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CHAPTER 1
OVERVIEW

o

From the Fall of 1971 to qpring of 1972, the Evaluation
staff from Component V cooperated with the District Research staff in
collecting data for product report determining how well the desegregation
in San Francisco elementary schools was succeeding. The product evalua-
tion strategy for this EfAP report is based on the Western Regional
Desegregation Project. The product evaluation extends beyond the ESAP
program and encompasses data from those individuals that may or may not
have been reached by the special ESAP functions.

A number of test instruments were used. They included
standardized achievement  tests, psychological and sociological instru-
ments and survey instruments. 'The tests originated from various sources.
These included the San Francisco Unified. School District evaluation staff s
the Western Regional Desegregation Project, the Institute of Human Develop-
ment, U. C. Berkeley, California, and test publishers.

The evaluation addresses itself to the following three
goals: ' - )

° Goal 1: Educational Impact (Chapter 2) -~ To assess
the academic performance of pupils in the
- San Francisco elementary schools through the
desegregation/integration program,

Goal 2: Affective Impact (Chapter 3) - To assess pos=-

' itive feelings and attitudes in San Francisco

elementary schools through the desegregation/
integration program,

Goal 3: Structural Aspects (Chapter 4) - To assess
the structural aspects (ethnic balance,
attendance, etc._) of the San Francisco elemen-
tary schools through the desegregation/
integration program.

The following consists of abstracts for each of the
objectives found under each of the three goals.

ABSTRACT :
CHAPTER 2 - EDUCATIONAL IMPACT
OBJECTIVE #1

Objective. To assess the level of achievement in read-
ing for San Francisco's elementary public school children.

Procedure. To answer the evaluation question "What 1s the
status of reading in the San Francisco public schcols at the end of the

1€
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first year of desegregation/integration?", standardized tests of achieve-
ment were administered to:second and sixth grade studénts. The Coopera-
tive Primary Test was administered to 5790 second grade students, and

the California Test of Basic Skills was. administered to 5482 sixth grade
students in May 1972.. These scores were compared to-May 1971 test results
for the total District as well as for each of the seven zones. Scores
are also.reported by selected populations‘including ethnic groups, bused
and nonbused students, those using JHoffman reading equipment and those
not. ’

Findings. The end of the first year test results are to be
considered baseline data against which scores for subsequent years may be
compared. District wide, grade two students achieved a median ‘grade equiv-
alent score’of 2.5, although the national norm was 2.8 at the time of the

May 1972 testing.. Examination of results between the May 1971 and May
1972 test periods revealed second grade students made seven months '
growth in one school year (i.e., ten months). Grade six students -
achieved a median score of 5.6, although the national.norm was 6.8 at

the -time of the May 1972 testing. Examination of results between the
"October 1971 and May 1972 test periods showed sixth grade students making
month-for-month growth gains.

) When. the results were examined by Zone, it was found that
Zone I, which had been desegregated for two yeare, ranked one in the
District and exceeded the national norm at the second grade. In addition,
one other Zone in the District also equalled the national norm. - At the
sixth grade, Zone I also ranked first in reading scores, however three
additional Zones also exceeded the District median grade equivalent,

When examining the five ethnic groups with the largest
number of -pupils, the following ranking (from high to low) occurred on
grade two reading scores: Other White, Chinese, Filipino, Spanish- -
speaking, and Black. Although data was reported for Japanese, Other Non-
White, Korean and American Indian, the numbers were too small to be a
meaningful part of this ranking. The District median grade equivalent
score value‘for all groups was 2.5, while the values for each of the nine -
ethnic groups reported ranged from 2.1 to 3.7: IR o

When examining the sixth grade reading scores, the ethmic
group rankings remain the same, however the District median grade equiv-
alent was 5.6 for the nine groups with the values for each of the ethnic
groups ranging from 4.6 to 7.5. s

Examination of sub-groups revealed that District-wide, non-
bused students scored slightly higher on the May 1972 test, while results
from each of the various Zones were mixed. Sccres for students using
Hoffman reading equipment are ambiguous, with users averaging slightly
_higher scores District-wide but scoring lower in the two Zones that used
Hoffman ‘the most. R

. ..: vy
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ABSTRACT
CHAPTER 2 ~ EDUCATIONAL IMPACT
OBJECTIVE #2

Objective. To assess the level of-achievement in arith-
metic for San Francisco's elementary public school children. .

. Procedure. To answer the evaluation question "What is the
status of arithmetic in the San Francisco public schools at the end of
the first year of desegregation/integration?", a standardized test of
arithmetic achievement, the California Test of Basic Skills, was admin-
istered to 5436 sixth grade students in May 1972. These scores were
compared to. October 1971 test results for the District as well as each
of the ‘'seven Zones. Scores are also reported by selected populations,
including ethnic groups, and bused and nonbused students. .

. Findings. The end of the first year test results are to
be considered baseline data against which- scores for subsequent years
may be compared. District-wide, grade six students achieved a median.
grade equivalent score of 5.9 on the May 1972 test, although the national
norm is 6.8. Students, however, made month~for-month growth between the
. October 1971 and May 1972 test periods.

, olaia .*

When the results were examined by Zone, it was found that
) Zone I, which had been desegregated for two years, ranked #1. in the Dis-
{i trict. Three other Zones in the District also exceeded the District
- median grade equivalent. :

, : When examining the five ethnic groups with the largest num-
Do —-ber of pupils, the following ranking from high to low occurred in grade six
. arithmetic achievement: Chirese, Other White, Filipino, Spanish-surname and
Blacks. Although data was reported for Japanese, Other Non-Whites, Koreans
and American Indians their numbers were too small to be a meaningful part of
this ranking. The District median score value for all groups was 5.9; how-
ever, the values for each of the nine ethnic groups reported ranged from

! 4.9 to 7.7.

P ABSTRACT
| - CHAPTER 2 - EDUCATIONAL IMPACT
OBJECTIVE #3 -

- Objective, To gather, analyze, and interpret baseline data
- indicating the level of social studies skills for San Francisco's elemen-
tary public school children. )

Procedure. To answer the evaluation question "What is the
; level of-social studies skills for San Francisco school children at the
; beginning of the first year of desegregation/integration?"”, in December
1971 the Primary Social Studies Test (constructed to sample students'
, understanding of social studies content commonly taught in grades 1, 2
f ~and 3) was administered to a quota sampling of third graders (N=711) and

18
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the Sequential Test of Educational Progress - Social Studies (constructed
- to assess skills of organizing; interpreting, and evaluation information)
was administered to a quota sampling of sixth graders (N=743).

'
o f

Findings. San Francisco Unified School District's third
grade pupils scored significantly lower than national norms, though con-
sidering that the norm population varied considerably in socio-economic
background and geographic location from the San Francisco Unified School
District's urban population, San Francisco Unified School District's
third graders do not appear to be grossly deficient in social studies
skills. San Francisco Unified School District's sixth graders also
scored significantly lower on the sixth grade test when compared to :
national norms. The skewed score distribution for the sixth graders g

T suggests that while social studies content must of necesSity.vary; perhaps :

attainment of specific skills for the intermediate graders should be
standardized.

r——

——————

ABSTRACT R
CHAPTER 2 - EDUCATIONAL IMPACT
OBJECTIVE #4

Objective. To assess possible sources of information where
San Francisco Unified School District children may have gained knowledge )
about people of other backgrounds, and the amount of interest students i
possessed in acquiring such knowledge. : '

Procedure. To answer the evaluation questions "Where do
San Francisco ‘Unified School District pupils get their information about ,
other people? How much time do pupils think they spend learning about® .
others? How much interest do pupils think they have in learning about
others, and does the process of desegrega*icn have any effect on these
areas over time?", a questionnaire was devised and administered to a

sample of third (N=711) and sixth (N=743) grade students in both December
1971 and May 1972.

"Findings. At both testing times for both third and sixth
graders, teachers were ranked as the most important source of information
about other people (races and nationalities different from the students).
Seventy-six percent of the third graders responded in December 1971 that
they either "sometimes" or 'often" spent time learning about other people
oo - as compared to 777 in May 1972. Seventy-eight percent of the sixth graders
responded in December 1971 that they either "sometimes" or "often" spent
time learning about other people as compared to 73% in May 1972. Seventy-
five percent of the third graders responded in December 1971 that they i
either "sometimes" or "very often" were interested in learning about other
people as compared to 67% in May 1972. At the sixth grade level, 86%
selected these categories in December 1971 while 897% selected them in :
May 1972. These figures evidence a high amount of interest and time spent E
in learning about people of other backgrounds, aithough there. was some
fluctuation over time.




ABSTRACT-
CHAPTER 2 - EDUCATIONAL IMPACY
OBJECTIVE #5

: Objective. To assess pupils' ethnocentrism in the San |
Francisco Unified School District. :

Procedure. To answer the evaluation questions "What amount
of ethnocentrism do San Francisco Unified School District pupils have?
Does the amount change after one year of attending desegregated schools?",
questionnaires revealing undemocratic opinions and attitudes which could
lead to ethnic prejudices were administered to a quota sampling of third
graders (N=711) and sixth graders (N=743) in December 1971 and May 1972.

Findings. Third graders showed no change in direction from
December 1971 to May 1972. The majority of third grade students reported
"medium" ethnocentrism at both testing times. At the sixth grade level,
the majority of students reported "medium" ethnocentrism in December 1971
while in May 1972 the majority of sixth grade students reported low ethno-
centrism. At the sixth grade there was a 14% increase between December
1971 and May 1972 in those reporting "low" ethnocentrism.

. ABSTRACT
CHAPTER 2 - EDUCATIONAL IMPACT
OBJECTIVE #6 '

Objective. To measure the school system's supportive role
in facilitating desegregation by disseminating multi-ethnic informati.on
to San Francisco Unified School District teachers.

] .

Procedure. A teacher questionnaire was distributed to alla

third and sixth grade teachers in the San Francisco Unified School Dig~
trict (N=412) for the collection of data on: :

1) the availability, use, and quality of multi-ethnic
materials;

2) class activities oriented toward multi-ethnic awvare-
ness

3) teacher's opinions,ébout curriculum changes for
multi-ethnic development.

Findings. Analysis of the data showed that for the imgle~-
mentation of desegregation/integration, the District provided only half
of the'multi-ethnic materials that were available to teachers, with the
other half being provided by the teachers themselves. In rating quality
aspects of the multi-ethnic materials on a five point rating scale, the
teachers gave the materials only a moderate rating in the areas of grade

level'feadability, interest and relevancy, and multi-curriculum applica-
bility. ‘ :
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areas in which there was the greatest
ials appropriate for the primary grades."

'.Half of the teacheré feel th
desegregation curriculum changes should b

€ made for one or more of the
following reasons: _ R

Pt

1) to individualize the'instrugtional %rogram;

2) to update the existing curriculuﬁ;

3) to meet the need for.multi—éultural understanding.

_ The teachers expreqsed a need for District déveloped and
disseminated directories

of 1) mqlti-ethnic}people, 2) multi-ethnic
curriculum materials, and 3) mulﬁi-ethnic related field trips for use
to facilitate.multi-cultural understanding and appreciation.

at in the implementatiogﬂgf,w~"”’

|
ABSTRACT
'CHAPTER 3 -/AFFECTIVE IMPACT
os/lmcnvn "

Objectivé}A To assess pupils' self-concept in the SFUSD.

- Procedure. To answer the evaluation question "Have- the
feelings and attitudes of students about themselves, their peers and

school .changed during the 1971-72 school year?", a test of self-concept
was administered to a sample of third and sixth grade students during

two test periods. The first testing occurred in December 1971 (N=1288
students), and the retest in May 1972 (N=728 students)..‘ Co

_ Findings. Results of the test-retest were compared to
assess possible changes in self-concept. Preliminary findings indicate
. that third grade stulents showad statistically significant increases

When  examined by ethnic group, self-concept increased for
third grade minority children of Black, Other Non-White and Asian origin,
These shifts were statistically significant. Self-concept decreased for

Spanish-surname students at this grade level, and remained about the same
between testings for White children.

At the sixth grade all children, regardless of ethnic back-
ground, reported more negative self-concept scores on the retest. How-

ever, the only Statistically significant shift was reported for studentg
of Spanish-surname,

e Yooy
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Preliminary results by factors of activity, potency, and
evaluation were also reported, although no tests of significance were
made. Results by total groups showed increases between test periods
for third graders on each factor, with the greatest increase occurring
on the activity factor. Decreases on each factor.were reported for sixth

- graders with the largest decrease .occurring on the evaluation fictor. -

However, when examined by ethnic group and grade, not all groups followed
the pattern of the total group."Notablefexamples of this were third
grade decreases for students of Spanish-surname on factors of potency

and evaluation, reported increases for sixth grade Black and Asian stu-
dents on the activity factor and scores for sixth grade White students

on the evaluation factor which remained essentially the same between
testings., ) v

ABSTRACT .
CHAPTER 3 - AFFECTIVE IMPACT
OBJECTIVE #2

Objective. To assess cross-cultural student interaction
patterns in the San Francisco Unified School District. :

Procedure. To answer the evaluation question "Have the social
interaction patterns of students changed during the first year of the .
desegregation/integration program?", a sociometric questionnaire was
administered to a sample of third and sixth grade classes during two test
periods. The first testing occurred in December 1971 (N=60 classes) and
the retest in May 1972 (N=53 classes).

Findings. Results of the. test-retest were compared to
assess possible changes in student interaction patterns over time. Pre-
liminary analysis investigated patterns of association within ethnic
groups. Statistically significant findings at the third grade revealed
that Black, Asian and Other Non-White studerts selected peers from their

own ethnic group less often and by inference members of other groups more

often on the retest than on the first administration of the test in Decem-
ber 1971. o :

At the sixth grade level patterns of White, Black and Asian
students also revealed selection of members of other ethnic groups more
often on the retest. These findings were statistically significant.

The direction of change in patterns of association for stu-
dents of other ethnic groups, although statistically non-significant,
are also interesting. On the retest, third grade White students and
sixth grade Other Non-White students revealed more open patterns of associa-
tion by selecting members of other ethnic groups more often than Black
and Asian students. Students of Spanish-surname were the only group who
either did not change their patterns of association between testings
or made a negative shift by selecting peers from their own ethnic group
more often on the retest. :

T35y
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ABSTRACT
CHAPTER 3 - AFFECTIVE IMPACT
OBJECTIVE #3

-

g . Objective. To assess parental involvement and attitu- ‘- -
dinal support for desegregation/integration in the SFUSD.

Procedure. A Parent Survey was developed to answer the
evaluation. question "Have attitudes toward desegregation/integration,
changed during the 1971-72 school year?" The Survey was administered !
in both December 1971 (N=5,000) and May 1972 (N=4,477).

In addition, available pafent/teacher conference data was
analyzed to answer the question "Has the degree of parental involvement 3
in the school community changed during the 1971-72 school year?"

Findings. A comparison of parent group responses between
the test.and retest was made. Statistically significant positive changes
in parent attitudes during the school .year were reported in the following
areas: anticipated problems of student behavior in class or on the
playground, desegregation exacerbating tensions between ethnic groups, students
establishing friendships and participating in social activities, problems
school staff might have in teaching classes, feelings of isolation from
the school, and the friendliness of teachers.

Areas where parental attitudes became more negative to a
significant degree during the first year of desegregation were the follow-
ing: problems associated with participation in after school activities,
desegregation beginning as early as possible in a child's school career,
and reaction to the desegregation plan itself.

: The retest data was analyzed by sub-group, and provides a
profile of parent attitudes within groups. - A response pattern emerged
for all questions on the survey that revealed the polarization of Black
and Chinese parent attitudes, with Black parents displaying the most
positive attitudes and Chinese parents the most negative. White parents
often agreed with Chinese parents, although not to the same degree, while
Spanish-surname parents usually selected moderate response categories}

The retest also revealed rather surprising differences
between parents of bused and nonbused students. Parents of bused stu-
dents revealed more positive attitudes in areas that directly affected
their children such as safety, friendships, and after schocl activities
than did parents of nonbused students.

A final question on the May 1972 survey asked parents to

. "grade" the overall desegregation/integration effort for the year.
Responses to this question may give = comprehensive appraisal of paren-
tal attitudes at the end of the first year. Of the total group of par-

ents regponding to this question (N=4,027) 27.2% assigned "grades" of
either Very Good or Good to the desegregation/integration effort. Thirty-
six and six tenths percent (36.6%) assigned a "grade' of Satisfactory,

porrmag
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while 35.9% judged the desegregation/integration effort as Unsatisfactory
or Failed. ’ o ' ' S

Analysis of parent/teacher conference data revealed an
overall increase in the number of students represented by parents at con-
ferences held in January 1972 (post—desegregation)\as compared to confer- .
ences held in March 1971 (pre—desegregation). A leveling off process took
place by the succeeding post-desegregation conference period in April
1972. These findirgs coupled with parent .responses to questions of feel-
ings of isolation from the school site on the parent survey, and data
reporting the establishment of and participation in Zone Councils was

. supportive evidence of active parent involvement during the 1971-72 school

year.

. ABSTRACT
CHAPTER 3 - AFFECTIVE IMPACT
OBJECTIVE #4

) Objective. To assess school staff attitudes towards the
‘desegregation/integration program in the San Francisco Unified School District.

Procedure.” To answer the evaluation question "Has the
implementation of the desegregation/integration plans changed teachers'
attitudes toward desegregation?", a Teacher Opinion Survey assessing
general attitudes towards desegregation/integration and toward four
major ethnic groups was distributed to all third and sixth grade teachers
(N=424) in December 1971 and (with minor modifications) May 1972.

Findings. On both the first testing and retest 93% of the
respondents were at least somewhat satisfied with their assignments

indicating that a year of the desegregation/integration program had a
negligible effect on this level of satisfaction. On both the first test.
and retest most teachers felt that new staff members were well received
at the school, desegregation did not create polarization among staff mem-
bers, and parents' contact decreased but not by the figures teachers
anticipated. Most of "the teachers also indicated they agreed with these
statements: standards of behavior and discipline should be the same for.
all children and each child's academic achievement should be graded by
the extent to which he is'performing to his ability, indicating that
teachers allowed for more individual differences in academic standards

as opposed to behavior, and that there was a tendency toward greater
acceptance of individualization. ' '

When asked to iidicate their attitudes toward four major
ethnic groups, teachers gave a distinctive shape to each ethnic group

profile indicating that they do have different attitudes about different
ethnic ‘groups.

’




, " ABSTRACT
CHAPTER 3 - AFFECTIVE IMPACT
OBJECTIVE  #5

Cbjective. To zssess the.éttitudes of elementary school
adininistrators toward the desegregation/integration program in the SFUSD.

|
I
|
!

Procedure. To answer thé evaluation question "What are
the attitudes of elementary school administrators toward the desegrega-
tion/integration program of the San Francisco Unified School District?",
a questionnaire assessing such attitudes was submitted to all elementary
school administrators (N=110) during May 1972. '

e |
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Findings. The most positizre responses were related t¢o ques-

tions concerning grade level organization, ethnic tensions, equalized .
qualicy. education, teacher morale, and parental attitudes toward busing. ’
. The ‘most negative responses dealt with the questions of teacher difficulty
in teaching in a desegregated situation, comunity participation and-
community involvement in the grade level reorganization plan. Zcne I
administrators, in the second year of desegregation/integration, possessed
the most positive attitudes. toward the desegregation/integration program.

. Paraprofessionals, supplies, equipment, and counseling services were

- mentioned most often as factors promoting quality education in the schools.
Several administrators indicated that the educational environment had im-
proved since desegregation/integration. ' -
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ABSTRACT
CHAPTER 4 - STRUCTURAL ASPECTS
OBJECTIVE #1

Tempwre

Objecfive. To assess in each SFUSD school the ethnic student )
- balance as compared to the ethnic. composition designated by state guidelines. i

Procedure. To answer the evaluation questions "During the !
first year of the desegregation/integration program did all the elemen-

tary school ethric enrollments achieve ethnic balance within state guide-~

lines? Similarly, did the seven elementary Zones likewise achieve ethnic i
balance?", the elementary schools' pupil ethnic enrollments of Fall 1971 |
(post-desegregation) were compared to ethnic counts of Fall 1970 ‘(pre-.
desegregation). ' :

Findings. Among individual schools substantial progress
~in creating an ethnic balance was achieved, particularly in Zones V and
"VII and II and IV. Zone I had already effectively implemented a desegre-

gation/integration plan in 1970-1971. Zones III and VI, while making

progress, lagged behind the other Zones in achieving wide-scale desegre-
gation. ,
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. and in the elementary schools as a whole for the
- to.the previous year. While the results are larg

" in every third (N=5277) and sixth (N=

. during their second and fifth grades,

: ABSTRACT o
CHAPTER 4 ~ STRUCTURAL ASPECTS ‘
OBJECTIVE #2 S °

[

- Objective. To assess in each SFUSD school the staff ethnic bq;ancé.
Procedure. To answer the evaluation question "During the -
first year of the desegregation/integration program have the faculties
“of the individual -elementary schools and the seven Zones reflected the
~ elementary schools' certificated ethnic averages (for the San Francisco
Unified School District)?", reports recording ethnic em
cated personnel for each San Francisco Unified School D
were compared between October 1970 and December 1971.

.

ployment of certifi-
istrict school 7
| 7
. Findings. . Among certificated employees, :the percent of
Other Whites declined 5% while the percents in all other ethnic groups, _
.-excepting Korean and American Indian whose numbers are negligible, rose between
" +2% and .8%. The 112 "Unknowns" during 1971-72 'were almost all new’ .
employees and because of the school district's affirmative action policy.
it is Probably .safe to assume that at least half of]these would fall -
into ethnic groups' other than Other White.

_ The ratio of Other White to all othet{cértificated\edplpyeed
showed increases in tne percents of "All Other" employees in all Zénes
year. 1971-72 as’ compared . |
ely” jodgemental, certain
the effec;ivéness.of'the attempt to

of the elementary. schools. Almost
ies made positive changes moving toward

e of the elementary 'school totals.

generalizations can be made as to
desegregate“the,certificated staff
three~fourths of the school facult

ethnic averages approximating thos

ABSTRACT
CHAPTER 4 -~ STRUCTURAL ASPECTS
OBJECTIVE #3

' Objec;ive. To asgegs'thé attendance of pupils in the SFUSD.

Procedure.

. To answer the evaluatibn-queétion'"ﬁhring the
first year of the desegreg

ation/integration Program was there less absen-
‘teeism (as compared to the previous year) due to illness and reasons .

other than illness?", a longitudinal attendance study was undertaken for .: -
third and sixth grade students only. A 20% random sampling of students '
5890) grade class' in the city was
ack to the schools they attended
respectively, during the 1970-71
for the two years
72 (after desegre-

obtained. These pupils were traced b

school year. Records were made of their absenteeism

1970-71 (before desegregation/iﬁtégrétion)'and 1971-
gation/integration).




- particularly in Zones I, V, VI, and VII, with a decrease in absenteeism
. for both bused and nonbused -pupils. .. Asians had better attendance than -

- school but a slight increase of .3 days for bused pupils. Zones IV and VI °

e
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Findings. For the third_ grade there was an over_-fa'll increase L
in the average number of days absent (0.8 days), with bused pupils accounting -
for an inérease of 2.1 days while nonbused decreased by 0;5_ days. A marked. I
decrease in absenteeism occurred for Black ‘pupils who walked to school,
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other ethnic groups. Sixth graders had an bvéf-#'all"incrgase__ip average
number of days absent (0.9 days), with -bused pupils accounting for an _
increase of 1.6 days and nonbused an increase of 0.2 days.' There was a sig- o
nificant decrease of 2.0 days absenteeism for Black pupils"who walked to -

had a decrease in absenteeism for both bused and nonbused Black pupils,
Again, Asians had better attendance than other ethnic‘groups.
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ABSTRACT :
CHAPTER 4 - STRUCTURAL ASPECTS : ) |
. OBJECTIVE #4 = - .. o - ' } o

Oljective, To asseés the attendance of pupils through . )
utilization of suspensions in the San Francisco Unified School District. o

~ .

2
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Procedure. To answer the evaluation question - "Durifg the
first year of the desegregation/integration program, was there a reduction
(in comparison to the previous year) in the number of suspensions of pupils?”,
only the suspensions for grades three and six were considered. The sus-
pensions for the entire District and Zone I (in its second year of desegre-

gation/integration) for grades 3.and 6 of each ethnic group’ are compared
for 1970-71 and 1971-72. S ’
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', Findings. For~the third grade, although the total enrollment
for the District .decreased, the number of suspensions increased (a 13%
:}ncrease)-. All ethnic groups, except Spanish-speaking/surname; showed : _
an increase in the number ,of suspensions with the Other White group having A
the largest increase. _In’ the sixth grade, all ethnic groups except Asian ' l
showed an increase in the number of suspensions (a 61% increase). - The
Black group had the greatest percentage increase. In Zone I third grade,
the Black group suspensions decreased, particularly nonbused pupils (the "X
enrollment increased). There were no suspensions during the two year )
period for Asians or Other Non-Whites in Zone I. The total number of suspen-
sions for all groups decreased in this Zone. For the sixth grade in Zone :
I, while there was a slight decrease in .enrollment for Other White pupils, _ \
there was a slight increase in suspénsions, with bused pupils accounting : -

‘for most of ‘the increases. In the Black group there was an increase in

the number of suspensions, and only a slight increase|in the population, ' !
Bused pupils accounted for almost all of the 'suspensiions. In the other

ethnic groups there were very few suspensions. Looking at the totals,

while enrollment increased by 19 pupils, suspensions /:Ln‘creased by 76. : i
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in-order to conserve time and expense devoted to testing and to take full
.advantage of the existing State mandated ‘testing program.

. CHAPTER .2
EDUCATIONAL IMPACT

GOAL
TO ASSESS THE ACADEMIC PERFORMANCE OF PUPILS IN
THE SAN FRANCISCO ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS THROUGH THE

DESEGREGATION/INTEGRATION PROGRAM C

OBJECTIVE #1

To assess the level of achievement in reading
for San Francisco's elementary public school children.

EVALUATION QUESTION

4

. ‘What” is the status of reading in the Sun Francisco public
schools at.the end of the first year of desegregation/integration?

It is expected that as an outgrowth of the desegregation/ .
int:egrat::l.on1 program the academic level of the students may be improved. . .
One is initially tempted to ask what kind of impa:t D/I has had; how-
ever, it is judged that because D/I was so hurri: "y planned and imple-
mented, it would be grossly premature to attempt to assess its impact upon
academic achievement after only a short year's “ime. This report, there- _
fore, is focused upon presenting some facts ani figures which may be taken
as, baseline data against which reading achievement ‘'may be compared in the
next year or two, although some pre- and 1.\ost:-t:esmt:2 (2nd grade) and test-

retest (6th'grade) data are reported for the first year of D/I

Test results can assist in the evaluation of the effe_ctivé-

.ness of instruction provided they are used wisely and not used as the sole

basis for this purpose. Many factors, over and above the quality of instruc— A
tion, such as attendance, home environment, past educatiocnal experience, o - T

school morale, community support, school plant, etc., can influence the
performance of students on tests. ' :

, While test scores have limitations as measures of academic L,
growth, they are nevertheless the only form of objective information that =
is common to all ‘schools. This report, therefore, restricts its scope to N
the representation of reading test scores for grades two and six. These two
grades were chosen because they were judged to be representative grades of
the primary and intermediate levels of instruction. They were also chosen.

e

{

lreferred to in the fo_llov')zing report as D/I

,zi)fe- and post-tests in that the pre-tests were administered before
citywide desegregation ' s

3Eet-retest in that the first testing was administered after city-~
wide desegregation T - -

o
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zones,

sixth grade.

For grade two,
are first reported, followed

scores and median. months of

° PROCEDURES

For both the second and sixth grades, reading scores are re-
ported for the school district, as a whole, as well as for each of the seven
In addition, scores are reported by selected populations which in-
clude the different ethnic groups, bused and nonbused students, those who
used Hoffman reading equipment, and those who didn't. The Cooperative Primary
Test was administered to the second grade and the CTBS was administered to the

—— e e r— e L

May 1972 interquartile grade équivalent- scores
by a comparison’of May 1972 and May 1971 median

gain of pupils for whom we have both 1971 (pre-test)
grade one and 1972 (post-test) grade two test scores.

For grade six, May 1972

interquartile grade equivalent scores are also reported, followed'by a_compari-
son of May 1972 and October 1971 median Scores and median months of gain of

pupils for whom we have both test-retest scores.

It should be pointed out

.

that all comparisons /’are not based on matchediscores of individual pupils but
rather on unmatched group scores. ’ :

/ /

/ ' DATA REPORTING AND ANALYSLS
'I; e

following tables summarize reading grade equivalent test

scores for grade two:

-

Exhibit.2.101
Exhibit 2.102

- Exhibit 2.103

Exhibit 2/105

FAV " . Exhibit 2,106

; 1 : .

y  Exhibit 21107
/ A | " Exhibit 2.108
Exhibit 2.109

. .- .Exhibit 2,110

* Summary

Exhibit 2,104

A}

District and Zones, May '72 Interquartile
. .

District and Zonmes, Medians for Pre-and
Post-Test and Gains : )

Selecter Populations, District;, May '72

. Interquartile Summary

Selected Populations, Distfict,‘ Mediahs
for Pre-and Post-Tests and Gains

Selected Populationé, Zone 1, May'72
Interquartile Summary . o

" Selected Populatipns,I Zone 1, Medians
- for Pre- and Post~Test and Gains

Selected Populations, Zone 2, May'72

~.Interquartile Summary

Sel’e\c‘é}:’ed' Populations, Zone 2, Medians
for Pre- and Post-Test and Gains’

Selected Populations, Zone 3, May '72

. Interquartile Summary

Selected Populations; Zone 3, Medians

-for Pre- and Post~Test and Gains

e
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Exhibit 2.112

Exhibit 2.113

Exhibit 2.114

Exhibit 2.115

Exhibit 2,116

Exhibit 2.117

Exhibit 2.118

" The £ ollowing

Exhibit 2.119

Exhibit 2.120

 Exhibit 2.121

 Exhibit 2.122

Exhibit 2.123

Exhibit 2.124

"Exhibit 2.125

Exhibit 2,126

Exhibit 2.127

Exhibit 2.128

Exhibit 2.111

tables summarize reading test

- Selected Populations, Zone 4, May'72
Interquartile Suvunary

Selected Populations, Zone 4, Medians
for Pre- and "ost-Test and Gains

Selected. Populattcns Zone 5, May'72
Interquartile Summary

Selected Populations, zone 5, Medians
for Pre- and Post-Test and Gains

Selected Populations, Zone 6, May'72
Interquartile Summary '

Selected Populations, Zone 6, Medians
for Pre- and Post~Test and Gains

Selected Populations, Zone 7, May'72
Interquartile Summary

Selected Populations, Zomne - 7, Medians
for Pre- and Post-Test and Gains '

District and Zones May'72 Interquartile
Summary

District and Zones, Medians for Test-Retest
and Gains

Selected Populations, District, May'72
Interquartile Summary

,Selected Populations, District, “Medians

for Test-Retest and Gains

Selected Populations, Zone 1, May'72
Interquartile Summary '

Selected Populations, Zone 1, Medians for
Test-Retest and Gains h

Selected -Populations, Zone 2, 'ﬁay'72
Interquartile Summary

Selected Populations, Zone 2, Medians for
Test-._,Retest:; and Gains A

Selected Populations, Zone 3, May'72:

Interquart ile Summary

‘.Selected Populations, Zone 3, Medians

for Test—-Retest and Gains

30 o

scores for grede six:




Exhibit 2.129 . Selected Populations, Zone 4, May'72
.- Intermuartile Summary

Exhibit 2.130 ° Selected Populations, Zone 4, Medians for
Test-Retest and Gains

Exhibit 2.131 Selected Populations, Zone 5, May'72
' Interquartile Summary

Exhibit 2.132 Selected Populations, Zone 5, Medians for
Test-Retest and Gains < ' '

Exhibit 2..133' Selected Populations, Zone 6, May'72
' Interquartile Summary ¥

Exhibit 2.134 . Sel_e_‘ci:ed ‘Populations, Zone 6, Medians for
. Test-Retest and Gains

Exﬁibit-2.135 - Selected 'Populations, Zone 7, May'72
' Interquartile Summary '

"Exhibit 2.136_. Seléct’ed P'opulatibns, Zone 7, Medians for .
2 " for Test-Retest and Gains =~ - ‘

: Note that in the following tables there appear occasional blank
spaces. It is felt that no frequency distribution of scores is meaningful
when the number of students is less-than ten. Therefore, wherever t_pere are
fewer than ten students, scores are not reported. Also note that "Median
Gains" do not represent the differences between the two testing medians;
‘rather they show the median months of gain attained by the students for .

- whom we have both pre~ and post-test and test-retest data. ( )

Great caution must be observed while studying these test scores,
especiall}:_those for the various ethnic groups. One must constantly bear in
mind that there is a multitude of factors such as socio-economic status,

parents' educational background, -transiency, language and cultural differences,

etc., which'may have positive or negativef_influen’c'es upon test scores, factors
which are not available for study at this time. 'The gfeatest caution of all

is that one must. not make judgments about the ability levels of various ethnic

groups on the basis of these test scores. Rather, these scores may be taken
as indicators of areas of need in our educational emphasis. : )
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Exhibit 2,101

Grade Two Readiug
District and Zomes _
Interquartile Summary of Grade Equivalent Scores

e _ ‘ - ] May, 1972 |
- | ' T Median , B
: - 25th%11g _somzug : 75th¥ile Number Tested
TOTAL DISTRICT - 1.93 - 2.48 | ‘
g I' ___ZoNEl 2.13 2.90 3.63 - 88"
| gowe2 | 1.95 2.55 [ 340 656
20KE 3 1.84 230 0 | 290 1212
—— 1.88 | 2.1 | 3.0 -8
_Z0NE 5 , 1.90 2.52 " | .08 1209
__Z0NE § 2.5 | 2.80 3.70 528
nzoml | 1.91 | 2.5 . 3.2 500
~ Exhibit 2.102
- ‘ Grade Two Reéding
o District and Zones .
. Median (50% ile) G.E. Scores and Median Gains
" Median G. E ' Median G.E. ; Number for Whom
May 1972 Median Gain |Grade-1 Scores

: S 11 R _Crs . e i G:E, Were Avallable o,
TOTAL DISTRICI‘ . . : ‘ | o

. oI RICT ] 4 S Y G 3983 |
" ; ng 1 1 2.9 .87 | .90 594
L " Z0NE 2 2.55 - 1.84 70 387
zom:; T P 1.80 .66 714
JouE & 2 L o7 | er 665
’1 | ZONE5 Cadz | 77 a2 | e
ZONE € - 2.80 1.83 C .86 409 )

IZONE 2-52 1.77 - N _ 241 -
%’ - . = -




Exhibit 2.103

‘Grade ' Two. Reading

.Selected Populations - District

Interquartlle Summary of Grade Equivalent Scores

May, 1972
DR N . Median T Number
: | ___25th¥ile 50thZile T5th¥ile Tested
| ToTAL DISTRICT - 1.93 o248 3.25 . 5750
4 o T e e e
Spanish-Speaking/ _ .
Surname ©1.86 2.31 2.85 792
“Other White ' . . 7
2.18 . 2.87 3,71 1658 -
Black .
. 1.73 2i1h 2.73 1850
Chinese’ y ;
nese 2.13 2.7 ] a6 677
J | : )
apanese 2.90 3.65 .10 116
K .
orean 2.05 2,50 3.40 20
American Indian - 1.90 2,27 3,10 27
F l ) . .'. .
ilipino 2.13 2.63 %.20 478
Other: Non:-W_hit.e 2.08 ' 2.57 3.31 ..129
Bused '
use 1.87 2,140 3.16 2785
Non-}_Bus‘edo 2,01 2.56 3,30 2939
Hoffmen Used 2.17 3.00 3.66 406
Hoffiien Not Used - 1.92 2.6 3.19 5334

[
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Exhibit 2.104

- S Grade Two Reading .
‘ Selected Populations - District
Median (50% .ile) G.E. Scores and Median Gains

Number for Whonf
.1971 Scores
Were Available

| |zoraw orstarcr ‘ 218 1 1.8 O Th T 3983

. ‘ . : . Median G.E. |Medlan G.E. T
' o May 1972 May 1971 Median
_ Grade 2 Grade 1 Gain in G.E.

f‘ gﬁ;mni:}el-_Speakiqg/ 4 2,31 . 171 L oaT72 | 519
l‘ Other Wnite | -2.57 | 1.8 -  :85 -
i Black .14 | AT .55 N\ 1299
: Chinese . T 2.74 , 1.88 .83 © 512
| Japanese ' 3.65 2.30 1.20 | 86
Korean 2.50 1 2.25 1.05 LM
American ifxdie.rin _.__.2.27 1.70 .70 | BRI
Fii;pinO_ 2.63 . 1.83 o .89 _ 29l ' _ _ -‘, '.
Other th—White 2,57' | | 1.84 ' .66 | 79
| Bused | . 2.%0  1..840 ‘ .67 1904
" | von-Busea | 256 | 18 | e : 2052
(; Hoffman ugea 3.00 . 1.86 . .98 315 b

Hoffmen Not Used 2.6 1.80 T2 3647




Exhibit 2,105

Grade Two Reading
v Selected Populations ~ Zone 1 :
- . Interquartile Summary of Grade Equivalent Scores

May, 1972

Median , . Number
: 25th%ile 50th%ile T5th%ile Tested

%w - - = 5 s
TOTAL ZONE ’ 2.13 2.90 3.63 , 808

u Spanish-Speaking/ 5.00 2.%6 3.50 | 21
Surname : ‘ '
Other White 2.50 3,00 3.90 246
Black : 1.73 2.22 2.91 234
Chinese 2,30 3.13 3.73 186
Japanese 2.92 3.60 3.97 . 53
. A A
L \ .
Korean L% * * | \ 5
: Ty \ o

American Indian ¥ * ¥ \ -2
Filipino 2,40 3.10 3.55 45
Other Non-White 2.30 2.50 3.20 12
Bused “2.10 2,93 3.68 Yy
Non-Bused 2.17 _ 2.85 | 3.61 392
Hoffman Used 2.7 3.0k 3.10 38
Hoffman Noi; Used 2.12 2,78 ,. 3.60 464

~

' *¥NOTE: No distribution of secores .is available when tl}ere a

-3
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re fewer than 10 students.
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Exhibit 2 .10&_

Grade Two Reading
- . _ ' Selected Populations - Zone 1 o
i _ Media__q (50'%31le) G.E. Scores and Median Gains

) : . LI T L N S vy For Whon{
} May 1972 May.-197: Median 1971 Scores
* Grade 2 Grade 1 Gain in G.E.|yore Available
? TOTAL ZONE 2.90 1.87 © .90 594
, Spa.nglsh-_Speaking/ , ‘ .
? . Surname 2.26 1.70 _ .60 15
l Other Whi'te . . | 3.22 2.06 - 1.02 ’ | 190 \ :
 Black. 2.22 1.70 " S (N T 7
- | Chinese 313 1.91 i} 105 134 '
’ 5§paneée ’ _ . : AV
= . 3.60- 2.20 . 1.36 4 ,
Korean ; * % % 4 )
American Indian . * * ' % 5
Filipino " 3.10 1,90 - 1.10 29
Other Non-White * * * - 6
N : . . Bused : 2.§3 v . ' 1 .84 N i . .89 . 296
g . Non-Bused | 297"
.. I . . : .
| i - | Hoffman Usea o308 v 4,85 1.02 st |
’ Hoffmen Not Usea |  2.78 1.88 .85 | - 333
, l-. ¥NOTE 3

No distribution of scores is available when there are fewer than 10 students.

\




Interquartile Summary of Grade Equivalent Scores

Exhibit 2.107

Grade Two Reading
Selected Populations - Zone 2

May, 1972
e - Median :
25th¥ile 50th%ile - T5thZile
TOTAL ZONE 1.95 2.35 3-40
Spanish-Speaking/
Surname 1.70 2.0 3.40
Other White .
2.27 > 3.00 . 3.84
Black '
. 1.65 2.06 2.52
Chi ‘
nese ) 1.92 2.50 3.18" 120
Jay - ' '
apenese 2.00 3,00 3,70 13
Korean % % * 2
American Indian * * * 4
Filipino 2,10 ' 2.90 3,70 29
| Other Non-White 2,50 3.10 3,40 13
.-.“ - ) . ’ ‘% l ..
Bused 1.92 2,51 3.47 319
. Non-Bused 1.9% 2.57., 3.27 299
‘ AT
Hoffmen Used’ *, * * L
Hoffman Not Used " 1.94 - 2.55. 3.40° 653

*NOTE:

B
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No distribution of scores is available when there are fewer than 10 students.
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Exhibit 2.108

. Grade '1;;70 Reading . .
Selected Populations -~ Zone 2 _ ’
Median (50% ile) G.E. Scores and Medi'an Gains
Medlan ¢ ¥- Medlan G.E. N'ﬁm"ﬁ'é:r Tor 'Wﬁ'oq
I May 1972 ‘May 1971 - Medlan | 1971 Scores
b Grade 2 Grade 1 | Gain'in G.E. |p... Aveailable
}. - | TomL zovE 2,55 .84 . 700 | 387
. Spanish-Speaking/ = M M e g
i Surneme )
{ ST .
Other White 3.00 1.97 .81 135
i' Black 2.06 ™ 1,74 . 37 127
% Chinese 2.50 1.78 .78 80
I : Japanese ‘\ * *- % 8
_ \
Korean \ - - i 0
\
American Indian L * * * o
F:ll:lp:lno. _ 2.90 2.40' .50 15
) | Other Non-White * * : * 9
Bused 2.51° 1.89 .61 184
Non-Bused 2.57 : 1.81 .75 i 185
) Hoffman Used ' * * * . 1
- Hoffuan Not Used _ - 2.55 1.84 .70 385
> I *¥NOTE: No distribution of scores is available when there are fewer

)
D

- 23

than 10 ‘students. ‘




Exhibit 2.109

Grade Two Reading L
' Sélected Populations - Zo.'re 3 +
Interquartile Summary of Grade Equivalent Scores

R _'
[ Y

RN

May, 1972
c ‘): - . "
. . Median : ~mf..  Number
. 25th%%le 50th%ile . I5th¥ile Tested
TOTAL ZONE 1.84 - . 2.30 \ 2,90
Spanish-Speaking/ - o L
 Surname 1.77 2.17 2.70 329
Other White -
) 1.98 2,148 3.43 221
' Black o /
. 1.72 2.08 2.70 - 253
Chinese . ) ' O :
nese 2.03 2.49 " 3.08 221
Japanese _ * % * 5
Korean % % ' * - 3
American Indian * * * - 8 .
Filipino 1.88° 2.40 '2.87 129
Other Non--ﬁhite K 1.85 2.35 2.80 '35
S Ve » VJ% .
Bused 1.83 2.25 2.82 . 574
" { Non-Busedq 1.87 o 2.35 " 2.96 ‘ 627
——— — —_ = — — —. - : -ﬁ—'amﬁ
Hoffman !sed * * * o L
Hoffman Not Used 1.8k ¢ 2.30 2.90 - 1204

*NOTE ;

No distributiom of scores is,

available when there are fewer than 10 students.
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. Exhibit 2.110

" Grade Two Reading

Select

ed Populations - Zone 3

Median (50% :ile) G.E. Sco;es' and Median Gains

_Metﬁaﬁ G.E, edian G.E. BN A
May 1972 © | May 1971 Medlan 1971 Scores
‘Grade 2

Nuxixbei' forJ Whoz
Grade 1 Gain in G.E. |yere Available

TOTAL ZONE,

panish-Speaking/ =
Surname - ’

2.0

3 m o . - -. A
1s ' o ] - - |

2.17 .,

1.80 66 714

1.74 - .65 . 179

Other White

_ Black

1.92 . . | Th 135

1.73 SR AR 129

Chinese

[sH

. 1.8% | T3 181

Japanese

Korean

Filipino

P T S — P

1 Bused

-American Indian

2.0

179 | . 63

Other Non-White

2,35

1.96 - .63 A 17

2.25

1.77 L6 3320 ,

. . ..

Non-Bused

"_2-35

1.84 .70 : 393

Hoffman Used

Hoffman Not Used

"2;30“

1.80 66 11

e
AR

*¥NOTE: No distribution of sc_bre_é is available when there are fe_wei'/ than 1 O students.




"Exhibit 2.111 i

i

Grade Two Reading |

Selected Populations - Zone 4
Interquartile Summary of Grade Equivalent Scores

May, 1972 ;

/

!
/

. - Median | . Number
; 25th%ile ~ 50th%ile . T5th%ile Jested
. . / . ) )
TOTAL ZONE = 1.88 -3 TF 3.09. - 877 .
Spanish-Speaking/ ' o ’
Surname 1.9% 2,42 2,94 197
Other White . *) ; . |
rae 2.06 2.68 3.55 .2ho
Black o ) S
- 1.73 2.08. 2.62 . 305
Chi ‘ .
neee ) 2.45 . 3.20 4.10 _ 32
Japa:nese % % * - 8
. /
— /

A Iff)reax‘l * : * * 1
Anier;can Indian :):' . * * 7
Filipino - . o - .

pine “ 2.23 | 2.65 3.07 62 -
- o \\ !
i 2 N o 3 L .
Other Non-White 70 | 2.2 2.60 S e
. ! . 1.
. a /
Buse 1.80 | 2.20 2.78 365
Non-Bused 1.991,’ 2,54 ' 3.29 | - 510
Hoffman Used - / - - 0
. — — — .

Hoffman Not Used 1.@8 .2.m 3.09 872

i

f-

/ *NOTE: No distribution of scores is available when there are fewer than 10 students.
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Exhibit 2,112

Grade Two Reading
Selected Populations - Zone 4

- Median (504 ile) ‘G.E. Scores and Median “Gains

Median G.E. Median G.E. - Niixr;ber for 'W;o
‘May 1972 - |y To71 iMedia“- ' 1971 Scores
Grade 2. | grade 1 Gain in G.E.lyore Available
TOTAL ZONE ; 2.1 1.7 - .67 665
. Spa.nish-Speaking/ e -
Surname 2.42 1 .70 .72 136
Other White - :
. 2.68 "~ 1.85. T4 194
‘Black = -
- 2.08 1.71 49 - 227
Chinese
3.20 2.40 .80 28
Japanese ., N N » ‘ .
Korean 0
American Indian % * % 5
Filipino o : |
TP 2.65 1.80 .96 47
Othez; Non-White 5 12 1 60 - .60 - . 9.
3 . .. . N
N = maﬁ
Bused 2.20 - 1.78 .51 283
Non-Bused‘ | .. 2.54 1.77 .80 381 q
Hoffman Used - - - 0 ,/
L. - //
Hoffmen Not Used o4 1.77 ,67 665 /

No distribution of gcores is avallable when there are fewer than 10 students. :




Exhibit 2.113

Gréde Two Readi’n/g'
" ‘Selected Populations - Zone 5

Interquartile Summary of Grade Equivalent Scores

|
%3
|

8 -

"May, 1972 /
S Median _ . Number
25th¥ile l 50thgile T5thZile ' Tested
.- i K
DOTAL ZONE - 1.90° 2.42 3.08 1209
. - -
W- - 3 R S S S s L S S s = L s~ —
Spanish-Speaking/ ‘
Surname 1.93 2,47 3.08 180
' Other White ; ~ .
2.15 - 2,69 3.50 336
Black » .
; 1.71 2.14 2.71 471
inese 2.25 2.70 - 3.30 50
Japanese * ¥ * 6
Korean * * * :
American Indian * % * 4
‘Filipino 2,04 - | 2,50 3,08 128
.'Other 'Non-Whi{;e 2;35 S 2.73 3.30 21
- | Busea ' . : '
used... 1.82 . 2.25 2.78 606
' .,.?,'-_.,Nme}isgd 2.06 . 2.63 3.'34 600
. Hoffman Used ’
IL\: .‘-,' . . * R * * |
o Hoffman Not Used o
f ok 1.90 2.42 3.08 1204

] *I\fO‘I‘E: N<.>_ distribution of scores is a\ilaila«ble when there are fewer than 10 students. -

,
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Exhibit 2.114

Grade Two Readiﬁg
Selected Populations - Zone S

Med:lan (50% ile) G.E. Scoree and Median Ga:l.ns

Median G.E,.

[Nimber for Whot

u;g;agggix. May 1971 Medlan | 1971 scores
_Grade 2 Grade 1 __ | 08in in G.E.ly.;e pvailable
TOTAL ZONE , 2.42 1.77 72 .93
m:::—speakine./ . 2.47 .63 - | B2 | s
’- Other White 2 69 1.82 .90 | 2‘76' '
Black 2,14 RS ‘+7 .‘ - 389
Chinese 2.70 1'.96 | .84 43
Japaness »* * * | 5 |
‘ Kox;om . * * * 1
Am;riém Indian * * * 3
| mupim;' 250 | ."1.82 S B .78 | 85
Other Non-White 2.73 1.80 .80 15

Bused 2.25 (N .56 510

' Nox;-@ed 2.63 1 80 .87 461
aérfnan Used * x * 1
Hoffuan Mot Used 2.2 970

1077 . . '72

*NOIE H

No distribution of scores is available when t.here are fewer than 10 students.




‘Exhibit 2.115

Gréde Two Readiné- :
Selectéd -Populations -~ Zone 6

.’/ Interquartile Summary of Grade Equivalent Scores
N May 1972 T
L e =" Median : Number
| 25th%ile 50th%ile T5thfile Tested
— . o -
' TOTAL ZONE - 2.15 .. 2.80 N 3.70 528 "
Spanish-Speaking/ - ] : : . .
Surname © 1,90 | 2.46 k.00 18
Otfier White. - 238 |- 307 3.86 180
Black 1.90° " | 235 525 | 228
—Chinese - ' 1
B B 2. .20 .90 28
— (P 3 : 39 _
Jepanese 343 3.95 k50 25
Koiean * * * | Y
American Indian - - - 0
‘Filipino . 2.50 3.16 3,90 R
Other Non-White 1.80 2.60 : 3.20 : .12
Bused 2.03 . 2.72 3,64 . { okl
Non-Bused 2.22 2,84 sz | s o8t
Hoffman Used . - 2.15 . 2.66 - 340 65
Hoffman Not ‘Used 2.15 7 5.82 34050} k48

*¥NOTE: No distribution of scores is available when there'are_ fewer than 10 students._
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[ | " Exhibit 2.116 -

- Grade Two Reading
_ : Selected Populations -~ Zone 6 _
0 Median (50% ile) G.E. Scores: and Median Scores

h Median G.E. | Median G.E. | Number for Whon
{ _ _ May 1972 ‘May 1971 | . Median | 1971 Scores -
. - Grade 2 Grade-l | Gain in G.F.|Were Available
}' - | moTaL zZONE 2.80a 1.83. 86 | k9 ]
L i mm
Spanish-Speaking/ . :
i Surneme - 2.46 1.:80 7 -7
i-. -Plack, 2.35" 1.64 .86 TS
'.': Chinese 3.20 2.20 .57 ol
s - Japa.ne,s'e_ ' ) 3,95 - 2.30 1,30 . 17
. Koz;ean % * » % >
} : Americen Indien _ _ . _ : "0
I ' Filipino 316 | 2.10 1.00 25
[ | Other Non-White x - * S |
Bused 2.72 g 79 |7 .89 187
Non-Bused 2.84 1.89 82 220 | ’
Hoffman Used 2.66 1.90 - v .70 55
Hoffmen Not: Used o " 2.82 1.82 .87 37
© #NOTE: -

No distribution of scores is available when there are fewer than 10 students.
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‘Exhibit 2.117

Grade Two Reading
Selected Populations - Zone 7
Interquartile Summary of Grade Equivalent Scores

=

May, 1972 l
Median ' ~ Number
, : .__25th%ile 50th%ile T5thZile Tested _ (
TOTAL ZONE ! 1.91 2,52 _ 3.20 500 .
Wrmmﬁ@w ° .
Spanish-Speaking/ -- | Y ©
Surneme | 1.70 2.10 2_.6_5_ , D o .
.’J*,he-..': White 2.13 2.90 © 3,76 168 }
Black, 1.68 2.10 2.63 ° 169 K
Chinese D 2.54 2.95 3.27 4o 1
Japanese * * * 6
b4
. i
B Korean * * * 4
- ]
) ) y
American Indian * o ' * : 2
. i ~Z
. . : |
Filipino 2.34 2.80 3.25 56
. . . . N . - i '
Other Non-White 2.145 2,90 3.10 3 ]
. - .u l
Bused 2.02 2.71 3,41 263 4
Non-Bused 1.82 R 2.91 . 230 ;
K Hofﬁnan Used ' ‘ - - - _. 0 i
Hoffman Not Used ' . o - 3
. 1.91 2.52 ' 3.20 489 T

¥NOTE: No distribution of scores is available 'when there are fewer than 10 students. .
VA | |
4y . ..
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Madian (50% ile).G.E. Scores and Median Gains .

Exhibit 2.118

Grade Two Reading

Selected Populations - Zone 7

Median G.E. |Median G.E. ' Number Ior WROmM
‘May 1972 May 1971 Median | 1971 Scores
Grade 2. Grade 1 Gain in G.E. |yere Available
'TOTAL ZONE : 2.52 1.77 84 - 241
: ——— == o= ]
Spanish-Speaking/ . "
< S 2.10 1.60. . - .30 19
Other Whit U R
N 2.90 1.89," 7 - 1.01 75
]
Black 2,10 1.57 .70 82
i
Chinese 2.95 2.10 .85 20
Japanese % - % * 4
'l_(orea.n * * * 2
Americén Indian - . 0
Filipino 2.80 1.75 1.02 30
Other Non-White . % % y
| S o ; . m
Bused 2.71 . "1.88 .84 124
Non-Bused 2.4 1,57 .86 115
Hoffman Used - - - o
Hoffmen Not Used 2.52 1.77 .83 236

*NOTE: No- distrib_ution of scores is available when there are fewer than 10 students.

48
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Exhibit 2.119

Grade Six Reading

District and Zones..

Interquartilp Summary of  Grade Equivalent Scores

Exhibit 2.120

Grade Six Reading

District and Zones

Median (50%.ile) G.E. Scores and Median Gains

May 1972 _ | e
| _25thfile SOtnite 75th#ile P Nuber Testad
TOTAL DISTRICT 428 560 | 7.5 | 5482
JONE1 188 | 6.6 8.15 865 )
| ZONE 2 4.60 5.87 7.82 538" ]
ZONE 3 3.76 5.0l 6.47 ~ 981
ZONE L 3.92 . 5.17 6.97 802
ZONE 5 423 " 5.45° 7.02 1139
ZONE 6 .69 - 6.19 7.86 590
ZONE 4-52__; 6.13 8.15 567

Number for Whom

43

Median G.E. | Median G.E. -

* May 1972 Oct. 1971 ‘Median Gain | Oct-Test Scores
muzggg&g:m Grade 6 in G.E. { Were Availe'ble :
==T2‘T__lii- DISTRfCTﬁ 5.60 4.\9’9 95 | - 39487

ZONE 1 '6.46 5.}77 .97 | 637 - |
ZONE 2 5.87 5.5 94 376
zdm: 3 . .| s.0n 436 .90 663
oy Y. | a7 ¥.53 .90 575
ZONE .5 5.45' 4T3 .98 846
ZONE 6 / 6,19 5.51 . 1.03 423
. ZONET . N 6413 5.35 .99 428 :




e e —
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Exhibit. 2.121 -

Grade Six Reading ,
Selected Populations - District‘
Interquartile Summary of Grade Equivalent. Scores

May, 1972
25th%ile sotngile | 7."3';11%1:15 | ’%22‘223
TOTAL DISTRICT © . | 428 5.60- | 7.4 4: S82
~_gﬁzz-iz-s:oealcing/ | .82 ' 501 1 6= 679
bther e 5'.41 7.04 . 8.77", | 1626
.Blac,k : .62 1,60  5.66 1 7'02
Chinese 3 | e 8.30 Tl
Jepanese 6.02 '.7.46 8.80 109
{ Korean 3.20 ©5.25 7.80 16
- American Indian 4.20 5.30 7.00 .28
{ Filipino hak2 .'5.57 6.93 118
{ other Non-Wnite 5.85 53 6.70 122
Bused ¥.29 5.55 77 3098
Non-Bused - b.27 5.69. 7;5\2 “ 2319 |
=::frman UseE_si' ' a 4.66 | 5.90 765 210 |
Hoffinan Not "qsea b.26 5.59 7.44 5268




. Exhibit 2.122

fGrade Six Reading

Selectéd-Populatidns - District .

Median (50% ile) G.E. Scores and Median Gains

Median G.E. . | Median G.E, Med: e Ndmber for.Whoﬂ
May 1972 October 1971 ed.an Oct. Scores
_Grade 6 _Grade 6 Cain in G.E. lyere Aveilable
| TOTAL DISTRICT 5.69;t;7 %.99 95 3948
Spanish-Speaking/ ' -
Surneme o8 5.01 436 .87 - 465
Other Whit
. Her € 7.04 6.32 1.12 1167
lack’ '
Black 4,60 4.00 .85 1199
Chinese 6.78 6.02 - 1.00 569
Jepanese 7.46 6.70 }95 B
- . . |
orean 5.25 4,90 - 1.0 12
Am;rican'Indian 5. 50 3 0 1.00 25 ;
| Filipino o , n |
tHpino 5,57 4.9l .86 308
Other Non-White :
. - oA yy . 8
_ 5.13 7 9 1_4}
Bused 5.55 4,89 .93 2224
Non-Bused 5.69 5.19 .98 1722
Hoffman Used 5.90 5.18 .82 161
Hoffmen Not Used 5.59 4.97 .96 3786
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Exhibit:2.123

Grade Six Readiﬁg N
Selected Populations - Zone 1 0

Interquartile Summary of Grade Equivalent Scores

‘May, 1972
' Median - o Number
. 25th%ile- 50th%ile T5th%ile . . Tegted
TOTAL ZONE 4,88 6.46 8.15 865 .
e — —— — . _ L _ _ ___ -3 1 -
Spanish-Speaking/ : ‘
Surname 5.05 5.50 6,-79 20
Other ‘Whit'e‘ * .
5.73 T.43 8.92 .2_70
Black i ; . . .
piae 3.68 4,65 5.87 212
ghinesg 5.61 6.98 8.34‘ 223
Japanese 6.4%0 7.70 8.92 52.
Korean * % % .6
American Indian * * * : 1.
Filipino 4.70 5.80 7.86 - 54
Other Non-White - k.60 5.50 .' 7.40 19
Bused k.67 6.32 | - 8.10 59k
Non-Bused 5.21 6-92 8.31 269
Hoffman Used 4.67 6.08 7.81 171
Hof‘f‘_ﬁéﬁ Not Used 4.93 6.63 8.18 692"

*¥NOTE: No distribution of scores is available when there are féwfar than 10 students.




Exhibit 2.124"

Grade Six Reading

Selected Populations - Zone 1
Median (507 ile) G.E. Scores and Median Gains

¢

Median G.E. Median G.E, Medi Number for Who
May 1972 October 1971 ' edian | october Score
Grade 6 grade 6 Gain in G.E.lyere Aveilable
TOTAL ZONE 6.46 5.77 .97 . 637
Spenish-Speakin S ' ' |
Sﬁrname i e/ 5.50 4.30 1.26 : 13
Other White 7.43" 6.73 1.09 192
Black 4.65 %.06 .87 151 ,
Chinese, 6.98 6. 35 .99 174
Japanese 7.70 6.80 .75 o 4o
Korean * * * 5
American Indian .* * * 1 =l
Filipino 5.80 5.73 .68 ko
| Other Non-White 5.50 .00 » 195 1k
. fe e * Y : : .. \ A
' Bused 6.%2 5.59 .93 b37 -
Non-Bused. 6.92 6.33 1.06, - 199
== ——— == _ = =
& | Hoffman Used 6.08 5.52 .81 132
Hof%%r-fl- Not Used 6.63 6.00 1,03 504

¥NOTE: No distribution of scores is available when there are fewer than 10 students.
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*¥NOTE:

Grade Six Reading

Exhibit 2.125°

Seiected Populations - Zone 2
Interquartile Summary of Grade Equivalent Scores

May, 1972
‘ ) o ﬁeaﬁn . Number
_ 25th%ile 50th%ile T5th¥ile Tested
TOTAL ZONE 4,60 - 5 87 7.82 538
D o s e e — . _—____ n ° o R
Spanish-Speaking/ '
Surname 4,60 5.35 6.70 16
Other White '
5.72 7.03 8.73 - 195
Black v '
Black 3.61 4.35 15.30 148
Chinesg 5.03 6.43. 7.84 - 141
depanese k.90 5.60° . 8.90 10
Korean ' »
% * * 1
Ameﬂca.n Indian % * * 3
Filipi :

PERe .80 610 8.10 15
Other Non-;Whij;e M % : *.' 6
Bused ' | '

use 4,50 ‘5.82 _ .7,64 381
Non-_-Bused .70 6.20 8.16" . 155
e " ' =
Hoffman Used * * * 1
Hoffman Not Used 460 5.87 . 7.82 - 536

No distribution of 'scores is available when there are fewer than 10 _sﬁu_dents.




Grade Six Reading

Exhibit 2.126

Selected Populations -~ Zone 2

‘Median (501. Ale) G.E. Scores and Median Gains

Median G.E.

T Median G.E.

Median

Number for WT\'J*. .

May 1972 October 1971 October Scores
L Grade 6 Grade Ga.in in G.E. Were Available
" | ToTAL ZONES. 5.87 220 9% 375
@ m
Spa.nish-Speaklng/ . 0
Surneme 5.35 4.80 .90 1
Other White 7.03 6.35 1.09 T30
Black 4,35 3.90 i o
Chinese ' 6.43 5. 58 : .92 ’ 114
Japanese % * * ‘ 9
Korean * * * @ 1
American Ir}c_iié.ri * ' % * 3
Filipino 6.10 5.40 .95 13
Other Non-White \ % % * 6
= , =
Bused 5.82 5.18 ' ..88 263
Non-Bused 6.20 5.80 1.06 112
Hoffman Used * * * 1
5.30 95 - 375

Hoffman Not Used

5.”87 .

¥NOTE: No distributi‘on of;xé;:ores is available when there are fewer than 10 students.
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Exhibit 2.127

.Grade Six Reading ‘
Selected Populations -~ Zone 3 ) /‘
Interquartile Summary of Grade Equivalent Scores

.May, 1972 - /
Median /1 ﬁuﬁber
25th%¥ile 50th%ile T5th%ile Tested
. == ; _
TOTAL ZONE 3.76 5.0k . 6.47 981
———»---——--~~—— I T e e
Spanish-Speaking/ - _ /
Surname . 3.46 L bubo 5.55 273
Other White L.46 ~ 6.00 7.85 163
Black 3.L43 k.36 / 5.33 186
Chinese 4.66 6.06 ! 7.68 198
Jepanese * > ® * L
Korean * L | * 2
Amer_iéa.n Indian * * /"‘ - * T
Filipino 4.10° 5.05 6.20 ol
Other.Non-;Wl-lit\e 3.k40 4.00 5.18 hh
I — — _ — _ _ _—aa_—_=_—_=/-- _-.-- - -—_-. . _
‘Bused © 3.80 5.12 '~ 6.73 558
Non-Bused 3.71 4.84 6.07 k23
Hoffman Used * * * .2
Hoffman Not Used 3.76 5.0k 6.47 979

*NOTE: No distribution

of scores is available vhen there are fewer than 10 students. -
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- Exhibit 2.128

Grade Six Reading
Selected Populations - Zome 3

—~

v

Median (50/ ile) G. E. Scores and Median Gains

Median G.E. Median G.E. Medi Number for Whon
May 1972 October 1971 Gai ei a.g E October Scores
Grade 6 __Q@g 6 ;] Geln 1n G.B.Qyere Available
. ,/ :

__EOTAL ZONE 5,0k h". 36 .90 663 ,
Spanish. %ea.king/ \ . ‘
Surname L.ho 4,07 .75 184

l ' -
Other White 6.00 5.17 1.10 © 103
Black 4.36 3.85 .87 -2
Chinese .. 6.06 5.18 1.05 143
Japanese - ¥ af * 3

) , N
Korean * ’L * 1
American .India.n * * * 6
Filipino 5.05 k.53 T5 T2
Other Kon-White 4.00 3.80 .88 26

l ; L= o
Bused 5.12  L.43 .86 382
Non-Bused’ L,8k 4,30 .9k 281

—_— — ——— — — — — — : . —— —
Hoffman Used - * ¥ * 2
Hoffmen Not Used 5.0k b .36 .90 661

¥NOTE: No distribution of scores is available when there are fever than 10 students.
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Interquartile Summary of Grade Equivalent Scores

Exhibit 2.129

‘ Grade "Six Reaaing

Selected Populations - Zone 4

m

TOTAL ZONE

Spani sh-Speaking/
Surname

May, 1972
Median
25th%ile 50th%ile T5th%ile
. - - —
3.92 - 5.1T 6.97

3

Other w_hite

Black i

Chinese 5.50 6.90 9,35 ' 2
Japanese * * ’f 6
Koréaﬁ - - - ' 0
American Indian * * * 2
Fil‘j.pino . 4.60 5.66 7.63 57
Other an-White 2.90 - 4.60 5.20 13
e e ]
Bused h.17 ' s.h_o 7.28. Lhy
Non-Bused 3.78 .91 6.48 357
=1:ﬁnan Used r - - - '
Hoffmen Not Used 3.91 5.17 6.97 801

*NOTE: No.distribution of scores is available when

56

L

there are fewer than 10 students,




Median (50% ile) G. E. Séores. and Median Gains

_Exhibit 2.130

!

Grade Six Reading

Selected Populations - Zone 4

-

e e . .
- Median G.E. Median G.E. Median Number for Whon*
May 1972 “October 1971} 4.5 in G.E. [October S?ib‘{&s' :
Grade 6 Grade 6 ' : - Fe7s IWere Available
TOTAL ZONE 5.17 4.53 .90.; 575
Spa.hish-Speé.king/ _ : 4

Surname - _5.00 R .90 118
Other White 6.78 5.87 i.08 154
Black 4.33 3.83 .80 212
Chinese' " .6.90 6.06 1.23 31
Japa.hé“se * \.‘v_ * * b
Korean - = - - 0
Américan Indian * * * 2
| Filipino 5.66 5.30 .85 _ .h2

Other Non-White * * * ° 8 . I

S— —
Bused 5.40 L.76 .95 320
Non-Bused - 4,91 h.18_ ‘ _.86 255

. — = =
Hoffman Used B T - - - 0
Hoffman Not Used 5,17 4.53 .90 575

*NOTE: . No distribution of scores is available when there are fewer than 10 students.
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| | Exhibit 2.131

Grade Six Reading
Selected Populations - Zone S
‘Interquartile Summary of Grade Equivalent Scores

May, 1972
-
o : X Median Number
St . 25th%ile 50th%ile I5thiile Tested
- T “roTaL ovE " 5.k 1 1.00 - 1139 |
Spa.nish-Spéakihg/--‘-__ ‘ ~ : ' : .
[ | Surname S . T [0 5.43 6.80 139
Other Wnhite bo2 " | 61 | s | 33
g .
| 'Black | 3.66 L.81 5.85 b2
L . '
\ I Chinese 6.15 . T30y - 8475 ‘ 5k
[ | Japanese - 5.20 T.50 . 8.40 o1
! : Korean .o * . * 1
} . American Indian * * * 9
i { Filipino ~ ' 4.43 5,70 6.70 ' 112
j- Other Non-White 4.30° 5.20 | 6.70 28 ’
[. : Bused . : L.h6 . 5.56 7.06 563
I_ | Non-Bused 4 .06 5.27 |- 6.9z 576
Hoffman Used - - - : 0 .
| .
[ . _:
- Hoffman Not Used 4,23 5.45 T7.02 - 1139

¥NOTE: No distribution of scores is available when .there are fewer than 10 students.
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Exhibit 2 132

Grade Six Reading
Selected Populat:ions = Zone 5.

y \' "? P z'.'-’\'i'

Score and Median Ga{ns

Median G.E. -
‘May 1972.
\1' Grade .6

Median G E, -
October 1971

" Hedian
f Gain-in GIE.

Number for Who
" {October Scores
|Were Avellable .

TOTAL '

H

[

e o iy et
[

!

|

ZONE P

T
\

N Y 1.t ) .:
R '5..."‘5#::-%:".‘“: bt ?'_'.n£- 1% &%

Filipino .

gt mes 4ty e,

'5.00 !

92

Other Non-White

" b.50

1.10 °

Hoffman Used

2as t

.- e - e

Hof fman Nof"'ﬁsed_

473,

\

L .08 :

= -8lib

¥NOTE: No distribution of.scoresg ié'u'b.vailiablie.zﬁhen there .are fewer than:10 students.

ot
R

-

¢ \ ! i
! ! : Vg
Spa.nibh-Spegking/ : . -‘ e ]
surname. .. . L 5. 4300 e baB2. . i
i " ; g ' o ¢ SRR vist % ‘
Other{ White _; 6.41 i 553 | 110 o at |
"“ "-"»-'i— ML : - u,l« -- I‘ ’M - - :. w1 - _Z
Black L 81 4 b8 .90 326 . t
,... D ‘,n e - . . ... e . L .- . ,{ s Py .A‘\ Sease = ,,i
Chinese ; 7.30 6.40 1.10 ‘ 45 mafeiny i
; ‘ ‘... . ]
Japanese f 7.50 ; 6.80 - 80 | 2y Byt
'.n-.__.,;. TR L TTE N PO . -..’ . L .. Loc - "
. I ’ i L
Korean * : * : * ‘ 1 U
Ameri‘:can Indian * * * : noug. i ]

Bused b 5.56 1 | " u.83° | 1.00 k21
Non-Bused .96 425" :
| L

. ——a— r——— » e

i

Pt PP




Exhibit 2,133

Grade Six Reading
Selected Populations - Zone 6 :
~ Interquartile Summary of Grade Equivalent Scores
. " May, 1972 '

o . A Median - _ -1 . Number
25th%ile 50th%ile T5th%ile Tested

TOTAL ZONE 4.69 6.19 O 7.86. 590

Spanish-Speaking/ _ .
Surname . k.95 6.63 7.00 21

Other White 6.14 .9 18.98

Black 3.82 4L.85 6.02

Chinese 6.45 . T7.66 8.90

Japanese 6.70 '7310 1 71.60

Korean

American Indian

Filipino

Other Non-White

Bused 4,33

Non-Bused : 5.20 , 6.95 8.35

S — -

. .
Hoffman Used - 4,50 . 5.60 T.00 36

Hoffman Not Used ) h.70 6.32 T7.90 . c5h

*NOTE: No distribution of scores is available when there are fewer than 10 students.
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" Exhibit 2.134

Grade Six Reading
Selected Populations - Zone 6 . : _ -
Median (50% tle) 'G.E. S$core - and Medlan Gains g

Median G.E. | Median G.E. Medien  {Vumber for Whon |
May 1972 October.1971 Gain in G.E. October Scores
Grade 6 Grade 6 8in in G.5. lyere Available

o |zomp zow 619 551 103 23 S
| Soonsh-Speaking/ e 6.63 5.10. .60 a5 |
: Ot‘hevr Hnite 29 | 676 1.17 169
| Back 485 | L6 .91 8 | o
Chinese 7.66 7.00 1.10 27 | |
Japanese " | # " 8 j
Korean - - . 0 “

American Indian

3#* %* * 1
- V . ' ' . (l
Filipino 6.12 - 5.50 .80 18
4 - ':_
Other Non-White " . . * 3 | |
Bused | 5.56 .85 98 21k i - |
‘Non-Bused 6.95 6.0 1.10 209 - (
[——— 4@
Hoffman Used | 5.60 | L.73 «90 26 i
‘Hoffman Not._ Used i 6.32 5459 1.03 | 397 f

\
3

*¥NOTE: No distribution of scores is available when there are fewer than 10 students.:



TOTAL ZONE

Exhibit 2.135.

Grade Six Reading
Selected Populations - Zone 7 S
Interquartile Summary of Grade Equivalent Scores

May, 1972

Median
__20th¥ile

1. T5th¥ile Tested

Number’

4,52 6.13 8.15. 567
Spanish-Speaking/ . ' . .
Surname 4,50 5.30 6.63 36
Other White 6.48 L T.82 9.71 218
Black 3.61 4.32 - 5.16 171
Chinese 5:40 7.43 8.70 49
Japanese T.00 8.10° 8:95 11
Korean * * * 6
Amricén indie.n * * * 5
Filipino 5.00 5.60 6.91 63
~Other Non-Whité : - * #° * T
Bused k.02 5.16 6.76 251
Non-Bused 5.17 7.06 8.92 " 316 _.
Hoffman Used - - - 0
Hoffmen Not Used k.52 6.13" 8.15 567

¥NOTE: No distribution of scores is available when there are fewer than 10 students.

@.z} .

- 49 -




Exhibit 2.136

Grade Six Reading ° )
Selected Populations - Zone 7
Median (50% ile) G.E. Score and Median Gains

Median G.E. Median G.E. ' . WNumber for Whoyd @ - g
May 1972 October 1971 Median October Scores !
Grade 6 Grade 6 - | Galn in G.E.|y.’e pvailable
TOTAL ZONE 6.13 5.35 ) .99 428 o
" Spanish-Speaking/ . _ o s .
.| Surname - _5.30° 4.90 .75 el ;
Other White. 7.82 6.95 - 1.24 TS
Black : _ 4,32 3.76 .85 117 '
Chinese - | _ 7.43 6.93. 1.00 35
ia.pe.nese _ * * . * : 8 '
Korean - * L o* * 5
American Indian * * ¥ . 3
Filipino ~ 5.60 L.88 .96 52 3
. Other Non-White = | . # B * - 6 i
| Bused 5,16 -~ h.36 - .87 . 187 |
: |
Non-Bused 7.06 6.46 1.09 2k , |
Hoffman Used - - - 0 -
: , ‘
Hoffman Not Used 6.13 5.35 .99 428 !
¥NOTE :

No distribution of scores is available when_ _th_erg are fewer than 10 students.

\

85 .
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‘experience similar levels of achievement in two or three years.

. because of the unsettled conditions at the beginning cf. the school year.

DISCUSSION

L
-

The above reported results in reading and the following results
in arithmetic should not be construed as definitive measures. of the effective-
ness of D/I at this time. The time interval since the onset of D/I has been
too short and there are too many factors that can affect test scores which are
not available for study. It should be reemphasized that these end of first-
year test results are to be considered baseline data against which scores

from the next couple of years may be compared. Nevertheless, there are a few ° -
observations one may make. '

Zone 1 scores for ‘both grades two and six were consistently _
higher than those for all other zones. A major contributing factor is that
Zone 1 has now been desegregated for two years preceded by a full" 'year of

. careful preplanning by the schools and the community. One may expect that

given the same degree of community and school involvement, other zones could

Consistent with some studies made in other school districts,

Spanish-speaking and Black students seem to evidence the greatest educational
need.

It is well known that a substantial number of Chinese students
attended freedom schools. What is not known is whether those students had
a larger or smaller proportion of non-English-speaking youngsters and.what

differences there would have been in the test scores had they remained in
the public schools. .

Test scores for grade six in October may have been depressed

However, all groups showed good growth during the year, with almost all
groups achieving better than month—for-month gains between test~retest ycores.

District—wide, pre- and post-test and test-retest scores for
nonbused students were slightly higher than those for. bused students. Both
groups made good gains during the year. Within the various zones there was :
no uniform pattern, with some zones showing higher scores for bused students ‘.
and some showing higher scores for nonbused. No definite conclusions can
yet be drawn regarding the comparative achievements of bused and ‘nonbused
students, particularly in that né data was obtained to ascertain’ if differences
(social or ethnic) existed between bused and nonbused population. -

No  data is available on the relative performances of students
bused out of or into ghetto areas and those not bused. It is suggested
that for next year some consideration be given to determine whether this
information would be of sufficient value to merit the additional investment
of time and expense in order to obtain it.

Scores for students using Hoffman reading equipment are ambigu—
cus. At the sixth grade, users averaged higher than nomnusers district-wide
. (Exhibit ~2.121) ; but in the two zones (I and VI) where they were used most,
nonusers scored higher than users (Exhibits 2,123, 2.133). Note that this
wae not a controlled research project to determine the efficacy. of Hoffman
equipment. The scores are merely reported because they are available for

€
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- students known to have used Hoffman equipment. Again, no conclusions can’

be drawn regarding the worth of Hoffman equipment based on these scores.
It is suggested that if a trie evaluation of the worthiness of Hoffman
equipment is desired, a controlled situation be. established whereby scores
may be compared between equivalent groups of students. .

Results from standardized achievement tests must not be. over-

-generalized, interpreted as reflecting the quality of the total educational

program of the District or of the D/I endeavor. These/éesults ‘plus those
in the following section do reflect, within reasonable. limits, the progress
or status of students in the basic skill areas of reading and arithmetic.

OBJECTIVE {2

‘To assess the level of achievement in arithmetic
for'San-Francisco'S'elementary public school children.

EVALUATION QUESTION

o

What is the status of arithmetic in the San Francisco public

schools at the end of the first year of des.gregation/integration?

PROCEDURES

Arithmetic test scores from the CTBS are reported only for grade
six as that was the only grade for which there was available test-retest data..

~ DATA REPORTING AND ANALYSIS

The: following tables summarize arithmetic test scoreszfor
grade six: '

Exhibit 2,201 . District and Zones May'72 Interquartile |
Summary '

Exhibit 2.202 District and Zones, Medians for Test-Retest
and Gains )

Exhibit: 2,203 Selected Populationms, District, May'72
Interquartile Summary

Exhibit 2.204 . Selected Populations, District, Medians
' for Test-Retest and Gains

 Exhibit 2.205 Selected Populations, Zone 1, May' 72
¢ ‘ Interquartile Summary

Exhibit 2.206 - Selected Populations,_Zone 1, Medians for
4 Test-Retest and Gains :

Exhibit 2.207 Selected Populaticns, Zone 2, May 72
R . Interquartile Summary '

S Y

SR . ———
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......

Exhibit 2.%09

+ Exhibit 2,210.-

/
/

- Exhibit 2;211

‘Exhibit g‘.'212
Exhibit 2.213
Exhibit '2.21%

Exhibit 2.215

Exhibit 2.216

Exhibit 2,217

Exhibit 2,218

Exhibit 2.208

Selected Populations, Zone 2, Medians

- for Test-Retest and Gains

Selected'Populétions,‘Zone 3, May'72
Interquartile Summary -

‘Selected Pbpulations, Zone 3, Medians
for Test-Retest and Gains ’

Selected Populations, Zone 4, May'72 -

- Interquartile Summary

Selected Populations, Zone 4, Medians
for Test-Retest and Gains

-Selected Populations, Zone S5, May'72
Interquartile Summary '

. Selected Populations, Zone 5, Medians

for Test-Retest and Gains

Selected Populations, Zone 6, May'72
Interquartile~Summary

- Selected Popﬁlatiéns, Zone 6, Medians

\

for Test-Retest and Gains

Selected Populations, Zone 7, Méy'72'
Interquartile Summary

selected Populations, Zone 7, Medians
for Test-Retest’and Gains

-




Exhibit 2.201

Grade Six Arithmetic
District and Zones
Interquartile Summary of Grade Equivalent Scores

Mdy, 1972 . ’
Median — _
- 25th%ile Soth%ile T75th¥ile l Number Tested
= -— - - X
TOTAL DISTRICT - 4,76 5. 90 7.3} 5436
P O wm .
Z0NE 1 5.24 6.61 8.06 . 867 .
ZONE 2 4.78 6.23 7.52 532 ;‘
ZONE 3 4,61, 5.58 7.12 977 -
!
_ZONE L 4.5k 5.39 6.68 776 ;
JONE 5 469 5.62 6.84 122 }
— i
%0NE 6 4.84 6.20 7.60 . 593 '
Z0NE 4.85 6.00 o 7.61 569 !
. 'Exhibit 2.202 i
Gfade Six Arithmetéic i'
District and Zones - |
Median (50% ile) G.E. Scores and Median Gains !
Mediaﬁ G.E. Median G.E. Number for Whom].
May 1972 October 1971 { Median Gain | October Scores
- . . Grade 6. Grade 6 in G.E. Were Available
- TOTAL DISTRICT 5.90 5.23 .90 _ 3940
= = - ‘ W
ZONE 1 - 6.61 5.92 1.04 641 !
y ] y H
ZONE 2 6.23 . 5.48 -.93 .”36.1 |
ZONE 3 5.58 ' 5.01 .87 679 {
; Z0RE b 5.39 b7 .80 559 )
- ZONE..5 . 5.62 . 5.0 .83 829 " ;
S :
- ZONE € - 6.20 5.32 99 446
| ‘ L ET 600 5.42 -90 425
©




Grade Six Arithmetic .
Selected Populations -~ District _
Interquartile Summary of Grade Equivalent Scores

Exhibit 2.203

———

May, 1972
Medlan ) ..
gﬁiﬁi:g-Spéakingf 456 5.29 6.33 660
Other White 5.1 6;60 8.00 1597
-Black | %.09 4,87 5.76 g :1655..,
Chi.ne'scaT 6.45 7,.55']"/ | 8.58 i
Japanége 6.56 | 7',6Lé! 8;72 108
Korean  5.50 6.40" 8.20 16.
American Indian | 4.80 5.45 - 6.10 30
Filipino 5 16 5.98 7.16 414
Other Non-White 4.83 5.46 | 6.50 "o
Bused | i.}~4}77 5.90 7.31 - 3032
No.n-BL.\.sed ' 4.78 5.93 7.50 2335
Hoffman Used 5.-i2 6.35 7.65 213
» - Hofman Not Used 4,76 5.90 7.311; 51 55

=¥

- 55 -



Exhibit 2.204

Gréd_e Six Arithmetic

Selected. Populations - District

Median (50% ile) G.E. Scores and Median Gains

l f

“INumbe

Median G.E. Median G.E. AR r for Whon
May 1972 October 1971 Median lgctober Scores |
. Grade 6 Grade 6 .. { Gain in G.E.|yone IAvailable
TOTAL DISTRICT 5.90 5.23 0 - 13940
T
Spanish-Speaking/ . , oy
Surneme B 5.29 ‘4. 72 .82 ‘457
Other White 6.60° 5.91" 1.00 1170
| .
Blag!:k 4.87 4,26 .80 11188
| . .
Chiﬁ&ese - - 7.55 6.60 1.03 582
| . ' .
] ] _ !
Japfa.neae 7.68 6.65 1.16" X 9
- —
Korean * * * 7
: |
] . ) \
American Indian 5.45 4,75 1.05 \ 23
l!\ - . .
Filfpino 5.98 5.45 .80 306 -
|
'a ‘ _ y
Other Non-White 5,46 4,93 :86 82
'.| ) = : =
Bused 5.90 « 520 |, .90 . 2205
Non-Bused 5.93 5.2 .91° 1734
=y
Hoffman Used 6.35 5.53 .95 170
*| Hoffman Not Used., - 5.90 . 5.22 =) 3769

‘“¥NOTE: No distri’bution of scores .is available when there

are fewer than 10 students._ _




Exhibit 2.205

Grade Six Arit.:hmei:ic
Selected Populations - Zone 1
i Interquartile_Summary of Grade Equivalent Scores

May, 1972

‘ | : 7 Median ~ Number

SR . g __50thfZile Tothzile | Tested

_ TOTAL ZONE ‘ ' 6.61 8.06 867

»! —————————————————————— S = — m%m:ﬁmnuul’

' Spa.nish-Spea.king/ 5.26 - 6.23 7.12 2.
Surname ’
Other White 5.72 7.14 8.10 . 267
Black 4,10 .91 5-87. 207
.Chinese _ 6'_50,.. 7.68 8.79 - é23
Japanese. " 6.70 8.04 . 9 535 | 51

i Kore\an , . * | - ¥ - * : o 6

i .
American Indian * * * ‘ .1

5 Filipino: ' 5.35 6.33 8.03 St

Other Non-White 5.30 5.40 7.00° - 18
Bused 5.2 | 6.52 8.05 586
Non-Bused. 5.34 6.86 8.08' 26.7
Hoffman Used S5 654 f 0 7.90 170

}‘_ Hoffmen Not Used | 532 - 665 - | 8.09 .. 8

1.  *NOTE: No distribution of scores is available when there are fewer than 10 students. —



Exhibit 2.206

. Grade Six Arithmetic
- Selected Populations - Zone 1
. Median (50% i{e) G.E.  Scores and Median Gains

|

' en 0. | psten 03| o bt ot
F;UML ZONE 6.61 5.92 1.04 m% 6h__
Spent eh-teakine/ 6.23 500 70 h
.Othe_r nite "11".14 6.17 1.12 1196
Black 4.91— 4,28 | .92 144
Chinese 7.68 6.87 1.16. 184
Japanese 8.04 | 6.76 1.27 43
Korean * % * -3
-América.n Indiag “* * * ,\}.1
| Fi1ipino 6.'33.' 6.20 .70 L
Other Non-White 540 5.73 1.23 "

; ‘ T
Bus.e;.',,-"’ 6.52 | 5,84 05 438
Non-Bused 6.86 : 620 | 1.‘06 203‘ .
Hoffman Used ' 6.54 5.70 97 135 T
Hof.ﬁx;a..n’ Not Used 6.65 5.96 1.08 505

*¥NOTE: No dist:;jibﬁtion of scores is available when there are fewer than 10 students.-

Srrrvg.
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| ;. Exhibit 2.207

Grade Six Arithmetic
Selected Populations Zone 2
Interquartile Summary of Grade Equivalent Scores

May, 1972 |
) ' Median ' Number
_______________ 25th¥ile S0th%ile I5th%ile |  Tested
TOTAL ZONE 4.78 6.23 7.52
Spanish-Speaking/ I
Surname 4.55 " koo 6.40: 16
' Other White S R
5.48 6,45 7-65 190
: Black Ca o -
' - 3.65 V71 b, 5h- 5.50 141
B pran .
Chi . .
! nese 6.20 o T.7 8.06 " 141
{ : Japanese '3.60 5.20 - 6.90 10
- Korean *. * * 1
( American Indian * * * 3
1
Filipino 5.10 6.30 7.00 14
{ B .
Other Non-White * % * 6
= D - — — — — =
Bused 4.86 6.16 7.33 372 -
‘Non-Busead b.7Y4 6.48 7.82 151
p—— — —- . . w
Hoffman Used * * L% 1
Hoffman Not Used 4.80 6.25 7.52 523
) ¥NOTE: No distribution of scores is available whén there'ar.e f_ewer than 10 students.:




| |
Vo Exhibit 2,208 » - '
Grade Six Arit‘n;netic
Selected Populations - Zone 2
Median (50% ile) G.E. Scores and Median Gains !
. . ﬁm’ﬁﬁber Ior Who
Median G.E. Medien G.E. Median October Scoresﬂ [
May 1972. October 1972| G8in in G.E. |yore available

TOTAL ZONE '6.23 548 f T g5 |- 35 - ?
Spanish-Speaking/ ' ’ .
Surname : k.90 4.60 . .65 1 ',*

Other White 6.45 5.92 .97 126
. ) 13

Black _ : .54 %.05 .76 91

‘Chinese : 7.17 . 6.3 1.06 _ 103

Japanese : * : S % \ *, - 8
s ' .' N . . ] B . Xi 3
Korean . g * * Sk 1 - ;

e . ’ \

Americen Indian * ¥ | A 3
Filipino ’ . 6.30 | 5.0 | 1.00 13 |
Other Non-White * * * 6 i
. i . v—-—-—“- ‘ ) ) }
Bused - o 6.16 - 5.40 .9k 251 . z
Non-Buseq - - 6.48 5.75 .92 - 109 (
Hoffinan Used ‘ ¥ . ¥ * : : ! )

Hoffman Not Used 6.25 5.48 : <93 360

" *NOTE: No distribution of scores is available when theré are fewer than 10 students.
ERIC S . v




Exhibit 2.209

Grade Six Arithmetic. . . ..
Selected Populations - Zone 3
Interquartile Summary of Grade Equivalent Scores

May, 1972 |
X _ Median . o ' . Number
: . 25th¥ile 50th¥ile I5thzile Tested
.| TorAL zoNE - 1,61 5.58 7.12 . 977
, . m o= RIS - Enemaean o o0
‘ Spanish-Speaking/
Surname ’ 4,35 5.1 6.20 _264
Other Wﬁité ‘ - )
4,86 5,92 7.33 160
Black
’ 4,13 4,92 5.84 183
Chi .
nese 6.60 7.54 8.50 196
Japanese % P * 4
Korean .
* * % 2
| American Indien % * * 8
Filipi .
pino 470 5.56 6.80 92
Other Non-White 4.6 5.43 ) 6.25 Tl
m == N
Bused "
use 4,70 5.64 7.14 545
Non-Bused 4.60 5.56 7.12 k15
Hoffman Used * * * 2
Hoffman Not Used 4.66 5:59 7.13 958

’ *NOTE: No Eiistribution of scores is available when there are fewer than 10 students.

- .61,-A- Pt
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*NOTE:

'Exhibit 2.210

. Grade Six Arithmetic
Selected Populations ~ Zone 3

‘Median (50% ile) G.E. Scores and Median Gains

NGaber for whom
-Median G.E. | Median G.E. | . Median October Scores
May 1972 October 1971] G&in in G.E. fyo o pvaitabie
TOTAL ZONE 5.58 5.01 87 - 679
\==> - .
Spanish-Speaki - '
Sﬁ:a;e pesking/ 5.1 4,52 .80 178
t
Other White 5.92. 4,96 .96 110
1 . ’ .
B'ack 4,92 4,28 .83 131
Chinese 7.54 “6.41 1.00 154
Japanese . * * " 2
VKorea.n % * * )
American Indian ' \
) * * * T
{ Filipino ' 5.V56 5.30 .76 63
| Other Non-_-White 5.43 h.70. -94 30
s —— - ==
Bused | 5.64 5.00 87 392
‘Non-Bused ‘ / 5.56 . 5.07" 86 287.
. ——— _ — —————
Hoffman Used -x- * * 1
_Hoffmen Not U_S§d 5.59 5.01 .87 678

‘No distribution of scores is available when there are fewer than 10 students.
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Exhibit 2,211

Grade Six Arithmetic
_ Selected Population - Zone 4 .
Interquartile Summary of Grade Equivalent Scorés

N
AN

~

May, 1972
Medlan-
Spanish-Speaking/ o
Surname d 8 4,54 5.20 6.30 168,
Other White -
5.21 6.52 , 7.85 200
Black
o L, 15 4,83 5.52 274
Chinesé 6.00 7.56 8.10 hq
Japanese N * M 6
Korean
- - - 0
| American Indien " * * 2
Filipi
pHme 5.15 5.97 6.70 57
Other Non-White %.00 5.00 15.90 " -
Bused ' :
nsed 4,75 5.70 T.13 h2s5
Non-Bused " ' oy -
4,30 5.18 6.42 344
Hoffman Used - - ‘ - "o
Hoffman Not Used 4,55' 5.4 6.69 766

- 68

=3

2

¥NOTE: " No distribution of scores is available when there are fewer than 10 students.




Exhibit 2.212

- Grade Six Arithmetic -,
Selected Populations - Zone 4.
Median (50% ile) G.E. Scores and Median Gains

Median G.E Medien G.E Med NombEE Fo% Wby
edian G.E. edian G.E. edian ' '
: October Scores
May 1972 October 1971{ Gain in G.E. Were Available
TOTAL ZONE 1 539 4.77 .80 . 559 -
Spanish-Speaking/ ' |
Other White : ' . ‘ :
- 6.52 1. 5.70 .88 152
Black '
_ 4.83 4.15 JTh 195
\ . . . . .
: Chinese
' 7.56 6.60 ‘ 90 33 ;
!
Japanese * * * M
"Korean o |
- American Indian r % % % ]
Filipino o ‘ | '
; pime. 5.97 5.26 | - .92 43
Othér Non-White * - - :*k\"\.. * 6
. = .
Bused . 5.70 h.97 .84 31
Non-Bused 5.18 h.51 75 a8
Hoffman Used . - - - - B ‘
Hoffman Not U§ed | 5.41 Y. 77 . .80 559 j
*NOTE: No distribution of scores is available when there are fewer than 10 étudents. f
""Q. ] . .. .‘
iJ. . ‘f
- 64 - B -




. Exhibit 2,213

Grade Six Ar:_Lthmetic o
Selected Population - Zone 5

§ |

Surneme

Spmish-Speaking/

Interquartile Summary of Grade Equivalent Scores.
' ~ May, 1972

Median

Other White

329

Black

.429

Chinesg

Jepanese

14

Korean

Averican Indian

v 4,90-

. 530

6.10

10

‘Filipino

5’;20'

5.98

6.97

110
- Other Non-White 160 . . 5.43 5.95 27
. B_t%sed 4.83 5.82 6.90 550
Non-Bused ;; 4,58 5.45 6.66 563
Hoffman Used - - - o .
o Hoffman Not Used k.69 5.63 6.84 113
*NOTE: No distribution of scores is available 'When. there are fewer than 10 studfer'its.




Exhibit 2.214

Grade Six Arithmetic
Selected Populations - Zone 5
Median (50% ile) G.E. Scores and Median Gains

Number for Whot .
October Scores
Were Available

TOTAL ZONE | - 5.62 5.04 .83 829

= T

Median G.E. | Median G.E. Median
May 1972 October 1971{ Gain in G.E.

Spanish-Speeking/ '. ’ o
Surname ' 5.86 : 5.14 .92 90

Other White 6.24 . .86

Black 5.00 e N

Chinese 7. 55.- . . | 1.96

Japanese

.60

Korean

‘Ame‘i'ican Indian

Filipino

Other Non-White

Bused

Non-Bused

———— — _—_—_——

Hoffmanr Used _' B

Hoffmen Not Used s, : 5.04 - .83 | 829

°

[

*NOTE: ‘.Né:'o distributi.on of scores is availaﬁle.,ﬁf__len there are fewer than 10 students.




Exhibit 2.215

| : : ' ' Grade Six Arithmetic
"\ A o Selected Populations - Zone 6
| l o ) : Interquartile Summary of Grade Equivalent Scores
h ) e ' May, 1972

. . ] : Median | - Number
RS c 25th%¥ile 50th%ile | I5thZile Tested

4.84 6.20 7.60 - ' 993

b Spa.n:lsh-Speak:lng/ : B - Y L ' L
' ’\-‘ Surneme ) ' 2 ‘_5_-90 | 6.50 - o _‘i

.| other wnit . | ‘
i . e € . 5.95 - 7.14 8.51 234

{ B1ack | , . '
oLack h30 | - 5.06 o 614 253

'-Chinesg. €.60 | B 800 © 9,31, -

b [ Japé.nese

~6.50 | - 8.00 8.80 | _y 12

’, Korean R | ‘ '_ ] -

1)

) Amefican'"Ingian A % 1 % % - 1

Fitipino: 5.5 < | | 6.4 765 | 2k )

LR H . . BN
i - i - e

Other Non-White '~ - CLox ' *

e . SR . : S - Ly '

: . v, . . . . / :

. o S . o, - . L, ‘ e
e T e © 5.6k 690 7 306

-~

Non-Bused -' ] 521 | - .6\":63 X - A IR : I e
S Hofman;g_aéd AR ,5.22£ 6.00 '6.50 SRS
. Hofﬁmn Not Used B 4,85 ' ©6.22- o 7 6)+ | 550.

Coe e . .. . - . / .
A P
l ¥NOTE: No dlstrlbutzon of scores 18 avalla.ble when there- are fewerﬂuan TO sfﬁﬁénts.

17 - a

. - .o .

o, . .- . . / . . /
-

: e e - . ~ N - : ; /.
. : " e ' ¢ S T - : _ : g

. . . ) L _'u' . N . . ) k
. . o . P ) 7 . '/'. ”
“l\ n.u ; a c . . - . ] . .. - . . s . . . s . - / e - ;_ . . S , . -,.‘

~N
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Exhibit 2.216

Grade Six Arithmetic

, Selected Populations - Zone 6
Median (50%.ile) G.E. Scores and Median Gains

imbe Wh

| Medien G.E. | Median G.E.|. Meaian [joncer £or Who

’ May 1972 October 1971[ Gain in G.E. |yere pvailable
Sbanish-Spea.king/» . . 1
Surname , ° " 590 5:20 -.80 17
Othelr White 7.14 6.4 1.07 168
Chinese 8.00 . 6.95 1.25 . 27:.
Japariese - _ . 8.00 5.90 1.15 10
Korean _ - - 0
Americen ‘Indian % -.* * 1
Filipino 6. 46 5.85 .95 23
Other Non-White i - x . 3
Bused 5.64 486 " .92 235
Non-Bused : 6.63 6.00 1.08 211 .
Hoffman Used ~76.00 5.15 .95 33
Hoffmen Not Used 6.22° 5,33 1.00 4135

S i

*NOTE_;

No distribution of scores is available when there are
\

fewer than 10 s_tudents.

P r—
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Exhibit 2,217 = . =~

Grade Six Arithmetic
Selected Populations -~ Zone 7 :
Interquartile Summary of Grade Equivalent Scores

May, 1972-. o
) Median Number
_25th¥ile 1 _50thfile ! Tested
Spanish-Speaki . '
sﬁ:a;e_ pecking/ 4.66 5,26 5.60 | 35
Other thite 5.91 / 7.15 8.26 217
‘Black 385 | W60 525 | 168
Chinese 6.35 7.63 8.30 '_ ko
Japanese 7.50 o 8.00 ~8.30 - RO
Korean . " * * 6
American Indian \ * * * 5
Filipino '5.45 6.20 7.12 63
Other Non-White -~ |  * * * 7.
Bused 4,38 5.27 6.40 2l8
Non-Bused 5.46° 6.87 g | 3
Hoffman Used ) i - : °
"Hoft.‘man Not Elsed 4.87 ' 5.99 .61 562

*NOTE: No distribution of scores is available when

there are fewer than 10 students. .




Exhibit 2,218 -

Grade Six Arithmetic

Selected Populations - Zone 7

Median (50% ile) G.E. Scores and Median Gains ‘

| Median G.E,

May 1972

Medjan G.E.
October 1971

Median
Gain in G.BE.

Number for Who e

‘October Scores|
Were Availadble

’

| ToTAL ZONE 6.00 5.12 ' '901.“.# . 421&-’-

| :ﬁzzigg-Speakiqg/ 5.26 4.60 .96 é6.
Other ﬁhite. 715 6.40 1.15 167
Black : 5,60 3.95 .66 16
~Chines.e f7.63 1 6.95 - 83 ' g .38.
Japanese 8.00 :7,15 Ad.:o - 11
Koré:ag % * * 3
Amerigg.n Indian % "% * ' 2

| Filipino

s

6,20

5.30

.85

Other Non-White *

* * * 6
. R . o -
Bused .5.27 4.70 .85 175
“Non-Bused 6.87 " 5.99 o4 250
& v .
Hoffman Used - - - 0
Hoffman Not Used 5.42 425 ,

5.99

I

- .90

¥NOTE: No distribution of scores is available when there are fewer tbhan 10;”-stuc_1ents.

-

&S
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DISCUSSION

As in the previous section on reading, no conclusions
should be drawr_x' regarding the impact of D/I upon arithmetic achievement.
These scores should be considered baseline data for future reference.

The pattern of arithmetic scores among the various ethnic’
groups parallels that of the reading scores in that the same groups

.evidence the greatest educational need.

Within the various zones there are some wide differences
in arithmetic scores between bused and nonbused students, but dist,i‘ict-_{
wide there is practically no difference. o

_ Although Hoffman equipment is not an arithmetic teaching
device, scores for students using Hoffman are included in the exhibits
as an added point of interest. Scores for Hoffman users exhibit the -
same ambiguity as the reading scores in that users scored lower than non-
users in- the two zones where Hoffman was most prevalent but higher district-

- wide. Unknown factors are the criteria for selection of students for
. Hoffman ‘use, the motivation of teachers using the equipment and other read-

ing programs used in conjunction with Hoffman ‘equipment. No generalization
can be made regarding fringe or "rub~off" values that may be derived from
Hoffman equipment (see comments in previous section).

, - Experience has shown that a significant percentage of students .
are not motivated to do their best on testsa. These drithmetic test results,

- ag well as the previous reading test results, should be interpreted as b

minimal estimates. of the basic skills levels of the students.

©

OBJECTIVE #3

— e e o+ ——————

To gather, analyze, and Interpret base IIn€ data indicitIng Ehe lavel of
social studies gkills for San Francisco's eleméntary public school children.

, . EVALUATION QUESTION

What is the level of social studies skills for San Francisco

school children at the beginning of the first year of desegregation/ integration?

. PROCEDURES

A quota sampiing’ of third graders (N=711) took the Primary
Social Studies Test (PSST)* in December 1971. ‘A quota sampling of sixth

‘graders (N=743% took the Sequential Test of Educational Progress, Social
. Studies (STEP)

2 at the same time. Each sample represented approximately 157
of the total \population of third and sixth 'grade students in the San Francisco
School District. = - - - :

\ ‘.‘. .,_ . B / . ' ." | -71 -.'; .‘.‘ E

Primary /Social Studies Test, Preston and Duffy, Houghton-Mifflin,
1967, Teacher's Manual. . .

LSS

Sequential Tests of Educational Pro ress, Sacial Studi.es, Form 4A
Edqut:}qual Testing Service, Princeton, New Jersey, 1969.

/

- . - —— — ———




The Primary Social Studies Test (PSST) consisted of 70

questions read to students by their teachers. It was constructed to
sample students understanding of social studies content commonly taught
in Grades 1, 2, and 3 and did not apply to any particular combination of
social studies units.. -Items were constructed which would represent social
studies concepts, information relating to or illustrating generalizations,
and tasks necessary to perform inductive and deductive reasoning.

. The Sequential Tests of Educational Progress (STEP) consisted
of 50 questions._all based on some type of stimulus material (picture, map,
or reading passage). The skills generally tested were not specific knowledge

matter, but rather, those of organizing, interpreting, and ev_aluating‘ 1nforma—_

tion.

- DATA REPORTING AND ANALYSIS

=Exhibits 2,,31:_ and 2.32 summarize and portray the results -

_of the third grade test. e

: Exhibit 2.31 is a histogram portraying the same frequency

._results.as Exhibit 2.32, but in pictorial form. Here for example, it

can.be seen that 116 pupils scored betweén the raw score intervals of 36
to 40 (the interval midpoint is 38). This histogram, then, portrays the

results shown in the first two columns o/f Exhibit 2,32

S
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80
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40

‘ 30

Raw
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HISTOGRAM OF 3rd GRADE SCORES ON
. PRIMARY SOCIAL STUDIES TEST-:
" (n = 711, Possible Score =70)

Exhibit 2.31

13

’

116

167

aqg

34




" Exhibit 2.32

Frequency Table of a'Sampling
of SFUSD 3rd Grade Scores on
the Primary Social Studies Test

: Cumulative
. Scores Frgggenqy Frequency
61-65- 6 711 |
56-60 .- 43 705 .
51-55 97 662
+46-50 134 565
41-45 167 431
36-40 116 264
31-35 90" 148
26-30 42 58
21-25 .. 13 16
16-20 .3 3

- From these exhibits, it
students scored between the raw score
scored between the raw score interval

.scored between the raw score interval
expected, the majority of students (N=417) scored in the middle range, between

"the raw score intervals of 36 to 50.

The mean scores and standard deviationslare reported below in

Exhibit 2.33.

Exhibit 2.33

I National Mean

Standard Deviation

52%
8

S.F.U.S.D., Mean
Standard Deviation

43%
9

i€

* Significant at the .05 level

v

can be seen that three third grade
interval of 16 to 20; thirteen students
of 21 to 25; sixteen third graders -
of 16 to 25, and so on.

Descriptive Statistics for 3rd Grade Scores on the PSST

S\

As might be

K¢

1'Standaifd Deviati.n refers to the méﬁ re of the extent of spread of ‘scores above

LI

- 74 -

and below the mezn. It measures the dispersion of .thé group. The more scores

cluster around the mean, the smaller the standard deviation. -
. s - . ) l
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Using a Z test of significancel, it was found that SFUSD's
pupils scored significantly lower than national norms.? Grade equivalents
provided by the test publishers showed SFUSD's third graders at the 2nd

grade, 6th month level of gocial studies skills when they took the PSST in
December 1971. , ' L

Although, SFUSD third grade students did score significantly
lower, it should be pointed out that the normed population used to standard-
ize the test appears from a description in the test manual to be substantially
different from the northern urban population participating in this study.
#lso, often better schools tend to "volunteer". for, standardization, and,

. therefore, the small number of low ability schools actually decreases the

reliability of the lower end of the norms. With this in mind then, one
might conclude that although SFUSD third graders scored significantly

lower than national norms, they do not appear to.be grossly deficient in.
bocialfstudies skills. - ° . :

. 0

Exhibits 2.34, 2.35 and 2.36 summarize and portray the results
of the sixth grade tast, :

‘ Exhibit 2.34 1s a frequency table of scores. It can be seen
that the sixth graders generally scored low. .Over two-thirds of those
tested (541 of 743) scored below 430 (possible score of 460). Exhibit 2.35,
a histogram, portrays the uneven distribution of scores. :

| Exhibit 2.34
i Frequency Table of a Sampling of SFUSD Grade Scores
‘ -on the STEP Social Studies Test, 4 A _
(N=743; total possible score = 460)

; : . Cumulative I

/ Scores . * - Frequency - Frequency.__
455-459 2 743 |
450-454 - . 9 - 741 . '
445-449 . 34 732 .
440-444 56 698
4352439 , 46 642 |
430-434 55 596
425-429 - 77 . 541
420-424 ' 77 i 464
415-419 119 387
410-414 99 268
405-409 ‘ 110 . 169
400-404 - 59 59

i Tegt of Significance.rgfers to é.stéfiéficél procedure»uéedmto

determine whether one set of scores differs from another set of scores by chance
alone. . ' o ‘ T

e 2

Noxmg refer-toJexpecteé fe:fdrmancé levels of average students for
each grade covered by the test; based on the performance of students selected by
the test publishers according to established criteria.

2
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Exhibit 2.35

HISTOGRAM OF 6th GRADE SCORES ON
) STE}? SOCIAL STUDIES kA TEST
(n = Th3;. ‘Possible Score =460.)

No. of -
Pupils
120 r:1_19_ \?
110 I ‘
100 99 ] L -
% : 7. 11
60| 59 |
| 53 2
- b6
. ko { |
} 3
\ 
[
{
20 {
. 1
R o )
) _ |
! . - 5
R 1 1 . B ] 1 L 1 | | S D o s
aw . .
Scores ko2 kot k12 M7 b2z . k27 432 437 hh2} Lt .h52 hST
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. population.

The mean scores and standard deviations for the sixth grade are
reported in Exhibit 2.36.

Exhibit 2,96
Descriptive Statistics for Sixth Grade
Scores on STEP

National Mean _  426% :
Standard Deviation 13 o

S.F.U.S.D. . a’ﬁ/t,}ksﬁ" ..
S;andard4gggi_ on 13 )

*Significant Difference

__——0n the surface, the means would seem to indicate that SFUSD's’
sixth graders were only a few points away from the national mean, and, '
therefore, not much different. However, a "t" test of significance
comparing the two means revealed that San Francisco's sixth graders did

score significantly lower on the test when compared to national norms,

. than would be expected of students at that grade level.

DISCUSSION

Results of the two social stu&ieé skills tests (PSST and
STEP), administered in December 1971 to a sample of third and sixth grade

 students in’the San Francisco Unified School District were compared to

national norms provided by the publishers. The test results revealed ‘
that San Francisco étudehts‘participating in:the sample had statistically
significant lower scores than could be expected based on the normed

a It should be noted however, that the normed population varied
considerably in socio-economic background and geographic location from the

urban population used in this study. -Therefore, the results of any compari-
son must be looked at cautiously. ‘

. Although students at both grade levels scored lower than .
expected, an examination of the distribution of scores for the third grade
revealed a normal curve. That is, a dispersion of scores distributed among
high, low and middle ranges; while the distribution of sixth grade scores

reveal a gkewed curve with a highér than expected proportion of scores at - -

the lower end of the scale.

- Perhaps this difference suggests some need to re~examine the
goals and methods of teaching social studies skills ‘at the intermediate
level. While content must of necessity vary, perhaps the attainment of
‘specific skills needs to be more standardized. ‘ -




OBJECTIVE #4

To éésess possible.spurqeé of information where SFUSD children may have gained
knowledge about peoﬁle of other backgrounds, and.the amount of interest students
possessed in acquiring such knowledge. ' -

EVALUATION QUESTION

Where do SFUSD pupils get their information about other people?

How much time do pupils think they spend learning about others? -How much a

interest do pupil§ think they have in learning about others, and does the
process of desegregation have any effect on these areas over time?

PROCECURES

. _ In order to answer the-above questions, fhree questions were _
devised by an evaluation staff member. The three questions were then adminis-

tered to the sample of third and sixth grade students in both December 1971
and May 1972, ' :

DATA REPORTING AND ANALYSIS

The questions and results qre'repofted-bélow in Exhibits
2.41, 2.42 and 2,43, - : .

Exhibit 2.41

: Where do you get most of your information abpu; other people
(races and nationalitigg_different§£xgm_you)3m~Check\qhe three best sources.

Third Grade Responses in Rank Order

Dec. 1971, Test 1, n=1698 replies 3 | June 1972 Retest 2, n=1014 replies
No. % Source J] Yo. % Source
403 23.7 teacher 218 21.5 teacher
284 16.7 'school books 155 15.3 ‘school books
243 14.3 family and relatives 131 12.9 family and relatives
225 13.3  t.v., radio, film 125 12.3  t.v., radio, film
127 7.5 other books . H 90 8.9 magazines (comicshar
) . newspapers)
117 6.9 © magazines, (comics 74 7.3 . field trips or
; or newspapers) speakers
86 5.1 © field trins or 71 7.0  ‘other books
- speakers Co
83 4.9  visit peoples of = 65 6.4  visit peoples of
- other countries other countries
82 4.8 friends 56 5.5 friends
42 - 2.5 ‘I don't know e 18 1.8 I don't know
. . </ . .
6 0.3 .other . - :% 11 ,i,l. " other . °

-t
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’ Exhibit 2.41 (Cont'd)
Sixth Grade Responses in Rank Order

'

I_ Dec. 1971;Test 1, n=1966 rgblies- - June 1972, Retest 2, n=1479 replies
4 . Source ' No. % "Source
21.7 teacher - : 300 20.3 teacher
18.7 t.v., radio, films 282" 19.1  t.v., radio, films
14.3 family, & relatives 200 13.4 - school books h
10.6  school books | 195 13.2  family & relatives
8.7 friends . 116 7.7  friends - & i
: 3 .. . . . 1 . ’ ’\::'“ . .
7.7 - magazines, comics 103 7.0  magazines, comics, I ' -
" news - , news 7 - )
6.6 other books - 97 6.6 - other books
5.3  visit peoples of 80" 5.4 visit peoples of . y :
other countries . other countreis oD
4.0 speakers, - 79 5.3 speakers, field trip
field trips ' " Ceeo P
1.5 I don't know 15 10 /I don't kaow
0.9 other . ' _i2 0.8 other
__7 . . A

. For both grades, there is much internal consistency. The rank
order of sources generally does not change much, .nor do the ‘percentages. Both
grades rank teachers as their most important source of knowledge. Family and .
relatives are important sources also. The largest difference seems.to be ' : .
school books. ' Third ‘graders tend to ‘rank school books high as a source of = . -
multi-ethnic knowledge, however, 6th graders rely more on TV, radio and films.

- Exhibit 2.42. . , . -

How much of your time.do yqu spend learning about other people?

0

Third Grade Responses e

Dec. 1971, Test 1, n=641 replies May 1972,Rétesp 2, =377 replies .
No. z ’ __No. % :

156 ‘L 24.3 very little 85 22.5 very 1little
12 48.7 sometimes 210 55.7. sometimes
173 ‘27.Q often & 82 - _21.8 often

641 100.0 377+ 100.0




(&)

Exhibit 2.42 (Cont'd) .

Sixth’ Grade Responses

Dec. 1971, Test 1, n=675 replies May 197& Retest 2 n=505 replies-
No. % ' No. % '
145 21.5 very little 135 - 26.7 very little
- CA ' .
386 57.2 sometimes 263 52,1 sometimes
144 21.3 often 107 21.2 often
75 100.0 g 505 100.0

to indicate th
the school year progressed.

there were fewer students rep
other people,
"very little™

about other people.
rough. indicators of

learning.

.Are you ever interested in learning about other -people?

at both

time category.

‘categories was to increase the
about other people "sometimes."
the "sometimes" to the "

ted change at this grade level in the percent indicating they studied "often"
It must be remembered that these percentages are only .
the amount of class time devoted to multi-cultural . ' ' T\

Exhibit 2.43

The percent differences between the test-retest periods seem
grades spent less time learning
For the third grade, although on the Fetest~
orting they "often" _
there were also a smaller percent of students selecting the
The result of this shift away from the polar-
percent 6f students reporting they learned

Sixth graders reported a 5.1% shift from
very little"

about other people”as

spent time learning about

However, there was no repor- '5

1 1

category.

Third Grade Responées

~.

Dec. 1971,Test'1,n=641'replies May 1972,Retest 2, n=377 replies
No. % ) ' No. % | _
{176 27.5 ‘not too often || 126 33.4 not too often ’
268 44,8 . sometimes 154 40.9 _éometimes - o e
) - . : . L : .
197 . 30.7 very often 97 "+ 25.7 very often . ' ] N
41 100.0 : 377 100.0 . I -

A Al

Sixth Grade Responses o ST o !

Dec. 1971, Test 1,n=675 replies May 1972, Retest 2, n=505 replies|
i NB. N, ’ v"/, v No. . % ) ' S }
95 14.1 hardly ever 57 »° T 11.3 : hardly ever : "
T C - S | !
PB7e - 5507 sometimes 333 .. 65.9 sometimes / s
" Je0s T 30,2 most timecs || 115 22.8 most times | ¥
[675 100.0 505 100.0 ' 3

A

-'80 -

e . ) .
. v S . . : .
95 - LT -i
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As with the amount of time studying about other people it
appears that the amount of interest pupils had in learning about others
decreased, too, as the school year progressed. Whether this diop in
interest can be attributed to desegregation, to plain fatigue, or to any
combination of factors, cannot be assertained at this time. More detailed
information would be necessary to determine causation.

The time-interest data can be represented in a cross-tabular
matrix which serves to demonstrate the shift between December and May in the

amount of interest and time spent by third and sixth graders in learning
about other people.

Exhibit 2.44

Third Grade Time-Interest Matrix

December 1971

Amount of Time
A J B c Total
very littlel “some times | often Interest
1 R R 75 82 197
o | md i Y.L R 1T.4% 12.6% 30.3%
) w B )
E ug'ﬁ 52 161 55 268
= g o 8.7% 25.8% 8.5% 43.0%
Uy 0
o] n 4
21 8 : | A
51 88 64 76 [ .86 .| 176
g aFT: v 9.6% 11.6% ! §.5% | 26.7%
O O R . _
= ‘Y ’
Total 156 312 173 64l
Time 24.6% u8.8% 26.6% 100.0%

For example, 82 pupils replied both that they were "very often"
interested in learning about others, and that they "often" spent time.learning
about others. The figures in the shaded 8quares represent what seem to be
illogical answers. Thirty-six pupils, for example, said that they spent a
lot of time studying about other people, yet they alsc indicated that they
wete not too interested in doing so. Of course, one answer to this apparent
contradiction could be that these pupils were forced to study what they were
not interested in. Or it could be that some pupils failed to understand the
questions and therefore answered improperly. '




Exhibit 2.45

Third Grade Timé-Int:erest: Matrix
. May 1972 Retest

Amount of Time
A B. . C T
. otal
|very little | gonetimes often - | Interest
> g :7' T
y T R 42 _ 41 94
§ = hl (3.1%) ¢ (11.8%) (11.5%  |(26.4%)
E .“g.E, g . S N
. o . 92 28 wy -
H mg% (7.5%) (25.8%) (7.8% . [(41.1%)
- . -
15 | 8 BN & ok
§ oF 8 40 64 a2 1.
: § ‘§ (11.2%) (17.9%) T(3.6%) (32.5%)
Total 78 | 108 81 35770
Time | (21.8%) (55.5%) (22.7%) (100.0%) .

: . The shift in interest and time spent between December and May
for the third grade- can be compared by examining comparable boxes in the two

" matrices. - An overall vlew 1s provided when rows and ‘colums for the two time
periods are compared. For instance, between December and June there was a

"3.9% drop in'the number of students indicating they were "very often"
interested in learning about others; with a ‘corresponding 5.8% increase in

_ those-responding ''not too often." ‘When the amount of time spent learning

_ about others is examined, we find fewer responses ‘in the polar categories.
That is, there was a regression toward the mean with fewer responses in the
"very little" and "often" categories and a reported 7.5% increace of those

responding "sometimes." S B s




Exhibit 2.46

Sixth Grade Time-Interest Matrix
December 1971

Amount of Time
A B C
very little | sometimes | often
2 255720 104 75 204
- R -7 (15.4%) (11.1%) (30.2%)
% = e i .
) : .
4 ] 68 245 63 376
w |mba (10.1%) | (36.3%) (9.3%) (55.7%)
o [ ]
P fmn i 84 2.1 m—
3 5' g 52 a7 95
.§ AL 2 (7.7%) (5.5%) (14.1%)
Uy .
4 i . i
s (21.5%) |386(57.2%) [1u4(21.3%) 675
T Exhibit 2.47 T
: Sixth Grade Time-Interest Matrix
: May 1972 Retest
Amount of Time ' "
i ¢ . pery little | sometimes often
7 KR */ 7/ /
§ 1 P o / : /,f/: 56 60 125
’ o 2 . 1 7%37. 74 (10.7%) (11.5%) (23.9%)
: BRENSY
b 8
. T
P w | o8 96 262 40 338
: o wg.g (18.3%) (38.5%) (7.6%) (64.4%)
t - L [72] .
AR _ g ‘ / // 7
L 8 5* g 38 15 61
: =g 2 (7.3%) (2.9%) , (1 s%) (11.7%)
‘ s E . L .
143 273 108 521
A (27.3%) (52.1%) (20.6%)




When the two matrices are compared for the sixth grade, we
find a decrease in the amount of time spent learning about others between
December and May. The percent of students reporting they spent "very little"
time increased by 5.8% during this time period. The amount of interest
reported in learning about others at this grade level regressed toward the
mean on the May retest. That is, responses in the "sometimes" category
increased by 8. 7%. o

DISCUSSION

Students at both the third and sixth grades generally agreed
that their most fimportant source of information about other people came
from their teachers. This belief did not change between the December and
May test periods.

When students were asked if they were ever interected in
learning about other peoples, 75.5% of third graders responded either
"sometimes" or "very often" in December compared to 66.6% responding
in this way in May. At the sixth grade level, 85.9% selected those cate-
gories in December while- 88.7% selected them in May. It would seem that
sixth graders maintained their interest level over the year as opposed to
students at the third grade level. :

These results are particularly interesting in the light of
data reporting the amount of time spent in learning about other people.
Here third grade students reported a small 1.8% increase in time spent
despite their decreased interest, while sixtl #rade students reported a
5.27% decrease in time spent compared to their fncreased interest.

Of course, it is not known if the learning referred to is
primarily class learning, and if the reported increases and decreases in
interest levels is related to the school or other variables. However, long
range effects of a decrease 'in interest at the third grade, and a reduction
in time spent at the sixth grade need to be further explored.

OBJLCTIVE #5

To assess pupils' ethnocentrisml in the San Francisco Unified School
District.

" EVALUATION QUESTION

What amount of ethocentrism do San Framcisco Unified School

District pupils have? Does the amount change any after one year of attending
desegregated schools?

1 ‘Ethnocentvrism refers to the tendency of each group to look upon
their own ethnic group as being the most significant, the most important one.

By
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PROCEDURES

The same quota gampling of third graders who took the PSST,
- answered an eight question survey, once in December 1971 and again in May
1972. The eight questions were the same both times, and were culled frea
various social studies curriculum books (e.g., Chase, Dunfee and Sagl).

The same gquota sampling of sixth graders who took the STEP
Social Studies 4A Test, answered a thirteen question survey developed by
the Institute of Child Welfare (now known as the Institute of Human Develop-
ment), University of California, Berkeley. - As with the third graders, these
thirteen questious were repeated in May 1972.

All ‘questions were picked because they revealed undemocratic
opinions Vanc'l attitudes that could lead to ethnic prejudices.

The ghestions were as follows:
Third Grade
1. Everyone should learn to talk another language.

2. Some races in our country are smarter than others.

3. It 1s important to know people well in order to understand
them.

4. The American way of doing things should be taught to all ‘
peoples of the world.

5. People who are different from us are probably not as smart
as we are.

6. People act in certain wayé because of customs and where they
live.

7. 1f people inu other countries worked hard, they could have the
things Americans have.

8. All children in our country have a right to go to school.
Sixth Grade

1. People of different ‘races and religions would get along
better if they visited each other and shared things.

2. Our country is a lot better off because of the different
races that live here.

3¢ Only people like myself have a right to be happy.

4. We should not send our food to foreign countries, but should
think of America first.




5. It is interesting to be friends with someone who thinks and
feels differently from the way I do. ' ‘

6. Girls should only learn things that are useful  around the house.
7. You must watch out or else somebody will make a fool out of you.

8. ' Teachers should try to find out what you want to do6 and not
just tell you what to do. ‘ '

9. Weak people deserve as much consideration from others as do
strong people.

10. There is only one right way to do things.
11. If everything would change, thisworld :would be much better.
12. Someday a flood or earthquake will destroy the world.

13. You can protect yourself from bad luck by carrying a charm or
good 1luck piece.

It should be noted that these questions uncover certain attitudes
that can lead to racial and ethnic prejudice. They do not necessarily mean
that those who hold.such attitudes are prejudiced.

DATA REPORTING AND ANALYSIS

The results for both the third and sixth grades on the test-
retest follows: '

Third graders who answered 0 to 2 wrong were considered to
have a low amount of ethnocentric attitudes; 3 to 5 wrong were considered
to have a medium amount; and 6 to 8 wrong a high amount,

~ Sixth graders who answered 0 to 3 wrong were considered to have &
a4 low amount of ethnocentric attitudes; 4 to 7 a medium amount; and 8 to
13 a high amount.

Exhibit 2.51

Third Grade Ethnocentric Results

December 1971 'May 1972 (Retest)
l i
Low ' Medium High Low Medium l High
N2 | 267 367 .29 155 220 12
% 40.3 | 55.3..| 4.4 | 40.1 56.8 | 3.1

-8 =4
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Exhibic 2.52

Sixth Grade Ethnocentric Fesults

December 1971 May 1972 (Retest)
Low Medium | High | Low Medium | High
N =| 292 345 40 251 165 24

% 43.1 51.0 5.9 57.1 37.5 5.4

ror third graders, there was very little reported change in
the amount of e‘hnocentrism from December 1971 to May 1972.

¥or sixth graders, there was a 14% increase in those reporting
"low' ethnocentrism. 7The shift was primarily from those reporting "medium"
ethnocentrism on the Iecember test.

DISCUSSION

The resulte seem very gratifying. Even though third graders
showr:d no change in any direction between the December and May test periods,
only a very few reported "high" amounts of ethnocentric attitudes. The
majority of students at this grade level reported "medium" ethnocentrism.
Yeung children generally do not hold as consistent and rigid attitudes as
d» adults. These medium-ranged third graders, then, can become either more
ur less ethnocentric as time: progresses. A well-balanced multi-ethnic or
bicultural program could go some way towards ensuring San Francisco Unified
School District pupils having low amounts of prejudical attitudes.

1
At the sixth grade, not only are there few students who are
highly ethnocentric, but 14% were less ethnocentric as the school year progressed.
It would be well to look into the processes that may have improved these
attitudes, a8 at this time, one cannot be certain that the San Francisco
Unified School District's desegregation/integration efforts caused this
increase in positive attitudes towards others.
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OBJECTIVE.#6

[

To measure the school system's ‘supportive role in facilitating
desegregation by disseminat.ing multi-ethnic information to the teachers.

EVALUATION QUESTION

Will the implementation of desegregation in the elementary schools ‘
result in an increase in multi-ethnic &tudies, an increase in the availability

of multi-ethnic materials, and an increase in teachers' use of multi-ethnic .
materials? {

PROCEDURES

A teacher questionnaire was designed'for the collection of data !
on: '

1) The availability, use, and quality of multi-ethnic materials; §
2) Class activities oriented toward multi-ethnic awareness; and ’

3) Teachers' opinions about curriculum changes for multi-ethnic
development. '

The questionnaire was based upon one of the six component foci
of the Riverside, California Desegregation Study, but with specific question
items developed by the San Francisco Unified School District _evalua-
tion staff. The multi-ethnic calendar that appears in the questionnaire was
reproduced in total from the Riverside School Study, with the San Francisco

Unified School District evaluation staff extending the calendar to include
additional holidays (Exhibit 2.606).

A questionnaire was distributed to a sampling of third and
sixth grade teachers early in the desegregation program, Decemter 1971,
but the returns were too small to be fully accurate. The questionnaire,
therefore, was revised and included as Section C on the Teacher Opinion
Survey and distributed at the end of the first year of the desegregation
program, May 1972. : : :

———d

A quota sampling of 63 third and sixth grade teachers was
selected. It was ‘originally intended that this sample would participate
_ in both a test and retest design. However, since the returns for the first
j test were so small, the sample for the retest was enlarged to 412 teachers. - i
’ This included