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Texas State University – San Marcos 

Evaluation of the Adult Basic Education Innovation Grant Program 

 
 

ABE-IG Program Components:  
Faculty Development Access and Participation (11.1.3) 

Must include a plan to increase the availability of faculty development opportunities related to ABE transition 
to postsecondary, workforce readiness, team teaching, curriculum development and alignment 

Program 
Component 

Essential 
Element 

Existing Developing Expanding Examples 

Notes  

Training content 
must use the most 
recent evidence-
based 
instructional 
strategies. 

     

Notes  

Projects should 
include an 
opportunity for 
follow up 
activities and 
technical 
assistance where 
applicable. 

     

Notes 

Activities should 
focus on 
expanding the 
knowledge-base 
of faculty that is 
demonstrated 
through improved 
student outcomes 

     

Notes 
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ABE-IG Program Components:  
Augmented Academic Support (11.1.5) 

Must include academic support activities as integral components of the program. 
 

Program 
Component 

Essential 
Element 

Existing Developing Expanding Examples 

Academic 
support may 
include tutoring, 
purposeful 
orchestration of 
academic and 
social integration, 
or integrated 
academic 
advising based on 
developmental 
growth theories. 

     

Notes  

 
 

ABE-IG Program Components:  
Monitoring, Mentoring, Counseling and Case-Management (11.1.6) 

provision for a key person(s) who monitors student success throughout their enrollment in the ABE to 
career pathway program 

 

Program 
Component 

Essential 
Element 

Existing Developing Expanding Examples 

The ABE/ESL 
instructor and 
technical instructor 
should meet at least 
once a week to 
discuss individual 
student progress 
and coordinate 
instructional and 
support efforts to 
assist students 
facing challenges. 
At least twice a 
month the 
instructional team 
should meet with 
key support staff to 
identify problems 
and solutions to 
facilitate student 
progress. Student 
support and follow-
up should continue 
for at least one year 
after completion of 
job training. 

     

Notes  
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ABE-IG Program Components:  

Data Collection (11.1.7) 
 

 

Objective Data Type Plan to Collect Data Collection 
Tool 

Timeline to 
Collect Data 

Outcome 

 
     

Notes   

 
     

Notes   
Objective Data Type Plan to Collect Data Collection 

Tool 
Timeline to 
Collect Data 

Outcome 

 
     

Notes   

 
     

Notes   
Objective Data Type Plan to Collect Data Collection 

Tool 
Timeline to 
Collect Data 

Outcome 

 
     

Notes   

 
     

Notes   
 

ABE-IG Optional Program Components (11.2) 
 

 

Program 
Component 

Essential Element Existing Developing Expanding Examples 

Incentives to 
Students 

     

Notes   

Peer Academic 
Support Groups 

     

Notes   

Long-term 
Student Support 

     

Notes   

(Other Promising 
Components) 

     

Notes   
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ABE-IG Integration of 
 Texas College and Career Readiness Standards (CCRS)  

(11.1.4)   
 

Content Area 
and/or 

Certification 
Program 

Existing 
CCRS 

Performance 
Expectations 

Absent 
CCRS 

Performance 
Expectations 

Potential 
CCRS 

Performance 
Expectations 

Plan for Implementing CCRS 
Performance Expectations 

 

 

    

Notes  

 

 

    

Notes  

 

 

    

Notes  

 

 

    

Notes  

 

 

    

Notes  

 

 

    

Notes  
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Attachment F-3: THECB Suggested Evaluation Report Template 
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Attachment F-4: Sample Institutional Review Board Application  
Application for IRB Exemption Data Sheet 

 
 

IRB Exemption Application Number: EXP2010C5141 
Section I  

1.  This project is:  Funded Research 

2.  If you are a student, please provide your supervising faculty member's full name:  

 
Section II  

1.  If this is an academic or classroom project, does the scope extend beyond Texas State University?  

  No  

2.  Would you describe this project as "a systematic investigation, designed to develop or contribute to 
generalizable knowledge?  

  Yes  

3.  Will the results of your project be put on the internet, shared at a conference, published, or otherwise 
disseminated?  

  Yes  

4. Will identifiable private information from individuals be collected from contact with research participants 
?  

  No 

5.  Will identifiable private information from individuals be collected from other sources (e.g. medical 
records)?  

 No 

6.  Does the project involve fetuses, pregnant women or human in vitro fertilization?  

  No  

7.  Does the project involve prisoners?  

  No  

8.  Does the project involve any persons who are mentally impaired or homeless or who have limited 
autonomy?  

  No  

9.  Does the project involve the review of medical records if the information is recorded in such a way that 
subjects can be identified, directly or through identifiers linked to the subjects?  

  No  

10. Does the project involve survey or interview techniques which include minors as subjects in which the 
researcher(s) participate in the activities being observed?  
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  No  

11. Will a drug, biological product, medical device, or other product regulated by the FDA be used in this 
project?  

  No  

12. Will the participants be asked to ingest substances of any kind? 

  No  

13. Will the participants be asked to perform any physical tasks?  

  No  

14. Does the research attempt to influence or change participants' behavior, perception, or cognition?  

  Yes  

15. Does the project involve questions or discussions of sensitive or deeply personal aspects of the subject's 
behavior, life experiences or attitudes?  Examples include substance abuse, sexual activity, sexual 
orientation, sexual abuse, criminal behavior, sensitive demographic data, detailed health history, etc.  

  No  

16. Does the project involve techniques which expose the subject to discomfort, harassment, 
embarrassment, stigma, alarm or fear beyond levels encountered in the daily life of a healthy individual?  

  No  

17. Does the project involve the deception of subjects?  

  No  

18. Does the project involve videotaping or audiotaping of subjects?  

  No 
 

Section III  

1.  If you are choosing one of the six federal categories of exemption, which one are you choosing? 
**If your project falls under more than one exemption, choose the one that is most applicable.  You may 
cite the others in #3 below.  

Category 1 (ii) 

Please note for questions 1, 3, and 4 :   
The text areas are limited to 2000 characters/approximately 300 words.  Even though you are allowed to 
type more than the specified limit, those additional words/characters will be cropped/cut off when you move 
to the next question. 

2.  What is the purpose of the project? (300 words or less) 

     The purpose of the project is to develop, demonstrate, and evaluate (1) innovative course options for 
mathematics, reading, and learning support; (2) on-line, non-course based thematic mathematics and 
learning support modules; (3) a systemic, unified curricular component based on the Texas College & 
Career Readiness Standards Cross Disciplinary Standards to be incorporated into each developmental 
education course; and, (4) institutional frameworks that systemically afford equity and access to 

132

https://www.osp.txstate.edu/irb/exemption/exemption_summary_app.php?expNum=EXP2010C5141#categories_of_exemption�


Texas State University – San Marcos 

Evaluation of the Adult Basic Education Innovation Grant Program 

 
 

underprepared learners. 

3.  Explain how this exemption category pertains to your project: (300 words or less)  

     Category 1 (ii) pertains to this project in that the effectiveness of curricular innovative options will be 
evaluated. Furthermore, research-based instructional techniques already proven to be effective with 
developmental education students will be utilized. 

4.  If you believe your project poses no risk to human participants or should be exempt from IRB review for 
other reasons, please explain: (300 words or less)  

    This project poses no risk to human participants and should be exempt from IRB review. 
 

 Exempt Categories of Research listed at 45 CFR, Part 46, Sec. 101(b) 
(1) Research conducted in established or commonly accepted educational settings, involving normal educational practices, such 
as      
(i) research on regular and special education instructional strategies, or       
(ii) research on the effectiveness of or the comparison among instructional techniques, curricula, or classroom management 
methods. 
(2) Research involving the use of educational tests (cognitive, diagnostic, aptitude, achievement), survey procedures, interview 
procedures or observation of public behavior, unless:  
(i) information obtained is recorded in such a manner that human subjects can be identified, directly or through identifiers linked 
to the subjects; and  
(ii) any disclosure of the human subjects' responses outside the research could reasonably place the subjects at risk of criminal or 
civil liability or be damaging to the subjects' financial standing, employability, or reputation. 
(Note: Surveys on sensitive or personal topics which may cause stress to study participants may not be exempt from review.) 
(Note: The section of this category pertaining to standardized educational tests may be applied to research involving children. 
This category may also apply to research with children when the investigator observes public behavior but does NOT participate 
in that behavior or activity. However this section is NOT applicable to survey or interview research involving children.) 
(3) Research involving the use of educational tests (cognitive, diagnostic, aptitude, achievement), survey procedures, interview 
procedures, or observation of public behavior that is not exempt under paragraph (2) of this section, if:  
(i) the human subjects are elected or appointed public officials or candidates for public office; or  
(ii) federal statute(s) require(s) without exception that the confidentiality of the personally identifiable information will be 
maintained throughout the research and thereafter. 
(4) Research involving the collection or study of existing data, documents, records, pathological specimens, or diagnostic 
specimens, if these sources are publicly available or if the information is recorded by the investigator in such a manner that 
subjects cannot be identified, directly or through identifiers linked to the subjects.  
(Example: existing data, records review, pathological specimens) 
(Note: This data must be in existence before the project begins) 
(5) Research and demonstration projects which are conducted by or subject to the approval of department or agency heads, and 
which are designed to study, evaluate, or otherwise examine:  
(i) public benefit or service programs; 
(ii) procedures for obtaining benefits or services under those programs; 
(iii) possible changes in or alternatives to those programs or procedures; or   
(iv) possible changes in methods or levels of payment for benefits or services under those programs.  
(Note: Exemption category refers to federal government research) 
(6) Taste and food quality evaluation and consumer acceptance studies,  
(i)  if wholesome foods without additives are consumed or 
(ii) if a food is consumed that contains a food ingredient at or below the level and for a use found to be safe, or agricultural 
chemical or environmental contaminant at or below the level found to be safe, by the Food & Drug Administration or approved 
by the Environmental Protection Agency or the Food Safety & Inspection Service of the U.S. Dept of Agriculture 

133



Texas State University – San Marcos 

Evaluation of the Adult Basic Education Innovation Grant Program 

 
 

Attachment H: References 

Acee, T.W., & Weinstein, C.E., (2010). Effects of a value reappraisal intervention on statistics 

students’ motivation and performance. Journal of Experimental Education, 78, 487-512. 

doi:10.1080/00220970903352753 

Acee, T.W., et al. (2010). Academic boredom in under- and over-challenging situations. 

Contemporary Educational Psychology, 35, 17-27. doi:10.1016/j.cedpsych.2009.08.002 

Cohen, A. M. & Brawer, F. B. (2008). The American Community College (5th Ed.). San 

Francisco, CA: Jossey-Bass. 

Comings, J. P., Beder, H., Bingman, B., Reder, S., & Smith, C. (2003). Establishing an evidence-

based adult education system. NCSALL Occasional Paper, National Center for the Study 

of Adult Learning and Literacy, Harvard Graduate School of Education. 

Cousins, J. B., Donohue, J. J., & Bloom, G. A. (1996). Collaborative evaluation in North 

America: Evaluators’ self-reported opinions, practices, and consequences. Evaluation 

Practice, 17 207-226. 

Jenkins, D., Zeidenberg, M., & Kienzl, G. (2009). Educational outcomes of I-BEST Washington 

State Community and Technical College System’s Integrated Basic Education and Skills 

Training Program: Findings from a Multivariate Analysis. CCRC Working Paper No. 16, 

Community College Research Center, Teachers College, Columbia University. 

Joint Committee on Standards for Educational Evaluation (JCSEE). (2011). The program 

evaluation standards: Summary Form. 

http://www.eval.org/evaluationdocuments/progeval.html 

134



Texas State University – San Marcos 

Evaluation of the Adult Basic Education Innovation Grant Program 

 
 

McDougall, G.J., Becker, H., Pituch, K., Acee, T.W., Vaughan, P., & Delville, C. (2010). The 

SeniorWISE study: Improving everyday memory in older adults. Archives of Psychiatric 

Nursing, 24(5), 291-306. doi:10.1016/j.apnu.2009.11.001 

Mireles, S. V. (2010, Spring). Developmental mathematics program: A model for change. 

Journal of College Reading and Learning, 40(2), 81-90. 

Paulson, E. J., Alexander, J., & Armstrong, S. (2007). Peer review re-viewed: Investigating the 

juxtaposition of composition students’ eye movements and peer-review processes. 

Research in the Teaching of English, 41(3), 304-335. 

Stevens, D. D. & Levi, A. (2005). Introduction to rubrics: An assessment tool to save grading 

time, convey effective feedback, and promote student learning. Sterling, VA: Stylus. 

Taggart, G. L. (Ed.). (1998). Rubrics: A handbook for construction and use. Lancaster, PA: 

Technomic. 

Texas Center for the Advancement of Literacy and Learning. (2008). Texas Adult Education 

Standards and Benchmarks for ABE ASE and ESL Learners.  

Texas Higher Education Coordinating Board (THECB). (2008). Texas College and Career 

Readiness Standards (TX CCRS).  

Vásquez, S. (2004, Spring). A report on the effectiveness of the developmental mathematics 

program M.Y. Math Project – Making Your Mathematics: Knowing when and how to use 

it. Mathematics and Computer Education, 38(2), 190-195. 

Weinstein, C.E., Acee, T.W., & Jung, J. (2010). Learning strategies. In B. McGaw, P.L. 

Peterson, & E. Baker (Eds.) International Encyclopedia of Education (3rd ed., pp. 323-

329). New York, NY: Elsevier.  

135



Texas State University – San Marcos 

Evaluation of the Adult Basic Education Innovation Grant Program 

 
 

Yarbrough, D. B., Shulha, L. M., Hopson, R. K., and Caruthers, F. A. (2011). The program 

evaluation standards: A guide for evaluators and evaluation users (3rd ed.). Thousand 

Oaks, CA: Sage 

George, D., & Mallery, P. (2010). SPSS for Windows step by step: A simple guide and reference 

18.0 update (11th ed.). Prentice Hall.  

 

 

 

136


















	ABEIGGrant.pdf
	Eval_ABE-IG_grant_6-10-11
	Cover Form
	Table of Contents
	Transmittal Letter
	Abstract
	Narrative
	9.1 Qualifications of Evaluation Personnel
	9.2 Prior Evaluation Experience
	9.3 Quality of Writing Samples
	9.4 Quality of Management/Evaluation Plan
	(a) Evaluation Plan
	(b) Implementation and Management of Evaluation Tasks.
	(c) Alignment of Tasks with Evaluation Goals and Objectives
	(d) Timeline
	(e) Budget
	The proposed budget of $99,917.63 is appropriate and reasonable. The budget allocates 24.32% to personnel who are instrumental in the evaluative aspects of the proposed project. In addition, there are monies, 10.66%, that will be used to support stud...
	(f) Agreement Acknowledgement


	Attachments
	Attachment A: Evaluation Timeline
	Attachment B: Curriculum Vitae, Resumes, Job Descriptions
	Attachment C: Writing Samples
	Attachment D: Evaluation Budget
	Attachment E: Letters of Support
	Attachment F: Sample Instruments
	Attachment F-1: Site visit protocol
	Attachment F-2: Theoretical Framework of Program Component Identification Rubric
	Attachment F-3: THECB Suggested Evaluation Report Template
	Attachment F-4: Sample Institutional Review Board Application

	Attachment H: References

	CURRICULUM_VITAE.pdf
	pauson_one-page_CV_2
	Vita_SVM
	Vita_Short Version_Taylor W Acee2
	McDougall, G.J., Becker, H., Pituch, K., Acee, T.W., Vaughan, P., & Delville, C. (2010). The SeniorWISE study: Improving everyday memory in older adults. Archives of Psychiatric Nursing, 24(5), 291-306. doi:10.1016/j.apnu.2009.11.001
	Weinstein, C.E., Acee, T.W., & Jung, J. (2010). Learning strategies. In B. McGaw, P.L. Peterson, & E. Baker (Eds.) International Encyclopedia of Education (3rd ed., pp. 323-329). New York, NY: Elsevier.

	Payne Short Vita 04-11

	WRITING_SAMPLES_200.pdf
	Paulson_Alexander_Armstrong_RTE_200DPI
	WRITING_SAMPLES_MINUS_RTE
	Writing Sample_SVM
	Acee_Weinstein_Value Reappraisal_2010
	Writing Sample of Emily Miller Payne
	Writing Sample of Emily Miller Payne



	LETTERS_OF_SUPPORT.pdf
	dept_chair_C&I_letter
	carpenter_letter-of-support
	dept_chair_math_letter
	dean_letter_math


	Paulson THECB 07154 FE

