ED 132 879

AUTHOR
TITLE

INSTITUTION
PUB DATE
NOTE

IDENTIFIERS

ABSTRACT

DOCUMENT RESUHE
FL 008 306

Packard, suzanne Bradford

An Evalyation of the Foreign Language Appreciation
P;ggram 1n Ealt;mare Countyi
76

16p.; For related document, see FL 008 307

MF-$0-83 HC-$1.67 Plus Postage.

Courseé Evaluation; Cross Cultural Studies; Cultural
Activities; *Cultural Awareness; cultural Education;
Cultural Enrichment; Curriculum Evaluation; #*Language
Instruction; *Language Programs; Modern Language
Curriculum; Needs Assessment; *Program Evaluation;
*Questionnaires; *Second Languagde Learning; Student
Opinion; Teacher Attitudes

*Forelgn Language Appreciation Program; Maryland
(Baltimore County)

This Leport is an evaluation of an exploratory

program in foreign laNQuages called "Foreign lLanguage Appreciation®
(F.L.A.) , which has b2en implemented in several schools in Baltimore
County, Maryland. Queﬁtlonnalrés designed to evaluate the program in
general were sent to F.L.A. teachers; questions concentrated on the
areas of QIgaDlzatlan and curriculum. Questionnaires were also sent
to current and former Students in one school in order to ascertain

their Ieactions to thé progran.

The results showed an overall

satisfaction with and approval of the F.L.A. program on the part of
both teachers and students. Some problem areas that needed

consideration Were:
organizational and scheduling patterms;

(1) t+he current curriculum guide; (2) certain
(3) the need for uniformity

among teachers in the majintenance of classroom discipline and

correlation of materials selected;
(5) the mandatory aspect of the program. Some strong

materials;

points were identified,

(4) the need for additional

such as the greater number of students

éxpgséd to the cultures and languages of other countries and the
improved ability of a Student to form a praference for a language to

be studied in the future,
interpretation of the Lesponses are given in appendices.
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1. IDENTIFYIUG THE PROBLELN

Over the past few years Zaltimore County has been implementing an
exploratory program in foreign languages in several area schools. The program
is known as "Foreign Language Appreciation' (FLA). Having been a member of
the team of teachers who prepared the first curriculum guide for the course,
as well as having taught the program for the past few years, I have had a keen
interest in studying the impact and ramifications of the F.L.A. program for
both teachers and students in Baltimore County. ‘

The Coordinator and Supervisor of foreign languages in the county share
my interest as well as my observation of a need for an evaluation of the F.L.A.
program to date in order to make available to the students the best explora-
tory program possible. S 1

2, DEFINING THE OBJECTIVES

ly objectives were to develop questionnaires as a means of receiving
input from teachers and students in the program, to distribute and collect

of the F.L.A. program in light of the input received.

3. THE STRATEGY FOR SOLVING THE PROBLEL

ily strategy wee to discuss with the Coordinator and Supervisor of foreign
languages the aspects of the F.L.A. program which should be studied, to develop
and distribute the student and teacher questionnaires, to collate and record
information received from the questionnaires, to study and analyze this-infor-
mation, and finally to make evaluations of various parts of the program, as
per student and teacher reactions and observations. I selected this strategy
because I felt it was a direct and efficient method of accomplishing my objec-
tives, ' '

4, THE PROJECT DESIGH

Teacher Questionnaires

During a meeting of teachers of foreign languages in Baltimore County.
held on March 11, 1976, I distributed and requested teachers who have been
teaching F.L.A. to complete a ‘questionnaire designed to evaluate the Egplataé
tory program in general, Questions concentrated on the areas of organization
and curriculum. The Coordinator and Supervisor of foreign languages lent their

support to the successful completion of the project.

Student Questionnaires

In order to better ascertain their reactions to the F.L.A. program, I
preparéd a-.questionnaire for current students of F.L.A. as well as one; for
former students of the program at Ridgely Junior High School, Lutherville, IMd.
1 explained the intent of the questionnaires to teachers involved in the
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program at Ridgely, and requested them to distribute, collect, and return the
questlonnaires to me. In my evaluation of the impact of the F.L.A. program
on students, I took into consideration the fact that these were only the com-
posite reactions of one group of students versus the reaction of all students
involved in the program throughout the County.

Collation of Data

I studied the responses to the questionnaires as they were received and
again after all were returned. In order to collate a larger number of teacher
questionnaires, I sent reminders to teachers who had not returned their ques-
tionnaires. I was alert to any consensus of opinion regarding different aspects
of the program, and to any factors which appeared to comsistently affect the
program in a negative or positive manner.

Formation of Evaluation of Program

I made some conclusions about the F.L.A. program and made evaluations of
parts of the program as per the statistics resulting from respanses to the
questionnaires. These have been included in responses to the questions asked
in section 7, "Evaluating the Project Results" and in Appendices A, B, and C.

Discusgions

I have discussed the input from the questisﬂnaires gs well as my chserva-
tions and evaluations of the F.L.A. program, based on the questionnalres, with
Dr. Richard McCaslin, principal of Ridgely Junior High School, with the members
of the foreign language department of Ridgely, and have made arrangements to
discuss the same with the Coordinator of Foreign Languages of Baltimore County,
Mr. Arthur L. Micozzi and with the Supervisor of Foreign Languages, Mr. John
5. Harrison.

5. THE REQUIRED" INPUTS

Human Efforts

The-human efforts needed were those of myself, of fellow foreign language
teachers, of junior high school students, and of the Cgardinatar and Supervisor

of Foreign Languages.

Facilities and Materials

The main facility consulted was the 0ffice of Fgfeigﬁ Languagés of
Baltimore County. The materlals involved were the student and tegcher ques-
tionnaires. :




The Time Frame (March 11, 1976 ~ ﬂay 20,. 1976. - approximate dates)

Weeks 1 and 2 - prepare questiaﬁnaires and distribute to teachers
, o and students

Weeks-B;éﬁEjﬁ - await return of questi&nnaifesg study results as they
: come in; send reminders to teachers not having returned
their questionnaires.

Weeks 5 and 6 - collate data énd start evaluations.

Week 7 - identify recurring reactions, common problems, strengths
in the program, etc. and formulate statistics for
evaluation.

Waelc 8 - submit final report.

6. EXECUTING THE PROJECT

I executed the strategy as outlined within the general limits of the
tine frame,

7. EVALUATING THE PROJECT RESULTS

Evaluating the Project Results

I asked and answered the following questions in order to evaluate the
project results: (Please refer to Appendices A, B, and C for a detailled
statistical interpretation of the questiannaites)

1) YWas I able to evaluate the- impagt af F.L.A. on teathers* Yes, this
objective was accomplished and teachers' reactions were gble to be defined in
the following areas:

A. Helpfulness of the currigulum gulde, HEEEi@g}AﬂEEhEE
Culture Through Languas

B, PtablEm areas within the F.L.A. program in general
C. Strong points within the F.L.A. program in general

D. Strengths and weaknesses of the various organizational
programs employed in the schools

E. Opinions regarding the F.L.A. program, per se.

2) Was I able to evaluate the impact of F.L.A. on students? Yes, this
objective was accomplishtied and student reactlons were able to be defined in
the following arzas:

@ A. Enjcyment of the exposure to the F.L.A. program

ey
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B. Facilitation in their future choice:of a. 1anguage course
seléctiaﬂ based on theilr exposure ta the F.L A. program,

C. Opinions regarding the arganigatianal pattern offered at
Ridgely Juniaf High Scha@l-

D. Areas for passible ehange within the content af the program.
E. Favcrité activities within the F.L.A. prggramg

F. Suggestions for typés af foreign 1anguagé prngrams to be
"pffered. .
G. Expectations and reactions to Level I programs in foreign
language as a result of exposure to the F.L.A. course.
3) Were any widespread and recurrent reactians expressed and noted?
Yes, this objective was aczamplished and an overall satisfaction with and

approval of the F.L.A. program was eéxpressed by both teachers and students.

4) Were any definite areas.for need for modification 1dentified? Yes,
this objective was accomplished and the following areas of the program were
defined as being in need of consideration for possible modification:

A. The curriculun guide, Meeting Another Culture Tkrough

Lanpguage, could be modified to be of more help to a ; %

larger number of teachers. =

B. Certain organizational patterns and szheduling patterns
* could be modified. :

C. The possibilities of rgschigg the cbjegtives of the F.L.A.
program, while working wilrh the ability and/or motivational
level of the students,: could be studied. further for allevi-
atiun of problems. ,

- D. Ihe'unifﬁfmity among teachers of maintenance of classroom
discipline and correlation of material selected to be
taught to studagtg could be studied further.

E. Tha ﬂ;*éfiajg availsble fﬁr the prEPIam could be increased
i.e., spureoriate gexiLooks, 1ﬂ€l§v izual materials, art

suppliios, eic.

F. The mandatovy aspect of the F.L.A, program in some situations
could be gtudiad further.

5) WP;: any ChEﬁEE% able to be effactad as a result of a clarification
‘of a need For tr-h echrusns? Wo, thls objeciive was not sccemplished due to
the fact thxt 14 choniad havc teon placed inm ‘thz part of the project entitled,

"Follow-Up Lotivities.'
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6) Were any strong points in the program identifiled? Yes, this
objective was accomplished and the following were defineé ag strengths:

A. A greater number of students are expased to the culture
and language of other countries.

B. Students are better able to form & preference for a
language to be chosen in future coutse selections as a
result af expasure to the F.L.A. pragram.

C. A maximizatign‘af the, "I can...," attitudé of students
is often achdeved in the program.

D. The teacher 1s afforded an excellent opportunity for

creativity, resourcefulnegs, and imagination in the
implementation of the F.L.A. program.

Evaluating the Process Results

I asked and answered the following questions in order to evaluate the
process resulta:

1) Did teachers return questionnaires promptly and with adequate
) information? Yes, this objective wag accomplished and teachers returned
6%%- questionnaires within a reasonable amount of time and their responses were
very helpful in the evaluation of the F.L.A. program.

2) Did students answer the questionnaires candidly and were their
responses helpful in determining any general effects of the program? Yes,
this objective was accomplished and students were very frank in thelr responses
to questions and thelr input was very beneficial in the program evaluation.

3) Uas I able to obtain adequate information from the chosen questions
in the questionnaires to form an evaluation? Yes, this objective was
accomplished and the questions included in the questionnaires were very
effective in eliciting adequate information to form an evaluation.

4. Vas I able to complete the project within the time frame? Yes,
this nbjective was accomplished and the general time frame was suffilcient
for r_-ampletitm of the project.

5. How could the process have been changed to have been more effective?
The questions asked in the questionnaires in some cases could have been

phrased in a more closed-ended way to facilitate interpretation of responses
from a statistical viewpoint.

8. FURTHER APPLICATIONS

: Further application of the process would be to evaluate other programs
s . in foreign languages, as well as in other disciplines by use of the same
process, Project results could be applied in future revisions of the curri—

culum guide for F.L.A.

N ]




. 9. FOLLOW-UP. ACTIVITIES

Possible follow~up activities would be:

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

Conduct a similar evaluation of F.L.A. in future years.

Observe whether any needed changes were made as a result of
the project..

Determine if any better communication between teachers and
students resulted as a result of the study of student reactionms
to questionnaires. I, personally, have already benefited from
the information received from the project by way of a better
understanding of general student attitudes and opinions regarding

‘the F.L.A. program.

Use the results of the ptajegt'in counseling future teachers
of F.L.A. in various aspects of the program.

Encourage teachers to evaluate their own effectiveness in the
program as well as that of the program itself in the years to
come.

Ascertain whether any changes were able to be effected as a
result of a clarification of need for such changes.




RESUEIS or FUﬂSTTDIHAIRESVDT THEACHELS OF F. L. A.

NMumber of Teachers Cantacted, Lo
Nymber of Teachers Responding: 28

Wumber of Schools Contacted: 18
Wumber of Schools Responding: 15

1. How many years has the F.L.A, program been in effect in your school?

2 schools
6 schools
E schaols
2 schools

1l year
2 years
3 yeaxrs
5 years

2. VUhat is the organizational pattern of . L. A. at youxr school?
(Periods per week, languages offered, time spent in each, sequential
pattern of languages, etc.)

4. Benior High Schools

2 schools = Sx/week - va.r;ety of languages offered
, “(TFrench, Spanish, German)

‘B. Junior High Schools
Jr. Sr. High Schools
11iddle Schools
3 schools = 2 or B:Q/ﬁeels; ~ Ifrench or Spanish offered for entire year

6 schools ~ 1, 2, or k/week - 1/2 year Trench
! = 1/2 year Span;sh

L; schools - 2 or 3x/week ~ vaz:.ety of languages offered
= (French, Spanish, Fussian, German,
- Chinese, and/or Italian)
3. Do you feel that this is a good pla;n of organization? Vhy or Vhy not?
25% = ' TES (wicla exposure to 1anguagas and teachers is gm:d)
1825 ~ e (good to have a change at midyea:c)

% - YBS (wide offering offers additional choice of languages %o students)

uel

&

e
!

o
=
1

s - YOS (infrequent class meetings keeps the novelty aspect of the program)
7% ~ 10 (too muchlalguagéata-lang@sgé c\:nfaamn) ;

7% - HO (too many class periods per language)

g5 = 70 (students not prepared to know what .Géﬁzzaé is _a?:é@t)

6 -~ N0 (lack of uniformity in graﬂi:ig amf:mé teé,ﬁehers)

Igh -~ NO (not enough materials available for time allocated for toaching
Ta= - _ Y _



L. Has the curriculum guide, Meeting Another Culture Through
much help to ycg? Please explain your anawer.

Language been of

1/3 - No help at all (too difficult, too general, etc.)

1/3 - Of minimal help

1/3 - Of some help (primarily at beginning of teaching course for
establishing goals and guidelines, useful in selecting cultural
lessons, and for sglecting activities and suggestions for games
and other activities) A

In most cases if the teacher felt that the guide was of no or of minimal
help, the teacher had devised his or her own materials and program of astudy.

5. Do you feel that exposure to the F.L.A. program has affeoted the number of
students who enroll later in the regular sequential language program?

56% - YES' (has had a strong effect, both positive and negative,
" but for the most part positive;. - .- :

20% - Y5S (has had some effect)
22% - YES (hes hed a minimal effect)
6. VUhat has been the student response tc:.-‘tha F;Z.A; prcgram’?'

479 -~ Had a positive response as seen in increased enrollment in sequential
program and in general student enjoyment .- %

36% - Had a neutral response (average response)
18% - Had a negative response due tc;h” the ma;ﬂatary aspect of the program

7. Vhat do you feel are the main problems in the F.L.A. ’pfegrém and do you
have any suggestions for alleviating the problems?

32% - cited a problem in the attainment of the goals of the F.L.A. program
while working with the ability and/or motivational level of many of
the students

25% - puggested that more time be allotted teachers for planning for F.L.A.
classes, and that more attention be given to coneidering the problems
encountered while working with F.L.A. students (large variety of
ability and interest within the same class)

25% - suggested that more conaideration could be given to the curriculum
to be taught

21% - felt that a greater uniformity among teachers was needed in the
maintenance of student discipline and in structures and material
selected for teaching _

18% - felt that there is a need for more materials to be made available

for the F.L.A., program, i.e. more appropriate audio-visual materials,

textbooks, end art supplies e

7% - suggested that classes be made emaller




7% - felt that the mandatory aspect of the F.L.A. program should be
consldered.

1% - felt that there im & problem in the lack of oral participation
on the part.of F.L.A. students

¥

\% - felt. that the F,L.A. program gives students an unrealistic -
imp:r.‘easian of Level I foreign language classes

8. tVhat do you feel are the strong points of the F.L.A. program?

60% - felt that the exposure of a greater number of students to the
culture and language of other countries is a very strong point

325 - saw a strong point in~the maximization of the "I ocan..." attitude
of many students in thé —FaL.A.p program

25% ~ felt that the Prgg;:am ei‘fars the teacher an appcrttmity for creativity,
resourcefulness, and iinag:\natian

21% - felt that the F.L.A. program arouses an interest in and facilitates
the studenta! choice of future i‘creig languag course EEléGtiDnE

¢y -~ saw as a positive aspect the additional course selection to level I
made pcsaible to & student with the addition of the F.L.A. program

lgh - felt that the F.L.A. program helps teachers to identify those
students who have a definite language potential




APPENDIX B

The F.L.A. program offered at Ridgely Junior High School is as follows:
gtudents not enrolled in the sequential programe of LevelI ox Level II in the
8th and 9th grades are enrolled in a program of four ten-week sessions. Languages
offered are Chinese, I'rench, German, Ruseian, and Spanish. Students attend three
fifty-minute class periods per week, '

Number of Etudezy‘:“frjeépaﬁseaé 22T

1. Vhat have been your favcritéparts“cf the F.L.A. program 86 far this year?
o6 - Speaking Activities (dialogues, vooabulary exercisés, promunciation
drills, ete.) e

22% = Auﬂié-visual Activities’ (ms?ies', slides, film strips, video tapes
of television programs, etc.y ‘- - ST ,

19% - Field trips (restaurante, ebc.)

16% =~ Cultural Activities (study of customs, geography, history, ete.)
12% - Game Activities (bingo, erossword: puzzles, unscrambles, dot-to-dot
gemes, etc.)
9% - Arts and Crafts Activities (coloring plctures, making greeting
cards and menus, etc.)
- L% - Reports and projects

3% - Other (including keeping a notebook, music activities, writing
Chinese characters)

2. Do you like the idea of .saving four languages in one year? Vhy or why not?

45% ~ YBS (Llilked the exposure to & variety of languages, cultures, and
teachers)

30 - YES (1liked the exposure to several lenguages as a means of
helping in future foreign language course pelections)

¥ - YES (no reason given)

19% - M0 (414 not like the shifting of languages because it caused
confusion and because not emough time was allowed for grasp
of each language)

3% - YES and NO (felt it was "okay")

25 ~ NO (wanted exposure to only two languages)

2% - NO (wanted exposure only to those languages offered in the sequential
program)




15 = WO (no reason given)
3. Would you like o have F.L.A. for more than three periods a week?
@ If so, for how many? . -
73% - NO (liked present program for three periods per week)
2% « NO (wanted two periods per wee};)_,_“’ |

1% - NO (wanted one period per week)

1%

1l ~ YES (wanted five periods per week)

NO (wanted no periods per week)

5% - YES (wanted four periods per week)
L. Can you think of any changes that would improve the F.L.A. program?
* " 2lg - Liked program as is and/or offered no suggestions
| 18% - Suggested a greater number of field trips
10% - Suggested a greater mumber of movies
7% - Suggested a greater variety of activities
5% - Suggested a greater number of cultural activities

o L% - Suggested a greater variety of languages be offered
: (including Italian and Latin) ‘

\g - Suggested that the F.L.i. program should not be mandatory for
students not enrolled in Level I or Ievel II

L% - Suggested that students should select which four or five
languages they studied

16% = Other (including more plays, more vocabulary, smaller classes,
more projects and reports, fewer languages offered, and
changes in the sequential program offered)

5. Do you think that Ridgely should continue to have the T.L.A ‘program?
Vhy or why not?

30% -~ YES (liked the variety of exposure to several languages due to
the fun and interest aspect)

287% - YES (liked the exposure to several languages due to the aspect ,
of facilitating their future foreign language course selections)

1% - YES (no reasoc.. given)
11% - YES (liked the idea of having & course selection in addition to Level. I)

‘ 6% - YES (liked the aspect of F.L.A. being a good reinforcement and
preparation in general for further langusge studies)




7% = NO (no reason given) o ‘

1% - ¥O (felt that F.L.,A. puts the student in a position behind other
language students) S _




‘Number of student responses; 157

P mﬂ& B I

UUESITQUATIES OF i_i_POﬂEE mﬁ P.J; Tt LoAs

These are atudents. ﬂu;:rantls" -enrolled in Ievel I in the nin'bh grade who
were enrolled in F,L.A. in the eighth grade.

=0 ’ EEE E . L S A P o

1. Are you glaé. m had F.L,A. 1aEt yeg:‘? Why or why not?

55% IES (1ikec1 the Efpasuze 1:9 Eeveral 15;1@13593 as :Lt assiated them
: i .in their Eelection of .] praaently 'being stuﬂied in
CLEVEL I) ¢ o i oL

17% - yES (1iked the fun sna ’Fa:iaty asPeet of I". -.A..

cES

10% - YES (likad the p:epa;atiqn and reinfaraemaﬁt receiveti iﬂ F,L.A.
ag it helpea tham in théir perfgmamse ;Ln Leval I)

1% - Y5S (no veasor givem) .. .« . . . ... o

8% - NO (felt tlhat taking T.LeA..for one year had kept. then, from
starting their. study of Level I eaxlier) ;

2% - N0 (no Teason %ive::.)

- 8% -~ wo (Bthar - inuludj_ng ;ties. that F A, gave.a. fs.lse impressian
of Level I, that they did not like the ides of ‘exposure to
1anguages not offered in the sequential program;- that they
got the different languages confused)

2, Did F,L.A. affect your salec:hian of a 15:1% course this yea:;‘? How?

5515 YES (felt expodure to 7. L. A« helped them develop a preference for
language Selected in Level I)
2% ~ yES (felt theY were better prepared amnd had some basic prior
knowledg® of language studied in Level I)

- YES (no reason given)

!

15% - NO (said they hag a pI'Eferenge for a particular language to be
- studied in Level I Drior to exposure t0 F.L.hk.)

§0 (no reason &lven)

13%

2% - N0 (other - including the fact that they didn't have opportunity
to select Preferred language and that they merely took F.L.A,
for the oredit given)




3. Ia Level I what you thought it would be? - In what ways, if any, is it
different from what yuu ergactad?

..... - i' - F;,— i;;

Tx . 22% - NO (thpught that’ Tevel I would be generally Easier)_
7% - NO (no reason given) e

6% - NO (did not expect so much emphasis on areas c::f written wc\rk,
including grammar and. verb studies) . - . . ... .

S% NO (*Bhaué:t Lavel I wc»uld be harder)
L. Uhat kimis af 1@@;&@ pregrams shauld be effe ed ta Etﬂﬂen'bs?

23‘% feli'. that‘ Eurra:;t ccm’b:matim of ahﬂices ai‘ F LA 311:1 Lével T
and Level II in the regula;' sequential program of French, Russ;.an,
and Spanish was gﬂad ' _

17% - felt that a‘l;her 1anguages thu;l.ﬂ. be a&ded t@ the EEquential pzogrsm
-+ (ideluding Italia:n, Latin, Chinese, Ge;:man, ?nrtuguase, and _Polish)
: s
17% - folt that a gene;‘a.l advanced culture oourse wcruld 'be a ganﬂ ’
.addition (including study of aaeﬂ.ng travel, geography, sports, etc.)

3% + felt that F.L.4.: should be modified so .as.to allow students to
select which four 'of tHe five languages they studied-and in what
sequence ; ’ o

9% - other - inelu&_jgg only two languages to be offered in F.L.i., 1/2
year of F.L.A. and ] 2 year other; .that T'.L.A. -be a mandatory course
prior to Levél I to aid 111 the Eelectian Df lanm clmsen in the

. sequential program




