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Twenty major American cities have been selected for intensive .

survey on population, education, poverty, and related deta. : f

. The purpose of these urban profiles is to provide Federal g

| administrators and others with an in-depth portrait of major b
. metropolitan arees-=their problems and prospects. The compila- .
’ tion of urban data is the product of an interagency effort. L
- In addition to the Office of Administration and National Center ;
; for Educational Statisties in the Office of Education, I would |
like to acknowledge the invalusble assistance of the Office of !
E Economie Opportunity, the Census Bureau of the Department of !
5 Commerce, the Departments of Labor and Justice, the Children's
| Bureau of the Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, and 1
the National Education Association. These urban profiles were

prepared by Dr. Margot Louria assisted by Mrs. Margurite C. ,

Stokes, staff members of the Office of Programs for the d

Disadventaged. The findings and interpretations of these data

ere solely the responsibility of the Office of Progrems for the f

Disadvantaged. .

‘. :
’ Regina Goff i
Assistant Commissioner i

Office of Programs for the i

Disadvantaged ‘
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INTRODUCTION

The wideniny division between the centrsi city snd surrounding area is the
rost salient feature of the urban life of large metropolitan areas. Two
radically different urban cores are developing within major American cities,
ecch attracting dissimilar populations and faced with different needs and
problems. Populations within the large metropoliten centers are decentra-
lizing. The shif*ing of peoples is not a matter of numbers. It is a
sorting-out process; The poor, less educated, nonwhite American or newly
arrived in-migrant is remaining in the centrai city, and the higher income
predominantly white urbanite is moving to the suburbs. The number of none-
whites in the central city is rapidly increasing while the white population
there is declining. According to the Bureau of the Census, the nonwhite
population in the central cities of 212 Standard Metropolitan Statistical
Areas (SMSA's) increased by 51 percent between 1950 and 1960 and grew at an
even faster rate between 1960 and 1¢66.1/ Of the 2.9 million gain in the non-
white population over the last six yYears, 2.5 million was in the central
cities of these 212 SMSA's.

Significant for educstionsal policy Is the unprecedented rise in the nonwhite
teenage population ond children under 14 years of age in the central cities.
The number of nonwhite teenagers increased by over 50 percent over the sixe-
year period, 1960-66,.about twice as fast ss the teenage population
netionolly. Nonwhite children under 1l years incressed at an average annual
rate three times as high as that of white children. Of this increase, 95

percent was in the central cities. The redistribution of ﬁrban peoples has

1/ Estimates from the Current Population Survey conducted by the Bureau
of the Census, Series P=-20, No. 163, based on tne urban population in the cen-
tral city of 212 Standard Metropolitan Statistical Areas, Except in New
England, a standerd metropolitan staotistieal area (SMSA's) is a county or group
of contiguous ccunties which ineclude one central city or more or "twin cities"
with o combined population of at lecgt 50,000, The title of an SMSA identifies

the central city; outside central city is the balance of the SMSA. In New
England, SMSA's consist of towns and gities instead of counties,
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left the central city school system with & disproportionate nuasber of pupils

who ore discdvantaged in terms of income level, educational background of

their parents, and general home environment. School enrollments in the major
twenty cities =re characterized by 2 high degree of de facto racial segregs-
tion, z reflection of rigid and uniform patterns of residential segregation.
The growing economic and educational disparities among urban populations

hove intensified differences between the central city and its suburb which

A A AN SR e s 0 -5 e TR O M s g 2,

again encourage and further widen the gap. It is expected that by 1975, bar-

P T g N N TSNS ¢

ring mejor chenges, the twenty largest American cities, which together

. account for over half the Nation's nonwhite population, will be experienging ¥

extreme economic =2nd racial segregation. Today 70 percent of all nonwhite

pupils attend schools of 90 to 100 percent nonwhite enrollments. By 1975

Wainluew semaiprco g NSRS

this proportion may have reached 80 percent or more.

The objective of' these profiles on twenty mejor American cities is to present

D U PR T R
R T S R L e D Y

selected demographic data which tell of the particular educational needs snd

related problems facing these cities. Included in detail are data on urben

Rl A IR ULy

poverty, unemployment, and crime. The significant features of each city are
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described in summary form preceding the individual profile. A listing of the

ey bt
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major Federal programs on education and poverty during Fiscel Year 1967
accompanies each city profile. The profiles are intended to inform Federal

administrators of the trends and developments in each of the twenty cities,
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i and of certain relationships emong them. It is hoped that these detailed g
{ profiles on the socio-economic and educational mzkeup of each eity will be L r
3 .
t useful in the planning of Federal programs for urban populations. j
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General Findings

1. In the 20 metropolitan areas surveyed, both the proportion and num-
ber of families residing in Poverty Areas and having incomes below the
poverty level are much greater for the central city than surrounding
erea. The 6 metropolitan areas with the highest percent of families

in Poverty Areas in the central city, as reported in the 1960 census,
are the following: 2/ '

/% By it S S S S ol B A

Total NMumber Percent in Percent Below

Metropolitan Area Pemilies Poverty Area  Poverty Level

New Orleans , ;

Central City 152,518 67.1 25.6 |

Outside Central City 58,643 37.0 16.0

San Antonio :

Central City 137,758 50.8 28.6
- Outside Centrel City 18,872 k1.0 21.0 -
; St. Iouis i
Central City 191,873 7.4 19.1 #
j Outside Central City 339,039 7.1 9.6 J
? Pittsburgh
, Central City 151,87k bk, 7 16.0 f
Outside Central City 470,401 15.1 11. i
| Washington, D.C. &
Central City 173,695 42.8 16.7 L
! Outside Central City 305,212 3.8 6.0 { B
a Baltimore , i1
: Central City 229,069 41,0 17.9 Y
Outside Central City 194,411 10,7 8.6
1 i
: 2/ Poverty level has been defined by the Social Security Admini-
q stration. It takes into account family size, composition, and farme
] nonfarm residence with the ceiling in 1959 set at $5,448 for a nonfarm : 4
family headed by a male with seven or more members having one related ; -,
i child under 18 years of age. Poverty Areas is based on a poverty index i i
. » using five socio-economic characteristics: (1) percent of families with i
| money incomes under $3,000 in 1959, (2) percent of children under 18 mot
| living with both parents, (3) percent of persons 25 Years and over with
i \ less than 8 years of school completed, (k) percent of unskilled males 4
i (laborers and service workers) in the employed ecivilian labor force, B
(5) percent of housing units dilapidated or lacking some or all plumbing : 1
i facilities. Although Poverty Ares and poverty level are mutually exclu-
; aive terms, there is a natural overlesp, i.e., people below poverty level 3
i tend to live in Poverty Areas. For a precise analysis, see "Poverty :
Arees in the 100 Largest Metropolitan Areas," FC (S1)-54, Supplementary i A
i Reports, 1960 Census of Population, Buresu of the Census, November 13, i
i 1967. ¥
. ,;};
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‘2. Of the total mmber of families living in the 20 cities, a very high
proportion of nonwhite families is located in the central city. The

following metropolitan areas have over 90 percent of nonwhite families
residing in the central city.

Metropolitan Nonwhite Families

Area’ Percent in the Central City .
Milwaukee 99.0
Cleveland 97.5
Sen Antonio 96.6 .
Chicago 92.3
New York 90.6

3. Because of residentisl segregation, more nonwhite families who have
incomes above the poverty level are located in Poverty Areas than the
corresponding proportion of white families. The cities with the most

serious gap in regard to income and living condition smong nomwhite
families are listed below:

Nonwhite Families

Metropolitan Percent in Percent in Percent Below
Area Central City Poverty Area Poverty Level
Milwaukee 99.0 83.3 30.4
Chicago 92.3 5.7 29.3
New York 90.6 71.1 25,6
Cleveland 97 ° 5 73 2 27 ° 8
Washington 86.3 61.3 ' 26.0
St. louis 72.6 86.9 42,1
Buffalo 84,2 78.7 34.3
Baltimore 67 ° 8 77 ol 35 03
New Orleans . 881 2.6 51.1
Boston 80.0 69.2 28.4
Philadelphia 79.8 71.5 30.7

4. Moves by the nonwhite population to better neighborhoods in recent P
years tend to be offset by the continuing stream of poor nonwhite ine
migrants who teke the place of people moving out of Poverty Areass.

Despite the general improvement in income level and educational attain-

ment for nonwhite people,; conditidns are stegnant or deteriorating in ’
the poorest areas, such as the neighborhoods of Hough in Cleveland, and

Watts in Los Angeles. (See_Social and Economic Conditions of Negroes in
the United States, October 1@7.)
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2+ The large metropolitan cities vary in public school expenditures.
Per pupil expenditures in 1966-67 based on average daily attendeance
among the 15 largest cities show New York City spending the highest
emount, $1003 and Houston spending the least, $386. Similarly, there
is the same range of per pupil expenditure, using average daily
membership with New York City spending $887 per pupil and Houston, $360.

In 1962 the central city was found "io be spending about $145 less per
pupil then its suburban counterpart. The disparity in per pupil
expenditures among cities and between central core and suburb does not
in itself determine whether a school is adequate. If all schools were
operating on similar levels of expenditure, significant differences in
the quality of education would still exist.

6. Federal aid to education legislation has made an impact on urban
education, although small in relation to need. Fiscal Year 1967 funds
spent on Title I, II, and III of the Elementary and Secondery Education
Act and Titles III (grants to States only) and V-A of the National
Defense Education Act represent an average of about 7 percent of estimated
current total expenditures, 1966-67, for publie schools among 1k cities.
The chart below lists these cities and the Federal shere of estimated
current total expenditures, 1966-67, on public school education.

Estimated Current Total Federal Share

City Expenditures - (Percent)
on Public Schools, 1966«67 Fiscal Year 1967 Funds
Baltimore $ 134,947,000 5.8
Boston 63,154,000 6.2
Chicago 384,203,000 7.6
Cleveland 97,250,000 6.3
Dallas 77,920,000 4.0
Detroit 167,340,000 8.7
Washington 119,582,000 5.7
Los Angeles 75,000,000 3.4
Milwaukee | 75,556,000 5.0
New Orleans 69,067,000 8.4
Philadelphia 218,636,000 6.7
New York 1,140,000,000 6.8
San Franciseo 69,750,000 55
St. Louis 64,894,000 8.7
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7. The Naetion's 5 largest cities, New York, Los Angeles, Chicago, Detroit,
and Philadelphia had an average dropout rate of 2L percent from high school
in 1963 according to a National Education Association study. 3/ Philadelphia
hed the highest rate of dropouts, 46.6 percent. The Nationel Education
Association discovered that the size of the city is a determinant in the

rate of dropouts--the larger the eity, the higher the dropout rate. "In
cities with a population over 600 000 the chances that e grade ten student
will graduate is two out of three.” li/ The tables below list the 10 cities
with the highest rate of high school dropouts and the largest percent of
nonwhites over 25 not completing high school in descending order.

Percent Not Graduating, Nonwhite Adults Not
City June 1963 Completing High School

(Difference between 10th (1960 Census)

grade and graduating class)

Philadelphia , 46.6 New Orleans  85%
San Antonio 41,0 Baltimore 804
Detroit 37.8 Buffalo 784,
New York 37.1 St. Louis 7%
Boston 35.9 Philadelphia 76%
Baltimore 35.0 Dallas 76%
Chicago 34.0 Pittsburgh 75%
San Franeisco 33.2 Housten 7%
Cleveland 31.4 Milwaukee 749

Buffalo 30.5 Detroit 73%

3/ See Daniel schreiber, Holding Power/Large City School Systems,
Project: School Dropouts, National Education Association, 1906k,
y Ibid., p. 2k,
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8. The dropout rate among high school students in the cities is
believed to be directly related to the lack of job opportunities. In
the metropolitan areas that are experiencing high rates of unemploy-
ment among teenagers, there is a corresponding rise in number; of
youth quitting school. A worrisome aspect of the unemployment end
dropout problem is the upsurge in nonwhite teenage unemployment.
"Normally about one-quarter of the Negro youth looking for jobs can't
find them; in October the ratio was just short of one-third. For
white teensgers the comparable figure was a trifle over one-eighth."
(A. H. Raskin, New York Times, December 10, 1967)

In 2 November 1966 Depertment of Labor survey of 12 large metropolitan
slum areas, the worst unemployment was among l4~to 19-year-old non-
whites, rsnging from 18.4 percent in Washington, D.C., to 36.0 percent
in Philadelphiza with the rate running above 30 pereent in 7 areas.
With the large increases expected in nomwhite teenage population in
the central city, there is need for expansion of training and work

opportunities to counteract a probsble rise in unemployment and drop-
out rates.

Je According to the Department of Lebor, a third of the Nation's
unemployed and nearly 4O percent of jobless Negroes are found in

15 large metropolitan areas it recesitly surveyed. The rates repre-
sent aversges over the first 9 months of 1967. The Negro jobless
rate for the 15 cities averaged 7.7 percent, that for the white popu-
lation 3.5. The 2 largest areas surveyed-=New York and Los Angeles
(including Long Beach)==accounted for 12 percent of the total U.S.
unemployment, with about 180,000 jobless workers each. Four cities,
Detroit, San Franeiseo (including Oakland), St. Louis, and Newark

had unemployment rates of 10 percent or more for the nonwhite
vopulrtion.
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10. Unemployment is far higher in slum areas of major cities than the
metropolitan area as a whole. In surveys of 8 large cities conducted

by the Department of Labor, November 1966, the rate of unemployment in

sluns was 3 times the national average (Manpower Report of the President,

April 1967). According to the Department of Labor, a disproportionately

large number of slum residents were neither working nor looking for §
work. This "nonparticipation rate" was 11 percent among men 20 to 64 g
in slum areas compared to the national average of 7 percent. The
Department of Labor developed a "sub-employment" concept daged on jobe-
lessness and discovered that the average rate of sub-employment for

10 slums surveyed was 34 percent. (See Sources and Explanation, p. 12.)
Lack of education and training is reported to be the principal reason
for unemployment and sub-employment among slum residents. In these
slum districts a third of the unerployed adults have never attended
high school; two-thirds never graduated fram high school. Many of the
unemployed in the slum areas are limited in choice of employment and not
trained to fill vacancies that do exist. - In the central city job
openings tend to be in clerical and white-collayr occupations, rather

than low-skilled construction work that ig now more prevalent im the
suburbs.

1l. Between 1961 and 1966 the rate of crime had increased in the 20
mejor cities with the exception of Chicago. Although erime is on the
rise in suburban areas, a much higher volume of crime is reported by
the large cities. According to the Department of Justice, the mmber
of erimes per unit of population is highest in large metropoliten

centers and in those areas where populations are growing the fastest.

Cities with a rise of over 100 percent in the erime rate between 1961-
1966 are the following:

s Percent Change In

City Crime Rate, 1961-66

Buffalo 151.3

Baltimore 136.7

New York 134.0

Cleveland 126,1

Detroit 106.1 x
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12. Cities facing especially serious problems in poverty, education,
unemployment, and crime are deseribed below.

St. louis

St. Louis has a very high rate of unemployment among its nonwhite popula=
tion, averaging 12.7 over the first 9 months of 1967. 77 percent of its
nonwhite residents over 25 do not have a high school diploma. Nearly

half of its total mmber of families in the central city reside in Poverty
Areas.

Buffalo

Buffalo had the highest percent increase in crime between 1961 and 1966
of all 20 ecities. Its percent change was 151.3. Of its nonwhite
families, 84.2 percent live in the central city, 78.7 percent reside in
Poverty Areas. Its rate of umemployment was 5.0 as of July 1967. Buffalo

had a net migration of =5.0, 1960-1965, indicating that more people are
leaving the eity than entering it. |

Baltimore

Baltimore had an increase in crime rate of 136.7 between 1961 and 1966
which was one of the highest for the 20 cities. Of its total number of
femilies in the central city, L1 percent live in Poverty Aress. 80
percent of its nonwhite residents over 25 go not have & high school

diploma. Of its public school classroom teachers in 1966, 17.6 percent
did not have a bachelor's degree.

New Orleans

Of its total number of families in the central city, 67.1 percent live in
Poverty Areas, Nearly all of its nonwhite families live in the central

city, 92.6 percent in Poverty Areas. 85 percent of nonwhite persons over
25 did not complete high school. New Orleans had an unemployment rate of

5 percent for the metropoliten area as a whole, July 1967, and 10 percent
for slum districts, November 1966.

San Antonio

Similarly, of its totel number of families in the central city, 50.8 percent
live in Poverty Areas. Nearly 2ll of its nonwhite families live in the
central city, 82.8 percent in Poverty Areas. ULk percent of its total popu-
lation are Mexican-American. The rate of unemployment for the city was

L.5 in July 1967. It had no Vista Volunteers nop Teacher Corps in Fiscal
Year 1967.

e IR AR S R )

5
ko
£

5
ki

b

g7

-

3
o
g
E &
£
1

%

I

x4

¥
H
E ¢
G
’;l

R RS Re g tarcatet el

2 i M

RIS T R AR SO Ty AR e




e

by

32 SEM AN ST A o b, LB e N e,

FENPER P EIT AN 50

SRR AR AL | gV I BT LT PR d S AL S R R 7 R A AT AL ot A T AL, AL b e T A B

RIS s ot T g g

FR AL S L sl

L T

A 2l ATt SR T LKL Syt AR L ey

o e AT D T A gt B4 A S A TR T A ORI o

RO

o BEACRUNT AT o o5 P

A 2

1
3
Af

g = S M MG PO

- g i a TR S S L SIS e el SRl T e
- — - e s Lt e o e A £\ T, oSV R LA B

13. 1In conclusion, population trends in large metropolitan areas are
resulting in patterns of racial and econamic segregation with severe
consequences for disadvantaged peoples, and the communities where they
are concentrated. Continuing economic and social disparities between
the central city and suburdb can be expected to produce major conflicts
among urban populations in interests, needs, and values. Recognition
and detailed knowledge of these disparities become essential for the -
planning of Federal programs and the coordinated actions among agencies.
These 20 urban profiles defining population characteristics and needs
are intended to help Federal administrators pinpoint inmediate problems
and to coordinate efforts which will strengthen the Federal role in v
large metropolitan areas.
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.SOURCES AND EXPLANATIONS

' POPULATION

Total and Nonmwhite: National Center of Educational Statistics,
. U.S. Office of Education. In ¢ccordance with census procedure

Mexican Americans, Spanish Americans, Latin Americans, and
Puerto Ricans have been excluded from the nomvhite population.
Projections of population should be considered only as general
approximations. .

Components of Population Change: "Estimates of the Population of
Standerd Metropolitan Areas, 1965," Series P-25, Census Buresau, ]
and 1960 Census of Population. o8
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POVERTY INDICES
"Poverty Arees in the 100 Largest Metropolitan Areas," 1960 Census :
of Population Supplementary Reports, PC (S1)«54, November 13, :
1967 and 1960 census data. .

EDUCATION
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’ Population 2nd Enroliment: National Center of Educational Statisties,
«S. Office of Education. Projections are approximetions only.
Expenditures for Public Schools: Statistics on 15 cities == Baltimore ’
Boston, Chicago, Cleveland, Dallas, Detroit, Houston, (except total
expenditures), Los Angeles, Milwaukee, New Orleans, New York,
Philadelphia, San Franeisco, St. Louis, Washington, D.C., are from
Fall 1966 Statisties on Public Schools, the U.S. Offiee of Educa~
tion. Data on the remaining cities is from Selected Statisties
of Iocal School Systems, 1964-65, National Equcation Association.
Percent of Estimated 1966~67 Current Total I (penditures from Federal
Funds: The sum of FY 1967 Funds of Titles, I, II, III of the Ele-
mentary and Secondary Education Act and Titles IIT (granmts to
» States) and VA of the National Defense Education Act as a percent
of 1966-67 current total expenditures.

Percent of Revenue Receipts fram Local Sources, 1965-66: Taken from
a forthcoming publication by the National Education Association.
Figures should be eonsidered as approximations. '

Percent of Estimated 1966-67 Receipts from Federal Sources:

See Estimates of School Statisties, 1 7, National Education
Association. b

Classrocm Teachers: Fall 1966 Statistics on Publie Schools; Percent
of Full-time Teachers without a Bachelor's Degree, 1965-65: From & ]
forthcoming publication by the National Education Association. 3
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Public High School Graduates: Fall 1966 Statistics on Public Schools

Dropouts: See Daniel Schreiber, Holding Power/large City Sehool S
Project: School Dropouts, 1964, end 1960 Census of Fopulation,
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WELFARE

Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, Welfare Administration, .
Recipients of Public Assistance and Total Assistance Payments by

Program, State and County, June 1966,
POPULATION DENSITY

1960 Census Data, 1966 figures supplied by the U.S. Office of Econamic :
Opportunity. ’

CRIME

Department of Justice, Crime in the United States: Uniform Crime
Reports=-1 and Crime in the United States: Uniform Crime Reports-
1961. Children’s Bureau, Department of Health, Education ]
Welfare, Juvenile Court Statistics=1966 (not yet releaseds.
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UNEMPLOYMENT

Data on unemployment was supplied by the Department of Lzbor. For
nuber of unemployed and unemployment rate as of July 1966, see
Area Trends in Employment and Unemployment, October 1967. Unemploy-
ment averages in the first O months of 1967 are taken from a forthe
coming publication of the Bureau of Labor Statistics. Unemployment
in the slum areas is from a special Department of Lebor survey of
several large cities. The "sub-employment” index which was cone
structed from survey deta includes the following: (1) those
unemployed in the sense that they are "aetively looking for work
and uneble to find it;" (2) those working only partetime when they
are trying to get full-time work; (3) heads of households under
65 years who earn less than $60 per week working full-time and those .
individuals under 65 who are not heads of households and esrn less B
than $56 per week in a full-time job; (L) half the number of "non-
participants” in the male 20-64 age group; and (5) a conservative, B
and cerefully considered estimate of the male "undercount” group.

For further information on these surveys, see Department of Labor,

A _Sharper look At Unemployment In U.S. Cities and Slums. Unemploy-

ment figures as of July 1967 are based on 150 major Labor areas. A
Unemployment averages for the first 9 months of 1967 are based on

SMSA's.
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BIBLIOGRAPHY

A Sharper Look at Unemployment in U.S, Cities and Slums. U.S.
Department of Labor, 1537

Educating en Urban Populstion. Edited by Marilyn Gittell, Sage i
Publications, Inc., Beverly Hills, California, 1967 ;
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Lowe, Jeanne R., Cities in a Rece with Time. Random House,
New York, 1967

Menpower Report of the President. U.S. Department of Labor,
April 1967 1

el I NI, e RO Ry

Metropolitan America: Challenge to Federalism. Advisory Commission
on Intergovernmental Relations, October 1966 i

Racial Isolation in the Public Schools. U.S. Commission on Civil i
Rights, 1967 - !

Social and Economic Conditions of Negroes in the United States.
Bureau of Labor Statistics, U.S. Department of Lebor and §
Bureau of the Census, U.S. Department of Commerce, October 1967 ’

The Challenge of Change in School Finance. NEA Committee on Educa- :
tionel Finence, Tenth Nationel Conference, April 2-k » 1967

The Saturday Review. 1964-1967

U.S. 'Senate Hearings on Federal Role in Urban Affairs. Committee on
Government Operations, Vols. 1-17, 1985-1987

Urban America: Goals and Problems. dJoint Economic Committee, U.S.
Congress, August 1967
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Urban Problems and Civil Disorders. A Special Report of Congressional
Weekly Report, September 8, 1967
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Baltimore's totel population is close to & milliori with 40.27 nonwhite.

Poverty Indices

Metropolitan Number of Percent in Percent Below

Ares Families Paverty Areas Poverty Level
In Centrel City 229,069 41,0 17.9

Outside Central City 194,411 10.7 8.6
Percent in
Central City
White Families . 345,766 46,5 15.8 8
Nonwhite Families 77,714 87.8 7.1 35.
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Its total school-age population (5-17 years) increased between 1960 and 1965
but is expected to decrease by 1975 to a level below thet of 1960, Its none i
white school-sge population is increasing and is expected to contimue !
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increasing in the 1970's. Nomwhite public school enrollment is now 61 percent

i of total public school enrollment. : 4

; }

84.2 percent of Negro elementary students attend schools 90-100 percent Negro, ;

_ 1965‘660 v
Of its classroom teachers, 17.6 percent do not have a2 bachelor's degree, ;

£all 1966. ' i

BRIt YT, S

80 percent of nonwhite persons over 25 are without a high school diploma,
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Its unemployment rate in the central city only, averaged 5.7 between A

2 January and September 1967, 3.4 for whites and 9.1 for nonwhites. "
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10950 mom = e e oo
Istinated 1905 =ecmmr oo
Projected 1970 = mrmmmrmrccmrme m o
. Projected 1975 = mm cmommm oo

Componzats of Populabicn Chonge
Percent Chanﬂ ST R T2 K3 S
Nztural Inureese e et LT T P .
Nebt Migration emeecacmamnaoo .
In Migretioa, 1.955-1960
From.Difrerent SISA
White ecomc e e
Nopwhite =wcemem cmcecmaae
Frou Non-netropolitan Ares
White commmm e - o i e e e o o o o

Nouwhite =ee--e--- ——————— e

POVERYY IHDICHS (1560 Censua)
Tot2l Mhuhaer of Femilies
In Contral Cidty =evevc cmmcmeeacacaes
Outside Central City e----

Fercont in Poverty Avea
In Centrzl Cltj ———————— b
Cuteide Qo nurﬁl CLLY mmmmmcmmcmce e
Percen’, haloy Poverty Lovel ecece-emcoeceeoe
In Central City =~- ccmmcaccmcceees

Outside Central City ~~-owmmmmumocnonnon
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Pervceat Res ding i- “overuy Arcas e-enea-
Percent Lolow Poverty Leve) e-eca-a- -

A Nonwhite Panilies
TOU2) T Bor s e e
Poreort in Central City =wocme-eeeo- “—mem-
. Tercent Residias in Povrer L Az‘d" e
Porcent Belew Poventy Level = -mcc-cmmmen
Porcendt Subotendard Noahite
Rental Honging e- ceeooiccccmicicil mmas

¢ 1 Poverty Lovel
tr ad Ouisida Avea)
UnJ 2 O Eu'zq - e

6 19 17 yoors cecccmmmcanan.
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917,750

328,416
369,660
498,600

675302
8,769

45,072
11,284

423,480

229,069

194,411
27.1
41.0
10.7

5.6

17.9
8.6

345,766
L

6.5
15.8
8.8

77, T4
87.8
7701
35.3
ko

56,272
76,458 -

of Total
of Totel
{ of Total
of Total

PEEE
RERY

° T Yo
B e AL o L



Bl St A M Lt e G 4t T1AE

BOUCA O

Wb Wera My @ as sitanimn o S e s o e L

i !
{ BALTIMORE, MARYIAND
i
1 EBxpealitures foo Puhlie Sohsols
; itineled 1556-07 Curcent Tobtal Hwponlitnras =eewmecccecmee imomceee
] . - . P - L I P o (]
g Estirated 1606-67 frausl Cuveoal Lrpeaditvre Per Pupil Ia-
; Averas? Daily [athership ec-veeoncaeaa emm——————— ———————— e
; Avera:e D&ily F‘Lttc!ld:nce WP S o D G B R SO EE B e e B e = e o B e 00 aw - 0w o - et vo e ue OB as oy
E
g
§ . - . Vd . °
{ Percent of Istimatel 1066-67 Current Total Expenditures .
4 - - 7
5 from Federzl Funds, FY 1667 --an-- mmmmee—.— nem———— -

Percent of Revenue Receipts from Locsl. Sources, 1965-60 —eememmaman
Percent of Estimoted 1966-67 Revenue Receipts from Federsl . °
Sources for the State of Maryland e b L LD e iy

Classroom Teachers in Publie Schools, Fell 1966

Percent Inerezsse or Decraase from Previcus Year «----- SO
Perceat of Full-time Teachsrs Without Pachelor's Degree,
195566 —memcanna- e ema—————

School-Age Population, 5 through 17 years
Total

L2 S L T e A RN A i M T S D N9 St K s A T S A

Estiuated 1955 -meeem- cemmmmm———— S ——— e cean—
Projected 1970 =-cw-wrmmmmmocccccmccm e

Projected 1975 =-ce--- e T LTS e et LT -—————— -—-
Nonwhite School-Age Population, 5 through 17 years

1960 ~cmmemnn ——emmtmc——aa ———————ae—aa el LT T RS R -

Estimoted 1965 «-coaec.o e R T ————

Projected 1970 ==cemmocmmcmccaa_o e e T

Frojected 1975 amcecmeccaaaol —————— e T Trupupa

Enrollment -

Total. Publie Enrollment ?
Estimated 1905 e--cecmmmmocm oo ccccceecccecee ——————— -———
Projected 1970 =~cccmmmcuaa. T T ——————— -
Projected 1975 ~~c-mccmmcmcmaccaaaao e e LT Ir Ty, -———

Noawhile Fublic Enrollment
Estimated 1965 =-cccmmmmaaanoo cm————a- —————— R LT T
Projected 1970 =vemmcmcmmaaaaa. e ereccececcaa-
Projected 1975 === ameua —mmmm—————— D -

@D ey Gn A0 Eh 55 G0 ER GO B G w B0 oy GB & w0 G B

Nomzhite K-12 Public Enrollment as Percent of Tobal K-12, 1965-56--
Percent of Total. Negro olementary Students in Schools 90-100

v | . A ALY G AN T L b A TR e Wt e 2 1 TSR R m et st G5 ORI
CSRE i SR SRl BT RS T i T b SR OR LA AL St bt i S TS S L S SRS st &

! Percent Negro, 196556 ---.-- ——————— D ettt D T TS PSR

: Percent of Total White Elementary Students in Schools 50-100

§ Percent thite, 1965-65 cceew-- ~ e mmmeeceme e ——— vemem—naa- .

il Public High 3chools Grodustes '

3 1064-1965 —amcmcaca.. L L LT T . e R

: 1965-1966 ~mccccmmacaeeoas LT T ————— —————- —m————

§; Dropouts : B

i Loss in Number of Pupils Grades 10-12, Sept.10%0-June 1063 eemecan-

i Perceat Mot Gradusbing —e--eemmocc oo el oo vmmemmeoan -——-

* Nonwhite Persons over 25 years Notb Completing Hizh School (1950 Census)
Persons over 25 years =—-ee-e-eca-.o. e e L B L L e
Nurmber Mot Comploeting High School «memmeeeeo- e it -
Percent Dropouts =wecmmma oo .. memmem———a e e

mEAE Ty

s s

Total (Full-time and Part-tine) -w---- - neLRETTTETEEEEETS

$ 134,947,000

550
619

67.0

\

7,590
7,682

3,475
34,98
189,829
147,428
80
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«*  BALUTIMORE, MARYLAND

WS FARY -
‘6 Paynients " Recipients
Public Acsistnace, 19
0La-AZe A55isbance mmwmmmmmmamccmecaccaescammseeeen § 666,000 6,910
Fomlliez with Depandent Chilcdren -e--secevcoecmaaee 2 857, 71,238
Permenently and Totnlly Disabled -e-eeecvanccacnas 279,000 5,827

POPULATION DEUSITY

Population Per Square }11e/1960 ~e--wecmacaceaanaas 11,993
Population Per Square Mile/1966 --vmecemacmcacacaae 12,313

CRIME, 1966
Crime Rate 1966-Known Offenses Per 100,000--------- ' 388.9
Percent Change Crime Rate, 1961-1066 =e-rmmcec-amae  136.7
Delinquents Reported by Juvenile Courts, 1956
Judicial Cases (except treffic) ~---ve-eccecaa- 5,219
Nonjudicial Ceses (except traffic) we-m-eceea--
UNEMPLOYHERT
Estimated MNumber of Unenigloyed as of
JULY 1OBT =c-ecm-cmcammnce cmvecocmcmnoncnenannaes 29,000
Rate of Unemployment as of July 1907 e---rwecucacaa 3.5
Rate of Unemployment, Jen.-Sept. 1967 Average 3.8 (Total) 2.3 (White) 8 3 (Nonwhite)
Unemployment in the Central City ,
(estimated rate) 5.7 (Total) 3.4 (White) 9.1 (Nonwhite)
17
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BALTIMORE, MARYLAND

FEDERAL FUNDS RELATED TO ELUCATION AND
POVERTY FISCAL YEAR 1967

Elementary and Secondary School Activities

Elementary end Secondary'Act Grants°

Title I """"""""""""""""""" $ 7 9 213 9 hS?

Title I ------- el 195,584

Title III ----cccmccmcccccmmmcmccceee 1,345

Title IV w~ccmem cmm e 28,709
National Defense Euacatlon Act Grants:

Title IIT =--cvccmmmmmcccm e $ 256,470

Title V-A --- -- meremmmemeee s ccccecenan- | 49,188
Headstart Programs: ;

Summer 1966 ~

Number of Children «e< cmccmcccccacacioa ‘ 661

Funds ee-=ccemc e $ 152,39

Full Year

Number of Children =e--cecccemcamcoccaaa. 28

Funds =-e-ce-cccmece o el -=-===- $ 543,178
Teacher Corps: '

Corp Members «=--e-cecmmccamancaaa. - _None

Funds =---memccc el None'

Basic and Occupational Iraining

Manpower Development and Training Programs-

Training Slots =ee mcccmmmcmcccccccaaaao. 2,766

Funds Allocated ==-e-meicmeccccccacamcan $ 3,722,000
Vocational Education Grants =ee--e-----cee- $ 233,7%
Vocational Work-Study =-------=-=-nn- A $ 86,302
Adult Bosic EQUeation =-m--e----mcecmmcaman $ 167,990
Concentrated Employment Progrem =------e-ee $ 4,768,000
Neighborhood Youth Corps: '

Positions Filled we-ccocccan mccccaooo. 1,591

1967 Allocations ==---- eccemmececcacaa- $ 1,859,410

Comrmnity Development

ﬁi-Poverty Grants (All OEO administered $ 6,223,076

and delegated programs)-s--—ceecceccccccanan
Corzmnity Action Graontge--- =c-ccccamaeaa $ 2,96l,506
Vista Volunteers ------ cemmm——— mmem————— : 109

Community Service and Continuing Education

(Title I of the Higher Education Act)---o-- $ 43,905
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BOSTON, MASSACHUSETTS

Highlights

Boston's white population is declining; its nonwhite population is rapidly
growing and is projected to be 30.7 percent of the total by 1975.

Poverty Indices

Metropolitan Number of Percent in Percent Below
Area Families Poverty Areas Poverty Level
In Central City 164,215 28.8 4.2 :
Outside Central City 476,311 2.3 . T2
Percent, in
Central City :
White Families 621,191 23.9 T2 8.4
Nonwhite Families 19,335 80.0 69.2 28.4

Nonwhite school-age population and public school enrollment are rising dis-

proportionately to the white school-age population and white public school
enrollment which are deereasing.

Unemployment is far greater in the slum distriets of South Boston than the

metropolitan asrea as a whole and is more prevalent among the youth compared
to other age groups in Boston's slums.
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FOPUTLATION

Tob:1
L0 me r et e e oo e e
Balineted L00) eecimicamce e e ivme e
Pro':.er‘-[;q_-'fj‘ 19’/0 . f e e ame e et er e e et oy
Projectol LUTH =cewe cammicca e e
Noiwhvite '
LXO0 mcmie cmmme it e e — . —————
Estimeted 1595 meeeccio v
Projected 1970 «wccmcmcmmmccc ceaeeam
Projected 1975 -«vmomacanoan L L L L L LR

Couponents of Yopulation Change
Percent Change, 1950-1605 e-mmmmcmcrccacana
Naturel Iacreasg eww-ceccermccccecicaeca-
Net Migration we-cecacmmccrcocmncniccaacna
In Migration, 1955-19G0
From Diffarent SMSA

WRite =-meommm oo e

I’onl:r’l!ite Stensoonan oo m w s am O G e D WS PGP W GRS ED B M an e mm
Fron Non-netropolitan Area
Mhite = mm e e -

Homhite =~wemoocrcm e el
POVERTY TUDICES (1950 Census)

Total. llunbar of Pamilies see soccccmmamaccncaao
In Cenbral City =--eme cevcmccrccccnvaa.
Outside Centrol City =-=-cevcmoconannna.

Percent dia Poverty Areas =------ R il
In Cenbral City ~---e-cmmcmmccm .
Outeide Central City =----rwecccccanaaan.

Percent below Poverty Lovel =svec-ccccmmmnca
In Central City ==- ~-cremmmmcmmccaaaw
Outside Central City ~=-ecemaawao -——————a

White Fomilies
Totol DAL e~mvscenn- e e e ——
Percen’ in Conlral City ---cee--o e m——— -
Ferceat Residing in Poverty Arens =-eee--
Percent Below Poverty TIevel e-cvcomeemccaea

Nonaite Fanilies '
Total Doy ceeecam i an i --
Percent in Centrol City -=-=-ememeenaaaa.
Percent Residing in Poverty Aroag eeeeee-
Percent Rolowr Poverty Leovel - cevedecees
Perczeat Substondard Hombite
Reatal Housing =« cvcem momaee e eeea
Childrca in Frmilies “elow Fovarly Loavel
(Central City end Cubsicz Area)
Undnr 6 yorass ce-vocceecnao. e

6 £0 17 Jeirs =--mecccmoc ;e ;e

' 20

BOSTON, MASSACHUSETTS

697,938
616,326
5Lk, 000
480,000

68,493
110,900
131,500
147,500

19,335
80.0
69.2
28.

47

42,191
58,732
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9.8% of Total

17.9% of Total
2i.1% of Total
30.7% of Total
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BOSTON, MASSACHUSETTS

Bxpandituras for Tubiic S\nw»OS
Estiﬁl'z’.t:‘d ]A(f)"":)r{ CU’J.'-.'A'.V .' ":‘.1 E'(p-‘. "G"L‘.,S cmemm———— me - oS e- - $ 63,15“,“
Estirnted 1966-67 fanunal Surrent BExpenditure Per Puplil Jn-
Averege Doily ionbereiiDd cececoremcmccccnnconennnncen e e 513
Averesz Daily Attendonee =--e--=--cce-o- -------7-—------—------—- , 563

Percent of Estimsted 1666-57 Currant Total uxpﬂndltures . 3
frou Felerzal Funds, FY 1CAT —mmemmmmmrm e eee ceemen—— L L LR LT 6.2
Percent of Revenue Receipnits from Loeal Sources, 1065-6o S 87.6

- Percen’ of Bstimated 1965-867 Revenue Receipts from Federal ob

S oD A AT X JFY SR ek R0 40 o ek LA e Pt g B

. Sources for the Stote of Massachusetts =--------==---===-=-=-=-u-u-

Classroom Teachers in Public Schools, Fall 1966 !

Total (Full-time and Part-time) we-se--mmmmccccmccmoocoomo- rmmmmooie b 17h §

. Percent Increscse or Decrense from Previous Year --------------o- 12.8 i

Percent of Full-time Teachzrs Without Bachelor's Degree, ¥

196565 ====--- fmmecceecemeeemmmmmmemmsemmmsmsecceeseemeesee-ee  NO SRSWEr B

School-Age Populaiion, 5 through 17 years I

Total i

1960 ===-=== R e EEE L L EEL L PR L DL e - 134,153 {

Estinated 1955 -ecwmmmomananaaa- S L TR L 141,500 §

Projected 1970 =---mmmmmman- mmmmmmmmmm e em o seeesmmm——————— 124,600 {

Projected 1975 =--m-mmmmmmmmmn- cemmmeemmmmm—————— cemmeememcmeee- 103,200 :

Nonwhi%e School-Age Population, 5 through 17 years :

1OB0 mmmmemecmm e m e e —m———————————————— e - : 16 418 L

e A" ;

Projected 1970 ----- ——mm————— e emmmmeemmmm mmmmmem—m— e — - 33,400 i

Projected 1975 =--=-=m-===s-mmeemmemmmm—-eme—m———essooenos e 35,400 g

.-

Enrollment i

Totel Public Enrollmend | L

Estimated 1965 =--emmmmemmamemmmemcececc—-mcmmeeeeee——————————— 95,172 i

Projected 1970 m-mm=m-m-emmmomcemmememmmmcmmemcmeeeeoomeo—eeeee »900 i

Projected 1975 ~=e-emm-mmocmaaooanoo- cmmmmme- e mmme—————— 71,100 §

¥

Noawhite Public Enrollment i

Estinated 1065 ee-eecmcememccccccccccrcrcmcmmncecnc oo s cesn oo 2k, 700 %

Projected 1970 =----c-mmmmemnmmmmecm————m—eeoee- cemrememmnam—a 30,500 d

Projected 1975 ==- ~m-m-mmmme=mmoa-- cemmnn cescmcme- e 32,700 g

. Nonyhite K-12 Public Enrollment as Perceant of Total K-12, 1965-66-- 26.0 i

| Percent of Total Negro Elemeniery Students in Schools 90-100 _ 1

; Percent Kegro, 1965-50 e-ca-ccmcmemccmcmnicnnncoona- e e —————- 35.4 j:

! Percent of Total VWhite Elementary Students in S~hools 90-1.00 k

| Percent White, 1965-66 ==-rmmmmmmmmnmesmias momme o e e 76.5 i

A Publie Hizh Schools Gredustes ¢

: 1964 - 1965 cemmmemm—a———— B L Lo T LY = - e mmc—m——— L,80L §
1065-1955 emmmmcmmecmmme e m e e mememmeee o s e oo co e 4,589

o 5 M s g S UL

St R I 8 roretn A Lt sl b A

Dropouts
loss in Nurber of Pupils Grades 10-12, Sept.1960-June 1963 ~w-===-- 2,069
Percent Mot Craduating ~---e-ccccceawaa- cemcemne—c———- cemmmmm———— 35.90
Nonwhite Persons over 25 years Iot Completing High School (1900 Census s) :
Persons over 25 yoars ==------- T m———————eamae 46,273 19
lumber Noit Completinz High School =-=--==-n-=-- ettt - 26,813 4
Percen’ Dropouts =wmm=-m-=m=cemocvocmcnoao- B e 60
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i BOSTON, MASSACHUSETTS

Peyments Recipients
Public Assistance, 1966 ?

{ 0ld-Age Assistence ==eeccmmcmmm oL $ 3,168,000 29,971
Families with Dependent Children ---e-cccemmacoooo. 3,732,000 1,499
Pernenently end Totally Disebled ------e-emcecooeeo 1,562,000 8,17

g POPULATION DENSITY

? Population Per Square Mile/1960 =e--cecemmaacoao__. 14,586

% Populaticn Per Square Mile/1966 —----ceeccccaccaaoo 14,067

| CRIME, 1966

; Crime Rate 1966-Known Offenses Per 100,000-=---nem - 3uk4.8 ‘
| Percent Change Crime Rate, 1961-1966 =-eccccmameee - 76.5

: Delinquents Reported by Juvenile Courts » 1966

| Judicial Cases (except traffic) ==-cecccmcaeoo 2,403

| Nonjudicial Cases (except traffic) --e--c-ccee- =

| UNMPLOVMENT

5 .

Z Estimated Mumber of Unemployed as of

; R - - 92,300

Rate of Unemployment as of July 1967 =-ccemmemceeae - 3.7
Rate of Unemployment, Jan.-Sept. 1967 Average 3.1 (Total) 3.1 (White) — (Nonwhite)

U.S. Department of Labor, Special Survey November 1966
- South End-Roxbury-North Dorchester

B R L Pty = oD LA BT A RO Vit et b BT

Population =e-cecccmmmmm oo e 58,107
Unemployment Rate ==-c-ecccmcam oo ccaaae 6.8 -
Percent Unemployed Not Graduating from High School --- 66

, Percent Unemployed with Iess Than 8 Years of School -- 3k

! Unemployment Rate for Teenagers (6-19 Years) ---=--e-- 21.2

' Nonparticipation Rate (20-6l4 Years, Male) Not
Working nor ILooking for Jobg =---ecccmmmmacacacaaaa-. 10.7

Rate of rejection from military service is 52 percent for the sliums
(39 percent for all Boston) and two-thirds of the rejections are
because of low mental achievement.

T L) T S A S m s T e P e
~ v 8

Meny of the unemployed in the surveyed neighborhoods of Boston say they !

A 5 R dapbon oF £ o

: would like additional training to improve their chances of employment.

i 79.3 percent would be willing to take on-the-job training. 68 percent

% expressed interest in returning to school for training if necessary. ’
‘ .

4 ¥
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BOSTON, MASSACHUSETTS |
FEDERAL FUNDS RELATED TO EDUCATION AND i
POVERTY FISCAL YEAR 1967 :
: :
Elermeatary and Secondary School Activities .
,Ijg
Elementary and Secondary Act Grants' '
Title I ~--memmmemmcmmmcocceecodomaaooae $ 3,631,823 !
Title II ~==-=mmcme-—coccmmcccmmacmmnen- 171,149 !
| Pitle III ---=---emmcemccccencc-ccccaaan None i
i - Title IV ~=ve-== e-mmcmcccccccccaceccanen 179,525 ;
National Defense Education Act Grants: _ . k
Title IIT =--mmmmmmmmm=m—————————— emmmmm $ 93,707 >
Title VoA === =m-mecemcmeccccccecacccae- 40,680
Headstart Programs: ;
Sunmer 1966 i
Number of Children --=--c--cecemecmeence- 900
Funds =-ccrcmccccccnncacncecrveccccccccnes $ 287’28"‘ I
Full Year 4
Number of Children «=--e--eccccccccaaca- 810 :
Funds -e--cemcccccee o ccceca- memeceme=  $ 1,773,916 ',
Teacher Corps: ' é
Corp Members =====-esmee-ememc-ccccaaaa-- _ 1L i

Funds =e=--e==ccccecccccmccccccrccccacaa= $ 27795"'1

Basic and Occupational Training

Manpower Developnent and Training Programs:

AT T MRS SN 38 ren e N AT 5"t g e A S or ety T

Training Slots --- =—c-e-cmcccmmccaccaa- 4,529

Funds Allocoted =----=e-emm-emecceccau-e $ 4,672,000
Vocational Education Grants =----eme-e--=-= $ 176,191
| Vocational Work-Study ------m-o-m-ms=mcamns $ 37,346 _
Adult Basic Educetion ---e-c---s-emceeeeea- $ 32,500 ‘ §
Concentrated Employment Program ==---=------ $ 4,087,000 ;
. Welgibembood Ymh TR o e 1,07 ‘
$ 1,518,220 |

1967 Allocations =----- mmmemem—————————

e o
L 4

Corrmunity Development

Anti-Poverty Grents (All OEO administered

TP EAN R B A g ety

E and delegated ProZrems)e--e-eececececacaaa $ 7,695,738 ,
: Commuity Action Gronts--- ---eccmcecean $ 5,836,634 §
| Vista Volunteers ------ D mm———— ' 15 9
z : i
| Commanity Service and Continuing Education f
‘{ (Title I of the Higher Zducation Act)------ $  %,450
23 )
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BUFFALO, NEW YORK

Highlights

e ok Y e d T DAY

Buffalo's white population is decreasing; its nonwhite population is ine
creasing and is projected to be 26.5 percent of the total by 1975.

i ook D T Y

paeaigimeeririi L mn s Shew i

It had a net migration of =5.0, 1960-65, indicating that more people are
leaving Buffalo than are entering it.

Poverty Indices :

S 02 Ld T

Metropolitan Number of Percent in Percent Below j
Area Families Poverty Areas Poverty Level
In Central City 135,991 30.8 44
Outside Central City 196,988 Not spplicable 7.0
Percent in
Central City
White Families 313,588 38.2 8.5 8.5
Nonwhite Femilies 19,391 84.2 78.7 34.3

DR gy -y 3o

NN SO E e e Bl gt M St o> vl

77 percent of its Negro elementary students aittend schools 90=-100 percent
Nem’ 1%5-66.

Of nonwhite persons over 25, 78 percent do not have a high school diploma.

It had a percent increase in crime rate, 1961-66, of 151.3.

AR RIS 2 e o 1K B ey i s ol S s Aot A S 2 gl

: Its rate of unemployment was 5.0 as of July 1967.
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RO BUFFALO, NEW YORK
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1960 === = s e mme oo m——-

Estirated ]-’\55 - e e e e o = e e i m = m  e

Projected
Projected LIT5 ~-recrrmcacmmccicc i caew

LYTO wmvmmmmeccccccs e e

Cousponunts of Population Chaonge
Percent Chunge, 1900»1065 SR L L RE LT
Fetural Ineracsg =--vwmcemccccicee caecaa
Nebt Migrelion ecccrermmmmmacaieccceen
In Migratlion, 1955-19 >O
Froa Different 8154
White e-cccmicmmmcn e e
Movnite ewcmcccciccmciaceceiiee e e
From Non-metropolitaza Area
Phite emev-mrcr e e

NOJ’“" be L AL L R R e L L)
POVERTY INDICES (1960 Ceasus)

Totnl 1

Liwbor of Famdlies «em- - mmeccmccmcmn e
In Cencrul City =memmme mccmccccmrcmincan
Outside Central City e---icncmcmmamancna.

Percanb in Poverty Arens ~------eimurenacnna
In Central City ~---rrmccecmcmcecic e
Outsicde Centra2l City

Percent holow Poverty Liovel e=---e cocccceaas
In Central City ---

Outsidz Canbral Cit

ic’:y'« W e o e B D P B e P o S B ee G e e S0 O

N e B UGS W Wk e G G 0 M e B Se B8 G 4P G0

White Failies
Touv>Ll Murdhor e--
Perceat in Ceatral Ciby =--r-emmcencaeaa.
Percent Residing in Poveriy Areas =-wweea-
Porecont Eolows Povarty Level e-veenccccaaa

V0B B WE B TS MO W P TG B e e G0 e s GO R G W ) B S s PY

in Ccnbﬂﬁl City e cmmm e
¥ Reelding in Poverty ﬁr.uo ———em—-
b “e1ov Poverty Level
ant Squkstondard ﬁongnlt-
Reantal Houging ew ~vwea.
Childroan in Forilies Helo:
(C(Puﬂ” 1 City =nd Cubsid

Ul}(.".:\‘l" 6 ‘.'c,‘:r';:‘. bl il ol L e R Y

. 6 1o 17 yerrn
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932,759

h89,

L63,000
432,000

73,368
95,100

104,400

llh 9900

\n?\l-'
000

37,060
4,663

32,3682
4,076

332,979

135,991

196,988
12.6
30.8

e ————me commeat

Not applicable

10.0
144

7.0

313,568
38.2
8.5
8.5

25,045
33,931
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Estinaiad 196465 fanund fs
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Percent of Estimoted 19C6-67 Current Total Expenditures

from Federal Funds, I'Y 1007 ecemcmcacmccis cocmniccmcccccccacaccace-
Perceni of Revenue Recoipls from Locol Sou?ces, 1965-56 ~ccmmccmma.
Porcent of Estimated 1¢6G6-67 Revenue Receipts from Federsl

Sources for the State of New. York ittt T

Classroom Teachers in Public Schools, Fall 1966
Total (Full-time 2nd Part-time) ~meeecmcmm e m o caccccaeaae
Percent Increagse or Decresase from Previous Yeor ----cemccecocaa-
Percent of Full-tine Teachars Without Bachelor's Degree,

1965-68 mmcccmmcctmccniaaae Sy

School.-Age Population, 5 through 17 years
Totzal

1960 =-mvcmmcmna- e me et em e e ce s m et m e ——— e ——————————

Estirﬁated 1965 D AR GE e 4% S v PO ED Gv G G ED En ED ED W R ST GP S ST S0 B T T P G EB G0 WY ED G0 GE P G0 T G5 GE GD Se GB v G G OB OB D e

Projected 1970 =---mceemmmcmocccmccc o ctcc o e mcm e c— e ————
Projected 1975 —==c-smerommmcecmomc e ccm e ————————

Nonwhite School-Age Population, 5 through 17 years

1960 m-emmmmeano R T L T T SN S——
Estimuted 1955 wewecmcmocaccaan.. e T
Projacted 1970 =-eecmmecmanoaaanaanan R i LT
Projected 1975 e---cmmccecnaa- T L LT L PR

Enrollnent
Totzl Public Enrollinment
Estinoted 1965 —e-cecccmcmmccccccccccccccmcaaa- e can rae——
Projected LOT0 =m-cccmuncnmunncccnccccccccnccccccccccccccccc i -

Projected 1975 ==-memmmeecmcomceeacooan- mmmmmemm - —ee—————

[

Noavhite Public Earollment
Estimated 1905 e--cmcccmm e e cccmcccc e ———————
Projected 1970 mccecmmnccccanaaa- D L
Projected 1975 === icmcecmccmca e cdccr e cmcc e ————

Nonwhite K-12 Public Enrollment as Perceat of Total K-12, 1965-56--
Percent of Total Negro Elementary Students in Schools 90-100
Percent Wegro, L9H5-56 ==ve-ccmecmmiccancccnmananeaoan- mrmeme———-

Percent of Totecl Vhite Hlenantary Students in Schools 90-100
Percent VWhite, 1965-66 =-cecmceccac-o LR P P L P LY

Public High Schools Groduates

.72 b IR TN 5 8 LT T DT AT A

15641065 mmmmmme- B R
. 19651066 = mmmmmmmcmcmmmcomoee o

Dropouts «
o - - »
Loss in Number of Pupils Gradss 10-12, Sept.1960-June 1953 -cmwe---
Percent ot Gradioiing ecccemmcccaacaaa- g

Forsons over 25 years ==------- e L e T e c———
Numbar ot Crupleving High School -«-e----- R B et
Percent Dropoits =------- e e L LR L i el e

IS 008 ATt W R LT N S L S

J N A T I st 20 oy

Nonwhite Persous over 25 yzars liot Corpleting High School (1950 Census)

$ 37,174,086

No answer

110,03k
107,700
100,000

88,100

18,768
25,000
28,260
29,300

73,321
68,700
61,300

23,500
26,800
28,200
32.1
7.0
81.1

Not given
Not given

1,370
30.51

k4,105
33,482
78
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BUFFALO, NEW YORK
o
WLV ARE ‘ i
Payuents Recipients 3
Public Assistence, 1966 , )
Old-Age Assistance =-=-eteccccccmmcccaccancaccaaaa$ 201,000 3,645 f
Families with Dependent Children ----=-wecocececa-o 1,410,000 36,213 1
Pernonently end Totally Disabled =-----=--ec--ece-ae 133,000 2,13k i
POPULATTON DENSITY : |
Population Per Square Mile/1960 ~=--v=.comcccccaaas 13,522 h%
. Population Per Square Mile/1966 ==-eececcccccccccaan 12,317 §
CRIME, 1966 | !
. Crime Rate 1966-Xnoin Offenses Per 100,000-==c--e-- 2254 §
Percent Change Crime Rate, 1961-1966 -=e-ec-ecewcmee  151.3 }
) |

Delinquents Reported by Juvenile Courts, 1966

Judiciel Cases (except traffic) --=--ecceeaciao 1,821
Nonjudicial Cases (except traffic) =----e-cceea ]
UNEMPLOVENT {
Estimated Number of Unemployed as of | £
JULY 1967 =--emcvmcmccmcan ccccmcccmnacmmcme—e——— 28,100
Rate of Unemployment as of July 1907 =---eeecccecaa 5.0 f
<‘{~'
- !
A B
]
?;
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Elementary snd Secondary School Activities

Elementary and Secondary Act Grants:
Title I -=ccccccmmmcamccccaa. L L EEEE
Title IT ---c--cccmmmmmmm e o
Title TII ---ccmmmmmmee e L
Title IV =ccmme oo

National Defense Education Act Grants:
Title IIT ~ccmcmmm e e
Title VoA coc oo

Headstart Progranms:
Surmer 1966
Number of Children -ee ccmcmcccaaoooo_.
Funds =---emec o el

Teacher Corps:
Corp Members =w--cemmccmcmocce .
Funds ===ccecmm e

Basic and Occupational Treining

Menpower Development and Training Programs:
Training Slots === cccmmmmmmccaaeee
Funds Allocated e G T EEEE P P

Vocational Education Grants —--ccecececceaoa

Vocational Work-Study =-=---ccecicmmmmaao._

Adult Basic Education ==--ceccccecmomcaaooo

Concentrated Employment Program =e-----==--

Neighborhood Youth Corps:
Positions Filled eeccemmmcne cemcccamaa.

1967 Allocations ==c—-e mcmmmccccmcoeoen

Corrmnity Development

Anﬁi-Poverty Grants (All OEO administered

and delegated programs)-e--ce-cecmaccacaao '
Cormmunity Action Grants--- --cccccmcmen-o
Vista Voluateers ------ mm————— rmeme———-
Community Service and Continuing Education
(Title I of the Higher Education Act)e-me--
28
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FEDERAL FUNDS RELATED TO EDUCATION AND
POVERTY FISCAL YEAR 1967

-y A A A NAAC IR o P 5 e AR N At AN i et e i o g

P T B AIVE 5 A A ol s g

N A Rt e S PE LN BT AN AL re SOt Slor sy g il Syt pAher il iy

L

S TR SISy =ity

Teostn” b SN it B T

$ 879,661
26

VR eS8 e 57y AT 5T g 119007

N L s ghrwibhg iy

£
&



grac bty Riraps s o e in e Bl

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS

Highlights

Chicggo's white population is decreasing; its nomwhite population is
growing end is projected to be 37.8 percent of the total by 197s5.

Poverty Indices

Metropolitan Number of Percent in Percent Below
Area Femilies Poverty Areas Poverty Level
In Central City 909,204 26.5 12,0
Outside Central City 673,339 1.9 5.3
Percent in
Centrel City .
White Families 1,382,452 52.4 7.4 o2
Nonwhite Families 200,091 92.3 75.7 29.3

89.2 percent of its Negro elementary students attend schools 90-100 percent
Negro, 1965-66.

Chicago is the only city among the 20 that experienced a decrease in crime

rate comparing the percent change in the rate of crime over a five-year
period, 1961-66.

Its unemployment rate averaged 3.2 between January and September 1967 ’
2.3 for whites and 8.2 for nonwhites.

29
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POCOLALICH

1900 ccmmimme e ~meecmsaie tee e e -
Estimatod 190H ec e e
Projacted 1970 == v ceimmccccmceeas
Projecte

P 00 0n SH 2 SO WSO AN TR AD W TGN e D o G e Be 0p W W on ow

Nonvnite
1000 cvm o e e e e
istinated 1655 mw e mc o
Projectad LIT0 =m-cmmmce e e
Projected 1975 =-cmcmmmmm e

Conporicuts of Populuticn Change
Percent Change, 1G00=1955 wmemmmmme icomnnun
Naturol Incrense w-ecemecmmerwccoccnmc—a
Net Migration emeccemcmcmmacccicaea
In Migratica, 1.955-1950
From Different S)3A
Vhite ~—ccmcccemcccan e 00 0 -t o e &t . o oo o
Nonwhite ecccmmam e 0 e
From Nou-matropolitan Aren
White eccmmmic mcc e e - - e e

Nouwhito =re-memce e e
POVERYY LDICES (1950 Census)

Total Nuher of Families e e L
In Contrsl City =-vece cmmmccnicccrcca—-
Outside Cenbral City ~---w-- i L T

Percent in Poverty Aress ---eveceicmoc.a —m——
In Cenbral City ~-vcrmmammnm e
Outside Cenhral City -~-veecemcamcmmnanns

Percant balor Poverty Lovel eveeercmvcrcmea=
In Ceatrol City ==- cccrmmmccccceccew
Outside Central Ciby ~e-ccmmmmcccccicaaea

Maite Families
Tobal MUMDEL === cmimmn e e
Percent in Central City =-vemmmcmacinaoan
Percent Residing in Poverty AredS ==ewem-
Percent, Belor Poverty Level —-vemmmreeame

(4

TOLAL Irbory eccamoc cc s cc ;e o o e o
Percent in Control
Percent
Percent
Percent Suhsi-nde.

Rental

Citzf bad el ik L L L R X T
Peverty Arcas =emv-wa-
0y Level '

LR R I P PP

Belor Poveriy Level

- el
e Qulsoide

Y
Area)

S NRTVERIDS T T b pp e i e B el Do B 2

3,550,404
3,575,000 ,
3,600,000
3,687,000

837,656 23.
1,005,000 28.
1,173,000 32,
1,357,000 36.

2179919'
28,158 .

162,87h
35,87k

1,562,543
909,204
673,339

16.0
26.5

1.9
9.1
12,0
5.3
1,382,452
52,k

Tl
6.2

200,091
92.3
75.7
29.3

33

S B -l

sé of Total
1% of Total
g% of Total

#» of Total




\Be LT S TIAT) MR TA Yar Tyt

N BTN

CHICA30, ILLINOIS

Daditwees for rubllic 8109013 :
metinatad ].;.65—57 Carrail Pobul Byponiiturss —eevcccnmvocim encaaas $ 384,203,000
Robinnted 19046-CT Anninl Cusreat Fwpond tture Per Pupil In-
Avarage U:LT Jicatic LI ks RPN R etk e 521
Avcrage D::.llj FELERACNCE mmmmmmmmmemcmnm oo memmne e il Lol 581

arcent of Islimaled 1Y 0-07 Current Total Expznditures
from Federsl I‘unus, TV 1CAT «-ewe- LT TR —eemm————— meeecm——- 7.7
Percent of Revemie Receipts from Local Sources, 1965-65 cococcmanaa 68.7
Percent of Estimnted lC66 67 Revenun Receipts from Fedﬂral

Sources for the State of' Illinois ———meme——— - —————— - 6.0

Classroom Teachers in Public Schools, Fall 19065
Total (Full-time and Parg- t'ma) —m—— e ——— mmmmnem—e o —————a rm———— 20,797
Percent Increase or Decrease from Previous Year ----~-- c—mmmemee -0.1
Percent of Full-time Teach-::rs Without Dachelor's Degree,
106565 - cnmmmmen e immas NS 7.7

School-fge Population, 5 through 17 yeszrs

J.Otc.]. . | . . 723 I!J-I»G

568 1665 mmmmmemmmmmmmmmmmm e mmmeime femmmemee 792,000
e“

:d 1970 =---=w e —m————————— cem———— cecmmecmcm————— __— - 861,000
Projected 1975 =-----roromomoocoonnn e e L L P L PP LT 871 000

Nonrhiite School-Age Population, 5 through 17 years :
A P 2 years . 206,884

1 K Yo JRepupu—— e e e e o o o o2 e 2 0 S0 e om0 8 e e 8 ’
‘stimated 1909 ~=vve-ena R e DL e R g?{g:ooo
Projacted 1970 =-commrcrcnncenncncanaa et mmesececcmceecn———-

Frojected 1975 ~=we-c-u-- “meeeccm——a- L el 406,000

Enrollnent
Tot2) Public Enrollment

Estimated 1955 mmmmmnmcmmmmmammee—ceacan- S S 542,983
Projected 1970 m-mmmmmmmmmmmmomomomeeeeee e e oeae cmmmm——— 598,000

Projected 1G75 =---mm=mcma- e ————————— —_——m——— S 611,900

Noawhite Public Earollment
Estinated 1965 ---w-omcmmoan- e e mme e e e S - 282,400
Projected 1970 =w=emenmumm- RS Sp S S 362,900
Projected 1975 ==~ ==--- SRS rm e cm e mee e e ——— .- .- 396,900

Nomnite K-12 Public Enrollmsnt as Percent of Totel K-12, 1965-66-- - 52.0
Percent of Totsl Izeg_:ro Blemantary Students ia Schools 90-100 ‘

Percent legro, 1905-56 --e-emccaaeia-a- —-——— R el 89.2
Percent of Totzl White Elementary Students in Schools 90-100

Percent White, 1965-66 mmmmmm—————— ———————— e ——— mm————— - 88.8

Public High Schools Grodustles .

1961;-1965 —————— e mme——mm—————— cmme—c e rmmmcm—m———— S 22,124
1965-1966 ==umwu- c——————— L P ———— 22,117

Dropouts

Loss in Kumber of Pupils Cra:‘ie, 10-12 Sept.].*;‘}SO-Jxme 1053 —-emmeen 8,735

Ferceat Mot Grzdusting -=--=-=---- R e it ket -——- ) 33,95
ronwhite Perssas over 25 years Wot Completing Hirs Sf-"xuol 1920 Census
No i & J zh ( 93 ’466,038

Persoas 01‘ :1! 23 ya:‘rs P L L L N X D WD wm e D e D G D - W v G e Gs G G ED SR AR TS W W R e A
Hwrbar Mot Compleating Hipgh School =e-e-e- cmccmmmccmmncanna. —————— 321,104
Percant Dronouls =---eeewemmccmmaaoan- T —————— 70
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CHICAGO, ILLINOIS \ |
| UETFARE g
] Payments Recipients 4
i Public Assistance, 1956 , §
/ OLd-Age A3SiSLARCE —=mme-mmccmcmomcm e c—a————— $ 1s§"§’°°° 1§1,2m4 f
i Femllies with Depandent Children -----cc-ecmceeacaeas 7’61 »000 9,150 i
. Permencntly and Totally Disabled w---eeecccmcaa. we= 1,600,000 20,297 |
i POPULATION DESSITY |
g Population Per Square Mile/1960 -w---emmmmmcomona-n 15’832 4
Populetion Per Square Mile/1966 ==-cememcmccacuaca. 15,9 - ;
i ]
' CRIME, 1966 ' §
: Crime Rate 1966-Known Offenses Per 100,000-==--===x 306.5 : :
: Percent Change Crim: Rate, 1951-1966 ~w---- mm—e——- <15.7
Delinquents Reported by Juvenile Courts, 1966 - !
4 Judicial Cases (except trsfﬁi.c) e ce e ——— 8,920 :
it Nonjudiciel Cases (except traffic) ---r-cmcvmm- 17 §
| UNEMPLOYMENT |
Estivated Mumber of Unsanployed as of ,
; I Ry e TP e l;-hgooo ; s
‘ Rate of Unciployment as of July 1967 =~-vemmmmcee-o S i f
Rate of Unemployment, Jan.-Sept.1967 Average 3.2 (Total) 2.3 (White) 8.2 (Nonwhite)
! Unemployment in the Central City ' | B
(estimated rate) 4.3 (Totel) 2.8 (White) 8.5 (Nonwhite)
“‘ (uotes from The Saturday Review ' - u\
"During the past year, 1965-66, for the first time, the mejority of those enrolled
i in the Chicago public schools were nonwhite. According to a Chicago Urban League {
i research report on de facto segregation submitted to the Committee on Educetion and fi
¢ Tcbor of the House of Representatives in July 1965, 188,000 of the 211,000 Negro d
i pupils in the Chicago elementary schools were in substantizlly Negro segregated :

schools (schools with 90 percent or more Negroes). That substantially all-Negro §

SFIZENE R P 2R WL Y

UL AT 02 A

I A e M AR A

21

schools in Chicago are destined to continue~— and probably increase—is the conclusion
drzvn from these hearings. -

AN AT ) ST

"The new Bond School in Chicago may be cited as evidence of the difficulties of planning
for desegregation in large cities. When this school was first Planned, it was expected
thet 200 white children from the nearby completely white school would attend the new
school, thus providing in the enrollment sbout 15 per cent non-Negro children. But -
two years later, when Bond School opened with sn enrollment of 1,300, only forty -
white children, or about 3 per cent of the school population, enrolled. Most of the .
| white families had moved out during the two years of planning and construction."

iy

|
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(Henry R. Hill, "School Desegregation North and South: I. It Will Take Time,"
Saturday Review, July 16, 1966. )
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Quotes from The Saturdey Review (Continued)
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"Although 30 per cent of Chicago's children attend parochial schools, the
public system still enrolls some 600,000 students, employs 23,000 teachers,
and occupies more than 600 classroom buildings. In short, Chicaego has more

population ingide its schools than Denver or Minneapolis have within their
city limits.

NS Aot REp S 4

o MRS st PO oS T L et L.

s e Sl o LAY £ et P

"eossesothe exodus of seasoned teachers and the increasing reluctance of
talented novitiates to accept Chicago assignments, particulerly in light of
the fact that most must start in hard-core slum schools without benefit of

any orientation or in-service training, has left many schools bereft of
personnel,

AL AT TGO s A A ST

TSN e LANYEL a2l A2 3,

"The Chicago Teachers Union has estimated thst 300 to 700 classrooms each
day have no teachers vhatever, with the concentration of teacherless rooms { i
particularly heavy in Negro Areas. One survey showed that in a district § il

: encompessing seventeen schools 83 per cent of the teacher absences were not B

: covered. In others, as mony as 80 per cent of the teachers on any given

day are substitutes. In some schools, libraries are closed down weeks at o

time becouse librarians mst be drafted for classroom duty. Likewise, gym
closses in some schools have been suspended as long as eighteen months. "

E2ymaye Bl ~ 4 g L
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(Charles and Bornie Remsberg, "Chicago: Legacy of an Ice Age,"
Seturdey Review, May 20, 1967.)

o NG AT

e AR

"My second exemple of a superior Negro school is the Dunber Vocational High
School in Chicago. I visited this school briefly last fall and found it even
better than I hed enticipated. The modern $8,000,000 building with its
spacious halls, attractively planted interior courts s and well ordered school
life is only one pleasing facet of the school. The real excellence is
evidenced in the serious-minded students, competent instructors, and the fact
thet its graduates have obtained a well-rounded high school education which
will be of value as long as they live. The school enrolls approximately :
2,300 students, all Negroes except two. The faculty is approximately one-third
wvhite and two-thirds Negro; but it is the kind of school in which any first-class {
vocational instructor would feel at home."
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(Henry R. Hill, "School Desegregation North snd South: I. It Will Take Time,"
. Saturday Review, July 16, 1966, )
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CHICAGO, ILLINOIS

FEDERAL FUNDS RELATED TO EDUCATION AND
POVERTY FISCAL YEAR 1967

Elementary snd Secondary School Activities

Elementary and Secondary Act Grants' '
Title I -cocccccnvcmcccnccmrccatacccaao. $ 25,165,115

Title II =e-cmmmcecmmcmccccccccmacaaaas 1,802,425
Title III ~ecmocccacccmmcmcmcccmcccaees 1,434,458
Title IV ecccccc ccccccmcccramaaa.. ————— 909,427
National Defense Education Act Grants: ]
Title IIT =-------cmm-cmmmmmeammmeeeeeee § 917,906
Title V-A --- -- S 169,550
Headstart Programs:
Summer 1966 ‘ |
Number Of Children =w- =e-eecmeccmcecca- 23,290 -
Funds =eccecmcccccnncccanccaa.a. rceccea - $ 337""991,41"
Full Year '
Number of Children =-e-cceccaccmccacaaa. 6,276
Funds eccocemcccccan ¢ cacaa.. Teeme. ceee- $ 6:708’972
Teacher Corps:
Corp Members =-=ceeccmcmccaccrcncacaaaa- b 60 .
T $ 917,=67_

Besic and Occupational Training

Manpower Development and Training Proirams:

Training Slots == =cccmmcmmcmcmccccaea- . 9,156

Funds Allocated -----=--e-eecmcmccnacee $ 11,562,000
Vocational Education Grants =----eee-e-eec- $ 2,628,782
Vocational Work=-Study -----cccccccecmccaun. None
Adult Basic Education ~--=-e-eeeceecccccmas $ 502,02
Concentrated Employment Progrem -=-e-=--ee= $ 7,310,000
Neighborhobd Youth Corps:

Positions Filled ee-eccecccc commccacean 16,752

1967 Allocations ==-=-- tmmecmcccccccn——— $ 13,765,132

Comrmnity Development

Anti-Poverty Grants (All OEO administered

and delegated Programs)---e-ceeeeeccccca-. $ 41,811,083
Cormmnity Action Grant§--- -eee-e-eccece $ 20,953,311
Vista Volunteers ------ B L T T ——— 90

Community Service and Continuing Education :
(Title I of the Higher Educztion Act) -e---e $ 183,683
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CLEVELAND, OHIO
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Highlights

Cleveland has a rapidly growing nonwhite population projected to be
1.9 percent of the totel by 1970, and 48.7 percent by 1975.

Poverty Indices

P
. o il e o S T 1)

. A St S N Ao i A Jus s oy

S A LA v o iy Py Shean rusl

Metropolitan Number of Percent in Percent Below |
Area Families Poverty Areas Poverty Level

In Central City 220,538 30.8 1%.9 y
Outside Central City 242,269 Not spplieable 4.6 ¥
Percent in :

Gentral City -

White Families hok,5u8 40.5 6.3 6.9 ’
Nonwhite Families 58,259 97.5 73.2 2708 ‘
{

The average person living in the slum district of Hough, Cleveland was in
worst economie straits in 1965 than the typical inhabitant in 1960. Une
employment was higher, income wes lower, and a larger percent of the popu-
lation was poor. (Mampower Report of the President, April 1967).

e S e o e 22 pleoh s miy iy

Slum areas of Hough and neighboring districts hed an unemployment rate of

15.5 percent, as of November 1966. 5
Median family income for these slum areas declined from 1959 to 196k, ’
while it was rising by $570 for the city as a whole. :

. 82.3 percent of Negro elementary students attend schools 90-100 percent
Negro, 1965-66.

P A e e A Tt MO F T s Wl Ty

;- Its unemployment rate averaged 3.8 between January and September 1967, !
2.7 for whites and 9.5 for nomvhites. 4
> !
; -
: i
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POPULATION CLEVELAND, OHIO i

Totsl | 3
Y -3 7 -

FGtinibed 1065 momoms coomm oom oo oo 810,858 §

Projucted 1970 me- v oo cemmmeae o coLL 767,000 | ]

Projectad LY(5 ecveam imcmccmcancone e 755,000 ; j

5

Kotvhite , :

L1950 =oe o e e e 253,108 28.84 of Total i

Estitated 1055 eecocimommmamaaaos --==- 305,900 37.7% of Totul %

Projected 1970 wemeavaeaa- —————— -m=w-ie 321,800 41.9% of Total

Projected 1975 =r.mworurmmmmmmeacconcanee 368,000 48.7% of Tobal "

Components of Population Change §
Percent Cnﬂ.w“, 1060-1005 wmmommccmcimmeee 4,7 . 3

Navural Increcse =-e-eeeccccimmcecicoaac. 6.3 i

Net Migration =e-ememe-cmccomacamn.. cmmem - =1,5

In Migration, 1355-1960 f

From Different SEBA 3

White =wrcmmmce e e 75,583 8

Nonwhite =~vcvemvicmc e e e 10,713 ?

From lion-netropoliten Aven

WRite mom e 51,201 !

NOW/Mite =wwmiocommaoecnmae. memecene 8,344 !

POVERTY LiDICES (1960 Census) ‘ i

Total Nwher of Femilies =-wveecococaca- - h62,307 é

In Central City =---o- emcocmcnmannnaaca. 220,538 i

Outside Central CQity —w-comemeu- mmmmemeee 242,269 :

Porceat in Poverty Arcas =--wommrcecacooo. - -1hb.7 }

In Central City mem-w-mommmmcm-mmmoemooee 30,8

Outside Central C‘lty' ——emmcmacmccntnnene  NOb applicable

Percent beloy Poverty Level e--ee- S — 9.5 :

In Centr2l City === ~vecaaaaa. e ecaa 4.9 H

Outside Central City —--cmcmmacmcan. ———— 4.6 §

hite Femilies ﬁ

TOtAL THAL —wommm e mmmee memmememceenaeae 404,548 g

' Percent in Cenral City ~-v-meecmmcrcccoa- 40.5 )
Perceni Rcsidﬁnﬁ in Poverly Arecag =---eaa 6.3 @

Percent Below Poverty Level e--emecececea 6.9 é

; Hoawhite Fanilies %
| Total Iwnbor semccem e cee 58,259 . ;
: Pchﬂnﬁ in Coatral City ==--=c-mccameaaae  97.5 3
: Percent Residing in Poverby Areas —----o- 3.2 g g
| Percant Balos Poverty Level = -m-wceacmme 278 i
i Percent Subsiondard Wonvhite ' !
% Rental Noz:in; et —————— S X E
; Children in Femilics Beloyr ”cvn““w Level i
! (Ceatr:nl Cau, and Outside Arza) ?
. UNder G YEurs mmmmmmmmmmcemm- cemmmmeeinen 35,432
! 6 10 17 y27rs =-mm-cmccacaame. mermmmmeaeaae 454319 i
% E
! 36
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CLEVELAND, OHIO
Eroondilures for Pubhlic Schools
notin~izd }Chu~U7 Cu”~kzn ToL L DXpandiinrss =e-rvvevmacena. - -
Batinalod L9G5-07 fnsusl Current Dxmpoaditurs Per Pupll In-
Averzrea Doily e :rrm._p L el ttate ettt R
Avaorege Daily Athendrnce ee-a--- e —— S
Percent of Bstimsted 1655-87 Current Totzl Expenditures .
froa Feleral }a.le, FY LG8 mmmmmmmmmcmcmnmmam e e LT PP PP LT
Percent of hovgauo Reccipts from Local. Sources, 1955-6) cecerccmnaa
* Percenl of Bstimnbed 1L9656-6T7 Revenue Receipts fron Federal
Sources for the State of Ohio e e L L P

Classroom Teachers in Public Schiools, Fzll 19656
Total (Fuil-time and Part-time) -==- -=--- mmmmmm—————— e————— —————

Percent Increase or Decrexnse froi Previcus Yeoy =----cveccca-- -
Perccat of Full-time Teachars Without Bachelor's Degree,
1%5-60 S My o0 S SO an = e tm GID AW A e wu GO Gp B @D e G G O EU G e GO G0 6 OU 5 an SV GU SV S G gp D ED & o T G OF OF GO oo 0P OU U5 0P A5 & 8P D

School-Age Population, 5 through 17 yeers
Total

1960 ==m=cmmmmmnme - RS -

Esbinated 1965 —e-ecmrmmmmmmrcmcocam e e e —————— S ——
Projected 1970 emm-aewon- S S coeemmm o ccmeenon-
Projected 1975 ==-w=-=n-m mm s e o mmm—ecam—m—mm e en— e -

Nonwaite School-Aze Population, 5 tqroLgh 17 years

1960 mmmcmcmmcc e e —e—— ot et e o om0 e e 88 o e e o0 0 om0
Estinated 1965 emccacmmmcccccmmcinncas el
Projected 1970 —cmcmmccnan-. cm— - D it aatatatalatate ————
Projected 1975 =v-crcicacmncacnaacaa- e aliatatate R Rttt T

Eaurollnent

Totzl Public Earollnent , '
Estincted 1965 «--veacaa- e LR L L PP e tatatat
Projectei 1970 =---en=- cermemm—a- R L L L LR TP

Projected 1975 =-=---- T TR mmemmee mmmemee——-

Noavhite Public Eanrollrmeat

Estimated 1965 emmvn- e ————— —memm e m——ee e ———— .-
Projected 1970 =mmmm-- eemmmemm——— - ————— ————— U
Projected 1975 =-w wmmmmmmmcca-a--- SO mmmmmm——————

Nonvhite K-12 Public Enrollment as Percent of Total K-12, 1965-G5--
Percent of Totzl llegro Dlementery Students in 32hools 90-100
Perceat liegro, 1"65-?5 ) 7 SR e m——— - D it L )
Percent of Totzl VWhite Elementary Students in Schools 90-100
Percent White, 1965-66 1 3f e —mmmmm——a- cmmme——— -——————

Publi~ High Schools Groduotas

l -().‘ lC X T R e e R R L R ROR e o ) R e, LT LT

Dropouts
Ioss in Nunber of Pupils Gradns 10-12, S2pt.1950-Juns 1963 -cemmea-
Percent hou Gradiabing «-~--ecmaceca- -———— mememmen—n - ~——m———
wonwhite Persons over 25 years Lot Completing Higzh School (1000 Census)
Persons © v'el“ &) YoUrS emvmmiesmmecccmeccn e ik kbbbt ekl bt
lunber ot Co-r:pletins High School e-cecercnan.- temmereececen———— -
Peracnt Dropoiths =----- e L L L RE T il el bl ————

37 1/ 1962-63 date

S (o e o [ b gl e ot A gt O R

196,990
193,400
191,500

62,558
T7,700
8k, 000
90,900

152,852
151,800
152,200
Th ;900
82,000
89,800
49.0
8203
80.2

6,502
6,680

2,162
31.37

136,710
95,085

5, 4.
%‘M.waw‘;;’;v.tm-ﬂ
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CLEVELARD, OHIO
WELFARS
Paynents Recipients
Public Assistance, 1966
Ola-Age Assistence =--eeeecomoo oo cooaa. $ 1,148,000 11,027
Femilies with Depandent Children =---ecceccicceeana 1,996,000 52,549
Permenently and Totally Disabled e-e=v--eccmcmceawna- 290,000 3,061
POPULATION DENSTTY |
Population Per Square Mile/1960 -e--ccmmmccaueaooo. 10,789
Populetion Per Square Mile/1966 Semmmmeemmemeeeaeoo 10,793
CRIMS, 1966
Crime Rate 1966-Knoim Offenses Per 100,000-we=cecne 230.8
Percent Chenge Crime Rate, 1951-1966 wewceccccaran-a 126.1
Delinquents Reported by Juvenile Courts, 1966 )
Judicial Cases (except traffie) =-----ee-mm-ioo 2,321
Nonjudicial Cases (except traffic) =~-e-ececeaa 2,234
UNFEMPLOY (BNT
Estimated Number of Unemployed as of
July 1067 =----o R T . R 29,300
Rete of Uncmployment as of July 1967 ~--ccccmecmnaa 3.2

Rate of Unemployment, Jan.-Sept.1967 Averege 3.8 (Total) 2.7 (White) 9.

U.S. Department of Lasbor, Special Survey November 1966
Hough, West Central, East Central, Kinsman Area

Population --=cecocccammmaccaamcacaaaa... —————— wete-= 144,826
Unemployment Rate ~---eccaccccmcccaacic cacaae oo 15.5
Unemployment Rate for Out-of-School Youth -—-—cececwa-
Nonparticipation Rate (20-64 Years, Male) Not

Working nor Looking £Or Jobs ~=--c-ecaucccacccmaana 1%.7

Inadequate and inferior education and training are the underlying
elements in a majority of employment problems.

Median femily income for all four areas declined from 1959 to 1964,
vhile it was rising by $570 for the city as a whole.

38
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CLEVELAND, OHIO

FEDERAL FUIDS REIATED TO EDUCATION AND
POVERTY FISCAL YEAR 1907

Elementary and Secondary School Activities

Elementary and S=condary Act Grants:

Title I -----ccc-cmcmmmcccae. Fmmmmmmee $ 5,111,373
Title II -------- memeeeeecmmcecceccaa- 356,834
Title III ---cmemmecmmcccmccccccamaaa. 416,047

e v 5 9 qcibcasi AR ks - A ST I S i
B A g PR M SN N e L AU A M S LSRR S S S S

e T

Title IV =-vo-me =cccemmccccceccecmaoa- 202,987

National Defense Education Act Grants:

Title IIT =e=----cococcommmmmmommm—eeeeee $ 199,274 i

. Title VoA - ccemocmmos ——meecmcccemaa- 86,33k I
Headstart Programs: :

Summer 1966 i

Number of Children —we cace--- Aeceem——ea 2,460 :

FUNAS =---cmm e eeeae $ ho6,026 ' g

Full Year — :

Number of Children e-=---ecccoccmcacaaaa. 1,005 3

Funds =---cc-cecemac o ceeao rmmmmcmmee  § 1,615,509 g

Teacher Corps: é

Corp Members ==------ccemmmmcrcccccana-. . 18 SR 13

FUNAS ======e= e eemaae $ 157,727 ;

Basic and Occupational Training o | é

§ Manpower Development and Training Programs: §
; Training S1ots === =ccmcmmmmmmceoioooee 2,163 |
| Funds Allocated ==---ec-cmcecccecmcmnan. $ 2,602,000 !
? Vocational Education Grants --=--ceccevceaa- $ 1,300,088 f
Vocational Work-Study =---------cemmceccen-a $ 141,057 ',
| Adult Basic Education =e---e-c-emcemmmcemee $ 303,133 S ol
| Concentrated Erployment Program =e------e-e $ 5,577,000 é
| i
. Neighborhood Youth Corps: ’ i
| Positions Filled =e--emecoce ccccccammn- 3,566 §

1967 Allocations =----- eccecccccccmomna $ 4,h11,170

Comrnnity Development

Anti-Poverty Grants (ALl OEO administered

and delegated Prozrams)e=-c-e-ccemmmcaceon $ 9,246,156 y
Comrmunity Action Grant§e-- —--c-e-cceeae $ 4,356,943 §i
Vista Voluateers ------ mmmcme- cmem————— I

Commmnity Service and Continuing Education .
(Title I of the Higher Educztion Act) ~e--w- Not available
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.Highlights

Delles has a rapidly growing total population; its percent increase,
1960-65, was 18.9 half of which was due to net migration.

Poverty Indices

Metropolitan Number of Percent in Percent Below
Area Families Poverty Areas Poverty lLevel
In Central City 177,665 27.9 16.7
Outside Central City 104,661 35.4 16.2
Percent in
Central City
White Families 2k7,099 59.9 22.3 11.8
Nonwhite Femilies 35,227 8.5 89.5 49,8

82.6 percent of Negro elementary students attend schools 90-100 percent Negro,

1965-66 °

Dellas had a low rate of unemployment, 2.5, for the metropolitan area as a
whole as of July 1967.

In Fiscal Year 1967 Dallas had no Teacher Corps, Vista Volunteers, Adult
Basic Education, nor Community Service and Continuing Education progrems.
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Totoel
lC C W ED R e WG G R e RGN S EEED e My e A O SO @ Se e O O D sw 0 g
Estlnﬂ—.tn.\l l‘/‘::s R - WEN D S U e G~ B A A @ W e e G W SO S G @
I‘To;j'.’:":tei lgio - e . NG - ER G B - SR e S e O e Ep s Sw = B En A
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679,684
814,000
933,000

Frogacted 1075 memmr mmmmemmmeee e mmmmm 1,117,000

Hoavhite
100 e-m o mrcancccccrcccic i ccccc e m—-
Estineted 1695 ~-cmmemmencinea- D el
Projected LIT0 w-vemmcmmccn e e
Projeceted LI5S =~ommmcccncmieccciccciiaa

Couponzabts of Population Change
Percent Chonge, l9oO-le' R L T S
Natural Increose =evccemcacaicvcvcinncee—
I‘Iﬂt L’Tigzh"'&,i(}p G B Fe oW e B G Gm e D S om G BB SO on Go T Sa BB sr Wi bw Ee W AF B
In Migretion, 1955-1960
From Different SNMSA

tnl'c,(-l 4 G hy e NP B G IR G v B CS AR W TR D G G B0 4SS B M T W Gv ae BB SP &

II:’q’r}lJ b\’i L XA RE YR N NP X R WS G WO G er eSS e
From tion-nairopolitea Area
‘ln‘li‘tsa - G v S e WA Be GBS W SN e s S OB o " e e rwp mo R G D we s vu @ e E

Nonihite =eemwmcemcmmaccammeas o
POVERTZ THDICE3 (LSS0 Census)

Total Hulier of Pendlies =~ vececrmccmccccccaaa
In Central Cily =-w-eme= cccmcccrccacnccan-
Outgide Central Ciby ~w--vcemmacaao- ~————

Percant in Po""rty'Arcas - Sme e ——— -
In Cealral City -------- ettt L DL DL L L L L
Outside Contral City =-=-re-vccemcciannaa

Percent halos Poverty Level e-ce-evcewe- ————
In Ceatral thy S e ————
Ouiside Contrel Clty ----veovmemcman - -

.
L '™ He e PP 50 e Be W B (b Wy PR @ B CT uo w D W Gt 60 TG Be 06 G Gy SN W BN S0
-

ant in Cenlral Cify «--rvmcmemvimacaa
R«sil*n" 1u Po"nr J Aress e-vcvewa

Honwhiite Momilies
Totel IUHOT memmcecae———— —————— e —
Percont in Cenirel City -=--=-rccwaea- -
Percenc Nesiding in Poverty Ar¢zu e ———
Parcesvb Bzlow Poverty Lovel e et
Permwﬁ;uwauguu,a.unn,alte
Rentsl Houcing w-vcmmrcimmccmcaicce v
Childwen in Frmiliag Belor Povarty Lovel
(Cente2l City nd ’vmﬂiae \fca)
Undny 6 YVOONYrE e s can T L TNy -
6 1o 17 ycors ----nm- - ———m—————— —reoremee

(.o
4=
VO
l

ha

131,211 19.3% of Total
178,800 21.9% of Total
220,300 23.6% of Total
283,700 25.3% of Total

18.9

9.3 . - - .o -
9.6 - .

e O ST D TN T ROV T
o TN

R PR G

i
e ey

91,888 1

4,986

70,733
9,615

282,326 L 1

177,665
104,661 -
30.
27.9
35.4
16.5
16.7
16.2 -

2&7,099
59.9
22.3
11.8

89.5
49.8

Not 1listed

41,551
235793
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Exyeaditures for Iuwhlisz Srhools :
Rebinalad 1605-67 Curranl Total ¢~y'niﬁtv“-s e ——— e -8 77,920,000
Bsbirmobed 136467 finnual Currant Hipzaditure Fop Pupil. In- '
: Avercoe Hully HewbarnuLy ————e e e e e e e ot b e e e - 426
i Aversge Deily Ableadones —eevocomcce. R T T p——— e 469
i Percent of Dsbinstes '36-67 Current Totzl Expanditures
%v frou Federszl FUQﬂQ, T".{ 1607 mmcmcmmme e L e e ene— 4.0
' Percent of Revenne Receiphs from Local Sources, 1955-55 wccccmaaas 63.0
Percent of Estimatzl 1966-67 Revenue Receipis from Federsl
Sources for the State of Texas 1/ ———mm————— LT L " 9.3 i
Classroom Teachers in Publice Schools, Fall 1955 ‘
Totel (Full-tine and Part ~time ) ~emmcmnas ———ecmmec—cana e mmm—— 5,398
Percent Inereos: or Decrease fron Tevious Year --ecececeaccaaaal -0.1 .
Percent of PUIl-uLMQ Tezchors Wi thout achelor's Degreo,
196566 wcveae- m—e————————— el D T T T Ty None
School-Age Population, 5 throush 17 years
Total
1960 ==mcoc i meecccccm—aa e e ccncne e me e c———— 158,055
Estinmated 1955 wcccommmmvcaao . e v———— ——— ————ema. 179,362

Projectd 1970 mmmrmmeamemeeoo oo ooomooooooene 304 K00
Projected 1G75 =«wmvmmmmmnmmnm i nm e o oo oo oo 230,000

Nonwhite Sehool.-Age Population, 5 through 17 years
1060 —ommo 38 TOPUIECLO T 33,006
Estimated 1905 =evmeomcmmmm e cmmemcm—a— - 46,300
Projected 1970 ~=-cccmrmmmmana.. —————— bl T R TP A —— 58,600
Projected 1975 wececanaaaa. LT L RPN -emceee e ——— e 71,500

Earollrant __/
Tot2l Public Enrollment
Bstimated 1965 —e-cmecacao- emeecmmc————a —————— ————————— —————— 157,986
Projected 1970 =-cucamanana. —————— ————————— —————— e cccenn—— 180,000
Projected 1975 ==m-ccaao- Seemememe—a LTI PR 200,000

LR B SOl Tt S B S R B R S D T R e S s A R T e S AT b N (R e M S 5, S b

A I R A Ao e e

Nomwhite Public Enrollment 2/
Estimated 1905 ---mewaaa oo cmmmmme- el T LT E E R 37,900
Projected 1970 ==-vcaavoea-o T —mmmmmeee e ———- 48,600
Projected 1975 === -ocmmmmmmm oL e --- 60,

Nonwhite K-12 Public Enrollment as Perceni of Total K-12, 1065~uo-€§/ 2.0
Percent of Total ilegro Elemaniery otadents in Schools 90-1.00
Percent legro, 196p-fo —————— e im———— i meeeemcmmma———— 82.

Percent of Total White Elenentary Sttients in Schools %0-100
Percent Vhite, 1965-56 ----- cmemmm—a- e e emmceee e c————— 90.1

Public Hisgh Schools Gradusteg '
1664 -1565 =mmnmmeons-. T T — 7,92k

eemmam 7,367

3 Rard i e A AP AL L8 T YL a2t
SRSt s QUSRS L i SR G AR W TR T aat SR R A U R R e

Dropouts
Ioss in Nudber of Pupils Grades 10-12, Sept.195C-June 1963 ~—cacae.. 2,192
i Percant Mot Cradunting --e-ameoceo ~—m—m—a - mmmmscmm—————— —————— 27.7h
% Noaishite Persons over 25 years Iot Coripleting Hich School (1950 Census)
3 Persons Over 25 YeSYS e=ec--e=a- m————— e bSO i 76,685
Hurmo2r oY% Coupleting High School e--ceec.. e ——— ——emmeec—— 58, h92
Porcant; DIODOUES mm e mm e mmmom s e e e o memmmmm——— - 76 3

%clude i%i%&e {% gartens and !ﬁubhc junior colleges

eS not
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DALLAS, TEXAS .

WELYARE [
o5t Peyments Recipients :

Public Acsistance, 190 | i
0ld-Ar2 Assistonce =----- e mm———— S --am-$ 1,632,000 20,864 i
Femllies with Dependent Children -e--=-wem=-=--w--= _ 208,000 10,310 ;
Fermznently end Totally Disabled --=----cv-sccee-=- 52,000 889 I
POPULATION DENSITY §
" Population Per Square Mile/1960 ~e-w--=n---- meemeem 2,676 i
. Population Per Square Mile/1966 -=--e-~ee--ca- —em-- 3,205 i
CRIMZ, 1966
‘ Crimz Rate 1966-Known Offenses Per 100,000----cce-= 211.0 f
Percent Change Crime Rate, 196L-1966 -==---ovs-s-ee 6L4.2 §
Delinquents Reported by Juvenile Courts, 1966 ¥
Judicisl Cases (except traffic) ==-----ece-meea 1,029 |
Nonjudicial Ceses (except traffic) ------- cemee 55795 . ‘
UNEMPLOYHENT |
Estinated MNumber of Unemployed as of :
JULY 1667 == o--wcmmemeeen smmmemcecseso—ceccscens 12:;‘)0

Rate of Unerployment as of July 1967 -----ew---ec-e-

The Mexican-American population in Dallas was 36,990 in 1960. The
median number of school years completed (male) was 6.2. The percent
’ of 16-17 year old teenagers enrolled in school was 57.7T.
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g DALLAS, TEXAS f
: i
; FEDERAL FUNDS RETATED TO EDUCATION AND g
: POVERTY FiSCAL YEAR 1967 |
3, ' §
| Elementary and Secondery School Activities %
; 1
ﬁ Elementary and Secondary Act Grants: §
§ Title I -=m-mm-um- L - $ 2,511,62k i
| Title IT =--m--ceceemcocam o cee oo 296,140 g
% Title ITL —--cmmemmmeeeeee S 67,524 :
j Title IV —-cooom mmmcecccecccccccmm—- 109,253 1
i National Defense Education Act Grants: i
I Title JII ----mmcecccmomcceicccceeeeea § 215,070 . i
; Title VoA =-c cccecccacececccc ceeee  Not available j
% Headstart Programs: é
} Summer 1966 ;
@ Number Of Children =-- -am-mmmmmeomocooce 255 :
g Funds =----ce-ccceccccccaaccceeec0 $ 98,408 i
¥ Full Year ?
j Number Of Children =e----ce-cmcemce-eee- 530

Funds -------- mmwmee e mcmmcc e iaeee § 204,051 3
§ Teacher Corps: ;é
§ Corp Members ==---cecemmcmccaoocemaaao None )
i Funds =-=-c=c-omc oo None ;
| Basic and Occupationel Training £
% Manpower Development and Training Programs: %
: Training S1ots === cmemccmmmmmc s . 1,019 I
i Funds Allocated ==--vo-coceaaaoo.. -==-- $ 1,316,000 i
% Vocational Education Grants -----ee--o-c --- § 512,8¢5 §
? 1
) Vocational Work-Study =-----e-----e-eeoaewn  None
: F
j Adult Basic Education =--=ceccommmamccaea o None ! i
{ Concentrated Employment Program -=----- -——- None i
| ‘ ) i
% Neighborhood Youth Corps: | b
i Positions Filled ==-eeeccccc caccmccaaa. 1,002 i
3 1967 Allocations =----- =mmmeeeeeaooooo. $ 1,308,750 :z;
§. Corrmnity Development %
| Anti-Poverty Grants (ALL OO administered ~
! and delzgated programs)---e--cccececcaa_-. $  352,k29 ;
i Cormmnity Action Grants--- =-ee-cmeee-aa $ 352,429 !
i Vista Voluateers =----=-eeeceec.ceao..._ -  None i
4 Corrunity Service and Continuing Education : K %
¢ (Title I of the Higher Education Act)--=m-- None ‘
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Detroit has a growing nomwhite population projected to be 55 percent of
its total population by 1975. |

AR A ¥ Lt

PRI WY

Poverty Indices

e it rp X

Metropolitan Number of Percent in Percent Below
Ares Families Poverty Areas Poverty Level

In Central City 423,991 29,1 16.9

Outside Central City 519,595 4.2 7.8

Percent in '
Central City

~ White Families 817,675 38.4 7.l 8.2
Nonwhite Families 125,911 87.2 67.3 35.8

NOPED ARSI e ot

e T ot

e

Its nonwhite school-age population (5-17) is incressing in relation to its
total school~age population and total publie school enrollment which are
decreasing.

The metropolitan area as a whole has high rates of unemployment; 4.5 total,
3.2 white, and 10.7 nomwhite.
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POI'ULACIO)N DETROIT, MICHIGAN
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a0, Ay

Bolinoate] -‘LS“-'.L) - - - am oo - -

Projectel 1970 em v o mmmeme-. ——
PTO,jeCtQ’I 19.75 oo m e G WmMmismavEn - -

Noavhite '
1300 =on o e —————-
Estinated 1005 cmemmmoom e
Projected 1970 ==eewcvaaan oo - memm—— -
Projectod LY75 meowvmmmmmmeco S

Components of Population Change
Percent Change, 1960-1665 == imecccnimmoncen
Natural Inerecse —---we-remcoceead..

Neb Migration -=-mwemecaccmmomao. -
In Migration, 1955-1960
From Diffeorent SN3A
“mj.te @5 08 00 Go W Go G4 TP ow T 00 o W op WD D e G DD o ST e R ew ay v ow P

Nonwhite =emeweeeaaaa. —————————
From Fon-mztropoliton Area
“nli'ce PIP am ~ wmee BB e e e bk ol KL I SR S O U

Nomthibe =mw-vooccm e

POVERTY TUDICES (1950 Census)

Total Nuwber of Pamilics ---vmeecoccccmmecccoo.
In Central City =--mee commmmoccccaas
Outside Central City —-=miemmccccau-

Percent in Poverty Areag —eeewa- —e——-
In Central City =--ivrmmmmmmm e
Outside Central City --=-wmeameaao

Percent boloy Poverty Lovel meeec-ccccammoo-
In Ceatral City --w ~ocrmmmmmoao...

OQuiside Central City ---mmmecoccccana. -—-

WThite Pomilies
To'.\.":‘l I".llz.‘lbgl' DD v we S e D e . GO W GG % e ne = = ae EEL T YN, Xy ey
Percant in Central City —--eewea- -

Percent Residing in Poverty Areas e---eea
Percent Bolow Foverty Lovel =-vwmemcccen.

Nonwhite Fanrilies
Total IRUAor e e e
Percent in Central City ~e-cmecemmccccan.
Percent Residing in Poverty Arong ecccama-
Percent Nalow DPoverty Tovel - .-
Percent Substandord Moahita

Realal ousing e cccmvcomeeno .

=LA ey TR

ATAK R TSSO (AR P

Children in Fewilies Ralor roverty Ievel
(Contr:l City snd Owbaida Aroa)
\ Under 6 yonrg -eemococcmam oo o ——————

6 to L7 yoors eecmvammea- —————ae

e N A T ST LA TR A

1,670,144
1,619,000
1,555,000
1,493,000

487,174
613,900
710,300
822,100

6.0
7
-1,5

102,015
13,607

70,182
10,440

943,586

423,991

919,595
15.14
29.1
L2
11.9
16.9
7.8

817,675
38.k

Tk
8.2

125,911
87.2
67.3
35.8

33

98,295
135,049

1k et o WA

29.1% of Total
37.9% of Total

45.6% of Total

55.0% of Total *
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DETROIT, MICHIGAN

For ravlic Johonls

;';.'_’l.-‘ Ty ot SRV o ““'1"7"'\.’.“-0 - e e = e - - - $ 167,3’40,&0 L
5=5T freve 1 “u“::ai mrpoaditvre Per Pupil :

'_-'-'-’_.'-’ ;_'_‘_’1” __ 'Y) e e G et G - Gn oo o se LR R R I I PP S A - ermm e - ee m wo o 529

]J ;‘LL“" XL qnﬁ - v o e ew e - eret v s m i sim e - - me et ot o 571

-'e
!-J
=t
]
[}

.’.

Percent ol Dstinsied l9uo-o7 Currsznt Totoal E:peonditures .

from Federol Pualg, DY 1667 =-ce-- e “mmm———— e receccan- 8.7 i
Perceal of Revenue Lgccﬁpus from Local Sources, 1905-65 e-vaaa- —-—— 57.8

Percent of Estimnied 1666-87 Revenue Receinte from Federzl
Sources for the State of Michigen e —a— R —mmmene.— 5.5

[ 4
Classzoon Teachers in Publie Schools, Fall 1965
Totel (Full-time and P""‘"‘-t]_'r"‘a) ....... ———————— e e e 10,399
’ Pel‘(_"’n"{, InCl”:JSe Dpcre:’..'}e fro*l) vrc**iduu Yeazl - .- 1.3
Perconl of :u11~t1ma Teachizrs Without Bochelor's Degree,
1965-66 =-nn- e e T B e . 5.7

1660 ~cmememe s — cememmmecmeccceceeeee 375,039 |4

Bstirated 1665 memmeoeicc e cm e SR fmmmmee ———— 362,100 |
08 1970 mmommomooo om0 365,500

oY K i 1 J O meemeremr e ————— e ——— 330,000

Nonwhite School-Age Population, 5 through 17 years ’
1660 —-ceaaa TP T L L T Tupuyupupup ——————e—aw ——————— —————— 129,457 ¥
Estimated L1905 mmecce oo ieccccccccceeeea e ee-- 168,200 |1
Projected 1970 =-mecacae- e e e reem——— 200,300 ;

Projected 1975 —----memmmmcemmmceccccacan cememmm—an - 219,500

Earollrnent
Tot2l Public Enrolinent ' §
Estiruted 1905 ceccomccmcmcmmmeccccconeen e e e oL 294,727 |1
Projected 1970 =---eeaac- cmeemmmmm———- S PR 294,300 | 4§
Projected 1975 «-m-vem-ue-- — e mcmcacaa- - ———e e ce————— 276,800 :

Nonwhite Public Zarollmoat

Bsbinoted 1965 mmmmm-n S e memcm s . 163,600 | 4
Projected 1970 «=----- —————— T - e ———--- -——-- 197,200
Projected 1975 --v -mcecmecmcccaos ST —————- R ——- 218,700

. Nomwbite K-12 Public Enrollment as Percent of Totel K-12, 1965-66--  55.5
Percant of Total liegro Blementory Students in Schoosls 90-100

Percant il gro, 1955-66 —— - —-— e e e ot e e S - - or 60 00 o - e 7203
Perecent of TOu“l Thite Elenznbory Students in Schools 90-100
- Percsnt White, 1565-66 ----- ——mmcmm—emmae —m——eimmmmen R -— 65.0

Public Hizh Schools G-u&a-tn°
1664 =1965 —mmmmomccmmmn- TR T 15,038

19651066 === =mnmmmwmmcmmmeeome . — 13,935 |

& S 2 ey

Dropouts
Loss in Huwer of Pupils Grodes 10-12, 529%,1950-Juns 1953 e cemee- 6,626
; Percent Mot Graduabing e ee-ceomccom e oo e eeeeaa 37.84
¢ Noahiive Perssas over 25 yezrs Ilot Complating High B¢ hoal (1560 Ceh. a) [ F
g Porannz orar 25 Jasen cesoo 1ol LSILIIITIE L TIRR A0 e 290,375 |
1 Hwrber ot Coipleting High 3¢ho0) —-veeeceas e e R L E LT -—- 207,827 ]
: Porecant Dropouts ~----- Dt T - me————— R -- 73 !
g 1
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DETROIT, MICHIGAN

B e e AN Mg

WELYARS
Paynents Recipients
Public Assistonce, 1965 :
Old-Age Assistance =emeececccmecoomanoaoo. cmmmee- --$ 1,076,000 15,163
Families with Depsndent Children «e--ecceea-. —--e- 3,170,000 87,345
Perncnently and Totally Discbled ~-=-cewcecemcaeoa- 816,000 . T.TTT

T

SopNENHE RS ek A Stk st it 2 S L

POPULATION DENSITY

Population Per Square Mile/1960 «e--ceeca-- ~——moeae 11,964
Population Per Square Mile/1966 et -vvcecaa--. ————— 11,580 ’

CRIME, 1966

Crime Rate 1966-Xnovm Offenses Per 100,000----e=eaw 428.4 ‘
Percent Changz Crime Rate, 1961-1G66 ~vecvcecc caea 106.1

Delinquents Reported by Juvenile Cowrts, 1966 \
Judicial Cases (except traffle) —eemmnaeacclia. 2,77
Nonjudicial Ceses (excepi traffic) —--c-evccee. 3,501

USR-S i g g kR = S, a2 e g M Sl DR

UNEMPLOYMISHT

Estimnted Number of Uneiipleoyed as of
July 1%7 ---------- Mar e B EEE AU e W G e D e S an e @ wamas e lw’m
Rate of Uncrploynent as of July 1967 =--ececccccaea 6.1

e S i i ot AZEe Bt st e STt R S5 St T a2 o 0 B A A S o ot 0 6 A, ENATEY Mgy Yt S s B P ot g

B e DR NPt T g st oot

Rate of Unemployment, Jan.-Sept. 1967 Average 4.5 (Total) 3.2 (White) 10.7 (Nouwhite) i
Unemployment ia the Central City ' ’ @
(estimated rete) 5.7 (Total) 2.7 (White) 9.6 (Nonwhite) i
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DETROIT, MICHIGAN

FEDERAL FUNDS RELATED TO EDUCATION AND
POVERTY FISCAL YEAR 1967

Elementary and Secondary School Activities

Elenentary and Secordary Act Grants:

Title I ==ccciemmmmm . e $ 11,221,537
Title IT =-commmme oo 659{,222
Title IXT =ceeooo oo 31,

. Title IV mcmeooe come e eeccees 108,966

National Defense Education Act Grants:

Title rrfiincludes loans to private schoals) 1,038, 008

Title VoA =cn c e 1,648,120
Headstart Programs:

Sunmer 1966 '

Number of Children =-- meeeeeccocoeaoo_. 7,035

FUNAs oo L $ %9563

Full Year

Number of Children e=-eeeeecocccacoooooo. 1,040

Mds ---------------------- CTEmEmEGo cwmeow $ 1,110,812
Teacher Corps:

Corp Members =e---eeeocmaa oo . . 16

FUNAdS oo e $ 2639550

Basic and Occupational Training

Manpower Development and Training Programs:

Training Slots eee eccmmmmooccooo oo . 3,828
Funds Allocated =e-ciociccccmmmcoccaaeo. $ 7,350,000
( Vocational Edueation Grants Je~=cceecnoooao. $ 2,542,959
( Vocational Wbrk-stuiy) ------------------- -
Adult Basic Education =me--eemeemeeeooooao. $ 427,814
Concentrated Employment Program =e---e.ceew $ 5,771,000
Neighborhood Youth Corps:
Positions Filled e-c-eeecuce comooo_oo.. 55258
1967 Allocations ------ ———emceccm————— $ 4,934,380

Comrmunity Develovment

Anfi-Poverty Grants (All OEO administered

and delegated Programs)---e-cccoceemcaoeo. $ 20,749,329
Cormmity Action Grantse=s= —ccamamana_o $ 13,974,299
Vista Volunteers =e---e-leeoo_. fmm—————— 29
Community Service and Continuing Education
(Title I of the Higher Education Act) —emeao $ 84,722
49
'm;.l;tlsm m ;
Hille e

R A St R R R S g e e e g e e R R 1M RN TN RN A TR TR S s e 1

SARMAINE 3 o

L ——.

s e D T v B SRR o o+ e g O
e 2R ATAN N At S SRt Sury STt e AP ROPINE e

° o A A Wy
DA NS A AR~ L BRI L T v, Tt L T e €3 B PR

O R el T T U2 gy P MR ey 1550

PN PSRRI Sl g v



i gon?

ey bt ey

2T A A A2 1T AT B T

LU S B s S b S D et s i e

epomr s e MASA N o MEA g A e

s

A ISR I A rn T s e R

IHE T RCEST I T n AR ¥ X b ARRT USSR R e d Fos T M D VT S AU e A

Ty e b fH o e ks LN e it o v AT A

laa® B s A b3 Sl
e R 20 A AT NI, Vb s B b AP > e
K £, oz e

HOUSTON, TEXAS
Highlights

Houston is = rapidly growing city with percent increase of 19.6 in its
population, 1960-65; 9.8 percent of this rise is the result of net )
migration.,

Its nonvhite population ig expected to be 40.7 percent of the total
bopulation by 1975,

Poverty Indices
Metropolitan Number of Percent in Percent Below
Ares Families Poverty Areas Poverty level
In Central City 238,182 30.2 18.1
Outside Central City 78,012 15.7 15.5
‘ Percent in
Central City

White Families 259,05k 73.6 16.3 11.6
Nonwhite Families 57,140 87.7 73.5 k3.9
Houston's per pupil expenditure is low. Its annual current expenditure

per pupil in average daily membership is $360; in average daily

attendance, $386.

93 percent of its total Negro elementary students attend schools 90-100
percent Negro, and 97.3 percent of white elementary students attend
schools 90-100 percent white, 1965-66.
Houston has a relatively low rate of unemployment; its January-September
1967 average was 3.1 total, 2.4 white, and 5.7 nonwhite.
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POVILALIGH HOUSTON, TEXAS i1

T e o e

ToLol
1950 —wm me e s e mmae evcmmew 938,219 }
Estinatzd 1085 -oem- ——— - m——— --- 1,023,000 |
Frojectel 1970 -+ - - a- R ---- 1,250,000 4
Projected LUf5 --v--. cecmcmmmeececnameee 1,500,000

Nonuhiite : #
190C mw= = e meemeeceeaeeoo 217,672 23.2% of Total :
Estinated 1965 =-cmmcmmcmicccmc e 329,900 32.2% of Totel

L

Pro;gecv\d K8 7 €0 J e -- 439,600 35, l% of Total
;s Projected 1975 ~~.mmommmcmcmcmcaceccceaaa. 611,200 40.7% of Total

Components of Pormulaticn ”hﬁnre L %
Perceat Chenge, 1060-1965 e ca e ——— 19.6 g
Nztural Increcse ~me-ecercaaccaaaa. vm———— 9.7
Net Migration «~we-o- e mmmc e ————— 2.8
z In Ingrnuon, 1955-1950
o)

: From Diflerent SI3A }
; Vhite ~----- e e mnaeanee 85,531
§ Nonwhite eeccccmcicmciiciiecen © wen 6,813 §
i From Tlon~-matropoliten Area ' :
i Wnite eccrrvmncmrc e P g R e 70,902 }
| Nonuhite ~vm-evcea- ——————— mm——————— 13,004 -~ g
g POVERTY TIDICHS (1950 Censua %
g Tol:l Munder of Pamilies wes cvecoaocanas meemee 316,104 - §
% In Central CLtY =-+=re cccucna- m—eeeeeeea 238,182
; Outsive Central City e=w- a-e- —————————— 78,012 :
/. Percaal in Poverty Arcas ~-----vevmmicncncna 26 6 !
1 In Central City -w=---- e . ———— 30.2 ;
' Culside Central Cidy «we-mccceana- —eem—— 15.7 . é
? Percant balor Poverty Laval «-eve- -- LT 17.5 ;
In Condral CLly ===~ ~-evemmcncmccmccaae. 18.1 ;
3 Outside Centiald City == --vocmevccaan —aveisim 15.5 ;
E Vhite Families » i
i TOLRY TRLIDOY s imime e te o et e e oo e e om e e s o e e an 259’05).} b
J Porcent in Central City -~--c-veoao e 73.6 {
? Percent Hesiding ia Poverty Arensg -vmemaw 16.3 i
! Percent Bolow Poversy Lavel reememmcenees 11.6 §
{
1 - Honwhite Femilies
| Tolol JURLAr emceca i cn e rcceccc b e 57,140 :
? Percent In Ceabral Cilby e wemicmcicmmcaa 87.7 |

Peveont Residing in Poverby Arens —=---ee 3.5
Percoant Fzloy Poverty Lovel e-eeceomcccea. 43,9
Pereant Substunderd Iioanhid |
Reetol Houzing -~-vcmecer mmcccmcmee --=- Not listed
Cnildren in Fowdlien Relor IOV“TLJ Level
(Cortral City wnd Cubside Ax
Undor & y22:08 ceecmmenmmccna . e —— 93,333
6 10 L7 Yeors e--mmemmmee—a—— m—————————— 69,3 .
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HOUSTON, TEXAS

Erooaditures £ap Tihita Sanncls
FY ending 6/30/6’ Tot al Expenditures seeee—eerce oo ... m—meeae § 68,110,859
Betimajed 1508-57 rreat Dugendituee Pep A= |
ity vy o P SggyTTTe Per Tupil T 360
Avor; :_ Deily Atlenicace -.--..-.-%7 ------------ R T L Ly, ———-eeem 3%
Perceat of Isiimsicd 1906-57 Current Totsal Exn penditures
from Federzl Punds, FY 1607 mcceccmmmomeuccn DL LT e ccn——— 7.7
Percent of Tzvemie Receipts from Local Sources, lep-bo cemmce————— 47.5
Percent off Rsiimated 1966-57 Revenue Receints from Federal
Sowrces for the Stote of Texas }/ e e e s e m——— 9.3
Classroom Teachers in Public Schools, Fall 1955
Total (Full-tine and Pa ArL-tiMe ) mmmm e oo e 8,696
Perceat Increan- Or Decresase from Previois Yeay =--cemcecememcen 5.7
Percent of Full-tine Teachsrs Without Bsche elor's Dagrae,
196560 cmmmmem e e R mm—— e ea——— 1.0
Schivol-Age Population, 5 through 17 years
Totel
1960 memecmenaa. e ———— S T e e e e emeee 192,775
Estinated 1965 acecicnaaoo e e e e pmmeee. 227,227
Projectcd 1970 --- T e e e 265,300
Projected 1975 =-veewma.-- m—em e mmenean e ~eem-mee 302,300
Nonvhite School-Age Populatioa, 5 throush 17 years
1660 cmmmemee e oo v m—————— e ccicccccea. 46,856
Estinated 1955 eeew-- e cc————— memesecncmcccace emee 72,900
Projected 1970 =cememmacacano. e LD T P st cdecca - 99,800
Frojected 1675 ececmmuanaao. St creecncmcaceeeea- 130,800
BEnrollnent
Total Pudblic Enroliment
Bstimated ]_';76'1 e e et e R e r st r e, ——————— —meccmcce——- ~——- 228,21|-7
Projected 1970 wcecaeaao. e e ccaceee 266,000
Projccted 1975 ~--immcmaaaa o —————— e e cmeeccae-a 303,800
Noawhite Fublie _Bnrollment
Estinated 1665 -ccamnoo- i L LT T T emecm—a. 77,600
Projzcted 1)70 L T T e e eimmeee 106,400
Projected 1975 =e- cmcmmcncccona. i e L L LT T 139,800
Nonwhite K-12 Public Enrollment as Percent of Total K-~12, 1965-66-- 3k.0
Percent of Totzl llezro Zlemo antary Students ian Schools 90-100
Percent Hezro, 1965-66 e-vu-- S Rt L T TN R, 93.0
Perceat of To°g1 White Elenantary Students in Schools @0-100
Percent thite, 1965-56 acccccmmuao_ et R S ——— 97.3
Public HMish Schools Grzduate
196141505 wauuo-.. EE T T P el LT LT TP R L LT 9,601
19652966 —-naen T S e e e et cmcmte e e e . ——— 9,846
Dropouts
Loss in Fuber of Purils Gr 9des 10-12, q:ﬁh.l960-June 1953 wecmcea- 1,924
Perceut Mot Grodus 28INg cmmmemea e e G L U P . 21.39
Rominite Porsons over 25 years ot cipleting Hich School (1950 Census )
Persoss over 25 ‘earé {-- ------ ?-—:w- -------- P sisio -S-:---S-- 122,248
Huwber Not Cupleting High Sehool eevece ;caceocooo L 91,285
Percont D"O‘:cmu., e m e mcacan. e L

/ Excludes revenues for kindergartens and public Junior colleges. ™~ ~~""
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HOUSTON, TEXAS

VEIFARE

Payments Recipients

Public Assistonce, 1966
Ola-Age AsSSistance =---=-emmemecccccmcmmmicomcm———— $ 1,515,000 19,806
Farillies with Dep:ndent Children ew-ce=ccecomccncme- 209,000 9,980
Fermanently and Totally Disabled =-=-e-cmcmcememman 6,000 1,055

POFULATICN DENSITY

Population Per Square Mile/l960 =ee--ccammamamaaaa. 2,923
] Population Per Squarc Mile/1966 ==-ccwcmemmcacacaa. 3,536

CRIME, 1966

. Crime Rate 1966-Knowa Offenses Per 100,000-===wwme- 300.4
Percent Change Crime Rate, 1961-1966 -mececee--. r—— 46.8

Delinquents Reported by Juvenile Courts, 1966 \
Judicial Cases (except traffic) ——-ememeceecoloo 2,984
Nonjudicial Cases (except traffic) -—---veeecees 6,371

UNM-MPLOYMENT

Estimated Number of Uneniployed as of
July 1667 =----- e m e ——. Seeecmcmear—o . —-———— 18,100
Rate of Unemployiment as of July 1987 --v-eemmccance 2.k N
Rate of Unemployment, Jan.-Sept.l1967 Average 3.1 (Total) 2.4 (White) 5.7 (Nonwhite)
Unemployment in the Central City ' '
(estimated rate) 3.4 (Total) 2.9 (White) 5.7 (Nonwhite

The Mexicen-American population in Houston was 75,013 in 1960. The
median number of school years completed (male) was 6.%. The percent
of 16-17 year old teensgers enrolled in school wes 58.6.
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HOUSTON, TEXAS

FEDERAL FUNDS RSLATED TO EDUCATION AND
POVERTY FISCAL YEAR 1657

Elementary and Secondary School Activities

Elementary and Secondary Act Grants:

TIt1E T mmmommmmom memmeome dememmion $ 3,496,120
Title II ~----c--ccomcommcmmccmccmcaoon k9,933
Title IIT -----mmmemmmccccceeee-c——————- 982,549 .
Title IV mm-ecee mecemcccccccomccccanan 18,663

National Defense Education Act Grants:

Title IIT --=---=-mccemmmccmcccocccccana- $ a7h,127 .
Title VoA -ec cormmomccmcccmciccaccecaoa 70,911 '
Headstart Programs:
Summer 1966 | .
Number of Children e~- cccmcccccccaccaoa 6,219
T $ 1,479,418
Full Yeear
Number of Children =----ccccccccamacaa-- 136
FUNAS ~ommmmmmemomee = cmceee cemmmemee $ 98,364
Teacher Corps:
Corp Members ~=----c-ccccccncccccacanac-- 8
Funds ==---eccccccrccccccncan: cacnccccaa $ 192,109 -

Basic and Occupational Training

Manpower Developuent and Training Programs:

Training Slots --- =-cccccacmcccncccaaa- 3,007
Funds Allocated =-==--cicmevevcecccanaa- $ 4,088,000
Vocational Education Grants -=-----c-ccaa-- $ 626,073
Vocationa} Work-Study =---ccere-cccacccaa.. None
Adult Basic Education ~---cccmcccccccccana- None .
Concentrated Employment Program -----=-e=== $ 4,943,000
Neighborhobd Youth Corps:
Positions Filled ewececccecae ccamccccna- 1,919
1967 Allocations ------ SRR S S $ 2,417,350

Corrmnity Development

* Anti-Poverty Grants (A1l OEO administered

end delegated programs)---~---ecccccmcean- $ 1,535,092
Cormmnity Action Grants--= -—cccccccucaa- $ 568,222
Vista Volunteors =e--=e=-locecce ccmaanao 43

Commnity Service and Continuing Eduecation
(Title I of the Higher Education Act)------ $ 60,000
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1OS ANGEIES, CALIFORNIA

Highlights

O IO S R S S b Sy i 04

Los Angeles has a rapidly growing total population expected to reach 3

million by 1970.

B TICt, v Lo T L CHALTELIER,  praimeg DT 39

The nomwhite population is leveling at approximately 20 percent of the
total population, excluding Mexican Americans.

Metropolitan Number of
Area Families
In Central City 727,450

Outside Central City 1,016,418

White Families 1,607,258
Nonwhite Families 136,610

\.

39.5 percent of the Negro element

AT

oo, €y

SN g Eoshenly

Poverty Indices

Percent in
Poverty Areas

Percent Below
Poverty lLevel

flab g tin oot s X

Percent in
Central City

POt SR T L i piationr o ot A0

A

SANG S ALY

ary students are in schools 90-100 percent

Negro; 94.7 percent of white elementary students are in schools 90100 percent

white.

s S SR ne 22

Its unemployment rate averaged 5.5 between Januery and September 1967 s 53

for whites, and 7.6 for nonwhites.

O 7S 0 IHATE VS MU i o o -y £ .

In South Central Los Angeles, the slum area,
. November 1966.

the wnemployment rate was 10.7,
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FOPCLATTON 10S ANGELES, CALIFORNIA

Totzol
p K Yo I e - ————— ————
Estinated 1907 eccvcmcacaan e ————
Projected LYT0 == o worormmccaa ———-
Projected 1975 wee-e cmmmcacamancmcncecaa
Nonwhite

1960 w-c o mmm o -
Estimated 1905 =ceccmcrmcmmiccmccccccccnn-
Projected 1970 =m-emeemeccoccan- —————
Projected 1975 ~-mwemmccmmmaanna. ———eceom

2,479,015
2,743,500
3,037,000
3,362,000

417,207
570,000
613,600
676,700

Conponents of Population Change(includes Iong Beach)

Percent Chonge, L950-1955 ==-cccmmemcccccoan
Natural Increase =----- e et e ——————
‘Net Migration =cecicacaamamaaaa. -————— oo

In Migration, 1955-1560
From Different SM3A

White ~e- demmmmmcace coccccneae. cmmcmmm—
Nonvhite -~-~-=-v.a e S e
From Ion-lietropolitea Avea
hite v-vcecncae v > o o s om v e e o om0 @e A = 00 v 4 san e
Noawvhite --=--eu- - .. -

POVERTY IMDICEZS (1950 Census)
(includes Long Beach)

Total Number of Families -=--wcu- ———————— -
' Irn Central Ciby =--o-w cccmmcccnccacciaan
Outside Central Clu e b
FPercent in Poverty Areas «------ - - -
In Central City =--r-mmmecccmaaaaa.. ————
- Outside Central City ew---eeew-- mm e ———
Percent below Poverty Level =eeec-oea-o ————
In Centrzl City === ~-w- e L R L EE ——————
Outside Central City ~=---e~eeu-. - -
‘hite Families
Tobz) Ituber ==-ce-ieemauaa - mm——— ——————
Perceat ian Central City ------ - —————
Percent Residing in Poverty Areas e-w-ew-
Percent Pelow Poverty Leovel =-ccameew- ———

Noavhite Paniilies

Total Hubor emcmmmmcae e e et . ————
Percent in Cent“eT City =w-vommcoccnaa -
Percent Rzailding in Porerty Arvac o~
Perceut R2low Poverty Lovel e--mewe-e - ee
Percaat Subsiondard JOQHIlu“

Rentel Pousing «-- vewea- ——————————— -

Children in Femiliez Relow Poverty Ieveld
(Ceatra) City end Ousaide A"aa)

Under © yerrs =me vommmcccecom oo m e ~
6 to _Lr{ 1-‘.‘.5-_:3 PO AR Mt W BT o e B WD M S G e e BB B0 M AR S G

NS L B L T 37 Do SR e o e gttt mea et i

12,
T
5

oo Ne

674,726
67,113

279,675
1

3

1,743,868

- 727,450
11.0
19.7

h.8
10. o
11.6

8.9

1,607,258
38.9
7.3
8.9

136,610
7h 1
55.1

22.9
19

134,050
173,479

16.8% of Total
20.T% of Total
20.2% of Total
20.1% of Total
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Exgendituras for Punlic Scheols
Bstinnted 1966-67 Cuvrcni Totzl Bxpenditures =--=-=-------- rm——————
Bstimated 1956-07 fanusl Curreat Expenditure Per Pupil In-
Average Dally ilenbarship -—--smm-em-cccrcmcc v c e e cre e
Average Daily Allendonge ---cccemmccnmcmrcicmcncccccncncc e e

Percent of Estimated 1966-67 Current Total Expanditures
from Federal Munds, FY LG0T =-=-c-mmocmmmrcmmmca e cmcmcecmanas ————
Percent of Revenue Receipts from Local Sources, 1905-66 ==--vccee--
Percent of Estimated 1966-67 Revenue Receipts from Federal '
Sources for the State of Califormia ~---=vee-ce-ccen-- cemmee=—-
Classroom Teachers in Public Schools, Fall 1956
Total (Full-time and Port-time) =-=---m-==m-m-emmmwmceooomcencomna
Percent Increase or Decrease from Previous Yeay ----- —em———ee———-
Percent of Full-time Teachsrs Without Bachelor's Degree,

1965-60 ccmmcemmmmccmmemcncmmceeececcmmee— e cececem e coae—e -

School-Age Population, 5 through 17 years
Totsl
1960 ==mmmmmm oo e o e e e s meme e m oo s oo oo
Estimated 1965 -=cecmmmmcmmcmmcc e cec e mec e e e n e e aa-
Projected 1970 e=cmmcmmcmccmcmcc e e et e e
Projected 1975 =--r-ccecmccmmcncm e n e e e e e c e e e

Nonrihite School-ge Population, % through 17 years
1960 == -mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmemmmeee e
Estimated 1965 —--ecrcmmccmmmmccceecmme e aee -
Projected 1970 ---cceccmmmccm e rccrcc e e e T LT e
Projectad 1975 =----ccec-mmcorccrcmrcncncccana- mmmmmmmme——eeaodoe

Enrollnent l/
Total Public Enrollment
Estimoted 1905 e--eemmcmcmcccmcm e mccccm e e —o—-
Projected 1970 =--e-eemcmcmmmcrcccm e r e c e n e e e~
Projected 1975 ==~-ceccwcmeeca-. L DL L Ll L L

Nonwhite Public Enrollment 1/
Estimated 1965 --------=cc-mmenne S e e LD LE L L DL Dbty
Projected 1570 ==------eemcmme oo e e oo oo
Projected 1975 === =wmmmcccceoccccc e e n e e e nc e

93,369
231,100
14k ,800
150,900

605,980
677,000

713,600

127,300
142,200

149,900

Nonvhite K-12 Public Enrollment as Percent of Total K-12, 1965-66-3/  21.0

Percent of Total ilegro Ezsfentary Students in Schools 90-100
Percent legro, 1965-66 &/
Percent of Totel Vhite Elemnentary Students in Schools 90-100

- e D ED S S5 0T MR S D YD D s P S D SR ED ED G0 G ¢ D I Y v ED G D o G o @D OF G a0 6P an

Percent White, 1.965-66 é@i----~---------~-------~--7 --------------

Public High Schools Greductes

Y L A —— N ——

Dropouts

Loss in Number of Pupils Grades 10-12, Sept.l960-June 1G53 =-===-=-
Percen’ Mot Graduating -----e-mcecerccmrccercrecmnccnccc e eceaaa
Nonwhite Persons over 25 years Not Completing High School (1960 Census)
Persons Over 25 years =-----ec-s-mommemeeccscoocesmocoo-ooso-eos
Number ot Completing High SchoOl =-w-----icmcccccccccncreccecn-"

Percent Dropnouts ---- T T T S T R e ey
1/ City and school district are not co;%erminus 2/ 1963-64 data

39.5
o7

312,512

168,623
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10S ANGELES, CALIFORNTA

VELFARE ,
: Payments Recipients
Public Assistance, 1965 (includes Long :jeach)
0ld-Age AsSistance =---eeecocoecmm e $ 10,421,000 105,595
Families with Dependent Children ~e---ecceccmmacm-. 10,023,000 219,605
Permenently end Totally Disabled weeemcecmcocccccan 3,517,000 32,071
POPULATION DENSITY
Population Per Square Mile/1960 ==-ccccmmcacamaans 5,47
‘Populetion Per Square Mile/1966 =--ccccommmcammcaao ,
~ CRIME, 1956 |
Crime Rate 1966-Known Offenses Per 100,000-----mmm-n | ¥75.6
Percent Change Crime Rate, 1961-1966 -cmecceecnonaa 37.9
Delinquents Reported by Juvenile Courts, 1966 \ _
Judizial Cases (except traffie) —-—-eemeeamcoica 10,961
Nonjudicial Cases (except traffic) —----ecemeaa 6,727
UNEMPLOYMENT
(Includes Long Beach)
Estineted Number of Unergployed as of
July 1067 == omec e e 156,400

2 - Unauployuent as of July 1967 =ec-cocaccanaa 90
Rate O Unempioment Jamia e e 1967 average 5.5 (total) 5.3 (white)
U.S. Department of Labor, Special Survey, 1964-1965
South Central Los Angeles

Population -~-ecc-cecmmccccscnmmncacaeccccaaaaa. S 321,000
Unemployment Rate -=-cmcecccmaaaa.. e ——emccsceae 10.7

(In the hard core of this city sized slum, the rate

was 12 percent.)

Nonparticipation Rate (20-64 Years, Male) not Working
nor Looking £or Work =--eeeecccemmmcmmccc e cccccccnees 4.8

A fourth of the unemployed adults in this slum area have never been to high
school; almost two-thirds have less than a high school education. Four high
schools serving the slum ares have dropout rates ranging from 36 percent to -

45 percent. Explenations given by the unemployed as to their condition relate
to a lack of skill or education.

Persons o Spenish surneme numbered arcund 166,630 in 1965 in Eagt and South
Los Angeles. Of the total population in East Ios Angeles 75.6 percent were .

Mexican American. Of the total in South Ios Angeles 9.9 percent wvere
Mexican American.

B L S it e At harh oot eI, 3w o

R G o T T

SN e per ke S st it g 3

&
b
W
ks
b

1

by
3
M
b ?}.
£
¥
5
¥
£

marigpeatinteiit!

s o

R I b 10 B R st e e, AT

gt i ] RSO 3, 2 gy Kot v tby ey




. et e
o N " . o B LA SRR S N T B s
VAR LY, SRR PO L A o W A M R PN PEVE IO N PO ane e C :

Y sy

108 ANGELES, CALIFORNIA

FEDERAL FUNDS RELATED TO EDUCATLON AND
POTERTY FISCAL YEAR 1957

o
Y

Elementary and Secondary Schosl Activities

Elementary and Secondary Act Grants:

Rl =‘;§g§¢,2._~._..._:*~.,_£ i
AR bt g e o P

Title I mcmmcm oo $ 14,745,945 ?‘t
Title IT - omememom oo 725,199
Title IIT mecommmmeeeo. R — e 690,282
Title IV m-vovee meccemao. e == 1,k30,431 i
National Defense Eduzation Act Grants: -
Title IIT -o-mmmeemmm ool $ 11,208 !
Title VoA mee cm o 13,811 ;
Headstart Programs: "
Sunmer 1966 i
Number of Children -we cccmcemecoooooo__ None 3
FUNgs =ecocmm e L None 5
Full Year | i
Rumber of Children =-=ecseamcmeee oo oo 6,780
Funds eoecmmmmae oL $ 10,581,359 ’

I

Teacher Corps:
Corp Members =e-eemeocmm oo E 39 i
TGS =e-mececmcme e e ————————————a- $ s11,179 1

’ I

Besic and Occupationsl Training ‘ ' f
Menpoiver Developrient and Training Prograns: '_
Training S1ots e cmemeeowe. i ccc—— ' 23,326 |
Funds Allocated = ~=wom ccmcmmoe oo o $ 27,755,000 :

;

Vocational Education Grants =--eeemeoceoee. $ 2,561,190 i
Vocational Work-Study =-----s=-eomcmmeeo oo - $ 38,253 | ;
Adult Basic BANCEbIOL === memmeommmmmomeeeoo. $ k820 j
Concentrated Employment Program =e-e-e.ooee $ 7,849,000 i‘
Neighborhood Youth Cerps: i
Positions Filled eewmmeccecme commmceeos 10,521 i
1967 Allocations e=-eee —eee e $ 9,654,530 i
Community Development ‘
. 5 j

Anti-Poverty Grants (ALl OEO administered $ 12,780,717 3
end delegated Programs)=--e-c-ccmmeeeooo .. : - !
Community Action Grant§ece memceccoceooo $ 1,917,477 ‘
Vista Volunteers =e-w--ommmcao oo __. i
Commmnity Service and Continuing Bducaticn ' f
(Title I of the Higher Education Act) wooe... $ 322,499
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MIIWAUXEE, WISCONSIN o
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Milweukee has a growing population in spite of a net migration loss of

4,3 §6 1960-65; 12 percent of its total was estimated to be nonwhite
inl 50
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Poverty Indices

Metropolitan Number of Percent in Percent lelow

Area Families Poverty Areas Poverty Level
In Central City 188,984 . 16.6 9.2

Outside Central City 114,903 Not appliceble 5.0

P 3 2 rn I RRAIN A T T s g 55

Sl 19753

Percent in

Central City

White Families 290,153 604 6.9 6
Nonwhite Families 13,734 99,0 83.3 30
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73% L ggrcent cf its Negro elementary students attend schools s> 90=100 Negro,
1 5- ) .

Milwaukee had an unemployment rate of 3.7 percent, July 1967.
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Total
1960 ~--=- mmmemme—accsemnee mcmcmmme e TH1,32L
BEstimated 1055 acvmmmmmme o as ceemmee 765,000
Projected 1970 me v oo ccmrcccmccme-. ---= 789,000
Projectod 1975 =-rem mmemcmeemocceoneeee | 814,000
Honwhite 3 ‘ ‘
1060 =o- - cmccmcmmcmccecccmeecmeeeeeeeae 65,752  8.8% o
Esbinated 1965 ==wm-mmemmmiemocmmamceaaae 95,500  12.4%
Projected LOT0 mm-mmemcmmnmncmne cmmnmeuam 1255100 ig-

£ Total
£ Total
of Total
£

e ' g AT A A Ao ol
BRSO N I 2 IO Wit e 2 a2 G el Sy SRS ISR Qe B S e N et

&%
) Projectod 1975 ~--mcerammccmmmcmnemeemnee 152,000 6% of Total
Components of Populiatica Change
Percent Change, 19501955 —ommmmommcmccmue 3.4
. Natursl Inerease =—e-eeeceecvcnaccicaccan T.T
Nel Migrolion =ee-mceccacmacmacc e cccee -4.3
In Migratioa, 1.955-1360
From Different SIHSA ' 3
WREEE - morrommmmmcmmm smmmmmmmmmnmmmnmme 48,138 a
Noawhite ew-ewa- -——— e —————— - 4,567 d
From Non-metropolitan Area ' i
White == mmmmacmmceae e - 51,921 1
Nomhiite ==emcrcmmmca e ——— 4,955
POVITY TEDICES (1560 Census ) i
g
: 4
Total llupboer of Femllies ee~vrcamoccaaaa ——m———— 303,887
In Central City w-wrom cccmeocca.- -vwme-= 188,984 !
Outside Control City ------ememmcmamamme 114, ,903 £
Percont in Poverty Areas ew-e-mcemrcmcecacaca 10. 3
In Central City ------ ——————— cemenamaa 16.6 é
Cutside Central City ---=-wcmeecccunueaenae Not appllcable A 5
FPercent holer Poverty Level --~-m-cecccmmaas 7.6 '
In Cenbral City ~-- m-ccemcmecmaccccccnan 9.2 :
OQutside Central City —--e-omcmvmmmcmcnca 5.0 i
ite Fenilies i E
TOLRL FURDAY mmwvomc oo smmrmmcammecm—ene 200,153 %
Percent ia Central Qity —------ ———————e e 60.4
Percent Residing in Pove rby Areas ~~--e-= 6.9 §
Percent Belor Poverty Level ---ecemeececa 6.6 [
. Nomrhite Families _
Totel Irbzy ==w--- S - ——— mmememea 13,734 i
Percent in Jontral Qity ce--mmeee-. ——————— 99.0 g
Percent Nesiding in Poverty Areag =--ee-- 83.3 :
’ Perceat Below Povorty Lovel —---cwee- - 30.4
Porceat Swbstendord Woavhite -
Rentesl liowsing —- ceemmcmccca e aeae 46 :
Children in Prailies Talow Poverdy Level 1
(Cantrel City =nd Culsida Area) ;‘
Undor 6 YOUTR sememmm e e m e m e — e —— 19,176
| 6 10 1T Fours =reeresmracccmmc ;e c ;e ——— 23,903 . , éé
- 61
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EVUCATTO

MEIWAUKEE, WISCONSIN |
Expenditures for Public Schools p
Estimated 1056-67 Current Tobal Expanditures -eeeeamooeoo.o o—————— $ 755556 ,000
Estimated 1966-67 Annual Current Bxrpepditure Per Pupil In- L
Averoge Daily Iembership =--eecvmmemooooool_ T _ T 488 !
‘ Average Daily Attendanee =mw--eemmemmcoccooomcooo_ . 5e3 .
} Percent of Estimated 1966-67 Current Total Cxpenditures

from Federal Funds, FY 1967 ==-ovommemm oo oo oo oo 5.0

; Percent of Revenue Receipts from Loosl Sources, 1965-66 ~eweveccman 87.8

Percent of Estimnted 1966-67 Revenue Receipts from Federsl

Sources for the State of Wiscomsin  —— oo _____.__________ 5.9 i
Clessroon Teachers in Public Schools, Fall 1966 1/ :
Totel (Full-time and Part-time) m-eem-seeomomeomoooooooo oo b, 7ho i
Percent Increase or Decrease from Previous Yeer =-ccemeemocoaas , 40,9 R
Percent of Full-time Teachars Without Bachelor's Degree, B
196566 e mmm o e e e e e e 2.5 |8
- School-Age Population, 5 through 17 years
Total 5
j 19'5(_) -------------------- T e e e 158,500 §
; Estimated 1965 wemermrommm e T 176,300 g
Projected 1970 w-m-cemommmee T TTTTTTTTEm- 196,100 :
g Projected 1975 evocmmmuoocmoo . L T S ————eemaa 190,500 ,
5 Nonwhite School-Age Population, 5 through 17 years 2
§ 1960 mommmm e T 18,361 f
g Estimated 1965 weoomm oo TTT C————— 27,"»00 i
; Frojected 1970 =meoemmmmmmee L TTTTmmm 36,900 ok
i Frojected 1975 == cmcmmmm e LT - h2,400 :
§ Enrol].mcn’c\ | '
: Totel Pubkhic Enrollment '
Bstimated 1965 w--eommmeeemo ———— 122,340 )
Projected 1970 ==ceemcamclco .. e e e 9300 .k
Frojected 1975 m---ommmmmmee L TTTTTTTTTTRmRS 132,700 4
Nonwhite Public Enrollment
Bstimated 1905 = mm oo oo e 25,900 4
Projected 1970 oo oo TS 35,400 3
Projected 1975 =- moommmee e TTTTTTTmmS 41,100 '
Nonwhite K-12 Public Enrollment as Percent of Total K-12, 1965-66-- 21.2 i
| Percent of Total Negro Elementary Students in Schools 90-100 3
] Percent Negro, 1965-66 mmwo-eeeoeeo o _ _ __ - 2 T 2.4 , 4
*? Percent of Total Vhite Elementary Students in Schools 90-100 -
Percent thite, 1965-66 ~-emeeeoo . T D 7T 86.3 : i
: Public High Schools Grodustes 1
] 1964-1065 mmmommcme S ‘-{ ................... T T 6,566 L
| 19652966 mmmmmmmm eI TTTmTmmmmmeees 6,370 1
§ Dropouts P
i Loss in Nuwber of Pupils Grades 10-12, Sept.1960-gune L R — 1,657 o
Percent Mot Groduating =---eemeoo i Jll I 71T - T702 TTTTRRCC 26.19 O
| Nonwhite Persons over 25 yesrs liot Coupleting High School (1950 Census)
i Persons over 25 years ---e--aaoo il 27000 8 TTE7 S D 29,283 ]
Number Not Completing High SChoOl mmmmeccocmmooeooooo oo o 20,835 L
, Percent Dropouts =---—-e———e_o________________TTTTTTTTTTTTToC (! |4
‘ ]
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MIIWAUKEE, WISCONSIN
WELFARE | | | :

Payments " Recipients
Public Assistance, 1966 ?

0ld-Age Assistaiice ~~=ceceemecccoo- S --- $ 802,000 5,791
Families with Dependent Children ==--=-eeccocmenon. 787,000 17,486
Permanently and Totally Disabled = ~-=-cememcccaca. 209,000 1,162

POPULATION DENSITY

RS & e
1 meg o P P T e . «

s dearn

Population Per Square Mile/1960 ===vwomcecameceecee 8,137
] Population Per Square Mile/1066 ~=-e-veemcccmemaca- 8,667

g CRIME, 1966

RS RN %

o e A T

AR KT,

. Crime Rate 1966-Known Offenses Per 100,000----vme-=  161.6
Percent Change Crime Rate, 1961-1966 -—wemeeemmmacoe 70.1

Delinquents Reported by Juvenile Courts, 1966 \ | §
Judicial Cases (except traffic) ------- ————cea 2,516 : :
Nonjudicial Cases (except treffic) =-vccecccaa. 9178 '

UNEMFLOYMENT “ i

Estimated Number of Unemployed as of i
July 1967 ~--comeua- —————- —————- cm———e- ———cem—— 22,000 }
Rate of Unemployment as of July 1967 ~-eecececcmaea 3.7 -
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MILWAUKEE, WISCONSIN

FEDERAL FUNDS RELATED TO EDUCATION AND
POVERTY FISCAL YEAR 1967

Elementary and Secondary School Activities

Elementary and Secondary Act Grants:

Title I =--meccmmccccccaeoae decammeaa $ 2,636,828

Title IT ----eccmmcmcccc e 239,218

Title ITI --ccrmcccmccmccccccccaacaee 578,017

Title IV ccmccce mmmccace e ea None
National Defense Education Act Grants: .

Title IIT -=----cmmmmmme e e $ 216,756

Title V-A --- -- cmresccccccececccccccc—a 76,228 .
Headstart Programs:

Sunmer 1966

mm‘ber Of Chil&.en Gt ‘GG G e - None

Q191 ¢ Lo - T S S S None

Full Year

Number of Children =------cacccacacceao_. < 973

Funds ececcomcccmcace o ccaccaa mm-— .- $ 1’161’950'
Teacher Corps: ‘

Corp Members -=--ceccccaaaaa.. S - : 11

Funds -----e-cccomcammcccaaoo cmmmmceaa $ 285,267' -

Basic and Occupational Training

Manpower Development and Trainlng Progrems:

Training Slots =-- —-ccccmccaccccccncaaa 1,509
Funds Allocated =----=--emememeecccaaon- $ 2,67us090"
Vocational Education Grants ---e-e---esc-ace 568,654
Vocational Work-Study ------eceeececccaca.. 11,200
Adult Basic Education =--=ee-cocacammamacan 161,418
Concentrated Employment Progrem -e---e-=eae None
Neighborhood Youth Corps:
Positions Filled ee-ccccccee ccecceaccea 1,174
1967 Allocations e----- tmmmmmccccenmeaae $ 934,020
Comrranity Development
Anti-Poverty Grants (ALl OEO administered
- and delegated programs)-----eececcccceca-a $ 2,708,351
Community Action Grantg--- —cccocommoaoo $ 1,830,611
Vista Volunteers =----e-lcmmmamcoccaaa. . %5

Community Service and fontinuing Education :
(Title I of the Higher EBducation Act) ------ 48,394
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NEW ORLEANS, LOUISIANA

Highlights

New Orleans has a growing population; nearly 42 percent of the total will
be nonwhite by 1970, '

It had a percent increase of 13.2 in population, 196065,

Poverty Indices

Metropolitan Number of Percent in Percent Below
Area Femilies Poverty Areas Poverty level
In Central City 152,518 ' 67.1 25.6
Outside Central City 58,643 37.0 16.0

Percent in
Central City

) White Families 153 9607 66 03 % .0. 12 _.ll-

Nomwhite Families 57,554 88.1 92.6 51.1
85 percent of nonwhite persons over 25 are without a high school diploma.

95.9 percent of its Negro elementary s#tuwdents atbend schools 90-100
percent Negro, 1965-66.

Its rate of unemployment, July 1967, was 5.0; in the slum districts the
unemployment rate was twice as high, November 1966. )
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DOIALS (G NEW ORLEANS, LOUISIANA
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Projacted 1070 e v oo ccecmmmn cees ccea

+Projected LIT5 em-me cccmcmmm e e

Nonvaite

1900 mom o e e

Estimoted 1905 mmcemmocmmmmc i

PI‘Ojected 9‘70 --"-"'-"-u—ui-- ----- - e ov We 00 = 0w a0
Projected LI75 meocmarommcmmmecoon ————

Comonents of Populu‘;lon Change
Percent Change, 1960105 cmc i e
Netural Ineresse =—w-ccmcommrcocemccmncna
Net Migrabion —-ewccomcaccnc e caeceas
In Migration, 1955-1950
Frem Different SMSA
TNLITE moecmm e e
N - Honwddte eececmimm e daal
From Non-matropolitan Area
VWhite O e e ee e he e o e o e % 2 2 e et 0 o & s e g

NOMYALEE = mrmmmmmmm o e e e

POVERTY IMDICES (1950 Census)

Total Nwbhar of Pani
In Central City =---
Outside Central City ==---cememvimaceacna
Parcent ir Poverty Areas =-eercmccoccaacona
In Centrzl City ==---=- B i LT T T Uy,
Outside Central (‘....,y e mmmenc e ————
Darcent below Foverty Lovel ereme: ccmccoccwee
In Canitrel City -~~~ cccrcmmcmncccmcccceaa
Outside Cenlral City e--c-mcmmmccncccccan

3
¢

WA ED ST D M En D s an AP B¢ Gk G0 Se E we OB OO 00

Waite Families
Tolul Muber = - ecvaacccmmcac et
Percen’, in Central City ---eeccmmmnancaaa
- Parcent Regiding in Poverbty Areas =~ -ew=
Percent, Below Poverty Level s--cewm-cmmea
Homvutve Families o
Total HMber sercame e ce e e
Percent in Central. City —ecvwccmcmcca.
Percent Rest Lding in Poverly Aress wee-em-
Percent Below Povorty lLevel --weamee- -
Porcent Substendsrd Monghite
Rentzl Hovgling ev wvecececccacoccio caa.
Children in Fomilics Below Poverty Level "'
(Central City and Ouisids Area)
Under 6 yenrs =ee-cmocmmmonc oo

6 UO 17 "\’-.3.."8 o %t en am *o wm el ol R R R e T G

s - Em e ar an o -——---n---nn---nr

627,525
668,489
712,000
758,000

234,931
259,678
301,600
356a500

35,194
3,016

28,709
7,582

211,161
152,518

58,643

58.7
67.1
37.0
22.9
25.6
16.0

1533607
66.3
46.0
12.4

57,554
88.1
92.6
51.1

b7

48,229
64,108

37.4% of Total
38.8
h2.3
47.0
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'NEW ORLEANS, LOUISIANA

MOUCA: JOJ

Fzpenditures for Mlie Selwols
Estinsted 1966-87 Current Tobzl Expnlitures ewe---a-eeeea- -
Bohinated 10966-67 Arnmuel Curreat Dxpenditure Fer Pupil Ia- |
Averapge Doily ;hfr@r:hip e ennm—ee e —— ——————— - ———— ——————
“ Averase Daily Attandoneg cevceccccicea. R cemmmemem e ————

Percent of Estinzteld 1~Jo—67 Current Total Expenditures
from Fedorsal Muds, FY Lo07 e-a-ee--. - cememccccccca =
Porcont of Reveuue Receipbs from Locel Sources, 1965-86 =e-c-w-aee-
Percent of Bstimated 1665-G7 Revenue Receipts from Federal
Sources for the State of Louisiana —emmmm e em———— ————eesre-
Classroom Teachers in Public Schools, Fall 1955 ,
Total (Full-time and Part-ulma) —————————— cmmnecm——- R --
Percent Increase or Decrease from Previous Yeay e------ec-vccw--e-
Perceat of Full-tine Teachers Without Bachelor's Degree,

1%5-66 D e ot ED OO D ED e G ED S G ED e ED ED W S N ER D ED D G S0 P G En e > ED G EE GD ST @ G E GD S0 GD @ 5P SF @0 G GRS G0 AD an S 8 e

. School-Age Population, 5 through 17 years
Total

1960 ~-=-nmmn mmmmmmee- memmm e e TR
Estimated 1955 =mmmmmmmcmce oo e ————ee—-
Projected 1970 - -c-cmue- ~————— e mememmem o ——-
Projected 1975 «---- R e L L e T DL Lty
Nonwhite ochoox~Age Population, 5 through 17 years
1900 ~--ememimcmmccmmnaaa cmm——m——— S .
Estimated 100) —————— cmm———— e e ———————— G LT LT E L L
Projected 1970 =-ve-c-crmcccna-- ———emem—emem —mmmmeem——————e ————

Projected 1975 =-mm-=memmmmmmmrmmcommmemmecommecdemmenme—e e eiee

Enrollnent
Total Publiec Inrollment

Estimated 1955 ==-mmemmmmmcmcammccamaas e e ——————————
Projected 1970 ==--mmemmmmcmcecccee;cemce e eacm—e—————c—me———-
Projected 1975 =-wmmmemmmmmcamcmmcaomamaon- c—————- S

Noawhite Public Tarollment

Estimated 1965 =-w----- ————e——ee —mmeemmem e cece—eemee—- —————
‘Projected 1970 ----- e S ——
Projected 175 —-----=mcmrmeommmmmmmmcmammemen T

Nomwhite K-12 Public Enrollment as Percent of Totel K-12, 1965-66--
Percent of Totial Negvo BElemantary Students in Schools 90-100
Percen’ ilagro, 1965
Percent of Totzl White Tlementary Students in Schools 90-100
Percent Wnite, 160506 mecomemecmmm e --

-OD --.-n.-—--—---- .-----—--.--—-n-m---‘-'-oh'---—------‘--

Publlc High ocﬁoolo Greduztes
L 1964-1005 cmeccmcnnnaa e e et e e m e — e — G —— - ———————

1965-1065 == -n=mmmmrmnnn wmmmmemm i im e mm e

6.7

147,247
165,100
175,100
175,100

64,638
80,200
95’
106,600

104,207
112,000
113,300

65,700
79,500
89,500

63.0
95.9
83.8

,565
4,549

1,348

27.10

102,h19

Dropouts _
Ioss ia Inwiber of Fupils Grales 10-12, Sept. 960-June 1063 =emcmmm-
"Percent Mot CGraduating e~- i mecccmcocncaccccvcccrecnane~ crrme—e——
Nonwhite Porsons cver 25 yzars Iob Cornlet1n~ chh School (1950 Census\
Persoas over 25 years e=----==- ——m eeme oo e s e e—e——————-
Nurbar Mot Ceaplating lHigh Schiol ---emmion-ee- e T Tl
Percont Drosouts =---w-=- e mee e em—— R L L
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NEW ORLEANS, LOUISIANA
WELFARE

Payments " Recipients

Public Assistance, 1966 ?

0ld-Age Assistance =--e-cececcm oo $ 1,750,000 22,782

Femilies with Dependent Children ==---c-cem-eccoec- 596,000 2% i3

Permenently end Totally Disabled =eeeccmcccccceesea 247,000 3,886
POPULATION DENSITY

Population Per Square Mile/1960 e=eemcocacaan.. cm—- - 3,157

"Population Per Square Mile/1966 =-cmreeececccecece. - 3,237
CRIME, 1966 |

Crime Rate 1966-Known Offenses Per 100,000-=~-= -—- 322.6

Percent Change Crime Rate, 1961-1966 ~e---ccca-cmua 62.4

Delinquents Reported by Juvenile Courts, 1966
Judicial Cases (except treffic) e-cc-ececaaa ——- .1,6U6
Nonjudicial Cases (except traffic) ==---eceme-. h,751

UNEMPLOYMENT
Estimated Number of Unemployed as of
JULY 1967 mc-cmcicmcccmcne ccmacacccccccmc————— ——— 21,400
Rete of Unemployment as of July 1967 ==---scomceua- 5.0

U.S. Department of Labor, Special .Survey Novemha' 1966 .
Five New Orleans Aresas
Central City, Irish Channel, Lower Ninth Ward, Desire,
Florida Avenue

Population -eerccccccccccccncccaa. . 123’672
Unemployment Rate ~«ececcccccceccncccccccccacaacacaaa.
Percent Unemployed not Gradueting ' ” .

from High School ~=«=- Cemecccmccncn e n e cccn e ne————- 68

Percent Unemployed With Less then'8 Years of School -- 30

Unemployment Rate for Teensgers (16-19 Years) =s=--w-- 34,7
Nonparticipation Rate (20-6l Years, Male) Not . |
Working nor Looking for Work -=--ececcccccacacaan ———e= 13,2

Many of the unemployed in the surveyed neighborhoods of New
Crleans say they would like additicdnal tra.ning to improve their
chances of employment. 54.0 percent would be willing to take -
on-the-job training. 80.0 percent expressed interest in retum:l.ng
to school for 'bra:t.nmg if necessary
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NEW ORLEANS, LOUISIANA

FEDERAL FUNDS RELATED TO EDUCATION AND
POVERTY FISCAL YEAR 1967

Elementary and Secondary School Activities

Elementery and Sacondary Act Grants:

Title I =---meoococecccomcmae- P $ 4,354,459 g

Title IT -=---cmcmmmemeccemc—coccc ccoeea 106,835

Title IIT ~c-memmmcecmecccccmcana- r————— 733,865 i

. 1 O 176,000
Netional Defense Education Act Grants: §

Title IIT ~e-mmm-moccmcmcmcoecccceeeeee $ 263,500 :

: Title V-A --v == cmemmmmmemmeceeeccecena- 67,893 - ;
Headstart Programs: . . |

Supuer 1966 _ ‘ | | ;

Nunber Of Children =m--mmmmemmme-e-cace 2,808 - LR

FUNGS ==-mememeee e o e e cccececeemeea $ 584,725

Full Year | o S

Number of Children ----c-cecccmcmccccaaa. 1,145 f > %

Funds ----c-ccaccmca o cmaaoo rmmm—caca- $ 1,080,926 ' : ’

. : o e L]

Teacher Corps: | o f | i

Corp Members =---eceecacmcmec i ac e . 11 e S

FUNAS == mmmm e m oo o e $ 155,451 o 1

i

Basic and Gccupational Training

Manpower Development and Training Programs:

Bl Y B S e anshus il

Training SLot§ =-- =--mmmmmmmoee-oooeman 1,224
Funds Allccated ==------cmeccemmcacaaaa. $ 1,523,000 |
Vocational Education Grants -=----ee-ee-a- - $ 520,466 f
Vocational Work-StUQY -------ce-mmmmmmemene $ 13,736 | ;
Adult Basic Education =----ecececmaoaaaoao. $ 129,654 ' S S
Concentrated Employment Progrem =e---=-c=ea $ 4,588,000 2
‘Neighborhood Youth Corps: i
Positions Filled ~=---eee--a. mmm————— 1,322 f
| 1967 Allacations =----- S - $ 1,6%,050 i
,' Commnity Development ‘
% Ant:.-Poverty Grants (A1l OEO edministered -
; and delegated Programs)eeme--emceecaccaaoa $ 298,385
‘ Community Action Grantg-=- ---e-ccecaaad $ 298,385 1
1 Vista Volunteers -------femmceeccoaaoo. None 1
2 Cormmmity Service and Continuing Education - - B MR :‘_?
g (Title I of the Higher Education Act)------ $ 22,700 S
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NEW YORK, NEW YORK

- Highlights

New York has a growing population expected to reach 8 million by 19753
its nonwhite population is projected to be 25.6 percent of the total
by 1975.

Poverty Indices

Metropolitan Liumber of Percent in Percent Below
Area Families Poverty Areas Poverty level
In Central City 2,079,832 29,1 . 12.8
Outzide Central City T27,TTL 2.5 6.1
Percent in
Central City
White Families 2,516,341 2.2 16.6 CR
Nonvhite Families 291,262 90.6 1.1 25,6

- °

Its nonwhite scliool-age population (5-17) is increasing in relation to
its white school-age population and white public school enrollment which
are expected to decrease between 1970 and 1975.

68 percent of nomwhite persons over 25 (k74,962 adults) lack a high sehool
diploma.

Its unemployment rate was 4.0 as of July 1967.

In the slum districts of Central Harlem, East Harlem, and Bedford-Stuyvesant

unemployment rates ranged from 6.2 to 9.0 with a preponderance of unemploy-
ment among teensgers.
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POrULATYON

1950 S e e e e
Estiaxted 1505 --vn e L R L
Projected 1970 «= v ceimmmimmcecean .. -
Projected LOTS -=-- = vmmmmcccm e -

Ionihxtn(excludes Puerto Ricans)’
195C =—--
Estinoted 1065 -mommmmmo- R
Projected 1900 =--mvmccmmmnunan.. bbbl
Projected 1975 ~ecmcammcanaa- iatataiededabebetdaded

R G OB U S EE D G P A R D S G G SO WD WD e GO B WD OT G o @ W A P

Componeants of Population Change
Percent Changs, 1 750-1965 co-amevmcarcecnna.
Halvrel Increcse =w-vemerccacanao.
Het Migration —-vecmcmcace ciccccmaaaa.
In ho~rat¢oa l);)-luoo
Fron )lizercnb S1ZA
White ~--cemmm e e
Nonwhite evrecccemimmmacaccmece ¢ nes,
Frop Non~natropolitan Area
Tite wsemrcmemaw. s - o o e e ae LT

Nonwhite =wwm-- et e e e

POVERTY INDICES (1950 Cansus)

Total Nurbar of F
In Centr

r]llleh’ ST CH OB .S R S0 W W PN T WD WD s S G @ e B o W OB B8

28l City =-=m== memmmscoccmocan

Outside Centreal City —---r-ecmcmmanindune

Parcant in Poverty Areas -~-vrevmrcwrancaana
In Cenbral City ~---c-csmceccenaana. ——————
Cutside Ceniral City -~--ceecmccmacmimanas

Percent helowr Poverty level —c-eceeea- ,——————
In Central City =-~- ~--- e L LT
Outsida Centiral City ~-v-wmcwrmumcanneaas

White Fanilies
Total Furder e-wae-- ~--~~--4~—~~—-~------~-~
Fercent in Coatrol Ciby e--revmcvaccacaaa
Perccat Residing in Poverlby Areas =---eaa
Percent &vlov Poverty Level --vecen-a- -——

Nonuiilte Forndl
Total Ihitoa

GNP ot ED Y B BE S Ve G YD G G G - BB @ G BRGNS T B 4 S e B PO G

PerCCﬂu n Central City ew-cemccmmmnnnn.
Percent esidlnz in DPoverty Areas «=cewa-.

Y2 TS e s-g u.

n ¢
g, i
C

Poverty Ievel - -c-mrmcamaas

8
-2
-y

Pereccat

Percent Substonderd Howmite
Rentol Houziay e-veececmrmccananccce iccan
Childraon 13 Peuilies Below Poveriy Level
(Ceatral City cnd (ubside Araa)

G o cnmmm e c i mm e o o w .t .-

Undexr © jeou
6 to 17 y=

-
ls W T e @ T G TR G S E e B AR G (e e N SO OW WS @ OB e e Gm o W6 M e G

AR Y I i ot T ST AR RN L N

NEW YORK, NEW YORK *

7,781,984
7,902,132
79955’000
7,985,000

1,141,322
1 lt79,300
1,806,900
2,045,500

201,262 |

90.6
TL.1
25.6

35

218,640

311, 118.

14.6% of Total
18.7% of Total
22.7% of Total
25.6% of Total

* Statistics ave for New York City as a whole unless otherwise specified.
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EDUCATTON NEW YORK, NEW YORK

Bipeaditures for Mublic Schodls

Estimsted 19GG-67 Curront Polal, Expaadiiurss ~--ces-cmmceea. —————ee
Bstimated 1965-£7 Awmzl Current Exponditure Per Pupil In-
Averzge Dally anbersil) ~e-eecoeeaaa- memmeeem—————— e ittt
Average Daily Attendonce =----- ,rmee—————— cemmmnm———- ——mmem———— _—

Percent of Estimated 1656-67 Current Total Expenditures

from Federsl Funds, FY L1067 e-emccmmomconnoooooooo ————— L TSR
Percent of Revenue Receipts from Local Sources, 1965-66 -------- ——-
Percent of Estimated 1966-67 Revenue Receipts from Federal

Sources for the State of New York R

Classrocm Teachers in Publie Schools, Fall 1965

Totel (Full-tine and Part-time) =meeme-memcenoecececccmccoccom acmae

Percent Increase or Decrease from Previous Year ------- LT

Percent of Full-time Teachers Without Bachelor's Degree, .
196560 wmmemmcmcmaaeees T e B T e ————

School-Age Population, 5 through 17 years ‘
Total

1060 == =mmmmmmm oo RS

Estimated 1905 -e-croccmmmmmmccec e e —e—mmrcenena.

Projected 1970 =---ccccccmccmmacacccaao e L L LY L PP

Projected 1975 —--=-=mmmmmmmmmec e cscmeee e ccmccm e mmmm e m———

Nonwgéte School-Age Population, 5 through 17 years (excludes Puerto
l/ 0 -------- IS e ma et mmes m o HEEESET @SR EmN R e e e @ & - e - -
Estimated 1965 =m-memecmmoacaom oo emmmemseccnccacn aaa-
Projected 1970 ---w--- —reem—- ——————- emme e ;e ce————— e ma——
Projected 1975 =---vec--- e L EEE P LT e L L E L P
Enrollment

Totzl Public Enrollment
Estimated 1905 =c-ccmmmmmm e e e e —————
Projected 1970 =-ccmmm e cacac e

Projected 1975 ~=e--omccccccccmcccccees ————————- R LT
Noawhite Public Fnrollment (excludes Puerto Riceans)

Estimated 1965 =-cm-cmmommo oo cememecanee

Projected 1970 ----- e memmmceme e

Projected 1975 == ---mmecmmmmcemmn- S R --

(excludes Puerto Ricans)

Nonvhite K-12 Public Enrollment as Percent of Total K-12, 1965-66--

Percent of Total Negro Elementery Students in Sehools 90-1.00

Percent Negro, 1965-68 -----on-- L R s
Percent of Total Vhite Elementary Students in Schools 90-100
Percent thite, 1965-66 =--cecece--- e R
Public High Schools Gredustes
1064-1965 ==-=n-mmmme- O S S
1965-1956 ------- e e
Dropouts .
Loss in Number of Pupils Grades 10-12, Sept.1960-June 1963 -eemae--
Percent Not Graduating e-eceeeccmmamaaaoooo.o —————— —————— ——mmme-
Nonwhite Persons over 25 years Not Completing High School (1960 Census)
Persoas over 25 years =--------- e ————— e eemc——— —m————-
Number Ilot Cormpleting High School ---=c-ievcaaa e L L L PP
Percent Dropouts e=--ccewawaaa ———emmee- - - 04 e o ————

P kil b N iAoy A e e O bl Lo e e i

$ 1,140,000,000

887
1,003

6.8
66.1

5.9

53,551
+13.0

No aansyer

1,477,810
1,524,100
1,618,000
1,525,100

Ricans

- 251,725
335,800
h21,000
450,000

1,065,920
1,146,100
1,092,900

302,287
383,700
h15,300
28.4
20.7
56 .8

57,79
51,494

29,249
37.05
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NEW YORK, NEW YORK

1

favrpans "

| Paynonts Recipicnts :

Publie Assiskesce, 1066 !

Ola-Age I‘-.‘;sisi,;a.t'zce ------------------------------------- $ 3,343,000 43,053 j

Farilies with Depondent Children -w-vemmmccccocccea 23,335,000 453,02k %

Permanently wnd Tobally Disndled e-m-c-cmmma- ————ee 2,142,000 2k, 136 i

POPUTATION DENSILY Manhatten Bronx Brooklyn | |

| Population Per Square Mile/1900 eeemcccmcaccmana .. T75195 33,135 34,570 | E

| Population Per Squara Mile/l996 —=eecemmemccacccaaa Ts,113 35,427 37,576 ‘;

. CRIMZ, 1966 “
E Crime Rete 1956-Known Offenses Per 100,000-==a~meee 403.6
i Percent Change Crime Rate, 1051~1066 coeomcmmeraae- 134.0

Delinquents Reported by Juvenile Courts, 1966
Judicial Cases (except trefflc) —--mmmrececcwes 11,104
Noijudicial Ceses (except traffic) wme-e-eeeeeee 8,282 (1965)

®
RO 2 e de e sl st 56 Rt e

UNELPTLOVER

!

Estinated Number of Uneriployed as of :
© JULY 1967 wmcememecccmece e e --- 220,200

ST 0 MO TG AR e v i S e

T R N C VR L N A vt gt

: " Rate of Unerploymant es of July 1987 e-vvcmmcemeaas  § o {
| ~ Rate of Unemployment, Jan.-Sept.1967 Aversge 3.8 (Total) 3.7 (White) 4.9 (Nonwhite) i
U.S. Department of Laebor, Special Survey November 1966 / §

Slum Areas ’ ]

Central Harlem Bast Harlem Bedford-Stuyvesant

o Anan) AT LR JINIY Eip e MEERY TR DS’ A1

Population 187,635 119,830 219,048 5
Unemployment Rate 8.1 9.0 6.2
"Subemployment Rate" 28.6 33.1 27.6 :
i Teenage Unemployment
{ Percent Unemployed With - 3
Less Than 12 Years of :
' ChOO]- 5’"’ . 0 . 800 0 72 ."0 : v;
|~ Percent Unemployed With .' i
| Less Than 8 Years of ; 3
: School 18.1 35.6 22.6
i+, Percent Unemployed Indicating |

'
Lack of Training or Education 42.7 45.0 52.0

Percent Unemployed Willing to
take on-the-job training 75.0 . 75.0 83.0

GHIE Ay A i, P e A B e ol

Percent Unemployed Willing to - | g i

i 2 1
5 3 &
4 Return to School 58 4o ) 61
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NEW YORK, NEW YORK

FEDERAL FUNDS RELATED TO EDUCATION AND
POVERTY FISCAL YEAR 1967

Elementary end Secondery School Activities

Elementary and Secondary Act Grants

Title I -wcocommmee . Fomoeanan $ 69,790,350

Title TT =ecemmmmmo e 2,490,995

Title ITT wcvommmmm o 3,493,853

Title IV ~-cceme e - 5,364,859
National Defense Education Act Grants:

Title III B L O DL TP $ 1,500,000 '
Title V-A -—- -. S - 369,000
Headstart Programs: 4

Summer 1966

Number of Childrem meceeeececoeeoo____ 18,730 - -

NS —oe oo e e e $ 2,095,259

Full Year

Number of Children =-eeeecceemcoooooo___ 9,400

Fands ecccmmaomanal o oo ... cmme.cce—- $ 6,715,849
Teacher Corps: - 51

Corp Members wemceccomme oo e L e

Mds -------------------------------- $ 8%,658 .

Basic_and Occupational Training

Manpower Development and Training Programs:

Training S1ots —-- mmeccocoeeooomoon .. 14,435

Funds Allocated Ll TR $ 17,280,000
Vocational Education Grants eeeecceeoeeoo.. $ 1,705,000
Vocational Work-Study ---eeeeee-.. ——————a—.- $ 137,500
Adult Basic Education =e-e=ceceeeeccoeoo___. $ 1,009,627
Concentrated Employment Program =e-e-o-eoe. $ 4,661,000
Neighborhoéd Youth Corps:

Positions Filled eemeeccccae cocooeeo . 33,311

1967 Allocations =e-e-- R . $ 26,715,740

COImmmitz Develo;gment-

Anﬁi-Poverty Grants (A1l OE0 administered

end delegated Programs)ee-ecoeemomoeomoo.. 68,065,714
Cormmunity Action Grants--e cccmmcmcaaaa. 33:"*11:917
Vista Volunteers —eeeecomocoo oooo____ 190

Community Service and Continuing Education -
(Title I of the Higher Education Act)o.eo.. $ 12,150
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PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA

Highlights

FPhiladelphia is a growing city with the nomvhite population expected
to reach 37.8 percent of the total by 1975. ‘

Poverty Indicés

Metropolitan Number of Percent in Percent Below

Ares Families Poverty Areas Poverty level
In Central City 500,515 30.6 15.0

Outside Central City 586,981 5.1 8.1
Percent in
Centrel City
White Families 938,504 40.7 8.1
Nonwhite Families 148,992 79.8 71.5 30.7

72 percent of its total Negro elementary students attend schools 90=100
percent Negro, 1965-66.

It had a high dropout rate of 46.6 percent among high school students
(loss in mumber of pupils, grades 10-12, September 1960=June 1963).

Its unemployment rate averaged 3.7 between January and September 1967,
2.8 for whites and 8.0 for nomwhites.

In North Fhiladelphia, a slum district, the unemployment rate was 11.0,
November 1966,
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POIVLATLON

Total
1000 mvrmmrmiae ;. e —————— -
Batimated 1S35 —vr vmvmmmm e
Projected 170 v v cevcnmmccimiciccia e
Projected 197D ==w-e weemrccccmmnaana. -
Nonwhite

1950 L L LT T e e

Estinated 1905 =cemcmmemmmiccanona. -
Projected 1970 «-~cea-- e b L
Projected LI75 =vomvommmmmcmmaiccceccies

Bt ot e T O N M e SO bl 143~ 00 -

PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA

1,995,342
2,027,452
2,071,000
2,134,000

529,514 26.5% of Total
615,333 30.3% of Total
706,000 34.0% of Total
806,800 37.8% of Total

Components of Population Change (Includes districts of New Jersey)

Perceni Chznge, 1960-1965 «-= cmumcmccnnaca
Netvrasl Tnereoge =--cececacccaae. -
Net Migration =eweceomcommc e

In Migration, 1.955-19690
Fron Different SiSA

White =wrermom i ce e

Hoviite ecvmccm v immrmccceiiee aicaa
From Non-matropolitan Area

White o on oo e 00 0r vmon an ou on O o S B o s v 4 e o e e 0o ome

Nonwhite -eevmdommmcmncccaceae -

POVERTY IHDICES (1950 Census)
(includes districts of New Jersey)
Total Nunber of Paiilies -~we cecmccmcmcccaacana

In Centrzl City =--=-e cccmcmmcmccccnccan
Outside Central CLiy ==~ cemmccmmcncnans
Percent in Poverty Areas —w--..-- - - ———
In Cenbrzal City ==~ -vcmmmmcmccaaaa. —————
Outside Central City ---veeceeace-o. -
Perceat hzlow Poverty Level e--ev-v-ae- ————

In Ceonlbral City =v= wmccmccdccanncecaaa
Outside Centrsl Cit

ite Families

Total ifumber «---w-veca- e ——— e eman———
Percent in Central City ----- el --
Percent Residing in Poverty Areas =------
Percenl Below Poverty Level =-wemewow- ———

Nomwnite Families

Total ituber -—c-mremmaaua. ek bl -

Percont in Contral ity =--vevn-eman- -

Percent Residing in Poverty Areas e--www-
Percent Below Poverty Level - e-ece-cmena
Fercent Subhstanderd Nonaite

* Rentsl Houging = -vememmccmacmicne ceea
Children in Femilies Balow Poveriy ILavel

(Contral City ond Outside Area) !
Undex 6 YCOLE memmcinccn i acmc————— B Ty,
6 to 17 yeors ----- ————— ———— e —————

7.b
6.0 -
1b

174,071
18,297

70,215
15,798

8.1
8.

148,992
79.8
TL.5
30.7 '

39

102,251
137,263
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MDUCATTOI! PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA
Expondiinres fou Tublic Schools y
Bstineted 1006-87 Currend Tobol Rxpanditures ~-evemeconaana. —————— - $ 218,636,000
Estimated 1906-67 Amwal Currant Expendituwes Per Pupil. In-
Averzge Daily llorbarihiip =cecmmcmcccmcciccmccce e R 64%
Avercge Daily Atleadnnes ~---ecocmmmcmiocccccccccccc——e ————- 715

Perceat of Estimated 1956-67 Current Total Expenditures
from Federzl Funds, FY 1967 «----- b el T L TP ~———— -——- 6.7

T PR TP T R T e

Percent of Revenue Receipis from Local Sources, 1955-58 -w--ccecmo- 63.2
Percent of Estimated 1966-67 Revenue Receipts from Federal
Sources for the Stale of Pennsylvania =-----e---cccaano- c—emm—e- 6.1

Classroom Teachers in Public Schools, Fall 1965 .
Total (Full-time and Part-time) =e-ve-ococmnmann S --- 10,586
. Percent Increase or Deoerease from Previous Year =-w-ee- —eemecce- +0.1
Percent of Full-~time Teachars Without Bachelor's Degree,
196566 mmsmmmmmm e mm e e e R A 9.4

DAY NI NI A G ST TS ent

School-Age Population, 5 through 17 yeors :
Total b
1960 =meveue- ———— —————— A ——————————— —————— ————e-a 412,055
Estimated 1965 ------- e e, e mumceeee 452,602
Projected 1970 =-mrmmmmmccmmcommmmcem o - SRR ™ 7. )
Projected 1J75 =-r==mwmmmmmmcmcmmmmounn R - 1, 7 i

Nonwhite School.-Age Population, 5 through 17 yeers
1960 =--nmn- e m e e eeeee 131,305
Estimated 1965 =nmmmmmne | T TN 1 5 T
Projected 1970 =-vm--- -———emeeeeen oo mmmn cmmmmmmeceecccunaeee 196,200
Frojected 1975 e-meeemcccmmccacecaes meemscemcrmacccec e ecenae 220,600

B - (g

\ Enrollment

' Total Publiec Enrollment
Estimated 1905 =-mmmmmmo oo e 275,500 !
Projected LOTO e e mmom o e e ce e 206,200 §
Projected 1975 =-e-eeecacaaoo. ~——--- R ===t-mmme-eeee 315,200

PN N

Noawhite Public Enrollment 18
Estimated 1965 --cceemacaaaao -—————— it T . ~-==ee-== 151,700 By
Projected 1970 =--mmemmmcc oo oo ————— ——nemma- -—=-e-= 179,300
Projected 1975 == mmew- TR mrmmmmemeccccc——as 202,900

. Nonwhite K-12 Public Enrollment as Percent of Total K-12, 1965-65-- 55.1 $
Percent of Totzl legro Elementary Students in Schools 90-100 :
Percent Wegro, 1965-66 ~--o-- ——m e c—— .- [ —mmcmemama 72.0 1

Percent of Total White Elementary Students in Schools 90-1.00 i

» Percent White, 1065466 -cn-- T p——— ————— —————— ——mm——- —————- 7.7 i
Public High Schools CGrzdustes ' i

LOBY-1065 —mmmmmmmmmomc e oo e e crmmmmmemeeee 17,429 |
1965-1966 ------ panEEEEEE L LR ERCEEEEEEE RS ----- 12,218 1

Dropouts . i
Loss in Iumber of Pupils Grades 10-12, Sept.l960-June 1963 =c-mmce- 8,420
Percent Not Cradusbing ee-vcmcammcomcacaaaoo e L L ————— 46.60
, Noawhitz Persong over 25 years Ifot Coupleting High School (1950 Census)
’ Persons over 25 JealrsS =-=---eammmmicnmccaliccace ann meemmetemenaa 359,646
! liumber Lot Couplating High School e=---mmiaaaaoccaao oL --e---= 265,530
) Percent Dropouts eec-er ccmcvcmmcanaan. - L L T

:
1 zi
%
&




PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA

. WELFARE
: ,, P nts Recipients
~ Public Assistance, 196G (includes districts of New Jersey
’f 0ld-Age Assistance ==eececccmmcccmacan.. m————— === $ 1,150,000 14,664
Femilies with Dependent Children e-=-eececccamana.. 3,792,000 105,835
Permanently and Totally Disebled =e=-eccememeicecaa 695,000 8,430
POPULATION DENSITY |
Fopulation Per Square Mile/1960 ==--sccememmemacone 15,743
Population Per Square Mile/1966 =weecvcmmmcmmmncao. 15,919
CRIME, 1966 |
Crime Rate 1966-Known Offenses Per 100,000-==c-cca- 151.0
Percent Change Crime Rate, 1961-1966 =ccecccccnamaa 13.0
Delinquents Reported by Juvenile Courts, 1966 )
Judicial Cases (except traffic) =—em-ececmcoie- 9,107
Nonjudicial Cases (except traffic) =--m-eeecoa- 3,187

UNEMPLOYMENT

Estimated Number of Unemployed as of
July 1967 ------ U . 78,500 4
Rate of Unemployment as of July 1967 ==~-eececcccaa 3. - L S
Rate of Unemployment, Jan.-Sept.l967 Average 3.7 (Total) 2.8 (White) 8.0 (Nonwhite)
U.S. Department of Labor Special Survey November 1966 n
North Philsdelphi
Population -==-ccecccamamanao. aeeetEEELEEEET TS 98,592
Unemployment Rate weececcacaa- e cca e —— P 11.0

Percent Unemployed Not Graduating from High School --- 70
Percent Unemployed with lLess Than 8 Years of School -- 22

Unemployment Rate for Teenegers --eeecceccccececceecas 27
Subemployment Rate ==--emeememccmccmm e 3k
Nonparticipation Rate (20-64 Years, Male)

Not Working or Looking for Work -e=-ceececccccccccacaa 14

Inadequate and inferior education and training are responsidble for the
high rate of unemployment. According to the Mayor's Manpower Utilization
Commission, "...most of the students coming up through the public schools

in the poverty sections do not become eligible to attend one of the three
Vocational Technical Schools." .

Of the unemployed, 76.7 percent expressed a willingness', to take on-the-job
training, and 44.3 percent would retwrn to school if necessary.

In Philadelphia there have been wa:lting lists of 6,000 for training pro-:’
grams.
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PHILADELPHIA s PENNSYLVANIA

FEDERAL FUNDS RELATED TO EDUCATION AND

POVERTY® FISCAL YEAR 1967

Elementary and Secondary School Activities
Elementary and Secondary Act Grants:
Title T ~---ececccommomceeeeeos S —— $ 11,847,163
Title II ~-ecemccmmmmmmaaae. T —— 496,442
Title IIT =-ceemomc oo 1,467,299
0  Title IV mececo e 1,931,766
National Defense Education Act Grants: ‘
R 1 0 & — $ 750,695
. Title VoA coe cocom oo e 146,036
Headstart Programs:
Summer 1966 ' |
Nanber Of Children =me- meimictcamommooe 1,550 -
FUNds ==c-cmem e e $ 312,724
Full Year
Number of Children eee--ceacamccmcacaoa. 55590
Funds ---c-ccmmmmeece o ccaa.oo Teee. ccece $ ,""265’811
Teacher Corps: :
Corp Memwbers =w----ccceecmam e 34
Mds L5 D R D S e B D e - - - - - - - - . $ ,'"25’681

Basic and Occupational Training

Manpower Develqpment and Tralning Programs

Training Slots =-= =ecccmccoommamaoooo. 6,151

Funds Allocated ==--rcmrcmacacccaaa. ~eae $ llv,9%,000

Vocational Education Grants =e=e=--cececeeeeoe $ 1,533,429
Vocational Work-Study e Not aveilable

Adult Basic Education =---eeeeccoccmcmeeao. $ 521,236

Concentrated Employment Program =e-e=-=-ece- $ 4,894,000

. Neighborhood Youth Corps:
Positions Filled -=-cecaa--. fmememmecaeas -~ h,7ho
" 1967 Allocations ==--w- P S $ 6,466,187

Comrminity Development

Anti-Poverty Grants (A1l OEO administered

and delegated pProzrems)--ee--ecccecccmeoen- $ 17,491,677
Commnity Action Grants--= —ccecccceceee $ 11,675,916
Vista'Volunteers ------------------------- 60

Community Service and Continuing Education -
(Title I of the Higher Education Act)--wmm- $ 9,000
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PITTSBURGH, PENNSYLVANIA | - A

k>

Highlights | i

Pittsburgh's populetion hes decreesed from 1960-10 ’
contimue decreasing in the 1970's, 960-1965 and is expected to

It is the only city of the 20 cities studied, where the natural i
in populstion did not offset the loss due to migration, 1960-63;
Pittsburgh had a net migration loss of «6.0, 1960-65.

nerease

Poverty Indices

Metropolitan Number of Percent in Percent Below

Area Femilies Povest
In Central City 151,874 M&y Areas  Poverty Level

Outside Central City 470,401 15 :Z 16.0 | #

1.4
Percent in

. Central City
White Familiesg 585,495 21.9 19.4
Nonwhite Families 36,780 63.6 70.3
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75 percent of nonwhite persons over 65 lack a high school diploma,

D, o R T R RS

Its unemployment rate was 3.4 ag of July 1967.
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Tobtal
1960 mocr e e e — —— e e -
Botinebed 1605 e-vcmmncania e —————— ———
Projected 1970 == = coimmmamm . -———-
Projected 1975 ~-vwme cccacacamcana-. —m——e
Nomhite

N —
Estimoted 1065 mm-meeecmcmi oo cc e
Projected 1970 ~--cmmcmmccccne oL -
Projected 1975 ~-mmemmccmcccmcaaao .. -

Components of Population Change
Perceat Change, 1950-1965 -ewoveccmmcnccan.

Naturel Increage =—--=ec-a- e ——— ————-
Net Migration ---eveeaacmmcaaaoaao. -

In Migration, 1955-1950
From Different Sk3A
vhite ~--eeceeaao S e — e v ———
Nonwhite s=cevece e e
From Non-metropolitan Area
Thite «veomnameas e e -—
Noawvhite ~~=----- ——————— e -

POVERTY INDICES (L1960 Census)

Tolcl Nuiber of Fenilies «e- cmmcaca. ————e e
In Central City w-e--- Y -—-
Outside Central City ==v-rcommmmmm.. - ———

Fercent in Poverty Areas =--ereccmacncnocns -
In Central City «---—-~-. e eesc e ——— -
Cutcide Cenbral City ==---cememmmccnaas --

Percentv heloir Poverty Level =veme-cewao —————
In Central Cily ==w —cmcmmccccmcnacccaas
Outside Central City ----w-- R -

White Families

Total Imber e--ceccacaceas R T —————
Percent in Central City ---vecccaaucaa. -
Percent Residing in Poverty Aress ----eewe
Percent Below Poverty Lovel =-esmmeaeas ——

Honvaite Families

Total Iubay weccevcannan..a e ——— ———— -—
Percceet in Ceatral City -e-cvccoccmamanas
Percen?t Residing in Poverty Areas «e-v—e-
Percent Below Poverty Level «---eew -

Percent Subgtanderd NHonvhite
Rental Houzing —--ocecmicmommcccccn anea
Children in Fenilies Below Poverty Level
(Central City =nd Cutside Area)
Under 6 yeors -=---=--- ~————- e m— e ~--

6 to 17 }'ez\_;“s W 6l G Me SN GL D OB Ch D G ED we 4e G % @ GO on 6P GN G O Gv 68 vO B0 P B BB
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PITTSBURGH, PENNSYLVANIA

604,332
571,060

957,000
558,000

101,739
108,511
118,000
125,400

555006
81,773

' 16.8% of Total

19.0% of Total
21.1% of Total
22.1% of Total
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PITTSBURGH, PENNSYLVANIA
Expraditures for Public gshools FY ending 6/30/65 ’
FY ending 6/30/65 . Current Total ExDendiinrcs =ememe oo~ mm=immnenee § 32,675,986
Estimated 196465 Anmal Current Expenditure Per Pupil. In-

B i D
S AR sac snsa e e

EUUCATLO

Average Duily (leribarship -eeeoceoa- ——————— ——————- ———mcemecna- 428
Average Daily Attendoncg -=-ee-- e ——— e e o2 0o o e e = e e 0 om ——

Percent of Estinated 1966-67 Current Totol Expenditures
frow Federsl Funds, FY 1067 =ccmccccccccnn- S ~————mea —

Percent of Revemic Receipls from Local. Sources, 1965-63 —=cc-cmmuen 62.9
Percent of Estimated 1966-67 Revenue Ieceipts from Federsl | .
Sources for the State of Pennsylvania -----=------- ———eme ———meme 6.1 ;i

Clessroom Teachers in Publie Schools, Fall 1956

P

Total (Full-tine and Part=time) =---e-ecmcooeoccc oo coceocone — ;
Percent Increase or Decrease from Previous Year et bl DL L DL —— .
Percent of Mull-time Teachers Without Bachelor's Degree,

1965-66 e T R I - X ¢
School-Age Population, 5 through 17 years
Total B |
T S —— e e eee 123,388 ‘
Estinated 1005 oo e ool 120,78k -
Projected 1970 mmm-oomccmmmmmo e oo S — --=== 114,000
Frojected 1975 ==comm s me oo e e e e 104,600

Nonwhite School-Age Population, 5 through 17 years ‘ ]
1960 ==mmmmmmme o mrom———- e 26,248 .
Estimated 1965 --cemmommmmmamcm oot it LT T LT T 30,230
Projected 1970 e e ccmmr cm e e 31,500
Frojected 1975 eemommm oo e 30,900

Enrollnsnt ' | 31

Totz2l Public Enrollment : : "B
Estimated 1905 = mm oo oo e 77,008 '

Projected 1970 =--cmmmm oo . 75,000

Projected 1975 ==-wemreccccccann i cee=  T.,600

Noawvhite Public Enrollment S B
Estinated 1955 —-mmmmmmcccooee. T memeemcmmeeee 28,242 k1
Erojectad 1970 mmmmcm o me e e e, 29,800 :
Projected 1975 =m- -mmmmmmmmmemeccceecean —————- mmmeeemeeceoeceen 29,600

Nonwhite K-12 Public Enrollment es Percent of Totel K-12, 1965-66--  36.7
Percent of Total MNegro Elementary Students in Schools 90-100

Percent Negro, 1965-58 =-ve-cocommmmcmccciacaoo e L L L L L k9.5 )
Percent of Total White Elementary Students in Schools 90-100 ‘

i Percent White, 1965-66 «-a---- meemccecmc——a-

Public Hizh Schools Greoducte '
LO96U=1965 emmmmcccmmeee .. S eeesmeceececceccseiccecacccceeeeea.  Not given
16551966 -=---- e emmcceceea- ———— m—— ~==m--mesccceccccece.  Not given

el 62.3

2]

F IV AT R,

t Dropouts - ’ ' u
i Loss in Nurher of Pupils Grades 10-12, Sevt.1950-June 1963 ecccmaaa 1,181

; Percent Mot Graduating =e-cemcccocmmcen- —————————— SR —— 24,78

%, Nonwhite Persons over 25 years Not Commleting High School (1950 Census )

! Persons over 25 years =e-e--ow- - e mmeee il e L 87,67k

i Hurmber Ilo% Cowpleting High SehoOl -=-w-e-mmemccccccocccccmceccoa 63,397 1
i Percant Dropouts ==-ceccaaaa - —————— - e v e —————

— -- 75
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PITTSBURGH, PENNSYLVANIA

WELFARR

Paywents Recipients
Public Assistance, 1966 . | _
0ld-Age Assistence ------e-s=cmcemmcmecceemmmeacanas $ 578,000 62,9‘*
Families with Dependent Children =---=ce-cicccm-e-- 2,128,000 »930
Permanently end Totally Disebled -==-ce-=-cee- —e--= 218,000 3,002
POPULATION DENSITY | |
Population Per Square Mile/l960 -ee--cemmcacccanc-—- 11,170
Population Per Square Mile/1966 =meeemccmcccmccace- 10,322
cnms, 1966
Crime Rate 1966-Known Offenses Per 100,000--------- 3w-z
Percent Chenge Crime Rate, 1961-1966 ----------=--- oL,
] Delinquents Reported by Juvenile Courts, 1966
Judicial Cages (except treffic) ~--=--veeccaca- 2:"90_
Nonjudicial Ceses (except traffic) -------ecee-- 3,366 -
UNEMPLOYMENT
Estimated Munrber of Unewployed as of ; ‘
JULY 1907 mm-mmmrmmmmmm—m= ammecmeemwecemeomcesea- - 32»’*30
Rate of Unaiployment as of July 1967 =wr--ewmecec-a 3.

Rate of Unemployment, Jan.-Sept.l967 Average 5.0 (Total) h.Y (White) — (Nonwhite)
Quotes from The Saturday Review

"The number of Negro children enrolled in the Pittsburgh public schools rose from
18,000 in 1955 to 28,000 in 1965; in terms of percentage, from 26 to 37 per cent.
Negro enrollment in the public schools incressed disproportionately to the white
increase in scholastic population because most Negro children attend public schools
and one-third of the white children attend parochial schools. The number of
substantially segregeted schools increased almost 50 per cent from 1960 to 1965."

(Henry R. Hill, "School Desegregation North and South- I. It will Take Time,"
Saturday Review, July 16, 1966.)

"What mekes Pittsburgh unusual, however, is not the programs, but the fect that
the school system, under its benevolent patriarchs, has managed to take the -
initiative~-~to lead rather than respond--and to acknowledge its problems with
candor. Pittsburgh is perhaps the most pragmatic of American cities; its Republi-
can businessmen accept federal renewal funds with delight, collaborate with the
Democratic political machine of former Mayor and Governor David L. Lawrence, and
seek all the outside aid they can get. Thus, by the time lerge sums of federal
money became available for education and poverty campaigns, Pittsburgh's schools,
aided by Ford and Mellon Foundetion grants, had already developed plans for
compensatory education, had initiated programs thet anticipated Head Start and
Upward Bound, and had begun to collaborate with the University of Pittsburgh and
Carnegie Tech in writing new courses and curriculea.

I N A e
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38 per cent Negro, are as segregated
as those in most other Northern Commmnities. Of the city's 600, 000
People 17 percent are Negroes, who live in the ghettos or near-ghettos
on the Hill, the Homewood-Brughton District, and the North Side.

"Two-thirds of Pittsburgh's Negro school children attend elementary schools
that are more than 80 per cent Negro; more then half the Negro high school
students are enrolled in ingtitutions that are Predominantly black. As
everywhere else, the Negro schools compile the city's lovest reading
Sscores, its greatest Percentage of academic failures, and its most severe
social problems. (It should slso be said that among the ten schools with
the lowest reading scores, one is 85 per cent vhite.) And yet, the city

has faced no major boycotts, no suits » 1O race riots. Negro leaders have
access to the School Board ang the superintendent, they serve on the
school eadministration's advisory committees s and they are frequently
consulted (if not heeded) on DPolicy decisions. .

"Part of this situation is the consequence 6f & history of reasonsbly good

race relations, and of g relatively low inmigration of southern Negroes;
Part is the result of the system's willingness to acknowledge its prob-
lems; and part ig Probably sheer luck,"

Peter Schrag, "Pittsburgh: The Virtues of Candor"
I(Iovember 19, 1966..3 eh ?
"The Pittsburgh Board of Education will not reagssign or bus children from
one school to another to achieve racial balence. The Board states it

this way: 'Forced, wmnatural or irrational relocation of children shall
not be imposed. Whether by busing or by other measns s 1t is not the intent

of the Board of Educatiom to dislocate any children from their neighborhood ’

except for reasons of overcrowding, underpopulation of schools, or other
reason acceptable to the Bosrd. '

Saturday Review )'

"Sydney B. Mzrland » superintendent of the Pittsburgh schbols, favors the
construction of massive new high schools » serving from 3,000 to 5,000 fron
lurge crens of the city,

the two Megro board members considers it desirs
early noge, breferobly in the elementary
high school,"

(Henry R. Hill, "Sehool Desegregation North and South: I. Tt Will Taoke
Time," Saturday Review, July 16, 1966.) .
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PITTSBURGH, PENNSYLVANIA

FEDERAL FUNDS RELATED TO EDUCATION AND
POVERTY FISCAL YEAR 1967

Elementary and Secondary School Activities

Elementary and Secondary Act Grants:

Basic and Occupational Training

Manpowver Development and Training Programs:

Title I =-memeccmmmmcmcceceee P $ 3,190,339
Title II =oococmmmme oo 107,671
Title IIT =-ememocc oo - 960,447
0 Title IV —cmemee e 357,670
National Defense Education Act Grants: "
] Title IIT —=--mmmom oo oo oo $ 297,080
Title VoA === ccemomcccccaenns ————————— k3,57
Headstart Programs: o}
Surmer 1966 ' ;
Number of Children ---.ee-- wememmccc———- 1,865 4
FUNAS =e-c oo e § 368,363 :
Full Year f
Number Of Children mm-smmee-eceommmooen- 1,880 :
Punds =-e-eoocmmmeee - eeeeeoo cmm—————— $ 1,282,633 - g
TeaChe.r corps: . . 29 Ce e e el . g
Corp Members ==-eeecea o cc e acaecceae B . B
FUDAS ~mmocmmoommommmmoo oo B $ 386,06 =
-
g

Training S1lots === eccccmmmmcmeeceaa 3,902 ]
Funds Allocated ==--~em-emmmomecoamaooo. $ 55525, 000 -}
- B
Vocational Education Grants --e-eeec-cmaa-- $ 3,216,222 - -
: §
Vocational Work-Study =-----=-w-e-co-aa- --= Not available -k
Adult Basic Education ~==---=eicmmmemeoooo. $ 323,916 -
~ !
Concentrated Employment Program =------e-e= $ 14,009,000 E
) Neighborhood Youth Corps: Lo ' it
Positions Filled =w=w==w-- e mesmesecece- 3,782 |
| 1967 Allocations ~=-=-m ‘mmimemmccmccama. $ 3,255,999 N
. Comrmnity Development ' ‘
Anti-Poverty Grants (ALL OEO administered
and delegated prozrams)--c-ceemceeccacaaas $ 6,672,908
Cormmnity Action Grants--= —cecmmmmeewoe $ 4,279,721
Vista Volunteers -«---- cmm————— Y P - 31
.Community Service and Continuing Education |
(Title I of the Higher Education Act) ————-- $ 132,795
s
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x ST. LOUIS, MISSOURI

Highlights

St. Iouis's white population is decreasing; its nonwhite population is
growing end is projected to be 56.3 percent of the total by 1975.

Poverty Indices

Metropolitan Number of Percent in Percent Below

Area Families Pove, Areas Poverty level
In Central City 191,873 u7. 19.1

Outside Central City 339,039 7.1 9.6
Percent in
Central City
White Families 46k ,924 31.0 124 8.9
Nonwhite Families 65,988 72.6 86.9 b2,1

90.9 percent of Negro elementary students attend schools 90=100 percént
Negro, 1965-66.

T7 percent of nonwhite persons over 25 do not have a higi: school diploma.

Its unemployment rate averaged 4.7 between Jamuery and September 1967,
3.1 for whites and 12,7 for nonwhites.
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POTULATION ST. LOUIS, MISSOURT . R

Totul %
1960 o e e v em e e o se el E D e S Se W G N A W e B PY v o A an Pe 20 o e = g 750’026 g%
BSImAbod 1505 —ooooomomommemomoooooonen 666,336
Projocied 1970 === == -an e ——— --== 592,000 |
Projected 1OT5 cmcecicccncmciccmc - 5263000 '

ot

Yoawvhite '
1960 mmm = e ————— 216 022 28,
EStimoted 1965 ~mm-wmmmmmsnm-mmommeooonen 284,800 b2,
Projected 1970 mcmmmmmmemmmoeoon oooomoee 291,100 49,

&% o

?é of Total
1

° | Projected 1975 m-cmmmmmcmcmcmccecae————— 296,500 56.3%

2
=3
!
B

Components of Populztion Change (ineludes areas in Illino:ls)
Percent Change, 196 -1065 e em e —————
. Natural Incrcese e - ——————— 7-0 e
Net Migrsbion =cee-cemcamcacmmcamnaicaneas -0.1
In Migration, 1955-1950
From Diffcrent SISA
White =--wemmmmmwecmcemammmcmmanecanee 075976
NoNhife eececmncnncccnnccce e a ——— 5’528
From Fon-metrupoli *ﬂn Avea, S
- White weccncmriccmicnea - 80,6h1
Noavhite ~e-revcmaccmcmccmm e ceaea 7,921
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POVIRTY ILDICES (].%O Censug )

(includes areass in Illinois) . L
Total lnwrber of Families -=mwrmmcmcccccaccccaos 530,912
In Central City =----- =scccecuccccccaas 191,873
Outside Central City =----e-ccrcccmuaauaan 339,039

Perceat in Poverty Aress e~ececececccrccnana 21.7
In Central City =---w-c-cmcccmmcccmmamana W74 ;
‘ Outside Central City =e--recmacccmnneos - 7.1 ' 5
Percent below Poveriy Level ee--ercceccnncaa 13.0 : : ]
In Central City === ~c-cemmmmrmccccccaan 19.1 S A |
Outside Central City ~=--memsmmcccnacaaa 9.6 ' ’ "

%

White I'imilies ' §
Total NUbal =-r-e-vemcmmm ;e e cmememe Bl ' | ;
Farcent ia Central Cily -----cmecmnnncca. 31
Percent Residing in Poverly Aress e---e-- lg

-

Percent Belowr Foverty Level -~-vmmwccccaa

L Lamba" T 0 e e s e e = 0 o o e 6
Percent in Cenitral City ~=---erevoccocaa. 7
Percent Regiding in Poverty Areng -e-wea- 86.
Percent Below Doverty Lovel «-wocvecccana b2
Percent Substonderd Nonghite
Reatzl Houging == cvemcrmcmcmcniin e 46
Children in Fondilies Below Poverty Level : . B
(Central City end Cubside Area)
Undieir 6 YRUTY mvmvmn crmmrenccn .- - 6°s136

6 o 17 JPRUNN s mme i rrc e e e 76’963
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ST. LOUIS, MISSOURT
Expenditores for Public Schools
Estimoted 19066-07 Curront Tobal EXpenditures -eeweeemeeceoo r————— $ 64,894,000
Betinoted 1966-67 fnaual Current Exvenditure Per Pupil In-
Average Duily [ardershiDd mecemor oo e 531
Average Daily Allendnnee =--e-seomcmmmcco o cocceeas D L L . 576
Percent of Estimoted 1066-67 Current Total Expenditures
from Federal Funds, FY 1967 wecocmommm oo e e - 8.7
Percenl. of Reveiwe Receiphs from Local Sources y 1965-66 —cvevenua - 73.
Percent of Estimated 1966-67 Revenue Receipts from Federal |
Sources for the State of Missowri — —e-eomdommcomocoooo. - 10.4
Classroom Teachers in Publie Schools, Fall 1955
Total (Full-time and Part-time) =-eeecwecommocooc oo cocmocm e oo -- 3,921
Percent Increase or Decrease from Previous Year w--eccmcceccnaa. +1.8
Percent of Full-time Teachars Without Bachelor's Degree,
190560 == rrmmer o e e e e e e - 2.6
School-Age Population, 5 through 17 years ‘
Total
l%o ---------------------------------------------------- haded 1“'9’619
Estinmated 1955 I i i et T TS 165,100
Projected 1970 oo e e 146,200
Projected L1975 mcvocmmmmmmme e e cm e ecente e en e ————— 122,000
Nonwhite School-Age Population, 5 through 17 years
I T 995521
Estimated 1905 —--vmmmmom oo ———- 72,200
Projected 1970 i T TN U 78,900
Projected 1975 mmm oo oo - 75,900
! Enrollment
: Totel Publie Enrollment |
Estimated 1905 memmemmcm oo o e ———— 113,923
Projected 1970 ewmm oo m e e ~—eee 102,200
Projected 1975 m=-v oo oo e e 86,300
Noawhite Publie Enroliment
Bstimated 1965 == mm oo oo e - 68,400
Projected 1970 === ommmom o 72,600
Projected 1975 e mmmmmm o e 70, 800
Nonwhite K-12 Public Enrollment as Percent of Total K-12, 1965-66-- 60,0
Percent of Total Negro RElementery Students in Schools 90-100
Percent Nagro, 1965-66 e e e e e——— - 90.9
Percent of Total White Elementary Students in Schools 90-100 g
Percent VWhite, 1965-66 --cewu- S e e —— 66.0
Public Hizh Schools Graductes |
1964-1965 Zecmmmmmmaoooo - SR e n —mmmans L,069
19651966 == mmm e e e e e AL R S -- b, b7l
i Dropouts
. Loss in Nunber of Pupils Gradas 10-12, Sept.1950-June 1963 ==ec=n-- 1,120
Percent Not CradUabing =-m-eemcoccoomomomomoooo o oo oo oo k.70
Nonwhite Persons over 25 years Iiot Completing High School. (1960 Census)
Fersoas over 25 years ==e-eeeeaaoo iUl T 2 JUT 0 e —mm—eememaae 149,553
Musher ot Completing High School ee-weemcccmcmc e e - 12,006
Percent Dropoubs ecee e e e rmeeree————— 7

&
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Psymants Recipients

Pablic Assistonce, 1956 (includes areas in Illinois) '
OLl7-Aua AsSSistonge emvcacemmmcci e cccaan cemmmcne- $ 1,480,000 20.370
Fenilics with Dopsndent Children eecmwenaeas w-e-=ea 2,087,000 70,607 -

Permznently and Totelly Disabled ===---mecmmceea- -- 959,000 7,922

P AR DO .

POFUIATION DEN3ITY

o B
Popalaticn Per Square Mile/1950 —ememcmmnea B T 12,29
I’Oj“:‘l]atia! Pr\ . Sq?dd-pe Lﬁ" e/lc"s -------------------- ll, 9

CRLi:&, 1956

Crime Rete 1956-Xnom Offenses Per 100,000==~~~=c~- 362.4
Percent Change Crine Rete, 1951-1956 wmecncae- ———— 32,2

Delinguants Reported by Juvenile Courts, 1965

Jadicial Cases {except traffie) —~--vevemmeaua- 1,054%
Nonjedicial Cases (except traffic) —emcee-meee- 4,125 ‘
. 3

UN ISR

n

Estivoted Muwber of Uamuployed as of ;

July 1057 emcomiimcce - mmeeemece——. o —— 37,700

Rate of Unarployment a3 of July 1987 eeceeeccccmcan 7

Rate of Unemployment, Jen.-Sept.1967 Average k.7 (Total) 3.1 (White) 12.7 (Nonwhite)

U.S. Department of Lebor, Special Survey November 1966
: North St. Louis
Pop‘llation ----- 0 T T0 €15 S5 W) G G0 G TR G G D GO GO M I T T ED @ GO AN SN GNP G P LD D EB GD 6 TP o en en T 170’829

Unemployment Rate ~eeececccccccmemccccccccecncaceceeaan 12.9
Percent Unemployed Not Graduating From High School =~-- T2 .
Percent Unemployed With Less Then 8 Yeers of School -- 26
Unemployment Rate for Teenagers ~-eeeeecaccccccceaeca- 40
Subemployment Rate =e=eewemecccmcccmcccccacccacccame——. 38.9
Honparticipation Rate (20-64 Years, Male) Not Working

Nor Looking for Jobs e e n e T T T T 11
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Neerly 40 percent of the unemployed said that they lacked
. required skills or had insufficient education; 86.3 percent
sald that they would be willing to take training on-the-Job:

and 53 percent indicated a willingness to retura to school if
necessery. |
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ST. LOUIS, MISSOURI

FEDERAL FUNDS RELATED TO EDUCATION AND |
POVERTY FISCAL YEAR 1967

¢
)

Elementary and Secondary School Activities

Elementary and Secondary Act Grants: - '
e L G e T —— L $ 4,605,187

I S et T et T I~

Title IT -----cmmmemee e 226,882

Title JIT ----memeom oo ee 727,863

Title IV ==-mcme cmmcmcccccccae- ———- 219,170 B .0k

| National Defense Education Act Grant.s:

 Title IIT =-me--m-mmmmmemcccccmmae -8 59Tk B .
£ B R e — 36,505 S &
i R I
i Headstart Programs:
1 Summer 1966 | - 2
Number of ChildreN ee- eecemcmccceecceeo ~ Nome-- v e -0 L BB
‘ Funds ee-cccccc e None T ' T v ' §
4 Full Year 2,710
Number of Children =-=--cecccaccmaceaaa. ’ -
v Funds --=-ce-- T T e c—e—e- $ 2,267,784
f e Teacher Corps:
| Corp Members =--eemecccemcemnccmcmmcaa- . None
] Funds ------- e eime e ———— " None .
i -
{ Besic and Occupationsl Training ;
’“ Menpower Development and 'I‘raim.ng Programs: S ’ | ‘
Training Slots =-- ---ccmmmmmmccceccaea- . 2,419 S _ }
| Funds Allocated =--e-m=-cmeeccccmmcmeaa - $ 2,869,000 - o
j Vocational Education Grants =----cececeeeaa 550,000 . | SR i
Vocational Work-Study =e=-e=-----c-cmmmemmne Not available §
Adult Basic EQUCALION =--=-mmmommmmmeooeeee $ 134,838 . I
‘, Concentrated Employment Progrem ==---=----- $ 5,083,000 -:
. Neighborhood Youth Corps: : ' i
Positions Filled «---ceceome coccmcacaa. 2,468 i
: 1967 Allocations =-emem= micmccrcece————e $ 3,209,230 i
" Commmnity Development
. Ant:.-PovertJ Grants (All OEO a.dm.m.stered ' "L
| and delegated programs)--==seeecemeeacaaaa. $ 6,88;7,7hh
| Community Action Grants--- ~--e-ceemaeee $ 3,84k4,5uk !
; Vista Volunteers -----=--eeee-o S 30 1
| Community Service and Continuing Education . , ; '
| (Title I of the Higher Education Act) ~-we-- $ 9%,1@ ;;
i
j 90 ;
g ¢
o {
ELRC :
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SAN ANTONIO, TEXAS

Highlights
A
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San Antonio has a rapidly growing population, nearly half is Mexicane
American.

Its percent increase in population was 12.8, 1960-65.

Poverty Indices

Metropolitan Number Percent in Percent Below
Aresa Families - Poverty Arees FPoverty lLevel
In Central City 137,758 50.8 28.6
Outside Central City 18,872 k1.0 21.0
Percent in
Central City
White Families 145,924 87.3 47.2 26.6
Nonwhite Families 10,706 96.6 82.8 43.5

Its rate of unemployment was 4.5, July 1967, but in its slum areas the un-
employment rate was twice as high, November 1966.

Median Pamily income was $2,876 in the slums which comperes with a national
figure of $6,300.
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| PORUTATION SAN ANTONIO, TEXAS ' R
S Total |
i 1960 =evocmmcmaan me—e————— e m——————— - 587,718 4
g Estimatod 1665 mmmeoeonaa- mrmmm e 662,000 !
i Projected LI70 =c-= cm ccecccmrmmennan --- 'T45,000 i
Projected 1975 cccmmcomccccacccaa. o ---=- 839,000 {
} Noavhite | ' t
: 1600 mme m mmmmioc e mmmeeme= 143,221  7.3% of Total {
5 Estimoted 1665 —eommmome- o mm————- ~m-e 81,700 12.3% of Total i
: Projected 1970 memermmmee- e e---= 123,900 16.6% of Total i
g’ Projected 1975 =-ommrmmmemcococomcceeo.. 177,600 21.1% of Total m :
! Components of Population Change
Fercent Changzs, 1950-1905 =ev.-co-- - 12.8 .
; Netural Incresse =---wececcceo. L TP 10.6 :
i Net Migrabion =eee-cemccccmomeooocoe oo - 2.2 ¢
, In Migratioan, 1955-1950
From Diffaorent SKS ;
i White ~=ve-w memcnmee cmcca——— e —— 60,118 «
Noawhite e-ceveaw.o e et . ——- 4,043 :
From Non-metropoliten Aren ' | i

White eeeemome- ——————— e e e W7,275 O

Noowhite ~-eeewa- ——ememcmceceeaeca- —— 3,113 | n

AT Bl Y

POVERTY THDICHS (1960 Census)

LA LN SIS PO ooy £ o SR AP o

N S T Ay

Total Number of FPamilies -e--wmemmccccccmvenea. 156,630

i In Contral City ~---we coccdamcacooccono. 137,758
I Outside Central City -—----- —————— bbb EE 18,872 i
i Percent in Poverty Areas =--v--- e ———— - 49.6 "
: In Centiral City ~---c-eeaa-. —m—m——- cmeee- 50.8 ,
Outside Central City =w---ecmcmccrcoacn.. k1.0 i
; Percent helow Poverty Level =-eee-cce... me——— 27.7
3 In Cenbrel City --- ---- ————— e c—— 28.6 ‘ ,
§; Qutside Central City ---c-mcmmmeoe- S 21.0 }
é White Pamilies 5
‘ Total Nuber ~e--eaccmmaae. e m— cmmmeaemn 145,024
] Percent in Central City =-------- SR 87.3 i
? Percent Residing in Poverty Areas ----m-a 47.2 ‘
‘ Percent Below Poverty Level ~----ma-e-- -- 26.6 ' ]
e Nonwhite Fenilies | )
' Tolzl Nwtber eeceaccmmancaoos mmm——————— - 10,706
Percent in Centiral City =----mmewncoao. b %.6 E
! Percent Reaiding in Poverty Araos ee-cman’ 82. N d

Percent Ra=loy roverty Level =-cccwaeaa ~—- - 435 '

Percent Subsiandard Hoamuhite

Rental Honging «e-sccmmmcomccican aees Not listed | i 3

Children in Femilies Reloy Poverly lLevel
(Centrnl City 2nd Outsida Area)

ket

, | 48,316 i 1
6 19 17 yeors ~ccmcammcccaneon ————— ——— 67,737 | '
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EDUCALTO:! :
SAN ANTONIO, TEXAS
Expenditures for Puhlic Schools
Estimated 19G6-67 Curren® Tobal Txponditures =-c-eccmmmocoe r———————
Estimated 1966-67 fnrual Current Expenditurs Per Pupil. In-
Average Daily mDershi]) cacroc: commmme e cccecmce—————
Averege Duily Attendsnee =--ccccccmm o cccecccm—————

Percent of Estimated 1955-67 Current Totzl Evpznditures .
from Federal Funds, FY L96T c=cccrmmcmmmmm el e e e --
Percent of Revemue Receipts from Local Sources, 1965-86 ==ece-cocooa
* Percent of Estimated 1966-67 Revenue Receipts from Federal ’
Sources for the State of Texas 1/  ~--e--ecoomcaecan. m—————

Classroom Teschers in Publie Schools, Fall 19656 :
Total (Full-time and Part-time) —---- e e eccecceecceaciaa———-
Percent Increasec or Decrezse from Previous Yeor —c--ececcomemece -
Percent of Full-time Teachers Without Bachelor's Degree,

196566 =mmmmmmmme o oo e e e oo oo e e

School-Age Population, 5 through 17 years
Totzal

1900 = o o e e ~

Estimated 1965 mmmmmmm oo oo e
Projected 1970 w-c-em oo e et -
Projected 1975 ~--mm-mmm oo mmma e ————— --

Nonwaite School-Age Population, 5 through 17 years :
1000 = m e e e e e e e e en—-
Estimated 1965 ----- B e L L L Tl Py
Projected 1970 --mccmcammc e rmeemceccee———— “m———
Projected 1975 ==--commm o e

Enrolinent
Total Public Enrollment
Estimated 1965 i e i T et
Projected 1970 =cccemmmmcac el et
Projected 1975 ~==--mcmmmmm e e ceen. '

Noavhite Public Enrollmeat
Estimated 1005 —-oemommmmm oo oo o oo -
Projected 1970 wemcc oo mm o e ea
Projected 1975 === cccmmmmm e e e

Nomvhite K-12 Public Enrollment as Percent of Total K-12, 1965-66--
Percent of Total Negro Elementary Students in Schools 90-100

Percent Negro, 106560 e-merommmm o e e
Percent of Totel lhite Elementary Students in Schools ©0-100
Perceat White, 1965-06 —ca-mmmmmm oo oo e aceea
Public High Schools Grzduntes
106U 1065 = o mmm e e e o e e e e cmem
19651966 =---emmmemmeee oo i bt ELEETEE LR R R
Dropouts ~ ‘ -
Loss in Number of Pupils Grades 10-12, Sapt.1960-June 1963 e-eemmm-
Percent Mot Graduating —----e-caa-- il L L Ll e L L

Nonwhite Persons over 25 years Mot Completing High Schoosl (1950 Census)
Persons over 25 years «==----=--c-wccao R et e
Humber Net Completing High SchOOLl —=--cmmceccia e ccaeieeCas
Percent Dropouts === s oo oo e e -

1/ Excludes revenues for kinderga.—-rtenggnd public junior colleges.

e T P e AT T NS sy |

160,237
189,300
212,300
224,900

10,798
21,000
32,700
hh 400

137,100
155,800
167,100

17,800
28,000
38,400

13.0
65.9
89.4

Jot given
Not given

2,043
ko2
2l.199
' 16,617
68.7
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WELFARE
Payments Recipients
Public Assistance, 1966 '
Old-Age Assistance —--eecemmmmm oo . $ 883,000 11,520
Families with Dependent Children =------cccemeeee-. 297,000 13,545
Permanently end Totally Disebled ~eececcmmcecceacecn 323000 545
POPULATION DENSITY .
" Population Per Square Mile/L9B0 ==semmmemmmccmonomn 3,966
Population Per Square Mile/1966 -~=eeeeeecmcccecna- k4,625
CRIME, 1966 .
Crime Rate 1966-Kncim Offenses Per 100,000-==-ce=cn- 233.6
Percent Change Crime Rate, 19611966 ~eeweeacancaca 29.3
Delinquents Reported by Juvenile Courts, 1966 \
Judicial Cases (except traffic) ~w-e-erececcla- 706
Nonjudicial Cases (except traffic) ~=-e-cceceu- 1,499
UNEMPLOYMENT
Estimated Number of Unemployed as of o
JULy 1907 = -mcemmmcmc e e cccccm————— 12';500
Rete of Unemployment as of July 1967 =ec-cecccmmuuc 5

U.S. Department of Lebor, Special Survey November 1966

Slum Area Bounded by Culebra Road, Frio City Road,

38th Street, and the M.K. and R. Railroad .
Population ~--ececccmcccamn e EEC P 114,889
Unemployment Rate —-ee-ececccom oo cemee e - 8
Percent Unemployed Not Graduating from High School ---- 70
Percent Unemployed With Less Then 8 Years of School --- 48

Percent Unemployed With No School Attendance =-eee-eeee 6.5
Unexployment Rete for Teenagers (16 to 19 Years)------ - 24.6
Subemployment Rate =-e-eccecemeecmmccaccccccecmcececeaaas 7.4
Nonparticipation Rate (20-64 Years, Male) Not Working

nor Looking for WOrk ~=--cecccemecmcmcmccaccccccccacaa. 8.9

Median family income was $2,876 per year in this slum area which compares
with a National figure of $6,300.

k)

84 percent in these neighborhoods were Mexican-Americans. o

San Antonio has a population of 257,000 with Spenish surnemes (1960). The median

mumber of years of school completed was 5.9. The percent of 16 and 17 year old
teenagers enrolled in school was 62.3.
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SAN ANTONIO, TEXAS
FEDERAL FUNDS RELATED TO EDUCATION AND
POVERTY FISCAL YEAR 1967 ¥
4 v
Elementary and Secondary School Activities :
Elementary and Secondary Act Grants:. . 5
Title T ----c-ememmmoecemaeee- dommcmcme $ 2,929,620
Title IT —---c--me-mmemeccccccceeeee—eee- 179,469
Pitle IIT =ee--cmcmcmcmccccmcmec-ceceeean 568,689 |
3 Title IV ---e-m- memcccccccccccoocoaaa. None |
National Defense Education Act Grants: -i
Title IIT ====-e-ccmcocacccmmacaccacaa-- $ Buee
: Title V-A --- -- mmmmmmmememe———————— 34,010
Headstart Programs: %
Sunrer 1966 !
Number of Children -eec ciiiaiccccccamceaa’ 3,390 - »
PUNAS —-=cecmcmccccccccececcecacmmneeeaa $ 762,598 - - -
Full Year i
Number of Children ----=--eeeecmmcmcaa- - 166 §
Funds =-ec-ecccacccce o ccaaca- R 66,787 . ".
Teacher Corps: ' ! 4
cOrP Members ........................... ) None .. . — ..,' . L - ‘
FUNQS ~=-=emcmecememccecocececeaeceaan None - N
Basic and Occupaticnal Training : o | N N :
Manpower Development and Tra:.m.ng Programs: B '* ‘
Training Slots === =cecmcmcccancccacaaaa - 1,988 :
Funds Allocated ==-=--c-cceccacccncaaaa. $ 2,752,000 |
Vocational Education Grants ---------w-cea- $ 556,086 ‘
Vocational Work-Study =--e--ece-cccmcmaca.a $ 27,961 *
Adult Basic Education =-e-eecececccocaccaao $ 79,702 i
Concentrated Employmant Program ==-e-e-ee-- $ 4,342,000 g
. Neighborhood Youth Corps: :
Positions Filled ==-=ecc---au-  mmm———on- 2 330 ¥
1967 Allocations ==-ww= meeccecccccecee= $ 2,568 120
- Comrmnity Development _ - o B
-- Anti-Poverty Grents (A1l OEO administered
end delegated programs)-=---e-ecmcccanaaas $ 2,370,444
Commnity Action GrantsS--- -meccacccanaa $ u8h, 704
Vista Volunteers ------ D — rm—m————— None
Community Service and Cont:.numg Education T.
(Title I of the Higher Education Act) -=---- Not aveilsble
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SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA

Highlights

Sen Diego has & rapidly growing population which is expected to reach

846,000 by 1975,

Metropoliten
Area
In Central City

Outside Central City 115,330 Lo

White Families
Nonwhite Families

Poverty Indices

Number of Percent in Percent Below
Families Poverty Areas Poverty lLevel
138,537 9.5

12
13.

w o

Percent in
Central City :
.21&2,7011 53.4 5.1 o7
11,163 81.1 4oL 5

BE

13.9 percent of Negro elementary students attend schools 90=-100 percent

Negro; 88.7 percent of white elementary students attend schools 90-100
percent vhite, 1965-66.

Its percent of high students not graduating, June 1963, was 15.5 which
is low compared to other cities.

Its unemployment rate was 5.0 as of July 1967 suggesting a need for
concentrated employment progrems.
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POPULATION

Tovol
1000 crccmrmcmm e re e cmmnr— -~
Esbtimated 1055 cecvoaw TR
Projected 1970 s~ cv ccmrmcenmcnccincea
Projected 1973 eccmecncmcmmcnncccnrcacca-

Noavhite '

1000 === = mcmrmcnccccccmc e me e

Estimated 1005 ~vcevccmome e

Projacted 1970 -=vemcweuae. e e -

Projected 1975 «remvimmccnccnnrnccnccacaw

Componcnts of Populetion Change
Percent; Ch'mge, 1950~10655 wemmmencmccnecon-
Natural Iscreose e-wcecarccn-crcnecvcncen
Net Migration ~~cevoncccmcmccnncccncnecaa
In Migration, 1955-1960
From Different SMSA
White ~-cmmrmcmmc e e v
Nonwhite eecmcemcicmccecc e rcciie wem
From Non=ma brouollt an Area
Wit weccmccnnccn e rmcc i cmcmn v am-

Nonwhite -==-cccocmmmcmommcnimccnccecaa
(1950

Total Iurber of Femilies =werovecmccccccccncana
In Central City = --=== ccovcccnnmccvncnnn
Outside Centre
Percent in Poverty Areds =------ e ————
In Central Ciby =ew- icmeccrccmncccccnnnns
Outside Cenbtrul City w----ewrecvccrcicmnns
Parcent helow Poverty Level —-vemc-mecccecce-
In Central City ~~- ~~crecccciorcnncntan-

Outside Central Gity -=-m--cce=cmcccanan=

POVERTY INDICHES

s

Census )

Ci"cy e n e te mn e e e S S se WS B G WS

Vhite Families
Tot2l Naunbay eewoew.- e o e s e e e e o o e

Percent in Cenctr
Percent Residing in DPoverly Areds ----ee-
FTercaony Below Poverty Level ~--cccaccccea

2l Cily =-==mmmmeeecencnn

Nourshite Panilies
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Percent in Central City e--w--vecvccocnra
Percent Residiag in Poverty
Percant Delor Po"c;:,_'"'y ,31,.0] - e e o = - o

Percent Substandard Hozwhi
Rental Houging ew-cveccvennmencanan - -
Childrea in Fawilies Below Povorvy Level
(Centrsl City end Outside Area)
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573,22k
648,200

75,000
846,000

b, 712
54,600
68 200
88 200

11 7

11,163
81.1
49.h
31.5
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30,004
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EDUCATION

Exgenditures for Public Schools

FY ending 6/30/65 Current Total EXponditures me--e—-mmomeo. re—————— $ 56,488,415
Estimated 1964-65 Annuzl Current ixpenditure Per Pupil In-
Average Daily DR SNAD m e e e L !‘59

Average Duily Atiendance

Siam ™ ap o wn G @0 - v w -----------—-l-.o---.‘----—---~

Percent of Estimated 1966-67 Current Total Expenditures
from Federal Funds, FY 1967

Percent of Revenmie Receipts from Locsl, Sources, 1965-606 ~eemcccacan k7.1
Percent of BEstimated 1965-67 Revenue Receipts from Federal ;
Sources for the State of California piatalale Lt LU LE L LT T P e 6.1 .
. Ic) i
]
Class»oom Teochers in Public Schools, Fall 1966 ;
Total (Full-time and Partetime) mocmeoe o —
Percent Increase or Decrease from Previous Yeary w«v-ccemmmccacia. — v
Percent of Full-time Teachers Without Bachelor's Degree, | ,
1%5—66 -----—--—-—---——-—e!eeg—-——--in---h ---------------- -?---
School-Age Population, 5 through 17 years
Total

1960 == m e e

...................... 124,252
Estimated 1965 we-omommmmm oo 147,800
Projected 1970 wmo-ommmmm e TTTTT 169,100
Frojected LI75 wmeommmm e 181,000

Nonvhite School-Age Population, 5 tirough 17 years
1960 oo e e e 10,955
Estimated 1965 ~--ome oo oo === 15,300
Projected 1970 mew oo T 19,700
Projected 1975 mmrocmm oo 24,000

Enrollmant " ‘ {
Totzl Public Enrollment ,
Bstimated 1965 mmommommm e 115,728
Projected 1970 -
Projected 1975

Nonwhite Public Enrollment
Estimeted 1065 wmomoommmmm e oo 15,060
Projected 1270
Projected 1975

Nonwhite K-12 Public Enrollment as Percent of Total K-12, 1965-66--~ 13.0

Percent of Total Negro Elementary Students in Schools 90-100
Percent Negro, 1965-566

S e e e e e ———— 13.9
Percent of Total White Elementary Students in Schools 90-100
Percent White, 1965-66 =-cmew- S e ;e e ——— 88.7 .
Public High Schools Grzodustes
196k4-1965 -

-------------n—---u-------------------.4---------------
.

Dropouts : '
Loss in Number of Pupils Grades 10-12, Sept.1960-June 1963 =ceccea- 927
1 Percent Not Graduoting mwe-eemeemeaoo CZI27 0 C0 7 77T TTTTTTTC 15.50
] Nonvhite Persons over 25 years Not Corpleting High School (1960 Census)
Persoas over 25 years ==e---eemeoo o 0 2 T2 TTIT0C 200 VR :

' ' 2
Murber Iot Completing High SChoOl memmme oo oo oo oo oo el
Percent Dropouts
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Payments Recipients
Public Assistance, 1966 |

0ld-Age ASSiStance =---=-eememeeooemecooeommemmeens § 1,266,000 13,135 g
Families with Dependent Children -e--=-eceeoeeecoee ' 1,136,000 26,356 ¥
Permenently end Totally Disabled =-e-eececcewcaean- hdy 4,126 )

ey

POFULATION DENSITY

Population Per Square Mile/1960 e=cc-cemerecccanan. 2,9k
a Populetion Per Square Mile/1966 =e-cemeemceccccaan. 3,359

CRIME, 1966

. Crime Rate 1966-Known Offenses Per 100,000--=-wece- 182.2
Percant Change Crime Rate, 1961-1966 ~weccccccmenea 29.3

. L Brciecapipac 15 2orcu S ol 1 I N2 oy R
B e N e el ¢ (S O RIS o VT el S T L e IO CNPENI SE

Delinquents Reported by Juvenile Courts, 1966
Judicial Cases (except traffic) —-—---meecccacla. 3,088
Nonjudicial Cases (except traffic) =---eeeeeea- 5,080

ST o

A ramch,

UNEMPLOVMENT

Estimated Number of Uneripployed as of
JULY 1067 oo e 19,100

Rete of Unemployment as of July 1967 «evveeccccann- 5.0
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" SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA
FEDERAL FUNDS RELATED TO EDUCATION AND
POVERTY FISCAL YEAR 1967
Elementary and Secondary School Activities
Elementary and Secondary Act Gra.ntS° -----
Title I =cc-mmmccc oo $ 2,227,688
Title IT —commmmm oo 78,648
Title ITT mcemcocc oo 309,695 R
Title IV ec-comr comccoccmcceeoe e ' 23,873 | s T
National Defense Education Act Grants: "
Title III S eeecscccccccccccceneaa. $ 128,_92_2. | .
Title VoA —o- el —————cea- Not available
Headstart Programs:
Sumuer 1
Number .of Children -=- :ceccecmcacacao.. x 2,375 -
FUNds =ceccmc e $ 8759057 ,
Full Year ' o
Kumber of Children =---eeeeecccccecmeee- 988 |
FUNds emccmcmmmmmme o e ceem e $ 797,352 ' '
Teacher Corps: '
Corp Members =--==cecmemcacccomamaancoa. 19
PUMS —ommmmmmmmmmmemooooomomomoooee $  3LL,042
Basic and Occupational Training . )
Manpower Development and Training Program..
Training Slots =-= =ceccccmmcmmaaa .. | - 815
Funds Allocated =-==-=c-ooeocmmmmeeaaoo $ 1,069,000 .
Vocational Education Grants -----eee-coceoe $ 489,000
Vocational Work-Study =--=--eeeeacccocaaan. Not availsble |
Adult Basic Education =--eece-cecccmcacaooo $  28,k26 - - ‘
Concentrated Employment Program ==-=-e-eeew " None
Neighborhood Youth Corps: : . ‘
Positions Filled =e-eeceaeao T —— 1,923
1967 Allocations =----- T ——— $ 1,744,900
Community Development
Anti-Poverty Grants (All OEO a.dm:.m.stered o
and delegated pro'rrams) ................... $ 1,744,900
Community Action Grantsee- -—ccemccceco-o None
Vista VOl'lmteerS ----- ccmma- Stk aiad 2 L L L T T2 25
Community Service and Continuing Education ) | . M

(Title I of the Higher Education Act)------ § 35,041 .
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SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA

Highlights

San Francisco's totel population is decreasing, 1965-70; its nonwhite

population is rapidly growing and is projected to be 31.0 percent of
the total by 1975. . ‘

Poverty Indices

Metropolitan Number of Percent in Percent Below

Area Families Poverty Areas Poverty level
In Central City 279,220 25.5 12,1

Outside Central City 427,766 3.k 8.3

Percent in

Central City
White Families 631,123 36.0 7.4
Nonwhite Families 75,863 68.5 51.9

8.1
2h,1

Nonwhite school-age population and public school enrollment are rising

while the white school-age populaticn and white public school enrollment
are decrezsing.

Its unemployment rate averaged 5.8 between January and September 1967,
5.0 for whites and 10.2 for nonwhites. '
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POPULACION SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA

Totzl
2960 wmmmamcmnmee —————— - emmmm—ee weme=e  THO,316

Estinated 1955 o-tomeammammnmean cmemeee T49,900 ,
Projectad 1270 w--e oo cmmmmcmmcann. . ~--- 730,000
Projected 1Y75 =wmcmimmmeciccmcmncccccaae 730,000
Nonwnite '
1960 =-m = mmmmcmemmmmmmmemeeeaeeceemeee 135,913  18.3% of Total
Estimated 1965 =ec-n-m-momooomcecmo-om-n 165,000 22.0f of Total

o%
Projected 1970 =ev-ecccmvmmmacce muoeeace 190,100 26.0% of Total
Projectied 1975 --ommmmmmmmonmacomoom—omoe 227,000 31.0%

Components of Poraletion Change (includes Oakland)

! Percent Change, 1960-1965 =-cocccmcmcmcanaa- 10.2 >
Natural Increase =---w-e-ecevccacaccacoas 6.3
Net Migretion ==---ca-- e ——— 3.9
In Migratioa, 1955-1960
From Different SMSA '
WNitE wemrrmm—e————— coeemee e cemeconeen 253,483
Nonihite ecccccccicnccccccrcnree o - 2535""5
From Non-metropolitazn Arez
White - -..-..'?----_..-......- ......... cecemmee 125,856
Noavhite ==--w-- T - 11,863
POVERTY INDICES (1650 Census)
(ircludes Oakland) |
Total Inwber of Femilies === w-memeecmceacceoo 706,986
In Central City =-=--- ====cecccmemcaacae 279,220
Outside Ceniral City -==-ececccnan ~==e= 427,766
Percent in Poverty Areas =e-ecececccnaeoan. - 12.1
In Central City =-----mmemmeccoeo- S 25.5
Outside Central City ~~w--c-ee-ca-o ————— 3.4
Percent halow Poverty Level ~=-rmevececcsmea- 9.8
In Central Qity -=- -~c-caceccao-. ———————— 12.1 '
Outside Central City =--e-=cemummmmaanan - 8.3
White Pamilies
Total Nurber ~---=-eoam- e Trepupupp ~—m-=e 631,123
Percent in Central City =---ecc-comeacooo - 36.0
Percent Residing in Poverty Areas =----=-. 7.4
Percent Below Poverty Lovel —--emeea —————— 8.1
Nonwvhite Fanilies : )
4 Total Number =—=cewece-a-- ————— ———— —————— 75,863
Percent in Central City -—----e---- ——————- 68.5 :
] Percent Residing in Poverty Area: ———ee—- 51.9 » a
i Percent Below Poverty Level - ~-eewe- SR 2.1
4 Percent Suhstanderd Nom; rh:.tﬂ
3 Rentzl Housing -e--w-- SRCDLTEEEETT R -- 27
s Children in Fawmilies Below Poverty Level
1 (Central City =nd Ontsids Avea)
Under 6 1 Feors =eececcecnccccncacaccimna—a - 55,570
. 6 t0 17 yeors =-ceemoe- ———— e mccccr e ——— 703%5
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) EDUCALTON SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA
z Expenditures for Fublie Schools y ‘
| Estinatzd 14666-07 Curran’ Tobal Expenditnres Seeveeaaanoa - ==--==- $ 69,750,000 :
i Bstinabed l%wfn Jfaumal Current Expendituve Pex Fupil. In- : ;
A Averasa Do _L'i" anbarshi D mmecimme e mee - - —————— T T T T iUyt 5% }
/ Averoge Dol 13 Atw-ﬂ"nce T T ——————— ——eeeecvcana 637 5
; i
5 Perceat of Estimated 1956-67 Current Totsl Exyenditures .
| from Federzl Fuads, FY 1967 --e-..- cm——————— LT T —— ———cmeaa 5.5 1
; Perceat of Revemue Receipts from Local Sources, 1965-06 ~—————— h——— 72.6 :
: * Percent of Estimnied 1966-67 Revenue Receipis from Federal ' |
! n Sources for the State of California ------ ceenea- L e - 6.1
4 i
Clessroom Teachers in Publie Schiools, Fall 1965 ;
Totel (Full-time and Part-time) -e---- ————— ————————— e 3,682 §
i, Percent Inecresss or Decrease from Previous Year =e-ee--- “esmemcw- +0.2 [
: Percent of Full-time Teachars Without :..a,chelor S Degree, 1
L6566 mmmmmmmmm oD n 209
] School-Age Fopulation, 5 th ough 17 years i
i Total - :
| 1960 === wmmmmmm e eem e crmmmmm—————e e —mm————- e 122,206 {
! Estimated 1955 =mmmvercccacccaaan- e cm———— ~eececcmme-e 133,100
| Projected 1970 w-cveceaa.. i T T T —— -—m=e 128,500
! Projected 1975 ~--e-mmmuemmacmccaoa- —m—mmm———— cmmmemcmmcmmae 121,200
f Nonwhite School-Age Populat: oq, 5 through 17 years 3
: 1060 -—mmmmm a2l s e cemeeeeee 32,806 j
j Estimated 1965 «--=vaana- Lt T P S oo - === k0,900 r,
} Projected 1970 =-cmmm-evmmccccmcamaam r——— S —em——— cememie 48,700 :
| Projected 1975 ~-commmmaaa- ——————— e TR 38 (1 ¥
: Enrollment i
i Total Public Enrollment
! Estinated 1965 mmmmmmeom oo oo oo lceemoo. 91,116 i
§ Projected 1970 =-mmmmemecocacoaa- . ——— mmeemccccceea- 89,100 ‘
g Projected 1975 =-m-mmmmcmcoean- e ———- comemimman weceew 85,000 §
&3 3
. Nonwhite Public FEnrollment
1 Estimated 1905 ~--cmmmmmecnne. T T S SN mmmemeeea 39,200
| Projeated 1970 === oo cm oo mm oo b7,200
] Projected 1975 =-m-cocwe- cemmamman e mmmmmeccaccaaee 53,600 8
L NmMN%WMMmMM%RmMﬁ%ﬂM%MM& 43.0 ;
| Percent of Total Negro Elementary Students in Schools 90-100 '
_ Percent Negro, 1065-60 e memeeiee; e me . D T - 21.1 3
3 Percent of Total ihite Elementeary Students in Schools 90-100 i
P Perceat White, 196566 o emmm oo om o e 65.1
] Public Hizh Schools Graduates f
i 1964 - 1965 ———————— ———————— - m———— —————— memme mmeimecccceaaea. |, 5,063
f 1965 1966 == e e N T Y ()} 5
i Dropouts i
: Toss in Nurher of Pumls Crades 10-12, Sent,1950-June 1963 cem————— 2,035 3
Percent Not Gradusling =-e-ommmmmmm e . 33.15 1
: Noavhite Persons cvar 25 yecrs liot Covnletmc High School (1000 Ceneus\ 4
: Persoins over 05 Years ==----emeeceiccmamalonolal —memmmmmam———— 177,753
Number liot Completing Ha.g.l ‘%ﬂhoo" --------- iataie bt L L DL -- 100,646 4
, Percent Dropouts =~=-w-e—meeocomaocacana- et S -~ 57 5
§ 1/ Excludes expenditures for Junior colleges. 103 | .
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SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA
WELFARE
| Payments Recipients
Public Assistance, 1966 (includes Osakland) -
0ld-Age Assistence ====--eemmeccmommooo oo o . $ 3,668,000 37,346
Families with Dependent Children =---eeceeeemoo—o.. 4,598,000 100,289
Pernenently end Totally Disabled me-ceoeeeeo—o. --== 1,533,000 1k4,057
POPULATION DENSITY
Population Per Square Mile/1960 ~eccmmmmcmcemcaeea. 16,307 ’
Populetion Per Square Mile/1966 ---------- ceccancna 16,687 : A i
CRIME, 1966 ' {
Crime Rate 1966-Known Offenses Per 100,000-c--—meee 367.3 .
Percent Change Crime Rate, 1961-1966 -memecace- c—em 61.6 I
Delinquents Reported by Juvenile Courts, 1966 i
Judicial Cases (except treffic) ==-memecocemmo. 1,648
Nonjudicial Cases (except traffic) ~ececeaa —~——- 3,341 ;
UNEMPLOYVMENT , '-
(Includes Oskland) i
Estimated Number of Unemployed as of : ’ ;
July 1%7 ---------------- iadadaded ] e LT T T PP, [T Y. 61’800 ’
Rate of Unemployment as of July 1967 wcccmmana- - k.6 ‘
Rate of Unemployment, Jan.-Sept. 1967 Aversge 5.8 (Total) 5.0 (White) 10,2 (Nouwhite) i
U.S. Department of Lsbor, Special Survey November 1966
Fillmore-Mission District | ;j
Population -e--cececcaaaa. Rt D T, 7,296
Unemployment Rate =e=memc-comn coeoccoommmcocmocoe. . umn i
Percent Unemployed not Graduating from High School —— 48 i
Percent Unemployed with Less then 8 years of School -- 19 |
Unemployed Rate for Teenagers (16-19 years) —ee--- e 35.7 [
Subemployment Rate ==--e-aemmmmmcel oo e 25
Nonparticipation Rate (20-64 years, Male) Not E
Working nor looking £Or WOrk =ee=eeeemeemecmcooemoee. 12.3 }

Many of the unemployed in the surveyed neighborhoods of Fillmore-Migsion
San Francisco say they would like additiomal training to improve their
chances of employment. 76 percent would be willing to take on-the-job

training. 50 percent expressed interest in returning to school for )
training if necessaxy. ‘
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SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA

FEDERAL FUNDS RELATED TO EDUCATION AND
POVERTY FISCAL YEAR 1967

Elementary and Secondary School Activities

Elementary and Secondary Act Grantv
Title I ~---ccmmcccmmcmcmcmeco oo . $ 3,227,000,
Title IT ----ecccccmccccmcmccmcmcaccoaee 178,779
Title III =-co-ccccmcmmcccccccccccaaae- 385,265
Pitle IV emveceom commccccccccemcccccaces - 243,652

National Defense Education Act Grants:
Title IIT -evommcccccmcccccccmcaneecaac- $ uk,260

Title VoA -cc coccccamcccccccccacnccnca- Not aveilable

Headstart Programs:
Surmer 1966

Number of Children === -emceccccccmcecaca Not available
Funds =--ccecccmemcae e $ 140,673

Full Year. -

KNumber of Children =---e--eccccccccaacaa- 610

Funds =-ceeccocaccacc o caca-a. rmm——ce———— $ 877,810

Teacher Corps:

Corp Members ==e-cececcccamcccacaaacanaa 22
Funds =e=-=weerececceccccaccacacaccnancaa $ | 176:?90

Basic and Occupational Training

Menpower Development and Training Programs: 1/

Training S1OtS =-- =--ccccccmmccccccaca- 6,377
Funds Allocated ====-=----e-ecacmnmann -- $12,926,000
Vocational Education Grants e==e-cececceacaaaa $ 601,463
Vocational Work-Study -=--e-ece-ccccmamaa.. $ 37,500
Adult Basic EdUcation —---ceeememeececeeeee $ 330,305
Concentrated Employment Program ----------= $ 4,682,000

Neighborhood Youth Corps: b
Positions Filled =e-wcccccce cacacncaaa. | 1,295
1967 Allocations ==-=e- ‘=mececececamcaa- $ 1,598,410

Comrminity Development

Anti-Poverty Grants (AllL OEO sdministered

and delegated programs)---=-eccemmcecececes $ 7,343,968
Commmmnity Action Grantse-« —cececmccaaa- $ 6,598,615
Vista Volunteers «--=----ce---- N - 20

Community Service and Continuing Education
(Title I of the Higher Education Act) ------ None

1/ Includes Oakland, California
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SEATTIE, WASHINGTON

Highlights

M

f;a:;%; has a rapidly growing Population projected to reach 600;000 :

Poverty Indices :

Metropolitan Number of Percent in Percent Below |

Area Families Poverty Areas Poverty Level
In Central City 142,516 8.1 8.6 -
Outside Central City 139,920 ' Not applicable 8.3 '
, Percent in - ,
Central City
White Families 271,381 48.9 2.4 8.0
Nonwhite Families © 11,059 8.8 45,2 . 19,9

9.9 percent of Negro elementary students attend schools 90-100 per-

cent Negro; 89.8 percent of white elementary students attend schoolg
90-100 percent white, 196L4-65.

T ;&f&yi4;~fv:éwﬁ, o L M A e e R

Its rate of unemployment was 3.3 as of July 1967.
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POLULATTION SEATTLE, WASKINGTON
Totzl
1960 e e e e ot e e oo e b e e o e o -
Botinatud L96H emcmmmamme s e ~————
Projocted 1970 m= o ccimcmcecc ccmic.a -——
Projecltod LYTH evee cccmcaecaaae . EL T
Noavhite '
1900 cme e ;e e
Estinated 1955 -ccmen-. R el e el
Projected 1970 ~-vmecenao.. ——m————— ————-

Projected 1975 memcamcmmommce. comcooomen

Cononents of Population Change
Percent Changz, 1960-1865 =--cocmmanccaaao.
Natural Incresse emecccc-ceo-_.. e
Net IMigration e-cecemao oo omacccaceae
In Migration, 1955-1960
From Different SIMSA
White ~eeoo e e ee
Nonwhite evecmcmri e ci i aae
From Non-metropoliten Area

White e---ormmmmc oo S —
Nonwhite =-w-orccmmmmaaa . e L --

POVERTY INDICES (1950 Census)

Total ilunbar of Families ~ee-wu--- c—remcececcce-
In Central City =--=ve ccmacaa. ————ceee-
Outside Central City ew--icmmecmccrmcana.

Percent in Poverty Areas -e-eccuecccccucans -
In Central City ----cceaeaa- —————— ——————-
Outside Ceniral City --------- ~————— —om-

Percent below Povarty Level -ecem-cemcccccnca
In Central City -=- -vccamccimma .
Outside Contral City ~----mmceocccaccca-.

White Families
Total Lunbor e-vcwmercnaa. —recmc——n—— e
Percent in Cenbral City ~--veevccanaao. ——
Percent Residing in Poverty Areas =--w--w
Peveant Pelowr Poverty Level ---veccccccm-

No‘ft ite Mamilies
Tobtal

JORRTH § T o S NS e m e m— - ———
Parcent ia Central Clty e R --
Percent Residing in Poverty Areas .
Percont Below DPoverty Ievel = -memm-- -
Percent Substindord I 0.‘1‘:.“hlt"

Rental Housing «=-wwo- - —— ——————— —————

Children in Foailies Telmr Poverty Level
(Cent»ol _City anl Cutside A-Ma.)
Unéer 6 years —---emcamans et ———— -
6 tO 17 years

107

e .

1 e TRty o 3 TR LIS Pty

T R b g R R dE iy Vo 950

557,087
571,000
585,000
600,

46,528
66,100
82 000
100,400

93,197
2,52l

282,440
142,516
139,920
4.1
8.1

Not applicable,
8.4 |

8.6
8.3

45,2
19.9

32

15,739
21,016
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eI SEATTLE, WASHINGTON b
i Bxrcaditures for Fublic Schoolg _ . i
i FY ending 6/30/65. Currcint 7oLzl Fxponlituess meewceeo e mte— - $ k5,290,114 3}
i Estimated 1964-65 .innucl Currant Uxpeaditirs Per Pupil In- ¥
s Averags Drily [ambershin ecameooao. R T —ee s ecncam——. - 476 3
E Average Daily AtUondonee we-eecemoccccimcccmeee LD LR -—- —— §
$ ® * : -y o : é
é Percent of Estimated 1956-67 Current Total Epanditures . - é
! from Federal Funds, FY 1007 eecmccmmccono_. R e e A —— L
i3 » ° ” E .
g Percent of Revemie Receipts from Loeal Sources, 1905-€0 cwecrocenen 57,3 :
8 . * . s 5
t* Percent of Estimeted 1966-67 Revenue Receipts from Federal X i
| Sources for the State of e e r e g
%, c o Washington . o :
5 R ’ ] ‘
i Classroon Teachers in Publie Schools, Fall 1555 4}
4 Total (Full-time and Part-time) eeceeamome . -- S !
} Percent Inecreose or Decreuse from Previous Year -eeeeecccaaao... — y !
g: Perceat of Tull-time Teachars Without Bachelor's Degree, ; %
' 1%5-66 Gk e o e W o e e -~----~------ ---------------- O e GO OV P an an 0 G e - ED o) -5 a» an @ 1.1 '
i 1
.'

School-Age Population, 5 through 17 years
Total

.

------------------- eceeeeeel 120,826 '
Estimatod 1965 —ecm oo

SEemm—-— i e bl T T TP cmooas 120,6&
Projected 1970 m---ecme—oomo . - -

EnEnen ®o wn wn = o = bad i R X X P Enm an o an " anen w an e - o oo m’sw
Projected 1975 --rcececn .. m—meecceeana cem——a e —————— e 18,
Noavhite School-Age Population, 5 through 17 years

1060 mrmmmmmc oo emeeeo e ceeeee 11,509

Estimated 1905 mececocme . —————— e -~ —-ea 16,800 :
Projected 1970 =---- ST U

[ crecccaa 21,"'& _ : 5 "

Projected 1975 =--mmccccmmmeeo oo R cemememmececccea. 24,800

J7Ren i B A L et e LRt S TR R AT ST PG FI S Y AR L0

Percent of Total Negro Flementary Students ia Sehools 90-100 ¢
Percent lNegro, 1965-66 edfe-cmeeee oo o . ————————— ————— 9.9 i
Percent of Totzl hite Elementary Students in Schools 90-160 B i
Percent White, 196566 -Lfeeam o —————————- --- 89,8 N

i Enrollmeat :

é Total Publie Enrollnont '

] Estimated 1965 =--mmeeoe- TR T T ~== 94,000

] Projected 1970 ==ceocem-. T e e ———em 96,900

] Projected 1975 =-m-emeooemmonoo. T — —= mmmmeee --- 94,900

i Nonvhite Public Enrollmant f

| Estinated 1965 =--cooa- " e e ceeeee 14,300 2
| Projected 1970 =-=-vw- e e - 18,500 .
| Projected 1975 ==~ -momm- S ——————— e e meeemmeeeeee 21,600 § &
[ Nommite K-12 Public Enrollment as Percent of Tohal K-12, 1965-66--  15.2 R :
!

(4E L5, ey

Public High Schools Greduates
1O90U~1965 wecoccmeneo ————memmea . e cemliceem——— ---=- Not given
19651968 == mmm e e L e -~  Not given

T E]

4, (S ERDP IR0} oty

¥

Dropouts : i
Loss in Number of Fupils Grales 10-12, Sept.1960~-Jun2 1563 =eccaca- 1,183

| Perceat Mot Groduzting --ececme- el T cm————— e 18.32 %

4 Nonwhite Porsons over 25 yeers liot Cempleting High Sahool (1950 Census ) :

i Persons over 25 years e-cemecooo. e e R e T 27,602 §

; Rumber I'ob Complating Hish School =eweeevcoeee.. Dl LT T 14,292 g

Percent Dropouts =--eeeecccaao .. i

) Tt

1/ 1964-65 data . w08 T Tt <
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WELFARE

Payments Recipients
Public Assistance, 1966 (Inecludes Everett) '

Old-Age AsSistance =em-ecemmmmmmon oo $ 781,000 9,656
Families with Dependent Children ~me-ccceecemcoeco- 766,000 20,717 g
Permenently end Totally Dissbled ===-ecemeceee- ---~ k40,000 6,127

POPULATION DENSITY

Population Per Square Mile/1960 =e=mm-ccccaccemacao- 6,810 1
Population Per Square Mile/1966 ==--co-cmmcmemmece- 6,951 -

CRIME, 1966

. Crime Rate 1966-Known Offenses Per 100,000--=--a-- 251.3 i
Percent Change Crime Rate, 1961-1066 ce-mececewacea 48.7 ¥

Delinquents Reported by Juvenile Courts, 1966 )
- Judieial Cases {except traffic) ~e--mcecemocoice 3,159
Nonjudicial Ceses (except traffic) =e--e--eve- 423

UNEMPLOYMENT

Estimated Number of Unemployed as of '
JULY 1067 mmme e e 20:700
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SEATTLE, WASHINGTON

FEDERAL FUNDS RELATED TO EDUCATION AND
POVERTY FISCAL YEAR 1967

Elementary end Secondary School Activities

Elementary and Secondary Act Grants:

Title I ~=mccccmcmmccmccccace-a- P $ 1,568,303

R R L & G T T —— --- § 193,339

Title IIT ~-cmmmcmeccacaa- cmmemcmmccmcee 1,014,724

Title IV ~mwecom mecccccccccccccccccoea- 365,249
National Defense Education Act Grants:

Title III ~--->eomcmmmmcccecocmcaoamaooe § 149,492

Title V-A =ec cccimmccccmcccicccccecanan None

Headstart Progranms:

Surmner 1966 b

Number Of Children --- eeeeec-mccmceacoa 805

FUnds =--e-ocmcocom e cmeeee $ 3hk,05k

Full Year

Number of Children =~=---ececcccccccccca- 810

Funds =---ceeeeecmec o ccmccccicccc - $ 1,212,645
Teacher Corps:

Corp Members =e--------cc-ceeeeceaeeo-ae  None

Funds ====-cccccnccncncccncnccccnncncna- None

Besic and Occupational Training :

Manpower Development and Training Programs:

Training S1Ot§ ==- -----cecemoce-cceaaa- 2,282

Funds Allocated -=we--ee-omemccceoccaaaa- $ 2,501,000
Vocational Eduecation Grants ====ccee-cecmaa $ 699,346
Vocational Work-Study ==--=e=ee=-cscccemmam-e $ 27,000
Adult Basic Education =--=-eececccacccaaa-- $ 5.,hko
Concentrated Employment Program ==-----cce- None
Neighborhood Youth Corps:

Positions Filled ----m--u-n- e —— 1,016

1967 Allocations =----- tmeemmccccmcmcnn- $ 1,314,590

Commnijg Development

Anfi-Poverty Grants (All OEO administered

and delegated Programs)-----e-ececcmmeaae- $ 2,046,672
Cormunity Action Grents-e= =-cecceceacca $ 1,041,189
Vista Volunteers -------ceceecccoaoaa.. 25

Community Service and Continuing Education _ '
(Title I of the Higher Education Act)--=--- $ 5,115
110
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WASHINGTON, D.C.

Highlights

Washington has a rapidly growing population; its momwhite proportion

is expected to reach 71.92by 1970 at which time it will probably
level off.

It had a percent inerease of. 21.1 in populetion, 1960-65; 11.2 percent
of this rise was caused by net migration.

Poverty Indices

Metropolitan Nunber of Percent in Percent Below
Area Families Poverty Areas Poverty Level
In Central City 173,695 . 16.7
Outside Central City 305,212 3.8 6.0
Percent in
Central City
White Families 373,409 22.1 5.7 5.3
Nomwhite Families 105,498 86.3 61.3 26.0

90.4 percent of its Negro elementary students attend schools 90-100
percent Negro, 1965-66. -

67 percent of nonwhite persons over 25 do not have & high school diploma.,

Its rate of unemployment averaged 2.3 between January and September 1967,
2,1 for whites and 3.1 for nonwhites, one of the lowest rates for the
20 cities.
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Projontzd 1970 --. .
Projectel 1Y7) evcvm cnmea

Honvhita

1960 —wn . :

Estimoted 1605 cevmmmmmmcman o .
Projected LYTO mevcmcmmmm e e e
Projected LY75 wm e e e

WASHINGTON, D.C.

e adi K XX I R N e R S U,

763,956
802,000
872,000
949,000

418,693
551,200
627,100
679,700

Corpoaents of Populstion Change (includes parts of Mary-

Percent Chonge, 1950-3665 «-.
Natural Increase eceeccmemmeimcceicmnna.
Not Migration —eeevcmoc o

In Migreticn, 1955-1950
From Difleront Si3a

WNite memeca e e

Noavhite «=vewen. .o e e e
Fron ion-netropolilon Area

Whilo semime e cenn

Fonvhito

O -I--.--n--—-.--n--n:.---.---n---.---

OO ot s @ Yo G OY am S 90 Be 0T O% e W) on O

POVERTY TWDICES (1950 Census)

({ncludes parts of Maryland and Virginia)

Tosul Mubher of M™milies v~ cmmcmrceoccmceron..
I Central City weveoc ammmmeccccccvoae
Qutside Centrsl Qity —weercommcemcccana..

Percant in Poverty Aress ~eceumccccrciceono
In Central City =wermommcmc e
Outside Central City eee-cmmmcmccicivcnnn

Percent below Fovarby Lovel =veee.mcececoman
In Ceittral City =-v ~voremmmiceiccnam
Outside Cenirol City <emccmmmmnccccnanca.

e Fomilias

Tatol NUQapw == et mmcen cccmn e e
Percont In Ceubral (ily =--emmercccccanaa
Pereeat Residing in Poverty Aress r-v-ewe

Peircent Delow Poverty lLovel e--ccmvaccaa.

Nonyhiie Ponilies
Total Inmbe
Percen’, ia Central City =e--veu-
Percent Residing in Poverty Areas wececaa
Percent; BEeloy Poversy Level m-—ceremvommew
Peveent Substonderd Wonyhite
Rent2l Housing -= ~ccommmmmmaccoona.
Childron in Pumilies Reloy Poverty Level
(Central City and GCutside Avza)
Undar 6 y20rs ecmececcccccem————

6 ‘LO 3.7 3’»;-)1_‘) e

» ----o-~--u—------..-—---lo-—n----

land and Virginia)

9.9
11.2

181,669
18,h25

104,5k49
' 20,636

478,907
173,695
305,212
17.9
42.8

51,719
63,974

2l.1

54.8% of Total
68.7% of Total
TL.9% of Total
71.6% of Total
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Batiret21 155567 Curcand Tolel Hxpandiluyif —=siecrvcnemme tmmeaea.
Betirated 1205-07 foaual Currsat Puipeadii. w2 Per Pupil In-
Lvercge Tolly Tadh2rshliD eei oo ameee O e mam -
Avereze Doily Atlondiongg =-cemcmccrmnan.n e ————— R T LT T
Percent of Estinmsted l’*o-67 Current Totel Zxpenditures
from Felersl Funds, FY 1907 =ecev-mcvmceccccccncocanaioa- —————- -——-
ES

nt of Revemue Receipis from Local Sources, ]96)-56 e menn-
ercent of Estimated 1960-67 Revenue Receipits from Federal
Sources for the State of D. C.
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Classroon Teachars in Publie Schools, Fall 1656

Potal (Full-time and Port-time) -=wee-eweno- com——— memcmme—ea- - m———-
. Parcent Increase or Decrease from Previcus Yesy «-weececwcccaccws

Percent of Full~-time Teachars Without Dachelor's Degree,

1065266 mmrmmmmmmmm e m e mmmrmm o mm e e e e

School-Age Population, 5 through l7'years
Total
1960 ==muvmmanman - -————— et ar ———— o e o 0 e e o o 1+ g 0

Estinated 1955 eerermmmmmemmcmesm— o —e e ———m— i ————— R
Projected 1970 ==-vmmemmmmmmmemmcmcoc e mmmmmmm—am———————

Projected 1975 =-vmucrommcmmcncaanax - mmem———- mmmmemeeecccnae

Nonwhite School-Age Population, 5 tarough 17 years

1060 = mmmmm e e o o et mm e e S
Estimated 1965 =~-=----- S mmemmmmmmmecan o S
Projected 1970 =-rwme: wmmmmmmmmmmcemmescmoie memmmme oo mmne—m e

Projected 1975 ==-=-mwommcceccccan S reemmmccmmmcmcno e o

Enrollnent
Totzl Public Enrollment
Bstimeted 1905 e-cecnccmccaao-- O S o

Projected 1970 =--=mee=n= R mmmmemmmmmmmmemm————— ———-
Projected 1975 -=---==-v=n- S cemmmmmmmmmmeaae R ———————

Noawhite Public Enrollment
Estimated 1965 =--e-eeu-- - - emmemeccecccccccerm e - -
Projected 1970 mrmcccmciacmcccccce e c e ea cmmmcmcecer - ————
Projected 1975 ==~ ~rcccmccnca- e ——e e ————— ——mm———— —em——

Nonwnite K-12 Public Enrollmeni as Percent
Percent of Toblal Il e2ro Llementrry Students
Percent lizgro, 1”65 BB cememmmrcene e e e e—————— e el
Percent of Toi:zl White Elenmentary otulents in Schools 90-100

r Parcent White, 1965-66 --cevmcecmcccaaao T bttt -

Public Hizh

of Total K-12, 1965-656--
in Schools 90-1.00

Schonls Groduntes

T bty o Y, (P A7 i BTV 27 P G R M 1 L

141,540

164,500

176,700
180,000

99,235
134,500
157 ’hOO
161,100

140,724
154,600
159,600

123,904

146,900

151,600
88.0
90.4

34.3

4,709
55102

1,462
29.61

260,533
171,032

1665-1966 ==mmmmee R I S S S
Droyouts -
loss in Ifwber of Fupils Gradas 10-12, Sept.l950-June 1963 weeea-w-
Percenl ot frezdusiing ---reecee- e e e e e e e et et ——————
Noashite Persons ovar 25 years liot Conwlebing Hich Sﬂhool (1550 Census)
Persoas over 25 yaars ==----= e e - R el b --
iumbar ob c9107qting High Sohool ==-veaea- mm e — e m—— memm———
Pez‘(:e..‘.'\\. i ‘!‘O‘ »J\LUU ------------ T S N . N T T s e e Eeacanoa~a -
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] WASHINGTON, D.C.

fw WELFARE

i & (Include " land Payients Recipients

i Public Assistence, 19 cludes areas of Maxy: '

| Old-Age Assistance - SMiVirgimds) ______° 4 344,000 3,514

Families with Dependent Children «--emcmeeecaccoeoo 1,030,000 - 29,852

: Permenently end Totally Disebled =ee=-ccecoceamacoo. 380,000 4,287

!

: POPULATION DENSITY

A ‘ Population Per Square Mile/1960 ------------------- 12,442

: Population Per Square Mile/1966 -=-mm-cecccaamaaa . 13,221 &

| CRIME, 1966 |

; Crime Rate 1966-Known Offenses Per 100,000-=nnnane- 365.5 "

ﬁ Percent Chenge Crime Rate, 1961-1966 =-=--emme-uee- %.0 '
Delinquents Reported by Juvenile Courts, 1966 \ .
Judicial Cases (except traffie) =--e-ecacce-iee 3,853

4 Nonjudicial Cases (except traffic) =c-ccmcmaa.a 1,629 |

i UNEMPLOYMENT {
Estimated Mumber of Unerployed es of | 1§ &
i July 1967 ------ e e e ceaan 32»%-00 8
i Rate of Unemployuent as of July 1967 =w-veeccmccme . . g
| Rate of Unemployment, Jan.-Sept.1967 Averege 2.3 (Total) 2.1 (White) 3.1 (Nonwhite ) 1k 4
Unemployment in the Central City ’ HEE
f% (estimated rate) 1.9 (Total) — (White) 2.5 (Nomwhite)

; Quotes from The Saturday Review - J

j "Washington has the closest thing to an all-ghetto school system of any city in the R
! nation: Nearly 91 percent of its students are Negro. More important, a majority R
i of public school students come from a poverty subculture wiich stymies traditionsl 1 :

educators. | ‘

R

Two stotistics tell the dismsl story of public education in Washington: The citywide
dropout rate hovers between 45 and 50 percent 3 and, of the students vho do finish
high school, at least one-third are retarded in reeding to the point where they

would find it difficult to bass an employment exsmination adminisgtered by the Civil
Service Commission or a local bug company. " \

- < e e ek A N s
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(Susan Jecoby, “National Monument to Feilure," Saturdey Review, November 18, 1967.) - g 2
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] WASHINGTON,"D.C, 3

4 "
FEDERAL FUNDS RELATED TO EDUCATION AND

§ POVERTY FISCAL YEAR 1967 y

? Elementary and Secondery School Activities

' Elementary and Secondary Act Grants:

g Title I =-mmm-mmmmeomeeoceceoodoooeooo § 5,642,037 %

i Title II ---~-=ceccccccccccccaccccana.a.. 176,432

3 Title III --cemccccacccccccomcacanacaaa. 682,378

| Title IV =-mmom mmccemmmccemcmememeee 1,177,276 e 1

o

; National Defense Education Act Granmts:

4 Title III -----cccmmccccrcacccccnacacaaa $ 176,432 o . ‘.
|, Title VoA --c —-c-scocceeccccmemcmeceeee 81,601 R I
{ Headstart Programs: ' - E
i Number of Children —-----e---ecemomoome 4 480 »
3 130 R s m———— I s 9 s - ‘ -
| Full Yeer B
i Fumber of Children -------e-mme-cecmeeam 350 - ;
i e T Y '~ 0 - | -

Teacher Corps: i 4

AR AR R ey

Corp Members =e----cccmcccammccamacaaaa. .29 . . :
e P R X7 g
Basic and Occupational Training | | r

Menpower Developuent and Training Programs: '
Tr&iniﬂg SlO‘bS TOED SN D an @R T R 4D G YR S @B ED O @B we GB 6B @B aD @ ED E h"l,"'g

Funds Allocated ==----=--=-=cea=caceeaaa $ 3,368,000 . -

TR TE A e T, ST I S A TR e QTR e €, Y
A C3

b
Vocational Education Grents ------me-e--eee $ 772,678 . o ;g
Vocational Work-Study -=----e-e-e-eccecceue $ 30,964
Adult Basic Education ==---e-eweceocecaeeae $ 1,549,279
Concentrated Employment Program ---=---- --- $ 5,228,000 ;
Neighborhood Youth Corps: |

Positions Filled ==-ceccmcme ccmececemas T 866
1967 Allocations ==--ce cccmmmccaec.—eae $ 7,092,160
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Anti-Poverty Gronts (All OEO administered
and delezgated programs)ec-e-eca-ac cmmemama $19,016,801 . |
Commnity Action Gronts--- -- memmmecme-a $10,675,212 | :
Vista Volunteers =------ececcamcmcnanan - 30 ‘

Commnity Service and Continuing Education o - “ 38
(Title I of the Higher Education Act)------ $ 119,584 - | i §
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