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Title | Helps Children.

This 16th annual report provides a summary of redent
activjties provided in Ohio through Title I of the
Elementary and Secondary Education Act. Information

presented includes basic statistics for fiscal +1981 (the”
198081 school year and ‘the summer that followed),

. participation ttends,® instructional impact, expendi-
~ ture and staffing pattern?, parent irivolvement, and flve-
year trends. ‘ r -

Title |, the largest Lomponent of the Elementary and
Secondary Education Act, authorizes a “federally funded
compensatory program for several groups of educa:

tionally disadvantaged children. The legislation directs’

that priority educational needs of these children be iden-
tified and programs designed.to provide appropnate sup-
plemental instruction.

Basic provisjions of Title I are funded on the premise
that localities with high toncentrations of low-income
families also have high concentrations. of childrenswho
are educationally disadvantaged. Public ‘school disfricts
are allocated funds to provide supplemental mstructlon
for such students. ~ ~ !

’ Specxal provisions of Title 1 recogmze a, federal re-
sponsibility to improve the educational opportunities

available to the children ‘of ‘migratory “agricultural
workers. The legislation channels funds through state
departments of education for distribution to*school
districts where influxes of migrant children occur..

Special provisions of Title [ also recognize the need
for supplemental . instruction to help handicapped,
neglected, nd delinquent children who attend school in
state- operateﬂ facilitiesw * ° ‘

" Pages 2 to 15 in this report explain the basic Title' [ ser-
vices provided through Ohio% public school districts.
Statistics for the curfent year and five-year trends clearly
indicate that this program helps children become suc-

-cessful learners.

Pages 16 to 27 describe the special Title I services pro-
vided fot the childreR of migratory agricultural workers-
and those handicapped, nreglected, or delinquent
children beihg, educated in state-operated schools. Here
also the statistics indicate the beneficial human impact pf
the sypplemental servues provided through federal aid
to edgcation, .-

.Title | in Ohio is admim;tered by thé”Ohio Depart
ment of Educafion, Division of Federal Assistance. A
desc,nphon of the state’s leadershlp role is on page 28




= ¢ N b . '

Basic Programs - . e
+ quahfy for Tale | funds_and, except districts_‘for basic: Title | for the last next September Provisions are also
for a few with dmall allocations, most . five years total over. $348,000,000. made for funds to be carried over

_ parhicipate. In fiscal 1981, a total 602 + Note that the amount for.fiscal 1981 " and used the following year.
of 615 districts operated Title [ pro- was slightly lower than “that_for The rationale for forward funding

Nearly all sg:o] districts in Ohio Grant awards to Ohio 3chool the school year which begins the

_grams. This is consistent with the 1980. ' - and carryover is’to.provide school
trend of 97.to- 98 ‘percent of all t *administrators with the flexibility
school districts using this source of } Fiscal Year Grant Award needed to employ staff on a timely
funding. . . ) y basis and to adjust to chahges which
. X 1977 -$51.107.975 oceur during the school year. - *
Fiscal Districts , | Percent of- . 1978 57,263,893 4 During 'the past five years, with
Year [, .Participating A" Districts 1979 71,843,792 the excep’t_ion of . fiscal ‘]979,,
1977 R 7% : ‘ carryoyer fund's‘ havg e:n;:bled .
’ 978 599 g7 ’ . 1980 84,609,918 districts to provide .more instruc-
. ﬁ . o s 1981 ) 83,244,360 tional services than would have been
o 979 602 .8 ; - provided by the grant award-alone,
/1980 = 601 98 1 Title 1 is forwand funded, a term , All basic program statistics which
1981 602 " 98 meaning that the money approved follow refate to actual expenditures
s - — - for the fiscal year which begins in of Title I funds rather than grant
R . - y 1 begins .
- .. The allocation for each school October is available for use during awards® \
district-is based on a formula-depen- = - — .
dent-on the number of children aged . | .. Five-Year Trends: Title | Expenditures K
.. . five through seventeen tesiding in - , . T .
the district who are: e o Fiscal.  |® Current Carryover Total 4
: . . ) Year . Funds .| - . _Funds ’ Expenditures L
» From low-income families: - —_— . . S > '
C”'Fr(;);'n families'rec'eiving Aid for 1977 o ‘$43.‘086,556 - 511,103,243 , \- "_%54,:1{39.199 E
. Dependent Children 1978 ° - 52.371.578 coo9e1973g T ee1,900317,
R . ] a 4 e - L . N o« R . W
= - »]n institutions for neglected or 1979, 60.412,385 8.335.947 ., 88,748,333 - L
-+ . delinquent childrer 1980 74675344 - | c 11642083 - 86,317,397 )
» In foster homes in the diskrict 1981 » - 17.255.662 - 15,224,388 | 92.480,050 .
" s . :":i s . . . . . s . « ) . . ‘.
2 1 - ) . ‘
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Student Partlcipatlon 1981 Tii e/{'sm dents . o ‘
Most Title | activities in Oh}o are . . L
conducted durmg the regular term Gra de‘ﬁanges * Regular Term * TSummer Term -Etther or Both Terms
‘ ahd.oyer h.a If are d irected toward <L, Participants | Percent Pafticipants "Percent Participants | Percent
@ serving children in grades one | P 3
through three. The 602 school | meK-k 1 11,198 8% a4 | - ouf 11,334 | 8%
\dié\tricts providing Title I instruction | oo 1.4 75809 | 53 585 38 76 168 53 |
during the regular term serded ' | - < . ' .
‘143,756 students. The 13 districts ‘Grfgdes 46 NE 46417 32_ Lo 32 46.681 32
having summer term instruction ™ | Grades 7-8 8,689 6 219 * 14, + 8,763 6
-* served 15\54 students. Of these stu- | grades 9-12 1,553 1 & 112 -1 7 1683 - 1
de;t;eé;; d‘:‘l’;‘.‘f‘eﬁaﬁfh"’:hzor;hoﬁrg_ 3 Totals Az, | 0 ~ 1554 | 100% | 144,629 | 100%
ticipants was grade one with 29,027 ) ' N : -
'students. Grade two ranked second with 25,248. Grades g% 1T RAINING
*" three and four fol]owed w1th 21,893 and 20,903 ) '
“ respectively. s HE?I TITLES

~ Very few school districts provide Tltle services at the

secondary level. On a combined basis, only 7 percent of
all participants in fiscal 1981 were in grades seven or
above The lower percentages of older.students do not
mean that there are ho educationally disadvantaged
secondary students. Instead, it indicates that priorities
have been'established in line with local needs assessment
« and current levels of fundmg

4

“®*On the a\;erage 134,000 chiidren 3 .
were.in Title T dasses during éach of Y . "Five Year Trends: Title | Students ) .
."the last f:ve years. Regular term -}” Fiscal  Regular Term -SimmerY er:m Batie Terms “Total
, “students are @sually provided oveér Year [, . Only Ao Only -
30 minutes, of extra@dally,mstruchon . ‘ - - - = =
for 33-or 34-weeks. Sumnrer schéol 1977 .,115'-803 Ch 3,791 5,450 125,044
‘students typically study. under 1978 . 17852 4,280 4,284 126,216
- - teacher guidance for an hour ortwo 1979 - 120,817 XL " os012 130,266
+ a day fo,,’ Six "‘ﬂeekf' o ' 1980 ° 143 562 1.901 T . 1692 | 146,155
' : . L 1981 143,075 873 681 | .144,629
‘% ' ‘ » '.‘ M Y N : N . B

gRC T T 6§ . c
7 \ - ' i . ' ’
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. _ Private school students who nweet the selectien criteria
* - and who residgin qualified atteridance areas aré included
“ in the planning ‘for basic Title | programs and provided
appropriate services. In fiscal 1981, a ‘total of 6,866
private) scfiool students received Title I instruction. Of

" thiese students, ‘16 patticipated in both terms.

N

K . =" 1981 Private School Students
. “Regular Term Summer Term
. | Grade Ranges . Y ; v
’ Participants | Percent | Participants | Percent
5 |Kind-grade3 |* 3,571 52% 12« | 43%
Grades 4-6- 2,403 B [ 18 57
Grades 7-12 880 13 . A
» ‘|Totals | 6,854 -100% ,28 100%

During each of the pastfive years, afh average of 5,900
private school students were helped by Titlé I teachers or

tutors. . -
Five-Year Trends: Private School Students
Fiscal | . Ret;ular Summer Either or
Year Term Term Both Terms *
.| . 1977 " 5,460 693" . 5,741
s 1978 C 5517 %, | - 693 5,887
® 1979 4,485 © 626 4,693
1 1980 6040 839 6:412
| 1981 6,854 , .28 |- 6866
0 s,

Regular Term " Summer Term
- | Brade Ranges- .— 5
' : Pqnicipants Percent | Participants | Percent
Knd-grade 3 | ° 221 | 11% 103 18%
Grades 4-6 264 13 151 26
Grades 7-12 1,539 76,‘ . 329 . 56
Totals- - 2,024 100% 583 100%

- .

Local school districts receive extra Title I dollars to
help” students in homes for neglectéd or delinguent -
children. In fiscal 1981, a total of 2,396 such students
were served. Of these, 211 participated both terms.

g

1981 Neglected and Definquent Students

The trend is to serve about 80 percent of the neglected
and delinquent participants during the regular term; 30

percent in the summer, and 10 percent both terms,
I ..

] = g
.| Fiye-Year Trends: Neglected or Delinquent Students
Fiscal - Regular Summe.r Either.or .
Year Term Term- Both Terms.
" 1977 1858 5205 | 2,3
1978 c 1670 - . 837 S 2,257
1979 | ,16% = 671 2,106
1980 b 2,242, [ 772 2,666
J 1981, 2,024 " 583 . 2,39% .
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Instructional Areas

Readmg mstruchon is almost

- always identified as the most crucial

area of need. Participants are
studenfs who score .at or below the

33rd percentile on a standardiyed :

achievement test. Flrst, prioritysfor
instruction is given to children most
in need of additional help. In fiscal
1981, nearly 127,000 students were
involved during the regular term and
over 1,100 during the summer.

The usual procedure s for groups
of four or five students to leave their
fegular classroom for 30 to 35 min-

utes a day and meet with a Title I -

teacher in a separate room. Instruc-
tion is geared to a level where each

‘child can be successful.

Math " instruction, the second-
ranked area of need, is usually con-
ducted ‘in a small group, setfing
similar to _that ‘for readmg Over
15,000 students participated during

.the regular 1980-81 school year, but

less than 800 in the summer.
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CONSONANT BLENDS

In a few instances,. the district - Regular Term Summer Ferm

determines the need for extended- 1981 Title | X —
* day kindergarten or preschool educa- Instructional Pa_rticipams Percent of All Pa'rticipants Percent of All

tion for childrenunder six. As noted, Areas in Area 143,756 in Area 1,554

over 3,700 youngsters were involved o Partlci;')ants i Particlpam's

during the 198081 regular term. Reading 126,968 88% 1,161 73% )
_ S‘:?rcte_'(‘)tagles. of Partic_‘ga"ts ineach | yamematics 15,531 11 - 742 48 ,
instructional area provide a perspec- . ¢

tive beyond that olf)'humbers.p Eigﬁty- Preschool e“"“"&" 3,739 3. 6

eight percent of the 143,756 regular Other* 1.104 1 127 8 s
zf::;gg;hcéplfr?:\sgriflg‘;Ecri)‘lr:]aedrir;fr$< \ *Almost entir@l(y‘ tutorial services for neglected and delinquent children who ressde in institutions )

73 percent of the 1,554 participants .
were in reading. The difference in percentage of
youngsters served is especially. great in mathematics.

Through the years, the extra instruction provided by . |
Title I has emphasized improvement of basic reading and |
Note that only 11 percent were involved ifi the regular mathematics skills. Percentages of all parhicipants involved
term while 48 percent participated in the summer. in these and other instructional areas reflect this trend.

.. . . .

» Lt P ) \

Id
Five-Year Trends: Participation by Instructional Areas . .
v . Percent of All Reguiar Term Participants Percent of All Summer Term Participants
Instructional Areas - r—
. - 1977 1978 1979- 1980 1981 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981
Reading _¢ 87% 88% |. 89% 89% 88% 83% 91% 81% 80% 3% |,
* [-Mathematics __ 9 g 8 o 10 11 70 . 67 ‘75 54 *48
Preschool education | 4 4 |4 -3 3 3 1 1 -
Other* o 1 1 1 : 1} 3 2 3 3 8
* Mostly tuforial services for neglected and delinquent children residing‘in institutions. °
- Y - X S ) " . .
- . E . " . ,; “ . - ( 5
. v ‘ 2% i Lo e . ' .
" .!; * T Lo ""‘;'.‘ AL o




" Impact of Reading Instruction

“To evaluate‘the effectiveness and impact of Title'| . -
reading instruction; each local school uses standardized - :
tests to check students’ skills when they begin instruction | _ .
and again when instrugtion ends. Differences in test * . : . Z .
scores are reported in normal curve equivalent (NCE) : ’
units, ’ . N

The NCE system of reporting measures academic .1 R

* gains which can be attributed to extra instruction’pro-
vided by Title I. To'interpret the data, the reader should \' :
understand the following: : : 12 \ ] s bls . 3
» This evaluation model is designed for students in NCE ‘N% NCE NCE NCE NCE ||
grades two and above. Younger children are tested : . )
when instruction begins and ends, but NCE gains ) . e

1

beloy grade two are nobincluded in this report. . _— v

- »Scores are reported for only those students who take Grade  Grade  Grade  Grade  Grade  Grades.
_“both the pretest and posttes}. Test scores are con- ~y— ? 3 4 3 & 712
~ verted to NCEs and composited to the state level. .

Gains reported are for a sampling group which generated 282,774 sets of test .

¥ With only regular classroom instruction, childrenare scores fo childien in grades two ant above who participated during the
- expected to maintain their own position relative to regular term and for whom pretest and posilest scores were avaitable .

- -
0

other children in"the class—that is, make no NCE . . oo . B

gains. . . .. a standardized test. The only exceptian is the minimal
gaihs made by a small sample group. of grades 7-12
students in 1981. .

5

» With extra Title [ instruction, children are expected to
' achieve (and make NCE, gains) at a faster rate than
classmates who have only regular instruction A gain
of 7 NCEs is considered significant. As the graph
above indicates, second graders inOhio who received
Title | reading instruction in 1981 were five units
above this rate. This gain, and that of third graders, is
especially significant since larger nunibers of younger
students are served. Average gain for all students was

10 NCEs. ~ : _ ' Lo
. The extra instructipn provided by Title.I annually
- helps over 120,000 yqungsters improve their basic
- - reading skills. Stated another way, about nine of ten par-
: ticipants are selected for Title I instruction because of

‘ reading deficiencies.

During the past five years, average gains in reading
have consistently been *at or above the 7 NCEs con-
sidered significant. These gains are especially impressive
in light of Ohio’s policy of limiting Title I participation
to children who score at or below the 33rd percentile-on

: - b3

* ° Five-Year Trends: Gains in Reading

4 Fiscal |-  Average NCE Gain by Grade Level /| Average for

Year 2 3 4 5 6 |7-12 | AllLevels

o e || 8| 8 |79 1

. ltee {15 |10 f 9| 9 8.1 9 12
v - L1979 T[13 |43 [ 12 | 1em 9 | 9, 12.
. tog0 |15 | 11| 9] 9| 9 |Te]| -1
1981 |12 |10 )| 8| 8 | 7|3 10

PSS
.
~
o
N~
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Impact of Mathematics Instruction

. Results on standardized tests are also used to evaluate
the effectiveness of Title | mathematics instruction. The
system for reporting is the same as that used for reading.
1Y . o . o . .
As 1981 gaint in, mathematics are studied, keep in
thind that there were only 15,531 regular term par-

" ticipants in this area compared with 126,968 in reading.

Note that participants at severa] grade levels averaged
gaing twice that considered significant. The average gain
for all students combined was 10 NCEs.

" 1981 Gains in Mathematics .
' - ’
“
e
: N ~J
L) -~ .
r
. 5 3
- ‘. . 4 =~
19 15 6 1 7 15
NCE NCE NCE | | NCE NCE NCE
Grade  Grade Grade , Grade Grade  Grades
2 3 4 5 - 6 7-12, -
i Géms- reported are'tor a sampling g\'ohp wh.uch generated 4,148 sets of test
scores fgg ehildren in grades twb and above who participafed during the
rggular term and for w pretest and gos_ttes! scores were available

-
P LI ¥

p— : . s
During the past five ygars, about one of every te
| Title] participants received extra math instruction. Ga#
tend td run much higher than those for readigg
because of the small numbers of students invelved in
mathematics, gains tend to fluctuate more than in
reading. . <
. . )
- Five-Year Trends: Gains in Mathematics .
Fiscal Average NCE Gain by Grade Level | Average for
] : }
. Year | .2 3 4 5 6 | 7-12 | All Levels
1977 - | 18 16 5. 14| N 10 4. 14
1978 |17 {17718 {6 | 13] 8| "5
1979 22 18 2_6 ©22 23 10 . 22
N 1980. 15 15 16 ,14 14 11 }5
4981 |19 | 15716 | 11| 7| 15 10
4 2 . .
o Q . o0 ’
ERIC- R
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Expenditure Patterns . T _ . : ‘
. LI v \ . .
.7 People trying to understand the size and scope of Title I various instructional areas are vjgw ed as percentages.. the
want to know when and how the morey is spent. . importance placed on regular term®instruction and

In Ohio nearly all expenditures are made during the reading is obvious. Expenditutes duririg the summer
regular, school year. Less than one-half of one percgnt iy term are more diversified with notheable,percentage in-
used during-the summer months. . t. .+ " creases in imathematics and in the “other” category,

The money is used for extra instruction, especially in WTLH is primarily tutoring services provided for
the area of reading. When expendityres within the neflected and delinguent childr n_in institutions.

T

L . ol s
. 1981 Title | Regular Term . Summer Term - Fiscal Year .
Instructional Areas ©  Expenditures Percent ]  Expenditures o Percent Expenditures Percant
Reading $76.874.605 83% $139,076 % $77.013,681 83%
LS » * .
) | Mathematics .+ 9,296,743 10 31,726 18 9,328,469 10
. - q . -
. Preschool education * | = 4,667,974 5 " l v aeghom 1 5
e ‘Other® 1,460,797 2, 9,129 © 5 * 1,469,926 2 a
<\ #Totals - $92,300,119 ", 100% | ' $179,33 . foow - $92,480,050 100%
-~ * | g g %l ! T :
. s *Supportive services and tutoning for reglected and deiinquent children residing n Institutions ., .
- - - R — - —— i . -
.2 ’ " ) v ’ B - B —* . ,' ry v 7
The trend for Title [ in Ohio, not Five-Year Trends: Expendityres by Instructional Areas
only for the last five years but for the - — ; : N
previous. eleven, has been to concen- Instructional Areas * |- 1977 1978 1979 | 1980 1981 .
trate ex?énditqres oﬁ_l the improve: | geaging ~’-’ - 2n | s 3% 83%
rhent o reading: .Skl ls. Secondary Mathematics | Ly g - 0 A0,
. emphasis has consistently been .on b ool ducat P s ; ;
. the improvement of math skills. The resc‘oq gducation . & g . -
only other significant area is pre- |Other , o 2 v 2 .,
* school education. ' *Supportive services and tutoning for neglected and delinguent children residing in institutions

- ERIC I R § | : -

Lt . - > . B
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1981 Tille | . ) Regular.Term ", =~ . Summer Term L “  Fiscal Year

L T -

. 1 ~ S . .
{ Function Areas Expenditures Percent Expenditures , Percent . Expenditures - Percent -

Salanies and fringe benefits « 588,370,438 93% $165,228, 2% | $86,535,666" 93%
. \ .
Instructional materials, . . .o y
. supplies, and equpment L 2,472,779 . 3 11,145° . 2,483,924
‘ <
Y

. 3.460,460

1

Supportive services ‘ 3,456,902 -4 3,558 «

- ~

ITotals "§92,300,11¢ |, 100 |  $179,931 $92,480,050

- et

Sy gt ASE

ik

< “Expenditures can also be’ categorized by their use for
_ salaries, fringe benefifs, instructional materials, supplies,

. -.€équipment, and supportive services. As indicated here
and on the following page, most of the money is used to
‘employ teachers, aides, and tufors who work ditectly .
with children. In contrast, less than one-half of. one per-
cent is used.for equipinent. : -

.

-

Five-Year Irepds: E}p‘erfdifurqs by Function Areas

1" Function Areas  *4 1977 | 1978 { 1979 | 1980 | 1981

| Saldnes and fringe bénefits{ 94% | 93% | 94% | 92% | 93%

] lnstrucinonai'matenals. i
. supplies, and equipment 3\3 , 3

[ 2 * .
Supportive services s 3 4

s ~ :
Another way to lgok+at expen-
ditures is by average cost'per student
receiving extra instruction during the
regular term', summer term, or both. *
8 “In fistal 1981, the 143,756, children
f  in regular term activities only were

" served at an average cost of $642
each, or about $3.77 a-day. In the
summer of 1981, the average costfor
each_of 1,554 students was $116, or

. about $3.87 a day. .

* During the past five years, average
participant ‘expenditures have in-
‘creased at a rate much less than the "

rate’ of inflatiog. '~ -

: 'A\‘Iérabe ‘Participant. Expendituyes

Fiscal ;'iagui?r Summer | Baoth
Yeat Term | Term ‘Terms

~ -~

1977 | saat” 8516
1976 | 503 | 3. 586
11979 | 536 619
1980 | ,.595 727
1981 | 642 - 758




Staft Positions ’
Ninety-three petcent of alt Title

expenditures in 1981 were for

salaries and . related costs. Who

received these-salaries a Pd what ser-
vices did they provide®“to students?

An overview of staff positions pro:

vides a general answet.

‘A total of 3,688 teachers, some of
whom worked as tutors, were
employed during the regular term
and 126 worked during the summer.
. The average regular term teacher
met with eight’ gtoups of five

1981 Title |
_ - Staff Positions

Regular Term

Summer Term

Time

Paﬁ'- -

Full-Time

Equivale&

5

Part-
Time

Full-Time
Equivalent

Teachers/tutors
Teacher aides

directors .
Counselors/psychologists
Secr.etariesl )

Other supportive
Totals

Coordinators, supervisors,

63

6

49

* 130

645
239

L 212
17
205

264 .

© 3,382
1,112

139
12

1= .97

S Y

15
6
152

3

L

o

4,282 | 1,582 | 4,913

chlldren daily. In the summner, the
‘typical teacher met with two or three
groups of four to eight children. Tutors often\work one-
to-ong with youngsl'ers who have more serious or
unique academic needs.

Title | teachers are sometimes assisted by aides. In
1981+ a total of 1,230 ades assisted Title | teachers dur-
ing the regular term. In the summer, only six served in,
similar staff positions.

During the regular term, 91 percent of the full-time
equivalent positions were filled by feachers, tutors, and
aides who.workeéd directly with children: In the sum-

« -

mer—when more supportive  staff must be pro-
vided—85 percent of the positions were filled by
temchers, tutors, and aides. «

The effegtiveness of Title I depends on concentrated,
direct instruction of children. Between 1977-1981, the
average regular term Title | teacher met with 37 to 43
children per day*with four or five per class. During the
summer, when morning only sessions are typical, the
average teacher met with 12 to 15 thldreh per day with
six to elgh‘f per class. .

F— .

Ve

Five ‘Year Trends: Tifle I Staff Positions

N RS

- . B . ~ '« Regular Term_
L I

éummer Term

$Staff Positions
O 1977

1978 .| 1979 -

© 1980

1981 - 878 s S1979°

Teachiers /utors* * 1 zee | 3128 | 3449

Participants - 121,253 |121,936

Average pupil-teachér i )
. per day ratios . 3941 ~39-1-
Average pupil-teacher-class. .- : b

size ratios ol

126,729

3,679
144,254
~ 3

391 | °

- 3382 664

/56/2

143,756

*Full-time’ equivalent *
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Inservice Education :

o \Th"e te'achers‘tutors aides, and others who are reépon-

ful teachmg éxperience, inservice edircation is con-
sidered an Important Title I activity. * )
. In 1981, a total of $290,206 was used to provide inser-
. vice education for 4,501 of the persons who held Title [
staff positions. An additional 919 otherﬁstaff methbers
who worked with Fitle I participants also had the oppor-
tunity to improve their skills and understandmg through
these inservice activities.

In some instances, inservice is provided by the local

district. In many counties and multicounty areas, districts

work together to provide more comprehensive i mservu:?

education. ’ L

1981 Title | . Title | Other:

Inservice Participants Staff s@f

Teachers/tutors 3,203 415

Teacher aides ., 885 127

School administrators 268 - 201
Curniculum specialists 29 , 234 .

Others 136 > 142

. Totals 4,501 919
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Pare'ht A‘d’visory Councils -

é

Title | régulations require each school district to have a

district “Title 1 parent advisory council. If Title I instruc- -

tion is provided in, more than one building, separate
school councils are usually required. -

The size of the district council ranges from.10 or less’
. to over 100. A majority of the members must be parents
of children currently participating in Title 1. Other
members include pgrents of chifdrgn who pgr;ICIpated in
previous years,‘».commumty represen’tatlves, and other
interested persons, o %

Involvement of p parents in- an advnsory role signifi-

“cantly increases the effectiveness of Title 1. Council

members review apphcahons prior to annual submission
to the state department of. education, make recommen-
dations for improving Title I activities adthey relate to
the needs of children, and continue to serve throughout
the. yeax in a variety of ways. Typical roles include work-
ing on committees, observing in classrooms, organizing
activities for. other parents, and working as volunteers
within the school. , . ¢

During fiscal 1981, a total:of 2,031 district couneil
meetings were held in the 602 dlSh‘lCtS receiving, Title I
funds. Membership otaled' 8,172 persons. Another
5,007 meetings. were held at the school level. Member-
ship totaled 26,177. In addition to local school ‘and

_ distnict meetings, councnl members are encouraged to

organize and attend county or multidistrict meetings.

.
Y

1981 ~ | District School

Council Membership- .. |- Councils Councils
Parents of public “ K
. school participants ‘ 6,982 20,933
"Parents of private school .,

parijcipants e 385 1,955 [
Parents of eligible A

but unserved children 294 1,680
Community repreéentatives,

other interested persons "~ 511 1,609 ’
Totals _ - 8,172 26,177 |

Annual district council membership for the last five
years has averaged over 9,000 parenits and other in-
terested persons. The apparent decline for 1980 and

. 1981 reflects* better crm for reporting elected
* members only

School council membership has increased significantly
since 1977. Reasons include dedicated efforts by Title |
-teachers and building principals to reach parents and_
convince them of the importance of council activities in
relation to their children’s acadeinic achievements.

s

EX

-

5
ES

Q q2 4

. Five-Year Trends: Council Memﬁe_rship
- 'Flscal © District School
Year Councils Councils
1977 8,911 16,645 )
18 9,05 - 20,746
°© 1979 10,176 ° ' 22,950
" 1980 9,144 25,217
' 1961 8,172 26,177




Other Parent- lnvolvement

-

The major goal of all parent 1nvolvement related to
Title I is ihproved student achievement. As would be *tional games for use at school or at home, attend

" visit their own chllds Title I class, ‘help make instruc-

expected, involvement extends far beyond advisory meetings with guest speakers, and help out as volunteer,_
tutors, storytellers, and monitors. ‘
Teachers/ also visit homes to encourage parent in-
volvement and to gain a better understanding of the
needs of individual children. .
* One noticeable change in parent mvolvemént in ‘the

ference to provide a more Loordlnated approach to help-  past five years has been a shift in emphasis from-home

coxlj’ngl roes. .
. arents of all Title I participants are encouraged to
» meet with Title [ teachers to_discuss ‘the progress and
- -ledrning problems of their children. Classroom teachers
are sometimes invited to participate in the same con-

- ing the child.

A\

-

¢

-

staff members

1981 Type of Involvement Parents
\ Individual conferences with
Title 1 staff members . 91,239
T Classroom vssits by parents 33,739
Group meetmgs . .
~“ - (in addition to council meetmgs) 24,900
Home visits by Title | .
’ 14,715

.

-

4

visits to conferences at the school with Title I"staff
Rarents (Whether councll members or, not) frequently members. . ,

.. Five-Year Trefids: Other Parent Involvement *

*Fiscal | individual” | classroom Group m Home
Year | Conferences | - Visits +Meetings Visits
1977 | 76,80% | 02415 | 28969 .| 19,151 ¢
1978 78,776 - 31,729 29,460 16,401
1979 91,857 31,641 32,058 e 13,131
1980 | 94018 | 33808 | "28948 | 14,798
1981 91,239 33,739 24,900 14,7.1 2,
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Jitle 1 helps chrldrenl E’valuatron data gathered in local
school-districts and compiled at the state level clearly-in- |
dieate that thousands of children are helped annually and
“permanehtly. ..

- The followmg list provides supportive evidence and a
summary of Title’ operations during fiscal 1981 (the
1980-81-'schdol year and the summer whigh followed).
» Of Ohid's 615 school drstrrcts 602 or 98 gercent con-

ducted Titke | programs. e .

» Lotal school, districts spent $92,480,050 to provide

Title | mstructron for 144,629 educatlonally disadvan-

taged ‘children. s

» Most Title | activities were in the regular school term,

dunng which 99 percent of the participants received.

instruction and nearly all expenditures were mades/

» Ninety-three percent of the students receiving Title |
instruction were in grade six or below. The.greatest
concentration of pupils, 67 percent, was in grades one
through foyr. .

» Highest priority for Title | servrces i given to reading.

Eighty-eight percent of all regular. term partrclpants
and XB: percent of all summeg term partlmpantyrecelved«

t
b P

instr

tiont in this area A;

—pm o

* measure Title |

A

‘ . Title | Basic Programs
» Title | participants are making significant achievement

gains. Students regeiving extra instruction in reading
. gained an average of 10 NCEs (the normal curve

equivalent unit of fmeasure espegially, desrgned to
progress). Students, -receiving
mathematics instructlon also gamed'an average of 10
NCEs. (A gain’of 7 is considered’ srgmtlcant )

»Elghty -three percent of all expend;tures for the year
were dufetad toward reading mstructroﬁ"’"‘Next in

money expended were mathematics and preschool
ed;rcatron with ten and five percent respectively.

» Nmety -three percent of all expenditures. for the vear
were for staff salaries and related irmge benefits. )

»School districts hired 3,382 teachers or certificated
tutors, ori a full-time equivalent basis; to instruct Title I .
participants durin he regular term. During the-sum-
mer term, districts Rired 125 teachers on a fufl-time

"_equwalent basis. w

> Parent advisory counclls are an mtegral part of Title t
A total of 7,661 parents served on dlstrlct councils and
24,568 were on building councﬂs
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» Emphasis on Reeds _assessment and dlagnostrc-
prescrrptrve instruction

»Concentratron on improvement of- basic reading and
math skils. : .

.- » Coordination of Title | and classroom instruction.

» Reliance on .building prmcrpals as instructional
* leaders.

> Meamnglul invéivement of parents in advisory roles.

Title | is working in Ohio, but much more must be done
if the instructional needs of eligible children are to be met
in the future. Several courses of action by school ad-
ministrators are recommended:

» Continue to use available funds prudently.
“» Encourage teachers, principals, and parents to work
together to plan and carry out Title | instructional ac-
. tivities. ;! :
_.» Urge teachers Iqeontmue developmg personalrzed in--
(5, §1ruct|onal plans tor each ¢hild recelvrng Trtle | help.’

e,
T

» Convince legislators and the public througlr the
development of effeetive publications, audiovisual
presentations, and speaking engagements that Title | -
helps children.

,Concerned parents and educators must also convince
the President, members of Congress and other govern-
merrtal" oﬁrcrals that:

» Titled “helps thousands of children annually to i |mprove
their reading skills and to be successful in school.
» Much remains to be done to help tholisands of addi-
tional educationally drsadvantaged children each

school year.

» Children who aren’t helped to master basic academic
skills are more likely to end up on unemploynient and
welfare rolls in the future and cost more, {in tax dollars
instead of less. ‘

. » Local school drstrrcts‘and states cannot solve educa-

tional problems alone. Federal aid for areas of specral
¥ need is essential.

1)

- { ] ~ _, + L)
Bummary of Successes / L I
Several reasons fdr the success of Title | io" Ohio . > Seek ways to motivate more children to improve their
through the years are apparent: ] reading skills. - - .
» Provision of concentrated instructional services for » Continue. to involve panents in meaningful advisory
selected edutationally disadvantaged children. . roles. .
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Special Programs:for Migrant Children

" Educational programs for children of migratory
, agricultural workers are funded through special provi-
sions in Title I of the Elementary ahd Secondary Educa
tion Act. }
Annual grant awar[}:]s tothe gtgl’e are based on a count
of school-age children afid the number of days they are
Ohio. Recruiters locate families as they move from,
&l’e to state and commuynity to community, have inf&t-

enrollm’enl’s run higher or lower, adlustments are rgade.

AN

. In fistal 1981, twenty’six Ol‘ school districts con-
duded programs and 2,860 children participated Enroll-
ment was down 11 percent from that of fiscal 1980.
Reasons for the decline ‘included increased use of
Mechanical tomatb harvesters and employment of fewer
migrant 'laborers The only major crop which was hand-
harvested in 1981 was pickles. : .

!
»

‘mation about numbers of children sent to the national * Districts and parﬁc;'pams !
Migrant Student Transfer ,Record System, and tell SR - - d .
' parlenl's about the educahonal services provtded l'hrough . Fiscal Year _ Districts Participants
Tll’e[ 4 . b ? : ' R .
The table * ‘below reflects the number of chlldren . 1977, ' 30 5,191 1
counted for the past five years and the grant awards. o~ ;1978 . , 3 5'07,8‘ |
1979 -t 8 . kR
* . Ohio Child Count and Funds 1980 2 3.208 .
- - . 1981 I . 26 ' 2,860 - o
~ Fiscal Year Children Grant Ayard ’ " A : ~
' Age 0-21 I A few migrant families arrive in Ohio in time for*
- 1977 7.406 $1,489,974 - spring plowing. The greatest influx is during the moniths
- ’ . of July and August. Many families stay until the first .
] 19.7‘8 8 1,494,770 frost in lafe September or early October. Enrollment for
T+ 1979 5695 * 1,488,656 _the last five years illustrates these trends.- .
) 1980 5,615, 1,712,154 T
, * 1981 - 5400 1712,154 | Enrollment by Seasons (of the Year JUNN
’ s - TE Season |- 1977 | 1978 | 1979 | 1980 | 1981
»* School dlsl'ncl's which anhcnpate mfluxes of migrant - ‘ - ~— -
students apply 6 the Ohio Department of Education for Spring T2y et} B2 18 ) 128
funds. Allocations and budgets are based on the number Summer | 3,323 |.3,243 | 2,259 | 2,382 | 1,905 |*:
ofstudents expected and the,services to be provided. If . Eall 2416 . 2,126 1,899 ’ f622 | 1428 N

*
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Ower 60 percent of the migrant youngsters receiving
Title 1 instruction are usually enrolled in grades one
.. through six. About 20 percent are in preschool or
kindergarten. The remaindes are in grades seven through

|t twelve, .
. 5 A 152 A v
+ Engoliment by Grade Ranges
& - ;
Fiscal Year Prek-k | 1-3 46 . 712
N 1977 | 21%. | 3% i 28% 18%
) 1978 22. 35 27 16
1979 - 22" .36 2% 16
] 1980 23 36 25 16 °
’ 1981 .| 19 3 | 1. 195

Instructional empbhasis is on helping younger children
- develop ‘English language skills. Oral language, in
particular,~is stressed because many of the children
use Spanish- as their native language. Improvement of
reading apd math skills is also emphasized. The same stu-
dent #ffen receives instruction in more thansone subject

area, espeCially during the summer.

-

* Elementary Instructional.Areas .+ T
' - _ ., Percent of 1981 Enroliment
. Subject Areas " 3
Spring’ Summer - Fall
Oral language ( .36% 83% 53% .
Reading - 36 | 82 59 °
.\ 71 Mathematics 36 85 * - 49, . (

‘ . . v - A

. At the secondary level during the’ spring and fall, .
_ migrant students have the same course choices as local
students. Title | emphasis is on tutoring and pullout .
classes as needed. During the summer, both academic
and vocational:‘subjecfs are. offered. Several school
districts schedule summer evening classes so that older °
" students can both work and attepd school,.

> Y

. 3 2 ; ITNCOAT S S 4
: ~- Secondary Instructional Areas . .
LY A ' ~ | -, .Percent of 1981 Enroliment ‘
~,. Subject Areas ; = or
‘ o » Spring Summer * Fall - ’
Tutoring/pullodt classes” | - 100% _ | . |, 0w [T
English/ESL * = - | * v el 4% - )
™| Mathematics - > ) B, '
Vocational © - . 38 ; .
4 ' s e ..
) Other . . .. 31 4
o ) ) « W
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. About 84 percent of Title I funds for migrant educa- e
tion is used for staff salaries and fringe benefits. Because
of the nature of migrant education, supportive expenses
. tend to run higher than in other Title | programes During
the summer, monthg; pupil- transportation, food, and
health services are provided. Other supportive services
,~include student recruitment and transmission of health
" and educational information to a national data bank.
. Expenditures by Function Areas -~ . °*
‘ Function Aréas 1977 | 1978'| 1979 |,f980 | 198¢
Staff salanes, fringe . ; N
) benefits - 85% | 84%.| 85% | 84% '83€%
Q: 'Instructional materials, . B /
supplies, equipment 231317 3 .4 2
-l Supportive services . | 12 F13 [12 {12 |15
Since 1979, parent involvement re- — — T
quirements for migrant,education have been’ | .. Parent Involvement . -
# similar to those for basic Title I. School coun- - [ —T
. . cils are formed in each parfj&:ipating_district Type of Involvement | Term 1977 1 1978 | 1979 1980 | 1981
. 'Beyopd’these,'a state-tevel council séryg’ginq | Advisory councit © * | Spring . - 12 13 Tk
role similar to that of district. councils for *| membership Summer |- 49" 50 | 113 138 | 155 |-
basic Title Lprograms. In earlier years, parent Falt Tl 30 23 | 70 103 96 | - -
. * - councils for migrant education were, en- - —— — RO,
Y couraged but not required. .- - - Spring | <*"12 15 1 J2 | ) 10 o
Py Othér- types of involvement by. migrant Recruitment assistance | Simrter -, 96 | 1207 - }5 M0 [ 108
parents -include recruitment assistance,. €on- . : JFall . {. .63 7| 84 ., 2220 y
“.. . ~ferences with teachers about-their_own 1 .. Spring .. 2 o 177 |
.7 childfen, and aftendance at “Open house | ngividuaf conterence |Summer | 226 | 617 | ~96 e
: PRI L N £V LA B S¥ IR 138 1 149 | 7=
e | Open house - | St 520 | 1,408 | 789 o Js018 965 | o
- > IR - Rl I 50 | 14 |80 |- s V-
. e e A ' v .
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. _' o Tttle | for Nﬁ@rant Ghrldfen Summary of Successes

Fiscal 1981 htghrghts and stl“t;cses ofamlgraht o Eastwood Fremont Utd Fort, and Woodmore—served
education in Ohio include the followirg ‘*__.';, s v " over 100 students in the fali."

> About 91 percent of the 2,860 particifp rein-". w-Tio districts provided year-round programs, with 67
terstate travelers, most with home hase addresses s students enrolled jn Fremont and 50 in Toledo.

- Texas or Elgrida, The: ‘parents of ahout n percent‘
were fornfer migrants who have permanenty setyedt’ M’W”“g the summer, 123 high school studenfs earned
Ohio within the last five years. Less than one pércenit-L, I _‘ane, qudrter - or--more -units of credit which-were

ere from families who traveled within tiia .state v transfered to the high school of their chojce in Texas,
""" ;\ *#Flotlda, -or wHerever they plan to yraduate. During the

1Y - #
p Dunng the summe[,months when regular schools Were - fal, 39 students had cregits transterred
ot in session, districts operated ° special migramtt &ﬁte state migrant education’ center provided consul-

schools. In the spring- dnd fall, both glementarysagd?” " {ant services, developed instructional and regruitment |

secondary migrant children spent most of the day 1 h mgtertals and distributed media resources.

_ regular classrooms. Those who needed e¥ifa. .
assistance were- “puIIed out’’ for extra mstruct}on
which“Was tutorial in nature.

» Emphasis was on instruction ‘which helps oungsr'
students improve their basic skills in oral |an age >Ofml S tel’mmal for The national Mlgrant stUdent

. bState sponsored workshops were held for vartous
groups, including administrators, teachers, transfer
tecord, clerks, recrutters and nurses,

readtng, and mathématics. Older students studteﬂ in. = Record Transfer System continued to send and receive
sub]ect areas ra‘ng'ng trom Eng"sh 10 welmng or a'ilto o lnfOI‘mation 8b0Ut mfgl’am chl|dl’en |IVIllg Iﬂ 0h|0
-, mechanics. : s : v, A state level parent advnsory council met three times.
»The five districts enrolling over 150 migrant studenfs &lembers included two active migrants, three former
“during. the summer were Elmwood, Findlay,: Fremont, -+ mjgrant$; a farmér, a processor, and twd state govern-
old Fort, and Pike-Delta-York. Four dtstrtcts— ment officials. . o .
o ' T . '
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Another of the three special sections of Title I pro-

. _vides supplementary funds to meet important educa-

+tional needs of -handicapped children’ in state-operated

schools. In Ohio, duringeach of the past five years, an

. - average of 6,900 children haveb¢en helped through this
source of federal aid to education. = ..

The reduction in pagicipants from 1977 to 1981
reflects declining populations in residential institutions
and provision of more services through local schools.
The gradual grant award increases enabled sthool

“ | .- . Programs, Participants, and Furds . -
T Fiscal Year Programs Participants Grant Award
: RRTYZ, 98 7,637 | $5560,236
W 1978 , =98 6,883 6,175,712
#1979 100 6,915 6,788,169
. ‘1980 L. 102 . | 6,731 7,331,154
. 1981 98 - 5885 ° 6,993,862
L9 L i
s ERIC” S L

- - - - are

. Special Programs for Handicapped Childrben o

- ’

‘ .

officials to keep pace with inflation-related costs and to
provide mbore - effectiVe services to, the yotingsters
selected for Title I activities. 7 *

In fiscal 1981, the Ohio Department of Menfal Retar-
dation and Developmental Disabilities provided Title
services to 5,341 youngsters. Participants entolled in two
types of special-purpose $chools were involved:

-~ o
> Eighty-Seven day schools for trainable mentally
retarded children, (These schools' are operated by
county boards urfggr the auspices of the state agency.)

> Eight schools for mentally retarded children residing

in in state institutions—Apple Creek#sBroadview,

~ Columbus, Gallipolis, Mt. Vernon, Northwest Ohio,
.Orient; and Warrensville.

8 The Ohio Department of Mental Health provided
Title I services in four residential schools for emotionally .
disturbed children. Astotal of 236 students benefited at
Central Qhio Adolescent Center and at Dayton,

_ Millcreek, and Sagamdre Hillﬁmhiatric hospitals.
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4 The Ohio Department of Eduda- “ ] - L °
tion operatesitwo residential schools | . ' Title | Participants by Type of School '
. gz;m;afﬁsdsmédg;me ggfg Type of Sch?ol‘ 1977 | 1978 7| 1979 | 1980 | 1981
« School for the Deaf. In fiscal 1981,- | Mentaly retarded — 6,069 | 5797 | 5647 | 5637 | 5,072
these schools, provided Title 1 ser. ~day schools _ R
_ vices to 308 students. ut Mentally retarded — 714 337 |- 450 aN| 29
-, Eightysix  percent of the 'handi- residence schools C )
capped children in Ohio who received Emotionally disturbed — 1 284 261 332 282 236 ’
. serfices through the state agency pro- residence schools : : y
' visions of Title } lived at home and Deat/hearing impaved — " 388, 333, 345 249" | 187
foL wert bused to a scheol in the county |  residence school .
. of residence.. The others atfended, | Bimd/visually handi- - 182 | " 155 141 132 217
school on the premises of. the .state - capped—residence school | )
. facility where they permanently or | 1 g T 7637 | 6883 | 6915 | 6731 | 5885
. temporarily lived.

+ Special Title I funds for handicapped children are used tional sthool ages of six through séventeen. Infornfation
. to provide educational serviges that supplement those abdut the age ranges has not been reported consistently
provided by state and other federal funds. Ansassess- in recent years, but the data clearly indicate that a trend
"% “ment of instructional needs often leads to a provision of to include services for those under age six and above
services for ‘children who are under or above the tradi- seventeen js emerging, ‘

.

\Fri::ral ‘ Participants by I:ge Ranges | \ o

.| 1977 | 40%—Age Sor under - ' 52%—Age 10-18 ) e 1921
1978 51%—A9e 9orunder _ " | 42%—Age 10-18 Z;/fz;Age
1979 23%—Age 5 or under 64%—Age 6-18 ) S ;1\3?@-21 \

. | 1980 | 26%=Age 5 or under | 59%—Age 6-17 e - ¢ hor 321 '
1981 °| 27%—Age 5 or under . 56%—Age 6-17 : Y Pyiere o
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. Ninety-eight,percent of all funds

s a

gnade available in

fiscal 1981 through state agency proyisions of Title I for funting. / .

handicapped children “were used for instructional
salaries, fringe benefits, or contracted gersong,l,services,

educational needs are being met thf(iugh this'goggce of”

The remainder was split-as-indicated below.

-

( *Expenditures by Function Areas *
Functign Areas 1977 | 1978 | 1979 | 1980 | 1981
Salaries, fringe benéfits, .
contracted personal . - .
-1+ services V4% 199% | 99% | 99% | 98% | .
Instructional materials, : LT
supplies, equipment, ) ‘|- J .
supportive sarvices “11 Lt 1 o i
Administration LR » . 1 )
*Estimated 1+1.5%, mostly in salarigg for 1977-1980.

- 0
-

-

Instructiorial activities.and services for handicapped
children are quite diversified. The percentages of Title1 .
dollars used in fiscal 1981 for certaintypes of classes-or
services provide an overview of the manner in )Nl,)ich .

.

L)

- Phisical therapy, mobility training, physical develowent 6
x4 M L)

1981 Expenditures by Instructional or-Service Areas - -
Preschool, early childhood training, infant stimulation . 24%
Developmental olasses for’children with severe and 'j i

profound disabilities ’ .20

. - - ’ T s

Classes for multihandicapped chitdren

s
.

Speech and hearing therapy; language development ool s 7
oL - ) A N
. Occupational therapy to promote body‘contr'ol, balance, | Jost

and functional independence - - ol 4
Prevocational training; work-study classes : <4
Home training; parent involvement < 4
. w .

Other instructional or service areas - 1

25
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Another way to look at the impact of Title I funding .

for handicapped children is through the typical services
being provided within e4ch of the types of schools. |

2

The schools operated by county boards serve the most,
children and, as would be expected, their Title I services
were the mest diversified—Servicés for preschoolérs,
extra“developmental classes for children with severe
and’ profdund disabilities, and dasses for school-age
multihandicapped chlldren Wwere typlcal priorities in
fiseal 1981. . : . .

Inshtutlonalized mentall retarded children ."'were

; served through extra developmental Llasses physxeal

. development actmtles. and supplemental servxees

- ‘r‘ -
N ’ K

.- , -

Title 1 instruction for l;ospitalized emotionally .dis-
turbed children was directed toward improvement of

reading and math instruction and vocational awareness. .

Students at ‘the.Ohio School for the Ddaf were pro-
vided work-study classes, occupahonal therapy, and
counseling. .

Title [ at the State School for the Blmd included orien-
tation and mobllxly training and improvement of daily
living skills.” - .

Many schoo?s*recogmze aneed to prov:de more occupa-
tional * and physxcal -therapy services. Expendifures,
however, were, lower than budgeted betause gerhf;cated
therapists and ffained aides were. not always availables™

N Py . v
. IS 4

Te
L 1
—¢ _

T|tIe I for Hand|eapped

Because of the seventy of hand:cap; and diversity of
Title | services, statistics related to specific types of stu-
dent progresssare not complled at the sfat¥ level. Typical
achievements are Iearnlng stch taken- for-granted skills
as sitting without support, toilet tramlng, self-feeding,

k|ng intelliguble unds, and commumcatmg with

chers dnd parenté.,” - - »

Parents are involves isions related to placement

Ny ot the ehnld and types of instructional, servuces to. be pro--

~ B Al

-

Summary of Successes ' :

vided. In some m,giances home tramers or teachers help
parents learn ways to cope with the child’s dehcl.wles
and to reinforce skills learned at school. .
‘Title | funds are 2]so used to provide mservnceArammg
_designd to increase teacher effectiveness under vew
challengmg sircumstances. 3
*In summary, severely handicapped chlldren have'%a
right to appropriate educational sérvnces and Title T is ‘one
plece of leglslatwn ‘Which addresses this need.
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Speclal Programs for Neglected and -

Delmquent Chlldren

Separate prov:s:ons of Title I also provnde funds for

improved educational,opportunities for neglected and .

delinquent children who attend state agency schools.
The Ohio Department of Youth Services, the Ohio
Department of Rehabilitation and Corrections, and the
Ohi6 Veterans’ Children’s Home receive funds and con-
duct Title'I programs. .

Durmg fiscal 1981 the Ohio. Department of Youth
, Services, as the former Ohio, Youth Commission is now

l known, used Title I funds to help »§9,4 ‘delinquent
" youngsters in.nine schools. Emphas:s was placed onaddi-~

‘tional basnc skills instruction’ in the areas of reading and

mathematics. Supporhve services mcluded speech and -

hearing therapy.

.The: Ghio Departrrlent of Rehabllltahon and Correc- :

. tions. prq?ed supplemental reading and math instruc-
tion to 55 snxteen-zthrough twenty- year-olds serving

,'Eerms at Lebanon Correctional Institution, Mansfield
* Reformatory; or the Ohio Réformatory: for Women at

Marysvnlle. Sypporhve services included- eduéahonal

counselmg and staff. development T

-

- ”

The Ohio Veterans’ Children’s Home.in Xenia pra-
vided 94 residents wijth extra readirig and math instruc:
tion. Supportive activities included psy?hlatnc services, .
tutorial assistance, and’speech and hearing thergpy
) Durmg each of the last five years, over oné mllllon
dollars in Title I funds have been used to provide éxtra
instruction to over 1,300 neglected and delinguent .
children, nearly all of whom were wards of the, state or .

- the c0urts g
[ , Programs, Participants, and Funds |
l‘l‘s‘cél“ﬁar . Programs | Pafticipafits “ “Grqn’ Awardas P

RN R T Ngimsant
1978 . ' 13 1,396 1,184,262 |5
1979 14 2,231, 1,205,061
21980 13 1,369 * 1,370,301
of 1981 13, *13340 1,244,522
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The number 6f Title I participants served each year
tends to vary in line with the number of children com-
‘mitted to agency care.

- Title | Participants by State Agency
Agency 1977 | 1978 | 1979 | 1980 | 1981
Ohio Department of
Youth Services 1,205 944} 1,713 746| 694
Ohio Department of Rehabili- .
tation and Corrections 358f 370] 438 . 545| 552
Ohio Veterans® Chlldrens | s
Home 126 <82 80| -78| 94
| otats . |1.689] 1,396 2,231 {1,369 | 1,340 °
4

Over 98 percent of all expenditures regularly go for
instrucational salaries, personal service cdntracts, and
fringe benefits, ‘The remainder goes for instructional

Y .

Expenditures can also be categorized by instructional

‘resources and supportive services. ~ areas. During each of the past five years, over 50 percent
- - of all available funds were ‘used to improve reading
®&  Expenditures by Function Areas skills. Another 35 to 43 percent of the expenditures were
T - for mathematics instruction, cs
Function Areas 1977 | 1978 | 1979 | 1980 | 1981 . el
, | Salaries, fringe benefits, b | - Expenditures by Instructional Areas .
K personal service ‘ . S
‘.| contracts - 95% | 96% | 97% | 94% | 93% Instructional Areas 1977 | 1978 | 1979 | 1980 | 1981
e | Instructional materials, . . v
supplies, equinment, ' Reading 50%- [ 51% | 54% |} 51% | 61% | .
’ supportive services 5 4 3 06 |5 Mathematics 38 39 43 43,’ 35 .
BeiglAdministration - . o L I N Other* 12 110 | 3 |68 4
*Estimated 1-2%, méstly i ‘salanes for 1977-1980. 'Jfﬁ' i i *Incjudes tutorial servi(@i and speech and he:;ring therapy.
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e . Seventy- flve percent of the 1,340 - ' ] A ] ; :
‘ parhcnpants in fiscal 1981 received ; « -~ Academic Pfogress’in Reatfing
. extra “instruction’ in reading. To . Per Ten Months of Instruction* .o A
. g - . i’l‘ 3
evaluate academic progress, stan- - i : — :%@ﬁ
dardized tests were used to check . Degree of Improvement 977 | 1978 | 1979 |- 1980 | 196% [~
students’ skills when they began in- I t - — .
) arked improvemen - o E
. 2:3;3” and again when '"St"‘ftm“ | (15 months or morg gam) .| 57% | 59% s% | T0%| 7%
Outstanding success was reported | Improvemenk N ~t . 2
in reading ‘with 73 ¢percent of the (10-14 months gain) i :1;»" 8 10 .8 8- X
students gaining 15 months or more .. Sorg?gurnnprot\aemem . 9 o w o7
- for each 10 months of instruction. Lt(tl on s%'") . v, ' e sy
These results. were even more en- ittle or no gain _ L L ~
couragmg than those ' for the (4 months orless gain) x|l 27 15 15 2.,
previous four years when between . | Number of students © 11505 2| 1,245 | 1,425 | 1,050 | 1,004
57 and 70 percent of these “difficult [—— . . — -
to teach” youth made similar im- - 'Based on standardized.test scores and prorated as necessary. <

" @ proyements - . . . ' - S
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Sixty-six percent of“the 1,340 pa{r- S

ticipants received extra instruction in |- i -Academic ng"ess in Mathemams
< mathematics instead of, or in additiot | . ‘ Per Ten Months of Instruction® . . ) s ;
. toy extra reading instruction. ‘.. i _
' Effectiveness of this instruction was * | * - Defree of Improvement | 1977 | 1978 | 1979 | 1980 | 1981
evaluated in the ‘same,, mariner as - rked Imgrovermen — ENEE B — | 1: o+
réading instruction. During 1981, thg/g ‘ o AN N o
« 589 % 5% 679 29
extra-mathemaftcs instruction enabled Im(;:rivr:r:r::ts or more ga‘m) A A 62% 5 '° bl 7 /° :
,@ZZ percent of 887 students to gain one "(10-14 months gain) . - 13 gl a 8 8
C and*a half thonths or more for each soms impr&vemen{ Iy 4 . s
month of jnstruction.. This corripares " (5-0 months gain) - q . 5 N R A
. with similar gajns by 55 to_67 percent Liftle 60 galn . . i, .
;i atr}sle students in_the prevnous four, (4 months or less gain) - 18 25° 25 LR R
. oo Prumber o st 143 | 1130 |02 7e0 | e
: ’ *Based on standardized test scores:and progated as necangarys s, . ‘
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Title I'f’or Néglectea artd Delinquent Childrenf” Summary of Successes .

Most neglected and delinquent youths who are housed .

or confined in state facilities which operate their own
" schoals desperately-need supplemental opportunities to
" learn basic.academic skills. They alsg need petsonahzed
instruction designed to overcome negatrve attitudes -and

-

the effects of previous school failures. to -

Speclal Title | funds are set -aside to be*channeled
through state departments of education 1o correctional
and rehabilitation facilities This routing of funds assures
emphasis on inétruction rather than provision of 'more
caretakers and*better security. :

Statistics only par.trally summarize the impact.of this
component of Title | in Ohio. Uther hrghlrghts include:

» Individual students who need extra help wrth baslc
reading or mathematics skills .are identified, their

’

academic neéds assessed and appropriate instruction
provided.

"p instruction funded through Title | suppiements the in-

&

struction provided by the state to all students berng 1.

-~

educated under similar ciréumstances 9 : N

» Evaluation. data indicates that over 70 percent of the
youngsters receivipg extra reading and- mathematlcs
instruction in fiscal 1981 made ong month or more gain

“-for each montM of instruction. To appreciate the
significance of these gains, keep in mind that most of
these students I@ paor or failing grades in prevrous
schoal settings.

» Title | funds are alstr used to provide inservice training
designed to increase teacher effectiveness under very,
challenging ‘circumstances.
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All Title 1 funds are channeled, through state depart- -
ments of education, The Division of Federal Assistance,
which was created within the Ohio Department of
Education in 1965, administers Title I in Ohio, Tﬁig;'u
the years, a staff of 15 to 18 experienced school ad.,

= munistrators and educational consultants has helped local

L.
k44

school districts and ‘state agencies to insute the delivery .
of concentrated and effective instructional services to

children. , .
Major services provided by the Division of Federal
Assistance to local school districts and to state-operated

schools eligible for funds are: o
» Assistance in the plag;%?g and aeveﬁopmentof project
préposals.. :

> Review of project pr(')posals'?’eceived from applicant”

sagencies. i .

> Assistance with revision of proposals to meet federal °

; . . Ed
./ guidelines. ‘
» Approval of project proposals. >
» Assistance with ~project implementation, :s‘kaff
developrhent, evaluation, fiscal accounting, reporting,

and dissemination of information.
#» Determination of allocations, disbirsements of funds,

and preparation of statistical and financial reports to

P
1 -

¢ state and federal agencies. ?

-
. -

o ardt 4y

+

intendent of:

[En

X
provide "information about the various programs are

i

>

The principal means by which division staff members’

(1) office conferences; (2) field services; (3) meetings with
local staff and parent advisory councils; (4) state'and -
regional workshops. and meetings; and (5) publications,
audiovisual presentations, and speaking engage-
ments, ] '

During fiscal 1981, numerous conferences and work-
shops were sponsored by the Division of Federal Assis-
tarice. Major events included a two-day conference for
Title | parent advisory council members’and school  *
employees with parent involvement responsibilities; a
meeting for pew Title 1 coordinatorss and school
treasurers; several meetings for federal program diréc-
tors from large districts; and various meetings for
migrant education coordinators, teachers, aides, and
support personnel. ) ‘

© ,Gudelines for Title | require the state educational

_agency fo disseminate pertinent information. The Divi-
sion of Federal Assistance distributes printed'informa-
tion about guidelines,” application procedures, and
promising.educational practices. S o

. State publications for fiscAl 1981 included the,
preceding edition of Title'l in Oluo, and The Clipboard;%a
periodic report about the variqus programs administered
by the Division of Federal Assistance.

2

.
0y
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Horn, Executive Director, Com-
pensatory and Habilitative Education
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Five-Year Financial Summary
.Y ' Grant Awards - ¢ r ~:; )
s { 0 i - T
. Programs 1977 1978 1979 - . 1980 Y1981
. ‘Basic $51,107,975 | $57,263,893 | $71,843,792 | $54,609,916 | $83,244,360 -
v ‘ . ) ¢ .
Migrant 1,489,974 | ' 1,494,770 | 1,488,656 | 1,712,154 | 1,712,154 |'.
. . , ) 3 ¥, — - !5 .
- . Handicapped 15,560,236 | ‘6,175,712 | 6,788,169 | 7,331,154 | 6993862 | .
Neglected & delinquent | 1,016,371 | 1,184,262 | 1,205061| 1,370,301 | 1,244,522
N ue !
|  Totals, $59,174,556 | $66,118,637 | $81,325,678 |'$95,023,525 | $93,194,898
Wj i ‘ c"ﬁ‘ . 1\",:53.” b =
0 Y ' B B
et . -Five-Year Human Impact,Summary -
LA PR N * PR P ' . .
: , Number of ‘Students Receiving-Extra Instruction ;
) . Programs 1977|1978 |- {ferd’ | | 1980 1981
il - = fg: e M L
«:| Basic. - 7l 12004 126216 | Ma0266 | 146,155 .| 144,629
_ Migrant " “5701 *| 5078 3,872 3,203 2,860 |
. Handicapped 7,637 6,883 7,357 * 6,731 5,885
Neglected & delinquent 1,689 1,396 2,231 1,369 1,340 o .
Totals - ¢~ ~ | 140,61 139,573 143,726 | 157,458 154,714 )
, .
* ‘:‘5‘ ‘4 -
PUBLICATION GREDITS ' PHOTOGRAPHY _

.

Ohio Department of Educatlon -

& .
.Franklin B. Walter, Superintendent of Public Instruc?\ ion

* R.A.Hom, Executive Director, Compensatory and

) Habilitative Edycation
Arlie Cox, Assistant Director, DlVlSlon of Federal Assistance
Eileen Young, Editor & . - :
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The actmty wh:ch is the sub;ect of this report was supported inwhole orin
part by the U'S Depart ent of Education, However, the opinions expressed
érein do not necessanly reflect the position or policy of the U.S Department
of,édut.ahon and no official endoxsement by the US. Department of Edua

tion shoufd@emferred v,
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o mer;datlons 1 8

Public- school syskéms of Cincinnati, Cleveland, Columbus,

Fostoria, Hamilton City, Lancaster, Lorain, Marlington, Min-
ford, Patkway, Portsmouth, Rock Hill, Springfield Local
(Clark County), Youngstown; Four County, Joint Vocational;

.state supported or special .purpose schools operated by Fair-

field County Board of Mental Retardation and Dévelopmental
Disabilities, Ohio Veterans” Childrep’s Home, Sagamore Hills
Children’s Psychiatric Hospital, Scxo,t’d\Vlllage State School for
the Blind, Training Institute of Ceritral Ohio; Ohio Depart-
ment of ‘Educahon .
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The Ohio Department of Education insures equal employment and equal
Qiuuahonal opporturuties regardless of race, color, weed, national ongin,
handuap, or sex in compliance with state duedwes and federal recom-
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