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TELA teacher leaders have resulted in a comprehensive
program to support K-12 teachers across the San Antonio
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Figure 1: Comparison of Science Night participation by category from 2016
to 2018. When comparing “on-task as a family”, 2016 was 46% and 2018 was The case study teachers stressed the importance of the TELA

62%. The “on-task kids only” category saw a decrease from 2016 (49%) to evaluation protocol to obtain data to secure administration
o . 0 1 n ° ° .
2018 (31%). There were minimal to no changes seen for “parents only” and support and potentlal financial resources.

“off task” categories.

!.EI ﬁFE_J TEIteacherS.org Interested in collaborating? * UT Health

E This project was supported by the Office Of The Director, National Institutes Of Health under Award Number R25GM129182. E m a I I D r. Eva n S at Eva n ST IVI @ u t h S c S a . ed u : S dn AntonlO

The content is solely the responsibility of the authors and does not necessarily represent the official views of the National Institutes of Health.




