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Pur pose

The Austin Independent School Districtds (A
tion (DRE) staff conducted this program eva
program effectiveness to Austin Partners in
help them facilitate decisions about progra
designed its programs to improve studentsd
enjoyment of |l earning. Thus, this evaluatio
for students in each APIE program, as wel/l
|l earning.

I'n the2®WO7M6school year, two of APIEds acadel
approximately 725 Al SD middl e school mat h s
wor king toward college readiness, were eval
meet studentsd academic needs, to model des
studentsd engagement .

Figure 1
APUE provided academic support progr ams

APIE Programs for Direct Student Support

Classroom Coaching College Readiness
Scheduled APIE class
8th Grade Math
Grade 12
1x per week for all students in class 2-3 x per week
small groups (3:1 or below) One- on-one and small group (3-5 stude!

SouAPHE program records

I'n 2RQ6trhe annual program evaluation focuse:q

What were the academic outcomes for APII
outcomes compare with those for similar

Were APIE programs i mplemented effecti ve
preparation and satisfaction?

Did student sdcorc addeemte cshedrfge as a resul
in APIE programs?

Did APIE participation improve student sc¢
Did APIE students and volunteers beli

Detailed information about the evalwuation n
in Appendi x A.



Results for

Wh o
program?

Ei ghgtrha d e
School s
Tot al

during the

Figure 2
A tot7Tab

Male

student s
particijgatadad
participants
school

Classr'ddémac€eakai hng: 8

included
year .

Female

from Burnet

partici pat-edgradde AWUIEMsCIBassr oom Coac

Covington, M
iMat APICEis s8 oom Coachi n¢
anybody who

part

ofpad dentcs paMaetdh il aAsPsUrEoosm Coac hir

Hispanic

African American —@

White 5%
Other WL

Economically

disadvantaged
Englishlanguage

learner (ELL)

Special education 4@

SouAHB8D student

Wh at wer e

t he

engrgodlment

academic

program participants?

API E particip
mat ched compa
di ffered
meeting the
standaridyrfaare

of Texas Asse
Academi c Read
(STAAR) mat h,

and 70% passi
respectively
sampl e of API

and the compa
included thos
with STAAR sc

and 2017. For
information o
comparison gr
selected, see

ants and a
F ur

records,

outcomes for

2016

Mat |

) i e 3
FUsPR 80bA%P a signipcamiEy

&t astteandar d.

ssment of
i ness
with 76%
ng,

(Figure 3). The

E students

rison group
e student s
ores in 2016

mor e

n how the
Soubretrict

oup.

Appendi x A.

STAAR mat h
W§tsatistipal.l®5)si gni pcant (

signifi@Gaddrat H "st udenmast cthheadn codf n
Passgd@@i sowm 5g/me)upt he

STAAR pe

test nl

p



