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STATE A"MUGAL EVALUATICN REPTTT
FOR FY 1962
SUBMITTED T0:
Division o7 Cerpensateory Education

U. £, Office of Education, BESE
Washington, D. C. 20202

i. Provide the following basic statistics:

A. There were 153 operating LEA's in Mississippi during school year 1962-69

B. The number of LEA's participating in Title I during schooi year 1968-69
1. There wera 116 during the regular school term.

2. There were 98 during the summer school zerm.

™
(0]

3. There were 2i% during both the reguiar schooil term zrg i
summer term.

C. There were 117 Title I programs during school year 1968-69

b. Unduplicated number of pupiis who participated in Title I
programs.

1. There were 264,738 enroiled in pubiic schoois.
2. There were 1,452 enrolled in non-public schools.

3. There were a total of 266,190 pupils enrolled in Title I
programs in Mississippi during school year 1968-49

2. During school year 1969 the SEA Title I staff made 617 visits tc the LEA's who
were participating in Title I. By objective of thes visits they were as

foliows:
1. Planning 26
2. Program Development o1

3. Program Operation

a. Fiscal 311
b. Field Service (general) 131
c. Construction 32

TOTAL 591




L, Evaivation
a. Regular State Evaluation ik
b. USQLZ Sample Evaluaticn 12
c. Statistical Report -

TOTAL 26
GRAND TOTAL 617

Tre SEA Title I staff who conducted these visits is composed of nine
fFeople. They are as folicws:

Coordinator

Assistant Coordinator

Supervisor of Projects and Programs

Supervisor of Fiscal Section

Two (2) Assistant Supervisors of Fiscal Section
Supervisor of Measurement & Evaluation

Two {2) Assistant Supervisors of Field Services

3. Describe any changes your Agency has made in the last three years in
its procedures and the effects of such changes.

A. To improve the quality of Title I projects.

1. The LEA must show evidence of planning prior to submission of
project application. Long range planning and the estabiish-
ment _f program priorities is encouraged.

2. in the area of project development, implementation, and
evaluation, members of the SEA staff have been made available
to the locai districts for consultative purposes.

3. In districts where construction is planned as a part of a
Title I application, the SEA has developed procedures to
be followed on a step-by-step basis before approval can be
given. This change has proven to be effective in assuring
full utilization of funds and proper emphas1s on areas of
greatest need.

B. To insure proper participation of non-public school children.

The LEA’s must show evidence of provision for the non-public
children io participate. These activities or services must be
available to those eligible non-public children.

The SEA ceatinuously works with LEA keeping them informed of
their responsibilities under ESEA Title I, for local non-public
schcol children. The LEA can look to the Title I staff for
direction and leadership in building services and activities for
non-public school children.
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ihe iccai schooi districts are asked lo revizw fas rosulis
obtained from the previocus year's evaluatior 224 the nezd
assessment of children. Their using these two factsrs as
an index, develop activities and services for chiidren
based on the degree of deficiences that have bezen cverccre.

This year there is definite evidence that indicates greater
participation and involvement of the community and lccal
school staff in the development of new projects. This has
resulted in better school community relations znd acceptance
of the Title I program by the general public.

What affect, if any, has Title I had upon the educational
achievement of educationaliy deprived children including those
children enrolled in non-public schools in your state?

Before Congress passed the Elementary and Secondary Education
Act under Public Law 89-10 there were very few school districts
in the State of Mississippi which had a district wide testing
program. Today it is a different story. Meny of the districts,
through an intensive in-service training program for teachers,
have developed effective programs of evaluation through the use
of test data.

During the first and second year of the Title I there were
enough established testing programs in the state to collec: data
which showed that the average educationally deprived chid
participating in Title I schools in grades 6-9 ranged from cne
to four grade levels below the National Norm.

What are the common characteristics of those Title I projects in
your state that are most effective in improving educatiorai
achievement.

There are at least six (6) types of projects in Mississippi which
have proven to be most effective in improving educational
achievement,

1. Health services provided the opportunity for many children in
Mississippi to reczive proper medical attention. The results
of a good school health program are hard to measure, but
observable progress by teachers and parents make this area of
service most important and beneficial to children in need.

2. Developmental and Remedial Reading programs have been most
effective,

3. The reduction of class size by employing additional teachers,
where available, and the use of teacher-aides have allowed
teachers more time to deal with the child on an individual
basis. These additional teachers have allowed time for
individualized instruction which builds confidence on the
part of the child. The child enjoys success which hzips him
to feel that he belongs to the group. With small group
instruction each child is permitted to progress at his own
pace making the process of learning a challenge to the
individual.

-3 -
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7. 1In the State of Mississigpi, libraries and rescurce msterials
were very poorly supplied even in the so cailed tetter zchool
districts before Title I came into existence. Title I ka3
very definitely been the answer to many school oenple and
children's prayers. Many school districts have put strong
emphasis on establishing good elementary iibraries and
strengthening high school libraries with good reading and
referenze materiais. The addition of resource materiais as
well as plenty of good books on all reading levels has had

a very definite effect on the general achievement of the
educationally disadvantaged children of the State of Mississippi.
We do not have actual hard data to substantiate our statements;
however, the increased interest in reading has been tremendous.

6. Food service has done more in the target schoels to increa-.
school attendance than any other single service. Many school
districts have reported a tremendous drop in absenteeism.
There is proof that many of these educationally depr: .=
children were actuaily coming to school hungry and 2iling
in their school work. These same chiidren, after peing placed
in the food service program, show a very defirite change in
attitude, as well as, an improvement in academic grades.

What evidence, if any, have you found in your state that the
effectiveness of Title I projects is related to cost?

It has been observed that local school districts incorporating
reading activities in projects developed under ESEA Title I show
a higher degree of overcoming educational deficiencies. It is
aiso true that supplementary services such as health and food
activities greatily increase a child's acceptance of school
activities. The above mentioned activities are directly related
to educational achievement and cost.

The evaluation of projects also indicate that the more effective
programs directly relate to the concentrations of activities on a
specific few, rather than trying to work with the total population.

5. What effect, if any, has the Title I program had on the administrative
structure and educational practices of:

A.

State Educational Agency - The state educational agency, Title I
staff, provides consultative assistance to local school districts in
our endeavor to assess the needs of children. A continuous review
of projects and programs is implemented by siudying fiscal reports,
evaluation reports, and standardized test score reporting. The

SEA conducts annual district conferences for LEA in order to assist
them in pianning and implementing an evaluation of ESEA Title I
project applications.

- L -




b. Local Education Agencics - Tt jocsi schond w72 =Tet: ar. svor- | 21
th2 SEA will stand reedy tec orovide 2ssistoznce m 2 consyil s .
capacity. It has become evident that thc adririzi-z Toe -i: 70 30 Locad
educational agencies arc willing to roconi zzziztapee fro— =+ 54
for rnor2 effective utilization of Ti:le I “.ond: Tmis an, ruIo v
in & morz effective program bascd orn t-z s22ds o7 oadfidren. -

LEA!'s are ncw coacentrating on areas of grzet2st edurtatice st woTicm,
The financial ability of the lccal school districi has bean str-nginzned
and 15 now about to employ certified nrofessional staff —e~kar: =
impiement the services incorporaied in projzct apriizationz  Theto
administrative commitments have greaily faciliteice znd ‘morovec tne
educational structure of schools in Missisziopi. 5ound €cucsiiconai
programs are now on the horizon for Mississippi boys and qirls.

€. HNon~Public Schools - It would be difficuit to identify ncticeable
changes in the administrative structure or aducationzl craciices in
the non-public schools in Mississippi. This would be directily reiated
to the manner upon which local school districts operate-:

Additional Efforts to Help the Disadvantaged

A. There were no state funds used to augment Title I pregrams in trr
state of Mississippi during school year 1968-69.

B. ESEA Title I has conducted many activities that have beer :u;plemented
and augmented by other federally funded programs. ESEA 7Title i has
provided assistance to local school districts in order :o construct
several libraries throughout the state. ESEA Title .i and NDEA Title
I11 have co-cperatively provided Federal funds fci the purchase of library

material and suppliese.

ESEA Title I and ESEA Title III have co~operated in a number of Tlocally

conducted programs in order to provide unique experiences for the
educational disadvantaged chiid.

ESEA Title VI and ESEA Title I have shared in'a number of cases the
financial responsibility for the employment of several special education
teachers. This coordination and co~operation has made pessihie materials
and activities to many boys and girls throughout the state who are in
need of unique educational activities.

in the State of Mississippi, there are relatively few non-public school
children. According to reports from the LEA's there are only 22 non-
public schools in the state with a total enrollment of less than 5,000
children. Most of these children are not eligible to participate in
Title I, ESEA activities.

As provided by law, all project applications must make provisions for the
participation of eligible non-pubiic school chiidren within the project
area. The actual designing, writing, and execution of Title I project
activities and services is the responsibility of the LEA. In this on-
going process, consultation with non-public school officials is continuegd
in order that the needs of all educationally deprived children be con-

sidered and equitable treatment given.
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% Tazre were a number of school districts in toe siete =F 0
? who developed project proposals ulilizing Ttn or morz trs.
their system during the regular scomol furm f F3.¢¢. Th
stricts did hold an organized in-service ororon wierc the
~d the aide met and were introduced to a definitc plan whereby
as a team could more effectively carry on the work los< from day-to-
day. The training sessions usually ran for at least forty hours
of actual team work.
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e training program invelved such areas as business educztion,
preparation of educationai materials, the operation of audio-visual
cquipment, an understanding of child growth and development, a
knowledge of the policies and regulations pertaining to school
lunch service, playground supervision and other activities.

t=t

during school year 1968-69. A1l districts who had aide - approved
held a training program as required by law. The trai~ing sessions
were so varied in length of time until it wouid b~ impossible to

l1ist each. Th2 enrollments ranged from one (1; to twenty-ore (21)

in the state.

é ) There were a total of 256 teacher aides employed under ESe . Titie

Tnis program has proven to be very successful. Vith the shertage

of qualified teachers, the aides seem to be the answer to the

school administrator's problsm in solving his staff problems. Aides
serve to help teachers with many non-teaching but time consuming

chorese.

2. During school year 1968-69 there was a very obvious change, though
smali, in the number of parents invoived in Title 1 programs of our
state. The lack of communication between the school community and
those responsible for the planning and financing of the school
program has been a real oroblem. 1n the past, problems relating to
school operations were left entirely to the school staff. Today
we see that parents and the community in general can make a great
contribution to the educational program,

W

There were at least three outstanding examples of parent and

i community involvement in Title I projects. These were communities
N with relatively high concentrations of educationally deprived

b ¢11i 1dren and among the larger enrollments of any of the districts
NI of thc state. These districts used almost the same approach to
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fhtre were planning s€ss:on3 held znd committees 2izcted to

~abe reccmmendations to the adminisiretion ang bosrd of educzt -
Th2 parents were encouraged to take part in 2 scheol wiziza®? -
rrogram.  Parents were also orianted as to their re:zporsibiticy

i~ an effective education program.

A very definite result of such irvolvement was that during ite
sumer of 1969 there were over iV0 school distiricts within the
state conducting summer programs under Title I. These district:
icarned that thzse programs were well attended and interest on
t1e part of stuidents mas high. Jach child was ailowed to szloc-

2 !

the arca or areas in which he wished to participate. Steff moepir:
participating in the summer program indicated pupil participati-n

znd interest was very high.

tany of these same districts were rather hesitant to develop rocu’ -
school programs that were too broad and run the risk of beinz v -
of funds tc carry on summer programs in 1970.




