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EXECUTIVEBUMMARY

The Austin Independent School District (Al&E2d local, state, and federal funds to
providea variety of summer pgramsin 2010, many of which providgopportunities for
students to accelerate academic learning, maintain academic skills between school years,
recover course credits, retake state achievement tests, or experience sieivebtransition
activities.The estimated total budget allocation f@010summer programs was nearly $6
million. The funds mainly covered staff salaries, materiatssarpplies, and transportation.
PROGRAMS ANBTUDENTSERVED

Over the pastour summers AISD has served betwegth,000and 13,000students
each summer session, with the Bsession serving abouf3,00Q About20%of these
students returned to AISD’s 20 summer schodfter attending theprior summer school
sessionTheSummer2010 academiefocusedprograms serving the mostudents includd
the following: aprekindergarten and kindergarten prograer English language learners
(ELLs}n =3,517),anelementary reading and maéimatics (mathjnterventionfor 5" graders
who needed to retakeéhe TexasAssessment of kowledgeand kills (TAKS) ireading andor
math (1 =942), amiddle schooprogram for coursereditrecovery andor 8" graders who
needed to retake TAKS reading &rdmath (=1,722) andahigh school program for course
acceleration or creditecoveryandfor 11" and 12" gradestudentswho neededo retakethe
exit-level TAKS(=1,782).

For some students, summer scho®ki critical opportunity for relearning essential
knowledge and skillggaining course credits, or passing TAKS. When students aessiutan
this academic work, they are able to progress to the next grade level, and in some cases,
summer school accomplishments prepare students to meet graduation requirements. For
students retaking the TAKS at grades 5, 8, andewél (grades 11 antl?) duringSummer
2010, the range of passing rates varied by subject and grade level, with some of the lowest
passing rates in matt24% at grade 521% at grade Band20% at exitevel) and the highest
passing rate in social studies (6a%exitlevelgrades. Middle and high school course passing
rates were highethan TAKS passing rajesmdthe overall middle schoa@nd high school
summercourse passing ragaveragd 96%.

Some summer programs, designed specifically for certain student populationedse
to bridge the time between one school year ahé nextby ensuring students’ skills were
maintained or accelerated during the summer, thereby enabling students to be ready
academically for the next school ye&ome of these programs offered coursedit, while
others just offered academic instruction and suppéstvide variety ofthese kinds of
programswere offered including but not limited tahe ELLprekindergarten and kindergarten
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UMMERPROGRAM®VERVIEW

Austin Independent School Distri&ISD serves many students during its summer
school sessions, Junertlugh August. Many summer programs provide opportunities for
students to accelerate academic learning, maintain academic skills between school years,
recover course credits, retake state achievement tests, or experience sieivebtransition
activities.Areview of AISD’s 20 summer programs will be used to assisthool district
decision makers witprogram improvement and budgetary decisions in the next school year.

Thisreport summarize AISD 200 summer programs in the following categories:
elementary, secondary, and othérhis report is organized farovide the following
information abouteach program:

X Programdescription

X Sudent participation

x Sudent outcome information\When availablg

Due to the variance and availability of data absummer schol programs, some of
the programs hd more complete information thawlid other programsHowever, most
programs were able to provide some key data abstutlent participation. Over the past
severalyears, AISD summer programs haeevedmanystudentseachsummer;the greatest
participationoccurredin 2009 (approximatelyl3,960) andalmost 3,00Gtudentsreturned
from one summer to the nexfTable 1)Summer 2010 programs servedoait 13,000
students.Thetypes of summeprograms typically offerethcluded academic recovery or
intervention,enrichment, Texas Assessment of Knowledge and Skillgretake
opportunities andschootlevel transition

Table 1. AISD Summer School Student Enrolli@@07 Through2010

AISD summer  Approximate  Difference from one Students participating
school sessior number enrolled  summer to next  in consecutive summeprograms

Summer 2007 11,222 - -

Summer 2008 11,065 —-157 2,766
Summer 2009 13,960 + 2,895 2,994
Summer 2010 13,089 -871 2,804

SourceAlISD student recordend summer program records, 2007, 2008, 2009, 2010

HSCAICONSIDERATIONS
Because AISD summer programs represent a large investment of time and resources,
the district needs to have a better gauge of the impact of these programs on students who
participate Theestimatedcumulative allocation budgeted for these programs was almost $6
million @ combination ofocal, state, federal, and private grafninds). Table 2 lists the
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approximate allocations, number of students served, and cost per student serveddirof

the summer programslThe average overall estimated cost per student based on allocations
for 2010summer programs was484. Not all programs had complete data available to
calculate these estimated costs.

Table2. AISD Summer School Program&@®Approximate AllocationdNumbers of Students

Served, and Cost per Student Served

Approximate  Number of Allocation ®st

AISDsummer school program allocation ($) students per student
served(n) served($)

English Language Learner®rekindergarten $1,551,270 3,517 $441

and Kindergarten (Eltpre-K/K)

Reading and Math Interventions for's $800,000 942 $849

Graders (ESSI)

4™ Grade Science Camp $284,546 801 $355

ESL Immigrant Newcomer's Institu{é"-8" $314,994* 287 $523*

graders) and International High School

Reading Acceleration Program (RAP) $53,885 73 $738

Middle School Course Recovery anfl 8rade $575,905 1,722 $334

SSITAKS

Middle School Transition Camps $505,521* 2,364* $214*

JumpStart $ 200,000 146 $1,369

High School Course Acceleration and $840,961 1,782 $472

Recoveryand ExitLevel TAKS
High School Transition Camps

compete data not available

Crockett High School Summer Science $ 18,000 31 $ 581

Institute

Diversified Education Through Leadership, $11,300 411 $27

Technology, and\cademics (DELTA)

Extended School Year (ESY) $376,689* 207 $1,192*

Title | Supplemental Summer Program $170,635 806 $212
Approximatetotals summer2010 $5,819,160* 13,089 Average$444*

SourceAISD summer program records,120
* Indicates program expenditurgsot allocationsywere used to calculate
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state, or federal manate (ESSI, ESY). At the same time, the progress and success of those
program students must be tracked in the school year(s) following summer school so that
program impact can be measured. If some summer programs are not providing the expected
improvementfor students, then AISD staff need to reexamine, redesign, or possibly replace
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5 students depending on their academic neegsyrticipated daily in readingnath, or both
subjects.
Summer2010 TAKS Gradb

Fram 2009 to 2010, the numbers of'Hraders who took the summer TAKS
administrations of reading and math testecreased Comparing 2009 to 2010, tharamer
schoolgrade5 students’ TAKS scores showed no changercentages passirrgading and
showed a or percentage point decrease in percentages passing math. Tahlews the
numbers and percentages of summer school students who took and passééKf® 2009
and 200.

Table3. Summer School Students in Gr&sl¥/ho Took and Passed Texas Assessment of
Knowledge and Skill§AK$Reading or Math, July 286@&nd June/July 21D

TAKS subject Summer2009 TAKS Summer2010 TAKS Difference
# # % # # % 2009to 2010
Tested Passing Passing| Tested Passing Passing
Reading 636 196 31% 514 160 31% 0
Math
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estimated budget allocation of38,885. Classes were Hedt twomiddle schoolsGovington
andLamar) andwo high schools (Crockedind Lanie)). Approximately73 students(grades
through12)participated in RAP durinfgimmer2010.Sudents attended an average of 98

of program daysluring the first summer session, and an average of 82% of program days
duringthe second summer sessiohable4 shows the number of RAP RDstudent
participants by summer site and grade lev@f.dl RAP students who earned a course grade,
99%passed their Summet010 reading or English coursé&’henusing pre and posttest
measure ofreading fluency andral word reading efficiengyp9 of 68 students assessed
made progress on both measures

Tabled. AISD Summer Reading Acceleration ProgRAB(Students by Grade Level and Site,

June 200
RAP summer Grade Grade Grade Grade Grade Grade| Total
school site 6 7 8 9 10 11
Covington MS 11 11 1 23
Lamar MS 13 6 2 21
Crockett HS 3 11 2 1 17
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Table5. Summer 220 Middle SchodEnrollment by Grade Level
Grade level  # Students

6 266
7 441
8 1,015
Total 1,722

SourceAlSDsummer schootecords August 2@0

Middle school students attending the summer program took core subject courses
ELA reading, math, social studies, sciendB.gadereadingand mathTAKS improvement,
and keyboarding. Of the students taking classbe received a course gragde overall
course passing rate averaged’28 Appendix A provides a sunary of thepercentages of
middle school studentpassing by cours@or students who received a grade)

8"-GradeSSITAKS
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SFCONDARESIPROGRAMS

There were two secondary programs serving only ESL students: the ESL newcomer’s
institute, andthe International High School’s recent immigrant ELL program. These programs
were coordinated by AISD Bilingual/ESL department and had a combined estimated total
grantbudget allocation of $314,994ith expendituresof $150,681.The acadernc
performance of students served by both programs should be examined in the coming school
year to help understand the impact of these summer programs.

ESL Newcomers Institute

The stated objective of the ESL immigrant newcomer’s institute was to increase t
reading, writing, math, science, and social studies skills for curferthéough 8"-grade
immigrant students. The program was held at two middle schools: Lamar and Martin.
Approximately 118 students attended the prograhotal expenditures were@B,094; thus,
the cost per student served was $577.

International High SchodllHS)

The stated objective of the IHS program was to increase reading, writing, math, and
science skills through course credit acceleration for recent immigrant ELL stederesty
enrolled at the IHS. The program was held at Latigin School. Approximately91 students
attended thefirst sessionand 78 students attended the second session ofghegram, and
most were §' graders Total expenditures were $81,96thus, the costper student served
was $485.

HIGHSCHOOICOURSEACCELERATION ARBCOVERANDEXIFLEVEITAKS

The stated objective dfigh school course acceleration and recovery prognaas to
provide course credit acceleration or recovery for high school students. Theapnogas
coordinated by the AISD School, Family, and Commudityaion department and had an
estimated budget allocation of880,961. Classes were held durtag summer sessions at
two high schools: Crocke#ind Lanier

The program servetl, 782 students (unduplicated countand provided49 different
coursesn all major course area$able8 provides a summary of students by grade level. Of
the students served who received course gradies overall passing rate averagé@%

Detailed passing rates/tspecific courses appear in AppendixtBd&nts attended an
average of 8%of program daysluring the first summer session, and an average of 82% of
program days during the second summer session.
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Table8. Summer 2Q0 High School Enrollmeridy Grade Leal

Grade level # Students
9 752

10 442

11
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semesterlong courses)andthe vast majority earad 0.5 or 1 credit (Tablel). It is importamn

to note that many of these studentsad begun work on some of those courses in their DELTA
program during the school year, and used the time in the summer to complete their work.
Other students began work during the summer, without completing a credit, but continued to
work on the course afteschool resumed in Fall 20.

Tablel0. Grade Level and Ethnicity of Students Earning Cré&tditsughDiversified Education
Through Leadership, Technology, and Acade(@Es TACoursesSummer 220

Demographic Number Percentage|

12
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earned in social studie27.5%)andmath 23.1%) fewer credits

13
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OTHERSUMMERPROGRAMS
Two other AISD summer programs were held during Sun2@#: the extended
school year (ES#¥hd Title | supplemental summer programs. These programs served
students in a range of grade levelsach progrars described in more detail in this section.

EXTENDES

14
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Tablel4. AISD Student Participantsy Grade Level in Extended School Year Prodea¥ (
Program,Summer2010

Grade level Number Percentagel Grade level Number Percentage

EE 20 e B 4

Prek 9 5 7 6 3

15
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school year to the nexODne task of ESY summer program staff was to track the academic
progress of students participating in the program. Staff were to enter infaonan an online
databaseabout student progress for each goal and objective targeted in the student’s IEP.
According to program records, this informatidid not lend itself to easy

16
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AppendixB continued
Course # Taking %
course* Pass
Integrated physics/chemistry A 21 95
Integrated physics/cheristry B 41 97
Math modeling A 21 95
Math modeling B 19 100
Physic A 16 100
Physics B 11 100
Reading | A 24 100
Reading | B 18 100
Spanish | A 15 100
Spanish | B 37 92
Spanish Il A 41 97
Spanish Il B 44 100
U. S. history A 23 100
U. S. historyB 18 100
Vocational experience A 59 100
Vocational experience B 59 100
Web mastering | A 13 100
Web mastering | B 12 100
World geography A 21 90
World geography B 14 93
World history A 39 100
World history B 42 100

SourceAlSD student records, August 2010
* Indicates that only students who received grades

are included in these counts.

20
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