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PROGRAM DESCRIFTION

The Section 41, State Bilingual Education program and the E.C.I.A.
Chapter 1, Migrant Education program are programs designed to meet the special
educational needs of State Bilingual and Migrant students in the School
District of the City of Sagiuaw. These programs were operated by the school
district during the 1989-90 school year.

The State Bilingual and Migrant programs operated at 21 elementaries,
four junior highs, and both high schools. (See Appendix A for number of stu-
dents participating by building as of January 15, 1990 computer run prior to
February tracking). Instruction was provided primariiy on a pull-out basis,
with each student receiving approximately thirty minutes of supplemental
instruction per week.

The amount of time for supplemental instruction per week is 507 less than
last year when each student received approximately one hour of supplemental
instruction per week. This reduction in instructional time was caused in
large part by the declining numbers of State Bilingual and Migrant students
district-wide. The number of eligible students determines the funding'for

staff.

STATE BILINGUAL FROGRAM

The State Bilingu.l program served approximately 709 students during the
1989-90 school year. The vast majority of the students were Hispanic, with a
small number of laotian students completing the program population.

Instruction was provided to K-6 students in reading. Students in grades

7-12 also received instruction in the basic skills, as well as counseling and

support services.




MIGRANT PROGRAM

The Migrant program provided supplemental reading instruction for the
children of Migrant workers. A total of 775 students K-12 participated in the
program.

. The Bilingual program served students whose primary language was other
than English, or who came from a home environment where a language other than
English was regularly used. The Migrant Education program served students
whose families follow the crops or fishing industry for a livelihood, and as a
result the students experienced educational discontinuity. Although the pro-
gram philosophies differ, the student populations overlap because, in most
circumstances, a student in the Migrant program comes from an enviroument
where English was not the primary language spoken in the home. In view of
this fact, these two programs cooperate as one, the staff serving the stu-
dents were the same, .and all materials and activities were shared by the
programs. (See Appendix B for a complete deséription cf the studerts eligi-
bility criteria.)

Both process and product evaluations were undertaken for the State

Bilingual and Migrant programs. This year”s process evaluation was accom
plished by three mailed surveys: 1) a survey to advisors at their support

. service sites; 2) a survey to teachers at their inct.uctional sites; and 3) a
survey to a vandom sample of regular education teachers (N=15%). The surveys
to advisors and State Bilingual/Migrant teachers were sent via interoffice
mail on December 11, 1989 and the survey to regular education teachers were
sent on December l4. 1989. All State Bilingual/Migrant staff plus a sample of
159 of the 632 regular education teachers were requested to return their com-
leted surveys by December 20, 1989 and Decermber 21, 1989 respectively. The
results of these process surveys were presented in a separate report published

and disseminated earlier in the year.
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The product evaluation, which is the focus of this report, addresses the

results of student test performance. The California Achievement Tests (CAT)

Form E and F normed the Spring of 1985 served as the evaluation instruments
for grades K-12 (Form E for all grades except grades 9 and 10). This was the
tenth year that norr referenced tests approvad by the Michigan Department of
Education were used for program evaluation. The local.y adopted performance
standard used to evaluate program success was that: mean post-test Normal
Curve Equivalent (NCE) scores will evidence improvement over pre-test NCE
scores. Attainment of this standard means that student rates of learning have
exceeded their normal learning rate. The reader should bear in mind that most
of these students have mnot learned at normal rates in the past.

Students in grades K—~12 were pre- and post-~tested with the CAT on a
spring-to-spring basis to deteruine their achievement in reading and mathe-
matics as required by the funding sources. All testing was performed on-
level, that is, students tcok a test at a level of difficulty appropriate for
their grade.

This year the product evaluation was further refined to look specifically
at the elementary level (grades 1~6) reading comprehension objectives
instructed over the course of the programs. These reading objectives, which
are measured on the CAT, are stated in the chart below. The chart gives the

grade(s) at which they are taught/measured.




GRADE

LITERAL COMPREHENSION
33 Scated Main Idea
The student will identify the X

main idea stated in a passage.

INFERENTIAL COMPREEENS ION
36 Central Thought
The student will infer the central X X a X X
thought of a passage, such as the
main Idea, the author”s purpose or
viewpoint, or the tone or mood.

37 Interpreting Events
The student will interpret a passage | X X X X X X
by drawing conclusions, identifying
cause and effect relationships, or
predicting outcomes.

CRITICAL COMPREHENSION
39 Writing Techniques
The student will intcerpret figura- X X X
tive or presuasive language or
interpret structural techniques of
writingo

The locally agreed upon standard was that program participants will equal
or exceed district-wide Spring, 1989 mastery levels on these selected CAT

reading objectives (see Appendix C for the specific mastery levels by objec-

tive and grade).




PRODUCT EVALUATIOR RESULTS

Overall achievement results in reading and mathematics will be presented
for each program. Grade level results by subject area for each program will be
presented and discussed. Finall" the combined results of the two programs will
be presented relative to the elementary reading comprehension objectives
specified earlier, Where relatively few students were tested at any grade level

and for a building, thrs results should be viewed with caution.

OVERALL ACHIEVEMENT FOR STATE BILINGUAL

Reading

Table 1 below contains the grade level results for the State Bilingual
program in reading.
TABLE 1. ATTAINMENT OF THE PERFORMANCE STANDARD* IN READING IN TERMS OF

NORMAL CURVE EQUIVALENT (BC%) SCORES FOR STATE BILINGUAL PROGRAM
PARTICIPANTS TESTED SPRING TO SPRING, GRADES K-12, 1989-90.

Normal Curve Equivalent
Gr ade Number of Mean Performance
Students Pre Post Gain/ Standard*
Tested Mean Mean Lloss Attained
K 7 39.8 49,7 G.9 Yes
1 177 36.4 42,5 7.1 Yes
2 69 41.0 46,2 5.2 Yes
3 20 33.5 40.4 6.9 Yes
4 15 35.0 38.6 3.6 Yes
5 10 38.0 36.3 ~-1.7 No
6 30 34,7 34,8 0.1 Yes
7 22 31.7 31.4 ~0.3 No
8 17 35.7 26,7 1.0 Yes
9 35 30.4 33.4 2.6 Yes
10 13 29.0 20.9 ~8.1 No
11 6 11.3 24,9 12.7 Yes
12 4 38.2 3.2 -35.0 No

*Post-test Normal Curve Equivalent (NCE) score will evidence improvement over
pre~test NCE score.




attain the standard.

ance standard.

Mathematics

Students in grades K,

1’ 2’

gains between 0.l to 12.7 NCE units.

Y, 4, 6, 8, 9 and 11 demonstrated positive NCE

Students in grades 5, 7, 10 and 12 did not

Thus nine of the 13 (69.22%) grades attained the perform~

Grade level results are pres2uted in Table 2 below.

TABIE 2. ATTAINMENT OF THE PKEFORMANCE STANDARD* IN MATHFHAT'ICS IN TERMS
OF NORMAL CURVE EQUIVALENT (NCE) SCORES FOR STATE BILINGUAL PROGRAM
FARTICIPANTS TESTED SPRING TO SPRING, GRADES K-12, 1939-90.

M

Normal Curve Equivalent
Grade N Number of Mean Performance
Students Pre Post Gain/ Standard*
Tested Mean Mean Loss Attained
K 7 35.1 43.8 8.7 Yes
1 177 38,3 52.3 14.0 Yes
2 69 55.7 52.9 -2.8 No
3 29 36.2 41,8 5.6 Yes
4 15 46.6 43.2 -3.4 No
5 10 47.5 49,1 1.6 Yes
€ 30 44,8 45,2 0.4 Yes
7 22 46.9 44.3 -2.6 No
8 17 41.2 43.0 1.8 Ye s
9 35 38,7 41.6 2.9 Yes
10 13 35.8 20.4 ~15.4 No
11 6 23.0 41.0 18.¢ Yes
12 3 54.3 3.0 -51.3 No
|

pre-test NCE score.

6 12

*Post-test Normal Curve Equivalent (NCE) score will evidence improvement over




Students tested met the performance standard at all grades except grades
2, 4, 7, 10 ané 12. Pirst grade students demonstrated the greatest positive
NCE gain of 14.0 NCE units while sixth graders had the smallest positive gain of
0.4 NCE points. Overall eight of the 13 (61.5%) grades attained the performance

standard.

OVERALL ACHIEVEMENT FOR MIGRANT

Reading

Grade level results are presented in Table 3 below.

TABLE 3. ATTAIMMENT OF THE PERFORMANCE STANDARD* IN READING IN TERMS
GF NORMAL CURVE EQUIVALENT (NCE) SCORES FOR MIGRANT PROGRAM
PARTICIPANTS TESTED SPRING TO SPRING, GRADES K-12, 1989-90.

Normal Curve Equivalent
Grade Number of Mean Performance
Students Pre Post Gain/ Standard*
Tested Mean Mean Loss Attained
K 1 32.0 28.0 ~4.0 No
1 76 32.0 42.0 0.0 Yes
2 56 41,1 46.8 5.7 Yes
3 55 45.4 45,2 -0.2 No
4 58 44,0 41.4 ~-2.6 No
5 47 43.8 41.5 ~2.3 No
6 48 38.7 39.9 1.2 Yes
7 36 41,1 38.3 -2.8 No
8 19 23.6 37.8 ~-0.8 No
9 55 36.9 39.4 2.5 Yes
. 10 14 42,2 45,1 2.9 Yes
11 6 41.0 40.6 0.4 No
12 2 47.0 5.5 -41.5 No

*Post~test Normal Curve Equivalent (NCE) score will evidence improvement over
pre-test NCE score.

Students tested obtained the performance standard at grades 1, 2, 6, 9 and
10. Grades K, 3, 4, 5, 7, 8, 11 and 12 failed to meet the standard. Thus five

of thirteen (38.5%) grades attained the performance standard.




Mathemgtics

TABIE 4.

Grade level results are presented in Table 4 below.

ATTAINMERT OF THE PERFORMANCE STANDARD* IN MATHEMATICS IN TERMS
OF NORMAL CURVE Y'QUIVALENT (NCE) SCORES FOR MIGRANT PROGRAM PARTICIPANTS
TESTED SPRING TO SPRING, GRADES K-12, 1989-90.

Nommal Curve Equivalent

. Grade Number of Mean Performance
Studerts Pre Post Gain/ Standard*
Tested Mean Mean loss Attained
K 1 20.0 35.0 15.0 Yes
1 79 2.4 42.0 39. 6 Yes
2 58 41.1 46.8 5.7 Yes
3 56 45,4 45,2 0.2 No
4 58 52.9 48,7 =4,2 No
5 47 51.3 52.3 1.0 Yes
6 48 49,8 54.0 4,2 Yes
7 34 6l.6 51.0 -10. 6 No
8 18 46.8 47.0 0.2 Yes
9 51 44.4 45,8 1.4 Yes
10 16 52.5 47,9 -4.6 No
11 6 51.8 54.6 2.8 Yes
12 3 75.0 11.0 -64.0 No

8, 9 and l:.

formance staudard.

*Post-test Normal Curve Equivalent (NCE) score will evidence improvement over
pre—~test NCE score.

Students tested obtained the performance standard at grades K, 1, 2, 5, 6,

Overall eight of the thirteen grades (61.5%) attained the per-




OVERALL ACHIEVEMENT FOR STATE BILINGUAL AND MIGRANT PROGRAMS

Table 5 below presents in suwmmary form the attainment of the performance
standard by program, subject, and grade. As these data indicate, the State
Bilingual students attained the performance standard in grades K, 1, 3, 6, 8, 9
and 11 in both subjects; 2 and 4 in reading; and 5 in mathematics. The Migrant
program attained the performance standard in gcades 1, 2, 6 and 9 in both
subjects; 10 in reading; and K, 5, 8 and li in mathematics. Overall the State
Bilingual program seemed slightly more effective in reading with 69.2% (9 of 13)
grades attaining 'he standard than in mathematics with 61.5% (8 of 13). The
Migrant program showed higher performance in mathematics with 61.5% (8 of 13)
grade attainments than in reading with 38.5% (5 of 13) grades attaining the

standard.
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TABIE 5. ATTAINMENT STATUS* ¥OR READING AND MATHEMATICS
BY PROGRAM BY GRADE, 1989-90.

GRADE STATE BILINGUAL MIGRANY
LEVEL
Reading Mathematics Reading Mathematics
K Yes Yes No Yes
‘ 1 Yes Yes Yes Yes
2 Yes No Yes ies
3 Yes Yes No No
4 Yes No No No
5 No Yes No Yes
6 Yes . Yes Yes Yes
7 No No No No
8 Yes Yes No Yes
9 Yes Yes Yes Yes
19 No No Yes No
11 Yes Yes No Yes
12 No No No No
Total*#*
Yes 9 (69.2%) 8 (61.5%) 5 (38.542) 8 (61.5%)
No 4 (30.8%) 5 (38.5%) 8 (61.5%2) 5 (38.5%)

*A "yes" attaimment status means the average post—test NCE score
was greater than the average pre—test NCE score.

**Total frequency distribution of attainment of performance by
program and grade.

The achievement results, which have been presented, were also rabulated by

building. These data are presented in Appendix D.

OBJECTIVE LEVEL ACHIEVEMERT FOR STATE BILINGUAL AND MIGRANT PROGRAMS

- Table 6 below presents the attainment level of the performance criterion

for the elementary reading compre¢hension objectives by grade.

ERIC . 1016




TABIE 6. SOMMaxY OF THE PERCENT OF 1989-90 STATE BILINGUAL/MIGRANT STUENIS
BY GRADE ATTATNING SELRCIED CAT READING GBJECTIVES AS COMPARED TO
1968-89 DISTRICT-WIIE ATTATNMENT CRITERION PER GRAIE IEVEL.*

READING GBJECTIVE

GRAIE | NMBER 33 Stated Main Ideat®/ 37 Interpreting 39 Writing
TESTED 36 Central Thought Events Techniques
198990 198889 Criteria {1989-90 198889 Criteria |1989-90 198889 Criteria
7% % Achieved?l 7 % Achirved?) 7% % Achleved?
1 165 36 27 Yes 32 26 Yes NAX®:  NA N
2 113 & 55 Yes 59 €0 No h':y M M
3 79 57 63 N 6 Yes [:Y 2N N
4 77 21 4 No 5% No 46 28 Yes
5 60 42 55 No 4) 51 No 7] 40 No
6 7 39 58 No 49 67 No 26 37 No

#State Bilingual/Migrant pcogram participants will equal or exceed district-wide 1988-89 mastery levels
per grade. .

*¥0bjective 33 (Stuted Main Idea) applies only to grade one and Cbjective 36 (Central Thought) is appli-
cable to grades tw through six.

#A = Not Applicable.

As these data indicate, the combined program participants attained the
district-wide criteria ar .oss all objectives measured in first grade. The
criteria was partially attained in grades 2, 3 and 4 of 1 of 2 objectives
(50.0%), 1 of 2 objectives (50.0%), und 1 of 3 objectives (33.3%) respectively.
Participants failed to show mastery at district-wide attainment criteria for
any of the objectives at grades 5 and 6. Overall the State Bilingual/Migrant
students across all reading objectives showed 33.3% (5 of 15) of them attaining
the district-wide criteria. Failure to attaln the district-wide criterion ranged
from a low of 1% (grade 2 - Objective 37 Interpreting Events) to a high of 20%
(grade 4 ~ Objective 36 Central Thought). See Appendix E for the objective
attainment results by building and grade.
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SBAMARY

The 1989-90 school year was the eleventh year that students in the State
Bilingual and Migrant programs were asserssed in reading and mathematics, using
a nom referenced test. This is the fourth year that the new California

Achievement Test (CAT) Form E/F normed in the Spring of 1985 has been used for

program evaluation purposes.

The locally adopted performance standard for the overall program was that
grade level post—test mean NCE scores would evidence improvemént over pre-test
scores.

The State Bilingual results show an increase from the previous year in the
percent of grade levels meeting the performance standard in both reading and
mathematics. For the State Bilingual program the 32.87 point increase in
reading was from 36.4% meeting the standard last year (4 of 11 observations) to
69.2% meeting the same standard this year (9 of 13 observations). The increase
of 7.0% points in mathematics was from 54.5% (6 of 15 observations) to 61.5%

(8 of 15 observations).

The Migrant results, on the other hand, shows a decrease from the previous
year in the percent of grade level meetiﬁg the performance standard in reading
and an increase in mathematics. The 21.5% point decrea<2 in reading came about
from 6 of 10 observations (60.0%) meeting the standard last year to 5 of 13
observations (38.5%) meeting the same standard this year. The 1ll.5% point
increase in mathematics was from 50.0%Z (5 of 10 observations) meeting the
standard last year to 61.5% (8 of 13 observations) meeting the same standard
this year.

Overall at some grade levels for both programs only a few students were
pre- and post-tested, thus, the scores are perhaps not stable due to the swall

number of students tested at particular grade leyels.
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A new evaluative feature this year at the elementary level (grades 1-6) was
the use of reading data by objective from CAT to measure progress. Three key
reading objectives (main idea, interpreting events, and writing techniques) were
to be mastered at equal or higher levels than district-wide 1988-89 mastery
levels, This criteria seemed reasonable because all instructional time in
grades 1~6 of State Bilingual/Migrant participants was focused upon these three
objectives or upon enabling objectives related to the three objectives. Overall
the State Bilingual/Migrant students across all three reading objectives showed
33.3% (5 of 15 observations) mastery of the district-wide criteria.

The recommendations that follow are based upon process and product evalua-

tion results.




1.

2.

3.

RECOMMENDATIONS

Based on this year”s process and pr¢iuct evaluation results, the following
recommendations are offered in an effort to improve the implementation of the

State Bilingual/Migrant programs for the 1990-91 school year.

Reduce varjiations in the program between buj’.ding
sites by having the supervisor and State bilingual/
Migrant staff analyze the building results presented
in Appendix D and E. Hopefully, a plan can be formu-
lated to reduce (or control) these variations in
program impact.

Increased monitoring of a number of program functions
by the program supervisor seems essential. These
functions include:

~— Scheduling conflicts,

—- Record keeping at both instructional and
support service sites,

—= Classroom instructional practices,

— Pupil absenteeisnm,-and

-= Caseloads of staff.

Explore other alternatives to lower the student to
stayf ratios and to make those more consistent across
buildings. Present funding levels make it impossible
to lower the ratio further without assistance from
other sources.

Continue to plan and define at the secondary level

a consistent advisor program where like services are
provided at all secomnlary buildings to eligible
students. Elements to cons’ler should include the
following:

- It should be explored and further defined
as to whether the advisor will provide
college, personal, individual tutoring,
parent conferences, and discipline problem
work in addition to their major function
of attendance aud curriculum advising.

- Program supervisor and staff should deter—
mine whether a.sjchedule or no schedule
of activities for the advisors is more
eft~ctive and productive. Some standar—
dized procedures hopefully will result
for t. advisor program at the secondary
level.




5.

6.

7.

8.

- Explore developing a common set of materials
and processes for group advising in the
following areas:

~- Benefit of schooling/college
information

~-= Drug use

-— Attendance

~- Programs in school

— Developing coping skills

~-- Strengther.ing self-confidence

~— Learnipg social graces

~- Learning team processes

- In order to insure our ability to demonstrate
service, advisors should be required to keep
up~to-date with student census forms and
teacher contact forms.

Develop a technique or set of procedures to insure the
provision of regular communication of both instructional
and advisor staff with classroom anli compensatory
education teaching staff.

Record building level instructional activities that
happen monthly. These aztivities then should be
communicated through a calendar of events from each
teacher to the supervisor.

To overcome start of the year scheduling conflicts, the
effected staff member should work with the program super—
visor to deal with them as they occur.

In order to help parents .deal with home and school
problems, the program supervisor should institute more
parent related activities during the course of the
school year. A regular planned program should be
outlined to parents at the beginning of the school year.
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APPENDIX A
1989-90 COUNT OF PROGRAM PARTICIPANTS*

PROGRAM: State Bilingual, Total Parcicipants®

Building X L1 2 3 4 5 6 Total
E. Baillie 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Coulter 1 3 1 0 0 0 0 5
Emerson 5 10 5 1 1 1 0 23
Fuerbringer 9 10 7 1 0 1 0 28
N. Haley 3 8 1 2 1 1 0 16
Handley 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Heavenrich 3 5 2 2 0 0 0 12
Herig 9 11 5 0 0 0 5 30
Houghton 5 8 1 0 0 0 1 15
Jerome 16 18 7 2 2 1 5 52
Jones 1 5 0 0 6 0 0 6
Kempton 4 4 3 3 4 0 9 18
Longfellow 15 11 5 2 2 1 3 39
Longstreet 4 6 4 0 0 0 0 14
J. loomis 7 12 5 0 1 2 1 28
Merrill Park 10 13 6 1 0 1 0 31
C. Miller 4 3 2 0 2 0 0 11
J. Moore 15 20 7 2 1 0 7 52
Morley 1 1 3 1 0 0 1 7
J. Rouse 22 28 8 1 0 0 1 60
Salina 5 5 3 2 1 1 2 19
Stone 19 22 6 1 2 0 1 51
Webber Ele. 20 16 8 2 0 2 6 54
Zilwaukee 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

TUTAL 178 219 89 23 17 11 34 571

i
*Count as of January 15, 1990 computer run prior to February tracking.
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§
APPENDIX A
1989-90 COUNT OF PROGRAM PARTICIPANTS*
PROGRAM: Migrant, Total Participants
Building K 1 2 3 b 5 6 Total
E., Baillie 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
- Coulter 1 3 3 1 1 2 0 11
Emerson 3 8 5 7 5 1 1 30
Fuerbringer 0 2 2 2 1 0 0 7
N. Haley 2 5 7 5 7 4 2 32
Handley 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Heavenrich z 1 2 2 0 1 1
Herig 4 2 6 2 2 2 5 23
Houghton 3 6 3 2 1 1 4 20
Jeronme 2 4 2 2 2 5 2 19
Jones 0 3 2 5 4 3 4 21
Kempton 0 1 0 0 1 0 i
Longfellow 4 2 5 - 6 3 4 5 209
Longstreet 2 3 2 1 2 1 0 11
J. Locuis 5 10 4 5 9 6 5 44
Merrill Park 2 0 1 1 3 2 1 10
C. Miller 2 2 1 2 2 2 11
J. Moore 4 2 1 2 2 2 17
Morley 2 0 2 1 1 2 0 8
) J. Rouse 8 11 11 17 6 6 11 70
Salina 2 1 1 2 3 0 0 9
- Stone 8 10 4 2 6 4 3 37
Webber Ele. 14 13 12 9 8 11 9 76
Zilwaukee 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
* TOTAL 70 89 78 74 69 59 58 497

*Count as of January 15, 1990 computer run prior to February tracking.
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APPENDIX &

1989-90 COUNT OF FROGR/¥ PARTICIPANIS*

PROGRAM: State Bilingual, Total Participants

Building A 8 3
Central Junior 0 1 2
North Intermediate 8 8 15
South Intermediate 12 11 11
Webber Junior 6 4 11

TOTAL 26 24 39

*Count as of January 15, 1990 computer run prior to

Total
3
31
34
21

89

February tracking.

1989-90 COUNT OF PROGRAM PARTICIPANTS*

PROGRAM: State Eilingual Total Participants

Building 10 1l 12
Arthur Hill 10 9 21
Saginaw High 5 2 2

TOTAL 15 11 23

*Count as of January 15, 1990 computer run prior to

9 -
! 25

Total

40

49

February tracking.




APPENDIX A

1989~90 COUNT OF PPOGRAM PARTICIPANTS*

PROGRAM: Migrant, Total Participants

Building 1
Central Junior 7
North Intermediate 20
South Incermediate 12
Webber Junior 11

TOTAL 50

o |

13
16
11

46

< o

29
23

24

Total
20
62
51
46

179

*Count as of January 15, 1990 computer run prior to February tracking.

1939-90 COUNT OF PROGRAM PARTICIFARTS*

PROGRAM: Migrant, Total Participants

Buildipa 0 U
Arthur Hill 40 23
Saginaw High 10 7

TOTAL 50 30

19

Total

79
20

99

*Count as of January 15, 1990 computer run prior to February tracking.




_PPENDIX B

IDENTIFICATION AND ELIGIBILITY PROCEDURES FOR STATE BILINGUAL
AND MIGRANT STUDENTS

State Bilingual
The first step in the procedures is that of a student identification.

Potential students are identified by means of a Home Language Survey. The

survey is designed to determine if: 1) the native or first language is other
than English or; 2} a language other than English is regularly used in the
student”s home or enviromnment. Students in grades K-2 eligible for the program

on the basis of the Home Language Survey and parental permissior. Students in

grades 3-12 go through a more extensive eligibility system which is described
below.

In addition to the Home Language Survey, students in grades 3-12 are also

tested on one or two instruments for program eligibility. For students who are
new or have never been in the Bilingual program, the first is a test of oral

English proficiency. In Saginaw, the Language Assessment Battery (LAB) test is

used for this purpose and is usually administered in the fall of each year. If
the student scores at or below the 40th percentile, then the student is
eligible. However, if the student scores above the 40th percentile, then the

student is given an English reading achievement test. The California Achieve~

ment Test (CAT) is used for this purpose. If the student scores at or below the
40th percentile, then the student is eligible for the program. Finally,

parental permission is needed for program participation.




APPENDIX B

Students in grades 3-12 who were in the Bilingual program the previous year
go through a somewhat different eligibility procedure. These students are sub-
Ject to a program exit criterion which is based on the student”s post-test
English reading achievement score. If the student”s post-test score remains at
or below the 40th percentile, the student is ineligible. However, eligibility
is based on either the oral English language proficiency test score or the
English reading achievement test score. In addition, a score that is used for
eligibility is to be the result of a test administration no earlier than the
spring of the preceding school year. It is, therefore, possible for a student
to exceed the 40th -arcentile on the reading achievement test and become
eligible when retested with the oral English proficiency test. The final
eligibility requirement is that students:

««. shall be enrolled in the Bilingual instruction program
for three years or until the child achieves a level of
proficiency in English language skills sufficient to receive

an equal educational opportu&ity in the regular school pro-
gram, whichever comes first.

1Administrator's Manual for Bilingual Education Programs in Michigan 1979-80
Bilingual Education Office, Michigan Department of Education, February, 1979,
Appendix A, page 4.




APPENDIX B

Migrant
Eligibility for the Migrant program is based solely on whether a student is
one of three Migrant designations. The district does, howevar, attempt to serve
those students with the greatest academic need, and nearly alli Migrant students
scored at or below the 40th percentile on an English reading ac.iievement test.
. The three designations of Migrant students are:
1) Interstate: Student has moved within the last year
across state boundaries.
2) Intrastate: Student has moved within the last year
across school district boundaries within

the state.

3) Five Year Settled Out: Student has remained within a
school district for at least five vears.
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APPENDIX B

PROCEDURES FOR THE IDENTIFICATION OF STUDZNTS ELICIBLE FOR
BILINGUAL EDUCATION FUNDING JUMMARY FLOW CHART

| Is the student”s native or first language other than Enwiish? |
| |
YES ﬁ)
B. | Is there a language othes than English regularly used | NO—3,
in the student”s home or environument?
Nv
ths o
v v T
{Student is Potentially Eligible |
E
v L
Is student enrolled |==NO=» B. | Assess oral I
in grades K-2? English language G
oroficiency. ;
v L
Does the student C. [Assess English E
YES score at or below |=—NO—> | reading ;
the 40th percentile achievement g
¥ R
Does student
score at or —NO===1 F
YES below the 40th u
percentile? N
' D
YES 1
N
l :
v L4
I Student meets eligibilicy criteria { Mh

| Has the student received three years of bilingual instruction in the district? HES
|
¥

Has the student”s parent(s) or guardian withdrawn the child YES

from the bilingual instruction program?

]
v
|w111 the student receive bilingual 1nscmccion?] > NG
|
YES
v

LStudent is eligible for bilingual education funding |

* 3




SCHOOL DISTRICT OF THE CITY OF SAGINAW

DEPARTMENT OF EVALUATION, TESTING & RESEARCH

. TO: Raul A. Rio
FROM: Richard N. Claus
) RE: CAT Objectives Mas.
Program
DATE: April 4, 1990

‘ard For State lilinguai/Migrant

As per our agreement tdday, the State Bilingual/Migrant Frogram

will equal or exceed district-wide Spring, 1989 mastury levels on

selected CAT objectives as part of the data reported internally.
These mastery levels are given in the chart below.

CAT Reading Objectives

Percentage Mastery By Grade
1 2 3 4 5 6

33/36
37

39

27 56 63 41 55 58
26 60 63 S6 51 67

28 40 37

RNC/gal

- cec:

Barry E. Quimper

25

31
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TABLE D.1. MEAN NORMAL CURVE EQUIVALENT GAIN BY SUILDING AMD GRADE FOR ALL STATE BILINGUAL PUPILS 1N READING BASED ON

APPENDIX D

APRIL-MAY, 1989 PRE-TESTING AND APRIL-MAY, 1990 POST-TESTING OM CAT (SPRING TO SPRING).

GRAIE K

Nommal Qurve Equivalents

GRALE |

Mbmal Qirve Eu.valents

GRALE 2

tbmal Qurve Rjuivalents

GRAEE 3

Yomal Qirve Kuivalents

GRALE 4

N.mal Qurve Equivalents

GRAIE 5

fomal Qurve Equivalents

QRALE 6

Yomal Qirve EKuivalents

Mean Mera Mean ¥ean Man ea em
Nmber Pre Tost Gain/|Naber Fre foat Grin/|Hmber Fre Tost Guin/[Nmber Pre Rat CGain/{Nmber Pre Rt Gin/[Nmber Pre Poa Gin/|limber Pre Pst GQiie/
Tested Meen Mean loss |Rested Mean Mean ‘oss |Bested Mean Mean loss [Bed Mean Mean loss [Tested Mean Jean loss [Iested Mean Mean loss |ested Memn Mean loss
E Bafllie 0 - - - 0 - - .- 0 - - - 0 - - . 0 - - - 0 - - - [
Coul ter 0 - 4 24.2 M0 198 1 28.0 38.0 100 | © - e e 1 420 440 2.0 | o - e e 0 .
Ererson 0 - - 9 3.1 2.6 -5.5 5 33.0 57.2 24.2 1 310 40.0 9.0 1 18.0 32.0 14.0 1 3.0 26.0 -5.0 1 38.0 36,0 -2.0
Fuerbringer 1 910 76.0-15.0 | 8 50.7 43.6 -2.1 7 547 551 0.4 1 4.0 530 13.0 ] 0 - e - 1 370 330 <40} 0 - - -
Nelle " ey 0 e 7 230 521 291} 0 - - . 2 350 29.5 5.5 | 0 - e e 1 330 3.0 50| & - a-
Hand ey 0 - - - [ [ 0 - - 0 - - 0 - - - 0 - -
leavenc ich ] - e - 4 35 W7 102 1 47.0 64.0 17.0 | 2 26.5 29.0 2.5 0 - e - 0 U 0 - -
lerig 0 - - 11 4.7 517 9.0 3 61.7 46.3 -15.4 0 - e e 0 . ee o 0 e 3 293 MO0 47
toghton 0 - - - 6 36.6 38.0 14| 2 455 540 85 | 0 .- .. .- 0 - - - 0 - e - 1 36.0 25.0 -11.0
Jerope 0 - ee e 20 4.9 4.7 08 7 4.1 54.8 14.7 2 4.5 4.5 9.0 1  41.0 45.0 4.0 0 - e a- 6 353 29.1 -6.2
Jnes 0 e ee - 2 41.5 18.0 -23.5 0 -~ am e 0 e 0 - ee ea 0 S 0 - as aa
Keapton 0 -- - - 4 53.7 547 1.0 3 72.6 51.3 -21.3 2 4.5 45.5 11.0 3 41.0 36.3 -4.7 0 - - - 0 - - --
Lurgfellow ] .- -- - 3 31.8 40.6 8.8 6 31.6 41.0 9.4 1 41.0 59.0 18.0 2 34.5 50.5 16.0 1 4.0 7.0 30 3 37.3 38.6 1.3
Lorgstreet 0 - - - 3 33.3 9.0 15.7 1 32.0 32.0 0.0 0 - -- - 0 -- -~ - 0 - - - 0 - - -
1 loanis 0 - - -- 8 28.1 42.1 4.0 2 14.0 37.0 23.0 0 -- -~ - 1 36.0 22.0 -14.0 2 42.0 38.0 -4.0 1 29.0 32.0 3.0
M. Park 0 .- -~ - 10 4.4 395 -4.9 5 23.4 33.2 9.8 1 26.0 29.0 3.0 0 -— - —~— 1 43.0 45.0 2.0 0 - -- .-
C Miller 0 -= - . 3 34.3 4.0 12.7 1 27.0 53.0 26.0 0 -- - - 2 33.5 29.0 -~4.5 0 - - - 0 - -- —
J. More 2 30.0 63.5 33.5 13 40.2 45.8 5.6 6 35.8 35.5 -0.3 2 26.5 26.5 0.0 1 25.0 28.0 3.0 0 -- - - 7 33.5 350 1.5
Morley 0 -= - - 3 24.0 47.3 23.3 1 24.0 0.0 -24.0 1 36.0 55.¢ 19.0 0 - -- ~ 0 - - - 0 -- -~ -~
J. Pouse 2 47.5 58.0 10.5 20 4.2 3.3 3.1 6 4.3 9.8 5.5 1 41.0 46.0 5.0 0 -- - -- 0 - - - 1 24.0 25.0 « 1.0
Sal ina 1 1.0 1.0 0.0 3 28.0 42.3 ‘1.3 2 49.0 23.6 ~26.0 2 34.0 46.5 12.5 . 36.0 32.0 -4.0 1 39.0 35.0 -4.0 2 43.0 53.0 10.0
Xone 1 32.0 28.0 -4.0 15 32.8 3.8 5.0 4 47.2 5.2 5.0 1 26.0 29.0 3.0 2 33.5 54.5 20.0 0 - - - 1 37.0 38.0 1.0
Whber Ele. 0 - -- - 16 24.8 46.6 21.8 6 41.1 48.8 1.7 1 35.0 "44.0 9.0 0 - - - 2 34.5 31.5 -3.0 4 3.5 3.2 -0.3
Zilwskee (] - 0 - - - 0 .- - - 0 - - - 0 - e - (] - em e 0 - - -
TUTAL 7 39.8 49.7 9.9 {177 3.4 435 7.1 | 69 41.0 46.2 5.2 | 20 335 40.4 6.9 15 35.0 38.6 3.6 | 10 38.0 363 -1.7 | 30 34.7 34.8 0.1
Q
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APPINDIX D

TABLE D.2. MEMI NORFAL CURVE EQUIVALENT GAIN 8Y BIILRING AND GAADS FOR ALL X6 STATE BIL/RGUAL PUPILS IN MATHEMATICS BASED OM
APRIL-MAY, 1989 PRE-TESTING AND APRIL-MAY, 1990 POST-TESTING ON CAT (SPRING TO SPRING).

GRALC ¥

GRAIE 1

GRAIE 2 GAE 3 GRALE 4 GRALE 5 LE 6
- Nomal Qurve Equivalents |domal Qurve Kquivalents |Yomal Qurve Hulvaleats {domal Qurve Kuivalents {tbmal Qurve Buivalents | lomal Qurve Kquivalenty [Momal Qurve Kuivalents
Hean e Hemn Hean Hea W Mem
Pfunber Pre  Pst Guin/|Hmber Pr» Ror Giin/ilmber Pre FRoa Gafn/|[Nmber Pre st Gain/|Mxber Pre  Foet Gin/|Nmber Fre Bt Gain/|Nmber Pre Rat Gain/
Tested Hean Mean loss |Rested Mean Mean loss [Rsted Mem Mean logs [fested Mean Wean loss |Tested Mem Mean loss [ested Mean M:an loss {ested Mean Meen loss
E Bafllie 0 w- - - 0 e - e 0 - -- e 0 - - - 0 - e - 0 - - - 0 .- - -
Coulter 0 e - - 4 24.7 51.2 26.5 1 79.0 61.0 -18.0 0 - L -~ 1 26,0 36.0 10.0 0 - -- - -0 - - -
Esersun 0 - - -- 9 32,0 H.5 2.5 5 54.8 53.2 -1.6 1 18.0 1.0 -17.0 1 42.0 50.0 8,0 1 35.0 32.0 -3.0 H 46.0, 46,0 3.0
Fuerbringer 1 76.0 53.0 -23.0 8 42.3 51.5 9.2 7 65.5 56.0 -9.5 1 71.0 80.0 9.0 0 - - e 1 43.0 44.0 1.0 0 L - -
Nulle Haley 0 -- - - 7 36,2 69.0 32.8 0 - - . 2 .5 29.5 -5.0 0 - - .- 1 41.0 56.0 15.0 0 - .- --
Hand ley 0 - - . | 0 - - - | S - 0 - e 0 - e e 0 ar e e
N Heawenc ich 0 - - -~ 4 44.0 62.5 18.5 1 76.0 62.0 -14.0 2 i9.0 23.0 4.0 0 - - - 0 e .- - 0 - - -
- Herly 0 R 11 41.6 59.5 1°.9 3  76.0 69.0 -7.0 0 - ew e 0 - e ea 0 s ea am 3 4.3 56.3 15.0
Hxghton 0 -~ - - 6 43.3 60.3 7.0 2 42.0 3.5 -11.5 0 - - - 0 - - - 0 - - = 1 50.0 51.0 1.0
Jerane 0 - -- - 20 46,9 49.5 2.6 7 62.5 70.7 8.2 2 62.0 57.0 -5.0 1 58.0 45.0 -12.0 0 - - - 6 45.0 32.% -12.5
Jung 0 - .- - 2 68.5 64.5 -4.0 0 - -- - 0 EEREE Y - 0 L - - 0 - .- = 0 - - -
Kenpton 0 - . - 4 54.0 66,0 12.0 3 77.3 54,0 -23.3 2 34,0 53,0 19.0 3 55.6 38.6 -17.0 0 - - - 0 - - -
lorgfellow 0 - - - 8 29.8 50.6 20.8 6 5.8 44.8 -6.0 1 25.0 31.0 6.0 2 32.5 63.5 3.0 1 4.0 490 5.0 3 46,6 41.3 -5.3
Longstreet 0 - - - 3 20.0 35.3 15.3 1 43.0 41,0 4.0 0 - - - 0 e - - 0 -- - - ] e - -
L loois 0 - - .- 8 32,3 52.5 20.2 2 23.0 41.0 18.0 0 -- - - 1 33.0 26.0 -12.0 2 68.0 52.5 -15.5 1 2.0 22.0 -8.0
H. Park 0 e .- - 10 43.5 50.1 6.6 § 50.4 42.0 -8.4 1 41.0 /4.0 3.0 0 - - .- 1 69.0 72.0 3.0 0 -~ -- -
C. Hiller 0 - - - 3 27.6 53.6 26.0 1 38.0 34.0 -4.0 0 - - e 2 51.5 48.0 -3.5 0 - - -- 0 -- .- -~
J. More 2 27.5 51.5 24.0 13 39.0 §5.3 16.3 6 57.0 41,3 -15.7 2 23.L 35.5 12.5 1 42.0 23.0 -19.0 0 - -- - 7 45.0 52.0 7.0
Morley 0 e - -n 3  38.6 61.0 22.4 1 22.0 17.0 -5.0 1 4.0 75,0 28,0 0 e - - 0 - - .- 0 e - L]
J. Pouse 2 47.0 §3.0 6.0 20 29.2 46,5 17.3 6 53.1 59.1 6,0 1 36.0 49.0 13.0 0 e - .- 0 - -- e 1 45.0 %6.0 11.0
Saltha 1 1.0 10,3 9.0 3 3.6 4.3 57 2 39.0 8.0 22,0 2 3.5 45 3.9 1'% 530 37.0 -16.0 1 49.0 55.0 6.0 2 48,0 58.5 10.5
Stone 1 20.0 35.0 15.0 15 40.2 7.} 6.9 4 §7.7 50.2 -7.5 1 25.0 49.0 24.0 3 §3.0 46.0 -7.0 0 .- - - H 65.0 70.0 5.0
Webber Ele. 0 - - - & 39,1 58.8 197 | 6 460 56,5 10.5 | 1 0.0 26.0 4.0 | 0 - . .. 2 29,0 39.0 100 | 4 412 357 -5.5
Ziluulee 0 - e e 0 - - - 0 - ee e 0 - - . 0 - - . 0 - - - 0 - e -
TOTAL 7 35.1 43.8 8.7 |17 38.3 52.3 14.0 69 55,7 52.9 -2.8 20 36,2 41.8 5.6 15 45,6 43.2 -3.4 10 47.5 49,1 1.6 2 4.8 45.2 0.4
p
Q 34 33
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APPENDIX D

TABLE D.3. MEAN MRMAL CURVE EQULVALENT GAIN BY BUILDING FOR ALL 7-9
STATE BILINGUAL STUDENTS IN READING AND MATHEMATICS BASED O¥
APRIL-MAY, 1989 PRE-TESTING AND APRIL-H4AY, 1990
POST-TESTINC ON CAT (SPRING TO SPRING).

GRADE 7 GRAIDEX 8 GRAIE 9
Subject/ Normal Curve Equivalents Noxmal Curve “*uivalents Normal Curve Equivalents
School
lean Mean Mean
Number Pre Post ‘3ain/ | Number Pre Post Gain/ | Number Pre Post Gain/
Tested Mean Mean loss Tested Mean Mean Logs | Tested Mean Mean Loss %
s g
READING g
>
South Int. 9 36.6 37.6 1.0 8 37.6 36.5 -1.1 12 32.2 3¢€.0 3.8
Webber Jr. 5 35.0 34.8 -0.2 3 39.0 42.0 3.0 9 26.2 28.6 2.4
Systenm 22 31.7 31.4 0.3 1/ 35.7 36.7‘ 1.0 35 30.8 33.4 2.6
MATHEMATICS
Central Jr. 1 37.0 44,0 7.0 1 40.0 38.0 ~2.0 2 41,0 41.0 0.0
North Int. 7 54.0 44,1 -9.9 5 38.4 41,2 2.8 12 52.1 52.5 0.4
South Int. 9 46,7 45,5 ~1.2 8 40. 3 41,5 1.2 12 35.1 34.0 -l.1
Webber Jr. ’ 5 39,4 42.4 3.0 3 48.6 52.0 3.4 9 25.2 37.5 12.3
Systen 22 46.9 44.3 2.6 i7 41.2 43, ¢ 1.8 35 38.7 41.6 2.9
36 37

e e e e et
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APPENDIX D

TABIE D.4. MEAN NORMAL CURVE EQUIVALENT GAIN BY BUILDING FOR ALL 10-12
STATE BILINGUAL STUDENTS IN READING AND MATHEMATICS BASED ON
APRIL-MAY, 1989 PRE-TESTING AND APRIL-MAY, 1990
POST-TESTING ON CAT (SPRING TO SPRING).

GRADE 10 GRADE 11 GRAIDE 12
Subject/ Normal Curve Equivalents Normal Curve Equivalents Normzl Curve Equivalents
School
Mean Maan Kean .
Number Pre Post Gain/ | Number Pre Post Gain/| Number Pre Post Gain/
Tested Mean Mean Gain Testel Mean Hean loszs | Tested Mean Mean loss
READING
Arthur Hill 11 29.0 19.9 -9.1 6 11.3 24,0 12.7 4 38.2 3.2 =35,0
Saginaw High 2 29.5 26.5 -3.0 0 - - - 0 - - -
MATHEMAT'ICS
Arthur Hill 11 37.7 20.0 =-17.7 6 23.0 41.0 18.0 3 54.3 3.0 -51.3
Saginaw I izh 2 25.5 23.0 -=2.5 0 - - - 0 - - -
Sy&tel 13 35.8 20.4 _15.4 6 23.0 41.0 18.0 3 5403 300‘ _51.3
1
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KPPENDIX B

TALE D.5. FEAR NORFAL CURVE EUIVALENT GAIN 8Y BUILDING A GRADE FOR ALL X6 MIGRANT PUPILS IR READING BASED O
APRIL-AY, 1989 PRE-TESTIN: A APRIL-MAY, 1930 POST-TESTING ON CAT {SPRING TO SPRING).

GRAE K GRAIE 1 GRALE 2 GAIE 3 GRAE 4 RAE 5 GRAIE 6
SLLDING Homal Qirve Kuivalents | bomal Qirve Kuivalents |lomal Qurve HRuvalents {lbmal Quve Equivalents {lomal Qirve Bjulvalents | tomal Qurve Equivalents (Nooaal Qurve Bjulvalents
Hean ean Mean MHean Mean ¥ean Mear
teber Pre fRat Gain/iNsber Pre Post Gin/|Mmber Pre Roet Giin/|izber e Bat Gin/|Nasber Pre Rst Giin/|Nmber Pre o CGain/{Nmber Pe Fos Gain/
Tested tean Mean loss {Tested Mean Mean loss [Rested Man Mem loss ®sted Mean e loss |Tested Meam Mean loss [Tested Mean Meon loss |Tested M:an Mean foss
E Baillle 0 - - - 0 - - - 0 - - - 0 - e - 0 - - - 0 - - - 0 - - -
Coul ter 0 - - - 3 346 456 1.0 | 3 326 43.3 107 | 1 320 4.0 2.0 1 7.0 40.0 3.0 | 2 49.0 56.0 70| 0 - . -
Ezersun L 5 234 3.2 13.8 | 4 37 450 13.3 | 4 4.2 S2.7 12.5] 4 455 355-11.0] 1 3.0 26.0 -5.0 | 1 50.0 52.0 2.0
Puerbringer 0 .- -- .- 2 57.5 72.0 14.5 2 §7.5 58.5 1.0 2 49.0 55.0 6.0 ] 37.0 3.0 -2.0 0 -— - - 0 - - ~
Nelle Haley 0 -- - - 4 40.2 36.7 -3.5 4 61.0 S2.7 -8.3 4 40.0 41.7 1.7 [ 56.3 44.7 -11.6 4 40.0 42.5 2.5 2 47.5 43.0 -4.5
Hand ley 0 - - - 0 - - - 0 - - - 0 - - -— 0 - - - 0 - - - 0 - - -—
w Heavenrich 0 -- -- - 1 48.2 10.0 -38.0 1 47.0 64.0 17.0 1 79.0 70.0 -9.0 0 - -— - 1 50.0 62.0 12.0 1 40,0 42.0 2.0
o leriy 0 -- -- - 3 23.5 48.6 25.0 5 55.6 32.6 -23.0 2 68.5 61.0 -7.5 1 39.0 45.0 6.0 1 62,0 57.0 -5.0 3 29.3 3.0 4.7
| Hyghton 0 -- - -~ 5 33.8 40.0 6.2 3 4.6 44.3 -0.3 2 39.0 4.0 5.0 1 73.0 66.0 -7.0 1 43.0 47.0 4.0 3 37.3 3.7 -5.6
Jerame 0 - - - 5 39.0 S52.6 13.6 2 37.0 52.5 15.5 1 38.0 48.0 10.0 1 25.0 7.0 -18.0 3 43,6 36.3 -7.3 2 36.5 32.0 -4.5
Joes 0 -- - - 2 53.5 4.0 -49.5 0 - - -- 4 43.7 4.5 -3.2 3 37.3 25.0 -12,3 3 41.0 17.0 -248.0 4 23.5 46.7 3.2
Kemapton 0 - -- -- 1 53.6 52.0 -1.0 0 - - - 0 - - - 1 41.0 40.0 -1.0 1] - - - 1 26.0 34.0 8.0
| Longfellow 0 -- -- - 2 35.0 16.5 -18.5 3 33.6 41.6 8.0 5 4.2 39.0 -1.2 4 26.5 41.7 15.2 3 4.0 38.7 -1.3 3 42.0 44.0 2.0
Longstreet 0 -- -- -- 2 33.0 45.0 13.0 1 60.0 39.0 -21.0 1 73.0 71.0 -2.0 0 - -— - 1 4.0 43.0 4.0 0 - -- -
L lomis 0 - .- - 6 32.0 33.5 1.5 3 39.3 47.6 8.3 3 45.0 34.2-10.7 ] 7 28.9 31.0 2.1 4 37.5 3.5 -1.0 5 36.4 M6 8.2
H. Park 0 - -- - 0 - - -- 1 8.0 33.0 25.0 1 25.0 24.0 -1.0 3 §7.3 51.3 -6.0 2 64.5 58.0 -6.5 0 - - -
| C. Miller 0 - -- -= 0 -- - -- 1 57.0 75.0 18.0 1 76.0 34,0 -42.0 2 45.0 3.5 -71.5 Z  33.0 32.5 -0.5 1 4.0 52.0 5.0
i J. Moore 0 -- -- -- 3 24.0 56.3 32.3 4 23.2 22.7 -0.5 1 39.0 29.0 -10.0 3 39.6 49.0 94 ) 47.0 39.0 -8.0 3 27.6 26.3 -1.3
| Wrdey 0 - -- - 0 - -- - 1 10.0 19.0 9.0 0 -- - -- 0 - - - 1 18.0 20.0 2.0 0 - - --
| J. Pouse 0 - - - 11  28.0 40.9 129 7 468 57.8 11.0 9 42.3 446 2.3 § 58,2 51.4 -6.8 § 43.8 50.4 1.6 9 3.4 35.7 0.3
: Sal ina 0 -- - - 1 36.6 59.0 23.0 1 45.0 45.0 -1.0 2 41.5 46.5 5.0 3 43.6 37.0 -6.6 0 - - - 0 - - -
| Stone 1 32.0 28.0 -4.0 8 24.0 36.3 12.3 3 35.0 55.3 20.3 2 38.5 4.0 3.5 6 45.6 51.0 5.4 3 53.0 S52.7 -0.3 3 4.6 54.3 -0.3
; Hebber Ele. 0 - -- - 12 2.8 50.7 20.9 7 37.7 53.8 16.1 9 £).2 43.0 -1.2 6 47.0 42.0 -5.0 9 43.0 40.1 -2.9 7 3.7 39.5 0.8
i Zilwakee 0 -- - - 0 - .- - 0 - - - 0 - -- - 0 - - - 0 - - .- 0 -- - -
|
TUTAL 1 32.0 28.0 -4.0 76 32.0 42.0 10.0 56 41.1 46.8 5.7 55 45.4 45.2 -0.2 58 43.0 41.4 -2.6 47 43.8 41.5 -2.3 48 38.7 399 1.2
|
|
|
. 41

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

a xIanxaav

P



APPENDIX D

TABLE D.6. MEAX NGREL CURYE ENUIVALENT GAIN BY BUILOING AND GRADE FOR ALL X6 MIGRAMT PUPILS IN MATHEMATICS BASED OM
APRIL-MAY, 1989 PRE-TESTING AND AORIL-MAY, 1990 POST-TESTING ON CAT (SPRING TO SPRIXG).

.

et e

GRAIE K GRALE 1 GRAIE 2 GRAIE 3 GRAIE 4 GAE 5 GRAE 6
BUILDDNG Nomal Qurve Equivalents [Nomal Qirve Equivalents {Momal Qirve Bpdvalents |fbmal Qurve Equivalents |lbmal Qirve Equivalents |lbmal Qirve Equivalents | bmal Qurve Kuivalents
Mean Mean Hea tean Mean Mean MKean
m ::n ::: (;::/ ;:: :e ’!:st Giin/|Nmber Pre Post Gain/|Nmber Be  Rost Gain/[timber Pre Pt Gafo/[Nwber Pre Bt Gain/Nmber Fre Rst Gain/
an Men loss |Rested Mean Mean loss |Rsted Mean Mean loss |Rsted Meen Mean loss |asted Mean Mean loss | Rested Mean Mean loes
E falllie 0 - e e 0 - - - 0 - - - 0 an e - 0 e - - 0 - e - 0 == e -
Coulter 0 -- -- .- 3 50.0 28.3 -1.7 3 52.3 49.6 -2.7 1 63.0 93.0 2.0 1 42.0 40.0 -2.0 2 51.5 52.5 1.0 0 - .- -
Exerson 0 -- -- -- 5 25.8 30.4 4.6 4 52.7 52.5 -0.2 4 44,0 38.7 -5.3 4 53.5 47.2 -6.3 1 35.0 32.0 -3.0 "1 49.0 68.0 19.0
Fuerbringer 0 -- - -- 2 53.0 74.5 21.5 2 56.5 57.5 1.0 2 bo.3 64.5 -4.0 1 4.0 31.0 -16.0 0 - - - 0 - - -

, Nelle Haley 0 -- - -- 4 52.5 70.0 17.5 4 83.7 45.5 -38.2 4 43.5 39.7 -3.8 6 56,0 41.5 -14.5 4 56.0 $6.5 0.5 2 63.0 60.5 -2.5
Handley 0 -- - -- 0 -- -- - 0 -- - - 0 - - -~ 0 - - -- 0 -~ .- ~- 0 - - --
teavens {ch 0 -- -- -- 1 20.0 55.0 35.0 1 76.0 62.0 -14.0 1 66.0 72.0 6.0 0 - -- -- 1 60,0 S51.0 -9.0 1 5.0 45.0 -5.0 g

W tery 0 -- -- -- 3 27.0 43.3 16.3 5 73.6 49.4 -24.2 2 53.0 48.5 ~10.5 1 51.0 46.0 -5.0 1 75.0 76.0 1.0 3 41.3 56.3 15.0 g
= Hoghton 0 -- -- - § 43.8 65.2 21.4 3 84.3 60.3 -24.0 2 60.0 49.0 -11.0 1 98.0 99.0 1.0 1 52.0 90.0 38.0 3 49.3 54.0 4
Jere 0 -- -~ -- 5 3.4 47.2 10.8 2 57.5 68.5 11.0 1 38.0 25.0 -13.0 1 44.0 0.0 ~34.0 3 57.0 42.0 -15.0 2 48.5 49.5 1.0 n
Jues 0 -- -- - 2 61.5 45.5 -16.0 0 - - - 4 59.5 64.7 5.2 3 47.3 45.6 -1.7 3 55.0 46.0 -9.0 4 48.5 5.0 7.5 w
Keapton 0 -- - -- 1 58,0 76.0 18.0 0 -- -- .- 0 - - - 1 73.0 44.0 -29.0 0 -- - .- 1 50.0 42.0 -8.0
Lorgfellow 0 - -- -- 2 28.5 26.5 -2.0 3 66.6 50.6 -16.0 5 66.6 37.8 -28.8 4 35.0 73.0 38.0 3 39.0 50.6 11.6 3 57.3 63.3 6.0
lorgstreet 9 -- -- - 2 4.5 3.5 14.0 1 49.0 44.0 -5.0 1 58,0 49.0 -9.0 0 - .- -- 1 77.0 83.0 6.0 0 .- -- -
J loods 0 -- -- -- 6 37.1 55.6 18.5 3 40.3 4.6 7.3 3 58.0 39.6 -18.4 7 35.2 3.5 2.3 4 45.0 58,7 13.7 5 51.2 43.4 -1.8
M. Park 0 .- -- -- 0 - - -- 1 47.0 57.0 10.0 1 24.0 29.0 5.0 3 59.0 54.3 -4.7 2 61.5 29.0 -32.5 0 - .- -
C Miller 0 -- -- - 0 -- -- - 1 €9.0 93.0 -56.0 1 80.0 56.0 -24.0 2 66.5 49.5 -17.0 2 70.5 65.0 -5.5 1 56.0 74.0 18.0
J. Wore 0 -- -- -- 3 35.6 80.6 45,0 3 46.3 43.6 -2.7 1 33.0 27.0 -6.0 3 43.6 51.6 8.0 1 34.0 46.0 12.0 3 37.0 48.6 11.6
Horley 0 -- -- - [} - - - 1 52.0 29.0 -23.0 0 -- - -- 0 - .- - 1 22.0 3%.0 10.0 0 - .- -
J. Bouse 0 - - - 11 33.5 52.4 18.9 7 51.5 62.1 10.6 9 47.8 54,6 6.8 5 75.8 49.8 -26.0 5 57.2 63.4 6.2 9 48.5 51.5 3.0
Salina 0 - -- .- 1 35.0 87.0 52.0 1 57.0 93.0 3.0 2 54.0 71.5 17.5 3 54.6 41.6 -13.0 0 - - - 0 - - -
Stone 1 20.0 35.0 15.0 8 31.5 45.1 13.6 3 56.0 50.6 -5.4 2 42.5 50.0 7.5 6 4.1 46.1 2.0 3 43,3 58.3 9.0 3 76.3 76.0 -0.3
Webber Ele. 0 -- - - 12 42.9 57.5 4.6 7 58.1 55.7 -2.4 9 64.1 60.5 -3.6 6 64.5 56.8 -7.7 9 43.5 42.3 -1.2 7 2.0 9.4 7.4
Zilwelee 0 -- -- -- 3 50.0 48.3 -1.7 3 52.3 49.6 -2.7 1 63.0 $3.0 30.0 0 .- - - 0 -- - - 0 - - -
TOTAL 1 20.0 35.0 15.0 19 2.4 2.0 39.6 58 41.1 45.3 5.7 56 45.4 45.2 -0.2 58 52.9 48.7 -4.2 49 51.3 52.3 1.0 48 49.8 54.0 4.2
Q
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APPENDIX D

TABLE D.7. MEAN NORMAL CURVE EQUIVALENT GAIN BY BUILDING FOR ALL 7-9
MIGRANT STUDENTS IN READING AND MATHEMATICS BASED ON
APRIL-MAY, 1989 PRE-TESTING AND APRIL-MAY, 1990
POST-TESTING ON CAT (SPRING T( SPRING).

f

GRADE 7 . GRADE 8 GRADE 9
Subject/ Normal Curve Equivalents Nomal Curve Equivalents Normal Curve Equivalents
School
Mean Mean Mean .
Number Pre Post Gain/ | Number Pre Post Gain/ | Number Pre Post Gaiz/
Tested Mean iean Loss |Tested Mean Mean Loss Tested Mean Mean Loss %
w ]
o g
READING
>
North Int. 15 41.4 36.0 ~5.4 5 42,4 37.6 -4,8 17 41,0 41,8 0.8
South Int. 10 47,5 45.4 2.1 7 37.4 37.1 -0.3 17 39.6 43,4 3.8
Webber Jr. 9 36.0 36.8 0.8 6 39.8 40.6 0.8 16 29.6 31.8 2,2
Systen 36 41.1 38.3 -2.8 19 38.6 37.8 0.8 55 36,9 39.4 2.5
MATHEMATICS
Cantral Jr. 2 43,0 45,5 2.5 1 38.0 29.0 -9.0 5 49,2 47.8 ~l. 4
South Int. 10 59.8 52,8 ~7.0 7 46,4 42,7 -3.7 14 39.4 46,9 7.5
Wehber Jr. 8 49,5 40.6 -8.9 s 42,0 48.8 6. & 14 38,5 37.4 ~1.1
System 34 6l.6 51.0 -~10.6 18 46.8 47.0 0,2 51 44,4 45,8 1.4




|
l
l

TABIE D.8.
MIGRANT STUDENTS IN READING AND MATHEMATICS BASED ON

APPENDIX D

MEAN NORMAL CURVE EQUIVALENT GAIN BY BUILDING FOR ALL 10-12

APRIL-MAY, 1989 PRE-TESTING AND APRIL-MAY, 1990

POST-TESTING ON CAT {(SPRING TO SPRING).

GRADE 10 GRADE 11 GRADE 12z
Subject/ Normal Curve Equivalents Normal Curve Equivalents Normal Curve Equivalents
" School
Mean Mean Mean .

Number Pre Post Gain/ | Number Pre Post Gain/ | Number Pre Post Gain/

Tested Mean Mean Gain |Tested Mean Mean Loss | Tested Mean Mean Loss
READING
Arthur Rill 14 42,2 45,1 2.9 5 34.0 37.2 3.2 2 47.6 5¢5 =41.5
Saginaw High 0 - - - 1 76.¢ 58.0 -18.0 0 - - --
System i4 42,2 45,1 2.9 6 41.0 40.6 0.4 2 47.0 5.5 =41.5
MATHEMATICS
Arthur Hill 16 52.5 47.9 4.6 5 48.8 53.4 4,6 3 75.0 11.0 =64.0
Saginaw High 0 - - — 1 67.0 61.0 =-6.0 0 - - -
System 16 52.5 47.7 .6 6 51.8 54.6 2.8 3 75.0 11.0 =64.0
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APPENIIX E

TAIE E. 1.  PERCENT OF lmsmuummuusnmusuwnmuommmmmm 33 STATED KAIN IIEASABIBCTIWE 3£
CENIRAL THOUHT CAT READENG GRECTIVES AS OG{PARED TO 1983-89 DISTRICT-WIIE ATTAINMENC CRITERION FER GRAIE LEWKL &%

1 XIaKZddv

GRAEE | QALE 2 GRALE 35 GRAIE 4 QRAIE 5 - _GMAE

L [ (-4 (X0 [ X [~ ]

2% 2% 23 2% 2% 2%

BUILDIG Nrmber 8990 83-89 T¥ [Nmber 89-90 8889 T & |Nuber 89-90 8889 T & |Nmber 8950 8589 © > {Nmber 8990 6369 T 2|Nmber 8990 8369 T &
Tsted X T 32 |msted X I: 32 |Tested X T 82 msted X T 82 |msted X T 32| msted X x 82

= U = U ™ U - U - U = U

O L LS X< [SX4 o < L o«

E. millie — -—_ 27 —) - —_ % -] — —_ 6 —] — —_ N - — —_ B =] - —_ 8 —
Gulter 4 25 27 M 2 50 56 M 2 50 68 N 2 0 41 ) 3 67 55 ¥es 2 0 58 M
Herson 1 27 27 Yes| 10 i} %  Yes 4 D0 68 M 5 0 4 M 1 0 55 M 2 100 58  Yes
Puerbr {nger 10 44 27  Yes 8 5 56 s 4 75 63 s 1 0 41 Mo 2 50 55 Mo | — —_ 8 —
Nelle Haley 7 43 27 Yes 4 75 56 Yes 6 3 8 B 6 17 4 M 3 67 55  Yes 3 50 8 N
tardl ey _ — 2] —] - -— ¥ -l _— 68 —| - —_ 4 -] — —_ 5 @ —f - _ 8 —~—
leavenrich 2 ] 27 %o 2 100 56 Yes 3 67 6 Yes| — —_ 41 - 1 100 55  Yes 1 100 S8  Yes
terig 12 0 27 s 6 50 56 N 2 50 6 N 2 0 41 Yes 2 0 55 M 3 0 58 M
w Houghton 6 17 27 M 6 67 56 Yes 2 100 8 Yes 1 100 41 Yes 1 0 55 N 3 3 8 N
+ Rromw 13 38 27 Yes 7 57 56 s 3 100 63 s k) n 4 ® 3 k] 55 N 8 25 58 N
Jones 3 0 27 Yo | — _ %6 -—— 4 0 8 M 3 0 i Mo 3 0 5 N 4 0 8 M
Kempton 4 75 27 Yes 4 7% 56  Yes 2 100 63 s 4 ] a4 b | — —_ 55 - 1 0 8 M
Loigfellow 4 50 27 Yes 7 57 5%  Yes 6 50 8 M 6 33 a4 » 5 25 55 o 4 25 8 M
Longstreet —_ —_ 27— 3 7 56 Yes 2 50 63 N 2 ] LY 1 100 5 Yes| — —_ 58 —
J. loaais 7 14 27 M 6 o7 56 Yes 3 kY 68 M 9 2 4 M 5 40 55 M 5 40 8 M
Mecrill Park 11 45 27 Yes 5 -0 % M 3 33 63 M 3 o 4 N 3 67 5 Yeg| — — 58 -~
C. Miller 3 33 27 Yes 2 50 56 N 1 0 8 » 3 0 41 Mo 2 0 55 M 1 0 8 M
Jon Moore 14 6 27 Yeg 9 56 56 % z 0 68 N 4 25 41 ) 1 0 55 M 8 5 58 M

Horiey 3 1 27  Yes 3 0 % N 1 100 68 Yeg| — —_ 4 — 1 0 5 N | — —_ 58 -
X Rouse 19 16 27 M 11 A 56 Yes 10 KV 68 N 6 0 41 Yes 6 67 55 Yes 9 3 58 to
Salina 3 k] 27 Yes 2 0 % M 5 O 68 Yes 3 ] 4 N 1 0 55 Mo 3 100 38 Yes
Stoe 15 3 27 Yes 7 n 56 s 3 67 63 Y 6 1 4 %o 4 100 55  Yes 4 67 58 ‘s
Webber Ele. 14 3% 27 Yes 9 67 % Yes| Ul ® 8 ws| 8 38 4 N 12 5 55 Mo 9 56 8 M
Zilsaukee —_ —_— 2] —| - — % =} — _— ) —| — —_ a4 —| — — 5 - | 0 58
TOTAL 165 36 27 Yas (113 59 55 Yes| 79 57 a8 N n 21 a N 60 Q2 5 M n 39 8 M

“Objective 33 appl les only to grale one ad Cbjective 36 is applicable to grades two thragh six,
HSace Bilingual/itigrant peogran participmts will equal or exceed-district-wide [988-89 mstery levels per grale ievel.
Q
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TASLE E.2. FENCENK (F 1969-30 STATE BILINGIALAMIGMMY STUIENTS BY BUCLOING AND GBAIK ATTAINING GBRECTI'E 37 INORIRETING RENTS
CAT JEATING OBJCTTVE AS OOMBARED TO 1988-89 DISTRICT-WIIE ATIADMENT CRITERION BER (RAIE IKWCL.*

i1 TIax134v

GRAIE | CRATE 2 GRAIE 3 GRALE 4 QAEE 5 GAIE 6
§% §% §% 5% 5% §%
BUILDING | Nmber 89-%0 88-89 T & |Nmber 89-90 38-89 T £ |Nmber 8990 8889 T £ |Nmber 69-90 8869 T |Muber 89-90 83-89 T & [Number 8990 8369 T &
Tested X X 3Z|Bsted X X SZlmsted X X SZimested X X SZ|Meted X 00X ST fmsted X X &2
X ¥} 5% 52 53 53
E. Bafllfe —_ = 2% —j— - #8 —|— - &8 —|— — % —]—= — 5 == - & —
Coul zer 4 25 26 W | 2 0 0 | 2 D B8 N | 2 0 S5 | 3 6 S %s| 2 0 & N
Eoerson 1 0 2 N |10 D O Yes| & 0D B b | 5 25 %5 1 0 51 2 0 6 b
Fuerbringer 10 ] 26 Yes 8 88 0 Yes 4 5 63 ¥s 1 0 56 M 2 0 51 N | — —_— 68 —
Nelle Hiley 7 29 26 Ys| 4 B 6 Yes| 6 6 6 Ys| 6 17 56 Hw | 3 B S M| I 10 6 Yes
Hoedley _ - % -} - &0 —]—- — &8 —]— - % —-|—- - 8§ —|— - g —
Heaverz ich 2 0 26 Ys| 2 100 O Ys|] 3 3B B w|— — 5% —[ 1 10 S Ys]| 1 10 6 tes
terig 12 S0 26 Yes| 6 67 60 %s| 2 10 6 s | 2 0 5 W | 2 0 SI M| 3 B & b
tughton 6 17 26 N | 6 6 O Yes| 2 10 & Yes| ! 10 % Yes| 1 10 S Yes| 3 0 &
o deram 13 38 6% s | 7 % 0 Yes| 3 10 6 Y| 3 0 5 N | 3 61 S1 Yes| 8 I3 61 Mo
Jones 3 0 z» b |— — @ —| & % & w| 3 0 % N | 3 0 51 % | & 0 60 D
Kanpton 4 0 26 Ws| & D O M| 2 10 6 Yes| 4 0 5% b|— — 8 —j] 1 0 &
Lorgfellos 4 25 2% b 7 43 @ | 6 N &8 | 6 8 % M| S 25 SI M| 4 10 6 ‘s
longstcet — — % —{ 3 B @O Wb| 2 0 & M| 2 0 S | ! 10 S %sfj— — & —
J. lomis 7 4 2% ®| 6 N O | 3 B A ]| 9 0 % Ho| S 4 S | 5 4 6 »
tecril] Park 1 18 26 Ho| > © @ | 3 B B8 B} I B %5 W] 3 10 51 ¥g|— — & —
C. Miller 3 03B 2% Yes| 2 9N O | I 10 8 Yes| 3 0 % N | 2 0 51 1100 61 Yes
Jbh Hore 14 0 26 Y%s| 9 B 0O M| 2 0 & w» | & 0 5 M| 1 0 SI ] 8 25 & M
Morley 3 10 26 Yes| 3 0 O b 1 10 68 Ys|{— — » —]| 1 0 S8 b |— — & —
L Pous 19 26 26 Yes| 1l B 0 %s| 10 © 68 | 6 3 5% | 6 B S %s| 9 4 6 b
Salina 3038 2% Ys| 2 0 O M| S 10 6 Ys| 3 0 % ® 1 10 SI Yesf 3 67 61 Yes
Stone 15 33 26 Ys| 7 57 6 M| 3 10 63 ¥s| 6 17 S5 | 4 10 S Ys| & 10 6 e
Webber Ele. LW 29 26 Yes| 9 %5 @ N | 1 N &8 Yes| 8 3 % % |12 B S8 | 9 B 6 Yeu
Ulukee —_ - % == - 0 —]— — 8 —|— = % —|= = a =1 0 & b
TOTAL 165 32 26 Yes{1I3 59 @ N |79 6 @ Yes| 7 3 % | ® 4 SI | n 9 6 b

%tate Bilingwl/Migrant progras mrtici{pnts w1l eqnl or exceed district-wide 198(-89 mertery levels per grade.
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APFENOLX B

THIEEJ. PERCEN OF 1989-90 STATE BILINGIALACIGMME STOXENTS BY BOILDING AND (RATR ATTAINING (SJECTISE 39 WRITTNG THDENIGEES
CAT READING ORIECTTVE AS COUMEED TO 153839 DISIRICT-WID! ATIAINGENC CRITIRION BR (BAIR LE\KL,#

CRAIE 1 GRAIE 2 QRAIE 3 F RAE 4 GRAIE 5 F QRAIE 6
S3 53 §S §S §% 8%
89-90 8389 T z Nmber 8950 8389 T z Nmber 89-90 88-89 Is Rmber 8950 83-49 t‘:‘ Nmber 89-90 8889 T : Nmber 85-90 8589 T z
X X Ez Tested X X 5; Tested X X §1; sted X X :'fz Tegted X X :?:z ‘ated X b 4 5;
s O = O O | ] %] e U
€ =l [ (814 D o O o L «
E. millie -_— —_— _— _— - —_— —_— —— —_— = == — _— 28 —f — —_ 40 —_—] — —_— 37 —_—
Coulter —_— —_ —_ —_— —_ —_— _— — —_— m— e 2 100 28 Yes 3 67 40 Xes 2 0 37 No
Eoerson —_— —_— — —] — T B _— = — ) 25 28 M 1 0 L » 2 0 37 Yes
Puerbr inger — = = == = = == = = —] 0 28 to| 2 0 4 H|— — ¥ —
Nelle taley —_— -_— _ ==} - —_ —_ —_1 - _— — - 6 ol 28 Yes 3 3 N d 3 D 37 Yes
undley _ = = == = — =] = = = = B == = ) == - 3 - =
eavenrich —_— _— = —] - _— = =] — —_— e = —— —_ 28 — 1 100 40 Yes 1 100 37 VYes
lerig — _— —_ | — —_ —_ — — — —_— — 2 0 28 tb 2 50 40 Ea 3 33 37 to g
w lbughton —_— —_— = | — —_ — — — —_— e 1 100 28 Yes 1 0 O N 3 0 37 N %]
> Jerome -_— —_ —_ —_—] - —_ —_ — — —_ — — 3 67 28 s 3 0 0 b 8 13 37 tb
Jones — = = == = e, =] - = = ] 3 D 28 | 3 0 W ]| 4 5 37 Yes W
Kovpton —_ —_ —_ —_—— —_ —_— =] —_- _— = e— 4 25 28 b | — — L) —_— 1 0 37 to
lorgfellow —_— _— = —] — —_  — = - _— — — 6 67 28 Yes 5 25 O M & 0 37 N
Logstreet - = = == = = == = = =] 2 0 28 M| I 10 40 Y| — — 3} —
J. loais -_ _— == =] — —_ == e | — —_— 9 11 28 M S 0 0 N 5 0 37 D
Mercill Park -_— —_— —_— =] — _— == —_— - _— — — 3 67 28 Yes 3 100 0 Ys| — —_ k1 —
C. Mller — ~- —_— -_— —- —_— —_— — -_— — e 3 0 28 N 2 0 40 tb 1 100 37 Yes
John Moore — -_— —_— | - -_— == =] — —_— — — 4 75 28 Y 1 0 & to 8 13 37
Morley _ = = == = -~ —= = = == = 2 —| 1 0 | — — 37 —
L Rouse -_— _— e — | — _ == =] — _— — — 6 67 28 ¥s 6 67 Yeg 9 3 37 M
Salina — —_— —_ —_— — -_ —_ —_—— —_— — = 3 0 23 o 1 100 0 Yes 3 13 37 »D
Stone — —_— -_ - — _ _— =] - p— m— — 6 100 28 Yes 4 25 40 o 4 3 37 tb
Webber Ele, — —_— = | - _ = =] — — — e 8 50 28 Yes 12 2% 0 N 9 3 37
Zilwukee -_ —_— _ adl S -_ — —_— -— — —t — 28 —_ - - ) —_— i 0 37 o
Total — _— = — | - e T —_— —| 7 46 28 Yes} @ 2 LD b n 26 37
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Stzte Bllingual/Migrant progras mrticipants Wil equal or exceed districtwide 1968-89 mastery levels per grale.
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