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AN

L ' INTRODUCTION

R

~

‘Title | of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act of 1965 provides an un-

dsual opportunity for the extension of cooperative efforts between Local Educa-

" tional Agencies and the State Educational Agency. These efforts include not only

progtammed. planning, develogment,. and implementation but also program eval-

" uation. Evaluation of programs provides an index to program direction as well as

an indication of the rate of progress. ‘Evaluationalso serves as a means of indica—

ting the exten)r\o which the objectives of a particular program have been reached.

The Tenth Annual Title |, ESEA Evaluation Report that follows attempts *sum-
marize the effectiveness of programs and the educational achigvement of children
participating in these programs operated by local educational agencies during Fis-
cal Year 1975. Careful analysis of this report will provide evidence of the extent
to which educationally deprived children in Mississippi benefitted from the many

activities and services provided through Title | Programs.

>,



TITLE I, ESEA

o - . . EVALUATION
v L REGULAR &HOOLYEAR .
oy ! 197475
: | e
e~ ) S * ’ {
l. . Number of School Districts and Participants .
A. School Districts ‘ 155 -
B. Participants: ' s : .
. 1. Public - | . B 146,457
2, Private . o 1,153
" 147,610
1. Total Allocations and Expenditures for FY 1975
w. .. A. Allocations , ' o
2. 1. _pPartA o : 38,543,845 -
Part C : AN 272,438
' . 38,816,283
B ’\ °
B. Expendjtures_ ' . ' :
1. PartA | o . 288547
2. PartC(FY74) : . 1,619,283
3. ' Carry Over (FY 74) ; ‘ 8,675,166
< - 39,149,248
ni. In-Seryice Training ' - “
‘ , A. Number of LEA's conducting in-service training durmg 1974-75 134
 B. Expendltures for m-servncetralmngdurmg 1974-75 ° " $89,469




Total Number Students from Low-Incoghe Faimilies

A
J
f e ‘\ ) ~
R / Lo ©
UNDUPLICATED NUMBER OF PARTICIPANTS IN TITLE |
‘ \A_:[i
g *" NUMBER'PUBLIC NUMBER TOTAL NUMBER
. GRADE SCHOOL PUPILS , +| NONPUBLIC PUPILS" PARTICIPANTS
. v . . ' - L L~ N - .
- Pre-School 1,068 B j 13 1,081
; . - 2 ~
Grade 1 o 18,883 \1)55 19,038
Grade 2 * 19.354 : én" 19,565 -
. . VI f - N
Grade 3 18793 < . 270 - 19,003
— ‘ ' -
Graded4 19,270 128 19,398
- ; w —7 _
Grade 5 N 18,684 - 105 . 18,789.
1. Grade 6 ™ 17,933 s - 106 18,039
Grade 7 10,304 28 10,332
Grade 8 8274 15 _ 8,289
- . Pl
Grade 9 3,135 b 44 3,179
N ‘ »
Grade 10 S 688 42 1,730
.. . /
X Grade 11 — 829 52 ‘ 881 .
Grade 12 574 ] . “ 618
| Special Education. 7,668 L
M ’ . - ‘. .’, t B
TOTALS ©  » 1&457 . 1,153 . ee10
o ’ ‘ o ) :
-, [ .
® .'/:'/—-Q\ '
"* Total Number Students Enralled: - o ‘ . ’
= Public Schools ' . 510,076
Private Schools . s 56,965
Total Number School Age Children not efirolled in Schoo[ - 31,269
252,551




TITLE | STAFF ASSIGNMENTS .. %" - .
. . ‘ . o . o s * ;

CLASSIFICATION - - . . NUMBER ASSIGNED

Teaching--Kindergarten S 25
Teaching"Elementary * - ©oo~ L 1,280

- Teachlng--Seoondal"ye" | - - o . 197 e

 Toaching-Handicapped Children Only =, - - 428/
Téacher Aides S T *
Libraian = . e 1"
Libfarian Aides . .0 . 3
Supervision . , 7 St B o Lo2n
Direction and Mam;gement (Administration). ' 58
Counseling - , ‘ | .- ' S | | 4 45
.Psychologist - . ‘ .9
Testirig ' S l ‘ o R 19

A

Social Work . | I
_Attendance c T ) . 42
o Nurse o | . e’
U Physician . | o ' X ‘ 2 L
bt . T e
Dental Hygienist -~ | | o T 9

Clerical ; o »’L | 172

Other ]
TOTAL ST



School. Districts - -

AdamsCo.
Natchez Sep.
Alcorn Co.

" " Corinth Sep.
Amite Co.
AttalaCo. - -~

- Kosciusko Sep.

“Benton Co.
Bolivar Co.

Bolivar, #1
Bolivar #2

Bolivai #3

* Bolivar #4
Bolivar #5 .
Bolivar #6 -

Calhoun Co.

Carroll Co. -

Chickasaw Co.

ouston Sep.
Okolona Sep.

—l4
.

Chickasaw - (93,612)

Monroe - (14,442)
Choctaw Co.
Claiborne Co.
Clarke Co.
Enterpﬂse Cons.

* Quitman Cons.

Clay Co. s’
West Poing Sep.

CoahomaCo. ' -
Coahoma Co, AHS
Clarksdale Sep.

Copiah Co.
Hazlehurst Sep.
“Copiah-Lincoln AHS

Covington Co.

DeSoto Co.

Forrest Co. ’
Forrest Co. AHS

. Hattiesburg Sep.

Franklin Cp. . .

George Co.

Greene Co.

Grenada Co.
Grenada Sep.

Hancock Co.

" Bay St. Louis Sep.

K4

¢

i

el Tmermglclmms
\ °, Y Y . ".-v“ / . -
" “Public Private  °
~. . . . School - School v L
Allocation  Students * Students ,School.Districts Allocation
.~ : ’ ‘:J; Ty . ) SO ’
. M. "HarrisonCo. . 333,723
642,505 -2,061 18 Bilox! Sep 336,380
180,774 1,001 . Gulfpon& 338,596
, 80,629 312 Long BeactkSep. .-« 103,856 -
342,922 . 988 . Pags Christian Sep 63,496
246,305 1,072 . Hinds Co. . 766,937
183,441 579 Clinton Sep. 145,965 -
188,097 .540 . Hinds Co. AHS 93,956
o - Jackson Sep. - 1,847,111
287,671 1,100 % Holmes Co. 696,797
' 166,192 607 " Durant Sep. 449368
-222,736 605 Humphreys Co. 533,937
360,442 . 1,327 ~ItawambaCo. 142,855
197,393 . 750 - - - ', ItawambaC6.AHS 17,370
160,825 393 38 Jackson Co. 122,992
262,810 1,194 . Moss Poirrt Sep. 209,336 *
235,% /\24 / ) “Ocean Springs Sep. "54,093 }
75,2 09 - .- Pascagoula Sep.. -+ 188,666 .
127,784 616 ) Jasper Co. . o
.. .108,054 448 East Jasper Cons. " 226,063
' i West Jasper Cons. 123,572
(' s - -Jefferson Co. 336,069 -
151,761 - 477 Jefferson Davis Co. 289,514,
259,600 1,310 Jones Co. - 363,287
. ' LaurghSep. - 286,660
57,792 169 N " Kemper o'P 285,574
" 185,756 947 ' . Lafayettq Co. 163,682
85,165 - 330 _ Oxford Sep. 166,992 ,
241,414 ‘7150 - - Lamar Co. 171,781, .
677,425 2,787 Lumberton Line'Cons. 80,885
- 110,923 .400 Lamar - (72,643) :
443,400 1,932 Pearl River - (8,242) - )
279,158 1,315 - Lauderdale Co. 294,953
226711 680 . " *Meridian Sep. 517,408
19,729 74 _ Lawrence Co. ) 210,131
261,351 11>M7 L Leake Co. * . 256,202
601,209 386 .  LeeCo. ... 243325
227,593, 1,000 . Baldwyn Sep. 69,158
23,781 100 . Lee-(29, 701? :
428,634 1,444 - * Prentiss - {39,467)
172341 - 617 ., Nettleton Line Cons. 71,239
142,568 453 . Lee - (29,955)
163,144 650 Monroe - (41,284) °
C~—o Tupelo Sep. 174,047
321,034° 2,091 . Leflope Co. 666,252
80,627 258, 22 Greenwood Sep. - 402,935
81,349 390 50
N Y
- 4 - _\,‘__ @ ’ ) yd

\ o
. \kr-. _- : _ ,’.

-

. -

SCHOOL DISTRJCT ALLOCATIONS AND NUMBER OF

Particioans "

Pﬁbl ic -.. Private
School

© 1,463

"@01 ‘
~ 940

School
Studant& Studnts '

794 136~ .
1,055 70

297 16 -

68 57

2,862 ) .
626 .

324 - . L 3
-4536" ST '
140 -

2374 ...

. 80 .
415 4 .
660 )
235 - 15
749 180

‘590
655
1,665
1,718
1,225
858
1,140
T % 400
T977
304,
305

20

795
3,167
- '880°
1,136 )
1,193
315

2563

2,667
1,266



B P . Perticipants |

‘ . - Public Private
SR . School  .Schoo!
istricts R Allo . Students- §tudenxs
. <’ -
[ . .
"Lincoln Co. 16;,217 ' 656 \
Brookhaven Sep. . . 267,424 . -'700 » 6
" Lowndes Co, ; )
Columbus Sep Cr 12 °
Madason ‘Co. ' u’ 48
“Canton Sep .o 76
- Marion.Co. . - . ~
*.»Columbid Sep, 162,166 , 605
‘Marshall Co.  * 436,697 1,584 ¢, SO
* Holly Springs Sep: - 262,135 ", 961
“*Monrge Co. . 113,933 340 -
ngdeen Sep. ~ ' 247,707 1,200 .
Ambry Sep. . - ' 78047 258 >
Montgomery Co. ~» 178,638 721 .
Winona Sep. .-. = 101,828 388 ° ~
Neshoba Co. -~ ~ . -~ 22§:834 . - 811 '
. Philadelphia Sep. . 104,647 521
Newton Co. 114807 528
‘Newton Sep. .+ -105932 . 316
Union Sep. "3 57,503 . 159
Neshoba - {10, 755) o ' . .
‘Newton - (46,748) » p
NoxubeeCo. = . > . 470,169 2,050
ktl Co. -~ " -287,766 .¢ 870
Starkville Sep> N\ 245,880, 81\2 '
Panola Co. 5 . C -
. North PanoIaCons 315,032 1,531
- South Panola Con { 322,365 1,649
Péarl River Co. o 89,505 210
Picayune Sep. Lo 191,714 900 \
Poplarville'Sep. . . ¥ 90,235 294 N
Perry Co. ’ 94,907 * 424 - N\
Richton Sep. ~+  s58606. -200 - 7
Pike Co. S ) -
North Pike Cons.” 117,931 270
_ South Pike Cons. 243,425 643
" McComb Sep. 263,346 2 -
. Pontotoc Co. 1‘59,973 N 0 e
* Pontotoc Sep. 74,411 503
P_re_ntuss Co. 187,309  \,880 «
Quitman Co. 533,646, . 1,409
Rankin Co. . | 369,481 1,849 .
Scott Co. - 304,073 1,215
Forest Sep. ' : 72,266 348
Sharkey Co. : L .
Sharkey lssaquena Cons 177,182 . 838 - '
~ Sharkey - (124,001) . " -
Issaquena - (63, 181~ ) '
Anguilla Line Cons. . 165,237 ° 608 ’
-Simpson Co, * : 330811 . 1 220 ,
Smith Co. 226,878, 891
".Stone Co. 97,332, -336 o
A B . 5

ERIC . - .~

wll Toxt Provided by ERIC

" TOTALS

School Districts ~  Allocati

_ Sunflower Co. 526,824
Drew Sep., 3 261,940
Indianola Sep. 310,318

Tallahatchie Co.
‘East Tallakatchie Cons. 283,657

West Tallahatchue Cons._ 358, 265

Tate Co.." . '305,334
“Senatobia Sep. 120,766
~ T Tippah Co. -
North Tippah Cor+ 90,270
South Tippah Cons, / 129,638 -
Tishomingo Co. _ 112,367
Juka Sep. - 27,448
Tunica Co. ‘ © 448,718
Union Co. ‘139,172
New Albany Sep: 131,560
Walthali Co.” 263,333
: Warren Co. 218,234
Vicksburg Sep. 385,309
Washington Co. .
Greenville Sep: 772,289
Hollandale Sep. » * 281,749
. eeland Cons. 290,083
Western Line Cons. 240,673

* " Washington - {216,978)
Issaquena - (23, 695)

" Wayne Co. 344,236
* Webster Co. - 171,169
! Wilkinson Co. - 330,081

Winston Co. . ) '
Louisville Sep. * 335,626 -

Yalobusha Co. e
Coffeeville Cons. . 144,426
Water-Valley Cons. 95,328 -

Yazoo Co. . 356,128"

. Yazoo City Sep. .~ 290,010+
Holly Bluff Line Cons. 80, 548

Yazoo - (69,474)
Sharkey - {11,074)

‘Low- Incorﬁé»Chlldren 38, 543 845 -

Institution fot’
Neglected and

Delinquent ’ 550 069

Schools for Handlcapped 371,136

Juvemle Delmquent in
Correctional P
Institution ’

43,067

__Participants

208,117

Public

School
Students

1,996
513
1,089

1,200

1874 o

1,405
230
465

. 482
660

144
1,366

630

486

1,664

940
1,346

2,352

. 808
1,082,

740

1,632
. 8665

0

1,041

1,323,

146,457

Private

Scaoo'l

73 .

1,153
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NUMBER OF PARTICIPAN’TS BY INSTRUCTIONAL ACTIVITY AND COST

ACTIVITY . PARTICIPANTS EXPENDITURES
. - .. IKinder- Eirades Grades B No. of . R % of Total
. . garten 16 . 712 Total LEA's ),Amount | Expenditures
Art ' 406 69 465 1 7,998 .03
[Business Education 3,234 | 3234 2 31,403 11
.[Hendicapped':, Mentally Re}’arded 6,108 1,044 3452 | 87 | 1,834,965 5:67
[Hard of Hearing . ) 268 35 303 | 7 97,072 34
findustriat Arts / . 1,147 1,147 5 | 77,037 16
Kindesgarten "~/ 462 EN N 5 |- 151,999 53
fLanguage Arts 26177 | 7468 | 32645 | 50 | 2,662,193 8.85
Mathematics \ , 62417 | 11,468 | 73885 [121 | 6011,190 . 2083
Music - \ 833 | "833 1 | 23297 .08
Natural science ' 407 | . 16 423 3 22,323 .08 -
" [Dther Vocatidmial Education P : 206 ' 296 3 63,022
i’hyslcal Education & Recreatron 1,783 15 . ‘ 1,798 2 - 17,390 .06
[Reading 89,543 | 14,954" | 104,494 | 145 -] 10779264 - 37.36
[Social Science- ' He N 6,733 .02
Kpeech Therapy _ | 5,995 493 6488 52 | = 388,991 1.35
PR ' TOTAL COST AND PERCENTAGE 21864867 | <. 75.47
" NUMBER OF PARTlClPAr\Ts BY SUPPORTIVE ACTIVITY AND COST'~ .
~ACTIVITY . P’NR_TICIPANT_S ~ EXPENDITURES
" Kinder- | - Grades | = Grades No.tof sy % of Total
. garten 16 /4 712 Total LEA's Amount”_ . xpenditures
Attendance . | 20879 | 5046 | 25925 32 | 161,104 56
Clothing S 1,525 445 | 1970 14 11,955 .04
Food = - 450 450 1 9,000 03
Guidance-Counseling 29,964 | 6,345 | 36,309 .36 [\ 382,843 1.33
fHealth-Dental .~ - 44,045 | 8149 | 52,194 | '75 360,846 1.25
Health-Medical S 67,496 | 12,007 | 69,503 93- | 748,184 . 259)
Library |, - 8,639 573 | 9,212 7 130,810 45
Psychological - , 820 135 |. 965 12,795 .04
Social Work 762 484 1,246 16,936 o \ .06
\ [gesting - 168,956 | 35,523 |103,879 77 |- 346,496 1.20
‘Transportatipn, T 400 ' 400 ~1 1,920
pecial Services for Handu:apped a5 95 ) 3 '19,229 .07
Other Services 4934 | 1,072 | 6,006 10 78,313 .37
N\ | rOTAL COST AND PERCENTAGE |"~2.280,431 792
*

'Expendrtures indicated in this table do not represent Parts A and C carry-over funds for Flscal Year 1974 These expend.vfures
. represent Fiscal Year 1975 Part A aIIocatlor)s to LE i o

N

+
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IText Providad by ERIC.




AV e ' . ~. C
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. . . e ' .
, 1. READING \ ' -
} . Extent To Which Objective Has Been Achieveq
Substantial Some Little or None
Grades 1-3 102 — ) s
s Grades 4-6° \ 90 ' 17
" Grades 7-9 » 39 1
Grades 10-12 ‘ 7 -7
2. LANGUAGE ARTS
A . Extent To Which Objective Has Been Achieved '
' Substantial % Some Little or None
: o ' ' v : ®
Grades T3 23 12 2
Grades 4-6 - v 19 13 . 2
Grades 7-9. 18 18 3
"+ Grades 10-12 . 2 4. 2
3. MATHEMATICS =« N, ¢
Extent To Which Objective Has Been Achieved |
Substantial " Some " thtle or None
Grédes13- - . 78 . 32 - 14 -
* Grades 4-6 ’ 73 - 34 14 5\
Grades7-9 . 30 19 5
Grades 10-12 - 5 , 27 'S
‘4. HEALTH SERVICES | » |
e | + . Extent To Which Objeg:tive Has Béen Achieved - >
. . . . . : q.
Substantial Some Little or None
. . " . » Y .
Grades 1-3 SRR T- S 10 2~
Grades 4-6 . I 7 1
‘Grades 79 | 23 L2 0 |
Grades 10-12 c 5 ° 2 1°
. o
- o , ] - :
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5. .GUIDANCE AND counseuNG SO
i " 'y T B '
S o Ext nt To Which' Obpctive Has Been Achleved
N ! " ]

W . )

tantjal . Spm‘e . LMe or None P

Grad@s’l3 SURREEE V' R A

4 . ! 0
~Grades 4-6 16 3. 0 *
Grades 7-9 . - . 8 . 3 0
Grade?0-12 ¥ ~3 - 2 1-
. N , -

6 ATTENDANCE N

- Extent To Whlch Objectlve Has Been Achieved

., Substantlal . Some - thtle or None
e .. e " .
Grades 1-3, . 14 ” 3 2
Grades4-6~ = =~ 11 6 2
Grades79 - .. . "~ 5 5 > 2
Grades 1012 - 2 # 2 2
. . - o —
7. SPECIAL EDUCATlON R |
» T

Extant To Whlch Objectlve Has Been Achleved

Q
Substantlal Some : thtle or None
Grades 1-3 -39 28 6.
Grades 4-6 39 24 - 3
Grades 7-9 14 10 -2
Grades 10-12 2 2 . 0

8. SPEECH \j

) ‘ o
® Extent To Which Objective Has BeSn Achieved

 Substantial '~ Some Little or None
Grades 13 29 13 4
Grades 4-6 24 17 3
Grades 7-9 ' 7 6. - 3
1

Grades 10-12 | 0 B

.\--

-



9. LIBRARY

-
’
=~
’ 8.
A T,
! s
T e T 3
'y ' N - Lo

. Grades1d -
e Gradet 46 .
. . Grades 7-9

_ Grades 10-12

¢

10. TESTING

¥

4 .
Grades 1-3
Grades 4-6

' Grades 7-9
e Grades 10-12

~

f
5

. Y . - N
~ . L4 -
‘ . . -, . .
. : ) - .
.

© Exteft To Which Objective Has Been Achieved
-&t_r;_tz;;‘tial
o

' Little or. Ntfné

I3 . o ¢

., Some

N-X-X-X-)

o | < - ‘.
Et To Which Objective Has Been Achieved
ntial. Some Little or None . '.\
7 ' 1 \ 0o ' .
- 7 1 0
4 1 0
: .0 1 0
/
. H . _
T
N
-
g |
§
9,
. ! \
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The tables below show the average grade equivalent gains for students in,\gr_adgs 2-8 in reading and mathematics

. for a randomly selected niGmber of school districts acro'ss;the state. These tables also show the number of
school districts involved and the number of sluden_ts represented in eachgrade. . . - - '

a - .o
) .' . ! ' '( - .! I/
. v ~ ° . M ’ . . . ) . \ 4 ) ' ‘ ‘ ///
READING o . I , Ty o B //
- \ . M . -rll ) ’ bt \ . \ .
) GRADE | . NUMBER'SCHOOLS NUMBER STUDENTS ABVERAGE G.E. o
- ) . * ‘- }!
4 . : © 3,001 - | 9 Ki
3 24 . " 2,235 - g .7
3 » - .
' a .23 L 248 S A
- . : - | ;/'r
5 ! o 20 2,382 . \ 9 /
6 19 2,281 ¢ 8-/
7 0 T ouw0e 5 ‘
8 | 10 79 « = )
# ‘ ’ ' . /(11 \ﬁ&’ . ’
MATHEMATICS o ~n ' , AR
- GRADE - - NUMB!.%{I SCHOOLS | NUMBER STUDENTS—_|'  AVERAGEG.E.
) 2 " 18 ’ 2,038 o ' 9
(3 . . .
3 .18 : 1,367 ; 15 '
4 18 g:,-' S1,414 .10 .
- |
5 s 18 = 1,49} 1.0
6 ~. T , 14 1560 T ' 1.1
7 6 o 635 1.1
8 6 420 - | a0
. R A | \
A comparison of studerQ gains in reading and mathematics reveals'that studeidts in grades 3-7 made higher '
gains in mathematics than in reading. Students in grades 2 and 8 made the same gains in reading and math. <
"- . - . .. e ‘
’ - 15 T
) o onE .
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' ‘No ma,or significance has been attached to the#e revelatnons but it is suspected howéver that dlsadvantagad I
students learn readmg and number SkI"S at about the same rate incthe &rlu g'ades Itis also suspected that - -

‘mouvat:on isa faetor m the junior high grades The data in these tables was qol(ecwd from a randqmly

nloctl group of school districts acrogs the stata No ammpt was _made to cladslfy whool dnstncts in-

3 any manner whatsoevnr Therefore, the dlstncts here represent a wide ranga of sizes of student popu-

|at|on types of dlstnct SIZQ;Of allocatidn, program deslgm, é:/ o RV ‘P .
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/ o : LEA EFFORTS TO MEET PUPIL NEEDS
. needs of chlldren in target school areas are Qtermmed each pro;ect year by a
3
b ssment,survey “The SEA prowdes'fo each ;.EA model forms to be used es
a gulde in assessmg the needs of cﬁ'fdren resrdmg rn has in readmg, Ianguage R
T arts, and mathematlcs aﬁvell as, other support servnces As mdlcagd by needs " .

- ._.‘ ' assessment survey Ief_ms’wa_?‘md with froréc_t appllcatror_\s tiy LEA, there ,}mm -
214,443 students naggifg/assi‘stanoe in reading, 189,568 students negding aésistanee' P
in language arts, and 194,825 students needmg asrstence in mathematvcs Of the ' o
845.publlc schools and 191 private schools in the state 697 pubhc schools and 34' -,
private schools provided servnm under Title |, ESEA for edu(:atlonally deprrved A |
' chrldren The table on the preeeedrng page reflects the extent to whlch LEA
' .personnel is attemptmg to meet the:special educatlonal needs of educatlonally

deprived children i in these districts.
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‘MISSISSIPPI TITLE I, ESEA EXPENDITURES
* . FISCALYEAR1975 - - .
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Instruction” . 3. Equipment 5. Other ” 6. Services\{ -
R o . S 1 8. Operatidn of Plant ) ' s
Construction- 4. Administration , |b. Maintenance of Plant L
: . Fixed Charges ) r
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v v 14 £
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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LEA«}PENDlTURES o

'/,

@onstructlon has com*'-u\ally decllned for the past three years to a mear twenty- four

one-hundredth of one pereent m 1975 More effort is being plaoed on mstructnon :

s raﬂected by 81. 34 percent of. Tltle | expenditures going for yese servnoes. It is /
parent that offlclals of local school dlstrlcts of thlﬁtﬂtg are endeavormg to gear

7
Title | to meeting the spgglal educatlonal neods of the ?epnvad chlldren in thenr

~
- dlstrlcts State Tlﬂe I staff c{lworked with Iocal district personnel in planmng -
N . -
and des:gmng programs to en aTw the level of achlevement of student: part-%patmg e
E
in Tltle [} antles LEA wmls are reallzmg more and more that the  needs 6f

' educatlorially depri ed chlldren n be best setvad through a strong educatmnal

_ program rather th M

7 v

1

ened by |mproveg pupil achlevement as reflected by test scores partlclpatmg stulents

:
Y

ol L
. ’ o
. .
. . .
: ‘ . . ’ .
» N L . ) -
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A comparison of gra_ée equivalent scores by area_

R /} .
. @

ey ‘
., l { J \
READING A
. N . !
AREA' AREA |-~ AREA - AREA AREA |\ AREA
GRADE - P —I Al TV .V Vi
. ) : - M pra [
.

11

1.1

6

P ]
~

8
L -
- F

N

AREA

aned

1.1

14

1.1

1.2,

18

1.1

1.1

1.7

21

16




- - 18 o TRV

. FIELDSERVICE"‘AREAS' R RN

o -

o
L -

For p@poses of Ttle N sslsslppl is dw:ded mto%reas 1'I'here are six (6) such areas in the
 state with a professlon l staff porson asslmed to each area from the fi eld service sactron of
‘,the State T‘tle 1 offlce There are two (2) Field Service Supervasors wnh each responslble

for three ares and there are six professlonal staff persons, one for each of the six areas

" * The area fleld service personnel work closely with the LEA's of their area in the planmng ’
and |mpIementat|on of the Title | programs The \qrade equrvalent gains on the preceeding -

page do not reflect the extent of the area fleld person 's efforts but they do indicate to a.

re

Iarge degree the LEA personnel s wrllmgness to cayry out program act:vmesdeslgned to
ds of the edu‘eatlonalli'ﬂepr’ ved chnldren in their school

\/v . . "J:; .

i 'A comparison of readmgan ; alhematm reveal that students made hnyrer galns in-

righe T

e mathematl“ than in read;ﬁg in most instances. However, a clo$er exammatlon “of

meet the speolal educatl,onal n

A districts. Lot

¥ Naxpend:tures reveal thata greater amount of Title I funds were expended for readmg
A

o 3
Jend to fare better‘at Ieanﬁng number concepts as oppose

w

than for mathematics. Some concern is expressed by man§ that dlsadvantaged chlldren
‘t\oleammg readmg SkI“S

e

[N

.

s B R ' {

17

W

N



;gmcg‘;t io?'emqnn; | . o TITLE |, ESEA o
s : L ) GEOGRAPHICAL AREAS o

Al . - - e et e

S " - FIELD SERVICES

. ) -,

DeSoto

i
.
-
’
A
v

Aruitoxt provided by Eic: . . .



'TITLE |, ESEA
EVALUATION

. ~ - - . . . v v . | - | ) .‘\ .
.- . REGULARSCHOOLYEAR .
) 197475 '

N
PROJECT PROFILES

OF :
.- LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGEI}I‘CY'EVALUA_TI.ONS’

v

. i
P . . i oo
(ﬂ : v B . - .
< : : y
B ) .
e : ‘ o .
i e Y
- v . . . > e
R o . ‘
W S B .



. ;_—tp‘s</2/garry over- 548 777.00.

. ‘.X\II.b,ConTacT.Person: Mrs. Billie Cork, Title:l Program Supervisor

J ’ ‘ C N ’ - - s, '/“" ....»\\I
- ‘ - PROJECT PROFILE ) L o .. Y
Ve ‘ . N : - S
: REGULAR SESSION i§35-76 _ L L PRI
. . ». i .. :'?.?"4,
S, Aberdeen SeparaTe Sehool DISTFICT P. O Box 607, AUErdgpn . ; T A
- 3 : T

P . - . e B S it
. . - ’ B :LZ\’"."&

111, Cost: $247,809.00; Parf, A“$18 931.00; Part C-§11,100.00;~. - & -

. v. Major Empﬁasis; Pre-School , Reading,'&afhemafice, Language :
.ArfstbGuidance, ang Health. i i‘ » e '

V. Descripfion' The Title I insfrgcélonal staff of four~superV|sors,
Ten Teachers,\and Twenfy -three teacher .aides plus the supporflve ..
service staff of one_ nurse and one nurse s, ‘aide provided specnal

supplemenfary |nsTrucTionaI activities and supporfive services in .3
/ - '

. K—8 who had been |den+|f|ed on The basis of sfandardized 4
as educafionally deprived sfudenfs- Twenty-three minimum-proéraﬁ‘
Teachere were - |nvblved in The currenT prOJecT ; o0

The . kindergarfen program was conducfed on‘a fuII day 2 1 o

) echeddle during The IasT five_nnnfhs of The_school Term to beip

~

23 children from Iowéincoméffamilies prepare for firsiigrade-

One teache and one ful I- ~time aide provnded experlence and “activi-

-
I

' Tles To deve op each chlld's readuness for Iearnlng Academic ’

-

\

skllls, as weil as personaf and social sknll$ were emphasnzed
N 25 . .l .
| u/ | | | : . S

: 19 3 ‘e "



Tweniy of fhe parficnpanfs scored average or above on a sfandardized %‘HJ“'yf /
readnness testat fhexend of the prOJecf n-: o _ R
~- P A ° : i .

J,
- Parf C funds were used to provndéispeCial reading readnness classes
.l

for‘pegnnnnng f‘!’f year sfudenfs who scored below average on the Mefropol!fan

Readiness Tesf ah fhe begnnning of schooi. Sixfy—nnne firsf year sfudenfs

t

< ,
ireceived supplemenfary readiness and special readnng 1nstrucfndn daily in

\~1

! 45 mnnufe cIasses of.. I2 ib I8 Sfudenfs under a Tifle I readlng feacher 'j Y

¢

”and ‘one fuII fi“ aide Forfy seven sfudenfsﬁscored ‘on grade placemenf

?

® ©

-

it .
Supplemenfal reading, math, and Ianguage a%

< with Fhe Iowesf achlevers in grades one +q;ough our fhrough"?he assisfance v
:';‘:""‘;:fl . B . - '
'rof fourfeen feacher aides working under the direcfionﬁénd supervision of S

M

regular cIassroo._T%aggers A mafh supérV|sor also worked wnfh fhls gf

.. Some of the” programs used wgre DISI?R and Sullivan Programmed Readnng

R Remedial readnng cIasses averaging from 14 fo I5 pupils per cIass | "',
e S XE
ware conducfed by five feachers each with a ful b~ fnme aide, for grades

fwo fhrough enghf ihls remednal insfrucfion was provided da!lgfon a

smal | grouo,and/or nndnvndual basLs dur)ng 45-minute periods. " A variety

. ' \ ' e A X a . T, e
.of maferial, mej;f? and methods were used to improve each student's reading Coan
L - : _ - i - :

_abllvfy

-

£ : . ) - .

Supplemenfary heIp in math was prOV|ded in grades. five fhrough enghf
' by remedial math classes averaeing |13 to 14 pUpilS and taught daily by B
. _ N T

three Title | teachers, each assisfed by a full-time aide. . These classes

S

used | M'S (Individualized Mathematics System), wnioh provides a placgmenf
test followed by pre and post #ests and specific prescriptions in eleven

differenf areas of.mafh skill

the child's designated level of perfon‘snce.

4




Special IangUage arTs instruction was proVidedﬂfor sixty-five £1fth -
“and suxTh graders by one TITIe | Teacher and one full -time aide.. Units
covered included caplfallzaflon, puncTuaTion,'us?ge, dictionary skills,

IeTTer-wrlflng, and handwriting. Classes werefllmlfed to approxumafely

twelve sTUdenTs per class.
_ A full-time guidance and test su rvisor provided these services for
the 82k Title | sTudenTs. Tests uséé(?icluded Tne California Ach}eVemenT
Test as a pre and post test in grades one through elghT the Lee-CIark G l
R& dTg Readiness TesT/;s a pre and pOST test in klndergarfen, and the |
‘Ofls-Lennon Men#al AblllTy Test and fhe Slosson InTeIIlgence Test. ‘The4‘
-counsellng part |nvolved 102 conTacTs with parents, |nclud|ng 45 conferences
'_.and 26 home Visits. Flny teachers were |nvolved in conferences and 58

. {
students received individual and/or group counsel ing.

HeaITh services were provuded by a nurse and one aide who screened .

-

all Title | sTudenTs in grades’ K-8 for vusual hearlng, dental and physn-

cal-prob1ems Necessary corrécTions-were provuded for Iow lncome‘sTudenTsu
a .

ForTh flve students were sent to the ophThaImoIoglsT eleven of these with
Title | funds. Thlrfy-5|x sTudenTs were glven med|caI attention, and
- fi fty-seven sTudenTs were screened by a denTusT quh suxTeen rece|V|ng

needed dental work. All klndergarfen ch|Idren were given physucals by
41

‘a pediatrician. x
The stated goals in the prOJecT appllcaflon were reached in some’

. - — .

areas.- In all arecs definite progress was made. The folIowung |nformaT|on-

|nd|caTes this progress .

Title .| Students Making A Gain of 1.0 Or*Mér

‘ Grade ‘Reading Lanquage Arts Math °
' AR 633 524 563

2 47% . 59%: ..50% -
3. 458 66% 64% ‘
4 39% L) 2 . 702 . .
5 56% 78% ‘ 71 .

1’- 6 a1% 27 - 72% - 67% .-

N , 7 43% L 668

- _ '80% 21 VP Oon1g
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\N and accumulative record data.
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 PROJECT PROF(LE

REGULAR SESSION 1975-76

’ . Ta

Amite Counfy-Schooh District, P. 0. Box 190, Liberfy, ;

Mississippi

2

Confacf Person . Mrs. Maude Barney, Coordlnafor

Cost: * 202 50; Par'f A-$191,795.00;- Part C-$14,844, 00; *~

Carry—over—
Major Empb|

April,

S

~deprived ch

arts- and ma

I, ESEA pro

materials in these areas in an effort to raise the level of perj

formance of
Descrlpflon

sfrengfhen

' problems.

"

.education i

the hope of OVercoming learning diffieulifies and.ThUs furnishing
v .

these Chl|d

The 817 chlldren who parTncupaTed in The TlTIe I program

were seIecT

$I4I 563, 50

sis: According to our needs survey conducfed in

I974 The hlgh pr|ori+y needs for The educaflonally

ildren in our four schools were_ln reading, language .

th, in that order. The thrust of Amite County Title

gram.is to provide supp lementary inSTrucTion and
These des!gnafed pUpllS
Our T|+Ie I program for I974 75 was planned to
educaflon for The chlldren who are havung Iearnlng

Title [_funds supplemenfed The regular progrpm of

n providing special instruction and materials with -
re orfunlfles or success in Thelr envuronmenfs.
n\\\p z

ed by needs assessmenf data achievement test scores

28

ki
&



Reading - Because reading is a basic skill for learning imgall ’

-~ + -areas, we concentrated on deveiOpingvand sTrengThe%ing reading skills

o -
© . PR

in the first six grades Eight .special efding TeaChers wiTh aides to QS

assusT Them worked in Title | rooms WLih smalt groups of chlldren with

e

readlng d|ff4cui+ies afTer They had had reading |nsTrucTion by Thelr i

regular Teachers For diagnosflc purposes, the Metropolitan Readlness

Test was used in first grades and the' ngnfain Valley Teacher

-

jﬁ’ SysTem in grades 2-8,

MachlIan Readers were used as The basal program Ti?Te | provided -

SUppiemenTary programs and maTerials sygh as The Hoffman’Program, Learning

wiTh Laughter, Human Value Series, Reader's DigesT Skill Buulders, -
Scholastic KITS, SRA Reading Lab Scholastic Paperbacks, for each

ch||d to keep as his own, E.B‘i°ress s Corrective Reading Program,

reading games} puzzles, records, filmstrips, transparencies, workbooks,

” r

and other printed maferials

Lanquaqe Arts - Since language arTs and- reading skills are inter=

reIaTed, our fen Ianguage arts Teacheﬁs and eight Ianguage arts aides

°

worked to heIp children lmprove Thelr read|ng, wrlflng, Speaklng, and . é;

listening skilds. ’PUpI|S in grades_3—8.whose weaknesses in Those_areas
Y had,heen identified by testing were.gi;;n supp lementary instruction .in
small groups in Title | rooms by Tiilewl teachers and aides? | e
The’language arTs‘Teachers used the same types of maferiaJs as
described.in’ the reading program. Sounds of.Language and Mott's Language
Arts ProgramS'were used effectively. ’MuITi-media-maTerialé'paid for by L

Title | helped Title | teachers provide better remediafﬁinstoycfion to

-/

theif students. s




__\

MaThemaTics - The eight Tlfle I math Teachers and four aides gave

specnal insfruc+|on in smaII groups to sfudenfs in grades 3-8 needlng )

masferlng;ba5|c mathematical skllls. These instructors had
accessATO var{eus maferia1s’and equipheef to help give these pupils a
- beTTer undensfanding of math concepfs | BN
‘ ResulTs of sTandardlzed Tesfs show consnderable>\éuca+ienal growth
of.fheAchlldren served by Title |. However, the overall effecfivenees
| of~oer Whole fifle | program can not be‘meaSUred'ebjeCTively Most |

Teachers agree that desirable attitudes and |n+eresfs-shown by Tif[e I

puplls are largely due to our Tifle IkProgram : %ﬂp :

N2

...........
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PROJECT PROFILE o | J , {5’ e
REGULAR SESSION,1975-76  * S ¢ o
. o | : ‘ yﬁ  ‘, , | ; '
I. Anguilla Line Consolidated Schogl Bistrict, P 0. Box 196, . . g
Anguilla, MTssiséippi ;3 - | __ o }5; - ,l ;ﬁ{
. gop?ac+‘Pérson- James W. Nucholson; Jr R T;Tle | ProgramIDLrecTor‘ . e
111, Cost: $167,909.00; Part A- $101,868. oo Part C-$7,045. 00; " e
Carry-over-$58 996.00
”IV. MaJor Empha;is The major +hrus+ of the Title | project in the
schoolé of This district was in reading,\language arts, and mafh.‘
As atgaﬁpLemenT-To'+hese programs, The.supporfive areas of
scieqée‘éﬁd heéI+h services were used. ~ | |
V. Desﬁéip+isn: VDurihg planning géésiéhg‘a study of The,néeds RS
agééssmenfs indféafed that the majority of the students in ;he'> :
i?f/*ricf were underachiévfng.. ParTicuIafIy low.achie?emen? scores
'IFe fécorded in reading, language ar+s, math, and science. Theée
'/heas were chosen to receive the emphasts of Thls year s 1ns+ruc- . .
! %lonal effor;s . ) "; | . . . f | )
5 A' ’ Classes {n:remédiél‘tgading and remedial Ma+h in +he hfgh . o ‘§\

] . .
/ﬁchool and remedial |anguage arts, remedial math, and remedial

i

- . : L :
1 ‘science~|n the eIemen?ary school were set up. Teaching maferlals

and equipment accumuIaTed Through previous projects plus maferlals

@

and supplles purchased this year were used to support |nd|V|duaI

|

and small-group instruction. Students' weaknesses were diagnosed,

.~ I. .~ 'E;:l k S .',



W

© equipped wit udIO*NisuaI aids and ofher Teachlng

T A

and students were then grouped homoganeously. Rooms for Title |

insyruction were set up' apart f'rom the regularirclasrs and
i

a relaflng

ong ing Title :|- acfivufles TITI InsTruCTi fa | per—

sonnel. |ncluded Twelve Teachers, a Iearning center coordlnafor,

six aldes, and.an audio~vfsua| director and counselor

The healfh servuces offered conslsfed of eye and moufh

'examinaTion_foIIowed by corrécfions when necessary.

In;séerce tratning for'feachérs and aides begén wifh‘
summer workshops and pre-séssion“orienfafion and'was'regujar
and‘;onfinuous throughout The\remainder of The-year“ Consultants
from Mississippi universufles and The M|55|ssipp| STaTe Deparfmenf‘
of Educaflon, school supply represenfaflves, and local dISTFICT
personnel consTITuTed the. Ieadershlp for the in-service Tralnlng

N School  officials feel 4ha+ This projecf has provuded a
ngsébre assistance to the sghool district efforTs. Evaluation

shows that progress was made toward all objectives and the

overall project was a success. - .
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4 . PROJECT PROFILE = T
'REGULAR SESSION 197576 |

l. 'ATTaIa.CdunTy School bisfricf; Kosciusko, Missisé?ppi 
Il. Contact Pe;son° Frank Y. Gowan, Tlfle | Coordinator
1. Cost: $217, 863 00 Part A- $198, I82 00; Part C/$I2 130.00; " . !
| Carry-over-$7 55| 00 - ’ : | S d

v. Major Emphasis: Readjng, M;Themafics and Language'Arfs' |

L V. Describfibn: uSTudenTs‘who néeded supplementary insffucflonaf

activities of the fifle | project were se{ecfed accofding to needs
~as shown by data from the needs éssessmeﬁf and achfeyemenf tests.

Suppod#fve services'consis{;a of a testing program adminisfered by.

" teachers under-fhe direction of the coordinator and superviéor of
readihg and‘mafhemafjcs.l The supp]emenfary-i;sfrucfiqnal activifies
were given'in the areas of réading; mathematics and language arts,

. and were conducfed as, follows o L .

I. Tlfle I Reading and Mafhemaflcs Centers

N These centers, Iocafed in each schools, are supportive to

e the reading and mathematics ﬁnograms_jn The‘regular‘curriculqm.

-

_The; prpviéed ex#ensivéﬁskill-bdilding exefcfses and criferion-
referenced Tééfing._fln addftion, each center,’ Sérfiéularly at
upper grade leVeI,'bravjded acfivifieg.désigned fo sfiﬁulafe the
students' awareness of values of both functional and pleasure

Eeadlng Also, acflV:Tles were provjded that helped To develop |

, basic mafhemafical:concepfs.

33 -




. N
teacher.
: i

Leng Creek‘Schoél operaTed,;our such centens‘(an gradef Srd';uﬁ .
grade,:4Th grade and a center combining 5th, 6th and 7+hvgrades
sfaffed”wffh‘TITle teachers and”aldes)."j;' R

Greenlee School operated a prlmary-readlng-mafhemaflcs cen}er

and a separate center in;reading and in mathematics for the middle

" grades, also staffed by +f+le teachers and aides.

Carmack operaTed a Iower eIemenTary cenTer and an upper center

-wiTh one Teacher and an alde ' f ' “

) In Zama School, one cenTer served aII,eIghT grades wITh one
“-ﬂ A
teacher.

Title | Crassreom Aides in Reading and Mathematics .
A. . Long Creek:
The first grade in.ThIs school operated with four disfrief teacher's

]

“in an open area seTTnng The Title | aides operaTed within this broad

area under The d|rec+|on of The dji s+r|c+ Teachers Aides were also as-

 signed‘to teachers within Theﬁsecond'grade classrooms to provide

. S LA -
supplementary work with small groups under the direction of the

B. Greenlee:

- Classroom aides were provided in the first grade (reading and
, e oV,

mathematics); secend'and third grades (one ‘ful | f{me aide in reading :

“and one in maThemaTlcs) - These" aides provuded relnforcemenf acTIvuTIes

for- those chnldren who seemed most Ilkely to be able to perform wi¥hin -
regular classroom ranges Witk mlnlmal Title | asslsfance.

Lang;age ArTs

Long Creek, Zama, Carmack, Ethe} and McAdams proylded Title I

N
assistance for’ ellgjble students !n grades seven and elghfd In
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_ PROJECT PRQFILE.

REGULAR SESSIQN 1975-76
\ SN S B
Benton Coun'ty School District, Ashiand, Mississlppl

. Contact Person Mrs. w) M. Young, County Superinfendenf

.‘fCOst: $|65 247 00; ParT A-$129,783. Od//éarf C-$7,486.00,

Carry-Over-$27 978.00 Lo

MaJor Emphasls' Reading, supporfed by Healfh Servnces.d‘

Deécripfion: Benton County's number one prlorlfy, as’ indicated by

W !

The needs assessment, was reading The Title I Readlng Program

was conducfed in addlfion +o +he reguIaﬁTETaSSroom program of
°ins+ruc+ion and was deslgned to give exTra assis*ance To the educa-
Tlonally‘depruved s*udenfa Effor*s were made to proyjde experiences

in the classroom which were lacking in Title | students' backgrounds

‘and. necessary for fne;ooncepfua1>development ofkvocabulary, stual

and verbal experiences‘wifh pictures drawn from magazines, newspapers,

 and phofographs were |n+roduced into The c lassroom: Efforfs were

- made +o flrs* introduce a word or concepf, relafing to a p|c+ure,

into +he student's oraI vocabular‘ and Then into his reading

‘vocabulary : Experiences in movement, ‘Touchv acfing.ouf.leffers,

words, and concepts wifh The body were s+ruc¢ured and encouraged
Concrefe obJecfs wrfhin +he classroom were IabeIed in order to

develop word symbol ‘and meaning association. During structured

_pIannlng sessuons, coordination of instruction be+ween The Title |

-

1 -

’readlng Teachers and *eachers of Title IJsfudenfs wqg deveIoped

36




.y

Efforts naVe been.made for both groupsfef teachers to supplement
and compjemenT-The'o?hers'vefforTs. S “

o o -
. Necessary skills rel#ting to reading readiness and not |
, ety R b

: : v

developed in the.preschool enyironnen* of the educationally h

disadvantaged sTudenT, were taught at the beginnlng of the school

year in Title | classes and regular-classes. Great emphasis was

placed on the sRT!ls of following direchons_and the related

L

listening skills. Underachlevers were insTruc+ed.flrsT to follow

",Fdlrechons with their bodles, then by manipulating concrete

hyiffobJecTs, and flnally by respondlng to lnsTFDchons with paper and

Eal

pencIIs Lls+en|ng sk|IIs such as audl*ory discrnmlnaTlon,\
Ils*ening to |denTify proper sequence, Ils*énlng to distinguish The

reIevanT from the irrelevanT, 1hs¢enlngmfor The main idea, and

[

‘Ils*enlng for the . meaning of words are used in conTexT.

Efforts to expose the disadvanTagbd sTuden* to the total

, féadlng process.were made. Title 1 children were read to by )

‘regular classreem'Teachers each .day, and:e*ner facets of readlng «
’

such as sTory-?eIIlng, puppe*ry, panTomIne, role pIayIng, and

[y

creaTIve drama*ics were also used. Art-and music activities were -
uT|[1zed tTo cnea*e.fur+her‘lnvolyemen+'In reading and the cIassrepmt
Because of?The dlfferences In diaIec¥ of Theldfsadvan}aged_
students in Benton County from the standard English ih basal texts,
the LanguageﬁExperienee Approach to Teachlng‘readfng was used in
bo+h-Ti+Ie‘I and regular classes to suppIemen* the basal program in
the regulan cIassrooms and The skills approaeh used In The TITIe |

_reading ciasses The Language Experlence Approach was used To Teach

baslc slghT words to Title | chlldren and for Involvlng the same

31 IR




‘ on ‘the recommendafnons of The Teachers, school nurse and famuly

no
J‘children in ﬂeading by havingﬂwhem read their pwn language. All \(—'
Title | students dictated or wrote, iIIusTraTed, and bound Their |
vown:books. These books were treated as |lbrary books.and could be
checked Sut and read by all children in the program. Effective

' hY

-techniques in classroom ménagemenfland coordination béTwéen Title |
+éachér§‘and regular cléssrobm_teachgrs'and'be+Weeh Title .| teachers
and_Tfer I aides.have confribuTéd.gEeaTvaTo the success in the

~ Benton Coany TITJé;I Re%diﬁg ﬁrograﬁ."A.chqu centered cUrEicuIm» | . '/.
' ’, is the basic structure for the Title | Readihg Program. Th’e_re_sUI'l's.'

. of this pfogram are a SIgnlficénflelevafiqn_in reading achievemeéf

‘ scdrés'and the infellecfuali emo;ional; and physical }nvolvemen¥ df y

Benton CounTy'TiTIe I ;Tudenfs in fﬁe readiﬁg process_and Thé'public_.

schooll classroom. | ‘ | |

The good hea |l th of the Title I child Is essenTiaI for opTimum

growfh and achlevemenT Therefore, the major obJecfives of the Title I

healfh program was to'provide health services, and stimulate the

v : . . , _
development of attitudes and practices which would enable each child

~to réa]}zé his.ﬁullésT pdfeh+jaf in the Tifl%Yf’readlng program.
B We bélieve +haT the health of fHe TarggT child, aIThéugh
basncally the responsnblliTy of parenfs, Is also The responsnblllff
" of many organizaTlons includlng the deparTmenT of educaTlon. The
obligafions qf the school health services.include health appraisal
of Tﬁe TargeT.chFId- informing and'iﬁTerpréTihg.The résulTs'To

parenfs, encouraglng and mo+iva+|ng their efforTs to follow Through =L

v .

ph ian in order that each chlld may function at his maximum RO R
A :‘.“3 T ' f-."‘ "
’ﬁp Qibeﬁh socnalry and academically We strive To provnde S .

.32 - ) % .
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' i - 2 instruction and ‘positive learning exper\ences'tha}q;le enable -
y . hyhe Title | students to make Intelligent decisions about personal, -

family, and commdnify'anolvemenf as he becomes -a member of the

« 14

\ 7 adult cifiienfronf;fhlé great nation.
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PROJECT PROFILE - S
I R e e e N - i e e e e e e o ¢ g s
' .-, -REGULAR SESSION 1975-76 T o
g 'I.‘ Bolivar County. School Dis*ricf I, P. 0. Box 28¢ §heiby,b ':, SO z Eé
o T Mississippi S _ ‘ h n ey , e _ b

- 11+ Contaét Person: uRichard Henry, Title | CoordinaTor

.,\ B

111, Cost:  $189, 691 00 Par+ A-$179, 4II 00;. Parf C- $L0 280 00

IV, Major Emphasis Remedial Reading, Remedial Mafhemaflcs,¢6uidance

LN

qQ and Tesfing, Learning Media coordinaTors Aides, and Dissemlnafion

of |nforma+ion "

A\ D ‘ V. Descripfion: Reading'- I+.is the dfmosi importance +ha+ a good ~
‘ .- foundafion for reading be .laid during +he earIy schooll years. -
Wifh this in mlnd The,ﬁeachers set forfh to achieve our primary
obJecfive of The reading program Th|s obJecTive was +o do every-
Thing possible +o enabIe all puplls to achieve fheir fullesf
pofenfiallfles. o
- ’Proper.inSTrucrion_for each individual child was based -
Hon each pubil's_sirengfh.and IimiTaTion in the basic .reading.

(4

Reaiizing +ha+ no one me+hod would be successful wufh aII \\“\;;;//7f“%

children, the teachers empioyed a variefy of mefhods and +echn|ques

skill area.

~

2’ to help meet The needs of the i!leiduaI child:

]

f‘ Remediall |ns+ruc+|on |n read|ng was par+ of the read|ng
'program in grades 1-9. The remedlal readingmprogram was designed, = '.4ﬁ?i
+o,give additional drills, reteach and'reinforcegfhose skiiis:

+ that are essential in Iearning-hon to read.




. ) ’ ... ‘ -
< L
The Hoffman Reading Program was initiated in the first
grade (Shelby Schooi) and the ﬁ(imary remedial reading classes
‘.which has been very. heI;ful |n that it furTher'énhan;es'The
‘\ progress of the students. ‘. QQ%:
As é‘requT of Part C funds, we purchased addffional
materials and quppfies, and one aide to work with grades oné
and two at Brooks Schoof Té help strengthen the reading program. T-\‘\\;_;q:
.which has proved Tovbé beneficial to the children. |
The-pésf-fesf resulTs indicated that significant pro-
éress'had been achieved by Title | bar?[clpanfs in ~some grades '
since the pfe-fesf. fhe growth by grades are as fﬁllows: .
Ist Gr. -2nd Gr. 3rd Gr. 4th Gr. 5th Gr. 6th Gr. 7th Gr. 8t Gr. 9th Gr.
: P : :
f 1.7 _4‘?8 .7 .8 .5 .3 .2 .3 .1
Mathematics - SpéCIaI eﬁphasus was placed on remedlal - ,
maThemaTics, grades . |- 7, at schools Brooks and Shelby Maxge—
matical skills and objectives were to increase skills by .6 O
a grade. Children were ldenfnfled by standardized Tesf and |
claésif{éd by grade equivalency. Specia[ maTeriajs such as .
flash cards, prepared Tépes, seat drills, were used to improve ‘
basic knowlédge of ﬁafheméfics. .Goals.were mginfaiééd as shown
by'fhé fdllewipg improved grade equivalency scores:

Ist Grv 2nd Gr. 3rd Gr. _4th Ge. 5th Gr. 6th Gr. 7t Gr.

'~
. 1.0 .7 .9 .9 .8 .8 .7 - N
, ' 7
Learning Center Coordinators - Shelby School and Brooks

‘School maintained learning centers for Title | participants.




:-Twé medial épeéialis+s,.oné_assigaed to each schdol played
records,  tapes ahd shdwed<film;+rip. In adﬂifion to This‘fhey 
read stories and assisted parTicipanfs in the selecfion of books
ahd‘pe}iodicals._,Stﬂdenf progreés and participation Qas evidence

of the success oflthe pnogfam.

Guidance, Counsellng & Tesfinq - Counsellng and guudance

was available To all s*udenfs parTicipaTing |n the: Tlfle 1 .project.
One counselor assusfed the supervnsors |n reading and mafhemafics
in presenflng a pre arld post testing program to Title | partici-

pants. Records were maintained and bosfed-fo individual folders.
' . . . ‘ - >

Goals were achieved by assisting students determine their gdals

-

and capabilities.

Teacher, Media and Material Aides - Aides assisted Teachérs

by dividing children into smal ler groups and-allowing for more

individqualized. and smal ler group in;TrucTion. ‘The media aide
assisted”in the learning center -in support of reading ac;ivifies,‘
whereas the material aide\had charge'.of equipment, materials, and
assisted in the preparation of.Tin; I reinforcement skil|§. 

‘Media and Material Aides were assigned grades 6-9 at Broad Street.

Dissemination gi Information - Two thousand pamphlets con-
cerning progress of students jn all Title | activities were dis-

.
</ tributed To parenfs, students, PTA, advisory committee members,

and To The State DeparTmenT of Education.




V.

4

PROJECT PROFILE

REGULAR SESSION |975-7q?'

Coffeeville Consolidated SchaoI.DisTricf,_P. 0. Box K,
CdffeeViIIe, Mississippi - |
éonfacT,Person: Harald.H. Jones, Title | Codrdinator
Cost: . $141,780.00; Part A-$136,310.00; Part C-§3,162.00;
X -over-$2, 308.00 o |
Major Emphasis: Supplemenfal_assisfance in reading and'mafh
/fqr sfudents beIaW'grade level in grades {-8. -
Description: A coordinafof, 2 superQisors, 8-+ea¢hers: 10 aides, .
‘and a clerk dZmprised the Title | sfaff of +he Cdffeeville Disfricf.
These personnel worked in a program fo brlng remedlal classes and

supplemenfal help to 574 elemenfary readlng and 450 elemenfary

math students.who were worklng'below‘grade‘level.

I3

*%hﬂ - A remedial reading and math feacher with aides were’

gned to all four*schoolgbln Thg dnsfricf To conducf six forfy-, )
L1 3;
- five minute cIasses each day ior sfudents who came to These specual

v classes out of free perlods for ex?ra help

e 3 v~'

A readlng superVIsor and a maTh supervusor worked with The

teachers assisting them in |nsfrucf|pnal mefhods and helping sélect

(:;;\;esf material for these students.

“4 Aides worked with the remedial classeS‘and;quf idfo the first
and second grade classrooms.fo give individualdaééisfanqe to Title |

students in these grades. ) N ' , .




»
" In the reading program, +the following maferials were used

fo supplemenf fhe basal program: "Hough+ton Mifflin, Harcour+ Brace,

o .Open Court, EPC and SRA Labs, ‘BRL Sullivan and Hoffman réading
programs. ‘ o o
L R T

Sul |l fyan, Hoffman, EPC -and

Math materials included B

..

McCormack Iabs, Houghton Mifflin wor 'ooke, and Ginn remedial - |

 texts.

b . Title | gides aﬁd feachere.perff;ipafed rd'}h—serviée
A”A./ ~training sess%one conduc+ed'by UniQersify“COhsulfanfs These e Y
sessions. dealt with mefhods, individual differences, fesfnng o é; s'49j§
and use of maferlals | . ‘ . | |
For evaluafion, the Callfornla Achlevemenf Tesf was Y
given during the first and last monfh of the schooll fenn

Results show an average gaj of .8 |n;Reading and'.9 in Math.

‘

A




- PROJECT RROFILE"
(REGULAR SESSION 1975-76 BN

o 1 : ,
I. Copiah County 1§hool District, P. 0. Box 192, Crystal Springs,

.  Mississippi
_11. Contact Persbn: M>\ James Malcolm Chapman, Title | Coordinator
I11. Cost: $284{389.00; Part A—$252,233.00; ParT-C—$II,860.QO;
| Carry-over=$20,296.00 ‘ - - . RS oL
Iv. Major Emph;sis: In the academic areas of reading, math and‘special;
education ?ro;iding supp lementary materials and instruction for
.educaf&onally.déprived students Waé a major thrust 6f Title |.
. TE makezfﬁe above more effective health, speech Thérapy and
guidance s@rviées»were incorporated inTolfhe prog}am.- To pro-
vide for the individual instruction of educational ly deprived.

4 (’ and mepfall}#reférded students, special education and ‘remedial

classes were provided.

2 Description: Instructional activities for 1974-75 project year
included reading, math, and special education. ‘The overal |
purpbse of The fhree acfivifies was to meet the needs‘qf fhe
.veducafionally deprived student. Sfudenfé were selected for Thé
math and reading programs on Th; basis of the CAT. A reading |
program wasvconducfed'in grades 1-8.
In.grades |-6 an aide was assigned to work with the teachers

of reading. The aides worked with the Title | students in small

g

\

45 |




groups under the direction and supervision of the Teacher.'

In-addifion sfudenfs'in'grades 4-6, who showed the greatest

“'x-needs, were given an addtfional 30 minutes of readlng each day

l

by one of five remedial read|ng Teachers In grades‘7 and 8
the sfudenfs*came from a sfudy hall each day To a remedial

reading'class. ThIS class also affempfed to provide for :

indiv:dual readlng problems. N

The mafh program funcfioned in the same basuc manner-.
H
All classroom teachers had an a|de To assisf Ti?le | sfudenfs

’

-during The regular mafh class in grades I 6. In grades 4-6

)

the students. needing extra special help were asslgned To a’

‘math lab in addifion.#o.fhe regular math class. In the Iab,b

S ‘ e
a orogram was developed to meet the needs for each individual -
| SO TIN5

,sfudenf R 'fﬁ T
In grades 7 and 8 sfudenfs needing help canefrom a
-study hall perlod to remedial mafh ea?h day. On The basis of
diagnostic testing, a math program was deve | oped for The students.
.Six'classes for EMR‘sfudenfs‘were provided in part by |
\\ Tffie l. fhe purpose.was to design a program for.each ohiid

" which would best meet his needs. .

He was very effective in the area of testing, ooﬁnSeIing with

students, teachers and parents, home visitations, and referrals.

This person added greafly to the team concept in the developmental

approach to.the student's education.’

ae

A qualified e1eﬁen+ary counselor added much to the program.

g



| B /
The nurse and nurse's aide worked not aonly to overcome-

health deficiences but spent much time In pfeventive health services.

"All of the Title | sTudenTs were‘scfeened‘for hear?ng; dénfal ahd

sight defipiencles. Those needlng correcflons were referred for
'profeséional services. The sTudenTs Iearned of The |mpor+anée of
‘xhealfh and n¥trition in their deveIOpmenT. Sessions\W|+h Title |

sTudenTs‘were'held'by the health team in the areas in denfalvcare,

grbwfh.and'develqpmenf, and. nutrition. - .~ {“

A speech thera iéflworked wifh'éppro;imafély‘GO sTUdehTsf

The students were scréened and then approved %or the services: by

the regional screening c meTeé. :The.seséfdns'wereuconducfed

with small groups andion n lndlvidual basis

‘I'n our oplnlon, the Tf??é A personnel worklng Togéfher

as a Team greaTIy beneflfed the™ T|+Ie I sTudenfs bofh educaflonally
: ) ’ -

and SOC|aIIy. _ ’ , -,
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PROJECT PROFILE.

 REGULAR SESSION 1975-76 * -~ -

.
I. Covington CounTy School DIsTrIcT “P. O Box 346, Colllns,

Mlsslsslppi
e ConTacT Person: Mrs.‘Mary Alma Redmon
S 11, Cost: $261,351.00; Part A-$209, 985 OO Carry—over-$5l 366 OO"
Iv. Major Emphasis* To brlng The educaflonally deprlved Chlld .up ’
| to grade level in readlng and maTh in grades one Through six.
Vi. Description: Educafionally deprlved children were Idenfi ied
by +he use of sTandardIzed.Tes+s,‘;eacﬁer evaluaflon'a past
perfdrﬁance.' !
ldentified chfldren were examinedbby‘Healfh Sérvfces‘df
JThe Tiflé I program to see if'fhey had physicalvhandicaps that
conTrubuTed to their slow raTe of progress. A |
,.' T R Parenfs of children who were found to have auditory, visual,

or dental defects were noflfled, so they might take them forfcomplefe

examininafion and correcfion. .
Parents who were not flnancially able to have the correcflons
made were referred To agencies Thaf could help Them FlnanCIal aid’

- was provided by T|+le | funds in a few cases-where no,oTher funds

. were available.

found one hundred‘sixteen (116) <

Health Services of Tit

42




s .children who had visual defects, one_ hundred fourteen (Il4)lwho '

»

had defects of the nose and throat, tenty-one (él) who had

&4

defects of the ears, three hundred one (301) who ‘had defecfs
of the skin and scalp, flffy (50) who had defecflve speech fwo

9 oL

hundred sixty-five (265) who had’defecflve Teefh and four hundred
five (405) whe had problems of personal hyglene

Title | funds were use to pgy for denfal work for flffy
(50) children, eyeglasses for Twenfy fhree (23) children and '

medlcal aid for four chrldren. Some lfems for personal hyglene
g ; i
were provided for children who wereglé need -of them,

Twenty (20) Title | fegkher and fhlrteen (l3) aldes were

.employed by ESEA Title | to lnsfrucT and asslsf chlldren who are *
~significantly below grade level to deyelop at their opTlmum raTe.,
In Collins Schools, eugw (8) Title | 'lfeachers and fot.ir-(4)'
. aides taught supplementary classes in reading and mafh.» Threeil3)
teachers were assigned to fne fi?%ﬁzgrade ~one--(l)"l'o the seoond grade,

two (2) to the third grade, ones(l) to the fourfh and flffh grades

and one (1) to the sleh grade. eiThree (3) of The aides asslsfed

ey

children in grades one fhrough lee and one_ (1) assisted chlldren

- e

in the sixth grade

v In the. Hopewell School, one (I) Tlfle I teacher faughf
chlldren from the first grade, one (l) Faught children from the
second grade, one (1) taught children from the fhird grade and
one () taught children from fhe'fourfh, fifth and sleh grades.

-

Three (3) aides assisted these teachers and their students.




o~ -

In the Mount Olive Schoo[, one (I) T|+Ie 1 teacher +augh+

supplemenTary classes in reading and ma+h in thé flrsf grade, one (I),

in the second grade, one (I) in the third grade and one (1) in the fourth,

' flffh'and sixth grades. .Three (3) aides assisted these teachers and

children.

In the Seminary School, one (1) Title | teacher taught supplemenfary

Lom e

~classes in Eeadinggand math to children from the first grade, one ()

taught chi-ldren from +he second grade, one (1) +augh+ children from the
fhlrd and fourfh grades, and one (I) +augh+ children from the fiff\)and

sixth grades Three (3) al?es assisfed these feachers and thelr

s+uden+s

A varue#y of workbooks, SUppIemenfary +ex+books and programmed

ma+er|aI was used to teach reading. and ma+h L

The objective of the program.wae-fo ga|n .0 points, as, measured
« by California Achievement. Tests, or a year's growth in the ability to

read'and to use math.

7 ! . . ’

The program made progress toward the stated goal.

~




.. Enterprise Consolidated School District, P. 0. Box 177,

/PROJECT PROFILE

REGULAR SESSION l975-76

Enterprise, Mfssissippi

Contact Person: Mr. Bobby D. Brewer L
Cost: $61,094.00; Part A-$52,661.00; Part C-$3,302.00; -
Carry-over-$5,131.00 o |

Ma jor Emphasis-’ MaJor emphasns was, placed, on. a developmenfal

_approach. to read|ng in grades -5, and a_,_medlaﬁljpproaoh to

readung in grades 6-8. " A sfrong kindergarf‘;

program was used

to prepare pre =-school children for flrsf grade

'jﬁDescrlpflon The developmenfal readung program was conducfed
'"“by one feacher alde and two read|ng teachers. The aide was
assugned to-the first grade to assist Teachers in working wifh

i +hose sfudenfs who were desugnafed Tlfle I students. The a|de

assusfed +eachers by:worklng with sfudenfs in small groups.fo'

f

provude add|+|onal heIp in developing reading sklIIs

One Tlfle I +eacher was assugned to the second and +hird

grades . and one T|+Ie I +eacher was assugned to the fourth and

flffh gradeSw#o assusf +eachers in developing reading skIIIs

of those sfudenfs desugnafed as Tifle I sfudenfs These

¢

+eachers worked about 30 mlnufes each day wifh each groqp

ekl
Y et

of sfudenfs o . ;,p:“

-

51
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One Tifle l +eacher was. assigned +o +he .6, 7 and

8 grades to work wnfh small groups of sfuden#s who‘Were ,
. P ‘) Rl . . ' .-.‘

. / fr‘. . =
reading below grade level, _Th‘ ;bacheceworked aBbut.3O

s
R »oew

mlnufes each day wn#h each ubup of sfudenfs.vi ;;.' L

T Klndergar+er is;é;%%uefed by a +eachg? and 3 aides.

Readiness tests ' In i :f%z +ha+ +h|s prograd was very effecfnve

in preparxng dlsadvanfaged children for flrs+ grade work. ‘
Mos+ sfuden#s made subs#an#ial progress as indica#ed

by sfandardized +es+s. .:" e




. 'PROJECT PROFILE S
‘ © REGULAR SESSION- 1975-76
I; Ponfofd& SeparafefSchoeI Dlsfrfcf POnchoc,'Mleslsslppi
Il Confacf Person: Mr. Billy Sanders, Ti?le I Coordlnafor
111, . Cost: $II4 069 46 Par+ A $64,552. 36; Par+ C $4 25I 00; Carry-
' i ‘ : g . :
. A . bd :

Over-$45, 266. IO
'.: rlv; Major Emphasis Reading (Grades 1=7), Mafhemafics”(Gradeé"147);' e
Language Arfs‘(Grades 8-9), Learning Dlsablllfiesw(Grades'2-7)
Speech Therapy (Grades . 1=7), Speclal EdUcafl n (Grades I—7) o T
V. Descrfpfion Emphasnzed by the T|+Ie I program of ?he Pon+o+oc
‘ Munlclpal Separa+e School Distriet, were. reading and ma+hema+lcs.._r
The Tlfle I acfivwfles included read|ng In grades I-7 mafhemaflcs ln‘
grade I -7, Iearning dlsablllfles ln grades 2-7, speech Therapy in
grades -7, special educaflon In grades =, and Ianguage arts in
grades 8-9. o f‘ o : o E .

~

A grea+ deaI of emphasis and ln+eres+ was manlfesfed in the

'-reading program Thls was done Qecause of an awareness of the

‘ |mpor+ance of this’ area |n all academlc learning. Much effort was put
info moflvaflon and +each|ng the basic skllls Sfudenfe wlfhlnnfge
cIassrooms were grouped accordlng +o ablllfy Sma]l“group and
:ndlviduallzed lnsfrucflon was ufilized and. s+uden+s were aIIOWed To o

-progress at their own rate. . , ' |

Maferlals were used on many different’ Ievels and from many

“differenf |n+eres+s. These materials. con+r|bu+ed much to the progress

-

a++a|ned by the s+uden+s”\\

-2
. - . 3
- 5 3 *
T . ‘ : - ‘e v




- materials, suitable to the level of the student. These maTerials

¢

- The math program was -supplemented by programmed math:

al lowed the teacher to give individUallied'Help to many more students

a0,

than +h& traditional math program.

. The special educa+|on program was conducted for’ menfally

ﬁrefarded sTudenfs Ma+er|als were used in fhe program to give these
menfally retarded sfudenfs a chance to 'experience success and
achsevemenf ln‘;ome way every day. lT:was fur;her desugned to meel
the . |nd|Vldual needs ‘of The students in order that +hey mlghfﬁreach -
-the - highes+ level of +helr pofenfial Also, it gave +hese students
'giperlences that will help them live a richer and fuller life. Two
. professional Teachers{ supported by one aide, were used in carrying
out this program |

. The learnlng disabilities program was conducled in grades ‘
I-7. Materials and professional help was given to these sTudenfs;v'.
The help inoluded.diagnosing the learning‘dlsabilify, provlding‘.
experienoe_fhaf helped~+hese students to overcome +heee disabillfies,
and to give +heee sfddenfs a chance to succeed so Thaf mhey mighf

-

have a better life.

The speech therapy program was conducfed In grades I 7

e

Materials and professional help was given +o +hese sfudenfs The
lhelp.lgcluded diagnosing the speech problem, and prodelng eXperlenoeSG .
" and acflvifies that helped these sfudenfs.fo.overcome These.Speech"f
problems and to give These‘sfpdenfs a chanoe to sucoeed SO Tﬁal they . @ﬁf
mlghfbhave a better life. .
~ ‘In the langyage arfe program in the ;ohfofoc ngh School

(grades 8-9), individualizéd and small group lnélrucfion'was utilized .

[



: in order that students might progress at their own rate of speed.
- Materials were used on.many different levels and for many different
interests. These materials contributed much .To’ﬂ;e progress attained
I byythe students. . T f
.o s
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. ‘ PI1LOT EVALUATION
: TITLE T, ESEA : - ‘ - "
: FISCAL YEAR 1975 :

OVERVIEW

e e ,\ - ) . .

For the past several years, much concern has been expressed
about..the ef?ecfiveness Qf‘Tifle I in meeting the special educational

:éeds‘of educationally deprived children in our sotiety. This concern

P . . ¢
has come'from many segments of our population, from parenTs to educa-

“tors, from C|+Lzens to Iegnslafors, professlonal people, skilled or

non- profe55|onal, ‘and even sTudenTs Themselves Many,crlflcs of

Title | hqxg_advocafed a‘complefe.abandonmenf of funding Title | by

the U. é.:Congresé becéUse of lack of evidence of its success. Proponents
of Title | have renouﬁced this concept and have confeﬁdeq ifsleffecfive?
ness in elfminafing many of the ills whibh—plague and ‘hinder the chiidren
"of‘deprived Circumsfancés'from achieving their academic potential. The
state Title | staff supports the posifive‘concépf of Title | and

belieQe in its worth in building sélf—image, sroviding learning
experiénces; and Taereby-néw fields ofulearning never before r=alized

by victims of deprived énvironment’s.

| In én effort to supply evidence of pupil progress and val;dafe
Tlee l?g claim of success, the state Title | stafl 406|ded to do a
specnal evaluation of selected school districts in MISSISSIppI This

evaluation effort is considered a pilot evaluation because of its struc-

+ture or design. During the spring.of Fiscal Year 73 letters were sent

e

out to all school -districts in the state discu:ring some type of pilot 1
evaluation fbr Fiscal Year 74. A réquesT was Made for a fesponse from

those interested in parchipaTing in such an effort. From the responses



2
-

recelved from local 5éhool;officlals, a selecfion“of seven (7) school o a r/
districts was made. "These schools were selected from varlous sections L |
" or areas of fhe sfafe g|v1nq a wude represenfaflon in fhe prOJecfh_"m"
Affer a defermlnaflon of school districts was made, #hey were fhen | o \\

~ contacted and agreemenfs to participate in the pi Iof evaluaflon - B '

prOJecf were finalized.

TNt Represenfaflves from some of fhe pllof school districts

were asked 16 come fo the state Title I offlce and meet with SEA (3

evaluaflon‘personnel for Tifle I. _During this meeting final plans

and speciflcaflons were complefed for the pilot evaluafion'sfudy
: et r

L
These specnflcaflons were then prepared and copies mailed to each

¢

of the par+|C|pa+l§§ school dlsfrlcfs (copy is enclosed) p
l’
Durlng fherlmplemenfaflon of fhe pllof sfudy SEA evaluaflon N~ e ¥

sfaff malnfalned supervision of the schools lnvblved Worknng~wu+h

one grade (3rd grade) the district randomly selected parfncnpanfs
fora the pitot sfudy The specifications were to be followed |mpl|—
citly if the resulfs were +o<Pe valid. Most of the pllof schoo|

districts did an excellent job in carrying on the pilot evaldaflon

A

S~

project.
Forms were later developed for the collecflon of data on

fhe pilot evaluaflon sfudy Specnal recognition is glven to Tlfle |
sfaff personnel of the Humphreys Counfy School District for fhelr ,
| help in flnaITZIng and printing +hese forms'A The evaluaflon forms ' h
were malled o each participating school dlsfrlof before fhe end of

the schoo! year. The data were collecfed-and supplied to the SEA

by July 1, 1975.
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This study hopes to prove that Title | is'effective in
meeting Thevspecial educafioﬁal needs of the edﬁcé¥loﬁally deprived -
__,cﬁildren it serves. It also hopes to préve that the effectiveness
of Title | caq‘be determined by randomly selecting school diSTrICTS
in The state with a randomly selected group of parTICIpanfs in These
schooids. '

. The findings of_fhis study cannot be considered Conélusive,
because of many.variables and limitations in conducting the s}udy.
- There IS also an apparent need for additional experimentation wlfh
_a broader representation of school districts with sfudenfs selected
from all grade levels in the program. However, the study does pro-

vide encouragemenf'ln the belsef Thaf this can be-a model for

evaluating the effectiveness of Title | in meeting its objective.
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Activity: Reaaing

FISCAL YEAR 1975

i

PILOT EVALUATION OF TITLE | PROJECTS j
N, | no. VORS: | o Teacues | no SUPERVISON.
| ek | NOSTUDENTS - nsepvice T“A'N'NG NPROLECT | ASSEAMENT PERISON
DISTRICT fﬂgggﬁ ' | ‘
- ATED PARTIC- | TITLE TITLEI REGULAR( NO. | NO. |'NATURE|AVERAGE
ELIGIBLE 4 MIDES |OTHERS [TITLE | [REGULAR| TEACH.| TEACH: OF |LENGTH
TELE | IPANTS  [TEACHERS [ T SUPRS VSIS | yielte Lo visiTs|
| 190 | 30Min.
| s 280 | 45Min,
CrnSep. | % | % |7 | B[ 0|8 |2 ¢ | 2 204 [N g | g
' ‘ 457 | 45 Min,
‘ I . R "
ClhiborneCo. | 28 .| 43 39 20 0 0| 1 4 .2 0 1 50 215
2 B | y 35 | 30Min,
‘, Mo |
, na i ,
ol S | 131
Marrison Co. | 35 # | u A % 10 [0 A 0 9 2 B0 | 2B | 48
7 3208 | Min
414
| P 'l . ; I i’ 16 -
HalehustSep.| 28 | 27 | 15 | 86 80 | 5. |2 b |2 |2 ] g:g 30 Min,
' 44
, 141
HindsCo. | 3% | 0 | & [6°| M2 1 |8 {0 | | oo [2 | [ | M
. ‘ \ 3113
420
. R 71
HumgheysCo.| %6 | %2 | 46 |0 | &0 (e |2 |5 | 2 | 8 |4 | |58 om|
, - N 445
11
. ., | 14 |
Newton Sep: 3% 54 vi| 4 . U | 4 1 4 0 2 0 1 33 30 Min,
* Indicate: ”1'.' if yisits were for demonstration purposes
“2 if for assistance to teacher :
"3 if for observation purposes / v
“4" i for request from teacher for assitance ?( |
O umber for each category. Examples 400’&2‘1 T | 60

EC




T : FIECAL YEAR 1976

© hetivity: Mathematics
| A““""V g BT EVALUATIONOFTITLE|PROJECTS ‘

, L AT o ‘.NO-H.RS- 0 TEACHERS D -8 -
| vmer ?R}’,’EE"S NO-'.;ST,UDE"TS  INSERVICETRAINNG | INPROLECT AsslcsNMEﬁ‘rs PVON |

| DISTRICT 1™ opgg: === ~ ‘

[ ATED PARTIC | TITLEI ] - . _{I'TITLE| REGULAR] NO, | NO. |'NATURE|AVERAGE

{ELiciBLe AIDES | OTHERS [TITLE | |REGULA OF | LENGTH
| IPANTS TEACHERS Rl TEACH | TEACH 0F

: 0 i L s | s oo | YOI | ysis foFviis|
femonse. | B f o | % [ s [aowow |2 |2 2 {0 |4 ||| BMn
. 4 | ) . ' ’ ° . | ' . 4.

foubomeCo: | B P 8 | B | 2 | | oo o |4 {0 for e |3 o

, T . . ' ‘ ‘ ‘ 4‘12

[HrinCa, || NOMATHACTVIRY '

MaehiSp| B | B | 13 | & | 8 [ ®» [ o pe [0 |6 | 2 | @& | | amm
o | ) - B R
o | | | | 13 |

o (WosCo | % 0 | @ | w2 | 1| melw | ow] oo | f B |
o ‘:'3- - ‘ 3 ‘ . ; .

I | . ' , ‘ B Y I N
rmveio) % | 26 | ¥ | e e |ec| [ 5 | 1| 3 | 3 | s |28 [ mMn |
e S o R 451 !
LR
:‘.‘l{ . “. T : . : . ‘ ' ! 1‘4 [
S L T T < 2 A O T O O A B 1

[ 4<r\ : / ‘  \ |

7 I : o~
5 " 1 it vre o demonpros k
L i for sitance o escher |
& "3"if for observation purposes S
: f", it request from tachr for stnce | 62
! o mber for each category. Examples ‘WW2 20 ,

EMC\U ' '



FISCAL YEAR 1975

° ~ PILOT EVALUATION OF TITLE | PROGRAMS

Name and Form of Test Used, For Both Pre- Test and PbstiTest

Phe-Test__ Metropolatm Achievement Test

Metropolatm Achlevement Test -

' Post-Test

-

Activity: Re_ading

'AGE AN % RAW SCORE 1 MEAN % RAW SCORE;
iYears and NON-TITLE | STUDENTS oiFFER- |~ PILOT A ICIPANTé DIFFER.
. Months) - ' 1 ENCE [ ENCE
, PRE-TEST POST-TEST PRE-TEST POST-TEST
7.7- ' N )
51 66 - 15 23 32 9
86 |
8.7 - . o
87 a2 59 17 | 19 32 13
9.7 33 49 16 31 35 4
10.6 4 ,
10.7 - - ,
107 | 7 2 22
» MEAN GE , ' *  MEAN GE ‘ '
NON-TITLE | STUDENTS DIFFER- PILOT PARTICIPANTS DIFFER-
ENCE _ : ENCE
PRE-TEST POST-TEST PRE-TEST POST-TEST :
7.7 - 3.4 43 |- 9 2.1 . 25 4
8.6 : i *
- 87- 3.0 38 . 8 1.8 25 7
96 o ) .
- ' ¢
97 26 33 4 25 27 2
106 - : : | y . . -
107 - : ' ' A
11.6 1.1 24 1.3

Numbér of Schools in Pilot Evaluation using above Test

~A\verage Numberof—DayraHnstmctton Betwee_n*ﬂtrl!re*amfPost Tostmg?onods =131

63

< 8

O

-

—————




_Average-Number-of-Days-of-Instruction-Between-the-Pre-and-Post Testing-Periods—..143

O

Pre-Test_

FISCAL YEAR 1975

PILOT EVALUATION OF TiTLE | PROGRAMS =~

" Name and Form of Test Used, .For_Both' Pre-Test and Pos.t-Tes‘t'
' ~_ CAT ’ '

CAT

Post-Test

. Activity: Reading

AGE ~ MEAN % RAW SCORE: .| MEAN % RAW SCORE; -
(Years and NON-TITLE ) STUDENTS DIFFER. PILOT PARTICIPANTS |  o1FfeR.
Months) - _ ENCE ' ) ENCE
'PRE-TEST POST-TEST PRE-TEST POST-TEST

7.7 - : ' o
: 50 55 5 . .31 35 4

8.6 . _ y . ,

8.7 - _ : ' .

45 53 8 26 .31 5

9.6 <9 o

9.7- 78 80 2 28 30 2

10.6 ‘ ,

10.7 -

11.6

. ' MEAN GE ' MEAN GE
NON-TITLE | STUDENTS DIFFER- PILOT PARTICIPANTS DIFFER.
- s ENCE - ENCE
PRE-TEST POST-TEST . PRE-TEST POST-TEST | -
17 26 33 7 1.2 22 1.0

55 - . 33 1. 22 .

87- . . . ‘Y '

8.6 25 3.1 .6 " 1.1 21 ) R 1.0 |
o7 27 34 7| 21 " 1.0
106 : y A R

107 - i

116 a

o

R

Number of Schools in Pilot Evaluation using above Test _i_ )

s6 064




" FISCAL YEAR 1975
PlLOT EVALUATION OF TITLE | PROGRAMS |

i Name and Form of Test Used For Both Pre-Test and Post-Test

Pre-Test Metropolatin -Achlevement Tost : : -
3 . : - . ' ST
Post-Test__Metropolatin Achievement Test
_ RO - R
" Activity: Mathematics /
AGE MEAN % RAW SCORE: ) MEAN % RAW SCORE;
(Years and NON-TITLE | STUDENTS _DIFFER- - PILOT PARTICIPANTS DIFFER-
" Months) ‘ ENCE - ° — ENCE
e PRE-TEST POST-TEST . PRE-TEST POST-TEST
R LY B ,
7.7 37 56 19 23 . 34 n
8.6 : '} .
8.7- 40 57 17 24 36 | 12
: .-v 96 - . - . . -
. . N *
9-7 - ) 2 . R . '
105 7, o L s | 6
ol 37 57 20 17° 23 {{'
' MEAN GE - MEAN GE_ = .
NON-TITL ISTUDENTS ) DIFFER- PILOTPARTICIPANTS DIFFER- .
- — ENCE ENGE
PRE-TEST - POST-TEST '_PRE—TEST POST-TEST»., S
7T 27 35 8 1.9 25 6
- 86 . 4 ,
g; 29 36 7 1.9 26 7
_ i . : '
9.7 - - 27 33 6 2.1 25 4
10.6 a : ,
107 - 2.7 3.6 9 7 19
11.6 - , L 9 .'2 |

Number of Schools in Pilot Evaluatnon using above Test '

Aver.ap_Numher of Days of |nstructnon Between the Pre and Post Testmg Perlods 131 -

Q

‘&

65

51

“




Y
FISCAL YEAR 1975
PILOT EVALUATION OF TITLE | PROGRAMS

Name and Form of Tast Used For Both Pre-Test and Post-Tast

" Pre-Test.. California Achievement Test y ‘
' Post.Test__California Achievement Test | _
=
- : ' (

-

Activity: Mathematﬁ_s

1 AGE . MEAN % RAW SCORE: L o N%RAWSCORE -
(Years and - NON-TITLE I STUDENTS - [ py rpeR. PILOT PARTICIPANTé DIFFER-
Months) - ENCE . ENCE
: PRE-TEST POST-TEST . , _ PRE-TEST. | POST-TEST )
7.7 48 61 .13 3% - | 83 .18
8.6 . R B o B 3
© 87 48 . 82 14 |- 3 | 83 18
.96 - | 1
97- 74 84 " 10 : 24S : 28 4 CT
10.6 | | . .
10.7 -
116
'MEAN GE ’ - MEAN GE :
NON-TITLE | STUDENTS DIFFER- PILOT PARTICIPANTS DIFFER-
' , ' - ENCE . - ENCE
PRE-TEST. POST-TEST | PRE-TEST |- POST-TEST
77- - ' 1 o Ve
85 26 |. 34 8 | 16 2(7/ SRR
06 24 33 9 15 2.6 1A
9.7- ' ' : : . D
10.6 : 2.8 36 .8 1.1 21 1.0
107~ | B J |
11.6 | o : :

Number of Schools in Pilot Evaluation using above Test __Q_.

Average Number of Days of Instruction Between the Pre and Post Testmg Periods 144

66

68

O




[y

“"‘2 ..

e
L.

EVALUATION OF TITLE,], ESEA PROGRAMS

. Fiscal Year 1975

’

\\?,"

Selection of LEAs and Pupil par+icipanfs:

A selecfed numbeg of local dnsfricfs are to oompr|se
a pilot evafuation prOJec+ - preferably those who .
volun#eer o N :

Only the third grade will be involved in piloflprégram.

A randomly selected group of children will be involved-

in program, all third graders in the areas of reading,
language arts, and mathematics if all three acfivnfles

_are approved .in the project.

LI

No consideration will be given +o age ‘of children in.
the third grade who parflcnpafe in the program.

Only third grade students reading one or more grades

below -grade level are eligible +o participate in pilot °

project.:

-

Test Administration

There will be two separate cafagéries'of sampling:
a. Those tested at the beginning of the school

year (Ist month of school)

of the school year; whose post test Ylast sprifg
ear

“b. Those who will not be tested at The;beginnihg

wull be used as pre test this scho

Parflctpanfs will be +es+ed separately from regular
students but wnll be +es+ed with other Title I
students.

- Persons other than the regular teachers. of fhesef

students are to administer tests.

Teachers may serve as .test monitors unless other-
wise restricted from testing area.

. "All participants in:pnlof project are to be post

tested in April or May of 1975, exact dafes to. be
announced later. < :

o -




-

Pl

« |Instruction:

:~=>5

Iv.

2. Mean percent of raw score for each age group is
to be reporTEU .
3, Mean per cent of raw score for total group Is To “
" be reporfed '
4. 'Mean grade equuvalenf scores for each age ‘group are
- to be reporfed '
5. Mean grade equuvalenf score for Tofal group is to
.- berreported.
Controls: i
l. From list of identified Title | parTiC|pan+s, arranged
' in alphabefscal order, select every fifth (5th) child.
A separate |ist Is to be established for each activity.
approved in the prOJecf (readlng, Ianguage arts; and .
mafhemafics )
2. Selection of parTIC|pan+s shall“be from muITIpIe"schooIs
e and multiple sec+|ons within each school, wlfhln the

“to Title | children as none TITIe | children.

,Dafa requesTe

Participants are To be Taughf as aII ofher Title .

| students with.no extra efforf because ‘of their
selection. "

-

Teachers are not to know the Idenflfy of selected

“participants during The,perlod of the instructional

activity.

Accurafe record should be kept of eachgparflclpanf'
affendance v

Regular teachers should give same TInstructional ‘effort

»

Pupils should be evaluated perlodlcally to defermlne
rate of progress\and/or if instruction Is belng
effecflve T _ -

g}for s+udy-

Selected. participants are to be grouped accordlng
to ages for reporting purposes only. Ageals as

of begnnnfng of school year.

distrjcts.

»
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Teachers and principals should be informed +hrough
formal means that their school is participating in

-a pilot study. This may be done by local offigials

and/or State Title | evaluation personnel. No
specific detalls should be given éxcept that this is
an effort to evaluate the effectiveness of the -

'ins+ruc+lona1 program Includlng Title I.

Close supervlsnon and freques+ visitations by both.
local personnel and State Evaluation personnel will
be a part of the pilot program.

.-

‘-

. . . Teachers are ?o record methods utilized in lns?ruc?lon

(e.g. individualized instruction, small group lns?ruc?lon,
e+c ) and Ieng+h of class periods.

Teachers are *o record ma+er|als, supplies, and
equipment utilized. in ‘instruction as-well as-

'basal 'reX'rs ‘and. O'rher ins*fruckional ail

- Teachers should indicate +he-use of aldes and/or
+eam teaching approach If appllcable. ' .

“”
Supervisors should record number of visits to each
classroom, observations, and length of visits. Also
indicate any assistance, demonstrations, suggestions
.and/or requests from teachers for assistance.

v

(;s) ' ; i . :;
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] FISCAL YEAR 1975 |
PILOT EVALUATION OF TITLE PROJECTS
‘Name of LEA N Project No.

PROGRESS REPORT OUTLINE FOR TITLE I INSTRUCTIONAL ACTIVITY

Include o proAg'r;ss 7rcpowrf-f§vr EACHmsfruchonﬁ octivity oporof;do—ccordlngfofhofgllowglﬁng;;flhn;e
Eoch question should be tnswered for each instructionol octivity. Do got leave blanks. Attoch additionol

pages ‘as needed. :
: »

1. Instructionol octivity evalvated in this repogt

2. Indicote the ‘pers‘n(s) do{ng this evaluation.

A ) B
() Coordinator . ) . No;v{'é and Title of the persbn primorily responsible for
( ) Counselor evaluotion of this octixjty.
R (") Clossroom teocher - —— . : |
( ) Principol ' ' Telephone Number
( ) Of’her (spe_cﬂy) s §
3. [naicofe, in nqmb:r‘.of weeks, the length %{ time this octivity operoted M : —

4. Indicate the number of third-grode children eligible for Tiz!e [ progr;ims, not porticipoting in this ~

K

octivity: - ' _; the number'in the Pilot Project:

5. lndicote the number of hours of inservice training for Title l teochers: ___ ; foroides: -~

- for non-Title | teochers: = ,
4 -
_ Describe the involvement of the coordinotor, shpervisors, principols, counselors, teachers, ond oides in

N the inservice. Indicate who conducted the training, the types of activities, where they were con-
‘dudted, and the noture of the training. (If you need more space thon thot below, dttoch on odditional
sheét.) ' - o

e

——
e

@

2

70

(RO



6. List the specific obiccﬂvo(s)' of this activity.

List some of the behovioral ob|echvu of this activity. (If you nocd more space than that bclow, attach

an additional sheet.) _ . _ B S °

I &)» ) ‘
/
y S
F B
r
l{ N
'
\3. - -
7. Supply specific information requested on student achievement.
) C ' ' ‘ Number ' Number ‘Number Number
. Gain Number Nurnber .Reaching Reaching =Reaching Reaching
% | Expected Exceeding Reaching 76-99% of 51-75% of 26-50% of 1-25% of
. donths' Expected .Expected Expected Expected Expected .Expected
rowth) . .“:;‘;‘%:L\i_Gain Gain Gain Gain Gain Gain
-t nﬂ i » Number Mcking No Gain
- f ' b
/7/

Number of Regressions:

-

ERIC © - v o 71




S 8.“ddi1ionaiStnfisfi]cuIDufo

fERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

\

"
1

&t

é

A

73

s
]
NO. TEACHERS ‘ 'AVERAGE AMOUNT OF ﬁ;;f"u, '
INVOLVED IN NO. OF AIDES; TIME A CHILD PARICIPATED L S |
PILOT-PROJECT |  g~ASSIGNMENTS IN THE ACPVITY ATTENDANCE .
Title | Regular | No. Periods | Lengthof [ Class |  No.of Yearly
Title| | Regulor | Teachers | Teachers Per Week Class Periods | Size Puniciponts ADA
v \ | i
~ SUPERVISION;
o INSTRUCTION NO. OF SUPERVISORS: * Indicate “A" if moterials, supplles and equipment
- : | werendeguu ¢ mdlcote " ufthoywore
, "y | Method i, | Nocof | Average | inadequate,
2 (e, Teom | Teachisg | Closs | Length | Nature of .
- Teaching) | . Aids Visits | of Visits | Visits** ** Indicate """ if visits were for demonstration
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9. Test Data

Date of pre-test:
Date of post-test:

Exoct number of dvs of instruction between the two t'.u'ts:;
N v, ‘I.. . . . -. “ o

b- - "

..‘_ .') s

Mean % © Mean %- o 1 Moon%.e .' M;n% T
AGE Raw Score; Raw Score; | o i " Raw_ Scorc ’ w Score; |°
_ (Years - Non-Title | Non-Title | L o Pilot Pllot V
"and Students; Students; & - E’amcupanfs 1 Pgmcupants;
Months) Pre-Test Post-Test GAIN Pre-Test "Pbs‘iéTest
- 1.7- ' :
8.6 i
8.7- "
9.6
9.7-
10.6
10.7-
1.6 1
Mean GE Mean GE Mean GE " Mean GE '
Non-Title | Non-Title | Pilot Pilot
Students; Students; Participants; Participants;
Pre-Test Post-Test GAIN - Pre-Test Post-Test GAIN
v P 77-
8.6
8.7- : ‘e
9.6 ﬁ
9.7-
10.6
"10.7‘.
1.6

10. State in narrative form any specual program features, successes, problems, recommendations, etc.,
of this activity that yoy feel warrant considerotion in this ovaluahon (If you need more space
than that below, attach an additional sheet.) : )
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