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Executive Summary

The Infusion Project was born out of Literacy Connects' belief that a concentrated infusion of
innovative and student -centered literacy services into a schal and its surrounding
community would result in better outcome s for children and adults would fare better in
education, training, career, and the larger community. The Infusion Project unites several
Literacy Connects programs with other community -based literacy and education services,
and works to ensure that these programs and services are coordinated at elementary
schools within specific communities that tend to have fewer resources available.

In its second year, the Infusion Project was implemented at Mission Manor Elementary
School and Los Nifios Elementary Schoolin Sunnyside Unified School District (SUSD). The
schoolshad similar demographics in terms of gender, race/ ethnicity , and primary
language. One of the schools, Los Nifios, had a sixth grade whle the other did not.

Each school was able to tailor the programming and delivery to its needs but universal
elements included:

1 Literacy Connectsd Stories that Svmear! (Magi c
writing & arts integration curriculum;

1 One of two family -based programs: Family Reading Night (FRN), a quarterly event
designed to emphasize how parents can help their children become successful
readers, held at each school in coll aboratio
program and available to all fa milies; or Family Education Night (FEN), a year -long
program that included ELAA classes, A dult Basic Literacy (ABL) tutoring center,
family literacy activities and children language and literacy activities;

1 Literacy Conne clnhtandive RSIapgranmy on&San®rk reading
coaches for designatedunderperforming 1st-3rd grade students and free books for
pre-K - 6th grade students;

1 Teach the Parent Reach the Child (TPRC), a workshop series in which parents learn
strategies for helping their children become confident, independent readers;

1 Literacy Connectsd English Languageandcqui si't

1 SUSD6s Parents as TeacherldhoddRom&-yisitipgr ogr am, an
curriculum.

An evaluation was conducted on individual programs with the e xception of the PAT
program, FEN, and Magic Box/STS; PAT was not asked to share data for this evaluation
and suitable data was not available for FEN and Magic Box/STS. Preliminary efforts were
also made to evaluate the impact of the Infusion Project at the school level.

LeCroy & Milligan Associates, Inc. ﬁ
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There were suggestions that each element of the Infusion Project that was studied had the
intended effect on its target population in the predominantly Hispanic Miss ion Manor and
Los Nifios communities, although these find ings relied, for the most part, on self-report
data and not on objective indicators that would provide more reliable and valid data.
Although it was not possible to compare beginning of year and year end RAPS data for the
entire schools dueto a substantial amount of missing data, there was also some indications
that effects of Infusion Project activities may have been visible at the school level; again,
however, more stringent data collection tools would be needed to confidently demonstrate
the effectiveness of the programs. Data collection strategies are still evolving to support
illustrating effectiveness of the overall project in enhancing literacy and support for literacy
at the school community level.

All or nearly all of the parents who attended Family Reading Night at Los Nifios,
completed the Family Reading Night Survey reported that they would use the strategies
that they learned at home that night with their child; that they thought they would read
more with their child as a result of a ttending the event; and that they felt better prepared to
help their child with reading.

There were several indicators of success of theRSI program. Despite variety in the intensity
of delivery at the two schools, among students who received the RSI program for the whole
year, there were notable improvements in RAPS scores at both schools. Teacheralso
primarily reported moderate to significant improvement in reading skills, attitude toward
reading, and engagement in classroom/ learning activities . All o f the RSl coaches reported
that their student improved in their confidence in reading aloud and nearly all coaches
reported that their studentds excitement about
nearly all coaches reported that their student impr oved at least modestly in their interest in
books; in some cases, coaches reported extraordinary improvement. Reading coaches at
both schools alsoreported an almost universally positive experience, and all but one
reading coachreported that they planned to volunteer for the same school next year.
Coaches reported particularly liking to work with students 1 -1, help students, and see
student improvement.

Parent participants who responded to the TPRC Participant Survey reported very high

rates of improvement as a result of the TPRC classes in a variety of areas related to
supporting their childrends reading. BAAgIinning
classes at both schools, which were open to parents and others, reported improvement in

their understanding and communication in English as a result of the class their English

skills. Participants also reported involvement
ELAA teachersalso reported that skill improvement was evident among their students

particular ly in the deliveries where attend ance was consistent.
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Efforts to assess reading and writing attitudes at the end of the year indicated that over half
of students at both Mission Manor and Los Nifios reported that they liked or loved reading
at school and even more reported that they liked or loved writing at school. However,

when broken down by grade level, the distribution of positive attitudes about reading was
strikingly different across the grades, with lower grades reporting more positive att itudes.
The consistency of these fndings across schools suggests pasibly developmental issues at
play and that it may be difficult to draw conclusions about student attitudes toward
reading using a single tool across all grades.

At both sites a shift in attitudes by grade toward writing was less evident Further, a
majority of students at both schools reported feeling positive about sharing stories they
wrote. These findings could relate to the implementation of Stories that Soar, an Infusion
Project element that was not included in the evaluation due to limited reliable data.
Suitable data collection tools and research with intervention school students and a control
student population could better illuminate these implications .

The followi ng recommendations are made for program improvement :
1. To maximize the potential of evaluation activities to demonstrate project effectiveness:

a. Continue working with school partners responsible for collecting and sharing
RAPS data to better provide for analysis of program and school-level effects of
the Infusion Project;

b. If an assessment tool for skill measurement that is appropriate to the
backgrounds and Iliteracy |l evels of Literac:
identified , consider developing and collecting data that objectively assesses
measurable change in skills in relevant areas;

c. In assessing reading and writing attitudes of students across the elementary
school population, consider using data collection tools that take developmental
issues into consideration. More than one tool may be necessary;

d. Improve data collection for both individual programs and for larger indicators.
For example, while data collection from volunteers and teachers can be difficult
to achieve, it would be optimal to have RSI teachers and coactes reporting on
more of the students;

e. Consider identifying a reliable strategy for collecting and reporting on the
effects of Stories that Soar to confirm the effectiveness of its role, currently
hinted at in school-level indicators.
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2. RSI coaches at both #es reported an almost universally positive experience and all but
one reading coachreported that they planned to volunteer for the same school next
year. To maintain continuity of volunteers, continue meeting their needs and
addressing their concerns:

a. Assure that students with emotional or behavioral difficulties that are hard for
reading coachesto manage are not assigned to RSI

b. Address minor dissatisfaction with Site Coordinator support at Mission Manor.

c. Consider addressing the RSI program improvements suggestedby RSI coaches,
including more time per session; shorter Professional Development sessions;
begin earlier in the year; reach out to more students; more teacher contact at the
beginning of the year and during the year; fingerprinting done earli er; more
activity resources; and more communication between school staff and RSI
coaches about student unavailability due to testing.
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Introduction

The Infusion Project is a special project of Literacy Connects. Literacy Connects,a nonprofit
organization in Tucson, Arizona, provides literacy services to community members of all
ages. Literacy Connects was formed in 2011 through the merger of five literacy programs
with a shared belief that, by working together, the programs would be able to make a
deeper and more comprehensive impact on community literacy. Literacy Connects
programming includes services designed to inspire children to engage in literacy activities,
provide coaching in reading for children whose skills are delayed, and help adults lea rning
reading, writing, math, and English. Additionally, programming is available to teach
parents about the importance of reading to children, and thousands of books are
distributed to children and adults.

The Infusion Project was born out of Literacy Connects' belief that a concentratedinfusion of
innovative and student -centered literacy services into a school and its surrounding
community would result in better outcome s for children and adults would fare better in
education, training, career, and the larger community. The Infusion Project unites several
Literacy Connects programs with other community -based literacy and education services,
and works to ensure that these programs and services are coordinated at elementary
schools within specific communiti es that tend to have fewer resources available.

In its second year, the Infusion Project was implemented at Mission Manor Elementary
School and Los Nifios Elementary Schoolin Sunnyside Unified School District (SUSD).
Each school was able to tailor the programming and delivery to its needs but universal
elements included:

1 Literacy Connectsd Stories that Smear! (Magi c
writing & arts integration curriculum;

1 One of two family -based programs: Family Reading Night (FRN), a quarterly event
designed to emphasize how parents can help their children become successful
reader s, hel d at each school in coll aboratio
program and available to all families; or Family Educ ation Night (FEN), a year-long
program that included ELAA classes, ABL tutoring center, family literacy activities
and children language and literacy activities ;

1 Literacy Conne clhtasndive RSIapdgranmy on&San@rk reading
coaches for desgnated 1st-3rd grade students and free books for pre-K - 6th grade
students;

1 Teach the Parent Reach the Child (TPRC)a workshop series in which parents learn
strategies for helping their children become confident, independent readers;

1 Liter acy E@gish hamguags Acquisition for Adults (ELAA) program ; and

LeCroy & Milligan Associates, Inc. ﬁ
Literacy Connects Infusion Project EvaluatidgdNALg October, 2015 10



1 SUSDG6s Parents as TeacherldhoddRom&-yisitipgr ogr am, an
curriculum.

Literacy Connects contracted with LeCroy & Milligan Associates to analyze data collected
on specific program elements of The Infusion Project and to analyze data collected from all
children at the served schools at the end of the year.

Infusion Project Programs and Assessments

Stories That Soar!

Stories That Soar! (ST§ is a program of Literacy Connects that offers several components

encouraging reading, writing, and creative expression. Its goal is to develop a love of

writing and creative expression in students. The STS component specific to the Infusion

Project isthe Magic Box. STS staff provide a brief training for teachers, then hold a school -

wide assembly in which the Magic Box, OoOhungry f
al42lday period, teachers encourage stuidBomts to w
Sudents may submit as many stories as they like. The Magic Box staff read all the stories

that the children submit and choose a certain number of stories per school. These stories are

then performed by professional actors for the students. The student authors are recognized

during this school -wide performance. Evaluation tools that are collected include a STS Post

Residency Teacher Survey currently undergoing adaptation to improve reliability . Results

of the STS Post ResidencyTeacher Surveyfrom the 201415 school year will not be

included in this report.

Whil e analysis of the Magic BDMsnginadudedmmhisof Lit e
report, 2014-2015 was the &h year for delivery of this program at Mission Manor. Mission

Ma n o rh@mders have participated every year of their primary careers. In addition, in

20132014, a grant to STS! made it possible for approximately 20 SUSD high school students

to illustrate and create books from 18 Magic Box stories by Mission Manor students. STS!

provided programming at Los Nifios for the first time this year with strong school support .

Effects of the STS! programmay underlie writing attitudes analyzed at the school level.

Family Education Night (FEN)

Family Education Night (FEN) took place tw ice a week from September to May at Mission

Manor, beginning its third year there when the Infusion Project was officially launched.

FEN consisted each semester of two ELAA classes (Beginning and Intermediate), an ABL

tutoring center, bimonthly familyread i ng acti viti es, and childrends
expression activities. For this report, only data from the FEN ELAA classes have been

analyzed.
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Family Reading Night

Family Reading Night (FRN) was developed for implementation at both schools, a decisi on

guided partly by the decision not to replicate FEN, which is very volunteer -intensive, at the

second school, LosNifios. ELAA classes were instead offered at LosNifios during the

school day, eliminating challenges of i mpl ement
Family Reading Nights occurred quarterly (twice per semester) at Los Nifios and one time

only at Mis sion Manor. FRN required the greatest amount of collaboration among members

of the ol nfusion Project Team, 6 which included
Coordinator, school Principal, schoaol Title | Facilitator, Parents As Teachers Director, and

an Infusion Project AmeriCorps m ember. The FRNevents allowed each school to explain

the parent- based component of their schoolwide reading curriculum, Success For All. In

addition, families had a chance to read together and children chose free books to take

home. Results from the Family Reading Night Parent Survey, collected from parents

following each event, are included in this r eport.

At Mission Manor, one evening of FEN classes wascancelled in order to offer FRN;
however, participation in the FRN event was very low, so ho attemp ts were made to repeat
FRN at Mission Manor. FEN classes resumed a Mission Manorand continued through
early May.

Reading Seedintensive

Reading Seedintensive (RSI)is a program of Literacy Connects that provides intensive
reading support to select under-performing children in first through third grade during the
school day at Mission Manor and Los Nifios . Reading support is provided by trained
volunteer reading coaches that work with the children one on one for 45 minutes , two times
per week. The reading coachesare trained in the same reading principles that are taught at
the schools, so that the methods and language used byeading coachesare congruent with
what students are being taught in the classroom. The reading coaches also provide 12 free
books to the student at each @aching session.

Evaluation tools that are collected for RSl include:

1 School records- demographic information collected by SUSD;

1 Reading Analysis and Prescription System (RAPS 360} reading and language
assessment collectedoy SUSDat the beginning and end of the school year;

1RSI Coach Survey - collected at the end of the school year from the reading coach to
assess his or her experience and his or her impression of improvement made by the
student;
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1RSI Referral Formd completed by the teacher of the RSI student at the beginning of
the school year to refer him or her to the RSI program, documents student reading
level and attitude toward reading; and

1RSI Teacher Surveyd completed by the teacher of the RSI student at the end of the
school year and documents student reading level and attitude toward reading.

Resultsfor RSI students at Mission Manor and Los Nifios Elementary Schools are included
in this report for demographic s, number of intervention hours received, number of f ree
books received, RSI reading coach impression of student improvement, teacher impressions
of student im provement, and change in student RAPS scores between the beginning and
end of the year assessments. RSI reading coach andeticher satisfaction are alsancluded in
this report.

Teach the Parent Reach the Child

Teach the Parent Reach the Child (TPRC)s a program originally created by Literacy

Connectsd Reading Seed progr am,/(PCPL) BakéWaynbBor Count y
Books (MWFB), and Pima Community College Adult Education (PCCAE). TPRC s a four

week parent-delivered training program that helps parents learned how to help their

children become more effective readers, provided while children are simultaneously

engaging in literacy activities. Parent facilitators, many of whom have participated in

previous TPRC workshops and have, as often as possible, children attending the school

where it is being held, work with Literacy Connects and/or Pima College Adult Education

staff members to plan the four two -hour sessions. Staff members cover logistics such as

securing sets of books and making handouts. However, it is a parent, or team of parents,

who deliver the sessions, since parent facilitation leads to a much higher comfort level

among participant s, the building of community, and increased willingness on that part of

parents to share concerns about t heleliveredhi |l dr end
workshops develops the parent facilitatorsod tea
other parents to become more effective teachers to their children.Evaluation tools that are

collected for TPRC include: the TPRC Parent Survey, which assesses parenfiperceptions of

their improvement in helping their children with reading and reading activiti  es.Results of

the TPRC Parent Survey are included in this report but do not distinguish between schools.

English Language Acquisition for Adults

English Language Acquisition for Adults ( ELAA) is a program of Literacy Connects that

provides educational support to adults for whom English is not their primary language.

Programming is provided by trained volunteers with the goals of helping English language

learners gain confidence in using English in their everyday lives, which ultimately

empowers parentst o be involved i n t hbBvdluatioctdolsthadaree nds educ
collected include: the ELAA Teacher Survey and theELAA Student SelfAssessment, both
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of which collect information on student improvement. Both surveys were updated between
the fall and spring semester deliveries to collect additional information and to provide

more detail about student improvements. Results of the ELAA Teacher Survey and the
ELAA Student Self-Assessment are included in this report. Results arereported separately
for each semesterFor the ELAA Student Sel-Assessment, results are also reported
separately by level (beginning and intermediate), which was specified in the survey; the
ELAA Teacher Surveydid not distinguish between level and results for beginning and
intermediate are combined.

Parents as Teachers

Parents as Teachers is a program of SUSaNd is based on a national, evidencebased model
of early childhood home visitation , beginning as early as prenatally and up to age six. Basic
services include: 1) personalhome visits, 2) developmental screenings at 6mos, 12mos, 24
mos, 36mos, and 48mos., 3) group "connectors" or parent education meetings (an
extension of the home visit in which parent -child activities are demonstrated and further
parent education takes place), and 4) a referral network to address identified child and
family needs. Sunnysideds PAT also holds |ibrar
fathers and children. Literacy Connects does not collect evaluation dataf or SUSD&s PAT
program.

Schootlevel Change

Evaluation tools that are collected to assess change at the school levahclude a Literacy
Habits and Attitudes Survey collected from all students at Mission Manor and Los Nifios
Elementary Schoolsat the beginning and end of the school year. This tool is undergoing
adaptation; however, to guide future program and evaluation implementation, r esults from
the year end Literacy Habits and A ttitudes Survey are included in this report .

Demographics
SUSD data was analyzed to report on demogragphics, including number of students at each

school, gender distrib ution, and race/ ethnicity distribution .

Reading levels
Reading levels were analyzed using results from the RAPS 360provided by SUSD. RAPS

360 assesses student reading ability according tahe following scale:

1 M=Meeting or exceeding grade level - the student is reading and comprehending
text at or above their actual grade level.

1 A=Approaching grade level ¢ the student is reading and comprehending text 1 year
below their actual grade level. Students in this category have passed the
Comprehension Screening at or above their actual grade level, but did not pass the
Fluency test at grade level
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1 C=Critical - the student is reading 2 or more years below their actual grade level.
Students can be categorized as Critical if they fail either the Comprehension or
Fluency portions of the test.

Results
School demographics

Mission Manor

There were 660 students at Mission Manor Elementary School.Mission Manor did not have
a 6h grade. The number in each grade is illustrated in Exhibit 1. Of these students, 48.6%
were girls (n=321) and 51.4% were boys (n=339).

Exhibit 1. Number of studeimseachschool by grade, Mission Mar{a=660)
Number of students

Siade in each grade (%)
Kindergarten 94 (14.2%)
First 126 (19.1%)
Second 120 (18.2%)
Third 117 (17.7%)
Fourth 97 (14.7%)
Fifth 106 (16.1%)
Total 660 (100%)

The race/ethnicity distribution of Mission Manor students is illustrated in Exhibit 2. Most
students at Mission Manor were identified as Hispanic. Many Mission Manor students
spoke English as a secondanguage; 106 students were designated as an English Laguage
Learner (ELL) (83 ELL only and 23 Special Education/ELL).

Exhibit 2. Race/ethnicity distribution of Mission Manor styde6&0).
Number of students

Race/ethnicity in each race/ethnicity (%)
African American 11 (1.7%)
Asian/Pacific Islander 1 (0.2%)
Hispanic 521 (78.9%)
American

IndiariAlaska Native 18 (2.7%)

White 109 (16.5%)
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Los Niios

According to data provided by SUSD, t here were 742 students at Los Nifios Elementary
School! Unlike Mission Manor, Los Nifios had a 6 th grade. The number per grade is shown
in Exhibit 3. Of these students, 49.7% were girls (n=369) and 50.3% were boys (n=373).

Exhibit 3 Number of students in each school by grade, Los (Kifi0$2).
Number of students

Clacs in each grade (%)
Kindergarten 91 (12.3%)
First 142 (19.1%)
Second 97 (13.1%)
Third 100 (13.5%)
Fourth 120 (16.2%)
Fifth 99 (13.3%)
Sixth 93 (12.5%)
Total 742 (100%)

The race/ethnicity distribution of Los Nifios students is illustrated in Exhibit 4 . Most
students at Los Nifios were identified as Hispanic. Many Los Nifios students spoke English
as a secondanguage; 116 students were designated as an English Language Learner (ELL)
(97 ELL only and 19 Special Education/ELL).

Exhibit 4 Race/ethnicity distribution bbs Nifiostudentgn=742).
Number of students

Racefethnicity in each race/ethnicity (%)
African American 69 (9.3%)
Asian/Pacific Islander 6 (0.8%)
Hispanic 545 (73.5%)
American IndidAlaska Native 24 (3.2%)

White 98 (13.2%)

1 Other sources indicated that there were 631 students at Los Ninos Elenyentthe 201415 schoolyear;
the data for LodNifiosprovided by SUSD was analyzed anég®rted herein but may reflect an inflated
number of students.
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Schoolwide Intervention: Famly Reading Night

Family Reading Night was held twice in the fall semester and twice in the spring semester
at Los Nifios. The Infusion Project gave away 860free books at these events. The number of
free books provided by event is illustrated in Exhibit 5.

Exhibit 5.Number of free books provided at each Family Reading Night, Bos.Ni

Event Number of free books distributed to families

Family Reading Night #1 230
Family Reading Night #2 200
Family Reading Night #3 180
Family Reading Night #4 250
Total 860

Family Reading Night Surveys were collected at each delivery. Results of the surveys are

reported below. Some families attended Family Reading Night more than once so there is

some duplication of families across time points ; however, only two families attended more
than two Family Reading Night events.

Results will not be reported for Mission Manor. Family Reading Night was h eld one time at
Mission Manor; t he evening was not well attended and only one Family Reading Night
Survey was collected. A total of 40 free books were given away atthis event. Family
Reading Night was subsequently discontinued at Mission Manor. A variation on Family
Reading Night, a Family Reading Fair, was also held at Mission Manor in an effort to
identify a more functional strat egy to promote reading to families. Although the Family
Reading Fair did not prove sustainable, the Infusion Project gave away 325 free booksat
this event.

Famly Reading Night Parent Survdyesults: Los Ros

Family Reading Nightt1. Thirty -five surveys were collected at the first Family Reading
Night of the school year. Most parents (88.6%, n=31) reported that they were
Hispanic/Latino ; African American (n=1), White (n=1) and mixed race parents (n=2) were
also represented The number of children that parent participants reported having ranged
from one to eight and represented a total of 84 children under the age of 18.Parents
attending represented mostly elementary school-aged children. (See Exhibit6).
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Exhibit6. Ages of childrerepresentedy parentsatL 0 s  [RamflydReailing Nightl , School
Year 201415

13
11
9 9
8 8
3 3 3
2 2 2
III O I s i
0 0
, N O

4 5 6 7 8 9 11 12 13 14 15 16 17

0-1 2 3 10
Age in years of children of adult participants

= = =
IN o ™ o N I
a1

Number of children at each age
N

All parents who responded to surveys at the first Family Reading Night (100%, n=35)
reported that they would use the strategies that they learned at home that night with their
child. Nearly all (94.3%, n=33) reported that they thought they would read more with their
child as a result of attending the event. Nearly all (91.4%, n=32) reported that they felt
better prepared to help their child with reading.

Parents were askedw hat elsethey would like to learn about to better support their child in
school. Responses are provided inAppendix 1.

Family Reading Night#2. Eighteen surveys were collected at the second Family Reading
night of the school year. Most parents (72.26, n=13) reported that they were
Hispanic/Latino ; three parents reported that they were American Indian/Alaska native
and two reported that they were White . The number of children that parent participants
reported having ranged from one to three and represented a total of 40 children under the
age of 18. Parents attending represented mostly elementary schoolaged children. (See
Exhibit 7).
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Exhibit7. Ages of children represented by parents at LosINBasnily Reading Night #2, School

Year 201415
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All parents who responded to surveys at the second Family Reading Night (100%, n=18)
reported that they would use the strategies that they learned at home that night with their
child. All parents (100%, n=1§ reported that they thought they would read more with their
child as a result of attending the event. All parents (100%, n=18)reported that they felt
better prepared to help their child with reading.

Parents were askedw hat elsethey would like to learn about to better support their child in
school. Responses are provided inAppendix 1.

Family Reading Night3. Fifteen surveys were collected at the third Family Reading night of
the school year. Most parents (80.0%, n=12) reported that they were Hispanic/Latino ;
White (n=1) and mixed race parents (n=1) were also represented and oneparent did not
report on their race/ethnicity . The number of children that parent participants reported
having ranged from one to eight and represented a total of 27 children under the age of 18.
Parents attending represented mostly elementary schoolaged children. (See Exhibit 8).
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Exhibit8. Agesof children represented by parents at Las {l Basnily Reading Night #3, School
Year 201415
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All parents who responded to surveys at the third Family Reading Night (100%, n=15)
reported that they would use the strategies that they learned at home that night with thei r
child. All parents (100%, n=15) reported that they thought they would read more with their
child as a result of attending th e event. All parents (100%, n=15 reported that they felt
better prepared to help their child with reading.

Parents were askedwhat else they would like to learn about to better support their child in
school. Responses are provided inAppendix 1.

Family Reading Night4. Thirty -three surveys were collected at the fourth and final Family

Reading night of the school year. The majority of parents (66.7%, n=22 reported that they

were Hispanic/Latino ; White (n=3), and mixed race parents (n=7) were also represented

and one parent reported t Themnumberohcbildrénghattparenc i t y as
participants reported having ranged from one to seven and represented a total of 74

children under the age of 18. Parents attending represented mostly elementary schoolaged

children. (SeeExhibit 9).
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Exhibit9. Ages of children represented by parents at LosINBasnily Reading Night #4, School
Year 20141
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All parents who responded to surveys at the fourth Family Reading Night (100%, n=33)
reported that they would use the strategies that they learned at home that night with thei r
child. Nearly all parents (97.0%, n=32) reported that they thought they would read more
with their child as a result of attending the even t. Nearly all parents (93.9%, n=31) reported
that they felt better prepared to help their child wi th reading.

Parents were askedwhat else they would like to learn about to better support their child in
school. Responses are provided inAppendix 1.

Targeted InterventionReading Seethtensive

At Mission Manor and Los Nifios, students who were underperforming in reading were

selected to receive coaching from an RSl coach. Teachers referred the students in the fall; in

some cases the teacher played a role in selecting the students to be referred and in other
casesstudents were identified bythe school 6s Title 1 facilitator (1
0 Readi ng TNifem.OReddingpcoaches met with their students twice a week.

At Mission Manor, coaches worked with a total of 31 RSI students during the year. Overall,
coaches provided 1008 coachingsessions for a total of 756 hours, with an overall average of
24 hours per student; the number of sessions per student ranged from 16to 47. At Los
Niflos, coaches worked with a total of 27 RSI students during the year. Overall, coaches
provided 1137 coaching sessions for a total of 858 hours, with an overall average of 41
hours per student; the number of sessions per student ranged from 17 to 56.

To evaluate the impact of RSlservices in their intended delivery format, students at the
Infusion Project schools were identified who participated in RSlIfor the entire 201415
school year and completed both the year start andyear end RAPS 360 assessments§orty -
one of the total fifty -eight students worked with RSI reading coaches for the entire 2014
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2015 school year and also had scores for both the pre and post RAPS test&7 students at

Mission Manor (87% of those served by RSIand 14 students at Los Nifios(50% of those

served by RSI) Missing post-test RAPS scores were a lger issue at LosNifios and

i mpacted our ability to more fully analyze RSI

Results for these RSI students at Mission Manor and Los Nifios Elementary Schools will be
reported for demographics, number of intervention hours received, numbe r of free books
received, RSI reading coach impression of student improvement, teacher impressions of
student improvement, and change in student RAPS scores between the beginning and end
of the year assessmentsRSI reading coach impression of student improvement will be
reported for both schools combined. RSI reading coach satisfaction will also be reported.

Demographicgor RSistudentswho received complete programming

Exhibit 10illustrates the number of students from each grade. Of the 27 RSI students at
Mission Manor, slightly more (55%) were boys; 81.5% (n=22) were Hispanic Of the 14 RSI
students at Los Nifios, slightly more (57%) were boys; 92.9% (n=13) were Hispanic

Exhibitl0. Frequency oRSktudents by school and grade.

Grade Mission Manor Los Nifios
First 6 7
Second 7 3
Third 14 4
Total 27 14

Mission ManorRSI delivery

Number of intervention sessions and hours

For the 27 RSI studentsincluded in analyses, the number of coaching sessions per student
at Mission Manor ranged from 13 to 47 with an average of 331 sessions. The total coaching
sessions provided at Mission Manor for these studentswas 895.

For the 27 RSI studentsincluded in analyses, the number of hours of coaching per student
ranged from 9.75 to 35.25 with an average of 24.9hours per student. The total number of
hours of coaching provided at Mission Manor for these studentswas 671.25

LeCroy & Milligan Associates, Inc. ﬁ
Literacy Connects Infusion Project EvaluatidgdNALg October, 2015 22



Number of free books provided

RSl students at Mission Manor received a total of 450 free books from reading coaches.This
number includes all students at the school who received any RSI services, including those
who are not included in analyses.

Mission Manor RSI outcomes
Change in RAPS360 levels

The year start and year end RAPS 360 levels of RSI students at MissioiManor are
presented in Exhibit 11. At the beginnin g of the year, 22RSI dudents at Mission Manor
were assessehutoalgnnéwer ei aabéssed as ocritical 6 b
end, two students who received RSI coaching during the school year due were reading at
grade level.

Exhibitl1. Percentaind frequency of RSI students at each RAPS 360 level at year start and year end,
Mission Manor

RAPS 360 Level Year start Year End
C (Critical) 81.5% (n=22) 33.3% (n=9)
A (Approaching Grade Level) 18.5% (n=5) 59.3% (n=16)
M (Meeting Grade level) 0% (n=0) 7.4% (n=2)
Total 100% (n=27) 100% (n=27)

Cell sizes were too small to run a chi-square test for statistical significance.

Teacherimpressions of student improvement

Mission Manor t eachersreported on student improvement for 22 of the 27 RSI students.
Teachers reported improvement in reading skills for over 90% of these students. See Exhibit
12. Teachers reported improvement in attit ude toward reading for over 95% of these
students See Exhibit13. Teachers reported improvement in engagement in classroom/
learning activities for over 95% of these students. See Exhibit14.
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Exhibitl2. Teachereport of improvement in reading skills, Mission Manor.
60%
50% 45.5%
9.1%

40% 36.4%
30%
20%
9.1%
10%
1 ]

Did not improve (n=2)  Improved moderately Improved significantly Improved an extraordinary
(n=10) (n=8) amount (n=2)

Exhibitl3. Teacher report of improvement in attitude toward reading, Mission Manor.

60%
50% 45.5%
40% 36.4%
30%
0,
20% 13.6%
0% I
Did not improve (n=1) Improved moderately  Improved significantly Improved an extraordinary
(n=8) (n=10) amount (n=3)

Exhibitl4. Teachereport of improvement in engagement in classroom/ learning activities, Mission
Manor.
60% 54.5%

50%
40%
31.8%
30%
20%

9.1%
10% 4.5%

— ]
0%

Did not improve (n=1)  Improved moderately  Improved significantly Improved an extraordinary
(n=12) (n=7) amount (n=2)
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LosNifos RSI delivery

Number of intervention sessions and hours

For the 14 RSI students included in analyses, he number of coaching sessions per student
at Los Nifos ranged from 30 to 56 with an average of 421 sessions. The total coaching
sessions provided at Los Nifios for these studentswas 590.

For the 14 RSI students included in analyses, he number of hours of coaching per student
ranged from 22.5 to 42.0with an average of 31.61hours per student. The total number of
hours of coaching provided at Los Nifios for these studentswas 442.50

Number of free books provided

RSl students at Los Nifios received a total of 650 free books from reading coachesThis
number includes all students at the school who received any RSI services, including those
who are not included in analyses.

Los NifloRkSI outcomes
Change in RAPS360 level

The year start and year end RAPS 360 levels of RSI students dtos Nifios are presented in

Exhibit 15. At the beginning of the year, ten RSI students at LosNifios were assessed as
ocritical é but only two were assessed as Ocriti
who received RSI coaching during the school year due were reading at grade level.

Exhbit 15. Percent and frequency of RSI students at each RAPS 360 level at year start and year end,
Los Nifios

RAPS 360 Level Year start Year End

C (Critical) 71.4% (n=10) 14.3% (n=2)
A (Approaching Grade Level) 28.6% (n=4) 57.1% (n=8)
M (Meeting Grade level) 0% (n=0) 28.6% (n=4)
Total 100% (n=14) 100% (n=14)

Cell sizes were too small to run a chi-square test for statistical significance.
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Teacher impressions of student improvement

Los Nifios teachers reported on student improvement for 11 of the 14RSI students.
Teachers reported improvement in reading skills for over 7 0% of these students. See Exhibit
16. Teachers reported improvement in attitude toward reading for over 90 % of these
students. See Exhibit17. Teachers reported improvement in engagement in classroom/
learning activities for 90 % of these students one teacher did not report on this item for one
student. See Exhibit18.

Exhibitl6. Teachereport of improvement in reading skillss Nifios

60%
50%

40% 36.4%

30% 27.3%

18.2% 18.2%

Did not improve (n=3) Improved moderately (n=4nproved significantly (n=2jnproved an extraordinary
amount (n=2)

20%

10%

0%

Exhibitl7. Teacher report of improvement in attitude toward reading, Los Nifios.

60%
50% 45.5%
9.1%

40% 36.4%
30%
20%
9.1%
0%

Did not improve (n=1) Improved moderately (n=3nproved significantly (n=4jnproved an extraordinary
amount (n=1)
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Exhibitl8. Teachereport of improvement in engagement in classroom/ learning activities, Los Nifios.

60%
50%
40%
30%
20%

50.0%

30.0%

10.0% 10.0%
P ]
0%
Did not improve (n=1) Improved moderately (n=5)mproved significantly (h=3)mproved an extraordinary
amount (n=1)

Reading coach impression of student improvement

RSI reading coachesreported on their impressions of student improvement since the

beginning of the year in confidence in reading aloud, excitement about reading, and

interest in books. All coaches (n=27) reported that their student improved at least modestly
intheirconfidence in reading aloud; 18. 5% (n=5) report
had improved an extraordinary amount. (See Exhibit 19). All but one coach (n=26) reported

that their studentds excitement about reading h
reported that their studentds excitement about r
amount. (See Exhibit 19). All but one coach (n=26) reported that their student improved at

least modestly in their interest in books; 11.1% (n=3) reported that theirstudent 6 s i nt er est
books had improved an extraordinary amount. (See Exhibit 19).

Exhibit 19. Reading coach impression of student improveunieig the year.

Did not Increased Increased Increased

increase modestly significantly extraordinarily
mproved (nezr) o 0.0% 33.3% 48.1% 18.5%
Student ds excit 3.7% 40.7% 44.4% 11.1%

improved. (n=27)

RSI Coach Survey

RSI reading coachesreported on their overall experience as coaches. The RSI Coach Survey
was completed by 21 reading coaches who worked with students who received a full year

of coaching at Mission Manor or Los Nifios. Fourteen were reading coaches at Mission
Manor and 7 were reading coaches at Los Nifios Results of the RSI Coach Survey will be
combined except where school site is relevant.
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Number of student coached

RSI coaches reported coaching between one and four students. Most coaches reported
coaching only one or two students. See Exhibit 20 The average number of students coached
was 2.1.

Exhibit 20 Number of students being coached by RSI tutors.

Number of Percentage
students coached (Frequency)
1 38.1% (n=8)
2 28.6% (n=6)
3 19.0% (n=4)
4 14.3% (n=3)
Total 100% (n=21)

Coach Residency
Nearly all (90.5%) of the RSI coaches who responded to the RSI Coach Survey reported that
they resided in Tucson year round. One coach reported that they were a winter visitor and

7

another reported that their local residencywas 6 ot her . 6

Intent to volunteer next school year

Nearly all (95.2%) of the RSI coaches who responded to the RSI Coach Survey reported that
they planned to volunteer for the same school next year. One respondent was unsure and

r e p o rlioeed wodking at Miss ion Manor. However the drive is 30 -45 mins each way
(depending on traffic & road construction) and | need to work closer to my home . 6

Several coaches explained why they planned to volunteer at the same school:

1 ol enjoy working at Mission Manor. 6
1 ol would | ike the same school, but am willing to go elsewhere. 6
1 0ol enjoy working with the students and RS staff. 6

1 OPreferably at the same school because | will still be "busing” it at the beginning of
next year, and it's easy to take the bus from my house to thered

The Coaching Experience
RSI coaches were asé&d to consider the implementation of RSlat their school site and
report on several quality issues. These results will be reported separately by school.
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Mission Manor.For the most part, coaches reported a positive experience at Mission Manor.
SeeExhibit 21. All of the reading coaches who reported agreed or agreed strongly that they
had been provided a quiet space to work with their pupil; received teacher responses to
expressed questions or concernsfelt appreciated by teachers;and felt appreciated by
students.

Exhibit 21 Coach report of quality of experience, Mission Manor.

Disagree Agree

Disagree Agree Strongly

Strongly

| was provided a quiet, serprivate
space outside of the classroom to
work with my Reading Seed
students(n=14)

| was able to work with my student
oneonone for 30 minutes (or 45 0.0% 7.1% 14.3% 78.6%
min for RSI) each wedgk=14)

My students were able to sel¢lae
books we read togethe(n=14)

The teacher responded to any

questions or concerns | shared. 0.0% 0% 53.8% 46.2%
(n=13)

The School Site Coordinator and/c
teacher informed me of school
events that would interrupt my
coaching(r=14)

| felt supported by my School Site
Coordinator(n=14)

0.0% 0.0% 42.9% 57.1%

0.0% 14.3% 28.6% 57.1%

0.0% 21.4% 57.1% 21.4%

0.0% 7.1% 21.4% 72.4%

| felt appreciated by the teacher(s)
(n=14)

| felt appreciated by my students.
(n=12)

0.0% 0.0% 50.0% 50.0%

0.0% 0.0% 33.3% 66.7%

Three questions were asked in the survey to assure that the coacleswere being assigned
students who met the target popul deingosad criteri a
suitably. Results are reported in Exhibit 22. There was an indication that some students

assigned to RSlhad emotional or behavioral difficulties that were hard for reading coached

to manage.
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Exhibit22 Appropriateness of st udMissiagndanorgual i ti es an

Disagree
Strongly

Agree
Strongly

Disagree Agree

My studentkad at least

conversational English 0.0% 7.7% 23.1% 69.2%
proficiency. (n=13)

One or more of my students

had significant emotional or  38.5% 30.8% 23.1% 7.7%
behavioral difficulties. (n=13)*

| was asked to help my studet

with class assignments or 0 0 0 0
homework during coaching 78.6% 21.4% 0.0% 0.0%

sessions. (n=14)*

* Some items in this question set were negatively worded.

LosNifios. For the most part, coaches reported a positive experience at LofNifios. See
Exhibit 23. All of the reading coaches who reported agreed or agreed strongly that they had
been provided a quiet space to work with their pupil; been able to work 1 -on-1 with their
student for the requisite time; been able to select books with their student; been informed
about expected disruptions; felt supported by my School Site Coordinator; felt appreciated
by teachers; and felt appreciated by students.
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Exhibit 23 Coach report of quality of experiendegsNifios

Disagree
Strongly

Agree
Strongly

Disagree Agree

| was povided a quiet, senprivate
space outside of the classroom to
work with my Reading Seed
students. (n=7)

| was able to work with my student
oneonone for 30 minutes (or 45 0.0% 0.0% 14.3% 85.7%
min for RSI) each wedh=7)

My students were able to select th:

0.0% 0.0% 28.6% 71.4%

0, 0 0 [0)
books we read together. (n=7) 0.0% 0.0% 14.3% 85.7%
The teacher responded to any o 9 . o
questions or concerns | shared. (n St e 0.0% 85.7%
The School Site Coordinator and/c
teacher informed me of school o 0 0 0
events that wdd interrupt my 0.0% 0.0% 28.6% 71.4%
coaching. (n=7)
| felt supported by my School Site .
Coordinator(n=7) 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100%
I(fel;)appreciated by the teacher(s) 0.0% 0.0% 14.3% 85.7%
n=
I(fel;)appreciated by my students. 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100%
n=

Three questions were asked in the survey to assure that thecoaches werebeing assigned
students who met the target population criteria
suitably. Results are reported in Exhibit 24.

Exhibit 24 Appropriatenesse f st udent s® qual,iLdasNiress and support r

Disagree : Agree
Strongly Dl tEE A Strongly
My students had at least
conversational English proficienc 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100%
(n=7)
One or more of my students had
significant emotional d&wehavioral 57.1% 28.6% 14.3% 0.0%
difficulties. (n=7)
| was asked to help my student
with class assignments or 71.4% 14.3% 14.3% 0.0%

homework during coaching
sessions. (nN=7)

* Some items in this question set were negatively worded.
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GThe best parbf the Reading Seed program is the esreone experience that the
student and | share. This is exclusive time that someone is paying complete attent
them and listening to them. It is so rewarding to watch them 'blossom' over the cot

of the yearand become more confident not only in their reading, but in expressing
themselves as well. To have an adult who is interested in what they have to say wl

the same time expanding their understanding of what the ability to read offers thel
whichsdf O2dzNESZ | ¢gK2fS ySg ¢
-Reading Seed Intensive coach

Use of Resources

In the RSI Coach Surveycoaches were asked several questions about their use of resources.
Results are provided in Appendix 2. When asked what resources they found most helpful,
the most frequently selected was the Reading Seed Free Book Area and the least selected
was Professional Development.

Coach comments and suggestions aboutRSI

In the RSI Coach Surveycoaches were able to provide their thoughts about the best part of
the Reading Seed program, how the program could be improves, and any further thoughts
they wanted to share. The most common best parts of theRSIprogram that were identified
by reading coacheswere being able to work with students 1 -1 (n=9), helping students
(n=5), and seeing student improvement (n=5). Verbatim responses are provided in
Appendix 3. RSI coaches provided the following suggestions for improvement:

1 More time per session;

OWorking one on one with
the student and seeing their
1 Begin earlier in the year; interest in reading expand.
And, how excited they
become when they recognize

1 Shorter Professional Development sessions

1 Reach out to more students.

1 More teacher contact at the beginning of the year their reading and
and during the year; comprehension skills have
. L . improved. It does as much
1 Fingerprinting done earlier ; for me as it does for the
1 More activity resources; and student. &

L -Reading Seed Intensive coal
1 More communication between school staff and RSI

coaches about studentunavailability due to
testing.

Verbatim responses are provided in Appendix 3.
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Targeted Intervention: Teach the Parent Reach the Child

In 201415, TPRC was supported by PCCAE, MWFB and Literacy Connects through the
Infusion Project, and was delivered at Mission Manor and Los Nifios Elementary Schools.
The TPRC Participant Survey did not distinguish between school s; results are reported for
both deliveries combined.

TPRC Parent Survey Results

Fourteen individuals responded to the TPRC Participant Survey. All respondents reported
that their ethnicity was Hispanic/Latino. The number of children they had ranged from 1 -
4, a total of 33 children. The ages of the children rarged from one to twenty -three; 14 of the
children were 7 or under.

TPRC participants reported very high rates of improvement as a result of the TPRC classes
in a variety of areas related to supporting the

1 100% reported that they are 0a |l otdé more com
children as a result of the TPRC classs;

1 100% reported that they are 0a |l otdé more kno
their child or children need as a result of the TPRC classes;

1 100% reported that they are 0a |l otdé more com
about the importance of reading as a result of the TPRC classes;

1 93% reported that they are oO0a | otd better pr
read as a result of the TPRC classes;

(@)
3

1 86% reported that they are reading o0a | ot
result of the TPRC classes.

Targeted InterventionEnglish Language LearngeAdult

In the Fall of 2014, English language instructions for adults was provided to four ELAA
classes, two at Mission Manor and two at Los Nifios, each with its own volunteer teacher.
No official child care was provided but students were allowed to bring babies or toddlers

to class if necessary to promote access for parents of young children and sme parents did
so. In both semesters, theELAA classes at Mission Manor took place twice each week in the
evening during Family Education Night (FEN) programming . In both semesters, the ELAA
classes at Los Nifios took placein the morning twice each week. Each site hada beginning
class and an intermediate class, although the data did not provide for distinguishing
between the two. The classes ranged in size from 1626 and served a total of 87 students.
Two students patrticipated in two different classes but were only included for one data
point to avoid duplication.
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In the Spring of 2015, English language instructions for adults was provided to four ELAA
classes, two at Mission Manor and two at Los Nifios, each with its own volunteer teacher or
teaching pair. Each site has a beginning class and an intermediate class. The classes ranged
in size from 9-16 and serveda total of 44 students.

FallELAA Student Feedback Results.

Forty-one students provided responses to the ELAA Student Self-Assessmentin the fall of
2014 (Mission Manor beginning class n=9;intermediate class n = 9) (Los Nifios beginning
class n=11; Intermediate class nh = 12).

Beginning classedlost students in the beginning classes at both sites reported moderate

increases in comfort cmmunicating in English. (See Exhibit 25). All beginning students at

both locations reported improvement in their understanding and communication in

English as a result of the class. (Se&xhibit 26). All students at Mission Manor and most

students at Los Ni fios reported that they use English more in their daily lives a s a result of

the class 33.3% of the Mission Manor students report
in their daily life . (SeeExhibit 27).

Exhibit25. Asa result of the class | feel more confidentraomicating in English, Fall semester
Beginning Class.

100%
80%
60%
40%

0,
20% 9% 16%
0%

0%
0% I ’ _

No A little A lot

® Mission Manor (n=9) mLos Nifios (n=11)

Exhibit26. Asa result of the class | understand and communicate better in English, Fall semester
Beginning Class.

100%
80%
60%
40%
20%

0%

33%

No A little A lot

0% 0%

® Mission Manor (n=9) m Los Nifios (n=11)
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Exhibit27. Asa result of the cladsuse English more in daily life, Fall semester Beginning Class.

100%

0
80% 67% 73%

60%

40% 27% 33%

20%
0% 0%
0%

No A little A lot

m Mission Manor (n=9) m Los Nifios (n=11)

Beginning students reported on situations where they were using more English in their
daily lives. They reported using more English in the following contexts:

Mission Manor Los Nifios
Doctords appointm Doctord6s appointm
Chil drends school Chil drends school
Restaurants (n=4)
Banking (n=1)

With a neighbor (n=6)

On the telephone (n=2)

Restaurants (n=4)
Banking (n=3)

With a neighbor (n=2)
On the telephone (n=5)

=A = =4 =4 =4 =4 =
== =2 =4 a4 - -a -

Stores and shopping (n=6) Stores and shopping (n=7)

Beginning ELAA student shared descriptions of situations in which they are using more
English in the daily lives. Verbatim responsesare provided in Appendix 4.

Five ELAA students at Mission Manor and eight ELAA students at Los Nifios reported that
theyaremor e i nvol ved i nlaséaresultrofthe blass. Bightt LAA stidents
at Mission Manor and nine ELAA students at Los Nifios reported that they are more
connected to community services as a result of the classAll of the beginning ELAA
students at both sites reported that they seek out more opportunities to practice English as
a result of the class; four students at Mission Manor and two students at Los Nifios

reportedthatt hey seek out more opportunities O0a | ot.
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Beginning ELAA students reported on ways they are practicing their English. They
reported practicing their English in the following contexts:

Mission Manor
Reading books/magazines (n=8)
Reading to their children in English
(n=5)
Trying to use English in stores,
offices, etc. (n=8)
Watching TV shows in English (n=7)
Initiating conversations with people
(n=6)
Helping other people practice
English (n=2)

=

== =

Los Nifios
Reading books/magazines (n=7)
Reading to their children in English
(n=6)
Trying to use English in stores,
offices, etc. (n=10)
Watching TV shows in English (n=7)
Initiating conversations with people
(n=5)
Helping other people practice
English (n=3)

Beginning students were asked to report on other ways they were practicing English.
Students reported the following:

1
)l

Mission Manor

| use dictionaries.

I make games with my children in
English.

Los Nifios

9 Descargue una aplicacion en mi cellulz

se llama wlingua la cual la reviso y
practico a dido. [Translation: |
downloaded an app on my cell
called owlingua 6 that | access and
practice daily]

Beginning ELAA students reported on whether and in what wa ys they had made progress
toward their work goals. All of the beginning ELAA students at Mission Manor who
reported having work goals (n=5) reported that had made progress toward their work
goals. All of the beginning ELAA students at Los Nifios who reported having work goals
(n=4) reported that had made progress toward their work goals.
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Beginning ELAA students reported the following areas of progress related to their work
goals:

Mission Manor Los Nifios
1 Increased my job skills (n=3) 1 Increased my job skills (n=2)
1 Entered job training (n=1) 1 Entered education or college (n=1)
1 Gotanew job (n=1) 1 Volunteering at a school (n=2)

Beginning ELAA students provided specific examples of how they had made progress
toward their work goals. Responses were as follows:

Mission Manor Los Nifios
1 |try to speak a little more to my boss 1 Mimeta es saber lo indispensable par
and to the clients buscar un trabajgTranslation: My

goal is to know the fundamentals to
seach fora job].
1 En mitrabajo practico el ingles y con
mis nietos[Translation: In my job |
practice my English and with my
grandchildren]

Beginning ELAA students reported several first time accomplishments during the semester.
First time accomplishments included:

Mission Manor Los Nifios
Got a library card (n=1) Got alibrary card (n=4)
Got a driveros | Got a driveros |

Used a computer (n=2) Used a computer (n=5)

= = = =
= =4 = =

Used a dictionary (n=4) Used a dictionary (n=6)

Intermediate classeAll students in the intermediate classes at both sites repoted increases

in comfort communicating in English. ( SeeExhibit 28). All students at Los Nifios and nearly

all students at Mission Manor reported improvement in their understanding and

communication in English as a result of the class. (See Exhibit 29. All students at Los Nifios

and nearly all students at Mission Manor reported that they use English more in their daily

lives as a result of the class; 33.3% of the studentat both sitesr e port ed t hat they u
more English in their daily life. (See Exlibit 30).
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Exhibit 28 As a result of the class | feel more confident communicating in English, Fall semester
Intermediate Class.

100%

83%

80%

60%
44%

40%

20%
0% 0%

n

No A little A lot

0%
B Mission Manor (n=9) mLos Nifios (n=12)

Exhibit 29 As a result of the class | understand and communicate better in English, Fall semester
IntermediateClass.

100%
0,
80% 75%
60% 44%
40% 25%
20% 11%
0%
0y °
No A little A lot

m Mission Manor (n=9) mLos Nifios (n=12)

Exhibit 30 Asa result of the class | use English more in daily life, Fall semestaeediateClas.

100%

80%

67%

60%

40% 33% 33%
20% 11%

0,
o, I -

No A little A lot

m Mission Manor (n=9) mLos Nifios (n=12)
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Intermediate students reported on situations where they were using more English in their
daily lives. They reported using more English in the following contexts:

Mission Manor Los Nifios
Doctord6s appointm Doctord6s appointm
Childrends)school Childrends)school
Restaurants (n=7)

Banking (n=3)
With a neighbor (n=6)

On the telephone (n=8)

Restaurants (n=6)
Banking (n=2)

With a neighbor (n=5)
On the telephone (n=6)

=A =4 =4 =4 =4 =4 =

Stores and shopping (n=8) Stores and shopping (n=9)

=A =4 =4 4 -4 4 4 -4

Using community services (n=1)

Intermediate ELAA student shared descriptions of situations in which they are using more
English in the dally lives. Verbatim responsesare provided in Appendix 4.

Six ELAA students at Mission Manor and ten ELAA students at Los Nifios reported that

they are more involved in thei SXELAA studéntsats c ho ol
Mission Manor and nine ELAA students at Los Nifios reported that they are more

connected to community services as a result of the class. All of the intermediate ELAA

students at both sites reported that they seek out more opportunities to practice English as

a result of the class; threestudents at Mission Manor and six students at Los Nifios reported

that they seek out more opportunities o0a | ot. o

Intermediate ELAA students reported on ways they are practicing their English. They
reported practicing their English in the following contexts:

Mission Manor Los Nifios

1 Reading books/magazines (n=8) 1 Reading books/magazines (n=9)

1 Reading to their children in English 1 Reading to their children in English
(n=5) (n=10)

1 Trying to use English in stores, 1 Trying to use English in stores,
offices, etc. (n=3 offices, etc. (n=9

1 Watching TV shows in English (n=9) 1 Watching TV shows in English (n=9)

1 Initiatin g conversations with people 1 Initiatin g conversations with people
(n=5) (n=9)

1 Helping ot her people practice 1 Helping ot her people practice
English (n=1) English (n=6)
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Intermediate students were asked to report on other ways they were practicing English.
Students reported the following:

Mission Manor Los Nifios

1 1 speak English with my family (n=2) 1 Escucho musica en inglg3ranslation:
| listen to music in English].

Intermediate ELAA students reported on whether and in what wa ys they had made
progress toward their work goals. Three of the four intermediate ELAA students at Mission
Manor who reported having work goals reported that had made progress toward their
work g oals. Three of the four intermediate ELAA students at Los Nifios who reported
having work goals reported that had made progress toward their work goals.

Intermediate ELAA students reported the following areas of progress related to their work
goals:

Mission Manor Los Nifios
Increased my job skills (n=2) Increased my job skills (n=2)
Promoted to a better position (n=2) Promoted to a better position (n=2)

Got a new job (n=1) Entered job training (n=1)

=A =A =A =4
== == o A

Got a new job (n=1)

Intermediate ELAA students provided specific examples of how they had made progress
toward their work goals. Responses were as follows:

Mission Manor Los Nifios
1 In ashort time | became cook leader 1 Ahora me comunico mas con los
f 1 have a new job because | can have n empleados de la oficina en mi trabajo.
conversations with people English [Translation: Now | communicate
more with the office employees at
my work].
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Intermediate ELAA students reported several first time accomplishments during the
semester. First ime accomplishments included:

Mission Manor Los Nifios
Got a library card (n=2) Got a library card (n=4)
Registered to vote (n=1) Registered to vote (n=2)
Voted (n=1)

Obtained citizenship (n=2)

Obtained a driver
Checked out a library book (n=1)
Used a computer (n=3) Obtained a driver
Checked out a library book (n=2)

Used a computer (n=4)

= = =4 =4 -a -a

Used a dictionary (n=4)

= =A A4 -4 a4 -a -a -2

Used a dictionary (n=1)

Fall ELAA Teacher Feedback Results.

During the Fall of 2014, ELAA teachers reported that class attendance was googdwith more
ELAAstudents attendi dagLoxNifensbsitaoompasable ndrabgrscross

the two sites attendi ng (78% andnd% cbspgcvély)See O most da
Exhibit 31.

Exhibit31. ELAAClass Attendance, Fall 2014

60% 53%

40% .

38%

40%

23% 25% 22%
- -
0%

Rarely Some days Most days

B Mission Manor (n=48) m Los Nifios (n=36)

During the Fall of 2014, ELAA teachers reported that class participation was good. Teachers
reported that over half of students at each of the sitesparticipatedinclas s o0frequent |l y. ¢
Exhibit 32.
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Exhibit32. ELAAdass participation, Fall 2014

80%

66%

60%

20%
B = 0 H
Rarely Sometimes Frequently

m Mission Manor (n=46) m Los Nifios (n=35)

During the Fall of 2014, ELAA teachers reported that skill improvement was evident
among their students. Teachers reported that the vast majority of studentsimproved at
least somewhatat each site; teachers at LoNifios reported that 61% of their students
improved 0 subst ant Exhibitl33, . 6 See

Exhibit 33 Teacher report oELAAstudent English language improvenpieail 2014

80%

61%

60%
48%
40% 38%
0 29%
0,
..

Minimally Somewhat Substantially

B Mission Manor (n=40) ® Los Nifios (n=28)

Spring ELAA Student Feedback Results.

Twenty -six students provided responses to the ELAA Student Self-Assessment in the
spring of 2015 (Mission Manor beginning class n=5; Intermediate class n = § (Los Nifios
beginning class n=7; Intermediate class n = 9.

LeCroy & Milligan Associates, Inc. ﬁ
Literacy Connects Infusion Project EvaluatidgdNALg October, 2015 42



Beginning classedll students in the beginning classes atboth sites reported increases in

confidence communicating in English , with 60% of students at Mission Manor reporting

they feel 0a | oto mor e Eoghishf(See Exmbit 34c Al begionmg c at i ng
students at both locations reported improvement in their u nderstanding and

communication in English as a result of the class.(See Exhibit 35. All students at Mission

Manor and most students at Los Nifios reported that they use English more in their daily

lives as a result of the class 40.0% of the MissionManorst udent s reported that
|l ot 6 more Engl i s(beeiExhibit3g.ei r daily 1|ife.

Exhibit 34 As a result of the class | feel more confident cmicating in English, Spregmester
Beginning Class.

100%

80% 71%
60%
60%

40% 29%
20%

No A little Some A lot

20%
0% 0%

0%

® Mission Manor (n=5) mLos Nifios (n=7)
Exhibit 35 As a result of the class | understand and communicate better in Enigfighemester
Beginning Class.

100%
80% 71%

60%
40%

29%
20%

No A little Some A lot

40%
20%

0% 0%
0%

m Mission Manor (n=5) mLos Nifios (n=7)
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Exhibit 36 Asa result of the class | use English more in dailgjifingsemester Beginning Class.

100%

80%

57%

60%

40%
30%

20%

A little Some A lot

40%

20% 14%

0%
- ]
No

m Mission Manor (n=5) mLos Nifios (n=7)

Beginning students reported on situations where they were using more English in their
daily lives. They reported using more English in the following contexts:

Mission Manor Los Nifios
Doctords appogintm Doctord6s appointm
Chil drends)school Chil drends)school
Restaurants (n=2 Restaurants (n=2

On the telephone (n=2) On the telephone (n=1)

=A =4 =4 A =4

Stores and shopping (n=4)
With a neighbor (n=1)

Stores and shopping (n=5)

=A =4 =4 =4 4 =

Beginning ELAA student shared descriptions of situations in which they are using more
English in the dally lives. Verbatim responsesare provided in Appendix 4.

Four ELAA students at Mission Manor and seven ELAA students at Los Nifios reported

that they are moreinvolved i n their childds school as a resul
beginning ELAA students at both sites reported that they are more motivated to practice

their English as a result of the class; four students at Mission Manor and two students at

Los Nifios reported thatthey a r e 6 raorel motivated.
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Beginning ELAA students reported on ways they are practicing their English. They
reported practicing their English in the following contexts:

Mission Manor Los Nifios

1 Reading books/magazines (n=4) 1 Reading books/magazines (n=4)

1 Reading to their children in English 1 Reading to their children in English
(n=2) (n=7)

1 Trying to use English in stores, 1 Trying to use English in stores,
offices, etc. (n=9 offices, etc. (n=6

1 Watching TV shows in English (n=4) 1 Watching TV shows in English (n=3)

1 Initiatin g conversations with people 7 Initiatin g conversations with people
(n=3) (n=3)

1 Helping ot her people practice 1 Helping ot her people practice
English (n=1) English (n=1)

Beginning students were asked to report on other ways they were practicing English.
Students reported the following:

Mission Manor Los Nifios
1 [none] 1 Signs

All of the beginning ELAA students at both sites reported that they learned about
community services from their classm ates and teacher. (Se&xhibit 37).

Exhibit 37 During the class | learned about community services from classmates/®piihgrs,
semester Beginning Class.
100%
80%

57% 60%

h

60%
29%

40%
20% 20%

20%

0%

None A little Some A lot

m Mission Manor (n=5) mLos Nifios (n=7)
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Beginning ELAA students reported on whether and in what wa ys they had made progress
toward their work goals. All but one of the beginning ELAA students at Mission Manor
who reported having work goals (n=4) reported that had made progress toward their work
goals. All of the beginning ELAA students at Los Nifios who reported having work goals
(n=2) reported that they had made progress toward their work goals.

Beginning ELAA students reported the following areas of progress related to their work
goals:

Mission Manor Los Nifos
Increased my job skills .
" ¥ A [none]
(n=2)
1 Entered job training
(n=1)

Beginning ELAA students reported several first time accomplishments during the semester.
First time accomplishments included:

Mission Manor Los Nifios
Got a library card (n=1)
Checked out library books (n=1)
Used a computer (n=1)

Got a library card (n=2)
Checked out library books (n=1)
Used a computer (n=1)

=A =A =2 =4
= == =a A

Used a dictionary (n=2) Used a dictionary (n=1)

Beginning ELAA students were asked if the class had made a difference in their life and, if
so, how. Verbatim responsesare provided in Appendix 4.

IntermediateclassesAll students in the intermediate classes at both sites reported increases
in confidence communicating in English. (See Exhibit 38). All students at Los Nifios and
nearly all students at Mission Manor reported improvement in their understanding and
communication in English as a result of the class.(See Exhibit39). All students at both sites
reported that they use English more in their daily lives as a result of the class.(See Exhibit
40).
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Exhibit 38 As aresult of the class | feel more confidemmmunicating in English, Spsarmgester
Intermediate Class.

100%
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Exhibit39. As a resulbf the class | understand and communicate better in EBpgtisigsemester
Intermediate Class.
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Exhibit40. As a resulbf the class | use English more in dailySifeingsemester Intermediate Class.

100%
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Intermediate students reported on situations where they were using more English in their
daily lives. They reported using more English in the following contexts:

Mission Manor Los Nifios

Doctord6s appointm

Doctord6s appointm
Childrends)school Childrends)school
Restaurants (n=7)

With a neighbor (n=2)

On the telephone (n=4)

Restaurants (n=3
With a neighbor (n=4)
On the telephone (n=2)

= =24 =4 =4 A -2

Stores and shopping (n=4) Stores and shopping (n=8)

= =4 =4 -4 -4 -a -a

Using community services (n=1)

Intermediate ELAA student shared descriptions of situations in which they are using more
English in the daily lives. Verbatim responsesare provided in Appendix 4.

One ELAA students at Mission Manor and eight ELAA students at Los Nifios reported that

theyare moreinvolvedi n t heir c¢childds school as a result o
ELAA students at Mission Manor and all but one of the intermediate ELAA students at Los

Nifios reported that they are more motivated to practice their English as aresult of the

class two students at Mission Manor and four students at Los Nifios reported that they are

oa |l otdé more motivated to practice their Englis

Intermediate ELAA students reported on ways they are practicing their English. They
reported pr acticing their English in the following contexts:

Mission Manor Los Nifios

1 Reading books/magazin es (n=4) 1 Reading books/magazines (n=5)

1 Reading to their children in English 1 Reading to their children in English
(n=3) (n=6)

1 Trying to use English in stores, 1 Trying to use English in stores,
offices, etc. (n=2 offices, etc. (n=8)

1 Watching TV shows in English (n=5) 1 Watching TV shows in English (n=6)

1 Initiatin g conversations with people 1 Initiatin g conversations with people
(n=2) (n=4)

1 Helping other people practice 1 Helping ot her people practice
English (n=1) English (n=2)

LeCroy & Milligan Associates, Inc. ﬁ
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Intermediate students were asked to report on other ways they were practicing English.
Students reported the following:

Mission Manor Los Nifios
1 [none] T Ilisten to English language ragli
1 Ilisten to the radio in English.

Intermediate ELAA students at both sites reported that they learned about community
services from their classmates and teacher(See Exhibit 4J).

Exhibit 41 During the class | learned abcommunity services from classmates/teachers, Spring
semesteintermediateClass.

100%
80%

60%
40% 44%

40% 33%
20% 20% 20%
0%

None A little Some A lot

H Mission Manor (n=5) mLos Nifios (n=9)

Intermediate ELAA students reported on whether and in what wa ys they had made
progress toward their work goals. Both of the intermediate ELAA students at Mission
Manor who reported having work goals reported that had made progress toward their
work goals. The intermediate ELAA student at Los Nifios who reported having work goals
reported that he or shehad made progress toward their work goals.

Intermediate ELAA students reported the following areas of progress related to their work
goals:

Mission Manor Los Nifios
Got a new job (n=2) Got a new job (n=1)
Increased my job skills (n=1) Studied for GED/HSE (n=1)

Applied for a job (n=1)
Promoted to a better position (n=1)

LeCroy & Milligan Associates, Inc. ﬁ
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Intermediate ELAA students reported several first time accomplishments during the
semester. First time accomplishments included:

Mission Manor Los Nifios
Got a library card (n=1) Got a library card (n=1)
Obtained citizenship (n=1) Obtained citizenship (n=1)
Checked out a library book (n=1) Checked out a library book (n=1)
Used a computer (n=1) Voted (n=1)

Used a dictionary (n=1)

Intermediate ELAA students were asked if the class had made a difference in their life and,
if so, how. Verbatim responsesare provided in Appendix 5.

Spring ELAA Teacher Feedback Results.

During the Spring of 2015, ELAA teachers reported that class attendance was goodThe

ELAA teachers at both locations reported that the majority of beginning students attended

of requency 6 o r Exlibit A2wE AAsteadherSat leos Niios also reported high

rated of attendance at the intermediate class andELAA teachers at both sitesreported that

no intermediate studenS$esExrbit43ended only oOrarely.

Exhibit 42 ELAMAeginningClass Attendance, Spring 2015

60%

44%

40% 40%
40%
22% 20%
20%
0%
Rarely Sometimes Frequently Always

® Mission Manor (n=10) m Los Nifios (n=9)
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Exhibit43. ELAANntermediate Class Attendance, Spring 2015

80%

67%
60% 56%
40%
22%
20% 13%
0%
Rarely Sometimes Frequently Always

® Mission Manor (n=16) ® Los Nifios (n=9)

During the Spring of 2015, ELAA teachers reported that class participation was good,

although strong participation varied by site and by class level . ELAA teachersat Mission

Manor reported that 80%of beginningELAA studentspar ti ci pated i m® o©olrass 01
0 a | wéanmhile participation levels varied more broadly at Los Ni fios. SeeExhibit 44.

However, ELAA teachers at Los Nfios reported that 89% ofintermediateELAA students
participated in class o0frequentlydé or oal waysb
broadly at Mission Manor. See Exhibit 45.

Exhibit 44 ELAAeginning_lass Participation, Spring 2015

60%
50%
40% 0 0
33% 30% 33%
22%
20%
11%
0%
0%
Rarely Sometimes Frequently Always

B Mission Manor (n=10) m Los Nifios (n=9)
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Exhibit 45 ELAANntermediate Class Participation, Spring 2015

100%
80% /8%
0
60%
38%
40% 31%
20% 11%
0% 0%
0%
Rarely Sometimes Frequently Always

B Mission Manor (n=16) m Los Nifios (n=9)

During the Spring of 2015, ELAA teachers reported that skill improvement was evident
among their students on a variety of measures. For beginning ELAA students,
improvement was reported particularly in understanding and confidence. See Exhibits 46-
51. For intermediate ELAA students, strong improvement was reported across indicators at
the Los Nifioslocation, while less dramatic impro vement was reported at Mission M anor,
where attendance at the intermediate ELAA had also been reported as less consistentSee
Exhibits 52-57 below and Exhibit 43 above.

Exhibit46. HowmuchbeginningeLAAstudents improved their English, Spring, 2015

0 57%
60% 50%
40%
40%

0
20% 10%

0%

A little Some A lot

. 29%

® Mission Manor (n=10) m Los Nifios (n=7)
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Exhibit47. How mucELAAeginning students improved understanding of English, Spring 2105

80% 71%
60%
40%
40%
20%
20% 14%
o . m
A little Some A lot

m Mission Manor (n=10) mLos Nifios (n=7)

Exhibit48. How mucELAAeginning students impex their speaking in English, Spring, 2015

80% 71%
60% 50%
40% 30% 20%
20%
20%
0%
0%
A little Some A lot

® Mission Manor (n=10) mLos Nifios (n=7)

Exhibit 49 How mucELAAeginning students improvezhding in English, Spring, 201

80%
60%
60%
43% 40%
0,
40% 29% 29%
20%
0%
0%
A little Some A lot

H Mission Manor (n=10) mLos Nifios (n=7)
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Exhibit 50 How mucELAAeginning students improved writing in English, Spring, 2015

80%

67% 7%
%
38% 33%

6
60%
40%
20%
20% 14%
0%

A little Some A lot

m Mission Manor (n=10) m Los Nifios (n=6)

Exhibit 51 How mucELAAd egi nni ng studentsd confidence incre
80%

60%
60%

. 29%

43%

20% 10% -
0%

“

A little Some A lot

m Mission Manor (n=10) mLos Nifios (n=7)

Exhibit 52 Howmuch intermediateLAAstudents improved their English, Spring, 2015

80%
67%
60%
44%
40% 38%
(1)
22% 19%
20% 11%
0%
A little Some A lot

H Mission Manor (n=16) ®Los Nifios (n=9)
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Exhibit 53 HowmucHELAANtermediatestudents improveahderstanding of English, Spring 2105

100% 89%
80%
00% 44%
40% 38% :
0
20% 11%
0%
0%
A little Some A lot

m Mission Manor (n=16) mLos Nifios (n=9)
Exhibitc4. HowmucHELAANtermediate students improved their speaking in English, Spring, 2015

60% 56%
44% 44%

0
40% 38%
20% 19%
0
0%
0%

A little Some A lot

m Mission Manor (n=16) m Los Nifios (n=9)

Exhibit 55 HowmuclELAANtermediatestudents improveeading in English, Spring, 2105

100% 100%
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60%
44%
40% 31%
20%
0% 0%
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Exhibit 56 How mucELAANtermediatestudents improvedriting in Enggh, Spring, 2015

100%
80%
60%
44%

40% 38%
0
20%

0% 0%
0%
A little Some A lot

m Mission Manor (n=16) mLos Nifios (n=9)

Exhibit 57 How muckLAA nt er medi at e st udedpting,018onfi dence i
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Student Attitudes

End of Year Attitudeneasuredacross the whole school

The Literacy Habits and Attitudes Survey was collected from all students at each school
Exhibit 58 illustrates the number of students by grade at both schools. At Mission Manor,
333students completed the survey; kindergarten and 3rd grade had low representation. At
Los Nifios, 510 students completed the surveyand all grades had substantial representation
(including 6 t* grade, which was only represented at Los Nifios).

Exhibit 58 The numbenf students completing théeracy Habits and Attitudes Surveydrpade at
Mission Manqin=333)and Los Nifiog=510).

Misson Manor Los Nifios

Frequency (%) Frequency (%)
Kindergarten 13 (3.9%) 62 (12.2%)
First grade 95 (28.5%) 66 (12.9%)
Second grade 61 (18.3%) 78 (15.3%)
Third grade 22 (6.6%) 102 (20.0%)
Fourth grade 92 (27.6%) 93 (18.2%)
Fifth grade 50 (15%) 52 (10.2%)
Sixthgrade NA 57 (11.2%)

Literacy Habits and Attitudes Survey Restftis Mission Manor

At the end of the year, over half of Mission Manor students (69.3%, n= 23] reported that
they liked or loved reading at school. See Exhibit 59. Even more reported that they liked or
loved writing at school (72.0%, n=239). See Exhibit 60 When broken down by grade level,
students in the lowest grades appeared to hold more positive attitudes toward reading
with a lower frequency of positive attitude s evident in each subsequent grade;only 52.6%
of fifth grade respondents reported a positive attitude compared with 100 % of
kindergarteners. SeeExhibit 61. This shift in attitudes was less evident for attitudes toward
writing. See Exhibit 62.

Exhibits9. Year end attitudes toward reading fédission Manatudents. (n333).

50.0%

40.2%

40.0%

29.1%

0
30.0% 21.9%

20.0%

8.7%
10.0%
oo NN

| don't like it! It's ok. | like it. | love it!
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