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THIS REPORT IS AN EVALUATION OF A SUMMER SCHOOL PROGRAM
FOR DISADVANTAGED ELEMENTARY SCHOOL CHILDREN IN FOUR OAKLAND
SCHOOLS. IN HALF-DAY SESSIONS THE CHILDREN WERE OFFERED
READING, MATHEMATICS, AND ENRICHMENT ACTIVITIES, FIELD TRIFS,
AND PSYCHOLOGICAL SERVICES. THE EVALUATION 1S DERIVED FROM
THE ATTENDANCE DATA, RESPONSES OF PARENTS, TEACHERS, AND
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IN ACHIEVEMENT, IT IS FELT THAT "FOSITIVE PROGRESS" 'AS MADE
IN MEETING ACADEMIC AND ENRICHMENT GOALS. TEST RESULTS SHOWED
"MODERATE" PUPIL GROWTH IN ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT, AND MANY
FPARENTS NOTED IMFROVEMENT IN READING AND MATHEMATICS.
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INTRODUCTION

The Economic Opportunity Act provided funds for the operation
of four summer elementary schools. Students ranging from kinder-
garten to fifth grade attended one of four schools (Webster, Melrose,
Sobrante Park and Santa Fe). The objectives of the summer program
were to help students improve academic work and to minimize learning
loss during the summer. The program was intended to provide ex-
periences to stimulate interest and to motivate higher aspirational
levels.

The federal funds stipulated that they be applied to & limited
number of children of Oakland residents who are culturally and
economically disadvantaged. Principals notified parents to complete
applications for summer school. Applications for enrollment were
accepted on the approval of the principal that the student resided
in the target area. Quotas for each school were filled on the basis
of priority of applications, which had been dated on receipt.

Students attended from 8:45 to 12:05. The program allotted one
hour each to reading, mathematics, and enrichment activities. En-
richment activities included field trips and classroom projects in
science, languasge art, music, etc.. Teachers chose activities that
stimulated the interests of their students, and met their educational
needs. Activities were frequently coordinated with the preparation
for, the summation of, and the expansion of field trip experiences.
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PROCEDURE

The summer school program was evaluated not only for its academic and enrich-
ment objectives, but also for its impact and impression on the children who parti-
cipated and on their parents, Teachers expressed their evaluations of the effi-
ciencies and limitations of the program and made judgments concerning the amount
of progress in learning and motivation.

Summer School Attendance Summary

Since enrollment and attendance in swmer school was voluntary, the stability
of attendance served as an indication of the degree to which the program met the
expectations of its students and their parents. Each teacher made periodic enroll-
ment reports for his class., Teachers reported the total enrollment on the first
day, at the beginning of the second week and on the last day of the school. Elim-
inations were enumerated and reasons were specified.

Children's home schools, schools attended in Spring, 1966, were listed. Each
principal summerized the report for his schoole The form for reporting attendance
is presented in Appendix A.

Teachers! Evaluation of Summer School Programs

Summer school teachers completed a questionnaire evaluating the program, The
questionnaire is presenied im Appendix B, A scale of four degrees of results from
"No Results Evident" to "Distinctive Positive Results" was devised. Teachers rated
the degree to which the progream had demonstrated results in improvements in academic
subjects and study habits end increments in motivation for learning and self-confi-
dence,

Peachers also indicated the features that aided and others that limited effec-
tiveness of the summer school operation. Suggestions for improvement were requesied.
Instructional techniques and approaches that had been found particularly effective
were briefly described.

Parent Evaluation of Summer School

Parent evaluation of the summer school was surveyed by requesting a sample of
parents to anonymously complete a questionnaire., One out of every four parents
was rendomly selected to participate in the parents' evaluation. Parents rated
their child's growth in academic work (reading and mathematics), school attitudes
and getting along with other children, Their answers to questions indicated how
summer School helped their child and what improvements could be made. The form
for the parents' evaluation is presented in Appendix C.

Student Evaluation of Summer School

At the close of summer school students in the third, fourth, and fifth grades
completed a questionnaire., The questionnaire, Student Evaluation of Summer School,
is presented in Appendix D. Students indicated their degree of satisfaction from
attending summer school. They listed the three things they liked most ana three
things they liked least. They also reported their thoughts on how the summer school
program could be improved,
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Report of Enrichment Activities

The summer school program provided many enriclment experiences for pupils.
Trips and excursions were planned in many classrooms. Teachers listed and des-
cribed the trips taken by each class and indicated the number of children involved.

Projects in art, science, music, etcs, were planned. Teachers listed these
classroom enrichment activities. The form, Teachers' Report of Special Enrichment
Activities in Elementary School, is presented in Appendix E.

Psychological Services

Three consultants were assigned to the 4 summer schools, One consultant worked
at 2 schools (Melrose and Webster)s. The consultants kept records of the time they
devoted to various activities during the week. The designation of activities and
the form for reporting psychological services is presented in Appendix F.

Achievement Tests

Pre and post tests were administered in grades 3, 4 and 5 to measure growth in
reading and arithmetic achievement. Because time for instruction in summer school
is limited, the requirements for testing were kept at a minimum by testing half of
the classes in mathematics and the other half in reading achievement.

Subtests of the Stanford Achievement Test were selected to measure achievement
in reeding and arithmetic. Word Meaning and Paragraph Meaning subtests measured
reading achievement. Arithmetic Computation and Arithmetic Concepts subtests
measured achievement in mathematics for the third grade. The fourth and fifth
grade took an additional subtest, Arithmetic Applications. Form W was administered
in the first week of summer session and Form X in the last week, FPrimary II wes
administered to the third grade classes and Intermediate I was administered to the
fourth and fifth grade classes,

RESULTS

Attendance:

Enrollment reports indicate that 970 students enrolled on the first day of
summer school and a week later 961 students remained in the program. At the end
of summer school 905 students were in attendance. Total enrollment figures are
presented in Appendix A.

Studenis from 31 Oskland Public Schools attended one of the 4 summer schools,
Parochial schools in Oaklend contributed 36 students or 3.7% of the total summer
school enrollment,

Teachers! Evaluation of Summer School

The data in Table 1 indicates that the majority (58% to 79%) of the teachers
rate the results of the summer program as either "Distinctively Positiwe" or "Satis-
factory." ZLess than 10% of the teachers indicated there were "No Results Evident,"
Peachers more frequently noted "Distinctive Positive Results" in "Increased motiva-
tion for learning" and "Increesed self-confidence" than they indicated for "Improve-
ments in academic subjects" or "Improvements in study habits."




Table 1
Teachers'! Estimates of Results Achieved
During Elementary Summer Program

E Distinctive Satisfactory|Moderate|No Results, No
N g Positive Results! - Results Results §{ Evident |[Response

N % | 8 % |§N %t N % N %

improvements in i

academic subjects 48 2 4 _30 63 14 29 2 4 0O 0

ﬁncreased motivation
for learning 48 12 25 25 52 10 21 1 2 0 -9

dmprovements in
study habits 48 1 2 27 56 | 16 33 3.6 1 2

Increased self- . :
confidence 48 13 27 25 2 . 7 15 3 6 0 O

Teachers! responses to the questions on the Teachers! Eveluation of Summex
School were tabulated and are presented in Appendixes B-2, B-3, and B-4. Among
the more frequently listed features of the summer progrem that helped teachers to
work more effectively with the children were the use of parent aides, and the
Neighborhood Youth Corps helpers, the small class size and the many trips and
excursions, Features which most frequently limited effectiveness of the teachers
were the wide range of skills, abilities and interest of the children, and the
delayed arrival of materials.

When teachers considered improvements for next year, they described in detail
meny of the items they had listed in question 4. Additional suggestions for improve-
ment included better preparation of the teachers'! aides,

The teachers' reports of effective instructional techniques and approaches were
diverse and for the most part individualistic. However, teachers frequently found
activities in oral language, particularly employing records and the tape recorder,
as effective approaches to learning. The use of learning games and grouping child-
ren to teach each other were popular and profitable classroom techniques of instruc-
tion.

Parent Evaluation of Summer School

Questionnaires were delivered to 228 parents and 191 or 84% returned the form,
The frequency and the percentages of responses are indicated in Appendix C. More
than two-thirds of the parents noted inecreases in the amount of reading in the home
and improvements in working with numbers. Better school attitudes were noted by
79% of the parents and expanded interests were noted by 87% of the parentss The
mejority (62%) of the parents noted improvements in the ability of their children
to get along with other children.

Parents! responses to the question, "In what ways has summer school helped your
child?" were tabulated and are presented in Appendix C-l. Increments in skills
necessary for reading and mathematics were noted most frequently, although parents
frequently conmented on general improvements and many others indicated broadening
of interest, because of trips and excursions.
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In answering the question, "In what ways could summer school be improved?"
parents frequently indicated satisfaction with the program. Most frequently
mentioned suggestions were to extend the number of weeks and to enlarge the program
to allow more children to atiend. Some parents (7%) would like 4o have more homew-
work assigned. Parents whose children participated in the summer school would in
overwhelming numbers send their children to a similar summer school next yeare

Student Evaluation of Summer School

The multiple choice answers of 430 students in grades 3, 4, and 5 were tabulated,
The majority (60%) indicated they enjoyed summer school "very much" end another
indicated that summer school was "all right." The majority (59%) indicated they
would be interested in attending summer school next year.

The students' answers to questions concerning "likes" and "dislikes' were tabu-
lated and are presented in Appendixes D-1 to D-4. Curriculum areas most frequently
liked were reading and arithmetic, Snacks and trips were popular features of the
summer program.

"Dislikes" were less frequently mentioned than "likes." In answering the
question, "What three things have you liked least about summer school?" students
frequently indicated satisfaction with the program. The most frequently mentioned
"disliked” curriculum areas, viz., reading and math, were also the most frequently
"]1iked" curriculum areas. Among the "disliked" features not specifically related
to curriculum areas, snacks were frequently mentioned. However, snacks received a
far greater frequency of mention among the "liked" features,

In responding to the question, "What things about summer school do you think
should be changed to make it better?", students repeated or expanded comments they
hed made for the first two questions. Students frequently indicated a desire for
more work and for more recesses. More trips and more play equipment were suggested
areas for improvement. Students frequently indicated more reading, more arithmetic,
and more art as areas of improvement. Some students indicated areas of improvement,
but did not specify the change needede

Teachers' Reports of Special Enrichment Activities

Thirty-four classes participated in two field trips, which included various com-
binations of experiences, Museums, zoos, parks, aquariums were frequently visited.
The city of Oakland and the San Francisco harbor were toured, Police Depariments
and assembly plants were visited. Lectures and concerts were attended, Outdoor
experiences at beaches and parks were included.

A few classes (4) visited 3 or more sites., Six classes made one trip, but they
had chosen distent locations, e.g., California Maritime Academy at Vallejo and Mission
San Juan Bautista. Activities and number of children participating are presented in
Table 2.

Classroom enrichment activities were also planned, Table 3 presents a list of
the enrichment activities and the number of classes and children participating., The
data presented in the table should not be considered a definitive account of experi-
ences. Interrclated activities including more than one curriculum area were tallied
in cach ares mentioned, However, teachers' reports varied from brief to very de-
tailed., Some teachers reported activities that required the entire 5 weeks and
others described only the activities that they judged to be outstanding. The
enrichment activities presented in Table 3, therefore, indicate range and variety
more than emphasis of particular curriculum areas.
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Students participated in a variety of enrichment activities. Although activi-
ties in art were most frequently mentioned, most of the teachers' reports indicated
art was one of several curriculum areas that correlated with oral and written
language experiences, science projects and social science units. Various approaches
to teaching oral and written language were frequently reported, Helf of the 38
teachers reported studies and projects, both group and individual, in science,

Table 2
Teachers' Report of Specizl Enrichment Activities
In Elementary Summer School, 1966

] Fumbor of  Total Number |
’Field Trips and Excursions Classes of Students
Tour of Osklend (City Hall, Jack London Square, Lake
: Merritt, Rotary Science, Mormon Temple,
; Knowland Park) 1 33
Take Merritt (Fairyland) 5 102
Lake Merritt boat ride, naturalist lecture 3 56
iSnow Museum (BART Subway Construction) 4 106
ir41den Park 2 4
gKnowland Paxrk Zoo 11 202
iChabot Observatory, Science Academy 3 58
Rotary Science Center 4 75
g
§Golden Gate Park (Aquarium, Science Center, Tea Gardens,
: DeYoung) 2 39
an Francisco Zoo 15 299
Steinhart Aquarium 10 127
San Francisco Harbor Cruise 8 176
‘i1San Francisco Historical Maritime State Park (Sausalito) T 146
oss Beach 6 108
aritime Academy, Vallejo 2 87
Mission San Juan Bautista & State Park 4 78
Daklend Police Department 1 20
{Berkeley Folk Festival & Children's Concert 1 18
gceneral Motors Assembly Plant 2 %6
i
Inter-school sports 1 9-11




Table 3
Classroom Enrichment Activities

Enrichment Activities

Oral Language

Choral reading of plays and poems
Dramatizing literature
News reporting

Creative puppet plays (Class made puppets)

Children interview each other

Simultanecous head sets-~ records- filmstrips

Written Lenguage

Stories (Imeginary and descriptive)
Letters

Synopsis of movies

A-Z Stories

Writing related to music appreciation

Literature

Stories read orally (Teacher)

Oral reading (Children)

Poetry Appreciation

Fairy Tales {(Cultural values emphasized)

Science

Animals

Ecology

Plents

Bacteria

Electricity

Solar system (Individuael. projects)
Medical skills

Space

Water

Man interrelated to envirormment

Health & Safety

General
Dental
Safety

Numbexr of

Classes

Number of
Children
Participating

FNOHKFNRMRFEDFEWM N W, H MY N W

= N W

61
114
19
81
1L
39

175
19
16
16

19
34
19

102
22
40
19
22
21
20
21
38
20

61

39
17



Tabls 3 (Continued)

Enricment Activities

Mathematics

Scale Drawing

Liquid and scale measurements
Time

Practical measurement and graphs
Geometry

Number facts and number sentences

Geography

General
Map reading skills
Physical

Library
Independent reading
General use

Book Club (Read then share)
Multi-media center

Social Sciences

Jopen (Music, art, movies)

Haweii (Filmstrips, flat pictures, records)
Children's Homes in many lands

Early Americens {Historical men)

Cowboys

Music

Guitar and harmonica demonstration

Polk music

Singing (Tone matching and rhythm instruments)
Individual experiments with autoha

Music appreciation (Great composers

Appreciative listening (Tone, mood, and impressions)
Interrelationships of music and art

Dencing (Folk and rhythm)

Number of
Classes

R

VIS I

o R N oW

YR N

Number of
Children

Participating

19
19
2l
19
19
17

21
104




Table 3 (Continued)

Numbexr of

Enrichment Activities Classes

Collage, crayon scratching, murals, paper mosaics,
plastic bottle comstruction, puppets, crayon resist,
portraiture, finger painting, chalk, chalk dust,

3-dimension, clay, paper maché, painting, etce 26
Individual research projects 2
Individual Projects in science 2
Interrelated activities in spelling and reading 1
Democratic procedures (Elections) 1

Work folders 2

Number of
Children

Participeting

533
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Psychologlcal Services

The total number of hours devotecd by the consultants to each area of service is
presented in Table 4. Conferences with principals and teachers required the greatest
portion of the consultent's time. Time devoted to individual test administration and
confering with perents and children combined to comprise 42% of the consultants' total
time. Consultotive services werc avallable on the basis of one consultant to approx-
imately 335 students,.

Table 4
Number of Hours and Percent of Total Hours
For Services Rendered by Consultants

Number of Hours for 4 of Total
Areas of Sexrvice 26 Day Period Service Hours

- =

1l Test Administration
8, Individual Tests 48 14,3%
be Group Achievement Tests 21 3/4 6.5%

2. Conferences With:
8 School Personnel

(ex. prin., teachers) T5% 22 ,5%
be Children 56 16.7%
ce Nurse 74 2,2%
de Outside Reforral Agencies 4 1.2%
ee Parents 35% 10.5%
fe Parent Groups 0 0
ge Others 1 3%
3, Report Writing 209% 8.8%
4s In-Service Meetings 17 5¢1%
5. Other Activities 39 3/4 11,
Total 335% 100, 0%




Achievement Tests

The test data, reported in medians and quartiles for each of the grades tested
in reading achievement, are reported in Table 5.

Table 5
Median and Quartile Grade Equivalents on Reading Subtests
Of The Stanford Achievement Test
Jtanford Achleyement Test
Word Meaning Paragraph Meaning
June 22 July 20 June 22 July 20
GGE.* GOEO* ] GOEO* G.E.*
Q3 R 4T HH 4.2 4ot
5th Grade Mdn 3¢9 4,1 369 302
Ql 366 3¢5 3.1 o2 i
1
N 63 63 63 63 |
Q3 59 3¢9 549 4el
4th Grade Mdn 302 3.5 209 306
Ql 2.9 36l 267 2.8
N 60 60 60 60"
Q3 340 343 360 360
3rd Grade Mdn 247 2.7 2.4 263
Ql 2.1 26,0 r 1.8 1.9
t N 79 79 79 79
|
*Grade Equivalent
|
| The Stanford Achievement Test scores are reported in grade equivalentse. The
first digit indicates grade level and the second indicates tenths of a school year.

The average student completing the third grade would have a grade equivaleni of 3.9
on subtests of the S.A.T. Average fourth grajerswould score 4.9 and average fifth
graders would score 5.9

|
i
|
r
i

I At the beginning of the summer school, median and quartile grade equivalents

for grades 3, 4, and 5 on the reading subtests ranged from 1,2 to 2.0 years retarda-
tion. Pre and post-test comparisons of median grade equivalents indicated gains of
none to 7 tenths of a school year. Although gains in grades 3 and 5 were at most,

3 tenths, the fourth grade's gein of 7 tenths of a school year in Paragraph Meaning
attests to the value of the program.




Negative differences between pre and post-test medians and quartiles may be
noted in 3 of the 18 comparisons included in Table 5. Since these negative dif-
ferences were small, one tenth of a school yeer, they may indicate slight dif-
Perences in the comparative difficulty of the two forms. Although test authors
and publishers attempt to construct forms comparable in difficulty, slight dif-
ferences may remain. Because of the fairly recent revieion of the S.A.Te the
Research Department has not had eufficient time +to annlyze these possible inequi-

ties, should they exist.

Negative differences between the pre and post-test scores may also be the
result of a relationship that exists between the purpose for which the test was
constructed and the situation in which it was administered. The Stanford Achieve-
ment Test, constructed to measure academic growth for the full year or at mid-yeaxr
intervals, may not contain sufficient gradients of measurement in a single subtest
to moasure growth over so short a period as 5 weeks. Hence, the results indicating
loss in grade equivalents or no improvement may be the result of administering a
test whose gradients of measurement are 00 grosse Similarily measurements of
increments may also be somewhat depressed,
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Table 6 presents median and quartile grade equivalents on the arithmetic sub-
tests for grades 3, 4, and 5,

Table 6

Medien and Quartile Grade Equivolents On Arithmetic Subtests
0f The Stanford Achlevement Test

Stonford Achievement ncst
Arith, Computation | Arith, Concepts i Arith. Application
June 22 | July 20 ;| June 22 { July 20 ;i June 22 | July 20
GeBo¥* GeBo* ! GeBe¥* GeEo¥ GeEo¥* GeEo*
Q3 4.6 4.8 1 4.8 4.8 1 442 442
5th Grade Mdn 309 4.0 3.3 4.1 306 304
Ql 363 366 263 260 262 3.0
N 72 72 72 72 72 72
Q3 441 4,1 i} 4.0 4.5 3,9 349
4th Grode Mdn . 3.6 3.5 207 306 302 304
Ql 301 3.1 S 2.2 2.5 2.9 3.0
N 67 o7 67 67 67 67
Q3 3.4 364 2.8 360
3rd Grade Mdn 2.8 2.8 2e5 2.6
Ql 2.4 2e3 & 2.1 22
N 79 79 il 79 79 |

¥ Grade BEquivalent

At the beginning of summer school median grade equivalents indicated students
tested ranged from l.1 to 2.6 years below grade level, Median gains in arithmetic
achievement ranged from none to 9 tenths of a school year.

Although 4 differences between pre- and post-test medians and quartiles in sub-
tests measuring Arithmetic Computations and Arithmetic Applications were negative,
they were modest in comparison to the gains made in Arithmetic Concepts, particu-
larly in grades 4 and 5. Gains in Arithmetic Concepts in the 4th grade ranged from
3 to 9 tenths of a school year., Median and first quartile gains in grade 5 in
Arithmetic Concepts were 8 tenths end 7 tenths, respectively. Similarly in the 3rd
grade gains mnde in Arithmetic Concepts were 1 tenth to 2 tenths greater than the
gains made in Arithmetic Computation. The test data tends to suggest teachers
placed more emphasis on wnderstanding arithmetic concepts than they did on compu-
tations or applications,




DISCUSSION

The immediate evaluation of the summer school program indicates positive progress
in meeting its academic, as well as its enrichment obJectives. Standardized test
scores indicate moderate growth in academic achievement. Teachers' observations of
students' work confirm the test results and indicate substantial growth in study
habits and increased self-confidence., More than two-thirds of the parents, as
indicated by a questionnaire sampling, noted improvement in reading and mathematics.
Students in the third, fourth, and fifth grades indicated they enjoyed summer school
and by their responses indicated more features that they liked than disliked.

The field trips and excursions, frequent and varied, provided the students with
a wide variety of experiences. The classroom activities capitalized on these learning
situations to open avenues of expression and interest.

Features of this year's program that aided the teachers' effectiveness were the
use of parent aides and the Neighborhood Youth Corps. Teachers found aides and
assistants most helpful in providing activities to meet the needs of the wide range
of children's abilities and interests.

Joy B. Richardson
Teacher on Special Assignment
Research Department

Approved:
Alden W. Badal
Director of Research
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OAKTAND FUBLIC SCHOOLS Appendix A
COORDINATOR OF ELEMENTARY EDUCATION

SUMMER SCHOOL ATTENDANCE SUMMARY, 1966

Sobrante, Melrose, Santa Fe, Webster

School 8. "Home" schools, inecluding paro;pial:
/1
Teacher or Principal School Quota Enrolled

Ingtructions: To¢ be filled in by each
teacher for his class and summarized by
each principal for his school,

1. Total enrollment, 6/24 970

2. Total enrollment, 7/1 6

O
=

3, Total enrollment, 7/22

O
Q
\J1

4, Eliminations:

Did not report 80
Irreg. attendance 1
Vacation, camp 2
Health, accident 3
Lack of interest 6
Moved 6
Poor behavior 1
Transportation 6
Other causes 5
Emotional

5. Enrollment by grade level, 7/1:

Total 5th graders _158 16.4%
Total 4th graders _155_ 16.1%
Total 3rd graders _204 21,2%
Total 2nd graders _195 20.2% -
Total lst graders _125 13,0%
Total Kindergarten _124 12.9%

Total Pre-school
Totnl Special

6. Total boys, 7/1 518 53,9%
Total girls,7/1 443 46.1%

7. Total parochial/briva;g 36 3.7%
7/1

Total

EPL:sj
7/9/66




OAKTAND PUBLIC SCHOOLS Appendix B.
Research Department

TEACHER'S EVAIUATION OF SUMMER SCHOOL PROGRAMS, 1966

is At what grade level did you teach in summer school? grade
ir departmentalized, what were your areas of teaching or activity
responsibilities?
2, For each of the general objectives of summer school, please indicate your rating
of the results which were actually achieved with the majority of the students
§ Distinctive [ SatisPactory  Moderate | No Results
Positive Results !  Results | Results __ FBvident
1. Improvements in i | k
academic subjects !
2. Increased motivation’ |
for learning )
3. Improvements in T ! ;
study habits . _ {
4, Increased self- E :
confidence f i
3, Please cite two or three features of this year's summer school operation that
helped you most to do effective work with the children.
(See attached tabulation of responses to Questions 3 and 4.)
4, What problems were there in this year's operation that may have limited the

effectiveness of your work with children?




TEACHER'S EVALUATION OF SUMMER SCHOCL PROGRAMS, 1966 - Page 2

5¢ If a similar program were offered next year, what suggestions for improvement
would you make?

(See attached tabulation of responses to Questions 5 and 6.)

6. Please comment on any instructional techniques or approaches which you have used
this summer which you felt were particularly effective.

EPL:sj
7/8/66
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TEACHER'S EVALUATION OF SUMMER SCHOOL PROGRAMS, 1966
Tabulation of 48 Teachers! Responses

Appendix B-2

Please cite two or three features of this year's summer school operation that
helped you most vo do effective work with the children,

i

Ix.

I1l.

IV,

Vs

Staff and Personnel Features
Aides (parent)

Librarians

Principal

Tutors

General assistants in the office
Guidance, nurse, psychologist
Youth Corps helper

High School aides

Faculty

W
(e e )0 Jo )]

-
HNHEP2MNDWNW

Enrichment Emphasis
Excursions and trips
General comments
Departmentalization

-t
o= O

Availability of Equipment and Materials
Audio-visual

New readers

Library Books and materials

Genergl Comments

W ~3W D

Nutrition program

N

General organization and orientation
Small Cless size 3
Flexible program plan

High motivation of students and staff
Limited parties

Close range of abilities

Shorter school day

Additional time for planning

ol A I A RS RN ]

Whet problems were there in this year's operation that may have limited
the effectiveness of your work with children?

I.

11,

Timitations in Time/Schedule
General comments on shortness of session 5
Longer break between sessions 1l

Problems involving students and class organization
Behavior problems (disturbers) 5

Too wide range of skills, abilities

and interests in one class. 1
Classes too large

Departmentalization

Dropouts

Insufficient information to prepare
materials before class.

e

Ll
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Teacher's Evaluation of Summer School (continued)

5.

I1I.
Iv,

Delayed arrival of materials

General

Need extended library hours
Additional preparation of Teachers
and/or Student aides

Inadequate yard space

Too many aides

Adjustments due to changes in
teaching staff

15.

n

M W

\
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Appendix B~3

If a similer program were offered next year, what suggestions for improvement
would you make?

I,

Il.

II1.

Staff and Classroom helpers
Preparation of youth corps workers
Preparation of parent aides

More student aides

More parent aldes

Fewer aides in classroom

Materials and sipplies

More and/or difierent text books

More supplies

Delayed Supplies )

Students and class organization

BEarlier return test results

Less spread of abilities

More information on children before session
Removal of discipline problems

Selection of students by interest

General Organization

Enrichment vs. remedial

Longer Session

More departmentalization

Limit program to one or two curriculum areas
Less departmentalization

More emphasis on A,V. use

More emphasis on creativity

More experimentation with new ideas

More Parent-Teacher conferences

More schools and more teachers

Use of Public libraries

Fresher food -

Extended school day for individual projects
Provide transportation
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Teacher's Evoluation of Summer School (continued)

6.

Appendix B4

Please commeut on any instructioncl techniques or approaches which you have

used this swamer which you felt were porticularly cffective.

L.

IL.

Instructional Approcches
Reading
Choral recding
Reeding words (Dolch list)
Phonetic Spelling and reading
Reading charts
Fairy Tales
Art
Paper sculpture
Math
Use of concrete objects
SESG math
Speed practice
Review and drill
Scale drawing
Map work
Lenguage Arts '
Oral Lenguage {records & recorder)
Creative drama (puppets)
Writing biographies & descriptions
Music related to poetry
Interrelated activities
Reading & Writing & Moth related to trips

Instructional Techniques

Grouping

Children teach each other in groups
Teacher aides helping small groups
Individualized work

Creative Club organization

Class government

Games

Learning gomes

Phonovisual gaues

Ilath workshop games

Flash cards

Audio-visual moterials
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Arreunix C

0AKLAND PUBLIC SCHOOLS
Reseancw DepantMent

PARENT EVALUATION gf. SUIKER S(HOOI.J_ 1966
HE WART TO XNOW WHAT YOU THIHK AND NOW YOU FEEL AROUT YOUR 8SON'S OR OAUSHTER'S DEIH3 IN THE SUMMER SCHOOL
THIS YEAR, PLEASE ANSWER THE QUESTIONS AND ASK YOUR S0M OR DAUGHTER TO TAKE THIS PORM TO SCHOOL TOMORROW IN
THE ENVELOPE PROVI DEDe
A, For each 17EM, PLEASE GHECK ( ) 1 FRONT OF THE WORDS THAT TELL MOST NEARLY HOW YOU FEEL AND THINK ABOUT
THE PROGAAM,
le A.ou% READI NG AT HOME, MY CHILOS
i Reaos '8 Reaos A 43 Reaos asour 5 Reaos A | Reaos
Ao [T nven Bo Tume C /"7 wesne 0. [TFume E, 77 uvon ess
MORE 1 . W
321 MORE tow AL f HORE HOW 779 MOUNT wow 3q LEss MoW 54
2. ComppRpo To SCHOOL LAST WINTER, MY CHILODS
130 Lt kes ] Lixes 26 Lixes sumen 2 Lixes 3 Lixes
e summce schoot B, /7 summer schoot Co /7 schooL asout D, ssmer 5_'/’ SUMMER
§37 MUCH BEYTER 16y * LITTLE HonE 14y THE s scHooL scHoot
A LITTLE LESS MUCH LESS
3. In H%EKING Wi TH NUMBERS_MY CHILOS
Seems 0 64 Seems to 43 Seews 1o 0 Seems 10 0 Seems 1o
Ao {=Fwork with B. [~Fwomewm  Co [TF work wii 0. [7F woar a Livne €. [T wonk muck
139 THEM MucH 344 THEM A LITRLE 974 THEM ABOUT MORE POORLY iHOW MORE PODALY
BEYTER HOW BETTER NOW E SAME NOW
4, Comﬂeo T0 YEARS WIEN HY,CHILD 0l D NOT 6 T SUMER 8CHOOL, THIS YEAR HE OR SHES
Gor aLoNg 3l Gor avone A Gor aLONa Gor ALoNG A 0 Got aLons
Ao J=F wuck sevter B. /7 uivree sevven Co [ asour me 0. /77 Livme wonse Eo MUCH WORSE
164 W1 TH OTHER 16 HITH OTHER 355 SMHE WITH 27 WITH OTHER Wi TH OTHER
PEOPLE PEOPLE GTHER PEOPLE PEOPLE PEOPLE
e Com'”aio T0 LAST SCHOOL YEAD, MY CHILD 182
Now 1 NTERESTED 0t ow 20 Asoutr THe I Now 0 Now
Ao {=F v many more  B. /77 interesteo Co f77 same 0. /=7 vuveresteo  E, 7 vavenesten
607 THINGS 2%, 1 A FEW |0 'HTERESTS. 5 '8 A Few 10 MANY
MORE THINGS AS BEFORE *9% Less THINGS LESS THINGS

® Note: Percents witt not totat 1007 AS SOME STUOENTS 010 NOT FOLLOW O) RECTIONS.

B. N WHAT WAY HAS SUMMER SCHoolL wELPED Your cHiLo?  (See ATTACHED TAsuLATION of REgPonsEs on I91 QUESTI ONNAIRES)

R

Ce !N WHAT WAYS COULO SUMMER SCHOOL BE IMPROVEND?

D, Ir FII;DS ARE AVAILABLE FOR A SUMMER PROGRAM KEXT YEAR, WOULD YOU BE INTERESTED IN HAVING YOUR CHILOD ATTENO
AGAIN




Appendix C-1
PARENT EVATUATION OF SUMMER SCHOOL 1966
Tabulation of 191 Parent Responscs
Question B. "Ia whet vicy has swmor school hulped your child?"
I. Comments indicoting gencral, or unspccified benefits %o children, 35
II. Comments specifying improvements in:
Le Sclf Contfidonce 6

B. Behavior 4

C. Gettins olcng with others 13
D. Asswaing rosponsibility cnd being independent 3
E., Constructive use of free swnler tiwe 3
F, Desire to study/lecrn/get choecd 2
G. Rendiness for begimning scheool in fall 4

IIT., Co.ments noting significont brosdening of the intercsts cnd expericnces of
children (meny specifying excursions as being beneficinl) 28

IV. Commerts indiecating higher level of interest in:

L. Independent rending

B. "Reading"
C. Arithmetic

D, BScience

T I

B, "School" in general

V. Couments noting iuproved performonce and skills in:
Ae Iongusge (writing) 11
B. Reoding 50
C. Arithnetic 54
D. Spelling
E. Oral expression

F. Social studies

vI. Couments indiccting no improveument

A, No conment
B. Don't know

5

7

2

G, WVork-study hobits 4
5

1

1




Appendix C-2

Parent Ivealuntion (continucd)

Question C, "In whot woys could suumcr school be improved?"

I,

11,

111,

Iv,

v,
VI.

I.

Coumients indiecoting no chonges needod/liked program os cperated. 37

Comments regarding lenith of programs

A. ILonger day needed 7
B. Shorter day 1
C. ITongoer period (weeks) 13

Comments regarding size, staff, ond location:

A. Enlorge progrom so wore could attend 11
B. Only remedicl children should attend 1l
C. Neced more sides/teachcrs 4
D. Sites should be closer 1
E. Trensportation should be provided 1

Comusents indicating more emphoasis nceded ond/or more of:

A. Rending 5
B. Arithmetic 4
C. Science 1
D, Specialized help in "weak" oreas 3
E. Academic work/houwework 14
P, Music, swimming l‘
G. Arts & Crofts 1
"Don't know' and 'no coumment" 8
Assorted low frequency suggestions 9

Need progress reports 3

Question D. "If funds are available for a sumner program next year, would
you be interested in having your child attend again?

"Yc¢s" responses 185

11,

"No" responses 1l




Appendix D

ANTYND PUBLIC CHOOLS
Research Depcortuient

STUDENYT EVALUATIO. OF oUMEGER LCIICOL, 1966

We are asking for your ideas and suguestlons for iumproving sumucr school next year.
545 465 3-155 36/
A, Please check if you are o BOY Z230‘/-' or GIRL /200/ Grade 4-143 335
5-132 31p%

B, How much did you like coming to swamer school‘?

605 275 55 .2f5
ery Vinty, It was @7 Not very Jses Not at No
rch all right mch all Response
C. VWould you be :m'ber\,s ted in coming to summeg( school again next yeor?
59% 38% 350
YES NO b No
222 163 L35 Response

Note: Percent totals will not be 100% as some students did not follow directions.
D. What three things have you liked most cbout summer school?

1. (See ottoched tobulation of responses on 430 questionnaires)

2,

Se

B, Vhet three things have you liked least?

1.

2,

3

F. VWhat things about summer school do you think should be chonged to make it better?




STUDENT EVALUATION OF SULLER SCHOOL, 1966
Tabulations of 430 Student Responses

Question D« 'hat three things have you liked most about summer school?"

(Frequency of mention tabulations)
1. Curriculum areas favorably mentioned:

Reading

Arithmetic & math activities
Arts and crafts activities
Language arts

Science

P.E,

lusic

Geography

"Working & Learning"

Library

2. Special areas related to organization and materials favorably mentioned:

Departmentalization
Traffic

Play and recess
Books

tlovies

Tape recordex
Snacks

Trips

Listening

3, General features favorably mentioned:

Teachers
Principal
Helper
Other adults
Party
"Bverything"
Friends
Homewoxrk
Tests

Games

Question E. "What three things have you liked least?"
1., Curriculmm areas unfavorably mentioned:

Reading
Arithmetic & math activities

Art

141
176
1

Appendix D - 1

163
167
88
41
26
17
9
44
41
32

12

3
64
3
20
1

76
5
18
12
1
30
18
2
1
12

61

60
25




Appendix D - 2

Qucstion B, (Continued)

Literature 5
Iangucge orts 33
Seience 17
P.E, 12
Music 9
Departacntalization 1
Geogrophy & Socicl Studies 39
Bverything" 6
Clossroon 1
Libroxy 2
Vorking 13
Homcwork 12

2. Speeiol areas reloted to organizotion and moterials mentioned unfavorably:

Principal 1
Teacher 2
Nurse 1l
Other adults 9
Classnmotes 20
Rccess 20
Coming carly 20
Stoying after school 7
Traffic 2
Recess too short 10
Snacks 32
Movies 19
Trips 9
Noise 1l
Tights 12

3, Gencrzl arcas unfovorably mentioned:

School HNMaintenonce

| Observing school rules

; Tests 1l
| No games

| Playground

; Play equipment
} Loose desk lids
~ Wolking

t Open house

POV WVND OOW

4e Comments indicating no dislikes 40

Question B, "What things about summer school do you think should be changed to
moke it better?” '

1. Commcnts suggesting more in following areas:

Arithmetic 27
Art 26




Appendix D - 3

7
23
7

Question F, (Continued)

Music

Rocding

Spelling

Scicnee

P.E,

"More work"

More and longer recesscs
Shortcr rccesscs

Morec asscublics

More activitics

Morce equipment

More ploy equipment
Morec tusts

More tcachers

More dupartmentolization
More movics

Morc food

More books

More trips

Morec children

liore parties

More helpers

Morc play crco

Morc art supplies

lorec homoework

Morc libraxy work
School maintenonce
Wearing play clothes
Better observance of school rules

W
O OWwWI>
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2. Comments suggcsting longer summcr school
Morc schools

3, Corments suggesting fower or less of:

Less or easier work
Fights 1l
Troffic

Tests

Childrcn

Workbooks
Deportuuntalization
Observing school rules
Food

Storics

Less school

Shortcr hours
Homcwork

Geosrophy

No reading

Pewer recesscs

4
2
3
8
2
1
>
5
1
1l
1l
8
6
1
1
4
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Appendix D - 4
Question F. (Continucd)

Trips

No snacks
Toose desk lids
Everything

SO

4, Unspecified chonge

Principal
Tcachcrs
Geography cnd Socicl Studies
Closs

Split shift
Time

Date

Hours
Librory
Dictioncxy
Animals

=

MDONHFVVMTWOWNON

o
N

5. Comments indiccting no improvencnts nceded




Appendix B

OAKTAND PUBLIC SCHOOLS
Research Deportment

TEACHER'S REPORT OF SPECIAL ENRICHMENT ACTIVITIES
IN ELEMBENTARY SUMMER SCHOOL, 1966

Directions:
One of the major objectives of this year's Summer School Progrcm wos to provide

o variety of “enrichment experiences' for studentse. "Enrichment” is used here to
refer to specinl activities dcsigned to extend, or broaden, the students' first-hoand
Xnowledge of ond experience with art, sciencec, music, the rich resources of the
community, etce It is 2 broad term applicoble to zetivities both in and out of the

classroom.

Plecse give brief descriptions of the enrichment activities you have had during
the summer, including the mumbers of students involved.

KR OK K R K KKK KKK NRE KRR KKK KN

Teacher Grade Level School
I. Enriclment Activities Away From School Site

Number of
Brief Description of Naturc ond Locotion of Activity Transportation Students

II. Enrichment Activities ot School Site Number of Students
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