
SECTION 3. AND BE IT FURTHER ENACTED, That: 

(c) On or before January 1, 2022 and January 1, 2023, each county board of education, including Baltimore City, 
shall report in accordance with § 2-1257 of the State Government Article, to the Legislative Policy Committee of 
the General Assembly on the county board's implementation of the summer school program in that year. 

The required components of the report are included in the DESCRIPTION Tab and the FUNDING Tab. 

LEA Name: 
Contact Person: 
Email Address: 

Wicomico County Public Schools 
Jesse Reid 
jreid@wcboe.org 

Certification Statement 

I hereby certify that the use of federal funding that was received to address the effects of the 
COVID-19 pandemic on education and State funding received to implement the Blueprint for 
Maryland's Future, including a description of the amount of funding spent on student instruction is 
accurate. 

Superintendent of Schools: 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

Donna C. Hanlin, Ed.O. _ 

<i)~~ 
'-._,; 

Date: 



Required Components: 2022 and 2023 Summer School Report 

1. How many students have been served through the program: 373 I 
2. ln the space below, please describe the structure of the program, including the number of hours of 
instruction provided each day, how instruction was delivered to students, and the partnerships established to enhance the 
summer school program. 

The Elementary Summer Academy (ESA) provided Wicomico County Public School students exiting K-4th grade students the 
opportunity for reading and math remediation, STEM sessions, community partner experiences, and enrichment 
activities.The ESA program ran Monday - Thursday, 8:00 AM - 1:30 PM, for 5 weeks during the summer months. Instruction 
was provided 5.5 hours daily through group instruction of approximately 10-12 students per group led by certified teachers 
already employed within the school system and paraprofessionals trained as instructional aides. All programming took place 
in-person within a designated school location. Registered students participated daily in 1 hour of direct reading intervention, 
1 hour of direct math intervention, 30 minutes of i Ready/Dream box/ST Math, 45 minutes of STEM curriculum, and 40 
minutes of enrichment activities. Time also included required mask breaks as well as received breakfast and lunch. 
Transportation services and the county's program for providing free and reduced price meals were offered to all registered 
students. Further partnerships were established to enhace the ESA program for student experiences other than academic 
instruction. These partnerships included: The Salisbury Zoo, Fruitland Police Department, Salisbury Fire Department, Off 
Street Sports Performance, and the Parkside Planetarium. 

3. The method the county board used to identify students with the greatestlearning loss; 

Wicomico County Public Schools identified exiting Kindergarten - 4th grade students who were below level in reading and 
math. Students who attended Title 1 schools were first identified and given the opportunity to register for the program 
based upon greatest need. Registration was then open to all Wicomico County Public School students in need of academic 
remediation and enrichment. 

4. The outcomes of the program for students, including academic progress and other outcomes. 

339 students took the i Ready Diagnostic 1 with an average scale score of 449.8. 339 students took the i Ready Diagnostic 2 
with an average scale score of 456.2. 334 students from Elementary Summer Academy took both i Ready Diagnostic 1 and 2, 
and had an average growth of 7 points in Scale Score, with 58.4% making growth by increasing their scale score. 
359 students took the MAP Diagnostic 1 with an average scale score of 179.1. 335 students took the MAP Diagnostic 2 with 
an average scale score of 178.5. 327 students from Elementary Summer Academy took both MAP Diagnostic 1 and 2, and 
had an average growth of 33 points in Scale Score, with 49.5% making growth by increasing their scale score. 



FUNDING 

ln this FUNDING Tab, LEAs will list the budget and expenditures for the program. School Systems should allocate the budget per the 
State's cateories and objects, and provide a narrative description of how the funds were used to support the program. 

Category Object Budget Expenditures Balance 
Instructional Salaries Salaries and Wages 241,631.00 241,631.00 O.OD 
School Management Salaries and Wages 10,445.00 10,445.00 O.OD 
Student Health Salaries and Wages 19,569.00 19,569.00 O.DO 
Fixed Charges Other Charges 22,574.00 22,574.00 O.DO 
Student Transportatior Contracted Services 16,288.00 16,288.00 O.DO 
Textbooks/Instructions Supplies and Materials 804.00 804.00 O.DO 

Budget Narrative 
$182,796 was spent on teacher wages, $58,835 was spent on assistant wages, $10,445 was spent on secretarial wages, $19,569 was 
spent on nurse wages, $22,574 was spent on fixed charges, $804 was spent on materials of instruction, and $16,288 was spent on 
student transportation. 



Required Components: 2022 and 2023 Summer School Report 

1. How many students have been served through the program: 1031 ! 
2. ln the space below, please describe the structure of the program, including the number of hours of 
instruction provided each day, how instruction was delivered to students, and the partnerships established to enhance the 
summer school program. 

Secondary Summer School provided Wicomico County Public School exiting 6th - 12th grade students the opportunity to 
receive: credit recovery for those who did not pass courses, remediation or reteaching of missed or missing grade-level 
content for students who were identified as behind on grade-level content, and opportunities for career and technical 
education students work-based learning expereinces/prepartion for credentialing exams/earning required hours for industry 
credentials/and career exploartion. Instruction was delivered to students by certified teachers already employed by the 
school system in whole class groups of 13 or more students. Curriculum was delivered in 2 hour sessions, 4 sessions per 
week, over 24 days in a combination of in-person, virtual, and/or hybrid. Virtual sessions were synchronous with all 
participants online at the same time with the instructor. Transportation services and the county's program for providing free 
and reduced price meals were offered to all registered students. 

3. The method the county board used to identify students with the greatestlearning loss; 

Students who were identified for participation in the Secondary Summer School were based upon certain criteria of having 
failed a course in prior school years on the high school level, in need of credit recovery, and if in middle school having failed a 
grade level and/or content course. 

4. The outcomes of the program for students, including academic progress and other outcomes. 

The intended purpose and outcome of the Secondary Summer School Program was to provide remedial core content 
instruction for credit for high school and provide remedial instruction for middle level to build the necessary content skills in 
ELA and Math. 52 students took the iReady Diagnostic 1 with an average scale score of 581.7. 551 students took the iReady 
Diagnostic 2 with an average scale score of 568.6. 38 students from took both i Ready Diagnostic 1 and 2, and had an average 
growth of -5.5 points in Scale Score, with 44.7% making growth by increasing their scale score. 
O students took the MAP Diagnostic 1. 513 students took the MAP Diagnostic 2 with an average scale score of 211.5. Average 
growth could not be determined. 



FUNDING 

ln this FUNDING Tab, LEAs will list the budget and expenditures for the program. School Systems should allocate the budget per the 
State's cateories and objects, and provide a narrative description of how the funds were used to support the program. 

Category Object Budget 
Instructional Salaries Salaries and Wages 
Student Health Salaries and Wages 
Fixed Charges Other Charges 
Student Transportatior Contracted Services 
Textbooks/Instruction! Supplies and Materials 

152,750.00 
8,021.00 

13,360.00 
16,288.00 

695.00 

Expenditures Balance 
152,750.00 0.00 

8,021.00 0.00 
13,360.00 0.00 
16,288.00 0.00 

695.00 0.00 

Budget Narrative 
$143,300 was spent on teacher wages, $9,450 was spent on assistant wages, $8,021 was spent on nurse wages, $16,288 was spent 
on fixed charges, $695 was spent on materials of instruction, and $16,288 was spent on student transportation. 



Required Components: 2022 and 2023 Summer School Report 

1. How many students have been served through the program: 

2. ln the space below, please describe the structure of the program, including the number of hours of 
instruction provided each day, how instruction was delivered to students, and the partnerships established to enhance the 
summer school program. 

The Literacy Camp provided through Wicomico County Public Schools targeted students exiting K - 2nd grade. The program 
ran Monday - Thursday, 8:00 AM - 2:30 PM, for 5 weeks during the summer months. Instruction was provided for 6.5 hours 
daily through group instruction of approximately 10-12 students per group by certified teachers already employed within the 
school system and paraprofessionals trained as instructional aides. Registered students had instruction on phonemic 
awareness and phonics through Heggerty Phonoemic Awareness, LLI books, Read Alouds, and further academic related 
materials. All programming took place in-person within a designated school location. Transportation services and the 
county's program for providing free and reduced price meals were offered to all registered students. 

3. The method the county board used to identify students with the greatestlearning loss; 

The Literacy Camp identified students based on deficits in reading foundational skills as targeted through the Instructional 
Supervisor of Elementary Reading and Wicomico County Public Schools Data Analyst. 

4. The outcomes of the program for students, including academic progress and other outcomes. 

171 students took the i Ready Diagnostic 1 with an average scale score of 397.9. 167 students took the iReady Diagnostic 2 
with an average scale score of 405.9. 167 students from Literacy Camp took both iReady Diagnostic 1 and 2, and had an 
average growth of 7.9 points in Scale Score, with 66.5% making growth by increasing their scale score. 
174 students took the MAP Diagnostic 1 with an average scale score of 165.8. 170 students took the MAP Diagnostic 2 with 
an average scale score of 165.2. 167 students from Literacy Camp took both MAP Diagnostic 1 and 2, and had an average 
growth of-1.2 points in Scale Score, with 47.9% making growth by increasing their scale score. 



FUNDING 

ln this FUNDING Tab, LEAs will list the budget and expenditures for the program. School Systems should allocate the budget per the 
State's cateories and objects, and provide a narrative description of how the funds were used to support the program. 

Category Object Budget Expenditures Balance 
Instructional Salaries Salaries and Wages 155,059.49 
Fixed Charges Other Charges 12,724.27 
Textbooks/Instruction! Supplies and Materials 176,256.00 
Other Instructional Co! Contracted Services 18,646.46 

155,059.49 
12,724.27 

176,256.00 
18,646.46 

0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 

Budget Narrative 
$124,940.30 was spent on teacher wages, $30,119.19 was spent on assistant wages, $12,724.27 was spent on fixed charges, 
$176,256 was spent on materials of instruction, and $18,646.46 was spent on instructional staff development. 



Required Components: 2022 and 2023 Summer School Report 

1. How many students have been served through the program: 

2. ln the space below, please describe the structure of the program, including the number of hours of 
instruction provided each day, how instruction was delivered to students, and the partnerships established to enhance the 
summer school program. 

The Magnet Summer Enrichment Program provided Wicomico County Public Schools magnet level students exiting grades 
3rd - 5th the opportunity to receive enrichment and teaching of skills or content that are not part of the required content, 
and are advanced beyond the student's grade level in the areas of english langauge arts, mathematics, science, and social 
studies. The program also provided support for student mental health and well-being. Instruction was delivered to students 
by certified teachers and paraprofessionals already employed by the school system in whole class groups of 13 or more 
students. Curriculum was delivered in-person for 5 hour sessions per day, 4 sessions a week, for 5 weeks. Tansportation 
services and the county's program for providing free and reduced price meals were offered to all registered students. 
Further partnerships were established to enhace the Magnet Summer Enrichment Program for student experiences other 
than academic instruction. These partnerships included: Salisbury Zoo, Junior Achievement, Wicomico County Science 
Teachers, Wicomico Touism Center, and Salisbury Mayor Jake Day. 

3. The method the county board used to identify students with the greatestlearning loss; 

Students who were identified for participation in the Magnet Summer Enrichment program were identified based upon 
those enrolled in the Magnet Program. The Magnet Summer Enrichment program allowed students the opportunity to be 
creative and use upper level skills and knowledge they have to create projects that require critical thinking. 

4. The outcomes of the program for students, including academic progress and other outcomes. 

Pre and Post Assessments were given to all Magnet Summer Enrichment students who are gifted and talented learners with 
the outcome and goal to enhance critical thinking skills in the areas of ELA, Mathematics, Science, and Social Studies. 



FUNDING 

ln this FUNDING Tab, LEAs will list the budget and expenditures for the program. School Systems should allocate the budget 
per the State's cateories and objects, and provide a narrative description of how the funds were used to support the program. 

Category Object Budget Expenditures Balance 
Instructional Salaries Salaries and Wages 33,873.85 33,873.85 0.00 
Fixed Charges Other Charges 2,736.61 2,736.61 0.00 
Student Transportatior Contracted Services 6,580.09 6,580.09 0.00 
Textbooks/Instruction: Supplies and Materials 2,609.51 2,609.51 0.00 

Budget Narrative 
$30,354.99 was spent on teacher wages, $3518.86 was spent on assistant wages, $2736.31 was spent on fixed charges, 
$2609.51 was spent on materials of instruction, and $6580.09 was spent on student transportation. 



Required Components: 2022 and 2023 Summer School Report 

1. How many students have been served through the program: 

2. ln the space below, please describe the structure of the program, including the number of hours of 
instruction provided each day, how instruction was delivered to students, and the partnerships established to enhance the 
summer school program. 

Summertime SPLASH was offered to all Prekindergarten schools. The program ran Monday - Thursday, 8:00 AM - 2:30 PM, 
for 5 weeks during the summer months. Prince Street, West Salisbury and Northwestern were successful with hiring staff to 
host the programs for students in the Prince Street, West Salisbury, Delmar, Chipman, Northwestern, Pinehurst and Westside 
Primary Schools. Students had just completed Virtual and Hybrid Prekindergarten Programs during the 2019-2020 school 
year. SPLASH sites served 86 students in 7 classrooms, it was expected to serve 105. Spots filled 82% of the available for 
Summertime SPLASH. Students enrolled attended consistently for 19 days. The Frog Street Curriculum purchased using the 
Enhancement Grant addressed priority standards. The use of Kids Lips pictures and instructional guide provided specific 
details for teachers to teach consonant phonemes and included pictures that show children's mouths with correct placement 
of tongue, teeth, and lips when producing specific sounds. A pilot of the Heggerty program was conducted during the 
summer programs with Prekindergarten included in the pilot. Heggerty program focuses on eight phonemic awareness skills, 
letter and sound recognition, and language awareness. 

3. The method the county board used to identify students with the greatestlearning loss; 

Students were targeted and identified based upon Prekindergarten status. Teachers used the skills on the 4th term mid-year 
report as a pre- and post-assessment. This provided progress on letter identification, initial sounds, high frequency words, 
cardinality, making sets, and social emotional skills of following routines and self-control strategies. 

4. The outcomes of the program for students, including academic progress and other outcomes. 

Data results showed that 42 students maintained their Prekindergarten skills (score remained the same) and 46 students 
increased their Prekindergarten skills by one or more points. 



FUNDING 

ln this FUNDING Tab, LEAs will list the budget and expenditures for the program. School Systems should allocate the budget per the 
State's cateories and objects, and provide a narrative description of how the funds were used to support the program. 

Category Object Budget 
Instructional Salaries Salaries and Wages 
Student Health Contracted Services 
Fixed Charges Other Charges 
Student Transportatior Contracted Services 

110,935.40 
52,888.00 
8,971.79 

18,280.88 
Textbooks/Instruction! Supplies and Materials 49,957.33 
Other Instructional Co! Contracted Services 4,130.00 

Expenditures Balance 
110,935.40 O.OD 
52,888.00 0.00 
8,971.79 0.00 

18,280.88 0.00 
49,957.33 0.00 
4,130.00 0.00 

Budget Narrative 
$87,034.62 was spent on teacher wages, $23,900.77 was spent on assistant wages, $52,888 was spent on nurse contracted 
services, $8971.79 was spent on fixed charges, $49,957.33 was spent on materials of instruction, $18,280.88 was spent on student 
transportation, and $4130 was spent on instructional staff development. 


