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Exhibit B.11
Standard Errors for the Relationships Between Scientific Research Base and Achievement Gains from 2002 to 2005

Elementary Math Elementary Reading Middle School Math Middle School
Reading

Model (1) (2) (1) (2) (1) (2) (1) (2)

Constant 0.124 0.131 0.125 0.131 0.153 0.154 0.118 0.114

Achievement (2002) 0.058 0.057 0.041 0.044 0.056 0.056 0.097 0.075

Percent Free or Reduced-price Lunch (2005) 0.018 0.019 0.019 0.020 0.023 0.023 0.023 0.022

Percent Black (2005) 0.019 0.017 0.016 0.015 0.010 0.009 0.017 0.017

Percent Hispanic (2005) 0.018 0.019 0.019 0.019 0.016 0.016 0.021 0.019

Limited Scientific Research Base 0.112 0.087 0.104 0.110 0.119 0.111 0.151 0.118

Moderate to Moderately Strong Research Base 0.147 0.083 0.100 0.081 0.100 0.106 0.102 0.141

Low-performing Schools 0.155 0.111 0.082 0.171

Limited Scientific Research Base in
Low-performing Schools 0.185 0.238 0.339 0.386

Moderate to Moderately Strong Research Base in
Low-performing Schools 0.257 0.230 0.149 0.228

Exhibit highlights: Standard errors for Exhibit 32 in the main body of the report.
Sources: CSRQ Center Report on Elementary CSR Models; CSRQ Center Report on Middle and High School CSR Models; CSR Awards
Database; Common Core of Data (CCD); National Longitudinal School-Level State Assessment Score Database (NLSLSASD).
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SCHOOL-LEVEL LOOSE ENDS
FOR FIELD STUDY TEAMS FOR 2004–05

Topics

Protocol
Item
to be

Referenced

1. Was the CSR grant scaled-up or was it implemented all at once at the beginning of the grant
period? Variability in start-ups, Timing for CSR.

1.2

2. Where are the funds and who controls the funds? (Survey) That data could be collected during site
visits in the principal and district interviews. “Where are the funds?” “Who makes decisions about
how the CSR and other funds are used? [this could be addressed on the one-page principal process
influence document or in principal’s interview]

10.1

3. Burkett mentioned Schoolwide Title I (in Fed Register on July 2, 2004) Field staff may need to
know about it before going to the field.

2.1

4. Scope of Change (Maggie)—How demanding is the intervention, whether comprehensive or
subject-based? Could be included in Component 1 (Research-based Method)

1.1

5. If principal change, does principal deviate from adopted method or facilitate CSR grant? (Principal
behavior, not whether a change occurred or not. Burkett)

B

6. How to define PD? (Stephanie concerned about survey) SV protocol is complete. Might add across
and among grade planning and training periods and structural PD, such as ongoing small learning
communities to protocol. Expand definition of professional development (PD): The
inventory/protocol addresses a wide variety of types of PD–school level. Site visitors should be
reminded of the variety of topics that could be considered in PD, such as the number of hours spent in
vertical and horizontal teacher planning time.

3.2.3

7. Effects of Voluntary Public School Choice (VPSC): Describe student mobility in your school.
(Probe: Has VPSC been a factor in student mobility?)

ADD AS
RIVAL

8. Burkett, “Ask teachers if they participate in decisions.” [Do in the Leadership Team meeting in the
prototype field study agenda.]

5

9. How are CSR funds being spent? D

10. Has this school been identified as low-performing? If so, has it been sanctioned because of low
performance?

A

11. Did the faculty formally vote to adopt the current reform in your school? 5.1

12. What opportunities do teachers have for making management decisions? B

13. Do teachers have a common planning period in the day? 3.5

14. Do any of the following occur in ;your school? (Probe: Looping, grouping by houses or families;
student groups stay with teachers for more than one year; interdisciplinary teaching, and paired or
teacher teaming)

School
Operations

15. If a secondary school, what kind of student groups exist to achieve particular instructional goals? School
Operations

16. Who organizes the scope and sequence of the curriculum at this school? B
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TOPICS FOR DISTRICT AND STATE OFFICIALS
FOR FIELD STUDY TEAMS, 2004–05

District CSR Contact:

1. Administration of CSR Program as a Whole: Define and update district involvement in
CSR program (targeting and selection process, number of awardees, funding process, and goals
for how whole-school improvement will be achieved).

2. Technical Assistance and Implementation Support: Describe state technical assistance
and other support provided to districts and schools that might be related to CSR.

3. Relationships between CSR and District Initiatives. Describe the relationships, if any,
between CSR and:

a) district reform initiatives (e.g., standards, curriculum requirements, use of
research-based methods, new report card forms)

b) district administration of Title I and schoolwide Title I
c) district requirements for PD

4. Relationships between CSR and NCLB and Other Federal and State Initiatives.
Describe the relationships, if any, between CSR and other initiatives, such as NCLB and public
school choice (federal) and state accountability and reform (state)—e.g., any relationships
between CSR and state standards and assessments, and the implications for CSR implementation.

5. Monitoring and Evaluation: Describe whether or how the district monitors and
evaluates CSR implementation and outcomes—if possible focusing specifically on the two site
visit schools.

State CSR Contact:

1. Administration of CSR Program as a Whole: Define and update state involvement in
CSR program (targeting and selection process, number of awardees, funding process, and goals
for how whole-school improvement will be achieved). Describe state priorities for CSR.

2. Technical Assistance and Implementation Support: Describe state technical assistance
and other support provided to districts and schools that might be related to CSR.

3. Relationships between CSR and State Initiatives. Describe the relationships, if any,
between CSR and:

a) state reform initiatives (e.g., standards, curriculum requirements, use of
research-based methods)

b) state assessments and accountability initiatives
c) state requirements for PD, teacher certification, or related policies

4. Relationships between CSR and NCLB and Other Federal Initiatives. Describe the
relationships, if any, between CSR and other federal initiatives, such as NCLB and public school
choice.

5. Monitoring and Evaluation: Describe whether o how the state monitors and evaluates
CSR implementation and outcomes—if possible focusing specifically on the two site visit
schools. Obtain a copy of the state CSR evaluation report (there may be several such reports,
each completed annually).
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