH'AND EVALUATION

COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85

SCCSF020401 YEAR -END TOTALS

SCHOOL 139 SIMS

InE BAN 2EICENIALL
WHOLE CLASS
INDIVIDUAL
SMALL GROUP
YEAR. -END TOTALS
-RUNNING TOTAL

EELS=

40
281
387
708
708

RAN

5.65
39.69
54.66
100.00

2L3LEBIALL
CRISIS 23 2.01
DEV./PREV. 463 40.40
ACADEMIC 179 15.62
BEHAVIOR 75 6.54
ATTENDANCE 3 .26
LST/ARD 96 8.38
ASSESSMENTS 60 5.24
FAMILY/HLTH. 128 11.17
OTHER 119 10.38
YEAR-END TOTALS 1146 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 1146

CQNTACI EAS EEECENIALB
STUDENT 385 30.56
TEACHER 456 36.19

--AISD-STAFF 241 -19.13
0TH. AGENCY 40 3.17
PARENT /GRON. 138 10.95
-YEAREND TOTALS- 1260 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 1260

RAN- PERCENTAfif
43 10.46

HRG/VSN SCRN 69 16.79
LST/ARD 93 ----22.63
GRP. TESTING 27 6.57
AIM HIGH 0 .00
LEP ---56

AGENCY PRO G. 2 .49
PRIDE 1 .24
ST. RECORDS
OTHER 61 14.84
YEAR -END TOTALS 411 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL -411-

D-51

113



t.

84.22

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION

COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85

SC+CSF02+04+01 YEAR -END TOTALS

SCHOOL 158 + SUNSET VALLEY

TYPE RAN BERUNIALE
WHOLE CLASS 52 4.24
INDIVIDUAL 476 38.86
SMALL GROUP 697 56.90
YEAR -END TOTALS 1225 100.00
RUNNING 'TOTAL 1225

REASONS 3 PERCENTAGE
CRISIS 43 1.65
DEV./PREV. 885 34.03
ACADEMIC 542 20.84
BEHAVIOR 542 20.84
ATTENDANCE 32 1.23
LST/ARD 134 5.15
ASSESSMENTS 189 7 :27-

FAMILY/HLTH. 213 8.19
OTHER 21 .81
YEAREND TOTALS- 2601 "--100.00--
RUNNING TOTAL 2601

CONTALI RAW- PERCENTALE
STUDENT 435 37.44
TEACHER 285 24.53
AISD-STAFF--- --193.- 16;61
OTH. AGENCY 67 5.77
PARENT/GRDN. 182 15.66

-YEAREND TOTALS' 1162-- 100.00--
RUNNING TOTAL 1162

HRG/VSN SCRN
-LST/ARO

RAW PERCENTAU
1 .24

15 3.66
82 20.00-

GRP. TESTING 63 15.37
AIM HIGH 20 4.88

--tEP----- 4
AGENCY PROG. 9 2.20
PRIDE

--ST.- RECORDS-
1

98-
.24

OTHER 117 28.54
YEAREND TOTALS 410 100.00

'RUNNING -TOTAL 410

D-52
114



84.22

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION

COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85

SCCSF020401 YEAREND TOTALS

SCHOOL 140 TRAVIS HEIGHTS

EaLfhIALi
WHOLE CLASS 123 11.99
INDIVIDUAL 265 25.83
SMALL GROUP 638 62.18
YEAREND TOTALS 1026 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 1026

REASONS BAIL 2EBLEUIALE
CRISIS 48 3.79
DEV./PREV. 334 26.36
ACADEMIC 219 17.28
BEHAVIOR 219 17.29
ATTENDANCE 7 .55
LST/ARD 13 1.03
ASSESSMENTS 149 11.76
FAMILY/HLTH. 160 12.63
OTHER 118 9.31
YEAREND TOTALS 1267 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 1267

CnNTAOT us PPBCENTAD1
STUDENT 114 26.95
TEACHER 147 34.75

--ArSD-STAFF 83-- 19.62'-
OTH. AGENCY 12 2.84
PARENT/GRDN. 67 15.84
YEAREND -TOTALS "423 -100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 423

-CMODIBAJIM
P.I.P.
HRG/VSN SCRN
LST/ARD

RAN
4

13
3

EZELENTAGE
.87

2.83
-.65

GRP. TESTING 159 34.57
AIM HIGH 63 13.70--LEP- 43
AGENCY PROG. 1 .22
PRIDE 0 .00

"-ST. RECORDS 29--- 6.30
OTHER 145 31.52
YEAREND TOTALS 460 100.00

"-RUNNING'TOTAL 460

D6.53



84.22

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION

COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85

SCCSF020401 YEAR -ENO TOTALS

SCHOOL 141 WALNUT CREEK

IYEL RAN PERCENTAGE
WHOLE CLASS
INDIVIDUAL
SMALL GROUP
YEAR -END TOTALS
RUNNING TOTAL

REA.=

83
186
212
481
481

RAN

17.26
38.67
44.07
100.00

PERCENTAGE
CRISIS 53 4.41
DEV./PREV. 327 27.18
ACADEMIC 189 15.71
BEHAVIOR 225 18.70
ATTENDANCE 11 .91
LST/ARD 67 5.57
ASSESSMENTS 115 9.56
FAMILY/HLTH. 52 4.32
OTHER 164 13.63
YEAR -END TOTALS 1203 100.30
RUNNING TOTAL 1203

CUNIALI RAN ELELLWALE
STUDENT 397 31.63
TEACHER 413 32.91
AISD- STAFF 279-
0TH. AGENCY 33 2.63
PARENT/GRDN. 113 10.60
YEAR -END TOTALS '1255 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 1255

COORDINATION ms- PERCENIAGE
P.I.P. 1 .20
HRG/VSN SCRN 25 4.99

--LST/ARD 61 12.18
GRP. TESTING 34 6.79
AIM HIGH 0 .00

I--LEP -49 -9.78
AGENCY PROG. 7 1.40
PRIDE 0 .00

--ST. RECORDS 53
OTHER 271 54.09
YEAR -END TOTALS 501 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL- 501-

D-54

116



84.22

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION

COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85

SCCSF021401

SCHOOL 166

TYPE

YEAR -END TOTALS

WILLIAMS

RAI 2ERCFNTALE
11 2.03

287 53.05
243 44.92
541 100.00
541

WHOLE CLASS
INDIVIDUAL
SMALL GROUP
YEAR -END TOTALS
RUNNING TOTAL

REASONS BAN PERLIBIALI
CRISIS 40 2.11
DEV. /PREV. 117 6.18
ACADEMIC 378 19.98
BEHAVIOR 197 10.41-
ATTENDANCE 16 .85
LST/ARD 621 32.82
ASSESSMENTS 251 13.27
FAMILY/HLTH. 138 7.29
OTHER 134 7.08
YEAR -END TOTALS 1892 -100.0(1(-

RUNNING TOTAL 1892

CONTACT RAY -218LENIALL.
STUDENT 931 47.09
TEACHER 414 20.94

-AISD-STAFF 346- 17.50-
OTH. AGENCY 62 3.14
PARENT/GRDN. 224 11.33
"YEAR ...END-TOTALS 1977--- -100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 1977

CDDRDIlialnli
13.1.0P.

HRG/VSN SCRN
--LST/ARD

-UV-PERCENTAGE-
21 2.83
57 5.57

542- 52-.93
GRP. TESTING 233 22.75
AIM HIGH 20 1.95

-.00 ---

AGENCY PROG. 3 .29
PRIDE .10

--STi-RECORDS
OTHER 112 10.94
YEAR -END TOTALS 1024 100.00

--RUNNING-TOTAL-- ----1024

D-55

11 7



84.22

AUSTIN rNDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
OFFICE ETIF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION

COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85

SCCSF0204C1 YEA REND TOTALS

SCHOOL 157 WINN

IYEL RAN RERCENIAAE
WHOLE CLASS
INDIVIDUAL
SMALL GROUP
YEAREND TOTALS
RUNNING TOTAL

EELS=

337
1273
1129
2739
2739

RAS

12.30
46.48
41.22
100.00

EVICENIAGE
CRISIS 100 3.90
DEV./PREV. 453 17.65
ACADEMIC 338 13.17
BEHAVIOR 325 12.66
ATTENDANCE 14 .55
LST/ARD 326 12.70
ASSESSMENTS 88 3.43
FAMILY/HLTH. 169 6.58.
OTHER 754 29.37
YEAR -END TOTALS 2567 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 2567

=MALI RAN PERCENTAGE
:STUDENT 690 38.90
TEACHER 443 24.97
AISD STAFF 384 21.65
0TH. AGENCY 64 3.61
PARENT/GRON. 193 10.88
-YEAREND TOTALS 1774 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 1774

-CDOMBALIDU
P.I.P.
HRG/VSN SCRN

--LST/ARD

SAN
7

32
-58-

iliELENIAQ
.96

4.40
7.98

GRP., TESTING 226 31.09
AIM HIGH 68 9.35

0 ---.00
AGENZY PROG. 12 1.65
PRIDE 2 .28

1- ST. RECORDS 3.85
OTHER 294 40.44
YEAR -END TOTALS 727 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 727

0-56

118



84.22

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION

COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85

SCCSF020401 YEAR -END TOTALS

SCHOOL 152 WCCLDRIDGE

TYPE &AN PFRCENTAU
WHOLE CLASS 80 10.34
INDIVIDUAL 572 73.90
SMALL GROUP 122 15.76
YEAR -END TOTALS 774 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 774

RFASONS RAH EBBLENIAGE
CRISIS 59 4.79
DSV./PREV. 290 23.52
ACADEMIC 138 11.19
BEHAVIOR -294 23.84
ATTENDANCE 33 2.68
LST/ARD 28 2.27
ASSESSMENTS 48 3.89
FAMILY/HLTH. 308 24.98
OTHER 35 2.84
YEAR -END TOTALS 1233 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 1233

CoUTAU RAW URCEBIALE
STUDENT 449 34.97
TEACHER 266 20.77
AISD D-STAFF 209 "16.32
0TH. AGENCY 102 7.96
PARENT/CRON. 256 19.98
YEAR -END TOTALS 1281 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 1281

r LEVERDIBALION
P.I.P.
HRG /VSN SCRN
LST /ARD
GRP. TESTING
AIM HIGH

RAM
0
35

111
8

EEROSIAGE
.00

8.12
25:75
25.75
1.86

LEP .70--
AGENCY PROG. 1 .23
PRIDE 16 3.71
ST. RECORDS 4 -.93
OTHER 142 32.95
YEAR -END TOTALS 431 100.00

'---RUNNING-TOTAL- 431-

D-57

119



84.22

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION

COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85

SCCSF0204..01 YEAR

SCHOOL 145 ZAVALA

TYP E

-END TOTALS

PEBCFNTAGF
WHOLE CLASS 1 .34
INDIVIDUAL 231 79.11
SMALL GROUP 6C 20.55
YEAREal TOTALS 292 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 292

REASONS BAN 2IBLEhIALL
CRISIS 46 3.40
DEV. /PREV. 43 3.18
ACADEMIC 299 22.12
BEHAVIOR 446 32.99
ATTENDANCE 69 5.10
LST/ARD 160 11.83
ASSESSMENTS 56 4.14
FAMILY/HLTH. 219 16.20
OTHER 14 1.04
YEAR -END TOTALS 1352 100.00
RJNNING TOTAL 1352

alum RA2 BaCIBIALL
STUDENT 747 37.41
TEACHER 489 24.49
AISD STAFF 491 24.59
0TH. AGENCY 30 1.50
PARENT/GRDN. 240 12.02
YEAR -END TOTALS 1997 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 19 37

71010BDINAIBON BAN 21BLINIALB-
P.I.Po 1 .13
HRG/VSN SCRN 0 .00
LST/ARD 369-- 49.60
GRP. TESTING 116 15.59
ATM HIGH .13
LEP- "1 '.13
AGENCY PROG. 4 .54
PRIDE 24 3.23

'-ST.-RECORDS 0 .00

OTHER 228 30.65
YEAR -ENO TOTALS 744 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 744
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION

COUNSELOR LOGS AS OF 05/17/85

SC-CSF02-14-01 YEAR-END TOTALS

SCHOOL 146 ZILKER

IYEE RAN REELEMAGL
WHOLE CLASS
INDIVIDUAL
SMALL GROUP
YEAR -END TOTALS
RUNNING TOTAL

MIMS

19
221
639
879
879

RAS

2.16
25.14
72.70
100.00

RERCENIALE
CRISIS 44 3.42
DEV./PREV. 453 35.17
ACADEMIC 243 18.87
BEHAVIOR 106 8.23
ATTENDANCE 5 .39
LST/ARD 57 4.43
ASSESSMENTS 203 15.76
FAMILY/HLTH. 108 8.39
OTHER 69 5.36
YEAR -END TOTALS 1288 100.00
RUNNING TOTAL 1288

EQUAL' RAS aRCENIAZE
STUDENT 541 40.40
TEACHER 459 34.28
AI SD STAFF 183 '13.67
0TH. AGENCY 42 3.14
PARENT/GRON. 114 8.51
YEAR -END TOTALS 1339 100;00-
RUNNING TOTAL 1339

magammon us pERCENME
P.I.P. 0 .00
HRG/VSN SCRN 8 2.78
LST/ARD 50 17.36
GRP. TESTING 172 59.72
AIM HIGH 1 .35

r'LEP* 0 .00
AGENCY PROG. 0 .00
PRIDE 0 .00
ST. RECORDS 19 6.C,0
OTHER 38 13.19
YEAREND TOTALS 288 100.00
'RUNN:NG TOTAL- 288'

1 21 D-59
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PROJECT ACHIEVE

Purpose

Project Achieve is one of the programs constituting the Secondary
Component of SCE. The major goal of Project Achieve is "to raise the
reading achievement test scores of students who read at all levels of

reading proficiency."

Procedure

Project Description

Project Achieve provides for two reading specialists on each secondary
school campus w;to work in close liaison with the Instructional Coordi-
nator, Secondary Reading, in planning and implementing an effective
reading program on each secondary campus. SCE provided $176,269 for 18 of

the reading specialists and three project aides.

The reading specialist teach four class periods in read.ng and use one

class period to implement Project Achieve. During this period, they

team-teach or plan with language arts teachers and other content area

teachers who share the identified (same) student population. In addition,

Project Achieve staff provide systematic inservice training for local
campus area teachers in helping to raise the reading achievement test

scores of students.

Project Achieve was designed primarily for students enrolled in grades 8
and 9 who have riot attained a minimum competency level of 9.0 as measured
by the TEAMS criterion-referenced tests or by other AISD-administered
standardized reading achievement tests.

The Reading Specialist teaches mini-sessions in TABS skills, study skills,

and test-taking skills in language arts classes. In addition, the Reading

Specialist is responsible to:

Study scope/sequence of the English/Language Arts Curriculum for
8th and 9th grades and recommend strategies for including TABS
skills in the program.

Assist language arts teachers in identifying optimal means of
teaching the TABS skills in CLA and other 8th and 9th grade
language arts classes.

Keep records on all students who have not attained reading
competency and track their progress from grade 8 through Basic
Reading Skills I & II and Intermediate Reading Skills I and II
through Reading Tutorial.
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Diagnose and evaluate students referred by counselors or content
teachers and maintain records on diagnostic test results.

Assess materials for reading level; assist, when possible in
seeking/designing materials to meet assessed needs of students in
all curricula areas.

Serve as a diagnostician for teacher/counselor referred students.

Maintain materials library for teachers on current research on
teaching reading.

Data Analysis

The Office of Research and Evaluation conducted a districtwide survey of
administrators and teachers which included questions about Project Achieve.

Results

The results show that:

5,109 students were served, but

Over one-fourth of the administrators and one-half of the teachers
did not know about or did not utilize the program.

Less than 25% of the teachers agreed that Project Achieve services
were effective,

No data is available for the impact of the Project on reading
proficiency.

It is suggested Project Achieve suffers from a lack of visibility and that
teachers may be receiving Project Achieve services without being aware of
them. But the negative responses from those who do know about the Project
is indeed disturbing.

E-3
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PLANNER LOG

Purpose

The Planner Log provided information to address the following decision and
evaluation questions:

Decision Question 04: If SCE is refunded for 1985-86, should the
Planning Component be continued as is, modified, or discontinued?

Evaluation Question D4-1: What activities were documented by
the Grants Planning Coordinator?

Evaluation Question 04-2: What activities in the District were
funded with SCE monies?

Procedure

The Planning Component consisted of a grants planning coordinator and a
secretary. The grants planning coordinator was responsible for the
planning process for the overall SCE Program, completion of forms to TEA,
budget planning with component coordinators, and general technical
assistance to different SCE components as requested. The grants planning
coordinator is also responsible to assist in the monitoring process for
compensatory grants.

Results

Attachment F-1 contains a copy of the Planner's Log submitted for the
period of August 1, 1984 to April 12, 1985. The log provides a brief
description of the Planner's activity, the population impacted by the
activity and the end product of that activity.
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84.22 Attachment F-1 .

(Page 1 of 3)

_.

PLANNING COORDINATOR'S FORK

PLANNING ACTIVITIES DURING
Planning

/84-8/14/12/85 ,caardjaatzm:jaanaurjaham

ACTIVITY POPULATION(S)
IMPACTED

END PRODUCT

1Developed and received funding
for a career education grant
from TEA ; established budgets
and oversaw implementation of
grant. (by Office of Vocational
Education, Margaret Lindsey)

2. Developed and received funding
fdr a grant from the Texas
Committee for the Humanities
to have a cooperative effort
with the school iistrict,
brininggconsultant on Native
American contributions into
the school district.

3. Wrote and got funded a grant
from the the B.Dalton Book-

sellers to bring in consultant
Bill Halloran, expert on
children's literature to work
directly with teachers and
low-income parents

4. Represented the school distr.!
with legislative efforts
on the federal level to get
legislation passed, appropria-
tions passed, etc. to benefit
disadvantaged students

SDeveloped a grant with the
University of Texas and AISD
for a National Endowment for
the Humanities grant to provith
summer institutes and follow-u
during the year for teachers
teaching world literature

junior high school
students

elementary school
students (5-6 grades)

parents (Winn and
Pecan Springs);
students, elem.
and junior high sch.
teachers /adminis -v
istrators

students

students (secondary);
secondary teachers

handbook (to be completed
in May, 1985) with activ-

ities to integrate into
science and language arts
instruction.

curriculum guide for teach
ing Native American story,

entitled "Who Speaks for
Wolf," presentacion by
consultant to teachers and
elementary students

parent workshop, reading
motivation program at
Winn and Pecan Springs,
administrator/teacher
workshop

development of grants for
magnet schools, math/science
funds appropriated; contacts
with our Congressional dele-
gation on key legislative
efforts for our district.

grant for submission on
5/15/85

POPULATIONS WACTED (SPECIFY GRADE LEVELS:
1. Title I students. 7. Elementary students
E. Title I Migrant students 8. Secondary students
3. Bilingual Students 9. Community members
4. SCE students 10. Selected estrict personnel
5. Special Education students (specify)
6. Written Composition students 11. Other (specify)
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84.22 Attachment F:.1
(Page 2 of 3)....

. _. .

PLANNING COORDINATORn FORMS

.

. .

planning coordinator:

PLANNING ACT=S DURING 8/1/84-4/12/85 . , Joan Burnham

AciavLif POPULATIONS)
IMPACTED

END PRODUCT

6. Worked with the Department of
Elementary Education and the U.T.
Department ;f Children's Drama
to develop a program using
theater arts to address:essential
elements in social studies and
language arts

7. Coordinated committee efforts
to establish a "key school,
collaborative experimental
school site with the University
of Texas School of Education

8. Assisted with Office's efforts,
to monitor state legislation and

the actions of the SBOE

R. Developed planning documents
'to district use in implementing
H.B. 72.and drafted revised
policies in some cases

10. monitored legislative efforts
loon the federal level, developing

legislative analyses for district.
vse

11. Provided technical assistance
to other staff members in districtstors

on grant funding sources

12. Designed and implemented a
comprehensive study for the
Reorganization Task Force on
central office resource allocatio,(Reorganization),
to the campuses

elementary students
teachers (training)

elementary, middle,
and secondary stude

.

elementary and second
ary students

administrators,

teachers, and student.communicated
(all levels)

district administra

Reorganization Task
Force members, Citiz

Advisory Task Force

Cabinet

grant to be submitted in
July of 1985 to the National
Endowment to the Arts

establishment of an ongoing
scommitteE of AISD and U.T.
staff members to meet durins
a planning year, 1985-86

planning documents, policy
drafts

.

wrote legislative updates,
district view

points on issues to Cong.
delegation members

grant applications developed
by other staff persons

completed written study

'ns'for Task Force

POPULATIONS IMPACTED (SPECIFY GRADE LEVELS.
1. Title I students 7. Elementary students
2. Title I Migrant students 8. Secondary students
3. Bilingual Students 9. Community members
4. SCE students 10. Selected district personnel
5. Special Education students (specify)
6. Written Composition. students 11. Other (specify)

-



84.22
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(Page 3 of 3) .

...

8/1/84- 4/12/85
PLANNING ACTIVITIES DURING MORNING COORDINATOR: Joan Burnham

POPULATION(S)
IXPACTED

END PRODUCTALLIVixx

13. Reviewed possible funding
sources for district priorities
from externEl funding sources
on an ongoing basis

14. Met with staff members on
math/science new monies, magnet
school funds, NSF monies, and
began planning efforts for
major district grants

15.Began establishing a meeting
schedule for development of

of training grant for school
team in alcohol and drug
prevention

116Developed and set up a major
1 visitation trip of secondary

principles to Eastern public
and private high schools

17.Served an Volunteer Handbook
Committeeto design handbook
for campuses

-

all divisions of
school district

elementary and secon.-overseeing
ary students; teache
at both levels
(staff development)

gifted students
(elem. level).

junior and senior
high students
at one junior high
school and a senior
high school

secondary principals

elementary and second
ary students, parent3.
staff

contacted appropriate distr
personnel on funding source
and in some instances wrote
grants

development of
s major district grants
in these areas (3-4), which
will be submitted in late
spring, early summer to
funding sources

grant will be submitted
to the Dept. of Ed. Southwe-
Regional Trainina Center
on May 6 to provide trainin.
funds for this purpose.

trip visitations to 6 schoo
in October

Volunteer Handbook for dist

POPULATIONS ZMPACTED (SPECIFY GRADE LEVELS:
1. Title I students 7. Elementary students
2. Title I Migrant students B. Secondary students
3. Bilingual Students 9. Community members
4. SCE students 10. Selected district personnel
5. Special Education students (specify)
6. Written Composition students 11. Other (specify)
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TRANSITIONAL BILINGUAL EDUCATION (TBE)

Four transitional bilingual education teachers (See Attachment G-1) served
LEP junior high school students. The entire program is currently housed
at Murchison Junior High. Funds were provided for staff and materials. A

full-time ESOL bilingual aide was also available for the TBE program.

There were 88 Spanish-dominant LEP students served by the Murchison
Bilingual Program this year. To determine their progress in learning
three anlayses were conducted.

t-test of Language Assessment Battery (LAB) gain scores (See
Figurs G-1).

t-test of ITBS gain scores (See Figure G-2). Only those students

with an ITBS score from both last year and this were used.

Frequency distribution of program participants' ITBS scores
(Reading, Language, Math computation) in 1984 and in 1985.
(Included in these distributions is the percent who did not take
the subtest--presumably because their English was limited to the
extent they could not take the test.)

LAB t-Test

In the fall, the LAB was administered to determine the English proficiency
of all secondary students with a home language other than English who were
new to the District and those students in the Murchison TBE Program.

The spring English LAB posttest was administered to all the LEP students
in the Bilingual Program at Murchison and to those LEP students at other
schools whose LEP status might change as a result. Students tested

included those who scored at the 23rd percentile or above on both the
reading and language subtests of the District's achievement test (ITBS for
grades 7 and 8; TAP for grades 9-12) except those with both scores at or
above the 40th percentile. Only Murchison, with its Bilingual Education
Program, had enough LAB scores to calculate the basic statistics.

Because many of these students do not take districtwide achievement tests
due to their limited English proficiency, the LAB is our best means of
determining English language development. The information provided in
Figure G-1 indicates that the English proficiency of the two groups is
essentially equal and that their growth in English language skills was
essentially parallel.

G-2
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501

o

7th grade 8th grade

PRETEST POSTTEST

Figure G-1: ENGLISH LAB RAW SCORE PERFORMANCE OF STUDENTS IN THE
MURCHISON BILINGUAL PROGRAM.

ITBS t-test

The information from Figure G-2 indicates strong growth in all the areas
measured for the 7th grade participants with ITBS scores in both 1984 and
1985. The growth rangr'd from a low of 1.38 years in math to a high of
1.46 in reading. Because these students' scores are typically well below
the national norm, it is essential that they gain at a rate greater than a
year for each year in school. Otherwise they will fall farther behind
rather than "catch up." While the achievement of 7th grade students in
the program is progressing well, the progress of 8th grade participants is
not as satisfactory.
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Grade N

1985
Posttest

1984
Pretest Gain SE t P

Reading 22 5.11 3.65 1.46 .10 15.59 <.0001

7 Language 16 5.67 4.24 1.43 .26 5.46 <.0001

Math 32 7.19 5.81 1.38 .17 8.21 <.0001

Reading 9 5.64 4.67 .97 .18 5.41 .0006
8 Language 9 5.34 4.66 .68 .20 3.37 .0098

Math 10 7.72 6.66 1.06 .39 2.73 .0231

Figure G-2: MURCHISON t-TEST ON GRADE EQUIVALENT GAIN SCORES IN READING, LANGUAGE,
AND MATH COMPUTATION
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Frequency Distribution of ITBS Scores

Another measure of the success of the program is the percent of students
able to take the ITBS and a%tain a score above the chance level. Above
this level, students have gained enough English to allow them some
comprehension of the subtest. Of the 7th grade students who did not take
the math subtest in 1984 or with a score below chance level 77% (23 of 30)
scored above the chance level in the 1985 test administration. In

reading, the figure for 7th graders was 47% (26 of 55) and in language it
was 42% (22 of 52). The percents of 8th graders to move from untested or
chance level to higher levels were respectively 56% (9 of 16) for math,
44% (11 of 25) for reading, and 25% (5 of 20) for language. It is

apparent from the data provided that the program was much more effective
for 7th grade students than for its eighth graders. Seventh graders
demonstrated good progress toward the national norm. Eighth grade
students "held their own" against the national norm in reading and math,
but fell farther behind :1 language.

Further details or. the procedures followed in the evaluation of the TBE
program, as well the data analyses and results can be found in
Local/State Bilingual: 1984-85 Final Technical Report (ORE Publication
Number 134.32).
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Transitional bilingual Education Teachers
1984-1985

Evaristo Barraca
Mary Polsky
Manuel Raymond III
Ruperto Reyes Jr.

Hope Cardenas - Bilingual Aide
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