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The following is the Nral report summary for 1981-82 Title E Migrant

Evaluation. It is also in ORE Publication Number 81.30.
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-Major Positive Findings: ‘ ' d

v

¢

.
-

-

1. Migrant Program prekindergarten students made achievement gains that
were greater than average for four-year olds. d

4

,
. A

R E N
#

. 2, Third-, sixth-, and seventh-grade studehf§~served by a Migrant Program
teacher made average gains of one year or more in their reading achieve=-
ment scores. / .

3. Mbre students were servad per teacher than in nrevigus vears. This may
reflect- the better apportioning of Migrant Progqu resources to pay for
- part-time teachers to reach more students.
» ‘ .
4., Mbre eligible students were served by a'Migrant Program teacher at the
senior high level this year than last year.

4

5. The Migrant Nurse made 1,151 contacts with 498 students across 54
] . different campuses.

N

.

3

6. More migrant oarents attended local=tampus PAC meetings this year than,
last year..’ . L . .

[}

Major Findings Requiring Action:

1, Migrant Program pre-K students made lower achievement/ gaing thag did,
Title I pre-K students. Students' gains this year were lower than gains
made by Migrant Program students last year.

f PR ‘ o

2. The achievement gains of high schodl students served by Migrant Program

teachers do not show evidence .of a consistent program impact.

.
’
.
[
«

. R
3. Very few students attended the pilot tutorial program for high school
ant students,
« ¢ z . .
be A disparity in the teaching loads among Migrant Program teachers continues
ag “the high school level.’ , .

- " .
-
-
< o N -

5. . Students in grades 2- 12tho have been served from one to four years by the
Migrant Program did not make greater achievement gains from 1981 to 1982
than did other migrant students.who have ‘nat been.served.. .

<

-
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‘Evaluation Summary: <’ ’
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—
+

The 1981-82 Title I Migrant Program,consisted of seven comgénents which
included three instructional components and four support components:

" 4

\

— Instructional A _ Support.

. ¥

. Prekindergarten ! « Health Services .
- . ++Communication Skills (K-12) ) . Parental Involvement
: .. Summer School T, MSRTS

. - ' ' \ . . Pyaluation

The Evaluation and Summer School Components will not be discussed in this”
summary, The following is a summary of the major evaluation findings pre=
sented by program component. The findings are reported in greater detail
in the 1981-82 Title I Migrant Final Technical Report, ORE'Publication';
. Number 81.26, . 'F" o .
. ‘s V'fli W2 T
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'PREKINDERGARTEN COMPONENT LR
HOW MANY PRE"K STUDENTS RECEIVED INSTRUCTIONAL SERVICES7 - ;-..' - .

4

Instructional services were provided for 137 eligible migrant pre-h students X
at nine elementary campuses. Two.of the classes wefe funded 50% Title I/

50% Migrant Program, with half of. each teachez 5 class ,consisting of Migrant
Program students and the other half consisting of Title I eligible students.
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DID ;HE MIGRANT PRE-K STUDENTS SHOW ANY ACHIEVEMENT GAINS OVER THE SCHOOL

- v

3 . hes

Yes. On the Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test Revised (PPVT—R), Migrant Program
students showed an average gaih of 1l. 16 scale score points from the pre- to

N the posttest., Over time, scale .scorg points are expected to remain'constant'

so, this gain indicates a growth rate above the’ national average.

-

v
o

. i
HOW DO THE MIGRANT PROGRAM PRE-K STUDENTS COMPARE WITH JHE TITLE I AND TITLE

VIT PRE-K STUDENTS? ", - .7 . , :
This year all three programs pre— and posttested their students with the
PPVI-R. All three programs' students averaged a gain from pre~ to posttest. .

Title I students averaged the largest gain (14.35), while Title VII averaged
the smallest gain (8.26)., Migrant Program‘students average gain was in
between the two (11.16), - Lo, T N

v s T ,,.cr. .
'The gains discussed so far, are for all students pre— and posttested. On the
PPVT-R, the most valid scores are for Students who have a basal [at least ’
" eight of the items -in a row are answered correctly by the student
being tested). If just those students who havé basals are considered, ‘all
programs still show gain,* but the gain decreases in all cases, especially for
the Migrant Program student§, See Figure 1 on the nexttpage.
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Figure 1, summ OF m: 1982 Acamvmmm TEST GAi‘Ns FOR THE ‘THREE PRE-K
' PROGRAMS .- v s ST o

. - . .t ! ‘N, .

In further comparison between the programs, Title I students with lower

pretest scores made greater gaing &than did Migrant Program or Title VII
.;students scoring at the same.iow levels. At Ehe~middle and dpper levels

of the pretest, differenceg in gains among programB are ha:der to discern.
- ‘v . \? N

HOW DO THESE SCORES CDMPARE WITH THE SCQRES MADE BY STUDENTS LAST YEAR7

. ': ‘ « " _\“ :
Last yearr the Titlﬂ T and gigrant Program students xook an earlier edition
of the ;Peabody Picture Vocabula&y Test.. In looking at atudents gains (for
studenté with basals), Title I students® Scored an' average ‘gain of 10.84
scale score points\while Migrant’ Program students SCored an average gain of

?.9 64 scale score points. et . gﬁju;" . ;

. R v
, f‘-lll) (we109}) (W=100) - (Ned) (=80) (Meb2) /
Y
v

<
\

Lt . T Lo e .
Although the tests are not dirgctly comparable, it seems the Title I Program
‘Dproduced improved'gains while the Migrant Program did not., o \“@& .o

\DOES A g\'UDENT S PART ICIPA’TION IN THE PRE—K PROGRAM HAVE ANY LONGER TERM
EFFECT.S'\"‘ .

Aehievement data were gathered on former Title I and Migrant Program prekinder-

~2,garten students to compare their kindergarten achievemeht with aghieve-
ment of Similar students who did not "attend a prekindergart program. At
the beginning of kindergarten, the former pre=K students' acfiievement scores.
were higher than were those of the other non+pre-K participants. However, by
the end of kindergarten, the former pre~K children seemed to have lost their

R advantage in that Ehe scores of the two groups were no longer different.
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WHAT SIMILARITIES/DIFFERENCES DO TI i, MIGRANT PROGRAM, AND TITLE VII
TEACHERS REPORT IN THEIR ACTIVITIES!

. . PO
In April, all pre-K teachers were interyiewed to determine similarities/
differences among the three pre-K prograus, The results of the interviews
indicated the following: . . . (\\\'~

-

® Title VIl teachers used more Spanish as a group than did Migrant Program
teachers who used Spanish more than did Title I teachers. For all three-
programs, English was spoken to English~dominant students the large majority
Of timeo

e Title I and Migrant Program teachers used the AISD Early Childhood Curriculum “
" as their main curriculum. The Title VII teachers used the Bilirgual Early

Childhood Program Curriculum as their main curriculum. ' .

N

e The main diagnostic tool used by the teachers was a checklist., Thp Title I and
Migrant Program teachers used a checklist from'the AISD curriculum, a self~ .
developed one, or both, The Title VII teachers used a checklist from the

BECP, a self-developed one, or both,

e In, trying’to meet individual sé&dents needs, most teachers (across programs) .
mentioned grouping of students based on their needs as well as using review
ard reinforcement for those students who .needed it. .

A

Title I and Migrant Program teachers used large-group (including the whole
) class) instruction ‘more than did the Title VII teachers, Title VII teachers
e made more use of small-group instruction. - '

¢ The most frequent types of student grouoing for all pre-K teachers were based
on abjlity, language dominance (by teacher observation), and personality.,

3

e When students were'working alone, most teachers reported they were working
at a centéep of some sort (library, art, blocks, etc.).

.

-

h Y

o~All pre~K teachers reported having contact with pre-K teachers from their own.
. funding sQurce -to share ideas. , '

o As a group, Title VII teachers reported more contact with their community
representative than did Title I or Migrant Program teachers., '

e Generally as a group, Title VII teachers reported more frequent contact with .
parents than did Migrant Program or Title I teachers,

All teachers initiated contact &ith. arents more than pﬁrents initiated
contact with teachers, Lo

e
®

v B LIS
e All teachers reported.contact with their supervisors on curriculum materials
and in-service training. Most reported contact on instructional supervision,
program information, and communication with other teachers. ..

.
L]

L3

. ) ' ) . . . |
e Across all groups the most frequently requested .in-sérvice Eopigs were
science, math,!and art. ' '

l
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WHAT HAVE TITLE I AYD. MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHERS SEEN AS BENEFITS/DRAWBACKS
OF NOT HAVING AN AIDE THIS YEAR? .

. . i
Teachers were asked to react to the program change which removed teacher
aides, but reduced the pupil/teacher ratio” in pre-=K classes. Both groups _
of teacliers shared very similar ideas. Both saw more drawbacks than they
did benefits. Benefits noted were smaller class size, more self-reliant

« children, getting to know the children better, and not having to coordinate
with another person. Several teachers mentioned seeing no benefits at all.
" The drawbacks most frequently mentioned were: theZjteacher could not ade=
quately supervisé the children; ‘there was less time for individual work; the
teacher was not covered in an emergency, no, one was there to‘ﬁelg
materials, clean-up, etc.} and fewer faterials were covered.'

v

«

K-12 COMPONENT

“HOW MANY GRADES K-B STUDENTS RECEIVED INSTRUCTIONAL SERVICES?

3

A total of 391 grades K-6 students were seen_by a' Migrant Progfam teacher.
Both the average daily attendance per teacher and the average number of stu-
dents seen in a six-weeks period were up from the 1980-81 figures. This may
indicate the better apportioning of Migrant Program funds at the elementary
level to teach more students. The number of teachers varied between 9 and 10
(full-and part-time) over the course of the school year.

WHAT WERE THE ACHIEVEMENT GAINS FOR THE GRADES k-6 MIGRANT STUDENTS SERVED
BY A MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHER! : .

, . ok !
Ké;dergerten ~

The 38 students (seen by a Migrant Program teacher) who had pre-~ (fall '8l1)
and posttest (spring '82) scores on the ITBS Language Test showed an average
gain of 0.6 grade equivalents. This is less than the 0.9 gain made by

_ AISD kindergarten students on the average.

. First Grade ) .
The 66 first-grade students served by a Migrant Program teacher made an aver-
d age grade equivalent. score of 1.5 on the ITBS Reading Total. This score is

within 0.3 points of the expected grade equivalent score of 1. 8 for first
.graders. . ,

[} ¥ \

The first graders' achievement is higher than the average grade equivalent
score of 1.4 attained by Migrant Program students in 1980-81.

‘Grades Two through Six- . .

The thitd—and sixth-grade students served made good achievement gains‘on the
ITBS Reading Tgtal. Figure 2 shows the average achievement gains for stu-
s - dents pre- and posttested. .°

,
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$ of Students Average Geade Laast 9.3 Grade Equivaleanc
. . Grade Pru~ § Posctested Equivalent Catln Cain
v . . Y
. . L} . 2 , 43 . 0.7 . '442 )
¢ B
) “ = 0 .. Lo , 73%
l | ) o4t 40 . 0.9 . T <
b 5, 23 i 0.7 4 4 56% 'l
6 O . 1.1 VAR [} 2

- - - ' ) . - . ' $

Figure 2, ACHIEVEMENT GAINS OF MIGRANT PROGRAM STUDENTS ‘IN ‘GRADES 2-6.
Grade 4 students: also did fairly well witk an average gain of 0.9, Tha - ° .
~majority of students at .all grades except grade 2 made at least a 0,8 gain, ¢
& a .

HOW DO THESE GAINS COMPARE WITH JHOSE MADE BY STUDENTS IN ]980-81’7

In comparing these figures with the achievement gains made by students who
were served last year, especially ndteworthy is that grade 6 students last
year had the poorest gains (0.5 grade equivalent on the average). Grades 2

‘ ind 3 students made the same gains this year and last year. Grades 4 and 5
students made gains 0.1 add 0.2 points lower than the gains made last year
at those same grade levels..' ‘ .

N —

HOW DO GAINS MADE BY MIGRANT PROGRAM STUDENTS COMPARE WITH GAiNS\BY TITLE I
Y STUDENTS. . . ,. . .,‘ . ’5

‘e &

=

. - .
] - - - ) - -
>
. -

Across the K-6 grade levels, the gains by students seen by ‘a Migrant Program

. teacher dompare favorahly with gains made by students served by the Title I N
Regular Program. In Figure 3 are listed the average grade equivalent gain
(from spring/to spring) in Reading Total qn the ITBS for the served Regular
Title I students. For grade K, the gains are on the Language‘Total (¥TBS)
from fall to spring. Generally the' Migrant Program and Title I gains are
compdrable across these grade levels. The average grade equivalent of first -
graders served by ‘Title I (N=379) was 1, 3, slightly lower than the 1.5 average
for Migrant Program students served.

-

N - | 5

<

# of Students + Averagd’ Grade - . -
Grade Pre-~ and Posttested Equivalent Gain v '
R u 7 s | "
. , 2 © . 0.8 - o
) 3 , 296 ‘ ' 1.0 '

ml' | s a8 0.8 7T “

. ¢ T 1 ' 0.9 oo,
. \ . , . ' .
! 153 1.0
' * ) 6 N % N - A

Figure 3, ACHIEVEMENT GAINS OF SERVED TITLE I REGULAR STUDENTS IN GRADES

l‘,‘ , . K, 2-6 \ . B
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E No. Analyses done by grade level on students' Math Tdtal ITBS séores indi—

. 81.26

* of any grade level in 1980-81. Although the. gain this year was not quite as

_year 557% made at least a 0.8 grade equivalent gain whereas last year only 38%

. . ' .
DID THE TITLE I AND MIGRANT PROGRAM STUDENI’S WHO RECEIVED THE MATH RAINBOW
KIT ACTIVITIES MAKE GREATER MATH ACHIEVEMENT GAINS THAN CONTROL STUDENTS
WHO DID NOT RECEIVE THE KIT? .

e

cated that the students who received the Math Rainbow Kit activities did
not make greater gains thdn did the control students who did not receive.
the Kit activities.., . i -

HOW MANY SEVENTH' AND EIGHIH-GRADE STUDENTS RECEIVED INSTRUCT IONAL SERVICES')

A total of 92 junior high migrant students were Seen by a Migrant Program
teacher. There were four teachers serving four campuses. The average daily
attendance was 20 students per \teacher, This is an increase over the 198¢-81
level and is impressive in that only one of the four teaqhers was full-ti ’
the rest were 40%, 602,and ‘80%Z time. ! .

& /s

WHAT WERE THE ACHIEVB"IENT GAINS MADE BY SEVENTH" AND EIGHTH'GRADE MIGRANT
PROGRAM STUDENTS?

In Figure &4 are given the achievement gains for 7th and 8th graders. The 7th
ABraders did especially well ‘in scoring an average grade equivalent gain of
1.2, The 8th graders also did fairly well scoring an average gain of 0,8.
The majority of juniqr high students served had a 0.8 gaip or better.

* 4 v

~ » T . ' % of Students Making At
No, of Students Average Grade Least'.8 Grade Equivalent
.Grade Pre- & Rpéttested Equivalent Gain Cdin
.7 38 o1 o 63% 7
8 .l 31 : 0.8 : - SSZ

Figure 4. \ACHIEVEMENT GAINS MADE BY MIGRANT PROGRAM 7TH AND 8TH GRADERS IN
- 981-82. @

]

é
HOW DOES THIS COMPARE WITH THE GAINS MADE. IN 1980-81?

‘The 7th graders had the largest gains (average of 1,6 grade equivalents)

great it was still the largest gain. The 8th graders served in 1980-81
made a higher average gain (1.0) than did the students this year, but this

made 0.8 gains.

ot

HOW MANY NINTH = TWELFTH GRADE STUDENTS RECEIVED INSTRUCTION FRCSM A MIGRANT
PROGRAM TEACHER. |

Four senior high Migrant Program teachers saw 154 students in all. The aver-
age daily attendance at the semflor high level was up considerably from 16
students inyl980-81 to 27 students 981-82, There was also an increase

in the average number of students sézgéper six weeks from 75 students in
1980~81 .to 108 students in 1981-82, This may partially reflect a full year
of having a teacher at Crockett (she began in the gpring of 1981).
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WHAT PERCENTAGE OF ELIGIBLE -STUDENTS WERE SERVED AT THE SENIOR HIGH
LEVEL BY A MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHER

The percentage of served high school migrant students varied between 45.6%
and 53 8% for each six weeks. This is an increase from the percéntage
~33%-37%. However, although this is an_improvement, the
e of eligible students served at the senior high level continues
to be the 1owest percentage for any of the instructional levels.

-

WHAT ARE SOME POSSIBLE REASONS FOR THE SMAL%ER PERCENTAGE OF ELIGIBLE STU'
~ DENTS BEING SERVED AT THE SENIOR HIGH LEVEL:

There continues {from previous years) to be considerable disparity in the
number of students served by each of the four teachers (a range of 18 to
37). s:s been reported in previoys evaluations, scheduling studepts
for seryige at the gh -school Jdevel is also a g?ﬁblem. Problems stem
partially frog students not receiving credit for Migrant Program classés,
the foundation teachers not wanting to let the students leave their crgdit
clesses where the students are generally behind in their reading and lan-
guage arts skills, and the student's own choice about wanting to take

. other classes instead.

WHAT WERE THE ACHIEVEMENT GAINS OF STUQENTS IN GRADES NINE = TWELVE WHO
. WERE SEEN BY A MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHER

In Figurevé are given ‘the STEP Reading median percentiles (pre apd poSt)
for students served by a Migrant -Program teacher. Comparison figures are
given for all AISD students and Hispanic students since 95% of the students

‘ served ‘are Hispanic. Migrant Program students' scores are quite low whén

eompared to the other two groups. No grade gained in percentile scores,
and they either stayed the same or went down a point or two. At the ninth

_ grade level, for the 47 migrant students served by a Migrant Program teacher '

and who had pre~ and posttests, the median percentile score was 10. For
AISD ninth graders (N=4122) the median percentile was 34 and for AISD
Hispanic ninth graders (N*1012) the median percentile was 20. Therefore

as with the otier grades, migrant students' scores are well below these
other two groups. Overall, at the high school level, no consistent Migrant
Program impact ¢an be noted,

3

> s

-

L. 1980-381 - . 1981-82 |
~ K3 Grade Grada Grade Grade. erade Gﬁé&l
-9 -10 11 10 . b5 SN 2
AISD Studantcs L. e Toa7 47 = 45 46 41
Pre-& Posttasted (a»2308) (aw2390) (u=2264) S (N=2308) (aw2390) (1»2254)
oy, AISD Hispanics 22 s 2 4 19 24 19 'oe
Pre=4 Posttested (2w470) (n=492) (awbd27) - (nwéd70) (n=492) (an427)
Migrant Progzran 11 NN 9 n 5

7
Students (Served) (a=30) (aw15) (a=12)

(a=30) (nel16) (a=12)
Pre-~ & Posttasled v

Figure 5. MEDIAN PERCENTILES.ON THE STEP, READING TOTAL, 1970 NORMS FOR

MIGRANT STUDENTS SERVED BY A MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHER AND TWG 4“*\.
COMPARYSON GROUPS. The AISD and Hispanic groups are for matched

group mediars,
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WAS THE PILOT TUTORIAL SERVICES.PROGRAM FOR HIGH SCHOOL STUDENTS SUCCESSFUL?

_No. A pilot program was set up at two high schools to tutor migrant students
in whatever subject areas they needed help. Two math teachers were the tutors.
Very few students were seen. The teaclters reported very few students came
even when the students had scheduled a time. Students always seemed to have
N “something else to do that was more important to.them. ) -

-

HEALTH SERVICES COMPONENT | s

HOW MANY MIGRANT STUDENTS WERE SERVED-BY THE MIGRANT NURSE?

~ From September, 1981 through May, 1982, the Migrant Nurse provided health
' services to 498 migrant Students. Her total number of student contacts
(excluding follow-ups) was 1,151. She served 96% of the pre-K sgudents an
797 of the currently migratory students. . :

1

,

. WHAT SE}.QVICES WERE PROVIDED BY THE MIGRANT NURSE?

During September through May, the Nurse performed a wide variety of services
(see Figure 6). In addition-tp these contacts with students, she made 734
contacts with parents on issues rélating to their childrqn's health. The
most frequent contacts involved dental and vision screening and health super-

vision. =
- - hd —
P . ' Number of Times Activity.
’ éc:ivig‘ ) - © {as Performed
g ) Ragularly Scheduled Exam 295 ‘ | )
s Non=Scheduled Exam 117 .
" Phone Contact : 129 )
Referral to Yedical Doctor . 300 -
i . Rafarral to Dentisc 187 p
Home Visic .56 ' .
Counseling/Tesching . * . yaht ’w
' 1 Referral to Other Professicval = - 29 ‘

Figure 6. TALLY OF VARTOUS NURSING ACTIVITIES FOR SEPTEMﬁkR, 1981 THROUGH
MAY, 1982. ( - :

HON MUCH MONEY WAS SPENT FOR MEDICAL AND DENTAL CARE.FOR THE MIGRANT STUDENTS?

In Figure 7 are presented the expenditures for‘medicai expenses paid for by
Migrant Program funds for September tHrough May. Fifty-four percent of the .
funds paid dental expenses. . o T~ £t ’
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o -~ EXPENDETURES I - . I
: . Duplicated Count ) . . Average Spent
L Month of Students Served . . M.D, . » Dbentdst Pharmacy X-Ray Lab . Glasses Total Spent Per Student
September * 3 ° $ 560,00 § 416,00 § 82.945 -0 -0 $§ 253.00 | $1,311.85 $ 39.75
ocfober 40 780,00 - 593,00 124.73 -0- . 17.00 716.00 2,230.73 | . | s5.77° -
Hovembar 40 700.00 474.00 92,14 -0- -0- 508,00 1,774.14 44,35 b
Decenber 23 416,00 ° 707.00 31,52 -0- ' 148.00 132,00 1,434,52 62.37
' . January 43 613,00 ' 2,008.00 © 36,69 =0~ ' 56.00 400,00 3,118.69 . 72,53 o )
Februury 3 : 475.50 1,722.00 44.24 -0- 38.00 - 150.00 |  2,429.74 71.46
March 65 - 1,338.50 2,016.00 118.52,) 265.50 . 28.00 436,00 4,202,52 64.65
R
‘April 63 -1 1,005.00 1,778.60 _  148.73 - 174.00 57.00 294,00 3,457.33 54.88 B
May 64 711,00  3,822.00 53,06 129.00 95,00 528,00 5,338.06 sive ' o
" LY ’ - o , -
[ - . . . :' Aok
TOTAL 405 . .| $6,604.00  $13,536.60  $732.48  $568.50  $439.00 ,$3,417.00 | § 25,297.58 «f, § 62.46 R
o S L ~ v )
- ” ——— -
- - \ B ) ’ ) ' . I
Figure 7. ‘SUMMARY OF HEALTH SERVICES EXPENDITURES' BY MONTH FOR‘&EPTEMB@LQM ~ MAY, 1982,
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PARENTAL INVOLVEMENT COMPONENT .
HOW HAS THE STRUCTURE OF THIS COMPONENT CHANGED FROM: LAST YEAR? "

During'the District's administrative reorganization, the staff in this com=
ponent were structured in a different way from previous years. The community
representatives were split,into elementary and secondary. The two secondary
.community representatives were supervised by the Secondary Migrant Coordinator.
The one fulltime and one half-time elementary community representatives were
supervised by the Title I/Migrant/Title VII Parental Involvement Specialist.
For the first time, the Title VI and Title I community representatives also
recruited migrant parents. The responsibility for parental involvement was
Seen as a management function in the new pistrict organization.

HAVE THERE BEEN ANY CHANGES IN THE PARENTAL ADVISORY COUNCIL (PAC) STRUCTURE?

Yes. ,Last spring parents voted to separate the Districtwide PAC into an
Elémentary Title I/Migrant Districtwide PAC and a Secondary Migrant District-

wide PAC. Although there were still local campus 'PACs at the elementary level,
the Secondary Migrant Districtwide PAC was the only PAC fot migrant parents

at the secondary level. N /

WAS AN ELEMENTARY TITE I/MIGRANT DISTRICTWIDE PAC ESTABLISHED7 ‘

. Yes. ' A total of eight meetings were held. Across all meetihgs, 63 migrant
parents attepded the meetings. A total of 92 migrant parents attended the °
combined Elementary and Secondary Title I/Migrant PAC in 1980-81. Since the
secondary parents had their own PAC this year, these figures are not’'directly
comparable. .

Al

.
N l
4
.
‘
v P
"
I"
l"
.

WAS. A SECONDARY MIGRANT DISTRICTWIDE PAC ESTABLISHED7 ’

z 1
Yes. Six meétings were held in all with,54 migrant\parents in attendanc%
(across all meetings). ’

WERE LOCAL CAMPUS PACS ESTABLISHED AT THE ELEMENTARY LEVEL?.

fes. All schools that had a Title I/Migrant Program or a Migrant Program

‘o teacher established PACs by having at least omne méeting.
" HAS THE ATTENDANCE OF MIGRANT P 58! AT THE LOCAL~CAMPUS PACS IMPROVED OVER
THE LOW LEVEL OF AJTENDANCE IN

Yes.. In 1980-81, a total of 145 migrant parents attended a local-campus
meeting (both elementary ‘and secondary). In 1981-82, 160 migrant parents
attended a meeting of a local-campus PAC (eledentary only). In 1980-81,
97 elementarx,parents attended local meet$ags, so the 160 total figure for
elementary local-PAC attendance this year is quite an fmprovement.

. : ’ Vs
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~updated and sent to the tentral office at various points during the year.

81.26 . ) '

HOW DO TITLE I AND MIGRANT PARENTS WANT TO BE INVOLVED IN THESE PROGRAMS?

Early in the spring a survey was mailed to a sample of Title I and Migrant

Program parents td ascertain how parerts wanted to be involved in the programs.

Of the parents responding, the top choices were helping out at their child's C
school and at'tending parent-training workshops. The first two choices for

areds in which they wanted training were helping their child read at home

and helping thelr child with math at home.

-

WAS THE MIGRANT PROGRAM STAFF SATISFIED WITH THE PARENTAL INVOLyEMENT )

COMPONENT? , : ”
In a spring questibnnaire, both elementary- and secbndary-level Migrant Program
teachers expressed dissatisfaction with their PACs. Dissatisfaction was also :

expressed by teachers last year. In the same questionnaire, elementary
teachers were satisfied with the services provided by the community repre-
sentatives. THe seconddry teachers,¢however, were (overall) neutral about
the services provided'by their community representatives-with some being
satisfied and some being dissatisfied. . .

The Title I/Miggant Adbinistrator, the Parental Involvment Specialist,. and

the Secondary” Migrant Coordinator all were generally satisfied with the
functioning of this component. All felt the elementary/secondary split .

in PACs and community representatives allowed the program to better serve

parents' needs. The Parental Involvement Specialist felt it was a plus that

all the community representatives (Title I and Title VII) know About the

program and now recruited eligible parents for the program. This increased

the resources of the program. Both the Administrator and the Parental Involve- \|
ment Specialist felt parents were not as involved in the program as they

WHAT 1S THE MIGRANT STUDENT RECORD TRANSFER SYSTEM (MSRTS)?

The MSRTS is a national-level record~keeping system designed to maintain #iles
on eligibility forms, health data, instructional data, and achievement data

on all migrant students. The MSRTS records are .sent as the student migrates
from school district to school district to provide each new school disgrict
with information about the health, instructional, and achievement data on

that student, at the previous school(s) There is a system of files that the
District's MSRTS Clerk is required to maintain whic¢h contains the students'
eligibility forms for the program and other MSRIS records on each student..

The files are required to be kept in a certain order, and various records

|
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. HOW-DO MIGRANT ‘PROGRAM STAFF PERCEIVE “THE MSRTS SYSTEM?

81‘- 26 ']
, K - ©
HOW DOES THIS YEAR ’s MSRTS RECDRD'KEEPING COMPARE WITH LAST YEAR S RECORD-
KEEPING?

examining the objectives set by the Texas Education Agency in the appli-
cation for funding of Title I Migrant, it was noted that nearly all of the
objectives were met and they were generally met on time. Information B
gathering and updating required by the system were done on time and in good
order. The record-keeping this year was better and more timely than that
noted in 1980-81. Not all the objectives were met on time because of
several two-day deadlines which required contact with a large number of
schools. In a spring f‘terview, the Title I/Migrant Administrator felt
eligibility forms had been processed more efficiently this year.

p

Q . . -

On a questionnaire sent to Migrant Program teachers -in the spring, teachers
expressed a neutral attitude toward the~system. Last year when asked,
teachers generally reported not using the system. The Titlé’I/Migrant
Administrator indfcated the MSRTS system is required for,the Migrant Program
to be funded, so AISD will continue its use. Since ,our District. has so many
formerly migratory students aand so few currently migratory students (for

which most of the MSRTS system components are geared), the system is not as
useful to our District as it might be to others with large aumbers of current-
ly migratory students. . ' 7 L P

3
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K-12 LONGITUDINAL DATA FILE S

ARé THE ACHIEVEMENT GAINS OF MIGRANT STUDENTS WHO HAVE BEEN SEEN ZERO; ONE;
TWO, THREE, OR FOUR YEARS BY A MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHER DIFFER

A data file was created to compare the achiemzment gains from the spring of
1981 to the spring of 1982 (for grades 2-12). The students on the file were:
migrant students who had not b2en served by a Migrant Program teacher ‘during
the last four years (1981-82 through 1978-79), migrant students who had been
served by a Migrant Program teacher only one of the last four years; migrant
students who had been served by a Migrant “Program tegcher two of the last
four years; migrant ,students who had been served by a Migrant Program
teacher three of the last four years; and migrant students who had been

N

servgd all four of the last four years. The ITBS and STEP. Reading Total :

scores were used for grades 2-12, while the ITBS Language Total .scores (fall,
1981 and spring, 1982) were used for kindergarten.

In comparing the achievement gains of"the students not served with those
served one, two, three, or four years by a Migrant Progrdm teacher, no
discernable differences could be, found in favor of students who were served
regardless of the length of time served. This was true even when gdins were
examined for just those students wHo scored at the 30th “ile o below.
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Instrument Descriptien: ,?Peaiaoqi* Picture Vocabulary Test (PPVI-R)

i
1 Was che inscrumensz administarad undar stacdardized conditions?

| %hd develoved che {nstsument?

L . ..

Brief description of the instrument: The Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test-Revised
ZPPVI—RS is a standardized vqcaoﬁlar? test of verbal ab{lity. It is an iao-
dividuallj administered, untimed test. The.cue words given-to the subjects
dapend on .their age and respouses: younger ¢hildren begin with easier words. IJ
a child misses any of the first eight pictures, easier cue words are presented °
in order to escablish & basal level of eight correct responses.” Studéncs who do
not nmake eigat correct responses in a row during the tescting are said to have not|
reached a "basal score.” Increasad error of measurement is probably associated
wtth their ‘scores,

To whea was the instrument administsred?

To students in the Ticlc I, Ticle VII, and Title I Migrant prekindetgat:en
ptograms . X )

How many times was the inscrument administared?

4

Twice to €ach student, dencs were randomly assigned either Form L or
_Form M for the pretest, and then ziven the alternate form for the posttesc.

When was the instrument ad=iniscered?

The pretests were administered between OcZober .9 1981 and November 3, 1981.
The .posttests were adminiscared between April 19, 1982 and May 7, 1982.

Where was the instrument adminiscerad?~
where vas tae lastzunent dcminiscerad::

Each child was tested individually by a igs er in the hall, in an empty L
room, empty office, or other area the schooi made available for :ﬁgcing.

i

N 3
who adminiszared the instriment? & -

.

The Titke I Migrant evaluacor, the Ticle VII évalpacot, a Ticle I evaluacion
assiscant, or one of four ex-teachers hired specifically for PPVT testing.

What - training did szhe adminisctrators have?

v

-

Each :escer was provided inscruc:ion in giving the PPVT and praccice in
its administration with :pveral non=-ALSD children. .

. 1 .

-

- »
Yes, except for variations in room locatiba or arrangement.

. i L+

?

’

)

Weraz there sroblems wizh the instwment or the adminiscracicn ‘that mizhe
affect zhe v7alidiecy of the data?

None were identified, except as noced above for scudents who did no€ teach a
y basal scors.

Y

Lloyd Y. Dumn, Ph.D., and Leota M. Duna. ° ¢
. t

] ’ ~
what reliabilizvy and vall 141ty data are available on the inscruzese?

The PEVT-R test manual provided extensive information on test developmen:,
normsy. reliabilicy, validicty, atc. Reliabilities range ‘from .61 to .88
(splic-half), and from .71 to .89 (alternace forms),

. K
A-s there sorm data availabla for intercracing the zTessules?
Azs thd s

Yes. ‘Standard norms are provided.
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) PEABODY PICTURE VOCABULARY TEST- ' - '

i Purpose N
The Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test - Reyi;ed (PPVT-R) was administered
to Migrant, Title I and Ti#fle VII prekindergarten students in order to’
gather information relevant to the following deci;ion and evaluation

questions: : : )
¢, . ! . .
Title I
P S
Decision Question D4: Should. the Title I Early Childhood 5 .

*Education Program be continued as it is, discontinued, or
modified? If so, how should it be modified?

Evaluation Question D4-1: Was the objective of "
., the Early Childhood Education Program. met? . , [~:
' N 7 — -
- w~Migrant ‘ . ‘

Decision Question D1l: Should the pre-K Instructional
Component be continued as it' is, modified, or, deleted?

-

Evaluation Quégpion Dl-1: Were the achievement ' '
objectives met?

Evaluation Queéstion D1-2: How do the pre/posttest

\\\ gains made by the Migrant pre-K students on the

PPVT compare with the pre/posttest gains made by ' .
the Title I and Title VII pre-K students? .

Evaluation Question D1-3: How do the ‘pre/posttest
gaink made by Migrant and Title I pre-K students-",
" this year compare with gains made in 1980-817?
. With gains made by Title I pre-K studefits in ;
.»1979-80? B : .

-

Information Need I17: How many Migrant students were pre- and posttested
by grade level?. . : .

Y

Lo . Title VII.

Décision Queétion D2: What components of the program should be
. modified to accomplish the, objectives of the program more fully?

Evaluation Question D1-4, D2-1: Has the program -

impacted English_language skills? ‘ 4

. Evaluation Question D1-7, D2-4: How do children . , .

»  4n Title VII pre-K compatre églterms of academic - S C
athievement with other pre-K Programs within

the District? ' .

- o 23
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Many other questions about the PPVT data were included, in the Title VII
design and are answered in the Title VII Technical Report. :

4

»

.
&
-
- . .

" Procedure
, ‘& A
.A%} Title I, Migrant, and Title VII prekindergarten students were tested
twice during the school year on the Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test-Revised
(PPVT-R) . The PPVI-R was adminigtered as a pretest from October 19, 1981
to November 6, 1981, and as 3 posttest from April 19, 1982 to May 7, 1982.

Since the PPVT-R is an individually administered test, several individuals
were hired to assist with the pre- and posttesting. They were given
training in administration and scoring of the PPVI-R. Practice training
sessions were conducted beforeiboth the pre- and pQsttesting. With the
cooperation of the University Day Care Center, the testers received
.actual practice giving the PPVT-R to young children. The practice testing

2

was conducted by the Migrant Evaluator, the Title I Evaluation Intern, and
all but one of the testérs. ' >

The PPVI-R hasquo‘forms-L and M. Both forms were used in the testing.
Half the children in each class were randomly assigned Form L and_half

were randomly assigned Form M for the pretesting. The opposite form was
given to the child for the posttest. "Therefore each child with both a .
pre- and posttest -has a Form L score and Form M score. '

A memo (Attachment A-l) was sent in Septemﬁer to the Title I, Migrant, and
Title VII prekindergarten teachers to advise them of’ the PPVI-R pretesting.
Early in October, the teachers were called to schedule each of the pre-
kindergarten classes for testing. The prekindergarted Students were tested
in their own schools, and all testing was conducted in English. However,
all Title VII studen%! were also tested with a Spanish version of the

older PPVT. These data are reported in a separate appendix in the Title VII
"Technical Report, Make-up testing was conducted the week after the

regular testing, or in some cases, on.the day following the scheduled
testing date. ’ .

4

In early December, the prekindergarten teachers were sent their sgudents’
pretest results (see Attachment A-2) in the form of standard scoéres. Included
in Attachment A-2 is a sample.of a class report of these results., Title I
prekindergarten teachers were also sent a summary of percentile ‘scores.

On April 1, Title I, Migrant,and Title VII prekindergarten teachers were
sent a memo (see Attachment A-3) to advise them of the posttesting dates.
The teachers were assigned posttesting times. As with the pretesting,
make-up testing wag conducted the week after the regular testidg.

The prekindergarten teachers received their classes' scores and class gains
just before the last day of school. -A memo (Attachment A-4) explained thae
results., Each teacher was given comparison data for their program.
Attachment A-4 includes a sample class printout. The PPVT-R's were all
handscored by ORE staff or the testers,

>

, ’ ' | K R4 .

- ‘-
.
.-




-~ 81.26 : ' . R A d

The administration procednres for the PPVI-R were followed Gery strictly.
Title I and Migrant teachers were asked to indicate which Students were
"Spanish dominant (or other-than—Engllsh dominant) before the children &

were tested. A X " . .
~ f‘ . )

1 B <

Vd

Analyses °

The PPVT-R scale schre was the unit of .analysis. The analyses used in

answering the evaluation questions are a series of regression model com-
" parisons, Models used in comparing the three groups are shown in . r
Attachment A-5., Children from all three programs (Migrant, Title I and
Title VII) were indluded in the amalyses for comparison purposes.
Regression information from the models—in Attachment A~5 can be used to
test several hypotheses. Are the lines linear ratiher than curvilinear?
If the lines are curvilinear, .is the degree of cugxature the same for all
groups? ‘Are differences between the groups the same at all levels of the
pretest (different slopes)? Are there any differences between the groupg
(different intercepts)? More information about the models and hypotheses
is contained in Attachment A=5. * Attachment. A-6 contains the file layout
for the data file, which is file PPVITOT on tape A020 at the University
of Texas. Attachment A-7 contalns computer printouts generated by the
analyses. . .

ES

. . } ,
. V4
' ' Results :

-

I L2 [ ]

»

L - -
How do the gains made ﬂ& E&egprekindergarten students compare among the
. three programs (Title T, Title T Migrant, and Title ViIi)?-/ -

All students with a valid pre- and posttest score were included, regardfe::“-P

of whether the children reached the basal level on the PPVI. A comparison

of Model 1 yersus Model 5 proved significant, indicating that the data”

were curvilinear. Figure A-1 gives the F values of each model comparison

that was made. A comparison of Model 1 versus Model 2 also proved to be ‘

Statistically significant, indicating that the quadratic component was not

the same for the three programs., Thus, Model 1 was considered to be the

best model for showing differences between the groups. ’
. Y , .

Figure A-2 plots the results from Model 1,. The,horizontal axis reflects

the Fall, 1981 pretest scores on the PPVIT, while the vertical axis plots

the Spring, 1982 posttest scores, The Title I students are represented by

a solid line, while the Migrant students are ishown by the line containing

"X's", and the Title VII students are represented by a line tontaining squares.

-

'

As can be seen from Figure A-2, the gains for students with relatively high

pretest scores did not differ much between the three programs., However,

for the majority of students who had moderate pretest scores, Title I stu- :

dents showed greater gains than did Title VII students, who showed greater

' gains than did Migrant students, Finally, for students with extremely low
scores on the pretest, Title I students showed the greatest gains, but:

Migrant students made greater gains than did Title VII students. 1
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F VALUES FOR SPSS REGRESSION RESULTS=-THREE GROUP CASE

@

GRADE = 0 N ~ : .
TEST = ALL VALID ' - . T :
NUMBER OF CASES = 323 i . %
, : 2 . N .
’ MODEL | VS MODEL S—=CUAVILINEAR VS LINEAR ’ o
SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL | = 44570.10976 ~ - '
. : OF = 3, 314 7 = 3.333160946950587 .
SUM OF SQUARES, ‘QEL 5 = 45989.4666 : - (p < ,05) !
N ) .. M : .

MODEL 1 VS MODEL 2--COMMON QUADRATIC PORTION

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL | = 44570.10976 ‘
_ DF = 2, 314 = 4.695436787723986
SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 2 = 45903,07876 : G < .05)

n

‘

-
-
o .-}»

-*
’ -

MODEL 2 ¥S MODEL J3--PARALLEL CURVILINEAR SLOPES -

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 2 = 45903.07835 : ' ) I
. =2, 36 ¢ = 12.32651313037984
SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 3 = 49629.51194 - o < 05) .
. - ]
MODEL 1 VS MODEL I—PARALLEL LINEAR SLOPES . l
5 N ! -
. SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 1 = 44570.10975 - ‘
. ) DF = 4; 314 °°F = 3,910973593483021 ,
SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 3 = 49629.51194 S
r . (p < ,05)
a) ., . ' A N - -, S
MODEL3 VS MODEL 4~-EQUAL QUADRATIC INTERCEPTS ' .
: SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL. ) = 149429.51194 » A )
. ; - ; oF = 2, 313 F = 9.867527583024629 -
SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL &4 = $52397.38028 v, ®
< B - . (p < 005) - .
‘ ' MODEL § VS MODEL 6=-COMMON LINEAR SLOPES 1 ' .
, SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 5 = 45989.4666 : o
. . ‘ OF = 2, 317 T e 12.85423777952667 )
SUM OF SQUARES, “ODEL 6 = 49719.17978 o N 3
- . - ' <03 / g
* MODEL 6 VS ¥ODEL 7-=COMMON LINEAR INTERCEPTS ' *
* SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL § = 49719.1797% _ . . L B
: ) . ‘ OF = 2, 19 F = 10.00274835718539 .
SUM OF SQUARES, “ODEL 7 =

52837.22605 - (p < .05)
k4 .

[N

Figure A-1. F-TESIS FOR ALL STUDENTS IN EACH' OF THREE GROUPS.
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R { vs. Model 2 was not significant, indicating that the programs shared a

« Program met? (litle I only) - . a

_.Zl*standard score points, and that fewet‘ﬁtggspté than expected made small

81.26

In summary, the Title I students showed gfeater gains than other students .
at all but the highest pretest levels, Migrant students made greater
gains than Title VII students at the lowest pretest levels, while the
reverse was, true for those with moderate pretest scores, where /Title VII
students made, greater gains. - It should be noted that the scotes for all
students were compared to standardized national norms, on which no gain
in standard scores would be expected normally, '

-

-

How do gains of Title I and Migrant students compare with those made in’
previous Years? . . & '

s
A separate analysis on a more restricted group of students was performed
inworder to compare the results with those,of the previous years. Only
those students .with a basal score on the PPVT for both pretest and posttest
were included in this analysis (N = 236). In effect, this analysis reflects
the pattern that is seen’in the upper portion of the previously discussed
Figure A-2 (includes most of the students with standard scores above 40.)

As noted in Figure A-3, a comparison of Model 1 vs. Model‘S.indicatéd o
significant curvilinear effects for all programs. A comparison of Model 1

common quadratic slope.- Comparison of Model 2 vs. Model 3 was also not
significant, indicating that the common quadratic slopes were parallel, A
comparison‘Bf Model 3 vs. Model &4.proved significant,indicating that the
programs had different intercepts for this restricted group of students.
For this restricted group, the Title I intercept has higher, followed by
the Title VII, and then by the Migrant program students.

.
, ..

»

~

.
e . B .

Figure A-4 shows the results for Model 3. 'These results are consistent
with those of previous years, in which Title I students showed the, greatest
gains. However, it should be noted that students in the Title I program {
are not necessarily comparable to Migrant or Title VII students, even
when differences in pretest scores have been adjusted for. Interviews with
prekindergarten teachers (Appendix J) indicated that the lack of an aide in
Title I and Migrant classes presented problems for the teacliers, in spite
of the smaller .class size.* Figure A-5 is a bar graph comparing the average
gains of prekindergarten students with basalsg across the previous three
years, Students from different program years may be systemdtically different
in various ways, however, and the PPVT-R may show different patterns than the
PPVT in- 1979-80 or 1980-81. S B

’ e ‘
Evaluation Question D421, Was the objective of ‘the Early Childhood “Education,

In Figure.A-6 are the stratified expected gains for the Title I prekindergarten

students on the PPVT. The objectives were based on performances of 1980-1981
. prekindergarten students, The percentage of students making each gain is also
" listed. Although the assessment of these stratified objectives is very ‘

difficult, it would appear that many more students than expected made gains of l

-

gains. . . . B

*A11 Title VII o¥sses did have full-time aides. . ‘ ,.:”;»\,;3“ I
' . . : ’;' "’4, ‘nr]\) .,
- . A-8 , 28 ) . . “'“'\"_' l

[y
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. T VALlLES FOR SPSS REGRESSION RESULTS--THREE GROUP CASE

[ ] - . -
GRADE = 0 .

TEST = RESTRICTED : -

. NUMBER CF CASES = 236

»

L4

.
’---\--
.

- N ’
. . .

MODEL 1 VS MODEL S==CURVILINEAR VS LINEAR !

1

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 1 = 21770.45351 ‘
DF = 3, 227 F= 2.807916212613003

SUM OF SQUARES, ODEL 5™= 22578.33381 ] - (p < .05)

| -

.

‘ YODEL 1 VS MODEL 2--COMMON QUADRATIC PORTION T - el .

{ . ' . ) S
, SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL | = 21770.43351 : :
_OF = 2, 227 T = 1,387953610392588
SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 2 = 22036.67708 -
.'. .\ Q ) - R CNS)
. MODEL 2 VS MODEL 3——PARALLEL CURVILINEAR SLOPES - .
SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 2 = 22036,57708
. . OF = 2, 220 , F = 2.777942939979772 '
St €5, “ODEL 22571,32013 :
SUM OF SQUARE MODEL 31 = 371 2, . (NS)
VODEL | VS MODEL3~—PARALLEL LINEAR SLOPES . ‘ ,
s, . "
SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL | = 21/70.45351 _ - )
/ o OF = 4, 227 F = 2,087654343035319 °
* - SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 3 = 22571.32015 * s
l TS, _(Ns)
. - ’ *»
. ' MODEL3 VS MODEL 4—ZQUAL.QUADRATIC INTERCEPTS. 7 e
2
ot SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 3 = 22571.32015 : =
oo - . _ DF = 2, 231 T = 7.149237039642095 - .
. SOM OF SQUARES, MODEL & = 23963.44325 o . - <
. . P (p < .05) : -
WOCEL § VS MODEL §—COMMON LINEAR SlopEs  * ® : R
' ¢ SUM.OF SQUARES, MODEL § = 22578.33381 .0
. - DF = 2, 230 = 1.582989339397051
. ) SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 6 = 22389.12739 . ;
l . (NS) .
v _MODEL'§ VS MODEL 7-COMMON LINEAR INTERCEPTS - . s
l ‘ ‘. SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 6 = 22989.12739 )
) . OF = 2, 232 F = 7.001002351448756
. SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 7= ~26270.56562
|. ' ‘ S _ (p < .05)

Figure A-3, F-TESTS FOR™ STUDENTS WITH BASAL SCORES.
!
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: STANDARD SCORE  EXPECTED  ACTUAL. : l
GAIN GAINS GAINS .
21 or more . ’ I
points’ 25% 33.0% ‘
11-20 points 22% 2,,4% '
6-10 points 14% 10.4% CoL
\ 1-5 points . T% 13.9% ) l‘“
0 points or
less . 32% 18.3% : '
, ¢ . R - . -t
) . Figure A-6, EXPECTED AND ACTUAL GAINS '
ON THE PPVT FOR MEASUREMENT ) ol
OF THE TITLE I OBJECTIVES. . ‘l‘
: . | I
. { .‘ . _r
. . . | i
- - l
{ o l
; | l 1
; T
33 S
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When examining results for all 115 students in the Title I prekindergarten
program, the average gain score was 14,40. For the restricted sample of
Title I students who had a legitimate basal score on the PPVI, the average
gain score was 12,42 (N = 94), Either of these comparisons to the ¢«
1980-1981 scores are favorable, since the average gain for 1980-1981 was
10.84 (N = 122) when only those students with basal scores were assessed.

Ad 7

The question of whether or not to include students without basal scores
in the analyses raises complex issues. It is likely that students without
basal scores have more measurement error associated with their pretest
scores, and have more gaps in their language ability than did, students
with basal scores. Howéver, those students without basal scores may also
be the ones who are most in need of the ptekindergarten program, and it
seems desirable to include them whenever a reasonable conclusion can be
drawn about the appropriate standard score for such children. Figure A-7
illustrates the different mean gains that cecur when the analyses are -
conducted usipg all students, or only those with basal scores.
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. Figure A-7.. AVERAGE GAIN IN STANDARD SCORES ON PPVT FOR ALL STUDENTS, AND ONLY STUDENTS 7.
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOLDISTRICT B
Office of Research and Evaluation

81.26 o Atta hment A~1
September 11, 1981 (Page \L of 2)
TO: Ticle I, Mig:;nt,'and Title VII Prekindergarcan Teachers

\/

TROM: Mhrtin‘ﬁ& aga, Title VII Evaluation Igtﬁ&n ,
Catherin istaer, Migrant Zvaluator .
Karenzﬁerrud, Title I Evaluator

SUBJZCT: P:ekindergarten Achievement Pretest

The Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test (PPVT) will be used again this vear

to measure prakindergarten achievezent results. This will be a more recent
version of the PPVT tast, but the testiag will be conducted in the same
sapner as it was last year. The testing dates will be in October during
the petriod of the 19th through the 22ad and the 26th through the 29ch.

Several ceachers last year had very good success in gecting high student
actendance and posttive student attitudes om the day of tasting., The
children ware told about the tastiag beforehand. otas were sent tome
asking parents co be sure the child got lots of sleep and came to school on
the tastiag day. The children wexa very eager to participates aad were 0T
at all aaxious. ' T

Izbor=amt ;oiznts Co remexmper atout zhe tastinag are:

¢ We will be calling each of you lazar I Septamcer .
to schedule a tasting date.
e We will start testiag whea your class bagizs iz :
- the morning and be finished ‘before lunch.
e Tach chilé will be‘testad individually and will Te . 4
. out of your class chﬁeea five and £iizaen mizuctes.’ '

13

.

As always 7ou* cooperation is great_y appreciated. 2Please feel Iree o2
call with any cuestions.

CC:ZC:¥A:lg N

APPROVED! /Za ﬁ%

izactor, lesaarch and iV ua:;cn : .

. . |
B B B B N B I T B B B B e B E O e
A
i -

k) : 1 .
/ ﬁﬂ N ~,
APPROVED: /S /ae /(/iéw a ’
Assistant Supe*lntandenu for Zlexentary Zducation .
. ’ ] 2
~° ce: aniza Uphaus Tizmy 3aranoii b
Lee Laws < Lawrence 3uiord
Cscar Caatu Principals with Migramc, Tizl2 I, and Tisle VIT prTe=t
_ #armelinda Rodriguez t2achers ‘

Anita Coy Iva, vera

Y]

. A=15 .




d

_* Early Childhood Roster

o Please fill .in the blanks below. .2
~ -N
' . : Birthdate °
. 1}
-
-~ . "
\
‘ ok
: - ) 88
- o4
= 5
\ 3
— » .
\ - 35 3h
. - []
~ B N
: ’ . . e
Return this copy to Joe Burleson, P,0, Box 79, AISD*s school mail, 8

Title 1 witl provide xerox copy for your records. . .
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT

. . . Attachment A-2
. Office of Research and Evaluation . ﬂPage 1°0f 4)

November 11, 1981

.

B
o)
. =
®
- [y &)
s‘hﬂ' o
I
f

g : {

TO: . - . Principals wiqﬁ Title I Pre Kindergarten Programs
‘ Title I Pre-Kindergarten eachers .
FROM: Karen Carsrud, Joe Burlesdn )
. , !

SUBJECT: Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test Results

‘> ’ L ' .

e ' ‘ ' 'I ' .'

-Enclosed are the results for your.pre~kindergarten class ogrfhe Peabody {
Picture Vocabulary Test administered in October of this ye

.« In an effort
to make these scores more meaningful, we have translated each child's /fah\ )
score into a percentile score, based on scores made by others of his age
across the nation. Of course, like scores from any test, these are subject
to fluctuation. The scores could.be in error by as much as two to three
percentile points in either”direction. .
Please call us if you have any questions concerning the testing procedures
or a child's score. The posttesting will be done in April, 1982 More in-
formation will be sent to you about this next year.

Approved; /\M[//( ))/)7 34/44; .' | .'l

“Director RL OEfiCe of Research and Evaluation ot

!

[

s

. .
.-
. . o, .
. ) .
N

Approved: Y
Assistant Superintendent, Elementary Education . T

JB/1w

Enélosures

cc: Timy Baranoff _ .
| . Lawrence Buford

'y Oscar Cantu )

Anita Uphaus ' 2.

. A-17




EARLY CHILDHOOD EDUCATION
~ FALL 1981 TESTING.
"PEABODY PICTURE VOCABULARY TEST - .

lg—

>

The~following‘scores aée percentile
Percentile scores tell how each child scores relative to other children of

the -same age across the nation.

perceatile, he/she scored better t
* If he/she scored at rhe lst percent

- B - N
- -

4 L) ' . -
. ! e '

Attachment A=2 .
. (continued, page 2 of l'

. : . BRI -
scores of all the children in your class.

T A - 4

{
e

For example, if a child scores at the 40th
han forty percent of children in the country.
ile (1), then he/she scored better than

one percent of children.

. .

‘ A .
" scHooL | :
TEACHER ‘ ‘
TEST DATE
o, PERCENTILS . v PERCENTILE l
STUDENT'S NAME . SCORE . , STUDENT'S NAME 'SCORE

L
1
-
4]

A
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)
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M §

T — . . s

t

. o L ¥
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-~ ’ A
w

-
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e
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-
-
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1f thete it any questioms, feel, fres to contact Joe Buzlesom at the Office,

of Research and Evaluation at 438-1227.. mn -
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- | Fall 1981+

5 S . ' ‘ Attachment A=2
- o~ (continued, page 3.0f 4)

Explanation Sheet-?eabody Picture Vocabulary Pretest

Standard ‘Score - This is the student's score put in a,

. N . - standardized fotm for comparison purposes
’ with: the national sample of children who ,
took the Peabody in 1979. The national
sample had a mean standard score of 100

B
e
. . /\(‘ :
¥ .
«

~

tester felt the child's score was not valid

with a standard deviation of ° lS. o
‘Languagé (Lang) , This is the language in which the child was
' dominant according to the child's: teacher
at the time of testing. : S
\ X Possibly Invalid //\ ~ There is 3 yes listed in ‘this colum if the

-
Iy

‘ for some reason - for example - the child
v 2 \ would not speak at all,

e T H

If an asterisk is by a child's scale score it indicates this is an extrap-
olated score., Since scores at these levels were not provided by the test
publisher, we extrapolated downward from the scores provided to give you an
uidea of how your students scored relative to each other.

L -
1

. In the class and program totals these extrapolated scores and the tests con-
Tsidered possibly invalid were excluded from the averages.

’

-
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PN S i ‘I
PIVIMEE VO AMILARY PESIN TS - TITLE 1 AND HIGEANY = 11723/H} '
% & STAHDARD SCHRE WAS Fxrw\unum) ERNY RAW SCORE =~ NOT INCLUDED mm TNYALS gy . . ;!
- ' .t : T STANDAPD ' PNSSIALY ¢ .t ‘
. HAYF . SCORE , LANG  INVALID e .
d N »1
1 ) ' 4 0\.‘ .
117 BNG o i
80 £16 .
' 168 , SPAN : !
/ ) 87 " ENG

. 62 . ENG R ,
n ENG SR AU LT e ) |
. - 94 . F.NG * ., 2 :

19 FUG . .
' 62 ENG
-~ - vt !
v . . :
) Ed - 6‘) - ¢ :NG v @ —————" - ramocss » We . mamns w8 6 P o metm. m . . PO ‘:1
] . Y 6 e ‘
g g ) 0 NN YES 0 .
~ 649 ENG .o -
17+ SPAN . : :
i ———— 18 _ BNG_ __ i L R ST TR
’,’ _ : . 56 ENG ) i i A
S T ’ - . . bl
. CLASS TOTALS T i 997 ' S TR T T T T e oA !
TOTAL "STUDENTS R .16 STUDENTS WITH VALID SGARES= 13 : .
CLASS AVERAGES —t -— 76-!:‘2‘ s ! L ——— e x
VITIF | CLASS TOTALS e 648 : : . e Coe
TOTAL STUDENTS 9 STUDFMTS WITH VALID SCORES~ ~ 8 ‘ c
*  JITEE.1 CLASS AVERAGES . 81,00 J- . ’ : '
- e - % e et e g et e —— - ——— e - . e - *
~ ] . ) ] Rk K
4IGRANT CLASS TOTALS 349 : : el
. TNTAL STUDENTS - 7 SYUNENTS WITH VALID SCORES= 5 . AR~ - A
. AIGRANT CLASS AVERAGES 69,80 : ~— g &T ' e
: , a0
[ — e emim—m s m—— 1 e . o ambmanes o e aen .-..F'..g :
TITLE 1 PROGPAYM YOTAL 8672, : -, BR
43 s TAYAL STUDNEHTS 124 . STUNENTS WITil VALID SCORES~ 114 - -t
LT TITLE 1 PROGRAY: AVERAGF 76,08 I He
) . . . tgﬁ: ’ 44 !
MIGRANT PROGRAN muL_ L 11 A R ; - -
TOTAL STODFRTS ‘ i21 STUDENTS WITH VALYO SCNRES= 102~ il AL s
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81.26 : ' ' ‘ Attachment A-3
’ AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
0ffice of Research and :-.valuat:ion

’ A " March z-, 1982

TO: Title I, Migrant, and Title VII Prekindergarten Teachers

FROM: -, Martin Arocena, Title VII Evaluator MM
. Catherine Christner, Migranes Evaluator CQ/
Raren Carsrud, Title I Evaluator 4/C.

éUBJEC’l‘: Prekindergarten Achievement: Posttest

This spring the Péabody Picture Vocabulary Test (PPVT) will be given to
all prekindergarten students as a measure of achievément. This will be
the same tevised version of the test administered last fall. Each
studen: will receive the alternate form from the ome they received in
the fall. The t:est:ing dat:es will, be April 1.9 - April 30 with make ups
May 3-~7.° .

The testing last fall was, a resounding success experience for the students.
Many teachers had informed their students about ‘the test béforehand. Notas
were sent home asking parents to be suresthe child got “lots of sléep and

came to school on the scheduled test day. The testers were exzramely

please:. with how well the testing went for each child, and t:he children -
seemed to enjoy themselves, too. .- , ° o

’, v

Agaia, scme :meort:ani: point:s to remember ‘about the testing are:

e We will be calling each of.you early in April, to
schedule a testing date. '

o We wili start testing when your class begins in the . ~
morning and .be firished before lunch.

e Each child will be t&sted individually and will be
out of your class between ten and fift:Een. ainutes.
! ) L - - f* - - ‘,
Your cooperation will be greatly appreciated. Please feel fr e to call with
any questions. We look forward to seeing each of you this spring.
e

' : 22 -' ' A
—— 4 . 1 .
Approved: . o 7L A A )77 m v
Direc of Office of Resegrch and Evaluation . .
. & T Ve
Approved: /!% WWL , g .

- Assistant Superintendent for Elementary Education
CC:XC:MA:1fs
cc: Anita Uphaus ' © Timy Baranoff
) Lee Laws . T Ruth MacAllister
Oscar Cantu . Principals with Migrant, Title I and 'I.‘it:le VII pre=-
Hermelinda Rodriguez  kindergartem teachers S
Anita Coy : ~Eva Rivera -
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Ce AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT .  (Pagé 1 of 2)- -

Office of Research and Evaluation .
May 24, 1982 L
| 8

TO: Title kzjﬁiﬁ?igrant Program Prekindergarten Teachers

. - - 7 KQ . . .

FRO: Catherine Christner, Karen Carsrud . : .

SUBJECT: Peabody Posttest Scares °
. . ' .
Enclosed are the results from the posttesting of your students. [For each

student posttasted, you will find a posttest'standard score, If the student
was also pretested, he,she will have a pretest score listed and a gain score
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listed. ‘For your students,, their language dominance (at the time of pretesting)

is listed. '
For each class and each program an average pretest score, an average post-
test score, and an average gain score were computed. These data for your
class and program are listed. ) X . '
Please call us if you have any questions. :

L cCilg . o
Enclosure '

‘¢ec! Anita Uphagg e

) Oscar Cantu . F
. Lee Laws

- Timy Baranoff

Principals with Pre*K Teachers

-

APPROVED: §%/ W .
irector, Research| and Evaluation

4

Assistant Superintendent ‘for Elementary Education
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A

‘{ODEL SPECIFICATION AND ANALYSIS

A series of linm mod‘ls vas used to make conpsrnons among .the thra¢
progrsas on the pattern of -achievement gains. A: -deseription of esch

. ] nodel is as follows: ,

Model 1: Coatains separate linesr, curvilinur and group nmhcrship

. - - componants. for each program. This allows for independent
’ ) curvilinear regressiog lines,

. ; , Model 4: Concains only a common linur and a common curvilinesr
: vector, This requires parazllel curvilinear* r;greasion
. . * lines w'f.ch a common intercept,

Model 5: Contains separate linear and group Zexmbership vectors, and
) no curvilinesr vectors. This allows' independent linear
regrassion linas, . A
Model 6: GContains separate group membarship vec:drs, a common
' linear vector and a0 curvilinear vectors, This requiras
common linear slopes, although the intarcepts aay differ.
* Model 7: Contains only a q;m:non linear vector for aach group, This .
D requires common iinear slopes and common intercepts.

~  The following comparisons were nade to.test for differential pucan@
< ‘aoong the t:h:u program )
. Model L' ¥s V.odal S: Ihis tescs vhuzhcr the, lims are urvﬂ{nur or
. . linear.’ Tha results deterzine whether ong exnunes che’ curvi..inear
- - ", or linear-cascades. for the best solution. ,

" . Model 1 vs Model 2:, This tests whether chn degree of curvilinearity
. [ is the same for each groups i.e., whether the quadratic components
) of the cegression lims are squal £or all groups. -

Model 2 vs Model 3: This comparison detsrmines whether the slopes
ofi the regression lines sre equal for aIl»g:oups. .

Model 1 vs ‘!odcl 1: This tests whether the J.inu are parallel, in
efiacc t zaking the absve two comparisons smuluncously.

‘!odal 3 vs ‘!odcl 4: This tasts whcchu: the lines are separate or
: AN have che same intercept, given, that they are curved and parallel.”

‘Model 5 vs Model 6: This cests whethey the groups have common linear ¢

. slopu. : ; .
. ° ] g, . . ) .
v ’ Model 6 vs Modcl 7: This tests vhether the groups' have dormon linear
' intercepts. ’ . , .2
'y In generszl, one first makes the Model 'y vs Model $ ccmpltison. If this

- test is significant, one examines the next four comparisons of Models
1, 2, 3, and 4, If che Model.l vs Model 5 comparison is not significant,
one. exardzes chc lasc ‘two conpnisons testing ‘iodgls S, 6, tné 7.

'ERIC

A v 7ot Provided by ERIC
- .

o -7+ Attachment A5

. *  Mpdel 2: Contains separate linear and group zembership comp g8y ... " '
but A cominon curvilinasr vector. This requires uld-
+ ratic component of the regression lines to be el tor
. . each .gToup, although the intercepts and slopgl way, differ ¢
' for. each group. . ' . )

. N \

i ( Model 3: Contains uparact gtoup ‘mmbcrship vectors but comon
- e linear and curvilinear vectors. This requires' parallel ' '

. L v curvilinear rcgrusion liges, although inccrccpu 28y

\ diffar. . X,
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ERIC

> vious achlievement scorses (with teacher review).

‘whes was the inscrument administersd? - .

- lar testing.

* What training did the administrators have? °

" Were there problems with chg instrument or the administration that t;ighc affect

_ Whé developed the instrument? . .
Company (Houghton Mifflin-Company).

’ What reliability and validity data are available on the instrument?.

»

Instrusent Description: Iowa Tests of Basic Skills, 1978 Bdition; Form 7

Brief description of the instrument:

The ITBS is a standardized multipli
lavel 5 was given to kindergarten
tening (spring only), lan
7 .and 8 were given to grades 1 and 2, respectively, to measure s s in the dr
of,wrd analysis, wocabulary, reading comprehensfon, spelling, msth concepts, mat
problems, and math computation. ITBS levels 9-14 ware administered to grades 3-8
with the test level for students in -grades-4—6 chosen-on the basis of their pre-
Lwoli 9-14 include subtests in
all the areas mentioned for levels 7 and 8, except for*word anslysis. .In addi-
tion, levels 9~14 include subtests measuring capitalization, punctuation, usage,
visual macerials, and u!ewc“hls.

To whon was the instrument administered?

All elementary and junior high students,
were axempted as per Board Policy 5127 an
tion. Students of limited English proficiency (LEP) were not exempt, but could be
excused aftear one tast on which they could not fupction validly. Scores for stu-
deqits who ware monolingual or dominant in a 2anguage other than English wers not
included in the school or District summaries. ) .

How many times was the instrument administered? !

Once to each student in grades 1-8, twice’to students’in ktndergarun.i

» R .

oice achievement battery.

udents to messure skills in the areas of lis-
ge (fall and spring), and math (spring only).} Lavels

ades X~-8. Special education students
its supporting administrative regula-

Kindergarten students were tested the week of September 8-11. The elementary

schools administered the.tast April 20, 21, and 22 to students in’ grades K-6. The
dates for the junior high administration were February 1%, 17, and 18, Tests were
administered in the morning. Make-ups were administered’the week after the regu-

. 4

Where was the instrument administered?, Vo
In each AISD elementary and junior high school, usually in the scudenc's‘r"egular
classroom. :

Who administered the instrument? . , ,
Classroom teachers in the elementary schools. In the junior high schools, the
counselor or principal administered the test over the public address system using
taped directions provided by ORE. Teachers acted as test monitors in chuj.z
classrooms at these schools. ' . .

Building Test Coordinators participated in planning sessions prior to the testing.
Teacher training was the responsibilify of the Building Test Goordinator. However,
teacher inservice training was available from ORE upon request. Teachers and coun-
selors received written instructions from ORE, 'including a checklist of proceduras

and a script to follow in test administration. :

¥

the validity of the data?

No known problems with the fﬁstrumn?. Problems in the a&miniuucion are docu=
mented in the monftors' reports’ which are availgble at ORE.

.

The University of Iowa. The ITBS 1s published by the Riverside Publishing

The reliability of the subtests, as summarized by Kuder-Richardson Formula 20
coefficient, ranges from ,50 to .98, across subtests and levels, The issues of
content and construct validity are addressed in the publisher's preliminary
techhical surmary, pp. 13-15, ' . .

»

. .

Are chere norn data available. for interpreting the results?

Norm data are available in the Teacher's Guide. The Teacher's Guide provides
empirical norms (grade equivalent, percentile, stanine) for the fall and spring.
Interpolated.norms are available for midyear.
building norms are available. .

National, large ‘city, and school
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81,26

I0OWA TESTS-OF BASIC SKILLS(ITBS)

Purpose

.

The grade K through eight Migrant Program students Reading Total sScores on
the ITBS and the Math Total scores on the ITBS for students in the experi-
mental and control groups of the Math Rainbow Kit were gathered to answer
the following.decision and evaluation questions:

_Decision Question D2: Should the K-12 Instructional Component
(Communication Skills) be continued as it is, modified, or delgted?

. Evaluation Question D2-1: " Were the achievement objectiv
' met?

»
Ed

]
a) Kindergarten i .

-

b) Grades 1-8
. - .
Evaluation Question D2-2: How do the gaiﬁs made this year

¢+ by Migrant Program students in grades 1-~12 compare with .
"+ ' the gains made in 1980-81? . AL

s

Evaluation Question D2-7: Did the math achievement gains’
of the Math Rainbow Kit participants excéed those of the
.non-participants in the control group?

~

|-
Procedure .

.

"~

.

On April 20-22, 1982 all AISD kindergarten'through sixth graders (except
those with special education exemp;ionq) were administered the ITBS. Make-
ups were conducted the week of April 26 through April 3. ALl AISD 7th and
8th graders (except those with special education exemptlons) were adminis- .
s tered the ITBS on Febuary 1.6-18, 1982, Make-ups were a ministered the week
of February 22 through the 26, The procedures used in/administering and
scoring, the ITBS can be found in the Systemwide Evaluation Technical Report
for-1981-82, ORE Publication Numbel 81.24, Appendix E. '

sEach‘K through 8th grade Migrant Program students' reading scores were __
accessed from the Systemwide Testing data tapes. The data are in the format
shown in Attachment B-1. Those K-6 students (Title I and Migrant) in the
éxperimental and control groups for the Math Rainbow Kit had the math scores
aacesséd from the Systemwide Testing data tapes. The data are in the format
shown, in Attachment B-2. - oy : -

In Attachment .B~3 is given the origindl Pilot Math Rainbow Kit Distribution
Plan. However as explained in -Appendix K (81.26) this was changed early in
the school-year to the plans listed in Attachment B-4 (the experimental
group) and Attachment B~5' (the control group). See the procedure section
in Appendix K for a deéé;&pqion of the Kit and'hov the tgachers and students
were chosen. . . . . ’ .

. ‘ Lo
. - ” «
» * » ~ 52 N -~
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Results .

Evaluation Question D2-l. Were the achievement objectives met:" - l
The Migrant ‘Program objective set three performance levels (A, B, and}') )
for gains on the ITBS. A students are those at or above the national ‘ '
median (50th Zile or above); B students are those 0.0l to 140 year below ‘

the national median (49th-31st %ile); and C students are those 1. 0l ar
more below the national median (30th Zile or below). The ultimate goal

of the program is that all students score at the A achievement level.

The gains needed for each level (to reach the A level) range from Q td .1
year to 2.0l or more years. The assessment of achievement of the objec-. -
tives set in thzs stratzf%ed manner 18 diffteult to interpret., i

»

a) Kindergarten -
In Figure B-1 are presented data about the gains made by the kindergarten
students served by a Migrant Program teacher. The achievement scores used
are based on the students'scores on the ITBS Language Total in September,
1981 (pre) and April, 1982 (post). The petcent of gtudents who made large
gains (at the C level) was very small, so in this sense the objective was
not met. However, as can be noted from the figure, the average gain.was .
0.6. Although on the pesttest the majority of students were 'still at the
C level, 14 of the 38 students moved to the A and B level on th; posttest

.

,
s, ¢

mE I e e

-
I

¥ - N - . .
Nunber and lxccnt Nunmber and Percent B Number and Percent Average - l
Expected , of Students with of Students with . Expected of ‘Students hlk{ng' Gain '
Perfornmance Pretest Scores at Posttest Scores at Gains (Pre- Gains at Each (Crade .
Level Each- Level Bach Level to Post) - Level - Equivalent)
- . . .
A 1 (2,6%) .9 (23.77) 0~1 year 29 (76.32) - l .
v . B \ 3 (7.92) 9 (23.72) 1,01-2Z years . 9 (23.7%) 0.6 ‘ '
L] - ) ) N ' .
©C 34 (89.5%) 20 (52.6%) 2.01 or more Q0 (0%) . ° -
years . Ca

Figure B-l: COMPARISON OF EXPECTED AND ACTUAL GAINS FOR A,B, AND C.
¢ LEVELS BY GRADE FOR SERVED MIGRANT PROGRAM STUDENTS IN
KINDERGARTEN WITH A PRE- AND POSTTEST. .

~
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b} "Grade 1 t ’ . o '

S

There were 66 grade 1 Migrant Program students (served by a Migrant Program T——
teacher) who had spring 1982 ITBS Reading Total scdres.: The average grade
equivalent scere was 1.5. The expected score for first graders is 1.8 grade
equivalents. The objective for Migrant Program flrst graders was to “have
an average score within one month of that expected. The objective as ~
stated was not met since the student§ were three months away from the

expected score, & .4 .
“ o .

\
-~ 3

z

1]

‘ - c) ‘Cradea 2-6"

In Figure B-2 are given the percent ¢f Migrant Program students (served by
a Migrant Program teacher) scoring at each level on the pre- and posttest,

[}
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and the percents of students who made each level gain.' The assessment of o
the objectives as stated is difficult to interpret, but the following can
be noted: the majority of students across all grade levels on both. pre-
and posttests scored at the ¢ level; grades.3, 4, and 6 showed the highest .
average gains made; students rarely showed any gains at the ¢ level as s
is tHe goal of the program. ‘

o

d) Grades 7 and 8 - ' Ty " ‘

In Figure B-2 are also presented he achievement data on migrant students

in grades 7 and 8 served by a Mlgrant Program teacher. Both grade levels
made good gains, especially #he 7th graders whose gains were highest across
the grade levels. Althoughf only 2 students made C level gains, many stu- ‘
dents made B level gains (the highest percent of B gains were made at

these 2'grades).

\ . : .
Evaluation Question D2-2., How do the gains made ‘this year by Migrant Pro-

gram students in grades 1-12 compare with the gains made in 1980-81?7, ‘
The average grade equivaleﬁt score on the ITBS Reading Total for served

first graders was 1.4 in 1980-81. It intreased 0.1 point to an average of
105 in 1981_820 ‘ ‘

a) Grade 1

b) Grades 2-8

The average grade-equivalent gains for these grades.(for students served ‘
by a Migrant Program teacher) in 1980-81 and 1981-82 are presented in

. Figure B-3. , , _ o &
. L
Grade 1980-81 1981-82 = ‘. :
B 0.7 0.7
3 1.0 1.0
4 Lo . 0.9
5 0.9 0.7 ‘
6 0.5 1.1 R
7 1.6 1.2
8 1.0 ‘~ 0.8 ~

AVERAGE GRADE EQUIVALENT GAINS ON THE ITBS READING TOTAL
FOR STUDENTS SERVED BY "A/MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHER IN 1980-81
OR 1981-82. .i

Figure B-3.
3
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Evaluation Question D2-7. Did the math achievement gains of the Math
Rainbow Kit participants exceed those of the non-participants in the
control group? .

The analyses used to ascertain the achievement of this objective are a
series of linear models. Regression analyses are conducted to answer =-
are the linea curvilinear or linear, are there.different'slopes, are there
different intercepts, etc. These analyses are documented in depth in ORE
Publication Letter 81.0.

-

Analyses were conducted on students in the experimental ‘and control groups
in grades’2-6 who had a pre-,6and posttest. The ITBS Matq Total grade
equivalent scores were the units of analysis used. Analyses were done
separately for each grade level. In Attachments B-6 through B<10 are
provided the F-tests for the models tested at each grade level. If the
first test listed is non-significant, then a linear model is the best fit
so one looks at the results in Model 5 VS Model 6 (common linear slopes)
and Model 6 VS Model 7 (common linear intercepts).

In grades'z, 3, and 5 no statistically significant differences were noted
indicating no differences in math scores between the two groups. At grade
4 (see Attachment B-8) there were significant differences. between the two
groups. The data were plotted to get a better visual comparison of how
the groups differed. N

See Figure B~3. The experimental gr&ﬁ% is represented by the solid line -
and the control group is represented by the "X" line. At all ranges, the
control group did better than the experimental group. Since the n's are
relatively small, these data should be interpreted cautidusly. In Figure
B-4 below are given the mean pre- and posttest scores for each group and
their gains, The control: group had greater gains on the average.

»

k4

-

] Pre Post<:: Gain '
‘ Exﬁe;imental . 3.08 3.64 0.56
(N=26). v ,
Control 3.03° 4,00 -~ 0,97
(N—31) ’

¥ B \,

Figure B4. MEAN PRE— AND POSTTEST MATH TOTAL G.E. SCOéES FOR THE ATH
GRADE EXPERTMENTAL "AND CONTROL GROUPS. - L
e - - '
At grade 6, significant differences were also found (see Attachment B-10)..
These data were plotted (see Figure B-5). The experimental group is repre-
sefited by the solid line and’the dontrol group is represented by the "X
line. The experimental group did not do as well as the control group at
the lower pretest scores, but then did better than the control group at’ the

upper pretest scores. However so few scores were at the {ipper ranges that

the control group on the average did better (see.Figure B-6), Again

the numbers in each group are relatively small and the differences should
be 'interpreted- very cautiously. :
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Prée - Post Gain _ ‘ - o

Experiment§1: 4..80 _ 5,42' 0.62 oL
(N=30) . -

‘Control 4,90 - 6.00 1.10
(N=20)

Figure B-6, MEAN PRE-.AND POSTTEST MATH TOTAL G.E. SCORES FOR THE
' 6TH GRADE EXPERIMENTAL AND CONTROL GROUPS.

These results may reflect differences in. teachers or some othér factor.
The school factor is controlled for since two schools only are involved in .
the data and their positions are reversed (one is in the experimental group
at one grade level and in the control group at the other grade level).

o b

Because of distribution problems and mixed results, no conclusions can be
made on the effectiveness of the Math Rainbow Kit at this time. -

» . N ‘
What is the achievement level of migrant studemts? * | . . i y

In figure B-7 are listed the number and percent of migrant students at each
grade level who scored at the A, B, and C achieveméent levels on the ITBS
Reading Total in the spring of 1982, The fiBures are based on all migrant
students who had test scores. As can be noted from the figure, the major-
ity of students scored at the ¢ achievement level. There were more high
scores at third grade than at any other grade. : '

.

M , . .
Hew-does migrant students' achievement compare with AISD's achievement?

<

A e

Figure B-8 was prepared to give comparison figures for AISD kindergarten

'through grade 8 students with migrant students, In kindergarten the ITBS oo
Language Total sScore was used, while for the other grades the ITBS Reading

Total was* used. As can be noted from the figure, migrant students generally

scored well below AISD students as a whole, and were below the national
.figures, too, - Lo - . ) '

)
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! Number sand Percent - Number and Perceat . Nunber and
Expected of Students with of Students with Expected Percent of . Average
Performance Pretest Scores at Posttest Scores at Gains Pre- Students Cain
Level Each Level Each Lavel tb Posttest Making Cains .Made (Grade
* ! _ st BEach Level Equivalents)
Grade A 23 (34.8%) Not Not 1.5 Average ,
i B Not applicable 12 (18.22) _ Applicable Applicable ‘Grade .
(N=66) c 31 (47.02) T, Equivalent
- : 0 to.l year ’ - . 3
Grade A 11 (25.6 8 (18.6%) -~§701-to 2 yrs. 28 (65.1%) 1\ 0.7 . . &
.2 B 4 (32,62 12 (27.9%) 2,01 ofmore 14 (32.6X) ‘., e .
(h=43)  C 18 (41.8%) 23 (53.5%) yesrs 1 (2.3%) .
™ T T \f',?'
. ) *0.to 1 year .
Grade "A 4 (13.32) 7 (23.32) 1.01 to 2 yrs. 16 (53.3%) 1.0 . A
3 B 9 (30.0%) 8 (26.7%) 2.01 or wore 13 (43,3%) r
(N=30) c 17 (56.7%) , 15 (50.02) years 1 ( 3.4%)
- T "T0tol year e ) T
Grade ", A 6, (15.02) 6 (15.02) 1.0L to 2 yrs. 27 (67.5%) 0.9 <y
4 ) 13 (32.5%) 11 (27.5%) 2,01 or.more 12, (30.02) —~
(N=40) c 21 (52.5%) 23 (57.52) years ' 1 (2.5%) . “
0 to 1 year N R
Grade A 2 (8.0%) 0 (0.0%) 16 (64.0%) 0.7 .
5 B 2 (8.0%) 5 (2,02) 100 to 2 yese 9 (36.02) '
(§=25) c 21 84,.0%) 20 (80.0%) * years 0 (0.0%) . , 4
. U to 1 yesr ] -~ .'
' Grade A 4 (16.7%) 5 (20.82) 1.01 to 2 yrs, 11 (45.8%) 1.1 A
6, B 5 «20.8%) 4 (16.72) 2.01 or more. '4.2 (50.02)
(N=24) ¢ 15 (62.52) ‘15 (62.5%) years ‘o ' 1 (4.2%) ..
. L ' 4 d !
. . "0 to 1 year | g
Grade A 4 (10.52) 7 (18.42) 1.01 to 2 yrs. 19 (50.0%) 1.2
7 ~ B 9 (23.72) - 12 (31.6%) ‘2.0l or more 18 (47.4%), .
(N=138) C 25 (65.8%) - 19 (50.0%) years -1 (2.62) .
- ’ . 0 to.) yeéar ‘ .
Grade ¢ A 1 (3.2:) 3 (9.72) W 1.01 to g );ra. ]‘.5 (48.42) ‘ 0.8 .
8 B 3 (9:72) 4 (12.92) 2.0l or more 15 (48.42) -
(N=31) c 27 (87.12) 24 (77.42) years: 1 (3.22) ~
. . - M ;
_ Figure B-2, COMPARISON OF EXPECTED AND ACTUAL GAINS FOR A, B, AND C LEVELS BY GRADE -
FOR SERVED MIGRANT PROGRAM.STUDENTS IN GRADES 1-8 WITH A PRE- AND POSTTEST. o
)4 ! .l- f .
Elk\l-c N o ' "' ) ¥ ; - .
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CONTROL AT 4TH GRADE ‘GROUP, . ) ‘
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' " MATH RAINBOW KIT EXPERIMENTAL VS. CONTROL >
'9.420¢ : . : .
A i .
8.800 , - .
- |
W ” ‘ _‘1
8.180f .
.3 7.560
s { A
g »
o
(7] . . .
w - . 4
S 6.940 g . . e
(L) - . 4
3 ’ ' .
A , 4
JH 6,326 .
E ' - . » M R
] ) ' .
© . * ) 9
§ 5.700 : ' .
(O ) ) ;
5.080) g |
N . ;)L/ . " Te
' 4,460 ‘ ) T e e
~ N LEGEND ~ *
R EXPERIMENTAL o
3,840 . . . o, . \ , . oy CONERO-m =75
3,400 3,840 4,290 4.720 5.160  5.600 6,040 6,480 6,920 - 7,350 : ‘ :
: : GRADE 5 MATH TOTAL GRADE EQUIVALENTS o . ' . e
 Figure B-5. PLOTS OF PRE- AND POSTTEST SCORES (ITBS MATH TOTAL) FOR EXPERIMENTAL AND ‘
CONTROL AT 6TH GRADE- GROUP. L L P
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. - .l
GRADE
. ‘ A
Achievement K 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Level ) ’ i
A (50th 33 50 34 33 15 10 12 .11 5
le or  (26,2%) (36.22)/ (27.72)  (36.7) (15.3%)  (13,3%)  (19.0%) (16.4%)  (10.6%) ‘
more) \
B (49th- 26 28 \ 2% 2 26 . 16 9 . 1 8
30th (20.62)  (20.37)- \(21.17) - (26:3%) (26.57)  (21.3%) ' .(14.37) (25.4%) (17.0%) ,
2ile) , : - . .
¢ (30th 67 60 63 3 57~/ 49 - 42 39 34
Zile or  (53.2Z)  (43,5%) (S51.2%) (38.9%) (58,2%)  (65.4%) (66.7%) (58.2%) (72.4%)
less) . ' - 2
x - ’ t‘ ‘- A ' - k‘ : -
TOTAL 126 138 .123 95 98 15 63 67 47 o
- (100.z)  (1002)  (1002)  (1002) - (100%)  (1002) ~ (100%)  (100%)  (100%) -

~

-SPRING, 1982

Figure B-7, NUMBER AND PERCENT OF MIGRANT STUDENTS SCORING AT EACH’(’ A,B C) LEVEL,
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Median Xile 50 |* 22 62| 3 62| 29 58 | 36 s1 ) 22 s1{ 17 59 | 17 s ] 26 sa ] 19
N 3457} 126 3815 | 138 3589 | 123 3558 § 95 3661 | 98 3858} 75 3750 | 63 3865 | . 67 3554 | 47
¢ % of students ) 2 )
scoring between: - ) , .
90 - 99th, Ziles 112 22 212 ¥4 20Z kY4 11% (174 13% 3% 152 3z 172 22 14% 0% . 152 0%
| 75 - 99th Xiles 23% 5% 40% | 12% 397 | 11x 30% 6% 272 7% 511 5} ' 342 6% 312 0% 32% 4%
w ) 1 - 25tix Ziles 252 | 432 " 162 511 20% | 442 17% | 32% 27% | 562 2.41 61% 21% ] 59% 23% 7§ 48 247} 66%
l - # R = ~< .
L'; 1 - 10th Ziles 15% | 282 4% 1122 10% | 212 4% 8z 10% {402 -9%-§--31%- -} 7% }-24% 8%.).45%. - 8%y 1%} s
i
Figure B-8, A COMPARISON OF AISD STUDENTS AND MIGRANT STUDENTS IN THE\READING TOTAL SCORES FROM THE
1982 ADMINISTRATION OF THE ITBS. For Kindergarten students, the Language Total Scores '
-~ (not Reading) are reported. : o ) ‘ ’ .
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Attachment B-l

81.26 . (Page 1 of 2)°
’: * P
’ = FILE LAYOUT i
‘asELEd  -{JUNLABELED - - PAGE._NoFi.
LABEL [D EVAMIGE2 TAPE NO, Yost tecenc BY: Anna Beeson
BLOCKS[2ZE CHARACTERS DATE CREATED: 3/25/82 ]
. RECORD SIZE _.210 _ CHARACTERS -, SUG. SCRATCH pATE: Cosoiss
- —_ DENSITY T
SEQUENCE _ID, name
DESCRIPTION EVgMIGS2 pilledDs .
REMARKS __MECAMIG : .
) 1981-82 Migranc Master File
[NG.GFT_COLUMNS | para FORMAT | FIELD HAME . Remarks
3 1 3 File Dlsi-na:ing 1aRg!
1”1 a 6 _Ischool Code (Curreac) o
2 7 8 lcrade (Current)
20 9- | 28 . Nane <= | . .
. . i 29 | 3s | lazsp | 8
1 361 36 e lsex o ,
1 n | ¥ Etknicdcy R R T P
6 8 | 43 Birchdace ‘
1 44 &b Flag . 3‘.&1‘3&;@ i‘:garen: -‘E‘gq.ﬁrop ’
r33 4 ) 17 i |Address (Same as STUD-£ile) °
s |18 | 82 74p Code
6 83 88 N E11gibilicy date .
6 89 9 | Terminacion date
RIS 98 | : Regiscracion dace
¢ 1 99 99 Migranc Status '1=6 o
3 100 |102 i 1981-82 Total_Days Served (To Date)
- 1 103, |03 | . Parent Parcicipacion i:% g:::ggs: A or #=o Parants
11 oo 1106 |3 & Bt " IMedical Expense |- ALL buc Dencist _ ¢
1 105 | 105 " edical Expense .| = Dencisc,
1 - |06 (106 | Served by Health Svcs) .
1 107 j107 |} 1981/82 Service Status L=Served; 9 = Not.Served
- 11 |08 18 - JMSRTS Code T3 atacrar mnemonic code '
A 3 119 121 1981/82 Achievement scores Fall Reading Total RS
3 3 122 124 1981/82 |Achievement scores Fall Reading Total %ile
¢ 4 ILZS— 1128 “1981/82 lachiavenene scores Fall Reading Total G.E. ~
o Lo 329 ly3s ts ¢ for Soring 1981-821
z "2 l139- l1s0 . | 1980-81 . lceade ~ . :
H w61 |11 [19s0-81 {sarvice Staflis {1 = Served .
¢ 20 Ti6z 1165 | Repests Fields i-D for 1980-81 !
23. 1162 |18 | Repeacs tields [E=G for 1979-80 . | . !
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81.26 ° . (continued, page 2 of.2) .
N~ ’ o
. S
€ 1 i 3 °
‘ FILE LAYOUT .
®_ (ALaBeELSD  [JUNLABELED .. “:PAGE 2___OF 2
- LABEL [D _EVOMIGS2 TAPE NO, Yost Becent 3y: _Anna Beeson
BLOCKSIZE CHARACTERS DATE CREATED: 3/25/82
RECORD SIZE ____ CHARACTERS ——— - SUG. SCRATCH DATE: ™~ ____
, - —_ DENSITY 371
s . ) SEQUENCE _ID, Name _
: " DESCRIPTION EVOMIGS2 . : . 9 tilled 1Ds
, REMARKS * MEGAMIG ,
. ) 1981-82 Migrant Master File
NO.OF
cots Lezoart NS | DATA FORMAT| | FIELD nawe REMARKS
23 185 | 207 | Repeats fields £~G for 197879~
3 | 209 | 210 - 1982-83fSchool (Projected for next year)
. 4 »
’ =
.l ! : -
- ' : o
| | : ;
. . - - ¥,
X :
H
N A
] | L _ i
Y l N % 0
l v
\ . : .
a “.' . 2 < '
N .-
H B g ——— — e - -
. § N ‘
-
-~
P - Y
Q. . . 6':)
ERIC B-14 «
T = ¢ I3 .
b v q .

g R
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pe - . . - °
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L
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YEAR: ... 1981~-82

9Z°18

>

. ‘ e J ) Pagel of 2 .
. CARD FILE LAYOUT L.OCATION:
PROGRAM.: Title I Migrant . ,‘“ ‘. V" A1Sb_MG-RNB82 01 01- .
. . ; | T, __wr eF__, .
- ) ' . ‘ © 7 .'acet, pass. flle name
CONTENTS: Math Rainbow Kit Pilot -~ Scores o’f those studeénts with both. pre and post test scores only.

Fileld | Columns ' Descri‘ptidn‘ . y _

' 1-5 _|1st 5.digits of the student ID : : A
, 6-6 Crade K=0 '1=1 .'letcs : . . " e )

. 7-7 ‘Program 1-= "I‘i'tle‘ I 2 = Migrant . -
«“8-8 éroup 1 = Experimental 2 = Conegoi ! )

A‘! 9-11  [1981 Math Conceptss RS ~_ ' . e _ L

B 12-13 .  Zile p

c 14-17 GE -~ . )

D 18-20 Problems * | RS . Lo o~

E 21-22% T e - |

F 23-26 GE . S

G 27-29 .Compﬁta;ion ;, RS ': L - - )

. . J

. H. 30-31 + Rile - -

I 32-35 GE _ - - -

J ' 36~-38 Total RS \\\\ N

¢z 30 T °%eg)
Z~-4 3IusWyoBIIY

N
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Page 2 of:.2

CARD FILE LAYOUT LOCATION:
PROGRAM: Title I Migrant ' ) “ / AISD MG-RNB82 Ol Ol ;
DS . ’
YEAR:  1981-82 UT PF__ ., & 4 .
. ' ' acct. pass. file name
CONTENTS: Math Rainbow Kit Pilot - Scores of those students with both pre and post test scores only.
Field Columns ¢ 4 Description '
K 39-40 - . ‘
L 41-44 ' '

45-80

Repeats fields A thru'i for 1982 scores
N ; A )
. N\
= s - - .
(\ b . * .
, ¢
V Band
t j:’:"—. ‘ ,' u.. )
— [ & -
» - i
“ o ] ) -
& . ”

L3

4
]
2
. -
" (z 30 ¢ 98ed ¢penurjuod)

I

9Z°18-

7-9 JuemIoEIIY
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81.26

Migrant

Title I ° .
Experimental ) _— . e
Control : '

A B

- ExD.
Con.

"I
,

¢ °

An "E" in a cell means all students, both Title I and Migrant, are in
the ‘experimental group. .. .

Ap "C" ia a cell means the student are control students. N

A . @
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. Attachment B-4

81.26
. s "
MATH RAINBOW KIT RECIPIENTS
Grade School Location - Number of Students Proggém
K. Metz 30 Title I
K . Metz 2 . Migrant
‘K Langford 61 . " Title I
Rind Langford 3. Migrant
1 Langford 35 Title I
1 Langford 1 Migrant
2 Metz 23 Title I
2 Metz 2 . Migrant
2 Allan' 40 - Title I
2 Allan 8 Migrant
3 Allan 40 Title I -
3 Allan 12 Migrant
4 Brooke: 18 Title I
4 Brooke J12 Migrant
5 Zavala R 23 Title I
5 Zavala 7 Migrant .
6 Zavala 32 Title I
6, Zavala 1 Migrant-
' 1
i
GRADE - r .
Program. 'K 1 . 2 3 4 5 6" )
Title 1 91 35 63 40 18 23 32
Migrant. * 5 110 12 12 7 1 TOTAL
Total . 96 36 - 73 052 30 30 33 "~ 350
P
\
¢ n -

[ .

e
I
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‘Aé%achinent B~-5

CONTROL fGRqUP

School Locat:ion' Number of Students -~ Program

Y

. Zavala - 15 " Title I
Zavala y , 5 : Migrant
Brooke . 22 © Title I
Brooke . 7 Migrant )

. Metz . 28 Title I

_ Metz T ) 7 . © Migrant
Allan 44 ‘Title I
Allan ' 14 . Migrant
Langford 18 : Title I
Langford 6" . . Migrant
Metz 30 : Title I
Metz ’ 1 Migrant
Langford M 25 Title I
Langford ° & . " Migrant
Zavala . 29 Title I’
Zavala 4 - Migrant
_Brooke X 20 . Title I
Brooke ) 9 Migrant
Brooke S 14 " Title I
Brooke . 7 Migrant

K
K
K
K
.1
1
1
1
2
2.
~ 3
3
3
3
4
4
5
5
6
6

Program K .

© Title I 37

Migrant T12

Total . 49
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GRADE = 2
TEST = MATHY RAINBOW KIT ) '
YUMBER OF CASES = 43

MODEL | VS MODEL S54-CURVILINEAR VS LINEAR
. @
SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL ! = 13.51394
L]

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL.3 = 13.94374

.

N 'q

“OSEL | VS MODEL 2--COMMCN QUADRATIC PORTION

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 1 = .13.51394 - ™

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 2 = 13.53815

a

MODEL 2 VS MODEL 3--PARALLEL CURVILINEAR

$J OF SQUARES, “ODEL 2 =

"SUN OF SQUARES, “ODEL 3= 13.53842

13.53815

- -

, -
“MOUEL 1 VS MODEL 3—PARALLEL LINEAR SILOPES

.y SCM- OF SQUARES,. “ODEL 1 = 13.51394
-, <y

SUM OF SQUARES, “ODEL 31 = 13.53842

“OBELF VS “ODEL. 4—-5Q'ufy. QUADRATIC INTERCEPTS
SUM OF SQUARES, “ODEL 3 = 13.53842

SUM OF SQUARES, “ODEL,

.

4= 1370192 .

MODEL 5 S MODEL 5--COMMON LINEAR 'SLOPES
. <

SUM OF SQUARES, YODEL 5 = ,13.94374

JSUM OF SZUARES, “ODEL 6 = +13.98357

*
LINEAR INTERCEPTS

«

“CDEL 4 V3 “ODEL™ 7--COMMON

< .

SUM OF SQUARES, “CDEL

qw
SUM OQF SOUARES, MCODEL 7 =

3

13.98367

146.99131

SLOPES

s . . 4
\ ¥ II

.9‘;739972206477”

DF-- 2,
' (N.S.) .

. -

* - RGN

' -

L1110719745684809
: C(N.S.) -

OF = }, 52

-

by

OF = 19953 F,=""1.2564493671586980-13
. (N.S,) '

. ( - -

[y
. ¢ .t
.

OF.= 2, 62  ~ ¢

'
= ,05615534773722453
(N.S.) . ’
< B ) - .
. ’ . ] .
- " 'y .
E] ° .
. ) LR \ A '
OF = 1, 664 T L I729114A27419877 .
'y .\ S
. (N.S.)e ' .
« A . 'n .
:"A‘ a A . )
o =1, 5 , .7 -VA02463054505645, .
4 (NoSo) . l
- v * . . ‘ N [ . . . ' . -
t. . . T S
. LY
. -« . T - l
. ; . - .
OF'= 1, 65 = _.50034075460576(35 ) _
* ' P (N.S'). " !
A "
R Wt
. . ' .
« LY
I s ' . '
- o ’
73 .. . . '




81.26

- ' R ‘
’ F VALUES FOR SPSS REGRESSION RESULTS==TWO.GROUP CASE
e -—‘\ 4 - * ) * A
' GRADE = 3 : .
TEST = MATH RAINBOW KIT . *
NUMBER OF CASES = 85
o MODEL I VS MODEL S—~CURVILINEAR VS LINEAR .
SUM OF .SQUARES, MODEL | = 25.54073
’ DF = 2, 79 F = ,38a4826886310614%
SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 5 = 25.79063 (N.S))
- ‘ N 1 ’ .‘
. MODEL | VS MODEL 2—GOMMON QUADRATIC PORTION - . w
.. SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 1 = 25.54073 -
_ A . DF =1, 79  F = .07250223466596406
SUM "OF - SQUARES , -MODEL* 2 = . 25.56417 .
® ‘ oi,_g RES_“!? BL 2 25 5641 R .5)
WODEL 2 VS MODEL 3——PARALLEL CURVILINEAR SLOPES '
SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 2 = 25.56417
. DF = 1, 80 F = ,3543083933489727 )
) 5 5, ! 3 a_ 25,677 .
\ SUM OF SQUARES, MDDEL 25.67739 .5
5P . . N
1
ODEL | VS MODEL 3-—PARALLEL LINEAR SLOPES
! SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 1 = 25.54073 . o .
. : . OF = 2, 79 F o= .2113514376382792
SCM OF SQUARES, MODEL 3 = 25.567739 (N.5.)
. ® ®
° MODEL3 VS WODEL 4=—EQUAL QUADRATIC\{!TSRCEPTS
SUM OF SQUARES, YODEL 3 = 25.67739 . . .
- , OF = 1, 81, F = ,1808174628043109
SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL & = 25.73471 : . (N.S.)
YODEL § VS MODEL 6-—COMMON LINEAR SLOPES ,
SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 5 = 25.79063 -
. OF = I, 31 F = .5337578027368856
SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 6 = 25.96058. . (N.S.)
' -~
YODEL 6 VS MODEL 7--COMMON LINEAR INTERCEPTS
SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 6 = 25.96058 ) :
’ . OF = 1, 32 F = ,2270426931909819
SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL'7 = 26,03246 . (N.S.)
*

\ -
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic
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81.26

-

A "¢ F VALUES FOR SPSS REGRESSION RESULTS~—-TWO GROUP CASE

GRADE = &
TEST = MATH RAINBOW KIT
YUMBER OF CASES = 57
MODEL 1 VS MODEL S--CURVILINEAR VS LINEAR
SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL I = 19.63759
SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL S = 20.25372
MODEL 1 VS MODEL 2~-COMMON QUADRATIC PORTION
SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 1 = 19.63759

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 2 = 20.1796

wOpEL -2 Us YODEL 3-~PARALLEL CURVILINEAR SLOPES

SUM OF SQUARES, “ODEL 2 3%20.1796

. SUM OF SQUARES, MOPEL 3 = 20,49565

MODEL 1 ¥S MODEL' 3~—~BARALLEL LINEAR SLOPES
- f
SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 1 = 19.53759

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 3 = 20.49565

v

MODEL3 VS MODEL .I‘-EQUAL QUADRATIC INTERCEPTS

.

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 3 = 20,49565

-
SUM OF SOUARES, MODEL 4 = 22.80485

v

MODEL 5 VS-MODEL 6--COMMON LINEAR SLOPES

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 5 = 20.25372

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 6 = 20.4604

MODEL -6 V3 MODEL 7--COoMMON
SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 6 = 20,6604

»

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 22.31559

7=
M ' ‘
-

. o B

. - (N‘So) A

LINEAR INTERCEPTS

.o
- N

Attachment B-8 .

>

}_‘- N .

{
1

F = ,8000632969727956 ‘ «

2, ¥
: (NoSo) tr

DF = 1, 512 F = 1,407632504303287

- (N.S.)

>

x
..

DF = 1, 52 F = ,8l44155394755104

(N.S.)

*

/ .

- N é -v‘ s .
F = 1.1146215663042644 ‘

» e

Jry—

L
1

.

DF = 1, 53 T = 5,971393929931474 °

(p<.05) : l
DF = 1, $3 F = 1.064201539272785
> . (NoSo) ! *
.\ . ' ~ * :i" I-
2 . ¢
- »

~ N
OF = 1} 54’ F = 5.633010977522217 l

' B (p<..05) N

. "'
.l




N
0

; I
.‘|
l ’
'.‘
“
| |
.
’I'
4 -
‘ l
l "
3

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 5 = 14.01551
SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 1 = 13.60409

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 2 = 13.76277

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 3 = 13.77648

R4

SUM OF SQUARES, ‘Q?EL 6 = 14,0534

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 7= 14.84215

8

F VALUES FOR SPSS REGRESSION RESULTS;-I'JO‘GROUP CASE

GRADE = 5 :
TEST = MATH RAINBOW KIT
NUMBER OF CASES = ‘5]

.

MODEL 1 VS MODEL S~-CURVILINEAR VS LINEAR

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 1 = 13.50409

. I
4

MODEL 1 VS MODEL 2--COMMON QUADRATIC PORTION

" MODEL 2 VS MODEL J—PARALLEL %URVIL[NE“SLOPES

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 2 = 13,76277

DF'li 46

MODEL 1 VS MODEL 3—~PARALLEL LINEAR SLOPES

SUM OF' SQUARES, MODEL 1 = 13.60409

OF = 2, 45

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 3 = 13,77648

)

MODEL3 VS MODEL 4—~EQUAL QUADRATIC INTERCEPTS

SUM oF SQUARES, MODEL 3 = 13,77648

DF = 1, 47

SUM OF SQUARES, ODEL 4 = 14, 38695

¢ .

MODEL 5 VS MODEL 6~-COMMON LINEAR "SLOPES

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 5 = 14.01551

OF = |, 47

-
o
-

s

+

MODEL 6 VS MODEL 7—'-COH.‘10N LINEAR INTERCEPTS * '

SUM OF SQUARES, ‘MODEL 6 = 14,0534 : i

[

DF =°1, 58

OF = 2, 45

OF = 1, 45

b ]

F o= .6804534518663132
(N.S.) -

F = .'5248862658215217
(N.S.)

= ,04582362414868227
© (N.S.)

F = ,2851182989821444
(NoSo)

F = 2,082686578864847
(NiS.)

-

Fo= ,1270613770030494
(N. S o)

v

F = 2,694044145900634

(NoSo)

.
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\ R ' F VALUES FOR SPSS REGRESSION RESULTS—~TWO GROUP CASE
. - - !
. s craoE =6 f ,
N /,TEST = MATH RAINROW KIT .
47t "™ SUMBER OF CASES = S0 -, - * o : .
. . . 1
MODEL 1 VS MODEL S-~CURVILINEAR VS LINEAR . l
SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 1 = 9.43903 :
"DF =2, 4 F = .1807028900215379 .
SUM OF SQUARES, YODEL 5 = 9.51656 (N.S.) l
MODEL 1 VS MODEL 2-~COMMON QUADRATIC PORTION T l
’ SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 1 = 9.43903 .
f . OF = 1, 44 P = .06987582410480766
SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 2 = 9,45402 (N.S.).
. 4 l
, MODEL 2 VS MODEL 3~~PARALLEL CURVILINEAR SLOPES . ) \
) SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 2 = 9,45402 i . . L l
- OF =1, 45 F = 13.08348194735207
SUM OF SQUARES, MCDEL 3 = 12.20272 (p<.01) .
MOCEL [ VS MODEL 3—PARALLEL LINEAPR SLOPES !
SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 1 = 9,43903 B ‘
OF = 2, 44 F-= 6.441464853909776
SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 3 = 12.20272 (p<.0l) =
MODEL3 VS MODEL 4==ZQUAL QUADRATIC INTERCEPTS .. 9 lf
. Y. &
SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 3 = 12.20272 ’ ‘ :
. : OF = 1, 46 F = 6.4047507440964
SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 4 =. 13.90175 (p<.05) )
MODEL § VS MODEL 6~~COMMON LINEAR SLOPES l
. - v A
SUM OF SQUARES, WODEPS .= 9.51656 . o *
’ . DF = 1, 46 F = 16,19770799532604 .
SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 4 = 12.86757 (p<.01) - . . l
MODEL 4 VS MODEL 7--COMMON LINEAR INTERCEPTS .
SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 6 = 12.86757 . l :
, DF = 1, 47 F= 8.307202525418553 e
SUM OF SQUARES, SODEL'7 = 15.1419 . . - .
T DY (p<.0L): s - l
- . .
® - ’ ‘ ! 7*» I
N . / [N S ‘
O - B"ZA l

ERIC
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Igstrumant Doicri;;tion: Sequential Tests of Educational Progress (S‘BZ'P). Series II, Formas

A&SB
Brief desgripcion of the instrumsine: o
The STEP is a stahdardized, mulliple~choice achievement battery, .
In 1981-82 AISD used 2. subs.t of the complete battery, omittifig che English
zxpr.ssion and Social Scudies tests. These tests will be given every other
year, nlc.rnlcins with the Machanics of Writing and Science cests. Tests given
each ycar are Rnading, Math CQmputncion, and Hath Basic Concepts.r -
» . ~ 0‘ -—
To.whom was the instrument administered? ‘ . ’ .
All students in grades 9-12, .Special educition students were exempted as per .
Board Pblick, 5127 and its supporting administrative regulation. . Students of )

limiced English proficiency (LEP) were not exempt, but could be .xcuscd afcer one §
test on which they could not function-validly.

. How many times was the instrument administsrad?

6nc'e to each student.

’ « )

The STEP was administered over a'cwo-day period~=-April 6 and 7. Ies:'s were ad- '

When was the instrument administered? : ~~—
hen was the Inscrument acminlsterec

ministered in the morning from about 8:30 until approximately noon each day.
Make~-ups were administered on two consecutive Saturdays,; April 17 and 24,

" Where was the idstrument administered?
sjere wes ¢ Sdatrument Jcministerec

The STEP was administered at each AISD high school (includinz Robbins and Kealing)
Make-ups were administered at Reagan High School.

Who adininistered the -instrument?

Test instructions were given over the public address syscem at each school either
by the counselor or by a tape recording provided by, ORE. Teachers acted as test

monictors in each classroon. The make-up testing was administered and mohitored
by ORE personnel.

/
Fhat trainiog did the administrators have?

' Teachers and counsclors received written instruccions from ORE, includidg a <:h.<:k--q
list of procedures and an exact script to follow in test administration. The ORE ‘

persoonel who sdministered the maka~upl were thoroughly trained in'administgring
tests.,
Was the instrumcnc administered under standardizcd conditions?

Yes, Standardized instructions were distributed., ORE personnel monitored in a
random selectlon of classrooms with results indicating that testing conditidsds
were reasonably consistent across the bBistrict.

Here there problems with the instrument or the administration that might affect
the validicy of the data? .

No known probiems withwthe instrument, Problems 4n the adninistration are
documented in the monitors' reports, .

tho developed the instrument?
Educational Testing Service (ETS). The STEP {s published by Addison-w.sley
Publishing Company, Inc.

':nu: raliability and validity data are available on the instrument?

e reliability of subtests in the alternate forms, A and B, ranges from .38 to
.93, with parallel forts correlations. As summarized by Kuder-Richardspn Fomula
20 co.fﬁicients, the reliability of the subtests ranges from .83 .to .%. gxe .
issues of content and construct validity are addressed in the publisher s techni-
cal report, pages 150-156. )

s

’

. Are there norm data ‘available for interdreting the. results?

Mean, median, percentile rank, percentile band, converted, and stanine scores .
{ axe availtbl. for, each subtest of cthe STEP,
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SEQUENTIAL TESIS OF EDUCATIONAL PROGRESS(STEP)

3 .
PR )
. . N

LA ’ - Purpose - 3
The Migrant Program 9th-12th grade students' Reading Total scores on the

STEP were collected to answer the.following decision and evaluation ques-
tions: - C

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

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

e) . Grades 9-12 T

Evaluation Questidn D2-2, How do the gains made this year by
. Migrant Program students in grades 9-12 compare with the gains
: made in 1980-817? : g

o - 3

LAY

Procedure

On April 6 and 7, 1982, all AISD 9th-12th graders were administered the
STEP, Series II. Make-ups were conducted on April 17 and April 24. The
“procedures used in administering and scoring the STEP can be found in the

Systemwide Evaluation Technical Report for 1981-82, ORE Publication Number
81.24, Appendix D. ' ’

Each high school Migrant Program students' reading scores were accessed

from the Systemwide data tapes. Program DISTATP was used to gather fre-

) quency data on the students' scores. The ‘data are in the format shown in
. ~ Attachment C-1.

-

Re;ults

Evaluation Question D2-1l. Were the achieyement'objectives met? .
The Migrant Program objective set three performance levels (A,B, &ad C) : E
for gains on the STEP. A students are those at or above the national median

(50th %ile or above); B students are those 0.01 to 1.0 year below the
national median (49th-31st %ile); and C students are those 1.0l or more °
below the national median (30th %ile or below). The ultimate goal of the .
program is that all students score at ‘the A achievement level. ‘The gains
needed for each level (to reach the A level) ‘'range from '0 to 1 year to
2.01 or more years. \§ - - T
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Thé assessment of achievement of the objectives set in thzs stratzfied
manner 18 dszwult to zntez'pret

e) Grade 9

There were 47 grade 9 Migrant Program students who were served by a Migrant
Program teacher and who had a spring'82 STEP Reading Total score. Their

median percentile was 10. This is quite low. As can be seén in Figure C-1,-

only four students scored above the 30th Zile. For AISD ninth graders
(N=4122) the median percentile was 34 and for AISD Hispanic ninth graders

(N=1012) the median percentile was 20. The Migrant Program students' score

are well below both these groups.

-~
N

£f) Grades 1b-12 . ‘ T

In Figure C-1 are given the pre~ and posthest scores of the served students

and a summary of their gains. On both pre- and posttest, the majority.of
students were at the ¢ level. At the 10th and llth grades, 4 students made
gains to the A or B-level. At 12th grade, no students moved out of the (
level. The best gains were shown by the 1llth graders who had an average
gain of 4.9 %ile points.

For comparison purposes, in Figuré C-2 are given the median percentiles for
the pre- and posttests for the Migrant students, AISD students, and AISD
Hispanic students. As was true with the 9th graders, the two comparison
groups are considerably higher across-gg;h the pre- and posttest, .

v

1980-81 . 1981-82 ;

Grade Grade Grads Grade Grads Grade .. -
¢ 9 10 11 10 11 - 12
AISD 3tudents ~° [ 47 a7 H 45 46 a1 .
Pre—a Posttested (n=2308) (a=2390) (nw2254) % (Ne2308) (ne2390) (d4»2264)
AISD Hispanics 22 25 22 2 19 % 19
Pre-% 2osttasted (n-&?OL (9-492) (n=k27) = (ae470) (nwé92) (n=427)
Migrant Program 11 . 7 5

9 - 11
Students (Sarved) (u-30) (n-16)’w>:'(9~12) (a=30)  (a=16) . (a=l2)

?re~ & Posttestad

Figure C-2., MEDIAN PERCENfILES ON THE STEP, READING TOTAL, 1970 NORMS FOR
MIGRANT STUDENTS SERVED BY A MIGRANT TEACHER AND TWO COMPARISON .
GROUPS. These are amdians from matched _groups.

v et
3
Mo N

N2
Evaluation Question D2-2. How de gdins made this year by Migrant Program\
stdaents in grades 9-12 ccmpare with the gains made in 1980-819

The'scores are not directly compaxable since gains made in 1980-81 were
measured by the California Achiévement Tests (1977) and gains made, this

year were on the STEP .(1970). 1In Figure C-3 are given the pre-, posttest,
and gﬁin scores for program students in 1980-81. These scores and gains dte
all in terms of grade gquivaleénts. Not enough 12th graders were pre- and
posttested to include. Some general comparisans are: across both years,
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the m®ority’ of students bpth on the pre~ and posttest scored at the’ c
Jevel; and across both years, students (on the average) at no grade level
made impressive grade level showed an aver-

gains; ardd each year one s
, .
age.loss. - 4 . s
Miscellaneous P ' ' ..
N . N & < -

. What is the achievement: level 6f migrant students? - .

[ ~ . Y » ’

> g .

In Figure .C-4 below are given tke number and percent of migrant 's.t:udent:s
at each’'grade level who scored at the A, B» aqjd C achievement levels on
the.STEP Reading Total (1970 norms) jin the spring of 1982. The figures -
are based on all migrant students who had test scores.

.

(3 . N
’

¢

v

)
.
. e ‘ s >

. The' large majority
. of st';ucient:s, across grade levels, scored at ‘the C.level. . <

* . ACHIEVEMENT o . ‘ . X R

© LEVEL . < ° et . GRADE ’ .

2 S . m - 10TH 11TH 12TH . = * TOTAL
. " v ] » - . T ‘, 3
A (S0th Zile or 1) 5€4.8Y) 13(5.52) seJn. 1650 BED

. L C ) % : .
., B (49the3lst Xile) 7(9.62)  *  6(11.1%) 3(6.5%) 2(6.7%) ° 18(8.92) .
: . R . ’ . . - .0

C (30th or +) 61(83.62) . 45(83.3%) ' 39(84.8%) 27(90.0%) 172(84,7%)

Figure C-4. NUMBER AND PERCENT OF MIGRANT STUDENTS
o (A,B,C) LEVEL, SPRING,.1982,° e
. [ ] . A . .' s Y . ) 4 ) ~ .

. “* o . .- .
How does migrant students' achievement compare with

SCORING AT -EACHL

.

>

© s - .
AISD's achievement?

re C=5 was' prepared to answer this question. The figures'Yre base‘d" 6n1
AISD¥andgmigtznt students with spring.1982 STEP Reading Tofjal scores. -

©

-

0
.

-
&

- The ‘core's réported are based on 197Q-n0rm§. Across grade levsls, the’ « /°
, migra t_:udent:s,' medians scores are well below the AISD levels, with the
~ mbgrant 1l2th graders scores being the’lowest of the .grade levels. ." - )
G /. - . = (i~ sam et * e '0 - Datanlh ) ;‘-::“.
. R et 9.t R u . 129, )
" T AISD HIG AISD HIG ATSD | MG | AISD [.HIG | .
\ .7, madian 3ile % Jewn |ovearq 0.1 081 o1 40 [l IS
t . . , ® A > . N - B e < 1
o ' . N . , 4122 73, 3246 st |- 3357 |’ 46 2819 {1 30
. » o . J . , . N . ’
Zeof studgnts 90 - #9th Ziles. 8Ll o I ) 0z 102 2% | 11% ox !
[ L) . : LI . ’e ! ’ . el ., . "
Seoving {n - 75 - 99¢h Ziles 18% 12 ) 2z 0% 237 4 2% 242 0z |
9. v ) . ¢ . 1. 1« . N b B 1
“™Ny . | xhes percentile 1 - 25th_Ziles. a0z | 73z | 36x.| 8oz 3% |, 83 38z vzl
Q ; ““ ." > AR} '1 “‘ - ’ i * o e A ¥ .
- . ranges _ * 1 --10th Ziles.* |18 | 492 173 | s6k 15% | sz 12 - | 67 -
- * N . - IS . .
« 1 . * . e, .
. A

.
J
LA
¢ v .

. \ . 3 . ,
., Figure'C-3. A COMPARISON OF AISD STU&?NTS.AND

. %% READING TOTAL SCORES FROM'THE 1982 ADMINISTRATION OF THE.. '+ /
_ 3 Lo A STEP.. These figures are based on 1970 norms. ' rUT o
&‘ e N q,-. ,‘ . ‘-.ﬁ. c?' . .. ¢ .‘- . - Lo .
o 3 . . . . . . u.' . o KN .

& PR . - Lo T vy < '
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MIGRANT STUDENTS.ON THE *
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Number and Percent

Number, and Percent  Actual Number -and
| ‘Expected of Students with of Students with Gains Percent of Average
" s Performance Pretest Scores Posttest Scores at Pre- to Students Gain Made
) Grade Level at Each Level _Each Level Posttest Making Gains (Percentiles)
. . . ; . Listed
. 4 Gr;de A s 2 (4.3%) Not Not Median . :
. .9, B . Not Applicable 2 (4.3%) " Appli- Applicable percentile was ,
R L (N=247) ¢ C 43 (91.4%) cable . 10th %ile
- ’ . i : 0-5%ile -pts, ~
¢ * Grade A "0 (0%). ™ "0 (%) 6-19%ile pts. 25(83. 37-) 0.4%ile points
‘ " 10. . B 1.(3.4%) ; 3 (10%) 20 or more 3(10,0%) .
] . (N=30 . C 29 (9616%) - 27. (90%) - %ile pts. 2( 637%) .
. -~ _* - ' LY . - ~
2 T R ] T -+ 0-5%ile pts., ,
‘ -Gradé A’ 0 (0%) | .1 (6.32)" - 6-19%ile pts. 8(50,02F  %.9%ile points
11 B’ .0 (0%) - 1 °(6.3%) 20 or more - 6(37.5%)
(N=16) c 16 (100%) 14 (87.4%) %ile pts.  2(12.5%)
P ' 0-5%ile pts, . ' ‘
- A% Grade A .. 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 6-19%ile pts, 10(83,3%) “=0,6%ile points .
) /'/ 12 | B 0 (0%) . ¢ 0 (0%) 20 6r more 02(16¢7Z) ‘
"(N=12) ™~ C 12 (100%) ' 12 (lOOZ) ) %ile pts, O( 0.0%)
y K ‘ - s !
{" = :

miigu}&—l.

\

COMPARISONS' OF PRE—

WHO WERE SERVED BY A MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHER.,
Total, STEP, 1970 nbrms.

[N

. .
' * - . . - v
v - . . .
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POSTTEST AND GAINS FOR MIGRANT PROGW STUDENTS IN GRADES 9-12 '

The achievement: scores are Reading 8 5
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b " .
» o -
e
. . )
. . o
i . . . . . b . . %Qa‘ . AN i . w‘
Number and Percent Number and.Bercent . . . Number and " ‘;
Expected of Studeunts with of Students with *  Bxpected Percent of Avcrage .
Performance ., Pretest Scores at Posttest Scores at Gains Pre- Students g Gain
Level Each Level Each Level to Posttest ‘Making Gains - Made |
. . . at Bach Level °* ’
Grade A ‘81 (a.8D) 0 (07) - “0-l'year | 12 (57.1%) ’ |
9 8 3 (14.32) . 1 (4.82) ° © 1.01-2 years 6 (27.62) .3 ‘
(N=21) c . 17 (81.0%) - .20 (95.2%) * 2.01 or more . . . . |
: - -, . yenrs 3 (14.32) : .
P |
1) N — * . ; - » . i
Crade ' A : 1 (5.97) 0 (03) 0-1 year 12 (70.6%) . LT e
" 10 B ° 2 (11.82) 0 (0%) 1.01-2 yecars _ 4 (23.52) Jd 0. -
(N=17) - c 14 (82.41) | 17 (1002) ’ 2.01 or more . "1 (5.9%) ° * . . ’i
. . : years : ° . l
Grade - « A 1 (16.0;) . 0 (0%) . 0-1 yepr - 10 (100%) -, |
1t B 0 (0%) ~ 0 (0%) 1.01-2 years . 0 (ox) , =3 J
(§=10)" .. a0 9 (90.0%) ) 10 (100%) 2.01 or more - o (0%) '
. . ’ . y'ears .
. . ' . T d ! , | . .
Figure C-3. COMPARISON OF EXPECTED AND ACTUAL GAINS FOR A, B, AND C LEVELS BY GRADE FOR, MIGRANT L T
STUDENTS IN GRADES 9-11 WITH A PRE- AND POSTTEST. These Figures include only those L *
students who weré-served by a Migrant teacher. 1980-81.gains. R S N
° . -’ . v 4 )
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yb l) . e’ 4 . “
' ! R . - Wiy
] % ) : .
. . 3 . » . ' R B '




T

< ERI

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

. Sl

81.25 . . ‘. _Mrtachment C-1
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T FILE LAYQUT :
luaey..:: CJUNLABELED ) : ' page _L or?
LABEL [D __EYAIG2 TAPE NG? Yosc receat 3y: __AmalBeson €

BLOCKS 128 . CHARACTERS '+ pare trearep: 3i25/82
RECORD, S12E CHARACTERS: SUG, SCRATCH DATZ: Ongoing
. DENS IT¥ . 371
: N . $-y” SEQUENCE _ID, nase - © °
DESCRIPTION EVEMIGS2 s B —F tlled Bs
REMARKS MECRHIG - ' .
1981-82 Migranc Mascer File * )
R i_qg?,';:”"‘;g | pata rormat|  Frewo mave | REMARKS!
| 3 I “File Designatdon - |tgpdv .
L3 .o 1 6 School Code | (Curzent)
2 ! 7: .8 .% . Grade | (Current) )
20 | 9 | 28 . Nane [
7 1ag | 3s N AISD D | '
1 13-t | I$ex ) ] - .
T A T - gemtcity s !ispmlc%-éi:igg R
6 | 38 63 i Isirchdate - . ,
[ 1 s o] e ~| . Flag, lgﬁgiﬁﬁﬂéiﬁ, S=patenc rcq.grop
| 33 117 | e Addzess | (same as STUD-file)
Vs |7 ls | - T jatp Code
- v |83 | 88 | [E14gibility date . 7
6 89. | 94 | Terninacion date R
4 Jos j 8 | Bagistration date i .
1 99 3ot | 77 Migrant Status ° 1-6 \ o
3 _{1do 102 "| 1981-82 ITotal Days Served (To Date)
1 103 103 - | ~, . |Pavent Participacion |52 3 B3onc, ;’j or 9o Parents
1 106 1106 |5 = ot 'Medicil Expense I- atifouc Deacist
1 105 Jios 1 - - |Mgdical Expense - Demcist 4 .
1 106 . } 106 Served *by Health Sves) .
1 107 1107 | 1981/82 Service Status | leSeived; # = Yot Served .
1 fw8 jus | MSRTS Gade Y Chaaccer snemonic code
al3  fue Jia |1981/82 - |Achievendnt scores |Fall Reading Tocal RS
3 | 3. lie liza |1981/82 |schievement scores | Fall Reading Total %ile
c 4 - ].25' |128 . 1 1981/82 JAchievemenc scores 211 Reading Total G.E. ‘
p {20 1120 1138 lgegeacs s ~¢ sor Spring 1981-82]
ez 2. Jizg lio 1980-81 lGrade . . :
11, l1e1 Juey 11980-81. - lservice Stacus {1 = Served. " N
¢ | 20 1162 161, U Rapests Fields i-D for 1980%81- ! I
23 1162 | 186 | Repeacs fields |E-G for 1979-80 T ' .
. ‘ / . ' s '
B / ‘ X
' oo : - 8y *
S0 . c-8. , ‘
. Ny o .
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: . SEQUENCE _ID, Nime o
"DESCRIPTION __EVPHIG2 Pres T
- REMARRS _ _  ¥EGAMIG ' : ' ,
¥ e "1981-82 Migrant Master, File K -
oL aTl o SOUUMNS | DATA FORMAT |  FIZLD NAME |- .. - REMARKS < - T T
23 185 | 207 |“Repeacs fields £-G for 1973-79 | o .
3 209 | 210 | | 1982-83 School | (Projected for next year) .
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81.26 - N . :
3rief descriscion of che daca fla:
Bo;h-, MRT, mg_‘ms percencile scores vere addad to a file. containing scudencs =ho
were at one time in a Discrice prekindergarten program (1978-79, 1979-~80, 1980-81).
- Codes foi Migrant and Titla I servics vers idded for each year afcer the prekindargarren
. year. ! ' '
- ’ ¢t
- . . S - °
Fhich scudests or other ind{viduals are included an the file? : . .
Any scudents who were in an AISD prekindergartan class in the past 4 years.
] . )
'~ ( N
s 3
'y Eowoften 13 taformacion od ehe file added. deletad: o updaced?
: ;
1 Informacion was added during creacion; but new informatiop should now be added to
: .sach year. . L .
%ho is ressonsible Zov changing or addiae inforzacion o the fila?
The Tizle I and Ticle I Migranc Evaluactors, -and the Title I Programzar.
é ' '
.] v N . ..
3 . ) 5
3 Zow was the izformation contained on the Sils zathersd? : -
. The flle was cerged wich the various achievement ctest files” and pre-% program files.
a - 1
. 3
H B -
Az chare orodolams wish che informacion on che f4la shaz aav gffacs che
X 7alidizy of zhe dada? . .
N j . - - w® -
) It was difficule co find scudent ID nucbers for some students on che file. Thus, 'ic ' -
.. 3 wis 0ot always possible co add their lacer achievement test scores. :
3 £ “ 4& ».
i L] L
. L ’ ;
: “hac data ars availabla cs'a::'ami:.z, the acguracr and rellabiliz: of P she ) * &'g
E {=3ormazion on sha filal ) . ] - ' ]
2 . ’ .. i . 3
The reliabilicy informacion concerning the achievemedt test informscion can bé found
3 in the various technical repotes for each vear a partigular test was given.
" » had Y
b .
. Are thers nor=acsive or aistsrical daca availabla for ‘ncaravecing b .
resylss? . . . : i . . , . .
Yes. This file itself {s a hiscorical record. Thare are dational norms available ) E
I for all of the rests, as.vell as discrictwide daca for AISD sctudents’ who .téok the c-escs. E
] ’ L !'{"1 3
. ! ik 3
1
N 4‘ L] . ’ L3
- i .37ief descriscisn of che 321s '.;vcu::_ (also accached)
k The. file ‘concains scudent information (ID, name, birchday, echnicity), and 2 code to 1
3 indicate which pre~-} program 2 student actended.. The _year a scudent acended pred¥, ’
3 and his or har prekindergarcen pre- and postcest sco (if available) are included. 3
N Finally,: fall and spring ctest scoras follow for 1979-3C, 1980-81, and 1981-82. ]
T~ (The file also concains Titcle I or Migrant scacus for 1979-80, 1980-8Ly and 1981-82.)  j
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. The indifidual files were combined into one large file. The student ID T

.. PREKDNDERGARTEN LONGITUDINAL FILE - -~
::-\ : - / , Te

;‘
Purpose’ f . R
The prekindergarten longitudinal file &asvcneated to proyide information
relevant to the following decision and evaluation questidns: ~ e
K\ Title I Regular L o i \

Decision Question D4: Should the Title I.Early Childhood Program be
.continued, modified, or discontinued? If so, how should it be modified?

Bvaluation Question D4-2: Do former pre-k participants séore..

. » higher than other students in their schools when they reach
: higher ‘grade levels? * . 3 b

!

£
:

Title I Migrant ' ' ;

ﬁecision Questioﬁ Dl: Should the Prekindergarten Instructio#al.Compbnentc
be continued as it is, modified, or déleted? N |

Evaluation Question"D1-4: What haye been the longvtermfeffects of. .
participation in the Migrant Pre-k Component on Migrant Program Lo
' students' achievement? e

N 4
¢ i

|
* . ’
. LI e TN ¢ e

ot

- , ‘ Procedure : o °

o’

i
i
H ‘
. - .

The following is a 1ist of prekindergarten programs that were included on-
" the file: _ - . o . ’ -

. ? ’ € . .. ) . -~
4 years of Title 'l (78-79, 79-80, 80-81, 81-82) ° SN A
4 years of Migrant (78-79, 79-80, 80-81, 81-82) ~ © oL L
3 years of Happy Talk (78-79, 79-80, 80-81) .o e
." 1 year of At~Home (80-81) ' . ' ; c
2 years of Title VII (80-81, 81-82) : _ T ‘

‘

,ntmber, name, program type; program year, pretest score and’posttest
score were kept wlere available. The file was then matched with_ the .
Student Master File to add cufredtkschool, birthday, and ethnicity. - L
Test scores were added ‘for each‘ygar (1f the student todk:the test - ° N
that year), as shown on the next page. ‘ -

I ‘e

1981-82, who reside in tradit nal Title I areas, and who did not partici~-
pate in any District prekinde ten program. Traditional Title I areas
are AISD attendance arpds where students would have been assigned to a o
Title I school other than Mathews ih 1979-80. - Most, but not all, of these . &
traditional Title I areag gtill feed into Title T schools, Areas witha
extremely high percentage of low income studenmts are most likely to still be

’ ) ‘ 'l'; " D"3o ' \'"91‘. T

C parison—gfoup students weri students who attended Title I schoolé"fpr v

;¥
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Title I areas for 1981-82. HoweveY, many students currently assigned
to Title I schools do not reside id these traditionally low-income
areas, but instead are assigned to the Title I school for desegregation
purposes. Students from these non-low-income areas were thus omitted
from the comparison grQup.

)

[ RN

V.

’ Year/Test ) )
Grade 78-79 _79-80 80-81 81-82 l ‘
EC Cox : X % x " *

. - \‘~\\\\~ °~\“~\\\\~ N \\\“~\\\\~ ¢ ll.
K , . Boehm/Boehm Boehm/Boehm_ ~~ITBS/ITBS
1 . 7\\\\\;MRT/ITBS~\‘\\;T?T/IéBS'
2 S o ' /TTBS :

.

The Title I and Migrant service status was then added fér 79-80, 80-81
and 8]-82. Attachment D-1 is a copy of the file layout ‘for the file.

‘ - . -

-

Analyses : L

Y

T

The analyses on the prekindergaFten students used three sources of infor-
‘mation. For students who had previously participated .in a District
prekindergarten program, the median percentiles for each year were ,
calculated from the pre~k longitudinal file. The ‘medians for the com-
‘parison group (i.e., students who had no pre-k but were from traditfonal”
Title I areas) were calculated from the two-year ITBS file used in the
other portions of the Title I eﬁaluati;;%,_ﬂhg Districtwide medians

a

I3

3

.
= , r .
. . .
- * J

-

came from Systemwide Testing reports or iles. Medians were used (insteéd;
. of meansl so that results could be easjly compared with national and ° £
local norms. o ’ ' o, "

- Q
. '

a

- . .
_ N Results -7 /,\~/”i7

[

.
-4
o

Figure D-1 shows the results of~the andlyses. In general, the results
support findings of previous, years that students who have participated in
a District prekindergarten program begin kindergarten scoring above o
,  comparable students who have pot participated in a District pre-k program.
Previous Title I technical reports, and Appendix H of this report, have:
reported that this advantage for pre-k students was lost by the beginning
of first grade. In Figure D-1, it is apparent that the advantage has
not re-emerged by tht end of grade % or grade .2. Gains of these students
. should be followed in future years in order to ietérpine if their
"initial advantage over their peers dges become evident at a latgr date.
B L A o ) ’

LY ' . L4 . Y N " o o

L]

v

x
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MEDIAN .PERCENTTLES

Not available from.available Teports or files

-t
‘5

Comparison gEoup of sthdents from traditional Title I areas.

4

"N" was ver} small. here - many Migrant students'’ had not enrolled by the time
fall testing was conducted.

* From Title I achievemént files, rather‘than pre-k longitudinal files.

- . District Pre-~K
* Pre=K Year | Test Year | Test Title I Migrazt None! | Whole District -
1978-79 |[Fall, 1979 BTBC 50 30 N/A 50 ¢
. : (N=28) | (N=12)
Fall, 1980 MRT 30 © 36 N/A 51 ¢ .
_ L (N=53) | (N=83)
Spring, 1981 | ITBS (R.T.)| 38 )} 41 47% |. 63 ¢
" (N=45) | (N=76) [(N=735) .
Spring, 1982 | ITBS (R.T.)| 38 40 38% 62
. (N=47) | (N=76) |(N=916)
1979-80 |Fall, 1980 BTBC , 40 30 - | N/A N/AC
! . . ' | (Nm79) | (N=92)
Fall, 1981 MRT 43 36 | 42% 55 ¢
(N=76) | (N=75) [(N=862)
. |Spring, 1982 | ITBS (R.T.)| 50. |. 47 41% | - 62
‘ ' - . (N=72) | (N=73) |(N=972) o
. 1980-31 1Fall, 1981 ITBS (L.) 23% 18% 17% 29 ¢
(N=112) | (N=161) |(N=647) .
Spring, 1982 | ITBS (L.) 26% 26% 26% 50
. - ' .| (N=126) | (N=178) |(N=817)

® From Systemyide Testing files or reports.
N -?

Tests of Basic Concepts,
T = Metropolitan Readiness Tests
ITBS = Iowa Tests of Basic Skills

Keys® BTBC = Bo
. MRT

(R.T.- Reading Total;. L.= Language Total)
Figure D-l. MEDIAN PERCENTILES FOR STUDENTS IN MIGRANT, TITLE I OR NO DISTRICT -
" PRE=K PROGRAMS WHEN THEY REACH HIGHER GRADE LEYELS. -
> o ) _ . s
. * . N l & . . . (_' ) ' a ) .\
r. ) ‘ . ’ ) . . . . ‘ . N . % ?>>
o ' ‘
’ \
R 93
0 D—s .
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31.::65(312'__4050 CAARACTERS — L : nﬂkg g&%n&z: NEVERY ‘ '
reCSA0 sz 138 cuamacTERs OENSITY 1600 ;M )
. , sgauencg ___ 4 . l
CESCAIATICN _ Pre=X longitudinal file §1-32 — )
3EMARKS | Ym12577 714 wrich ‘32 scores ‘o '
— : N
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\'é:?f#ﬁa% exma FOAMAT | . RIELY NaMe | | ATMAAKS : '
'7|1'74mm | seudane lsoms.m . - T s K ‘
‘ | 22 K JRT— | 210 | ‘ l ‘
B ’ IETEN  Jbtecatay | onidyy . L -
s bag b P 7 Jeoot | a1-32 o\ \:
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BLOCKSIZE 4030 CHARACTERS | —— DATE cREATED: ___
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< DESCRIPTION

i .
Pre<Z Longicudinal PLle 81-32

i//A(i:-tachment b-1
, (coritinued, page 2-of 3)
N

szauenes M

-

REMARKS Nel257; 714 with 82 scores -
. ' ‘ AN
cora Lesa NS P para romdar]  Freis NamE | AEMARKS
<3 Lo | 2| Iscale V' 1979 continved
L 1 1 | grade il -
1. 76 | 76 | school v
t VM raed L5priag 1980
2 |18, {79 |} |zaw. scors Foehm X EV4BEMD9
2 | 30 | 81 | 'ocrcm:iln
3 .I. 82 | sa | -7 Iscore scale .
1 | & | i | grade’ Fall 1980 -
3 |86 | 38 | \ | scaool
L1 s | | ¢ - valtd j
. 2 |lso | a1 raw score ~ UFal1 1980 .
2 1% | ¢3 | zils {Boetm % EvazmAOS-- N
3 b |9 | |scale . peT 1 EvarmTos
oL e b " |grade A N .
3 | 98 |100 | | sehool [lspring 1981 .
1)1 | v < jralid [Boekm X EVABEMO6 ‘
3 ) 2 e |raw score TT3S 1 EVAIIBS2 »
2 |3 ¢ | ] TR -l ~
3 7 J |scale i N
1 |10 | [ |grade Y\ Xek T
3 Par s schaol Wrall 1981
R - valid {28 & zvarTsse -
3 s ] gz | lraw score “{§5%ies0qbemr ) svavmros
T [241e B o ‘
' 3 )20 22| |scale (Yot for ) /| . .
Y el |23 ] | lgrzdn ‘. \1‘5&" . ‘
3 Lo |28 |, | sehoal AN
1 |oa7 | R . lvalid (Blamk 1# validY spring 1982 .
-3 Las | 30 | traw score AiTss = (anguagt)
TEEEN f211e llzTss (1): Readiag Tocal -
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Data File Description: X~12 Lonsicudiéh‘ File e

—— '
- <
‘ L]

P
., : . . .

A
i

3riaf descriccion of che dira file: _
A file was created to compile data from-1978-79 through 1981-82 on migran: students.
The file includes varioys identifying information such as grade, .sex, ‘etc. and includes

service status (whether or not the student was seen by a Migrant Program teacher) and
achievement datda from 1978~79 through 1981-82 (if available !

. N > 4

Which students or sther iadividuals are iacluded on zhe Fila?

.

The file was created with migrant studentswho were in AISD at some point during
1981-82,

.
N\

How often is information on the file added, delated, or updated?

Igformation was added during the file's creation and.new information (updaf:ed iD's)
was added whenever it was available. '

. . ’

Who 3 resvomsible oy dhanging or adding informatich o the file? ot .

>

The Title I Migrant Evaluator and Programmer, / . .

~ e
x>
H

L]
dow was the {aformation contained on zhe Iilz: zathersd
-

&
: .";fj
The acnievement data were compiled frow Systemwide Testing tapes. « The information o&'
whether a student was -served or not by a Migr Pfogram teacher was gathered from»,f
the 1978-79, 1979-30, 1980-81, and l981-8% Migrahc Studeat dttendance Recodd data

. '
.

P
) ?
-~

APs zhers Jroolems izn the iaformation 2n the

.
»

"

fils =hat zav aifecc zhe

7alidiss

3f zhe jaca? v

4

None were identifisd specifically. However the file is limited by the aqcurﬁéy of fhe
ID numbers which enable the students to be matched across the years. - e

.02

. .

wnac data are availabla zoncerminz the acsuvacy and veliahiliss 2f tha
iafor=aticn on che fila? ] ] . /

. e \
s -
The veliability information concerning the achievement tedt information can be found

in chis year's and last year's Systemwide Evaluation Final Tecanical Reports. T .
" . -t

sre thers totr=ative 3r qi3torical

zesuizs?

2a32 availaola I3y iacarorazinz zhe .
-

Ye's. This file itself is a historical record. There ape national norms available for
both tha STEP and the ITBS, as well as districtwide data for «-AISD students who took
the tescs., '

. . '
. R '
\ .
\

. ~
3rial Zescrizaion of tna f2la la-oucs:

The file contdins various identifying information about cie student, his address, sex,
echnicity, grade, bircthdate, eligibility, service status, health services received,, and
1981~82 achievement test scores followed by the 1980-81 service 3status and achisvement
data, followed by tne 1979-80 sgrvica status and achievemant data, followed by the
1978-79 service status ind achievement data. :

N
.

-

4 K}

el

4
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= T . K-12 LONGITUDINAL FILE o

’

v ' . . Purposé

. . . \ 14 s
¢ l The data was compiled to answer the. following decision ‘and evaluation
N questions. . .

-
[

.

Decision Qoestion D2: Should the K~12 Instructional Component
¢ (Communication Skills) be continued as it'is, medified, or deleted?

1 .
Evaluation-Question D2-3. What have been-the long-term effects
of participation in the Migrant K-12 Instructional Component
on Migrant Prdgram students' achievement? . :

,
had ~

-

‘e

o

-

., . Procedure
»
A file (Mig'82) was built of all 1981-82 eligible migrant students and
their identifying information (see page E-?). Previous Migrant Student ¢
Attendance Record files (from 1978-79, 1979-80, and 1980-81) were accessed
- to ascertain whether tha _students were served by a Migrant Program teacher
any o6r all of the years. \The service status from 1981-82 was added to .
Mig'82 based on data from the 1981-82 Migrant Student Attendance Record .
'data (see Appendix G). Affger-updating and correcting as many student ID§
as possible on oldl files, the Mig'82 file was matched with this.year's
and previous years' Systemwide Testing files to .pick up the achievement .
test data on each.student. ) \\\—//

\

*

The"final Mig'82 file is on AISD file EVPMIG82. A program (MG~MDIANP1@1)

was developed to calculate medians for each group (discussed in ‘thke

results section) of students, by grade.  The achievement secores for all

groups were accessed from the Systemw1de IIBS (grades K-8) and STEP (grades v
; 9-12)- files. - .

-

¢ ‘ } ¢

Results * !
Evaluation,Question D2-3. What have been the long-term effects of partic- '
ipation in the K-12 Instructional Component on migrant students achieve-

' tgent’ ‘
Migrant students' achievement gains from the spring of 1981 (or for K- the
" fall of 1981) to the spring of 1982 were' compared. The ITBS and STEP
Reading Tocals'for grades 2-12 and the ITBS DLanguage Total.for K were used
as the units of comparigon. Based on longitudinal data, migrant’ students -
" were grouped into one 9f five groups: those not served by a-Migrant Program
. teacher in the last fQur?years; those served by a Migrant Pfogram teacher
* bne year during the l§‘b four years; those served by a Migrant Program .

- y

*
/ ‘ . A A\

?

-

. ) N N I A . =N EE s
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N

teacher two years out of the last four years; those served by a Migrant '
Program teacher three out.of the last four years; and those served by a
Migrant Program teather all four of the last four years-

“ f )

The pretlest medians (spring, 1981 or fall, 1981 for K), posttest‘medians,

L

- apd changes from pre to post were computed for students at each™grade

level (where scores were available) and in each’group. See Figures E-1
through E-S. The same figyres were then computed by grade and group for

Y just those students’ scoring at the 30th 7%ile-or below (C level). See
' Figures ‘E-6 through E-10. In all figures, medians were not eomputed

unIess ‘there were foyr or more cases.. B
1

’ ,These d@ta should be interpreted‘cautiously due to the small n's.

4

From examining the Figures E-1 through E-5, the following can be noted:
on the whole, the five groups' posttest scdres are not that different; .
the most gains were made by students only seen one out of four years;
and overall, the gains fot the various groups show no consistent pattern
of gains based on service by a Migrant Program teacher.

If just those students at the 30th %ile or below are considered (Figures
E-6 through E-10) the following cap be noted: on the whole, the five
groups' posttest scores are not all that different, the most gains were
made by students seen one year by a Migrant Program teacher or those seen
not at all; and the gains for the various groups show no consistent pattern

‘'of gains based on service by a Migrant Program teacher. ¢ -

- Ve
For example, if the gains fof’prade 7 students are examined across the -

10 figures (where.scoresrare available), students show'gains in every case
regardless of if they are seen or not. In comparing kindergarten gains,
students score as well in both groups (all students and those at or below

the 30th %ile) whether or not they are served by a Migrant Program teacher. '

For compar;son purposes, scores for AISD Hispanic. (since 95% oY more of the
migrant students are Hispanic) low-iacome students were also compiled by
pre- and posttest medians and gains. In Figure E-11 are the data for all
AISD low-income Hispanic,students with pre-. and posttests, and in Figure
E~12, are the data for only those AISD low-income Hispanic studepts (with
pre- and posttests) who scored at or below the 30th %ile on the pretest.
The scores for both these groups are similar to the migrant students'
scqres. The numbers in Figures E-12 aré very similar to those in E-6,

. and E=7 in that all 3 groups showed gains at eight grade levels. The

migrant students not served at all served one year made greater gains

‘than did the Hispanic-students.in generals

Based on these data, no evidence Be found for.any consistent Migrant
Program impaeS In' some ‘cases it almost seems a student is better off

(in terms of Achievement gains) not beihg served at all or onky beimg
served one year.. These longitudinal trends should continue to be examined
in future years.
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. S . Pretest Posttest 1 o
® Number of Median - Mggianﬂ Change Pre. -
»Grade Students . ; - Zile , ! (%i;e ' L ko Post
. K 8 9 2 . 415 oo
* 2 30 37 0 . T =T . .
3 38 e 35 39 T4
4 33 36 - 29, o7 : ‘
U5 31 24 L .0 o
6 20" 17 16 -1-
7 - . 10 “10 \\/ © 247 +14 .,
8 . 8 29 26 . -3
10 7’ 10 17 . ©19 +2 '
11 - 13 : 13 , 14 - +l .,
12 _ 5.- 12 8 . -4 _
. . ' o '
) i o ' . I
x ' ‘*. Net Changes = +4, -6
~ . .
Figure E-l. PRETEST (1981) MEDIAN,POSTTEST (1987) MEDIAN, AND CHANGE ,

IN SCQRES ON THE ITBS AND STEP READING TOTALS (ITBS Lo
LANGUAGE TOTAL FOR K) ,.BY’ GRADE, FOR MIGRANT STUDENTS :
NOT SERVED BY A MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHER DURING THE LAST -,

' FOUR YEARS. ' L . .
> ' : - ( , v -
4 g2 . -"/ ’ <
: ' » Pretest ( Posttest ' .
e, . Numbér of Median . Median ’ Change Pre
Grade Students %2 ile %dile ' * to Post . !
K 62 + . 22, 38’ 416 :
2 . 29 <7 44 . .39 -5
3 14 . 31 - 43 +6,
4 16 28 - 22 - _ -6 -
3 ~ U 10 14 ¢ +4 .
6 16 RPN 28 '+
7 18 19 - 25 +6
8 . " 8 - 18 23 \\Ngkis.
10 6 17 26 ‘9
1 . 4 17 7 . 0
12 s \% 33 ¢ 36 +3
. . e \ /‘ ‘
¢ ' " . Net Changes = +8, -2

Figure' E-2. PRETEST (1981) MEDTAN, POSTTEST (1982) MEDIAN, AND CHANGE
"¢ . 1IN SCORES ON THE ITBS AND STEP READING TOTAL§ (ITBS”
LANGUAGE TOTAL FOR R), BY. GRADE, FOR MIGRANT STUDENTS . ..

‘ ]S:i;{VED BY A MIGRANT PROGRAM TEAGHER ONE YEAR DURING THE
T FOUR YEARS. = : . :




D « .‘ ) / ’ - \ ’ '
. , - - t . I
. Pretest <Posttest ”
e Number of Median Median Change Pre - ‘ I
T \ Grade Students ) %Z ile % ile to Post .
n K 29 19 ' 26 . - + L '
, 2 28 52 43 -~ =9 -
A 3¢ .13 29 8 +9 :
4 18 ' 27 2 -3
5 1 5o~ 30 S .
6 4 11 10 . -1 -
~ 7 5 48 56 +8
8 - 12 o 21 o . | .
10 13 ) 7 - 13 . ~4 . TR
' 11 6 8 10 CL 42 . \
12 8 7. 0 - +3 I :
. Net Change = +5, -5 . .
Figure E-3. PRETEST (1981) MI.DIM%POSTTEST (1‘982) MEDIAN,LIZZD CHANGE S
ot IN SCORES ON THE ITBS AND P READING TOTALS ¢ITBS GUAGE ) ’
' TOTAL FOR K), BY GRADE, FOR MIGRANT STUDENTS SERVED BY A MIGRANT
PROGRAM TEACHER TWO YEARS DURING THE LAST FOUR YEARS.
N 4 ’ , Il
. Pretest Posttest ' )
Number of Median Median Change Pre ‘ )
Grade Students % ile % ile . ., ‘to Post™
e 2 12 .26 . 21" -5 o \ -
. 3 - 13 38 40 2 . |
4 8 36 35 -1
¢ 5 6 23 L 14 -9 ,
6 9 . 22 23 +1 ~ l l
T 12 35 43 +8
) 8 S .20 18 T2 |
10 10 14 10 Tt =4
' 11 7. 1 -9 -5 ’ ~
- 12 5 : 10 6 _ 4 )
1. . o l
! < . Net Change = +3, -7 o
Figure E-4. PRETEST (1981)' MEDTAJ, POSTTEST (1982) MEDIAN, AND CHANGE l
IN SCORES ON THE~ITES AND STEP READING TOTAL, BY GRADE, .
FOR MIGRANT STUDENTS SERVED A MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHER THREE
J YEARS DURING THE LAST FOUR YEARS, l
~ . {0g = |
‘ E-6 ' '
" i




Grade

*,

(e IR NN WV, BE R VIR )

v

: Pretest |
Number of Median

_+ Students % ile
g ¥ 40
8 25

9 20.

5 ! 13

7 . 31

11 121

5 20
6 ' 15
9 10

6 6

%

Ppsttest

dian

ile’

41

24

21
17
30,
32
14
8

‘15,

7

»

Change Pre

fo Post

+1
-1
+1
+4
-1
+11
-6
. =7
+5
+1

Figure, E<5,

A

3
-

Net Change = +6, -4

'PRETEST (1981) MEDIAN, POSTTEST (1982) MEDIAN, AND CHANGE
¢ IN SCORES ON THE ITBS AND STEP READING TOTAL, BY GRADE,

FOR MIGRANT STUDENTS SERVED BY A MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHER

ALL FOUR YEARS OF THE LAST FOUR YEARS.

-

‘

\

L

Grade

LS
0~ W B WN K

.11
12

¢ = Pretest

Number of Median
Students _ Z ile
8 8
13 15
18 13
.14 18
19 7
13 12
10 9
5 21
R 12
12 12
5 12

o

Posttest
Median

Chahgé Pre

to Post

+16
+2
+15
-5
+5
4
+11
-3 .
+3
+1
-4

Figure E-6.

Net Change = +8, ~3

RRETEST (1981) MEDIAN, POSTTEST (1982) MEDIAN, AND CHANGE |
IN SCORES ON THE ITBS AND STEP READING TOTALS (ITBS
LANGUAGE TOTAL FOR K), BY GRADE, FOR MIGRANT STUDENTS WHO
SCORED AT THE 30TH %ILE OR BELOW ON THE PRETEST AND WHO

* WERE NOT SERVED BY A MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHER DURING THE

LAST FOUR YEARS.

-




THE 30TH ZILE OR BELOW ON .THE'PRETEST AND WHO WERE SERVED BY
", A MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHER ONE YEAR DURING THE LAST FOUR.YEARS.

r

oo . - .

-

81.26 - , 7 . l
’ Pretest Posttest .
s - Number of Median Median Change Pre
Grade Students 4 ile % ile to Post ,
”» —
' K * 42 , 12 22 ¢ +10 l
2 o 12 . 18 ‘ 14 )_ L=
3 6 14 . 27 ;| +13 ¢
4 9 12 . 14 ‘ +2 l
1 5 \ 8 8 .9 +1
6 10 16 43 2
7 14 14 16 +2 '
8 6 10 19 +9
10 ' 4 - 8 13, +5
. 11 - - - ' -
: A - :
\ Net Change = +8, -1 } I ;
Figure E-7. PRETEST (1981) MEDIAN, POSTTEST (1982) MEDIAN, AND CHANGE ‘
- . IN SCORES ON THE ITBS AND STEP READING TOTALS (ITBS LANGUAGE I
. TOTAL FOR 'K), BY GRADE, FOR MIGRANT STUDENTS WHO SCORED AT

<

Pretest Posttest l .
. Number of . Median Median ' = -Change Pre
*  Grade Students . 7 1le % 1ile to Post’
' K. 25 . 12 19 ' L+ I
2 _ 8 : Y o 25 +8 | ’ .
. 3 8 17 . 18 - AL = ’
s 4 10 17 : g2 ° -5 : l
; 5 9 13 11 ' =2’ .
6 - - - -
N - C - - - l
p 8 0 - 21 19 -2 .
: 10 .- 13 14 : 10 -4 .
R 11 6 6 ‘ 7 : +1 l
c .12 © 8 74 10 - , +3
L e | Net Change = +#5, -4 ‘ I
", Figure E-8, PRETEST (1981) MEDIAN, POSTTEST (1982) MEDIAN, AND CHANGE IN R
: \ SCORES ON THE ITBS AND STEP READING TOTALS, (ITBS LANGUAGE . l
) . TOTAL FOR K), BY GRADE, FOR MIGRANT 'STUDENTS WHO SCORED AT ‘
. - THE 30TH %ILE OR BELOW ON THE PRETEST AND WHO WERE SERVED.BY
; , A MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHER TWO YEARS DURING THE LAST FOUR YEARS. l

e ! v
\ ' \
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‘ I | 81,26 . LT
i |
’ - Pretest® | Posttest
l- Number of Median Medien Change Pre
. Grade '+ Students' %.le 7 dle ¢ to Post
I- 2 7 20 14 -6
3 4 11 25 +14
4 4 18 14 ' -4
) 5 4 8 ] 2 =6
l 6 5' 5 : 13 +8
‘ 7 N 9 23, +14
8 11 18 .17 ‘ -1
l 10 11 13 9 g
. 11 7 14 9 , -5
12 5 10 - ) 6 -4
= +3, -
A Net Change = +3, =7
l Figure E-9. PRETEST (1981) MEDIAN, POSTTEST (1982) MEDIAN, AND CHANGE
: . IN SCORES ON THE ITBS AND STEP READING TOTALS, BY GRADE,
FOR MIGRANT STUDENTS WHO SCORED AT THE 30TH %ILE OR BELOW
l ON THE PRETEST AND WHO WERE SERVED BY A MIGRANT PROGRAM
) TEACHER THREE YEARS DURING THE LAST FOUR YEARS.
) l ' Pretest . Posttest N ) ~
~ Number of Median " Median Change Pre
l Grade ‘Students - % ile %2 ile to Post
3 . /L
2 - - - N -
PR 3 "5 13 i 23 +10
: l " 6 t18 19 - w
5 5 . 13 \ 17 o,
6 4 8 : 10 2
: l 7 9 7 .24 +7
8 5 20 ., ., -6
10 6 .15 8 -7 .
11 10 10 .15 +5 h
l 12 6 6 7 +1
e , ‘ '
l ‘ : Net Change ='+7, -2
Figure E-10. PRETEST (1981) MEDIAN, POSTTEST (1982) MEDIAN, AND CHANGE '
l _ IN SCORES ON THE ITBS AND STEP READING TOTALS, BY GRADE,
. FOR MIGRANT STUDENTS WHO SCORED AT THE 30TH %ILE OR BELOW
A , » ON THE PRETEST AND WHO WERE SERVED BY A MIGRANT PROGRAM
: l : TEACHER ALL FOUR YEARS OF THE LAST FOUR YEARS.
N * L4 ’ ‘
N ' N
‘e .I- : \
» g 1UD :




81.26 | ,
‘\ . B ’ : A
) Pretest Posttest -
o : Number of Median _Median Change Pre
Grade Students. c L% dle % ile to Post )
K 560 14 T 26 +12
2 636 = . 41 . 35 ~-6
3 633 ‘ 35 38 : +3
4 ' 667 - 29 - 24 . -5
5 " 649 25 25 « 0
6 546 24 . .24 ’ 0
7 .86 © 22 28 +6
8 489 24 . 25 +1
10 305 15 14 . ;=1
¢ 11 . 247" 16 15 . =1
12 - 177 14 12 -2
i . . .
. e Net Changes = +4, -5

Figure E-11, PRETEsi'g1981) MEDIAN, POSTTEST (1982) MEDIAN, AND CHANGE '
IN SCORES ON THE ITBS AND STEP READING TOTALS (ITBS LANGUAGE
TOTAL FOR K), BY GRADE, FOR AISD LOW-INCOME, HISPANIC STU-

DENTS. . ‘
Ad ) (
: Pretest ~ . Posttest '
: Number of Median Median . Change Pre
Grade Students % ile . % ile to Post
K 412 10 18 +8
-2 £ 235 . i6 16 0
' -+ 3 . 291, . 16 20 . +4
‘4 353 14 13 -1
5 357 12 13 +1
6 324 11 . 13 +2
7 . 355 . 12 16, +4
. 8 300 15 ‘ 16 . +1
10 238 v 10 . 11 -+l
11 187 v 10 11 _ +1
' : 12 : 133 .10 8 -2
iy Net Changes = +8, -2
¢ : .
Figure\E—'IZ. PRETEST (1981) DIAN, POSTTEST (1982) MEDIAN, AND CHANGE
~ ' IN SCORES ON THE\ ITBS AND STEP READING TOTALS (ITBS LANGUAGE
“ . : TOTAL FOR K), "BY. \GRADE, FOR AISD LOW-INCOME, HISPANIC STU-
DENTS WHO SCORED OR BELOW THE 30TH %ILE ON THE PRETEST.
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(ﬁage 1 of 2)

.-
ny 3
pAge L o ?
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- BLOCKSIZE ' CHARACTERS _ DATE CREATED: \3/28/82
"RECORD SIZE _210 _ CHARACTERS SUG. SCRATCH DAT\I;E‘ Ongoisg
. _ , DENSITY T3
sequencs _ID, naie
DESCRIPTION TMIGEZ .\ . iild s -
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data rile Descripcion:

8L.26 . :

Migrant Sctudent Master File /[MRG'82)

P . "

- The file has all the data flelds indicaced in

3rref desceiscion of che daza Iilen . , - N

The Migranc Studenc Mastar File contains the folloving information for each student in

AISD who has registered Zor the Migrant Program:

name, grade, locacion, AISD ID, sex, -«

ethaicicy, birthdate, address, eligibilicy dace, ctermination date, registratjon dace,
migrant status, total days served (1981-82), parental parcicipacion, wedical and dencal
expense, service status (1981-32), achievement iq:c scores for 1981-82 and dack chrougn

1978-79 (if availablé), and projecced school foYt.1982-33.-
“hica students or other iandividuals are iancluded oo the file!?

All studencs who are registered in che Migrant Program.

. L o

1ads7matacn sn the file added. de‘e'eu. ¢r +2odazad?

g

dow 3f%en is

.
Sach zime a new student is regzistered, or core curzent, up-to~date ini
available._

1 N .

wWho is reswoasibiz far changinz ot addiaz informazion &9 the fila?

The Mf{Jrant Program Programmer and Evaluacor. > '

- -

. .
Yo was the {aformacisc contalzed on the

The file is built based on eligibilicy forms signed by che students’
cheir qualificacions as 1igrancs.
the Districe's Studenc Master File, teachers, and other sck 100l shagf

parents in

. -

safsr=asicn oa zha fila?

-

Data are constantly updaécg as more currertc information is zade available.
L
L4

-
A}

Are znera dovmactive 3r hiszorical

T ea)
T38UL23 . -

zaca availisls Iz fazasovecing

No. '

e4 32 Jeserizsicn of she Jils liavsust: z 1

the description above,
r

llg |

.

-
)
Are shevs arsblamg wiza the iaformacion sa che file thaz Tav aflfscc the, e
wanrdize o zze dara’ - i
Yot applicable. .
. .
. s
>
"hat data ars availabls icncermingz tue 2csurac? and Teliasilise of ine

’

v

ilcaciag ,

Uodated information on scuden:s is also obcai1ed E-dm
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81.26 ) A ' (

MICRANT STUDENT MASTER FILE
‘. N
Purpose

The Migrant Student Master File ‘(Mig '82) was created to provide a master
list of all eligible Migrant Program students in the District. All data
files used in this evaluation were matched.with this file. The main pirpoge

of 5315 appendix is to document the, development of and use of this file.

~ Decisiof Question D2, Should the K-12 Instrucéional Comé;Lent -
(Communication Skills) be continued @s it 1s, modified, or ﬁeleted?

Evaluation Question D2-6: What number and percent of students
eligible for Migrant services received supplementary instruc-
tion from another source?

-

.
A

Brocedure ., -

——

Mig'82 was created with data ip the format in Attachment F-1. The file was X
created in the summer of 1981 by taking Mig'8l and keeping all students who -
weresstill eligible for'séwvice in 1981-82. The service status was set to

. zero (not served) for all records. Additional students were added to the
file when a copy of their eligibility form was received., The eligibility .
form was developed by. the National Migrant Office, The form, an explanation

of its uges and how to complete it are included in Attachment F-2.

Whenever- a new eligibility form was received, the data were codedgin the file
format in Attachment F-1 and added to Mig'82 which is on tape at AISD labeled
. EWPMIG82. This year longitudinal records were added to the file. Attachment
is the file format for Mig'82. The file goes back to data available from .
1978<79. It includes wherever available past achievement test data, past
grade, and past service status. :
L 3 -
frequencly throughéut_the~year, Mig'82 was checked against the data on the
migrant students on the District's Student Master File. Program MG-MGUPD __
.matches Mig'82 against thg/Distgict's file and corrects any mismatches. R
. ’ . -
After e€ach of the six six-weeks periods, thé service status on Mig'82 was
updated based on the data from the Migrant Student Attendance Record (sege- .
Appendix G). Whenever students were on the attendance records, but not on
Mig'82, the Title I/Migrant Administrator or the MSRIS Clerk were contacted
to provide copies of eligibility, forms for these students. Attachment F=4
is an example of the correspondence sent. When only a few forms were Jacking, -
the Evaluatof’ just called MSRTS Clerk to request copies of the forms.
L) - .
.. In additidn to providing the ‘main records on eligible migrant students in
the District, this File was used to generate a variety of service and other
reports for various District personnel, Jhese reports included, producing
labels for mailouts, free or reducéd-priced lunch numbers, projected schools lists.
current VS former migrant numbers and locations, numbers of migrant stu-
dents for the annual Superintendent's Report, etc. Attachments F-5 through ,

o 3 11j o |
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7-9 are éxamples of some of the correspondence sent relating to-these service
reports. Additionally the General Accounting Office (GAO) was doing a re-
view of the Migrant Program and AISD was chosen as a,"sample" school district
to examine, Various data regarding the migrant stuignts were given to them
using data from Mig's2, . e .o

¢ LA

The numbgr of students on Mig'82 varied over each of the six six-weeks periods.
The figures were: 1653 students- - the.first six weeks; 1684 students - the
second six weeks; 1739 students - the third six weeks; 1688 students - the
fourth six weeks; 1637 students - the fifth six weeks; and 1636 students - the
sixth six weeks. The variatfons in numbers reflect the adding and dropping

%5 students from the program. .
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81.26 ' ! . : - Attachment F-1

:MIG\?AI\'IT STUDENT. MASTER RILE 82

smmumm~'; . GRAIE --

(1=3) (4=5)- -

-IIHIHHIIIIHIIIII

NAME (LASTNN’E SPACE FIRSTN!WE)

( 6-25)

‘lll’lllllL_ll_J Illlll
AL, S, D, I.D. x BIRTH-DATE
: (26-32) : 33) (34) ‘ (35-40) )
‘LllIllllllllllllllllllll
«  ADDRESS
(41—63) .
Lt ll}*llif l||||
ELIG. DATE - TERM. DA1E REGIS, DATE
o (64-69) - (70-75') | (76-79)

MIG, STATUS
(80)

Y -
/ » -« . 5
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7.

_Each d1str1ct isalso requ1red to implement a Parent Advisory Coupcil whose

migrant students, the Migrant Student Record Transfer System (MSRTS) was

-clude:

v e =

At tfa;.chmeﬁt F-2

- 8l.26 - ' (Page 1 of 8)

Identifying and Cert1fy1ng the £11g1b111ty of M1grant Students

-

The purnose of the M1grant Educatlon Program.is' to prov1de supplementary
academic and student services for children whose education. is, or has been,
interupted as a result of the mobility of their lifestyle. Identification =

. of a stydent who meets the eligibility criteria specified in Public Law

95-561 and subsequent Federal Regulations dated April 3, 1980, qualifies . .
that student to receive special assistance from m1grant funded teachlers and .
aides based on the identified needs of each student in addition to the - v ll
education programs provided by the state of. Texas. :

In order to "supp]ement he program in operatlon in each school district
students may receive assistance in language development, reading, math r

and other subject areas as well as health and clothing services. The -

"services a child receives will be supportive of the program he/she is

receiving in thé classroom. The regular teacher and the migrant teacher

and/or aide will work together to help each student.learn. If the regular

teacher is working on addition in her classroom, the migrant teacher will

also be working with addition socthat each student will be able to learn

what is needed each step of the way. In addition to,  the instructional and

student services made available to eligible migrant students, parents are -
able to,become more involved with and learn more about tXe school program ‘ '}’
by participating in parental invplvement programs provided by most districts.

job it is to assist the school in planning, implementipg and evaluating
the migrant educatien program. Mighrant parents are encouraged- to partici-
pate in helping ensure a qua]ity educaticn for their children.

Because students ‘often are enrol]ed in several schools during the year, a
way was needed to inform each of the schools in which the student was
enro!11ng what the student was working on when he/she left the d1stryg .

t was also necessary for each. schgol to know what immunizations® and [some-
t1mes what health problems a student had in order that the student coyid
receive health sarvices if needed :

In-an effort to provide continuity in education and health services for ,'

implemented, This is a computer system which enables a school district
to send the educational and health fecords of a student to the central
computer base in Little Rock, Arkansas when he/she withdraws from school.
When the student enrolls in a different or new school, the new school is
able to obtain any educational and health information dvailable so that -
the student will be able to continue with his/her studies.

. o . . e -
Before a 'student can participate in a migrant education program, it must
be ‘determined if the student meets the eligibility criteria established
by Public Law 95-561.and Further defined in Volume 45, No. 66 of the
Federal Register dated Thirsdav, April 3, 1980, section 116d.3.

-

Program definitions pert1nent to identification of e]1g1b1e students in-

(1) ,"Agr1cu1tura1 activity" means--

(i) Any activity d1rect]y re]ated to the production or processing
_of crops, dairy products, poultry, or livestock for initial”
commercial sale or as a principal means of .personal subsistence;

F-6 ’
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81.26 { (continued, page 2 of 8) _

(i) Any activity directly related to the ultivation or har-
-~ vesting of trees; or — ///; \

~

%ii) Any activity directly rglifed to fish farms. - -
. “’?2) "Currently migratory chilgd" means a child--
< . -

(1) Whose parent or guardian is a migratory agricultural worker
- or a migratory fisher; and \ ‘

Y

(i1) Who has, moved within the past 12 months from one school
district to ano;ﬁer--or, in a State that is comprised of
a single school district, has moved from one school admin- .-
istrative area to another--to emable the child, the child's 4
guardian, or a member of the child's immediate family to
obtain temporary or seasonal employment in an agrjcultural
or fishing activity, This definition includes a child whd
has bgen eljgible to be served under the requirements in the
preceeding sentence, and who, without the parent or guardian,
has vcontinued to miarate annually to enable him or her to
secure temporary or seasenal employment in an agricul tural
or fishing activity. /

(3) *“Fishing actiiity" means any activiﬁ& directly related: to
"' the catching or processing of fish of shellfish for initial
"dommercial sale or as a principal means of personal subsis~
ence. ' : '

“(4Y(1) "Fdrmerly migratory child" means a child who--
(R) ‘Was eligible to be counted and served as a currently

. migratory child within the past five years, bit is not
. now a currently migratory child;

.(8) Lives in an a}ea\iizzed by a migrant education project;
and . '

{

. (C) Has the concurrence of’his or her parent or guardian to
- continue to be considered a migratory child.

(1i) There is a total of six years.of program eligibility--

* a bne year status as a "currently migratory child" ~and
up to five additional years as a "formerly migratory
child." ‘ . '

(5} “Guardjan" means-- | . z’ )

7 (1) A pe%son Qho-haq been appointed to be the legal guardian
of a child through formal proceedings in accordance with
State law; or .

“(i1) A‘berson who an SEA determines would be appointed to be
the Tegal guardian of a child under the law of the child's
domiciliarg State if formal guardianship proceedings were
undertaken; or " .

113
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. ' Attachment F=2
81.26 . i (continued, page 3 of 8).

" (ii1) A person standing in the place of a parent: to a child.

(6) 'kaigratory agricultural worker" means a person who has
moved within- the past 12 months from one school district
* to another--or, in a State that is-comprised of a single
- school district, from one school administrative area to

o " another--to enable him owx her to obtain tempprary or
. seasonal employment in an'agricultural activity. .

(7) "Migratory fisher" means a person™whg_has moved within
the past 12 months from one.-school district t& another--
or in'a State that is comprised of a single school dis-
trict, -from one school administrative area to another-- -
' to enable him or her to obtain temporary:/or seasonal’
_employment in @ fishing activity.

LI
.

. 1
.

o~

IY. As you will note, the Certificate of Eligibility has been revised to provide (
- more definitive 1nformat1on in determining student eligibility and has been
* divided into two distinct sections, Section A and Section B.

Section A must be comoleted each vear for alyl current1v migrant students
(Status 1, 2+ 4, and 5). Part A must also be completed for newly identified
formerly migratory students (Status 3 and 6) only if the student(s) has
never been identified previouslv. . -

R4

-

-

. Section B is_to be conb]eted for newly Jdentified students only no matter the
status (1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6).- It will be necessary to obtain the informa- -
tion conta1ned in Part B only cne fime for each student identified. Certain |
information (Items 9-17) may be updated as the occasion requ1res. *

" It is extremely 1rrortanf that the information be accurate on the Certificate
of £1igibility since the original white copy of the form is a legal document ¢

. and must be retajned by the district, or in the case of Cboperatives, by th;
fiscal agent, as part of the documentat1on needed during an audit and/or |
monitoring of the program by state or federal monitors. I

/Once the 1nformat1on has been completed, the pink copy of the document must
be given to the parent or guardian who provided the 1nformat1on and whose . II
signature is on the form. ’ \

< The second, or yellow copy, of tite form is to be sent to the terminal site ) ‘
- for newly identified students. only. Both sections, A and B, must be completed lI
in this 1nstance ! ', . )
. A copy of. the Certi fzcate of Eligibility and an explana*1on of each of the II
. data eleménts follows. L

b . ‘ 4
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81.26 i (continted, page¢h of 8)
Section A . R S
1. Enter the name of the school district. - g

Ent;r the student number and mnemonic ~ from the student's latest’ academic record.

3. Enter the name of the campus on which this student is enrolled or would be
enroiled.

4. Enter the campus I.D., a four letter code.

N

-~

8.

(Y-

10.

“Circle the status of the student only after obtaining
g, 10, 13; 12, 13, 14, and 15.

Status 1:

- Status 2:

Status 3:

Status &2

..~ Status 5:
Status 6: -

interstate (out-of-state) agricultural
intrastate (in-state) agricultural act
formerly migrant agricultural activity
interstate ?

intrastate (in-state) fishing activity
formerly migrant fishing activity

Enter the ‘grade in which this studeht is or would be enrolled. - -
N ’ .

Enter the gate of school enro11ment,(1f_app1lgableﬁ:

the informatjon for items .

r

activity
fvity

. >

out-of-state) fishing activity o .
‘ ¥

r

. ¢ . v
Record the  student's first name, midd1e*#5itia1, ang ‘last name. If the student

has a nicknare, please put it in parenthesis above the

student's first name.

Circle apprabriate identifier. ,If a ch11d't;§ve1ed out of state, the word "state

should be. circled.
word “school district" should be circled.

If a child is traveling from a district here in Texas, the

- [}
Record the date the student traveled acrass state or school district b'aundaries.

Ttems 11 and 12 define a studept's eligibility in terms of inter and 1ntra§§ate criteria,

11,

Record the city and state from which the student trave

item 10.

This is the student's last or latest move.

bé the student's homepase.

led SMthe date indicated in *
In many insinces. this will

¢

12. Record the city and state moved to on the date indicated in item 10:
- 13. Record the name of the person or.persons who were seeking temporary or Seasonal
employment. . ‘ ’
14, Circle the descriptor which identifies the relationship of the worker to the
. student. . N
Exaﬁples: If the child is circled, the student's 35n name would be . ' * ’ '
recorded.

<
If the child and .the child's parent or auardian were both
¢circled, only the name of the parent or guardian would be
- recorded.

L2
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Attachment F-2.
(continued, page 5 of 8)

- v - -
.

ra

If the child and a member of the child's jmmediate family,
were both circled, only the name of the family member
e v would be recorded. .

If the child's parent or guardian is circled, the child's
parent or guardian's name would be recorded. ’

If a mémber of the child's immediate family is circled,
then the name of that family member should be recorded.

15. Identify the type of employment (tomato harvest/citrus harvest/shrimping/pickiﬁg

_cotton/cherry picKing, etc.).
16. Circle the appropriate identifier. -7

17. Record the date of arrival in this'state or district. This date is extremely
important since: P :
this is”the date on which the student will begin generatiﬁg funds

for the state; and... P

. o .
this {s thé date ytilized to determine the period of years of .
eligibility this student has in.the event his/her family ceases
to migrate, “ N ’
Example: Juan Tamez aiid his parents left homebase on April 14, 1979
» ‘enroute to Mew York state to pick onions. They returned
to homebase on October 1}, 1980. Juam and his parents
did not migrate between October 1, 1980, and Cctober 1,
1981, therefore Juan assumed formerly migrant status
on Octoter 1, 1981. His eligibility will terminate on
! ’ Cctober 1, 1986. .

13. Record the city and state from which the student is arriving.’

19. ‘The name of the person obiaining this information ts to be recorded.

20. The signatufe of the peréon supp]ying'this information must be affixed.

21. The date the signature was obtained should be recorded. ‘

22. Check the appropriate space to indicate the language used to explain the purpose
of the Migrant £ducation Program, Migrant Student Record Transfer System, and
this document.

23. The relationship of the person éuppIying this information sﬂou]d be recorded.

. \./-[ o

r~

Section B -- Hewly idedt{ffed studénts or Updating information . '

A

2ex

1-3. Record the student's last name, first name and middle nftfal. If the student

has a nickname enter it in parenthesis above the student’s first name.

3
*4. Indicate the sex of the student by placing an X in the apprdpriate hox.

)
5. Enter+the birthdate of the student. R

» ’

e ‘ F-10 118

1

SN BN N EE N e .
¢ '

:

~
) . .

3

3

/

1
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P : L ) . Attachment F-2
81.26 ’ - N (continued, page 6.of 8)

i X {
. . . ’

6. Enter the name of the student's father and mother. Include last names only if
different from that of the student. -

kd
~

.
1

'Y .
7. Indicate the method used to verify the student's birthdate.

8. Enter the birthplace of the student. If tﬁe student was born outside the U.S.,
enter the city and country-of birth. o

9. Enter the nape of the student's homebase city and state (hometown). .
. 10. Enter the grade in which the student is or will be enrolled in this district./

11. ﬁirﬁle tg§ number which identifies the status of the student. (Refer to Sectibn N
, item 35). .

12. Enter the student's current address. Include the street name and number_or'g
geographic identifier if a street address is not ayailable.

Examples: 1/4 mile west of PeytongGin; 4 miles east on Rabb Road,
~ then 1/2 mile north on Jiley; 2 miles south on FM 1608.

13. Enter the date the student.arrived jin the state/school district. (Refer to
Section A, fthm 17).°

14. Enter the date the student enrqglléd in this school {(Refer to Section A, item 7).

15. Enter the name of the student's guardian if applicable.
. : |

16. For Status 3 or 6 students onlv, enter the date when the student's eligibiTity .
will terminate. This date is detertiined by adding 5 years to the date that a
student ceases to migrate or by-adding 6 years to the date of the student*s last
‘ qualifying move. . :

Example: Jose Campos and his parents moved into school district X
on June 1, 1979, in order for his father to obtain tem-
porary employment in the tomato harvest. After the. harvest
was over, his father became an employee of a local service
station. Jose was still in the district on June 1, 1980.
Because his family did not migrate during the’ 12 months
between June 1, 1979, and Juse 1, 1980, Jose became
classified as a “settled out" or formerly migrant student.

L 4
Qgse's eligibility termination date can be figured in two
) ways. By adding 6 years td Jose's last migratory move- -
. “ ment date {June 1, 1979) his eligibility will terminate
. June 1, 1985. Or, by adding S years to the date Jose's .
family had been-in the district for 12 months (June 1, 1980)
his eligibility will still terminate June 1, 1985. -

-~
.
.

17. For Status 1, 2, 4 or § students 0n19. enter the name and code number of the
migrant education program in which tne student will be enrolled in this district.

by »

s A

F-11




e Attachment F-2

81.26 ’ . ’ (continued, page 7 of 8)
-~ ‘ - '
9. As in the past, the Certificate of Eligibility has been printed qn three part

carbonless paper. ¢ _
Once the Certificate of Eligibility has been completed, the pink copy of the

certificate must be giveg 4o the parson who provided the informatiop and whose .
signature 13 on the form. :

The original copy must be retained by the district or’fiscal administrative agent
as part of the auditable files. .

Please note: The yellow cppy of the Certificate of E1igibility will be seﬂt
forward to the terminal site for newly identified students only.
The procedure which follows should be implemented.

A. Students who are returning to the district who were enrolled in the district
during the year prior to the current year.

1. Complete Section A of the,Certificate of Eligibility. o
2. Enter the student in MSRTS by updat1n§ the student's most current
Academic Record which the district received when the student with-
drew the prior year., Record, using red ink, the information needed
to update privious information. . . ~
$ .
Ttems which will require updating upon enrollment include:
Arrival date in state/school district (Section A, item 7]

Camcus assignment and grade level if changed (Secfion A,
items 3, 4, and 5) )

-

Date of school enrollment (Section A, item 7)

The name and code number of the m?g:ént education program ™
in which the student will be participating

Items which may need to be updated if a change has occurred. ‘
", change in Parent name (Section 8, item 6) . 4{”"——-J=
change in guardian.name (Section 8, item 15) '

. change in address (Section B, item 12) T
B. MNewly identified migrant students (students not pre;fously identified as
eligible or students new to the district).

1. Complete Section A of the Certificate of Eligibility.

2. Comp!éte Section B utilizing

district
records (AGR cards, etc.). -

1‘fomation obtained for

»?

L .
3., Complete the logging sheet (see Standardifed Procedures for LEAS).

4. Send the yellow copy of the eligibility form forward to the terminal
site for transmittal. |

* . -

.

. S

.

-

5
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.
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' | 81.26 (continued, page 8 of .8)
. . ] ,
L] ~ . ) * 1
I SECTION A - ' ! .
(1} é L ’P d§ for] 2 SA . ) lh . ) )
- {Name of School Distnet) . (Sludlnl 1.0., Number Mncmonlc)
(:xﬂ/a.mlgﬂm,w'__ "' TEXAS EDUCATION AGENCY S MigrantStatus: D 2 3 4 § 6
‘o {Campus) ) {Campus 1.0y . .71 Dvision of Migrant Education (Circle)
‘ . - %, Certificate of Ellgibility ’ =
. ' ©.3.n_L0-2-7¢ ¢ - School Year - i .

. (Grads) (Schoo! Enroliment Date) ( M o\
v, . , r

This 18 ta certily that (8) ir “"50 1asl raveied atross (9 (Biat oot District] boundanies on (10) O 5=3 o- 78
{Name of Sludlm) {Clrcte) {MaiDayiYr)

fram (11} FL ?HSO 7 x 10 Us)w 'QL."'O .nnclg(m)_/ZM‘_LLAD_ ’
. (City/State—13st move) . (CNylSlall—Q stination) (Name of Wonm)
(14} (the cnlaqcr guardianior a memeer of the cnid's immediaie family} to obtain temporary.or uasonal cmploymcnl m‘
(Cl

jrcle)

» -

119 / 0 M.l.)m _Pa eMiva The above named student asrived in this (16) nool Olstriét} on (17)_2_&& ’
)

. (Tyge ot Warx) 7 (MoanyIYr)

n/
trom (15)S_G’_ﬁm%élt(ysl‘sﬁcl‘)ﬂ_&'s4l'§+°

The purpose of the Migrant Education Program and the Migrant Student Record Transter Syatem has been explained to me. Jtls ynderstood
nat scnooi and heaith recorcs wiil te transierrea to other SChOGCH AiSINCLS in whiCh a Student i$ enraiied and that these reccrds will be made
avanagip Lo me upon requast. | understand that in arder for 3 child 1o de enQibie far the migrant sducation program, the parent or guardian ot
the child must te, or must have deen, a m:qratory agncultural warker or a igratory fisher,

119) 20 ha 21

(Stgnature of person obtaining the inlormalldn oh orm.) (Signature bt Pirent or Guardlan) . (Oate)

9 . B {22) LG'guaqc used to explain the contents of this docum
. b slationship) .
e Spamish ___ English ___. Other (Specily) .

e

m ' @ @ (W Male T (5 eitndae______
3 . {Last Name) (First Name) -(Micdle 1) Female C ) (Mo/Day/fYr)

(6) Parent information, (N Varification © Birth Cartilicate
. . {Name of Father) C Oocument
v i ' Q None

Q Other . -
(Name of Mother) TN .
» . .
18) ' Birthplace: 19) , Homebase:
. {City/County-Country/State) {City and State)

(10) Grade.

(1) MigrantStatus: 1 2 3 4 § 8 3 (122 Cument Address: hd
‘ . (Clrcte) (Streat Addrlss and Numbaer)

& d
(13) State/School__ _ (14) School W Q é
. Enroliment . (City/StateiZip Code) - ,
v . Arrval Oste o Oate; o . N
. . (Mo/OayiYr) . {MoiDay:Yr) 0) W

(Tetephone No.)

(15) Guargian Information:. (1€)  Eligititity Termination Dala_‘—
' (Male) {Statds 3 or 6 onty) (MorCayiYr)

.

.

- . (Female)

(N Soectal Pragram ______ . - ™M g rawt ' !
(Status 1.2, 4. 5) (Name) \ . (Code)
only o lj

‘ . ~

‘ ‘Anite—LEA or Fiscal Agent Audit File —~ ot
Yellow—Terminal Operator (for ngwly \dentified students oniy) . N . :
Pink—Parent or Guardian ‘ . ADOM-C30R31 v,

l SECTION B Tiis section 18 i be compieted for newiy identified students-or to update information for previcusly identifled stulents. . )

FRIC e
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81.26 . (Page 1 of 2)
N v " { - 5 .
- T e FILE LAYQUT ‘ “
(JLABELED  [JUNLABELED i . page _t or2 l
LABEL 1D _ EVAMIGE2 TAPE NO, Yos¢ recent BY: ___Anna Beeson .
3LOCKS{ZE = CHARACTERS DATE, CREATED: 3/25/82
«  RECORD SiZE _210 _ CHARACTERS SUG. SCRATCH DATZ: Omgoing l
‘ i \ —— DENSITY 371
: SEQUENCE _ID, nanme
DESCRIPTION !VﬂlfﬂGBZ . . : » tilled IDs .
REMARKS ___ MEGAMIG l
‘ 1981-82 Mizrant Master File : -
) e ]SO HENS T ara ForMAT | FleLo nave ! REMARKS .
, iy o3 File Desiemation | tsggr :
4 ‘ 6 | 'School Code | (Curreat) ~
2 I 7 ] 8 | {Crade | (Cerrent) ) I
20 9 | 28 | Nage |
’ 7 29 | 35 | azsb 10 | / .
v %136 | lsex | , l
> 1 37 |37 | iEthnicity li:g-‘i’s;‘}gicf'ﬁmd'ni“i.
16 b8 | a3 | IBirchdate
: L Tw e e RN |
. 33, | 45 17 | Address (Same as STUD-file)
- | s 78 | 82 | Z4p Code . :
6 | 83 88 | {E11gibility date l
. 6 |18 o | Ternination. dace & ‘
' 4 95 | 98 | [Registration dace .} .
T 99 | 99 | " htgranc scacds” |16 l
3 100 {102 | 1981-82 [focal Days Served | (To Date) - ... .
e (203 {103 | [Parent Parcicipacion |37 § $iTeRts: A or Owo Parencs
. 1 106 1106 [P TEEITTE Wedical Expense |- M1 buc Demcise
, 1 105|105 | " [Medtenl Expense |- Dentisc . l
R . 1 106 106 - . Served by Health Sves| A
1 lior- j107 | 1981782 Iservice Scacus deServed; § = Not Served j
11 108 jus MSRTS Code 3 Characce: anesopic sede I
. A ]l3 119 ]121 1981/82 !Achi:vmtnc scorss | Fall Reading Total RS ° k o |
' 3 |3 122 {126 | 19s1/82 lAchievesent scores | fall Reading Tocal Sile
¢ | & lizs 1128 [iosissz, lachievenenc scores | 7a1l Reading Tocsl G.£, - I
, p {30 1129 '138 |mecears e1o1s dc for soreae 198152 ~ o
E 2 {139 lio | 1r9s0-s1 Gride ! e . .
Fl1 {161 141 11980-81. ° service, Stacus [1 = served ' l
¢ |20 [162 1161 | Repeacs Flelds 4D for 1980-81 | -
23 162 {184 | Repeacs fields|E-G for. 1979-80 ] I
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RECORD SZE _____ CHARACTERS _
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FILE LAYOUT

TAPE NGO, Yost Recent
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.
————————

PR

Y

Attachment F-3-.
(continued, page 2 of 2)

paGeE 2 OF 2.
ayY: Anna Beeson
DATE CREATED: 3/25/82
SUG, SCRATCH BATE:

———

DENSITY: 871
? SEQUENCE gD;S;ng -
(-1
DESCRIPTION _ EVPHIGE ,
REMARKS MEGAHMIG ’
: 1981-82 Migrant Master File L .
NO.OF] COUWWNS | para porwar |  FlewD nave |, REMARKS
23 185 | 207 | Repeats fields 2-G for 1978-79 { '
3 209 | 210 . {1982-83 School | (Projected for mext year)
| .
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‘ ¢
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. , . Attachment F-4
. 81.26 ’ ) (Page 1 of 2) ;
AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCEOOL DISTRICT (;
Office of Research and Evaluation

-

March 25, 1982 —

~

T0: ' Oscar Gantu
Al i / ‘~
FROM: . Catherine gﬁex .

SUBJECT: Studénts Served During the Fourth Six Weeks

-

.

Four students were sérved by a Miérant Program teacher during the fourth
six weeks who (according to our records) were dropped from the program
due to parent request., See below.-. :

3 b -

o

Name , Grade Séhool Date of Parent Request
Paula Amaro 7 Fulmore November, 1981
. Susan Mancillas K . Govalle February, 1982
Yen H. Fham 7 . o Martin Feébruary, 1982 .
Paul Rodriguez ' 3 ) Govalle vaember, 1981

Is this information correct? If the students have been dropped from the
program, then the teachers need to be ipformed if not please let us know
so we can update our recgrds.

e

Attached-is a list of students (served by Migrant Progfam teachers) for whom
we have no eligibility forms. Please send copies of their eligibility forms.

‘

.

.
Thanks : - ol
. .

i

cC:lg '
Enclosute

¥ -

APPROVED; /‘—7&6&&“&% 7°M ,é B

Director, Research an Evaluation ) t

-

cc: .Holly Nelson

l ;
. .

| l: ‘
« * "_
A ] il

. .
N

. ’




»

. o Attachment F-4

81,26 b : ) (cowfinned,°page 2:0f 2)
Need Eligibility Forms on These Students:
Name ¥ ’ School ’ “332 o Grade
Arrellano, Charlie -+ ' Highland Park * 0283979, 1
Capuchino, Adrian . Becker 1205311 4
Castelan, Ruben > 'Becker . 1306157 K
Campos, Felicita , “Allan : 1571321 , Pre-K
Cruz, Alicia . Highland Park 1758001 © 1
Fabian, Moses , Becker . 2340304 K
Hernandez, Sonia Anderson " 3459202 12
Lira, Eberto * Highlapd Park - 4637551 2
Lira, Esmeralda A Brooke | 4637552 K
Marquez, Javier - Allan 4886694 K
Murrieta, Melinda G. . Brooke . 5676301 4 )l
Murrieta, Christopher Highland Park 5676302 2
Murrieta, Steve i Highland Park 5676303 L2
Rodriguez, San Juana . Becker 6855704 K
Sandoval, Jose A. ‘Cook 7089951 + 75
. Sandoval, Dean N Allan 7089952 2
Sepulveda, Donny ’ Govalle 7288373 1
Trejo, Arlene Webb . - 8104882 6
Trejo, Carol Webb , 8104883 . -
Trejo, Connie _ Webb . 8104884 5
Trejo, Suzanne i Webb 8104885. 4
Trevino, Orlanda Martin ° 8112081 8
; 7
A .




Attachment F-5

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
"Office of Research and Evaluation

November 3, 1981

_ ?
TO: Kathleen -

(e
FROM: Cather: Caristner

SUBJECT: Free/Reduced Lunch and Special ;ducation Report on %igrant

Students v

f

<

Enclosed are the numbers we talked about last week.
* any questions or if you need further in‘ormation.

CC:1g
Enclosure

APPRO\(ED/% Z, g”ﬂ %é/

Director, Research and Evaluaﬂion

Ny

Call me if you have

i

.
- »
. - .
. " .

A
-

“
-

S

-

b

.
- .
. . . . :
: - - - . -. * -“' - '- -
' . vt m 3 .
I - v « . . . B . .
G~ . .. . 3
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o . " w Attachment F-6
81.26 . ‘ . . .

AUBTIN INDEPENDENT éCHOOL DISTRICT
Office: of Research and Evaluation . .

. March 9, 1982 /

TO: Holly NeC S . -
. - 1€E ‘ S
FROM: Catherin Fistner N
- \ .
SUBJECT: Lists of Termination Dates

. Enclosed are the two printouts you requested - one of currently migrant
students, by schooi listed in order of their termination dates and the
other of formerly migrant students, by school, listed in’ order of their

tnrmination dates\ ) . N

In the near future we'll update the MSRTS numbers, so, let me know if

you waant any othar printouts at that time. 3
~ CC:ibw ’

Enc.

cc: Oscar Cantﬁ

Approved )71/% 7%/(‘-5( Lego ‘ _‘ | .

*Director, Office of Resedrch and Evaluacion

-

‘3




- CC:lg

. ' * Attachment F-7
81.26 *
AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT ” .
* Office of Research.and Evaluation
‘ March 10, 1982 ‘ R
TO: Oscar Cdnty y
Jose Mata
FROM: Catheé;%e Christner ) -

SUBJECT: Preliminary Projections of School locations for Migrant Students
in 1982-83 R 4 '

Enclosed are,the preliminary projections of locations of mlgrant students

for 1982-83. Rememb®r these data will be ‘constantly updated in the future,
sp there will be changes. Also the achievement test data are not availatle
(since testing occurs in April) at this time, These data will be available
by this summer.

3

Please call me with any questions.

»

“Enclosures . .

/ ®
- ?
APPROVED: «‘// ?"(Z"g[éa

Diréctor, Researcb/and,Evaluation

‘

. ¢cc: Lee lLaws

-~

- . -
B . ? . .
):_ . . - . L . .
. - 4 L
o . - . . . s -
Il ‘N N T N I G R A e ..
. . ' P L ae . P N . . PO N

i

o

. .
. N .

i
i

s

- &

4 .
“wr .

3




L

" 81.26 . ) Attachment F-8
¥y . "
AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT )
Office of Research and Evaluation o~ f>
- e
May 4, 1982
T0: . Oscar Cantu : ' : . p

FROM: Cat:her().?ecc{ris tner ~ ' ‘ , >

SUBJECT: Migrant Family Mailing Labels

.
i

3
-

Enclosed are the labels you requested for the pre-K mailout.

CC:lg . . ) , " =
Enclosure .
‘ce: Lee Laws ) :'k )
APPROVED.J; 218 [Z A %{& ]
Director, Research and Ev;fuation . ‘
: \ . Ty e
% P4 Al
.
?
"ﬁ‘:"i »
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Attachment K F-9
ENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT

Office of Research and Evaluation
. LS

May 25, 1982

AUSTIN INDEP
TO: Jameséizj? .
< 4
: FROM: Catherin® Christner
SUBJECT:

Oscar ‘Canty forwarded
for the Superintendent's Report.,.
I hope meets your needs, These nu

eligible migrants and who wers enr
school year,

Please let me know if you have any

CC:lg -

Numbers of Migrant Students in AISD

>

-
t

your request to me for numbers of migfant Students

Enclosed is a copy of a printout which
mbers include all students who were
olled ia AISD at some point during this

questions or other needs in this area.

Enclosure -
cc: Osear Cantir- e
Lee Laws ~
rf,‘& ,‘5‘1
S L
N
\i4", % APPROVED /;x/[,('(/( UL, : ’
= *  Difector, Research and Ejﬁluation .
<
°
H
. .
+
:Q.\) .
25 -

-

i,

.
‘ :
‘ :
iR N . -

!

.

o

«

P

-.'
[

v

™ - ’ - - - \- -, |
- R N »
. s . B
3

v 4

.
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MIGRANT STUDENT ATTENDANCE RECORD




81.26’ - y v ¢

Ins:tumeﬁt Description: Migrant Student AF:endance Record

- 3rief descrincion of the inserment:

The Migrant Student Attendance Record was computed-generated each six weeks with an
up-to-date list of Migrant Program scudents. The following data were on the form
or entered by the teacher: school, teacher, student name, AISD ID, grade, ethnicity,
type’ of instruction, parent participation, and attendance during each day of the »
six-veéks period. . - '

\ Co-

To_asticm was che instmment administared?

The attendance records were completed by the Migrant Program teachers on each stu-
dent they' served during each six weeks. This attendance record only reflected ser-/
vice by the Migrant Program teachers - not schoolwide daily attendance of these
students, - "

€

*} Zow zany simes was the ingtiment administarsd?

Dailé'ftdm August 24, 1981 chrough May 27, 1982. . . .

“hen was the instxument administared?

Daily on school days. . . : N

soere was the instmmant adndniscared? & -

In 2 location of the teacher's choica. .
’ . AY .

*
who. admizdiszarad <he ifascmumane?

The Migrant Program teachers.

What sTainding did the adainistracors Lave?

-

Wricten instructions were provided.

* -

’

das she inszxment administersd undar standarzdized candizions?
)

L~ 8
Not applicable.

Wezs rhare aycblams csizh she Imgsrement or the admiaissratisn zhas =mizhe
Zsct thae validise of =he data? . ’

4. None were identified.

N ' ‘

o davalooed she Inscrumanz?

2

IS .

The instrumeat was developed and modified by the Title I Migranc evaluators,

' present and past. }

¢

Whal wallapilier and validier daca are available on <ha {nseruman=?

-‘ - -

b

>

g

.

Are shers sormy daza awallabls far {nsoyorating zie wasulzs?

é

] s | .

] i

E , | , S .

. - 132 | : .
R ——— -




81.26 | '

MIGRANT STUDENT ATTENDANCE RECORD
Purpose

The Migrant Student Attendance Record was completed by the Migrant Program
teachers in order to obtain information relevant to the following decision
and evaluation-questions: : . ' ' ‘ ! 2

Decision Question D1-5: Should the Prekindergarten Instructional
Component be continued as it is, modified, or deleted?

.

Evaluation Question DI-5. How many pre-K students did
Migrant Program teachers serve?

a) What number and percent of eligible pre-K students
" received services from a Migrant Program teacher?
4 . . .

b) What was the average number of pre-K students seen
‘  daily by a Migrant Program teacher during each six-weeks
period? .

oY

Ny

c) What was the average number of pre-K students served by
" a Migrant Program teacher during each six~weeks period?

. . e
d) What was the average number of days of instruction

received by pre-K students during each six-weeks period?
Evaluation Question D2-4., How many K-12 students did
Migrant Program teachers serve? ’

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

?

b) What was the average number of K-12 students seen
' daily by a Migrant Program teacher during each six-
weeks period? -

—~— c) What was the average number of K-12 students served by
: a Migrant Program teacher during each six-weeks period?

7

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

-

1

Procedure
Attendance data for students served by a Migrant Program teacher were collected
‘using the Migrant Student Attendance Record (Attachment G-1). At
the beginning of the school year the Migrant Program teachers were sent an
introduct@®ty memo (Attachment G-2) and a set of directions (Attachment G~3),
along with the attendance form for the first six weeks. For the first time ‘
the form was computer-generated each six weeké'(sgg AISD program @G—AFORMQlﬁl).

J.

. .
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. . -
N . .
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A carbon copy was included so the teachers could have their own record. This"

way teachers could be provided with updated information during the year and
hopefully be saved time because the names of the students (along with identi-
fying information)were already included. Space was provided for additional
names to be added by the teacher. New forms were sent to the teachers right
beforg the beginning of each six-weeks period along with a reminder (Attach-
ment G~4) to send in the completed attendance ‘forms from the preceding six
weeks.

When the completed forms were returned to ORE, the number oi/days each stu-
dent received instructional services was tallied by the Migriant Evaluation
Secretary. The attendance records were then keypunched and verified according
to the card file layout in Attachment G~5. ‘

The attendance data were stored at AISD and also analyzed here. The attendance
data for each six weeks are stored on EVPATT82, Program MG~CSORTP1P2 sortBVby

ID and name. MGATMCHP1#2 compares the attendance file with the Migrant Program
Student Master File (Mig '82). This checks for discrepancies and prints a list
of mismatched students and updates the service stdtus code on MIG '82. The
attendance file is then checked and corrected by hand., MGATSRIA1fl sorts by
school, grade, and name and calculates the percentages of days served by school,
grade, and total. MGATMCHP193 merges MIG '82 and the attendance file to build
EVPMRGAL (which is updated regularly) and this file contains the data from which '
the attendance forms for each six weeks are produced (using program MGAFORMP101).
MGALSRTP1P1 sorts by school, grade, name, and doe$ analyses for summary data '

- .
¥
. . .

for each school, grade, and overall totals. An example of the by-schoolwdata
produced are in Attachments G-6 through G~8. Attendance summaries for the
District for each six weeks are included in Attachments G~9 through G-14.

. ~
-
4 . "
< ‘.
- -, . - v

_ - Results O B
o * , - - M. -

Evaluation Question D1-5: _ How many pre-K gtudents did Migrant Program teachers

" ' serve? . . . l\

!

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

1

A total of 137 eligible pre-K students were served in 1981-82. ® The .percent ' '
of eligible students being seen each six weeks ranged from 91.5% to 98.3%.
The number of students served is down slightly from the 141 served in
- 1980-81. l
; ) ‘?’g
b) What was the average number of pre-K students seen daily by a Migrant r
Program teacher during a six-weeks period? . l -

Across the 51x—weeks periods, the average daily attendance was 13 students,

down slightly from the 14 students on the average seen in 1980-81. This l
may be a partial reflection of the .smaller class size in 1981-82, than in

1980Q-81. ' : :




¢) - Whag was the average number of students served by a Migrant Program’
téacher during a six-weeks period?
The average number 6f students served was 120, This is a decrease from the
'1980-81 figure of 131 students. This may partially (at least) reflect the
limit of class size to 16 in 1981-82 whereas in 1980-81 the limit was 20
students. o

-k . s .
. .

’

d) What was the average number of days of instruction received by pre—K
& students during a six-weeks period7 .
The average number of days serted was 25, ThlS is up one day from the figure
of 24 days- in 1980-81. '

Evaluation Question D2-4: How many grade K-12 students did Migrant Program
teachers serve?

e
C TR

*

a) What number and percentage of. eligible K-12 students receiyjed .
services from a Migrant Program teacher?
Over the entire school year, ‘including students who had withdrawn' from school
at some point (but who were served) 637 K-12 students were seen by a Migrant
Program teacher. See Figure G-1. If just students who were in school the
last six weeks are considered, 534 students were seen. This is up frdm the
1980—81 figure of 517 students. . S

There continues to be much variance in the number of ellgible students
served at each levels 60.7%~72.9% of the eligible K-6 students; 69.7%-77.1%

2; the eligible junior high students; and 45.6% to 53.8% of the eligible

enior high students. These same figures for 1980-81 were: 63-77% of the
eligible K-6 students; 78-87% of the eligible junior high students; and 33-37%
of the ellglble senior high students. In comparing the two years, there was

a drop in the percent of eligible students served at the K-8 grade levels;
while there was an increase in the percent of ellgible students served at the
Senlof high level. :

b) What was the average number of K-12.students seen daily by a Migrant
v " Program téacher during’a six-weeks period?

¢

,Kr6 .

1
3

The average daily attendance was 28 students per teacher, up from the 22 °
students seen on. the average in 1980-81. This may be a reflection of spreading
of teachers across more schools by the Migrant Program, splitting funding sources

-
,

& .
i S TN W aE s O B e o s
- )
- .
s

. with other progradls such as Title I or SCE,or just having half-time teachers

l'\ " . 1in severali.cases. .
7-8 \

l The average daily attendance at the junior high level was 20 students. This )

‘is an increase over the 18 student average in 1980-81. This increase is
especially impressive in that only one of the four teachers at this level was

G-5
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full<time the rest were: 40%, 60%, and 80% time.

.

9-12  a

At the senior level, the average daily attendance was 27 students. 'This.ig

~‘up considerably from the 1980-81 figure of 16 students per teacher. .

c) What was the average number of K-12 students served by a Migrant
Program teacher during a six-weeks period? ° '

K=6 ., . '

The average number.of students served was 284. This is greater than the
average of 246 students served in 1980-8l. This may reflect the better
apportioning of Migrant Program resources to pay for parttime teachers to
reach more students, . . -

-8

The average number of janior high students seen was 78,  This is up one stu-
‘dent from the 1980-81 level of 77. ' : o . o

.
- .

An average of 108 senior high students were seen. This is a considerable
increase over the average of 75 students’ seen in 1980-81. This partially
reflects a full, year of having a tedcher at Crockett (she began in the spring
of 1981). < . . -

v ,
»
%

As in previous years, the teaching loads at this level varied greatly among
the teachers from a low of 17 to a‘high of 37 students.
EY ’
d) What was the average number of days of instruction received by K-12
students during a six-weeks period? -

-

K=6 - ‘ o ' c . . . : . e

Eighteen days was the average number of days K=-6 students were served. This

is a one day decrease from the average of 19 days for K-6 students in 1980-81.
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The junior high students on the average were served 20 days. This is a slight .~

increaSe over °‘the 19~ day average for.l980—81.

‘.1- Ra)

9-12 . . S

. o

The 9th=12th graders recexyed an average of 21 days of instruction per six
weeks, This is down one d4y from the 22 days seen, on the average, from
1980 8lg e . - ¢ . ’ ’
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t

3

Miscellaneous ] ‘ s

o

- Attachments G-9 through G-14 are summary data charts for each six—weeks
period in 1981-82., They contain the data used to complete the figurds
mentioned‘heretofore“for 1981-82. L

Injé}gure g—l are the figures for the total number of days seen by students

at-éach grade level, 'The numbers c°nfirm the relative stability of the

. population in.that 56% were seen for 91 days or more. These figures are -
similar to the 1980-81 figures. The pre-K children were the more stable
group, 83.7% of them being served 91 or mbre days. The kindergarten chil-
dren were the least stable with only 21 5% being seen for 91 days or more,

\
X

In Figure -2 are given the number of students served by grade and ethnicity.
Ninety-three and four-tenths percent of those seen were of Hispanic back~,
- ground.
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Figure G-~l1. NUMBER OF STUDENTS RECEIVING INSTRUCTIONAL SERVICES BY MIGﬁANT )

+PROGRAM TEACHERS AT SOME POINT DURING 1981-82 ,BROKEN DOWN BY
NUMBER OF DAYS OF SERVICE
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* . . % Y .
Grade _ ETHNICITY ° :
Amer. Indian_\_ Black ~ Other . Hispanic Anglo Total
Pre-K Tt 2 .0 128 5 135
K 0 2 162 14 )
1, ‘ 1 1 o2 86 2 92
2 0L 4 o . 56 1 el
3 "0 0 0 4L 1 42
- .0 o Tl 49 1 51° '\J
Ts. \ 0 0 0 36 1 37 .\
6 o . 0 0 29 o 29
Elementary , 1 7 4 359 20’ 391
N 1, 1 e 0 51
8 o "0 1 0 . - 39 1. 41
Junior High 0 2 5 88 oy 1 92" - U=
9 0 - b 0 “e4 .2 70
10 0 0 0 39 0 39
11 ' 0 1 0 26 0 27
C 12 0 | 0 17 o - 18
Senior High 0 6 0 146 2 . 154
% t ' i
“Hotal S SR ' A 721 28 772

Figure.G-2, NUMBER OF ELI(;:IBLE MIGRANT STUDENTS SERVED BY' A MIGRANTLPROGRAM_
.TEAGHER AT SOME POINT DURING 1981-82, BY GRADE AND ETHNICITY.
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81.26 ’ ‘ Attachment G-2

[

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
Office of Research and Evaluation

)

; ~ August 19, 1981

_TO: . Title I Migrant Teachers ' ' \ ' ‘
.o % . .
FROM: %then}@@i)tner, Title I Migrant Evaluator oL

N .

SUBJECT: - Migrant Student Attendance Records for 1981-82

X ’ N . p
) P , . .
Accompanying this memo ave the Migrant Student Attendance Records for the ’
first six-weeks period of 1981-82. They have been changed considerably
since last year. In order to save you time we'have computer generated the
_ forms with the students' names, IDs, grades, and ethnicities already com-

pleted. Additional, space is included to add students who are no§ listed, 4
but whom you are serving. This' list will be updated for each of the . .
siz weeks periods as we get additional information from you, the
District's Student Master File, or the Migrant Program.
These forms should also sefve to remind you of the .eligible migrant stu-
"dents at your schoolw . K
Please read, the enclosed erectzons very carefully before campletzng the
forms., 1 have enclosed an example of a completed form for additiogal
clarification. If you have any questions pleaSe feel free to call me.
The week §efore each new six-weeks period you will ‘receive a reminder from
me to send in your Attendance Records plus-a new.set of. Attendance Records for
the next six weeks., Please send me the original of the completed forms .
and keep the carbon copy for your records. ‘e . . o -

. Your cooperation and assistance in this matter is greatly appreciated.

.

CC:lg ) - . R ) v - .
Enclosures , ‘ .

APPROVED: %%%L)W e
. Diredtor, Research and Fvalua ﬁ; ( . <,
APPROVED: / zbfcéw/ / -

Acting Assistant Bupgripfendent! for Secondary Education

oo AL IV UL~ s

Assistant Superintendent for Elemgntary Education

cc: Lawrence Buford José Mata . ‘
Lee Laws - Principals of Schools with Migrant Teachexs
Oscar Cantw J. M. Richard . .
Maud Sims . Hermelinda Rodriguez
Timy Baranoff IS
my',- rano .. . ,\ G"ll . , 144}
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.| 81.26 ’ d ' ' Attachment G-3
(Page 1 of 3) .

msmucr_rous: MIGRANT STUDENT ATTENDANCE RECORD

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

First six-weeks period August 24, 1981 —= October 2, 1981 °
_Second six-weeks periocd October 5, 198% -- Novémber 13, 1981
Third six-weeks period -November 16, 1981 =~ January 13, 1982:
Faurth 'six-weeks period Janyary" 18, 1982 —-. February 26, 1982
Fifth' six-weeks period March 1, 1982 — April, 16, 1982 . °
Sixth six-weeks period April 19, 1982 -- Mam 27 1982 Lo

[}

entered for those students listed, please check this information to he sure
\\\~_,§t is cotrect. If it is incorrect or incomplete, cross out what is incorrect
and add the correct or additional information. , s

Although the name, AISD ID (if available), grade, and ethnicity will be ‘\\\\\;

After each grade there is a break for you to add the names (and other iden=-
tifying information) of any additional migrant students you have served . this
six .weeks. For students listed who you did not serve at all, just leave the {
attendance information for ,them blank. '
An example of a completed Attendance Record is included to help clarify how .
to complete the form. .

Complete the Migrant Student Attendance Record. daily by fpllowing the direor
tions listed below. Include on the form any migrant students yqQu have seenr “~ ‘
(even if you saw the, student oply once) during‘the gix-weeks period.

@

: "Each student's name should be listed as it appears on the
b MSRTS blue form. Please put the last name first, then a
space, and then put the first name. Do not use nicknames. .
AISD ID: This is the District's sevén-digit identification code number for N
each student. It should be listed in the student s cumulative
folder. \{ . _ D

: %BAQ§: The student's current grade should‘be entered here. '

3
L
v

ﬂ%ﬁl%lﬂ' Use the following codes to record the-students® ethnicities.
ETH

3
.

e . 1= American Indian: A person having origing in any of the
original peoples of North American. . . ’ .-

2 = Asian or Pacific Islander: .A person having origins in any
of the original peoples of the Far East, Southeast Asia, or
the Pacific Islands. "This area includes, for example, China,

" Japan, Korea, Viet Nam, the Philippine Islands, and Sdmoa.

- 3= Black,ﬁnot of Hispanic Qrigin: A person'having origins in
any of the black racial groups. ' o

T, 14y
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"} , . . Attachment G-3 °
81.26 - \ : - - (continued, page 2 of 3)
p s A person of Mexican, Puerto Rican, Cuban, Central
or South American, or other Spanish culture (or origin),
regardless of race.

5= énglo, not of Hispanie Origin. A person having origins in

any of the original peoples of Europe, North Africa, the
Middle .East, or the Indian subcontinent. , b

under which each stydent receives instruction from the;Migrant
teacher. . Use the. following codes to record the type of instruc-
tionaused for each student Served. '

‘1N%IBU§§19N} The box under this heading is used to record the conditions
INST

1= Student leaves his/her regular*class in order to receive
instruction from the Migrant teacher in some other loca~- .
tion. " (Lab or Resource Room) ’ ’

¢ 2 = Migrant teacher enters the studeént’s regular classroom in
order to provide instruction. (Teaming) .

3 = Student is registered for a regularly-soheduled class
taught by.the Migrant teacher. '

4 = QOther. Please'specify what other instructional mode was
used. . .

Under this category is a columm for each ddy in the’ six—weeks
attendance period. Use these colummns to record for each stu-’
dent served (sometime during the six-weeks period) the days.
they were and were not served by the Migrant teacher. Use the
following codes: . - :

i7 ’ .
X'= Student does not receive services due to student absence,

teacher absence, $ield trip, staff development, the with- ' )
drawal of that student from school, etc. ) -

»
o E
e

-

| = -Student was present this date. and received instruction from
the Migrant teacher. y

e, ‘ ™.
' The column under “this heading is used to record parent S
EPAR PART§ participation in the Migrant Program. Any of the
, . following activities should be included as parent
o 7 participation: the parents participated.in the .class-

S room} the parents were in a conference with the teacher;
s and the teacher visited the home of the parent. One of

' the following three numerical codes should be entered fog
each student served. :

\.

: ' 0 = No parental participation. .
1= One parent participated.

2= Two parents participated.‘
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MIGRANT STUDENT ATTENOANCE RECORD

P |

(AUSTIN xnoevenoenr SCHODL DISTRICT SCHoOL s BLUEBONNET RIGH {0i2i
. '‘UFEICE DF RESEARCH AND EVALUAIICN TEACHERs MIKE_MABIINEZ _____-_
PULT ION CONEt 1=STUDENT LEAVES REGULAR CLASS (LAB OR RESOURCE RCOM) ATTENDANCE CODE: X=$TUDENT DUES NOT RECEIVE SERVICE
2=MIGRAMT TEACHER ENTERS REGULAR CLASSRDOM (TEAMING) /=STUDENT RECEIVES SERVICES
3xSTUDENT REGISTERED FOR SPECIAL MIGRANT CLASS e .
4=DTHER (SPECIFY) . : PARENT AL 0=t PARENTAL PARTICIPATION
PART ICIPATION: 1=ONE PARENY PARTICIPATION
2=THO PARENT PARTICIPATION
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. : Attachment '
81.26 AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT achmeat G-4 -

Office:of Research and Evaluation .

hd >

TO: - Title ] Migrant Teachers . . 7/ ‘
FROM: - Cathe istner A , o ’

SUBJECY: Migrant Student Attendancé Record Reminder : .

This memo is to remind you to please send in your completed Migrant
Student Attendance Records. The carbon copies are for your records»

Enclosed are the Attehndance Records for the next six weeks.

Thank you for your cooperation;

-

CC:lg
Enclosures.

APPROVED:,g[LJ/L&-_ o) %féé(ﬁ/ .

Research and Evaluation\ R

APPROVED: :
' Acting Assistant Supérintendent for Secondary Education

_‘ APPRov;:D‘z 47//4 WZU.//)/ /4//721

Assistant Superintendent for Elementary Education

E 1 o —

‘ce: Lawrence Buford g ' T e o »

Lee Laws '

Oscar Canth
. Maud Sims ’ Ca
.. Timy Baranoff

José Mata- '

Principals of ‘Schools with Migrant Teachers . Lt .
. J. M. Richard = .
. Hermelinda Rodriguez
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FILEID A /R /T CARD FILE LAYOUT LOCATION: :
f — .
PROGRAM: Title I Migrant ° ; ~AISD) /~ (/%/}7'7”3,2;0/ o @
- S o
YEAR: = 1981-82 S UT PF , , o
: ' ' acct. pass. file name
CONTENTS: Migrant Student Attendance Record R . ~
Field | Columns- ﬁescrfption : v
o) 1-3 ° File ID = ART . “ '
b4 Week: 1 = First 6 weeks; 2 = 2nd 6 weeks; 3 * 3rd 6 weeks; etc. .
25=7 School Code ' L .l S
v "8-9 Teacher  Code. CoF = E !
10-29 Student Name: Lash Name V¥space) First Name‘(épace) Middle }hitiai op Name’
S k ) ' . )
\ '30-36 . AISD If) Number o \ .
37—28 Grade: Pre-K = —f;,K = 00; 1 =01; 2 = 02 etc. . .
‘ + 139-39 Ethnicity: -1 = American Ind&anﬁ 2 = Asianj 3 = Black, 4 = Hispanic; 5 = Ahglo
' .1 40-40 _Type of Instruction: 1 = Lab or Resource Room; 2 = Teaming; 3 = Migrant Class;
4 = Other ' .
. _ W SR XY -}
) 41-41 Parent Partlcipation: 0 = No parent participation; 1 = One parent paréicibation; g
. ; - {09
. [ . . m
2 = two parent participation v iAn -
- = ) - : - n ) EP J o
42-43 X = Student does not receive sercices-(number of X's 1in box) o
i — S
» ‘ \ ) s . . i . ’ ‘
44-45 / = Student receives services (number of /5 1in box) S
. ' -

3

°

’

A

Pagq_z_pf /

-

3!

If a column is blank,on.the form - leavé 2 blank on the card."

S-9 JusWYdEIIY




07
08
09
10
11

13

15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
23

12,
14

26 = Debra Roddin - Anderson

ﬂlﬂlllllllolll\ﬂlll,l

01 = Hermides Biel -~ Allison™
02 = Marie Mayfield - Becker
03- = Linda Rodriguez - Brooke

" Q4 = M. A:. Ramirez - Brooke

05 = Shirley Trejo = Dawson.
06,

Bonnie Bahr - Dawson
Anna Garza - Govalle

Beth Northrup - Highland Park

Jean Gospin - Metz
Dorothy Martinez - Metz -
Susan Webb - Ortega ,
Ofelia Saucedo =~ Sanchez
Carol Peterson - Ridgetop
Nelda Alvarado -St. Elmo
Nancy Toyar - Allan

Jo Ann ‘Hinte - Allan
Edelmira Saenz - Zavala
Delia Saenz - Cook

Sylvia Lomas - Webb

o

Frank Garza - Fulmore Jr. High
Rosi Reyes - 0. Henry Jr. High
Velma Menchaca - Porter/Crockett
Shawn Miller - Martin Jr. High .

Nabor Flores - Johnston
Nicolas Carrasco - Travis

-~

Attachment G-5 . |
(continued, page 2 of 2)
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\ INSTRUCTION PROVIDED 'BY MIGRANT TEIACHER('S)

FOR THE First gIxX WEEKS AT Highland Park

¢ NUMBER OF DAYS IN THIS SIX WEEKS: . '29

- - . . Tercemt of
l Poccent of Aversge Number Averege Percent Petceot of Percent of Percent of Forcent of - :‘“:2‘ .

g GRADE/ Nuaber o2 ‘tiiglivte of Daye of of Days In $ix Studenta Students Served Studente Served Studente Served esticipation
-~ LEVEL Studante Studente Instruction Vesks n Wilch Served Vis Teow . Vie Spectel Vie Other 9"-’ Two
Served Served | Rec'd by Students Students Scrved Vie tabe Tesching filgrent Clese Hethode Parcnt fareut

PRE-K )
SR M St e S S o GRS W e WU v W GuE) SR S St bas unn v Gu SRR GuED SSv Sy S S Gnw ey St Gy el WY SR G vy Smme e cem own wee e ot Gu 4 ey G Somb GuEg WD QU YN g w‘-_———* "—a—- —— e Suy &

K » .

1 18 78.3% | 14.2 48.9% 0% wox - | 0z 0% 0% 0%
14 82.4% 11.9 41,1% 0% < 100% 0% 0% 0% 0% -

s ]83.3% 8.8 30.3%x | 20% | .80% 0% ooz - | oox | ok

-~

—.—.-’——-J A SR SuED GmE) U ofhd W) Wu Sume GRw Gmnp }-—.---—-“-—-u S St Wt G GE0) SEED S W WD S SIS o oma ovmn W v paty ey Gof HuD Sve e SR W wn Sewe O~ -‘—-.—-——1 —.——-—1-—.;-——'-

erem. 1 37 80.4% 12.6 43.4% | 2.7% 97.3% 0z 0% 0% 0%

.
PR, Wyrspmspany s PP T ettt ikt tadmadesshmadendend ey tendenden ke donkey donlondondendontonios aadendeandandendendantasd et S et sums st e sy s et Snie Soanp e — o Sy o
>

> 8T-9

8 * N ) i ) E B

LT TR o X PR Y el o o s Do Aok ety o 1t s e penPors ol man svt mass e wmen o B e Svnt Wy S ey ool VS GuE M T S Gt Sep Pl S GUS Gt eu $hene Gl S o w— e o Prve bave W &

JR. HIGH : .

! iy Gt Samg G Sl sy G sk S G e Sy Gy By G S fot G St Sl GRS Gt ST Se- R Sy SV G ung S -4 Senp g e etas SHap SRt GUl ST Gl g Sp S Sy ———“————’ —d'—-~~-—1 ~~~.-~.~_-“.
9 i . . - E"
2 . s 1
10
11
.
12 ’ N s . -
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- 1981-82
INSTRUCTION PROVIDED BY -MIGRANT TEACHER(S)

FOR THE _20¢__ SIX WEEKS AT _Daveon

. . o N » >
. . . . . i .
e
: 4

NUMBER OF DAYS IN THIS SIX WEEKS: _ 28

NV | TR Fr e By gl I Sl e S oy B
GRADE/ or o Siigible [ Yo & . . . o. » $ix “:u . a:.: Tve v 'Y : Tve
LEVEL :::::;n :::::" :::E:uc :;.:tuuu ‘:‘\;:Ita ::::‘ :.h !:ba ;::f:"' 't‘!:;t::: (‘:l.:n
16 | 100% 23.8 84 .8% 0.02_ | o0z | _}_(_)9_’7:_ ]
_ 1. | s50.0% | 24.3 86.72 | 1007 | 0.0% 0.0%
8 57.1% | 22.0 78.6% 100% 0.0% 0.0%
3 33.3% | 21.7 & 77.4% 1007 0.0% 0.0%
5 62.5% | 19.4 - 69.3% 1007 0.0% 0.0%
1 20.0% 8.0 28,6% 100% 0.0% 0.0%
6 75.0%2 | 23.8 85.1% ' | 100z 0.0% 0.0%
37 s1.4% | o22.3 79.6% 81.1%2 | 18.9% 0. 0%

s ommp oy bewt oump

o
o s Gump SuS Sonf S S v S0 B0 o4
.

o Sub pumt sune oump G Sy Srned

fete o ump gt arnt Bt o

B —
Gt SRt Sums oues S - AP Pu Seves Sump Bee 4

st Gt Pnag BO0 Suep o

v L4
f Gun oump amet et ey g o>

e st Sy ump Sume ume it SO

e g sl Sy (S G ump =4

»

T
beror
5?5‘:5:::.“-‘ . gfteggﬁlm‘i::o
Hetheds * | Parent %‘rent

—

—2-.-9!2-———- -—-:iz- él-.——‘
0.0%) 0.92 0.0%
0.0% 0.0%]0.0%
0.0% 0.0%210.0%
0.0%, .0z 0. 0%

£ 0.0% .0% [0.0%
0.0% .0.0%0.0%.
0.0% 0.0%}0.0%

Sy Pu Gum Gueis Dui) Guup Qb U ——Fﬁl_~—.
0.0% -A-Q-Ig]l- QJ.Q"-’-

JR. HIGH o - - - | et e Gar s, ey S (e ool Ao S e Gt Py G S-St et o Por Gaap et SN Gump Gump S B8 St - VAN Sinep Su) WA Sy e et St S S Uy um B ut S St Geat S Se Sum0 Sump Sut B
9 e ' -
i
- 10 '

R I =

.Y \
12 + - ‘— - il | e et e S0 Gump oo Sump S G SOU St -_—.-———:' s G S et Gy gy 2549 o~ S GuD gy Sue (unt S St (s D Gt Gt S D00R g s &
SR.HIGH
TOTAL 53 .60:2% 22,7 81,127 | 56.6% 13.2% 30.22‘ 0.07 17.0% JL.9%
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‘v

INSTRUCTION PROVIDED: BY MIGRANT TEACHER(S)
" 'FOR THE _5th__ SIX WEEKS AT _ Johnston. -

9C°18,

. o * NUMBER OF DAYS IN THIS SIX WEEKS: 28

Parcent of

. . . Perent =
Peccent of Averege Muaber Avetege Percant Petcent of Petcent of , Tescent of Pavcent of
GRADE/ Waber of ;;:.::1.. ol Daye of of Deye In Six Studente Studeats-Berved Studinte Served Studente Gesved '""f"";‘”
lEVEE Studente Btedente Iastrvctien Weeke a Wikch Served Vie Teew via spactel Vie Othey One wo
Secved Segvid Rac'd. by Studente Studente Served Yie Labs Teaching Higreat Cleee ., tathede Parent !nfgnt
PRE K . . . ’ -, .
ey ST Sane G bt el cunt Gond S Sl SN Sgh4 Suul) G S SED SES he Gutt G0y S oo Sump S o) S o Sty VIR (e S Sl GRap Gugl S Sump Gl = 1 T X X ¥ 1 P“~-~—'—-F —n-—,—-—— ~.~—- L1 X 1 ) .
K . _5»‘ ¥ O . N .
. - : * - ‘ . >
! ’ A \
¥ ol N , . * .
N td
\ 2 -~ .
+ 3 ) . "
4 4 B}
Jos , v
o L]
] .
- Sl st e UP) G Srl Sh Ped DD Gaaed it et g g S B fes Same une Sump Sumd Saap Shem Surd 2001 Ry GRS Sond Sump Goul SoPe fumy SN Pes fump S n————.—-".—w S o inet s g s st be ) Sue it Sump Sue Bous e St -1 ——’-—‘—.l—."
ELEM. - . ( A .
et Sun S oS et G =0 SrEn Gamg s Sump ol Snmd GIND Sul S s v 4-—-—~--': d;—‘—-—‘l _—n.-~—I~~—-~~—— bovue puat Sed Gt Pang g gang cne feung SuEp S Sy S4B SR U Y —— vl
7 : o . .
. B8 ’ ’ hJ L T '
) vl .ot Getd St -f i QD SN GEND Sul Hdhe D D Seud Sumg Ehan _-—-~~—H ~'H—“—~—h——~-~ fos Snath ot @R Bt Gums Sron P D S S Sond Sy pam onfl aumy GEE) Sunp Gy Shumy Puam G S jruw Giwe oman o Smns b
’
JN. MIGH . . . "-. )
E“""""""" -—~—’~P ~~~~~m fu oty Sung Suen Suwe Sump hany Gu4 —-~~—~~'—~—*—1ﬂn~~~—“ﬂ o Suay —naﬂ ~--~~~.~ oy e Suh PP Nl S N

-9 6 . 28.6% 22,7 . '81.0% -} 0.0% 0.0% .100.0% 0.0% 6.7% 116.7%

-

10 6 42.9% 26.0- 92.9% 0.0% "} - 0.0% 100, 0% 0.6 " ]0.0%2 | 0.0%

"1\55 11 g 2 20.0% 25.0 89.3% | 0.0% 0.0z , | 100.0% '6,02 0.0% o'._oz
' 12 4 33.3% 21.8 . ©77.7% |+ 0.0% 0.0% 100,0% 0. <

-~
)
OL O‘OZ‘ - ‘
Gt Sy Gt St pot 0 J G ST Smne Bt SHND iR FURD Grd Gump Snd Gve jests oy ot puat S0l Bl Dve o 2008 G0np Bed Pumt Sl EE 014 U e Pk UuE e fon Sune Pt Gt Svl Baie S 404 —d-—-.o-u——h--m-u Sy gump i IRy gun ot it mmat S0 &
. -

sn.men | 18 31.6% 23.8 85.1%" 0.0% 0.0% 100, 0% 0,0% _~ MZ..L&.S

TOTAL

eqa_ JuaWYOBI IV

<

-
. PR ¥
" - . ’ - * ’

: . - a .
. . . :
v . . . B . soan e . e . . -




------_------------
i 198182
o ' . ’ Note: Pre-K classes began a

INSTRUCTION PROVIDED BY MICRANT TEACHER(S) week after the first
) - 8lx weeks started.

FOR THE First SIX WEEKS AT AISD

MMBER OF DAYS IN THIS SIX WEEKS: _ 29

Pegcent of

Peccent of . ] Averege Nuabet Averege Percent f" et of Petcent of © Petcent of ‘ ) Peccont of Pateot

Musber of < gligible of Baye of [ of Daye in Six Studente Studeate Served Studente Served Studente Served Pesttolpetion
Studente Studente Inateuction Weeke fn Vhich Setved Yie Teem e Speciel ¥ie Other One Tvo
Served Served Rec'd. by Studente Studente Served Teoaching Higcant Clase Hethedo Parcpt [Fareut

123 ] 96.9% | 19.8 : 0% 100. 0% 0% 68.3%| 17.1%

—l-l—T—u--———.. e Somm somn Gue Gy Shou S v -— e mmarn gt o oot (et e o P S Pt 4 sy B Pt Sl S et B B S B S s S SUD Sf HRD A S 08

49.3% 12.4 15.2% 0% 3.0% 3.0%] 3.0%
78 - 74.3% 12.3 32,1% 0% 1.7% 0% 0%

46 63.9% 12.7 : ' 30.4% 0% 13,07 oz} -0z
32 51.6% 8.9 - ‘ . 12.5% . 0%z 0z . ‘ozl - ox
62.1% '15.7 : 13.92 | 5.6% - 0% - ox| , 0%

53.5% 17.3 7% | 77 22.6% 0% 0% Coxl. oz
16.5 | %z | 9.1% 0% 0% Cooxle 0%

j=o w0 o St e um pum g ¢ b o ave eap wen oy muy v o4 ——————-‘u—q ——-——--———l . pmp Gus SR

1303 00 7% ‘4.71 ”0‘.4% .

b o 2w ma wwve e Se So-] st s srw wa e g Smg Svn s ot Sune pam g Gvm tung S Boos y Go vy

21.9 ‘ 39.1% - 0% ' 10.9%
' 5.7% - 20. 0%

- e ey Gs s emnis e o= A ——-——n‘—'—--— oy e e

49.47% 2,5% 14.8%
oo e outs ovp wertn ) e o — G s Se VS gt $uep el SN See S >

48,1% 3.9% 0%
50.0% . 0% _ 0%

13. 6% : - b.6% 0%
0% - ) 21.4% 0%

e St ot e Gt S St o4 - e et e s o puce Sues Ss o
£

SR, H1GN ‘ 4 « L‘ 36.0% . ' 1-. 5.3% oz |

6=D IUDWYIBIIY

TOTAL ‘ 24.0% A 3,5%
Y 1 .
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lNSTRUCTIOH PROVIDED BY -MIGRANT TEACHER(S)

FOR THE

- NUMBER OF DAYS IN THIS

_2nd 5]

EKS AT

AISD

X WEEKS:

Pescent of Average ¥usber Avezege :rcnt Perceant of Poxcent of Porcent of
oppor/ famest |HE (aERe T L ainal b | e | B
Served, Sorved Rec'd. by Studeats | Studeats Served | Via Lade Yesching #igreat Cless
| or.ex | 251 | 89.5% | 0.0% | L o.0n __f soor -]
57.1% 18.7 66.9% . |82.5% [17.5% . 0.0%
U 71.4% 21.2 75.6%  |69.3%  J24.0% 0.0%
76.5% | 21.3 76.1% |76.9% -|i3.5%x - ]| 0.0%
55.9% 19.0 67.9% |00z - | 0.0% 0.0%°
62.9% 18.2 65.00 }79.5% |20.5% 0.0%
" 54.6% | 21.0 75.0%. | 76.7% . }23.3x -] 0.0%
\ 54.1% 21.6 77.0% ‘| 90.0% , |10.0% 0,0% °
---u—-ﬁ—-n-m—--uq-—l—-—u--—-du—-hu--p---u--u-—l—--n—-v—-—
63.4%4 "] 20.2 | 72.2% /]79.6% j1r7.0% 0,04 -
=TT ﬂfﬂ?"“?ﬁT’""?ﬁtﬁ—""ﬁ?‘”?ﬁﬁff“’?ﬁﬂl""’"
“7h4% | 1644 = | 58.7%  |18.8% %ﬁéé% | a0.6n .
nnal®] w0 | p2unc| o L3.0n_ |7 Clasmec o so.on
52.9% | - 20.2 T72:0% | 31.5% 48,24 20.4%
51.9% 20.9 4.7% - 133.3% - J4h.4% 22,21
a6,gi | d2s | go.ar’ f23.8x }19.1% S L 57:1%
, sz | 190 o\ %0 |aoer | ooz’ | 69z
e e e e ..."..._n..u__“._._..."_...".- .“__"_;..”._".-"-_.--“_.u-uu--nﬁp--up--u.~
46.9% | -20.7 74.00  |30.4% F36.5% - - | .33.0%
’ - i — y snnsmsewntn
6u.87 | 20.3, | 76 [a4.7% |22 .31.8%

4

Porcent of |
Studenta Sozvad
Yia Other’
MHetheds
leeemstetsma e —

QR
0.0%
6.7% -,

967
0,0
“o.01
0.01

©0.0%

3.5% |

6,37

—u---’--.-—u-

- 0.0%.
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1981

82

¥ IISTRUCTION PRQVIDED BY MIGRANT TEACHER(S)

FQR THE 37 - SIX WEEKS AT -

.« *
-

ALSD

"NUMBER OF DAYS IN THIS SIX WEEKS:

8

Y

LTI nuéuiq_a'e:i:zv

Porcent of
. . excoat o Parent
o i | pEni | e | e | B | R | e
m Bac’d. by Studeats | Students Served Vl)--ub; Teachieg .Migremt Cl-u. Nethede Img m
91.5% '27.2 87.7% 0.0z f. 0.0z | 100.0% - | __9‘:9_;; 135340 9.22
T35 " 162 | s2.3% | 88.9% | 11.1% 0.02° -+ 0.0% 0,07 2.22
79.8% 18.8 |- 60.8% | 84.8% | 15.2% 0.0% - 0.0% 7.67] 0.0%
76:1% 19.6 63.1% | 88.9% .| ¢ 11.1% 0.0% £0.0% 3.7%) 0.0%
64.9% 20.2 65.1% | 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% | 0,0%] 0.0%
75.4% 21.4 $9.12 | 82.6% |- 17,42 0.0z | 0.0 4e4%) 0.0%
62.5%2 | . '20.7 “66.87 > |"80.02- | 20008 |- 0.0% 0.0z. | 2.9z} 0.0%
68.3% 21.3 | 68.62 | 82.1x | 17.9%2 | 0.04 _. 0.0z 110.7Z) 0.0%
70,02 | - 19.5 63.0¢_ {4 86.72z | 13.3% | _ 0.0 _0.0% 1 a3
svhn | 25.1 - | 80.9% | 0.0z | s2.22z | 41.3% 6.5 - Jo.9z] 0.0z
] 72.6% 6.7 | .54.00 f o.ox | 4s.6x  F 3717 1 14.3%  JLLAELZ.0%
oy | 8 |77ax | s | e oor | seer | sest | oot huanliar
ST RS T 20 | 66.1% | 30.8% | s0.0% - | 17.3% 1.9% 5.8%| 1.9%
50.0% 23.7 76.4% | 28.0% | 40.0% 32.0% 0.0z . | 4.0%) 0.0%
52.3% 21.7 70.1% | s4.8%7, 1 17.4%, 47.8% 0.0% 17.4% | 4.4%
|25 | - 23.9 77.1% | 27.3% o0 | 7272 | o.0n_ __}9.12) 0.0%
emmon | 111 | 49:12 | 21.8, 70.3% | 30.6% | 36,0% 32,4% 0,97 8,17 ] 1.8%
wotaL | 63 | 68.7% 21.6 69.7% | 49.62 | 19.5% 29.5% | 1.4% 11.7%] 2.4% -
\
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N ) . INSTRUCTION PROVIDED BY MIGRANT TEACHER(S) )
FOR THE _4th  SIX WEEKS AT __AISD
~ . . ' ! ’ *
NUMBER OF-DAYS IN THIS SIX WEEKS: 30 T
B M . . v i
# . ‘ :orcnt ot :
Poccent of Average Number Avatege Perceat Perceac ol Percent of Perceat of Percest of :::": itien
oppoe/ [ammat |uhET. fiwman L othanf SERT ] e ) fefes | OSSR o e
Served Secved Rec'd. by Studeate Studente Secved Vie Lade Tesching Nigrant Clese Hethods Parent -Parent
prex | 121 94.5% . | 6.9 89.7x | 6.0z | 0.0z | .100.0n | 0.0z |26.2%)4.9%
FEE BEY 77.1% | o 21,6 72.0%, |100.0% '0.0% 0.0% 0.0%, - }.0.02]2.7%
R 70 76.1% 19.9 66.5% | 84.3% 15.7% - | ° 0.0% -0.0% 4.,3%]0.0%
2 50 79.4% 22.7 75.7% | 74.0% 22.0% 0.0% 4.0% 2.0%0.0%
3! 35 63.6% 21.3 71.1% | 94.3% 5.7% s 0,02 . 0.0% 0.0%0.0%
4 41 . Y .74.6% 1 21,5 7152 | 95z | - 4.9% -, 0.0% 0.0% . . {12.2z]0.0%
5 + 30 | 638z .l 200 66.67 | 76.72 | 23.3% 0.0z | 0.0%% . | 6.7z]o.0%
L e : a - ‘ . ,
ELEM 288 | 72.9%« 21.2 70.82 |-87.2% .| 12.2% 0.0% C0.7% 5.2z"o.47_z__
T | 45 | 72.6% 23.8 »79.3% | 0.0% |~ 60.0% 40,04 | "0.0% 17.8%[0.0% °
8 37 80.4% 15.6 51.9% 5.4% 35.1% _ 514z | B8:1g, . N18.9%02.7%
S snmen |82 75:9%° 1 20.1 Z( . 67.0% coan~ | 48.8% . 45.1% | 3.7% J18.3z)1.2%
Lo Y s e e XY Y Y o ] ol ST ST e M SU SIS G7- S S Suint Gndy G4R0 e SOUG FUUS (0 Guing (hh SRAD S5} (RY Gt G Sued Gum) S S S04 —-—a—n—m-—-— S e G S Sn S auS &
9" 57 66.3%- | -19.8 ©66.,1% | 31.6% 38.6% 29.8% 0.0%" _;~|-1.8%3%.8%
0 29 | 59.2% 21.6 71.8% | 27.6% ht 8% 24.,1% - 3.5% 3.5%]0;0%
1 14 34,2% 20.4 .. 67.9% | 42.9% "08.6% 21.4% 7.1% 21.4%]0.0%
12’ 14 33.9% 120.2 . 67.4% | 35.7% 7% 42,9% 14.3% 14.3%0.0%
G W geap Weun Snan 4 -n-—-n.-—-r:--—q-_—-—M—_-.——qb—--“—uf- ~~~~~~ .“.-'-—.ﬁmnﬂ‘P--““-h——'---‘_—--.‘l~~-.'—_—A.
sn.mien 1 114, 53.8% 0.4 68.0% | 32.5% 35.1% 29,0% 3.5% "6.1%]0.9%
. ) —~— § . . .
TOoTAL § 605 71.8% . 22.1 73.6% | 47.9%2 | 19.0% - 31.7% 1.54 . Ra.4nf1.5%
‘. *‘ .
N ) . ,

bk, .
TT-D SYPUYORIIV,

‘:o}

9z° 18"

'
Y

: bﬁ »




Cor . [
- - f
N N
- - - - ) - - - ’
4 . .
}

i.

cz-9

v ! Y
.
R NN BN B B B B B B B
. . . © .
) .

1981~82
= \
» INSTRUCT10iI PROVIDED BY MIGRANT TEACHER(S)
FOR THE St SIX WEEKS AT-_AISD
NUMBER OF DAYS IN THIS SIX WEEKS: _ 28
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8 27 58.7%2 | 19.0 68.0% 74,17 18,5% 7.4% 0.0% p2,2% | "0.0%
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o e T ms‘mucu.er( PROVIDED BY MIGRANT TEACHER(S)
: . ‘ . FOR THE Sixth 'SIX WEEKS AT __AISD | o @
| | S
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Instrunent Description: éocondzn Teachsr Activity Record (STAR) \

. . Se .
81.26 %

. . ' :
) . - 3pief desczioeicn of che {nsermumeps:
Inis observation instrumenc was desigzned to collgcc fanformacion on the activicies of
a high school Migranc. Program ceacher and i randomly selected student during a
- class period. The variables observed and coded included: Llanguage spoken, class sizef
group size, ceacher's zode (management, instruction, monitoring, and planning), scu-
deat activity (non instruccional, instructional on-task, inscructional off-task) and
. I cactsrials in.use io the class. Addicfonal space was included for notes abouf chs
ceacher's or student’s accivicies.

3
i
'

. To_whem was the {asem=ene admiziscared? .
All four high school Migrant Program ceachers.

.

Zow 2any tizes vas tha {=storment adndndecared? oo

Each tescher was observed 10 times. One cteacher was absent upon two 6ccasions, s0
vas observed only eignt cimes, .

.
“hen was the inmserumanre admiad gzared?
getween October 20, 1981 and December 16, 1981. -

i

qezt 7as the isgsrrmgnt 2dmd-dgtaved? ' \
- .

“ %

In che cesachers' classrooms.

PLEN -

. Who admimdss "!d che imgremgne?

o

The Ticle I Migrant Program'Ew}aluacor.

- § Feag sraimdog did che admimdserasars have? . N
. The Evaluator nad extensive experience in conducting classroom observations, ’
s . “ . ) e
‘ - Y L 3 : y
Was the izscromgnt admindggared under stamdasdizad csmdisioes? { - .
- — . o X P ~

I

. The classroom situations varied.

<3 . . — :
. Weze there 3roblems wish tha inseremens or thewddsdsigeracisn shag izhe ]
' ' "addscs the vaiidizy of she daea? . - F -
e . . . . .
/‘\-—/‘%@-Non. were idencified. . .
* 3

1§

%00 develovad the imszrm—gne?

® .

ORE staff withifeedback from the Migrant Program staff.
. ’ - )

1
, .
. .

<

, »
’ * .

. v . -
whaz Talighiliwr md ralidior data ave dvailiabla of ke imgswmemen=? »n

@
..

No.

PRTRIIN
i}

. 4 ﬁ e . b I

. o
{ . No reliability and validicy dat:a are availablas. h - . ) .
~ * ~
\ ’ . ; "
! b . 3¢

o e . - I. .
. . . y « C

. [ Ara Shers cow= daca availabla dsr insardvesing che sasulcs? . 3 .
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'81.26

SECONDARY TEACHER ACTIVIFY RECORD (STAR) :

PURPOSE 1 ‘
- ’ i
° Observations were conducted with the STAR of all high school Migrant Program
teachers to answer the following decision and evaluation questions:

. Decision Question D2: Should the K~12 Instructional Component
' * {Communication Skills) be continued as it is, modified, or deleted?

Evaluation Question D2-10: How was the 9-12th- grade: Higrant
Instructional Program implemented? ‘

- .

. Procedure

The Secondary Teacher Activity Record (STAR) was developed by ORE.staff using
ideas from the various observation instruments developed by ORE staff in the
past. The final form used‘E§ Attachment H-1 and the accompanying directions
are Attachment H-2. -

.

The design, of the STAR provides for observing the activities of the teacher
minutesby-minute while also noting whether a randomly selected student is

on-or off-task. .

It was decided by ORE that 10 observations per teacher over a variety of periods/
and a variety of days would be enough .to do by-class analyses. The observations
were all unannounced and were conducted between October 19 and December 11,
1981. Early in the fall a cover letter (Attachment H-3) explaining the
‘observations was sent to the teachers. After recejving their schedules, a mas-
ter observation calendar was planned. Observations were scheduled such

that each teacher was scheduled to be observed twice on each day of the week.
The observations were also set so there was as much variety as possible, i.e.,
for one teacher, 3rd period was not always observed on Fridays. Thus during _
the observation period each teacher was observed between one~three times

during an average week. ,

The regular teachers-that the Migrant Program teachers (at Anderson & Crockett)
team-taught with were sent a memo (Attachment H-4) to advise them of the
purpose of the-gobservations. ;)'

All observations were completed, except in two cases where onme of the teachers
was absent. Therefdre' the summary 6£ this teacher is based on eight obser-
vations, not ten.

The observations were keypuncﬁed and verified at Southwest Educational Develop—
ment Laboratory. The card file layout is Attachment H-5.

The observation data are on AISD file STARD@LQL. The provram used to summarize
the data is AISD file STAR@1LQL.

|
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The results of the observations are summarized in Figure H-1. The following‘\
can be noted from this figure: .

; Results

kel
.

Evaluation Question D2-10: How was the’ 9th-12th grade.Migrant
Instructional Program implemented’ )

P -

P 5. . o .

The.-Migrant Program teachers vary in the types of classes they .conduct -~
Crockett is all team—-teaching, Anderson is to a large extent team-teaching,
students at Johnston are mainly served in special classes, while students
at Travis are nearly always served’ in a lab/resource setting .

The average class sizes are generally small with Crockett and Anderson
at the high end with 14 and 11 while Johnston and Travis were lowest
with 4 and 3 respectively.

The average group size at ‘all four schools was the same as the average'
class size in that the teachers generally work with the'class as a whole.

-

(silence) being the next most frequent language. At Crockett and Anderson
the most Spanish was spoken, reflecting an ESOL class at Crockett and
tutoring a Spanish-dominant student at Anderson. : )
The teachers' activities varied from school to school. At Anderson,

the teacher spent slightly less than half her time iastructing, about ?
one fourth of her time monitoring, and one- fourth of her time planning.’
The teacher at Crockett spent “the majority of her time in monitoring
activities, and lesser amounts of time in planning activities and-
instructional activities., .The Johnston teacher spent the highest‘per—
centage of his time (43.6%) in instructional activities, while slightly
less than one third of his time wads spent in planning activities. At
Travis, thesteacher spent the majority of time monitoring his students'
progress, while his second most frequent type of acﬁﬁvities was manage-
ment tasks. .

In observing the students several trends could be noted. Travis studente .

had the most non-instructional time in their classes (19%) while the
others had 6% or less., Of the instructional time, students at Yohnston
were most likely to be off-task (11.77% of the time) while students else—
where were -off-task 7. 5% of the time or less. At Crockett stu-
dents-were on their instructional tasks the most (83.4% of the time).

The most frequently used instructional materials across all schools were
dittos. All schools, except Johnston ‘'used a wide variety of materials -
especially library books, reference materials, and texts. At Johnston,
in addition to dittos, newspapers were used a majority of the time in the
instructional process., . ) .

e
B

,\
ey

¥

. English'was the predominant language at all schools with no language spoken .
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Since the strucgzﬁe of the programs at each school {s so varied, a brief

description of each was written (Figure H-2). This summary as well as the

other summary data was sent to the program staff as well as te the Assistant
Superintendent for Secondary Education (Attachment H-6). Also enclosed was a ‘
brief summary of what research has shown about the effectiveness of pullout

programs (Figure H-4). -
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(continued, page 2 9f 2)
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- ) ) _ Qttachment =2 -

" INSTRUCTIONS AND DEFINITIONS - (Page 1 of 3)
SECONDARY TEACHER ACTIVITY RECORD (STAR)- .

L4 .

‘ N - ' a 7
This instrument was;ﬁebeiaped to previde information (for ome-class period
at a time) on what activities are performed by the Migrant Program teachers
at the high school level. . .

r

Prior to the observation, the observer will pick one student at random to
observe. 'Two back-up students will also be selected in case the selected
student leaves before'class is over. ¢ ’

Prior to beginning each observation, the following should be entered at the
.top of each of the two observation forms (one for the first thirty minutes
of the class period and one for the-second thirty minutes of the class
period):

OBSERVATION CODE: this is a two-digit numerical code from 01 + 40 éhat
reflects the observations in chromological order; i.e., Ol is the first
observation and 40 is the last observation. .

. * . B v . -
TEACHER CODE: This is a one-digit numerical code from 1 + 4. 1 = pebra -
Roddin, Anderson; 2= Velma Menchaca, Crockett; 3= Nabor Flores, Johmston;  .*

"4 = Nicolas Carrasco, Travis. :

PERIOD: This is the one-digit code for the class D d being observed

(1L ~+6). //,9*&{

INSTRUCTIONAL CODE: This is a one-digit code of 1 + 4. 1 = If students
enter the Migrant Program teacher's room-for instruction from the regular
classroom (the Migrant Program teacher is functioning as a lab or Tresource
room teacher); 2 = If the Migrant Program teacher enters the regular class-
room to team with the regular teacher; 3 = If the students are registered
for a special Migrant Program class; 4 = Other.

-

-

.

i

For each minute the'fpliohing-itehs are noted and recorded as indicated below:

te

s
v .~

TIME . -

“ ’

Each of the sixty m;nuteé per period (although some per;ods'may be legs) are
listed to organize the recording of ‘data minute-by-minute...

-~

L4 v . > N - ‘/

- . ,
N s 0y
> - I

LANGUAGE

For each minute;. one of the following codes is listed indicating the language
spoken the majority of the minute, either by the teacher(s), students, or .

A

The number of students in the classroom should be entered here.

" announcements. : . L
Tl - o '
. 0 = No language . o i Lo L *
1= English# ‘ . -
2 = Spanish .
3 = English.and Spanish N o I
4 = Undetermined .
l [ BN .
" . { b
CLASS SIZE . : . l
o ' . ‘ : .
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51.26 . FE T Attachment H-2

) =" : + ti d, f
. GROUP SIZE = . g (concimed pageé@f’q 3
) The number of students with whom the Higrant Program“{eacher is working is >
listed. This‘will frequently be the Same number as the class size.
N e . . -
- 3 MODE - - . S Lo .
. Y —— L . ) al : .

For each minute’of the class period, the Migrant Prooram teacher s, activities '
are coded into one of the following four categories:

.

. . 1 < -

-

. , Management ' - \
A "1" is placed in the colum under Management if the Yigrant Program o
teéther is ‘performing somelmanagement function. These Fuhctions would
- include taking rqll, reading announcements, disciplining students,

collecting money, entertaining class visitors, completing passes, etc. ' (’
‘e Y L L
. A '
" Instruction ' - ’ ‘

WA "I is placed’ in the column under Instruction if the Wigrant Program
teacher i$. canductihg an instructional activity. These activities include~
giving direéctions for an instrugtional activity; lecturing, l‘stenlng to a
student read his/jer composition; class discussion of an instructional °
. " topdc; question—and-answerﬁsessions making assignments, etc.
. L \ . . . o~ ) R
Yonitoring e ) 4 . ) »
A "1" is placed in the column undeyr Monitoring i? the Migrant Program )
teacher)is actively mdaitoring student work on instructional tasks, .
» s .. 4 . . N ~ 9\.
Plannin . o, Lo - S .
. A "1" is placed in the column under Planning'if the Migrant Program teacher
. o, 18 planning 23 preparing for an instructional activity. These types of
activities indlude grading papers, writing out°assignment ‘'sheets, reading

the a551gnment making notes, etc.
. e . ; B . . . A ‘ R . L R
QIUDEVQ ACTIVITIES A‘:. ! -.f,': cete T}; .

l:&tgis‘sec'ion the observer notes whether the student randomly sel cted
invo Ved in: . . , .

5 , n-_ . . . IR

- 'Von-Instructional Activity ., b N ) -

A "1" is placed in-the"olumn,under Voannstructional Activity if the
selected student is not jnvolved in an instructional activity, This may
mean listing tg, announcements,, being disruptive (during a non-instructional

A ectiviéy) sleepiﬁg,'vis1ting with another student, sitting quxetly (but not }
belng told by the teacher to do otherw1se), etc.
‘. . A . . "o ) ‘
Iugtructional Activity/GnPTask o S C ) oL
A "1" is placed in the column under. Lnstructional Activity/On-Task if the
.. rseledted student is ga}ticipating in an instructional actdvity and is .on= ‘
“~ tagk. This column is marked whenever the student is actively worklng '1_ <
' an.instructidnal task, . . Sty -, i . : oy

: ' LY
3 ., 4 3

* s

Instructional ﬁctivity/Off%TASk LA
) "39%}5 placed in .the column.un‘xr Ihstructional Activity/Off-Task when
the selected student should be engaged in an instructicdal activity, but »

. is not. This may, include. any. of  the Same activities - (sleeping, being .
". Q'c*iisrupt:ive, reading outside the lésson at hénd etc.). as in nondinstruétioual

. & o i : Lt
o activities. ’oa s ,»"‘-;\\\‘_J 5 e . AV « v LD
’.0 .' ., . 7 ) /" 3 N . ., -

v HH9
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There are three columns under this heading. .When instPuctional materials__
are being used by the students, the number of the materials used (see
materials key on the observation form) is entered in the first column.

If more than one type of materials are used, the segond and third columns-
under this heading can be used to enter the number code of the additional
.materials used. If no instructiomal materials are being used, ‘nothing is
coded in these columns. If more than threé types of mater;als are being
used the additional number(s) are written in the Notes section of the
observation. )

NOTES

For each minute spagce is provided for the observer to make written notes
of what the teacher is doing and what the student under observation is doing.

L] i -
- 1
H . S

MATERIALS IN USE « - _ ’ ot ] B (continued, page 3 of 3)
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‘v AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCEOOL DISTRICT A -
« . Office of RHesearch ind Evaluation teachnent B-3

" September 29, 1981 §

-

TO: Nicolas Carrasco

Nabor Flores s .

Velms Manchzca : .

Debra Roddia ‘ : :
FROM:  Catherine e€iXTStaer ) SRR

SUBJECT: High School Migrant Program "Teacher Observations

As you hopefully’noted from the blue evaluation findings handout, observations of
the Migradc Program teachers-at the hizh school lavel are pladged for this yaar.
The observacions will begin the week of October 19 and ead by Deceumber 11. You
will be obsarved 10 tizes during this time for a class period. The observations
will be unannounced. At the end of each observation I will lesve a copy of the

, completed observation form with you. : . ?
In order to plan the observations I need to get a copy of your dgil.y. cl‘a;s sched-
ule for each pariod for a week (in cass you have day-to-day variations). On
your. schedule please indicate room locations and the pames of any regular teachers
with whom you are team teaching. I will nocify chese regular teachers of the
abservations so.my coming will not surprise them. T

. Please send your schedules’ as soou as pos'sible to e at the Adm.ini'stratio.n
Building; Box 79. Your halp 3nd cooperation is appreciated. Please call me with
any. questiouns. . :
ccilg, \ _ » -

a 4 . I'
o, Dol s It
o Director, Rasearch and Evaluation” .
3 . . . // ﬁ .—-"/; I / .
. APPROVED: ~ e Z nA/ . : :

Acting Assistant §uperincen{inr.’ for Secondary Zducation

b

o .

cc: .Lawrence Buford .
Lee Lays ' , * )
pscar Cm&x : ! N .
Jose Mata

.o Maud Sics |

M o J. M, Richard ' A

. ) Charles Akias ‘ .

‘forrest Xline o .

Adam Salgado . ., :

Rodger Wiley ° . .

- .~' ) x [}

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
0

ERIC . ‘-H-}l _ . ‘
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. ) Office of Research and Evaluation

October 13, 1981

i -

,y [N -

TO: Teachers Addrgssed
FROM: Cathe ristner, Title I Migrant Evaluator: ‘ ‘
# ' . \

SUBJECT: High School Migrant Program Teacher Observations

This semester I will be observing each of the high school Migrant Program .

teachers. The observations will be for a period at a time and will be
unannounced. Since the Migrant Program teagher team teaches with you, I
will be observing'in your classroom. While observing in your classroom,
I will be observing only the Migrant Program teacher - not you.

If you have any'questions or concerns please feel free to call me at
458-1227. ‘ g

CC:Ig“u

e
-

APPROVED /"’iz22¢2225;,/ /53;5;25253é4,/// - ‘ a

L‘ﬁirector, Resedrch and Evalyztion

APPROVED / . /jﬁ/&bﬂ(// ’ . )

Acting Kssfstant Superintendent for Secondary Education

cc: Velma Menchaca
. Nabor Flores
.. Debra Roddin
Maud Sims
J. M. Richard
Lawrence Buford
Forrest Kline
Charles Akins
Adan Salgado .
Lee Laws
Jose” Mata
Oscar .Cantd

.

o
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FILE 1D
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL BLSIXRLICL . .

L Office of Research and Evaluation - L ‘
81.26 , Attachment H-6

Mhrchllz, 1982

-

TO: David . ‘
FROM: Catherine Christner

SUBJECT: . High School Migrant Instructional Program T

N -

I appreciated our conversation about the high school Migrant Program. I have
enclosed some materials for your consideration in planning. :

- -

The first enclosure is'a very brief summary on the reseatrch on various ways

of delivering supplementary services.

The second enclosure is a summary of the observations that I conducted in
the fall of the high school Migrant Program teachers. One.side is a brief
summary of the setup at each school while the other is a summary of some
of the observation findings.

d I would be very happy to talk with you or meet with you about_ the
evaluation findings over the last several years on this program. There have
e consistent findings from year to year at the high school level.

-
.

cCilg ' o - . 2

Enclosures R R g
APPROVED: -1 lé‘/ "/é/(w : :
Director, Research and Evaluatidn ) . -
¢ . . |
cc: Lee Laws ‘i‘*" ' ’
José Mata ) P - : ' '

Oscar Cant&
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SUMMARY HIGH SCIOOL MIGRANT PRUGRAM 'mhcum OQSBRVATfONS

A
]
-

?

v

f
to

3 .'
' 5 Spok Teacher Actlvity . Slu-lv:\t,; Acslviey ) T Hnu.-r;nh Used
S HHHHE E TR ] ;
\5\. . ; - 1 aq _l.q » s
?EJE';; I ¢ ik i ik El® g
N |

.

*10.6 75.71 1.32

Schoul h

- S— — - ¥
Anderson 10.91 24,53 §2 .1z ez 22z ps.ax| ex r;s.n 7.52
, I
Crockett 6.AT113.6X k1,72 [t7.82 ] 6.42 ln.u .22

Johnston 3.4z

19,72 00.1% '02

[3.62 hs.tx po.1x

Travis

li Ry l).01 [}

21,49

11 hs.2x 6.1z

19T M. 9T f6.i1yL

* Except for the ayerage class size/per minute and the average $hr:oup si.e/per minute the numbers represent
percentages of each type of ggtlvtty, etc. Undenstudent actiivity, tl.oge percemﬁ:gea reflect .whether a
studeat randomly selected (for every observation) was lnvq\ve,ﬂ in now- instructional activities, in instruc-
tional activities and on-task, or in {nstyructional activities; and of{- task. ) '

) Al
+ . ‘s BRI

—

£

‘o

Y

FIGURE -1, SPIWARY NICH SCilOOL MICRANT PROGRAM TEACIER OBSERVATIONS,

. ' ’
. . P ) . . A
~ .
I N N B R O IR B DD B B BEoam
e .- = : . ... - e A :
. . » .. R . . “ v B .

9¢°18

4




Migrant Program teachers.
The observations were unannounced.
times, except one .teacher who was absent for two of the observations.

+ times.

) Flgure H-2,

81.26 , .

SUMMARY HIGH SCﬁOQL MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHER’ OBSERVATIONS

ANDERSON

Teaches one reading tutorial class
for Migrant Program students only
Team teaches with language arts
teachers for other classes

The two teachers share teaching
lessons

. Both teachers actively monitor

students while ‘ther -’
Regular cliassroom satup
Follows AISD-curriculum
Students get AISD credit

¥

JOHNSTON - :

e———

Studéfits registered for special
migramt class, except for ome

_ period where students are pulled
from regular class.

All classes taught in ’same
manner——each” week 20 vocabulary

.words are placed on board and .

during the week students do

variops activities (word games, ’

etc.fusing the different words).
The \econd half of each'class is
devoted to students (one at a-
time) reading aloud stories in
the ‘newspaper- with the teacher
correcting pronunciation and
making comments. .

Students work around tables
Teacher selects vocabulary,
unrelated to AISD curriculum
Students do not get AISD credit,

.but get local campus credit for
the ‘class.:

..l

SUMMARY HIGH SCHOOL MIGRANT

!

r Al 1701

In October-December, 1981, 40 observations were conducted of the high school
Each class (less advisories) was observed 2 or 3

Each teaqherfwas observed 10

CROCKETT

Team teaches with two language arts
teachers and one ESOL teacher ..
Except in the ESOL class, the regu-
lar teachers do most 6f the instruc-—
tion
Migrant'Program‘teacher is a very
active monitor at all times

. Deagular classroom setup

k

PROGRAM TEACHER OBSERV%§IONS:

Follows A¥SD-curriculum
Students get AISD credit v

. .TRAVIS
. —_—
For 2 periods, Migrant Program stu-
dents are registered for study hall
with the Migrant Program teacher.
Students work in a resource setting,
spulled out of regular class for the
‘bther L~lasses,

Tdacher tutors or works with stu- -
dents on lessons/assigrnments (in a
variety of subjects) given by the
students', regular classroom teach-
ers. This is trué*in study halls
alsa, .o

Teacher actively mon’itfo‘?s students’
progress. .
Students worR\ around small table.
Students' worR is based upqqlAISD
curriculum. . * .
No AISD' credift is given other than
credit for regular c.‘t"ass.jh -

2

- \
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Based on current research and on AISD's experienée with Title I,
Migrant, and SCE programs, the following.statements appear tq be
true: .

L)

-

1.

Figure' H-3.'

Pull-out programs produce few positive results (The instruction

provided by AISD's pull-out teachers may have been good, enough
to offset the negative influence of pull-out programs), e
net result has been no loss of learning progress for stludents.

The major faults of pull-out programs include——

a. dividing the responsiﬁility of a child's success so that
no ‘one person is trwly-accountable for learnming. ' '

b. . lack of coordination between the regular program/te&bhe;
and the pull-out program/teacher.

T teaching has produced slightly better results by addressing
and b. .

4
e

-~

Lowering the Pupil Teacher Ratio appears to be even better than
the two other options listed since one teacher'is totally account-
able for a smaller number of “students.

. A

) . . 4
VERY BRIEF SUMMARY OF COMB'ENSATORY PROGRAM FINDINGS.
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\MLGRANT TEACHER QUESTIONNAIKE .
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' s 81.26 .
Instrument Description: Migrant Teacher Questionnaire ’ .

- 3rief duc‘.“.n:in.n of the inserment:

This questionnaire is an eight-item survey designed to gacher the teachers' percep-
tions of several aspects of the Migrant Program including length of instructional

tize, scheduling, coordination with the regular classyoom teachers, supervisiom, .
health care, local PACs, services of tne community representatives, and the MSRIS.

.
!

. .~

o _whem was the ingtmmme adainis;a;:ed?

'

All Migrant Program teachers. > <
~ 1)
Zcw =any tizas a3 the iostorment adnimdscared? - ,
.

Cace. RS

“hen wvas the {asgru=ene adﬂ.n:)s::::d‘.’-

. March, 1982, ' p
~vag e ingemmans 3dmindisgzared? .
3 ’

awa

The questionnaire was sent to the tsuchers via school ngil to thelr school locatioas.
. A

1]
, ho adainiscarad the instmmance!? “
= >

Not applicable.

. What sraiaiag diL the a e=agors have?
) . ; N
~ J ) .
Not appligdble. - .

Was the ingrremect adaimdscared under stirdazdized camcdtions?

i

.

! 5!0 . ’ ’ 2 -

N

Wera =Sers svoblams crish ke Insizcmeny sy oshe adndndyeracios tbat hizhe
aifacs che vaiidic? -of che dacal . :

[

None were identified,

wao 4e7aloved 34e inscme=anc?
‘ .

« T4 ORE staff.

o . .

L
Fed
wtas zaliabili=r and walidicry daca

Py

Vone ‘are availabie,

P P .

v

Are sSers zoT2 iaca availabla far {zceroracisg che vasulus? T,

. . ,

Yo. * N

—

L]

-

B

e

i
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MIGRANT TEACHER QUESTIONNAIRE

Purpose.

The Migrant Program Teacher Questionnaire was sent to the Migrant Program
teachers in the spring of 1982 in order to obtain information relevant to
the following decision and evaluation questions:

]

Evaluationgguestion D2-5: How successful was the implementation .
of the erz Component? ’

a) What concerns/strengths were identified by Migrant Program
teachers? '

Evaluation Question D3-4: How successful was the implementation

of the Health Services Component7

~

a) What concerns/strengths were identified by Migrant Progrdm
teachers?

*

L4

Evaluation Question D4- A How successful was the implementation
of the Parental Involvement Component7 ‘

’

c) What concerns/strengths were identified by Wigrant Program
teachers?

Evaluation Quéstion D5-2: How successful was“the impIementation

of the MSRTS Component (including 'SIS)? )

- P

a) What concerns/strengths were. identified by Wigrant Program
¢ teachers? ! .
- - .' N }
Procedure ‘
The Migrant Teacher Questionnaire was deyeloped to. be the only contact mith
elementary and sécondary Migrant Program teachérs in 1981-82 for the purpose,

of gathering’ evaluative data about the program. For the first time this
effort was conducted through ORE's District Priorities staff. The Migrant

. Teacher Questionnaire (Attachment I-1l) was developed by fhe Migrant Evaluator.

The form was then given to the District Priorities staff to genera ig=- .
tribute, and receive back from the teachers. in addition to the Migrant
Program items, the teachers were randomly given several othe iﬁgie dealing
with other District concerns. Each teacher therefore receiv is/her own
unique.computer—generated questionnaire. The only results discussed here

are the ones dealing with the Migrant Program items. ,For more complete details
on the procedures and results of the other items .see the 1981-82 Systemwide
Evaluation Final Techaical Report (ORE Publication Number 81.24), Appendix H.

4
4

-3 192
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) \
The surveys were sent through the school mail in early March. An explanation
letter was mailed to principals (see Attachments H-2 and H+3) at the same *° ..
time. Three weeks ldter a reminder was sent to those teachers who had not
returned their qugstionnaires. Seven of the nine elementary Migrant Program
teachers and all of the secondary Migrant Program teachers returned.their
surveys. The survey data were summarized through the use of DISTATP. "

. . ) Results

Evaluation Question D2-5: How successful was theﬁigg&smentation
of the K-12 Component? - \ . - :

a) _What concerns/strengths were identified by Migrant Program
teachers? ’
"‘\, . ¢ -
Figures I-1 and I-2 present the summarie’s of elementary and secondary Migrant
Prograﬁ teachers' responses to the questionnaire items. The responses to
items 1-4 are applicable to this evaluation questiom. . o

e

Elementary ! N

- ar .
As can be noted from Figure I-1, the elementary teachers had generally posi-
tive feelings about the instructional time given, scheduling coordinatiog
regular teachers, and the iastructional supervisioh they received. The
strongest of these areas were instructional.supervision and coordinatign,
with length of instructional time and scheduling receiving slightly mofe neu=
tral ratings. ] ' : ’

in 1980-81. As can be noted the teachers expressed a higher degree of satis-

Figure I-3 contaihs the résponses of the Program teachers’to similar quegzzgns
faction with these areas in 1980-81, than was expressed)by teachers fi/j 81-82.

— Secondary .
' The secondary teachérs'.responses to items 1-4 are in Figure I-Z.I’They'here )
more positive than the elementary teachers about the length of instructional .

time given. They had the same mean rating on supervision as the elementary teacherg

(gend{ally positive). In the areas of scheduling and coordination wﬁth regular

teachérs, there was slightly more dissatdisfaction expressed (than in the other

two areas), although the responses here were overall of a positive nature.

Figure I-4 contains the responses of the secondary teachers to similar questions

in 1980-81. The areas.of satisfaction were reversed from 196T-82. The sec-

ondary teachers were most satisfied with their coordipation with the regular
+ teachers and the area of length of instructional time provided was the least
satisfying (of the instructional areas) to thém. . . -

]

Evaluation Question D3-4: How succegsful'was the f@plementation of
the Health Services Component?

L3

a




’

- % » /t
a) What concerns/strengths were identified by.@igrant Program

teachers? \ -

. .

Elementary -

As seen in Figure I-1, the responsSe to ifem 5 on health services by elemen~
tary teachers was generally positive. Three of theg seven teachers'were
neutral, .o %

In 1980-81,.all elementary teachers efcept one were highly positive about . .
the health services (see item 5, Figure I-3)., In fact, this was their highest' ’
rated item. The lower ratings in 1981-82 may reflect the generally more
moderate.ratings of teachers in 1981-82, or a lessening of satisfaction with

the health services provided. . . N

by

. T Secondary | (O L. .
. « <N v \ .
As with the elementary teachers, the secondary teachers (ste item 5, Figure °
I-2) were gemerally satisfied with the health ;services provided.: , °
In examining the secondary teachers' “responses from 1980~ 81 about health ,‘
services (see item 5, Figure I-4), their rating of ‘health services was thigher
than in 1981-82 and the highest of the ratings Hhey gave. .

Evaluation Question D4=4: How successful was the implementation of
the Parental Involvement Component? .

¢) What concerns/strengths were identified by Migrant Program
> _ teachers’.

Vo A . . . .
E [} N

Elementary

Of the 'two items (item 6 - PAC, item 7 - eommunity representative) rated, the
elementary teachers rated their satisfaction with their PACs as the lowest of
all eight items (see Figure I-1). The highest rated of all items was their
satisfaction with their community represéntatives.

In l980-81 {see items 6 and 7 in Figure I-3), the teachers also were generally
dissatisfied with their campus PACs. They were generally satisfied with their

L}

community representatives but less so than-in 1981-82. . . ) ‘

v . ' : Secondarz e v

As with elementary Migrant Program teachers, the l981-82 secondary teachers
were generally dissatisfied with their PAC (see item 6, Figure I-2)., This may
reflect'their dissatisfaction with having a single Secondary Districtwilie PAC,
rather than individual campus PACs =~ or it may reflect some dissatdisfaction

. .with the fpnctioning of the PAC. This was the teachers' lowest fated item.

)




4 - :
. As can be noted in item 6, Figure 1-4 the secondary teachers in 1980-81

were (as a group) not as.satisfied as (hey ‘could Be with their PACs. However
their satisfaction was higher than the 1981-82 teachers as a group.

'4‘, . . 5 vl
1;' The secondary teachers in 1981-82 were as a group generally neutral about their
. s community representative (see item 7, Figure I-2). As can be noted from the

ff%ure, therg was a very wide range of satisfaction with the community repre- -
sent:ative services . , _
In 1980781, the secondary teachers were positiye\(with-qne;éxcgption)"about the
' service offered them. See Figure I-4, item 7. Thus-\there was a decrease'iﬁ*
téacher satisfaction from 1980-81 tg 1981-82. \\\\"
o ) . « Evaluation,Question D5-2: How successful was the implementation of
\ the MSRTS Component? . ‘
) . ‘ . . 1
' a) What,concernsﬁstrengthg were identified by Migrant Program
s, teachers? : \

© » D

— *

- Elementary -

The® final item in Figure I-1 contains the elementary teachers' responses to

the MSRIS. The majority vere neutrel about ‘the system, while one was posi-
' tive and the other was negative. ‘
In 1980:81, the elementary teachers' responses (see item 8, Figure'I,3) also
indicate a generally neutral attitude about the MSRTS.

- B ‘. ’ .
-

, v - Secondary T .
Y. vf‘ ‘ - <
The. secondary teachers expressed the same sentiments about the MSRTS (see item
8, Figure I-2) as did their elementary counterparts - they were generally
neutral about the system. - _ _ .
'In 1980-81, the secondary teachers were generally neutral to slightly negative :
S (see.item 8, Figure I-4). Two teachers did not even see the system as
N . applicable to them.

. Unfortunately the teachers did not meke any written comments on thé completed
¢ apestionnaires to allow real interpretation of their reasons for being sat-

isfied/dissatisfied with the matters upon which they were surveyed.

wt

.
s ; . .
'V ﬂ - ’ 2

Ld
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. -ELEMENTARY TEAGHER RESPONSES 1981-82

MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHER QUESTIONNAIRE

14

R 0 o)
A.,:.‘%f’r
"

'

Figure I-1: SUMMARY OF ELEMENTARY

LlTn

-

. ITEMS IN 1981-82;

-» )

»

)
‘

-

-/

~N

. ) 5 4 3 2 1 "

. ~

' - o 2

> ~ ] > 0 o

e : © Y — 3]
; . - @ ) N &0 — & o '

- 5 N - B - & N

Please rate your level of ) vy 2. “y 53 -
agreement with the following: =< < z . A & A Z,< Mean n

v ) R \‘ T Vol

1. fhe length of instructional. * 0 ~ _ 5 o = 2 0 0
time provided to the Migrant ' L 3
Program students thiis school _
year has been as much as was - | 0,0% 71.4% 0,0% 28.6% 0.0%2 0.02 3.4 7
needed. '

2, The process used for sched- 0 3 3 1 o - 0 N

« uling Migrant Program stu- ' .
dents-this school year has 0.0% 42,97 42,97 4,3% 0,072 0.0%2 3.3 T y
worked well, - '

3. The coordination that I have Ki,/ 4 0 2 .0 0
had with the regular classroom - : ‘ -
teachers this school year has 14,3% 57.1% 0.0% %8.6% 0.0%2 ,0.0%2 3.6 7
been what was needed. ] ' -

4, The instructional supervision. 1 5 0 0 <1 0 ‘.
that I received this school . L
year has been what I needed. 14032 71.4% 0.0Z 0.0% 14.32' 0.0%» 3.7 7

5. The health care services pro- 1 3 3 0 0o 0

‘ vided by the Migrant Program " .

Nurse this school year have 14.3%  42.9%  42,97% 0.0% 0.02 0,072 3.7 7 -
met the needs of students. : ’ . C -

'6. The operation of my school's 1 -1 3 0 2 0

hi h h § ‘ .
PAC ©hls School year has 14.3%  14.3%  42.9% 0.0% . 28.6% 0,02 2.9 7

.7.. The services provided by the 1 4 \/2~ + 0 0 0 ,
cogmunity representative(s) YT e, ‘
this school year have been. 14.3%  57.1% - 28.6% 0.07% 0.0 0.072 3.9 7
what was_ néeded, ' '

8. 'The bemefits I have receive 1 o .4 1 o .o »
from the MSRTS (imcluding SIS) - . . L
this school year were worth 16.7% 0.0% 66.72’ 16.7% 0.0% 0.0% 3.2 6

+ the efforts T-put into i&. - .

gy S

,MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHER RESPONSES TO QUESTIdNNAIRE .

I-7

*

-

v
-
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SECONDARY TEACHER RESPONSES 1981-82

the efforts I put into it.

¢ MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHER QUESTIONNAIRE ..
\ i > - . ' -
"5 4 3 2 1 -
{ LT} [ o]
. 2 s ! B ah Bt
) g o H 0 I =
Please rate your level{ of Su " 3 8 38 v A
) . o &0 0 9 ol 0 08 M
agreement with the following: =< < = =) B a Z < ang
#
}.' The length of instructional 2 4 </L 0 "1 0 0
time provided to the Migrant | !
Program students this school P - ‘ ]
year has been as much as was 28.6% 57.X%° 0.0% 14.3% 0.0% 0.0%2 4.0
needed. . )
. v . ! - b ..
2. The process used for sched- - 3 1 1 1 1 -0
) ﬁlihg Migrant Program stu- . . ..
- dents this school year has +42.92  14.3% 14.,3% .14.3% 14,3% 0.0%Z. 3.6
worked well, \ . . :
3, __The coordination thiht I have 1: 3 1 -0 1 1 W
(Tqﬁed with the regular \¢lassroom -
teachers this school year has 14,37 42,97 14.3% 0.0% 14.3% 14.3% 3.5
been what was needed. ] )
4, The instructional supervision’ 2 3 1 0 1 -.0
that I received this school 28.6Z 42.9% 14.3% 0.0% 14.,3%2 0.0% 3.7
year has been what I needed. T - ‘ .
5. The health care services pro- 0. 4 ’2 : 0 0 I
vided by the Migrant Program « , : » _ -
Nurse this school year have 0.0% 57.X%  28.6% 0.0% 0.0%2 14.3% 3.7
met the needs of students. ) )
6. The operation of my .school's 1. 1 0 4 1 0
PAC this school year has . .
been effective., 14,37 14.3% 0,07 '.57.1% 14.3% 0.94 2.3
7. The services provided by the - 1 2 2 I "1 0
community representative(s): . .
this school year have been =~ 14.37  28.6% 28.@7 14.3% 14.3% 0.0% 3.1
what was needed. . a
e
8. The benefits I have received 0 1
from” the MSRTS (including SIS) :
. this school year were worth  0.0Z2  14.3% 3.1

Figure I-2:
ITEMS IN 1981-82,

-

o

11
.
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SUMMARY OF SECONDARY M}GRANT PROGRAM TEACHER RESPONSES TO QUESTIONNAIRE
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“ELEMENTARY TEACHER RESPONSES 1980-81 ’ “« . .

-81.26 MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHER QUESTIONNAIRE
x 5 4 3 2 1 9 .
LR . *Q 0 Q- .
. > - ot 0 > ¢ o
. .- - o H - 3
Please rate your level of a9 ot b ¥. =¥ o
agreegent with the following: -~ I~ 3 .32 -2 - _
§ T ’ . g - ) ) E_O«_:%O 3:0 % s g Eor' g : :g % Mean n >
1.. I gm satisfied with.the length . 2 6 0. 1 0. 0
of instructional time provided ' o
to the migrant students this 28.6% 57.1%Z 0.0%2 14.3% 0.0%2 0.0%Z. 4.0 7
school year. . . g ‘ . L _—
: . - A ' L - ('
. R X \' . . *
2. I am satisfied with the process . 2 0 « 1. 0 0
“‘used for scheduling migrant stu~ . ' L . .o
dents this school year.. 57.1% 28.6% 0.0% 14.3% 0.0% 0.0% 4.3 '7
3eal am saEisfied with the coofdina~ 4 2 1"" 0- o O )
tion that I have had with the * .
regular ‘classroom teachers this = 57.1% 28.6% 14.3%Z 0.0% 0.0%2 0.0% 4.4 7
school year,’ . . o ) -
’ ‘ . , \ \
4, I am satisfied with the instruc- 3 2 0o - 2 0o .0
/ ~tional supervision that I received N .
this school year. : 42,97 28.6% 0.0% 28.6% 0.0%2 0.8% 3.9 7
""" ) H i : - \ ‘. > . »
. I an®satisfied with the health - 6 1 0"’ 0 0 0 \
care services provided to the )

, migrant.students this schoolryear. 85.7%. 14.3% O,dZ 0.02 0.02 0.0%Z2 4.9 .7

14

6. I'am,satisfied with thé‘operation 0 1 2 ﬂg T2 0
of my school's PAC this school _ -
year, . ’ . 0.0% 14.3% 28.)67% 28.6% 28.67% 0.0%2 2.3 7

7. I am satisfied with the services 2 2 2 1 0 -0
provided by the Parental Involve~ C "

ment staff and my community repre~ 28.6% 28.6% 28.6% 14.3% 0.0% 0.0%~ 3.7 7
- sentative this school year. . .

— . —
8. I am satisfied with my experience 0 2 3 2 Q 0
.with the MSRIS this school year. .. oy  28.6% 42.9%7 28.6% 0NZ 0.0%2 3.0 P2

A PR . ¢
. {

Figure I-3: SUMMARY OF ELEMENTARY MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHER RESPONSES TO QUESTIONNAIRE
ITEMS IN 1980- 81.

- ‘ ( o )
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4  SECONDARY TEACHER RESPONSES .1980+81 Y -
| MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHER QUESTIONNAIRE C

/ ' : 'l " f
- 5 6 3 T 2t 18
. ‘ . <@ [V NI o TN
’ 71 g gead g e
Please rate your level of ‘- 9 . M 1 A I ] I~ ‘
agreement wit:h the following. > 3 go _24’0 3"' §' 3 _‘§‘J )
o = < = a. 82 2 & Mean -n
1. I am-satisfied with the length o1 §f)'ﬁ 0 3v N 0 .
: of instructional tiime proyided . L AR .
to the migrant students this . 14,3% 42.9% 0,0% 43.9% 0.0% 0.0% .3.3 .7 °
school year. ‘ . . : ‘: 5 :
2, I am satisfied with the'pnocessk\v— 1 3 0 2 \;5$0 1
¢ uysed for scheduling migrant stu- . - [ o
dents this school year. 14.3% 42.9% "0.0% 28.67 .0.0% 14 34 3.5 7
3. I am satisfied with the coordinaL 2 3 1 :_ '0' .0 '{*ii ‘ K A\I
tion that I have had with the regu- : L W) S
lgr classroom teachers this school 28.6% 42,97 14.,37% 0,0% . 0.07% ' ,14.3% 4.2 -7
year. , . ‘ ok o !
L ; . RN
%, I am satisfiéd with the instruc- 0 6 1 o 00 "l
. - tional supervision that I received . C T . e
this school year. .- . 0.0%7 85.7%2 14.3% 0.0% O:yé .0.0% 3.9 . Z
5. I am satisfied with the health - 4 2 1. _0, .0 0o .
"+ cate services provided to the _— ! - N
migrant students this school year. 57.1% [ 28.6% 14.3% 0.0% 0.0%, 0.07 4.4 7
- - "‘ ] . - . N 7 . — "“\::
6. I am satisfied with the operation 1 2+ 1 -3 0 0
of my school's PAC this school . .oy L M
_ year. : © 14.3%7 28.6% 14.3% 42.9% 0.0% 0.4 "3.1 &7
r _ .\' _ . N
7. J am satisfied with the services 1 b 1 1 0,60

provided by the Parental Involve- - ‘ :
ment staff and my community repre- 14.3% 57.1% 14.3% 14.3% 0.0%7 0.0% 3.7 7

sentative this school.year. . J
8. I am satisfied’ with my experience 0 1 .2 1 1 2 .
with the MSRIS this school Year. 0.0% 14,37’ 28.6% 14.3% 14.37% 28.67% 2.6 7
] |
N : . ’ ! A
o ' .
P .
Figure I-4: SUMMARY OF SECONDARY MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHER RESPONSES TO QUESTIONNAIRE
ITEMS .IN 1980-81. ,
- \ .
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“About March 3,
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TO: - . . Principals AddresSed .
FROM: : -Elaine Tk3om: ”

v

SUBJECT'"vTeapber Survey

- PR e
" .
¢ 3
0. . . g
WP DO L
cf
' - ’tw. .
N2

PR
. {A'
.

0' ’

naire from our office.

gation, Migrant Program).

. ! k
USTIN‘INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
ffioe of Research and Evaluation

1
approximaterv half<vour teachers will receive a question=-
Tdis ‘survey is collecting baselime and evaluation
_data for a number of projects (¢.8., the Accreditation Process, ESAA/Desegre,

","-/." N
Attdchfent I-2 .

P Y

- .
.

¢,

1982

4+

H

In order to get an adequate number of responses for' each of about 65 items,
we are this year computer generating a unique survey for each teacher, with

from 9 to 14 items on each.

Forythis redson, each of your teachers will

probably have an entirely different form, and a random assortment of numbers

-from 1 to 63.
have been excluded from the-sample.

The questionnaires are numbered so that

returned, but all responses will be kept confidential.

have any questions about this survey,
Thank you for your time and consideratio

Y ’

EJ:rrf’\\;\\\ L

AN

5:7%234241{6L-—¢// ;Z;é:1fféf

Teachers who have already participated in %the Retention Survey

we' can send reminders if they are not

If you or your teachers -
ease feel free to call, me at 458-1227.

n.

-

L} -

7. .
Approved: Ceny ‘
" Director, Office of Research apd Evaluation
Approved: :1224,

‘Ruth MacAHiister,

sistant~$uperintendent for Elementary

Approved: )
L)

David Hill, Acting-Assistant

”~

Superintendent for Secondary
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT . |
Office of Research-and Evaluation .
/. February 26, 1982 : T e
v . ‘I’ ‘ - ’ N
T0: Forrest Kline, Fortunato Vera
FROM: . Elaine Jackson o -
SUBJECT: Teacher Survey B T y

1 »
)

]

- About March 3, aﬁproximately'ﬁalf the teachers in tﬁg.District will receiwe
a questionnaire from our office. ,This survey is collecting baseline and o
evaluation data for a number'of projects (e.g., the Accreditation Process,
ESAA/Desegregation, Migrant Program).® All of the teachers at Crockett ard
Martin will receive'questionnaires so that they will all have an opportunity
to give input to the Drugs off Campus Program Evaluatioq. .
. 4 -
In ordér to obtain an adequate gumber of responses for each .of about 65
items, we are this year computer generating a unique survey for each teacher,
with from 9 to 14 items on each, For this teason, each of your teachers will .
. probably have an entirely different form, .and a random assortment of numbers
from 1 to 63, Teachers who have already participated in the Retention Survey
have been excluded from the sample. . ) . ' M '

s ‘

[ <
The questionfiaires are numbered so that we can send reminders if they are not
returned, buf all responses will be kept confidential. If you or your teachers
have any queftions about tgis survey, please feel free to call me at 458~1227,
Thank you for your time and' consideration. ‘

h}

EJ:irrf ' . ) ‘ ‘ T )
&5 . ‘ y - - . . .
Approved: =524 é?{_ )77 %"4 —
. Director, Office of Research and Evaluation f ) o
s ]

7z,
Approved: M W L~

David Hill, Acting Aséistant Superinten&qnt for Secondary

«
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81.26 . i I .
Inscrument Dssc}ipcion: Mach RainbSw Kic Teacher Questiopnaire

) . - 3rief descrineicn of the instmument: ’
~ This questionnuaire is a brief 4eitem quescionnnaire designed to assess the ) .
- teachers' impressions of the Math Rainbow Kit activities including difficuley .level,
ease of distribution, match with che regular inscructional program, and the re- B .
sponse of parents and studernts, . y: .o
. . -
. N . _ ,
¢ 3
To whem was the instrment adminigetared? - v
’ ' - N <
. All teachers respoans.ble fo- distribution of the Macth Rainbow Kit activities, £
, . .
dow 2any fimes wzs the {ngsTtment administezsd? . -
Once. e ' . .
L]
. i When was the instruzent adzinistered? . -
March, 1982, ’ ’
weEz2 vas the {nsgrument 1imi=dgzarad? N
»
The questionnaire was sent ro~the :sachers via school mail to their school locatioms.
[ * -
. {
d Who admindsgcarad che {nstTooant?
N .
Not applicable. . - .
. Whaz traiming did the admiziserazors have? . . .
=, '1 Not applicable. . e
%
M .
. was cha lzsrtsumens adnisigiared -.nder scandardizad canditions? .
No.
~ ! -
. 2 Wera thars sroblems writh the ingrsiment or the administracicn that izhe
23Sscz the vaildir? of thes data? ,
1 : . '
1 YNone were identified.
3 .
L] "
* wac develoved tha insetrumans? . N
i ORE scaff. ~*
N .
What seliabilier and validisr daca are available om the izstmemmenz!?
H ‘ ‘
None ars available. .
R . . L Y 3 .
. | :
: @
. ! -
| . Aca sbars sor: daca availabla fIsf {ncarorating the rasults? !
- T > . 4
4 No, - .
i * —‘ [
3 ’ '
1 2 g
Q . Y 1 o :
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MATH RAINBOW KIT TEACHER QUESTIONNAIRE . . . :

< N Purpose

Teacher®®who distributed the Math Rainbow Kits weressurveyed in order to
answer the following decision and evaluation questions.

. : »
Decision® Question D2: Should the K-12 Instructional Component (Communi-
cation Skills) be continued as it is, modifiied, or deleted? .

Evaluation Question D2-8. What strengths/concerns did the AISD
teachers who were responsible for the distribution &f the Math
Rainbow Kit note gbout the Math Rainbow Kit? )

‘\ r ‘ + * -

4

Procedure
The Math Rainbow Kit i5 a series of lessons for paé\nts And their children to do
at home together. Jhe lessons cover basic mathematics lessons such as time and
money. A kit appropriate for each grade level, K~6, is avallable., The kits
were developed in response to parents' requests for help in working with their
children at home on math, A similar Reading Rainbow Kit for grades K~6 was
also developed by the District. . '
The Math Rainbow Kit was pilot tested during the l981-82 school year ont a sam- ,
ple of Migrant and Title I students. Teachers and ‘students at five ‘schools’
(Allan, Brooke, Langford, Metz and Zavala) participated. Principals at e
school selected which teachers would participate and select the children %
would receive the kits and distribute the activities, Teachers selected varied’
at each school = some were all classroom teachers, at other schools the Title I
and Migrant Program teachers also participated.’ ' co e
The Math Rainbow Kit Teacher Questionnaire (see Attachment J-1)‘was developed ty
the Migrant Program Evaluator using the Rainbow Kit Teacher Questionmnaire from
the 1980-81 Title I Evaluation (see ORE Publication Number 80.71, Appendix H)
as a guide. This year the questionnaire was distributed as part of an office-
wide teacher questionnaire effort, The Math Rainbow Kit Teachéer Questionnaire
when finalized was given to the District Priorities staff to computer-genérate, ‘
distribute, and receive back from the teachers. All teachers who distributed .
the Kits were sent the four items (see Attachment J—l) The teachers wete )
also given several other items dealing with other District concerns. Each
teacher therefore received his/her own unique computer-generated questionnaire.
The only results discussed here are the ones dealing with the Math Rainbow
Kit. For more complete details on the procedures, and the ‘results of the other
items see the 1981-82 Systemwide Evaluation Technical Report (ORE Publication
Nymber ‘81.24), Appendix H.

The surveys were sent tgrough the school mail in early March. An explanation
letter was mailed to principals (see Attachment J-2) at the,.same time. Three
weeks later a reminder was sent to those teachers who had*fot returned their
questionnaires, Thirty-two (88.9%) of the thirty-six teachers surveyed returned
their questionnaires. The data were summarized tlirough the use of DISTATP.

»
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Results

Evaluation Question D2-8, What strengths/concerns did the Migrant
. Program-teachers note regarding the implementation of the Math
" . Rainbow Kit?

: $ The responses of teachers to each of the four frems of the questionnaire are
' prasénted in Figures J-1 through J-4. The results will be discussed in terms
of uhe four questions. . , ’ Y
1. For-each grade to which you gave the Math Rainbow Kit activities, please
indicate the difficulty level of the activities for the average Title I/
Migrant student. ‘ ]
.In Figure J-1 are presented the responses of teachers to this item. Grades
~ K.nd 5 activities were seen as just right to possibly too easy. Grades
: 2, 3, and 6 activities were seen as just right. Grade 5 activities were
‘ seen by one teacher as hard and by one.as just right. Grade 1l activities
‘were felt to be hard or too hard by a large majority of teachers (4 of 5).

2. At what rate did you give out the Math Rainbow Kit activitigs?

In Figure J+2 are listed the respomses to this item. The majority of
the teachers (almost half of them responding.to this question) gave out

) two activities a week. Ten teachers’distributed one per week, Only one
teacher handed out an activity every two weeks, while six gave out more
than two per week. : 7

"bo
3. For each_of the following items, please rate your level of agreement with

the statBment: - X

. R . - . ‘ -
See Figure I-3 for each item as stated d4nd a summary of the responses.
On the whole teachers felt the activities were easy to distiibute although
.9 did not think so.  The teachers were quite varied on their opinions of .
. how well,the activities matched classroom instruction. The majority o
reported favorable parent response and a large majority reported favorable
student response. !

.
A

4, _Please use the space beloyrto make any additional comments you have about
the: Math Raipbow Kit, its usefulness, suggestions for_ changes/improvements, ==

etc. .. bl
X

T o

In Figure J-4 are presented the teachers' suggestions, etc. The gcomments
varied greatly including - make it in Spanish too, check first to see if

. parents are willing, should be given out by math teachers, give it to all
_children, etc. R T

‘. '
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Frequency of Difficulty sLevel

Mean Reported by Teachers:
Difficulty ~

Level. 3 Y

s

2.6 /7

‘A'VZ

3.0

3.5
2.8

-3.0

’

. . . '
. . o - . .
. N . 4
N
. . .
.

*

Note: "1 = too easy, '2 = easy, 3 = just right, 4 = hard, 5 § too hard .
* <
Figure J-1. TEACHER RESPONSES B‘? GRADE LEVEL ON THE DIFFICULTY LEVEL OF THE
MATIL RAINBOW KIT




Frequency and percentages of teachers'
respodses’ to the distribution -
of the Math Rainbow Kit activities

[

¥

N

‘ R { v '
More than two Two activities  One activity  One activity  Other
activities per per week per weék every two
" week ] ‘weeks
6 . - 16 .. 10 ' 1 0 I

* (18.2%) (48,5%) (30.3%) (3.0%) -(0.0%)

.
L
.

Figure J-2. TEACHERS RESEONSES TO FREQUENCY OF GIVING OUT THE MATH RAINBOW ]
i KIT ACTIVITIES. .

.
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Frequency of Teacher Responses

-
g

»

Don't Know
Stronglyw

Strongly
Disagree
Disagreero
Neutral ‘w
Agree

The Math Rainbow Kit
activities have been-
easy to distribute.

_ Agree

[ ]

32

g

The match between the Math
Rdinbow' Kit activities and

classroom instructional
activities ha% been good.

i\

3.1

32

The response of parents
to the Math Rainbow #
Kit has been good.

3.7

30

-

The response of students
to the Math Rainbow
Kit has been good.

3.9

31

+

Figure J-3. TEACHER RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS ABOU

RAINBOW KIT.
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Teacher Comments - Math Rainbow Kit

Distribute groups of related works directly to parents at group meeting.
Could get direct feedback. :

. ' I .
Parents seem'very happy with it. What about a Spanish version. It would
help more of my students. )

~

/

There is not any guarantee the students do the work and no real feedback about
it from home. . ) ,

Yourig children do not understand why some receive the kits and some do not.
They feel left out' - especially when the bdoks are distributed.

It should be available for-all students. - ) .
Neezf to be in Spanish also.

This program is good, but it takes too much feacher-time with recordkeeping
and distribution of pacgkets. . . f

Should have asked parents first if tltey were willing to do it. Many of my
children. stated they were not doing them and some even admitted throwing
them away. It was a waste of money in many cases. o N

Good materials, Easy to distribute) but please do not take my time.
More erientation to it - receiving it'on time instead of midyear.
Students enjoyed working independently. S )

It is very usefel and well-organized. I would suggest that the students' math
teachers distribute the lessons. It would also be helpful‘ for the parents to-
pick up the kit$ and Have a short orientation on it.

Y . .
I think it could also be used in the classroom. '

Ask parents about the’Kit. ’ . )

The parentshwho used it often complained that the children were not getiting the
conhepts. This led to frustration on the part of th& parent as well as the part
of the child. Seek input from teachers of low achievers before setting up a
program like the Math Rainbow Kit. This would eliminate some of the activities
that are much too diffScult for the students.

-

I feel these kits would be more meaningful if distributed by math teachers and
_coordinated with their programs. . -

Figure J-4., TEACHERS ADDITIONAL COMMENT ON THE MATH RAINBOW KIT. The.comments
are generally verbatim, except where words were added ti/gla:ify

. ' comments. . ;
" *

: -
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81.26 R : ' Attachment J-1
' - [N
: v . o . - . * M
-l . AUSTIN [NOEPENDENT SCHOGL DISTRICT
QUEST [ONS FOR TEACHERS OFFI[CE: OF RESEARCH ANDG--EVALUATION

Y . -

FOR THE LAST FEW YEARS THE OFFICE OF RESEARCH ANO EVALUATION HAS SURVEYED TEACH=
ERS TO COLLECT INFCRMATION ON THEIR ATTLTUDES ANO OPINTGONS "OM DISTRICT [SSUZSe.
THESE ARE CONSIDERED ALCONG WITH ACHIEVEMENT DATA ANO OTHER INFORMATIONIN
JQISTRICT OECISION MAKING. ’ ,

THIS YEAR WE ARE USING A NEW PROCEOURE SO WE CAN I[NCLUDE Ha‘F QUESTIONS (63)

AND ASSIGN SPECIFIC QUESTIGNS TO TEACHERS [N CERTAIN SCHOOLS OR PROGRAMS. WE
ARE COMPUTER GENERATING AN UNEQUE SURVEY FORM FOR EACH TEACHER IN THE RANDOM

'SAMPLE. EACH FORM wILL CONTAIN LESS THAN 15 QUESTIONS. YOUR TTEM NUMBERS WILL

NOT BE SEQUENTTAL = THEY REPRESENT THE TOTAL [TE4 PNOL OF 63 [TEMS, AMD ALLIW US
TO KEYPUNCH THE RESPONSES CORRECTLY. THE NUMBER AT THE TOP OF EACH FCRY ALLOWS
US TO SENO YOU THE RIGHT FORM, MONITOR THE RETHRY RATE, AND CODE (DESCRIPTIVE
DAT4. ALL RESPONSES WILL 8E CDNFIDENTIAL.
PLEASE COMPLETZ THE SURVEY AS SCON AS: bosstaLc AND RETURN THROUGH CAMPUS “AIL
TC: CFFICE GF RESEARCH AND EVALUATICK

ADMINISTRATION BLOGy 30X 75 -  ° . .

ELAINE JACKSON - )- .

H -

H "y

42. FCR EACH GRAQE TO WHICH YQU GAV% THE VATH RAINBOW K[T ACTIVITIES, PLEASE
[NDICATE THE DIFEIM N TY L‘VC! dF THE, ACTIVITIES FOR THE AVERAGE TITLE.L/
MIGRANT SIS T. 53 THE AL: S~-ud FDR YOUR RATINGS.

5 = TCO HARD 4 = HARD 3 = JUST RIGHT 2 x EASY ., 1 = TOO EASY

GRADE ' DIFFIGULTY LEVEL .  _ ~  COMMENTS: '~ |
K \d SRR . . "
1. N ' ' ‘
2 -]
3 R .
4 S ————— i l-
5 —_— R .
6 . > "
- ~ -

v )

43. AT WHAT RATE D{D YOU GIVE-OUT JHE MATH RAINAOW KIT ACTIVITIES? PLEASE
.CIRCLE THE RESPONSE H40ST REPRESEMTATIVE OF YOUR FREQUENCY QF USE. IF YOU -
GAVE OUT RAINBOW KIT ACTIVITIES AT MORE THAN ONE GRADE LEVEL, PLEASE :
INDICATE SEPARATELY THE FREQUENCY FOR EACH GRAOE, AND WRITE THE GRADE(S)
SELOW THE FREQUERCY. . - .

MORE THAN TWO  TWO AGTPVIT(ES ONE ACTIV[TYi/ ONE ACTIVITY  OTHER(PLEASE
ACTIVITIES PER WEEK PER WEEK EVERY TWO SPECTFY)____
PER WEEK R " WEEKS co

;

——— s aprnte y —————

FOR BACH OF THE FOLLOWING I[TEMS PLEASE RATE YOUR LEVEL OF AGRESMENT WITH T4g
STATEMENT USING THE SCALE AELOW: .

5 = STRCNGLY AGREE 3 a2 NEUTRAL l = STRONGLY OISAGREE
4 = AGREE .., 2= DISAGREE 0 = DON'T KNOW .
4. A) THE MATH RAIN3OW XIT ACTIVITIES HAVE 5 4 .3 21 0
BESN EASY TO DISTRIBUTE. . :
8) THE MATCH SETWEEN. THE MATH RA INBOW s 4 3 2 1 o
. KIT ACTIVITIES AND CLASSROOM INSTRUC= .
‘TIONAL ACTIVITLES HAS BEEN GOOD- , . /
C) THE RESPONSE CF PARENTS TO THE MATH s 4 3 2 1 o

RA{NBOW RIT HAS BEEN GDOn.

D} THE RESPCNSE, OF STUDENTS TO THE “ATH 5 4 3 2 1 0
- RAIMBOW XIT HAS '8EEN $O0D. ' .

: w@\




Attachment’ J-2_

" 81.26 B o .
. AUSTIN TNDEPENDENT SCHOOL. DISTRICT ' ~
Office of Research a.nd Evaluat:ion a >
. February 26 1982+ - ¢ -
" . : s,
v * < "
' » . ’ 1 - ) \
. 10T, 'Principals Addressed . : T .
. . N . . » . . .
‘FROM: : Elaine Jatkson - . . - <. .

—

SUBJECT: Teacher Survey

>

.
.
)
¥
. <. ' .
. . . . - -

. -

~

About:\March 3, appro‘d.mat:ely half your teachers w‘ill receive a quest:ion-
naire from our 6ffice. This survey is collecting baseline and evaluation
data for a aumber of projects (e.g., the Accreditation Process, ESAA/Desegre—
gation, :ﬁ.gran,r Program) ‘ . -
o )

In order to get an adequate aumber of responses for each of about: 65 items,
we are this year computer generating a unique, survey for each t:eacher, with

rom 9 =0 14 items on each. For this reason, each of your teachers will
probably have an entirely different form, and a random assortment of aumbers
-from 1 ©o 63, Teachers who have already participated in the Ret:ention Survey
nave been excluded from the sample. i _ 1
The questionnaires are numbered so t:hat: we can send reminders if chey are not .
returned, but all responses will be kept confidential. If you or, your ‘teachers g
have any ﬁuest:ions about this survey, please feel free to call me at 458-1227, l
Thank you -for your time and consideration. - .-

o
\h M
i .
. »

b N
Approved: ,7%2&{%/27/ % ' .

Director, Office of Research apd Egaluation

EJsrrf

Approved: )

Ruth Mae%irlis ter, !

Approved: %

David Hill, Acting Assistant Super‘int:endent: for Secondary

]

istant Superintendent for Elementary l .



-
*

81026 N . R 3 - « J

) -r
N

4 1 4 .

- ’ ' TITLE I MIGRANT ) B

o -
. v . o
» N
E3
v

L

. APPENDIX: K

¥ . .
(__.- _RAINBOW KIT PARENT QUESTIONNAIRE -
.- bl
,;’J?'z-“ . . L
N -

f
. 9
!
2
-
«
~
-

Al 0
- v ~
4 o«
\
N -
Al
v
. A 2
’ . [
-
A »
»
. .
*
”
)
'
' ‘ . Y
£
° . w [
l »
Al
3 4 -
‘ Tub ]
. » A'a




MR 7t providod b Eic

81.26 . I

B

Instrument Description: Math Rainbow Kit Parent Questionnaire

~ b

. Brief descrincion of the inscfiment: ' . -

‘o ass?!
The queq:ionnaire is a item questionnarie., Paren:s‘are asked to £11l, in the
blank on one item and check the most appropriate .response on the ‘other eight items.
The items deal with the family's use of the Mach Rainbow Kit. s

.
-
- f - f

To whe was the .ns:ru:en: administarad?

The parents of the, wa:h Rainbow Ki:.parnicipan:s.

hY a
How many times was the instoiment admizniscered?
Once.

When was the instrument adminiscsred? ..

The questionnaires were delivered to the schools to be sent 'home during the week
of Warch 1, 1982, :

Where was the {nstrument adniniscersd?

In the studants' homes.

who adainisterad the instrument?

Not applicable,

waat training did the adninigtrators have?

Directions were sent home with che questionnaires.

- .
.

as “he iastruztent administered under standazdized conditions?

No. )
v ' Ll
Were thare aroblems with the instrmumens or the admdinistration that =ighe
Zfect the validity of :Za daga?

1 tone were identified.

, a . : \

Wao devaloped the instrumenc?

.

The instrument was developed by the Migrant Evaluator based upon the previous
year's Rainbow Kit Paremt Ques:ionnaireS. The instrument was ;eviewed by program
staff.

Wwaat veliabilitr and «7alidite data ars avai.able on the inscrusent?
P
None.
N ~. . hd
\\ - ! .
™~ .
™~

B

Ars thers nora data available ‘for iatsroreting the rasulcs?
- 5

<

A No. Thera is comparison data from last year's quescionnaires,

ERIC

<iq !
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.. MATH RAINBOW K%? PARENT QUESTIONNAIRE

“w -

Purpose
- . .
. The Math Raipbow Kit Parent Questionnai}e was sent home to all partici-
pating families to,answer the following decision and evaluation questions:

Decision Question D2% Should the K~12 Instructional Component
(Communication Skills) be continued as it is, modified, or deleted?

- . ‘ ! Ly
Evaluation Question D2-9. What strengths/concerns did the Math s\ O
Rainbow Kit parents note about the implementation of the Math
Rainbow Kit?

Procedure

The Math Rainbow Kit is a serids of lessons for parents and their children
to do at home together. The lessons cover basic mathematics lessons such
as time and money. A kit appropriate for each grade level, K-6, is avail-
able. The kitsgwere developed in response to parents' requests for help in

-  working with their children at home .on math, A similar Reading Rainbow
Kit for grades K-6 was also developed by the District.’ .

In Attachment K-1 is the original plan for distribution of the Math Rainbow
Kit. is plan was developed by ORE, staff along with Title IRMigrant .
.Project \gtaff preparation for the pilot-testIng during tzg 1981-82 school
year. The numbers of students listed at each location wdre projections for.

1981-82. _ : !,,——~J;.

In the fall of 1981, the Title I/Migrant Administrator contacted each of

the schools to discuss with the principals their proposed participation in
the Math Rainbow Kit pilot. All agreed to participate, except Govalle.

The Langford principal was then contacted and agreed to participate. Each
principal chose tge'teachers who were to select the students that would
participate., The teachers were also responsible for the distribution of -
\ .+ activities. ’

K-2)-was sent to these teachers asking them t0 complete a Math Rainbow Kit
) Students Roster (see Attachment K-3). This involved their listing which
4  students (with AISD ID, ‘grade,’ and program)/thei had chosen to receive the
Math Rainbow Kit activities, . When the completed rosters wgre received at -
ORE the data were taken and keypunched in the format in Attachment K-4,
The data are stored on file MG-RAINB@1§2. Attachment K-5 is the final
distribution plan. v

. * . >
\x . By early December, all teachers had been chosen. A letter (see Attachment

1
Y

- -EE R T G G G GE am -

The Math Rainbow Kit Parent Questionnaire (see Attachment K-6) was developed

by the Migrant Evaluator based on last year's Title I Reading Rainbow Kit

Parent Questionnaires, The coordinator who was responsible for the develop-

ment of the activities and their distributipn was consulted in developing the

final version of the questionnaire (see AtE? hment K-7). Vi .
. O ¥

K=3 . ;‘ (

Y e
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. 81.26

« v ) . ' 1
» , ’ R
Based on the student data, the questionnaires were computer-generated so’
each questionnaire was unique for that chjikd. The child's first name was
inserted wherever there were the words'Your Child“ingAttaphméntJ&é. . THe .
program to produce the questionnaire is MG~-QUESTP1$2. . Some extra question-

naires were generated in cabe someone lost theirs, or new students had been

added.. L R ~

As done in 1980-81, the coordinator who developed ther Kit took care of dds-
tributing:the questionnaires to the Math Rainbow Kit teachers. In February”
she took the questionnaires and cover letters (see Attachments K-8 and K-9)
. to each participating school. If a completed questionnaire was returned, ,
the student was to receive ‘a.free book of his/her choice. Each school's
_personnel were, responsible for distributing the questionnaires. -

By the end of March, the Evaluator checked with the coordinator regarding the
return of the questionnaires. One school had gotten back only 2 and another

had "ng;ﬂ;&heirs. : ,

Finally in April the "lost" returned questionnaires were found and the’ .
Evaluator received all the completed questioﬁnaires. The data were keypurched

in the format in Attachment K-1Q e data,were processed at, AISD with the $
‘Program EV-DISTP. The data are'stordd at/AISD on MG-RAINP@1Q1. )

Below is given the return rate by school for the questionnaiies. Since the
school rates of return were so divergent, the results should be interpreted

cautiously. ) ‘
, RETURN RATE
Number Returned Number Sent Return Rate
. T Allan 83 ' 100 83%
. * : "\
) Brooke 2 . . 30 * 7%
. ‘ “ .
3 Langford . 33 100 33%
‘ Metz ', 38 57 67%
. zavala 19 . 63 . 30%
TOTAL 115, .- 350 501

Figure K-1. RETURN RATE OF THE MATH RAINBOW KIT PARENT QUESTIONNAIRE, -

4

Results ’

ﬁ'& ) , o \
Evaluation Question D2-9: 4ﬁmt,q;rengths/concerns did the Rainbow Kit parents
note about the implementation of the Math Rainbow .Kit?
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Summary of the'parents' resporises for each question on the survey are pre- o
sented in Figures K-2 through K-10., An examination of these figures reveals
the following: .

®

. Varying numbers of activities wege reported to have 'been brought home 4
since Christmas. .

*

. Ninety-six percent of the parents reported the activities were being
kept in the Rainbow Kit box. . +

. Parents said they would still, use the Kit even if scissors and a
pencil had not been included., - -

. In the majority of cases, the mother worked with the child on the
activities. The father and a sibling also worked with the student
to a lesser degree on the activities.

. Seventy-two percent of the respondents reported working on each 3
" activity 30 minutes or less. "

« Generally the parents responding felt the difficulty level of the

- activities was about right for, their children., '

. Parents, for the most part, felt the directions on the activities
+ were not hard to follow.
. Ninety-four percent of the parents'responding felt'their children
B had learned by doing the Math Rainbow Kit activities.

« « The majority of respondenﬁs reported really enjoying working with
their children on the activities.

In Figure K-11 are listed (only slightly modified) the additional comments
parents made about the Kits. Parents generally repQrted liking the Kit, .
working with their children, and seeing what the children learned. Several
parents requested the activities (directiodb, especially) be translated into
Spanish, .

\
\
Al
~
l |
' |
‘ i
-
| l
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Number of Kits Number of Parents . ] l
Received Reporting Percent -
Not Reported ) .43 24.6% . l
1 . 1 . 0.6% .
2 3 1.7%
3 - 2 1.1% '
“4 8 4.6%
5 = 1 0.6%
~ 6 .9 5.1%- P o II
“ 7 . 5 2.9% ' )
8 . 4 | 2.3%
9 ‘3 1.7%
10 15 - 8.6% .
11 ) 4 2.3%
12 4 2.3% .
13 2 1.1% .
. 14 . 7 4.02 .
15 ’ 8 4,6%
16 7 4.,0% l
17 4 2.3% '
18 ’ 6 3.4% . )
19 1 - - 0.6% ’
20 18 10,3%
21 6 3.4%
22 . ) 3 1.7%
23 4 2.3%
24 2 1.1%
30 or more 5 0 2.9%

[
N

Mean = 11 )
Standard Deviation = 9,8 . '
Median = Not Reported . .

.
L 3
.
‘
Gl =N e s

f
i
i

Figure K-2. PARENT RESPONSES TO QUESTION 1 (HOW MANY ACTIVITIES HAS YOUR
CHILD BROUGHT HOME SINCE CHRISTMAS?) ON THE MATH RAINBOW KIT
PARENT QUESTIONNATRE. - . . L.
- ‘ [ 4
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| -
. Parent Response Number of Parents Responding Percent
I - . .
. Yes < 168 96%
No ' o 5 . 3%
. Blank 2 1w,

Figure K-3, PARENT RESPONSES TO QUESTION 2 -(ARE YOU KEEPING THE ACTIVITIES
YOUR CHILD--HAS RECEIVED IN THE BOX?) ON THE MATH RAINBOW KIT
PARENT QUESTIONNAIRE.

g -
.

Pdrent Response: I\iumber.'of Parents Responding . Percent
. ' ' ] ) - . v
Yes - 169 . 97% - .
L
No _ : 6 . . T 3%
. ‘Figure ‘K~4. PARENT RESPONSES TO QUEETION 3 (NdU'LD YOU STILL USE THE 'KIT )

IF THEY - PENCIL AND SCISSORS - WERE NOT INCLUDED?) ON THE

4 -

. MATH RAINBOW KIT PARENT QUESTIONNAIRE.
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- Parent Responée N Number of Parents Responding ° \ Percent

\

3 +

Mother .0 126 ' oo o722

2

’

. ¥

Father ) ST 44
Brother/Sister - ) 25
“No Opne .° ' 12

' Someone Else 7

Figure K-5. PARENT RESPONSES TO QUESTION &4 (WHO USUALLY WORKS WITH YOUR
CHILD ON THE RAINBOW KIT?), ON THE MATH RAINBOW KIT PARENT
QUESTIONNAIRE.

»

- -

Parent Response  _.JMNumber of Parents Responding Percent

15 minutes or less 53° ) - "30%

‘Between 16 & 30 minutes 73 o 42%

A 7 - - .
Between 31 mnwﬂes and . ’ . '
one hour 35 . 20%

More than one hour . 12 . . : 7;/.

Blank = ' 2 - , \ 1%
4 f

~ ,
Figure Kr6. PARENT RESPONSES TO QUESTION 5 (HOW MU DID YPUR CHILD
* SPEND WORKING ON THE LAST ACTIVITY?) ON ‘THE INBOW KIT
PARENT QUESTIONNAIRE. o
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) " Parent Response Number of Pa,rent:s Responding | - Percent
Too Hard . 0 ’ ' 0%
Hard - .16 9% I ,
| .. Just Right 121 ’9 4 ) 69%'. . ; .
 Easy 2 . 14
. Too Easy _ 10 Pt 6%
- Blank B 3 2% ' .‘

- B SN2 Y T

Figure K-7. PARENT RESPONSES TO QUESTION 6 (HOW HARD DO YOU THINK MOST
" OF THE ACTIVITIES HAVE BEEN FOR YOUR CHILD?) ON ‘THE MATH
RAINBOW KIT PARENT QUESTIONNAIRE.

»

.

a

Parent Response Number of Parents Responding Percép\t
Almost All o ‘6 3% - )
Many - ) 9 ST 5%
~—— ' )
Some - 43 ‘ 25% N
Very Few 44 _ ' 25%
, - ~None 71 ' . 41z . -
. Blank o2 ' » 1%

Figure K~8. PARENT RESPONSES TO QUESTION 7 (WERE THE DIRECTIONS FOR THE
ACTIVITIES HARD TO FOLLOW?) ON THE MATH RAINBOW KIT PARENT
QUESTIONNAIRE.
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. N . _——“"—‘
Parent Response Numf:e;.' of Parents Responding ' _ Pércent
- T
" Very Much . ’ 51 29%
Much a 61 , 35% .
Some : 52 30%
' ’ v ¥ ! .
S Litfle - K 6 3%
v Very Little 2 1%
Blank '3 2%
e

+

4
A}

. . A .
Figure K-9, PARENT RESPONSES TO QUESTION 8 (HOW MUCH DO YOU THINK YOUR

CHILD HAS LEARNED DOING THE MATH RAINBOW KIT AC:IIVIT;E$?)

ON THE MATH RAINBOW KIT PARENT QUESTIONNAIRE.

’ °
’ . \ .
Parent Response +  Number of Parents Responding " Percent
Very, Much 112 647.'.
“Much ' 35 20%
i 'ome , - 2 122 ¢
\:\.: . :'-',} . ’ ) .
e %j).pit: tle . 5 3’/. '
Véry Little ' 1 >1% b
. Blank ~ - 1 >1%
. : .-

Figure K-10. PARENT RESPQNSES TO QUESTION 9 (HOW MUCH HAVE YOU ENJOYED
WORKING YOUR CHILD ON THESE ACTIVITIES?) ON THE MATH
RAINBOW KIT PARENT QUESTIONNAIRE. i
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D PARENT COMMENTS

It has been very helpful for ¢ I feel has learned more
from the Kit about money and time than in class. In the activities she
brought home = they are broken idto small units so I guess that is why it
was casier for her to learn more about each subject.

Working with has been a learning experience for me as well as for
her. I enjoy it very much. . *

Instructions in Spanish are needed.

We enjoy ic,, Keeps

_~( .
We enjoy working with ~ . likes it, too. Being able to
keep it and work problems more than once id helpful so we can go back and -
work on sach one &s much as we want. We hope all the rest of the children
like it because we think it is worth conginuing.

busy and learning.

.TMsMrMsyunMCMOwumuwcom&wﬂh;\ . méhumumm
are very explicit which makes it easy to know what is expected and required
for each lesson. .

. Math Raihbaq Kit is very good for her, 1\;;

. Please 'provide instructions in Spanish. ' PRI

'ral

It is very 'helpful and h#ps younger child, too. '

. enjoys Rainbow Kit very much. 1 enjpy helping him. some-~
" ‘times works by him:elf. Thanks. He understands well,

. “Thanks for helpinz my son. He learns different rhings. We enjoy it. We will
continue it with him.and other kids.

. Good idea. enjoys it a lot and is exciced. She carried it
around and used it-so guch that it is broked. I think uissed some
of the activities because she was absent. !

-

to halp other children.

. Math Rsinbod'xir has been very helpful. I hope it :3;} be continued in order

. . :
. We never got number one = would like it.. Four-year old works on it when

other child is in school and -does well, Both children enjoy the Kit. T
. N * . ¢

. The sctivity ?n tine was very good. It was the only activity that was not HENN .
very easy for to do. Even though the activities were too easy, they . -
were M to do with him. . . -

. Activities were fun to do. We enjoyed it. I suggest one envelope/week not two
or three. wanted to do all of them,and we found.it harder to hold
his attention. It is a good and helpful pr grans I, am glad we had the
opporCunicy to parricipate. A ’ . :

s

!

* Al

The responses have been slightly changed, primarily toé remove
children's names, etc. Where a line is drawn (in a comment)

a child's name was removed. (Page 1 of 3) R
, fa

K=11

. .' . ':- . .‘, Ezzzég

-

"Kw11. PARENT COMMENTS MADE ON THE MATH RAINBOW KIT PARENT QUESTIONNAIRE.




PARENT ‘COMMENTS continued . . .

- et . / - v - . ;

. We really enjoyed it. The whole family has used it. - (\ l

. Thank you. Telling time wa,s hard for » but the activities taught §

him quit:e a bit. . ; l -

. The program is excellent. It helps my children understand better. I (
strongly recommend such a program at all levels. l

. Both my child and I enjoy it. looks forward to working on it:. i
It is an interesting’and worthwhile program. We enjoyed it. l

.« is enjoying the activities. They are helping him develop self- >
confidence and a sense of responsibility for remembering and completing
his work. His interest in the work 4s now as it was in the beginning.
I think the Kit has been a very positive aid in his first year of school.
. I am very pleased. gets kit out and does it without anyone
telling him to. He loves to show us what he has learned and -ask questioms.’
is neat about putting everything back in the box when he, is through.

+ Rainbow Kit is a fine program. "It helps parents to become more aware of certain
school curriculum and the student realizes that the learning process does
not end there (at sghool). My child has, come to look forward to doing his
activities, and often repeats them on his own. He géts excited when he has
mastered a skill, and he always is thrilled when he reteives new lessons
to do. Mostly, the best aspect is that by doing the lessons together, it
gives the child and parenf the opportunity to have a “special" time’ for

each other." , ) : . ’I'"
e

. really enjoys the Kit. ’ I

. Rainbow Kit .- very good thing to help children learn. I am gilad
gets it. . enjoys doing lessons with parents.
S,
. I think the Kit wasz'~ excellent, ,The only problem~—-too many exercises were sent hom
at one time (6). I have three small kids and work - it is. tifle consuming

' to prepare and do all six exercises. Please send one or two exercises per l
\ week. . ' ’
" . We have enjoyed the Kit. The whole family works on it. I hope e.ve'ry qhild l
and their family have worked on.the Kit together. :
* LY L . s - - .
. I enjoy the Kit very much because it gives me more" time to spend with my X
child and see what she knows. I liked the money unit. My child enjoys it '

. ' ‘ so much. She reminds me it is time to work on it.
. I really enjoy it. Younger child also joins in anri it is' fun for everyone. l
) They are having fun learning. Thanks for the Kit.,' I would have even paid :
. for it myself. I hope otjhers enjoyed it half as much as I did. I am y
N always interested in wha&my children are doing. . FUR l
. Figure K-11. (Continued, Page.z of 3) . T ‘
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PARENT COMMENTS cont inued.

. Why these questions°

"
B
. .

- . The Rainbow Kit has been very helpful for my son. ) . .
. . L
l . I especially enjoye,d the $§ activities. and another child worked ~
on it together.
2 R .
l . It has ‘helped -~ learn things at an earlier grade than I did. I am’

very happy about program. My daughter likes to do activities over and over.

. had a little trouble with adding money. I am thankful fopr program.
I feel parents should do the lessons over and over. I suggest parents use ,
it to go through again over the summer. Both of us work with child gnd
really enjoy it.. We think son 1s doing very well.

¥

. I really enjoy the Kit - but it would really help if it was in Spanish.

« I really like it. | ‘likes to do it with parents and then loves to .
work it again by herself. ’ '

. I adt helping son even through I cannot read too well. o

. I really enjdyed'doing these with daughter. She has learned a lot. It is
fun seeing what she has learned in school. Thanks for the program. I
.hope it continues. ) |

. Please keep this going - it is working great,
’ ~N
« I did not understand the ‘questions (parent does not understand English)

1]

‘will be able to fill this out better after she has gotten further (she
ust started in program)

Y

.

. Provide instructions in Spanish.

B

« o Provide inatruétions_in Spanish. ;

>

. Please provide instructions in Spanish.
]

. Provide instructions in Spanish.

v
Py A

Figure K-11l. (Continued, Page 3 of 3)
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N = Migrant
T = Title I - )
Zxp. = Experimental . . s

' Con. = Control , .

. ,.7\ ) =, .
. An,"E" in a cell means all student3, both Title I and Migrant, are in

the experimental group. , ’

-7 An "C" ia a cell -means the student ire control students.
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¢ Attachment K-2

L4 . ' '

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
Office of Research and Evaluation

- ‘ December 11, 1931
A : . \
TO:. Teach istributing the Math Rainbow Kit
FROM: ristner, Evaluator
SUBJECT: Rainbow Kit Student Rosters

Your participation in the Math Rainbow Kit is appreciated. Since this .
is 4 year we are pilot testing this kit, we need a very accurate record
of who receives the kits. Enclosed is the Math Rainbow Kit Student
Rosters for your use in recording who receives the kits. The directions
are on the form. The columm labeled Notes: is for your use.

When you have completed the Roster, please keep the copy and mail ‘the
original(s) to me at the AdministYation Building, Box 79. If you need
more forms or have questions, please call me at 458-1227. Also call

if any child who has been receiving the Math Rainbow Kit drops or' for
some reason no longer receives the kit. This way I.can keep an accurate
list of who's being served by the kits. If I'm not available please
leave the information with Lonié Gonzalez.

Thank you for your cooperation. ] ..

CC:bw o \
Enclosure ' ’ .-

B - ’ ‘kx
. Approved: C/éiégﬁ/ 2/5; % ' .

Director, Office of gﬁgearch and Evalugtion -

Approved:

i > ST Teaa

ce: Oscar Cantd ' o, - _i'*
Lee Laws ' \ ¥ 4
Ann Cunningham '
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DIRECTIONS: Please complete the
following information for students
who receive s Math Rainbow Kit.

In the column labeled Title 1/Migrant,
enter 1 1f the student is Title I or
2 Af the student is Migrant. i

-

MATH

RAINBOW KIT

STUDENT "ROSTER

v
i

Schoel

Teacher

/

Y
Student ‘Neme |taet tiretl Student (0 [Grede et/ Heles: I
f , ' Migtent .
\ |
%
; i +
\\. ,
-
| ~ . ! A .
Y ettt
Plecase rcturn the comblqted original via ‘tho school mail to Catherine Chriotnet; Adisdn. Bldg.,. Box 79
A / ) . i . . \
/ \

/
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: Page  of
FILEID. A /S /K CARD FILE LAYOUT 1.OCATION: /\’ .
Y . - [ . ‘% .
PROGRAM: Title I Migrant AISD ~ ’.; -
. " : ) o ..
YEAR: 1981"‘82 . > - UT ¢ i)F , . =y ‘ -
" T : - ‘ dcct. pass. file name
CONTENTS: Math Rainbow Kit ) .
Fleld Columns Description, , i
1-3 Flle ID = ASK '
4~6 School Code ' .
7-19 Teacher Name (last ‘name only) ' - N
~ ] 20-39 | Student Name (Last A First) . -
- .1 . . ~
40-46 Student ID , . fon. ot ‘
RS S ; } s
47 | Grade K=0, 1=1, 2=2, 3=3, ete. ~ . “ ot T 5
48 Title I or Migfant 1=Title I, ?5 Migrant g ' . ke f
: 49 Experimental or Control l=Experimental, 2=Control - Ed
’J\ - , . .° &-m",
\ . v - 4
. : ’ v " o F
et
* v y ’ g ‘
. -~ B
- t
r ] “
- . $ »
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81.26 A{t t:achment.: K-5
MATH RAINBOW KIT RECIPIENTS °
Grade ‘School Location. Number of Students Prog' ram -
K Metz " 30 Title I
K Metz -~ 2 Migrant
K Langford 61 . Title I
K ° Langford 3 : Migrant
I . Langford 35 ] * Title I
1 Langford 1 Migrant
2 Metz 23 Title I
2 Metz 2 Migrant
2 Allan. 40 | Title I
2 Allan 8 Migrant
3 Allan ’ 40 Title I
3. Allan 12 Migrant
4 =Brooke ¥ 18 Title I
4 Brooke ° - 12 Migrant
5 Zavala _ 23 . Title I
5 Zavala -7 - Migrant
6 - Zavala " 32 Title 1.
6 Zavala 1 . -Migrant
« ' - ) . “ :
' GRADE ‘.
Program K -1 2 3 4 5 6 .
Title I 9L 35 63 40 ' 18 23 32
Migrant 5 1 10 12 12 7 1 TOTAL
Total 9% 36 73 52 "~ 30 30 33 350
< { ‘
P 4
y * ! -
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81.26 - ' Attachment K-6

' ;,,,,,“ . ‘ M
s e “AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHQCL DISTRICT 95
OFFICE OF RESEARCH ANO EVALULATICN .

. . N
MATH RAINBOW KIT PARENT QUESTIONNAIRE

0

OIRECTIONS: PLEASE TELL US ABOUT HOW YOU WORK WITH YOIR cHIIn _ BY ANGWERING ,
THE QUESTIONS‘BELOH. : - :

1. COUNTING THE RAINBOW KIT ACTIVITIES (ENVELCPES) THAT CAME HOME WITH THIS
QUESTIONNAIRE, HOW MANY ACTIVITIES (ENVELCPES) HAS YQUR CHILD  BROUGHT
HOME SINCE THE CHRISTMAS HCLIDAYS? ' .

= - ACTIVITIES

b

2. THE PLASTIC.BOX ANDO ALL OF THE RAINBOW KIT ACTIVITIES ARE YOURS TQ KEEP.

' . THEY DQ NOT NEED TO BE RETURNED. ARE YOU KEEPING THE ACTIVITIES YOUR CHILD

HAS ‘RECEIVED IN™THE 80X? (PLEASE CHECK ONE) ' .
- —_YES NG .

3. THE RAINBOW KIT CONTAINS A PENCIL AND A PAIR OF SCISSGRS. WGCULD-YQU
STILL USE THE KIT IF THEY WERE NOT INCLUDEO? (PLEASE CHECK GNE)
N : :

—YES
: ) ) :

4.  WHO USUALLY WORKS WITH YOUR CHILD __ ON THE RAINBOW KIT? (PLEASE CHEK

CNE OR MORE) ’ b ’

___MOTHER __.FATHER  ___SISTER/BRCTHER ___NG ONE  ___SOMEONE ELSE
3 . - . .

. S. HOW MUCH TINE DID YOUR CHILD . SPEND.WORKING ON THE LAST ACTIVITY? PLEASE
CHECK' CNE) ' . L .
* .15 MIN. N~ ___BETWEEN 16 ———BETHEEN 31 ——MORE THAN
OR LESS € 30 MIN. MIN. & ONE HCUR ONE HOUR

~
&+ HOW HARD 0O YOU THINK MOST OF THE ACTIVITIES HAVE BEEN FOR YQUR CHILD...?

(PLEASE CHECK ONE) . .o
__T0Q HARD °~  __HARD — JUST RIGHT —__EASY ___TOO EASY
. ° Q >
7. WERE THE OIRECTIGNS FOR THE ACT:IVITIES HARD TO FCLLOW? (PLEASE CHECK ONE)
—_ALMOST " ALL —_MANY —_SOME —__VERY FEW —_NONE
8« HOW MUCH 00 YOU THINK YOUR CHIID  HAS 'LEARNEC 8Y OOING THE MATH RAINBOW
X XIT ACTIVITIES? {PLEASE CHECK ONE)’ ,
,e __VERY MUCH —MUCH —.SOME  _LITTLE —-VERY LITTLE ‘
9. HOW MUCH HAVE YOU ENJOYED NORKING w;rn'xgg&iazﬁg__ ON THESE ACTIVITIES ?
(PLEASE CHECK QONE) , ‘ ©o
___VERY MUCH __MUCH ——SOME  _LITTLE ~—VERY LITTLE

1F YOU HAVE ANY OTHER CGNMENTS-ABOUT'*HE MATH RAINBOW KITS, PLEASE WRITE THEM

ON THE BACK OF THIS PAGE. . . ’

- THANK YOU VERY MUCH
: FCR YCUR TIME
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81.26 . .

AHSTIH INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT .

Office of Research and Evaluation

February 15, 1982
' : )
. / N

TO: Ann Cunningham, Lee Laws . C

FROM: , Cathériné:gg;fg;her

SUBJECT: Math Rainbow Kit Parent Questionnaire

t

Please review the enclosed draft of a questionnaire for parents.about_the
Math Rainbow Kit. Where the words Your Child appear, each child's first
name would appear. .

I'd appreciate receiving your comments by the 23rd if possible., Thanks,

]

\

CC:lg Lt N ’ ) i ‘@.. ”
Enclosure ‘ . cF

!

APPROVED: MLW& - -

Director, Research and ’E)/aluation
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’ \ AUSTIN INDEPENﬁENT SCHOOL ‘DISTRICT )

DEPARTMENT OF FEDERAL AND STATE APPLICATIONS AND COMPLIANCE

Ffebruary 26, 1982

L}
-

MEMORANDUM I \/ a >
TO: Math Rainbow Kit Personnel . a
FROM: - Ann Cunningi\amw

SUBJECT: Rainbow Kit Parent Questionnaire

Attachment K-8

We are ready to send out a bareﬁf questionnaire for the Math Rainbow Kit.
These have been prepared in the same format that was used with the Reading

Pilot last year. The process worked well and the responses were quite
accurate. Below are the steps we will usé to gather information.

1. One parent questionnaire is provided for each student

- 1isted on the rosters sent to ORE. Twenty (20) blank

questionnaires are included as replacements for those
that are lost or for students not listed:

.y 2 Each questionnaire is personalized. A letter to the
‘ .parents is included in an énvelope with the student's
name on the front. A’folded envelope is provided in

each envelope for the return of theﬁqhestibnnaire.

3. When using the blank questionnaires it will be
necessary:to fill in the name of the student for.
each question, the same as tHose done on the computer.

* Please write the student's full name at the.bottom
of the blank questionnaire. ‘ .

) "4, Please send these home no léter;fhan Friday, March 5,
- . 1982, and .ask that they be returned by Friday, March 12,
- 1982. . . . o

5. Each student is to receive a free book of his/her
choice when the questionnaire is returned. Books are
being delivered with this memo. If 'you need more, or
a different level, please call mg (458-1291). :

6. Please drop your QUestionnéfres in school mail to:'~€;
Ann Cunningham, Twin Towers, when all,are returned or
our deadline has been reached. .

. These prdcedures worked smoothly last year. I Eope they wiTl do well

>
~ -t~
'

this year. Thank you for your cooper;tion!

APPROVEDQ% X Qe
Be Laws ~— Vv !

Timy ,Baranoff

xct - Oscar Cantu - - Timy | _
Jose Mata - - . Ann Neeley 'y 2353

. Catherine Christngr\/ ’ Kathryn Stone - .
AN xrgiA11cia‘Martiq?3\

o
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Dear Parents:

We are very excited about being ab1e.toloffer:the Math Rainbow Kit
Program to some students in our school this year. We hope you are
enjoy1n9=WOnking on the activities with your children.

Before we make the kit available to more parents and children we
need to know some things about how it is being used. This information
is very important in helping us decide whether the ki{s are worth
“continuing and 'if they have been helpful: ‘

- . N v ‘ )
Please complete the enclosed form and have your child return it to
his/her teacher. Your child will receive a free book of his/her

choice when you return the form to the school.

Once agéin, we hope you have enjoyed working with‘your chf]d using .
the Math Rainbow Kit . . . A .

e .
i .
i

Sincerely,

Your schoel principal

N
'y
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1 A |

&

*

_Pagel of3

0] > . v g ~ N . . - g O , - . L - » . . "y
N L . . . Y 1 . ]
. . . . | 2 .
»
\ . ‘ .
) . - ' . 4
5 ! " .
0 4 " -

CARD FILE LAYOUT » LOCATION: : ..
' ' w8 ®
PROGRAM: Title I Migrant - . AISD . - R~
° N N
o : ! A Yo [+,
YEAR;  1981-82 L UT PR . 3,
. T L - acct. .pass. flle name i
CONTENTS Math Rainbow Kit Parent Questionnaire o , N
Fleld | Columns . Descriﬁtion i}
1-3 File ID = ASP ) . -
. 4-6 Schdoi.@ode , ' . ]
\\\‘_// « 7-9 Quéestionnaire ID (number in upper left hand cornmer)
) . ' \ . "
10-11 Response to Question 1 , '
. ‘./ . N 3
12-12 If answer to Questionm, 2 is yes, punch 1 ~ st
If answer bo Question 2 is no, punch 2 . .
13-}3 If answer to Quest’ion 3 is yes, punch 1 : A .o
. G - : ":y‘ . s.
If answer to Question 3 is mo, punch 2 . R ;
14-14 -1f mother is checked on Qups:iqg 4,,bunch 1 —~ )
15-15 If father 18 qhecked‘,on‘ Quéstion 4, punch 1 B '@. §
T ’ * N + - °° o)
' 16~16 If sister/brother is checked on Question 4, punch 1 m.g“
- ' ’ : oF
B 17-17 If no one is checked on Question 4, punch 1 Fhoot
| T . h
: 18-18 If someone else is checked on Question 4, punch 1 R~
’ 19-19 If answer to Question 5 is 15 min. or less, punch 1 )
A I
237 L * -
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FILE I . A/ S i CARD FILE LAYOUT > LOCATION:
PROGRA};: Title I Migrant - o ‘ AISD - .
YEAR:  1981-82 - ﬁtr PP, -,
- i ——t,", " acct. pass. file name
CONTENTS: Math Rainbow Kit Parent Questionnaire ., ) .
Field' Columns Description ‘
« ) If answer to Quesfion 5 is between _16 and 30 mi_n., punch 2
- If answer to Quest;l.on 5 is between 31 m:f.;t. and'one‘ ho’ui:, ‘punch- 3).
) _ * |1f answer to Quest‘ic'm 5 is more tila*n'-’bh.e hour, punch 4..
. ' ' 20-20 If at_xsw.er to Qu:stion 6 is too hard:, ;;unch 1 N
A -
S N If answer to Question 6 is lqérd; pl‘mch 2 g .
N ° . .
= ‘ |If answer to Questi;n 6 1s just right, pﬁnch 3
If answer to Question 6“13 easy, punch 4 ‘
’ I.f ansider‘ to Question 6 .is too easy; p;mch f_')~ ‘ ——
21-21 If answer to Question 7 is almost all, p?mch 1 ‘ .
) Tt answér to Ql'xeét‘ion 7 is many, punch 2 b C *"L\
23:—’ If answer to Question 7 i's-som_%, punch 3."— " o o ‘ .
) If answer to Ques;t:ic;n 7 is ver)}"few,‘ pun;:h 4 ’ o | i z
T 1f answer t;o Questién 7‘ is n.one,. puﬁcl{ 5 ' . -
. ) 2222 If answer to Quesgt:i;on 8 iB very much, punch 1 .
- ' \
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CFILE-1b A /S /P ! CARD FILE LAYOUT ., . LOCATION: 3 "
‘ Ll - ‘ ¢

) [04]

PROGRAM: Title I Migrant . AISD e

R ) N
. , - o : -
YEAR:  1981~82 ur PF ., -, ' ;
) ‘ acct. pass. file name B

"CONTENTS: Math Rainbow Kit Parent Questlionnaire *
Fleld | Columns , Description ) ’ ;
|1 answer to Question 8 is much, punch 2 ! ; “\ﬁ
If answer to Question 8 is’ same; punch 3 e ) ,“}
: e .
If answer to Question § is little, punch 4 ’ . S
If answer to Question 8 is very little, punch 3 ~ ) - _'?
. * L - . ' ‘ 4 : - Lo
23-23 |If answer to Question 9 is very much, punch 1 R e
If answer to Question 9 is much, punch 2 . - é
. - ? ' . — , R
If answer to Question 9 1is same, punch 3 L
If answer to Question 9 is little, ‘punch. 4 . 3
If, answer to Question 9 is very little, punch 5 . S . B
s : * B
R . ﬁ;§w~
= e - B
~ e
v . £ ~ oy i Un“% “
» . > | Blad I 'U . -
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Instrument ‘Description: ESEA Title I/Title I Migrant Parent Survey ‘
Arief descrintion of the fascruzest: ‘ ¢

The Parent Survey is a five-item survey in English and Spaaish,, It was intended
to obtain information sbout the ways in which parents want to be involved in the
Title I/Migrant Prograz and their child's education. On four items, parents
could check more than one rasponse. The remaining item was "Yes" or "No" in
formac. . )

o

.
Y

To whes vas the instrumen: adsinistered?
The survey was mailed to parenta of 319 randorly chosen Title I students and 84

andonly chosen Higrant Program atudents,  Additionally 25 students were randomly
' selected from the two 3choolwide project schools.

How 3aav times was the ingtrusient administered?
S SRS RS I8 Shsctudent schinlisteled?

Whes was the instrimen:-admizistered?

-
» -
Zhere was the instrument adainistered? B .

The survey was msiled to the home address of the students in the sample.

Who acdninistered the ingtmment? ,
It vas self-administered.’ Eithér parent. (mother or father) could £iil iz out.

- AN

¥hat trainfde dfd the admintstrators hpve?®™

None.

.

Was zhe izsrrimens ad:‘.nistu'od.und& stindardized conditions?

No. Y

- ' » [l
Werz there orobleas wizh the inscmi=ment or thé“adzinistration shat =mizhe '
aflecs the validicy of the data?

i

Parents who failed to return the survey may differ from thoae who actually did
respond. .

Who developed the ingcsumens?

ORE staff - with feview and input from other Districe personnal,

- \ .

Yhat relisbilicy and wvalidicv data ave available on thé instrument?,

Noue.

.’

’ »

ATe thave nprs data avaiiable for istezsretinz the ‘resulss? -

. [} ' 3

No. ' ) ' '
— s

Onct, with 2 reminder sent to those vho failed to respond. ’ 2

January, 1982, ' ‘ ~

[

1

N
/ e - .
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a |

PARENT SURVEY

Purpose

.-“- -
‘

-

&

Information from the.Parent Survey was used to answer the following:
Title I Regular

Decision Question D6: Should the Title I Parental Involvement
Component be modified? If so, how? *

\

Evaluation Question D6-4: How would parents prefer to be involved
in PAC's in future years? (What would they like to have included
on PAC agendas, for example?)

-

N

. Title I Migrant ‘ . !
Decision Question D4: Should the Parental Involvement Component be
continued as it is, modified, or deleted?

Evaluation Question D4-55__ How do Migrant Program parents want
to be involved in the Mixfant Prog¥am?

LN

Procedure
’ »
Prior to developing the Parent Survey, the Title I Evaluator and Intern and
the Migrant Evaluator met with the Parental Involvement Specialist and the
community representatives in order to generate ideas for the survey. 1In
order to survey a larger number of parents, a mailout survey was chosen,
rather than an interview. *

It was considered easier for parents if items with which thexaggreed could
be simply checked. ' Rating scales and mutually exclusive "best-choice" -
formats. were ruled out as too confusing or arbitrary. Hence, all respaonses
on the survey are not independent of each other. Respondents could check
more than one response per item. For this reason, the data were coded in a
. binary format—-the respondent either checked or did not check a response of

_~ 7. interest. The questionnaire and cover letter were also translated into a
Spanish version such that the English and Spanish version each occupied .one
side of a single page [(See Attachment L-1), Principals were also sent”a meémg °~
notifying them of the survey effort and a copy of this memo is incruded in
Attachment L-1. :

. fox

b

A random sample of 84 preK-6th grade Migrant students was chosen first, with
the restriction,that.no more than one child per family be chosen. Then
parents of an additional 319 K~6th grade Title I students were chosen fxom
the 26 regular Title I schools, along with 25 more from Allison and Becker.
For the Title I sample, no students who were sampled for Migrant and no
more than one child pér family were chosen.

. Ry
. ) - - - -

fim , 243 ﬂ f}

sy {




81.26

-
.

The 425 questionnaires were all sent with return postage and énvelopes, but
mailout and return procedures varied in a 2 X 2 design. The surveys were
mailed in late January. One half of the surveys were sent in a bulk mailing,
and the other half were stamped. In addition, one half were gent with stamped
return envelopes, and the remainder had metered return envelépes.

Since suryey research has also shown that a follow-up letter boosts the
return rate significantly, a bulk mailing follow-up letter was sent approximately
four weeks after the initial letter. This letter is shown in both English -

" . and Spanish in Attachment L-2. Follow~-up letters were sent to all parxents

. except those who had already responded. In some cases, both parents returned
a copy of the questionnaire, having received the original and the follow-up \
letters. These were counted as two respondents.

\

. " Results
Of the 425 questionnnaires mailed, 408 were delivered to homes, and.l7 were
returned undeliverable. Eighty-one questionnaires were sent and delivered
to Migrant parents, 319 were sent to regular Title I parents (not in school-
wide projects) with 303 delivered, and 25 were sent to Title I parents whose
c¢hildren were in schoolwide projects, with 24 delivered.

Of the 408 delivered 113 were returned in time to be included in this report,
for a final return rate of 27,7 percent as shown in Attachment L-3, These

113 respondents will make up the total responses that will be discussed here.
Of these 113 questionnaires, 18.6 percent were from Migrant parents, 76.1"
percent from regular Title I parents, and 5.3 percent from schoolwide project
parents. This return rate is similar to the percentages of the sample as a

whole. Hence, each group of parents responded at the same rate, about a 28
percent return rate. .
No reliable differences were seen in the frequency of any of the responses as
a function of type of program (Regular Title I, Migrant, or Schoolwide projects).
Attachment L-4 shows the number and percentage of parents who endorse each of

" the alternatives on the questionnaires for all three groups of parents com-

‘bined.

Fourteen percent of the resbondents replied using the Spanish version of the

questionnaire, while 86 percent responded using the English version. These Y.

frequencies were significantly different as a function of the child's program. .
Of the total number of Migrant parents .answering the questionnaire, 28.6 percent
answered in Spanish. The percentage of respondents who did not indicate which
parent they were was 9 7, while 2.7 percent were grandmothers, 4.4 percent were
fathers, and 83 2 percent were mothers, as shown in Attachment 1L=3. !

Not surprisingly, 85.8 percent of the respondents had attended a PAC meeting
before, at least once. Pérents who attend PAC meetings might be more likely
to return such a questicnnaire than parents who do not attend PAC meetings.

t "
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When asked what things they would most want to do to B;/péft\of the Title I/
. Migrant program, the respondents top two choices were; 44,2 percéiit saying

they would like to help at the school, and 45.1 percent saying they would

1ike to attend parent-fraining workshops. Thirty-two and seven tenths percent

said that they would like to go' to PAC meetings: : E o -

When asked what would make PAC meetings more enjoyablé to Ehem, 52,2 percént
responded by saying if more ways to help children were taught in meetipgs;

31.0 percent said if the meetings were held on weekends that this would help;
18.6 percent indicated that babysitting services would be welcome, while 17.7
percent expressed a desire to talk more with other parents.

When asked how they would most like to help out at their child's school, 42.5°
percent imdicated they would help with school events such as plays, carnivals
and trips; 38.1 percent expressed a general desire to do whatever the school
needed, while 34.5 percent said they gould help the teachers with preparing
materials, decorations, ete; 27.4 pefﬁ!ht said they would help with the child-
ren.

When asked what things they would most like to receive training in, 58.4 percent
_said heiping their child read at home; 38.1 percent said they would like to train
“to help their child with math at home; 34.5 percent wanted training in helping
their child behave. Other items mentioned were: 35.4 percent wanted training in
asking questions about how their child was doing and 29.2 percent said they would
like training in learning games they could play at home with their child?en.

R
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81.26 ' Attachment L-1

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DlSTRICT

OFFICE OF RE-S:ARCH AND EVALUATION

January. 15, 1982 . o S

&

Dear Parents:

.

We are interested in finding out hdw parents wpuldnlike to be imvolved
th their ehildren s eauca:ion. .

Your answers in this questionnaire will help the School District to, set
up programs that will increase parent pa*:icipation in Austin schools.

I: should only *ake a few minutes to answer the enclosed ques:ipnnaire. -
Please mail it back as soon as possible., We, are also enclosing a self-
addressed, stamped.envelope to help with.the zeturn,

-

If you have any questions, please call Catheride Christner at 458-1227.
Tour answers are very important to us., .

Thaak you for your time, o ' ' &

T

o

- Since.ely,

Freda M. olley, Ph.D, w ) '
Director, Office of Research and ‘ '
‘Evaluation '

1
1

FHH;lg <q ) *

v

’
.
'
- Ui G N N A aEm e
" M * . < - o < me . ° o .

. 06 GUADALUPE, AUSTIN, TEXAS 78752 512 / 4581227 ’ ;



81.26 - N " Attachment. L-1
. ' . (continued, page 2 of 5) .

Enero 15, 1982 *

~

D ¢

Padres de familia: _ : _ ) '
< .
Estamos interesados en saber ¢ los padres de familia quieren estar
. Anvolucrados en la educaciGn de sus ninos.

1
«

Sus respuestas a este cuestionario le ayudaran al Distrito Escolar a eszable~
cer programas que puedan aumentar la pdftic-pacion de padres ez las escuelas .
de Austin. .

< .
Le llevari solamente unos minutos para contes este cuestiomario. Por
favor mandelo lo antes postible, Incluimos un sobre rotulado coa estampilia
para ayudarle a regresarlo. .

Si usted tiene preguntas, poT favor llame a Catherine Christner al taléfono
458-1227. . '

U

Para nosotros, sus respuestas son muy lmportantes.
Muchas gracias por su tiempo. o %
Sinceramente, L ) , -

’—az{a/}?f

Freda M. Holley, Ph.Da
- Director, Research and Evaluation

(8

FME:1g .




81,26 TITLE 1/MIGRANT PARENT SURVEY . Attachment L~1
' *  (continued, page 3 of SI

gother
ARE YCU THE - or .
. father . . - ‘ .

L

1. HERE ARE SOME WAYS PARENTS MIGHT BE A PART oF "}-E TITLE I/MIG.’-?A‘{T PROGRAM, CHECK THE o THINGS YOU l
WOULD LIKE TO DO THE MDST. ' .

o Help at my cHild's school ‘ o
.. Go to parent-training workshops
Help other Title I/Migrant parents
—— Go to Parent Advisory Council .(PAC) meetinzs T

!
o

Otber-ple&semdownanotbernymmt to be involved

N

/ 2, HAVE YOU EVER4ATTENDED A PARENT ADVISORY COUNCIL MEETING? YES ___. NO

3, waT h&ﬂé MAKE PARENT ADVISORY COUNCIL. MEETINGS MORE ENJOYABLE FOR YOU? PLEASE CHECK WHICH CNES You
WOULD . .

___ 1t the meetings were shorter | ___Anything else? Please naze here '
____ It babysitting were provided
___ 1t a ride vas provided . y
__Itthe:.:ew;em,mregumspeakers

o I2 1 got to talk more with other pareats o

If the meetings were held curing the day "}

O .
Il B TN N EE e !
. . ' .’
< . . o . K N . .

If the meetings were held on the weekends

¢

e, I we were taught more ways to belp our children

___ If the meetings were more interesting . : ”y
4, IFYOUHADYOLRGOIC.OFHAYSTOHELPOUTATYOURO{ILDSSC}-DOL, MTTHINGSMYOULIKETODO?
FLEASE CHECK THE CNES YOU HOLLD LIKE TO DO,- . /

Work with the children

»
‘-
,j PN

____ Belp the teachers (prepare.mtertads, decorate roam, etc.) . . -
__ Vork with other pu'ents i ) * * '
 _Belp vrith school .events (ca.mivus, plays, trips, ete,)

Eelp in the school office (type, call people; copy materials, etc.)

s _Work in the library .
" __. Do whatever the school needs most . ' a '
-_ . . .

_____ Anything else? Plgase name here s

X

S. FOR THE TOPICS LISTED BELOW, PLEASE CHECK THE three THINGS YOU WANT TRAINING IN THE MOST,
Helping my child at bome . — Making learning games I can play vd,thnw .

HBelping my child math at hooe
h— ‘ . Learning about possible jobs and careers
Talking with children . . for my child .

Keéeping my ¢hild healthy , | N arning tbom: éultural or eanmnity histogr.

Belping'my child behava / - _' Asking qxiastions about how my ehild is doing
. in schoo .

' 0
— Rewarding my child . ‘ c
“ Anything else? Please name here ' :
. Understanding my child's tests ] -_—

-

“ childatbcme : ' .




81.26 CUESTIONARIO DEL TITULO, I/MIGRATRIO | Attachment: -1
: ' ) ¢ (continued, page 4 of 5)

— o . { '
Ll .

1. AGUI 'HAY VARIAS MANERAS EN QUELOS PAMSWWPAWXCIPARB!&SPROGRNMSD:LTIM 1/
MIGRATORIO, MARGLE LAS DOS COSAS QUE A USTED LE GUSTARIA HACER,

' ___ Avudar en 1a escuela de mi nifio(nifia)
_Iramassiéndeentmnanﬂentop&mlospadmsl - oo
___ Ayudar a otres padres del Titulo 1/Migratorio’
_Irtl:sjmtasdelcousejodepadresdafm

R Om-wcribaomsmnemsenqueusted.quisienpanicipu

2, CHA PARTICIPADO USTED EN UNA JUNTA DEL CONSEJO DE PADRES DE FMILIA7 Sl . N

3 Z,QLEMRIALASJ!.NTASM.CNSEJODEPADRESDEFMILXANASAG?ADABLESPARAUSTED" MARQUE LOS QUE
‘. A USTED LE GUSTARIAN MAS,

si lss juntas fueran mas cortas ' ¢ Alguna otra cosa? Por favor escribala <

___Si hubtera cuidado de nifios

____ Si hubiera transportatibn

____ Si hubiera conferenciaates visirantes
____ Si platicara mas.con otros padres, .
___Silasjlmtrssellevannambomrante el dfa ' . =
____ Si las juntas se llevaran acabo durante el fin de semmna .

e - Sinosenseﬁaranmsmneras'dx—.;yudaranue_strosniios

__Silas juntas fueran mas interesantes

4, SI USTED PUDIERA ESCOJER MANERAS DE AYUDAR EN LA ESCUELA DE SU Nlm, QUECOSAS LEGUSTARIA HACER?
PORFAVORMARWELASCOSASQUELEGUSTARIAMCER . \

___ Trabajar con les nifios N
____ Avudar a los maestros (a preparar m.’enala, decorar el cuarto, etcéteray ™
____ Trabajar con otros padres ' : . ’ -
____ Avudar con los eventos de la &scuelz (wm.mlm cbras de teau'o, viajes, etcéterz)
—__ Ayudar en la oficina de 1a escuela (escribir a miquina, hacer llamedas por teléfono)
I 'n-abna.r en la biblioteca ‘ ' . "
Ay\x!ar en 1a escuela en cmlquier manera neeesuzia )
___&Alm otra cosd? Por favor escribala aquf ‘ ! —
5. IDELALISTAACONTIN.MIW,MARGJELASTRESAREASB@LAQLE&TEDMASGUJSIERA ENTRENAMIENTO, . : -

Ayudar a mi nifio(nifia) a leer en 1a casa . Aprendersobreposiblambadoso
o ' .’ 7 carrerss para mi nifio(nifia)
Ayudar a mi nifio(nifia) con las matemiticas en 1a casa
. . N Aprendersobremlmomstoriade
Hablar con nifies y Alfas . la comumnidad . N

Mantener la salud de mi nifio(nifia) Hacer preguntas sbbre cam , mi nifio(nifia)
- e . i esta funcionando en 13 escuela -
_maM@(M)manme r de_apren e que .

Recofpensar a mi nifio(nifia) ’ Jugar con'md _nifio(nifia) en la casa

C;:upmnder los eximenes de mi nifio(nifia) — . ¢Alguna otra cosa? Por fawor escrfbala aquf

—_ . S

eLa

——
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. AUSTIN,INDEPEND@NT SCHOOL DISTRICT
Office of Research and Evaluation °

Delember 3, 1981

\ i
TO: Principals of Title I /Migrant Program Schools
\t
FROM: ' Karen Carsrud, Catherine Cﬁ;{;fner, Joe Burleson

SUBJECT:- Parent Involvement Questionnaire

Attachment L~-1
(continued, page 5 of 5

-

The Dffice of Research and Evaluation will be sending a questionnaire
to a sample of Title I/Migrant parents in early January, 1982, Enclosed

is a copy of the questionnaire and cover letter.to be sent

The putpose of the questionnaire is to determine how t¢ encourage and

to the parents.

increase parental involvement in the Title I/Migrant Program and in the
Schools. We.are hopeful that thé results of the questionnaire will be
of use to the District in planning for future parental involvement

activities. .o
lease feel free to direct any questions from parents to us

Thank you for your help.

Anproved /’7//(// /?M/a

Direct of Ofiice of Resegrch and Evaluation

Approved;

.

Assistant Superinfendent of Elementary Education
KC:CC:JB:1fs - .
cé: Timy Baranoff °

Hermelinda Rodriguez
Oscar Cantu

/4 L-10

, ‘at 458-1227,
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81.26 - - : Attachment L-2 |
Page 1 of 2)

!

AUSTIN lNDEPENDENT SCHOOL DlSTRlCT

OFFICE OF RESZARCH AND EVALUATION

—’). \

February 5, 1982

. ‘ v
. Jear Parents: .
. S x e
A short time ago we sent you a questionnaire to find out ho# paremnts would L
like to be involved with their children's education and yith the Title I

and Migrant programs in AISD.

If you have not sent your questionnaire in yet, we would still like you to
do so. Enclosed is amother copy of the questionnaire, along with a return
envelope for your convenience. Of course, zf you have sent it in abreaay,

you de not need to serd. anothép! ‘
If you have any quesgions, ‘please call Catherine Christner at 458-12-/.
) Your answe;é,are very important to us. .
N Thank you for your time. ~
Sincerely,. . : ' ' o
nm ’ - ’
——
“Suda caa// C -
Freda M. Holley, Ph. D. ¢ -,
l ’ Direqtor, Research and Evaluation i
- PMH:1lg . . ) SN )
Enclosure . Do : . .ﬁf

1-11

~ Ll

6100 GUADALUPE, AUSTIN 'I'EXAS 78752 512 / 458-1227
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. 81.26 ‘ . T + Attachment L-2 *© - o
. : : . . (continued, page 2 of 2)

Febrero 5, 1982 - | o ' \

Padreé de familia:

. - .
Hace poco tiempo que les enviamos un cuestionario para emnterarnos como
los padres de familia quieren estar involucrados en.la educacién de sus
nifos y con los programas del Titulo .I y Migrante en el Distrito Escolar
de Austin,-

$1 usted no ha mandado su cuestionario todavia, nos gustaria que lo
hiciera. Incluido esta otra copia del cuestionario. juato con un sobre .
rotulado con estampilla para que lo$ regrese, Naturalmente, st usted

va lo "egresa, no es nedesario que usted envie atro - -

+ 81 acaso usted tiene preguntas, por favor llame a Catherine Christier
al telefono 438-1227

- . .

Sus respuestas son muy importante para nosotros. |

¢ . ' ’ P : . 8

Muchas gracias por.su tiempo. ) . v i
: , . \ : R

Sinceramente,

2 e )
’-\/M&“’ &7 ,"»' '.

Freda M. Holley, Ph.D
Pirector, Research andlEvaluation

FMH:lg - "
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. Title I/Migrant Paremt Survey

' > "’ I ]
1. Questionnaires mailed:. .- °

Delivered to, homes: .
Returned undelivered: . ~

Total : ~

\ ’

2. Questionnaires delivered:

-

Migrant parents: ;
Title I parents: . v
« Schoolwide project' parents:

‘ Total -—-—\-" .

s

3. Questionnaires completed:

Migrant parents:
Title I parents:
Schoolwide project parents: °

Total
)
4., Respondent's Role:

) Mother? .
Father: .
Grandmother:

qunown:

Total

"5, Project’ by Language retugn rates:
2‘ .m ’

English .

Spaﬁish‘
Title I 78 8 86
Y 72.9 TS
Higraht I5 S . 2i
. C1400 1 5.6

93 .- 14 107
100.0 (percent).

Totéls ‘
86.9

Totals

{ 80.4

4+

-

19.6.

. Attachment L-3

Number ' Percent
408 - '96:0 -
L1700 5.0
o 425 100.0 -
81 19.9
303 74,3
2 _5.9
.408 - 100.0
° 21 18.6
86 76,1
___é. ~ 5'3
113 . 100.0° -
94 83.2
‘5' 404 -
‘31 2.7 i
11 9.7
113 w 100,0
g,"\
(number) ~
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Question

How-woulq you most

like help with the
Title I/Migrant
program?

Have you attended

a PAC meeting?

How c¥n PAC meet-—
- ings be more,
enjoyable?

‘ -

How would you
choose to heho-
your child’
school?

v

In what area
would you most
want to be -
traiped? .

17

'\.l

Response Item

Help at school

Go to workshops

-Help parents RS
Go to PAC meetings °

Other X ® - T

Yes .
No ' ’

‘ -
Shorter meetings

Babysitting X

Transporation /A\t),,

Guest speakers "/
Talk with parents -
Daytime meetings -
Weekend meetings’
Taught to help children

. Meetings more interesting

Other :

Wotkewith children

Help teachers

Work with parents ¢
. Help with school events’

Help in the office

Work in' the library’

Bo whatever needed

Other
Helping child with'reading
Helping child with math

* Talking with children \

Keeping child healthy .
Helping child behave
Rewarding child

Understanding- tests « v’

Making learning games =
Learning about jobs, careers

Inquiring about child
Other

2

Attachment L-4

Number of Percentage

- Regsponses Response

50
51
10
37

9

97
16

8 .
21
15
15
20
11
35
59 >
14"

7

31

27

Learning about culture, qommui}t& " 13
” 40
3

44,2
¥ 45,1

8.8
32.7
8.0

= o
&~ -

[ ] [ ] * * [ ]
o o

1 L]
el

DN WO W WO NS
*

== Ww» W
o o

*
NNV ONNTWLWO -

3

. - . o

- . s v,
d y -

3
%

-

~

. 1
N g
- . R . .
B , 3 . -
. - 3 - - -,
. . . . 3 . .y . .
- . - ey o - . L~ . .




o

%

Py

1 | |

- TITLE I MIGRANT . ‘ ' .

| . APPENDIX M .

. “ MIGRANT STAFF INTERVIEW ‘ -
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Iﬁgtmmen: Description: figrant Program Staff Interview t,

» -
- -

31.2

- 3r1ef dascristios of the {nsermment:

-«

The _in:et'view consisted of a sei-ies of open-ended questions about each of the five
Migrant Program components. The Administrator was the only person who received

. all questions. The other interviewees were asked only those questigas pertiment to
their positions, . .
-

L

4
»
| .-

~

¥y

4 ZTo vhem was.the inst=emant administared? . ) ,

AN : o . .
Title I Migrant 'Program Administrator, Segofdary Migrant Supervisor, Migrant Nurse,
Early Childhood Coordinator, and Parental JjaVolvement Specialist. -
J -

Scw'zany times was the instwimens admPifeddred? . .

Once to each person interviewed,

v L
.

Fhen was the inserumens adudaigtaved?

April 7 - april 1S5, 1982, ! !

v .

S
.
.
e
i
-

'

" 7aers was the insfovmgnt adnd-iszarsd? a

-

.=
In a location of the Mlaterviewees' choice, usually their office.
. 4 ]
'] Tho icézinisrerad se insrmumanz? o

« v

v

The Migrant Ebaluator., - .

Atat sraining did the.adnimdgerators. have? ' o .
1 & T~ . ~ . »
¢

Experie,&:e and training id intprviewing. v BN ’ :

. > .
Pas she {nstyument administarsd cnds

"

1

szandardized csndizions?
N > .
i Not applicable. ; ’ - '
’ . N ) ; * 3 .
L - * L4 . o ’
Zera thers drdblams wish the imssrmmenz or the adnialsswatisa “has mizhe
aflfscc the vaiidity of the data?, - R

E

-
.
-

None were identified,.

.
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£ S
3§ duo develoved the imscme—enz? s
] N - r
- ¥
4 The Migrant Evaluator. # . N .
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J k]
. 8n2s raidszbildizy gnd walidirey data aza availabla‘on she {ngewmans? .
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l T - ' MIGRANT STAFF INTERVIEW ° ‘
. l, * . _ ' Purpose-
» ~ v ‘ - ‘-
, 3 -
The Migrant Staff Interview was conducted with Migrant Program sf4aff mem- .

bers in order to answer the following decision and evaluation questions:

Decision Question D1. S§hould the Prekindergarten Instructional
~Component be continued as it is, modified or deleted?

Evaluation Question D1-6: How successful was the imple-
mentation of the Pre~K Component?

b) What concerns/strengths were identified by Migrant
Program staff? ( ..

-

c) How has the reorganization of the AISD central admln-
istrative staff affected the implementation of the .
Pre-K Component? c
Decision Question D?. Should the K-12 fnstructional Component
(Communication Skills) be continued as it is, modified, or deleted?

Evaluation Question D2-5: Hew successful was the 1mplemen- !
tation of the K-12 Component7 , , .
LS
b) What concérns/strengths were identified by Migrant "
Program staff?
staff affected the impleméntation, of the K-12 Component?
Decigion Question D3. Should the Health Services Component be
continued as it is, modified, or deleted?
] ) - / . ’
( Evaluation Question.D3-4: How successful was' the implemen-
., tation of the Health Services Component? - .
b) What.concerns/%trengths were identified by Migrant’
Program staff?
Decision Question D4, Should the Parental Involvement Component ’
" be continued as it is, modified, or deleted? R N
' Evaluation Question Dh-é: Howrsuccessful was the implemen-
tation of the Parental Involvement Component? .
N N ’ . a <
. a) What problems/strengths can be noted as a results of. ’
. separating the Districtwide PAC into two PACs -
. . - Elementary and Seconddry? - °

. .
- , - ‘

' . ) c) How has reorganization of the AISD central.administrative




b) How has the reorganization of the AISD ceritral adminis- l
. trative staff affected the implementation of the Parental
Involvement Component" . . '
d) What concerns/strengths were identified by Migrant Pragram
staff? ' :

" Decision Question D5. Should the MSRTS Component be continued as it
is, modified, or deleted? - .. - ' :

Evaluation Question D5-2: How.successful was the implemen-
tation of the MSRTS Component (including SIS)?

b) What concerns/strengths were identified by Migrant Program
¢ staff? . )

wro - PO
§ . .
| ‘ |
Procedure

1 °
.

An appointment was made with each of the five staff members to be interviewed - l
the Title I/Migrant Program Administrator (April.8, 1982), the Secondary
Migrant Program Supervisor (April 7, 1982), the Migrant Program Nurse (Aprili8,
1982), the %arental Involvement Specialist (April 15, 1982), and the Early .
Childhood Coordinator (April 8, 1982). A memo confirming the appointment l
(Attachment M-1) was sent to each person, as was a copy of the interview N
questions (Attachment M-2) prior to the interview.. Each person was asked only
the questions designated for his/her position. The interviews were all conducted
by the Migrant Program Evaluator. Following the interviewa,drafts of the inter-
views were sent to the staff members for them to check for accuracy and clarity. -

. ] : *

Results . .

‘Evaluation Question D1-6: . How successful was the implemen-
el . ‘tation of the Pre-K Component?

c-

‘-
;

~

N
b)' What” concerns/strengths were identified by Migrant
Program'staff?

- - -

~
~

Strengths — Early Childhood Cdordinator“-ﬁ
The Early Childhood Coordinator felt one of the greatest strengths was the
increased coordination with the Title VII Pre-K Program. She and the
Titlé VII supervisor have teamed in their supervisory duties, planned
~~—- staff development together, and shared ideas and materials. .

Another strength is one curticulum being used in the Migrant/Title I Program;
The uniformity is a definite asset. She feels teachers are accepting the AISD
.curriculum arnd using it in their daily planning and instruction.

5

- The Coordinator felt the teachers had handled their classrooms very.well

.ot
4

"-
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without aides this year. They had adjusted to the situation in a positive
manner. N . _

A
The migrant prekindergarteners cover a wider range of abilities than do those
children in Title I. Some of the rant Program students are more vérbal. .
She noted that some children are doing especially well in the program and seem

to be making strong individual gains according to their ability.

Strengths ~ Administrator ‘ - »

> "
The Administrator felt the standardized curriculum was a definite strength. .
The quality of the in-services offered was very high and the participation
in these staff development sessions by teachers has been a strength. He
also appreciated the dedicatien of the teachers. . -
{ -

Concerns - Early Childhood Coordinator

including state and local conferences, staff development seminars, and tourse

»

The Coordinator felt some teachers needed to strengthen their professiénal
training in early childhood. Many good training opportunities exist in Austin

offerings at the University of Texas. Very few teachers take advantage of these
opportunities. She wished more teachers would. She also felt some teachers
were not as self-motivated as she would like. There is always a need for
teachers to be more active and involved in creative planning and in their own ~
professional growth. It is her philosophy that all teachers should be willing
to try out new things and seek help/advice/ideas from their supervisor as well
as from other teachers. . .

A
o .

Concerns =~ Administrator

=
«
.

Often the students do not attend the school in their own attendance area (due .
to too few students at one location, the students are grouped to create a ° '
whole class). The Administrator felt that some of the teachers do not attend
the optional in-services offered as often as they should. This non-attendance
limits their:contact with the other pre-K teachers and limits opportunities to
share ideas, materials, etc. A system of crossvisitation among the pre-K
teachers and with kindergarten teachers needs to bexesgablished. Although spme
schools have incorporated heir pre-K classes into the art, P.E., music, etce__
programs, not all have done this.

Supervisory Concerns - Early Childhood Coordinator

The Coordaﬂetor reported having-no supervisign problems.
- .

Supervisor Concerns - Administrator

He had not noted any problems. He had seen good rapport between the teaqhers

"...

[T . - PR

M

and the Early Childhood Coordinator.

.

How has not having an aide this school year affected the teachers?

. s .
Early Childhood €oordinator ‘ > ) BN

The teachers have made the adjustment quite well. They have used more large
group instruction than preyfously. The teachers have needed more preparation

M-5 '
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time since there were no'aides to help prepare materials, etc. The teachers
have told her they feel the children are more independent since they have had
fewer adults to rely upon. - T

3

Administrator

. .
The Administrator felt that not having aides has strengthened the teachers - it has

v

inqreased their personal contact with the students and resulted in direct instructio

- .

c) How has the reorganization of the AISD central administrative staff
affected ‘the implementatiOn of the Pre-~K .Component?

- Early Chi&dhood Coordinator T )

The main benefit from the reorganization has been allowing the Title.VII pre—K
supervisor and her to work together to.coordinate- the two programs. The reor-"’
‘ganization has limited her time with the pre-K teachers. She had gdditional
responsibilities when she was assigned the pre-K supervision, and consequently has
not speht,as much time with thesteachers as she feels she and they both want, Her
major goal for nhext yeaxr is to increase the amount of time devoted to early
childhood matters. . y

. .
- - -

.

Administrator

The Administrator felt there had been positive impact in that pre-K teachers
now feel more a part of the whole - they have a ‘sense of-belonging to Elemen-
tary Education. S

Evaluation Question D1~7: Facing possible continuing reduction of
funds, what program options exist at the pre-K level?

Ed

Early Childhood Coordinator
¢

The first areas the Coordinatd¥ recommended be reduced if monies have to be cut
were materials ‘and supplies. If funds had to be reduced even more, she felt "
the number of classes could be reduced or there could be more combination ’
classes (50% Title I/50% Wigrant) to better serve identified areas.

Qur district seems to be ahead of most districts in terms of the early childhood
program. AISD has gotten many outside inquiries about our AISD early child-
hood curriculum. "People seem very fnterested in the early childhood program,
and in the AISY® curriculum eéspecially. There have been a number of staff devel~
opment'requests from other districts (especially in Texas) in this area. It

seems there is a strong need for a good early childhood curriculum .and we are a
step ahead.

¥

.
[N

Administrator

The first areafin this Compqnent that could be cut (according to the Administra-
tor) is materials furds. Secondly he would try to adjust the location of the
classes to lower the transportation costs involved.

-
-
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The Administrator stated our District was way ahead in this area - others,
especially from Texas have inquired about our program.
A Evaluation Question D2-5: ‘How successful was the implémentation
of the K-12 Component? ' : '

b) What concerns/strengths were identified by~ Migrant Program
staff? °

Strengths (K-6) - Administrator

The Administrator felt one of the major strengths at.the K-6 level was the
coordination between the Migrant, Title I, and SCE Programs. He felt the needs
of the students were better addressed by the joint planning among the programs.
There have aitso been mgre attempts to serve.the Migrant Program students with

h1gher achievement scores on a consultation basis for enrichment.
‘ .

‘Strengths (7=12) -~ Secondary Migrant Coordinator

P +

a

The Secondary Supervisor felt generally the teachers did a_good job - improved
from last year. They. have '‘increased the number of students served.’ He' felt
these teachers were working with the regular teachers more often and more
\successfully than they had previously. - -y
. . S
Concerns (K-6) - Administrator ) .

At the K-6 level, not everyone (at all campuses) was keeping, student records

in‘the same way. * There need to be more uniform® procedures for keeping stu-

dent records across all campuses. The Administrator was pot sure that the

Title I/SCE Programs were operating consistently as might be neeéded across campuses.
NN \ oL -

Concerns - Secondary Migrant Coordimator ‘ "

Scheduling students in for servites is still a problem. Students do not’ get
credit (even”AISD credit) for taﬁing Migrant Program classes. - e

‘As far as the high school tutorial pilot project is’ going, the Supervisor
reported students were not showing up for their.appointments to be.tutored.
Teachers were .frustrated because of this. (See Appendix R of this report for

more details of ‘the tutorial project.) ¢ A e o

s
] . wrn . -

Supervisory Concerns (K—6) - Administrator : 3.

. W
The Administrator reported that supervision of the K‘6 Migrant Program teachers
may have beén limited due to new sgaff receiving tiis supenNisory ,responsibility
for the first time.. They have already started planning for impr d communica-
tion and consistency for next year,

L

Supervisory Concerns (7-12) - Secondary Migrant Coordinator

The Superv1sor had no supervision problens with the, teachers. His concern is:
that the teachers were not observed or evaluated by the instructional coerdina=
tors as was supposed to happen. Therefore the teachers (he *felt) did not receive
the instructional support they needed. This yeat with reorganization the Coor=
dinator is responsible for management, not instructional 3uperv151on.

. . LN
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c)’ How has the reorganization of the AISD central adminidwrative
< staff affected the implementations of the K~12 Component? ’ I

> ¢ -

Administrator : - — >

The Administrator felt the program had been strengthened instructionally since
planning for it was now included both at the campus level and the districtwide
level " (more than before). Also the reorganization has resulted in more coor-—
dination between the various compensatory programs.

Secondary Migrant Coordinator

The reorganization has'been good in that, being only secondary he has had more '
time to work with school administrativé staff. This has helped improve $¢hed-
uling. Also the extra time has allowed him to work with counselors more re: _
increasing their awhreness of the students' being migrant. He has also used l
the time to work mbre with regular teachers who work with the Migrant Program.
tedghers.- N -
The teachers did not receive the instructional supervision/support they needed '
(he was no longer their instructlonal supervisor).

Evaluation Question D2~1l: Facing possible continuing reduction of funds, what .\r
program options exist for the K~12 Instructional Component? \

’ it

Administrator

LA L3

The first thing to go if monies.are, decreased is support staff.

One of the national trends noted by the Administrator was the ingrease of
Austin's situation in other districts - that is, the large majority of migrants
are formerly migratory, and therefore fairly stationary in the District. Also,
. he reported there is increasingly more emphasis on the coordination of supple-
mentary programs at the state level. TEA has requested LEAs to.coordinate their
services (Title I, Migrant, Bilingual, Special Educatien, etc.) better to opti-
mize services to eligible students. This is sdmething Austin has been working
on for the last several years with notable success.

.-

Secondary 'Migrant Coordinator

The Coordinator reported if funds were cut he Eguld first do away with
the tutéorial progfam. Next he would discontinue serving 1lth and 12th graders -
and work with Reading, CLA classes, and tutorials for 9th and 10th grade stu-,
dents. His preference would be to prorate teachers more with local money - i.e.,
a teacher would teach 3 Migrant Program periods and 2 Reading (local money)
periods. Lastly he.would cut the high school program, but try..to make sure the
Mlgrant Program students -were placed in the proper reading classes.

Comparing odr program with others, the Coquj:nator felt our problems were some-
what unique.
. : r
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Evaluation Question D3-4: How successful was the implementation

of the Health Services Component?

«

-

. b) What concerns/strengths were identified by Migrant Program
staff? -

Strengths -'Nurse

The staff is & plus. The school .personnel are very cooperative with the .

Nurse in her visits to the schools. The families of the Migrant ‘Program

students have also been very cooperative in her dealings with them. The

generous allotment of monies to this component has been a big plus in allowing .
her to provide high quality services. )

. Strengths -~ Administrator - ) J

The administrator felt the dedication of the Health Services Staff was its
biggest strength. Their work with the community and other health/service
agencies has been extremely beneficial for both the Migrant Program and AISD

as a whole. Because of the Nurse's preventative health care done in the past,
less follow~ups are needed now, thus inéreasing.the Nurse's ‘time in other areas.

. o "
Concerns - Nurse

AT

The biggest problem has been the logistics of providing the medical services.
The students are so spread out across the District that reaching everyone is

difficult. Also contacting the families is not always easy, since many are ‘
very hard to reach during the day. The Nurse suggested thdt perhaps more
flexible hours'would be helpful. . “ e

Concerns - Administrator

The Administrator reported there, were no major weaknesses.
8 - . o . .
N ’ Evaluation Question D3-5: Facing possible continuing ®eduction
of funds,.what program options exist for the Health Services
Compoit®#it ?

Nurse

If funds have to be reduced in this Component, the Nurse felt the first items

to be cut should be the supply and travel funds. If more still needed to

be cut, she felt some money could be cit for dental services. Basically the

health problems could be even more prioritized so that the more serious probidehs I
were taken care of, with routine health examsJBrovided as funds were available.
When the Nurse was asked about any national trends she might khow of in

Migrant health services, she noted a statewide Zand probably national trend) .
for the Migrant Program nurses to be funded only parttime (with the rest of .
their funding being from their district as a regular school nurse). To the,

Nurse's knowledge she was one of the few full-time Migrant Program Nurses

around.

.._'.
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Administrator

The first priority should be meeting emergency health needs. The emphasis

" should then be to serve Pre-K students and current migrants first.’ Addi-
tiorfally services could be prioritized on the basis of eligibility expiration

dates. . ']

'The Administrator felt our Nurse is very visible and well-respected. She has |

planned and*conducted .some in-services for the entire state. )

Evaluation Question D4-4: How successful was the implementation of the
Parental Involvement Component? “

’ * 1

a) What problems/strengths can be noted as a result of separating the District-
wide PAC into :fwo PACS-~Elementary and Secondary

Administrator

The Administrator felt the Secondary PAC has better addressed the parent needs
of that age group. This has hel¥®d secondary parents feel closer to the program.
Additional efferts are underway to coordinate the Elementary Title I/Migrant
Districtwide PAC with other programs e.g. bilingual, as the :local PACs will not
be required for next year. Parent input is needed and could.be handled through
the Districtwide PAC. ' '

o ’ . .

Parental Involvement Specialist
R

JThe Specialist felt the Districtwide PACs (elementary and secondary) were

better able to address the parents“ needs.

The only problem has been that the participatlon of Migrant ﬁrogram parents
in the PAC was low. ’ , o ' . -

Secondary Migrant Coordinator

4 .

The advantages have outweighed the disadvantages. The information presented

in PAC meetings and workshops has been more relevant to their interest (since:

all secondary) and‘all are migrant. The teachers have helped with the local

PA€s. Parents have attended the meetings well. The parents have been § more

cohesive group, participated more, and been more interested this year. The

PAC has been a good opportunity for parents and teachers to be together. One

very minor disadvantage has been the Secondary PAC is not oriented to *

individual schools.’ . . ) s

] . . » N

b) How has the reorganization of the AISD central administrative staff .

‘affected the implementation of ‘the Parental Involvment Component?

12

Administrator

. -
The attendance of several Department of Elementary Education admlnistrators
at the Texas Migrant Conference provideh a good orientation for them to the

o " 26,
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Migrant Program. The reorganization has made the Migrant Program more a
.pant of the whole. All the elementary community representatives are now
recruiting. The reorganization has allowed the locally and federally funded
AISD staff to work more closely together. '

L] -

Parental Involvement Specialist
The reorganizatLon was seen as beneficial in that all the elementary programs
have been brought together and everyone can work on program goals. It has
been a real plus working with the Migrant Program Nurse - feel very coordinated
with her office.

N

The paperwork for all three programs (Migrant, Title I, and Title VII) has
been very heavy and takes a lot of time, Since not all the administrators
were familiar with the program and its goals, a lot of time has beern spent
explaining the program. ThegParental Involvement Specialist felt this has,

slowed the Program, at legst initially.
Tt

o T Secondary Migrant COOrdinator R »

The Secondary Coordinato fel that the placement of the superv131on of the
secondary community repr sentJtives was good. He felt the parents were a
more well-defined group, He felt there had been more parent contact this

school year. ) ¥

Y

d) What concerns/strehgths were identified by Migrant Program staff? - ‘

Strengths - Adminis57ator‘ - . : : ‘ .
This year the Administrator felt parents were more informed of the legalistic

process involved in the program. He believes there has been greater coord1na-

tion betteen local and federal resources. The process of verifying migrant

status has been improved.._ More parents have been contacted to be sure their
‘children are eligible for the program. DMore errors about migrantﬁstatus have

been corrected this schodl year. Training of all community representatives

has increased the effectiveness of the recruitment process and therefore

increased the effectiveness of the program.

Strengths - Parental Involvement Specialist - L

The Parental Involvement Specialist.(who supervises all elementary Title I,

Migrant, and Title VII community representatives) felt "a big strength has

been all representatives have recruited migrants. This has increased resources.
. Everyone is more knowledgeable and this bepefits all programs. For those

migrant parents who attended PAC meetings, their participation in those

meetings was good.

StrEngths & Secondary Migrant Coordinator , , .
¢ .

The Secondary Coordinator said the.creation of the Secondary PAC was a big
strength. Also he felt having the secondary community representatives was a
plus. He felt the Program was better able to offer parent workshops that
were more appropriate to the secondary students level,

» . . .
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f éoncerns - Administrator

-

The Administrator is not sure this component has met the,parents' needs since
their attendance at meetings was low. At the beginning of the $chool year
there was not enough communication between the community representatives and
the program administrative staff. However, this has improved during the year.
The program has not recruited migrant parents in south, southeast and north-
east Austin as much as is needed.

.
The notices of the PAC meetings have not always been timely, Many PACs started
late due to new schools and new staff.

Concerns - Parental Involvement Specialist

-

It has been hard to get local PACsg established at some schools - mainly those
with small programs like Cook and Webb. She felt migrant parents were

generally not as involved as she would like (in general they had very low
attendance). Also there is only one secretary for all the programs with all

the paperwork entailed. _This has really been a problem at_times.. Perhaps with_,
the lessened requirements for PACs for 1982-83, the paperwork load will be
less. - ) . -

Concerns - Secondary Mig;ant Coordinator

P . .

No concerns were noted. ¢

What probZemS/strengths have you noted as a rgsult of having all the elementary
communi ¢y represenvatzves work on pecruiting migrants and having other commu~
nity representatives work at the secondary ZeveZ only? - .

Administrator .Y e s

.

This has made it stronger. It is good (at the elementary level) that all the
community representatives have one supervisor. The representatives have
cooperated to recruit entire families and all have recruited pre~K students.

Parental Involvement Specialist

The main strength is now>ll the representatives are working_on;recruiting

_migrants - this increases resources. The Specialist felt the secondary 4

staff have been better able to address needs/ problems with the split.

The only problem noted was that the elementary and secondary representatives
sometimes dupligate services. The two staffs need to coordinate better. . .
This is something they are working on.

Secondary Migrant Coordinator

The Secondary Coordinator felt the coordination between the elementary"and

1
<
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secondary community representatives was sometimes cumbersome (going through
"their supervisor and also the Program Administrator). Also sometimes there
is duplication between elementary and secondary (elementary and secondary
representatives are both visiting the same families). )

. Evaluation Question D4-6; Facing possible continuing reduction
of fuhds, what program options exist for the Parental Involvement
Component7 . .

- ' ’ -

Administrator . L . T :

. '\ * +
The Administrator expressed a need to prioritize the parents needs and cut any
fringe areas—-such as extra support staff excess materials, and ‘travel,

Pl

It i$ a natiomal trend (being followed in AISD as well) to orient parents
more to the legislative process since the program is facing cuts at the
national level.

. . ]
Parental Involvement Specialist

"Secondary Migrant Coordinator ’ -

The Specialist felt money for reproductlon refreshments, and supplies should ~
be the first areas to be cut. If stlll more cuts are needed then next should
be travel. The last cuts should be personnel. ’

. £ .
Nationally, she has found that other districts are similar to ours in that all are
having trouble getting parents involved (coming ta meetings, etc.). She
felt some parents felt isolated at national conferences because the speakers

. don't speak Spanlsh. From the Specialists' experience in talking with : .

representatives from other districts, our parental involvement program seems
advanced over many other d1stricts. e

~

The first thing that should be cut if funding is decreased is travel for parents.
Secondly, supply money should be cut. Finally, community representatives™ ’
could be cut-but there must be someone to do eligibility forms.

Evaluation Qgestion D5-2: How successful was the 1mplementation
of the MSRTS Component (including SIS)7 ‘

. " b) What concerns/strengths were identified by Migrant Program

staff?

”

Strengths - Administrator

The Administrator felt the communication with the Service Center had improved
. this year. The MSRTS Clerk has become more efficient in using the>CRT in

»~ checking enrollment and withdrawal dates. There has been better gcreening of

students and their eligibility, improved procedures for verification of the
termination dates, and better processing of eligibility forms.

Concerns - Administrator

MSRTS Clerk and the Administrator have ot always received the followup féedback
: . - l s

©M-13 2‘8 g , J—

4

o1 . . ) L)




on families they requested because there are so many channels things have
~ to go through. He felt improyed communication was needed with the teachers
in this area. > '
b4 . C ‘
How successful has the use of the SIS been this school year?

Administrator

S
A ¢

The Administrator stated the Skills Information System (SIS) was not much
help to our population since it doeg not allow for the extensive coordina-
tion of resources (Migrant, Title I, bilingual, special education, etc.)
that AISD employs. nc SD has so few current migrants (for which the
SIS is geared) the process sééns like & waste of the teachers time, but

it is required by TEA.

" Evaluation Question D5-3: Facing possible continuing reduction of funds,
what program options exist for the MSRTS Component’

-Administrator

Slnce the component is required we cannot ‘cut it, We can only cut supplies
and materials, . . .

The national trends in the component are incorporating student achiévement
data through Accutrak, Also initiated in some areas is the Secondary Credit
Exchange Program. This is where high school students get credit for their
time/work in a different state. .

1
|
I
|
i
1




‘ ) s . . . .. - ] [l i < -
: v . .. Attachment M-1 D e
81.26 . ‘

' AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT .
Office of Research and Evaluation YL

-

. Marcl¥_31; 1982

TO: Persons éddressed

FROM: CaEherf;éxgﬁzlstner - . R \

2

SUBJECI: Migrant Program Staff Interview

This memo is to confirm our -appointment for an interview on
-, at :
[ . . S
e .
Enclosed is’'a copy of the interview format I will use when conducting the
interview, It will not' be necessary for vou to write out your responses,

as I will do that during our session.

N\

I am looking forward to talking with you.
CC:lg . ~3

Enclosdre .

ce: I:ee Laws . ' ' ‘.
Timy Baran : -
Hermelinda Rodriguez oo ' '
J. M, .Ris:h d ‘
‘ - SR . A 9 2
’ o —— S . ( / -
APPROVED: W"g%{{_ D %‘,{ £y

‘Director, Research and Evaluation %

. ‘ - ,
Persons Addressed: Oscar Cantu

‘ José Mata . ‘ ‘ L
Kathleen Bryan ' ;

Anita Uphaus R

Eva Barron °*




h .o ¢ Attachment M-~2
. . * 4 . (Page 1 of 2)
81'26 ¢ ’ - 4 & . &
: . : . AUSTIN INDEPENDENT .S#HOOL DISTRICT . -
Office of Research and Evaluation- /J S

! N >

» rd e

2 ) ' ~ Migrint Program Steffs fnte}vieq . )
§ L - Fa— - 0 N

. .
. * .-
AT T i . % 3'

. . & NS } S Lt
Persons to be interviewed: Title I/Migrant Program Administt¥ator (A)
. _‘Secondary Migrant.-Supervisor. (S)

* -

o T "~ Migrant Nurse' (N) s < - o
~ T, AP ) Parental Involvement Specialist (Sp) -,
‘> ¢ Early Childhood Goordinator (C). .
~e . . N _d . ) . . - .
) ‘e Person. , ' s o
L Adaressed ' - : ‘Questions °
A, C i What have been the st:rengt:hs of the’ implement:at:io" of the -
) Pre—K Co:nponent: this school year” T :
' . «” [ S - ’ -
. A, C ¢ ° What 'have been,‘ the weak.nesses of t:he implement:at"on of the
- Pi’e—‘l( Compo‘nent this school year” . . AV

.5, c - - . How has* the reorganizat:ion of the AISD Eentrai edrhinis.:ra~‘
,tive staff affected the :melement:at:ion of this ccmponent:’

.
I
. . p . 3

A, G a Havé there Deem any preblems wit:h the supervision of the ~
. S ' pre-K t:eachers’ _ .
: R -0 Pl e * R L A
. -4, C ~ "How Ras hot having an ‘dide this school year affected t:he ’
jh' : ' . teachers? - LN
- . ' LR > oot ; ! RS
w °F If funds need to be cut, what: would you reco mend be out:" -
) N (——._a ~\,.". . . ' o : , .“/ .
] - - ' — ~f - . = .‘ - - Ea . hd N e +
; . What have been the st:i'engt:h's of the implementation of -
T the K-’12 I_{ructional Componént this school year? e .
R A CGrades K-6)5 S (GradJes 7-12) . ..
iy '« » Ad A . @ ¥ , e; .
',_ $ A, 8 L Whats have been the' weakndsse$ of. the’ ‘itplementation. of " -
T N t:he K-12 Instructional Components'this school: year? ’
S . S A (Grades K'-6),( g (Grades 7-1")
- ,"\ “ * < ‘
. - s How hass t:he reorganizat:ion of thé A'ISD central ‘adfiinis-
ot - : . trativé staff aifected the implement:at:ion of t:hi.s component:? -
‘ . o ro . ' ® - 4 - - s ¢ \ b
-, .1\ AS . . - \Have there’ been any problems’ wit:h the swpervision o‘f K-12 T,
AR \ "+ . Migrant Program teachers? * . # O B TR
Ty S _ .. 4 A (Grades K-6), , & (.Grades yv~12) N L AL R
. . ' “-. . . , LA “a ' ! ., \ '
Lo A, S .@%‘j "1f funds have to be Lut in t:his component: in the fu‘tur,e,_

PR iy . T what would you-.recoumend be.cut?. " N A
e & e N Qe PR Ac(Grades, 'K,,6) , .S.,(Gredgs 7-12) - ' .
LS ’ . A LN * S ‘ w ° ! o'lvl
, - L y - - v [y D - P . .
: hd T ¢ ,a ha 't . R ~ “, ég y ' b v,
b‘ N ‘ ‘ > ~ .' -;) };-i6 , . ] : ) s .

A ] » : ’ . ¢




U

3

i

1
|
1
1.
15
T

e

fPerson
Addressed

, Migrant Program Staff Interview

Attachment M-2
(continued, page Z of

[}

ggestions

e

2) -

. -

What have been the strengths of the implementation of the
Health Services Component this school year? (Special
Programs) :

What have been the weaknesses of the implementation of the
‘Health Services Component this school year? :

IS

If funds have to be cut in this component in the future,
what would you recommend be cut?

€.

A S Sp

A’ c.,-SP .

A S, S
/.) A

A, S, Sp, ~

What have~been the ‘strengths. of the implementation of

* the Parental Involwement Component this schdbl vear?

~

L] LR

'/What have "been .the weaknesses of the implementation of

the Parental Involvement Component this school year?

-~ -

How has the reorganization of the AISD central admindstra-

'otive staff affected the implementation of ‘this romponent’

How effective -has it been to have an Elementary and a

Secondary DiStrictw1de PAC? dvantages, Disadvantages

" What prob&ems/strengths have you noted as a result of

having all ‘the glementary, community representatives work o
on recruiting mtigraats' and hawing other community repre-
sentatives work at the secqndary level only?

. - : .
If £funds have to be cut in this component in the future,'
what would you- recommend _.be cut? .« ‘

.
< . b . ' K
) . ' . A .
T . g

78

[4

*E

-~

c

.
4
.

3

»

What have been the strEngths of the implementation of the
MSRIS Component this sq{:ol year? -

What have been the weak sse®sof theoimplementatdon of the
MSRTS Component this scHool year?

. N ",

"How successful has the USe of- the SIS been this schooi year?

»

If funds have-to be cut in tHis component in‘mhe futuré

what would you recommend be cut? ¢ 7 " .
. R . o s L&.—-r« c. -
L *
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Y o agoiaiscarad she ¥Yastoimens?

’ .

Instrumenc Description: Migrant Health Services Form

* 3

A3 N
. 3rief descriontics of the insrmment: ,

This form provides information about the health services ‘deliverea by the Migrant
Progran Nurse. Information collected includes: student name, ID, grade, ethnicicy,
school, problem, type of contact, resolution of problem, parent contact, *2nd outcome,

14 . LN - N
. -

To whom wWas the instrment adninistared?

F o

. .

The Migrant Program Nurse and her secretary completed the forms.
, B
Zcw macy times was the isstrimens adninistared? st
LY . -
. The.fois were kept on 4 monthly basis, :
I o !
: L g .. .

“hen was the inssrumens adniniscared?

Monthly, from August, "1981 chrough May, 1982,

v .

Al
‘“nere was the instTumenz admi=iszared?

In the q%granc Progran Nurse's office or other location of her choice,

o X =N ’ o [
The form was completed. by the Migrant Progrdm Nurse or her secretary.

Writtea instructions were-provided,

"as =he {agcTuzent 3dmind seall

) [} . .

"'s.\

wader szandazdizad conditions? .

Not applicable,

Ters “bere srabloms with he ingtrument or the admindstrasicn thac aizhs

ailiets zhe validizy of the dacal ) . -

po—

None were identified. .
- .

feperIv el

0

weo daraicved the i{ascTument
¢ . ! .

The form was modified slightly from 1980-81 by the Migrant Program Nurse
Evaluator’to suit .better both persons' needs, ’

-~
»

.« »

ingrzu=anz?

Wwea? welizbilice

t None. i .-

J .
and ratidi=w data are availabla on th

. ]

A=a =hera cor= Za%a svailabls Isx In

/.

IERTRTE WRT FTIRT P, ooty
s
P4
[9)
o

+

did she admizmiscrators have? . .

.
“

PP RTIT %
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. [ ¥~ MIGRANT HEALTH SERVICES FORM

o X Y, L Purpose ' .

hix_,The Migrant Health Services Form was completed by the Migrant Program Nurse’
' ip order to.obtain informacion relevant .td the' following decision and eval-
uation questions. S \_ )

.
ot _' 2 4

:““ o Decision Questioh D}, . Should the Health Services Component be
' continued aé it is, mddified, or deleted’ :

_ o \ f ,Evaluation Question D3-1: Were the component's objectives

Y e : met° R T

N f; ., c N . . .
S wL . ' Evaljation Question D3-2£ What services did.Migrant Program
RO . . ~ studént$ receive?’ ' 6
’ Lo A o , et -

e sy . , e s , Py . *

‘ h : - Evaluation Question D3=3: How many Migrant Program stu-

AR . dents (by grade and ethnicity) were served by the Migrant

Lo o 'Nurse’*

%t T P M “ . . . - . ]

TR LA T L ‘.-,.-; ' 'Procedure. ' R N o

The Health Sexvices Form was developed in 1977 by the Title I Migrant Eval-
uator and, the %igrant Nurse. The form was designed to describe the individ-
ual studqnt contacts made b¥- the Migrant Nurse,

~
-

The only changes made in the form itself‘Were to add office visit to type of

parent contact and the addition gf Referral to Others as a category for

outside referrals (1:‘.1&1 ,OT/I?T counselor, etc.). This latter was coded in

o .the’ Outcome columm. - Sge’ "Attachment N-1 for the Migrant Health™Services

i e Form. The directions for the completion of the form are in Attachment N-2,

02? In completing the' forms the Nurse recorded health problem(s) experienced by
each student. The prgblem codes used,with the form were the ones designated ~ 5
by}the Migrant Student. REcord Transfer System. Attachment N=-3 defines the

AR prohlem codes used. ‘. W, AP : . .

s
AR

N, .~ -

- P ‘.
f__' e Lo e ‘

S The data were keypunched, one card per .contact. Attachment N=4 is a <opy, of . ’
: 3,1“ the ca;QAfile 1ayout utilized. The data Are stored at, AISD on file MG-HELS2, _,'
'-.'*‘ oan & L . ’
N4 Thls year in order %o help the Vurse with'her reporting ‘t6 Health Services a

; o Migrant Health Services and.h dical/Dental Expense Monthly Report was devel-

- 1" oped’. sée Attachment N-3 for a sample ‘month's completed form. The program

,}5 ? pmed to run‘these.monthly eports is EV¢NURSE. e . :

. !
et

[ . - 3




81.26 o .

~

2oe - \\\
» . \
. . . Results o \

‘ . P o

e e et - -/ '
Evaluation Question D3-l: Were the component's objectives met?

This year the Nurse set her goal as seeing 90/ of the cyrrently migratony
students, By 'the end of May she had seen 132 of the eourrent migrants.,
This is 79%.of the total number so this _objective was not quite met,

The Nurse made 1,151 contacts with students from September through May.
This was across 54 campuses. See-Figure N—ls
visited 1ndicates how spread out the students‘are in the District.

In Figure N-2 are comparison figures from 1980-81 and\l981-82 on student

[
A

‘ contacts ‘made by the Nurse from September through April., The Nurse made
‘ more student,contacts in 1980-81 than she did during the same time period *
in 1981-82, - - , . ' [

Evaluation Question D3- %:E What services did Migrant Program students .
rece1ve7 - v
The Nurse conducted a varie®y of different services for students. " See o
. Figure N-3, Also the Nurse "conducted follow-ups on health problems but
- these.were not recorded, (

The Nurse encountered a wide variety of health problems in her contacts
witlt students: (Figure N-4) The most common problem§ were failed dental
screening, health supervision, dental screening, and failed vision screening.

.Evaluation Q;estion D3-3. How many Migrant Program students (by grade and

e large number of campuses ,’

\ . . - e . .8

. ethnicity) were served by'the Migrant- Nurse? . . ' ..
# - - ; '

. Tn Figure N-5'are listed the data to ansyer this question. The'most chil-

o . dren were seen at. pre=K and 97,4% of the'students 3een were Hispanic.. .
5: Preventative heal@h/training»was the main reason for the focus on the pre—K !
students. U . . SN : .
oy i T . : N S . * 9 .
- .Miscellaneous g , e

ntacts made by the Nurse each month.

e ;? :_ e In figure‘N~6 is listed the number of
' '. September, October, and November were the months when thé most student con- .
imtacts~were made, N - - : :

\

o. AN -, 3 N

$h& Kurse made 734 contacts with _migrant parents.,

* ‘.’::-3“ - o N
o\

*

In Figure N~7 are the |
* numbers’ of types of these parent ‘contacts. ; .. ‘ . -
™o - ‘ K e
k . ) )

i . " e . . ¢ e ane
ve .. .o : . e . UM




DUPLICATED. COUNT
OF ;SItU'DENTS "SERVED

UNDUPLICA’IED COUNT
OF STUDENTS ‘SERVED

LY

SCHOOL,
Austin

John\s:on
MeCallum- ..
Reagan
Travis

[- Crockett
Anderson
LBJ
Fulpore
Burnet
0. Heury
Cearce
Porter
Martin

Murchisoa -

Bedichek
Allison
- Barton Hills
Becker
Blanton
J‘Breu:ﬁood.
_Brooks .."
Bryker Woods”
Casiy
Cuniiinghan
Dawson':;’
Govalle * s
Harris ., .7
: Highland Park
"Joslin .
“‘!achews
Metz
Orzegd’’
Sanchéz,. .
Pleasanc Hill
sy Ridgetop - ,
8%, "Elmo
+ ‘Sins
‘r:avis Heighc\s
u.
1 Woo:en, .
o} Zavala v -
’ Zilker ' S,
,-Ddoxn ,~-' H
w’m IR
“Suriset Valley
Lindeu .
 Cook
‘P.ous:ou

‘Wepb . % -

Lapgford . -

B i)iagnoscic igdjs:nn:. Cer.

£ )‘ll!;Y 3
N M '
i 'ZOT:'{LS *

-
oy

0 & G,

e

"

83 i 3 O 0

.l‘

T

s
o
\n
o

18

Ny

2 SN
3 .
15
20

R

. Figure N—l.""

_- -n

COUNT’ OF MEGRANT PQOGRA}’I‘ ﬁTUDENTS SERVED A’I EAGH SCHOOL
"DURING . SEPTEMBER« THRQUGH APRIL, 1981-82.
nnﬁber of contacts with saudents ae*chat school.~ Undapligated
1ndica:es number of students~seen (tagardlass bf number of time
each’, student was seen) R S

o
.
“

Dup lica‘ted inﬁi‘c;ir
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) Acgivitz
Regularly Scheduled Exam
Non—S;heduled Exam
“Phone Contaét
Referral to MedicalvDocto;
: Referral\to Dentist
Home Visit

.Counseling/Teaching

Referral to Other Professional

\-

Number of TimesAActivity
Was Performed

295

"117
329
300-
187

56

29

T

Figuyre N-3, TALLY OF VARIOUS NURSING ACTIVITIES FQR SEPTEMBER,
1981 THROUGH MAY, 1982. "
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81.26 :
PROBLEM |, ‘ 4
CODE PROBLEM )
1712 FAILED DENTAL SCREENING
f601 HEALTH SUPERVISION .
1716 DENTAL SCREENING .
2203 . VISION. SCREENING ‘ ,
1602 PHYSICAL EVALUATION 3
0525 FATLED VISION SCREENING TEST
" 1305 . OTHER ILL-DEFINE COND,
0703 UPPER RESP. INFECTION, COLD, SORE THROAT,
. ETC. .
9999 " SENSITIVE DATA
< 0519, =~ NEEDS GLASSES .
0507 OTITIS MEDIA -
1006 OTHER PROBLEMS OF SKIN/SUBCUTANEOUS TISSUE
0108 PEDICULOSIS . s
0509 OTHER EYE PROBLEMS
0903 . OTHER GENITO-URINARY
0526 FAILED HEARING SCREENING TEST .
0508 OTHER EAR PROBLEMS
1001 IMPETIGO )
1302 ‘HEADACHE |
T 1308 -NOSE BLEED ,
° 1102 OTHER DISEASES OF THE MUSCULO-SKELETAL
. SYSTEM . ‘ -
1002 SCABIES o
0523 AMBLYOPIA * . :
0105 HEPATITIS ' o
0118- STREPTOCOCCAL INFECTNS
0303  « OBESITY .
. 0704 .- OTHER RESPIR. DISEASES R
0901 . DISEASES OF .THE KIDNEY/BADDER
1700 DENTAL HEALTH ’
1209 " HEART MURMUR ”
- 0803 OTHER PROB, OF DIGESTIVE SYSTEM z
" 0802 GASTROENTERITIS/COLITIS
0522 REFERRAL '
1603.8#  IMMUNIZATIONS ,
+ 1004 DERMATITIS . * *
0701 ASTHMA,
0309 - POOR NUTRITIONAL HABIT\
0120 - ° .- ATHLETE'S FOOT
0301 DIABETES MELLITUS .- |
0517, ASTIGMATISM . “np
0520 WEARS GLASSES .
0702 INFLUENZA AND PNEU%ONIA :
0705 CHEST PAINS ’: ,
NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF CONTACTS MADE

‘Figure N-4,

Page' 1l of 2)

- 28]
N-8 .

] o .

..j B N
FREQUENCY ~ PERCENTAGE

196 [16.9

170 "14.8

119 1044,

119 “ 10,4 '

118 ' 10.3 l
81 7. g L
30 ' 2.6 1‘

n a2 ‘
26 2.3 ' l'
25 t2,2 ' y
23 {240 ) lx

- 23 L 2.0¢ : ‘
17 ‘ 1.51§
15 S T D
13 1.1 . 'l
10 S 0.9 ‘.

9 0.8 o]
T8 0.7 ] II
8 0.7 '
T 006 * Y
7 0.6
“" N ) R \ ’~

MRNBMODNNMMNOWLWLWEDSERESDDSUULULLLL oG O
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FOR EACH HEALTH PROBLEM,
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| . 81.26 ~ . <
' PROBLEM - . Lo
CODE . PROBLEM , FREQUENCY  PERCENTAGE o
l, 1003 RINGWORM N © 2 0.2
1008 WARTS N ' 2 0.2
1403 DISLOC., SPRAIN, STRAIN 2 0.2
' 1404 « ALCERATION, OPEN WQUND - -2 0.2
1507 PLANTS 2 0.2
0119 - OTHER INFECTIVE, PARASIT. 1 0.1
l 0122 CAPITIS 1 0.1
0304 OTHER ENDOCRINE NUTRIT/METABOLIC PROBLEMS 1 0.1 .
0404 ANEMIA 1 0.1
l 0521 WEARS HEARING AID -1 0.1 "
' 0531 CONGENITAL CATARACT ) 1 0,15 -
0532 PINK EYE 1 0.1
l 0803 OTHER PROBLEMS OF THE DIGESTIVE SYSTEM 1 0.1
0900 DISEASES OF THE GENITO-URINARY SYSTEM . 1 0.1
. 1005 ECZEMA * | 1 0.1
1101 ARTHRITIS/RHEUMATISM 1 0.1
_ ' .1103 SCOLIOSIS SCREENING 1 0.1
‘ 1109 . SPINAL SCOLIOSIS - 1 0.1
. .1204 >~  OTH CONGENITAL ANAMOLIES 1 0.1 - ,
I 1210 |  FLAT FOOTED 1 0.1
- .- 1301 CONVULSIVE  DISQRDERS ‘ S 1 0.1
) . 1307 °  ENLARGED TONSILS i C : 1, 0.1
l 1400 ACCIDENTS, TRAUMA AND- INJURIES I | 0.1 o
R ] 1402 FRACTS. OF.EXTREMITIES : 1 0.1 °
1510 UNSPECIFIED CAUSE - 1 0.1 B
: ' 1513 INSECTS 1 0.1 - '
I , 1609 ' HEALTH REFERRAL ‘ 105 Y 0.1, )
, 1801 DISORD ARTICULATION ' L 2
, " 1804 DISORD RHYTHM (STUTTER) 1 S A
I : 1901 TONSILLECTOMY . ' e 1.~ 0.1 '
' Figure N-4. NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF CONTACTS MADE FOR EACH HEALTH PROBLE\i, N

» (continued, page 2 of: 2) ) :
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"Grade Hispaqic Black - -Amer . Indian -« Anglo Other
'pre-x 132 1 0 o . ' 0
K .43 1 o ©0 0
1 49 1 o - 0 o0
2 36 1 0 " i 0
3 % o 0 0 0
4 33 2.0 .0 o
5 29 1 | 0 "0 0
46 18 1 0 o0 o
7 23 0o - 0 1 ) 0 '
8 .15 . 0 0 . -0 0
9 " 28 o . o0 R 0
, 10 = 20 1 0 0 0
1 13 2 C0 -0 0
2 -, 13 .0 [ o o
. ] N f\ ] .
. Total . ,485 11 0 2 0
.

Figure N~<
] N

a

.COUNT OF MIGRANT STUDENTS SERVED (BY GRADE LEVEL AND ETHNICITY)
BY THE MIGRANT NURSE FROM SEPTEMBER-MAY, 1981-82. .
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81:26 ‘
r ™ - - . ¢
Month | - Numbér of Student Contacts
" September ) 180
October ’ ‘ 180 - ’
hovembgr ' 165 . .
December ‘ ) | 67 '; Al
. January’ 118 °
:\4 .FFgruary ‘ i oo \ . ‘ 112
March \ S 121 1
April . : 155
May.. ) C \ | 53 N
Tétal - . . 1,151 . )

!

'Figurq N-6. DUPLICATED COUNT OF STUDENTS. CONTAC?ED EVERY MONTH (SEPTEMBER,
' : 1981-MAY, 1982).

- . . N j
. . >
.

. N ' . .
Phone Call Note to' Rarents Visit ro Nurse's Office Total

, ] k! , .
369 - 254, C 111 734

Figure N-7. NUMBER AND TYPES OF PARENT CONTACTS MADE BY THE MIGRANT
) NURSE SEPTEMBER-MAY, 1981-82
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Attachment N-2
(Page 1 of 4) ,

o 81.26 :

7y .

INSTRUCTIONS: MIGRANT HEALTH SERVICES FORM
The Migrant Health Services Form should be completed on a monthly basis 4 .

and sent through the school mail tq Catherine Christner, Administration
Building, Box 79.

In an effort to reduce clerical time, follow-up contacts will not be

recorded on this form. . g//’
In addition to chefdiredtiong‘below, an example is &ttached.

"SCHOOL: The three-digit school code should be entered on'this line. Please
. use the attached school code list to find each school's number code.
Use a Qéfferent Migrant Health Services Form for each school.
DATE Pleagé‘gﬁter the month and year the expenses were incurred, #.e.,
Oct. 814
’ NAME: The stydent name shquld be listed with the last name ﬁirsi then a
. space, followed by the student's first name. ’

Alﬁn_lﬂ_ﬂugsé&; The sevén—digit SD student.idgnéificagion number will be

. completed by personnel. . o

¢ ETHNICITY: Please enter the one-digit ethnicity code as taken from the

" following list: (1) American Indian (2) Asian or Pacific
Islander (3) Black, not of Hispanic origin - (4)" Hispanic,
and (5) Anglo, notyof Hispanic origin. g

.
il

GRADE: The student's current grade in school should be entered.

CONTACT BY THE MIGRANT NURSE: This falls into  the three categories listed

"below.
. . »
1) Regularly.Scheduled Screening. This is a screening or exam given
) at a scheduled time at the student's schodl. This would not include,
for example, a scheduled follow-up exam which was separate from the
scheduled exams given to other members of a student's school.

. . ¢ b

2) YNon~Scheduled Exam. This would include any exam given by the Migrant
Nurse at the student's school or in the Nurse's office which would

_not be classified as a scheduled screening. .

3) Handled by Phone. Use the following codes in this category:

t 1 = The Nurse &iagnoses‘the problem and takes some action by , J
) ' phone without seeing the student. .
" . 2 = Immunization Record Check ~ ‘
: . 3 = Other ‘ ,
. Record a "1" in-the column of whichever of the three headings is the most |,
applicable, except if the contact is an Immunization Record Check ° ~
(2) or Other (3) wunder the Handled~by~Phone category. _ . .

v
. . .
g
l ‘ ' '
. . ‘A :
- ‘ )
-

o S : N13 o . ,
we o 25 | r
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" 1 Attrachment N-2

- x
.

81.26 . ' . (continued, page 2 of 4)

PROBLEMS(S): This section is where a listing is' made of what'healtH problems
' were found. Two types of information are requested.

L]

’.l

o . (1) Description.- Under this column a brie£ erbal descrip-
( , ‘tion of the health problem noted for thdt student is
* listed. Each additional health problem for that student
is listed on succeeding lines.
(2) MSRTS Code. Across from description of dath health
problem the appropriate four-digit MSRTS ‘Code should be
‘ , ,entered. If no.problem was found, enter 0000. Use 9999
to indicate no -appropriate codé¢ was available or the code-~
. was unknown. Use 1305 to indicate the student's condition
-is ill-defined--a problem exis but no ddagnosis is
' available. .

.-'

}\

\

BESQLUIIQN.BIJﬂUﬂﬂgﬂ;NUB§§{ One or. more columns under this heading will

generally be completed following each contact
: . by the Migrant Nurse. There may be some cases
' . ! where none of the actions listed were taken. If
multiple actions are taken for a given colummn
(for example, two home visits), indicate the
number of occurrences. Otherwise, place a "1"-
under ﬁﬁe\proper column (Referred to MD, Referred
. to Dentist,’ Home Visit, and Counseling or
- Teaching). In the.last columm, Parent Contact,
please enter the following codes as appropriate:
) . 1 = A parent is contadted by phone; 2 = A note
> > . home to the parent is sent; and 3 = The parent
¢ . makes a visit to the Nurse's office.

. o
{ . > -

If some uynlisted action is taken, write "other"
‘and a description in the "Outcome” columm.

- ‘ Under the referral headings) "W" means on the
- v " waiting list. - . S

v
s
-

14
.
;
*

QUTCOME: This colummn is provided for the Nurse to expand‘upon the resolution
. of any contacts with students. Its use is up to the Nurse's

T disgression.
3 c . .
This column is provided for the Nurse's’ convenience to check .
‘ as a case is resolved. ;

When sitdations arise Wwhich are not readily recorded on the form, please call‘
Catherine Christnmer at 458-1227, so that some agreed-upon solution, can be

reached. 4

”

% : : .
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Atitachment N-2

SCHOOL CODE LISTING (ontinued, page 4 of 4)

T\‘

This roster identifies schools in code form, uging the .cj.oE.ies' iist:ed below.

‘ . » o’
ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS -~ CODE ; ELEMENTARY SCHQOLS CODE
Allan ' 142 St. Elmo . : 136
Allison : . 101 © Sanchez - * 127 - '
Andrews 102 Sims ! -139
43 Barrington » 149 Summitt - 138
Barton Hills , 103 Sunset Valley 158. I
Becker " 104 Travis Heights : 140
Blackshear ~ 105 Walnut Creek 141
Blanton . 106 © Webb ) 167 l
Brentwood 107 . Williams : 166 -
Brooke 108 Winn ’ . 157
Brown ’ 109 Wooldridge . 152 '
. Bryker Woods . f 110 Wooten ) 144 . .
Campbell 111 Zavala 145
Casis ’ ' © 112 ‘ Zilker g - 146
Cook ) . 161 - | l
. Cunningham , ’113 JUNIOR HIGH SCHOOLS CODE
Dawson 114 . . ' .
Doss . o 154 Bedichek 054 ' I
Govalle 116 Burnet : 046
Graham - 159 Dobie 055 ,
Gullett 117 " Fulmore _ 043 l
Harris - 118 Laniar CT 045 ‘
Highland Park : 119 Martin 051
Hill. \ 155 Murchison . 052
: Houston 162 - 0. Henry ' 047 . .
Joslin ' 120 - Pearce . : 048
. Langford * 168 Porter ST 049 .
Lee < 121 l
* Linder . 160 SENIOR HIGH SCHOOLS CODE
Maplewood , 122 v ’
Mathews ©o123 Anderson - 009 l
Menchaca |, - “143 - Austin o , 002 )
Metz : 124 .« Crockett - 008 . ‘
Norman - 150 =7 - Johnson (LBJ) © . 010 . '
Oak Hill ‘ ‘ 148 " Johnston . . . 003 )
Oak Springs . 125 Lanier 004 C
, Odom = . 156 McCallum _ 005 .
Ortega 126 .Reagan . 006 '
Pease 128 Travis 007 o
Pecan Springs ; - 129 ' — )
Pillow - 151 - oTHER ‘ ' . CODE ~ l
Pleasant Hill 130 - ’ - ' , .
'Read ' - 131, Robbins o, 265 -
Reilly 132 o Teenage Parent . . 259 l
Ridgetop 133 ’ ' ,
Rosedale v ™ 134 ..
> Rosewood 135 . .

~
\—
=
1
|
(=)}
-
H




Attachment N-3
‘ MSRTS HEALTH PROBLEMS LIST (Page 1 of 6) :
o 81.26 06725781 - PAGE

.CODE ' HEALTH PROBLEMW % . " EH LINKAGES

- e e - = - T T —— T S = - .4. ——————————————————————————

1400 ACQIDENTS. TRAUMA AND INJURIES
1401 FRACTS. OF SKULL,SPINE,AND TRUNK °
1402 ~ FRACTS. OF EXTREMITIES ‘f
1403 DISLOC, SPRAIN, STRAIN
1404 LACERATION, OPEN WOUND
1405 BURNS
1406 POISONING*TOXIC EFFECT
1500 ALLERGIC CONDITIONS TO EXTRANEOUS AGENTS
1501 DETERGENTS -
1502 OILS AND GREASE - /
1563 ° SOLVENTS :
1504 ° DRUGS
1505 _CHEMICALS
1586 _ FOODS "
1507 PLANTS
1508 ANIMALS
1509 ULTRA-VIOLET RADIATION (EXCEPT SUNBURN)
1510 - °“UNSPECIFIED CAUSE
©1511- ASA ASPIRIN
1512 PENICILLIN
1513 INSETTS -
1514 WASP OR BEE 'STINGS,
1515 ~HORSE SERUM ~— 7
1800 - COMMUNICATIVE DISORDERS ' -°
1801 DISORD ARTICULATION"
1802 DISORDERS OF VOICE
1863 DISORD LANG. SYMBQLIZAT
1804 DISORD RHYTHM C(STUTTER) -
1200+ CONGENITAL ANOMALIES
©1201 . CARDIO-VASCULAR (HEART DEFECT)
1202 CONGENITAL HIP {POSSIBL.MOTOR IMPAIRMENT)
1203 . CLEFT LIP/PALATE (P0OSS. SPEECH IMPAIRMENT)
1204 -+ OTH CONGENIT. ANAMOLIES ' -
"'1205 HERNIA :
1206 UMBILICAL  HERNIA
11207 .~ NYSTAGMUS :
1208 STRABISMUS N
1209 HEART MURMUR
1210. FLAT FOOTED
1211 FAILURE TO THRIVE
1700. DENTAL HEALTH -
1701 EXTRACTION :
1702 FILLINGS
1703 PARTIAL |
1704 DENTURES . .. ,
1705 BRACES ,
1706 PROPHYLAXIS J
1707 . PERMANENT BRIDGE
1708 ROOT CANAL
CAPFING,

7I hssuv sc‘ ae
re.smr g nx,:,»

i/\




. ' ' . - Attachment N-3 ' D
MSRTS HEALTH PROBLEMS LIST (concinued, page J g 6)

81.26 06/25/81
CODE . HEALTH- PROBLEM | " EH LINKAGES
-+ 1710 ~ REFERRAL | , . \
1711 CAVITIES : : —_—
1712 ° FAILED DENTAL SCREENING ' . :
1713 FLOURIDE SCREENING : T ‘
1714  FLOURIDE TREATMENT . RECEIVED'

1715 FLOURIDE RINSE . .
1716 DENTAL SCREENING . t AUG 26 jo0y
1717 "ABSCESS ‘SCREENING
1718 - PULPOTOMY

1719 NEEDS 70 SEE ORTHODONTIST : T , At ‘g»amm:

1720 . INDIRECT PULCAP - [ oo FRuGRAY
‘1721 ACID ETCH CROUN

1722 - ALLOY : )

1723 ADAPTIC

1724 _ 'DENTAL X-RAY,

1725 -1 PERIODENTAL POCKET

1726 -~ INCISION & DRAINAGE .

1727 . PALATAL COMPOSITE RESTORATION
1728  "CROMWN

1729 GUT-SUTURE . -
1730 SPACE MAINTAINER e L .
1731 UVEITIS e oo -
1732  FORMOCRESOL PULP e . ) -
1733+ GINGIVITIS . . .
1100 DISEASES OF MUSCULO-SKELETAL SYSTEM " . '

Jllol. ARTHRITIS/RHEUMATISH ) 101 203

1102 OTHER DISEASES OF THE MUSCULO-SKELETAL SYSTEM 101 203
1103 - SCOLIOSIS SCREENING , :

1104 LEG PERTHES ' -

1105 ~ SCOLIOSIS SCREENING-NEGATIVE co

1106 - LORDOSIS SCREEMING o - | N S
1107 ' PODIATRIG SCREENING " //?; ' ' ‘ :
1108 0SGOOD SCHLATTERS DISEASE . :
1109 SPINAL SCOLIOSIS ‘ - .
1110 ARTHROGRIPOSIS 5 g oo .
1111 ORTHOPEDIC SCREENING . L o
1112 OSTEQCARCINOMA . , . .
0400 DISEASES OF THE BLOOD FORMING ORGANS Z .
6401 SICKLE CELL ANEMIA- S . 101 203 206
0402 HEMOPHILIA M. ' - 101 203 206
0403 * LEUKEMIA ’ifzz ' . : 101 203 206
0404 - ANEMIA : : 101 203 206
0405 GLYCEMA : . L 101 203 206 -
0600 DISEASES OF THE CIRCULATORY SYSTEM ‘ ' .
" 0601 CARDIOVASCULAR DISEASES" ~ 101
06,02 CEREBRAL VASC: ACCIDENT ' 206
1 9603:  HYPERTENSION ’ ' ' 206

0604 - RHEUMATIC FEVER/RHEUMA -TIC HEART DISEASE 101 206 !
0605 < OTHER PROBS OF CILRCULA-TORY SYSTEM/OTHER HEART 206 )
_Oépé SUBCONJUNCTIVA HEMATOHA




CODE
0800
0801
--0802
0803
03804
0805
0806
0807
0900
0901

0902

0903
' 0904
0500
0501

0502.
0503 -

10504
0505
0506
0507
0508
0509
510
0511
0512
0513
8514
0515
0516
0517
0518
0519
0520
0521
0522

0523
0524 .

6525
0526
0527

0528 °

. 0529

0530 -

0531
" 0532
0533
0534
. 0535
0536

HEALTH PROBLEM ’ ) EH LINKAGES
e m—m—m——————— i ——— remm—— e ————— ————— I ——
DISEASES OF THE DIGESTIVE SYSTEM Do

DISEASES OF THE LIVER 206 7
* GASTROENTERITIS/COLITIS
OTHER PROB OF DIGESTIVE SYSTEM , 206
ESOPHAGUS MALFUNCTION
N DRAIN PLUGGED SALIVARY GLAND
THRUSH :
JAUNDICE
DISEASES OF THE GENITO-URINARY SYSTEM :
DISEASES OF THE KIDNEY/ BLADDER © 206
DISEASES OF GENITAL ORG ' 206
OTHER GENITO-URINARY _ ) 206
HYDROCELE . . '
DISEASES OF THE NERVOUS SYSTEM g
PARAPLEGIC/QUADRAPLEGIC 101 203 204 206
BLIND/PARTIALLY BLIND 201 203
CATARACT (EXCEPT CONGENITAL) 201 203 -
DEAF/PARTIALLY DEAF ‘ ‘ 202
GLAUCOMA 201 _
MTR NEURON DISORDER(INC POST POLIOQMTR IMPRMNT 101 203
OTITIS MEDIA 202
OTHER EAR PROBLEMS . 202
OTHER EYE PROBLEMS ' : 201
SPEECH DISTURBANCES 204
OTHER DISEASES OF NERV. SYSTEM/SENSE ORGANS 206
ORGANIC VISUAL PROBLEM -
BINOCULAR VISUAL ;
. REFRACTIVE :
" HYPEROPIA 201
MYOPIA _ 201
ASTIGHATISM 201
- .NEEDS HEARING-AID 202 .
NEEDS ‘GLASSES ‘ 7201 .
WEARS GLASSES ~ o 201 206 -~
WEARS HEARING AID . 202 :
REFERRAL , - 206
. AMBLYOPIA S
(ANISOMETROPIA =
FAILED VISION SCREENING TEST L2017,
'FAILED HEARING SCREENING TEST - 202
WEARS CONTACT -LENS .
BITING NAILS = 7
NERVOUS STOMACH 4
CEREBRAL PALSY. : o T ~ S
TAL CA : : - ~ - :
g?:gEf‘E{iEALI TARACT RELEIVEDi
NEUROE IBROMATOSIS i b
COLOR:- BLINDNESS . 3 §
DYSLEXIA L o L AUG 26 18! o
. ]
_ BLEPHARITIS R ' U g e SRt
. - ’ ! "

»

MSRTS HEALTH PROBLEMS

LIST (continued, page 3 of 6)~

IIGRANT FROSANR




. S } ) » Attachment N-3
MSRTS HEALTH PROBLEMS LIST (continued, page 4 of 6)

5

81.26 . 06/25/81 . Ve PAGE 4

CODE HEALTH PROBLEM " - EH LINKAGES I
- — - - e o s e gy I > > S . O wmp G P S W W WS TP W D W WP Ty e P T B D WP Gub S P wp W S wmp e (et 2ot s e W s e s e
0537 CHA ION , : .
0538 EMMETROPHIA , l
0700 DISEASES OF THE RESPIRATORY .SYSTEM - -

. 0701 ASTHMA ‘ 101. 204 ;
0702 INFLUENZA AND PNEUMQNIA : .. 206
0703 UPPER RESP. INFECTION, COLD, SORE THROAT, ETC. 206
0704 OTHER RESPIR. DISEASES 206
0705 CHEST PAINS
1000 DISEASES OF THE SKIN-SUBCUTANEOUS TISSUE )
1001 IMPETIGO 206
1002 SCABIES . , ©.206
1003 RINGWORM o - 206
1004 DERMATITIS _ o + 206

« 1005 ECZEMA ' 206 ,

, 1006 OTHER PROBLEMS OF SKIN/ SUBCUTANEOUS.TISSUE , 206, .

1007 INGROWN TOE NAIL
1008, WARTS
. 0300 ENDOCRINE, NUTRITIONAL AND METABOLIC DISEASES

0301 DIABETES MELLITUS : 101 205 206 .
0302 MALNUTRITION/DEHYDRATN . 101 205 206
0303 OBESITY ‘ 205 .

0304 OTHER ENDOCRINE NUTRIT/METABOLIC PROBLEMS . 205 206

0305.. HYPOGLYCEMIA
0306 HYPERACTIVE .

. 8307 HASHIMOTO STRUMA . :
0308 . ABSCESS CELLULITIS INFECTION: -
0309 POOR NUTRITIONAL HABITS
2200 EXAMINATION - VISION,DENTAL, HEALTH + OTHER
2201 AUDIO EXAMS

" 2202 MCT-VISION SCREENING . ‘ i aal
2203 VISION SCREENING L age 26
2204  TWO HR POST PRANDIAL GLUCOSE TS7 : '
2205 OFFICE VISIT 4 ,
2000 HEALTH PROBLEM SAMPLE . . -
2001 HEALTH PROBLEM SAMPLE- ;
0100 INFECTIVE AND PARASITIC DISEASES

.
. .
v » . . PEEETS

py

m\ -
O
I:'—“ .
=\
wl .
. =2
ﬁ-}“—

hl‘uf‘ ,\,th-s

AUSTIY PULEE o
*WWM?REW

010l  DIPTHERIA ‘ | <3$ -
0102 COCCIDIOIDOMYCOSIS K . . . l
0103 DIARRHEA . o . 206 . -
0104 SALMONELLA OR SHEGELLA t - 206 P
0105 HEPATITIS - , , 206 o l
0106 MEASLES - ‘ : p -
0107 MUMPS _ ‘ , N
0108, PEDICHLOSIS o . 206 l :
0109 - PERTUSSIS L. -
' 0110 RUBELLACGERMAN MEASLES) . .
0111 VENEREAL DISEASE o ‘ 206 . ‘ l
0112 TRACHOMA . - 201 206 “
0113,  TUBERCULOSIS, PULMONARY-ACTIVE 101 205 206 .
0114 TUBERCULOSIS, PULMONARY-INACTIVE ' 206 - l ,
L} \‘
) ‘ .
Q 295 , |




. : Attachment N-3
MSRTS HEALTH PROBLEMS LIST  (continued, page 5 of 6)
06725781 .PAGE 5

i

HEALTH PROBLEM . LINKAGES -
TUBERCULOSIS, REACTOR + CONVERTER
TUBERCULOSIS, EXTRA=- .PULMONARY '
TUBERCULOSIS, OTHER C
STREPTOCOCCAL INFECTNS

_ OTHR INFECTIVE,PARASIT.

ATHLETE'S FOOT >
CHICKEN 'POX

CAPITIS

MENINGITIS

MALARIA

SCARLET FEVER
HEMOPURPURA

NEOPLASMS
MALIGNANT
BENIGN

SENSITIVE DATA

SUPPLEMENTARY. CLASSIFICATION
HEALTH -SUPERVISION 7
PHYSICAL EVALUATION *

IMMUNT ZATIONS ¥

AMPUTATION : Lo 203 206
X=RAY - , ,

EEG ELECTROENCEPHALOGRAM ,
TETANUS SHOT- .
MEDICATION PRESCRIBED _
HEALTH REFERRAL

EMERGENCIES ‘ RECEIVEE}
ANTIBIOTICS, !
CHEST X-RAY - 2

L]

.IMMUNIZATIONS REFUSED AlG 26 EBI

BREAST EXAMINATION

HEMOGLOBIN . . e AUSTIN PuUBL; scpum

HEMATOCRIT . HIGRANT PPUE?A{;,
COMPLETE BLOOD COUNT .~ o —_—
CHEMQTHERAPY , v :
ALOPECIA AREOLA |

SURGERY
TONSILLECTOMY
ADENGIDECTOMY
T AND A
MYRINGOTOMY .
MYRINGOTOMY BILATERAL
APPENDECTOMY -
TYMPANOPLASTY
CYSTOSCOPY -

SYHPTOMS, ILLNESSES--DEFINED CONDITIONS™
CONVULSIVE DISORDERS
HEADACHE :
INFESTATIONS, MITES
INFESTATIONS, TICKS -

.

L4




T , o Attachment N-3 ;
MSRTS . HEALTH PROBLEMS 'LIST- (continued, page 6 of 6) |
) 81.26 - . 06s25/81 . PAGE 6 -

. L ? \ ' -
CODE HEALTH PROBLEM ) ' EH LINKAGES. l
1305 ° OTHER ILL-DEFINED COND. L 206 .
1306 EPILEPSY - .l : 101 206" I
1307 ENLARGED TONSILS . ( - - 206 \
1368 , NOSE BLEED N : -
2100 WOMEN INFANT CHILDREN WIC . I
| | v !
3 ' . o
. o | 1
¢ D “ .
~ - / .'
r‘ /,‘ ) C lx
.'i . '
.
) R |d-¢.‘.‘
T, . . " 1

. e SO RECEIVED].

L]
. - . )/
. NN « L

T I 1 AUG 26 fom

o : : - AUSTEN- PUBLIC-SEHOOLY.
: A S . . { ™ HIGRANT PROGRAY-

|

i
1
|

¥

L4

-
-
Yo
~

12

¥

.

[ T
v . ¢

> .
- Lt . -
. L.
P

'/ TOTAL HEALTH PROBLEMS = 255, 9“(‘ . _ 3
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_ .o ' s Pag‘el_of_?-_,__
FILE 1D _A 7 Ry U ) CARD FILE LAYOUT LQCATION:
PROGRAM: Titlel I Migrant \/AISD '
YEAR: . 1981-82 « e,
. : acct. pass., file name
CONTENTS: - M?.grant Hgalth Services Form - c ’
Field Cc;lumns _ Description ‘
] 13 File ID = ARU ,: 2 | »
' 5-1 School Code . !
) 1 9-12 Date of monthly. repor;:: Sept.'Si = 0981; Oct.'8l = 10'81; Nov. '81 = 1181;‘
Dec.'8l = 1281; :Iatnr.'82'= 9182-; Feb,'82 = 0282; March '82 = 038?.;-';'Xpr11"82 = 0482
\ May '82 = 0582 . | ) -
14-33 .Studefxt Name (Last Name 5259'3 First Namé) : ‘
135- 41 | AISD Sgudent D - “ .
43-43 Ethnfcity: 1 ="American Indian; 2 = Asian/Oriental; 3'= Black; 4 = Hispar’fic;'
‘ ‘ ‘.5. N Anglo ' ', , ‘
) <45-46h ’ Grade: Pre-K-= -1; K= 00;: 1== 01; 2".= 02';":etc.:~ | : L
, ‘4'8-.-48 | Regularly Scheduled Visit (Screening) : 1 or Biank )
50-50" |Non-Scheduled Exam; 1 or Blank - s IR
! 52-52 l{-andled by‘Phone: 1, f,‘ 3, or Blank. . o o
’ 54-57 ' ‘

MSRTS Code: &4-digit problem code

o}

)

(z 30 T 388a)
-N JusW{oBRIIV

. - s ) o .
. .
MR TN IS I BN I BN B o

97°18
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HT-N -

FILEID - A/ R/ U ~

CARD FILE LAYOUT

YEAR:

Pagez_of‘ 2

LOCATION: |
PROGRAM: Title I Mlgr'ant -t JZAISD ' i:*
1981-82 ‘ - L ur P, Y
' , » : : " acct. pass. £1ilé name
CONTENTS: ‘Migrant Health Services Form (con't,) .
Field Colu'mns Description fﬁ ) ‘
:39-59 Referred to MD:’l or Blank |
- 61--61 Referred to Dentist: 1 or Blank " -
'653-.63 Home Visit: 1 OJ; Blank ﬂ | A |
65-65 Counseling or Teaci’ling: 1 or Blank N . - |
/ 67-6‘;]~' ‘ ‘Othéx: Re901uti:on: l.= I;Z;hologist/(;;unselor,z =7Pul;lic H’ealtlk D‘éPaxtt;mentg; o
3 = Regular Sc}xool ﬁurse; ‘4 = AISD Vis;idn/Hearicng T_echnician; 5 =T'Sp‘eech
‘ 'I‘fher,ap'ist; 6 = LST (Local Support’ lTeam')i; 1= OT/PT; or blank . ', ‘,,
69-69 Parent Contact: 1 = Phone CallA; 2 = Note to Parent; 3 = Office Visit by Pé;ent:

or Blank

- A ,
- ‘
1 . » - > / - -
- ki h . M sl *
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} AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHUOUL DISTRICT o
i NFFICE OF KESSARCH AMD SVALLATICN X PAGE 2

g SV
MIGRANT FFALT#ﬁsFPVICES AND ﬂﬁnlj?} / DENTAL

-

EXPENSE MONTULY REPURTY /.
SEPTEMRERy 1981

- H

L NUMBER OF SCHUDLS SERVED THIS HONTH IS _2§ o .

i
!
:
N
i.i
.t‘i
:
i
|
f

: . . -

NUMBRER OF SCHCOLS SERVLD TO DATE IS _22

S B e

¢

UNDUPLICATED COUNT CF -NIGRANT PROGRAM STUDENTS SERVED THIS MONTH IS _121

k3 »
ey .

e o rgr s 1 g o g
JNEI N W
.
v

k4

.

UNDUPLICATED COUNT OF MIGRANT PRCGRA STUCENTS SERVED TO DATE IS _133

. R -

-

A k- 2
.

UNDUPLlCAfED COUNT (KNQ %) OF CURRENT MIGPANT PROGFAM STUNENTS SERVED THIS AONTH 1S __37, {.14.34%)
_ + e . - . .

- .ol VoS . B .- -- N - -

S e mww S A e A T e

: L G
UMOUPL ICATED COUNT {AND ’*\?F CURFENT MIGRANT PROGRAM STUDENTS SERVED TO 0ATG\§S.__§Q. 1.15.50%)

@ -

-

9z

s : . ) i
§ - ) . —/\Y_Lélkhism © | TO=DATE |’ .
: ’ MEDICAL / DENTAL RILLS RECVD |' MOINT H I' . % . .

2 d N . N - - . k- 2 e ,

S ¥ ’ ) R t] B | TR

. - NGCTORS -1 $560.001  $560.00 .

\ * - ® | . | "
"‘ : ) ! ' l K3 H l '

’ - v NEMTISTS | © $416.00]  $416.00]

] { . | |

N . [ 1 | '
. . . PHARMACY. | -'$82.85] $82,85] ,

A ST : A, : |- | X
a oo , : . . | ‘ I - | )

o] . - X*RAYS ’ l‘ ‘00(0' ""\)w \“l -
! ' i 5 | |

| . ll K . , ' " . l

| ' LAR ! $0.00] $0.,001 !
‘ | U4 | . ! } ! -

i ' , ’ GLASSTCS | $25%.00] $253,.00]

: ' - [ I :

) , . : | | .

. Q - , TOT AL | ¢13LL.65)  ¢13114A5]

, EMC | [ B

. . I . ' RN
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81.26 ‘ )
]

- 3rlef descristion of the inseriment: * ’
This form provides for the collection of the following information on 2 monthly
basis about the medical/dental bills paid for from Migrant Program funds: name,
grade, ID, and school of the student served, plus space for listing the amount of

“sthe doctor (or dentist, phdrmacy, x-ray, lab, glasses) bill received and a space to
indicate 2 code for which doctor, etc. provided the service. . 4 -

| .

* d ' f

To whem was the instrment adminiscared?

The fd¥m-was completed by the Migran& Program Nurse or her secretary.

Bew manv times was the instrument ddministerad?

The forms were kept on 2 monthly basis,

Whea was the instrument admindstaded?
- ——
'Mon:hly, from §eptember, 1981 through May, <1982,

“here-was ithe {nstrumenc admiddiscared?
* E .

- A -
In‘the Migrant Program Nurse's office or other location of her choice.

=ho administerad the inserumens?
) »
The form was comple:ed’by the Migrant Program Nurse or her secretary.: -

o

Shat”eraizing did the admimiseracors have? - . <
- .

e

3

Written -instructions were protvided. '

R das che instxmument a

stared undar standardized csnditions?
L)

;

- 1 ~
Yot applicable. : : .

s§ XNere thers owoblams wwith the {ngzwement or the adminiserasicn shat mighe
afface the validity of the daca? | - i e
] . ) )
i . N NN
1 (ﬁg;e were identified, .

- - .

a0 daveloved she {nstzusenre? ‘

’

The form was modified from 1980-81 by the Migrant Profram Nurse and the Evaluator

to better sult both persons' needs. x

#oat rellabilizw and walidiss dara aze avadldbls on the ingtrumanz?
A .

- . ’
-

None,

'Y

agazoveting the rasulns?
1

AZ2 shars aorm data availakla for

TS RS
-

‘Ei(} :’ .

_..,. — . I-I"IIII ‘
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: MIGRANT/MEDICAL EXPENSES FORM

L L Purpose

The Migrant Medical Expenses Form was completed by the Migrant Nurse in
order to obtain information relevant to the following decision:and .
-evaluation qeustions: ' o . '
Decision Question D3. Should the Health Services Component be
continued as it ii,.modified, or deleted? : =

i

R

Evaluation Question D3-1: Were the component's objectives met?

Evaluation Question D3-2: What services did Migrant Program
students receive? - . .

Evaluation Question D3-3: How many Migrant Program ;fhdents
(by grade and ethnicity) were served by the Migrant Nurse?

v
* Procedure ‘

- \
The Migrant Medical Expenses Form was developed in 1977 by the Migrant

_ Program Evaluator and the Migrant Nurse. It was designed to gather
information concerning: a) the. amount of Migrant Program money spent each.
month for health services, and b) the type of expenditures made. The Migrant
Nur§§ requested this year additional information be added. She wantéd

to know which doctor, dentist, lab, etc. provided the services., Therefore,
the form was changed to meet this need (see Attachment 0-1). The directions
for completion of the form are in Attachment 0-2., The Medical Expenses
codes used are in Attachment 0-3. - '

The data were coded and keypunched on a monthly. basis in the card file layout
in Attachment O-4. The data are stored on file MG-MED82. See Appendix N
for information about the gonthly report produced fom the Nurse on program
health services and medical’ expenses. -

L]
{

-

Results

Evaluation Question D3-l. Were the component's objectives mnet?

' The discussion of the attainment of the objective is in Appendix N, There
were no specific objectives related to the expenditure of monies for médical
expenses., ' :

Evaluation Question D3-~2. What services did Migrant Program students receive?

0-3 -308.. .
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In Figure O-1 are presented the type of expenditures by month, and number of
Fstudents served September through May. Dental bills accouynted for over half
of the money spent. Across all months and types of expenditures, an average
of $62,46 was spent per student. .

The figures on dental expenses along are presented in Figure 0-2, One hun-
dred thirty-one students had some dental expenses paid for, with an average
of $103. 48 spent per student..

Evaluation Question D3-3., How many Migrant Program students (by grade and
ethnicity) were served by the Migrant Nurse7

-

As can be noted from Figure 0-3, 235 students in all had medical/dental
bills paid for out of Migrant Program funds. Pre-K students had the most
bills paid., Only five students who had bills paid were not of Hispani& back- .
ground., All five were Black. Preventative health/training was the main
reason for the focus on the pre~K students.

Miscellaneous -

In Figure 0-4 are presented somé comparisons between the 1981-82 Medical ne N
Expenses data and that of previous years. This year the average spent per
student was less than each of the previous yeers reported., Please note all
comparisons are September through April (since May data were not available
from previous years). Also less was spent in 1981-82, than in 1979-80 and -
1980-81. The number of students who had bills paid decreased from the

1980-81 level but was higher than the other years reported.

'-. - - - - - y
. . . . .
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ry PRI , .z \ . RN / . N
. . . - = . N .' . ‘ - 7. .
RN . r . ' . . . : v ‘ . -
| ! . . > :
i ‘Z 5 ”
{ N
- . - N \ ‘
3 f -
- - A T b ) !
. EXPENDITURES X . :
e ——— pus
' ‘Duplicated Count ¢ . iy i . . .% .+ | Average spent
Month of Students Served « M.D. Dentist Pharmacy X-Ray Lab Glasses Total Spent Per, Student
. : R g : . ,
. September © 3 . § 560,00 § 416,00 § 82.85 «0- -0~ $ 253.00. | § 1,311.85 - § 39.75
October * 40 780.00 593,00 124,73 ~0- 17.00° 716,00 2!230273 55,77
¢ 3 - ' . '
<] November 40 ) 700,00 474,90 92,14 -0- -0~ 508.40 1;774.14 44,35
' December 23 0 416.00 707.00 . 31.52 -0~ '/‘1X§.oo,_ 132,00 1,434.52 62,37
January 43 613.00 - 2,008.00 36,69, . =0-"2 56,00 400,00 3,118.69 72,53
. ’ Y
[ N * L N
SR . February 34 0 1,722.00 44,24 -0~ 38,00 *150.00 2,429.74, 71.46
j: March 65 "’/”/, 1,338,50 - 16,00 118,52 265,50 .28.00 *436,00 4,202,52 " 64.65
© Aprtl 63 1,005.00 1,778, 148.73 174,00 Qgi%?"‘snoo 294,00 3,457.33 54,88
. . M LN . . . s . 4
May 64 711.00 . 3,822.00 53.06 129,00 95,00 528,00 | © 5,338.06 83,41
1 : ’ ' . -
\
A ‘
TOTAL 405 1$6,604,00  $13,536.60 $732.48 . $568,50  '$439.00 " §3,417.00 | § 25,297.58 $ 62,46
[
Figure O0-1, SUMMARY OF HEALTH SERVICES EXPENDITURES' BY MONTH FOR'SEPTEMBER,'1981 ~ MAY, 1982,
» N
« . N ' -
] Q M M
[ r '
- ' A
P 1 . .
_ JxV v 311
Q ‘




Nﬁmber of Students Average, Spent
~. _ Served ' Per Student

September o . ; $ 83.20
October : . ’ . : 118.60
November - 52.66
December 141.40
January <! : . 144,85
February ’ 114.80
March | : 96.00
"April 21 84469
May . . " 106.16

< .

tal ) .- $103.48

-

Figure 0-2, MONTHEY SUMMARY OF NUMBER OF STUDENTS AND AN AVERAGE SPENT
. PER STUDENT ON DENTAL BILLS PAID FO}I BY MIGRANT PROGRAM
FUNDS (September through May). ’

)

o e : " . “
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‘GRADE

Pre-K

10

DUPLICATED
COUNT

53
4.,
3%
31
36
34
33
. 14,
27
15
30
22

v

UNDUPLICATED
.COUNT

. 32
26
25
19
18
19
21
11
13
7.
15
12

Figure 0-3.

NUMBER OF .MIGRANT STUDENTS BY GRADE LEVEL WHO. HAD MEDICAL
‘OR DENTAL EXPENSES PAID FOR BY THE MIGRANT PROGRAM (FOR '
SEPTEMBER, 1981-MAY 1982) .

~




1978-79 i+ 1979-80 -

1980-81"

1981-82 .

MONTHS IN WHICH MOST .

BILLS WERE RECEIVED

vaémber, January,
February, April

November, January,
February, April

.

November, Jandary,
February, March

January, February,
March, April R

NUMBER OF STUDENTS"
_(DUPLICATED' COUNT)
SERVED FROM SEPTEMBER
THROUGH APRIL.

- 212 249

A
341

TOTAL FUNDS EXPENDED
| SEPTEMBER "THROUGH
APRIL |

B

$15,165.28 $20,629.68

A

$32,754.,62

$19,999.52

.| AVERAGE SPENT PER STU-
DENT (DUPLICATED COUNT),
SEPTEMBER THROUGH APRIL

4§  71.53

T8 T0.74

£

PERCENT OF FUNDS SPENT

ON DENTAL EXPENSES

63% : 69%

727

758,65

~
ENES
B
o

IS

Figure 0-4.

THROUGH 1981-82.

\

COMPARISONS OF EXPENDITURES OF MIGRANT PROGRAM FUNDS FOR MEDICAL/DENTAL BILLS FOR 1978-79°
ALL FIGURES ARE ‘BASED ON- SEPTEMBER THROUGH APRIL. ' ‘ .
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INSTRUCTIONS:  MIGRANT MEDICAL EXPENSES FORM

|

i

This form should be completed on a monthly basis and sent through the
school mail to Catherine Christner, Administration Building, Box 79. .
In addition‘tq‘\he directions below, an example is attached. : ©

DAJE: Please enter the month and *ar the expenses were incurred; i.e.,
May 81. : , ' '

- NAME: The student name should be listed with last name first then a
: . space, followed by the student’s 'firSt name., ) .

i The seven~digit AISD student .identification number will be conrpleted
. by ORE personnel. :

3
!

' The three—digit school code should be entered in this column.
b Please use (he attached school code 1list to find each school's
number code

. GRADE: . The student's current grade in school should be entere&(

T

DOCTOR Doctor and Dentist are both. completed in the same fash:l‘on.
DENTIST: Each column has a dotted line separating the column into two
halves.* In the first half -- a two-digit code is entered for

. _the doctor (or‘dentist) from whom the bill was received. In
the second half of the column, the dollars and cents amount of
the bill received should be entered. S ,

.EHABMACX. Pharmacy, X-Ray, Lab .and Glasses are a]}. completed in the same

X=RAY: fashion, Each column has a dotted line ‘gepardating the column

LAB! , int:o two halves. In the first half -- a one-digit code is

GLASSES: entered for the pharmacy éor x-ray, lab, or glasses) where the
bill originated. In the econd half of the columm, the dollars
and cents amount of the bill received should be entered.

{

Upless it is helpful for your purposes, there 18 no need to enter bills
received on the Migrant Health Services Form, since the referral should’.
already be -on there. N . . . Coa :

e . ‘.
RGN .
\ .

«
¥
I B

. l
-l
N ‘
..’
. i
. x
I’
>" .
»
. o
| ‘I
-

Note: The Migrant Nurse should send a Iisting of the codes assigned and
. the assignees-for the last six items, As the year progresses, if
additional doctors, dentists, etc., are added please assign them a
code number. Please advise Catherine Christner of any changes or
.additions ‘made. , - . ) N .
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NAME (LAST FIRST! o scHoot [omape| pocrvom DENTIST | PHARMACY X-RAY LAS aLAsSES |
) . !
Arrelans  Aushin cog | cal ok Pasec} o | 19605
Werrevee  Hiriaw 1ab | 0al 0t [disel © 4 {Hesql
T Phoung  Samuel o} |PK -| 02 |beea -
J R ' . . . -
Qpaith  Morace, | . o4a | 0% |os Juse afh4.1s
‘Curerra.  Cerisse 13s | K \ J . CHL®
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'.‘. N ‘ % )
v - - B.
» W " .
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SCHOOL CODE LISTING

»

Actacﬁmenf‘o-z
(continued, page 3, of 3)

This roster identifies schools in code form, using the codes listed below.

ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS

Allan

" Allison.

Andrews
Barrington

Barton Hills

Betker
Blackshear

" Blantén

Brentwood
Brooke
Brown

Bryker Woods
Campbell
Casis

Cook

~ Cunningham

Dawson
Doss .
Govalle
Graham

' ‘Guilett

Harris

. Highland Park
‘Bi11

Houston

© Joslin,

Langford
Lee -
Linder
Maplewood
Mathews"
Menchaca
Mtz
Nbrman
oak Hii1

Oak Springs

Odom

Ortega

Pease

Pecan Springs
Pillow

. Pleasant Hill
Read

Reilly

Ridgetop
Rosedale
Rosewood

o .

142
101
102
149
103
104
105

106

107

'108

109
110
111
112
161

CODE.

113.

114

.154

116
159
117
118

119
155

162
120
168

- 121

160
122

- E23

147
124
150
148
125

156 -

126
128
129

151

130 -

to13l

[
®

132

133
134

135

5

ELEMENTARY- SCHQOLS CODE
~, St. Elmo . 136 -
Sanchez J127
Sims -+~ 139
Summitt = 138
Sunset Valley 158
Travis Heights ° 140
Walnut Creek © 141
Webb ) 167
Williams -+ - 166"

Wi .. 157
Wooldridge . 152
Wooten 144,
Zavala ‘145
Zilker - y 146
JUNIOR HIGH SCHOOLS CODE

. } -
Bedichek 054,
Burnet W 046 -
Dobie N 055
Fulmore . 043
Lamar i - 045~ .-
Martin : 051 -
Murchison 052~
0:. Henry 047
Pearce - 048

) Porter = 049
SENIOR HIGH SCHOOLS CODE
Andetson " 4 " 009
Austin ' 002 -

"~ Crocketts 008
Johnson (LBJ) | 010
Johnston 003
Lanier 004
McCallum . o 22005, .
Reagan - R ,o* TBgey,
Travis @ 007 b
OTHER CODE
Robbins , 265"

259

Teenage Parent
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.
I.
.
.
i
N Ean
Lo
hEY
.
I"
-
.
.

A




.

i

PTEA
Wik

«

:
- - "

I

* L
N

o~

N
- - . - -\ -

-

A

.«

9 ST »
', Attachment 0-3
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_MEDICAL.EXPENSES CODES

. -DOETORS

Eastside Pediatrics = 01 -

‘Travis Children's Clinie = 02

McNabb, & Young {Eye) =03
Dr. Rex Repass = 04 .
‘C. H. McQuistiom = 05

0. B. Jackson = 06
Mitchel Wong = 07

Drew Sawyer =.08

Morris Polsky = 09

Bruce McDonald = 10

Lyle Koen = 11 ~

Robert Castle = 12
Austin Ent Clinic = 13

PHARMACY

Eckerd's North
Eckerd's South

X-RAY

Travis Children's Clinic'= 2
Capital .Radiology Assoc. = 3
Radiology.Consultants =
Austin Radiological Assm. = 5

DENTIST. +

.

‘Ross =20 -

Tate, White, Hale = 21
Harlan = 22: ‘™ °
George Shia = 23
Kenneth Blpodworth = 24

LY
R

GLASSES

South Austin Optical = 1
Garrett's Optical = 2
TSO ~ Capital Plaza = 3
David Starnes = 4

LAB o
—— LT s

B
Eastside Lab®s 1.%
Travis Childrefi™s Clinic =
Austin EEG Lab = .3%

Clinic Pathology Lab = 4

.

2.
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FILE 1D 4 R[ W. ‘ «CARD FILE LAYOUT LOCATION: - i
.l’ll(),;”:Rl\H- Tit:le 1 Migl:ant e, " :a‘ Yy ] N . /ISI) M é /I/l E 0 5 Q—/ E
.YEAR: 1.981'8'2 ‘ | T . ur PF__ T, , o, m,v_";'
CONTENTS : *Migrant: Médic.al ‘Expenses Form:" - . | ( . ‘ '-"r‘ agct. pass.. f‘ﬂ.le JDame .., .
Tr . T AR =™ ' R s
Fiéld Columns - xy ‘ Desc_flﬁtion . . : ", _‘; -
: ‘ 1-3 File ID = ARW e . : f.
4=7 Date of Monthly Report. Sept, '81 = 09'81 Oct:.' '8l = 1081' Nov. '81 = 1181" g
) Dec. '61 = 1281; Jan. 182 = 0182; Feb. '82 = 10232; March '82 ='0382 . . B
April '82 =0482; May '82 =0582 .
. | 8-27 éthdent ‘Name (Last Name m _F;Lr'st Name) k ‘
| 28-34 AISD Studet’it .ID 4 o s N ',Vf\:
35-37  |School Code | ' o
138-39 Grade: ‘Pre-K = -1; K = 00;_1 = 01; 2-=.02; etc. — e
40-44 h Doct;or.‘Amount‘. or Blank : " ;
. A 45-46 Docf:ox: Two—digft: code liBt:ed or Blank PR .‘ gg
- | & 47-51 Dentigt: A;nount: or Blank . , . . Lt ié‘
£op 5283 De‘n‘ti-st;:‘ Two-digit code listed or Blank ( L ii
T | 54-58 Pharmacy: Amolmt or Blank ’ _
‘ 32\3 c . 59 . i’hé}m'a.cy: One-digit code list'e;i_‘ot.:. nBianic | ¢ n r\;‘
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. : . ' acct. pass.. file name .
CONTENTS: Migrant Medical Expenses Form |, o . -
Field { Colunns Description &
- 60-64 X-Ray: -Amount -or Blank : ' )
b |65 X-Ray: One-digit code listed or Blank ° <. L
' . ' . — — . ’ ) - ~ \ ~' 2 - 1 - :
63-70 Lab: Amount or Blank ‘ , N
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E 71 Lab:. One-digit code listed or Blank™" * -
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JF 177 Glasses: One-digit code listed or Blphk . M
T o, . . . * ame R R K . .~
- ‘ _ _ _ - - \
! - t e 7 ’ ) . » A g fe .
t > e -'4 ‘:'*‘._‘ ° ‘
.2 L~ y I O .
1 - - , I A
. . . . .‘,o' ot .‘/ .
— . : t BE
U ;:L - . _ - )g gr .
| & ' . : . Jere
"y . .\: a ' -~ N iR N N .c _": :.d -? ﬂ'. :
! ' % | . ® O M '6%.:‘"\ !
.t k) . . 'm\. "
’ T I LI
. . : ﬂ/‘ . “ : o LS it
} . \ )
Q 3 cal | S



|

.

I/Title I Migrant

.Appendix P '

ESEA Titlé

! . L. .
' PARENT ADVISORY CQUNCIL RECORDS

e -r"

.

s < e




Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

L - e,

81.26

. ‘e
Instrumant Dclcripdau: Pazent Advisory Council Records

3:1.‘2 duc:iguan of the ‘&um :
The Pannt: Advisory Council records included districtwide and local PAC
a::dnducc forns and agcgd.a The inforaation was gaclered at PAC meetings.

0 ' [}

-~

»
-

To whes wis the iaserument administered?

Perscns unnding FAC nu:ings filhd in the, ;:undancc forms; ;gcndu conccrnod
those nn:ings. .

J

Sow canv tizes ag the {nsrmiment adminigtered?

Once at each PAC oeeting, »

When was the ‘nstruzenc administersd?
—_——
During PAC meetings.

.

’

“here vas the Instriment adminiscared?
At sites of PAC ‘mestings.

- .
Hho administared the in.s:'uncn:? '

Community reprcscnn:ives or other local-campus contact pcrsons vere
responsible for seeing that parents signed a:l:cndanct forms and fo# unding in an
sgenda for each zeeting,

What trainiang did the ad:.i:iﬂs:ra:ors hava?

"The needed information was discuas& w;lch comyuaity rcprucnu:ivu at d meeting
ezrly in the school. year, i ,~ B 3 s

.

-
-

Was the {astriment yémintstered under standardized condistong? -

Wers: chere sroblams ':L:h the insemient or the ac::.‘.n.sﬂ::“n
aif.gc: the validi:-r of tke data?

No.

»on E I

%ho daxdoud 'hc ‘.r.s:’::ua:"

The 0ffice of Rcsearch and Eviluation.,

>

" N B . . < ’
What reTiabiliey aad valédiey daca aze e712lable.on tha lagsesnent?
71z2able on the Ingcrusent?

809.. . . -

Ara thars sor= dati availabie-for imcerseacinz the results?

-

]

f

;

»
3 . .. .
"- - ‘-"‘
' o, . ‘
., . W . o

-

N




» PARENT ADVISORY COpNCIL'RECORDS- . ' fee
Pui:.pbse , . . R B =
Title I
Information from local and Disﬁrictwide,PAC'meeting agendas and attendance

forms, was used to answer the following decision and evaluation-questions
from the Title I Evaluation Design for 1981-82. ’

Decision Question D6: Should the Title I Parental Involvement Compo-
nent be modified? If so, how? : o '

Evaluation Question Dé=l. Were the objectives of the Parental
Involvement Component met? T

Evaluation Question D6=2. Did attendance at Districtwide and
local PAC mee;ings improve over the 1980-81. school year? ’

_ " Evaluation Question D6é-3. ﬁdq’many Districtwide and local PAC
s . ‘meetings were held between July 1, 1981 and June 30, 19827

\

TITLE I MIGRANT

JDecision Qﬁes”tion— D4: Should the ‘Parental Involvement Compoment be
continued as it is, modified, or deleted? .

EvaluatibnAQueséion D4-1, Wg;e“therqqmggﬁentfg ppjggtivesAmgP?,: ' ‘ f

.© . Evaluatioh Question D4-2. How many Districtwide +and’ local PAC"
meetings and training sessions were held between August 1, 1981

b2

and April 30, 19827

Evaluation Question D4-3. Did more parenté (reg;stérgd in the- o
Migrant Program) attend local and Districtwide PAC meetings and
training sessions during 1981-82 than they did during 1980-81?
- . , ) _ B
' B

, Procedure ’ o e S
e The legislation creating Title I requires that each pafticipating school

™ within a project must elect at’ least eight persons.to serve as the school's - .
Title I Parent Advisory Council (PAC). In order to monitor the -establishment o
of PACs, the Title I.and Migrant Program Evaluafions ‘collected several types
of data. T - B -

. , .
. . _ o )
’ | ' 325 T &
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R | ﬂk L

. * * v - * M
B . Lo rm B o
— - o o hd e D - o




81.26 o o Lo g3

\«, ;/

s

At the beginning of the school year, each Title I/Migrant Progr principal
was contacted about PACs., A Title I/Migrant Progf%m PAC cpntact person
was, assigned for each school by the principhl. This contact person was
responsible for sending all agerdas, minutes, and sigi-in sheets to the
Parental Involvement Specialist (this is true only at the elementary level).
Since in past years, the sign-in gheets have frequently been illegible, a
PAC Meeting Roll Sheet (see Attachment P-1) was developed by the Title I
Evaluation staff for use at the PACs at both the local-campus and district—
wide level., 'The Parental Involvement Specialist was®responsible for collect-
ing this information at the Elementary Districtwide PAC. K :

e

Due to less stringent regulations, the Migrant Program was not required to

have local-campus PACs, except where there were large numbers of stud nts

(over 40) being served by a Migrant Program teacher. At these campuses, there
" was also a Title I Program, so in all cases these were joint PACs. Based on |

parent suggestions, the Districtwide PAC was separated into an Elementary .

Titde I/Migrant PAC and a Secondary Migrant Program PAC. It was felt the L

needs of the secondary parents would be better served in this fashion. Rather

than having local campus PACs at the secondary level, all school were combined

in one Secondary Districtwide PAC., The Secondary Migrant Coordinator was ‘

responsible for gatheging the rosters, agendas, minutes, etc. He mailed these

to the Migrant Evaluator. The PAC Meeting Roll Sheet was uged, - '

Periodically the PAC information gathered by the Parental Involvement Special-
ist and the Secondary Migrant Coordinator was sent to ORE. These records
form the bases for this appendix. The number of meetings and the number of
: parents in attendance were tallied by hand. The meeting agendas and minutes
‘ were examined to determine which were PAC meetings and which were‘parent-training
sessions. See ‘Attachment P-2 for the definition used to determine which

« .
- ~ B

LT . meetings were training sessions. {

n o 'A total of 28 Title I or Title I/Migrant. Program and three,Migrant Erogramﬁ-“n;—;i
- ' local campus PACs were established. :

T~ " ” * .

The results reported in this appen ix shonld‘be interﬁreted &ith caution for
. the following Xeasons: ' :

.
0y ~

l. The dédermination of which 8essions were PAC meetzngs, parent-traznzng
sesstony§, or PTA meettngs contazns a degree of'subaectzvzty .

2. The attendance jbzww'frequently dzd not have the proper status check
Gparent staff, guest) of persons listed, thereon. The AISD Staff
Dzrectory uas used to make the determfhatzon 7f status when posszbZe.

3. In some cases the schools had skite or programs perfbrmed by their

upper grades prior to PAC meetings, so the stydents signed in along

: : wzth their parents. The Title I evaluation adsistant was able to

. . eliminate some of the students from the lists of'parents by matching
names found on the PAC M@etzng.RoZZ Sheet dated befbre or after the
perfbrmances.

&

. B }‘954330
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‘Results

Results are reported separately for each program.
Title I
r . . . ) )
Evaluation Question D6-1. Were the objectives of the Parental Involvement,
Component met? . ' '

"'Results are given separately -for each objective.

. A minimum of one parent training session for the Districtwide’ PAC members
will be held during the 1981-82 school year. It may be in conjunction
with the Districtwide PAC meetings.

This objective was met. A total of two training sessicns were held at_ '

Districtwide PAC meetings.

" . A minimum of one parent training session will Beuheld on each Title I
campus during the 1981~82 schadl year. It may be.held in conjunction

‘ with the local PAC meeting.

e
»

This objective was not.met, Only 20, of the 28 Title I campuses held
training sessions, with a total attendance of 299 Title I parents. A
‘total of 30 training sessions were held at these 20 schools. -
o A minimum of two staff development sessions will“be held by the Title I
and Title I Migrant instructional coordinators for the community repre-
sentatives and/or the campus PAC contact personsy . :
, This objective was met. The first staff development session occurred ihb
,early -August..and. the. second was_held January : 14-15. e
Evaluation Question D6-2. Did attendance at Districtwide and local PAC
meetings improve over the 1980-81 school year?

Last year (l980-81) the records in2w§ated that a total of 1158 Title I

parents attended local and districtwide PAC meeting$ and workshops. The
attendance records indicate duplication in total attendarnce: many parents
are counted more than ‘once in the total. For 1981-82, this duplicated
total was 704, Hence, attendance was seen’'to drop from last year.

. A total attendance of 299 parents was recorded for .the 20 PAC workshops and
training sessions, As seen in Figure P-3-, some schools had a large number
of parents in attendance (notably Harris with ‘52 parents, Metz with 50, gnd
Linder with 38 parents), when compared to other schools.

-Evaluation Question D6-3. How many Districtwide and local PAC meetings
were held between July 1, 1981 and June: 30 19827 ’

As shown in Figure P-l, a total of 89 local Title 1 PAC meetings were held
that directly involved, regular Title I parents. A total of eight )
Elementary Districtwide PAC meetings weré held. One parochial school ‘PAC
meeting was alsc held. - . 337 ’
o . I P-5 ‘ 1




, - . Title I Migrant .

Evaluation Question D4-l. Were the éomponént's objectives met?

"a) ILocal PACS: 1) By October, anZ a ZocaZ PAC <8 to be established fbr a
. campus in which 75 or more students are to be gseryed by a Title I Regular

and/or a Title I Migrant Program or project. A minimum of three meetings
are to in 1981-82, A local PAC will be comsidered established
if a mee ng has been held and the réquired mamber of members has been
. elected, 2) For a.campus wherein more than 40 but less than 75 students. .
wtll be served under Title I Regular and/or the Migrant Program, the
District will establish d PAC. ,A local PAC will be considered established
if a meeting has been held and the required number of members has been
elected, .3) A campus PAC ig not required for any campus being served
with Title I in which not more than one full-time equivalent Title I
staff member will be assigned and in which not more than 40 students , :
partzczpate in the thZe I ReguZar gnd/or Migrant Progran. . 8

In Figure P-1 are presented the: data for the’ locaL-campus PACs., All schools
established a PAC, even though Dawson and Webb only had one meeting each.
All campuses except Brown, Webb, Rosewood and Dawson elected officers on
dates underlined in the figures o .

‘ 3

"b) Dzstrzcthde PAC8: The combined Dzstrmcthde Title I/Title I Migran
' Parental Advisory Council will be established for the 1981-82 achan
year. The Districtwide PAC will be considered to have been established
. tf a meeting has been held and the required number of. officers .were eZected

In Figure p-2 are presented the dates and attendance at the Elementary District=
wide PAC meetings. Officers were ‘elected in October and eight meetings were
held during the school; year. R

Lg

' Evaluation Question D4-2. How many Districtwide and local PAC meetings ‘and.
training sessions were held between August 1, 1981 and May 31, 1982?

s

As can be seen in Figure P-1, a total of 96 local-campus PAC meetings vere e
held in AISD. A total of 8 Elementary Districtwide PAC meetings were held.
In Figure P-3 are presented the number of training sessions held and the o

’number of parents- in attendance. . . . . ' S

i . .
For the first year, a separate Secondary Districtwide PAC was established. ‘
In Figure P-1 is presented the pertinent {nformdtion on these meetings. A ;
total of Six meetings were held, Two of these were training sessions, Officers %

" were elected on November 15, 1981. A total of 54 migrant parents attended.

In Figure.P-S are(gresented the~ schools that held at least one local-campus
training sessionsi'SA total of 73 migrant parents in 'all attended these
sessions, As can be noted from the figure, St. Elmo parents made up nearly .
half of the parent attendaan- Migrant parents attended sessions offered at
only six schools. :

!

Evaluation Question D4-3. Did more parents (registered in the Migrant Prograub
-attend local and Districtwide PAG meetings and training sessions during l981-82 i
than they did during»1980-817 (} . . D
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In_1980-81, records indicated .97 elementary Migrant Program parents attended -
local-campus PAC meetings and training sessions. In 1981-82, this figure

increased considerably to 160 MigrantvProgram parents. )
In 1980-81, 48 secondary. Migrant Progfhﬁ parents dtt;ﬁded local PAC meetings. T
This school year 54 attended the Secondary Districtwide PAC meetings. . i

The 1981-82 Elementary Districtwide PAC meetings and training sessions were
attended in all by 63 Migrant Program parents. The figure from 1980-81

was 92 parents. These figures are not directly comparable‘giggg’fn 1980-81,
these meetingd included both elementary and secondary parents.

N




Honth and Date NN .
LT e . . RN ) Total Title I
s . oo e~ Total Ko, No. of Migrant and Migrant
, . C N of Hestings Program Pavents _ Program Parents
School Sept  Oot Nov Dec Jan Peb: Mar Apr - May fleld Avtending Attcndlng
& Allan 11-04 T 03-09 2 12 .3
& : s - .
* "5 Allison * 1.09-01 10-13 11-03 12-01 4 11 24
A Beckar 1-11  12-08 03-02 3 6 it}
Blackshear ‘ 10-03 12-03 ; 2 .0 9
A Brooke/Highland . . ‘ ¢
Park 09-22 12-17 01-28 04-15 4 15 -26
- .7 Brown - 09-22 " 12-01 102-23 04-15 ' 4 0 20
et ¢ ’ . . > Lo L
w7 campbell 10-20 . 11-10 01-21  02-11 & 0 20
"% 0 cook 11-81 0218 0415  05-11° ' .15 15
*4 Dawson 02-09 ' 1 2 6
A Govalle 10-20 11-17 12-15  01-19 ‘ W R
'v . . } } - 4 .
- Hlarris 09-22 12-01 03-12 0406 4 0. 63
Linder .09-29 11-12 ‘ N 3 0 36"
. ~ 1Y - Ead By .
“ ' Langford’ 09-14 * 10-29 ' 2 3 36 -
" Maplewood | 10-06  11-17- , 2 o .30
: . 5 3 .
" A Motz Ve 10-01 11-12 01-27 03-02 4 . DT T . 83

Sy-bol Key

‘0 = Migrant P:ognn only scliool
% = Mecting Cancélled Due to Inclemant Weather

Dntc = Data offlicers yérc elected

Figure P-1. .

EMC

Y PAruntext provided by eric

(Page 1 of 3)

N e

-

‘A = Tltle I/Higrant Program school >
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Honth and Date
. L . Totsl Title I
‘ Totsl No. No. of Migrant and Migrant
. of Heetings Program Parepts. " Program Parents
S_chool Sept  Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr Hay - . ' *
) Norman © 1.3 11-20 . 2 0 6
i . Oak Springs 10-14 12-08 03-09 05-11 4 0 29
1 Octega 10-14 12-10 01-27 05-06 A . A . 2%
Pecan Springs 11-03 12-01 e2 0 7
A Ridgetop 11-11  12-10 02-25. ‘ 3 4 T 19
Rosedale 11-18  12-10 02-25 3 0 : 11
*Rosewood e 11-09 1202 2 0. 4
O st. Elmo 10-81 12-16 03-04 -3 W A4
. . ) ) .
4 Sancliez 10-}9  11-10 12-08  (01-12)* ¢ 3 s o - 15
" Sims 09-22 10-13 02-02 = 03-09 PR o’ 13
L ;;ravu lleight's 10-11 - 11-11 02-10  03-02 05-13 5 0 25
.+, taluut Creek 09-29 12-15 2 R T 23
owebs ©o12-n ] ‘ 1 2 2
. u . v Ny - '
Winn - | 10-13 11-10 2 ‘ 0 16
Wooten 10-13 12-08 02-23 o006 | a4 0 A2
A Zavala = - 10-28 . 11-18  12-09 05-05 4., <3 21
' . N B - . 1 B ., L“_ B ‘ o
. TOTAL 8 17 - 18 19 5 9. .8 5 5 97 . 160 om .
‘ ) - . \ "‘ » 2
v ' Symbol Key = . ' - s SRR
' A = Tirle I/Migrant Program achool . B .
. O = Higraut Yrogram only schiool . B
g * = Meeting” Cancelled Due to Inclémunt Honumr
hate = batc offlcers were elected "~
. } i ,
X ~ Figure p-1, DATA REGARDING PAREN ATTENDANCE, DATES AND OFFICER ELECTION FOR LOCAL AND DISTRICTWIDE PACS.
' (continued, page 2 of 3) . ) E
» ' "
\.1 ‘ he N ‘ ’ v 7
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- TN . . Month and Date ‘ o ’ T, N ]

i ) . ‘ ) v : Total Title 1 © ;
Non Public . ol - Total No. No. of Migrant and Migrant - L
Schools . . of Meetings , Progrem Parents Progran Parents’ .o
Sept  Ock Nov Dec Jun ¥eb Mar Apr May , i Co
St. Tgnatius 11210 ‘ , SR P o . s 0
R . S\ "o

. " Elementary - .. . . . . ..

Districtwide 09-17 10-08 . 11-12 . 01=21  02-11 03-05 04~22 - 05-13 8- 63 155 R .
PAC ! ’ N . . . c
Note: Officers were elected tu™Spcing 1981, B y ) ;
R4 o . » N
. - - LT e e —
Migrant Program |' . .- ) : . Lo it
Secondary 10-15, 11-15 02-18 03-04 04-01 05-06 3 o s | 54 .

" Diatrictwida PAC N TN
B Notor Tha Novembor and Sebruary mostings werc also training sesalons, S . R .
Symbol Kay BT e ' AR X A . ) S
A-= Title I/Migrant Program scliool . . 3 ’ : L - N %
0 = Migrant Prograwm only school ° . . N . i * ' ' S
* o Maatldg Cancelled Due to nclement Weather . A ' T

Dnr.o = late officers wers clected P . . . T -
Y . o . ' - . *
B <+
Figure If-l. DATA RECARDING PARENT ATTENDANCE, DATES AND OFFICER ELECTION FOR LOCAL AND i
: DISTRICTWIDE PACS. (cont:Lnued page 3 of 3) : s . L3

“ERIC

LI A e Provided by R

P bwd D



O v

-

. st'nlut;‘rwmb PAC MEETINGS - 7
‘. . ° P B N
. . ) / ¢ . . , '
. TITIE I TIME I ¥ A1SD/. _
MONTY __ NTTENDANCE MIGRANT ONERS ™ TOTAL, ,  EVENT COMMENIS
'SEPTEMBER, 17 7 S 1n . 25 . Orientation
0 ‘ [} . ”~
OCTOBER" 08 . 15 6 25 46 Warkshop ‘
NOVEMBER 12 u o 4 . s 33 workshop ' Helping your-child. ®
v . . . ‘ . ¢+ tpxead at-home »
: . ¥ .
_ DECEMBER +NO MEETINGS
B ’ ' . ' . *
o T T e e ,axzst-sPeaker" ~ T Thiw was 2 'rescheduled
JANUARY 21 5 . . 7 12 Old businéss -* 'meeting because of bad
~ ! L ©  .New business’ " _ - weather ’
. , . - Speaker - ’ *
‘FEBRUARY 11 ~ 19 ‘10 1 40 - Old business "
v . i . New business
MARCH 05 " ‘ 3 g 26 01 busincss ° .
) / - R New business
. i Funditlg update Application and plannlng
APRIL 22 A 2 9 . 15 retentions. b - Conmittee Mdeting sched-
o, ) L o Promotion Poncy " uled .
T . ’ . . A program produced with
MAY 13 . M 1 ' 4, 49 mter.talm\,ent st. Elmo and Govalle pre~
. N . e ' . 'K students and tcachers
TOTAL 92 . 563 85, 240 .

-
[}

Figux:e P-2+ TITLE I/ MLGRANT PARENTS AISD ;)‘ITAFF, AND OTHERS WHO ATTENDED THE ELEMENTARY

b

DISTRICT%IDE PAC MEETINGS. .

T

2
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‘

Number of Training Number of Title I Number of Migrant
School . .- Sessions Held Parents Attending Program Parents .

/ . - Attending

- " . — - — - - - . P

Allan  ~
Allison
Becker
Blackshear
Brooke
- Brown
Campbell
*Cook: %
Dawson
Govalle
" Harris -
* Langford
Linder .
Maplewood
Metz
Norman
-Oak Springs
Ortega
Pecan ‘Springs
Ridgetop
Rosedale
. Rosewobd
Sanchez
*St., Elmo
Sims
Travis Heights '
Walnut Creek
Winn.

+ Wootén .

" {Zavala

TOTAL

*
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299 ., ~ 68 ' ,";'“'“"l

L
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*Note indicates Migrant Program schools only.

Figize P-3, COUNT OF TITLE 1/MIGRANT PROGRAM PARENTS AITEL G LOCAL CAMPUS
PAC WORKSHOPS/TRAINING ‘SESSIONS.. :




Date: ™

PAC MEETING
" 'ROLL SHEET

Campus:

{ _Name

i oAt J . B

B

toe

District .
Local O

%

Telephane(Title { -

____.Chnnk_an__
__PARENTS

‘Ieranl _8 -SP&/ :

N

e, =

L]

S SERD YOELAM CDEY 10 WANDA VARNINGIM, MOK 19/08F, AlShs H.Ml..

e

KEMD WIITY AND PINK COPIRS 10 EVA RANR(H o KFALING, -
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"‘""""A:,uchmnc' ‘peg

o TR e Ragelag ),
e - AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT . e
N ) Of.f'.'.c:t of Rcsu::ch and Evaluat:!.on L. .
| Stptuhcr 170919 U RO
- . . i, . .
TO: Title T Contact Persons For Parental Involvement .
‘-, " FRGM: ° David Doss ' i "

. sumc'r Definitions Used in t:he Evaluation -

I bclicve _you have recently recaived a copy of the objectives for the*
Title I Parental Involvemant Program from Alicia Talamantez. Those
" objectives outline the core of what the evaluation will be exami.ning
this year as far as pareantal involvenent is. concnmed v
. L
I would lika to shirs with you some "understandings" chat Lee ‘Laws,
Alic..a, and I worked out to help clarify exact:ly what the evaluation
will use in determining what 3 and what s not a parent-training
session. The understandings are included on the a.ttached paga. o

' As you ca.n see, the mituees and agendas are c.:ucia.l ta" a.n accurate |,
evaluat.on of this companen.t._ Please make an effort to see thap these
. documents clearly *elata t:ha type.of activities wh:!.qh Qecur at your

m”mgs. - A . ki
" IZ you have ahy quest:!.ons about. chesggtaché& agreémengs,' piease cai]_.
ne at 458\-].228. 9"‘"‘-"‘"“’““‘“’*‘* : .

-,

Approved: (‘,-.;z'- ol e /\7‘? T

Seniov Evaluacor for Conmensatory :.duca.t:ion Prog’ama v

.- .
S U U, ,_.ﬁ_._J,_ﬁm__.wﬁ_, — a v -
: ; - ;

Approved:
. zc.tor of Of‘icé of Researca@ Eva..ua:ion % o
Agproved: - “:'_"‘ b-"—»-a&—n/ , i
" Difector of Elemeitary Education - - - o K
v DD lf.s .
'.ccl: Lul.aws o '5.. S B Ce :
. Alic.a'ralmntez . . A .
‘Title I Reading Coordinato..s . W el

Title I Principals
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|  ADSTIN TNDEPENDENT- SCHOCL n:smc'} S L
bffice of Research and Evaluatiod : L

. x .
[N ’ H ! - ¢
.
L N 3 . ’ .o - .

. "UNDERSTANDINGS" CONCERNING PARENT TRATNING ~ ' .

' - ) L -
. b .ot

S T

1. At the lécal campus lavel, ouly those parent-craining sassions =~ . . - -
‘ organized by the Title I community ;eprucntatives or campus :
' coutact persous will be cnunt:nd. . .

2. Paremnt-training ‘sessions may be held at the time of loczl PAC
meetings or separately, The datefmination of whéther or mot :
a meeting is considered to involve parent. t:ra.in:!.ag will be , LI
based on the meeting agenda and mimutes. . . ) , L.
Itens such’ as the following are considered regula.r PAC business
and do not qualify the met:ing as a.,pa:em:-:raining session.

a. Review of Title I Application. . -
] ‘b. Rewiew of Title I regulatioms. ° . t . T
c. Review of Title I budget. . ‘ S : :
d." Election of PAC officers. . : B
< @ ' Reports’ fzom Distr:‘.ctwide PAC meétings. . T
- . Evaluation Teports. ' SR
'g. ~Distribution of required infor:ation (J.'itle. I Lase,
A re.gulati ns, etc. ). =

Pr:senz:at:f.ons such. as\the following would be cunsidered pa.rent—t::aining
a. An in-denth. presentation about one ‘Title I component. | "
¢ b, A presentation on a ‘.opic. of interast to’ che pare.nts such Coa

as the following: -

.. how to Help fﬁ“‘ei'f children wit:h "'eading e e e
e discipline - , . Co N

" e what is Title I? =~ |
e- a description of the school's 'rir...e I program

I£ pa::ent—t:aining gassions are yeld separat:aly fwom PAC mee:ihg's ‘a
aither level, we will ngeed a de cription and list of pa.rant:s who aet

LI

a \ 1 . R : . L . g P_ls




li:.

TITLE I MIGRANT

Appenﬁii Q

MSRTS RECORDS




81.26

ERIC

- CEm ¢

|

-

Aseien pid iieadis (3 5EI5 A
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~ Instrument Descripction: MSRTS écords - B .

- Apged duc-‘ﬂgc‘ﬁg of . gcha {agpmvempnes

Wich che MSRIS Clerk, the Title I Migrant Eva.lur.or reviewed “the MSRTS records and
correspondence to ascertain if each of the ‘objectives of the MSRTS Component wae mat.

-

o whem was she izgeomese admiodgesred?

MSRTS Clark.

Jow 2any timgsg was tha ingraumgems admdnd gzprad? .

Once.

- ' ) . ¢

“han was the isgommgnz admindstarad? . . .

-
.
3

May 19, 1982,
. Fuere vas the {ngsmooane gdedmigsaved?

The MSRTS Clerk's office.

"

% *ho aczi=igsarad she imgrsimans?

The .Ticle I Migranc Evaluator. ’ . !

weas Sraimdng did she aéminigzraoars have?

‘ .
: o
Noe applicable, . ‘- N
. \ - . _"
Has the {ngzwmem= gdmindgcaved under seandardizad comdiriong?

.

Not applicable.

Tezs tiers svcblamg rieh she i=gteemens oy tHe adsd=deswrcisn thaz sdzhe

-

.

. -
A=a thars sow= 2372 avriliclas f37 fazamoreciaz 2hes sasulys?

~

M ~
No.

v.‘?y

/I

aZ3scz s=he 7dildl—7 of the dacta? . . .
R -
»
5 Yone were identified. * . \
Tao_develncad ati imgemmans? ‘ \
{ Yot -applicable. . ’ . .
3 - : .
j e : ’ .
waas weiiaili=r and ralidisr dacq aTe aveiladbla ocm she isgTremgns?
Yone. * . - ¢
. °, N . J
{ - . ,

(P opoPrY A M AL

PR PRIV AP IY
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. MSRTS RECORDS

v Purpbse

— -~ ®rea

The MSRTS Records were reviewed in order to gather information relevant to
the following decision and evaluation questions:

Decision Question D5. Should the MSRTS Component be continued
as it is, modified, or deleted? L

Evaluation Question D5-l: Were the Component's objectives
/) met? . : A
< . Procedure .
4 . \
Throughout the.l1981-82 school year, the MSRTS Clerk updated the MSRTS records .

as students were added, withdrawn, terminated (as eligible migrant students),
etc. Copies of the eligibility forms were sent to ORE as they were received
. by the MSRTS Clerk. Also shared was information on the termination of any
students. When students appeared on the Migrant Student Attendance Record
(see Appendix G) for whom we did not have an eligibility form, the Clerk was
‘called and asked to send a copy of the eligibility form to ORE. In mid-May
the Clerk was contactéd.to arrange a time for the Evaluator to come and review
the MSRTS records to see if the objectives were met. When the interview time
was set a memo (see Attachment Q-1) was sent to thé Clerk and her supervisor
to remind them of the meeting. On objectives that were not measurable by
examination of the records, the Evaluator queried the Clerk about the achieve-
ment of these objectives. The Evaluator also randomly selected 10 students L. )
from the Migrant Student Master File (Appendix F) to check tp see if their L
MSRTS records were in order. ) ) ~ .

v -
N

Results

¢

Evaluation Qgestion D5~1: Were the MSRTS Component's objectiveé met?

Objective During each fiscal year the d1str1ct will maintain auditable eli-
' gibiTity files and implement MSRTS procedures to ensure transmittal
and retrieval of the most current academic and health information
available for Migrant Program students in this district.,, o

. Personnel assignedﬁresponsibi]ity for records maintenance will:

Develop and/or maintain'auditEblx eligibility files as follows:

o E11g1b111ty forms for formerly migratory students.(status
3,'6.inclusive) will be maintained by the year and month
. W1th1n the yean that a students e11g1b111ty will term1nate.

Y
Q-3 .346 S

-




e Elfgibility forms for current students (all status 1, 2,
4, 5 inclusive) will be ma1nta1ned in alphabetical order
by individual campus.

® A1l eligibility forms will be retained for a period of ‘
not less than six years from the date of identification.
o

Using the list of the 10 randomly selected migrant students, as well as a
general review of the records, the Evaluator established that the eligibility
forms were kept in the appropriate order. All 10 students were easily and
quickly located. The Clerk stated the eligibility forms were kept for the
complete time period.

Identification and recruitment of migrant students will be
conducted in accordance with the fol]ow1ng procedures:

Objective Before September 30, of each school year, district records w111
. .have been surveyed to verify the continued residence of all
formerly migratory students (Status 3.and/or 6).

Personnel assigned responsibility for identification of migrant
_students will:

¢ Review prior year e1ig1b111ty forms and develop a list of"
students who were identified as former]y migratory during
the previous year.

. e Verify that each student has reenrolled in the district. and/or
still res1des in the attendance area of this distr1ct.

The Clerk reported that the community representative did the tgsidence checks
where needed. District records (through ORE) were used to gather addresses
of students and develop appropriate lists of formg;ly migrant students.

Objective Within two (2) weeks after receipt of the computer printout

listing Status 3 and/on#6 migrant sfudents automatically enro]]ed_ '

by .the central computer bank 4n Little Rock, the continued resi-
. dence in the district of all formerly mlgratory students will be
certified by the superintendent of the local education agency.

The Clerk reported this objective was met. Before the printdut was received;:

the community representatives were already checking on students' residences,

etc. This and using District records greatly facilitated the meeting of this

objective,.

Objective Within two days after each current m1grant student (Status 1, 2,
4, and 5) is identified, eligibility forms will be' transm1tted to
the d1str1ct’s dé51gnated terminal site. .

* -

* Review pr1or year eligibility forms for current migrant students

(Statas 1, 2, 4, and 5) and/or records and develop an alpha-

betized list oﬁ’those students who were enrolled in the district

‘during previous year.

]

v




Disseminate the 1ist to each campus in the district to assist
campus personnel (office staff or teachthg staff) in identi-
fying those students as they return to the district. Campus

. ) personne] may then proceed at the discretion of the district
-to: ' . . , i

e notify MSRTS personne]; or,
N e complete eligibility forms.

- Establish contact with appropr1ate community/county agencies
or organ1zat1ons to advise each of the availability of migrant
. services in the d1str1ct.
\ ; ’ »
Maintain daily contact w1th individual campus central office
personnel to obtain a 1ist of currently enrolling students
for determination of eligibility for migrant services.

-

-_— - e -

Obtain eligibility information including the s1gnature of the
student's parent or guardian -either: r

» ' e at the school as a student enrolls in the district; or,
e by visitigg the home of the student.,

Provide a.copy of the s1gned e11g1b111ty form to the parent/
guardian. - ,

x . Proceed with process1ng of” comp]eted eligibility forms as
described in Step II.

SPECIAL NOTE: Ty s -

If a student entergggﬁﬂe d1str1ct as a current migrant (status 1, 2, 4, or 5)
during the prior y but has.not moved within the 12 months since that enroll-
ment date, the district is not required to obtain a néw gh1gib111ty form for
that student. The eligibility form obtainéd prev1ous]y may be updated by the_
district,. using red-ink, as- follows: ,

e Record the status change on the e11g1 ility form in the space provided:
Sect1on A, line 55 Section B, line 1 ¥
. ° Proceed with enrollment by updat1ng the enro]]ment data on the Educational

. . Record.

Ay

° A]phabetizing e]igibi]ity forms by district.

e Recording the name of each student and the date sent to the des1gnated
terminal site in a district 1edger.

® Forwarding e1}g1b111ty forms to the desigﬁated terminab site.

A%
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The Clerk stated the majority of the eligibility forms are transmitte& within
the two-day degdline. Sometimes they are not if the community representative
has to recheck any information--like when tHe ellgibility form.is inaccurate.

A list is developed at the beginning of the year (with ORE's help) and is
disseminated to campuses. The. campus personnel do not notify MSRTS personnel
directly or complete the eligibility forms. The community representatives
handle the campus contacts and completion of the eligibility forms.

The Title I/Migrant Administrator and other administrative personnel make the .
contacts with other agencies/orgadizations to advise them of the Migrant Program.

The MSRTS Clerk does not maintain daily campus contact as it is felt unneceSSary
and impossible with 81 schools.

. The community representatives handle the contact with parents and the comple-
tion of the eligibility forms. After the forms are completed and signed, they
are forwarded to the MSRTS Clerk for processing into the MSRIS system.

The Evaluator verified that the Clerk made the required changes (currently to

formerly migrant) in red ink. The eligibility forms were kept in the, proper

order. The Clerk showed the Evaluator the ledger where she kept all the various

transmittal ‘information. It looked very complete and up~to-date. Dates were
#  .entered when each form was forwarded to the terminal site.

Objective fransmitta] aﬁd processing of enrollment and/or withdrawal informa-
. u tion (academic and health? will be effected within two days after
such information becomes available. '

Enrollment procedures will jnclude: . 3
. e Reviewing each form for accuracy and completeness.

. o Filing of original copy in auditable file.

=~
[ ]

Attaching Educational Record from prior year to eligibility.
form if.one 1s available.

.- . Aphabetizing eligibility forms""by campus. :

’ Recording the name of each student and the date sent to the
designated terminal site in a district ledger.

‘e Forwarding eligibility forms to the designated terminal site:

[N

4

Processing incoming records will include:

e Comparison of information received (critical data) with the
e11g1b111ty form retained by the district. .

]

* Scann1ng all incoming forms for medical a]ert flags and
notification of appropriate personnel if such occurs.

R e N
o | 9




* Recording date each record was receiyved beside the date
each was sent to the terfiinal site. ‘

® Disseminating records appropriately. . -
- .. e Original copy of Educational Recérd filed in - \
auditahle file for use in updating.

oo Duplicate xopies of Educational Record, Transmittal
Record, and Skills Printout (Skills Information System)
.routed to appropriate migrant instructional staff.

. : o Copiés of medical forms to health personnell , “

The Clerk reported with few exceptions the two-day deadline was met. These ~
exceptidns were when some information was not readily available and had to be
tracked down. The Clerk did review the forms for accuracy, etc. The originals
of the forms were in the files - for the 10 randomly -chosen students and others
just spot checked. The Educational Records were attached where available. The
ledger reflected the enfollment transacti®ns as it was supposed to-do.

The Clerk réparted checking all incoming information for accuracy with District
records already available, The Nurse is sent copies of all incoming forms so
she- can make the judgment about any medical needs. The. dates the records were
received were noted in the appropriate location.

The Clerk reported appropriate dissemipation of the records was completed. The
Evaluator verified #he Educational Records were kept in the auditable file. The
Clerk sent copies of the educational data (indluding the SIS information) she
received to the appropriate teachers. The Nurse received copies bf the medical

records. . '

Updating of records witl occur on the following timekiﬁé; L.

Objective Within two days after withdrawal of a student (currently or formerly .
. migratory) at any time during the school year, updatg information.
) (medical and academic) will be promptly forwarded to the designated
terminal site; and , . E

The Clerk reported that whenever pogs;blg,the two day deadline has been and is
met. However, it is not always met becaus§ the academic, and medical information
_is not always available .that soon. - . . ’ _ ,
Objective Final updater information will be forwarded to the designed terminal
. site for Status 1, 2, 4 and 5 students on the following schedule:

.3 ' 3 ‘ ) .

Medical updategbetweep March T and April 14, - _

Academic updat -hetween April 15 and. April- 30.

[N ' '

~_ Information to be provided ?or updating records will include:

e Transfer:Record (Skii]s Information System) . >

. R . -
\ . - o s .
¢ )
. i s,
. .
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, Educational Record (Crﬂter1on-RefErenced Test Data, if
available)

Ao

« Medical 5§Ford (Screening/treatment data)

The Clerk reported the Nurse handled the medical update and it was within the I
timelines. The Clerk stated she met the academic data timelines except for _
two schools who did not get their information in on time. However, their
"data were¢ transmitted only a couple of days after the deadline., The appropriate i
records (in¢luding SIS data) were included. The Nurse took care of the Medical
Record.
bgect1v Within two days after the close of the regular school year (for
Status 1, 2, 4, and 5) and/or a summer program if applicable
(for Status 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6), withdrawal notification for
each student enro]]ed 1n such program will be transm1tted to the
designated term1na1 site..
The Clerk indicated (at the time of the interview) that since 'school was still l
in session, this objective had not yet been met. She reported she would make
every attempt to make the deadline, but doubted she could complete everything
required within the two-day deadline. At a subsequent contact in mid June,
the Clerk reported withdrawal information for Status 1, 2, 4, and 5 students
has now been complet:ed. *

This objective was sent by the State and is not adequately geared to large LEAs

who have to deal with the logistics of a large number of schools. =

ObJect1ve Procedures to be implemented to ensure accomp11shment of the
‘objective 1nc1ude'

e Migrant teacher and/or aide and health personne] encode update
information and route to appropr1ate personnel. . . -

- :ﬁ Staff assigned responsibility for MSRTS record maintenance -
. ee Scans for accuracy and completeness and corrects coding if
PR necessary. = _ o .-

- e Records iriformation in red ink on original copy previously
reta1ned in auditable file.

ooProceeds to alphabetize, log and forward as descr1bed in the

R o last three items under Enrollment on page 27.

As reparted already, the Nurse handles all the health data required by the
system. The Clerk reported that she (not the teachers) does,all the coding on
the Educational Records - but the teachers give her the information and do
complete the SIS forms. The Clerk reported she definitely checks everything

for accuracy, The Evaluator verified the use of the transmittal log, the codidg
in red ink, and the maintenance of the original form.

0 . N
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bgect1v MSRTS ass1gned personnel and M1grant Program D1rectors will attend

training sessions to develop competencies in MSRTS component activ-

. ities to ensure comp11ance with Federal law and applicable regu]a-
. tions. , . .

The Clerk attended several sessions during the year at Education Service Center,
Region XIII (the designated terminal site). The Clerk also attended a District
SIS training ségsion in August. The Administrator reported she worked more
closely with the Service Center staff than previous clerks to assure AISD was

‘ following correct p%ocedures\ , -

|

. Objective Component activities will be eva]uated by Jose Mata/Catherine

Christner on a monthly basis to ensure operational eftectiveness
- : and accomplishment of objectives.

Due to AISD's administrative reorganization, the supervision of the Clerk
and her duties fell to the Title I/Migrant Administrator. The Clerk and
the Evaluator talked by phone several times monthly on updating records,
questions about enrollment dates, etc. At the Admifiistrator's request, the
Evaluator developed the MSRT$ Clerk's Monthly Report (see Attachment Q-2)
to help better visualize the Clerk's activities. During the interview the
Clerk showed the Evaluator the completed forms and, indicated this form had
been helpful. .

3
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Attachment Q-1-

AUSTIN mmzﬂﬁm SCHOOL DISTRICT Lo
Office of Research and Evaluation’ .

. May 14, 1982

)

Holly Nelsan ‘ -
Cathefiﬁé‘thristner '<?5j

Examination of MSRTS Re

2

Thié memo is to confirm our appointment for an interview on May 19, 1982

at 3:00 p.m. in your office. .

I will, review the MSRTS records and eligibility forms etc., to examine
the achievement of the objectives for the MSRTS Component as stated in

the 1981-82 Title I-Migrant Application. .
N * ‘- ‘¢ N . ™ .
" gRale

. ' . /
cc: -Oscar Cantu
Lee Laws

APPRO.V:ED° “w /z,i ;[/\ 7;//{éqﬁ

Director, Research- and Evaluation

’

~
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T \ . MONTH
- . . * . .. MONTHLY MSRTS CLERK SERVICE REPORT “ o
. ithes 0 - ' 4 tauy
. No. of Eligibitity  Elementary NE ) !
Fomns ‘Recedved ' .,  Secondany . .
. New i ) -
lipdafes N A\ ,
X . Total : —— — i
— Numben of Bindhdales Checked . M
No. o Bitvoltment/Uithdranl 11—
Vates Checked
+ §. No. of Eligbllitu/Termination .
_ Dates Checked .
No. of "Dags Piesent” Checked - ; *
. Adds L
’ Ng. of tranmamissions  Withdrawals :
v MSRTS System . A y 1 1.7
., Med, 1nfo : N
. ; Academic Info : i ) i '
* S18 K
vC|> -, Chances/lipdates : : . P
= Othen ¢ . .
| 2l H ! s N L
X Adds - ) ' k
[ - § No. of t/«a:umu‘&'mw Withdrawals \ .
Recedved from the g .
. MJ\US Sya tem Med. Info -~
. . - A -
Academic Info- ¢
' SIS ' ‘ ' -1 s~
£ Changes/lipdates Y ‘ ) -, .
Othex N ¢ "
. No. of Forms Fuled ) . v . .
No. of Pre-K students ‘{un whom . 3 K
transportation araanged : i
Othex “{define) ) ‘ ‘ , - . '
- - d 3 b .
» d k]
. . )
' .
304 .
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HIGH.SCHOOL NMIGRANT PROGRAM TUTORIALiSERVICES
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

[y

4

¥

Tascrunent Description:® ‘ﬁgranc Program Tutorial Teacher Interview R

-

-
.

- 3rief dasczistion of zhe ilascrmoment:

the tutorial progran. :

“ . . .*

’ ' - .

)
To whem was =ha instément adminiseared? -
N > []

* The two high school {igtant Program Tutorial teachers.

e ,

N ,

~

Zow zany tizes wis the instrroens dodimdscawed?
Once to each teacher. .

7hen was the inserrment adnisdscared?
1

March 26 and March Zlegl982. v .

. . |

»

Taera was the ingcmrmens admimigtersd?
- .t “ .
In the teachers' classrooams, .

} ho admizissarad the instzument? : ' .

¢
The Migranc.Evaluator.
©

tTaas traisdng did the adhindssratovs have?

Training and experience in interviewing techniques. A -
2as the izstecmear admdmdigeared umder stindariized gormditions?

4
§ Yot applicable. - . . . s‘/
A . =

Th format comsisted of six questions asking teachers about the various aspects of

Tera “hars sreplamg rish the iogsTiment CvU shg’ g¥=dsdgtmaaion 82 adzhe

2iZact the vaiddizy of che daca? - ¢
. % Yone were identified. .
3
L2y
by s 1 T P T l!&.-n
wao. cevalozed sha isgivrman:,
{ - =
The digranc Evaluator.
R— .
- waze =aliabflisr and 7alidite daca are availabls ou sha imgimmmang?
. -
- Sone. *
-
§ irsa shara cors dasy available Yar iapsraresing tha vasul:ss?
i D
3
3
1 Y. . .
. . g
. Jy "
> A

. C . R=2
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Instrumenc Descripcion: Stident Roster, High Schoof Migrant Program Tutorial Services

LYY

PRI RIS

. Brie’ descriocisn of b

/?{gim ingemment adnisdstavsd under ssandavdizad eon

. 4
{nseriment: -

-

The instrument is a one-page mfMtipart form upon which the tutorial teacher records

students tutored, dates, times, grade, skills cutored in, and who refdrred the

student for services. .

To whem 7as che inscomment adnindstered?
+0_Jacn 7as tae Te=ent

The two high school '.ugraiz: Program tutorial teachers.

Sow zany times was the inscoumene administared?

Zach time a student was tutored.

%hen was the instru=ent adainiscared? .

At the teachers' convenience.

,

waera was the {astrmmane admindgtazed?

Wherever was convenient for che teachers. .

A
-

who adziniscarad she inserimens?

Self-administered. = B
° - - “ 3 .
Thas tralsdmg did mhe admizdstrazors have? . "

. 2
-

Directions were included with the foram.

Lricns? .

No. ’ - - .

teva =hara sroblams wish sbe {ngtmment ox the ad=mdadgcozedcn

4 £ aizhe
afiacs the validisz of the daea?

None were identified. : -

Tho deralooed tha {msemmens?
The Migrant Evaluaior and the Secondary Migrant Supervisor. . .

vy
hzs raliazn{lier zmd 7alidics dafl ass availabla o= the imgemimens?

None.

o ~

Aza =Sera =oT= dapa dvailabla far fimzargracise the Tasulss?

Yo. .
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DOCUMENTATION OF THE HIGH SCHOOL
MIGRANT TUTORIAL PROGRAM

f .
Purpose

Although this appendix was not planned in the Title I Migrant Evaluation
Design for 1981-82, the information obtained from two information sources

is included here., The information was gathered at the request of the’
Migrant Program staff who initiated.a pilot tutorifal program in midyear

as a possible way of better serving high school Migrant Program students.

This appendix documents the Migrant Program Tutorial Teacher Interview and
the Student Roster - High School Migrant Program Tutorial Services.

L4 ~

\

Procedure

The Student Roster for Higﬁ.School Migrant Program Tutorial Services®(Attach-

ment le) was developed in midyear for the high school tutorial teachers to
document whom they served. A set of directions (Attachment R-2) was sent to
the teachers along with a cover memo (Attachment R-3). The teachers returned
their completed forms to the Migrant Program Evaluator who tallie the results
by hand. . # .

The Migrant Program Tutorial Teacher{Interview (Attachment R-4) was developed
after the Secondary Migrant Program (ordinator indicated the teachers had
reporting problems with getting the tutorial to function. See Attach-

ment R-5 for cover memo re: the interviews, The teachers were interviewed
on April 26 and April 27 by the Wigrant Program Evaluator who summarized the
results of the interviews. :

4
- Results
3 ' Migrant Program Tutorial Teacher Interview

The’information gathered will be reported by interview item..
i~

1. What have been the problems assoczated with establzshzng the tutorial =’

program at your school?

Both teachers stated by far the major problem was getting students to

" come. Students simply do not show up even when they ‘have made an appoint-

. ment.. They (the students) give lots of excuses, espeecially after school,
such as they have to catch a ride, go to work, catch the bus, etc.
Tutoring just does not have priority for them. Both teachers were
frustrated over student non attendance. "Each had done a variety of things
to remind students of their availability -~ sending students memos,
announcing their availability through other teachers and the Migrant

Program teachers, and reminding students directly in conversations. >
Y . Relorym ., '
[ .ot A 308 a ', ) c
. R o . f
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Based on the total time you have spent workzng on the tutorial program,
what percentages of time have you spent on each of the following?

tutoring students 15% 432
paperwork - 5% L
planning ‘ _S% _5% =
consulting with teachers % 507

%

encouraging students
%

other

w U\IU‘l

The percentages listed by the teachers are indicated above. One teacher
reported initially he spent much time encouraging students, but tlie .
percentages of time listed reflect his time now. He has one student who
comes regularly with no encouragement. The other teacher still reported
spending slightly more time encouraging students to come rather than
actually tutoring them. :

Do you feel the Migrant Program should contznue with the high school
tutorzal program?

Both teacher felt the program should not be given up, but each suggested
different approaches (see #4 below) be used.

" What are some zmprovements/optzons you would suggest in the program

that would make it more effective?

As.one teacher put it, the program could be successful if the’students '

“would come for services. He felt that students do not 1ike taking their

own time (before or after school). He suggested that U. T. students or
even upper level high school students be hired to come and work with
individuals within class or pull students from class to work with tHem.

The other teacher felt that perhaps a daytime lab situation might work,

or have tutoring after school (even in the*evening or on Saturday) at
another site. He felt students would not enroll in a lab unless they re-ws
ceived credit for it (TEA currently does not allow this). He suggested

this lab could precede a student registering for the Fundamentals of

Math or Fundamentals of Reading tutorials., He also felt reaching these stu-
dents would be better achieved in junior high since so many have attitude
problems by the time they are in high school. ’ .

Have you had problems with students not coming for services? If so,
why do you think students are not coming? |,

»

%M B
Both teachers reported .students not E%ming was by far the largest problem
with the tutorial. One teacher 'reported students constantly use ®Xcuses
with him - I forgot, I had to go to work, catch a _ride, catch the bus,

etc. ) . ’

: o /
Thé*Bther teacher elaboreted about the reasons he felt students did not
come. He felt many, students have attitude problems. By ‘the time they
reach high school, they are very used to the- sitpation (of being very

behind in school). They don't care anymore and don't try anymore. Social
promotions have hindered them - they move up whether or’ not they have

T v,

R-'S 38 (]
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passed. He feels mady patents have encouraged students to stay “home -

the students aré given so many adult responsibilities at home very early -

in their life, that academic priorities fall by the wayside. There is a

need to educate parents in many cases. LT
6. What have you been doing to try and encourage 3tudents to come in for

tutoring?

-
~

Both teachers reported making a lot of contatts with students. The
tutoring was offered at all hours - before and after gchool and lunch
perfods. Every time the teachers saw the students théy would remind
them. One teacher used his off-period to go talk to students to
encourage them to come in. Contacts were made’ frequently with-other
teachers ({ncluding the Migrant Program teachers) to tell of the tutorial
availability. Memos were sent to the students at.one school.

&
w

Pad
H

Results

-

Student Roster for Highﬁifhool Migrant Program Tutorial Services
The two math teacners mailed their completed rosters to the Migrant Program .
Evaluator. Several "reminder" calls were made to them re: turning in the ™
completed rosters. Only one report for Kébruary was receiveéd from'one school,
while ones for March, April, and May were received from the second school
(where the program was begun later).

At the first school, six students were seen in all. Only two of these were
seen two times, the rest were seen once. The amount of time seen varied
between 15 minutes and one hour with the majority of the sessions being

30 minutes in duration. Most of the sessions were before school. The subjects
, the students were tutored in were math computation, math concepts, and/or

science., The teacher did not indicate on the roster who referred the students,_""

but had indicated in the interview that he generally sought them out.

At the second school only one student was seen over the three-month period.’
She was seen a total of 31 times for a total of 23 1/3 hours, The average
amount of.time spent per tutorial session was 45 minutes, The sessions were
all before school. In March the studefit was tutored in both math computatlon
and math concepts, In April and May, she received help only in math concepts.
The teacher reépofted in the interview that initially he informed her of the
tutorial services available and after that she came on her own.

o, Y “

-
-
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STUDENT ROSTER

9Z°18

SCHOOL . TUTORDAL TEACNER :
HIGH SCHOOL'MIGRANT PROGRAM TUTORIAL SERVICES
R
. ‘ Skills Tutored In: Referred by:
« " sTupent AISD GRADE © | DATE TIME AM 2l 2zl oa22l8El $141921a3l aalael 2l21dls.
NAME 0 # TUTORED | TUTORED| or 3 z:‘;’ a3 sd] Fim gﬁ '4}% P2s (ég 3 g clz
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Please xeturn the original of.this form whén completed to:
. Catherine Christner, Admin. Bldg., Box 79
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81.26 Attachment R—Z
AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT (Page 1 of-2) -
Office of Research and Evaluation

N

DIREQTIONS: STUDENT ROSTER - HIGE SCHOOL MIGRANT PROGRAM TﬁTORIAL SERVICES
- C.

For each time a tutorial student is served, please enter the following:

.
.

Student Name Enter each tutorial student's name (last .name, first name) in
this column. . K

- > . m
AISD ID# .  Enter each tutorial student's AISD # in this column. If this
tnformation is not readily available, leave it ‘blank‘and it
will be completed by ORE personnel.

. »
N : . .
Y R - S [ ] ] o -

Grade ¢ Enter each tutorial student's grade in this column.

Date Tutored Enter the date the student was tutored (as in the example) in .
"~ this column,

. .
¢

. . -

Time Tutored Enter the number'of'minufes the student was tutored in this
) column., ) . .

Ld
[

AM or PM Enter AM in this column if the student was seen in the morning
and PM ifthe student was seen in the afternoon.

Skills Tutored In: )
There are a number of skills listed under this column. Please
placer a check mark(s) under the skill(s) on which you and the
student worked. If the skill is not in this list, check other
and write in skill area. .

Referred by: Placé a check mark under whoever referred: the student for tutoring.

" An example of a completed form is attached. e ' -
If you have questions about this form, (or need more copiesg) feel free to
.call Catherine Christner at 458-1227. ~ -

Please send the originals of the completed forms (your're welcome to keep
the copy) via school mail to Catherine Christner, Administration Bldg., Box 79.
Send them'at the end of each month. :

»

Remember to'enter each time you see a student on a separate line.

A ' ’ -
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81.26 AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT  Actachment B3 @pg
Office of Research and Evaluatipn ‘ )
- { . - . *
. - ' . February 8, 1982 \
N . -
10+ , High Sépool Migrant Tutorial Teachers .
T FROM: Catherine Christner . ) -, ' ' ‘
. ¢ ‘_ . v . ° . ) . v
SUBJECT: Student Rosters fow High Schocl Migraat Tutorial Services

A

3 @ \
. . . ot M . ¥

o ‘e -

. Enclosed dre the rosters on whic be recirded the Migrant Program
students you have ,tutored. Alsg’ifcludel} are 2 set of directionms.

Please call me :ét 458-1227 if yduhave any ques: ions or need any more forms,.
At the end of each month, please send me the or Lgina‘s of.the completed, .=

forms. -~You may keep' the copies for ‘}our records. . .
(3
. . . b o ~ .
. N, \ '
- CC:lg . e - :
’ Enclosurés : " . . . ST
» N . .
APPROVED: o&&éy/ % A

s

Director ‘Research arid Evaluation

»
APPROVED: // g /ﬂ/w- - /Wél// : -
. Acting Assisfanc Supe*:lntd‘nddnm for.Secondary Education .
. 8 > .\' . . . " - . A} e
cc} ' Jose Mata ' N e
. Lee Laws : . Yo - v
v ‘Adan Salgado , ' e . .
. James. A}lson ) c v ' .
: J. M. Richard . . e ¢ .o
L - . hd L 3 - ..‘ [ .
- ’4 . . [ N . T A ' ~
n’v . ‘9'. ‘
r . . .ot * : “ .' 'J
X , ) . . ’ . ) i e ~‘lg R
. : ”’ ‘u
. - . ¥
R - B \\ . .
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31.26 : . Attachment R-4

P

MIGRANT PROGRAM TUTORZAL TEACHER INTERVIEW- _— o
y

-
-

\
What have been the problems associat:ed with establishing the tutorial program

at ,ypur school?

. v -~
- e B

Based on the total time you have spent working om the tutorial program, what

percéntages of .that time have you spent on each of the following: ) -
. tutoring students . a \
y \ ) , .
paperwork ) » I .
Q- - €
planning . ’ : . -
consulting with teachers regarding students ) . ) \/

encouraging students to come
-

other (please define) : .

. J . ‘
Do you}l the Migrant Prog{a:n should continue wit:h the high school tutgrial

pro gram" .

v

. - f‘

What are some J.mprovement:s/options you would suggest in the program that would
ke it mofe effective? ' .

i
L]
N
. -
. 2

\ P
1

Have yqp had \Qrobfems with students not coming for services? If so, why do .
you think .students are not ¢oming? ’

' )

. .« N . .
- . - -
-~ v
‘ [
‘ »

' ’ ’
. . . , . .
" .‘ N ) . R .
L . . : ’ . - * ) / '
- N P v, 4 " A, )i
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Aprll l2,1982 ., 7
i * . ° ,v." P *
.TO0: = Marcos M. uivel, Albert Casarez
FROM: - Catherinj:éczfgtner, Migrant Program Evaluator .
SUEJECT: Migrant Program Tuhorial_Teache; Intervie;’ v .

. befdre. the inqerview is conducted.

APPROVED: /%(?4&27/ M‘\/

e A ‘or

81.26 ; L ,Attachﬁent R-5 : I
R . AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT B .
- Office of Research and Evaluation

In order to document your experienceés as tutorial ﬁeachers, the Miéranﬁ

Program staff has requested that I conduct an interview with you for this
purpcse, I have enclosed a copy of the interview format for your review

rd

Mrs. Leonila Gonzalez will be calling you soon to schedule an interview
time that is convenient for you. The. interview should take about 15 minutes
T will be happy to pick up your completed student rosters for March at the -
time I come (1f you have not already mailed them in),

Thank you for your cooperationm in thls\patter.

cC:lg . ' . - -
Enclosure et . -

Plrector, Research and Evaluatiom” ' -

cc: Adan Salgado oY » : ' - ) ' ~
L Jack-Allison e
. Lee Laws - . . el : .
* Dscar Cantd REVEE - o
" Josd Mata . o ' e .
Tmelda Rodriguez > ’ C
- §. M. Richard S S




. . , N
.
.
81.26 ;
. .
-
¢ -~ 7
3=
:
.
'
»
- L d
°
L4 v R
a
s
£
. S~ -
N -
- ‘
& ° :
. /\ . . ,
s .
* ~
.
- ~ . v~
o, .
[ . . , .
¢ »
N
.
’ v
. -
. .
voe
* -
’.
° 4
1 4

! . . 1 . . ' ‘

’ * Title I Migrapt/Title I Regular/Title VII

‘ . - APPENDIX S N )

- a
T ' .
- . Pre~K Teacher Interview
B P LY : ~
.
. ‘. - . -
‘ »
v
- - L] .
. \\ . .
) . ,
o
N
. 1 - -
b
s, . , .
¢ L}
’ A Y
+
\.‘\~-\‘\ -
e ean R
.
Y e . . .
- -
A ) e '3 ,
A r .
. t .
A L]
. .. ) .
1
: .
A .
. .
. . <
. .
. PN ,
. ..
: . : -
.
o . .
©
N ~ «
3 .
N ¢ 3
.
.
[ 4
“ - .
L]




ERIC

A

cl.

T

!
3
A

POPRTL

~nscme.‘sc Descrivtion: An{kindergar.len' Teacher Interview

. 3rief dasciisticn of tha imsermment: .

The intepvwiew consists of 12 questions for 3ll prekindergarten teachers, 3 questions
for Title VII teachers only, and 2 questions for Title I/Migrant teachers. The
questions deal with instructiomal language, curriculum, diagnosing, planning, organi-
zation, teacher contact, parent contact, commaity represencative contact, supervisor
contact, inservice, aides, and "Ac Home" activities.

.

h ] - [

vo whem was the iascmment admisistered?
[
Title I Migranc, Ticle I Regular, and Title VII prekindergarten teachers.

¢

v
Zow many times Was °he izstTmient admisdiscezed?

.

+Once.

when was the instTument adminiscarsd? -

f}pril , 1982,

. .
wasrs was the {mstTrment administared?
1

.- P
In their classroom or other school locacion of their’choice.

~

The admimiscarsd the ingrzumene?

)
A consuleanc. . & . .
ffhas traizisg did the adndsdgewacors have?” -

- <
4

General interview training and interview training specific to this imterview f’oru;:a:
and situation. :

. N

Was che izstmment administered under sctatdardized csnditions?
Yes. “

wera thare avsblems -rizh zhas {msgtrument or the admd=dse=aeisn chae odighe
233ac: cha vaildis? of the daea? . »

R

d v . » \
>vhe davalcoed the izscommess? .

ORE staff with input from 9¥e progran scaff,
/ P
" .

maze weliabilie=r god wvalidiery daca ave available on :he {nger=ene?

—————————————

- “‘ "tx/e vere idenr.i.fied‘. -
- / N )
ﬁﬁ’ ’ ' N, | : : ' y

\

Yone.
‘ .
s ! .
(e =k agw= d27a availablae 2ar incararatiag the resulzs? .
L rs - 3 Y SECIILEER S LR
No. ¢ \
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Purpose
- - 2 ‘
The Prekindergarten Teacher Interview was developed in midyear after an
expressed need program staff to have comparisons made among the Title

I, Migrant, and Title VII Pre-K programs. Attachment S-1 is a letter

explaining the purpose of these interviews. There are no decision or
evaluation questions being addressed this appendix since it was planned
and developed after the evaluatiQn dé8igns were complete. The main
pyrpose was to examine the similarities and differencts among the three

Procedure

. :
In Degember, 1§81, various prog:gm staff were asked to generate items
for the interview by mid-January. During February ORE staff memberg
generated a pool of possible items. These were collected by the Migrant
Program Evaluator and submijtted to relevant ORE staff members to review,
select, change,; etc. the items they felt applicable (see Attachment S-2).
From this input, a draft interview format was developed, This draft inter-
view format was'sent (see Attachment S-3) to the program staff for their.
review and feedback. After receiving staff input, a final interview format
was developed. See Attachment S~4. .The interview was kept relatlvely short
to keep teacher time required to a minimum.

An outside consultant was hired to conduct the interviews to maintain

impartiality. She had worked with our office previously

in testing efforts. As a former kindergarten teacher, it was felt she

would relate well to the pre-K teachers and their experiences. Shel received
» general training in interviewing techniques and.specific training and

practice in following this interview format.

In late March all the pre-ﬁ,teachers were sent a memo (Attachment S$~5)
advising them of the. upcoming interview. Enclosed was a copy of the inter~
view format in preparation for théir interview.  The Migrant Evaluation
Secretary called the teachers and arranged the times, dates, and locations
for the interviews. The interviews were all completed by the end of April.
The interviewer consulted with the Migrant Program Evaluator from time to

time to a&srise her o{Lﬂhe progress of the interviews, She reported that

\ -all tedc HEEF 1T endly and very cooperative with .the task. N
The data were ﬁand-tajlied by program in order that each individual teacher's
respogses could be kept confidentigl. ‘ ‘
,L \
‘ v
v [ '} , Results _

“a g

e results will be/pgesented in terms the interview questions by program‘.i
e two split-fun d teachers' responses are included with the Title I teachers'
esponses. Ther Je six Title VII teachers, seven Migrant Program teachers,
'and seven Title/ teachers., T « . . '

ey
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1. Do you use English all the time for your instruction? “Yes No - ‘
If you use another language please ‘indicate what percentages of edch 1
Tanguage you use for each of the following: ' ’ ;

The teachers' responses to Question #1 are presented in Figure S-1. Title VII
teachers all reported using Spanish, only two Title I teachers currently used |
)Spanish,and five Migrant Program teachers used Spanish. For all three programs,
English was spoken to English-dominant students the majority of time. Only

for Spanish-dominant students did the Tit]e VII teachers on the average use Span-
ish the majority of the time in formal instruction. 1In informal instruction, the’
.Title VII teachers and Migrant Program teachers as a group had similar language use

’ 2. Question 2 deals w1th usage of curriculum.

Figure S-2 contains the-Title VII teachers' responses to this item. All
teachers used the BECP curriculum materials as their main curriculum. These
. teachers also used the AISD curricylum in some'way. The majority also used
materials developed by Dr. Barufaldi as well as other commercially developed
materials. .
In Figure S-3 are summarized the.Title I teachers responses to the curric-
ulum question. All teachers reported using the AISD curriculum as their
main curriculum. All also used the Peabody Kit to some degree in their teachlng.
,) The large majority of teachers had also developed units of their own.
’ Barufaldi materials were used by eight of the nine teachers. Only one teacher
used the BECP in any way,and this was only to use some records,and puzzles.

The Migrant Program teachers' responses are shown in Figure S-4. All the
teachers used the AISD curriculum the majority of the time and as their main
curriculum source. The majority also used the BECP, Peabody Kit, Barufaldi
materials, and self-developed units in a supplementary faéhion in their
instruction. .

. 3.a. How do you diagnose your students' instructional heeds-;do you use a
check11st of sk1115, competenc1es, c0ncepts or what? ' .

b. Nhere did you- get the method you use?

’

c. How often do you check your students' needs? o .

The responses of/all three groups of teachers to this question are summarized ,

in.Figure S=5. As, can be noted from the figure, the majority of all teach— s
' ers ugpd a checklist as their main diagnostic tool. - " P ¢

For the Title VII teachers this checklist was from the BECP, - self-developed

or a combination of the two. OnéiTitle VII teacher used a checklist from ‘-

the AISD curriculum developed by Dr. Baran@ff. All the Title I and Migrant A

Program teachers used the Baranoff/AISD checklist, a self-developed checklist,

or a combination of The two. .
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The teachers varied in the frequency with which they checked their students'’
instructional needs. All Title VII.teachers checked their students within
the range of daily to évery two weeks, with two teachers checking at two
different times. The Title I and Migrant Program teachers were more varied
in their responses. They ubually had informal checks on a fairly frequent®
basis and more formal checks at 2-4 times during the year. A number of
teachers (6) did report they chiecked their students daily.

4, How do you plan for students' individual instructional needs?

The Title VII teachers' responses -to this planning question are presented in
Figure S-6. Several teachers mentioned reviewing concepts, etc. for students
who did not understand, as well as grouping students based on their needs.

In Figure S-7 are presented the Title I teachers’ responses to this item.
Although a variety of responses were given, the majority mentioned grouping .

as a way of meeting needs. Additionally many teachers determine through
checklists, questions, observation, etc. who needs additional help (review)

and then determine whether they should receive it individually or in groups. . o

The responses of the Migrant Program teachers to this item are listed in

igure S-8., These teachers mentioned a wvariety of planning activities, Most
mentioned using grouping or using one-to-one instruction to reinforce concepts.
Therefore teachers are planning for different abilities,,

»

5. (h1s quest1on deals with how you organ12e the students for 1nstruct1on.

a) What percentage of the time for 1nstruct1on do you use large groups
(including the whole class) ,

b) What percentage of the time for 1nstruct1on do you use sma]l groups
(size ?. .

.
-

. oC) What,percentage of the t1me for qnstruct1on do you use one-to--one7 :

" 7_4) What percentage of the Lime for 1nstruct1on do you use a comb1nat1on? : .
* (please explain) _ *® . | o, e

N . " . . . Sy,

As can be noted from the first chart in Figure S—9 the Title I and Migrant
Program teachers reported, as a group, spending more time than did Title VII
teachers in Iarge _group instruction.

.
\

Conversely, as- shown in the next chart in Figure $-9, the Title Vil teachers ’
used small group instruction a higher percentage of "the time than did the "~
Title I and Migrant Program teachers. The:most popula® group size for Title
VII was 6~7 students, for Title I it was 4~5 students, 4nd for Migrant Program

teachérs it varied between~4 and 7 students. ., . = x . .,

fa"‘“

The last chart in Figure S-9 shows the percentages of time each grOup of ' f,.n
teachers reported using one-to-dne instruct_on.‘ All used one-to-one’ 29% or’ o
less Jf the time. All teachers except one, used one-to-one instruction whilé ° ; .

,\\other children were at centers, in free time, or in small groups, therefore i
these teachers used some combination of the instruotional modes,

\\

.
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6. If you divide your students into instructional groups, what cr1ter1a do
you use to group? Please check all that apply?

. age . language dominance (based other (please
o .on standardized tests) = expTa1n)
____ability .
ldnguage dominance (based ‘ .
____personality on -teacher gbservapion) * .

Figure S-10 contains the teachers responses to this grouping question. The
three most frequent responses werg ability, language dominance (as determined
by teacher observation), and personality.

 §

7. When the children work alone what types of things are they doing? v

The three groups of teacliers gave a wide variety of responses as a group, and
all. together. Their re¢sponses are presented in Figure 8~11. Most frequently
children were said be working at a center of some’ sort. The most frequently
mentioned activitiesiwere listening centers/language master, art activities,
manipulatives, blocks, books, puzzles, and . housekeeping.
8. Check the category of teachers with whom you part1c1pated/contacted in
each of the following areas: ‘ -
Share ideas, )
Provide training
e , Prepare instructional units.
] Share teaching duties ~
e Plan classroom activities

. In Figure. §-12 are presented the frequencies andcﬁurposes of the teacher _
.contacts each teacher group had. As can be noted from the frequencies, all groups
had the most contact with other teach%%s in order to share ideas. The majority
. had contact with pre-K teachers from t eir own funding source,as well as from
other funding sources. . Title I and Migrant Program teachers had more contact
.with kindergarten teachera thah did Title VII teachers. "The other types of
. contact were less frequent for all groups.

;‘9.' How frequent is your contact yith youf tommunity representative(s)?

. .‘(’ . . L4

More than once a week ' , .

Once a week . ol ' : Coa

.. .Every two weeks S ’ T ' T '

-~ :Once a month o - - .. v
Less than once.a month L

" The frequency of repotted contacts are presented in,Figure §-13. As a group,

‘Title VII teachers reported more contact with their community representative

than did the' Migrant Program and Title I teachers.e

: 10, Th1s questwon “deals w1th your commun1cat10ns w1th your students parents,

. P1ease use the percentage range to q@swer the 1tems. SR . >
R '\W‘}‘ « :
{ o a) What percentage of parents did you haNe contact with:
’ - . §~6 r ‘.‘ L -, : . |

PO A i vcxt Provia c .ot L.
5 . Ve e W § e N , . L et
! e . T a -

5«\

l h <
i : A i »-
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In Figure S-14 are shown the frequencies of teacher contact
Generally as a group, Title VII teachers reported more freq ent C°P§§Ct
with parents than did Title I or Migrant Program teachers.
100 ~ ) . . s N ;
b) What percentage of communications with parents did you initiate?

What percentage of communications with parents did the parénts initiate?
The teachers' responses to this question are presehted in Figure S—lS. Across
all three groups teachers generally initiated more contacts than did parents.
10. _ Lo
c) What percentage of ‘these contacts were by phone?
What percentage were conferences? )
What percentage were parent training sessions?’ i .
What -percentage were PAC meetings? -
What, percentage were written communications? t
| . ‘ L
Figure S-16 contains the teachers' responses to this item.: The ‘most frequent
types of contacts reported by all teachers Wwere conferences andiwritten
communications. Less frequent were contfacts through parent training sessions
and PAC meetings, although Title VII teachers (as a group) repoﬁted more of '
these types of contacts than did Migrant Program and Title I teachers.
10 ~ T N
. - . . ::Nf )
d) What were the purposes of these contacts? P]ease list the Rurposes.and .
assign a percentade to each. ‘ ! : )
t
A wide variety- of purposes were mentioned. "See Figure S-l7. PHe most fre-—
quent purposes mentioned were meetings/conferences, positive reﬁnforcement
discipline, information on units/class activities, field trips, progress
reports and parent volunteers. L ; e
. i .
11.  In which of the fo]lowing‘areas Tisted below did yéﬁéﬁsupe#Visor (instruc-

tional coordinator) work with you? Check as many as app1y4

. b= o .
In Figure S-18 are the frequencies of teachers' responses to this item. All
teachers reparted contact with their supervisox on curriculum materials and
in-service training. Most reported contact en instructional supervision,
program information, and communication with other teachers. Five of the Title
VII teachers reported -supervisor contact about parent training and communica-
tions with parents. No Migrant Program teachers .reported contact for these
purposes and only two Title I teachers reported supervisor contact for these

purposes. -~

By . \"\ >

12. What topics should be offered for inservice tra1n1ng for prek1ndergarten
_teachers? C s o

. . . ¢ ¢ . o

Quite a wide variety of topdcs were mentiOnedlby the_ teachers. See Figure 5-19.

The most frequently mentioned topics were science, math and art.

w
[
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\./ Title VII Teachers Only

1. How do you use your aide? What percentage of time does the aide spend
in each type of activity that you named? . ‘

In Figure S-20 are presented each of the six teachers' responses (separated
" by a dashed line). Five teachers reported using the aide the large majority

of the time in a teaching role. A secondary role was seen O be preparing

materials, going to lunch, etc. One teacher reported her aide spent 50% of
her time collecting ard preparing instructional materials and only 25% of the

L 4

time teaching and 25X of the time supervising studeits o
2.- ) ! : - . 1. .
a) Did you participate in developing the BECP "At Home" activities? Yes =
- No
: b) Did you participate in implementing the "At Home" activities? Yes
No. . ) . )
E) How aften do the "At Home" activities occur? , \ ‘
: . ) ~
d) Did you find evidence that parentg/relatives engaged in the "At Home" .
activities? Yes No If you answered yes, for how many of your ,

students was this true?

) :
The responses to the "At Home" questions are presented in Figure S-21. All

. teachers said they did not help develop the materials, but a%§;¥eported partic-’
ipating in implementing the activities. The frequency of use the "At Home"
.activities’ varied from one to two weeks between activities. All teachers reported
that parents/relatives engaged in the "At Home" activities. The teachers re-
sponded that 50% or more of their students participated in these activities.

-

_ 3. Did you find the inservice training sponsored by Title VII beneficial? -
' . Yes No If‘yes, why? If no, why not? o . .

Figure S-22 presents teachers' responses to this question. All teachers felt ,'
the inservices were bénaficial to them. The most frequent reason given was
that new/better ideas were obtained. K - "o .

4
t

B Title'I/Migrant Progrém Teachers Only - ..

~
N

1;"what have been .the benefits of not having‘an aide this schéqltyear?

\ ) . s ' N ‘

. In Figure S-23.are listed the Title I teachers' replies to this question.
Several did not see any benefits to not having an aide. Two’mentione& smaller
class size and two mentioned children were more independent/self-reliant.’ .

.o , The Migrant Program teachers' responses are in Figure S-24. Several teacliers

. mentioned knowing the children better and feeling closér to them. That the

teacher no longer has to take time to coordinate with another person was

mentioned by two teachers. ‘. : .

-

4 o * ad
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Title I/Migrant Program Teachers Only

2. what have been the drawbacks of not havmg an aide this school year?

Figure $-25 contains the Title I teachers' responses to this question. Most
saw more drawbacks than benefits by having no aide. Several felt the teacher
could not superVise all the children as well; the teacher is not covered in

an emergency; there is less time for individual work; there is no one to help
with materials or clean~up; field trips were hard; less materials were covered;
art suffered, etc..

~
]

The Migrant Program teachers' responses are presented in Figure S-25. As

with the Title I teachers, there were more drawbacks seen than benefits. Most
. of the same reasons ‘'were given by Migrant Program teachers as were given by
Title I teachers.

.




ol

.
-

R Do you use English all the time for your instruction?

. ) _ Title VII Title I Migrant Program .
3 C Yes 0 ° - 7 (now) 2 -

\

No 6 2 (now) . ]

AY

If you use another 1anguage, please indicate whatMes of each
]anguage you use for each of the following: '

o - ~ FORMAL INSTRUCTION INFORMAL INSSRUCTION
. ° . Engliéh Spanish Other EngZisﬁ Spanish .Other
a) English- | Title VII X-= 90% *X = 10% . - X=287% X=13% -
dominant | Title I X =100 X= 0% - X=99% X= 1% -
students | Migrant X = 93% (X =.7% X =77% X =23%
b) Spanish-|Title VII X = 36% X = 64% - X =053% X=47% -
dominant | Title I, X = 88% = 12% - X= 7% X.=13% - .
gtudents | Migrant X =64% = 36%. X =054% X = 46% .
@ ) . ‘ . A I
" . Please note 1) Title I and Migrant Program percentages only reflect those
‘ teachers who do not use English all the tiie. 2) The percentages reflect

language spoken in the spring, several teachers used more Spanish early

. ~ «1in the school year. 3) Only one, teacher had any other-dominant students,
and she wused 90%-English and 10% Spanish' for both formal and informal
instruction.,

.
.

Figure S-1. SUMMARY OF TEACHER RESPONSES TO QﬁESTION 1, PRE-K TEACHER INTERVIEW:"
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2. Curriculum Usage - Title VII . . ' g
AISD Two of the six teachers réported the AISD curriculum was -used as a ‘
main curriculum. One indicated the Migrant Program teacher with
_whom she frequently teamed used the AISD curriculum so her children
got it .through her. The frequency of use varied - 10%, 15%, 2-207%, ’
30%, and 40%. The one who reported using it 40% of the time indicated
all the units were completed. One teacher used the AISD curriculum
in teaching math. . ° ’
BECP All six teachers reperted msing the BECP as their main curriculum
y source., Three of them used it.in teaching math. The percentages, of

- usage were 404, 50%, 60%, 2-80%, and 95%. One teacher reported she
had completed all the units. .

PEABODY . Two teachers used the Peabody Kit, but one of the two reported only
., using the pictures to supplement the other curricula., The one who,
.used the Kit reported using it 5% of the time and using it to (teach g
matho to- . . ¢ ..

i

PORTAGE None of the teachers used these materials.

\ > aape . . . . ’ .
BARUFALDI Five of the six indicated some use of these materials. One of the
five reported her children were exposed to these materials since the L%

- Wigrant Program teacher with whom she team taught used them. The
_ usage reported varied between 3% and 10%. One teacher used these mate-
" rials to teach math while another used them to teach science,

1

SELF- One teacher reported using self-developed materials’ 3% of the time.
DEVELOPED , . : <
MATERIALS T o i o . ' )
OTHER  All, but one'of the teachers reported.using materials other than those

already listed. One used Milton Bradley materials 5% of~the time and
to teach math., Another used a combination of Castafleda and teacher -..°
made materials 10X of the time and to teach matH. - One teacher used
. . a wide variety of other materials (Milton Bradley, Let's Find Out, »
" Kid's Stuff, Our Big Back Yard, and Science Land) 25% of her time.
She used these commercial materials in teaching math. One teacher
used the Milton Bradley materials in teaching math, but did not assign
a time use. Five-percent of the time one teacher used 4 combination
- of teachem-made and commercial materials. '

.
~

_—
-~
$ N -

'Figure S-2, SUMMARY OF TITLE VII TEACHERS” RESPONSES TO QUESTION 2 PRE-K
= TEACHER INTERVIEW.

~
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2. Cugriculum Usage - Title I . < L

AISD - Al} of the teachers reported using the AISD.curriculum as their
main curriculum. Usage varied between 40% and 957 of the time .
(actual percentages reported were 40%, 50%, 2-60%, 70%, 75%, 80%,
90%, and 95%). Two of the nine used the curriculum to teach math.
BECP None of the teachers listed the-BECP as a curriculum source, except
' one teacher who used some of the records and puzzles in Telation to
other curriculum materials.

PEABODY All the teachers reported using the Peabody Kit as a curriculum .
source. All reported using it in a supplementary fashiqn, except S
one who reported it was a main curriculum source (but only used

3 . 25% of the, time). Percentages of time used ranged between 2% and
30% of the time (2%, 3%, 5%, 2-10%, 25%, and 3~ -30%). ,Three teachers
used these materials in teaching math. C :

3

PORTAGE No one reported these materials were used. ‘ o |
SELF- Seven’of the nine teachers had developed upits of their own., The
DEVELOPED percentages of usage reported varied - 1%, 5%,-2-10%, :2-20%,and 30%.
UNITS - One person used a unit deyeloped for holidays. Three of the l
teachers used their own units to teach math. )

BARUFALDI Eight teachers used Barufaldi materials in their clasirdoms. The
reported usage varied between 1% and 10%. Two reported using it
to teach math while one used the materials in teaching about plants._

and the five senses. . . . \
OTHER | Five teachers reporting using other materials. The usage varied
‘ between 10% of the time and 30 minutes per week. , The counselor

' at one’ school used the -Duso materials with the children 30 minutes
per week. One used Wesley (to teach math) and Their Way 5% of the
time. Three percent of the time, one teacher used Work Jobs .
\V. (including to teach math). Another used Castaffeda and Something
. Specfﬁl materials three percent of the time and she used these to
' teach math. Finally one teacher used Health Science materials to
teach and she used bhem 10% of the time. X . : o

~
-
- «

Figure S-3. SUMMARY OF TITLE I TEACHERS' RESPONSES TO QUESTION 2, PREK
- TEACHER. INTERVIEW.
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Curriculum Usage - M1grant Program -

All of the Migrant Program teachers used the AISD curriculum as

their main curriculum with reported usage varying between 60% and

,100% of.the time., Actual reported percentages were 60%, 2-70%,

BECP

PEABODY

-

PORTAGE
SELF-

»  DEVELOPED

UNITS®
BARUFALDI

.

OTHER

, Figure S-4.

-

"curriculum. No one used it fo teach math.

80%, 89%, 90%, and.100%. Five of the seven used the AISD curric-
ulum to—teach. math. . . )

PR ) .
Five of the seven teachersjused the BECP in a subp;ementary fashion.
The peréeﬁ%age of ‘timé used varied between 5% amd 15%, One.teacher.
used th® BECPMto teach math. o

Four teachers reported using the Peabody Kit in their instructional
program., The usage varied between 27 ‘and 10% of the time., One of
the four reported using only the pictures to supplement the other

e

r
,\

~ No one reported using any of the Portage materials..

‘ ' $

"Five teachers reported using*self-developed materials in a supple-

-~

mentary fashion. The percentages of use ranged between 2% and 20%. '

Two teachers used their materials to teach math.
Five of the seven used the Barufaldi materials. The percéntage of
time used ranged from 2% to 10% of the time. Two used these mate-

rials in math instruction, , 3’ s <,

. ’.
One teacher reported using other materials, 'The teacher stated
approximately one percent of the time she used; commercial kits
an magazines. :

- v )

SUMMARY OF MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHERS' RESPON ES TO QUESTION 2
"PRE-K TEACHER INTERVIEW, ° . e

“ - »

L s-13 . ..\

’
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- 3 .

F.a. How do you diagnose your’students";pstructional neéds?

Checklist | Observation | Questioning | Testing | Other = ‘
: o
. Title VII s 2 - 1 -
. \ ‘ .
. M . S
Yaricle 1 s - 1 - - 7‘ .
Migrant ~ Skille Bof 1
3 Program 3 & 1 1 Xﬁ Games 1, N
y Activities 1
‘ N - N -
) > an B . *
Numbers reflect the frequencies of teachers' responses.
. . - e ' ,
/ 3.b. Where did you get the method you use? \ ‘ *
. ~ .
. - . ’ .
’ ' [} ' N . '
.,( Baranoff (AISD) | 9ECP [Self-Developed| Other - !
Title VII 1 4 3 , - R v’ !
L4 .
Title I 7 - 3 Hox:kshopc =1 ) ¢
w ‘ « *
raac 7%, - 3 Other teachers - 1 - ' T
Program 2 . . . or
/7 '
Numbers reflect the frequencies of teachers' responses. -
. . LNt
3.c. How often,do you check your students' needs? , .
. N - . .
J Daily | Weekly Biweekly Monthly Other ’ j
- » . L}
. Titls VIL- |° 2 3 .3 : - - ’
. 1 1 ‘ Formally - 3/4 :hnj.r
Tfele I ) 1~Somatises | l-Sometimes 2 {2 responies) . \ .
v ’ 1-Somatimes | 1~-Sometinae| Formally - twigse vearly
* 2 2 2 X (2 responses) .
'm_‘"“ . : Yormally - imse 1 year
“.Program , e (3 respo
. ? 3 Yormally - the baginning . )
. . of the year ‘
Informally - 5 times a year .
- - ,
~ . ‘ - .
. Numbers reflect the frequencies of teachers' responses. .
- . 3 '

'

4 .

. . R ) , ] ) B . . ’
. ' Figure S-5. SUMMARY OF PRE-K TEACHERS' RESPONSES TO QUESTION 3, PRE-K
by TEACHER INTERVLEW. :

.
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. . Title VII ‘Teathers

T

o ) . s ’ * .
4. How do you plan for\ students' individual instrpctional needs?

‘. Superv >
«y Groups' ffer for different subjects or motor skélls. .
. Aftér testing (end of the unit), teacher talks with the aide”and then
reviews the child the following week on the concepts he missed.
. Teacher plans based on how students score on ‘end of qunit tests,‘
. Aide reviews concepts when. students do not.-get concept.
. iIf someone does.not grasp concept, teachdr reviews with them that day¢
. Teacher plans arqund language dominance after testing them drally.
‘ . A review is conducted for students who did not understand,,
.. Students are grouped by language. .
. Stydents are groyped gg needs for lessons§,
+ . Teacher remediatés prdblems as the occur. .
~ : Teacher sdpplements curriculum with AISD~curriculum for students who
need more stimulation.

. . . ' : / \ ..,
Figure S-6s SUMMARY OF TITLE VII TEACHERS' RESPONSES TO QUESTION 4, PRE-K Q
. TEACHER 'INTERVIEW. ' . YN .
. .
- ', . ) ' : :
\\ L3 - * * M N .
. - \\ -“
2" Y
\ * ’
U . 3 . ﬁ'-‘
A [ l

. N \
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L Tgtle I Teachers .
\ . , N -

4. How do you plar for students' -individual insttuctional needs?
) o« o ' . . s . A
Teacher assesses from'unit and educational checklist. e - .
.« The whole concept is taught to the large group, then those who have
. trouble are placed into a small §roup where they receive individual
‘. agtention. . 2 g
. Teacher observes in concept presentation to see who understands by _
questions and, answers., —
. Teacher plans, small group instruction accorging to needs (from
’ checklist)
~Students get inaﬁvidual instruction based on needs.
. [Self-made games are performed so teacher can see what children havg
learned in unit, .
\ ' . . |Teacher checks performance on lessons and gives more help if needed.
' Students, are given one-to-one help if needed during nap time,
. Teacher makes home visits to make parents ayare of extra help ne&ded
. and to get siblings to help.
. Teacher loans manipulative toys to families ds needed.
. Teacher asks Exteng—ArCare ‘to work on needs, -
. All the children receive the same instructionms, then teacher sees who
N needs additional help and she or other “child helps student(s) on
needs. This challenges peer tutor, too, . .
« Teacher plans for small groups.
o If children need extra help, she works with them individually.
» Teacher refers to ghecklist to see what the children have not picked
up on yet and then goes over it with them. . .
. Concepts are presented in a laige grqu. If children need more help )
(screegxchildren on checklist) they. are taught via small group or one-to-one.
. Lesgor are’ presented to large groups, small groups, and individuals.

[

Y

Figure S—7.' SUMMARY OF HITLE ;;TEACHERS' RESPONSES TO QUESTION 4, PRE-K
' TEACHER INTERVIEW.”
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‘ (o126 : : T ’ =

. , Migrant Program Teacﬁers

\
4 . ' .

"4, How do yo:.f plan for students' individual instructional needs?

<

. Teacher follows checklist. S i , g
. . Small groups are used in the afternoons. Lo L
: . Different things are used fof students who.need it. v )

. An large group, teacher gears questions to stqﬁﬁnts who need it,
. Teacher gears each lesson toward the small groups and then works with
. dividuals within the grdup. :
. Students who are ahead are given extra actibitié@
. Teacher works ‘one-to-one with students who are haying problems.
. Teacher gives individuals who need help individual help while the o;her
students . are ‘having free time, . %ﬁ
. . . Students are grouped to facilitate individual instruction. A
.'Activities are planned for different groups with diffe;ent abilities,
. While students are within groups, the teacher individualizes help.
. The Title VII aide comes daily and helps-with individuals or small

o " groups.,
*. Teacher udses gpecial games.
. Instruction is used for reinforcement. ;////
- [
Figure S-8, SUMMARY OF MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHERS' RESPONSES TO QUESTION 4, \.

¥ " PRE-K TEACHER INTERVIEW. o
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- Ss. What percentage of the time for instruction do you use large groups
¥ . (including the whole class)? ..
4 «
! - . . Y
ﬂ' s ' - 100z {9990z | 89307 | 7970 | 69407 | 59-302 |49-402 [39-302 f29-202.{19-j02 } , ' .
R ) . . .rm- 43 L 1 1, _z' -~ '
T : ' V4 ‘ .
N . . Tiete I 1 1 1 [ 1 . \
\/ ’r'::::: A 3 1 H o 1
w. * ! [ .
w’ . Numbers reflect the frequencies of teachers’ responses.
oy * ¥ sb. What percentage of the time for instruction do you use small groups
(size ___)?
! 99-90% | $9-40% } 79<702 | 69-40% { $9=502 | 49402 § 3%=302 | 29-202% 19-102
v o Tiets V12 H 1 T | i .
Ttcte 1 . 1 1 1 3 1
! Migrame |
Fregeaa ! 1 1 ‘ K l‘ K
. A S
. Yunmbers reflect frequencies of :each::rs' responses., )
i A ° iy .
. Geoup Size (Mueber of :nl#iun) ‘
, 3= b1 w3 3 .lote* Many teachers-hdve children
ntee viz|  * s 1 ped in small groups while
P 3 are working with individ-
, P Ticle 1 1 1 ua S. '
‘ :::x 1 3 v - ‘
, . m— - . L]
\ Numbers refléct frequencies of teachers' respon‘s;s. i !
N “ ' )
¥ ' ™
5c. What percentage of .the time for instruction do you use one-to-aone? »
¢ [ ' -
: . 1001 | $3-002 | §9-302 [19-10% | 69-40T | 59-502 | 49~402 | 39-302 | 29202 | 19-102 | 412 12 | Orfiar
. Ttete VL k * N ' . ! H t 1~ u 1
M ‘ t | needed - ¢ 4
. 7 . ) \ . .nﬁ:::. -
val fa
- [ ¥ h ’
Tiete 1 & H 4 H 1 = durlag -~
Y " Jm':xu R ]
, . . Migrant . v
. ! Pregren s 1 1 4 1 .
d ¢Numbers reflect frequencies of teachers’ responus‘. Y K
v - . -
Figure S- 9. SUMMARY OF PRE-K TEACHERS' RESPONSES TO QU'}!S'I'ION 5, PRE=K -
TEACHER INYERVIEW, . . .
»
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6. If you divide your stddents into instructional groups, what criteria do you use to'gzzup?

4

Language | Language

. Dominance { Dominance :

Ability }Personality} (tests) (observance)'} Other
. ) oo 1 '~ random ,

Title VII b 4.7 2 . 1 - attention span problems

-

' 1 - similar needs on concept
Title *L ' . o - ’ development"

R . ) 1 - mix high and low abilities
Migrant , ’ , 1 - heterogengous - groyps vary
‘Program ' - 3 ' ' 'by day

1 -/ groups formed based-on answers-
' to questions re: lessons} etc.
Numbers, feflect number of teachérs)using each cxiteria (many teachers use more than

one type of{l'oup ing). w .

g

@igure'S;lo SUMNLRY OF *PRE~-K TEACHFRS' RESPONSES TO QUESTION 6 “ PRE-K TEACHER INTERVIEW.
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7: When the children work alone, what type of things are/they doing? : e ’ 0
v ' ' * o
~ iR o
2 %1%
« Cal [o] o +
'R E ~ é ,g ’
' - ~ g c‘g " 3 ' 0] T
’ ) " Sal 810
2 ~ 3 o0 'g‘ L a k. Y
) H o . o g | o Jalegl v g
YIS - o N K (Y] 4 ~ I .
g0 Qo - g | » RENEGE KR ‘
Q Q [=JR Y 0] o0 0] 3 H ~f 3 o 0 O 0] 0] Q < P
o fon] o glolajatowio jolzd] 0o o
wilog| g Al> lolrliainr [P ol A | 4 n § o0
o Dlalaloaflaiy Ialap] 0o - - N
ool o < cloldlalaixnjuolao} oo YR e
ool Ale il oisg l213R] 182 4 0 .
o jd 0l 0 )] o f§ ~ o~ i< 9 - [0} o fd o] . .
R EELEBEREE s 1o A oF o 0 ole s N
o ) alglclafg ot~ julbAd]l A Jo]l o jo = | 3 -
Ao o]l vwto ‘O TR ol s oAl 4 o0} A ) t J= JO
R A S H I EE I E I A ER R R
SEIAY]|E |8 & SH1A 12210 |2 | wu] & S1& |8 & |2 |8
J L Title VII 2 '} 3 1 |2 }ts5.12 3 {2¢}3]2}1 0 2 11§ 2.1 §3 |3 ¢ B @
- . | - il
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Numbers reflect the frequencies of teachers' responses, '
1 or 2 teachers also mentioned each of the following: Music (Records and Cassettes),
, Bole Play/Dramatic Play, Colors, View Master, Previous Les$on Activities/Reinfoxte- Y
4 ment, Practical Living, Workbench, Chalkbodrd, Matching, Beads, School Table, Buflding,
and Cans.- - AN .
. [ ’ H T 4
Figure $=11, SUMMARY OF PRE-K TEACHERS' RESPONSES TO QUESTION 7, PRE-K TEACHER INTERVIEW.
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8. Check the category of teachers with whom you participa;ed/contacted in each of the following: .
Title VII Title 3‘. * Migrant Kindergartan Others None 4
Pre-K Teache Pre-K Téachers Program ‘Teachers te
Rj&‘—' Pre-K Teachers ( .
Title VII 3 4 6 3 7 (aldes) 0 -
. - 1 (principal) 0 r
SHARE ' ’ : . 1 (other elem, ,
10EAs Title T - 8 . 9 8 7 teachers) ' )
. Migrant i , R 1 (supevvisory o0° |°
Program - 5 7 6 ’ 7 1 (faculty)
- ?*g ‘0
Title VII 3 1 1 ] 1 (parents) 3 .
PROVIDETit1e 1 2 2 1 1 1 (other group) 4 3
TRAIN- Migrant e v > 1 (faculty) . ) J
ING  Program 1 2 . 2 . -0 1 (PAC) 4 .
. ‘ ) 1 (individual . e
. . ' ) parent train- : . , .
- - ing) ! : . : ;
PREPARETitLe VII 2 0 0 i 0 1 (aide) 3
INSTRUC, IS . .
UNITS Title I 0 3 1 ‘. 1 , - 0 5 .
Higrant 1 (AISD z
Program 3 1 1 e 2 ©_EC) . 2 v ¢
Title VII 0' \ 0 1, 0 5 (aides) 1 '
SHARE ‘ T e e
TEACH- Title I 0 i 1 0 2 0 6 X
NG Migrant . ’ 1 (Title VIT ,
DUTIES Progrum 1 0 0 . 1 aide) . .
i . . 1 (counselor) 4 v
PLAN  Title VviI 1 . ™ . 0 . 1. 1 4 (aides) 0 . .
CLASS-~ - ~ - ‘
ROOM Title I i 4 1 2 0 . 4
ACTIV- Migrant - e . : . . . .
ITIES Progrun -3 . 1 1 0 0 4 ,

Numbers|refllect the frequencies of teachers' responses.

.
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1 ‘ . ‘ . j
Figure $~12, ¢ SUMMARY OF PRE-K "TEACHERS' RESPONSES T® QUESTION 8, PRE-K TEACHER
INTERVIEW,
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9, How frequent is your contact with your community representative(s)?
. * - N ~ .
More than . Less than .
onge a Once a | Every two Once a' |. once a )
\\~ e week - week ] wéeks month week Comments «
.- ' 1 ~ She is wonderful.
Title VII 3 0 2 1 0 1L -~ If I need anything she,
! responds. o
N , ) 1 - These children have no
Title I 0 2 -, 2 1, 4 had needs that caused mdrer‘
. oo contact. i
Migrant oY 1o 0 4 2 .
Program . .

.

.Fig?re S-13, SUMMARY OF PRE-K TEACHERS' RESPONSES TO QUESTION 9, PRE-K TEACHER INTERVIEW.

Numbérs reflect the frequencies of teachers' responses.
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10. This question deals with your communications with your st;udents' parents, Please use the
) percentage :i? to answer the jtems.

a) What percentage of J . /—/ .
parents did you have \ .
contact with: ' 0-25% ' 26-50% 51-75% 76-100%
" Title VII 2/ . 2 1 1.
More than once a , Title I \ 6/ ) 3 0 0
week ®Miprant Program 6 1 0 0
] Title VII 4 - 1° 1 0
Once a week Title 1 7 2 0 0
’ Migtant Program "5 1 0 1 '
Title VII 6 0 0 0
Every two weeks Title 1 5 1 1 2 .
Migrant Prdgram 2 2 1 1 -
Title VII 6 0 . 0 0
once™a month Title I 4 0 3 2
. Migrant Program 3 3 0 1
Less than once Title VII . b 0 0 0
a month » + Title I 7 . 1 1 0
Migrant Program 6 0 1 0
Title VII 6 0 0 0
Not, at all Title I 9 0 0 0 »
Migrant Program 7 0 0 . 0
© Numbers reflect frdquencies of teachers' responses. \
Figure S-14, SUMMARY OF PRE-K TEACHERS' RESPONSES TO QUESTION 10a, PRE-K TEACHER
* INTERVIEW,. . ¥ ‘
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' This question deals with your communications with your students' parents. Please use the

percentage range to ansyer the items. .

. N ’ s
{
) 0-25% 26-50% 51-75% _ 76-1.00%
What percentage of ' . . ‘
communications with *Title VII 0 1. 3 2
parents didyyou o , ' ’ ' )
initiate? Title I 1 0 3 ‘ 5
Y .
\ . . . * ,
Migrant Program % 1 . 2 3 1
A ‘Title VII ° 2~ 4 . -0 0: o
What percentage of m ‘ . ' .
communicgtions with Title I & - 0 1 0
parents {id the ’ . ’ - B .
parents initiate?’ Migrant Program 2 v b 0 Y ‘ 3

’ Numbérs ref}ect frequencies of teachers’ responses.,

Figure S-15. SUMMARY OF PRE-K TEACHERS® RESPONSES TO QUESTION 10b, PRE-K TEACHER INTERVIEW.
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10. This question deals with your communications with your students' parents. Please use the '
percentage range. . T . (
\ . . ’ - A ‘ y . . . *
c) , 0-25% 26-50% " 51-75% 76-1007%
what percentage of 4 )
these contacts Title VI 4 1 ' 1 & 0
were by phqne? . ' P ' . ,
Title I L 7 ' 2 N 0o . o - !
~ , - . *
X - Migrant Program 1 - 5 1. 0
N ’ ! - ® .
What percentagi‘ Title VII 1 ) 1 . 0 . 4 N ’
were conferences? ) ) . \ ; ’ s
Title I 3 4 B! ?‘1 ,
. ; - —-
. Migrant Program 1 "1 2 3 1 -
R B ' . . . <« 4
What percentage -~ Title VII . 3" 1 2 0
weré‘parent ‘ . ,
training>sessions? Title I - Q* ) . 0 0 .- 0
' R <« ' < ‘ . i &. )
Migrant Program 6 0 N ~0
ﬁ What percentage Title VII 2 3 | 1 . 80 )
were PAC . o ’ 1 ! : . .
v | meetings? - ' Title I o9 . 0 0 .0 | ) ¢
. . Migrant Programj:- 6 - 1 0 0
\ . ) \ ‘
What percentage Title VII .0 0 1 5 -
were written s : T \
communications? Title I 2 ¥ 3 .2 ' 2
12 Y N \ . 4 "
! Migrant Program 1. 1 . 2 3

Numbers reflect frequencies of’teachers' responses.

Figure'S—lb. SUMMARY OF PRE-K TEACHERS' RESPONSES TO QUESTION 10c, PRE~K TEACHER INTERVIEW.
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10.d. Whatwere qhe purpos/es of these (parents)-contacts? Please 1ist the purpose and assign a Yo
’ -~ p&rcentage to each. . < , <
J =N RO ' ) .
‘\‘ - ~ a o | R ¢
N * 13 a{ [}] h R
-5 ) =1 . ' N . 1. ,
q° > v h. o ra . !
go| 8. o v o . . g )
. , o | H~1ag}H o o f o
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0 vl S AR EEREN = 2 lA o 1A 0
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LN E R R R glefz lE o] (12 |
y é?gdﬁ’ AdAofltolg - >l } = >la A Jo [a] J 0
0 Q o 0w §.9 &l Q* [o¥ > -~ o H w [} V] o]
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o b0 -4 -~ ~ Q 0o« < 3} N L0 [0} fos] o0 U '™ L Q
slbde e (28 s alee]gdalglatelsls1atelRlElg]s
Al fa f& AR ESZE R E R ER A R K < | e & 15 |~ 16 -
- . . . 4—“ v
Title VII L 3,02 1212 kY 21113 4tojojopr{rjrjzjojojo 0 {3
A . ¢ N ‘ *
: N ' B g : Ea B ;
Title 1 - 612 161]3 4 §.2 5, 4. s{fi1f{2to0joj1yoj2§14.0104j1%2
B . ’ L4 - -
Migrant Program | = 3 | 1 f4a:j 4 | 271 if7 2. lalrfrtolojofofjofrfirfr{s
. A o e f . . ’ ¢ . M .
,. , MR . ’ 4 . .
Numbers reflect frequencies of teachers' responses, Please note the majority,of .
* teachers did riot assign a peftentage to each., All teachers mentioned several .

“ purposes,
14

5

v

. : : v
Figure §-17. SUMMARY OF PRE~K TEACHERS' RESPONSES
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11. In which of the following areas listed. below, did your superyisor (T;;tructiona] coordinator) - "
, work with you? Check as many as app]y. - \ ) R
r - ] \ . ‘ 9 . ‘ L
_ j . ~ ] . .
_ ., ! \‘ .
P O O |
| 25 a?E’lS'? Fe|Re IRE ] 2l &8 . v
| T 0 It o Hh O 8P PR [ I] og l T l \
s o mnlooo ] Eomlr--mln ::rg -
\ 1 deqeade 8aemlEsl el pol '
I .
L] EETEEIBEIESIE T IEERR FR \
. e ]eg | 8 B Dy ARy B ‘. .
l.ggy"Byg n I “lgelzply
R I [y ’ I l 0 0 | 0w+ O I K= ~
©op | o8 g & > VR
;| . | } | 10 o] ®]o©o .
e R . , S 4
@ Title VII | .50 6 5 ] 4 .5 161 515 | 2- Superirisor is ‘'excellent ' /‘
XY l I p l « = l l I I
~ 1 . 'l . | [ i 2
1 | I i 1 I ¥ " =
. I v i | ) | | I y- Purchase of camera-She’s very helpful,
Title I } 6 1 91 8 |} 2 H 2 : 9 : 5 { 2 } 1 - Supervisor is helpful with everything.
1 % { }. — —t : '
Migrant l . l \l ' | ) I | | | 1- She 8 brought visitors to observe.
_ '&, Program I 7 7 | 6 | 5 o[ 7 | 5§ o 1 - She's been very helpful, easy to
o ' . l ¥ 1 l | | ; communicate with her,. ’
2 ‘a a | - / ~
Numbers reflect frequencies of tegchers" reSponses.‘
!

. , A -
Figure S-18, ‘SUMMARY OF PRE-K TEACHERS' RESPONSES TO QUESTION 11, PRE-K TEACHER INTERVIEW. .
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What topics sho'ul& be offered for inservice
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training for prekindérgartén téachers?
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Figire S-19. SUMMARY OF PRE-K TEACHERS' BE

Numbers réfIbct number of teachers responding. . \ )
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THtle VII Teachers Only
i, How do you use your aide? What percentage of time does the aide spend in each type'of activity? N
) Type of Activiey , Percentage of Time T
- prepares and collects {ustructional materials « + « «, o %. . e r~ 50% .
teaches o v 0 o 00 0 v Miiie e A e e e e e W 25%
supervises of students . o ¢ v v . v b e e e s e a e e 25% ) Yy
alde also helps translate notes Lo PUICHLS + « « o ¢ « o o « o o » ..& not given .
: |
asslsts 1w all teaching of lessons and goes to lunch ., . . . . . . e agt given . 3
s ! .-, i ]
serves a8 a teaching asslstant—relnforces « o o v o o v o ppe v 0 o s 95% . N
makes bullerin boards and materials . . o v v v ¢ o W O 5%
. N i
serves cumpletcfy as a teaching assistant-same ase 1
other pre-K teacher —— she®s tops o « v v v o o 0 0 o o o o o o o o not given ' .
. .
- e i
teaches same amount of time as teacher. Buth ‘ : ' , Y ]
cluean up and Prepare LORELREr o v ¢ v 4 ¢ 4 e 4 b 4 ste 0 0 0 s . not glven .~ ) LI
- 'l o =
. 7 } . ®
does vucabulary lessons . .+ . . e e e e e e e s 10X
does visual training . . . . Cv e e e e e e 102 . 3
dues motor trafning o0 . “ b e s e a e e e 10X ‘}
conducts art lessons , . . . S b e e e e e e 102
teaches creative moves o+ o . TR 10%
reads storfes « « o« ¢ o o o o [ 5%
wurks on‘centers o . o o o o P 52 .
teachegs AISD curriculum . . e e s e e e e e s 10X ’
works with-Atnch, snacks . . o % R REEERE | 5%
Supplements curclCulum o v o o o v avi o 0 e b ams e b e 8 S e e . 5%
¢ . prepares materfals o 0 0 0t e e e e e s e e e e e e e e 102 *
prepares bulletin boards o . v o o o o 0 v v o0 e 0 e \. .. . loz ,
\ Aol ., v - ¢ ! R . “
Figure S-=20| SUMMARY OF TITLE VII TEACHERS' RESPONSES ‘TO QUESTION 1 (FOR TITLE VII,
TEACHERS ONLY), PRE-K TEACHER INTERVIEW. s
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Questions for Title.VII Teachers Only
\ 7 . ‘ ‘o o e . 8 ~ s | § + el
2, a)-\D1d you participate in deﬂflopIng the BECP "At Home" activities?

/11 teachers responded they had not.
b)' Did you participate in’ imptementing the "At Home" activities? ‘

All teachers responded.yes.

c) How oftes do the "At Home' activities occur?

FREQUENCY NUMBER OF TEACHERS REPORTING
“weekly 2 '
after each unit 2
) every 2 weeks 1
started very good (?) 1

"d) Did you find evidence thatbarents/re]atives engaged in the "At Home"
activities? - .

AZ/l’"teachez;s regponded yes.

If you answered yes, for how many of your student's was this true?

NUMBER OF STUDENTS

-

18 out of 18
14 out of 18
9 out of 18
12 out of 18
most out of 18
16 out of 18

Pigure S-21, SUMMARY OF TITLE VII TEACHERS' RESPdNSES TO QUESTION I2 (FOR
: TITLE VII TEACHERS ONLY), PRE-K TEACHER INTCRVIEW.
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Questions for Title VII Teachers Only

—

¥, Did you find the inservice training sponsored by Title VII beneficial?

All teachers responded yes.

If yes, why? )
LY

. The formal inservice was all good. =
. Frequent meetings allow for problem solving. and the giving of beneficial
news.

The inservice brings new ideas and new ways of teaching concepts.
New ideas could help us.

Most of the time could determine what benefited us. |

It gave different ideas and methods - learn from others.

You get new ideas.

Can visit classrooms of others.

Teacher learned a lot. '

Teacher is motivated to try new ideas.

Teacher learms easier ways to de things.

Figure S-22. Sf%ARY OF TITLE VII TEACHERS' RESPONSES TO QUESTION 3 (FOR
ITLC VII TEACHERS ONLY), PRE~K TEACHER INTERVIEW.
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1.

Questions for Title I/Miér;pﬁ Teachers

.- ™ <

-~ ‘ . Title I Teachers ' , r

) .
What hdave been the bengfits.of not having an Tide this sghoo] year?

.
‘-

. Blank. T ) S

. There's more teacher/student interaction.
. Students are more self-reliant since teacher is the only adult.

.. None. Yo : o

. Did have two parent voluntéérs for parties, field trips, and food

.

preparation, - . - .
. A big none - no benefits. Q
. Nothing. - : )
. Fewer children., -
. I pl&n by myself without having to go over it with aide. .
. I wasn't here last year, but would like an aide. » =

. I have 3 smaller class:size without an aide,

. I have maintained higher expectation3,for the children. -
. There is more parenti}nvolvement;

. Children are more independent.

*+ Children do more creative art projects.

. Children hear only consistent standard English spoken.

Figure S-23. SUMMARY OF TITLE I TEACHERS'.RESPONSES TO QUESTION 1 (TITLE 1/

, MIGRANT TEACHERS ONLY), PRE~K TEACHER INTERVIEW.
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. Questions for Title I/Migraft Teachers .

" Migrant’ Program Teachers _ v

‘ - .
I . 1. What have been the benefits of not having an aide this school” year? .
. None. ’ . ,«‘ . \

. I feel I have more class control since I am the only authority figure.
. It's easier to plan (takes less time) since I do not have to coordinate
with anyone else,
. I know -more what is going on instructionally and what childrens
responsibilities are.
. I have team~taught with the Title VII teacher and her aide and it has
« worked well.
+ The children responded better to me since I was the only adult (chil-
ren used to magipulate‘two’ adults).,
_». I have to be extra!brganized and have activities done far in advance \
of Sthe units. ‘ '\\\
'+ Children were given more responsibilities.
‘e Teacher and children feel closer to each other (2).
. I got more l-to-1 attention with the children.
.° There was the smaller class size.
. Children’ sgywed more i%?ependent béhavior. .

-

.

Figure S-2,. SUMMARY OF MIGRANT PROGRAM ‘TEACHERS' RESPONSES TO QUESTION 1
S (TITLE I/MIGRANT TEACHERS ONLY), PRE-K TEACHER INTERVIEW.
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»

‘Questions for Title I/Migrant Teachers

NG

Title I Teachers

@

] [

What have been the drawbacks df not having an aide this schoef year?

While the teacher works with one small group, the rest of the children
were not receiving instruction from the aide and were unsupervised,
Units were not covered as !ktensively - there was less art and stories.
Art and other projects took longer to complete.

There is not enough supervision on study trips when parents qannot come.
Some units took longer to cover. ,

There was less time for one-to-ope. ;
Cannot leave children when get emergency calls (2).'

Art projects require constant supervision. . .
Teacher gets no break ‘all day. -

More teacher time is spent cleaning up.

Trips have been difficult even when parents help.

There large group instruction now instead of small group instruction.
There no.reinforcement in group with no aide.

Teacher spends more time in non-instructional tasks.

Less children have been seen.

Teacher can see bif§ différence this year ~ children aré& 3 or 4 months
behind in -development.

Art ‘is not as refined because of lack of individual help.

Teacher .has not made ds many materials (2).

Children lost out. . T
Field trips were not as enjoyable because children were harder to control’
Classroom management is a problem - it is harder to get kids doing things.
There has been a cultural lag since aide was Spanish speaker and could

" help with words for Spanish-speaking children: .

There is no continuity in routine if the teacher is absent.

Less time is available to -make materdials to go with units.v

Teacher misses bilingual help from aide (2). . :

Teacher had to charge the way she ran a small group.which resulted in
covering less material in unit. After children were trained to the new
way, this improved. .

There was no dependable help on field trips.

Teacher formerly presented more materials with aide's reinforcement

to children. .

Children need more help. .

It is hard not having a person to communicate with the Spanish-speaking

. children. ~

e ¢ © o o

There is no help in preparing materials, bulletin boards, games, etc.'
It takes more time: planning field trips.

‘Teacher is not ready in A.M. '

It takes time from center time for maintenance.

Teacher does involve children more in preparation - out of desperation.
Class.foregoes some activities because of no help i.e., cooking.
There. 1S not enough "affect' on study trips although parents do help.

It is a problem not having as much time to spend individually’

Figure S-25. SUMMARY OF TITLE I TEAGCHERS' RESPONSES, TO QUESTION 2 (TITLE I/

MIGRANT TEACHERS ONLY), PRE-K TEACHER INTERVIEW.
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Questions for fitle I/Migrant Teachers

Migrant Program Teachers

’

2. What have been the drawbacks of not having an aide this school year?

. There are too many children in the small groups.
. There is not enough time for one-to-one.
lass has not covered as many units.
« ‘Teacher ha cut back on art activities.
gre isnot enough help with study trips. - .
a problem having to take the whole class whenever teacher gets
a phonie call or there is an emergency.
In addition to working with the children, it is hard to do aill the
. other things like - prepare bulletin boards, change learning centers,
clean room, sweep carpet,'laminate, prepare lessons, order films,
plan, do study trip$®, order materials, etc., etc.
. Class is not coverifig as much material® or as many projects as last
year. . N
. Teacher has less time for individual attention (2).
, Teacher cannot supervise children as much.
. Teacher has no help in' making instructional materials.
. There is less help for study trips.
. There is less help with behavior management.
y . Teacher is not able to work with-small groups as well.
s. The situation is more stressful for the teacher - she is with the
children every minute and her constant attention is required.
. Material preparation previously done by the aide really takes time.

. Reinforcement activities are not done as much as with aider .
. Class has not done as many activities in the units because of lack
of help. ) . -

. Teacher is exhausted by the end of the day.
. It is hard to do all the clerical work and bulletin boards, etc.-alone.
~, Teacher has more discipline problems in large/groups. . '

. It is a problem not having another adult to talk with about the child-
ren, » '

. There are fewer small groups -~ aide used to work with small groups
and reéinforce theif.

. There is less individual ianstruction. v

. There is no support during unusual, or emergency situations.

. Class cannot do as many elaborate things in art or units.

Figure S-26. SUMMARY OF MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHERS' RESPONSES TO QUESTION 2
oo (TITLE I/MIGRANT TEACHERS ONLY), PRE-K TEACHER INTERVIEW.
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| AUSTIN - INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
Office of Research and Evaluation

3

" December 16, 1981

TO: Lee La sﬂe ' . ’
FROM: Caéhegm‘ ch i'so’éé\é?u
TRROPGH: Freda Holley 7-eeli Naklm cron C . : '

SUBJECT: ™ Title I, Migrant, and Title VII Pre-K Comparisoms

& $
-

As a result of our meeting with Timy, you, and your staff, we understand

your needs to have our office do a comparative study actross the Title I,

Migrant, and Title VII Pre-K Programs. The Title VII auditors' concerns

focus on a perceived lack of uniqueness of Title VII as compared to the
" Title I and Migrant Programs. .

Although ideally,extensive full-day observations across the three programs
are desirable, the person-cost arnd planning involved are prohibitive. Since
our designs were set in September and resources committed (and some already
expended), we feel that a less 'costly measure is in line.

We would like to do a structured interview with all the pre-K teachers.
These interviews would focus on what the teachers do. We hope to ascertain

om these what similarities and differences exist in the programs and how
they operate. .
In past evaluations, (except for Title I and Migrant) information across .
programs has not been strictly comparable for various reasons (observations
done by different people, etc.). This year it seems most important that the
interviews be as colparable as possible. Therefore, I plan to elther conduct ° 8
all the interviews myself or hire and supervise a constltant to do so. ‘i A
would make some adjustments in my evaluation to accomodate this activity." '

Timy Baranoff,h;§ already submitted Suggestions for interview items. I would
appreciate you and your staff also sending me any ideas you have for items by
mid January. Conducting these ingérviews in February ot 'March would be ideal.

Does this plan meet with your approval? Ay -interview, format developed will , |
be submitted to you and your staff for review. ' ' ' , .

. . ’ .
cc:lg ) |
-« - * 4 . o . L. ’
cc: Karen Carsrud Timy Baranoff Ruth MacAllister Oscar Cantu
- Jonathan Curtis . Anita Uphaus Carmen Gamboa '
Martin Arocena  ° Anita Coy . Eva Rivera N
e e . , s-36 41y
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L} : .
. AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
044ice of Research and Evaluation
 Hanch é%z
10: Geypp, Jon, Karen, 7Maw;h . ) o
FROM: C e - ' b . < _

SUBJECT: Pre-K Interviep-Tiems
3 . . . .

/Eénﬁaed are two sets of possible pre-K feachen interview items. Sofie

; overlap and some are just stated in different ways., Both are rough

drafts. . Please stan the items that you geel need fo be {ncluded in'the .

interview, Make any wording changes desited and add any items you feel

are not already covered.

PLease give me yowr feedback.by March §,\ 1982 s0 we can gormalize the gormat
and get project stads .tg review Lt.

CC:4g
EncZosunes

APPROVED: 4)@4%@7 S

- Vhecton; Research and tvaluation

. ,
»y

3
i
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» , ’ . .
. AUS'E[N INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT oo o
. . Office of Researcii and Evaluation o J)*
3.' I March 12, 1982 . ’
. X . \-/ N "\ .
. .

TO: Persons Addressed - .

. -, . .
FROM: // Catheri£:£;ﬁfistner . -

SU@JECT: Draft of Title.I, Title VII and Migrant Pre=K Teacher Interview

4 ‘ 4
Our staff has drafted a pre-K interview format that we hope will shed 1ight ‘
on the similarities and differences among the programs. Please review the
attached format and give me your ack as gsoon as possible (not later

than March 24, 19822 so we can finaliz the format and begin conducting the

_interviews. r ‘

Thank you for your cooperation. ' , J

CC:lg ) ‘ .
et Enclosure : . )

APPROVED: c/ A /M o

§ . i . Director, Research and Eﬁ;}ééﬁion - - ’

Persons Addressed Lee Laws RS
: ~ Oscar Cantl . i ) C
* - - Timy Baranoff - o
. Anita Uphaus o ) o
\k ' Carmen Gamboa o 3
Anita Coy re o '
C o Eva Rivera .’ y V o
cc: Jonathan Curtis >
- Karen €arsrud O
‘Martin Arocquﬁ, Y - ‘ -
: hacs .

’ . L3 . 0
) . . .
N ! ] M"" - ' '
L]
J ' :~ . b “y
. . . ~ . 1




81.26-

' o 'Attaghméht S-4
(Page 1'of 4)

. PREKIHDERGARTEN TEACHER INTERVIEW

Ic'achor' s Name

T

_ Program(s) ____ Ticle I ___ Title VII __ Migrant

——

17 Do you use English all the time for your instruction? ___ Yes ¥o

1f you use another language ple'nse dicate what percentages of each language
vou use for eachmof the following: . )

\ . FORMAL' INFORMAL )
~ " INSTRUCTION "INSTRUCTION
\ English Spanish Oche: ‘English Spanish Other
a) English~dominant students ) 4 )4 4 4 )4 4
RENEN - ' Y '
c7_“11;) Spanish-dominant students by , 4 4 ) 4 2 %
c) Other students ox PR z z x
* L
2. Check how you uged euch source- Check any What X of your'
Other you used instruction came
The nain Supple~ (please to taach from each curric-
. : curriculum mencary define) math ulum source?
ALSD .
BECP _
Peabody Kit

Por'cage

Self-D::v,lop Units

Baryfaldi

——.
—p———
——t——
—————
—
———
-
—————

Othar:

3. a) How do you diagnose your students' insI:ruccioul needs—do you use a chocili{:
of sld.lis, coupetencies, concepts, or ‘lthx
1

b) Where did you get Lhe method you use? ) '
c) How often do you check your 'scudencs' needs?

4. How do you plan for students' individual insgmccio:ul needs?

! . .

¢

5. This question duls wﬂ:h how you organize the scudencs for instruccion. N ’

a) What po:cenugo of the- tide for'instruction do you iUse large groups (including
* the whole clus)? ,

' ' B .




* ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

81.26

. ‘ Attachment Se4

(continued, page 2 of 4

. - /

”~
4

b) What percentage of the time for ins,:tx’xccion dg you use small groups (size

14

c). What percentage of the tims for instrui::ion do you use one-to-one?

)?

[

d) What percentage of cha tize. for instruction do you use a cm\nbinbacion'z(plcuc

explain )

if you divide your students inca instructional groups, what criteria do ydu use

to group? Please check all that apply?

age - languag; dominance (based
* on standardized tests)
ability : ~

—__other (please expld.n).

language dominance ‘(based

pcrsomlicy on teacher oburvuion)

When the children work alone what cypcs o! things are they doing?

Chack the category of cuchers with whom you participated/contacted in each of the

following a.rus. -1

Title VII '[Lcle I Migrant*
, Pre=K re=K Fre=K Kindergarten Others

Teachers Teachers Teachers Teachers (Define) None

Share ;dus — —_— s — — —_

Provide training — — - — - —

Prepare instruc- —_ —_— —_— —_ —_ —_

tional units

Share teaching —_— —_— — S ’ - —

duties . ‘

Plan classroom ' .
‘activities .

4 - . i
How frequent is your contact with your community representative(s)?

Less than
once a month

__. More than
once a veek

— Once a Every two
week . ) aks

- Once a
month

This quncf&; deals with your commynications with your students' parents.
lec use the percentage range to answer the itams. ' - '
02-25% 26%-50% 51%-73%

76%-1002

. a) What p‘rccnugc of parents dfd you have contact
with:
more than once a week?

onice a’ waek? ) .

once
ohce
less

every two weeks? - ‘

a month?
than once a month?

not at 'a1l? -

s o

* 5-40 ' |

*



81.26 ' ) Attachment S-4 ;
. (continued, page 3 of 4)

0 " " 0%-25% 26%-50% S1%Z-75% 762-100%
b) What poicmuge of communications with parenc}" /
+41d you initiate?
What percentage of communications with parents . . -
did the parents initiate? ) 4

¢! What percentage of these contacts were by phone?
. ' What percentage wera counferences?
/ \ . What percentage were parent training sessions?
What percentage vere PAC meetings? L
What percentage were written communications?

o d) What were the p'u:pous of these contacts? Pleasa list the purposes and assign
- . a percentage to each. . )
4

11, 1In which of the following areas listed below did your supervisor (instructional
cnordinator) work with you? Check as many as apply.°© ) .

Structional supervision . inserviceftraining .
communicatiofis with other taeachers

___. program information | communications with parents

classroom management . other (please define) ’ .
parent training ’ . ,

.- curriculun materials

12. What toplcs should be offered for inservice training for prekindergirten teachers?

q N .
. &‘ & q
. Title VII Teachers Only _ ' '.,.\§ ,
A ' 1, How do you use your aide? What parcentage of time does the aide spend in each
’ type of activity that you named? . ) ' ) ‘
- * .
* ) L . . * " )
2. a) Did you participate in developing the BECP " At Home " ‘activities? __ Yes ._ No
b) Did you garticipate in implememting the " At Bome " activities? __ Yes ___ No
c) How often do the " At Home " activities occur? -
- . ’ d) Did you find evidente that parents/relatives engaged in the " At Home " sctivities?
' : ° . Jes _ _No 1f you answered yes, for how of your students was this
true? j °
” R , i 1
~ 3., Did you find the inservice training sponsored by Title VII beneficial? __Yes __No
. 1f yes, why? 1I1f not, why not? K .
4
< 'S - .
e S g \r' * ‘-
- - .
[ * i * . . . . .
» 1 ) K ) ag
' 415
o . ‘ ST 8-41 . c - .
ERIC -~ ~ . A




-~ ! : . Attachment $-~4
- (continued, page 4 of 4

-

Title I/ Migrant TWachers

Note: In mMing the following two questions, pleasg counsider if you nade’

any changes in organizing studeats for instruction, scheduling, number or amount

of unit(s) covered, study trips, etc. Also consider if any changes in student
-y

behavior can be npted. N

[l

1. What have Deen the benefits of Bot havi,gg an aide this school year?

» .

' * ! -

2. What have been the drawbacks of not having an aide this school yeai? .

-
-t




81.26 - ' .  Attachmefit S-S

_— AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT | - -
Office of Research.and Evaluation~

) .
T0: - ° Title I, Title VII and Migrant pre-Kindergarten Teachers
(VRN Y : QQT . ) N
FROM: Karen arsrud, Martin Arocena, and ‘Cather ristner RN

~ - - . . . v

-SUBJECT: PreéK Teacher Interv1ews . .

Ag part of the evaluatio& of the pre-kindergarten programs, all pre-K

. teachers will be interviewed this spring. Mrs, Fran Olson will be, con-
ducting the interviews. The information gathered will be used to compare
the three programs,

The data will be tallied collectively so your individual .reSponses will
be kept confidential. Mrs. Leonila Gonzalez from our office will be
calling you in the near future to arrangg an interview time that will be
convenient “for you. The interview should take no more than 30 minutes.

The interview format to be used is attached. N
- . - \
* Your cooperation is greatly appreciated. .
RC:MA:CC:lg - e - ‘ ' "
Enclosure ~ : :
APPROVED: jfE?iZELA{ZA./ ﬁ??éf;éléfze_\,/’// ‘
. Director, Research and\Evaluation‘§7
APPROVED: /g% Ve (Lo < '
Assistant Superintendent for Elementary Education
") ' - | : ' S
cc: Lee Laws o '
Timy B&rﬁhgff
Oscar Cantu . S . ) ;
Anita Uphaus . " ) ' e v
" Anita Coy ‘ i ' T . ,
Carmen Gamboa o Vs
Principals with pre-K teachers , o » .
Eva Rivera

~ S=43. ‘ .




