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The Austin Independent School District presents a

final technical report concerning its Chapter 1 and Chapter 1 Migrant

.Programs.-Chapter 1 and Migrant Program Early Childhood

" (prekindergarten) students made impressive achievement gains that

" were even larger than last year's. However' students in grades 2-12

- who have been served from 1 to 4 years by the Migrant Program did not

make greater achievement gains from 1981 to 1982, or 1982 to 1983,

than did other migrant students who have nct been served. The high

school Migrant Program has several weaknesses: (1) little focus on

low-achieving students; (2) no discernible impact of the program on

achievement; (3) considerable disparity among the number of students

served by each teacher; and (4) a lower proportion of eligible

students served than at the elementary and ;junior high levels. There

vidence that extremely low~Scoring Schoolwide Projects

students (those few who are more than a year behind grade level) do

fffff

not gain. as mu

ch in some cases as comparable students in Regular

Chapter 1 schools. The report discusses the programs in detail and

includes descriptions of the instruments/used in the Migrant Program
(Appendices A to L). (PN) : ,
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»  DEFINITIONS

Chapter | Regular - The Chapter ! Regular ﬁtbgrah provides supple-
mentary reading instruction to low-achieving students (those
who score at the 30th percentile or below) in twenty-five schools

with high concentrations of students from low-income families.

Chapter 1 Schoolwide Projects - Two schools, Allison and Becker; have

a sufficient concentration of low-income students to qualify as
Chapter: | Schoolwide Projects. In these schools Chapter. 1 and
extra local funds are used to lower the pupil/teacher ratio.

All students in the schools are considéred Chapter | students:

Current Migrant - A current migratory child is one (a) whose parent or

guardian is a migratory agricultural worker or migratory fisher,
and (b) who has moved within the past twelve months from one
school district to another to enable the child, the child's
guardian, or a member of the child's inmediate family to obtain
temporary or seasonal employment in an agricultural or fishing
activity. , :

Former Migrant - Students who remain in the-District - following their
year of current eligibility are consideréd formerly migratory stu-

dents (with the concurrence of their parents) for a period of
five additional years. Current and former migratory studen'ts

are eligible for the same progranm services.

Types of Service - = L
Lab or Pullout - Student is served outside regdlar classroam.

Classroom Service - Student is served in his/her regular class-
room. < o o
Special Class - Student is registered for a special program class,

. e.g., Early Childhood Classes. , S
Other - Any other ways a student might be served, e.g., tutoring.

MSRTS - The Migrant Student Record Transfer System (VSRTS) is a
" national level recordkeeping system designed to maintain files

of eligibility forms; health data, instructional data, and _

achievement data on migrant students. These records are sent .
as a student migrates from school district to school district
to provide each school district with information about the

student. .The District and the MSRTS Clerk are required to
maintain these files in a certain order and update various
records during the school year:

S - .
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Final Report

- Project Title:  Chapter 1 and Chapter 1 Migrant

Contact Persons: Karen Carsrid and Catherine Christner

MAJOR POSITIVE FINDINGS:

1. Chapter 1 and Migrant Program Early Childhood (prekin’def—
garten) students made impressive achievement gains that were
even larger than last year's.

2. The achievement gains of 1982-83 Schoolwide Projects students
in reading, math, and language were generally greater than
those of comparable students in ‘the Regular Chapter 1 Program
schools. A longitudinal examination of Schoolwide Projects
students' achievement gains also appears encouraging concern-
ing advantages of participaticn in the program.

3. There is evidence to indicate continued improvement in the
Regular Chapter 1 Program. The program met or exceeded
its objectives at every grade level

MAJOR FINDINGS REQUIRING ACTION:

1. The high school Miérant Prégféfﬁ has several weaknesses:

httle focus on low-achlevlng students;

no discernible impact of the program on achievement;
considerable disparity among the number of students
served by each teacher; and

a lower proportion of ehglble students served than
at the elementary and junior high levels:

to four years by the thrant Program did not make greater
achievement ‘gains from 1981 to 1982, or 1982 to 1983,
than did other m.grant students who have not been served

Schoolwide Projects students (those few who are more

3. Thore is some ev1dence that extremely low-scoring

than a year behind grade level) do not gain as much

in some cases as comparable students in Regular

Chapter 1 schools. If such evidence contmues to
emerge, other forms of instructional grouping or

supplemental instruction should be considered for
these students.. - .

7
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'CHAPTER 1 AND MIGRANT EARLY CHILDHOOD
(PRE-K) - N
DID EARLY CHILDHOOD STUDENTS w’;ks' ACHIEVEMENT GAINS?

Yes! Both Chapter { and Migrant Program students made very good gains on

the Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test-Revised (PPVT-R)- The Chapter |

students 'showed an average gain of 17.4 scale score points from the pre-
to the posttest: Migrant Program students gained an average of 12.9
points. Over a period of time; scaled scores are expected to remain
constant;, sq these gains indicate real growth rates well above the
national average.

N

Both p’rogr;arﬁéj_f'réai:iéérajijipibvéd gains this year when compare&jé last
year (see Figure 1). Chapter 1 continues to produce greater gains than

does the Migrant Program: As was noted last year also, Chapter 1

students with lower pretest scores made greater”gains than did Migrant *
Program students scoring at the same low levels. There also continued to
be more variety in average gains made across the Migrant Program classes
than across the Chapter 1 classes. ’ )
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Figure 1. CHAPTER 1 AND MIGRANT PROSRAM GAINS ON THE PPVI-R IN
1981-82 and 1982-83: |
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WHAT HAPPENS TO THE ACHIEVEMENT OF FORMER PREKINDERGARTEN
STUDENTS WHEN THEY REACH HIGHER GRADE LEVELS?

Prekindergarten students in- AISD's Early Childhood programs score at high
levels at the end of the prekindergarten year and at beginning -of
kindergarten. However; these high achievement levels have not always
been evident at higher grade levels. _Figure 2 shows the spring, 1983
median reading total percentile for 1978-79 prekindergarten students. It -
suggests that they might be regaining some. of their lost advantage.
However, these data must be interpreted with caution; because medians for
these students have varied from year to year, not all former pre- ,
kindergarten students have remained in the District or been tested every
year, and the number ‘of students in the analyses is quite small in some
cases. : .

-
L.N IT'!NDTHHL H"HIE"EHENT GAINS
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HAVE ANY SPECIAL EFFORTS BEEN - AIMED AT FORMER PREKINDERGARTEN
STUDENTS TO HELP THEM MAINTAIN THEIR HIGH ACHIEVEMENT? :
" Yes, in 1982-83 elementary instructional coordinators worked with a

‘randomly chosen group of teachers to help the teachers focus on the needs

of former prekindergarten students and retained students in their

Classes. <The intervention was a fairly unstructured one; however; and

former prekindergarten students and retained students in those classes

did not gain more than a control group of former prekindergarten and
retained students whose teachers were not aided.

THE CHAPTER1 PROGRAM IN AISD

WHAT IS THE CHAPTER | PROGRAM? |

dation and Improvement Act (ECIA),

_ As part of the Educational Consoli

Chapter | was created to serve educationally disadvantaged _students in .
economically . disadvantaged areas. | The program was called Title I in

previous legislation. In AISD, the |program is primarily a reading/
fanguage arts program serving K-§ students in 25 Regular Chapter 1
schools and two Schoolwide Projects: In addition; three nonpublic ,
schools, four institutions for neglected/delinquent (N & D) children, and

nine prekindergartén classes were served by the program.
WHAT ARE SCHOOLWIDE PROJECTS?

In Schoolwide Projects, extra teachers normally provided by Chapter .1
funds, along. with extra locally funded teachers, are all used as.
classroom teachers to reduce the average class size for the entire

school. In the AISD Regular Chapter | Program; Chapter l-funded teachers

provide service only to students who are below the 3lst percentile in

their reading achievement test scores (or language scores, for
kindergartners). In a Schoolwide Project, all students are served. -
.- \ :

_ | e el P s
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HOW ARE SCHOOLS AND INDIVIDUAL CHILDREN SELECTED FOR THE
CHAPTER | PROGRAM?

By law, AISD Chapter 1. ,scho"ols,must be chosen by first ranking all the
District's schools on the basis of the percentage of low-income students
who reside -in each “schools' attendance area. In order to do this, a

major effort 1s conducted each year ‘to count all students and also the

cxty and to determine the areas of greatest economic need Then, the AISD
elementary Sschools. ,thh the hlghest percentage of low=income students
residing in their attendance areaare selected to participate in the
Chapter 1 Program.

indxvxduai chxidren w1thin Chapter 1 schools are also ranked on the basis

scores are served first, w1th as ma y students (up to-the 3lst
percentile) served as resources allow.

HOW MANY STUDENTS WERE SERVED IN THE CHAPTER 1

PROGRAM 19382-83? \\

The Chapter | Program provided ser‘vxce "to 4 557 students in }1982-83.

Figure 3 1llustrates the proportion. of students served by each cornponent.

\ L ,

\

WERE THERE CHANGES IN HOW REGULAR CHAPTER 1 PRGGRAM

SERVICES WERE DELIVERED FOR 1982-83?. . ;

There was a sligfit 1ncreaS° in “the percentage of Chapter 1 students who
were "pulled out! to the reading lab' for, service. For 1982- 83, 38% of
Chapter 1 students were served in the lab, versus 34% for 1981 82.

\ . |
WHAT PERCENTAGE OF ELIGIBLE STUDENTS WERE SERVED?

by Chapter 1. However, many students who are eligible for Chapter I are
served by other programs; such as Special Educatlon, Bilingual, or

Migrant.

: Approxxmately 67% of eligible students in Chapter 1 schools were served
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‘Figure 3. PROPORTION OF CHAPTER 1 STUDENTS SERVED
: BY EACH COMPONENT IN 1982-83.

WHAT TYPES OF SERVICES ARE PROVIDED BY THE CHAPTER 1 PROGRAM
. AT THE FOUR N & D INSTITUTIONS? ,

Three of the N & D (neglected and delinquent) institutions use Chapter I
1funds to hire aides to work with students, while the fourth uses the
'funds to purchase instructional materials. - The aides perform a variety
of tasks: tutoring, assisting students during supervised study halls,

and meeting with regular AISD classroom teéachers. In structured
interviews; directors of the institutions reported. that students to be
served by Chapter | are selected on the basis of né'ed,,b'ﬁt;’t,thét,_it is

Hc‘

difficult to validly test the children, because many are emotionally
disturbed; volatile, or have short attention spans. A
There can also be considerable turnover in_the student populations of
these institutions, as shown in Figure 4. One director reported
difficulty in finding a"qualified person to fill the aide position at the
relatively low salary ($5:63/hour). Another director felt-that residents
at that facility were not academically oriented, but instead were focused
on learning the skills needed for independent living. In short, there

are many difficulties associated with providing services within these
facilities. However, all of the directors felt that the program was
helpful. ‘
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WHAT TYPES OF SERVICES ARE PROVIDED BY THE CHAPTER 1 PROGRAM
AT THE THREE N@NPUBI:IC SCHOOLS"’ Vo

Supplemental instruction was provxded in both readmg and math to

students below the 3lst percentxle., A total of 91 students were served,

.- with some receiving Chapter 1 service in both subject areas. Figure 5

shows the number of students served in readmg and math by the. three

nonpublic schools.

' . Reading . - Maleh— :
St. Mary's 46 .38
st. Austin's 11 15 9

St Ignatius' 18 "‘\'\::_:17

Total BEREE 646

) -~

Figure 5. DUPLICATED FOUNT OF STUDENTS SERVED IN ——

READING AND MATH AT THREE NONPUBLIC . 7*\<\e\<\;

CHAPTER 1 SCHOOLS. o
l ‘x
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HE CHAPTER 1' MIGRANT PROGRAM IN AISL

WHAT IS THE MIGRANT INSTRUCTIONAL PROGRAM?. "

in 1982-83 the Migrant Program ﬁjﬁ&é&i eight fulltime and two halftime

Early Childhood teachers; seven fulltime and one halftime elementary
teachers; one fulltime and three parttime junior high teachers; and three
fulltime and one parttime senior high teachers: Twenty-four AISD

campuses were served by a Migrant Program teacher.

WHO WAS SERVED BY MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHERS?

Figure 6 shows the numbers of students served by Migrant Program teachers

aceoss arade levels. The numbers confirm the relative stability of the

migrant student population in that 65% were seen for 91 days or more out’
of the 165 day school year. »

As has been reported for several years; there continue to be discrep-

ancies in the proportion of eligible students served at -each level across .
- each six weeks: 87% to 95% of the eligible early childhood (prekinder-

garten) students; 69% to 77% of the eligible K-6 students; 65% to 81% of

the eligible junior highi students; and 47% to 56% of the eligible senior

high students. Figure 7 illustrates this disparity for the fourth six
weeks of 1982-83.. : :

Although the Migrant Program is not limited to providing instruction for -
the lowest achieving students (those ‘scoring ét,t%é 30th %ile or lower),
the focus is on student$ at these levels. On the average 3% of the
elementary and junior high low achieving migrant students were served by
a Migrant Program teacher, while only 58% of the low-achieving senior
high migrant students on the average were served by a senior high Migrant
Program teacher: ~

HOW WERE MIGRANT STUDENTS SERVED?

In Figure 8 are given the various ways, migrant students received -

instruction from a Migrant Program teacher. The variation across grade

levels is considerable. /

- Y B - o
.. As.has-been reported for the last several years, the number of students

served by the senior high Migrant Program teachers varied greatly across
teachers. One teacher saw 13 students whilé another saw 37 students.

- .-The only parttime teacher (60%) saw more.students regularly than did one
+~ fulltime teacher. )

[y
!
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This year; in an effort to work- with the high school migrant students, a
pilot Dropout Prevention Program was instituted at two high schools; -
Anderson and Crockett. Because this program started late 'in the school
" year, evaluation data are not yet available on-the success of this _

program.

o 51% |
thiSéfiéd'

7% e S
Not Served TR - 277 - 13%
\ . 93% Served Not, Served ‘Served

A

__EARLY _ GRADES - i GRADES
CHILDHOOD 7 K-8 I 9-12

Figure 7. PROPORTIONS OF ELIGIBLE MIGRANT STUDENTS BEING SEEN AT EACH LEVEL

' o o Special
Lab/ Classroom Migrant Other
Pullout Service ‘Class ~ _Methods

joz” | ox

1% 29 '

9=12 3% 53% 18%. 26%

Figuré 8. AVERAGE PERCENTS OF STUDENTS SERVED BY THE
MIGRANT PROGRAM VIA THESE FOUR INSTRUCTIONAL

- ." METHODS. e _ -
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-
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Chapter 1 Achievement Gains

el

WHAT WERE THE ACHIEVEVENT GAINS GF STUDENTS IN THE REGULAR C}!AP BR 1 :
PROGRAV? -

The AISD Regular Chapjer 1 Progran1net or exceeded its objectlves at
every grade level. The objectives were based on the ITBS achievement
gains made by Chapter 1 students from the previous year (which had been.
general y_higher than for the year before that!) Thus, the gains of this
year's Ch pter. 1 students indicate that program 1nprovenent has continued

across the last two years. Figure 9 shows the average gains of Regular

Chapter 1 studen.s in reading across the grade levels: |
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Figure 9. MEAN GAINS IN READING GRADE EQUIVALENT SCORES FOR'
" CHAPTER 1 AND MIGRANT PROGRAM STUDENTS.
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HOV DID THESE GAINS GEPARE TO THOSE CF STUBENTS IN SCHOOLWIDE FROJECTS?

The achlevenent ga1ns of students 1n Schoolw1de Pro;ects were conpared to
the gains of Regular Chapter 1 students. with cotparable pretest scores.
A total of 19 comparisons were made with Language (grades K-6), Reading

(grades 1 6), ‘and Math (grades 1-6) Tbtal ITBS ‘scores. Five of these

gained more than comparable Regular Chapter 1 students,fexcept for those
few students with extremely low pretest scores: Students _in these five
camparisons who had extremely low pretest scores (more than a year behind
grade level on- the pretest) gained less in Schoolwide Projects: than
_conparable students in the Regular Chapter 1 schools: It is p0551ble
that whole=class instruction may have some limitations for these ‘\
extremely low-scorlnghstudents. However, for the large majority of
students, Schoolwide Projects were more effective at imcreasing "\\
achievement than the Regular Chapter | Program. :

For flve of these congarlsons, Schoolwide Projects:students generally

N

WHAT HAS HAPPENED TO THE ACHIEVEVENT CF STUDENTS IN SCHOOLWIDE PREﬂEEﬁS
RR THREE YEARS7 -

A matched group was drawn of students in either-Schoolwide Projects or
Regular Chapter 1 schools for all of the last three years. The sanple .

and retainee status. Cknparlsons were made of spring 1983 ITBS scores
for students.who were in grades K and' I and who were attending the two
types of schools durlng 1980-81 and afterwards. Partlally because the
numbers of students in the sanples were small, énly one comparison
yielded a statistically significant finding: Schoolwide Project students
who were in. grade | during 1980-81 had gained more in Language by the
‘spring of 1983 than comparable., students in Regular Chapter 1 schools.
However, other comparisons approached statistical significance and all of
the conparisons favored Schoolwide Projects \students.

s

i2
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WHAT HAS HAPPENED TO THE ACHIEVEVENT OF STUDENTS WHO ARE NO LONGER
ATTENDING A CHAPTER | SCHOOL BECAUSE OF DESEGREGATICN? -

Same students that received Title I services prior to. the District's

desegregation plan beginning in 1980-8l no longer .receive these services
~because their new schools do not have. a high enough percentage of
. low-income children to qualify for the Chapter | Program. _A comparison
. .was made of two groups of K-3 students who were served by.Title T in<
1979-80: those who remained in Title T/Chapter -1 schools and those who
did not. These comparisons revealed that spring 1983 reading achievement
test scores were significantly higher in three of the .four conparisons -
for the group of students no longer attending 'a Chapter 1 school.
Research in this area has suggested that.attending schools which have
. lower concentrations of low-income ‘children can enhance achievement
" gains, which may have offset any disadvantages to students who lost
Chapter | services. Furthermore; the former Title I students may have

been served by the SCE Program in their new schools.
WERE THERE OTHER ACHIEVEMENT FINDINGS CF INTEREST GONCERNING CHAPTER |
STUDENTS ? - R " _ |

There was a nonsignificant trend for low-achieving kindergartners in

Chzpter 1 schools to gain more in language if their school served .
kindergartners ‘with the program. K was the only grade level which was
optional for schools to serve with the Chapter | Program. Students who
were retained in kindergarten gained less if they were served by Chapter
1 than did students who were not served. However; the two groups of

students may not have been_ comparable. . No differences were found in
reading achievement between Chapter ! and non-Chapter I retainees at .

other grades. ‘Also there was no consistent pattern in the results that
favored students served by the Regular Chapter | Program in a particular

location such as the reading lab, regulaf classroom, or both.

}

\\‘ /
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~ Kindergarten students sérved by a Migrant Program teacher. made an

82.70

Figure 10 (Grades 1-8) and Figure 1l (Grades 9-12) illustrate how

‘generally low achieving the migrant students are. These figures are
based on all migrant students who had’ test scores. The Hispanic

comparison group is included since over 94% of the migrant students

are Hispanic. :

WHAT ACHIEVEVENT GAINS WERE MADE BY MIGRANT STUDENTS WHO WERE SERVED BY A
MITRANT PROGRAM TEACHER? S - : T

Grades K-8

s

average 0.7 grade equivalent point gain on the Iowa Tests of Basic
Skills (ITBS) Language Total from the ‘fall of 1982 to_the spring -

of 1983. This gain.is smaller than that made by all AISD kinder-
garteners pre-‘and posttested but the same as. al I AISD Hispanic- -
kindergarteners. The gain is one month better than Migrant Program

kindergarten students made in 1981-82.

Those first graders served by a Migrant Program Teacher had an average .

ITBS Reading Total grade equivalent score of 1.6. This is two
‘months less than’ the national average for first graders of 1.8.
The Migrant Program students'.-scores this year are slightly better

than the Migrant Program first graders'-average scores last year. .

In Figure 12 are presented the average grade gquivalent gains for

the Migrant Program students in grades 2-8, Also included are the .
the gains made by students in 1980-8l and 1981-82 for compar.ison

purposes: As can be noted from the figure, the gains this year

are similar to last year's gains, but with less -variation across
the grade levels: DR

In comparing the Migrant Program gains with the gains made by Chapter 1

Regular students (see Figure 9), rt can be noted that Chapter | students
made greater gains at some grades, while the Migrant Program students'
gains were as good or better at other grade levels._ '

Grade . 1580-81 1981-82 1982-83

8
0
9
.9
x
9
)

m\l'O\U'I\ﬁu ‘I;)‘
HH OO O
O ov LD D O
O!:!:-"H‘.C-J oo
o 9:}_—“»"@:5“;;».—‘-‘9:

~

i L _ e
“Figure 12. AVERAGE GRADE EQULVALENT GAINS ON THE ITBS READING TOTAL
© FOR-STUDENTS SERVED BY A MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHER IN -

- 1980-81, 1981-82, AND 1982-83: . , |
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Grades 9-12

Grade 9 students who were served by a Migrant Program teacher had a

median percentile of 31 on their spring 1983 STEP Reading scores: This is

.considerably below the AISD median percentile for 9th graders éf»%ﬁ and

well below the median percentile for Hispanics 9th graders of 44,

- Grades 10-12 migrant students served by a Migrant Program teacher showed -
percentile losses on.the average. For comparison purposes, in Figure 13

are given the median percentiles for the pre- and posttests for Migrant -. ;
Program students; all AISD; and AISD Hispanic students. The two compar - A

ison groups are consistently higher across both the pre~ and posttest.

AISD is required by the Texas Education Agericy to offer services to

students in grades K-12 before it can offer early childhood

prekindergarten.classes: BecauSe the high school program has not been

particularly successful; new ways of implementing services to grades 9-12

.students are being examined for 1983-8%4.

_OVER TIME; DOES IT HELP STUDENTS' ACHIEVEVENT TO BE SERVED BY THE MIGRANT -
PROGRAM? - : o o

"fA,loﬁg}fgaiﬁéi data file of migrant students in grades 2-12 was created

‘to examine the long-term benefits of receiving instruction by a Migrant _
Program teacher. Achievement gains examined were from the spring of 1982
to the spring of 1983. In comparing the achievement gains of the

students not served with those served one, two, three, or four years by a

_Migrant Program teacher; no discernable differerices could be found in
favor of students who were served regardless of length of time served.
This was true even when gains were examined for just those students who

scored at _the 30th percentile or below. This same type of analysis was
done in 1981-82, and the results weré consistent: o

'.‘j\

— 73 P ) I — , 1982-83 ]
Grade . Grade Grade - Grade . Grade Grade
- _ 9 10 ! 10 11
AISD Students___ - 60 . . & . 58 - - L
Pro~ & Tosttested (N=2357 ) {H=2115) (N=2242) (N=2357)  (m=2115): (N=2242)
ALSD Hispanies . so. -1 42 a1 KX a0 - 38
_|Pre-& Posttested (N=573) " © (¥=411)  (N=444) (N=478)—(¥=411) — [N=144)
Migrant Program - -- Lo - - o
" Staudents (SEI'VE‘]) ,6,0 _ ,3}: <231 .36 29 - { 24 \
Pré- & PosEtasted (N=20) tN=tn)———(N=70) | _(¥=20) {N=22) {M=10)
' Figure 13. MEDIAN PERCENTILES ON THE STEP, READING TOTAL, 1978 NORMS
. FOR MIGRANT STUDENTS SERVED BY A MIGRANT TEACHER AND TWO
COMPARISON GROUPS. These are medians from matched ¢(cohort)
groups. ‘ ‘ :

24

16
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PARENTAL INVOLVEMENT-Chapter1 & Migrant

WHAT HAPPENED WITH PARENTAL ADVISORY COUNCILS (PACS) N 1982- 83'7

- This year there was rio iegal requxrement of the Chapter 1 and M1grant
Program that the District form PACs. The only specific_requirement
regarding parental involvement in either program was a directive to

[ inform parents about the programs and tc get parental input on any
proposed changes in the programs. Last spring ‘both the Elementary ,
Chapter 1/Migrant Districtwide PAC members and thé Secondary Migrant
- Districtwide PAC members had voted to continue with the PAC- meetmgs as

their preferred way of parental - 1nvolvement in the two programs. N

In examining the documentat1on of the PAC meet1ngs the following can be

the law: both groups discussed thé currént programs, ;
possible fundmg cuts; regulation changes, and the programs
for the upcoming year.

e A total of 104 Chapter | parents and 31 Migrant parents
attended .the elementary PAC meetings. A total of 32 ngrant

parents attended the secondary PAC meetings.

e The attendance of migrant parents at PAC 'r'riee’ti'n"gs v
decreased sharply from 1981-82 levels (by .63 parents

at the elementary level and 54 parents at the secondafy
level: 7

e The attendance .of Chapter l pare/nts'at PAC meetings

improved over the number attending in 1981-82 (91

parents).

Both the elementary and. secondary pers n'é'reép'o'n'éibie for the parental
“involvment- component‘mdlcated that“u? sroving parent attendance. was one
of their highest" priorities.
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iN WHICH PARENTAL INVOLVEMENT ACTIVITIES DO PARENTS EXPRESS THE GREATEST
"~ INTEREST? ’ ' L - .

A survey was sent to 400 randamly chosen parents of elementary children
served by Chapter 1 with approximately 29% of the parents responding..

The activities in which parents reported the mos't interest were Math and
Reading Rainbow Kits; which-are take-hare kits containing activities
parents can do with their children. Over 95% of the parents responding

were interested or very interested in these activities. Parents were .

also interested in attending workshops that would teach them how to help

their child in reading; math, or learning games that can be made at home.

' Of less interest to parents than Rainbow Kits or workshops were
activities such as helping with school'events; attending PAC meetings,

and working with children or teachers at the school.

WHAT ADDITIONAL INFCRMATION:DO WE HAVE ABCUT RAINBOW KITS?

This year, a survey of the parents of the 408 children receiving ﬁéihbow~; -

Kits was conducted. If the survey was returned, the student received a
free book, and the return rate was approximately 52%. Most parents: (67%)
thought the kits were of the appropriate difficulty level and also that
their, children had learned from working on the kits. However, the .

directions on some of the activities were reported as too difficult by

approximately 40% of the parents. This is an increase from the previous
year, although the kits were not changed. It may, however; indicate an

area where modifications are needed.

Evaluations,_in previous’years have documented that Rainbow Kits are
somewhat expensive and do not generally have detectable -short-term
effects on student achievement. However; parents continue to indicate
high levels of interest in activities that facilitate their working at
home with their children: In thé event that Rainbow Kits become

prohibitively expensive, other take-home activities that are similar but

less expensive might bewconsiaéiéﬁi'
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WHAT. SERVICES WERE PROVIDED BY THE MIGRA'\IT NURSE"

PR

The M1grant Nurse

Saw 372 different students durlng the school year,
Visited 5% different AISD’ campuses,

Made 566 contacts with parents,
Conducted a wide variety of health related services

for' students (see Figure 14),. and
Used over $17,000°to provide medical/dental services

to 393 migrant students (see Figure 15).

7Biqth the Migrant Nurse and the Chapter 1/Chapter 1 Vllgrant Admmxs-
trator felt that the position should definitely be fulltime for 1983-84:
This would allow time for serving more students and prov1d1ng more- ,é
services: Migrant Program teachers surveyed in the spring expressed some
dissatisfaction with the Health Services provided. This may reflect the
decreased availability of the Nurse, due to the decrease in her position

from full- to halftime.

A’c’ti\?itﬁy . = Numbat of Times
- Activity was 2eporced

Regularly §:hédﬁiéa Exam 120
Sonschedulad Exam * , s
Pheae Centact ; 379
Referral to Medical Bocror ‘ 218
Referfal to Deacist ' i
Hoga Tisit ] T
Counseling/Teaching 178
Isfarral €5 O=hier Pécfassisnal ’ 36

Figure 14. TALLY OF,VARIeUs NURSING ACTIVITIES FOR
SEPTEMBER, 1982 THROUGH MAY, 1983.

\
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Figure 15 SUMMARY 0F lﬂBECAL EXPENSES PAID FOR BY MIGRANT PROGRAM F
T THROUGH MAY, 1983 . ;

UNDS FOR SEPTEMBER 1982
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Migrant Student Record Trans/fer System (MSRTS)

‘The Mlgrant Student Record ’I'ransfer System (MSRTS) Clerk kept eligibility
forms, log books, and other- MSRTS tecords in the prescribed order:
However, in_interviewing the Clerk and assessing the reasons why a number
of MSRTS timelines were ‘not met, several reasons/concerns were
identified:

e The Clerk did not- receive the MSRTS objectives until the end
of the year. Although she was told as things needed to be
done, by not having the objectives she was not always able to
plan ahead or anticipate problems;

e Both the Clerk and her superv1sor ‘Were new to the MSRTS
system in 1982-83;

o There was often a lack of coordination among the MSRTS Clerk,
~ her =upervxsor, the community representatives, and their
supervisors--a problem which should be somewhat alleviated
by the staff being all located in one office in 1983-84; and

'e  Other tasks sometimes took priority over tasks related to
the MSRTS deadlmes, causing the MSRTS deadlines not to be
met.

.
&

21
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PEABODY PICTURE VOCABULARY TEST-REVISED
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_ Inscrument Description: Paebody Picrure Vocabulary Test

3rief descrintisn of cha ..s:—uzmn:.

The PPVT-R is an indivtdually administered; untimed standardizad vocnbulary test.
The c&st raquires subjects €o respond €O cua words by choosing from among four
pictures the one chat corresponds to the cue word. .The words get progrcssively

harder as the tast proceeds. Specific cue words given depend on the subject's

age and pcrfomm:n ot thid, firs: few items. The subject reaches his or her
"cailing" @han ha Oof sha is“jerforming at chance lavel (defined as six errors in

eight consecutive responses). . The subject's raw score is besed on two factors:

how high the celling item is; and how many errors ara made on' the way. Sae the
Tesc Mamual for mors detailed informacion:

i'ré—éﬁéﬁ—iii—'eﬁi—ih_iffﬁééé— administered? = T o

To students in the Chap:er 1 and Chaptar | Migraat prekindergarten programs.

Bov AT :_‘ics vas_sNs _.sf'-_.e-: 132:..12 g2 447
208 Ay 8 — 1 - A

Twice to each studant who was enrolled during both testing periods (September and
April), once to others. All analyses are basad on only chose scudemcs with two
scoras. Zach student was randomly assigmd to one .of the two alce&rnate

forms for :h. _pretest, then given the other for the posttesc.
"'hi pri:is:s were adminiscarsd between Scp:mbct 20 and October 8, 1982 and the
posttesty wére adminis:cud bétween April 19 and May S, 1983,

WHeTe vas_tha ‘-st“_..eni gdnd=s, st--efi" -
In the subjocts’ schools. eicher in :the hlll or in an empcy room or o!fice.

'-ﬂm —adminiscergd the i=semo=enel C
Migrant: The Chapter 1l Migrant Evalua:or or an ex-teacher hired specifically
~ for PPVT tescing..
Chaptar 1: The Chapter 1 Evaluation Assistant, or one 6f two ex-:eachers and one

. ___ . _ ex-Head Start/Home Start director hired for tescing.
That tsatrimg did s=e Aémi=izsrasors have?”
- 411 'had exteasive previcus txperience wich the Pm -

was-the iz “s!:-*e:ffé:xi:iteﬂzd “mdar standariized esﬁé‘—l'—'e%s’ ’
Yo. There was variation in the noise level and privacy of the dIIfcrent setcings.

Howaver, most scudents Seemed attentive and eiger to do well, so the effect of the
potential distraction on scores is probably small.

wari. thiere 3ITSblass TLIE SHe (ISTT=IeNT 6% tNe dmimisctasioc shas aizhe
afiacs she validicry of rha daca?: e

ALl norms are based on subjectS who dchieved a '"basai”; defined as 8 consecutive
correct responses. Many of the students we Cested did not achieve bas&ls, aad

increased error of Seasuremant is probably associated with :hair scores.

Who deveisved iie Itscouzess? ,
Lloyd M. Duon; Ph.D. and Leota M. Dunn.’

Reae-reliapilies ;:e#a%&#.:#r dozaars-available co che Imsc=imgas? 000
Qver the ige& ragge_we Cested, reitabiiicies range from .70 to .34 (splic-halif),
acd Efrom .76 to .77 {alternite forms). . Thers are no Concurreénc GOf predictive

validicy daca available for the PPVI-R, he:«:apt that'ic corralates .50 to .80

with :he"PPV'l‘. which correlates strongly wich o:her vocabula.ry tests :md
maerafﬂy wifh other achievement casts. .

d" l'a]a ‘3” 4--m==¢1—n “ha "Sul'!"
Standard scors and percentile norms are provided Zor each mon:h of chrono~
Iogical age.

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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PEABODY PICTURE VOCABULARY TEST-REVISED
Purpose

The Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test-Revised (PPVI-R) was administered to
Chapter 1 and Chapter 1 Migrant prekindergarten students to help answer
the following decision and evaluation questions:

Chaptér 1

Decision Quastion D3: Should the Chapter 1'Early Childhood Education

Program be continued, modified, or discontinued?

Evaluation Question D3-1: Was the objective of tne'ﬁariy
Childhood Program met? ' : .

' Chapter 1 Migrant

Decision Question Dl: Should the Eariy childhood Education Component
be continued as it is, modified, or deleted? : .

Evaluation Question Dl=1: wéiéitﬁé aéﬁiebeﬁeﬁt‘objeétives met?

Evaluation QuestionﬁDl -2: How do the pre/posttest gains made

by the Migrant students on the Peabody Picture Vocabularv Test

compare with the Chapter 1 and Title VII st:udents9

Evaluatlon Qpestion DI=2: How do the pre/posttest gains made ‘

by Migrant and Chapter 1 students this year compare with gains
~ made in 1981-82?

i
£

% Procedure

Because the PPVI-R is an individually administered test; three former
teachers and one former Head Start/Home Start director were hired to

help with testing. All Migrant testing was done by the Migrant Evaluator -

and one-of the former teachers. Chapter 1 pretesting was done by the

Chapter 1 Evaluation Assistant and another former  teacher; the third. former

teacher and the former Head Start/Home Start director helped the Evaluation

Assistant with Chapter 1 posttesting. All ‘testers were ferale:

In7§eptembe-, 2 memo (see Attachment Arl) was aentitoiﬁhapter 1 and
Chapter 1 HMigrant Pre-K %t&achers tel’dﬂg them the wealks during which

testing would be done and how to prepare students to do their best:
- During the week before .testing began, teachers . were telephoned and

specific testing dates were arranged . Most testing was dome between

September 20 and September 23, 1982. The faw children who were absent

on their ciass testing day were tested on September 30, October 1, or
October 4. '
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. Students were.- randomly assigned to: one of the two alternate forms for the
pretest, then given the other form as the posttest., Two students from. each '
program were inadvertently given the same form on the pre- and posttest.
Because the tests were administered seven months apart ;and the children
had never been given thé corréct answers to the items, data from these four
students were included in the analyqes.

in scores obtained by the two Chapter 1 testers (t = 4,47, p<.001, df = 118 )

Although no tester effect was obtained for Migrant test administrators, it

was decided to have each child in each program posttested by the same
~ tester by which he or she had been pretested in the hope that gain ‘scores

would be unaffected by . any tester effects. ,
: /

s

All testing was done in the students' schools, in an empty ciassroom, office,

library; or cafeteria. All testing was done in English.

In November, teachers were given their students'’ results in the-form of -

standard scores (age-corrected scores with a mead of 100 and standard

deviation of 15 ~- see Attachment A-2 for a sample class report) In

© April 1983, a memo (Attachment A~3) was sent to, /teachers and principals

advising them that posttesting would be dome soon.. Specific dates were

again scheduled with the teachers_by_ telephone: Most children were post-
.-tested between April 19, and April 29, 1983, with makeups for absent

children on May 2-5. Most testing was again_ done in empty classrooms or
offices, though children were tested. 1n public hallways in two schools:

The teachers received their students posttest results and mean,class andw

program gains in mid=May, along with a memo explaining the results (Attach-
ment A—&) .

All tests, pre and post,; weére scored by tHe testers or the Chapter 1 Evalu=~

ation Intern and each test was checked for accuracy by another ORx Staff
member. S :

Analyses

Standard score gains from pre- to posttest were evaluated separately for
each program with a paired-sample t-test. The programs were compared using

a multiple regression approach to analysis of covariaumce, with pretest

score das the covariate. First; a Pknown—true model 1is constructed with

posttest score as the dependent variable and the six préedictor vectors
described in Kttachment A-5 (as Mcdel 1): This mcdel contains separate

linear, _ curvilinear and group membership components for _each program, and

allows for independent curvilinear regression lines: S§ix other possible
miodels areé than constructed (Models 2-7, Attachment A-5) each having fewer
predictor vectors than the "known~true'" model. Weights are obtained for the

vectors in éach model using the SPSS Regresszon package.:
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A systematic series of model comparisons is then done; until the model is
found which combines the best prediction of posttest scores (i.e. the _ ‘
lowest residual sum of squares) with the fewest predictor vectors. All -

model comparisons are evaluated by an F test. See Attachment A-5 page 2

for the F formula and a fiof-éﬁéfE’éf model comparisons:

|

Results

A1l results reported include only those students with both pre- and posttest

scores.

Were the Achievement Objectives Met?

-

For-Chapter 1, the achievement objective was specified in terms of percent
of students making certain standard score gains, e.g. 337 will gain ‘more
than 20 points, etc. Figure 1 shows the expected and actual percent of

students in each gain category, both for all students and for the subcategory
of students with basals. As the top table shows; when all students are

included; thé program clearly exceeded its goals. The first three gain
categories edch had more students than expected, while fewer students than
expected made very small or no gain.
Interpretation of the bottom figure, which includes only those students with.
basals; is a tittle more difficult. It appears that many students in the

highest gain category were those who did not have basals on the pretest.

The overall pattern of these results; however; is still very positive.
Chapter 1 Migrant, did mot set explicit achievement objectives.

Were the Programs Effective in Improving Student Achievement?

Because PPVI-R standard scores have the same mean and standard deviation
for all ages, any within-program pre- to posttest gain can-be tested
against a null hipothesis of no gain. Figure 2-shows mean pre- and
posttest standard sScores for each program, for atl students and also for
the subcategory of students with basals. = As the table shows,; Chapter 1
students and Chapter 1 Migrant students each made highly reliable

gains. o o

How Do Galns Made From Pre- to Posttest Compare Among the Two Programs?

Figure 3 chows the results of the model comparisons described in the Analyses
section. As the table shows, Model 6 best describes the data, for all students
and 2lso for the subgroup of students who achieved basals. Model 6 produces

parallel’, linear regression lines, and represents a statistically reliable
difference betweem’Programs: In other words,; if pretest score is controlled
for, Chapter 1 students made reliably higher gains than Migrant students.
Figure 4 shows the plots of the regression lines for all students. When the
régréééiSE}lines for only those students with basals are plotted, the pattern
is the éamg.if ‘ ' - : :

—'1; v ) - - l - ~ .
y B ' R 35 )
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How do this vear's gains compare to last YEar'éé
Figure 7 shows the mean pretest and posttest PPVI-R standard score, and the

mean gain, for each program in 1981-82 and 1982-83. For Chapter 1, this

year's mean pretest score is similar to last year's,; but this year's posttest
mean is higher, representing a larger average gain this year. A similar pat-
tern was obtained for Migrant Students; but the ifncreased gain from, 1981-82 to

. 1982-81 was not as great. Figure 8 shows these gains in graphic form.

Sther Findings of Interest.

A very high negative correlation between pretest standard score and gain was
discovered (r= -:59 for all students, -.65 for students with basals, p<.001
for both correiationms): The corw2lations were similar ia magnitude for

Chapter 1 and Migrant.

It is weli known that any correlation between pretest and gain will almost
always be negative, because of regression to the mean. But the magnitude

of the obzained correlations seemed too great to be statistical artifact.

Moreover, participants in the prekindergarten program had been selected by

an earlier screening test, not the PPVI-R pretest. There are those who .
hold that measuring gains from the so-called "second pretest," as was done

here; effectively controls for the effect of regression to the mean. This

1s a controversial matter, however, and it was decided to take the most
conservative approach and remové the regression iffect statistically, using

the formula in Attachment A-6.

Correlations between pretest and gain, corrected for regression to the mean,
are -.68 and -.64 for ail students and those with basals, respectively
(p<.001 for both): Again, the separate correlation values for Chapter

1 and Migrant were very similar. : L
Childven with low pretest scores made bigger gains than those with higher
prétest scores, even with regression effects accounted for. Figures 4 and

5 ahow this effect in two different ways: Figure 4 illustrates the regression

"lines predicting posttest score from pretest score, for all Chapter 1 and
Migrant students. The third lime, labeled "No Gain', represents a fictituous

group of students whose posttest and pretest scores were the same. --Figure 5
shows the same relationships, but,illust:atgsWtherggé§§étidd of gain rather
than posttest score. The horizontal line represents the fictitious "No Gain"

The most obvious explantion for this phemomenon is that the §§§§yi¢hildﬁcod

curriculum is tailored to the needs of the lowest-achieving participants
and that children who are relatively more advanced in September are mnot -

benefiting as much, at least as measurad by their voczbulariea. Or it

_ could be that teachers tend to give more attention to the lower-achieving

Cddn e

.\ students.

Amother interesting £inding was a wide variation in the average gains made

by classes. As shown in Figure 6, mean gains ranged from 14.0 to 23.7

among Chapteér 1 classrooms,; and from 1.6 to 22.0 among Migrant classrooms.
' : o < .
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All Students

Standard Score Gain

11-20 points
6-10 points
B 1-5 points:
0 or fewer points

Students with Basals

Standard Score Gain.
More than 20 points
11-20 points
6~10 points.

. 1=5 points
0 ori fewer points

Figure }: COMPARISON OF CHAPTER 1 GAIN OBJECTIVES WITH ACTUAL GAINS.

Objective
332
24%
10%
14%
18%

Objective
33%
24%
107
14%
18%

a7

4u

Actual

35%
347
15%
8%
8%

Actual

31z
35%
17%
8%
9%

N=116

N=102.




All Students P
Chapter 1 I - _ .
N Mean Standard Score t* P N
Pretest 72.87 -14.32 <,001 116
Posttest - 90.23 : :
PR s ———— e 4y et s e - j': :.__4. A\A\, .7.. .‘.\\ _— ’
Migrant \
Mean Standard Score t*. p N
Prétest 66.24 -8.61 <.001 102
Posttest‘ 79.16 ' o
Students With Basals Only
Chapter 1 Y
Mean Standard Score t*  p N
Pretest 76.65 -12.86 <.001 102
Posttest 92.78
ﬁigrane:
Mean Standard Score £*  p N
Pretest 74.48 - -6.83 <.e0t 71
Posttest 85.96 ' '

Figure 2. COMPARISONS OF PRE- AND POSTTEST STANDARD SCORES.

co o
S \

I ~

*t "~ test for .correlated samples.
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::,Cﬁrviiinéér vs Linear , o ) )
_256?4.25 F(2,212) = 0.29 (n.s)
- 25754.71 :

* ALL STUDENTS Model' I vs Model

Model 1 ESS
Model 5 ESS’

H Nn

\,

—- Common Linear Slopes R
25754.71 F(1,214) = 0.26 . (n.s)
25786.43

Model 5 vs Model
) Model 5 ESS
Model 6 ESS

o

<= Common Intercepts

25786.43 . F(1,215)
28631.29

Model 6 vs
Model
Model

23.72 (p<.01)

o~

~ oy X
K-
wvwv m
nonpP

— Curvilinear vs Linear .
16379:54 F(2,167)
16525.88 -

STUDENTS Model I vs Model
WITH = - Model 1 ESS
BASALS - Model 5 ESS

i

»O,?S (n.s)

-~ Common Linear Siopes
16525.88 _ F(1,169)
16551.69 ;

Model 5 vs Model
Model 5 ESS
Model 6 ESS

0.26 (n.é}

S8 4oy

=~ Common Intercepts

16551.69 ‘F(1,179)
17959.41

Moggifé,vs ﬁodéi.
Model 6 ESS
Model 7 ESS

14.46 (p<.01)

Tl M N

Figure 3: OBTAINED F VALUES FROM MODEL COMPARISONS.
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Figure 5¢ PRVI-R GATNS AS A FUNCTION OF PRETEST ‘SCORES, BY PROGRA,

A
;

1.
,‘
_ —Chapter 1
.l.é_MiBl‘ﬁiit'
| % |+ |- Conparipon|
B o2 w 0. w 8 1 8 T R
o ' FALL PPVT STANDARD SCORE

c0~"Z8 |



82.02

Chapter 1-

[ 8
o
[o]
7]
(o 4
(7]
[N
i
=8
|2

, . 72.9 90.2. -17.4 - 116

/. .
School

- School
School
School
School
School
School
School.
School

.

1

* D \D 0 AD 00 \O O \D I

U1 00 L3 > = Ov B 0B
[ 2

W ON~NIQ 00 =18+ N

WO 00~ OV U BN W N =
NN UV SN Oy 00 NN N
TUMWONNO NG BT
=N W00~ 000
00 By += W 100 IO 1 IO IOV

Ay
e N it N I

DO AW N R R

H
]
[11]
g
o]
[ )]
@
Q
[]
[
o]
|=%

(o))
i
.
N
~
O
..
N
—
N
.
O
—
N

[0
N
L]

S
-

PO QONNUBMNIOVN
AN ONOINEFO P
.—l\

School 10

School 11

School 12

School 13

School 14

School 15° P
. School 16

School 17

School 18.

School 19 ™~

.
A UVMAUNIO O O~ -
[ ¢}

N N ) .4
WIWINO N O -
e

O 00O £ 00 W N INIWW

v GY ~d OV UT OV OV~ QY I~ |
WO NOWLIMNN

00 ~J 1O O\ ~J IO} 0000~

(b b |
E.‘mim\
.

NOTE: (Post=Pre) .is not always equal to gain, due to rounding.

Figure 6: MEAN STANDARD SCORES - STUDENTS BY SCHOOL. -
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../ - ‘Mean Pretest Score Mean Posttest Score  Gain
Chapter 1 1981-82 1 72.60 86.80 ~14.35
1982-83 - 72.87 S 90.23 L 17.36

. Migranc  1981-82 - 66:15 " 77.67 11:16
1982-83 : 66.24 79.16 12.92

Figure 7: MEAN PPVT-R PRETEST POSTTEST AND GAIV SCORES FOR 1981 82 AND
1982-83, BY PROGRAM. . :
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7
- - PPVI=R MEAN STANDARL SCORE
GAIN FROM PRE TO POST
20 1 .
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1981-82 1982-383 o 1981-82 1982-83
Chapter 1 - Chapter 1 Migrant

gure 8. COMPA.RISON OF GAINS FROM PRETEST TO POST'I’EST FOR 1981~82 and
1982-83 BY PROGRAM.
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'AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT  Attachment A-1

82.02 . "Office of Research and Evaluation
'\\\\' : | September 7, 1982
TO: . Chapter 1 and Migrant Program Early Childhood Teachers
_FROM: c&éﬁéé%égLﬁﬁriscnér and Karen Carsrud €$§1'
SUBJECT: Early Childhood Achievement Pretest -

The revised version of the Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test (PPVI-R) will be used
again this year to measure early childhood achievement results; The only change
.Erom last year is an earlier testing date. The pretest will be administered the

last two weeks of September: September 20 - October 1. Makeups will be the

first week of October.

Several teachers in the past have had very good success in getting high student
attendance and positive student attitudes on the day of testing. The children

were told about the testing beforehand; Notes were Sent home asking parents to

. be sure their child gets plenty of 'sleep and comes to sSchool on the day of
\_ testing. : : o

'Enclosed is an Early Childhood Roster that we need you to complete as soon. as
possible and return to us So we can prepare the test records for each child,
In addition o the children's name, please list the day, month, and year of "
birth ‘and whether they are English, Spanish, or Other Language Dominant., For.

Chapter 1 teachers only; please list the screening score for each ciild: We

will forward this information teo Anita Uphaus for her:usei~ Please refurn the "~

completed. original by Friday, September 10 to Catherine -Christner. -
N : . T

- - N . B o - ~ h o
. We will be calling you very soom to set a date for testing §pur,class; We will

conduct the testing in the morning. Each child will be tested individuaily and
. be out of class five to ten minutes. - ‘

. Your cooperation ‘snd help are appreciated. Please call if you have any questioums.

cC:1g
Enclosures \
Approved: L A

Director, Ofiice of Reseatth and Evaluation

Approved: A :2i2?7’ (241 : }

Eégistanc Superintendent for Elementary Education

ce: Anita Uphaus Ambrosio Melendrez . :
Timy Baranoff : Principals with Chaptar 1 and Migrant i
Lee Laws ' . Early Childhood Teachers
s
Yo a“d ’ ¢
Q ‘ - - ‘ . A:ig '




FLETTOW

PLCTUKE VOCADILARY RESULTS

STANDARD

- NAME SCORE

3

o

08

\ 48

oS TOMS. 1065
TOTAL STUDENTS | 15
CLASS AVERAGES | 1100
CHAPTER 1 'PRUGPAM TOTAL = . 9187 |

T0TAL STHOENTS 126
CIIAPTER | PROGRAN AVERAGE R TN L

HIGRANT PROGRAM TOTAL 6006

INTAL STUDENIS ~ 104
QIGRANT PROGIAN AVERAGE 65:44

|

w  CIAPTER ) AND HICRANY =

NG |

L1701 /R2

o pOssInLY
LANG  TNVALIO

SPAN
SPA
BWh
ENG
EH

ENO

ENG -
ENG

ENG

STUDENTS WITH VALID SCIRES= 15
STUDENTS HITH VALID SCORES= 126

STUNGTS HITIH VALID SENRES= 104

O~ ¢8|

=V ‘:lt;?nrg.{}aewq.nv‘! ‘-



éz'bz, Attachment A-3

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
Office of Research and Evaluation
April 11, 1983
- N
TO: . Chapter. l.and Migrant Program Early Childhood Teachers
R o _ ’) . ‘j.,r?‘-' o ~—
= FROM: Catherine Christner, Perry- Sailor, and Raren Carsrud

SUBJECT: Early Ghildhood.Achievement Posttest

_As in previous years, Early Childhood participants wili be administered the
' Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test-Revised (PPVI-R) as a posttest to measute
.achievement gains. This spring's testing will be done during the last two-
weeks of April: April 18-29. Makeups will be administered May 2-6.

A high attendance rate and positive student attitudes on the day of testing’
are important. To help in these areas in the past, teachers have told the
children about the testirg beforehand, and sént notes home asking parents to
be sure their child gets plenty of sleep and comes to school on the day of
testing. '

We will be calling you verv soon to set a date for testing your class. We

after breakfast as possible. As you know, sach cbild is tested individually
and will be out of class from ten to fifteen minutes. ,

Your cooperation and help are greatly appreciated Please call oné of us
_at 458—1227 if you have any questions. o

APPROVED: =

e

APPROVED: . - -
Assistant Superintendent of Elementary Education
PS:sc
cc: Anita Uphaus = -
© Timy Baranoff . ' T
Lee Laws

Ambrosio Melendrez '
Principals with Chapter 1 and Migrant Program Early Childhood Teachers

SPETRRUNNNY fo




42.00 . - AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT Attachment -4
) : . Office of Research and Evaluation (Page 1 of 2

. May 13, 1983 o
TO: . Chapter 1 an? Migrant Program Early Childhood Teachers
FROM: Catherine Christner and Karen Carsrud

SUBJECT: Peabody Picture Vocabuiary Test-Revised Posttest Scores

[

Enciosed are the results from the posttesting of your stu&ents. For each.

student posttested you will find a posttest standard score:. If the student

was also pretested he/she will have a pretest score listed and a gain score

1isted. Student's language dominance at the time oI pretesting is ldisted.

If we felt that for some reason a student did not have a valid score, that

is also indicated on your printout (these students' results were not used

in the computation of class or program gains).

For each class and each program an average pretest score, am average post-
test score; and an average gain score were computed. These data for your

class and program are listed.

Piease cail if you have questions.

\

cC:lg - \
- Enclosure 1 . o . . .
cc: Anita Uphaus ' o
Ambrosio Melendrez ' L v
Lee Laws = , F

Timy Baranoff = _ )
Principals with Chapter 1 or Migrant Early Chilihood Teachers

irector, Research and Evaluation?

PRovsa 7 éﬁ{ Vﬂmﬁ!fcl&%e

stant Superintendent for Elementary Education

-
!
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05/1608) AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOIA, DISIRICT PAGE

PROGS HG=PAYPY UFFICE OF RESEARCH AND LVALUATIGN
| PEADUDY STANDARD SCORE RESULTS
' . CHAPTER | ANU HIGRANT
b - S
STUDENT STANDARD SCORES ~ LANG
‘NAKE PRE  POST GAIN  DnON

' C I [ L 1
‘ ‘ g 95 ENG
91 103 |2 ENG

i n ENG

50 69 19 M
3. 12 W ENG
12 55 2] ENG
[/ S T Y ENG.
9 87 18 ENG
% 99 5 ENG
38 4 N
285 NG
61629 ENG
&4 14 5 ENG

: 0% A% BN

' 9 12 ENG
% ENG
i - STHOENTS PRETESIED. 16
‘ "STUDENTS POSTTESTED 16
S S STUDENTS WITH BUTH VALID
CLASS AVERAGES 289,40 633 2303 PRE AND POSTTEST SCURES 15

STUDENTS PRETESTED 120
STUDENTS POSTTESIED. . 128
- ‘ ~ STUDENTS WITu 8OTH VALID
CHARTER | PROGRAM AVERAGES  _73.33 _90.3b 1,03 PHE AND PUSTTEST SCUKES 117

¥ 3 PUSSLILY INVALID, GAIN NOT INCLUDED IN CALCULATIONS.

;A

0 TZ8

(g 3o 7T Olea)
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Attachment A-3

82.02 ~ (Page 1 of 2)
; Models Used in Two-Group Analysis of Covariance oy
\\\‘ 7 ‘
Variables’
U = Unit vector <_.
1 = posttest
2 = pretest
3 = pretest if group l; 0, otherwise
4 = pretést if group 2; 0, otherwlse
5 = pretest squared (variable 2 squared)
6 = variable 3 squared
7 = variable 4 squared
8 = 1 if group 1; 0, otherwise
‘Models Comments
Model'l 1 =U+3+4+6+7+8 Allows independent curvilinear
: regression lines.
Model 2 1 =U¥3F4+5+8 ' Requires. quadratic component
: of lines to be equal for each
group. -Intercepts may differ
Model 3 1 =U+2+5+8 Requires parallel curvilinear
‘ i regression lines. Intercepts
h may differ.
Model 4 1 =U+2+35 AN Requires parallel curvilinear
- N regression lines with ccmmon
" intercept:
Model 5 1 =U+ 3+ 4 + 8 © “Allows indépendent,(diffefgnf)r77
linear (straight line) regression
lines. ' .
Model 6 1 =0+ 2 + 8 ﬁéqui;éé common linear slopes;
; 2nd intercepts may differ.
Model 7 1 =UF 2 Requires common linear slopes
o and common: intercepts.
( t \\ . |
\\
e S > I

A-20
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ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Attachment A-5-
(Page 2 of 2)

- residual sum of squares for the
predictors (restricted model).

residual sum of squares for the
‘predictors (full model).

t
7y
0
i
fl

(9<.0%) (9>:08)
At leasc one ragresszon .
e | Seeression iizes tizssr—
[Model U vs Model 2 |  (0<.0%) (3<.0%) [T4odel 5 73 ¥odel 5 |
[ (p>+03) ‘ | : |
o o 7 ;
Segression lines hava ) iadreasi nia iRraric
diffarwat shapes. ?2loc B ey Lints tatatasec.
full model (Modal i ot 2). o¢ oodel (lodel 30+ osi0m
[Model 2 vs Mocel 3 | (pé.OSJ
(p>.05) __ (p<.08y  [Todal b vs “ocal 7]
U S . r
[5aeL 3 vs wocel & | (p<.05) _ zagrasston lices sarallal
: but groups differ. . . - .
— P1oE full sodal (Modal 3 ot 6): .
(p>.03) o (5>.05)
Rag-ession lines ideseical.
Croups do noc diffar.
Ploc rascriczad model
(Model & oF 7).
Calculation of F for Model Comparisons
F = (BSS; - ESSp)/df;
. _ ESS¢/df, ,
Where

m’ociéi with fewer
mbciéi with mmore

the number or independent predictor.vectors in the full

df; =
1 tiae number L Ludependent L=
model minus the number in the restricted model.
df, = the number of cases minus the number of independent

predictors in the full model.

o
C)




4202 Attachment A<6

F 8%

Txy - (1 I-'xx)
T T i AT St
c ._(§§r9( Tyux) 5% = °x { —rxX)— 2 F =Tzz)

corrected correlation between pretest and gain.

observed correlation between pretest and gain.

Where: rag

reliability of pretest.

reliability of ‘posttest. .
: observed standard deviation of pretest scores.
&y observed standard deviation of gain scores.
‘observed standard deviation of posttest scores.

H
X
X
V& N OREU

(o]
N
L

*Thomson; G.H. A formula to correct for the effect of errors of measure—

ment or the correlation of dnitial values with gains: Journal of

Experimentaicﬂsy hology, 1924 7, 321-324.
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, Inscrument Description:

_selors received written instructions from ORE, including a checklist of procedures
- afid a script to-follow in test ndmipis:ra:ion.

Brief description of the instrument: :
The ITBS is a standardized multiple-choi

given to kindergarten students to measure skills in the areas of listening (spring
only); language (fall and spring), and math {spring only). Levels 7 and 8 were given
to grades 1 and 2, respectively, to measure skills in the areas of word analysis,

voecabulary, reading comprehension; spelling, math concepts, math problems, and math

computation: ITBS levels 9-1l4 were administered to grades 3-8 with the test level for
students in grades 4-6 chosen on the basis of their previous achievement scores (with
teacher review). Levels 9-14 Include subtests inall the areas ment oned for levels 7

and B, except for word analysis. In addition, levels 9-14 include subfests measuring

capitalization, punctuation, usage, visual materials, and reference macerials.

To whom was the instrument adwinistered?
All elementary and juntor high students, grades K-8. :Special education students were

exemptad as per Board PoMicy 5127 and frs supporting administrarive regulation. Stu-
dents of limited English proficiency (LEP) were mot exemptr,. but could be excused after
one test on which they could mot function validly. . Scores for sctodents who were mono-y

lingual or_dominant in a language other than English were not ifcluded inm the school
or District summaries. .

How may times was Che instrument administered? . ¢
Onice to each student it grades 1-8, twice to students in kindergarten.

When wss the instrument administered?
Kindergarten students were tested the week of September 7-10. The elementary schools

administered the rest April 19; 20, and 21 to students in grades K-6. Students inm
grades 7 and 8 were tesr<d ofi _February 15, 16, and 17. Tests were administered in

the morning. Make-ups were administered the week after the regular testing.
Where was the—instrument administered?

16 each AISD elementary and jumior -high:school, usually in the student's réegular
clarstoom. ) . |

Who administered the instrument?

Classroom teachers in the eledentary Schools. In the junior high schools, the
counselor or principal administered the test over thié public address system using
taped directions provided by ORE. Teachers acted as test proctors inm their tlassroom
ac these schools. ’

What trainisg did the adminiscrators have? .
Building Test Coordirnsitors participated im plarming sessions prior Co the testinmg.
Teacher training was the rasponsibility of the Buildiag Test Coordinator. Fowever,

teacher inservice training was available from ORE upon request. .Teachers and .coun-

Gere there probles with the inscrument or the administration that might affect
the validity ef the data? ]
No known problems with the instrument. Problems in theé administration are documented

fn the monitors' reports which are available at ORE.-

Who developed thé inscrument?

The University of lowa. The ITES Is published by the Riverside Publishing Company.

What reliability and validity data-are-available on the 1t EGBERE? e

Thé reliability of individual subtests and area totals, as summarized by Kuder-
Richardson Formula 20 coefficients; ranges from .75 to .97, across test levels.
Coefficients for the total battery range from .94 to .99, ecross test levels. Equi-
valent-forms reliability coefficients, calculated for grades' 3-8; range from .71 to
.92, across subtests and area totals. The issués of concent -and construct validity
are addressed in the publisher's preliminary technlcal summary. PP.13-15.

Are there norm data Vﬁrvairiéisi:é for imterpreting che resules? 7
Norm data ace available in the Teacher's Guide. The Teacher's Guide provides empirical
norms (grade equivalent, percentile, stanime) for the fall and spring. Interpolated
norms are available for midyear. Nationmal, large €ify, and school building norms are
available. : : .

Loua Tests of Basic Skills, 1978 Editden, Form 7 . . _ -

: R — — e
B-2 .
61
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I0WA TESTS OF BASIC SKILLS (ITBS)

Purpose

The grade K through 8 Migrant Program students' ReadIng Total scores

on the ITBS were gathered to answer the foiioWiﬁg decision and evaiuation

questions:

Decision Question D2: Should the K-12 Instructional Component (Commu-
nication Skills) be continued as it is, modified, or deleted?

Evaluation—Qgesti6ﬁ~D2 -1: Were the,achieveﬁent objectives met ?

a) Kindergarten

b) Grades 1-6

Grades 7 and 8

Evaluation Question D2=2: How do the gains/achiévement scores
made this year by migrant students in grades K-12 compare with
the gains/achievement scores in 1981-822

Procedure

on February 15-17; 1983 all AISD 7th and 8th graders (except those with
special education exemptions) were admlnlstered the ILTBS. Make—ups were
conducted the week of February 21 through Febrtudry 25, On April 19-21

(1983); all AISD klndergarten through 6th graders (except those with

special education exemptions) were administered the ITBS Make-ups were

administered april 22 or April 25-29; The procedures used in administering

the ITBS can be found in the Systemwide Evaluation Technical Report for

1982~ 83 ORE Publication Number 82.55, Appendix C.

Each K-8th grade student's reading total was accessed from the Systemwide

Testing data tapes. Their raw score;, gradé equivalent, percentile, and
whether they were tésted on-level, up a level, or down a level were in-

cluded. . The data are in the format shown in Appendix D (this repcrt)
for the %1grant Student Master File;

Results

Evaluation Question D2-1: Were the achievement objectives met?

The Migrant Program objective set three performance levels (A, B, and c)
for gains on the ITBS. A students are those at or above the national



82.02

median (50th %Zile or above); B students are those 0.0l to 1.0 year below
the national median (49th-31st %ile); and C students are those 1.0l or
more below the national median (30th %ile or below). The ultimate goal
of the program is that all students score at the A achievement level.

The gains needed for each level (to Teach the A level) range from O to 1

year to 2.0l or more years. Theé assessment of achievement of the objec-

tives set in this stratified manner ie difficult to interpret.

a) Kin&érgérteﬁ . . Y
. \.~§ - 7 o v
In Figure B-1 are presented data about the gains made by the kindergarten
students served by a Migrant Program teacher.' The achievement scores, used

are based on the students' scores in the ITBS Language Total in September,

1982 (pre) and April, 1983 (post). The percent of students who made gains
(at the C level) was very small (3 out of 37), so:dn this semse the .
objective was not met. The average gain was 0.7 grade equivalents.: \
o Number and Percent - Number .and ;’éfcin'f '7 [ Number and Percent |
Expected of Students with ol Students with Expected of Students Making o i
Ferformance Pretest Scores &t “Posttest Scores at Gains (Fre~ ' Gains at Each _ Average Gain _
Level Each tevel __ Each Lavel to Post) Level __{Grade Equivalent
— - — — . — —
S 7 (18%) 11 (28%) 0-1 year 722 - 0.7 |
B 16 (1%} 11 (282) 1.01-2 years 207
c 16 (a1p) & 17 D) 3.01 or more 82
) ' : : years

Figure B-1. COMPARISON OF EXPECTED AND ACTUAL GAINS FOR A; B; AND'C LEVELS

BY GRADE FOR SERVED MIGRANT PROGRAM STUDENTS IN KINDERGARTEN
WITH A PRE-.AND POSTTEST. . :

b) Grade 1

There were 62 grade 1 students served by a Migrant Program teacher who had
spring 1983 ITBS Reading Total scores. The average grade equivalent score
was 1.6. The expected score for first graders is 1.8 grade equivalents.
The objective for first graders was to have an average score within one

month of that expected. Therefore, the objective was not met.

c) Grades 2-6

in Figure B-Z are given the number and percent of students served by a
Migrant Program teacher scoring at each level on the pre- and posttest,
and the number and percent of students who made each level gain. The

asséssment of the objectives as stated is difficult to imterpret, but

the following can be noted: the majority of students across =211 grade
levels on both the pre- and posttests scored at the C level; grades 3
and 6 averaged gains of one year or more; and Students rarely showed

any gains at the C level as is the goal of the program.

B=4

oy
o
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d) Grades 7 and 8

In Figure B—Z are also presented the achievement data on migrant stu-

.- dents in grades 7 and 8 served by = Migrant Program teacher. As with

grades 2-6, the majority of students across all.grade levels on both the

pre- and posttest scored at the ¢ level. Both grade level students

averaged 0.9 grade equivalent gains.

Evaluation Quest ion D2 2: ] How do the gains mpade this year by
Migrant Program Students in grades K~12 compare with the gains
made in 1981-827

a) K

Served kindergarten students 1ast year made 0. 6 average grade equivalent

b) Grade 1

first graders was 1.5 in 1981-82. The average in 1982-83 was one month
higher (1.6).

¢) Grades 2-8

'The average grade equivalent gains for these grades (for served students)

In7i9§9—81 through 1982-83 are presented in Figure B-3. The gains this.

year are similar to 1981-82's gains, but with less variation in gains
across the grades.

Grade: 1980-81 1981-82 198283
2 0.7 0.7 0.8
3 1.0 1.0 1.0
4 1.0 0.9 (]
5 0.9 0.7 0.4
6 0.5 1.1 1.
7 1.6 1.2 0.»
8 1.0 0.8 0.9

“Figure B3, AVERAGE GRADE EQUIVALENT GAINS or;r 3 ,ras r'..A.D,L.J' “TOTAL

1980-81, 1981- 82, and 1987—83

Miscellaneogus

What is the achievement lével of migrant students?

In Figure B-4 are listed the number and percent of migrant students at each

grade level (K~6) who scored at the A, B; and C achievement levels on the

B-5-
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ITBS Reading Total (Language Total at K) in the spring of 1983. The

majority of students scored at the C level. Grade 1 scores are especially

interesting in that slightly more students had scores at or above the 50th

%ile than had scores at or below the 30th Z%Zile.

How does migrant students' achievement compare with AISD's achievement?
Figure B-5 contains gqmpériSCﬁrfiguresrfc;7ﬁi$§éﬁ£ﬁ§§9§é§§§;ﬁ§%}fAISD stu-
dents, and all AISD Hispanic students in grades K-8 who had spring ITBS
scores. As can be clearly noted from the figure across all grade levels
the migrant students scored below Hispanic students and well ‘below. AISD
students. o '

R
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Numbet and Percant Riiwber and Percent

Average Gain

Expected . of Studeiica with  of Stadento with. Husber and Porcant
Performance  Pretest Scores at  Postlest Scores at  Expected Gains  of Stuents Making  Mada {Grade
—— ———devel — — — —EachbLevel-—- ————fach Level Pre- to Posttestc Gains at Bach Level Equivalents)
Srade A ot . 4 23 (177) Not Not 1.6 Average
1. B Applicable 21 (341) * Applicable Applicable Q:udc,,,,,
i=62) [ 18 (292) oo Equivaleat
irude A 11 (312) R B G 1% 9] 0 to 1 year 26 (742) 0.8
2 B 10 ¢29%0) 8 (230) 1.01 to 2 yrs. 9 (261) - —
1=35) c 14 (400) . 16 (462) 2.01 or wmoze 0 (01) .
years
xade A & (51 e 0to1 year 14 (s41) 1.0
3 B 3 (31%) B (31%) 1.01 to 2 yrs. 11 (42%)
226) c 14 (542) 10 (382) 2.01 or mare 1 ¢ 4%)
’ years
rade A 8 (26%) 6 (197) 0 to 1 jear . 1B (587) 0.5
N ; 1L (352) iz (392) [0l to 2 yrs. 12 (39%)
=31) c 12 (392) 13 (422) 2.0L or more 1 (3%)
— - years . S
tade 5 5 (151) : 6 (182) 0 ts 1 year 19 (561) i
5 B 9 {272) 5 {152) 1.01 to 2 yrs. 13 (392) -
=33) c 19 (582) 22 (672) 2.01 or_more 1 (3
- years e S w__‘____
rade A 2 (9 ‘ 1 €an 0 to 1 year 6 (212) i
6. B _4 (182) .7 €322) 1.00 to 2 yrs. 16 (73%)
a2?) C 16 (732) . 14 (64%) 2.01 or more . D -ox)
. T L S ———
rade A 4 {137) 4 121) 0ol yenr _ 19 {592) 0.9
7. B _2 € 6%) 6 €192) 1.01 to 2 yrs. -9 (28%) ’
=32) c 26 (812) 2. (69%) - 2.0l or niore 4 (131)
yeéars
rade A 5 (152) 5 (i) 0to 1 yoar 18 (53%) 09
8 L8 11 (322) 10 (292) 1.01 to 2 yrs. 12 (352)
~34) c 18 (53%) . 19 (561) 2.01 or more 4 (12%)
N ) years e oo
gure B=2. COMPARISON OF EXPECTEN AND ACTUAL GAINS FOR A, B, AND C LEVELS BY GRADE FOR SERVED

60

O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

MIGRANT PROGRAM STUDENTS IN GRADES 1-8 WITH A PRE- AND POSTTEST.

" 20728
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Figure B-4: NUMBER AND PERCENT OF MIGRANT STUDENIS SCORING AT EACH (A, B, C)
LEVEL, SPRING, 1982.

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

. CRADE ! -
Aclieveent K 1 2 3 i s b g 8
Level
A (50th 3L 60 3. 1 % 16 1 it 9 Tl
ri1é ot (212) (412) (282) . (32%) S (297) €172) (172) (182) €162)
move) i
B (49th w B L L T/ 17 u o1
30th. (Lz) 2y ) (327) (29%) a5y . @e). (23D 212)
2ite) ' ' Lo
c (J0th 6l 55 60 a1 3 56 £ 35 35.
2ile or {522) (310) (507) (362) iT) - (587) (5712) (597) 637)
lees) ' . .
)
TOTAL 16 148 in it 82 % 65 0 56
(1007)  (1003)  (1002)  (100Z)  (1002)  (100%)  (1007)  (100%)  (100%)

T0°T8
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InstrumencDescription: Sequent

AR SRR Ml A AR Ao kb i s

PO

ASMAALA

_of Educational Progress (STEP), Series II, Foris

3p1ad dggc=<acisn of tha fSst——an=:

The STEP is a standardized, mul:ipla—choicc achievement test bc::ary.v In 1982-83,

AISD ysed a subset of the complete battery, omitting the Mechanics of Writing and

Science tests. These taests will be given every other year, altarnating with the
English Expression and Social Studies tests. Tasts given each 7ear are Reading,
Mith Computatiorni, and Math Basic Coucepts.

;o whem was tie imsc—menc ad:.‘.::_.s:n.-d’

&1l scudanrs 1m g?ades 9-12; Specinl education students were exempted as_per Board
Policy 5127 and i{ts supporting administrative regulatifon. Students of limited

Englishrproticiency (LEP) wera not eXempt, but could beé axcused after ofie t&3t ou.
which they could not function validly. -

mmv—:ﬂ-:—m%%::e:zas aéa....dcr!ad’
Once to each sctudenc:

“has 7is_the icstscmens admisigcaved?

The STEP was administered over a two-day period-—April 6 and 7. Tests were adminis-
tefed in tha morning from about 8:30 until approximately noon each day. Make~ups were
administered on €wo consecutive SAturddys, April 16 and 23:

Atere 7as che—issco—ant admindgcesad?

The ST-P was aahinis:erea .at éEEh KISD high school ; (incluaing Robbins and Kealing)
Make-ups were administerad at Reagan High School.

e aemiziucersd tha inscmimene?

Test iEstructlons were Siver over the public address system ac each school; either by
the counselor or by a tape racording provided by ORE. Teéachers EE‘éd as cest pfoc:o‘:s
fn each classroom.. The ciuite

taz coaint=z 2id she zimte23iTacoTs tave?

_anc_ < writven instructions from ORE, incluaing a checklise.
JE pravedures _and an axac: s *i,-,to follow in test administration. TheigRg personnel

who administered the make~ups were :horoughly trained in administering tests.

Teachers and counselors &

su:“:d. ghler 5.z=&zriizea ssadizians?

Yas: gﬁanéaréiZed'insﬁruc:ions were disc:ibu:ed. ORE personnel monitored in a random
Selection of classrooms with results indicating that testifig conditions were reason-

VaBIy consistent. ac.rassflﬁhe Dta:riu.

= _=he iumge=emans o be 1&:.“5:‘3:‘~n :hZu :_..f

~er .8l SoL0 o -

No Etig%wjijiqjﬁj,ém ﬁj.;h}thé .:Lnétrumén:. Problems in the administratién are documenced
“in the monitors' reports.

who—- iwaiaeeéée%sn- =menz?

Educational Testing Servica (ETS). The STEP is published by AddIiscn~Wesldy Publishirig
Company, "Inc. '

Wkas :;’;Q.Eili; amd: 7alidszs daeg i=s availapla om the fostrmsanc?

The reliabili:y of sub:es:s In :he alﬁernaﬁe foms A ana 5, -angeu ::om .58 ta .93,
with parallel forms cortela:ions. As summarized by Kuder-RIthardssn rormula 20 coef-
ficients, the relisbii:Zy of the subtests ranges from .83 to -94: The iSsues of
content: and construct V. idity are addressed in the publisﬁez s technical reporet,
pages 150-154. i .

Afs -“é-:-i sge= 43e3 zvi“zo & 337 ‘ncsrtwasisg tha vaselss?

Wean.,median. percen:ile runk percencile band, converted, a‘'d staniue scores ara
available for each subcest of the STEP.

Sl 8 alCih
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SEQUENTIAL TESTS OF EDUCATIONAL ."KIGRFSS(STEP) -

Purpose

The Migrant Program 9th - 12th grade students’ Reading scores on the STEP

were collected to answer the following decision and evaluation questions:

Decision QgeStion D2. Should the K-12 Instructional €omponent (Commu-—
nication-Skills) be continued as it is, modified, or deleted?

Evaluation Q:estion D2-1l: Were the achievement objectives met?

¢) Grades 9-12

/ Evaluation Question D2-2: How do the gains/achievement scores
' made this Year by migrant students in grades K-12 compare with the

gains/achievement scores in 1981-827

P Prdcé&uré
Y ) :
On Aprll 6 and 7, 1983, all AISD 9th—12th graders were admlnlstered the
STEP, Series II Ma2Ke-ups were conducted on Aprll 16 and April 23. The
procedures used in adminlstering and scoring the STEP can be found in

the Systemwxde Evaluation Technical Report for 1982-83, ORE Publlcation

Vuhber 82.55, Appendix B.

Rach high school student's reading total sCore;waé accessed from the
Systemwide Testiag data capés. Program DISTATP was used to gather fre-
quéncy data on the studénts' scores. The data are in the format shown in
Appendix D (thls report) for the Migrant Student Master File.

Results

Evaluation Quéstion D2-1. Were the achievement objectives met?

The Mlgrant Program obJectlve set three performance levels. (AJ B; and C)
for gains on the STEP. A students are thosefgtwgr above the national

medlan (SOth %ile or above), B students are those 0O: Gl to 1.0 year below

the natlonal median (49th—315t 7118) and C students are those 1:01 or

more below the national median (30th %Zile or below). The ultimate goal of

the program is that all students score at the A achievement level. The
gains needed for each level (to reach the A level) range from 0 to-l zear

tb 2.0] or more yéaré.
The assessment 07 achievement of the objectives set in this stratified
manner is difficult to Lnterpret

o

b
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e$ érade 9

There were 32 grade 9 stundents who were - served. By a Higranc ﬁrdgram teacher
and who had a spring '82 STEP Reading score. The median %Zile (1978 norms)

for these students was 31. .This is considerably below -the AISD median

%ile for 9th graders of 54 (N=4115) and well below the median %Zile for

~ Hispanic 9th graders of 44 (W=1027)
" £) Grades 10-12

In Figure C-1 are given the pre- and posttest scores of che served students

and a summary of their gains. Only 1 student made C level gains of 20 or

- more 7i1e points. The large percentage of students at each grade made

gains of 5 %Zile points or less. No grade made a positive gain - all grades'

average gdins were negative.

For comparison purposes; in Figure C—2 are given the median percentiles

for the pre- and posttests for served migrant students, atl AISD students;

and AISD Hispanic students. As was true with 9th graders, the two com~-

parison groups are consisténtly higher dcross both the pre--and posttest

,,,,, 1981-82  — —— —— - - I35 —___
Grade Grade Grade Grade Grade Crade
- 40— —11 . 10 11 12

ATSD Students "~ 60 56 A 30 5T
Pre= &_ Fasccnsted*rrr"rfﬂﬂ2357) (N=2115)  (N=2242) (N=2357) (N-2115) —{N=2242)
A1SD Hispanics 42 41 j e 33
Pre~& Pusttested - (N-h73) (N=411) (Hedbh) (N-k78)—44~4’44%)44— (N=ih3)
Migrant Program = ! - .
Students (Served) _40 35 31 36 - 29 T
Pre- & Posttasted (N=20) (N=22) - — —(H=70) | (8=20) (N=22) (h=10)

Figure C-2. MEDIAN PERCENTILES ON THE STEP, READING TOTAL, 1978 NORMS FUR
- MIGRANT STUDENTS SERVED BY A MIGRANT TEACHER AND TWO COMPARI-

SON GROUPS: These are medians from matched groups. "~

Evaluation Question D2-2: How did gains made this year by
Migrant Program students in grades 9-12 compare with gains
made tn 1981-827 :

In ﬁigure C-3 are comparisons of the scores and gains made in i981—82 and
I982—83 These are in térms of the 1970 norms. There were more students
served ‘in- 1982-83 who had higher pretest scores than #n 1981-82, but most

‘had decreased by the posttest. Except for the.9th graders whose median

1le was slightly higher in 1982-83, the average galns in 1981-82 were
higher than in 1982-83. .

#ﬁseeilanecus /)/

e S = S
What is the achievement level of migrant students?

c-4
~t

Y]




82:02

In Figure 6-4 below are given the number and percent of migrant students

-at each grade level who scored at the A, B, and ~ achievement levels on

the STEP Readlng Total (1978 norms) in the sprIri° 0f.1983. The figures

are based on all migrant students who had test scores. Few students scored
in the upper achievement ranges.

ACHIEVEMENT . o w o . . o
LEVEL 9ch 10ch ilch i2eh TOTAL.
3 : . - _ :
A (SOeh ZIle of +) 10 (202) 8. (26%) & (127) 4 (163) 26 (1827)
, o
B (A9th-3lsc Zile) 16 (321) 17 (521) 14 (412) 12 (410 59 (40%)
€ (30th or #) 24 (482) 8 (262) 16. (472) 13 (452) 61 (42%)

Figure C-4. NUMBER AND PERCENT OF MIGRANT STUDENTS SCOR::G AT EACH
(A, B, C) LEVEL, SPRING, 1983.

How does migrant students' achievement compare with AISD's achievement?

Figure C-5 was prepared to answer this question: The figures are based onm

all AISD students; all Hispanic AISD students, and ali migrant students

with spring 1982 STEP Reading Total scores. The scores reported are based
on 1978 norms. The migrant students' medians scorés are considerably below
the AISD medians and are cons1stently lower than the medlans for Hlspanlc

students.
\\
.\

s io i , 12 IR

o . [A1sD WISP_ NIG | AISD HisP WIC | ASD ISP MIiG | AlSD HISP_HIG_|
wedlan i1a Sk 44 33 5T - 4I 39 S2 40 36 | S0 37 32
N 4115 1027 SO | 3308 687 33 | 2864 S75 36 | 2766 569 29
% of students 90-59ch Iiles | 2z 0Z o0%] ©Or 0t o0z | 2T 1T 0% iz oz oz
scoring in _ 75-99ch Ziles'| 20r 72 4% | i8r. 72 oz | 13z 4T 02| 13z 42 32
. these parcen— 1-25ch Tiles | 14 237 32% | 132 232 212 | 102 172 322 | 142 252 352
tile ranges 1<10ch 2tles | 32 4T 82 3z &1 o2 12 22 of iz 4 12

Figure C-5. A COMPARISON 0% ALL AISD STUDENTé AISD HISPANIC STUDENTS,
AND MIGRANT STUDEVTS,ON READING TOTAL SCORES FROM THE 1983

ADMINISTRATION OF THE STEP. These figures aré based on
1978 norms.
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Figure C-I.‘

COMPARISONS OF PRE— POSTPEST, AND GAINS FUR MIGRANT PROGRAM STUDENTS
TN GRADES 9-12 WHO WERE SERVED BY A MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHER. The..
achievenent Scores are Reading Total, STEP, 1978 norms.

/

77 [ kxpected  Mumber and Percent Husber and Percent Numher ad Por-
Peifor--  of Studeits with ~ of Students with | = . cent of Stu- Mw;
Rance Pretest Scores Posttest Scores at | Actual Calns Pre~  dents Making an Hude.
Grade | Level at Each Level Each Level £ Fosteest Galis Lisced _ (erceiiciles)
Grade A Not Applicable 5 {16%) Not Applicable  Hot Applicable Hédiéii
R 1 (42) L Percentile -
Ne32) ¢ 16 (502) vas BLlee
Grade 7(05%) 201y - [ 0 5%lle pta. 16 (Bo%) ~5Xile pis.
10 5 (15%) 11 (55%) | 6-19%L1e pts. § {20%) :
(N=20) 8 (401) 70351 |20 or more Mle
» pts. 0 ( 02)
Grade A § {18%) (%) O-Srlllé pts, 0 (822) ~21le pts.
U B § (362) g (367 | 6-19%1e pte. 3 (1)
(=22) | ¢ 10 (61) 12 (55%) 20 or nore. X{le
© | pts. 1 ( lll)
Crade A 6 (o) 14100 0-5 1tle pes. 9 (901) ~i%11a pts.
1 B 5 (50i7) 3 {300 §-197118 pEa. 1 (10%)
{N=10) ¢ 5 (50%) 6 {607) 20 or more Ale
pta ( 02)

o Burat -4



Nuwber and Percent

Huwber and Percent

[ Wagber and Per-

A eeage Cala

Expected | of Students with | of Students wiLh cent-of Stu-
o Perfor- | Pratest Score at | Postteut Scores st | | dents Moklng Hads
Grade | waiice Buch Level - | Eachlevel hetual Coiny Pre- | Caine Listed (Peccentilos)
10i-0 108283 |'Level | 10R1-R2 198283 | 19B1-82 198283 | to Poortest | 1981-82 1982-6) 4%%i4HfAHM%%}f
1
| | | I
C9ho. b | A | Not Applieable 1(4) | [ (90 | ot mpplicable | Not Aplicable | Wedian  |Wedai
(=47} | (W32} y B 2 (4% 2 {6 Itle vas Iile was
C 4 (9 |1 (1) 10¢le  |12%ile
T . . ) .
A0 | doeh | A 0 (08 1S5t | o(0n 1(5%) 0 Stilepolnos |25 wan 16 (801) e
(N30) © (W20) | B L(38) | 550 | 3 (102)f 2 (102) | 6-19%LLe pouta 3(0%)| & (208)) 0.4¥ile |-A2dle
| ) : : N . polnts  polnts
, C | 29 09M) |18 {702} | 20 (902) |17 {USA) |20 o ¢ R1LG pEs. 1(m)| 0 (o) |
- B ' "
e | od | K ofen 2(m i'tBZ), L4 | 0 Stilojolucs | B (S08) 19 em)l -
(Ne16) ~ (Ne22) | B 0000 | 2(9% | L(60)]3(141) | ¢-1920e polnts | 6 ()| 1 (34)) Shle. |-2xile
| _ o ’ R | poluts  points
, e MjNMHWIMﬂ 14wu)pswn1 Wt f 2 2(un|2(9n T
| — T S |
| a6 | A (o0 | 0(0m . 0000 |0-SMlepoles 10 (610 BEBOL)
(te12)  (W=10) | B m)| 2001 | 00| 1008 | 6-19%e jolits | 2 (LR} 2 (200)| -1l |-3111e
: | R , ' .~ . ..|polues  polate
_ Cj 12 (lo0x)| B (B0X) | L2 (1OOR)] 9 (%0%) | 20 or t Thie 0(mmf o(om l
l . . o al

Flgure (-3

g-12 FOR 1981-82 AND 1962-3.

COMPARTSONS OF PRE-, POSTTEST, AND GAINS FOR SERVZD MIGRANT PROGRAM STUDENTS IN GRADES
The achievement scores are Reading Total, STEP,-1970 norms.

20" 28
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Data I
Data.

- PRI T,

szief descriocion of—che data files

Tha Higran: Student Master File contains the following intormaqion for each student in

AISD who has registered for the Migranc Pfogfam., name, zrade, location, AISD ID; sex,
ethnicity, birthdate, address, eligibilicy dzte, termination darte, ragistration dace,
migrant status, total days served (1982-83), pargn:al participation, medical and dental

expense, service sratus (1982-83); achilevement test scores for 1982-83 and back through

1978-79 (if avaIIab’e), _and projected school for 1983-84. Added during the year were

LEP status, Eree/reddééd lunch_status, and. enrollment date. so the file 1s available
“hizh stidents or octher {ndiwviduals are included~034ﬁh34€%% on-1lina.

All studeats who are regis:ere& in the ﬁigiant irog:am.

0y

How ofren +s informaticn on the £415 5ddad; delecad; or 1ndarad? o

Eacl tige 1 aew student is registered, or more

- - current, up~to-dace tnformation is
available. ,.T
\ 4 who s responsible for changing or sdddag informAcion to the file? .

The Migrant Program Programmer and Evaluator.

Hoi_7as the Lnfor=ation conraised onm zhe Sila zacherad?

The file is bullt based o eligibility forms signed by €hé students' parents indicacing
“their gualifica:ionsigsini”raﬂ:s.v Updated information on students 1is also obtained

from the District's Student Master File; teachers; and other school staff.

are :roo%emsgwit%ﬁ$¥k4£;a*:a:‘on on the fila that aw aiZuct che
¢ che daca?

Not applicable.

acsuracv—and—=aliaditisr of zhe

Data are constantly updated as pore currenc information 15 made available.

4

L

o= aiscorizal daca a7dila5Ta for tmcszoeaving o

Iediag-daseziziicn

+he file has all the dacs :felds indicatsd im the description above:

|
i 54

L Il Sea b i

O

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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MIGRANT STUDENT MASTER FILE (MIG'23)

Purpose
The Migrant Student Master File was created to proVide a master list of all
eligible Migrant Program Student$ in the District. All data files used in
this evaluation were matched with thic file. The main purpose of this
appendix is to document the development and use of this file.

Decision_ Qxestiongbl— Should the Early Childhood Fducation Component
he continued as it is, modified, or deleted? -/

Evaluation Question Dl--4: What have been the long-term effects
of participation in the Higrant Early Childhood Education Compo—

7 ne&nt cn migrant students' achievement?

‘mication Skills) - siitiniued as it is; modified; or deleted?

¢

Decision éuestion no. Should tha K—l2 Instructional Component ¢{Commu~—

Evaluation Question—92=3— What have been theiiong—term effects

of participaticn im tiie Migrant K—12 Instructional Component on
migrant Students'’ .irnievement'7 -

Evaluation Question D2-11: At the end of 1982 -83,; how" many
grade 9-12 mig.ant students had met AISD's minimum competency
requirements in reading and math?

Procedure

This file was created in the summer of 1982 by taking ti= miorant Student
Master File from the end of 1982 82 aud keeping alt students who were still

eligible for service in 1982 83 The data available on each student iim
a

listed in Attachment D-1. This year the file (for the first time) bec
an on-line disk file (STUMIG) Additional data like free/reduced lunch\

LEP status, etc. were added to the file. - Longitudinal achievement test
scores and service Status were added back to 1978-79.

’

fAdditional students were added to the file when a copy of their eligibility

form (Attachment D—Z) was received from the MSRTS Clerk: When any changes/

updates were receiyed these (as well as any new students) were added to
the file via the CR"™ ) J
7

FcequenLly throughout ‘the Vear, MIG 83 was checked against data on the

District's Student Master File. Program MG-UPDAT matches MIG'83 against
the District's file and corrects any mismatches. A program (MI-ERROR) is

run regularly to check for errors. Errors are then corrected via the CRT.

\




.

based on the data from thL Migrant Stadent Attendance Record (see Appendix
E), Whenever students were on the attendance records, but mot on MIG'83,
the MSRTS Clerk was contacted by lette phone to request copies of
these students' eligibi’ ity forms.

In addition to providing easily accessible District records on eligible
migrants, this file was used to generate a variety of serﬁice and 6thei

Migrant Administrator; Secondary Migrant Coordinaror; Dropout Prevention
Specialist, Parental Involvement Specialist; Early Childhood Covrdinator;
Migrant teachers; principals; instructioral supervisor; MSRT3 Cl=rk; ORE

personnel; Child Accounting Supervisor, Pupil fBecords Supervisor, and.
Data Services personnel.

Results

7 gg;;ggg;@@ﬁq&ééEiBE Di-4: What have been the i:.g term effects
\ of participation in the Migrant Early Childhood Education

\\\ €omponent ?
. Attachment u—3 addresses this question - it 1is a Joint report «~ith Chapter 1
™ and gives Eetﬁods as well as results.

Eva;ni‘ton Question D2-3: What have beer the long—term effects

¢f pa- ~ipation in the K-12 Instructional :Component on migrant
studr achievemernt ?

In Figures D-1 .hxou_h D-5 are compallsons of the achievement gcins from

1982 to 1983 for severai . '“ferent groups of migrant students: those not

served by a teacher, thos: served one year ~hose served two years; those

mentS\in,reading and math°

I rigure D-1l are presented the numbers of migran students by grade level
and by school who have met competency At the end bf the 9th grade only

In Figure D-12 are given the correspondlng figures for AISD students and
AISD Hispanic scudents. A.much higher percentage of these students had met
competency by the =2nd of 9th grade.

D=4




Pretest Posttest

- Number c¢f Median Median Change¢ Pre
Grade Studen:s Zile Zile to Postk
K 4 33 37 4
2 19 . 37 ' 25 -12
3 49 24 38 14
4 33 43 43 ‘ 0
5 39 22 30 8
6 25 35 34 4
7 14 26 29 : 3
8 ' 6 14 ' 13 -1
10 4 _ 43 54 11
1 : 5 33 36 3 -
12 12 37 37 0.7

Nes Changes = #7; =%

Figure D~1. PRETEST (1982) MEDIAN, POSTTEST (1983) MEDIAN, AND CHANGE
IN SCORES ON THE ITBS AND STEP READING TOTALS (ITBS =
LANGUAGE TOTAL FOR K); BY GRADE; FOR MIGRANT STUDENTS NOT
SERVED 17 A MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHER DURING THE,LAST FOUR

YEARS . /
A\
- Pretest Posttest ] o
o Number of Medtian » Median : Change Pre
_Grade . Students %ile S %ile ' to Post -
K 54 - 26 129 3
2 33 47 31 =16
3 22 42 47 )
4 18 42 43 1
5 18 21 25 4
6 15 13 14 1
7 T 12 17 31 14
8 9 28 28 0
10 5 51 41 -10
11 5, 33 44 11
12 4 32 43 5

Net Changes = +8; -2
Figure D-2. PRETEST (l987) MEDIAN,; POSTTEST (1983; MEDIAN AND CHANGE
IN SCORES ON THE ITBS AND STEP READING TOTALS (ITBS B
LANGUAGE TOTAL FOR K),; BY GRADE, FOR MIGRANT STUDENTS N
SERVED BY A MICRANT PROGRAM TEACHER OVE YEAR DURING THE
LAST FOUR YEARS. ~ ’
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Pretest Posttest b, -
‘ Number of Mediacw Median Change Pre
Grade ‘ Students %Zile %ile to- Post
K- 35 34 32 -2
2 15 58 49 ~9
3 11 30 36 6
ﬁ\\ p 50 45 =3
5\ 9 >9 : 22 3
6 ) . 5 17 12 =5
7 17 is 27 12
8 14 18 25 7 )
10 .6 49 50 21 b
1t "5 25 37 12
12 2 0

N 0 0

Net Changes = +6, -4

Figure D-3: PRETEST (1982) MEDIAN; POSTTEST (1983) MEDIAN, AND CHANGE
IN SEORES ON THE ITBS AND STEP READING TOTALS (ITBS
- -LANGUAGE-TOTAL FOR K); BY GRADE, FOR—MIGRANT- STUDENTS
SERVED  BY A MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHER TWO YEARS DURING THE
LAST FOUR YEARS.

Pretest Posttest
Number of '~ Median Median ' . Change Pre

Grade Stud . ats %Zile %zile . -—to Post

2 16 34 48 —- - ;/ 1%

3 ie - 24 "33 : 9

‘ 10 39 43 4

5 15 40 30 -10

6 7 14 15 1

7 10 28 29 1

8 10 45 43 -2
10 G° 34 36 2
il 9 28 30 2
12 2 0 0 0

Net C.anges = +7, -2

Figure D-4:  PRETEST (1982) MEDIAN, POSTTEST (1983) MEDIAN, AND CHANGE
‘ 'IN SCORES ON THE ITBS AND STEP READING TOTAL, BY GRADE,
FOR MIGRANT STUDENTS SERVED BY A MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHER
THREE YEARS DURING THE LAST FOUR YEARS.

D=6
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Pretest Posttest
Numbe;.of Median Median Change Pre
_Srade Studerits - Zdle Zile to Post
2 17 41 : 38 s+~ i -3
3 8 44 : 45 ok 1
4 8 26. 25 -1
5 9 22 : 24 2
6 7 20 27 7
7 5 15 . 24 9
8 - 10 32 13 -19
10 7 29 31 2
it ' 9 33 24 -9
12 7 19 16 -3
Net Changen = +5, -4
Figure D-5. PRETEST (1982) MEDIAN, POSTTEST .(1983) MEDIuid, AND CHAhGE
IN SCORES ON THE ITBS AND STEP READING TOTAL, BY GRADE,
FOR MIGRANT STUDENTS SERVED BY A MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHER
ALL FOUR YEARS OF THE LAST FO.xX YEARS.
. Pretest : - 7
Number of Median M Change Pre
_Grade Students Zile: o faie —— . to Post
K 2 0 0 0
2 7 22 15 -7
3 29 15 24 9
4 1 21 17 -4
5 23 12 18 6
6 11 15 13 -2
7 -9 23 19 -4
8 4 _ 4 7 3
10 1 0 0 0
i1 2 0 0 0
12 3 0 0 0
Net Changes = +3, -4
Figure D-6. PRETEST (1982) YEDIAN POSfIE§T (1983) MEDIAN AND CHANGE

IN SCORES ON THE ITBS AND STEP READING TOTALS (ITBS

LANGUAGE ' TOTAL FOR K), BY_ GRADE, FOR MIGRANT STUDENTS WHO
SCORED AT THE 30TH %ILE OR BELOW ON THE PRETEST AND WHO
WERT MOT S52VED BY A MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHER DURING THE
FOUN TILLIS. :

LasT



82.02 -

o ~ Pretest Posttest o
Number of Median Median Change Pre .
Grade Studeénts ile - L Yile : to Post
K 32 16 12 -4
2 10 24 13 -11
3 7 23 35 S12
4 5 15° 13 -2
5 11 13 © 20 7
6 12 - 10 11 1
7 8 11 22 11
8 6 21 23 2
10 0 0 ' 0 -0
11 1 0 0 0
12 1 0 0 0

Vet Changes = +5, -3

IN SCORES ON THE ITBS AND STEP READING TOTALS (ITBS
LANGUAGE TOTAL FOR K), BY CRADE, FOR MIGRANT STUDENTS WHO
SCORED AT THE 30TH %ILE OR BELOW ON THE PRETEST AND \"M0 WERE

SERVED BY A MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHER ONE YEAR DURING THE
LAST FOUR YEARS. '

Figure D-7. . PRETEST (1982) MEDIAN, POSTTZST (1983) MEDIAN, AND CHANGE

, Pretest - Posttest -
Number of Médian Median Change Pre
Grade Students %ile — - - . . Zile to Post

K 15 18 13 -5
2 4 - 29 52 23
3 6 19 30 11
4 2 -0 0 0
5 6 10 15 5
6 3 70 i0: 0
7 12 10 17 . 7
8 10 15 ' 16 :
11 3 0" 0 0
12 1 0 0 0

Net Changes = +5, -1
Figure D-8 . PRETEST (L982) MEDIAN, POSTTF: “1983) MEDIAN, AND CHANGE
IN SCORES ON THE ITBS _AND ST ADING TOTALS, (ITBS LANGUAGE
TOTAL FOR K); BY GRADE, FOR ... . ..NT STUDENTS WHO SCORED
AT THE 30TH %ILE OR BELOW ON THE PRETEST AND WHG. WERE SERVED
BY A MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHER.TWO YEARS DURING THE LAST FOUR

YEARS. 7 N
4 85 N
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Pretest Posttest

, Number of Median Median .Change Pre
Grade Students —_%ile %ile - to Post - -
2 8 19 ’ 34 15
3 7 22 : 26 4
4 3 0 -0 - 0
5. 5 - 15 : 12 =3
6 5 10 14 4
7 'S5 5 11 6
8 2 0 0 . 0]
11 5 24 22 -2
12 1 0 0 0
/ Net Char.s = +45; =3
Figure D-9. PRETEST (1982) MEDIAN, POSTTEST (1983) MEDIAN, AND,QHQNGE
TN 3CORES ON THE ITBS AND STEP READING TOTALS; BY GRADE
FOR MIGRANT STUDENTS WHO SCORED AT THE 30TH %ILE OR BELOW
ON' THE PRETEST AND WHO WERE SERVED BY & MIGRANT PROGRANM
TEACHER THREE YEARS DURING THE EAST FOUR YEARS.
) _ Pretest - _
Number of Median ' . Change Zre
Srade Students ° —Zile Axs. - to Post —
2 7 9 27 18
3 2 0 0 0
4 5 - 20 25 3
5 8 21 22 1
6 5. 15 : 19 4
7 "4 14 19 5
8 5 23 14 -9
10 4 20 21 1
S 4 18 ; 18 0
12 4 13 : 10 -3

Figuve D-10.

Net Cromger = +6, :2

PRETEST (1982) VEDIAN POSTTEST (1983) bFDIAu, AND CHANGE

IN SCORES ON THE ITBS AND STEP READING TOTALS, BY GRADE

FOR MIGRANT STUDENTS WHO SEORED AT THE 30TH %ILE OR BELOW

ON THE PRETEST AND WHO WERE SERVED BY A MIGRANT DROGRAM

TEACHER ALL FOUR YEARS OF THE EAST FOUR YEARS.

§U
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— — Met Wath —Met Reading
. Grade = Group Number Percent Number Percent
9 atsp 2591 sz 2762 551
9 AISD Hispanic 475 36% 480 3%
10 AISD 2834 75%  28Ln T4%
10 AISD Eispanic 554 667 497 60%
11 ATSD 2818 597 2745 - 86%
11 AISD Hispa:~. 552 86% 495 77%
13 AISD 2956 92% 2840  88%
12 AISD Hispanic . 6l4 - 89% . 559 81%
i.k ‘

Figure D-12. NUMBERS AND PERCENTAGES OF AISD STUDENTS AND AISD
HISPANIC STUDENTS BY GRADE WHO MET MINIMUM COMPETENCY
IN READING AND MATH BY THE END OF 1982-83. '
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Attachment D-1
(Page ! of 2)

7 vsax CJuNABELED pasg L _—0F 2
L £3gL ry _ STREG TAPE NG ————— 3Y: .
3Locxstzs __ CHARACTERS —— SATE CREATED: ————
3zzoan sizz 280 CHARACTEZS e SUG: SCRATCH DATE:! _ —
SACKUP ID STUMIS3U R — DENSITY 371

$ERUENCE LD, Naue

6§ {33 |38
¥
1

| Aetdve Code | W XGPNYHT

JE5CRIBTISN ——Migranc Master e
5SMARKS _ Copy book of record laysue = MIGMAST
NCL.CF RRNE e = - . | DEMEDRS
(4G SF1_JCQLUMIS | paTa FoawaT|  FIELO NAME | REMARKS
P33 by p 3 | | Schosi Cide (Cirzedt) j
20 4 .23 | | Scudent Name | -
L7 t2% 130 [ ATSD ID ) i
boor 'ar i3 | Sex— - — - '
I S VI -} | Exhnicity | _
' I i Bifthdacte ! v DD YY ' _
I
!

t 139 39
| Tz0 120 [ Flag (chanze) lascpere—
T L | Address (home) P I
cos (76 i78 | _ jztp Cade | ' '
o1y |79 139 | ! MSRTS Cade ] -
1190 192 i [ Projected School (33 e, - —o-s Wiid 8¢ =OF
§ 193 1938 -+ | E1igibilicy Dace | MM DD YY
& l9g Ho4 ! | Termination Cat | DD Y
__4__iros ics | | Registracoon Dare | MM YY _
1 ‘109 108 | | Ms.graac Sratus !
5§ 1iig 415 | —_ lrazs)iiecaciDaca (for!curvent yeaw) M DN YY
3 III5 113 | | Toral Davs Sapwed (for cuzrade Fedr)
L lie 129 | | Parecc Contact (fer furrans
.1 i1 120 | _ | Medical Expemse (Zoricurrent rear)
L i 520 | | SerEdl ExSeria (f5fl @uezent vear)
ot lrazz o122 | | Served by Health Serbizas (or susrenz veas)
L 123 1323 | LE? Stacus (for curreat vear) o
1 vida o j2s |
2 i1z 128
XA .2 vz 173 !
3 0. 1 ‘128 129
c 3 1130 132
5z 133 132 ' ‘ " a " MW" Dgpzepsilé RANK
=z 3 135 &37 ~ " " " i " Grade Zgaivalent
-
/
- D12 9:

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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Attachment p-1
{continued, page Z of Z)

N
FILE LAYOUT ‘ L -
TLABELED C]LNL.-\B:...-' ; . . pagz 2_aF -
LABEL D EMGX.G83 TAPE NG, i gy:
3LcCKs iz S CHARACTERS .. _\_  DATE CREATED! e
RECCRD §517% — _ CHARACTERS 1 sue. scmavch DATE:
- DENS [TV . 8p1
\ szQusNcE -
2E5CR1PTICN e —
REMARKS - "’\\ e —
- [~
| NOLOFLLSSHE | pama PORMAT | FIE.) NAME | S
8 11 i [(1978=79 dats) |Repeats :ialds O — £lfor Soring P
6Lt | 1:6 {146 | | Test L 471;1, D, or blaok : p—
jo2 147 L1148 ) - | Year ¥ o4
‘a9 a9 lies | ——L&eaw . f181ds xi= Gl for 1979-80 daca— ———— -
b2 1169 |170 | Tyess 52) | | R
D) E 171 J—L%fl IRenc"'-'.; fialds A = G!EEE—im:EJ:' data
.2 L 181 192 |- .- |Year ;82) v . -
T20 ) o193 ;212 ! . [Repezts £falds & — Gl for 1981-82 data
L2 j213 (216 | fvoar (83) - - L
{20 215 Jass_ L i\Z_Sé;Es fialds & = |Glfor 1982-83 data .
2 ja3s tezs |- —lyasr (32 L ' P —
o o 237 1256 | lkpea:s—sé&d&#& ot 1933-84 dara . —
s | 257 280l |Fillesr \lsvaf‘es—f
! ! | Il I
- | ! | — I -
M I T : o
: i [ | i i
i i ! | - 1 1 —
I — | . —
3 | T i o
% i ; [ | L ~ o
L ? P | _ il e
T ] o1 .
' ! N I —
: [ i | T || R
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: | P4 | I — .
r i | o ! - =
[ I ! Vo o o
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N A - | | Attachment D=2

- - . : @

(N 219 of Schoal D:stm G . ’ . . “(Student LD., Number Mnemomc)
< tvee— = TEXAS EDUCATION AGENCY . @) MigrantStatus: 1.2z 3 4 §
(Campus) (Campus L.D) Division of Migrant Education. S T (Clrcle
S L ﬁjggiﬁcate of Ehglb:hty . A P ST
(El——(7 — — School Year ' ”
{(Grade) (Schcai Enronrnent Date) R _.,:r- . '._' S
Thisisto Eéﬁifyxnat (8)7‘ e S o iééi traveled achSs (9)LState7School Dlstnc'] boundarigs on (10),_9_7_,, .
N - L (Name or Student) I , i (C rcle) o - (wo/d'k
from (i1) S to(12) T taenablena) : ) :
(CltylStata-last movr) o '--;;_(CltylState—Destlnauon) C S (Name of Worker,

{14) fthe child/the chiid's parent or guardlanlqr a member of the chxld s immaediate farmly] to obtam temporary or seasonal emolcyment
_ (Clrcle) ] e , . : g

(1%) S R The ab"va ™ ﬂed student arrwed in !hxs (16) [StatéiSChool Dustrict] on (17)
)

__ftypeofWork) I _ R - (Circle o (MoiDayrYr)

-

from (18) _ : ) L SRR
~ (City/State) ) : . Lo c AR ..
The purpose of the Migrant Education i LGt and the M(gram otudent Record Transfer sttem has been exglamed to me. It is understc

that school and heaith records will'be transferred to other schooi districts in_which a student_is enrolled and that thesa records will be ma

available to me upcon request. | understand that in order for a child to be eligible for the migrant education prOQram the parent or guarman
- the <hild myst be, or must have been a rmgratory agricultural worker or a migratory fisher. -

(19— S— : N |, P— : I men o
(Signature of person obtammg the mformattcn on this form) (S-gnamre of Parerit or Guarduz-\) . (Cate) )
; (22) Lanauage used to explam the contents of this document 23). — —
‘ _ (Relauonshlp) .
_ Spa’n’ish English ___ Other (Specnfy) ; o . ’ B

SECT]ON B This section is to be completed for new!y identified students or to gpcate infarmation for prewcusly ldenuhed su.dents

(1. ' @ : o) — (4 Mzle O () Bithdate————

{Last Name) (First Name) (Middle 1) Famale G - (MolDaler)

(6} Parent lnf;:rmétion” _ ‘ - (N Veritication O Birth Cenificate

(Name of Fathen o . O Docuiient
o T None
—_— O Other
{Name of Mother)
€ Bithplace: _ {S) Homebase: 7 — (10) Grace
(City/iCounty-CountryiState) - (City and State)
(11) Migrant States: 1t 2 3 4 5 6 © (12) Current Address: —
' (Circle) [Rimaer 4oirage gnaNumber?

(3 StateiScaool (14 Seheol | _ .
S . © . Enrollment » . © e Chde) : (Teleghone N@
“Arrival Dater . Cate: _______ . = ' , : -

{MoiDayiYr) . {(MoiDayiYr) -
{18} Guardian informationi______ .. 4 s ﬂG)hEhglbuht,{ Terninguqn Date:—-—_ —
(Male) . 7 ) (Status 3 or £ 2nily) (Mo/Da/l‘Yr)
(Female) -
{17y Soecial P'ogram _ I
(Status_ 1, 2. 4, 3) (Name) {Code)
only ' )

white—Ii.EA or Fiscal Agent Aucit -;ief o

Yellow—Terminal Cgerazor (for newly identi*eq stucents crl;) . B ‘L

-Rifd—Parent or Géaraizn i 9 e : AD\( OEO F4

pi4 o Y

\‘1 P

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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N

File Degcription. Prekindergarten ‘Longitudinal File

Srisf descriprion of ithe data file:

. This file contains information on students who_were at ome time in.a Dtscrtct pre-

" The file was creacted in 1981-1982, but is now updated yearly.

- Ara chera sroblems with rhe laformation—cn che £ile that mav afface the !

kinaergarten program (beginning in 1978-77). Scores frcm the prekindergarten year,
as well as available scores from subsequent years, are included on the file, with

infof%ntion on student ethnicity and later -participation in Migrant and Chapter 1/
Ticle I programs.

Yhich —rindividua’s are lncluded o tha file?

Any student who participated im am AISD prekiﬁdergarceﬂ class durtng the pas: 5 years.
The programs included are Title I/Chapter 1, Migraat, Happy Talk, At-Home, and

Ticle VII. - , -

\

How offen is informacion on che file added, delesad. ot uodacad?

wHé 's rnsoonsible far cHa1i*ﬂz or acd*ng tnforzation o the file? R
The Chaptef_l of Chapteét X Higran: evaIua:ion starf.

fow was-che iafornation contiinad on the file zachered? »
The file was merged with the various achievement test files, prekindergarten
progra:m files, and program service files. ) \

vaIicI.v of EFE daca? _
It is somecimes difffculc o find student ID numbers for some students on the file.
Often, this occurs when a pre-k student did noc atiand school in AISD éﬁbséﬁﬁaﬁﬁ ¥

to prekindergar:en. tiowever, in some cases, achievexent data might be omictad from

a studenc's record mereiy because no ID number could be found. For the earlier
years of prexinderzarcen, records for s:udénts who were missing efther a pre- or
pos:~es. score Qare not available.

zha

Ibg rgliabil;ty o;f:hgfadgiéygmen: test information can be found ia zachinical reports
for asach vear a test was given.

0 LE B I AN

\re jfi:é —oTmative aor nlscavical—ds=3 awvalilssle for-fntezprecinz she

S LARARAR e il L s,

Yes. _Tuis file frself is a. hisroricai tecord. . There are.national norms available
for all of the tests, as well' as districtwide dac3 for AISD studernts wid Coox cthe
tascs. . } ) _ -
3riad dasesiScion 32 the

The “ile contaids studant informacion (*D, rane, bi,.bdav. °Chqicig7). and a code ’o
ijdicate which pre-x program 2 studént atfendad. The year a studenc atieénded pre-x,
and his or her pre-k pre- and posc sceres (iI availabie) are included. p:inw
(and fall) achievement test scoras for.vears subsequent to_tha prekindergarcen vear’
are_also incleded. (xt;’:ﬁ:,and Titla I/Chap:ér t status for sudsaquant years is also
included.) ’ ’

¢

—h AU LN 5l £ o T AA L AN T Kb AR 2l L
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. . Attachment D-3
82.02 o " (continued, page 3 of 6)

PREKINDERGARTEN LONGITUDINAL FILE
Purpose

The prekindergarten iongitudinal file was created to provide information
relevant to the foilowing decision and evaluation questions:

7'

, Chapter 3 Regular’.
Decision Question D3: Should the Chapter 1 Early Childhood

Education Program be continued, modifxed, or discontinued?

Evaluation Question D3-2: - Do former E.C.* students.

score higher than conparable students in their schools

when they reach higher grade levels?

'*Pre—Kindergarten

éhaptér 1 Migrant

Evaluation Question Dl—d' What have been the long—
term effects of participation in Migrant Early Childhood

‘Education component on migrant studénts’ .achievement’

Procedure

The following is a list of prekindergarten programs that were included on

the file at the time of this report:

4 years of Title I (78-79, 79-80, 80-81, 81-82)
4 years of Migrant (78-79, 79~ 80. 80-81, €1-82)
'3 years of Happy Talk (78-79, 79—80, 80—81)

1 year of At-Home (80-81)

2 years of Title VII (80-81, 81-82) R

The individual: filéé from various programs had beem previously combined 1nto'

one large longitudinal file (called PREKL). The student ID number; name;

program type; program year; pre- and posttest “scores were also moved from

the individual prekindergarten data files to RREKL. Student Masterfile

information (from years subsequent to the pre-k year) was also added with

Viggrrenti§chool " birthday,; and ethnicity Systemwide Testing files were
used to update each record (see Figure 1). :
~
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82.02 .Attachment D-3
(continued, page 4 of 6)

o

 Year/Test 4 o ;;‘___,:—.-J';.;/
~Trade  78-79 78=80. 80-81 _  81=82 ____ 82-83
EC | R T %
4 Boohm/Boehm  Boehm/Boehm  ITBS/ITBS  ITBS/ITBS.
\ -~
- : . e B : - L e
1 , . MRT/ITBS__ MRT/ITBS ITBS
2 | < 1TES - ITBS
3 ~ITBS
Figure 1. SUMMARY OF TEST SCORE INFORMATION CONTAINED ON PREKL o
: FOR EACH COHORT OF PRE=K STUDENTS: ) -
Anaiyseé ‘

' For students who had participated in an AISD preklndergarten program; the,

pre-k longtudinal file (PREKL) was ised to calculate their median percentiles

for the spring of 1983. For the comparison group, ccudents who resided

in traditional Title I areas; attended .Chapter 1 schools; and who had no

AISD prekindergarten program were -choSen. The Districtﬁide medians were

obtained from Systemwide Testing reports.
Results

Figure 2 -shows the medians for each cohort of pre—k students as the

students reach higher levels. Figure 3 graphically depicts the scores

of the 1978-79 pre-k cohort, and tentatively suggests, that long-term

benefits to the students may be re—emerOing as they reach higher grade levels.
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. I:E)NGITUNBINHL ACHIEVENENT GAINS
For 1978-79 EARLY cHILIHOOD (PRE-K) STUDENTS
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. Figure 3. MEDIAN PERCENTILE FOR FORMER EARLY CHILDHOOD -(PRE-K)
| STUDENTS AS THEY REACH HIGHER GRADE LEVELS.
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ECIA CHAPTER 1 MIGRANT -
APPENDIX E
MIGRANT STUDENT ATTENDANCE RECORD
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

82.02 Ins:rument Description" Migrant Stndent ﬁttendance Record

I

\

- 3riaf dascrisezon of che inst—meac:
!Igranﬁ SEuannE atrendance Record was compu:et-gengra:ed each_six~weeks with aa

up~
on the form or entered by the teacher: school, teacher, “student name, AISD ID,

grada, e:hnici:y, type of ins:ruc:ion, parent participation, and daily atteodance.

-

To whom was chs inse—me

The atrendance records wara complated by :he Migrant °rogt§a teachers on each stu-
dent chay served during each six weeks. This atteodance record only reflected
servicé by the Migrant Program C£eachars — not schooluide daily attendance of these

students.

dow macv “’cles vas the ingtmumens adaimiscarad?

Daily from August 23; 1982 - May 26; 1983.

when was the i-se—ement administared?

Daily ©on school days.

where was'cha isse—ment adsisiscazad?

In a location of the teacher's choica.

who adzimiscered the !‘zstmmect? : /
The ﬁigraﬁ: Program teachers. - . /'

What szatoing did che adsisdstssooss havae?

L
; Yritten instrucctions were providad.
&

;a3 =he fassrmmen: adzinistared under stazdardized condinionsg?

Not applizable. C : R
gich she inssmmenz o= the admindscTaticn thas Sdzhs
3% =4e 3zZ3? .

azZacs che

None were identified.

Fho Zersloved she izsgmmens? .
. . 4 _ . - _
The instrument was developed and modlfied Ey the Chapter 1 Wigiaﬁ evaluators,
past and present. . .

whaz '-liau"'—~ and —21;iﬁ:v—*z-zAaszavafiiola oz =he-fagewmmane?

Vone.

A.e :h.s-- —_g:—: dazea awvailaplae ‘;- ‘*'2":‘_”:3-_.‘.‘2—!‘.‘.3 sasules?

L

No.

b Bl S bl S

Aallled

to-date lisc of migran: students At each Migrant schonl. Tha following data were o

P
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MIGRANT STUDENT ATTENDANCE RECORD

Purpose
' The Migrant Student Atténdance Record was completed by the Migrant Program
teachers in. order to obtain information relevant to the following decisicn

and evaluation questiors:

be continued as it is, modified, or deieted’
\

Decision Question DL. Should the Early Childhood Education Component

EValuaéiéﬁngéétibﬁ D1-5: -How many_Early Childhood (EC) students

dld Migrant Program teachers serve°

éj What,numbgr and percent gf eiigiﬁié ié studéhté récéived
services from a Migréﬁt Progrém tééchér?

b) What was the average number of EC students seen daily by
a Migrant Program teacher' durIng each six-weeks period?

c) What was the éférééé number of EC students served by a
Migrant Program teacher during each six-weeks period?
d) What was thé gvéragé numbér of days of instruction récéived
by EC students during each six-weeks period? -
Decision Quastion D2. '§houid tﬁerk—iZ Ins;ructionai Compongnt (Commu-~

nication Skllls) be continued as it is, modified, or deleted?

Evaluation Question D2-4: How many K-12 students did Mlgrant

Program teachers serve?

a) -What number and percent of eligible K-12 students received
services from a Migrant Program teacher?

b) What was the average number of K-12 students seed daily by
a4 Migrant Program tedcher during each six-weeks period?

¢) What was the average number of K-12 students served by a

Mlgrant Program teacher during each six-weeks period?

d) What was the average number of days of inmstruction receivéd
by K-12 students during each six-weeks period?

‘Evaluation Question D2-5: What percertage of migrant students
(K-6, 7-8, 9-12) served by a Migrant Program teacher were served
by éach Instructlonal me thod (1ab, team teachxng, specxal class,

and other)? How does this compare with 1$81-827?"

\

iu3d




Procedure

Attendance data for students Served by a Migrant Program teacher were

collected using the Migrant Student Attendance Record (Attachment E-1).

At the beginning of the school year*the Migrant Program teachers were

sent ‘an introductory memo (Attachment E=2) and a set of directions
(Attachment E-3) along with the attendance record for the first six
weeks.

The form was computer generated each 51x weeks (uee AISD program ,
MG-AFORMP1Pl). A carbon copy was included so the teachers could have

their own record. Space was prov1ded for additional names to be added

by the teacher. New forms were sent to the teachers right before the

beginning of each six-weeks period along with a reminder (Attachment E~4)

to send in the compieted attendance forms from the preceding six weeks.
v

When the completed forms were._ returned to ORE the number of days each

student received instructid¢nal services was tallied by the Migrant

Eyaluat;on,Secretary ~ They weére then kaypunched and verified as per

the card file layout in Attachment E--5. -

The attendance data were stored at A1SD and also analyzed here. The

attendance data for each six weeks are stored on EMGATT83. Program MG-ATTS

290101 sorts by ID and name. \ MG—ATTMlﬁlﬁl compares the attendance file
with the Migrant Program Student Master File (Mig '83). This checks for
dlscrepanc1es and prints a llst of mismatched students and updates the
service status code on MIG 83 - The attendance file is then checked and

corrected b§ hand. dG—ATSRTﬂlDl SOrts oy school; gradc, and mame and
calculates the percentages of\days -sefved by school g ade, and total.
WG—ATTﬂzﬂlﬂl merges MIG '83 and the attendance file to build MG-MRGAL -

(which is updated regularly) | MG-ATCHT produces the flual attendance

summaries (Attachments E-9 through E-14). The_ attendance forms for each

‘six weeks are ﬁfoduéed using program MG-AFORM Pipl. WG—ALSRTﬂlQl sorts by

school; grade; mame; and does analyses for summary data for each school,
grade, and overall totals._ Examples of the by—schoolldata produced are
Attachments E-6 through E—B - Attendance sSummaries for the District for.
each six weeks are included in Attachments E—9 hrough E-14.

\
Results

,,,,, |
Evaluation Question Di-5: How many Early Chlldhood (EC) stu-

dents did Migrant Program teachers serve? _
a) - What number and percent: of eliglble EC students receivead
services from a Migrant Program teacher? -

4 total of 133 aztgzbte ZC students were served in 1982-83. The percent

of eZzgzbZe students being seen each sik weeks ranged from 86.5% to 92.9%.

This is down from the 91.5% to 98.3% seen in 1981-82. 4lso the total
numoer of studanvs seen in 1981-82 was siiahtlj hzgher = 135.

|

: ' B
E=4 ' i

1ug
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b) What was’ the average number- of EC students seen daily by
a Migrant Program teacher during each six-weeks period?

dcross the szm—waeks pertods, the average dbLZy attendance was 13 stu—
dents - the same average seen in 1981- 82. .

What was the average number ‘of students served by a
Migrant Program teacher during each' six-weeks period?

i

c)

The average number of students served was 121.  This 18 a very slight

increase from the 120 seen in 1981-82.

/d) What was’ the average number of days of instruction received

i by EC students during each six-weeks period?
1 ! - — — ,\, - - .
The average number of days served was 25. This is thé same average as
in 1981-82.

/

Evaluation Qggstion D2=4:

How many K-12 students did Migrant
\  Program teachers serve? :

ryooa) ent of eligible
services from a Migrant Program neacher7

Over the entire school year, including studénts who had withdrawm from
school at some point (but who were served) 524 X-12 students werz seen by
a Migrant Program teacher. See thure E-1{  This is down considerably
from the 637 K-12 students seen in 1981-82. The number of eZLngZe stu-~
dents bezng seen this year 18 up slightly from last year - in 1981-82

63% to 72% of the eligible students were served and:in 1982-83, 7077t0
73% of the eligible students were served. Since slightly more of the
eligible students were served this year, the decdreased number of st udents

%erved most Ztkely reflects several tnzngs*

than in 1981-82 wzth the same number of teacners,

thére were more naZthLme teachers in 1981-82 sprecd out over
more schools (2 schools changed the status of tea¥hersr§§§geen
Migrant and Chapter 1 during midyear) tncreaszng he number of

students possible to see;

in connection with the second pownt, students wepeggenerally
seen for more days per student in 1982- 83" than in 1981-82

(see Figure E-1).

There continues to be much variance in the number of eligible students
served at each level: 69. 1% to 77.0% of the eligible X-6 students; 64.0%

to 80.8% of the éligible junicr high studentgihgné ?7,07 to 56.3% of the
eligible senior high students.

These same figures for 1932 82 were:
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60.7% to-72.89% of the eZigine RTS students; 69. 77 to 77.1% of the eZzgz-

ble junior high students, and 25.6% to 53.8% of the eligible senior high

students. Although there are slightly more of the eligtble students, being

_seen (especially at the elementary level), there are across all levels
 generally fewer numbers of students. betng seen.

'S) ‘What was the average number of K-12 students seen daily by )

P a Migrant Program teacher during a six-weeks period?

/ | |

K-8

students seen per téachér in 1981= 82

7;;8 ;

The average dazty attendance at the junior high level was aZzghtZy _Qver.

18 students. Aithough this is down from the 20 students seen in_1981-82,

it is still impressive since there were fewer teacher hours available in
- 1982-83 than in. 1981-82 - only one teacher was fuZZ-tzme, two were 40%

time; and one was 60% time.

9—12.-
R g

[N

" 4t the senior high level, -the average datZy attehdance was 23 students.

This 1§ down from the 1981 82 figure of: 27 students: This is with no

) change in the .percentage of‘teacner time avazZabZe fbvm 1981-82 to 1982-83.

c) What was the average number of K-12 students served by a

Migrant Program teacher during a 51x—weeks period”

K-6 \

T : - \ . : T
The average number of students served: was 253. This is down from the 284
student average seen in 1981-82. ' S : B

‘igg

The average numbér of Junior hzgh students séen was 73. This is down from
the 1981-82 figure of 78 students. ' :

9412

an average of 90 sznior hzghfgtqdeqt§ were seen. This is a decrease f?om
the average of ‘108 students seen. last year: '

4s in previous years, the teacner\loads of_ each teacher varied greatZy from
a low of 13 for one teacher to a high of 37 fbr another. The only non-
fulltime teacher (60% time) saw more students | regularty than did one
fulltime teacher who saw an average of 13 students ‘three out of the six

szx—weeks periods. _ b

P ‘ . -
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d) What was the average number of days df instructioﬁ received
" by K-12 students during a six-weeks period?

k-6 \

Iwenty days was the average number of days -6 students were served.

This is a. two—dby increase from the 1981-82 average of 18 days per student.
7—8_ ' o ’ : . . . .

The junior high students on the qverage were served 18 1/2 days. This
18 a decrease from the 1981- 82. figure of 20 days ;

9-12

 The 9th - 12th. graders recezved an average of 22 days of tnstructton per

six.weeks. This is a one-day inerease f?om the 21 days students wers
seen on- the average in 1981-82. i

,Eyaluagign Ques;ion DZfS; What percentage of migrant students
(R-6, 7-8,-9-12) served by a Migrant Program teacher were served
by €ach instructicnal method (lab, team teaching, special class,
and other)? How does this compare with 1981-82?

k-6
In 1982-83 the elementary program had the htghest use of labs as an in-
structional method, when compared to the secondary program. The percentage. . |
of students served via this method varied from 84.3% to 81.3% across the six
stx-weeks periods. The use of team teaching varied from 18.7% to 35.0%. A
spectal self-contained migrant class was not used at all .at the eZementary
level, while other methods of serving students were used very rareZy- .

\

The use of labs as an instructional method has decreased slightly from ’

1981-82. From 72.3% to 86:7% of the elementary students wers served in

a lab setting last year: Team teachtng was used less in 1981-82 - from
a low of L1.7% of the students to a high of 22.3% of the students i were
served this way. A special migrant class was used to some degree in :

1 1981-82 (as high as 10% of the students were served via this method) and '
use of other methods of serving students was very rare.

V; 7! é i -

The most frequently ased method of servtng students at thzs level was
through a special mmgrant class. Between 39.2% and 62.5% of the students
were served Ln this way _Team teachzng was the next most popuZar method

manner Other ways. of servtng students (usuaZZy tutorials) were used for -
- 12.8% to 20.0% of the students. For the fiprst semester of the school year
-the lab - ethod was not used at all. For the last three six weeks, it was
“used- for 12.5% to 14.9% of the students.

v,
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Slightly more junior high students were served via team teaching than in
spectal classes in 1981-82. The percentage served by team teaching ranged

From 46:4% to 50: 7%: : Those served via special classes ranged.from 39.5%.
to 52.2%. The numbers served by the other two methods was generally quite

low, never exceeding:serving 10% of the students.. -

S

. 9-12°

The majovity of students at the high school level were served in team

teaching situations. - The actual percentages ranged betueen 40.5% and 66.3%.
The next most frequently used technique was other methods - ranging
from 16.3% to 33.7% of the students served this way. The third most used

method was the special migrant class which was used for 12.0% to 22.6%
of the students. The least used method was the lab or pullout method '
which was used for between 2% and 4% of the students. -

 In 1981-82 the numbers of students served by labs, team teaching, and .
special classes were in the. same ranges (ezcept for the last -two siz weeks)
around one-third of the students per eachlmethod with other methods being

used for no more than 5% of the students. " The actual ranges for each wére:
labs - 12.3% to 32.5% team teaching - .34.9% to 38.6%; special migrant class
- 27:2% to 48.1%; and other - 0.0% to 5.3%.. , r

Miscellaneous | " : o s

Attachments E-O through E-14 aré summary data charts for each six-wzeks
period in 1982-83. They .contain the data used to compile .the figures
mentioned heretofore for 1982-83. : ' '

In Figure E-1 are the figuves for the nuwber of days students were
seen at each grade level. The numbers confirm the relative stability

of the migrant student population in that 65% were seen for 91 days or
“more. This is move than the 56% figuve reported for 1981-82. The early

childhood students were the most stable group, with 89% of them being.
‘served 91 or more days. The senior high students, as a group, were the

least stable, with 44% of them being served 91 or more days.

| 4 néw feature in the data charts in Attachments E-9 through E-14 this

" year is a column indicating the number of "C" level students being served.
These are students whose achievement test scores were at or below the 30th
. percentile.  As can be seen the elementary and junior high teachers saw .
a much higher percentage of "C'" level students than did the senior high

teachers. )

- . o - B . . - - _ .

In Figure E-2 ave given the number of students served broken down by grade

and ethnicity. - Ninety-siz percent of those seen were of Hispanic origin.
P ,/’
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DIST#ICT Attachment E-2

. 82.02 | Office of Research and Evaluation

August 19, 1982

TO: . Chapter I Migrant Teachers
FROM: Catherine\CKtisfner, Migrant Evaluator

- SUBJECT: Migrant étddent Attendance Records for 1982-83

;o Accompanying this memo are the Migrant Student Attendance Records for the first

six-weeks period of 1982-83. They have been changed only slightly from last year.

The forms are computer generated with the students' names; IDs, grades, and eth-

nicities already completed:; Additional space is included for you ‘to add students
who are not listed, but whom- yon are serving. -This 1list will be updated for each

of the six-weeks periods as we receive more up—~to—date information.

' These forms should also serve to remind you of the eligible migrant students at

your schooJ.: Their achievement level has been added (where available). tc aid in

instructionai planning.

Please read the enclased divections very carethZy before. completzng the fbrms.

There are several differences between this year and last year. .This year you will/
oniy indicate by a bar (/) the days you have served a. student: gou will not need |

to make any marks on the days a student is not served Please see the enclosed |
.example. Call mé if you have any questions. : ) L /

The week before each Six—WeekS period you will receive a- reminder from me to send

in your Attendance Records plus z mnew set of Attendance Records for the next six;

weeks, Please send me the originai of the completed forms and keep the carbon g
copies for your records. e !

I really appreciate your cooperation and assistance. . “)

b

cC: 137 o 7 o : . - : S ;
Enclosure . o ‘ ;
APPROVED ¢ /
e ;
/
/
 APPROVED: I
/
o
/
e - |
APPROVED 4 S L LN Py
' Assistant Superintendent for Elementary Education
cc: Gonzalo Garza : ' H‘. José Mata
Lee Laws S . Maud Sims
Ambrosio Mbieﬁdrei Timyfﬁaranoggf

Priﬁcipals of Schools with Migrant Teachers Lawrence Buford

‘E:12 | ljw

< F -



1982-83

S - (Page 1 of 3)
INSTRUCTIONS: MIGRANT STUDENT ATTENDANCE RECORD

- 82.02 . Attachment E-3

The . Migrant Student Attendance Records should be completed for each of the
following six-weeks periods: : :

First six—weeks period August 23, 1982 — October 1, 1982

Second six-weeks period October h 1982 — November 12, 1982

Third six-weeks periéd November- 15 1982 — January 12, 1983
Fourth six-weeks period January 17, 1983 — February 25 1983

Fifth sik-weeks period February 28, 1983 — April 15, 1983 o

Sixth six—weeks period #pril 18, 1983 - May 26, 1983

.:.;,}tl:though the name, achievement -level, AISD ID €if available), grade, and eLhnicity

= wtii be entered for those students listed, . please check this information to be - -

‘. sure it is correct. If it is incorrect or incomplete; cross out what is incorrect

and add the correct or additionmal information.

After each grade there is a break for ‘you to add the names (and other identifying
information) of any additional migrant students _youy have sServed this six weeks.

' For. students listed who you did not serve at all, just leave the attendance

- information for them blank. : :

‘An example of a completed Attendance Record is attached to help clarify how to
-complete the form. ‘ — .

Complete the Migrant Student Attendance Record daIly by following the directions

' listed below. Include on the form any migrant students you have seen (even if

you saw the student only on one day) - during the six—weeks period.

' STUDENT NAME: . Each student's name Should be listed as it appears on the ﬂSkTS.

blue form. Please put the last name first; then a space; and
then put the first name. Do not use nicknames°

ACHIEVEMENT LEVEL: This refers to the achievement test scores of the studeits,

ACH Level (ABC) An A student is ome who sScored at or above the 50th Zile.

: A B student scored from thé 49th Zile through the 3lst 7ile.
A C student scored at or below the 30th Zile.

-~ student. It should be listec in the student's cnmulative folder.

AISD ID: This is the District s seven—digi* identification code number for each

GRADE: The student's cnrrent grade should be entered heres
(GRD) - S

ETHNICITY: Use the following codes to record the students ethnicities.
(ETH)
1 = American Indian: A person having origins in* any of the original

2 = Aéian or Pacific Islandér. A person having origins 1n any ot rhe
original peoples of. the Far East, Southeast Asia, or the Pacific
Islands. This' area includes, for example, China, Japan, Korea,
Viet Nam, the Philippine Islands, and Samoa. -

E-13 - 11




\
L ‘ i Attachment E-3 -
'82.02 . ) \ (continued, page 2 of 3)

3 = Black, not of Hispanic Grigin. A person. %aving origins in anyx'f

of the black racial groups. 3

4 = Hispanic. A person of Mexican, Puerto Rican; Cuban; Central or
South American, or other Spanish culture (or origin), regardless
of race; \

\ . : . -
\ ’ ) ’ ' !

5 = __glo, not of. Hispanic Origin: A person having origins in any of
the original peoples of Europe, North. Africa, the Middle East,
or the Indian subcontinent. .

\

\

~INSTRUCiION: The box under this heading is used to record the conditions under
' (INST) which each ‘student receives instruction from the Migrant Program

- teacher. Use the following codes to record the type of instruction
used for each ‘Student served. :
. \

1 = Student leaves his/her regular class in order to receive instruc-

tion from the Migrant\Program teacher in some other location.
(Lab or Resource Room)\

MigrantiProgran teacher enters the student's regular classroom

in order to provide instruction. (Teaming)

N,
i

w.
[0

Student is registered for\a regularly—scheduled class taught
by the Migrant Program teacher.

4 = Other. Please specify what other instructional mode was. used.

S ' “\ :
ATTENDANCE: Under this category is a column for\each day in the six-weeks’ atten-
- dance period. 'Use these columms to record for each student served
(sometime during the six-weeks periods the days they were served by

the Migrant Program teacher. Use the folloVing code:

/ = Student was present this date and recei» a instruction from the
Migrant Program teacher. N

\
\

PARENT CONTACT: 7The column under this heading’ is used to record ‘patrent contact.
" (PAR CONT) ’ Any of the follow1ng activities should be included' thefparents

7 both parents.

1= Contact with on parent - : {

B v e D \
’ o o B o /] - . - \ ‘h
2 = Contact with two parents \
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. . AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT Attachment E-4
82.02 : Office of Research and Evaluation

TO: Chapter l Migrant Program Teachers

FROM: Catherggg}miistner

SUBJEéf: Migrant Student Attendance Record Reminder

This memo is a reminder. to pIease send in your completed Migrant Student

Attendance Records for the six-weeks period just ending. The carbon copies
are for your records. . ; .

Enclosed are the Attendance Records for the next six weeks, c

Also for your information a ‘summary of the instruction you proviied in the

previous six weeks is included.

I really appreciate your“cooperation.

cC:ig
Enclosures
cc: Lee laws : José Mata

Ambrosio ﬂblendrez . Princrpais of Schools with Migrant Teachers

A

. e ._"_777 .
APPROVED: _ = ¥ £ZL; . —
Director, Research and Evaluation

-APPROVED: _ i?ﬂ Oopresies /.

Assistant Snberintendbntﬁfdr éécondary Education - ~ ;

APPROVED:




FILE 1 A JT /D

PROCRAR:  Cliditer T Migeant

YEAR:

LT+H:

om PLE OO o

s e 4 - o o o — g

i

1982-83

:Jﬂ M )

. acct. pang. {1l nane
CONTENTS: Migrant Stiidedt Attendance Record -
Fleld_ | olumng Cheserlptlon
1 | =
b fieske 1o lst six weeks; 2 = Ind shuveeks; ) = rd ob weskaj ete,
7 |Sehot Code L
9| Tescher ol _ I
1029 |Stident Nanc: Last Nane:(space) First Nane {space) Mdile fnitial or ane
3030 |AIC Tevel: A 1: B=9; €= 3 (f blank - ieave htank or if N/A feave blank)
131 |A1SD D | , | |
B [oies B+ 2 Koy deilde e
{4000 |Echadetty: 1= Anerlcan i\ndizihﬁ 3 = bokan; 3= Black; 4 = ilspanic; 5 = nglo
______ _ﬁ1¥41 Type oé inétruction:_ i 3 iaylﬁé30urce ﬁbom; 2 = Teaning: ‘i A ﬂigrant ﬁia?ai
- b = Other -
_F____;__42-42 | Parent Participation: 0 = No‘parhnt papgigigggigg;__imé One parent participation;
H | 2 = o parent participation -
-~ W44 |/ = stident siclits servces (inber of /'sinboxL _

ii a coiumn is ﬁiank on the fOrm - ieave it biank oi thé cnfd;

Punch a card L)_il__LY for the ones marked;

2028

(e 3o T =28egd!
S—d: JuSWYDIEIAY,; - .- i

12



82. 02 | , | o Attachment E-5
: ’ "~ (continuved, page 2 of 2)
0L = Jo Ann Hinte - Allan

02 = Nancy Tovar - Allan

03 = Hermides Biel - Allfson

04 = Cathy Kidd - Becker. SR .

05 = Mary Alice Ramifez - Brooke *

06 = Linda Rodriguez - Brooke = -

ﬁ7 = Diéﬁé ﬁérﬁén&éz - Cook )

Qé = ﬁbnnie»ﬁahr - Dawson.

09 = Delia Saenz - Dawsom

10 = Anna Garza — Govalle

11 = Abby éféﬁt ;.Highiaﬁ&'férk 7 ‘ : -

12 = Vivian Ferguson - Maplewood

\\\\\§\¥< 13 = Dorothy Martinez — Metz :

lz} = Sugan’ WéBB:" Gfﬁeéé

15 = Ofelia Saucedo - Sanchez oty
16 = Nelda Alvarado - St. Elmo ) o : ' /
17 = Sylvia Lomas - Webb L S S

18 = Lynm Forbush - Zavala . K

19 = Frank Garza - Fulmore - o

20 = Desiree Reyna - Martin -

T e——
_—

21 = Rosie Reyes = 0. Henry ' | o ) o /

N
N
1]

Jola Edwards - Porter/Crockett ; ]

23 = Imelda Ramos - Anderson . o B
24 = Nabor Flores - Johnston : N 1’/

25 = Phil Torres - Travis - - B ]

€2 T RS SPT !

E-18 ' ' _ /
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-1

o
N
o
N
)
. S n M2
INSTRUCTION PROVIDEL BY MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHER(S) SCHODL: (JOHNSTON HIGH SCHOOL
: , #SIX NEERS:  4RD
| CIPHCENCIBERGENT | | (BGACENT | PERCENS | PERGENT feRcent | - | |-
| NUMDER | OF -| OF _ |AVERAGE MO, |AVERAGE 8] OF | G | _OF | _OF | PERCENT | PERCENT- |
L DF [ELIGIBLEI"CY LEVEL| OF DAYS OF | OF DAYS |STUDENTS| SIUDENTS | STUDENTS STUDENTS] . OF | . OF |
(RADC/ |STUOENTS |STUDENTS ISTUDENTS | LNSTR. RECtD]STUDENTS. |SERVED =| SERVEN « | SERVED = | SERVED =|ONE PARENTTHD PARENT]
(LEVEL | SEPVED | SERVED | ‘SERVED [0V STUDEWTS | SERVED | LABS |TEMM TEACI [AIG. CLASS] OTWER | CONTACT | CONTACT |
9. LS LA 3B 620 | WL | 00| W00 | 6000 | 0001 ~0.00 | 0.00 |
o 3L 8B 2] 800 | 8333 | 0001 00, | 10000 | 0001 b0 | 0,00 |
I b | g 50,00 1 29475 | 99,01 | 25.00 | 0,00 | 7530 | 000 0,00 | 0.00 |
¢l U LIV 12,50 10 30,00 | 100.00 | L00.00 |° 0,00°¢ | 0s00 | -0001 0,00 | 0,00 |
SR HIGH 13 | 26,00 | 9322 | 2656 | 8RS | LS| 158 | 69231 0000 0.00 | 000 |
WAL | D260 32 ) S | s | US| 1538 | 6 |00l 0,00 |- 000 |
-\ *THERE ARE 30 DAYS: IN THIS SIX HEEKS
. 5
e o n
. o .
} p
n.
. o]
ft
i
yG\



"zOrZTE

1982 = B3

INSTRUCTICH PRUVIVED BV iRk PRUGRAM TEACHER(S) ¢ st  ELEREATARY
S " ASIX WEEKS: IR N
| |peace~r | PERCENT | I IﬁthtENi | PERCENT | PERCENT |venceur B o
NUHBLR | oF | oF IAVERAGE Moo INEMGER] OE_ | O | G [ oF | peRcent | psuceu

" GRADE/ ISIUDENISIS[UDENISlSlUUENTS [INSTR, REC*DIS TUDENY S |SERVED =| SERVED = | SERVED = _| SERVED <JONE "ARENTITHU PARENT
LEVEL | SERVED | SERVED | SERVED IBY STUDENTS | SERVEU | LABS |TEAH TEACH. 416+ CLASS| OTHER | CONIACT | CoNTACT

l
|
| IEthlU[EI"C" LEVEL| OF DAYS OF | OF paYS |sruuenrsl STUDENTS | STUDENTS |srunsurs|_"_ G| oF }
I

;‘Ec 116 10000 e | | e | o | 000 | 1000 | 0.0 43.75 | <0.00 |

oz-3 "

K | 0o el | 100,00 | 21,50 | @871 | Tooa00 | 000 I 000 | 0001 000 | 0,00 |

1 Itz ] 1500 | 6000 | 25042 | 8199 | Looamy | GO0 | 0001 0a001 0a00. ] . 0,00 .

2 LS ] 83331 100,00 1 24020 | ‘7205 | 0001 100,00 | 0u00 | 0:00] 0.0 000 |

3 [0 | 66467 | 75,00 | LIS | 8942 | 100400 0.00 | 0a00.} ‘000 | 600 | 0.00 N

4 |30 7500 ) 100:00 | 26,33 | ggugs | 100.00 | 000 | 0:00 [ 5300 | 0,00 | 0,00 -
5 |5 ] 100,00 | 100.00 | 20,20 | 65416 | 100,00 | 000 b 000 6.0 1 0,00 | 0,00 |

6L b1 3333 100000 | 30,00 | 96,77 | 100:00 | GO0 1 0.00 | 0.00] 0,00 | 10400 |

EA | 6T | 0L g5 | gt | W36 100 | | o 100 ]

) '__...... P
wa S . —— Y

WAL | S| 9000 2651|050 0001 83 | el | 0| 1Ll | 000 |

*THERE ARE 31 DAY IN THLS SIX WeEKs

L= 3IUSTgDEIIV
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INSTRUCTIGN PROVIDED BY KIGRANT PRGGRAH'fEKCHER|Sl . ‘ CooSCHOOLe ... . ECEMENTARY
S S o #51% HEEKS: 4RD :

I IPERCENT | PERCENT | | IPERCENT I PERCENT | PERCENT IPERCENI I | l
] Nunnsn | . |AVERAGE NO.' [AVERAGE 8| OF | ... OF | _OF | PERCENT. | PERCENT |
. IEthIBLEI"C“ Lﬁvstl OF _DAYS_OF_| OF_DAYS ISIUDENTSI SIUDENTS | STUDENTS 15[uneurs| COF 0 |

CHADE/ ISIUUENISISIUDEN[SISIUDENIS |INSTR: REC'DJSTUDENTS |SERVED =| SERVED = | SERVED = |SERVED =|UNE PARENT|THO PARENT|
LEVEL- | SERVED | SERVED | SERVED |BY STUDENTS | SERVED | LADS |TEAM TEACH. INIG. CLASS| OVIER . | CONTACT | CONTACT |

Tez—=

B 1 W] 9331 WA= 1 26,51 [ 8857 | 0,00 [ 0,00 | 100,60 | 0,00 1 3.1 ] 14,29 1

WAL LTS3 Me | 2657 [ 80ST T 0001 000 [ 100,00 0001 371 | W29 |

STHERE ARE 30 DAYS IN THIS $IX WeEks

_ 8- " 3usmys>enayy




GRADF? | STUDENTS|STUDENTS|STUDENTS |INSTR, RECID| STUDENTS {SERVED =| _SERVED.= . | SERVED.=.| SERVED =|ONE PARENT|THI PARENT
(LEVEL | SERVED | SERVED | SERVED }BY STUOENTS | SERVED | (KBS |TEAM TElCH-IN}G. CLASS| OTHER | CONTACT | CONTACT

|

1 | C ‘ | - - ﬂ B

RN R 1982 = 83
INSTRUCTION PROVIDED BY RIGRANT PROGAAH TEACIERLS) ©SCHUDLE AISD

#51X HEEKS: 5T

| . IPERCENT I P[RCENT | | |PERCENI | PERCENT .| PERCENT IPERCENT |- |
| NUHBER I | UF  |AVERAGE NO, [AVERAGE %] UF | OF | OF | OF_ | PEKCENT | PERCENT

| OF |EllGlBLEI'C" LEVEL| OF DAYS OF | OF DAYS [STUDENTS| STUDENIS | STUDENTS ISTUDENTS|. OF | OF !
i
i

c0TZ8:

CE L] OS] e | WS B | 001 00 | 0000 | 0 | ot | e
CoL LR WA R |8 ] T B | m | e s ] o ]
Pl | B weds | 324 | dseeb | 83070 tecly | .00 | 00 | 0.00 | Ll |
L b3 L Tnss ] NI N AT | 2es6 | 3526 | 466 | 000 | 000 | Oud | 0G0 |
bl L enad | Db ] ek | dd6 | Blé | D6 |00 | 0001 000 | 0w |

4 | L | 15,00 | 100:00 | 3.9 | 4.9 | Gpiﬁl | 39,49 I 0.00 | 0400 ] 0,00 | 0.00 I,

TS5 LT ] oTees|owsss | LU | osal | S0l 0,00 | 0.0 | 0001 343 | o0

NS |2l | 7038 | 00,00 | 1352 | 46.63 | 52,380 %62 | 0,00 | 000 |  0:00 | - 0300
AL |3 )10 ] 90| @) | ka9 | sl wSs | w0 | Gm ] 0w | Gl |
Fol A TS ] Bl 2008 | 6925 | 000 | WL | Q91 ] b2 | Sl |20 |
bl el el ol e | sST T 00 LB | 9 15| e D o |
SR HIGH B0 | BO.BLL BT | 195 | 690 | 0001 2050 | S1p0 | 15001 878 1 035

Lol W] sl 62| 229 | Rl |0 | st | 263 | s | | R
0 1 26 ] 59,091 e7485 1" 22068 | T0a25 | 3851 6538 | 1538 | 1538 1 000 | 000 ) g
i |18 | 5143 | 5817 | 251 ) B6e7B |- 5.5 | 08 | 33,33 | 33430 0,00 | .0.00 | :g
R AT el o] 265 | oswsz |20l 500 12500 | 00 ] 00 b 6o | :
SR HOHL 8611 66:95 | 000 | 2% | B2 | 301 G5 | 15 I 1820 | —0udht—b0p B

- na. Amasite . ottt i mn I webel ol et n

1AL | 5181 7086 | 8360 | 1634 | 56036 [y3.08 1 366 | 322 | 5021 564 | %28 | i

. s . . . I,
@ .

CTIERE ARE 20 DAYS IN THIS SIX WEEKS

-L..j.’_

E%ﬁﬁi; : ' ' . | ]li},\ .
i \ | : 135 |
‘ e



INSTRUCTICN PROVIDED BY MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACIER(S)

i IPERCENT | PERCENT |
|| NOMUER | OF | OF

1982

SCH

.83
(UL - AISD

£SIX WEEKS:  oND

[PERCENY | DERCENT | PERCENT |PEACENT | .

|AVERAGE WO, JAVERASE %1 0F |-

O

1T

DF.__) PERCENT | PERCENT

| UF  JELIGIBLE[*C™ LEVEL] DF DAYS OF | OF DAYS ISTUNENTS) STUOENTS | SLUDENTS ISIUDCNTSI

GRADE/ ISIUUENTS|STUDrNTS|STUDENIh [INSTR. _REC*0ISTUDEM'S | SERVED =|_SERVED.» | SERVED

- OF

OF

LEVEL SCRV|D | SCRVED | SERVED |BY STUDENTS | SERVED | ~LADS  [TEA!N TFACH, |M1G. TLASS) OTHER ] CONTACT | CONTACT _|

£ |9 13 | oW | 283|200 000 | 9836 | Lbb | 1 | iU |
KL | L Ghel | 203 | 80 | 60 | 3500 ] D001 56 222 | 00 |
Lo, e | 04z | 81501 23,03 | w259 | sns ) 1n50 | 0.00 | .00 | 1096 1 0,00
C W RG] 9% 2208 | 00i84 | SEM | S22 | 000 1 0001 %76 ) 0.00
3 S B I VPY & T % ) I ] 0 O B [0 T 1240 206 1 0,00 | 345|890 | 0.00
&b | k) pomon | 19094 | T2l | bagd | k3B | 000 | 0,001 3750 | oo |
mos 3] R SLes | RS0 | 66T | 350 ) bwTL | - 000 | 000 | 3024 | 0:00 |
o 61T 22 ) 15861 10000 1 104 |Temd | %000 | 5000 -] 000 | 000 | 2127 | oo |
W A 4 e L A b b Sl : . o
(I T L8009 |2t |16 | a3 | 3aso 1. 000 | L8| 206 | 000 |
ST M IS Bl | 239 | 1990 | 000 | 1812 |, 60 | BB L2d2 | 0.00 |
61w AL 0501 661 189820 00 | 3801 | Gads | o2l | 1429 | 230 |
ROUGH T | 1321 D119l | s | 0.00 1 2533 | L5l | 2:00 | 13:% | L33
O | s8] 60T | 203 | w5 | 00 | THos | LB | INI6 | 600 | 0.0
0125 | el 69231 aLBS | T2 | N5 | STes | 150 | 2308 0.00 | 0,00
W b2 ] oseTs ) ses2 | LBl | a9 | 4d6 | 1005 | 20T | 4Te2d 0,00 | - 0.00
AL B 7L 1 O G P B LSV VY O U R O 0 T Y
SHIGH 9% | 52001 8025 1 2,09 0 100 | 19| 559 | 1 | 20031 000 | 000
WAL | 549 T TBAO L D01 2w | 1096 | 000G 2T | LM | 8561 52 | a0

i
i)
la

CATHERE ARE 20 DAYS T THIS SIX WEEKS

13

I f

| SERVED -IUNE PARENT|THD PARENT| .

— — . |

0 °-2Z8!

OT—3 JuSWYDEeIIV,

.
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! . - ' ’ . . ! K
o : 190 B | -
. INSTRUCTIGN PROVIDED BY KIGRANT PROGRAN TEACHER(S ) S stHaols AISD R
,, , 851X NEEKS: 380 L
| - IPERCENT | PEKCENT | | . |PERCENT | PERCENT | PERCENT [PEACENT | i

I
| NUMGER | OF. | OF  |AVERAGE NO. AVERAGES] OF | OF | OF | OF | PERCENT | PERCENT |
| - GF  IELIGIBLEI™C™ LEVEL| GF DAYS OF | OF DAYS |STUDENTS| STUOENTS | STUDENTS ISTUOENTS] oOF | OF |
GRADE/ | STUDENTS |STUDENTSISTUDENTS. |INSTR. REC*DISTUDENTS |SERVED =| SERVED = | SERVED = [SERVED =|ONE_PARENT|TWO. PARENT|
LEVEL | SERVED | SERVED |- SERVED |BY STUDENTS J SERVED | LADS |TEAM TEACH.IMIG. CLASS| OTHER | CONTACT { CONTACT |

B | 2] Ll e |2 k B.00 | 000 | 0,00 | 10000 |, 0,00 | 5248 | 138 |

201 %16 | 0.00 | 600

Ko w159 | 10000 | 2.9 | 6159 | 90,261 %26 | 0.0 0,00 | 976 | 0.00
| | o4 | 61,00 | 8974 |  26.98. -] 00.59 | BS.9% | 1406 | 0,00 | 0.00) 0,00 | 0.00 |
N B VA R (B l 93, 33 | 2610 1 I3 1 T38| 269 1 0,00 | 0001 000 | 0,00 |
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Ak,
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3rtaf daseziacizn of the Inscom—e==:

This questiounaire is an_eight
of various aspects o

To 7acm was—tos imsc——ment- admindyrazad?

All Migrant Program teachers.

Sew =a=v zizes T35 she i-sTommmens adsi=dsiaTsed?
Once.

TEed 738 SNe ‘msczumenc adoi=dstazad? . \

February, 1983. | ‘ ,

woeTe-was the imscm—enz admindstered?

The questionnaire was sent to the teachers via school mail to their school locatioms.

Tho admi=fscarad the {mscmr=enz?

ar scamdzzdizad zzadisics
! v N
|
No.
| : L ,
Wema =hgw=a =mweshlams fzh The disiTTent zhas ighs
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None were identitied.’ ;
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MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHER QUESTIONNAIRE G
Purpose

-

‘\

The Migrant Program Teacher Questionnaire was sent to the Migrant Program
teachers in the spring of 1983 in order to obtain information relevant to

Decision Question Di:  shouid the Early €hildhood Education Compone Q\

be continued as it is, wmodified, or deleted? )
EYaluation,Question Dl-6: How successful was the implementation
" of the Earl? Childhood Education Component?

v a) What ﬂoncerns/strengtns were. identified by Migrant
’ Program Early Childhood teachers7 '

Decision Question D2. Should the K-12 Imstructional Component (Commu-

nication Skiiis) be continued as it is; modified, or deleted?

 Evaluation Qnestion D2-6: How successful was the implementation
of the K-12 Comﬁonent7 -

a) What concerns/strengths were 1dentified by Migrant Pro-
gram 1 teachers7

ﬁecisioniQnestion4D3; Should the Health Services Component be contin-

ued as it is; modified; or deleted?

Evaluation Question D3-4: How successful was the impiementation
of the Health Services Component?

a) What concérns/strengths were identified by the Migrant
.Program teachers?

becisioniéuestioniDA Should the Parental Iovolvement Component be

continued  as it is; modified, or deleted?

Evaluationgguestioﬁ D4-4: How successful was the. implementation
of the Parental Ind@lvement Component? :

+

a) .What concerns/strengths were identified by the Migrant
Program Teachers? o

i«

LImi=  F=3

_g';
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Procedures

‘ The Migrant Program Teacher Questionnaire was developed to be the contact
- with the Migrant Program teachers in 1982-83 for the purpose of gathering.
: evaluative data about the program. As last year this effort was conducted

.through the District Priorities staff. The Migrant Program. Teacher Ques-

tionnaire (Attachment F-1) was developed'by the ‘Migrant Evaluator.. The

Fotm was given to the District Priorities staff to gemerate, distribute,
and receive back from the teachers.  In addition to the Migrant Program

Teacher Questionnaire items the teachers were also randomly given several
other items déaling with other District concerns. Each teacher therefore -
» received his or hér own uniqiie computer-generated questicnnaire. The only
< results discissed here are the ones dealing with the Migrant Program items.
For more complete details on the procedures and results and other items
see the 1982-83 Systemwide Evaluation Finat Technical Report (Publication
‘Number 82.55) Appendix Q- ~ . ;

Surveys were sent through the school mail on February 16, 1983 with a
follow-up sent én March 2, 1983, An explanaticn was mailed to principals
at the same time. ‘Seven elementary teachers responded to the questionnaire,
six secondary teachers responded to.the questionnaire, and seven early

R childhood teachiers responded to the questionnaire. The survey data were
supmarized through the use of DISTATP:. Please note that the early child-
; hood teachers were only given the first four items of the Migrant Program
N . °, Teacher Questionnaire as the last four items were not relevant for their

. positions sincg they do not share iustruction with the regular classroom
\, teachers. —

Results
Evaluation Questlon D1-6: How successful was the implementation
of the Early Childhood Education Component? o

\

. In Figire F-1 are listed the Early Childhood teachers' responses to the -

@%gggng\groéraﬁ Teacher Questionnaire. Questions 1 and 2 are applicable.
to this evaluation question. As can be seen in Figure F-1, the teachers'

risponses to question one about the coordination with classroom teachers
were mixed. \Since the classes were all self-contained; the responses .
may reflect some teachers feelings of isolation as ‘the only early child-
hood teacher af\ their schosl: 1Im their response to question 2, the
teachers (with one exception) were positive about the instructional super-

vision that they tgcei@éd;

\ ) - - — - - ’, — [ . — = SO
. Evaluation Question D2-6: How successful was the implementation
of the K~12. Component? .

N

a)  What concerns/strengths were iiéﬁfifiea_by Migrant Program
teachers? ‘ : ,
/

- Figures F~-2 and F-3 present the summaries of elenentary and secondary

Migrant Program teachers' responses to the questionnaire items: The re—

sponses to items 1 and 2 and 5-8 are applicable to this: evaluation question.

F-4 '1 17
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Elementary
As can be noted from Figure F-2, all the elementary teachers were positive
about the coordination they had with regular classroom teachers. They
were slightly less positive aboiit the instructional supexvision they re-
ceived with one person neutral and ome dissatisfied.

]

In Figure F—& are the reSponses of the elementary Migrant Program teach-
etrs in 1981- -82 to these same questions asked of the teachers in 1982~ 83

The teachers were more satisfied in 1982-83 with the coordimation they’

.had with the regular classroom teachers than they were in 1981-82. The

teachers' expressed level of satisfaction with their instructional super-

vision remained basically the same as in 1981-82.
-

QudgA&ons S 8 deal with how the Migrant Program teachers and the class-
room teachers work together. Through their responses the elementary

for report: card grades and lesson plans ror the classroom teacher: The.

teachers reported mostly sharing the selectién of materials and skills
they would address with the classroom teacher. ‘The area where the teach-

ers reported the most responsibility was writing their own lesson plans.

Secondary
The seconds:y teachers' résponses to items 1 and 2 are in Figure F-3.
Teachers were positive about their coordination with the regular classroom
teachers. Only one teacher expressed dissatisfaction with the instruec-
tional supervisioﬁ,receivai; :
The responses to thése two same questions by Migrant Program teachers

in 1981-82 are giVen in Figure F~5. Last year teachers expressed more
dissatisfaction with the coordination they had with the regular classroom
teachers than did teachers this year. Their overall satisfaction with
the instructional supervision they, rece1ved was about the .same across

boch years.

‘The 1982*83 teachers responses. to questions 5-8 are presented in Figure

F-3. The secondary teachers responsas are quite different from the ele-

mentary teachers' responses to item 5 - the majority ®of the secondary

teachers determine report card grades (this was not the case at the ele-

mentary level). This probably reflects the fact that most secondary
teachers mainly do téam teaching or pull out of the regular classroom.,
The secondary teachers select more of their owh materials and which skill
areas are to be worked on. They atre autonomous in thelr writing of lesson
plans. Since many of these teachers operate their own classroom; they .
responded to item 8 with this in mind.

Evaluation Qﬁéstion D3-4: How successful was the implementation
of the Heaith Services Component?

- ' . ; : _ -1‘253 ) o L

-
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a) What concerns/strengths were identified by Migrant Program
teachers? .

Early Childhood

In Figure F-1, item 3 are -the Migrant Erogroﬁ early childhood teachers
responses about their level of satisfaction with health care services.
The teachers had mixed feelings -~ some positive, some neutral, and some
dissatisfied. Their dissatisfaction may be Treflecting the Nurse s being

only half time this school year.

Elementary :

r
Item 3 in Figure F-2 contains the elementary teachers' .responses to the
health care services question. Only slightly more teachers were satis-
fied than dissatisfied., This may reflect‘the lower availability of the
Nurse.. :
Irem 3 in Fizure F-4 contain§7§he7re§gogses of 1981-82 elementary teachers

to .the question about. their satisfaction ‘with health services. Generally
the teachers were neutral or satisfied: No one expressed dissatisfactuon.

Seéondari

_Figure -3, item 3 contains the secondary teachers"responses to the
health care services-question. The teachers wd@e very mixed in their

" satisfaction with the health care services, as were the eariy childhood
and elementary teachers. -

The secondary teachers in 1981-82 (see Figure F-3, item:3§ were généraiiy'
satisfted with the heaith care services provided. ) , ’

Evaluation Quastion D4—4 ' How successful was the 1mplementation
- of the Parental Involvement Component7

a) What concerns/strengths were identified by Migrant Program
‘ "teachers?

Early Childhood

In FIgure F-1, item 4 are. conLained the early childhood teagherﬂ' re-
sponses_to the question about their satisfaction with the service$ pro-
“vided by their community7representatives. The teachers were split on
this item - 4 were satisfied, 3 were dissatisfied and 2 were neutral:

- -
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Elementary
The elementary teachers (Figure F=2, item 4) were generally satisfied

with the services provided by their community representative — with
only one teacher expressing dissatisfaction.

In 1981-82 (see Figure F—4 item 4) the elementary teachers were all

satisfied or neutral abOut the services provided by their community

representative - with no one expressing dissatisfaction.

seaaa&a&g
Figure F-3 item 4 gives the secondary teachers' responses to their
satisfaction with their community representativés. Except for one

teacher who was very dissatisfied, thé teachers were generally satisfied
with the services provided;

In 1981-82 (see Figure F-5, item 4) the secondary teachers expressed (as
a group) a greater degree of dissatisfaction with the services provided

by their community representatives than dId ‘the teachers in 1982-83.
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Attachmgnt_F—i

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
Office of Rasaarch and Evaluation

QUESTIONS FOR ALL MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHERS INCLUDING EARLY CHILDHOOD TEACHERS.

Please rate_your_level o S .
of agreement with the Totally - o ~ Totally  .Not-.. ..
next four questions: Agree ‘Agree  Neutral Disagree Disagree Applicable

1. The coordination 5 4 3 2 1 0,
that I have had 4 -
with the regular _ . .
classroom teachers . ' . )
this school year .
has been WHATL was
needed. )

2. Tha instructional 5 - 4 3 2 1 0
suparvision 1
racaived this
schoel year has -

3. The health cars _ _ 5 & 3 2 L 0
services provided by
the Migrant Program
Nurse this school
year have met the

needs of students.

wn
&~
w
(]
-
o

4. The services provided
by the community_ . __ .
reépresancatives this
school year have been
what were needed.

QUESTIONS FOR ALL MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHERS IN GRADES K-12.
For the iiescians b&low; please circle the number of the responmse chat most clearly
reflacts your situacioa.

o o Mostly the Mostly the Classroom
Fcr _Migrant__ Migrant Program Migrant Pro- Both.. ~ Classroom Teacher
students, who-- Teacher Only gram Teacher Equally Teacher Only
5. Deétarzifics report 5 : 4 3 2 1 B}
card_grades in : -
areas with migrant
instruccion.
6, selaccs materials 5 4 3 2 1
and skills for
‘Migrant Progrim
teachers to addrass.
7. Writes lessons and 5 4 3 2 1
.plans wnich the
Migrant Program. .
tédcher will follow.
3. writes lessons and 5 4 ‘ 3 2 1
plahs which the -

classroom_teacher
will follow.

F-8 / | ;
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MIGRANT PROGRAH EARLY CHILDHOOD TEACHER RESPONSES
T0 THE 1982-83 MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHER QUESTIONNAIRE

L}

20" ZB:I

R

;‘\, 7 | , : - g
» — o 0
N - T
4 T 8 R W
00 ¢ g 08 M 0
Pleasé rate jour level of anr o R N - N -
?1e§se1ragg_ypurr}evel of agreenent u & 8 a ad 2% & i
with the following statements: _ _ . o
S 5 A 2 1 -
1. The coordination that I have had o BN ) 7
with ;ye ;ggular classroon -0 23 2 o 2
teachers this school year has been 07 22,00 3531 9. 0 2.2 3.0 .
qo what was needed; - | o
«'s - - ﬁ
2. Thé dastructions] supervision that S
I received this school year has 1 61 1 0 o
been what was needed. ll.{? 66.7% Li% 1117 o 0 38 9
— ]
3, The health care services provided ] | _ -
bymeMmth%mmeemh o 4 2 1 2 0 -
~ school year have uet the needs of 02 &l 2.0 1.1 2.2 07 3.9 9
' students.
. ~ ‘ - ~ -
4. The services provided by the | y .
comunity representative(s) this -~ 0 -4 2 3 0 o
school year have been what was 07 4b4% 2.2 B 01 0 31 9
fieeded. |
- \
Figure F-i SUMMARY OF THE MIGRQNT PROGRAH EARLY CHILDHOOD TEACHER'S RESPONSES 10 'I'HE 1982-83
MIGRﬁNT PROGRAM TEACHER QUESTIONNAIRh
. : -\ : o (>
ld” Vo : ;lau

N
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

ELEMENTARY ﬁIGRANT PRDGRKH TEACHER RESPONSES
TO THE 1982-83 MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHER QUESTIONNAIRE

. . 7 : &

n | > - o -~ 2

i - -4 1] -t Q) .}
} [- I ® o e &
g Q @ ) 0 & o0 -t
=) @ ot Q 2 a = [
,,,,, v = 2 0 . MW 2 o o
Please rate your level of agreement 3 = » 12! 2 83 2z X
with the following statements: - : - - -
5 . 3 2 . I . _
1. The coordinuion ENEE I have had R _ -

" with the regular classroom teachers 0 7 0 o. ° o_ 0. _
this school year has been what was 0z 100z 024 0% 0% 0% 4.0
teeded..

2. The Lnstructional superviston thac ) . . B
I have received this school yeat 1 4 . 1 __ I __. 0. 0. ]
has been what was needed. 14.3% 57.1% 14.32  I14.3% ox 0z 3.7
3. The health care services provided - , :
by the Migrant Program Nurse this 0. 3. B 2 0 1
.- school year have mat the neads of 0%  42.9%  14:3% 28.67 O 14,32 3.2
students.
4., The services providad by the )
community representactive(s) this 2 3 1 1 - 0 0
sthool year have been what was 28.62 42.9% 14.3%  14.3% . 0% 0z 3.9
needed. :
g
- — o
~ Rd Q .
= bt 19
_ =T - © )
a ") @ =
0 80 @ - (3}
- - = -4 -
B X o Q @
S = o8 = =
T g @ -]
[P} = = [}
] L o
YN~ _. 8 > L] o
o _ g2 28 = > 2 @
Piease circle the number of the e o g é § wd E.? g
response that most -clearly & a & 8 a8 2 =
reflects your sictuatcionm. - 5 N i . 2 1
For Migrant Students...
5. Who determines report card ) h ,
grades in areas with 0 0 0. L
Migrarc ins:ruc:ion’ 0z 0z 0z 42,92 5717 I.4 .7
6. Who selects mat:erials and - .
skiils for Migrant Program 0_ o2 L & o] .0
teachers to address? (024 33,32 66.7% (074 0z 3.3 6
7. Wb writes lessons_and plans ) ) - ,
whiich the MIZEane Program 3 12 0 0 -
teacher will follow? 50.0% 16.7% 33.3% (074 o% 4.2 6
—— —_— %
8; Who writes lessons and plans _ - - - ,
wiiteh_the classroom teacher 0 0 0 I 6 .
0z [er4 0% 142.3% ~ 85.7%7 1.1 7

will follow?

.

Figaze F-2: SUMMAKY OF {RE F1UMENTARY MIGRANT PROGRAM 1:ACHERS' RESPONSES TO TEE 1982-83
MIGRANT PROGRAM . CHER QUESTIONNAIRE.
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SECONDARY MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHER RESPONSES TO THE
1982-83 MIGRANT PROGRAH TEACHER QUESTIONHAIR.E -

v

_ _ . 2 :
oy S g 28 3
o0, -+ - @ - &0 M ]
L £y 3 £ 2 £® = ¢
Please rate your level of agreement B ou 1 2 et b o e 3
with the following statements: 0 < < = =) ;@ a =< = =
; 5 4- 3 2 1
1. The coordination that I have had o .
with tha regular classroom teachers 2 2 1 0 0 0 )
this school year has beén what was 40.0%2  40.0% . 20.0% 0z 0% 0z 4.2 5
needed. . -
2. The insc mccioual supervision t:hac )
I have received this school year 1 3 1 1 0 0
has been what was needed. J 16.7% 50.0% 16.7Z2 16.7% 0z 0z 3.7 6
3. The health care §é"'I’€s proviaea 5,', N - - - _
.the Migrant Program Nurse this school 0 2 I - 2 [V i o
year have met the needs of st:udent:s. 0% . 33.3%2 16.7% 33.32 0z 16.7% 3.0 [}
4. The services provided by the community 3 _ 1 1 0. 1 0 - B
regresencazive(s) this school year 50.0% 16.7% 16.7% 0% 16.7% 474 3.8 6
rave beea what w3s needed. ;
-
. . =] 1 L]
{ - [ - 0 -
a8 o] -} =
< Lol W 3 o
B = =3 =i §
o - -] - @ -
£ 22 2% &
- - ] =3
£5 & 2 =& g
Please circle the number oI t:He 3= - P e @ c
" response that most clearly reflecu EX:4 @9 Q3 28 o~ ]
vour siCuaLion. - 2 25 =z w =X = =
- — 4 3 2 1
'rcr Migféﬁf S:udencs... 3 1 o 2 6
5. Who decermines report ca:a 50.0% 16.7% [+74 33.3% 0z 3.8 6
grades in 2reas with Migrant :
instruction? .
6. Who selects mata&Tials and .
gkills for Migrant Progran o3 1 . 2 0 0. _
teachers to address? 50.0% 16.72  33.3% 0z 474 4.2 6
7. Who w’it:es lessoas and‘&plans -
. which the Migrant Program 3 2 1 0 0 ] B
teachers will foliow? 50.0% 33.3% 16.7Z2 0z - 0z 4.3 6
8. .Who writes lessons and plans _ _ _ _ B
which the classroom taacher : z 2 I 0 D -
33.3%2 33.3%2  16.7% 0z 16.72 3.7

will follow?

Figure F-3:
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ELEMENTARY TEACHER RESPONSES T0 SELECTED QUESTIONS
ON 'THE 1981-82 MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHER QUESTIONNAIRE

: 9 :
: - H |
§ - g SR i
> oA Y 1 ‘
o ; d YR Y 4
e v v I N .
a9 0 o 9. a4 A g
I T T L
Please rate your ievel of agreement i < 2 A HA Z< P Z
vith theif§l}6§§§g statements: : F 1 ) L B
L. The coordluation that 1 bave bad S
with the regular classroom teachers 1 4 6 2 & 0 _
this school year has beem what was 14.3% 57.17 0% 28.6%7 0% 0% 36 7
needed, _ ' ' '
2 The instructional supervision that T
I have recelved this school year 50 . 1 o0
has been what I needed. 14,3 714 0% 04 143 00 37 7
3. The health care services provided ; . :
by the Migrant Program Nurse this 1 3 3 0 0. 0 o
school year have met the needs of 14,37 42,97 42,91 0% w0 L7 7
students, : -
b, The services provided by the con- 7 7 B i ) )
nonity representative(s) this r 4z 00
school year have been what vas % ST:1% 28:6% o 0% 6% %9 7

needed.

Figure F=4,
VERE ASKED AGAIN IN 1982-83.

SUMMARY OF THE 1981 82 ELEMENTARY MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHERS" RESPONSES T0 QUESTIONS THAT
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SECONDARY TEACHER RESPONSES 70 SELECTED QUESTIONS o
ON THE 198182 HIGRANT PHOCRAM TEACHER QUESTIONMAIRE ‘

0o ree:
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] i 0 &
Y H o Y 0
| g ~ 0 . K A H 0
A ] HoobW A 8 ol ,
Soag i oo ne A f
Please rate your level of reement 0% b 5 o od o0& g
apreemen \ 00 6 . p o Qf _
with the folilowin : Ha A 2 A BA zd = e
5 S S NN T R ]
' !

J; The coordinacion that Thave bad o
with the regular classroom teachers 1 3 I ¢ rr
this school year has been what was 14,37 ~ 42.9% 1431 0% 1431 3% 35 7
needed. _ . ‘

ET—4.

2. The instruct{onal supervision that I R
I have received this school year 2 3 1 0 ' 1 o
has been what I needed, .67 4297 W 07 T wo0r N1 7

3. The health care services provided ‘ :
by the Migrant Program Nurse this 0. b 2 0 0. 1. |
school year have met the needs of 0% 5114 28.61 0% 0 143 37 T
students. | C

4. The services provided by the con-

nunjty representative(s) this R R T T T
school year have been what was 14,30 28,64 28.6% 1437 1435 0F 31 7

© needed,’

Fgure =5 SUMMARY O TUE. 1981-82 SECONDARY MIGRANT PROGRAY TEACHERS RESPONSES T0 QUESTIONS THAT
- WERE ASKED AGAIN IN 1982-83.
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MIGRANT PROGRAM STAFF INTERVIEW

Purpose

The Migrant Program Staff Interview was conducted with Migrant Program
staff members in order to answer the following decision and evaluatinn
questions: '

Decision Question D1. Should the Early.Childhood Education Compo-

nent be continued as it is, modified, or deleted?

\ Evaluation Question Di=-6: How successful was the implementa-

tion of the Early Chiidhood Education Component’

b) What concerns/strengths were identified by Migrant Pro-
gram staff? .
Decision— éuestion D2. Should Lhe Kr12 Tnstruct:ional Component
(Communication Skills) be continued as it is, modified, or deleted7

Evaluation Questjon D2-6: How successful was the implementa~-
tion of the K-12 Component? ‘

b) What concerns/strengths were identified by Mlgrant Program
staff? .

EvaluatieanuestienfDQAlOr What evidence is there that the
Dropout Preverntion' St alist made a difference in the
migrant students' drc, uut rates at Anderson and Crockett?

@egieioniqﬁeétién D3. Should the Heaith Services Component be con-

tinued .as it is, modified, or deleted?

Evaluation Question D3=4: How successful was the implementa-
tion of the Health SérVieéé Component?

B) What concerns/erengths were identified by Migrant Pro-
gram staff?

Decision Question D4. Should the Parental Involvement eéﬁﬁénéﬁt¢

be continued as it is; modified, or deleted?

Evaluation Question D4-4: How successful was the implementa=
tion of the Parental Involvement Component?

b) What concerns/strengths were identified by Migrant Pro-
gram teachers? :

162
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) Procedure
i

Ah appointment was made with each of the six staff members to be inte*—

viewed - the Chapter 1/Migrant Frogram Administrator {April 21, 11983,

the Migrant Nurse (April 26, 1983), the Dropout Prevention sQecialist

(April 29, 1983), the Early Childhood Coordinator (May 2, 1983), the

Secondary Migrant Program Supervisor (May 5; 1983), ¢ the Parental

invo*vement Specialist’ (May 6, 1983). A memo confirming the appoint-
ment (Attachment G~1) was Sent .to each person, as was_a copy of the
interview questions (Attachments G~2 through G=7) prior to the interview.
Each person was asked only the: questions designated for his/her position.

The interviews were all conducted by the Migrant Program Evaluator: Fol-

lowing the interviews, drafts of the interviews were sent to the staff

members for them to check for accuracy. and clarity. Their comments were

takan into account in preparing this summary.
Results

A summary of each of the interviews as conducted is available in

Attaclments G-8 through G-13. Only the main points from each will be

réportéd here. For the statements listed below the abbreviations used
are as follbws ¥
) |
is Admlnistrator (see Attachment G-8) [
is Dropout Prevention Specialist (see Attachment b—9) \

is Early Childhood Coordinator -(see Attachment G~10)

is Migrant Nurse (see Attachment G-11)

is Parental Involvement Specialist (see Attachment G~12)

is Secondary Migrant Coordinator (see Attachment G-13)

W e

rEvaluatioanuestion Di 6 How successful was the implémen-

b) What cbncerns]strengths weré identified by Migrant
Program staif? | .

Strengths
the program. has provlded a needed service (A).

. the class sizZes were small, enabling the teachers to concentrate
their services’ (&)

. the teachers have become more'open and,willing to w0rk together,

(E):

there is less separation between the two programs (E)*
the teachers are sharing ideas and materials more (E):

the teachers are volunteéering to help and plan-staff develop—

ment (E).
. the teachers are growing as teachers by visiting other.teachers
(E). ‘

the teachers are implementing the AISD curriculum more (E).
the Superv1sion of the teachers has been a very pos1t1ve expe-

risnce (E):
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Weaknesses B ¢
none of the classes were at full capacity a) =

. the migrant students' attendance was low (A and E). \

the funding cutbacks are disappointing (A and E).

there wmay not be enough direct instruction and time on BN

task in the migrant classes (E)

Evaluation Question D2- 6 How successful was the implemen—
tation of the K-12 Component? S

b) What concetrns/strengths were identified by Migrant Pro-
gram Staff?

Strengthsg{xgé}

Bcudents are receiving fgh quality services in small group
sizes (&).

teachers have ample supplies ‘and materials (A) . N
sufficient funds have been available to provide services (A).
supervision of teachers is stronger than in the past (A).
Chapter 1, Migrant Program, and SCE teachers are much better
coordinated with each other and with regular classroom teachers

than in tue past (A).

Weaknesses (K=86)
not all migrant students receive instructional services (where

principals have opted not to have the program or where there are

not encugh students at a school to justify a teacher) (A).

\

Strengths (7-12)
.« the program serves a good number of students at the junior high

level £8). -
generally the. teachers? are really high quality teachers (8):

counsé&lors are really sen51tive to the needs of migrant students

(s).

the h*gh school program is more geared this year to helping stu-

dents meet the competency requirement for reading (s).

Neaknesses 7=12)
. schescling students for service at the high school level contin-
ues :.: be a problem (S).
as che number—of ztudents decreassz a: the junisr high level we
hav.: i decraase the number of tcacher hoars avaflzrie to stu-

deiitz S)
. one uf the teachers is a weakness \S)
Evaluation ‘Question D2-10: Whu: evidencé 15 thiru rhat the
Jropout Prevention Specialiar made a diffsvreacz in the migrant
students' dropout races at Trrckett and Andeiwon?

165 '
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~Since this program got started so late in the school year, the inter-
viewees felt it was too early to judge the program s effectiveness.

What ~1s presented liere are'the interviewees' idedas on strengths/

weaknesses of the program and suggestions for improvement.

Strengths .
. the program 1s very research based (S and D) _ )
. evaluation and follow-up are built in ¢2). \

. Dropout Prevention Specialist has been an asset. (S)
administrators and counselors at both schools have been very
supportive (D and S)

students have not been pulled out of classes for\services (D).
. the students have responded very well to Jose Wat (D)

-+ some of the students in the counselIng group at C ockett are

opening up more (S). L

Weaknesses .
the program started in the third week of the second semester

(S and D). | : L

there is no way to insure student attendance (D). }
. Stiidents did not comé régularly (L and S). ' )
since funding is unclear for 1983- -84, needed planning for next

year is not being dome (D). ﬁgf S

since the program was of a pxlot nature there was a lot of

time

spent with TEA and the AISD business office explaining the pro-

gram and its goals (S).

Improvements/0prions ‘ Z
begin the: program at the beginning of the sc ool (S and D) .
find a way to improve student participation/(through class

credit, etc.) (S and D).

. provide parent training (D) 7
. provide more training for counselors, teachers, and principais
(D)- /

build in more frequent student contact (D).

begin the program earlier in the schooling of the children (latﬂ
elementary and junior high school) (D and S).
involve more male/Hispanic adult rolée #ndels (D)

EvaluationeQuestien D3=4: How successful was the implementa-
/ "tion of the. Health Services Component? .
b) What concerns/strengths were identified by the Migrant

- Program staff?

Strengths . B - , i
. the Nurse made a lot c¢f parent contacts (N)
. the Nurse did a good job a.
services were provided to all sLudeptu who needed them (A) -
jots of contact was made with current migrants and their families
(N)-

‘physical histories were dome on meay students and sent to their

families (N).
- families were screened more on the basis of eligibility for a

clinic card at Brackenridge ).

G-6 ' qlf;ij
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. early childhood students were carefully screened (N): o
. there was a lot of rapport built with parents since the Nurse
was fluent in Spanfsh (N).

Weaknesses .
. lack of good information on who was currently'migratory (N).

. a nalf-time Nurse really limited thé number of students seen

(N and A)
. not enough school and teacher contacts were made (N).

Improvement/Options -
. make the position a fuii-time position {N amd a):

. improve the recruiting process {N):

. plan and conduct more teacher training on what services are
offered by the Migrant Health Services Program ).

. provide more training/information to parents on health care

(cspecially preventative health care) (),

tion D4-%: How s.:cessful was the implementa~
_tion of the Parental Inve! - ament LJmponent?

. b) What concerns/strengt“i were identIfied by Mizrant Program
staff’ '

Strengths (Elementary)

. thée PAC president; Mary Jones; ias been _an _asset (E/.

. we elected new PAC officers who are good gP) . o
sometimes we have high attendance at the PAC méetings (2).
there were sevéral good parentdal involvemert confeirenices in
Austin (P)

a few &ISD parents were very Invoived in these conferences (P)

the community representatives work well with both parents and
schools (P) . |

ware unsuccessful in_getting parents to participate (P).

some' parents attend both the Chapter 1/Migrant PAC and the Title .
"VII PAC meetings, thus getting a doublé dose of some materials (P).
evch representative is making 5 home visits a week of a positive
nature (P) .

Weaknesses (Eiementary)
parent attendance at PAC meetings fluctuates a lot (P). -
some schools did noL receive as much attention from their community

our office.gets So many assignments from_so many dlfferent areas
that we are fréquently pulled in many dtfferent directions (P).

. with all the "special assignments" we are assigned, we scmetimes
fall behind oo the regular duties we do (P)

not having the locui PACs, has not (for the most part) improved

attendance at the BistrictWIde PAC meetings (P):

165
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Improvements/Options (Elementary)

: try to-have names; addresses; etc. of students early/in the school
year so there will be no delaYs in beginning (P) e

. continue making the fivé positive hoiie visits per eek (P).

. prepare thé niotices for PAC tieetings well in advance (P)

. continue to work on getting higher parent attend nce at PAC

meetings, perhaps by having more student progr @®).

. rotate the PAC meetings at various schools sinée the office will

no, loager be housed at Kealing (in 1983-84) /P) B

. continue tc coordinate our activities with the schools and other
Distric: offices (P). /

Strengths (Secondary) . ' 7/ o

. a number of the parents, ées pec1ally Mz Mendoza, the president,

. are a strength sy.
. the parents who have come to the PAC meetings have benefited (S).

the workshops that we have had have fdcused on communication - .—-
e

skills (S8).
. the two community representatives do a_,eryfgﬁwdwgob (S)

Weaknosses (Secondarv)

B the main weakness is parents not attending the meetings (S)
. the parents who do not attend are the ones who need to the
most (S).

Improvements/OpEuxek%Secendaﬁll o

. continue to work on improvxng parent attendance - perhaps by having

suppers in conjunction with the meetings (S).

G-8 " 1lg o



BZ'O?I . ) Attachment G-1
AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
Office of Resezarch and Evaluation’

TO: ’ 7 L

FROM: Catherine Christner

SURTECT: Migrant Program Staff Interview Summary

Enczosed is a draft of my summary of our interview. Please review it as
soon as possible for ;gditions;.deletiéﬁé, or any correctiomns you would
like. If I do mot hear from you by - » I will assume
everything as stated is acceptable. .

-CC:1g ,
Enclosure ’ %

cc: Lee Laws

APPREVED: ’53‘7////(/ /X A

—

Director, Reszarch and Evaluatibn

165
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82.02 AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT

Spriing '83
. Office of Research and Evaluation

. 'Attachment 32
T | -

. MIGRANT PROGRAM STAFF INTERVIEW - ADMINISTRATOR \
ghét have been the strengths of the implementation of the Early Chiidhooé
 Education Component this school year? H
‘.~. :
What have been the weaknesses of the implementation of the Early Chtldhood
Education Component this school year?

Wﬁét have been the strengths of the implementationm of the K-6 Instructional
Component this school year? -

Wiatc have been the weaknesses of the implémentation of the K-6 Imstructional
Comgonent this school year?

Have there beéﬁjanyfprobiams with the supervision of the K-6 Migrant Program
teachers this school year? -

ﬁﬁét Have beéq
Component this

the §Ei§ﬁg£ﬁs of the impiéméntétion of the Health Services
school year? .

What have been thﬁéaknésges of the impleméntation of the Health Services
Component this scheol year?

.77 7 7 .. () ;7‘
G-10 ‘ =




Spring"éé

82.02 - ~ AUSTIN INDEPE}EJENT SCHOOL DISTRICT

) Re h E ttact t G-
o Office of Research and Evaluation Attachment G-3

MIGRANT PROGRAM STAFF INTERVIEW - MIGRANT NURSE

What have been the strengths of the impiementation of the Bealth Services

Component this school year’

.Wﬁat havé Eéen the weaknesses of the implementation of the Health Services
Component this school year? '
/

Y
/ N
What é{: some improvements/options you would suggest that you feel would

make/this ccmponent more effective? -

/

G-11



o ’ | - ; "Spring '83
82.02 |
AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL ﬁfSTRfGT

Office of Research amd Evaiuation Attachment G=4

MIGRANT PROGRAM STAFF INTERVIENS - BRBPGUT PREVENTION SPECIALIST

\

What have been the strengths of the implementation of the Dropout Prevention

Special st Program this school year?

’

tht have been the weaknésses of the implementation of the Dropout Prevention
Specialist Program this school year? .

Do you feel the Migrant Program should continue with this program?

_Have you had problems with students not coming for services’ if so, why
" do you think students are not coming? _ ~.

What ire some improvements/options you w0uld suggest that you feal would

make it more effecEi@é’

R
.

’;r,
o . ‘i : .
G-12 B



82.02 ' , . Spring 183

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT -
Officé of Research and Evaluation :

N

\

MIGRANT PROGRAM STAFF INTERVIEW--EARLY CHILDHOOD COORDINATOR

. What have been the strengths of the implementation of the Early Childhood
Education Component this school year? .

What have been the weakresses of the implementation of the Early Childhood

Education Component this school year?

\.

Have there been any problems with the supervision of the Early Childhood
teachers this school year?

13 17



~ —— _ Spring '83
‘ AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT

Office of Research and Evaluation Attachmeit G-6
MIGRANT PROGRAM STAFF INTERVIEW = SECONDARY- MIGRANT COORDINATOR

What have been the strengths of the iisplementatior. of the Grades 7-12

Instructional Component this school year7

What have been ‘the weaknesses of the implementatxon of the Grades 7-12
tnstructlonal Component this school year’

Have there been any problems with the supervision of grades 7—12 Mlorant

~ Program teachers this school year? =

,What have been the stre gths of the implementation of the Secondary Parental

Involvement Component this School year? ’ N

What_have been the weaknesses of the implementation of the Seccndary Parental
Involvement Component this school year? :

What have been the strengths of the implementation of the Dropout ?revention
" Spectalist Program this school y&ar? :

What have been the weaknesses of the implementation of the Dropout Prevention

Specialist Program this school year? ‘ .




B N
. . " Spring \'83
P ) e R : - e e e - o \
82.02 < AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCrnOL TISTICT \
: 0ffice of Researck anc ‘vaiuation AF Al hemnt Oe7 '
MIGRANT PROGRAM STAFF INTERVIEW - PARENTAL INVOLVEMENT SPL...:.IST \
: . : : , : . \
|
o . R R o . o . . . . . . = R R \\
What Have been the strengths of the ilmplementatio: Jf the Parentzi Involve- \
mént Component this school year? . : ' \
I
What have been the weaknesses of the implementation of the Parent Involve- k
ment Componment this school year? . B N

What difféxéﬁgéé ﬁévé you no;ed,iq parent invoivement/participation in the
Districtwidé PAC, sincé local PACS Were not required this year?

What are some improvements/optioms you would suggest that you feel would

make thils component more effective?

G-15



- Spring '83
82.02 :

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT  Attachment G-8
Office of Research and Evaluation (Page 1 of 3)

MIGRANT PROGRAM STAFF INTERVIEW -~ ADMINISTRATOR

What have been the strengths of the 1mp1ementat1on of the Early Childhood
_Educaf1on Component this school year?

From what I've Seen the program itself has provided a needed service for
those students who have participated. The class sizes are small and this

has enabled the teachers to concentrate their services on students who
need them.

What have been the weaknesses of the 1mp1ementat1on of the Early Childhood
Education Component this school year? .

The weakness that I have seen is the low attendance.i In some schools the

attendance was very low, especially during the winter months when there was
a high absentee rate. During the 1982-83 the number of Early Childhood

units was increased. This I feel diluted the- the number of migrant stu-

dents to receive service: I don t think ‘any of: the units except for soutt

Austin were at full capacity so there Waa always room for other students.,  As

a result of that; the cost for students was rather high. I think we would

have been able to share’ the same number of students witl" eight units as we
have in the previous year. I found about the low attendznce in the middle
of the year and I didn't quite know how to Solve it at that point ir. time.
We had the community répresentatives make numerous home visits to eicourage
parents to send their children to classes. We were even tO the ro’nt that

wé thought about asking some pecple to leave the program if their ctildren
who were enrolled were no: attending.

Next year we know that probably there will be some cutbacks in funds. At

this point we just don't know how much. Since in terms of priorities for.

the program, currert migrants are first; former migrants are second, and’
the Early Childhood Program is third, we_will have to reduce the Early
Childhood. Prcgram to some degree. What I am planning to do at this point
is to cut back on the number of classes. The transportation costs are

exceedingly high, especially to £ill half the class at Maplewood (since

these students are ransported such Iarge distances): So not only will there

be money savings in terms of number of units open but aiso con51derable

savings on transportation.

What have been the strengths of the 1mp1ementat1on of the K-6 Instructional
Component this school year?

There have been good servides offered to the elementary schools and the

children are receiving services in smaill’ group sizes im reading. In my

visits I have determined that teachers have :ample supplies and materials

and ample time to provide" services to the students. It's .a strength that

we have enough funds this schooil year to proV1de services on a daily basis

at every school to the minimum number of children that need to be served.
. 616
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t

T feel that the services provided by these reading teachers have had a very
positive effect. I hope the evaluation shows that also: -

What have been the weaknesses of the implementation of the K=6 Instructional
Component this school year? _ .

3

schools without a migrant teacher’ and therefore these students aren t

receiving services: It's unfortunate that we cannot provide instructional

services to everyoue:. #Also in some cases where there were enough students

for a teacher, principais felt that there was not enough room for another
teacher or that other programs at the school iike Chapter 1 could provide
services for migrant students who had need.

ihg 1s a strenmgth and
the highest per pupil

Although TEA has quéstioned this I feel the followd
not a weakness. They have said that we have ome o

“;costs in terms of our teachers. I have explained'to them that AISD has

one of the highest teacher pay_ scales as well ag/ we try to recruit people
who have a lot of experience with low achieving/ students: and have a Mastet

degree preferably -in reading: I feel like thig is a reaiiy positive benefit'

to the migrant program There is a high per/pupil cost when you serve stu- |

dents with teachers with Master's degrees or /maximum experience:

‘c‘ M
l . —

~

Have there been any prob]ems w1th the supervision of the K 6 M1grant Program

teachers  this schcsl year?

"No. T Ffael that the snpervision is stronger than it has been in the past

becz::w ~ z teachers work directly with the Chapter 1 reading coordinators.

Actu..:'' cthe Chapter 1 reading coordinators are funded oat of Chapter 1;

Migran%, and SCE. I feel that the three programs were coordinated mggh
better and the reading coordinators have worked more directly with the
teachers to coordinate the Migrant Program with regular classroom instruc—

tion. I feel that supérvision was a d2finite strength tais year. -

What have been ‘the strengths of the 1mp1ementat10n of the Health. Servxces
Component this school year? .

The strength is. that we have heen able to provide services to aii the stu-
dents who needed it. We have a number of students who needed costly
services but we felt justified in providing them. One case that I am
thinking about in particular is a child who needed a breathing machine; a_
very expensive 1tém The eVidencé did _support thAt shé remained in school

- Another strength is the Migrant Program Nurse:. I feel that she did a good

job. She concentrated heriser§%cesionistgdents who had needs. She tried

to identify through screening and other sources the students who had the

most rneeds. The students with the greatest needs and those. current

migrants are where she concentrated her services.

/

(
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i

What have been the weaknesses of tF- implementation of the Health Services
Component th1s school }ear? ‘ . '

i -
Although T think that the Miérent Prongm Nurse did a very good job, she

aud T ‘agreed that having a nurse on a half-time basis ‘"is a weakness because

we feel that it does limit the number of|students she can see as well the
number of contacts that shé can make witb parents and schools. She has

seen a 'lot of students but she has had to concentrate om’ the current migrants -

and others that regulations provide for being seen first. She and I feel ”

that thé nurse's position should be a fuitl-time position to maximize the
number of students that can be reached.

~
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AUSTIN- INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT  Attachment G-9
Office of Research anqyrvaluatian (Page 1 of 2)

*{GRANT PROGRAM STAFF INTERVIEW - JROPOUT PREVENTION SPECIALIST

What have been the strengths of the impleméntation of the Dropout Prevention
Specialist Program this school year?

The main strength of the program is that it i§ r&search basad. Evaluation
and follow—up on students is built into the program itself. Both the coun-
seling prograrm vhich is based on leadership skills development and the token

economy prpgram which rewards kids for attendance, grades and| not misbehaving

are very much structured around what research found to be effpctive:

Administrators and counselors both at Crockett apd at Aﬁ&érééﬁ hzve been
very supportive of the program and this certainly has been an asset in
‘terms of the program's operaticon. _Also the student contact. at both schools
is during advisory or lunch, theréfore the students are not being pulled.

out of classes. José Mata has participated in the program at both schools
and the counseling group at Crockett. . There is evideénce. from the coungeling
groip at Crockett that the kids have responded very well to Him.

What have been the weaknesses of the implementation of the Dropout Prevention
Specialist Program this school year?

The bignest weakness is that the program started late in the school year.
It was v 211 into the .third week of the second semester before it actuaily
began. There 'is no real way to insure student attendance since it is
voluntary dmd there is no course credit for attending or picking up tokens
on a regular basis.

Fundlug is stiil not clear for the 1983-84 school year So next year cannot

be planned for now. The program this year has been limited to two schools
because of its pilot nature. Ideally it would be best implemented if it
could reach all the students. "~Also by the time students are this age many
of their habits are very well formed and it's .very difficult to start trylng

to reach these students at this age.

Bo you fee] the M1grant Program should continue with th1s program? \g‘\
Y

Yes, very definitely. The program needs to be continued and: expanded to
dther éChbols Al:o the program should be tried at the junior high level

\

Have you had problems with students not coming for services? If so, why do

you think students are not com1ng?
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" (continued, ‘page 2 of 2)

Yes there has been a very défianite problem with students not coming for
service. Again, as I have said thay receive no credit for either the
program at Crockett or Anderson. At Anderson thev at least have the token
economy that keeps them coming but at Crockr'“ thigy come during advrsory

and come students study when they hzve a ot 9% homewcrk to do so often

they dcn t come. for these reasoms: Since the rounseiing class at Crockett

focuses on ieadership skills and communication skills some of the students

don t want to come because they are very shy ‘and are unwilling to speak

up: Mr. Mata's group has had very high attendance so it‘s my feeling that

perhaps the students prefer a male, Hispanic group lsader. 1It's hard to say.
Students often just_ have too many other things to do. Also some may not
perceive the counseling as a worthwhile thing. There's no incentive for
them going. /

At Anderson it's also a problem that they don't comz: They do check in or

scop in on -an irregular basis and that makes it hard to give them reinforce-

ment or doing well when they come so seldom. Finally, there seems to be some

pecr pressure or cultural. pressure against exipressing their feelings or

staying in school. There's a lot. cf pressure for kids to find jobs, etc.
and this may have a lot to do with the Fact that the students don't see
any prcblem with dropping out of school and not part1c1pating in these
programs.

What are some improvements/options you would suggest that you feel would
make it more effective?

The biggest improvement that could be made is starting the program right at
the beginning of the school year. One of the biggest problems has been
that students don't hive eénc-igh incentive for Showing up. Somehow perhaps

they could get class credit, something towards graduation. I am not sure
xactly what but somethiqg that gcts them coming regularly: One of the

is not really enough parent contact: T wouldithink that if the program

were to be continued or expanded; there needsito be more parenr training
as well as educating both teaehers and counselors of whtat's going on, why
certain tlifngs are being done and ways that teachers; counselors; agd
parents could reinforce the program. If students could get reinforgement
at home for attending the program then maybe their attendance would be

better For the Anderson group it would really be nice to build in more

grades, how to improve behavifr,retc rather than them just dropping by to

pick up thelr tckens .Again another major improvement would be to implemen*

similar programs at the junior kigh and elementary level. Since so many of

the behavior patterns that some of these students nave were established
long ago, by this point in their high. school career it's very difficult to
try to erase that :hzvior. Perhaps if they were reached Sooner there would
be more likeliho. . *hat some of their behavior patterns could be changed.

Also since Mr. Matu's group eéspecially at Crockett has shown a high atten-

dance rate, it might be well to involve more tiales and/or Hispanics in terms
of providing good role models for these students.

A\
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Office of Research and Evaluation (Page 1 of 3)

MIGRANT PROGRAM STAFF INTTRVIEW--EARLY CHILDHOOD COCRDINATOR

What have been the strengths of the implem:. cion of the Early Childhood
Education Component this sciicoleyear?

The main thing that T have noticed this school year is a marked differerce
in tedachers’ attitudes. This year we have several new hirees and they have
been well accepted into the’ program as well as their ideas have been accepted

This vear people hav= been more open and w1iiing to work together, tha

teachers wich ezch other and with me, and I feel 1ike that's a rsal improve-

ment: #Also in the past; with the two programs under my supervisic#. Chapter
1 and Migr.it, it seemed like the Chapter 1l teachers and the Migzo:* teach-
ers worked very separately. This:year they have t#ally ccme togeriier and
are working together. For example at a conference in February I noticed
that two teachers, one from Chapter 1 and one from Migrant, presented to-
gether in a session on laarning centers. Another group of teachers which
happened to have two. Chapter 1 teadchers dnd two Migrant caasbrr,-did another
‘\\ display for another unit. It Just seemed like that this year -ore than ever

in the past, the two groups of teachers really worked together as a group -

\ and thex wasa' t as much separation between the groups as there has been
X' 1in the pas

Alsc in the past it appeared that there was littlé sharing of ideas and
materials with each other. 1 have noticed a great increase 1n ~haring

this yéar. For exarnle, one teacher visited a warehouse where free mate-

rials were availabl nd not only did she pick up enough for herself but

she picked' up enou¢ sr the other teachers. This was very pieasing to me:
Also last year I ¢ r often get volunteers when T needed help with projects
or staff developm .. is year I have had more  volunteers for ﬁartiéipating ;

and presenting staff”developr s=f and there has been inZreased interest in -

teachIng others. and working w.:~ the teachers ¢ sharing on ideas; e:c.

I think the idea of developing staff developme'.. for your peers 1s very
important. Also because they are working together sSo much, I have been
able to order more resource books and other téaching'éupplies which they
have suggested and requested thus strengthening each teacher's materiais
inverntory. Teachers are sharing mcre, So more iaeas as well as materials
are bheing shared\across the pregrams and across the r~eachers. f

One other thing that has happened more and more is that teachers have been

growing by going to visit cther teachers and watch:-z them teach in -
their classrooms.. T feel as a conoequence of this; the quality of what
they are doing is improving. The visits are voluntary. I provide & sub-
stitute for the day they request. 1 feel that when they seé another teach-
er doing similar activities which they have done they feel more confidence
in their abilitv to do it and, as a result of this activity the teachers'
compéténcy in general seemed to be improving:
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The Wigrant teachers ar _Vimplementing the 450 LurriCulum more so than

they have in the past They are using materials more: T have “een

materials that I have provided being used in all the classroors and through

that use indicaticus are that the curriculum is being followed more closely.
I know that at first the teachers were very hesitant to leave the BECP
curriculum and totally use the AISD curriculum; but I feel they have made
the transition now. '

What have been the weaknesses of the lmplementat1un of the Early Chil<hood

Education Component th1s scnool year?

One of the main thIngs that concerns me is thzt it was pointed out hy the

teacher at Maplewood; who's funded half Migrant and half Chapter 1, that
the migrant students' attendaiice seems low. Other teachers have commented

on this. 1In Chapter 1 the students' attendance is almost mandatory to
remain in the program while it seems that the Migrant attenaance is lower
and the emphasis on attendance isn't as strong. Migrant students have.

bus services and busses take them rignt to school and back home This is

one of the reasons that for the last three six weeks pericds of 1082 -83,

I want to compare the Chapte. 1 Early Childhood attendance with the ifi-
grant Early Childhood attendance.

hard to plnnoint - it s something that I feel when I oo 1nto the clasr-

,,,,,,,,,,,,,, -

room and observe I have not seen as much d1rect insdructlon -as r,teel

on task. This may be a reflection of dIrferenees In teachere' styles and

A
grant clas tooms. Related to thls T am somewhat Loncerned aoout time

it may be that whrnever I go by and visit; I don t see the direct reach

haggen;ng Also it may oe a refiectior that there is more wvariety in _,
edchers than among the Chapter 1 Earl

some of the rormats of the teachlng

of the other classés. This is an area that I derinltely intend to lock
at more clcsely next year. If I find that it is an area;of weakness, T

will deflnitely address it st staff development sessions or pian next

year as I have this year on sending some of the teachers who could benefit

from visiting classrooms of teachers who are stronger in these areas.

T

asrteéchérs, i feel like the teachers will cooperate. _We' '11 put out c¢lA
extra effort to make sure the children are direct taught a:! meaningfully

occupied all day long.

o
I don t know if I would call thls a weakness or not,rbut I am very dtsap-

pointed that the program will “e cut and we will be losing three class-—

rooms. Because of the strong foundatIon that has been laid in this pro-

gram, hopefully the classes won't ‘be completely lost to the District. I

think that the six classes left will be very strong classes.
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Have there been any prob]ems with the supervision of the Early Childhood
teachers this school:year? .

No, I don’ t feel that thers hHave been: Tt s really been a very good year.

The communication channels have opened sore than ever and I feel like the

teachers have cooperated with me over and above and beyond. As 1 said

before, teachers have volunteered for thi.gs more and I have had numerous

notes from teachers coﬁﬁencing on tke various things that we have done:
They seemed to feel very free to let me know what they need and how they
2} about what 1 am doing; etc. This is really quite pleasing t> me
since'last year was o firs year With thesé téachers and I did feel like

Klthough I have not been able to spend any more 1ndividual Tl with
reachers this year than last, I have spent more overall time wiih the

fariy €hiidhood teachers per se. Because of bringing all tk teachers

from Chapter 1 and Migrant together I think they have strengthened both

. programs because there are so many different ideas that the teachers share

with each other, etc. Also this year what has helped in the area of

classroom and’I,provide the,substltute. This,has really strengthened the
teachers' refationships with each other as .well as with me. I have been
. gettlng very positive feedback from the cveachers about the opportunity to
do this: 've_zlso_ atpleciated .the fact .that the. _teachers -have given me
positive feeuback

5.
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MIGRANT PROGRAM STAFF INTERVIEW - MIGRANT NURSE

What have been the sfvengths of the 1mp1ementat1on of the Health Servic s
Component this school year?

one of the main strengths_ is I've made a 1ot of contact wlth parents X

have tried to make as much contact as possible with current migrants even

though this information on who was currently and formerly migrant was mot
always correct. Also this year I have donie physical histories on a lot of

scudents and am sending this information to their parents: Even though

it's in a forw of a questionnaire and T am not getting a high response

rate; I feel this onetime contact that will make parents more aware

of their chitdren's heaith situatiom:.. I feel I am setting some ground

work for next year so that when the program starts again whoever is the
Migrant Nurse will be able to pick up on these families. Also I believe

" that more than in the past I have screened out for servi.es those famtlies
who were getting Medicare or who were_ ellgible for a clinic card. & lot

of families who were eligible for a clinic card have oo - applied and rather

than going ahead and giving them services, we renliy put strong pressure

on the parents to go ahlead and make app11c1tion for ciinic cards; so that
we can use the money for the Migraut Heal:  Services for those students

who dare not eligible ggr theicirnlc card. Also one thing that I am very
proud of is; towards the beginning of the school year I was trying to
‘ screen Early €hi'.liood students iery closely; focusing on chlldren who

were hav1ng any sort of learning difficulties becaise these are the ones

who are goiug to have difficulty in the Farlyr ¢ S We
@y about the fact that I

rapport with the parernts and get them to foriww <-nrough on some of the

since I am not _going to be in this position any more that a fuil-time

{1dhood classroens as well as
tt« other classrooms 1ater of: FInaliy I €e-i

speak Spanish very fluert1y because T feel A reaiiy he;peqrgained
needed things with their Child?e?,s,@??¥tﬁ, I have recommended next yea:
bilingual nurse take the job: -

What have been the wazknesses of the %mbTéaéﬁEéEiaﬁ oF +he Health Services
Component this school year?

LT

Malnly tnls has been the lack of information that we have on the students;

éspecially the currernt migrants Since I ha%e only been half-time I have

redlly tried to focus my emphasis on current<m1grants and the files on the

current migrants were not updated at the beglnnirﬂ of the vear like they

wereisupposed to be. In fact I think it was in January or in February when
I finally got the information about who was current and who was not. A lot
of the students who were current from last year's information were no longer

current but did receive services. I don't knoow what the holdup was but it

did make it very difficult to try to provide sarvices for current mlgrantsb

when you didn't know who they were. HAlso because the list came in so late
in the year- the information o1 the students, part1cu1ar1y their addresses

and phone numbers were not aiways correct, so my secretary had to spénd a

lot of time callxng rha schoois or nomes. Again I don't know where the
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be updated at the very beginning of school so that the Nnrse wxii know at

the beginnxng of the school year who is carrent and who #sn't so that she

can focus her services where they need to be focnsed
\

20 hours would be squlcient to cover the needs of the,Health,Services Pror
gram. -I realized that as_the year has gone by that it would have been miuch
béttér if this were é full timé position. Vbt bﬁly could I héVé médé more

parents. JuSL shortly before the end of school I visited one school and

the teacher didn't even kmow what services were avaitabile: ft 8 very frus-

trating because one iearnsithat you can't do it all - you can't be at the

schools at the same time that you are trying to make telephone contact
with parents or seeing studeits, etc. '

What are some improveiments/options you would suggest that you feel would

make this component more effect1ve7

T would like ©o recommend that the narse who =akes the job mzkes a iot of

contacts with the schoois for educational purposes; that the nurse meets

teachers and talks to them in detail about what the heaith services program .

offers and which parents are eligible and which are not. It seems tha” this
is a constant need and should be doné saveral times throughout the y=ar.
As I said earller I feel like that the Migrent Vurse nééds to be a full time

would be easier to make with parents.

The whole process ~7 vecruiting parents seems very haphazard. I reaily
hope that & me: © uized way of recruiting with the commurnity represen -

tives i- ¢- ‘czted. One of the things that I have requested for next year
since Lf .JLLV represent tives have a lot more contact w1th parents, in

gether some sort of inrormation pavLet to. glve to parents. and glve these
packets to community representatives so that when they make contact with
parants they can tell them about the health services program. I know that
this has been something that has been done b°fore but I feel like it 'S

gible and who is not and what k'nd of services are available, etc:

In addition to eduéating the teaoﬁers about what services are avallablé I
health needs. A lot of parents do_not realize the kind of heaJth care
children need. I am thinking mainly about dental sSérvices wheie a “Tot of
parents do not encourage their childrén to brish their teeth, they don't
Rnow the proper brushing techniques ete. I ‘eel that the preventative

One of the maln purpeses for doing this is to rexnforce what we are teiiing

the kids when we meet with them and if the parents are also reinforcing.

'theIr needs to brush their teeth more regularly ' eat properly, etc. then
:we'll have a much higher likelihood 7f improvi- ne of their health problems.
i . ]
o & _ :
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MIGRANT PROGRAM sTAFF INTERVIEW - PARENTAL INVOLVEMENT SPECIALIST

What have been the strengths of the 1mp1ementat1on of the Parental Invo]ve—

ment Componnnt th1s school year?

~

I think this year we had a good year. We have continued with our District-

wide Parental Advisory Council meetings and we have elected new officera

for the following yvear. We feel really good atout the officers that nave

been elected. Mai» Jones; who is the current pr051dent, is in her szcond
year._ She has vealiy been a real ¥ good leaders ' This year I have been

~ing different environments and different kinds of activities to get

parents even more involved. Rather than just trying to get them to come

to meetings we wanted to encourage them to take responsibillty in gath-

ering inForanirn ot doingiorhegrthinéé they really wanted to do._ The.
parents decide they ‘wanted to reévise a handbook on r-rental; iavolvement
to replace the or.c we had had previously. Five paren:s were on the com-

mittee with a teacher and two community reprasentatives, etc. We all

got together several times and came up with sSome ideds on uarental in-

volvement. I tzs disappointed the parents who had a lot of idezs aildm't

follow through with the responsibllity for putting the took tcgether.

Howevir, we did incorpurate many of their ideas through workshop activ-
ities during the year.

The attendance er meetIngs continues to f ‘r $ume reason. Some-
times we have very good meetings, veiy g icé, bit other times
we don't: Sometimes the attendance is 2 ... and sometimes it's a
weakness. A smaller group of/parents alli- .o more in depth dIscussions

and therefore involves the parents to a grea.er degree. We have hz: more
workshops this year with parents. We have given them a lot of informatiom

on how to work with tleir childrern at home to improve grades and %o undex-—
stand thelr chlldren better, etc. There hzve been some good confeTences

here in Austin and & number of parents have ittended. I have seen some

realls positive changes in some of the pare.ts who have attended the

meetigs in that they are really interested. They learn about what other

dlstricteigo through and it's been very exciting to see them involved.
Unfortunately a relatively small number of parents hale yartic1pated in

these meetings. At least with those parents, attending these parental
involvement workslops has really been a positive beusfit: It allows:

them to draw comparisons with what's going on with other districts -

communicate with other parents from other districts.

Usuall/ we have the Chapter 1/Migrant meetings early in héfmbnth, if

we are d01ng a workshop I prepare materials; etc. and t. 1 later in the

month when we have the Bilingual Education PAC meetings we often conduct

the same workshop in Spanish. Some of the parents who have come to the

Chapter i/Migrant meetings who might need information dgain in Spanish,

come again and I feel like that by getting this double dose, the informa-
rion is really penetrating for them. .

1{8; ) ‘,«’ B \.‘
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Another strength of :
aity representatives u.. - we'J po;: #1th the campuses and with the
parents. They are al+:.y: - help and assist. We have a couple .
of situaticns this year wa entitives Have traded off with others
when it became necessary duis EJ;:~‘VV work luar, ¢i The absence of commu-

nity representatives. This nype 5f teamwsrk has piovided schools with
worked well. The community representa-
=, ~his year and that's made it difficult

uninterrupted service: This

tives are handling a 1arger l

at times,; but then again we a-e ziexible and they have been very coopera-
T

tive in working with each other.

ment Component this year?

representatives have worked more dlrectly with the communlty than directiy

with the school: Aithough it certainly is important, I feel that there

needs to be more contact; in some cases; with tke school 50 that the rep- .

resentatives will be responsive to the school needs and to the teachers'

needs with the children. It's hard in the Migrant Program where the rep-
updat*ng ;nformatlon on the,chlldren, etc. ‘Thgy make,more home visits
because they hdve to establish this contact. But in doing this sometimes,
the schools mav be neglected. This was more of a problem last year than
this vedr beci .se- this T24r we met early in the year and gave out school
assingments and have tried to make sure that more school contacts were

made: Here 1s a summary of the comtacts that our office (all staff -

not just migrant) made during 1982-83 (see last page this attachment).

Anothér of the weakngsses is that we get so many different assigoments
from 50 many areas that it just seems that we fall behind on this or we
fall behind on that. SchoolS §ée u§ and théy ask us to get imvolved in

. their carnival, PTA, etc. This is positive in itself, but if it comes

at a time when we are also inve.ved in getting information on Cinco de
Wayo week or information on Black Hlstory month or whatevar, it makes

it very difficult to.do all the things that everyone warnts you to do.

As a result from all the involvement with different people; it seems like

we are all rushlng around at times: Sometimes we feel as if we are being

pullud in so many different directions at one time that we don't know
exactly what priorities we should be follow1ng It's hard often because
due to special things that have ccoms up like the ‘documentation of the
Citico de,%ayo celebrations in AISD, we get behind on_some of the regular
things that we do, like getting out notices for the Parental Advisory

W??F%Eg,r,,The regular workioad is disrupted when we get all these speC1al
assignments. Fortanately the staff is very understanding about this and

again are ver; flexible and seem to be very good at shIftlno gears:

27 .
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“What have been the weaknesses of the 1mp1ementat1on of the Parental Involve-=
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What dificrences have you noted in parental involvement/participation
in the Districtwide PAC, sinne local PAC's were not required this year?
I think that for some campuses it's probably gocl but for others I think

it's probably been to their detriment. - .In some cases the local PAC's

forc.: the schools or teachers to pay dttantion to the needs of parents

" and children.

Somé schools never really did the PAC in a way that really got parents

participating and communicating, etc. but others really did a good job

with parent training etc: Therefore, I really don't feel that it's made

a lot of difference: The campuses that were doing a good job of doing

the local PACs continue through PTA or_other methods to have workshops
for parents or meeting with parents. .The teachers are meeting with par-
_ents in one way or another so I feel like the campuses that were doing

a good job with the local campus PACs are still meeting with parents.

Those who weren't having much success with the PAC - it's probably been
better for them because they do not have to put the effort into trying
to have PAC meetings and then having almost no success. It was very
discouraging for them.

Alsc I have noticed that this has not necessarily improved the attendance
at the Districtwide PAC meetings. ' '
fad

What are some improvements/options you would suggest that you feel would

make this component more effective?

One of the things that I noticed this last year was that parents' atten-.
dancé was quite high when we had programs that - included soiie performances
by children. -So I feel if we have more PAC weetings with children from

early childhood to elemsitary, etc. that the parents will attend more.
Also something new we tried this year tu gt higher attendance was

a PAC recognition plaque to reweru higher attendance. .This worked for

a while but towards the middle of the yedr tie attendance at meetings
decreased so we will use this methcd again mext year. "Another area that

I want to try tc weck on next yesr %3 rrying to prepare the noticés for

the meetings early in the ear. Thac's one area where we do get behind
sometimes - we didn't get the woticus out as fast as I would have iiked

and we didn't always get a chance to make & follow-up calls. Another :
thing that we had tried this year - the community representatives wanted ~
to make sure that they made positive contact with parents: Ofcten their

countact with parents was initiated at the school level where schools.
wanted to know why students weren't attending, etc. The representatives

vwanted to go ouc and make five home visi’: on their own every week of a

more positive nature. So they have been doing this and they feel good

about it. I feel good about it sSo .mext year we are hoping tc continue
this.
. o .
G-28 . ‘
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My big concern for next year is that we will no 1cqger be at_Kealing; we
will be housed at Twin Towers. Kealing seemed very accessible and com-
. fortable for pdrents. Now I am redlly concerned that Tw1n Towers 1s too
far north amd so formai that pirents won't call or won't come. I sti’l

don't know where we wiii be having our PAC meettngs but I ‘hope ‘that we

can try to rotate those meetxngs at some of the school= so that differen:

parents can get involved more than before. Twin Tow~:: iues mot have
any space for our library which was always availabla parents:. We have

found a room at Sanchez to set up our library so .7 +- be available to
parents there. As soon as possible we can move t= « caz2mpus where we will
be much .ore adccessbile to pareénis. I feel our strength has been the
acce551b111ty to both the 3chools and the families. We will be more

involved at the school . '.* if we dareé located in a School building.

We have even been more

school fdncti01s, Hisp in tnco de Mayo and Herifage Month, and the

Black History Month; ete ;e have coordinated with a lot of otter pro-

grams and I feel liké this:has been a real good experience: We hope to

continﬁe Lhis next year although it is very time consdmidg.; We feei 1ike

with the achools.

Parental Involvement Specialist's own Tally of Community Representa-
tives' {All - Not Just Migrant) Activities for 1982-83.

Parent Home Contacts with Campus -  School

Contacts- visits . Staff and Parsonnel Visits

6,131 3,333 : 2,941 2,445
AN~ )

629 155
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MIGRANT PROGRAM STAFF INTERVIEW - CEGONDARY MIGRANT COOKIINATOR

What have the strengths of the 1mp1ementat1on of the Graugs /—12 Instruc-
tional Component this. school year?

I feel I need to divide the ‘program iuavo two - that of junior high and

'Senior high. Junior high is the more successfui program because more

students get seen. I feel the reasor is pecause it is not complicated

for scheduling and course selection at the junior high level. -‘Whereas

it is at the senior nigh level: Another strength in both programs as a

general rule (with one exception) is that we really do have good teachers.

The teacher we have at Crockett/Porter is certifird in readingz so I feel

those students are getting better instruction. Since the District is, very

much oriented at the high school level to mastering competency in both

reading and math; we can really tie the migrant program to trying to help
students meet i4é competency requirements im reading, and I see this is

a strength. Another strergth is that at both the senior and junior high

level in working with the connselors c7er the iast several years things

have really improved. Counselors are very sensitivé to. the needs of
the migrant students and realiy'do work at scheduling the students into

Migrant Program classes as much as possible.

What have baen the weaknesses of the implementation of the Grades 7-12
Instructional Component this” school year?

une of the biggest problems, of course, at the hlgh ichool level is the
difficulty in getting students scheduled for services, especially at ‘the

upper grade levels. We are competing with workstudy programs and other
prograwus, Flus the kids would prefer to take other Subjects or there is

no credit for the Migrant Program classes in a number of cases and that
makes the program less attractive ior scme students. Sch:dnling is al-

ways the major problem at the high ¢ ~Fuol Ievel. I really don't feel

1like there are weaknesses per se at the junior high level: -‘The only

problem being that as the number of. migrant students decrease at a partic-

ular:junior high school we have to prorete the teacher only parttime and
that way it does limit the amount of time they can spend with the students.

There is a problem with one teacher which I am trying to work on Solving

with the tcachar and the principal.

Bave theré been any problems with the supervision of grades 7- 12 M1grant
Program teéachers this school vear?

Theére has been a supervision proi:lem z: ore school. As I have indiczted
. before I am working with this teacher's principal to try to come to Some
resolution. A,so at another school, one of the team teachers reported
that she wasn't workIng well with the migrant teacher to the principal

and the principal was really upsei by this. In checking out the situation

"it was just a personality conflict and the migrant teacher is definitely

Ta strong teacher. The situdtion has been resolved to everyone s satisfac-

PR I
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What have been the strengths of the implementation of the Secondary Parental

Involvement Gomponent this 'school year?

One of the main strengths is those parents who have been invoived, especial-~
ly Mr.; Mendoza who is our PAC president. The parents that do come regularly
tc PAC meetings have benefited from the; programs. This year we have had
mostly workshops focused on communication.f Parents really have seemed to"
enjoy this. Areas of communication we looked at were communication be- B
tweeni parents and child, parents and sc Lol, school and child and all® of
thdt Has gone very well. Anothér Stréngth is that thé- two communlty repre-
sentatives for the secondary level do a yery good job in \ommunacating with
parents. I feel that's a definite strength.

What have béén the weaknesses of the 1mp]Lmentat1on of the Secondary
Parental Involvement Component this schﬂol year?

As I have indicated the main weakness i.: Jhr inability to ge&t parents.to
attend. Attendance of parerits at meet’xgs\is lower this year than last year.
What has been most frustrating is the rirents who have greatest needs and
great‘st problems are the ores who nee< to be there and those are the

' parénts who don' t come. Thls HISOVHQ concerned the other parents who do

attend but they so far have mot comg 7 with successful ways to get parents
to come. I feel these nou-attending :arent% are reaily working on areas
such as surviv1ng so their prior1t1c are elsewhere. One of the things that
we hope to try next year that seems to have worked well when we have tried
it is to have food and refreshment: more at éach meeting. For some reason
this seems to draw mor:s people So un add;tlo‘ to just hav;ng refreshments

we might have sippers in conjunction with cur| meetings. Hopefully with

thi: we can get a few more people to come out& Parents-are the ones who
made tiese suggestions. .\

What have been the ,trengths of the 1mp1ementak1on of the Dropout Preven-
tion Specialist Program this school year?

1
Une of the main stren‘,;ths is that the program Js very research—based. The
w2y it has been structured has given us very deflnlte directions on how we
u,Lemented the project. Angie has been a reall|strength too, because she
has put together ¢ . program and implemented it The prlncipals at bo‘n

schools have been very supportxve of the project as weti a5 the counseil. rs

at both campuses have been very heipful: Although it's stiit very eariy
in the program I feel like so & of the kids at Apderson are attending
school more often than they were before. Some of the kids who are partic-—
ipating in the counselor sessions at Crockett aré now questioning some
things that havé beén discusséd so I feél 1like they are now opening up

- and maybe we are reachiiig them. :

tion Spec1a]1st Program ‘this school year’

The program is brand new, it's a pilot program and thé whole idea of the

G-31 iy
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token ecoinomy was very unusual to the AISD Business. Office. Lee Laws -

. and T liad to spend time this® year meeting with peéople in Finance or
meeting with TEA to explain what the program was all about, etc:

The program. did not get started until; late in the year. We were not

able to find someone who we felt was qualified to operate the program

until November and the program itself was not set andrin operation

until the second semester of the schooi year. It just seems" that with

this new type program we ran into a iot of roadblocks in the District

and with TEA. They had trouble understanding the nature of this pro-

. gram. Another probiem is that the students have not :always participated

as much as we would like:. T know this is. especxally‘true of Angie's

group and she has been ver, di:.ruointed bécause more; students haven' 't
come. I feel if we “1ve mors wiys to gt the studeiits interested im_
coming on a regulz- ~--is i ¥ould really be a benefit to them. Also

I would suggest thL =~ = the future we try to/have this program at the

junior high level and ~robably in the fiftp/ggd sixth level as well. If
we were to do it again I would start the counseling at the beginning of
the year and start the reward system at the beginning of the year. The

delay really did cost us.

"If the program ts funded next year, the eround mork we *aid this year
with TEA and AISD personnel w1ll really pay off irn tevis> of the program

being administered smoothly

c-32
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ription: Migrant Health Services Form

e

S \ '

. Brief dascrincicn of sha ifnst-teds? .

This form provides information about tha health services delivered by the Migranc
Program Nurse. Information collected included: _student name; ID, grade, school;

echnicicy, problem, type of contact; resolution of problem; parent contact; and
outcoma. . ' . .

-

T3 whom was the {nstmwsent adnisdscared?

The Wurse and her secretary compleced the forms:
- AY

_3¢w many 3ises Tas the {nsTmmens adad-dscared?

The forms were kept on a monthly basis.

“hen was the !astrmmenc admiadscared?
¥onthly, from August, 1982 through May, 1983.

WHers o33 cie {=sczvoenrs admiwigcarad?

In the Migrant Program Nursa's office.

who adsiaiggarad Ihe Issfsiments?

The form was compi;géd by the Nurse or her secrecary.

Whac S3aizning 3id che 3¢SInT5ESatats have? ~

[Py

written instructions were provided.

Nas =he instrumeme admdndstered usder standardizad csndisians?

Not appricable. - : ;
“ers shezs ovoblams wizh she Instumens ow the admisdstTacica.ihaz =dshe
affacT she wralidinr of zhe daga? : i,

Note were Idencified: -

Who davaisped zHe i=scsu=szz?

" The form with slight modifications has been used che last several years. It was
developed ia a collaboracive gaomet by the MIgrant Evaluacotr and the Nurse.

He IZssTizmany?

m

w

WH3C zeliazbilis? ard 31337y 3483 3Te avwailizpla 3t

None.

Ars shara =27 dazta 3vailadla Jor isgzarsvagdi=z the *asul:

Yo
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MIGRANT HEALTH SERVICES FORM

Purpose

The Migrant Health Services Form was completed by the Migrant Program

Nurse inm order to obtain information relevant to the following decision

and evaluation questions:

Decision Question D3' Should the Health Services Component be
continued as it is, modified, or deleted’

Evaluation Question D3-1: Were the-coﬁpoﬁeﬁt's objectives met?

Evaluarion Question D3-2: What services did migrant students

received?

Evaluation Question bézézf ﬁow many,migrant Students (hy grade
and ethnicity) wéré served by the Migrant Program Nurse?

Procedure

The Migrant Health Services Form was developed in 1977 by che Migrant

Evalgator and the Migrant Nurse. The form was designed to describe the
natore of the student contacts made by the Migrant Nurse.

Since there ‘was a new Migrant Nurse this year, she opted to use the form

with no changes.- See Attachment H—l for the Migrant Health Services Form.

The diréctions for the completion of the form are in Attachment H-2. In

completing the forms, the Niurse recorded health probiem(s) experienced

by each student. The ‘problem codes used with the form were the ones

de51gnated by the Migrant Student Record Transfer System. Attachment H-3

defines the problem codes used.

The data were keypunched, one card per coritact. Attachment H-4 is a copy
of the card file layout used. The data are stored at AISD on file MG-HEL83.

In order. to help the Nurse with her reporting to Health Services, the

Migrant ‘Health Services and Medical/Dentai Expense Monthly Report was used.

This is a monthly summary of her activities. See Attachment H-5 for a

,sample month s completed form: The program used to run these monthly
'reports its EVPNURSE.

5
~

Results

S 7 B ) L N S
EvaluationfQgegtiongDszl‘ Were the comporent's objectives met?

hood students. She Same close to reaching this gan by seeing 107 or 80%

of the 133 earZy childhood students.

This year the Nurse.set one of her gans as seeing 85% of the early child-

H-3 Co
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Another goal was to make at least minimal contact with 90% of the current-
ly migratory students. By the end of May, 1983, 75% of these students or
their parénts had been contacted:. It should be noted that the data on who
was/was not currently migratory were frequently inaccurate during the school
year making it.difficult for the Nurse to know who was current and who was
not.

In Figure #-1 ave listed the duplicated avd unduplicated counts of stu-

dents seen by campus. Across campuses she served 372 students in all.

This is lower than the 479 students seen irn 1981-82 when the nurse position
was fulltime, not halftime as it was this year.

Evaluation Question D3-2: What services did migraat students
receive? :

4 wide variety of services for students was conducted. See Figure H-2:
There were quite a wide variety of health problems encountered (Figure

H-3). The most common problems were cavities, physical evaluation, and

' health supervision.
Evaluation Questiom D3=3: How many migrant students (by grade

and ethnicity) were served by the Migrant Nurse?

.These data are presented in Figure H-4.. The most chilidren were seen at

the early childhood level, and 98% of the students seen were Hispanic.

- Miscellansous

In Figure H-§ ave listed the number of contacts with students by month.
April and May were the busiest months.
* made 566 contacts with parents = the majority of

The Nurse and her staff made 566 conta
the contacts were phone calle. See Figure H-6.

-

14;
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SCHOOL ' DUPLICATED COUNT U‘JDUPLICATED coum ]
- OF STUDENTS SERVED OF STUDENTS SERVED
N Austin C11 5 N
Johnston 14 8
MECallam B 1 1
Reagan | : ) 2 2
Travis 10 7
Crockatt . 26 10
Anderson 9 5
LBJ ’ 2 1
Falmore 4 2
0% Henty 4 3
Paarce 2 2.
Porter 3 4
Marein 21 . 9
Yurchison - 4 14 4
Bedichek _2 - 1
Allison 88 29
Andrews 18 3
Barton Hills 2 1
Becker 28 11
Blackshear 12 _4
Brooke 88 23
Brown __ 8 3
Campbell 2 2
Casis 6 4
Cunninghan 14 3
Dawson _ 77 28
Govalle * : 17 19
Harris = _ b3 -1
Highland park 20 13
Joslin . .11 -6 -
Maplewood B} 8 -9
Mathews ) - 4
Metz 50 . 21
Oak Sprinzs ’ 4 . 4
Ortega 16 -6
Sanchez 47 14
Pleasant Hill 3 3
Ridgecop 1 1
Rogsewood 2 2
St. Elmg’ 42 12 .
Travis ‘leighc.;‘ 22 10
Allan 87 33 =
Wooten ’ 1 1
Zavala 74 15
Barriagton 1 0
Pillow ___ 1 1 N
Wooldridge 1 L .
Sunget Valley 2 2
Graham -3 2
Linder 21 5
Cook 17 10 : e
Webb 8 4 %
Langford __ 15 4 , A
Developmencal Cencer 3 1 /
TOTALS 986 372 g

Figuré H-1.

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

1983. DupIIcated indIcaEes number of contacts with s:u—

dents at that school: Unduplicated indicates number of
students seen (regardless of the number of times each

studeﬁt was seen).
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| e
Regularly Scheduled Exam L L 129
Nonscheduled Exam g ‘ 28
Phone Contact . . 379
Referral to Medical Doctor ’ 218
|Referral to Dentist ‘ 241
Home Visit \ 35
Couns éiing/'i‘eacﬁin'g 176
Referral to Other Professionmal - - - 36

Figure H-2. TALLY OF VARIOUS NURSING ACTIVITIES FOR SEPTEMBER, 1982
THROUGH MAY, 1983.
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PROBLEM - . o :
‘ CODE : PROBLEM FREQUENCY PERCENTAGE

S A % Cavities 143 14.3
1602 Physical evaiuation . 133. 13.3
1601, Health supervision ‘ ‘ 104 ) 10.4
1305 Other ill~defined conditions ) _ 89 ° . 8.9
1710 Dental referral o ) 73 7.3
0703 Upper respiratory: infection, cold, sore ' o o
o - throat, etc. : 48 4.8
0108 Pediculosis - ' 29 2.9
0508 ~ Other ear problems 27 2.7
0525 Failed vision screening test 23 2.3
1706 Prophylaxis 23 2.3
1307 Enlarged tonsils 20 2;0
0519 Needs glasses. ’ 18 1.8
1006 Other problems of’ skin/subcutaneous tissue 17 1.7
1733 Gingivitis = . ~17 1.7
G507 Otitis media . : 16 1.6 .
0901 Diseases of the Ridney/bladder 13 1.3
0509 Other eye problems : 12 - 1.2
0522 Referral 4 ' "12 1.2
1001 Impetigo 12 1.2
0704 Other respiratory diseases 3 0.8
1004 Dermatitis : 8 0.8
0803 . Other problems of dlgestlve system N | .7
1717 Abscess screening . 7 .7
0511 Other diseases of the nervous system/sSanse - ]
. organs 6 .6
0523 Amblyopia - - 6 .6
1712 Failed dental screening 6 .6
9900 Sensitive data 6 .6
0000 No problem found 5 .5
1102 Other diseases of-the musculo-skeletal system 5 .5
0702 Infiuenza and pneumonia 4 4
1002 = Scabies 4 4
1302 Headache 4 4
1400 Accidents, trauma, and injurles 4 3
1609 Health referral ~ 4 4
1801 - Disorder articulation 4 .4
0605 - Other problems of circulatory system/other '
7777777 o heart . 4 A
0303 Obesity 3 .3
1103 Scoliosis séfeenxng , 3 .3
1306 "Epilepsy : 3 .3
0121 Chicken pox 2 .2
0304. Other endocrine nutrition/metabolic problems 2 .2
0515 Hyperopia 2 .2

. 0520 ‘Wears glasses _2 22
0526 Failed hearing screening test 2 .2
0603 Hypertension - 2 .2
0902 Diseases of genxtal organs 2 .2
1008 Warts : 2 .2

PROBLEM IN SEPTEMBER, 1982 - MAY, 1983.

(Page 1 of 2) _ o
. H=7 ;15;5

Figure H=3. NUMBER AND- PERCENTAGE OF CONTACTS MADE FOR! EACH HEALTH




PROBLEM R
CODE PROBLEM FREQUENCY . PERCENTAGE
1100 Diséases of musculo—s&eletal system 2 0.2
1203 Cleft lip/palate 2 - 0.2
1204 Other congenital anomalies ) 2 - 0.2
1206 Umbilical Hernia 2 0:2#
1209 Heéart murmur 2 . 0.2
1402 Fractures of extremities 2 0.2
1605 X-Ray: 2 0.2
1607 Tetanus shot 2 0.2
1608 Medication presyribed 2 0.2
2200 Examination 2 0.2
0103 Diarrhea / 1 0.1
0117. TubArculosis, other i 0.1
0118 Stréptococcal 1nfections 1 0.1
0119 = Othér infective parasite 1 0.1
0200 ~ °  Neoplasms 1 0.1
0306 - Hyperactive 1 - 0.1
0309 Poor nutritional habits L1 C.1
0512 Organic visual problem 1 0.1
0516 Myopia 1 0.1
0529 . Nervous stomach i 0.1
0701 Asthma - 1 0.1
0805 Drain pluggéd salivary glaﬂd 1 0.1
0900 Diseases of genito-urinary system 1 0:1
0903 Other gernito-urinary -1 0:1
1003 Ringwo rin 1 0:1
1005 Eczeéma - 1 0:1
1101 Arthritis/rheumatism l 1 0.1
1105 Scoliosis screening/negatlve 1 0.1
1109 . 3pinal scoliosis i / 0.1
111l Orthopedic screening 1 0.1
1200 Congenital anomalies 1 0.1
1303 Infestations, mites 1 0:1
1308 Nose bleed 1 0:1
1404  Laceratiom, open wound 1 0.1
1603 Immunizations . 1 © 0.1
1611 Antibiotics 1 0.1
1702 Fiilings ix 0.1
1768 Root canal 5 1 0.1
1800 Communication disoi-ders 1 0.1
2203 Vision screééning 1 0.1
9999 Other seéensitive data 1 0:1
TOTAL ) 997 100%|
. ~ . I
Figure H-3: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF CONTACTS MADE FOR EACH HEALTH =

PROBLEM IN SEPTEMRER, 1982 - MAY, 1983:
(continueéd, page 2 of 2)
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82.02
- Attachment H~2 -
L . .. ... . (page 1l of 3)
INSTRUCTIONS: MIGRANT HEALTH SERVICES FORM -

The Migrant Health Services Form shauld be: completed on a monthly basis
~and sent through the school mail to Catherine Christner, Administration

Building,; Box 79.:
s BOX e

In iﬁiéffﬁit to-reduce clerical time, follow-up contacts will not be
recorded on this form. -

SCHOQL: The three-digit school code Shoiild be entered om this Zine. Please

use the attached school code’list to find each school's number code.

Use a different Migrant Health Services Form for each school.

DAJE: Please enter thé.moﬁth and year the expeuses were incurred;‘i.é.,
Oct. 81. T : )
NAME: The student name should be listed with the last name first then a

space, followed by |the student's first name.

AISD ID NUMBER: The seven-digit AISD student identification number will be
N compleped\by ORE personnel.

. A . .
ETHNICITY: 'éigasgiéééégigﬁt one-digit ethnicity code as taken from the
' . following tist:| (1) American Indian (2) ' Asiam or Pacific.

| Isiander . (3) \Black, not of Hispanic origin ~. (4) Hispanic,
and.: (5) Anglo,!not of Hispanic origin.

GRADE: The student's curréﬁé\gradevin school should| be entered.
. v , ] 77.;777 o JL - ST o 7
;' This falls into the three categories listed .
| below. ! :
\ i

13y - Regularly Scheduled Screeming: This is a screening or exam givem
at a scheduled time at the-student's school.. This would not include,

" for example, a scheduled follow-up exam Wwhich was separate from the

-

scheduled exams- given to other members of a student's school. .
2) ﬁéﬁééche&uiéérﬁiéi;k This would include any exam given by the Migrant
‘Wirse at the student's school or id sthe Nurse's office which would

not be classified as a schediiled screeuning.

, R - - i o .
3) Handled.by Phone.. Use the following codes in this category:

The NuréfﬂdiégﬁOSes\the problem and takes some action by

[
0

phdﬁé,withbut”seeing\tbgfstﬁ&éﬁé;

Immunization Record Check
Other

|
mou

Record a "1" in-the column of whichever cf the three headings is the most

applicable, except if the contact is an Immunization Record Check

. (2) or Other -(3) under the Handled-by-Phone category.

| ‘\
g1z | Ry




Attachmenc H-Z '
(Continued page 2 of 3)

This section 1s where a listing is made of what health problems

were found. Two cypes of information are requested.
] (1) Déscrigtioﬁ. Under chis columm a brief verbal descrip—
° tion of the health problem noted- for that student is
1isted. Each-additional health problem for that student
o is listed on succeeding lines.,
(2)‘ MSRTS Code. Across from deScription of each health
problem the appropriate four—digit MSRIS Code should be
entered. If no problem was found, enter 0000. Use 9999

to indicate no appropriate code was available or the code

was unknown. Use 1305 to indicate the studert's cprdition:

is ill-defined——a problem exists, but no diagnosis is
avaiiable.:

One or more columns under this heading will

_ generally be completed following each contact

S by the Migrant Nurse. There may be some cases .

7 S where none of the actions listed were taken. If

’ ' multiple actions are taken for a given columm ;
(for example; two home‘v1sits), indicate the

N number of occurrences. Otherwise, place a nyn

o under the proper column (Referred to MD, Referred

' to Dentist, Home Visit, and Counsellng or f

Teaching). In cﬁe last column,rParent CoutacE ’

e:

pledse ernter the following codes as appropria
1 = A parent is contacted by phone, 2 = A note

home to the parent is sent; and 3 = The parent -

makes a visit to the Nurse's office. . .

If some unlisted action 1is taken;”write "other"”
and a description-in the "Outcome" colummn.
Under the referrzl headings; !"W" means on the
waiting list. :

‘ ' If there is some other résolution not covered
the Nurse records one of the following in the
outcome column
1 = Psychologist Counselor° 2 = Public Health
Department; 3\= Regular chool Nurse;

4 = AISD Vision/hearing Jechoician; 5 = Speech
Therapist; 6 = local Suppo}t Team and;
7 = OT/PT
‘ v
QUTCOME: This column is provided for the Nurse to expand upon the résolution

of any contacts with students. ]

CuMPL TED ./ This cclumn is provided for the Nurse's convenlence to check
as a case 1is resolved. -

When situations arise which are not readily recorded on the form, please call
Catherine Christner at 453—1227, so that sSome agreed-upon solution can be

reached.

2uU;
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' : o MSRTS HEALTH PRO3BLEMS LIST

i ! . - CGame i
82.02 8625731 Attachment B-3 "AGE 1
N y o (Page 1 of 6)
. CADE HEALTH PROBLEM ' ‘ EH LINx,GEs
1400 ACCIDENTS, TRAUMA® AND INJURIES T
140l FRACTS. OF SKULL;SPINE,AND TRUNK _ 208
1402 . FRACTS. OF EXTREMITIES g - 2e6
1403 'DISLOC, SPRAIN; STRAIN EE 206
143%  LACERATIQN, QPEN wcuuu E 206
1485 BYURNS o ‘ - 206
1406 POISONING=TOXIC EFFECT .- 2086
1508 ALLERGIC CGNDITIONS TO EXTRANEQUS AGENTS - -
1581 DETERGENTS , . 206
1502 GILS AND GREASE . : 206
1583 SOLVENTS ' : 2056
1504 DRUGS .206
1505 CHEMICALS \ 205
1506+ . FQQDS _ : : 205 206
1507 ‘PLANTS _ : - 206 o
- 15088 ANIMALS ’ : 205 ~
15089 ULTRA=VIOLET RADIATION CE”CE’T SUNBURN) 205
1510 UNSPSCIFIED CAUSE ; _ | 206
1511 . ASA ASPIRIN : : . 206 N
1512  PENICILLIN » . 208 B
1513 _INSECTS ¢ . . : T . 206 - o
1514 WASP QR BEE STINGS . IR 206
1515 HORSE SeRUM. - = . o S
1800 COMMUNICATIVE DISORDERS 204
180t DISORD ARTICULATIGH 204"
1502 DISORDERS OF VGICE 204
1303 3rsoen LANG. SYMROLIZAT : : 204
1384 DISORD RHYTHM (STUTTER). 204
1200 CONGENITAL ANGMALIES : , 1
1201 CARDIC-VASCULAR (HEART DEFECT) : 101 206
1202 CONGENITAL HIP (PGSSIBL MQTQOR IMPAIRMENT) . 203
1203 CLEFT LIP/PALATE (POSS: SPEECH IMPAIRMENT) 204
1206 OTH CONGENIT. ANAMOLIES ' L © 206 ,
1205 HERNIA. : , . 101 246
1206  UMBILICAL HERNIA . o t0: 204
1207 °  NYSTAGHUS o : “ 201
1208 = STRABISMUS = - g 201
- 1289 AEART MURMUR _
1218 FLAT FQQTED_
1211 - FAILURE TO THRIVE » X B |
1708 DENTAL HEALTH : 205 2056
‘1701 EXTRACTION - - _ | |
1702 FILLINGS C ’ ‘/
1783 ©  PARTIAL -~ | / ’
1704 ~ DENTURES » L ———
1735 3RACES = :
1705 PROPHYLAXIS f EC;—IVED;
1707 PERMANENT BRIDGE ; g
1708  ROQT CANAL | 't AUG 26 oy
1709 CAFPING . : D) { = £
~ - , : Ub i nmmmﬂu £
§_  MEDAT faznaze
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' MSRTS HEALTH PROBLEMS LIST

b 82,02 - as ”25 31 Attachment H-3 PAGE 2
‘ S T - (continued, page 2 Of 6) B
CQDE ' HEALTH PROBLEH L . EH LINKAGES
'1718 - REFERRAL L
“1711 . CAVITIES o -

1712 FAILED BDENTAL . sczsgxrus ~ . .
1713 - FLOURIDE SCREENING L _
171%¢  FLOURIDE TREATMENT _ e : R EC EI V ED
1715 - FLOURIDE RIMSE . _ i
1716 ~ 'DENTAL SCREENING 1. AUC 25‘@@, 3
1717 ABSCESS SCREENING/ .

1718 PULPQTOMY - TR xmu
1719 NEEDS TO SEE GRTHGDGNTIST ¢ Jit FELCIAS.
1720 INDIRECT PULCAP b T g
1721 " ACID ETCH CROWN : '
1722 - ALLOY ‘
172% ADAPTIC :
1724 DENTAL X=RAY
1725 ~ PERIGDENTAL POCKET .
1726  'INCISION & DRAINAGE
1727 PALATAL COMPGSITE RESTORATION
1728 CROWN ~ 8
~172%¢ GUT-SUTURE
- 1730 SPACE MAINTAINER
1731 . UVEITIS
1732,  FORMQCRESOL PULP
1733 GINGIVITIS -
1100 DISEASES OF MUSCULQ-SKE LETAL SYsTEM
1iat ARTHRITISZRHEUMATISH ‘101 203, _
1182 QTHER DISEASES OF THE MUSCULG-SKELETAL SYSTE Ml0L 203
1103 SCOLIAQSIS SCREENING .
1104 LEG PERTHES o o : o L
1103 SGBEEGSIS,SGEEEHIEG°NEGATIVE
1104 LORDAS LS sc=§§1;86,
1107 PODIATRIC SCREENING
1108 gssoas SCHLATT;BS DISEZASE ,
1109 - SPINAL SCOLIOSIS . ;
1110 ARTHRAGGRIPGSIS . /
- 111l QRTHQPEDIC SCREENING : _
1112 OSTESOCARCINGMA L
0430 DISEASEZS OF THE 3LOOD \ FORMING ORGANS . ; b .

- 8401 SICKLE CELL ANEMIA | ;g; 203 206
9402 HEMQPHILIA : . +f1o1 203 206
0403 LEUKEMIA , . "N /18l 283 20§
040% ANEMIA ' ' N{ 101 203 205
3405 _ GLYCEMA -/ 101 203 20§
8600 DISEASES OF THE CIRCULATORY SYSTEHM S o
gsal CARDIQVASCULAR DISEASES - 1al -
gs02 CEREBRAL "VASC. ACCIDENT ' / 206
0403 AYPERTENSION. = ~ I 208
gs04 RUEUMATIC FEVER/RHEUMA-TIC HEART DISEASE ta1 208
9505 QTHER PROBS OF CIRCULA-TORY SYSTEM/OTHER HEART 206
0406 ;SUBCONJUNCuIVA HEMATOMA

H-16 Ry
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MSRID MEALINT FRUDLEII

86/25/81

wda

Attachment H-3

PAGE 3

‘ H-17

.’ 82:02 (continued, page 3 of 6) = -
COmE HEALTH PROBLEM B EH LINKAGES
0800. DISEASES OF THE DIGESTIVE SYSTEM o
g8otl DISEASES OF THE LIVER _ 206
0382 - GASTRGENTERITIS/COLITIS _ - e
0803 QTHER PROB OF DIGESTIVE SYSTEM 206 ;
0304 ESOPHAGUS MALFUNCTION
08385  DRAIN PLUGGED SALIVARY GLAND
a8as THRUSH - : -

@837 - JAUNBICE = L A

asge EASES "OF >THE ssﬁfTa:aﬁzﬁAa?,S?srsn -

gsal <EASES OQF THE KIDNEY/ SLADDER 206

asa2 DLSEASES QF G NITAL QRG 208

@983 . QTHER GENITU-URINARY ' 204

g304 - §?A‘BCELE , .

0530 BISZASZS OF THE/NERVOUS SYSTEM S
6501t APkEs:c/qu,naxoLEsrc . 101 203 204 206
0502 NG 201 203 . .
Q503 “CEXCEPT caNGEN?TnLJ 201 203

Q504 DEAF/PARTIALLY DEAF - - - 202

0585 GLAUCOMA - 201

0506 MTR NEURGN DISGRDER(INC PUS:-PGLIOJMTR IMPRMNT gl ‘203

asg7 JTITIS MEDIA 202

39508 QTHER EAR PROBLEMS 202

GEK) GQTHER EYE PRQBLEMS _ 201 -

g510 SPEECH DISTURBANCES R 204

3511  OTHER DISEASES OF NERV. SYSTEM/SENSE ORGANS 206..

@512 . QRGANIC VISUAL PROBLEM -

Q513 BINGCULAR VISUAL

a514 REFRACTIVE L

515  HYPERGPIA 201

Q516 MYGPIA 201

Q517 ASTIGHATISHM 201

as18 NESDS HEARING AID 202

9519 NEEDS GLASSES 201

g520 WEARS GLASSES 201 205

gsza2i WEARS HEARING AID , 202

9522 REFERRAL - 266

9523 . AMBLYQPIA T :

9524 ANISQMETRGPIA L ,

a52s FAILED VISION SCREENING TEST. 20t

as2s FAILED. HEARING SCREENING TEST 202

@527 WEARS CONTACT LENS :

a528 BITING NAILS

g529 NERVOUS STOMACH

6538 CEREBRAL PALSY S —— .
@531 'CONGENITAL CATARACT g
d552°  PINK EYE. P 'l‘iEC’EIVEL—',
0533 NEURGFIBROMATOSIS . . ;
9534 -COLGR SLINDNESS | [ 5 any ¢
0535 BYSLEXIA - | . AUG 26 1E81
0536 SLEPHARITIS ;

mnmnamumu:
BISIANT FROSGAR-




"MSRTS HEALTH PROBEEMS LIST L
" 86725781 - PAGE &

82:02 , ’ . - Attagygent 13-3
‘ : T : (contxnué&, page 4 of 6) ‘
CODE HEALTH PRGBLEM | - - EH LINKAGES |
.. 0537 CHALAZION -
@533 - EMMETROPHIA
d78Q ‘DISEASES OF THE RESPIRATORY SYSTEM _
g78L . ASTHMA 10t zas
_@782 INFLUENZA AND PNEUMGONIA . . 206
@703  UPPER RESP. INFECTION, COLD, saas TRRUAT, ETC. 206
0704 - QTHER RESPIR. DISEASES , _ 206
Q785 .CHEST PAINS _ ‘ ' ’ -
1000 DISEASES OF THE sxru-suschAnsaus TISSUE o
100l INPETIGS - 2088
1002 . SCABIES - | ’ 206 . -
_ 1033 RINGWORM L o 208
: lQQ§\\ DERMATITIS . , o - 206 ?
1005 ECZEMA . " ' 206 - - /.
100% OTHER PROBLEMS GF SKIN/ suscuTANscu§ TissUE 206
1837 - - INGROWN TOE NAIL

1008\ "WARTS . ' ' _ -

0308 .ENDGCRINE, NUTRITIONAL AND METABULIC DISEZASES

g30t DIABSTES MELLITUS , _ 181 285 206 5
g3a2 MAtNUTRITIGN/DEHYDRATN . S 101 205 286
a3a3 QBESITY . - 288
304 OTHER ENDOCRINE NUTR;T/Wr.ABGLIC Paastws 285 2056
g385 HYPGGLYCEMIA
g30s HYPERACTIVE _
@387 = HASHIMOTO STRUMA s L o
e¢308 ABSCESS GELLULITIS INFECTION , : e
0309 POCR NUTRITIONAL HABITS T2 — I EEEs!
2207 EXAMINATION = vrszaN.BENTAL, HEALTH + GlH:? FEQEQG;Eil\J'
2201 AUDIG EXAMS - a ”
3282 ~ 'MCT-VISION SCREENING ' -
2283  VISION SCRESNIN® - :
2204  TWO HR EQ§IWPQnNﬁfAt aLHCUSE TS?
2205 QFFICE VISIT
2000 HEALTH PROBLEM SAMPLE
2001 HEALTH PROBLEM SAMPLE
0168 INFECTIVE AND PARASITIC DISEASES
Lol .. DIPTHERIA
6102 COCCIDIQIDGMYCOSIS N
gl03 DIARRHEA : : 206
g104 SALMONELLA 'OR SHIGELLA . 205
g105 HEPATITIS - 286
Q136 - MEASLES
gla7 MUMPS , c
glg8 ~ PEDICULASIS ' = 2056 -
g1a9 PERTUSSIS
gl1a RUSELLACGERMAN MEASLES) : »
g1l YENEREAL DISEASE . 205
gL12 TRACHOMA , o : 201 2086

. @113 TUBERCULOSIS; PULMGNARY-ACTIVE _ 1d1 205 206

?\\, gite TUBERCULOSIS, PULMONARY-INACTIVE - 206

N . L o
' . H-18 D, ,.
N\ - 21




-MSRTS HEALTH PRUBLENS LIST

; ‘ _ 06/,25/8L « PAGE 5§
-82.02 _ . Attachment. H-3 .
: : : . - (continued, page 5 of 5)

~ CODE - HEALTH PRQBLEM : o : ~ EH LINKAGES
0115  TUBERCULUSIS, RSACTOR /4 CONVERTER 208
0L1s TUBERCULESIS, EXTRA-~  PULMONARY _ - 208
0117  TUBERCULOSIS, QTHER _ : 206
gl1sg STREPTOCOCCAL INFECTHNS ‘ _ 2056

Qll9 GTHR INFECTIVE,PARASIT. : 206"
glrLas ATHLETE'S FOOQT: ' : - g
o121 'CHICKEN PGX \
a122 CAPITIS .\

9123 MENINGITIS xj
g124 MALARIA |\
gr2s SCARLET FEVER)| .

_gt2s - -HEWUFURPURA :

- 9200 NEQRLASMS | o \ O
gz01l HALIGNANT N o ‘ 206
0202 BENIGN , L .. 206
99C0 SENSITIVE DATA .~ S . w
1600 SUPPLEMENTARY cLAssIFICATch ' : ; S
1501 HEALTH SUPERVISION . 2mE N\
1602  PHYSICAL EVALUATION - | . 206 \\

1603 IMMUNIZATIONS S ‘ 205

1604 . AMRUTATION , _ 101 203 204
1505 X=RAY . ' - 206,

1406 EEG ELECTRGENCEPHAEGGRAM : , "
1887 . TETANUS S40T - Co
1608 MEDICATION PRESCRI3ZED . o

. 1409 - HEALTH REFERRAL ' ‘ — |

1810 EMERGENCIES - XRECEIVED
1611 ~ ANTIBIQTICS | - Y
1512 CHEST X-RAY | _ T _
1613 IMMUNIZATIONS REFUSED i AUG 25 g5
1614 BREAST EXAMINATION 5, ,,,,,

1515 ~ HEMBGLGBIN : .. KISTIN PURLIC StetoLs
1616 HEMATGCRIT = ?‘?' _ MIGRANT pRacaay ‘
1517 COMPLETE BLOOD COUNT - _ T— el
1618 CHEMOTHERAPY ‘ o : LR e
1619 ALGPECIA AaeetA

1900 SURGERY . : \

1901 TONSILLECTOMY - : N : 2ds

1362 ADENGIDECTAMY : - .7 206

_ 1303 T AND A = : ' ; L 2as

~ 1904  MYRINGQTGMY L S 206
1905 - MYRINGQTOMY BILATERAL - o 205
1906 - APPENDECTOMY A 205
1907 TYMPANGPLASTY . : .. 206 -
1948 cYSTASCOPY ' . 20687
1300 svmprcns. ILLNESSEg::QEFfNED caNBzTIch N o
1301 CONVULSIVE DISGRDERS © 206
1302 HEADAGHE . RN N 206
1303  INFESTATIONS, MITES 2 . N 206

1304 INFESTATIONS, TICKS ‘ 205

=19




MSRTS HEALTH. PROBLEMS LIST L
Q4s25/781 "PAGE 6
. Attachment H-3 , B
o - o : (continued, page 6 of 6) _
cane . HEALTH PROBLEM . = ~© - EH LINKAGES

1305 QTHER LLL-OEFINED COND.
& . EPILEPSY

1307  ENLARGED TONSILS

1308 © NGSE BLEED:=
. 2100 WOMEN INFANT CHILDREN WIC

Lot 206 -
204

‘%scgw ED

T3 Caug 28 et

AT PIEL SGTOOLS
wemat paosad

T 206
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82.02 - Instrument Description: Migrant Medical Expenses Form ___ e
 mm . _ X 1
. 3rief daseriseion of cha {SStmwenc:
wing information on a monthly
student

graut Program funds: s
he amount of the doctor (or _

This form providas_for the collection of the follo
iudicate a code

pasis about che medical/dental bills paid for from ML
nama, grada; ID; and school; plus_space for listing ¢
deatal, pharmacy, ¥-ray, lab, glasses) bill received and a 3pace to
for which doctor, até. provided the service.

T5 THER 9IS che {sCTmantadadadszazad?

The form was complaféé by thi@ Notsa or her secrecary.

Sow mans sinas 7as the LSsESEEeAc admizistarad?

The forms were kept oo a somthly baais.

Wheo '7as the {ngcrmment

\ochly from Sepcember, 1982 cthrough May, 1983.

ars <as e ‘Essormenc adminiscersd?

g ch& Nurse's ﬁéfié; or other location of her choice:

tors
H
(L]}
&
3
al
s ]
i
n
11

"

3

Sho admisisearad She fSscrumenc? o

The form was completed by the Nursa or her secretary.

fhae sraining 444 She admimdacracoTs have?

were ptovidéd.

O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

enms oc zhe administzacisn thac Sdzhe

Tho davaloved tHe i{Zscmoencz?

The Migrant Program nurses and evaluztors, past and preseut developed and modi
tha form over the years as needs were {adicated. ’
Waze—=sliszpili=r and gaTsdser daga aca awvailapla st she {=sTimmens?

Nona.

wers thars-scsblams aich SHe f3sesm
Af=acc =he validimr of she darca? -
. None were identified. N
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MIGRANT MEDICAL EXPENSES FORM

Purpose

The Migrant Medical Form was completed by the Migrant Program Nurse in

order to obtain information relevant to the following decision and eval-
uation questions:

Decision Question D3: - Should the Health Services Componént be con-—

tinued as it is, modified, or deleted?

_Evaluation Question D3-1: Were the componerit's objectives met?

Evaluation Quéstion D3-2: What services did migrant students -
receive?

Evaluation Question D3-3: How many migrant students (by grade

and ethnicity) were served by the Migrant Program Nurse?

Procedure

Evaluation and the Migrant Program Nurse. It was designed to gather

~4nformation concerning: a) the amourt of Migrant Program money spent

each month for health services, and b) the type of expenditures made.

Since the Migra1t Nurse was new to this position, she requested the form .

The MIgrant Wedical Expenses Form was developed in 1977 by the Migrant

“Yemain the same as in 1981=8277 The form 18 in "Attachment ~I=Li7Ther--mm oo
d1rections for the completion of the form are in Attachment I-2. The

Medical Expeuses codes used are in Attachment I-3.

Tbeidgta were coded and. keypunched on a monthly basis in the card file
layout in Attachment H-4. The data are stored on file MG-MED83. See

"‘Appendix H for informaticn about the oritly report produced for the

Nurse on program health services and medical expenses.

Results

Evaiuation Question D3 -1: Were tﬁe'compoﬁéﬁt's ijectives met?

receive7

In Figure I-1 are presented the type of empendztures by month and the

" number of students served from September through May. Dental bills
accounted for just over haZf the monéy. spent. Aeross all months and
types of expenditures, an average of $59.24 was spent perrstudent This

zs slightly lower than the $62.46 average per student spent in 1981-82.

- T 227
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Tabulations on the dental expenditures alone are presented in Figure I-2.
Eighty-eight students had dental expenses paid, with an average of $103.88
‘spent per student. This average is only very slightly different than the
1981-82 average of $103.48. -

Evaluation Question D3-3: How many migrant students (by grade - -

and ethnicity) were served by the Migrant Nurse?

As can be noted in Figure I-3, 175 students had medical/dental bills -

paid from Migrant Program funds from September through May. Early child-

hood students had the most bills paid, followed by elementary students
with secondary students having the least. Only oneé student out of the
175 who had medical/dental expenses paid for was.-not Hispanic.

Miscellaneous

In Figure I-4 ave presented some comparisons between this year's data and

that of previous years. This year the average spent per student was less
than. each of the previous years reported. Please note all comparisons

are September through April (since May data were not available from the.
early years). The percentage of monies spent on dental expenses is higher
than in 1981-82, but lower than in the other years- reported. : '
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_ . ﬁupii’cétéci ﬁndup’flir;'a't-edv
. - Grade : Count Count

;’
Early Childhood / 73 39
K : ; 22 .16
1 | | 54 31
2 : ‘ 20 . 10
s | 3t R ¥1
/ 4 . 18 .13
5 A 23 , 11
' 6 12 10
‘ﬁEiéméntary'foﬁaiAi "1_';”_”'Mj'176_ . s .
;o i 7 "8 o | : 6
-A 8 ' 7 6
! [Vjurﬂ:crif ﬁi:é,ﬁ T@ﬁ;i' L . . 15 e g -
9 | 18 , ' 8

10 . 10 : 5

AISD Total - ' 293 ‘175

Senfor High Total ~ = - 0U35I T oniepgeiiaiios

figure I-3 NUMBER OF MIGRANT STUDENTS BY-GRADE LEVEL WHO HAD
MEDICAL OR DENTAL EXPENSES PAID FOR BY THE MIGRANT
PROGRAM (FOR SEPTEMBER, 1982 - MAY; 1983),




1978-19

1979-80 1980-81

1981-82 1982-83
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e, s, e, i,
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January, February, Movember, January,
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-------------------------
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o om

TOTAL FINUS EXPENDED
SEFTENBER TROLCH
ARRIL
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§20;629.68 - §32,756.62

§19,999.52 §13,66L.77

NVERACE SPENT PER S70-
UENT (DUPLICATED CONT), |
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82.02 | : Attachment I-2
v (Page 1 of 2)
 INSTRUCTIONS: ~MIGRANT MEDICAL EXPENSES FORM
This form should be completed on a monthly basis and semt through_the
school mail to Cathérine Christner, Administration Building, Box 79.

In addition to the directions below, an example is attached.

DATE: Please enter the month and year the expenses were incurred; i.é.,
May 83. = : : .

NAME: The student name should be isted with last name first then a
- space, followed by the student's first name. . .

p: The seven-digit AISD student identification number.wiii be completed

' . by ORE persommel: = - .

S§H§§jf The three-digit school code should be entered in this columm.

Please use the attached school code list to find each school's
number code. : ) '
GRADE: Thé'Studéptié currént éradé in school should be entered.

DOCTOR:  Doctor and Dentist are both completed in the same .fashion. -

DENTIS 'I! ;i Each column has a dotted line separating the columm’into two
 halves. 1In the first half —-- a two-digit code is entered for
" the doctor (or demtist) from whom the bill was received. In

i —_ -4 _Z

| the secord half of the columm, the dollars and cents amount of
the bill received should be entered. ' :

‘PHARMACY: Pharmacy, %-Ray; Lab, and Glasses are all completed in the same
X=RAY: fashion: Each columm has a dotted line separating the column;

GLASSES: entered for the pharmacy (or x-ray, lab, or glasses) vhere the
' bill originated. In thé second half of the column; the dollars

and cents amount of the bill received should be entered:

LAB: . into two halves. In the first half — a one-digit code is

Ualess it is helpful for your purposes, there is no nged to emter bilis

received on the Migrant Health Services Form, since the referral should
already be on there. | . ) |

Noté: The Migrant Nurse should send a Iisting of the codes assined and

the assignees for the last six items. As the year progresses, if

additional doctors, dentists, etc., are added please assign them a-
code number; Please advise Catherine Christmer of any changes or

-additions made.

1-~10 o
29,
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82.02

MIGRANT MEDICAL EXPENSES FORM 1982-83.

GLASSES

Garrett Optical = 1
. South Austin Optical = 2

PRARMACY -

Attachment I-3 ..

(Doctor, Dentists, Pharmacies, etc.)

X=RAY

East Side Pediatrics = O1
Javier Guerra, M.D. = 02

LABORATORY

. Eckerd's Drugs - North = 1. East Side Pediatrics = 01 °

T Eckerd‘s Drugs - Soufh = 2 Javier Guerra, MiD. = 02

D & R Pharmacy = 4 )
Central Pharmacy = 5

DENTIST

" Richard Ross, D:D:S: = 20
Bvron Smith, D.D. S; = 21
Wayne McElveen,; D D.S. = 22
Iate/White/Haie, D:D:8. = 23

Chad Snow, D:D:S: = 24

Wwilliam Buchanan, D.D.S. = 25 ‘ B -

DOCTOR

‘East Side Pediatrics - Ol

Javier Guerra, M.D. = 02

Sue Ellen Young, M.D. = 03

Ernest Butler, M.D. = 04

C. Wade. Peters/ Jr., %.D. =05

Austin Miaor Emergency Clinic (AMEG) = 06
George Willeford; M.D. = 07

Capital Pediatric Group = 08
' James Sharp,: M:D: = 09

Boyd Morgam, M.D:. = 10

William Gamei, M:D. = 11

1-12 ' 22:?.,
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ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

- sud diieﬁg:tcn of the ..sr:n-.!

data (1f student), purpose of conEacc, com:ac: mde, and comments.,

1

o whom was gi;;igggszsagemiéggggsc-fié?

Zou many timae was che {astemens admindscared?
Not applicable:

Whan 7as che fnstmen: adniatacered?

Peds e R R R

Whenevar iz was cotvenleat for the Dropout Prevention Specialist.

¢ription: . Dropout Prevention ”ecialist Task Lo

Thé Log 1s a one-page sheat upon which the Dropo":rPx:evenﬁion' Spéci&iiii enters the
following: name of person contacted, date of contact, type of person, demograchic

,

At a location of the Spet.iali st's choice:

who icE;ﬁ‘stmé the— ‘.g%:na_a..c"

The Dropout Prevention Specialist.

whic teaiad=e did che admindarsators have?

"Directions and an example were provided. g
‘ . - . 4
%Was the izstmment adois a.d::iniﬁg!—é ¢ndar standardizsd comd c"s" ]
Not applicable. -

o o - [ _ o o . o —
§  Wewe_zhars oroblads wich zXe 4ngrmrment 9T the admieizozatitn ‘“.a‘ sdgis
afiect the validicv of che daca? ’ P
Yone were ‘identified.. *
"ho daveloned the-<i=semwmenc? -
The \I.igx:an: Evaluatox.‘ uith teview »by the Dropou: Prevencion Specialist.
:ﬁa:%ei%.aail.‘.:# 32d salidi=y daca are a.vailao_r 2o -ele fimgtmm=anc? o8
None.
I .
7 -
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Y 4 | .

5 | , - L
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DROPOUT PREVENTION SPECIALIST TASK LOG

Purpose

The Dropout Prevention Specialist Task tog was compieted by the Dropout

i et e A

Prevention Specialist in order to obtain information relevant to the
following decision and evaluation questions: :

tion D2. Should the K~12 instructionai Component

Commuuication Skills) be continued as it is, modified, or deieted?

EvaluationfQuestionfDZUQ, What services did the Dropout Preven>
tion Specialist provide? -

Procedure

' The Dropout Prevention Specialist Task Form (Attachment J-l) was devei-
oped to keep records of ‘the Specialist s contacts and their purposes.

The form was developed by the Migrant Evaluator with review by the Drop-
out Prevention Specialist. A set of- directions (Attachment J-2) was sent
with a number of rhe forms as was a cover memo (Attachment J-3) " The
Specialist returaed the’ completed forms to the Migrant Evaluator who :
tallied the reoults by hand. = :
N \';\,\. . - B : . ' ; !
Lo Results : i
X ' |
Evaluation Question D2-9: What services did the Dropout Pre- |
ventioniSpecialiSt provide? '

{
k

‘In Figure J—l is a\monthly summary of the Specialist s non~student con~

tacts. The Specialdst made the most contacts with District . administrators,
either. at- the centra1 office level or at Crockett and Anderson: The i
majority of all non-student contacts was for-information giving/gathering
purposes or a comb1nation of information giving/gatheting and planning.

< . Eighty-six percent of these contacts were made in person by the SpecIalist
and the remaining 14% were by phone. !

Since the program did not begin serving students tii the third week . of

the second semester, student contacts were made from February through

May (Crockett) and February through June (Anderson) The structure of
the program at each school was entirely different. At Anderson a token’

economy was instituted Students earned vouchers to be redeemed (at a:

Revco and a Stop N' Go) for attendance, improved grades, decreased dis-

cipline problems, etc. The students at Crockett received counseiing

during their advisory period The counseling focused on“developing
leadership and communication skills. e

;. e ~3 R4S
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Thete were two counseling groups set up at Crockett. One was led by the

Dropout Prevention Specialist and the second was led by the Secondary
Migrant Coordinator. -Twenty students in all participated - 8 in the
Specialist's group and 12 in the Coordinator's group: The ‘student atten=
dance varied greatly between the groups. 1In the Specialist's group; -
students opted to attend the sessions only 367% of the time on the average.
The average number of days students attended was 15; with four of the
eight attending 7 days or less. In the Coordimator's group there were -

37 days possible for counseliug. The average attendance was 28 days
. with only one Student coming 6 days or less. Overall students in this
group attended 76% of the time. : -

Initially theére were 39 migrant students at Anderson to participate in

the program. Onie meeting was held in early February to explain the token .
economy system to the students. Thirteen meetings were held between .

February and June to distribute vouchers to students:for their "good"

behavior (increased class attendance, school attendance; less discipline

problems, improved grades, etc.). All students did not attend. each of
these informal Sessions.’ As the Dropout Prevention Specialist reported
in an interview (see Appendix G of this report) student attendance at' .
these distribution sessions was quite sporadic: She hoped If the program:
was funded for 1633-84 that these times could be more structured to
provide counseling/reinforcement to students as well as just distributing
vouchers. :
i
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82.02 .. Attachment J-2
‘ (Page 1 of 2)

inSCructionsz

— -

DROPOUT PREVENTION SPECIALIST TASK LOG-

. The Dropout Prevention Specialist Task Log should be completed on a moathly
-*_ basis and sent through the school mail to Catherine Christner, Administration

Building, Box 79. Please send. the original: The copies are for the. Dropout

Prevention Specialist s uses.

In addition to the directions beilow, an example is attached.

Name of Person Contacted: Enter the name of the person contacted (last name,

first name). o S

Date of Contact: Enter the date of contact, i.e:, 9/11/82;

' Type Person: Enter the type of person with wHom contact was made —_— teacher,
student, parent, adm:tniStrator, community representat‘ive, employer; other.

LocationiSchool. (To be completed only if contact was with a student. ) Entér

~the three—digit school code for the school which the student attends.

Grade‘ (To be completed only if contact ‘was with a student.) Enter the stu-—
dent's current grade. in School.

‘ATSD ID: (To be completed only if contact was witu a student.) The seven-

digit AISD student idéntxfication number will be completed by ORE personnel. -

Purpose of Contact:. A number of possible purposes are 1isted under this

heading. The Dropout Prevention Specialist should place a Y in every.

-column applicable to that contact. A x4 wouid be placed under other if the

urpose was not something a;ready listed.
= = N

~ Contact Mbde. Each time & contact is\}ecorded the Dropout Prevention Specialist

should indicate by a + under Phone rsonal, or NBEe how the. contact was

. made..

Comments: In this column can be entered ’dditional comments as desired. See

the example form for some possible things that might be included here.
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82.02 v ' o . . Attachment J-3

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT

Qffice of Research and Evaluation

November 9, 1982

T0: Angie anna'
'FROM: Catheriwe Shristner

SUBJECT: Dropout Prevention Sﬁééiéiiéf Task log

Ezclosed are the copies of the Dropout Prevention Specialist Task Logs for
your use: Although’ the form is hopefully self-explanatory, I have also
included directions for its completion as well as an example. Please _

send the original of the.completed form(s) to me ou a monthly basis. The

two copies are for your use.

let -me know if you have questions.
cC:lg
Enclosures

APPROVED: _[ ;igziéf;éi;‘ - s

Di?ééfo:, esearch. and 'VéiﬁéEiQJ
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Instrument Description: Parent Advisory . Louncll Kecorads

. 3ziai desezizcion of st fnsemess:

Chaptar 1 Migrant Districtwide PAC and the Sacondary.Chaptar 1 Migranc Districtwide
PAC. The recor.is are tha attendance forms, agendas, handouts, &tc.

I3 whom mas_sie issemmesc admiassearsd?

Persops attanding PAC meetings filled in the attendance forms. The other dgta wers
collactad at the meetings. .

Haw azfiy =4dnss Ias SHe (S3ET=ess adxisigcared?
f

Once at each PAC meeting. : : :

Then 73s_tos i=sc—ment adndadscarad?

During PAC reatings. .

Thaza as sha i~gr—=adE id=iadgazad?

At the sites Of PAC meetingss

he adminisiazsd she imscmmane?

The Communily tepresentatives were responsible for seeing that parents and other

_attendars signed che atfendance forms: The Secondary Migrant Coordinator and the

Pareacal -Involvement Specialist were tesponsiblz for sending the agendas; sign-in
sheets, etc., to ORE. : :

SHaf cSedmdng 473 sha sESEmIsesyoszy hEve?

Previcus axperience with colleccing the daca:

Sas g fmgpeemmame gdmimdsoamad uodas soandardizad 2onz: iicms?

No.

— s e

fho ievaisved she t=semmmsne?

The Office of Research and Evaldation.

Whis TalfamitioT and Talidior Szea 3—e availiabla om sme Sogcreens .

None.

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

iSs seera mazs FEiy swiflidla T3 ISSESTEEASF 53 $sSULIs?
No.,
_ oY _ _
oL
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PARENT ADVISORY COUNCIL (PAC) RECORDS

Purpose

Information from the Elementary Chapter 1/Chapter 1 Migrant Districtwide

PAC and the Secondary Chapter 1 Migrant Districtwide PAC meeting agendas

and attendance forms was used to answer the following decision and eval-

uation questions. ‘
‘ ! .

Decision Question D4. Should the Parental Involvement Component be

~continued as it is, modified, or deleted? . J

s objeéciveé met?

Evaluation Question D4-1: Were the component

i

TN
Evaluation Question D4~2: How many Districtwﬂde (Elementary

and Secondary) PAC meetings/training sessions were held be—"

tween August 1; 1982 and May 31; 19837 I /
. i

Evaluation Question Di-3: Did more migrant parﬁnts attend

Districtwide PAC meetings and training sessions during the
1982-83 than they did during 1981-827 ol

Procedure

The legislation creating Chapter-l and Lhapter 1 Migrant requires that

eaghﬁparticipating school district gather parent input’ on the functioniug
‘and planning of the programs. Both local and districtwide TACs are no

longer required activities the District must conduct. Io the ilast sprIng

meeting of the Districtwide PACs, pareﬁts decided chey would iike to con-

tinue the districtwide PACs as their wny of giving input and being in-_ .

volved in the programs. The eiementarj parents also voted to_retain the

- optlon of having a local campus PAC if parents at that school so desired.

This append:x wilt document only the C.unter l/M.grant giementary District- -
wide PAC and the Migrant Secondi- ¥_ uistristwide FAC. Several types of

information were collected to ve  ify’ Lur establlshment of the PACs. These

data are: The PAC Meeting Roll suset utttafhment K—l), minotes/haudouts

of the meetings, aﬁaéagendas of %i» meetings. The Parental Involvement

ntary; and th: Seconu:vy Migrant Coordinator (vt

Specialist (for ele
secondary) were responhible for secding %“iese dava to the Migrant Evsl-

uator (see memo regarding this in kttachme: . ¥~2)., Th? number of médstings

and the number of parents\in attendan ‘e wer: tallied bf hard .

ds in. prevzous years; DeopZe attowila  vhe a0 meevinn: frequentily did

not check the proper status (Chug=er i porwi  igraws carent, or AISD.
& EE "ﬂff Dirvaciory was used

staff/others) on the PAC Roll Shec:. ’
to rmake the determinatzon of status wiens 20
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Results

\

Evaluation Question D4=1: Were the component's objectives met?
This yeat there was fio requirement in the law governing Chapter 1 and’

Migrant that theére be PACs. The only specific regarding parental involve-

ment in either program was a directive to inform parents about the programs
and get parental input on proposed changes in the program. Last spring the
Districtwide PAC members had voted to continue with the PAC weetings as the

preferred way of parental invoivement in the program.

Figure K-1 presents summary data on the Chapter l/Migrant Elementary: Dis-

trictwide PAC and Figure K-2 presents Summary data on the Migrant Secondary

Districtwide PAC. The minutés/agendas of these meetings reflect the meet-
ing of this objective in that both groups discussed the programs (Chapter 1
and/or Migrant) met to, discuss.possible funding cuts and regulation changes, -

and gavé inpiut on the programs for the upcoming year.

Evaluation Question D4-2: How many Districtwide (Elementary and.

Secondary) PAC meetings/training sessiors wera held between
August I, 1982 and May 31, 19837

As can be moted from the two figures - there were eight elementary meeting

four secondary meetings, and one elementary/secondary meeting.

Evaluation Question D4=3: Did more migrant parents attend Dis-

trictwide PAC meetings and training sessions during 1982-83 than
they did in 1981-82?

No. 1In 1981-82 the total attendance acros. all meetings at the elementary
level was 63 migrant parents. At the secondary level the figure for 1981-
82 was 54 migrant parents. This year parents' attendance decreased sharply
to a total of 31 migrant parents at the elementary level meetings and 32

at the secondary level meetings. The number of Chapter 1'parents in
attendance across all eleméntary PAC meetings increased from 91 to 104 im
1982-83. o




201

ELEMINTARY DISTRICIVIDE PAC MEETINGS |

1 llulber of Chapter T |Funber of Wiprant — [Nusber of AISD Stnffi I
Honth—|-Day {Purents-{n-Attendo: = |Potente-tn Attendunce [Othees {n Attedancy | Pveat
I - ‘ Dscusslon of Chaptar 1]
Septenber| 23 1 4 18 manmmﬂ
i betober | 11 I I ]| Speaker: Wlihelaina biiéb\
e : - Spaakir: Etta liollfus {broject
Noveaber | 11 2% /] 9 : PASS)
Show by Roséwood EC Clads
Decaber | HO| WEETING WAS WELD.
o , o Prosentation By Beykerwoods
Jatwary | 13 13 § 12 Students. Speaker from Taxas
' - ¥ar on. Drugs Agency,
18 B ! [Spectal Elamentaty]Secondary
Higrant PAG Heetdng to Dlacuds
Posedble Funding Cute
. . _ _ _ Report on Parental Tnvolvenent
' Fabroaey | 10 8 ) § Confereuce, Presentatlon on
| llelplng Cilldren Learn at lone—!
E - . Review of the Chapter 1/Hlmn
1 tarch 10 5 1 4 1983-84 Appldeation for Fundlng
. . - Vorkslop on fov_Eo Keep Your |
pril | 1 6 2 b Chtld Leatiilag, Theoighoit the
: woe - Suer
. N - N : Stataa of ChiapEer I/ngranf
Hay 12 i 5 § Piograns for 198)-84, Frogean
by Dlackshear EC students |
—- ~ [Fashion Show, Covered DishSupper) -
TOTAL i )1 89

Flgure k-1, SUMMARY OF THE 1982-83 CHAPTER 1/MIGRANT § ELEMENTARY DISTRICT-
WIDE PAC MEETINGS.

zorze;



%
i
o)

b SECONDARY DlSlRlLFNIDL PAC. MLETIAFS ~
_“__W/f " [ Namber of Migrant Namber of AISD Staff/ —
Honth Bay | parents 1n Atténdance | Others in Attendance ‘ _ .
septetber | NO|MERTING WAS|[NELD,
, , o Review of By-laws and Grievance
October 1 § . 7 [Procedures; Review of the Program
in 1981-82, and Changes.for 192-
83, and Communication Horkshop
NOvémbérl 3 S\Q b Workshap on Communicatton Skiils |
With Secondary Students
pceber | NO|MEETING WAS|HELD.
| ) ; Special Elenentary)Secondary PAC
January 18 8 ] Meeting to Discuss Possible
Funding Cuts
bebruary | HO|MEETING WAS|HELD.
| | . Update o Proposed Migrant Regu-
March 3 b b \ lations, Migrant Appiication For
Find{ng for 1983-84
foril A . 5 Dscipline at School and Hone
| | | 7 .
H%y NO|MEETING WAS|HELD
L 3 3l

Frpure §-2;

SURARY OF THE 1982483 ﬂIGRAN! SECONDARY 11 S’“RLFTWIDE PAC MEETINGS: BN

2028



PAC MEETING

ROLLSHEET

 Elemenfary [
Secondary [] ¢
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82.02 - Attachment K-2

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT

Office of Research and Evaluation

September 14, 1982

Tb:' ' Eva Barronm;_ Jose Mata
FROM: .acherine ristner

SUSJETE:  PAC Mhecing Roll Sheets

Enclosed are the copies of the PAC MEecing Roll Sheecs for the

Biscriccwide PAC meecings.
?1ease let me know At come point if you need some more.

cC:lg
Enclosure

APPROVED:

: = AT Kl
‘Di¥ector, Research and Evaluat?bn

cc: Lee Laws
Ambrosio Melendre:
Charles Akins
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‘Instrument Description: ~Migrant Student Record Transfer System (MSRTS) Records
W . - . .

. 3rgf descziaticn of tha imstrm—ens: : ' ' S,

o With the MSRTS Cleck, the Chapter I Migranc Evaluator -eviewed the MSRTS records and
correspondence to ascertain if each of the objectiva. ¢ tha MSRIS Compopent was get.

.

To whem was Shs imscm—enc adadsiseared?-
MSRTS Clerk. '

e

. - N - -~

Sew =Ime Times =S =he Izsc——enz admisdsca=sd?

Once.

“Hes w33 =“e fnse—rment admindstared?’

, vay 25, 1983.

Where was che {=sSrumens ad=i=iscarad?

The WSRTS Clerk's office .

MG £ DRI K

%‘ES adminigea=ad sha Yssomemenz? ' : -

/4 The chapcer 1 igrant Evaluator.:

/// TEa= woat=isz 424 she admisfscrazoTs tave?

Not applicabla. , ’ .

%as she izssxomez:

2c=iaistarad wmdar 3odadazdiced 2St

ANOA Bol BIA K.

Not applicable.

Sewa ci'amad.dcohlaks FISh sha {=sosemenc 37 che admisiscmasica chac
=a-da=al

N.az Were iaéﬁfifiéa;

Tro darmlinii the izge—m—ans?

Not applizable.

3 o= =22 izstT—eznc? i

A= seliahilices and p3liddier 3385 T4 avaLlan

None. ! ) - . &

o

3 i
L e : . " 4
icm ciara mamem da=g geraitabhlz fae {Sca-S¥sBiEZ 3HE S3STICS? . E
s
: .
i Yo. /

. h E
9 b}
i ‘ ]
9 [

e N

lflz:i(:‘ : & . L=2

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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MIGRANT STUDENT RECORD TRANSFER SYSTEM(MSRTS) RECORDS
Pﬁrposé

the following decision and evaluation questions:

Decision Question DS. . Should ‘the MSRTS Component be continued as it
is, modified; or deleted‘7

Evaluation Question D5-1: Were.the?component’s objectives met?

Procedure

Thoughout the 1982-83 school year, the MSRIS Clerk updated the MSRIS

records as students were added, withdrawn, terminated (as eligible migrant

stodents), etc. ' Gopies of the eiigibiiity forms were sent to ORE as they

were received by the MSRTS Clerk: Also shared was information on the termi-

nation of any students. When students appeared on the MigrantAStudent Atten-

the Clerk was called and asked to send a copy of the eligibility form to

GRE in mId—May the Clerk was contacted to arrange a tim~ for the Evaluator

to come and review the MSRTS records tc see if the objectives were met.

L e - T

When the interview time was set, a memo {see: Attachment L-1) was sent to

the €lerk and her supervisor to remind them of the meeting: On objectives.

" that were not measurable by examination of the records; the Evaluator queried

the Clerk about the achievement of these objectives. The Evaluator also
randomly selected 10 students from the Migrant Student Master File (see

Appendix D) to check to see if their MSRTS records were in order:-.

Results

Evzluztion Question D5-1: Were the MSRTS Conponentis objectives me;é
v _ , _
\ IDENTIFICATION, RECRUITMENT. & ENROLLMENT
ébjéctivé“#i: WJth1n two days after each current]y migratory student's
? ; {Status 1, 2, 4, and 5) eligibility is certified, enroll-
ments,must,bé_tranSmittéd to the district's designated -
terminal site.
N P
C Erbcedure5°

® Reviéw pr1or year. e11g1b111ty forms for current]y mi-
gratory students {(Status 1; 2;:4; and 5) who were
enrolled .in the district during'thé-prévious year.
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e Complete a new eligibility form for students who have

made a qualifying move or who have rémained in the

district and are still curren® migrant students.

o Obtain eligibility information including the signature
of the student's parent or guardian either: v

(1) " at the school, as a student enrolls in the district,
or i

_(25 by visiting the home of the student.

e Provide a copy of the signed eligibility form to the
parent/guardian. '

NOTE:  If a student entered the district as a. current
migrant (Status 1; 2; 4, or 5) during.the prior

year but has not moved within the 12 months since !

that enrollment date, the district is not required
to obtain a new eligibility form for that student.

The eligibility form obtained previously may be.
updated as follows: :

| (1) Record the status change on the eligibility

- form using red ink. -
(2) Record current campus on eligibility form.

Obtain parental concurrence. _

Co : (3) Proceed with enrollment by updating the enroll-

' - ment data on the Edutatiqna1 Record. --
(4) Alphabetize educational records by campus.

:(8) Record the name of each student and the date

: _sent to the designated terminal site in a

district ledger/daily iag, L

(6) Forward educational records to the designated -
terminal site. S ‘ o

e Review each form for accuracy and completeness.

e File original eligibility form in auditable file. .
(Cooperative districts will send original eligibility to
ESC:) '

e Maintain regular contact with individual campus central
office personnel to obtain a list of currently enrolling
‘'students for determination of eligibility for migrant
services. '

f
/




éz;’dz

The MSRTS Clerk reported that generaliy this objeﬂtive was not met. This

year the eligibility of many last year's corrent mdgrants has not been checked

yet. It is the community representatives who are responsible for .conducting
the home visits to verify this information: :

The Evaluator verified the status changes were made using red ink; the

current campus was on the eligibility form, the enrollment data are on the

Educational Record, thc records are kept by campus; and the district ledger

is in order. The Clerk reported the- records were forwarded on time:

The Clerk did review forms to be sure data were correct and complete. The

original eligibility forms were available The Clerk revported calling schools

to verify enrollmerit dates, as well as checking with Mr. Gandy s office several
times a week during the peak enrollment times.

The ClerR reported the secondary community representatives were good about

getting the eligibility forms ox verifying changes in status, etc.giwgile
ttie elementary staff was generally late in sending forms, etc. in to her:

This is one area she- -feels definitely needs to be strengthemed next year:

She and her supervisor have planned meetings with ‘the elementary staff to

explain tHe MSRTS system and the important timelines and deadlines; etc:

Also it should help in that all staff (elementary and secondary) will be
housed in the samé ouilding, along with the Clerk. n

rhe Evaluator was able to locate 9 of the 10 students she: had randomiy

selected. Their’ records, including updates and educationat and health -
records were all in order., After the Evaluator left, the Clerk called to

say she found the 10th students. His record still was filed under his old

school; not the one he was\currently enrolled in: This was corrected.

™~

Objective #2: Before September,] of each schoo] year; district records w111

have been surveyed to verify the continued residence of all
formerly migratory students (Status 3 and/or 6).

Proceduréé: | .
e Review prior year eligibility for - and make a 1ist of

students who were identified as formerly migratory dur1ng

the prev1ous year indicating the termination date.

e Verify that each student has reenrolled in the distiict

and/or still resides in the.attendance area of this dis-

trict and that eligibility has not terminated:
e Indicate current campus on 1i§t;

_The Clerk reported thatfthe community representatives did the residences

checks where reeded.. :District records (through ORE) were used to gather

. addresses of students and develop . appropriate lists of formerly migrant
-students.

265

L-5
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Objective #2: W1thin two (2) weeks after~ riceipt of the .ormputac printout
listing Status 3 and/or 6 migrant studen<s atazv:cally en-
rolled by the central computer- bank in Littie &7k
continued residence in the district of all former ; migratory

students will be certified by the super1ntendent o. the local
education agency.

The-two week time limit is not long enough reporté. the Clerk. Since AISD

‘has so many former migrants,; this is not enough time for all residences to

be verified. During this time line she did check with district records .to

verify the addresses as much as oossible.f She reported an advantage in that

the community representativei iow their families and their schedules ‘so

verifying goes more smoothly because of this. .

" INCOMING RECORDS

Objective #4: Incoming records will be reviewed and distributed to desig-
nated personnel.

ﬁrocedureS:
® GOmpare infOrmation received-with the eiigiBi1ity form.
e Scan all incoming forms for medical a]ert flags and

not1fy appropriate personne]

e Maintain a district 1edger/da11y log and record the
 date each record was received beside the date each
was sent to the terminal s1te

wnich have not been received or acknowledged within
ten days from the Centra] Computer Bank at Little
Rock.

® Inqu1re at the terminal site about any transmittals

e Distribute records as designated:

(1) One. copy of the Educational Record will be kept

in the auditable file for use in updating.

(2) Dup11cated copies of the Educat1ona1 Record will
be routed to the appropriate migrant instructional
~staff. - i

(5) A1l copies of med1ca1 forms w111 be routed to
health personne] ,

The Clerk reported these were all mét except she did not always ‘make the 10

day deadiine on transuittals. She also reported that the Migrant Nurse took

care of handiing the medical alert. 7 N
. . S ¥

s 265



UPDATING
Objective #5: Within two days after withdrawal of a student (current]y or
formerly m1gratoryl at any time during the school year, up-
date information (medical and academic) with withdrawal noti-

fication will be promptly forwarded to the designated
terminal Sité'

The Clerk reported that the Migrant Program teachers _are very good abOut this

However; generally the schools do not let her know within the two day timeline

Objective #6: F1na] update 1nformat1on w111 be forwarded to the des1gnated
! terminal site for Status 1, 2, 4, and 5 students.

Procedures:
i _

o Update the med1ca1 form-==between March 1 and March 31.

f ) ° Update the academic form---between Apr11 15 and April 30.
Oi‘include the fo]]ow1ng 1nformat1on for updating records

(]) Reading; Oral Language. Math and Early Ch11dhqod
skills on the appropriate Skills Information
System forms.

"(2) Credit accrual, special programs, test data or
other academic information on the Educational..
Record

(3) Health ¢creen1ng/treatmeﬂt data on the Medical
Recerc _

The Clerk reported the Migrant Nurse handled the updates on the medical forms

. and did so by the. deadiint The academic forms were updated but not by the
April 30 deadline " The teachers complete ‘the SIS forms. She reports the

"”ducational Record data, buf it is all determined elsewhere in the District.

The Nurse completes the medical data. i

Objective #7: Within two days after the close of ‘the regular school
year,; withdrawal notification for all currently migratory
students (Status 1; 2, 4, and 5) -enrolled in such program
will be transmitted to the designated terminal site.

Since school was not over when this 1nterview as conducted, the objective

has not been met: However, the Clerk reported she had every 1ntention of

meeting this deadline.
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SUMMER SCHOOL ENROLLMENTS & WITHDRAWALS o @J
Objective #8: Within two days after all migrant students §§tatus 1, 2, 3”
' - 4, 5, and 6) have enrolled in the summer school program, |
enro]]ment data will be transm1tted to the designated . \/

terminai site. : -

Objective #9: Within two days after the close of the summer schoolfgrggram,
withdrawal notification for all migrant students (Status 1,
2, 3, 4, 5, and 6) enrolled in such program will be trans- s

m1t ed to the deS1gnated terminal site.
Summer school has not étartéd; so this objéctive cannot yet be measured.

. FILING |
Objective #10: During each f1sca] year, the d{étr1ct will ma1nta1n7guglt-
able eligibility files and implement MSRTS procedures to
ensure transmittal and retri

al of the most current aca-
demic _and health information
~~in this district.

ava11ab1e for migrant students

Procedures:

e Develop and/or ma1ntain two aud1tab]e e11g1b111ty

files as follows: : ¥

(1) one file containing eligibility forms for all

formerly migratory students (Status 3 and/or
6), and

currently migratory students (Status 1, 2; 4

~and 5). This file should be ma1nta1hed a1pha—

betically, by district, in a central location.

(2) one file containing eligibility forms for all

. NOTE: Retain all eligibility forms for a period of not.
: less than six years from the date of identification:

The Evaluator verified that the files were set up consistent with this
objective.

TRAINING

ébjeetive.#iiz MSRTS assigned personnel and Migrant Program Birectors will

attend. training sessions to develop competencies in MSRTS

component activities to ensure compliance w1th Federal

law and applicable regu]at1ons

P

The Clerk attended a number of training sessions throughout this school

year. She found -this very helpful but felt to make the component more

efrective; more of the Migrant Program staff needed to attend tratggggior

_through other ‘means they nééd to become more aware of all the component'’ s
objectives and timelines. .

phe.
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*\\ EVALUATION

Objective #12: Component Sqﬁivitieé will Le evaluated by Chapter 1/Migrant
'Administrator\on,a monthly basis to ensure operational
“effectiveness and accomp]ishmént of objectives.

The Clerk said she did work with the Administrator. She felt this was a
hard year since it was the first vear for both of them in their positions.
Also until the Evaluator requested a copy of the MSRTS ohjectiyes in May,
the Clerk had never seen _them. She felt she could have done_a better job.
if she had seen these oefore scbool began and been able to plan her activi-
ties better,

the importance of and timing of meeting the obJectives cog;d/he disaussed.
It seemed this year that at times, the MSRTS objectlves/were~superseded by -
other things when perhaps they should not have been, ~AS mentioned earlier,
the Clerk and Administrator have planned to have<coer1nated meenings next

~

year. A , ~ T : X R |
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ot ' Attachment L~-1

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOCL DISTRICT

Officé of Research an; Evaluation

'

May 19, 1983

TO: Barbara Brown
A
TROM: GéEgéf;ﬁé Chrlstner . \
e LRS-
SUBJECT: Examination of MSRTS Records \ ' ?%

'

This memo 15 to confirm our appointment for an interview on May 25, 1983
at 2:30 p.m. in your office.
I will review the MSRTS records and eligibility forms, etc: %o examine

the achiavement of the objectives for the MSRIS component for 1982-83.

S : )
CC:1lg -

cc: Ambrosio Melendrez ' , i
' Jose Mata :
Lee Laws

S

L-10
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