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1. Introduction.

In early,1989 Mr.. Bert Mogi ;".P.xting Director of the Division of

Post-Secondary and Special Education Programs of the Office of

Education's Office of Program Planning and Evaluation,requested that

a descriptive study be made Of Office of Education funded teacher

institute and experienced teacher fellowship programs. Accordingly

from:March through June .1969.staff members of the Office of Program

Planning and Tvaluation.obtained fram the Division of AsseSsMent and

Coordination .6f the Bureau_of piucational Persannel Development a

wide Variety,of data on institute and fellowship programs funded

FY's'1965 through 1989. 4 description of this *ta'and same conclu-

sions thereon comprise this study.

Institutes for teachers were first authorized by the National

Defense Education Act of 1958. During the first years of the institute

program the Subject matter-of institutes to be funded was limited to a

very few' specialized fields which were considered shortage areas.

HoweVer by.1985, the first year W.ith.which this study concerns itself,

the NDEA had been aMendec1to alloW the funding of both short-term aad

rsgular seasion institutea in a wide nuinber of subject matter areas

'for a wide variety of 'education personnel. 'Turther, Section 13 of

:the NationalFOUndatiar(dik the Art ancithe._Humenities Act'of 1965
. " . :

provided for thefundingof.arts and humanitieainstitutesaand



Title V-C of the Higher Education Act of 1965 provided full-year

fellowships for persons making a career of elementary or secondary

education. Funding of institute and teacher fellowship programs

continued under these legislative authorities through FY 1968.

SubjeCt matter areas covered in FY's 1965 - 1968 Included arts and

humanities, Civics,,counaeling and guidance, disadvantaged youth,

economics, educational media, English, English for speakers of

other languages., geography, history, industrial arts', international

.affairs, modern foreign languages, reading; school library, and

other".

'Beginning in FY 1969, however, NDEA Arts and Humanities, and HEA

legislative authorities were superseded by Parts C and D of the

Education Professions DeVelopment Act. Part C provides for fellowship

programs

and related educational personnel who are pursuing a career in

elementary or ,secondary or post-secondary vocational education. Part D

provides for a wide variety of short-term or regular session institutes

and for other pre-service or in-service training programs generally

designed to improve the qualifications of persons serving or preparing

,to serve in the fields of elementary and secondary education or post-

secondary Vocational education. Both Parts C'and D also authorize

for the education of teachers

planning grants and/or
,

Anstitute and IelloWship programs..heginning in FY 1969 was away from
. : .

pilot ProiraM .,BaSically the thrust of the



basic academic areas ( . . English, history, geography) and toward

innovative programs in a wide variety of fields deemed of need for the
. ,

educational personnel in the geographic area to be served. Although

many of the FY 1969 institutes and fellowship programs tended to fall

into traditional academic areas, at least 80 percent of the projects

were at least slanted toward the year s three priority areas: dis-
!.

advantaged (50%), handicapp.ed--(4.57,7);---ad vocational education (15%).

Although FY 1970 does not figure inthis Study it is of interest to

note that.the priorities for that year will be basic studies, career

opportunities, early childhood, educational administration, more

ffeCtive sChool personnel utilization, special eduCation, support

personnel; teacher:leadership development, trainers of teacher

trainers,and:voCational and technical education In addition,the.

FY 1969 percentages of disadvantaged, handicapped, and vocational

education will be continued.

the emphasis on vocational education is the result of the
s'

passage, aS part of the Vocational Education Amendments of 1968,

of Part F of the Educational Professions Development Act. This

part provides': Specifically fOr training and devAloPment programs'

the field:of Votailorial education:, programs which had previouslY
:t

been authorizedhythe.Vocational Education Act of 1963.H:Although

aPPropriatl.on's for Part r were authorized in FY 1969 none were
, .

- ..

pasted* -Tart.r will-.be'specified in appropriation ,language for the, ...
.

.

.. , . - ,
"

.



fi t time in:FY,1970.

Appropriations History

lable I-L..traces the appropriations history Of Parts C, D and'

.F of the Education:Professions beVelopment Act And'predecessor

programs It is of interest to note that.apptopriations for the

original 'NDEA institutes-rose from a MOdeSt $4 9940600 it PY 1969 to

$14,5000000 in FY 1964,. then juMped to .$36 881,00 in FY 1950 the -

year of the great emPhasis .on'education .and. , the pasSage,pf the

EleMentary and SecOndari Education ACt of 1965 and the:Higher

Education A.c0)f 1965, With the AdditiOn,of-a $20 000 000 appropri-

at:ion for teacher fellowshlpprograms and a somewhat increased

appropriation for institutes in FY 1966, the total for training

programs that year rose to $62 647 000. In spite of a slight

reduction iWinstitUte:appr6priations 'an inCreaSe t $30 000,006

of the teacher fellOvihiO ApprOpriatiOnsAncreaSed the FY.1967 total
.

. .
. .

, . .
. .

to $68,59800W Further increesee.injellowship Appropriations plus

.--
new.vocational education moneys increased the FY 1968 total to $74,750,000.

In TY 1969, the first year of appropriations under Parts C and D of

the 'Education Professions Development Act the total was $80,000,000.

.A
The FY 19j0 appropriation request which will ihclude moneys for

Part F as well as Parts ,C and D of EPDA, likewlse:for $80 opo

:pdoPe And:Outline ofThis.Studi',

.Thedata:On institutes end teaCher Wlowshiri.Programs used in

'thia e61clYW4ettioseybich(the Iiiureau



Development had readily available; none were collected specifically

for the:Office Of PrograM Planning and Evaluation. For this reason -

data in:most areas are availablelOr'one or two:years only;.in almost

no areas are data.aVailable for alLfive years of the study This Is

not of particUlar imOortance, however, since we are merely .trying to

get an.oyervIew. of the institute and teacher fellowship programs as

theyjiaVe exiated. Since FY 1969.was the first. Year-of operation of

these programa under the aegia Of the EducatiOn Professions Development

Akct and thus manifeatedaOmei,chmAge:inditection,lgehavettied where

possible-to Make a:compariSon between:the,FY 1965-68 period and FY 1969.:

Areas 1m Which data will be presented and discussed:in -this

. are 4s follow's:

- Types oforganizationa administering:proj cts: _.FY-1969

7-Su1ject, matter of funded_PrO4ects: -FY 196 and FY1969

77Subject
adminis

matter of funded projects by type of organization
ering: FY 1969

-Size-and''control of'administering institutions: .FY 1969

7-Type and .control of adMiniatering.inatitutions:. FYYs 1965768

--Gourman ratings of administering institutions: -FY's 1.96568
and FY 1969

--Gourmani ratings of administering institutions by sub- ect
matter- of projects: FY 1969

7-...-GourMan.ratings.Ofjnstitutiona :submitting project'
.... . ..--proposals: PY 1967-

7-Obligae.iOna-to:lOO:-iUnivetaities_receiving. the large4t*.

.

amounts of
. .

-



--Projects by State:
1

--Characteristics of Participants and Unsuccessful Applicants:

FY 1967

and FY 1969

Specific sources of the data will be indicated in the tables and/or

as the data are presented.

5. Type of OrRanizations Administering Proiects

Under legislation authorizing institutes and teacher fellowship

programs through FY 1968 only institutions of higher education were

eligible to submit proposals and administer funded projects. Accord-,

ingly all data in this study dealing with FY's 1965 - 1968 is concern-

edwith college and university administered projects. However, under

the Education Professions Development Act tate and local education

agenciesand certain other public and Private non-profit organizations

became eligible to receiire awards.

Table 2:Shows for FY 1969,: the first year. of operation under the:

aegis Of EPDA, the number and:percent of different Organizations

adMinistering Part C'and 1)projects by type of organization.'. It also

Shows the nUmber and'pexCent Of Part C and D projects (some individual

organizatiOns especially'institutions of higher 'education administer

a nUmber Of-projects) by type of:administertzig organization. Here

'TAreLeetli,4 outof a total of ,430_organilations administering FY 1969

projects,. i15 Or ,70-...9.7are institutions, of-higher education; 97 or.

22.67
'are 'Peal 'icluca0-.60 ager.I.Ples;, 16 Pr 31.1% Are State edUcation'

ag0.4iO4. .Sild'12:,or 2487...are other:P.04c or:private.nOnprofit



organizations:. Looking at the situation by project we see that out

of the total? 740 projects,'604 or 81.6%. are administered by institu-
i,

tions of higher educatiOn 103Th.r 13.9% are adMinisteredby local

education-agencieS-; 20 or 2.7% are administered by State education

----
agenciesr:and 13 or 1-.8%.arO'adMinistered by other public:or-private

fiOn;.-profit organizatiOns. .

"ThesejY%1969 figures indiCate that other organizations beside

colleges and-Universities :and'espetially loCal:education agencies,

areindeed showing An interkt in administerin&teacher training

programs.. It will bg interesting.tO:,See whether the FY 1970 program

(forwhiCh.:awardivillnot:be annOunCeduntil.january.1970) shows an .

jalcrease ininVOlvement Of.thea "other organizations" in the prograM.':

Sub'ect Matter of'Funded P o ect6

Ae has-bein noted above'in the:section,-on-.1egialative history,

institute.and fellowship prOgrams frOm Yy.1965 throUgh 1968 were in

traditional 'academic, subject-matter areas :generally dictated by law.

Beginning 1n. FY 1969;.howeveri. the emphasis under the EpDA was away

fiom the traditional,areas toward Subject:areas More in keeping with
. ,

the'needSOfschOol. persOnneL

Table 3-L shoWs_FT 1967 and 1'yH1909 institute and teacher fellow-

ship projectvby subjectmatter t,ields. It ip.of interest in tracing

Change in_percent



those traditional academic fields showing a significant decrease in

percent of total projects from FY 1967 to 1969 are: educational media,

down from 5.8% to 2.5%; English; :down from 16.2' ro 9.1%; foreign

languages, clown from 8.0% to 6.2%; geography, clown frOm 3.8% to 2.5%;

history, down from 13.2% to '5.4%; industrial arts, down from 4.9% to

3.3%; and reading,. down from 9.2% to 3.5%. (It -should be noted that

proj ects in the school library field

total projects in FY 1967) were funded

which accounted for 2.8%. of

in FY 1969 under another

legislativeauthOrity and accordinglYate not shOwn 1". the FYA.969

column ofTable

New fields showing a significant increase in percent of total

projects 'are: disadvantaged youth, up from 9.1% to 12.3%; early

childhood, up from .5% to 2.9%; elementary and secondary education

(general) Up from nothing to 3.2%; English for speakers of other

languages, up from 1.5% to 3.3%; health and physical education, up

from nothing to 2.2%; international affairs up from nothing to

1.4%; mathematics, up from .5% to 2.7%; school administration,

from .5% 'to' 3.6%; secondary education (general) up from nothing

to 1.9%; social studies, up from .6% to 2.5%; special education,

up from nothing to 4.5%; support personnel, 41 from nothing to 3.2%;

and vocational education, up from nothing to 3.0%.

. Sub'ect M_a_atter of Funde Pt 5yType of Organization

Administering

Table 4L also deals with subject matter of funded projects this

time. for Fy .1969.Only and:by type of organization administering



projectaand:by whether the projecta are institutes, fellowship

programs, or planning grants. The percentages by subject matter

area in this:table are somewhat different from those in the FY 1969

column of Table 3-L. The reason.for this is simply that two different

sources of data with two difhrent dates were used for the two tables.

Farther, since the tabulations for Table 3-L were made from a list of

project titles, the categorization of a_given project was often quite

subjective. For instance since.programs for training teachers of

teachers (TTT) were a priority in FY 1969, those projects whose titles

mentioned TTT were categorized as TTT projects rather than as English,

reading, or vocational education projects, etc. Thus Table 3-L shows

55 TTT projects or 8.9% of.the total. Table 4-L on the other hand,

shows no TTT.projects for FY 1969 because such projects were categorized

by academie sJibieet area*

It is Of.:1nterest tek noteim:Table 4-Lthat Most of the planning

grants fundect.in.FY 1969 are as Might-be expected, in the less

established .non7academic fields such aa diaadVantaged.youth, early

childhood 'health and physical. education, special.education .support

personnel, and training teachers ofteachera.

Looking atl,able 4-L.from thestandpoint of4type of administering

see that colleges and universities are, of course,

administering projects in all subject matter areas; local education

agencies are

.Vith.no

almost all subject matter areas

eignificanteOneentraticins;: State education,dgencies are'
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administering projects injalamhat_fewer subject matter areas, like-

wise with no.significant :concentrationa; and Other public and private

non-profit organitationa are administering projects mainly in the

areas of disadvantaged youth and training teachers of teachers.

Also of interest In Tabre 4-L. is the percentage of total institute,

fellowship, and planning grant Projects administered by the various
.'".

types of organizations. Of the447 institute projects 355 or 79.4%

arel)eing adMinistered bT:colleges and unlversities; 57 or 12.8%; by:

local'edUcation agencies; 15 or .3.4%, ,byState education agenCies; and

20 or 4.5%,.by other Pnblic and Private non,,profit organizationa. of

the 11r fellOwship:PrograMs, 108 or 98.2% are being administered by

higher edUcation.institUtiOns and, reach or. .9% each.are being

:administeredby.a loCal education:agency and. a State education agency,.

'The breakdown_amongthefiZ,Planning grants:is 45 or 72.6% administered

.hy Colleges and UniVersiti66;. 14Hor 22.6% bY local' education agencies;

,

none by State education'agencieS1 and 3 or 4.87.iby. Other organizations.'

Size and-Control'of:Administerin nstitution

Table 5-L shows the number and percent of institutions of higher

education awarded FY 1969 institute and teacher fellowship projects

by size and control of school. It also shows'Phe number and percent

of FY 1961 projects awarded by size and control of administering

institution.' In addition :it lists the monbet and Percent of all

institutions of higher education in the United States and higher
, .
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Let us lOok first at enrollment size. Here we see from -?.1 study

of the number:of schools cOlumn that of the. 2374 institutions of

higher eduCation in the UnitedStates, the yast majority, 2026 or

85.4;had ent011Ments under 5,000. However, when we look at the

total enrollment column we n6te that tho.L'e 854% of the institutions

with under 5;000 enrollments had.only 34.6% of the total U.S. higher,

education enrollment.; ph the other hand, the '348 schools with enroll-

ments over:5;000 only 14.6% Of 41.1-schools, had 0.4% of the total

college population. In faCt,-the'55 schools with 20 opo or:more

students, only, 2.3% of all schools Were.educating 254% of the total

c011egeenrOilment:

Now lOokingat.the tWo cOlumns shOWing schools awardedFY 1969 .

projects by sizeand prOjects:awarc:ed bY size ofadministering

institution;.ye see thathe percentage distributions are 'similar
. ,

to the percentage distributions in the total ehrollment cOlumn. Of

the 315 institutions of higher.education awarded FY 1969 projects,

116 or 36.9%.had enrolimentS Under 5,000, and 199 or 62.7% had

enrollmehts over 5 000. And of the 604 projects awarded to institu-

tions of higher eduCat1on..in:FY1969 :143 or 23.7% went to schools

4
of under 5;0004:and. 461Or'76.3% went to schoo16.over 5,000... These

petcentages*mpare r.espectiVe.LywithenrollMent coluMnI3ercentages.
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Turning now to control of institutions of higher education, we

seethat 934.or 39.3% of the total Of 2,374 schools are under public

control while 1,440 or60.7 are privately Controlled. However, when
..

we look at the total higher education enrollment picture .we see that

69.7% of alI-college student§ are attending publicly controlled

institutionsWhile only-30,3% are in private achOOls.

:Cur eolUmns shoWing Schools receiving FY 1909 awards by cOntrol-

and projecsawarded by control of school. again ShoW a similar

:.percentage -distribution to the tOtal enrollMent column. Of the

.,achools awarded pro/eCts, 65.7%, were publicly controlled and 34.3%

-.Were:private of all-projects awarded,. 71.7% Wentto institutions

.under public;dontroI and only. 28..2 vent to private institutions.

Table .5-7l..showS.us.,:tben thatthe diatributionof FY 1969

institute an4 teacher lelIowship prOject:awards-.bY siZe and control

tsf Administering inatitutiOn ,was roughly:the' eame.:as: the diatribu-

,tionrof the U.S. talege population.

e and Control of Administering Institution

Table 6-1.shows, for'the fiscal years 1965-1968 averaged and 1969
-

singly, the number::and:percent of:1LS. total higher education enroll-

ment bY typeand=cOntrol:of:institutiOn and the number and percent
.1

of ODA:and predetesSoPrPiects by; tYpe and control of Administering

institUtion inatitutionS listed here'are UniverSities,The :

all other:foUr-Year inktintiona, arid twoyear institutiohs;
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controls" are again, public and private.

1ooking fitet at tne averaged figures for FY's.1965-68 we see that

67.7% of all students were in public institutions and 32.3% in private

schools. :A similar percentage 'breakdown .appears in the FY 65-68

projects oolumn; 69.5% went tO publicly controlled schools, 30.5%

to private institutions.

A.study of the percentage distributions by type of schools in the

two FY 65:=68columns show§ that 38.7% of college students were'attend-

ing uniVereities 40.9%.were enrolled in all,other fourryear schools,

and 20.3%WereHin two-Iear-institutiOns. The diptribution for FY 1965-

68 projects was somewhat' different: 63.3% of projects went to universi-

ties, 36.6% to other four-year schools, and only .1% to two-year

institutions* This distribution does not of course reflect any

prejudice in favor Of universities and away from junior colleges.

Institutes and teacher fellowship programs were in FY's 1965-1968

designed, for the most part, at the graduate level of instruction.

It is only, natural then, that a large proportion of proje,rts should

go to universities and that almost none should go to two year schools.

The FY 1969 picture is only slightly different. Total enrollment

"
and nunber of4project percentagdb:by public and' private control are

very similar* The total enrollment percentages are 72.2% P ublic and

27..8%privatei:proieCte by .controL qf adTinisttring schoOl.are 71.7%
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d 28.32 private. It i of interest when comparing the FY 69

L'is;urcs with those for FY 65-68 to note that' the FY 69 projects t:le

incrL2asq in proportion of4mblic control:and *decrease in private

control as, is shown in the enrollment perceutages.

Enrollment by type of sthool in FY 1969 was 36.87. in universities,

39.5% in other four-year schools, and 23.7%iin two-year institutions.

Reipective percentages for FY 1969 kojects C.: re 60.87.,',37.1%, and

2.2%. Again the percentage of .projects admin tared by luniversities

-is iitich higher than the percentage of college StUdents,attending.such:

schools, and the:percentage administered by junior colleges is much:
, /

Comparing the TY:69 figureito the FT:65768 Weinote that the
j
,

rcentage of studentsattending 'both types of fouryea-t-schools went,

. /

down slightiYi: while the percentage attending junior.tolleges went up:
. ,

. ..

Similarlytheipercentage-.6f.,.prOjeces awarded toall'. fOur-Year schools

and to UniverSities went dOWnsomewhatandthe percentage to two-year
.

schools, wentupffrom-....1%-to I-Towever the percentage awarded

tb fourryearschools.btlief than:universities-also-went up. slightly,

1.,:silike the enrollment figures. While these' figures Might seem to

indicate that'institute an&teacher fellowship awards tend to follow

the-Nationalshift toward junior colleges, he6reason for the

slight increase in awards to two-year schools is more likely that

under the' change in legislative authoritY4 first reflected in FY 1969,

emphasistLWas ,placed 'on projects to train: nonprofessional school

P)j ett4,W14ch.,41440ri.colleges might:well- have the resources
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to administer:

Table6 7;L, 8-L, 1U-L, and 11-L are alsb concerned with type
_.

and.control Ok institutions. The types listed in these tables, however,

are muchhmore extensive; institutions are broken down by both highest

level of offering (i.e two end less than four-year institutions,

institutions. offering bacheloeSi br first-professional degrees,

institutiOnsroffering Master's ot equivalent degrees, institutions

offering Ph...D.or equiValentsdegrees, and other professional but non-i.

degree offering institutions) and by typef program offered (i.e.

occupational.terminal; liberal arts and general; liberal arts and

general and'occupational terminal; primarily teacher preparatory;

liberal art6 and.general and teacher preparatory; liberal arts and

general, occupational terminal and teacher preparatory; professional

only not inCluding teacher preparatory;
professional and teacher

preparatory; professional and occupational terminal; liberal arts

and general and one or two professional schools; and liberal arts

and general-and three or more professional schools). And the control

categories here are public, private-independent, and private-
.

: Table 7-"L is-a control table.' It, merely4ists themumber and

percent ofall inStitUtions in the United States bY, type and control

during thi196768 .440:10Micyear, Tables .8-Land 9.4., deal respectively

with FY sj1965-0 Eirld,7969;i. t1:1:eY showithe number and percent of

'institntions of'hi0Oreduca4on iec4iving;,ir*it'u4 andteacher



16

fellowship-awards .by type and control .of inStitUtion. Tables 10-1,

-yr-

_and_11-L aiso deal Witb FY"s'1965-68 and FY 1969 ieSPectively and show.the

-number and pet-Cent of institnts and teacher. fellowship projects by type

and ContrOl Of administering institution. It should be pointed out

'.here thatallschool categorizations in Tables 7-4, 8-L 971".10-4,

and '.1171, are'as of the: .1967-68 academic year, even.though tables 8-L:

and 10-LshoW FY 65-68 prOject'figures

1

with FY:1969'projeCts.

anciTableS. 9-4, and 11-4, deal

'Table 7-L, our:Control iable;.:shows that ofa total of 2536

Institutions:of higher,eduCation 1043or-41.1% are publicly controlled, .

576 or 22.7%are under priYate noili-,sectarian control., and 917 or 36.2%

are controlled by religious organizations.-- Looking at these institutions

by highest level cf offering we see that 885 or 34.9% are junior colleges;

851 or 33.6% offer nu higher than the bachelor's or first professional

degree; 494 Or 19.7% offer a master s or eqUivalent

offer the Ph.D or equivalent degree; and 21 or .8% are classified as

" thee..

From the point Of View of type.of program offered, Table 7-L

shows us that:73 or.2:,;9% of the schoolsoffer'OcCupational terminal

courses; 334..or 13.2%-offer a:liberal-arts' andgeneral curriculum;

598 ot 23:6% haVe.liberal 4rtS and general and, Occupational terminal

offerings; 10 areA)rimatily teacher preparatory'. Schools;

663 or 26.1% ,offer a:liberal arts ancigeneral curriculum plus teacher

preparatory,.courses; 111 or 4.4%.,come unciet. the .catSgory of liberal
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arts and general, occupational terminal, and teacher preparatory;

273-or:10.8% ate profeasional sChOolS (not offering teacher prepara-
.

- tory couraes) 48 are 1.9% are professional'and teaCher preparatory

schOols; t6 or 1.0% have professional and occupational terminal

offerings;' 130 or 5.1% offer' a liberal arts and general curriculum

plus one or tWo professional schools and 250 or 10.0% have three or

wire professional schoola.plus the:Aisual liberal arts and general

offeringS.I.

'Table 8-L,shoWs that nuring"tile FY 1965 68 period a total of 458

institutions:received awards under the institute and teacher fellow-

ship programa.' Of these 252. Pr'55,0% Werepublicly controlled; 107

or 23.4% Wersprivate tion-Sectarian.schoOls;'and-99. or 21.6% were

religiously Controlled. Looking.at these same 458.institutions by

.highest degree 'offered we See that:2 or .4%.were junior colleges;

the bacheloe.s was the highest-degree Offerec1at81 or 17.7%; 194
,

or 42.4% offered A master' $clegreel.dild: 181 or 39.5% offered.a Ph.D.

The'breakdoWn oy type of'co.urse-pfferingywas:19 'Or 4,1% liberal .

art4 and general';.. 8 or 17%.primarily teacher preparatory;' 150 or. .

32.8% liberel,:arts, general, and"teacber -preparatory; 31 'or 6,8%

liberal arts general, teacher preparatory, anittoccupational

terminal; 2 pr .4%. professional only.; 2 Or .4%A3rofessional'and

.teacher.i5reparatory; 36 or-1,9% liberal arts and general plus one

and 210 or 45.9% liberal

general :pluS:threeor. more professiOrialachools.

arta and
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Comparing Table 8-L with our control Table 7-L we see that

consideratily larger proportion of the schools reteiving FY 1965-68

institute.and.teacher fellowship:awards were Publicly coatrolled:

55.,0% as CoMpared to 41.1%:of all schOols. :The percentages for

private nOnSectarian .schOOIS Were very close:. 23.4% and,22.7%

respectiVely'. And a considerabbi smaller percentage Ofthe award.,

.recipientschoOls were religiously controlled: 2.1.6% as compared to

36.2% of 411 schools.
_

The type and control categories'intO -which the largest percentages

of schools receiving awards fell wera large public universities (IVk

on the tableS) with 23.1%; public schools offering no higher than

master degrees, in'a liberal arts general, or teacher preparatory

curriculum with 11.4%;Aaublic universities offering-no higher

than amasta'r's degree' ..(IIIWIAth, 7.%; and large independent

UniversitieS
nd:'religioUS-Schocils:offering no higher than a

bachelors degree in_a liberal arts general, or:teaeher:preparatory

turriCulum.:(IIe)'_with7.9% each. .TheASertentageS'Ior.these Same

four categorieS for A4 schipOls'0 shown in:Table 7.4were,

respeteiVely, 2.1%,..3.9%.,'.and

These comparisons beeween Table:8-L. and 7-6 are intereating,

but are notespeCially significant, 'Since institute and teacher

fellowshipprograms Are aimed.at.teachers, it iS only natural that

a:large. p.roportionof.the sthOols administering such programs should
_

be:thoSe Offering teachex

the'k.Ograms are at.the 'graduaea leVel 'it stands to reason that
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a large percentage of the administering schools should be those

offering advanced degrees.:

Table 9-L, which is the same as Table 8-L except that it shows

FY 1969 only, tells us that of the 315 schools awarded projects that

207
year,for, 65.7% went tO public schools, 59 or 18.7% went to private

.non-sectarian institutions and 49 or 15.6% went to religiously controlled

. schools. It'also Shows that the numbers and percentages by highest

degree awarded were 13 or 4.1% junior colleges; 32 or 10.2% bachelor's

,degree offering-schools; 120. or 38.1% institutions offering master'S

degreesr.149 or 47.3% Ph.D offering schools; and 1 or .3% "other".

The most frequent course offerings among the FY 1969 awardees.were:

three

liberal arts.and general plus:ii,cor more profeSsionsl schools with.

171 or 54.3%; and liberal arts, general, and teacher preparatory

with 77 Or '24,4%. And themostfrequent type and control.combinations

were publicAll.D,Offetingfuniversities (I.Y10-with:30.5% pUblic

masteesAegree offering teathers.c011eges (I Ie).:with 10.8%, public

p

masterS.degee offering 'inliyerSities ,(1.111c) th .9,2% and large

private'non-,Sectarian:universities:with. 8.3%.

Comparing these:figures.to. the FY 1965-68 percentages in Table

we. See'that'in FY 1969 a:larger Proportioa of schools aWarded

projectswere pUblicly controlled and thus that:proportionately fewer

non-sectarian and religiosschools receiVed awards Mre also see

that ajarpr.proportion of awardee institutions.were those offering

PhT6Wijane.thorWh*Vingthree-or
moreprofeSsiOnal:schools in addition

.

_



to the usUalliber?1 artS and 'general curriculum. It is unlikely,

however, that:this represents a trend. ft must be.remembered that

:-Table 371. ContainS figures of four fiscal years'hile Table 9-L

represents only one. Thus, in Table 8. L a sin le school which

20

administered projects during eaeh Of the four y ars covered would

be Counted Only once and would receiVe the same Weight as .a school

whiCh administered a.projectduring one of the feur years only.

Since it Was generally.the large State universities which administered

projects every yearand the small.liberal arts and teachers colleges

which receiVed awards in only one or two Of the four years, it is

understand4le that Table9-L which represents a.singleimar, shows

!

larger percentages in:thecategotieS intO.which large State universi-

tieS

Comparidöns made between Tables 9-L and 7-L-would be similar to
-

-those between Tables 8-L and 7-L and would likewise be somewhat

lacking dn eignificance. Accordingly, Table 9-L and 7-L comparisons

will nor.be' 'discussed here.

Tables,10-L and 11-L are similar to Tables 8-L and 9-I, except

that they categorize projects by type and control of administering

institUtions. Because certain types of schoo4s, especially large

State universities administer.lany projects in a single year, we

can expect to find somewhat different and probably more telling

percentages in Tables 10-L and 11-L. Also because these tables

count all 'p.roj ectS in: all, years '-the*r perCentages. will .be 'comparable
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and we will not have to Ilsketheapolggies we did for Tables 8-L

and 9-L.

Table 10-L, which shows FY 1965-68 project figures, gives a

control of administering institutions breakdown of 69.5% public,

20.3% private non-seCtarian;.and 10.2% religious.. By highest degree

institutions the percentages are: .1% junior c011eges, 6.4% bachelor's

offered by. administering/degreet, 30.2% master's degrees, and 63.3 Ph.D's.

type of course offerings thetwo sizeable percentages are 69.3%

plus three.or more profesSional schnols and 17.6% libetal arts and general

liberal artSand general/and.teacher preparatory. And the Most ,

frequent type and control combinations are 44.7%.public Ph.D offering

1

universities.(IVR), 11.0% private independent Ph.D offering universities

(Isjk)", 12.1%.public* Master's degree offering teachers colleges (IIIe)1,

and 10.8% pnblic master."s:degree offering universities (111k).

Table 11-14 which Shows FY 1969 project figures, reveals type and.

Control perce*Atages very Similar to

.
FYIs 19651968. Vith the

project;.aWarded tpAunior

to the Change inemphasis

exception

colleges

those shown in Table 10-L for

of an increase in the nUmber of

due, as was previously diacussed,

of the kogram no significant* trends are

discernible. Specific control percentages given in Table 11-L are

71.9% public, 18.4% private non-sectarian, and 9.9% religious. By

highest degree offered the percentages are 24% junior

bachelor's degrees, 30.3% master's degrees, 60.8% Ph.D

colleges, 6.6%

degrees, and .2%

other. The sizeable percentages by type of course offerings are 66.6%

liberal arts:and genereIplue three:or ino're professional schools and

.19.0% libe'ral-arts andH-generaland:teacherpteparatOrY. And the moSt
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frequent type:and COntrOl combinations: are public Ph,D offering

..univeraitieS (IVk) with-42.2%; private indepenaent-PhiDoffering

-uriiversities,(IVk) with 10..9%; public master's degree offering

teachers Colleges (IIIe) with 9.6%; and public master s degree,

offering Universities (IIIk)ewith 8.4% with 8.4%..

Comparisons between Tables.10L and 117L and our control Table 771..

cOuld bemade but Oduld be similar,to the comparisons Made above between

Table 8-4, and- Table 7-71,. Since, as has already been noted, such

compariSOna are not especially significant, they will-not be disCussed.

here.

10. Gourman Ratings of Administering Institutions

One of several recent compilations of ratings of the quality of

U.S. colleges and universities is The Gourman Reeort, 1967-68 edition,

compiled by Jack Gourman, and published by the Continuing Ech:cation

Institute. This report gives overall quality scores, from 200 to 800#

for 1187 American institutions of higher education. It also rates,

from A to D the quality of the various academic departments of these

institutions. Those listed schools which have been in existence less

than ten years it gives an overall rating of N.R. (not rated);

existent academic departments of such schools ire rated X (as are

existent but unevaluated departments of more established chools).

A riuMber f tableS:in'thiS stUdy are,COncerned 'with the Gourman

x..atings of :institUtionsadministering institute And teacher fellow-

ship projects. It should be pointed out here all Gourman ratings in
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all tables are from the. 1967-.68 edition of-The Gourmet. Report even

);

though theitables are ConCerned with Frs 1965 through 1969.

Table 12-,L.is pur-Gourman rating control table; it lists number_

and'percent:of-ail the 1187 nstitutionS rated-irr=the:-Gourman Report

by oVerall'institutional rating and by rating of department of

,education Tables 13-1., 14-Li 15-7Ljand 16-L are concerned with over-

all Gourman inatitutional ratings and Gourman ratings of departments

of education,in institutions administering FY 1965-1968 and FY 1969

institute'ind. teacher falowship-programs,:
s

1

itet us first look atTable-12L, our control table. It shows us

:

that of the 1187 institutions rated 11 or .9%:had overall'ratings..

of 700 and above; 22 or 1.9% were in the 600-699 category; 55 or 4.9%

were rated 500-599; 195 or 16.4% had ratings of 400-499; the majority,

764 or 64.4%, were rated 300-399; 70 or 5.9% had-ratings of 200-299;

and 70 or 5.9% were not rated. It also shows us that the ratings of

the departments of education in these schools were: A, 6 or .5%;

B, 117 or 9.9%; C; the vast majority, 852 or 71.8%; D 9 or .8%

X, 130 or 11;0%; and no departMent of education, 73 or 6.17. By

far the most frequent combination was an overall rating of 300-399

and a department of education rating of C; 715 or 60.2% of the

schools fellinto this category. The next most frequent combinations

were 400,!499TC with 85:or:7.27. and 400,499:B with 82 Of
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Table.134L shows Gourman overall institutional and education

department ratings .for the.458 institutions.awarded FY 1965-.1968

institutes and. teacher-fellowshipprograms. The numbers and percen-

tages for 'Overall ratings 'here are: 700 and above, 10. or .2.2%;

600-699, 16 Or 3.5% 500-599, 35 or 7.6%; 400-499. 135 or 29.5%;

.300-399,,210or 47.2%; 200-299, Il or 2,4%; NR, 17 or 3.77 ; and not

listed in GoUrzoan, 18 or1,9%. By:department Of education'ratings the'

numbers and percentages are:. A 6 or 1.3%; B, 111 or 24.2%; C,

265 or 57.9%; D, 1 or 2%; X, 44 or 9.6%; no department, 13 or 2.8%;

and, again, not listed in. Gourman, .8 Or 3.9%. The most. frequent

combinations here are 300-399 C T-Ith 205 or 44.8%, 400-499 B with 78

or 17.0%, and 400-499 C with 50 or 10.9%.

Comparing Table'13-1.-Wirriiiiiiiol.Table 12-L we see that

institutions, awarded FY 1965-1908 institUte andteacher fellowship

larojects had Somewhat higher Gourman ratings than the average school,:

Mhile the most frequent Overall Institutional-edUcation department

rating for both tables was 300-399 C, 60.2% of all schools fell into

this categOry and only44.8%,ofawardee

schools included 13.3% rated 500-800 as

schools. They also inCluded 25.5% with

A or B. perCentage'for

schools'.

Opposed to

education departmentS

Further, awardee

7.4% for all

all schools wasq.0.4%.

rated

Table 14-1. shows Gourman ratingq for the 315 institutions of

bigher educationawardeVF.7969 institute_and_fellowshipf-projects.
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We see here that the overall ratings were: 700 and above, 10 or 3.2%;

600-699, 10 eirr. 3.2%; 500-599, 32 or 10.2%; 400-499, 93 or 29.5%;

300-199 125or 39.7%; 200299 4or.10%; NR, 13 or 4.1%; and not

listed in.Gotirmanj-28"or 8.9%. Ratings of aChools of education were:

A 6 or..1.9%1-1, 84 or 26.7%; C,153 or 48.6%; D, none;: Xi-32 or 10.2%

again, liot listed, 28:or 8.9%. The most frequent combinations

here wer0100-,399 C, 119 or 37.8%4 400-499 B, 57 or 18.1% and 400-499

C, 31-or 9.8%...

Comparing' Table 14-L, ratings of FY 1969 awardees, with Table 13-L,

ratings.of schools awarded projects in FY 1965-1968, we see that FY 1969

awardee institutions appear to 'beslightly higher in quality than
:

FY 1965-68 awardee schools. In FY, 1969 the percentages for overall
4.

institutional ratings of '500-800 and department of education ratings

of A and B were 16.6% and 28.6% respectively. Similar figures for

the FY 1965-1968 awardee institutions were 13.3% and 25.5% respectively.

A compari!sion of Table 14-L with Table 13-L also shows a higher

percentage of:institutions not listed by Gourman in FY 1969: 8.9% as

compared to ohly 3.9% in FY's 1965-1968. The previously mentioned

change in emphasis in FY 1969 which prompted mow junior college

participation-was probably the reason for this increase; junior

colleges ate not rated in TheGourn.

Tables 15=4.. and 16,-7.4 are similar WTableS I3-L and except

that:where.,TabIes 13,7 and:J4-LshlownUmbers and'perdents oU:schools,
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Tables 15-L and 16-L show numbers and percents of projects. Thus,

Table 15-L'is a tabulation of FY 1965-1963 institutes and teacher fellow-

ship programS,by Gourman overall.instirutional ratings and Gourman

ratings of departments of education of administering institutions and

Table 16-L lea similar tabulation.for FY 1969 projects.

Table l5-71, tells us.that the 2508 FY 1965-68 projects had the

following percentage breakdowns by institutional rating of administering

school : 7.00 And above, 3.3%, 600-699, 4..9%; 500-599, 15.3%; 400-499,

39.4%; 300 399, 30.1%; 200-299, -1.2%; NR 2.97.; and not listed, 2.9%.

By rating ofdepartment of education of administering school the

percentages were: A,.3.4%; B, 41.1%; C, 42.4%; D, 0.0%; X, 7.7%;

nome, 2.5%; andoagain)not listed., 2.9%. The most frequent conbinations

were 300-399 C with 28.8%; 400-499 B with 26.7%; 500-599 B with 12.1%

and.400-499 C with 11.6%.

Table 16-4.1 shows that the percentages of the 604 FY 1969 projects

by overall ratings of administering schools were: 700 and above,

4.0%; 600-699, 5.6%; 500-599 13.6%; 400-499, 35.4%; 300-399,

30.5%; 200-299, 1.0%; NR43.8%; and not listed, 6.1%. Percentages

of FY 1969 projects by education department ratAngs were: A, 4.5%;

B, 37.3%; C,,19.6%; D, none; X, 9.8%; no department, 2.8%; and not

listed, 6.17.; Most frequent combinations here are, again 300-399 C

'with 29.1;s;400-!..499:'BI41.0 with,10.3% and 400,499 C'

with 9;3%.
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Comparing Tables 15-L and 16-L with each other and with our

control Table 12-L, we see that both FY 1965-68 and FY 1969 projects were

administered'bv higher quality schools than the average, with FY 1965-

68 projeCts having a slight edge over FY 1969 in both overall ratings

of 500-800, and education debarment ratings of A and B. The all-

schools percentages were 7.4% Wilth overall ratings of 500-4300 and 10.4%

with A or B rated education departments. For FY 1965-68 projects the
and 44.5%,

figures were, respectively 23.5%/ R2spective FY 1969 project percentages

were 23.2% and 41.8%.

The slight decrease in projects administered by high quality schools

is undoubtedly not a.trend but rather a reflection of the previously

mentioned new emphasis in FY 196-9.away from traditional academic subject

matter areas and toward new priority fields more in keeping with school

personnel needs. Because many of the projects in the new priority

fieldsare,geared toward special needs of school personnel in specific

geographid areas, they are administered by local colleges and universi-

ties. Such schools are molt often not old established 'qualit '

schools.but more likely very average State colleges that not too many

years agb had "Teachers in their names. Some of these newer type

projects are even administered by junior colleOs which are not rated

by Gourman4

comparison. of:'Tables'. 15-71,10 16 L-With Tables:lland 14-L,

while not perticularly:significant, -00WS that it is the 113:gher quality
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schools which administc:.r several projects in a given year. Thus

Tables 13-L and 14-L, which deal with institutions awarded projects

in FY's 1965r1968 and FY 1969, respectively, have 500-800 overall

rating and ArB education department.rating percentages of 13.3%--

25.5% and 16.6%--28,6%.. ,Tables 15-L and 6-L, on the other hand,

which deal with projects.for the,same two periods, have similar high.ratin

percentages of for FY 1965-1968, 23.5%--44.5% and, for FY 1969, 23.2%

41.8%.

It may:seam confusing that the institution. tables 13-L and 14-L,

show a slight increase in quality from FY 1965-68 to FY 1969 while the

project tables, 15-L and.16-L, show a slight decrease. However, this

can be explained by the fact that in Table 13-L, the institution table

for FY 1965-68, a single institution was counted only once, whether it

administered projects in each or just ohe of the four years covered.

It Would appear, then, that somewhat more average quality than high

quality schopls tended to 'administer projects.in more than one of the

four years.

11. Gourman Ratin
of Projects

Tables 17-L, 18-L, and 19-L show numbers g4 percentages of 508

of Administerin Institutions by Subject Matter

of the FY 1969 institute an0 teacher fellowship projects by subject

matter and 6ourman ratings of administering institutions. Table

17-L dealS with overall institutional ratings Table 18-L with ratings

of departments of education and Table 19-L with ratings of the
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approprihte academic departments.

Table 1771, shows that for the 508 projects tabulated, 22 or 4.3%

were administered by schools having overall GoUrman ratings of 700

and 'above; 23 or- 4.5% Were in schools rated 600-699; 61 or 12.0%

were in 5007599 rated institutions; 195 or 38.4% were. in 400-499 rated

schools; 159:or 31.3% were in schools of 300-399 ratings; 4 or .8%

.were in 2007299 rated schaols-r-a4-4-oi 8.7% were in schools not

rated or not'listed in Gourman.. .If we consider 500-800 a high quality.

ranking, 2007399 a low quality ranking, and 400-499 an average ranking,

we can say.thet 20.8%, 32.1% and 38.4% of our total projects were

administered-by Schools ranked high, low, and. averagejrespectively.

Comparing percentages in specific subject matter areas with their

total percentages, we find that considerally larger percentages of

projects 4n the following areas are, administered by high quality

schools:civics with 40.1%; educational media with 38.5%, inter-

natiOnal affairs with 42.9%, mathematics with 45.5% and school

administration and supervision with 35.3%. Subject matter areas in

which considerally larger than average percentages Of projects are

adMinisteredby loWquality.institutions are: djeadvantaged youth

wit1-03...1%,. geography with 46.7%; industrial arts with 60.0%, and

reading with47.4%.

Table 1,8tells:us_thatopourmanratings Of the departments of

edutation in the*institutions:'administeting our 508projectS..were:
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25 or 4.9%, 14 198 or 39...0%, B; 205 or.40.4% C; and 80 or 15.7%, X

or nodepartment or not listed in Gourman. No projects were

Administere&by schools whose education departments had D ratings.

'For the purposes of comparing projects in specific subject

matter areas,with the average of all projects, let us use the 43.9% of

the projects adm'nistered by schools with A and B rated education

departments As the average. Subject matter areas in which consideraly

higher than average percentages of projects were administered by schools

with A and B rated departments of education were: economics with 77.8%,

health and physical education with 63.6% school administration and

supervision with 70.6%, and trainers of teachers and TTT with 68.2%.

Subject matter areas with considerally lower than average percentages

of such projects were: disadvantaged youth with 28.1%, elementary

education with 28.6%, English for speakers of other languages with

11.1% and special:education wiA:25.0%. -A d subject matter areas

with significant percentages of projects in institutions with schools

of education, rated X etc., a probable indication of their being

administered,by newly established or specialized schools or junior

colleges or academically oriented schools whic do not specialize

in preparing,teachers were: elementary educatib with 42.9%, English

for speakers,of other languages with 44.4% sccial studies with 66.,

special education with 40.0% and support personnel with 44.4%.
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From these observations it appears that projects -n academic

);
suWect matter areas tend more to be administered by schools with high

overall institutional ratings than do projects in some of the newer

priority areas. It also_appears that projects dealing with education
.1!

_per-se as a profession, such as school administration and supervision

and trainers of teachers and TTT, tend more to be awarded to schools

with high ,cluality departments of education. However, it should be

cautioned that many projects, especially those in academic areas at

the secondary level, are not administered by the department of educa-

tion but 'rather by the appropriate academie department. For this

reason Our discussions of department of cducation ratings by subject

matter, while interesting, art! 7,robably not too significant.

Table 19-4. shows, for the 158 FY 19C9 institute and Teacher

fellOwship projects-in certain academic- areas, pourman ratings of

appropriate.academic departmentsthe_total: line we see. that.8.2%,

28,5%, 49.4°41.3%, and 12.7% of these projects,were administered by:

schools with Appropriate.academiC departmenta rated respectively

A,.B, C, D, and X,:etc. While'36,7% of all projecta were in schools

with,A and:Wrated apprc7riate academic departments, 66.773 f

economics projects 63.6% .Of health and:physical. education projects,

81-.8% of mathematics projecta fell into this category. In:the only

subjectarea with aSignificantlyjower than average percentage of

projecta4nj(and a rated departments, international_affairs. with
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14.3%, the majority :01 projects were in the X. etc., category.

Comparing Table 19-L with Table 18-L we find that while 36.7% of

the 158 projects tabulated in Table 19-L were administered by schools

with appropriate academic departments rated A-or_B 44.3% of those

-Same 158 projects Were.in institutions with A Or B rated education
_-

departments. This may suggest'that institutions having somewhat

better schoola cf education than academic departments tend to be

administering;institute and teacher fellowship projects. However,

since Academic: areas are being de,:eMphasit.ed beginning. in FY 1969,

thiS ie.probably not of particular significance.

12. Gourman Ratings of Institutions §tibmittim
Project Proposal

Tables 20 and 21 are concerned with Gourman ratings of schools

submitting proposals for FY 1967 NDEA Title XI institutes. (FY 1967

was the only year for which information was available on project

proposals, as opposed to project awards, and only Title XI institutes

were covered.) Table 20 shows the numbers and percents of all

institutions submitting FY 1967 Title XI institute proposals and the

numbers and percents of institutions submitting approved and rejected

proposals for same by Gourman overall institutional rating and Gourman

rating of department of education. Table 21 gives the same informa-

tion excep*:that it isOncerned:with numbers an&Percenta of proposals

rather than Of. schools.
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Table 20tells us that.of the 483 schools smbmitting FY 1967

proposals,,12% had overall Gourman ratings'of 500-800 and 22.3%

had éducation:department.ratings of. A or B. Of the 280 schools sub-

mitting approved proposals considerably higher percentages had

quality ratings: 16.8% had 500-800 overall ratings and 31.5% had

A...Bdepartment of educatIon.ratings. On the other hand, among the

411,institutions submitting proposals which were rejected, only 8.8%

had overall 500-800 ratings and 20.9% had education department

ratings of. A, or B. However,comparing these percentages with those

for all ichools rated by Gourman 7,4% 500-800 overall and.10.4% A,-13

.educatiOn.departments wesee that even schools submitting unfunded

proposals'were ofHhigher qUalityithan the. U.S. averag

Table 21 gives us a reinforced vewsion of the same picture, showing

us that 14.0% of all proposals, 21.1% of approved proposals, and 10.1%

,

of rejected 'proposals were 'from:schools with overall ratings of 500-800;

and likewise that 30.2% of all proposals 40.5% of approved proposals,

and 24.4%.of:all rejectedproposaIs came from institutions with A-B

.education departfilent rating6.

From these observations we see for FY 19674,.at least, that Title XI

institute proposals tended to come from schools having higher than average

quality ratings. We also See that,.as might.have been expected, approved

proposalS:tendedtocome:Jrom higher quality schools than rejected

proposalsOhou1d:data On rejected proposals beCome available for other,
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and particularly later, fiscal years, the comparisons will.be

interesting. It might be expected that given the new directions of

the institute and.teachet fellowship programs under EPDA, the overall

quality ofall. schools submitting propoSals will drop slightly and

that:somewhatlarger percentages of:tejected. projects will be from

average quality or unrated schools. We have already seen 'in our

comparisonS.Of:Tables 15-L. and 1.67L that somewhat,smaller percentages

of projects ftom quality schools Were funded in FY.1969 than in FY's

19651968.

13. Obligations to 100 Universities Receiving the
Lar est Amounts of Federal Obligations

Because there has recently been considerable controversy about

the fact that 100 of the nation's largest universities and colleges

are receiving the lion's share of Federal funds for higher education,

it was felt that it might be of interest to see what proportion of

obligations for institutes and teacher fellowships went to these

hundred schools. Table 22-L shows FY 1967 total obligations, obliga-

tions for academic science, obligations for non-science activities,

and obligations for institutes and teacher fellowships for the 100

institutions receiving the largest total amount4 of Federal obligations

that year. It tells us that these hundred schools received $2.3 billion

or 68.81% Of the total obligations figure; $1.8 billion or 79.53% of

the academic .science funds; and $430 million or 43.56% of the funds

for non-science activities. However, these same schools received only

,
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$15 million or 30.62%-of the total obligations for-institutes and

teacher fellOWships (pirt of non science activities). Further, 26 of

the 100 sChools listed had no institutes And teacher fellowships at

allin FY 1967 (although most of thOse 26 did receive awards at some

time: during the five years cOvered by this study).

These 'Observations would lead us to conclude that the 100 schools

being awarded the bulk of total Federal money for higher education are

not receiving anywhere near as large a percentage of the total obliga-

tions for institutes and fellowships. This, however, is to be expected

since academic science acCounts'for81.1% of the obligations* to these

schools and since the Office of Education administered institute and

fellowship programs we are dealing with in this study are primarily in

the non-science areas. It is probable that the 100 schools are

receiving a much larger percentage of obligations under the science

and mathematics institute progxEmm administered by the National Science

Foundation.

14. Projects b'y State

Table 23 Shows by State the number of.institute and teacher fellow-

ship:propoSals funded in FY's 1965 66, 67, And408 plus the number and

percent of FY 1965-68 total projects and FY 1969 projects. In

addition, As basis for comparingHthe distribution of projects with

the distribution of immediate program beneficiaries it lists by State

the number andpercent of public

dary teachers;As.ofHfall'

and non-TUblic.elementaty and secon-
. -
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In Studying our columns showing Percents of projects and percents

of teachers we see that most States show'close to the same percentages

of projects for WY's 1965768 and FY 1969 and that these project

percentage's are, by and large, very close to the appropriate percentages

of teachers,

'Looking lirst at the'two project percentage columns we See that

the only States showingL-sigait4eent-changes from the FY 1965-68 period,

to FY 1969 are California, up froM 8.4% to 11.9%; Colorado, up from

2.2% to 3.4%; Indiana, down from 4.5% to 2.7%; and Kansas, down from

2.6% to 1.1%. In comparing the FY 69 project percentage column with

the percent of teachers column we see that a somewhat higher number of

States show a significant discrepancy in percentages: Arizona, 1.9%

projects and .8% teachers; California, 11.9% projects and 8.9% teachers;

Colorado, 3:4% projects and 1.2% teachers; Illinois 4.5% projects and

5.5% teachers; Massachusetts, 3.9% projects and 2.7% teachers; New

Jersey, 1.8% projects and 3.5% teachers; Ohio43.6% projects and 5.0%

teachers; Oregon 2.7% projects and 1.1% teachers; Pennsylvania, 3.2%

lorojects and 5...5% teachers; Texas, 3..5% projects and 5.4% teachers;
projects

Vashington,', 3.2% projects and 1,6 teachers; and.Puerto Rico, .5%/and'

1.1%.teachers.

The significance of these comparisons is extremely slight. They

do show that there has been an attempt in making institute and

teacher fellowship awards to see that each State has at least one
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project each year. Given the fact that we are not here dealing with

a formula grant program, it seems surprising that our project and

teacher percentages by e.rate are as close as they are. However, since

most projects take participants from _a_number of States, a much more

significant measure of by-State distribution would be a comparison of

participant and teacher percentages. Such a comparison will be dealt

with in the next section of this study.

15. Characteristics of Participants and Unsuccessful Applicants

Tables 24 through 36 deal with characteristics of the individuals

who attended.and those who unsuccessfully applied to attend FY 1967

institutes and teacher fellowship programs. (FY 1967 was the only year

for which detailed information on participants and unsuccessful

applicants was avail.r.ble.) Where possible, as a basis for comparison,

these tablesalso attempt to give figures on the U.S. average for the

characteristics in question. It should be noted that the unsuccessful

applicant figures used here represent unsuccessful applications with

"area surplug" applications deleted. "Area surplus" applications are

those in excess of one per individual within area.

Tables 24 through 27 are concerned with vitAl statistics: sex, age,

education, and previous institute/fellowship attendance. Table 24

tells us that 55.0% of both participants and unsuccessful applicants

were male, whereaSonly 31.1%-of all U.S. public schoOl teachers in 1905-66

were of.thatsex. ':Table 25 tells:us that participants tended to be
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somewhat yOunger than unsuccessful applicants, and that both groups

were younger .than all.public school teachers; the average ages were

35.9.for participant's, 37.1 for unsuccessful applicants; and 38.7 for

all teachers.. The figures in Table 26 show that participants tended

to be somewhat better educated than unsuccessful applicants and that

both groups tiad considerably more education than all public school

teachers; the percentages in these groups having a master's or higher

degree were, ...respectively, 42.7% fOr participants, 38.9% for unsuccess-

ful applicants, and only 23.37 for all teachers. And Table 26 tells

us that a surprisingly large percentage of participants (16.1%) and

.unsuccessfulapplicants.(17.0%) h d attended one. or more previous

institute or teacher fellowship programs.

Tables 28 through 30 are concerned with participant and unsuccess-

ful applicant background in and present work relationship to the

subject matter of the institute or fellowship program. Table 28 tells

us that 37.7% of participants and 32.3% of unsuccessful applicants

had undergraduate majors in the same academic field as the institute

or program, and that only 27.2% of participants and 21.9% of unsuccess-
,

f 1 applicants had graduate majors in the same field. Table 29 is

concerned with total years of teaching and yeaia experience in the

fiela of the institute or program. Whereas the average teaching

experience for all U.S. public school teachers was 11.8 years, the

average for participants was 9.8 years and for unsuccessful applicants
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10.5 years. Average years experience in the subject field of the

institute or program was 6.3 for participants and 6.8 for unsuccess-

ful applicants. And from Table 30 we learn that participants spend

an average of 60.4% of their time, in their present assignment as a

teacher/specialist in the field of the institute or fellowship

program; unsnccesSful applicants so spend an average of 55.0% of

their time.

;Tables 31 through 35 deal with the types of schools and school

systems employing participants and unsuccessful applicants. From

Table 31 we see that the vast majority of both participants and

unsuccessfulapplicants were employed in a single school; the figures

were 84.7% aild 91.1%, respectively. Of participants 89.7% and of

unsuccessfnl'applicants 87..2% vere.employed In:a public as.opposed

to a private, school or system. These figures are remarkably close

to the 88.4%'of all U.S. elementary and secondary teachers employed in

public schools.

Table 32:tells us that the majority of both participants and un-

sucdessful applicants teach at the junior-senior high, as opposed to

the elementary, level. The girues are 57.8% an4 53.2% respectivei_y

whereas the modal level for participants is senior high with 30.0%,

the mode for unsuccessful applicants is elementary with 32.0%.

Table 32 also shows us that participants were somewhat more likely

than unsuccessful applicants to come from large metropolitan areas.
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The figures are 48.8% of participants and 44.5% of unsuccessful

applicantsifrOM cities of 50 000 or more or suburbs thereof, and, on

the other hand, 16.7% of participants and 20.5% unsuccessful

applicants from small towns and rural areas. The modal location for

both:groupS, however, is. cities Or.towns of 2,500 to 50;000.-popula--

.tiOnor suburbs thereof; the Perdentages here are 34.4% and 35.1%

respectively:-

Table 33 shows us that participants came from schools of somewhat

: larger em:011Ment than unsuccessfUl applicants. .While 65.2% of the
;

latter group teach inschools Of .under,-1000 enrollmentsi only 57.0%

f participants dre_in schools of that size: ,YUrther 13.3% of
,_ .

participants and Only 9.1% unsucdessful applicants came from schools

with enrollments of 2000 And over,.

Tables 34:and 35 Attemptt give some idea of-the socio-economic

status of theStudent bodies of the schools where particiPants and

unsuCcessfuI APplicant are employed. Both are- startling in that

they

froM

chat

from

fact

came

indiCatethat:,the majority of indiViduals in both groups come

schools serving the white-middle clas. Thus Table 34 tells us

65.6% Ofparticiparits and 63:0% 'ofunsUcces,pful applicants come

'.schools Whose stUdent bodies are less than 20% non,-white. In

21.1% of participants

from totally white schools.

and 24.5% f unsuccessful applicants

.And Table 35Sho.ws that.54.1%

unsuccessful applicants are employed in
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schools of which iess than 20% ok.the student, body are from low-income

iTable 36 gives a breakdown by State on participants and unsuccessful

applicants; it also, as a means of comparison, lists by State total

teacher's inpublic and non-public el'émentary schools as of fall 1967.

A study of the percentage columns shows that in most States the

percentagesof both participants and unsuccessful applicants are very

close to the percentages of. actual teachers, an indication of extremely

equitable distribution o ogram benefits. The only States showing

at least a one percent discrepancy between teacher and participant

I;
columns are Illinois with 5.5% teachers and only. 4.2% participants,

Michigan with 4..3% teachers and-only 3.3% participants,:Oregon with

_only 1-.1% teachers but, 2..1% participants, Texas with 5.5% teachers and
_

_Only 3.9% participants, and WaShington with only 1.5% teaChers but

2.7% participants. If we compare this list with that shown in the

section on projects by State we see that both Illinois and Texas are

mentioned as having significantly higher percentages of teachers than

f projects and that Oregon and Washington are pointed out as having

considerably higher percentages of projects than of teachers. From

this we might gather that proximity of institAe and teacher fellow-

ship projects may tend to generate interest in attendance, and vrice

versa.
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Our look at participant characteristics is interesting in that

it tells us that the institute/fellowship programs are reaching a

more than proportionate share of young, male, well educated,

inexperienced teachers, the majority of whom did not major in the

field of the institute or fellowship but who are now spending more

than half their time teaching in that field. While this may, on the

surface, seem a little out of line, it is not so when we consider

that younger, well educated males are much more likely than older,

less educated females to be motivated toward applying for and

participating in programs which are designed, hopefully, to broaden

outlook improve credentials, and increase career opportunities.

The percentages of participants from predominately white middle

class schoOls seem startlingly high considering the emphasis in all

Office of Education programs since 1965 on extending opportunities

.
to the disadvantaged. However When we remember that in FY 1967 the

institute and teacher fellawship program was not primarily oriemted

toward the:disadvantaged, and that generally our better, more atabitious
'he

te-thers have tended to teach in schools serving/white middle class,

the figures are not so surprisin4. It can be e ected that figures

on FY 1969 participants when th6r'become availa14\1b e, will:be somewhat

different in this regard, given the change -in emphasis 'of the program.

A comparison WiI1 be interee.ting*
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The figures on unsuccessful applicants were included in the

tables becauSe they were available and because it was felt that a

Comparison between percentages of participants and unsuccessful

applicants might reveal certain designs in'the selection process.

By and large .we found no real designs at all and on most characteristics

discovered:merely that unsuccessful applicants were very much like

participants.. It can, of course,. he said that.unsuccessful applicants

were slightly older, slightly less educated; and slightly more

experienced at teaching.thanparticipants..- They were also somewhat

less '. involved with the field. Of the institute or fellowship program

:for which :they applied, and somewhat more.likely to teach at the elementr

level, in schools of smaller enrollment size, and in smaller towns.

16. starimjan

Among the more important observations this s udy contains about

the characteristics of FY 1965-1969 institute/fellowship projects,

administering' Organizations, and participants are the following:

1. In FY 1969, the first year in which organizations other than

of higher eduCationWere eligible 'to administer

institute and' teanher fellowship projects, 81.6% of projects were

administered by institutions of higher education, 13.9% by local
t

1

education agencies, 2.7% by State education agencies, and 1.87 by

other public pr. privatenOn7profit Organizations.

2. The Changeit'airettion:of the inatitute/fellowship ptogram-Ainder

EDPA: beginning in FY 1969.,was reflected ,in the decrease in projects
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in traditional academic fields and the increase in projects in new

priority areas.

3. The distribution cf FY 1969 projects by size and control of administer-

ing institutions was roughly the same as the distribution of the U.S.

college population. Project percentage6 by enrollment size were 23.7%

to institutions under 5,000 and 76.3% tO schools over 5,000; respective

college population percentages were 34.6%

centages by Control were 71..7% public and,

and 65.4%. Project per-

28.3% private; respective

college population percentages were 69.7% public and 30.3% private.

4. During the 1967-68 school year the breakdown of all institutions

of higher edl'ication by control was 41.1Z public, 22.7% private

non-sectarian, and 36.2% religious. FY 1965-68 projects by control

of institution were 69.5% public, 20.3% private non-sectarian, and

10.2% religious; and FY 1969 projects by control of institution were

71.9% public, 18.4% private non-sectarian and 9.9% religious.

5. The type and,control combinations awarded the greatest percentages

of projects in both FY 1965-68 and FY 1969 were the same. They and

their respective perceiages of projects were: public Ph.D offerIng

universities, 44.7% and 42.2%; private independent Ph.D offering

universities, 11.0% and 10.9%; public master's iiegree offering,.

-
teacherscolleges, 12.1% and'9.6%; andTublic master's degree

offering'Universities, 10.8% and 8;4%. Although'these combinations

repreSented rather Small percent'nes of All institutions of higher

education in 196.7-68 (the'resPectixe RetOentages.:wete 3.-6, 1..5%,
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3.72, and 2.1%), they were the obvious types of schools to be

conducting programs aimed at graduate level courses for elementary

cnd secondary teachers.

6. Both.FY 1965-68 and FY 1969 projects were administered by higher

r,uality schools than the average, with FY 1965-68 projects having

a slight edge over FY 1969, due probably tc the shift in emphasis

of the program away from traditional academic area5. The all-schools

percentage with ovrall Gourman ratings of. 500-800 Was 7.4%; similar

percentages for FY 19657-.68 prOjects and 17 1969.projects were,

respectively, 23.5% and 23.2%. All schools, FY 1965-68 project,

and FY 1969 project percentages with A-B Gourman department of

education ratings,were, ,rePec.tINTelY, 10.4%, 44.5%-and 41.8%.

7 In FY 1969 projects in traditional academic subject areas tended

more to be administered by,schools witlt high overall Gourman

institutional ratings thar did projects in some of the newer

priority areas. Also in that year projects dealing with education
\

as a prcifession tended more to 1:)q awarci,-:d to.sCtiools with high

Gourman department of education ratings than did projects in

other areas.

8. In TY 1967 .project proposals, as opposed to pikject awards, tended

to come from schools having 'higher than aVerage Gourman-ratings;

and as might have been expected approved proposals tended to come

from%higherguality schools than rejected proposals. Percentages

having Gourman overall institutional ratings of 500-800 for all



schools, all project proposals, approved proposals, and -rejected

proposals were, respectively, 7.4%, 14.0%, 21.1% and 10.1%.

In FY 1967 the 100 colleges and universities receiving the largest

amounts of Federal obligations did not receive the bulk of

institute/fellowship obligations. Whereas these 100.schools,

received 68.8% of total Federal obligations, they received only
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30.6% of obligations for institutes and teacher felllowships.

10. Most States had close to the same percentages of total projects in

the FY 1965-68 period and FY 1969. Further, these project percentages

were, by and.large, very close to the States' percentages of U.S.

total public and non-public elementary and secondary teachers.

11. FY 1967 institute and teacher fellowship program participants were

younger, better educated and less experienced than the average U.S.

teacher. Further they were considerably more likely than the average

teacher ,to be ma,le.

12. A startlingly large proportion of FY 1967 participants were employed

in schools serving the white middle class. Schools whose student

bodies were less than 20% non-white employed 65.6% of participants,

and 54.l of participants came from schools in which less than 20%

of the student body were from low-income fami4as.

13. The percenta4e of total participants from each State ,in FY 1967 was

in most cases ',,ery close to that State' percentage of total

U.S. teachers ,in fall 1967.,
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It should be pointed out that a very serious limitation to this study

is that it contains no information whatsoever about the effect of projects

upon participants' subsequent teachint; practices and ultimately upon their

students. No such information exists. This 12 an extremely unfortunate

situation because it is preciselfy this information that the Office of

Education needs to justify the spending of $80 million annually on

institute and teacher fellowship prograAs. It is hoped that the Bureau

of Educational Personnel Development will in the near future find a viable

method of measuring project effectiveness on both teachers and their

students. It is also hoped that types of, projects which prove to have

little positive effect thereon 'will be replaced by programs whicli justify

their costs in terms of increased benefits to the Nation's children.
,;
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TABLE 2

AND PERCENT OF DIFFERENT ORGANIZATIONS ADMINISTERING 7- 9

2s.iT AND D EPDA PROJECTS BY TYPR 0}T ORGANIZATION; NUMBER AN7i
PERCENT OF FY 1969 PART C AND D EPDA PROJECTS BY TYPE

OF ADMINISTERING ORGANIZATION

:a

anization

Organizations

Total 30 100.0 740

.szituLions 0E.
Lgher EduCation 315 70.9 604

Lc,al Z.aucation
AgeL..2.fes 97 22.6 103

Staze Education
Agencies 16 3.7 20

Oeter ,Organizaiions 12 2.8 13

:rom Conrgressiona1 Notifications of-AwardS November 1968 - May 1Sc-.



TABLE 3-L

FY 1967 AND FY 1969
INSTITUTE AND TEACHER FELLOWSHIP PROJECTS BY SUBJEC7

Subject Field

FY1967

1/
Fellowshipd-

2/ Total
Instituted- Projects

% of Tc

Proji

Arts and Humanities 2 : 12 14
Bilingual Education 1 1

Civics .

Counseling and Guidance !-
22 ..

32

22
;54,

3_

8.

Disadvantaged Youth
..,tk.,;L.4.,.,..;;,",.,.-

5 54 59 9.

Early Childhood . .-,-..' 3
,,,..

,,Economics 2 22 24
3..

.-5.Educational Media , 4 34 38
CITElementary Education 6 14 20 3.

.

C*Elementary and Secondary Education - -

English .7 .98 105 , 116.
English for Speakers of Other Languages 1 9 10 1.

Fcrign Languages 4 48- 52 8'

Geography 3 25 28 3,
Health and Physical Education - - - -

History 5 81 86 13.
Industrial Arts

. 2 30 32 4.
Internatidnal Affairs - -
Mathematics 3 - 3 .

Reading i 5 55 60 9.
School Administration and Supervision 3 ., 3 .

School Library. - 18 18 -2.
Science 3 3

Secondary Education - -
Social Studies 4 - 4
Special Education -
Support Personnel - -



TABLE

FY 1967 AND FY 1969
R. FELLOWSHIP PROJECTS BY SUBJECT MATTER FIELD-

FY1967'

2/ Total
FY1969

% of Total 1/
Institutes"- Proiects Pro'ects Fellowshi

12 14

1 1

22 22

32 54

54 59
- 3

22 24

34 38

14 20

- -
98 105
9 10

48 52

25 28

- -

81 86

30 32

55.

18

3

60

3

18 .

3

2/ Total Z of Total
Institutei- Prolects Prolacts

2.2' 6 18 24 3.8

.2 1 4 5 .3

3.4 2 14 16 2.5

8.3 16 36 52 8.3

9.1 13 64 77 12.3

.5

3.7

5

3

13

7

18

18

1.9

).9 :It

5.8 2 14 16 2.5 -.1

3.1 6 11 17 2.7

2 18 20 3.2

16.2 12 45 57 9.1

1.5 4 17 21 2.3
8.0 6

33
,o
J, cJ,2

3.8 1 15 16 1.5
_

, 1 13 14 9.2

13.2 5 29 3/1 5.4

4.9 2 19 91 3.3

1 8 9

.5 , 3
,

14 17 2.7

9.2 5 17 22 3.5

.5 11 12 23 3.6

2.8 -
Jr

.5 1 4 5 .8

- 5 7 12 1.9

.6 8 8 ,

16 2.5

4 24 28 4.5

1 19 20 3.2



TABLE 3

FY 1967 AND FY 1969
INSTIIUTE AND. TEACHER FELLOWSHIP PROJECTS BY. SUBJEC

ublect Field

FY1967

Fellowshi
2/ Total

Institutei Pro'ects Pro ec.

% of Tot

Trainers .of Teachers and TTT
VcCational Education
None of the Above

Total

11

93 557 650 100.0

1.7

1/ Includes long term institutes
2/ Short term institutes and planning grants
3/ Funded under another legislative authority in FY 1969

FY 1967 data from program statistics prepared by the Measuremen1 Research Center at Iowa Cit
Education. FY 1969 data from summary dated 1/22/69 prepared by thd Bureau of Educational,Pe

_Percentages may not add to totals because of roUnding.



TABLE 3L

FY 1967 AND FY 1969 2/

HER FELLOWSHIP PROJECTS BY:SUBJECT MATTER FIELD

FY1967 FY 1969

2/ ,Total % of Total 1/ 2/
titutes7 Projects Projects Fellowships , -.Institutes Proiects Proc

Total % of Total

^
2

557 650 100.0

5 14

131 497 628 100.0

C.II

.ement Research Center at Iowa City, Iowa, under a contract with the U.S. Office of
A by tha Bureau of Educational Personnel Development..



Subject Matter

Arts and Humanities

Bilingual Education
Civics

Counseling and Guidance
Disadvantaged Youth*
Early Childhood
Economics

Educational, Media.'

Elementa'ry.Education
Elementary ,and Secondary ducation
English

.

English for Speakers of Other.Languages
Foreign Languages,
Geography.

Health ana Physical Education.
History
Industrial Arts 4

International Affairs
Mathematics
Reading

,School.Administration andSuPervisioni
-Science

SecOndary Education'
Social Studies-,

Special Education

Total,I
Type of Administc

Total Projects College Stat
as Percent of.,

Grand Total Total
or

University
'Ec

Ager

3.7 23 20
.8 5 4

2.4 15 15
7.3 45 39
7.3 45 32
2.4 15 15
1.6 10 9

2.9 18 13
1.9 12 7

2.6 16 8

8.7 54 51
18 18

6.1 38 37
2.4 15 15
2.9 18 11
6.1 38 34
34 21 20
1.5 9 7

2.1 13 11
2.3 20 19
34 21 17

,8 5 3

1.6 10 6

1.0 6 . 6

5.0 31 20 2



.

FY 1969 EDPA INSTITUTE, FELLOWSPI15., AND PLANNI

ADMINISTEF

Total Projects
. _

Institutes .

Type of AdminisEering Organiatiou
'

'Type of Administering Or_aanization
College

. . State. Local College State -. Local
Or 'Ed. Fd. ,, ,or Ed. Ed.

University Agency Agenc., ot.i-, Aqency Other TotalTotal
,., University- Agency

23 20
5 4,

15 15
45 39
45 32
15 15
10 9

18 13
12 7

16 8
54 51
18 18
38 37
15 15
18 11
38' 34
21 20
9 7

13 11
20 19
21 17:

5 -3
10 6.
6 6

31. 20

,

2 1' 16 13
- 1 . -i 3 2
- - - 13 13

23 18
1 7 5 911 19

- _ 8 8
1 - 7 6
1 3 1 15 11

4 : 1
f

8 4

1 6 1 1.4 6

1 2 - 44 42
.._:.

IA .14

1 - 32 !
31

- - 14 14
- 6 i 13 7

- 3 30 96
- 1 - -17 16

. .,

4 1 7 ..- 6

2 - 11 9

1 16 ' 15
- 4 11 3
1 1 4: 2:
- 4 6

5:

18-

1

1

1

1

1

2 1 6

1 9

2

4 18

4 3 6

3

3

3- 1 1

3 1 3

6 1 9

: 10

4

5

1

5 1 1

3 1 7

1 3

1

2 2

1 3

4 10

1 1

4 3

.4 2 4



TABLE 4-L

LLOWSBIf, AND PLANNING PROJECTS BY SUBJTCT MATTER AND TyPE OF (-ROANHATION

ADMINISTERING PROJECT

Page 1 of 2

..Fellowships Planning Grants

rganization i
.

.

Total

Type Administering Organizationl

f

Type Administering Organization

ocal

Ed.

aenc

-
1

Otherl

College State Local .

I

or Ed. Ed.-

Universit Aaenc A enc Other !Total

College

.or
,

Universit

State

Ed.

enc

Local'

Ed-.

A enc- Other

2

1

-
/4
4

-

3

3

6

1

_

-

5

3

1

-

2

1

4

1

'4

-

A

1

1

i

1

-
1

_ }

1-
3

!

i

-

1 I

1 ,

- i

-
-

-
1

1

-

-
-

-

-H
-

2

6

2

2

18
6

3

3

1

3

2

10

4

5

1

1

7

3

1

2

3

10
1

3

4

: 6

2

2

.18

6

3

3

1

3

2

9

4

5

1

1

7

3

1

2

3

10

1

3

t

-

-

-

-
_

-

-
-

, -

-
-

-

-

-

-
-
-.

-

-
.- 2

-

;

,

,

.-

_

-

-

-

-

-

1

-

-

-
_

-

-

-

- ,

-

-

-

-

-

. -

-

-

, -

-

-

-
- H

-

-

-

I

-

-

4

19

4

1.

I

1

-

4

1

1

1

1

-

1

1

9

1

_

3

14

4

1

-

1

-

3

1,

1

-

1

-

1

1

6

:

-

_

_

7

-

-

1,

.3

1

-

1

3

_

_

2

1

-



Total

Total Pro4e

'type of Administering

College State

0
Agenct-

.Supportyersonnel, '- '..Z.§

.Trainers,of Teachers and TTT* '8.9

._ Vocational Education .3,4

..:None.of Above - 0

,Total: :100:0

--..Percent of Total- :100,0.



Total?Projects
_ypt_e_orlr; :zation
;ollege St'ate Local

Ed. Ed.
rniversjty

9 7
44
14

4'
08

82.1

14
48
12

447
72,2

'aPA n'STITUTE, FELLOWSHIP, AND PLANNIN
ADMINISTEF

Institutes
TYpe of Administerhg Organization

ar,gc, State Local
,or Ed, Ed.

iversity A57ency Agency Other Total

7 - 5 2

..,0 3 2 5

3 1 1. 2
')J - -

355 15_ 57 , 20

79.4 3:4 12.8 4.5

Projects whose tit 1 es4nentroned Disadvantaged Youth or Teacher Train
aver Disadvantaged Yoich.



- TABLE 4-L

1-..CM5KP, AND PLANNING PROJECTS BY .£11BJECT MATTER AND i:;'E OF ORCI:NXATON

ADMINISTERING PROJECT

anization

:cal

;

Fellowships Phin Grants
Type Administering Organization pe AcIm n,9:inisteri Ornanizatlon.Ty

College State Local Co Local .itse St

Ed. Ed.o r Ed. Ed.
;Em.cy Other. Total University Agency Agency Other! Total University A2,ency Agency ; Othet

1

5 9 ; ....
] 4 9
i

2 5 2 2 - - - 1

5, 4

1' 2 6 5 1 i

1 1 .. 1

3 1
-

, -
37 20 110 -108 1 I- .--s.

.: .1I0.0 7262

45
.8 4.5 17.8 "98.2 . .9 .9 ', .6

I 1

or Teacher Trainers recorded here rather than in academic
subj ect

,,orr-7.77'", : "T*177 ' ;"'" .rgrrTr.r7Trmrryr?r!

2

1

2

22.6 4.8

TTT given precedence



TABLE 5-L

AND PEFaNT 71);: TOTAL -INSTITUTIONS OF HIGHER EDUCATION AND HIGHER EDUCATION ENROLLMEIc
.AARDED FY-1969 EPDA PROJECTS By SIZE AND CONTROL OF SCHOOL: NUMBER AYD PERCENT OF

ADMINIS'iTRING INSTITUTION

Size and Control

All Institutions - Total
Under 200
200-499
500-999
1000-2,499
2,500-4,999
5,000-9,999
10,000-19,999
20,000 or more

Public Institutions - Total
Undr,r 200

200-499
500-999
1,000-2,499
2,500-4,999
5,000-9,999
10,00019,999
20,000 or more

Private Institutions
Under 200
200-499
500-999,-

1,000-2,499
2,500-4,999
5,000-9,999.

10,000-19,999
20,000 or more

Total

Total Enrollment, F
1967

`70

2 374 100.0 6,911,748
291 12.3 31,562
345 14.5 120,484
531 22.4 387,672
590 24.9 900,079
269 11.3 950,825
193 8.1 1,392,163
100 4.2 1,389,873
55 2.3 1,739,090

934 39.2 4.816 028
21 .9 2,2a-
79 3.3 28,421

148 6.2 109,776
230 9.7 369,093
184. 7.8 669,205
147 6.2 1,061,418
79 3.3 1,104,415
46 1.9 1,471,432

1 446 4 60.7 2,095,120
270 11.4 29,294
266 11.2 92,063
383 16.1 277,896
360 15.2 530,986
85 3.6 281,620
46 1.9 330,745
21 .9 285,458
9 .4 267,658

Percentages may not add to totals because of rounding. Total institutions and enrollment figure
information from Congressional Notifications of Award November 1968 - May 1969.



TABLE 5 -L

)1i AND HIGHER EDUCATION ENROLLMENT BY SIZE AND CONTROL OF SCHOOL; NUMBER AND P17,,RC1T 07.

)F SCHOOL: NUMBER AND PERCENT OF FY 1969 EPDA PROJECTS AWARDED BY SIZE AND CONTROL Or
ADMINISTERING INSTITUTION

Total Enrollment, Fall 67 Schools Awarded FY 69 FY 69 Prnjer.Ls

Projects Awards
%

0 6,911,748 100.0

3 31,562 .5

5 120,484 1.7

4 387,672 5.6
9 900,079 13.0

3 950,825 13.8

1 1,392,163 20.1

2 1,389,873 20.1

3 1,739,090 25.2

3 4,816)028 21.1
9 2,268

3 28,421 .4

2 109,776 1.6

7 369,093 5.3
8 669,205 9.7

2 1,061,418 15.4

3 1,104,415 16,0
9 1,471,432 21.3

7 2,095,720 30.3

4 29,294 .4

2 92,063 1.3

1 277,896 4.0
2 530,986 7.7

6 281,620 4.1
9 330,745 4.8
9 285,458 4.1

.

4 267,658 3.9

# %

315 100.0

4 1,3

5 1.6

14 4.4

43 13.7

50 15.9

76 24.1

67 21.3

56 17.8

207 65.7

1 .3

1 .3

3 1.0

11 3.5

32 10,2

60 19.0

53 16.8

46 14.6

108 34.3

3 1.0

4 1.3

11 3.5

32 10.2

18 5.7

16 5.1

14 4,4

10 3.2

6g% lenJ); -

4 7

5 .81

16 2,6

68\

.131

1,160 2

170

433

1

9

14

46

103

122

143

13

36

22

28

e

/f

e

StitutiOns and,enrallment figures froM
Digest of EdUcatiOnal Statistics 196 EPDA:

Mthber1968f.,-:May 1969,



TABLE 6-L

NUMER AND PERCENT OF U.S. TOTAL FALL HIGHER EDUCATION ENROLLMENT BY TYPE AND CONTROL OF INSTI'

BY TYPE AND CONTROL OF ADMINISTERING INSTITUTION, FY's 1965-

.Average Enrollment 1964-1967'

%

Projects FY 1965496-

#
Total

All Institutions 6,172,468 100.0 2508 100.0
4-Year Institutions

' 4,918,163 79.7 2506 99.9
Universities 2,391,680 38.7 1588 63.3
All Other 4 Year 2,526,483 40.9 918 36.6

2-Year Institutions 1,254,305 20.3 2 .1

Public

All Institutions 4,181,462 67.7 1742 69.5
fq 4-Year Institutions 3,06(1,006 49.6 1742 69.5

Universities 1,706,372 27.6 1177' 46.9
All Other 4-Year 1,353,634 z1.9 565 22.5

2-Year Institutions- 1,121,456 18.2 Nal

Private

All Institutions 1;991;006 32.3 766 30,5
4-Year Institutions. 1,858,157. 30.1 764 30.5
Universities 685,308 11.1 411 16.4
All Other A-Year 1,172,849 19.0 353 14.1

2-Year Institutions 132,849 2.2 2 .1

,Percentages may not add to totals beCause of rounding

*These 604

agencies,

Enrollment

Iowa City

FY 69 projects are 81.6% of the total of 740 FY 69 projects. The other 136 are adm:
and other organizations.

data from U.S.O.E,'s Opening Fall Enrollment, 1964-68. FY 1965-1968 project data fi
Iowa under a contract with U.g.O.E. FY 1969 project data'from Congressional Noti;



TABLE 6-L

3NT BY TYPE AND CONTROL OF INSTITUTION AND NUMBER AND PERCENT OF EDPA (AND PPIDECESSOR)?pC:E,:a

ISTERING INSTITUTION, FY's 19654968 AVERAGED AND FY.1969

4-1967 Projects FY 1965-1968

#

Enrollment Fall, 1968

# %

Projerts FY

10.0 2;0.8 100.0 7,571,636 100.0 604 100.0

2506 99.9 5,775,210 76.3 591

f8.7 1588 63.3 2,787,682 36.8 367 60.

p0.9 918 36.6 2,987,528 39.5 224 37,1

2 .1 1,796,426 23.7 13 2,2

57.7 1742 69.5 5,469,472 72.2
71,7

49.-6 1742 H 69,5 _3,821,808 50.5

.433

422 69,9

27.6 1177 46.9 2,083,628 27.5 270 44.7

21.9 565 22,5 :1,738,180 23.0 152 25.2,

18.2 - - 1,647,664 21.8 11 1,

32.3 766 .30.5 2,102,164 27.8 171
.7 '7

30.1 764 30.5 1,953,402 25.9 169

11.1 411 16.4 704,054 ' 9.3 97 16,1

19.0. 353 14.1 1,249,348 16.5 72

2.2 2 .1 148,762 2.0 2

) projects.. The other 136 are administered by State education agencies, local
education

+-68. FY 196571968 projeCt data from a repori prepared by the Measurement
Research Center at

)ject data'from congressional Notifications of:Award, November 1968 - May 1969.



7-L

NumBER:AND,PERCENT OF AIL INSTITUTIONS OF.HTOER,EDLTATION.IN,UNITED.STATES BY
.)

(As listedin1196.7-68duCatOnA3,irectory,-

Institutions

Classified by Highest Level of Offering .

and Type of Pro ram JL

Tptal-

Institutic
:.,2CL5 1,1 :

All Institutions - Total
25.36 10C

0"
2)N; 73

a. occupational terminal
-,,;"

250

b. liberal arts and general '<'
334, 1:

c. liberal arts and general and occupational terminal 598 2:

d. primarily teacher preparatory 30

e. liberal arts and general and teacher preparatory 663 . 2(

f. liberal arts and general, occupational terminal and teacher preparatory 111 e

g. professional only (not including teacher preparatory) ,
273 1C

h. professional and teacher preparatory 48

i. professional and occupational terminal 26

3. liberal arts and general and 1 or12 professional school, 130

k. liberal arts and general and 3 or more professional schools 250 1.

I. Deo and Less than Four-Year Institutions - Total 885 1

a. occupational terminal

b. liberal arts and gelieral

c. liberal arts and general and occupational terminal

d. primarily teacher preparatory

e. liberal arts and general and teacher preparltory

f. liberal arts and general, occupational terminal,and teacher preparatory

g. professional only (not including teacher preparatory)

h. professional and teacher preparatory .

i. professional and occupational terminal

72'

179

574

5

31

Ii
8

3

2



gRER,E*ATIONIIN,pNTTED.STATES_BY TYPE AND CONTROL IN 1967-68 ACADEMIC YEAR

d'in4967-681EduCat,ian'Tirectorv;.Part 3)- :; ;

1

Iliptitutions
j- cots FY

ir

_ Control of 1.-Istituticrr

Public Private Ind. .-Orivate ?e0!,:y

2536 100.0

7r6
r r

731,', 2.9

334,:, 13.2

598 23.6

30 1.2

663 26.1

eacher preparatory 111 4.4

273 10.8

48 1.9

26 1.0

ols 130 5.1

chools 250 10.0

885 34.9

72 2.8

179 7.1

574 22.6

5 .2

31 1.2

eacher preparatory 11 . A

8' 0
J

3 .1

2 .1

1043

-2:43

487

15

146

65

38

3

4

22

157

596

43

54

479

5

12

3

41.1 : 0 22.7 917

:71.7 26 ,1.0 4

2.5 56 3.8 175

'19.2 66 2.6 45

.6 8 .3
7

5.8 128 5.0 389

2.6 10 .4 36 !

1.5 109 4.3

.1 30 1.2 15

.2 18 .7 4

,9 38 :1.c 70

6.2 47 .L.9 46

23.5 125 4.9 164

1.7 25 1.0 4

2.1 36 1.4 89

18.9 56 2,2 39

.2

.5 19

.1 8

4 .2 4

2 .1

2 .1.



TABLE 7-L:

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF ALL INSTITUTIONS OF HIGHER EDUCATION IN UNITED STATE

(As listed in 1967-68 Education Directc

Institutions

Classified by.Highest Level of Offering

and Type of Program

II. .Institutions Offering Bachelotal.

b.

C.

d.

e,

f.

a0,

h.

j.

k.

liberal arts and general

liberal art5 and general and occupatibnal terminal

primarily teacher preparatory

liberal arts

liberal arts

professional

professional

professional

liberal arts

liberal arts

Tot

Institu

and general'and teacher preparatory

and general,'occupational terminal, and teacher'preparatory

only (not including tedCher preparatory)

'and.teacher preparatory

and'occupational terminal

and general and 1 or 2 professional schools

and general and 3 or more profesSional schools

851

127

24

15

427'

65

113

20

17

37

6



TABLE 7-L.

GHER EDUCATION IN UNITED STATES BY TYPE AND CONTROL IN1967-68 ACADEMIC YEAR

d in 1967-68 Education Directory, Part 3)

Total Control of Institution

Institutions Public Private Ind. priva,p

851 33.6 112 4.4 230 9.1 509

127 5.0 5 .2 41 1.6 81

24 .9 8 .3 10 .4 6

15 .6 7 .3 3 .1 5

.427' 16.8 35 1.4 85
-, ;

cher 'preparatory . . 65 2.6 34 1.3 9 .4 22

113 4.5 16 .6 50 2.0 47

20 .8 1 - 9 .4 10

17 .7 1 - , 12 .5 4

37 1.5 1 - 11 .4 25

ols 6 .2 4 ..2. - 2

20,1



CONTINUED:
TABLE 7-1-

NUMER AND PERCENT OF ALL INSTITUTIONS OF HIGHER EDUCATION IN UNITED STATES

(As listed in 1967-68 Education Director

Institutions Tot

Classified by Highest Level of Offering ,Instit

and Tyne of Program
1-

III. Institutions Offering Masters Degrees - Total .499

b. liberal arts and general 23

d. primarily teacher preparatory 9

e. liberal arts and general and teacher preparatory . 192

f. liberal arts and general, occupational terminal, and teacher preparatory 33

g. professional only (not including teacher preparatory) 77

h, professional and teacher preparatory 13

i. professional and orr.upeti i Ainal 3

j. liberal arts and general and 1 or 2iprofessional schools 70

k. liberal arts and general and 3 or More professional schools' 79

TV. lajsjitnti2nsof 280

b, liberal arts and general

d. primaYly t=2acher preparatory

e, libera,, art: and general and teacher preparatory

f. IiberT art5 and general, occupational terminal, and teacher preparatory

g. professdona: only (not including teacher preparatory)
h, professlona: and teacher preparatory

i. prof F=ional and occupaAonal terminal

j, inc:al arts and general and 1 or 2 professional schools
k. liberal arts and genera: and 3 or more professional schools



TABLE 7-i-

HINER EDUaTidN'Ik
UNITED STATES BY TYPE AND CONTROL 1N 1967-68 ACADENIC 1EARsted in 1967-68 Education Directory, Part 3)

'N -2

Total

,Institutions
Control oif

Public Private Ind.

i

.499 19.7 196 7.7 124 4.9

23 .9 1 - 17 .7 ,

9 .4 3 .1 4 .2
192 7.6 94 3.7 37 1.5[ teacher prep_ atory 33 1.3 27 1.1 - -)
77 3.0 2 .1 25 1.0

1

1

13 .5
12 .5

3 .1 - 3 .1ools
70 2.8 15 .6 17 .7schools 79 3.1 54 2.1 9 .4

-280 .11.0 138 5.4 82 3.2

4 .2 3 .1
. 1 -

L -
61.4 elm, 1 ...

.
13 .5 5 .2 6 .2teaCher preparatory 2 .1 1 1 .-. .

_.
1

63 2.5 19 .7 22 .9
8 .3 2 3 .1
3 .1 3

.1

.1' ...- .....

)ols
21 .8 6 .2 10 -.4;chools 165 6.5 99 3.9 38 1.5

,

179

5

61

6

50

1

36

16

60

2?

3



CONTINUED:.

t

TABLE 7-1,

NUMBE'R AND PERCENT OF ALL INSTITUTf6N"OF HIdHER'EDUCATITM IN UNITED E

(As listed in.190='68-FducatIdn 1)5.

InstitutiOns

Classified by Highest Level of Offering

and Type of Pro:tram

. Other - Total

a. occupational

b. liberal.arts

g. profeesional

h.. professional

i. profesSional
j. liberal arts

terminal
.

And, general

only (not including teacher preparatory

and teacher preparatory

and occupational terminal
and general and 1 or 2 profe.ssional schools

Percentages may not add to totals.because of rounding.



V';1P,
TABLE 7i.

i3 L ,

NE NS OF H dhETt E_UCATON I ITED STATtS BY Al\D CONTROL IN 1967 68 ACADEMIC YEAR

(As listed in.196748nucati6ii Dff-Offc.Try; Part 3Y

..
Total

fristitutions

.%

Control of Institution

;Public

37

Private Ind. Pr*vat,--R,
-.7 A
6

21 .8 1 15 .6 5

1 1

1
p.177,...=tol7v 12 .5 27 j.i 8 .3 3

77 4 .2 4 .2

1 1 V-

hools 2 .1 2



TABLE 8-L

NUMBER AND PERCENT BY TYPE AND CONTROL OF INSTITUTIONS (

RECEIVING AWARDS UNDER THE FY 1965 - 1968 INSTITUTE

TEACHER FELLOWSHIP PROGRAM BY TYPE AND CONTROL 01

(As listed in 1967-68 Education Directory - 1

'Institutions

Classified by Highest Level of Offering

a2LIY11_21ELagram

All Institutions - Total

Total

Institut:

# School!

b. liberal arts and general

d. primarily teacher. preparatory'

e, liberal arts, general, and teacher preparatory

f. liberal arts, general, teacher preparatory, and occupational terminal

g. professional only
00 h, professional and teacher preparatory

j liberal arts and general and.1 or 2 professional schools

k. liberal arts and general and '3 or more professional schools

I. Two and Less than Four-Year Institutions - Total

b. liberal'arts and general'

II. Institutions Offering Bachelors Degrees - Total

b. liberal arts and general'

d. primarily teacher preparatory

e, liberal arts, generaliand teacher preparatory

f, liberal, general, teacher preparatoryloccupational terminal

g. professional only

h. professional and teacher preparatory

j. liberal arts and general and 1 or 2 professional schools

k. liberal arts and general and 3 or more professional schoo,ls

. 458 -11

19

8

150

31

2

2

.36

210

7

2

52

10

6

2



CYPE AND CONTROL OF INSTITUTIONS OF HIGHER EDUCATION

iDER THE FY 1965 - 1968 INSTITUTE AND,EXPERIENCED

IIP PROGRAM BY TYPE ANp CONTROL OF INSTITUTION,

in 1967-68 Education Directory - Part III)

lonal terminal

3

)ols

Total Control of Institution

"ItatitutiOnt-: Public Private Ind..

# Schools % # SChoOls %, # SChools % Schools

458 .100,0 252 ' 55.0 '107 '23.4

19 4.1 2
H.

.4 11 2.4

8 1.7 3 .7 3 '7

150 32.8 65 14.2 32 7.0

31 6.8 , 24 54 2 .4

2 .4 2 .4

2 .4 -- 2 4

36 7.9 14 3.1 15 3.3

210 45.9 144 31 4' 40 8.7

2 .2

7

26

1 .2 1

- 1 .2 1

11. 17.7 *21

7 1.5 .

2 .4

52 .11.4

inal
10 2.2

1.
, .2

1 .2

8,

9

'.4/

.4

2.0

4

12 2.6

1 .2.

1 .2

1 .2

2 .4

M., .1.1

32

4

.



CONTINUED:

0"F

TABLE 8-L
7,1? ONTITT, c)r

NUMBER AND PERCENTlY'IYPEANIIVCONTiOLAT.INSTITUTIM_

RECEIVING AWARDS UNDER THE FY 1965 - 1968 INSTITUTF

TEACHER FELLOWSHIP PIOCIIMI tan TAND.FON.T:1141,

r

(As_listed_in
196748,..EduCation Directory -

Institutions '

Classified by Highest,Level of Offeripg

and Ty e of Pro ram

. ....... . .. ,

-

III. Institutions Offefin

b, liberal arts"and general':

:,51,9tal-

Institutic

#.Schools

d. primarily teaaer p'rreparatory.
ocw;1.1.:IoxCL, nai

e. liberal arts,general, and teacher prgparatory

f liberal ,arts, igeneral, teacher preparatory, and occupational terminll

j.
liberal'arts and general and 1 'Or 2 professional schools

k liberal arts.and general and 3 or more professional schools

. I

IV Institutioa2ILLiELEL122IAes - Total
181:

d. primarily teacher preparatoty

e, liberal arts, general, and teacher preparatory ,

f, liberal arts, general, teacher preparatory, and occupational terminal

g. professional only

1

h. professional and teacher preparatory

J. liberal arts and general and 1 or 2 professional schools

. liberal art§ and genenal and 3 or more proifessional sthools

i

. 9

1

i

12

155

Percentages may pot add to totals because of rounding.

ProjeCt data from a reipOrt prepared by the Measurement Research Center at Iowa.City Iowa, und



TABLE 8-1,
(.1, T. 7-v(1T 7717 ,... t, 0.; t ,

7 " flf ,,77,. 7 .*;- -' -;

TYPEAND.CONTROLAMNSTITTill._02jIGHER.EDUCATI.ON

E'ER THE FY 1965 - 1968 INSTITUTE AND EXTERIENCED

;HIP PROGRAIEMMErAND,&0F0L-OF,INS7TUTION

in 19.67.70....TduCation Directory - Part III)

....... , , ... .. , .

....M.

of

,

To .61,:,....11-----"v":;"'"--7----:;''Control
of Institution

'IntitUtioUs Püb'li TPrivate Ind, PrivateRelilious

a/c,' % *No:. SchoOls ill' Schools

42;4

.na.1:,
0 19.4

ational termin11. -,
,I.Y. 4:1

ools
18 39

schools
'2:53'

18 1
tS,

113 '240 39

...;
. i 1

6'..:,2. 3.4.,A 6....
-:' 1.1 2

,
1

N1 '7.I.2:, 27 .4 2 :4 i

,

52 11.4 16::. 3.5 21 4/ r
,

,
,

,

,

: 14 3,1 '.
5 11 co i

lA :1'.;7 7. '' 1.5 3

1.'36 :fl.7/3 8.,...; I 1.7 9 2,0

8,5 42
n 1

4 ,

118 25.8 46 _10.0 17

i .
2 1. ,

.,..

9 2.0 5 1.1 4 .9

Ipational termillal : :,;2. :...4. ......
../...(.1

,..; 2 1,,).: , ...

.2
..,....

1 .2 .--
1. .2

f?,,2 -. 1, )'
.2

lools I
12 2.6 26

,

10 6.. 1,3

sthoo1s : 155 33,8 106 23a 32:;. 7.0 .17_ 3.7

2,0

,. I.

i,
,

-2

ch Center ai Iowa City, Iowa, under,a contract:2with

i



TABLE 9-L

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF INSTITUTIONS OF HIGHER EDUCATION RECEIVING Py 1969 PART C AND D E

(As listed in 1967-68 Education-Directory, rift

Institutions

Classified by Highest Level of Offering

and T ieof Pro:ram

Total

Institutions

# Schools

All Institutions Total

b. liberal arts and general

c, liberal arts; general, and occupational terminal

d, primarily.teacher preparatory:

e, liberal arts, general,. and:teacher preparatory

f, liberal arts, general, teacher preparatory,and occupational

g, professional onl

h. professional and teacher preparatory

00 i. professional and occupational terminal

Pi liberal arts and general and 1 or 2 professional schools

k, liberal arts and general and 3 or more professional scliools

Two and Less than FburYear'Institutions - Total

liberal arts and general

c. liberal arts, general, and occupational terminal

terminal

II latituti2a_2ffeBackei.,0aLgiotal.

b. liberal arts and general

c, liberal arts, general, and occupational terminal

a, liberal arts, general, and teacher preparatory

f. liberal arts, general, teacher preparatory, and occupational terminal

i. professional and occupational terminal

J. liberal arts and general and 1 or 2 professional schools

k l!beral arts and
general and 3 or, more professional schools

315 100.0

10 3 2

11 3.5_

3 1.0

77 24.4

19 6.0

3, 1.0

1 .3

.3

19 6.0

171 54,3

13 4.1

10 3,2

32 10.2

3 1 C

1

20

4 1.:



TABLE 94

N RECEIVING.FYJ969 PART C AND D EPDA AWARDS BY TY:PE AND CONTROL OF,INSTITUTIONS

1967-68 Education-IfirectorT,-PirrITI)

! Total

InsLtutions

# Schools %

!:

315 100.0

3.2

3,5
1.0

24.4

10

11

3

77

,nal terMinal 19 6.0

3, 1.0
1 .3

1 .3

. 19 6.0

)01s 171 54,3

13 4.1

,

3 1.0

10 3.2

32 if!.2.

3 1,0

1 .3

20 6.3

tonal terminal 4 1.3

1 .3

2Y .6

ools 1 i .3

Cuntrol of Institution

"Public Private Ind.' Private

# Schools1' NO. Schools II SchoOls

207 65.7 59 18.7

3 1.0. 6 1,9 1

9 2.9 1 ,3 1- .. 3 1.0

40 12.7. .11 3.5 26

19 6.0.

2 .3

1 .3
On.

1 .3 --
7 2,2 9 2.9 3

126 40.0 27 8.6 18

11 3.5

3 1.0, -
8 2.5'--I.

1 2,1 1
...... ... , 2

1 03 -
2 ;6 , 5

4, 1.3 ! --

1. .3

2 :

l'

.3 1

.3

2.9 J.4

.6 1

1.6 13

.6

Q

1 7',



TABLE 9-L

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF INSTITUTIONS OF HIGHER EDUCATION RECEIVING FY 1969 PART C AND D

(As listed in 1967-68 Education-DirectaryrJaav

Institutions

Classified by Highest Level of Offering'

and TylLIELLaamIL

Institutions Offering Masters Degrees -

b. liberal arts and general

d. primarily teacher preparatory .

e, liberal arts, general, and teacher preparatory

f. liberal arts, general, teacher preparatory, and occupational terminal

j. liberal arts and general and 1 or 2 professional schools

k, liberal arts and general and 3, or morelprofessional schools

IV. Instituti222_21.1232h1.1228.:12L4

d, primarily teacher praparatory

(X) liberal arts, general, and teacher preparatory
CD

f. liberal arts,, general, teacher preparatory, and occupational; terminal

g, professional'only

j. liberal arts and general and 1 or 2 professional schools

k. liberal arts and general and 3 or more professional schools

Other - Total

h. professional and teacher preparatory

Total

InstitutiOns

# Schools %

120 38.1

4 1.3

2 .6

51 16.2

13 4.1

13 4.1

37 11.7

149 47.3

1 13

6 1.9

2 .6

3 1.0

.4 1.3

133 42.2

1 .3

J .3

NOTE: The 315 institutions of higher education are /0,9% of the total of 430 organizations

organizations are 97 local education agencies (22.6%) 16 State education agencies (

'.t'prcentageS may not add to totals because of tounding.

-.Pro.iact data froth CongresSionaLNotifications of Awards - November 1968 May 1969.



TABLE 9-L

CATION RECEIVING TY 1969 PARTC AND D EPDA AWARDS BY TYPE AND CONTROL OF INSTITUTINS

ct in 1967-68,Education.Directory1_Part-ILI)--

cupational terminal

chools

1 schools

cupational, terminal

chools

1 schools

Total _Control of Inst-Ltuclon

Institutions Public Private Ind.

# Schools % # Schools 1 Schools % / Sclloo15

120 38.1 81 25..7 16 5.1 23 7,

4 1,3
-

4 1.3

2
.6 2 .6

51 16,2 34 10.8 4 1.3 13

13 4.1 13 4.1 - _
13 4.1 5 1.6 5 1,6 3

37 11.7 29 9.2 1 .3
;

149 47.3 106 33.7 32 10.2 11
r

1 .3
..m _.

1 .3

6 I 9 4 1.3 2 .6

2 .6 2 .6

3 1.0 2 .6 1 .3

,4 1.3 2 .6 2 .6

133 42.2 96 30.5 26 8,3 11 3.5

1 .3 .3

1 .3 1 .3

t9% of the total of 430' organizations administering FY 69 projects. Additional administering

22.6%), 16 State education agencies (3.7%), and 12 other organizations (2.8%).

vember 1968 - May 1969.



TABLE 10

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF FY 1965-1968 INSTITUTES .iND EXPERIENCED TEACHE

BY TYPE AND CONTROL OF ADMINISTERING INSTITUTIO-

.
(As listed in 196768 Education Directory - Part

Institutions .

Total

Classified by Highest Level of Offering
InstitutiOft

i

and T e of Pro ram .

# Pro'ects
.

All Institutions - Total
2508 '100.

b. liberal arts and general
36 1.

d. primarily teacher preparatory
43 1.

e, liberal arts, general, and teacher preparatOry 441 17.

f. liberal arts, general, teacher preparatory, and occupational terminal 105 4.

g. professional only
2

h, professional and:teacher preparatory
4

j. liberal arts and general and 1 or 2 professional schools 140 5,

k, libe-al arts and general and 3 or more professional schools 1737 69.

D.,7o and Less than Four-Year Institutions. - Total 2

b. liberal arts and general

11. Institutions Offering Bachelor's. Degrees - Total

b. liberal arts and general

d. primarily teacher preparatory

e. liberal arts, general, and teacher preparatory

f. liberal arts, general, teacher preparatory) and occupational terminal

g. professional only

h. professional and teacher preparatory,

j. liberal arts and general and 1 or 2 professional schools 20

k. liberal arts and general and 3 or more professional schools 4

2

161

13

6

90

26 1.



TABLE 10-L

i-1968 INSTITUTES AND EXPERIENCED TEACHER FELLOWSHIP PROGRAMS

AND CONTROL OF ADMINISTERING INSTITUTION

ml in 1967-68 Education Directory - Part 3)

...

Total
Control of Institution

............ ____ ,..

Institutions Public Private. Ind. Private-Rellsrioul

# I__________rne..c.t.s A

2508 100.0 1742 69.5 509 20.3 217 \
1......_.0.4

I

,

,

36 1,4 5 .2, 18 .7 iL3

1

43 1,7 8 .3 27 1.1

441 17.6 234 9,3 96 3.8 111

105 4.2 91 3.6 9 .4 ! 5

2 .1 - 2 .1

ational terminal

Dls

chools

tional terminal

4 .2

140 5.6

1737 69.3

2 .1

2 .1

4 .2

60 2.4 55 2.2 25

1344 53.6 298 11.9 95

*0% 1 1

1

161 6.4 48 1.9 38 1.5

4 .2

13 .5 24 1.0

25 1.0 1'

1 1

1 1

20 7

4

ols

13

6

90

26

.5

.2

3.6

1.0

1

75

9

.3 13

r'0



CONTINUED:

TABLE 10-L

NUMBER AND ,PERCENT OF FY 1965-1968 INSTITUTES AND. EXPERIENCED TE!

BY TYPE AND CONTROL OF ADMINISTERING INSTIT1

(As listed in 1967-68 Education Directory -

, Institution

Classified'by Highest Level of Offering

.

'and Tyne of:Program

Iota

Institut

# Proiec;

III. Institts 011try,Fees: Total

b. liberal arts and general

d. primarily teacher prepaxatory

e, liberal arts, general, and teacher preparatory

f. liberal arts, general, teacher preparatory and occupational terminal

j. liberal arts and general and 1 or 2 professional schools

k. liberal arts and general and 3 or more professional schools

C/TV. InstitutionLagfr12112Dearees:Total

757

21

20,

304

63

79

270

1588

d. primarily teacher preparatory
17

a. liberal arts,,general,.and'teacher preparatory
.

47

f. liberal arts, general, teacher preparatory,'and occupational 'terminal 16 .

g. professional only

h, professional and teacher preparatory
3

,
.

j. liberal arts and general and 1 or 2 professional schools'
41

k. liberal arts and general and 3 or more professional schools
1463

1

Percentages may not add to totals because of rounding.

-Project data from a report prepated by the Meas'urement Research Center:at Iowa City, Iowa, under



TABLE 10-L

.968 INSTITUTES AND EXPERIENCED TEACHER FELLOWSHIP PROGRAMS

ID CONTROL OF ADMINISTERING INSTITUTION

in 1967-68 Education Directory - Part 3)

Total

Institutions

# Projects %

........

Page 2 of 2

Control of Institution ,

Public Private Ind. Private-Religis

ProjectscC Projects/ -4 Projects' -1
1,r

!

757 30,2 517 20.6 125 5.0 il5

21 .8 5 .2 13 .5

20 ,8 2 .1 10 .4 8

304 12,1 191 7.6 55 2.2 58

tional terminal 63 2.5 58 2,3 +4,1* 5

ols 79 3.1 41 1.6 26 1.0 12

chools 270 10.8 220 8.8 21 .8 29

1588 63.3 1177 46.9 345 13.8 66

17 .7 __ 17 .7

47 1.9 30 1.2 17 ,7

ational terminal 16 .6 8 ,3 .3

1 - __ .,....

.8

1
-

3 .1 - 3 .1

ols'
,

41 1.6 19 .8 22 .9

chools 1463 58 3 1120 44.7 277 11.0 66

[ Center. a Iowa City, owe, under a contract with U.S.O.E.



TABLE 11 -L

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF FY 1969 PART C AND D EPDA PROJECTS ADMINISTERED BY

BY TYPE AND CONTROL OF ADMINISTERING INSTITUT

(As listed in 1967-68 Education )i--Ictory, Part

InstitutionS

Classified by Highest Level of Offering:

eandyo Pro ram

All Institutions - Total

Total

-Institutions'

4 ProiectS1

b. liberal arts and general

c. liberal arts, general, and occupational terminal

d. privarily teacher preparatory

e. liberal arts, general, and teacher preparatory I

f. liberal arts, general, teacher prep, and occupational terminal

g. professional only

b. professional and teacher preparatory

I. professional and occupational terminal

j. liberal arts and general and 1 or 2 professional schools

k. liberal arts and general and 3 or more professional schools

I. Two and Less than4our-Year Institutions Total

b. liberal arts and general

c. liberal arts, generalland occupational terminal

Institutioni Offering Bachelors Degrees - Total

b. liberal arts and general

c. liberal arts, general, and occupational terminal

e, liberal arts, general, and teacher preparatory

f liberal arts, general, teacher preparatory, and occupational terminal

i. professional and occupational terminal

liberal arts and general and 1 or 2 professional schools

k liberal arts, general and 3 or more professional Schools

604 100.0

11 1 8

11 1 8

8 1 3

115 19.0

26 4.3

3 .5

1 .2

1 2

26 4 3

402 66.6

13 2,2

3 .5

10 1,,7

_40 6,6

3 .5.

27 4.5

5 .8

1 .2

2



TABLE 114

: AND D EPDA PROJECTS ADMINISTERED BY INSTITUTIONSOF HIGRER EDUCATION

AND CONTROL OF ADMINISTERING INSTITUTION

i in 1967-68 Education DirectOry, Part III)

Total
Institutions

, # Pro ects %

. terminal

)ols
;chools

lational terminal ,

'As

604 100.0

11 1.8

11 1.8
8 1.3

115 19.0

26 4.3
3 .5
1 .2

1 .2
26 4.3

402 66.6

13 2.2

3 .5

10 1,7

40 6.6

3 .5

1 .2.

27 4.5

5 .8
1 .2
2 .3

1 .2

1 2

,

: Con 01 of Jnstitution
'Public Private Ind. Private,Religicow

433 71.7

3 .5
9 1.5

-
72 11.9
26 4.3

2 .3

1 .2
13 2.2

307 50.8

11 1.8

3 .5
8 1,3

_15 2,5

.....

I
7 1.2

5 .8
1 .2

111 18,4

7 1 2
I .2
8 1.3

15 2.5
.

I .2
1 .2

- --
10 1.7
68 11,3

1 .2

.

1 .2

11 1.8

.3
....

7 1.2

.3

# Pro= ects

.
I

, .

60

,

,

1

1

23

3

27

14

A .

13



CONTINUED:
TABLE 11 -L

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF FY 1969 PART C AND D EPDA PROJECTS' ADMINISTERE

BY TYPE AND CONTROL'OF'ADMINISTERING INS

(As listed in 1967-68 Education Directory,

Institutions' Total
.

Classified by Highest Level of Offering o
ItittitUtid

and Type of Pro ram
.

.

#Projèót.s.

III. Institutions Offria.glastersagrotal 183 30

b. liberal arts and general 5

d, primarily teacher preparatory 3

e. liberal arts, general, and teacher preparatory 77 12

f. liberal arts, general, teacher preparatory, and occupational terminal 18 3

j. liberal arts and general and 1 or 2 professional schools 18 3

k4 liberal arts and general and 3 or more professional schOols 62 10

IV. Institutions Offering Ph.D Degrees - Total 367 '60

d. primarily teacher preparatory
5

e, liberal arts; general, and teacher preparatory 11

f. liberal arts, general, teacher preparatory, and occupational terminal 3

g. professional only 3

j. liberal arts and general and 1 or 2 professional schools 6 1

k. liberal arts and general and 3 or more professional schools 339 56

Other - Total

h. professional and teacher preparatory

NOTE: The 604 projects administered by institutions of, higher education are 81.6% of the total

administered by local education agencies; 20 or 2.7% are administeredby State education

organizations.

1
%ION.

Percentages may not add to totals because of rounding

.yroject data from,Congressional Notifications of Awards November 1968 - May 1969,



TABLE 11.-L.

,

C AND D EPDA PROJECTS' ADMINISTERED BY INSTITUTION OF HIGHER EDUCATION

AND CONTROL OF'ADMINISTERING INSTITUTION .

d in 1967-68 Education Directory, Part III)

411

Total

InStitUtions- Public .

l'PrCettSTTPto'ects % i Prolects %

Pp e 2 ,t 9

Control of Institution

'Private Ind. Private-Re1io.i6U0

30.3 22.7 19 3.1183 137

5

3

77

.8

.5

12.7

--

_

58

pational terminal 18 t3.0 18

ools i 18 3,0 10

schOols , 62 10,3 51

'67 60.8 270

I

5 .8

11 1.8 7

pational terminal 3 .5 3

3 .5 2

ools 6 1.0 3

schools 339 56.1 255

.2

.2

1--

5 .8
-- 3 .5

I

9.6 4 .7 15

, 3.0 --

1,7 5, .8 3

8.4 2 .3 9

44.7 79 13.1 p

_m 5 .8

1.2. 4 .7

.5 -.

.3 1. .2

.5 3 .5

42;2 66 -10.9

Or*.

.2

18

education are:$1.61, of ,Iletopa.l.of 740 EY 69 projectS In addition 103 or 13.9% are
e administeredby Sta;qeducati.on

agencies and 13 'Or'1:1% are administered by other

mber 1968 - May 1969,

4..



TABLE 127L
a I

U.S. TOTAL: NUMER AND PERCENT BY OVERALL INSTITUTIONAL RATINGS AND RATINGE

1187 INSTITUTIONS RATED.IN THE,1967,-68-,EDITION41-Httt

Courman Overall

Institutional

-Ratinq

Total

Gourman Rating of

None

it Schools # Schools #"Seliiolg"""70. SChools

Total 1187 100.0 73 6.1

NR 70 5.9 14 1.2

200 - 299 70 5.9 5 .4

300 399 764 64.4 17 1.4

400 499 195 16.4 15 1.3

500 599 55 4.b 13 1.1,

600 699 22 1.9 5 .4

700 and Above 11 , .9 . 4 ,3

130

56*

10 .8

24 2.0

13 1..1

13 , 101

'Percentages may not)add,to total's bécause'of rounding.



IABLE 1271,

TRAIL INSTITUTTONAL RATINGS:OD RATINGS OF.DEpARTMENTS, ,OF,l'DUCATION OF THE

; RATED IN 111,E(1967,,,,6a,gDITION-QP-111E-tOURMAN REPORT

Gourman Rating of Department of Education

"% rS"c1156IF-1"--TSChools ,# Schools %

.6.1 130, 11.0 7

1.2-- 56."'"---41_.

1.4 24

1.3

13

.4 8

,3 6

es*

2.0

1..1

1.1

.5

IWO

,10

715

85

60,2

7.2

.1

I

r

# Schools % # Schools 7

117

.1

3

82

26

6
_

9.9

.3

6.9

2,2

r;..,

6

-

2

3
1

+10



NUMBER AND PERCENT OF INS,TITUTIONSnOF HIGHER EDUATITT RECEIVING AWARDS UNDER THE Fy 1965-68

BY GOURMWOVERALONStt(NArRATING:-AND:(OURMAN:RATING oF'DEF'l

1%o JY,1- 0

(All,RatingS.from 1967-68 Edition of Gourman Repc

Gourman Overall

Institutional

Ratings

Y-Total

,Institution Not

Listed. in Gourman None

# Schools % #.Schools % # Schools

Total

Institution Not

Listed in Goutman

"07)
iNn

200 - 299

300 - 399

0
x) 400 - 499.

500 -.599

600 - 699

700 and above

458

18

17

11

216

135

35

16

10

100 0

3.9

3.7

2.4

47.2

29.5

7,6

3.5

2.2

18

'18

Om/

NO.

3.9

3.9

so.

13,

Gourman Ratin-

. D

.# SchOOls % #Schools

,

2.8 44

.2

164

1

7 1.5 -

.9 5 1.1

Percentages may not add to totals because of rounding.

Project data from a report prepared by.the Measurement Research. Center at Iowa City,,Iowa, under a



T,W.LE113171,

1,g4IT,ING,AWARDUNDER ;THE Fy 1965-68 INSTITUTE AND EXPERIENCED TEACHER FELLOWSHIP PROGPAMS

01 RATING 'ANDtOUR'llANITINd OF DEPARTHENT OF EDUCATION'

;s. from 1967:48 Edition of Gourman Report)

,"
.rop,111

Ratin of De artment of Education

# Schools % #Schools

.2

9.6
(T41

164 i:9

11

1: 1

f

.4 7 1.5 -

.9 5 1.1

# Schools % # Schools
Cri

265 57.9 111 24.2 6

9 2.0

205 44.8 ,7

50 10.9 78 17.0 -

.1 ...2 _26,, 5.7 2

r.:ch. Center at Iowa City, Jowa, under a contract with U.S.O.E.



TABLE 14 -L

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF INSTITUTIONS OF HIGHER EDUCATION RECEIVING FY.1969 PART C AND D EPDA AWARDS

.

RATING OF DEPARTMENT OP EDUCATION

(All Ratings from 196748 Edition of Gourman Re

....... ........

Courman Overall

Institutional

Ratings

Total

Total

# Schools %.# Schools % # Schools

Institution Not
Gourman Rati

Listed in Gourman None X

# Schools

0

315 .100.0 28 8.9 12

Institution Not

Listed in Gourman 28 8.9 28

NR

200 - 299

i 300 - 399

C/ 400 - 49Q,

500 - 599

600 - 699

700 and above

13 '4.1

4 1.3

125 39.7

93 29.5

-32 10.2 -

10 3.2

10 3.2 : - POI

,

1

, .3.8 , 32 10.2 -

12 3.8 -

2 .6 OWN

1.3 -

1.3 1 .3 -

.3,i 5 1.6 -

.6 1.0

1.3 5 1.6

........ ....... ........

NOTE: The 315 institutions of higher education are 70.9% of the total of 430 organizations admit

Percentages may not add to totals because of rounding.

Project data from Congressional Notifications of Award November 1968 ay 1969.



TABLE 14 -L

[NG FY 1969 PART C AND D EPDA AWARDS BY OVERALL GOURMAN INSTITUTIONAL EATING AD GEMc

rING OF DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

s from 1967-68 Edition of,Gourman Report)

Gourim Rating of Department of Education'

01.
X

A

# Schools # Schools # Schools # Schools Schools

3

aari

1.3

.3.,

.6

1.3

32

12

2

4

1

5

3

5

10.2 -

3.8 -

.6

1.3

,.3 -

1.6 -

1.0

1.6 -

-

4n

-

-

_

153

2

119

31

1

-

48.6

PIM

ra

6

37.8

9.8

.3

_

84

2

57

23

2

26.7 6

/ft.

18,1 -

7.3 2

,6 3

- 1

1

.,

LO

,

the total of 430 crganizations administering FY 69 projects,



.

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF FY 1965-1968 INSTITUTES AND EXPERIENCED TEACHER FELLOWSHIP PROGRAMS BY OVE:

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION OP ADMINISTERINUITEE

(All Ratings from 1967-68 Eeition.of Gourman R

=1.0.111OW,....
Gourman Overall

Institutional

Rating

onswn.
Institute'not

Total Listed in Gourman

..
Gourman Rati-

None X

# Pro ects. ects % # i Projects %

Total 2508 100.0 73 2.9 62 2.5 192 7.7 1

Institution Not

Listed -

Gourman 73 249 73' 2.9 -

NR
H 72 2.9 - . 1 i - 71 2.8

200 - 299 30 1.2 - - - 2 .1

300 - 399 .756 30.1 - _ 1 . 18 .7

400 - 499 988 39.4 - - 14 .6 13 .5

500 - 599 383 15.3 - - 6 13 .5 -.

600 - 699 123 4.9 - - 5 '39 1.6 -

700 and above ,83 .3.3 - 35 '1.4 36 1.4.i -

ya.mmy.m..~ ..M.1n-
Pertentages may not add to totals because of rounding,

Project data from report prepared by the Measurement Research Center at' Iowa City, tóWa, under

1



) TEACHER FELLOWSHIP PROGRAMS BY OVERALL GOURMAN INSTITUTIONAL RATING AND GOURHAN RATING.OP

OF EDUCATION OF.ADKINISTERINGINSIEETION___

;s from 1967-68 Nition. of Gourman Report)

Gourman

.
Ratina_Ifkartment of Education

B. A

Proiects Proj ects Pro ects % # Prolects

2,5 192 7.7 .1, 1063 42,4 1031 41,1 86 3.4

- ... _ -

- 71 2,,8 . - _ _ _ .

-

-

2

18

.1

.7 -

_ 27

_ 722

1.1

28,8

_

15

_

.6

_

_

13 .5 - - 291 11.6 670 26.7 -

.2 13 .5 .,.. 23 .9 304 12.1 37
.1 r

.2 39 1.6. - - 42 1.7 37 1.5

1.4 36 1.41: - _ - _ - 12
:7

.J

C.

h Center at Iowa City, Iowa, under a contract with U.S,O.E.



vTABLE,16-L

,

'7-- --,--

MBER PERCENT OF FY 1969 PART C AND D EPDA PROJECTS ADMINISTERED BY INSTIIUTIONS.OF HIGHER 'EDUCA:

RATING OF DEPARTMENT OF 'EDUCATIOg'Of AMINISTEKING INS7

(All Ratings from 1967-68 'Egtion of Gourman R.

Gourman Overall-

Institutional

Ratinvs'

Institution Not ---;Gotirman Rat.

Total Listed in Gourman None

# P-o4ects

Total 604 100.0

Institution Not

Listed,in

Courman 37 6.1 .

NR 23 3.8

C 20e - 299 6 ,1.0

300 - 399 184 30.5

400 - 499 214 35.4

500 - 599 82 13.6

600 - 699 34 5,6

700 - above 24 4.0

-

37

37

-

-

-

6.1

6.1

Oa*

el/

Iw

17

_

1

3

2 8

MI/

.2

_

.2

.5

1.3'

59

22

4

5

1

6

8

13 ;

9 8

3.6

.7

.8

.2

1.0

1.3

2.2

.
NOTE: The 604 prOects administered by institutions,of higher education are131.6% of the tot4:c

Percentages may:not add to totals because of rounding

.
Project data from Congressional Notificatione of Award November 1968 - May 1969.



TABLE.16-L

:RED BY INSTITUTIONS.OF , HIGHER EDUCATIONBY,OITERALL GOURMAN INSTITUTIONAL UTD,;C, AD

IT pp EDLTCATIO 0F AMINISTERIG INSTITUTION.

from 196.748 'Edition of .Gournan Report)
0.

prman Rating-of ,Department of Education

!cts %

2.8 59

.2 22

- 4

, 5

1

.2 6

#:Proiects % # Pro-lects %

9.8 - - 239 39.6 225 37,3 27

roe

3.6
_

.7 2 .3

.8 - '- 176 29.1 3 .5

.2 56 9.3 153 25.3 -

1.0 - 5 ,8 62 10.3 8

1.3
1.2 16

2.2 ION WO.
3

r education are 81.6% ,of ;the total of 740 FY 69 projects.

ber 1968 - May 1969.,



;TAII,LE;13.tl,

FY 1969 PART C AND D EPDATROJECTS ADMINISTERED ,,T; COLLEGEANDUNIyERSTTIE,S_BYLUJECTMATTEI

(Ali Ratj.ngs,',fkOM1967-68,Edition of
A 0

Total

Subjct ,# %

NR 200-299 300-39

Tou,1

Arts and Humanities

Bilin.gual Education

Civics

Counseling and Guidance

Disadvantaged Youth*

Early Childhood

Economics

Fducational Media

Elementary Education

Elementary and Secondary Educatidn

508 100.0 :

20 100.0

4 100.0

15 100.0

39 100.0 2

32 100,0 2

15 100.0 4

9 100.0

13 100,0 1

7 100.0' 2

A 100,0

100.0 4

100.0 6

100.0

100.0

100.0 1

100.0 3

100,0 1

100.0

100,0

100,0

100.0

.-44 --8 ,

P:=1. English

English Ler Speakers of Other Languages

CDForeign Languages

51

18

37

Geography 15

. Health and Physical Education 11

History 34

Industrial Arts 20

International Affairs 7

Matilemati.cs 11

ReadIng 19

School Adminiétration or Supervision. 17

Ccience 3

Secondary Education 6

Social Studies 6

Speci'r.:1 Education 20

Support Personnel 9

Trainers of Teachers and TTT* 44

Vocational Education 14

None of Above 4

100.0

1i00.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

1

4

3

1001,0 3

100.0 1

100.0

. .

0 :...1.2.22.7...S.`;.tf

0 V. 0
1

4

.2f

21

5.1 9 ,2:

6.3 3.1 16 5(

25.7 01.1 5

-1

3:

IMP ma. 1:

7.7 3 2:

28.6 _ -3 .4;

_ 3 3".

7.8, .15 2c

33.3 _ 7 3,c.

11

7 4(

9.1 3 2:

8.8 ?.9 13 3

5.0 12 61

, 4 1 1e

NO 2 1_

5.3 9 4:

5.9 1

1 3:

2 3:

16.7 1 16.7 1 1(

20.0 1 5.0 6 3(

33.3 , 2 2:

6,8 8

7.1
, 2E

1 25_

*pro1ects whose titles mentioned Disadvantaged Youth or Trainers of Teachers recorded here ratt

Disadvantaged,. Percentages nay not add to totals because of rounding. Project data from Cong



TyTu,TTIs ,B:c4,$11P:JECT,MATTER AND OVERALL,GOURMAIC RATING.OF ADMINISTERING INSTITUTION.:

ngs:,from 196748 ZditiOn of Gourman Report)

7. -1 - 'yr:

2007299 300-399 40-499 500-599 600-699 700. and aove

--%- .1% -%'

,

44
0
0

.0-:

_

.

.1

.3

.7

..

.7

.6

.8,

.3

.1

.8

.0

.

.3

.9

.7

.0

.3

,8

.1

-1L'-'.----:--------- 8

_
1

,. 0 ':'
I 1.11

.4-

,- - 9

1 3.1 16

... 5

_ _ "1

3

.. 1°6 -3

- _ 3

_ _. '.15

- - 7

- - 11

_ _ 7

... 3

1 2.9 13

_ _ 12

1

- 2

- _ 9

_ . 1
!_ . _ 1

_
2,

1 16.7 1

1 5.0 6

, - 2

- 8

- _ 4
,

1

L:O.C'

25.0

2E.7

,23.1

50.0

33.3

11.1

23,1

42.9

37.5

29,4

38.9

29.7

46.7

27.3

38.2

60.0

14.3

18.2

47.4

5,9

33.3

33.3

16.7

30.0

22.2

18.2

28.6

25.0

-195 .--38.4:,

3- 15.0

2 50.0

5 33.3

26 66.7

8 25.0

3 20.0

5 53.6

4 30.8

-

3 37.5

20 39.2

1 5.6

17 45.9

6 40.0

6 54.5

11 32,4

7 35.0

3 42.9

4 36.4

7 36.8

9 52.9

2 66.7

2 33.3

1 16.7

7 35.0

4 44.4

19 43.2

9 64,3

1 25.0

61

2

1

4

.1

3

3

2

5

2

1

7

3

5

1

1

1

_

2

3

2

3

_

1

1

-

-

5

-

2

12.0

10.0

25.0

26.7

2.6

9.4

20.0

22.2

38.5

28.6

12.5

13.7

16.7

13.5

6.7

9.1

2.9

28.6

27.3

10.5

17.6

_

16.7

16.7

-

-

11.4

-

50.0

A.1, n
23 4.5 44. L - ,.)

3 15.0 _ _

1 6.7 1 6.7

1 2,6

2 6.3 7

- -

1 11.1 _ _

-

_ _ -

1 12.5- ,

2 3.9 3 5.9

1 5.6

1 2,7 3 8,1

_
1 6,7 _

2 5.9 3 8.8

*Y.&

- _

1 14.3 -

- - 7 18.2

-

2 11.8 1 5.9

_ _

- 1 16,7

16.7

- 2 10,0

_ - _

6 13.6 3 6,8

_ _ _

- '''. aawa.n.,..*w.e.....a..,.*,..owa...wor.

Teachers recorded here rather than in academic subject area. TT precedence over
flg. Project data from Congressional Notifications of Award dated 11121/68,



TABLE 18-L

FY 1969 PART C AND D EPDA PROJECTS ADMINISTERED EY COLLEGES AND UNIVERSITIES

OF DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION OF ADMINISTERING fl

(All ilatings from 1967-68 Edition of Gourman

......
.

....

Subject Matter Total

%

Total
508 100.0

Arts and Humanities
20 100.0

Bilingual Education
4 100.0

Civics
15 100.0

Counseling and Guidance
39 100.0

Disadvantaged Youth* 32 100.0

Early Childhood
, 100.0

Economics
9 _

Educational Media
13 100.0

Elementary ducation 7 100.0 .

Elementary and Secondary Education
. 8 100.0 .

English
-51 _100.0-

English for Speakers of Other Languages 18 100.0

Foreign Languages 37 100.0

Geography
15 100.0 .

Health and PhysicalLEducation
11 100.0

History
34 100.0

Industrial Arts
20 100.0

International Affairs
7', 100.0,

Mathematics
11 100.0_

Reading
19 100.0fl

School Administration and Supervision 17 . .100.0

Science
3, 100.0

Secondary Education
6 :100.0_

Social Studies
6 100.0

Special Education
20 100.0

Support Personnel
9 100.0

Trainers of Teachers aild TTT*
44 100.0

Vocational Education
14' 100.0

None of Above
4 100.0

.......11.

X No Dept, or

80

4

4

3

1

8

1

1

2

3

1

4

8

4

6

1

*Projects whose titles. mentiofied. Disadvantaged )!outh or Trainers of Teachers,irecorded here ra

Disadvantagtd. Percentages may ,not add to totals because of.rounding. Project data from Co



TABLE 18-L

STERED BY, COLLEGES AND UNIVERSITIES BY SUBJECT MATTER AND GOURNAN RATING

ENT OF EDUCATION OF ADMINISTERING INSTITUTION

ngs from 1967-68 Edition of Gourman Report)

Total X No De c.

508 100.0 80

20 :100.0 ,4

4 100.0

15 100.0

.39 100.0

.32 ,,100.0

15 100.0

9 . 100.0 _

13 100.0 .

7 100.0

8 100.0

51 _100.0_ 6,

18 100.0_ 8

37 100.0 :

15 100.0

11 '100.0 1

34 100.0 8

20 100.0 1

1.

- 11 100.0_

19 100.0, 2

17 , 100.0 3

.; 3, .,100.0,

6 ,
1

6 100.0 4

20 100.0 8

9 100.0 4

44 .100.0 6

14 100.0

4 100.0

1

n Rating of Deif
or Not Listed C

-11,11,-at-J.Q.a____

B ,.

#
J.

15.7'

20.0

_

13 3

7 7

9.4

26 7

11.1

7.7

42.9

11.8:

8.1'

-

9.1

23.5

5.0'

14.3

9.1

10.5

17 6

16.7'

66,7

40.0

44.4

13.6

,7.1

_

205

8

2

6

17

20

5

1

4

2

3

24

8

17

7

3

15

13

3

5

10

2

2

2

1

7

2

8

7

1

40.4

40.0

50.0

40.0

43.6

62.5

33.3

11.1

30,8

28.6

375
47,1

44.4

45.9

46.7

27.3

44.1

65.0

42.9

45.5

52.6

11.8

66.7

33.3

16.7

35.0

22,2

18.2

50.0

25.0

198

6

2

5

19

9

5

6

8

2

4

19

-

13

7

7

9

6

34

7

10

1

3

1

5

3

25

6

3

39.0

3° '

51,J

33.3

48.7

28,1

33.3

66.7

61.5

28.6

50.0

37,3

35.1

46,7

63.6

26.5

30.0

426:93 4

36.8

58,8

33.3

50.0

16,7

25.0

33,3

56.8

42.9

75..0

25

2

_

2

_

_

i

1

-

-

2

1

2

1

2

-

_

-

.0

5

_

-

b

r)1 P

-

13.3

_

6,7

11.1

14.1.

3.9

1136:;

6.7

-^

0C...,

0011

9.1

11,3

a"

11.4

-

ainers of Teachers,recorded here rather than in academic subject area.
TTT precedence over

of'rounding. Pro'jact data from Congressional Notifications of Award datPd 11/21/63.



TABLE 19-1,

FY 1969 PART C AND D EPDA COLLEGE AND UNIVERSITY ADMINISTERED PROJECTS :

BY GOURMAN RATING OF APPROPRIATE ACADLMIC DEP.

,Total Prolects X NOTept., or not L

Total Projects in Academic Subject Matter.Areas 158 .100.0 20 12.7

)

.

Arts and. Humanities. n. 100..0 4

Economics
I

9 100.0

,

7nglish i51 100.0 4 7.8

,

Geography 15 100.0 2 13.3

i...4

0
Health and Physical Education 11 100.0 2 18.2

History 34. 100.0 3 8IE

International Affairs 7, 100.0 5 71.t

Mathematics 11 100.0

PerCentages may not add to 100% because of rounding.

All ratings from 1967-68 edition Of.The Gourman Report.

Project data from Congressional Notification's of Award dated 11/21/68.



TABLE 19 -L

E AND UNIVERSITY ADMINISTERED PROjEaULACADEMICIUBJECT MATTER AREAS

RMAN RATING OF APPROPRIATE ACADEMIC DEPARTMENT

otal Prolects

c;ourman Ratin of Academic Department

X, No'Dept., or not Listed D 1)

,

58

20

51

15

11

34 100.0

7

11

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

20

4

2

12.7

20.0

-

7.8

13.3

18.2

818

71.4

-

2

-

1

_

_

_

1

-

1.3

-

11.1

_

_

-

2.9

.

...

78

9

2

30

9

2

23

1

, 2,

49.4

45.0

22,2

58.8

60.0

18.2

67.6

14.3

18.2

45

6

6

12

4

7

_

7

28,3

30.0

66.7

23,5

26,7

63,6

3.8

_

63,6

1,
_.

1

_

5

_

_

1

2

5,i)

1

1/ ,

J , ,

18,:'



T
A
B
L
E
 
2
0

N
U
M
B
E
R
 
A
N
D
 
P
E
R
C
E
N
T
 
O
F
 
A
L
L
 
I
N
S
T
I
T
U
T
I
O
N
S
 
S
U
B
M
I
T
T
I
N
G
 
P
R
O
P
O
S
A
L
S
 
F
O
R
 
F
Y
 
1
9
6
7
 
N
D
E
A
 
T
I
T
L
E
 
X
I
 
I
N
S
T
I
T
U
T
E
 
.
P
R
O
J
E
C
T
S

A
N
D
 
N
U
M
B
E
R
 
A
N
D
 
P
E
R
C
E
N
T
 
O
F
 
I
N
S
T
I
T
U
T
I
O
N
S
 
S
U
R
N
I
T
T
I
N
G
 
A
P
P
R
O
V
E
D
 
P
R
O
P
O
S
A
L
S
 
A
N
D
 
R
E
J
E
C
T
E
D
 
P
R
O
P
O
S
A
L
S
 
F
O
R
 
S
A
M
E

B
Y
 
O
V
E
R
A
L
L
 
G
O
U
R
M
A
N
 
T
N
S
T
I
T
U
T
I
O
N
A
L
 
R
A
T
I
N
G
 
A
N
D
 
C
O
U
R
M
A
N
 
R
A
T
I
N
G
 
O
F
 
D
E
P
A
R
T
M
E
N
T
 
O
F
 
E
D
U
C
A
T
I
O
N

O
v
e
r
a
l
l
 
G
o
u
r
m
a
n
 
R
a
t
i
n
g

A
l
l
 
S
c
h
o
o
l
s

R
a
t
e
d
 
b
y
 
G
o
u
r
m
a
n

-

%

A
l
l
 
S
c
h
o
o
l
s

S
u
b
m
i
t
t
i
n
g
 
P
r
o
p
o
s
a
l
s

#
%

S
c
h
o
o
l
s
 
S
u
b
m
i
t
t
i
n
g

A
p
p
r
o
v
e
d
 
P
r
o
p
o
s
a
l
s

#
%

S
c
h
o
o
l
s
 
S
u
b
m
i
t
t
i
n
g

R
e
j
e
c
t
e
d
 
P
r
o
p
o
s
a
l
s

#

7
0
0
 
a
n
d
 
a
b
o
v
e

1
1

.
9
%

9
1
.
9
%

9
3
.
2
%

4
1
.
0
%

6
0
0

-
6
9
9

2
2

1
.
9
%

1
3

2
.
7
%

9
3
.
2
%

9
2
.
2
%

5
0
0

-
5
9
9

5
5

4
.
6
%

3
2

6
.
6
%

2
9

1
0
.
4
%

2
3

5
.
6
%

4
0
0

-
4
9
9

1
9
5

1
6
.
4
%

1
3
5

2
8
.
0
%

9
8

T
.
0
%

1
1
4

2
7
.
7
%

3
0
0

-
3
9
9

7
6
4

6
4
.
4
%

2
5
0

5
1
.
8
%

1
1
2

4
0
.
0
%

2
2
4

5
4
.
5
%

2
0
0

-
2
9
9

7
0

5
.
9
%

1
4

2
.
9
%

6
2
.
2
%

1
2

2
.
9
%

N
o
t
 
R
a
t
e
d

7
0

9
.
9
%

3
0

6
,
2
%

1
7

6
.
1
%

2
5

6
.
1
%

T
o
t
a
l

1

1
1
8
7

1
0
0
.
0
%

4
8
3

1
0
0
.
0
%

2
8
0

1
0
0
.
0
%

4
1
1

1
0
0
.
0
%

1

G
o
u
r
m
a
n
 
R
a
t
i
n
g
 
o
f
 
S
c
h
o
c
i

-

o
f
 
E
d
u
c
a
t
i
o
n

A
6
 
=

.
5
%

7
1
.
4
%

6
2
.
2
%

5
1
.
2
%

1
1
7

9
.
9
7

1
0
1

2
0
.
9
7

8
2

2
9
.
3
7

8
1

1
9
.
7
7

8
5
2

7
1
.
8
%

3
0
8

6
3
.
8
%

1
4
9

5
3
.
2
%

2
7
6

6
7
.
2
%

9
.
8
7

2
.
4
7

1
.
4
7

1
.
2
7

N
o
t
 
R
a
t
e
d

2
0
3

1
7
.
1
%

6
5

1
3
.
5
%

4
2

1
5
.
0
%

4
8

1
1
.
7
%

T
o
t
a
l

1
1
8
7

1
0
0
.
0
%

4
8
3

1
0
0
.
0
7

2
8
0

-
1
0
0
.
0
7

4
1
1

1
0
0
.
0
%

P
e
r
c
e
n
t
a
g
e
s
.
 
m
a
y
 
n
o
t
 
a
d
d
 
t
o
 
t
o
t
a
l
s
 
b
e
c
a
u
s
e
 
o
f
 
r
o
u
n
d
i
n
g
.

A
l
l
 
T
a
t
i
n
g
s
 
f
r
o
m
 
1
9
6
7
-
6
8
 
e
d
i
t
i
o
n
 
o
f
 
T
h
e
 
G
o
u
r
m
a
n
 
R
e
p
o
r
t
.

P
r
o
p
o
s
a
l
 
d
a
t
a
 
f
r
o
m
 
r
e
p
o
r
t
 
p
r
e
p
a
r
e
d
 
b
y
 
t
h
e
 
M
e
a
s
u
r
e
m
e
n
t
 
R
e
s
e
a
r
c
h
 
C
e
n
t
e
r
 
a
t
 
I
o
w
a
 
C
i
t
y
,
 
I
o
w
a
,
 
u
n
d
e
r
 
a
 
c
o
n
t
r
a
c
t
 
w
i
t
h
 
U
.
S
.
O
.
E
.



T
A
B
L
E
 
2
1

N
U
M
B
E
R
 
A
N
D
 
P
E
R
C
E
N
T
 
O
F
 
T
O
T
A
L
 
P
R
O
P
O
S
A
L
S
,
 
A
P
P
R
O
V
E
D
 
P
R
O
P
O
S
A
L
S
,
 
A
N
D
 
R
E
J
E
C
T
E
D
 
P
R
O
P
O
S
A
L
S
 
F
O
R
 
F
Y
 
1
9
6
7
 
N
D
E
A
 
T
I
T
L
E
 
X
I

I
N
S
T
I
T
U
T
E
 
P
R
O
J
E
C
T
S
 
B
Y
 
O
V
E
R
A
L
L
 
G
O
U
R
M
A
N
 
I
N
S
T
I
T
U
T
I
O
N
A
L
 
R
A
T
I
N
G
 
A
N
D
 
G
O
U
R
M
A
N
 
R
A
T
I
N
G
 
O
F
 
D
E
P
A
R
T
M
E
N
T
 
O
F
 
E
D
U
C
A
T
I
O
N

O
F
 
I
N
S
T
I
T
U
T
I
O
N
 
S
U
B
M
I
T
T
I
N
G
 
P
R
O
P
O
S
A
L

O
v
e
r
a
l
l
 
G
o
u
r
m
a
n
 
R
a
t
i
n
g

A
l
l
 
S
c
h
o
o
l
s
 
R
a
t
e
d
,

b
y
 
G
o
u
r
m
a
n

T
o
t
a
l
 
P
r
o
p
o
s
a
l
s %

A
p
p
r
o
v
e
d
 
P
r
o
p
o
s
a
l
s

#
%

R
e
j
e
c
t
e
d
 
P
r
o
p
o
s
a
l
s

#

7
0
0
 
a
n
d
 
a
b
o
v
e

1
1

.
9
7

2
5

1
.
7
%

1
8

3
.
5
%

7
.
8
%

6
0
0

-
6
9
9

2
2

1
.
9
%

4
5

3
.
1
%

2
3

4
.
4
%

2
2

2
.
4
%

5
0
0

-
5
9
9

5
5

4
.
6
%

1
3
1

9
.
2
7

6
8

.
v
.
,
1
3
.
2
%

6
3

6
.
9
%

4
0
0

-
4
9
9

1
9
5

1
6
.
4
%

4
7
5

3
3
.
2
%

1
9
8

3
8
.
3
%

2
7
7

3
0
.
3
%

3
0
0

-
3
9
9

7
b
4

6
4
.
4
%

6
5
6

4
5
.
9
%

1
7
1

3
3
.
1
%

4
8
5

5
3
.
1
%

2
0
0

-
2
9
9

7
0

5
.
9
%

2
4

1
.
7
%

8
1
.
5
%

1
6

1
.
8
%

N
o
t
 
R
a
t
e
d

7
0

5
.
9
%

7
4

5
.
2
%

3
1

6
.
0
%

4
3

4
.
7
%

T
o
t
a
l

1
1
8
7

1
0
0
.
0
%

1
4
3
0

1
0
0
.
0
%

5
1
7

1
0
0
.
0
%

9
1
3

1
0
0
.
0
%

4
0
.
.
4

K
r
o
u
r
m
a
n
 
R
a
t
i
n
g
 
o
f
 
S
c
h
o
o
l

o
f
 
E
d
u
c
a
t
i
o
n

;

,

6
.
5
%

3
0

2
.
1
%

2
0

3
.
9
%

1
0

1
.
1
%

1
1
7

9
.
9
%

4
0
2

2
8
.
1
%

1
8
9

3
6
.
6
%

2
1
3

2
3
.
3
%

8
5
2

7
1
.
8
%

8
4
5

5
9
.
1
%

2
4
0

4
6
.
4
%

6
0
5

6
6
.
3
%

D
9

.
8
%

2
.
1
%

1
.
2
7

1
.
1
%

N
o
t
 
R
a
t
e
d

2
0
3

1
7
.
1
%

1
5
1

1
0
.
6
%

6
7

1
3
.
0
%

8
4

9
.
2
%

T
o
t
a
l

1
1
8
7

1
0
0
.
0
%

1
4
3
0

1
0
0
,
0
%

5
1
7

1
0
0
.
0
%

9
1
3

1
0
0
.
0
%

.
 
-

P
e
r
c
e
n
t
a
g
e
s
 
M
a
y
 
n
o
t
 
a
d
d
:
t
o
 
t
o
t
a
l
s
 
b
e
c
a
v
s
e
 
o
f
 
r
o
d
n
d
I
n
g
.

A
l
l
 
t
a
t
i
n
g
s
 
f
r
o
m
1
9
6
7
-
6
8
 
e
d
i
t
i
o
n
 
o
f
 
T
h
e
 
G
o
u
r
m
a
n
 
R
e
p
O
r
t
.

:

P
r
o
p
o
S
a
l
 
d
a
t
a
 
f
r
o
m
 
r
e
p
o
r
t
 
p
r
e
p
a
r
e
d
 
b
y
 
t
h
e
 
M
e
a
s
u
r
e
m
e
n
t
 
R
e
s
e
a
r
c
h
 
C
e
n
t
e
r
 
a
t
 
I
o
w
a
 
C
i
t
y
,
 
I
o
w
a
,
 
u
n
d
e
r
 
a
 
c
o
n
t
r
a
c
t
 
w
i
t
h
 
U
.
S
.
O
.
E
.



itl-10111P,V

111,,:111

"r 11110i,

9t0oW

6/1m

63,660
(Hoido HillvorOtyh

55,908
), Unvrty of Ca1iforn1a-13er1se1ey 52,757

6. University of Wisconsin-Madison
52,444

7. Harvard University.
51,961

8, University of California - Los Angeles 51,175
4, 9. University of Minnesota 49,459
P4 10, Stanford University

48,709

Uhivrtfl(y
44,449

VOA

.

I,96 ,(j 1, )

1.92 52,446.

1.69 52,113

1 59 48,889

Uqi_Yersity of Washington 43,411

14. Cornell University 39,468

15. UniversiLy of Maryland 37,521

16. Johns Hopkins University 37,139

17. University of'Pennsylvania 36,419

18. Tndiana University 33,035

19. Yale University 32,824

20. University of Alabama 31,865... .. ......

1.58 48,290

1.57 48,861

1.55 45,398

1,49 42,125

1.47, 45,856'

1,34 39,363

1.31' 38,731

1.19 37,741

1.13 27,138

1.12 34,968

1,10 33,770'

1.00 22,361

.99 30,926

.96 17,786,

*Mein university only.
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9"),6111

56,144

52,446.

52,113

48,889

4/ 1 58 48,290

1 1.57 48,861

5 1.55 45,398

1.49 42,125

1.47, 45,856'

1.34 39,363

'.6 IA, POPS
1 1.31. : 38,731

8 1.19 37,741

1 1.13 27,138

9 1.12 34,968

9 1.10 33,770

5 1.00 22,361.

4 .99 30,926

5
. .96 17,786,

4,1 t

2.42

2,26

2.24

2,10

510)

8,04

11,214

3,795

3,868

1.14

.38

.39

2.08 4454 .42

2.10 3,100 .31

1.95 5,777 .59

1.81 7,334 .74

1.97 2,853 .29

1,69 5,086 .52

130 :t:jrn

1.67 4,680 .47

1.62 1,727 .17

1.17 10,383 1.05

1.50 2,171 .22

1.45 2,649 .27

.96 10,674 1.08

1.33 1,898 .19

.77 14,079 1.43

37E .77

11C .23

263

_

...

90 .15

243 7J \ '

212 .43 ,

90
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CONTINUED:
TABLE 22 -L

FEDERAL OBLIGATIONS TO THE 100 UNIVERSITIES AND COLLEGES RECEIVINC

INSTITUTE AND TEACHER FELLOWSHIP OBLIGATIONS TO THESE 100

Institution (in order of total

Federal obligations)

Total Obligations': Academic

Amount Percent,cf

U.S. Total

Amount Pi

U

21. Ohio State University
$

$ 31,198 .94 $ 23,602

22, Duke University 30,591 .92 27,594

23. Wayne State University 29,340 .89 15,559

24. University of North Carolina-Chapel Hill 28,400 .86 23,972

25. University of Arizona 28,288 , ,85 10,286

26. University of Texas-Austin 27,657 .84 . 23,029

27. University of Colorado 27,554 .83' 24,412

28. Purdue University 27,170 .82 22,379

29. Washington University 25,415 .77 23,288

30. Pennsylvania State University 25,089 .76 18,331

31, Michigan State University 24,358 .74 19,143

32. University of Pittsburgh 24,330 .73 21,006

33. Yeshiva University 23,884 .72 22,030

34. UnivPrsity of Southern California 23,703 .72 17,809

35. University of Florida 23,346 .71 15,832 .

36. University of Rochester 22,977 .69 21,420

37. Western Reserve University 22,565 .68 16,486

38. Princeton University 21,920 20,531

39. Howard University 21,873 .66 3,148

40. University of Oregon 21,831 .66 f4,487



TABLE 22-L

1 UNIVERSITIES AND COLLEGES RECEIVX THE LARGEST AMOUNTS, FY 1967;

FELLOWSHIP OBLIGATIONS TO THESE 100 INSTITUTIONS,FY 1967

tal Orl4ations Academic Science
: .. . ......

Nonscience Activities

cunt Percent of Amount Percent of, Amount Percent of

u, Total U.S,Total U S. Total

InFtitutas and'

Am(A,,unt Percent .ot.

U.St Total

,198 .94 $ 23,602 1.02 $ 7,596 .77 $3710 .76

,591 .92 27,594 1.19 2,997 .30
11;r1

too

,340 .89 15,559 .67 13,781 1.40 112 '.027

,,400

,,288

.86

.85

23,972

10,286

1.03

.44

4,428

18,002

.45

1.82 217 .55

.......
.++=ma101

,657. .84 , 23,029

,554 .83' 24,412

,170 .82 22,379

,415 .77 23,288

,089 .76 18,331

,99

1,05

.96

1,00

79

,358 .74 19,143 .82

,330 .73 21,006' .90

,884 .72 22,030 .95

,703 .72 17,809,. .77

,346 .71 15,832 .68

4,628

3)142

4,791

2,127

6,758

.47 .L37

.32 78

.49 424

.22 43

,68 J2

5,215 .53 5Q9 1,04

3,324
11,J4 417 .85

1,854 .19 .13

5,894 .60 570 1.1,7

7,514 .76 393 .80

,977, .69 21,420 .92 1,557 .16 353

,565' .68 16,486 .71 6,079 .62

,920 .66 20,531 .88 1,389 .14 28

)873 .66 3,148 .14 18,725 1.90

,831 i .66 1.4,487 .62 7,344 .74 436



CONTINUED:
TABLE 22-L

FEDERAL OBLIGATIONS TO THE 100 UNIVERSITIES AND COLLEGES RECEIVING

INSTITUTE AND TEACHER FELLOWSHIP OBLIGATIONS TO THESE 100

Institution-(in order of total

Federal obligations)

.......11011

Total Obligations Xcademic S

Amount Percent of

U S. Total

Amount PE

41. University of Miami

42. University of Tennessee.

43. University of Connecticut

44. Northwestern University

45. University of Utah

$21,576

21,011

20,681,

19,649,

19,401

46. University of California-San Francisco 19,198

47, University of Iowa 19,148
P.-.4

.4 48. University 19,068of Kansas

Do 49. Rutgers State University 19,001

,50, University of Missouri-Colum 18,979bia

51, Boston University

52, University of California-San Diego

53, California Institute of Technology

54, University of Hawaii

55, Vanderbilt University

18,651

18,554

17,682

16,711

16,585

,65

' .63

,62.

.59

.59

$16,410

16,470

6,737

17233

15,869

,58

.58

18,255

15,587

.58 15,444

.57 13,080

,57 15,181

.56 12,933

:56 17,567

.53 16,911

,50 13,210 .

.56 15,490



TABLE 22-L

0 UNIVERSITIES AND COLLEGES RECEIVING THE LARGEST AMOUNTS, FY 1967;

FELLOWSHIP OBLIGATIONS TO THESE 100 INSTITUTIONS,FY 1967

otal ObligationS Academic Science

mount Percent of

U.S. Total

Amount Percent of'

U.3. Total

1,576 .65 $16,410 .71

1,011 ' .63 16,470 .71

0,681 .62, 6,737 .29

9,649. .59 17233 ,74

9,401 .59 15,869 .68

9,198 .58 18,255 .79

9,148 .58 15,587 .67

9,068 .58 15,444 .66

9,001 .57 ' 13,080 .56

8,979 .57 15,181 .65

8,651 .56 12,983

8,554 :56 17,567

7,682 .53 16,911

16,711 .50 13,210

6,385 .50 15,490

.56

,76

.57

.67

!

Nonscience Activities Institute 8nd

Fellowshif,s

Amount Percent of

U.S. Total

Amount Percent c'Z.

Total

$5,166

4;541

13,944

2,416

3,532

.52

.46

1.41

.24

.36

$ 214

136

192

': 94

143

11
4'1**

,28

f.)

943 .10 - 0,4
) r

3,561

3,624

.36

,37

174

117

.I. .. l

,,
.t.,,,

.N1

5,921 .60 262
rd,

3,798 .38 345 .71

5,668 .57 1)1

987 .10

771 .08

3,501 .35 329

1,095 ,11



TABLE 22-L

FEDERAL OBLIGATIONS TO THE. 100'UNIVERSITIES.AND.,COLLKES RECEININc

INSTITUTE AND TEACHER FELLOWSHIP OBLIGATIONS TO THESE 100

Institution (in order of total

Feftral obligations

56. University of Kentucky,

57. University of Georgia,

58. Tulane University

59. Emory University

60, Baylor University

a....a..............M.,...

To"tal Obligations Academic

Amount Percent of Amount Pe.

--U,:

$16,427
.

:50 $12,140,

16,228 ,,49 11,973

. .15,015 : *47 13,942

15,474 .47 9,441

15,028 ..45 13,997

61, University of Louisville
I

62, Wake Forest University

; 63. Univerr;:ity of California-Davis

64. University of Virginia

65, Texas A&M University

1 " '''''''

14,993 4 603

.14,515 .44 4,683

14,498 ,4'4 12,635

14,244 .43 10,795

14,126 .43 13,239

66, 'University of. Oklahoma'
.

67, Syracuse Universit7

68, North CarolLa State Univrsity-Raleigh

69, Carnegie Institute of.Techno.logy

. 70. Oregon. State University

14,108 .43 8,762

13,940 .42 10,564

13,543 .41 11,892

12,673 .,38 11,557

12,648 10,025

71. University Of Puerto Rico-Rio Piedras

72. State University. at Buffalo

73, Iowa State University

74. University of Nebraska

75, West Virginia University .

.12,248 8,647

12,127 ..:37 10,460

12,070 .36 10,407 ,

12,053 0.36 9,439

11,794 .36 8,655



'TABLE 22 -L

-I 7

VERSITIES ANP,COLLMS REGEUTF,IHE_LARGEST.AMOUNTSFY 1967;

OWSHIP OliIGATIONS TO THESE 100 INSIITUTIONS, FY 1967 .
Obligations Academic Science Nonscience Activities

... .

t .Percent of

U.S. Total

Amount Percent of

U.S. Total

7 .50 $12,140, .52

8 .49 1,1,973 .52,

5 147 13,942 ..60

F4 .47 9,441 .41

3 .45 13,997 .60

Amount

$4,287

4,255

1,673

6,033

1,031

3

3

4,,603 .20.,, 10,390

44 4,683 .20 9,832

...4'4 12,635 .54 1,863

.43 10,795 .46 3,449

4i, 14 13,239 .57 887./

..43 8,162 .38 V 5,346

.42 10,564 .45 3,376.

3 ..4.17 11,892. 1,651

3. -,748 11,557. .30:: '1,116

3 08 10,025 4-3 -2,623

8;647
V

.37, '3,601

,07 10,460 45 V 1,667

,.36 10,407 ,45 1,663

36 9,439 .41 2,614

.36 8,655 .37 3,139

Percent,of.

U S. Total
lommOMPlar

Amount PctrcsTit oL

U S. Tdtal

.43

.17

.61

.10

$ 122

525

99

1;

In

--, .

1.05 -
0..4

1.00 _ 1...4

V .19 33 .11 (C)

.35 99 ::)(1

.09
,or
ioJ ,1"..

.54 13U

.34 16(,)

.17

.11 167

.27 179 T.:11

.36 174 .36

17 57

,E, i.

.32



TABLE 22-L

FEDERAL OBLIGATIONS TO THE 100 UNIVERSITIES AND COLLEGES RECEIVING]

INSTITUTE ANI TEACHER FELLOWSHIP OBLIGATIONS TO THESE 100

Institution (in order of total

Federal obligations)

......

Total Obligations Academic Se

Amount Percent of

U S. Total

76. Florida State University

77. Jniversity of Notre Dame

78. Colorado State University

79. University of Arkansas

80. University of Cincinnati

Hahnemann Medical College and Hospital
1-4

62. lerTle University

83. Oklahoma State University

84. George Washington University

85. Medical College of South Carolina

$11,771 .36

11,633 .35

11,448 .35

11,224 .34

10,859 .33

Amount PercE

U.S.

$8,055

10,607

9,276

9,129

8,782

10,828 .33 3,852

10,825 .33. 8,867

10,754 .32

10,310 .31 8,816

10,222 .31 1,666

86. Washington State Universi y

87, Brown University

88. Georgetown University

89. Tufts University

90, Rice University

...m....
9,794. .30 7,218

9,558 .29 8,590

,521 .29 7,507

9,329 , .28 7,662

8,777 .27 8,065



TABLE 22 -L

UVERSITIES AND COLLEGES RECEIVING THE LARGEST AMOUNTS, FY 1967;

ALOWSHIP OBLIGATIONS TO THESE 100 INSTITUTIONS, FY 1967

Obligation4 Academic Science.......... Nonscience Activities

it Percent of , Amount Percent of

U S. Total U,S, Total

.
Ainoullt

:L- nstitLc '

Percent of J.,Imount

U S Total

71 .36

33 .35

t8 .35

?Lt .34

59

.$8,055

10,607

9,276

9,129

8,782

.35 $3,716

.46 1,026

.40 .2,172

. 39 2,095

. 38 '2,077

.38

,10

.2"

.21

.21

$ 218

.33 3,852

.33 8,867

.32 8,.167

.31 8,816

.31 1,666

.30 7,218

.29 8,590

.29 7 507

.28 7,662

.27 8,065
j

.17

.38

.35 ,

.38

.07

6,976

1,958

2,587

1,494'

8,556

.71

.20

,26

.15

.87

.3 2,576 .26

.37 968, .10

.32 2,014 .20

.33 1,667 .17

35 712 .07

Lc'

441

)142



TABLE 22-L

FEDERAL OBLIGATIONS TO THE 100 UMVERSITIES OD COLLEGES RECEIVING TF

INSTITUTE AND TEACHER FELLOWSNIP OBLIGATIONS TO THESE 100 INF

IE.,;titution (in order of'total

Federal obligations

91, Kansas State University

32. University of New Nexico

93. Auburn University

94, Rensselaer Polytechnic Institute

95. Medical College of Virginia

96. Mississippi State University

44' 97. University of Puerto Rico-San Juan

98. University of California-Irvine

99 St. Louis University

100, University r)f California-Santa Barbara

Total Obligations Academic Sc:

Amount Percent.of

U.S. Total

Amount Percet

$8,478 .26 $6,603

8,372 .25 6,334

8,364 .25 7,298

8,261 .25 7,077

7,956 .24 4,444

VINON1=..1..................1.110

7,706 .23 6,307

7,529 , ,23 2,264

7,489 .23 4,284

7,482 .23 5,543

7,464 .23 5,009

,,Mmawm./......,.10,11.

D,Ita on total, academic science, and'nonscience activities obligations from .National Science Fo

Fiscal ear 1967.

Data on insfttute and teacher fellowship obligations from report Trepared by the Measurement Re

. with U,S,O.E.



TABLF, 22-L

ERSITIES AND C0LLE0 RECEIVING TEE LARGEST AMOUNTS, FY 1967;

WSNIP OBLIGATIONS TO THESE 100 INSTITUTIONS, FY 1967

bligations Academic Science Nonscience Activities

Percent,of

U.S Total

Amount Percent of

U S. Total

Amount Percent of

U.S. Total

Molt:

,26

.25

.25

.25

.24

,,,,,,,

$6,603

6,334

7,298

7,077

4,444

,,,,,,,

.28

.27

.31

.30

.19

$1,875

2,038

1,066

1,184

3,512

.19

.21

.11

.12

.36

$39

2,,9

.23

.23

.23

.23

.23

,

6,307

2,264

4,284

5,543

5,009

.27

.10

.1.8

. 4

,22

1,399

5,265

3,205

1,939

2,455

.14

.53

.32

.25

14

f(-410,

Fcrcp4;

U.S. Total

ligations from National Science Foundation's Federal Support to Colleg8 aid Uriv,.2.rsitie,

ort Trapared by the measurement Research Center at Iowa City, Iowa, under'a contat
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TABLE 24

NUMBER AND PERCENT:OF PARTICIPANTS IN AND-UNSUCCESSFUL APPLICANTS
TO FY. 1967:INSTITUTES:AND'TEACHER.FELLOWSHIP PROGRAMS BY SEX;.
.-.PERdENT. OF PUBLIC. scHom TEACHERS IN U.S. BY .SEX 1965-66.

Participants .FY 67 Unsuccessful FY 67 ' % of U. S.
Applicants % . Teachers

Number:: 65-66.
Number

1/
Total 21 718 100.0

Male 11 938 55.0

Female 9,780

2/ 98.7% of'unsuoceSsful

Data frOm statiStical reports prepared by the Measurement'Research Center
at Iowa City,':IOWa, Under:a ,cOntract'with.the U.S. Office 'of, Education.

Percentages-fOr,U,,S.'publiC 'school teachersfrom'U.S..O:B.
Educational:.StaO.SticSA.967:---



TABLE 25

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF PARTICIPANTS_IN-AND UNSUCCESSFUL APPLICANTS TO
FY 1967 INSTITUTES AND TEACHER FELLOWSHIP PROGRAMS BY AGE

(Average age for all U.S. public school teachers 1965-66 was 38.7)

ql

Age Tarticipants: FY 67 Unsuccessful FY 67Number Applicants
Number

:

1/- 2/Total 21 438" :100.0 70 476' 100.0

Under 25 2,039 9.5 6,379 9.125.- 29 .4,468. 20.8 '13,440 19.1.30 - .34 ' 4,150 ',19.4 12,752 18.1:.35-- 39 3,844 :17.9 11,620 16.540 -.44 2,842 ..1.3..3 .9,478 13.445 -:49 2;020 ',9-..4. 7,116 10.150 .,-- 54 1,264.. .5.9.: ,5,038 7.1:.55 --.59 :.642 3.:0:: :3,435- 4.960 & over : 169 '' :.8 1,218 1.7

(Average (eat.),

(35.9 years) (37.1

1/ 97.7% of all.participants

2/ 97..0% Of alI unsuccessful,. applicants

years)

:Data from statistical reporta prepared by the Measurement Research Center.
.at Iowa City;'IoWa, under4'contract with the U.S. Office of Education..

Average for all public school teachers in U.S. from U. . OE's Digest ofEducational Statistics 1967.



TABLE-26

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF PARTICIPANTS IN AND UNSUCCESSFUL APPLICANTS
TO FY 1967 INSTITUTES AND TEACHER FELLOWSHIP PROGRAMS BY HIGHEST

DEGREE EARNED; PERCENT OF ALL PUBLIC ELEMENTARY AND SECONDARY TEACHERS
IN UNITED STATES BY HIGHEST DEGREE EARNED, 1965-66

Highest Degree Participants FY 67 UnsuccessfulEarned Number Applicants

1/ 2Total 21 846 100.0 72 324
None 303 1.4 836

Bachelor's 12,215 55.9 43,297

Masters 8,495 38.9 26,128
Professional

Diploma 481

Doctor's 341

2.2 1,775

1.6 288

, ......... . .......

FY 67
%

% U.S.
Teachers

65-66

100.0 100.0

1.2 7.0

59.9 69.6

36.1 21.9

2.4 1.3

.4 .1

1/ 99.6% of all participants
2/ 99..6% of all unsuccessful applicants

Data from statistical reports prepared by the Measurement Research Centerat Iowa City, Iowa under a contract with the U.S. Office of Education.
. Percentages for U.S. public schoolEducational Statistics 1967., .

,

from U.S.O.E.'s Digest. of



. TVLE 27

NUMBER AND pERCENT OF PARTICIPANTS IN AND UNSUCCESSFUL APPLICANTS
TO FY 1967NSTITUTES AND TEACHER FELLOWSHIP PROGRAMS WHO ATTENDED

ONE OR.MORE PREVIOUS.INSTITUTES OR FELLOWSHIPPROGRAMS

Participants
Number

FY 67 Unsuccessful FY 67
% Applicants %

Number

1/ 2/
Total 21 459.7. 100.0: 70 790 100.0

Yes 3,461 .16.1 12,034

No
, .17,998 83,9 58 756 83.0
1 .

-

1/ 9.7,43% of .all plrticipants

2/ -97:4% of all unsuccessful applicants

.Data froM st4tisticel'repOrts'preparea bytheMeasurement R.search Center
at Iowa,City contract1idth the.U.S.-Office.of-Education..

.



TABLE 28

NUMBER:AND PERCENT OF PARTICIPANTS IN AND UNSUCCESSFUL ApPLICANTS TO

rz 1967 INStITUTES AND TEACHER FELLOWSHIP PROGRAMS By WHETHER OR NOT
UNDERGRADUATE:AND GRADUATE MAJORS WERE IN'SAME ACADEMIC FIELD,AS

INSTITUTE OR PROGRAM'

Major Participanrs FY 67H U successful
Number. Applicants

FY 67'

Undergraduate

Total

'Yes

No

21 015 100.0
2/

68 997 100.0

7,932 37.7 22,267 32.3

:13,083 62.3 46,710 67.7

4/,
16 28521 100.0 51 20f- 100.0

4,437 27.2 221 21.9

11 848 72.8 981 78.1

1/ 95.8% ()fall participants

2/ 95.0% of ail unsuccessful applicants

3/ 74.2% bf all participants

4/ 70.5% of all

Data from statisitcal.reportS prePared :by the Measurement Research Center
.

at IoWa CitY, lOwa,'..'under,a.contraCt with:the U.S. Officg 'of Education.
- ' -



TABLE 29

NUMBER AND PERCENT.OF PARTICIPANTS IN AND UNSUCCESSFUL APPLICANTS TO
FY 1967 INSTITUTES AND TEACHER FELLOWSHIP PROGRAMS BY TOTAL YEARS OF
:TEACHING OR:RELATED EMPLOYMENT AND BY YEARS IN SUBJECT FIELD OF

'INSTITUTE OR PROGRAM

(All public school teachers in U.S. in 1965-66 had average of 11.8 years
teaching experience.)

Participants
Number

FY 67 Unsuccessful FY 67
% Applicants X,

Number

Total Years

Total
None
1-4
5-9

10-14
15-19
20 or more'

1/,

21 519-
140

5,706
6,606 ,

4,065
2,664
2,33i;

(Average (est.))

Years in Field.of Inktitute of Pr(Aiam

Total 19 8403/ 100.0
None 1,679 8.5
1-4 8,246 41.6
5-9 5,487 27.7

10-14 2,382 12.0
15-19 1,194 6.0
20 or more 852 4.3

100.0
.7

26.5
30.7
18.9
12.4
10.9

2/
71 229 100.0

286 .4

17,906 25.1
20,486 28.8
13,075 18.4
9,131 12.8

10,345 14.5

(9.3 years) (10.5.years)

(Average <est.))

1/ 98.1% of all
27
-57

98.0% of all
90.5% of all

47 88.4% of all

64.3. years)

participants
unsuccessful applicants
participapts
unsuccessful applicants

4/
64 1947
5,750

25,210
16,953
8,079
4,299

\ 3,903

1.1\

100.0
9.0

39.3
26.4
12.6
6.7
6.1

-. (6.8 years)

Data frcm statistical reports prepared by the Measurement Research Center
at Iowa lowe,,under a:contfeet 'with the U.S.. Office Of Education.--

,Average 'for al4j,public,school teachers from U.:S.:0.E. .bigestof

Educational ttetistice
- .



TABLE 30

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF PARITgIZANTS-IN-AND UNSUCCESSFUL APPLICANTS
.TO FY 1967 INSTITUTES.AND TEACHER FELLOWSHIP PROGRAMS BY PERCENT
OF TIME SpENT IN PRESENTASSIGNMENT AS A TEACHER AND/OR SPECIALIST

IN THE SUBJECT FIELD. OF THE INSTITUTE OR PROGRAM

Participants Unsuccessful Applicants
%

Total
1/

.:19 763'
:

-' -100.0 Y
2/

62 632"_

0% 3,510 .17.7 11,821

1-9% II 132: ..7 664

10-19% 727 '3..7 .. ..3,394

20-29% 1 345 ..' 6..8 5,901

30-39% 643 ' 3.3 .2,513,

40-49% 69.5 3.5 :- 2,788

50-59%
, 1,420 7.2 4,652

60-69% 1,039 5.3 2,975

70-79%

80-89%

688

1,187

3...5

6.0.

2,078

3,328

90-10070'. ',8,377 42.4 22,518

(Aver7age (est.)):. - (60.4%)'

1/ 90.1% Of aILparticipants'.

2/ 86.2% of all..,unsucCesSful'applicants:

Data from sta4sii.P.41.0Xtsred-by. theMeasurement. ReSeardhCenter
,at:Tc*acit)i ,I0W.9.14ndr 4..c-OPC.t1.4ithtlie U.S. Offl,ce ofEchication.

100-0

18.9

1.1.

5.4

9.4

4.0',

4.4

7.4

4.7

3.3

5.3

36.0

(55.0%)



TABLE 31

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF PARTICIPANTS IN+UNSUCCESSFUL APPLICANTS TO FY 1967
INSTITUTES AND. TEACHER FELLOWSHIP PROGRAMS BY PPESENT EMPLOYMENT

AND'CONTROL OF SCHOOL., SYSTEM, OR COLLEGE WHERE EMPLOYED

Participants Unsuccessful
Applicants

Present Employment

'Total
In a Single School

(Sec.,elem.ot-pre-school)
In a Numbat of Schools or at System.

Level'
Employed by an''Institution. Of

Higher Education
Full-Time College,Student .

Not Employed at. (or attending) a'
School:or .College

1
21 558

1,005
..318

96

100.0

84.7

8.7

4.7
1.5

.4

.ENype of SChool, SySteM, or College Where Employed,:

Total
Public
Private, Church Related
Private, Not Church Related

21 241
19,061

354-

100.0
89.7
8.6 -

1.7

2/
71 390- 100.0

65,003 91.1

4,298 6.0

1,268 1.8
624 .9

197 .3

4/
70 707- 100.0
61,654 87.2
8,202 11.6

851 1.2

1/ 98.3% of all participants
2/ 9C.3Z of All unsUccessful
3/ 96.8% ofall patticipants-
4J 97.3% of All unsuccessful

applicants .

applicants

'(-In Fall 1967 68.4% of,-all,elementaryand.secondary-teachera-Were employed
in public'scho016:, 11.6% in'inon-:.pUbli0

Data from statistical reports prepared by the
at Iowa City, Iowa, under a contract with the

Percentages for all elementary and sec.ondary
Digest of Educational Statistics 1967

Measurement Research Center
U.S. Office of Education.

teachers from U,S.O.E.



TABLE 32

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF PARTICIPANTS IN AND UNSUCCESSFUL APPLICANTS
TO FY 1967 INSTITUTES AND TEACHER FELLOWSHIP PROGRAMS BY LEVEL OF

SCHOOL.OR SYSTEM. OF LOCATION OF.S0HOOL OR SYSTEM

.Participants Unsuccessful
Applicants

_Level of School or. System

Total
Pre-School
Pre-School
Elementary
Junior High
Senior High
Junior/Senior High
Elementary/Secondary

: i

ancl Elementary

1/ 2/
20 308 100.0

132 .6
100 .5

5,634 27.7
3,114 15.3
6,095 30.0
2,535 12.5
2,698 13.3 \

Location of School or System
3/

Total 20 065 100.0
In City of 250,066 or more

Population
In Suburb of Such a City
In City of 50,006 to 250,000

Population
In Suburb of Such a City
In City or Town of 2,500 to

50,000.Population
In Suburb of Suci:a City or Town
In City or Town pf Less Than

2,500 or in Rural Area

4,016
2,036

-20.0:
10.1

3,110 15.5
646 3.2

6,509 32.4
395 2.0

3,353 16.7

69 847 100.0
158 .2
206 .3

22,334 32.0
11,795 16.9
16,841 24.1
8,503 12.2
10,010 14.3

4/
68156- 100:0.

12,772 18.7
6,033 8.9

9,374 13.8
2,091 3.1

22,284 32.7
1,623 2.4

13,979 20.5

1/ 92.62 of .allparticipants;-7.
2/ 96.1% of alliinsuccessfulapplicnts

.31--:-.91:5,% of. All:partiCipante 'L
93.3% of all,unsuppesSful,;4PPlicants

Data from statistical reportS prepared by' the. Measurement Research Center
at Iowa CitY,I0Wa,. Undqr e-COntract_with.the:U.$.:Office of Education.

. .



'TABLE 33

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF PARTICIPANTS IN AND UNSUCCESSFUL APPLICANTS
TO 1967.INSTITUTES AND TEACHER FELLOWSHIP PROGRAMS

BY ENROLLMENT OF SCHOCL IN WHICH EMPLOYED

(Appl es only to participants employed in single school)

Participants
. %

UnsucceSsful Applicants

1
Total 18 49f- 100.0

1 - 199 1,019 5.5

200 - 399 2,187 11.8

400 - 599 2,693 14.6

600 - 799 2,595 14.0

800 - 999 2,048 11.1

1000 - 1199 1,660 9.0

1200 - 1399 1,411 7.6

1400 - 1599 1,026 5.5

1600 - 1799 715 3.9

1800 - 1999 673 3.6

2000 and over 2,464 13.3

2/
62 8027

4,770 .

9,038

10,491.:.

9,503

7,157

5,043

,4,266

3,118

1,978

1,741'

5,702

100.0

7.6

14.4

16.7

15.1

11.4

8.0

6.8

5.0

3.1

2.8

9.1

84.3% of all .participants

2/ 86.4% of an, UlIsUccessful applicants

Data'froMstatistical:Teports-preparedlyl.the.Measurement Research Center,,
Iowa 'City', Iow,.kinder.a'contract'taitlf-the U.S. Office- cif 'Education.

.



TABLE 34

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF:PARTICIPANTS-ZN7AND-UNSUCCESSFUL APPLICANTS TO FY
1967 INSTITUTES'AND TEACHER FELLOWSHIP PROGRAMS By:PERCENT OF NON-WHITES-'
IN STUDENT BODY OF SCHOOL WHERE EMPLOYED

PartIsinants
: #

Unsuccessful Applicants

Total

0%

. 1/
19 897. 100.0 '

4,393 22.1 16,607
1 - 9% 6,506 32,7 19,252

10 - 19%. 2,156- :::108. 6,858
20 29% 1,183- 5.9-7 '3,852
30 - 39% 641 3.2 2,255
40 -- .49%- :-519 . 7,6: .:1,765:
50 59%- :396 .Lp- 1,450
60 .- 69% 266 y1.3 990.
70.- 79%. 249.- -.1,.:3 . 811
80':- 89% 246 ... 14. 880
90 100% 3 342_: : 10,8 12 952

100.0

24.5
28.4
10.1
5.7
3.3
2.6
2.1
1.5
1.2
1.3

19.1

13.1% of ail- unsuccessful .',#147,iidant,s.

'Data from statta0.cal reportacpretiared tr,vthe Measurement Research Center
at'Iowa City',,,1014*,,Under:,a .cOntract.with the V.P. Dffice of-Education.



TABLE 35

NumBER AND pERCENT OF PARTICIPANTS AND UNSUCCESSFUL APPLICANTS To Fy
1967 INSTITUTES AND.TEACHER FELLOWSHIP PROGRAmS BY pERCENT OF FAMILIES ...

mARKED BY ECONOMIC POVERTYIN STUDENT BODY OF SCHOOL WHERE EMpLoYED

Tarticipants#: % Unsuccessful Applicants
#

Total 533.71(
21

66 650 100.0

0% 1,065 5.5 3,638 5.5

1 - 9% 5,761 29.5 ' 17,488 26.2

10 - 19% 3,743 19.1 12,113 18.2

20 - 29% , 2,355 12.0 8,036 12.1

30 - 39% 1,265 6.5 4,495 6.7

40 - 49% 765 3.9 2,898 4.3

50 - 59% 827 4.2 3,104 4.7

60 - 69% 635 3.2 2,407 3.6

70 - 79% 831 4.2 3,400 5.1

80 - 89% 755 3.9 3,134 4.7

90 - 100% 1,550 7.9 5,937 8.9

:Data frOm statistical.reports prepared by. the'lleatUrement Restch Center
at.Iowa-Cityijotia,,:Under.a conttadtthe-U.S.-Office of 'Education.-
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:Lengthl_Lize, and Cost of Institutes

The following 17 tables deal with length, size, and cost of FY 1967

institutes funded under the aegis of Title V-B of the National Defense

Education Act.(counseling and guidance institutes) Section 13 .of the

National Fomndation on the Artsvand-the Humanities\Act (arts and human-

ities institutes). arid Title XI of the National Defense Education Act

(institutes in all other subject areas). Data on full year fellowship

programs funded under Title V-C of the Higher Education Act of 1965 were
excluded from these tables because no. information was available on exact
length of individual,programs (they undoubtedly ranged from 36. to 52

weeks), and thlth:accUrate cost pe participant week 'figures would have

been impossible to derive. Only FY 1967 data was used because available

data for other
yearsLd1A-not-contain-inforMation.on.length arid costs of

individual programs.

Table 1 shoWs the average length :size, Cost, and cost per participant

week of the 556:FY 1967..short term (lS weeks' or less) ' LLts by
subject matterooking at. Our. total .1ine, we see that the average

institUte;was 6.7 weeks long1 h d 15.5 participantS cost $56,430 in
all, and Cdst '040.10 per partiCipant week. Studying the table by

.4individual subject matter-areas we See that modereforeign language

institutes averaged the longest at :7:7 weeksi:that "other" Title XI

7

subjects ancLarts and huManities in titutes.a.veraged:the-shortest at

4.4 and 4. 9 weeks respectively'. average-tUMberH of participants,



institutesiri disadvantaged youth were largest with 45.2 while institutes.

in industrial arts were smallest with 28.1. And in average cost per

participant week; counseling and guidance institutes at $295.72 were by

far:the mosi expensive followed by ItdUstrial arts institutes at $276..09,
0

while school library institutes at $214.63.and English institutes at $218.60

were the least expensive..

In general the variations in cost per participant week are probably

explained by difference's in cost of sP6614I facilities and equipment.

Thus, for example-, one would expect industrial'arts and educational media

institutea,which 'certainly' would require costly: specialized facilities

and equipmenttd be considerably Moreexpensive than,- say, reading or EnKish

institutes for which a miniMum Of si;.ecialized facilities And equipment

would be .necessary. licrwever the reason for the exceptionally' high.cos-a of-

counseling and .guidance inEtitlires iq a mystery. Certainly counseling

and guidance does not require materials so specialized that their costs

should raise per-participant-week costs some $55 above the average.

Further, although counseling and guidance institutes were authorized

by different legislation than

stipends p id to participants were the

institutes in other subject areas, the

same. Possliply the underlying
.11

reason,.then, is a political One not apparent to this Wxiter.

Table 2 ahoW's all' TY 1967 instituteth ly length:in weeks'.and cost

per participant/v.46k. Herewe find exaCtlyVhat Ve Might have.expected



3

assuming that all institutes haVe sizeable onettme setting up expenses:

the longer the.institute the lower the cost per participant week and

vice versa. The'figures are: less than 5 weeks.$320.50, 5-Weeks

$260.45, 6 weeks$242.06 7 weeks $235.27, 8 weeks $232.82, 9 weeks
. . y

$227.59, 10-1i8 W;aeks $226:07,'and 36-52 weeks $215..74. The average

here is $234.85i.slightly lower thanthat shown.in Table 1 because

Table 2 unlikeTable 1, includeS 22 long term institutes Of 36.-52 week

- duration:
_

Tables 3-17 show the same information as Table 2 by individual

subject matter areas, that is they show all institutes in a specific

Subject matter area by length in weeks and cost perparticipant week.

These fifteeri:tableS are nOt:particularli'telling tecause in most cases

SO few numbers are averaged., ,(Tn only-One tablelk,-School library--

are the ,p5St8 Consistently-lower Ae.ionger' the institutes0 HoweVeri ,

: .

because.these tables. rlay be of use' to individuals concerned-vith spetific.
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TABLE 2

FY1967 INSTITUTES IN ALL SUBJECT MATTER AREAS
BY LENGTH IN WEEKS AND COST

'PER PARTICIPANT:WEEK

-

Length

Less than
5 weeks

Number, Number Average
of of Cost Per

Institutes Partici ants Participant Week

27

5 weeks 17,

6 weeks 224.

7 weeks 112

8 weeks .144_

9 weeks

10-18 week's 8

.36-52 wees.

Total*

22

1079. 71020.50

.589 260.65

7444 .242.06'

4117 235.27

232.82

227.59

,226.07

616_ 215,74

590

247

19,614 /34.85

*Note: 'Excludes thirteen instituteS which trained two'or more groups
, of-Participants for varying numbers;pf: weeks.

.4

Data from statistical reportS::preparedby: e:Mtheasurement Research_ .

.Center at IoWaCity.,IoWa.,Under'scontract,withAISOK,



TABLE

FY 196/.INSTITUTES.IN CIVICS BY LENGTH
IN WEEKS AND.COST PER PARTICIpANT WEEK.

Length Number

Institutes'

Number

Participants

Average
Cost Per

. Partictpant Week

_Less than
-5,..weeks

5 weeks

6 weeks

7 weeks

8 weeks

9 weeks

1 40

-504

3,

308.67

231.10

219,80

. 10-18 weeks

.36-52 Weeks Own 0.10

Total. 722- $232.31

'Data from statis.t.-.1.cal xeporteprepared,by.the-MeasureMent Res'earch.:
'Center at Iowa City, IOWa,''under:acOntracV....-

, . ,

}1,



FY :1967 INSTITUTES IN DISADVANTAGED YOUTH
ily LENGTH IN WEEKS AND COST

PER PARTICIPANT WEEK

. .Length Average
Cost Per

Participant Week

Less than
5 weeks

.:5 weeks,

6 weeks

7 weeks

8 weeks

9 weeks

10.-18 weeks

36-52 weeks

Total+

$250.83

260.10

247.80

233 35

163.22

MID INIM

242.03

*Excludes three institutes ,which trained two or moreshroups of participants
,..

for, varying numbeis of weeks.'
,

Data from statistical reports prepared by the Measurement Research Center
-t Iowa City, Iowa, under a contract with U.S.O.E.



TABLE 5

FY 1967 INSTITUTES IN.ECONOMICS

.BY LENGTH INLWEEKS'AND COST-.H
,PER PARTICIPANT WEEK

p.

Length Number:-. Nurtiber

of of
-Institutes. :13.attici.antS

Less than
5 weeks'

.5'Weeks

weeks .

7weeks:

8 weeks

9 weeks:

.1.0-48'meeks

36,752 weeks

11 !.

.klerage
Cost Per

Partici.ant'Weak-.

IMMO.*

8.7- 241.92

9 .198.03

. 66 225,92

may awl 1

Total* 21 722 $260.69

*Excludes One inttitute Which .trained tw9 groups.° partiCipants for
different nurabOr.s'of. weeks.

.

,

;:..ta..fram:statiStiCti.r0Portb2P0134rd'd by.the,Measurement Research:.3

Center.dt...,Iowa City, Iowa, under a °Ontrsot wIth



TABLE

1967
INSTITUTES IN EDUCATIONAL.MEDIA

BY:LENGTILIN t4EEKS AND COST.
PER"PARTICIPANT. WEEK-

Length

Lessthan
5 weeks

. 5 week's

.6:week0

7 weeks

-.&:weeks

9 weeks

10z-18 week.

36-52 week's

TOtal*

Number
of

Institutes.

Number
: of

Partitlinanta

Average
Cost Per

Participant Week

349.25

1 45:: 367.80

14 .49() 264.67

242.29

11
: 3.08; 247.15

32 11,133 $267.59

*Excludes two itistitutes which traiAed two or more groups of
participants for varying ,numbers'of weeks.

Data from,statistical:reportsprepared Jl,bytheeaurement Research:
. . ,

Center-at:Iowa Cit'y',.:I0wa,:nfider,a,'contract



FY 1967 INSTITUTES IN ENGLISH*
BY LENGTH IN WEEKS AND COST

PER PARTICIPANT WEEK

Length Number-
of

-Irrstitutes

NUmber

Partici. ants

Average
Cost Per

articipant Week

Uss than
5 weekS

5 weeks

6 weeks

7 weeks

8 weeks

9 weeks

1018 weeks

36-52 weeks

40

127'

.153.

1293

.1089

.0=0

232.46.

241.77

227.23

.212.21

Total*

*Note:

3 428 219.47

Excludes :One institute which trained two groups of participants
for diffetent numbers of weeks.

Data from statistical reports prepared by the Measurement ResearchCenter at Iowa City, Iowa, under a contract with U.S.O.E.



TABLE
.

Fy .1967 INSTITUTES ,IN ENGLISH FOR SPEAKERS OF OTHER LANGUAGES
BY LENGTH IN WEEKS AND COST

PER PARTICIPANI .L;EK

Length Number Number. Average
of Cost Per

Institutes PartiCipants Participant Week

Less than

5:weekS.

weeks:

'weeks.

.7 weeks

8 weeks

9 weeks

19-18 weeks

.36-52 weeks

Total

2 216.11

243.2;5.

Data from staStitica1 reports.,prepared the.Measurement:.Research
. .

Center at Iovia City, Iowa, under a contract 'with U.S.O.E:.



TABLE

pY 1967 INSTITUTES IN GEOGRAPHy
BY LENGTH ii0MEKVAND COST

PER.PARTICIPANT WEEK

Length Number. Number Average
of of Cost Per

Institutes Partici.ants Partici.ant Week

Less than,
5 weeks 2

weelcs..

6' weeks

7 weeks

.8 Weeks

9 weeks

1&18 weeks

36r52 weeks

0.11 ,

Total 25

99 311.62

01111011.

195 247.40

144. 263.15

307 248.04

244.04

limbos

800 252.70

Data. from. ,st4istical. repqrts, prepared by the. Measurement 'Research
. " . . .

Center at: Imia:Cityi.';'Irma under ,4 c9ntract'-withi.



FY 1967 INSTITUTES IN HISTORY
BY LENGTH IN WEEKS AND COST

PER PARTICIPANT WEEK

Length Number
of

Institutes

, Number
of

Participants

Average
Cost Per

Participant Week

Less than
5 weeks 1 40 271.48

5 weeks 2 79 220.35

.6 weeka' , 31 .1068 232.78

7 weeks 29 985 227.65

8 weeks 18 '604 213.36

9 weeks --
10-18 weeks -_ -- __

36-52 weeks

Total ,2776. $226.22

Data from statistical reports. Prepared by the Measurement Research. Center
: at lowa''City, Iowa, under a.''cOnttact:' with '11;S.6-;g:



TABLE 11

'FY 1967 INSTITUTES,IN INDUSTRIAL ARTS
BY.LENGTH IN WZEKS_AND COST

P-ER PARTICIPANT WEEK

Length Number Number Average
of ., of Cost Per

Institutes Partici Participant Week

7 ,weeks

8 weelcs

432.33

282.76

294.58

267.47

255.15.

WNW WI=

'Data fiOin statistical report&prepaied by thelleasureMent-Research Center.
-at Iowa:.Cityl'IoWa's.Under-a-COntract',Vithi%S.03,8,;---



TABLE 12

1967 INSTITUTES IN MODERN FOREIGN LANGUAGES

BY LENGTH IN WEEKS AND COST
PER PARTICIPANT WEEK

Length.,

. Less than .

Number Number Average
of of Cost Per

Institutes Participants Participant Week
,

5 Weeks

'5 weeks

'6 weeks

IN M.

.,,136

anal. Ow.

279.80

7 weeks.. 22 934 239.64

8 weeks. '

9 weeks .'450: 223.59

10718 weeks 2 54 '253.67

36-52 weeks 04,0 .0

Total 48 ,125 . $238.68

.... . . . .,

:'' Data froM ' stet isti,cal , rdports; ptep4red: by the. Measurement .",Research.. ,.. ,... .., , ,.., ,.
Center 'at IONfia:'`CS:ty,1-1.01.4.0:;:,::*.ide.r.'.0:::contract.',..with..:11.:-Si."0:ig.

.: .. ... , - . , . ..... :..,,:,.. .... ,.. : . , ....



. FY 1967 INSTITUTES IN'READIN0
EY:LENGTH IN WEEKS AND COST

pER PARTICIPANT WEEK

-Number :Number
.

of
-Institutes . Partici ants

Average
Cost Per

Particinant Wiek

289.61

.10=

235.40

195.13

9 'weeks..

10718 weeks

36-52 weeks

MID GMIN

*Excludes two inititutes,which trained two or more groups of participants

for varying numbers of weeks.
'

Data ftom StatiStiCa3: ;reports; prepared 'by the. Measurement Research
. . .

Center 'at Iowa City, Iowa, Under a cOntract with U.S:.O.E..



1967 INSTITUTES IN SCROOL TABRARY
BY LENGTH IN WEEKS AND COS'r

PER PARTICIPANT WEEK

Length

:Less thn.
5 weeks

:5 weeks.

:6 weekS.

7. weeks'.

8'weekS'

9 veeks

1648 Weeks

36.-52 weeks

Number
of.

Institutes.

Number .
sof

.TarticinantS-

Avetage
Cost Per

.Partici ant Week

79 ' 281.79

.4y : 127; 221.75

111.

t

%Data frOm Staasticalieports.pteparedbY the Measurement.,Research..
. ,

.

..Cnter'at Iawa.'.:CItY.,:19VA,:9ndqr,,astObtract -with 'U.S..04,



rt .196.7 INSTITUTES IN OTHER TITLE XI SUBJECT-FIELDS
- BY LENGTH IN WEEKS_AND COST

PER PARTICIPANT WEEK

Length Number...

. of
Institutes

Number
... of

Participants

Average
Cost Per

Participant Week

Less than
5 weeks

5 weeks

6 weeki

7 weeks

8 weeks

9 weeks

10:48 weeks

36-52 weeks

350.11

75

100

81

299.95

137.50

343.88

30 149.87

, 71 254.78

Total* 18 588 254.77

*Excludes three institutes which trained two 'or Mo groups participants
for varying.numbers of weeks:

.Data from statistical...repOrts:',:prepared by .the Measurement Research
4

Center:, at low* City, Ifowa;,.':Ii.nor a contradt, with U.S.O.E.



FY.1967 INSTITUTES IN COUNSELINGAND GUIDANCE
BY LENGTH:IN:WEEKS AND COST:
..PERJWTICIPANT WEEV,'

Length :Number: NUmbOr Average
.of :Pf Cost Per

nstitUtes Partici Partici ant Week -

Less than
5 weeks

5 weeks

:6-weeks

7 Weeks

8 weeks,

weeks

16-18 weeks

.36752 weeks

Total*,

256.28

465.51

276..95

227.89

274.97

210.42

:$230.175

*EXcludes'One1nStitute-;,whiCh:trained two groupsOf, PartiCipants for
'different'nUmbers of'Weeks:.

.
.

:Data from statistiCal.repOrts prepared bythe Measurement. Research
'Center. at IOWa,City'. IOW'S, 'Under a.,contraCt.,with.U...E..



TABLE i7

it. 1967 INSTITUTES IN ARTS AND'HUMANITIES
'.7B11-LENGTH IN WEEKS:AND-COST

- PER:PARTICIPANT.WEEfc.

Length ,Number, Average
of of . :Cost Per

Institutes. -Participants': Participant Week

Less than
Weeks 1.56 r 276.19.

=WINO

223.36.

285.67.

266.61

IMO Mlb

Total 377

gm.

$255.78:
S.


