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CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION

For hundreds of thousands of youngsters across the

"

country; the “good ole summertime is better than ever.
Howéver, theré are some children Qho must attend summer
school to make up work that they have faiied during the
school year. The parents of the Millard School District
elementary students are agging for the reasons that their
child has been referred for the remedial work during the
summer school. Perhaps the parents had valid reasons for
questioning the summer school program offered in the Millaxd
Publiec School System. Why was Millard’s summer school pro-
gram making slow progress in the areas of curriculum and
enrollment? Was it because of a lack of objectives devel-
oped by the teachers themselves? Or was it the criteria
used for enrollment? The administration as well as the
parents, teachers, and‘pupilé had seérching questions abéut
the summer school program.

The parents in this commuﬁity as well as parents
generally in our society are becoming even more aware of
the importance of education. As a result of this»in{erest,
'school administrators are being urged by fellow educators

and parents to have an extended school yearl in order to

lAn extended school year is any school term that goes
beyond the regular school year required for attendance by all
students.



make full use of our schools, staff, and facilities the
year around. Herkinger has concluded in a recent publica-
tion that the nine-month school year is becoming a relic
of the past.3

In 1966 Millard saw a need to incorporate summer
school as part of its calendar year. JIn the four years it
has been in operation, many revisions have taken place.
However, there has been no systematic evaluation of the
program,

The committee on Educational Finance of the National
Education Association has long believed that summer school
is the great underdeveloped resource of American education.

Although progress is being made in the
utilization of this resource, in too many
communities there are idle pupils, idle

buildings, and highly gqualified teachers

seeking non-~teaching jobs for the summer

months. For a nation dedicated to improve

the quality of its educational programs,

the logic of e§fective use of summer school

is compelling.

A recent report concluded that “with our remedial

programs, summer sessions enabling gifted children to ac-

celerate, their education has been a financial saving to

-

2Grace Herkinger and Fred M, Herkinger, "“Schools
Should Keep All Year Arxound,” The New York Time Magazine,
January 24, 1960, pp. 9, 25,.28.

3Madeline Kinter Remmlein, Legal Provisions for
Symmex School, Naytional Education Association, 1964, p. 4..




the state and school system."4

The Millard Summer School began in 1966 with an en-
rollment of 363. In the period from 1966 to 1969, the total
school enrollment has doubled, with the summer school en-
rollment increasing from 365 to 602. In 1969 most pupils
registered for the interest classes and a limited‘number of
registrants for the remedial subjects. Since there has been
no systematic evaluation of the Millard Schools summer pro-
gram, this writer felt it time to survey the program and

make recommendations for its improvement.

THE PROBLEM

The purpose of this study is to determine the ade-
guacy of the Millard Elementary Summer School Distriet Pro-
gram as viewed by teachers, parents, and pupils who were

involved in the 1969 program. T

DEFINITION OF TERMS

School Year A regular school year is a minimum of
thirty-six weeks of instruction.d

Summer School, Summer school is the school term

461oria Commarota, John A. Stoops, and Frank R.
Johnson, Extending the School Year, Association for Super-
vision and Curriculum Development, National Education Asso=
ciation, 1961, p. 10, ‘

SNebraska School Law, 1965-66, p. 171.




during the summer months when attendance is not required
for all students.

Extended School Year  Any school term during the

summer months that extends beyond the regular school year
when attendance is not required for all students.:

Class, Classes are those courses normally offered
in the curriculum of the elementary school.

Interest or Enrichment Activities. Those courses

for chiidren that are intended to help them explore new
subjects and to challenge their ability--something which
is not always possible in the normal classroom work during
the regular school year.6

Remedial Classes ~ Those classes designed for a stu-

dent who is performing at least one year below his achieve-

ment level,
DELIMITATIONS

This study was limited to the Millard Elementary
School District Sﬁmmer School Program. The conclusions
and recommendations reached by this study were intended

only for this school system.

6Educational Research Center, Summer Enrichment
Programs No. 2, National Education Association, Washing-

ton, D.C., 1968, p. 2.




CHAPTER IT
REVIEW OF LITERATURE

Mucli concern is being expressed about the length
of our present school term. Educators as well as the
practical citizen, the anxious parents and the hérdheaded
businessman are all desperately wanting broader and better
educational opportunities for their children. Harry Sai-
inger quotes one parent as saying "e o« « they grow up so
much during the summer that it is é shame if they don’t
keep on learning.”7

The‘extendéd school year seems an appropriate and
practicél solution since the plant already exists, fully
equipped. The overhead cost of administration remains
about the same and fixed charges remain fairly constant .8
Richard Miller of the University of Kentucky has pointed
out that our nation cannot really afford the “nine by nine
facility” - nine hours a day for nine months.

Iﬁ a recent publication William I. Ellena made these

very significant points:

7Harr¥ Salinger, "All Yegar andlSummer," American
Education Jyly, 1968, p. 12. :

8WilliamIJ. Ellena, "Extending the School Year,”
Today’s Education, LVIII May, 1969, p. 48.

9Hubert H. Humphrey, "Let'’s Take Off the Padlocks,’
American ducatlon IV' July, 1968, p. 2.




For years the schools’ front doors were
padlocked during July and August. Buildings

stood idle. -Teachers were out of work orx

were working at second jobs. The American

people held tenaciously to an old, old school

calendar suited to our earlier agrarian life.

The change in the rate of change now requires

that we abaigon school ‘calendars based on a

bygone era.

The operation of public summer school at the elemen-
tary and secondary level began soon after the Civil War,
but it varied for many years. The original interest was
remedial.ll In addition to remedial programs, as well as
enabling gifted children to accelerate, “the education has
been a financial saving to the state and‘school systemn”l2
Former Vice President Hubert Humphrey concluded in a recent

"

publication, ”. . . padlocks are for jails not schools -
yvet we lock ué 50 billion dollars in public school facili-
ties every summer.” 13

However, frém Remmlein’s research, it would appear
some states are giving intereét to the matter and beginﬁing
to take action on it. She points out that 17 states have

enacted specific statutory authorization for summer school,

and this number includes two where the authorization, though

10g11ena, op. cit., p. 49.
11Remmlein, op. cit., p. 4,
12Commarota, Stoops, and Johnson, op. cit., p. 10.

13Humphrey, op. cit., P 2.



specific, is indirect. In eighteen states, general powers
have been considered sufficient and ten othei states require
state departmental approval or have set a criteria. In fif-
teen states, including Nebraska; there are no statUtdry pro-
visions and no deparﬁmental regulations. Fourteen states
have provided a measure of state aid._l4
Although progress tends to be slow on‘the state lev-

el, an encouraging survey reveals that more than 60 per cent
of the schools across the country are planning to offer sum-
mer sessions. JThis compares substantially to five years ago
when only 42 per cent of the nation’s school districts held
summer courses.i®

‘ It seems evident that summer schools will contihﬁé
to increase regardless of the reasons for that increase.
The first consideration in planning summer education acti-
vities is that of identifying the needs of students and
teachers. It is becoming increasingly evident that student
participatibn in summer school activities should be on a
voluntary basis and counseling help should be available tdij
assist students in working out their summer programs. The

relationship between the work done during the summer session

and during the regular school year should be clearly defined,

4Remmlein, op. cit., p. 4.

15Lee 0. Garber, “Opinion Poll,” Nations Schools,
LXXXIII, June, 1969, p. 71. -



The succeés of the voluntary summer school program
rests in part upon the extent to which it captures the in-
terest of the student. The most pressing reasons for
heightening interest in summer sessions, according to many
educators, are the educational needs of today’s students.
Garber has stated that:

« « o although most administrators feel

that the primary goal of summer school is

to allow the slow reader to catch up, a

large segment of administrators agreed that

students should take courses for general

enrichment. Summer students should forget

about credits and work to improve.

From an administrative standpoint, Garber cites two
ma jor réasons for the increase in summex sessions:

(1) More effective use of buildings and equipment.,

(2) Opportunif}es for additional employment of

teachers. '

The Educational Research Service has further de-
clared that in oxder for the summer schools to grow in
attendance, they must have courses that are fun,.intereSt»
ing, different, and free from the worry of written grades
and tests. Whether students attend out of the desire to

escape the long hot summer with nothing to do or because

they want to widen their learning experience, more and

16Garber, op. cit., p. 71.

171pid.



more children are attracted to an increasing number of sum-
mer enrichment classes.l8® Tt has also become clear that
"there tends to be less forgetting during a shorter vaca-~
{ion period.”19

Formef Vice President Humphrey has suggested that
summer programs should provide an atmosphere of experimen-
tation and innovation by freeing teachers from the_set pro-
grams of "winter schools” which require fixed schedules and
prescribea texts. By-reaucing pupil -teacher ratios, summer
programs invite the development of closer, warmer classroom
relationships.20

One community was so enthused by the success of their
own summer school program, it inspired a local editor to
write an article about the progress the students made dur-
ing this time. One very Significant statement he made
should be true of every successful program.

« » » teachers report that children’s absorp-

tion of material and rate of learning is tre-

mendous, Without the pressure of having to

keep up grades, the children’s native curi-

osity and desire to learn is stimulating them

beyond the measure og'learning set up by the
administrators . . .41

18Educational Research Center, op. cit., p. 2.

19Perry Bendickson, "Extending the School Year,”
The Instructor, November, 1965, p. 98.

20Humphrey, op. cit., p. 2.

21D, M, Brown and others, “Four Dimensions for Summer
School: Remedial, Research, Enrichment, Recreation,” Ameri-
can School Board Journal,6 CLI, August, 1965, pp. 15-16,
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Obviously, in most instances, summer school is a
vitally necessary part of our total program in order to
achieve our goals in education. If there is going to be
summer school, how is it going to be successful? What are
its objectives? What are the criteria of a good program?

First, a sound set of objectives should be developed.,
Since there are many reasons for the existance of summer
school programs, it is necessary to establish a set of ob-
jectives whereby the learning opportunities of the youth
will be improved and measured throughout the year. One
junior high school summer superintendent has arranged his
program around these objectives:

1. To provide additional opportunities'for

students to work and study in areas of
interest and concern to them. '

2. To offer educational experiences which
extend and enrich those of the regular
school year.

3. To schedule “make-up” courses for those
who have failed to complete a course
satisfactorily during the regular school
vear. ‘

4, To give those students who feel they
have not obtained a high proficiency in
a subject, although they may have passed
it, the opp§§tunity to remedy their
weaknesses. .

Secondly, what type of program is needed to fulfill

these objectives? What is a good summer school program?

225 rthur C. Chaves, “What is a Coﬁprehensive Summer
School Program?” Peabody Journal of Education, XLIV, March,

1967' 'p' 301‘
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The School Board Journal had recommended the following ques-

tions as guidelines for the administrator initiating or eval-

uvating a summer school program:

1.

10.

11.

12.

Does the summer school program provide
offerings for students at all grade
levels?

Does theAprogram include a remedial pro-
gram in the basic skills?

Does the summer school program include
an extension or enrichment in the basic
skills area?

Are activities offered during the summer
school program that are not a part of
the regular program?

Are there activities in the areas of
art, music, drama, and physical edu-
cation?

Are clésses scheduled on an individual
basis, small groups, or limited to 20
or less students in remedial activities?

Does the summer school program operate
for a period of at least six weeks?

Are the instructional activities orx
approach somewhat different from that
of the regular school program?

Is some experimentation going on in
teaching techniques or the use of
newer instructional materials?

Is evaluation of the summer program a
continuous process? Are staff members,
parents, and students involved in the
evaluation process?

Are salaries of staff members somewhat
comparable to what is earned in the
regular school yeax?

Is sufficient secretarial and clerical
help provided?



13. Does the administrator of the summer
session understand the purposes of the
summer school and plans for a program
of activities consistent with the

philosophy?

l4. Is a school nurse available during the
summer session?

15. Arc parents and sludents adequately in-
formed of the offerings of the summer
school program?
16. Is student enrollment voluntary?
17. Are staff members selected on the bkasis
of the best cualified persons for the
defined teaching task?
18. Does the program 1nclude activities for
all students (impaired hearing, physical-
1y handicapped, etc.)?23
As the need for our nation to heighten and improve
its educational system grows, it becomes increasingly im-
portant for each community to define its educational needs.
An expanded summer school program is one approach to meet-
ing these increased educational demands of our communities
since it can make a real contribution to the total educa-
tional program. Still, in too many communities again this
year, the school will go through the summer with padlocked
doors. Humphrey has summarized the situation in these

words:

« s« e the human wasfe which stems from our
padlocked schools is concentrated among those

23D. M. Brown and others, op. cit., p. 300.




who need help most -~ the poor, unskilled,
slow learners. This is the irony and the
tragedy, a nine-month ichool year in a
twelve-month society.2 ‘

24Humphrey, op. cit., pP. 2.

13



CHAPTER III
METHODS AND PROCEDURES

Following the lead of many school systems {hroughout
the United States, in 1966 the Millard School Distriect be-
gan its initial summer school program. The first offerings
were completely remedial in nature. In {he following four
years many revisions and additions in subject areas were
made to the_summef_school curriculum. However, during the
grbwth of registrants in the summer school, there had been
no systematic evaludtion of the exisfing_proqrams.

As a result of no formal evaluation of this program,
the summer schoél”director felt it was time for a survey»to
be conducted and recommendations made to the Millard schools
for the improvement of the elementary summer school program.

Accordingly, a questionnaire was designed with the
purpose of analyzing the summer school programs as viewed
by teachers, students, and parents. The survey was intended
to view the responses of the teachers, students, and parents
as to the relevance of the existing program and suggestions
for additional programs.

It was felt {hat the most recent group of participants
would give more information. It was further believed that
the information provided by them would be of a more critical
nature.

The sunmer school director discussed the possibility
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of;Surveying the existing programs with Mr. Ron Witt, Assis-
tant Superintendent of the Millard Schools. From this dis-
cussion, it was agreed that a survey would be most helpful
in improving the gquality of Miilard's Elementary Summer
School.

Once the questionnaire was completed the summer
school director presented it‘to”the assistant superinten-
dent for further fefinemenﬁ'or_additional suggestions that
he deemed necessary. From this, however, no additional
questions were added té the survey instrument.

There were eleven teachers on the 1969 elementary
summer school staff, Of these original staff members,
eight were currently on the Millard School staff. A meet-
_ ing was called by the summer school airector on Decehber
10, 8:00 A.M. at the Board of Education Office for all
teachers who were invblved in the 1969 summer school. At
this meeting, the guestionnaire (see Appendix) was explained
to the staff, completed, and returned to the director at
that time.

Three of the teachers who taught during the summer
session have since left the state of Nebraska. No ques-
fionnaire was sent to them. “

The survey instrument was sent to 160 parents who
~had éhildren enrolled in the 1969 elementary summer school
program. The questionnaires were mailed on Decemberxr 9.

The parents were asked to return the completed questionnaires



16

in an enclosed self-addressed stamped envelope. There was
a total of 79 questionnaires returned to the director. A
fifty per cent return was considered adequate by the writer
as a sampling.

The parents received the survey instrument during
the holiday season; and it is this writer’s opinion there
would have been a higher return of the questionnaires had
they receiﬁed it at a time other than the holiday season.
There ﬁere also some families who had moved from the area
since July, and the summer school director had no way of
gathering this information.

On December 9, the director took the questionnaires.
tb the elementary schools of the Millard School District
for the students (see Appendix) who were enrolled in the
1969 summer school to complete. An accompanying letter
(see Appendix) was given to the teacher in the’évent the
Studants needéd further assistance in the completion of
the éﬁrvéy instrument. The teachers were asked to return
the questionnaires to the director through the school mail
delivery by December 10. | -

A totél of 205 guestionnaires were given to the
students and 173 were returned. Thiévwas a total response
of 84 per cent. Again, some of the students had moved
from the Millard area and no questionndires were sent to
them because the director had no way of obtaining this

information.
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After the collection of the data, the writer thought
the information could best be displayed on bar and circle
graphs. The director decided that certain information from
the teachers and parents could best be collected by the
open-ended guestion. This form of'question would not re-
‘strict the answers of £he parents and teachers. The in-
formation obtained from these questions was éxplained in -
narrative form, ,

The open-ended questions were most important because
the assistant superintendenf and summeY school director
realized that in this way teachers could be most helpful
in planning future summer school curriculum. The teachers
were asked to indicate the chief objecfives of summer
school. These answers would be most helpful in planning
future curriculum.

Since the c¢lass time had.been increased from sixty
minutes to ninety minutes in the remedial classes, the
director needed to know if the additional time had bene-
fited the teachers in their instruction. In trying to
better conditions for the teacheis, they‘were asked what
factors helped them to produce results at the maximum of
their ability and what factors hindered them from doing
their best job of teaching.

Because the success of a good summer school pro-

gram so vitally dépends on how well it captures the inter-

est of the students, the opinions of the students concerning
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their classes had a great deal of weiéht. It was important
to know if they liked the classes and how much they gained
through achievement or interest.

From the parents, information was needed on’whether
or not they were satisfied with the Millard Elementary
Summer School progfam as well as what they liked or dis-
liked about the program. Many of these parents had valu-
able suggestions on new programs to be added to the summer
school curriculum. Another important question from the
parents was in regard to ?he reporting system. In the
past, a writfen report was‘given the parents. It was nec-
essary to know if this was satisfactory to the parents.

Following an analysis of the completed and returned
queéstionnaires, conclusions were drawn concerning the merit
of summer school, and recommendations were made for changes
and improvements. The information obtained from the ques-
tionnaire and the findings of the analysis of the summer

school survey are presented in Chapter IV.



CHAPTER IV
PRESENTATION OF THE DATA

In Chapter II a number of ideas are advanced con-
cerning the value of summer school both ih the remedial and
interest activities. Of prime concern were the interest
activities which lend themselves to a more relevant summer
school experience. All of the data iﬁ Chapter IV is presented
through the eyes of students, teachers and parents.

Chapter IV will preSent the data obtained from a
survey of all paients, teachers and students who participated
in the 1969 iillard Elementary Summer School and the expéri»
ence in terms of general information, and an over-all evalu-
ation and suggestion for improvement by those who partici-
pated.

The data will be presented in three parts. The first
segment is by parents, the second segment by students, and
the third secment is by the parents. Each secment will
contain an evaluation as well as sugoestions for the improve-

‘ment of the summer school program.
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FIGURE 1

COMPARATIVE RESULTS BY PERCENTAGE INDICATING HOW WELL THE
PARENTS WiuRE SATISFIED WITH THE ARTS AND CRAFIS CLASS
IN WHICH THEIR CHILD rARTICIPATED

issatisfied

56% lViere
Well
Satisfied

39% Were
Satisfied

FIGURE 2
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FIGURE 3
CUMPARATIVE RESULTS BY PERCETAGE INDICATING HOW WELL THE

PARENTS WERE SATISFIED WITH. THE COLk COLLECTIKG CLASS
IN WHICH THeIR.CHILD PARTICIPATED
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FIGURE 4
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- PARENTS FOUND #uST. DESIRABLE ABOUT THE COIN COLLECTINLG
CLASS THeIR CHILD ATTENDED

TN

Activities 1

Children Kept
Interested |

Close Student-
Teacher Relations 1

Small Classes \ |

3 Week Course ]

Teacher ]

Percent 0 10 20 30 40 580 B0 70 80 90' 100



22

FIGURE 5

COMPARATIVE RESULTS BY PERCENTAGE INDICATING HOW WELL THE
PARENTS WERE SATISFIED wWITH THE ENRICHHMENT SCIEKCE
CLA33 IN WHICH THEIR CdAlLD "ARTICIPATED
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FIGURE g
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FIGURE 7

CUMPARATIVE RESULTS BY PuRCERTAGE INDICATING HOW WELL THE
"~ PARENTS WERp SATISFIED wITH THE CGERJAN CILAGS
IN WHICH THEIR ChRiLD PARTICIFATED
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FIGURE 8
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"FIGURE 9

COMPARATIVE RESULTS BY PERC=HTAGE INDICATING HOW WELL THE
PARENTS WERE SATISFIED WITH THE GYMNASTICS CLASS
IN WHICH THEIR CHILD PARTICIPATED
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FIGURE 10

COMPARATIVE RESULTS BY PERCENTAGE INDICATING THOSE ITEMS THE
PARENTS FOUND. {OST DESIRABLE ABOUT THE GYMHASTICS
CLASS. THEIR CHILD ATTENDED
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FIGURE 11

COmPARATIVE RESULLS BY PERCuHTAGE INDICATING HOW WELL THE
PARENTS WeReg SATISFIED WITH THE REMEDIAL ARLIH@ETIC
CLASS IN WHICH THEIR CHILD PARTICIPATED

/////’Igi\\\\\
Were Well
Satisfied

issatisfied

729 Were Satisfied

COMPARATIVE RESULTS BY PERCSN“&GE TADICATING THOSE ITeiMs THE
PAREZNTS FOUND #MOST DZSIRABLE ABOUT THE REMEDIAL
ARITHHMETIC CLASS THEIR CHILD ATTEKNDED

TTain

Activities }

Children Kept 1 a
Interested

Close Student- |
Teacher Relations

Small Classes |

3 Wecek Course |

Teacher - ]

Percent 0 10 20 30 40 S0 60 70 80 90 100



26

FICURE 13
CUMPARATIVE RESULTS BY PERCENTAGE INDICALUING HUW WELL THE
PARENTS WERE SATISFIED WITH THE RAMKDIAL READING
"CLASS IN WHICH THEIR.CHILD PARTICIPATED
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75% Were Satisfied

FIGURE 14

COMEARATIVE RESULTS BY PERCENTAGE INDICATING THOSE ITZMS THE
PARLNTS FOULKD MOST DESIRABLE ABOUT THE RE:EDIAL
- READING CLASS THEIR CHILD ATTENDED
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FIGURE 1§

COMPARATIVE RESULTS BY PERCENTAGCE INDICATING HOW WELL THE
PARENTS WERE SATISFIED WITH THE TYPING CLASS
IN WHICH THEIR CHILD. PARTICIPATED
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FIGURE 16

CUMPARATIVE RESULTS BY PERCENTAGE INDICATING THOSE ITEMS THE
PARBHTS FOUKD #OST DESIRABLE . ABUUT. THE TYPING
CLASS TAEIR CAILD ATTENDED
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COMPARATIVE RESULTS BY PERCENTAGE INDICATING IF THE

FIGURE 17

PARENTS THOUGHT THE BUS TRANSFPORTATION

COMPARATIVE RESULTS BY PERCENTAGCE THOSE WAYS IN WHICH
THE PARENTS WOULD LIKE A REPORTING SYSTEM INDICATING.
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FIGURE 19

COMPARATIVE RESULTS BY PERCENTAGE THOSE ITENS
THE PARENTS DISLIKED ABOUT THE SUMMER
BCHOOL CLASS THEIR CHILD ATTENDED
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From the parent’s response to the open-ended ques-
tion on the_survey instrument askinc parents to indicate
activities they would like to have added to the elementary
summer school program, the following courses were suggested

1. Chorus

2. Advanced Art and Water-Color Paints

3. Swimning |

4, Nature Study

5. Stamp Collecting

6. Opeech |

7. Drama

8. Pre-school for Ages Four and Five

9. Wrestling

10. Sewing
1l. Creative.Writing
12. Speed Reading

Since there was no reply on the quegtionnaire from
parents of the students in the shop class, there was no
way of knowing the respénse of thése parents to their

child’s class.
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FIGURE 20
COMPARATIVE RESULTS BY PuRCuoNTAGE INDICATING HOW WELL THE

STUDEKTS WERE SATISFIED WITH THE ARTS AND CRAFTS
CLASL IN WHICH THeY PARTICIPATED

85% Were Well
Satisfied

5% Had No
\ Opinion

5% Were »
Dissatisfied

5% Were
Satisfied

FIGUKE 21
COMPARATIVE RESULTS BY PERCENTAGE IHDICATING HOW MUCH ‘THE

STUDENTS THOUGHT THEY HAD LEAKNED IN THE
ARTS ARD CRAFTS CLASS THEY ATTENDED

35% Learned A
Great Deal

57 Learned
\Nothing New

60% Learned Something



FIGURE 22
COMPARATIVE RESULTS BY PERCENTAGE INDICATING HOW WELL THE
STUDENTS WERE SATISFIED WITH THE COIN COLLECTING
CLASS IN WHICH THEY PARTICIPATED

T

68% Were Well
Satisfied

16%
Were
issatisfied

16% Were
Satisfied

FIGURE 23

COMPARATIVE RESULTS BY PERCENTAGE INDICATING HOW MUCH THE
STUDENTS THOUGHT THEY HAD LEARNED IN THE
COIN COLLECTING CLASS THEY ATTENDED

oomething

87% Learned A Great Deal
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FIGUREL 24

COMPARATIVE RESULTS BY PERCENTAGE INDICATING HOW WELL,THE\\\\
STUDENTS WERE SATISFIED WITH THE ENRICHMmNT

SCIENCE CLASS IN WHICH THEY PARTICIPATED
637 Were Well 129,
Satisfied Viere
Very Much '\
Dissatisfied|

257 Were
Satisfied

FIGURE 25
1
COMPARATIVE ReSULTS BY PERCENTAGE INDICATING HOW MUCH THE
STUDsHNTS THOUGHT THEY HAD LEARNED IN THE
ENRICHMENT SCIENCE CLASS THEY ATTENDED

13%
Learned
othing New

87% Learned A Great Deal
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FIGURE 26
COMPARATIVE RESULTS BY PERCENTAGE INDICATING HOW WELL THE

STUDENTS WERE SATISFIED WITH THE GERMAN
CLASS IN WHICH THEY PARTICIPATED

T

1009%
Were W2ll
Satisfied

FIGURE 27

CUMPARATIVE RESULTS BY PERCENTAGE INDICATING HOW MUCH THE
STUDERTS TrCGUGHT THEY HAD LEARNZD IN THE
GERMAN CLASS THEY ATTENDED

10070
Learned A
Great Deal
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FIGURE 28

COMPARATIVE RiSULTS BY PERCZANTAGE INDICATING HOW WELL THE
STUDENTS WERE SATISFIED WITH THE GYMNASTICS
CLASS IN WHICH THEY PARTICIPATED

T
™

70% Viere Viell
Satisfied

6% Were
Dissatisfied

249, Vere
Satisfied

|

FIGURE 29

COMPARATIVE RESULTS BY PERC&NTAGE INDICATING HOW MUCH THE
.. STUDENTS THOUGHT THEY HAD LEARNED IN THE
. GYHMNASTICS CLASS THEY ATTENDED

60% Learned A
Great Deal

40%
Learned

Something
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36

COMIPARATIVE RiSULTS BY PERCENTAGE INDICATING HOW WELL THE

STUDENTS WERE SATISFIED WITH THE REMEDIAL ARITHMETIC
CLASS LN wHICH UHEY PARTICIPATED

71% Vlere Well
Satisfied

297 Were
Satisfied
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FIGURE 31

COMPARATIVE RESULTS BY PEﬁCENTﬂGE INDICATING HOW MUCH THE

STUDENTS

- THOUGHT THEY HAD. LEARNED IN. THE REMED

CARITHHMETIC CLASS. THEY ATTENDED

36% Learned
Something

_9%
Learned
othing New

55% Learned A Great Deal

TAL
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FIGURE 32

COMPARATIVE RESULTS BY PERCENTACGE INDICATING HOW WELL THE
STUDENTS WERE SATISFIED WITH THE REMEDTAL READING
' CLASS IN WHICH THEY PARTICIPATED

107 Were Very
Much
Dissatisfied

'30% Were
Satisfied

5% Were
Dissatisfied

55% Were Well Satisfied

FIGURE 83

COMPARATIVE RESULTS BY PERCENTACE INDICATING HOW MUCH THE

STUDERTS THOUGHT THEY HAD LEARNED.IN THE REMEDIAL
.. READING CLASS THEY ATIENDED o

357 Learned A
Great Deal

5% Learned
\Nothing New

60% Learned Something
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FIGURE 34

COMPARATIVE RESULIS BY PERCENTAGE INDICATING HOW WweLL THE
STUDERTS WeRE SATISFILD WITH THE SHOP
CLASS IN WHICH THEY PARTICIPATED

] T
257,

- Were
Satisfied

75% VWere Well Satisfied

FIGURE 35

COMPARATIVE RESULTS BY PERCENTAGE INDICATING HOW MUCH THE
. STUDENTS THOUGHT THEY HAD.LEARWED IN THE
. SHOP CLASS THEY ATTENDED

50% S0%
Learned Learned A
Something Great_Deal
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FIGURE 36

COMUARATIVE RESULTS BY PERCENTAGE INDICATING HOW WELL THE
STUDENTS. WERE SATISFIED WITH THE TYPING
CLASS IN WHICH THEY PARTICIPATED

20%
VWere
Satisfied

Were Well Satisfied

80%

FIGURE 87

COMPARATIVE RESULTS BY PLHC:N AGE INDICATING HOW MUCH THE
COTUDENTS THOUGHT THEY HaD LEARNED Ik ”HE
TYPING CLASS THEY ATTENDED

20%
Learned
Something

80% Learned A Great Deal
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FIGURE 88
COMPARATIVE RESULTS BY PRRCENTAGE INDICATING THOSE ITEMS THE

STUDENTS FUUND MOST DESIRABLE ABUUY THE ARIS AND
CRAFTS CLASS I WHICH THEY PARTICIPATED
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FIGURE 89

- COMPARATIVE RESULTS BY PERCENTAGE INDICATING THOSE ITEMS THE
' STUDENTS FOUND LEAST DESIRABLE ABOUT THE ARTS AND
CRAFTS CLASS IN WHICH THEY PARTICIPATED
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FIGURE 40
COMPARATIVE RuSULTS BY PERCoNTAGE INDICATING THOSE ITEMS THE
 STUDENTS FUUND MOST Dz=SIRABLE ABOUT THE COIN COLLECTING
: CLASS IN WHICH THEY PARTICIPATED
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FIGURE 41
COMPARATIVE RESULTS BY PERCuNTAGE INDICATING THOSE ITEMS THE
STUDERNTS FOUND LEAST DESIRABLE ABOUT THE COIN CdLLLClImG
CLASS IN WHAICH THEY PARTICIPATED
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FIGURE 42

CUMPARATIVE ReESULTS BY PuRCENTAGE INDICATING THOSE ITEMS THE
STUDENTS FOUND mUST DESIRABLE ABOUT THE ENRICHMENT
SCIENCE CLASS IN WHICH THEY PARTICIPATED
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FIGURE 43
COMPARATIVE RESULTS BY PERCuNTAGE INDICATIKG THOSE ITEMS THE .
STUDENTS FOUND LEAST DESIRABLE ABOUT THE ENRICHMEHT
SCIENCE CLASS IN WHICH THEY PARTICIPATED
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FIGURE 44
COMPARATIVE RESULTS BY PxRCENTAGCE INDICATING THOSE ITEMS THE
STUDENTS FOUND. MOST DESIRABLE ABOUT.THE. GERMAN
CLASS IN WAICH THEY PARTICLPATED
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The students who attended the German Class did not

iﬁdicate:any items undesirable about the class they attended,
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FIGURE 45

COMPARATIVE RESULTS BY PERCENTAGE INDICATING THOSE ITEMS THE
STUDENTS rOUND mUST DeSIRABLE ABOUT THE GYWMNASTICS

CLASS Ik WHICH THEY PARTICIPATED
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FIGURE 46

CUMFARATIVE RESULTS BY PERCENTAGE INDICATING 1HOSE ITEMS THE
STUD&HTS FOUND LEAST DaASIRABLE ApOUT THE GYMNASTICS
CLASS IN WHICH THEY PARUICIPATED
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FIGURE 47

COMPARATIVE RuSULTS BY PERCENTAGE INDICATING THOSE ITEMS THE
STUDENTS FOUND KOST DESIRABLE . ABOUT THE REMEDIAL
READING CLASS IN WHICH THEY PARTICIPATED
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FIGURE 48

COMPARATIVE RESULTS BY PE?CEHTAGE INDICATING THOSE ITEMS THE
STUDENTS FOUND LEAST DESIRABLE . AROUT THE RsMEDIAL
READING CLASS IN WHICH THEY PARTICIPATED
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FIGURE 49
COMPARATIV: RaSULTS BY PERCERNTAGE INDICATING THOSE ITEMS THE
STUDENTS FOUWD MOST DESIRABLE ABUUL THr REMEDIAL
- ARITHUETIC CLASS. IN WHICH THzY PARTICIPATED
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FIGURE 50

ClUku ARATIVE RuSULTS BY PERCENTAGE INDICATING THOSEZ ITEMS THE
STUDENTS FOUND LEAST DESIRABLE ApuUT THE REMEDIAL
ARITHMETIC .CLASS IN WHICH THEY PARTICIPATED.
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47

COMPARATIVE RESULTS BY PERCENTAGE INDICATING THOSE ITEMS THE
STUDENTS FOUND MOST DESIRABLE ABOUT THE SHOP
CLASS IN WHICH THEY PARTICIPATED
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FIGURE 53
COMPARATIVE RESULTS BY PERCENTAGE INDICATING THOSE ITEMS THE
STUDENTS FOUND. mOST DuSIRABLE ABOUT. THE TYPING
.CLASS 1IN WHICH YWHEY PaARTICIPATE
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FIGURE 54

COMPARATIVE RESULTS BY PERCEKNTAGE INDICATING THOSE ITEMS THE
STUD«NTS FOUND LEAST DESIRABLE ABCUT THE TYPIKG
CLASS 1M WHICH THEY PARTICIPATED
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FIGURE §5
COMPARATIVE RESULTS‘BY PERCENTAGE INDICATIKG THOSE ITEMS THE
TEACHERS FOUND MOST HELPrUL IN DOING
THEIR BEST JOB OF TEACHING
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COMPARATIVE ReESULTS BY PERCunTAGE INDICATING THOSE ITEMS
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FIGURE 57

COMPARATIVE RESULTS BY PERCENTAGE INDICATING WHETHER
THE TEACHERS THOUGHT 134 HOURS WAS LONC
ENGUGH TO ACHIEVE IHLIR OBJECTIVES

/

T

85% Said Yes

FIGURE 58

PERCENTAGE INDICATING IF THE TEACHERS

COMPARATIVE RESULTS BY
SHOULD CONCERN THEMSELVES WITH A DIFFERENT
INSTRUCTIONAL APPRCACH IN SU#MER SCHCOOL

30% Felt
Their _
Approach Was
Appropriate

N ————— .

60% Said
Yes
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FIGURE 59
COMPARATIVE RESULTS BY PuRCENTAGE INDICATING WHETHER ALL

TEACHERS SHOULD BE Awark OF THE CRITERIA OF
STAFF SELECTIUN FOR SUmMMER SCHOOL

10%
Said No

90% Said Yes

On the basis of the teacher response to the opven-
ended qguestion on the survey instrument on how the summer
school could be improved, the following suggestions were
advanced: (1) more interest activities, (2) smaller
class loads; and (3) more inservice.

On the basis of the teacher response to the open-
ended qguestion on the survey instrumenﬁ of whether the
feacher thought summer school was worthwhile; 1009, answered
yes. They gave the following reasons for their answer:
(1) because it was a more relaxed atmosphere; (2) the
teachers were teaching what they liked best, and (3) they

were not concerned with grades and small classes.



53

On the basis of the teacher response to the open-

&

ended guestion on the survey instrument of the new programs

the teacher would like to see implemented in the summer

school, the following courses were suggested:

1.
2.
3.
4.
S.
6.

Swimming

Chorus

Stamp collecting
Drama

Foreign languages

Enrichment

On the basis of the teacher response to the open-

ended question on the survey instrument indicating what

the teacher thought the chief objectives of summer school

should be, they gave the following responses:

t'o help

the child become interested in his work, (2) to keep the

slow child acgquainted with the material so he does not lose

it over the summer - more or less just reinforcing what he

has learned during the school year, and (3)

child enjoy school.

to help the



CHAPTER V
SUMMARY, COKCLUSIONS, AND RECOMMENDATIONS

I. Summary

The Purvoscs The purposc of this study was to'ana—
lyze thepadeduacy of the Millard Elementary Summer School
program as viewed by thé_teachers, parents, and pupils who

werée participants in the 1909 program.

Objectives of the Study. The objectives to be
achieved in this study included thé presentation and analysis
of the findincgs of a teacher, pupil and parent survey based
on the 1969 summer school experience in terms of general
information. Also, an overall evaluation and suggestions for
the improvement made by the teachers, pupils and parents was
solicited. A further objective was to make recommendations
~which would improve the summer school pioqram so as to
make it more meanincgful and relevant to the students.

The Procedure. The following activities were

carried out in the develépment of this study.

l. An examination was made of available literature
on some selected summer school programs.

2. Following suggestions and recommendations from
the advisory“committee, a questionnaire was drafted. The
purpose of this guestionnaire was to solicit opinions of the
summer school experience as viewed by the students, teachers

and parents in terms of adequacv of offerings and their
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revelancy to the students.

3. The sample was selected from those students,'
teachers,. and parents who were involved in the 1969 summer
school. The guestionnaire was sent to those participants and
requested‘to be returned to the summer school director by
December 10, 19069.

V 4, Following an analysis of the ¢ompleted and returned
questionnairé, conclusions were made by the writer and
recommendations were then made for changes and improvements in

the Millard Elementary Summer School program.

II. CONCLUSIONS

The Parents. The parents were in all cases well
satisfied with the classes their children attended. In
particular, they felt their children were kept interested
and there was also a close student-teacher relationship.

The parents indicated they were pleased with the
hicgh quaiity of teachers in the summer school program.

The parents unanimously disliked having their
children bused to another school for classes. Those parents
-who were not involved in busing indicated that tranSporta:
tion was adecguate.

” The parents gave many fine sugcestions with regard to
additionél progfams that could be added to the summer school
curriculum. Among their suggestions were:

1. Photography

2 Drama
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. Creative Writing

3

4, Swinming
5. Stamp Collecting
6

. Enrichment Reading

The Teachers. The teachers felt a different instruc-

Tl

t{bnal abproéch should Ee used during the summer. They felt,
generally, that summer school should not be the same for
children as the regunalr school year with regard to the
insturctional approach.

All teachers indicated that summer school was worth-
while and gave these reasons:

1. A relaxed atmosphere for students and teachers

2. No grades were given

3. Théy were teaching those subjects they liked to
teach best.

The teachers gave what fhey deemed to be the chief
objéctivés of summer school as follows:

1. To help children become interested in their work

2. To reinforce the slow learner

3. To help children enjoy school

The teacher of the remedial classes found that they
were hindered in their instruction by the large teacher-
student ratio.

The teachers found that the larce amount of material

at their disposal was very helpful in the instruction of



57

their class or activity. Because grades were not given, the
teachers felt there was less pressure on the students.

Most of the teachers found the increase in the length of
classes from an hour to an hour and one-half to be most
desirable for instiuction, especially in the remedial areas.

The Students. The sludents all felt they had learned-

a great deal from their classes and were well satisfied with
the class or activity in which they participated. They
particularly liked the duration of.the 90 minute class periods
and they unanimously liked their teacher better than any
other single element of the summer school.

In contrast, the students disliked most the idea that
grades wére not given. They also indicated they did not
like to be bused to another school. An unexplained phe-
nomenon about the students’ reply to their dislikes was that

many did not like the other students.
IITI. RECONMENDATICNS

Based on the conclusions of this study, the following
recommendations are offered:

1. The registrations for summer school should be
handled by mail and sent to one ;entr@l location.

2. There should be classes in each locél attendance
center in order to increase the enrollment of summer school,

3. All schedules should be designed before summer

school begins, i.e., band.
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4. Outdoor education should be the first or second
week of summer school to help the teachers become better
)acquéinted with their students early in the school term.

5;'uprincipals should bescome more involved in the
selection of those who enroll in the remedial classes.

6. All evaluation forms should be ready before
summer school begins.

7. If at all possible, have parent-teacher
conferences iﬁ the remedial subjects.

8., Continue to increase the number of three week
courses;

9. The school board should assume a greater support
for summer scﬁool so many of the courses could be tuition
free,

10. Add the following courses to the present nrogram:

a. ©Speed Reading - To be offered for average
and above'average readers who wish to improve their reading
rate. Grades 3-6.

b. Small Engine'Répair for grade 5 and up -
To be designed for the student who wishes to help keep the
family mower or go-cart in running condition. |

c. Ham Radio for grade 5 and up - The prg-
mary aim is to_acqﬁainf the student with the basics of ama-
tuer radio. It reguires the students to become proficient

in basic electronics and International Morse Code.
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d. Project Greenthumb for grades 4, 5, and 6 -

It should be designed to combine an enjoyable learning experi-

énce with the care and growing of garden plants.

e. One week clinic =-

(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

Football
Baseball
Basketball
Wrestling

Swimming

Designed to give boys in grades 4, 5, and 6 a better knowledge

6f the fundamentals of these sports.

f. Woodworking for grades 3-6 - The purpose of

this course is to develop manual skills not usually taucght

in public schools at the elementary level.

11. The guidance counselor should be available for

children.
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Survey of Parent’s oninion of Millard’s Elementary Summer
School Program -

1. In general, were you satisfied with what your child
learned from the class or activity he attended?

a. Very well satisfied

b. Satisfied

Cc. Dissatisfied

d. Very much dissatisfied
e. No opinion

Ot oy

2. List in order of preference those thincgs you liked most
about the class or activity your child attended. Use the
numobers one throuch five with one being that which you
liked best.

a. The variety of activities

b. The children were kept interested

c. The close student-teacher relatienship
d. The small number of students in a class

e. The class lasted for three weeks

f. The class lasted for six weeks

g« Jdhe high guality of teachers

List in order of preference those things vou disliked

S' s 4 ] TR he 3
about the class or activity your child attended. Use the
number one through five with one being most disliked.

a. No variety of activity

b. Teachers were indifferent to learning

ce Teachers were indifferent to the child

d. Little variety of approach ‘ .
Children had to be bussed to another school

e-
f-

4. Vhat additional activities would you like to have
included in Millard’s Elementary Summer School Program?



Did you feel there was adequate transportation for the
students?

List in oxder of preference how you would like a repouzl
on how your child has done in summer school. Use the

number one through five, with one belng that which you
liked best. .

a. A formal report card

b. A conference

c. A written statement indicating the progres
your child has made

d. A formal report card and conference

e, A written statement and a report card

|



December 2, 1969

To The Classroom Teacher:

Although there are numerous demands on your time,
will you take a few minutes for a task which will have sig-
nificance in the improvement of Millard’s Elementary Summer
School Program.

Would you please go over the pupil ovinion gquestion-
naire with the child’s name on it and let him fill in the
blanks. If he does ﬁot understand a particular quéstion,
specificaily three and four, you may explain it to him.

We would encourage you to complete them at one sit-
ting and return them to your building principal by Wednesday,
December 10.

Thank you for your time. I am sure much will be

gained from your assistance.
Respectfully,

Gene L. Bentley
Summer School, Director

”M"-‘o.



Student Name

Survey of Pupil’s Upinion ot Millard’s Elementary Summer
School Program . .

For questions one and fwo please mark an x in front of the
statement which describes how you feel.

1. 1In general, how well did you like the class or activity
you attended?

a. Very well satisfied

b. Satisfied

c. Dissatisfied

d. Very much dissatisfied
e. No opinion

|

il

2. In general, how much did vou think you learned in your
class orxr activity you attended?

a. I learned a great deal
« 1 learned something
c. I learned nothing new

J

3. List in order of preference those things wyou liked most
about your class or activity. Use the number one
through five with one being that which you liked most.

a. Field Trips

b. Short class time

¢. The teacher

d. The small classes

e. The three weeks course
f. No grades were given
g.

L

4, List in oxder of preferenceAthose things vou disliked
most about your class or activity. Use the number one
through five with one being that which you disliked most.

a. The class or activity
b. The teacher
¢: Other students
d., Having to be bussed
e. 1 did not receive a orade




Survey of Teachers Involved in Millard Flementary Summer

School Program

1. List those

aspects of the Millard’s Elementary Summer

School Program that were most helpful in doing your best
job of teachlnc. Use the numbers one through five with
one being that which you found most helpful.

Aa
b.
Ca
d.
(Y

i

f.

2. List those

Material used

Small class load

Objectives set forth by the teacher

Classes extended for 1% hours

Adequate in- service before summer school be-
gan

Not concerned with the giving the grades

aspects of the Millard Elementary Summer

School Program that hindered you most from doing your’

best job of

teaching. Use the numbers one through five

with one being that which hindered you most.

d e
L ]

Ce
d.

|

al

€e

f.
O

_-—-—-h.
i

5

Lack of apmronriate materials

Large class size

No predetermlned objectives by the teacher
Teachers were not familiar with the child’s
needs until summer school was near conmpletion.
Lack of in-service preparation before summer
. school started

No feed back to regular school teachers.
Parents were not conferenced durlno the
summer session

Grades should have been given.

3. The summer

school program could be.improved‘by:

-

4, Did vou feel that summer school was worth while?
Why or why not?



O

10.

What should be demanded of the summer school staff?

What new programs would you like to see implemented
into Millard’s Elementary Summer School Curriculum?

Was the 1% hour block of time long enough to achieve
your objectives?

‘Should we be concerned with a different instructional

approach to summer school?

Should all teachers be aware of the criteria of staff
selection for summer school?

What do you feel is the chief objective of summer
school? :



	University of Nebraska at Omaha
	DigitalCommons@UNO
	6-1-1970

	Survey of the Millard elementary summer school program
	Gene L. Bentley
	Recommended Citation


	tmp.1553274028.pdf.qIQAu

