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ABSTRACT . .

. This fifteenth annual Ieport provides a summary of
activities offered in Ohio through Jitle I of the Elementary and
Secondary Bducation Act. Information presented includes (1)

. * statistics for fiscal 1980, (2) participation trends,. (3)
instructional impact, (4} expendifure and staffing patterns, (5)
parent involvement, and (6) five-year trends. The report describes
services provided for the children¥of. migratory agricultural workers
and handicapped, neglected, and delinquent children .being educated.in
staﬁe-operated schools in Ohioc,. as well as services provided through
the public schools of the state. A description of the state's
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:. Title | Helps Children.

This 15th annual report provides a summary of.recent
activities provided in Ohio through ﬂtlel of the
. Elementary and Secondary Education Alt. Information

presented includes basic statistics for fiscal 1980 (the
1979-80 school year and the summer that followed),
participation trends, instructignal impad, expendi
ture and staffing patterns, parent invulvement, and five
year trends.

Title I, the largest component of the Elementary and
Secondary Education Act, authunizes a federally funded
compensatory program for several groups of eduia
tionally disadvantaged .children. The legislanon directs
that priority edueational needs of theie children be iden-
tified and programs designed to provide appropriate sup
plemental instruction.

Basic provisions of Title I are fundéed on the premise
that localities with high concentrativns of Tow inwume
families also have high concehtrations of (hldien who
are educationally disadvantaged. Publi schoul districts
. are allocated funds to provide supplementary instruction
for such students, e
~ Special provisions of Title | recognize a fedenal re
sponsibility to improve the educgtional uppurtunities

Q

4‘ .k

. ’ o .
availabl 1o the ;l;uldren -of mugratory agmultural
workers. The legislation channels funds through state
departments of education for distnbution to school
districts where influxes of migrant children dcur,

Speual provisions of. Title | also recogruze the need
for supplemental instruction to help handicapped.
neglected, and delinquent children who attend school in
state-operated facihties.

Fages 2 to 15 in this report explam the basic Tstle I ser-
vives provided through OhlUb public school distrcts.
Statistics for the curyent year and five-year trends-ulearly
ihdicate that this program helps <hidren begome sut-
cessful learners.

Pages 16 tu 27 describe, th& special Tatle I SETVILES PIU-
vided for the chlldren of migratory agnicultural workers
and’ those handicapped, neglected, %or delinguent
children being edutated in state-uperated schuuls. Here
alsu the statistics indicate the benetiural human impact of
the supplement services g‘ruv]ided thiough tederal aid tv
education.

Title [ in Ohio is admlmstered by the Qhio Depart-
ment of fducahon, Divisiun, of Eederal Assistance. A
descriptivh of the state srlexiershfp vle 15 on page 28.




. ' Basic Programs

Neatly all school distnicts in Ohio

" Grant awards to b}uo school

X the district who are: . .-
L__L_._)- From low-income families.
mom_famdl,es_.,r.ec.wm&ALd_ipr_ ]
. Dependent Children, . .
Hln instifutions for neglected or
delinquent chddren/

the school year which bégms the

qualify for Title I funds and, except districts for basic Title [ for the last next September. Provisions are also
for a few with small a‘liocatjons most five years total over $314,000,000. made for funds to be carried over, ot
partigipate. In fiscal 1980, a total 603  The amount for fiscal 1980 was the not used until the following year.

of 615 distructs operated Title I pro* hlgbest eyer.

grams. This Is wonsistent with the

With forward funding, school
districts know how muth money

trend, of 97 to 98 percent of all ~| Fiscal Yeyr they”tan depend on before employ,,
school dstncts using this source of “ |~ ing, teachers, .Carryover permits flex
funding. ° . 1976 |b1I|ty in adjusting to changes which
", - - . 1977 occir during the school year.

_Fiseal 1978 During the past five years, with

) * Year 1979 « the exception of fiscal 1979,
‘carryover funds have enabled

1976 1980 B - districts to provide more instruc

1977 ' tional services than would have been

' 1978 provided by the grant award alone.
1979 Ttle 1 is forward funded, a term  All basic program statishcs which

1980 meaning that the money approved follow relate to actual expenditures

. . for the fiscal year which begins in  of Title 1 funds rather than grant

. . The aflocahons for” each school |, October xs aval\lable for use dunng awards. - .

district is based on & formula depen-
dent on the number of children aged.
five through seventeen residing in

> In foster homes in the dnstnct
vy
¥ * [] - )

Five-Year Trends: Tltle t Expen&itures .
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Student Participation ' ' . A
Most Title I activities in Ohip are = - - -
conducted during the regular term, * 1380 Title f Students
~and-over half aredirected toward —
serving chuldrgp 1in grades one Grade Rangss Reguiar.Torm Either o Both*Terms
through fthree The 60t schoot i | Teroomt Paricipants | Povcent
distTcts providing Title T instruction _ Y _‘l .
dusing, the regular term served | prek k 12,161 8% 12437 | 8%
boving. summer tomn pstmnon |0 13 | 70w | 7% |
: L ef P
served 3,593 students Of these stu | 072d8s 46 “azme. | 8 44,658 A
dents 1,092 parhicipated both terms | Giades 7 8 7466 | 5 7,63t 5
The grade level with the rlz:osl par | Giades 9 12 1,330 1 1,632 1
ticipants was grade one with 28,334 oy :
students Crades two and three rank Touls A | 100% U155 | 100%

ed second and third with 27,730 and
23,733 students respectively.

Y

.

Very few school distrcts provide Title I services at the
secondary level. On a combined basis, only 6 percent of
-all partipipants in fiscal 1980 were in grade seven or
above. The lower percentages of older students do not
mean that there are no educationally disadvantaged

.$eco

have been established in line with local needs assessment
-

. and current levels of funding.

students. Instead, i indicates that pnonties .

On the average, 132,000 children'
were in Title I classes during each of

the last five years Regular term
students are usually provided vyer
30 minutes of extra daily nstruchiun

for 33 or 34 weeks Summer school
shidents typically study ynder |
* teacher guidanice for about an hour a
day for six weeks. '
T




Private school students who meet thé selection writena
and who residedn qualified attendance areas are included
in the planning for basic Title | programs and provided
appropnate services. In fiscal 1980, a total of 6,412
private schodl students received Title 1 instruction. Of
these students, 467 participated both terms. '

i 5
) ) ’ 1980, Private School Students
. Regular Torm
Grads Rangss
Participants | Porcest
+ | Kind-grade3 | 346 | 5t%
Grades 4-6 1.960 32
Grades 7 12 664 . n’
Totais 6040 | 100%

’ . Dunng each of the past five years, an average of 5,700

tutors. ] =

Five-Year Trends. Private School Students

i A e —
[

“\Rnvate school students were helped by Title I teachers or

-

/™
d /\A N y -
Il o

531‘,.1

Local school distnicts recetve extra Title 1 dollars to,
help students in homes for neglected or delinquent
chuldren In fiscal 1980, a total of 2,666 such students
were served Of these, 348 ?arttcxpaSed both terms, ,

-

, 1980 Neglected and Delinquent Students -

Grads Ranges

Kind grade 3
Grades 4 6
Grades 7 12
Totals

The trend is to sérve 80 percent of the neglected and -

delinquent participants during the regular term, 30 per
cent in the summer, and 10 percent both terms,

', d
Five Year ¥rends. Neglécted or Delinquent Students
P s H A N +
Fiscl | Ropelor, i o> |
Year  FoTeewis LN Te (i3
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LR P
14 W ;:’.‘?j? 1 é“‘. ) d" r"’
+ {ég‘i‘fil .‘%”%ﬁw'
5l " i1 B e *
- TETR £ AIFY ", 1y
{ L M L



- Instructional Areas

*  Reading instruction is almost
glways identified as the most cryxal

. students who score at or below the
33rd percenhile on_ a standardized
achievement test. First pnerity- for
instruction is given to children most
in need of additional help In fiscal
1980, nearly 128,000 students were
involved dunng the régular term and
about 3,000 during the summer
The usual procedure is for groups
of four or five students to leave their
regular classroom for 30 to 35 min-
utes'a day and meet with a Title |

|___drea_of need. Participants are_ _

teacher in a separate room Instruc-
tion is geared to a level where each
child can be successful..

Instruction in mathemahics, the
second ranked area of need, s usual
ly conducted in-a small group setting
similar to that for reading. About
15,000 students participated during
the regular 1979.80 schoolyear and
2,000 1n the summer.

In a few instances, the_ district
determines the need fo ed
day kind en or pr. | educa,
tion for chuldren under g% As noted
i the table, nearly 4,700 youngsters
were involved dunng the 1979-80
fegular term,

Percentiges of  partivipants i each
instructional area provide a perspec
Fwe b?v lnd f’l‘ul |r r||_l’|‘}‘.(5!\ ."\f ”‘|F
144 254 1egular term paitnopandy B9
percent recejved reading instruction.

1980 Titte s Pogulac Torm
instructional Patticipants |
Areas inAres 1

Reading 127,858

Mathematics b 14,780

Presuhool education | 4,679
/'(‘Jtnel

vy

mmqmmmwmmmmmhmm

During the summer term, 80 percent of tHe 3,593 par-
ticipants were in reading. The difference in percentage
of yourtgsters served is espedially great in mathematius,
Note that only 10 percent were invélved in the regular
term while 54 percent participated in the summer. *

Through the years, the extra imstruction provided by,
Ttle [ has emphasized improvement uf basi. reading and
mathematics skalls. Ferceatages of all partivipants invulv-
ed in these and other mstrut.hunal areas reflect this

-
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.__a_lmpact otﬂ'éadmg Instruchon

- . .
P
’

To evaluate the effectiveness and impact’ of Title 1
reading instruchion, each local school uses standardized
tests to check students”skills when they begin instruchion
and again when instruchion ends. Differences in test

. Scores are reported in“normal Turve equivalent (NCE)

units, + .

The NCE system of reporting has been used since

. 1977 to measure academic gains whuch wan be attributed

tu extra instruction provided by Title I, To interpret the

data, the reader should understand the folluwing.

» This evaluation model s desrgned for students in
grade two and above. Younger children are tested’
when instruction begins and ends; but NCE gains
below grade two are not included in this report.

»-Scores are reported for only those students who take
both, the pretest and posttest. Test scqres are con-
verted to NCEs and composited to the state level,

» With only regular classroom instruction, the child s

expected to maintain his or her own position relative -

to ather children in the class—that 15, make no NCE

, gains. .
> With extra Title | instruchon the child is expected to
achieve (and make NCE gains) at a faster rate than
classmates who have only regular instruction A gain
of 7 NCEs,i1s considered significant. As the graph
below indicates, second graders in Ohio who received
Title I reading instruction 1n 1980 advanced at over
twice this rate This'gain, and that of third graders Is
especially signifiant since larger numbers of younger
students are served Average gan fur all students was

11 NCEs.

1980 Gaing in Reading

SEARCHING FOR
! READINC SKILLS

s Ry

The extra instruction provided b.y Title 1 annua]ly
helps ‘over 100,000 youngsters improve their basic
reading skills. Stated another way, aboul nine of ten par
ticipants are selected for Title I instruction because of
reading deficiencies.

During the past four years, average gains in. readmg by
grade level have consistently been at or above the 7
NCEs considered significant These gains are especially
impressive in light of Ohio’s policy of limiting Title  par-
ticipation to children who score at or below the 33rd
percenhle ona standardwed test.

L]
- .

Four-Year Trepds. Gains in Reading®

* | "Fiscal
Year

Averags for
M Ll

} 1978 12
1979 12
1980 1
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Impact of Math'emancs instruction

: Results on standardized tests are also used.to evaluate
the effectiveness of Title I mathematics instruction. The
system for reporting is the same as that used for reading.
As 1980 gains in mathematics are studied, keep in
mind that there were only, 14,780 regular term" par-
ticipants in this area compared with 127,858 in reading.
Note that participants in grades two through six
averaged gains twite that-consydered significant. The
average gain for all students combined was 15 NCEs.

* * During the past four years, about one of every ten
Titl¢ participants received extra math instruction, Gamns *
“tend to run much’higher than,those for reading. A
reason may be.that many children can overcome math.
skills deficiencies ixf one year, while they may need two
or more years of extra instrucfion to attain reading com-
petency Because of/the small numbers of students in-
volved in mathemgfics, gains also tend to fluctuate more
than in reading. ) T i}
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Expenditure Patterns ' oo

L]

{ want to know when and how thf. money Is spent ,

In Ohio nearly all expenditures are made during the
regular school year. Less than one percent i used during
the summer months. . .

The money is used for extra instruction, espedially in

L]
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Peqp‘ie trying to understand the size and scope uf Tutle.

the area of reading. When expenditures withyn the-

. -

varivus ihistructivnal areas are viewed as perientages, Lhe
importance placed on regular ternd instruction and
reading 85 ubvioys Expenditures during the summer
term are gore diversified wilh noticeable inureases in
mathemati®- and in the "other” category which is
primanly tutoring services provided for neglected and
delinquent children in instituttons. .

The trend for T:.tle I in Ohio, not
. only for the last five years but for the

previous ten, has been to concentrate | (nevructionst Areas

1

expenditures on the improvement of
reading skills. Secondary emphasis
has consistently been on’'the im | Mathematics

provement of mathematic skulls - Preschool education

- Other*

Reading

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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Expenditures ean also be categorized by, their use for
salaries, fringe benefits, instructional matenals, supplies,
equipment, and supportive serviceg As indicated here

and on the following page; most of the mozey 1s used to -
employ teachers, aides. and tutors who work directly
with children In contrast, about one-half of one percent
is used for equipment. ~
Five-Year Trends Expenditures by Function Areas .
Function Areas: i ik '
Salaries and fringe benehits
Instructional materials, .
'l supplies, and equipment B! .
Supportive services . '
= . f
[ § . ."‘; A Il . . " LY - .
Another way to Took at expen- S
ditures 15 by averagg Lost per student
; receiving extra instruchon during the
regular term summer term or both
’ In fiscal 1980, the 142562 children
¥ in regular tertn activities only were
t served at an average cost of $595
; each, or about $3 60 a day In the
e summer of 1980, the average vost for
’ each of 1,901 students was $132, or
about $4.40 a day | .
During the past five yeays, average
participant expenditures have in.
creased at a rate much less than the
rate of inflation. . ..
«| Average Participant Expenditure
Fiscal [ o
Year ' .
1976
1977 «
11978 .
1979
1986
L . - . 'q..._ < \ ". . R . o‘

Q .
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‘Staff Pd8itions - -~ . REETEE R 0 - ' 0
Ninety-two percent of all Title 1 ! - -
expéndxtures in 1980 ,were for | - jonyyue » Rogulat Tuem ,
*  salafies and related-¥osts Who were Stalt Pusn:ms Fal |- Part- | FulTiow
. these persons and what services dld Time | Time { Equivaleat
i , they prpw,dq to.students? An dver o t— ;
" .view of staff, posihons provides a | Teachers/Tutors 3281 715,] 3,879
+ genefal aflswer. . Teacher axdes - 1009] 265 | 1.228 .
A totarof 3 996 teachers someg Df 'Coo;‘dmatm 5, SUPEIVISOis, . .
whom wprked as tutors, werg | directors 61.] 308 130 .
employed during the regular term | Counselrs. psyubogists | - 7| 18 | 44
. and 289 workedfdungg the summer | secretanes I S Y €0
The* average regulai “term teacher ... spportve 1 o] = '
" met with seven ‘groups, of five . Sasd B 3y
. achildeen _ daly.._ ‘IA summer, the |T0 Gl s "'7 ‘52

7 typ:cal teacher met with two or thiee . , N " .
groups of five.or six chuldren. Tutors often work, onéxo- mer—when more supporhve' staff must be pto
+ orke with youngsters who have more senous or umgue vided—85 " percent of the posihgns were tf]l[edjby
" academic neells~ - teacRers,, tutors, and ai
. . Title | teachers are sometimes assnsteti by ard%dn . The effectweness of Title | degends on oncentrated,
,1980, a total of 1,354 aides assisted Title I teachers dur  direct instruction -of hildrert. Bebween 1976 1980, the
ing the regylar. term. In the summer, 26 served in simijar average regular, term Title Ffeacher met with 37 g 39
. ., sfaff positions: - .. childrent per. &ay with four or five per class. During the-
- Runog the regular term 93 perceny ofthe full-ime summer, whén momjing only sessions are typical, the
equivalent positions were filled by teachers, tutors, and average teacher met with 12 or 1"’ childrener day with
aides who worked directly with chlldren In (be sum- Six to nine per clgss. .
. R S : -

Fie Year Tsends: Titte | Statf Bosiions

-

! Teachers/tutors®

Particigants .
Average puptl teache
D& 03y BINS
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g .Iﬁs‘ervi@ Education .

The teachers, tutors, aides, and others who are respon-
sible for helping Title I participants become successfyl
learners need to renew or upgrade therr skills periad:-
% cally For this reason, éven'though many Title I teach-

ers have masters degrees and numerous years of success-
. ful teaching experiente, inservice edycation -1s con-

‘side'irej aMmpoxﬁnl Title I achvity. '

*  In 1980, a totalif $359,050,was used to provide inser-

vice education for 4,976 of the persons who held Title I
' staff posjtions, An additional 2,027 other staff members
* who worked with Title I participants also had the oppor:

tunity to improve their skills and understanding through

these inservice activities, ¢ - ]
In some instinces, inservice is provided by the local
district In many counties and multicounty areas, districts
work together to provide more comprehensive inservice
. education. ’ .

3 L3 F~
1980 Title § . .
Inservice Participants -

Teachers/lutors s
Téacher aides b
§w‘adhun!stralors »
' priculum speciakists
Othess '
* Totals,

*

. ' L)
Data collected prior to 1980 was related to hours of in-
volvement in varous types of - inservice. Therefore, com-
parisons with 1980 inservice achivities are not available. ,

-y
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f ﬁ,}?arent Adv_lsory Councils -

.
o
- ’

,

, Title Ire'gqlgﬁons require each school district to have a
district Title I parent advisory counal. If. Title [ instruc-
tion is provided in more than one btilding, separate
school councils are usually required. :

. The size of the district council ranges from 10 or less
.to gver 100. A majority of the members must be parents

~ ‘of children currently .partictpating 1n Title I Other

-

members incJude parents of children who partiuipated in
previous years, community representatives, and other
interested’ persons. :

-Involvement of parents in an advisory role sigrfi-
cartly increases .the éffectiveness of Title'1 .Coungil
members review applications prior to annual submission=
to the state department of education, make recommen
dations for improving Title [ activities as they relate to
the needs of children, and Lontinue to serve throughout
the year in a vanety of wh‘ys. Typical roles include weork-

* 1ng on committees, observihg in classrooms, organizing
activities for other parents, and working as volunteers
within the school. .

During fiscal 1980, a total of 2,124 distnct council :
meetings were held in the 603 distnicts receiving Title |
funds. Membership’ totaled 9,144 persoris. Another~
5,406 meehings were held at the school level. Member
ship totaled 25,217 In addition td local school and
distnct meetings, council members are encouraged to
organize and attend county or multidistrict meetings

o7 1980
[ Council Membarship

Parents of public
school particpants £
Parentsof nonpublic
sparticipants
Parents of ehigible
but unserved chuldren
« Commundy representatives,
other interested persons

Totals

.Parent‘involvement as diststct council members has in-
creased gradually in the last five years. The apparent
decline for 1980 reflects better critena for reporting
elected members only. ) '

School coungil membershup has increased significantly
since 1976. Reasons include dedicated efforts by Title*l
teachers and -building principals to reach parents apd
convince them of the importance of council agtivites in
relatron to their childrens academic achievements.

J ‘-

Five-Year Trends: Council Membarship

SE
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Other Parent Invo[vement : A

The major goal of all parent involvement related to -
Title [ s improved student acfuevement. As would be
expected, involvement extends far beyond advisory.
council roles, T rQ

Parents of all Title I participants afe encouraged to

. meet with Title I teachers to distuss the progress and
learning problems of their children. Classroom teachers,
are sometimes ‘invited to participate in the same coft
ference to provide a more coordinated approach to heip-

ing the child. ’ .
Parents (whether council members or not) frequenily

LY

visit their own thild’s Title | class, help make ipstrue- -,

tichal games for use at schdol or ab home, attend
meetings with guest spéakers, and help out as volunteer

tutors, storytellers and mionitors. I

“Teachers also visit homes to encourage parent.in- .’

volvement and to gain a befter understanding of the
needs of individual children. - ’ -

=

v

1980 Type of involvement .

inddual conferences with
Title | staff membeors

) _ Classroom visits by pareﬁts v
. Group meetings .
. {in adaibon to council meetings)

‘ Home visits by Title |
staft members

.
» - { v
bur | s ’
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A'majoy change in parent invé{vementin the past five
years has Been a shift in emphasis frum home visits tu

wnfeWhool with Title I staff members.

“Five-Year Trends. Other Parent Involvement

Figeal Sl : j -
Year * b
1976
1977
21978
| 1978 .
REN

-
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Title | helps chl!dmn! Ev:tuzﬂomdm gatmrsd In Imi
school districts anc coripiled at the state favel tlearly In-
dicates that thousands of children, arp helped annually
and_permanently,

The following list pmvldas sllppo[tm evidencs and 2
summary of Title 1 operatfons during fiscal 1980 (the
1978-80 school.year and the summer which followad).

* »0f Ohlo’s 615 schoof distrigts, 603 or 98 percend con-

- ducted Titie 1 programs. -

»- Local school_districts spent $86,317,397 %o provide

Title 1 Instruction for 146,155 !ducaﬂonally disadvan- -

taged children.

» Most Titie | activities occurred in the regular school
term, during which 98 percent of the participants
rmmd*ntrucﬂon and 99 pércent of 2l upandituras
were made.

", > Oithe students recetvfng Title | Instruction, 04 percent

; " were in grade six or belew. The greatest concentration

% _sf puplls, 68 percent, was in grades ong through fous

+ - Highes? priotity for Title 1 services is givento mdlng

Eighty-nine parcent of aif regular tsrm participants and

80 perent of all summer torm plrtlcipant: received in-
simciion In this area. -

v Titie | Baslc Programs

> 'l’lﬂa | pﬁrtlclpants ard making slgniﬂcant achlevamant
gaing. Students recelving extra Instruction in reading -
gained an average, of 11 NCEs (the normal curve

. equivalent unit of measure especlally designed to
measure Title, | progress). Students recslving
mathematics lnsfructlon galned an average of 15
NCEs. (A gain of 7 Is congidered significant).

E! -five percant of all expenditures for the ysar -
directed toward reading Instruction.” Next Inc

money expended were mathematics and preschool

education, with 10 and 5 percent respactively.

» Ninety-two percenf of all expanditures for the year
were for staft salaries and related fringe bensfits. |

» School districts hired 3,679 teachers or cartlﬂcatad |
tutors, on a full-time aquhralentbasls to Instruct Thie [ Jl

, Participaitts duzing the regular term. During the sym--
,mer tarm, districts hired 274 teachers on a full-time

equivalent basis.

|

» Parant advisory councils ars an integral part of Titlu L

¢ Atotal gf 8,578 parents served on district councils 2nd
23 841 were on huildlng counclis.




mmaw of Sm:cesses .

8mn'l reasons for the success of Tltle I in Chio
through the ysars ars apparent: v
> Provision of concentrated Instructiona! nnrlcas for
selected sducationally disadvantaged children.

>E|\1plnsis on needs assessment and diagnosfic-
« prascriptive Instruction.

bConclntnﬁOn on mprovement of basic mdlng and

_ math skiits.

> Coordination of Titlo t @nd classroom Instruction.

> Rellance on bulld!ng principals as Instructional
leaders.

> Imningtul involvement of parants in advlsnry rn!es
Titie | Is working In Ohie, but much moré must ba done

befors the Instructional nesds of a¥ eligible children ars

met. Several courses of action by school admlnistntm

are indlcated 10 assurs Yitle I's future:

» Continue to use avallable funds prudently.

»-Encourape teachers, principals, and parents to work
wﬂ.;lm to phtl and carry out Titie | lnstmctinnal ac-

»Urge tuclur{ fo contfnul dmlop[ng personafized In-
s!nlctioml plans for sach child recetving Tite 1 help..

LA

> Seek ways to motivate mors .childrsn:to imprnve thelt

" reading skils.

» Continue to Invoive parents in meanlngful advisory
. roles. =~

Ncomdnco legisiators and the public, through the
development of effsctive publications, sudiovisual
presentations, and speaking engagaments that Title |
 helps children.

cnncerned parents and hduutors must a[so convince
n';nmbm of Congress and other govarnmentul officials
that: -

» Title | helps thousands of chﬂdren apnually to improve
their rsading skills and to be successful.in schnol

> Much remains tg be done to helg thousands of ad
tional educationaily d!sadvantagad ch)ldrpn edc

school year. - -

»-Children who ayen’t helped to ma:te_t basic academic
skills 2re more likely to end jyo on unemployment and
welfare rolis in{he future an Cost mors In mx dollars
instead of less.

» Local school districls and states cannot soh(a educa-
tional problems-alone. Fad@l ald for arbas of special
need Is essential. ,

)
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Special Programs for Migrant Children

Educational programs for children of migratory

agncultural workers are funded through special provi-

. sions in Title | of the E]ementary and‘Secondary Educa
tion Act. .

Annual grgnt awards to the state are based on a count

of school-age children and the number of days they are
in Ohio. Recruiters locate famihes as they move from
state to state and community to commumnty, have infor-
mation about numbers of children sent to the National
Sfudent Transfer Record System, and téll parents about
the educational services provided through Title 1.

Shool districts which, anti¢ipate influxes of migrant-

studénts apply to the Ohio Department of Education for
funds Amounts allocated and budgets are based on the
number of stude®s expected and the services to be pro-

“vided. If enrollm ts run hlgher of lower, adjustinents
are made. .-

In fiscal 1980, twenty nine Chio schogl districts con
ducted’programs and 3,203 children participated. Enrofl
ment was down 17 percent from that of fiscal 1979.
Reasons for the decline included increased use ‘of
mechanical tomato harvestemand' employment of faw
migrant laborers. THe only major crop which was i:\'n
harvested in 1980 was pickles.

Ll . .
[ ]
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. Programs, Participants, ang Funds

Flscal Year

A few migrant families arrive in Ohio in time for
spring plowing. The greategt influx 1s during’the months
of July and August. Many, famultes stay untl the first
frost tn late September or early October. Enroliment for
the last five years illustrates fhese trends.

. —_

- < Ensoliment by Seasons of the Year

b

? ARE-YOU ™ y.




About 60 pé[cent of the megrant youngstets,recewmg
Title Iinstruction are enrolled In grades one ‘through six.
Over 20 percent are in pyeschool or kindergarten. ‘The

remamdera):e in grades‘ seven through twelve.,

Instructional emphasis 1s on helping younger children (
develop ,Enghsh language skills® Oral language, in .
particular, 1s stressed because many of the children
yse -Spanush as their native language Improvement of
reading and math skulls 13 also emphasized The same stu
dent often received instructiof ih more than one squec.t
area, especialy dunngthe summer,  ° .

M

L Elemantary lnsftuc onal Atea.s

Subject Area

0ml language

Reading o .
Mathematics

Preschootlkmdetgaﬂm

Al the secondary level dunng ‘the spnng and fall,
migrant students have the same wourse (hoies as Jual
students. Title I emphasis 1s on tutoring assistance as
needed. Several school districts also provide summer
evening classes for migrant youth. Chojcesanclude both
academ:c and vocational subjects.

' 'Secondary,lnstrﬁctlonal Areas —

x
. ~

. Subject Arsa

General tutoring
English

"I Mathematics *~
Social studies
Scierica . ¢
Vocational
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About 84 percent of Title | funds for migrant educa- -

tion is used for staff salapies and fringe benefits. Because

“ of the nature of migrant education, suppurtive, experses
tend to run higher than in other Title I programs. During T
the summer months. pupil transportation, food, and | §
health services are provided. Other supportive services |

«include student recruitment and transmussion of health | ",
and educational information to a national data bank. .

»

. Expendtlures by Function Areas
Function Areas | 1978 1878 1980
™ |
Statf sdlanes, fringe 1 e
benefts r 82%: N1 8%
Instructional materiats i . ’
supples equipment 3 . 4
| e :z;i 1 k
Supportive services 13 W . G 12

Since 1979, parent " involvement re- CH 4 - .
quirements for migkant education have been , Parent Involvement /
similar to those for basi. Tutle B Schoal woun
cils are formed in each partiapating district.

f

Type of tavolvement i?._—%’,[

Beyond these. a state level council serves ina | agvisory counc ;
role similar to that of distnct counals for membership »
basic Title I programs. In earhet years, parent . Faf 2
councils for migrant education were en =
- couraged but not required, ki

Other types of involvement by migrant | Recrutmed; assistanca
_patents-include recruitment assisjance, con

ferences with feachers about ther own [ : z
*  children, and altendance at épen house Individuat conferencs b2
events. v, 2
N\ ! LWt 3

% i . T . [ Onen housa,

. .
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‘ '!'iglpiLior Mlg‘féni Children: Sumfnary of Succésses

Flscak 7980 highlights and successes of migrant
education In Ohio Include the following: '

- > About 85 percant of the 3,203 participants were in-

{srstats travelers, most with home base addresses in
Texas of Florida. The familles of anothér 8 percent
traveled within the stals o oblain agricuttural employ-
ment. The parents of-the remaining 7' percent ars
former migranis who permanently settied in Ohlo
within tha last fivs years.

» Dring the summer months when regular schools ars
not In ssssion, districts operate speclal migrant
_schools. [n the spring and fall, both elementary and
sscondary migrant children-spend most of the day in
reguiar classrooms. Those who need extra assistance
?mn;'t::lulod out" for extra instruction which Is tutortai

n e, - *

»Emphasis i on Instruction- which helps—ydunger

students imprové their basic skiils in oral language,
reading, and mathematics. Qlder students study in
subject areas ranging from English to weldin§ or auto
mechanics. T

. »~The three districts entolling over 200 migrant students

during the summer 'were Eimwood, Fremont, ‘and 0ld
Fort, Four districts—Eastwood, Fremont, Leipsic, and
0id Fort—sasved over 100 in the fall. ‘

»Two districts provided year-round programs. Nlnaty-.
thres students were enrolled in Fremont and 50 in
‘l’oladg§ ) . '

»Three school districts—Canton City, Otsego, .and
Yanguard Joint Yocational—conducted summer even- 1
Ing classes for 195 secondary sfudents. Of these, 117
had from one quarier to one unit of credit transferred to
the high school of their choice in Texas, Florida, or
wherever they plan to graduate.

> The stats migrant education centsr provided consul-
tant seivices, developed instructionat and recruitment
materials, and distributed media resources.

= State-sponsored workshops wers held for various
groups Inciuding administrators, teachers, transfer
record clerks, recrultsrs, and nurses.

» Ohio’s terminal for the national Migrant Student
_ -Record Transfer System-continued to send and receive
. Information about migrant children living In Ohlo.

> A stafe-level parent advisopy council met three times
Members included two active migrants, three former
migranis, a farmer, a rocessor, and two stata govern-
ment officlals. N
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Spéciél Programs._ for Handica'b_ped Childr.eh :

Another of the three special sections of Title | pro
vides supplementary funds toc meet important eduia
tional needs of handicapped children in state-operated
schools, In Ohiog, during each of the past five years, an
average of 7,100 children in 100 schools have been
helped through this source ‘of fedegal aid to education

The reduction in participants from 1976 to 1980
reflects declining populations in residential institutions.
The gradual grant award increases enabled school of-

. Programs, Pariicipants, and Fu?lds

Fiscal Year

1976
1917
1978

1980

** children undergoing

ficials to keep pace with inflation related Josts and to
provide more effective semf{j@d}‘n& yvungsters
selected for Title I activities. , .

in fiscal 1980, the Department-of Mental Retardation

and Developmental Disabilthes proyided Title ! services .

to 6,350 youngsters, Participants enrolled in three types
of special-purpose schools were involved.

» Eighty-seven day schools for tramnable mentally
retarded children. (These schools are operated by
county boards of retardation under the auspices of the

- State agenty.) o ’

» Nine residential schools for mentally retarded wards
of the state living in state institutions— Apple Creek,
Broadview, Columbus, Gallipolis, Mt Vernon,
Northwest Ohio, Orient, Shawnee, and Warrepsyille.

» Four residential schools for emotionally,” disturb
freatmen} in psychiatri
hospitals—Central Chio, qul?h, Millcreek, and

Saﬁamor'e Hills. )
23 / .




- *The Ohio Deparlrf:lent' of Educa. P
¥ tion operates two residential schools

for handicapped children—the State
School fof the Blind and the Ohio

Type of School

School for the Deaf. In fiscal 1980,
these schools provided Title I ser-
vices to 381 students. -
Over 8Q"percent of the handicap- .
d children in Ohio who receive
services through the slate agency
provisions of Title I live at home and
are bused to a schoo! in the county
of residence, The remainder attend
school on THe premises of the state
‘facility .where they permane'qﬂy o o
temporarily live. - L

day schools

residence sc

-

YA

Mentally retartled —

Menjaily retarged —
residence schools

Emotinally disturbed —

hagls

Deats heaning impaied —
residence schoot

,Bund/visually handi’
, bapped - Iesidence St.hgéi

e ot Totals

.
. » M

Special Title I funds for handitapped children fupgs
are used to provide educatiunal services that supplenjent
those provided by state and other federal funds./An

_ assessment of instruchiortal needs often leads to a pfuvi

sion of services for children who are under of abov¢ the

-

kr!:dmonal suhool ages of 6 thruugh 17, Informatiun
abuut the age 1ang has nut been repuited consistently
in recent mears, but the data Jearly indicates that the
trend tv'inlyde services fur thuse undet age 6 and abuve
17,is emerging.
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For the past three years, 99 percent of all funds made  Instructiunal activities.and, services for handwapped
available through state-agency provisions of Title I for  hildren are quite diversified The percentages of Tutle [
handicapped <hildren have been used fur salanies, tringe  dullars used in fissal 1980 tu provide certan types of

benefits, or contracted personal services. classes or.services provide an overview of the manner in
: : which edicational needs are being met through this
Expenditures by Function Areas - source of funding. -
Functon Areas Etm 1!78 158 1980 Expenditures by instuctionas oi Seivice Area
Salanies, fﬂnge ml“& Y " e T
contracted persona ] P Preschool, early chidhood tidining, infan! stimutation 22%
services 5% A% 9% L ]
Instructionai matersais, . ’ Classes Tor muttihandicapped children 19
supplits, equpment, - . . —~
supportive services , 15 1. 1 Developmentat cladses for children with severe and .
‘ - profound disabihties ' 19

Physical therapy, mobility training, physical development 8

Speech and hearing tn°erap);, fanguage develbgment T I 4

+ Occupational therapy to promote body control, balance. .
4  and functiona) independence - 5
Ptsvo?teonat traiming, work-study classes L 4
Home training, parent involvement 4

Other instructional or service areas 12

D B WP o Ar A ot o
- v
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Another way to look at the smpaut of Tatie,I funding .

for handicapped Jhildren is through the typial services
belng provided within each of the types of schuuls.
The schools operated by county boards of retardation
" serve the most children aid, as would be expected, their
Title 1 services are the most diversified. In fiscal 1989,
services for preschoolers and classes for school ade
multthindicapp®d children were typical priortties,
Developmental classes beyond those which cduld be
provided by state and other federal funds ranked high,
*\also. |
lnst:tuhonahzed mentally retarded children  were
served through exfta developmental Jasses, supplemen-
tal basic services, physial development activities, and
" sheltered workshop training. .

*
. N

Supplgmental instruction fur hospitalized emutivnally
disturbed huldren was dare;ted tuward smpruvement vt
reading and math .nstruction and vwational awareness.

Students, at the Ohio School for the Deaf were pro-

vided sigech therapy, work-study classes, and occupa-

“tional colinseling.

at the State Schoo! For the Blind included
mobilityf training, speech and hearmg therapy and
counsel’ 2.

Many $chools have a recognzed need to provide

more wqupational and physnal therapy services. Expen-

ditures, however, weie lower than Ludgeled beause
wertifrcated theiplsts and wained aides were nut always
available.

2 ! +

.

Because of the severity of handicaps and diversity of
[~ Title | services, statistics related to speciilc typ

achievements are Jearning such taken-§
23 $iting without support, tollet trai
making. Intelfigible sounds, and communlwina ‘with
tsachers and parents,
Pmnts ane lmfolml In declsions related to the plaw

ranted skiils

Title 1 for Handlcapped"Summary of Successes

ment of thelr chifl and the typss of Instructional services

o3 of stu- o be provided. fn some instances, home trainery of
. dent progress ars not complied at the state ImL Typical feachers heip -parents learn ways 16 cope with the

chiid’s déficlencies and to reinforce skills tamed at

-fesding, school.

In Summary, savmly handlc,apped chiidren have a2

: + right to appropriats educationaf services and Title § is on}

-plegs of lcglslat,lon whlch addrassas this:need.

k|
G

»
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Spec:al Pragrams for Neglected and
"Delinquent C ildren:" - .

Separate provisions of T:tle I alsé provide funds for s The Ohuo \gterans Chtldrens Home in Xenia pro
improved educational opportunuties fur neglected and vided 78 ndents voth eatia reading and math nstrud

delinquent hildren Sho attend state agency sthuuls. tion Supporhve activabies induded psychuatriy services,
The Ohio Y outh Cfmmussion, .the OHio Depaftment of tutonal ajdistance, and speech and hearing therapy.
Rehabilitabgnfnd Corrections, and the Ohio Veéterh n each. of the last five yedrs, oxgz a million

Ten’s Home receive funds and umﬁlutt Tutle [ pru as been used to luwde extra .nstrughun o
, grams. ya 1 600 neglected and elinquerit children, nearly all

Dunng f:scal 1980 the Ohio Youth Comm:sssnon used Of whom are wards of the state or.the courts
Title I funds to help 746 delinquent Yaungsters in nine "+
schools, Emphasis was placed gn, addjtional basic skills &mgrgms. Panicipanis and F““ds
instruction in thefgeas of reading and mathemati® Sup ' ‘ i
portive services ticluddy spéech and heanng therapy

The Qhio Department of Rehabnhlahon and Correc : “ ST o (A
tions provided supplemental reading and. math insttyc . . SN0 10T 71001
tion to 545 sixteen to twenty year-olds serving terms at ‘ Y s |
Lebanon Corregtional Institution, Mansfield Refor : ‘,‘W,'_ ='i‘ii i
matory. or the Ohio Reformalory Jor Women at 0 :I Y
‘Marysville.” T

LY




*s , * P

The numbers of Title [ participants served each year
tends.to vdry in line with the numbers of Jhildren com
mitted fo ag'ency care,

4

Title | Pamcipants by State Agancy

Agency -
Ohlo Youth Comemission

Ohio Department of Rehabill- B

* tation and Corrections :

Ohio Veterans' Chuidren’s.
Home

=
-

Tohls

From 94 tb 97 percent g:ll expenchtures regularly go

for staff salanes, personal Yervices contracts, and tringe
benefits. The remainder goes for instructional resources
and supportive services. \

" Expenditures by Functmn Afeas

<4 Function Arm -~
Satafles, fringe benefi,

Tnstructional materials.

supplies, equipment,
supportive services -

-

-

Expenditug
areas During €ach of the past f
of “all ‘available funds werg used ta improve reading
skills. Another 31 to 43 percent 15 used for mathematlcs
instruction.

years, over 50 percent

«an also be ;.a{efumed by instructional

,
-,

Eupenciltures by Instruchmal Areas
' Instructional Area %

Readln'»
Mathemats
Gther#t

¢¢¢¢¢




"N provements

venty-seven . percent of the
1,369 participants in fiscal 1980
received extra instructioh in reading.
To,, evaluafe effectiveness, stand-
ardized tests were used to check
students’ skills when they began in |
structior and again when mstruction
ended.

Qutstanding success was reported
in reading with 70 percent’ of the
students gaiming 15 months or more
of each 10 months of instruction,
These results are even more en-
couraging than those for
previous four years when between
54 and ©5 peuer-i of these iifu M
to_teach aptt made smilar o m

o “————
L]
#

»

¢ Effectiveness of the extra
mathematics instruction is evaluated
in a siffilar manner During the past
Sive years, from 55 to 67 percent of
the otuﬁéﬁ_t; gained one, and a half
wwonths w mre Fu sd.* PETSY | 4

.:&Ski d\h\.ﬂ':. '

the -

Academic Progress in Reading
- Par Ten Months of Instrocton®

Degres of Smprovement

M‘arked improvement

Improvement
{10-14 months gain)
Some tmprovement
{5-9 months gain)

Little or no gain
(4 months or Tess gain)

{15 months or more gain)

Numbef &1 students

" -

Aédemlc Progress in Mathematics
* Per Ten Months of Initmcﬂon'

Dagras of Improvement

Marked improvement

Improvement
{10-14 months gain)

Soma impravement
{59 months gain)

Littie or go

{15 months or more gain}

4 monthsp%’rnless gain) /

/

Number of students-

-~
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Most Wanﬂ dilnqulnt youths who are Roused

o sonfimed in stafe facilities which operate their own
Sehosie desperately nead suppiemental eppertunities

Joaru basik academic skiis. They aiso need personalized

| tiw offects of previeus school fallures. . '
| Sw’:zt;p?m ars :ct.daslda to' be chlnmlld
through timents ueathnio umcthml:?
-omphesic hstmﬂm ntlm than pmmon of more
mmmmmumy

Statistics enly partially summarize ihe impact vfthis
mm«mmom Other highkights include:

» Indvidual students who need ‘sxtra help withi basic
eeding or mﬂmﬂes skifs are identied; their

| *

-+ struction provided by th
=MIMMMthmauﬂummd* . Wit A

Title { for Neglacfed and Dallnqﬁent Chlldren' Summary'of Successes _

mdnmic neeads mamd an*nppmpr!ate Ins‘tmcﬂon
.provided,

"Hnslrucﬁon{undld ihmugh Title 1 supplements the in-

sducated under simitar clrcumstances.

»- Evaiuation data Indicates that two-thirds to three-
fourlhs of tha ywngstors recelving extra reading and

! . . M
for uch month. of Inslructlon To appreciate the
_ significance of these galns, keep In mind that most of
- thess ttu:gpts had poor or falling grades in previous
sthool s

b'mﬂund: arp alsq/used to provide Inservice tralning
designed to jncrease teacher effectivensss under very
chalkng!ng c!rcummnces

to all students being

“u“mm

- K ‘ : '
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T‘Sta‘it"é_Ifq:':_:-?d_c.;:r's.hip- ‘

All Tutle I funds, are channeled through state depart
ments of education. The Divisiun of Federal Assistance,
which was ¢fedted within the Ohio Department of
Education in 1965, administers Tutle [ in Ohuo. Through
the years, a staff of 15 to 18 experienced school ad-
 ministrators and edutationat consult,ants has helped local,
school dlslrlcts and state agencies in ways designed to in-

fitrated and ettective instruc-
honal services to chijdren State administrativecosts are
minimal, currently one and a half percent of the state
grant. f .

ajor senlnes prowded by the Division of Federal
Agsistance to Jocal school districts and to state-operated
schools eligible for funds are:
Azzlstance in the planning and dewelopmen!"of pro-
jéct proposals ‘
» Review of project proposals received from apphgant
pagencies. *

» Assistance with revision of proposa!s to meet federal

\qufue conferences, (2 field services, (3 meehggs with
boal staff and parent advisury wounuls, 4/ state and
regiunal workshups and meetings, and (5) publicatiyns.
audiovisual presentations, and speaking engage
ments,

During fiscal 1980 n ences-and-work-———
panspred by the Division of Federal Assis-
tance Major events included a two-day conference for
Title 1 administrajors, a meeting for a new Title i coor-
dinators and school treasurers, several meetings for fed-
eral program directors: from large district$; and vari-
ous meetmgs tor migrant education woordinators, teach-
ers, aides, and support personfiel. 4

Gujdelines for Title 1 require the state educafional
agency to disseminate pertinent information. The Diwi-
sion of Federal Assistance distributes printed informa-
tion about guidelines, appluahon pruwedures, and prom-
1sing educahional practices. Pu )cat:ons for fiscal 1980
included -

B

n on e

guidelines ,

Sy

——The Cliphoard. A~ per:odlc report about the vanous pro-

» Approval of pro;ect proposals

\k/\ssrslance with  project mplementahon staff
development, evaluation, fiscal dccomriting, reporting,
and dissemination of mformahon

» Determination of allocations, disbursements of funds,
and preparation of3tabistical and ﬁnancna] reports to
state and federal agencles : $

The pnnclpal means by which division staff members
provide information about the varrous programs are

Frankiia 6. Waker R. A, Horn,- Executive Director, Com-
Superintendent of Public Instruction pensatory and Habilitative Educ?w Division of Federal Assist._ance
. Q / . , . o -
-28 ' . T !
ERIC* . e 31 .

grams administered by

the

Division of Federal

Assistance.

B\w:md Opporluntties ﬁrou}gh Eederal Assistame Programs.
TheNanual report of the Division of Federal Assistance.

IManden Sus Hyos i bi Escuela’ Send Your Children to Sihool’
A bilingual brochure for migrant parents.

Trtl’r I am Ohwo. i4ih Anmund Evidiston of Tuile § ESEA. anf
979.’ A statistical report.

James Miller, Director.
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CLg - ¢ Five-Year Financial-Summary )
: ) Grant Awards »
T / N Prognam  * 1976 - | “1em7 1978 | § 1979 1980 *
) Basic * " 1$49,190,897 | $51,107,975 | $57,263,803 | $71,843,792 384/509,916 r
L Migrant - { \490,965 , 1489974 | 1 J.no‘ 1,488656 | 1WM2154 | -
2 »
" Handicapped 5,154,655 | 5,560,236 6,175,712 } 6,788,169 7,331,15¢ .
Negleoted & detinquent l 1,016,371 2.016.371 < 1,184,262 [ 1,205,081 | * 1,370,301, - -
. - . - . . . . »
. Total s $§61851 ,988 | $59,1 74,5§6 866,118,63'7 $81,325,678 | 595,023,525 .
N o — . — -
: Five-Year Human Impact Summary. - . ..
s ‘ . . —— -
Number of Students Receiving Extra Instruction | >
- Program 1976 |« 1977 1978 | 1979 | - 1980 ..
L i L]
- ¢ - . -
' Basic W 152938 | 125044 | 126216 | 130266 | 14b.155 . '
L' .| Migrant ~ 5.36 5,791 5,078 3872 3,203
. L ™ . A ]
. Handicapped 7,081 7,637 6,883 | = 77357 6,731 .
- - ™ Neglected_& delinquent 1,538 1689 1,306 22314 1,39
wm—rmzeend  TOH] . 147,403 140,161 139,5@ 4 143,726 157,458 |
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PUSLICATION CREDITS « L~ PHOTOGRAPHY ' ’
'~ Ohlo Department of Education o Public school systems Iof Cincinnati, Cleve!a;\d-Columbus.
i Dover, Fostoria, Hamilton City| Lorain. Marlington, Newark,
;rax‘kll:n B. ‘:;““ Su%o.nm: nd‘é“ of Publ;c !nst_r::cuon Ohio Villey, Patrick Henry, Piin Local, Portsmouth: Toledo,
U o, ExeculveUirector, Lompensatory a Warren City, Woodmore, state supported or speaal purpose
abilitative Edycation schools . d of 1 .
Jantes WeeMliller, Director, Division of Federal Assistance ools operated by Franklin County Board of Menta
A S t . Retardation, Hancock County Board of Mental Retardation,
. Arlie Cox, Assistant Director, B‘}‘“ Pro,gn:ams ) . Mohican Youth Camp, Ohio School for the Deaf, Ohio
-~ John Ecos, Alsistant Director, Special Programs . Veterans’ Childrep s Home, Saoto Village, Ohio Department
n Eileen Young*Editor ’ of Education. ‘. . .
” ) ‘ g . Theadivayukudﬂs!hewbmdlhqnponwawppodcdinwhdeorin }
" “The Ohio Depariment of Sducation mnsures equal employment and equal m:hcb&&mnmqﬁdumnvwmthmmam
WWM %ﬁlﬁ ;oh.u‘zd‘;l:ﬂ wngio, han e do st necessarily reflevt i positon o puiny o the L. Urpartment )
! , or gex o compliance ¢ directivey cevommenda: KR endorsemeri &y the LS, Wopartment of baa
tion. o e s * tion should beid:}ro(d . . i ‘
k - ‘
3 2 ' ¢ . ‘ “29
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