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INTRODUCTION

The tutoring of disadventaged high school youth by college students
who, themselves, were from low-income families, was designed to serve the
public intgrest in many significant and unigque ways. College students helped
hignh school youths overcome some of the educational handicaps imposed by an
environrent of socio-economic deprivation. The tutoring »roject helped
disadvantaged youth improve their aptitude and achievemen:, raise their
self-esteem, and heighten their educational and vocational aspirations. The
tutoring project helped students use their personal potential more productively
by developing better study skills:; improve their azbility to understand and to
meet school recuirements: identify with their tutor-mentors who, although
themcelves from econsmically needy backgrounds, were college students in gosd
standing; and to engage the talents of these yocuth who otherwise would joir
the ranks of the school dropouts.

Tne following report covers the period from September 1967 to
June 1968. It was not designed to pass judgment on the success or failure
of the program but to present the facts and figures as they were collected

throughout the school year.
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SELECTION £ND SUPERVISION OF TG:TORS

Under the College Work-Study Program administered by the United
States Office of Economic Opportanity, a2 grant was secured alimwing college
students frem the City University to be essigned as tutors in the five College
Discovery and Development High School ceniers. The college students were
selected on the basis of econcmic need and satisfactory academic standing
in college.

Tutors were selected from among full-time students in attendance
at one of the sixteen CUNY colleges. Initial screening of the tutor applicant
was provided by the studert personnel officers at the various CUNY campuses,
then by the tutor coordinator. Recommendaticns from fzculty members were
secured. Final decisions ware ieft to the individual school coordinator sirnce
he best knew the needs of his students.

Most of the college-student tutors themselves came from low income
families. Many were preparing for careers in teaching. The systematic
tutoring of disadvantaged high school youth within the high school setting
provided experiences that were directly related to the educational objective
of many of the college-student tutors.

Orientation meetings were conducted at +the beginning of the academic
year at all five high school centers. TDuring the year, the program was
administered in each CDD center on a regularly scheduled basis during the school
day by the high school coordinator under the general leadership of the CDD tutor
coordinator. While college-student tutors worked with disadvantaged high school
boys and girls primerily on class assigmments and remedial work (includin
reading, composition, mathemetics, etc.), tutors also served in a variety of

other ways designed to individualize and enrich instruction.




ARALYSTS OF TUTCR TOGS

During the academic year 1967-68, tutors were reguired to keep logs
of all their sessions with their assigned tutees. They recorded ine names of
the students with whon they met, the day and time of meeting, the subject in
which the students wers tutored, the nature of the sessions and the meterisls
used. Table I to V summerize the data from each center and for the five
centers combined.

Tzble I shows the number of tutors employed during each month of the
academic year st each CDD center. The unduplicated number, 213, appears in the
lest column. The number of tutors employed increzsed appreciably at center I
and IT during the latter part of the year, Maren through Mezy. The others
remained rather constant in their use of tutors throughout the school year. The

turnover rate among tutors was approximately 19 per cent easch month.
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According to Table II a total of 776 students (unduplicated number)
were tutored in the period from September 1967 to June 1968. The totel average
enrollment in the CDD program was 1139. The 776, therefore, represents 68.12

per cent of the entire CDD studeat population.

TABLE II

NUMBER AND PER CENT OF STUDENTS TUTORED IN EACH
CDD CENTER 1967-68

Average CDD Number of Students Per cent of
Center Enrollment Tutored Students Tutored
I 222 196 88.28
IT 265 132 49.81
II1 237 12k 52.32
Iv 204 158 7745
v 211 166 78.67

TOTAL 1139 776 68.12
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T¢ is clear that from Table IITI the tutoring program 4id not get into
full swing until? Cctcber. Thnis was expected since it tzkes at least two or
tnree weeks to recrait tutors, provide the necessary orientation, ané arrange
schedules. The varying numter of students tutored each month primzrily reflects
the demand for assistence by the students themselves.

A total of 23,515 tutoring hours were distributed over a variety of
subjects 2s indicated in Teble IV. By 2 tutoring hour is meant cne student
receiving one hour's tutoring either individually or in a2 smell group session.
For exzmple, three students, each receiving one hour's tutoring in ¥rench by
on «-- during a study period represents three tutoring hours. It is clear
¥ »» raX months were November, March and May. These are typically
mid-t-:r. and end-term examination pericds.

As can be seen in Table V Gecmetry (5555), Algebra (Elementary, 283k;
Intermediate, 2573), Spanish (53€L4), and French (2211) were the subjects in
which most tutoring was renuesteé and received by students in the five centers.
The sciences, Biology (1569), Chemistry (931), and Earth Science {445) were
also well represented in the tctal picture. A totzl of 570 tutoring hours
were devoted to English, 625 hours %o History, and 329 to Economics.

Elective subjects such as Physics (70), Calculus (105), and
Trigonometry (223) required considerzbly fewer tutoring hours. Evidently orly
one center offered Ttalian as 2 language and 111 hours’' assistance were given
students in that subject zrea.

In summary, during the academic year September 1967 to June 1968
a total of 776 studeats received special assistance during 23,515 tutoring

hours conducted by 213 tutors in one or more high school subject areas.
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10.

RIALYSTS OF TUTCR CPILNICH SUESTICITIATEE

In June 1968, a cuesticpnsire (Ccpy in Appendix) was desigred and
districuied to tap ithe opinicns of tutors in the five CDD centers. A total
of 97 or 45.55 per cent of the 213 tutors returned the ccrpleted
questiomnaire. During the surrzer the results were taliied 2rd surmarized in
the following repori. It shonld be remerntered that each entry on Tzhle VI
to XV represents the response of a tutor a2as he or she viewed the situztion.
Opinions are based on personel pzriicipaticn, sbservaiicn and interpretation

during the 1967-68 academic year. Data zre based on ithe cpinions of only

b5.55 per cent of the tutors.

According to Tzble V1, 35 tutors (26.08%) worked with an average
of one student per session. L1 tutors (U2.26%) worked with two siudents,
13 {13.140%) with three, and 8 (8.24%) worked with a2n average of four
students per session. Although it w=2s hoped that tutoring sessions would
be conducted on a one to one basis, the demand by the students for tutoring
combined with the limitztions of school space, resulted in the scheduling
of small group sessions. Where special problems or specific student needs
warranted individual sessions, every attempt was mede to provide then.

Seventy-one or 73.19 per cent of the tutors who returned the
guestionnaire indicated that students regularly attended tutored sessions,
26 (26.814) reported that they did not (Table VII). 1In the space provided
for additional comments, several tutors suggested that since they were not

informed about student absences or special school assigmments, they could

VAT A AN
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only conclude that missing students were just cutting the tutoring session.
Tn conversaticn with several school ccordinators it was learned that the
tutors' conclusicn that the student was cutting was often tke correct
interpretation. Tevertheless, it is suggested That the tutor bte notified
in advance it one of his tutees is absent, if at all possible.

Students were assigned tutoring sessions during study and class
periods, lunch pericds, before and after their regularly scheduied class
hours. Five tutors indicated that they also met with students during the
home room pericd (Table VITI).

Table IX irdicajes that tutors reported meeting their tutees, on
the one hand, in quiet empty classrooms (53 or 54.64%), and on the other,
in noisy crowded cafeterias (33 or 34.02%). The library was used by 11
tutors, and office by 18, the 2uditorium by 7 and the rear of an ongoing
clzss by . Without doubt, finding adeguate, guiet school space is a
difficult problem facing most supplementary school programs. The tutoring
of CDD students was nc exception. The problem of space represents one of
the most serious probiems encountered.

As can be seen in Table X, the focus of attention Juring the
tutoring sessions was directed towsrds doing homework assigmments (repcrted
by 93 of the 97 respondents). According to the tutors too much time was
devoted tc actually doing students homework rather than reviewing, correcting,
or explaining problems. Sixty~two reported giving considerable attention

to review of classwork. Studying for exams, and introduction of new work




were reported by 2% and 28 tutors, respectively. Only L4 tutors reported that
several sessions were entirely devoted to “chit-chat” rather than constructive
WOrK.

Tutor comments revealed that in almost all instances, scre time
wes spent in discussing college entrance and the more personzl aspects of
school life. The tutor, then, served as mentor as well as scademic tutor.

Tutors used a variety of materials during the tutoring sessions.
Table XTI shows that textbocks, and review books were used most often. Class
notes, biackboard, homework, specially prepared materials, maps and newsparers
were among the other materials used throughout the year.

The majority of tutors reported adedguate supervision during the
school year. As can be seen in Tsble XIT, 6t (65.97%) so indicated. The
supervision wes supplied by the coordinator in each center. The tutors
did not, however, have much contact with the classroom teachers. Only 35
or (39.18%) of the 97 respondents claimed any sort of contact with the
classroom teachers {Tebie XIII). Tutors main source of information about
what was happening in class came from the students themselves. Only half

(50 tutors) had access to copies of the classroom textbooks (Table XIV)

and had them in their possession (Table XV).
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TABLE VI

2VEPAGE KUMBER OF STUDENTS TUTORED PER SESSION®

HWumber of Students

Cenier One TWO Three Four
I 17 6 2 6
1T € 2 ly 0
7T Ve € i 2
Iv 2 10 2 0
v i i1 1 0
TOTAL 35 N ] 33

] 8
(36.08% (42.26%) (13.40%) (8.244)
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NUMBER CF TUTCRS WHO STATED STUDENTS
ATTENDED SESSIONS REGUIARLY

Center Attended Regularly Did Not Attend Regulerly
I i3 13
II 1! i}
111 9 2
iy 17 Iy
v 13 0
TOTAL 71 26

(73.19%) (26.81%)




TABLE VIII

TRE CF DAY TUZORIIG SESSIONS WERE CONDUCTED*

Class Study Lunch Before or After rome Room

Center Periccs Periics Periods School Hours Pericd
I 11 19 20 L ¢)
it 5 i3 1 L ]
11T 1 2 0 b ¢
v Q 11 4 8 1
v 2 11 T 5 ¢
TOTAL 41 57 32 35 5

PER CENT** (L2.27%) (58.7¢%) (32.99%) (36.08%) (5.15%)

*¥Per cent of 97 tutors listing category.
¥Putors listed more than one time.
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Empty Zcheduled
Center liprary C: feter:s C assronn "ffice Juiitooriun irss
I N =1 C 0 D 0
it 2 ! 12 3 0 1
- 7 - ~
177 ) D i3 c 0 2
Iy 1 o -’ 1 7 0

17

TOTAL 11

PER CENT#*{.1.34%

(54.6L %)

13

(18.56%)

"7.22%)

(ls.129)

**Per cent of 97 tutors

listing category.

*Tutors listed more th-n one lzcation.
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TABLE X
NATURE OF TUTORING SESSIONS*
Studying for Reviewing Introducing

Center Homework Exzms Classwork New Work T21king
I 31 5 21 8 0
1T 15 p 11 > 3
i1t 1k 3 10 2 0
Iv 20 6 10 10 1
v 3 5 10 3 0
TOTAL 88 2k 62 28 L

PER CENT**  (90.72%) (24 .74) (63.927.) (28.86%) (4 .129)

**¥Per cent of 97 tutors listing category.
*Tutors listed more than one area.
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TABLE XTI

ADEIUVACY OF SUPERVISION REPCRTED BY TUTCRS

19

£deaunte Inade juate
Center Supervisiocn Supervisionn Iiw Fnswer
I ¢ ‘i o)
11 12 by :
IiT 6 7 1
Iy 13 5 0
v 11 Z 0
TOTAL el 30 3
(65.97%) (30.91%) (3.17%)
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TABLE XITi

TUTCR CONTACT WITH CLASSROOM TEACHERS

Center Hone Some P Great Deal
2 I 27 3 i
E_ v i3 & i2 0
% 111 3 5 6
: v 17 2 1
v 6 T 0
TOTAL 59 30 o)

(60.82%) (30.9:19) (8.27%)




TABLE XTIV

NUMBER CF TUTCRS WHO WERE TNFCRMED
AEQUT HATURE OF REGULZAR LESSONS BY CIASSRCCM TEACHERS

N

[ e

Center Informesd ot Inf-rmed
I 17 1k
131 ik L
77 10 L
iv 1£ S
v iz o)
TOTAL T0 27

(70.71%) (29.297)




: TABLE RY

NUMEER OF TUTCRS WHO HAD COPIES
OF CLASSROCY TEXTEOOKS

Had Did liot

Center Textbooxs Have Textboodis
i 5 26
it S 10
13T 12 >
iy 15 6
v 10 3
TOTAL 50 L7

(51.54%) (48 .46%)




SUGGESTTONS FOR 1968-69

¥any of the tutors offered suggestions for irproving the tutoring

brocgram. Several are listed beiow.

l'

In crder to prcvide the best gualified tutors,

selection procedures should be more rigorous. All

new applicants should be reguired to have 2 member

of his college faculty submit a2 personal and academic
reccmmendation.

Orientation procedures should be more complete. Tutors
should be advised of ‘the course curriculum in the

subjects in which they will be working. Copies of the
textbooks should be made zvailable, if not for home use,
at least at the CDD center. 1If at 211 possible, the tutor
should have an opportunity to speak with the tutces’
classroom teacher concerning the neture of the students
difficulties. Teachers' suggestions for heiping the
student overcome his problems would also be helpful to the
tutor.

Regular menthly meetings of tutors znd school coordinator
should be scheduled to help work through any persistent
problems encountei=d in the tutoring situstion.

If necessary, meetings should also be scheduled between

the tutor coordinator and each center coordinstor,

23.




SWAARY

Tutoring was a relatiorship between a college student and a high
school student, often on a one-to-one basis. The primary focus of the
tutering sessions was the improvement of basic academic skills. Unfortunately,
at the present time not emough data are aveilable to determine the significance
of achievement during the past year. Achievement data will be presented in the
next report.

lon-academic advantages, although impossible to quantify, et this
point represent some of the program’s greatest potential strengths, strengths

upon which future activities can be built.

1. Tutoring put learning on a personal rather then
institutional basis.

2. Tutoring afforded a student a degree of individusl
attention which classroom teachners often do not
have a chance to provide.

3. Impressionable secondary students tended to emulate
their tutors. The tutor was an older student still
in school himself who attached importance to
education and who was willing to assist others in
its pursuit.

L. Finally, the tutoring experience generally had a
constructive effect on the tutors as well as on

the students.
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APPENDICES
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FIZARCIAL JEFORT

The financial dzta found in Tablss XV1 to XI{ wss prepared by
Mr. Steven Rubin, Resezrch Assistant > in accordance with the instruciions
issued ander the College Work-Study Program of the Federa]l government.

In addition o the 213 college-student tutors > 25 college students
vere employed under the College Work-Study Program. They served as clerical
2ides in connection with the operation of the tutoring project, z2nd 5

additional students were employed as research zssistants to aid in the

coilection and analysis of datz.
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High Cchool Division The City University of lNew York
I'ew Yorkx City Eoard of Education Divisicn of Tescher Education
110 Livingston Street 33 West 42 Street

Brooklyn, New York 11201 New York, New York 10036

COLLEGE DISCOVERY AlD DEVELOPMERT PROGRAM

TUTOR QUESTIONAIRE
1267-08

1. I have been tutoring High School.

2. List subject(s), grade(s), and number of students tutored.

Subject Grade 4 5f Students

3. How many students, on the average, did you tutor per session?

4. Did the students attend regulzrly as scheduled? Yes No

Coments:

5. When did tutoring take place? (check all that apply)

During regular class periods

During study periods

During lunch pe. .ods

Before or after school aours

Other (explain)

. —




6. Where 4id tutoring teke place? (check 211 that apply)

Library

Czfeteria

Empty cisssrcom

Office

Other (explain) _

7. The tutoring sessions are usuaily devoted to the following:
(check 211 that apply)

Help with hcmework problems

Studying for examinations

Reviewing classwork

Introducing new work

Other (explain)

8. What materials did you use during the tutoring sessions?

(for example: textbooks, films, review books, ete.)




33.

9. I was supervised by:

Supervision was: adeguate inadequate

Conments:

10. What contact did you have with the c .ssrcom teachers?

Nene Some _ A great deal
Corments:
11. Were you informed @bout what was being taught in the classroom? Yes o

Did you have 2 ccpy of the textbook being used? Yes No

S—————

Comments:




3.

= © 12, What were the reactions of the students you tutored? For example, ¥ere they
enthusiasstic or did they come beceuse they “had to”. Did tkey bring
questions or weit for you to suggest something? Please coxrent honestiy

H
[
j
Y
: ' and fuily. {use back of page if more space is needed)




35.

13. %hat are your resctions to the tutoring pregrem, to the students, etc.?

Please comment honestly and fully. (use back of pege if more space is necded)

Date

Signature

Yours answers will be held in the strictest confidence by the CDD central staff.

If you wish to tutor again next semester notify this office of your frze hours

as early as possible. Thank you.




