
Student Philanthropy Program • 2011 – 2012 Final Report 
 
1) Your Name:  Mike Daley    School: St. Xavier High School  
   
2) How was the program implemented in your school and how were students selected?  Program was part of 
an existing Morality/Social Justice/Service Learning Class. Students who were part of the class were part of 
(became part of) the Magnified Giving component.  
 
3) Student Participants (numbers by grade level):   9th:  ___      10th: ___    11th: _x__ 12th: ___ 
 
4) If you have participated in past year(s), what major changes (if any) did you make this year? Emphasizing 
the word “major,” there weren’t any major changes made this year.  
 
4) What was the timeline for your program?  When did you begin the program, how often did you implement 
the various components of this program, what did each meeting look like, etc… Key component of our class 
was the service which we did every week (on Wednesdays). Given the various curriculum topics of the class, 
when appropriate we connected them with both service and philanthropy. The outline which I did at the 
beginning of the year should give a sense of the pace of the year.  
 
5) Describe how you went about implementing the various components of this program into your class or 
afterschool curriculum.  You may answer each part separately or as one longer answer at the end. Be as 
specific as possible and be sure to share any stories or provide insights that you realized during the process. 
 

a. Basic components of Philanthropy education What did you teach?  How did you teach it?  As for 
the word Philanthropy—lover of humanity—itself, we spend several weeks grounding the 
moral/social justice class upon the question: What does it mean to be human? This is done through 
a variety of readings, class discussion, movie, and reflection. Of course, as other topics are 
addressed (for example conscience) throughout the year, connections are drawn as well.  

b. Identifying community needs How did you do this?  What needs were selected and why?  
c. Forming community boards (small work groups).  How did you group your students? 
d. Interaction with non-profits. Method -  phone, email, site visits, guest speakers, etc…?  How many 

agencies were contacted?  Any was visited?  Any send guest speakers?  
e. Issuing RFPs.  How did this go?  Who received RFPs? Who responded?  

(for b. – e.) Our class was focused primarily on issues of poverty, especially how it impacts the lives 
of children. Our sites were at schools—AMIS, Winton Academy, Winton Montessori; a nursing 
home, Glendale Place; an organizational which helps persons with mental and physical disabilities 
express their artistic talents, Visionaries and Voices; and a social service agency, St. Vincent de Paul. 
Each site had anywhere from 3-7 students there.  

f. Evaluating RFPs.  What process did you use?  
g. Selecting Grant Recipient.  How did you go about selecting the winner?  What were the students’ 

reasons for selecting the winning agency?  
(for f. – g.) We invited the sites that we were actively engaged with to submit RFPs. Toward the end 
of the year, the various RFPs were presented to the class by the students at those sites. The major 
determining factor for the winning agency was direct contact with the persons the students were 
engaged with in service every week. This led to Winton Hills Academy and the Assistance League of 
Greater Cincinnati being chosen as the recipient.  

h. Awards Ceremony.  Did you or your students have any comments to share about this event?  



I think the value of this night has several levels: 1) the students are impressed by the scope of the 
evening. They see that they are part of the larger Magnified Giving whole. 2) They get a better 
sense of the large variety of non-profits out there and the good work that they do. 3) Coming from 
an all-male school, they get to see first-hand women in leadership positions.  

i. Reflective questions.  Did you have your students write any reflective pieces about the process?  I 
have given these to you over the course of the year. If you need any others let me know.  

 
6) What were some of the highlights of this year? I think the highlight of the year was the amount of service 
we did at our various sites. The students leave with a deeper understanding of how blessed their lives are and, 
as a result, are presented with the challenge of how to respond to others with a greater sense of gratitude. 
Roger Grien’s visit also spoke to my students as well.  
 
7) What were some of the low points or challenges you faced? Continuing to honor the commitment to 
service/philanthropy that they made as the year progressed.   
 
8) Student outcomes:  Did this program… 

…have positive impact on your students?  Explain. (see above 5a. & h.)  
…allow any students to accept the leadership challenge?  Explain. Naturally some students became 

 more invested over the course of the year. This manifested itself in a variety of ways. Their presence in 
 the classroom became more comfortable to their ability to invest themselves on behalf of their site.  

…have any noticeable impact on student behavior? Explain. I think the class/program brings up a 
 variety of tensions for them. Who they are—who the people at the sites are. Their level of affluence—
 the persons they meet who aren’t as sound financially. Ease at giving a grant—call to be personally   
 with those they are helping.  

  
9) If you were doing this program again, what changes/improvements would you make? My class is in a 
situation somewhat different from many, though not all, of the other Magnified Giving programs. This is the 
volume of service and by extension the connection that we have with the sites we ask for RFPs. Should there 
be a service connection with the site(s) chosen? I would be in favor of an “inservice” day. Not so much for the 
teachers (yes), but just as importantly for the students. I think it would be of great value to get the various 
schools/students together. This could be done early in the year, middle, and/or late to share some of their 
experiences.  
 

10) At this time are you still interested in participating in next year’s program?  Yes 
 

11) In order to help future Philanthropy participants, please share the following materials. You will receive 
proper acknowledgement for the materials you provide. 
 a. Educational components: Powerpoint presentations, handouts, websites, etc… 
 b. Correspondence: Copies of the RFPs you sent, acceptance and rejection letters, etc… I followed the 
 outline of the pre-existing letters on the MG website.  

c. Student work: Reflective essays or other student responses. You should have numerous examples of 
 these on file from St. X students.  
 
 
12) We are putting together a Teacher Manual over the summer.  Is there anything specific that you want us 
to make sure to include in the manual? I’m not sure what scope you have in mind for the Teacher’s Manual. 
This would influence what to include.  
 



13) MG Website.  The website will continue to be developed over the summer.  Is there anything specific you 
would like to see included on the site? 
 
 
14) Where would you like me to mail your stipend check? Note:  If there are multiple teachers at your school 
involved with the program, please indicate how you would like me to divide the check…and where you would 
like each check sent. I had asked that my stipend be given to the Assistance League of Greater Cincinnati. If 
you could send me a note indicating that I donated that amount to them I would appreciate it.  
 
 
 


