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CHAPTER 1
INTRODUCTION

This study was sponsored by the Cffice of Educational Research
and Improvement (O°RI), United States Department of Education, as part
of the congressionally-mandated Mational Assessment of Chapter 1. As
one of tive field studies in the National Assessment, this project
studied the design and operations of the Chapter 1 program at ihe
point of service delivery. At 24 schools across the country, over
2000 hours of academic instruciion were observed, and interviews were
conducted with over 400 teachers, administrators, and students. These
procedures yielded descriptive data on patterns of Chapter 1 service
delivery in schools and the characteristics of instruction received by
Chapter 1 students.

Role of the Study in the National Assessment

The study was based on the research strategy of the National
Assessment, discussed in the first report to Congress (Kennedy, Jung,
& Orland, 1986). Overall, the purpose of the assessment was to pro-
vide Congress with information on the current operations of the Chap-
ter 1 program at multiple levels of the educational system. The
National Assessment sponsored two large-scale surveys of Chapter 1
schools und districts and five smaller-scale field studies of Chapter
1 operations. In addition, exisiting data on the program were re-
examined. The staff of the National Assessment will use these data to
compile their final report to Congress on the current operations of
the Chapter 1 program.

As part of the National Assessment, this report was charged with
describing the operations of the Chapter 1 program within schools.
The report describes patterns of service delivery in schools and
investigates the extent to which service delivery patterns affect the
instruction received by Chapter 1 students. At each school in the
sample, interviews and classroom observations were designed to gather
the following information.

* The design characteristics of Chapter 1 projects, includ-
ing curricular topics, staffing patterns, service schedules,
and service deiivery models used by Chapter 1 projects.

* The scope and quality of instruction received by Chapter
1 students, including the topics, amount of time, size of
groups, and formats of lessons.

* The procedures used by teachers and scheool administrators
Lo cuordinate instructional programs and the extent to which
students miss services in the regular program by virtue of
participation in Chapter 1 instruction.




Research and Policy Issues Addressed by the Study

The research topics Tisted above reflect the National Assess-
ment’s need foir descriptions of the instructional services provided to
students who participate in the Chapter 1 program. Although several
past studies have provided descriptive data on these topics (Advanced
Technology, 1983; Carter, 1984; National Institute of Education [NIET,
1976), the growing knowledge basc and changing policy envirenment in
compensatory education continue to raise new questions about the
design of Chapter 1 projects, the quality of Chapter 1 instruction,
and the relationship between Chapter 1 programs and regular instruc-
tional programs in schools. I~ the following sections, research and
policy issues related to these topics are discussed.

The Design and Implementation of Chapter 1 Projects

Recent studies of compensatory education have raised a number of
interesting questions about the design of Chapter 1 programs at the
Tocal level (Advanced Technology, 1983; Carter, 1984). The National
Assessment includes a separate field study of local design practices
that provides more detailed data on local design than is reported here
(Knapp, Turnbull, Blakeley, Jay, Marks, & Shields, in press). Never-
theless, the present study does address a few specific questions about
Tocal design practices. In particular, the present study sought to
describe the types of project designs used in schools and to assess
the effects of these designs on the scope and qualily of instruction
received by Chapter 1 students.

Questions about local design practices often focus on a specific
issue: The relative merits of implemenving pullout vs. alternative
models of service delivery. Early research found that almost all
Title I projects used pullout models (Glass & Smith, 1977), but 1ater
research discovered a slight trend away from this tendency, with local
districts increasingly replacing pullouts with alternative designs
involving in-class and replacement models (Advanced Tecknology, 1983).
This study investigated whether the implementation of different ser-
vice delivery models had consequences for the scope and quaiity of
instruction received by students. It was felt that evidence on this
question could help policymaker~ and researchers better understand the
instructional consequences of local school systems’ choice of service
delivery models.

“uch early research suggested that the use of pullout models was
detrimental to instruction. Giass and Smith, (1977), for example,
argued that "research does not support the wisdom of instruction under
conditions 1ike those that prevail in pullout programs" (p. 5). Kim-
brough and Hill (1981) expanded this critique when they argued that
pullouts disrupted ongoing Tessons in regular classrocems and caused
students to miss some portion of their regular instruction. Other
research suggested that the implementation of pullout designs can
result in a lack of coordination between compensatory and regular
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instructional programs and that this can adversely affect student

success in regular classroom lessons (Johnston, Allingtor:, & Affler-
bach, 1985).

Other researchers have developed a more balanced analysis of
service delivery models. Archambault (1986), for example, reviewed a
number of studies of the effects of pullout models on instruction and
found that study results were inconsistent. He concluded that local
choice of a particular delivery model was less importart to the quali-
ty and effectivenss of Chapter 1 instruction than a number of uiher
factors, including curricular, staffing, grouping, and teaching prac-
tices. Archambault’s work suggests a broader view of project design
that includes a number of factors in addition te the particular ser-
vice delivery model being implemented locally.

Past evaluations of compensatory education suggest further con-
siderations about local design practices. Carter (1984) noted that
project designs in compensatory education are characterized by few
uniformities. In part, this viriability in design is due to the weak
constraints placed on schcols in federa' education laws and policies.
As Gaffney (1986) discussed, Chapter 1 legislation and federal educa-
tion statutes give Tocal school systems wide latitude in the design of
lTocal Chapter I projects. In addition to allowing schools to imple-
ment a number of different service delivery models (e.g., pullout, in-
class, replacement, add-on), federal statutes prohibit the federal
government from exercising any direct supervision or control over the
curriculum, program of instruction, administration, or personne’ of
any schoot system (Gaffney, 1986). Given these circumstances, it
would not be surprising to finc¢ that schools cperating the same nomi-
nal service delivery model, a pullout model, for example, have differ-
ent curricular and instructional characteristics, employ different
types of staff, and use different administrative arrangements to
coordinate instruction.

Given the Tack of restrictive guidelines about local project
design, there is a need to investigate the extent to which schools
uniformly implement various service delivery models and a need to
examine service delivery models in the context of other school-level
design features. Accordingly, the sample for this study included
schools that used a variety of service delivery models, and at each
school, researchers carefully charted the characteristics of the cur-
riculum, staffing, scheduling, and management of these projects. The
purpose of this strategy was twofold. First, it allowed an investiga-
tion of the extent to which projects using the same nominal delivery
model (e.g., pullout or in-class) were similar in other design fea-
tures. In addition, it allowed an analysis of the extent to which
project design features affected the scope and quality of instruction
received by Chapter 1 students. The purpose was to provide practi-
tioners and policvmakers with a better understanding of the instruc-
tional implications of the use of particular service delivery models.

v~k
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The Quality of Instruction in Chapter 1 Projects

A second cet of questions being asked by the National Assessment
concerns the quality of Chapter 1 instruction in schools and the
overall in-tructional effectiveness of the Chapter 1 program. A
systemati. ‘ysis of this issue has been presented in the second
report of .. National Assessment (Office of Educational Research and
Improvement [OERI], in press), but the present study was in a position
to make a Timited contribution to studies of program effectiveness.
4hile not an outcomes study, the present study did gather data that
can be used to interpret the findings presented in the National As-
sessment’s second report. This study also develops suggestions about
how to improve Chapter 1 instructional services.

The approach taken in this study was based on the following
observation. An enduring problem in research on compensatory educa-
tion is that the results of large-scale outcomes studies often have
been difficuit to interpret. This was especially true of the earliest
Targe-scale effectiveness studies, which tended to take a "macro-view"
of federal education programs. In these studies, researchers assum:d
that all students who participated in a particular program received
comparabie instructional treatments and that evalua*ions of program
effectiveness could therefore be made at a very general level of
analysis. A number of observers have noted the shortcomings of this
approach (Averch, Carroll, Donaldson, Kiesling, & Pincus, 1972; Wiley,
1979). A major problem is that Chapter 1 "treatments" vary markedly
from school to school, contra-y to the assumptions of early research
designs (Carter, 1984). This has led researchers increasingly to
adopt a "micro-view" of instructional treatments, a view that assumes
that instructional "treatments" vary from site to site, ard attempts
to describe this variation in detail. VanderPloeg (1982) noted a
benefit of this approach: It studies the processes within schools
that Tead to instructional outcomes and therefore provides data that
help interpret the results of large-scale outcomes studies.

As the second report of the National Assessment indicates, com-
pensatory education programs typically exert only a small positive
effect on student achievement (OERI, in press). This study used the
following approach to help interpret previous cutcomes studies. Data
were collected on the characteristics of instruction provided to
Chapter 1 students at each school in the sample, and these data were
compared to the features of a sound educational program as identified
by past research. The purpose of this analysis was to assess the
quality of instruction in Chapter 1 projects and to see whether varia-
tions in quality were affected by project design features or other
school factors.

The definition of "quality" instruction used in this study was
derived from past research on teaching and instruction. On the basis
of this literature, the following variables were identified as major
components of an effective educational program:

Time. Educational researchers have shown a consistent relation-
ship between the amount of time students spend on academic tasks and
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their subsequent performance on achievement tests (Walberg & Fred-
erick, 1983). The relationsi ip of time to student achievement is
greater in studies that measured engaged time rather than allocated
time. Engaged time represents that fraction of allocated time that
students spend actively working at academic tasks (Fisher, Berliner,
Filby, Marliave, Cahen, & Dishaw, 1980). The present study recorded
the amount of timz students in the sample spent in instruction in
various subjects in both the regular and Chapter 1 program. In addi-
tion, qualitative data on student engagement and success were gath-
ered. These data were used Lo assess the extent to which Chapter 1
instruction contributed to students’ academic learning time.

Class size. Past research also indicates that student achieve-
ment is increased when learning activities take place in smaller
classes or instructional groups (Cahen, Filby, McCutcheon, & Kyle,
1983). For example, a meta-analysis of studies of class size by
Glass, Cahen, Smith, and Filby (1982) presented a curve that traced
the effects on learning of reductions in group size. This curve
suggested that reductions in class size had minimal effects until
instructional groups reached a size of about 10 students. Below this
number, reducticns in class siz: tended to have larger effects. This
same meta-analysis also suggested that reductions in class si”e had
larger effects when the reduction occurred for longer time periods.
For example, Glass et al. (1982) arbitrarily divided studies into
those which reduced group size for more or less than 100 hours and
found that reductions lasting lTonger than 100 hours had larger effects
than those that lasted less than 100 hours. The present study re-
corded the sizes of the instructional groups in which stude~ts in the
sample participated, both in the Chapter 1 program and in the regular
program. These data were then used to e¢xamine whether changes in
student grouping arrangements could be expected to contribute to
increased achievement of Chapter 1 students.

Instructional formats. A third component of instructional quali-
ty consists of the formats used by teachers during lessons. A great
deal of research has searched for instru...onal formats that result in
effective instructivn for lTow income/low achieving students (for a
review, see Brophy & Good, 1986). In the 1970s, researchers held out
high hopes for individualized instructional formats, but ihe Instruc-
tional Dimensicns Study (Cooley & Leinhardt, 1980), sponsored by NIE
during its last evaluation of compensatory education (NIE, 1976),
grovided little support for the effectiveness of this approach, at
Teast as measured in the study. Alternatively, much more empirical
support has been found for an approach which h~s come to be known as
"direct instruction" (Brophy & Evertson, 1975, Good, 1978; Stallings &
Kaskowitz, 1974; for a review, see Rosenshine, 1983). In this ap-
proach, teachers actively present lessons and provide students with
guided practice in new academic skills. This approach contrasts
sharply with the frequent use of independent seatwork as an instruc-
tional format, a feature common to many individualized instructional
programs. Although good instruction always includes some independent
practice, and this kind of practice occurs during student seatwork,
recent research suggests that an over-reliance on seatwork, especially
its use to present new skills, is less effective than more "direct"
instructional formats (Anderson, Brubaker, Alleman-Brooks, & Duffy,
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1985; Brophy & Good, 1936). On the basis of these findings, the
present study recorded the amount of time students spent in indepen-
dent seatwork as opposed to more "direct" instructional formats such
as lecture/recitation activities.

Curriculum content. Discussions of instructional quality must
consider not only how students are taught, but also what they are
taught (Carter, 1984; Cooley & Leinhardt, 1980). Increasingly,
thoughtful observers are beginning t- question the curriculum content
of compensatory education programs (sotel, 1978; Allington, Steutzel,
Shake, & Lamarche, in press). Past research suggests that compensa-
tory education students spend much time working on "lower-order"
academic skills. For example, students practice phonics skills but do
Tittle reading; or students practice basic arithmetic skills but do
not apply these skills in problem-solving situations. Recent research
also suggests that the "direct" instruct.on formate that many educa-
tional researchers advocate for use with Tow-income/low-achieving
students may be of limited utility for instruction in higher order
thinking skills (Peterson, 1986). As a result of this debate, this
study recorded the skills to which students in the sample were ex-
posed, both in the Chapter 1 program and in the regular program, and
this study assessed the extent to which the Chapter 1 instruction was
focused on low-level basic skills, such as phonics drills and arithme-
tic facts, or whether Chapter 1 students had an opportunity to engage
in higher order skills, such as the reading cf connected text and the
completion of problem-soiving exercises.

The Relationship Between Chapter 1 and Regular Instruction

A third area of interest to the National Assessment was the
relationship between the Chapter 1 program and the regular instruc-
tional program. In this study, this relationship was studied from two
poirts of view. First, the sponsors of this study were interested in
the flow and integration of Chapter 1 and regular lessons over the
course of an entire student day. Second, they were interested in
school-1evel procedures used to coordinate the regular and Chapter 1
instructionail programs.

Both these interests derive from past research on compensatory
education. With respect to the flow of Chapter 1 and regular lessons
over the course of the school day, the last major evaluation of com-
pensatory education (NIE, 1976) contained a number of relevant find-
ings, some of which led critics to conclude that Title I instruction
substituted for rather than added to students’ regular instructional
programs. For example, the NIE (1976) study found that the average
compensatory education student spent between 4 and 5 1/2 hours a week
in compensatory instruction, almost always during the school day and
after being "pulled out' of the regular classroom, during which time
about 40% of participating students missed instruction in a variety of
subjects.

Policy analysts have discussed these findings in conjunction with

criticisms of current program practices. Brown (1982) and Walberg
(1984), for example, argued that compensatory education programs are
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not truly compensatory because they rarely add more instructional time
to a student’s school day. Almost all projects offer instruction
during the regular school calendar and participating students often
miss some portion of regular classroom instruction. A closely related
criticism was offered by Kimbrough and Hi11l, (1981), who argued that
the widespread use of pullout models disrupted the instruction not
only of pulled-out students, but also of students who remained in the
classroom.

It is interesting to contrast these criticisms, offered by policy
researchers and academics, with the views of teachers. 1In 1978, the
National Institute of Education sponsored a conference in which teach-
ers were invited to discuss research on compensatory education. By
and large, teachers were not much concerned with the fact that compen-
satory instruction caused some students to miss some portion of the
regular curriculum. Some argued that student mastery of basic reading
and mathematics skills was paramount. Nevertheless, teachers at the
conference did recognize that coordination problems arose, especially
when pullout models were in use, and many teachers "saved" time for
instruction in important subjects such as social studies so that it
could be offered when all students were present (cf. Advanced Technol-

ogy, 1983, pp. '-30, for survey findings that confirm teachers’
views).

It is imporcant to consider not only what students miss when they
receive Chapter 1 lessons, but also the extent to which lesson content
in Chapter 1 and regular classrooms is congruent. For example, John-
ston et al., (1985) concluded that most compensatory education stu-
dents veceived compensatory reading lessons that bore little or no
relationship to the reading lessons in their regular classroooms.

They also reported that school personnel made little effort to syste-
matically coordinate lesson content across instructional programs. On
the basis of this and cther evidence, they concluded that students
would be more successful in the regular instructional program if they
received compensatory instruction that was more congruent with what
was offered in the regular program.

In arder to investigate the place of Chapter 1 instruction within
the overail instructional program received by students, this study
observed students over the course of an entire school day. This
procedure allowed us to chart che congruence between lessons in Chap-
ter 1 and regular settings. T7hese whole-day observations were supple-
mented by various interviewing activities, and together these data
sources were combined to address the following kinds of research
questions. First, we were interested in understanding more about the
problem of missed instruction. As the NIE (1976) data showed, only
40% of the teachers surveyed reported that Chapter 1 students missed
some portion of their regular instruction. In this study, it was
possible to analyze the extent to which school-level design decisions
affected the problem of missed lessons. For exampl:, we were inter-
ested in finding out if students served by pullout designs missed more
regular instruction than students served by other models (e.g., in-
class). Moreover, we wanted to learn more about how teachers managed
instruction s -<h that the disruptiveness of Chapter 1 instruction
could be minimized. And finally, we used our data to investigate how

7 ~
1 16



regular classroom teachers, Chapter 1 staff, and school administrators
coordinated instructional programs and whether various coordinat ive
procedures resulted in lessons that were more or less congruent across
instructional programs.

The Contents of this Report

We conclude our introduction by discussing the contents of this
report. Before proceeding, however, we note other reports from this
study. An initial report of the project consisted of case studies of
12 of the 24 schools in the sample (Lee, Rowan, Anderson, Bossert,
Harnischfeger, & Stallings, 1986). These cases were organized to
provide information about the design and operations of Chapter 1
projects in schoels operating pullout vs. in-class models of service
delivery, in schools serving students with multiple needs, and ix
secondary schools. A second volume reported findings from a special
substudy of 7 Chapter 1 ;chools that served high proportions of
Timited-English-proficient (LEP) students (Guthrie, L.F., Rowan, Guth-
ie, G.P., & Boothroyd, 1986). The report described a variety of
strategies for designing compensatory instruction for LEP students and
discussed the interaction of LEP and Chapter 1 instructional services.

In the present volume, findings from an analysis of data at all
24 of the schools in the study are reported. The 17 elementary and 7
secondary schools included in the sample were located in six different
geographic regions of the country, used a variety of service delivery
models to provide Chapter 1 instruction, and served student popula-
tions from a broad spectrum of economic and cultural backgrounds. The
following topics are discussed below:

Chapter 3 describes the variety of schools and students that
participate in the Chapter 1 program. Since 90% of the school dis-
tricts in e nation receive Chapter 1 funds, it has been observed
that the Chapter 1 program serves a wide variety of schools and stu-
dents (Kennedy et ai., 1986). Chapter 3 presents holistic portraits
of the Chapter 1 schools and students that participated in this study
and is designed to supplement purely statistical des~riptions of
Chapter 1 schoels and students presented in other reports of the
National Assessment.

Chapter 4 discusses the design features of Chapter 1 projects.
In the past, the Chapter 1 vrogram has been criticized for providing
"pullout" instructional services (e.qa., Glass & Smith, 1977; Kimbrough
& Hill, 1981; Johnston, et al., 1985). Yet a wide variety of designs
and service delivery models are permissible under Chapter 1 legisla-
tion and local school systems are increasingly implementing designs
that incorporate "in-class" or other alternatives to pullout instruc-
tion (Gaffney & Schember, 1982; Gaffney, 1986). Chapter 4 provides
descriptive information on the design features of Chapter 1 projects
in the schools in this study and discusses factors that influence
local design decisions. These data supplement other reports on Chap-
ter 1 design features prepared as part of the National Assessment (see
especially Knapp, et al., in press).
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Chapter 5 describes the charateristics of the Chapter 1 instruc-
tion provided to the students in this study. Past research on both
compensatory and regular instruction has uncovered features of a sound
educational program that can enhance the effectiveness of basic skills
instruction for low income and/or low achieving students (for reviews,
see Brophy & Good, 1986; Peterson, 1986). Among these characteristics
are increased instructional time (Walberg & Frederick, 1983), smaller
class sizes (Glass et al., 1982; Cahen et al., 1983), and greater
amounts of "direct" instruction (Stallings & Kaskowitz, 1974; Brophy &
300d, 1986; Anderson et al., 1985). Chapter 5 examines the charac-
teristics of instruction received by students in this study in 1ight
of findings on the characteristics of effective instruction. The

purpose is to assess the quality of Chapter 1 instruction received by
students in the sample.

Chapters 6 and 7 present data on the subject matter and timing of
Tesscns experienced by Chapter 1 students during the course of an
ertie school day. A number of policy makers have been concerned that
participation in Chapter 1 lessons causes participating students to
miss some portion of their regular program of instruction and that the
transition between Chapter 1 and regular lessons is disruptive for
students (Brown, 1982; Kimbrough & Hill, 1981). Chapters 6 and 7
describe the structure of school days for students in this study and
demonstrate how participation in the Chapter 1 program affects the
scope and timing of the overall instructional program of ctudents. In
Chapter 6, quantitative data are used to address these issues, while
in Chapter 7, qualitative data are relied upon.

Chapter 8 presents data nn the procedures used by school person-
nel to coordinate student lessons across the regular and Chapter 1
programs. Past research has criticized compensatory education pro-
qrams for failing to provide instruction that is congruent with les-
sons provided in the regular classroom. Chapter 8 describes the types
of coordinative patterns found at the 24 schools in the sample and
discusses the effects of these patterns on lesson congruence across
programs.

Chapter 9 reviews the basic findings of the study and offers
suggestions for improvement of the Chapter 1 program based on these
findings.

]
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CHAPTER 2
METHODOLOGY

This study employed a multi-site case study approach in a sample
of 24 schools at six geographic locations across the country. Far
West Laboratory (FWL) had responsibility for the overall conceptuali-
zation and conduct of the substudy, as well as the data collection at
one gecgraphic site. Educational researchers at universities served
as site coordinators for the five other geographic sites. These
university-based site coordinators contributed to the development of
the data collection instruments, located potential school sites, se-
lected field research teams, and managed the data collection at four
school sites each. Comparability of data across regional sites was
ensured through the use of a set of standardized data collection
procedures.

This study was conducted during the 1985-86 academic year. Sam-
ple selection and training were carried out in the fall of 1985, and
data collection took place from January through April, 1986.

This chapter describes the methods and procedures used in the

study, giving attention to (a) sample selection, (b) instrument devel-
opment and training, and (c) data collection procedures.

Sample Selection

Sample selection occurred in two stages: First, a sample of 24
schools was chosen, and then, within each school, 10 students were
selected for observation over an entire school day. The next two
sections describe the procedures followed for selecting schools and
students. Table 2.1 displays characteristics of the final sample.

Selection of Schools

This study employed a purposive sampling plan, rather than one
that would produce a representative or random sample of schools na-
tionally. We sought a sample that would enable us to chart variations
in context, student population, and Chapter 1 services. Nomination
and final selection of schools were based on the criteria that the
sample include: schools from urban, suburban, and rural settings;
schools that organized Chapter 1 services by the various types of
service delivery models (pullout, in-class, add-on, and replacement);
both elementary and secondary schools with Chapter 1 programs operat-
ing at the grade levels targeted for student observations (grades 2,
4, 8, and 10); schools with substantial populations of non- and
limited-English speakers; both public and non-public schools; and
schools that served students from a variety of racial, ethnic, and
socioeconomic backgrounds.
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Table

2.1 Characteristics of Sample

# Academic
Hours
# Schools # Students Observed
ELEMENTARY 17 166 1357
SECONDARY 7 75 705
TOTAL 24 241 2062




Project staff coordinated with state, county, and district of-
fices of education to identify potential schools. Once a school was
identified, telephone contact was made with the principal, and a
standardized sel of procedures was followed to introduce the study,
assess the principal’s interest, and collect background information
about the school (e.g., demographic information, description of the
Chapter 1 project). Researchers also visited the schools to discuss
the study with appropriate staff members. Because student observa-
tions were to be conducted, cooperation of classroom teachers at
targeted grade Tevels was especially important, and no school was
included in the study witl.out the voluntary cooperation of relevant
teaching staff. Indeed, the vast majority of school staff were en-
thusiastic about participatirg.

When the potential pooi of schools had been nominated, FWL staff

made the final determination of the study sample, selecting 24 schools
that would provide ample variation on the criteria listed above.

Selection of Students

Observing students over the course of the school day was a major
task of the study. The id:ntification of students for observation was
carried out by research team members in association with school staff.
In some cases, the classroom teacher at the grade level to be observed
nominated students. In other cases, especially intermediate and high
schools, Chapter 1 project staff were involved in the selection process.

At each school, ten students were selected for observation:
Eight were observed for one whole day of instruction; two, for five
consecutive instructional days. The primary selection criteria were
(a) to select students who received Chapter 1 services; (b) to select
equal numbers of students by grade level in each schocl; and (c) to
select equal numbers of LEP and fluent-English-speakiny students in
those schools with high concentrations of LEP students.

As with school selection, no attempt was made to achieve a sta-
tistically representative sample; rather the goal was a sample that
would enable the study to document variations. Thus, in addition to
the criteria listed above, variations were also sought in (a) Chapter
1 services received by subject (e.g., reading only vs. reading and
math); (b) achievement scores (e.g., California Test of Basic Skills);
(c) receipt of other types of special services (e.g., special educa-
tion, LEP); and (d) sex.

Instrument Development and Training

Data collection procedures were derived from those used in ear-
lier multisite case studies conducted at Far West Laboratory. Exist-
ing instruments were modified for the study and refined during field
tesiing. In developing data collection procedures, FWL key staff were
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guided by the conceptual model discussed in Chapter 1. Procedures

were developed that would allow fieldworkers to gather evidence on
each of the constructs.

Field testing was conducted in two schools chosen to represent
characteristics of the study sample. A large, urban middle school and
a small, urban elementary school served as pilot sites. Both schools
had compensatory education programs and enrolled a high percentage of
LEP students. Early field testing focused on the structured student
observation techniques. Working in pairs, key staff entered pilot
sites and engaged in student observations. A series of trial observa-
tions and subsequent revisions of the instrument produced a coding
scheme that was easy to use, reliable, and captured significant fea-
tures of students’ instructional experiences. Key staff also field
tested interview guides, conducting interviews with various instruc-
tional staff members in the pilot schools.

Training

Training was conducted at each geographic site by key staff,
using a standard set of materials and activities. Training was ori-
ented around the Chapter 1 Whole Day Study Research Manual, which
consists of the Technical Proposal of the study, an overview of the
study, and sections on school and student level data collection.
videotapes were used to demonstrate interview techniques and to pro-
vide examples of classroom instruction. On-site practice observations
in classrooms were conducted in local classrooms in schools that would
not be part of the final study sample.

For a period of approximately one month following training, the
field staff continued to practice interviewing and student observa-
tions in pilot schools. During this time, site team members phoned
FWL staff with questions or problems they encountered. At the end of
the practice period, FWL conducted a coding test at all sites and
checked coding reliability across all fieldworkers. Test results
indicated that coders understood and could reliably use the coding
scheme.

Data Collection Procedures

This section describes the data collection procedures used in the
study. Two levels of data collection are discussed: schuol-Tlevel
data collection and student-level data collection.

School-tLevel Data Collection

Data on school-level variables were collected through semi-struc-
tured interviews with key school personnel. In each school, inter-
views were conducted with the principal, Chapter 1 coordinator, Chap-
ter 1 certificated staff, and regular classroom teachers of observed
students. In some cases, the Chapter 1 district coordinator or Chap-
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ter 1 instructional aides were interviewed. Approximately ten inter-
views were conducted at each site.

A1l interviews were tape recorded. Those with the principal,
Chapter 1 staff, and classroom teachers of students shadowed for a
whole week were transcribed for later analysis. The remainder were
summarized by the data collectors according to a standardized datz
reduction format. For all interviews, a "summary observation" of key
points and comments about the quality of the interview itself was
prepared.

Principals also provided standard demographic data on the school,
Chapter 1 program, and the district. Among the data provided was the
service delivery model: Add-on, in-class, pullout, or replacement.
The school principal was asked to identify each service delivery model
operating at the school. In the report, therefore, references to
service delivery models are based upon principals’ definitions.

Student-Level Data Collection

For each student shadow day, fieldworkers gathered data on
students’ instructional experiences through the use of the Student
Observation Instrument (SCI), conducted a "debriefing" interview with
teachers at the end of the observation day, and prepared a daily
summary. Each of these procedures is described in this section; more
complete descriptions are contained in the Chapter 1 Whole Day
Research Manual.

The SOI combined a system of structured coding categories with
descriptive, focused fieldnotes to yield a chronological account of
each student’s experiences across all instructional settings. Struc-
tured coding categories appeared across the top of the form; this
information described the context of the target student’s activity at
any one time. Focused fieldnotes were taken on the lower portion of
the form. These fieldnotes allowed fieldworkers to maintain a fuller,
verbal description of the flow of instructional activities. Here,
fieldworkers took notes on lesson content, materials, student perform-
ance, and behavior. While the study did not measure student outcomes
on standardized achievement tests, fieldworkers did collect copies of
students’ worksheets and estimate students’ engagement and success
rate on observed academic tasks.

An important variable in the cross-site analyses was the coding
category called instructional format. Instructional formats included
lecture/recitation, seatwork, surrogate, and management. Lec-
ture/recitation referred to lesson segments in which the instructor
actively conducted the lesson through lecture, question-and-answer, or
guided practice, such as when teacher and students work math problems
together. Lecture/recitation served as the study’s measure of "di-
rect" instruction. Seatwork referred to lesson segments in which the
shadowed student worked on written assignments without close supervi-
sion. Surrogate was used to code lessons that involved computer-




assisted instruction or audiovisual aids. Finally, management in-
cluded classroom behaviors such as distributing papers, checking roll,
or sharpening pencils.

A debriefing interview was conducted with classroom teachers at
the end of each observation day. The purpose of this interview was to
obtain information about the skills or academic content (if any) that
students missed because they received Chapter 1 instruction. It also
provided information on how lesson content was coordinated across
Chapter 1 and regular programs and whether Chapter 1 students had to
make up work missed.

A Daily Summary was developed for each student shadow day. This
three- to four-page account of the student’s instructional day was
erganized chronologically, summarizing each content area lesson (e.q.,
reading, math, science, social studies). Within Tessons, instruction
was reported on by format (e.g.,lecture/recitation, seatwork) and
group (e.g., whole class, subgroup, individual). The Daily Summary
also allowed fieldworkers to expand on focused fieldnotes and describe
more fully what the student did in different instructional settings.

Data Analysis

Data analysis was both quantitative and qualitative. Quantita-
tive analyses were conducted on the structured portion of the SOI.
Qualitative data reduction procedures 1ike those described by Miles
and Huberman (1984) were used to analyze interviews and fieldnotes.

Quantitative Analysis

Data from the structured portion of the SOI were keyed into
machine-readable format and analyzed by computer. The quantitative
analysis produced (a) individual daily schedules for all shadowed
students, and (b) a series of summary tables.

Qualitative Analysis

A massive amount of descriptive data was collected over the
course of the study. These data included transcribed interviews,
interview summaries, daily summaries of student observations, and
school portraits and maps. Guided by the conceptual framework, FWL
key staff used a series of steps to reduce the data to manageable
proportions.

A11 data for each school site were gatherad in a separate binder:
staff interviews, daily summaries, debriefing interviews, mini-ques-
tionnaire, and a narrative school portrait. Or a site-by-site basis,
data analysts then read through the data, extracting relevant informa-
tion. A variety of data reduction forms were used to produce brief
summaries. Student-level data reduction forms summarized each stu-
dent’s daily schedule, special program services (e.g., Chapter 1,
special education), and topics and skill levels in reading and math by
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program. For school-level data, data reduction forms focused on the
funding context, service delivery models, and the coordination between
Chapter 1 and regular instruction. In addition, portraits of individ-
ual students were prepared, and quotations from school personnel
relating to a variety of issues were extracted from interviews.

Summary

This study employed a multisite case study approach in six geo-
graphic sites. A sampie of 24 school sites was selected to reflect
variations in context, student population, and Chapter 1 services.
Ten students in each school were observed for entire school days.
Students varied by grade level, Chapter 1 services received, English
Tanguage proficiency, and achievement. At the school-level, inter-
views were conducted with key school personnel, including the princi-
pal, Chapter 1 coordinator, Chapter 1 instructors, and regular class-
room teachers. Student-level data collection combined structured cod-
ing and focused fieldnotes. Data analysis was both quantitative and
qualitative.
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CHAPTER 3
THE COMMUNITY CONTEXT OF CHAPTER 1 SCHOOLS

This chapter sets tha scene for the descriptions and discussions
in the rest of this report. First, we present the Yasic descriptive
data on the community and district settings of the 24 schools in the
sample; we then focus on a number of themes that emerged during the
cross-site analysis. A major purpose of this chapter is to describe
the variety of communities served by the Chapter 1 program and to
illustrate the various educational needs of students from these
communities.

Basic Descriptive Data

The schools in this study were selected purposively to provide
variation in community settings, grade levels served, and project
types. This strategy does not result in a sample that is representa-
tive of the population of schools receiving Chapter 1 funds, but it
does include schools with a wide enough range of characteristics to
allow for an examination of how the services offered by Chapter 1
projects in schools are affected by such variables as community set-
tings, district characteristics, tho grade levels served by the
schools, and the types of students attending the schools.

Table 3.1 arrays basic descriptive data for the 17 elementary
schools, the 3 intermediate schools, and the 4 high schools in the
sample. Community and district characteristics are indicated by com-
munity type and poverty index and enroliment of the school district;
school characteristics include enrollment figures, school grade span,
and ethnic composition of the school; student characteristics include
the percentage of students who scored below the 50th percentile in
reading and math, and the percentage of limited-English (LEP) students
in each school. These data are briefly discussed below.

Community Characteristics

The Chapter 1 program is designed to provide services to educa-
tionally disadvantaged youth in areas with poverty concentrations.
The first interim report of the National Assessment of Chapter 1
(Kennedy, Jung, & Orland, 1986) reported that as many as 90% of school
districts receive Chapter 1 funds. Chapter 1 thus serves a wide
variety of communities, and the sample was chosen to reflect this
circumstance.

A majority of the schools in this study were located in urban
areas, but the cities in which the schools were located varied greatly
in size. For example, among the urban schools in the sample, four
were located in large cities with populations greater than 500,000;
seven, in medium-sized cities with populations between 100,000 and

26




TABLE 3.1 Characteristics of Schools in the Study

Community and District Characteristics School Characteristics Student Characteristics
' TSrvd
District :?overty Index Schoot Grade | Ethnic Groups by % Below 50th
Community Type|Enroliment! of District Enroliment| Span at School* Ch. 1 [Reading[Math|s LEP

Elesentary ‘

Huxley Urban 62,387 173 942 k-5 Caucas = 373 67 31 21 30
AI/NY = 0}
Asn/Pl = 47
Black = 1]
Hispan = 04

Parker Urban 29,716 103 512 K-5 Caucas = 153 64 50 44 28
Al/A) = 01
Asn/Py = 14
Black = 03
Hispan = 67

Westwood Urban 8,392 163 493 K-5 Caucas = 313 61 70 60 20
Al/A) = 01
Asn/Pi = 4]
Black = 14
Hispan = 13

Washing ton Urban 436,925 193 928 Prek-6 | Caucas = 253 13 15 66 29
AI/AY = 03
Asn/Pl = 16
Black = 26
Hispan = 30

Kens fng ton Urban 8,639 083 483 Prek-4 | Caucas = 103 31 18 67 04
AI/A1 = 00
Asn/Pl = 0}
Black = 78
Hispan = 11

Nelson Urban 2,480 063 650 K-6 Caucas = 953 22 08 04 00
AI/AY = 00
Asn/Pl = 01
Black = 04
Hispan = 0}

St. Mary's Urban 1,300 073 224 K-8 | Caucas = 913 10 15 20 (| 00
AI/AY = 00
Asn/Pl = 00
Black = 08
Hispan = 0}

Danville Urban 28,054 263 435 8eg¥-5 c:,::s = 10% 22 57 k] 02
AV /A =035
Asn/Pl = 30
Black = 90
Hispar = 00

Centra) Urban 3,285 19% 465 K-6 Caucas = 583 30 26 24 14
AI/Al = 00 '
Asn/Pl = 14
Black = 27
Hispan = 0}

H111side Urban 23,401 133 615 K-6 Caucas = 563 k7 ) 67 66 05
AI/Al = 04
Asn/Pl = 07
Black = 4
Hispan = 29

Johnson Urban 23,401 132 370 1-6 Caucas = 503 46 27 26 04
AI/AY = 07
Asn/Pl = 04
Black = 07
Hispan = 32

*Al/K1=American Indfan/Alaskan; Asn/PleAsian/Pacific Islander (table continues)
3.2 D
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Elesentary
Winkler

Sumner

Evergreen

Hayes

Tudor

Lowell

Intermediate

aehoe

Lakeview

Efnstein

Community and Ofstrict Characteristics

School Characteristics

Student Characteristics

Community Ty,

Ofstrict
Enrnliment

Poverty Index
of Oistrict

$School
Enrollment

Grade
Span

Ethnic Groups
a8t School*

¥ 5rvd
by
Ch. 1

% Below 50th

Keading {Math

3 LEP

Suturban

Suburban

Rural

Rural

Rural

Rural

Urban

Urban

Suburdan

4,097

10,608

823

9,137

8,767

6,188

2,178

67,899

1,567

033

163

663

163

18%

183

nissing

07%

073

607

849

625

439

198

495

“)

297

*Al/A1=American Indfan/Alaskan; Asn/PlsAsias/Pacific Islander

3.3

k-4

k-4

Prek-8

k-6

Cauces = 863
Al/AY = 00
Asn/pl = 06
Black = 08
Hispan = 00

Caucas = 743
AlI/AY = 00
Asn/Pl = 02
Black = 23
Hispan = 01

103
00
00
90
00

99
00
00

Caucas
Al/AY
Asn/Pl
Black
Hispan

Caucas
Al/R)
Asn/pl
Black
Hispan

Caucas
Al/AY
Asn/Pl
Black
Hispan

8

Cauces
AL/
Asn/?1
Black
Hispan

Caucas
Al/A)

Asn/P] = 00
8lack = 00
Hispan = 00

Caucas =
Al/Al =
Asn/Pl = 10
Biack =

Hispan

Caucas =
AI/Al = 00
Asn/P] = 00
Black =100
Hispan = 00

No

data

18

37

17

29

in
DY

20 12

41 i

70 70

28 10

3 60

45 40

36 20

50 50

70 3

(table

01

05

continues)
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High Schools

Salvador

Stevenson

Coolidge

Taylor

Community and District Characteristics

Schoo) Chartctertstics

Student Characteristics

TSrvd
District |Poverty Index School Grade | £Ethnic Groups by $ Below 50th
Communicy Type|Enroliment] of District Enroliment] Span at School* Ch, 1 [NeadinglWathis LEP
Urban 22,241 112 2,068 9-12 | Caucas = 28% 15 No datal -- 24
Al/AY =0
Asn/Pl = 28
Blszk = 12
Hispan = 3]
Urban 23,401 132 1,394 9-12 | Caucas = 748 11 4] 42 22
Al/AY = 02
Asn/Pl = 10
Black = 04
Hispair = 10
Suburban 5,508 038 1,170 9-12 | Caucas = 743 6 35 40 00
Al/MY = 00
Asn/Pl = 00
Black = 23
Higpan = 03
Rural 921 398 M4 B-12 | Caucas = 35% 7 75 n 00
Al/AY = 00
Asn/Pl = 00
Black = 65
Hispan = 00

*Al/A1eAmerican Indfan/Alaskan; Asn/Pl=Asian/Pacific Islander
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300,000; and the remainder of the schools, in small cities, suburban
areas, or rural communities.

The economic vitality of these communities also varied greatly.
For example, Table 3.1 displays data on the extent of poverty in the
communities served by the school districts in our sample. The figure
used in the table is the Orshansky index for the district in which the
schools are located. This index reports the percentage of the school-
age population within a district’s attendance area that live below the
federally-defined "poverty line." The rural communities in the sam-
ple, predominantly Southern, tended to have the highest rates of
poverty. For example, in one of the small, rural communities in the
sample, 66% of the school-age population were classified as living
below the federal "poverty line," while in another rural community
nearly 40% of the students were from impoverished backgrounds. By
contrast, the large cities in the Midwest and West that were in the
sample had between 10% and 20% of the school age population living in
poverty, while the smaller cities and suburban communities in the
sample had between 3% and 20% of the school age population living in
poverty. An implication of these data is that students from poverty
backgrounds can be found in virtually all types of communities, even
though some communities and some schools within each type of community
have higher concentrations of poverty than others.

This sample to some extent reflects patterns of poverty described
in the first Interim Report of the National Assessment of Chapter 1
(Kennedy et al., 1986). Findings of the report, for example, were
that children who experience long-term poverty are more likely to
belong to minority groups and to live in rural areas, in the South-
east, and in large urban areas.

District and Schocl Characteristics

The sample also was chosen to reflect the fact that school dis-
tricts are more likely to provide Chapter 1 services in elementary
than in secondary schools (Advanced Technology, 1983; Kennedy et al.,
1986). 1hus, as Table 3.1 shows, the sample included 17 elementary
schools, 3 intermediate schools, and 4 high schools.

Tabla 3.1 also shows enrolIments in the schools and school dis-
iricts. The 24 schools in the sample were located in 22 different
school districts. The smallest of these districts had an enrolliment
of 823 students, while the largest enrolled nearly a half million
students. There was also variation in the :umber of studenis enrolled
at each school. For example, the two smallest elementary schools in
the sample had enrolliments of around 200 students, while the two
largest eiementary schools had enrollments of over 900 students. The
remainder of the elementary schoois enrolled between 400 and 600
students. Intermediate and secondary schools in the sample ranged in
enroliment from about 300 students to over 800 students. The high
schoo's ranged in enroliment from a small, rural high school with 350
students to a large, urban high school with over 2,000 students.
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The ethnic compesition of the schools in the sample also varied.
Table 3.1 shows the great variation in the distribution of ethnic
groups served by the schools in the sample. Many of these communities
had attracted recent immigrants from Southeast Asia; for example, one
urban school community in the Midwest was known as an area for recent
immigrants, and the school was reported to have students from 77
different ethnic and linguistic backgrounds. One third of the schools
in the sample were notable for serving a variety of different ethnic
groups, including substantial propcrtions of students from linguistic
minorities. Other communities contained large numbers of indigenous
Hispanic and Black minorities. Only about one third of the schools
served a relatively homogenous student body. 1In four of these
schools, 90% of the student body was White, while in another three
schools, over 75% of the students were Black.

Student Characteristics

vable 3.1 displays data on the [roportion of students at schools
in the sample that scored below the 50th percentile on nationally
normed achievement tests. It is well known that achievement scores
are correlated to home background, but it is worth noting that this
correlation is stronger at the school rather than individual leve]
(Kennedy et al., 1986). Again, the schools in the sample varied great-
1y in this regard. For example, the proportion of students scoring
below the 50th percentile in reading varied from 8% to 78%, and the
proportion of students below the 50th percentile in mathematics varied
between 4% and 71%. Table 3.1 also indicates the proportion of
Timited-English-proficient (LEP) students in each school. An effort
was made in this study to include schools with high proportions of LEP
students, and the sample, thevefore, included five schools with over
20% LEP students.

The percentage of students served by Chapter 1 within each schoo]
is, in general, another indicator of the proportion of economically
and educationally disadvantaged youth. These figures also varied
greatly, from 67% in one of the largest urban eiementary schools in
the sample to only 4% in a large suburban elementary school in the
Southeast.

To sum up the basic cescriptive data and to portray better the
diversity of the communities, districts, and schools in the study (for
detailed case studies of 12 of these schools, see Lee, Rowan, Alling-
ton, Anderson, Bossert, Harnischfeger, & Stallings, 1986), we present
the following vignettes:

* Evergreen Elementary School was located in a small, rural
town in the deep South. The community seemed insulated from
many of the economic and social changes that have occurred
in other areas of the state. Numerous cotton fields lined
the road to the school, and White families had fled the
public schools by enrolling their children in various pri-
vate academies in the county. Ninety percent of the stu-
dents at Evergreen were Black. Many students (and teachers)
spoke a form of Black dialect; 98% of the students qualified
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for the free lunch program; and some students arrived at
school hungry and improgerly clothed. Recently, the school
district had been classified as "seriously impaired" by the
State Board of Education due to the low achievement of its
students.

* Nelson Elementary School served a suburban community in
the Northeast. Located near a local university, there was
strong community support for education. The school operated
an after-school activities program that was well-attended
and greatly enjoyed by the students. Despite the suburban
character of the community, some students at the school had
special needs. About 3% came from poor families, others had
what staff members called "a poor attitude towards school,"
and still others seemed to require more social and emotional
support than their peers in order to succeed academically.

* Einstein Junior High served an economically depressed
community on the outer fringe of a major Midwestern metro-
politan area. Many of the houses surrounding the school
were in disrepair and/or abandoned. Nearly 80% of the
students at the school were Black, and about the same pro-
portion qualified for the school’s free lunch program.
Staff identified the lack of home support for education and
the students’ lack of motivation to achieve as major prob-
Tems at the school. Attendance was also a problem; average
daily attendance was 83%.

Cross-Site Themes

Three broad themes emerged a. we compared and contrasted the
schools in the sample: (a) Chapter 1 students have a variety of
needs; (b) Timited-English-proficient (LEP) Chapter 1 students present
schools with additional challenges; and (c) Chapter 1 seconcary school
students have <pecial needs. 1. the following sections, we discuss
these and related themes from the cross-site analysis.

Chapter 1 Students Have a Variety of Needs

From our cross-site analysis, we found that communities varied
considerably in economic and educational vitality, but that all commu-
nities in the sample contained some students with educational and
economic disadvantages. The vignettes from the previous section i1-
lustrate that such students were found at all of the schools in the
sample; they also illustrate the variety of needs these students
b.rought to the schools.

One point that emerged from the analysis was educators’ sensi-
tivity to the relationship between poverty and school achievement (cf.
Kennedy et al., 1986). At the school level, students are selected to
receive Chapter 1 services on the basis of educational need. Inter-




views with teachers showed that some of these students came from high-
poveriy environments. In several schools, for example, teachers re-
ported that students from poverty backgrounds lacked adequate food and
clothing. An urban teacher said of her students, "Many come to school
hungry or hyper because they have eaten candy, or are il1-clothed."
Another urban teacher noted that "people #ill keep their children out
of school simply because they don’t have clothes, they don’t have
shoes.” A number of teachers noted that low-income students also
Tacked background knowledge and experience that could be helpful in
school. For example, a secondary school social studies teacher de-
scribed how some of his students thought "Europe was a country where
they speak European." As another teacher explained, general back-
ground experiences such as travel can give students "more building
blocks and more bridges to build upon" as they learn to read or are
exposed to social studies lessons.

An additional problem noted by teachers was the lack of opportu-
nity for some students to practice reading, writing, and basic math
skills at home. As the principal of a rural school noted, "The kids
don’t have books in their homes." A teacher said that children were
in the Chapter 1 program because "their parents don’t have the ability
to help them at home and don’t know what kinds of things to do .4ith
them." At all schools, there was also great concern about single-
parent families and adults who spent long hou.s working. One teacher
noted that many children "are latch-key kids; they’re not getting
anything but TV at home. They’re not having positive parent rein-
forcement. They’re not having siblings helping them. They’re not
having grandma read to them. They’re streetwise, but they’re not
getting what a Tot of children are getting."

A second issue that emerged concerned the socio-emotional needs
of Chapter 1 students (cf. National Institute of Education [NIE],
1978). The most common observation of Chapter 1 teachers was that
Chapter 1 students lacked self-esteem. As one teacher said, “These
are kids who are not having a lot of success. They have had a lot of
failure academically, and they are discouraged." Most Chapteor 1
teachers attempted to address this problem. As one teacher said,
"Kids need that self esteem, and that’s why we place so much emphasis
on giving students a lot of positive feeling through smiles, encour-
agement, awards." An instructional aide noted that "the interaction
and pat on the back are very important to kids who haven’t had a lot
of that."

Teachers also noted a range of other emotional and behavioral
problems shown by Chapter 1 students. One teacher discussed the
strong need for attention of many Chapter 1 students and concluded,
"Just the contact with another person is very beneficial for children
with emotional needs." Another teacher noted the "short attention
span" of Chapter 1 students, and another thought that Chapter 1 stu-
dents needed encouragement "to work and perform properly, to behave
properly. For some of them, we have a real difficult time with that,
so we do a lot of rewarding in that direction.” One principal summed
up these observations well: "Lots of times these kids are incapable
of doing the seatwork that has been assigned to them on their own.
These are students that don’t work well on their own." In response to
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all of these needs, most of ihe schools in this study attempted to
provide Chapter 1 students with adult attention, supervision, and
encouragement,

A final image that emerged was teachers’ perceptions of Chapter 1
students as "sTow learners." Although one Chapter 1 teacher noted
that "behavior problems might block some students from learning, "
there were many Chapter 1 students in this study who worked hard at
school but nevertheless did not progress as fast as their peers. One
Chapter 1 teacher explained this by saying that Chapter 1 students
“start out Tower" than other students; another observed that Chapter 1
students were "sTower in their development and learn at a slower
pace." One teacher even said, "The typical Chapter 1 student may need
to hear sometl.ing as many as 1400 times before they are able to do it
on their own. The child just needs more repetition." Another con-
curred that Chapter 1 students "retain at a lower level than the
average student, and I feel they need a lot of repetition." A common
response to this problem was to provide Chapter 1 students with more
drill and practice on basic skills.

The following brief student profiles illustrate more concretely
the variety of needs Chapter 1 students brought to the programs:

* Maria, a second grader, did not have any schuoiing in
Mexico before coming to the U.S.; she did not even know how
to write her name.

* Alicia, another second grader, needed help staying on
task besides needing academic help. She moved around in her
chair, extending her arms up and back, making jerky move-
ments, and pushing other students’ chairs. She preferred
going to school to stayirg at home, because at home she
watched TV all the time and got bored.

* Cecilia, a second grader from a single-parent family,
often came to school with makeup or in her mother’s high
heels. She had a tendency to interrupt the class with
unrelated remarks such as, "I’m the only one in school who
does not have a dad. He does not live with us." Her teach-
ers suggested that she scored poorly on tests deliberately
in an effort to gain attention.

* Damian, a second-grade boy, used to be an "out-of-con-
trol" child who ran away from school to avoid punishment and
vtho could not sit still for even one moment. Labelled as
"learning disabled" and a "problem child," he now took his
Tunch supplemented with the depressant Ritalin. During the
five-day observation, he remained on task for entire class
periods and seemed to accept punishment willingly; however,
he was observed to have slowed down too much and to have
Taughed aloud only once--when watching a cartoon on how to
make money.

* Phil was an eighth grader. He spent seventh grade in all
of the Chapter 1 classes. The Chapter 1 coordinator said
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that Phil had made a 180-degree turnaround in his perfor-
mance this year. He was to transfer to a regular English
class within a month and would be in regular math next year.
He was observed to work really hard in order to get out of
the Chapter 1 program, about which he felt embarrassed. He
usually sat by students who did exemplary school work in his
regular classes. He seemed to be very critical of his own
work and to have high expectations for himself.

* Llarry was in Grade 10. He didn’t like school and wanted
to get out. His math teacher thought he could do the ~ork
if he applied himself, but he was unmotivated. He was
observed just to pace the floor four days out of five.

Limited-English-Proficient Chapter 1 Students Present Schools with
Additional Challenges

In some schools in the study, the problems of low income and low
achievement were compounded by the fact thai a Targe proportion of
students came from minority language backgrounds. Two vignettes
iilustrate some of the problems faced by these schools:

* Westwood Elementary School was located on the "wrong
side of the tracks” in a small city on the West Coast. The
school was ethnically diverse, with 41% Asian students and
13% Hispanic students. Swudents attending the school spoke
a variety of languages at home, including Spanish, Tagalog,
and a number of other Asian languages. About 20% of the
students at the school were classified LEP, and most of
these LEP students were served by the Chapter 1 program.

* Washington Elementary School was located in a large Mid-
western city and served a neighborhood where many immigrant
and refugee families 1ived. The school contained a variety
of ethnic groups: 30% Hispanic, 26% Black, 25% White, 16%
Asian, and 3% American Indian. Nearly 30% of the students
at the school were classified as LEP. ESL and biiingual
classes were held for Cuban, Vietnamese, and Laotian LEP
students. Many of these students were also served by the
Chapter 1 program. At Washington, the Chapter 1 program not
only provided classroom support, it also reached out into
the homes. Two full-time Community helpers visited the
homes of LEP students or telephoned parents. Such contacts
often required interpreters, who were also necessary at
school meetings.

A number of special needs of these language minority students
were pointed out by various school personnel. One teacher said that
"their bhiggest need is exposure to language.” In some cases, in
fact, Timited English proficiency was the only disadvantage faced by
these students. As one teacher observed, many LEP students were not
"EDY (Educationally disadvantaged youth) in Spanish," and "as those




students become more proficient in English, they move out of the

Chapter 1 program.” An example of a success story was the case of an
Afghani tenth grader:

* Yasmin had been in the States for only two years. She
seemed very bright and attentive. Her ESL teacher was
surprised to find her classified as a Chapter 1 student.
She was a hard worker and used her free time and unstruc-
tured class time very efficiently. She knew how to take
advantage of any program offered her; for example, in her
Basic English class where the teacher was known to ramble,
she remarked, "He does not teach, but he talks a lot, and
that helps me " She had difficulty with math as explained
in class, but at home her father tutored her in math.

However, for some LEP students, progress was not necessarily as
rapid. The same teacher quoted above noted that "kids low in native
Tanguage stay Tow" and reauired longer periods of support. Benigno
was a good example:

* Benigno, a fourth-grade Filipino boy, had been in the
ESL class since kindergarten. His teacher said he was not
as self-motivated as other ESL students. He needed help in
spelling and writing even though he did fine in spoken
English.

A final theme that emerged concerned the language barrier faced
by educators as they attempted to serve LEP students. The case of

Nuyhn, a young Vietnamese boy, as told by his principal, illustrates
this point:

When he came to us he could not speak any English. His
uncle told us about how he had seen the tanks go by and
people being killed. We tried to bring in an interpreter to
talk to him because he has real problems. The psychologist
and I talked to the teachers, and we’re going to try to get
him tested in his own language, but we can’t find anyone
who’s qualified to do that. We think that he has a learning
problem and that it’s not just language holding him back.
He’s not retaining, but he is getting the larguage down.

The case illustrates that language exposure was not always the
only source of low achievement for LEP students. Like other students,
LEP children had their share of socio-emotional and behavioral prob-
lems that affect Tearning. The case also shows how difficult it can
be to diagnose the learning problems of LEP students (Cummins, 1984),
and how extraordinary steps were sometimes needed to estabish communi-
cation with LEP students and their homes.

Chapter 1 Secondary School Students Have Special Needs

A third theme concerned po‘ential differences between the needs
of secondary students and the needs of elementary school students for
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Chapter 1 services. The following vignette illustrates a typical high
school with a Chapter 1 program:

* Stevenson High School was located in a medium-sized city
in the Intermountain region. Close to half the students at
the school were from minority backgrounds, but there were
few ethnic-based cliques. The school served a working class
section of the city, and only 10-20% of the students went on
to college. Many students had tow achievement in such basic
skills as reading and math, and the school has added a
number of sections of English and inathematics to accommodate
these students. About 70% of the students held after-school
jobs, and staff members reported that many students appeared
to have Tittle purpose in coming to school other than to
socialize with friends.

During the cross-site analysis, we examined the issue of whether
secondary school students had educational needs qualitatively differ-
eni froi younger students. Analysis of data from teacher interviews
revealed that this was, indeed, the case, but that *here were also
many similarities. Secondary school teachers, for example, emphasized
problems of student motivation more than did elementary school teach-
ers. As one teacher said of her secondary school Chapter 1 students,
"I try to raise their goals higher. Instead of saying a D is 0K, I
try to push then for that A." Perhaps because of low metivation,
secondary school Chapter 1 students often demonstrated a poor attitude
toward school. For instance, a Chapter 1 teacher in a secondary
school observed, "In general, I would say they hate school, they see
no purpose for it." Another teacher noted, "Attendance is the wors*
practical need. If we could have some help from the home . . . but
it’s zero from the families." What emerged from the cross-site
analysis, then, was that many secondary school Chapter 1 students
actively disliked school, had low motivation to achieve, and sometimes
had attendance problems.

A second difference between Chapter 1 students at the secondary
and elementary levels was the greater variability in student skill
levels in the secondary schools. By the time students reached high
school, the differences in achievement, even amuong the lower-achieving
Chapter 1 population, was much greater than *n elementary schools. A
high school math teacher summed up this observation:

You’ve got to have a varied approach for kids with a varying
degree of ability. I’ve got kids who cannot handle whole

number addition and subtraction, and in the same class I’ve
got kids who are working on decimals with no troubls at all.

This teacher’s observation indicates that students in his high school
class ranged in skills from the first- through eighth-grade levels.
Such variety in skill levels cannot emcrge until the later years of
schooling.

Despite these differences, many of .he same themes that were found
in discussions of elementary school Chapter 1 students also appeared in
discussions about cecondary school students. For example, one teacher
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said that secondary school teachers needed to "work on students’ seif-
concept. You have to be a psychologist and let them know how you
appreciate them, like them, and know they can do the work. You know,
they just need a Jot of encouragement.” In addition, secondary school
teachers noted students’ need for attention and supervision. As one
teacher said, "I always have to keep in mind that it is a lot of
guided and individual help. Very seldom do Chapter 1 students do
anything on their own. You know, it’s 1ike they always need assis-
tance." Thus, as in elementary schools, secondary school Chapter 1
students presented symptoms of Jow self-esteem and Tow independence.

Summary

The sample of schools included in the study varied on several
dimensions: Community type, ethnic composition, district poverty
Tevel, district and school enroliment, grade levels served, student
achievement level, percent of students served by Chapter 1, and the
percent of students who were LEP.

In the cross site analysis, we found that Chapter 1 students
presented a variety of special educational needs to schools, including
those retated te poverty, home background, social and emotional diffi-
culties, behavioral problems, low academic achievement, and limited
English proficiency.

While all of the Chapter 1 schools in this study had some siu-
dents with these needs, some schools, by virtue of the communities in
which they were located, had Targer proportions of students who were
economically and educationally disadvantaged. This was especially
true of schools in urban and rural poverty zones.

Three broad themes emerged as the schools in the study were
compared and contrasted:

* Chapter 1 students have a variety of needs. Teachers
reported that some students came from high poverty
backgrounds and lacked adequate food and clothing; had
Tittle opportunity to practice lessons at home; had low
self-esteem; or progressed more slowly than peers.

* Limited-English-proficient (LEP) Chapter 1 students
present schools with additiona® challenges. The problems of
Tow income and Tow achievement are compounded when a large
proportion of students are LEP, particularly when multiple
languages are represented.

* Chapter 1 secondary school students have special needs.
Poor motivation and attitude toward school, and a grealer
variation in skill Tevei were more characteristic of
secondary- than elementary-level students.
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CHAPTER 4

DESIGN FEATURES OF CHAPTER 1 PKOJECTS

This chapter discusses the design features of Chapter 1 projects.
Although there are many possible ways to describe Chapter 1 designs,
in this study the following features are discussed: (a) the curricu-
Tum areas in which Chapter 1 instruction is offered, for example,
reading and math; (b) the staffing patterns of Chapter 1 projects, for
example the mix of resource teachers, instructional aides, and class-
room teachers; (c) the service delivery models used to provide in-
struction, for example, pullout, in-class, replacement, add-on; and
(d) scheduling practices, for example, how many times a week services
are offered, and the length of each service interval.

This chapter presents descriptive data on these design features.
Separate discussions are provided for elementary and secondary
schools. The chapter also discusses the cross-site themes that
emerged from an analysis of these design features.

Basic Descriptive Data

This study used a purpesive sampling plan that called for the
selection of schools with a variety of design features, especially
schoois tiat used a variety of service delivary models to provide
instruction to students. Basic descriptive data un the yvesults of

this sampling strategy are presented below. Separate discussions are
provided for elementary and secondary schools.

Elementary Schoois

Table 4.1 presents descriptive data on the design features of
Chapter 1 projects in the elementary schools in the sample. Al1 17
elementary schools in this study offered Chapter 1 jnstruction in
reading; 14 offered instruction in math. The most frequently used
service delivery model in both reading and math was pullout. As Table
4.1 shows, 13 schools used a pullout model in reading, and 10 schools
used a pullout model in math. One way to summarize these data is to
refer to the findings from Advanced Technology’s (1983) survey of
district practices. This study found that over 90% of the districts
employed a pullout design exclusively or a combination of pullout and
other models. The patterns in this sample are similar. Although this
sample was deliberately chosen to include schools with a variety of
service delivery models, the pullout model is pervasive. Fifteen of
the 17 elementary schools in this study used a pullout model in at
least o~e subject area.




Table 4.1 Design Features of Chapter 1 Projects in Clementary Schools

Grades {% Srvd
Served/| by |3 Below 50th Grades Llength of
School Enrimt [Ch, 1 [Keading % LEP Subject Design Type |Served] Instructor |Frequency| Service
Urban
Hux Yey K-8/ 67 31 21 30 | Chapter 1 In-class k-5 Atde .A) Sx/wk [A has 2-3
942 Reading hrs for rdg
& math, to
vwork w/fnd
Chapter 1 In-class K-5 Alde Sx/wk lor sm grps,
Math to serve an
avg of 24
2nd grdrs,
15 4th
grdrs/class
Chapter 1 Lab Pullout K-5 Aide 2x/wk |20 min, 3~4
Math wk cycle
Parker K-5/ 64 50 44 28 | Chapter 1 Pullout to K-2 Alde 2x/wk  |Avg 15 min,
512 Reading computer lab 4 wks to a
year
Chapter 1 Puilout 2-3 Resource 3x/wk {30 min, 6
Reading Teacher (RT) wks to a yr
Chapter 1 Add-on 1-5 RT & Afde 4x/wk 130 min,
Reading (Before Total 10
schnol lab) wk$
Chapter 1 In-class 1-5 Aide 5x/wk |1 hr for
Reading ali Ch 1 Ss
in class.
T decides A
time tc Ss
Chapter 1 Pullout to K-2 Alde 2x/wk [Avg 15 min,
Math computer lab 4 wks to a
year
40
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Grades |3 Sivd
Served/| by |3 Below 5ith Grades Length of
School Enrlmt |Ch, 1} ﬁeaﬂ‘ng(ﬂi?ﬁ I LEP Sub ject Design Type [Served| Instructor |Freauency| Service
Parker Chapter 1 Add-on 1-5 RT & Afde 4x/wk 30 min,
{cont,) Math (Before- {(for 10 | Total 10
! school lab) wks) wks
Chaptar | In-class 1-5 Aide 5x/wk Varfes-
Math {not of ficial a few mins
design but to 30 mins
was observed)
Wes twood K-5/ 61 70 50 20 § Chapter 1 Puiiout 2-5 A{de 2x/wk 30-50 min,
493 Reading Lab 6 mos to a
year
Chapter 1 In=class z=5 Aide 2-5x/wk {15 min/grp,
Reading 5 min/indiv
Chapter 1 In-class K-$ Aide 2-5x/wk |15 =in/qrp,|” -
Math 1 min/indiv
Chapter 1 Pullout K=5 | RT & Afde | 2-3x/wk | 30 min,
LEP, ESL NEPs 5x/ |whole year
wk but can
exit early
¥ashington |Prek-6/{ 13 75 66 29 | Chapter ! All day K,3,4] RT & Afde Sx/wk A1l day
928 A1l Subjects | replacement
Chapter 1 Pullout 5 RT & Aide 5x/wk 40 wmin
Reading
*Chapter 1 No data Pre- Invited 1/2 day [Academic yr
Pareat-child school| speakers |for kid;
Cente” parent 4
1/2 day
or 2 full
41 9 days/mo
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Grades |% Srvd
Served/| by |% Below 50th Grades Length of
School tEnrimt |Ch., 1 |Reading n|% LEP Sub ject Design Type [Served; Instructor |[Frequency| Service
Washington *Chapter 1 Add-on 2-7 No data 1/2 day 7 weeks
(cont.) Rdg, Math, (summer prgm)
Soc stud, Sci
*These programs were district-wide
programs held this year at this
school.
Kensington |PreK-4/{ 31 78 67 4 Chapter 1 Pullout X-4 AT & Afds 1Datly for| 2 1/2 hrs,
483 Reading 9 wks |all morning
or all
afternoon
Nelson K-6/ 22 8 4 0 Chapter 1 In-class(1-5)] 1-6 Alde Sx/wk 30 mins
650 Reading Pullout(6)
Chapter 1 Pullout Ix/w] 3-6 Afde Sx/wk 30 mins
Math In-class 2x/w
St. Mary's K-8/ 10 15 20 0 Chapter 1 Pullout & 2-5 RT Ix/wk 40 min
225 Reading before school (T,W,Th)
Danville Prex-8/{ 22 LY} g 2 Chapter 1 Pullout 2-5 RT & Afde 4x/wk 40-50 min,
436 Reading (social |according
studfes [tc C1 Dir;
once & 138-75 min
wk) observed
Chapter 1 Pullout 2-F RT & Afde 4x/wk 40-50 min
Math (musfc, |according
PE on to C1 Dir,;
4P other oc-|58-62 min
J
casions) |observed

(table continues)




G ides % Srvd
Served/| by |% Below 50th Grades Length of
School Enrimt [Ch. 1 |Reading|Math|% LEP Sub ject Design Type [Served{ Instructor |Frequ:ncy| Service
Central K-6/ 30 26 24 14 | Chapter 1 Pullout 1-6 Ride 2-5x/wk 30 min
465 Reading
Chapter 1 Pullout 1-6 Atde Every 30 min
Math other day
Chapter 1 Pullout 1-6 RT & A{de | 2-5x/wk 30 min
ELD
Hiliside K-6/ 34 67 66 5 Chapter 1 In-class K Alde 4x/wk 45 min
640 Reading
Chapter 1 Pullout 1 RT 4x/wk 45 min
Redding
Chapter 1 Pullout to 2-6 | C1 Coordin,| 4x/wk 45 min
Reading computer lab T, Alde (M-Th)
Chapter 1 Pullout 1 Alde No data No data
Math
Chapter 1 Pullout to 2-6 | Cl1 Coordin,| 4x/wk 15 min
Math computer lab T, Alde (M-Th)
Johnson 1-6/ 46 27 26 4 Chapter 1 Pullout 1-6 RT & Afde 4x/wk 40 min
370 Reading
Chapter 1 Pullout 1-6 RT & Alde 4x/wk 40 min
Math
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[
Grades |% Srvd
Served/{ by |% Below 50th Grades Length of
School E~rimt |Ch. 1 |Reading[Math|% LEP Sub ject Design Type |Served| Instructor |Frequency| Service
Suburban
Winkler K-4/ 6 20 12 0 Chapter 1 Pullout 2-4 | RT, A, or 5x/wk 20-30 min
607 Math (In-class on both
occasion)
Chapter 1 Pullout 1-4 RT S5x/wk 30 min
Reading
Sumner K-5/ 4 41 k)| 0 Chapter 1 In-class but 2-5 Afde 3-fx/wk | About 20
849 Readinyg Ss are r'1led min per
aside to work group
w/"tioating
aide"
]
Chapter 1 1u-class but 2-5 Afde ! 4x/wk | About 15
Math Ss work with min/student
“floating
aide"”
Rural
Evergreen [Prek-8/| No 70 {70 O Chapter 1} In-¢lass 2-5 Afde 5x/wk | Avg 15 min
625 data Readina a day per
! student
I
s Chapter 1 Replacemant 2-5 RT & Alde 5x/wk 50 min
' i Math
! !
Hayes K-8/ 18 28 10 0 Chapter 1 Mullout 1-3 RT 5x/wk 40 min
439 Reading
“hapter 1 In-class 1-3 Afde 5x/wk 15 min
Reading

A
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Grades % Srvd
Served/| by |% Below 50th Grades Length of
School Enrimt ICh., 1 |Reading[Math|s LEP Subject Desfgn Type {Served| Instructor |Frequency| Service
Tudor K-8/ 37 73 60 | O | Chapter 1 Pullout 1-8 RT 5x/wk 40 min
198 Reading
Chapter 1 Pullout 3-8 RT Sx/wk 35 min
Math
Lowe11 K-6/ 17 45 40 0 Chapter 1 Pullout 1,3,4 RT Sx/wk 35-40 min
495 Reading
Chapter 1 In-class 2 Afde Sx/wk About 45
Reading afn, Minf-
mum 30 min
Chapter 1 In-class 3-4 Afde 5x/wk 30 min
Math blocks




Although pullout models were present in almost all of the schools
in the sample, only 5 of the 14 schools that offered Chapter 1 ser-
vices in both reading and math used a pullout model in both subject
areas. In eight other schools, a "mixed" design that included more
than one service delivery model was implemerted. These schools often
used different delivery models for different subjects or at different
grade levels; a number of schools even used more than one delivery
model for instruction in a single subject. Finally, only one school
in the sample used an in-class model exclusively. In this school, in-
class services were offered in both reading and math.

In most cases, schools with "mixed" designs were moving away from
pullout models. An analysis of interview data showed that schools
replaced pullout models for a variety of reasons. In one school,
coordination problems were cited as a reason for implementing an in-
class model. The principal at this school reported that “"we were very
uncomfor “able with the [content] linkage between the math 1ab and math
class.” In another school, a principal sunported a new in-class
design by stating that "every time you get up and take kids out of the
classroom you lose time for all students." However, complaints such
as these seemed relatively isolated, and few of the school personnel
in this study expressed strong feelings against pullout medels. As a
result, the movement away from pullout designs was often motivated not
by pedagogical concerns but for pragmatic reasons. In one school, an
in-class design was implemented because a pullout room had to be
turned into a regular classroom, and in a number of other schools, the
implementation of in-class models occurred as districts replaced
resource teachers with instructional aides.

Several vignettes illustrate how Chapter 1 designs evolved at
schools in this study. For example, the following vignette illus-
trates a project that offered Chapter 1 instruction in only one
subject--reading:

* Hayes Elementary School was located in a rural community
in the Mid-South. About 25% of the students at the school
performed below grade level in reading; only 10% were below
grade level in math. Because of a higher need for reading
remediation in grades 1-3, staff at the school decided to
concentrate Chapter 1 services on reading in the lower
grades. Two resource teachers provided pullout instruction
to siudents five times a week, and three instructional aides
offered some students a 15-minute, in-class reading tutorial
each day. The in-class component was added to the program
because the district Chapter 1 director believed Chapter 1
students needed to receive the full attention of an adult
during at Teast some portion of each day.

The next two vignettes discuss schools that provide Chapter 1
services in both reading and math using a "mixed" design:

* Parker Elementary School was located in a large city on
the West Coast. About 50% of the students at the school
performed below grade level in reading; about 40% were below
grade level in math. In addition, the school served a
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predominantly Hispanic community, and 28% of the students at
the school were classified as LEP. in both reading and
math, Chapter 1 services combined in-class, pullout, and
add-on designs. Each teacher used one hour a day of aide
time to provide students with in-class services in reading
and math. In addition, three resource teachers offered
pullout services in reading and math two to three times a
week. Finally, resource teachers and aides staffed a
before-school program that offered reading and math lessons
four times a week in four- and six-week cycles. The prin
cipal of the school and the resource teachers favored pull-
out designs and wanted to increase these types of services
at the expense of in-class services. Teachers, on the other
hand, wanted more aide time for in-class services.

Hillside Elementary School was located in a medium-sized city
in the Intermountain region. Nearly 95% of the students at
the school qualified for the free lunch pro~vam; about 65%
were performing below grade level in readi._ with an equal
number performing below grade level in math. Because staff
members believed that younger students needed the attention
of a single teacher, aides were used to provide in-class
services in reading and math to students in grades K-1. At
grades 2-6, however, students were pulled out to a "lab"
where resource teachers and aides provided small-group and
computer-assisted instruction to 15-20 students at a time.
The principal reported that the computer lab was "a cheaper
way to accommodate more students" and that the lab was a good
way to "expose poor children to computers.”

Finally, a few schools implemented primarily in-class projects.
The following vignette illustrates one school with such a de~ign:

* Nelson Elementary School was located in a small city in
the Northeast. The school served few poor students, and
Tess than 10% of the students performed below grade level in
reading and math. The school’s Chapter 1 project was
staffed by two instructional aides. In reading, one aide
provided students with in-class services five times a week.
In math, the other aide pulled students out of classrooms
three times a week and offered in-class services twice a
week. The district Chapter 1 director preferred the in-
class model, but he noted that pullout services were offered
in math because "you may end up with only one kid in one
classroom and two kids in another . . . and the easiest
thing is to group these kids" in a pullout setting.

In summary, an analysis of Table 4.1 shows that the design fea-
tures of Chapter 1 projects in elementary schools can be complex.
Although pullout models were the most frequent, most of the elementary
schools in this sample. implemented a "mixed" design that combined
pullout modaels with other models. In schools serving large numbers of
Chapter 1 students, these "mixed" designs could be quite complex, as
the vignette of Parker illustrates. In other schools, for example,
Nelson and F 11side, the "mixed" design affected only a subset of
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students. In these schools, a variety of pedagogical and practical

reasons motivated decisions to implement the "mixed" form of service
delivery.

Secondary Schools

Table 4.2 shows basic descriptive data on the design features of
secondary schools in the sample. These data confirm the findings of
previous large-scale surveys of design practices: School districts
favor elementary schools over secor.dary schools in the allocation of
Chapter 1 funds (Advanced Technology, 1983). For example, although
the three intermediate schools in the sample offered Chapter 1 ser-
vices in both reading and math, these services were usually offered
Tess frequently than in elementary schools. In fact, in two of the
three intermediate schools, Chapter 1 services were offered only two
or three times a week. Three of the four high schools in the sample
also offered Chapter 1 services in reading and math, but in these
schools, services were restricted to students in the Towest two
grades, and the schools appeared to serve proportionately fewer low-

achieving students when compared to the elementary schools in the
sample.

Pullout and replacement models were the most common approaches
used to deliver Chapter 1 instruction. Two of the three intermediate
schools in the sample used pullout designs, and three of the four high
schools used replacement models. It is interesting to note that there
sometimes was Tittle difference between the pullout and replacement
designs in use at schools in this sample. For example, in some inter-
mediate schools, students were "pulled out" of study hall, P.E., and
social studies, while in some high schools Chapter 1 instruction
"replaced" these services. Since this study employed the labels for
service delivery models that were provided by school personnel, and
since in cases where this classification seemed dubious, state appli-
cation forms were checked, it appears unlikely that the lack of mean-
ingful difference between pullout and replacement designs in this
sample was due to our misclassification of delivery models. On the
other hand, it is possible that local educators were confused about
the appropriate label for their delivery model, and this could be
especially true in the case of the ceplacement model. As past re-
search shows, at least some local decisionmakers are confused about
"excess cost" models as these apply to the definition of replacement
projects (Gaffney & Schember, 1982).

In all of the secondary schools in the samnle, Chapter 1 services
were provided within the context nf a departmentalized academic struc-
ture. In some schools with replacement models, Chapter 1 classes
replaced regular classes in the same subject. In these schools,
Chapter 1 classes were simply regularly scheduled classes in the
Towest Tevels of che curriculum in the school, and they were scheduled
in much the same way as regu’ar classes. In other schools, however,
Chapter 1 instruction replaced regular instruction in a differznt
subject, for example, P.E., study hall, or an elective. In theze
schools, the Chapter 1 program provided students with a "double dose”
of instruction. For example, the most common pattern in secondary
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Table 4.2 Design Features of Chapter 1 Projects in Secondary Schools

Grades |% Srvd Service
Served/| by |% Below 50th Delivery [Grades Length of
School Enrimt |Ch, 1 Reaa!ng(ﬂifﬁ 2 LEP Subject Model Served| Instructor |Frequency| Service
Urban
Intermediate|
Lakeview 7-9/ 53 50 50 1 Chapter 1 Replacement 9 Teacher (T)| S5x/wk 45 min
840 English & Adde {A)
Chapter 1 Replacement | 7-8 T & Alde 5x/wk 45 min
English
Chapter 1 Replacement | 7-8 T & Alde 5x/wk 45 nin
Readirg
Chapter 1 Replacement | 7-8 T & Alde Sx/wk 45 min
Math
Kehoe 6-8/ 29 36 20 1 Chapter 1 Pullout 7-8 Resource |[Alternate| 43 min
441 Reading Teacher (RT)|days (5x/
2 wks)
Chapter ! In-class 7-8 RT Z A 5x/wk 43 min
Math
Suburban
IntermedTate
Einstein 5-8/ 44 70 73 0 Chapter 1 Pullout 5-8 /T 2x/wk 40 min
297 Reading
Chapter 1 Pullout 5-8 RT 2x/wk 40 min
Math
Chapter 1 Add-on 6-8 /T 2x/wk 40-60 min
Pertorming
Arts
4 9 (table continues)




awrades % Srvd

Served/| by |3 Below 50th| Grades Length of
School Enriat [Ch. 1 {Reading $ LEP Subject Design Type |Served] Instructor {Frequency| Service
Urban
High Schools
Salvador 9-12/ 15 No No 24 | Chapter 1 Pullout 9-10 | Afde (some-| 1x/wk or! 30-55 min,
2068 data |data Reading/Lan- Reading or times w/T) | 1x/2 wks|varies by T
guage Arts(tA)]| "Think® Lab

Chapter 1 Pullout 9-10 | Afde (some~{ Once per| 30-55 min
Reading/LA Reading times w/T) | 1-2 wks | (est),
Computer Lab varifes by 7
Chapter 1 Add-cn 9-10 { T oversees | Offered 1 hr
Reading/LA (after school students 2x/wk
tutoring) (Ss) & tutor
Chapter 1 ESL,{ In-class 9-10 Adde Sx/wk |Varies by T
Reading/LA

Chapter 1 ESL,| In-class 9-10 Alde Sx/wk |[Varfes by T
Science,
Soc. studies

Chapter 1 ESL{ Pullout ESL Aide (some-~] Gnce per| 55 win,

tanguage lab times w/T) | 2 wks |varfes by T

Chapter 1 In-class 9-10 Alde 5x/wk Yaries to
Matii Tess than
1 min/day

Chapter 1 Pullout 9~-10 Alde Varies, |Avg 30 min
Math Computer Lab whenever
€ needs

deill

Chapter 1 Add-on 9-10 { | oversees | O0ffered 1 hr
Math {after-school Ss & tutor 1x/wk
| | | | | tutoring) ]

50

(table continues)




Grades {2 Srvd
Served/] by |% Below 50th Grades Length of
School Enrimt [Ch. 1 [Reading]Mathit LEP Sub ject Design Type |Served| Instructor |Frequency| Service
Stevenson 9-12/ 11 41 42 | 22 Chapter 1 Add-on 9-12 ClRT & 5x/wk 45 min
1394 Reading Elective Coordinator
Suburban
Higﬁ Schools
Coolidge 9-12/ 6 35 40 0 Chapter 1 Replacement | 9-10 RT 5x/wk 25-30 min
1170 Reading
Chapter 1 Replacement 9 RT Sx/wk 25-30 m12
Math
Rural
Higﬁ Sc'dJIs
Taylor 8-12/ 7 75 71 0 Chapter 1 Replacement | 8-9 RT & A 5x/wk 55 min
344 Reading
Chapter 1 Replacement | 8-9 RT & A Sx/wk 55 min
Math
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schools was for students to receive Chapter 1 reading and a regular
English class.

Two vignettes illustrate a number of design features of Chapter 1
projects in secondary schools:

* Stevenson High School was located in a medium-sized city
in the Intermountain region. About 40% of the students
scored below grade level in reading; a similar proportion
were below grade Tevel in math. However, the Chapter 1
project at the school served only 11% of the student body,
and services were offered only in reading. The pr¢ject used
a replacement model in which students enrolled in Chapter 1
reading in place of an elective; thus, students received a
"double dose" of reading and English. Three years ago, the
school had dropped Chapter 1 services in math because the
district had decided to allocate 85% of its Chapter 1 funds
to elementary schools.

* Einstein Junior High School was located in an economi-

cally depressed community on the outskirts of a major Mid-
western metropolitan area. About 80% of the students quali-
fied for the free lunch program; 70% of the studerts were
below grade Tevel in reading; and about 75% were below grade
Tevel in math. The school managed to serve 44% of the
student body with its pullout reading and math projects, but
these services were offered only twice a week for 40 min-
utes. During these times, students were pulled out of all
subjects except English and math.

In summary, Table 4.2 shows that secondary schools in this study
used pullout and replacement designs. In the majority of the schools,
Chapter 1 services replaced instruction in courses other than reading
and math and thus tended to provide students with a "double dose" of
instruction in subjects in which they required remediation. The data
also indicated that secondary schools did not r..eive as much funding
as elementary schools and that, as a result, many secondary school
students in need of remediation did not receive services.

Cross-Site Themes

A major finding of the cross-site analysis was that budgetary
pressures, the presence of state compensatory education programs, and
the presence of large numbers of students with multiple neceds affected
project design features. In the following sections of this chapter,
we discuss these themes.

Budgetary Pressures Affect Design Features

Although Chapter 1 funding has remained reasonably stablea since
1980, Chapter 1 expenditures over this time periecd have declined by
more than 27% when adjusted for inflation (Crawford, 1986). This
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reduced spending power appeared to affect the design features of
several Chapter 1 projects at schools in this sample. In particular,
two design features appeared most sensitive to reductions in spending
power: Staffing patterns and scope of services.

At several schools, district administrators decided to replace
higher-salaried resource teachers with lower-salaried instructional
aides. In several cases, resource teacher positions were eliminated
entirely, and aides were placed in classrooms where they could be
supervised by teachers. In other schools, pullout designs were re-
tained, but resnurce rooms were staffed by instructional aides rather
than resource teachers. 1In a few of these schools, pullout settings
were changed from small rooms where one resource teacher worked with a
single small group of students to large "labs" which contained several
work stations and banks of microcomputers or other audiovisual ma-
chines. The larger labs were staffed by resource teachers and aides,
contained between three and eight work stations, and accommodated
between 15 and 80 students at a time. The movement towards "labs" was
often motivated by cost consciousness. One district administrator
estimated that after investing $32,000 per school to install Chapter 1
"labs,"” the per-pupil cost of Chapter 1 instruction decreased by about
$150 per year. Finally, Chapter 1 budgeting also affected schools
with replacement models. These schools most often responded by in-
creasing ciass size in the Chapter 1 program and by hiring more aides.
In one secondary school a teacher noted, "[This] has changed our role
in that we used to have a lot of time with students."”

Cost consciousness also affected the scope of services provided
by Chapter 1 projects in schools. This was especially evident at the
high school level, where inflationary pressures often resulted in
staffing cuts rather than replacement of resource teachers with aides.
Tnese cuts, in turn, Ted to decreases in the number of students
cerved. For example, one high school in the study decreased its
Chapter 1 staff from three resource teachers to about half that Jevel
and could only serve students in grades 9 and 10. In other secondary
schools, cost consciousness forced staff to think about new ways of
serving the large pool of students eligible for Chapter 1 services.
One district in the sample resolved this problem by placing about 20%
of its students in special education services, a solution th ap-
peared to involve "cross-subsidy"” of federal funding programs (Kim-
brough & Hi1l, 1981). 1In another school district, the high schools no
Tonger allowed students to be served by more than one federal program.
As a result, many LEP students who were formerly served by the Chapter
1 program were no longer placed in this program.

State Compensatory Programs Affect Chapter 1 Designs

A second theme that emerged from our analysis of design histories
was that state compensatory education programs affected Chapter 1
design decisions. In two districts in our sample, compensatory educa-
tion programs at schools were funded either by state programs or by
the Chapter 1 program, but not by both. In some cases, funding
changed from one funding source to another from year to year, (e.q.,
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from Chapter 1 to state funding), but design features of their proj-
ects remained reasonably stable.

In other districts in the study, schools were required (or per-
mitted) to use both Chapter 1 and state compensatory funds. In one
school, Chapter 1, state compensatory eaucation, special education,
and district funds were blended into a common funding base that pro-
vided remedial services to any student referred to the program by a
special services committee. In other schools, state compensatory
education provided services to one group of students, and Chapter 1
serviced «nother group. For example, at one school, state funds
provided remedial services to students in some grades and Chapter 1
provided services to other grades. At another school, Chapter 1
served students between the 25th and 50th percentiles in achievement,
and state funds served students below the 25th percentile. It is
interesting to observe that in schools with both state-funded and
Chapter-1-funded programs, the different programs usually used the
same service delivery model.

Multiple Needs Students Are Served by Complex Desicns

A third factor that affected Chapter 1 designs was the presence
of high numbers of multiple needs students. By "multiple needs"
students we denote children who are eligible to be served by more than
one categorical program. In schools with large numbers of poor,
Tanguage minority students, complex designs involving the interaction
of numerous different components, funded by several different funding
programs, evolved to serve these students.

In three of the schools in the sample, the Chapter 1 program
funded in-class aide time on a daily basis; Chapter 1 pullout services
were offered less frequently. In part, these designs resulted from
budgetary pressures, but the move to in-class assistance and less
frequent pullouts also meant that multiple needs students were pulled
out of regular classrooms less often. For example, LEP students were
most often pulled out for ESL iessons, in part because these lessons
required students to participate orally and were much too noisy to
accommodate with an in-class design. Because LEP students also re-
ceived Chapter 1 services, and because LEP students had an immediate
need for ESL services, Chapter 1 services were moved into classrooms
to minimize pullouts.

Another school developed an alternative strategy for serving mul-
tiple needs students. At this school, special education and LEP stu-
dents were allowed to receive Chapter 1 services. This schen? imple-
mented all-day Chapter 1 replacement classes which functioned much
Tike regular classrooms, except that they had reduced class sizes and
were allocated instructional aide time. At this school, these class-
rooms served as the homeroom for Chapter 1 students who received
pullout service in the special education or bilingual/ESL program. In
this design, students who might have been pulled out of a regular
classroom twice or three times during a day were now pulled out only
once.
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A major finding emerged from an analysis of these sites. C(lass-
room teachers at schools with many multiple needs students had a very
strong influence on the Chapter 1 se ‘ices that eligible students
received. In the all-day replacement program, for example, the amount
of time students spent on various academic subjects (other than spe-
cial education or ESL) was determined by the teachers of the Chapter 1
classes. Case study materials revealed that different teachers allo-
cated different amounts of time to different subjects. At schools
implementing complex "mixed" designs, classroom teachers always deter-
mined the amount of time students were s.rved by in-class aides, and
they often determired who was sent to various pullout services. In
these schools, decisions about how to serve students were highly
individualized, and the provision of a suitable mix of services to
individual students required a high degree of coordination between
Chapte~ 1 staff and regular classroom teachers.

Summary

This chapter described the design features of Chapter 1 projects
at schools in the sample. A broad definition of design features was
used, and this definition included as design feztures (a) the curricu-
Tum areas in which Chapter 1 instruction was offered; (b) the staffing
patterns of Chapter 1 projects; (c) the service delivery mcdels in
use; and (d) scheduling practices. Key findings from this chapter are
summarized below:

* At the elementary level, Chapter 1 project Cesigns were
very complex. In tnis study’s -ample, most elementary
schools used a "mixed" design--usually a combination of
pullout with other models.

* At the secondary level, schools in this sample used
either pullout or replacement designs. Despite different
labels, however, there was sometimes 1little difference be-
tween puilout and replacement designs at the secondary
level.

* Across 311 schools, there were few uniformities in design
features. For example, schools operating the same nominal
service delivery model (e.g., pullout) did so in differet..
curricular areas, with different schedules, and with differ-
ent staffing patterns.

* At brth ‘he elementary and secondary levels, schools with
"mixed"” . .- igns were moving away from pullout models. While
pullout mcaels were used to deliver instruction in some
subjects or at some grade levels, schools with mixed designs
were also replacing pullouts in other subjects or at other
grade levels.
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* Few of the school personnel in this study expressed
strong feelings against pullout models. Change in designs
was motivated by a variety of pedagogical and practical
considerations.

* Inflationary pressures, the presence of state compensa-
tory education funds, and the presence of high proportions
of students with multiple needs affected local design
features.

* Inflationary pressures affected staffing patterns and the
scope of Chapter 1 instruction.

* The presence of state compensatory education programs
affected targeting procedures, although not uniformly.
Schools with both Chapter 1 and state compensatory education
programs employed a variety of targeting practices.

* The presence of a high proportion of students with multi-
ple needs led to the development of complex designs, many of
which evolved to minimize pullouts.

* In schools where high proportions of multiple needs
students were served using complex, "mixed" designs, regular
classroom teachers had a strong influence cn the Chapter 1
services that students received.




CHAPTER 5
CHARACTERTSTICS OF INSTRUCTION IN CHAPTER 1 PROJECTS

This chapter uses student observation data to describe the char-
acteristics of Chapter 1 instruction. Using past research, we concen-
trated on the following indicators of guality instruction for low-
income/Tow-achieving students: (a) instructional time spent in Chap-
ter 1 lessons; (b) the size of Chapter 1 groups; (c) amount of "di-
rect" instruction in Chapter 1 lessons; and (d) the content and skill
levels of Chapter 1 lessons.

Basic Descriptive Data

In the following sections, basic descriptive data on Chapte 1
instruction are presented for elementar¥ school reading projects,
elementary school math projects, and secondary school projects. With-
in each of these categories, projects at schools are grouped by the
service delivery model in use. We begin with Table 5.1, which pre-

sents data on Chapter 1 reading projects at the elementary schools in
the sample.

Chapt 1 Reacing Instruction in Elementary Schools

The ‘ata presented in Table 5.1 have been aggregated to the
school Tlevel, and schools have been grouped by the type of service
gelivery model used to provide Chapter 1 reading irstruction. The
first set of variables displayed in the table are mecasures of instruc-
tional time. The first column lists the number of days Chapte- 1
reading insiruction was observed at each school. The second column
lists the number of times per week students were scheduled to receive
Chapter 1 reading. In most schools, this schedule was fixed; but in
several schools with in-class components, scheduling was variable, and
it was necessary to infer a schedule from observed data. The third
column lists the average number of minutes per service day spent in
Chapter 1 reading. The final two columns combine the data on sched-
ules with the data on service minutes to yield estimates of the weekly
and yearly time the average Chapter 1 student at a school spent in
Chapter 1 “eading services. The yearly estimate is based on a 36-week
academic year. This estimate errs on the high side since, in most
schools, at least some time during the academic year will be devoted
to start-up activities and student testing.

In addition to data on time allocations, the table includes data
on three other variables. One of these is the percentage of observed
Chapter 1 reading instruction conducted by classroom teachers, re-
source teachers, or instructional aides. The next two variables are
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Table 5.1 Characteristics of Chapter 1 Instruction:

Elementary School Reading Projects

i

Service # Service Average Estimated % Instructor|{ Average % in Formatsttt

Delivery Days mins/Ser-{ Weekly |Yearlyt|{ Type in C1 [Group Size|

Model School Observed| Schedule |[vice day Time | Time |°CT RT K In Cl Lec/Rec Stwk Mgmt Surr

Mins. | Hrs. . .
Mixed '
Parker 9 2x-5x/wk** 30.7 |26wk/62 52 0o 1 99 5.9 42 38 7 13
10k /155

Westwood 14 5x/wk* 31.4 157 94 13 10 70 4,5 52 19 7 17
Hayes 17 5x /wk* 42,1 210 126 I n 2 3.9 67 24 4 1

In-class

Replacement|

Kensington
St. Mary's
Danville
Central
Hi11s1ide
Johnson
Minkler
Tudor

Huxley
Nelson
Sumner
Evergreen
Lowel1

Washington

18

5x/wk{9wks)
3x/wk
4x/wk
5x/wk
4x /wk
4x/wk
Sx/wk
Sx/wk

2.5x/wk*
5x/wk
4x /uk*
5x /wk
Sx/wk

Sx/wk

665

87
200
160
188
124
140
130

65
145
84
110
205

555

100
52
120
96
113
74
84
78

39
87
50
66
1°3

333

58 34
85 15
713 20
39 60
64 26
5 24
67 33
97 o0

—
WOrEe OO s

13 0 87
3 6 %4
¢ 0100
30 0 70
0 3 9

WWwhdaunnhonowm
.
Ors == PN RN~

9.1

40 53 7 0
82 0 6 12
65 18 6 10
19 10 6 5
35 8 15 41
78 14 6 0
59 39 2 0
12 44 10 34

65 10 24 0
4 4 6 0
9% 0 0 0
54 35 0 0
56 34 7 3

50

35 12

Legend: C1 classroom Teacher; RT=Resource Teacher; A=A{de; Lec/RecxLecture/Recitatfon; € twk<Seatwork; Mgmt=Management;
Surr=Surrogate

tYearly time=(Weekly time x 36 weeks) - 60 minutes

ttPercentage may not equal 100 because Testing and Other formats are not {ncluded

tttPercentage may not equcl 100 because
*Time variable--Schedule estimated fr

**Time varfable--Estimate=26 weeks at 2x/wk and 10 weeks at 5x/wk

Classroom Teacher & Aide and Other Instructor categories are not included
om observational data
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measures of instructional formats. The rirst is the averace size of
the instructional groups in which Chapter 1 reading students partici-
pated; the second is the percentage of all Chapter 1 reading time
spent in different instructional tormats.

The data show that Chapter 1 students in differert schools spent
widely varying amounts of time in Chapter 1 reading instruction over
the course of a day; the table also shows that estimated weekly and
yearly Time varied widely. For example, on days when students re-
ceived Chapter 1 services, the average amount of time spent by stu-
dents at a school varied from a low of around 20 minutes at one school
to a nigh of 133 minutes at gnother school. Over the course of a
week, it was estimated that average service times varied from a low of
about one hour to a biah of about 11 hours. And over the course of a
year, times were estimated to vary from a low of around 40 hours to a
high of over 330 hours.

In most cases, all Chapter 1 reading students in a schocl had
regularly scheduled time allocations, and schedules were followed v
closely. However, there were several schools in which classroom
teachers determined time allocations for particular students. This
occurred in schools with "mixed" designs, ir. the one school with an
all-day replacement program, and in two in-class projects. In these
schools, Chapter 1 time allocations were deter—inad by classroom
teachers and sometimes varied widely from classroom to classroom
within a school and from student to student within a classroom.

Host of the elementary schools in this sample offered Chapter 1
reading instruction four or five times a week for 20 to 35 minutes.
However, there were interesting differences in ..ow time was allocated
to Chapter 1 instruction across the schools in this sample. The fol-
lowing vignettes illustrate these differences.

* Johnson Elementary School used a pullout model to provide
Chapter 1 reading instruction in arades 2 and 4. At this
school, students were pulled out of their regular classrooms
four times a week for about 30 minutes of instruction. Over
the course of a week, students received about two hours of
Chapter 1 reading instruction.

* Huxley Eilementary School usea an in-class model in read-
ing. In this design, teachers were allocated two to three
hours of aide time five days a week to provide Chapter 1
students with services in both reading and math. Despite
the schedule, observed students received in-class assistance
in reading only two or three times a week for about 25
minutes. Two factors accounted for the low amount of ser-
vice tima. Some teachers used aides for clerical rather
than instructional work. Also, when aides did provide
assistance, they had to divide their time among large num-
bers of Chapter 1 students in classrooms.

* Kensington Elementary School had an unusual pullout read-
ing program. For one nine-week period a year, students were
pulled out of regular classrooms for an entire morning or
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afternoon. During this time, they received about 130 minutes
of Chapter 1 reading instruction, or about 11 hours a week.

The data in Table 5.1 also confirm past research on class sizes
in the Chapter 1 program (for a review, see Cooper, 1986). At almost
all schools in the sample, Chapter 1 reading instruction occurred in
groups of four to six students, a group size that is within the range
of class sizes that can be expected to have positive effects oi stu-
dent achievement (Glass, Cahen, Smith, & Filby, 1982). tiowever, it is
worth noting that Glass et al. (1982) found that reductions in grotp
size had larger effects when reductions occurred over longer periods
of time. In their analysis, for example, they arbitrarily divided
studies into those in which group size reductiors occurred for more
than and less than 162 hours of instruction and found that reductions
lasting for more than 100 hours of instruction had larger effects. An
interesting finding from Table 5.1 is that only 6 of the 17 elementary
schools in this sample could be expected to provide over 100 hours of
Chapter 1 reading instruction over the course of a 36 week academic
year. Thus, it is possible that the short duration of this "treat-
ment" decreases the potential effects of reduced group size on student
achievement.

Table 5.1 also presents data on instructional formats used in the
Chanter 1 projects. These data show that much of the time students
spent in Chapter 1 reading instruction consisted of lecture/recitation
activities, this study’s indicator of "direct" instruction. Although
the amount of "direct" instruction in Chapter 1 reading programs
varied from a low of 12% at one school to a high of 94% at another
school, the modal tendency was for Chapter 1 reading instru on to
consist of 50% tc 70% lecture/recitation (or "direct") instruction.

In the five elementary schools with Tess than 40% "direct" instruction
in Chapter 1 reading, students spent the majority of their time in
seatwork or working with computers or other audiovisual aides (coded
as surrogate in this study). It is important to remember that in all
formats, Chapter 1 instruction took place in small groups. As a
result, students received much opportunity to participate in Chapter 1
lessons and to receive academic feedback from Chapter 1 instructors.

In summary, Chapter 1 reading instruction took place in small
groups an{ included a mix of "direct" instruction, seatwork, and
surrogate i.struction. The mix of these formats aried from site to
site, but in most projects there was more teacher-directed instruction
than seatwork or surrogate instrur*ion. Finally, the amount of time
students spent in Chapter 1 readiny instruction also varied, aithough
in most projects students cc.7d be expacted to receive less than 100
hours of instructional service a year.

Chapter 1 Math Instruction in Elementary Schools

Table 5.2 presents data on Chaptes 1 math services. Schools are
once again grouped by delivery models, and the variables are the same
as those displayed in the previous table. Note that only 13 of the 17
elementary schools in the sample offered Chapter 1 services in math at
the grade levels observed in this study.
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Table 5.2 Characteristics of Chapter 1 Instruction:

Elementary School Math Projects

b4
Service # Service Average Estimated 3 Instructor| Average % in Formatsttt
Delivery Days mins/Ser-| Weekly [Yeariyt| T in C1 {Group Size
Mode) Schoo) Observed| Schedule |vice day | Time | Time | C‘ RT- K| IncCl Lec/Rec Stwk Mgmt Surr
Mins. | Hrs. .. ..
Mixed
Huxley 7 2x/uk* 27.6 56 34 26 28 46 6.5 53 4 2 22
Parker 5 2x fwk* 16.0 36 22 0 45 55 13.5 16 25 11 30
Wes twood 8 3x Jwk* 14.1 42 25 0 0100 1.9 3t 19 9 42
Nelson 2 5x/wk 28.0 140 84 0100 0 3.0 16 64 11 0
Pullout
Danville 2 4x/wk 60.5 244 146 22 18 O 4.2 36 37 1 7
Central 6 2,5x/wuk 22.8 58 35 3 5 92 5.1 76 0 24 0
Hi1)side 7 4x/wk 43.3 172 103 0100 O 3.8 25 13 16 4]
Johnson 9 4x/wk 40.2 160 96 22 30 48 5.0 54 31 7 0
Wiokler 13 5x/wk 24.8 12f 75 3 36 58 1.6 62 12 5 17
Tudor 13 5x/wk 38.4 ? 115 0100 0 3.9 7 92 1 0
In-class
Sumner 11 4x/wk 30.3 129 72 27 0 713 7.2 4] 53 3 0
Lowe1) 6 5x/wk 23,2 115 69 § 0 95 1.7 44 38 1 17
Replacement
Washington 17 5x/wk 25.1 125 15 9% 0 4 9.4 26 59 11 0
Evergreen 14 5x/wk 55.5 280 168 7 0 23 5.5 4] 28 13 18
Legend: CT=Classroom Teacher; RT=Resource Teacher; A=A{de; Lec/Rec=Lecture/Recitation; Stwk=Seatwork; Mgmt=Management;

Surr=Surrogate
tYearly time=(Weekly time x 36 weeks) - 60 minutes
ttPercentage may not equal 100 because Testing and Other formats are not inciuded
tttPercentage may not equal 100 because Classroom Teacher & Afd2 and Other Instructor categories are not included
*Time variable--Schedule estimated from observational data




The data on math showed a number of patterns similar to those
observed in reading. For example, in most of the schools, students
were scheduled to receive Chapter 1 math services four to five times a
week. The average amount of Ch2pter 1 instruction received by stu-
dents on service days vaiied from an average of 14 minutes to an
average of 60 minutes, about the same range as was found for Chapter 1
reading. Moreover, as with reading instruction, the average group
size in Chapter 1 math classes tended to be within the range that
Glass et al. (19%2) have shown to be effective. However, as with
reading programs, few schools could be expected to offer more than 100
hours of Chapter 1 math instruction over the course of the year.

The data did reveal one major difference between Chapter 1 read-
ing and math services. Math instruction tended to include less
teacher-directed instruction and more surrogate instruction and seat-
work than reading instruction. For example, in only 4 of the 13
schools were math lessons composed of more than 50% lecture/recita-
tion. However, it is important to note that, as in reading, seatwork
and surrogate instruction occurred in small groups, an arrangement
that allowed instructors to monitor students’ independent work clesely
and to provide assistance and academic feedback as needed.

In summary, there was some difference between the formats used in
Chapter 1 reading and math instruction in the elementary grades. Math
instruction tended to include proportionately less teacher-directed
instruction than reading. In both reading and math, however, Chapter
1 instruction occurred in small groups and was estimated to result in
less than 100 hours uf service per year.

Chapter 1 Instruction in Secondary Schools

Table 5.3 presents data on Chapter 1 instruction in reading and
math in the secondary schools in the sample. The variables displayed
in this table are the same as those in previous tables.

In contrast to elementary schools, a majority of the reading and
math projects in secundary schools used replacement or pullout models.
In some cases, replacement classes took the place of instruction in
the same subject, for example, Chapter 1 math was taken in place of
regular math. In other cases, replacement and pullout classes "re-
placed" instruction in another subject, for example, social studies,
P.E., or study hall.

Most students received services five times a week, and lessons
tended to last between 30 and 60 minutes. However, the > were notable
exceptions to this pattern. Two intermediate schools wiun puliout
reading programs offered instruction two to three times a week, and
one high school with a "mixed" design offered 10 to 15 minutes of
service once or twice a week. The amount of Chapter 1 service at this
school was Timited by students’ willingness to seek help. For exam-
ple, many teachers allowed students a choice about going to the pull-
out labs, and some students chose not to use this resource. In addi-
tion, during in-class services, aides circulated around the room
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Table 5.3 Characteristics of Chapter 1 Instruction: Secondary School Reading and Math

~

1t
Service # Service Average Estimated % Instructor{ Average % in Formatsttt
Delyvsery Days mins/Ser-| Weekly |Yearlyt| Type fn C1 |Group Sfze
Model School Observed| Schedule |vice day Time Time o S Y S In C1 Lec/Rec Stwk Mgmt Surr
Mins. | Hrs. | |
T v
Grade 8
Eeaa!ng
Pullout Einstein 4 2x/wk 35.8 72 43 6 4 0 3.0 8 20 6 61
Pullout Kehoe 12 2.5x/wk 40.8 103 62 0 82 8 2.9 17 65 8 7
Replacement| Lakeview 13 5x/wk 64,7 328 195 95 0 5 15.7 1 50 42 0
Replacement| Taylor 6 5x /wk 56.2 280 168 2 81 0 5.1 17 55 4 21
20 {Grade 10
Reaaing
Mixed Salvador 5 1.5x/wk* 12.0 18 11 0 0100 6.3 35 9 0 57
Replacement]| Coolfdge 16 5x/wk 29.3 145 87 2 9% O 4.3 9 47 10 30
Replacement| Stevenson 16 Sx/wuk 39.8 200 120 7 64 22 8.0 65 5 23 6
Grade 8
maon
Pullout Efnstein 3 2x/wk 29.7 59 35 37 62 0 4.3 50 11 2 ky/
Replacement| Lakeview 14 5x/wk 36.6 185 111 93 0 7 11,8 3 55 4] 0
Replacement| Taylor 15 5x/wk 57.3 285 171 0 91 7 12.6 51 42 7 0
Grade 10
Ma
Mfxed Salvador 5 2x/wk* 14.0 28 17 0 0100 6.9 3 0 0 19

legend: CT=Classroom Teacher; RT=Resource Teacher; A=Aide; lec/Rec=lecture/Recitation: Stwk=Seatwork; Mgmt=Management;

Surr=Surrogate
tiearly time=(Weekly time x 36 weeks) - 60 minutes
ttPercentage may not equal 100 hecause Testing and Other formats are not included
tttPercentage may not equal 100 because Classroom Teacher 8 Afide and Other Instructor cate :ries are not fncluded
Q - *Time varfable--Schecule est\sated from observational data
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during the seatwork portion of the lesson, but they worked only with
students who requested help, and many students did not request it.

Although most secondary schools in this study allocated fixed
amounts of time to Chapter 1 and fcllowed scheduled times quite close-
1y, the following vignette illustr tes that schedules sometimes pro-
vided only a very weak measure of the amount of time students spent
engaged in academic activities:

* Lakeview Junior High School operated a replacement read-
ing project in which students attended two periods of Chap-
ter 1 reading per day in place of regular Engiish and an
elective. The program was individualized, the curriculum
consisting of sequenced units that students mastered at
their own pace. Bonus points were awarded to students for
succ~ssfully completing work and mastering units, and stu-
dents exchanged these points for time in a recreation room.
The resulting use of allocated time in this project was
interesting. Of the 90 minutes a day allocated to Chapter 1
instruction, students generally spent about 65 minutes in
instruction and the remaining 25 minutes in the recreation
room. Moreover, during instruction, students spent about
50% of their time working on assignments and 42% waiting for
instructional aides to check assignments and assign bonus
points. Thus, of the total of 90 minutes allocated co
instruction, only about 38 minutes were spent actively
engaged in academic tasks, and most of this time was spent
in independent seatwork.

This vignette suggests a second observation about Chanter 1
projects in secondary schools. A striking finding in Table 5.3 is the
virtual absence of teacher-directed instruction. In 7 of the i0
secondary school projects in Table 5.3, lessons consisted of less than
20% "direct” instruction. Thus, most of the Chapter 1 instruction
received by students consisted of seatwork or surrogate actijvities.
When the data on group sizes are added to this picture, it seems clear
that secondary students worked more independently than elementary
school students during Chapter 1 instruction. They were engaged in
more indeoendent as opposed to "quided" practice, and in several
schoois, secondary students worked in instructional groups that were
markedly Targer than those in elementary schools.

Cross-Site Themes

Two themes about the quality of Chapter 1 instruction emerged as
we compared and contrasted the data on schools in the sample. These
themes are discussed below.




Delivery Models Do Not Affect Quality of I[nstruction Variables

The data presenced in Tables 5.1 through 5.3 allowed us to in-
vestigate the r*fects of different service delivery models on variab-
Tes that measured instructional quality. Much previous literature has
addressed this issue through criticism of the pullout model. For
example, Glass and Smith (1977) concluded that "research does not
suppor* the wisdom of instruction under conditions 1ike those that
prevail in pullout programs." Other research, however, suggests that
puliout models may be no better or worse in terms of instruction than
other delivery models and that service delivery model, per se, has
lTittle effect on quality of instruction variables (Archambault, 1986).
In this section, the effects of service delivery models on measures of
quality of instruction are discussed. The analysis focuses especially
on the effects of pullout models on instructional variables.

At the elementary level, there was no indication that use of the
pullout model affected the quality of instruction provided to stu-
dents, at least as defined in this study. On the whoie, pullout
projects allocated about the same amount of time to Chapter 1 instruc-
tion, provided the same small class size, and were characterized by
roughly the same amount of teacher-directed instruction as schools
with replacement and in-class designs. The same was true at the
secondary Tevel, where there was even less difference between pullout
and alternative models.

However, the different service delivery models did have different
staffing patterns. For example, in-class projects were staffed almost
exclusively by aides, while pullout and replacement projects were
staffed by resource teachers and aides. To examine whether resource
tcachers or aides taught differently, we compared the instructional
formats used by aides and resource teachers. The analysis revealed no
consistent differences. In reading, aides provided about 15% more
"direct” instruction than resource teachers; in math, aides provided
about 5% less "direct" instruction. The qualitative field records
suggested that resource teachers generally provided well-organized
lessons, used effective teaching practices, and kept students moti-
vated and engaged in Tessons. There were also many excellent instruc-
tors among the aides observed in this study, but there also was more
variation in quality across aides; a few aides presented confusing and
wrong information to students or were unable to keep students moti-
vated and engaged in lessons. On the whole, however, it appears that
staffing patterns made little difference to the instructional treat-
ment received by students.

The field records also showed what happened when students left
their classrooms to receive pullout instruction. Critics have argued
that pullouts waste time for pulled-out students and disrupt ongoing
instruction for students remaining in the classroom. To examine this
criticism, a comparison was made between five elementary schools where
all observed Chapter 1 services were offerad in a pullout seiting and
two schools that used an in-class setting. In the two in-class proj-
ects, transition times to and from Chapter 1 Tessons averaged 2.28
minutes and 1.47 minutes. Of the five pullout schools, three had
average trarsition times of about 3.5 minutes, one had an average
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transition time of 5,7 minutes, and the other had an average of 9
minutes. Clearly, the amount of %ime spent traveling to and from
Chapter 1 services was less in in-class projects, but only by one or
two minutes in most cases. Transition time was lengthy only in
schools where the Chapter 1 rooms were at a considerable distance from
regular classrooms. Finally, the field records indicated that the
movement ¢f students into and out of classrooms was no moie disruptive
than movement within roems, and in elementary schools especially,
students seemed quite accustomed to the movement and regroupi.g of
students.

In summary, the limited comparisons discussed in this section did
not show that pullout models provided markedly inferior instruction to
students. However, the reader should be cautioned that o*'er criti-
cisms have been made of pullout designs. In the next chapter, for
example, the criticism that pullout students miss some of the curricu-
lar content in the regular instructional progra will be discussed.

Chapter 1 Rarely Teaches Higher-C-de, Skills

A characteristic of Chapter 1 instruction is that it emphasizes
low-level, basic skills ard negl-cts instruction in higher-order
thinking skills. Alihough there .re many possible definitions of
"higher-order" skills, a number * subject-specific d-finitions for
this term were applied in this s udy. These are discussed below.

Researchers agree tha* an important gual of reading instruction
1s to encourage students to become active readers of connected text
(Anderson, Brubaker, Alleman-Brooks, & Duffy, 1985). In this study,
instruction in phonics or vocabulary were coded as lower-order skills
because they were only contributory to the main goal of reading in-
struction. Higher-order skills were coded when students read para-
g-aphs and stories, as opposed to words and sentences, and when they
were required to construe meaning from text and engage in evaluation
and syntaesis of ideas. A similar definition was used for language
arts. Lower-order skills consisted of such basic facts as grammatical
rules and spelling; higher-order sk‘ils involved “iting paragraphs
and essays. A similar standard was used for mat!._.atics. Following
the work of Romberg (1986), we assumed that a goal of mati..matics
instruction was for students to use mathematics much like a language
and to bhe able to formulate and solve problems using this "Tanguage."
Lower-order skills were coded vhen students practiced such basic
skills as addition, subtraction, multiplication, and division, or wh-n
they engaged in memorization of mathematical concepts and prirciples.
Higher-order skills were coded when students applied math facts in
problem-solving situations or synthesized and evaluated argument
using mathematical models.

From this perspective, most of the instruction obse .ed in Chap-
ter 1 math classes involved Tower-order skills. In the elementary
grades, Chapter 1 projects focused on the development of basic numer-
acy skills. In second grade, students learned to add and subtract; by
fourth grade, they were learning to multiply and divide. Most often,
Chapter 1 instruction consisted of worksheets that required students
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to compute answers to a variety of arithmetic problems. Word prob-
lems, while not infrequent, were a small part of most math proiects,
as were topics in geometry. One of the few applications of me “»mati-
cal knowledge occurred in units on measurement, when students u-ed
rulers to measure various objects and compare sizes.

At the secondary level, there was greater variety in curriculum
content, in part due to the greater variation in achievement levels
among high school students. The Chapter 1 math projects at Lakeview
and Salvador, for example, were individualized, and students worked on
skills 12nging from basic arithmetic through decimals and fractions,
skills they had been working on since the elementary grades. The
eighth-grade Chapter 1 math project at Taylor High School placed more
empnasis on geometry and arithmetic operations with mixed numbers and
integers than did the other projects, but like the other schools,
there was little opportunity for students to practice higher-order
skills as defined here. All three programs included word problems,
but the emphasis was on computation.

Reading instruction in Chapter 1 projects also varied from school
to school. In second grade, phonics exercises were a constant, and
students usually worked on assignments that required reading and
writing of words and sentences. Reading of connected text and asso-
ciated comprehension activities took place during oral reading, but
not all Chapter 1 projects included tnis as a component of work. By
fourth grade, Chapter 1 lessons were more varied, in part *scause
student achievement showed more variation at this age. Some Chapter 1
students had not yet "broken the code" of reading and, therefore,
worked primarily on word at*ack skills; other students were readers,
but their comprehension skills lagged behind peers who were reading at
grade level. These students were given both word-oriented instruction
and comprehension-criented instruction. In general, however, Chapter
1 lessons in the eiementary grades required students to do little
reading or writing. "n all instructional formats, the focus of les-
so1 s was most ofien worksheets that required students to fill in
blanks, circle correct answers, or transcribe words and sentences.

Two schools had Chapter 1 reading programs that were noteworthy
for their stress on "higher-order" reading skills as defined here.
Tne following vignettes illustrate the characteristics of these
programs:

* Winkler Elementary School had developed a s<cnool.ide
philesophy that guided both the regular ar.a the remedial
reading programs. In both programs, reading and writing
activities were integrated. In a typical Chapter 1 reading
lesson, more than half the session was devoted to silent
and/or oral reading of connected text, usually longer than a
paragraph, followed by oral and written comprehern. *on activ-
ities. During each less.a, students alcso worked in "writing
Togs" in which they made predictions about what would happen
next in siories, summarized the order of events, or wrote
personal reactions to stories. Phonics lessons were
observed, but these were usually fast-paced and took no more
than five minutes.
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* Kensington Elementary School had developed a Chapter 1
reading project based or the philosphy that "comprehension
is the important point in reading, net just reading the
words, but understanding what is read." . this school,
students received Chapter 1 instruction for about two hours
a day. In the fourth grade, Chapter 1 lessons began with 30
minutes of independent silent reading from a library book.
This was followed by a teacher-directed activity in which
students applied reading comprehension skills. For example,
students read directions, Tocated places on a map, and then
wrote directions for others. Students also worked with
aides on more typical Chapter 1 assignments--vocabulary and
comprehension worksheets, but these activities occurred
after comprehension work and usually invoived lecs than 30
minutes of work. Finally, lessons concluded with the
resource teacher reading a story aloud to the class for 10
to 15 minutes.

The field records at these schools demonstrated that second- aad
fourth-grade Chapter 1 students could work successfully at reading
comprehension tasks. The following vignette describes a Chapter 1
reading program that placed less emphasis on reading comprehension:

* Hillside Elementary School had rece.tly installed a read-
ing Tab. Over the course of a week, students spent about
one third of their time in computer-assisted instruction,
one third working with audiovisual equipment, and one third
in teacher-directed lessons. During compuier-assisted
instruction, students in both second and fourth grades spent
much time on word-level tasks such as identifying plural
nouns, identifyinrg base words, and identifying verb endings.
Audiovisual machines also stressed word-level tasks. Stu-
dents listened to stories and completed worksheets that
required for example, ti.e matching of words to correct
meanings. Teacher-directed activities provided more compre-
hension instruction; students read stories aloud and
answered questions about word meaning or story facts. Typ-
ically, these activities occupied less than a third of the
time students spent in Chapter 1 instruction.

In contrast to most elcmentary schools, Chapter 1 reading in high
schools invariably focused on the development of reading comprehension
skills. However, this did not involve the reading of trade books or
classical literature. Instead, students worked through individual-
ized, sequenced reading curricula. In these programs, students read
short stor.es and worked on comprehension worksheets. The worksheets
otten bore a striking resemblance to those completed by second and
fourth graders, except that secondary students worked at the paragraph
and story ievel. The following vignette illusirates this type of
program:

* Coolidge High School operated a voluntary, no-credit
Chapter 1 project in which students jeft study hall to
attend a 25-minute period of Chapter 1 reading. During the
month of observation at this school, many students were
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observed working or comprehension worksheets in which they
ordered scrambled phrases into meaningful sentences and then
ordered these sentences into a complete (paragraph-long)
story.

The field record indicated that the reading program at Coolidge
High School was remarkably successful in producing achievement gains.
This was due in large part to the resource teacher, who managed to
motivate and inspire students. In other respects, however, t! . pro-
gram at Coolidge was not much different from another secondary school
reading project that was not producing large achievement gains for
students.

* Taylor High School offered Chaptier 1 reading in place of
an elective course. Instruction in the program revolved
around the use of a commercially-developed set of currictlum
materials. During many class sessions, students worked out
of manila folders that contained two- or three-p.ge stories,
both fiction and non-fiction. Each story came with a work-
sheet that required students to answer literal comprehension
questions about the people, places, and events in the story.
then students compieted these worksheets, the teacher
engaged students in recitations, asking them questions like,
"What’s this story all about?" After this, the teacher
usually assigned new work to students. One student, upon
completing a worksheet and being given another by the teach-
er, was overheard saying to classmates, "She just gave this
to me to keep me busy."

Onls one secondary school reading project differed from inis
pattern. The foilowing vignette provides a sense of the difference
between this program and the others:

* Stevenson High School offered students Chapter 1 reading
in place of ar elective. Students attended “he class each
day for a 45-minute perici. The Chapter 1 classes were
similar to many regular English classes observed during this
study. Students spent about 65% of their time reading and
discussing plays and about 5% writing in journals. Much of
the readirg activity was oral. For example, students often
assumed characters in the plays and read the parts aloud.
The assignment of parts for these dramatic readings often
consumed several minutes of management time.

In summary, mos{ Chapter 1 reading aid math projects provided
students with few opportunities to engage in higher-order skills as
defired in this study. In reading, students at all grades rarely read
trade books or wrote creative themes. In math, students practiced
computation skills and rarely applied concepts or synthesized ideas
using mathematical models.
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Summary

This chapter discvzsed the instruction provided in Chapter 1
projects at schools in the sample. The discussion persented data
separately for Chapter 1 reading projects in elementary schols, Chap-
ter 1 math projects in elementary schools, and Chapter 1 reading and

math projects in secondary schools. Key findings from the chapter
were:

* Chapter 1 students at different schools spent widely
varying amounts of time in Chapter 1 instruction. In ele-
mentary school reading, weekly estimates of instructional
time varied from 1 nour to about 11 hours; in elementary
school math, weekly time varied from about a half hour to
about 4 hours; in secondary school reading, weekly time
varied from 15 minutes to about 5 hours; in secondary school
math, weekly time varied from a half hour to about four and
a half hours.

= In both reading and math at both the elementary and
secondary Tlevels, Chapter 1 instruction rarely could be
expected to total more than 100 hours of instruction over
the course of a 36 week academic year.

* In both reading and meih at both the elementary and
secondary levels, Chapter 1 instruction took place in small
groups. Group sizes tended to be larger in secondary
schools, but most reading and math projects conducted Chap-
ter 1 instruction in groups of four to six students.

* The instructional formats used during Chapter 1 instruc-
tion varied widely across schools. However, there was some
evidence that grade Tevel and subject matter affected the
use of "direct" instruction. Elementary school reading
projects showed the most use of "direct" instruction, with
most lessons consisting of 50% to 70% lecture/recitation.
Elementary school math lessons included about 10% less use
of "direct"” instruction. At the secondary level, in both
reading and math, most Chapter 1 instruction consisted of a
large proportion of seatwork and surrogate activities and
only about 20% "direct" instruction.

* In both reading and math, Chapter 1 instruction in ele-
mentary schools was almost always focused on low-level basic
skills. However, in a few schools, students ware presented
with opportunities to engage in higher order tasks; the
“ield record showed that Chapter 1 students could success-
fully complete these tasks.

* In both reading and math, and at all grade levels, tha
focus of Chapter 1 Tessons was worksheets. In reading,
worksheets required students to fi11 in blanks, circle cor-
rect answers, ¢y transcrib2 words and sentences. In msth,
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worksheets required students to write the correct answers to
basic math problems.

* In secondary schools, Chapter i reading invariably fo-
cused on the development of reading comprehension skills.
Students worked through individualized, sequenced reading
curricula by reading short stories and completing comprehen-
sion worksheets. Often these worksheets bore a striking
resemblance to those completed by second and fourth graders,
except that secondary school students worked on materials at
the paragraph and story level while elementary school stu-
dents had wroksheets focused on words.

* In secondary schools, there was great variation in tha
math skills that students worked on. Some students worked
on simple addition and subtraction; others worked on pre-
algebra skills.

* In general, the specific type of service delivery model
used by a project had Tittle effect on quality of instruc-
tion as measured in this study. Thus, the adoption of a
particular delivery model (e.g., in-class) will not, in and
of itself, markedly change the group size, instructional
formats, time, or curriculum content of Chapter 1
instruction.

* The amount of time taveling to and from Chapter 1 ser-
vices was less in in-class projects than in pullout pro-
Jjects, but only by one or two minutes in most cases. Tran-
sition times were lengthy only in schools where the Chapter
1 classroom was at considerable distance from regular
classrooms.
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CHAPTER 6
CHAPTER 1 INSTRUCTION AND THE SCHOOL DAY

The previous chapter discussed the characteristics of Chapter 1
instruction. This chapter adds a description of the instruction
received by Chapter 1 students over the course of an entire school
day. These data are used to assess the effects of Chapter 1 1instruc-
tion on the overall scope and quality of instruction received by
students. In particular, the discussion in this cha.ter focuses on
whether or not Chapter 1 instruction redistributed the amount of
instructional time students spent in different subjects and whether or
not Chapter 1 instruction enhaiiced the quality of students’ overall
academic programs.

Basic Descriptive Data

The analyses in this chapter are based on descviptive de . on
instructional time, instructional formats, and average class sizes in
both the Chapter 1 and regular instructional programs. This section R
discusses these data; the next section describes cross-site themes.

Instructional Time in Different Programs

Table 6.1 presents data on the amount of instructional time
students in the sample spent in different subjects on days when they
received Chapter 1 services. The data are aggregated by grade level,
and the table lists the average daily minutes spent by students in
four curriculum areas: (a) reading/language arts; (b) mathematics;
(c) other academic lessons, including social studies, science, and
foreign larjuages; and (d) multisubject lessons.

The table shows that students at different grade levels spent
different amounts of time in these curriculum areas. For exampie, in
the elementary grades, the average service day included about two
hours of instruction in reading/Tanyuage arts and about 50 minutes of

math instiruction. In addition, students spent an additional 40-50
minutes a day in "multisubject" lessons in which they worked on a

math Tessons for the day. Thus, over the course of the usual six-hour
elementary school day, nearly three hours were spent on the tradi-
tional “three r’s." An additional 40-50 minutes were spent on
instruction in other academic subjects, for example, social studies or
science, and the remainder of the school day was devoted to instruc-
tior. in other subjects (e.g., art, P.E.) and to activities such as
homeroom, recess, lunch, and transitions.

variely of seatwork assignments, usually related to the reading and l
In secondary schools, the distritution of time was quite differ-
ent. At thic level, students spent less time on reading/language arts
than elementary school students and more time on “other" academic
75
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Table 6.1 Average Minutes Spent in Different Subjects
on Chapter 1 Service Days
Reading/LA Math Other Academic Multisubject
Grade 2 118.6 30.1 38.2 54.4
Grade 4 129.3 52.4 51.6 42.1
Grade 8 76.3 49.1 82.8 55.3
Grade 10 81.4 49.0 67.6 34.5
6.2 N
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subjects; there was no difference in time spent on math Thus, the
average secondary school student in this sample spent apout 70 to 80
minutes in reading/language arts, 70 to 80 minutes in other academic
classes, and about 50 minutes in math. Based on these data, it makes
sense to conclude that, in this sample, a typical daily schedule for
secondary students on Chapter 1 service days would include two periods
of reading/language arts, two "other" academic classes, and one math
class. The remaining time would be spent in otter instruction, study
hall (coded as multisubject}, lunch, recess, transitions, and homeroom.

Table 6.2 shows thr average total time spent in reading/language
arts and math instruction on Chapter 1 service days and the proportion
of the total that was spent in Chapter 1. The data in the table are
aggregated by school, and schools are grouped by grade level and
service delivery medel. Schools that used more than one Chapter 1
service delivery model are listed under the heading of "mixed" models.

The table shows that the percentage of time spent in Chapter 1
instruction varied across schools. On average, however, Chapter 1
services in elementary schools accounted for about 34% of reaaing/
language arts time anu 47% of math time. At the secondary level, the
average student spent about 60% of reading/language arts time in
Chapter 1 classes and abr * 85% of math time in Chapter 1 classes.
The table suggests that at both the elementary and secondary levels,
Chapter 1 classes accounted for proportionately more time in math than
in reading. However, the table also shows that secondary school
Chapter 1 classes wccounted for a larger proportion of instructional
time than did elementary school Chapter 1 classes.

Finally, Table 6.3 takes advantage of natural variation in the
sample to investigate the effects of participation in Chapter 1 on the
amount of time spent in reading and math. The table was constructed
in the following way: In virtually every school, some students were
observed who did not receive Chapter 1 services (in reading and/or
math) on the observation day. Table 6.3 compares the amount of time
these students spent in reading and math to the amount of time spent
by observed students who did reccive Chapter 1 reading or math. For
example, the column Tabled "reading" compares the amount of daily time
spent by students who did receive Chapter 1 re..ing on a service day
with the amount of time spent by students on days when they did not
receive reading services. The next column makes a similar comparison
of math times. A1l times are average daily minutes per students.

The data on elementary school students show that on days when
students received services, the students spent an average of 10 to 15
more minutes per day on reading compared to reading times for student
days that did not include Chapier 1 reading. A similar pattern was
evident for elementary school math services (cf. Archambault & St.
Pierre, 1979). Further inspection of the data on daily schedules at
each school revealed that this 10- to 15-minute "guin" in reading and
math came at the expense of time in multisubject seatwork or "other"
academic subjects. The data on secondary students in Table 6.3 should
be interpreted with caution; 3t this level, there were fewer schools
and students involved in comparisons. In secondary reading, students
who received services on an observation aay averaged 10 to 15 minutes
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Table 6.2 Proportional Contributfon of Chapter 1 Instructfon

to Total Daiiy Minutes %n Reading and Wath

Reading/Language Arts Mathematics
Schools Avg Total vg jotal

Mins/Day $Ch, 1. Mins/Day . .2 Ch. 1
Elementary
Mixed
Huxley 133 20 47 58
Parker 141 22 68 24
e stwood 127 25 50 28
Nelson 104 2R 83 34
Evergreen 112 20 60 94
Hayes 118 36 17 18
fowe 1] 91 45 51 45
Pu'l'lou*;
Kensington 210 63 no math services
St. Mary's 134 24 no math services
Danville 145 35 107
Central 114 28 62 37
Hil1side 112 42 98 44
Johnson 127 24 66 61
Winkler 97 29 81 31
Tudor 158 26 67 38
In-class
Sumner 116 21 53 57
Replacemernt
Washington 119 94 26 96
Secondary
Mixed
Salvador 106 11 54 26
Pullout
Einstein 99 36 64 47
Kehoe 100 41 no math services
Replacement
Lakeview 66 98 37 100
Coolidge 78 38 no math services
Stevenson 82 40 no math services
Taylor <1 51 57 100




Table 6.3 Minutes Spent in Different Subjects

on Chapter 1 Service and Non-service Days

LESSON
Chap 1

Service Read/lA Math
Grade Day? Mear 3D ean
2 No 111.8 51.9 38.8
Yes 1’8.6 42.4 50.1
4 N9 99.1 46.1 43.7
Yes 129.3 48.6 52.4
8 No 70.4 29.3 37.9
Yes 76.3 31.3 49.1
10 No 67.9 27.2 49.8
Yes 81.4 23.2 49.0




more reading/language arts time compared to students who did not
receive services on an observation day. As for elementary students,
this "gain" in reading time involved a tradeoff: Students who aid not
receive services on an observation day often spent more time in
"other" academic courses. In math, on the other hand, students whe
received Chapter 1 services on an observation day ga‘ned no additional
math time over students who did not receive services, due largely to
the replacement features of the secondary school math programs in this
study.

In summary, the data suggest that participation in Chapter 1
programs can add a few minutes per service day to students’ instruc-
tional time in reading and math. These gains, however, would come at
the expense of time in multisubject seatwork or in "other" academic
instruction. At the same time, the data suggest that, for the average
Chapter 1 student in this sample, the receipt of services did not
result in a large redistribution of time spent in different subjects.
ror the average student, only 10 to 15 minutes of Chapter 1 service
involved a transfer of time from one subject to another. The rest of
the service interval would have been spent on the same subject in
which a student received service. Thus, the data indicated that, on
average, Chapter 1 instruction in this sample was largely a substitute
for same-subject instruction in the regular program.

Instructional Format and Group Size in Different Programs

Because Chapter 1 instruction largely substituted for same-sub-
ject instruction, it is important to know whether the Chapter 1 pro-
gram offered higher quality instruction than the program it replaced.
In this section, this issue is addressed by a comparison of data on
the instructional formats and group sizes that occurred in Chapter 1
and regular programs.

Table 6.4 shows the proportion of all observed instruction coded
into one of five instructional formats. In addition, the table shows
the average size of instructional groups for each program and subject.
At the elemertary level, the table shows that Chapter 1 reading con-
sisted of roughly 10% more "direct" instruction and about 2% to 10%
more surrogate instruction than regular reading programs; the average
size of instructional groups was also substantially smaller during
Chapter 1 instruction. However, in elementary school math, a aiffer-
ent pattern occurred. The Chapter 1 programs in this sample offered
smaller math classes, but these classes consisted of proportionately
less "direct" instruction and proportionately more surrogate instruc-
tion than regular math programs.

The data on secondary schools show interesting grade level dif-
ferences. At the eighth-grade level, Chapter 1 reading classes were
smaller than those in the regular program; they also contained much
less lecture/recitation than regular English classes. This finding is
influenced by the large proportions of ovservations from Lakeview and
Taylor High, schools that used individualized curriculum packages in
their Chapter 1 projects. At the tenth grade, data were heavily
weiyhted by observations at Stevenson High, and there w s little
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Table 6.4 Percentage of Time Spent fn Different Instructional

Formats by Subjert and Grade Level

READING FORMAT
Total Hours z 2 2 2 2 GROUP

Program Observed Lec/Rec  Seatwork Surrogate  Other  Management  SIZE
Grade 2

Regular 140.4 50.6 34,6 1.t
Chapter 1 53.8 60.2 17.1 12.6
Grade 4

Regular 122,2 41.9 42.5 1.1

Chapter 1 101.1 48.1 3.1 3.5
Grade 8

Regular 18.9 35,7 38.3 8.7

Chapter 1 30,2 8.9 52.7 10.7
Grade 10

Regul, - 30.4 42.8 24.7 13.3

Chapter 1 19.4 41.0 22,1 18.6

MATHEMATICS FORMAT

Grade 2

Regular 21,2 55.4 25.8 3.4
Chapter 1 23.8 42.4 26.6 15.1
Grade 4

Regular 22.2 53.5 31.7 0.8

Chapter 1 28.6 34.4 42.3 11.1
Grade 8

Regular 4.0 52.7 16.5 2.0
Chapter 1 27,2 31.7 48.9 --
Grade 10

Regular 2.5 28.17 38.0 --
Chapter 1 1.1 2.9 -- 18.8
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difference between Chapter 1 and regular instruction. Firally, in
math, secondary school Chapter 1 instruction was offered in smaller
groups and, like elementary school programs, consisted of proportion-
ately more seatwork, surrogate instruction, and testing than regular
math classes.

In summary, Chapter 1 instruction in both reading and math was
consistently conducted in smaller groups than regular instruction.
However, in most cases, this appeared to be its only advantage. Only
in elementary school reading did Chapter 1 instruction consist of
proportionally more "direct" instruction than regular programs, and
this difference was small. At other grade levels and in other sub-
Jects, Chapter 1 instruction appeared to consist of proportionately
more seatwork and surrogate instruction than regular programs.

Cross-Site Themes

During the cross-site analysis, we compared findings from the
quantitative analysis to findings from the qualitative analysis. The
purpose was to understand better how Chapter 1 instruction contributed
to the overall scope and quality of students’ academic programs. Two
themes emerged: (a) Smaller instructional groups and additional time
in basic skills enhance the overall quality of basic s%ills instruc-
tion; and (b) Scheduling procedures determine whether Chapter 1 in-
struction affects the scope of a student’s academic program.

Smaller Groups and More Time Enhance Instructional Quality

The quantitative analysis suggested that most Chapter 1 projects
contributed to school Tearning by adding instructional time to reading
and math lessons and by providing students with additional small group
instruction. The qualitative analyses supperted the contention that
the smaller size of Chapter 1 aroups had advantages. In most schools,
Chapter 1 aides and resource teachers provided a more tightly super-
vised type of seatwork and surrogate instruction than was offered in
the regular program. Indeed, because of the usual physical proximity
of instructors to students and the low number of students per instruc-
tor, Chapter 1 students received frequent academic feedback and cor-
rection, even while working in seatwork formats. Interviews suggested
that students valued this "help" and that Chapter 1 resource teachers
were often students’ favorite instructors. The observation data fur-
ther showed that most students were on task and successful in Chapter
1 lessons, due in large part to the frequent correctives and 1 edback
provided during Chapter 1 lessons. At the same time, a number of the
field staff expressed reservations about the close monitoring and
ready help given to Chapter 1 students. Such treatment may foster
"learned helplessness," discourage the development of self-monitoring
skills, and, therefore, make it even more difficult for these students
to succeed in their regular classes where the individual supervision
they rective in Chapter 1 is seldom availabie.

6.6
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Chapter 1 Scheduling Affects the Scope of Instruction

The common criticism of the Chapter 1 program is th. . the ddi-
tional time and reduced group size gained by Chapter 1 students comes
at the expense of "missed" learning opportunities in the regular cur-
riculun. At the elementary level, however, the quantitative analysis
showed that Chapter 1 services did not result in a radical change in
the average stuc nt’s scope of instruction. Interestingly, this quan-
titative observation was cor istant with interview data. For example,
interview. at elementary schocls demonstrated that most schools were
making a drliberate offert to schedule Chapter 1 instruction during a
time when regular classroom students were engaged in same-subject
instruction or multisubject seatwork. In ihe tvpical in-class arrange
ment, this occurred because c'assroom teachers scheduied reading and
math lesson: for a time when Chapter 1 aides could be in the classroom.
In pullo. schoels, "vleck® scheduling accomplished the same purpose.

tud .nts were pulled oul at times when same-subject instruction or
multisubjert seatwork were scheduled in the regular classroom.

The importa . point here is that the timing of lessons ir regular
classrooms was otten adjusted to the scheduling reeds of the Chapter 1
program, and elementary school teachers often ended up teaching basic
skills Tessons at times when they would have preferred to teach anoth-
er subject. In the i1 ‘erview data, elementary school teachers over-
whelmingly cited scheuuling prcblems as the biggest drawback of the
Chapter 1 program. By contrast, scheduling in secondary schools was
much less problematic. In many cases, Chapter 1 replacement clacses
vere offered on a regularly scheduled basis. Chapter 1 math classes
replacea regular math; Chapter 1 reading classes generally replaced
study hall, P.E., or an elective.

Durirg the cross-site analysis, we examined field records of
students who were pulled out of regqular classrooms for both reading
and math. The purpose was to find out what these students "missed”
because of participation in Chapter 1. Usually, pullouts orcurred
when the regular class was engaged in reading and math sea.work. Our
anal;sis suggested that the relationship between assignments in the
Chapter 1 program and the regular instructional program affe.ted what
Chepter 1 >iudents "missed." When the Chapter 1 program helped stu-
dents complete regular w.. ksheet assignments, the reduced group size
and closer academic feerdhack provided during Chapter 1 time const: -
tuted a net advantage for students’ academic progress in the regula:
instructional program. Students missed nothing and usually compiltod
reqular classroom assignments more promptly and accurately than they
would have without Chapter 1 support. However, when Chapter 1 proj-
ects made s*udents work on assignments different from those in the
regular p-ogram, students pulled out more than once often fell behind
in their regular classroom seatwork.

Teachers varied in the extent to which they required students to
make up missed seatwork. In some classrooms, students toiled during
recess and lunch to complete regular classroom assignments. In other
classrooms, students were told to take incomplete work home, but many
teachers never checked to see that this occurred, and many students
did not take the work home. In both cases, the learning conditions
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under which students made up missed work were far from ideal. At
home, students lacked motivation and support, and during lunch and
recess, students rushed through the work so they could join their
peers. As a result, participation in the Chapter 1 program under
these conditions often detracted from a student’s success in the
regular classroom.

Summary

This chapter described the instruction received by students over
the course of the entire school day and compared the characteristics
of Chapter 1 and reqular instruction. Key findings were the
following:

* Chapter 1 s-rvices did not ¢ J much basic skills instruc-
tional time to student days. In general, it appeared that
students received only 10 to 15 minutes of additional read-
ing or math time on days when they received Chapter 1 ser-
vices. These slight gains usually came at the expense of
time in multisubject seatwork or "other" academic
instruccion.

* Most schools in this sample made a deliberate effort to
schedule Chapter 1 instruction during a time when regular
classrcom students were engaged in same-subject instruction
or multisubject seatwcrk. This was true of schoo. with in-
class, replacement, and pullout designs. These scheduling
practices account for the modest gains in basic skills
“~structional time noted above. Thus, because of scheduling
practices, most students "missed” Tittle instruction in the
regular classroom as a result of receiv’ig Chapter 1
services.

* Scheduling was the most frequently men.ioned drawback of
Chapter 1 programs. Regular classroom teachers and Chaptar
1 staff engajed in mutual accommodation in order to schedule
instructional times, and this sometimes caused regular
classroom teachers to offer basir skills instruction at
times other than when they preferred.

* In some Chapter 1 projects, Chapter 1 assignments were
drawn directly from work in the regular classroom; in othor
projects, Chapter 1 assignments were nearly independent from
regular classrrom assignrments.

* When Chapter ! instruction helped students complete work-
sheet assignments frocm the regular ciass.oom, the reduced
group size and closer academic feedback provided during
Chapter 1 instruction ccnstituted a ~et advantage for stu-
dents’ academic progress. However, when Chapter 1 lessons
required students to work on assignments different from
these in the regular progvam, come students fell behind in
their regular c¢l:ssroom work.
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* In schools where students worked on different assignments
in Chapter 1 and regular instruction, regular classroom
teachers varied in the extent to which they reguired stu-
dents to make up missed as ignments. In some classrooms,
studints toiled during lunch and recess to complete regular
assigrments; in others, students were told to take missed
work home. In both cases, Chapter 1 students comp:eted
regular assignments under less t.an ideal circumstances.

* In both reading and math at both elementary and high
schools, Chapter 1 instruction was conducted in smaller
groups than in regular classrooms. However, in most ¢ ._s,
this appeared to be the only advantage of Chapter 1 in. :ruc-
tion over same-subject regular instructon. Only in elemen-
tary school reading did Chapter 1 instruction consist of
proportionately more "direct" instruction, and this dif-
ierence was small. At other grade levels, and in other
subjects, Chapter 1 instruction appeared to consist of pro-
portionately more seaiwork and surrogate activities than did
instruction in regular programs.

* The civse monitoring and ready help given to students
during Chapter 1 smail group instruction may have i diszi-
vantage. It is possible that this close attention fosters
"learned helplessness," discourages the develogment of self-
monitoring snills, and theivefore makes it more difficult for
students to succeed in regular classrooms where the close
attention and supervision received in Chapter 1 settings is
often unavailable.




CHAPTER 7
THE STUDENT DAY

In the previcus chapter, quantitative data were 1 to describe
the structure of stucents’ instructional days. In this chapter,
qualitative data on this same phenomenon are presented. Narrative
agescriptions and daily schedules for @ students illustrate themes
developed in earlier cilapters.

Elementary School Students

In this section, the daily schedules of 3 elementary school stu-
dents are described in order to further illustrate: (a) how students
spend time in school; (b) the curricular content of schoul lessons;
and (c) the types of instructional formats used in classrooms.

Our discussion of elementary school students focuses on the daily
schedules of three students, Alicia, a second grader, and Heather and
Mike, both fourth graders. A daily schedule and narrative is provided
for each of these students, starting on the next page. The '~ily
schedule shows the time and duration of lessons, as well as  ~ pro-
gram, format, grouping arrangement and instrucior for each les.on.

The narrative on the right provides a brief verbal summary of stu-
dents’ activities d.ring academic lessons.

Student Schedu:es Focused on Reading and Math

Inspection of the schedules confirms the findings from the pre-
vious chapter that reading aid math Tcssens accounted for a major
portion of the instructional day in elementary schools. Most students
began the instructional day with a reading or math lesson, and work in
these subjects often continued into the afteracon. Indeed, it seems
fair to say that the typical elementary school day consisted of work
on reading and inath, punctuated by other events- a social studies
lesson, recess, lunch, a trip to the library, and so on.

Over the course of a typical elementary school day, students
worked on a series of Tessons focused on various components of the
overall reading/language arts program. These lessor ved in a
variety of formats, for example, oral reading in small sups, a whole
class spelling lesson, and independent seatwork on grammar, phonics,
or penmanship assignments. Math Tessons occupied less time over the
cours2 of the day, but almost 211 days included at least one math
activity. On most days, students worked in a variety of formats.
There were whole class lectures in which instruc‘ors introduced new
concepts or reviewed oast work; guided practice sessions, in which
students worked problems on the blackboard or in small groups; and
independent seatwork, in which students completed assignments on their
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Alicia 3s a Black second grade gir) whose native language s English, She
scored in the 2nd Q on the CT8S reading exam. She wa: eligible for Chapter )
reading.

Before instruction Alicia entered the classroom and sat down. The teacher
organized reading group activities. At 8:25 reading/language arts imstruction
beqan. The teacher worked with Aliria’s reading group first. She introduced 3
story about kittens The students read silently, then aloud, a page at 3 time
The teacher asked specific questions about each page. Alicia had a reading tyrn
and answered questions. Next, the teacher asiigned the students to write 3
stury aboutl kittens. She clarified workbook fmstructicns OR 3 seatence sequenc-
'ng assignment. She introduced tha short {u) vowel {as in sun and run), assigned
3 workbook page on this, and assigned a worksheet on the short {a] vowe) (a5 1n
cat). Ihe students moved bak to thoir desks. Alicia sat down and ismediately
ogened her workbook. She was engaged, r3ading aloud to herself as she worked

At 9:05 Adicia moved into her Chiprer i read ng group for .4 minutes. She sat
3t the listening center with eJrphones on. Aljcia listened to an SRA tape that
focused on words with the souads [sh], [ch], [gh), and [ph]. s$he was inatten-
Ltive. She tapped other >tudunts’ earphones with her pencil and took her own
edrphones off, thereby missing the directions for correcting he. work. She
copied from other students’ papers.

Al 9:24 the students had recsss {9 minutes). A few minutes 1, er, the teacher
dirscted homeroom activities.

At 9:43 durirq a reading/language arts session, the teacher gave the students
their weekly spelling test (6 minutes).

At 9:51 Alicia moved into another Chapter ) reading sesston. The aide showed
Alrcra flashcards with words and phrases. Al 13 had difficulty reading some of
them. Other students correc’ed their spelling tests.

At 10:10 Alicia moved back iato regular/language arts. The teacher reviewed
past worksheets on capitalization and classifying nouns into types. Alicia had
3 turn to participate. A student collected the Papers, which were to be put in
the studeats’ files. Recess followed.

Al 10:43 3 math lesson began. The teacher introduced exercises on two-dig:t
addition and promised a math game after the students finished. Alicia completed
the written exercises. At )I1:12 a Chapter } math session began. The aide
woried with Alicta individual ly, giving her feedback on the exercises she had
dont The atde also gave her more exasples to do. A few minutes, three other
stucents joined the aide and Alicia to have thefr paners correcled. At 11.18
the regular math lesson continued The teacher tolo Alicta to get a partner to
play the game. The two studenis took turns rolling dice with the object of
reaching 100 first.

At 11:28 the readiny/Vanguane arts session consisted of getting new reading
beoks. The teacher called the students by table to put their old books back and
pick up new cnes. After this the students took 2 é4-minute lunch.

At 12 21 Alicia had another reading/language arts sessfon. The students read
silently.

el
¢

At 12:3) the atde prepared naterials for math work with computers. Alicra
worked wilh two other studenis (at their request) at one computer, They were
enqaged playing an addition gine with th-ee- and one-di1git numbers. Other
students were in the language 1ab and media center,

AU § 00 in the library,

s the students learsed apout using card catalogs and chosc
1] .

At 1:40 the students left for the ooy,
Alic1d %as on task during soct of her classes.
and 0ccas100ally work..f wish other students
about some of her clu,ses.

She received help from the aige
Abyc1d was quite enthusigst i
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Time format Group Instructor 1
81s HOMEROOM
8 25 REGULAR MULTISUBJECT
825 Seatwork whole Group Teacher
829 TRANSITION
8.1 REGULAR RELJING/LA
8.13 Lecture/Rec Whole Group Teacher
8.54 Se2twork Whole Group Teacher
8.59 TRANSITION
9:01 REGULAR L 1BRARY
s.01 Management Whole Group Léorartan
9 05 Other Whole Group Libravian
9 10 TRANSITION
93 REGULAR MULTISUBJECT
$ 2 Seatwork Whole Group Teacher
9:37 REGULAR MATH
L 3%} Ltecture/Rec Whole Group Teacher
10.22 Sestwork Whole Group Teacher
10 30 TRANSITION
£0.3)  MULTIFUNDED READING/LA
10.31 Seatwork Subgroup Resource Tchr
11.00 TRANSITION
11 03 REGULAR READING/LA
11.03 Lecture/Rac Whole Croup Teacher
12 Seatwork Whole Group Teacher
11 20 lecture/Rec Whole Group Teucher
11 30 TRANSITION
i1 31 MULTIFUNDED MATH
11:31 Management whole Group Resource Tchr
31133 Testing Whole Group Resource Tchr
11 34 Lecture/Rec Mhole Group Resource Tchr
1 S8 Testing Whole Group Resource Tchr
11-59 Kanagesent Whole Group Resource Tchr
12:00  TRANSITION
12 01 REGULAR READIM/LA
12 01 Lecture/Rec Whole Group Resource Tchr
12 05  LUNCH
12 45 REGULAR READING/LA
12 4§ Lecture/Rec Whole Group Teacher
12 52 REGULAR/MULTISUBJICY
12 82 Seatwork Whole Group leacher
13 00 TRANSITION
13 02 RIGULAR PE
13 30  TRANSITION
13 31 RIGULAR SOCIAL STUDIES
133 tecture/Re wWhole Group Teacher
13 48 Seatwork Whoie Grouo Yearher
13 9y #OMEROOM
14 00 _ DISMISSAL _
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'oather 12 3 White fourth grade girl whose native lanyuage 15 English  She
scored ia the 2nd Q 1n reading and the 15t Q 1n math. She was el1gible fur botp
Chapter | reading and math.

At 8 1S Heather entered the classroom anc sat down. The teachrr directed hom-
room activities and passed outl 2 math worksheet on finding the area of geomelric
figures. At 8 75 multisubject seatwork activities began Heather worked in 2
spelling workbook until she left s few minutes later.

At 8:27 Heather entered a classroom for a reading/language arts lesson. The
teacher passed out reading texts and dictionaries. He began the lesson by
discussing 3 chapter the students had already read. In preparation for the new
chapter, he had the students look up vocabilary words, one by one, irn the
dictionary. The students pronounced the words and read the definitions aloud
K2xt, the teacher 7'3d the new chapler to the students as they followed along
Ihe teacher assignsd the studepts to read the following chapter silently.
Heather read quietly and slowly. At 8:59 she left for the library.

At 9 01 & library/reference skills lesson began. The libraris~ seated the
students and handed out worksheets on the card catalog The dents looked 1n
the card catalog tc answer questions on the sheet. Heatner wurked steadily,

u ually on task. At 9:30, Heather eft for her Nomeroos.

At 9.32 Heather briefly turned to multisubject seatwork She continued with her
spelling workbook while some students did the math worksheel. The teacher
prepared for the upcoming 2ath lesson. Heathar showed & completed speliing page
to her teacher and received positive feadback.

At 9:37 the teacher began the math lesson by discussing the worksheet on finding
the area of geometric shapes. The teacher reviewed the iwo- and three-dig:t
division and sultiplication problems on the board. Heather had a turn to par
ticipate and recefved positive feedback. At $0:22 the students began working 1n
their texts on multiplication problems sictlar to those just reviewed. A few
minutes later, HeatSer left for her next clasec.

At J0-31 Chapter 1 reading seatwork began. The teacker rirculated while the
students took nctes from a Story im their reading text. At 10-49, having
completed her work, Heather had the teacher check 1t. The teacher gave positive
feedback and pointed to one missing piece of information.

At }1 03 reading/language arts began r.ith Heather's homeroom teacher The
teacher reviewed « test on prefixes, synonves, antonyms and homonyms. The
teacher gave examples of contraction: and ‘gned the students to do sn exer
cise on this topic in their spelling books Heather was of f tisk for a little
while before beginning to work Latur the teache* introduced new spelling
words. Heather copied thea down. Heather ':ft for Chapter | sath.

At 11.31 the teacher began Chapter | math with 3 timed test of 100 one-digit
sultiplication problems. The teacher checked the students® tests. At 1] 39 the
students played math bingo with addition and subtraction of one-digit numbers.
eg 147, 20-7 Heather took a long time 1o work out the probless. but she got
bingo  The teacher gave the students a2 second timed sultiplication test
Heather a3gain completed 20 problems, all correct!y. The ieacher collected the
papers, and the students left

At 12,01 Heather returned to her reqular classroom n the middie of 3 reading
language «rts lesson The teacher reviewed sentences that the other students
had dune before dismissing thes for Junch.

At 12 4S Heather returned 1o a discusston of the other stulents’ sentunces in
redding/languege arts At 12 52 the <tudents agiin turned to multisubject
seatuor 10 complete any assignments they had not finished The teacher had
assigned the students to .2write sentences from the board in an interesting
manner  Heather began this task.

At 1 00 Heather had P £ (28 minutes) At 1:31 socia} studies began  The
teacher read and discussed a story about ML King She assigned the students
to read a passage from 4 sheet Heather read quietly until the students began
to pack up. They were dismissed at 2 00

Heather was on task during most of her classes. She wirked well on her own and
recesved povitive feedback
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Mike's Day

Bike is a male Hispanic fourth-grader without 1EP s®atus. He scored in the 2nd
G un the CAl reading ind math examc, making him el1gabla for both Chapter |
reading and math.

At 8 30 Mike ent.red the classroom, put the preceding day's worksheets on the
teacher's desk. picked up his seatwork papers from 3 basket at the back of the
room, and sat down. The teacher directed hoseroom activities.

At 545 multisubject seatwork began. Whjle the teache~ circulated answering
quest:ons, Mike did worksheets on numeral writing, punctuation, library skills,
using 3 glossary, Oriwing and composition.

At ":30 the teacher began a reading/language arts lesson  Mike went to a b.-x
tabie with J2 other studeats i5e st.-Cents took turas readino abou. weeds fros
an article in their text Mike had a3 turn and followed along when others read
The teacher asked comprehension questions, wrote the students® arswers on a
chaltboard, and the students wrote the answers on thess papers. After this.
Mike returned to his desk. Mike wandered around. then unsuccessfully ‘ried to
get the teacher's h2lp on his workbook assigrment. For the last 14 minutes the
class was noisy and ¥ike, along with other students, was off task.

At 10:3]1, after fourteen minutes of recess, the student: ~egan Chapter | read-
ing. KRike worked on a computer vocahulary lesson identifying prefixes, suf
fizes, and dases (e g. spell. ask, talk). The teacher made several positive
conments about Mike'’s work. Towards the end of the period, the teacher gathered
the students in the center of the ruom, gave thes notes ahout the following
day’s parent-teacher conferences, then sent thes back to their activities.

AL 11,35 Chapter ] math started. Mike tock on a computer test of fracticns, and
two- and three-digit subtraction and svitiplication problems for 20 minutes. He
worked 1a h1s workbook on number sequencing while the coaputer graded his test
The teacher gave him positive feedbaik about his test, and later h2lp him
correct some workbook pages on expanded ndtation (4,782 « 4000 ¢ 700 + B0 +2)
.hat had been done incorrectly. A while later Mike Cleaned up his work, then
Tined up for recess (18 minutes). This was followed by lunch (22 minutes)

At 12:42 math began with the students correcting 2 meth page on simple division
done the grevious day. The teacher introduced division with remsainders by
talking through several problems. The students seemed confused. The teacher
had the students who were absent the day before to go to & back table W¥hile
Mike finish~d hs assignment correctly, other studeants talked, morsed arou.d,
asked the observer for help, and raised their hands for aelp.

At 1 15, the teacher continued to work wilh students at & back table. Most of
the other students tn the class, without a specified assigneent, wandered around
and talked. Mike helped 3 girl with her math. Recess began at 1 30. 1lhe stu-
dents returned after 13 minutes, and a few resumed work on the math assidnment
At 1.50 the teacher led the class 1n correcting the math assignment together

At 2 00 the studs .ts teft for a 36 minute ac*'svement iwdrds assembly 1n the
suditorium. The students returned at 2.:.. ca prepared to leave at 3 00

Mike was usually on task when he had work. He received positive feedback from fj ,’)
the teacher. ~




own. Muath lectures and guided practice sessions (coded lecture/
recitation) were usually brief and often occurred after students had
begun to work independentiy on tasks. Moreover, no matter what the
instructional format, almost all math lessons fo. sed on computation,
and worksheets and workbonks made up the core of the curriculum for
most students.

Consider the schedule of Alicia, a second-grade student at West-
wood. Her day included readirg, math, and library, as well as recess
and lunch. Over nalf her time at school (158 minutes) was spent in
reading and math lessons. Before lunch, her only lessons were reading
and math; in the afternoon, she had more reading a.d math, but also
went to the library. Alicia received her Chapter 1 services from an
in-class aide, and, as is typical of most elementary-school students
in the sample. she attended a series of reading and m:th lessons
throughout the day. For reading, she met four tim2s with her teacher
and twice she received in-class lessons with the Chapter 1 aide. For
math, she had three regular lessons and one with the Chapter 1 aide.
Overall, she had 101 minutes of reading and 57 minutes of math.

Heather, & fourth-grade student at Winkier, received Chapter 1}
reading and math in a pullcut setting. Chapter 1 services on her
schedule were coded as "multifunded" because this schnol blended
together Chapter 1, state compensatery education, special education,
and local district funds in order to provide .emediation services to
Tow-acheiving studenis. Like Alicia, Heather’s schedule included
reading, math, and library; but she aiso spent time in multisubject
seatwork, social studies, and gym. Most of Heather’s basic skills
work was done in the morning, and she had several reading lescons.
She was pulled out for Chapter 1 reading and then again for Chapter 1
math, each taught by a resource teacher. During these times, students
in the regular classroom were engaged in seatwork or working with the
teacher in small groups. Over the day, Heather had about 90 minutes
o~ reading and 82 mintites of math.

Mike, a fourth-grade student at Hillcide, also received Chapter 1
readinc and math in a pullout setting. On the day he was shadowed,
Mike began the day with multisubject seatwork and regular reading with
his teacher; he then was pulled out to a "laL” for Chapter 1 reading
and math. After lunch, he had math in the regular classroom and ihen
atiended an assembiy. His total time in reading (90 minutes) was not
uniike the other two students’, although he did spend more time in
math (110 minutes). Mike’s total school day was also longer than
those of Alicia and Heather.

In summary, the schedules of the three students had in common a
heavy emphasis on reading and math, several reading lessons instead of
one, and a concentration of reading and math in the morning. The
schedules difrered with regard to the particular times that readinrg
and math were offered, the other academic lessons in the day, and the
overall amount of time in reading and math.




Reading Curricula Varied from School to School

The daily schedules also illustrate curriculum differences across
schools, especially difference in reading procrams. In some schools,
the reading program included an emphasis on comprehension and under-
standing, and the daily regimen of reading lessons often included pre-
reading activities, silent reading, vocabulary practice, ard teacher-
led discussions about passages. In others scheols, teachers placed
more emphasis on phonics and spelling drills. This variation occurred
not only across schools, but also across days. Observations of the
same students over five consecutive days revealed that the content and
focus of reading/language arts lessons sometimes varied greatly from
one day to the next.

Turn once again to Alicia, the first student discussed. As we
pointed out, Alicia received reading in six different contexts
throughout the day. In four of these, the teacher conducted the
lesson; the other twe were led by the in-class aide. Alicia’s most
sustained reading lesson was her first of the morning. The following
vignette summarizes the curricular focus of the lesson:

Students were to read "Three Kittens." The teacher began
the small group instruction with a series of open-ended
questions that set the scene, for <xample, "Does anyone have
a cat?" Students read the story silently, and then took
turns reading a page each. After each turn, the teacher
asked specific questions about the text. Finally, the
teacher assigned seatwork that included workbook exercises
on sequencing sentences, word-picture association, and phon-
ics--short /u/ and /a/.

Her othr~ reading lessons covered a range of tasks. The two
Chapter 1 le. ons focused on phonics/worg recognition using an SRA
audiotape and flashcards. Her additional regular reading lessons
consisted of a weekly test on Durr (vocabulary) words, worksheats on
capitalization and nouns, and sijent reading.

On this day, Alicia practiced a varisty of skills during the day.
However, on other days, Alicia’s reading yroup did not meet with the
teacher, and her reading consisted almost solely of phonics exercises
and vocabulary practice. Far example, on one day, only one of the
exercises assigned to Ali. required her to road connected tevt as
long as one sentence; every.ning else was at a ietter or word Tevel.

Ir one day she practiced consonant sounds (e.g , ¢, ch, nk, ng, ck),
vowels sounds (/ai/, /i/), and words beginning with a-, be-, qu-, squ-,
shr-, and thr-.

In contrasc, Heather’s reading lessons almost always focused on
reading with comprehension. On the day shown here, her first reading
lesson with the teacher began with pre-reading vocabulary practice.
The teacher also read the calection aloud tu the students before
asking them to reac it on their own. In Chapter 1 reading, the class
read a story and took ncies on impartant facts as they read. Syn-
onyms, antonyms, hononyms, and contractions made up the rest of the

.
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morning lessons. Five new spelling words taken from the social stud-
ies lesson were introduced. Afcer Tunch, students read aloud para-
graphs they had composed earlier.

Thus, while both Alicia and Heather received comparable amounts
of reading, the nature of the instruction they received varied some-
what. Inspection of the field records showed that Alicia did not have
small group reading with the teacher on a daily basis, and the various
exercises she completed seldom required reading with comprehension.

On the other hand, Heather’s lessons were more 1ik2ly to be organized
around the actual process of reading. In the regular classroom, when
her reading group met with the teacher, the emphasis was on reading
with understanding; in Chapter 1, she read a passage and took notes on
important facts. For Heather, even the spelling words were selected
to support reading of social studies selections.

Instructional Formats Varied Across Schools and Programs

A final look at the elementary school students’ schedules shows
that the instructional formats in which students worked varied both
across schools and across different instructional programs within
schools. The cases of Alicia and Heather iilustrate students with
days composed primarily of eacher- or aide-directed lessons and seat-
work. Mike, on the other hand, was pulled out to the computer "lab"
at his cchool, and in contrast to Alicia and Heather, he received much
computer-assisted instruction.

Mike received about the same amount of reading as the other two
students, but almost half of his reading work was done at the compu-
ter. The following description captures something of the quality of
Mike’s experience in the Chapter i1 laboratory:

Mike sat in front of a computer loaded with a packaged
vocabulary lesson on prefixes and suffixes. In a list of
sentences, Mike had to identify words with an affix. For
"The cat ran quickly," Mike moved the cursor to "quickly"
and the computer responded, "Very good. You identified the
word with a prefix or suffix." Mike typed the base word and
scored a point. At unce, another sentence appearud. Mike
worked slowly and deliberately as he ideniified "prized,"
"pulled," "undo," "restless," and "shopping.” Atter the
first set of sentences, he called out, "Finished!" and the
resource teacher responded, "Great, Mike! Go on to the next
set!" In 40 minutes, Mike compieted four sets and made only
one mistake.

For math, Mike continued in much the same vein. In fact, the
resource teacher simply changed the computer program, and he was in
math. During the first 25 minutes, he compieted a series of pr.olem
serts on the computer. As he worked, he re orded his rate of success.
On ihe day observed, Mike was requived to solve arithmetic problervs
(e.g., 700-541=__; 3x215= ), identify problem solviag strategies




(Which problem can be solved by multiplying?), and work with frac-
tions. In time spent away from the terminal, he completed workbook
exercises on expanded notation and place value.

Mike’s regular math and reading formed a ccatrast to his Chapter
1 Tessons. Fxcept for 30 minutes in his reading group in the morning,
and 10 minutes in math in the afternoon, Mike received no direct
instruction; instead he was engaged in seatwork andg accomplished
practically nothing. While the teacher intended for the reading group
to follow their Tesson with seatwork, several students spent the time
off task. After math, Mike completed his seatwork assignment and then
spent the -ext quarter hour wandering around the room with a dozen
other stua..ts. The teacher had difficulty managing the class and
seemed unable to monitor seatwork effectively. Oace, when Mike soughti
help, she failed to respond as he waited at her side for a couple of
minutes. Even during lessons, she nearly Tost control of the class,
once calling out, "I’ not going to stand up here and wasto my time,
because that’s what . m doing!"

Mike’s day is instructive on several points. First, although
much of Mike’s reading involved computer-assisted instruction, the
tasks he worked at were much 1ike those of other students observed in
the study--repetitive and focused on low-level skills. Mike seldom
made an error, bu’ he was not bored; he worked slowly and deliberately
and completed his assignments. In addition, his progress was closely
monitored. He recorded his errors, and the resource teacher always
responded quickly when he needed assistance. Second, there was a
great contrast between Mike’s Chapter 1 and regular Tessons. Chapter
1 Tessons were weli managed, and Mike was actively engaged for long
periods of time. In his regular classroom, on the other hand, Mike
did Tittle work and received Tittle instruction. Thus, Chapter 1
tessons provided the majority of Mike’s academic learning time.

In general, the student observations revealed the consequences of
instructional formats for student learning. One trend was that
teacher-led instruction provided students with their sole opportunity
to engage in "higher-order" thinking skills. Computer-assisted
instruction and seatwork, on .he other hand, usually consisted of
repeated practice on Tow-Tevel skills. In addition, student success
rates often varied across different instructional formats. For exam-
ple, computer-assisted instruction and seatwork usually involved the
same basic tasks, but students were more often engaged and successful
while working at the computer. Given tiais fact, it is unfortunate
that schools did not take advantage of existing computer software to
provide students with practice in inferential and critical thinking.

secondary School Students

In this section, we Lurn to a discussion of secondary students.
Once again, schedules and narratives are presented on the following
pages. The daily schedules of three secondary s hool students, all
tenth graders, illustrate the different schedules and curriculum con-
tent experienced by secondary school Chapter 1 students.
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Secondary School Schedules Ranged Widely

Critics of the Chapter 1 program often express the [ear that Chap-
ter 1 students are "tracked" into Tow ability groups. Such thinking,
however, fails to take into account the "cafeteria style curriculum”
and "smorgasbord of courses" in many secondary schools. There are many
elective courses in high schools, and while many Tow-achieving students
are scheduled into a large number of non-academic electives, others are
scheduled into mere rigorous electives. One of the crocs-site findings
of this study was that secondary school students had widely varying
academic programs. To illustrate this point, consider the schedules of
Tanya and Rich, both tenth graders.

Tanya, a student at Coolidge, provides an example of a limited
schedule. Her morning was taken up entirely with non-academic courses,
typing and driver’s education; after Tunch, she attended another non-
academic course, mixed chorus. Her only academic courses (Chapter 1
reading, algebra. and English) fell in the afternoon. OQut of the six
hours she spent at school that day, only two and one fourth were spent
in academic courses.

In contrast, Rich’s schedule at Stevenson High included a range
of academic core courses: algebra, English, science, social studies,
Chapter 1 reading, and a course in computer skills. During the day
observed, Rich spent four and one half hours in academic courses, over
two hours more than Tanya. Over the span of a semester or year, the
extra time could make a significant difference in the knowledge and
skills Rich acquired.

In summary, all high schools in this study offered courses for
students of differing ability, but this did not result in .racking per
se. The large number of electives produced variation in course con-
tent that students experienced, and the wide range of achievement of
Chapter 1 students at this age assured that the content of required
Col, ses varied.

Secondary School Curricular Content Varied Greatly

The wide range of achievement among high school Chapter 1 stu-
dents_helped produce even more variability in instruction among high
school students. Even within the same general curriculum area, high
schools had courses that taught different skill levels. For example,
in some English classes, students practiced writing, a skill required
for college; in others, they spent their time completing grammar and
comprehension worksheets. In math classes, some students learned pre-
algebra and algebra, while others worked on the same basic operations
taey were first taught in the fifth grade. Other academic courses
revealed a similar pattern.

As one example, contrast the regular English classes of Tanya and
Rich. In Tanya’s class, stuaents were guided through the development
of their own composition, from gathering the information they needed
to preparing an introduction and completing the theme. Rich’s class,
on the other hand, endured a lecture on test-taking skills from a
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Tanya‘s Day

PROGRAN/L £ 3508 ’ tlapsed

Tme __ format _ —Growp___ Instructor _. me {mins) Tanya 1s 2 Black female tenth-grader whose natfve language 1s English  She
scored in the 2nd Q on the Gates reading test and the Ist Q on the sath test.

9 09 REGULAR ¥OC/8US/TYP/SHOP 45 She was eligihle for reading only.

954 TRANSITION 6 At 9-00 typing began. Tanya arrived at 9:09. At 9-54, Tanya left for Driver's
Education. She went to lunch at 33:00. After 25 mtnutes in the cafeteria, she

10:00  REGULAR DRIVER ED/HEALTH (13 left for Chapter |.

10 55  TRANSETION S At 11:27. Tanya entered the Chapter | classroom. After some preparation, Tanya
began a worksheet at 11:32. The resource teacher worked with other student

11.00  LUMCH 25 Tanya appeared to be on task. At 131.35, {n response to a note, the teacher sent
Tanya to the Guidance Counselor. Tanya arrived back in the classroom at 11-48

14:25  1RANSITION 2 and resumed working on her worksheet without help. The bell rang at 11:5S and

Tanya left a sinute later.
11.27  CHAPTER | READING/LA

11.27 Mznagement Indavidual Resource Ichr S At 11:58 chorus began and lasted for 56 minutes.
11:32 Seatwork Whote Group Resource Ichr k]
At 12:57 Tanys entered her Algebrs classroom and waited for instruction to
~ 11.35  REGULAR OTHER 13 tegin. A few minutes later, the tescher began to walk around the room. She
. checked each student's work from the previous dsy and ,m the correct answers.
[ g 11:48  (HAPTER | READING/LA At | 08 the teacher began a lesson on sultiplication o negative and positive
o 11:48 Seatwork Whole Group Resource Ichr 8 numbers Including fractions. She gave ora) problems, elicited choral and
individual responses, put problems on the toard for the students to do, and
11.56  TRANSITION 2 explained solutions. At J:31 the teacher assigned homework problems and an
extra credit worksheet. Tanya began to work quietly on the assignment. After
11.58  REGULAR MuSIC 5 all the students began to work, the teacher walked around the classroom helping
students. The teacher looked at Tanya's work briefly. Tanya did not request
12:54  TRANS]T1OM 2 any help and continued working 71\;;! 1:30. The students began packing up and
ori 99,
1302 REGULAR MATH . ' waited for the bell t "y ot
13 02 Lecture/Rec Whole Group Teu her 3 Tanya arrived early for her 2:00 English class. The teacher began prosotl
13:33 Seatwork Whole Group Tescher 1 giving the students Instructions about choosing a theme to nrilg ‘bg"t:p s‘é
13.50 Seatwork Whole Group Teacher 5 spent a2 few minutes talking to individual student: about their work. At 2-09
the teacher told the students to begin writing. After 10 minutes, the teacher
13 55  TRAMSITIOM 5 had the students exchange papers and read them. Then the teacher gave instruc.
tions about writing an introduction. Tanys and some other students cont tnued
14.00  REGULAR READING/LA writing. The teacher circulated, talking 10 students about their themes Tanya
14.00 Seatwork ¥hole Group Teacher 9 appeared to continue working, Near the end of the period, the teacher had
14 09 Lecture/Rec Whole Group Teacher 2 students (who had completed the assignment) return graded papers angd pass out
[T} Seatwork Whole Group Teacher 26 new reading books. The teacher had the students return their old reading books
143 Managesent Whole Group Teacher 1 At 2:54 the teacher announced the new reading assignment, collected theme
1418 Septwark Whole Group teacher 12 papers. and had one student read a paragraph of the assigned reading. At 2.5%5
14 90 Management Whole Group leacher 4 the bell rang and the students left,
14.54 Lecture/Rec Whole Gruup feacher )
Tanya wa; quiet and attentive in class. She appeared to understand the assign
14.55  DISHISSAL ments and worked without help.
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REGULAR SCIemCE
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Testing Whole Group
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TRANS: { 10%
RECULAR MATH
fecture/Rec Whole Group
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TRANSITI0M
CHAPTER ) READING/LA
Management Whole Groun
Lecture/Rec Whole Group
LUMCH
REGULAR SOCIAL S1ULIES
Lecture/Rec Whole Group
Seatwork Whole Group
Lecture/Rec Whnle Group
Hanagesent Whole Group
TRANS1TI0N

REGULAR COMPUTERS
KEGULAR PE
DISMISSAL :

109
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instructor  Time (mins)
10
k]
Teacher 45
Teacher 2
8
Teacher 28
H
leacher [1]
Teacher !
H
Aide 10
Resource Ichr 3%
40
Teszher 13
Teacher 22
Teacher H)
Jeacher H)
H)
45
50

Rich's Day

Rich 15 a White boy in the lenth grade who is a native speaker of English. Me
scored 1n tie 15t Q on the CAT reading and math exams. He was eligible for
Chapter 1 reading only.

AL 7:45 a substitute teacher directed homercom activities and prepared for
science.

At 7:59 the substitute teacher began science by showing a video about the humin
heart and later had the students write answers to a question. Rich wrote
quickly and passed his paper in. He left for his mext class.

At 8:5° reading/languag: arts began in another classrcom. The teacher gave the
studenv> a brief pop quiZ on types of tests (subjective, objective). The
teacher then talked about test types, test-taking strategies, and a variety of
other subjects during the resainder of the period. Rich and his classmates sat
quietly. At 9:35 Rich left for math.

At 9:40 Rich entered his nath classroom »nd sat down. The teacher leciured on
graphing functlions and formulas. Rich wrote a personal letter and didn't look
up  Most of the other students participated by answering the teacher's ques -
tions. About twenty minutes into toe class Rich looked up and began to copy
forsulas from the board. The teacher passed out a ditto on algebraic equations.
As the teacher worked through iwo problems, Rich sat quietly. The other stu-
dents followed along and participated «n solving the probless. Rich began the
1:rst problem {ncorrectly, {hen copied the answer from the board. The teacher
asked whether the students had any questions. Rich continued to sit Quietly.

At 10:30 in Chapter ) reading, the aide took attendance. She talked about the
book Roots that the group was reading. For a few minutes the nine students
discussed the page number. At 10:40 the aide asked a question about the pre-
vious day's readwng. Students, including Rich, called out answers. The class
read round robin. Rich followed along as other students read. The aide correc
led oral reading and periodically asked comprehension questions. Rich responded
to several questions. He didn’t have a reading turn. Later. in order to finish
the chapter, the aide read to the students.

From 11:15 to 1):50 Rich had lunch.

At 11-55 social studies began. The teacher loctured on the Progressive fra in
United States history and asked a few questions. He gave a written assignment ,
and Rich worked on it. Later the teacher reviewed for a test on the topic of
the lessor  Rich didn°t have a turn to answer questions during either discussion

During the class Fich was tested on introductory
He and nine other student: sat by a computes
terminal. Rich was unable to execule any commands the teacher gave. At ] 05
the teacher gave Rich the word pro-essing documentation to review. Rich read
the documentation, corrected his notes. and corrected the written computer test
he had failed the week hefore. Rich also worked on study Questions for the next
compuler uni? until the bell rang.

Al 12.45 computer lab began.
word processing using Wordstar.

At 1.30 Rich left for P [. ond the observation ended.

Rich was engaged during Chapter | reading and received positive feedback from
the aide. There was no opportunity to participate during science and £nqlish,
and very little opportunily during social studies. Rich seemed motivated whide 4
studying in coaputer lad 1 ” j




teacher who rambled and was disorganized. There was 1ittle variation,
however, in these students’ Chapter 1 reading content. Rich’s reading
lesson looked just like an elementary school lesson. Students read a
book aloud and answered comprehension questions. Tanya spent her
Chapter 1 time completing a worksheet that required her to unscramble
phrases and sentences, a task that was interrupted by a trip to the
guidance counselor.

In math, observed Tesson content ranged from algebra down to
basic arithmetic. Both Tanya and Rich attended algebra classes.
Tanya’s lesson focused on the multiplication of numbers with similar
signs, a pre-algebra skill, in lecture/recitation and seatwork for-
mats. Rich’s class, by contrast, practiced graphing quadratic equa-
tions. Other students were still practicing arithmetic in high
school. Consider Sal, also in the tenth graac. He received both
regular and Chapter 1 math instruction on the day observed. In regu-
lar math, he spent the entire time on worksheets, one of which re-
auired him to complete five word problems requiring the calculation of
simple interest. Sal’s Chapter 1 math was computer-assisted instruc-
tion in calculating percentages. In both contexts, the problems
seemed to be easy for Sal; he got all five word problems correct and
missed only onc of the *en percentages.

Other academic courses also varied by skill and content level.
Take the science lesson that Rich attended. The class spent the first
45 minutes watching a video called "My Heart and Your Heart," which
dealt with various causes of heart disease. Next, as a check on
understanding, students had to write the three ieading causes of heart
attacks and turn in their papers. The lesson was appropriate and
useful in that it focused on a practical aspect of science, rather
than on the rote memorization of "watered-down" facts, such as the
elements of the periodic table or various phyla. By contrast, Sal’s
social studies class was at a quite elementary level. For the first
half hour, studerts took turns reading aloud from the text; the teach-
er then distributed maps of Africa and lectured for five minutes on
Africar colonization. Seatwork consisted of coloring and labeling
African colonies on the map.

In summary, the different electives taken by students and differ-
ences between students in past achievement meant that the secondary
school students received much more varied curriculum exposure than
elementary school students. Instructional content and activities not
only varied across the different Chapter 1 programs in the sample, but
also across the different courses offered within the regular curricu-
lum. Finally, different schedules greatly affected the amount of
academic learning time experienced by Chapter 1 students in secondary
schools.

Multiply-Served Students

This section discusses the daily experiences of students who
participated in more than one "categorical" program and students who
participated in both Chapter 1 reading and Chapter 1 math. We begin

7.12

1:.2 |
;




€1°¢L

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

T T T PROGRNY/LESSON T T T T

Grovp

Whole Graup

Whole Group
whole Group
S$hole Group
Whole Group

Whole Group
Wmole Group
Whoie Group
¥hole Group
Whole Group

Whole Group
Whole droup

Individual

Indiviaul
Whole Group
w¥hole Group

Whole Group
whole Group
Whole Group
whale Group
Whule Group
Wwle Group

Tae ____ forsat
8-00 REGULAR READING/LA
8:00 Kansgement
8:04 TRANSET S0M
8:09 MULTIFUNDED READING/LA
8-09 Management
8.12 tecture/Kec
8.09 Seaiwork
8.09 Hanagement
8:5% TRANSITIOM
9.00 REGULAR PE
9.55 RECESS
10.15  REGULAR READING/LA
10:1S Seatwork
10:20 tecture/Rec
10.30 Hanagement
10.34 Seatwork
11:07 Management
11:10 TRANSITION
i1 15 REGULAR iR
1S Hanagement
118 Seatwork
11:30  IRANSITION
11:32  CHAPIER | MATH
132 Surrogate
1 45 TRANSITION
11 47 REGULAR mAl#
it &7 Hanagement
11.47 Seatwork
12.10 Management
12:15  LUNCH
12 50  REGULAR SOCIAL SIVDIES
12.50 Hanagesent
12 58 tecture/Hec
1) 28 Hanagrment
1310 Tesbure/Hee
1335 Scatworx
1344 Hanayement
13:45  DISMISSAL
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Instructor

Teacher

Teacher
leacher
Ichr & Aide
leacher

Teacher
leicher
leacher
leacher
leacher

Teacher
Ichr & Arde

Arde

leacher
Tchr & Arde
leacher

leacher
leacher
Iracher
$eui ey
feactucr
leacher

flapsed

Sal's Day

Time (mins)

Lad YRV K]

L1
20

A
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Sal is a White male tenth grader whose natis> language is fnglish. He
scored 1n the 15t Q on the CAT reading and math exams m3king him eligible
for both Chapter 1 reading and math.

At 8 2 m Sal entered a classroom for Chapter 1 reading. A few aminutes
tater the class left for the language 1ab. At 8-09 the students settled
down at three tables in the middie of the lab. The teacher passed out
workbooks and student folders, te)ling the students to work in groups of
two or three to reach a consensus on answers. The teacher went over the
first 1lem in an exercise contrasting the use of adjectives and idverbs.
Sal and three other students worked cooperatively to find answers to the
exercises on 1ogsc and comprehension skills (analogies, oppos® ., relating
factors). The teacher and aide circulated, with the aide helping Sal's
group as needed. At 8:54 the class put the saterials away.

At 8:55 the class made the S-minute transition to P.E. (55 minutes), tuen
to recess (20 minutes).

At 10-15 reading/language arts began with the students doing their daily
writing exercise. Sal wrote at h's desk on the day's topic: the best
thing about school. A few minutes later some of the students were chosen to
read their theses; Sal wasn't chosen. Next the teacher assigned the
students to finish yesterday's composition, “"One Mosent,® and gave new
assignments in the Basic Skills in English text. Sal finished his
composition and put it on the teacher’s desk. Sal mext began the
assignment on possessive pronouns and contractions. He finished most of
the work before the end of class.

At 11:15 after reading, the sath teacher began class by passing out student
folders. She gave short instructions on how Lo do the problems, and went
over an exanple when some stucents had trouble understanding As the
students worked on verbal problems about principal and interest, the
teacher and asde circulated. Sal quickly finished his work and received
positive feedback from the teacher. Sal then left for the computer lat

At 11:32 Chapter ) math began at the computer 1ab. Sa) worked on 2
computer lesson (81g Fractian Region) that had been indicated hy his
teacher on a slip he brought with him. The aide made sure thit Sal was on
task befrre going over to students from other classes. Sal w.iked through
this lesson on percentages (e.g. 25% of 132) with 11ttle difficulty

At 11:47, continuing his regular math class. Sal and his teacher discussed
his ease In working through the compuler exercises. for 20 minutes Sal sat
with nothing to do while the teacher and aide helped students to finish
their problems. Sal socialized and ate candy. lhe students passed thoir
folders up to the teacher and left for Junch at 12:1S.

Al 12:50 socia) studies began with a discussion of imperialism in Asfa
The studentls read aloud from their toxt, and Sal had a turn. The students
did 2 seatwork task on African colonization At 1.0 P £. began, but Sal
cul class, as he often did, and left for the day.

When there wes work, Sal was on task most of the lime.




with the cases of Maria and Tam, two limited-English-proficient (LEP)
students whose schedules are shown on the next pages.

Maria, who came from Mexico, was in the fourth grade at Parker.
When interviewed, she said she sometimes had difficulty understanding
her teachers who spoke only English. Tam, a fourth grader at Washing-
ton school, had recently come to the U.S. from Cambodia. Tam also had
trouble understanding some assignments and had to rely on another
Cambodian student to translate sometimes. The two schools served
these students with very different program designs.

Maria was assigned to a bilingual teacher and received some of
her lessons entirely in Spanish. In addition, she attended an ESL
lesson in a pullout setting and worked with an in-class aide during
her English reading lesson. Finally, on the day she was shadowed,
Maria also was pulled out for a library skills lesson. Of the total
language instruction that Maria received, about 40 minutes were in
Spanish, and 77 minutes were in English. Of the English reading/
Tanguage arts instruction, only 18 minutes were provided by the class-
room teacher and the remaining time was split between two different
instructors funded by Chapter 1.

Tam’s school operated a total replacement program fsr- Chapter 1
students in Yourth grade. At Washingtca School, Tam’s language expo-
sure was limited to English. He speni most of his day in the Chapter
1 class, and was pulled out only for a 36 minute ESL les.on. Combin-
ing ESL and regular lessons, Tam spent 121 minutes in English reading/
language arts, an amount of time similar to that spent by Maria on
English and Spanish language arts. The major difference in the way
the students were served was that Tam received instruction from two as
opposed to three instructors, and he did not receive instruction in
his native language.

Heather. who was discussed earlier, illustrates the case of a
student pulled out for both Chapter 1 readirg and Chapter 1 math.
During the reading service, she missed a snack and a spelling test;
during Chapter 1 math, she missed a paragraph composition about dino-
saurs. Heather’s teacher tried to "stall" during this lesson so that
pulled out students would not miss too much of the lesson, but Heather
arrived too late and was unable to complete the paragraph assignment
by the end of the day. Mike, also discussed earlier, was also pulled
out for reading and math, during which time he missed multisubject
seatwork and regular math. Unlike Heather, however, Mike was able to
complete his work and even found time to help another student.

In summary, the effects of multiple pullouts varied across stu-
dents. In general, the more time students spent in pullout settings,
the more they missed regular classroom work and the mors fragmented
their instructional programs became. These problems could be mini-
mized by cooperative arrangements among special staff and regular
teachers, but even in the most cooperative situations, students often
were put in the position of having to make up missed work. Their
ability to complete missed work was partly a function of the complex-




Maria's Day

PROGRAM/ LT SSON flapsed

Time  format Group fnstracton  Fome (mins)

8:50  HOMEROOM | Maria 1s a fourth grade Hispantc girl identified as a LEP student. She scored
«n the 15t Q on the WRAT math test and didn't take a reading achievement tests

8:51 REGULAR READING, LA She was eligible for Chapter } reading and math.

8 S} Seatwork Whole Group leacher 9

9:00 Hanagement Whote Group leacher 3 At 8:50 Maria had homeroom, then a mirute later aoved into reading/language arts

9 03 S:atwork Whole Group leacher 7 actavities She worked on & language ditto ident 1fying the simple subjects in

9 10 Testing Subgroi leacher 11 Spanish sentences. A few minutes later the teacher passed out an English dicta-

9:21 Seatwork Whole Group leacher 3 twon ditto to the majority of the class. Maria briefly studied for a Spanish

9.26 Seatwork Subgroup leacher 4 dictation exercise, then mcved to a back table with the other three Spanish-

speaking LEP students. There they studied for the dictation, discussed Che
9:30 REGULAR MuSHC 29 words, and socialized. At 9:10 the tracher went to their table and dictated the
words. After the dictation. the teacher had the students exchange papers and

9:59 TRANSITION [ check them against 2 master. The stulents discussed the answers and later
cleared their ¢ysks.
10 04 REGULAR L IBRARY
10.04 tecturs/O2c Uhols Looup Ossourco Yehe 8 At 9:30 during music the studerts watched a TV progra= with the class next door
10 12 Management Wiole Group Resource Ichr | At 10.04 1n the library, the resource teacher gave a 'vsson (26 minutes} on
10.13 tecture/Rec Whole Group Resource Ichr 17 writing reports, including plamning, using notes, and outliming. A }O0-minute
recess ‘ollowed.
10 30 RECESS 10 AL 10:42
t 10:42 sultisubject seatwork hegan .
10 40 TRANSITION 2 .I‘clt‘!ers a:ddshmd Har1a how to rgcord ::: :;:3:::: :::h;: ::::::!do:;",::ﬂer-l
- aria worked on 2 computer memor M
. 10 42 REGULAR MULTISUBJECT Colors.  She did four exercises and recorded nor papeers. 7Y " different
— 10 42 Hanagement Whole Group Resource Ichr 3 )
o 10.45 Surrogate Whole Group Resource Ichr 27 At 11:19 Chapter 1/ESL work began with a Chapter 1/School Improvesent aide  Ihe
] aide drilled the students on locative prepasitions in English (e g , wnside
11:12 TRANSITION 7 next to)  The four students gave examplas, asked each other qwestions aag”
answered questions using prepesitions. . *
£1:19 CHAPIER T €St
11:19 tecture/Rec Whole Group leacher 26 At 11.47 a reading/language arts sessior begar  The students had independent
reading time. Maria read from a couple of ‘panish books, Mosbres y tugares and
11:45  TRANSITION ? one about animals, until luach at 12.00.
11:47  REGULAR READING/LA At 12:46, after lunch, resding/language arts continued. The teacher assigned
11-47 Seatwork Whole Grou) leacher 12 the students to write about their previous day's trip to the Lawrence Hall of
SCience. She told them to write and not to worry about spelling and other
11.59  TRANSITION ] mechanics for this draft  After writling paper was passed out, Maria was off
task vor a few mirutes Then she moved to the back of the room with the aide
12:00 LUNCH 46 ind two other students. The teacher meanwhile helped other students.
12:46  REGULAR REANING/LA At 12:52 a Chapter 1 reading session began in the back of the room. Speaking
12 46 lecture/Rec ¥hole Group leacher 2 Spanish, the aide led four students in a discussion of the previous day’'s field
12.48 Management Whole Group Teacher 1 trip to generate ideas the students could write about. Naria described a
12:49 Seatwork Subyroup leacher 3 michine she had seen. Thirteen minutes later, the aide prompted the students to
write down what they had seen. Maria copied the beginning of her paper from
12 S2  CHAPIER * READING/LA other students, then added information of her own. The afde checked some of
1292 tecture/Rec Subgroup Alde 1 Maria’s work. Maria copied her composition anto another sheet, then continued
13 09 Seatwork Subgroup Aide 26 writing until recess.
13 35 RECESS 10 At ) 47 the teacher began the science lesson, asiigning students to work in

groups at science centers The students used their senses to identify powders
tn Jars  Maria finished the written assignment at 2 1] and sat quietly withn
work1ng with her group  She left 1S minutes early at 2.40 to catch a school bus

13 47 REGUIAR SCIEN(E Har1a was usually on task when she understood the work. She had difticulty with

LYY

$3.45  IRANSITION

13 47 tecture/leg ®hole Group Tt acher 4 the library lecture, the computer assignment, and beginning the writing assign
13 51 Hanaqement Whnle Group teaiher 3 st She was on task during FSL and animated during the trip discussion  Hoer
13 54 Seatwurk Whale Grong feac her 46 success rate was goud

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

E TC 14.40  DISMISSAI y |
R 116 .
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

PROGRAR/LTSSON ™~ {Tapsed
lLime format Group _ Inst-uctor__ Time_{mins)
50 oM
9 10 t AR | MATH
9.10 Seatwora Whole Group Resource Tchr 1}
9 21 Managesent Wnols Group Rescurce Tchr 1
9-22 CHAPTER | READIMG/LA
9 22 Nanagement Whole Gioup Resource Ychr [}
9:26 Seatwork Subgroup Resource Tchr 5
9 3 lecture/Roc Subgroup Resource Ichr 1
932 Management Subgroup Resource Ichr ?
9 34 lecture/Rec Whole Group Resource Ichr 1
918 Seatwork Whole Group Resource Tchr ?
937 Minagement Whole Group Resource Tche i
§:18 lecture/Rec Whole Group Resource Tchr ]

9:45 Ranagement Whole Group Resource Tchr !
9-46 Lecture/Rec Whole Group Resource Tchr 1]
5 CHAPTER 1 MULTISUBJET

9.57 Seatwork Whole Group Resource Tchr 27
10.24  CHAPTER | READING/LA

10-24 Lecture/Rec Individual Aide !
10:25 CHAPTER | MULTESUBJECT

10 2% Seatwork Subgroup Resource Tche 17
10 42 100LE0 I
10 43 CHAPTER | MULTISUBJECT

10 &3 Seatwork Subgroup Resource Tcar 2
10 45  TRANSITION I
10 46 CHAPTER | READING/LA

10:46 Lecture/Rec Subgroup Resource Tchr 24
11:10 Minagement Subgroup Resocurce Tchr 1
1N Lecture/Rec Subaroup Resource Tchr 22
F1:33  CHAPTER | MULTISUBJIECT

1133 Seatwork Subgroup Atde 19
11:52  TRANSITION 3
H-SS  LUNCH 20
12,38 ESL/ESL

12 1% Management Whole Ly .up Resource Ichr 8
12.23 Lecture/Rec Whole Growp Resource Tchr ]
12,30 Testing Whole Group Resource Tchr 17
12.47 Managesent Whole Group Resource Tchr k]
12:50 Lecture/Rec Whole Group Resource Tchr )
12.51  TRANSITION 11
13 02 REGULAR PE [}
13:45  TRANSITION 3
13:48  CHAPTER | MULTISUBJECT

13.48 Seatwork Subgroup Resource Tchr &
13-52 10801 1
13 53 C(HAPTER | MULTISULBJECT

139 Seatwork ¥Whole Group Resource Tchr S
13:58  CHAPTER | READING/LA

139 Management Individual Resource Tchr 2
14 00  CHAPTER | MULTISUBJECT

14 00 Management Whole Group Resource Tchr i}
14 03 Seatwnrk Subgroup Resnurce Tohr 22
14 2% Seatwork Whole Group Resource Ichr S
14 30 TRANSITION 1
14 31 DISHISSAL

Tam's Day

Tam is & male fourth grader born fn (ambodic. He scored in the 1st Q on the
118S reading exam and the 3:d Q on the math  MHe was ehigible for a self.
contained Chapter | class and received reading, sath, social studies and sca
ence. In addition, he received [SL Once a week.

At 9 01 Tam entered the classroom, sat down, and worked on a math facts card
lam later worked on the previous diy's library assignment then switched back to
math  The teacher directed homeroom activities.

41 9 10 the teacher took attendance while the students continued working on math
fects cards Tam used & calculator, & math facts chart and another student for
dssistance  After 1] minutes, a student collected the math papers.

At 9 22 after math, the first reading/language arts lessom began. The teacher
gdve Tam his uncompleted dictionary assignment. Tam got up for a dictioniry.
The teacher announced the spelling assignments, then gave one group & lanquage
assignment. Tam took out his language book and begdn to write on his paper A
few minutes later the teacher gave Tam's group its language assignment: working
on vowel sounds that orecede final r. He worked quietly on hys spelling and
language assignments until 9:37 when the teacher reprimanded Tam for not having
his assignment book. She gave him & new one. Nextl the teacher gave the class a
language assignment on compnund words, drilling the studenls When the teacher
eplained the assignment, Tom wrote it In his assignment took. Last, the
teacher reviewed possessives ('s).

At 9°57 myltisubject seatwork began Tom did a variety of things: the sp21ling
and language assignments, the dictionary ditto (7 minutas); the spelling work
book again, the dictionsry ditto again (6 minutes); the larguage assignment (1
minute); the dictionary ditto (17 minutes), a bathroom break. Tam returncd nd
copied down the math assignment, then went te the back table to wait for his
reading group to begin.

At 10-46 the teacher introduced a story from the text Iricky Trolls to Tam's
redding group. They discussed t~olls and pictures fros the story. During the
lesscn, the students read alou. individually from their texts, answered compre -
hension questions, and reviewed Yong and short vowel seunds. At the end of {he
lesson the teacher explained the workbook assigament.

At 11:33 Tam again turned to multisubject seatwork. He began with the language
assignment. While the teacher was cut of the room, twdo students distracted Tam
After the aide reprimanded them, Tas turmed to work on his math book The
teacker returned to the room and called another group to the reading table Tlim
cont inued with Lis math unt1] approached by a gir) speaking to him in Cambodian.
A three-minute transition took the class te lTuach at 11.55.

At 12.15 the class prepired for ESL/reading. Five minutes later the £SL teacher
had the students open their books. Tam redd a passage. then followed along 1n
his baok as others read. The teacher asked the students comprehension ques
tions. Afterwards, the teacher passed out 3 pretest, explained it, and mont
tered the stodents as they worked, At 12:47 the group was interrupted by a
woman hoping to find a translator for a non English-speaking boy, but the stu
dents couldn't comminicate with him. The last minute of class, the teacher went
over the listening perts of the test, then collected the papers.

At 12 5] the ESL st iserts joined their class in the cafetertd. went to the gym
took P.E. (43 minutes). then returned to their (lassroom

At 1 48 Tam had sulta,ub)ect seatwark for the third time. lhe teacher <ent the
students to the washrons 1n shifts while she went through her fales 1, worked
on his assryaments, wirnt to the bathroom, briefly returned to work, socizhized,
and asked the teacher atout the assigoment  The teacher made an announcemunt
then called another group to the reading table Tim went back tc work on his
Mastery workbook and continued to ralize. After reading. the teacher
directed the students to clean up At 2 31 the students were dismissed

Tam was cff and on task and had sn~e difficulty understanding
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ity of the task--Heather’s paragraph took longer to complete than
Mike’s math worksheets--but it was also a function of student ability
and initiative.

Summary

This chapter discussed several aspects of the instructional day
of Chapter 1 students: Students’ schedules, curricular content, and
instructional formats. Narrative descriptions and daily schedules for
nine students illustrated several themes. Important findings reported
in the chapter were:

* The typical elementary school day for Chapter 1 students
consisted of work on reading and math, punctuated by other
events--a social studies lesso , recess, lunch, a trip to
the library, and so on. Some elementary students received
as many as six different reading lessons in a day.

* The reading/language arts curriculum for elementary
school students differed more than did the math curriculum.
In reading, the curriculum for most students included a
variety of skills, but the program for some students focused
on comprehensien and understanding, while in others, phon-
ics, spelling, and vocabulary accounted for most of the time
allocated to reading/language arts.

* Almost all math lessons focused on computation, and
worksheets and workbooks made up the core of the curriculum
for most students--regardless of the instructional format.

* In each school day, most students worked in a variety of
instructional formats. These included whole-class
Tecture/recitation, guided practice, independent seatwork,
small group reading, computer-assisted instruction, and
others.

* While the instructional formats of most elementary school
lessons were lecture/recitation and seatwork, some students
also spent significant amounts of time in computer-assisted
instruction. Lessons directed by teachers frequently in-
cluded nigher-order skills, but computer-assisted instruc-
tion and seatwork often consisted of repeated practice on
low-level skills. Both formats usually involved the same
types of basic tasks, but students were more often engaged
and successful while working at the computer. Schools did
not take advantage of existing software to provide students
with practice in inferential and critical thinking.

* The effects of multiple pullouts varied across students.
In general, the more time the students spent in pullout
settings, the more they missed regular classroom work and
the more fragmented their instructional programs became.




These problems were at times minimized by cooperative ar-
rangemenis among special staff and regular teachers, but
even in the most cooperative situations, students often were
put in the position of having to make up missed work.

* At the secondary level, a large number of elective cours-
es were made available to students. While some students
were scheduled into mainly non-academic courses, others took
courses that were part of the academic core curriculum.

This resulted in student schedules that were not only very
different, but that provided some students a greater oppor-
tunity to acquire important knowledge and skills that others
missed.

7.18




CHAPTER 8
COORDINATION OF CHAPTER 1 AND REGULAR INSTRUCTION

This chapter discusses coordination of Chapter 1 and regular
instruction. The analysis draws upon interview data with regular
teachers, Chapter 1 staff, and school administrators. The nature of
instructional coordination in the 24 schools in the sample is dis-
cussed, and factors that facilitated or impeded coordination are
identified.

Basic Descriptive Data

The discussion of coordination presented in this chapter builds
on the analysis of students’ instructional days, which found that
relationships betw2en classroom and Chapter 1 assignments differed
across schools. In some schools, Chapter 1 assignments appeared to be
directly related to instructional work in regular ciassrooms; in other
schools, Chapter 1 assignments were often unrelated to students’
regular classroom work. In this chapter, the relationship of assign-
ments across instructional programs is discussed.

Table 8.1 displays five categories of assignment patterns that
typify the linkage between instructional work done in the Chapter 1
setting and work done in regular classrooms. The categories are
arrayed in a continuum from supportive to parallel. Supportive lesson
assignments in the Chapter 1 project are drawn from ongoing work in
the regular classroom and designed to support students’ success in
regular instruction. At the other extreme, replacement assignment
patterns are in a parallel relationship to the regular program. In
this situation, Chapter 1 lesson assignments are loosely related to
ongoing assignments in regular classrooms, with the consequence that
students participate in two almost separate instructional programs.
The table also displays the distinguishing characteristics of these
different assignment patterns with regard to who assigns lessons to
Chapter 1 students, planning and division of labor in providing
instruction, typical service delivery models, coord nation strategies,
and typical Chapter 1 lesson content.

Table 8.2 presents data on assignment patterns in the Chapter 1
projects at each of the 24 schools in the sample. The table illus-
trates three important points: First, a "cooperative” relationship
between Chapter 1 and regular instruction was rare in our sample.
Given the difficulties of joint planning between school staff and the
norms of professional autonomy that prevailed in most schools, this
was not surprising. A second finding was that secondary schools were
almost exclusively categorized as having alternative and replacement
projects. Finally, the table shows that schools with "mixed" designs
displayed different assignment patterns across the components of their
Chapter 1 project.
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Supportive
Chapter 1
Program

%

¢’'s

v

Parallel

Chapter 1
Program

Table 8.1 Characteristics of Assignment Patterns in Chapter 1 Programs

Chapter 1 Who Assigns Typical Planning Typical Typical
Assignment Chapter 1 and Division Delivery Coordination Chapter 1
Patterns Lessons of Labor Categories Strategies Lesson Content
Supgortive Classroom ¢ CT plans lessons for In-class o Written plans e Assignments
Teacher {(CT) students (Ss) o Brief verbal from basals
o Afde (A) assists Ss in | Pullout exchanges between
completing assianments T & A
from CT
Cooperative | Classroom o RT/CTs jointly plan In-class o Written forms e Assignments
Teacher ski11s and/or materials o Regular meetings from basals
] to be covered Puliout o Brief verbal or from
Resource o RT designs lessons and exchanges supplementary
fcacher (RT) delivers alone or with materials
Alde
Responsive Resource o RT or A pla:s lessons In-class o Written forms & o Assignments
Teacher and attempts to design notes that are
or instruction that keeps | Pullout o Occasional meet- independent
Alde pace with CT ings from current
e RT or A designs and e Informal conver- basals os
delivers lesson sations skills
Alternative | Resource o RT or A follows pro- Add-on ¢ Informal conver- | e Assignments
Teacher grammed {instructional In-class sations from
or package Pullout o Notes sequential
Alde e RT or A delivers pre- Replacement curriculum
designed lessons
Replacement | Classrcom o CT or RT plans lessons | Replacement| o No formal coor- e Self-contained
Teacher for Ss dination instructional
or o CT or RT works alone e Rare informal program
Re source or with As to carry conversations
Teacher out instruction

:‘
|

g




Table 8.2 Chapter 1 Assignment Patterns in the 24 Schools

SCHooL CHAPTER 1 ASSIGNMENT PATTERN
]
Supportive Cooperative Responsive Alternative Replacement |
Elem Schools
Huxley in-class aides pullout compu-
ter lab
Parker in-class ajdes [pullout add-on 1lab
computer lab
We s twood in-class aides pullout pullout ESL
reading lab
Washington replaces grade
4 classes
Kensington 9-week pullout
Nelson in-class
reading
St. Mary's pullout to pub-
11ic school prog
panville pullout
Central puliout pullout ESL
Hill1side pullout lab
Johnson pullout
Winkler pullout
Sumner in~class aides
Evergreen in-class tu- replaces math
torial w/aides
Hayes in-class puliout
tutorial
Tudor pullout
Lowel in-class aides
Sec Schools
Ke hoe fn~class math pullout reading
Lakeview replaces Eng/
elective & math
Einstein pullout
Salvador in-class aides
Stevenson replaces an
elective
Coolidge replaces study
hall (1/2 per.)
Taylor replaces math &

stdy h1 or band




Supportive Assignment Patterns

In schools with a supportive assignment pattern, Chapter 1
instruction was designed to help students "keep up" with work in the
regular classroom. Classroom teachers planned Chapter 1 lessons, and
Chapter 1 aides carried out the instructional tasks assigned by teach-
ers. In some cases, aides simply circulated around the regular class-
room as students worked on seatwork assignments. Aides answered
questions, pointed out errors, or kept students on task. In other
supportive projects, aides took small groups of Chapter 1 students
aside and worked with them in a "guided practice” format. In this
situation, student work was closely supervised, and academic feedback
and correction were frequent. Finally, Chapter 1 aides occasionally
provided smal’ groups with lessons that the teacher had selected from
the instructor’s manual of a basal text or from some supplementary
materials purchased with Chapter 1 funds. The following vignettes
illustrate these types of arrangements:

* Sumner Elementary School offered remedial programs funded
by both a state compensatory education program and the
Chapter 1 program. The Chapter 1 project provided in-class
services to students who scored between the 25th and 49th
percentiles of achievement in reading and math. These stu-
dents were regarded by school staff as "borderline," stu-
dents who were "on grade level, but not at the top of the
class.” Chapter 1 aides worked in classrooms during regu-
Tar seatwork time; their role was to keep children on task,
to be available for children to ask questions, and to inter-
act with children in a pasitive and encouraging way. Since
all students in a classroom used the same texts, worked on
the same assignments, and were expected to master the same
objectives, there was Tittle formal or informal coordination
of Chapter 1 and regular instruction. As one Chapter 1 aide
noted, the teacher "makes out a lesson plan so I know what
pages to go through. She usually runs off a copy and gives
it to me."

* Central Elementary School pulled Chapter 1 students out
of classrooms. Classroom teachers provided the aides in the
pullout settings with a weekly, writter "directive" listing
the lesson plans and objectives for Chapter 1 students
during the week. In the pullout reading lab, aides often
used the directives to provide lessons that used supplemen-
tary materials jointly chosen by the Chapter 1 director and
the regular teachers. Regularly scheduled meetings between
Chapter 1 and regular staff were held to discuss student
progress and placement, and informal conversations occurred
when Chapter 1 staff went to the regular classrooms to "nick
up" students for the 1ab.

* Lowell Elementary School served second grade students
with an in-class reading project. Typically, Chapter 1
lessons consisted of assignments drawn from the basal reader
used during regular reading lessons or were based on supple-
mentary materials closely aligned to basz] materials. At

8.4
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this school, teachers and aides communicated in writing, in
brief verbal exchanges, and at quarterly staff meetings.

These examples illustrate the central features of the supportive
arrangement. The Chapter 1 service was developed by the classroom
teacher and carried out by instructional aides operating in a pulTout
or in-class setting. Coordination occurred through informal conversa-
tions, formal meetings, and written lesson plans. Supportive projects
differed with respect to the characteristics of the teacher-aide
relationship. Some classroom teachers preferred not to work with
aides whom they considered poorly skilled. In this situation, aides
sometimes had Tittle opportunity to work directly with students and
instead were used to maintain order or perform clerical tasks such as
running dittos or entering grades into gradebooks. In other situa-
tions, however, teachers and aides were able to work closely together
to provide students with instruction. Surprisingly, this appeared to
require little coordinative effort. For example, one teacher reported
that she and her aide planned instruction for the week "in about five
minutes.” In this case, the aide was a valued colleague who often
worked in lecture/recitation formats with students.

Cooperative Assignment Patterns

Cooperative assignment patterns, Tike supportive arrangements,
were designed to help Chapter 1 students keep pace with grade level
instruction in regular classrooms. However, in the cooperative ar-
rangement, classroom teachers shared the responsibility of planning
and assigning lessons with Chapter 1 staff, usually resource teachers.
In this arrangement, the two instructors jointly determined the skills
or materials that students were to cover, but the Chapter 1 instructor
designed and delivered the Tessons that carried out the plan. As in
the supportive arrangement, lesson assignments were often drawn from
basal materials or from supplementary materials closely aligned to the
reguiar classroom curriculum.

Of the 24 schools in this study, only two operated programs that
used a cooperative design. In one of these schcols, the cooperative
design was one small component of the overall Chapter 1 project. In
the other school. the cooperative model was used ir all components of
the project. In both schools, satisfaction with the cooperative
design was the result of high levels of communication and collegiality
between Chapter 1 resource teachers and regular classroom staff. The
following vignettes discuss these schools:

* Parker Elementary School delivered computer-assisted
instruction in a pullout Taboratory to small groups of
students in grades K-2. Every four weeks, a new "cycle" of
service began, at which time the classroom teachers could
elect to send a different group of students to the lab.
Much of the coordination between the resource teacher and
the regular classroom teachers was achieved through written
communications. At the start of the year, the resource
teacher provided classroom instructors with an inservice
session to explain available software. During the year,
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teachers used a written "prescription” checklist to commun-
icate with the resource teacher abou’ c.he skills that stu-
dents needed to cover. The resource teacher made sugges-
tions to teachers with respect to appropriate levels for
their students, and once instructior began, she communicated
with the teacher if the prescription seemed inappropriate.
At the end of the four-week "cycle" the resource teacher
furnished the classroom teachers with written reports of
what students had accomplished.

* Johnson Elementary School delivered pullout services in
reading and math. Formal meetings between the resource
teachers and regular teachers were held each week. The
meetings provided Chapter 1 and reqular staff witn opportu-
nities to plan lessons jointly, to assess student perfor-
mance, and to discuss students’ instructional needs. One of
the resource teachers described these meetings: "In this
school we have really good communication. Every week I will
go and say, ‘This is what I plan to do. Is that o.k. with
you? Where are you?’ We try to keep together." Besides
these formal mectings, Chapter 1 staff spent time in the
regular classrooms at the beginning of the year in order to
familiarize themselves with the students and the teachers’
regular programs.

Comparison of these cases illustrated an imporant difference in
modes of communication: face-to-face meetings at Johnson and written
exchanges at Parker. Each of these was a successful strategy because
of the particular context in which it was employed. At Johnson,
planning time was built into the teachers’ schedules for meetings. At
Parker, written commurication proved effective because of the 1imited
software choices available to teachers. Finally, in both schools,
communication strategies were supported by informal exchanges when
needed. Additionally, rescurce teachers in both schools laid the
foundation for working cooperatively with regular staff through spe-
cial efforts (classroom visits at Johnson, inservice at Parker) at the
start of the school year.

Responsive Assignment Patterns

Six schools in this study maintained a responsive assignment
pattern across the Chapter 1 and regular programs. In this pattern,
Chapter 1 staff worked more autonomously than in supportive or cooper-
ative arrangements, but they made efforts to respond to teacher re-
quests and to adapt Chapter 1 lesson content so that it corresponded
closely to what students were working on in the reqular classroom. In
schools operating with this pattern, instructional materials and
skills in the Chapter 1 and regular programs usually differed, and
close alignment between programs, when it occurred, resulted from a
common, schoolwide curriculum.

The key distinction between responsive and cooperative planning
was illustrated by a resource teacher who developed a systematic
method of coordinating her Chapter 1 instruction with that of regular
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classroom teachers. This teacher distributed a form to regular teach-
ers once every quarter, "asking them to fill out what skills that
child has covered and what skills need reteaching, and I may use some
of those skills in coordination with the classroom." The key point
was the resource teacher’s comment that she "may use" teachers’ recom-
mendations. In responsive arrangements, Chapter 1 instructors main-
tained discretion in choosing the assignments and skill areas on which
Chapter 1 students worked.

The following vignettes illustrate some of the features of a
responsive assignment pattern:

* Nelson Eiementary School used an in-class design to offer
Chapter 1 reading services. The district aides were super-
vised by a district coordinator and only occasionally
planned activities in response to classroom teachers’ sug-
gestions. As the coordinator said of the Chapter 1 staff,
"I view us as a support team. We find out what children’s
weaknesses are, which a class.oom teacher doesn’t have time
to do in a Tot of cases, and we go to the teachers and say,
‘this is what he really needs help in.’" 1In this arrange-
ment, communication between aides and classroom teachers was
informal and sporadic. As one aide noted, "There’s no set
interval of time. I talk to teachers about some kids once a
week, but with others it might happen only once a month."
One classroom teacher noted that these conversations took
the form of an "ongoing dialogue" and "we get to see what
they have planned and get input into that"; but another
classroom teacher added, "There probably should be closer
coordination." Observations indicated that Chapter 1 and
regular reading lessons usually covered different materials
and involved different assignments.

* Westwood Elementary School used a "mixed" design that
included a pullout reading 1ab. The program coordinator at
the school often met with teachers during lunch time to
discuss students’ progress, using profiles vrom the basal
reading text to determine where in the pullout lab’s soft-
ware package students would be placed. As the coordinator
noted, "Our basal reading series has computer printouts, and
we track ocur Chapter 1 kids to see how they are performing
in classrooms. If we find a weakness, we’ll divert what we
might have planned and just spend a half hour reinforcing
that classroom skill."

The success of the resporsive pattern in achiaving a match be-
tween the Chapter 1 and regular instructional programs appeared to
depend less on formal coordination efforts and more on factors such as
staff unity around shared beliefs, including the importance of infor-
mal communication and cooperation. Where norms of professional auton-
omy were high, Chapter 1 and regular classroom staff engaged in only
pro forma coordination; however, in schools where collegiality was
strong, informal inceractions and genuine responsiveness led to a
tighter integration of assignment patterns across instructional
prograns.
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Alternative Assignment Patterns

In 11 schools in the sample, instruction in the Chapter 1 project
existed as an alternative to the regular instructional program. This
arrangement evolved out of a number of circumstances. In several
schools, Chapter 1 staff had designed projects that consisted of pre-
nackaged curriculum hierarchies, including various computer-assisted
learning formats, through which Chapter 1 students progressed at an
individualized pace. In other cases, alternative p.ograms offered
instruction that was not available in the school’s regular program.
For example, in upper elementary grades and junior high schools,
students often received no explicit instruction in reading, and Chap-
ter i projects filled this void by offering reading instruction as a
replacement for electives or other instruction. Finally, some Chapter
1 projects offered ESL services that were an alternative to regular
language arts lessons for LEP students.

The following vignettes illustrate how alternative assignment
patterns were developed and implemented:

* St. Mary’s Elementary School was a Catholic school in the
Northeast. After many months of negotiations, an arrange-
ment was made to serve Chapter 1 students from thic school
at a nearby public school. The services offered to the
students were the same as those received by public school
students. The district had recently revamped its Chapter 1
program, adopting a special curriculum with a perceptual
motor orientation, and introducing computer-assisted reading
instruction. These changes were not generally known to the
staff at St. Mary’s Lecause there was no communication
between the two schools about instruction. Chapter 1 staff
had no idea what textbooks were used in the children’s
regular program, and St. Mary’s teachers had no idea what
the students were being taught in Chapter 1. Observations
revealed that the two instructional programs used incongru-
ent approaches; the perceptual-motor approach of the Chapter
1 program was incompatible with the meaning oriented basal
reader used at the Catholic school.

* Kensington Elementary School offered fourth-grade Chapter
1 students a nine-week pulTout program that focused on
reading comprehension. The resource teacher who directed
the program noted that upper grade elementary students at
this school did not receive explicit instruction in reading
comprehension in the reguiar classroom, something she felt
Chapter 1 students needed in order to read at the level of
their higher achieving peers. As a result, a distinct and
different reading program, oriented to the development of
comprehension skills, was developed and provided to Chapter
1 students.

No matter what the origins of alternative programming, once in
place, there was usually Tittle communication between Chapter 1 staff
and regular classroom teachers. Indeed, regular classroom teachers in
schools with alternative programs often knew (or cared) 1ittle about
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what their students did in Chapter 1 settings, and they seemed more
1ikely than other teachers to note drawbacks of the program or even
resent it as an intrusion. This was 1.t universally the case. Oc-
casionally classroom teachers worked near the pullout room and vis-
ited. Other teachers were friends with Chapter 1 staff and thus
developed good working relationships with the Chapter 1 project. But
for the most part, communication and collaboration among resource
teachers and classroom teachers was not. much in evidence in schools
with this assignment pattern.

Replacement Assignment Patterns

In some schools, Chapter 1 instruction replaced all or part of
the students’ regular program. In secondary schools, and some elemen-
tary schools, Chapter 1 reading and math classes replaced one or more
regular classes. In one elementary school, Chepter 1 classes replaced
the entire instructional day. In these schools, Chapter 1 teachers
were autonomous classroom teachers; they assigned students’ lessons
and delivered instruction, often with the assistance of & classroom
aide. The following two vignettes illustrate these arrangements:

* Tavlor High School offered both Chapter 1 English and
Chapter 1 math in a replacement model where the instruction
was provided entirely by the Chapter 1 resource teachers.
Each Chapter 1 resource teacher was assisted by an aide who
was used mainly for clerical support and occasional instruc-
tional support to students. Coordination between the Chap-
ter 1 and regular programs was the responsibility of depart-
ment chairs. Each department met about twice a month. The
only face-to-face interaction between regular and Chapter 1
teachers occurred at these departmertal meetings.

* Washington Elementary School provided all-day replacement
Chapter 1 service to kindergarten, third, and fourth
graders. About 30 students per grade received instruction
in self-contained classrooms during the entire school day.
Each Chapter 1 replacement classroom had a teacher, a half-
time aide, and about 15 students. Regular textbook series
were used in these Chapter 1 classrooms; basic coordination
in curriculum between the regular and the Chapter 1 progiams
was thus ensured. However, outside of this, there was
little coordination between the two.

In some replacement programs, the curriculum in use was the same
as that used in regular classrooms, except that the Chapter 1 mater-
ials were sometimes below grade level or adapted for use by Tower-
achieving students. This was the case in the two elementary shools in
the sample that used replacement designs in their Chapter 1 projects.
In secondary schools, teachers either used individualized teaching
techniques and materials, in part because of the great variation in
skill levels among students in their classes, or followed departmental
curriculum guides that outlined topics for "remedial" courses in




reading and math. 1In all cases, formal coordination across programs
was weak, and Chapter 1 teachers functioned with the same autonomy as
regular classroom teachers at the school.

Cross-Site Themes

Two themzs emerge” from the cross-site analysis of data on coor-
dination: (J) There is a complex relationship between a.signment
patterns and * ‘uent academic success; and (2) Informal irelationships,
not formal c. aination, are the key to integration of Chapter 1 and
regular instructional programming.

Assignment Patterns Can Affect Student Success

Recently, critics of compensatory education practices have argued
that remedial reading programs do not improve student performance on
classroom tasks because they use «urricular materials that are incon-
gruent with those used by students in regular classrooms (A1Tington et
al., in press). An implication is that schools should adopt support-
ive assignment patterns. This line of reasoning conflicts with much
conventional thinking about remedial services, which holds that since
Chapter 1 students are performing poorly in regular classrooms, they
need an alternative curriculum.

The cross-site analysis suggested that certain assignment pat-
terns are more effective with particular types of students. The field
records showed that many marginal Chapter 1 students could be main-
tained at grade level pertormance in a reguiar classiroom through the
implementation of supportive assignment patterns. For these students,
the additional guided practice in classroom lessons seemed to be
sufficient. Other students, however, seemed to be so far behind grade
Tevel that much of the instruction offered in the regular program was
inappropriate. For these students, alternative assignments, adapted
to individual levels of readiness, appeared to provide a better
instructional context than regular classroom lessons.

A second finding was that most schools in the sample provided all
Chapter 1 students with the same assignment pattern, regardless of
need. Many students who could have been successful in their class-
rooms under a supportive arrangement spent part of their instructional
time working in an alternative instructional program that not only
took time away from regular classroom assignmen‘ ., but also bore little
direct relationship to the curriculum in use in regular classrooms.
Under these conditions, the potential contributions of participation
in the alternative instructional program needed to be be weighed
against the detrimental effects of this participation on performance
in the regular classroom.

In other cases, there appeared to be sound reasons for designing
alternative assignment patterns. These seemed especially useful for
students who needed instruction that was not offered in the regular
program, for example, LEP students or older students who lagged behind
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peers in the development of reading comprehension skills. For some of
these students, alternative programming provided students with an
opportunity to learn skills they could not otherwise iearn and to
"catch up" to peers. The Chapter 1 instructional program at Kensing-
ton “lementary School was a particularly good example of the logic of
the alternative strategy. In this school, low-achieving students were
pulled out for intensive practice in reading comprehension in 9-week
cycles. Resource teachers reported that many students in the program
experienced accelerated academic achievement. The success of this
program, which featured much direct instruction and guided practice,
stood in contrast to some other alternative programs, which consisted
of pre-packaged curricula through which students worked individually.
Staff at these schools noted variable success with students.

Informal Coordination Is the Key to Program Integration

A second cross-site theme was related to the criticism that
Chapter 1 programs, because they are district-directed, exist as
autonomous units in schools, insensitive to school-level needs and
problems (Walberg, 1984). Although many of the schools in this sample
fit this pattern, it was not universal. Some schools were character-
ized by high levels of cross-program cooperation and coordination. A
finding of the cross-site analysis was that formal procedures often
facilitated coordination across programs, but that coupling of Chapter
1 and regular instructional programming was tightest where Chapter 1
and regular classroom teachers functioned as colleagues and engaged in
frequent conversations about instruction.

Formal procedures that promoted higher levels of coordination and
curricular compatibility included district or school policies that
standardized curriculum, instructional materials and practices, and
testing and evaluation policies. These provided a common frame of
reference across programs. In addition, the organization of school
staff into "teams," "councils," or other units for planning and coor-
dinating work, and the inclusion of Chapter 1 staff in these struc-
tures, was another factor. Finally, school schedules that allowed
time for staff members to meet and discuss their work facilitated
communication between Chapter 1 staff and regular teachers. Common
planning times and regularly scheduled meetings, for example, made it
more likely that staff members exchanged information about students.
Conversely, such exchanges were hampered when Chapter 1 staff worked
part-time schedules that did not a’low them to be in the school or
free during regular teachers’ breaks or lunch hours.

Although school-Tevel organization and formal procedures created
the conditions for staff communication, they did not guarantee that
Chapter 1 and regular staff would, in fact, do more than meet the
"letter of the law" with respect to coordination. Interpersonal
relations among staff and professional norms largely determined the
extent to which school personnel made use of both formal and informal
opportunities to discuss student assignments and Tearning. ‘/hen
“~hools operated cooperative and responsive arrangements. interper-
sonal relations became even more important. The following factors
contributed to such relations in the schools in this sample:
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* the extent to which the resource teachers were perceived
as experts who were carrying a fair share of the instruc-
tional load;

* the extent to which resource teachers involved regular
teachers in decisions and deferred to them when appropriate;

* school norms with respect to staff sharing ideas and
assisting each other in their work;

* shared language and practices among staff with respect to
a technology of instruction; and

* a shared sense of purpose and direction among staff members.

Factors including these were linked to school history and staff stabil-
ity as well as to the instructional leadership provided by the prin-
cipal and other key staff members, including resource teachers and lead
staff members at various grade levels.

Summary

This chapter discussed assignment patterns and coordinative pro-
cedures in Chapter 1 and regular programs. Five assignment patterns
were identified at schools in the sample: Supportive, cooperative,
responsive, alternative, and replacement. These were arrayed along a
continuum with supportive assignment patterns involving the most coor-
dination, and repiacement, the least. The following were the key
findings on the coordination of Chapter 1 and regular instruction:

* No simple relationshir existed batween student success
and type of assignment pattern, although it did appear that
for "marginal" Chapter 1 students, supportive patterns could
maintain grade level performance, and alternative Chapter 1
assignments could detract from regular classroom perfor-
mance; for students who were too far below grade level to
benefit from instruction offered in the regular program,
alternative assignments, adapted to individual level of
readiness, appeared to provide a better instructional con-
text than regular classroom lessons.

* Most schools i the sample provided all Chapter 1 stu-
dents w.th the s..e assignment pattern, regardless of need.

* Cooperative assignmant patterns were rare in the sample,
primarily because of the difficulities involved in joint
planning and the norms of professional autonomy that p e-
vailed in most of the schools. Where it was used satisfac-
torily, it was because of high levels of communication and

collegiality between Chapter 1 resource teachers and regular
classroom staff.




* Secondary schools employed replacement assignment pat-
terns almost exclusively.

* Schools with multiple service delivery models displayed
different assignment patterns across the components of their
Chapter 1 projects.

* In schools operating with a responsive assignment pat-
tern, instructional materials and skills in the Chapter 1
and regular programs usually differed, and close alignment
between programs, when it occurred, resulted from a common,
schoolwide curriculum.

* The success of the respensive pattern in achieving a
match between the Chapter 1 and regular instructional pro-
grams appeared to depend less on formal coordination efforts
and more on factors such as staff unity around shared be-
1iefs, including the importance of informal communication
and cooperation. Where norms of professional autonomy were
high, Chapter 1 and regular classroom staff engaged in only
pro forma coordination; however, in schools where collegi-
ality was strong, informal interactions and genuine re-
sponsiveness led to a tighter integration of assignment
patterns across instructional programs.

* Regular classroom teachers in schools with alternative
programs often knew (or cared) little about what their
students did in Chapter 1 settings, and they seemed more
likely than other teachers to note drawbacks of the program
or even resent it as an intrusion.

* Formal procedures often facilitated coordination across
programs, but tnat coupling of Chapter 1 and regular in-
structional programming was tightest where Chapter 1 and
regular classroom teachers functioned as colleagues and
engaged in fiequent conversations about instruction.

* Formal procedures that promoted higher levels of coordi-
nation and curricular compatability included district or
school policies that standardized curriculum, instructional
materials and practices, and testing and evaluation policies.

* Although school-level organization and formal procedures
created the conditions for staff communication, they did not
guarantee that Chapter 1 and -eqgular staff would, in fact,
do more than meet the "letter of the law" with respect to
coordina ion. Interpersonal relations among staff and pro-
fessional norms largely determined the extent to which
school personnel made use of both formal and informal oppor-
tunities to discuss student assignments and learning.
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CHAPTER 9

THE FINDINGS IN REVIEW

This chapter reviews the basic findings of the study, emphasizing
the major cross-site themes that emerged from the data analyses. In
particular, this chapter:

* reports findings about three aspects of Chapter 1 proj-
ects at schools: (a) design features; (b) instructional
services; and (c) coordination;

* discusses the extent to which these finding are consis-
tent with past evaluations of the Chapter 1 program; and

* uses the findings to suggest strategies for improving the
instructional services offered by the Chapter 1 program.

The Basic Findings of the Study

This section discusses the most important findings of the study.
It focuses on findings related to the design of local projects, the
scope and quality of instruction offered by these projects, and the
extent to which Chapter 1 instruction was coordinated with the regular
instructional program.

Chapter 1 Design Features

Past discussions of the Chapter 1 program have criticized the
widespread use of pullout models by local districts, and this criti-
cism has spurred an interest in the adoption of alternative models of
service delivery (e.g., in-class, replacement, and add-on models).
The sample in this study included schools that used a variety of
service delivery models and allowed us to assess the advantages and
disadvantages of each model.

The cross-site analysis found that inflationary pressures on
Chapter 1 budgets affected design decisions among schools in this
sample. In elementary schools, for example, reduced spending power
created conditions that favored the use of instructional aides as
opposed to more highly trained resource teachers. This staffing
change, in turn, promoted a change in other project design features.
For example, some elementary schools adopted in-class models in which
aides worked in regular classrooms under the supervision of teachers;
other schools adopted pullout "labs" in which aides and resource
teachers could serve larger numbers of students more efficiently. 1In
high schools, inflationary pressures also affected design features.

126




The design histories of these schools suggested that Chapter 1 funding
pressures led to reductions in the number of students served by the
program and reductions in the subjects in which the program offered
services.

On the whole, the cross-site analysis did not suggest that one
service delivery model was markedly better or worse than others. In
fact, the implementation of any one service delivery model was largely
unrelated to other design features of Chapter 1 projects. For exam-
ple, schools using the same nominal delivery model did not necessarily
have the same staffing patterns and scheduling arrangements, nor did
they offer services in the same subject areas. Moreover, differences
in most instructional variables were unrelated to the adoption of one
or another type of service delivery model. Thus, because of the
differences in how the same nominal design was implemented across
schools, we saw few systematic advantages of one service delivery
model over another.

Chapter 1 Instructional Services

Another issue addressed by this study was the extent to which the
instruction offered by local Chapter 1 projects was consistent with a
general model of instructional effectiveness. The research-based
model guiding this study led us to gather data on the following
aspects of instruction at schools in the sample: (a) the amount of
tiue spent by students on instruction; (b) the size of instructional
groups in which students participated; (c) the amount of "direct"
instruction in students’ lessons; and (d) the content and skill levels
of students’ lessons.

An important cross-site finding was that Chapter 1 projects were
characterized by smo11 instructional groups. This was true of reading
and math projects in elementary and secondary schools. Based or the
findings of Glass, Cahen, Smith, and Filby (1982), it seems safe to
conclude that the averaje size of Chapter 1 graups in this sample
representad an im;ortant reduction over group sizes in the regular
program. For example, across all schools in the sample. instructional
groups in regular reading/Tanguage arts had an average size of 17.6
and Chapter 1 groups had an average size of 6.6; in math, regular
groups had an average size of 20.2 and Chapter 1 groups had an average
size of 7.7. Small group size was, in fact, the most uniform charac-
teristic of Chapter 1 instruction.

The amount of time allocated to Chapter 1 instruction varied
across projects. The modal pattern was to ofrfer services frcm 4 to 5
times a week for 30 to 40 minutes, but there were significant depar-
tures from this pattern. In general, Chapter 1 instruction consti-
tuted about 30% to 40% of the total time spent by students in reading
or math. This proportion, of course, was much greater in "replacc-
ment" projects. The findings cn time are especially interesting in
light of the findings on group size in Chapter 1 projects. As Glass
et al. (1982) noted, reductions in group size have greater effects
when instruction in small groups occurs for more than 100 hours.
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Estimates made from the data in this study suggested that most Chapter
1 students would receive less than 100 hours of Chapter 1 instruction
over the course of a 36-week academic year.

This study also analyzed the extent to which Chapter 1 lessons
consisted of "direct" instruction, a variable found in past research
to be related to student achievement. In schools in this sample, the
amount of “"direct" instruction provided by Chapter 1 projects varied.
One important cross-site finding was that elementary school reading
projects offered the most "direct" instruction to students. A typical
Chapter 1 reading lesson at this grade level consisted of 50% to 60%
lecture/recitation, this study’s measure of "direct" instruction. A
typical Chapter 1 math lesson in eiementary schools consistec of about
35% to 40% lecture/recitation. A comparison of Chapter 1 lessons with
same-subject lessons offered in regular clissrooms found that Chapter
1 lessons in elementary schools consisted of about 10% more "direct®
instruction than regular lessons.

At the secondary level, the amount of "direct" instruction in
Chapter 1 lessons varied greatly across schools. Much of this varia-
tion was accounted for by differences in school curricula. In schools
that used individualized curriculum hierarchies, secondary students
spent the vast majority of their Chapter 1 time in seatwork. In these
schools, "direct" instructional formats were used only about 10% of
the time, much less than was observed in same-subject lessons in
regular classrooms. On the other hand, secondary schools that used
more conventional teaching techaiques provided 30% to 40% "direct"
instruction during Chapter 1 lessons, a figure not much different from
what was observed in regular classrooms.

Finally, this study investicated the extent to which Chapter 1
instruction offered students opportunities to practice "higher order"
skills. In general, Chapter ! reading and math projects di¢ nst focus
on "higher order" tasks. In math, Chapter 1 students in botk elemen-
tary and secondary schools worked primarily on computational tasks
involving basic arithmetic facts. Word problems were common, but they
did not constitute the core of instruction, and Tittle attempt was
mad2 to engage students in tasks that required the use of mathematical
models to synthesize or evaluate ideas. In reading, the general
pattern also was for Chapter 1 iessons to focus on lower order tasks.
With a few notable exceptions, students at all levels spent a good
deal of time on worksheets that involved little reading of connected
text. The Taw level of the Chapter 1 curriculum undouttedly served a
useful purpose by providing students with review and practice of
important basic skills. At the same time, this function often pre-
vented the program from presenting students with challenging materials
that extended or enriched learning.

Coordination of Chapter 1 and Regular Instruction

A final issue addressed by this study was the relationship of
Chapter 1 instruction to regular instruction. Both the quantitative
and qualitative data suggested that Chapter 1 instruction replaced
same-subject instruction in the regular instructional program rather
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than taking time away from other programs. Ffor example, the quantita-
tive data suggested that, on average, students in this sample gained
only about 10 minutes of instruction in reading or math on a day when
they received services, and this slight gain came at the expense of
instruction in other subjects, usually multisubject seatwork or
instruction in other academic areas. Thus, Chapter 1 instruction
added 1ittle time to a student’s instructional day and resulted in
only a modest redistribution of time across subject areas. The quali-
tative data suggested a reason for this finding. Most of the schools
in the study scheduled Chapter 1 classes so that they would be minim-
ally disruptive to students, and this usually involved offering Chap-
ter 1 services while services in the same subject were offered to non-
Chapter 1 students in the regular program.

Despite this consistent scheduling pattern, there were important
differences in the extent to which regular and Chapter 1 instructional
programs were coordinated at sites in the study. In particular, the
relationship between lessons in the Chapter 1 program and the regular
program varied across sites in the sample. Some schools developed
supportive assignment patterns in which Chapter 1 lessons reinforced
lessons previously given in the regular program. Other schools devel-
oped alternative ascignment patterns in which Chapter 1 lessons bore
little or no relationship to lessons in the regular classroom. Analy-
sis of data on student success rates suggested that supportive assign-
ment patterns were most effective for students who were performing at
or near grade level. Parallel assignment patterns, on the other hand,
appeared more appropriate for students who were performing well below
grade level or for students who had instructional needs that were not
addressed by regular curricula. These students often benefited from
the alternative lessons provided in Chapter 1 settings.

Finally, it was found that formal procedures for coordinating
Chapter 1 and r>guiar instruction were necessary but not sufficient
for the development of integrated instructional programs in schools.
Formal policies about curriculum and evaluation, formal organization
of school staff into "teams" or planning units that included Chapter 1
staff, and the formal scheduling of joint planning times for Chapter 1
and regular staff all facilitated coordination of Chapter 1 and regu-
lar instruction. However, schools that showed the tightest coupling
between Chapter 1 and regular instruction were those in which staff
endorsed a norm of collegiality and had developed shared beliefs about
instruction.

Comparison of This Study’s Findings to Past Findings

A major purpose of this study was to make sense of the findings
from past large-scale evaluations, which often have been able to
demonsirate only small effects of Chapter 1 participation on achieve-
ment. Although this study did not gather data on student test scores,
the findings discussed above are informative with respect to issues of
instructional effectiveness. By gathering rich descriptive data on
the instructional "treatments" received by Chapter 1 students, this
study has contributed to our knowledge of how variables associated
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with instructional outcomes are distributed across a diverse sample of
schools. In the following paragraphs, we use this knowledge to
explair a number of findings from past large-scale evaluations of
compensacory education programs.

The first problem is to explain the small effects of program
participation on student achivement. Our analysis confirms a number
of past criticisms of the "macro” evaluation approach taken in past
studies. The case-by-case data presented in this report clearly show
that Chapter 1 students across the country participate in programs
that display widely varying instructional characteristics. Under
these conditions, there would be Tittle reason te expect uniform
treatment effects in large scale evaluations.

It is important to note that one uniform characteristic of Chapter
1 programs did exist in this sample. Chapter 1 projects in this study
consistently offered instruction in small groups. It makes sense to
assume that the outcomes of past evaluations have been influenced by
this trend, and that participation in smaller-sized Chapter 1 groups
has given students in the Chapter 1 "treatment" a small advantage over
the control group. If this is the case, the small effects of the
Chapter 1 program are especially understandable given that Chapter 1
instruction usually contributes less than 100 hours of reduced group
size to most students’ instruction. At the same time, the positive
effects of group size on achievement make sense in light of our data.
The field records showed that the small group instruction delivered in
Chapter 1 projects provided students with frequent academic feedback
and correction and promoted high rates of student engagement and suc-
cess in lessons. These interactions also appeared suited to Chapter 1
students needs for attention and encouragement. Smail group sizes in
Chapter 1 were very supportive learning environments.

The data suggest another reason why past evaluations have found
weak effects of program participatien on student achievement: Partic-
ipation in Chapter 1 services had very little effect on the total
amount of time students spent in reading or math lessons. This was
especially true of many replacement projects, and it was also true of
most pullout and in-class projects. Very few of the schools in this
study significantly added to the amount of time students spent in
reading and math lessens. Instead, schools simply redistributed a
fixed amount of instructional time across programs. This process
would not give Chapter 1 students who were "slow learners" any addi-
tional time to learn basic skills.

The data from this study are also consistent with the finding
from past evaluations that elementary school Chapter 1 programs are
more effective than Chapter 1 programs in secondary schools. In this
sample, elementary school projects almost always provided students
with more "direct" instruction than did projects in secondary schools,
and past research suggests that this difference in instruction could
account for some of the observed differences in effectiveness of
Chapter 1 projects at different grade levels. Moreover, the general
lack of effectiveness of Chapter 1 projects in secondary schools
should not be surprising. Most of the secondary school projects in
tlis study used highly sequenced curriculum hierarchies, yet the
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Instructional Dimensions Study demonstrated that the use of such
hierarchies was not sufficient to increase student achievement (Cootey
and Leinhardt, 1980).

Thus, the findings from this study suggest both methodological
and substantive explanations fer the findings of past large-scale
evaluations. From a methodological standpoint, the data suggest that
"macro” comparisons of Chapter 1 and non-Chapter 1 students make
little sense because Chapter 1 and non-Chapter 1 students at different
schools participate in widely varying instructional programs. From a
substantive point of view, the finding that Chapter 1 participation
nas small effects on student achievement probably reflects the fact
that the one uniformity in Chapter 1 treatments was reduced group
size. While the small instructional groups in Chapter 1 projects were
supportive learning environments, the limited amount of time spent by
students in Chapter 1 settings probably reduced the magnitude of
effects produced on student learning.

Prospects for the Improvement of the Program

The findings from this multisite study suggested that the major
advantage of Chapter 1 instruction was reduced group size. Apart from
this one general characteristic, however, Lhapter 1 projects imple-
mented instructional programs with very site-specific characteristics.
This finding has a number of implications for how policymakers,
researchers, and practitioners think about improving the Chapter 1
program. Our analyses suggest the following considerations:

* Policymakers and practitioners should recognize that the
improvement of the Chapter 1 program will occur on a site-
by-site basis. Few sweeping reforms will effect uniform
charges in local instructional programs.

* Policymakers and practitioners should recognize that the
adoption of a particular service delivery model (e.g., pull-
out or in-class) is not the major consideration in thinking
about how to improve Chapter 1 instruction. Other variables
are more 1ikely to affect the quality of the instructional
services students receive.

* Policymakers and practitioners should consider how time
can be better used in Chapter 1 projects. Instead of redis-
tributing the fixed amount of time in students’ daily sched-
ules across different programs, Chapter 1 funds might be
better used to purchase add-on services that increase the
amount of time students spend in basic skills instruction.

* Policymakers and practitioners need to give more careful
attention to the curriculum linkage between Chapter 1 and
regular instruction. The implementation of alternative or
supportive assignment patterns should be done only after a
careful assessment of whether or not students’ needs can be
met by the regular curriculum. When many students’ needs
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are unmet by the regular program, alternative instructional
programs may be required; when students can be maintained
at grade level with minimal support, supportive projects are
appropriate.

* Chapter 1 projects at all levels should expose students

to higher order thinking skills, especially opportunities to
read connected text and to apply mathematics to real world
problems. Although the focus of Chapter 1 instruction on
basic skills provides students with useful review and prac-
tice, as students become older this review does little to
support student learning in the regular classroom curriculums.

* Chapter 1 projects in secondary schools should move away
from instructional formats that rely on independent seat-
work. Too often, secondary school Chapter 1 projects in
this study allowed the materials, rather than the instruc-
tor, to provide the instruction fer Chapter 1 students.

s ()
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