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A FILOT JUNIOR HIGH SUMMER SCHOOL PROGRAM, PARTIALLY
FUNCCD BY THE U.S. OFFICE OF ECONGIHIC OPFGRTUNITY AND
DESIGNED TO PROVIDE STUDENTS FROM ECONOMICALLY AND CULTURALLY
DISADVANTAGED AREAS COPPORTUNITIES FOR IMPROVING THEIR SKILLS
IN "ANGUAGE ARTS (PARTICULARLY READING) AND ARITHMETIC, WAS
EVALUATED AFTER ITS INITIATION IN THE OAKLAND, CALIFORNIA,
PJUBLIC SCHCUQOLS IN 1965. THE EVALUATION WAS BASED ON
QUESTIONNAIRE SURVEYS OF PARENTS, STAFF MEMBERS, AND STUDENTS
AND ON FPRE- AND FOST-PROJECT TEST DATA CN THE METROFOLITAN
READING AND ARITHMETIC TESTS, INTERMEDIATE LEVEL, FORMS AM
AND BM (WWORD KNOWLECGE, COMPUTATION, AND PROBLEM SOLVING AND
CONCEPTS) FOR THE NEARLY 500 SEVENTH. EIGHTH, AND NINTH
GRADERS WiHO COMFLETED THE €-WEEK PROGRAM, ALL PARTICIPATING
STUDENTS HAD IQ'S OF 90 CR MORE AND WERE AT LEAST 12 MONTHS
RETARDED IN READING AND ARITHMETIC. A FOLLC,'UP STUDY OF A
REPRESENTATIVE 20-PERCENT SAMFLE OF THE SUMMER SCHOOL
STUDENTS (ALL IN GRADES 8 AND 9) WAS MADE THE FOLLOWING FALL
TO DETERMINE THE RESIDUAL EFFECTS OF THE PROGRAM ON
ATTENDANCE AND ATTITUDE RECORDS, GENERAL ACHIEVEMENT, READING
ACHIEVEMENT, AND STUDENT SELF-RATING AS COMFARED WITH OTHER
STUDENTS AND THE PREVIOUS YEAR OF SCHOOL. TABLES, FIGURES,
AND COFIES OF THE QUESTIONNARIES ARE INCLUDED IN THE
APPENDIXES. (LS)
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CAKLAND PUBLIC SCHOOLS
Research Depzartment

fvaluation Report of the Secondary Summer 3chool Program, 1965

The Oaklanc Public Schools embarked on a pilot summer school program

which was designed to provide students from economically and culturally
disadventzged arees oprortunities for improving their skills in language

arts (primarily resdi , listening and speaking) and arithmetic. As the
program w=s developed, primary emphasis was placed on helping students

improve their language arts skills with particular attention being given
to reading skills development. attention was also given to the develop-

ment of arithmetic skills. The focus of this report will be presenting

summaries of:

The pre- and post-project test data findings

The Questionnaire Survey of Parents

The Staff T“valuation of Summer School

The Student Evaluation of 3Summer School

The Follow-up Study of the Summer 3chool Project

METHOD

Subjects

The program was designed for about 500 pupils who met the following
criterias .1l pupils 2ttending the Summer School Program...

were Oakland residents

had completed 6th, 7th or 8th grade

were at least 12 months retarded in reading
were at least 12 months retarded in arthmetic

»

(an I.G. of not less than 90 was used as a guide)
. met the “disadvantoged” criteria set up by the Economic
Opportunity =act.

o U EFwWwnh

The actual enrollment was 540 as of the end of the first week,
Enrollment was on a quota basis assigned to all public and private schools
of Oakland. The quota system was based on the number of students the
sending school indicated it had who met the reading skill deficiency
criteria. The final enrollment at the end of the six-week program was
LB0. Pupils were assigned to instructional grouns, about 25 per class,
without regard to grade entering or skill level possessed,

Program

Classes started at 8:30 and were dismissed at 12:30. There was a
mid-morning snack break from 10:00 to 10:20. In addition, there was a
L45-minute physical activity period at some time during the morning. The
instructional time was assigned as follows: two 45-minute periods to
language arts; one 45-minute period to mathematicsj one 45-minute period
to special interest activities such as art, music, homemaking, drama,

were felt to be able to profit from the Summer 5chool Program
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Within the framevork of these class pzriods, field trips end assemblies
were scheduled with the purpose of nroviding sources of motivation and
meaning for the intensive remedial instructional program. Each class,
then, w=s scheduled for field trips and assewblies for a totsl time that
was equivalent to about one moruing p=r week. This means that each
student received a total of about 6 hours per week of in-class remedial
instruction in language arts with emphasis on reading and about 3 hours
per week of in-class remedial instruction in mathematics or a total of
36 hours in language arts and 18 hours in mathematics over the 6-week
session.

Evaluation Instruments

The following instruments were administered ot the beginning and
conclusion of the projects*

Metropolitan Reading, Intermediate Level, Form am (beginning);
Form Bm (conclusion) (1958 edition)

Word Knovledge

Reading

Metropolitan srithmetic, Intermediate Level, Form Am (beginning);
Form Bm (conclusion) (1958 edition)

Computation

Problem 30lving and Concepts

The following instruments were administered only at the conclusion
of the project:

The Cuestionnaire Survey of Parents

The 5taff DTvzluation of Summer School

The Student Evaluation of Summer School
RESULTS

Pre-Project Data

In Table 1 is presented, by grade level, the distribution of the
grade equivalent scores obtained by the students at the beginning of the
project. These same data are presented in graphic form in Figure 1.

(See Tsble 1 and Figure 1 in Appendix 4, Pages 1 & 2)

It is quite apparent from this display that a considersble grade
eauivalent score range obt2ins for each of the grade levels on the Word
Knowledge and Reading Comprehension subtests. 4 slightly smaller range
can be observed for the arithmetic subtests. in insvection of pre-project
score distributions will incdicate that for the entering 7th grade group

* The analysis was limited to the test data obtained from students who
had completed pre. and post-project tests.
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their median Word Knowl~dge and Reading scores are about 2 grade levels
below the level that would be considered their exrected grade level

achievement--assuming that 2 high correlation would exist between their

vocabulary and reading skills znd tie grade they ere entering, For the
entering 8th grade students, their pre-projsct median scores for the same

skill rreas are 3 grade levals below expectancy; the entering 9th have
pre-project median scores on 'iord Knowledge and Reading subtests that are
about 3% grade levels below expectancy. On the arithmetic subtests,

again in terms of the medians, the entering 7th grade pupils are about one
grade level below expectancy; the 8th,a little over 2 grade levels below
expectancy; the 9th are nearly 3 grade levels below expectancy.

Thus, while the discrepancy between the obtained and exnected pre-
project median grade scores is somewhat greater for all grade level groups
on the Word Knowledge and Reading subtests than on the Arithmetic subtests,
the trend of discrepancy for all skill areas tested increases in about
the same proportion for each higher grade level group. This trend is

consistent with the results frequently obtained on students with skill
deficiencies.

End-0f-Project Data

In Table 2 and Figure 2y post-project results are presented in the
same formnts as the pre-project results.

(See Table 2 and Figure 2 in hpoendix A, Pages 3 & 4)

In gzeneral, there is relatively little difference in the total score
range between the pre- and nost-project test results. Some gains can be

observed at the median as well =2s st some of the lower and upper quartile
points,

To ref

lect the impact of the summer project, the pre- and post-
projsct test

results are more directly compared now in Table 3.
(See Table 3 in kopendix A, Page 5)

These same data are presented in graphic form in Fi

gure 3 (Vocabulary
and Reading) and Figure 4 (4rith

mztic Computation and Problem Solving).
(See ™igures 3 and 4 in hprendix 4, Pages 6 & 7)

The data in T2ble 4 indicate t
in gain scores (i.e., the difference
results) occur at grades 7 and 8 in R

grade 9 in .rithmetic Problem Solving and Concepts. Relisble diff=rences
in gain scores can also be noted st the upper cuartiles for grade & in
Reading Comprehension and arithmetic Computation, it grade 9, a reliable

gain score diffarence can also be noted on the Rerding Comprehension sub-
test for the lower quartile,

hat at the median, reliable differsznces
between pre- and post-project test
eading Comprehension and occur at

(See Table 4 in appendix A, Page g)
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Questionnaire Data:

At the end of the project, opinions and ratings concerning the summer

school project were secured from pupils, parents, and teachers., A record
of the tabulated respoanses for the pupil and parent questionnaires can be
found in Appendix A, Peges 9¢10.A brief summary of the tabulated responses

to these questionnaires and rating forms is provided here:

Pupil Guestionnaire:

A. Boy-girl ratio--a slightly larger number of girls (230) than boys
(193) attendeqd the Summer 3chool although the differcnce is not a signifi-
cant one, (= 3.h2, p»,05)

B, A hnighly si nificant number of students responded that thsy very
much liked coming to summer school (16L) in gomparison to the number that
ansuered tney did not like coming ( Ll). (&= 15,26, p <. 001)

Co A highly sirnificant number of studcnts would like to come to
summer school (232) again next summer in contrast to tge number that in-
dicated they would not like to attend again (177)e (3¢= 7+69, p<.OL

D. In terms of activities or featurcs they liked about the summer
school the breakdoun for a random sample of 100 students was as follows:

N
Trips 62 (Since these were free responses and the
Recess, James L9 number varied, percentajes were not
Snacks 2L computed., )
Assemhly 2h
Arithmetic 14
iteading 17

E. Thin:s liked lesst: There uas a tendfncy for students to cite
what they reparded as restrictive measures, ¥or instance, the pupils
mentioned the requirement that hefore engaging in various non-class

activities such as snack time they apparently had to line up.

Parent Questionnaire:

The parents +hose opinions were sampled uere senerally pleased uith
the services provided and would like to see summer school offered agzaine
vhen asked to rate tie amount of reading they've observed their children
accoiaplishing at home during the course of the summer school program,
nearly 3 out of L parents indicated thet wmore reading was being done. In
the area of arithmetic, eight out of ten parents felt that thelr children
were able to nandle that subject better as a result of thelr summer school

erpericnces,

A oroup of responses of the type: "Should have more classwork and
homeworl:," survests possible need for re-cxamining the perent orientation
prorram to detormine whether the content and scope of the summer school
procram is fully enough explaihed at the parent orientation meeting, oOee
Appendix A, page 9 for the tally of responses and some eramples of commcnts

mace.

T I)




Teacher uestionnecires

Teachers freouently mentioned the great age and reading and arithmetic
skill renge of the students in their classes. Below are listed represent-
ative responses to the open-ended cuestions; they are grouped under three
headingss

1) Factors, circumstances that seemed to enhance the project; 2)
Factors, circumstances that avpeared to limit the project; 3) Suggestions
for turther study.

1) Factors enhancing the summer school project:

- ~vailability of resource persons

- Lack of pupil competition for grades

- Freedom to try variety of technioues

- Relaxed atmosphere

- Exchange of clssses among teachers for special work

- Provision for s number of field trips

- Self-contained classroom structure

- Lack of pressure on teacher and pupils (e.g., no assigning or
receiving gredes)

- Time to prepare instructional activities

- Interest of students

- Fine teaching climate

- Administrator®s excellent help

2) Limiting circumstances:

- Age span too great

- Skill span too great

- Too many *“s'ow learners®

- Need for improved planning for field trips

- Need for improved planning for use of resource persons

- Children with behevior problems too prevalent

- lio tangible means to evaluete nrogress--pupils did not put forth
best effort

- Little continuity in programming of homeroom class

- Need for guidance function to be exnlained to parents

- Class size too large

3) Suggestions for possible improvement: (In addition to those listed
above relating to lessening
the prevalence of limiting
factors.)

- Involvement of perents--particularly in guidence program purposes

- More concentr~tion on Reading =nd irithmetic

- Resource persons should be given opportunity to work in their own
area,(e.g., should not have & regular clsss or homeroom)

- Field trips should not repeat trips of academic year

- Study the programming in shop, art classes for possible greater
effectiveness

- Study the assembli=es to see ways to improve
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More opportunities for students to develop independence and
leadership

Consider possible use of team teaching ideas

Fhysical Education nrogram needs studying to lecrn of ways of
getting more students to participate

Discussion

From the test data presented above, it anpears that the summer
school project’s impact can be observed most clearly in the area it was
designed to be felt, that is, reading comprehension skills-.an impact
that is manifest over the three grade level groups. Reliable gains were
also achieved at some skill levels on the arithmetic computation as well
as on the problem solving and concept subtests--areas which received
relatively less attention., Whether or not these gains are about what one
would expect, in terms of the learning potential of the studeuts, is not
readily ascertainable from these data. However, if one applied the rule-
of-thumb baseline of a month of growth for a month of instruction, the
results reported above would seem to mect that criterion in several of
the skills tested at several levels.

It is possible that in some cases the reduction in the range of
scores ard, in other zases, the slight increase in range between pre-
and post-project results can be explained by regression and measurement
error effects. The regression effects would operate to raise post-
project test scores of those at the low end of the distribution and lower
the scores at the upper end of the distribution. Since the regression
and measurement error efiects operate differently, they would tend to
cancel each other out, thus resulting in a range increase in some cases
and a cecrease in others. additionally, the ceiling of the tests may
well have been reached by some pupils, a factor which affects the range
as well.

The decision to assign students to classes without regard to the
grade they were entering appears to have had some test data supvort since
the median test scores of the three grade level groups are quite similar
in the mathematics areas at both the beginning and conclusion of the
project., However, the distribution of Word Knowledge and Reading Compre-
hension test scores suggests there was less similarity among the grade
level groups in these skill areas. If conditions prevail in subsequent
summer school programs (e.g., staffing problems) such thet punils from
different grade level groups must again be combined, an entering 7th and
Bth grade grouping might turn out to have more test data support;i.e.,
assuming that the skill levels of next summer®s 7th and 8th grade students
are as similar as this summer ‘s, leaving the 9th grade to be taught as a
separate group. Further, the maturity range alone offers strong argument
for a careful study of sectioning in planning for such a nroject in the
future,

The question arises whether or not the reading skill deficiencies
of those falling in the lower quartile were optimally remedied by the
procedures and materizls ~mnloyed. Some teachers cited the number of
"slow learners” as a limiting circumstance in the make-up of the groups.
However, if the selection procedure was followed as outlined (only students
in the upper 75% of the scholastic aptitude distribution--national norm),
then there should have been few, if any, "slow learners® enrolled.

L
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The question of whether or not there vere siznificant numbers of "slow
learners” is a matter of the extent to which the scholsstic aptitude criteria
cited above was followed., It is ouite nossible that many students who were
later regsrded as being "slow lesrners” were ones whose reading skill de-
ficiencies were so severe that the instructional program that was provided
simply did not reach these students.

Since it is necessary that the instructional program for those
students who fall in the lowest quarter of the tes® score distribution be
tzilored specifically to r-medving their reading skill deficiencies, it is
highly desirable that as nlans are made for future summer school programs
consideration be given to the administration of diagnostic reading tests
following the survey test usuzlly administ‘ered at the start of the summer
school program. The follow-up diagnostic test should be administered at
least to the lowest qucrter students.

General Summary of Summer School Data

This repert has presented data, objective and subjective, secured
during the operation of {ihe Oaklend Public School 1965 Secondary Summer
School project--a program funded by the Office of Economic Opportunity
and the Oakland Public Schools. The test data indicate that reliable
test score geins vere made by some grade groups, in some skill areas (e.g.,
reading comprehensien and arithmetic--computation and problem solving).
Students, parent and teacher opinlons concerning the summer school project
were presented, Teachers' suggestions for possible improvement were also
included. Following the presentation of the data, the findings were
discussed,

Follow-Up Study

Provision was made in the evaluation design of the 1965 Secondary
level Summer School Project that a study be made of the kinds of effects
the summer school program had on tre student after classes had resumed in
the fall,

METHOD

Subjects

A1l 8th and 9th grade summer school students in four schools were
selected for the sample. The students in these four schools (Roosevelt,
Hamilton, Havenscourt and Hoover) were selected for the following reasons:

1. They were judged to be representative of the total number in
Summer School attendance.,

2., 3ighth and ninth grade students were selected so that ratings
by administrative and teaching personnel of these schools could
be obtained in which comparizons between student attendance and
achievement patterns between this fall and the last year could
be made. The sample breakdown by schools and sex is as follows:




e T M TR NS AN I L M AT N 3 et~

G

1

2

|

| B.
‘

é [}

g Total

WIS LS AT

ST e et T R T TR s e R T WA AT

" e el TRy S AT T T R BT L RS R WRTTN A e A TR T A IR o M
Il I A ERRIR R AT TR T mar TS T e < ORI TR A,

8.
Totals for
Hanilton Havenscourt oover Roosevelt 21l four
schools
8th  9th 8th 9th Bth gth Sth Bth 9th
3 N Be 6 6 B, 2 3 De 6 11 B. 17 2L
5 3 6. 6 2 G. 3 5 G, 12 17 G. 26 27
§ 7 Total T2 "B Total 5 T Total I8 28 Total L3 51 o

9L/L30 = 20%

Thus, the students of these four schools represent approrimately & 20% sample
(9L/Li30) of those in attendance during tne 6th week of the summer school,

T-e boy/girl (B./G.) ratio of this sample is approximately in the
same proportion as the summer school enrollment.

Procedure

Opinions concerning the effects of the Summcr School Program were
sought, by means of questionnaires, from the staff and students of each
school selected for studv. All questionnaires were delivered personally
the weel of December 1, 1965, to the principal of each school, who in turn
distributed the questionnaires to persons involved., Completed questionnaires
were eventually returned by all schools to the Research Department soon

after the resumption of school in January,
The questionnaire forms and tabulated responses can be found in
Appendix 3. A brief description of the questionnaires follows:
rp le 24
Principal and Counselor's Questionnaire - The arecas covered by the
questiornaire are: the student's attendance, attitude and achievement

record now as compared to last vear,

Teacher's Questionnaire =~ The areas are: the studentt!s attendance,
attitude, general achievement and specific reading achievement
record now compared to that of otner students in the teacher's
class. This questionnaire was completed by the Tnglish, ath,
Social Studies and Science teachers of the eighth grade students;
the Enplish, Science and Math teachers of the ninth grade students,
The teachers were also asked to indicate the student!s grade
average to date of completion of the Questionnsire.

Student's Questionnaire - The areas to be rated are concerned with
Tne student's perception of the various aspects of his reading
skills, amount of reading he does, his present grades and interest
in the classes listed under "Ieacher" ahove as well &s his per-
ception of Low he'!s doing now 1n sub-areas to be rated in these

classes compared to last year.

RESULTS

Teacher (Questionnaire

The number of teachers in cach subject ficld in tue follow=-up
study assigning ratings to Summer School students in each category are
presented in Tables & (grade 8) and 6 (grade 9).
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(See Tables 5 and 6 in Appendix B, Pages 1 & 2)

In the interest of brevity, a detailed analysis of these ratings will
be limited to those assigned by the English department staffs,

8th Grade Boys: (English classes)

Nearly a half of che summer school boys were rated as maintaining a
better attendance record than the other students in these classes.,

A little over a fourtn of them were judged as displaying a better
attitude than their classmates., A little over 105 of them were viewed
as malzing a better achievement record than their peers while one-half of
them were judged as achieving less well than their classmates,

Thhen their ability to achieve was taken into account, a little over
one-half of the 8th grade summer school boys were judsed by their teachers
as performing less well than expected,

A little over 10,5 of the summer school boys are judged by their
English teachers as demonstrating skill in reeding that is better than
most of their classmates while a third of them were viewed as having reading
skills that are lower than most of their peers,

Compared with the amount of reading accormplished by the other
students in their class, nearly one~half of the 8th grade summer school boys
were rated as reading less than most of their classmates.

8th Grade Girls:

Two out of three of the girls were regarded by their fnglish teachers
as maintaining a better attendance record than most of their classmates,
while nearly a half of them were rated as showing a better attitude than
most of their peers, PMearly a third of the 8th grade summer school girls
were rated as achieving at a higher level than most of their classmates;
however, nearly L out of 10 were judged to be achieving at a lower level
than most of the other students in their Lnglish class. WWnen account was
taken of their sbility to achieve, nearly 10% of the 3th grade girls in
the follow-up study vere judged by their English teachers as achieving
above expectation while a little over LO% of them were rated as achieving
below erpectation,

In general reading skills, a little over one out of four were rated
as performing at a level hicher than most of their classmates, while two
out of three of them were judged to be reading at a level below most of
their classmates. J+ifteen percent of the girls were felt to be reading
more than most of the other students in their English class; however, a
little over l out of 10 vere judged to be reading less than most of their
classmatcs,

9th Crade Boys: (Lnglish classes cont'd,)

Over one-half of the boys in the follow=-up study were judged to be
maintaining a better attendance record than most of their classmates; a
little over onz out of three of them uwere rated as exhibiting a better
attitude then their peers,

In achievement, when compared to the others in their class, about
1/5 of the boys were judged to be performing better, while a little over
a third of those in the follow-up sample were observed as achieving less
well than their classmates, TUsing ac a base their ability to achieve, a
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little less than 15% were viewed as surpassing the achievement level expect-
ed of them, while nearly L0} were judged to be achieving at a level that
was below exrectation,

In contrast to this last trend, in general reading skills, nearly L0%
were rated as manifesting a higher performance than most of the others in
their class while less than one in five were rated as performing less well
than their classmates in this area, In terms of the amount of their read-
ing, nearly 207 of the ninth grade boys in the follow-up study were
observed as doing more than most of their classmates as against a little
over a third who were judged to be reading less,

9th Grade Girls:

About three out of four of the zirls vere rated as waintaining a
better record in attendance and attitude than nost of their classmates,
Jearly four out of ten of them were judged to be achieving at a level
higher than their classmates vhile one fifth of them were rated as doing
less well,

Against the background of their assumed ability to achieve, about
157 were rated as achieving at a level that was higher than expected.
Nearly a third of them were felt to be performing at a higher level than
most of their classuetes in general reading skills and the amount of read-
ing they were accomplishing,

Teacher Ratings: grouped into high and low categories

Detalled comparisons like the ahove of the ratings assigned the
students by the teachers in the other subject areas can be made by the
rcader.,

since the number of ratings assigned by teachers in each of the
subject fields at =ach grade level are not large enough to assure one
of their stability, it is more useful to focus on the total frequencies

of the high and low ratings assipned in all subject fields., These data are
presented in Table 7,

(See Table 7 in Appendix B, page 3)

An inspection of the data in Table 7 su eests tit, in .owrcl,
summer school students at both the 8th and 9th grade levels were judged
to be maintaining a better attendance and attitude reco.d than most of

heir classmates (the trend is statistically significant except in the
instance of the attitude record for the 8th grade boys).

In the area of achieverent, there is a slivht, though non-significant,
trend for more 8th pgrade summer school students to be rated as performing
less well than their classmates in contrast to the number rated as perform-
ing better than most of their classmates. At the 9th prade an opposite,
although non-significant, trend is apparent for the girls; a slightly
greater number of them were rated as achieving at a level higher than most
of their classmates wiile an equal number of high and low ratings were
assigned the hoys,

vlhen their achievement is rated against their apparent ability to
achieve, the pattern is consistent for both 8th and 9th grade students: a
hicher proportior of them were viewed as performing at 2 level below
expectancy compared with the proportion that was judged to be performing
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above the level of achievement which their tecachers felt they could succeed,

In the area of general reading skills, there was a tendency among tne
8th srade students (sipgnificant for sirls only) for a greater number of
them to be rated as rcading better compared with the number rated as reading
less well than their peers; at the 9th grade the proportion of high and low
ratings in this area was about equal,

In the last area rated, arount of reading, the trend (significant for
8th grade boys only) is consistent for all (except the 9th grade girls): a
somewhat greater proportion of low ratings was given. In the case of the
Jth grade girls, a slightly greater number of them received high ratings.

The tests of statistical significance referred to above are presented
in Tables 8 and 9,

(See Tables 8 and 9 in Appendix B, pages 4 & 5)

To ass¢ss whether any significant differences occur between boys and
girls in the number of high and low ratings assigned, Chi Square tests were
performed on these frequencies., The results of these tests are presented
in Tables 10 (grade 8) and 11 (zrade 9).

(See Tables 10 and 11 in Appendix B, pages § & 7)

Although 8th grade girls tended to receive more high and low ratings
than Uth grade boys in all areas, it was only in the number of high ratings
in attitude 8th grade pirls were zssigned that a significant difference was
found, Ninth grade girls also surpassed the 9th grade boys at a statistically
significant level in the number of low ratings teachers assigned them for
the attendance record they were maintaining, There were no significant
diffrences in any of the other catecgories at either grade level between
the number of high and low retings boys and girls received,

Gradces

The distributions of grades assigned to the summer school students
by the various teachers are presented in Table 12,

(See Table 12 9n Ap-ondix B, page 8)

Again, tu lacilitate analysis the grades have been separated in Table
13 into hizh (A and B grades) and low (D and T grades) <roups.

(See Table 13 in Appendix B, page 9)

In the English classes in grades 8 and 9, it can be observed that
about one in five of the «irls were asnipgned hich grades while none of the
boys received grades in this sroupins, In Science classes, nearly 1/5 of
the 8th grade eirls and 1/3 of the 9th prade girls received grades in the
nigh catesory. Boys fared a little better here: 63 of the 8th grace boys
and 175 of the 9iir grade boys received grades in the hiph rrouping. In
lathematics, one third of the 8th grade girls received hich grades while only
a small percentare of the Jth yrade boys and the Yth grade hoys and girls
were assigned high grades,

I.hen the attention is directed to the overall proportion of hish
versus low grades assijned to boys and girls at both grade levels, the trend
is quite apparent—-~ a greater number of low grades ucre assiconed.

Although tests of significance -jere not computed (the diffcrences
in the frequencies between high and low grades is obviously large), it is
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quite probable that there would he no significant differcrces between the
proportion of high and low rrades assirned ~irls., 7or boys, the likelihood
of significantly more low grades being assigned is certainly present,

swudent Questionnaire

The number and corresponding perccntases of Summer school students!
self-ratings in 7nglish, Social 3tudies and Science (grade 8) and in English
and Science (grade 9) are presented in Tables 1 (grade 8) and 15 (grade 9).

(See Tables 1L and 15 in Appendix B, pages 10 & 11)

The rating data for the iMfathematics classes are presented separately

in Table 16 because the areas in which the studencs rated their work were
different,

(See Table 16 in Appendix B, page 12)

The record of the students! self-ratings in general areas of their
school work are presented in Table 17.

(5ee Table 17 in Appendix B, page 13)

A review of all of these tabled findings reveals that very few students
rated themselves in the areas listed as performing less well now than last
year.,

Since most of the students! self-ratings fell either in the "Belter
Than" or "About the Same As" categories, Chi Square tests were computed only
for the differences between frequencies occurring in these two categories,
Those differences that a~e statistically sipnificant are indicsted by
wetarisia, OWing to the ract that all of the differences between freauencies
which are stetistically sirnificant are those in which the higher frequency
occurs in the "Better Than" catepory, the asterisks were entered by the
frequencies in this cavegory.

To facilitate comparisons of instances where significant differences
between frequencies occur in these student self-ratings, Table 18 has been
prepared,

(See Table 18 in Anpendix B, Page 14)

It can be observed that the one area of their present work in which
all students rated their performance now as better than last year is: speed
uitit which they can read the materials in their 7nglish class, It can also
be noted that when evaluating their work in their Social Studies class, the
students assigned about an equal number of ratings under the "Better Iow"
and "Same As" categories-- the single crception being the 8th grade girls,
a significant number of wihom more often rated their skill in reading Social
Studies materials as beingz "PRetter Now"., There is a general tendency for
more significant differences to be found for 8th grade girls, with the
greatest number of them occrrring in the Science area,

Principal and Counselor OQuestionnaires

The tabulations of the Principal/Counselor ratings of the 8th and 9th
grade students! attendance, attitude and achievement records are presented
in Table 19,

(Gee Table 19 in Appendix B, pare 15)
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13,

Summaries of the trends suggestea by these tabulations follows:

8th Grade Boys:

About 1/5 of the 8th grade boys were judged to be maintaining a
better attendance and achievement record this fall compared to the total

record last year. MNearly 1/5 of them were judged to be manifesting a
better general atiitude riow than last vear,

dth Grade Girls:

In attitudes, half of the girls were Jjudged to be better this fall
than last year, About one out of three of them were judged to be making
a better attendance and achievement record now than last vear,

9th Grade Boys:

A little less than 104 of the boys were felt to be maintaining a
better attendance record now than last year., The attitude and achievement

records of nearly a third of them were Jjudged to be better this fall than
last year,

9th Grade Girls:

About one out of three of the girls were rated as establishing
better attendance records whis fall uver last year. One out of every

two girls rated were judged as manifesting better achievement records
this fall as compared to last year.

Sumary of the Tollow-up Study

The focus of this Tollow=up study has been on tie residual effects
the 1965 Swmner School had on the students after classes had reswied in the
fall, To assess these effects, the judements concerning student perforuance

in selected school subjects were sought, through rating scales, from the
administrative and teaching st~ffs of four schools assumed to be generally
representative of all OQaliland scliools sending students to sumaer school, To
further assess tlese efiects, self-rating sceles were administered vo all of
the students of these schools who had atsended summer school, Tests of
statistical significance were conputed for the data derived from the rating

schedules, A few of +he findings that apnear to be tenable-~ to the extent
that the data are reliable-— are cited here,

e Attendance and attitude records

~ Compared to other students-~ summer school students are
apparently maintaining better records,

~ Comnared to last year - at least some of the suimier school
students are estoblishing better records this yvear,

? Achievenent: general

~ Compared to other students - therec is a tendency for 8th grade
students to be doing somewhat less well,
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- Compared to last year-- one out of tiiree, on the average--are
making hetter cchievement records,

® Achievenent: reading

- Eighth grade girls tended to be rated as surpassing the reading
achievenent levels of their peers,

e Student self-rating

- In the view of the students themselves, there was a general

tendency for them to regard their performance in selected school
subjects as better now than last year.,

~ A large proportion of the students noted that, in general, their
speed of reading was better this year than last year,

Richard A, Laliverte
Rese~rch Denartment

RAL: Itfe
njk

Approved:
Alden W, Badal
Director of Research

May 23, 1966




APPENDIX A - 1

TABLE I
Distribution of the lletropolitan Reading and Arithmetic Grade Equivalent
Scores Achieved by 7th, 8th and 9th Grade Oakland Students at the
Beginning of the 1965 Summer School, Showing Quartiles,
Ifedian and Range
READING ARITHMETIC
Word Reading
Knowledge Comprehension Computation | Problem Solving
GRADE Pre-Project Pre-Project Pre-Project Pre-Project
N 166 189 186 178
Q3 5.6 5.5 6.6 6.5
7 Mdn 4.7 4.5 6.0 5.7
Ql 4.0 3.8 5.3 4.9
| Range | 2.0 - 10.0+ 2.0 - 10.0+ 3.8 - 8.8 3.1 - 9.0
N 124 132 130 132
5
i Q3 6.0 5.7 6.3 6.3
8 Mdn 5.1 4.7 5.8 5.6
¢ Q1 4.5 3.8 53 5.0
: Range | 2.0 - 10,0+ 2.3 - 10.0 3.0 - 10.0 4.2 - 10.0
| N 91 103 102 98
Q3 6.6 6.6 7.2 7.0
9 Mdn 5.1 5.5 6.3 6.0
Q1 4.5 4.4 5.6 5.3
Range ! 3.0 - 10.0+ 2.5 - 10.0 4.3 - 10.0 3.8 - 9.0
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APPEIIDIX A - 3
TABLE 2

Distribution of the Metropolitan Reading and Arithmetic Grade Equivalent
Scores Achieved by the 7th, 8th and 9th Grade Oakland btudents at
the End of the 1965 summer oSchool, Showing Quartiles, Median

and Range
READING ARITHMETIC
Word Reading
Knowledge Comprehension Computation Problem Solving
GRADE Pust-Project | Post-Project Post-Project Post-Project
N 166 189 186 178
Q3 5.8 5.7 6.7 6.8
7 | Man 4.9 4.9 5.9 6.0
Q1 4.0 4.0 5.3 5.3
Range| 2.0 - 10.0+ | 2.0 - 10.0 3.4 - 8.6 3.4 - 8.6
N 124 132 130 132
Q3 6.4 6.3 6.8 6.5
8 Man 5¢3 5.1 6.0 5.8
QA 4.3 4.0 5.3 5.1
[Range| 2.0 - 10.0+ 2.6 - 10.0 2.8 - 9.0 3.4 - 10.0
N 91 103 102 98
Q3 6.9 6.8 7.3 7.2
9 | Mdn 5.6 5.7 6.3 6.4
Q1 4.7 4.9 5.6 5.4
Range | 3.0 - 10.0 2.0 - 10.0 4.2 - 10.0 3.4 - 10.0
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SCHOOL THUIS YEAR. PLEASE A“SWER THE QUESTIONS AYD ASK YOUR SO OR DAUGHTER TO TAKE THIS FORM TO SCHOOL
TOMORROW N THE E)VELOPE PROVI DED

A
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APPEIDIX A -~ 9
116 sent CAKLARD PIBLIC SCHY LS

93 returreo (83%) ResearcH DEPARTMENT

PARE T EVAL:ATISH OF SUMWER SCHGL, 1965

We wANT TO KNOW WHAT YOU THINK AND HOW YOU FEEL ABOUT YOUR SON'S OR DAUGHTER'S BEING IN THE §UMMER

For EACH I TEM, PLEASE CHECK (\/f) It FRONT OF THE WORDS THAT TELL MOST NEARLY HOW YOU FEEL AND THINK
ABOUT THE PROGRAM,

1. Asour ReaoIng AT HoMe, My cuilLo:

% Reaos %. Reaos a % Reaos asour L’RFADS A % Renos
Ao 43" mucH 8o 28! LiTTLE .25 THE sAme 0o i JILITTLE . + 3! muen Less
MORE NOW MORE NOW AMO UNT NOW “TLESS How NOW
2o CoMPARED TO SCHOOL LAST winTER, MY CHILOS
9 9L
7. Likes 2. Likes % Likes suMmen % Likes b L1 KES SUMMER
Ae 131 summer scwool 8, (20 sumvem scwooL c. [13]Scrool asout 0. (3] sumver o0.] ZschooL
MUCH BETTER A LITTLE MORE THE SAME SCHOOL MUCH LESS

A LITTLE LESS
3. In wogkime Wi TH NUMBERS MY CHILDS

% Seems To % Seems To % Seems To % Seems ToO % Seems To
‘34 work with 8. (4B, WORK wWiTH Co {TBl WORK WITH 0, i [JWORK A LITTLE 04 2 WORK MUCH
THEM MUCH THEM A LITTLE T THEM ABOUT MORE POORLY NOW "“MORE
BETTER t10W BETTER NOW- THE SAME NOW POORLY
4, COMPARED TO YEARS WHEN MY CHILD DID NOT G0 TO SUMMER SCHOOL, THIS YEAR HE OR SHE!
% Gort aLone GoT ALong A L. Got aLowe 9 Gor atone A % _GoT aLone
A. 148 mucH seTTER a.‘IiD LITTLE BETTER GCol29] ABOUT THE 0e i 1] LITTLE WORSE E.)1]MUCH WORSE
WITH OTHER Wl TH O THER SAME W1 TH WITH OTHER WITH OTHER
PEOPLE PEOPLE OTHER PEOPLE PEOPLE PEOPLE
5o COMPARED TO LAST SCHOOL YEAR, MY CHILO iS¢
% Wow 1nTeResTED b Now % hsout THE % Now 3 Now
Ao 581 11 MaNY MORE 8126 1nTERESTED  cof T3)sAME o.[jfz INTERLSTED EJ O 0} nTenesTeo
THINGS IN A FEW INTERESTS IN A FEW LN MARY
MORE THINGS AS BE FORE LESS THINGS LESS THINGS

TypicAL RESPONSESS

I wHAT wAY HAS SUMMER 8CHOOL HELPED YOUR cHILD?__ FORE ACTIVE, INTERESTED CHILDZ BETTER IN

READI NG AilD ARITHMETICo

pa—y s o= —~

IN WHAT WAYS COULD SUMMER SCHOOL BE :MPROVED? _STUDENTS ieE0 MORE WORK: CLASSWORK, HOMEWORK,

2 ool am—,

- o~ 3 PPN

Ty - ——

IF FuUNDS ARE AVAILABLE FOR A SUMMER PROGRAM NEXT YEAR, WOULD YOU BE INTERESTED IN HAVING YOUR CHILD
ATTEND AGAINT

YES, O VERWNELMIHGLY (onLy 2 saro wouLon't SEi'D CHILD TO SUMMER SCHOOL MEXT YEAR) o

S A, SRR

- em— -
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APPENTIX /.= 10

5SS 0LKLAND PUBLIC SCHOOLS
Research Department

STUDENT £VAIUATION OF SUMMER SCHOOL, 1965

We are asking for vour ideas and suggestions for improving summer school next year.

=193 230_.__ Total = 423
4. Please check if you are a BOY | 468 or GIRL | 54% | Grade_7, 8, 9

(Difference not signiticant.)
B. How much did you like coming to summer school?

N=164 218 27 14__ _Total = 1123
'39%! Very | 52% It was i 65l Not very 3%] Not wct
much - all right much all

(Differences are significant,)
C. Would you be interested in coming to summer school again next year?

N=232 .. — 177 ——_.  Total = 409
| 357} tes 428 | o

(Difference not significant.)
Random sample of 100 questionnaires from 7th, 8th, and 9th grades:

D, What three things have you liked most about summer school?

N N N
1. Trips- 62 Teachers- 10 Work- 5
Rec. Games L9 Art 10
2. Snacks 24 'Woodshop 8
Assembly 24 New People 7
3. Arithmetic 19 Learn More 6
Reading 17 Breaks 6
E. What three things have you liked least?
N
1. Teachers 11 Generally, restrictive measures.
Reading 12
2. Arithmetic 14
Boys, Girls 5
3. Chsbot trip 5
Nothing 5
F. What things about summer school do you think should be changed to
make it better?
N
Nothing 14 Fewer restrictions and controls,
Food 8

Improve Cafeteria 7
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% TABLE 5 APPENDIX B - 1
é Teacher Ratings Of Summer School Students' Performance In Selected
% Areas During The Fall, 1965 bemester
§
§ 8TH GRADE
% | P T W
| Ifuch Better| Better Than aAbout The oorer Than | Much Pecorer
| AREAS
! l RATED Than lnst Most Same As Most| Most Than Most
5
% Boys | Girls| Boys |Girls | Boys |Girls | Boys |Uirls | Doys |Girls
| ATTENDANCE NE% N1, NE% N % NE% NE% Ni% NS% NF% N %
! . !
| English 117|623 | 6140 |11142 | 8153 | 6123 - 312 | -1 |-
3 $ * o . 1 ] | 1 ' |
} A Social Studies 7547 4516 2;13 11;44 5:33 7E28 15 7 3E12 -E —E
7 P ) I 1 I i |
| =§ Science 41251 3111 | 3119 | 8151 8150 {15158 [ 11 6 | =1 SR
4 . . 1 | I | |
g +» _llathematics 5133 2113 | 5122 | 2127 | A127 1 7446 4 1) T 1 11T | -} 117
i a
j = ATTITUDE
g A Eneli ! i 1 ' I : | | | H
; ) nglish 2:14 3313 2514 9535 8558 9;35 2514 3;13 —E 114
! o B |
% g Social Studies 4523 6E26 3;18 7530 7541 4;18 3518 4518 -i 218
' . . !
£ Science 5119|218 | 3{19 | 8131 | 5i31| 8131 ) 5151 ) 7126 | -1 114
X ] I I 1 1 1 ]
j = __ilathematics 429l 2h15 | 3121 | 5138 | 43294 2115 | -] 2115 | 3121 | 2115
| !ACHIEVEMENT
| . i i i i ! i i | i P
? English -] - 2114 | 8131 | 5136 | 8131 | 5,36 | 8i31 | 2,14 |2, 7
1 ! 1 | | 1 | | I |
Social Studies| 1! 7| 1! 4| 3l18 | 5123 | 9152 [ 11150 | 4323 | 3114 | - 219
1 1 I | | \ 1 | | 1
Science SN 2115 | 3111 7147 {13150 5133 | 9135 | 11 7|11 4
I |
Mathematics - 1' 9| alog | 3i03 | 5i26 | 5138 | 31211 2,15 | 2114 | 2115
: ABILITY TO ACHIEVE , ,
‘ 1 1 ' 1 1 | 1 I i f 3
English -1 |- 11 7 | 218 | 6140 12148 | 7146 10140 | 11 71y 4
1 1 3
Sncial Studies _E 1; 4 3518 4516 5529 12548 9553 7E28 -E - 1; 4 ?
Science _i -E 3;19 —3 7;44 IBiSO 5531 11i42 15 6 2E 8 ?
! llathematics oy _ 1 2000 | 2400 | 5123 | 7i46 | 31201 4127 | 41271107 1
% GENERAL READING SKILLo l . . l :
! 0 . * T T T 1 I ;
| % Bnglish -i _i 2113 | 7127 8%53 10%38 4%27 8%31 1% 7114
Z ©  Social Studies - - 4523 8&32 7141 15:60 5:29 1 4 1: 7 12 4
tg o |
S Science bt | siio | 5i19 | 9fs6 |1aisa | 3119 | 7127 | 116 |-
| 0
| 5 Mathematics N aiza | o117 L 6is0 ] 7is8 [ 118 2005 | 11 8- f
; e 2
; + j
; © AOUNT OF READING ‘ i , , : — ]
i 0 1 ' 1 | i 1 | | i ]
3 ©  English _bobob | 2023 | 415 | 640 {12142 | 6140 10139 | 11 7|14
19 I 1 I 1 ) [ | 1 [}
: § Social Studies |-} | -1 3118 7;28 9353 12i48 5129 | 4'16 | -! 2E 8
f | 1 | | ] 1 |
& Science 1i6f-1 | 116|415 | 6138 12146 | Ti4d 1 9135 | 1} 61114
; 1 i i i i
g S -lathematics ] 5117 1109 1 788 | 7i6a L1t el o110 | ot17 -1
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TABLE 6

APPEIDIX B - 2

Teacher Ratings Of Summer School students' Performance In Selected
Areas During The Fall, 1965 sSemester

9TH GRADE
. Much Better| Better Than About The Poorer Than | MuchPoorer
f' AREAS RATED Than st | ifost Same As Host | Most Than Host
Brys | Girls| Boys | Girls | Boys | Girls Boys | Girls { Beys |Girls
ATTENDANCE A AN N, %N % [N!'%B|INI% | NVF[N'A
x : : ! ! : : : | : |
English 6126 |6122 | 730 | 13148 | 9139 | 7126 | -1 |11 4 115 |-
i Science 2129 (312 | 7129 | 5120 | 9136 11144 114|624 | -} |-}
D
>_Hashematics 11519039 | sigz| 4in7 | 9ias | 6ie7 |-f [ata7 [ 2ls5 |-}
0
(o]
|
oATTITUDE N , .
) o T T ] RN e
’§ English 15 4 ”528 7':32 12;48 10546 6524 3514 -5 15 4 -:-
§ Science 3112 [ 4417 | 7129 5121 {10142 |10i41 | 4127|4127 | -1 |14
[} | | | 1 ! | 1 1 i
&__llathematics 1} 516424 | 7439] 9136 | 7!39| 8:32 [3117]21 8 | =i |=]
- LCHIEVENENT
IR : : | | ] R
English 21 913112 | 3113| 6125 {10143 10542 7:'30 4517 15 5 154
1 i i 1 1
Science - 219 | 7130| 3114 11;48 10;45 5:'22 7532 -s -l:
1 | 1 i
Mathematics - -1 3117 8435 [ 11161 110343 | 4122} 3{13 | -} ]219
ABILITY TO ACHIEVE ' ‘ | ' ' '
; Ir : : I 1 I 1 | |
1 | { | ! 1
English - 4114 | 4115 | 11148 20;74 8538 2E T 134
Science -1 -1 | si21| 3i12] 8133 |11i44 | 8i33[11{44 | 3113 |-
Mathematics -1 d-i 3116| 8133 ] 71371 7129 |8i42]8133 | 115 |1i5
»GENERAL READING SKILLS | f ' , l — . ,
9] t t i | ] i 1
2 i 1 i I 1 1 |
~ English 3113 [ 3111 | 6126] 5118 10143 | 15156 | 2} 9| 4115 21 9| -
| i i |
S Science S 5121 | 9136 | 12150 | 12148 7129 4516 N
t 1 [} 1 1 I I
& Mathematics - 1171 4136] 4129 51451 8J57 [ 2119111 7 | =i =)
&
+
[ap)]
oAMOUNT OF READING , , , ,
= 1 | : | | B |
'§ English 1: 11 4 3113|7126 | 11147 15155 7,30 4515 15 5 "
g, Science li 25 9 4&17 5521 12552 10541 6;26 7;29 -5 -i
3 Mathematics -1 115 ¢ 1i101 4t241 sisol1116¢ 111101 1115 - -
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TagLe 7 APPENTIX B =~ 3
FREQUENCY OF HIGH A4 Lo¥ TEACHER 2ATIHGS OF SUMKER SCHsuL STUDENTS! PERFIRMAICE

IN SELECTE? AREAS JURING TWE Fall, 1955 SEHESTER 8TH AND OTH GRADES
g i 8th Graoe | Ot GRADE
§ AREAS RATED Boys f GiaLs Bors E GirLs
S Hiew i low 7 gy ;w | oy | Low . L : Lo
' ATTEHDANGE o ' N % N7 ,. oL N7
BeLTs— e T R ER AT vy ‘“’1} BLIRER]
SoctaL Stuol s 9 0| 1 7 15160 | 3 12 - l -i - -
% : : : ; ; : ; :
| Scrence T 441 1°6 1 142 ; 9158 1: 4 8 :32f 6 .24
; ! ' { : ! ‘ ! :
| HATHEMATI 8 10 i66 | 1 7 6140 | 2 14 9i4r| 115 13 156) 4 171
| ' - ' ‘ -
; Tora | 33 3 49 8 3] 3 40» n |
* K_ 8.3 L8 12,3 12 10,3 1 1343 LI
i ATTITUDE — ——
THeLISH 728 L 12 88 | 417 8736 4,18 LI
; SociAL Stuntes 1 341 318 13 :56 | 6 ' 26 - - - ) - i
i : | j ‘ ! P :
Ses ence 6 138 513 10139 | 8 30 L oin 4117 9 38 5 in
! " ! : } ' ! : b i
z HATHEMATI ¢35 7 150 3°2 7:53 1 430 | 8iad | 3117 15 60 2 ! 8,
ToTaL 24 13 e 12 26 | ) B |7
X 6 3.3 1065 1 5,5 8,7 | 3,7 43| 2,3
! ACHI EVEMENT ‘ — ~_ ' .
i TheLisn TR0 53 110 38 §77178.35 | 9 371 5 2
j | L i - i ; :
Soctat Syustes b 25| 403 6127 | 5 23 o AT B A A
/ ’ : j : i ! :
é Sorence 2 13| 6:40 311 110 ; 39 71301 5,22 5 .23 7 132 ,
ATHENATI G5 s 20| 535 431 | 4030 3T 4,22 8 35| 5 ‘22
? ToraL 12 22 2] 29 15 17 2 17
» 3 | 5,5 5,3 7.3 5 5.1 L3 _J 8.7 )
ABILITY TO ACHIEVE o o
5 ENGLTSH (T ST eSS T 7 s F 141 8.38 0151 3 Tl
‘; SoctaL Stuoies '3 18] 953 5120 | 8132 “ - - ey
@ } ; : 1 , ! ; ! :
Setence 3 19| 637 L1135 50 5:21 111146 3 o2l
HATHEUATI CS P30y 1w 320 | 5: 34 3116 | 947 8 33| 9 38
% ToraL "0 304 10 37+ 12 28+ 15 23
_ 12,5 1 1.5 245 9,3 4 9,3 5 7,1
ﬁxenAL'REAnme SKILL - - S
EnGLTSH 7 13 ] 5.3 T.21 ] 9.3 939w B 15
] SoctAL STuoles 4 23| 6135 §i32 | 2 8 -] - , - |-
| | ; ; : : : : t
Scrence 319 425 5:19 | 7127 5i21 | 7.29 9 1360 4 .16
HATHEMAT CS 4 34| 2.16 2 1713725 4936 | 219 5136 1 7
ToTaL 13 17 22 22 18 13 22 9
133 | 4.3 5.5 |55 6 4,3 7,313
AMOUNT OF READING o . _ ——m
; ENGLISH (2 3] 1758 L ER R 4181 835 1 8 .30] 4 15 1
SoctaL Stuntes |3 8| s5i29 7i28 | 62 . g S
Serence 2 12| 8 50 415 110 ¢ 39 5122 | 62 7300 7 igl
: ; ; : ' : i : :
ATHEMATICS 2 71 3°25 1194 2 12*1 110 ) 110 5 29} 1 15
, - : ‘ B 2 - Sl
RN KW T C PO N PR N I P
o slgd | )
# OTATISTICALLY SI1GNIFICANT m' FERENCES USING X2 TEST, SEE YAaLssL'B'ANBLQ.
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APPENDIX B - 4
TABLE 8

CHI Square Test of the Significance of the Differences Between Frequencies of
High Versus Low Teacher Ratings Assigned to ummer School Students
in the Fall, 1965 Follow-Up Study

(8TH GRADE)
High vs. Low Ratings

Boys
i ! .
ARELS RATED | High | Low : X2 ,
' 4
I X N af = 1 P !
: H } ‘
ATTENDANCE 33 3 25.00 <001
ATTITUDE 24 13 Not Significant 2
ACHIEVEMENT b1 22 ' Not Significant |
ABILITY TO ACHIEVE L 10 30 10.00 ~.01
| GENERAL RELDING SKILLS | 13 17 é Not Significant :
y ] ¢ :
i AMOUNT OF READING ! 9 | 2% | 6.13 <02
{ H
Girls
i : . - ) |
t AREAS RATED +  High Low | X "
. N N df = 1 P |
; a |
ATTENDANCE i 49 8 i 29.49 . ool |
ATTITUDE L 42 22 1 6.25 <02
ACHIEVEMENT Co21 29 % Not Significant
ABILITY TO ACHIEVE 10 37 g 15.51 <001
GENERAL REWDING SKILLS | 22 22 | Not bignificant
| ATIOUNT OF READING L1660 29 | ot Significant |
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APPENDIX B - 5
TABLE 9

CHI Square Test of the oignificance of the Differences Between Frequencies of
High Versus Low Teacher Ratings Assigned to bummer School Students
in the Fall, 1965 Follow-Up Study

(9TH GRADE)
High vs. Low Ratings

Boys
; ] | 2 -'
AREAS RATED i High |  Low | X2 |
| W 5 N af =1 p |
| ‘ l l
ATTENDANCE 31 3 25.48 £.001
{ ATTITUDE 26 11 6.08 02
ACHIEVEIENT 15 17 Not Significant
ABILITY TO ACHIEVE 12 o8 6.40 2,02 ;
| GENERAL READING SKILLS 18 13 Not Significant i
| KMOUNT OF READING 10 | 15 | Not significant |
Girls
!
. AREAS RATED High | Low X2
L N N df =1 P
| ATTENDANCE 40 11 16.49 .001
}
ATTITUDE 4% 7 11.27 ..001
| ACHIEVEMENT 22 17 Not Significant
| ABILITY TO ACHIEVE 15 23 ot Significant
|
! GENERAL READING SKILLS 21 | 22 Not Significant
| AMOUNT OF READING 20 1 27 Not Significant |




APPENDIX B - 6

TABLE 10

CHI Square Test of the bignificar.ce of the Differences Between Frequencies of
Teacher Ratings Assigned to Summer School Boys Versus Girls in the
Fall, 1965 rollow-Up otudy

(8TH GRADE)

High Ratings

AREAS RATED ’ | | X2
Boys Girls | af =1 P
N N
ATTENDANCE 33 49 Not Significant
| ATTITUDE 24 42 4.9 .05
ACHIEVEMENT 12 21 Not Significant,
ABILITY TO ACHIEVE 10 9 Not Significant
GENERAL READING SKILLS 13 19 Not Significant
AMOUNT OF READING | 9 f 16 Not Significant

Low Ratings

' AREAS RATED : § : X2
i i Boys Girls | df =1 P
L !
N N
ATTENDANCE 3 8 Not bignificant
| ATTITUDE 13 22 Not osignificant
: ACHIEVEMENT 22 29 Not vignificant
ABILITY TO ACHIEVE ’ 30 37 Not significant
!
GENERAL READING SKILLS 1 f 22 5 Not Significant
AMOUNT OF READING ; 29 f Not Significant




APPLITDIX B -~ 7
TABLE 11

CHI Square Test of the Significwunce of the Differences Between Frequencies of
Teacher Ratings Assigned to Summer school Boys Versus Girls ir the
Fall, 1965 Follow-Up Study

(9TH GRADE)

High Ratings

| ARmAS RATED | X2 |
f ‘ Boys Girls af = 1 P |
N N ‘
ATTENDANCE 31 40 Not bignificant
ATTITUDE 26 43 4.19 .05
ACHIEVEMENT 15 22 Not Significant
ABILITY TO ACHIEVE 12 15 Not Significant
 GENERAL READING SKIL'S 18 22 Not bignificant
+ AOUNT OF READING ? 10 ‘ 20 ; Not Significant
Low Ratings
| AREAS RATED X2
! . Boys Girls af = 1 P
N ]
ATTENDANCE 3 11 4.57 ~+05
ATTITUDE 11 7 Not Significant
ACHIEVEE" T 17 17 Not bignificant
ABILITY TO ACHIEVE | 28 23 Not Significant
GENERAL RTADING SKILLS 13 ! 9 Not Significant

| AMOUNT OF RIADING | 15 | 0 i Not bignificant




T4BLE 12
189)
! . . . .
M Tistribution cf Grades Assigned by Teachers tc Summer School utudents in the Fcllow-Up Study
5 i GRADES d TOTAL>
= ! ; : .. i
& ! A B m C . D W F | 8TH GRADE 9TH GRADE
2 T _ _ _ . . ._ ; | _
CLALS #R.DE Beys % onHwM Boys | onHmm Boys Girls| Boys i Girls ! Boys; Girls mwozm“ Girls! Peys! Cirls
- ! .
o I P A T T S T A N % (N %) N.% |
mmzmecm P S T n i :
; “ ; _ ) : Lo . . “ ‘ i
| _ 5 “ w 161 4290 91 36| 9 13601 BV VI I
| A - 41161 429 91361 9164 9136 1iT] 3712 [[14 | 25
W _ b h . ! : “ : ! ! m
| 9 1 1. 44 - 415010 : 481121 46110 48] 8 :3111: 4] 1. 4 | 21 21
m i ¥ : 1 1 : 1 ] : ; T
m : ; . : : i ! _ |
| SNCIAL STUDIES | m | ! m ! w ! m | !
| e -1 - 16| 2; 51 9.5312152) 61350 6:26 116 3 15 | 17 23
“ m m M w. w m .m
W | | ! | M w “ | m
| SCIEICE ! | : ! : ! u ! w !
i : ! , ! : w _
! t I X i ! . m
3 ; . o6 411715 :31112150) 7,44 5120|391 3112 || 16 24
9 Lia | 3021 8,321 7:29) 7 28(11 i46] 9.36 |27 g) 1. - j 24 25
! “ : ! : oo ! M
| { _ i . w ! ; ; _ : __ ; ,
8 - i P17 i1ty 3021161040 51201 51331 5136 12720 2 15 | 15 14 W
! ! ; w “ ; _ H : . w
J m 1151 2 819:.53114 62{ 4 24} 5 12212981 2 8 17 22
T T s e e e s - - ..W «uclb cerem ~ M: 3“- n.:l.ut..lu e -!a.f:l.q.»-it..ll..w!:.l. - .s:!lll,ll..l-..!-a.: e
TOTALS ; . : “ “ ; m : W ; ; m !
i ! _ ! __ ! : ; n m ” o
5 - 11| 31513 115(24 1 38136 12127 1 43] 25 ‘29|82 11,13 || 62 e
i ‘ ! : i ' ! : : : m
| ~ ; : | ! ; | : . . ‘
[ 9 ' 1lsi1, g g noloet g tasanlos apten b a5 M 62 (4

IC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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TABLE 13

APPLIDIX B - 9

Teacher Grades Categorized into Iligh and Low Groupings

HIGH RATINGS

(& 5 D)

LOV RaTINGS

(v

& F)

AREAS RATED

8th Grade

QEH urade

8th Grade

" Oth Grade

Boys | Girls

Boys ! Girls

Boys ' Girls

Boys! Girls

i }
N TN, zN_%'N% N:%f U % | N?% Ni%
T - |
N “ISH =i 1526 4 7 5 119 10,71 12 48 11 52. 935
e er o ot e - < ,._; - : "T"""“ ...-...........;.....w
SOCIAL STUDIES || 1:i6]2!9 |- ; - f 7J41 9.39 = ~
Eabdind — 2l IR St o 0 O ot S

SCIENCE

| 13154 10 40

10363 833

1
I
l

o L et e - R IR ....?.......... .-‘V:.\....._.._..r,., _.'...ﬂ__. ..;».. vt - ! 7 } ‘:““""f"“"" PP
HMATHEMATICS 1771429 i 1 6 25 9 8 53| 7:50 | 7:41 7530
: 5 g : ; i - '
P! oo : { C ;
TWIAL || 3 f5! ' 5) 15 351 361 1310 |26
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TABLE 1
4 APPENDIX B -~ 10
Eighth Grade “ummer School Stdents' Sclf-Ratings In Selected
Areas Of Their Work In Engiish, Suvcial Studies apnd in
Science Classes

(Ratings Cbtained: Fall, 1965)

Better (more, ’ About The vame ' Not 4s Well (often, z
B AT greater, faster) i As Last Year | great, etc.} Ac Last !
ARZAS RATE) Than Last Year | | Year |
!
! Boys | Girls Boys | Girls | Boys | Girls |
I N % | N % N % | N % || N % | N % |
SKILL IN READING 5 : l § ! f | |
: i P : ‘ : ! |
English 19% 18315 63 | 4 ‘170 9 37 R |
Social Studies| 15 i65|17*i7T1 7 i301 7 ,29 | 1 5) =1
Science 15%:71]18%:78 6 29| 5 :22 - -
; T H . . }
Total 49 50 ! 17 @ {21} 1. -
UNDERSTANDING WHAT IS READ |
. ; : ; 1 : P ; 1
English 16 7013 i54 7 130111 146 'i - - :
Social Studies 12 52|11 46 10 143113 254 | ) 3 5! -
Science 11 i58116%:73 | T :37! 6 27 4 i ;5:- '
: ; : : l ' ?
Tntal L 39 ¢ 140 ! | o4 30 ! 2 1 |-
READ DURING FREE READING TIHE
. ; 1 i ‘ i . ' - il : i
English | 14 ‘61fl2 50 | 7 13012 50 291
Social Studies| 14 61114 '58 ‘ 6 26|10 (42 I 5 130 - .
science | 11 is2]18%i78 | 9 1431 5 122 | 1 ‘3% - ‘
H 7‘ ! i ' ; ;r ) ‘ !
Total L 29 ' {44 % 22 ;. lo7 | ! 6 ‘- i
INTEREST IN RE.DING
English | 12 52|16 167 11 (48| 8 :33 i - ;
Social Studies | 16 170|115 163 7 1301 9 ‘3T ol B
Science 14 67116 i70 1133, 7 i5C 1 - L=
T 1 T i , : | ’
fotal 42 947 é LRl ‘ - 1 = !
SPEED OF READING |
. A Cod ; | , :
English 17+ i7alaeir | € eel T 029 - - |
Social Studies ! 16 (70}i4 €1 u 6 26, 9 ;39 1Li4f)-
Science 12 57{l6 70 1 9 44?; 7..30 | - LA
__Total 45 ¢ 147 !I 2f_“_!23 | : 1 -
USE OF LIBRARY e
T : R ] o e it 5 ‘ : o -
Tnglish L9 139 9 38 ‘! 1z 5zil3 56 ) 2 912 ¢
Jocial Studies | 14 161} 8 30 | 9 1290500 ][ - 11 c
__bcience 13 62;18*:78 !! £ 291 5 22 | z 9i —
1 T ' SRR I, Hy .o
Towl L 36 ¢ |3t widyo i 4 0 ]

4 D ——— o vinm—

- P —n e e s e = ememrsh

% = Siffrrences wetween fisgueusies of Letiler ‘mive. etc.) versus Same 5u17-
ratings are significant (? 7£.05 or heyond, bas~d on X2 test, Af =~ 1).
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Ninth Grade Summer School Students' Self-Ratings In Selected

TABLE

15
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APPEIDIX B - 11

ahi e e ai A T e e

Areas Of Their Work In English And Science Classes

(Ratings Obtained:

Fall, 1965)

| Better (more, ! About The vame i Not 4s Well (often,
AREAS OF | greater, faster) || As Last Year ; great, etc.) As Last |
SELF-RATINGS | Than Last Year Year '
i , Boys { Girls Boys | Girls Boys | Girls
i N % N % N %1 N % N % |N %
s
SKILL IN READING !
English 13 59|10 45 i 9 41|12 55 | - -
Science 15 64'12 55 | 8 33110 45 1 3=
a ¥
Total | o8 |2 (Y 22 i 1 -
X' 14 11 | 8.5 {11 @ 1 !..
UNDERSTANDING WHAT IS READ
Fnglish a7 7|7 77 5 1314 18 | - 11 5
Science 20 83;17*% 81 | 17 171 4 19 |l - =
| .
Total 37 34 | 22 8 | - 1
x! 18.5 117 1 11 g - 11
READ DURING FREE READING TIIE
. ; T : ,
English 7 32{10 48 13 59,11 52 2 9|~
Science 12 50| 9 41 11 46{1%3 59 1 4 -
Total 19 19 24 24 5 g_ .
%! 9.5 ! 9.5 12 12 | 1.5 - |
INTEREST IN¥ READING !
. . i | |
English 11 4612 57 | 13 549 45 & - - i
Science 14 61113 62 | 9 39|8 38 - - i
Tntal 25 25 22 17 - j- )
k! 12.5 112.5 o1l | 8.5 | - -
SPEED OF READING
English } 17% 71{16% 76 | 6 25|5 24 1 4 |- |
Science 16 67114 67 | 8 3317 33 - - :
o .
Total 33 30 14 112 1 - ,
: X ™ ‘ !
X1 16.5 15 7 16 1 - ;
USE OF LIBRARY PERIOD ~ |
English 8 38|12 45 | 11 52’10 55 i 2 10 i- |
Science 14 58110 45 8 3312 55 2 9 i |
Total 22 22 19 22 ! 4 -
X111l M9 11 W2 - |

— = ==
-

% Differences between frequencies of Better (more, etc.)
ratings are significant (P <.05 or beyond, based on X? test, df = 1).

S ———

versus oame self-
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TABLE 16

oummer School Students' Self-Ratings In Selected Areas Of Their
Work In Mathematics Class

(Ratings Obtained: Fall, 1965)

8TH GRADE

IBetter (easier, fi About As vell ﬂ Not As Vell ‘ n
AREAS OF :fre:tir) Than If As Last Year ﬁ £ha§d$r;rless) AS
SELF-RATINGS ; ~ast iear | ] ast fe é
L Bqlg L Girls Bgys Girls i Boys Girls J
_ b Wi % N %N % § N % N:% ]
PROBLEM SOLVING || 12 70/ 11 48 5 30 9 39 § - 131130 |
SKILLS ; i S A ] |
5 » : ] SR | | ]
DIFFICULTY OF 9 53 6 26 |1 63515157 2 12;4017 1|
THE /0 ’ T ' T ! T ! €
o RK“W*WQw - T -m.ﬁ s e e %
INTEREST IN i 12% 71112 52 §5 4 124, 8 335 §| 11 5i3:13 2 |
Jommmwmes | | Hf i !
! l ! ; ; i i : Voo f '
: SKILL IN READING| 10 :56;10 43 7 3910 |43 {§ 1503114 i
% WORD PROBLEMS ! : ; g ; i R |
: : . — 5 ] L |
i i Total . 4% 39 | 22 ' 40 4 13 . }

9TH GRADE

5 ‘ ! i . | i ' {
| PROBLEM SOLVING k 16%.76°14% 74 ! 5 124! 4 ;21 f? - 1005 |
; SKILLS { | ' ! S i S
! - i . - ‘; — ".‘ 1 :| . ! i
tl ! . 1 : ‘! ' ' i
§ DIFFICULTY OF || 17% 81 10 53 30147 137 | 1.5tz 100
g THE "JORK | ~ : A Lo | b |
! R ! T i b :
: ! ; N S B ¥ P
% INTEREST IN 11 ‘52 15%i79 Y 9 14313 116 | 1511 5
g HMATHIIATICS | N ] i o
E ; ! : S R I b
| SKILL IN RE.DING| 16* 76 13 (68 h 5 i24 16 32 L - ' -

* WORD PROBLEMS b { ; N L

: i - ’ , — J
j s g ' b A ; : ' |
! i Total 60 52 22 1 20 | 2 (3

CEmt s e A e - m—— b oAt b et e w e

* - Differences between frequencies of Better (easier, etc.) versus ab-ut as Well
self-ratings are significant (P,<.05 or beyond, based on X2 test, df=l$?

Gerarn | e AT et PSP TE mr% PS f v mmpmet

L Loy s A




TABLE 17

APPENDIX B - 13

Summer Ctudents' Self-Ratings In General Areas
Of Their School Work

(Ratings Obtained:

Fall, 1965)

8TH GRADE

| ?Better (greater, !; About As Well ;i Less Well (now,
AREAS OF “more) Than Last : As Last Year f; often, poorer)
SELF-RATINGS Ee ar .i ; : ! Than Last Ye ar .
| . Boys | Girls |l Boys : Girls 3 Boys _ Girls
ET v N % N 4 3 N. % - N.% ? N % :N % .|
ST T Lo - C ! o 3
CAN RuaD L l4*.82.18% 78 i 3:12° 522 E - - |
- A t ——t— . S
INTZREST IN {9 53i8:.35 |  8'47:{15'65 il -1 1. |
5CHOOL | o | P | 4o .
GRADES oS 29710 143 i 11! 65| 111 48 o 1i 612 9
. . 1 : : ! ' : ) -t e e e
- ! I I + : ¥ —
AT HOME, READ 1 6 4313 |57 % 7:50) 9139 H L. 7.1 4 |
! : : ; | : — SNV SRR T
‘ N 1 b : a g
NOW GO TO PUBLIC% 5 3815 22 & 41 24] 12 52 : 513816 26
LIBRARY i T | L T | .
OTH GRADE ]
f o . i | 1 i
CAN READ i 10 .67 15 ;68 8. 33! T 32 . -, - !
' , . : ] \ ' ; 1 !
- - . : ; — ;,... T -~ .} ..... g —— e
INTEREST IN 12 /55112 .60 || 10 45i 8 - 40 N [
5CHOOL | ! | ~ 1 s !
- -t — ) " ,"‘ : i ; | it
. i : ; ' . ; d
GRADES 0% 75002 57 H 521y 9 43 o tiags ]
AT HOME, READ 11 46 15% 71 I 13 54| 629 : - - | |
] N ! I I : 3 L i . mde e - !
— — H ; s j -
| NOW GO TO PUBLIGF 4 1702 710 i 13 54[ 15: 71 5 7129.419
i LIBRARY ( L H P } i

B B

* = Differences between frequencies of Better (greater, etc. ) versus About As
Well self-ratings are significant (P &.05 or beyond, based on X2 test, dﬂ=D.
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TABLE 18

; Summary Of Areas Of Scheol Vork In ‘hich Summer Scheol
E Students Rated Their Performance As Better Now

% Significantly More Often Than They Rated

: It As About The Same Now As Last

§ Year

% AREAS RATED

8TH GRADE

9TH GRADE

- g ——

Bnys

L__Girls

Boyvs

v Girls

ENGLISH _
Skill In Reading b x
Understanding What Is Read

Speed Of Reading ! X X X X

!

% SOCTAL STUDIES | '

%ﬁ Skill In Reading | Cox

E SCIENCE i

Eé Skill In Reading X | X B

j Understanding ‘'hat Is Read ! X ~ o] X

E% Read During Free Reading Time X _ - e
Use Of Library X

MATHEMATICS -
Problem Solving Skills

i e st
i .
]

Difficulty Of The Work “m_.m.”-m“Mm_.wnunx .
Interest In liathematics VRN S AR § RS B9 ~
Skill In Reading Word Problems j , X

GENERAL
Can Read y ..WX”H"..XW; . .

é Grades e ”..Hh”“%,“.. SR
At Home, Read ! X |
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APPENDIX B - 15
TABLE 19
Principal/Counselor Ratings Of Summer ochool Students'
Performance In velected .reas During The Fall,
1965 Semester
(Ratings Obtained: Fall, 1965)

8TH GRADE

! # "luch Better:Better Than sabnut TheiPoorer Than, luch Poorer
y ! Than Last |Last Year | Same As Last Year Than Last
AREAS RATED | Year g - Last Year! 'Year

.

N
@
1
1

ACHIEVEMENT — w- =. 14:21.9-38 15:79/13.54'-"

f | Boys GirlsiBoys Girlszoys;Ghﬂs;Boys; Girls, Boys 5Girlsj
f AN S N:% N: % N »iN %GuN.%BN Gl ¢, N ,iN 9 !
= T T e - ! . l ' . | L i . :
i . ¢ : ) i ! ) J ' ! |
| S N AN R
ATTEND, HICE ic -0 1421183315 7911459 -0 12 8- |-
E; - R B SRS NSNS N N S
ATTITUDE %i- ; :1; §3316§11746 95:79? 9%58%1: 5! 5‘12 g- -
| S S A
; Pl N :
} .

OTH GRADE

i ‘ ; ' ! L | '
i ‘ l {I i : 5 i ‘ P 7 L 5 :

ATTEWDANCE - 1312 |2 9,519 20091'1869,-  + - - i_;

: ! v ' : : ‘ ! : ) . : ' ! ‘

e e e
ATTITUDE I - 312 |6.27 12:46 16°73'11.42- | - . g-; i
S N SO S NS S S RO N N N N

i | R b
} ACHIEVIFIENT i - 1519 7:32 :8i31 14:64:13'501 4 i - - -
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APPENDIX B - 16

O:XLAND PUBLIC SCHOOLYS
Research Department

Ad
Y
R AL I e o e A P

Follow-Up Of The 1965 vecondary summer School (oo3) Project

(Economic Opportunity act)

G FOWN 3 P oed N Pt 50 W e it

£ follow-up of the Sob Prnject is being arranged at this time to fulfill
the research design of the project proposal as submitted to the office of

Economic Opnortunity. This follow-up will attempt to get answers to the

following basic questions:

How are the students who attended the OPS vecondary summer uchool doing
now in terms of general academic verformence?

The answers to this major question will be sought through:

B I I T

% @ Teacher's evaluation (in terms of ratings of achievement, reading
: proficiencies and attitudes).

#Student ovninion (is school work easier? interest in school greater?
etc.).

60PS survey test data where available (Responsibility of Research Dept.).

£ e A AT A MECE R e e Tt e e - i v

This follow-up of course will involve only those teachers whc have students
that attended the OPS Summer School. It is hoped that this follow-up activity

will involve a minimum of staff and student time.

A N P 2t et S

S e e a2

N *
SN e A S S A g i

}
% Ralekfe
’ 12/1/65




APPLIDIX B - 17
OAKLAND PUBLIC SCHOOLS
Recearch Department

PRINCIPAL/COUNSELOR'S FORM

Student Grade vchool
8th or 9th

Person completing questionnaire Date

Directions: Place a check mark () under the phrase that you feel best completes
the statement.

Compared with the record made last year, in general:

Much Better Better Than|ibout The|Ponrer Than'Mucthanﬂ?
Than Last Year|Last Year |Same As Last Year |Than Last
Last Year Year
This student's
attendance now is ]
——————— r—-'-—-——-——--—-—'-w-—-'—'——ﬂf'——-—'
attitude now is _ _ _ _ _ _ _ i | + ___________
achievement now is _ _ _ _ _ _ ! _ _ _ _ _ 1 _ _ _ _ l ___________

Additional comments abouti this student:

RAL:kfe
12/1/65
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OAKLAND FUBLIC 5CHOOLS
Research Department

TEACHER'S FORL

APPENDIX B -~ 18

Student Grade ochool
8th or 9th
Subject Grade Average to date Teacher
Did you have the student last year?
Yes IIn Date

Directions:

the statement.

1. Compared with otker students in this class:

Iluch Better
Than Most

This student's

attendance 1is

attitude is

o D o e o e

Comments:

Better Than
Most

About The
oame As
Iost

Poorer Than
Most

(Use other side if more space is required)

2. Compared to his ability to achieve, in this class:

Iluch Above
Expectation
This student is

Achieving

Comments:

Above
Expectation

. At Level |

Expected

{ Below Level
s Expected
|
|

Place a check mark (-) under the phrase that you feel best completes

MMuch Poorer
Than ilost

Iuch Below
Level Expected

3, Compared with the general reading skills of the other students in this class:

ifuch Better
Than ilost

This student's

Reading Skills
are

> s GED ey S Eap @GS S G GEe GNP ey ahn e G RS GED me GuD MR ek RS can MR Gu oW Gw

Comments:

Better Than
lMost

About The
oame As
Most

Poorer Tham
Tost

iluch Ioorer
Than Liost

4. Compared with the amount of reading accomolished by other students in this class:

Much More
Than *ost
This student

Comments:

More Than
rlost

oame

About The

As 1ost

Less Than
llost T

Much Less

han Most
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OAKLAND PUBLIC SCHOOLS
Research Department

STUDENT FORM

NAME GRADE SCHOOL
8th or 9th

SUBJECT TEACHER

DATE

TO THE STUDENT:

A follow-up study is being conducted to find out how things are

going now in scheel for the students who attended the 1965 Oakland

Public Scheool summer school.

A brief questionnaire has been prepared. It is made up of three

parts. Carefully read the directions for each part so that you will

know what to do.

You will be helping us very much in this study if you will answer

the questions in each part as well as you can. Thank you frr your

cooperation.

RAL: kfc
12/1/65
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Name

Part

Il

classes.

APPENDIX B - 20

School

In this part we want to know how things are going for you in your

You will recall that your work in the summer school program was in

reading and arithmetic.

Therefore, we first want to find out how

you feel things are going for you in those classes in which there

is a lot of reading.

Then there will be some questions to find out

how it is going for you in your mathematics class.

Directions:

Place a check mark (v) before the answer you choose.

Read each stetement and decide which answer fits you best.

Note:

In statements below, last year means the last school year.

In English class,

In fnglish class,

A. I can now read the materials (bnoks, D. My interest in reading now is
magazines)

1. better than last year.
2. about as well as last year.

3. not as well as last year.

In English class,

B.

I can now understand what I read
1. better than last year.
2.

about as well as last year.

3 not as well as last year.

1. greater than last year.
2. about the same as last yean

3 not as great as last year.

In English class,

I now read
1. faster than last year.

2. neither faster nor slower
than last year.

3. slower than last year.

R A g

In English class, In English class,

———

C. TIf there is free reading tiwe, I F. When there is a library period, I
now read now use the time
1. Jore than I did las® year. 1. better than last year.
2. about as often as I did last 2. about as well as last year.

year.
3. less well than last year.
3. not as often as I did last

year.
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APPENDIX B - 21
Name ochool

Part I. In this part we want to know how things are going for you in your

classes.

You will recall that your work in the summer school vrogram was in

reading and arithmetic. Therefore, we first went to find out how

you feel things are going for you in those classes in which there

1s a lot of reading. Then there will be some questions to find out

how it is going for you in your mathematics class.

Directions:

Read each statement angd decide which answer fits you best,

Place a check mark (™) before the answer you choose. Note:

In statements below, last year means the last school vear.

In Social Studies class,

In Social Studies class,

A. I can now read the materials (bnoks, D

. lly interest in reading now is

magazines)

1. greater than last year.
1. better than last year

2. about the same as last year
2. about as well as last year.

3. . not as great as last year.
3. not as well as last year.

In Social Studies class,

In Social Studies class,

E. I now read
B. I can now understand what I read

1. ____ faster than last year.
1. better than last year.

2. ____ neither faster nor slower
2. about as well as last year. than last year.
3. not as well as last year. 3. slower than last year.

In Social Studies class,

In Social Studies class,

C. If there is free reading time, T F. filhen there is a library periond, I
now read

now use the time

1. more than I did last year. 1. better than last ycar.
2. about as often as I digq 2.

about as well as last year.
last year.

3, less well than last year.
3. not as often as I did last

year.

s e S R D 2 O g e W 0 T A PR
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APPENDIX B - 22
Name School

Part I. In this part we want to know how things are going for you in your

classes.

You will recall that your work in the summer school program was in
reading and arithmetic. Therefore, we first want to find out how
you feel things are going fcr you in those classes in which there
is a lot of reading. Then there will be some gquestions to find out

how it is going for you in your mathematics class.

Directions: Read each statement and decide which answer fits you best.

Place a check mark () before the answer you choose. Note:

In statements below, last year means *the last school y=zar.

In Science class, . In Science class,

A. I can now read the materials (books, D. MMy interest in reading now is
magazines)
1. greater than last year.
1, better than last year.
2. about the same as last year
2. about as well as last year.
3 not as great as last year.
3. not as well as last year.
In ocience class,
In Science class,
E. I now read
B. I can now understand what I read
1. faster than last year.
1. better than last year.
2. neither faster nor slower

2. _____ about as well as last year. than last year.
5« _____not as well as last year. 3, ___ slower than last year.
In Science class, In Science class,
C. If there is free reading time, I F. Vhen there is a library period, I
now read now use the time
l. __ more than I did last year. l. __ better than last year.
2. _____ eabout as often as I did last 2.;____ about as well as last year.
year.

3. less well than last year.

3, not as often as I did last
year.

T e e R o
A e v g :
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Part T - Continued

RAL:kfc
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APPENDIX B - 23
Name

School

Directions: Read each statement and decide which answer fits you best.

Place a check mark (v) before the answer you choose.

(Last

vear means the last school year).

In Mathematics class,

A« I can now work the nroblems

1, better than last year.
2. about as well as last year.
3, not as well as last year,

In ilathematics class,

Be I find the work

1, easier than last year.

2. neither easier nor more difficult than last year.

5. harder than last year.

In Mathematics class,

C. My interest now is

1. greater than last year.
2. about the same as last year.

3. less than last year.

In IMathemsatics class,

D. I can now read the word nroblems
1, better than last year.
2. about as well as last year.

bR less well than last year.
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APPENDIX B - 24

ocheol

Part II.

Here we want to know how things are going for you generally.

Directions: Put a check mark (+) under the words that you feel best

complete the statement. (Last year means the last schrol

year).

Comvared to last year,

ab~ut as well
better now as last year

l. I can generally read

less well than
last year

abnut the same
greater now as last year

N

Iy interest in school is

less now than
last year

about the same
better now as last year

3. MWMygrades generally are

poorer now

about the same
amount as last 1less now than
more now year last year
4. At Home, generally Iread
about the same
amount as last 1less often than

more often year
5. I now @o te the public

last year

library

Part III.

W@hat sugmestions do you have at this “ime that you feel might make

next sumrmer's program an even better one than the one you attended?

RAL:kfc
12/1/65




