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The Annual Evaluation Report, Title I, ESEA, Fiscal Year 1970 for the
Commonwealth of Virginis is composed of five parts:

/1. Consolidated Prcgrém Information Reports submitted by
' fifty-nine(59) Local Educational Agencies in November
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in response to the Survey Instrument used in the Elementary
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STATE ANNUAL TITLE I EVALUATION REPORT
FOR

FISCAL YEAR ENDING JUNE 30, 1970

The nine questions listed in OE Form 4320 have been answered below zs

Edirectly as possible and numbered in the szme order =nd sequence &s they appear

on the form.

1.

Besic State Ststistics

A, Number of opersting LEA's in the State 138
B. Number of LEA's psarticipating in Title I 136
(1) During the regular schocl term only 13
(2) During the summer term only 2

{3) During both regular schcol term and _
summer term ' 121
C. Number of Title I Programs 245

This represents the number of projects conducted
during the regulsr and summer sessions. Most
LEA's had two projects, one during the regular
session, and one during the summer session

D. Unduplicsted number of students participating will
be submitted at a later date when all ststisticsl
data are snalyzed. The number should vsry little
from last yesr. See Appendix B, "Title I in Action

. Page 2"

Visits Of Staff Members To LEA's

A major fsctor contributing to the success of the Title I Program in Virginia
has been the close relstionship and rapport established between the Locsl
‘Educstional Ageneies ﬁersonnel and those of the State Eéuaaticnal Agency.
Much of the credit for this cen be attributed to the visitation program in
operation, and the. fact chat the state cffice ﬁas continually developed the

image of being a helping rathef than a supervisory or ‘dictatorial agency.

The Stste.is_divided»intglfaﬁrlregicns for supervisory purposes. An Assistant

.SuperviSQr‘of:Titlg I»hagyﬁeen essigned to each region. His office and his

residence sre located in his assigned reglon. This organizstion has improved” * #?



communications #nd provided easy to obtain state sssistance without contacting

3 . the central state office.

Each regional supervisor prepsres » monthly itinersry for visiting LEA's iIn his
region. He reports the results of his visits to the Stste Director of Title I.
He is slso 1equired to submit a detsiled trsvel report to the state office.
These reports sre 2nalyzed to determine the purpose and extené of visits to

Local Educstional Agencies.

In addition to the visits made by Regional Supervisors, the Stste Director and
Agsistsnt Supervisor for Evalustion have maée many visits to local agencies to
assist with problems and to estsblish 2 '"feel' of the program at the lowest

levels. The sversge Title I Program in ‘'rginias was visited 4.6 times during

the pest year by SEA Title I staff members. The number of visits to esch specific

progrem is Indicsted in Appendix A.

-

The number of visits made to a LEA depends upon the need. Some LEA's have been
visited many more times than others. 1If they hsve unususl or special problems,
they sre visited to help solve these problems. New projects sre visited more

frequently thsn continued projects.

Beyond the sssistsnce provided by the SEA Title I staff, esch LEA hes been
encouraged to utilize the supervisors and speeialists from all divisions of the
State Depsrtment of Educstion to help them plan and operste their Title I
projects, Over two hundred v%éits have been made to the LEA's by these special-
ists. They have sssisted in many technicsl areas and helped to identify the

Title I Program with the total state educstionsl effort.




The purposes of visits end proportion of visits by types, are as follows:

kil Estimated Proportion
- _ of Visits

Program Planning

- Determine the need for and desirebility of program,
number and location of target schools, types of
activities and general information about program.......:... 20%

Effect: Program planning assistance has been

o emphasized this yesr. Significant results
have been sttrined in more sccurste selection
of tsrgct schools, and more sttention being
given to identifying valid needs of the
disadventaged child,

Program Development

Assisting the Local Coordinstor in thes preparation
of his project spplication, including equipment
list, budgeting, objectives, @LC...c-eecresssearsssasannsenss 20%

Effect; Visits by steff members have assisted

in estsblishing progrsms based on the
most serious needs of the student.

- Improvement has been msde in estzblishing
behaviorzl aud measurasble objectives, which
mekes evesluztion of the program more
mesningful.

JEREAL,

Program Operstion

Visiting projects while in operstion to observe its

success, to assist in improving wesknesses znd te

provide guidance as to complying with the intent of

the PrograM..ce.csessceacnssssoccsssnsssssssssssascssasenes 40%

B R T ST

Effect: It is believed that visits during the
operstion of the program have done more to
improve the quslity of progrems and rssure
complience with Title I guidelines than any-
other fsetor. Visits during the progress of
the program not only provides guidance in
making changes resulting from unforeseen cir=
cumstznces, but, also contributes to sound
planning of future programs.

4FRIC
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Evelustion

Visits to assure that sdequste eveluation criteris

have been estsblishad znd sppropriate measuring

devices are being used during the operstion of the

project, and to sssist in the preparation of the

eveluation report....ceseesscecarssasssssscssssssassasasasas 20%

Effect: Visits concerning evelustion have resulted

in estsblishing better objectives, and =

gre~ter consciocusness 2s to ''what we are

trying to accomplish, 2nd how well we zre

gsucceeding'. All phasses of the Title I

program sre improved by assistance in

evaluation,
In sddition to visits made to local projects by the state staff members, all
LEA Coordinstors for Title I projects are contacted directly at least twice a
year by the State Director, Evalustor, and Regional Supervisor, at regional
meetings. It 1s slso significent. that representetives of LEA's have visited
the Stete Office an estimated average of 4 times during the year. LEA's and

the SEA hsve rversged 2bout 20 telephone conversstions 2 yesr regarding all

phsses of the Title I Program.

Chznges In Procedure During Lest Three Years And Effects Of These Changes

A. Among the changes which have improved the quality of Title I projects are:
(1} Grester emphesis on the quality of progrsm plenning. |

Title I 2dministrators a2nd teschers must determine in detsil what
the educetional needs of the eligible children sre. They must
estrblish objectives, determine the best course of action, and
evsluate the success or failure of the course of sction taken.
Prior to Title I progreams, and in the initial stages of Title I,
this type of organized approach was weak, unenthusiastically
developed and generslly ineffective. During thE'lsét three years
g much better understsnding of planning has developed and the fruits

of direction and znalysis have been observed, resulting in consider-

able improvement in the effectiveness of Title I Programs. The
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detsiled planning required in Title I Programs has not only affected

Title I eligible children, but in many cases has affected the whole

widags

school system. The requirement that each Title I project plan
esteblish an eveluation procedure, snd that each activity be evaluated,

) hss resulted in new emphesiz throughout the entire program.

(2) Ineressad Emphasis on selection of target schools.
The racial integration of all school systems in the state has resulted
in mapy former target schools not qualifying and other schools nocw
qualifying as target schools. Many sdjustments were necessary inciuding
new surveys to determine the riost economically deprived school areas.
Close supervision by Title I supervisovs in the selection of target
schools has resulted in fewer schools qualifying and substantially better

justification for those selected as tsrget schools.

washiky

- (3) Greater emphasis upon pavrent and community participaticn;

Guidelines have been established zs to the formation of advisory
comiittees. Discussion of szdvisory committees #nd community involvement
hss been conducted a2t regional meetings throughout the state. The State
Title I Office requires = report from each LEA of prcgfess in these sress,
As s result of the emphasis, substantially all of the LEA's have made
progress in the srezs of advisory committees, parent participation and

community involvement.

(4) The rapport which exists betwéen the State Depsrtment of Education -and
the LEA's has caused the quality of the Title I Program to be improved.
The readiness of regional supervisors and other personnel of the State
Office to assist in prcjegtAﬁiéﬁniﬁg, operation and eveluation problems,
t - and 2 school level visitation program has caused locéal programs to improve

in uniformity of objectives snd to more directly address the educational

6
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problems envisioned in the Elementary and Secondary Education Act.

The participation ¢f non-public school children:

Non-public school officials have been contacted by ietter and by wvisits
from regional supervisors snd locsl coordinaters in an attempt to enlist
grerier participstion. Though there has been a small increase in the
number of ncnspuﬁlic school children attending Title I classes, many sare
not resched. Only spproximztely 107 of the non-public schools in Title I
eligible divisions participsted in the Title I Program. Severel rezsons
exist for minor psrticipation. Many of the non-public schools in Virginia
do not qualify for participation becsuse of failure to comply with Civil
Rights requirements. State regulations preclude the support of sectarian
schools from public funds and many privste schools simply prefer to operate

sccording to their own plans.

Modification of projects in light of evsluation: -

Evaluation appesrs to have exerted considerable influence on the modifica-
tion end planning of projects. 1In se—versl LEA's a completely new direction
has been tzken as a result of thoughtful evsluation of previous programs.
The introducticn of many projects invelving trsining of children during

the summer for entry into school in the fall is s diract result of the
universsl success of such programs as determined by evaluation. The
quality of local evaluation is such that many programs are being modified

or changed. Evaluation at the stszste level has slso resulted in changes

.of emphasis. For Exemple: Training in the lower elementary grades proved

to be more successful than that in higher grades. This resulted in a
definite incresse in the percent of instruction given in the lower elemen~
tery grades. VThe development of a %ystem involviﬁg planned evzlustion,
thorough analysis snd the proper, use of evalustion data, has been a point

of emphasis throughout the progrem, and it is believed to be one of the

.
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grestest contributors to improving Title I projects. This is supported
by the fact that last year 128 activities, originally Title I, in 38
percent of the LEA's have proved to be 30 successful that they have been
implemented division wide and financed totally with stste and local funds,

Title T funds being diverted to other needed zctivities in target schools.

4, Effect Upon Educstional Achievement:

A.

The educstionslly deprived child enrolled in Title I instruction has
improved his eduéeticnsl position relativé to others in his grsde.

His rate of learning “as been sccelersted. This eonclusion is reached
as a result of extensive use of standardized tests and an analysis of
211l dats submitted to the steste office by local educstional agencies.
Abcﬁt 90% of all Loc:l Educational Agencies use standsrdized tests to
pre snd post test pupils enrolled in Title I classes. The same pupils
trke the pre and post tests. DPre-tests sre usually given in September
end post tests Iin April or May. The LEA's decide which achievement

test will be used.

The results of standardized tests used during the regular session and
the 1970 summer session will be snalyzed during Janusry, snd will be
submitted with other ststisticsl dats; however, results of previous

yepfs testing is conteined on Peges 9 and 10, of Apéendix B "Title 1

In Action".

These dsta reflect the test results of approximately 8,000 Title I
pupils (grades 2-12) taking the California Reading and Stanford
Achievement Test. All compsrisons are with natioon2l norms since the

state testing program does not provide comparable data.



Much subjective dete are available to support the success of the progrem

both in the cognitive end affective domsin.

B. Common charscteristics of effective projects:

(1) Personnel =~ The most successful projects usually have a local
eoordinator who is highly regarded by his superin-
tendent and school board. He has initiative and
experience and the respect of his subordinates.
Teschers snd tercher zidés have the grestest effect
upon the educational atteinment of children.
Successful projecés have taachers who are well
trained, concerned and interested in each child.
Academic degree does not sccurately measure the
success of the teacher.

(2) Trazining -- The successful projects are conducted by LEA's
which provide In-Service Trsining for teachers =1d
tescher sides. This trasining is directed towsard the
techniques of teaching the undarachiever.

(3) Planning == Most successful projects have been planned in detail
as to objectives, procedures, equipment and supplies
required, and evaluation. Those LEA's which have
analyzed and evaluated previous programs and used this
1nfcrmaticn to develop subsequent programs usually have
sounder progrsms than others,

(4) Activities -- Activities which have consistently shown substantial
success are Pre School Orientation, Remedisl Reeding,
Cultural Enrichment, Vocational Training, and Physical

Education.
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C. Relation of effecziveness to cost:

Little evidence has been obtained to show that there is a.subsﬁéntial

correlation between cost and effectiveness of Title I projects. Many"

of our most successful projects sre found in communities where the

cost per pupil is below the averege for the state, Relatively low cost

programs in rural or semi~rursl communities have generally been successful.

The Effect Of Title I On Administrztive Structure And Educationsl Prectices

The effects of the Title I program have been discussed to some extent in

Persgreph 3 above. The following additional effects have been observed:

A. State Educstional Agency

(1)

(2)

Administrstive Structure == Little change has been made in the
basic sdministretive structure of the State Educational Agency
since the Title I program was initiateag The assigmnment of
reglonsl supervisors, who visit LEA projects on a planned basis

secording to need, rsther then on a request basis, has developed

& high degree of confidence on the part of LEA's. Assistance

given during visits by these supervisors hes played a major role

in the success of the program.

Educational Prectices == A much greater use of Instructional aids

, throughout the stste has occurred as a result of Title I. Even

more importsnt, is the zmount of tresining given teachers in the
use of these #ids. The Title I program may be considered the
plioneer in the use of tescher aides in the stete. The success of
the teacher side program has causzed the number of teacher zides in
the gtate to increasse from hundreds to thousands during the last
few years. The Division of Teszcher Education has become involved
in the tescher aide progrem state wide and published guidelines,

Appendix C.

10
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Other educstionsl practices which have been sffected on a stste
wide bésis by the Title I Program are: Reduction in the number
of children per tezcher, reduction in the number of dropouts,
intensified work with potentisl dropouts snd much more thought
and effort directed toward the self image of the child =£s »

factor in learning.

Local Fducational Agencies

The administrative and educational practices, which have resulted from

the Title I Program, have produced a considersble impact upon Local
Educational Agencies. Meny LEA's have increased their supervisory
personnel. They have brosdened cheir curricula, including such training

as art, pre-school training, and cultural enrichment. Speech therapist,
heslth nurses, and other specislized personnel have been added to the
educationsl systems. These personnel and special classes introduced in
many LEA's by Title I to improve the chances of the educationally disadvan-
trged child, have in many creses ''sold" themselwves and sre now spresdinz
throughout the State. As stated in Pzragraph 3,C thirty-eight percent

of the LEA's have zdopted division wide activities originally started by
Title I. The type of compensstory training provided by Title I, once
escgblished in a school system, is most difficult to remove. The
community demands this trsining after seeing the results obtained. The
effect of Title I is expressed in one LEA report. '"The genersl educstional
¢climate in tﬁis division has changed with the success of Title T =ctivities

during the past five years'.

- Administratively and educationally LEA's sre more concerned with all

factors affecting the learning process of children. If the Title I
student is hungry, inadequately clothed, his teeth or other hezlth

problems interfere with his leerning, action is tsken to correct them.

11
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Mrny of these servieces zre now being provided locslly as » result of
interest and concern developed in the Title I Program. Parent and
community involvement has been stimulated as » result of Title I

emphesis.

A,

itional Efforts To Help The Disrdvantaged

The State has not provided special funds for the education of the
educsationslly deprived. Stste funds are alloczted to each division

for genersl educstion, without relstionship to the economic or socirsl
backgrounds of the students involved. At the locsl level many school
boerds hsve rsugmented Title I programs using local funds znd funds

mede sveileble to them by the State for genersl educetion use. The
state school lunch program and the progrsm for the physically and
mentally handicapped sre perhaps the most closely related. The stste
provides spproximately seven million dollars snnually for the physically
end mentslly handicspped progrsm; however, this program is not directed

specifically towsrds the educationally deprived,

Coordinstion with other federélly funded programs.
Meny cases exist where Title I programs have been coordinated with or

supplemented other federszl programs.

(1) . -The Community Action Program (OEQ)
Approximately 50% of 211 LEA's conducting Title I progrsms during
the reguler session, reported that Community Action Progrezsms were

conducted in their aress.

and reinforeced esch other in the following manner.

ACTION
Project was discussed with CA Agency

Complement rather than duplicate anti-poverty programs

12
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Cooperated in improving heslth of children
Coopersted in improving attendsnce
Cooperated in home visitation

ﬁutually exchanged information

‘Gcnpefated in in-service training

Cooperczted in providing food

Department of Aprieculture Food Progrsm -- Nearly all LEA's

cooperzte with the U. S. Department of Agriculture in providing

food for the disadvesntaged.

Nefighborhood Ynuth Corps =-- Most of the LEA's in Southwestern

Virginis reported that the NYC =2ssisted the Title I Program,
by providing teacher sides, librery assistsnts, and other

personnel.

Job Corps == Several LEA's reported cooperstion with the Job

Corps. Cooperation was largely in the area of dropouts.

Welfare Administration Program -- LEA's reported assistance

end cooperstion with Welfare Agencies in providing essentials
for school attendance, and information regarding student back-

ground and out-of-school problems.

Other Pedersl Programs in which cooperation and assistance were

Medicsl Aid Programs.

Title I, Title 1II, Title III and Title VI progrsms were mutually

supporting in many LEA's

13
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§HC§E§S Of Title T In Bringing Compensatory Educastion To Children Envolled Tn
Non-public Schools -

The efforts invelved in encouraging participation by non=publie school
children snd appsrent reasons for fsilure to reach z substsntial number have

been presented in Paragresph 3B.

The Title I Program in Virginia has influenced the educstionally deprived
children in non-public schools only in & minor way. Since stzte policy
precludes the payment of teschers in non=-public schools from state funds,
students from non-public schools have benefited primarily through participa=~
tion In Title I Summer Programs. Arlington County, Pittsylvania County,
Roanocke County and Norfolk City have perhaps been the most successful in

working with non-publiec school children. The most frequent patterns of

public schools when the private schools are not in session, and transport-

ing non publie school children to speciel Title I clssses at public schools.
Non=-public school children sppesr to have benefited most from classes in
remedial resding, cultural enrichment and recregticngl prégramsi Guidsnce
services, instructional sids #nd in-service e#ssistance h. ve made contributions

to non-public schools in some cases.

Tescher = Teacher Aide Training Prosram

The in-service trsining program for tegchers and teacher-sides involved in
Title I projects has been emphasized Iin Virginia each year. Leest year
spproximately $366,669 was expended for this purpose. Though the finsl
smounts are not. yet sveilable, it appears that approximately the ssme smount

will be expended this yeer.

Complete date are not yet avsilsble ss to the total number of participants

-and number of LEA's involved, however, it is believed that the numbers will

14
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not very greatly from that of fisczl yesr 1969. Refer to Page 16 and 18
Appendix B. Aprvoximately 72 consultants from state and out-of-gstzte
universities 2nd Stzte Deparﬁments of Education assisted LEA's in their

in-service trzining progrems.

It hes been the poliecy in Virginis to combine training of teachers and
tescher zides since the initial programs began, It is belie-red that

much is to be gained from this epproach. As # result of observations

of supervisors and personnel observstions, it is balieved that at lesst
75% of 211 teachers #nd tercher rides psrticipated in in-service training

during the current yeer.

The in-service treining program in Virginis is typified by the Roanoke
County Program. Prior to the beginning of Title I classes a three~day
combined workshop wss conducted for =211 teaschers snd teacher zides.
Tercher zides were enrolled in a special 48 hour course conducted by the
University of Virginis. These classes were usually held at night through-
out the term, and zcademic credit was given those stteﬁéing. In specisl
ceses, such as the introduction of a newAmethcd of teaching mathematics,
the tesnchers and tescher sides were given special trzining by members of
a college faculty or other qualified educators to prepare them for their
responsibilities. In addition, experts in the sres of teacher = tescher
elde relationships were called in for special classes two or three times
2 yeer. 1In this situation, teachers snd teacher sides receive sbout 60
hours of in-service trzining. This training is directed specificelly
towerd teaching dissdventaged classes and developing cooperstion between

teachers and tescher aides in sccomplishing their mission.

Community And Parent Involvement In Title I Programs

Nerrative reports of LEA's indicate that considersble progress has been

15
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mede in community snd parent interest and perticipation. Psrents natura.ly
trke ¢ grester Interest in thelr schools ?hen tﬁey realize that more attention
and concern is being given to their diszdvsntaged children and they are making
progress, where previously they had experienced little but failure. This
generalizetion is confirmed by many letters and statements by parents and

educstors Iin annual eveluation reports.

Title I, each LEA wess ssked to indicate this sttitude. The results are

showvn below:

ATTITUDE OF PARENTS TOWARD TITLE I TRAINING

— —__POOR___TFAIR __ GOOD __ VERY GOOD _ EXCELLENT _
Percent of those ‘
reporting 1 2 .31 . 37 29

The number of psrents »nd others from the community who volunteered their
services to help in the Title I Progrem is also significent. As was reported

last year it appears that the number of volunteers amounted to nearly 50% of

the number of teachers involved.

Prrents znd cthervvolunteefs hei? in many ways, inciuding:
Helping to arrange snd handle educaticnal gripg and visits
' Assisting in physical edﬁcation programs | |
Assisting with physiceal exyminations
Serving as teacher eides
"Helping with recreational aectivities
Helping with speciel progrsms E

Attending workshops to trein them to supplement the efforts
* of teschers in working with their dissdvantaged children

Serving as library essistents, etec.

Assisting in evaluation of the program

16
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It is Iinteresting to note thst several LEA's included parents on ev: lustion

tesms to help evsluate their Title I Programs.

One of the more interesting znd progressive p;cgramsrin developing parentsl
end community involvement wsy accomplished in the City of Petersburg. This
progrsm was truly innovative and the results have been rewzrding. A more
deteiled description of '"The Femily Forum'" may be found in the Petersburg
Evelustion Report (submitted with this report). During the past year sn
sttempt hrs been made to involve the parentgs in the development and
operstion of the Title I prégram in esch LEA. Local advisory committees
hzve been formed in a large percentsge of the LEA's for this purpose. These
cormittees are composed of parents, interested members of the community and
educstors. Meetings of these committees sre held periodicelly for the pur-
pose of discussing the totsal Title I-program and fincng solutions to problems
involved. These committees are helping.to develop bett community criented

progrems and to spresd the influence of Title I within t. . communities concerned.

Appendix D 1g & copy of the eveluation format used to assemble data from the

I.BA's for use at stazte level.
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FAIRFAX . 1 T ] 3
FAUQUIER E JANDOAH 3
FLOYD 7 . svywd i 7 ABINGDOR ‘.
FLUVANNA i - o SOUTHAMPTON | < CAPE CHARLES Ww/Northampton
FRANKLIN SPOTSYLVANIA | 7 COLONIAL BEACHw/Westmorelan:
FREDERICK B 2 SLAL FORD ) FRIES /o
GILES v SURR __/ ___POQUOSON w/York
GLOUCESTER - J ] ) SALTVILLE ' /7
GOOCHLAND — ! e WEST POINT s
GRAYSON 5 -
GREENE - if‘GIO’v” T~
GREERSVILLE 3 IORELARD A N i
HALIFAX B VTOE R TOTAL VISITS 610
HANOVER < ~WYTHE f Pk
G YORK I
HIGHLAND j ,
ISLE OF WICHUT , ; ALLXANDRIA ! A
JAMES CITY “w/Williamsburg RRISTOL ! ;7
KING GEORGE 1 . T BuninA VISTA =
KING AND QUEEN — 5 CHARLOTTESVILLE L
KING WILLIAM =D Clii SAPLEAIE -
LANCASTER _ .3 CLIFTON FORGE | /
LEE . - - ‘COLONIAL HEIGHTS 7.
LOUDOUN I COVINGTON 7
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EVALUATION SUMMARY DATA

TITLE |

in Action

VIRGINIA

 Fodoral Brograms Offce

. State vDeﬁaftnigét'qf"Edugaﬁon N

. Richmond, Virginia 23216

T e



- EVALUATION SUMMARY DATA
| 1968-69

| REGULAR SESS!ON
1969

SUMMER SESSION

VIRGINIA

NOTE:

The basic data for this summary
were obtained from the Annual
Statistical and Evaluation Re-
ports of Title I Programs con-
ducted in 131 Local Educational
Agencies (LEA’s) in Virginia.
Evaluation Reports submitted by
the fourteen LEA’s included in
the Naticnal Assessment Survey
were not included in this report.
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Fiscal year 1969 was the fourth year in which
federal funds were provided to meet the special needs
of educationally disadvantaged children in Virginia.
These funds provided by Title I of the Elementary
and Secondary Education Act were shared by 131
school divisions in the State.

In addition to the regular Title I programs, amend-
cation af the children of migrant agricultural workers,
children residing in State-operated or supported
schools for the handicapped, and children in insti-
tutions for the neglected and delinquent.

Much attention has been given to evaluation of Title
I projects at the local level. An evaluation plan is
submitted with the project application and evaluation
continues throughout the project periods. The primary
purpose of evaluation is to determine how successfully
the objectives established at the beginming of the
project have been accomplished, and which methods
have been most effective in attaining these objectives.
Evaluation data are used to plan future programs and
to determine direction of instruction.

The school divisions use many different measures to
determine the effectiveness of the programs in meeting
the special needs of the children. Standardized tests,
questionnaires, teacher check lists, pupil surveys, at-
tendance records, teacher-made tests, case histories,
and anecdotal records are the most frequently used
devices. Evaluation is not only concerned with the
attainment of specific skilis and knowledge, but it
is also very much involved in assessing attitudes,
motivations, interests, adjustments, and anxieties.

A majority of the students enrolled in Title I classes
are given standardized tests before and upon com-
pletion of their instruction. These Statewide results
provide “hard data” on the achievement of Title I stu-
dents as compared with national norms. Subjective
evaluation is attained from many sources, but pri-
marily from the teachers and supervisors who work
with the students daily. They are the best qualified
persons to detect changes on a day-to-day basis.

24
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General Analysis of Title I

The evaluation summary data which follow, are generally self-explanatory.
They set forth the extent of the program in Virginia, the educational and service
activities provided, the success of the program, and many factors which have con-
tributed to a better chance for the educationally disadvantaged. The following
general observations on the results of the Title I program are based on reports
from the participating school divisions.

1. Title I reached fewer children and provided more concentrated instruction

than ir: the ﬁré;igus year. Enrollment decreased approximately 9.5% and the cost
per child remained about the same. Approximately 12% of the school enrollment
in Virginia is enrolled in Title I classes. (Reference Page 2) .

i ¢

2. The percentage of funds spent for instruction has increased substantially and
that spent for equipment has heen reduced to 2.4% (Reference Page 3)

3. Increased emphasis is being directed to the lower grades. Previous evalua-
tions pointed out that greater results are obtained at the 1-3 grade level. [Refer-
ence Page 4]

4, The Title 1 Program serves approximately an equal number of white and
Negro children, (Reference Page 3}

5. The largest number of children were enrolled in remedial reading or other
reading classes; however, art, music, and cultural enrichment were very popular.
{Reference Page 5)

8. The most popular service activities provided by Title I were food, health,
and transportation. Narrative reports were very favorable regarding attendance,
and teacher aide services. (Reference Page 5)

7. The use of teacher aides has played a major role in the Title I Program.
Nearly 4,000 teacher aides have been employed in regular and summer programs.
(Reference Page 7)

8. In-service training of teachers to prepare them to teach the educationally
disadvantaged has influenced the work of many teachers in the educational system
in Virginia. (Reference Page 17)

9. The educational attainment of children enrolled in Title I classes has been
accelerated. Results of standardized test scores indicate that Title I pupils are
not only holding their own, as compared with the national norms, but are im-
proving their position. These students normally drop farther behind their peers
each year they are in school. (Reference Pages 8-11)

10. Title I has helped to lower the dropout rate of high school students. (Refer-
ence Page 12)

11. A relatively small number of private school students are receiving Title I
instruction. Many private schools are not interested. (Reference Page 15)



12. Title I classes have a lower pupil-teacher ratio than other classes. (Refer-
ence Page 12)

13. The educational qualifications of teacher aides have improved. (Reference
Page 13)

14. The Title I Program for children of migrant workers has been rewarding
to both pupil and teacher. Emphasis has been placed upon training teachers and
aides to work with this unusual group.

15. Title I has assisted over 5,600 handicapped childrer in public schools and
institutions. {(Reference Pages 5 & 19)

16. Over 1,000 delinquent children in institutions have been given special
instruction to improve their skills and social attitudes necessary for goad
citizenship.

THE EXTENT OF THE TITLE | PROGRAM IN VIRGINIA
FISCAL 1969 AS COMPARED WiT¥ 1968

1968
PROJECTS APPROVED 196
PROJECTS COMPLETED . 19
NUMBER LEA'S PARTICIPATING 124
DURING REGULAR TERM ONLY . ... ... .
DURING SUMMER TERM ONLY
DURING BOTH REGULAR & SUMMER TERM ...
NUMBER PUPILS PARTICIPATING IN
REGULAR SESSION e e 136,573
SUMMER SESSION oo 80,315
* UNDUPLICATED COUNT OF PUPILS PARTICIPATING 163,878
COST PER PUPIL . e $170.18
TOTAL FUNDS SPENT IN VIRGINIA AT ‘
LEA LEVEL . 27,888,969

*From Fiscal Records as of November 1, 1969 for C Projects Low-Income Groups,



*EXPENGITURES OF TITLE | FUNDS

Administration ~ 45%
Instruction . 72.5%
Attendance Services 2.1%
Health Services 2.1%
Transportation - 19%
straiiun of Plant : 8%
Maintenance of Plant 3%
Fixed Charges 6.2%
Food Services 5.0%
Construction: 1.8%
Equipment 2.4%
Miscellaneous Activities A%

; *Basic Figures Obtained From Fiseal Repart

PERCENT. OF CHILDREN ENROLLED BY

ETHNIC OR RACIAL CHARACTERISTICS IN TITLE I CLASSES
WHITE . 510 469
NEGRO - o 478 537
AMERICAN INDIAN 008
ORIENTAL . 01
PUERTO RICAN . , 16
MEX-AMERICAN ' 03
OTHER _ - : 97
{ N & 28



PERCENTAGE OF LEA'S WITH PROGRAMS BY GRADE
GRADES
KG 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
100 :

90
853 1844

80

70

60

40.3
(1967-68)

26.9
(1968-69)

Grades” , o Regular Session Summer Session
C PreSchool L 26% @3%) 196768 lagx

Sl 120%
200 woos%| L
Lo dasw| o RN

2770% . 190%
TB23%) T (222%)




NUMBER OF CHILDREN PARTICIPATING BY INSTRUCTIONAL AND SERVICE ACTIVITY

Regular Session Summer Session

English Language Arts (except reading) 16,643 9,288
Reading ) 89,526 24,061
Gultural (Inc. Art, Music, Enrichment) ' 103,286 27,641
Social Science/Social Studies 8,304 8,160
‘_ Natural Science & Math 25,461 21,7711
?. Vocational Skills (inc. Home Ec.) 2,677 2,003
Special Activities for the Handicapped 2,980 503
Others (Kindergarten, Physical Ed. & Rec., Business Ed., o
Industrial Arts) 59,361 36,286
|
’ Attendance 30,816 6,316
Clothing ... 8950~ 1,346
i Food ‘26,';95'_)5 - 34,865
f Guidance & Counseling i 37,915 13,129
Health (Medical & Dental) Coagges 11,382
Library 34593 18,249
Psychological 5540 787
School Social Work 1,811
Speech Therapy 511
Transportation 31,274
Special Service for Handicapped 85
Other 5,306
NOTE: Approximately 745 of the above were from non-public schools.

r
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APPROXIMATE COST OF SELECTED TITLE ! ACTIVITIES
REGULAR AND SUMMER SESSIONS

Activities:

Instructionzl Cost

English Language Arts

{(except reading) $ 1,183,248

Reading $ 7,651,178

Cultural (Art, Music, Enrichment) $ 1,471,412

Social Science/Studies $ 357,592

Natural Science & Math $ 1,453,026

Vocational Skills 7 $ 299,473

Special Activities for Handicapped $ 630,920

Other (Phy. Ed., KG., Bus. Ed., Ind. Arts) $ 2,919,500

TOTAL $15,966,349
’ Service

} Attendance $ 464,986

; Clothing $ 42,363

Food $ 1,266,089

Guidance & Counseling $ 272,703

Health (Medical & Dental) $ 480,286

Library $ 666,103

Psychological $ 165,739

School Social Wark $ 153,301

Speech Therapy $ 106,443

Transportation § 467,596

Special Services for Handicapped $ 15925

o Other Service Activities % 255236

C 6 TOTAL . - $ 4,356,770
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ACTIVITY ASSIGNMENT

NUMBER POSITIONS
Regular Session Summer Session

Kindergarten or Equivalent 503
Elementary 1,926
Secondary 312
Handicapped Classes NA
Teacher Aides 1,875
Other Professionals 445
Other Non-Professionals 730
TOTAL 5,791
EVALUATION METHODS 0B DEVICES USED
EVALUATION
INSTRUMENT
USED




CGNSMLTANTS HELPED LEA'S EVALUATE THEIR TITLE | PROGRAMS

Number of Consultants Used

Number from Virginia Universities and Colleges

Number from out-of-State Universities

Number from State Department of Education
Other Than Title | Personnel

Number from Other State Departments of Education
and Specialist In Appropriate Areas

Number Holding Doctors Degrees

LDBAL EDUGATIUNAL AEENBIES SAY THEY :ER;;" UGGESSFUI. Tl) THE FOLLDWIN‘E EXTENT"

12

26

18

21

21

A Acti
- SIJBSTANTIA[ somz I.IITLE on
SUCCESS SUCCESS NO succzss

SUBSTANTIAL

SUCCESS ;
7 1967 7 19587 19697 7

17967

SOME
SUCCESS
1968

1959

1967

LITTLE OR

NO SUCCESS

1968

1969




B AV ATANDA

CHANGE IN PERCENTILE RATING

] ﬁércérit of students compared w}th
national norm
TEST 1.10%ile 11.25%ile |  26-50%ile  51.75%ile 76.99%le
1967-68 1968-69 | 1967-68 196B-68 | 1967-68 1968-60 | 1967.68 1968560 | 1967.68 1968-69
Pre-Test 330 36.9 26.9 28.9 25.7 237 9.0 6.1 4.5 44
California — — — - — — : I R
Post-Test | 27.8 304 236 22.4 256 25.7 12.6 12.5 104 9.0
Achievement _ i S A I .
Change —6.1 —6.5 —33 —6.5 -1 +20 | +36 | +64 |+59 +4.6
Pre-Test 414 426 348 322 115 14.6 84 6.2 39 44
Stanford - n — 1 — )
Post-Test | 28.2 322 326 32.5 18.0 17.5 15.6 11.7 5.6 6.3
Rchivvement |__ i _ .
Change |-13.2 |—104 —2.2 +.3 +6.5 +2.7 +7.2 +5.5 +1.7 +19
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THE SUCCESS OF THE TiTLE | RcADING PROGRAM
AS DETERMINED BY STANDARDIZED TESTS

The concentration of Title I funds and effort on the improvement of reading skills has re-
sulted in a special analysis of standardized test results in 10 Virginia school divisions.

Eight rural and two city divisions are included in this analysis. These divisions were
selected because they had successful reading programs and the test resulis were reported
on a uniform and comparable basis. All groups were given a pre-test and post-test, in most
cases in Septemver and May, respectively.

It is significant that the students involved in these tesis were educationally disadvan-
taged and would normally be expected to obtain approximately .7 of a month increase in
mean grade equivalent for each month of instruction.

I BY STARDARDIZCD READING TESTS

RATE OF GAIN BY TIT_E | STUDEMTS IN TEN DIVIZIONS 45 MEAL!

Ry T

NUMBER TESTED 434 267 328 276 133 441 260 910 349 496 3,894
MEANGAINBY MONTHS | 0000 | Mean Gain
FOR EACH MONTH 125 175 131 125 112 1.06 136 145 1.30 107 | By Division
OF INSTRUCTION 1.29

Though the summer session lasied for only 6 1o 8 weeks, many divisions administered
standardized tests. The validity of this testing may be questioned on account of the short
pei:igrl of time; however, the test results of 4,170 pupils including preschool through the fifth
grade indicate considerable progress.

PRESCHOOL 50%

: ' : | 1ST 47%

GRADE—Percent of those in the 1-10 per- IND 392,
centile in the pre-test who moved to a

higher percentile group in the post-test. ‘ 3RD 58%

- 4TH -25%

5TH 16%
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{MSTRUCTIOHAL
RCTIVITIES

Kindergarten

Vacational Education

Home Economics
Cutural Enrichment

Physical Education

Hatural Science

Music

Guidance & Counseling

Industrial Arts

Art

Special Education

Mathematics

Social Studies/Science

SERVICE
ACTIVITIES

Psychological Services

Tutor/Study Center

Food

Curricula Materials Center

Clothing

Library Services

Attendance Services

School. Social Work

Health

SUBSTANTIAL
soccess NN

LITTLE OR NO
SUCCESS

11



Target Schools:
One-third or more o .

of enrollment: All Other Dropout

Year Participating in Target Schools Rate For
Title | - (Title I) Entire State

1966-67 7.18% 5.88% 5.3%
1967-68 6.55% l 5.56% . 5.1%
1968-69 5.60% 5.11% 45%

Amount of decrease o o .
in percent 68-69 95% ' 45% b%
Decrease in percent o o o
196667 to 1368.69 1.58% | J1% 8%

SIGNIFICANT FACTS

1. The dropout rate has decreased most in schools where the concentration of
Title I students is the highest.

2. The dropout rate has decreased considerably more in schools having 1/3 or
more participants in Title I instruction than ‘in all schocls in Virginia. :

CONCLUSION

Title I has assisted in decreasing the dropout rate in Virginia.

Average Size Average Size
Title | Classes Non Title | Classes

\ﬂﬁ#ﬁﬂ#tﬁﬂﬁtiw4

AVERAGE CLASS SIZE ,‘\

Year

1966-67

A

MARSAARAAAR A ARMARARRARRA,
M |
AAMRRRARARAARAAARAA AR 2

A

T

- g RARRAARAN A A =
* *‘/]172

4
869 - ,A\k {l
AR 22‘@ MARAMAR AR G 222

n 37
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QUALIFICATIONS OF TEACHER AIDES EMPLOYED IN TITLE | PROGRAM

10— : — — -
65.6
60
50
40
30
20
10
.3 2-1 1.3 ] ) A ‘3 ‘6
o . . e
MASTERS BACHELORS COLLEGE HIGH SCHOOL HIGH SCHOOL LESS THAN
" DEGREE DEGREE TRAINING DIPLOMA TRAINING HIGH SCHooL
I 105768
RANK
196667 | 196768 1968-69 )
; _ -

1 1 -2 Use of better educational equipment and supplies

Y. 2 1 Use of teac‘nef aides

— 3 3 Reducéd size of classes

:] 4 4 Providing curricula materials center

4 5 E 5 Increased s:mervision

3 6 E 6 In-service training

38



MTEDS OF DEPRYED

RANK BY YEAR

1966-67 1967-68 I 1968-69

1 ! Inadequate reading development

2 E 7 Special training fn'xj handicapped chi_ld,:r’en
B 3 E 7 Inadeqn;a'té command of language —
4 7 Inadequate ;l;t;lfal and sociai development
) 5 7 Inadequate pre;:hool experience
6 Poor health W -
] 7 ) Nutri;m;al 7deficie‘ncieis -

ERIC ™ | )
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PHON, TEACHFR PAR

NT AWD “OMMURITY ZEAD

Ti0N T0 4

ARERS OF TITLE ¢

~ Percent of Prulects 'Repnrtmg As:

Areas of Title 1 7 Poor | ngr Good _ E V Good & Excellent
Pupil interest and partuclpatmn - ] g % -
In project B 137 5 77?{3 9 E 324
Pupil needs being met through EE i
project B ‘i 2 294 % 52 9 o 177
Teacher aides contribution fo ; 4 ) BE i ,
the project B 142 E 36.9 E 48,9
Contribution of Title | procured & o i 7
equipment 1 6 g 49
School faculty attitude towards_ e
project 1.9 226 24.5
Private schoals attitude towards o k B
eroject involvement 17.6 | 59 B 236 176
Parents (low income) appreciation . s
of project 1, K2 314 284

~ Community awareness of project é 838 422 8.8




MISCELLANEOUS DATA OF INTEREST

EQU'PMENT

Percent of Funds Spent for Equipment at Local Level
as Compared with U.5. Averages

1967 - 1968

1965 - 1966 1966 - 1967 1968 - 1969
VA, US. VA, US. VA. US. VA, US.
21.2 o 82 17 50 . '

20.2

24

16

ADVISORY COMMITTEES
48.5% Of LEA’s Have Advisory Committees

NON-PUBLIC SCHOOLS

17 of 181 Non-Public Schools Participated
In Title | Projects

*ASSISTANGE FROM OTHER DIVISIONS
OF THE STATE DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

No. Request for Assistance 202

No. Visits to Assist Title | Projects 190
Activities No. Visits
Language Arts, Reading, etc. 31
Special Education - 20
Music ' 11
Mathematics : 10
In-Service Training _ 10
Physical Education—Art '
Kindergarten
Other : ' 95

“*Reported by 104 Divisions During Regular Session.
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IN-SERVICE TRAINING PROVIDED

TITLE | PERSONNEL WITH TITLE |1 FUNDS

RING:

NUMBER PROVIDED IN-SERVICE TRAINING DU
- Regular Session - - ' Summer Session ~ Cost
TEACHERS . 1214 *(1318) 2086 *(3223)
TEACHER AIDES 1275 *(1017) 1278 *(1651) | $366,669
OTHER *($461,072)

PROFESSIONALS 408 *( 211) 216 *( 539)

*Figures in parentheses are comparable figures for the 1967.68 school year.




TITLE | ACTIVITIES FOR CHILDREN OF MIGRANT WORKERS

LEA'S PARTICIPATING: ACCOMACK COUNTY, VIRGINIA BEACH CITY, ROANOKE COUNTY

NUMBER ENROLLED

Grade 1-6
Pre-Kindergarten
Grade 7-12

Kindergarten NUMBER STAFF MEMBERS
PAID FROM TITLE | FUNDS

el

TOTAL 511

Teacher Aides

Teaching—Elementary

TOTAL
146

Bilingual—Elementary 2

Teaching—

Other Professional Kindergarten

Non Professional

IN-SERVICE TRAINING FOR STAFF

~_ Staff Members : ~ No. Hrs. Instrucion ~ Average No. Hrs.
Teachers 45 1,592 35
Other Professional 10 ' 311 31
Educational Aides 39 1,106 28
Other Non-Professional 7 56 9
TOTALS 101 3.06% 30



TITLE | ACTIVITIES FOR THE EDUCATION OF HANDICAPPED CHILDREN IN SCHOOLS
OPERATED BY THE STATE
(P.L. 89-313)

NUMBER OF CHILDREN PARTICIPATING

INSTITUTIONS INVOLVED
AND TYPE OF HANDICAP

Blue Ridge Sanatorium

Catawba Sanatorium Mentally
Eastern State Hospital Retarded 1,161
Lynchburg Training School '
Medical College of Virginia Hospital Deaf 513
Childrens Rehabilitation Center
at University of Virginia Visually
Petersburg Training School Handicapped 262
University of Virginia Hospital ) -
Virginia School for the Deaf & Blind at Hampton Seriously
Virginia School for the Deaf & Blind at Staunton Emotionally
Woodrow Wilson Rehabilitation Center Disturbed 89
Crippled 141
Health
Impairments 188
TOTAL 2,354

HUMBER STAFF MEMBERS EMPLOYED WITH TITLE | FUHDS
- (PART OR Flli.l. “ME)
o ',Hﬁm'her’fr SR ' Funds Expended:
o8 $315,817.00
o2 : (approximate)
3 ate Ex 'ndltures, |
2 Per Child Involved '
3 $134 00 v
1 .
3 NOTE
. 8 i All persunnel mvcnlved
T 19 . in teaching the handi-
<. ..~ capped were not paid
L 125 ~ from Title I fu:.ds.




TITLE | ACTIVITIES FOR DELINQUENT CHILDREN LIVING IN INSTITUTIONS

400
55,000
350 60,000
55,000
300 50,000
45000
250 @B
20000 =5
[--)
=
K B
200 35,000 E %
30000 £ £
150 25000
20,000
100] ) )
” 15,000
50 10,000
- 5,000
cn Natural rdge ﬁéﬁové School Beaumont Janie Porter Barrett ‘Bon Air School —
S=  Forestry Camp for Boys School School for Girls for Girls 2.2
= for Boys E=E=
FF EBg
EwE Average cost per child $198.40
SES
= [ ol
==
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Training

The type of tr..ning for teacher aides will
vary withthe duties to which they are assigned.
In general, all aides should have some know-
ledge of children and their development, class-
room management procedures, and the goals
and policies of the local school division. An
important area of emphasis in such training
should he the definition of the appropriate roles
of teachers and teacher aides. Specific areas
for training can best be determined by local
division personunel, including the classroom
teachers who will be working with aides.

Every .opportunity should be provided to
include the teacher in the aide training pro-
grams. Teachers who will be working with
aides also need specific instruction in the
supervision and utilization of other adults in
the classroom, as such training is not now a
part of the typical teacher preparation program.

The following are appropriate topics for a
teacher aide training prograrm:
1. Basic school law and rules and regn-
lations of the division.
2. Classroom procedures and school admin-
istration, including
1 a. Classroom management.
1 (1) Division of responsibilities be-
tweew teacher and teacher aide.
b. Record-keeping--both rationale and
forms used.
¢. Supervisory and administrative policies
--aide's relationship to the total
school program. ‘
3. Child study, including
a. General psychology.
b. Human growth and development.
c. Principles of learning.
4. Specific skills to be utilized by the aide
in the future assignment.
b. Mechanical operation and care of all
andio-visnal instructional equipment.
6. Public relations—explanation of the
problems of effective communication,
stressing ethics. v

7. Health edvration (first aid - nutrition)--
emphasis -on the legal aspects and
caution regarding medication.

In adcition to the use of their own funds to

train teacher aides, wany localities have
financed the training as a part of their Title 1
and/or Title III programs of the Elementary and
Secondary Education Act (P. L. 89-10). The
Education Professions Development Act also
provides funds for training teacher aides.
Under this act, one-third of the state allocation
may be used for such training programs.

Career Ladder

As set forth in the Virginia State Plan for |

the Education Professions Development Act.-
Part B-2, the following ‘“*career ladder," based
on the aide’s level of educational preparation,
delineates the steps which may lead to full
teacher status:

Step 1. Gradwate—Secondary School

Step 2. One Year College--(30 sem. hrs.)

Step 8. Two Years College--(60 sem. Ius.)

Step 4. Three Years College--(90sen. hrs.) ,,

Coliege Graduate--fully certified teacher
Such a “career ladder” would allow for 'the
assumption of more responsibility: by the.aide
as his level of training increases. An individ-

ual might enter at any stage in the “career .
ladder,” depending upon his previous training -

and experience. The locil school board’ may
wish to consider the development of a differ-
entiated salary scaie for teacher aides in
recognition of the wide variation possible in
their training and experience. . :
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; 8 | | EVALUATION REPORT
PUBLIC LAW 89-10, TITLE I

1969=70
ASSIGNED
COUNTY, CITY OR TOWN___ . ___ CODE
STATE
PROJECT TITLE - - PROJECT NO.___ )
- (Refer to Application Form
CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT NUMBER

DATRE TRAINING OR INSTRUCTION BEGAN: Regular Session ___ _
, Summer Session -

DATE TRAINING OR INSTRUCTION COMPLETED: Regular Session . ___
Summer Session

s

PREPARE IN QUADRUPLICATE
REPORTS DUE AS SOON AS POSSIBLE
APTER COMPLETION OF PROJECT
NO LATER THAN SEPTEMBER 15, 1970

~ Signature of Coordinator

Signature of Superintendent

Date _

Diatribution When Completed:

1 copy your filas )
1 copy to Regioncl Title I Assistaut Supervisor
(&) 2 copias to Title I Evaluator

[RIC L 50




County or City Code ___ (eel-d) (Use same code as used in the
application f@rrgh;grpraject)

(Card 01A)
1. Number of School(s) having Title I activities.....c.s.. __ __ (ech-6)
2. Name(s) of School(s) Involved _ L _
3. Circle the grade. levels in which Title I inatruction was given:
KG 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

(ec?) (ccB) (cc9) (GGiO)(ccll)(:ciZ)(ccl3)(cclﬂ)(;clS)(cclﬁ)(eci?)(cels)(cclé)
4. PBveluate the following areas from the standpoint of your own observation
and evaluation by circling the appropriate number (on the basis of:
#0-non-existent,. #l-poor, #2-fair, #3~-good, #4-very good, #3-excellent).
Pupil interest and participation in project...ccceccsees 012 345 (cc20)

Pupil needs being met through pwojeét......;........_,,. 012 345 (ccll)

. CGﬁtributiaﬂ of Teacher aildes to prajecé.,..ﬁ...,......- 012345 (cc22}
Contribution of Title I procured equipmen:.........;-..i 012345 (ec23)
School faculty's collective attitude toward project..... 012345 (cc24)
Private school's attitude toward pfaject involvement.... 0 1 2 3 4 5 (ec25)
Parents appreciation of projget...;-...;;.a.;,-i..._gi_; 012 345 (cecl2b)
General community's awareness of pxojecticescccsrnsccces 012 345 (cc27)

5. Waa this project in an area served by an appfcved Community Actfon Program?
(Circle appropriate response.) ' ‘

(cc2) Yes No

1f "yaa", Check space(s) below to describe the inter-relationship of the two

programs and how they reinforced eech otherz: ' : '

(cc29) ___C.A, Agency was consulted regarding project .

(cec30) ___This project complements rather than duplicates anti=-poverty
“programs in the community?

(cc31) _ Cooperated in improving health of .children

(cel2) ::ibaoperated in improving attendance

(eec33) ___ Cooperated in home wvisitation . .

(ce34) _ Mutually exchanged information about students’
(cc35) ___Cooperated in in-service training

(cc36) __ Cooperated in providing food and meals

(cc37) ___ Other areas of coopersation, Deucribe

2 ;!7' (Card OlA continues)
91

B



b,

County or City Code __ (ccl=3)

(Card 014 continued)

Indicate the most pressing pupil needs in your division that Title I is identi-
fied to meet, by placing au A" 'in blank opposite most pressing, "'B" in blank
for next most pressing, etc. Leave blank those which are not pressing needs.

(ccBS) _E_Inadequate reading development
(ce3?) _  Inadequate command of language
(cc40) __ Poor heelth

{cc4l) Nutritional deficiencies
(ccb?) Cultural deprivation

{cc4d3) Inadequate knowledge of mathematics
{cchb) Inadequate provisions for educating handicapped (physical & mental)

(ecc43) Inadequate pre-school experience
(cc46) Inadequate educational facilities _
(cc47) __ Others, Describe . _ - e

Ll

Indicate the extent to which class sizes have bean reduced, check appropriate
blanks: (Regular sessicn Dnl“)

(1) Average size of Title I classes: (to nearest figurs)

(cchB) A, 10

B. 12
C.E___ls
Dﬂ___17
Eh___ZO
F.__;QB
Gt___ZS
H.___BO'
I. _more

[

{2) Averaaa size of NgnaTitle I classes in schools in attendance area (approxl-
mately the same grade as Title I classes) .

(cc&?) A. 15'

B.ﬁ_ﬁZO
c.___ 23
D. 25
E. 27
F.__ 30
G. 35
H.__ 40
I.__ _more

(Cerd Code 01A - ¢c78-80)

N3
M\



County or 2ity Code - (eel=3)

(Card 023)

8. 1Indicste the factors which have contributed most to the success of the
programs by placing an "A” in blank opposite the factor contributing
the most, a "B'" opposite factor contributing next most, atc. (Mark only)
five (5). :

Success Factors:

{cehd ) Quality of facilities

(ced ) FﬂiQuality and amount of materials and equipment
(cc6 ) _ In-service training

(cc7 ) ___Pafent@T support

(cec8 ) ___ Community support

(~¢9 ) __ Reduction in teacher load

{cel0) ___ Teacher aides

(ccll) ~ Health improvement

(cecl2) ~  Nutrition, free food

{(ccl3) j::ﬁvaluatian

(ccld) _ Materials center

(cel5) ___ Use of specialist or consultants
(cel6) _ Reduced size of classes

(cel7) Increased supervision

(ccl®) ___other, Describe 7 i .

9. Indicate factors which have made it difficult for you to accomplish ycur
objectives, Place an "A" in the blank opposite fector causing greatest
difficuley; a "B'" in next most difficult, etc., (Mark only five (5).

o,

Problem Factors:

{cel?) - Late arrival of eéuipment and supplies

(ce20) __ Treined teachers not .available
(ce2l) __ Specialists not available

(cc22) __ Inadequate fecilities.

(cec23) Short duration. of project -
(ché)_ﬁi_Inadequate perentel support
(cc25) _ Lack..f transportation

(ec26) __ Inadequate equipment and supplies
(cc27) __ Teacher loed too great '
(ce28) ___ Inadequate guldelines

" (ec29) ___Other, Describe _ N ' e

10. Yes No Do you have a Title I Advisory Committee? (Cirecle appropriate

(cc30) response)
Yes No 1Is 2 parent of a Title I pupil .& member of the Advisory Committee?
{cc3l) ' _ : '
) ' o Number of Advisbfy'ﬁammittee meetings. - (Write number in blank)
Oy . (ec32-34) ' . = S : ’
11. 'Number of hours ioin inuservice training provided for teachexs

(Card DZA continueg)

53

';! - - (cc35) ";nd teacher side




County or City Code _ © (eel=-3)

12.

13.

{(Card 024 continued)

Indicete the relationship with non-public schools regarding participation in
the Title I Program. (Circle Yes or No or fill in blanks)

(cc36)

Yes No Advised non-public school officials of Title I Program

(ce37-32) __ ___ _ Number non-public schools 1¢cated in division arez

(cc40-42) __ __ __ Number non-public schools participating in the Title I

Program

I1f eny non-public schools perticipated in the Title I Program, znswer questions
below, if not, skip to next question.

(cc4d3) Yes No Representatives from the non-public schools were invited
to help plan the program
(cebdsd) Yes No The progrem plan was reviewed by a representative of the
non-public school prior to submission to the state office
-l
(cc45) Yes No  Non-public schocl representative: were Ilnvited to obeserve
the Title I Program in operation
(céﬁ&) Yes Ko Non-public school representatives assisted in evaluating
the Title I Program
(cch7-42) ___ Number of visits by representatives of the .on-publie school

to see or assist in the Title I Program

Pleesse provide datez required below regerding State Dept. of Educatian. personnsl.

Number of requests to Stete Department of Education personnel,
other then Title I persomnel, for rssistance in nlanning or operating
-the Title I Progrem.

The number of visits made by the nbove personmnel for the purpose of
aggisting in improving the quelity of the Title I Program.

Assistrnce was given in the following instructional or service activities,
Use Codes Only.

(cc56=58)

—— e = [ SU—— — e ———— — e m— ——

(2c5. 61) (ccb62-64) (ceb65-67) (cchb8-70) (cec71-73)

(Card Codc 02A - cc78-80)



County or City Code _ _ (eel=3)

Card 03A continued)

=
Ha
"
e
]

14. 7Please indicate the evaluation methods or devices used to evaluate your
project by checking the appropriate blanks.

(ce4 ) ___ Standardized achievement tests

(ec5 ) _ Ability tests

(ce6 ) ___ Other published tests

(ec7 ) ___Teacher or locally prepared tests

(cc8 ) ___Teacher observations

(ce® ) ___ Anecdotel records

{(eelD) _ Socicgrams

(cell) ___ Case studies

(cecl2) __ Rating scales

(eccl3) Questionnaires, answered by pupil or parent
(ecld) ~— Others, Describe o B - ) _ .

=l

15. List the names, titles, and institutions of all persons not in your school
system who assisted you with eveluating this project.

16. Describe any successes or problems that you may have encountered in relating
this project to other Titles of the ESEA.

g below instructional or service

17. Please indicate in the appropriate blamk
d because

activities which were originally provided Title 1 pupi¥s only an
of the success is now being provided division wide. (Use Codes)

(ccl5-17) (cclB-20) (ccZl-23) (cc24-26) (cc27-29) (cc30-32)

(Card Code 03A = cc78-80)

ar
<1




County or City Code _ ] (cecl=3)

7 18. Generalize about the effectiveness of Title I in improving education ‘
opportunities, experiences, achievement, and general attitudes toward educatiom.
Include interesting observations and other factors to support your opinion.

Comments by pupils, teachers and others should be included, when applicable.
(Use edditional sheet if necessary)

Regular Session

Summer Session

~

a
{ep)

Full Tt Provided by ERIC.



County or City Code ___ _ (ccl-3)

19, Give a brief report of your most affective project or activity using the format
below. This report should be written on a separate pags or pages and attached

to the back of the evaluation report, Any related photographs, new articles or
additional material should be included.

FORLIAT :

a.

b.

b
¥

L

Oy

C

ww
O

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

=

Name of project or activity.

Neme, address, and telephone number of person who can be contacted for
further information.

Objectives of project or activity.
The objectives must be stated specifically and must lend themselves to
measuremaent.,

Perticipants

Describe the criteria for selection of participants. Describe the
participants in terms of number, age, grade, sex, general background
characteristics, achievement level, and learning and behaviorsl problems,
ldentify the children in terms of the treatment combinations they received.

Staff
Degscribe the staff involved in administering the treatment in terms of
number, training, experience, functions, and responsibilities.

Treestment

Deseribe the treatment in terms such as the following: teaching
techniques employed, class size, classroom organization, equipment

end materiels used, special techniques or devices used to stimulate
participants, details of trips and visits, details of counseling and
gulidance, health 2nd nutrition, and other services provided. Indicate
the time of treatment (during school hours, after school, weekends,
summer school), and length of trestment (hours per day, days per weglk,
weeks per year).

Releated Components

Describe related project or activity components which are not an integral
pert of the treatment: EX. iavolvement of parents of the participants
use of teacher aides in the project or activity, in-service training for
the steff members involved in the project or activity.

Effectiveness

Evideauce of effectivenesa must be relzted to the objectives a3 stated

in "¢". Describe the instruments used. 1In the case of academic projects
and activities such as reading, arithmetic, language, and science,

evidence of effectiveness should be presented in terms of achievement gain
on appropriate standardized Instramanta. Other measures of effectiveness
such as shifts in opinions, attitudes, motivation, self-concept, attendance,
and tardinegs should also be presented, L{f available. In the cz2se cf other
types of projects and activities such asz cultursl enrichment, counseling
and guidance, and health and nutrition, academic achievement data may not
be the most relevant measure of effectiveness sand other measures may need
to be used,



County or City Code ______ _ = fececl=3)
SUMMARY OF EFFECTIVENESS FOR TYPES OF ACTIVITIRS

. TABLE I

i Complete tables below for all activities (e.g., reading, srithmetic,
pre-achooil, health services, after-aschool study centers, guidance gervices, ete.).
Pleage enter code numbers for activities and objectives in spaces indicated,
Activity codes are in Appendix Table I, and Objective codes are in Appandix Tabla
IT Example: Place 116 {n blank following activity code if you are reporting on
reading sctivity - 12 would probably be placed in blank following primary objectiv
If you had substantial success in Grades 1-3 place an '"x" in appropriate blank.
1f e#n activity was tsught in both the regular and summer session place an "x" in
both of the sppropriaste blanks. If otherwise, place "x" in blanks opposite regulas

0T summer.,

ACTIVITY CODE , {cch=6)
Regular (celO-11)
(S€7) only . '
—__ Suimmar — Progress Achieved Card
(38) only R — —
—— Both Reg.l. Substantial Soma - JLittle/HWo | Code
(ee9)& Summer B
Level o (eel?) 1 (celd) (cclé) | (cc78-80)
Pre‘lc-r V
| Kdgen. | _— e == 018
> .Grades 1-3 = S ——— 0zs
4-6 = N — 038
. 7-9 T ... — 1048
10-12 N ey — 10 5B
ACTIVITY CODE _ (ce4=6)
Regular | _Primary Objective .. —_ (ccl0-11)
(Sc7) only m - ——
Summer , _____Progress Achieved Card
[GCB) only - ' ' —
— Both Reg. Substantial Some fttla/No Code
(cc9)& Summer D - —
Level | @ (cel2) ) (eel3) | (eecls) _| (ce78 -80)
Pra-K./ o
... Kdgtn. - R e 1O 1B
Gf“da‘ 1‘3 ——E e — o — _ D 2,73
Q
C ‘ ____l10-12 P Rp— N 058




County or City Code ____ ___ __ (cecl=3)

ACTIVITY CODE ~ (cch=6)

___ Regular Primsry Objective . ... (cel0=-11)
fcc7) only - )
Summer 3  Progress Achfwved o Card
[cc8) only T - ' '
__ Both reg. _Substantial Some Little/No Code
[cfr.:'?)& Summer i ' o o
. Yevel _ (ecl2) | (eel3) { (cclb) _(cc78-80)

. Pre-K./

_Kdgen. il . —_ 1013

729 U (e S [ %

_10-12 - = N L - -

-

B 1
¢
;-‘_%

ACTIVITY CODE . (cchet)

__ Ragular Primary Objective
(cc7) only o -
 Summer - . Trogreas Achieved Card
CEB) anly ) ) ) o
, Both reg. Substantial Some Little/No Code
cc9)& Summer | o )

Level 1 _(ce12) | €eel3) | (eeld) {cc78-80)
Pre-K./ ' '
{__Kdgtn. _ _ e o0lB

_gfat!esi;‘dr R 0 rp:3

1038

04 B

4.,6 - - Sem——— il e e

058

—
e
———
—
S

10

al
Ha]




County or City Gode = (ecl=3)

(card ©)
TABLE II
TEACHER AIDE QUALIFICATICNS
1. NUMBER EMPLOYED __ __
(ce4-6)
2., NUMBER WITH:

Masters Degree
{cc7-9)

Bachelors Degree

—— — —

(ccl0-12)
College Training (nmon graduate) __ __

High School Diploma

(ccl6-18)

High School Training (non graduate) __

%: (ccl3-21)
Less Than High School Training ___
{(cc22~24)

3. NUMBER WITH PRIOR TEACHING EXPERIENCE
(ce25-27)

4. AVERAGE NUMBER YEARS SERVED AS TEACHERS AIDE,
CONSIDERING THE WHOLE GROUP -
(cc28=29)

NOTE: Total of numbers listed in Question #2 should equal
number iisted in Questiom #1.

(Card Code T - cc80)

11

60




County or City Code Code _ =~ (ecl-3)
TABLE 111
. PLEASE INDICATE LELOW THE IN-SERVICE TRAINING PROVIDED TITLE I PERSONNEL LISTED BELOW, W/ TITLE I FUNDS
! Mo. of Total Total | No. No. of [ No. of | , .
| bregenized No. Sollege ! No. of of Other |Teacher [Volntrs.
Classes/ | of Hrs. . Credit |Teachers Prof. | Aides | and , Card m
Groups Conduc. Hours w Attuod. Educators | Attnd. Pthers | Cost , Code ”
Source: _{Sonducted __+ Received | Attnd. sttnd. ,
{cch-7) | (ccB-11) [eecl2-15) [(ccl6-19) | (cc20-23) |(cc2b-27)(cc28-31) (cc32-40) {cc78-80) .
l.Attended | ./1AMMMA////VAMMH” "
| College l |f1\\\\ 3T T T i T - = T T T 4 TaT 7 - | i R ” . TaT T TaT T TaT T 01D
2.Classes m : , ,
Biven Locally | w w
for College i | !
Credit s TyT T e m - —— - - - . o = m P R e = mm - - b 0 ,
T 3.Corres. - & . —2 2 — , ) s 02D -
Courses for | m | ,, c
Col. Credit | T T T e oS PRI SR
, , h / I ! : -
| &.llorkshops |~,- - = ot Sl / L T T |
5.Short Term / ! : 2 ; . 2 7 = , 3 2 2 ,, 04D o -_nlm
linst.or Equiv. \ i ! @ W : ,,1+
Without Col. / \ , | i : “ ,,
Credit i Tl | mym = = , R e S | ]
6.0bgerva- | g\ w 2 a 2 2 ) : ) 3 . w 05D |
jtion or Visit ] \ : m ‘ w :
ToQther School | \\ff ! ! H ;
Jith Simi.dct =y~ = = | == = - | S S R R !
'7.Spec.Tee. ! / T . * = — 96D ,
ide Instruc, , ,”\ | w U |
[n Excess of | , | ; ' ,
{ 5 Hours .- = - -,= - = ,\ | S, S I, ; m w,
8. Other ,ﬂ,” T — : Tmz L oememymomz - 07D
ﬁcmmﬁﬂuﬂ.?mvf o = = T LTI TR I - Wl - m
: * 2 2 1 - - =y = Zym s .- - o 080D

NOTE: Workshops, Short term instruction, observation visits and teacher aide instruction should be

reported only if 2s much as 5 hours of inst i i nvo,
. N urs struction was involved. If less th ., g
provided, include ss other, ss than 5 hours is




County or City Code _ _ (ecl-3)

:j? ‘ Plaase complete the form below to indicate inatructionel areas in which train-
ing was received, how obtained, number of teachers and professionel eduea;etsr
receiving training and whether or not college credit was obtained. Do not consider

any training of less than five hours per subject.

TABLE IV

’ T " |COLLEGE | CARD

SJBJECT AREAS (1) |HOW OBTAINED (2) |NO. TEACHERS or EDUCATORS | CREDIT (3) | CODE

| (echb) " 1 (ee?y Cee8-11) ] (celZ) KccBO)

i - - = — e Sam m m — |E

- = v =y = = . E

- = — i Il _ — E
r .. o (o - s
——m s — mymomm S W

(1) Refer to Appendix Table I for instructional areas. List Qéde Only in this
Column. BExample: If training ifs in Methematics, Code 121 will be used. If
training is provided in subject areas not listed, please explain. _

(2) Refer to Table IV on the praevious page. Uge codes corresponding to number of
source in the firet column (1 through 8). BEwample: If training wes obtained
in a locally conducted class for college credit, place a '"2' in this column,

If obtained in workshop, use a "4'".
(3) Check if college credit was received.

NOTE: If instruction of five hours or more in one subject is provided by more
than one source, use the next line, recording subject code again in second
line code area and the additional source code in Column 2. Exemple: If
Math training is provided or obtained by attending college and locally cone-
ducted classes, code 121 would be entered in the first column on the first
and second lines. A "1" would be recorded in Column 2 on the first line and
a "2" on the second line. Only one code per line.

- | B2




County or City Code

{cel-3)

TABLE V

Stenderdized Test Results, Title I 1963-70
Groups Taking Pre and Post Tests

Grade .
{ech=5) } No. Students Scoring National Norm
Month | Raw Scors | [Mean |
Test |& Yeer | Instru. | Number Raw | Stendard] , |Geade
Neme | Test |Form | area of Score |Deviation{ 1-10 | 11-25 | 26-50 | 51-75 |76-99 fquiva-iCard
Code 1/ |Given | Coge 2/ |Students 3/| Meon &4/ 5/ |%tile | %tile | %tile | %tile [Ftile lent 67Code | 1
1 {ceb-7) , {ccB-12) $c13-17 Jcc18-22 [cc23-27 |cc28-32 fec33-37] ce80 | 1
, PRE-TEST Score Results h " w
[1 , | F |} '
Z | F | 4
3 , | F
4 , , , F ]
' de]
POST TEST Score Results S
1 I G |
q M [ n ,, »
3 G ”, -
4 | G 1

1/Use Code only, refer
2/Use Code only, refer

tests,

to lppendix Teble IIT zttached.

to Appendix Tabla I attached.

3/Include only students within the group who continued through t
The number who took the pre-test,

Example:

Exemple:

4/1f not rew score, indicate type of score reported on each test,

5/To determine Standard Deviztion use method explained in Guidance Handbook for Va. Sch

omit if cennot be determined.
6/Complete this column, if possible.

INSTRUCTIONS :

(2)Report dete on the most widely used tests.

(3)Do not report data from any tests except Achievement Batte
reported if available 2nd any other

under Pre and Post Test for each group tested.

(4)Submit 2 separate shect for each grade level.

e

v
H
-

(1)If more than one test is reported per grade use separate lines.

One test is zdequate, in no case report more than three

Ty or Reading Tests,
test from the Achievement Battery considered

as the number who took the post

significant,

test.

Reading tests data should be

2

E

02 would be recorded for Metropoliten Readiness Test.
116 would be recorded for Reading.
he project and were

present to take both pre and post
on this chart, will be the same

ools, Vol. 47, No. 11, Pg. 112,

Use corresponding numbered lines
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TABLE VI
ACCOMPLISHMENT OF OBJECTIVES
FSTZBLISHED OBJECTIVES | RESULTS | USING OBJECTIVE AND SUBJECTIVE DAT? JUSTIFY
OR GOALS | SHOWN YOUR JUDGEMENT ABOUT YOUR RESULTS
List in this spece all PLACE #N X IN The following devices may be used to obtalnm data
objectives estrulished and THE APPROPRIATE to be used in this column:
included in your epproved COLUMN FOR EACH OBJ. |
project , ol . | Standardized Tests ‘Case Studies
, g m, o "“ q,m,mn,gﬂ Made Tesgts fnecdotal Records
sEl g E 2o @smmﬁpaﬁjmﬁﬂmm fttendance Records
23 mﬂ oel Te Observations Participation Records
& E & & Rating Scales Racords of Parent
- gl E | = Dropout Counts Involvement
| W , Check Lists
| ] , Socioprams, -ete.
|
. < 2
! L
|
|
@)
o2
_\r} ﬁr_vw

{



County or City Code ___ __ (cel=3)

TABLE VII

NUMBER PUPILS PARTICIPATING
IN TITLE I PROJECT

Membershkip In " Membership In
Grede Public Schools FPrivate Schools Total ,
Level egular [~ Summer | Regular Summer Regitlar Summer Card
Eé;sian Sesalon ] Session | Session JSession Seasaion}! Code
- “Wcch=8) | (cc9-13) l(cels-18) (cel9-23)} | oc7A-80
Pre-K ) ) [

3 o _ b , 7 L | o2u

1 - _ v v 1 o3d

2 , - 1 _ . __o4m

I , IO I S _O0S5SH
4

068

074

L
|

BH_

[
o
| =] o]

7 , 1 . , - _ i . , 7 9 H

8_. - S ) : : 4108

9 _ I R i 118

10 1 - _ _ , 128

|12 — N — e — , - — 1AR

{ Total , 7 7 . 1 S5H
FUnduplti-
cated

* This number should include sll regular session Title I membership plus
the number of students attending tha summer session only. No student
should be counted Cwice.

EXAMPLE: If 300 students participated in Title I gsctivities during tha
— ragular session and 100 during the summer session, but 30 of
the 100 attending the summer session also attended the ragular
§E> gession. Your unduplicated count would be 300 + 70 -,ggg’

RIC © 65




faple VELL %
NUMBER PUPILS PARTICIPATING IN TITLY I AND

ESTIMATED COST BY ACTIVITY
Wﬂg SESSION| SUMMER SESSION | TOTAL NO. OF | *NO,.FROM %%  ESTIMATED ] CARD
ACTIVITY GRS, 1«6 | 7=-12 GRS, 1«6 ﬂnwmlu,mgﬂa,nﬂdﬁﬁm INSTITU-| COST OF ACTIVITY CODE
cch-8 |cc9-13|ecclb-18|cel9-23 | - TIONS cc29=36 | ec 7880}
, } | { cc24-28
1. Art | m 3 01T
2, Business Education 3 021
3, Cultursl Enrichment ] 1 0371]
1 .“ é | H
3 051}
' 3 061
, 071
* - ] 081
Health 2.55. mn /Recreation $ 0971 ]
10, Home Eeonomics 3 101
11, Industriesl Arts 13 1111
[12. Mathematics ' $ 121
13, Music 5 1331}
14, Nstural Science 3 14831
15. Social Science 13 15118
16. Vocational Bducstional , [E] 161
[17. Spel.Activities Por Hendicapped , 171
18, Pre-Kindergarten & Kinderparten 3 181
Heirk ) !
19, Attsndenca 3 191
20, Clothing 13 201}
21, Food , 211]
22. Guldsnce and Counseling | ] 221
{23. Heslth-Dental W 15 231
4. Heslth-Medical El 241}
'5. Library 3 251
'58. Psychological ] 261
7. Schonl Socisl Work ] 271
28, Spsech Therapy , . 8 281
£9. Transportation ﬂ 2911
0. Spel,Activitiss For Handicappec ] 301
1. Other Activities I 311]
WTE: See instructions on reverse side.
~f
vy
T8|:



County or City Code ___ __ ___ (ccl=3) 7
- (ngd J)
TABLE IX
UNDUPL1CATED COUNT OF HLAI‘HJT.GAPP@ PPED CHAILDREN BY MATOR HANDICAP
WHO PARTICITATED IN RIGULAR AND SUMMER TITLE I PROGRAMS (HEstimate)
Weite Mumber In Appropriate Blaulk ]
“Hard Of Enring Deaf Speech Impaired g c:iPpL;d

' Mentally

Retsrdoed — R P S —— :
fech=7) {cc8-11) sc12. —_(cel6-19) (ce20-23) |
N - . f

“Visually Handicapped Serioualy Dmctienally | Other Health Impaiced | Towel
e i Disturbad ] . —
(ec24-27y T (cc28-31) _ (ce32-35

TABLE X
UHI!JELICATH) COUNT OF CHILDREN BY RACE
WHO PARTICIPATED IN TITLE I PROJECTS —
~ American Indian Orisntal
(cch6=50) ] (eec51=53)

“White ]
(cc36-60) |

(ct36-60) (cc61-65) — (cc66-70)

% Should equal unduplicated count on Table VIIL —
{Card Code J = cc80)

TABLE XI
STAFF PALID FHD‘{ TITLE 1 FUNDS

AFF ? STAFF POSITIONS F?a‘r?

y Sm-r Session

'Pl'l-Kindir' atten

6., Taachar Aide }'," - N L 06K
7. Librarian o ] . ' e 1 07K
8. Library Aide e —— L 1~ O8E
9. Sup arvuiﬁ.on 7 ~ ) — ] ] o 09K

13. Testing - ) i N | -
14. Socisl Work N I B 1k
15, Attendence e — ] 15K
16, Nurse , — ‘ I A N __16K
[17. Ph lieim,fi , — - e | 17K
18, Dentist R B — 1 18
19. Clerical -1 , 11
J:hct' Prafu-imal — N N e ed 20K

22. Totsl (sum of lines 1:21)



County or City Code ___ _

—_— 7(2@193)

TABLE XTI

KUMBER OF

WHO HELPED IN THE TITLE I PROGRAM

VOLUNTEERS

{Card L)

~ Parents

~Other Adults

Youth(18 and under)

Total

)

(ccB-11) _

Teciz=15)

TABLE XIII

(Card Code L = ccB0)

NUMBER OF DROPOUTS FROM TITLE 1 SCHCOLS

___Are Parti

— ~“Hore Than 1/3 Uf Pupils

plpeting

Total Membership
1¢69-70

No. Of Dropouts
- 1969-70

Total Membership
1969=-70 _

~Al1 Other Schools With
_Titla I Participants

No. Cf Dropouts
1969-70

(och=9)

(ccl10-14)

fﬁ%igéig)l”ﬁ

Card
Code

(cc20-24)  |cc78~80

- 12 -

11

_o2M

_ IG ——— — S — — — 'O'E"

k). i

1.
2,

3. Total E:psnditﬁ:-g Including Unpiid-ﬁbligatinﬁg For
Title I Summer 3e88l0N cssssrsncsarsavnsarisevsrnsiar

4,

5:_ Totsal Tiﬁll 1 Munds Not Uged ci_k)l?iiiiiiilii;liilii

FISCAL SUMMARY OF TITLE I PROGRAM

.19

Total wtﬁﬂ (2".‘;3)“&;‘&!.ll!!!!i!l"iilil;iilll

68

(Card N)

o

‘Total Expenditures Including Unpaid Obligations For
Title I Regular Ses8ioN.sessvcccnesnnasosrssvennsroe

“eck=11)

“(celz-19)

(cc20-27)

~(ecz8-3%)

(Card Code N - cc80)

“(cci6=63)



APPENDIX TABLE I

ACTIVITY CODES

INSTRUCTIONAL AREA:
CODE:  ACTIVITY:
109,......Guidance
1104, 0.0 HigtOry
11l cvases ALt
112.vv.«..Business Education/Office Occupation

113.;.-:--Cu1tur51 EnfiGhﬂEnt - General

11444+.0. «English Language Arts

115......<English as a Second Language

11644 ¢+0qsReading

117«cvsee-Foreign Language

118, 0ss0.lome Egaﬁﬁmies

119-¢;g..-1n§ustfial Arts

120... ¢« Kindergarten

121.40.5¢+Mathematics

122-;;..¢inh3iﬂ

123..c..0.Physical Education/Recreation

124--...-ine—Kiﬂ§3fg8ften

125*--.-1-52i3nﬁa

126.......50cial Studies/Social Sciences

127...¢+0.General Elementary and Secondary Education

128....+++5paech Therapy

129« vesss«Special Education for the Hondicapped (mot including speech therapy’
130, e0 00 «Vocational (other than 112)

Iglpgq-oa-wafkistudy

1324+ 00 fleducation of Class Size/Additional Teaching Staff

13340 ese0s.Toacher Aides and Other Subprofessional help

13%.¢.000+0ther, Describe

SERVICE AREA:

CODEt  ACLIVITY:

21sc00ss iFﬂéd =~ Breaakfast

zlgtiigji-FﬁDd -~ Lunch

213:;--;1:?39& = Other

214(;:i§i.@1ﬁthing

215, 44000 Waiver of Fees for Books, Supplies, and Materials
216.. 040 .Health, Describe . o o B
2174000 esPsychiatric Services ) S ' ' o
21840000 .PSychological Services

210, ..000.5cho0l Social Work (including Home~School Visiting)
220,000 Attendance Services

9214 evees Guidance and Counseling

223, .44ssLibrary Bervices

923, . 40eesCurriculum Materials Center

224e o« o s LTUtOTing/After School Study Center
225,..00¢.Transportation

226....+ssRelatad Services for Parents

2274 sess e In=Service Training for Staff Persennel

238, ¢c 00 esPre=-Sarvice Training for Statf Personnel

229..0900e0ther, Deacribe e — ‘

20

69




APPENDIX TABLE IIX

OBJECTIVE CODES

CODE: ACHIEVEMEMN :

1l......To improve performance as measured by standardized achievement tests

12,..++.To improve classroom performance in reading beyond usual expectations

13.20:44+To improve classroom performance in other skill areas beyond usual
expectations

14, . .42 .0ther achievement objectives. Describe

CODE : ABILITY'

2leesassTo improve ‘performance as measured by standardized tests of intellec-
tual ability

22,..40«Tn improve children's verbal functioning

23,.40:.To improve children's non-verbal functioning

2344.¢.-0ther objectivas related to abilities, Describae_

CODE: ATTITUDES:

31.244..To improve the children's self-image

32...0.4T0o change (in a positive direction) their attitudes toward school and
educat ion

'33......To raise their sccupational and/or aspirational levels

34,.....To increase their expectations of success in school
35..4...0ther objectives related to children's attitudes, Describe

CODE 3 BEBAVIOR:

41,.....To improve the children's daily attendance

42.,....To improve the holding power of achaols (to decrease the dropout rate)
43..0:+.To reduce the rate and severity of disciplinary problems

44,.....To improve and increase the children's attentinn span

45......0ther objectives related to children's bahavior, Deseribes__ -

CODE : CONDITIONS RELATED TO LEARNING:

5l1......To improve the physical health of the children

52..+ss+To improve the nutritional health of the children

53..+++.To improve the children's emotional and social stability andfbr that
of their families

S4,.e0ssT0 provide adequate clothing for the children

S55.sssss0ther cbjectives related to learning conditiona, Describe

21

70



APPENDIX TABLE III

CODES FOR TESTS, DEVICES, INSTRUMENIS

CODE : TESTS, DEVIGES:

Gl sdessers .LEE—Cl-ark Read inasa
02 ....es..sMetropolitan Readiness
03 .eeveeeesTowa Tes. of Basic Skills
o4 eessesessStanford Achievement
05 vesssaesesCalifornia Achievement
06 eoessesssMatrapelitan Achievenent
07 «.ovesaees.Wide Range Achievement Test
08 easnsnaw « Monroe Reading
09 wveeeeessDUrrell=Sullivan Reading Capacity
10 v.eesees.burrell Analysis of Reading pifficulties
11 ..sessaseoBotel Reading Inventory
12 cesssens «3RA Achievemflt Series
13 cneescss lDEViB Reaﬂing Tests
; 18 .cessswsDifferential Aptitude Teat Battery
15 ...essee.Durost Work Mastery Test
16 <oreeese.Gates Basic Reading
17 .ve...es.Gates Primary Reading Tests
18 .uoeeeessGillmore Oral Reading Test
19 s.cersessGGray firal Reading Test
20 ..sessssslowa Silent Reading Test
21 ovseasssoKelley-Greene Reading Comprehension
22 o 4e.e.esesoKuhlman-Anderson Test
23 snesssss -KuhlmaniFiﬂch Scales
24 seessesr +Nelson Reaiﬂiﬂg Test
25 ..eceasessPeabody Vocabulary and Picture Test
26 Lesessne .Cal ifoernia Test of Mental }ﬂtuzity
27 .esessessesChicago Non-Verbal
28 ov.eseeeoHenman Nelson Test of Mental Abillity
29‘.,....g..LargeJTharndike Test )
30 sssessessOtil Quick Scoring Mental Ability Test
31 ,eeseeses5RA Primary Mental Abilities
12 .eessesassSRA Test of General Ability
23 ...ee.ess5tanford Binet Intelligence Scala
3 ..e.seea.Wechsler Intelligence Scale for Children
35 seesasse ‘Pupil Self Rat ing Scalgi SPBCify -

36 ....e.e..Teacher Rating Scale, Specify

37 ......sesParent Inventory, Specify

38 ..eseeeseSeclf Concept Inventories, Specity

39 sancsene «SRA High School Plaﬂamﬁnf- Test
uo i;iii:g-.SCAT ’

H1 i---iip-QSTEP

B2 saveves «eScott Foreaman Tesat

4_3 enmesesssSheldon Reading

Bl u.eeeeessDorey Diagnostic

45 ..eseseesDavelopuent Reading Test by Lyona
46 joa-ii.-i@ﬂéﬁﬂtiﬁn .

B7 sssesaons ;.Aneedﬂtal Regards

LB seavcsan +Other, SPECify

%1



