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PREFACE -

In the spring of 1988, the Council of Chief State
School Officers (CCSSO) Resource Center on
Educational Equity initiasted a project to examine
successful school practices for children and youth at
risk of school failure. The objectives of the examina-
tion were to learn abowt successful methods of
educating all children and to determine ways state
education agencies can encourage and support
local rchool improvement efforts in elementary and
middie schools. As our primary source of informa-
tion, we sought out the insights and advice of school
faculty and administrators.

This pro]ect entitled *Voices from Successful
Schools," was part of alarger, long-term effort by the
Council to improve the educational achievement of
children considered at risk of school failure. In
November 1987, the chief state school officers unan-
imously adopted a policy statement, "Assuring
School Success for Students At Risk," which called
for high school graduation for virtually all students by
the year 2000. The Council also released a model
statute to show how states might guarantee quality
educational services to children and a report on
current state activities in this area, "Children At Risk:
The Work of the States."

Since the release of these dor:uments, the Council
has initiated a series oF <fiorts to implement its
recommended educational guarantees for students
at risk. The Council’s efforts have included both an
examination of proposals to restructure schoois and
an analysis of new research about the natwre of
learning.

At the Council's Annual Meeting in November 1989,
CCSSO adopted 4 guiding statement, *Restructur-
ing Schools: A Policy Statement of the Council of
Chief State School Officers.” At the same meeting
the Council released two reports: "Success for All in
A New Century: A Report by the Council of Chief
State School Officers on Restructuring Education®

and *Family Support, Education, and Involvement:

A Guide for State Action.*

School restructwring research and initiatives have
focusad on several educational variables, including
school governance, the nature and organization of
curriculum and instruction, new professional roles
for educators, and accountability for student perfor-
mance. The Council’'s Voices from Successful
Schools project examinaed each of these factors in
visits and interviews with school personnel around
the country. The prcject had a unique rote in the work
of the Council. It informed our research on school
restructuring with both data and opinions drawn

directly from schools and school districts. We
learnad from school staff how each issue related to
school rastructuring and how improved educational
outcomes for disadvantaged children had been ad-
dressed in their buildings.

Many people are responsibie for the success of this
project. First and foremost are the students and staff
of the schools we visited.

At the Council of Chief State School QOfficers, the
project was conceived and directed by Cynthia G.
Brown, Director of the CCSSO Resource Center on
Educational Equity. Ellen Bach provided day-to-day
management and was primarily responsible for the
final synthesis and analyses of individual school visit
reports anxi for authorship of this monograph. She
worked with detailed reports written by Resource
Center on-site reviewers--Ellen Bach, Eileen
Bergsman, Cynthia G. Brown, Barbara Gomez,
Christopher Harris, Jane Kratovil, Julia Lara, Glenda
Partoe, Darlene Saunders, and Burton Taylor. Ann
Samuel and Barbara West provided vital support to
this effort.

Enthusiastic and crucial assistance was contributed
by the chief state school officors and their staff in
California, Connacticut, Florida, Louisiana,
Maryland, Michigan, New York, Pennsylvania, and
Virginia. Several state staff accompanied CCSSO
Risowce Center staff on the visits; Alicia Ramirez
Brewer of California, Richard E. Lappert of Connec-
ticut, Mirlam Padreda of Florida, Dean Frost and
Shelby Boudreaux of Louisiana, Carol Reed and
Phyllis Sunshine of Maryland, Nancy Haas and
Newnan Brown of Michigan, and Gary Ledebur of
Pennsylvania,

Special thanks are given to Sharon Franz of the

for Educational Development, John Good-
iad of the University of Washington, Asa Hilliard of
Georgia State University, Scott Miller of the Exxon
Education Foundation, and Robert Slavin of Johns
Hopkins University who helped us design this project
and provided guidance about what we might find in
the schools we visitod and how to interpret these
findings.

Finally, we are deeply grateful to the Exaxon Educa-
tion Foundation and the Charles Stewart Mott Foun-
dation for providing the critical and timely financial
assistance for this Council initiative for students at
risk of school failure. The views axpressed, however,
are not necessarily those of these Foundations.




T INTRODUCTION

American public school students must leamn more to
prepare for the 21st century. National studies and
international comparisons have documerted this ob-

servation repeatedly.

Many broadscale efforts have been undertaken at
the state and local levels to raise achievement of all
students beyond basic literacy and numeracy to
improved levels of student comprehension, reason-
ing, and expression. The states have initiated many
of these activities in concert with local districts and
schools.

The Council of Chief State School Officers places
special emphasis on the urgency of meeting the
challenges of those young people placed at risk of
not graduating from high school. We are deeply
troubled that children benefit inequitably from our
current educational system, As the National Assess-
ment of Educational Progress has concluded,

It is clear that in America, children from some
groups are less likely to become literate than are
children from others. Black children, Hispanic
children, children living in disadvantaged urban
communities, and those whose parents have iow
leveis of education are at particular risk for future
educational failure. Further, once these children
begin their schooling at a disadvantage, they are
unlikely to catch up (Applebee, et. &l., p. 28).

The Council is also deeply concerned about that
group of youngsters who are seriously undsrachiev-
ing even though they graduate from high school.
These students are disproportionately minority end
living in poverty.

Inthe report that follows, we discuss our exploration
over 18 months of successful schools with large
concentrations of at-risk students. We have con-
ciuded that successful schools have:

« dramatically improved and sustained student
achievement with students demonstrating
capacity to think, reason, and apply the
knowledge they have gained; and

+ afull distribution of high performance among
all subgroups--minority, nonminority, those
of childrer from low-income families, and
those of children from families whose home
language is not English.*

Too few schools demonstrate these characteristics.
it is imperative to examine with care and specificity
schools that are well down the road to success in
reaching them and to convey the firdings to others
who will find guidance in them. We have tried to do
this in our descriptive snapshots and analyses of the
schools we visited.

The Council's work in discovering the keys to suc-
cessful schools is only beginning. We intend to con-
tinue our search through review of new research
findings and more on-site visits. This is the firstina
series of reports we expect to make about what we
have seen and heard, our conclusions to date, and
initial recommendations.

*With regard to this second goal, we are seeking for
all groups of studenks, at a minimum, a range of
performance similiar to thiat achieved by middie-in-
come white students. Currently, poar children and
most minority-group children tend to have a large
proportion of iow achievers, a limited proportion of
average achievers, and very few high achievers.
Unless a group has a distribution of achievement
that approaches the distribution of the majority
popuiation, it will be difficult for that group to join the
mainstream fully.




The Voices from Successful Schools project includ-
ed several activities, each to contribute to
an exploration of how some schools positively affect
the educational outcomes of disadvantaged stu-
uents--the students on whom so many schools and
teachers are tempted to give up. Many education,
political, and business |eaders repeatedly have
declared that we do, in fact, know how to educate all
children. The task is to muster the resources to bring
this about, CCSSO staff members went to school
staff rembers to find out how they had made this

happen.

The Voices from Successful Schools project in-
cluded thvee methods of investigation: review of
recent research, consultation with academic ex-
perts, and on-site study of exemplary schools. The
last of these was the centerpiece of owr effort-a
sories of visits to 19 elementary and iniddie schools
deemed successfui by either researchers or state
education agency staff. CCSSO Resource Center
on Educational Equity staff members received train-
ing in conducting these site visits, and all staff mem-
bers visited schoois. The schools included:

California

Calvin Simmons Junior High School, Oakland
Garfield Elementary School, Stockton
Eastman Avenue Elementary School, Los

Angeles
Connecticut

Silver Lane Elementary School, East Hartford
Florida

Charles Drew Elementary School, Dade County

(Miami)
Olympia Heights Elementary School, Dade
County (Miami)

Louisiana

Medard Hilaire Nelson ElementarySchool, New
Orleans

Maryland

Columbia Park Elementary School, Prince
George's County

L TTOW WL DID THIS STUDY .

Frestown Elementary School, Anne Arundel

County
George G. Kelson Elementary School, Baltimore

Michigan

Academic Academy, Benton Harbor
Hutchins Middi. School, Detroit

New York

Central Park East Il Elementary School, New
Yoik City

Clara Barton Elementary School (P.S. #2),
Rochester

Chester Dewey Elementary School {P.S. #14),
Rochester

Pennsylvaina

Madison Elementary School, Pittsburgh
Verner Elementary School, Verona

Virginia

Francis Scott Key Elementary School, Arlington
Willard Model Elementary School, Norfolk

(In the Appenaix are the school addresses, phone
numbers, and names of the principals at the time of
our visits.)

Our visits to schools were divided into two phases.
First, Cor incil staff visited schoals in nearby states,
including Maryland, Virginia, and Pennsylvania.
During the second phase of the project, we chose
states with schools recomi to us by school
improvement experts. We requested additional
recommendations of schools from the chief state
school officers in those states. We limited the num-
ber of states so that we could visit more than one
school per state to get a flavor for the varied roles a
state education agency might play in school im-
provement efforts.

Schools were visited by a staff member from the
CCSSO Resource Center along with a sfate educa-
tion agency representative designated by the chief
state school officer in each state. The site visk tean
spent one day in the school, speaking with the
principal, teachers, other stalf members, parents,
and students. In most cases, the team also met for
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a short time with the district supsrirtendant or cther
district staff.

Site visit teams collected data about the student
body, staff, and community of the school; innovative
aspects of the school program; mechanisms for
implementing improvements; staff roles andtraining;
the involvement of parents, the school district, and
outside organizations or agencies; school amos-
phere; sources of funding; methods of determining
success or failure of students and of the overall
scnool program; and, when possible, standardized
test score data,

A second aspect of this project was a review by
Resource Center staff of research on successful
school practices for disadvantaged children. This
included John Goodlad’'s A Place Called School;
working papers commissioned by the National Cen-
ter on Education and the Economy; the work of the
National Governors’ Association on school restruc-
turing; and articles by James Comer on the im-
plementation of the "Comer Process" in New Haven
public schools, by Reginald Clark on what minority
students ne~ in order to succeed in school, and by
Rex Brown of the Education Commission of the
States about teaching higher order thinking skills.

The Voices from Successful Schools projeci was
also enhanced by workshop sessions between
Counciil staff and experts on school improvement.
These included:

John Goodlad, Professor and Director, Center for
Educational Renewal, University of Washington;

Asa Hilliard, Fuller E, Callaway Professor, Depart-
ment of Educational Foundations, College of
Education, Georgia State University;

Robert Stavin, Director of the Elementary School
Program, Center on Elemantary and Middle
Schools, The Johns Hopkins University.

Our goal was to find successful school practices for
children at risk, and we defined successful schools
according to the guarantees propcsed by CCSSO in
its 1987 policy statement. These guarantees are:

* An education program of the quality avail-
able to students who aiter:d school with high
rates of secondary school graduates. The
program should be supplemented by educa-
tion services that are integrated with the
regular program and are necessary for the
student to make progress toward high
school graduation and to graduate.

-

s Emvoliment in a schootl which demonstrates
substantial and sustalned student progress
which leads at least to graduation from high
school.

« Envoliment in a schoot with an appropriately
cortified staff which has continuous profes-

sional development.

* Envoliment in a school with systematically
designed and delivered instruction of
demonstrable effectiveness, and with ade-
quate and up-to-date learning technologies
and materials of proven value.

* Envoliment in a school with safe and function-
al facilities.

* A parent and early childhood development
program beginning ideally for children by
age three, but no later than age four.

* Awritten guide for teaching and learning for
each student, prepared with and approved
by the student and parents, which maps the
path to high school graduation.

* A program for participation of families as
partners in learning at home and at school
as their children proceed toward high school
graduation.

* Effective supporting health and social ser-
vices to overcome conditions which put the
student at risk of faling to graduate from
high school.

¢ Education information about studerts,
schools, school districts, and the states to
enabile identification of students at risk and
to report on school conditions and perfor-
mance. The infolmation must be sufficient to
let one know whether the above guarantees
are being met and to provide a basis for
local and state policies to improve student
and schoot performance.

* Procedures by which students and perents
or their representatives can be assured
these guasantees are met.

Not all schools exhibited every one of these traits of
the "successful school.” However, the guarantees
were our benchmark of what to look for in high-
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achieving scheols. In most cases schools were
working toward these goals if they had not yet
achieved them.

It is important to ncte that most of the schools we
studied had not always provided highly effective
educational services. They had worked their way up
tn their current standards of performance, and we
were anxious to learn about this path to improve-
ment. Our goai was to convey to chief state school
officers and their staff information about how schools
improve and to encourage state support for local
school improvemert efforts.

The body of the raport begins with an examination
of how and why schools identified the need to

. Who called upon a school to improve its
services? What kinds of evaluations served as the
basis for this decision? What conditions in a school
reflected & need for improvement?

The report then examines how sche Is actually
changed. It discusses specific types of strategies
and arenas for improvement, including school
management, instructional strategies, studert as-
sessment, staff training, parent involvement,
strategies for early intervention, and the reorganiza-
tion of categorical programs.

In the final section, we take a closer ook at how
stakes assisted local school improvement efforts.
Fromthese observations, we developed recommen-
dations for chief state school officers and state
education agency staff members about avenues

they might pursue in an effort to instigate or support
local school improvement.

A. OUR IDIOSYNCRATIC CHOICE OF
SCHOOLS

We began our research with the assumption that, as
Asa Hilliard told us, virtually every community con-
tains an excellent school. Our challenge was to find
excellent schools in urban communities which en-
rolied high percentages of children from low-income
families and to learn abowk how other schools might
achieve this degree of success. In order to find
schools, we requested recommendations from
school improvement experts and from chief state
school officers.

The experts we spoke with, such as John Goodlad
and Hilliard, told us many schools were implement-
ing effective programs without significant interven-
tion from other agencies. As Hiliiard put it, these
were not "magical® schools. They were simply
schools where administrators and faculty were com-
mitted to educating children and worked together to
achieve this goal. We hoped the staff of such schoois

would help 11s determine how other schools could
become equally successful without inordinate sup-
port from the district or state.

We also expected tofind school staff members who,
from their own experience, could help us
hypothesize ways in which states could support
school improvement efforts. We hoped, additionally,
to find schools that had received such assistance
from asiate education agency or local schoal district
and could serve as modeis of state/district/school
collaboration to improve services for disadvantaged
children,

Contrary to our expectations, most of the schools we
visited had received a significant amount of outside
assistance. This probably was due, at least in pant,
to the fact that they had interacted more extensively
with outside agencies, were better known and, there-
fore, had been recommended to us. Virtually all the
schools we visited had been identified by either state
education agency staff members or experts on local
school improvement. They tended to know about a
school because it had implemented a special pro-
gram supported by the state education agency or
developed by the academic expert. Thus, the school
had been receliving assistance from outside the *nor-
mal* sources of support. Inthe cases where thiswas
not true, the schools were either identified for us by
district level staff or through the recommendation of
an academic or policy expert who had “discovered"
them.

The schools we chose to visit did not each meet a
full set of rigorous, objective evaluation criteria. Al-
though we examined factors such as test scores and
attendance in developing our list of schools, we did
not discard schools simply because they failed to
meat a specific level of success according to these
measurements. Our identification and choice of
schools were somewhat idiosyncratic and impres-
sionistic, largely because in the first phase of visits
we wanted to see various "kinds® of schools and
programs (e.g., school-based management, bilin-
gual education, early childhood education). There-
fore, our criteria could not be overly specific or
restrictive.

We did visit schools where student performance had
been increasing, and many were the best in their
districts. Very few schools, perhaps only one, how-
ever, had students who were achieving at the full
range of levels--including tho degree of excellence
generally found only in suburban schools. In many
of the schools with improved student achievement,
the lowest performing students had made remark-
able progress, but the very best students remained
far behind the top students in othe: school districts.
This was a great disappointment.
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Another factor in our choice of schools was our
discovery that definitions of “success® varied among
schools and related agencies. In many cases, state
education agencies and othe. experts recom-
mended schools that only recently had begun to
implement changes and show signs of improvement.
An important lesson of our visits was that for many
inthe field of education, these signs of improvement
are equated with success. We believe that innova-
tive programs alone are not enough to merit the label
*successful school.” However, in some cases we did
visit these schools, and our findings about them are
included in this report. Thus, our insights about
schools successtuily educating disadvantaged stu-
donts were in some instances a result of comparing
them with schoots still working hard to improve.

B. DEMOGRAPHICS AND STUDENT
MOBILITY

The demographics of a schooi's student body
weighed very haavily in our choice of schools tovisit.
We were anxious to learn about schools which were
providing excelient educational services to low-in-
come students, primarily in urban areas. Every
school we visited had a high percentage of students
eligible for free or reduced price lunch, a measure of
low-income or poverty; in most cases, this was true
for the vast majority of students in a schoc* All but
two of the schools we visited had a majority minority
student body. Most schools enrolled primarily black
students; two were mostly Hispanic. The schools
varied in size from approximately 200 to more than
600 students.

A great concern of staff in many schoois was the
degree of mobility their students experienced.
Teachers most frequently mentioned this problem,
citing the number of studonts that entered and left
their class over the course of one year. For example,
it was not unusual for a teacher to have put 54
student names on the class roster by Christmas--in
aclass that never exceeded 32 students at onetime.
Teachers universally that the lack of
continuity had a severely negative effect on
students’ leaming.

The degree of student mobility at some of the
sche.ols we visited was truly astounding. Inoneyesr,
Clara Barton Elementary School in Rochester, New

York gained 266 students and lost 255 students.
This was out of a total school enroliment of 685
students. A school in Prince George's County,
Maryland had a student mobility rate of more than
130%. In many cities we visited, families moved fre-
quently because their housing became unaffor-
dable. School officials told us that students often
transferred within one school district and ultimately
returnad to their original school, at least for a time.

John Goodlad told us that student mobility was
closely correlated to student fallure. if a child moves
twice in one year, the likeilhood of school failure is
extraordinarily high, even if other negative factors
such as poverty are absent. School staffs recog-
nized this fact and had sought numerous ways of
reducing the consequences of afactor they couid not
control. One school district decided to use the same
textbooks in every school so that students would
have continuity in their learning materials. Teachers
in Stockton, California wanted to adopt a plan by
which students, throughout their schooting, would be
bused to the school in which they had originally
enrolled. This option was an extremely e
one, however, and there seemed little likelihood it
would be implemented. The Benton Harbor,
Michigan school district established the Academic
Academy, which enrolied childan in grades 1 to 3
who already had experienced school failure, These
children were bused to the school from throughout
the district, and their school attendance and perior-
mance, theretore, were not as strongly affected by
family mobility.

The problems resulting from high rates of student
mobility were mentioned by countless numbers of
school officials, and few had fourxl satisfactory solu-
tions. Some school districts are working to improve
their systems for collecting and maintaining data on
students so they can more effectively transfer per-
tinent information to the various schools at which the
students envoll,

Nonetheless, there is no research that indicates how
to gat a full distribution of perforzriance for students
whomovefr or for student bodies of schools
that have high mobility rates. In many cities,
educators report average student turnover rates in
the 30-50% per year range. There is an urgent need
for research and policy analysis to address this
challenge if the goal of educational success for all
children is to be reached.




"I INITIATION: WHY AND HOW SCHOOLS

BEGAN TO CHANGE

A. IMPETUS FOR CHANGE: WHERE
DOES IT COME FROM?

There was no singie type of person or organization
acting as the primary agent of change inthe majority
of schools we visited. In virtually every instance, the
successful implementation of change required par-
ticipation by many persons, including those both
within and outside the school. Although a combina-
tion of school-based and extra-school resources
was usually necessary to implement change, there
was no "magic mix" required to achieve success.
These combinations varied from school to school.

In scme cases, the impetus for improvement came
from withinthe school, often through a new principal.
Under the leadership of a new and energetic leader,
the school steff bugan working to improve the
school, and as part of their efforts, they sought
assistance from the district, from parents, from com-
munity-based organizations, from social services
agencies and from other groups that could somehow
support the schooi’s effoits with children. Thus, in
most instances where change was generated from
within the school building, some outside assistance
was solicited and provided in response to this ac-
tivity.

For example, a new principal atMadisonElementary
School in Pittsburgh seemed to light a fire in the
faculty. Her primary tool was inservice teacher train-
ing, ar<i she performed much of the training herself.
The principal and staff worked together with existing
school resources to improve teaching and other
services and to build motivation and involvement
among children and parents. Madison was not tar-
geted for special support from the district. However,
it Is important to note that the Pittsburgh school
system is attempting systemwide reforms in the
education of at-risk children and has an especially
strong capacity for providing teacher training. The
principal at Madison took full advartage of this
resource.

Columbia Park Elementary School in Prince
George's County, Maryland provides another ex-
ample of impvovements initiated by a new principal
and enhanced by distiict resources. Very early in her
tenure, the new principal of Colurnbla Park Elemen-
tary decided to implement the "Comer Process" of
school planning and , which she had
learned about at a distﬂct—sponsored presentation
by Dr. James Comer of Yale University. Staff and

parents at other schools in the district were receiving
tralning inthe Comer Procass, and although Colum-
bia Park El School was not officially desig-
nated eligible to participate in this training, the
principal and a few staff and perents were able to
take part. One year into implementation of this
model, the district provided additional funds and
other support because of the school's status as a
nondesegregated school (it was impossible to
desegregate the school due to geographic limita-
tions). The principal at Columbia Park told us that
these additional resources made R easier to imple-
ment the Comer Model, but the succuss of the model
was by no means dependent tpon additional resour-
ces.

It is important to note also that some of the improve-
ment in the program at Columbia Park Elementary
Schoot seemad directly attributable to innovations
implemented at the district level by a new superin-
tendent of schoois. Schools in Prince George's
County had recently been required, by the district, to
implement tenets of the Effective Schools reseasch.
Thus, improvements were taking place on many
fronts and through the initiative of both the principal
and superintendent. The principal commented that
strong leadership from the superintendent had been
helpful to her inimplementing new programs, and a
representative from the central office repeatedly at-
tributed the improvement in student performance at
Columbia Park Elementary to the leadership of the

principal.

In the above cases and many others, we found that
a talenied principal was able to prompt improve-
ments in a school and to tap into resources from
outside sources. Thess principals were generally
effective motivators and were highly regarded by
school faculty. The advent of & new principal was
frequently seen by teachers as being at the root of
change in a school. However, a new and effactive
principal was not the only catalyst for change in the
schools we visited,

Inanumber of other cases, opportunity to peticipate
in an improvement program was dffered to the
school by an outside agent such ac the school
district, state education agancy, or communky or-
ganization. This opporiunity acted as an incentive to
the school's administration and staff to work toward
improvements. Although the impetus for change in
these cases came from outside the school, the out-
side agent was never, uttimately, the primary source
of change. The key to success in these examples
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was the ability and willingness of school administra-
tion and faculty to use the additional resources
provided fiom ou:side the school to initiate and sup-
port fundamental changes in the school. We did not
find schools in which fundamental change could be
attributed to any agent other than school staff mem-
bers. Outside organizations effectively seived as
impetus for improvement, but not as the chief im-
plernenters of charige.

We visited one school which served as an example
of a failed attempt to implement sustained improve-
ments. At this school, an outside community or-
ganization played the primary role in both initiating
and implementing improvement effoits. The pro-
gram was directed by staff from the outside or-
ganization, and its most important componentwas a
summer reading program. Only some of the regular
schocl-vear teachers taught inthe summer program,
and only a portion of the school’s student body was
enrolied. Events in this school ed that the
lacw of a stronger involvement by school staff and
the superficial nature of changes impiemented in the
regular school prugeam resulted in a failure to make
lasting improvements. The school staff was en-
‘husiastic about the program, believing that teaching
had improved and that the program generally was of
great benefit to students. However, despite this staff
support and positive outcomes for students, there
was evidence that when the community organization
withdrew its help, the innovative of the pro-
gram ceased to be purt of the school's instructional

program.

The concern about the lack of the program’s lasting
effect was expressed by several staff members.
Factors contributing to the concern include: insuffi-
ciert length of intervention by the community or-
ganization (three years); limitations imposed on
instructional improvements by state regulations; the
narrow focus on reading instruction when students
needed access to a broad array of academic and
nonacademic services; and the principal’s lack of
power and unwillingness to share control of the
school's management with teachers and staff.
Another factor contributing to the short life-span of
improvements in this school may have been that the
intervention came from an agency outside the school
system or state govemnment. That is, assistance was
not provided by an agency "married” to the school
by law or custom, so the relationship was not per-
manent. In fact, district staff were unfamiliar with the

program.

Clara Barton Elementary School in Rochester, New
York offers an illustration of a very different set of
events, in which some of the impetus for change
came from outside the school, but credit for improve-
ments is very clearly due to the school staff. Clara

Barton Elementary was identified as a low-perform-
ing school by the New York Education Department.
Although the school staff say improvements in the
school already had begun because of effective team
work among faculty and administrators, the iden-
tification likely added impetus to efforts toward im-
provement. Once the need was recognized, virtually
all the successes achieved by the school in its ser-
vices for disadvantaged children were initiated and
provided through the school's regular resources
without additional support from the district or state.

An glliance among Sitver Lane E School
in East Hartford, Connecticut, the East Hartford
school system, and the Connecticut Department of
Education provides an exampie of perheps the most
complex anc comprehensive school improvement

p we saw. All three players had a hand in
instigating change at Silver Lane Elementary, and all
three agencies continue to contribute to its present
success and ongoing improvement. Six years ago,
the principal of Silver Lane Elementary Schodi in
East Hartford, Connecticut, attended a presentation
by the state education agency on implementing the
tenets of the Effective Schools research developed
by Ron Edmonds, Lany Lezotte, and others. After
the presentation, the district superintendent invited
any interested principals to approach him about
implementing the process at their schools. Silver
Lane's principal immediately indicaied to the super-
intendent his interest in the state’s program. Since
that time, the school, the district, and the state have
worked hand in hand to improve educational and
related services at Sik w Lane Elementary, which is
now nationally known :-> an "effo tive school.”

Thus, the pattern among the successful schools we
visited was a combination of school-based and
extra-school contributions to improvement efforts.
However, within this pattern, there were tremendous
variations from school to school, with each situation
involving a different degree of outside intervention.
We found that ¢ ithough an outside agent could pro-
vide the impett 3 for school improvement--and this
was frequently the case--the most important players
in school improvement efforts were the school ad-
ministration and faculty. Or as one observer noted,
virtually anyone could pull the trigger at the starting
gate, but only the school staff could successfully run
the race. For this reason, many school improvement
plans called for staff training and team-buiiding as
one of the very earliest steps toward success.

Finally, we must qualify our comments about effec-
tive methods for change in schools by
admitting that although it is relatively easy to ex-
amine how improvemerits were initiated, & is very
difficult to determine whether the change initiated will
ultimately result in substantial improvement. Few
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schools--and not ai of those we visited--have com-
pietoly iimpiemented new efforts to improve their
school program, and even fewer of these have
evaluated the results of their efforts. The schools we
visited had each experimented with new methods of
providing quality education. Some had begun im-

plementing fundamental changes in managemert or
instruction a number of years ago and their improve-
ments werewell-established. Others were only inthe
early stages of making improvements. Therefore,
although we wei'a able to compare the methods by

which schools initiated change, we could rarely -

make final judgments about the relative success of
their efforts.

B. ASSESSING SCHOOL PERFOR-
MANCE: HOW DID SCHOOLS
KNOW THEY NEEDED TO IM-
PROVE?

Tied very closely (o the issue of how schools got
started on the road to improvement are questions
about how school staff realized performance 'vas
inadequate and in what specific areas improv~.aent
was needed. We found that school principals,
teachers, state education agency representatives,
and district superintendents across the country
referred to the same basic criteria in describing the
poor performance of their schools prior to im-
plementing improvements: low student test scores,
poor attendance (although this is a less dramatic
problem in elementary schools than in the higher
grades), high suspension rates, and a negative
school stmnsphere experienced by students,
teachers, and parents.

In most cases, school personnel were aware that
improvement was needed. Nearly every school had
owned up to the fact that chilkdren were not learning
and changes needed to be made; very few schools
waited for an outside agent to identify this for them.

However, a number of school principals told us there
had been problems with teachers who believed low-
income, m Yority children from single-parent homes
simply did not have the same capacity for learning
as other children. Thus, acknowledging a school's
poor performance was only the first step. Facuity
also had to recognize the possibility of increasing
student success.

Schools undertook: a second and more formal level
of evaluation to determine what specific improve-
ments should be macie and how they should be
implemented. This evaluation tended to be very
complex, and it varied from school to school. Inmany
schools, the recognition that improvements were
needed motivated the institution of school-based

. Then, the school's management team
compieted e second stage of the evaluation on
behalf of the full ©:chool commuinity.

For example, at Columbia Park Elementary School,
& new principal found the school in disarray. There
had been a tremendous amount of turnover, and

avery member of the school faculty would be
new at the beginning of the principal’s first school
year. The principal herself was filling her first assign-
ment in that role. She had heard a presentation
about James Comer's model of school-based plan-
ningand and decidedto implement the
model at Columbia Park Elementary School. Thus,
the new principal largely was responsible for com-
pleting a preliminary, informal evaluation of the
school and for taking the first steps toward improve-
men.

Columbia Park Elementary established a School
Planning and Management Team at the beginning
of the school year. With the establishment of this
team, which consisted of faculty members and
parents, the principal gave up sole authority for
dacisionmaking about the school. That authority was
shared by all members of the team, and the team
evaluated school performance and set &ppropriate
goals based on student test scores, attendance
levels, and other data and indicators of success or
failwe. In tias way, a system was established to
enswe that a detailed and ongoing assessment is
completed by members ofthe school community and
used as the basis for planning.

A few schools, upon recognizing inadequacy in their
performance, chose to panicipate in an assessment
and improvement process spensored by an outside
group such as the state education agency. It is
important to note that inthe mast successful of these
instances, the school staff nwited the intervention
from the state or other supportive organization. In
these cases, the comprehensive school assessment
was done by state education agency staff members
through questionnaires and interviews with school
staff members. This type of assessment had the
advantage of involving a large majority of the school
comr unity in the process of evaluating the school
sinc. opinions were saolicited from virtually all staff,
from parents, and from some students. However,
school staff members and parents were more pas-
sive participants in this type of assessment process,
especially in cases where the state education agen-
cy staff members not only collected but interpreted
the information. Although in these cases assess-
ment was completed by an outside agency, a school

management team was eventually formed and
charged with developing, or at least implementing,
the improvements that grew from information col-
lected about the school's performance.
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For example, at the invitation of the Stockton Unified
School District, the California Depaitment of Educa-
tion sponsored a detailed assessment of Garfield
Elementary School provided by an outside consult-
ing firm. The firm interviewad virtually all members
of the school community, performed a computer
analysis of this information, and provided "objective*
data on the assets and needs of the school. This
analysis also ranked the deficiencies found in the
school program from least to mcst severe. A school
management team was formed to implement chan-
ges according tothe outcomes of this analysis. State
education agency staff members told us the objec-

tive nature of the computer analysis made it easier
for school staff to "buy into" the set of priorities
established. However, although this was somewhat
true at Garfield Elementary School, teachers at
another California school using this process of as-
sessment complained that school staff had nomean-
ingful role in the process.

In the area of assessing a school’s strengths and
weaknesses, outside organizations could again pro-
vide useful assistance. An important key to success
for this assistance is that it avoid being overly

prescriptive.




The following is a discussion of arenas of and
strategies for improvement undertaken by the
schools we visitad. This second section begins with
the two most crucial aret.s of school activity:
management and instruction (not necessarily in
order of importance). These are followed by discus-
sions of somewhat narrower areas of school activity,
including early intervention, parent involvement,
categorical progrems, student assessment, staff

training, and community support.
A. MANAGEMENT

1. School-Based Management Teams

Most of the schools we visited had implemented
some form of school-based management. Among
the 14 schools with a schoolwide reform (rather than
efforts on special education, bilingual education, or
early childhood programs not offered on a school-
wide basis), 10 schools had instituted management
teams or committees within the school.

There are myriad definitions and models of school-
based management. Generally, this term is used to
describe a school management system in which
decisionmaking is shared by multiple members of
the administration and faculty (and sometimes
parents), and & substantial amount of authority for
decisionmaking is shifted from a local education
agency to the school site. The areas of authority,
such as finances, curriculum, training, and hiring,
vary among sites and models.

a. Team Composition

We found more similarities than differences among
the management teams in terms of their purpose,
membership, and power. In many cases, the prin-
cipal initially appointed the team. Each team in-
cluded bothteachers and administrators. Two teams
also included parents, and in some districts we
visited, students sat on management teams at the
high school level (we did not visit high schools).
Teams met on a monthly or bimonthly basis.

b. IssuesAddressed (Jurisdiction)

Most management teams addressed a wide range
of topics, including school climate, parent involve-
ment, funding and use of resources, staff hiring,
overall and individue! student progress, specific
school activities and curricular and instructional is-

sues. In some cases, teams jumped right into the
most difficult issues. In others, teams first cut their
teeth on planning specific events for the schools.
Where school teams spent little time on issues of
instruction, the staff explained to us that the team
was new and still completing basic tasks, such as
developing a school philosophy. Schools with long-
standing teams corroborated this explanation,
saying that as initial problems were resoived, their
team spent an increasaed amount of time on instruc-
tional issues.

An example ofthis pattern is Columbia Park Elemen-
tary School, which instituted its School Planning and
Management Team it i1985. Its initial work was
primarily to improve school climate and parent invol-
vement, and it was very successful in these areas.
The team recently has fccused on the need to im-
prove student performance in reading comprehen-
sion, which is the one area which has not
significantly improvad on student test scores. The
management tean: developed a strategy th” in-
cludes pre-testing students on specific objectives of
a reading unit so they do not repeat material they
already have mastered, and planning for new read-
ing curriculum in the next school year. The current
reading program emphasizes reading skills more
than reading comprehension.

At Charles Drew Elementary School in Dade County,
Florida, the management team, or Central Commit-
tee, was formed in 1987. It meets once a month and
includes the principal, assistant principal, members
of the steering committee elected by each grade
group, the union steward, and the PTA president. In
1988, its second year of operation, the Personnel
Committee of the Central Committe3 participated in
the hiring of a new assistant principal. Through the
Instructional Committee teachers selected all
materials they felt would upgrade the curriculum. An
assistant principal at Drew noted that the major
factor making Drew unique is the strong teacher
wice in the school on many issues, ranging from
curriculum and materials to schoot policy.

Resource Center staff found several exainples of
leadership or management teams initiating fundrals-
ing activities for the benefit of a school. In most
cases, fundraising was done on a relatively modest
level, and the teams’ financial responsibilities there-
fore were limited. At & meeting of the Drew Central
Committee observed by aCCSSO site visitor, mem-
bers discussed how to involve Nl students in the
annual science fair and whether to raise money for
a performance and display by one of the local Native
American tribes. The team decided that $325 was

.
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needed to fund the performance and felt confident
this could be raised easily.

Only a few of the school management teams we
learned about had major responsibility for financial
issues. In Dade County, the 32 schoois participating
inthe School-Based Management/Shared Decision-
making program are using a "School-Based Budget
System" developed as a cost neutral system. It
produces no new funds but provides schools the
opportunity to develop their own dollar-based, rather
than unit-based, budgets. Schools have discretion-
ary decisionmaking in 80to 90 percent of the budget.

c. Setting Priorities

Virtually every management team was responsible
for setting school priorities, sometimes with the in-
volvement of outside people, such as parents. In
most cases wherethere was no intervention fromthe
state education agency, the school’s priorities were
based upon test scores and other objective data, as
well as the teams’ somewhat informal assessment
of students’ needs. In these cases, opinions by
various school constituencies about areas needing
improvement were represented by members of the
team.

In two cases where there was major intervention
from the state, state education staff mem-
bers completed a detailed assessment of the school,
ranging from student achievement to parent at-
titudes about the school. Each school's manage-
ment team then developed priorities based upon the
information collected. In these cases, all members
of a school community, including teachers, ad-
ministrators, students, and parents, contributed to
the assessment.

The goals and priorities set by a school sometimes
were very specific and applicable to several areas.
Schools wanted to raise test scores by a certain
percentage or improve attendance by a specific
amount. In other school: , the team chose one broad
objective to address, su. h as raising teacher expec-
tations for students, and tackled this goal with dif-
ferent, but simultaneous strategies such as teacher
training, improved student support services, and a
teacher/student recognition program.

d. Making Decisions

There also were differences in how teams made
decisions. In some models of school-based
management, teams made decisions based on con-
sensus. [n others, issues were brought to a vote.

Columbia Park Elementary School in Prince
George's County, Maryland, has implemented the
Comer Model of the school planning and manage-
ment team. In this model, decisions are based on
team consensus, but the principal always retains the
power to veto ateam decision. According to Principal
Patricia Green, the team plays an essential role in
all decisions. However, to avoid a chactic situation,
the principal always has 51% control. It is the
principal’s task, she explained, to "steer the team
toward a group decision."

In Rochester, New York, each school has aplanning
team composed of the principal as chair, teachers,
and parents. The team makes decisions based upon
a majority within each constituent group, so a group
with greater numbers on the team cannot dominate
decisions made by the team.

e. Development of School-Based Management

In some of the most well developed examples of
school-based management, the school or district
axperienced a precursor to school-based manage-
ment that helped prepare them for a more formal
team management approach. For example, in
Rochester, New York, district-sanctioned schooi-
based planning teams only began in 1988, but they
were not a new concept in the district. Rochester’s
Counxils of Elementary School Teachers have ex-
isted for years, and most principals have worked with
them. The experience with these Councils provided
a basis for schooi-based management and joint
governance, paving the way for shared governance
before it became an issue of contract.

The process of instituting Rochester’s school plan-
ning teams began in 1980 when the board of educa-
tion identified "the school as the unit of
improvement.” In 1984, the school board considered
aproposal to establish a formal program of planning
school improvement in all Rochester schools. This
proposal became the Management Model for Im-
proved Performance, a systemwide effort thet ceiled
for the development of school planning teams. Each
team, together with the principal, would accept major
responsibility for school assessment, program pian-
ning, evaluation, and implementation. Its objective
was to raise student achievement through school-
based planning. In 1988, school-based planning
teams finally were instituted in evesy school in the
district as a matter of teacher contract.

In addition to gradual development of a formal
school-based management system, there were
those schools in which the relationship between
faculty and administration lent itself to shared con-
trol. At Charles Drew Elementary in Dade County, a
teacher commented about the relationship between
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the principal and teachers: *We have always had a
very open relationship with Mr. Morley. He has al-
ways allowed us a voice in how to make the school
a bettor place for the children and for us.*

2. Successful Schools without School-Based
Management

Central Park East |i Elementary School (CPE II) in
New York City has no school-based management
team. A key factor affecting the style of

as well as other aspects of CPE Il is the size of the
school. CPE Il envolis fewer than 250 students. The
school is one of a number of small alternative
schools in Community School District #4 that are
characterized by a small instructional setting, a
strong parental involvement component, and a
teaching staff that is creativa, committed, and in-
volved in the decisionmaking process of the school.
CPE Il is located in a large schoot facility which also
houses another school. There is a building principal
;vh? handles purely managemert issues for the
acility.

The goal of this management system is to allow the
director of CPE Il to give substantial leadership in
instruction, as well asto perform nevessary manage-
ment duties. A number of years ago, Lsh;ah Meier,
the founding director of Central Park East Elemen-
tary, made the conscious secision to manage rather
than teach. Initially, she aiso taught in an effort to
reduce the student teacher ratio. Her rationale for
leaving the classroom was that teachers would
bernefit more from her support of their instructional
efforts than from the reduced class size made pos-
sibleif the director alsowas ateacher. Teachers said
they did not want the job of director, which is fraught
with the hassles of negotiating with the district office
and other agencies for resources needed by the
school (Bensman, 1987).

Teachers are not involved in a formal management
team and instead have the freedom to focus ex-
clusively on instruction. They have a tremendous
amount of decisionmaking power regarding cur-
riculum and instruction at Central Park East II. The
school director and teachers meet each week to
dis::dt:ss the curriculum and the needs of specific
children.

There is also no management t9am at Madison
Elementary School in Pittsburgh. The principal at
Madison is a strong leader with high standards, and
she demands hard work from Madison teachers.
According to both the principal and teachers, it is
known throughout the district that if you teach at
Madison you probably work harder than your peers
in other schools. However, Madison does have an

Instructional Cabinet that meets once a month. The
instructional Cabinet is composed of repre-
sentatives from each grade level and is responsible
for outreach to other school staff and for implement-
ing the decisions it makes regarding curriculum.
Decisions are based on group consensus and the
principal ha’ veto power. The principal told us, "You
don't plan (or people but with people.® One teacher
said that the principal is effective because she
*delegates and trusts.”

3. School Relationship to District and State

In some schools we visited, a major factor in
management was that the principal reported directly
toacentral administrator rather than negntiating with
many s at the central zffice or dealing
with lower level central office managers about issues
at the school. This direct line to top authority in the
district office was valued highly by principals and
seemedto offer opportunity for faster and productive
change.

In Dade County, schools implementing School-
Based Management/Shared Decisionmaking report
directly to a liaison in the district superintendent's
office. Schools also may request waivers from both
local and state regulations that impair their ability to
provide servicas to children. Thirty-two schools in
Dade County have requested a total of 100 waivers;
to date, all waivers have been granted. The deputy
superintendent responsible for School-Based
Management/Shared Crecisionmaking in Dade
County recommendad to us that states arrange for-
mal mechanisms by which schools can get tem-
porary waivers from rules and regulations that
*protect the status quo* and "prevent experimenta-
tion." He believes these waivers should be tem-
porary and accompanied by accountability
measures. By providing these waivers, he claims, a
state education would create "an atmos-
phere for change and flexibility."

At Silver Lane Elementary in East Hartford, the
principal and site leadership team report directly to
the superintendent’s office. Early in the process of
establishing the team, the teachers requested that
lights be installed outside the school to make it safer
for them to attend evening meetings. The

was communicated directly from the principal to the
superintendent, and there were lights outside Silver
Lane E School within days. Teachers toid
us that this access to decicionmakers and rapid
response not only meant faster change but an in-
creased sense of momentum and commitment to
improvement on the part of school faculty and ad-
ministration.
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The only complaint we heard about such direct com-
munication was a case where teachers did not trust
the principal to adequately represent the needs iden-

tified by the ent team. These teachers
wanted direct communication between the manage-
mentteam and the district and state representatives.
This problem seemed to be specific to a school with
bad teacher/principal rapport.

B. INSTRUCTION

1. Instructional Strategies

Inanumber of schools, improvement revoive around
issues of management and climate rather than in-
struction. Some theories of school improvement,
notably the Comer Model implemented at Columbia
Park Elementary School, are based onthe belief that
shared and an improved climate in a
school wiil provide the opportunity for--or even
stimulate--better instruction. Although this is not ex-
pected in other experiments with school-based
management, several schools visited with afocus on
reorganizing management seem to share this view.
Their first and major thrust is inthe area of manage-
ment, and although there is evidence of improve-
ment in student performance, there has been no
major change in teaching practices.

Columbia Park Elementary School is implementing
tenets of both the Comer Model and the Effective
Schools research and, therefore, is attendingto both
student self-esteem and student achievement in its
efforts to improve performance. The School Plan-
ning and Management Team is responsibie for
directing improvements in both areas. Improve-
ments in instruction stem primarily from teacher
inservicetraining and from better alignment between
children's performance and the instruction they
receive. School faculty have improved their ability to
tailor instruction to the specific needs of children,
thereby increasing student learning time and speed-
ing student progress through tha curriculum.

Th , primary vehicle for ensuring student success at
Central Park East Il Elementary School (CPE I} is
not new forms of management but alternative cur-
riculum and methods of instruction. The CPE II staff
is guided by a pedagogy that is child centered.
Teachers say: "We believe that children learn best
when they are actively involved® and “the teach-
ing/learning of basic skills runs deeper than reading,
wiiting, and math."

The instructional program at CPE Il is the most
*alternative® of any we visited and is providing out-
standing education to disadvantaged children. Each
year the teachers select an "integrated curricula

theme,® and the concepts of each content area are
integrated around that theme. Each teacher 18-
searches and designs his/her own curriculum for the
year, whichresults in a teaching staff that is intellec-
tually stimulated and well-informed of trends and
issues in education. For example, one third and
fourth grade class looked at the world through the
eyes of an artist as the framework for their study of
math, science, and language arts. The beginning
themes focused on shapes and patterns. Math and
science concepts were integrated as students talked
about patterning and balance and the relation of
these conceptsto equations and multiplication. Later
inthe year the children were introduced to muiticul-
tural themes as they talked about how different parts
of the world view and create works of at within their
unique cultural perspectives. Through this in-
tegrated curricula approach, the staff "covers* the
requirements imposed by New York State and the
city school district (skills, concepts, standards of
performance).

At Madison Elementary School in Pittsburgh, the
primary vehicie for improvement is teacher training
and serious attention to meeting instructional objec-
tives. Its philosophy is that all children canlearn. One
teacher told us that "the key to a successful class-
room is really knowing the children as individuals.”
The same teacher said that the first two weeks of
schoot are most important for establishing rapport--
she has the children create "All About Me" books,
and she makes one herself to share with the stu-
dents.

Madison Elementary School participates inthe Pit-
tsburgh school district's Monitoring Achievement in
Pittsburgh (MAP) instructional objectives program.
The program, directed by a committee of teachers
and administrators, identifies a list of 100 objectives
for each unit of instruction, Teachers choose the 20
objectives they consider most importart, and every
nine weeks a MAP student test is used to evaluate
their success inachieving theseteaching objectives.
Teachers must spend 60 percent of their time on the
identified objectives; 40 percent of their time may be
spent on remedial or enrichment activities. Results
of tests of students’ achievement are sent to the
school, and these are used to change teachers’
strategies when mastery of a skill is not gained or
sustained. The principal monitors to see that 80
percent of the students have mastered the skills
taught for that unit. With the MAP program, teachers
are teaching to tie objectives, but they aiso are
encowaged to teach objectives not on the list of 20.

Clara Barton Elementary School in Rochester, New
York, is another example of a school that has imple-
mented both a new system and a new
approach to teaching and learning. All schools in
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Rochester recently adopted a system of school-
based management. In addition, Clara Barton
Elementary has embraced a philosopty of "direct
instruction" in wiich teachers provide intense small-
group instruction. One teacher described this as "in
their faces teaching." Resource teachers instruct
children rather than teaching teacher:s how toteach.
Direct instruction requires much attention
to pupils; small student-teacher ratios; and a lot of
planning each week among resource, regular
teachers, administrators, paraprofessionals, and
student teachers. Classes are highly structured,
both for academics and behavior. Because it is a
large school, there are many classes and read-

ing/math groups.

Medard Hilaire Nelson Elementary School in New
Orleans, Louisiana, employs both new instructional
strategie~. and a school management team to im-
prove services to children. However, efforts on in-
struction seem tc have been far more successful
than those in sharing school management respon-
sibilities. Nelson Elementary's programwas initiated
by a child advocacy group, the Southern Coalition
for Educational Equity; its goal is to improve the
reading comprehension skills of students in grades
4-6. A number of strategies have bean used in the
regular scheol program with a high degree of suc-
cess, including reciprocal teaching, in which stu-
dents play the role of the teacher in a group setting;
recreational reading; journal writing; and having
parents or a friend read to children for 15 minutes
four times a week.

However, the most successful use of new instruc-
tional strategies at Neison E! School oc-
curs during its Summer Reading Program. Many of
the same techniques, such as reciprocal teaching,
are used in the summer program. The major dif-
ference is that during the summer they can be ap-
plied free of the constraints under which teachers
operate during the regular yeer. For example, there
arevery specific state requirements asto the amount
of time devoted to each subject. Many of those
interviewed indicated a strong beliof that the regular
education program should be restructured to be
more like the Summer Reading Program.

In schools in which improvement primarily depends
upon a schoo! management team, these teams have
tended to implement discreet instructional
programs, especially for reading, critical thinking
skills, and skills measured by standardized tests.
Silver Lane Elementary Schoot has a number of
special reading activities, including the Pizza Hut
"Book It* program, the Super Readers Group, and
*Superistic Readers.” Olympia Heights Elementary
School provides instruction in critical thinking skills
for students above grade level in grades 2-3. There

are no plans to expand this program to include all
studends.

2. Grouping and Retention

Research demonstrates both the lack of value and
overuse of homogenous grouping and grade reten-
tion at all levels of schooling. In general, the schools
we visited minimized the use of both. In most
schools, we were told that students were grouped
heterogeneously in order to allow then to learn from
each other. In virtually every school where grouping
was discussed, this was the case.

One notabie exception to this was Madison Elemen-
tary School, where the principal said she believes
heterogeneous grouping spreads teachers too thin,
especially for reading. She admitted that children
know who is in the high, middie, and low groups, but
she believes she has solved this problem. All stu-
dents in the same grade begin the year in the same
textbook. For example, for second grade there are
two classes: the slower class has 17 students and
focuses on skills; the top group of 25 students does
supplementary as well as skills work. The principal
said that using the same book changes students’
attitudes about their performance, and that by the
third, fourth, and fifth grades she cannot tell much
difference between the upper and lower reading

groups.

The method ot grouping used at Madison Elemen-
tary School, although ditferent from most schools we
visited, has been successful for its students. The
school has only a small number of Chapter | stu-
dents, few retentions, and test scores described by
arepresentative of the PennsyIvania state education

agency as "extremely high."

At Central Park East [I, the issues of grouping are
resotved somewhat by using a different grade struc-
ture altogether. Students spend two years each in
first/second, third/fourth, and fifthysixth grades. Be-
cause students represent a broad range of corn
petencies, there is more opportunity to group within
one class instead of retaining students who are
falling behind. Teachers prefer the flaxibility this
system gives them because they can reinforce in-
struction in specific areas over the course of two
years for students needing it. This grade structure
also enhances continuity for both students and
teachers.

The Academic Academy in Benton Harbor,
Michigan, has developed a compietely alternative
method of dealing with grouping and retentionissues
for children in the earliest grades. The Academic

was established at the initiation of the new
superintendent to help solve the district’s problem of

15

20




nearly 30% annual retentions. The superintendent
knew that such a high retention rate was likely to
result in high rates of school dropouts in iater years,
and he took immediate steps to correct the situation.
He requested the Board of Education to place a
year-long moratorium on retentions throughout the
district, and he established the Academic Academy
for students in grades 1-3 who had been retained or
were otherwise performing at very low levels.

The student population at the school consists of
students between 6 and 10 years old; some older
students have failed both kindergarten and first
grade, and a few may have been retained in agrade
twice. Seventy-one percent of Academic Academy
students are boys.

Class size is 19-20 students; this small size is made
possible by Chapter | funds. There are five
paraprofessionals that work in the same two or three
classrooms each day. Teachers received intensive
training at the beginning of the school year focused
on learning styles, and they vary their teaching tech-
niques substantially during the course of the day.

Teachers & the Academic Academy told us that
many of their students must simpty have been be-
havior problems because they are now learning at
normal rates. They said that in many cases, the
students’ former teachers would not recognize their
current behavior and level of achievement. Accord-
ing to these standards, the school already has
proven itself to be quite successful in just its first
year. However, the district anticipates great difficul-
ty assuring that these students receive equally ex-
cellent instruction when they leave the Academic
Academy. The assistant superintendent told us that
although some people preach, "pay now of pay
later," theredlity is that we have to "pay all along the
way." She said that if no one is prepared to work with
the Academic Academy students as they progress
through school, they will fall back between the
cracks.

The Academic Academy is an obviously controver-
sial solution to a difficult problem. It has great ad-
vantages and disadvantages, but it certainly merits
watching during the next few years as the district
irons out many of the issues created by establishing
the school.

3. State Mandates and Waivers

Teachars in one state complained that the sheer
number of state-mandated instructional fequire-
ments restricted the.r ability to make meaningful
improvements in instruction. Because teachers are

required to spend specific amounts of time per day

teaching each subject area, they are unable to
restructure the deiivery of instruction.

A similar complaint came fror another school (ina
different state) that had implemented an excellent
alternative instructional program but was constantly
having to struggie with testing requirements im-
posed by the local school system and curriculum
prescribed by the state. The school faculty disagreed
with the strict curricuium guidelines laid out by the
state, but adhered to them somewhat so that
students’ test scores would not be drastically af-
fected by an incompatibility between the school's
instruction and the mandated standardized tests.

Both school and district level staff in various places
discussed the possibility of states waiving rules and
regulations that might limit the manner in which
services can be provided. It was suggestedto us that
these waivers should be only temporary and should
be accompanied by strict accountability measures.
Several states are experimenting with such waivers
and a few of the schools we visited had received
them. Their feaction to these waivers was very posi-
tive.

C. EARLY INTERVENTION

Most f the elementary schools we visited dealt with
prohslems created by the uneven preparation of stu-
donts for school. They employed very different
strategies to address this issue, amid confusion and
debate about how limited funds for early ‘atervention
programs could be used most effectively.

1. Early Childhood Education and Care

Teacher> of young children in many of the elemen-
tary schools commented that children who attended
¢ 2 early childhood program such as Head Stait were
significantly better prepared for school than those
who did not. These teachers, without exception,
were working with low-income children, and their
comments closely match research indicating that
children from disadvantaged homes benefit sub-
stantially from early childhood programs. Thekinder-
garten teacher at Silver Lane Elementary School in
East Hartford, Connecticut said that children's skills
are much better if they come from a preschool or
Head Stat Program. She believes that without this
preparation, it may take children two to three years
to catch up.

Silver Lane Elementary does not offer an early
childhood program. There are preschool programs
in East Hartford funded through Chapter 1, special
education, and Head Start. The preschool Chapter
1 programs used to be decentralized, but they now
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all are located in one preschool center. The kinder-
garten teacher believes maore preschool programs
for children of the working poor are greatly needed.
There are two private preschool centers near Sitver
Lane Elementary, but even with sliding-scale fees
these are tcc axpensive for many families.

The principal at Madison Elementary School also
commened on the need for more preschool ser-
vices. Next door to Madison Elementary School
there is a day care program for ttwee-year-okds and
Head Start for four-year-olds, housed in portable
buildings. The principal complained about the in-
come guidelines. Families just above the income
cutoff are sometimes thosa inwhich both parents are
working. This means they cannot afford either to
work of not to work: if a mother works, she must pay
a huge fraction of her income in child care; if she
stays home to care for the children, the family
sacrifices haif of its small income. The principal said
the program would doubile in size if it had the space
and altered the eligibility guidelines. At the time of
ouwr visit, for every six children in Pittsburgh eligible
for preschool services, only one is served.

Charles Drew Elementary School in Dade County,
Florida, has a Kindergarten Readiness Program
(KRP) as one of its nine components of school
improvement. The program is designed to give
three- and fowr-year-olds a structured atmosphere,
which *stresses cognitive and affective development
through manipulative story-telling and exposure to
the community.” The children are kept very active
and are given constant positive reinforcement. The
*Cooperative Preschool [nventory" is administered
as a pre and post test. According to the Assistant
Principal, the students envolled in last year's KRP
tested out of the Chapter 1 kindergarten and arenow
in regular kindergarten.

OlympiaHeights Elementary School in Dade County
has a befors- and after-school child care program in
which 10% of the students participate.

Clara Barton Elementary School in Rochester does
not provide an early childhood development pro-
gram, but it has received foundation funds to link it
with early childhood and day care centers in
Rochester. Chester Dewey Elementary School, also
aRochester public school, began in November 1988
to implement a prekindergarten program for three-
and four-year-olds. The program was in the earliest
stages when we visited. This prekindergarten pro-
gram is one component of the Community School
Model being used at Chester Dewey, one of 14
schools in New York State implementing a plan for
the school site to provide many services to families.
Teachers at both Chester Dewey and Clara Berton
Elementary Schools recommended that the state

make early childhood programs a priority and pro-
vide funding for these programs.

The most compxehensive and fully implemented
school-based early childhood progrem visited was at
Freatown Eleme. .ary School in Anne Arundel Coun-
ty. Maryland. Infact, the focus of our visit to Freetown

was the early childhood program known
as the Extended Elementary Education Program
(EEEP). The idea for the program was generated by
the state superintendent of education, and the pro-
gram was initiated by the state education agency.
Freetown is one of five pilot sites in the state opened
in1980. The Freetown EEEP initially received 100%
of its funding from the state; the county has now
assumed 40% of the funding. Additional support
comes from the PTA, the Anne Arundel Cultural Arts
Fund, and Chapter 1.

According to the principal, there are several unique
characteristic s of the program: 1) it aliows children
the opportunity for positive contacts with adults out-
side of the family; 2) it stimulates four-year-oids’
desireto leamn; 3) it develops a positive school/home
relationship; 4) it provides a lot of positive reinforce-
ment for learning; and 5) it teaches children techni-
ques for getting along with others and working out
differences.

Parental involvement is a key component of the
EEEP. There is an orientation for parents prior to a
student's enroliment, and every student’s home is
visited at least once during the school year by the
EEEP teacher. School-parent communication con-
tinues through three scheduled conferences every
year, a monthly newsletter, and a monthly calendar
for parents thet lists the concepts to be taught every
day as well as the daily snack.

At the EEEP's inception, a great deal of time was
spent providing information to the Head Stast pro-
gram to prevert any possible turf problems. Both
programs serve four-ysar-olds, but all children are
eligible for the EEEP regardiess of income. Also,
Head Start can now serve three-year-olds, which the
EEEP cannot do.

Initially, recruitment for the program was difficult, but
the program is now easlly filled. This year's program
will include only 20 students (instead of the previous
average of 45) because a schoo! in @ neighboring
attendance area has initiated its own EEEP. This
means that all children in the Freetown EEEP will
remain in the school for the later grades, which

pleases the staff.
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2. Full-Day Kindergarten vs. Pre-First
Grade

A great variety of opinion existed in the schools we
visited about the relative merits of full-day kindergar-
ten and pre-first grade. Some schools chose the
former and others the latter; these decisions did not
seem to be based on research which established
that one or the other was more beneficial for childcen.
Especially inthe case of pre-first grade, schooi statf
seemed to have chosen this option based on their
own experiences with children. However, where we
found pre-first grades, funding was lacking for full-
day kindergartens for all children.

The schools offering full-day kindergarten seemed
able to do so because of state funding. Sitver Lane
Elementary School in East Hartford has one full-day
and two half-day kindergarten classes. The full-day
kindergarten is one of 39 such programs funded by
the state through a special grant program. The prin-
cipal at Silver Lane said students are retained for a
second year in kindergarten if necessary, but rarely
after that. A number of other schools have similar
policies on retention--they feel it is better to retain a
child early in his or her schooling and to avoid
retaining a student later on.

Chester Dewey Elementary Schodl in Rochester
offers full-day kindargarten as one of 14 state-
funded "community schools® in New York State.
There are two full-day kindergarten classes: Leamn-
ing through English Academic Program (LEAP) for
limited English proficient students and a reguiar
class for native English speakers. The full-day
kindergarten program emphasizes language
deveiopment, and by the time children enter first
grade they are accustomed to instructional language
and are ready to learn to read. The only problem
gted by staff was the lack ~ space for additional
asses.

School staff at ClaraBarton Elementary School, also
in Rochester, noted that a full-day kindergarten pro-
gram could greatly change the racial make-up of the
school by altracting more white families. The in-
creased number of white students could result in
saving the magnet program at the school, which is
in danger of losing funding due to a failure to fulfill
racial quatas.

Pre-first grade was the other strategy used by some
schools to intervene early in a child’s schooling and
prevent long-term school failure. These schools dif-
ferentiate between retaining students and placing
them in a “transitional” or "pre-first" grade. At Clara
Barton Elementary Schoo! in Rochester, any child
with “readiness deficits,” which are identified thvough
assessment and teacher recommendation, is en-

rolled in pre-first grade. There are two pre-first grade
classes, with 15 children in one class and 17 in the
other. The regular first grade class has 30 children.
The principal at Clara Barton believes the pre-first
grade would be un it the school could
provide full-day kindergasten instead. The school is
currentty unable to provide full-day kindergarten be-
cause of space arnd funding barriors.

Madison Eiementary School in Pit:sburgh also has
a pre-first grade program, called the Early Learning
Skills (ELS) transition program, initiated in 1982 at
the request of the school principal. She maintains
that ELS gives children a "second chance® and that
*many of the kids just needed that extra year." The
program repeats kindergarten lessons a a faster
pace, thenintroduces the early lessons of first grade
at a slower pace. Students are allowed to go at their
own pace in order to “feel good about school.”

The criteria used to assign children to ELS include
their scores on the Abbreviated Kindergarten Inven-
tory Test and on the MAP reading test, a ‘eacher
evaluation of their emational and social readiness,
andthe student’s completion of kindergarten, includ-
ing mastering a percentage of their sounds and
letters. Of 57 students in kindergarten, approximate-
ly 10will gointo ELS. This year there are 16 students
inELS. :

According to the principal, assignment to ELS is not
irreversible. Some students "blossom after kinder-
garten" and canbemoved intothe regular first grade.
If a child shows marked improvement by the first
grading period of ELS, he or she can be reassigned.
The principal noted that a strong parent component
helps parants become aware of changes in their
children. However, most students stay in ELS jor a
full year.

D. CATEGORICAL PROGRAMS

Council staff found schools dealing with federal and
state categorical programs in widely divergent ways.
Some had integrated these programs into their
school improvement efforts and reorganized the
provision of categorical services accordingly.
Others had barely begun to address problems in
these programs. CCSSO visiting teams were some-
times left with the impressior: that changes had not
been initiated in categorical programs due to con-
fusion about the regulations governing them.

1. Chapter1
Schools we visited were experiencing two types of

problems with the provision of Chapter 1 services. In
some cases, they provided such exceptional instruc-
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tional services that low-income children were losing
their eligibility under Chapter 1 because they per-
formed so well on standardized tests. Of couwrse,
reduced numbers of Chapter 1 eligible students
meant loss of funds to schoois. In other cases,
schools felt boundto continue using pull-out Chapter
1 services even in schools where more than 75
percent of students were eligible. In our estimation,
this was due to simple inertia, fueled by uncertainty
about the regulations governing Chapter 1 and fear
of violating them.

Some students in every school visited were eligible
for Chapter 1 funds based on the concentration of
children from low-income families. In most schools
the vast majority of students met income guidelines
for Chapter 1, but, as mentioned above, many did
not receive services because of their high test
scores. For example, at Madison Elementary School
80% of students receive free or reduced price
lunches but only 15 students in the school are
eligible for Chapter 1 services because the
remainder have too high test scores.

The same is true at Silver Lane Elementary School,
where 150 students receive free or reduced price
lunches but only 25 receive Chapter 1 services.
These 25 students attend daily half-hour, pull-out
classes of three or four children. Instruction is
provided by an intensive reading instructor.

The Chester Dewey Elementary School in
Rochester reduced the number of children assigned
to special education classes by providing students,
instead, with Chapter 1 services. Its new dilemmais
that as student test scores improve, the school may
lose its Chapter 1 funding.

AtCharles Drew Elementary School in Dade County,
there are 107 Chapter 1 students out of atotal school
envoliment of 640, (Eighty-five percent of students
live below the poverty level and are therefore
eligible, according to income guidelines, for Chapter
1 services.) Thirty-seven students receive services
under the state’s compensatory education program.
School staff said that fewer and fewer children at
Drew are eligible for Chapter 1 services because of
improved test scores. As a result, the school has
been trying to serve more children under the state
program.

Most schools still provide Chapter 1 services as
pull-out classes, yet sometimes these ciasses have
as many as 15 students, Staff at Drew Elementary
School considered their compensatory education
classes to be quite small, even with about 15 stu-
dents. Computers and aides are used to assist in-
struction. In addition to reading instruction, the
Chapter 1 curriculum at Drew includes dally Spanish
instruction and a new emphasis on oral language

development and science. This additional instruction
raised questions about the amount of time students
spend each day in these pull-out classes.

In contrast, at Clara Barton Elementary School
Chapter 1 services have beer delivered in the
reguler classroom for the past two years. Chapter 1
rasources and efforts are focused on children in
grades one to thvee because of evidence indicating
that early support is most effective. The Chapter 1
instructional team works with the regular teachers,
providing services to the whole class while targeting
specific students for extra help.

2. Special Education

Nearly every school we visited was grappling with
problems created by a history of assigning too many
students to special education classes, especially
male minority children. The two schools that had
implemented successful programs to improve spe-
cial education services had reduced the number of
children assigned to special educetion classes and
increased the amount of support available in the
regular classroom. Even those schools with less
focused effoits measured the success of attempted
improvements by how rany children previously as-
signed to special education classes had been
mainstreamed. This movement to mainstream stu-
dents currently assigned to special education was
much stronger and more common than efiorts to
provide Chapter 1 services inthe regular classrcom.

a. Hutchins Middle School

Two schools had impiamented distinctly alternative
methads of addressing problems in special educa-
tion. The Detroit Public Schools have developed a
program called Alternatives to Special Education,
which received a three-year grant of $45,000 from
the Michigan Department of Education. Detroit's ef-
forts were recommended to us by Asa Hilliard as a
method of truly revolutionizing the provision of spe-
cial education services. The overall purpose of the
program, according to its grant description, is to
improve services for disabled chikdren and "to in-
crease their opportunities to remain within the
regular education classroom setting.* The Detroit
Public Schools use a "Resource Model® designed to
convert three categorical self-contained classrooms
to a resource program where students return to
regular education and receive specialized support
from the resource staff. This program has been
implemented only in middle schools because
misclassification is no longer common in Detroit at
the elementary school level. This situation seems to
be unique to the Detroit school system.
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The rescurce model also provides consultation and
assistance for regular education students identified
as low-performing, high-risk students subject to the
special education referral track. Resource teachers,
who aretrained special educators, work with regular
education teachers, often in their classrooms, to
provide special supportive instruction and/or con-
sultation.

The two components of Detroit’'s program are
Dynamic Assessment (D.A.) and Instrumental En-
richment (1.E.). Ingrid Draper, director of special
educatior: for the Detroit Public Schools, said that
'D.AJL.E. i5 not only a pedagogy, but a philosophy
to help us with our reform goals. It is one of the few,
if not only, processes that integrates effoctive
schools research in so many areas.”

Dynamic Assessment takes eight or nine hours over
several days to administer and is highly dependent
upon the interaction between examiner and child.
The assessor works to change any deficiency during
the assessment process. Ingrid Draper noted that
Dynamic Assessment “comes closestto fulfilling our

that assessment serve the learner and the
teacher and that assessment aid in selecting and
designing effective programs for all children. How-
ever, D.A. should not be used as a replacement for
other kinds of testing.*

Instrumental Ervichment consists of 15 paper and
pencil exercises, called instrumerits because they
are said to be "instrumental® in overcoming one or
more cognitive deficiencies. Instrumental Envich-
ment is usad two or three times a week for a three-
year period with individuals or groups of students,
ages 10-18 years. Students are taught to soive
problems. The teacher also structures *bridging"
activities that help students apply what they have
learned to both school work and real life. Students
become very knowledgeable about how they learn
and can use that knowledge in many situations.

There is a strong relationship between Dynamic
Assessment and Instrumental Enrichment. Dynamic
Assessment determines how a student learns,
provides information about a student’s learming
potential, and modifies a student’s cognitive
deficiencies. Instrumental Envichment continues to
assist the student in overcoming those cognitive
deficiencies. it is importarg to note, however, that
Dynamic Assessment and Instrumental Envichment
do not have to operate in tandem.

The Alternatives to Special Education program
received rave reviews from teachers, district and
school administrators, and parents. However, we
learned that despite the success of this program, the
school psychologist must continue to do traditional
assassments in order to meet the requirements for

state and federal categorical funding. Without these
assessments, Hutchins Middie School and other
schools in Detroit wouid lose their state and federal
funding for special education. The psychologist uses

c Assessment with students "on the side"
because there is no funding for it.

b. Verner Eicmentary School--The Adaptive
Learning Environments Model (ALEM)

The secund school we visited that was trying sys-
tematically toimprove services to students with spe-
cial needs was Verner Elementary School outside of
Pittsburgh, Pennsyivania. Vermer Elementary was
not officially part of our project on successful
schools, but a Council staff person was invitedto visit
the school as a demonstration of the use of the
Adaptive Learning Environments Model (ALEM),
designed by Margaret Wang of the Temple Univer-
sity Center for Research in Human Development
and Education.

ALEM addresses individual learring needs by
providing a large proportion of individualized instruc-
tion during the school day, especially in basic skills.
At Verner Elementary School, children spend the
morning studying math, reading, and writing. They
work on their own or in small groups, and teachers
employ various strategies, such as cooperative
learning, peer tutoring, and computer-ass.stad in-
struction. Students primarily have prescribed ac-
tivities in basic skills areas but are allowed a
specified number of "exploratories* each week in
which they choose their own learning activity.

Because of the high degree of individualized instruc-
tion, chiliren are able to work at their own pace.
Thus, students assigned to special education per-
ticipate in the regular classroom but complate learn-
ing activities appropriate to their needs. Special
education teachers work with students inthe regular
classroom setting. A few students with severe neecs
remain in a self-contained resource room.

Both reqular and special education students are
evaluated on a regular basis using criterion-refer-
enced assessmerts. The information gathered ful-
fills the formal individual education programs (IEPS)
of the special education students, and also is an
importar tool in providing individualized instruction
for roguiar education students.

As part of the ALEM method, students are taught to
manage their learning and behavior in t™, classroom
through *self-scheduling.® Students at Verner

< *self-schedule* for most of the morning,
selecting from the activities and tasks prescribeci for
them in the areas of reading, writing and math, and
working at their own pace. The teacher moves
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amongthe students to provide help and monitor their
progress.

During the afternoons at Verner Elementary,
children participate in a more traditional classroom
environment because the faculty believes they must
also know how to function inthe standard classroom
sstting. Social studies and science are the principal
subjects taught in the eftcrnoon.

Verner Elementary provides Chapter 1 services in
pull-out sessions during the time when students are
self-scheduling. In this way, no student misses direct
instruction. Once the Chapter 1 teacher has
provided the requisite amount of instruction for each
child eligible for these services, he or she provides
additional instructional support in regular class-
rooms to both Chapter 1 and regular education
students, although the focus is on students identified
for Chapter 1 services.

The principal at Verner commented that if Chapter 1
regulations permitted in-class instruction to the de-
gree it is allowed by the Education of the Hand-
icapped Act, the school could provide all Chapter 1
services in the regular classroom. (Verner does not
have a high percentage of low-incoms and low-per-
forming students and, therefore, is not eligible for a
schoolwide Chapter 1 program.)

Both Margaret Wang's ALEM and the Detroit Public
School's Alternatives to Special Education offer
methods of serving children with special needs in the
regular classroom. Parents at both schools were
very enthusiastic about the success of teachers with
their children in the regular classroom. In addition to
the high quaility service provided for special educa-
tion students, these two programs offer methods of
serving other children with special needs, such as
compensatory education. Staff in the Detroit Office
of Special Education view the assessment and in-
structional methods used in D.A. and |.E. as having
grest potertial for use in Chapter | and other com-
pensatory education programs. ALEM is currently
being used to advantage in the scheduling of Chap-
ter 1 services at Vemer Elementary. It also is being
implemented in the Philadelphia school system
where there is a higher percentage of jow-income
minority students, to benefit both special education
and Chapter 1 students.

3. Bilingual Education

Councit staffstudiedtwo elementary  ~hools spexifi-
cally for their bilingual education programs.
Eastman Avenue Elementary School in Los Angeias
and Franc's Scott Key Elementary School in Ar-
lington, Virginiaare in districts with high percentages
of limited English proficient (LEP) and language

minority students. However, the number of LEP stu-
dents Is much greater at Eastman and this &fected
the school's design of a bilingual pragram.
Eastman's school population is nearly 100%
Hispanic, and a relatively small percentage of the
student body is fully English proficient. Thirty-nine
percent of the student body at the Kay School is
limited English proficient, although that number will
increase in coming years bscause most of the
school's LEP students are first and second graders
and an increasing number of LEP students are ex-
pected to enter the school system in coming years.

The two schools’ programs ara very different in
content and method, as well as in their origins.
However, bath offer an alternative to bilingual ESL
programs. The programs illustrate how toinitiate and
implement bilinguai programs in the face of such
issues as a shortage of qualified teachers, problems
gtg student grouping, student assessment, and
rs.

a. Eastman Avenue Elementary School

Eastman Avenue Elementaty School was one of the
original sites for what has come to be known as the
Eastman Curriculum Design F oject. The school
was invited in 1980 by the California state education
agency to be one of five schools implementing a
curriculum designed by the agency based on its
synthesis of research on bilingual education.
Schools were chosen based on the number of LEP
students envolled, among other criteria.

At the time the principal was in her first year of the
job and initially declined to implement the project.
However, during her first year she realizedtherewas
agreat deal of "confusion fekt by the school...regard-
ing bilingual education.” There were & wide range of
terms and definitions being used, several inconsis-
tencies in teachers’ perceptions of the instructional
goals of the bilingual education program, and many
wconsistencies in what actually went on in the
various "bilingual education® classrooms. The prin-
cipal saw the curriculum design project as an oppor-
tunily to axpose the school staff to tiie latest theory
anc research in language acquisition and second

leaming. She believed the project could be
used to improve the quality of instruction in the
school.

The state provided a very simple curriculum matrix,
ana the principal had the flexibility to decide upon the
scheol organization; timing of matrix components;
managerial style; and assignment of teachers to
all-English classes, such as art and physical educa-
tion. The principal sald: "As we went on, the design
that the state originally gave us was changed eight
Gt nine different times." The state education agency




staff who developed the curriculum werethrilled with
the Eastman staif’'s efforts to modify the model for

implementation.

Many of the requirements of the curriculum matrix
were impossible to implement because of the
realities of school organization and regulation. For
example, in California only one in five students who
shouid be served in bilingual programs is actually
taught by trained bilingual certified staff. This is due
to the major difficulty of finding and funding enough
trained bilingual teachers.

Eastman already had a shortage of bilingual
teachers. In its previous program bilingual teachers
stayed with their class for the whole day, teaching in
English during the "English® portions of the school
day. Under the new curriculum design, the principal
allocated those resources more efficiently by using
bilinguel teacherstoteach only in Spanishto several
classes. The school originally had 48 "bilingual®
classrooms bsfore the restructuring. The new model
reduced that number to 30. The principy believes
this method of allocating bilingual teachers means
that more high quality instruction is delivered in the

native language.

According to the principal, teacher reorganization
also had implications for student groupings: "If you
have the children grouped properly, imagine how
much more content you can cover. Andyou can keep
them on grade ievel." Eventhough the research and
theory did not point to Eastman's specific classroom
organization, the practical necessity of implementing
the curriculum matrix led to new groupings. Classes
were organized by dominant language and English
language proficiency. For cora academic subjects,
students were grouped according to their grade
reading levels. The old ciass combination of one-
third fully English proficient, t wo-thirds LEP students,
until recently required by California state law, was
maintained for art, music, and physical education.

As the principal told us:

...when you see LEP and non-English speaking
kids in a regular classroom where there is some
sont of a bilingual program supposedly being done
by an aide--because there aren't any bilingual
leachers--they getalittle ESL fron; somebody, and
the rest of {:-. time they are just trying to figure out
what's goiny on... The difference [between that and
the Eastman model] is dramatic, 1 think. For ex-
ample, in second grade, our children are grouped
appropriately in one language and get a full,
balanced cumriculum of all the content areas. They
get all the language arts, all the math, social
studies, and science, and all in a language that
they understand, and all using the same kind of

strategies that the English-speaking teacher is
using across the hall. That is equitable education.

One of the main benefits provided by the Eastman
design is the fully balanced curriculum for both
sacond language learners and fully English profi-
cient students. The curriculum framework provides
a phasing-in plan for the transition to an English
program. When students do make the transition,
they are typically a& or near their grade level in
content area knowledge, thereby eliminating the
need for remediation in the mainstream classroom.

b. Francis Scott Key Elementary School

Francis Scott Key Elementary School started its
Partial Immersion Program as a way of broadening
the education of dorinant English-speaking
children. The school district does have a high per-
centage of LEP children, and this fact made the
program nossible. Thirty-nine percent of the stu-
dents at Key School are LEP and are heavily con-
centrated in the early grades.

CCSSO staff learned from the uwipal that the
nartial immersion program actually is a foreign lan-
guage "two-way" program in English and Spanish at
the first and second grade levels. The program
places native Spanish speakers, many of whom may
be limited-English-proficiert, in the same class-
rooms with native English speakers to study both
language arts and content areas in Spanish and
English. There are two teachers--a monolingual
Englishteacher and a bilingusl teacher who teaches
only in Spanish. Spanish leaming for the English
dominant students is continually reinforced through
interaction with native Spanish speaking students,
while Spanish speakers learn to read and writs in
tgeir native language and gain literacy skills in
nglish.

The program serves 37 students out of a total school
envoliment of 580. The plan calls for a grade to be
added each year to the program so that the original
first graders will go through the entire six grades in
atwo-way program.

The program was originally targeted at gifted and
talented students from both Spanish domnant and
English dominant backgrounds. However, identifica-
tion of gifted and talentad native Spanish speakers
proved difficult because of inadequate assessment
procedures. The program design therefore was
changed to include students nok identified by the
teachers as gifted and talented but who, neverthe-
lass, were Spanish dominant. This resulted in the
enroliment of students who might be categorized as
at risk of school failure. The focus of the program,

27

T
<3

e
ivm L n




however, was not altered by including these stu-
dents,

Participation in the program is based upon parental
choice. Two factors affect the composition of the
classes: the numbers of each language group in the
school population and parents’ receptivity to lan-
guage immarsion. English-dominant parents not
only are more hesitant to envoll their children, but
they are fewer than the Spanish-dominant families.
Cenversely, Spanish-speakers are more receptive
to the program methodology, and they also make up
a larger percentage of the school populati-n The
result is that "selection” is more a question of how
many English-dominant parents can be persuaded
and how many of the interested Spanish-dominant
children can be accommodated. Not all limited
English proficient students are included.

Support for non-English-dominant students is huilt
into the program through a multicultural curriculum
and the extra preparation that goes into every step
of the process. An ed but fortunate by-
product of these strategies is the help received by
children wizo may be at risk of school failure. The
extra effort and attention given the students in the
program benefit those at risk.

E. STAFF TRAINING

Virtually every schoot we visited had undertaken
some new teacher inservice training as part of its
efforts to provide better services to children. The
highest-performing schools all had made substantial
commitments to such training.

School administrators and faculty, as well as some
state education agency (SEA) staff, made numerous
suggestions for how states could help promote
quality inservice training for teachers. A Florida prin-
cipal remarked that states should be a greater
source of information about recent research on ef-
fective teaching and that it would be especially help-
ful if the SEA could provide school staff with
information about initiatives undertaken in other
states. Both principals and staff at several schools
told us that in order to be useful, the content of
inservice training sessions should be tailored to the
needs identified by school staff. Too cften, inservice
training was packaged for schools with no regard as
to the strengths or weaknesses of & school or its
staff. Nne school superintendent told us that every
teacher in the school district had received training in
Madeline Hunter techniques, but because teachers
werenot in adiscussion about the rationale

and otjactives of the training, it proved to be of littie
value to children in the classroom.

When training was well-matched to the needs of a
school, it was usually because either a certain type
or topic of training was requested by the faculty or
their representatives on the management team, or
because the treining was chosen in response to
needs revealed by an extensive evaluation of the
school.

Teachers and principals in a number of schools told
us that some of their most crucial inservice training
had been in the area of teacher expectations and
attitudes. Schools discovered through various
means that their major problem was that teachers
believed children from low-income or minority back-
grounds could not achieve in schoot at the same
levels as other students. This problem was frequent-
ly addressed through inservice training of schod!
staff, and schools reported success in this area.
School staff emphasized the impostance of raising
teacher expectations as the very first step toward
improvement. More than one school sprxit an entire
year focusing on the idea that all children can learn.
Teachers at Willard Model School in Norfolk, Vir-
ginia, received 54 inservice trainings during the
school's first year, and a main subject of these
sessions was teacher attitudes toward educating
minority students.

In schools that had opted to implement some form
of school-based management, substantial inservice
training was given during the earliest stages of im-
plementing change as a way of preparing ad-
ministrators and teachers to participate in
improvements. The group of school staff chosen to
serve on the management team r..eived training in
communication and management skills prior to or at
the outset of the school year, and they participated
in follow-up training only two or three times during a
year. These team members then acted as leaders in
the school community and were responsibile for com-
municating what they had learned to their col-
leagues.

According to the principal at Olympia Heights
Elementary School in Dade County, training con-
ferences for teachers were sponsored by the district
as part of the implementation of the school's School-
Based Management/Shared Decisionmaking
proposal. The: assistant superint~ndent in charge of
this program noted that, if asked to revise orimprove
the process of implementing school-based manage-
ment, he would provide additional training in leader-
ship and decisionmaking skills for school staff.

The principal and members of the School Planning
and Management Team at Columbia Park Elemen-
tery School participated in summer training sessions
with Dr. James Comer at Yale University prior to

implementing the Comer Mode! of school manage-
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ment at their school. This was one of the very few
cases in which parents, as well as school staff,
received raining.

in both Connecticut and California, the state educa-
tion agency provides inservice training in manage-
ment and communication skills to schools
participating in its local school improvement pro-
gram. In these cases, the management team is
again the primary recipient of inservice training.

There were exampies of unsuccessful implementa-
tion of strategies learned through team training,
generally because of insufficient time allotted to
team members to plan and work with other staff once
they were back in the school setting or poor com-
munication among team members, especially be-
tween administrators and faculty, However, these
examples were limited in number, and the team
approach frequently resulted in successful im-
plementation of a new management strategy.

Most schools provided some form of reguler inser-
vice training for all teachers. Sometimes this regular
training, usually with a focus on instruction, was the
main thrust of a school's improvement efforts. In
other cases, it was in addition to the training of the
management team. Not every school was using this
requiar training to best advantage.

The Detroit public school system has developed an
excellent program of regular and comprehensive
training as a tool for implementing the Alternatives
to Special Education program. Long-term change, it
decided, would require a change in attitude on the
part of virtually every teacher, administrator, parent,
and community member involved. The school
system'’s department of special education invested
four years of planning in the project, with a major
focus oninservice training. The stage was set for the
program through inservice training of chief ad-
ministrators initiated by the Office of Special Educa-
tion and funded by a grantfromthe U. S. Department
of Education. The three-ycar training effort focused
on the impact of ihe mandated special education
laws and o« #:@ need for change in special educa-
tion. Approximately 4,000 persons, including ad-
ministraicis, teachers, parents, and community
membexs, received training through this program.
Sessions focused on such topics as student
cooperative learning, alternative approaches in
reading instruction, resource program guidelines
and operation, mediation as an instructional ap-
proach, and effective counseling with parents of
handicapped children,

Detroit also was concerned that those who would be
trained in Alternatives to Special Education not be-
come isolated. Consequently, they trained sufficient
numbers of professionals to have a "critical mass*

within the district who "spoke the same language®
and could critique the district's efforts. The district
also provided inservice sessions for Instrumental
Envichment teachers and their principals throughout
the year as additional support.

Special education laaders in the Detroit Public-
Schools told us that they have worked hard to
develop the district's own capacity to train staff for
the Dynamic Assessment and instrumental Envich-
ment programs, Without building this capacity, they
said, the district constantly faces a huge expense
and difficuity in getting outside experts to train staff.
The district's ability to train its own staff ensures the
long-term duration of the program.

Kelson Elementary School in Baltimore City,
Maryland, has also implemented an extensive
teacher training program, the *Teacher Decision
Making Project,” (TDM) which was deveioped bty the
Maryland Depaitment of Education. The purpose of
the program s to help teachers make more informed
decisions about their teaching behavior by increas-
ing their awareness of the variety of ways they can
respond to a given situation. The TDM project
categorizes both instructional and classroom

activities into several groups, It then
breaks down these activities into exhaustively
detailed steps. The collection of steps are referred
to as “routines." Activity of all sorts st all grade levels
are analyzed and structured in this fashion.
Hundreds of routines are used by students and
teachers in any one day.

The State Department of Education funds the TOM
program at Kelson through its disruptive youth pro-
gram monies. This funding provides:

e Training for principals, master teachers, and
instructional support staff;

¢ Ateam of state facilitators who work
throughout the year with schooi staff; and

*  Needed equipment, furnishings, etc. to make
the school setting more appealing and invit-
ing, such as audiovisual equipment and of-
fice furnishings.

The CCSSO visitor noted that the success of the
TDM program seemed to come not nacessarily from
the content of TDM training, but from its ability to
bring teacl vxs together, to provide them with a struc-
tured analysis for their work, to allow careful thought
and collegial discussion, to encourage the sharing of
materials and ideas, and to bring a certain status to
those who participate in the program. It appeared to
be the excitement, energy and sense of control
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experionced by teachers--more then the pedagogi-
cal or instructional insights provided by the TDM
“routines” analysis--that drove the success of the
program at Kelson.

The team building and analysis of teacher perfor-
mance prompted by the TDM project at Keison
Elementary School was achiaved at other schools
tirough other means. At Central Park East Il
Elementary School, faculty perform arelatively infor-
mal but successful analysis of their instructional and
management methods. Teachers meet twice a
month for development sessions. Inthese sessions,
teachers discuss how to meetthe needs of individual
children, what improvements to make in the cur-
riculum, and a variety of other issues related to both
student development and instruction.

Collaboration is a hallmark of teaching at CPE Il and
is structured into the activities of the school. CPE Il
has strong ties to Bank Street College, and in its
early years, many of the teachers at CPE Il had been
educated at the City College Workshop on Open
Education. Thus, there developed ashared vision of
education among teachers at the school, and much
of staff development has been achieved through
collegial interaction. For exampie, once a month a
teacher will choose a child to "staff.” At a facuity
meeting, the teacher presents a history of the child,
discusses his/her feelings regarding the child and
any problem, and is questioned by the staff regard-
ing the student. Teachers report that this process
greatly enhances their ability to serve the children
they "staff.”

Several districts visited had implemented significant,
districtwide inservice training programs. The
Rochester school district sets aside more than one
fuil day each month for teacher training. Every first
Wednesday students are excused from school so
that teachers may spend a full day on training. On
the fourth Wi , students are dismissed an
hour early, and school principals conduct a needs
assessment to help teachers evaluate student
progress in their classes.

Other districts which have undertaken major efforts
inteacher training are Pittsburgh, Dade County, and
Prince George’s County. Many school and district
administrators noted that inservice training was
provided by the state, usually in the form of funding
but occasionally in actual training programs. The
Benton Harbor, Michigan, school district had the
capacity to do substantial inservice training because
of funds provided by the state education agency for
this purpose.

in addition to comments and observations about

teacher inservice training, a school principal also
recommended that states take a closer look at their

teacher education and certification process. Florida
is currently attempting to implement an appren-
ticeship program whereby a candidate for teacher
certification could work toward certification by ob-

taining a bachelor of arts degree and logging a
specified number of teaching hours under the direc-
tion of a master teacher. This may be a mode! for
other states to consider.

F. ASSESSMENT, EVALUATION, AND
ACCOUNTABILITY

In some states we visited, notably Pennsylvania,
Connecticut, Michigan, and Florida, schools are re-
quired to administer minimum competency tests to
students. In most cases, these were the test scores
provided by school principals to show the success
level of their students. These tests measure student
progress in various subject areas, but with a focus
on basic skills in reading and math. States deal with
unacceptably low-performing schools differently. In
Connecticut, action must be taken by a school if
more than 80% of students do not achieve mastery.
Schools must review their educational program and
provide their students with remedial assistance.

This emphasis upon minimum competency tests is
driven by state requirements. Most schools also use
norm-referenced tests to measure student learning,
such as the Stanford Achievement Test, the Califor-
nia Achievement Test, or the lowa Test of Bnasic
Skills and Cognitive Ability. However, perhaps be-
cause these are not state mandated and are not
used as frequently for evaluating and comparing
schools and school districts, they were mentioned
less often by schooal, district, and state staff members
during our discussions about student achievement.

The other fact is that minimum competency test
scores make a better first impression. Stuagent per-
formance seems much higher on these minimum
competency tests because the range of competen-
cies tested is so limite 3. It was quite common to find
in schools judged to be the very best for at-risk
students that students scored in the 90th percentile
or higher onthe minimum competency tests but were
scoring at the 50th percentile or even lower on
norm-referenced tests. This emphasis upon mini-
mum competencies may prompt increased efforts to
raise the performance of students at the lowest
levels, without an accompanying effort to improve
student achievement at the highest levels. That is,
minimum competency tests indicate clearly whether
a student body is performing at very low levels, as
compared to average levels. However, they do not
demonstrate and, therefore, o not encourage
schools to strive for very high achievement levels by
students.
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We discovered that opinions on student testing
among both school and state education agency staff
members varied greatly. A representative of the
Connecticut of Education toid us that
there is a desire in the state to reduce the number of
tests required by the state and the amount of time
students spend on testing. However, this opinion is
certainly not shared by all state officials we talked
with.

In Rochester, we learned that principals are anxicus
to have moretest datato use in planning and evalua-
tion. In many districts and schools we visited, in
addition to Rochester, staff increasingly are using
test data to readjust and tailor their curriculum and
instruction. Teachers and principals told us that tost
scores allowed them to focus on children's individual
needs, especially when the tests are very specific
about skill deficiencies. This was the case with
Connecticut's Mastery Test, which has been in use
for two years. It was authorized by the state legisla-
ture in the Education Evaluation and Remedial As-
sistance Act. It tests students in grades four, six and
eight in math, language arts, reading and writing. Its
congruence with the curriculum is higher than 60%
but not as high as a criterion-referenced test.

However, aithough school and district administrators
were increasingly making good use of test data, they
were not universally pleased with the design or
quantity of student evaluations. At Central Park East
Il Elementary School, school staff expressed frustra-
tion with the tests required by New York State be-
cause the staff disagrees with state mandates as to
what lessons must be taught at what time in a
student's education. Because they do not want stu-
dent test scores {o suffer inordinately, CPE Il staff
adhere somewhat to the curriculum dictated by the
New York State tests, but they argue that this con-
strains their ability to respond to the instructional
needs of children. For example, within CPE II's very
student-oriented instructional approach, a teacher
might decide not to teach = specific skill in grade
thvee because students would be better prepared for
it in grade 4, when they will also be in this teacher’s
class. If the state test evaluates student mastery of
this skill at grade 3, their test scores will suffer if they
have not received the ins:ruction at that grade. Staff

hope for the development and use of new tests.

Another activity that schools seemed to be initiating
was test preparation and the study of test-taking
skills. A few teachers and administrators told us that
students in suburban public schools and private
schoois had been coached on test-taking skills for
years, and they belleved it was time to offer this
advantage to low-income minority students. At Char-
les Drew Elementary School in Dade County, the
principal hired an expart on minority performance on

standardized tests to train faculty in teaching test-
taking skills to students in grades two-five.

In general, we were not shown any *miraculous” test
data demonstrating huge and rapid gains in student
achievement. We usually saw data that showed
steady but gradual improvements in various subject
areas. There was some indicationthat students were
improving more quickly in mathematics, as
measured by standardized tests, than in reading of
wiiting. This was true in a few schools and efforts
were being undertaken to revamp the reading

programs.
G. PARENT INVOLVEMENT

The schools we visited all had made clear efforts to
involve parents in the education of their children, but
they had pursued this goal in diverse ways, with
different objectives and with varying degrees of suc-
cess. Some effoits were based on the belief that
parents should be given a degree of control over
critical issues in the schozd, such as management
and curriculum. At the other end of the spactrum,
attempts to increase parent involvement focused
simply on enticing more parents to attend PTA meet-
ings and Open Schoot Nights. Most schools were
making sincere and substantial efforts tofoster some
type of improvement in the parent-school relation-
ship, but often, their successes were limited. Al-

some schools had successfully increased
the degree of parent involvement, we found no good
model of a parent education program which moved
beyond involvement. In fact, only three schools had
any kind of parent education program at all.

One of the most interesting setc of dynamics be-
tween aschool and students’ parents was at Central
Park East Il Elementary School (CPE II). CPE Il has
an outstanding reputation for attending to the needs
of individual children, and as part of this process, it
engenders a high level of parent participation.
Parents are required to come for an initial interview
with a child when they are seeking admission for the
child. At the beginning of each vzar, a questionnaire
to parents gains important information about each
child that only a regular caretaker can provide. There
is regular written correspondence with parents in the
form of both letters and newsletters. A number of
events are heid specifically for parents, including
picnics, a basketball game, trips to the circus, an
Open School Night, a baseball game, and two con-
certs.

if a child at CPE Il has any problem in class, a
*Family Conference” is held of parergs, student, and
a teacher. CPE It consciously decided to include
students in these conferences to make them pait of
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the discussion about their performeance and steps
that must betaken to improve it. The staff deliberate-
ly avoid an adversarial role with parants. Their goal
ic.s“tlcéreachaconsenswabouwhatodoforthe

A report on CPE Il and the other Central Park East
schools observed that, in some respects, there is
amost too much parent involvement (Bensman,
1987). Because the programs are alternative and
very different from the schools most parents at-
tended, parents retain some degres of skepticism
about the program. The staff, therefore, must pay
greater attention to parertsin order to maintain their
support and keep them “on board." A discussionwith
a parent revealed that it is often the parents of
minority children, accustomed to a more traditional
school setting, who are most uncomfortable with the
pregram.

At Silver Lane Elementary School in East Hartford,
parent participation dramatically improved over a
few years. In 1983, only 6% of parents were mem-
bers of the Parent Teacher Organization (PTO), and
the principal was the PTO president. By 1986, parent
participation had risen to 98%, according to the
former principal.

Theincreased involvement directly resultedfromthe
first decisions made by the school’s Action Planning
Committee, which sought to initiate a community
project. The project chosen was the building of a
*Playscape.® Parents raised $13,000 through letter
solicitations to businesses, and the school received
$10,000 from the town to build the Playscape. Local
businesses donated paint, wood, and services, and
acontest was held to name the park. The Playscape
is used by the whole community, creating a good
image for the school in the town. One of the parent
organizers told us, “Every father who has his kids on

Sundays uses it.*

Parents’ involvement through the Playscape p ‘oject
ledtogreater parent involvement in all other aspects
of the school. Parents stop into the principal’s office
to chat and have coffee, and even visit the school
social worker when there is no serious problem. in
some cases, parents have grown too comfortable
and have been visiting classrooms and interrupting
class. The principal said they were working to solve
this problem diplomatically.

The Parent Teacher Organization meetings are now
standing-room-only, and so many parents wantedto
attend last year's school musical that a second per-
formance was required. Because it is a model, rep-
resentatives from Silver Lane Elementary gave a
workshop on effective school-parent relations at a
recant conference sponsored by the state education

agency.

The manegement team &t Clare Barton Elementary
School has set a goal of 50% in-school parent con-
tact. Parenis are "expected to attend school func-
tions and to interact with the school,” it says. In
addition, teachers make home visits. Parents also
provide service as library aldes, but the librarian
complained--somewhat proudly--that once the
parents have been trained, thay then use their train-
ing to obtain paying jobs eisewhere.

At Madison Elementary School, community relations
had been poor and parents resisted being required
to participate in their children’s schooling and dis-
ciplining, according to the principal. She said that
parents needed "inservice training" as well as the
teachers. Parents are now invited on field trips and
to evening activities and are given a substantial
amount of natice about these events. The principal
said parents are still not as visible as teachers would
like, but there are "good vibes." The principal
believed that "unfortunately, the more content
parents are with a school, the less visible they are in
the schooling process."

Columbia Park Elementary School has adopted the
Comer Model, which presents a three-tiered pattern
of parentinvolvement. A small number of parents are
involved in the actual governance of the school and
are integrally involved in issues of instruction and
management as members of the School Planning
and Management Team. A larger group of parents
pasticipate in the school as leaders in school events
and as frequent volunteers. The majority of parents
remain involved only at the level of Parent Teacher
Association attendance, but thelr number is much
higher than at most schools, especially those with
large erwollments of at-risk children. Comer's model
has been very effective in some ways--the school
experiences better than 90% participation in PTA
meetings and Open School Nights. However, some
observers compiained that for most parents, invol-
vement remains at the level of potluck suppers and
bake sales.

it was this issue of the degree of parent involvement
and the extent to which schools encouraged and
even trained parents to take a more active role in
their children’s learning on which virtually all our
schools fell short. Thwee schools had parent educa-
tion programs, but only one of these focused on
parenting skills. Willard Model Elementary School in
Norfolk, Virginia, established a parenting center that
provides animpressive array of workshops on topics
related to health, child care, personal management
and other topics. However, the center is open only
during regular school hours.

The goals of the other two “parent education®
programs were to increase the literacy of parents.

Lo
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Chester Dewey Elementary School in Rochester,
New York, has an Adult English for Speakers of
Other Languages program (ESOL) as part of its
comr ity schools program. The ESOL program
serves approximately 25 adults.

George G. Kelson Elementary School in Baltimore
City, Maryland, provides adult basic education cour-
ses for parents, and school staff are now planning to
offer GED classes as well. In addition, we were told
that teachers hold workshops for parents to explain
the school program and their expectations for parent
follow-through at home. One teacher indicated the
success of these workshops when he said that,
*Parert ligison has developed into parent involve-
ment.* Despite these moderate successes, some
teachers and administrators singled out the need for
improved parent involvement and parent-teacher
relations as a major concern.

H. COMMUNITY AND BUSINESS SUP-
PORT AND INVOLVEMENT

Community groups, businesses, and other outside
organizations participated actively in many of the
schools we visited, but to varying degrees and in
different ways.

Chester Dewey Elementary School in Rochester,
New York, is part of New York State's Schools as
Community Sites Project. The goal of the project is
to facilitate maximum school participation and
ownership by the parents and community of the
school. It operates on an extended day program,
8:00 am. to 9:00 p.m. six days a week. Regular
school hours are 9:10 a.m. to 3:30 p.m. The school
received $150,000 from the state to implement the
project.

Some of the additional services are provided by
school staff members, who have been encouraged
to develop programs responsive to "students’ in-
dividual achievement and learning levels."” Teachers
are compensated for their time in planning and
providing these programs at an hourly rate of $17.
Teachers must submit a proposal at the beginning
of the school year describing the program they hope
to implement. Programs provided by teachers in-
clude Big Brother/Big Sister, Adult English for
Speakers of Other Languages (ESOL), Drama Club,
and Reading Club.

Chester Dewey Elementary also receives services
from two community-based agencies. The Lewis
Street Center provides services to low-income
families in the neighborhood of Dewey Elementary
including the Big Brother/Big Sister program, a
Foster Grandparent Program, a Neighborhood Ac-

‘ tion Program, and a youth service program. Market-

view Heights also contributes its services to Dewey
Elementary. It provides winter clothing for children,
works to ensure the safety of the school, and par-
ticipates in other ways requested by the school.

Five years ago, schools in East Hartford, Connec-
ticut, entered into partnerships with businesses in a
pla: initiated by the Chamber of Commerce. The
number of businesses willing to participate was quite
low until Northeast Utilities provided funding for
workshops for business employees about how they
could contribute to local schools. After these
workshops, the number of partnerships increased
from six to 50.

Silver Lane Elementary School in East Hartford is in
partnership with both Pizza Hut and a local bank.
(Pizza Hut has initiated a partnership with all East
Hartford schools in its "Book It* campaign; Willard
Modet Elementary School in Norfolk, Virginia, also
is a partner with Pizza Hut in a reer’.ng program.)
The bank is more directly involved with Silver Lane
Elementary. Bank employees chaperon the school's
*Beach Day," fund birthday and holiday parties, pro-
vide a banking program for students, and fund the
school's media center.

The school also provides services to the bank. Siiver
Lane students decorate it at Christmas, and last
year, after a suicide at the bank, the school sent its
crisis management team of social workers and a
nurse into the bank to counsel employees.

Charles Drew Elementary School in Dade County,
Florida, has enlisted community support inanumber
of ways. This year Drew adopted the use of a school
uniform to reduce the cost of student clothing and to
increase school pride and discipline. In an effort to
make the uniforms affordable for every child, the
school will buy uniform material in bulk and contract
with alocal vocational education center to make the
uniforms.

Also this year, Drew opened a Saturday School to
provide tutoring in math and reading. The Saturday
Schoot was intended as a community project with
volunteer help from area high school studerts. Itwas
so successful that the class offerings have been
expanded to include computer skills, band, and 1an-
guage and oratory skills. The program runs from 9
a.m. to 12 noon every Saturday. Teachers are paid
an hourly wage from a $15,000 grant by a local
foundation, but the Saturday School does not
receive any additional funds from the school district.
The PTA recruited a local restaurant to provide
breakfast and lunch for students in the Saturday

program.




CCSSO staff found very different patterns of state
intervention with schools, both across and within
states. With the notable exception of schools visited
in California, Connecticut, and Maryland, most
schools had received minimal support or interven-
tion from the state. The state education agency often
was the source of funds for inservice training, com-
pensatory education, and other services. However,
these funds were administered by the district, and
the schools served never were invcived directly with
the state. When we asked school administrators
abouttheir relationship with the state, they frequently
responded that there was none.

However, two schools had received a substantial
infusion of state funds not funneled through the
district to improve their {rograms. Neither school
interacted with state education agency staff or
received any other form of assistance beyond fund-
ing.

Willard Model Elementary School in Norfolk, Vir-
ginia, is such an example. The idea of establishing
amodel elementary school for low-income children
inthe inner city was initiated by Charles Robbwhen
governor of Virginia. Robbrecormmendedtheideato
Virginia’s General Assembly, which approved the
proposal and provided state funds for the school--
$98,000 for the planning year, $210,000 for the
second year, and $100,000 each year thereafter.

A new principal was chosen for Willard, and each
staff position in the school was declared vacant.
Teacher selection was based on a commitment to
serving at-risk children and their willingness to learn
to use computers for instruction. The staff at Willard
is very enthusiastic about their work, and the prin-
cipal believes the enthusiasm and commitment are
the primary factors in the school's success, rather
than the provision of state funds.

Chester Dewey Elementary School in Rochester,
New York, is another school that has received sub-
stantial state funding. It was chosento participate in
the pilot phase of New York State’s Community
Schools Project; as such, Dewey has an extended
day program in which services are provided to both
students and their families before and after school.
The pilot stage of the project is expectedtolast three
to four years. This year the school received
$150,000 in state funds to initiate the program.
Asked whatthe state could do to support their efforts,
faculty members at the school suggested the state
education agency "keep the money rolling in" to
support the special programs.

The New York state education agency recom-
mended Dewsy as an exemplary school for us to
visit, and the school is providing excellent services
for children. However, districtlevel staffin Rochester
asked us to also visit a second scheol, considered
more representative of the success achieved by a
regular® school--that is, a school that had not
received substantial state funding. The district staff
believed it was important for us to visit this second
school because only a small number of echools in
the country will be able to receive extraordinary
funds from beyond the district.

A few schoois we visited received limited state sup-
port, either technical assistance or funding, for a
specific program or service. We found more sub-
stantial support in two programs initiated by the
Maryland state education agency and described in
other sections of this report. One is Freetown
Elementary School, which received financial and

other assistance to establish an € wly childhood—-

education program for three and fou, -vear-olds. As
mentioned earlier, the program was initiated at the
behest of the state superintendent of education, as
apilot site. The state paid 100% of the program costs
until recently, when the district assumed 40%. The
second Maryland example of state assistance for a
specific program within a school was the teacher
training supported at George Kelson Elementary
School in Baltimore. Inservice training and the fund-
ing for it were provided by state education agency
staff.

Wae visited three schools in two states--California
and Connecticut--with large-scale, hands-on invol-
vement by a state education agency in their school
improvement efforts. In these examples, the state
initiated the intervention but had been welcomed by
the school.

A. Connecticut’s School Effectiveness
Unit

Silver Lane Elementary School in East Hartford,
Connecticut, sought help from the Connecticut
Department of Education's Bureau of School and
Program Development. This bureau was Created to
implement the Effective Schools research
developed by Ron Edmonds, Lairy Lezotte, and
Wilbur Brookovar. The bureau was originally funded
solely with federal funds--ESEA Title IV-A and B
(eliminated in 1982) and Title |/Chapter 1. In 1983,
the state began providing some support for the
Bureau by funding four staff positions. The bureau
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now houses the state and federally-funded School
Effectiveness Unit as well as the federal Chapter 1,
Chapter 2, bilingual education, child nutrition, and
race/national originysex desegregation programs.

The essence of the Connecticut School Effective-
ness program is technical assistance, not monetary
support for school improvement. Furthermore, as-
sistance is provided primarily through people rather
than through materials. All the work is research-
based. Oneofthe Bureau's staff members described
the work as bringing *research to the schools...We
will work with you to improve your school.” Connec-
ticut spends nearly all of its Chapter 2 money onthe
technical assistance work of this unit.

A school's participation in the program is voluntary
and is initiated by either a local superintendent or
principal. According to the state's liaison to Silver
Lane Elementary, even if a school's interest in ob-
taining the services of the Bureau is initiated by the
principal, the Bureau is careful "not to go directly o
the schools. We always go through the central of-
fice." Another staff person told us: "We are playing
withinthe school system. Wedon't want action plans
contradictory to district policy."

In addition to support from both the superintendent
and the principal, Connecticut's school improvement
process calls for avote of approval from the school
staff before implementation. In fact, some principals
have expressed an interest in the process but have
been unable to implement it because the tnargin of
approval within the school faculty was too narrow.

The state staff working with a school becomes a
major link among the superintendent, principal, and
teachers. In the early stages of implementation, the
state representative visits aschool every two weeks.
He or she then visits once a month for a year until it
is "on its own." The state representative to Silver
Lane said: "We stick with our schools. If we don't,
this project will become one of many that come and
go.'

The state provides varied kinds of assistance, begin-
ning with an assessment of the current effectiveness
of a school. State education agency staff initially
developed interview guides and questionnaires for
this purpose, but discontinued use of the interview
guides because of their cost.

There are many reasons for the success of the
school effectiveness unit. The leadership of the Con-
necticut Department of Education, at many levels, is
very thoughtful, according to the CCSSO inter-
viewer, and the staff ofthe school improvement unit
is especially talerted. The size of the state is another
important element; Connecticut's state educction
agercy staff can travel to any school in a day and,

therefore, can interact on a regular basis with school
staff.

The:e has been some disagreement withinthe state
agency about the appropriate role for the state in
school improvement efforts. Some believe the state
should "stoo at the district door.” Other staff are very
enthusiastic about the role the state has been able
to play as a catalyst for local school improvement
efforts. A member of the school improvement unit
staff told us that Silver Lane Elementary School is
“the finest exampie of a state role with a school in
the country.”

B. The California Local Educational
Reform Network

We visited two schools in California, Garfield
Elementary School in Stockton and Calvin Simmons
Junior High School in Oakland, that were pait of the
California Local Educational Reform Network (C-
LERN). C-LERN is a process initiated by the Califor-
nia state education agency to heip schools improve
their rnanagement, instruction, and climate. The es-
sential components of the process were developed
by aprivate company, SAGE Analytics International,
and are based on the theory that success is best
achieved by avoiding failure. This tneory, first
developed by Bell Laboratories in the 1950s, is
called *faLit-free analysis.” Sage identifies potential
areas of failure in a school and works with school
staff to alter these patterns of failure. The key com-
ponent of the program is a series of school assess-
ments and prescriptions conducted by SAGE
Analytics.

Funded by the California Department of Education,
SAGE works with 54 schools. Much of its service is
provided free because the company considers itself
+o be at aresearch and development stageinits work
with schools, However, each school district must pay
$10,000 # year to SAGE to cover some of the
services it receives. No additional funding is
provided to a school for its participation in C-LERN.

SAGE provides a field represontative for each
school who visits at least once every week and is in
frequent contact with the principal. Each field repre-
sentative, working with approximately 20 schoois,
coaches principals to help them increase their ability
to negotiate with the district, work with the school
staff, and implement change. The field repre-
sentative also acts as an advocate for the school with
both the stat~ education agency and the district
office, obtaining additional resources and removing
procedural and other barriers to improvement. Al-
though field representatives presently are SAGE
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empioyees, the state education agency’s long-term
plan is to fill this role with its own staff.

The state eduication agency representative we inter-
viewed believed the appropriate role of the state in
school improvement is to: 1) monitor; 2) collect data;
3) provide resources; and 4) provide staff develop-
ment. She said that state officials “are the drivers® in
the C-LERN process and that school staff perceive
C-LERN as a "state" project. The state's financial
involvement in C-LERN thus far seems to have been
to support training opportunities for school staff and
provision of new teaching materials. The state also
monitors C-LERN schools move closely than others
in order to assess the effectiveness of the process.

There are a number of common elements in these
two examples of state intervention in local school
improvement efforts. In both models, the state (or its
s3en) performs a detailed assessment of many
indicators of school performance. In fact, both state
education agencies originally used staff interviews
as the primary form of collecting information for the
initial assessment, but both decided that question-
naires were more cost-effective. in both states the
assessment process advantage is in reaching every
member of the school faculty and administration, as
well as every parent with a child at the school.

Under both state programs, schools form manage-
ment teams that set priorities based on the assess-
ments completed by state agency staff. Because the
results of the assessment used in the C-LERN
process are considered definitive, these results tend
to prescribe for the school ma ent team the
priorities that should be set for the school. The team
at Silver Lane Elementary has somewhat more
latitude in defining the needs of the school.

The state education agency in both cases is the
source of training for both administrators and
teachers, providing summer training for school staff
participating in the school improvement programs.

State education agency representatives to the
school serve as its advocate and as a means of
regular communication among state, district, and
school staff. This communication is an important
aspect of both models because it faciliiates a faster
response by these agencies to the needs of the
school.

Both the Connecticut and California models are re-
search-based. The Connecticut programis basedon
the effective schools research, and the California
program is derived from research on failure
avoidance developed in industrial and militery set-
tings. The effective schools research was designed
for schools, while the failure avoidance model is now
being adapted for a school setting. This difference
may prove to be a strong argument in favor of the
model based on effective schools research if only
because that research has been tested in schools
and data exist to prove it can work. The failure
avoidance strategy has aralatively shorttrack record
in schools, although the California Departrnent of
Education is trying to get funding for a long-term
study of the effectiveness of the process.

Also an important difference of the California pro-
gram is its reliance on a proprietary process of
computer analysis avallable only through SAGE
Analytics International. This may be a major
shortcoming bacause it potentially could adversely
affact the cost of the program both to schools and to
the state.
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Ve

MMENDATIONS REGARDING -
A STATE ROLE IN LOCAL -

SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT

“The Council of Chief State School Officers is espe-
cially interested in strengthering the role of state
education agencies in promoting school improve-
ment. We know from our school visits and related
work that state education agencies are engaged in
an increasing number of initiatives to restructure
schools to improve educational services for all stu-
dents and particularly those at risk. We saw first-
hand examples of effective, direct state intervention
and we have discussed with local practitioners their
views on what more states can do.

What follows arerecommendations to enhancestate
efforts to improve schooling for disadvantaged
youngsters. Some are drawn diiectly from state-
ments made by the administration and faculty of
schools we visited. Others have beenformulated by
CCSSO staff members in response to our observa-
tions and discussions during visits to schools. The
recommendations address many areas of school
improvement.

1. Technical Assistance--CCSSO observers found
successful models of direct state education
agency participation in local school improvement
efforts that should be studied by other state
education agencies for possible application in
their states. State education agency technical
assistance activities fall into a number of
categories, including:

a. Incentives for implementing improvements--The
commitment of state technical assistance can
serve as a strong incentive for schools to initiate
change. A state's direct involvement with a
school lends validity and status to a school's
efforts and provides an additional avenue of
resources.

b. Assessment of school performance--State educa-
tion agencies can provide many types of school
assessment, including in-depth evaluation and
analysis of a school program based on data
collected through interviews and questionnaires,
or comprehensive and detailed analysis of al-
ready existing student test data to provide helpful
rdformation to schools seeking to improve their
educational services.

In addition to these in-depth forms of assess-
ment, which are usually initiated at the request of
a school or district, some states are reviewing
student test data by school, rather than by district,

. Models of Successful Schools—-Every

to discover whether schools throughout a state
are performing at acceptable levels.

. Application of recent research--Schoc; staff told

us that state education agencies can support
their efforts by disseminating information about
current research on school management, in-
struction, and related issues. In addition to the
simple provision of this information, state educa-
tion agencies should consider directly assisting
schools in the application of research. Agency
staff experienced in school improvement techni-
ques and well-versed in the most recent research
developments can provide insight, support, and
resources to schools attempting to implement
new ideas.

. Advocacy for schools--The state education agen-

cy staff member assignedto work with an improv-
ing school can sometimes effectively assumethe
role of advocate for the school with both the state
and local education agency, as well as with out-
side groups. The state education agency repre-
sentative can help school staff better define their
needs and negotiate with appropriate agencies
for assistance and resources.

. Staff training--State education agency involve-

ment in providing inservice teacher training can
play a major role in school improvement and is
discussed below.

state has
successful schools enroliing large proportions of
at-risk students. These successful schools are
not identical, differing in governance structure,
curricula, and instructional strategies. Most
schools are hidden from the view of other
educators that could leam from their success. An
important state education agency function would
be to identify and describe these schools,
analyze and discusstheir secrets tosuccess, and
publish and disseminate information on these
models to all districts and schools in the state.

. Teacher Training--Some state education agen-

cies have played a key role in training teachers
inschools with high proportions of disadvantaged
students, either by funding districts to provide
training programs or by sponsoring inservice
training for teachers in certain schools. We en-
courage states to improve the provision of this
crucial assistance to schools, either through on-
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going training resources oF spacific prograims.
According to the many educators with whom we
spoke, the key to success of such training is the
degreetowhich it matches the needs of students
and teachers.

States may especially want to consider serving
as the sponsoring agency that invites teams of
administrators and faculty from schools with at-
risk students to participate in team-building and
training sessions during the summer, with peri-
odic follow-up during the school year.

Finally, and perhaps most importantly, states can
play a key role in encouraging and providing
inservicetraining inthe areas of teacher attitudes

and expectations for poor or minority children.

. Eatly Childhood Education--The staff at many

schools toid us how important it is for children,
especially those from low-income families, to par-
ticipate in a preschool program. Kindergarten
teachers consistently volunteered that children
who had gone to a Head Start or other early
childhood programs performed better in school
thanthose who had not. Our observation was that
early childhood programs provided by schools
were done with state, rather than local, funding.
This was true without exception in the relatively
small sample of schools we studied. Further, the
staff at several schools specifically called upon
the state to make early childhood education a
priority and to commit funding for these

programs.

. Instruction--Schools in which students are

mastering both basic and higher order skills are
those in which special attention has been given
to issues of instruction. Among the schools we
visited, the school that achieved the greatest
breadth and depth inthe education of its students
was aiso the one which employed the most in-
novative instructional methods. State education
agencies should encourage experimentation and
innovation in instruction by providing information
to schools about research and successful im-
t;;Ioer:nemation of alternative r«ethods of instruc-

For example, research about issues such as
student grouping, tracking, and retention Is not
adequately known by school personnel and,
therefore, is not universally applied. Athough the
exemplary schools we visited generally did not
track students, this practice is common in most
schools. Disseminating information to ad-
ministrators and teachers about strategies for
and results of teaching students at multiple levels
within one classrom would help a greater number
of schools adopt these practices. There are many

such aieas of instruction in wihich schod! planning
should be informed by current research.

According to both expert researchers and school
staff, one of the most dramatic and useful steps
that could be taken by state education agencies
to promote innovation in instruction would be to
develop mechanisms for granting waivers to
schools attempting to implement promising prac-
tices in instruction. The areas affected by such
waivers might include instructional time on
specific subject areas, sequence of instructional
topics within a subject area, and allocation of
resources provided by state compensatory
education programs. Such waivers would have
to be accompanied by stringent accountability
measures.

6. Assessment, Evaluation, and Accountability
a. Effective use of minimum competency tests--

State education agencies can help ensure that
the minimum competency tests mandated by so
many states in recent years provide useful,
specific information about student learning to
better enable schools to accurately assess stu-
dent noeds. In addition, states can use minimum
competency tests to assess overall school per-
formance and to determine which schools need
assistance to improve student performance.

b. Going beyond minimum competency tests--State-

mandated minimum compstency tests have en-
couraged schools with large percentages of
iow-performing students to focus heavily on in-
struction of basic skills. Tris has often resultedin
a lack of instruction in higher order literacies for
at-risk students. State education agencies can
play a critical role in challenging schools to en-
surethat the educttion of low-income or minority
students includes instruction in both basic skills
and higher literacies to enable students to
achieve at the full range of competencies. State
design of new methods of assessment to go
beyond testing basic skills and to accurately
evaluate cther competencies would be atremen-
dous contribution toward this goal.

7. Categorical Programs-—-CCSSO interviewers dis-

covered numerous problems and difficulties in
the implementation of federal and state categori-
cal programs--compensatory education (e.g.,
Chapter 1), special education, and bilingual
education--which state education agencies could
help to remedy.

a. Dissemination of Information--The absence atthe

school level of accurate information regarding
federal and state regulations governing categori-
cal programs is partly responsible for schools’
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unwillingness to miake substantial changes inthe
way they provide services under these programs.

In addition to needing carrect information about
reguiations, schools are also without access to
recentressarch on the best methods of providing
setvices through these programs to children with
extra educational needs. Without this informa-
tion, school staff have no basis on which to
improve their programs. State education agen-
cies could provide crucial assistance by convey-
ing these types of information to schools.

. Incentives--State education agencies can en-

courage schools to develop their capacity to pro-
vide effective, innovative services using
categorical programs. These incerntives could be
positive, in the form of additional freedom and
resources with which to implement better
programs. States are also in a position to prompt
schools to take action by evaluating and review-
ing school performance in this area and by giving
assistance where it is needed.

. Technical Assistance--State education agency
staff could assist schools in the implementation
ofresesrch-based programs to provide improved
services to students with extra educational
needs. Agency staff might be especiaily helpful
in working with schools to examine how the
various categorical programs could be coor-
dinated with each other and within the regular
school program.

. Assessment--Currently, students too often
receive inappropriate services because school
staff incorrectly assess their needs. For examole,
a student may be placed in special education
athough his or her actual need is to be in a
bilingual classroom. State education agencies
could develop and/or provide more effective
methods of evaluating student needs so that
students receive services truly heipful to them.

. Teacher Training--A consistent problem ex-

perienced by schools with the administration of
categorical programs is obtaining well-trained
staff and allocating this resource effectivety. In
bilingual education, schools find themselves with
grossly inadequate numbers of trained teachers.
In special education and Chapter 1, school staff
are troubled that the skills of their teachevs are
being poorly usad because of perceived or actual
limits on how these teachers may allocate their
time. State education agencies can explore and
adopt policies to assist schools in obtaining
qualified staff for these programs and to en-
courage innovaticn in the allocation of staff
re.. ources within schools.

8.

a

Eamily Invclvement, Education, and Suppont

Involvement--States can assist schools in in-
creasing iamily involvement by identifying
schoois with high levels of parent participation
and disseminating information about their suc-
cess to other schools through written documents,
workshops, and other means. States that col-
laborate directly with schools in impiovement
efforts should consider the model of school-
based and planning developed by
Dr. James Comex of Yale University. The Comer
Model involves parents as members of the school
management team to help direct the goals and
overall climate of the school. The Comer Model
targets parents who have traditionally had limited
successful involvement with the schools and
provides opportunities for involvement at many
levels--a.g., as volunteers, aides, supporters of
school efforts, and in governance capacities.

b. Education--A direct way for state education agen-

cies to promote family education programs would
be to provide funding and technical assistance to
schools or districts to develop and implement
such programs. One of the major deterrents to
schools’ provision of such programs is lack of
resources.

The new federal Family Support Act mandates
the provision of educational services to many
parents, especially young and single parents,
who receive Aid to Families with Dependent
Children. States and school districts could en-
hancethe effectiveness of these educational ser-
vices by providing them in conjunction with the
schooling of the children of such individuals. Re-
search indicates that adults’ interest in learning
incraases when it is tied to education of their
children.

¢. Support--Efforts such as the Community Schools

Program sponsored by the New York Education
Department, in which schools are the site for the
provision of avariety of services for both students
and their famiiies, offer exceptional opportunities
for the provision of both parent education and
support programs. State education agencies
should study the results of such efforts and con-
sider sponsoring the development of such
programs at school sites in their states. Schools
could serve as the location for the provision of
traditional schooling for youngsters, for adult
education or GED classes for their parerts, and
even foi day care services for children while their
parents are in school.

Pilot Programs--Some school and district staff
suggested that the state education agency could
provide support and resources for pilot programs




developaed by a school or district to improve
schools for at-risk children.

10. State Policy Research and Development--W>
found several problem areas for schools which
often hindered their progress in improving the
quality of education for students. Solutions to
these problems were not readily apparent and
ther2 may be a crucial state policy research and

| development role in searching for workable and
effective ways to meet these challenges. Such
| problems include how to respond to high schoot
| mobility rates among low-income students; how
to integrate federal and state categorical
programs into regular, whole school improve-
ment efforts; how to form smaller schools; and
how to provide both academic and non-academic
support to at-risk children which is often provided
to middie income children by their families and
communities.

Conclusion

CCSSO staff visited schools around the country that
were providing effective services for children at risk
of school failure. However, despite these examples
of success, most schools have innumerable issues
to address before they can be deemed truly effective
in providing quality education for disadvantaged
children. Evenmost schoolsthat are at thetop in this
regard, whose students are mastering kasic skills
and feeling more positive about their academic ex-
petiences, must address an outstanding deficiency
inthe education they provide. :nprovements in basic
skills instruction have often not been accompanied
by educational experiences that foster the develop-
ment of higher order critical and creative thinking
skills. If improvements in the education of students

at risk focus solely on basic skills, we will be con-
demning these chikdren, their communities; and our
nation to building a labor force of inadequate or only
marginally adequate workers.

There is a continuum of issues to be addressed in
working toward providing a quality education for
at-risk children, CCSSO staff members discovered
many schools that were moving along this con-
tinuum with exceptional skill and thoughtfulness. We
obsetved effective processes instituted by scheols
to provide mechanisms for evaluating their progress,
determining the best strategies for improvement,
and implementing change. The schools we visited
had initiated innovative p:ograms in many areas--in-
struction, managemert, early intervention, categori-
cal programs, parent involvement, staff waining,
student assessment, anc community involvement--
that could serve as models for other schools.

CCSSO staff members found state education agen-
cies that have provided crucial assistance in a
variety of areas to better enable schools to move
along this path toward success. The success of
these agencies provides leadership in determining
the most appropriate and helpful roles for state
education agencies in facilitating local school im-
provement efforts.

CCSSO staff members visited schools in which low-
income and ot v ls5 disadvantaged students were
achieving at levels equivalent to those of children
from the more prosperous neighborhoods of our
nation. Although such outstanding schools are too
few and far between, these few stand as achallenge
to us to provide high quality education for all our
children.
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California

Calvin Simmons Junior High School
2101 35th Avenue

Oakland, CA 94601

(415) 534-0610

Principal: Jose Valles

Garfield Elementary School
1670 East 6th Street
Stockton, CA 95206

(209) 944-4223

Principal: Sybil Johnson

Eastman Avenue Elementary School
4112 East Olympic Boulevard

Los Angeles, CA 90023

(213) 265-0456

Principal: Dorothy Padilla

Connecticut

Silver Lane Elementary School
15 Mercer Avenue

East Hartford, CT 06118

(203) 282-3368

Principal: Paula Erickson

Florida

Charles Drew Elementary School
1775 N. W, 60th Street

Miami, FL 33142

(305) 691-8021

Principal: Frederick A. Morley

Olympia Heights Elementary School
9797 S. W. 40th Street

Miami, FL 33165

(305) 221-3821

Principal: Clifford Herrman

APPENDIX -
'SCHOOLS VISITED FOR THIS STUDY

Louisiana

Medard Hillaire Nelson Elementary School
1300 Milton Street

New Orleans, LA 70122

(504) 283-6931

Principal: Joseph Taylor

Maryland

Columbia Park Elementary School
1901 Kent Village Drive

Landover, MD 20785

(301) 773-84C

Principal: Patricia Green

Freetown Elementary School
7904 Freetown Road

Glen Burnie, MD 21061
(301) 761-2544

Principal: Martha Collison

George G. Kelson Elementary Scheol
701 Gold Street

Baltimore, MD 21217

(301) 396-0800

Principal: Wyatt Coger

Michigan

The Academic Academy
1935 Union Street
Benton Harbor, Ml 49022
(616) 927-3118

Principal: Renee Williams

Hutchins Middle School
8820 Woodrow Vilson
Detroit, Ml 48206

(313) 494-2123

Principal: Peter Van Lowe




New York

Central Park East || Elementary School
215 East 99th Street

New York, NY 10029

(212) 860-5992

Director; Esther Rosenfed

Clara Barton Elementary School (P.S. #2)
190 Reynolds Street

Rochester, NY 14608

(716) 235-2820

Principal: Barbara McGiriff

Chester Dewey Elementary School (P.S. #14)
200 University Avenue

Rochester, NY 14605

(716) 325-6738

Principal: George Liedecker

Pennsvivania

Madison Elernentary School
3401 Milwaukee Strest
Pittsburgh, PA 15213

(412) 622-8460

Principal: Vivien Williams

Verner Eler lentary School
700 First Street

Verona, PA 15147

(412) 828-1000

Principal: Felicia J. Renard

Virginia

Francis Scott Key Elementary School
2300 North Key Boulevard

Arlington, VA 22201

(703) 558-2917

Principal: Paul Wireman

Willard Model Elementary School
3425 Tidewater Drive

Norfolk, VA 23509

(804) 441-1891

Principal: Lillian Brinkley




