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ABSTRACT
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£irst section deacribes how the writing pfogram addressed three of
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achievement in social studies, and (3) minority student achievement
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EVALUATIOCN DESIGN REVIEW FORM
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Jatta Todaro
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PROGRAM SUMMARY

The 1979-1980 written Composition Program is an imstructional project
wvhich is designed to "overcoma the adverse educational aud eocial effacts
of minority group isolation by improving the academic schievement of
minority students." In addition, tha program is designed to address:
three of the District's priority areas: 1) student achievement in tha
basic skills area of language arts, 2) student achiavement in the basic
skills area of social studies, and 3) minority studant achievement in all
basic skills arecas.

The program, now in its third year, was approved by the AISD Board of
Trustees in August, 1979, For tha first two years the program was fundad
by the Pederal govermnment under tha Fmergancy School Aid Act (ESAA) end
wae known as the ESAA Pilot Program. This is the first year in which the
program is completely funded by the District.

The primary program goals axe to improve writing skills (mechanics of writing
88 well as expression), and &lso, to determine whether such improvement will
influence reading achievemant. The educational treatment provides a

variety of opportunities for students to learn and apply verious writing
skills. The evaluation of this program focuses on tha relative effective—
ness of this mathod of resding/writing instruction with minority students.

The instructional model consists of training teachers in methods designad
to improve the teaching of grammar and written compoaition, direct in~
struction of atudents in the langusge arts and esoctal studiea/science
classes, and the AISD esgential competancies in written composition and
grammar. This offers a structured method of inetruction in building
santances and patterning language. Tha Language Experiance Approach is
also used to teach grammar and writing. This approach, which is based on
the exiating language of the student, combines reading, writing, speaking,
and listening gkills in the inatructional proceas.

. The program etaff consista of s coordinator and a compensatory plenner.
The coordinator's responsibilities includs the overall edministration of
the program, staff development, curriculum develepment, and materials
aslection end acquisition. The compensatory planmer, funded through
gtate compensatory monies, assists in various aspecta of the program on
4 part-times haaia.

§ix elementary campuses, each with a population of 30X or mera mimority
studants, ware selectad to participate in the program. Approzimately 900
students (K-5) from tha target schools will receive direct servicas from
the classroom teachers participating in the program. The aix targat gchools
ere Campbell, Normam, Oak Springs/Rosewood, Pacan Springs, Sims, and Winn.

" Oue clasarcom per grada level per achool (a total of 36 clessas) will ba

“involved in the project. Twelve classes from Brown and Maplewood schools
will also be involved aa the comparison clasees for the project.
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EVALUATION SUMMARY

The Writtan Componition Program will be avalusted in two major areas.
Information will ba gatherad on the extant to which the treatmsnts have

been implementad, with amphasis upon both problem areas and areas of success.
Additional data will ba gathered concarning the student effects from par-
ticipating in the program.

Information ragarding tha program will be gathered from seven primary
sources:

1) Tha Assessment of Writing Skills instrument will be uged to measure
g3ine for the year on a pretest-posttest basis, with a comparison
between tha program and comparison groups.

2) Iowa Tests of Basic Skills (Raeding, Vocabulary, apnd Language.
Skills subtests) scores will ba used to measure gains and make
comparisons between tha program and comparison groups. .

3) Califoruia Achievement Tests (Reading and Vocabulary subtests)
‘acores will be usad to measura geins and make comparisons
batween the program and comparison groups. The CAT will serve
as the pratest, the ITBS will serva as the posttest.

4) A time astimatas will be usad to detarmine the asownt of time spent
in written composition and language arts activities during a
school waak. ‘

5) Classroom observations will be usad to assess the degree of
program implementation in the clasaroom.

6) A teacher juastionnairas will be ueed to assess teachers' use of
staff devalopment activities gnd the materials and techniques
specifiad in the program modal to evaluate the degree of program
implemantation.

7)' The Boahm Tast of Basic Concepts will be used to assess gains for
tha year on a pratast-posttest baeis, with a comparison of
Program and comparison groups at the kindergarten level.

Comparison groups will be aalected for comparative analyses of information
from each of thesa acurces. Gradas 1-5 of all schools involved will be
used for tha student data analysas, becausa writing is not required at the
kindergarten level.
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DECISION QUESTIONS ADDRESSED

A. Accountability Question

D1. Should the instructional activities of the Written Composition
Program be disseminated throughout the Austin Independent School
District?

B, Program Question

‘D2, What aspacts of teacher training in the program model (techniques
and content) should be retainad for- future teacher training in
this area?



Dl. Should the tnatruetional sctivicles
of the Written Compoaition Program
be dieseminated throughout the
Anstly Independent Scheol Dlatrict!

| becsion
DATE

July, 1980

lIiB
DECISION QUESTIONS OVERVIEW

NEEDED

June 30, 1990

RELEVANT EVALUATION
QUESTIONS & OBJECTIVES

D=1,

bl-d,

nl.& L]

Bd the Welttan Coepoaition
Program mest 1te writing
ehjeetdves for 1979-19807
(The weiting shtll conpatess
tles of st leant 40T of o 507
asnple of the atudeats {n the
progean group {grades 1-5)
wll] biave fmproved algnifi-
cantly. )

Did the Weltten Conposition
Progrem mest ts reading
achievenent chjectives for
1975-19801 (pifty percent of
8 308 sanple of the srudents
In the program geaup (grades
1-3) will denonatrate 2 #ig-
nilicant increase In resding
achievenint,)

Were there oignificat dif-
ferences between the writlo
ski1} conpetenclen of studentd
In the progras and coupariact
groupal

bld students {n the propram
grovp improve thelr reading
skille edguificantly more
than d1d gtudenta in the
tonpativon group!

BHE*aL

INFORMATION SOURCES |

Ansegsment of Welting Skills Instrusent |

Celifornts Achievement Teats
Tova Tests of Bzale Skills

haseasment of Writlng Skille Ingbrunent

{altfornis Achieveaent Teots
Tova Tests of Basle Skills
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DECI ON QUESTIONS OVERVIEW

DECISION CHJESTION

e GL

DEEISION REI.EVANT EVAI.I.IATION

QUESTIONS & OBJECTIVES |

DI, Were there olgoiflosnt d1f= | Aavnemert of Velting Skitls Instrument
fetences n veiting akills -
coapatencles betvorn the
etudente of teachera whis had
bees dn the program for three
years acd the students of
*teathers vho had been 1n the
peogran for one pesst i

Di-6, Wera there algnificant dif- | Assesssent of Wrlting Skille [nstrwment
ferances n vefting akills
conpoteacien betveen atodents
who had been in the progrea
for more then one yeat énd

. students yho had been 1n the | ° -

' pasgren fof ous yeat! s

D-1. DAd kladergatten atudents I | Josiim Taat of Basic Conoepte g’
the progeam growp desonstrate “a
s Increase on the Bochw ¢
signiticantly sbove that of
studenty in tha compacison
yroup!

D2 What aepects of bascher tradning fn | July, 2980 Jwng 30, 1980 1021, 021 theough 121, {Some ug

the peogrew nodel ahould ba retatned Bi=1 through D1~7. Sew above
for gulm teacher training in thia questions.)
ith

Suoe a3 D1~1 theough DI

D28, Wers the proprau wodals Teacher Quentionnaire
{wplemented! Claagroon (hpervaticn
Tee Bstimte
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" DECISHN QUESTION

DATE

HELEVANT EVALUATION
QUESTIONS & DBJECTIVES
D29, Did teschers n the program
group apend pare tipe ualng
the specific techalyues and
materials of the progrem

wodel than epachers fn che
cospariscn graup!

02-10. Did reschers fn the progran
group spend more tine proe
viding velting fustrustion
duelng soctal studies, sclene
or langusge ayty than teacher
in the cowpariscn group!

Bi-=I1, Did progean group clagsed
gpend more time vriting

or language uete than conpar
Laon groip classss?

J02-12: Md teachers n the progran

and wopsrviston, snd adulnde=
trative support uere adequate!

[02-13, ¥hat aspecta of chelr pres
potation for the progren did
teathers In the progrea group
feel were most and Yoast
beneficlal to thea?

group feed that thelr teafning)

- _ DECSON QUESTIONS OVERVEW

INFORMATION SOURCES |~

Teacher Questionnaire
Classroon tbservation:

Tiee Est{este

Teacher Questioansire
Classroom Qbegpvation
Tine Estinate

Teacher Quaaticnnaira
Clasetaon Dbeetvation

during soctal studies, sefence] Tiw Betimate

Teacher uastionnaire

Teacher Quéationmelre

BT 6L




_DECISION QUESTIONS OVERVIEW

DEOISKJN QUESTION

DECISION
DATE

HEI.EVANT EVALIMTION

D2-14, What 1a the cost-beneﬂt
tatde of the progtea group
In tores of materdale, staff,
and developueat cots
relative to etudent
echievenent?

| QlESTINS QOBJECTIVES

&L

ez

T — |

| Ansesoment of Weittng Skilte Toateumnt |

Program Budget Tnformition

— -
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DISSEMINATION

INFORMATION

DISSEMINATION
FORMAT

Final Report Summary

- 'Final Techanical Report

Report

Report

DATE

PERSONS

RECEIVING

6-B0

6-80

Program
Coordinator

Director of
Developmental
Programs

Director of
Elementary
Education

Program
Coordinator

Director of
Developmental
Programs

Director of
Elementary
Education
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REMARKS
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~ INFORMATION SOURCES

POPULATION | EVAL QUES| DATE
REFERENCED{ COLLECTED

: ‘, Clostrom Ohoarvatton | Raadouly aslacted teachare X -4 niumy Dfsteibution atatfaties and
V7 ot teachans {n pogean and compatison | 29 LUl ] theough sampaeisony of tine s,

| eomron
- SOURCE

ANALYSIS
TECHAQUES

sehools, et 1900 | S
7. Time Eatimgte 1 AL progem and cuapardacn § 34 ISi0 Apedd, 1480 Blatstbution ofatiotics ard o “

taachare, 5 DX conpacisona of tine eoe,

§, Dudgat Infou',itlnn Writtan Cooposition 3=t Jue, 1980 Diatedbution atatintics by
Progrim, progras by prejees soat,
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DATA TO BE COLLECTED IN THE SCHOOLS

A. Students

Septeambar, 1979 1. Asgessment of Writing Skills: Administered
and pra and post to all program classas and
April-May, 1980 salected. comparison classas. :
April, 1979 2. California Achievement Tests: Administered
to all elemantary students grades 1 to 5.
April, 1980 3. Iows Testg of Basic Skilla: Administered
0 all elemantary students grades 1 to 3.
Septamber, 1979 4. Boehm Test of Basic Concevts: Adminigtered
and pre. and post to all Title I kindargarten
February, 1980 students. Spacial posttaston

program K-class at Winn (Program school).
B. Teachers

April, 1986 : 1. Teacher Questionnaire: Administerad to all
program and comparison teachers.

February-April, 1980 2. Classroom Qbsepvation: Ramdomly gelected

program and comparison classrooms.
April, 1980 3., Time Bstimata: Kept during a two-week period

by all program and comparison teachers.

C. Other Records

Throughout 1. Budget Information: Obtained from Program
school year. Coordinator.
22
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FVALUATION TUNE RESOURCES ALLOCATION"

e L ————— e T S EEEE——— -
' ~ACTIVITY DIRECTOR | SEMIOR | EVALUATOR | PROGRAMMER| EVALUATION
EVALUATOR . ASSISTANT
Rp—— W i e pp— re st PR - ————— p——
A Degign J .5 10,5
B, Information Sources 5 1.0 5.0
1. Asaéasuent of Writing Skills 5,0
2, LT.B.8. 5.0
1. TBoelwm 5.0
4, ‘Teacher Log ‘ 50
5, Claesroom Obgervation Teacher 30,0
6, Teacher Questionnalre 5.0
7. Budget 5.0
C. Interinm IDlaaeu.inatlau 1.0
| D, Final Rleport 1.0 1.0 | 2.0 -
B, Other Dissenlnation .1 1,0
v hdoln, and Other Tndirect e Costa | 2.0 6.0 12,0
¢, fotal 3,7 10.0 | 1033
] *Time units are days




