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ABSTRACT ‘ b .
' ‘The data im this report comes from the 1972

Consolidated Progszam Information Report (CPIR) designed to provide

statistical information about federal educational aid programs at the

local level. These data focus on the characteristics of the children

who pa&t1c1pate, the “total staff involved, and "all expendltures

i incurred in the operatlon of federal dropout programs in local school

)

\~ . districts. Participants in the 21 projects reviewed include dropouts, -,
\ ‘potential dropouts, and former-dropouts. Almost all of the

for the regular schoc” term and 2,750 for summer sghool. Some
participants attend bot. regqular and summer sessions. Of the total
. $8.71 million expanded, an estimated $2.5 million is expended for
%\ direéct educative services in such areas as English usage arts,
.culture, and science. Pupil services account for about 21 percent ,of
- the total expenditures. This category includes food services, pupil
7 ‘gransportatlon,thealth services, guidance; cqQunseling, and others. An
Co estimated 31 percent is spent on administration and progran M
- developmeént, including general and instructional administration, “u
information dissemination; research and deyelopment, planning,
evaluation, demonstration, and personnel development.” Instructional .
administration acccunts for nearly $1.2 million,- and program- .
development for $676, 09C. Of the total*amount expended for program, .
. development, $365, 000 is spent for inservice and preservice tralnlng
of staff personnel. (Autlor/AM) * ) i |
|

A participants are-enrvlled in public schools. Participation is 21;200 |

4 _ e R

T TS T ) ) .

Docuthents acquired by ERIC include many inférmal unpublished materials not available from other sources. ERIC makes every
efforf to obtain the best copy available. Nevertheless, items of marginal reproducibility are often encountered and this affects the
quality of the microfiche and hardcopy reproductions ERIC makes available via the ERIC Document Reproduction Service (EDRS).
EDRS is not responsible for the quality of the original document. Reproduchons supplied by EDRS are the best that can be made from
the original. .. ’ /, - ;

-

l: KC <’ T o s f“. - ) i , - . e




ED124609

-

——
n

52

K ,‘,_. P
.

Iy .

B .t P
» - v
. o 3 - .
'\ - -
L
< ’ . .
. 2 - B
THE DROPOUT
ouT - .
| /ENTION PROGRAM:,
] - . . . Y .
US DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH. ., hd i
EDUCATJON & WELFARE .
NATIONAU INSTITUTE OF
EDUCATION
.
THIS DOCUMENT HAS BEEN REPRO-
DUCED EXACTLY AS RECEIVEL FROM . .
YHE PERSON OR.,ORGANIZATION ORIGIN- ,, > ~ ‘
ATING IT_POINTS OF VIEW OR OPINIONS . &
STATED DO NOT NECESSARILY REPRE- <
SENTOFFICTAL NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF . .
EDUCATION POSITION OR-POLICY R}
- A " < e

‘national
center for
education
statistics

A FullToxt Provided by ERIC




-
<@

«©
1

us. DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION AND WELFARE ¢

Caspar W. Weinberger, Sacretary , _ . NCES 75-309C
Education Division’ , - ‘

Virginia Y. Trotter, AssiStant Secretary for Educatron ) -

National Cent.er for Education Statistics f . - ’ . . -

francis C. Nassetta, Acting Administrator

2

Y - -
o ’ . The i)ropoot Preverition Program C
| ' S
- . - Stephen M. Anderson ‘ :
. Title VI of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act (ESEA) authorizes grants to local education agencies )

’

(LEA’s) for pro;ects designed to develop educational practices to reduce thie number ‘of children who fail to com-

plete elementary or secondary education. 'Ihe LEA’s selected Tor project grants have high percentages-of children

from low-income families as well as high dropout rates. -

The data in this report came from the 1972 Consolidated Program Information Report (CPIR), which was de—

signed to provide statistical. m_formatnon about Federal dducationakaid programs at th= local level. "The CPIR survey
. . collected data in relation to both specific programs administergd: through the U.S. Office of Education and pupil,

-%  population groups specified by legislation as target populatiofis. These data focused on the characteristics of the
children who participated, the total staff involved, and all expenditures incurred in the operation of Federal pro-

grams by local school districts. . ¢
I’articipation ,o . T\ - - ‘ - ot :
CPIR data relative to the Dmpout Prevention Program are-based on a universe of 21 prowcts throughout the .« ©.-

. Nation. Of these,.19 (90.5 percent) responded. ,, ; - -
Participants in- title VIII Dropout Prevention projects included dropouts, potential ‘dropouts, and former dropouts. .
Nearly 100 peréent of the project participants were enrolled in public schoois; only 055 percent were enrolled in
nonpublic schools. Participation was 21,200 for the regular school term and 2,050- for the summer school term.
Some participants attended both regular and summer school sessions.

Expenditures - . ' . “
Almost $8.1 million in ESEA title WII funds wadexoended for projects opcratcd dunng the 1971 72 rcgular
school term and the 1972 summer school termas x!lustmtcd bclow . . "t

/ - »

- Total cqtndnmc $3,077,000
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An estlmated $2.5 million was expended for direct educative services in such areas as English language arts,
culture science, mathemdtucs and vocational skills and attitudes. b(’ the $2.5 million spent for direct educative
services, $134,000 was spent to improve reading skills, and $433,000 was directed to nattgal science and mathe-
matics. - ‘.
- Pupil services accounted for $1.7 million (about 21 percent of the total expenditures). This category mcluded
food services, pupil transportation, health services, attendance and school social work guidance and counseling, and
" library resources. . e
g An estimatgd $2.5 nullion, about 31 percent of the total $8.! million, was spent on administration and program
Jdevelopment, including general and instructional adinimnistrat Kn—-uxfnr_lg_“alt_xon dissemination, research and develop-
g ment, planning valuatlon demonstration, and personnel devélopment. nstmx-admmlstratlon accounted *for
nearly $1.2 milli tand program development accounted for $676,000. : . T

Of the total amourft expended for program development, $365,000 was spent for msem,ge and preservice train-
ing of staff personnel. The numbers and types of staff trained and expenditures #re presentedbelow:

.

s . . - - "
- ’ Type of 'Number Perccu»t‘z;f*\ "éx enditures Percent of total i ' ,
. . y staff trained | 'staff trained P training expenditures
N - +
Total .......... PR 1,398 100 3363,21 0 100
Teachers .. ...vinnniiinn.. 871 62 $247,890 6
Other professionalse. . ........ 296 21 $79,347 22 - e .
. . - Educationaides . . ,.......... 106 8 $23,651 6 .
| + Other nonprofessionals . . .% . ... 125 9 - $14,322 4 -

For further nformation, inquiries should be addressed to Yeuell Y. Hdtris, Chuef' Survey De-ign-and lxgple-
mentation Branch, National Center for Education Stat.sMcs Project offcers for the CPIR were Anita V. Turner

and peulah K. Cypress. L s .
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