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Executive Summary

McREL Internationgfformerly Edvantidnc) was contracted by the Library of Virginia in
April 2013 to study the impact of the 2013 Summer Reading Program offered bpuliliginia
librariedo children and teens and, to a lesser extent, young children (i.e., preschool age and below)
who participate. The study will provide crucial information for library systems in Virginia to help
them understand the impactsofnmer reading prograorstheir shoolage patronand to
provide insights for improving future programming

Overall, the main purposes of thisy@nth evaluation study dee (1) understand how
young children, childregind teens use tsammer reading progra(®) understand how the
summer reading progranfluences reading skills andcomes; (3) understand how the summer
reading programmay differentially impact different groups of participants, and (4) examine the long
term impact on reading outcomes for participants.

The Year teport (first of threeannuateports to be deliveredttee Library of Virginigis
formaive and descriptive in nature and focuses on the first evaluation purpose cited above and
answers the following three evaluation questions:

1. How do children and teens participate irsthlemer reading programonsored by
Virginia public libraries?

2. What are the characteristics of the participating library systems?

3. How dopublic libraries in Virginia operate and implement the summer reading
program?

Four data collection methods inform the Year 1 report. Extant data collected from the
2012 Bibliostats Survey and the B&hced Summer Reader databasee made available to
McREL evaluators fall 2013.To gather data related to the negdevel of books read by
participating children, the evaluation team securkexite Framewofkfor Readinglatabase
from MetraMetrics, IncThe evaluation team also developed and administeredrtekibrdry of
VirginiaSummer Reading Prografi3 Library Survey in late summer/early fall 20h8&.survey
was administered at the building level for the 46 library systems participating in the 2013 Summer
Reading Program studyepresentatives from 91 libramyldingsrepresenting 38 library system
responded to the survelhe reader should be cautious when interpreting the results as findings
may not be generalizable to the overall Virginia library system. Yet, the depth of the survey data
does provide valuable information on how the partrgydéiraries implemented and operated the
2013 Summer Reading Program.

The following is a summary of key findings for each of the three primary evaluation
guestions and 11 subquestions answeredYre#ndreport Also included are preliminary
conclusias and recommendations for future research and improviquatitg of the summer
reading program participation data
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Using data collected from theancet Summer Readdatabase and Lexieamework
for Readinglatabase, the evaluators addressed two research questions to understand how children
and tens participated in the 203mmer Reading PrograRindings are summarizedulletsas
follows.

How many books do participating children and teens read during the summer reading
program timeframe?

1 The 2013 Summer Reading Program participants restageaf 10 books
(SD=12.96) throughout the timeframe of the program.

1 The range of the number of books read varied widely across age groups: the young
chil drends group r Blxd 3a2n 3a2ver adee ocfhi 20 rbeo
average of llooks§D= 12 . 75); and the teends group
(SD=8.83). Such variations are expected given the fact that older children are more
likely to read lengthier books that contain more text as compared to young children
whose primarreading materials are likely to be short and with more pictures.

What are the reading levels of the books read bysummer reading programparticipants?
To what extent are participants reading books at or above their age level?*

1 Eightyone percent of th2013 Summer Reading Program particifeges 6 to 17)
were reading at or above their grade3evel.

1 The percentage of summer reading program participants reading books above their
grade | evel was much |l arger itnhd hteeerhdd dr
group (34%).

According to the data collected by28&2BibliostatsSurveyparticipating library system
varied significantly in termssife, resources, technology accessibility, number of ongoing programs
offered on a regular basis, as well ashtiracteristics of the 2012 Summer Reading Program
Because the data collected from the BibliGtiat®are at the system level and tha dallected
from theLibrary of VirginisSsummer Reading Prografi3 Library 8vey are at the library
buildinglevel, it is not appropriatedoectlyconpare the results of the 2012 Summer Reading
Programand 201¥ummer Reading Prograivet, one imptant finding from the 2012 and 2013

1 Readers should take caution when interpreting these findings as the analysis is based on several assumptions. See Data
Cleaning Procedures under ttizata Collection Methods and Analysi®n, p. 8.

2 After converting the Lexile scores into grade levescores, the meaning of these scores for participants who were
younger than first grade wernaconsequentiah e n c e, in this section, the analysis w
teends groups.
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Summer Reading Progsamthat participating library systems were well aware of the impafrtance
providing information forgrents with regard to tsemmer reading program

ThelLibrary of Virginisummer Reading Progra@i3 Library Survegrved athe data
sourcan respons# the evaluation questiand subquestions relatedhe operation and
implementation of theummer reading prograrRepresentatives from 91 libtaudings
representing 38 library systeesponded to the surveigey findingsarepresented by subquestion.

What are some of the key features of libraries and their summerreading programs?

1 The majority of libraries have separate reading and activity areas fdrilgvang
children, and teens.

1 The most popular methodslized bylibraries to advertise and disseminate information
about the 201Summer Reading Programoludedannouncements during library
activities, flyers, websites, posters, program brochures, soaisdmiledsits to local
schools.

1 The average lengthtbk2013summer reading programaseightweeks.

What program support materials were used for the summer reading progrant?

1 Nearly all of the libraries used ltiterary of Virginia supported summer reading
program theméor their 2013ummer Reading Program

1 Very few libraries use the Virginia Standards of Learpilagnning for their
2013Summer Reaty Program

How did the libraries track summer reading programparticipation? How were incentives
awarded to summer reading program participants?

1 Approximately half of the libraries provided a reading list for at least one of the three age
groupsi(e.,young children, childrgor teens).

1 Less than two thirds of libraries encouragetmer reading prograoarticipants to
keep trak of the time they spent reading.

9 Libraries were most likely to award incentivesnoner reading progrgarticipants

basedn the number of the books they read. Generally, incentives were awarded to
summer reading prograuarticipants intermittently throughout the program.
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What types of program activities did the libraries offer as a part of the summer reading
program?

1 The Ibraries offered a variety of activitiesummer reading prograoarticipants
throughout the summer. The majority of the libraries provided the following activities:
arts and craftéjm, videg or movie programéiye animal visits and related program
musical performances or salgngs; puppet shows or theatre performances; read
aloudsandstorytellers, magicians comedians

1 Readaloudgand arts and crafts activities were most likely to be offered to young
children

1 Activities most likely to lwdfered to children were arts and crafts; storytellers, magicians
or comedians; live animal visits and related programs; musical performanees or sing
along, andfilm, video, or movie programs.

1 Activities generally offered to teens were arts and draftgideoor movie programs;
and video game, computer game, board, gatego time.

Who was involved in the implementation of the summer reading progranf

1 The majority of the libraries involved youdlumiteers to assist with the summer reading
program Approximatehathird of the libraries as#parents to assist wsmmer
readingorogram activities and events.

How did local schools collaborate with the libraries in offering the summer reading
program?

1 Less than half of the libraries collaboratddlagtl schools for their 2088mmer
Reading Prograntor the libraries that did repschoolcollaboratn, approximately
halfindicatedhatthey specifically collaborated with teachers or school library staff.

How did the libraries involve parents as a part of the summer reading progrant?

1 Nearly all of the libraries reported providing information about poet@mce of the
2013 Summer Reading Progtamarents.

1 The majority of libraries provaiparents with reading resources to support their
chiidbamds reading activities at home.

What were the successes of thesummer readingprogram?

1 Survey respondents cited a numbesuoimer reading programuccessesd hetop two
werethatthe summer reading programotivated children to read more books and to
spend more time on reading.



What program support factors were important for the success of the summer reading
program?

1 The survey respondents indicated that the three most important program support factors
for the success of tkemmer reading programere @rent involvement at home, the
variety of program activities at the library, and community support for the program.

Collectively, children from all age groups were exposed to a large number of reading
materials throdmput the summer via t2013 Summer Reading Progrand the majority of
childrenages 6o 17 (78%) read books at or abdlreirgrade level. However, differences across
subgroup(i.e., percentage of children reading at or above grade level varied significantly across age
groysand grade leggland differences in program implementation across boralipgs
(i.e., participating libraries varied in the number of available resources as well as program
implementation) raised more questions that require further investigation.

Data quality is the key to the validity and reliability of research findings and interpretations.
This report provides valuable information with regard to the characteristics and implementation of
the 2013.ibrary of VirginilSsummer Reading Prograndp el i mi nary findings of
reading behaviors (e.g., number of books read) and reading levels. Yet, one should understand that
as a result of eensive data cleaning (i.e%38 the books reaahd76% of the reading level data
from theEvancet Summer Reader databeesmrds were removed from arnedylie to missing
data, data entry inconsistencies, data entry errors, etc.), findings may not be generalizable to the
overall 2013ummer Reading PrograAs such,ifhdings should be interpretedhagaution.
Regardless, findings of this study add valuable preliminary data to the recent literature that could
help guide future research as noted earlier.

Recommendations for future research are provided as follows:

1 Explore whether thigbraries implement eviderzased practices (e.g., providing
developmentally appropriate reading lists, involving parents and the community, using
developedummer reading program support majenialigning programming with the
state academic standaidghesummer reading prograto support better outcomes
(i.e., children reading at or above their grade level and other achievement measures).

1 Consider collecting data on the same reading behaviors across all participating libraries
Duringthe2013Summer Reading Program, the participating libraries measured
childrends reading behaviors in a variety
minutes or hours spent on reading, and number of chaptgrd-matiis report,
evaluators were abled®ate a proxy reading behavior measure by counting number of
book titles read regardlessvhether a participant read the whole book orA®such,
findings of this report should be considered preliminary

1 Examine the effectiveness of collaboratitiglacal schools iofferingthe summer
reading program. Some libdamidinggless than 50% of the participating libraries)



collaborated with local schools for tR6it3 8mmerReadindg’rogram While, in
practice, collaboration among public libsarel school systems is valued and
encouraged, more studies are needed to examine the effectiveness of such practice.

1 Engage in research to identify best practices in supporting parental involvement in public
library systems. Itis interesting that Wostaff rated parental involvement at home as
the most important item that supports the success of the summer reading,program
followed by the variety of program activities offered at the library. This finding suggests
that library staff value andunleesn d parent sdé role in suppor
outcomes. Yet, more research is needed in this area.

The followingecommendatiorerebased on lessons learned from cleanirgvinecet
Summer Readdatabase so that subsequent data could be bsttt@nswer the evaluation
guestions.

1 Involve evaluators or researchers in the earlg staiggabase design and development
to ensure that data collection methods are aligned to answer the key research questions.

1 Integrate theeading level informati at the database programming st&gsthoc
database merging is time consuming and inefficient.

1 Human and typographical errors are the key challenges that evaluators encountered
during the data cleaning process. For future database improvenmeoonitsended
to use droglown menus in database item design whenever possible to avoid entering
data (e.qg., birthdays and book titles) manually.

In closing, the Year 1 report was descriptive in nature and focuseléistanicg how
young children, childreand teens use the summer reading program; characteristics of the library
systems participating in the study; and holibtiheies operate and implementsheamer reading
program.In Year 2, McREL evaluators will study the influefitee summer readg program on
childreds readi ng out c o méeosvhichsunmer readmg pnogrpattitipantse x t e n t
and nonparticipants demonstrate different levels of reading ability as measured by state assessment
scores. Additionally Year 2, McREL evaloaswill explore whether participantdoferse
backgrounds experience the program and its outcomes differently.
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Introduction

McREL Internationgformerly Edvantidnc) was contracted by the Library of Virginia in
April 2013 to study the impact of tfB2 Summer Reading Prograffered by Virginigublic
librariedo children and teens and, to a lesser extent, young children (i.e., preschool age and below)
who participte. The study will provide crucial information for library systems in Virginia to help
them understand the impactsofnmer reading prograon their schoehge patronand to
provide insights for improving future programmiRgrther, the study can contribute to the larger
collection of research | iterature about the i
achievement. Funding for the evaluation stymtgvusled bytheLibrary of Virginidhrough the
Institute of Mseum and Library Servicesich serves #se primary source of federal support for
the nationdés 123,000 | ibraries and 17,500 mus

To encourage summer reading and prevent summer reading ldssgrihef Virginia
provides gpport and materials fire summer reading progrémeach of the 91 public library
system# the Commonwealth of Virginia. Thenmer reading prograsmoffered for four target
populations: young children (birtratpe % childrendges$ to 12), teenaed3 to 17), and atts
(agel8 and oldet) The goals of theummer reading prograreto

f encourage children and teens to continue reading during the summer with the
hope that they will discover that reading can be fun and enjoyable;

1 provide safe and fun activities foildrien and teens to enjoy while they are out
of school; and

1 build healthy communities by offering programs and services to develop the
Search I nstituteds 40 Devel opmental Asset

Research indicates that the summer months when children are not invalued in f
education are particul ar |l y. ForinstabceMatthews(2010)st uden
reports that the difference in reading gains betweeandwighincome students does not occur
during the school year, but rather during the sumnghs. Cooper, Nye, Charlton, Lindsay, and
Greathouse (1996) conducted a raptdysis of 39 studies and indicated that the achievement loss
occurring over summer break is equivalent to one month ofeyreldastruction. McGiltranzen
and Allingta (2004) discovered that summer loss during the elementary grades accumulates to an
achievement gap of 18 months by the end of sixth grade, and such a lag accumulates to two or more
years in reading achievement by the end of middle school. Other redearetieund that
achievement gains in reading were significantly higher from fall to spring than from spring to spring
when the summer months are included in analys
summer learning loss is even greatéovieachieving students and students feoonomically
disadvantaged backgrounds, such as those whose parents did not pursue postsecondary education
and those with limited access to reading materials at home (Matthews, 20-E0aNt=BIkk
Allington, 20@; Mraz & Rasinski, 2007).

3 Although adults are encouraged to participate in the summer reading program, they are not the main population of
interest for this study.



The research on summer reading loss supports the need to providéi ghadecutarly
low-achieving students from lemcome familigs with opportunities to engage in reading and have
access to reading materials during the summer months. These finelileglsstakeholders to
consider alternative solutions that attempt to level the playing field for reading achievement and
prevent reading loss over the summer months. The research on these alternatives indicates that
summer reading prograofferedbypubi ¢ | i brari es have positive
skills and enthusiasm about reading (Matthews, 2010). An experimental study comparing library
summer reading prograto traditional summer camps without a reading component suggests that
studentsn summer reading progranead significantly better than students attending summer
programs not focused on reading (Celano & Neuman, 2001), indicating that library time enhances
student reading achievement and skills more than recreational types gbsmgrames. Another
study that investigated the effects of a s¢fasddsummer reading progrdar kindergarten and
first-grade students at risk for poor reading achievement found significant resultsdavoreng
reading prograsfLuftig, 2003).

Although the literacy community strongly encourages and advocates tsarmsseof
reading prograsnmore studies are needed to understand program effectiveness and the impact on
children from various backgrounds (e.g., those students with varying sociostaineraic
achievement status) and grade levels (€.8), &nd whether program effects are moderated by
these demographic and achievement differences. The evaluation study commibtsbiedryy
of Virginiais designed to further the researchimarea.



Evaluation Purpose and Questions

Overall, the main purposes of thism3th evaluation study being conducted by McREL
areto: (1) understand how young children, childrhteens use tseammer reading program
(2) understand how tsemmereading programfluences reading skills and outcomes;
(3) understand how tkemmer reading progranay differentially impact different groups of
participants, and (4) examineltimgrterm impact on reading outcomes for participants. Four
primary eMaation questions and several subquestions guide the study:

1. How do children and teens participate irsthmemer reading programonsored by
Virginiapubliclibrarie®
a. How many books do participating children and teensduring theummer
reading progratimeframe?
b. Whatarethe reading levabf the books read lsummer reading program
participants? To what extent are participants reading books at or above their age
level?

2. What influence does teemmer reading progrdmave on partici pants?®o

outcomes?

a. What are the reading outcomes for children and teens who participaternmibe
reading prografn

b. To what extent do participants and nonparticipants demonstrate different levels of
reading ability?

c. Towhatextend oes participation in the program
trajectory (gain versus loss) in comparison to their nonparticipating peers?

3. Do children and teens of different backgrounds (e.g., age, gmrideconomic status
and geographic localeperence the program and its outcomes differently?

4. What is the lonterm impact of participation in teemmer reading program

children and teen reading outcomes?

a. Does the programds i mpact on reading ou
participation?

b. How many children participate in fuenmer reading progrdar more than one
year, and what are the characteristics of these repeat participants?

c. How do the reading outcomes and growth patterns of repeat participants differ from
nonparticipnts and from those participating only during a single summer?

This report, which is formative and descriptive in nature, focuses on the first evaluation
guestion and its two subquestions. Two additional evaluation qastiaubquestionsyhich
areincluded irthis Year 1 report, were added to the original stuakgler toascertain more
contextual information about the resources and services awéhabéacHibrarysystem and the
summer reading prograrogramming beingffered by thdibraresparticipating in thstudy.

5. What are the characteristics of the participating library systems?



6. How dopublic libraries in Virgin@erate and implement themmer reading
progran?
a. What are some of the key features of libraries andutmirer readingrograns?
b. What progransupport materiaivereused for theaummer reading program
c. How did the libraries traskimmer reading programarticipation? How were
incentives awardedsammer reading prograarticipants?
d. What types of program activities did the libraries offer as a pagwhther
reading prografn
e. Who was involved in the implementation ostiramer reading program
How did local schools collaborate with the librareféaringthe summer reading
progant?
g. How did the libraries involve parents as a part sthener reading program
h. What were the successes oftiramer reading program
i.  What program support factors were important for the successoimer
reading prografn

-

Findings for questions B3 will be reported in the Year 2 repattich will focusn the
projectds i mpact on chil dr en 0andreadimtbssiilgs out c om
report will be delivered the Library of Virginian December 2014. Findings for gio@s4 will be
reported in the final evaluation report focusing on the longitudinal investigation of the extent to
which thesummer reading programay have aloiger m i mpact on chi |l dr enads
and trajectoriesThisreport will be deliverdd theLibrary of Virginian December 2015.

During the summer of 2018total of & public library systemg(2ounty, 15 city, and
11multijurisdictional) agreed to participate irLibeary of Virginisummer reading program
evaluation study. €ke46public library systemas shown in Tableificlude 18®uildings
(60county, 66 citygnd54 multi-jurisdictionaljhat areparticipating in the studiach participating
public library system executed a memoraonflagreementith theLibrary ofVirginiathat
documented the requirements for parti@pati the study.



Table 1. Library of Virginia Summer Reading Program Evaluation Study Participating

Library Systems
COUNTY

CITY

MULTI -JURISDICTIONAL (REGIONAL)

(building number s)
Allegheny County (1)
Ambherst County (2)
Augusta County (5)
Bedford County (6)
Buchanan County (1)
Campbell County (4)
Caroline County (4)
Chesterfield County (9)
Cumberland County (1)
Essex County (1)

King George County (1)
Lancaster County (%)
Orange County (3)
Pittsylvania County (5)
Powhatan County (1)
Pulaski County (2)
Roanoke County (6)
Russell County (2)
Washington County (5)
Number = 20 (60)

(building numbers)
Alexandria City (5)
Chesapeake City (7)
Hampton City (4)
Newport News City (4)
Norfolk City (12)
Petersburg City (3)
Poquoson City (1)
Portsmouth City (4)
Radford City (1)
Richmond City (9)
Roanoke City (7)
Salem City (1)
Staunton City (1)
Virginia Beach City (9)
Waynesboro City (1)

Number = 15 (66)

(building numbers)

Albemarle County, Greene County,
LouisaCounty, Nelson County, Charlottesville
City (8)

Brunswick County, Greensville County,

Emporia City (2)
Clarke County, Frederick County,
Winchester City (3)

Floyd County, Montgomery County (4)
Goochland County, Hanover County, King and
Queen County, KingVilliam County (10)

James City County, Williamsburg City (2)

Mecklenburg County and Lunenburg Couf2y

New Kent County, Charles City County (2)

Patrick County and Henry County,

Matrtinsville City (6)
Prince George County, Dinwiddie County,
Hopewell City(7)
Stafford County, Westmoreland County,
Spotsylvania County, Fredericksburg City (8)
Number = 11 (54)

* Lancaster County Public Library decided not to continue participation in the study.




Data Collection Methods and  Analysis

Four data collection methods inform the Year 1 report. Extant data collected from the
2012 Bibliostats Survey and the ZB&fhcet Summer Readdatabase were made available to
McREL evaluators fall 2013.To gather data relatedth® reading level of books read by
participating childrerhe evaluation team securedLtfxile Framewofkfor Readinglatabase
from MetraMetrics, IncThe evaluation team also developed and administeredrtekibrdry of
VirginiaSummer Reading Bram2013 Library Survey.

Table2 shows the relationship between the evaluation questioggestios) and data
collection methagl Each of these methodslescribed in greater detailpage .7

Annually, thé.ibrary of Virginiaollects statistical information from Virginia public libraries
through the Bibliostats Survey. The data are reported for the fiscal year (July 1 td_ithragy30).
of Virginiastaff made available to McREL evaluators the raw data in an Excel spreadsheet from the
2012 administration of the Bibliostats Survey (reporting period was Julg Jugé1BD, 2012).
Several survey items were considered relevant in understandigatatttors such as available
resources that may i nf | ueumenerreading prdgnarBibligstats y st e m
Survey items in the following categories were selected for inclusion in the Year 1 report: population
served by the libnasystem, library system resources and size, types of programs offered in 2012,
characteristics of the 2012 Summer Reading Pregmtechnology. Data from the Bibliostats
Survey were included # ofthe 46 library systems that are a part dfiinary of Virginia
summer reading progravaluatiorstudy, one of the library systems did not have data available.
Therefore, Bibliostats Survey data filoeal5 library systems are reported in the Findings section

The Evaged” Summer Readdatabasean online tracking system developed by Evanced
Solutions LLC, is the primary data sofocéhis evaluation study answer the critical question on
how many books were read by the students participatingumimer readingrogram(evaluation
guestion 1a)Prior to commissioning the evaluation stimdyl ibrary of Virginiansured that all of
the appropriate state and federal regulations, policies, and practfolewesteA privacy policy
statement wasreviewedand pr oved by the state attorney gen
when they enrolled their children inEBvancet Summer Reader databalkis policy (found at
http://readvirginia.org/parents.htm) described what data would be collected, ho evou
collected, and hoitvwould be used in the study.



Table 2. Year 1 Evaluation Questions , Subquestions, and Data Collection Methods *

Evaluation Question s and Subquestions Data Collection Method s

1. How do children and teens participate in the 2013Evancet Summer ReadeDatabase
summer reading prograssponsored by Virginia
publiclibraries?

a. How many books do participating children an|
teens read during theummer reading prograrn
timeframe?

b. What are the reading levslof the books read
by summer reading prograparticipants? To
what extent are participants reading books at
or above their age level?

Lexile Framework for Readindatabase

2. What are the characteristics of the participating | 2012 Bibliostats Survey

library systems?
3. How do public libraries in Virginiaperate and Library of VirginisSsummer Reading Program
implement thesummer reading progras 2013 Library Survey

a. What are some of the key feates of libraries
and their summer reading progra

b. What programsupport materied were used for
the summer reading prograt

c. How did the libraries track summer reading
programparticipation? How were incentives
awarded tosummer reading program
participants?

d. What types of program activities did the
libraries offer as a part of theummer reading
prograni*

e. Who was involved in the implementation of th
summer reading progratn

f.  How did local schools collabota with the
libraries inofferingthe summer reading
progranf

g. How did the libraries invitve parents as a part
of the summer reading progra

h. What were the successes of the summer
reading prograrf

i. What program support factors were importani
for the success of the summer reading
progranf

* The Year 1 report answers study questions 1ahd 6asdescribed on pages4.

*The subquestion o0ln whédtsedheveacsi)vidoi ehvi(ergn, alnidbt ewn
proposed as a subquestion to evaluation question 1. Howehé& subquestiorould not be answeredvith the data

collected through theEvance® Summer Readedlatabase. Insteadata collected through theibrary of Virginia

Summer Reading Progra2013 Library Survey enabled evaluators to report on the activities provided to children and

teens as a part of the 2@1Summer Reading Prograritherefore the subquestion waseworded and relocated to

evaluation questio® (i.e.,6d).




In September 2013, through permission from and in collaboratidimewithrary of
Virginig the evaluators received fiblowing summer reading progrparticipation datsé€e a list
of variables belgvirom Evanced Solutions. In this report, the at@isi calculated the number of
book titles read by each participanhtweer evaluation question 1a.

=4 =4 =4 =8 = -8 -8 -8 -9

Primary libraryliprary name)
School district name
School name

Student last name

Student first name

Student middle name
Registration date

Birthdate

Booktitles

Data Cleaning Procedures

Upon receipt of thEvancet Summer Readdata, MCREL evaluators performed
extensive data cleanomgthe’520,07%ecordgeceived from thatatabaseThe following is a
summary of the data cleaning procedbhegs/ere enployed.

T

Summer reading progrgarticipant, parentsor library staf€reatecseparate records
for each book read tire number ominutes a boowas reathy each participant
Recordswvith multiple book enteredvereseparated into uniquecordsso that one
book wasnteredor eachrecord

Records that had no book titles were removed as this was a critical database variable.

Recordsvith invalid missingoirthdateor no patron (student) namesre removeds
these data were necessarydentifying each unigparticipant

The most significagiata cleaning issue related to book tiflbee book title field in the
database allowed individuals to enter information in any way they chose, resulting in
numerous variation&s such,Hlisresulted ira necessary biime intensive effoto

address each inconsisteinogrder to answer evaluation question 1a

Individuals who were not within the 62 school districts in which the participating library
systemservewere further removed frorhe database.

As a result ahedata cleaningrocedures noted abowetotal 0f183,146ecords remained
in the databas&he remaining records represented 14,575 cases from 144 library buildings and
40 library systems across 59 school districts.

However, one major limitation of theance® Summer Reader database is that it did not
collect student grade level dataich isan essential variable to determine whether students were
reading at or above their grade level @dijitionally after athorough examination of the
Evanced”' Summer Reader data, the evaluators found that there nhigtitday dta entry errar



within thedatabase ieg@ data housed in the database were
birthdates; a large portion of students with the same wéhiethe same school districts and

schools have different birthdayisllowingadiscussion with the Library of Virginiarner

Reading Program project coordinator, the evaluators mergednbet" Summer Reader data

with theVirginia Department of EducatiovilfOE) data to secure student grade level data and

birthday dati.As a result of data cleaning and data metigargmaining records represented
4,657individualstudents frond28 library buildings aB@élibrary systems across 51 school districts

in the State of Virginia.

Data related tthe reading levels of books read by participdtiltyerwere notvailable
from the Library of Virginiaxtant database (ithg Evancet Summer Readdatabage Hence,
to answeevaluatiomuestion 1bVIcREL evaluators made a formal request ttaMetrics to
obtain theLexile Framewofkior Reading databaseorder to secure book reading levebil&
measures are the most widely used developmensdbstsdesthe reading levels of books.

A Lexilé€ measure is based on two predictors of how difficult a text is to comprehend: word
frequency and sentence lenditbxil€ measureare correlated or relatedte VirginiaStandards
of Learning$OL) reading scores for grades 3 through 8. Higher"Lmxeifssures represent a
higher level of reading ability.

Specifically, to i deMcRELEvgluawra madtched boplkatities s 6 r e
from the cleaned databagth the corresponding LeXilevels® Additionally, Wwen a participant
read ateast one book thatss at or abovéiis or hegrade level, the participant was coded as
readig ator above the grade levé)f the 4,657casesmainingfter a series of data cleaning and
merging, 813 cases were removed due to missiny 4eodbs Furthermore, becaugede
reading level data were only meaningful for participants wHost/grade and/or older,
participants who were younger than first grade were removed from further(anatpded 211
kindergartepatrons were removedjhe remaimg data include&33 individual students from
123 library buildings and 36 library systemoss 51 school districts in the State of Virdgihia.
data were included to answer research question 1b.

McREL evaluators developed an online survey to collect information relatediso
aspects of the 2013 Summer Reading Programn c | udi ng | i brsappgrt i nf or ma
materigl tracking, incenti vaensd, vanr du na ceteirwsi;t iceod ;I apro
schools; parental i Opexceptionseoihpeogrdm sucaesscandrsuppog.o n d e n t
survey also included several questions regarding resgondpnt of e s si o®edle backgr o
Appendixfor theLibrary of VirginiaSSummer Reading Prografi3 Library Survey. The survey,
not a part of the origah study design, was addeddega collection method due to the limited
information available in the 2@3anced Summer Readdatabase and the realizabgn
evaluatorgluring a meeting wittibrary of Virginiataffthat participating libraries nenot

4When merging the Evanc&Summer Reader data with VDOE data, the evaluators relied on the following identifiers
for the matching: student first name, middle initial, last name, school district, and school building name.

5 The equation, guided by the Lexile Framewbflr Reading, used to calculate grade level is: reading grade

level = EXP (0.002 Lexfescore).



implementing the summer reading progratime same manner (e.g., varying ways of measuring
readinganddiffering approaches used to make awards and prizes).

The evaluators requestbdtLibrary of Virginiataff provide a list of library staff who were
involved in the implementationtbe 2013 Summer Reading Progeteach librarpuilding
Using theist provided by.ibrary of Virginiataff, in early September, the evaluators invited
192 library staffom 142building for whom email addresses were provitegarticipate in the
onlineLibrary of Virginissummer Reading Prografi3 Library Surveyo encourage survey
responses, two folleup email reminders were sent to nonrespondents #september.
A $5 Starbucks gift card was also offered iasemtive to individualsho completed the survey.
The survey administration period ended pte8der 302013with a esponse rate 6fR%6 (128 of
192.

Survey Response Representation andata Cleaning Procedures

Of 128 completed surveywp respondentsompleted aurveyfor two differentuilding,
totaling four uniqubuildingsurveys Hence 130 individual survey responsese collected.
Before proceeding with datiaalysesvaluators conducted a series of data cleaning and
management procedures to ensure data quality and reliabiligco@ipleted survey
17 respondents did not inglie thebuildingto whichthey referred their responses; hence, these
responses weexcludedrom subsequergnalyss® Furthermore, only one completed survey per
buildingwas included in thenalyss. Evaluators used a tstep method to determine tmest
appropriate survey to include éachbuildingwith multiple responses. In instances of multiple
buildingresponseg.e, more than one individual for the sdmigdingresponde)] the survey with
the most missing data was excludedb). If theresponses had similar completion percentage
a survey was excluded at random@). To ensure data reliability, survey responses missing
50% or moref theitems were also excluded franmalyss (n=9). After data cleaning, 91 unique
survey responses were includearatyss, each representing a libdamjiding The 91 library
buildings represented 38 library systems.

In summary, as shownTliable 3fromthe 46 library systes participatingiithe 2013
Summer Reading Prograidy,192 representativisem 142buildingsvere invited téake the
survey. Of thoselata were collected fatotal of 13®uildings After data cleaning, survey data
remainedor 91buildinggor further datanalges It is important to note th#te data cleaning
proceduravasessential and critical to ensure data quahty reader shouldalsobe cautious
when interpreting the results as findings may not be generalizable to the overall Virginia
library system Yet, the depth of the survey datdoesprovide valuableinformation on how
the participating libraries implemented and operatedhe 2013Summer Reading Program

6 McREL evaluators determined that it was most appropriate to include the responses that specified the building in
further analyses because the survey was designed to
reading program.
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Table 3. Library Building Survey Response Representation Rate

Survey Response

# of Invite es # of Respondents Representation Rate
Southwest (1) 23 14 61%
Southern (2) 20 14 70%
Tidewater (3) 37 20 53%
Piedmont (4) 31 24 77%
Northern (5) 9 3 33%
Northwest (6) 22 16 73%
Total 142 91 64%

Survey RespondentCharacteristics

Of the 91 survey respondemt®re than haliave worked in public librarfes eithersix
to 10years (28%n= 25)or 11to 20 years (28% = 25); a fourth ha@1or moreyears bpublic
library experiend@5%,n= 23). Less thamfifth of the respondents worked in public libraoes
one to fiveyears (17%n= 16), and 2%n(= 2) worked in public libraries for less than one year.

More than half of the survey respondents (52964) reported having previous experience
working vith reading or literacy programs. The remaining@2%7() reported ngorior
experienceOf those with prior experiencdse imean number of programsvhich survey
respondentaorkedwasl1.841i=51,SD= 11.80). There was a large range in thensss to
this itemwith a low of one and a high of 52 programs.

Respondents were asked to specify their current position or title at the library. Upon a
thematic analysis of responses, four broad response categories emerged: library services (39%,
n=35), buildingmanager (29%,=26), children/youth services (24%23), and director/
department head (7%+6). Oneindividual1%) did not indicat@current position.

Less than half of the survey respondents @5%1) said they were theojact manger
for their 2013 Summer Reading Prograone tharhalf(52%,n= 47) were not project managers.
Three individuals (3%) did not responthissurvey item.

Mostof t he survey r espo15@%m=t4730 rh aav eb aac hneal sot redr s6
(24%,n= 22)in library science, while 108 9) possess a high school diploma. The remaining
survey respondents haw4e) aomr amasotcd rad se 0dse gdreeger eier
library science (4%=4); 3% (= 3) reportedsome othetype ¢ degree Two (2%)ndividualslid
not respond tohissurvey item.

Data Analysis

All three data collection methods utilized in the Year 1 report involved primarily quantitative
data. Frequencies were tallied for the number of books read by stagdgoisi§ children,
children, and teshpatrticipating in the 2013 Summer Reading Progrhen appropriate,
subgroup analyses were conducted to examine differences insmftcderest by age groups
(e.g., number of books remttireading levelsMore specificallyegression analyses were
conducted to examine group differences in the number of books read and differences in the

11



percentage of studemémding at or above grade léwhalyses of the Bibliostats Survey and the
Library of VirginiBummer Reading Prografi3 Library Survey data consisted of descriptive
statistics such as frequencies, percentages, and measures of centrahig:ddgergion

(e.g., mearandstandard deviationdfor theLibrary of VirginiSummer Reading Pragr

2013 Library Survey items thgkedesponderstto provide operendedesponsg the data were
thematically analyzed.

7 Poissorregression was conducted to examine age group differences in the number of books read. This type of analysis
is appropriate when the outcome variable is a numeric variable. Logistic regression was conducted to examine age
group differences in the perctage of students reading at or above grade level. This type of analysis is appropriate when
the outcome variable is a binary variable.
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Findings

The findings are organized by the three primary evaluation questions being answered in the
Year 1 report. As applicabléthin the three questions, findings for each subquestion are
presented. The four data sources informing the evaluation questions areetren26@38
Summer Readdatabasehe Lexil€ databasehe 2012 Bibliostats Surveynd thelibrary of
VirginiaSummer Reading Prograf1.3 Library Survey.

How do children and teens patrticipate in the summer reading program sponsored
by Virginia public libraries ?(Data sources : 2013 Evanced™ Summer Reader
database and Lexile © database)

The first primary evaluation question of the Yeapdrtwas gearedwards understanding
how the summer reading prograanticipantsgi.e.,young childrerghildrenand teenjstook parin
the summer reading prograiMore specifically of interest wire number of books read, the
reading level of the books, and whether the participants read books at or above their age level. The
2013Evancet" Summer Readdatabase and LeXidatabaseereused as the data sowwfoe
thesequestions.

How many books do participating childr en and teens read during the summer reading
program timeframe?

As shown inrable 4summer reading progranarticipantseadan average a0books
(SD=12.96 throughout the 201Summer Reading Programeframe However, he Poisson
regressioanalysigdicateshat the number of books reeakied significantlyy age group (Wald
& (2) =394.85p< 0.001). Specifically, the number of books retittggung childred group
wasalmost foutimesmorethanthe tee® graip B = 0.96 SE= 0.05 95% CI =0.8606 1.06,
p< 0.001) And, he number of books read twe childre® group wad.44timesmore tharthe
teer@ groupB= 0.38 SE=0.03 95% CI =0.330 0.43.

Table 4. Average Num ber of Books Read During the Summer Reading Program
Timeframe by Age Group

Youth Categories ‘ Mean ‘ Sta'?d?‘rd ‘ Minimum ’ Maximum
Deviation
Total SampléAges 4to 17) 4,657 9.84 12.96 1 206
Young Childrer{Ages 4to 5) 69 20.62 32.32 1 206
Children(Ages 6 to 12) 4,028 10.05 12.75 1 169
Teens(Ages 13 to 17) 560 7.02 8.83 1 79

Note. After data cleaning and mergirilge youngest age group remainimgthe dataset were four year olds.

13



What are the reading levels of the books read by the summer reading program
participants? To what extent are participants reading books at or above their age level?

Overall, about 8 of the 2013 Summer Reading PrograricipantsGrade 1 to 1JPwere
reading at or above their grade fewbre specificall36o of the childend groupwere readingt
or above their grade level; however, 3y of the tee® group were reading at or above their
grade levelTable sshowshe percentages simmer reading prograuarticipantseadngat or
above grade level as well as theage Lexifereading level for each grade. It is interesting to
observe that the percentage of childrenngatior above grade level was much lower for children
from higher grade levels in comparison with children from lower grade levels. Regsiis of
regressiorevealed thathe percentage phrticipants reauyat or above grade level Wagtimes
largerfor thechildrer® group thartheteer groupB = 1.57 SE= 0.05 p< 0.001).

Table 5. Percentage of Participants Reading At or Above Grade Level and
Averag e Reading Level of the 2013 Summer Reading Program  Participants by Age and
Grade Level Group

Youth Standard

% Reading At or

Minimum | Maximum

Categories Deviation Above Grade Level
Children 3,496 4.41 1.56 1.06 17.81 82.7%
1st Grade 144 3.03 1.34 1.32 10.59 100.0%
2nd Grade 77 3.71 1.77 1.44 12.68 97.4%
3rd Grade 1135 4.20 1.58 1.06 14.01 91.9%
4th Grade 986 4.47 1.51 1.06 12.68 90.9%
5th Grade 250 4.65 1.57 1.89 17.81 82.8%
6th Grade 515 4.78 1.43 1.30 12.68 65.2%
7th Grade 389 4.89 1.35 1.32 12.68 49.1%
Teens 137 5.56 2.69 2.20 23.57 34.3%
8th Grade 50 4.96 1.78 2.20 10.56 40.0%
9th Grade -- -- -- -- -- --
10th Grade 2 4.78 .67 4.31 5.26 100.0%
11th Grade 85 5.93 3.08 2.41 23.57 31.8%
12th Grade -- -- -- -- -- --
Total Sample 3,633 4.45 1.63 1.06 23.57 80.9%

What are the characteristics of the participating library systems?  (Data Source:
2012 Bibliostats Survey)

The second primary evaluation question of the Year 1 report focused on the characteristics
of the library systems participating inLbeary of VirginiSummer Reading Prograxaluation
study. In particular, characteristics highlighted from the ettedothrough the 2012 Bibliostats
Survey included the population served by the library system, library system resourcet and sizes

8 Lexile® scores are only available for books with a reading level equal to and greater than first grade; hence, in this
section, the analysis was conducted for only the children
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printed materialsypes of programs offerddring the reporting peripdndcharacteristics of the
2012Summer ReadirRyogram

Population Served by the Participating L ibrary Systems

Based on the Bibliostats data collected in 2012, on average, the participataygtionar
(n= 46) served approximat®,000esidences in the aréa=£ 89,875,SD= 92409
Min. = 9995, Max. =434,412The averagetal youth population (ages betw@and 17) was
22,130%D= 25,553, Min. = 1,953, Max. = 115,872), whiclapa®ximatel23% of the total
population serve®&D= 4%, Min. = 12%, Max. = 31%]J.able6 shows aletailed breakdown by
age groupOverall, the participatitiprary systemsaried significantly in terms of the size of
population served as well as percentage of youth population served.

Table 6. Youth Population Served by Partic ipating Librar y Systems (n = 46) by Age Group

Youth Categories ‘ Standard

Deviation ‘ Minimum ‘ Maximum

Youth Population Served\ges0-17) 22,130 25553 1,953 115,872
Ages between 0 and 9 10,723 12,519 973 57,830
Ages between 10 and 14 5,610 6,483 532 28,721
Ages between 15 and 17 5,797 6,851 386 29,321

Note The age breakdowas reported inthis table arefrom the 2012Bibliostats Survey and diffeiom the age
categories defined for the summer reading progrand used in thé.ibrary of VirginisSBummer Reading Program
2013Library Surveye.g.young children [birth to age 5], children [ages 6 to 12], and teens [ages 13 to 17]).

Library SystemResources and Sizes of Printed Materials

On average, the participating librasystem$ad an estimated 124,915 printed books
(SD= 107,511, Min. = 14,143, Max. = 423,276). Of all printed books, the average percentage of
printed youth (teens) and childioks was 5%50 = 4%, Min. = 2%, Max = 27%&nd35%
(SD= 6%, Min. = 17%, Max. =3%b), respectively. In terms of circulation, the average number of
books checked out in 20d/2as 813,18GD= 1,552,166, Min. = 24,500, Max. = 9,827,161 all
books circulated, 29%) = 9%, Min. = 13%, Max = 48%nd 36 (SD= 6%, Min. =1%,
Max. = $%)were materials for children and youth (teegs)ectivelyOverall, participating
libraries seem to have a larger collecfibnoks availabfer children than for youth (teens), and
the average circulation rate was highehflrenthan for yaith. This is somewhaixpected given
thatthe population othildrenbeing served by participating libraséarger thathe youth
population.

In terms of hternet access at libraries, the participating library systems had an average of
58(SD= 66, Min. = 5, Max. = 269) and &= 86, Min. = 8, Max. = 40@pmputersvailable
for library staff and general publée respectivelyOverall, the participating library system
differed significantly in termstbgsize otthe printed collectio availablgthe circulatiorof books
and technology (i.e., Internet accessibility).

Ongoing ProgramsOffered by the Participating Librar y Systems

All participéing librariesor theLibrary of VirginiSBummer Reading Progratadyoffered
ongoing programs for children and youth throughouegwting period (July 1, 261
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June 30, 2012Dverall, 94%n = 43) of the participating library systems offered ongoing programs
for young children (birth tge % More specifically6% (= 35) offered ongoing programs for
theinfant group (birth td8 months old); 85%nE 39) offered ongoing programs floe toddler

group (two years old); and 9496 @3) offered ongoing programs for preschool children (three to
five years old).

Across K46 participating library systems, an average of 734 programs weleycteried
library systenm the reporting perio@D= 839, Min. = 66, Max. = 4,68&reschool programs
averaged43 6D=576,Min.=36,Max 3, 438) ; c hi | ged2588D=s37r ogr a ms
Min. = 4, Max. = 1,886), and teen programs avei@Ded181, Min. = 4, Max. = 1,139).

Of all programs offeredn average of 18,15D= 22,676, Min. =119, Max. = 107,422)
participantbetweerntheage®f three and 1farticipatedn the programs and activities. Of those
who participated, about 55% wirepreschool children group (ages three to five), 43%hsere
children group (ages six t0),1dnd 6% were teens (aby2so 13.

In summary, the participating libraies, hose responding to the 2013 Library Survey)
provided various ongoing grams for all age groupsheThumber of programs offeredaasd| as
thenumber of participanfgerprogram varied by group across the library systems.

Characteristics of the 2012 Summer Reading Programby the Participating Library
Systems

All participating library systems offesachmer reading program 2012.The average
length of the 2018ummer Reading Programs 7.54 weekS= 1.83, Min. = 5, Max. = 13).
The average number2D12Summer Reading Progrparticipants across thé library systems
was 5,741SD= 7,648, Min. = 451, Max. = 34,793). Of those, an average of 82% attended family
and children progra(SD = 15%, Min. = 42%, Max. = 100%); 6% attended teen programs
(SD= 6%, Min. = 0%, Max. = 25%), and 12% attended outreach pro§ama%%, Min. = 0%,
Max. = 53%).Additionally, about 65% £ 30) of the library systemgeayked offsite services,
includingservices at child care centers (37%), schools (48%), recexdéics osimilar locations
(48%), faitkhased sites (39%), and other sites (33%).

All library systems (100%) indicated providing information about the importaece of
summer reading pr@nto parents durinthe 2012program Ninety-eight percenn(= 45)
provided information oren-one at the library; 94@= 43) reportegbrovidinghandouts91%
(n=42) providednformation at programs; 59%=27) directed parents tioe parent seain of
thesummer reading programebsite; and 37% € 17) indicated they provided information to
parents using other means.

The third primary evaluation question of the Yegpdrtfocused omunderstanicig how
eacHibrary buildingparticipating in theibrary of VirginilBummer Reading Progratady
operated and implemented siienmer reading program 2013 The data source used to inform
this evaluation question wasltii@ary of VirginilSBummer Reading Prografi3 Library Survey.
The reader is reminded that results are based on the 91 library building responses to the survey.
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Cautionshould be made wh interpreting the results as findings may not be generalizable to the
overall Virginia library system. Yet, the depth of the survey data does provide valuable information
on how the participating libraries implemented and operated the 2013 SumngeP Reaaln.

Findings are presented below and organized by the accompanying subquestions.

What are some of the key features of libraries and their summer reading program®

ThelLibrary of Virginisummer Reading Prografi3 Library Survey asked severalfispec
guestions related to the key featuresoh library buildirend theisummer reading program
including whether theveare reading and activity areas for different age groups, the length of the
summer reading progradissemination of informatiabout thesummer reading prograand the
number of schooliskricts the libraries sedve

Asshownin Figurel, of the 91 survey respondents, only 12 (13%) did not have separate
reading and activity areas for the three different age groups (e.g.ilgoendbdtih to age 5],
children [ages 6 to 12], and teens [ages 13 to 17]). For each of the different age groups, more than
two thirds of the responlibraries (684%,n= 62-67) reported that they provide sejgara
reading and activity areas.

100%
74%

0 0,
8 80% 71% 68%
©
S 60%-
—
2 40%-
c
[¢D]
8 0
g 20% - 13%

0% -

Young children Children Teens No, we do not have

separate reading and
activity areas.
Age Groups

Figure 1. Reading and Activity Areas for Different Age Groups
Note:Respondents could select more than one response.

Many different methods were ubgdhesurveyrespondent librariés advertise and
disseminatinformation about the 2013 Summer Red&dimgran(see Figurg). Within the
reported methodshére was a good nokprinted, electronic, and faceface sharing of
information. The following tools weeported to beised by more than 75% (69 or mofehe
libraries

announcement duringiary activities (96%= 87)
flyers (93%n = 85)

website (89%) = 81)

posters (88% = 80)

program brochure (86%7= 78)

= =4 4 -8
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1 social media (79%z= 72)
9 visitsto local schools (76%= 69)

A small percentagef8n= 7) of the survey respondergported other methods to advertise and
disseminate information including responses saftei@shool eventsn electronic board at
nearby stadiupand information sent to members of the chamber of commerce.

According to 86 survey respondents (fidenot respond to the survey itethg mean
length of the 2013 Summer Reading Progasv.72%veekgSD= 2.0 Min. = 4, Max. = 16
The mean number of school districts served by theil@linglibraries was 1.780= 1.22
Min = 1, Max= 6).

Announcement during library activitie 96%
Displays at community events 58%
Email to the library's mailing lis

Flyers 93%
Library e-newsletter 34%

Local newspaper 68%
Local public service announceme 19%
Local radio show

Local TV
Posters 88%

Print media 54%
86%

Social media (e.g., FaceBook, Pinterest, or Twitt 79%

Program brochure

Visits to local schools 76%
Website 89%
Other (please specify) 8%

Advertising and Dissemination Methods

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
Percent of Library Buildings

Figure 2. Library Advertisement and Dissemination
Note:Respondents could select more than one response.

In summary, the majority lddrarybuildinggesponding to the 2013 Library Suesey
similar in terms of library space structure and program strimciudingspace arrangement
(i.e., provide reading asé& different age groups), summer reading prdgragth, and number of
schools servedlhe majority of the libraries usedaas means to advertise and disseminate
program information tthe public.

What program support material s were used for the summer reading progran®

Mostlibraries (91% = 83) responding to tHabrary of Virginissummer Reading Program
2013 Library Suey reported using tiséate supported reading program theBme libraries (7%)
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usedanot her stat eds. Onelkbdiiyesppndentld)gepated thie hse oh an
0 ot h e r @&dandithemespondenivas unsure of tHei b rsuamegr Geadingrograntheme.

The majority of the libraries that indicated the use of a manual reported gsingthee 6 s
supported program theme manuBhestate supported program themanual was used by 56%
(n=51), 64%,{= 58), and 48%n(= 44) of the young children, children, and teen age group
programs, respectively (see TablBetween 19 to 18% of the survey respondents reported the
use of other manuals for each of the three age gimeipding responsssch ashecreation ofin
in-house guidand not being aware tble manuals used=ew respondents reportie use of
amt her stateds mama.i ng program t heme

Table 7. Use of Manuals for the 2013 Summer Reading Program s by Age Group
Percent (Frequency by Number Responding to Survey Item)

Age Groups Statg supported A no t her st
reading program reading program
theme theme
Young children 81% (51/63) 5% (3/63) 14% (9/63)
Children 83% (58/70) 4% (3/70) 13% (9/70)
Teens 77% (44/57) 5% (3/57) 18% (10/57)

Half of the libraries (50%= 45)responding to the 2013 Library Surepprted that they
did not refer to the Virgintandards of Learning (S8pin planning the 201Summer Reading
Programand another 34% = 31)reported not knowing if they referred to the SOLs. Only 15%
(n= 14)of libraries reported referring to tA®Lsin planning for the 2013 Summer Reading
Program

The 14 libraries that reportasingthe Virginia SOLs in planning for theimmerreading
progranswere asked to indicate with what age group they used the SOLs. Nearly all of the
14 libraries (93%,=13) said the SOLs weredisei n pl anni ng the chil dren:
program(see Figurs).

100%

93%
» 80%
Q
T
S 60%
-
© 36%
= 40% °
3
o) 21%
T -:
0%' T T
Young children Children Teens

Age Groups

Figure 3. Use of Virginia SOLsin L i b r a2013&uwminer Reading Program s by Age Group
Note:Respondents could select more than one response.

19



In summary, the majority of the participating libr@reesthose responding to the
2013 Library Survey}ed thestatesupported reading programd its manuab guide the
programming of it8013Summer Reading Prograkowever, iaen asked whether the Virginia
SOLswereused when planning theopgram  mor e t han 80% i ndicated ON

How did the libraries track summer reading progam participation? How were incentives
awarded to summer reading programparticipants?

Approximately one half of the libraries (51%46) responding to the 2013 Library Survey
reported providing a reading list for at least one of the three age gangpspecifically, 43% of
librariesri= 39) reported providing reading lists for young children,8%#4] for children, and
40% (= 36) for teens (See Figdje

100%

80%

60%

48%

43% 40%

40% -

Percent of Libraries

20% -

0% -
Young children Children Teens

Age Groups

Figure 4. Provision of Recommended Reading Lists by Age Group
Note:Respondents couldelect more than one response.

Of the 56librariegesponding to the 2013 Library Suthey reported encouraging students
to keep track of time spent readingyfathem (00%n= 56) encouragetie children to keep
track (see Figuf®. The majoritpf the 56 libraries also encouraged young childrenn(8634)
and teens (86%= 48) to keep track.
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Figure 5. Encouragement to Keep Track of Reading by Age Group
Note:Respondents could select more than one response.

The most frequent method of awarding incentives to participabtgthh@sumber of
books read (55%.= 50). Alspas shown in Figure & wasoted frequently by thed survey
respondentthatawarding incentivegasbased oithe number of minutes hoursspent reading
(27%,n= 25and24%,n= 22, respectively A small percentage of survey respondents (8%,
reporedawarding incentives based on other metrs asigits to the libraryweekly library visits,
for unspecified amounts of wheteading, and as random drawings.

Number of books read

Number of chapters read ll 3%

Number of pages read 9%
Number of hours spent readin 24%

Number of minutes spent readin 27%

Methods for
Awarding Incentives

10%
8%

Reading on a daily bas

Other

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
Percent of Library Buildings

Figure 6. Methods for Awarding Incentives to Summer Reading Program Participants
Note:Respondents could select more than one response.

When asked how frequently incentives were awarded, the most commaeleptexh by
surveyrespondents was intermittei8%,n = 57) as shown ifrigure7. Weekly26%,n= 24)and
at the conclusion of the program (28%,23)were the next most frequently reported options,
followed by after the conclusion of the progra®o(h8& 16). Twelve percenn € 11) of the
respondents indicated other time patghich incentives were awarded including after a set date,
but once patrticipants reached 10 books; after reading 20 minutes for 15 days; prizes were always
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available whe&ver people reached their hourly requireremisaffles werdeldat the end of the
program.

100%
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Weekly Intermittently At the conclusion After the program Other
throughout the  of the program conclusion

program
Incentive Timing

Figure 7. Timing of Incentives to Participants
Note:Respondents could select more than one response.

Overall, when asked about how the libraries support and encourage participant reading,
approximatelfalf of the library buildingS1%)responding to the 2013 Library Suimdicated
providing an agappropriate reading list for the participants. Acwptd researchtuslents who
are given reading matesiateresting to them and writtahappropriate levels are more likely to
engage in voluntary reading than tindseareprovided materigithat ar¢oo difficult and less
desirableMcGill-Franzer& Allington 2004. To validate this hypothesis, the evaluators will
examine the differences in participant outcomes between the tiagpiesided reading lists and
those did not in the Year 2 report.

Additiondly, the participating library buildimysasured reading behaviorsairnous ways
The majority of library buildingacouraged participants to keep trackeriumber of books read,;
less thamthird encouragepiarticipantso trackthe number of minutes spent on reading; less than
a fourthencourage participantto trackthenumber of hours spent readiagd so on.

What types of program activities did the libraries offer as a part of the summer reading
program?

Respondents to thébrary of VirginiSummer Reading Prografi3 Library Suey
reported providing variety of activities for summer reading progeaticipants (see Fig@e
Across all age groups, arts and crafts was most frequently eepbeiedffered (90%mn = 82).
Other activities offered to all age groups by tharehalf of the libraries included storytellers/
magicians/comedians (86%&; 78), live animal visits/programs (68%,62,), musical
performances/singlongs (68%) = 62), film/video/movie programs (63%s= 57), puppet
shows/theatre performances (6284 56), and readloud (59%)=54). A small percentage of
survey respondents (1186, 10) sel ected o000t heasthhemebastd speci f i
workshops for childrescience shagvand reading with college baseball players.
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Figure 8. 2013 Summer Reading Program Activities Offered to All Age Groups
Note:Respondents could select more than one response.

Survey respondents were asked to indicate the frequency by which they offered the various
activities using the following options: montimgryeother week, weekly, no scheduled time, or
other. More than one half of the respondents (62947) said there was no particular schedule by
which activities were offered. One fourth of the respondentsn(2528) said the activities
occurredmon h | y . Ot her frequencies reported by the
n= 14) which consisted efvery dayonce or twice a weeak 10 programs per weekery other
week (5%n = 4); and once a week (2f16 2).

In terms of how many sumnreading programarticipants took part in activities, the
Library of VirginiSummer Reading Prografi3 Library Survey respondents reported that the
activity with the greatest number of participants involved storytellers/magicians/comedians
(M=82.02S5D=91.30) (see Tal2 The activity with the fewest number of participants was

gamesNl = 12.52SD= 31.93).
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Table 8. Average Number of Participants in 2013 Summer Reading Program Activities *

Activity ‘ Sta'?d‘?“d ‘ Minimum ’ Maximum
Deviation
Arts and crafts 85 45.42 65.30 0 443
Film/video/movie programs 85 22.87 39.40 0 300
Games 85 12.52 31.93 0 250
Live animal visits/programs 85 74.85 73.08 0 350
Musical performances/shadpngs 85 72.28 147.35 0 1,200
Outdoor activities 85 18.92 42.28 0 250
Puppet shows/theatre performanceg 85 57.11 96.39 0 600
Readaloud 85 36.24 74.40 0 389
Storytellers/magicians/comedians 85 82.02 91.30 0 450

* Respondents were asked to indicate the number of participants for theseagiigties.

Ninety percent (90%,= 82) of survey respondestsd they provideseparate activities for
thedifferent age groufiieing assessed by this evaluation.sftltly remaining 10% £ 9) of
survey respondents reportedtthey do not providseparate activitibg age groups.

Young Children (birth d age 5. More than half (59%,= 54) of theLibrary of Virginia
Summer Reading Prografi3 Library Survey respondents reported providing activities specifically
for young childrewnhile @proximaelyathird (31%n= 28) said they do not provide activities for
young children. The remaining 10% 9) do not provide separate activities for different age
groups.

For those 54 survey respondevite provideagespecific activitifer young childrerthe
two most frequently offered activities were-ad@ut$ at61% (= 33) and arts and craés50%
(n= 27)as shown ifrigureo. 00Ot her6 responses reported by
(n=11) included activities such egpdn and playan ice cream sogiglay time with parents/
caregiverand preschool story times.

Arts and crafts 50%

Film/video/movie program

Live animal visits/program 15%

Musical performances/sing-alon 30%
Outdoor activities [l 4%

Puppet shows/theatre performance

Activities

Read-aloud 61%
Storytellers/magicians/comedia
Video game/computer game/board game/Lego ti

Other 20%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
Percent of Library Buildings

Figure 9. 2013 Summer Reading Program Activities Provided to Young Children
Note:Respondents could select more than one response.
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More than half of the 54 library survey respondents 115630) that provide specific
summer reading prograattivities to young children reported that there is no particular scheduled
time that those activitiescur(seeFigurelQ). Approximatelgfourth of the survey respondents
(26%,n= 14) said they offsummer reading prograutivities for young children every month.
Nine percent (9% = 5) of the respondents reported other frequefariedfering summer
reading programctivities to youndhddren including four times a week and beginning of the
program only.

100%
g 80%
S 0% | 26%
=
2 40%
g 26%
o 20%
[l 9%
. 20, 4% 4% >
0% . . . I . I . - ,
No scheduled Every month Every other Once a week Two to three Other
time week times a week
Frequency of Activities

Figure 10. Frequency of Summer Reading Program Activities for Young Children

Children (ages6 d 12) Nearly three fourths (71%5 65) of theLibrary of Virginia
Summer ReadirRyogran013 Library Survey respondents reported providing activities specifically
for childrenwhile @proximatehafifth of survey respondents (1994, 17) said they do not
provide activities for children. The remaining 139@} do not provide sepe activities for
different age groups.

For those 65 survey respondevite provideagespecific activitiefer children 80%
(n=52) provided arts and crafts (see Fijl)rdollowed bystorytelleranagiciansandcomedians
(65%,n= 42); musical pdormancesndsingalongs (54% = 35); and live animal visignd
programs (54%\= 35. Fourteen percenbE9)ofsur vey respondents indic.
specified activities such as cartogmumginformational programgrivate investigatoaind role

play.
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Figure 11. 2013 Summer Reading Program Activities Provided to Children
Note:Respondents could select more than one response.

Less than half of the 65 library survey respondentsn4528) who provide specific
summer reading prograuivities to children reported that there is no particular scheduled time
that those activities take plasseFigurel?. More thamfourth (28%n= 18) said they offer
summer reading programtivities for young children every month. Twelve pences) (©f the
respondents reported summehreading pfograutyvities to childees o f
includingfive programs in nine weeks 8to 12-yearolds four to five times a wegkore than

threetimes a weeland once or twicevaeek.
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Figure 12. Frequency of Summer Reading Program Activities for Children
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Two thirds (66%) =60) of theLibrary of VirginiSummer Reading
Progranm?013 Library Survey respondents reported providing activities specificallydondteens
goproximatehafourth (24%n= 22) said they do not provide activities for teens. The remaining
10% (= 9) do not provide separate activities for different age groups.

For those 60 survey respondents that pragdspecific activitigfer teensnearly three
fourths (706, n= 42) provided arts and crafts (see Fi@@re Other activities provided byledst
half of the libraries responding were,ficleq andmovie programs (55%=33) and video game
computer gaméoard gameandLego time (50%)=30). Approximatelgfifth of the
respondents (18%= 11) provided other activities such as gditling progranbookrelated
programsgraphic novel/comic giveawawnice cream socjand interactive group games.

Arts and crafts 70%

Book discussions

Cooking/food programs 12%

Film/video/movie program 55%
Live animal visits/program 8%
_ﬁ Musical performances/sing-alon 12%
E Outdoor activities 12%
< Storytellers/magicians/comedia 10%
Theatre performancesf] 2%
Theatre/roleplaying workshop 8%
50%

Video game/computer game/board game/Lego ti
Writing workshops

Other 18%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80%  100%
Percent of Library Buildings

Figure 13. 2013 Summer Reading Program Activities Provided to Teens
Note:Respondents could select more than one response.

As shownn Figure 14between one fourth and one fifth of the 60 library survey
respondents that provide spedtimmer reading prograautivities to teens reported that the
activities take place every month (2684l5), at other time intervals than the optmosided on
the survey (22%,= 13), and every other week (26%, 1 2) . o ffequenciésahatiwere
given by 22% of the respondents included additional explasatioms two timger month, two
times over the summer reading prog@me orwice a weeland one program only.
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Figure 14. Frequency of Summer Reading Program Activities for Teens

In summary, the participating libra(ies, those responding to the 2013 Library Survey)
provided various types of activities to encourage paitiopalvement isummer reading
programactivities.Additionally, the activities offered to different age greeeage appropriate
with more arts/crafts, readoud, and storytelling for younger children and more films and games
for older children.

Who was involved in the implementation of the summer reading progrant?

The number and type of staff and volunteers who worked wéhntimeer reading program
varied considerably across the 91 survey respondents. An average of five staff members were
assignetb work with the 201Summer Reading Progré® = 4.57, with the lowest number of
assigned staff members being one and the highest number of assigned staff members being 20.

According to the survey respondents, parents were asked to assist with program activities
and events faxthird of thesummer reading prograrf83%n=30). The mean number of parents
recruited to assist with teemmer reading progravas 3.003D = 3.57); althoughtiere was a
wide range of parents recruif@dow of O to a high of 1.8

The survey respondents reported involving various community membesanmtiee
reading prograntor example, as shown in Tahlef the 66 libraries that involvexlith
volunteers, the mean youth volunteer group size wasSI#-9471.70); yet, the group size ranged
from 1 to 75.0f all community members, youth volunteers are often the largest group assisting
with thesummer reading prograattivities.The secontargest group washool teachers
(M =5.57SD=4.60, with respondents reportingving at least one to as manisaeacher
involved in thsummer reading program
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Table 9. Mean Number of Community Members Assisting with the 2013 Summer Reading
Program (n = 85)

Community Member Percent (Number) Standard
v of library buildings| Mean Deviation | Minimum [ Maximum

Parent Volunteers 29% (26) 4.35 4.91 1 21
School Teachers 15% (14) 5.57 4.60 1 15
School Librarians 16% (15) 2.53 2.50 1 10
Youth Volunteers 73% (66) 14.94 17.70 1 75
Other Community 0

Agencies (Organizations) 21% (19) 3.79 >.57 1 25
Other Community o

Members(Individuals) A ) 533 4.35 1 16

In summary, the participating libraies, those responding to the 2013 Library Survey)
actively engaged various groups of volunteers in assisting suthrtiex reading program
activities.Some libraries were able to recruit more volunteers than attietissevolunteers
came frona variety of community members

How did local schools collaborate with the libraries in offering the summer reading
program?

Approximately 43%nE 39) of theLibrary of VirginiSBummer Reading Program
2013LibrarySurvey respondents reported collabwatith local schools for their 2@Bmmer
Reading PrograanThese 39 respondents represented 20 library sylst@neszer, rore than half
(55%,n = 50) indicatethatthey do not collaborate with local schools and two individuals (2%) did
not respond tohis survey itemThe averageumber of schoolith whichlibraiescollaborated
for the 201Bummer Reading Prograuas 3.343D= 2.76). The range of responses varied from
one to 14.

Survey respondents were also asked to describe the types pésstrmodivho assisted
with the 2013 Summer Reading ProgrBesponses were thematically analyzed and results are
presented in Figulé Half of the 34 respondents answering this survey iterm(®0d%)
reported collaborating with teachers and teaales. More thaatthird said they collaborated with
library staff (e.g., librarians, library aides, and library specialists¥ (#66and media specialists
(38%,n=13).

29



Library Staff 47%

Media Specialis 38%

Office Staff/Secretar 9%

[<H)
g Principal/VP/Headmaste 29%
% Reading Specialis 12%
g Superintendent
- Teacher/Teacher Aide 50%
Other 12%
OI% 2(I)% 4(I)% 6(I)% 8(I)% 1OIO%

Percent of Library Buildings

Figure 15. School Personnel Who Assisted with  the 2013 Summer Reading Program
Note:Respondents could select more than one response.

The 34 survey respondewtso reported collaborating with local schools were also asked to
characterize the involvement that the school persefereinced above had with the summer
reading prgrans . A thematic analysis of survey respo
broad categorie#\s shown in Figure l#e two most common categories of involvement were
promoting or advertising the program (41%:14) and facilitating or hostiagorogram event
(38%,n=13).

Brought students to program 6%

Facilitated visits/event: 38%

Handed out materials 6%

% Helped keep reading logsll 3%
© Participated in events 6%
(9]
2 Presented a program 9%
Promoted/advertised the progra 41%
Provided reading list 12%
Signed students up 18%
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Percent of Library Buildings

Figure 16. Ways School Personnel Assisted with the 2013 Summer Reading Program
Note:Respondents could select more than one response.

Of the 41 survey respondents who answered
disagree that your library has a strong collaboration with one or more locabschbds® maj or i t
reported that they either agreed or strongly agreech(¥3%) that their library had a strong
collaboration with local schools. The remaining 24%() of respondents either disagreed or
strongly disagreed (see Figuje
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Figure 17. R e s p o Agteement®ftStrong Library Collaboration with Local Schools

In summary, less than 50% of the participating libfieeieshose responding to the 2013
Library Surveyjollaborated with local schools for teeimmer reading progran©f those
collaborating with schools, about 50% collaborated with teachers and teac et 4ikbo wked
with school library staff.

How did the libraries involve the parents as a part of the summer reading progrant?

The majority of the Alibrary of Virginissummer Reading Prografi3 Library Survey
respondents reported providing informatibout the importance of the summer reading program
to parents (93%,= 85). Asshown in Figure 18vo thirds or more reported providing targeted
informationabout the importance of the summer reading prdagrahldren (70%) = 64) or
young children (66%= 60).
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Figure 18. Provision of Information about the Importance of the Summer Reading

Program
Note:Respondents could select more than one response.
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More than three fourths of the survey respondents (Z8%d,) said they provide parents
with reading resources to support tedpendents chi | d
whoprovide parents with reading resources, 83%¢9) reported providingpecifioesources to
support young c hiadndit%e(r b5 praviddaesouncas togupont vi t i es
childred s r e a d i (segFigar#9. Lesd tham hels (45%= 32) indicatethatthey provide
parents with reading resources for teens.
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Figure 19. Provision of Reading Resources to Parents
Note:Respondents could select more than one response.

Survey respondents were also asked howwnekshops were provided for parents of
children participating in the summer reading progkéome than 90% of survey respondents (92%,
n= 84) reported that they did not provide parent workshbips he remaining 10% € 8) said
they do provide paremorkshops.

While almost all participating libraies, those responding to the 2013 Library Survey)
indicated that library staff provided information about the importancesofrtheer reading
programo parents, such practices seemed to be more coamomg young children and children
as compared to teens. Such group difference may be partially explained by the general assumption
that older children and teens are independent readers; hence, parental guidance or involvement in
reading activities magtrbe necessary

What were the successes of thesummer reading progranf

ThelLibrary of Virginisummer Reading Prografi3 Library Survey respondents were
provided a series of nine statements about the successuairtiner reading prograrior each
statementhe response options waeteongly disafffedisagré®),agre@@), andstrongly agede
Generally speaking, survey respondents agreed or strongly agreed with all nine statements (see
TablelQ. The statement receiving the higheatme r at i ng was O0The prograr
to read mbs38383KDs0.k4s0) . ( The | owest rated item v

the program are willing to goMa3dYySOrA61What i s
Overall, on avage, library staféported positive attitudes towdrdsummer reading programd
perceivedhe programasbeingbeneficeins upporting chil drends | eanin
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Table 10. 2013 Summer Reading Program Successes

Frequencies
Statem ent Strongly Strongly [Mean| SD
Disagree |Disagree| Agree | Agree

The program motivated children to spend 0 3 58 28 328 0.52
more time on reading.n(= 89) (0%) (3.3%) (63.7%) (30.8%)| '
The program increas 0 7 63 18 313 051
read forpleasure(n = 88) (0%) (7.7%)  (69.2%) (19.8%)| ’
The program motivated children to read 0 0 55 34 338 049
more books.(n = 89) (0%) (0%) @ (60.4%) (37.4%)| — '
Children participating in the program 0 8 65 17 310 052
perceive reading to be importanfn = 90) (0%) (8.8%) (71.4%) (18.7%)| '
Children participating in the program are 0 16 56 17
}/;/ggnt?ntlg.gg:bg)éc))nd what is required in the (0%) | (17.6%) (61.5%) (18.7%) 3.01 0.61
Children participating in the program will 0 6 60 22 318 054
return to school read to learn.(n = 88) (0%) (6.6%) @ (65.9%) (24.2%)| ’
Children participating in the program 0 7 62 17

Er;\grg\é;ad their reading achievement. (0%) (7.7%)  (68.1%) (18.7%) 3.12 0.52
Children participating in therogram 0 6 60 22 318 054
improved their reading skillsn& 88) (0%) (6.6%) @ (65.9%) (24.2%)| '
Children participating in the program are 0 3 65 20

?:‘o:resg)onfldent in their reading abilities. (0%) (3.3%)  (71.4%) (22%) 3.19 0.48

What program support factors were important for the success of the summer reading
program?

ThelLibrary of Virginisummer Reading Prografi3 Library Survey respondents were
provideda series of 10 program support factors that were important for the successmiire
reading programFor eacliactor, the response options wera at all importéi)t
somewhat impo¢Enmportari8),very importéht, anchot applicabdot applicable responses were
excluded from the calculation of means and standard deviations.

The three items with a mean of 3.5 or hjgitseshown in Table ldere parent
involvement at homd/(= 3.71,SD= 0.55), the variety of program activitiebatibrary
(M = 3.60,SD= 0.56), and community support for the progsins 3.53,SD= 0.67). The lowest
rated item was parent workshd@s=(2.33,SD=0. 8 1) . However, there
applicabl ed responses featworkshops weregnatesmdudten.n ,
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Table 11. Program Support Elements Important to the Success ofthe Summer Reading
Program

Frequencies

Factors Not at All  [Somewhat Very
Important |[Important |Important |Important N/A
1 11 28 47 2

Parent involvement a| 339 0.75
the library = 87) (1.1%) (12.1%) (30.8%) (51.6%) (2.2%) ' '
Parent involvement a| 1 1 21 67 0 371 055
home (= 90) (1.1%) (1.1%) (23.1%) (73.6%) (0%) ' '
School staff
) 5 22 35 18 8
:{[‘)‘?g'r‘)’/e(r:inéoa;t the | 5w (242%) (385%) (19.8%) (8.8%) | 283 08
School staff support 1 11 30 39 8 332 0.76
at school = 81) (1.1%) (12.1%) (33%) (42.9%) (0%) ' '
Participation prizes 2 16 28 42 0 395 0.83
and awardsr{= 88) (2.2%) (17.6%) (30.8%) (46.2%) (0%) ' '
The variety of
L 0 3 30 57 0
fﬁg?@g‘r}‘j‘%“z’”gfﬁ atl (0% (3.3%)  (33%) @ (62.6%)  (0%) | >80 056
The supporting
. . 0 11 37 36 3
Errl‘za:teagrlla;ls for children (0%) (12.1%) (40.7%) (39.6%) (3.3%) 3.30 0.69
The supporting
) 1 14 41 26 6
g‘la:teg'z"’;'s forparents| 1 100y (15.4%) (451%) (28.6%)  (6.6%) | >+ 073
The workshops for 7 21 17 3 39 233 081
parents (= 48) (7.7%) (23.1%) (18.7%) (3.3%) (42.9%) ' '
Community support
0 8 25 54 3
‘E‘:‘r:tg%program (0%) 8.8%)  (27.5%) (59.3%)  (3.3%) | >°>° 067
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Conclusions and Recommendations

The following is a summary of key findings for each of the three primary evaluation
guestions and 11 subquestions answeredYe#ndreport Also included are preliminary
conclusions and recommendatimnguture research and improving the quality of the summer
reading program participation data.

Using data collected from the Evame&limmer Reader database and LiEditaework
for Readinglatabase, the evaluators addressed two research questions to understand how children
and teens participated in the 2013 Summer Reading Pregp@ings are summarizadulletsas
follows.

How many books do participating children and teens read during the summer reading
program timeframe?

1 The 2013 Summer Reading Program participants read an avérageks 1
(SD=12.96 throughout the timeframe of the program.

1 The range of the number of books read varied widely across age groups: the young
c hi Isdroup reédd an averag@@books 6D=32.32 ; t he <chi l drends
average afObooks §6D=12.79 ; and the teends group read
(SD= 8.83. Such variations are expected given the fact that older children are more
likely to read lengthier books that contain more text as compared to young children
whose primary reading materials are likely to be short and with more pictures.

What are the reading levels of the books read bythe summer reading program
participants? To what extent are participants reading books at or above their age level?’

1 Eightyone percenvf the 2013 Summer Reading Program particijaaets € 17)
were reading at or above their grade'fevel.

1 The percentage of summer reading program participamg te@aks above their grade
l evel was much | ar@BWraciompamhedchiol dhendeeg
(3®%).

9 Readers should take caution when interpreting these findings as the analysis is based on several assumptions. See Data
Cleaning Procedures under ttizata Collection Methadsd Analysgection, p. 8.

10 After converting the Lexile scores into grade level scores, the meaning of these scores for participants who were
younger than first grade wenaconsequentiahence, in this section, the analysis was conducted for thercleilth 6 s a n d
teends groups.
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According to the data collected by28&2BibliostatsSurveyparticipating library system
varied significantly in terms of size, resources, technology accessibility, number of ongoing programs
offered on a regular basis, as well ashtracteristias the 2012 Summer Reading Program
Because the data collected from the BibliGtiateare at the system level and the data collected
from theLibrary of VirginisSsummer Reading Prografi3 Library 8vey are at the library
buildinglevel, it is noappropriate talirectlyconpare the results of the 2012 Summer Reading
Programand 2013ummer Reading Prograivet, one important finding from the 2012 and 2013
Summer Reading Programthat participating library systems were well aware of the iogufrtan
providing information forgrents with regard to the summer reading program.

TheLibrary of VirginilSsummer Reading Progra@i3Library Survegerved athe data
sourcan response the evaluation questiand subquestions relatedhe operation and
implementation of th2013Summer Reading PrograRepresentatives from 91 library buildings
representing 38 library systemsarespd to the surveyhe reader should be cautious when
interpreting the results as findings may not be generalizable to the overall Virginia library system.
Yet, the depth of the survey data does provide valuable information on how the participating
libraries implemented and operated the 2013 Summer Reading Rfegrfaimdings are presented
by subquestion.

What are some of the key features of libraries and their summer reading program®

1 The majority of libraries have separate reading and actigitprayeanghildren,
children, and teens.

1 The most popular methodslized bylibraries to advertise and disseminate information
about the 201Summer Reading Programoludedannouncements during library
activities, flyers, websites, posters, progmachunes, social magand visits to local
schools.

1 The average lengthtbk2013summer reading programaseightweeks.

What program support materials were used for the summer reading progrant?

1 Nearly all of the libraries used ltitgrary of Virginisupported summer reading
program theme for their 2013 Summer Reading Program.

1 Very few libraries use the VirgiB@Lsin planning for their 2013ummer Reading
Progrars.
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How did the libraries track summer reading programparticipation? How were incentiv es
awarded to summer reading programparticipants?

1 Approximately half of the libraries provided a reading list for at least one of the three age
groupsite.,young children, childrgor teens).

1 Less than two thirds of libraries encouragetmer readingrogranparticipants to
keep trak of the time they spent reading.

1 Libraries were most likely to award incentivesnoner reading prograoarticipants
based on the number of the books they read. Generally, incentives were awarded to
summer reading pr@gnparticipants intermittently throughout the program.

What types of program activities did the libraries offer as a part of the summer reading
program?

1 The libraries offered a variety of activitiessitomer reading progrgoarticipants
throughout the sumer. The majority of the libraries provided the following activities:
arts and crafts; film, videsy movie programs; live animal visits and related programs;
musical performances or salgngs; puppet shows or theatre performances; read
aloudsandstarytellers, magiciagr comedians.

1 Readaloudgand arts and crafts activities were most likely to be offered to young
children

1 Activities most likely to be offered to children were arts and crafts; storytellers, magicians
or comedians; live animal viaisl related programs; musical performances or sing
along, andfilm, video, or movie programs.

1 Activities generally offered to teens were arts and crafts; filjgwvideugie programs;
and video game, computer game, board, gatego time.

Who was inwlved in the implementation of the summer reading progranf

1 The majority of the libraries involved youtlumiteers to assist with the summer reading
program Approximatelgthird of the libraries aséiparents to assist wsimmer
readingorogram actities and events.

How did local schools collaborate with the libraries in offering the summer reading
program?

I Less than half of the libraries collaborated with local schools for th&uaohaér

Reading Prograntor the libraries that did repschoolcollaboratbn, approximately
halfindicatedhatthey specifically collaborated with teachers or school library staff.

37



How did the libraries involve parents as a part of the summer reading progrant?

1 Nearly all of the libraries reported providing informataut the impportance of the
summer reading program to parents.

1 The majority of libraries provaiparents with reading resources to support their
chil drends reading activities at home.

What were the successes of thesummer reading progranf

1 Survey respondésicited a number stimmer reading program succesBestop two
werethatthe summer reading progranotivated children to read more books and to
spend more time on reading.

What program support factors were important for the success of the summer readng
program?

1 The survey respondents indicated that the three most important program support factors
for the success of tsemmer reading programere parent involvement at home, the
variety of program activities at the library, and community suppbet fsogram.

Collectively, children from all age groups were exposed to a large number of reading
materials throughout the summer via the 2013 Summer Reading Program, and the majority of
children agesté 17 (8%0) read books at or above tlggade level. However, differences across
subgroups (i.e., percentage of children reading at or above grade level varied significantly across age
groups and grade levels) and differences in program implementation across library buildings (i.e.,
participatig libraries varied in the number of available resources as well as program
implementation) raised more questions that require further investigation.

Data quality is the key to the validity and reliability of research findings and interpretations.
This reoort provides valuable information with regard to the characteristics and implementation of
the 2013 Library of Virginia Summer Reading P
reading behaviors (e.g., number of books read) and reading I¢éveige steuld understand that
as a result of extensive data cleaning (i.e., 35% of the books read and 76% of the reading level data
from the Evanced Summer Reader database records were removed from analyses due to missing
data, data entry inconsistenaes$a entry errors, etc.), findings may not be generalizable to the
overall 2013 Summer Reading Program. As such, findings should be interpreted with caution.
Regardless, findings of this study add valuable preliminary data to the recent litevatilde that
help guide future research as noted earlier.

Recommendations for future research are provided as follows:

1 Explore whether the libraries implement evidbased practices (e.g., providing
developmentally appropriate reading listslvimg parents and the community, using
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developed summer reading program support material, or aligning programming with the
state academic standards) in the summer reading grtogsapport better outcomes
(i.e., children reading at or above their dezdeand other achievement measures).

1 Consider collecting data on the same reading behaviors across all participating libraries
Duringthe2013 Summer Reading Program, the participating libraries measured
chil drends r eadi ngyseg.hnamberoffbcoksiread, mumhermof i et vy
minutes or hours spent on reading, and number of chaptgrg-maatlis report,
evaluators were able to create a proxy reading behavior measure by counting number of
book titles read regardle$svhether a padipant read the whole book or néss such,
findings of this report should be considered preliminary.

1 Examine the effectiveness of collaborating with local schofiésimgthe summer
reading program. Some library buildings (less than 50% of the participating libraries)
collaborated with local schools for t26it3 Summer Reading Prograihile, in
practice, collaboration among public libraries and school systems &dalued
encouraged, more studies are needed to examine the effectiveness of such practice.

1 Engage in research to identify best practices in supporting parental involvement in public
library systems. Itis interesting that library staff rated parentamewlaehome as
the most important item that supports the success of the summer reading program,
followed by the variety of program activities offered at the library. This finding suggests
that | ibrary staff value @ndahiulndlreersd sa nrde g
outcomes. Yet, more research is needed in this area.

The following recommendations are based on lessons learned from cleaning the Evanced
Summer Reader database so that subsequent data could be used to better answer the evaluation
guestions.

1 Involve evaluators or researchers in the early stages of database design and development
to ensure that data collection methods are aligned to answer the key research questions.

1 Integrate the reading level informatibthe database programnstage. Pogtoc
database merging is time consuming and inefficient.

1 Human and typographical errors are the key challenges that evaluators encountered
during the data cleaning process. For future database improvement, it is recommended
to use droglown mens in database item design whenever possible to avoid entering
data (e.qg., birthdays and book titles) manually.

In closing, the Year 1 report was descriptive in nature and focuseléistanicg how
young children, childreand teens use the summedirgaprogram; characteristics of the library
systems participating in the study; and holibtiaeies operate and implementdhmmer reading
program.In Year 2, McREL evaluators will study the influehitee summer reading program on
childre® s g ewcdnes and examine the extenthich summer reading prograanticipants
and nonparticipants demonstrate different levels of reading ability as measured by state assessment
scores. Additionally Year 2, McREL evaluatovdl explore whether parifpants ofliverse
backgrounds experience the program and its outcomes differently.
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Appendix : Library of Virginia Summer Reading Program
2013 Library Survey

LVASRP 2013 Library Survey

Informed Consent

Library of Virginia Summer Reading Program (LVASRP)

2013 Library Survey

Edvantia, an education research company with offices in Charleston, West Virginia, and Nashville, Tennessee, is
working with the Library of Virginia to evaluate the 2013 Summer Reading Program, funded by the the Library of Virginia
and the Institute of Museum and Library Services. We are asking the individual most familiar with the Summer Reading
Program at each library to complete the survey. Data from this survey will be summarized in a report provided to Library
of Virginia staff. The survey should take approximately 20-25 minutes to complete. Please complete by Wednesday,
September 25, 2013.

Purpose of the Survey: This survey collects information related to various aspects of the 2013 Summer Reading
Program, including: library information; program curriculum, tracking, incentives, and activities; program staff and
volunteers; collaboration with local schools; parental involvement; and your perception of the program's success and
support. The survey also includes several questions regarding your professional background. Edvantia evaluators are
not using any of the information collected to assess how well you, as an individual, are implementing the program.
Rather, the data obtained from this survey will be used by the Library of Virginia to make program-wide adjustments and
improvements to future summer reading initiatives and similar literacy-focused interventions.

Protecting Your Rights: Participation in this survey is voluntary and should not involve any known risks above those
normally encountered in daily life. Please note that there are no right or wrong answers. There will be no retribution of
any sort for any response you provide. If you feel uncomfortable about responding to some questions, you may skip
those questions. You may also choose to discontinue participation altogether without penalty or reprisal.

About Your Confidentiality: Survey responses will be collected via SurveyMonkey utilizing secure sockets layer
(8SSL) encryption. SSL encryption is an enhanced security feature that encrypts the survey link and data as it moves
across the Internet. Identifiable technical data (e.g., your IP address) will not be collected. Edvantia evaluators will
handle the data and do everything they can to ensure its security.! All information collected on this survey will be
confidential. Also, survey information will only be accessible by the evaluation team conducting this project. Library of
Virginia staff and other Summer Reading Program personnel will not have access to your individual responses. Further,
you will not be identifiable in any report and no one will be able to "guess" your identity from reports or presentations.

Benefits: While there may be no direct benefits to individuals for participating, the survey is one of several data sources that will be used to study
the impact of the Library of Virginia’s Summer Reading Program. The study will provide crucial information for library systems in Virginia to help
them understand the impact of summer reading programs on their young patrons. Further, the study can contribute to the larger collection of
research literature about the impact of summer programs on students’ academic achievement. By the end of 2013, Edvantia will deliver to the
Library of Virginia a report that includes preliminary findings from the library survey as well as the participation data for summer 2013.

In appreciation of your time and effort to finish the survey, you will receive a $5 Starbucks gift card. Gift cards will be distributed by LVA staff after
October 4, 2013. Edvantia will only provide LVA staff with the names of those who completed the survey so that they can distribute the gift cards.
Again, LVA staff will not have access to your survey responses. If you prefer that your name not be shared, you will be given the opportunity to opt
out of receiving a gift card at the end of the survey.
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Questions: If you have any questions about this survey, please contact Dr. Kimberly Good, Director of Evaluation Services (304.347.0449;
kim.good@edvantia.org). For information on protection of your rights as a participant, contact Dr. Kim Cowley, the Institutional Review Board (IRB)
chair (304.347.0418; kim.cowley@edvantia.org).

'Please note that the Edvantia Institutional Review Board (IRB) has the authority to inspect consent records and data files only to assure
compliance with approved procedures. Data collected for research purposes are stored in compliance with Edvantia requirements for access,
security, and redundancy. Data are stored in an encrypted format in a centralized, electronically and physically secure server at Edvantia for a
period of at least five (5) years from the final audit of the project. All electronic data of a personal nature are safeguarded and available only to
those project leaders, staff, and technologists having a need to know within the specific criteria set forth in the approved project plan. If, during the
process of collecting data, a threat of violence against an individual or entity is uncovered, Edvantia cannot guarantee anonymity or confidentiality
to any party involved.

*¥ Electronic Consent
If you agree to participate in this survey, please click "Yes, | agree” below. By doing so, you are indicating
that you have read the information on this page, are at least 18 years of age, and that you voluntarily agree

to participate in the survey.

If you decline to participate in the survey, click "No, | do not agree™ below.

O Yes, | agree to participate in the survey.

O No, | do not agree to participate in the survey.
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Navigating the Survey

Basic Navigation Instructions

Do NOT use your browwsers ‘Back' and 'Fonward buttons to navigate through the survey questions.

After you enter or select your answer(s), click on the 'Next button at the bottom of the screen to continue to the next page.

To go back to the previous page, click on the '‘Previous' button at the bottom of the screen.

You may stop the survey at any time and resume where you left off. To re-enter and resume the sunvey, you will need to use your unique

survey link provided in the survey invitation email.
® Once you submit your survey by clicking the ‘D one’ button, youwill not be able to access it again.

Answering Questions

Most of the questions can be answered by simply clicking on a "button” (circle) or a "box" (square).
To change an answer marked with a "button” (circle), click on another answer. : v

To "uncheck" an answer marked with a box (square), click on that box again ]— [J
and the check mark will disappear.

Some questions can be answered by entering numbers or short answers in a designated textbox.

Click anywhere inside the box and begin typing. When you reach the limit of :l
the open space, keep typing and the box will automatically expand.

Exiting and Re-entering the Survey

You can ext the survey at any time by clesing your browser.

You can akvays retum later to continue to answer new responses orto change previous ones. The survey will restartwhere you last clicked the "Next
button. To re-enter and resume the survey, simply click on your unique survey link provided in the survey invitation e-mail.
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Library Information

We would like to learn more about how your library implemented the 2013 Summer Reading Program.

Please respond to each item based on your knowledge and your own experience with the 2013 Summer
Reading Program.

*1, Select the name of your library system (e.g., Appomattox Regional Library System,
Norfolk Public Library) from the drop-down list.

—

*¥2, What is your library building name?
| |

3. Does your library building have separate reading and activity areas for the following age
groups? Select all that apply.

I:I Young children (e.g., birth to age 5)
D Children (e.g., ages 6to 12)

D Teens (e.g., ages 13 to 17)

D No, we do not have separate reading and activity areas.

4. What was the length of your 2013 Summer Reading Program?
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5. How did your library advertise and disseminate information about the 2013 Summer
Reading Program in the local community? Select all that apply.

D Announcement during library activities
I:I Displays at community events

D E-mail to the library's mailing list

I:l Flyers
D Library e-newsletter
D Local newspaper

D Local public service announcement

I:l Local radio show

D Social media (e.g., FaceBook, Pinterest, or Twitter)

|:| Visits to local schools
D Website

D Other (please specify)
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Library Information

6. What school district(s) does your library building serve? Select all that apply.

D Accomack County Public Schools
El Albemarle County Public Schools
D Alexandria City Public Schools
D Alleghany County Public Schools
D Amelia County Public Schools
D Amherst County Public Schools
D Appomattox County Public Schools
D Arlington Public Schools

I:l Augusta County Public Schools
D Bath County Public Schools

|:| Bedford County Public Schools
D Bland County Public Schools

D Botetourt County Public Schools
D Bristol City Public Schools

EI Brunswick County Public Schools
D Buchanan County Public Schools
I:I Buckingham County Public Schools
D Buena Vista City Public Schools
[:I Campbell County Public Schools
D Caroline County Public Schools
I:l Carroll County Public Schools

D Charles City County Public Schools
D Charlotte County Public Schools
|:| Charlottesville City Public Schools
D Chesapeake Public Schools

|:| Chesterfield County Public Schools
|:| Clarke County Public Schools

|:| Colonial Beach Public Schools
E] Colonial Heights City Public Schools

D Covington City Public Schools

D Lexington City Public Schools

D Loudoun County Public Schools
E] Louisa County Public Schools

D Lunenburg County Public Schools
D Lynchburg City Public Schools

D Madison County Public Schools
D Manassas City Public Schools

D Manassas Park City Schools

|:| Martinsville City Public Schools
D Mathews County Public Schools
D Mecklenburg County Public Schools
D Middlesex County Public Schools
D Montgomery County Public Schools
I:I Nelson County Public Schools

D New Kent County Public Schools
D Newport News Public Schools

D Norfolk Public Schools

D Northampton County Public Schools
D Northumberland County Public Schools
D Norton City Public Schools

|:| Nottoway County Public Schools
D Orange County Public Schools
|:| Page County Public Schools

D Patrick County Public Schools

D Petersburg City Public Schools
|:| Pittsylvania County Public Schools
D Poquoson City Public Schools

D Portsmouth City Public Schools
D Powhatan County Public Schools

D Prince Edward County Public Schools
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I:I Craig County Public Schools D Prince George County Public Schools
I:l Culpeper County Public Schools |:| Prince William County Public Schools
D Cumberland County Public Schools D Pulaski County Public Schools

D Danville City Public Schools D Radford City Public Schools

I:l Dickenson County Public Schools |:| Rappahannock County Public Schools
D Dinwiddie County Public Schools D Richmond City Public Schools

|:| Essex County Public Schools |:| Richmond County Public Schools
|:| Fairfax County Public Schools D Roanoke City Public Schools

D Falls Church City Public Schools D Roanoke County Public Schools

I:l Fauquier County Public Schools I:I Rockbridge County Public Schools
D Floyd County Public Schools El Rockingham County Public Schools
I:I Fluvanna County Public Schools D Russell County Public Schools

D Franklin City Public Schools |:] Salem City Public Schools

D Franklin County Public Schools D Scott County Public Schools

D Frederick County Public Schools D Shenandoah County Public Schools
D Fredericksburg City Public Schools D Smyth County Public Schools

D Galax City Public Schools |:| Southampton County Public Schools
D Giles County Public Schools D Spotsylvania County Public Schools
I:l Gloucester County Public Schools |:| Stafford County Public Schools

D Goochland County Public Schools D Staunton City Public Schools

D Grayson County Public Schools D Suffolk City Public Schools

I:l Greene County Public Schools I:l Surry County Public Schools

D Greensville County Public Schools D Sussex County Public Schools

I:l Halifax County Public Schools D Tazewell County Public Schools
[I Hampton City Public Schools I:] Virginia Beach City Public Schools
D Hanover County Public Schools D Warren County Public Schools

I:I Harrisonburg City Public Schools D Washington County Public Schools
|:| Henrico County Public Schools D Waynesboro City Public Schools

D Henry County Public Schools D West Point Public Schools

D Highland County Public Schools D Westmoreland County Public Schools
D Hopewell City Public Schools |:I Williamsburg-James City Public Schools
D Isle of Wight County Public Schools D Winchester City Public Schools

D King George County Public Schools D Wise County Public Schools
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D King William County Public Schools D Wythe County Public Schools
|:| King and Queen County Public Schools |:I York County School Division
I:l Lancaster County Public Schools I:l | don't know

D Lee County Public Schools

D Other (please specify)
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Program Curriculum

7. What was the theme of your library's 2013 Summer Reading Program?
O Dig into Reading (Collaborative Summer Library Program)

O Have Book - Will Travel (iREAD)

O | don't know

O Other (please specify)

8. Did your library use a manual to guide the planning of the 2013 Summer Reading
Program for the following age groups? If yes, which one?

Collaborative Summer
Library Program (CSLP)

Young children (e.g., birth to age 5) D D D
Children (e.g., ages 6 to 12) D D D
Teens (e.g., ages 13 to 17) D |:| D

Other (please specify)

9a. Did your library refer to the Virginia Standards of Learning (SOL) in planning the 2013
Summer Reading Program?

D Yes
(v
|:| | don't know

iREAD Other
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Program Curriculum

9b. Did your library refer to the Virginia Standards of Learning (SOL) in planning the 2013
Summer Reading Program for the following age groups? Select all that apply.

|:| Young children (e.g., birth to age 5)

D Children (e.g., ages 6 to 12)

D Teens (e.g., ages 13 to 17)

D No, we did not refer to the Virginia SOL
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Program Tracking and Incentives

10. Did your library provide a list of recommended reading books for the following age
qroups? Select all that apply.

|:| Young children (e.g., birth to age 5)
EI Children (e.g., ages 6to 12)

D Teens (e.g., ages 13 to 17)

D No, we did not provide a reading list

11. Were the participants from the following age groups encouraged to keep track of the
amount of time they read (e.g., hours or minutes)? Select all that apply.

|:| Young children

D No, participants were not encouraged to document reading time

12. How were incentives awarded to participants? Select all that apply.
|:| Based on the number of books read

D Based on the number of chapters read

|:| Based on the number of pages read

D Based on the number of hours spent reading

|:| Based on the number of minutes spent reading

I:l For reading on a daily basis

D Other (please specify)

| |

13. At what point in the program were the incentives awarded? Select all that apply.

D Weekly

|:| Intermittently throughout the program

D At the conclusion of the program

|:| After the program conclusion

|:| Other (please specify)
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Program Activities for All Age Groups

14. In general, what activities were provided for participants as part of your library's 2013
Summer Reading Program? Select all that apply.

D Cooking/food programs

D Film/video/movie programs

I:I Live animal visits/fprograms

D Musical performances/sing-alongs

|:| Outdoor activities

D Puppet shows/theatre performances
D Read-aloud

|:| Storytellers/magicians/comedians
|:| Theatrefroleplaying workshops

D Video game/computer game/board game/Lego time

D Writing workshops
EI Other (please specify)

| |

15. Overall, how frequently did your library offer activities for all participants as part of the
2013 Summer Reading Program?

O Two to three times a week

O Once a week

O Every other week
O Every month

O No scheduled time

O Other (please specify)
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16. On average, how many people participated in each activity provided by your library's
2013 Summer Reading Program?
Arts and crafts

Film/video/movie programs

Games

Live animal visits/programs

Musical performances/sing-alongs

Outdoor activities

Puppet shows/theatre performances

Read-aloud

O

Storytellers/magicians/comedians

17. Did your library provide separate activities for participants from different age groups?

O ves
O wo
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Program Activities for Young Children (e.g., birth to age 5)

Please answer the following questions about the summer reading program activities your library provides to
YOUNG CHILDREN.

18a. Did your library offer activities for only Young Children as part of the 2013 Summer

Reading Program?
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Program Activities for Young Children (e.g., birth to age 5)

Please answer the following questions about the summer reading program activities your library provides to
YOUNG CHILDREN.

18h. What activities were provided for only Young Children as part of the 2013 Summer
Reading Program? Select all that apply.

D Arts and crafts

D Film/video/movie programs

D Live animal visits/programs

D Musical performances/sing-alongs

D Outdoor activities

D Puppet shows/theatre performances

D Read-aloud

|:| Storytellers/magicians/comedians

I:l Video game/computer game/board game/Lego time
D Other (please specify)

| |

18c. How frequently did your library offer activities for only Young Children as part of the
2013 Summer Reading Program?

O Two to three times a week

O Once a week

O Every other week
O Every month

O No scheduled time

O Other (please specify)
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Program Activities for Children (e.g., ages 6 to 12)

Please answer the following questions about the summer reading program activities your library provides to
CHILDREN.

19a. Did your library offer activities for only Children as part of the 2013 Summer Reading
Program?
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Program Activities for Children (e.g., ages 6 to 12)

Please answer the following questions about the summer reading program activities your library provides to
CHILDREN.

19b. What activities were provided for only Children as part of the 2013 Summer Reading
Program? Select all that apply.

D Cookingffood programs

D Film/video/movie programs

D Live animal visits/programs

D Musical performances/sing-alongs

D Outdoor activities

|:| Puppet shows/theatre performances

I:l Read-aloud

D Storytellers/magicians/comedians
D Theatrefroleplaying workshops

|:| Video game/computer game/board game/Lego time
D Other (please specify)

| |

19¢. How frequently did your library offer activities for only Children as part of the 2013
Summer Reading Program?

O Two to three times a week

O Once a week

O Every other week
O Every month

O No scheduled time

O Other (please specify)
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Program Activities for Teens (e.g., ages 13 to 17)

Please answer the following questions about the summer reading program activities your library provides to
TEENS.

20a. Did your library offer activities for only Teens as part of the 2013 Summer Reading
Program?
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Program Activities for Teens (e.g., ages 13 to 17)

Please answer the following questions about the summer reading program activities your library provides to
TEENS.

20b. What activities were provided for only Teens as part of the 2013 Summer Reading
Program? Select all that apply.

D Cookingffood programs

D Film/video/movie programs

D Live animal visits/programs

D Musical performances/sing-alongs

D Outdoor activities

|:| Storytellers/magicians/comedians

D Theatre performances

D Theatre/roleplaying workshops

D Video game/computer game/board game/Lego time

|:| Writing workshops

D Other (please specify)

| |

20c. How frequently did your library offer activities for only Teens as part of the 2013
Summer Reading Program?

O Two to three times a week

O Once a week

O Every other week
O Every month

O No scheduled time

O Other (please specify)
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Program Staff and Volunteers

21. How many library staff members were assigned to work on your 2013 Summer
Reading Program?

Number of staff members \:|

22a. Did the 2013 Summer Reading Program invite parents to assist with program
activities and events (i.e., volunteer) at your library?

O Yes
O
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Program Staff and Volunteers

22b. Approximately how many parents did your library recruit to assist with the 2013
Summer Reading Program?

Number of parents \:|

23. Which of the following community members assisted with the 2013 Summer Reading
Program?

Please indicate "0’ if they did not provide any assistance.

If they did provide assistance, indicate an approximate number as to how many.

Parent volunteers |:|
School teachers I:\
School librarians ‘:|
Youth volunteers I:l
Other community agencies (organizations) |:|
Other community members (individuals) I:
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Collaboration with Local Schools

24. Did your library collaborate with local partner schools on the 2013 Summer Reading
Program?
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Collaboration with Local Schools

25. Please list the schools that your library collaborated with for the 2013 Summer Reading
Program.

v

26. Please describe the school personnel who assisted with the 2013 Summer Reading
Program. What was their position (i.e., job title)?

a

-

27. How did school personnel assist with the 2013 Summer Reading Program?

-

v

28. To what extent do you agree or disagree that your library has a strong collaboration
with one or more local schools?
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Parental Involvement

29a. In general, did your library provide information to parents about the importance of
summer reading programs?







