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ANTRODYCTLON

Perceiving a need for coordinati»a flve years ago, the Secretary of
Health, Education, und Welfars asked that the director of the Office of
Child Development's Children's Bureau gather Logether representatives of
all the agencies within the Department which were sponsoring research on
children.  Later that Fall the first meetin: ot the Interagency Panel for
Pesearcii and Bevelopment wn Early Childhood was convened. 1t was soon realized,
however, that the Panel's breadth, though conside}able, was far short of
being able to uriversally cover the structures of govermment. Conse-
quently, other departments also sponsoring rescarch on children were
invited to parvicipate. The resulting membership was drawn virtuallv
from across the Federal government and ultimately included four depart-
menis and over two dozen agencies. However within a year of the Early
Ct.ildhoed Panel s first mecoting, it became evident that the Federal govern~—
ment was in need of a parallel effort in the fleld of adolescence research,
and in 1972 it was decldeu to form a separate Interagency Panel for that
purpose.

vodar the function of the Interagency Panel for Research and Develop-
ment on \doloscence is to address the same issues which were recognized at
its conception: the need in the Federal government to share meaningful
rescarch findings, to discuss plans, share problems, and to coordinate
activities.

Given the competition inheéerent within organizational stractures,
the role of the Interagency Panel, by definition, is both aensitive and
challenging. But the Alolescence Panel {s active and successful. It is
now three vears old, and this {s its Third Aannual Report.

One source of strength of the Adolescence Panel lies with its up-to-
date systen of information on vouth research currently funded bv Federal
agencies.  All agencies draw on this information system to help in the
development of their individual plans and prioritics. The informaticn
tystem is constructed in the following war: At the beginning of ouch

fiscal »car (July ist), the Fanels' sponsor the collection of infermatios
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on weich research proposal affecting children and youth which has recenly
been approved for funding. The Sociai Rescarch Group's research assistants
4are invited into cach Punel member's agency; they personally inspect ithe
proposal, and codify all of tae following intormation:  the project's
puirposes, hypotibeases, nethedologies, target popalations, »ite locations,
principal Inve  ipator, tvpe of fiscal agreeoent reached with the
sponsoring Pederal aeency, and the duration of funding. In
acdition, the research assistants make note of every test and measure
which is mentioned by name in the proposal; this supplies the Panels
and their member agencies not only with a record of all currently-fundad
rescarch on children and voath, but «with a listing of euach test and measure
pused tor use in that research,

Pvery Annuaal Report of both Fanels has used the information svstem
tor deseribe the current research activities of the Federal government.
For exampie this vear a toral of 3,498 research projects atfecting non-
Adults has been sponsored--2, 343 (677) of which involve adolescents. nu
It s tue informacion contatnes within these J,343 project proposals that
forms the basis fer tne figures and comnmentary of this report.

Hut tne Anneal Reports have alwayvs contained more than simply the
crrreat frgares on the distribution o! rescarch offarts.  Each has taken
1 tew pages to summarize the Panel’s activities over the previous year
fer the benefit of new members as weil as those nembers who wish to catl
their own agency's attention to the Parei's thinking. Moreover, each
adolescencs research report has includea a section dedicated to a brief
sumnary ot ocritical issues.  For example, the Filrst Annual Report, written

by kllen Searcy and published in Decemboer, L973.1 had a detaiited section
outlining the policy-related reseiarch issues in the field of adolescence
which were current at that time. Continuing the discussion the next year,
“he Second annual Keport dinciuded a section which portraved the more

sioniticant recommendations which had recently veen made to the Federal

A complete iist of documents, papers, and reports pubtished bv the
Irteragency Panels appear as APPENDIX C.

pro
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rovernment - and the country pertaining to research and development on

vouth.

This Third Annual Report will include the tollowing discussions:
First, like its predecessors, 1t will surmarize the activities of the
Interapency Paneld over the year.  Inacluded below are discussions of
Panel pablications, presentations to and by the Panel, the Second Centervncc
on Kescarch Comparability and the subsequent focus on specific topics
for rescorch conmparability models.  Secondly, it will summarize some of
the major issves concerning vouth and youth participation which have
eminated from recent exchanges among zovernment commissions, univer-
sity svcial scientists, vouth professions and Federal agencies. Thirdly,
this report witl use the Fanel's information system and will analyze in
some detail the trequency and agistributional patterns of currenr Federal
resedrcn and development projects atfecting youth. Two new discussions,
though bricf, have been added: the frequentsy with which certain refer-
cnced tests and measures are utilized in Federally-sponsorea research in
FY '75, and a- presentation ol reliable comparisons on the level of research
activity between FY '75 and KV '74--comparisons made possible by the
Panel's signifi-ant improvements in the standardization of data collection.
Lastly, we will discuss separately each of the 23 member agencies which
participate on the Interagency Panel for Research and Development on
Adolescence.  Included in each will be three sections: the agency's
legislative research mandates, a brief surmary of {ts FY '75 activity,

and a synopsis of its plans for FY '76.

A. Micleod, Growing Up In America--A Background to Lontemporary Druy
Abuse (Washington, D.C.: National “Institute ot Mental Health 1973);
National Commission fer Reform of Secondary Education, Reform of Secondary
Education (New York: McGraw-Hill, 1973); The Panel on Youth of the
President's Science Advisory Committee, Youth Transition to Adulthood
(washington, D.C.: U.S. Government Printing Office, 1973): Bgzprt of the
White House Conference on Youth, 1971, Estes Park, Colorado (Washington,

D.C.: U.S. Government Printing Offjice, 1971).

3 I

In addition, the Second Annual Report outlined rhe functions of .he
Panel's support staff, the procedures of the data collection, and the metho-
dolegical and vechnical details of the information system (pp. 1-5, 473-46).

10
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CHAPTER 1

PANEL INTEREST, ACTIVITIES AND OBJECTIVES IN 1975

Section 1: Publicat ions Sponsored by the Panel

Since the begioning of 1975, the Interagency Panel for Research and
Development on Adolescence has sponsored the development of several guid-
ingy papers. Pursuing its theme of increasing cemparability amonyg
rescarch projects, one paper explored the frequency with which each test
and measure was utilized in Federally-sponsored research. Entitled “The
Frequency of Tests and Measures Utilized in Proposals for Federal Gowern-
ment Research and Develepment on Children and Adolescents in FY '74°
and presented to (he Panel on July lst, the paper divided the names of
Aall the instruments found in FY 74 proposals into two groups: those
which could be found in one of ten reference bibliographies, and those
which could not, Besides listing cach by title, instroments in the former
nroup were catalogued according to subject and frequency of utilizatijon.
Soth referenced and non-referenced categories were further divided between
those projects affecting adolescents and tnose affecting younger children.
In sum, the paper provided the Panel with a complete frequency listing
of every test and measure which was utilized in Federally-sponsored
research on non-adults.

[he test frequency study found the names of 514 tests and measures
utilized in the 3,116 FY '74 project proposals. A majority of these test
titles (56.4%) could not be located in any cf the ten test bibliographies
consulted., Most of the 514 (64%) were mentioned only once; 13 percent
twice; seven percent on three occasions. One test battery, the Metropolitan
Achievement Tusts, was mentioned in 77 project pronosals, but this was the
maximum. The &4 percent which were mentioned only once were usually
indices designed unly for the particular purpose in those proposals in which
thev were found, ’

It was clear that the most frequently utilized tests and measures
fell under the two subject categories of "“haracter and Personality"

arnd “Intelligence." Federally-sponsored research and development projects

11



atilized 75 Character and Personality test titles (48 percent of which were
non-projective) in 385 projects. These accounted for more than one-quarter
of the reviewed tests and measures. Within this categery of Character

and Personality tests, there were more than three times as many ''non-
projective test” titles (36::8). Among the 44 titles of Intclligence

tests, the most numerous, ind by far the most frequently used, were those
adninistered on a one-to-one level of administrator and subject. Individual
intelligence tests accounted for more than one-half of the titles and

72./ percent of the intelligence test usapz; cach individually-administered
intelligence test title was used in an average of 10.7 projects.

Less frequently applied were "Vocational" tests. In this proup there
were TLotitles reported: these were used only 15 times, accounting for only
about one percent of the reviewed test applications. Other tests mentioned
in the v '74 project proposal were seven titles of "Sensory-Motor Skills,"”
three of "Mathematics,” and ene test each of "LListening Comprehension,"

"Gereral Science.” "Biology,'" and "Mugic."

Fursuing the Panel's theme of interagency coordination, an extensive
analysis was made of the conversational interviews carried out by two
members of the Social Research Group staff and representatives of each
Fanel member agency. The resulting Jdocument, entitled: "Transition to
Adulthood: Subjects of Research and Development Interest to the Federal
Government With Respect to Youth,' was an attempt to provide the Panel
with the most current intormation pertaining to two topics: (1) the
mandating legislation affecting each member agency's research and develop-
ment activities) and (2) the areas of interest within that mandate which
each agency hopes to pursue in the future.

Analysis in the paper was divided into threc sections: a description
of the legislation and interests within each agency, a detailed summary
of research subjeets and themes in common among agencies, and lastly,

a visual portrayal of these interests, locating them on a chart with the
title of each agency sponsoring research and development activity, From

the overlapping concerns which emerged from the structured agency

discussions were five substantive research themes. The paper described

all in detail theoretically and quoted specific research questions which each

agency hoped to raise within the context of their own projects. The five

ERIC 12
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interagency concerns discussed were the following: (1) participotory roles of
_vout‘n.4 (2) questious over the meaning of normalcy, (3) causal relationships to
deviant behavior, (4) novel service delivery and treatment experiments, and (5)
spec1al adolescent target populations of current concern, e.g.: runaways,
school-aged pregnant, abused, delinquent, handicapped, bilingual, and migrant
groups. Lastly, the "Tranmsition to Adulthood..." paper reflected interagency
interests in two other areas of special concern: the issues surrounding the
adolescent's changing legal status, and the interest of avoiding deficit
explanatory models of behavior by exploring phenomena commonly knowa under

the rubric "coping skills."

A third study sponsored by and presented to the Panel in working-draft
form consisted of an effort to investigéte the quality of sample descriptions
in the published social science literature. Deriving its theory from an
article by M.A. White and J. Duker,J the on—going study is analyzing 1,352
articles for the frequency of specified sample characteristics such as age,
sex, grade, sccioeconomic and other necessary Jdemographic descriptors.

Two other articles describing tne Panel's interest in research compara-
bility were published or were accepted for publication this vear. The firse,

en by the Panel's Chairperson, Edith H. Grotberg and entitled "Research

F.
a}
b
re
Ind

t

Managers and Cumulative Research Data and Tnformation,” appeared in the

Educational Research Manager (Summer, 1975). The second, authored by Thomas

W. dertz of the Social Research Group and Richard Q. Bell of the University

- e

of Virginia, was titled "Towards More Comparability and Generalizability of

(1]

Jevelopzental Research,” and will appear in the March, 1376 issve of Child

Development.

Lastly, the Interagency Fanels have been invited to preseant a series
- 2 t=} P
of papers at the April, 1976 meetings of the American =ducational Research

After being retitled "Youth Participationa,” this subject was singled
out in the mox2ting of Septexber 16th for spesciazl ceonsideraticon by the Inter-
agency Panel. Se= bd2low under the section TInteragency Areas of Ressarch
for Consideration 3y the Adolescence Panel.

13
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Association. The symposium's participants will be the Panel's representatives
who, besides making research and development decisions in their respective
Agencies, contribute their talents and experience to the monthly Panel meet-

iscussions.

o

irzg

Section 2: Presentations to and by the Panel

Qver the course of the last year, two additional agencies became
m ers of the Adolescence Panel: The National Institute on Alcohol Abuse
and Alcoholism (NIAAA) and the Law Enforcement Assistance Agency (LEAA) with-
in the Departzent of Justice. Representing NIAAA, Dr. Albert Pawlowski
described the mandates and structure to the members of the Panel who had
gathered for the meeting on January 28th. He said that two units within the
Divisien of Research comprised activities which fell within the scope of the
Panel: The Laboratory of Alcohol Research whose primary responsibility is
the stuly of biochemical and physiologial effects of alcohol, and the Intra-
mural Research and Grants Branch which Supjperits research outside government
ircluding studies on delinquency, attitudes toward drinking, and activities
and norns of young people with respect to alcohol.

At the August 12th meeting George Mills from the Division of Research
added furcther detail to the Panel's knowledge cf youth drinking problems by
Presenting data from a NIAAA-sponsored naticnal study. Three distinct
trends were noted: the fact that experimenting with alcohol had become
co0T=en-place among much vounger populations than was the case a decade ago,
the fact that serious alcchol abuse and alcoholism had risen markedly ameong
ung people in general, bdut also, the interesting fact that the frequency

atterns of alcohol consumption aong seniorc in high =chool hada't altered

~
ap
significantly since the 1950's. This latter finding stirred-up a definitional

el
Oa Ffebruary 25, James Howell, representing the Law Enforcement Assistance

5

11s agency to the members

&

Agency, described tha structures and mandates withina

e

of the Iaterazgency Adolescence Panel. Ee explained that the directives of
the Juvenile Justice and Delinguency Prevention Act of 1874 had created the

Cffice of Juvenile Justice and Delinguency Prevention within the LEAA. He

It
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said that tais legislation had called upon his agency to investigate tech-
niques for prevention of juvenile delinquency, alternatives to detention
and incarceration, diversion from the juvenile justice system, and the
evaluation of programs funded in each of these areas. In addition, Howell
said, LEAA operates under the Omnibus Crime Control and the Safe Streets
Act of 1968 as amended for enabling legislation. But he mentioned that
the first major thrust for the newly created Office of Juvenile Justice
and Delinquency Prevention would be experiments in the removal of status

offenders (those juveniles whose offenses are not illegal for adults) from

b
o
.
[ad
P
(a4
c
"
e
o

ns, detention centers, and jails.
In accordance with the Panel's loag-staanding interest in work exper-
ieace, Urs. Judith Siegel and David Goodwin, representing the Education and

Work Groups within the National Institute of Education, were invited on

program.  This pregraz, they said, was designed to add to the programs

-~

124
of Ixperienced-3ased-Career Education (which takes place in the comunity)
la of career awareness (which is taught in the classrooxm)
oy providing a meaningful work experience for vouths while on a school
campus.  As conceived, In-Schocl-work-Experience would be a productive
wnit managed by the students themselves, such as a dav care center or a

e
school loan cooperative. Their presentation included the hope that as a

resuiz, the siudents would develop several specific skills, learn to dexzi
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threugh a random selection of 2,000 urban and suburban and 640 rural

households. Daniels reported numerous new techiniques such as the cross-

checking of false-negatives and/or false-pesitives where youths and adults

. . . L) L " .
disagreed as to whether a legitimate runaway e¢pisode™ had in fact occur-

red. Factual information concerning the incidence and distritutions of

runaway behavior was also presented though some caution was exercised

in generalizing findings bevond the geographical region sampled.

Further-

mere, Janiels told the Panel that 3.6 percent of the total youth popula-
1

(
)
3
re
&}
[N
3

T,
3
(a4
e
O
[
t
~3
4]
3]
2]
(%N
0
wn
[N
‘\

on for eight hours or more. For 2

percent of the total vouth households were found t» have
ned a runaway episode where an individual had in fact left home
hours or more, the
nce was 1.8 percent aad 3.8 percent, respectively.

e
ndividuals whe had run away could be characterized by a varietyv of

indices and seemed to fall into several different behavioral categories:

these whose episode was spontaneous, others whose episcde was

deliber-

ate; some whose purpose centered around a short-tern fun escape and others

whose purpose was to create a loag-tarm escape. As reported to

the

fanel, the study analyzed each of these categories and the personality

characteristics of the children who fell into them. As a summary pro-

-

file between runaway and non-runaway yvouth, the stud: 's data would suggest

that azoag families with "lew rum-away behavior,'

there seemed to be more

positive labeling, more nurturance relationships, lower indulgence, and

hi
more parental "intolerance” of vouth; among 'R

f parental-child indulgexce.

cne of the central purposes of the Interagency Pansl meetings:

Q 106
ERIC
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ies. there appeared more non-nurturant parent-child relationships and
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Section 3: The Second Conference an
Comparability in Research

One long-standing interest of both Interagency Panels has been
thodr effort to increase the usefulness of research by increasing
its potentiality for compar_bility. Through the vse of marker variables
or mavker measures it is hoped that datz can be more easily joined, cc
clusions more universally validated, and policy more accurately evaluated.
The previous year saw the presentation of three papers on comparability
at the New Orleans meeting of the American Psychological Association and
one major conference with editors of scholastic journals as participants.

W
This yesar the issue of comparability was taken cne step further with the

el

sponsorship of a second nationmal conference.

o3

Az the invitation of the Interagency Panels, repressntatives of 33

t down cn May 5th and 6th in Washington to help work on the

#]

wniversiticss s

oroble=s of rescarch compoarability. 3Secause it followed the groundwork

T < RS -~ 4T e T ey - - ~ 3 = = T~ - < A

TLI0y SUETH-OI-lDe—aTs prelindlitins, and strategles of {mplementarion.

D a g : 3 % - : ANl N S = I S F - -
summarizes in tihe publizaticn: frofeelings ol the Seconl Coaterence ¢oa Joo-
AP ARTT i T Roaa oy e N T T R S TERIRNP B s LS e RTINS <O S
PRArAaC1.1IV 10 n2searc n, ATTiC:DEN0S were 1lirocuced Lo Che GaRLOoTY o1 the

=

~ < - €3~ ~ £ - ~ S =3 S N VY A aw I N ~a - § o~

A summary oI the Iirvst conference eliteld Ty Richard (. Bell and Maure
< I 3 ] "~ - 33 2 S ez T2 FamSawa =y
durt. Jr.. was eatitled: Proceadings of the First Corference oan Compara-
e et t P m b et vmems e
pilizy in Ressarch, Novecber 4, 1274,



measurenent and analytic techniques, the quality of instruments, necessary
independent variadbles, and comparable intervention strategies.

This latter recommendation became the focus of Richard Bell's confer-
ence summary and later the subject of taroe Punci mecting discussions.
After particularly careful deliberations, specific subject areas were selectud
5w each Interagency Panel’ and will be the focvs of future research ncnitor-
ing activities for the purpose, ultimately, of increasing the potentialiity

for research comparability.

: ragency Areas of Research
Focus for Consideration bv
[

he Adolescence Panel

in his syathesis of topics from the two conferences on researcx compzira-

oility presented to the Tanel on June >th, Richard Bell delineated func-

]

ticns which could de performed by the four groups most directly concermed.
F

rr

ederal Agencies, Faederal Interagency Panels, Consumer-

Researcher "Groups, and lastly, Research Progress-Monitoriag Croups. The
e said, was specifically to encourzge the "'development and
statemern: of policy questicas and problem areas,” and was displaved in the

context of the diagranm presented >elcw {Figure 1).

fourd
£,
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Figure 1

Organization of Agency Functions,

Consumer and Research Groups

1 - Agencies and Interagency
Panels

Examples:

2 - Consumer-Researcher
Groups

3 - Research Progress
Monitoring Groups

Ixamplie

i

Development and statement of policy

questions ard problem areas

Child Abuse Runaways Developmental
J/ ~L’ Continuity

Defining the problem and all its rami-
fications and aspects for which research
may provide answers

Specific formulation of the research
questions, review of literature; deter-
mination of whether research progress

is sufficient; recommendations te alter
the pattern of research where necessary,
such as:

Commission efforts of individual scien-
tists to synthesize research

Convene groups of experts to assist
concept development, better definitions

Organize interested investigators
into collaborative proj :cts

Sponsor groups to select list of
descriptors that are recommended for
specific research areas

Sponsor grouos of researchers who
wish to develop marker variables zad
Deasures

efforc. It w

topic(s) might be mest appropriate for

as agreed that whatever scpic(s) was/

e
wer2 chzsen should be sufficiently broad te elicit the maximum participation

v spacific to be manageadble within a
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of the Family™) or adolescence ('The Components of Normal Development")
but also more specific areas such as "Behavior Dysfunctions," or "Juvenile
Delinguency."

Subsequently evplving from the breadth of the suggestions, one Panel
menmber exprissed a desire to have some visual conceptualization to which
he and other Panel members could refer as an expression of the discussion's
purposes and options. This was prepared by the Social Research Group as

2 responsel and th

48

conceptualization can be located below in Figure 2.

In Figure I, some candidate topics derived from Panel member agencies

fae
o8

were Jdivided into three levels of generalization and specification: (1)

that winich summarizes concern of the whole society for the field {e.g.:

the normal process of traasition to adulthood), (2) those which apply to more
specilic issues of development, and (L) those which specifically apply to
tain Federal Agencies. lopics located in the

ure are allied with the current research
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Figure 2

RESEARCH AREAS FOR SPECIAL CONSIDERATION BY THE
ADOLESCENCE PANEL 1IN RESPONSE TO RECOMMENDATIONS
EMERGING FROM THE TWO CONFERENCES ON COMPARABILITY
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of intervention. From the dialogue at
A consensus was reached to concentrate
And subsequently several Panel members
pussible questions youth participation

and how agencies might be involved.

The Subject of Youth Participation

at the Federal Level

ts is to sugges:t
ular to argue that the educational
resulted in age

ariences.

welve month cohort,

lely s

¢ suggest that voung people should take part in activ
n

nothing new.

four vear oid stages,

and remain to be processad

the working session of September 16th,
I3 ‘ s> 13 >

on the subject of youth participation.

requested some information on what

might e¢ncompass in the Federal context,

vities other than

However, it has recently become

3l expansion after world War II has
segreparion of youth and has mitigated against vouthful

1t is held that children may begin preschool train-

enter primary school within a

through their educational

ithin a limited age cohort until they reach adult-~

heod. 1f the youth happen to be among the 30 percent who attend post-

their "

-

Furthermore, it

can te exacerbated by agi-grouping in sports,

ted as beiag attributable to age segregation:

aiulthood” may be 15 to 18 vears after having

is agreed that school-age segregation

campiag, scoutiag, church,

I response to this, three repercussions

(1) the inexper-

i
Zence of veuth iz interacting with adults and with yveunger children; (2)

9
{vouth) culture,

({3
ot
o
‘
o B &V

zand the absolutely

invelves
e excludes

“The Pzanel on Youth, for example, descridss what i+ czlls an "Imward-
Looxingness” aspect 10 American adolescence in which voung people, either
bacause thev have tc, Cr wan: to, or doa't koow sufficiens alternatives,
tend to Tlock very largely toward one another.” James S. Coleman ané
others, Report of the Fanel sao Youth--Touth Transitien zo Adulthood {(Washington,
0.C.: United States (overmment Printing O0ffice, 1972), pp. 113-113.
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contradictory, yet parallel feelings of meaninglessness and powerlessness

in their personal lives.lo
Currently, the most prominent and persuasive recommendaticnas which

have been made with respect to youth participation stem from the Report

of the Panel on Youth publisied first in 1972, and more recently by the

University of Chicago Press. Essentially, the Panel on Youth recommended

that young people be introduced to roles "other than the student role"

and that they be placed in "fruitful settings outside the schooy. "1

Eut suggesti-as for policy do not originate solely with the Panel on Youth;

cthers emanate from the National Commission on Resources for Youth which

has published several volumes and regularly sends out a newsletter describ-

ing possible role variations which ocught to be tried. It regularly advo-

cates vouthiul activities which should be instituted even given the reality
2

of limitaed financing and dependence upon voluntary participation.

dolesceat "powerlessnes might be analagous to the Durkhcimian

notion of normless anowmie, belleved in early American sociology to be the
effect of industrial iife upon originally rural migrants accustomed only
to primary level relatioaships. Later discussions of anomie argued that
given the ethnic closeness of =manv urban neighborhoods, normliessness was
n0t necessarily a function of urban life. The corollary may Or mayv not
Se found in the case of adolesceace. Before this can be answered how-
2ver, the {irs:t task would be to establish whether juvenile feelings of
powerlessness are indepencent from feelings of inefiicacy feound among the
generzl population. According to Jares Coleman, citizens ia this century
have sufiered psychically Ju2 %o a bdalance of power shift toward Tcorporate
aew persons’ in every face: of their Iives. {James S. Coleman, Power zad
the Structure of Scciesv, YWaw York: W.W. Norton and Cormpary Incorporated,
13723, The distinctica is critical. Tew efferts ar civing adolescen:
Zeelings of powerlessness can be achieved through age intesration or anv
other neans If their feelings are only typical of the society z2s z whole.
Sowever, if aldolescent feelings are atvpical, then the question of inter-
vention experiments In Iccus of contrel bdecozes a zeaningful one.

‘l?a:el cn Yourh. oo

12

“"Natiozmzl Commission o Resocurces for Youth, New Roles for Touth in
che School zzd the Communite (New York: Citariom Tress, 1%74):; Alzn Gartner
Mary Xchier, Frank Reissman, Children Teagh Chiléren: Leztning v Teachins
{(Few York:  EHarper & Jow Pudiishers, 1371%; Miléred McClosxy with Teter Xl
Sard. Yowth Into Acult: YNinme Selectad Youth Prozrams (Wew York: Nasionzl
lozz=issicn on Rescurces for Youth, Inc., 1274): Resources for Yourh Yews-
letter (Naticnal Commission on Resourzes for Yoush. 36 west Lizh Street,
Yew Tork, N.Y.).

-
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Within the Federal government the demand for encouraging youth to
participate in roles other than "studenthood™ has become a common concern.
By necessity each ageacy must approach the issuc from a differing perspec-—
tive, but the basic theoretical questions represent a point of central con-
vergence. The issue ¢an be put sicply: Do youths need more divergence
from student status; and what would the effects be of more experience in
both voeluntary and, pocrphaps, obligatory roles. The belief is that partici-
patory activities could contribute to a more healthy transition to adult-
hood and that the difference can be documented. Within agencies, the dis-
cussion revelves around what participation to create, how much it would
cost, and how one could first measure and then, isolate its effects.

The following, discussed at the Panel meeting of October 7th, are exampler.

P

khat new societzl roles should vouth play that would promote their

successful transition to adulthood? i.e., How can roles fer vy ith in par-

enting experiences, as workers, as participan%z citizens and as aware consuners
be created in cur society? O0OYD
A. Youth Participztion in the Context of Work Experience
(1) EHew can those individuals who coatrol the "gates" of entry
intc jobs ia the private sector, social service agencies,

and government be assisted in developing an increasing
variety of youth participatery opportunities? OYD

ow “oes the strategy of briagiag the work place closer
school cozpare to expandinag learning opportunities
by seading pupils iato pudlic service and industryv?
NIE, BOAE, OCE, DOL

=
-
IS
-

Yl
w
A
:( 1
¢
n

financial barriers to reentry into educational
e be overcome? Can vouth educational vcucher
d adult education work-leave prograzs e used for
i
T

H

"

s purpose? Wnat aid can be provided, e.g., grant
are, booxs, transportatioan, ete.? NiIE, O

-4
1

)
n
(i

(3) Would Career Entry Councils For t
ively as mechanls:s for coordinating sy
teachers, exployers)? DOL
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(5) What would be accomplished by supported ewmployment
tailored for disadvantaged or out-of-school youth? DOL

(6) Does job training via volunteer public service placement
benefit the volunteers in their later employment? ACTION

(7) Can the concept of "educational entitlement” for youth
be used to develop flexibility in educational exparience,
allowing youth to leave school for other experiences
and reeater at a later date? NIE, OE, DOL

(8) How can educational entitlements be implemented, e.g.,
by providing grants-in-aid for child care, beoks, etc.,
or by other weans? NIE, DOL. OE

(8) Would participation in work experience inhibit the expres-—
sion of illegal activity and/or deviant behavior? DOJ,
NIAAA, NIDA, ASPE, NIMH, NIE

(B) Youth Participation in the Context of the Family

(1) What parenting skille studies are needed with regard to
adolescence? NICHD, 0YD, OCD, NIMi

(2) Wiat role can adolescent parents pilav in the caily manage-
pent of day care centers? OF

{3) Do respeasibilities wlthin the context of the family help
to deter deviznt zndSor cdamaging behavicr? OCD, ASPE, DAg,
NIMH, NIALA, WIDA

(C) Teuth Farticipation in the Context of Social Service and
Citizensuip
{1} Fow can youth participatica assist ir the process of socizl
commitwent? TSTA, ACTION, DSL(T)

25
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Figure 3

Interagency Panel's Research Focus
On Youth Participation

Areas of Relevance

! FAMILY CONTEXTS: NICHD, .
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Section 5: Findings: A New Task for
The Interagency Panels

Previously, the Panels have attempted to summarize the sum total of
on-going research sponsored by the Federal government in the current fiscal
year. But each year numerous projects terminate. Some produce final
reports, some do not; some list their conclusions in documents collected
through the ERIC system, some do not; many eventually publish articles or
books through academic or commerical means, but those who do are far from
being universal and are always accompanied by very long time gaps. 1In short,
to the Panels' knowledge, there appeared to be no centralized source of
easily accessible findings of current Federally-sponsored research on chil-
dren or youth.

Consequently, the suggestion was made that, over the course of the com-
ing year, the Panels sponsor an effort to collect a short summary of findings
to be elicited from those projects in the Panels' computerized system which
are terminated between one fiscal year and the next. Like the abstracts of
on-going projects, the summaries of these findings would supply a unique service
to those in the government and university research communities who depend upca
having the most current information available. Thus it is expected that the
vwsefulness of the Panels' information system will increase markedly over

the next Year.
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Section 6: Information Utilization in FY '75

Since the inception of the Early Childhood Panel and the Panel on
Adolescence, the bank of data has been held in common and all publications
have been made available to members of both Panels. The Panel members
themselves act as conduits of information for their agencies and to sectors
of the research community as well. This activity is supported logistically
L+ the Social Research Group which reproduces and distributes publications
and documents under the Panels' direction.

The value of the Panels' research information might be illustrated by
the following figures. In the first nine months of 1975, the Social
Research Group provided 4,664 publications and documents to members of the
Panels, other Federal, state, and local officials, and members of the
research community. An additional 3,860 informational items were distributed,
such as working papers, minutes of meetings, agendas, and left" 'rs. The rate
of dissemination of documents and publications has increased appreciably
each month. The total number of mailings for October and November was
1,521. bBetween January and November, approximately 6,500 requests were made
to query the system for information on current Federal research. The
majority of these were to fulfill the Panels' informational needs; however
there was a substantial number of requests from individuals nnconnected
with the Panels, both in and outside the Federal Government.

With many queries there has often been an accompanying request for
complete project abstracts in addition to the computer-generated project
titles. The abstracts provide information on the objectives, methodology,
sample and [nstrumentation of each project. Kequests from the rY '75
file have already resulted in the distribution of more than 7,000 abstracts.
Furthermore, with the activities planned, this number should increase by
several thousands before the end of FY '75.

In sum, between January 1 and November 30, 1975, the Panels bhave dis-
tribvted in excess of .6,000 copies of the more than 30 publications and
documents written by the Social Research Group. 1lore than 6,50) requests
Lhave been addressed to the information system, and more than 7,000 abstracts

provided to requestore.

23




CHAPTER I1

CURRENT AND CONTINUING ISSUES IN ADOLESCENCE

Introduction

In the last five years significant attention has been directed toward
the field of adolescence in both research and policy. A number of com-
missions have been convened, and their recommendations have been presented
before local and Federal agencies, service organizations, and within
many fields of scholarship. Since the Interagency Panel has an on-going
interest iIn these issues, last year's Annual Report set aside a section
to outline the charac teristics which these recommendations had in common.

Four of the more prominent sources were included: Macleod, Growing Up ia

America; National Commission for the Reform of Secondary Education, Reform

of Secondary Education; Report of the White House Conference on Youth; and

the Panel on Youth, Youth: Transition to Adulthood.1

Briefl,, there are two levels on which common features might be
identified: the tone of the discussion, or the implications for policy
of the arguments. The first was analyzed in the Annual Report of last
year; the second was not. With respect to their tone there seemed to be
four common features which differentiated recent recommendations from those
of the early 1960's. First, as reported last year, there seems now less
tendency to direct attention solely toward the materially disadvantaged.
Second, the issue of family styles is treated realirtically for there is
less regret concerning the passage of the extended family. Third, due to the
toll taken by over-expectations in the early 1960's, recent recommendations

show less propensity to justify innovation in terms of monetary re tmrns.

lA. Macleod, Growinp Up in America--A Background to Contemporary
Drug Abuse (Washington, D.C.: National Institute of Mental Health, 1973);
National Commission for Reform of Secondary Education, Reform of Secondary
Education (New York: McGraw-H1ill, 1973); Report of the White House
Conference on Youth, 1971, Estes Park, Colorado (Washington, D.C.: United
States Government Printing Office, 1971); The Panel on Youth of the
President's Science Advisory Committee, Youth: Transition to Aduldhood
(Washington, D.C.: United States Government Printing Office, 1973).
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Fourth, also in very inarked contrast to previous trends,'it has been seriously
suggested that rather than be expanded the role of the school be restricted
to what it is believed to do better and more efficiently than other institu-
tions: the transferral of academic skills and ideas.

This vear's Annual Report will discuss the second level of common
fssues: the posslible policy implications of the arguments. But particularly

most public reaction over the pas@§year. Among government representatives

the discussion will focus upon t}:o)f'e arguments which have elicited the

and scholars alike, the most well-known arguments have stemmed from the
Report to the President of the Panel on Youth--sometimes referred to as the
“Seeond Coleman Report” because of the panel's chairmanship by James §.
Coleman.  The report of this panelJ (hereafter referred to as the POY
Report), made recommendations for policy in six areas: (1) the structure

of the high school; (2) alterations of activity between part-time work and
part-time schooling; (3) residential youth communities; (4) legal structures
which prevent youth from taking advantage of opportunities, e.g., minimum
wapesy (5) the use of vouchers for further education after age 16; and (6)
Federally-funded public service programs. Within these six areas, the

one overall arpument which has received the most attention is the following:
that youth should be provided with alternatives to cognitive training in

schools, and that psychologically essential to the transition-lo-adulthood

¥
“See: Toward Interagency Coordination: An Overview of FY '74 Research
and Nevelopment Activities Relating to Adolescence, December, 1974, pp. 29-41.

3The following were members of the Panel on Youth: John M. Mays, now
a Science Advisor with the National Institute of Education, Zahava Blum
Doering (Research Staff), now a consultant to the Rand Corporation,
Norman B. Ryder of the Office of Population Research at Princeton University,
Joseph F. Kett, Department of History, University of Virginia, zvi Griliches,
Department of Economics, Harvard University, Dorothy H. Eichorn, Child Study
Center, University of Califormia at Berkeley, John B. Davis, Superintendcl. i
of Schools in Minneapolis, Minnesota, Burton R, Clark, Department of
Sociology, Yale University, Robert H. Bremtier, Department of History, Ohio
State _niversity, and James S. Coleman (Chairman), Department of Sociology,
University of Chicago.
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disseminated ia the past year, that a substantial varicty of criticisms
have emerged in the academic literature. These criticisms take 1issue

with the POY Report's intentions, procedures, participants, as well as
its recommendations. But what appears below is a summary of the criti-

cisms particularly to the POY Report's youth pirticipation recommendations.

Section 1: Worx Roles: Leading the Bored
to Further Boredom

The recommendations of participatory roles for young people has led
the Panel on Youth Rep.rt (POY Report) directly into the battles over
assumptions, prac’ ices, and effects usually reserved for vocational educa-
tion, technical tducation, career education and work/study programs.a
In one way or another each portends to transport pupils into work or work-
simulated expe.ience accompanied by assurances of stimulation to ambition,
attainment o techalcal skills and experience in occupational decision-
maliing.

To Hall (1974), however, the work experience idea has become  so
popularized that for the POY Report to jump on the same pedagogfical bhanl-
wagon simply "boggles the mind.” In the first place, Hall says, t™e work-
place is boring. As he puts it: '"the evidence is that people d¢ not work
becausc thev enjoy it or because it is meaningful. Alienation and dissatis-

faction in work is not simply occurring among blue-collar workers and

“For example, the criticisms of career eduga{ion often contain the
same objections as do critiques of the POY Report. See: Anthony La Duca and
Lawrence J. Barnett, "Career Education: Program on a White Horse," New
York Univer:ity Education Quarterly (Spring, 1974), 6-12; T.H. Fitzgerald,
"Career Education: An Error Whose Time Has Come," School Review (November,
1973), 91-105; Garth L. Mangrem and John Walsh, "A Decade of Manpower
Training,"” Manpower (April, 1973), 20-26; David Rogers, "Vocational and
Career Education: A Critique and Some New Directions," Teachers College
Record 74 (May, 1973), 471-511; Robert J. Nash and Russell M. Ayne, "Carecr
Education--the Final Impoverishment of Learning," Peabody Journal of
Eduzation (April, 1973), 245-54; Peter S. Barth, "An Economist's View of
Career Education," The Cutting Edge 6 (Fall, 1974), 9-15; James Hitchcock,
“"The New Vocationalism," Change (April, 1973), 46-50; Sidney Hook, "Johu
Dewey and His Betrayers,” Change (November, 1971), 22-26; Lee Sproull,
"Career Education Boondoggles,” Learning (October, 1973), 38-41; and W.
Norton Grubb and Marvin Lazerman, "Rally Round the Workplace: Continuities
and Fallacles in Career Education,”" Harvard Education Review 45 (November,
1975), 451-75.
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low-1level white collar workers. It is also happening to semi-professionals
and professionals" (Hall, 1974, p. 136). In their criticism of the POY
Report, Stout and Browne (1970) agree. They say that "most jobs in an
industrial society are hard and tedious and are not inherently satisfying
jobs tend to require little Tearning, provide few chances for intellectual

" Accord-

stimulaoricn, and are not linked to other jobs in a carever ladder.
ing to many critics, the question of participatory work experience even-
tually boils down to asking what profit pupils could really have after the
workplace has been stripped of all the fantasy which surrounds its discus-
sion in the POY Report and in much of the educational literature generally.
Say Behn et al., "In contrast to the (POY) Report's romantic descriptions
of work-as-an-outlet for idealistic, creative, and constructive impulsc —-
evaluations of work in our societv have found it to be alienating, dehuman-
izing, and violent to the spirit as well as to the body (Behn et al.,

1974, p. 53). Fitzgerald's comment is even more clear.

at the threshold of thought ard hope zhey (the POY) may recall
images of the busy tradesman. the honest craftsman, the sturdy
yeoman. ... Desirable as  isociation with the best adults might
Ly the actual situation for many youths will more often be working
among, employees in the lowest ranks of organizations. From dulled
clerks and sullen navvies our young people can learn ways of
spreading the work, soldiering, and getting by. Cer*ain adolescents
already exhibit an unattractive deviousness and grudginy compliance,
Jas Jo adults who fiand themselves in an Indentured service whici, wiil
not tolerate open defiance or escape. Such traits have survival
value, of course, but we should not cultivate them further by pro-
viding opportunities for reinforcement modeling. (Fitzgerald,
1974, p. 30).

But that is not all. A second objection to the POY Report supggestion
of placing young people in work roles, aside from massive cost and logis-
tical problems, is that it must eventually deal with the realities of
economics and political disquietude emanating from the workers' percep-
tion of "kids'" competing for opportunities in a time of employment scarcity

(Fitzgerald, 1874, p. 31).5 A third objection is yet more serious, for it

SHowever Fitzgerald inadvertently provided one solution when he salid:
"So what remains? Work that no one (or no group in the community) values
enough to pay for, or work that no one else wants to do, either because
of the nature of the work or because it pays so poorly" (Fitzgerald, 1974,
p. 31). Admittedly, work of this particular sort would be a small portion
of the work envisioned by say career educationalists; nevertheless, hard
work may also be the best work experience. To advocate it, however, one
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involves the issue of educational equality--a subject which has been of
special interest to the POY's chairman. One long-standing criticism of
work experience is its similarity in rationale to the British "modern
school" movement.6 Conceived originally to develop the knowledge and skills
necessary to pursue "life careers," the modern school later was viewed

as just another tracking mechanism. Thus, classic sociological objec~
tions to the assumptions about vocational schools are clearly relevant

to the POY Report.7 As Stout and Browne put it, what is to prevent lower
or working class parents from feeling "that their children are being
relegated to the very life experiences they are trying to escape ...
[since] they believe schooling is the route to upward mobility, they

must also believe their opportunities will be reduced and that they are
belng forced into a dead-end detour" (Stout and Browne, 1974, p. 120).
And with respect to upper- and middle-class parents, hostility to work
experience is more predictable yet, for where is the evidence to convince
them that learning what a shoe salesman or a plumber does during the day
will improve their performance on the Scholastic Aptitude Tests? (Stout
and Browne, 1974, p. 121). Lastly, as Trow points out, is it not true
that diversity implies inequality, at least in terms of institutional
prestige and status? And what does one do when alternative socializing
environments attract differing racial and economic groups disproportion-

ately? As he asserts, "All choices by young people do not offer the

must accept the premise that work experience to be based upon value other
than the adolescent being the sole beneficiary. An alternative rationale,
that this work is necessary for the local community, the group, the
organization, or the family to which the child belongs, outlined dis-
tinctively by Francis Schrag (forthcoming, p. 18), is discussed within the
section below entitled "Obligations and Responsibilities.”

6See for example: James 0’Toole, The Reserve Army of the Underemployed,

(Washington, D.C.: Office of Education, Monographs on Career Education
{n.d.], p. 16).
7

Still the best work on the subject 1s now a decade old. See:
Philip Foster, "The Vocational School Fallacy in Development Planning,"
in Education and Economic Development, edited by C. Arnold Anderson and
Mary Jean Bowman (Chicago: Aldine Publishing Company, 1966).
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same opportunities and advantages for the future, and thus diversity of
envirouments for youth, when they make for clearly unequal life chances
(even as a result of the free choice of their participants), comes to be
seen as the source of inequalities of achievement between groups and
thus terribly vulnerable to egalitarian attack" (Trow, 1674, p. 21).8

But it should come as no surprise, on the other hand, to note that
Coleman's response to Trow is to agree with him. "This is a question,
he says,

tc be addressed quite generally in social policy, but as Trow
points out, it has particular relevance for institutions de-
signed for ycuth ... Trow raises questions such as these;
upon their ansver depends, I believe, the future of a humane
society, with the richness of satisfaction that diversity of
taste and choice allows." (Coleman, 1974, p. 142).

Discussion and Summary

One strategy to consider might be to c¢ncourage more candor with youth
..bout various contradictions. For example, pupils might improve their choices
in career-decision-making by learning what negative consequences could
result from any given decision. From this point of view then, Jinstead
of broadening occupational options as Is held for on-the~job~training,
participatory experience in the work place might be better justified
by widening the knowledge of social, financial, and mobility consequences

resulting from particular occupations with which ycuth receive experience.

Section 2: Missing: Economic and Ethnic Subcultures

A major objection to the Panel on Youth's repert is that it has no
chapter or section dealing with the special problems of black adolescencs;

nor vith Chicano, or Native, or Italian, or Jewish Americans. There {s no

In response to Trow's concern over who should part? ‘e an? ‘n
what amount, one might bear in mind that no perfect conre :
over how to resolve the contradiction between 2 policy for . . and

a policy for efficiency (Anderson and Bowman, 1968; Heynemun, 1Y:5;
and Dobson, 1975).

J1




singling-out of adolescence as it varies between families whose income and’
status derive from a stevedore, a farm laborer, or college president; nor

is there special attention devoted to differing experiences of maturation

in a single parent, divorced, farm, suburban, or highrise apartment environ-
ment .

Say Behn, Carnoy et al., "The Report ignores social class differ-
ences in socialization" and gives 'the impressfon that all young adults
share identical environments" (Behn et al., 1974, pp. 50-51). Says Hall:
"The Report excludes from its analysis of youth the effects of sex, class,
race, and ethnicity. We are given the impression that all young people
are white, middle- or upper-class males going to or graduating from
college" (Hall, 1974, p. 126). Complains Trow:

[It] deals with the age group 14-24, while it sometimes makes
distinctions between older and younger segments of the 'youth’
population, it almost never makes any further internal dis-
tinctions within this broad age category. The observations
aboat youth are for the most part broad and sweeping, and they
make no distinctions between middle- and working-class youth,
between rural and urban youth, Letween black and white youth,
(Hall, 1674, p. 126),

Discussion and Summary

In response a question could be raised as to which subcategories
the critics would insist be included--and which excluded. And by what
criterion might one include some and not others? Should a discussion
of each socio-economic and all conceivable ethnic categories be required
even if the empirical evidence is equivocal that there are clean-cut dif-
ferences in child rearing patterns? Should distinctions be made between
children of differing SES categories and children of differing social

9
classes?

The differences between class and social status have long been a
subject of substantive theoretical discussion and empirical measurement,
See for example: Weber, 1946; Lenski, 1954; and more recently,
Schneider, 1975; Lehman and Lehman, 1975; and Heyneman, 1975.

35




O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

-30-

It is important to remind ourselves that omission is not identical
to neglect. The POY Report approaches the subject of adolescence with
an emotional intimacwv demonstrating real concern and yet a cultural dis-
stance which is anthropological. Its emphasis remains on experlences
which seem to be cormon among young people being raised in the United
States during this particular period in history. The absence of SES and
ethnic divisions does not scem an offort to ignore sub-distinctions,
but an exploration of whether there is any universal experience at all.

Parallel to recent meves in the field of psychology to steer away
from deficit models and reach some understanding of what constitutes
"aormul" development (Offer and Ofter, 1975; Smith, 1972), the POY
Report asks the following questions: (1) whether or not there is an under-
iying institutional experience for all vouth; (2) whether that common
institutional experience is sufficient for providing optimal development;
and (3) whether there {s some additional and/or divergent experience to

L]

be encouraged which could provide an improvement. "Our report,” replies

the POY's cheirman,

is based upon a perspective about the settings in which youth
tind themselves in modern society. That perspective is, in
brief, that certain institutions outside the school which once
served extensive socialization functions for youth now are much
less able to do se .... Schooling, once an auxiliary institu-
tion tou these others, has expanded to fill the vacuum. The
result is an ever-lengthening period of life during which young
reople are physically mature but unnecessary to the economic
functioning of the family and the society, and kept as dependents
to train for self-improvement in school. 1t appeared to us that,
although this trend was far from uniform for all youth, it is
increasingly coming to be seo, and that this should lead to an
¢xatination of the emerging institutionalization of youth. The
trends appeared to us self-eviden®t, and the utility of such an
examination appeared self-evident as well. (Coleman, 1974, p. 139).

Tru:, a summary report on a subject as broad as the transition to adult-
houd rneeds to consider the c¢ffects of experience within many subcategories
of population. 3ut it need not excuse itself for believing that the exper-
icnce of adolescence, especially with respect to schooling, has elements
in commen. In short, the burden rests on the critics to prove that there
is no common element; it is insufficient to argue simply that no youth

subpopulations were chosen for special sections within the report--not

36



-31-

~aving done so is cbvious tn a reader of only the table of vontents. The
question which remains is this: If the perspective to which the Chairman
refers {s not universal, the appropriate critique should contain informa-
tion as to how, and te which groups it does apply, and why. Until evi-
dence of this nature is forthcoming, it would appear that the POY Report

cannot legitimately be taken to task for this particular criticism,

Section 3: The School's Role:
A Question of Misinterpretation

There has been no objection to two of the POY Report's assertions:
that the length of time in school €or the average child {s longer today
than ever bzfore, and that the proportion of an age cohort in school has
increased correspondingly. But the assumption that this extended schuol
experience therefore hinders the transition to adulthood stirs-up very
considerable disagreement. Tor example, the POY Report is accused of
attributing more socialization welght to the school than the institution
deserves.  As an ex-president of the National Education Association repre-
senting the teaching profession, Wise remarks that teachers "take issue
with the report's premise that psychological characteristics of youth
today are largely shaped by the schools and the student role occupded by
youth people for u large part of their vouth. This introverted conclu-
sion overlooks the influence of society, government., and mass communica-

tion" (Wise, 1974, p. 11¢). Behn et al, concur:

~hile the report defines the socialization effects of schools
and werk in exceedingly narrow wavs, we will argue that the
socialization literature does not support that conclusion.

In contrast, virtually all agencies of socialization including
family, school, (ommunity, media, and work contribute to the
formation of attitudes, values, skills, and knowledge required
for work .... Any reading of the socialization literature tends
to conflict with the extreme isolatfon of institutional roles
reflected in the report. To the contrary, all agencies of
socialization overlap in their missfon to transmit the culture.
Surveys of the lfterature ow socialization of the young tc occu-~
pational roles sl.,w links keTwesn family Interactions, peer
influences, schooling expieriences, and occupational experiences
or the one hand and wozk roles on the other .... 1In our view

37

O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



-32-

there is little support for the narrow stance that school and work

perform narrow socialization roles and that other institutions are

not important at all." (Behn et al., 1974, pP. 51-52).

Dreeben a colleague of the Panel on Youth's chairman at the University of
Chicago, also takes the report to task for simplistic thinking on the
subject of socialization. As he puts it, "The notion that families of
orientation cease to be important during the 14-24 period of their
children's development, and that they are indifferent to questions of
taking responsibility for others and self-management, strikes me as
nonsense. Schools ‘are not the only important institution in the firma-
nent ..." (Dreeben, 1974, pp. 44-45).

Objections have been raised to the POY Report's presumption that
pupils operate solely in the passive mode and that schools do little to
encourage self-sufficiency. For example, the Report states that schools
"do not provide extensive opportunity for managing one's affairs, they
seldom encourage intense concentration on a siugle activity, and they
are inappropriate settings for nearly all objectives involving responsi-
bilities that affect others" (Coleman et al., 1973, p. 146). To this
Wise replies:  "schools have focused on helping youngsters acquire
skills, but they have not done so to the exclusion of 'objectives relating
to responsibilities affecting other persons.' Anv good f{nstitution
pursues and achieves a wide range of goals ..." (Wise, 1974, p. 115).
Dreeben is no less direct. "It is a gross over-simplification," he says,
"to regard schools as institutions devoid of all opportunities for action
and experience save of being taught. In fact, T suspect it would be
virtually impossible to design an institution capable of providing only
one experience" (Dreeben, 1974, p. 45).

Additional objections to the manner in which the POY Report con-
ceives the transition to adulthood period glves rise to charges of naivete
i yet another direction. Where is the evidence, some critics argue,

that today's youth are anv more cr any less adequately socialized for
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adult roles under present arrangements?lo Can one assume, as the POY

Report does, that the two truisms about longer and wider schooling in indus-
trial society lead directly to age segregation, and in turn, to inade-

quate socialization? "The Report," sav Behn et al., "does not even

attempt to document the overriding presumptfon that youth are growing up

to be less competent adults today than they were in the past'" (Behn et

al., 1974, p. 50). 1In agreement Dreeben says

The third straw man is the pervasive and tacit assumption,
running through the Panel's discussion of issues and presenta-
tion of alternatives, that there is something wrong with the
way youth now makes the transition to adulthood. Indeed,

this may be a correct assumption; the problem with it is that
it remains tacit. For if there is one point about which the
Panel might have sought empirical evidence, even {f sketchy

or indirect, it is whether present arrangements-~based on the
precmption of youth by schooling and the segregation of youth
from those different in age-—impede maturity, exact undue psycho-
logical costs, narrow perspectives, and create the incapacitics
that the Panel would have us believe its proposed alternative
might restore. Without this crucial evidence, the Panel's
argument crumbles, and its recommendations become little more
than interésting talking points. (Dreeben, 1974, pp. 45-46).

Morcover, some critics can even point to empirical evidence which
supporis the charge of FOY Report naivete. Within the abundant U.S. labor
Gwareet gtatistios is the fact that, far from being isolated in the role
of "studenthood," very significant proportions of young people already
piay additional roles as workers. As Dreeben points out, using the POY
Report's own demographic statistics (POY, 1973, pp. 54-56), "among those

14-17 years old, over 300 per 1,000 enrolled in school are members of

10
One intriguing demographic argument opposite to the POY Report was

advanced at a recent sociological conference. It held that when one defines
the transition(s) to adulthood as passing through the five stages of leav-
ing school, entering the work force, departing from the family of origin,
marriage, and establishing a hcusehold, then the time period it takes to pass
through adolescence instead of increasing since the industrial revolution,

in fact has decreased markedly. Thus today's vouth might assume adult
responsibilities earlier than they once did. See: John Modell, Frank F.
Furstenberg, Jr., and Theodore Hersberg, '"Social Change and Life Course
Development in Historical Perspective," a paper presented to the Annual

Meeting of the American Sociological Association, San Francisco, August,
1975.
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the labor force; as age increases, the proportion of young people in
school who are also at work increases monotonically; over 600 per 1,000

of those aged 22-24 are employed .... Society has apparently decided

that for large numbers of young people, school and work are not incom-
patible" (Dreeben, 1974, p. 43). In point of fact, it is probable that
higher proportions of students in the United States are already employed
in the work force than is the case among  ocuth within oth:r ‘-dustrialized
societies.

Furthermore, the critics ask, what might the response be of those
thousands and thousands of young people currently ergaged in the work
torce, after being told by the well-meaning advocater of work experience
that for purposes of their personal growth they need to spend additional
time away from school to experience work rcles? Stout and Browne say that
their most likely response will be to demand wages for this "experience."
Many of those who are working fter school "are dning so to save and pay
for college tuitions s they can avoid having to spend the rest of their
lives doing the kind of work available to them after school" (Stout and
Browne, 1974, pp. 121-122). According to the critics, the dangers come
when the pedagogues assume ignorance of labor market realities on the
part of pupils. This may or may not be true given varying environments,
but the critics argue that there is, as yet, little hard evidence to sug-
gest that work curricula or even work experience icads to higher monetary
returns than does exposure to academic skills. Lastly they like to point
to the tendency among those caliing for educational "altermatives" to neglect

the distinction between work preparation and job availability over a lifetime.

Discussion and Summary

Dreeben's point is well taken. Pupils already work. The POY Report
is short on evidence of inadequate socialization and even shorter on
evicdence which could pinpoint the effects of segregation by age. But what
Dreeben as well as other critics miss is potentially the most revolutionary

of the POY schooling recommendations. It certainly doesn't lie in age

4
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segregation. Nor does it lie in recommending work experience. The point

is what to do about the process which has hoisted the i'-ethora of non-
cognitive functicns onto the school: the teaching of driver's education,

a boggling array of sports, metal shop, environmental, ethnic, career and
sex education, all taking place under one institutional roof commonly
accommodating several thousands of adolescents at a given time. The members
of the POY suggest, and there is sufficient evidence to take them seriously,
that: (1) the school's most efficient function is the transfer of academic
skills; (2) that the school itself should be honed down aad expected to do
primarily what it does best; while (3) other experimental institutions

be developed to specialize in whatever local variety of non-cognitive
experience the pareun: and child wish to negotiate with the help of vouchers.

Cne by-product might be the opportunity to have smalle< public schools,

11
wiich are, by all agreement, nicer places to be. Thus the expecta-

tions attributable to the "school™ could become conmsistent with what it
do

l[,

best. To this implication of the POY Report, so at variance today
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Section 4: Assumptions and Recommendatioms:
20 Unbalanced Scale in ¥Favor of Vouth .ights
and in Neglect of Youth Respoasihilities
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neighborheoods, could b2 less coanducive to crimirmal behavicr. See:

James M. McPartland and Tdward L. McoDill, "Research oz Crime in the

Schools,” Center for the Sccial Organization oI Schools, Johas Hopkins
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attending school for twelve years free of charge,l2 and protection against
exploitive employment. Recently the educational experience has been
modif- : so that youth could play a role in choosing their own curricula.
The POY Report reflects an extension of these concerns, and recommends
that youths be assured a variety of many other experiences as well.

In reaciicn, some critics have argued that the scale of these con-
cerns is unbalanced; that following precedent from civil rights movements,

the Panel On Youth mistakenly conceives youth as an under-privileged

2]

"class" of citizens in much the same manner as other commissions have

viewed problems pertainiang to blacks and other ethnic minorities, women,

-
NG

arnd the impoverished. Trow, for example, cautions readers of the POV
P

ort in the following manner:

teaders may want to look more closelv at the 'vouth culture'
that the essays discuss with the same cool, unromantic eye

that characterizes much of the repott. Tor example, the authors
note that 'vouth are a subordinate nation'; there is 'an
essential similarity between vouth's position relative to

adults today, and the position of Negroes in relation to whites
described in the 1%340's" (p. 118). Surelv this is overdrawn and
zisleading, one of the rare instances in the report in which

the ideology of youth vhich is properly the object of analvsis,
uwffects the tone of the analysis. (Trow. 1974, p. 19).

az
weuld deay the extension of id-atical zdult rights and privileges to non-
for

. . "o~ .

advancing women's equality, she
the social meovenment in the United St

ates that has as its

thout rezsom or logic to include dependent children™ (Bazumrind,
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Reacting to the Panel On Youth and other rccommendations for youth

participation, Baumrind is one of several scholars who believe that

there has been an over-emphasis cn what ought to be provided for adolescents
in neglect of what ought to be forthcoming from them. In he: view rhis

can have disastrous effects. 1In fact she szys that:

We actively reinforce the antisocial choices of disadvantaged
or affluent vouth by providing free clinics, runaway centers,
and counterculture high schools. Within the high school,
student obligations (not the least of which is the obligation
10t to injure others or extort money) should be clearly stated
and rigorously enforced. Crimes committed within the high
chool setting should be punished just as rigorously as crimes
ommitted within any other setting. The zendency of many school
fficials to 1look the other way when crimd ; are committed tv
ither minority or under-privileged vouth has the effect of

ositively sanctioning unacceptable aggression.

oW

'U (’J

Youth is the appropriate time for the individe-~1 to leara how
to adjust to the fact that options are finite me's actions
bring about predictatle alterations in future «ptions. During
childhood, parents protest children from the natural consequences
of their actions by functioning as buffers and preventing prao-
u foreclosur: of opp~ “urities for lazer action. Affluent
can and de interve.e if the child's future oprions are
ized by school or juvenile authorities even if the child
s" the puﬂlshment he zmight ctherwise receive. Adults
w10 continue to protect the youth in this way or to reward into
late adolescence iais egc1 C, antisccizl, irrationmel side
prolong unduly his peried chilchood ommipotence. The effor:
o1 the par berated" adults and commumirties to pro-
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Chillren,” The washimgton Post, July 13, 1975, p. Cl; Margot Heatoff,
"The T :g:ecvlqg 0f Our Children,™ Newswesk, May 12, 1975; George T. will,
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Se;:ezler 22, 19753 and "Dear Adby" iz The washingtoa Post, Sestemder 29,
1875,
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were expressed in the Kettering Foundation's recent recommendations for
the reform of secondary education.lL After reviewing a wide sample of
school publications dealing with student rights and responsibilities, the
comuission found that "about 99 percent of the content of these documents

feals with student rights and less than one percent with responsibilities™

/‘\

Report of the Task Force '74, 1975, p. 46). In response, the commissior
laid ovt a list of what it feels is needed: the responsibility for all
adolescents to protec: the constitutional rights of others, to obey

v = "

reasonabie’” rules and regulations established by the board of education
and implemernia2d ty school administrations, to refrain from "libel,
slanderous remarks, and obscenity in wverbal and written expression," and

[

zo "undertake a social commitment” (Report of the Task Force '74, 1975,

pp. 43-51).

An Intermedicte legal Starus Zor Adclascence

Reacting to the POY Repcrt, Schrag comments that the "authors of

the repoert are conscious of the deleteriocus censtraints which minoritv
15 ; : . s - cqqs
status places upon vouth ough they are justifiably umwilling to

th
dult status." Yhat will be needed, he savs, "is

n

, caildren, adolescents, and adults that

n

2 reccgnition by 211 age group
fifteen and eighteen are no longer childrea nor
{Schrzg, forchcoming, p. 17). In response he argues for a

‘legaily dafinel status between the two" in which the semi-adults could

participate positically (e.g., vote and run for certain cifices) and affecs
those elected officials whose decisions have the greatest impact on

‘See: Tha Naticnzl Commission oa the Reform of Seccndary Education,
~he Reform of Secondarv Zducation {Naw York: Mcdraw-Hill, 1873); zné The
Report of the Task Force '74 established by the Charles ®. Kettering
Foumdztion, The Adolescent. Other Citizens, and Their T High Schools (New
York: MceGr=w Fl.&l J.alD) -

is - . _ . . -

Schrag's use of the term "=inc cricy” here is a synoasm for non-

adult: alult status therefore Implies "majorityv” status.
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their own lives, such as "members of local boards of education, state
superinterdents of public instruction, justices of the juvenile court,
and, of course, those officials whose task it would be to administer
the new institutions relating to youth.™ 1In addition, that young adults
"be elected or appointed to serve as advisors and consultants to the
juvenile court and all other institutions dealing with juvenile problems"
(Schrag, furthcoming, pp. 19—20).16

3ut unlike cothers, Schrag balarces his argument for more vouth partici-
pation privileges with the suggestion that vouth take on obligaticns of

service te the cozminity. He savs that voush should

have the responsibility of devoting a certain minimum number
of hours a week or a mcnth to such public service work ...
among the many service driented sectors where the demand for
persomnel far exceed the supply, in nursing homes and homes

for the aged, or orphanages, hospitals, day-care centers. etc.
(Schrag, forthcoming, p. 18).

Though the POY discussion Illustrated the benefits accruiag fro=z

vouth obligations in the zonmtext of Tsrael's kibbutzin, el

of recommending & public service Int routh. But one or two of the
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CHAPTER III

PATTERNS OF FEDERAL RESEARCH IN FY '75

Section 1: Research Efforts on Both Children and Youth

in FY '75 the Federal governcent (see Figure 4) allocated approximately
$359,129,300 for the study of children and youth,1 and sponsored 3,498 inde-
pendent projects.

As illustrated by Table 1, the most a=tiv:z of the 23 sponsoring agen-
¢ies in doth numbers of projects (N=602) and amount of resources ($124.7
million) was the 2ureau of School S¥stems within the Office of Education.
its activity accounted for 17.2 rercent oi all Federal research and develop-
=ent projects and 34.7 percert of all research and development fuads oa non-

el
adults. This is noteld 1u Talle 1 which portravs each agency's FY '73

lfﬁese figures are derived from the work of research assistants of th=
Izteragency Ponel who enter each of the 23 ageacies and look at every
Zunded research proposal. Naturally the level of focus upon chiléren or
vouth varies betwsen ageacies according to their legislative research —an-
date “nd accyrding to the definitions of who exac tly fits into which age
range. >r example, the Dejrartzents of Labor ard Agriculture focus upen
pr:blen *chh primarily aifect adults; the 0ffice of Child Jevelopment and
the Jifice of Youth Development upon prodlems of non-adults. The purpose
cf th C Interzgency Panels has not beex to gather informztion on all
2f the activities of these Federal agencies, but te collect a summary ci
mly poertion of their research activities which affects children or
Tous cwever the specifiic clefinitioms of these age ranges Siffer sli g“;;-.
NiME, A, 2and NIAAA Jefine adclescents as childrez betwee= the ag°=
1% a2 NICHD defines thenm as those between the ages cI 9 and 21; CVI
azd efine their "voutk"™ as those fzlling berween ages 10 and I7. and
wher E, NIZ and ACTION :include those of uxiergraduate coilege azes,
other agencies such as SRS, NINDS, BCHS, and TSDA refer to the age raage
siz=g "adolescer:s,” "youth” or "voung peorle™ withour age specificstios-s.
Nave €38, these altermative Jafiniticns shouwld mot e ars ~idusesd to
iateragency incoosistency dul 1o very Sifferent agency maniates.

)

““he figures {rom the Bureau of School Svstems are cerived fram Iive
szalier bSut o less IzpoTtant sth-sections. These were the Division of
Flazzs aad Suppledeatary Centers {03 Frojects and §5.% =il:iion), Followe-Through
(152 projects and $42.8 millicn), Bilingual Sfucation (33 projecss and
§68.8 millica), Zducationsl sechnolcgy {4 profects and  $£.7 z=illiom), z=3
Envirommental Zduzation (19 projezss zné S.6 millica).
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research activity with respect to children and youth together. Outside

of the Office of Education, the most active agencies were NIMH (548 projects),
NIZ (%35 projects), NICHD (334 projects), OCD (156 projects), and NINCDS

(with 110 projects). A list of these acronyms caan be located in Figure 4.
3esides the number of projects sponsored by each Federal agencv, Table 1
displays the proportion of 311 Federal research on non-adults for which

that numder accounts, the amcunt of research funding of each agency and
lastly. the proportion of the total funding accounted for by each agency's

acTivizy.

Project Characteristics

lable 2 displays taree predominant project characteristics for FY

A

-3t Categories of Fuading, Research Furposes, and Methodological Approache

"

For each, four descriptive statistics are computed: (1) the percentage of
ling inte a particular categoryv; (2) the percent-

B

N) between TY '75 and FY '74 Annual Renort of last vear;®
(2! the percentage of the total $359.1 million in research fuads falling
S 2 particular catesory; and (4) the percentage change in (S) tetween the

FY 'T% and FY '73 Annual Reports.

purchase crler or interagency “agreement,” comprised 2.9 percent of all
funding arrangedernts and two-tenths of one percen: of all funds. The ~ur.e

arrange=ents and I4 percernt of all fuznds. In adiition one caz see thau the

Dercent aad the amoun

rt
(]
(211
7]
]
8]
43
]
fu
]
r

Tzrpliel” purposes.  In this conzexi, apoplied coulld mezn research waich 13
-
D >~ - B Sy f\; - I — e om e S S d - -~ - —
Ihe parcentage change in (V) or {3) was decided wpom as a more con
siszextly helpfiul figure than the percentage change in percemizge, though
either could 2 useful ia particular circusstances.
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used for develcpment, demonstration, replication or pilot projects. Applied
research accounted for 62.2 percent of the 3,498 projects, its FY '75 N
increasing by 12.3 percent over FY '74; it accounted for 76.6 percent of
the $359.1 million, its FY '75 $ an increase of 20.3 percent over FY '74,
Similar data are displayed for "Basic Research,” "Svaluation Fesearch,”
"Research Dissenminatian," and "Policy Research."

among "Methedelogies" the same potential for comparison is lacking
due to the fact that neone of the categories are nutually exclusive. Thus
¢cts could mentisn the use of both observation and questionnaire tech-
‘igues, or be loagitudinal and a case study etc. Nevertheless despite the
lack of exclusiveness it is instruczive to note which of the zethodologies

are mest commonly zentioned. By far the most popular seems to e a pre-

B
1]
£
¢
7]
[al
|
(a4
1]
0
rt
[#9
1¢/]
h
[N
1)
3]
.
5
n
n
Q

e itrol grocp method was included in 38 percent
of all projects affecting 49 perceat of all project fuadings. Specific
e

Te mentioned in cver one-fourth the projects, interviews and

-

questionnaires in 17 percent, longitudinal desigms in 11.5 Percent and

3 -3 e o~ LS -~ -— T Lo S e § - - S - 1 -
tioos. QLS VAT 'S PIIPOTRILRS (35.3% zad VI%} are «prroximatelv the

= " oy e B b o= b . S A - 2 3 =ty m oy el Sm =t T . S~
same. Nevertheless the nusder of Trofects within sducational Inmstituzicos
- - T m- aa e 1 PR, am A s cema ot A F Serem T ko) I8 7 cmpwmamee
&S 1nlTeasel CY dwe= DEICEIT, =704 1€ —-te I IUYTIS T 1T r:-;e;.»-

T s s Sig=lgwass Tw Tar 3

IeSe a&Te LiSsSTlavad oo o.zlae . .

by - S - TP . JL SRR A - - .3 S T Y

See: Jcowarl Interzpency Coovdipatico: An Overview of FY 'T4
T cwwa™ - = - - P-4 B NP, - | -~ e < -~ ™ - - [ Rl
TELeTar researis and Develondent Activities Relating o Adclescexnze,
SP. 2it., p. 45,
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of the standard codebook for each research assistant who agalyzed this
vear's FY '75 project proposdals. The result is that some idea as to the
frequensy ancd distributional patterns of referenced tests in curreatly-
sponscred projects can be displaved in the Panels' Arnual Reports. Inciu-
sion of other test names which did not appear referenced in FY '74 will

oe the subject for later analysis. What is noted below are the patterns
of use for the present list, which is the subject of Tables 4 and 5.

Table 4 is an alphabetical list of each FY '74 referenced test or
messdyre which was zentiored in FY '75 project proposals. The number to the
right of the table is the frequency with which each was mentioned. The
Sirst zitle, the AAMD Adaptive Behavior Scale, for exanple, was mertioned in
> rroject proposals, the ASL Readiness Test in two, the Academic

in one, etc. The most frequentl: meationed test battery was

t
the Melropolitan Achieveme=t Test (N=158); the second, the Pezbody Picture

j:1]

Vocabulary Tess (N=112), a=< the third, the Stanford Achievement Test (N=86).
in Teble 3, the 229 refereaced tests are categorized by areas of the
Tesearch's priuary focus. For example, tha names of 93 referenced

tests and measures appeared within research ca caild or adolescent develop-

ment. These 33 were menticmed a total of 369 times. Thus some projects

incluled caay test rnames, cthers ircluded none. Ia proiects on the family,

‘= additien, Tsble 3 contains two otter figeres. 3zsides the nzmes of
the [T+ referenced tests listed iz FY '74 research, for eath projec: preposal



Figure 4

Agencies From Which The Data Are Derived

Depariment of Health, Education, and wWelfare:
{1} Assistant Secretary for Planning and Evaluation (ASPE)
(2) Gffice of Youth Development (0YD)
(3} Nariomal Institute of Child ®ealth and Human Jevelopment (NICHD)
(4) National Iastitute of Mental Health (NIME)
(3) National Institute of Drug Abuse (NIDA)
{6) National Institute of Alcohol Abuse and Alcoholism (NT1AAN)

(7} Naticnal Institute of Neurological and Communicative Disorders
and Stroke {(NINCDS)

(8) Bureau of Comrunity Health Services (BCHS)

ccial ané Rehabilitation Services (SRS)

i
(13) Office of Plaaning, Budgeting and Evaluation (OP3E)
)

Bureau of Occupiatioszmal and Adelt Education (30A%)
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Table 1

Total Federal Research Activity Involving Children
and Adolescents in FY '75 By Agency

o Total Numbef]?ercentage !Tocal Amount Percentage |
; of Projects : of of Money for of
5 on Children | Federal Children and ' Federal
! Agencyv and Youth : Projects Youth ' Funds i
O (3) (% )
DHEW o !
. i ‘
COASPRL S S S SR v < - I A
oY L2 L _smas | .3 |
Sespd 3} LS5 27,904,160 | _ 7.8 _
Cosnm L__%&_}_uq____Qéﬁ&u_-_ég_-
OEIDA LI L 20 6258885 L7 _
oMM oo L L& | 3718707 |10
| ONINGDS_ _ _ _ _ | _ MO p 3.1 [ 8,300,700 i 2.3 _ _
Comams. . 90 L _28_ | 559135 |_ _1.8_ |
SRS _ ootz 3 _vzee1r0 | 4
CONIE L L psine. | asessao | ano
oo 16 _ | _ &5 _ _ | 19,4008 |_ _ 5.4 _ _
RSA : 16 .5 : 105, 306 .0
Jffice of Educzazion: 5
OPRE L o _ |8 _ _ L _9702,003 ! _27 _ _
sar ______ ... 173 _ L &9 L 7,584,867 __ _ 2.1 _ _
. B .. oo 3L [ 103 | 45,965,462 ©_ 12.8 _ _
SE___ ... oo Al L &0 | 11,846,921 i _ 3.2 _ _
: Right-TosReaz _ _ | _ _ 12 _Lo_se D _asuem o e
| IS _ . _. 802 _17.2 _ _ | 124,€86,451 | _38.7 _ |
, gq___________za_;_z@__t_§a2@@i__z&_-
; 0Z Total 1,57 4h.2 :fzm,aés,sssf 58.6
b orsna s3 2.7 : 739,678 | 2
RiH ‘, O 3,067,%7 . .3 |
ACTINX : 2 12,200 | 0!
1EAR % 5 e 3.372,875 e
TaTAalL : REPRAYR] I 130.0 339,228,300 ip0.¢ E
1

2
“Recently received data wauld alius:t t sse figures te 335 rTojects ad
827,819,491,

| I . . s vt a .
This coes not include 43 profects i volving $9.7 miilion.

-l
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=
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Table 2

Total Federal Research Activity Involving

Children and Adolescents in FY '75
By Project Characteristics

RIC

i Percentage | Percentage
Change in Change in
Percentage | (N) between Percentage {$)
pf Federal FY '74 of Federal between
Projects and Funds ($= FY '74 and
(N=3498) FY '75 [$359,128,32Q FY '75
v ot o
FUNDING ARRANGEMENT
Agreement 2.9 ¢ -2 } c _
Contract_ _ 13.4 +1.2.7 | 4.2 +25.6
] s =S PSS R G SR S S et =L
Compgtivdve _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _j_ - 88 _ il el Lo 18290 L L€ -,
i
S-d Mipoxigv_ _ _ _ _ - _ _i__ el oo e s Lo e 2]
i i |
Sole_Squree _ _ _ - . . 1o 2.1 il oo o_eo o 627 T - - =& - o
'Gran; I S 120 T B < PO D & P I A @ £ P S
| Comretirive _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _l_ 604 _ _|_ _ - _eo _l__ 8020 _ 1l __ _¢_ _|
% . . i - {
! Nen Competitive | j 17.71 , c | 21.2 c
A T - SNV SR =S
?I -y 1 i _ t g s : - ! - -
iIntrazura ! L. ! +35.1 | -2 +56.3
v H ) !
' RESEARCH PURPOSES ! ! g
: i ] 1
'Basic Research  _ _ .. _2B.% P *le.s | 12.9 1 +18.7 _ _ |
; E e A A
'spplied Researgh_ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ _62.2 _ _|_ _+12.3_ _|_ _16.6_ _ | _ +20.3 _ _ |
‘Evalearion | _ | _ _ ______&3_ ! _e3.e 10 _ E5_ 1 _ #8351 _ |
i | i - i
= T DU fm 3 \ -32.1 i 2 i -32.
Researgh ~issemigapien. - _ _ o 3.2 o 73l o 2.7 02320
Pelicy Research 1.3 1 c | 1.3 c j
' i !
S b i i R
METHIDOLOGIES® - i
v N 1
3 - ’ < ' ! : !
lopgitudzzmal  _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ oo 3l.3_ o _c_ o Bl _ Lo __¢go__
: ' ‘ ! ;
N - ' - ] . H i
Erg-gest, postotess design_ o 'L 38.3 _ i e i _48:2 _ L _ __¢g._ -}
* ) )
Case_Sgugdv_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ o - 242 _mIo.F_ i _1.0_ _ oL_ z82.7 _ _
- : i i
Maltidisgiplimary | _ L _ L _ 3.2 _ L S ___ =0 _L___¢co_i
Ca . i - . f R i %
oSdservation | _ _ _ _ __ _i_ 103 miS.s i il.l L #léee
‘Imzerview _ _ _ _ _ e e m m m - B3 i _*AS.m_ i 16.6_ _ L _#31.% _ _
Quesziompalre _ _ _ _ - il J1Z.3 O _R32.30 il _ 20.0_ _ L _ E83.% _ _
! l J i .
TSUIVEY. LD - C oo o a2 Bl L L YT B0 LD e L
; - 2 ' - f . .
iRefezegcel TasTo_ _ _ L _ - _ i1 230 _ - _C_ _i_ _ 3.2 _.L___s8__
Nonm-Teferenced Tes: ; 2a.7 c 27.8 : c i
! { 1
2Zzch project was placed Iz cre Juading category and In cne researclh, development
a=d evziuztion Jategorv. Itws, within these mwo, each subcategorv is moiuzllv excliu-
sive of esch ather sudcategory: the sux of the percentages therefore zporoximztes
cme hundrad.
SThe descor T characteriscics are not matualliv excliusive. & proj--ct pradosal
Ay have menticoned the intentioz to use one, more than omne, Or aome 0f these methodo
icgical categories; the proportiorn figures should =20t sprroxizmate ome hundred.
c

possible.

T"Referencei,” see




Table 3

Total Federal Research Activity Involving
Children Or Adolescents In FY '75S
By Primary Project Focus
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? Percentage

Percentage

rcentag

b Projecq Percentage

i '
i ! of Both Change in (Funds for : Change in
] Adolescence | {N) bYetween th Ado- ! ($) between
i And Early FY '74 escence | FY '74
i 3 : Childhoo and nd Earlwv ! and
‘ Primarv Focus ' ) Projects FY '75  Childhood ! FY '7S
i i ResearchC,
| Development , 26.4 - 3.4 12.1 ¢ -11.9
! : ;
H t 5
; Physical Developzent B 9.2 . -12.1 6.2 L -12.9
i - P s |
1 vognitive Develcpment 8.1 + 1.4 2.8 E - B.4
T e A 0 A s - T S
Soecioemotional Develop- |
ment 4.6 ; -22.3 f 1.3 -33.0 !
. . . ! :
- ; ; . 7 4 .
Farilw é 3.3 ' + h.4 ! 1.9 +36.1
: ' i
Neighborhood ; 4 ! + 8.3 ! .1 -72.3 !
: e B
Social Change j 1.3 +30.0 ; 1.0 | +24.3 :
! - ;
. N . t N a : t - i
Study cf Research Methods : 3.5 - . 2.0 ! c !
! . ]
{ ; i
SealthfWelfare Services ! 11.3 +23.4 : 9.7 | +s81.8
: . i
; ' ; f
Tdycational Instituticns ! 53.3 +14.4 ' 72.0 1 +14.1
. : !
Specizl Education _ S.1 _ o _L 12.2 c
Preschool ! 2.4 -43.8 1.5 | -58.2
A T S P — wm e e w e e b m wm oem e ha e o e e -
. +
Clemeatrary School 14.0 +12.2 i _22.5 | +9.5
SHERESLSL oSV L L L Lo o eV - — - o2l R
Secondary School o 5.7 o TLSeTo L 5.2 *Es3
Post-Secoadary School 2.3 - 8.5 . 1.5_ 1 -55.% !
i ' '
Vocarionzi/Tezhznical ! : |
Schools : .5 -8%.4% § . -55.3 ;
i i
’ ;
! i
Juvenile Jusrice Iastitytions i '
cr Services 1.8 + 2.3 ! 1.2 +II.3 ;
Al mador categoTies mutuzlly exclusive. and a3l subrategories wishin
2 =330T categoTy ave also mutually exclusive.
“Total mummder of prolscts ecunals 3498
S=stal a ount oI Zunlsz egpals $333,108,307.
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Table 4

Selected Measures in Federal
Ricenreh or Children and Youth:
‘requency of Use

AAMD Adaptive Behavior Scale

ABC Readinress Test

Arademic Promise Test

Adjective Checklist

American College Testing Progros. Examinat fon
Assessment of Children's Langoage Comprehension Test
Atritude lnventory

Birron's Ego Strength Scale

Bavl vy Scales of Jnfart Developmwent
Eender-Gestalt Test

Berefter-Englemann Freschool Evaluation Form
Bialer's Children's locus of Control Scale
Bochm Test of Basic Concepts

Botel Reading lnventorv

Brown IDS self-Concept Reference Test
California Achievement Tests

California Basic Skills Test

Caltfornia Persounality Inventorv

California Phonics Survev

California Preschool Social Competency Scale
caltfornia Psyvchologlcal Inventory

California Short Form Test of Mental Miturftw
Califorpnia Test of Mental Maturity

California Test of Personality

Cattell Infant [ntelligence Scale

Child Behavior Rating Scale

Children's Apperception Test

Children's Embedded Figures Test

Children's Personality Quest onnaire
Classroom Behavior Inventory

Classroom Reading Inventorv

Clyvmer-Barrett Prereading Batterv

Cognitive Abflities Test

College and University Environment Scales
College Board Scholastic Aptit: le Test
College Fnolieh Placement Test

comprehensive Tests of fasic Skills
ooperative Preschool Inventory

Cooperative Primary Test

Cooperative Reading Comprehensfon and Math Tests
Cooperative School and College Ability Tests
Coopersmith Self-Esteem Inventory

lenver Developmental Screening Test

Detroit Tests of lLearning Aptitude
Developmental Test of Visual-Motor Intewration
Deveraux Adolescent Behavior Rating Scale
Deveraux Elementary School Behavior Rating Scale
Diagnostic Reading Scales

Draw—-A-Person

Durrell Listening-Reading Series

Early Detection Inventory

Fducat ional Development Serfes Test

French Pictortal Test of Intelligence
Gates-MacGinitie Reading Tests
Gates-MacCinitie Reading Tests: Readiness Skills
Gates-McKillop Reading Diagnostic Test
Gessell Develcpmental Tests

Gilmore Oral Readirg Test

Goldman~Fristoe Test of Articulation

Goldman~-Fristoe-Woodcock Test of Auditorv Discriminition

Goodenough-Harris Drawing Test

Gough's Home Index Inventory

traduate Record Examination EST'
(ray Oral Reading Test )

Nuebver of Projects
Intending To Use
Measure (FY '75)
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Tab e 4 (Continued)

Number of Projects
Intending To i):e
Measure (FY '75)

Halstead's Aphasia Screening Test

Harris Tests of Lateral Dominan-e

Hiskey-Nebraska Test of Learning Aptitude

Hooper Visual Organization Test

Hollingshead Scale

Houston Test for Languagz: Developcent

How I See Myself

Illinois Test of Pevenolinguistic Abilt ¥

Infant Behavior Recurd of the Bavley Scale

Intellectual Ach‘evement Responsibi ity Questionnaire

Towa S{lent Reading T st

Towda Tests of Educational Develc-ment

lowa Tests of Basic Skills

Junior Eysenck Personalf .y Inventory

Katz Adju<’ nent Scales

Kent-Rosui. [l Free Association Test

Kuhlman-Anderson Test

Lariguage Facility Test

Language Modalities Test for Aphasia

Lee~Clark Reading Readiness Test

Lefter International Performance Scale

Lincoln-Osoretsky Test

lorge-Thorndike Verbal Intelligence Test

Marianne Fro<tig Developmental Test of Visual Perception

Matching Familiar Figures Test

McGraw-Hill Basic Skills System

(MECHAM) Verbal Language Development Scales

Merrill-Palmer Scale of Mental Tests

Metropolitan Achievement Tests (MAT) 158

Metropolitan Readiness Tests

Minnesota Multiphasic Personality Inventory

Minnesota Preschool Scales

Minnesota Teacher Attitude Inventory

Minnesota Satisfaction Quest ionnaire

Missouri Children's Behavior Checklist

Mconey Problem Checklist

Multiple Affect Adjective Checklist

Murphy~Durrell Reading Readiness Analysis

Musical Aptitude Profile

Nelson BPiology Test

Nelson Reading Test

Newicki-Strickland Personal Reaction Survey

Nowicki-Strickland Version of Rotter's Scale

Ohio Vocational Interest Survey

Omnibus Personality Inventory

Opinion Attitude and Interest Inventory

Otis Lennon Mental Ability Test

Otis Quick-Scoring Mental Ability Test

Peabody Individual Achievement Test

Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test 112
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Personal Orientation Invent: ry 3
Plers-Harris Children's Self-Concept Scale 14
Porch: 1Index of Communicative Ability 1
Porteus Maze Test 10
Preschool Attainment Record 4
Preschool language Scale 2
Primary Academic Sentiment Scule 1
Isychiatric Status sSchedules 2
Purdue Pegboard 2
Purdue Perceptual Motor Scale 3
Purdue Teacher Evaluation Scale 1
Purdue Teacher Opinionnaire 2
Raven's Intelligence Tests 1
Raven's Progressive Matrices 21
Keading Readiness Test 2
Reynell Developmental Language Scales 1
Rorschach 15
Rosenberg's Self-Esteem Scale 1
Rosenzweig Picture-Frustration L

Q Rotter's Scale ~f Internality-Externality
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Table 4 (Continued)

Schaefer and Bell Parental Attitude Research Instrument
Scholastic Aptitude Test

School Motivation Analysis Test

School Readiness Survey

Screening Test of Academic Readiness
Self-Concept and Mutivation Inventory (SCAMIN)
Sentence Completion Blank

Sequential Tests of Educational Progress
Short Form Test of Academic Aptitude
Sixteen Personality Factors Questionraire
Slosson Drawing Coordination Test

Slosson Intellige. e Test

Sccial Desirability Scale

Swcial Reaction Interview

Speilberger's STAl Scale

SRA Achievement Series

SRA Primary Mental Abilities

Stanford Achievement Test

Stanford-Binet Intelligence Scale

Stanford Diagnostic Arfthmetic Test
Stanford Diagnostic Reading Test

Stasford Early School Achievement Test
Stanford Parent Questionnaire

Stern Activities Index

Student Attitude Inventory

Taylor's Manifest Anxiety Scale
Templin-Darley Tests of Articulation
Tennessee Self~-Concept Scale

Tests of Adult Basic Education

Tests of Basic Experiences

Test on Understanding Science

Thematic Apperception Test

Thomas Self-Concept Values Test

Titmus Vision Tester

Torrance Tests of (reative Thinking

Utah Test of Language Developwent

Valett Developmental Survey of Basic Learning Abilities
Valett's Psychoeducational Inventory

Vane Kindergarten Test

Verbal Language Development Scale

Vineland Social Maturity Scale

Wal%er Problem ldentification Checklist
Wechsler Adult Intelligence Scale
Wechsler-Belleview Intelligence Test
Wechsler Intelligence Scale for Children
Wechsler Preschoul & Primary Scale for Children
Wide Range Achievement Test

Wisconsin Tests of Reading Skill Development
Work Values lnventory

e

Number of Projects
Intending To Use
Measure (FY '75)
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Table 5

Frequency of Referenced and Other Tests
Utilized in Federal Research on Children and Youth,
By Primary Research Focus

Proportion of

Number Frequency Proportion of Proposals Mention-
of of Proposals Men- | ing Either Refer-
Referenced Refercenced tioning Other enced or Other
Prima:y Yocus Tests Tests Measures (%) Measures
Child or Adolescent
Development 93 369 i6.6 22.3
Physical 38 70 9.0 10.3
Cognitive 39 150 18.3 26.4
Socioemotional 43 83 25.9 34.6
The Family 24 49 32.8 37.9
Neighborhood or
Community Env. 2 2 23.1 23.1
Broader Social Env. 3 3 4.5 6.1
Study of Resecrch
Methods 21 26 12.4 17.4
Health/Welfare Serv. 51 150 14.4 19.7
Day Care 5 8 19.1 23.8
Health Care 45 106 16.2 23.90
Protective/
Advocacy 10 11 5.9 8.8
Educational Inst. 148 1,395 32.3 45.4
Special Ed. 75 263 40.8 47.7
Larly Childhood 29 56 36.1 49.4
Eiementary 81 694 47.7 74.6
Secondary 41 89 25.0 38.0
Post-Secondary 12 12 14.5 15.9
Alternative 0 0 5.9 5.9
Juvenile Justice
Institutions 3 3 4.6 6.1
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Section 2: Patterns of Federal Research
On Adolescence In FY '75

In FY '75 the Federal government sponsored 2,343 projects which were
intended to affect the age range of adolescence. This was approximately two-
thirds of the total research and development effort on non-adults (N=3,lo98)6
and involved an expenditure of $234,715,798. As was the case for all children,
the single most visible agency was the Bureau of School Systems, whose compo-
nents of Bilingual Education (250 projects and $56.6 million), Division of
Plans and Supplemeatary Services (49 projects and $3.4 million), Educational
Technology (3 projects and $1.2 million) and Environmental Education (19
projects and $.6 million) accounted for 13.7 percent of all adolescence
research and 26.4 percent of all adolescence research funding in FY '75,
(Table 6).

As was true for research on all children, the majority of adolescence
research is arranged through competitive grants (62.9%) (Table 7). Approxi-
mately 11 percent was arranged through competitive contracts and four | rcent
through sole source contracts. About thirty-nine percent of the adolescence
projects were newly funded this year; therefore sixty-one percent were con-

tinuations of arrangements from previous years.

Primary Focus of Adolescence Research

Tables 8 and 9 separate FY '75 adolescence research by the{r "primary
focus." Each project had been categorized according to the one subject area
which best described it; a project was allowed to be coded into only one area,
therefore each primary focus category is exclusive from every ather. Table 8
concentrates upon the research focused primarily upon adoler- it development:
phiysical, cognitive and socioemotional. There were 112 projects on the

problems of physical development in FY '75, comprising 4.7 percent of all

6The large percentage of adolescence projects does not imply a small
percentage for early childhood because for the purposes of the Annual Report,
the two overlap. Early childhood vresearch involved 76 percent of all the
prosects while only 33 percent of the early childhood projects affected
solely younger children and not older children as well.

oY
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2,343 adolescence research efforts. In turn, these 112 projects were an
increase of 10.9 percent over the number for FY '74, They were sponsored by
eleven Federal agencies. Furthermore, from the bottom half of Table & one
can tell that of the 112 projects on physical development, 92 (82.1%) were
for "basic" research purposes, accounting for 3.9 percent of all 2,343 of
the adolescence projects. These 92 projects were 2 67.73 percent increment

over FY !

/4 and were funded by ten separate agencies. Over all catcgories
of developmental research, the largest was "cognitive” of which there were
165 FY '75 prejects, seven percent of all adolescence research, an increase
ot 26.9 percent of FY '74.

Frem Table 9 one can see that there were 66 adolescence projects pri-
marily tocused upon law enforcement and delinquency services, 291 on health/
weltare services and 1,291 on educational institutions. Of these cate-
sories, luw cnforcement seems to have undergone the most significant incre-
ment since FY '74, for the number of efforts in that arca has doub]ed.7
The area of widest sponsorship was clearly educational institutions, and
eighteen Federal agencies were involved. The subject which contained the
smwallest proportion for basic resedarch was law enforcement and delinquency
services; that containing the largest increment in basic research was the

area of health/welfare services.
Adolescent Turget Populations

wien performing research for the Federal government, it is common to
mention in the proposal exactly which groups of people the project intends to
include in the investigation. This does not necessarily imply that only those
particular groups will be included, but if mentioned, one can be relatively
secure in assuning that information about them will be gathered and problems
pariicular to them will be discussed. Tables 10, 11, and 12 show those tar-
et populations which were mentioned in the project proposals on adolescence.

for example, wihite turget ponulations (Table 10) were mentioned in 285 ado-

oseenre project proposals. This included 1200 porcent of the adolescence project

"This reflects both the increment in activity on this subject and
the new inclusion of LEAA projects in the Adolescence Panel's FY ’75 file.

ERIC
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proposals and 8.2 percent of all proposals. These projects mentioning white
populations were sponsored by 16 agencies appearing most freAuently in those
from Right-To~Read (N=97). Furthermore, 104 of the 285 were for basic research
purposes; these 104 comprise 4.4 percent of all adolescence research, 3,0 percent
ot all research, and were funded by 12 agencies with NIMH sponsoring 36 of them.
As Table 11 shows, there were 167 adolescence projects which included the
physical'y handicapped (11a), 38 of these were for basic research purposes (11b).
Firty-one iavolved the auriliv handicapped, 26 involved the visualiy handicapped,
23 the orthopedically handicapped, and 16 those with hyperkinetic handicaps.
Table 12 yives further target population details. One hundred and seventy
projects were designed to affect those adolescents with fntellectual handicaps
(funded by L6 agencies), and 162 for those with emotional handicaps: schizo-
phrenic (26), aut{stic (17), and psychotic (48). The heaviest concentration
of effort secms to be among these adolescent target populations who are
bilingual  for that category contained 14.2 percent of alil adolescence projects
(%=333). The second most frequently mentioned target proup was the "acaden-
feally slow.”  There were 210 project proposals mentioning that category,
conprising 3.0 percent of all adolescence research.  in acither the academ-
fcally slow aer the  ilingual, hewever, was basic tuseardh vrevelant; in

edch Tt made up less than one-tenth of one percent of the rescarch.
Adolescent Social and Development of Problems

There have been some significant changes in the efforts focused upon
particular problems in adolescence (Tables 13 and 14). The number of prejects
on sexual identity and sexual roles has decreased by more than a fourth from
last year. The amount of basic research on cultural and racial identity has
also decrcased (-57.1%). But rie number of research projects for other tharn
basic purposcs in these arcas have increasc by 15 percent. On the other hand,
increases in basic research should be notec in the areas of employment
practices (+100%), vouth culture (+100%) and reading processes (+142.93).
Perhaps most marked are the increments for all research purposes in the
areas of vouth culture (r114%) and adolescent legal issues--whose 69 projects

funded by nine agencies comprised an increment of over three times the level

reported for it in FY '74.

O
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Personnel and Techniques for Tufluencing Adolescents

Tables 15, 16, and 17 illustrate the distribution of research activity
involving people and techniques for influencing adolescents. From the
tirst table (15), it is obvious that research on teachers is more frequent
taan any other category of personnel. The 632 projects involving teachers
woere tunded by 14 agencies, comprise 27 percent of all adolescence research,
and constitute an increment of 68.9 percent over FY '/4. Teaching tech-
niques, in turn, (Table 16) constitute 35.9 percent of all adolescence

reseurvh, dts U2 projects being a 4.25 percent increase over FY '74. The

.y

a4t that research on teaching techniques was sponsored by 20 out of the
23 possible agencies means that this method of influencing adolescer:s
was a subiect of focus included by almost every Federal agency sponsoring
aav idolescence research at all,

ATmong all techniques, clearly the most frequently utilized was that of
sarent involvement. This included 516 projects frem 15 agencies. Others
whiva were frequently intended for use included individualized curriculum
(070 projects), bilingual techniques (309 projects), career/employment
counseling (119 projects), and tutorial instruction (118) projects).

Strong increasés might also be noted in the areas of psycho- and physical
“herapy; while noteworthy decreases in computer education and desegregation
prafects are observed.

Among curricula (Table 17), the most frequentlv studied was the area of
readiang (49% crejects), whicn zione comprised 21.1 percent of all adolescence
research and whese level of activiry constituted a 120.5 percent increment
over the year before. Gther areas ¢f increment which might be noted are in
the areas of soncial studies (#¢77.4%). In sum, the uevelopment, testing
and evaluation c¢f new educaticonal curriculum to influence adolescents
appears, alerg with teachtag tcchniques, as the most popular research mode.
Jver hait of ail adolescence rescarch projects involved curriculum, its

1,213 projects siagnifving an increment of over a third from the previous

<
[
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Table 6

Federal Research Activity Involviag
Adolescents In FY '75, By Agency

e e e e mvmenn e e A e e e et e emma i el m e e g ek e e e e e

Sumber : Percentage i Amount ;Perccntage i
; of ' of ! of : of i
gAdolescencci Adolescence | Adolescence 1Adolescence
| Projects ' Projects ! Funds t  Funds
PPV PP PEY SEU P _._.-.._._.l__._u......._._,.‘..- et e i e oeem _____’,. e e e e
| } i
DHEW : | i |
ASPE_ _ _ _ IS VS N RS ¢k I ST
i i
oD L IR S SRS M A 917,281 | _ _.4 _ _
neewpt - | 4.0 7,449,238 ;_ 32
! |
{

|

1
——————————— I—-—‘—-'————“---——‘———‘w—-—-——-i
dAsA I L S S 2.3 L. 3,552,995 _ 1.5 _ _ |
dnovs ) . R A 5,948,/04_1 2.5 |
HOIS 1 54 f 1.5 1,696,174 7

SRS 6 5 3 7 593,354 3

......................... I o e e ae e e e o e e e e

- e e e o e

...................................

OCE e 11 AR T3 | 8,452,303
. O Total 1,013 A W }129,2"3,143 550

———— e i T aae e SRS PRSEE U
1

et e e e e e e e i e e e R S e e e e e oamn e S
USDA 83 3.5 ; 601,601 23
S S SRS SR SR
DOL 33 : 1.4 | 2,896,937 | 1.2
ACTION : 2 . | 12,400 @ --
A Su——

. ' !
‘l.':'."\A i 15 v -l) ! 3.372.875 i 1.[6

1

1
e i e T T o USRS
. i . ! i i
TOTAL b 2,343 ) 100.0 | 234,715,798 ~100.0 :

aRecently recefved data would adjust these figures to 97 projects and
58,193,810.

Q bThis does not include recently received data on 31 projects involving

‘ $4.9 million. 63




Table 7

Legal Arrangements for Adol.:c.nce
Research in FY '75

Percentage
Number of of
Adolescer e Adolescence
Projects Frojects
(N=2,343;

Agreement 90 3.8
Competitive Contract 262 11.2
Minority Contract 84 3.6
Sole Source Contract 3 -

{ Total Contract 376 16.1
Competitive Grant 1,474 62.9
Non-Competitive Grant 295 12.6

a

Total Grant 1,364 79.6

Intramural 14 -

|

New Funding 911 338.9

Continued Funding 1,432 6l.1

Multi-Agency 9 -

%The sum of the projects here totals 2,344 bucause one project as
arranged through both grant and contract methecds.

e
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Table 8

Projects Focusing Primarily Upon General Adolescént
Development Problems By Type of Research Activity

Basic and Applied
Research and Development Activity

Percentage of Percentage Change
Adolescence in Number of
Projectsb (N) Between Funding

(N) FY '74 and FY '75 | Agencies

P . m——

Adolescent Development

Tota! 19.4  (454) +11.8 17
| Physical Develcpment® 4.7 (112) +10.9 11
Cognitive Devclopmenta 7.0 (165) +26.9 8

Socivemotional
| Developmentd 5.3 (123) -20.0 10

Basic Research Only

e _ e e
Percentage of Percentage Change 3)3 3}

Adolescence in Number of | J = o ol

Projectsb (N) Between Funding §23 30

(N) | FY "76 and FY '75 | Agencies | o™ w & &

W 0 Q3

R —_— mormemens e | Q0w X
Adolescent Development 15.5 (363 +45.8 13 80.0
Physical Development” 3.9 (92) +67.3 10 82.1
Cognitive Developmenta 5.3 (124) +34.8 7 75.2

Socinemotional

Development3 4.5 (10%) +16.5 10 86.2

aMutually exclusive categories; no project was coded as applying to more
than one.

bTotal number of adolescence projects: N=2,343,
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Table 9a

Projects Focusing Primarily Upon
Organizations Which Serve Adolescents,
By Type of Research Activity

Basic And Applied Research
And Dcvelopment Activity
Percentage of
[}
Organizatfons FY '75 Percentage Change Number of
Involving A olescents? Adolescence In (N) Between Funding
ST Projectsd (N) FY '74 And FY '75 Agenciles
Law Enforcement ana
- Delinqu:ncy Services | _ _ 2.8 _(66) 1 _+100.0 o
Health and Welfare
- Services_ o _ | __l2.6_(291) | _#32.3 | _ 1
- - PayCare | ___ 36 \o___<e______|._. ‘. _ __
kducational Ingtitutions | _ _ 55,1 (1291) _ $13.2 _ __ |18 _ _
- - Secondary . _ _ _{__ _ _ 8.5 (200) ! _ _ _ pLE SV SN & SR
- - _Post-Secondary _ _ _|_ _ _ _3.5_ _(82) _| _ _ _ =33 ool
Special Education 5.9 (138) c 7
3A11 categories are mutually exclusive.
bTotal number of adolescence projects: N=2,3473.

“No valid comparison possible.

dBasic and primarily focused upon orgaanizations involving non-adults.

@}
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Table 9° (Continued)

d ]
Basic Research Only s e
o
U HQ o
P : f - [ 3 3
rganizations erce?tage ° s323
Involving FY '75 Percentage Change Number of 9,5
dolescents> Adolescence In (N) Between Funding Poe s
r Projectsb (N) | FY '74 and FY '75 Agencies y o
Law Enforcement
and Delinquency
JServices. {1 M-l SR SRS
Health and Welfare
_ Services_ _ _ _ | _ _L.1 325) __ _ ¥316.7 11 8.6
- - Daycare 4 _ 1 @\ __e_____|__ o333 ]
Educational
- Imstitutions | 2.1 _G9) | _ __ Jleo oo | 3.8_
- - .Secondary |\ _ _ .2 _ _(6)_|_ _ __ =333 |l - . 3.0
- - _Post-Secondary| _ _ .4 _ _(9_|__ _ _ R S S S 3
Special .1 (4) c 2 2.9
Education
%A1l categories are mutually exclusive
b
Total number of adclescence projects: N=2, 343,

c
No valid comrarisou possible.

Basic and primarily focused wpon organizations involving non-adults.
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Table 10%
Adolescent Target Population: Percentages of Demographic

Characteristics Included In The Proje:t Proposal,
By Type of Research

BASIC AND APPLIED RESEARCH

' Percentage of Both Agency
Percentage of i Adelescence and Number Funding The
Adolescence Early Childhood of Largest Number
Adolescent a Projeccs Projects Funding of
Characteristic (N=2,343) " (N=3,498) | Agencies Projects
White 2.2 (285)° 8.2 | 16 R1ght-To-Read
, R . M= 97
Female 5.3 (124) 3.5 14 NIMH
e - S N = 42
Black 11.7 (275) 7.9 18 Right-To~Read
. o N=73
Oriental 1.7 (39) 1.1 10 BSS
N =11
Mexican-American 7.5 (178) 5.1 16 BSS
-- - N=91
Puorto-Rican
American 2.4 (55) 1.6 10 BSS
| L L® e N = 29
Indian-American 10.6  (252) 7.2 15 OIE
N= 117
Eskimo 9 (20 .6 ! 9 NIAAA
S i ) U SO SO l N = 7
Urban 15.5  (364) 10.4 21 NIMH
N = 58
Ghetto 2.1 (50) 1.4 13 NIMH
et e T P PRI N = 10
Suburban 2.4 (47) 1.3 13 NTMH
) L . N=2§8
Rural ' 9.1 (212) 6.1 20 USDA
Indian Reservation 3.9 (92) 2.6 il O1E
_ _ B N = 60
Migrant Population 3 (7) .2 5 oCDh
N _ N=3
Population Outside T
the U.S. 2.N (46) 1.3 9 NIMH
N = 24

a :
These characteristics are not mutualily exclusive.

bw1thin the parentheses is the number of adolescence research projects currently
being funded which is intended tc affect target groups with the demographic character-
istic listed <n the leit.
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Tablelob (Continued)

BASIC RESEARCH ONLY

1
Percentage of Both | Agency Fundiné
Percentage of Adolescence and Number the
i Adolescence Early Childhood of Largest
Adolescent a { Projects Projects Funding Number of
Characteristic B (N=2,343) (N=3,498) Agencies Procjects
White 4.4 (104)° 3.0 12 NIMH N=33
Female 2.8 { 66) i.9 11 NIMH N=24
Black 4.1 ( 97) 2.8 13 NIMH N=32
. NIMH
Driental .3 ( 6) .2 4 ocD =2
Mexican-American .9 (22) .6 7 NIMH N=9
i
Puerto Rican-American & ¢ 9) .3 3 SIMH N=4
NIDA
Indian-American .3 (12) .3 6 YIMH N=4
NIMH
i 1 > 7
Eskino -1 « 2 -1 ‘ NIE K=1
!
Urhan 3.7 ( §6) | 2.5 13 NIMH N=32
i
1
Chetto 1 (D .1 & all at 1
NIMH, OCD
" >
Suburban .5 ( 12) -3 9 NIE  N=2
Rural 1.5 ( 398) 1.0 7 TSDA N=20
Indiac Reservation 1 ( 3 <1 3 all at 1
Migrant Population .1 ( 1) .1 1 NDME =1
Population Outside
the T.S. 1.3 ( 31) .8 6 NIMH N=19

aTbese characteristics are not mutvally exclusive.

bWithin the parentheses is the mumber of adolescence research projects currently deing
.funded which is intended to affect target groups with the dewrographic characteristics
listed on the left.

Q ~
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a
Table 11
Acolescent Target Population: Percentage

Involving tie Pnysically Handicapped
By Type of Research

BASIC AND APPLIED RESEARCH

; Percentage of Both % Agency
Percentage of Adolescence and Number | Funding The
Adolescence Early Childhood of Largest Number
Adolescent a Projects Projects Funding | of
Characteristic (N=2,343) N=3,498) Agenciesgi Projects
Physically Handi- b i
i capped Total 7.1 (1€7) 4.8 i3 ! 3Ed
5 i N=57
' a
§ :
i Aurally 2.2 (51) 1.5 . BEH
5 , N=21
i !
i : i
: Visually 1.1 (26) .7 ; 7 BEH
i i N=12
' H Y ]
; ] | ;
! XNeurologically | 2.8 (66) 1.9 s 1 xixeps
| | L N=25
: i
z i
Orthopedically ! 1.0 (23) -7 & i 3ZH
! ! i =10
g [
| .
dyperkinstic | .7 (16) .5 5 i NDMH
j N=12
1

aThese categories are not mtually exclusive.

Srecins . - .
ithia the parentheses is the number of adolescencs resezrch projscts currently

being funded which is intended to affect the target group on the ieft.
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Table 11b (Continued)

BASIC RESEARCH ONLY

Percentage of Both Agency
Percentage of Adolescence and Number Funding the
Adolescence Early Childhood of Largest Numbeq
Adolescent Projects Projects Funding of
Characteristic? (N=2,343) (N=3,495) | Agencies Projects
Physically Handi- b NIMH
capped Tctal 1.6 (38) 1.1 6 N=16
NINCDS
Aurally .5 (11) .3 3 N=6
i
© Visuallyv .1 (D .1 1 ; NIMA
i ! { N=1
| | |
! _ £
NIM
Neurclogically -9 (22) -6 5 Vi?%
| ; 1 Tar
Orthoredically | -1 &y -1 ’ 2 :E:m
| ! o
i |
Hyperkicetic i .4 1% ! .3 k. i}”ﬁ
§ t A=
| |
a

These categories are net wutuzlly exclusive.

Within the parentheses is the number of ad s
funded which intended to affect the target groud on the left.

=~
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Table 122

Percentage Involvipg

The Inteliectually And Emotionally daandicapped And Others,
iy Type of Rescarch

BASIC AND APPLIID RESEARCH

j Percentage of Both ! Ageuci_
i Percentage of Adc lescence and i Number Funding the
i Adolescence 1 Larly Childhood of lLargest Number
Adolescent 3 | Frojects Projects Funding of
Characteristic | (N=2,343) (N=3,493)! Agencies P-ojects
Intellectually Kandi- } b ‘
capped Total ' 7.3 (170) 4.9 16 BEH N=75
— . —
|Mentally Retarded | 4.0 _ _ _{103)_ | _ _ _ 2.9  _ _ _ _,_ _i4 | BEM _ N=36 ]
] A
| Learning Disabled | 3.u { 92) 2.6 11 ' BEH  N=52
uE } : -4
Emotionally Handi- ; i
capped Total i 6.9 (162) 4.6 13 | NDME N=108
Sehzophreste | _ L 1 _ (29 L ___ _ .. ___ | _ 3 _ NG N2
Autistic _ _ _ _ _ S S Ok VA T - SR R 4 _|_NDE_ N=12
Psvchotic e { 48) 1.4 NIMH  N=41
Srug Tsers 4.2 ( 39) | 2.8 7 NIDA  N=49
| ' .
Heroin _ __ _ _ _ T 2 T S - - 1 _j_ NIDA_ N1
| | alcohel L1.5 ( 38) 1.1 3 NIAAA N=36
i Delingueats L33 (77 2.2 i 10 NIME  N=39
i Abused or Neglected | 2.4 (57 1.5 g 7 5 0CD N=43 ;
O, i ] ' . Right-To-Read
 scademically Slow S {210) 6.0 P12 L TR
i T : :
i Drop—Outs % 2.8 { 635) 1.6 12 ; OIE N=26§
| Intellectually Gifted e (14) | .4 6  OCE %6
Runavays b2 (50 1.4 7 NDE V=39
Adolescent Parents ; .1 L 25) : -7 i0 NICED N=R
Bilingual 14.2 {333) i &.5 . 1 BSS X=250
aTﬁese characteristics aTe znor mutuallr exclusive.
kS
“Within the parentheses is the mumber of alclesseare research Frojects currently bdelrng
funded which is intended to affes: zarget §Toups with the characteristics Iisted on the
left.

O
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Table 12b (Continued)

BASIC RESEARCH ONLY

Percentage of Both Agency
Percentage of Adolescence and Number Funding the
Adolescence Early Childhood of Largest Number
Adolescent a Projects Projects Funding of
Characteristic (N=2,343) (N=3,498) Agencies Projects
Intellectually Handi- b
capped Total 1.8 (42) 1.2 7 NIMH  N=14
|Memtally Retarged | 1.1 _ _ ) _ | ____.s___|_ _s_|_ NICHD _N=10 _
1Learning Disabled .6 (15) 6 NIMH N=5
{ Emotionally Haundi-
capped Total 2.1 {50) 1.4 6 NIMH N=44
(Schizophrenic _ _ _ | _ .8 _ _ Q9 _ | _ _ _ _ .5 _ _ _ ] - -2 _ ] _NDH_N=18 _
i Autistic_ Lo .2 (_6) .2 1 NIMH_ _N=6
_____ R T T rUr-5, SO S P I .20 Sl
;Psychotic i 1.0 (24) .7 z T NIMH N=23
= j
Drag Users b 1.3 (31) G i 3 NIDA N=21
lmeresa .o | ___a___._ 1. NIDA_ _Ne4_ _.
| Alcohel .4 (5 .3 | NIaAA Ne§ |
+ Delinguents ; -G {20) _ -5 4 | NIME  N=13 |
| Abused or Neglected | .5 an .3 4 OCD  N=8
; : o i
" Academically Slow | .1 (3 | 1 : 3 all ar 1
4 4
: ! '
i Drop-Outs .2 o)) ; .1 ; 3 ; NDME  N=3
! Icteliectually Gifred | - (G} - é g § - |
: ; ¥
| Reaawavs S ¢ 4) 1 3 Ii NDE  N=2
1 :
i H t
i Adolescen: Tarenis } - (1) 2 3 l NICED N=$6
H ’
E Bilic wal ; -2 {3 .1 2 NIM=E =2
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Table 13%

Specific Adolescent Development Problems,
By Type of Research Activity

Basic And Applied Research
And Development Activity

.- T
Adolescent | Percentage of
Developmenta i FY '75 Percentage Change i Number of
Problems? | Adolescence In (N) Between | Funding
| Projectsb (N) FY '74 And FY "75 |  Agencies
) ! "
 Perceprion of the Self _|_ _ _16.8 _ (394) _: _ ... .‘ 18
| T .
i !
Cultural/Racial Identity | _ _ 1.9 _ _(46) _'_ _ _ +15.0 _ _ S T A
| :
Iaterpersonal ; f
- Relatiomships _ _ _ _ _ o - - 20 _ s o _#63.2 i _ _15_ _ _
i ¢ i
t ]
P Motdvarion i _ 4.9 (116) i =2.1 o _ 13 _ _
' {
Emeeional Developmear | _ _ 7.7 _ (181) _|_ _ _+63.2 _ _ _ _ i _ 15 _
i
i i
Lacguage Jevelopmenr 5.8 _ {136) | _ _+63.5 _ _ _ | 15
i T T T T =
t H
Readirg Process | _ _ _ | _ _ 2.5 _ {39 i _ __ NS SN S
: ! :
1 ) H
:egezo‘msnsa¢ Continuity © 8@y oo C_ o _ __'____ T
. Sexuali Identity ’ o3 (13 : -28.0 6 i
T T T T s s, (T T T - -= - T T T T T T T s s s s s - - |
P Arritudes ! 15.8  (33]) : ir g
e e e e iR S i
! ¢ !
i Copiag Mechazniscs ! 1.5 (3%) z & !
i
a. v <~
Categories are aot mutvally exclizive.
5
:0tal number of adolescence projects:  N=l1,345.
:3: valid zzm-arison ~ossikle.
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Table 13P (Continued)

Basic Research Onlyd

Percentagzs of

Adolescent |
> FY '75 Ferceatage Change | Number of §

Develormental
Problems®

Adolescence In (N) Between Funding
ProjectsP (N) | fY '74 and FY '75 | Agencies

Basic Research
Purposes

Percentage Of
Projects For

Perception cf the
Seif ‘ 1

wu
~~
W
4=
~’
(0]

Cultural/Racial
Icentity

’-J
—
[ [ W8]
~
[N
il
-3
(5]
'—l

.
Intelp v a2l . i

Relz:: oo : ' 1

w
1~
[
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a
Table 14

Projects Relating T¢ An
Adolescent's “ucial Environment,
By Type of kesearch Activity

Basic Aad Applied Research
i And Divelopment Activity

Pd~iesce i Percentage of
l itiescent ﬁ FY '75

S e oenviron - ral Percentage Change ; Number of
o . Adolescence In (N) Between '+ Funding
; “roblemsd Projects® (N) ' FY '74 And FY '75 ; Agencies
T Jo¢en.ie Deinguency 1 1.9 _8) | _ _ _e_ _ '_ 8 ___
: :
CTmemploTesmi Y S ¢ ) R R 1 o5
Felig.c:s Eaviremment _ 1 _ _ _.5 _ _ _(13) __ - 6 _
| fizvis Offemses | 2.0 _ _(&8) i _ < o3 __
B B S R Y A B
(sexReles | __ 6L 18 e s
? I=ployment Practices. _ _ _ _ 1.1 _ _ () | _ -16.1 ___ | & .
| Youtp Celture = _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -5 0 JA5) o #Ls2 5- -2 __C
; Ethaze §_Racial Cuiture 4.8 _ _ (113) | _ _ _ e _ _ _ _ _ i 12 __

Ztologzical Studies ; 3.6 (133) c 12

i

a. : 5
~ategories are ot mutually exclusive.
Total number of aiclescence srofects: N=2,343.
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Tablell-b (Continued)
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Table 15

Resezrch Projects Involving Personnel Affecting Adolescents

lPersonnel in the aiPercentage of FY '75\{Percentage Change ! Number of
lAdolescents' Tnviroament }Adolescence Projects*y in (N) Between i Funding
N) FY '74 and FY "75 .  Agencies

Educational Personnel 30.9 {723) +59.,2 16

i
i
!
!
}
i

Teacher Training ; -7 (13

R S

; Teachers 27.0 (8322) +58.9 14

P Y

e ae

: Fara-Professionals 13.6 {323) -233.2 . 10
] f
i , +
; : ;
L. - . . '-
i welfare Service Persoanel .3 (1) . -36.8 ; A
4 ‘ i
i ! —
f | |

1 t
v Tolice or law Enforcemer® .3 8 ) -14.2 ' L

! |
l ! H i
i ; ;
;Hedical oT Health Care ‘ .13 { 3&) -2£6.1 i )

!
} . ‘
i : i ! !
i Neighborheod or lozsunity’ i i ;
: N » . . i - - !
i Wworkers -4 )] i -23.1 ; ;
] t

J : i .
Valunteers .13 {3%) ’ + 2.3 i 3

4

a. . . n . -
~Aatezeriles zre 2ot mutuzlly exclusive.
o, . - =3 LA
total nuzber c¢f zlolescenze projests: N=2,353

L |
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Table 16

Projects Investigating New
Techniques for Influencing Adolescents

Percentage of
FY '75 [Perceatage Change Number of
Adolescence (N) Between Funding

a
Techniques
teeanique Projectsb o) FY '74 and FY ‘75 Agencies

Teaching Techniques 35.9 (842) +42.53 20

ual S . -1 1.8 L _ 100 _ _
_orputar Education .9 (22) 50.0 7
D e I R R T T T iy S DU -— = - — g s wme e s == -

«v_Instruction 1.6 38) -7.3 ! 13

Cra2n_Cllassreoom 2.1 50) +22.0 ] 6
. - . A Y

Nen-Graded Scheools i . 23 ) 8

am_Teachiag 2.0 47) +£2.1 13
WoTs_IXperience - 3.9 91) -1.1 | i3

rateoriel Instruction L 5.0 (118) -3.4 3
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Table 17

Research Projects Relating To
Adolescence Educational Curricul:.=x

Percentage of FY '75 |Percentage Change Number of |
a Adolescence Projects in (N) Between Funding
Adolescent Curricula {(N) FY '74 and FY '75 Agercies
1
Educational Curriculum 51.8 (1213) +39.2 29 g
!
Math 11.3 (264) +203.4 11 i
- T m m e, = .- - - F = = = = = = = = el S B Fe- - = - q:
! Social Studies 7.6 179 ‘ +477.4 10 :
| = e e m oo e e — = 4 e - . - -2 -2 B :
| ' < i
- Language Arts . 23.¢ (554) . +94.3 11 :
i ]
Art/Music : 4.2 ( 99) +120.0 | 10 I
e T g Tmm- - e
Science i 5.5 (129) +377.7 : 8 i
b e e o e e e = e — - - e o e - - o 4 - - e - - L. L -2 - - ;
- : l
Vocational =é. g.3 (219%) +20.3 18 i
........... et SO
Career EZ. : 3.8 (207) ‘ +11.2 : A ;
Physical Ed. ; 1.3 (42) +100-.0 7 -'
________________________________ - e e e s - ?
, Bealth and Safetv Ed. | 2.4 { 56) : +194.7 ; ) %
t N t ]
P I T S e ittt B - : f
i Drug Aduse Ed. ; 3.0 (7} | F7E.0 : 7 :
b e D e e e m - - - - . d s e - e - - o S - m - - i
. i ~ : ! i
Sex EZ. | .3 ( &3 ; -14.2 i s :
| : H
: Esvirommental =d. ; PR ( 32) ' -33.% ; & a
el e N T---=-- ‘
| Citizenship Traiming | .5 {18) -77.7 ; & g
e i - = = = - - = i
ZE. for Pazremthoosd ' 1.2 {23) : -32.0 g A i
. . ' t
| Reading P 21.1 1435) : +122.3 : 12 §
1 = H N ; i
! ' ' H
“Noze of these categories are exclusive of azv other categorv.
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CHAPTER IV

PATTERNS OF AGENCY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT OGN ADOLESCENCE:
THEIR MISSIONS, ACTIVITY IN FY '75 AND LEVLLS OF INTEREST FOR FY '76

mtroductins

Ir the following chapter the activities within individuzl agencies
are broken down into four groups. First, the focus of each is compacted
Iato a brief "Mission" Statement, the stbstance of which derives from

t

legisiative mandates. Second and third, each agency's FY '75 activity

0n
rt
i ]
[¢]
2]
(1,
47}
[77]
[g]
"

ibed zlong two dimensions: 1its rroject characteristics
categeries of funding, tvpe of research and development, usage of method-
logies ete.) and its Frizary research foci. These two dimensions are
displayed for sach ageacy with two tables. Fourth and lastly, each
agency's plans for the aext fiscal vear, that of IY '76, are summarized
int2 ome or two paragraphs. The basis for this statement is taken from

a forz which had beea senn to eash ageacy znd returned by an indivicual
with xnowladige of his agercy's intentions. A surmary chart of these

S "level: :f Zpterest” czn be fread as APPENDIX A.
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE
OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT TO THE SECRETARY FOR PLANNING AND EVALUATION

’ TY '75 Funding of Adolescence Research: $£.01 millien ($12,039)

¢ Number of Adolescence Research Projects Spensored <a FV '75: 2

Missicn

The O{fice of the Assistant to the Secretary for Planniag and Evaluation
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action to the Secretary in the Department cof Health,
Educarion, and Welfare. Since ASPE's purpose is to review the planning and
evaiuation activitics of the Departzernt of Health, Zducation, and Welfare, it
fas considerable imoortance to the Federal government research and research
ASPE acts to help agencies within DHEW define their jpiaas

ollcy Develorsment and Implementatica (PDI)—the agency's stratezv te
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Tlans for Tisczl Year T
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% adrlescenis whe, for cne ress:aoor azuother, tun gway Iroz hozme.  Through
the seconiary analysis of Zata the apency inmtends to 1cok &t Stztes ofemlers
inoforrectionzl programs. 1o ozdditism JASTE inmtends o sronscr & comference
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OFFICE OF YOUTH DEVELOPMENT

0 FY '75 Funding of Adolescence Research: $1.0 million
o Number of Adolescent Research Projects Sponsored in FY '75: 7

Mission

Under the authority of Section 4% .t .he Social Security Act and the
suvenile Justice and Delinquency Preventi . .ct of 1974 (“the Runaway
Youth Act"), the Office of Youth Devel.pment is charged with developing
knowledge that is focused on youth devziopment: beth with respect to
problems within specific target populations (e.;-, those behind in school,
those out-of-school, the unemployed, the runaways, the handicapped, etc.),
and with respect to the institutional Larriers that dissuade or deter youth
at-risk from reaching their potentials. The agency seeks to develop
theoretical constructs, strategies, and models of youth development. The
particular focus is on institutional organization and community resources
that can assure equal opportunities for youth to have and utilize the
experiences and services essential for independence as a young person
and as an adult,

The mission of OYD is therefore to affect the coordination and
institutional changes required to create a climate conducive to favorable
development for all youth, with a special emphasis on the prevention of
juvenile delinquency. OYD has three programmatic components: (1) the
Division of Youth Services System which administers the Juvenile Delin-
quency Prevention Act of 1972; (2) the Division of Youth Activities which
serves as the Federul government's spokesman for youth activities; and (3)

a section addressing the problem of youths whe run away from home.

Fiscal Year '75

O0YD's seven applied research projects were 71.4 percent contracts and
28.6 percent grants. Tue methodological techniques of interviews, question-

naiires and surveys were each used in four of the seven prujects. Other

£3/8%/85
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0YD
PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS: FY '75

® Funding: 31 million

® Number of Projects: 7

a
Percentage” of
Number Adolescence Amount
of Projects Within of
Projects (N) The Agency (%) Funds (§)
FUNDING CATEGORY® .
Agreement — _— -
Contract 5 71.4 780,171
Competitive 4 57.1 732,800
8~-A Minority _— _— _
Sole Source 1 14.3 47,371
Crant 2 28.6 197,110
Competitive - - -
Non-Competitive 2 28.6 197,110
Intramural
TYPE OF RESEARCHb
Basic _— - -
Applied Research 7 100.0 977,281
Evaluation ) - _— -
Pesearch Dissemination —_— - _—
Research on Policy —_— - -
:ETHODOLOGIES®
Longitudinal - - _—
Pre~-Test, Post-Tect 2 28.6 338,537
Case Study - - -
Multidisciplinary - - _—
Observational Techniques 1 14.7 120,317
Interview Techniques 4 57 .1 693,039
Use of Questionnaires 4 57.1 693,051
Survey Techniques 4 57.1 659,854

“Each agency has 1 varying number of projects w:ich affect adolescence.
This figure is the proportion of adolescence projects within this particular
agency in each category.

bEach project was placed in one funding category and in one research
category. Thus, within these two, each subcategory is mutually exclusive of
each other subcategory; the sum of the percentages therefore approximates
one hundred.

“The descriptive characteristics are not mutually exclusive. A project
proposal may have mentioned the intention to use one, more than one, or none
of these : :thodological categories; the proportion figures should not approxi-
mate one hundred.

84
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oYD
RESEARCH FOCI

® Funding: $1.0 million
® Number of Projects: 7

Percentage of
Number Adolescence Amount
a of Projects Within of
Primary Focus Projects (N) The Agency (%) Funds ($)
Developmental 2 L4 28.6 :‘07,389
Physical Development - - -
Cognitive Developaent - - ==
Socioemotional Development - o ==
Family 2 28.6 341,985
Neighborhood - - -
Broader Social Environments - - -
Study of Research Methods 1 14.3 230,797
Health/Welfare Services - - --
Educational Institutions 2 ' 28.6 197,110
Secondary School - - -=
Post-Secondary School | 1 14.3 107,740
Vocational/Technical Schools | 1 14.3 89,370
Juvenile Justice Institutions i - - -=
|
Breakdown of Largest Primary Focus
Categories: The Family
Ecology of the Home 2 28.6 341,985
Family Structure, Composition 2 28.6 525,411
Intratamijly Relationships 2 28.6 341,985
Family's Interface with
‘ Society 2 28.6 317,869
X Educational Institutions
f tducational Curriculum 3 42.9 427,907
! Tueaching Tzchniques | 2 28.6 197,110
Treatment or Procedures ! 1 14.3 107,740
Materials or Equipment 2 28.6 228,057
Other Program Policy 5 : 71.4 635,296
| Youth Involvement 3 42.9 317,427
!

aEach proposal was described as focusing primarily upon _re {and only one)
of tuhe major categories. When an educational or uevelopmental project could
also be placed nichin a aubhcateporv, 1t was duly noted; thus the sun of the
subcategories in these two areas miy not be the equivalent o7 the larger
focus. However, the sum of these larger categories should appro:.imate cne
hundred percent of all the activity on adolescence within each 3dsency.
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primary toci involved adolescent development, the family, the study of
rzsearch methods, and educational institutions.
Plans for iiscal Year '76

In FY '76, the Gffice of Youth Development will focus their research
and evaluation efforts increasingly upon the problems of youths who lave
run away from their homes. It will increase its attention to counseliny
them and their families, developing secondary analyses of survey data, and
improving both methods of program evaluation and statistical techniques.
In addition, a low level of attention will continue with respect to sex-
ually abused adolescents, unwed adolescent mothers, venereal and other

diseases. A high level of interest can be expected with respect to research

on the institutional barriers to youth development.

-~
~
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NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF CHILD HEALTH AND HUMAN DEVELOPMENT

4
[ ] FY '75 Funding of Adolescence Research: $8.2 million

L Number of Adolescence Research Projects Sponsored in FY '75: 97
lission

NICHD does rot have one specific discase or disorder for fte focus of
attention. NICHP supports research in the basic processes of human develop-
ment including those involved in social and behavioral developnient, as well
as the liomedical processes. The recently expanded research program on
adolesceint growth and development includes five arcas of empl:asis: the bio-
logical process, nitrition, intellectual development, socialization, anc

both ¢ndocrinological and psychological development.

Fiscal Year '75

Funding in NICHD was primarily awarded through the use of grants (79.4%),
with 18.6 percent using contracts. The research was largely basic (78.4%)
and to some extent applied (17.5%). Of the methodologies, Interview tech-
niques, pre- and post-test design and questionnaires were most commonly
mentioned in project proposals. Most of the research focused on the "develop-
ment'" of the child or adolescent, with 29.9 percent focusing on physical
development; 20.6 percent on cognitive development; and 11.3 percent on
socioemotional development. Further breakdown of phiysical development reveals
that body grewth, physical discase and health issues related to pregnancy and

childbirth ../¢ been mos: often a focus of the research.

Plans for Fisca' Year '76

Neurologic handicaps will remain of high interest at NICHD. Low insolve-
ment will continue in the areas of biringual learning problens, run-aways,
autism or adolescents who have been diagnosed as having ~rthopedically,

/
*0t this figure the actual cmount which will affect adolescence with-
out also including early childhood is approximately $.9 million.

89
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NICHD

PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS: FY °’75

¢ Funding: $4.2 million
@ Nunber of Projects: g7

l Percentagea of
Number Adolescence Anount
of Projects Within of
- Projects  (N) The Apency (%) Funds ($)
FUNDING CATEC: ..°
Agreemen* - - =
Contract . 18 18.6 1,278,608
Competir .: : 5 5.2 296,295
! P-A Minc ! _- - -
| Soie Scovr, [ - - -—
' Grant ' 77 79,4 6,325,410
l Competitive ! 13 13.6 1,134,557
Non-Compe titi e 43 44.3 4,075,006
Intranuial 1 1.0 9.600
‘....- - s - N v —— i — - ——— - : 2
| =¥re oF rESEARCH”
Basic 76 78.4 4,784,327
Applied Research 17 17.5 2,671,257
LEvalua:zion 2 2.1 77,580
Research Dissemination 1 1.0 40,554
Research on Pouicy - - -
METHODOLOGIES®
Longitudinal 14 ’ 14.4 540,892
Pre-Te:*, Pos'-Test 19 19.n 1,390,064
Case i+udy 3 31 376,988
Multidisciplina~ ! b n.2 1,195,389
Observational Techniques 7 7.2 721,068
Interview Techniques 23 23.7 1,673,398
Use ol Questionnair-s 18 18.6 1,046,701
1 Survey Tec.niques 13 13.4 1,228,671
- o S

[P )

a : . B
Each agency hus a var, ., numbe- of projects which affert adolescence.
This figure is the proportisa of .dslescer ¢ prcjects within this particular
agency in eaca category.

b .
Fich | .uject was placed iu one funding category and in one resecarch

category. Thus, within these two, each subcategory is mutually exclusive of
each other subcategory; " sum o the percentages therefore approxirates
one hundred.

“The descriptive characteristics are nct mutually exclusive. A project
proposal may have aentioned the intention to use one, more than one, or none
of these methodr!r~ical categories; the proportion figures should not approxi-
mate cne hundrec
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NICHD
RESEARCH FOCI

® Fuuding: $8.2 million
® Number of Projects: 97

r‘ Fercentage o
Number Adolescence ‘ Amount
Pri - a of Projects Within i of
, rimary rocus Projeects (N) The Agercwr () | Funds ($)
Developmental 68 ; 70.° 5,776,997
{ Ftysical Developuent 29 9.9 2,120,370
Cognitive Develcprient 20 20.6 1,569,750
Sorciocmotional Development 11 11.3 418,809
Family 12 i2.¢4 701,204
Meignborhood 1 ; 1 32,787
Brcader Social Environments 4 | b 263,004
Study of Re:-arch Methods V P 385,173
Healih,/Welfare Services A 4.1 454,453
Fduzational In_ititutiens j -- - -
i Ceccr:lary School !
i Pos2-Secondary School
Vocat ~nal. Technical Schoc.~ :
[ Juvenile Just{-e Institutions i - - -
i Breakdow: of Largest Primar: Focus
i Categor-: Pnysi~al Development
j r.dy Growtl 24 2.7 2,249,900
| Mo- .r Development g | 6.2 1,393,130
' Sens¢ y T:ocesses ! 5 ] 6.2 1,754,268
| P.ysical Characteristics [ 10 v 10.3 1,476,660
; Handica,,ping Condition ! 8.2 1,839,953
| shyeical Disease , 14 14.4 1,596,867
Natcitfon Studiss \ 4 4.1 272,986
Genetic S wdies o1 11.3 1,917,584
Pharmacol 3y Studies 5 5.2 727,917
Epidemio: 'gv Studies 3 3.1 478,002
Health Issues: Prgrancy,
Childbirth L3 13.4 1,893,804
VUSSR AU o - - L. I

aEach proposal waes described as focusing primarily upon one (and only one)
of the major categories. When an educational or developuental project could
also be placed within a subcatepory, it was duly aoted; thus the sum of the
subcategories in these two areas may not be the equivalent of the larger
focus. However, the sum of these larger categorles should approximate on»
hundred percent of all the activity on adolescence within each agency.
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visually or aurally handicapping problems. Relatively high involvement
will continue to surround the areas of speech problems, and those who
are retardec, academically slow or learning disabled.

In the area of abused ov neglected adolescents, activity will remain
at a level similar to FY '75. No alterations should occur over emphasis
among, differing ascriptive target population characteristics with relatively
cqual concern being shown between blacks, whites, Spanish-speaking
Americans, and those who live in rurai, urban or suburban sreas.

Very high attention will continue to be placed within the areas of
cognitive and physical (body growth) development. Social development
including personality, emotional and behavioral, will also Y“e an area of
concentration.  High interest will continue in understanding the influences
of family structure and family functions and the social/cultural environ-
ment on adolescents.  Investigating the influences of physical environment
ipon adolescents will continue to be of low priority.

Low ewphasis will continue with respect to psychotherapy and psycho-
logical counseling. No changes should occur in the interest in methodology
or over those methodologies which are most prevalent. A sociological,
psychological and biologlcal emphasis will continur to prevail, followed

lastly by anthropological perspectives.

(0
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NALTONAL INSTITUTE OF MENTAL HEALTH

0 FY '7> Funding of Adolescence rResearch: $17.2 million
o Vumber of Adolescent Research Projects Sponsored in FY '75: 429
Mission

Two principal pieces of legislation direct the National Institute of
Mental Health's research and development in the age range of adolescence:
Section 301 and 303 of the Public Health Services Act (PL 78-410), and
Section 29%(b) ot the Social Security Act (PL 92-6u3),

The objectives of the research program of NIMH are to support research
on the etfology, diagnosis, treatment, prevention, and control of mental
fliness, and the promotion of mental health. NIMH is primarily responsi-
ble, therefore, for tiie support of applied, clinical and basic research
aimed either at thwe resolution of specific problems of mental and emotional
illness, or at the augmenting of krnowledge regarding human behavior. Areas
of study wnich relate to adcioscents include the process of occupational
choice, sex role development, preparation for family roles, the understand-
ing of the problems contributiag to crime and delinquency, and the means
of treating these problens.

Fiscal Year '7%

T najority of NIMH's 429 projects were awarded as grants. Except
for the projects that ware sponsored intramurally {2.3%), the remaining
P vijects were contracts (13.4%). Basic research comprised half of the
projects with applied accounting for 37.8 percent. Of the rethodolugical
categories pre- and post-test design was the most frequently mentioned
in project proposals. The largest primary focus category, adolescent
development, consicted of 17.3 percent on cognitive problems, 15.06
percent on socicemotional problems, and 5.8 percent on problems of physical
development. The second largest orirary focus category was health/welfare

services, with further distinctions showing an emphasls on gspeeific issues

in mental hoalth and delinquency.
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NLMH
PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS: FY '75

® Funding: $17.2 million
@ Number of Projects: 429

Percentagea of
Nur® -~ Adolescence Amount
ot Projects Within of
Projects (N) The Agency (%) Fund: ($)
FUNDING CATEGORY®

Agreement

Contract 59 13.8 280,447
Competitive 52 12.1 262,827
8-A Minority - _— _—

Sole Source - - _—

Grant 360 83.9 16,964,104
Competitive 174 49,6 7,181,532
Non-Competitive 183 45.8 9,624,591

Intramural 10 2.3 0

TYPE OF RESEARCHb

Basic 217 5.6 7,999,786

Applied Research 162 37.8 7,525,698

Evaluation 35 8.2 1,018,688

Research Dissemination 10 2.3 100,379

Research on Policy 5 1.2 0

METHODOLOGIES®

Longitudinal 75 17.5 5,859,166

Pre-Test, Post-Test 147 34.3 7,574,602

Case Studyv 7 1.6 652,473

Multidisciplinary 1 4,2 1,727,053

Observational Techniques 61 14.2 3,432,353

Interview Techniques 115 26.8 5,469,113

Use of Questionnaires 35 £.2 1,343,912

Survey Techniques

3Each agency has a varying number of projects which affect adolescence.
This figure {s the proportion of adolescence projccts within this particular
agency in each category.

bEach project was placed in one funding category and in one research
category. Thus, within these two, each subcategory is mutvally exclusive of
each other subcategory; the sum of the percentages therefore approximates
one hundred.

“The descriptive characteristics are rot mutually exclusive. A project
proposal may have mentioned the intention to use one, more thin one, or none
of these methodological categories; the proportion figures should not approxi-
wate one hundred.
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NIMH
RESEARCH FOCI

¢ Funding: $17.2 million
® Number of Projects: 429

Percentage of
Number Adoleascence Amount
) a of Projects Within of
Primary Focus Projects (N) | The Agency (Z) Funds ($)
Developmental 178 41.5 6,606,991
Physical Development 25 5.8 1,734,276
Cognitive Development 74 17.3 2,028,339
Socioemotional Development 67 15.6 1,943,868
Family 34 7.9 1,488,902
Neighborhood 5 1.2 198,474
Broader Social Envircnments 2 4.9 949,874
Study of Research Methods 14 3.3 481,593
Health/Welfare Services 80 18.7 4,320,448
Educational Institutions 49 11.4 2,062,282
Secondary School b ; 1.4 91,961
Post-Secordary School 16 3.7 828,45¢C
! Vocationai/Technical Schools == -= --
Juvenile Justice Institutions 4b 1.2 1,135,987
Breakdown of Largest Primary Focus
Category: Health/Welfare Services
Preventive Health Services 2 .5 328,991
Pre-, Post-Natal Health Care 1 .2 0
Drug Abuse Services 1 .2 162,904
Family Planning Services 2 .5 0
Mental Health Services i 58 13.5 2,397,392
| Foster Care 1 .2 0
f Child Abuse Services 3 .7 226,541
Employment Services 2 .5 116,695
Emergency Services 4 .9 175,760
Advocacy 8 1.9 447,634
Delinquency Services ' 52 12.1 1,380,260
Kecreation | 2 .5 17,620
Law Enforcement 4 .9 291,330

aEach proposal was described as focusing primarily upon one (and only one)
of the major categories. When an cducationdl or cevelopmental proiect Lculd
also be placed within a subcatepory, it was duly noted; thus the sum of the
subcatcgories in these two areas niy not be the equivalent of the larger
focus. However, t“r sum of these larger categories should approximate one
hundred percent oi all the activity oa adolescence within ecach agen:
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Plans {or Fiscal Year '76

Within ‘he National Institute of Mental Health, the Center for Studies
of Crime and Delinquency will continue to concentrate its highest attention
on studies of adclescert delinquents, behavior problems, and the influence
of the social/culturai environment. Medium or low attention will continue
with respect to abused or neglected adolescents, cognitive decision-making,
family functions and special school programs for delinquency and related
behivior problems. High attention will continue to focus upon the develop-
ment of methods for evaluation, obsevvation, research designs and the
development of applicable techniques of statistics. The research will con-

tinue to show a sociological or psychological emphasis.
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NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF DRUZ ABUSE

FY '75 Funding of Adolescence Research: $y.

Number of Adolescence Research Project. Sponsured In Fy '75: g5

Mission

The research and development effort which affects adolescents stems
from Sections 301 and 303 of the Public Health Service Act, and Sections 409,
410, and 223 of the Drug Abuse Offense Act (PL 92-255). Together, these
picces of legfislation mandate the spensorship of demonstration projects,
pilot studies, basic research and program evaluation efforts. As a result,
the mission of the Nationmal Institute of Drug Abuse is to support research
and demonstration projects investigating the nature and extent of drug use
problems, comparing various treatment methods, and improving the efficiency
of treatment for the young drug user. In addition, prevention and educa-
tion research Is supported through the expansion of model treatment and inter-

vention ideas.

Fiscal Year '75

All but three of NIDA's 65 projects were funded as grants. More than
half of their projects were classified as arplied research, while most of
those remaining were considered basic research. Interviews, questionnaires,
and pre- and post-test deslgns were the techniques most frequentiy
menritioned in project proposals. Two primary foci acco' :ted for the largest
percentage of the projects: health/welfare services, the largest, and
afolescent development. Forty-nine percent of the health/welfare service
category involved drug abuse services; just under 14 percent of the develop-
ment category focused upon questions of a physical nature, 6.2 percent on

socioemotional develoorent.
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NIDA

PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS: FY '75

® Funding: $5.3 million

® Number of Projects: 45

- UG ——— — l - a
! Percentege of
Nurber ' Adolescence Amount
of Projects Within of
Projects (N) The Agency (%) Funds ($)
FUNDING CATEGORY" |
Agreemen!.
' Contract 3 b.h 48,658
Cowmpetitive — - -
8-A Minority - - -
Sole Source 2 3.1 43,658
Grant 62 95,4 5,440,593
Competitive 29 45.6 <4 545,257
Non-Competitive - -- -~
fnlramural
TYPE OF ResEAncH]
Basic 26 40,0 2,536,991
Applied Research RS 55.4 2,952,260
Evaluation 1 406 0
Research Dissemination - - .-
Research on Policy -= -= -
METHODOLOGIES®
Longitudinal £ 9.2 505,986
Pre-Test, Post-T¢st 1 27,7 1,696,308
Case Study ! 1.5 111,073
Multidisciplinary -- -- -
Otservational Techniques ! 4ot 346,160
Interview Techniques ! 21 32.3 1,725,007
Use of Questjonnaires l& 27,7 1,499,136
Survey Techniques 4 .2 172,836
t .

a . . ; .
Eacli agency has a varyiug number of projerts which affect adclescence.
This figure is the proportion of adolescence projects within this particular
agency in each category.

bEach project was pliced in one funding category and it one research
category. Thus, within these two, each subcategory is mutualiy exclusive of
each otlier subcategury; the sum of the percentages therefore approximates
one hundred.

“The descriptive characteristics are not nutually exclusive. A project
proposal may have mentioned the inteation to use one, more than one, or none
of these methodological categories; b= proportion figures should not approxi-
mate one hundred.
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NIDA
RESEARCH FOCI

® Funding: $5.5 million
® Number of Projects: 65

Percentage of
Number Adolescence Amount

1 of Projects Within of
Primary Focus' Projects (N)| The Agency (%) Funds ($)
Developmental 21 32.3 1,832,280
Physical Development 9 13.9 943,105

Cognitive Development - -- -
Socivemotional Development 4 h.2 307,077
Family 3 4.6 353,521

Neighborhood -- ~- --
Broader 3ocial Eavironments i 1.5 99,331
Study of Research Methods 4 6.2 416,968
Health/Welfare Services 25 38.5 2,081,542
Educational Institutions 9 13.9 579,536

Secondary School -= == --

Post-Secordary Schouol - - -

Vocational/Technical Schools -- == --
Juvenile Justice Institutions 2 3.1 126,073

Breakdnwn of Largest Primary Focus
Category: Health/Welfare Services

Health, Medical Services 32 49,2 2,499,859
Drug Abuse Services 32 49.2 2,499,859
Recreation 1 1.5 141,123

%Each proposal was described as focusing primarily upon one (and only one)
of tue major categories. When an educatioaal or developuental project could
also be placed within a subcateporv, it was duiy noted: thas the sum of the
subcategories in these two arcas nay not be the equivalent of the larger
focus. However, the sum of thesc larger categorics should approximate one
hundred percent of all the activity on adolescence within each agency.
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Plans for Fiscal Year '76

The FY '76 research of the National Institute of Drug Abuse which affects
adolescents will continue to cenver around the use and the abuse of marijuana,
hercin, non-opiate and multiple drugs. Strong interest relating to drugs will
continue to be shown with respect to adolescent parents, socioemotional
aspects of behavio-, physical disease, the social environmer., drug education,
psychotherapy and vocational trafaing. 1Ir additisn there should be evidence
of high attenticn ir FY '76 bzing paid to methodological quescisns of evalua-
tion, observation, survey analysis, self-concept, and methods of improvement

for inter-study comparability.
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NATLONAL INSTITUTE ON ALCOHOL ABUSE AND ALCOHOLISM
ALCUHMOL, DRUG ABUSE, AND MENTAL HEALTH ADMINISTRATION, DHEW

) FY '75 Funding of Adolesceace Rescarcii: $3.6 million

L huuber of Adelescence Rescarch Projects Sponsored in FY '75:

[y
&~

Mission

The National Institute on Alcotiol Abuse and Alcohclism (NIAAA) has two
principal objectives: (1) to make treatment and rehabilitative services
available to alcoholic people and problem drinkers by mobilizing existing
resources at the Federal, state and local level and by developing a broad
Fulge of community alcoholism treatment and renabilitative programs; (2) to
PUrsue Lew methods tor preventing the abuse and misuse of alcoholic bever~
dayes and the testing and evaluating of the effectiveness of these methods.

Wwithin JIAAA tnere are three administrative units which fund projects
aftecting adolescence:  the Office of Program Development and Analysis, the
Youti Preveation Branch (within the Division of Prevention), and the Extra-
mural Rescarca Branch {(within the Division of Research). Each of these
units s 1 distinct function in the enactment of portions of the Social
surcurity Avt (PL 91-616). The Office of Preogiam Development and Analysis
awards contracts for specific surveys to outside research organizations and
toen analyzes and reports upen the data within the agency. The Youth
Prevention branch funds demonstration and evaluation projects conducted by
non-profit institutions, and the Extramural Research Branch funds proposals--
usuially unsolicited from university-based researchers--in the normal pattern
utilized within the other health institutes.,

The Division of Prevention research includes investigations of
the impact of a wide varicty of factors--social, psychological, physical,
economic, legal and educational--upon people's drirking patterns. In addi-
tioa, studies on the etiologies of alcoholism hope to clarify the different
roles that culture, health, and quality of life play in the developmenu of
this illness. Youth has been identified as the primary target group in

rany of these studies. One importaat program direction within this division
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NIAAA
PROJECT THARACTERISTICS: FY '75

® Funding: $3.6 million
® Number of Projects: 54

| Percentagea of
Number Adolescence Amount
of Projects Within of
Projects (N) The Agency (%) Funds ($)
FUNDING CATEGORY
Agreement
Contract
Competitive
8-A Minority
Sole Source
Grant 54 100.0 3,552,995
Competitive 10 18.5 424,960
Non-Competitive 44 £1.5 3,128,035
Intramural
TYPE OF RESEARCHb
Basic 17 31.5 824,737
Applied Research 3 64.8 2,610,910
Evaluation 2 3.7 118,248
Kesearch Disseminaticn - - -
Research on Policy -- -- —
METHODOLOGIES®
Longitudinal 2 3.7 121,645
Pre-Test, Fost-Test 3 5.6 355,586
Case Study - - --
Multidisciplinary 2 3.7 289,002
Observational Techniques 2 3.7 212,892
Interview Techniques LS5 27.8 735,597
Use of Questionnaires 10 19.5 325,335
Survey Techniques 4 b 1,2,861

3fach agency has a varying number of projects which affect adolescence.
This figure is the proportion of adolescence projects within this particular
agency in each category.

bEach project was placed in one funding category and in one research
category. Thus, within these two, each subcategory is mutually exclusive of
each other subcategory; the sum of the perceatages therefore approximates
one hundred.

c
The descriptive characteristics are not mutually exclusive. A project
proposal may have wmentioned the intention to use one, more than one, or none

of these methodological categories; the proportion figures should not approxi-
mate one hundred.
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NIAAA

RESEARCH FOCI

® Funding: $3.6 million
@ Number of Projects: 3%

I Pevrcentage of
Number Adolescence Amount
a of Projects Within of
Primary Focus Projects (N) The Agency (%) Funds (S)
Developmental 12 22.2 305,893
Physical Development 2 3.7 110,756
Cognitive Development - -- -
Socioemotional Development 8 14.8 126,605
Family 3 5.6 178,860
Neighborhood - - --
Broader Social Environments 1 1.9 40,919
tudy of Research Methods - - -
Health/Welfare Services 27 50.0 2,001,312
Educaiional Institutions 11 20.4 1,026,011
Secondary School -= == -=
Post-Secondzry School - - -
Vocational/Technical Schools - e ==
Juvenile Justice Ins:itutions - . -
Breakdown of Lar%est Primary Focus
Category: Health/Welfare Services
Health, Medical Services 38 70.4 2,848,086
Drug Abuse Services 2 3.7 66,812
Alcohol Abuse Services 35 64.8 2,761,120
Welfare Services 6 11.1 323,299
Emp loyment Services 4 7.4 150,439
Emergency Services 3 5.6 256,245
Delinquency Services 1 1.9 83,585
Recreation 9 16.7 464,116

Y ach proposal was described as focusiog primarily upon one (and only onc)
of the major categories. When an educatioaal or Jdevelopmental project could
also be placed within a subcaterory, it was duly noted; thus the sum of the
subcategories in these two areas may not be the equivalent of the larger

focus. However, the sum of these larger cates.rics

should approximate one

hundred percent of all the activity on adolescence within each agency.
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et Y eata Moacatien dranch, This scection supports demonstration
Uovendle o te el urape responsibility in the use of alconol and
soVea e e L Gbs oW st proprass Por o cloohol cducation, A second
Lore s cacnelo b taro e the dumpmunity Provention Branch, has as its goal
owc b et cr ticctive naldth caueation programs relating to alcohol

S tor i el o iy popalation, swhica also includes youth,

Do TNAAT S s jocte were tandod as oprants, 81, percent non-
competiCive by eeotiatens There wis Little cvaluation rescarch; most was for
applied (mags Y o hasie C21,57) purposes,  Interviews and questionnaires
were the most trequently mentivoed sethodologies,  Half of the projects
tocused ot acaltia o weltare services tor populations who use aleohol.  Thus,
alvonol abusic services were g focus of w408 pereent of their prejects.  The
second bargest primary cocus categery was in adolescont development  mphasiz-
ing questions Mu socioemotional health., “sther important analyses focused
on the correlates of adoloscent drinking Leluavior, the extent of vouth
involvement in NLAAA prant prograns, and o comprelensive teview ol all

current literature on vouth and alccohol.

Plans fer fiscal Year '76

The anighest level of activity at NIAAA will continue to concern users
of alcohol with a new emphasis on related pregnancy outcomes, the family,
the neighbornood or local environmental influences on the adolescent.
Alcohel education, psychotherapy and counseling, and research
uon the methodologies of tests and measures, program cvaluation, observa-
tional techniques and longitudinal researcn will all be important. With a
moderate level of interest, delinquent, run-away and emotional aspects of
drug abuse will continue to be studied. Also investigated will be issues
cbnccrning school dropouts, abused or acglected adolescents, the cognitive
and sociocmotional development of adolesceats. In general, the disciplinary

emphasis at NIAAA will remain sociological and psychological.
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NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF NEUROLOGLCAL AND COMMUNICATIVE
DISORDERS AND STROKE

] FY '75 Funding of Adolescence Research: $é million
¢ Number of Adolescence Research Projects Sponsored in FY '75: 56
Missiou

The mission of the National Institute of Neurological and Communicative
Disorders and Stroke (NINCDS) is to further basic and applied research on
neurviosical and communicative disorders and stroke during the adolescent
perivd.  Special research atteatios is devoted to treatment and rehabil{ta-
tiva of neurological and communicative discrdere to enable effected ado-
Jescents to achieve fullest realization of their social and vocational
poetentials.

Priorit: has beeu given to the following issues: (1) neurologic develop-
mertal abnormatities (cerebral palsy, mental retardation, epilepsy, learn-
Ly Jisorders and the neurologic aspects of autism); (2) communicative dis-
orders; (3) degencrative, demyelinating, netcbolic and nutritional disorders
of the brain, nerve and wuscles; (4) traumatic and vascular disorders which
produce neurelogical disability; (5) viral and other irnfectlons of the
nervous svstuem; (b)) cerebral neoplasms; and (7) neural prothesis research.

Fiscal Year '75

Not quite two-thirds of NINCLS's projec’s were funded as competitive
srant -, The projects were evenly divided among basic and applied rezearch,
and a multidisciplinary aprroach was used in 30.4 percent. Other method-
clopies speciticd in more than 10 percent of the successful proposals
include loagitudinsl studies and pre- and post-test designs. Most of the
roesearch focused on the development of the child or adolescent, primarily
phvsical development. Within phyvsical development, physical disease and
SUNSOTY PTrocesses were the dreas upon which there was most often concentra-
tion. Another primary focus that represented a significant portion of

their projects were health or welfare services.
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NINCDS
PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS: FY '75

® Funding: $6 million
® Number of Projects: 56

- a
Percentage of
Number Adolescence Amount
of Projects Within of
Projects (N) The Agency (%) !  Funds (§)
FUNDING CATEGORY®
Agreement
Coatract 19 33.9 2,757,476
Computit ive 17 33.4 2,757,476
8-A Minority - - —
Sole Source - - -
Grant 35 . 62.5 3,191,228
Competitive 35 62.5 3,191,228
Non-Competitive - _— _—
Intramural » 5.6 0
TYPE OF RESEARCHb
Basic 28 50.0 1,849,301
Applied Rescarch 2R 50.0 4,099,403
Evaluation _— -— _—
Research Disseminatioun -— — _—
Research on Policy - _— _—
MFETHODOLOG1ES®
Longitudinal f 10.7 263,851
Pre-Test, Post-Test 8 14.3 1,8t2,040
Case Study - - -—
Multidisciplinary 17 30 .4 3,341,347
Observational Techniques -- -- -
Interview Techi: ques 1 1.3 33,175
Use of Questionnaires 3 5.4 228,555
Survey Technigues 3 5.4 9,985

a . . . '
Each agency has a varying number of projects which affect adolescence.
This figure is the proportion of adolescence projects within this particular
agency in each category.

bEach project was placed in one funding category and in one research
category. Thus, within these two, each subcategory is mutually exclusive of
each other subcategory; the sum of the percentages therefore approximates
one hundred.

cThe descriptive characteristics are not mutually exclusive. A project
proposal may have mentioned the intention to use one, more than one, or none
of these methodological categories; the proportion figures should not approxi-
mate one hundred.
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NINCDS
RESEARCH FOCI
® Funding: $6 million
® Number of Projects: 56
Percentage of
Nunber Adolescence Amount
. a of Projects Within of
P X F S
Flmiry focus Projects (N) | The Agency (Z) Funds (%)
Developmental 35 62.5 2,593,2.2
Physical Development 19 33.9 1,575,339
Cognitive Development 16 i7.9 882,761
Socioemot{ional Development -- --— -
Family -- -~ -
Neighborhood ; - -~ ~—-
Broader Social Environments - ~- —-—
Study of Research Methods 4 7.1 83,584
Health/Welfare Services 17 30.4 3,271,908
Educational Institutions -~ -- ~—=
Secondary School
Post-Secondary School
Vocational/Technical Schools
Juvenile Justice Institutions == == -
Breakdown of Largest Primary Focus
Category: Physical Development
Body Growth 4 7.1 59,743
Motor Development 8 14.3 470,518
Sensory Processes 21 37.5 1,920,768
Phiysical Characteristics 7 12.5 756,902
Handicapping Conditions 5 8.9 290,404
Physical Disease 29 51.8 3,483,017
Nutrition Studies 1 1.8 0
Genetics Studies 2 3.6 0
Epidemiology Studies 1 1.8 0
Health Issues: Pregnancy,
Childbirth 1 1.8 0

8Fach proposal was descvibed as focusing primarily upon one (and only one)
of thc wajor cotegories. When an educatioaal or Jdevelopaental project could
also te placed within a subraterory, it was duly noted; thus the sum of the
subcatcgories ir these two arcas may not be the equivalent of the larger
focus. However, the sum of thuse larger categorifes sheuld approximate one
hundred per-ent of all the activity on adolescence within each agency.
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Plans for Fiscal Year 'ig

Within NINCDS's basic goal of research in the area of physical and
infectious disease, head trauma and stroke, activity in the areas of
gdutism, mental retardatien, learning disabilities, cognitive development,
body growth, and hyperkinesia will be maintained. There are other plans
to continue addressing aural and neurological handicap preblems. Tech-
niques to be utilized at a low level include iatellijence tests, academic
achievement neasures and loagitudinal techniques. The major disciplinary

caphasis at NINCDS will cuntinue to be biological.
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BUREAU OF COMMUNITY HEALTH SERVICES
HEALTH SERVICES ADMINISTRATION
PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE, DHEW

] FY '75 Funding of Adolescence Research: $1.7 million
] Number of Adolescence Research Projects Sponsored in FY '75: 34

Mission

The Bureau of Community Health Survices3 receives its authorityv to spon-
yor resedreh and evaluation studies from Title 5, Section 512, of the Social
Svcurity Act. Within this context BCHS Matermal and Child Health and Crippled
Children's Research program has been committed to investigate problems
rclated to teenage pregnancy, the handicapped, and retarded adolescents,

In addition, the research grants program supports scientific =tudies that
show the promise of improving the operaticn, functioning, general usefulness

and effectiveness of health services for mothers and children.

Fiscal Year '75

All of BCHS's projects involving adolescents were funded as competitive
grants. Although their research spanned each of the research categories,
the heaviest concentration was in applied research. Interview techniques
were the most popular of the methodologies meutioned in project proposals.
The primary focus of the BCHS projects fall almost exclusively into either
health/welfare services or physical development. Further breakdown shows
that projects looking at or demonstrating health or medical services for

adolescents predominated over those more focused on welfare services.

3Much of the activity reported here is sponsored by the Maternal and
Child Health division within the Bureau.
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BCHS

PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS: FY '75

® Funding: $1.7 million

® MNumber of Projects: 34

[ Percentagea of
Number Adolescence Amount
of Projects Within of
e} Projects  (N) | _The Agency (%) Funds (S,
FUNDING CATEGORY"
Agreement
Contract
Competitive
8-A Minority
Sole Source
Grant 34 100.0 1,096,174
Competitive 34 100.0 1,696,174
Non-Compet itive - - -
. Intramural
b e e e e e . e 5 PO SO
| t
TYPE OF RISEARCH
Basic & 23.5 385,693
Applieé Research 14 1.2 741,928
Evaluﬂtion ‘Ié 1 . 146,1443
Rescarch Dissemination . h.Y 169,037
Rescdarch on Policy t 1.7 252,473
— T LR S - . e ]
METHODOLOGES
wvongitudinal r | - 89,4903
Pre-Test, Post-Test t 1.7 240,809
Case Study - - -
Multidisciplinary -~ -- -
Observational Techniques 2 H.Y 0
Interview Techniques 0 Va1 12,509
Use of Questionnaires 1 2904 495,770
Survey Techniques i 2.4 75,005

a . . . .

Fach agency has a varying number of projects which afiect adolescence.
This figure is the proportion of adolescence projects within this particular
agency in each category.

Each project was placed in one funding category and in ene reccarch
catepgory. Thus, within these two, each subcategory is mutuvally exclusive of
each other subcategory; the sum of the percentages therefore approximates
one hundred.

c .
The descriptive characteristics are not mutually exclusive. A project
proposal may have mentioned the intention to use one, more than one, or none

of these methodological categories; the proportion figures should not approxi-
nate one hundred,
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BCHS
RESEARCH FOCI

® Funding: $1.7 million
® Number of Projects: 34

Percentage of
Number Adolescence Amount

a of Projects Within of
Primary Focus Projects (N)| The Agency (%) Funds ($)
Developmental 9 26.5 555,339
Physical Development 7 20.6 555,330

Cognitive Development - - -

Sociocemotional Development - - -

Family - - -

Neighborhood - - -

Broader Social Enviromments - - -
Study of Research Methods 1 2.9 35,872
Bealth/Welfare Services 23 67.7 1,042,254
Educational Institutions 1 2.9 62,718
Secondary School i 2.9 62,718

Post-Secondary School - - -

Vocational/Technical Schools - - -

Juvenile Justice Instituticns - - -

Breakdo.m of Largest Primary Focus
Category: Health/Weifare Services

Health, Medical Services 23 67.7 1,104,972
Preventive Health Service 1 2.9 36,901
Pre-, Post-Natal Health Care 2 5.9 40,459
Tamily Planning Services 3 3.8 11,253
Mental Health Services 1 2.9 156,389
Welfare Services 1 2.9 O
Child Abuse Services 1 2.9 0

2Each proposal was described zs focusing primarily vpen one (and caly omne)
of the major categories. When an educational or Geveleopmental project could
also be placed within a subcatefory, it was duly noted; thus the swa of the
subzategories in these two areas may not te the eguivalent of the larger
focus. However, the su= of these larger categories should approxizate one
bundred percent of alli the activity oa adolescence within each agency.
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Plans for Fiscal Year '76

The BCHS will remain very interested in how the use of the drugs
heroin and marijuana affect the outcomes of adolescent pregnancies. In
addition, language development for .he deaf, nutritional problems, knowledge,
attitudes and behavior surrounding physiological development, and the
availability and utilization of health services willlbe the subject of
focused attention in FY '76. Objectives of high priority will be to study
physical development, the physically handicapped, the mentally retarded, and
to research and develop information on parenting skills, and school health
programs. Although BCHES is interested in all demographic and ethnic sections
of the country, a special ermphasis is being placed on rural populations
in FY '76. The only major alterations with respect to the distribution of
interest regarding research methodologies, will be a high level of involve-
ment in research of program evaluation methods and a low level of involve-

ment. im development of tests and measures.
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SOCIAL AND REHABILITATION SERVICE

] FY '75 Funding of Adolescence Research: §$.% million

o Number of Adolescence Research Projects Sponsored in FY '75: 6
Mission

The Social and Rehabilitation Service derives its foundation from the
original Social Security Act of 1935. Established as the conduit for pro-
viding social services outlined within the Act, its research maadate con-
sequently focuses upon the affected pcpulations: the impoverished, the
physically handicapped, or those ii some way depeadent upon social services
for guidance and support. Its legacy makes it the most experienced of
the Federal agencies with tiwse populations.

The goal of SRS research efforts as set forth in the Sccial Security
Act and the Vocaticnal and Rehabilitation Act is to discover, test, demon-
strate and promote the utilization of new social and rehabilitation service
concepts which will provide service to dependent and vulnerable populations:

the poor, the handicapped, the aged, and children and vouth.

Fiscal Year '75

All six adolescence projects in SRS were sponsored through competitive
grants. There are two projects in each category: 3Basic, applied
and evaluation. Half of the projecis intended to use iaterview tech-
nigques, while one-third merticned survey techaigues. All dut one project
focusel on health or welfare services; this included preventive health ser-
vices, foster care, chilé zbuse services and delinguency services.

Flans for Fisczal Year '76

shysically handicapped, emotionazlly handizapped and intellectually handicapped.
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SRS
PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS: FY *75

¢ Funding: $.6 million
® Number of Projects: 6

a
Percentage of
Number Adolescence Amount
of Projects Within of
Projects (N) The Agency (%) Funds ($)
FUNDING CATEGORY®
Agreement
Contract
Competitive
8-A Minority
Sole Sourxce
Grant 6 100.¢ 593,354
Competitive £ 100.0 593,354
Non-Coumpetitive - == -
Intramcral
TYPE OF RESEARCHb
Basic 2 33.3 283,907
Applied Research 2 33.3 90,000
Evaluation z 33.3 219,447
Research Dissemination - - -
Research on Policy - - -
METHODOLOGIES®
Loagitudinal — - —
Pre—Test, Post-Test _ - —
Case Study - _— —
Maltidiseciplicary - - _—
Cbservational Technigques — - —
Interview Technigues z 50,2 328,354
Tse of Questionnaires 1 l1e.7 ¢9,889
Survev Taclmigues 2 33.3 338,318
2Each agency has 2 varviag ouzber of projects which affect adolescence.
This figure is the propartion of adol -scence projects within this particular

agenacy in each category.

bEac'n project was placed in one funding category aad in cne research
categorv. Thus, within these two, each subcategory is watually exclusive of
each cther subcategory; the sum of the percentages therefcre zpproxizates
one Inmdred.

cThe descriptive characteristics are not wutually exclusive. A project
proposal may have mentioned the intention to vse cns, mere than ooz, or nome
of these methodological categories; the proportion figures should not approxi-
nate one bundred.
Q 1 1 Fl
ERIC *
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SRS
RESEARCH FOCI

# Funding: $.6 million

® Number of Projects: 6

Percentage of

Number Adolescence Arount
a of Projects Within of
Primary Focus Projects (N)}{ The Agency (2) Furds ($)
Developmental - - --
Physical Development
Cognitive Development
Sociocemotional Development
Family == - -
Neighborhood - == ==
Broader Social Enviromments == -= -
Study of Research Methods == == -
Health/Welfare Services 5 83.3 493,365
i |
| Educational Institutions ' - - -
i !
: Secondary School | g
! Post-Secondary School ' |
‘ Vocational/Technical Schools ; !
i - i :
| Juvenile Justice Iastitutions ! 1 2 6.7 9¢,589
| Breakdown of Largest Primary Focus, ;
| Category: Health/welfare Services :
! 1 i
! Health, Medical Services i 2 ! 33.3 134,447
! Preventive Hezlth Services | 2 X 35.3 134,437
j welfare Services ; 3 ‘ 53.3 358,918
; Foster Care ! 1 ; 16.7 175,000
; Child A>use Services 1 : 6.7 183,918 |
X Delinguencv Services : 1 ! p 9a,5639 |
a__ . . . - . s .

Tach preposal was descridbed as focusing primariliy vpon ore (and oaly ome)
cf the maior catezories. Waen an educaticazl or Jdevelcpzenzal project could
also be placed writhin a sukcatslory, it was Zuly ncted; thus the sux of the
suhcategories in these two areas may not be the eguivalent of th Tger
focus. Towever, rtho suz of these larger categories should appre te ong
tuznired percent of 211 the zctivity on zdclescence within each a ¥-.



-112-

disadvantaged populations. The subject areas concerning the availability
and utilization of health services and the issues and development of
special education will show increased levels of activity as will the issue
of birth control. Research on methodologies will remain at the same

zoderate ievel of activity.
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NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF EDUCATION

. FY '75 Funding of Adolescence Research: $43.2 million

o Number of Adolescence Research Projects Sponsored in FY '75: 345

Mission

The Natioral Institute of IZducation was created by the passage and sign-
ing of PL 92-318, Part A--Education Division of the Department of Health,

LR

elfare. Part E, Section 4G5 of the bill called upon the

educaticnal research, to train educational researchers, and to assist in
effecting these tasks through the spomsorship of grants, contracts, and tech-
ical assistance o any qualified public or private organizations, insti-
tycions, or individuals. Like similar institutes in cther industrial societies,
the NIL has as its gc.al the amelioration of the problems of Aczerican children
through education, the advancement of the practice cf education as an art,

as a scienc2, as a profession, and the strengthening of the scientific founda-
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ricrity of NIE, but research
relating o adclescence is undertaken imscfzr as it relzzes to the following
Fricrity, gozl-oriezted activities:

Disseminaztica: The NIE disseminatica effort provides informaticn oa

the results oI ecucatiozal research aad desvelcpmezt. To assure that these

-
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ZC assist in the developme
rozprehensive disseminaticn programs. NIE aiso disserinates materizls

throvgh its ERIC Clesaringhouse, e.g., the ERIC Clearizghouse ia CaTeer

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

~114-

Educational Equitv: Equality of educational opportunity is denied

many children because of their language or ethnic ba-xkground, sex or economic
status. To address these prohlers, NIE undertakes activities devoted to
improving bilingual and multicultural programs in both elementary and
secondary schools, improving teacher practices, expanding the range of edu-
cational cptions available to women, and improving learning opportunities

for children, particularly for those in metropolitan areas.

Education and Work: NIE supports programs which prepare studeants with

the knowledge, information, and skills for choosing and pursuing a career.
Specifically, activities are provided to improve current guidance, counsel-
ing, and placement programs and to increase career awareness among childrexn.
Special emphasis is placed on finding new wavs of involving students in
work experiences at the high school level. An Experience Based Career
Educaticn Program coanducts projects aimed at developing an alternative to
traditional high scheool programs exzphasizing learning through direct exper-
lenee in a variety of emplicvment settings.
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ivitv and Managerent: Grants and coatragts zare

tituticas tco suppert school finance reform
azotivizies, provide g more efficient use of educaticnal resources, and help
schocl svstems Izprove their organization and managemenat. Exanmples of
crofects in this arez iznciude the use of satellite facilities to provide edu-
caticnal services to persoens in rezcte geograghic areas, and the Experimental
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zernative forms of scioo
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NIE
PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS:

FY *75

® Funding: $43.2 million

® Number of Projects: 245

a
Percentage of
Number Adolescence Amount
of Projects Within of
Projects (N) The Agency (R) Funds ($)
b
FUNDING CATEGORY
Agreement
Contract 152 44,1 33,727,773
Competitive 85 24.6 16,890,775
8-A Minority 1 .3 87,008
Sole Source 63 18.8 16,749,442
Grant 193 55.9 9,428,067
Competitive 177 51.3 6,521,579
. eses !
Non-Competitive 13 3.8 2,646,088
Intramural
= - b
TYPE OF RESIARCH
Basic 75 22.9 622,614
Applied Research 136 35.2 29,400,032
Evaluation 32 15.1 7,850,074
Research Dissenination <3 13.0 4,646,253
Research on Policy 13 3.8 533,867
e C
METBRODOLOGIES
Longitudinal pik 3.8 £e6,252
Pre-Test, Post~Test <3 12.5 2,434,384
Case Stuly 1 .3 286,270
: Multidiscipiinary 1 .3 0
; Observationzl Technigues ! 32 s.7 2,808,322
! Interview Technigues ; T 22.% £§,875,880
! Use of Questionaaires ! 25 15.2 4,611,236
: Survey Techiguss ; <1 12.¢ 2,313,330
L i
a. < N - -
Each agency has a varving number of projests which affect adolescence.
This figure is the prorortion of adolsscence projects within this parzicular
agency in each categors.
Each project was placed in one funding categery 2ad in oze research
category. Thus, within these two, each sudcategory is mutually exclusive of
each othar subcategory; the suxm of the percentages therefore approximaces

ocne himdired.

ihe descriptive characterissics are not
proposal may have mentiozed the intention to
of these methodologicz! categories; the propo

mite one Zundred.
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NIE
RESFARCH FOCI

® Number of Projects: 345

! Percentage of

{ Number Adolescence Amount

| a of Projects Within of

Primarv Focus Projects (N) The Agency (2) Funds (§)

i Developmental 49 14.2 162,017

)

i Physical Development 3 .9 1,539
Cognitive Development 31 9.0 100,478
Sociocemotional Development 13 3.8 0

0 2
Fanmily - ! -6 0
, el -
Neighborhood - ; -
. - i L/
Broader Social Environments 15 ! Se 0
1 . 2
Study of Research Methods 35 : 10.1 1,649,214
i - ! - —
Eealth/Welfare Services :
’ N - -

i Educational Instirutioms 294 : 10.7 41,404,609
Secondary School 33 : 9.6 7,053,572
Post-Secondary School 23 ; 6.7 1,510,000

! Vocational/Technical Schools -= : - -

! Juvenile Justice Instituticns -- ! - -

Breakdown of lLargest Primary Focus j
Category: CIducaticnal Imstitue- :
tions ;
Zducarional Curriculim P15 j £2.0 25,617,405
Tezching Techniques ; 130 : 37.7 ., 329,042
Treatment or Procedures ! 18 : 5.2 1,.-1 136
Materials or Eguipmens ' 30 ‘ 17.1 18,335,042
Qther Preograxm Policy 1908 : 3:.3 ; 3,970,702
Desegregation ! 5 : 1.7 ' 159,784
Mainstrezming ; 1 X .3 ; 0
Tarent Itvolvement ' 15 : $.4 : 1, 156 680
Youth Imvolvement ' 3 f .9 N 4,692
2Each Freposal was descrided as fozusing primarily upon cne (2nd only one)
of the major categories. wnen an educational eor developmental project could
alsc e placed within a sulcategery, it was duly nored; thus the sum of the
subcategori=s in these two areas may anot de the equivazient of ths larger
focus. Eovever, the sum of ;bese larcger catero*le sheoeld approxizate cme
» & Tr
tundred percent of 2il the activity on adolescence within each ageacy
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Plans for Fiscal Year '76

The NIE will maintain its presently low profile with respect to bcth
the physically and the emotionally handicapped. Similarly, within the
area of the intellectually handicapping problems, its level of activity
concerning adolescents who are retarded or who have learning 3iisabilities
will remain at a low or a medium level. As has been the case in FY '74
and FY '75, moderately high attention will be paid to problems surrounding
those who are academically slow, those who drop out of school, and ti.ose
who are bilingual.

Consistent with FY '75, very high attention will be paid to the
areas of adolescent cognitive development: thought processes, perception/
atcention, and language development. Moderate activity will contimue with
respect to projects on adolescent socioemotional development, the iaflu-
ences of family interaction, the local neighborhood and mass media. More
intersst will continue to be shown on remedial reading than upon such
problems as hyperkinesia. A high level of activity will be funded for
research on innovative education within schools including investigations
of altermarives to schools, work experieance, career education, and on-the-
job skill develcpment. Energy will also be invested in researching
methodologies. In comparison to other agencies, the NIE will corntinue %o
maintain 2 Telatively high degree of activity ir basic research which
wculd exploy the social science disciplines of history (analysis of prece-

dent), -~0ciolcg¥, and political science in addition to that of psycholegy.
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OFFICE OF CHILD DEVELOPMENT
OFFICE OF HUMAN DEVELOPMENT,
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, DHEW

' ] FY '75 Funding of Adolescence Research: §17.3

] Number of Adolescent Research Projects Sponsored in FY '75: 128

Mission

The Office of Child Development advises the Federal government on matters
pertaining to the care and development of children and assists in the develop-
ment of national policies and programs designed to have an impact on the well-
being of children and their families. Through activities such as the develop-
ment of model legislation and standards, the provision of technical assistance,
and the conduct of demonstration projects, OCD seeks to stimulate institu-~
tional changes =z:I the Federal, state and local levels in order to improve the
cdelivery of services to children ané families, particularly those children
and families who are mo<- at risk due to economic disadvantage or other vulner-

ities. Research which can include children in the age range represented
in this repcrt is directed at the needs of particular populations of vulner-
able chilidren such as the abused or neglected, children in foster care,

children in need of adoptive homes, ani children in institutions.

jects were iunded as grants, the majority of which

d research was the ncst common typ
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OCD

PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS:

FY "75

RIC

® Funding: §17.3

® Number of Projects: 128

Number
of
Projects

)

r

a
Percentage c!f
Adolescence
Projects Within

The Agency (%)

Amourt
of
Funds ($)

FUNDING CATEGORY®

Agreement
Contract

Competitive
8-A Minority
Sole Source

Grant

Competitive

[
[ 9]
[ ]

&
.
~4

to
.
(93]

‘0
{92
[ B VS R o /]

1,403,103
984,959

-

170,691
15,871,510

&3 84, 9,637,942
Noa—-Competitive - — -
Intramural
b J
IYPE OF RESEARCH :
Basic 2o 20.3 I 2,548,635
Applied Research 2% £5.6 | 12,671,357
Evaluation - 5.5 b 623,093
Research Dissemination g A ' 1,210,888
Besearch o2 Polxcy 2 I.6 . 247,670
METEODOLOGIES®
!
Longitudinal 3 3.3 ’ £ 35 458
Pre-Test, Tosi-Test e 12.5 1,73, 77L
Case Study z _.r ! l77,e8¢
Meltidisciplinare ! i3 1.7 .., 81,487
Observational Technigques < 7.9 ; &31,817
Intetrview Technigues : 30 23 b3 ,848,782
! Use of Questionnaires | iy 5.0 [ Z,833.38¢
i Survey Technigues : b 3.6 b1, 28,82¢
© .
a . N . s == S~
Each agency his 2 varying 2uxder of projects whick affect adoiescence.
This figure is the proporiion of adolescence profects within this perticular
agency in each categorv.
b . . - . - X
Each project was placed in cne fundizg categorr and iz cne research
categdry¥. Taus, within these Two, each sulcategory is —utuallv exclusive of
=ach other subcategsry; the sum of e percentages tharefors zpproxinmates
¢ae hunired.
ite €escriptive characteristices are 2ot mutually exclusive. A pToject
oreposal mey have meatiocned the inteanion o use one, more thaz om2, o none
of these methodolegical cstegories; the proportion figures sheould =t approxi-
m3te ooe hundred.
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OCcD
RESEARCH FOCI

® Funding: S17 million

® Nunber of Projects: 128

p
) Percentage of
4
! Number Adolescence Amount
X of Projects Within of
. a . ,
g Primarv TFocus Projects (N) The Agency (%) Funds (§)
{ Developmental 8 6.3 825,392
{
! Physical Development 1 .8 148,240
% Cognitive Development | -- r - -—
: Sociocemotional Development g 4 ; 3.1 224,103
g Family P13 | 10.2 | 1,080,885
! 1 i
! . . ! ! ~
*  Neighborhood / -- } -= ! -
‘ ; i i
*  Broader Social Environxents ! 1 ' .8 ' 108,913
B 1 i - ¢ - -
© Study of Research Methods ‘ 2 ; 7.0 1,373,147
. ; i .
' Bealth/Welfare Services : S5 ; £5.6 © 11,897,905
! 1 1
Educational Institutions i 15 ! 10.2 b2,015,371
1 i i
Secondary School X - j - : -
Post-Secondary School j - ) - | -
Vocational/Technical Schools == ' T ; -
Juveaile Justice Imstitutioas ! - ' - i -
Brezkdown of largest Primary Focus; : i
Categoryv: weliazre Services ! ' i
{
Prevent th Services : L .S ! 102,053
Pre—~, P I nealth lare | 2 1.5 | 211,965
Tamily Services . 2 1.¢ ; 155,000
Mental ervices ‘ N £ 2 i €28,839
j Toster ) I3 f 0.1 L 1,422,033
: aioptiv ces : 2 : 7.3 X £10,333
! Crild A wvices 35 : “3.- v 3,956,869 |
X Imolevm ices : : .8 : 250,000
' Toergen RELS i X 3.5 : 1,376,213 !
i Advocac 23 : 17.3 . 2,152,126
: Selingu viges 3 : .7 : £71,621
! Tecreat k i 2.3 . 00,000 i
i —zw Ind i K i 2.3 ) 167,882 |
‘ 1 i
> ! .
a . = . - - 5
Each proposal wzs descrited as focusing prizarily vpon one (and czlv cne)
of thwe mejor catezories. wWhen an elucativcaal or geveloprmental project coulid
alse te plzced within 2 scdcatepory, iz was 2uly noted; thus the s ¢f the
sudxategories ia these two areas may oot be the eguivalent of the larzer
focus. Fowever, the su= of these larger categeries shouwld approximate one
twndred percent of all the zztivity oo adolescence within each agency.

O
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Plans for Fiscal Year '76

OCD will maintain a moderately high level of activity ian issues involv-
ing the mentally retarded, learning disabled, academically slow, school
drop-outs, and the bilingual. Broad interest will continue with respect
to cognitive development (language, thought processes, perception, atten-
tion, decision-making) as well as several aspects of social d«=velopment
(personality, emotional development, attitudes and behavior). H:i.h
interest will be maintained in the problems c¢f the poor and the inner cify.
ttigh interest in FY '76 will also be focused upon abused or neglected
adolescents, the family structure, family functions, paventing skills, the
general influences of the social/cultural environment, developing 'develop-
mental continuity" within the schools, analyzing program evaluation methods,
the development of tests, measures and methods to improve comparability.

No change is to be expected with respect to methodological emphases.
The use of intelligence and academic achievement tests will not take
precedence over the use of other techniques. An interest in the secondary

analysis of data will be evident in OCD activities.
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REHABILITATION SERVICES ADMINISTRATION

o FY '75 Funding of Adolescence Research: $.8 million
0 Number of Adolescence Research Projects Sponsored in FY '75: 8

Mission

Under section 402 D of the Rehabilitation Act (PL 92-112) provision is
delineated for research and demonstration in the area of rehabilitation. The
purpose of the activities and thus the major goals of the Rehabilitation
Services Administration are: the development ot new knowledge concerning the
rehabilitation of handicapped individuals, the evaluation of existing
knowledge in new settings, and the utilization of such knowledge in the deliv-~
ery of vocational rehabilitation services. Included within the scope of
research are medical /i~ 1 other scientific, technical, methodological, and
other investigations into the nature of disability, methods of analyzing
disability, wavs of ameliorating handicapping conditions, and restorative
techniques; studies and analyses of industrial, vocational, social, psycholog-
ical, economic and other factors affecting the rehabilitation of handicapped
individuals; studies of special problems of homebound and institutionalized
individuals; studies and analyses of architectural and engineering design
adapted to meet the special needs of handicapped individuals; and related
activities which hold promise of increasing knowledge and improving methods
in the rehabilitation of handicapped individuals especially those with the

most severe nandicaps.

Fiscal Year '75

All eight RSA projects affecting adolescents were funded as grants, ceven
negotiated non-competitively. These breakdown to five applied research projects,
two evaluation projects and one basic research project, using longitudinal,

interview, and questionraire techniques. Five of the ei1ght projects fccused

SFederal Register 39#235 (Thursday, December 5, 1974), 42500-1.
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RSA
PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS: FY '75

® Funding: $.8 million
® Number of Projects: 8

) ) a
Percentage”™ of
Number Adolescence Amount
of Projects Within of
Projects (N) The Agency (%) Funds ($)
FUNDING CATEGORY®
Agreement
Contract
Competitive
8-A Minority
Sole Source
Grant 8 V0.0 82,328
Competitive 1 12.5 60,000
Non-Competitive 7 87.5 22,328
Intramural
TYPE OF RESEARCHb
Basic 1 12.5 5.828
Applied Research 5 62.5 60,900
Evaluation 2 25.0 1€,500
Research Dissemination - - -
Research on Policy - -- -
METHODOLOGIES®
Longitudinal 1 12.5 0
Pre-Test, Post-Test - -- -
Case Study - - -
Multidisciplinary —— - -
Observational Techriques - - -
Interview Techniques 2 25.0 16,500
Use of Questionnaires 1 12.5 16,500
Survey Techniques —-= -- --

3Each agency has a varying number of projects which affect adolescence.
This figure 1s the proportion of adolescence projects within this particular
agency in each category.

bEach project was placed in one funding category and in cne research
category. Thus, within these two, each subcategory is mutually exclusive of
each other subcategory; the sum of the percentages therefore approximates
one hundred.

“The descriptive characteristics are not mutually exclusive. A project
proposal may have mentioned the intention to use one, more than ohe, or none
of these methodological categories; the proportion figures should not approxi-
mate one hundred.
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RSA
RESEARCH FOCI

® Funding: 9.8 million

® Number of Projects: 8

Percentage of

Number Adolescence Amount
a of Projects Within of
Primary Focus Projects (N) The Agency (%) Funds ($)
Developmental 1 12.5 5,828
Physical Development - - -~
Cognitive Development 1 12.5 5,828
Socioemotional Development - -= -
Family -- - --
Neighborhood - - -
Broader Social Envirorments -- -- --
Study of Research Methods - - --
Health/Welfare Services 5] 62.5 60,000
Educational Institutions 2 25.0 16,500
Secondary School 2 25.0 16,500
Post-Secondary School == - --
Vocational/Technical Schools == -~ --
Juvenile Justice Institutions - - -
Breakdown of Largest Primary Focus
Category: Health/Welfare Services
Health, Medical Services 5 62.5 60,000
Merital Health Services 1 12.5 0

8pach proposal was described as focusing primarily upon one (and only one)

of the major categories.

When an educational or uevelopmental project could

also be placed within a8 subcategory, it was duly noted; thus the sum of the
subcategories in these two areas may not be the equivalent of the larger

focus.

However, the sum of these larger categories should approximate one

hundred percent of all the activity on adolescence withir each agency.
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on health or welfare services. Two focused on educational institutions

and one on cognitive development.
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THE OFFICE OF EDUCATION

] FY '75 Funding of Adolescence Research: $ 129.2 million

) Number of Adolescence Research Projects Sponscred in FY '75: 1,013
Mission

The Office of Education plays two broadly defined roles: first as an
administrator for legislative programs dealing with schools and school systems,
and second, as an advocative organization f{n the field of education. Its
legislative mandate requests that OE be an active participant in sponsoring
research (which can include basic research) in the fields of vocational edu-
cation and education of the handicapped. 1In addition, however, many of Of's
other activities are expressed within the definitions of "development,'" which
may include evaluation, planning, pilot, and experimewtal projects.

The Nifice of Education collects facts and statistics to show the condi-
t:on and progress of education, diffuses information to aid in the establish-
ment and maintenance of efficient school systems and generally promotes the
cause of education. Related furctions delegated to OE include the respon-
sibility for Federal financiazl assistance to education and for special
studies and pregrams. This report will describe seven -ubsections within
OL which engage in research or development and demonstration activities affect-
ing adclescents: The Bureau of Educacion for the Handicapped, the Bureau of
School Systems, the Office of Indian Education, the Bureau of Occupational
and Adult Education, the Office of Planning, Budgeting, and Evaluation, the
Right-To-Read Effort, and the Office of Career Education. Their missions,

activities and interests are outlined below.
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OFFICE OF PLANNING, BUDGETING, AND EVALUATION
U.S. OFFICE OF EDUCATION, DHEW

’ FY '75 Funding cof Adolescence Research: $7.3 million
[ Number of Adolescence Research Projects Sponsored in FY '75: 24

Mission

This office has primary responsibility for planning, budgeting, and
evaluation of the overall Office of Education programs. It also guides and
coordinates the various sections of OE in their planning, budgeting, eval-
uating, and establishing of objectives. Primary emphasis is placed on con-
ducting evaluations of Office of Education programs. OPBE prepares the
analytical studies necessary for the planning of educational policy and
specifies the kind of information which should be collected for the evalua-
tion of Federal programs in elementary, secondary, post-secondary, voca-
tional, and special education. OPBE also prepares progrart memoranda,
special studies, and analyses supporting the OE five-year program and

financial plan.

Fiscal Year '75

All of OPBE's projects were competitive contracts. The majority were
evaluation research projects. 1In descending order, methodologies most
commonly cited {n project proposals were: interviews, questionnaires, sur-
veys, and pre- and post-test designs. Most projects focused on educational
institutions, concentrating most often on the evaluation of educational

curriculum and teaching techniques.

Plans for Fiscal Year '76

A new area of involvement in FY '76 will be issues of intellectual
handicaps. Activity in the problems of language development, and migratory

populations will decrease, while bilingual education will remain high.
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OPBE

PROJECT CHARACYERISTICS: FY '75

® Funding: $7.3 million
® Number of Projects: 24

_ - " e eenmem
Percentage of
Number Adolescence Amount
of Projects Within of
B Projects (N) The Agency (%) Funds ($)
FUNDING CATEGORY®
Agreement
Contract 24 100.0 7,346,229
Competitive 24 100.0 7,346,229
8-A Minority
Sole Source
Grant
Competitive
Non-Competitive
Intramural
. — T - e R & ———
TYPE OF RESFARCH
Basic 1 4.2 191,355
Applied Research 1 4.2 665,730
Evaluation 16 66.7 5,900,829
Research Dissemination 2 8.3 194,829
Research on Policy 4 16.7 393,486
METHODOLOGIES®
Longitudinal 3 12.5 2,448,355
Pre-Test, Post-Test 7 29.2 3,720,439
Case Study — - -
Multidisciplinary -- - -
Observational Techniques 1 4.2 852,089
Interview Techniques 15 62.5 3,639,057
Use of Questionnaires 15 62.5 6,318,057
Survey Techniques 8 33.6 2,239,449

®Each agency has a varying number of projects which affect adolescence.
This figure is the proportion of adolescence projects within this particular
agency in each category.

bEach project w- ~ced - one funding category and in one research
category. Thus, witr . .. . - each subcategory is mutually exclusive of
each other subcategory :° . - of the percentages therefore approximates

one hundred.

c'rhe descriotive claracteristics are not mutuallv exclusive. A precject
proposal may have mentioned the intention to use one, more than one, Or rione
of these methodological categories; the proportion figures should not approxi-
mate one hundred.
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OPBE

RESEARCH FOCI

® Funding: $7.3 million
® Number of Projects: 24

Percentage of
Number Adolescence Amount
a of Projects Within of
Primary Focus Projects (N)| The Agency (%) Funds (§)
Developmental - — —_—
Physical Development
Cognitive Development
Socioemotional Development
Family - - -
Neighborhood - - —
Broader Social Enviromnments 1 4.2 677,200
Study of Research Methods 1 4,2 12,337
Health/Welfare Services - _ -
Fducational Institutions 22 91.7 6,656,692
Secondary School 3 12.5 400,215
Post-Secondary School 3 12.5 236,788
Vocational /Technical Schools 1 4.2 25,139
Juvenile Justice Institutions
Breakdown of lLargest Primary Focus
Category: Educational Institu-
tions
Educational Curriculum 13 54.2 5,388,616
Teaching Techniques 8 33.3 2,391,041
Treatment or Procedures 3 12.5 376,957
Materials or Equipment 5 2018 1,804,767
Other Program Policy 13 54.2 5,247,114
Desegregation 2 8.3 2,257,620
Mainstreaming 2 4,2 211,135
Parent Involvement 1 4.2 399,481
Youth Involvement 1 4.2 25,139

8ach proposal was described as focusing primarily upon one (and only one)

of the major categories.

When an educaticaal or developmental project could

also be placed within a subcatepory, it was duly noted; thus the sum of the
subcategories in these two areas may not be the equivalent of the larger

focus.

However, the sum of these larger categories should approximate one

hundred percent of all the activity on adolescence within each agency.
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BUREAU OF OCCUPATIONAL AND ADULT EDUCATION

. FY '75 Funding of Adolescence Research: $7.6 million

o Number of Adolescence Research Projects Sponsored in FY '75: 173
Mission

Section 131(a) of Part C of the Vocatioual Educational Amendments of 1968
(PL 90-576) authorizes funds for research in vocational education. The
Commissioner of Education is authorized to allocate 50 percent of the research
and training under Part C directly to non-profit agencies and institutfons.
The law authorizes funds to do research in vocational education, to sponsor
training programs designed to familiarize participants with vocational educa-
tion research, to cstablish experimental, demonstration, developmental and
palot projects, to develop new vocational education curricula and to identify
oppertunities requiring less than professional training in such {iclds as
mental and physical health, crime prevention and correction, child care, and
recreation.

(oals of the BOAE Center for Adult, Vocational, Technical, and Manpower
Education include the improvement and expansion of vocaticnal education,
guidance, cocunseling, placement, and follow-up systems, and the integration
of handicapped students into vocational education programs. The research
areas related to this mission include curricula studies (e.g., the develop-
ment of fndividualized and performance-oriented curricula), the identifica-
cion of emerging occupations and the curriculum and manpower needs emanating
from them, and lastly, the identification of a common core of basic skills
for occupational clusters. 1In sum, .he research includes studies relating
to five areas: (1) administration of vocational education at the state
level; (2) administration of vocational education at the local level; (3)
comprehensive systems of guidance, couuseling, placement, and following-
through services; (4) educational personnel serving the educationally dis-
advantaged, handicapped, and minorities; and (5) curriculum, demonstration,

and installation studies.
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highest concern will probably continue to be directed toward the poor

or "disadvantaged" Americans and a lower level toward the middle-class.
Influcnces of the family and influences of the physical environment will
a0 longer be an area of rescarch activity, High degrees of activity

will continue to surround irnovative education and desegregation, with
increased daterest in remedial reading and school programs for delinquents,
Among researvh and evaluation techniques, the most frequently utilized

is likely to be those of survey analysis, interviews and questionnaires,
with an emphusis upon psychological issues. Research on methods of

program evaludtion will receive high priority. Activity will be initiated
At OPLL in the areas of work experience and career education which will
include career arientation and guidance, in-school vocational/technical

cducation and on-the-job skill development.

13
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BOAE
PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS: FY '75

® Funding: $7.6 million
® Number of Projects: 173

a
Percentage of
Number Adolescence Amount
of Projects Within of
Projects (N) The Agency (%) Funds ($)
FUNDING CATEGORY"
Agreement
Contract 9 5.2 1,828,045
Competitive 5 2.9 728,558
8~A Minority 1 .6 150,000
Sole Source 2 3.2 356,699
Grant 164 94.8 5,756,822
Competitive 164 94.8 5,756,822
Non-Competitive ~ -— -
Intramural.
TYPE OF RESEARCHb
Basic 4 2.3 219,977
Applied Research 157 90.8 5,922,582
Evaluation 7 4.1 1,183,165
Research Dissemination 4 2.3 25,821
Research on Policy 1 .6 233,319
METHODOLOGIESS
Longitudinal 3 1.7 90,000
Pre-Test, Post-Test 29 16.8 1,202,776
Case Study 1 .6 169,161
Multidisciplinary 1 .6 0
Observational Techniques 4 2.3 22,069
Interview Techniques 19 11.0 497,960
Use of Questionnaires 22 2.7 429,607
Survey Techniques 27 15.6 1,301,050

aEach agency has a varying number of projects which affect adolescence.
This figure is the proportion of adolescence projects within this particular
agency 1o each category.

bEach project was placed in one funding category and in one research
category. Thus, within these two, each subcategory is mutually exclusive of
each other subcategory; the sum of the percentages therefore approximates
one hundred.

“The descriptive characteristics are not mutually exclusive. A project
propdysal may have mentioned the intention to use one, more than one, or none
of these methodological categories; the proportion figures should not approxi-
mate one hundred.
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¢ Number of Projects: 173

Percentage of
Number Adolescence Amount
a of Projects Within of
Primary Focus Projects (N) | The Agency (%) Funds ($)
B A _ i}
Developmental : 5 2.9 0
Physical Developnent - == -
Cognitive Development - - -
Socioemotional Development 3 1.7 0
Family - - -
Neighbeorhood - ; - -
Broader Social Enviromments -= - -
Study of Research Methods 13 7.5 761,780
Health/Welfare Services 5 2.9 103,629
Educational Institutions 150 86.7 6,719,458
Secondary School 51 29.5 1,075,633
Post-Secondary School 16 9.3 512,209
Vocational/Technical Schools 1 -6 0
Juvenile Justice Institutions = - ==
Breakdown of Largest Primary Focus
Category: Educational Institu-
tions
Educational Curriculunm 161 93.1 7,393,637
Teaching Techniques 57 33.0 1,024,946
Treatment or Procedures 46 26.6 1,760,741
Materials or Equipment 60 34.7 2,072,893
Other Program Policy 16 9.3 989,058 _
Mainstreaming 2 1.2 32,937 :
Parent Involvement 4 2.3 0
Youth Involvement 1 1.7 100, 964
S S I S

8Each proposal was described as focusing primarily upon one (and only one)
of the major categories. When an educatfoaal or aevelopmental project could
also be placed vithin a subcategory, it was duly noted; thus the sum of the
subcategories in these two areas may not be the equivalent of the larger
focus. Hewever, the sum of these larger categories should approximate one

hundred percent of all the activity on adolescence within cach agency.
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Fiscal Year '75

Most of BOAE's projects were funded on a competitive gramt tusis
and fell into the applied research category. The most often e
methodologies included: pre- and post-test design, survey tevininyes,
questionnaires, and interviews. Lducational institutions were the
major focus with especially strong emphasis oan secondary schools.
Within educational institutions, the predominant tcpic concerned cur-
riculum, for this played a role in 93 perccit of all the BOAE projects.
Important emphasis was also being placed on teaching techniques, treat-
ment and materials, each of which was Included in a minimum of one-

fourth of the pro «:ts.

Plans for Fiscal Year '76

Higher levels of interest should be evident concerning hearing,
speech and sight problems, all the areas of intellectual handicaps,
and the areas of adolescent parents, and alternatives to schools.1 A
comparatively low profile of interest will be maintained in the areas
of emotionally handicapping problems, adclescents who abuse drugs or
who are abused and neglected, cognitive development, voucher plans
and innovatiens in equipment. The higher levels of activity may move
toward experiments in "open" classroous, wcrk experience, in~school
vocational or technical education, on-the-job skill development, and
corprehensive systems ¢t guidance, counseling, placement, and student

follow-up services.

1Specifically voluntary service by students and the schools without
walls concept.
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BUREAU OF EDUCATION FOR THE HANDICAPPED

] FY '75 Fund:og of Adolescence Research: $32.1
L Number of Adolescent Research Projects Sponsored in FY '75: 148

Mission

It has been estimated that there are seven million children in the
United States who are handicapped by blindness, deafness, speech problems,
mental retardation, conditions of crippling, or other health impediments.
The Bureau of Education for the Handicapped is dedicated to directly or
indirectly seeing that all are being served educationally by the year 1980.
Within the original pieces of legislation (PL 89-313 and PL 91-230) which
mandate the preyrammatic aspects of this effort, provision was made under
Title VI, Part E for research on the handicapped, including handicapped
adolescents.

The mission of the Bureau of Educatiorn for the Handicapped is to insure
that all handicapped children and youth receive zppropriate educational
services to enable them to develop tneir fuliest potential and thereby
reduce their degree of dependency. Research emphasis is placed on: (1)
developing and demcnstrating career education models relevant to both the
job market and thes abilities and aspiratioas of handicapped vouth; (2)
ceveloping perscnnel trzining methods; aad (3) investigating how the most
severely handicapped vouth can become as independent as possible by provid-

ing increased opportunities for self-developrent.

Fiscal Year '75

Research on Adolescexce at BEE was comprised of 57 percent gramts and
* e &) 3 a
L3 percent coatracts, for the most part competitively nagotiazted (91.9%).
s

The vast majority of the projects were Zor applied research purpcses using
2 wile range of methodologies: observaticnal techrigques, quasticnnaires,
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BEH

PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS: FY '75

® Funding: $3..1 million
@ Number of Projects: 145

Percentagea of
Number Adolescence Amount
of Projects Within of
Projects (N) The Agency (%) Funds (%)
FUXDING CATEGORY®
Agreement
Contract 6% 43.2 22,517,589
Competitive 63 40.5 21,408,498
8-A Minority 1 .7 570,000
Sole Source 2 1.6 539,091
Grant 83 57.4 9,572,709
Competitive ) 51.4 6,911.968
Non-Competitive 1 .7 375,115
Intramural
TYFE OF RESEARCHb
BRasic pEA a3 421,836
Applied Research lig 78.% 23,598,758
Evaluation 6 4.1 767,806
Besearch Dissenmination 13 £.8 1,684,984
Research on Policy 2 1.4 ; 212,764
METEODOLOGIES®
Longitudinal - L7 747,022
Pre—-Test, Post-Test &3 12.1 ¢,0085,887
Case Study —_ - —_—
Multidisciplinary 3 3.4 948,515
Observational Technigues 22 13.5 5,318,564
Interview Techniques 1% 12.8 3,794,611
Use of Questioamnaires 23 13.5 4,246,707
Survey Techniques P 7.4 2,307,046

a L = e -

Each ageacy has a varying number of projects vwhich affect adolescence.
This figure is the proporticn of adolesceace projects within this particular
ageoey in each category.

b

Each project was placed in one fundinz category and in one research
category. Thus, within these two, each suhcategory is matuvally exclusive of
each other subcategory; the sum of the percentages therefore approximates
ooe hundzed.

“The descriptive characteristics are 2ot mutwally exclusive. A project
proposal may have mentioned the inteation to use ome, wmore thaan cne, Or none
of these methodological categories; the propertion figures should not approxi-
mate one hundred.
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BEH
RESEARCH FOCI

® Funding: $32 million

¢ Number of Projects: 148

Primarv Focus’

S —

Number
of
Frojects (N)

Percentage of
Adolescence
Projects Withinp
The Agency (%)

Amount
of
Funds ($)

Developzenta

Physical Development
Cognitive Development
Socioemdtional Develspr.ent
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312,195

113,308
181,882
17,005

t
'
+
Family ‘ - ; — —_—
. ! ! -
Neighborhood ! 1 ' . 0
i 4
Broader Social Ervironments : - ! - -
. q
Study of R- ~rch Methods ; 1 ; . v
! - ! - . =y
Bealth/wel._ _ Services j 17 ! 11.5 | £s769,139
: 1
Educaticnal Institutioens X 118 ! c9. 29,604,874
i f f
X Secondary School : 3 ! 2.0 376,375
! Post-Secondary School ' 2 : 1.4 ' 135,021 |
| s : : 3 . < ; ~
i Vocational/Technical Schools : i , ! 933, ‘
! - i {
i - . - . i .
. Juvenile Justice Instituticns : - i - ; - .
. Breakdown of Largest Primary Focus . !
: Categorv' Educationzl Inmstitvtions : :
‘ : .
! Tcucational Curriculem 55 ; 37.8 . 15,57G,310
Teaching Techniques £0 X 40 8 © 13,575,615 ¢
. - i - : -~ i
Treztment or Procelures 56 } 37.8 . 16,601,574
- - o - { -~ . - i
Mazerizls or Eguipment 53 ; 48.3 . 16,891,762 |
Other Prograz Tolicy i 5 X 33.4 . B,L86,5%7 |
Deinstitutionalizatizn ‘ N ; -7 ; 10,147 i
Mzinstreaning ; 28 i 1E.8 : 4,831,165 |
i { -~ i -
; Parent Iovolvement , 18 i 122 . 3,287,062
i Yzuth Involvement : 1 -~ ; 137,374 |
+ 4 i
U S I — —_k B!
Tach rroposal was descrited as focusing primarily upen oze {2a2 cnly oned
¢l the major categories. when an elucaticazl or cevelocpmenzal project could
21so be placei within a sulcatenory, it was duly meored; thus o s of tte
subcategories in these two areas may not be the eguivzlent of the larger
focus. However, the su= of thesse iarger categories should a approximate cae
hindred percent of 211 the activity on adolesce=mce within each agenly.
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focused efforts with ccmponents involving more than one of the following
categories: educational curriculum, teaching techniques, treatment pro-
cedures, materials, and equipment. In the area of program policy, main-
streaming and parent involvement were concerns of 18.9 percent and 12.2

percent of the projects, respectively.

Tlans {or Fiscal Year 'T¢

- - Y- - . . . .
in FY '76, BEH could be expected to maintain its prevent level of

interest throughout the various aspec:is of handicaps: physical, emoticnal,
and intellectual-—with an exrhasis on the autistic, the schizocphrenic, the

learning disabled, and the hvperkinetic. Among the areas of cogrnitive,

- +

icnal, or phvsical developrent, the primarv charge will be

"
¥
()
b
(9]
a

3]
(o]
r

increzseld research on language and the develorment of perception and

2ttenticn.  Isrecially high interest could be expressed over anyv new innc-
vations in ejuipment, career oducaticn, on~the-job skill develcopment, axzd

—n-school vocational or technical educatica. In addition, high attenticon

S -

ized measures of academic achievezent
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OFFICE OF INDIAN EDUCATION

e FY '75 Funding of Adolescence Research: $9.9 million
L Number of Adolescence Research Projects Sponsored in FY '75: 117

Mission

Armerican Indiars can be served through the ef:orts of Title I (Comrensa-
tory Education), Title III (Supplementary Services) or Title VII (Bilingual
Education) of the Elementary and Secondarv Education Act of 1965, and three
other pieces cof legislation: PL 93-638 (The Indian Self-Determination Act),
L 93-580 (authorizing the study of Indian affairs, and PL 92-318 (The

ducation Act). This latter act establishad the Office of Indian
Education and a Natiomal Adwisory Council ¢of Indian Education to help recom-
cend pelisy on Indlan elucatinn to Congress and the Commissicner of Education.

The mission of th. Offizz 5F Indian Education is to icprove the quality of

rublic education for Indian children.
h

]
[+8]
=

gaaizatics |, state and lo
i

Fregrams and special (programs to azelicrzte the) health, social, and psycho—-
a2
icgical problems of Indian children.”  The OIE has also beea authorized to
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OIE
PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS: FY '75

® Funding: $9.9 rillion
® Number of Projects: 117

a
Percentage of
Number Acoliescence Amount
of Projects Within of
Projects (N) The Agency (%) Fuads (%)

FUNDING CATEGORY?

Agreerent
Contract
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2Each ageacy has a varying nuzmber of projects which affect adolescence.
This figrre is the proportica of a2dolescsnce projects within this particular
agency in each cateforv.

“Each project was placed in one funding category aad in one research
categery. Thas, within these two, each subcategory is =—utually exclusive of
each other subcategery; the sum of the percentages therefcre approximates
one hundred.

cThe descriptive characteristics are —ot mutually exclusive. A project
Proposal may have meationed the intemticn to use one, more than one, or noze
of these methodolegical categories; the proportion figures should not approxi-
mate one hndred.
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OIE
RESEARCH FOCI

® Funding: $10 million

® Number of Projects: 117
% Percentage of
j Number Adolescence Amount
f a of Projects Within of
i Primary Foucus Projects (W) The Agency (%) Funds ($§)
4
|
1 Developmental - - --
i .
i Physical Developnent - - --
Cogaitive Develcpment i
Socioemotional Development
Family - ! -- ! -~
[
Neighborhood {
Broader Social Enviromments '
Study of Research Methods : ]
| Health/Welfare Services 5 I 4.3 506,493
’: - > - ’ ’ ») g
X Educational Institutions : 111 ; 84,9 9,406,197
; Secondary Scheol 14 ! 12.0 833,563
! Post-Secondary School : S j 5.1 675,284
Vocational/Technical Schocls : 1 f -9 2,000
- ) H
Juvenile Justice Institutio=zs i i -8 i 1,320
Breakdown of Largest Primary FOgus' X .
Category‘ Educaticonal Instisu~ ; ! i
ticns : : i
! Educaticnal Curricul ©113 96.6 - 9,650,310
Ieachirg e;Hn-&ue~ \ 58 58.1 ! 5,820,227
i Treatment or Procedures ‘ 3 : 35.8 4,651,526
! terials or Equipment ' Y : 48.7 5,239,593
i O; 27T Program Policy : 72 ! 61.3 5 616,646 !
‘ Mainstreaming E 1 ! .9 105,000
: farent Involvemsnt | 83 : 5407 4,913,396
¢ - ! - :
i Youth Involvement 23 ' 17.1 1,599,393 ¢
! 1 ;
a - s s . . - s
Each proposal was descrided as focus sing primarily vpon one (2nd oaly oae)
of the major categories. When aa educaticmal or g2velopmental project could
21so Yo rlzced witkhin 3 schcateqoTy, it was duly noted; thus the su= of the
subcategeries ia these two zreas mav not be the equivalent of the Tger
focus. Towvever, the sim cF -h,se larger categeries should zpproximate ome
tundred percent of 231 the zct -1ty on adolescence within each zgency.
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use in 32.5 percent of the projects, while interviews and questionnaires were
mentioned in 16.2 percent and 15.4 percent of the project propesals, respec-—
tively. Most of OIE's projects were intervention programs focusing on edu-
cational institutions. Curriculum concerns were a component of most, while
more than half dealt with teaching techniques. Parent involvement played a

role in 54.7 percent.

Plans for Fiscal Year '76

Mo significant shifts in interest should be expected within the Office of
Indian Education in FY '76. A 1ow level can be prediczed concerning problems
such &s the rhysically and emotionzlly handicapped, the retarded and those
hindered bty learning disabilities or phvsical diseases of one kind or another.

Low levels also might be expected to contirue with respect to eguipment

dowever, medium interest levels can be expected with respect to the use

of drugs, adolescents who are abused or mezlected, the cognitive influences

i
and the inlZivences of the family and the mass zediaz. The highest atteation

witnin JIE should conatinue to focus upon those adelesceats who zre judged to be

o

slow, these who Srop cus of schozl or those who zre poor. The

N I - . - - - .
alghest InTer:sr Wi-- continue oa the subjects of language development, the
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RIGHT-TO~-READ EFFORT
U.S. OFFICE OF EDUCATION, DHEW

FY '75 Funding of Adolescence Research: $2.3 million
] Number of Adolescent Research Projects Sponsored in FY '75: 159

Mission

Title VII of PL 93-380 establishes the improvement of reading and the
elimination of illiteracy as a national goal. This is known as the Right~
To-Read Effort. Under Section 701 the Commissioner of Education is asked
to provide assistance: (1} to state and local agency efforts to strengthen
reading programs in the elementary grades: (2) for the development of edu-
cationzl stafi; (3 in defiaing measurable obec tives and evaluating progress
toward them; {4) for building up the capacity of preschool reading skills;
and lastly, (5) in promoting literacy amorg vouths and adults.

Secticn 723 of the same act speaks directly to this fifth purpose by
czllirng for the est '

biishment of "Reading Academies.” Under the provisions

a
ht-To~Read Effort is cailed upon to make grants and

[}
re
re
23
1]
s
€1
(8]
L

; e
WJ
(14
Pl
Ph

~ M

s with state andé local educational agencies, universities,
community organirzaticns, and cther nonprofit organizations having the
on in reading to vouths who o not otherwise

i
receive assistance. Thus, the Right~-To-Read Effort deals with a target

- - - L
Fiscal Yesr 75
v~ S o3t - oY PR a3aVaa & vem T - LR -
&11 ¢f Right-To—Read's rvesezrsh oa ad:clescents was torowgh applied yovse
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Right-To-Read

PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS: FY '75

® Funding: $2.3 million
® Number of Projects: 159

a
Percentage of
Number Adolescence Amount
of Projects Within of
Projects (N) The Agency (3) Funds (3)
FUNDING CATEGORY®
Agreement
Contract
Competitive
8-A Minority
Sole Source
CGrant 139 100.0 2,311,921
Competitive 148 93.1 1,653,955
Noan-Competitive 2 1.3 )
Intramural
TYPE OF RESEARCHb
Basic - - —_—
Applied Research 3¢ 102.°2 2,311,821
Evaluation 2 - -— _
Research Dissemination i _ —_— _—
Research on Policy ! - ' _— _
METHODOLOGIES® i
Longitudinal 9 £2.3 715,334
Pre-Test, Post-Test 73 ’ -9.7 1,084,008
Case Study - - -_—
Multidisciplinary — - —
Observational Techniques 18 10.1 178,922
Interview Tec..miques B 4.4 438,339
Use of Questionnaires i3 §.2 312,135
Survey Technigues o 3.8 0

%fach agency has a varying number of projects which affect adolescence.
This figure is the proporticn of adolescezce projects within this particular
ageacy in each category.

bEach Project was placed in one funding category and ia one research
category. Thus, within these two, each stbcategcry is matually exclusive of
each other subcategory; the su= of the percentages therefore approxinates
one hundred.

“Tte descriptive characteristics are not mutually exclusaive. A project
proposal may have mentioned the inteation to wse one, wore than one, or nons
of these methodological categories; the proportica figares shoulé pot approxi-
2ate one hundred.
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RIGHT TO READ
RESEARCH FOCI1

¢ Funding: $2 million

S e e W e b ekl e % s —— 1 e e .+ e e« 3. o s e a1t

® Number of Projects: 159
! Percentage of
Number Adolescence Amount
a of | Projects Within of
Primarv Focus Projects (R)E The Agency (%) Funds (§)
f T " ; < .
z Developmental -.3 y 14.3 3-’44,274
’
4 .
! Physical Development = ! - -
alie} ooz . N5
f Cognitive Development ‘ == f 1.5 44,274
; Socicemoticnal Developzeont X o ; - -
i
Fanily i - - -
Neighborhood : - ! - ! -
] ) )
Broader Socizl Enviromments \ -- : - : -
[
Study of Research Methods I - - : - !
; . i
Bealth/Welfare Services - : - ' - ;
H ‘ - ; - -
tducational Institutions © 136 ! 85.5 t 1,967,647 |
. i n . j 1
Secondary School j 16 ! 1001 ; 81,323
X g N i i g
Post-Secondary School ! - ' 2.5 ; 78,312
. . > . &
Vocational/Technical Schools . - , 1.3 i <0,500 |
- ' ‘. i ’
Juvenile Justice Institutions ] - X - i - ;
£ e T H V | ;
Breakdown o Lafge Primary Focus | . i
' 1
Category: rgucational Idstituticnq | |
! : ]
Educationzl Curriculum i 123 ' 100.9 ' 2,311,921
Ieaching Techniques ¢ 1I8 % 80.5 ! 1,910,688 t
Ireatment or Procedures : T ! L6.5 ; 1,428,85¢
Mzterials or Equipment : £2 2 39.9 ! 721,632
Cther Program Policy : &7 ; 55,7 : 795,883
Deinstitutionalizatic ; 2 } -5 : 41,293
Parent Iavolvement : 78 i £5.1 i 304,734
Youth Involvement : 5 ! 3.1 z Y
e S S S S
wen one {zad only one)
iopzental projec: could
z d; thus the st ¢f the
s z i ivalent of the large-
focus. Fowever, the sum of these ;a‘ger ca‘egor1e~ <H:11i arproximate oce
tunlred Dercent oF 2l1 the activity oz adolescence within each agency.
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OFFICE uF EDUCATION
BUREAU OF SCHOOL SYSTEMS

0 FY '75 Funding of Adolescence Research: $62.1 million
L Number of Adolescent Research Projects Sponsored in FY '75: 321

Mission

within the Office of Education the Bureau of School Systems serves as
the parent organization for a number of divisions: Equal Educational
Opportunity, Education for the Disadvantaged, Fcllow-Through, Bilingual
Educaticn, Plans and Supplementary Centers, Assistance in Fageraliv-
Affected Areas, Stite Assistance, Drug, Nutrition, Environmental, and Health
Educaticn, and Educational Technology.

As a result of Congressional initiative, new responsibility for the
gifted and talented will soon be added. f these, Plans and Supplementawy
Centers, Environmental Education, Bilingual Education, Follow-Through, and

Zducational Techncolegy all make direct grants—--the other Divisions make

n

state fcrzmula grants. Within each of the Divisions making direct grants
there are pilel, experimental and evaluation efforts being made and

menitored ian washingtorn, thus, they fall within the purview of the Panel

an
or Resezarch and Development on Adolascence.

prejects were {or agplied purposes, zloost entirely male vp of interveatiom
efforts. when breaking down the prizarry focus category of educational institu-~



QO

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

~-147-

and pre~ and post~test designs were the most

Eighty-five percent of their projects focused

those focusing on cognitive cevelopment invol
proj

Many of the ects also dealt with teaching

involvement was a component in nearlv half of

Plans for Fiscal Year '76
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BSS

PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS: FY *75

® Funding: $62 million
® Number of Projects: 321

a
Percentage of
Numbex Adolescence Amount
cf Projects Within of
Projects (%) The Agency (3) Funds {9)
FUNDING CATEGORY®
Agreement
Contract 3 .9 1,273,157
Competitive 3 .9 1,273,157
8-A Minority - e -- --
Sole Source - ’ - -
Grant 313 §9.1 €0,634,428
Competitive 303 5.9 59,120,901
Noen-Competitive 1 .3 10,964
Intrameral
| TYPE OF RESEARCE™
Basic - -— -
Applied Research ! 321 1.0 61,907,385
Evaluation f - — —
Research Dissemination 3 - - -
Research on Policy j - - -
METEODOLOGIES® |
Longitudizal ’3 “ 1.3 383,964
Pre-Test, Post-Test , 239 £3.7 53,858,331
Case Study ! 1 .3 58,053
Mulitidisciplicary : 1 .3 &0,736
Observational Teckmigquss 34 i0.8 9,305,57
Interview Teckrigues : 31 3.7 5,088,661
Tse of Questionnaires ; =3 3.4 11,319,87¢
Survey Techmigues f 1 .4 2,895,001

2fach agaacy has a varying aumder of projects which affsct adoiescence.
This figure is tke proportion of adoiescence projects within this particalar
ageacy iz each category.

Each project was placed iz one fundirg category and in oze research
category. 7Thus, within these two, each subcategory is matsally exclusive of
each cther subcalegory; the sum of the percentages itherefore approximates
one humdred.

“Ihe descriptive characteristiss are not mutually exciusive. A project
proposal may hiave mentioned the intentisn to vwse oze, more than one, or none
of these me!” ndulogical categories; the proportioa figures shouid not approxi-
tate ome bhunc.ed.
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BSS
RESEARCH FOCI

® Funding: $62 million
® Number of Projects: 321

Percentage of
Number Adolescence Amount
a of Projects Within of
Primary Focus ?rojects ) The Agency (%) Funds (§)
Developmental 1 . 83,100
Physical Development 1 . 83,100
Cognitive Development - - -
Socicemotional Development -- - -
Family - - -
Neighborhood - - -~
Broader Social Environments - - -
Study of Research Methods 1 .3 637,493
Health/Welfare Services 1 .3 184,336
Educational Institutions 318 99.1 61,002,656
Secondary School 54 16.8 7,775,937
Post-Secondary School 1 .3 788,821
Vocational/Technical Schools 7 2.2 1,078,561
Juvenile Justice Institutions - - -
Breakdown of Largest Primary Focus
Category: Educationzl Institutions
Educational Curricuium 302 94.1 59,659,615
Teaching Techniques 284 88.5 59,060,277
Treatment or Procedures 39 12.2 5,388,241
Materials or Equipment 278 86.6 56,202,087
Other Program Policy 277 86.3 56,986,813
Deinstitutionalization 3 .9 200,688
Mainstreaming 12 3.7 653,205
Parent Involvement 270 84.1 56,603,516
Youth Involvement 2 .6 74,550

aEach proposal was described as focusing primarily upon one (an. only one)

e major categories. When an educatioanal or developmental project could
also be placed uvithin a subcategory, it was duly noted; thus the sum of the
subcategories in these two areas may not be the equivalent of tle larger
focus. However, the sum of these larger categories should approximate one
hundred percent of all the activity on adolescence within each agency.
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Plans for Fiscal Year '76

The Bureau of School Systems, because of its constituent sections of
Follow-Through 2.:d Bilingial Education, can be expected to maintain its
present high levels of interest in biling:al problems, the language, thought
and perceptual processes of cognitive development, in remedial reading,
desegregatior problems, guidarce counseling, and academic achievement.
its activities should continue tc affect most sectors of the disadvantaged
adoiescent populaticns: Spanish~speaking, migrants, immigrants, urban
and ghetto dwellers, blacks and whites.

Lower attention levels can be expected to be maintained in the area
of handicapping problems and social, emotional, and physical development
proulems. The area of abused and neglected adolescents is oue cf growing
concern at BSS. The influences of the family, "open'" classrooms and
voucher proposals will be maintained as low level interests, al.ng with the
use of intelligence tests, self-concept measures, observaticnal and

longitudinal techniques, and specific social science disciplines.
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OFFICE OF CAREER EDUCATION

] FY '75 Funding of Adolescence Research: $8.5 million

] Number of Adolescence Research Projects Sponsored in FY '75: 71

Mission

L.t sention 406 of the Educational Amendments Act of 1974 (PL 93-380),
the USUEL is called upon to support exemplary models and programs of career
education; this is now being accomplished through the Office of Carear
Education. The Gffice provides grants for nonprofit-making corporations,
universities and colieges, and state or local authorities to develop career
awareness curriculum for primary school children and career experiences
for adolc; wents. For adolescents, OCE's mission involves three levels:
(1) orientation--such as spending three days in a bank; (2) exploration--
such as working part-time in a hospital; and (3) training for a job on-the-

job.

Fiscal Year '75

The competitive grant was the type of award utilized in 97 percent of
OCF's projects. Mo«t of the effoarts were for applied purposes. Question-
naires, surveys, interviews and pre- and post-test designs were all fre-
quently mentioned in project proposals. Practically all projects focused
on educational instititions, with educational curriculum a concern of all
adolescent research at OCE. More than half of their projects included
the ¢valuaticn of career education materials, while more than a third
addressed issues of various teachirg techniques, treatment procedures and

other program policies.



PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS: FY '75

® Funding: $8.5 million
® Number of Projects: 71

a
Percentage of
Number Adolescence Amount
of Projects Within of
Projects (N) The Agency (%) Funds () _
FUNDING CATECORY®
Agreement
Contract 2 2.8 383,640
Competitive 2 2.8 383,640
8-A Minority - - -
Sole Source - -- -
Crant 59 07.2 5,063,663
Competitive 69 97.2 8,068,663
Non-Competitive - - -
Intramural
TYPE OF RESEARCHb
Basic 1 1.7 308,640
Applied Research 66 93.0 7,591,833
Evaluation - - -
Research Disscmination 2 2.8 319,975
Research on Policy 2 2.8 232,535
- e O O U SRS
METHODOLOG1ES®
Longitudinal 2 2.8 143,975
Pre-Test, Post-Test 1o 22.5 2,029,905
Case Study - - -
Multidisciplinary - - -
Observational Techniques 8 11.3 984,110
Interview Techniques 16 22.5 1,930,890
Use of Questionnaires 20 28.2 2,167,996
Survey Techniques 16 22.5 2,190,249

3Each agency has a varying number of projects which affect adolescence.
This figure i{s the proportion of adolescence projects within this particular
agency in each category.

bEach project was placed in one funding catepory and in one research
category. Thus, within these two, each subcategory is mutually exclusive of
each other subcategory; the sum of the percentages therefore approximates
one hundred.

11

“The descriptive characteristics are not mutually exclusive. A project
proposal may have mentioned the intention to use onc, more than one, or none
of these methodological categories; the proportion figures should not approxi-
mate one hundred.
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OCE
RESEARCH FOCI

® Funding: %8 million
® Number of Projects: 71

Percentage of
Number Adolescence Amount
a of Projects Within of
Primary Focus Projects (N)| The Agency (%) Funds ($)
Developmental 1 1.4 75,000
Physical Development
Cognitive Development
Socioemotional Development
Family - - --
Neighborhood - - -
Broader Social Environments - -- -—
Study of Research Methods - - -
Health/Welfare Services -- -- --
Educational Institutions 70 98.6 8,377,303
Secondary School 10 14.1 927,409
Post-Secondary School 3 4.2 448,009
Vocational/Technical Schools ] 1.4 27,716
Juvenile Justice Institutions T - ==
Breakdown of Largest Primary Focus
Category: Educational Institu-
tions
Educational Curriculu. 71 100.0 8,452,303
Teaching Techniques 26 36.6 2,691,719
Treatment or Procedires 29 40.9 3,281,298
Materials or Equipment 38 53.5 4,293,212
Other Program Policy 26 36.6 3,139,858
Mainstreaming 2 2.8 263,298
Parent Involvem: 1t 17 22.5 1,612,436
Youth Involven.. 3 4.2 314,999

®Each proposal was described as focusing primarily upon one (and only one)
of the major categories. When an educatioanal or cevelopmental project could
also be placed within a subcategory, it was duly noted; thus the sum of the
subcategories in these two areas may not be the equivalent of the larger
focus. However, the sum of these larger categories should approximate one
hundred percent of all the activity on adolescence within each agency.
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Plans for Fiscal Year '76

In FY '76 UCE hopes to support career education efforts for the
physically, emotionally and intellectually handicapped. OCE will con-
tinue to show concern for the minorities and "disadvantaged" populations.
Increased interest will be shown toward the special problems of both
urban and rural populations. Other subject foci at OCE will continue to
be in the areas of cognitive development related to decision-umaking and
language development and in the influence on the adolescent from the family
and other local environments. Another subject focus category will be
alternatives to schools, an area of high interest which includes research
into work experience, voluntary service by students and schools "without
wall:." In-school and on-the-job skill development are also of major
interest at OCE. Approaches to be utilized will be academic achievement

measures, self-concept measures, observation techniques and questionnaires.
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

) FY '75 Funding of Adolescence Research: $.7 million

L Number of Adolescence Research Projects: 83

Mission

The purpose of the Department of Agriculture fs to acquire and diffuse
usceful information on agricultural subjects in the broadest sense. The
Department's functions encompass research, education, conservation, market-
ing, rvgulatory work, agricultural adjustmest, surplus disposal. and rural
development. Certain of its many research guals focus on "people-oriented
programs.'" There are studies of the family which emphasize the interrela-
tionslips between huran beings, their near enviropment, and their inter-
actions which ure particularly relevant to adoelescence. Current social cen-
cerns sucn as malnutrition, mebility (both geographical and social), inter-
personal understanding, adolescent roles, occupational and educatioun. yuals,
personal stability, social adjustment, learning processes, {flurgenerational
values and scnocl achievewment are all within the purview of the USDA and

Lana-Gran - ;<tity:.on research.

Fiscal Year '75

USDA used the funding procedure labeled "agreement” in 86.8 percent of
the projects concerning adolescence. This category reflects the practice
in USDA of sponsoring research through its Cooperative Research Experiment
stations (CRES) located in geograpiical regions around tne nation. The
remainder were mainly competitive grants. Basic research composed just
over half of their projects, while applied research was the purpose in 19.3
percent and evaluation ia 14.5 percent. Most frequently mentioned method-
clogies included interviews, questionnaires and longitudinal techniques.
The largest primary focus category was in adolescent development, which
showed 18 percent in the physical development category and 12 percenc in the
socioemotional development category. The second largest primary focus cate-
gory was educational iastituticns. Further analysis shows educational cur-

riculum as a major consideration,
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U5DA

PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS: FY '75

® Funding: 5.7 million

® Number of Projects: §3

Percentagea of
Number Adolescence Amount
of Projects Within of
A Projects (N) The Agency (%) Funds ($)
FUNDING CATEGORY®
Agreement 72 36.8 581, 501
Contract - - -
Competitive
8-A Minority
Sole Source
Grant 15 12.1 76,800
Competitive 10 12.1 76,800
Non-Competitive - -- -~
Intramural 1 1.2 2,300
TYPE OF RESEARCHb
Basic 46 55.4 472,425
Applied Resecarch 16 19.3 41,202
Evaluation 12 14.5 90,281
Research Dissemination 1 1.2 1,287
Research on Policy S 9.6 55,406
METHODOLOGIES®
Longitudinal 18 21.7 282,500
Pre-Test, Post-Test 12 14.5 76,850
Case Study 2 2.4 2,777
Multidisciplinary 7 4.4 153,810
Observational Techniques 2 2.4 2,404
Interview Techniques 21 25.3 106,289
Use of Questionnaires 19 22.9 219,899
Survey Techniques 14 16.9 98,019

3Each agency has a varying number of projects which affect adolescence.
This figure is the proportion of adolescence projects within this particular

agency in each catego.v.

bﬁach project was placed in one funding category and in one research

category.

Thus, within these two, each subcategory is mutually exclusive of

each other subcategory; the sum of the percentages therefore approximates

one hundred.

“The descriptive characteristics are not mutually exclusive. A project
proposal may have mentioned the intention to use one, more than ¢ne, or none
of these methodological categories; the proportion figures should not approxi-

mate one hundred.
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USDA
RESEARCH FOCI

® Funding: $.7 million
8 Number of Projects: 83

Percentage of
Number Adolescence Amount
. a of Projects Within of
Primary Focus Projects (N) | The Agency (%) Funds ($)
Develofmental 31 37.4 281,591
Physical Development 15 18.1 215,355
Cognitive Development 1 1.2 0
Socioemotional Development 10 12.1 ! 53,907
Family 5 6.0 L 103,728
Neighborhood 6 7.2 13,827
Broader Social Environments 6 7.2 18,202
Study of Research Methods 2 2.4 0
Health/Welfare Services i 11 13.3 117,354
Educational Institutions 22 26.5 125,899
Secondary School 6 7.2 ‘ 17,725
Post-Secondary School 3 3.6 11,926
Vocational/Technical Schools 2 2.4 0
Juvenile Justice Institutions - - -
Breakdown of Largest Primury Focus
Category: Educational Institu-
tions
Educational Curriculum 26 31.3 aN1,256
Teaching Techniques 5 6.0 63,812
Treatment or Procedures 4 4.8 105,912
Materials or Equipment 6 7.2 30,426
Other Prograa Policy 17 20.5 231,640
Parent Involvement 1 1.2 0

8pach proposal was described as focusing primarily upon one (and only one)
of *he major categories. When an educational or Gevelopmental project could
also be placed within a subcategory, it was duly noted; thus the sum of the
subcategories in these two areas may not be the equivalent of the larger
focus. However, the sum of these larger categories should approximate one
hundred percent of all the activity on adolescence within each agency.

fol
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Plans >r ¥iscal Year '76

Though v, increased attention will be given to the urban, suburban,
and mic<cle-ciass populations, USDA will continue its interest in the poor,
the minori:ie-, and rural adolescents around the nation. A stronger
concentration numigratory populations is anticipated. High attentiowu
will continur cver questions of attitudes, and of occupational aspiration
and expecta‘*ions; less interest will be paid to other aspects of pecson-
ali+y development, cognitive or physical development, A medium or hig!
leve. of interest will again surround questions of family functions, the
inrlueaces c? the social/cultural environment, work experience, in-school
vocational/technical education, and on-the-job skill development. Nutri-
tion is a growing field of interest at USDA. A new interest is develop~
‘ng in the area of availability and utilization of health services. A
decrease of emphasis {s reported concerning psychotherapy and psychological
ccunseling issues. Methodology interests will remain almost constant,
with a decrease in use of questionnaires. The primary orientation at

USDA will continue to be sociological.
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF LABOR

) FY *J5 Funding of Adolescence Research: $2.9 million

] Number of Adolescence Research Projects Sponsored in FY '75: 33
Mission

Section 311 of the Comprehensive Employment and Training Act clarges
the Department of Labor with a number of major research and development
responsibilities. Part (a) calls for a v-esearch program which will "aid
In the sclution of the nation's manpower problems," reduce unempioyment
without upsetting its talance with price stability, diminish discrimina-~
tiou and disadvantage, and ease the "transitions" from school to work, from
one job to another, from work to retirement, ard from retirement to work.
Part (b) requires that the Department establish a program of experimenta-
tion, demonstration, and pilot projects tc fmprove techniques and to demon-
strate the effectiveness of specialized manpower development programs.

This section specifically prohibits projects which would experiment with
either subsidized wage employment in the private sector or with less than
minimum wages. Lastly, section (c) requires that the Department conduct

a thorough cvaluation of programs funded under the Ant to determine their
effectiveness in "meeting the needs" for employment opportunities or con-
tinuing educational supporti services for the disadvantaged, the chronically
unemployed, and those with low incomes.

Thus the Department of Labor is charged with administering and enforc-
ing legislation which prompts the welfare of wage earners, improves their
working conditions and advances their opportunities for profitable employ-
ment. The objectives of the Manpower Administration are to provide job
training and employment opportunities for the economically disadvantaged,
unemployec, and underemploved persons, and to assure that trainimg and
other services lead to maximum employment opportunities and enhance self-
sufficiency by establishing a fiexible and decentralized system of Federal,
state, and local programs. The research of the Manpower Administration
places special empnasis on developing new labor market knowiedge and inno-
native operating techniques which might lead to the improved effectiveness

of tnese programs.
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DOL

PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS: FY ‘75

® Funding: $2.9 .illion
® Numb'r of Projects: 33

1 a
Percentage of
Number Adolescence Amount
of Projects Within of
Projects (N) The Agency (%) Funds (5)
FUNDING CATEGORY®
Agreement 17 51.5 24,250
Contract 17 32.3 1,644,108
Competitive 1 3.0 259,403
8-A Minority - - -
Sole Source 8 24,2 1,384,705
Grant 6 16.2 1,228,579
Competitive 4 12.1 1,028,579
Non-Competitive 1 3.0 200,000
Intramural
TYPE OF RESEARCHb
Basic 7 21.2 1,008,872
Applied Research 8 24.2 1,191,453
Evaluation g 24,2 478,610
Research Dissemination 2 6.1 57,867
Research on Policy 8 24,2 160,135
METHODOLOGI1ES®
Longituiinal 5 15.2 1,243,325
Pre-Te: -, Post-Test 10 30.3 1,454,101
Case St iy 1 3.0 o
Multidisciplinary ~-- -~ -
Observational Techniques 2 6.1 0
Interview Techniques 11 33.3 1,471,466
Use of Questionnaires 7 21.2 475,365
Survey Techniques 7 21.2 1,104,241

2Each agency has a varying number of projects which affect adolescence.

This figure is the proportion of adolescence projer*s within this particular
agency in each category.

bEach project was placed in one funding category and in one research
category. Thus, within these two, each subcategory is mutually exclusive of
each other subcategory; the sum of the percentages therefore approximates
one hundred.

cThe descriptive characteristics are not mutually exclusive. A project
proposal may have mentioned the intention to use one, more than one, or none
of these methodological categories; the proportion figures should not approxi-
mate one hundred.
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DOL
RESEARCH FOCI

® Funding: $3 million
® Number of Projects: 33

Perce- trge of
Numter Adc e. ence Amount
) i a of Proj¢ :ts Within of
Primary Focus Projects (N) | The A .-~y (%) Funds (§)
Developmental 1 3.0 0
Physical Development - - -
Cognitive Development - - -
Socioemotional Pevelopment 1 3.0 0
Family 1 3.0
Neighborhood - -— -
Broader Social Environments 10 30.3 1,156,757
Study of Research Methods 1 3.0 2,000
Pealth/Welfare Scrvices 7 ‘ 21.2 1,453,356
Educational Institutions C 13 39.4 284,824
Secondary Schoel 1 3.0 10,000
Post-Secondary School 4 12.1 215,962
Vocational/Technical Schools 3 9.1 0
Juvenile Justice Institutions - - -~
Breakdown of Largest Primary Focus
Category: Educational Institu-
tions
Educational Curriculum 14 42.4 328,265
Teaching Techniques 11 33.3 300,070
Treatment or Procedures 12 36.4 1,670,063
Materials or Equipment 4 12.1 55,617
t Oth:r Program Policy 1 3.0 2,500

aEach proposal was described as focusing primarily upon one (and oaly one)
of the major categories. When an educalional or developmental project could
also be placed within a subcatepory, it was duly noted; thus the sum of the
subcategories in these two areas may not be the equivalent of the larger
focus. However, the sum of these larger categories should approximate one
hundred percent of all the activity on adolescence within each agency.
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Fiscal Year '75

Slightly more than half of DOL's projects were funded as agrecments,
appr.«imately 30 percent were contracts and 18 percent grants, Applied,

vvaluatiorn and poli:y research categories each accounted for 24 percent

of the total. Basic research comprised 21 percent; research support six

percent, The most often meutioned methodologies were: Interview tech-
niques, pre- and post-test design, questionnaires and surveys. The largest
primary focus category, educational institutions, sh~wed an cducational
curriculum component in 42 percent of DOL's projects. Teaching techniques

and treatments or procedures were also factors under consideration.

Plans For Fiscal Year '76

Research emanating from the Department of Labor will always reflect
the problems of adolescents which affect or are affected by the macro-
ecoaomy. Con.equently low activity will continue on questions of phys-
ical handicaps, tiie autistic, the schizophrenic, the retarded, the learn-
ing disabled and prollems involving cognitive, socioerotional development
and fanily interaction. A modicum of research will deal with delinquency,
school drop-outs and questions of bilinguality., Although moderate volume
will continue over questions of drug users, high attention will continue
to focus upon the poor, the migrant and those who live in in."r city
ghettos, High sttention will also surround the new supggestions of voucher
plaas, work experience, vocational/technical education and on-the-job skill
development., Methodological emphasis will continue *o focus upon survey

analysis. longitudinal techniques and program evaluation methods.
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ACTION

[ ] FY '75 Funding of Adolescence Research: $.01 ($12,400)
0 Number of Adolescence Research Projects Sponsored in FY '75: 2

Mission

The Domestic Volunteer Service Act of 1973 authorizes the director of
ACTION to establish the National Student Volunteer Program (NSVP), the
Program for Local Service (PLS), the University Year for Action (UYA), the
Volunteers in Service to Amzrica (VISTA), and the Youth Challenge Program
(YCP). Each of these programs deals with, involves, or directly affects
adolescents. In addition, under Title IV, Section 416, the effectiveness
and impact of these programs are to be carefully evaluated, as long as the
evaluation cost does not exceed one percent of the agency's appropriated
funds. It is in this context that the projects of ACTION fall within
th> purview of the Interagency Panel for Research and Development on

Adolescence.

Fiscal Year '75

ACTION's two projects (cme contract, one grant) are evaluations of
their programs. The research deals with the attitudinal and occupational
impact on velunteers as well as the benefits accruing to the sponsoring
agencies. The data will be collected using both interview and questionnaire
rechniques.

1 -

Plans for Fiscal Year '7H

ACTION programs will coatiaue to lcy their highest emphasis upon the
innovative educational experience derived from voluntary service by studeats.
Ephasis will be laic upoa prograzms of voucher plans for comxunity service
and service experience for career education. ACTION developmeat prograns

"

O
*

aifect a broad raage of targe: grouss: the poor

3T e ENE 1
disacvantagea, =Sl

those who either live cr Indian reservatioas, or are cigratory.
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ACTION

PROJECT CHARACTERISTIC! .

FY '75

® Funding:

-

® Number of Projects: .

S.01 millica ($12.400)

Number
of
Frojects

(N)

Percentagea of
Adolescence
Projects Within
The Agency (%)

Anount
of
Funds (%)

FUNDING CATEGORY?

Agreement
Contract

Competitive
8~A Minority
Sole Source

Grant

Competitive
Non-Competitive

Intrarmural

TYFE OF RESEARCHb
Basic
Applied Research
Etvaluation
Research Dissenmii ztfion
Research ea Policy

12,400

METHODOLOGIES®

Loagitudinal

Pre-Test, Post-Test

Case Study
Multidisciplinary
Observational Techrigues
Interview Techrigues

i Use of Questicoraires

Survey Techaigues

130.0
30.0

a

Each ageacy has a varying auxber of projects which affect adolescence.

This figure is the proportioa of adolescence projects within this particular

agency in each category.
b

Esch project wes placed in oae funding category aad ir one research

category.

Thus, wit.in these two, each subcategory is miutually exclusive of

each other subcategory; the sum of the percentages therefore approximates

one hundred.

The descriptive characteristics are
Proposal may have mentioned the inteation

not mutually exciusive.
to use one, oore than orne,

A project

oT Jome

of these methodological categories; the properticn figures should not approxi-

mate one huadred.
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ACTION
RESEARCH FOCI

® Funding: $.01 million (5§12,400)
® Number of Projects: 2

Percentage of

Number Adolescence Amount
) a of Projects Within of
Primary Focus Projects (N) The Agency (%) Funds (§)

e e A ————— - ———

Developmental

Physical Developument
Cognitive Development
Socioemotional Development

Family 1 - - -
Neighborhood - , - -

Broader Social Enviromments
Study of Research Methods -
Health/Welfare Services == . - —

Educational Institutions z 100.0 12,400

Secondary Schwool - - -
Post-Secondary School -
Vocational/Technical Schools 2 100.0 12,400

Juvenile Justice Institutions - - -

Breakdown cf lLargest Primary Focu#
Category: Educational Institu-

]

ticns ‘
Educational Curriculu=s : 1 50.0 1 2,400
Teaching Techaiques : 2 100.0 12,400

!

“Each proposal was described as focusing primarily upon one (and only one)
cf the mazjor categories. Wwhen am educatioaal or Jevelopmental project could
also be placed within a subcatepcry, it was Jduly noted; thus the s of the
subcategories in these two areas may not be the egquivalent of the larger
focus. However, the sum of these larger categories should approximate one
tundred percent of all the activiiy on adolescence within each agency.

1369
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OFFICE OF JUVENILE JUSTICE AND DELINQUENCY PREVENTIOXN
LAW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE ADMINISTRATION
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
NATIONAL INSTITUTE FOR JUVENILE JUSTICE AND DELINQUENCY PREVENTION

FY '75 Funding of Adolescence Research: $3.4 million
¢ Number of Adolescence Research Projects Sponsored in FY '75: 15
Mission

The Juvenile Justice and Delinquercy Pravention Act of 1974 (JJDP Act)

(2]

reated a new Federal program to corbat delinguency, and responsibility

'y

or adzinistering the Act was delegated to the Law Enforcement Assistance
Acdministration {LEAA). The Act created the Office of Juvenile Justice and
Delinquency Frevention and, within that Office, the National Institute

of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention. This Institute is now
the center ia LEAA for all juvenile-related research. It has assumed the
responsibilities for juvenile research previously sponsored under the

National Iasci fcr Law Enforcement and Criminal Justice (LEAA's research

t

u

rt

e
arn) as well as the anew functions mandated under the Act. Thus the
Juvenile Justice Institute presently supports research through funds pro-

by the J5JDJ? Act and the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act
of 1%68, as amended.

Functioas. The National Iastitute for Juvenile Jus-ice has five majs
functions: (1) o conduct, encourage, and coordinate research relating
uvenile Jeliaguency; {2) to conduct, encourage, and
soordinate eveluation relatizng to aay aspect of juvenile delinguency; (3)
to collect, prepare, aad dissemiInate useful data regarding the treatment
and cozntrol of “uvenile offenders: (4} to provide training for personmnel

v

ad

w

3 L mmAaeIn £ S JE S-S e S 3 e - -

S IO d@vVelddD sIaniards I0r te aazministraticon of J_¢enlle custice &t the
DanWa. SN -7 - - - - - M - =

selertii, Slale, anc local levels.

Scme o the major programs iaclude the following: the deinstituticnalization
uveniles who have commitred acts thar would aot be

crizical Jor adults); diversioz of offenders Irom the juvenile justice
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PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS:

FY 75

® Funding: $3.4 million
® Number of Projects: 15
| Percentagea of
Number Adolescence Amount
of Projects Within of
Projects (N) The Agency (%) Funds ($)
FUNDING CATEGORY®
Agreement 1 6.7 9,738
Contract 1 6.7 8,052
Coumpetitive - - -
8-A Minority - - —_
Sole Source 1 6.7 8,052
Gract 13 86.7 3,355,085
Coapetitive 13 S6.7 3,355,085
Non—Competitive - - --
Intramural
TYPE OF RESEARCHb
Basic 1 6.7 338,342
Apoplied Research 3 33.3 846,248
Evaluation -= -= -
Research Dissemination ! - - -
Research oa Policy ; S ; =303 i 2,0R8,285
METHODOLOGIES®
Longitudiaal : z 13.3 134,782
Pre-Test, Post-Test : a 29,.° 313,333
Case Study —— - _—
Multidisciplinary - _— —
Observaticnal Techniques ] : 5.7 1,141,237
Interview Techniques : s 33.3 2,527,252
Use of Questionnaires 3 20,0 1,571.32¢
v Survey Techzigues ; 3 33.3 1,105,724

- - .
Each agency has a3 varying numder of pro
This figure is the proportioz ¢ aZolescence

agemty ia each categors.

>ct was placed ia ocne fuzding
within these twd, each subca
<

category., ac
the suz= of the

€ach other
one hundred.

“the descriptixe
may have mcaticne
methodological
auadred.
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rtion figures should oot aprroxi-
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LEAA
RESFARCH FOCI

® Funding: $3 million

® Nuzber of Projects: 15

! | 1
; i Percentage of
j Number i Adolescence Amount
¥ - .
i . of t Projects Within of
Primary Focus Projects (N)& The Ageacy (%) Funds ($)
Developmental - g - -
Physical Develcpment :
Cognitive Development :
Socioemotional Developmeat !
Family ,
!
Neighborhood ;
- ! - "
Broader Social Enviromments 1 . 6.7 358,342
4
Study of Research Methods '
Health/welfare Services - ; - - i
Educational Institutions - f - - :
Secondary School ! ;
Tyst-Secondary School ! .
Vocational/Technical Schools ! :
i i .
Juvenile Justice Iastitutions 1+ i 8I.2 L 3,00-.05: :
reakdown of Largest Prizary T-‘cvgusl ﬁ ! :
Category: Suvenile Justice ; ! 1
Institutions : ! !
] { f .
Delingquency Services ! S ! 63.3 : 1,850,533 !
Law Enforcexment x 5 ! 42.0 : Gi4,u70 {
!

a

a. - . ‘1 . . .

Tach proposal was cdescribed as focusiiy primarily upon cne (@ad cnly ome)
oL the major categolies. When sa 2duciiior il or uevelcpzmeniel project could
alsc be placed witlin a sudzaterorwy, it was Julv neoted; thus the sum ¢of the
subcategorics in the=e twd sreas vay pot V= the egvivaleant of the larger
focus. Towever, the sum of thern: Irrger categories skould aporoxinate ome
huncdzed parcent ol 311 the actavity 'n adelescenee within each syency.
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system; reduction of serious crime committed by juveniles; and juvenile
delinquency prevention. Presently efforts are being undertaken for a
national assessment of juvenile corrections, a study of long-range trends
that will effect juvenile justice programming, and evaluation of the
community-based programs developed in Massachusetts after that State clossed

its training scheools in 1972.

Fiscal Year 75

Competitive grants were the mos: common type of funding award. Mo ;:
of LEAA's projects were either applied or policv research, most irequently
using the techniques cof interviews and survevs. Almost 511 of the
projects ‘ocused on juvenile justice institutions; 60 percent classified

as deli.. »2acy cervices and 40 percent con~crned with law enforcement

iastituriour
Plat.s v Fiscal Yan- '7A

A nd .ol
IR,

5
uensds 2 tha adolescer &, the reighborkood and loce. environ-
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AGENCY PLANS FCR ADOLESCENCE RESEARCH
AND DEVELOPMENT IN FY '76

Specific Interests
ty General Area

Level of Agency Interest

FY '76

HIGH T MESTOY

LOwW

TARGET POFULATION CHARACTEXISTICS

Phvsically Handicapped

~allv Handicapped

v. 1allv Handicapped
Neurolcogically
Lrtaoecically

Speech

BOAE,SRS,BCHS| BEH,OCE

NINCDS,
Right-to-
Read

NICHD

NICHD,BCHS,
Rigne-to-
Read

BSS,DOL,NIE]
OIE,LEAA

NICHD

NICHD
NINCDS

NICHD

REE

fogates

BSS, BOAE,
OIE,DOL

NIDA

NICHD,
NINCDS

Delinguent NIVH NIZA,00D, OYD,LIAd :
DOL,KIAAA {
Ineotional Aspacts of
Drug Abuse NIDA NIhAs
{
4 —_—
.
intellectuzalls ZGandicapoes NIZ,30a% P 3RS, XE Y ESL,073E
H
4
wwrardeld NITHDICRS 1 BeE TIght- | NTwy,
to~R=ead. WIE,Q1E,
RIS 0 NINCDS

|

LA

¢
ts i~ et (4

i
o

[STIRS N

}

KIAET]]
'J»
fu frs
Crr O
wie o

72}

-1

g

t

',

e g b At ot 1 e o b - 55

-1
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AGENCY PLANS FOR ADOLESCENCE RESEARCH
AND DEVELOPMENT IN FY '76
(CONTINUED)

Specific Interests

Level of Agency Interest FY '76

HiGh HMEDITM

LOW

ij General Area

TARGET POPULATION CHARACTERISTICS

e e — e e e - e = am e t —— —e ramve e e ed

Intellectually Handicapped (Continued)

Acadenmically Slow

OlE DOL,NIE,

BSS,Right-to4 OCD,NICHD
Fead ,0IE,NIE]

DOL

i NIE,BSS,Right
to-Read,OlE,
0?BE

0Ch,D0L

1
4
]

NICHD,Right
to—Read ,0CQ)

2YD,
LEAA

0YD,USDA

0YD,
NICHD,

USDA

Drug Users ’SS QIE, L 0YD, BOAE,
T
ESy ¥y
Beroin ¢ NIDA
! .-
Marifuznas iNLD%
i
Aleckol NIsss NIDA,
TSha
Molzirle 2rug Use NIDA,XNTAAR
felared to Tregmancy Dutcomss NIAMS RISE AN
Abusel 0T Neglectel 2dolescents JCD,NIDA WICED, QYD, T80,
| NIa2s QIT, § BEM,LEAA
B&S
Pa [ - - .
j Sua AwsTs ?T,IYT SRS, NIAAS NTDANICED
]
: 4

EQAE,SRS

00D, RICED,

P P

- -

3lack Populstion NIALA,OCE 0CDd, 3CES
33S,NIE, DO,
TS
- 4
T T
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AND DEVELOFMENT IN FY
(CONTINUED)

AGENCY PLANS FOR ADOLESCENCE FESEARCH

'76

Specific Interests

Level of Agency Interest FY '76

by General Area HIGH NEOICH 1 LW
TARGET POPULATION CHARACTERISTICS
Denographic Characteristics
(Continced) i
whire Population BSS,DOL,USDA,] OCD,ROAE,
NLE BCHS ,NIAAA )
OCE
Puerto-Rican BSS,NIE,OCE, | OCD,NIAA,
DOL,USDA BCHS
Mexicar American BSS,.WIE,OCE, i OCD,BCHS
DOL,USDA, 5
NIsAA
Oriental-American AR VT BSS,NIE,DO;
OCD,USDA,
BCHS
Native-Anmericarn 0CZ,U8D4,0IE{ N1E,OCD,
DOL,NIAAA BCES
Toocr or "Tisadvantaged OCZ,RSS,0PBE{ SRS
NIE,OCD,DOL,
USDA,ACTION,
{ 3c8s
viddle-Class y NIT TSDa,BCHS, | BSS,DOL
QCD.OIE,OC
Imeigrant-&=ericans 3885 NIE,OCD, v DOL,TUSDA
{ BCES
i
Trhan | noz,x1z.0c2 | Uspa,Bss,
| ! OCD,BCES
! Sudurhaa {2IT O&CTL,D0L, . n8e,uIE
§ ! TSDA,3CHE, |
| : XCE :
Shetto | 588,000,001, oce i 3IE
NIAsY WIS, ;
; 3CES !
: | §
: indizn Reservation ' DOL,ACTION, | OCDNZIE. ¢
L { OIT,NIAAY | TSDA,BUS |

177
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AGENCY PLANS FOR ADOLESCENCE RESEARCH
AND DEVELOPMENT IN FY
(CONTINUED)

'76

Sprcific Interests
by General Area

Level of Agency Interest FY '7§

HIGH

~ MEDTCM

LOW

TARGET POPULATION CHARACTERISTICS

Demographic Characteristics

(Coatinued)

Migratory Pepulation

fopulaticn Quiside the U,

Rural-Non-Zeservation

th

.

w1k .OCD,
USDa,OFBE,
ECES

oCD

OIE,OCD

0IE

0YD,NIE,
NICHD,USDA

SUEJECT FOCTS

s - ————

Cognizive Developzent

o s - e ———— e e el e e T T3

+

01%,NIZ,
NICHD,Right-

e —_

OC3, JPES

OCE.BEX

'!}\A~ﬁ-.,

NINCDS,DOL
OPBE,USDA,
LEAAR

NINCES

]
: .
é‘ i
POl !
. H -
. . - - - . L mmm e
sosiceTrticmzl Teveloomen: NIDA,NIARA S CYD L OPEE,
g 3TE,NIT f DOL,ESS,
1 L -—
: 1 NIE,LEAA
i !
i
i . - - |
! Te.sonzility Develoomens ; LD, US3A, i NIE
; ; O1Z,NICHD 1
i i :
: - ! ~ - | I, -
' Imoticnzsl Zevelcpment : Ol 01z, : JSTALRIE
| : NigE i
— £ -

—
-
v
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AGENCY PLANS FOR ADOLESCENCE RESEARCH

AND DEVELOPMENT 1IN FY '76
(CONTINUED)

vt
Specific Interests Level of Agency Interest Y '76

Iby General Area HIGH L MroICM LOW

SUBJECT FOCUS

Socicemotional Develcpment{(Continued)

Aztitudes USDA,NIE, OPBE,NICHDJ DOCL
Right-to- 0OCD,04{E,
Read BOAE

behavier NIMH,NTCHD | BOAE,OCD, | DOL,USMA
OTE

Phwsical Development NIDA,BEE, DOL,LEAA
NIAAS

Eady Crowth NICHD BSS, 00D, USDA,OIE,
BZHS NIRCDS

Fhvsical Disease NITHD, USTA,OIE
RINInS,

R
RTHS

Venerezl Disease f RINTDS YD
| !
Nevrolicogical Diseass NINCDS,

e e sl e

-
e mrttis ¥ —

_— - I VT ags v crme meo 1 ~
YT Influvsnzes Tn The WISAS, LT NIDACIE, CYD, DIl
i
.~ R e
1 Adclizscen: i P DS BES
H
] .
H )
H 1
: Familvw Structure © o7, RIcED ; WIE.TSDE
L . ; [ H
i H }
: - e Teomaed = ~ ST T ] ™ VSRS
; Famlly Fraciicns POIT L NICHED ponM=LUSTA P nIE
i . i
. 3 +
Lo PONITT T iamemd TSI TTIT
e ot et eio R S
[3 " ~ H
H P 1 2
1 f Lo ne3s, ]
1 4 [
i RO :
{ I 37HES ¥
1§ - - i
i |
N Rk UL AR R R et Ny R Ml 1
H : B O T | IO IS TN el '
; ; .
! : I
; 3
i
H
t - Pooam
e PUS. T s - by i
tAVSIZEL TN [eleinings .-z y OID
] - i
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AGENCY PLANS FOR ADOLESCENCE RESEARCH
AND DEVELOPMENT IN FY

(

CONTINUED)

'76

Specific Interests
by General Area

HICH T

Level of Agency Interest FY '76

10w

SUZJECT FOCUS

The Neighborhood/Locel Environmental
Influence On The Adolescent
(Continued)

Sccial/Cultural Environment

NIMH,0CD,
NICHD,DIE

0YD,NIE

USDA,NTAAA

DOL

NIE,DOL

1
i

|

.. N -
vy IUZET rLlaus
RS NI | ST s =~
«TEN CASSETNTS

N

i

b P G

L]

1
LIULDIDETI LmnoveTLcns

= = o~ P
-~ T - ————
QTSCIEL SISl TI0EZTEDSS
- ~N s -
-~y e e el T et
rlr Jeclinguency

rot

%)

Z8S,CF3E.
TEE,L,NIZ
bol gy
RER

LEA®

NIM=

te)
L#3]
tel

(@)

H

i

+

!

i R e o o .

! AvaiZadilicy & Uilization SRS 5CHS DOL,USDA
f < Health Services

]

L

L SR (D (N
i

| infloences OF Yass Mediz TV O= NICHD,01F | NIDA,NIE,
} r— 3 s S e

{ The Adoleszent GCDLUSDA,
i NTAAS

]

e —

D soecial Figcacion s23

o |

! Re=edial teading {33, Righi- NIT.OOL AYD,NICHD
! | to-Rezd 01z 0?3z

A e e ] A S

[

4 O )
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AGENCY PLANS FOR ADOLESCENCE RESEARCH
AND DEVELOPMENT IN FY '76
(CONTINUED)

N ]
Specific Interests Level of Agency Interes:. FY '76
vy General Area HIGH MFEDTUM T.OW
SUBJECT FOCUS
! .
¢ Iunovative Education (Continued)
For School lealth BCHS
|
For Drug Education N1DA,NIAAA
vontract Teaching olL
Developmental Continuity och
Service Learning Plans ACTION OCL
Alternatives to Schools N1E NIDA,LEAA (0) )]
Work Experience (Job Skills DOL, BOAE, BEH,0CD, OIE
Secondary) NIE,OCE USDA,OPBE
Voluntary Service By Students ACTI1ON, BOAE 0CD, DOL NIE,USDA,
OCF. OlE
Age-Balanced Institutfions NIE,OCD
Schools "Without Walls" BOAE,OCE NIE,OCD
-— b e e e - w—— s - -
Career Education NIE,ACTION, OPBE 0OYD, LEAA
NIDA,OCE
In School Vocational/ BEH,BOAE,NIEJ} OIE,OPBE NICHD
Technical Education DOL,USDA,OCE
On The Job Skill Development BEH, BOAE,DOL{ USDA,OTE,
NIE,Right-to4 OPBE !
Read, OCE
Career Orientation and Guidance OPBE
- o 4
Psychotherapy And Psychological NIDA,NIAAA LEAA NIE,NICHD,
Counseling Olx
Suidance BOAE BSS NIE

‘ 181
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AGENCY PLANS FOR ADOLESCENCE RESEARCH

e ——

—

e e

AND DEVELOPMENT IN FY '76
(CONTINUED)
2 )
Specific Interests Lev2l of Agency Interest FY '76
iby General Ares HIGH MEDIUH LCW
SUBJECT FOCUS
Psychotherapy And Psychological
Counseling (Continued)
Counseling Of Youth And Families oYD
0f Runaways
e e S PUSURICU S 5 0 R S SRR
Birth Control/Abortion NICHD SRS ,BCHS 01k
Contraception 0YD
U PT SR S L o el .
Research On Research fethodology
Development of Tests and OYD,NTAAA, NIE,USDA, BEH,NICHD
Measures NIMH,Right- DOL,LEAA BC#
to-Read ,NIDA
Program Fvaluation Methods QYD , dINAA, BENL,USDA, “ICHW
NIE _NIDA, SRS
OYBL,NIMH,
Right -to-
Nead, BCUS,
J0L,0CD,0Cl.,
LEAA
Observational Methods SIMH, NIAAA DIL, BEN, NICHD,USDA
NIE,OCD L.LEAA
Rescarch Designs NIMH, BEP ,NIE{ DOL, OCD, NICHD |
LEAA SRS, USDA
surv.y analysis Methods OYD,NIDA, 0Ch, LEH, NIMH,USDA,
LEAA NIE,DOI. NI1CHD
statistical Techniques OYD,NIMILNIE] OCD, SRS, NICHD,USDA
LEAA DOL,BEH
Methodplogies Of Longitudinal QO%'N¥AAA' QCVLFIME' BEH
Research NIE,LEAA NICID,USDA
Methods To Impreove Comparability 0oYD,0CH,NIDA{ USDANIMH, | NIE,NICLD,
LEAA SKS,BtH DOT.

182
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AGENCY PLANS FOR ADOLESCENCE RESEARCH

AND DEVELOPMENT IN FY '76
(CONTINUED)
- ]
Specific Interests Level of Agency Interest FY '76
by General Area HIGH HMEDTUM TOW
SUBJECT FOCUS
Pesearch on Research Methodologv
Continued)
Global Approaches oCb,DOL NIE,NICUD,
USDA
Interview Techniques 0OCD,NIMH, NIE,USDA,
DOL,BEH, NICHD
LEAA
Questionnaire Methods OCD,HIMH, NIE,NICHD
BEH,DOL,
USDA,LEAA
s e A s el i S e s i st . —an
APPROACHES AND TECHNIOQUES TO BE
UTILIZED J
Intelligence Tests NIL,BEN NICHD,0CD BSS,KNIMH,
' OPBE, BOAE,
DOL, NINCDS
Academic Achicevement NIE,BSS,OPBE{ NICHD,DOL BOAE,0YD,
BEH,OCF. OCD,LFAA NIMH,USDA,
NINCDS
Self Concept/Locus f voentrol LEAA NIE,NIDA, BOAE,O0YD,
Measures 0oCDh,OPBE, BEH,USDA,
DOL,NIAAA, | BSS,NIMI,
OCE NICHD
Observation Techu.ques NIMH BOAE,OPBE, | DOL,BSS,
NICYD,BEH, | USDA,LEAA
NIE,O0ZD,
NINCDS,OCFE
Interview Techniques NIMH,OPRE, B0AE,O0CD, BEH,NICHD,
NIDA NIE,DOL, USDA
LEAA
survey Analvsis OYD,NIDA, BOAE,0CD, BEU
NIAAA,DOL, NI..NICHD,
NIMH,OPBE USDa
- |
1843
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AGENCY PLANS FOR ADOLESCENCE RESEARCH

AND DEVELOPMENT IN FY '76
(CONTINUED)
3 ]
Specific Interests Level of Agency Interest FY '76
by Ceneral Avea HICH _MEDTUM T oW
APPROACHES AND TECHNIQUES TO BE
UTILIZED (Continued)
Questionnaires NIMH,OPBE BOAE,OCD, NICHD
NIAAA BEY,DOL,
USDA,NIE,
OCE,LEAA
Longitudinal Techniques NIDA,DOL, BOAE,OCD, BSS,NTMH,
OPLE,USDA, NIF,NICHD NINCDS
NIAAA, LEAA BEH
His*orical Emphasis NIDA NIE,UCD, HOAE, BSS,
LEAA NYCHD,BEH,
OPBE ,USDA
Sociological Emphasis NIMH,USDA, NIE,OPBE, | BOAE,BSS,
NIDA,NTAAA, JCDh,DOL, BEH
NICHD LEAA
Psvchelogical Emphlsis inIMH,OPBE, OCD,USDA, BOAE, BSS,
NICHD,NIDA, { DOL,LEAA BEH
NIAAA,NIE
Political Emphasis NIE,OCD, BSS,OPBE,
LEAA USDA,NIMH,
BOAE, NICHD
BEH
Biological Emphasis NIDA,NINCDS, | LEAA BSS, BOAE,
NICHD NIE,NIMH,
BEH,0CD,
USDA
Anthropological Emphasis OCh,NICHD, | BSS,0PBE,
NIE,LEAA BFH, USDA,
NIMH, BOAE
Secondary Analysis of Data OYD,LEAA 0OCD,NIF, NIAAA,ASPE
Operations Systems Analysis LEAA SRS NIAAA
1
184
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GUIDELINZS AND PKOCEDURES
FOR USE OF INTERAGENCY PANEL INFORMATION 5VSTEM

The Interagency Panel on Early Childhood Research and Developrent in 1971
established a computerized data system in order to facilitate the sharing of
information and to encourage the coordination »f planning among th« sember
ugencies. Prior to the establishment of this da*a system, no organization
collected and disceminated informatior. about ongoing research from «11 of t'e
Panel member agencies. 1In 1973 the Farly Childhood Panel was joined by the
Interageacy Pauel for Research and Development on Adolescence and a joint data
bank was formed. The data bank, now in its fifth year of existence, incorpo-
rates a unique aad cver expanding data file about early childhood and
adolescence research grants and contracts funded by member agencies.

Since 1971, tlie Social Research Group staff has annually develcped a mn:.
comprohensive book of descriptors with cerresponding codes and coding instruc-
tions. This book is used to classify sach project according to a given set of
qualifving characteristics. 1In the early years of the Panel, agency representa-
tives clissi‘ied their own agency projects and that information became the
basis of the computerized data bank. Today, however, the collection, cod o
and comr-.ierizing effort las grown considerably. The Panel staff now collects
and : des the projects from a growing number of member agencies. The com-
puteri-ed cata system contains over 3,500 projects on 2arly childhood and
adulescence classified by 650 descriptors and 229 test . .des as compared wi
a 1971 dati “.ank of 7950 projects classified by 150 descriptors. This expanded
coilection and ~lass’ficaticn effort allows for more comprehensive, yet

detailed, research cnalyses.

Data System Operation

7’rojects are characterized by a set of four digit codes which correspond
to a et of descriptors. The coding system is broad enough in scope to in-
ciude detailed information about a project's funding and duration, sample
characteristics, instrumentation, purpose, methodology and data collection

techniques, and areas of research focus.
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Ezch project within (he data syster is assigned a five digit computer
identificarion auaber. The first two digits represent the agency code
number and the last three digits identify the particular project in the
agency. The doia hase for adolescence research is drawn from the
following agencies:

0l Bureau oi Community Health Services (BCHS)

02 Xaticnal Institute of Mental Health (NIMH)

03 Niticial Institute of Child Health and Human Development (NICHD)

04 OE--Assistint Secretary for Planning and Evaluation

35 CGifie of Child Development (OCD)

06 Rehabilitstion Services Administration (R5A)

07 Sccial ana Rehabilitation Service (SRS)

08 GE--Burear of Education for the Handicapped (BEH)

¢9 COF--Division of Follow-Through

15 National Institute of Neurological and Communicative Disorders
and Stroke (NINCDS)

16 0E--2ivision of Plans and Supplementary Centers-~Title III

17 OE--"ight to Read

22 OF--Cffice of Bilingual Education~-Title VII

24  United States Department of .griculture (USDA)

7% OE-~Bureau of Occupational and Adult Education (B"M\E)

Lo QE~--Office of Planning, Budgeting, and Evaluation (OPBE)

27 UOFE~--0ivision of Educational Technology

26 Department of Labor (DOL)

30 Nuational Tnstitute of Education (NIE)

31 oOffice of Youth Development (0YD)

32 ANTION

33 GE-~Office of Environmental Education (CCE)

35 National Institute of Drug Abuse (NIDA)

%5 OE-~0ffice of Indian Education (OIE)

37 National Institute of Alcohol Abuse and Alcoholism (NIAAA)

28 Law Enforcement Assistance Administration (LLEAA)

39 OE--Office of Career Education (OCE)

A ter the projects bave been coded, the numeric codes are keypunched, veri-
fied, and programmed onto a computer tape and a disk data set.

Essentially, the data system is composed of three data files: (1)
Literal file. This file contains the name of the funding agency, the project
1dentification number and project tritle. (2) Numeric file. This file con-
tains coded descriptor sets which characterize the project urider study. Each
project within the system is defined by a separate set of characteristics,
all of which are drawn from the classification scheme. This file also contains
the FY '75 funding. If no funds were e:ppended in FY '75 or if project funding

was not available, the prcject is marked as having received "0" funds. Since
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continued projects maintain the same identification number from year to year.
it is possible to obtain the previous year's funding on a given project. (%))

Instrumentation file. This file contains a coded list of standardizeq

instruments which were utilized in each study. '"Homemade'" and other uucommon
tests and measures are coded under a general set of descriptors, such as
physical test, questionnaire, interview and other {items.

These three {iles, although input as separate data sets, are eventually
merged into one data system master file. In addition, the principal investi-
pators of the projects in the data system are listed alphabetically, along
with the {dentification numbers of their projects.

Requests may be made for information retrieval from all of the above
nentioned files. Also, a brief abstract is available for each research
project contained in the data system. Thix abstract usual'y contains the
purpose, vhjectives, methodology, and when available, the sample character-
istics and the instrumentation used in the study. Given the assumption that
the information available i{s intended tc¢ function as a guide to direct the
requestor toward the principal investigator ard/or the sponsoring agency for

further information, the abstracts are kept as short and concise as possible.

How to Make a Request

A request for information about the data system projects may be made in
writing or by telephonz (followed by a written request) to:

Social Research Group, G.W.U.
Attn: Sharon Mangus

2401 Virginia Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20037

Telephoune: (202) 331-R706
In general, the more specific t“e request the better the response to that
request. Information requests can bYe more accurately answered if code numbers
ave included in the request. Descriptors and corresporcing codle numbers are

contained in the Social Research Group classification scheme (lllarrell, 1975).
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A typical example of a request might be:

Sead titles, funding and abstracts of all agencies' projects deal-
ing with cogni*ive development (6040) in urban (2050) black (2034)
children ages 3 to 5 (2007, Z008, 2009), in a day care setting
(5326).

The computer program for information retrieval is flexible eaought to
meet g wide variety of needs of the requestor. Program capabilities allow
for the priating of these types of informacion: (1) identification number;
(2) project title; (3) funding; (4) number of qualifying projects, and
amount of funding within and across agencies. Additional statistical

intformatien is available on request.

Policy for Information Release

“he general policy of bhoth Panels is (hat whatever information {s in
the data bank should be mace available to whoever makes a request. In
recent years an incredased numser of requests for information has come from
interested agencies and from persons outside the Federal government, and
there has been significantly more dissemination of information from
the data systewm this year than in anv previous year. Because of this
increase, requests from non-Federal government sources must be fulfilled on
a cost-reimbursement basis. Numerous requests have been answered for
Panel member agencies, other Federal agencies, Congressional committees,
universities, foundatioas, institutes, and individual researchers.

In order to keep the Panel members informed of all requests that are
received, tae Social Research Group keeps a log of the following irnforma-
tion: (1) name of requestor; (2) nature of request; (3) information
supplied in terms of the data maintained in the Interagency Research
Information System. Staff reports on requests and responses are made to

the Chairperson of the Panels.

| Rl
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DOCUMENTS PREPARED FOR THE INTERAGENCY PANELS: ON
EARLY CHILDHOOD AND ADOLESCENCE RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT*®

Section 1: 1974-1975

Bell, R.Q. Synthesis of topics from first s.d sevond conferences on

comparabiiity in research, June 1975.

Bell, R.Q. & Hertz, T.W. Towards more comparability and generalizability
of developmental research. Chiid Levelopment, in press.

Bell, R.Q. & Hurt, M., Jr. (Eds.) Proceedings of “he first conference on
comparability in research (held November 4, 1974), December 1974.

Grotberg, E.H. An interagency approach to improved research planning and
utilization for Federal agencies of the USA. Courrier, February 1974,
24, 117-122.

Grotberg, E.H. (Chair) Panel discussion: Comparability and cross-resalts
analyses in social science research. A series of papers presented at

the annual convention of the American Psychological Association, New
Orleans, September 1974:

Bell, R.Q. & Hertz, T.W. Societal change and rate of research progress.

Hevneman, 5.P. Discussion of marker variables and marker measures: A
summary of the presentations at the APA meetings.

Hurt, M., Jr. A progress report ou developing comparability in cesearch.

Pearl, D. 1In furtherance of cumulative knowledge: Some NIMH initiatives.
Grotberz, E.H. (Chair) Panel discussion: The Interagency Panels for Farly

Childhood Research and Development, and Research and Development on

Adolescence. A series of papers presented at the annual meeting of the
American Educational Researchk Asscciation, Chicago, April 1974:

Bobbitt, J. Rationale and background for the formation of Interagency
Fanels.

Datta, I.. Implications of Panel activities for the research community.

Hevneman, S.P. Presentations by the Interagency Parels on Research and
Development in Ea:ly Childhood and Adolescence: A summary.

Hurt, M., Jr. Organization and®unction of the support svstem for the
Interagency Panels.

Pearl, D. Progress report of Interagency Panel activities.

Walker, D. Synopsis of presentations on Interagency Panels.

*l.isted documents are available from Social Research Group, The George
Washington University.
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Harrell, A.V. Classification of Federally-funded research in early child-
tood and adolescence for use with the Interagency Panels' information
system, June 1975.

Hertz, T.W. & Harrell, A.V. Toward interagency coordination: An overview

of Federal research and development activities relating to early child-
hood, fourth annual report, December 1974.

Hertz, T.W., Harrell, A.V. & Hurt, M., Jr. An overview of Federal efforts
in rtscdrch .and development in the area of adole{ggpg? " Paper presented

at the annual meeting of the Lastern Psycholog ~al Assocliation, Phila-
delphia, April 1974.

tertz, T.W. & Hertz, S.H. (Eds.) Proceedings of the conference on family
research, September 1974.

Heyneman, S.P. Adolescence theories and Federal career education programs:
Needs and paps in reqeath (Report on the Adolescence Panel's Special
Interest Group on Work Experlence 1973-74), September 1974.

Heyneman, S.P. Toward interagency coordination: An overview of federal
research and duvelqpment_a(t1v1t10a relating to ﬂdolLH(Un(U 1}:0Qd‘an—
nual report, December 1974,

Hevneman, 5.P. & Harrell, A.V. Transition to adulthood: Subjects of re-
search and develepment interest to the F(Jvral gOVCTntht with rlS“PCL
EQﬂlﬁiﬁb Spring '975.

Hurt, M., Jr. An analysls of the comparability potential and nformation
QUfﬂ?l}Tﬁﬁji&UjﬂfﬂfiﬁmenmU! family, December 1974,

Hurt, M., Jr. Caild abuse and neglect: A report on the status of research,
(DHFW Publication No. [OHU] 74-”0) Waehington, D.C.: U'.S. Government
Princing Office, 1975.

Hurt, M., Jr. & Hertz, T.W. (Eds.) Froceedings of the second conference on
comparabflitv in research (held Mav 5 & 6, 1975), Summer 1975.

Hurt, M., Jr. & Ouellet, R.H. Parenting ski’ .s: Cemparability study,
December 1974.

Lindsey, W.E. Instrumentation of OCD research projects on the familw,
June 1975.

Snapper, K..J., Barriga, H.H., Baumgarner, F.H. & Wagner, C.S. The status
of children 1975, Spring 1975.

Soclal Research Group. Wiere to sead grant, coutract, and prugram proposals,
Febr:.ary 1975S.

Stern, C. Utility and feasib:ility of an instrument repository for research-

ers working with adolescent populations, May 1975.
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Section 2: 1971-73%

Chapmar, J. FEarly childhood research and development neceds, gaps, and
imrulances:  Overview, “ehruary 1972.

C*.apuan, J. & Lazar, J. A review of the present status and future ueeds
in_day care research, November 1971.

Fscalona, S.K. Research ard service delivery prob'ems concerning the
impact of h0521talq (including outpatient facilities) on the mental
aealth ofﬂyoung children, March 1973.

Grotberg, E.H. & Searcy, E.0. A statement and working paper on longi-
tudinal/intervention research. April 1972.

Lrotberg, E.l., Searcy, E.O. & Sowder, B. Towa 4 _interagency coordina-
tion:  An ovezview of Federal research and development activities re-
1|tiﬁh~t0 mrl_x_c:,.ldhoodJ second annual report, November 1972.

Harrell, A.V., Hurt, M., Jr. & Grotberg, E.H. The family: Re-carch con-
tlderations and concerns, August 1973.

Hertz, T.W., Harrell, A.V. & Grotberg, E.H. Toward interagency ~oordina-
tion: An overview of Federal research and development activities re-
lltxqb_to edrlz_chlehooqlfthird annual report, December 1973.

Lazar, J. An ana!ysis of the process of _establishing and utilizing re-
selrchmprioritxeq in Federally funded :arlv childhond research and
dovelqpmenL. December 1971.

Lazar, J  The present status and future needs in longitudina)l studies in
early childhood reszarch and development, January 1972.

Lazar, J. & Chapman, J. Early childhood research and development needs
and _gaps in Federallv funded intervention studies within a longitudinal
framewnork, March 1972.

lazar, J. & Chapman, J. A review of the present status and future research
needs of programs to develop parenting skills, April 1972,

Searcy, E.0O. Work experience as preparation for adi:lthood: A review of
Federal job training, vocational, and career ejxc«tion programs, an
ana_jqiq of current research, and recommendaticns for future resea-ch,
May 1973.

fearcy, E.O. & Chapman, J. The status of research in children's televisicn,
January 19/2.

Searcy, £.0., Harrell, A.V. & Grotberg, E.H. Toward intevagency coordina-
tion: An overview of Federal research and develqpppnt ictivities re-
lating to adolescence, first annual repirt, Decembe .73,
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searcy, E.O0. & Juellet, R.H. 7he history and current status of Federal
legislaricn pertaining to day care programs, ! <vember 167i.

“earey, E.O. & Ouellet, R.H. Legislative mandates for early childhood
research, January 1972.

L

Sowder, B. An analysis of the longitudinal/intervention research funded
by meu.uer agencies of the Interagency Panel on Early Childhood Research

gﬁg_pevelogmert in FY '72, December 1972.

Sowder, B. & Lazar, J. Research problems and 1ssues in the area of sociai-

ication, September 1972,

Stearns, M.S., Secarcy, Z.0. & Rosenfeld, A.H. Toward interagency coordi-
nation . An overv;aw oi Federal research and develqpmeng_activities

1971
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THE INTERAGENCY PANEL FOR RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT ON ADOLESCENCE

MEMBERSHIP LIST*

ARTION

Mr. Donald J, Eberly, Office of Policy and Planning, Policy 254~8420
Development Diivicion, Room 606, 306 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.
Washingten, D.C. 20525

AGRICULTURE, U.S. SEPARTMENT OF:

Pr. Paul T, Jehlik, liirector, Social Sciences Kesearch Pregram, 447-6033
Cooperative State Research Service, Room 41b-W,
Adainistration 2uilding, Washington, D.C. 20250

Dr, Mary Jare Stratteer, Cooperative State Research Service 447-6435
Room 406-W, Administration Building, Washington, D.C. 20250

COMERCE, U.S. DEPARTMENT OF:

Rureau of the Censuc

Mr. Hal Wallach, Program Manager, Center for Census Use Studics, 763-5244
Room 3540, Building 3, Suitland, Maryland 20233

Ms, Mary Westcott, Center for Census Use Studies, Room 3540, 763-2589
Building 3, Suitiand, Maryland 20233

HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE, U.S. DEPARTMENT OF:

Assistant Secretary for Planniug and Evaluation (ASPE)

Mr, William Daniels, Room 4552, HEW North Building, 245-6173
330 Irdependence Avenue, S.W., Washington, D.C. 20201

Bureau of Community Health Services (BCHS)

Dr, Hilary Millar, Room 12A-16, Parklawn Building, 443-4609
5600 Fishers lLane, Rockville, Maryland 20852

Ms. Gloria Wackernah, Clinical Services Division, Health 443-2190
Services Improvement Branch, Room 12~08, Parklawn Building,
5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville, Marvland 20852

*Persons listed here were acting as representatives of their agencies on the
interagency Panel for Research and Development on Adolescence as of December,
1975. This list is subject to change.
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¥r, George Mills, Room 16-C-21, Parklawn Building 4473-2959
5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville, Maryland 20852

Mr, Albert Pawlowski, Chief, Extramural Research Branch, 443-4223
Room 6£-03, Parklawn Buillding, 5600 Fishers Lane,
Rockville, Marvland 20852

Dr. Patsy Sampson, Laboratory of Alcohol Research, Room 493, 574-7531
William A, White Building, St. Flizabeth's Hospital,
washington, D,C. 20032

National Tnstitute of Child Health and Human Development (NICHD)

Ms, Sheila Hollies, Program Statistics and Analysis Branch, 496-1971
Room €-609, Landow Building, 7910 Woodmont Avenue,
Bethesda, Maryland 20014

Dr. James Kavanagh, Growth and Development Branch, Reom C-718, 496-6591

lLandow Building, 7910 Woodmont Avenue, Bethesda,
Maryland 20014

Dr. Merrill S. Read, Acting Deputy Director, Center for Research 496-5099
for Mothers and Children, Room C-~703, Landow Building,
7910 Woodmont Avenue, Bethesda, Maryland 20014

National Institute of Fducation (NIF)

Mr. Bruce Craig, Regcarch and Pevelopment System Support 254~6070
Division, Room 711, Brown Building, 1207 Ninetcenth
Street, N.W,, Washingten, D.C. 20208

Pr, Lois-ellin Datta, Education and Work Group, Room 600, 254-5310
1200 Nineteenth Street, N,W., Washington, D.C. 20208

“r, Rolf Lehming, Research and Development System Support 254-6070
Division, Room 711, Brown Building, 1200 Nineteenth
Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20208

br, wWard Mason, Chief, Research and Development System Support 254-6970
Division, Room 711, Brown Building, 1200 Nineteenth
Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20208

Mr, William Sowers, Research and Development System Support 254-6070
Division, Room 711, Brown Building, 1200 Nineteenth
Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20208

National Institute of Mental Health (NIMH)

Dr, Sigmund Dragastin, Chief, Personality and Cognition 643=3942
Section, Behavioral Sciences Research Branch, Room 10C-06
5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville, Maryland 20852
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HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE, U S. OEPARTMENT OF:

National Institutfrofﬁﬂental Health (NIMH)

Ms. Anita King, Mental Health Service Development Branch, 443-36€8
Division of Mental Health Service Prograr.s, 5600 Fishers
Lane, Rockville, Maryland 20852

Dr. Teri Levitin, Executive Secretary, Applied Kesearch Juvenile 443=-3566
Praoblems Committee, 5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville,
Maryland 20852

Ms. Julie Phillips, Center for Studies of Child and Family 443-3556

Mental Health, Room 513, Rockwall Building, 11400 Rockville
Pike, Rockville, Maryland 20852

National Institute of Neurological and fommunicative Disorders and Stroke
(NINCDS)

™. Sarah 3roman, Room 8C~-08A, Federal Br-ilding, 7550 Wisconsin 496--5821
Avenue, Bethesda, Maryland 20014

Dr. Ramon Garcia, Research and Development Division, 755-7758
P.0. Box 1182, Washington, D.C. 20013

Nr. Edith H. Grotberg, Room 5044, Donohoe Building, 400 Sixth 755-7750
Street, S.W., Washington, D.C. 20202

br. Barbara Loe, P.0. Box 1182, Washington, D.C. 20013 755-7453

Office for Civil Rights (OCR)

Dr. Art Mandakas, Room 3457, HEW North Building, 245-6056
330 Independence Avenue, $.W., Washington, D.C. 20201

Office of Education (OE)

Dr. Glen C. boerrigter, Chief, Vocational Education Research 245-2468
Program, Bureau of Occupational and Adult Education (ROAE),
Room 5018, ROB #2, Seventh and D Streets, S.W.,
Washington, D.C. 20202

Ar. Thomas Burns, Deputy Associate Commissioner, Bureau of School 245-8148
Systems (BSS), Room 207D, FOB #6, 400 Maryland Avenue, S.W.,
Washington, D.C. 20202

Ms. Joan Caton, Office of Legislaition, Room 4131, FOB #6, 245-8280
4C0 Maryland Avenue, S5.W., Washington, D.C. 20202
Mr. Francis V. Corrigan, Chiaf, National Assessment for Educa- 245-7025

tional Progress, National Center for Education Statistics,
Room 3073-F, FOB #6, 400 Marylznd Avenue, S.W.,
wWashington, D.C. 20202
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HEALTH, FDUCATION, AND WELFARE, U.S. DEPARTME~[ OF:

Cffice of Education (OE)

Mr. Elam K. Hertzler, Special Assistant to the Commissioner, 245-9248
Room 4177C, 400 Maryland Avenue, S.W.,
Washington, D.C. 20202

Mr W. Stanley Kruger, Bureau of School Systems (BSS), 245-8118
Room 2089G, FOB #6, 400 Maryland Avenue, S$.W.
Washington, D.C. 20202

Dr. Paul A. Miller, Office of Equal Employment Opportunity, 245~8488
(OEEQ), Room 2181, FOB #6, 400 Maryland Avenue, S.W.
Washington, D.C. 20202

Dr. Alice Y. Scates, Office of Planning, Budgeting, and | 245-3380
Evaluation (OPBE), Room 4079, FOB #6,
400 Maryland Avenue, S.W., Washington, D.C. 20202

Dr. James Spillane, Assistant Director, Office of 245-7292
Drug Education, Room 2049, FOB #6, 400 Maryland
Avenue, S.W., Washington, D.C. 20202

Uffice of Human Development (OHD)

Mr. Jordan Benderly, Chief, Research and Evaluation, 245-3176
Room 4718, HEW North Building, 330 Independence
Avenue, S.Ww., Washington, D.C. 20201

Ms. Jane Lampman, Director of Planning and Evaluation, 245-7027
Room 5700, HEW North Building, 330 Independence
Avenue, S.w., Washington, D.C. 20201

Mr. william Renahan, Research and Evaluation, Rocm 5700 245-3176
HEw North Building, 330 lndependence Avenue, S.W.,
wWashington, D.C. 20201

Uffice of Youth Development (OYD)

Ur. Catharine V. Richards, Room 1185, Donohoe Building, 245-2841
40C Sixth Street, S.W., Washington, D.C. 20202

7
j4
“

Jeanne L. weaver, Director, Division of Ycuth Activities, 245-2098
1640 Donchce Building, 400 Sixth Street, S.W.,
washington, D.C. 20201

social and Rehabilitation Services (SKS)

Dr. Elsie Tytla, Medical Adviser to Medical Services 2645~0445
Administration, Room 4088, Mary E. Switzer Building,
washington, D.C. 20201
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sLidlck, L.5. DEPARIMENL GF:
Law Enforcement Assistance Administrat ion (LEAA)

br. Jumes C. howell, Naticnal Institute for Juvenile Justice
and Jelinquency Preventicn, 4th Floor, 633 Indiana
Avenue, NoW., Washington, D.C. 20530

LabBok, L.5. DEPARIMENI OF:

Ms. Jeanne Barnett, Office of Assistant Scveretary for
Folicy, Evaluatfion, and Research, Room c~I310,
washington, D.C. 20210

Mr. Thomas M. Bruening, Division Chief, Division of
Lxperimental Uperations and Research, Room 9010,
Patrick Henry Building, 60l D Street, N.W.,
washington, D.C. 20213

Moo Lucille Pinkett, Chief, Child Labor Branch, Kkoom $3030,
<00 Constitution Avenuc, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20210

QFFILE OF MANAGEMEN  AND BUDGET (OMB):

Mr. Allen Jackson, Room 7017, New Executive Office .uilding,
17th and Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C.
20503

260

376~5R€C0

3-6061
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376-6521
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