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INTRODUCTION

This is the fourth of a series of Capsulc Bibliographies on current issues on urban and
minority education. If is a selection from a computer search using suitable descriptors
matched against a standard Clearinghouse profile for "urban and minority " concepts.
Such descriptors (subject headings) os educational legislation, schooi attendance
legislation, federal legislation, integration litigation , federa! court litigation, sup~
reme court litigation, and affirmative action were used to encompass the concepts of
the law and the courts. The Libliography covers materials in the ERIC system from
January 1970 through July 1976,

Journal articles, identificble by the "EJ" prefix tc their ERIC number, are not available
through the ERIC system, but may be read in many public or college libraries, Other
cited documents, identifiable by their "ED" prefixes, are available through the ERIC
system, except where a statement to the contrary iz noted; altemate sources of avail~-
ability are then found in the citation. For complete availablity statement, please see
page iii.

The cited items are arranged exactly as they hove been printed out by computer: cita~
tions are in descending order of ERiC number, and documents follow the journal articles
in the bibliography.

A cotegorized index to the refersinces is provided on page iv.
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EJ1261E4 HES08545
Prrnferenttial Law School Admissions arc the Equal Protection
Ciause: An Analysis of the Comneting Arguments
74Redish. Martin H. UCLA Law Review; 22 2; 343-400 Dec
Qescriptors: “Higher Ecucation, °*Mirority Groups/ -Admission
Criteria/ <*Recial! D'scrimipnation, -Sugreme Court Litigaticn/
faLal Protectior/ Law Scho2ls/ Legal Fesponsibility
Ecant*ffers. “Affi~~x2tive Action/ Defunis v Odesgaard
ttxam'nes the Defunis cese ard preferential admissions
policies. the sta:ard of jucicial review in testing these
programs uncer the eJjual protection clause. the relevance of
the educational setting to the sccpe =fF judicial review, the
gcals offerec to justify preferentia! admission, and possible
alternative means c¢f accomplishing the goals. {(JT)

2

Eu126183 HES06848

Constituttional Law--Equal Prutectl.cn--“Berign® Discriminutio-
n--Minority Admissicns Programs--Suzreme Court’s Response to
Preferential Treatmeni--CeFunis v. OcZegaara. 416 U.S. 312
(i1974): Kahn v. Shevin. 816 U.S. 357 (1974;: #orton v. Ranca~:.
417 U.S, 535 (1874)

Bloom, Judith Ilene lLoyoia of Los Angeles Law Raview: 8:
191-211 75

Descriptors: *Higher Ecucation/ *Minority Groups/ *Ldmission
Criteria/ *Racial Discrimination/ *Supreme Court Litigation/
Equal Protection

Identifiers: cAffirmative Action/ Cefunis v Odegaard/ Kahn v
Shevin/ Morton v Mancari

Three U.S. Supreme Caourt rulings on minority preference cases
are analyzed with reference to the cqGuestion of the
constitutionality of minority proferential admissions. It is
concluded that the Court’s urpredictability casts doubt on the
validity of minority preferernce and that special consideration
should be given in a racially neutrs! manner. (J7)

3

Eu121B854 UD503664

Puerto Rican Preblems in Integratian )

lntegrated Eriucation: 13: 3. 8-10 tay-Jun 75

Descripicrs: *Puerto Ricans/ “Scr Inteqration/ *Employment
Opportunities/ =Legal Problems/ Integration Ltitigation/
Ercloyment Practices/ Government Employees/ ianguage Handicaps/
civil Rights

tdentifiers: "New York City

The focus of this testimony., prasented before a gpuhlic
nearing of tha New York City Commission on Human Rignts in May
1974. is on tne issues that the Pusrte wican Legal! defanse Fund
ras been involved in over the past couple of years: ltitigation
nas bcen pursued against both schoo! segregation and barriers
to public employment zgainst Puerta Ricans. (Author/uM}

£2117315 CG30B8582 :

The FRo'e of Fecera! Financial Aaid in Ecualizing Educational
Opportunity

Ross., Jimmy Journal of the Natioral Association of Col lege
Acmissicns Counse'o-s: 19: &1 13-1€ Mar 75

Gescriptors: -Ecua! Educaticn/ *Firancial Support/ *Fecgeral
Aid/ “¥irority G-I.f%/ tducationat Firance/ Higher Ecducation/
State OF Tre Art k2. ous

The chotllenge 2f rzstizaing equalily in education . A great

'y tesa. Tre alLinor examines the role ¢f the fzderzl

and ccst
nt in this 2rea. (kW)

qgcvernm
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EJ115289 ALS520227

fFecdaral Funcs

Carperter, lris Amertczan Sducation; t1: 3: 39-40 Apr 75

_D:s:riptcrs: *Educaticral Legistation/ *Educational
Imgrovacert/ ~arerican Indians,/ -Frcgram Cescriptions/ *Pragram
Costs/ ‘Ecducaticral Cgportunities

Described the Indian Education Act. designed to improve the
qQuality of Ingian 2cucation while offertng Srograms not usually
avatlable in schools Indians attend. {(Author/RK)

6

EJ115253 RAAB20372

No: One Judg2's Opinion: tcrsan v. Hennigan and the Bostion
Schools

Abrams,. Roger 1. Harvard Educational Review: &#5: 1; 5-16
75

Pescriptors: *Federal Court Litigation/ *Negra Students/
sSchoo! Systems/ *School! Integration/ *School Policy/ Cecision
Mzking/ Board Of Education Policy/ racial Balance/ Racial
Attitudes

in this article. trte author. who was one of the claintiffs’
counsel in the litigation of Morgan v. Hannington. examined the
factual and legal bases of the tederal district court’s
cpinion. (Editor/RK)

(4

EJ114700 RCS01738

Federal Indian Poilcy tc Undergc Review

Education Jourral of the Institute for the Develcpment of
Indian Law: 2: 8: 13-15 74

Descriptors: *&merican Indians/ *Federal Legislation/ =Policy
/ *Review (Rzexamination)/ Federa! Government/ Polfitical Power/
Research Comm:ttees

ldentifiers: *American Incdian Policy Review Commission

The Act (Public Law 93-580) which created an Americzn Indian
Policy Review Commissicn is given. (NC)

3

EJ106743 UD503184
Affirmativa Aztion. Quotas. and Inecuality

Squires., Gregory D. Journai of intergroup R2lations: 3: 4;
26-37 F 74

Descriptors: rACdmission (Schonl )/ *Agrissicn Criteria/
*Supreme Court Litigation/ *Sducational OCpportunttizs/

*Minority Groups/ Racial Discrimination/ Sccial Discrimination/
public Policy/ College Admission

Argues that cualizing oppsrtunity alcne will pot Dring ancul
eguatlity with resgac! to the way cur society distributes its
resources: changing individuals 1n scme fashion withcut
altering [-Yal-A structural re'ationships will effect a
relatively smail chanze in the presenrt unequal distribution of
gocds and services. JAacthor/JdWh

9

gJ105741  LD303182
Acdmissions Froi‘cies ffter DeFunis

2usi., Fre2cerich Jourral of Irtergroup Relatiens: 3: 4:
1315 F 74
Cescripteors: ACerission iScncol/ *Admission Criter.za/

‘Supreme Court Lit:gaticn, *Nincrity CGroups/ =Palitical issues/
Raci1a2l Ziscrimimation/ Socia! Discrimiration/ Policy Fermation/

Law Sckco!s/ Loiisge Azsiss:ion

Lrzuss trat LaiL,e-3ities, xit all trheir talent 2ong
zr¥nertice. rust =2dify the wmssr3 and nol the goais  of
recruit~snt poligcy tefcocre otFe- c2zes., wiih MOTe parsuasive
a.icer. . corme bafore thne courts, {SLtroer,/old
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EJ1Q30dB8  RC5015651
Law Suits Free Iacian Education Noni2g

Ecuzatien dJournal uf the Instituie feor the Develormant cf
Indian Law: 1; 7 11-13 war 73

Descripicrs: “American Ind‘ars/ *Court Litigation/
“Educatioral tnance/ ~Feceral Legislation/ Boards of Education

/ Fecerel Covernment, Financial Neesss Lejzal Aid Projects; Self
OCirectea Grougs

ICentifiers: *Indian Educiation Act of 1972/ Native Arerican
Rights Fund/ Coai:tion of Incian Ccrntrolled Schecol Boarcs

In 1973, when it brcame evident that the Fed=2ral
Administration was not going 0 implement tne 1972 Indran
Education Act or release its funds unless pressure was appiiec.
both the Native Lxmerican Rights Fund and the Coa!iticon of
Indian Controlled Scnool Boards filed suit against the Federal
Government. (KM)

11

EJ103045 RCS01550

An lndian Ecucation Leader Soeaks Qut on the Indian Ecutation
Act of 1972

Sahmaunt. Herschel Education Journa! of the Institute for
the Development of indtan Law: 1: 7; 4-10 Mar 73

Descriptors: *American Indians/ ~Adult lezders/ “Ecucational
tegislation/ ~*Feceral Legislatiorn/ Court tLitigation/ Firancial
Support/ Futures (Of Society}/ Program Development/ Speach2s/
Self Oirected Groups

Identifiers; *Incian Education Act of 1372/ National Indian
Education Asscciaition .

The 1972 Indian Education Act s the first piecz of
legislation enacted into law that gives Inctan pecple on
reservations. in rural settings. and in the cities control over
their own education. A brief history of the Act, the past ana
present struggie for appropriations., lawsuilts for Indian
education, the struggle for implementation, and the future are
discussed. (KM)

12

EJ103044 RC501548
Indiar Self-Oetermiration and Education Reform act of 1873 |
Education dJournal! of the Institute for the CevelobTent of |

Indian Law: 1; 6; 3-20 Feb 73
Descriptors: ~american Ilndians/ *Edgucational Change/ 'Fe"eral>

Ltegislation/ sIndividual Power/ Developmental Prcg'am%;z

Educaticnal Philcsophy/ Laws/ Llagal FResponsibility/ Pnoqram.

Descriptions/ Self Directed Groups
Idantifiers: *Indian Seilf Determination and Education Reform!

Act of 1973 i
The issue summarizss and reviews the Indian !

Self-Determination and Educational Reform Act of 1973 (5.1017). |

which was introduced into the Senate at the encd of February.

Sections cover how a bill becomes law 2nd a summary of S$.1017

(including Indians in public schools, professional development.

and research and deveiopment). (KM)

13

EJ103040 RC5(01545

topropriations for an Education Act: An Uchil) Saim
fcucation dJourral cof tre Irnstitute for the Daveicpment of

Irciz~ tae; 1. 3 5-°5 ¢t T2 ‘

Descriptors: rirvaraican Indians, rEcucational Firance/:
»Feceral lLegislzt o0/ *Fecezral Aicd/ 23ult teafers/ Futures (es
Socraty)/ legislatsrs/ Success Fac'**s, Speechess Trzaties

identifiprz: ~irngran Zgucation A2t cf 1972

Tre a-t:cle rxouztes  the v.““'"g of the 1972 Ind:en
Ecucaticr  act. ~z ~e costac’es that alrost prevented ts
passzza. Tre impdrts-l steps zre crrorclcgically revieased. 2lsc
ingiulicg the test ~zny cof InZrar leacers and z suTmary cf
2gppropriaticn requesis. [N AN -

9
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€u103032 RC30'5=3

A Guicr Review oOf Tinle IV. F.L. S2-318: »Indian Eoucatior
Act”®

Ezucaticr dJournal of the Instituta for the tevelcpment of
tndian Law: 1: 3. 3 0ct T2

Dascripciors: *&merican trdisr~s, *Educational Oprortunities/
*Fecera! Legtislatl'crn, zimancial S.pport/ Laws/ Treaties

identitiers. *Iaciz2n Education act of 1672

15

EJ103029 FRCS501534

A Fair Srare

Kiching 2ird, Kirke Education Jourral of the Institute for
the Cevalcpment of Indian Law: 1; 1: 413 Aug 72

Cescriptcrs: *A&merican Indians/ "Ecucational Resaonsibility/
*Feceral tegislaticn/ °Government Role/ Federal rrograms/
Financial Support/ Legislators/ Puolic Schools/ Politics

Identifiers: *indian Education Act of 1972/ Office of
ggucation

On June 23. 1972, Consress cassed Public Law 92-318 {“The
inGian Education Act®) which celegates suthority to the U.S.
Office of Education (USOE) to mane a significant cortributicn
‘n the crea of .naian ecucatlion. This article explains why C&
yas not previcusly tnvelved in lnZian education. ana gives a
general introcuction te OE and the act. (kM)

16

£J022760 UDSC2287

Suprere Court Ruling on Chinese Children

Integrated Ecucatior: 12: 1-2: 32-3% Jdan-Apr 74

Cescriptcrs: “Swprere Court Litigation/ "Chinese prericars/
=Engiisn 1Seccnd Language!/ M:incrity Groug crildren/
Ecucatizcnal Cpoertunities/ English Instruction/ Narn Erglish
Spgeakirg

Jaantifiers: =S&n franciszco/ California/ Lau vs Nichols 1974

Presernts tre 2xt of a ranimcis Susreme Court opinion
deliverad by Justice Dcugias. 23S well as two segerste
concuriring cLiniors. which grartec ner-Eng'ish speaking Cmirese
stucents: catit:cn for reliet from Lneaual and urconstituzions)

acuzatmas opoo-tun’ Lies resulting *rom an absence of Engi.sh

~ 3 tn

vanguags irsfmullian. JALENLr/5F)

1

EJ098737 UDS02E52
Twenty Years After Brown. Arn  Anriversary Look at School

Integration

Greilder, William; And Qthers flace Relations Reporten: 5. 9
; 18-36 May 74
Descriptors: *Negroes/ *School Integration/ *Racial

integration/ =Classroom Integration/ Social Integration/ Racial
pDiscrimination

Identifiers: *Brown vs goard of Education

Consists Of 8 articles entitied: (1) Winners and Losers: (2)
wrat the Statistics Say: (3) Ncrthern Integration: (4) Mzssive
Resistance No~thern Style: (5) The Case of New York City: (6)
As the Stucents See It: (7) Mississippi Convarsaticns: (8)
Reflections cn the past Twenty Years. Each deals witn tre
aftermath of Sroan vs. ine Eoard of Zcuceztion. (SE)

18

Eu038121 ECTECS
Lawsuit on the Right
$2 -

s of handicarcea Chilaren

Naox Dulicon r t=2 Elinmc: 83 1: 33 2n 74
Cagormiptors: CExcsptisnal Crile Zcucatien/ *Szaycaticenaliy
C:szacg.arsog2c/ slIu-t Cases/ “Emuat  Education’ Leasning

igentif
A clacs- in Catifgrnia on Se~z'f
ot chile- 11y nz=gr1Z4rpocG ELs rot
ate statute a»h-gh himits

grren 2

serelinent

avpulaticn, (CB)
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EJO95063 RC501433

Response to the House standirg Committee’s Recommenrdations
for Indian Education twatson Reporz}

Northian: 10: 1: -7 w 74 :

Descriptors: *ATcrican Indiens,’ =Educationzl Policy/
sfducational Needs, ‘Feceras! Legislation/ Curriculum Enricrment
/ Gosernm2nt Roles Frogram Evaluation

ldenti1fiers: ‘Federation of Sasketcrewan lndtans

A tctal of 17 reccrmendat tons concerning the House standing
Committee’'s Reccrmencations for American Indian Egucation are
presented. with comments for ezch from the federation of
Sasvatzhcwan Indtans. (FF)

20

EJ.83652 EADO4BLA2

Legislative Pricrities for Vvezational Ecducation

Lecht. Lecnaro 2. irequality N gcuraticn: 16; 19-27
Mar 74

Descr iptors: “feceral Legislation/ =yocationa?l gEcucatian/
*Hand icapped/ «Di{sadvantacad Youth/ =Feceral Aid/ Educatronzl
Leg’slation/ Vocational schoois/ Revenue sharing/ Secondary
Schools

As vocational ecucation legisiation coTes Lp for
Conqresslcnal reconsiceration in t=e next year. the autnror
examines some of tre problems with existing laws and prograns.
(Eaitor)

21

EJOS1420 HES05047

The Constitutional Right to Education: The Guiet Revolution

Dimond. Paul R. Hastings Law Journal: 24: 6: 1087-1128
May 73

Descriptors: «Educat ion/ *Federal Ltegisiation/ »Educattoral
Needs/ sDiscdvartaged Youth/ *Educational Objectives

There s a class of largely ignored chiidren for whom the
crisis in American education means total noneducation or
miseducation. The author examines a limited constitutional
right to ecducation which can te $nvored 11O protect (nas2
neglected children. {Ecitor)

22

£uCERa1g  EASGIIEC
The Renaissance cf Indian gEducation
pesenfeit., Can:el M. 1nequality in Education: 5. 13-22

Nov 73

Descriptcrs: *Ame~ican indians/ "Ccmmunity control,/ ~Citlzen
participation/ *8ilingual gEducation/ *Federal Programs/
Elementary Schoo's/ Secondary Schools

Identifiers: Inoian Schools

Discusses the practical consicerations that face Incian
communities as tney begin 10 move toward transformirg the
rrhetoric of "lindian control* into the reality of quality
education, (autrcr)

23

ri0B1248 LAT16173

The Erergarcy Schoet Aid 2ct

Americen Ecuczizor: 9: 5: 5-1i Jul 73

Cescrigtlors: ~Zcuzational Quality/ r~ractial Integrat.cn/
~Federal Legistzt:on/ “Minority Greups/ scrool Districts/
Rarial Segrecztion/ Eiereniary Schooi  Students/ Seconcary'
School Stucents ' Zoual Education

tentifiang: " I° 37 Ledcy Scnan! Aig act/ ESAR

3 Sriering £2L9T _ne ud the a~cvisiors of a nea Feageral lzw
tnat offers sS.0TOTY G @ ra2afe c =fiorts to ceat with naciaﬁ
igolaticen T oto i

i

LY, T
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24

EJOT2E02 zwsS02517
s

Imsiication of tre Serrano anc the Recriguez Caser =n the
Ecucaticn of Nexican Anericans

Geonzalez, Siren cducational Resources and Techniques: 12:
2: 27-31 Sum 72

Nescriptcrs: *Cour: Ltitigaticon/ “E2ucationg) ftrance/
*Ecucational Needs/ “Educational Prociems, *fMexican americans

29

EJ0745C7 t££503522
The Case for Extending 'SEA

Perkins, Carl 7. Cempact; 11-13 Feb-Mar 73
Cescrigtors: "Jisagvantaged Youtr/ Ecucationzl Finance/
*Ecucational! Legrslation, =feceral Aid/ Financtia. Supocrt/

Hancicagpac Chiicren/ *Pudlic Schools/ Vocational Egucation
Identifiers: -Ravenua Sharing

Title I s a remarkable success in view of all the
administrative prchlems confronting school systems. (Author/JUN)

26

EJ07402i 50501743
Testimony Given Before the Ce!'i‘orria Legislature
Committee on The Master Plar for Higher Educatien
New Schoo!l! of Ecucation Journa!: 2. 4,: 77-84 73
Descriptors: Ecucatioral Disadvantagament/
Legislation/ Educaticnal Needs/ *Educational
Education/ “Mexican Americans/ =State Programs
Identifiers: 3ervicio Pecagogics de Aztlan (SEPA)

27

Ev070418 UDS501976
Chroricle of Race and Schools

Joint

*Educaticnal

wWeinberg, Mayen Integrateg Education; 11; 1: 16-22
Jan-fFeb 73

Descripicrs: "imerican Indians/ Educational Firance/ ~Ethnic
Relations/ Fecszral &id/ ~lntegratian Litigation/ Integration
Methods/ Mexican Arericans/ *Political Issues/ School

Integration/ *Transfer Progrars
A comperdium of repcrts on relevant events on the Federal and
State levels coverin3 the period Cctober ~November. 1972. {uMm)

28

]
EJOE3968 UD501758 !

Integration: Is it a No Win Policy four Blacks? j

Bell, A. Derrick Integrated Eduration; 10; &: 32-45!
Sep-0Oct 72 i
Descriptors: Black Power/ =Commus vy Control/ Compensatcry
Educatton/ *Integration Effects/ ~“Integration Litigation/ "
*Negro Education/ Raclal Discrimir .;1on/ *School Integration/
Student Teacher Relaticnship/ Unitc .. States History

29
EU063968 UDS501756
Chronicle of Race and Schools. June-July, 1972

weinberg. Meyer Integratead €cucation: 10: 5; 12-23!
Sep-0Oct 72

Descriptors: Bus Transportation/ ~Educational Diagnosis/
Ecucational Legistation/ Fecleral Leg'slation/ =*Integration

Litigation/ *Mexican Americans/ *Public Opintion/ *Schoo!
Integration/ Stucent Transportatior,

12

Policy/ *Higher
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EJ045077 UO5C1152 .
Chronicle of Race and Schools. June-dJuiy. 1971
wWeinberg. Meyer Integrated Education: 9: 5: 54-64 sep

|
Descriptors: Acacemic Achievement/ *Ecucational Finance/'
Individual Power/ *Integration Litigation/ *Mexican &mericans/,
Racial Balance/ Racial Differences/ *School Integration/]
Supreme Court Litigation/ *Teacher Employment |

31 |

EJO37084 EAS501449

An Educator Looks at Businrg

Cooper. Charles R. National Elementary Principal; 50: 5:
<6-31 apr 71

Descriptors: *Bus Transpcrtation/ Civil Rights/ Court Casés/
Cultural Awareness/ Ethnic Distribution/ *Integratiun Me thods/
*Minority Group Chitaren/ School! Buses/ *School Integration/
*Supreme Court Litigation

The schcol bus plays a central role in helping this country:
achieve its social and educational goals. (Author)

71

32

ED1203¢3 UD0158%8

Federal Concern for Equality of Ecucation Opportunity: Some
Historical Indicaticns.

Pemberton. S. Macpherson

National Inst. cf Education {DHEW), Washington, D.C.

Publ. Date: 3t Jan 79 Note: 3Sp.

Descriptors: Arerican History/ "Disadvantaged Grzouns/
Econumically Disadvantaged/ Educationa!’ Legislation/
*Educationally Disadvantaged/ *Equal Education,/ Ecualization
Aid/ Equal Oppcrtunities (Jobs)/ ~Federal Aid/ Federal
Government/ ~Feceral Legislation/ Federal Programs/ Financial
Policy/ Minority Grcup Children

Identifiers: NIE Archives

Historical notes on national interest {n the problem cf
educational inequality as well as a tracing of the initially
gradual and then intensified Federal involvement with equal .
educatioral opportunity comprise the focus of this pzher. The -
concept and varisus definitions of ecgual educaticnal
opoortunity are p2iso discussed. Section headings inciuvde: the
earliest attempts (18th/19th centuries}): the early chal'arge to
the States: toward Federal consicarsticn of eaquality of
educational op2ortunity: the thrust of the 1959's: thre 1960's
toward greater Federal invoivement: desegregation an¢ equality
of educationail oprortunity: deveiopmert of the concept of equal .
educaticnal opeortunity: the search for a wcrkadle definition
of eguality of educational opoortunity: and the thraa goals
that should be acopted in the effort to achieve equality of -
educational opportunity (equal access to educational resgpurces-
and elimination of fiscal discrimination. eguality cf
educational benefits or outcomes among ethnic groups. ara
economic equality among ethnic groups in society). Efforts to
€liminat2 inegualities in eduzational opportunity are
considered to have produced some social mobility. There is
deemnc to be evicence of reascnzble correlation Letween
educaticnal attainment and oeconzmic opporiunity. A Concerted
attack to be coniducted con Scth eccrnomic inequality and the
inequalities in the educational systems 1s urged. {Autho~/AM)

13
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ED119929 RC009073 '
A Compilation of Laws Pertaining to Indians. State of Malne.

January 1974.
Maine State Dept. of Indian Affairs, Augusta.

Publ. Date: Jan 74 Note: 70p.: For related document. see ED
076 281
Cescriptors: “American Indians/ *Education/ *Elections/

Forestry/ Health/ Hcusing/ *Laws/ Legislators/ Motor Vehicles/
Nonreservation American Indians/ Road Constructiaon/ State
Agencies/ “State Legislation/ Treaties

Identifiers: -Maine,/ Passamaquoddys/ Penobscots

Compiled from the Maine Revised Statutes of 1984 {includinrg
amendmants through 1973). the Constitution of Maine. and the |
currant Resolves and Private and Special {zwS. this comgilation
of laws pertainirg to American Indians includes statutes
relative to the following: {1) Constituticn of Maine fbond
Issues: guaranteed loans for Indian housing. quelifications of
voters); (2) Department of Indian Affairs: (3) Education
{scholarsnips: reservation schools ancd school comrmittees): (4)°
Elections (apporticnment of Indian votirg districts--state:
senators and representatives; state. county and Federal:
tribai--Passamagucddy and Penobscot: vating rights): (5) Fish:

and Game {free licenses; hunting and trapping: tribal -
ordinances re hunting, fishing. and trapping): (6) Forestry:
{(duties of foresters}: {7) Health and Welfare!

(gdestitute--Passamaguoudy. Penobscot., and non-tribal merbers);
(8) Highway ireservation roads and cridges): (9) Pousing,

Authorities: (10) Indians (Incians and tribes generally; .
Passamaquoddy : Penobscot): (11) Legislature: Indian’
Representatives (election of Passamaquoddy and Penobscot: .
general provisions; special license plates): (12) Miscellaneous
Provisions (dogs: Off-Peservation Grfice of Indian Developmant ; |
orcinances: Pencbscot Baotist Churcn: gublic dump--Indian
Township: 2zoni~g), (13} Motor vehicles {excise taxes and

trai'ers}: (14) Treaties ard¢ Act of Separation. {JC)

34
ED117285 WD0O1570S

Consent Decree in Aspira ei{ al., PBlaintiffs vs Board of
Education of the City of New York. et al.. Defencants.

New York City Board of Education, Brookliyn. N.Y.

Publ. Pate: 30 Aug 74 Note: 32p.; Parts of this document may:
not be clearly legible due to the print quality of the original
document }

!

Descrintors: °*Bilingual Education/ Bilingual Students/ *Court:
Litigation/ Culturally Disadvantaged/ Educaticnally
Disadvantaged/ *Ecucational Nezds/ Educatioral Policy/ English
{Second Language)/ Equal Education/ Minority Group Children/
Nori English Speaking/ Social Discrimimation/ Social Integration|
/ Soctially Disadvantaged/ *Spanish Speaking/ Tenl

Identifiers: *Aspira v Board of Education/ New York
(Manhattan) h

This document contains a press release and consent decree
dealing with establishing city wide basic elemants in the .
education of children whose functional language is Spanisk. The
major elements of this agreement extend on a city-wice level
the best practices that are currently being atterr - +d and
implemented for target children in the New York City schools.
Certain provisions of the agreement specify the class of
children entitled to the full program: that is, those whose
language deficiency preverts them frem participating in the
learning process and who can more effectively partizipate in
Spanish. An irgroved method cf icentifying and classifying
children who are Spanish speaking or Sparish surnamec is also

being cev2lcpec. Trhe ele~ents cf itha Ziogram trat are to be

provicac in full by Septembes 1275 are:  (ao inrtensive,
instructiorn in Fnaglioh: (o) ingiruction in <uhject areas in-
Scanis™: anc. ter tre rewnforczmert of  the puprls’ Lsa2 of,

Szanicsh  arg r222:rg  corg-enanzior 1n Szarish where a ncerc is'
irgrcated. Lcgit:oraily, ara rct et the exrense of *hece trree:

e'erents. thesa si.cents are to scerd maximum time with otrer'
chiicren as tc avo'e isolation ana segregation from their
peers. Trhg basic orcogram wiil bBe operaSla in a nunter of
schnecls  wnicn wiil g2t up pilot grograms by Feb-rary. 1975,

{Autror ayw) ;

14
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ED117211 LDO15526
Laws. Ruling Se:. Bases for Bilingual Programming.
aAquila, Frank

Kent State Univ., Ohio. Center fcr Educational Develcpment
arnd Strateg:.c Services. :
Publ. Cate: dJur 75 .Note: 3p.:. Article apgpeared in hREDS

Annyal Repcrt. v2 n? Jdun 1975

Descriptcrs: Asian Americans/ B8Biculturalism’/ =*Bilingual
Educat:cn/ Bilingualism/ Bitingual Schues1s,/ Bilingual Stucents/
Civil Rights Legisletion/ =*Court Livigation/ Discrimiratory
tegislatic~/ ~EzZucational Legislaticn/ ~Educational Policy/
*tinority Grour Chilicren/ Puerto Ricans

tcdentifiers: 2soira et al v Scarc of Ecucation Cily cf New
York/ Civil FRrg-ts Act 1534 Title VI/ Four Point Memcrandum/
Lau v K:~hols/ Se-ra v Porta'es

This document prcovioes a detatled ciscussion of two laws and.
three court ca2ses affecting the ecucation of ncon-English
speaking chilcren. Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1984
addresses equal educaticn opgortunities for all Americans. The
Four Point Merora~cum tissued Ly trhe Department of Healtn,,
Education and Welfare specifically ceals wilh discriminationi
and demial of services on tre basis of national crigin. The Lau|
vs. Nichols legal case was filed in San Francisco to protect’
the rights of Chimese speaking stucents who were not receiving:
aceguate education because of their ability to speak Englisn. .
This Jlancdmark case in the mcvement for equal educational:
opporturnity fcr non-gErglis» speaking people considered to have!
spurrec bilinguai ecucation prograrmirg. The Serna vs. Portales:
case ccntinued the gpush for bilincual education bty directing:
its efforts to Sgarizh-speaking perscrs in New Mexico. A court;
evaluation of the merits of bilingual/bicultural ecucation:
concluded that (1) bilingual ecucation was the best way of
meeting the noeds of the Spanish-speaking children, and (2)
orcdered an expanston of these services. The Aspria et a3l vs.
the Board of Eoucation case was brought to court in the|
interests of younrngs<ers born in Puerto Rico or recent adult
immigrants who are also parents. The Aspira decision led to a
consent decree sSigned by both parties to provice bilingual
programmring for New York City chiidren neuw@@ing help in
language. {author/ad)

36

ED117202 UDDISTB3
Plaintiffs’ First Set of Interrogatories...Rasa fMaria Rios, !
et ai., Against Henry P. Read., et al.. Defenoants. :
District Court. New York, N.Y, Eastern Districz o Nee Yorhk. !
Pub). Date: 11 Jun 75 Note: 89p. i

Descriptors: Bflinguai Teachers/ Ecducazional Financa/ '
Educational Neecds/ *Educaticnal Coportunities/ Erqglish (Secord
Language i/ ~Feceral Court Litigation/ LanGuage Hanc:cacs/
Minority Groups/ Personnel Policy/ “Public Echcols/ "Spanish
Speaking/ Special Programs/ Standardized Tests/ tudent
Placemant

Identifiers: New York (Medford)/ MNew York (Patchogue)/.
*Patchogue Madford Public Schoois '

The plaintiffs in the case Rosa Maria Rios. et al,. against:

Henry P. Read. et al.. in the United States District Court icr
the Eastern District of New York, involving the
Patchogue-Medfcrd School District public schools. were,

presented with 200 cuestions. crganized into Twelve sections
dealing respectively witr gereral enrcllment Zata. stancardizea
testing, special ccurses ard/or programs, stucdents with Erglish

language deficicncies. class placement. truarly. Crootutis.
graduate data. instructional and ctnher staff fluent 'n SZ2-ish.
personne ifcensing. funuing sources. erd p'antr¥Ff data. Tnis

cr interrczatcrr2s) to be!
A 4

docurent lists the 200 vesticrs
e~ service of o~ctice.|

{
responced to witnin 30 days af
{Author/uM)

15
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ED116722 9E JC7500<0 -
Report of the Fleriga ?Public Communtty College Equal
Access/Equal Opoortunity Consutting Team.
Gitsen. Juanita M. Ard Ctrers

Florida State Dept. of Ecucatior. Tallarassee. Div. of

Community Junior Colleges.
Fubl. Date: Sep 74 Htote: 20Sp.

Descriptors: -Affirmative &ctron/ Civil Rights/ College
Environment/ *Collage Integration/ Court Litigation/ D2ta
Collection/ Delivery Systers/ EZucational Alternatives/ *Ecuel
Education/ Equal Cpocrtunities (Jobs)/ Grouo Intellije~ce Tests
/ ~Junior Colleges/ *Mincr:ty Groups/ M:nority Group Teachers/
Negroes/ Recrvuitrent/ School Hoicing Fower

ldantifiers: Civil Rights Act 1953 Title 1V/ "Florida

This report presents the fincings and recommendations ot a
consulting team Ccedicatea to helping the Florica Division of

Community Coileges achieve iis goal of enrolling and emcloying:
Blacrs and other mincrities in approximate proportion to the

18- to Ed-year-old pcpulation of the State by 1820. This report
fncludes: (1) a cdetailed desc:ription of a data system Cesigned
tc collect the information on attritien and reteniion neeced tO
monitor orogress toward this goal: (2) a discussion of rethous

of cevelcping alterrative i{nstructioral celivery systers for .

ensuring successful' learning by mirority siudents: t3) a review

of testing as a screening and Jdiagnostic device. accomzanied by

recommendaticns that Group or stancardized testis yielzsirg 19

scores be discontinued for use in the ccrrunity colleges of
Florida and that student adviscrs be urged to utilize othar
tools o assess stucent Dpotential: {4) discussions of the

<
elements of an optimum human relations atmcsphere at communt ty!

colleges and rethods of improving campus 11 fe and car2er;
awareness for mirority students; (5) descriptions of meth.cs of:

recruitina and retaining minority facuity. professional staff,
and students:; and (5) a review of court cases retating to Title
IV of tne Civil Rights Act of 1964 and their implications for
Florida's community cnlleges. (DC)

38

ED116457 FLO07260

The Lau v. Nichols Supreme Court Decistcn of 1974. Testimony
of Edward H. Steinman before the Committee on Ways and Means of

the California State Assembly. CATESOL Occasional Papers. NoO.
2, Fall, 1975S.

Stetnman, Edward H.

California Association of Teachers of English to Speaxers of
Other Languages,

Pub!. Date: 10 Dec 74 Note: 14p.

Descriptors: “Bilingual Education/ Biltngual Teachers/
Chinese/ *Chinese americans/ Civil Rights/ ~Educational
Discrimination/ Educational Legislation/ Educationa! Policy/
English {Seconc Language)/ *Egual Education/ Language
Instruction/ Language Planning/ Second Language Learring/
*Supreme Court Litigatton

ldentifiers: "Lau v Nichols

This document reviews the azrguments and the ruling in the Lau

v. Nichols case. and the general lega: foundation for bilingual
ecucattion. On March 25, 1970, a suit w2s filed by 13
non-English-speaking Chinese students in the District Court in
San Francisco. c¢cn behalf of n=2arly 3.C0C Chinese-sgeaking

students. against the San Francisco Urifiec School District. .
The complaints were: (1) non-English-spezking stucents were:
being deried their rights to ecucaticn tecause they couldn’t,
function in the medium Of instrustion: anc (21 trese stulents

ware being doomed to btecoming drootuts, angd to ursrployrent, as
a result of th2:r ianguage prcblers. Easic is5ussS »2~€ wheéltor
the San Francisco school cistrict shouid te recuired to previce
spacial instruction in English. and whether 1rgtructicn sroulc
be handled Ly bilinzual Chirese-scz2aking teachers. Wnile the
school district and tre fed:sral court argues that the schoc!
district had no responsibility to rectify the situation. tne
Suoreme Court ruled that the failure of the school system to
provide Englisn-language instruct:on to non-English-speakinrg
studznts corstrtutes coenial cf >cgzrtunity tc participate in
the educational rrogrem. Furthermsr2, |t was recognizeg brth at
the fecera! &¢-d state level that to be effective, 1tre
instruction must te bilirgual. (CLK)
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ED114444 UD0O15486
Mancatory Busing and Minority Student Achievement: Neow
Evidcrnce and Negative Results.

felice. Lawrence G.
“.onsoring Agency: Office of Education (DHEW,. Washington.

D.¢

Contract No.: OEC-6:72-0739-(509)

Pub)l, Date: Mar 75 Note: 21ip.: Paper presented at the
Southwestern Sociological Association Annual Meeting (San

Antonic, Texas. March 26-29, 1975): Nine pages of tabulated
appendices and a bibliography have Dbeen deleted from this
document due to orint size in the original document

Descriptors: spacademic Achievement/ Academic Failure/ ”Bus
Transportation/ Comparative Anaiysis/ Court Litigation/
Disadvantaged Youth; Equal Education/ 1Integration Effects/
Integration Litigation/ +Integration Methods/ Integraticn
Studies/ Longitudinal Studies/ +Mincrity Group Children/
Negative Attitudes/ Negro Attitudes/ Raciai Attitudes/ Racial
Integration/ School Integration

identifiers: *Texas (Waco)

This study evaluates the effects of tusing on the subsecuent
achievement performance of bused black students. Differences in
achievement gains or losses are hypothesized as being koth a
function of bused students attitudes toward busing and
cesegregation and of the interracial citmate of acceplance il
the receiving schools. Findings from cala gathered by various

[

statistical analyses indicate that the achieverznt performarce
of bused black students after the two year periec of busing is

significantly Icwer than that of the2 non-bused Hlach stuaents.
In two years. bused black students are said to have advanced an
average of only one montn {in grads placement. Schoot
interractal climate and student attitudes are considered o
account for the significantly lower achrevement performance of

the bused Students. The major conclusior of this stucy is that;

mandatory busing to desegregate schools in communities with:

great resistance to busing may serve to weaken the achievement
performance of the bused minority s‘ucdent. (Author/aAM)

40

€ED114218 RCO0OBB37
The American Indians: Answers O 101 Questions.
Bureau o0f Indian Affairs {Dept. of Interior?, washington,

D.C.
Publ. Date: Jun 74 Note: 7%20.: For related document. see ED

025 353
available from: Superintendeni of Documenis. U.S. Government

Printing Office. Washington. D.C. 20502 (Stock No. 2402-00C30.

51;25)

Descriptors: ‘American Indians/ Eitliographies/ Definitions/
*Elementary Seccnaary Education/ *Feceral Legislation/ Healtn/
Higher Education/ Inforration Sgurces/ Lard Acquisition/ Land
uUse/ Laws/ Publications/ sReservations (Indizn)/ ~Soc ioeconcmicC
Status

jdentifiers: BlA/ *Bureau of Incian Affairs

Presented in a simple and strargntfcrward manner, this
publication answers questions Dasic tc an underctancing of the
American Indian anc Hhis socioeconoric position in tre United
States. The following identtfy major areas covered and

{
i

represestative questions: {1) The 1inaian Pecple (Wnho is an,

Indian?): (2) The Llagal Status of Indians (are Irdians “warzs”®
of the Governwent?): (3) The Bureau of Incian Affairs (How is
the Cormissioner of Indian Lffairs enpointed?): (4) Irdian
Lands (Wh=2t is an Irdien reservaticn?), {35! The Ecencmic Status
of Indians (Wnat is the averags inccre of In3dians?): (6) Indven
Educaticn {(wWoy a2re there fegeral .ncian schoo!s?i: (7) las and
Orcer on the Ragervations 120 otrar azoncies have
responsibility fcr lzaw enforcement &nd criminzl investizIlion
on Indian reservations?); {81 Indian Hez2ith (Co [ncirans hrave
spec‘al health prcolems?): 1) To Help Indians IHOw can a
non-Indian college stidert gset a surrer jopb witn the Sureauy cf
Indian Affairs on an indian rescrvation?). Among adcit:oral
informaticn Ssources nresented sre: (1) 2 celected bibliograchy
for adults: {(2) an annctated biroiregrepry for young ceople: (3)
a selectea reacing list on Indi1a~ crafts anc lcre: (8) ¢ 'ist
of Indian museums: and (5) 2 list of Indian publications. (JC)

17
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ED113070 3% RCCCET7S
Testing. fvzluation anc ine theian Fducation Act of 1672.
" Heath, Rcbart ¥W.: Nielson, Mark A
american Indian Rescurce Associates. Nglaia. S. Dak.: Navajo

Cormunity Coll.. Tsatle. Ariz.
Spaonsoring Agency. Cffice of Education (DHEW) . Washington.

D.C. Office of Indian zducation.

Contract blo.: CE-0-73-7094
Publ. Date: 74 Ncte: 35p.: For related documents., See RC 003:

769-774, 775-303 5
Available from; <ot availabie serarately. see PC 0GB 772. |

1

1

ERIC/CRESS. Pox 2a%. Las Cruces. New hexico 82003 (on lcanl

Cocua=nt Hot Avarlasle from LCRS

Cescri:ptors: tarericzn Irzians/ Criterion Referencec Tests/
~Cultural Diffarentas; Cultural Fiura'ism/ Culture Free Tests/
Economically Dica:vantaged/’ <Ecucational tegicsiatton/
Elementary Seconcary faucation/ =gvaluation criteria/
Multilirgualise/ Norm Referencec Tests/ ~Policy Fecrmation/
Program Evaluation

identifiers: *inc:an Ecucation Act 1972/ Indianization

The history of testing and evaluation in Ingian educztion has
been less thar satisfactory sirce 2rhiavement and intelliganrce
testing irstruments tradi tionally have been norm-re*srencec.
rather than criterion-referenced. and have not accounted for
cultural cifferences. The Indian Ecucation Ect of 1972 prevides
for Inaizn involvemert in tre evaluation of Feceral Ingian
ecucation prog-arms. sound testing and evaluation prciedures
should roke provision for valicity. reliaptiity., anc
practicality. while useful program evaluations srould inzlude:
(1) tengible criteria: {2) accurate and relevant information:
{3) an evaluation plan: (4) a program cescription: {5! able enc
cocoerative people: ard {6) use of and reports of the resuits.
Issues critica!l to policy irformation under t-he Act s~ould
include consigeration of: (1) pluralism: (2) mulitilingualizim:
(21 poverty: a~c (4) cuitural diffarerces. Posttion statamerts
on the evaluat:cn cf tndiar education programs are proncsec 2s
follcwe: {1} the authority £or external evaluation should be
gcerciced Ly 1oca? Ircian comrunities: 12) USE of
Ac~m-referenced «ta~cardized achievemert anc 10 tests should De
Jiscocragzd: i3y &n avaiLation reviaw Zane! shoula De crganized
ro review gproizcts 2nc 2oplicaticrs for cequacy cf evaluation
nlans anc cenree of community sarticipation in evaluaticn, tud) !

e i o s ¢ it

e
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£D111572 RCO0DBTS53
Ecucator-Lawyer Confarence Report (Albu

October 17. 1973). P uaueraue. New Hexico. |
Casso. Henry J.. Comp.: Esauibel. antonio. Comp. ;

Me:ntional Education Tash Force de Ta Raza. Albuaterque., N.
Publ. Date: 17 Cct 73 Note: 15p.

Descripters: Biiingual Ecuczation Change 4
*Conference Peports/ Court Litica!‘Oﬁ/ Datag Easig;atsgéﬁ:{:
Educaticn; ~lLawvers/ Legal Aic;, Mexican Americans/ *MinSth
Grcups/ Puerto Ricars/ Surmative Evaluation/ 'Tea:he;s y‘

Icentifrers: New NWexico {A'buguerague)

Sponscres by the MNatioral Task Force ce la FRaza the'
confererce was attended by prominent lawyers and educatoré from
Enrcughcut the United States. The conference was an

exploratory® or "brainstorming® session. Z:rsigned to identify
rey 1issues and to iay the grcuncwo: '~ “or techniques and
strategy o©of dealing with various pret was. Purpose éf the
ccnference was to: {11 review vartcus iegal. acminis;rativé
and legislative actions having serious implicatiors on thé
concegt of guality ana ecual educaticn for the cuiturally ana
linguistically c¢istinct child: 12) assess the implications and
impact 9* activities and trends a2gainst Egual Educaticnal
Gopottunrty for mirzrity groups. garticularly the Mexican
Americar anc the Puerto Rican: and (3) icentify lines of-legal
ahd edu;ation azt‘on and strategy reece ¥ to ccrdat such alleg=2c
discriminatory precitces. Tnis regcrt summarizes the :;y
concerns. tssues., actions. and recommendations of ége
particicants. Tooics summarized are: gene~al myths to be
cqm:at:ed: egducato~-lawyer interface reecs: data base s;stemV
9ilipgual biculturai dichotlery: exn2! access vs ecual benefits:
compersatory assumotion: the Lau Case and its implicaticns: aﬂ&
the tangential suggestions. (NQ) ' R
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Analysis, Issues and OQutlook.

.C. Office 2% Indiar Ecucation. '

44 o

ED111553 95 RLOCB734

The Indian Education &Act of 1972 -- A Brief History,

cPl aAssociates. Inc.. Washington. D.C.
Sponsoring Agency: GCifice cf Elucaticn (DHEW). Washington.

§

publ1. Cate: 15 Mcv 73 Note: 1G4p.

Descriptors: ‘'American lrdians/ Eirtn Rate; Comzunity Role/
Demogranhy/ Crcczul rzla’ *fuucaticnal legislation/
-Zrncational Fronters! Finsncial Swerarts Fotures {of Scciely)/
Hezlir! o cmistory) zora® Flaanirg

Lma~tifrers: CIlrz:ioc RZuczticn BCT 1872

Aralyzirg tha ircizn Edugaticn dzt of 1972, this report
oresa~nts 2oth hisigorirzal  CachgtIuro and ¢future projections
~glative 1o tre Acy The history of ire Act is cres2ited in
terms ¢f giscugLsiIt €Nl (! Lagt'slative Preparaticn; te)
lra2rings: (3) crafring a2~d Fazsiry the Biil: (4) Azprepriat.ng
FLNgs: (5) Rescir2:zcd Funds: anc (5) Funding for 1373. Analys:s
¢ +the 4zt 18 orose~ted as foilew3: (1) Discussicn cf Parts
A-F: (2) Purpose arc Policy of the Advisory Councll (Fcrming
the Office of Ing:an Education and Funcing Initial Grants): (2
Tre Long-Run Promise cf the 4Sct {Entitlement): anc {(4) Tra

Cutlook for Fisca' 1974 (Fungirg. Program Direction anc
Priorities, and lssues to be Resolved)!. Presentation of future
crcisctions relative to the Act include sections on the
folloming: (1) Characteristics of tne MNative American
Pccuiat:on (lznguages. Farticizaticn in +ne Economy. Health anc
Longevity. Birth Rate. Infant Mortality, Acult Causes of C=atn,
Communicanle Discases. &ge Composition and Life Expectancyi:
(2) Histarical EBacwcrourc of Incian Education: {33 India~
Participation in the Ecucational Sysiem (Retention ancd Dropout
Pates, The Quality cf Ecucatron, Acnievement Measures. Spec:al
Prablems, and &Ability ve Achievement}: (4) Planning Prioritiocs
(A Flanning Foint Checklist}; and (5) Role of the Indiar
Community (Uniteg acticn). (JC)
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ED111542# RCO0OB722 ;
An Economic and Political Analysis of Bilingual Bicultural
Education Legislation at the Federal Level. i

Gonzzles. Tobias

Chicano Fellows, Stanford, Calif.

Publ. Date: 75 Note: 16p.: For related documents, see RC 008 !
720-72%, RC 008 723-724

Available from: Not available separately, see RC 008 720

Document Not Available from ECRS

Descriptors: Biculturalism/ *Bilingual Education/
*Educational Finance/ *Educational Legislaticn/ ~Federal,
Governmsnt/ *Mexican Americans/ Personnel/ Policy Fcemation/!
Politics

The Biltngual Act first became Jlaw as a part of the
Elementary and Secondary Education Amendments of 1967. At that
time Congress appropriated %7 1/2 million for Bilingual
Educaticn programs. In 1974 according to “Education Daily*"
nearly %60 miilicn will be spent. This paper makes an economic
and political anatysis of current 8ilingual legislation and’
funding at the Feceral level. Recommendations on policy and
budget for the 1875-76 school year are also mace. Divided into
S major areas, the paper discussesS: (1) the key issues benind:
Bilingual Education, (2) the merits and drawbacks of current:
legislation., (3) relevant stucies that are significant for
Bilingual grograms, {3) pocitions of various powzrful voting
groups. and (5) recommendations for future policy and funding.
{Author/NO)
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Inegualities in Educational Resources: Thetr Imgact on
Minorities anc the Foor in Texas anc California. Final Report.

8rischetto. Robert. Arciniega, Tomas A. -

Cur Lacdy of the La“e Coll.. San arn cnio. Tex.

Sponsoring Agency; National Inst. of Education (CHEW) .,
Washington, D.C.

Bureau No.: BR-3-2054

Grant Nc.: NE-C-G0-3-0062

Publ. Date: Nov 74 Note: 183p.: Best copy available

——
<

Descriptcrs: Com—-unty Influance/ ~“Caurt Litigation,/ Economic
Disadvantagerent,/ EcZucaticezl Esuality/ Educationa? Finance/
Sucaticnal Fesou-css, Elerentary Seconcary Education/ *Equal

Educaticn/ Egua! Prctection/ -<Finance Reform/ Fiscal Capacity/ '

*Nexican Are~iZznsg/ Minority Groups/ “Negroes/
Hordiscriminatory Ecucrtion, Property Taxes,/ Scroo: District
Scending/ Tax Effor:/ lax Rates

Icentifiers: Califsrniay/ Foariguez/ Sarrano vs P~iest/ “Texas

This research effort exarines iregualities in educational

input rescurces among scrool systems in Texas and Cal:ifcrnia in -

light of the Rodriguexr and Se-rano court cas2s. Low- income

families in both states were found to be in cistricts of low

per-pugil-Expengituras ang inferior educational services
Primarily because they are locaiec in districts with low
srceerty  valcations. Mesican-American punils in Terxas tend :o
be ethnicaily isclateg ¢n low-wealth cistricts and have fewer

ecucaticnal resources aviiladbie to trem thar do Anglo pupils. -
Irportant ciffe-~ences were found between Texas ang California .
in regard to e:thnic izniation. Since Mexican-American pupils in -

California are net concen<rated in predominantly ethnic

districts, n3t rush ‘nterethnic dispartty in the distribution -

cf educatiora’ resources  grong di:stricts was found. Blackf

Pupils  in both Texas ana Cziifornia are concentrated in large |

urban centers where gipengilutes are generally at or atove the !
state aviraga. These firdings. however, do not take into !

considersiion cost differantiais Yetween urban and nonurban
areas and munifcipal overpurden. The hypothesis that biack
pupils in large urban districts are disadvantaged by
intradistrict inegualities is offered for further research.
{Authar/1RT)
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ED107399 95 RCO0B527
30 That &)1 Indian Ciildrea Will Have Equa! Educational
Opportunity, Volume 2. USOE/BIA Study of the Impact of Federal
Funds on Local Education Agencigs Enrolling Inotan Children.
ACKCO, Inc.. Boulder, Colo.

Sponsoring Agency: Bureau of Indian Affairs (Dept. of.
Interior), washington. D.C.; Offtce of Education (DHEW)..

Washington. D.C.: Smail Business Agministration, Washington,

D.C.
Publ. Date: Sep 74 Note: 300p.

§ B3} R Ry

Descriptors: Administrative Agenciag/lﬂgency Role/ *American:

Ingiansy Attituces/ *Educational Assessment/ ducational
Equality/ *Ecucational Legislation/ *Federal Programs/:
Financial Policy/ Managemrent/ Parert Schoo! Relationship/

Prograrm Effectlveness/ "Relevance (ECucation)/ Tables {Data)
Volume 2 of a 3-volume regor: preserts the major findings ang
discussions of ACKZO. Inc.'s legislative review and empirical
research of the Irpact-aAig Program, dohnson~C‘Nalley {(JCMm)
Program. Indian Ecucation Act. anc Elementary ang Seconcary
Ecucaticn act Title I. The empirical findings., which foerm trhe
basis for most of tra conclusions and recommendat'ons. are fros
the fiscal, marnagement. and program studies. Among these
fincings are: (1, Indian children are fot receiving an adequate
snare of Titlie I fu~cs to meet thein reads. (2) the JCW Act rag
not been use¢ =2& extersively as it could anc stouid be cue to
the BIA's :nterpretation cf the aAct; (3) a Geat differorce
existec in the moTey apdpromriated fpor BIA ecucaticn angd the
money actually spent per Pupil in BIA schocls: ana (4) existing
methods of school financing have ne:trer assured that Indgizn
children receive an eaualized cer pupil eéxpengiture nor thas+
they are Provided an aceguate tasic education prcgram.
Recommerdations are also given for Titles I ang Iv. pP.L. B74.
JOoM. arg tre SEa. Results of the Surveys of parent advisory
cornittees ang of tusiness corrunity attituces toward the
ecucational prcgram are also- incluced. A discussion is
presented on the gegree of S<ccess of these programs in meating
the Indian educational needs. (NQ) ' ;
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So That Al Indian Children Will Have Equal Educational
Opportunity. Volume 1. USOE/BIA Study of the Impact of Federal
Funds on Local Ecucation &gencies Enrolling Indian Children,

ACKCO., Inc., Boulcer, Colo.

Sponsoring Lzenrncy: Bureau of Indian Affairs (Dept. of

Interior), Washington., D.C.: Office of Eoucation (DHEW).
kashington. D.C.: Small Business AZministration, Washington.
D.C.

Contract No.: OEC-0-74-2089
Publ. Date: Sep 74 Note: 231Dp.

Descriptors: *Arerican ,Indians/ Comrunity Involvement/

*Educational Lisessment/ Educational Equality/ Educational!

Finance/ "Educational Legisiution/ *Federal Programs/ Financial
Policy/ Futures (of Society)/ History/ Individual Power/

Management/ *Relevance (Education)/ Socloeconomic Influences
The House Committee on Appropriations requested the U.S.
Office of Education {(USOE) .and the Bureau of Indian Affairs

(BIA) to review the: Impact-Aid Program. dJohnson-0O‘'Malley.

Program, Indian Education Act, and Elementary and Seccndary
Education Act Title 1. ACKCO. Inc. a private Indian-owned
professional service firm, was contracted to examine these:
ma for educational programs which provides funds for the:
education of Amertican Indian children in public schools and to;
recgmmend changes so that all Indian children will have anﬂ
equal educational opportunity. The programs were viewed from,
four different perspectives: (1) legislative--history, intent,i
and irplementation; (2) management--capadlilities of the!
respective agencies handling these programs; (3)
fiscal--compliance with rules and requlations, accounting
procedures. and relationships of Federal. State. and local,
funding sources: and (4) the program--attitucdes of parent;
advisory council members, administrators. and teachers toward

proygram SsSuccess. emphasis. and relevance. The final repcrt is
contained in 3 wvolumes. Volume 1 covers: (1) the study’s
background., purpnse, organization, and procedures: (2) thre
basic issues in egucation with respect to educational

effectiveness, community participation, school firance. and
management in ecucation: ard (3) the pastf. present, and future
of Indian education. (NQ}
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ED105728 FLOO6334

Equal Frotection for Non-English-Speaking School Children:
tau v. Nichols.

Sugarman, Stephen D.; Widess. Ellen G.

Publ. Date: Jan 74 Note: 27p.

Avatlable from: Fred B. Rothman & Co.. 57 Leuning Street.i
South Hackensack., New Jersey 07696

f
1
[
i

Descriptors: spsian Americans/ =Bilingual Education/|
Bilingual Schools/ *Educationa! Legislation/ Educationally!
Disadvantaged/ Erglish (Second Language)/ ~Ecual Education/
Equal Protection/ Ethnic Groups/ Language Handicapged/ Minority
Groups/ Non English Speaking/ *Supr2me Court Litigation

This is a commentary on Lau v. Nichols. In which the issue is’
stated as the constitutional right of non-Erglish-speaking
children 1o a meaningful public education. The principal legal
argument of tne plaintiffs 1s that the San Francisco school
district’s "English-only" golicy denies them ecua! protectiocn
of the laws by placing non-English-speaking stucents in an
educational environment not cesigned to educate them,
Considerations are offered as to the manner in which various
equai protection doctrines may be agplied by the Supreme Court
fn this case. Decisions affecting educational discrimination
against blacks are cited, as well as other cectisions dealing
with educaticnal discriminaticr and conrstitutional rights.
Consideration is also given to Jlegai theories to which tre
plaintiff may have recourse. It is ccncludad that the argument
that the Englisk-only policy violates the Civil Rights Act of;
1565 may be an alternative to itre ecgual protection approach.l
The commentary concertrates on these underlying issues and
(1) whetrer non-English-speakin?l

r nead judicia’' help: (2) what the extent and natu~e O
f::;'“.:im is; 33; reasons for the Englisn-only policy: and (4)
whetrer th2 prcbiem 1S judicially mana;ea?he. It is Qote? t?at
in the evaent cf a victory in Lau. sropxems ray arise in the
form of efforts to circurvent the rulirg of 09005=t'°n.;r‘°"‘
ethnic groups inte~ested in ethnic culture presarvation. (aM)

policy consigsrations:
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Equa)

Committee on Equal

Senate.
Educati

Congress

....... Wanow T e me s ww s Wy I Ul T TuEIa MUY lroud UT egucation,
employment, and other assistance to areas with heavy:
concentrations of foreign-born persons. Assistance 1s reecded to
provide adequate education, tc create employment opportunities,
and to alleviate food. housing. and health needs. Funds will!
alleviate financial strain on cities where great numbers of:
newly arrived foreign-born pevpie reside. Testimony from a widej
variety of ethnic and immigrant groups interested in this hill
is reprinted here. (Author/DW)
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ED104557 pPSD07789

Compensatory Education: Some Resecarch Issues.

Rotberg, Iris C.; Wolf. Alison

National 1Inst. of Education (DHEW)., washington. D.C. Office
of Educational! Equity.

Publ, Date: B Nov 74 Note: &6p.

Descriptors: *Compensatory Ecucation/ Delivery Systiems/
*Educationally Disadvantaged/ =Federal Legislation/ Feceral
Programs/ Ffinancial Support/ *Guidalines/ Program Evaluation/
Research Needs/ *State Federa! Suppor?t

Identifiers: *Elementary Seconcary Education Act Title I/
ESEA Title 1

This paper identifies various key aspects of the histary anag
administration of federal compensatary education, describes the
problems and issues associated with these, and suggests some
ways tn which research might help further program goals. It is
intended as a discussion paper de3signed to highlight some
crucial target areas for a mmjor study Of ccmpensatory
educattion to be conducteS by the Wational Institute of
Education. 1in accordance with a provision of the Education
Amendments of 1974. The paper contains four chapters. The first !
chapter describes very briefly the background of the study. the .
originai purposes of Title 1. and the way in whicn its .
administration was conceived. [t 2lso icdentifies the main'
issues with which legisiators andg program aaministrators must
be concerned. The following three chapters then cdea) with these '
issues in more detail wuncer the beadings of: Resource
Distribution. Categorical Aid and School Crganization, and
Ef fects of Compensatory Programs on Chilcren. Emphasis:
throughout s on feceral programs, ard specifically. on Part a
of Title 1. An atterpt is mace to distinguish between those
areas which are researcnatie, and those which ar2 not: that is..
between questions cf fact and value cecisions. even though the
latter may bLe informed by findings on cost. efficiency, and
consequences. (Author/CS)
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Educational Opportunity: Hearings Before'the Select‘
Educational Opportunity of tne United States
Ninety-First Congress. Second Session on Equal

ona! Opportunity. Parts 3E. 4. 5, 6, 7, and 8,
of the U.S.. Washingtcn, D.C. Senate Select

Committee on Equal Educational Opportunity.
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ED103166# RCO0B392
The Legality of Chicano Education.
Floca, Kathryn Priscilla Haines
Publ. Date: Dec 71 Note: 200p.: Master’'s Thesis. University
of Texas at Austin .
Available from: Inter-Library Loan, University of Texas, '
Austin, Texas 78712 '
Document Not Available from EDRS.

Descriptors: Bilingual Education/ Civil Rights/ *Court
Litigation/ *Discriminatory Legislation/ *Educational
Legislation/ Elementary Secondary Educetion/ Feceral

Legislation/ *History/ Language Usage/ Legal Segregation/
flasters Theses/ "Mexican Americans/ Racism/ State Legisiation

Identifiers: Chicanos/ *Texas

The thesis briefly analyzed the laws of the State of Texas
and nf the United States which directly affect the education of
Texas Mexican Americans. The legal-political history of
*Chicano* education in Texas was traced from the signirg of the
Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo in 1848 to August 197t. The
educational ‘problems® of Mexican Americans were examined in’
light of their solutions as sought through legislative and
judicial action. Most of the legislation discussed cdealt with
the use of the Spanish language 1{n the schools and with
bilingual education. Data were gathered from: (1) legai’
dccuments obtained from various court and lav clerks and (2!}
parliamentary journals for both the House and Senate. Eight
court cases involving Mexican American students and Texas:
schools were discussad: (1) Salvatierra vs the Del Rio
Independent School District (I1.5.D.); (2) Delgaco Case: :3).
Hernandez vs Driscoll Consolidated; (4) Pete Hernangdez vs tire|
State of Texas; (5) Ross vs Houston 1.S5.D.: (6) Perez vs Sonoraj
1.5.D.: (7) Cisneros vs Corpus Christi 1.5.D.: and (8) Good
Neighber Policy vs Class Apart Theory. Some of the topics
discussed are: segregation, education2] politics. private ancd;
parozhtal schools, compulsory school a2ttencance, the Federal
government's role. the economy. and acult ecucation. (N%) i
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Indian Education, Office of Education. Hearings Before the:
Subcommittee on Department of the Interior and Relatedi
Agencies.

Congress of the U.S.., Washington, D.C. House Committee on
Appropriations.

Publ. Date: 74 Note: 55p.:. For related documents. see RC 008
3B8-391

Available from: Not available separately. see RC 008 3BE i

Document Not Available from EDRS. !

Descriptors: Academic Education/ Adult Education/ *American
Indians/ *Budgeting/ *Educational Legislatton/ Elementary:
Secondary Education/ Federal Legislation/ *Feceral Programs/
Higher Education/ Program Administration/ Program Budgeting/.
*Resource Allocations ;

Identifiers: *Indian Education Act i

The proposed fiscal year (FY) 1975 budget for American Indian|

education for the Office of Education requests 542 million (thel
sare arount prceviced in FY 1274) for the Irndian Education Act.
0+ this total. S32 million 1is to be focused on spgecial
demonstration proiacts fcr Indian chiicren and 38 million on
special prolects for Indian adults. These funds will also pe
used to: (1) train Indian teachers ard acministrators, (2) test:
the effectiveness c¢f various zacproaches to the delivery of

ecucaticnal serviZes, (3) deveicp and test various ccmrunity,
schcol aprroacrtes. (4) develop acorcaches to early crh''cheod,
education and technigues which stress remedial basic 11135,

and (S) support the Naticnal Acvisory Council on Indian’
Ecucaticn anrg the 0¢f.ce cf Indiar EZucation. On February 27,
1974. the Subcommitiee on Da2pa2-tment of tne Intericr and
Related 4Lgencies 0N the Hgusz Ccrnirltee on Approoriations met
to bPrear testimony < the 31975 tudget recuest for the Ind:an
Educaticn Act program in tne Cffice of Ecucation. Witnasses
were the U.S. Locmrissicner ¢f Ecucation. Lctirng Ceputy
Commissioner for Ino:an Ecucaticn. Piarnning Cfficer and Progran
llanagers for the Cffice for Incdian Ecucaticn, Acting Sudget
Cfficer of the Office of Ecucaticn, anc Budget Analyst of tne
Office of Education. (NQ) ;
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Parents’ Commi ttee of Public Schepol No. 19. et al.,|
Plantiffs, Against Cemmunity Schoo! Board of Community Boardi
District No. 14 cf the City of New York, et al.. Defendants. .
. Notice of Motizn for Preliminary Injurction. Compiate with-
Affidavits; and Memorandum in Suppcrt of Mottfon for Preliminary
Injunction.

District Court, New York. N.Y. Eastern District of New York.

Publ. pate: Aug 74 Note: 118p5.: Reproduced from the best
available copy: parts of this document mz2y not be clearly
legible due to the quality of print of thre original

Descriptqrs: Boards of Education/ Court Cases/ “Ecucational
Opportunities/ *Elementary School Students/ Equal Ecucation/
*Federal Court Litigation/ Governance/ Governing Boarcs/ Parentj
Participation/ Puerto Ricans/ 5chool Administration/ School
C?mmuni!y Relationship/ School Districts/ *Spanish Speaking

" ldentifiers: Ccmmunity School Board 14/ New York/ *New York
City )

" The plaintiffs are some 30 Puerto Rican and Hispanic parents.
and thetr 357 minor children who attend Public School 19.
(rereinafter p.S. i9) in PBrookiyn. The defendants are the:
members of the Community Distric: Schncol Board Nurber 14 and of|
the New York City Board of Education, The Communityi
Superintendent William Rogers and Chancellor Irving Anker are:

alss  defendants. The complaint charges defendants withi
adiscriminatorily denying plantiffs an equal educationral
opportunity, Defendants have  continually maintained|

split-session classes at P.S. 19 since the 1961-1962 school !
year. The raintenance of these ciasses has caused plaintiffs to
Icse one hcur a day of education or effectively a day a week of
instruction. In response to the filing of this tawsuit, six,
defencant members of the Community School Board rassea 3;
resolution calling for the transfer of some of the fourth and
all of the fifth grade classes to Public Schcol 122. 1f
defendarts’ plan is rot enjoined. plantiffs will attend trreej
Separate eltementary schools in three Separate nefghtorhooas
before entering seventh grade in a junior high school. The
educators who have submitted affidavits to the Court at) attest
10 the serious and 1{rreparable harm that will result ¢ tne
transfer 1is not enjoined. On .June 12, 1974 the parents at P.S.
19 voted almost unanimously againrst the trarsfer. The parents
favor use of the Community Schoo! District offices. (Author/uMm)
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EDD952474 UDD14519 : i
The Education of Black People in Florioz. '
Scott. J. Irving E. l
Publ. Date: 74 Note: 145p, i
Available from: Dorrance & Co.. 1317 y.r. Kennpdy Boulevard, |

Philadeiphia. Pennsylvania 15103 ($5.95. clotn)

Document Not Available #rom EDRS. . .
Descripteors: *Educational History/ Educational Needs/

Educational Policy/ Educationa)l Probiems/ Integratian Effects,

Integration Litigation/ *Negro Education/ Negro Students/

Private Financial Support/ Public Policy/ 'Raciall

Discrimination/ *Schouol Integration/ Scrool Segregation/ State .

Government X
ldentifters: *Florida '
The contents of this book are organtzed into 10 chapters.

Chapter 1 cutlines the "lLegal Background for Negro Schoals in

Florida, " Chapter 2, "Early Neglect, * discusses the

establishment of the double-school system. focusing on the

situation in Duval County. Chapter 3, “Philanthropic Grougs,"

briefly discusses some active founcations and funds: Chapter 4,

'Ob§ervation in Early Eiementary Schoo!,.” discusses studies

made2 between 1928 and 1952, Chapter 5 discusses the "Early

Development of Secondary Schools for Nagroes.* chapter 6

discusses "Develcpment of Higher Egucation for Negrces in

Florida."™ Chapter 7 focuses on *"The Fignt for E=ual Szlaries. *

arguing that the fight was foced on the Negro tsachers beczavse

of the wunreasonableress of local superirtergcnts ard szhool
boards. Chapter & discusses "Negreces 1n the State Qdegartrent of

Education,* Chapter 9, *"School Integretion." ciscusses

developments since the 1954 Supreme Court ¢ “isfon, includin

the results of a survey of 67 county superi: (encents. Chapter

10, "Hopeful Points in Integraticn." dermonstrates that

integration has brought better schzol builcings anog superior

eqQuipment, not only to black children but to many white
children. (Author,uM)

]
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Assistance to Irdians Enrolled in Public Schools.
Johnson-0‘Maliley Regulations. A Progress Report. Ressarch and
Evaluation Repcrt Series No. 15-A.

Bureau of Indian aAffairs (Dept. of Interior). Albuquerque. N.
Mex . :

Publ, Date: Jul 74 Note: 90p. ,

Descriptors: Acministrative Change/ *Arerican Indians/
*Change Strategiesy Community Involverent/ *Ecucational
Development/ “FecZerai Legislation/ Financial Support/ Guides/
History/ Locus of Cantrol/ Program Proposals/ “Public Schools/
Reports/ Reservations (lIndian) i

Identifiers: BlA/ Bureau of Incian Affairs/ “Johnson O Malley.
Act )

The assistance program to American Indians errolled in public
schools, known as the Johnson-0‘Malley (JOM) Program. has drawn
fncreasing attention i{in recent vyears for Indian people, the
general public. and the Bureau of Indian Affairs (8iA). This:
has resulted in thke nezed for changes in the BIA Manual and the;
Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) material cealing witn these)
programs and funds. Beginning with the passagze of the JOM ActI
in 1934, 1this cocument explains the original act ang its
revisions, ircluding 1its tnitial intent. Up to the FY 1975/
appropriation. the pesition of the Ac¢ministration and Ceongress:
has been that the JOM program 1s intended for public school:
Indian <children who live on or near reservations. There has
been. though. considera2ble expression of a desire to expand the'
program beyond the present eligibitity restrictions and to'
tnclude Indian children wherever they may live. so long as they:
are from a federally recognized tribe. The BIA has instigated,;
assessments and audits aimed at improving the JOM program and
is now working to change the CFR so that it bztter reflects the
many changes that have been and may be msde relative to the
program. The report includes many of the v2rious memos. drafts.
proposed budgets and legistation, and reactions to proposed
regulation Cchangee. These cover special educalion programs,
authority and definitions, contract eligibiliity. community
participation., and general contract requirements. (KM)

}
ED031940 FLOGCE104 '
Litigating the Rights of the Bilingual Schost Child to Equal,

Educational Opportunity.
Exelrod, Alan B. i

Publ, Date: 7 Note: 1i1o.

e ST etpgy - TS LT e . . I

DeSCr!ptors: *Bilingual Education/ =Chinese Americans/ Court!
Litigation/ Ecucational Discrimination/ Educational

Opportunities/ *English (Second Language)/ Equal Education/
Language Programs/ Nondiscriminatory Education/ Non English,
Speaking 1
In the Lau vs. Nichols case. a suit was brought by’
Chinese-speaking students against tre San Francisco Unified:
School District., asking the district to implement programs in
Chinese that would permit them to learn English. The basic
claim of these non-Erglish-speaking chiidren is that ‘n
refusing to meet their learning needs, the distriet is
violating their right to adequate ecucational cpportuntity under
the equal protection clause of the Constitution. The sccial.
economic. and political discrimination against tre Chinese and
Mexican-Americans forced them into an 1isolation that has
resulted 1in large ccrrunities of non-Erclish-speaking students
in California and the Scuthwest. Since languase is an integral
part of the ethnic culture of tre students invoclved
discrimination based on language is one man) festaticn c;
discrimination tasec¢ on natiorai orig:'r. In the Lau case. the
Ninth Circuit Court ruled tha! trere coul!d be rs state action
unless the schocl district rad hod a soecific intent to
discriminate. However, the Supreme Court cn other occasions has
found a seemingly noncdiscriminatcry policy to te & violation cf
equal protectiorn when it had a discriminatory irzact. It s
possible to finc¢ both the teachers ard tre funds to implemant
the reguired precgrams, and the Guestion now is to what extent .
the courts will become 1{nvolved 1in the education process.

(Author/PM)
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]Supreme Court of the United States. Lau et ai., v. Nichols et
al. k

Supreme Court of the U. S.. Washington, D.C.
Report No.: 72-6520
PubL: Date: Jan 74 Note: 120.

Descriptors: Bilingual Education/ Bilingualism/ *Bilingual
Students/ *Chinese Americans/ Civiy Rights/ Ecucational
Opportunities/ ~English (Second Language)/ "Equal Education/
Federal Legislation/ Non English Speaking/ Sociolinguistics/
*Supreme Court Litigation

Identifiers: California/ Civil Rights Act of 1964/ =San
Francisco .

With this deciston the ‘Supreme Court of the Uni‘ed States'
reversed the judgments of lower courts and found that the
fatlure of the San Francisco schcol system to provide English:
language instruction to approximately 1,800 students of Chinese-
ancestry who do not speak English denies them a meaningful.
opportunity o participate in the public educational program. .
The school system 1s therefore in violation aof Section 601 of
the Civii Rights Act of 1964, which bans discrimination based
"on the ground of race. color, or national origin.® in *any.
program or activity receiving federal financial assistance,”,
end the implementing regulations of the Depar tment of Health.f
Education. and Welfare. (Author/PM) f

1

EDOBG431 RCOC7603

Comprehensive Indian Education Act. kearings Bafore the
Committee on Interior and Insuiar Atfairs., United States:
Senate. 92nd Congress, 2nd Session on $.2724.

Congress of the U.S.. Washington. D.C. Senate Committee on |
Intericr and Insular affairs.

Pub1. Cate: 7 Mar 72 Note: 521p.: Related document.
RCCO7604: Tables on pages 201 to 252 w1l take up two
microfiche each. actual pajzs count is 4gS5o.

-

Descriptcrs: =American Indiars/ *8oarcds of Ecucation/:
Comprehensive Prograrms, *fducaticnal Improvement/ Educational ,
Objectives/ Eskimcs/ <*Faceral Legislatior/ Feceral Programs/
Governing Boards/ Legal Resgonsibility;, hcnreservation Amerijcan
Indians/ Political Issues/ Public Schools/ Reservaticns
{Indian}/ *Treaties/ Tribes |

ldentifiers: ~Compretrensive Incian Ecucation Act/ §.2724. :

A transcript of the U.S. Senate’s public hearings on $.2724,°
the Comprehensive Indian Education Bill. i{s presentad. The
purpose of §,2724 1s top sstabiish 2 national American Indian i
education program by creating a Naticnal Board of Regents for
Indian Ecucation. carrying out cf a rational Indian education
program. the establishment of lccal Indian school boards, anc
for other education2al purposes. This bil]l originated in
Septerber 1971 as an outgrowth of hearings heid then on a bill .
dealing primarily with the education of !ndian chyldren in
public scnools. Without excegtion. the Indran witnesses
testifying at those hearings asked for a comprehansive Indian .
education act to provide improved ecucation opportunities for
childrer and adults regardless of wh2ther they were in Federal .
or other public schools. This hearing heard testimony from
representatives of the majority of tre Indian people, and from
the 2 Federal agencies most inrvolved with §$.2724--Health,
Education. ancd Welfare and the Department of Interior--as well
as from spcresmen from the major ecucational organtzations., The
testimonies are presented in their eatirety. (FF)
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EDOBG383 RC0O07533

Indian Education: Johnson-0‘Malley Activities., Annual Report.
1970-197t Montana

Montana State Office of the Superintendent of Public
Instruction. Helena. :

Publ. Date: 71 Note: 225p.: Related documenrt is ED GS51 922

- .- —

Jdescriptors: “Anerican Indians/ ~Annual Reports/ Boarding
Scnools/ *Educaticnal Finance/ Ecucational Ogoortunities/
Elementary Schccls/ :Feceral Aic/ Feceral State Relationship/
Righ Schools/ Kindergarten/ ~*Fublic Schools/ Reservations
(Indian)/ School Activities/ School Involvement/ Statistics/
Tables {(Data)

- Icentifiers: *Johnson © Malley Act/ Montana

. In fiscal year 1970. I!ontana Jornson-0'Malley (JCM) funds
were relieved of supgorting school lunches for Amertican Indian
children. and were channeled into scecial project activities.
Dspartment cf Agricuiture school-iurich funds became available
in  targer amounts to rake that transition peossible. With mcre
funds, prejects for special activities received an impetus that
has grcwn each vyear. In January 1970, furds became available
for kincergarten programs. In fiscai year 1271, 22 kindergarten
units were in Cperation. The program Now {ncludes
transnortation. boarding homes. home-school coordinators. nurse
coordinators., cultural enrichment pPrograms . snecial teachers
ard workshops for teacher aides. During 1970-71 JCM adviscry
ccmmittees were formed to involve Incian people. At the same
time JCM provided educational services to 37 school districts
and 5,318 school children. This annual report also provides
statistical cata corcerning these Foderal aid programe in
Montana: (1) Fudlic Law 574 paymefrits: (2) Pudblic Law 815
payments: and (3) Pudblic Law S8-10 payments. (Parts of this
cocument may de only marginally legible,) (FF)
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EDO77602 RCO0O7018

Implications of the Serrano and Rodriguez Cases on :he
Education cf Mexican Americans.

Gonzalez. Simon

Fubl. Date: 18 Nov 72 Note: 13p.; Paper prepared for a
Leacership Institute for Chicano Ecucators (University of Texas
at EV Paso, November 17-18. 1972) .

Cescriptors: (Court Litigation/ -Ecucational Finance/ Egual
Ecucation/ Firancial Support/ =~¥exican Americans/ =Property
Taxes/ *School Support; "State Legislation

Icentifters: Rodriguez v San Antonio Independent Schoo! Dist/
*Serranc v Priest ;

The primary locul funding source for school support has}
always been the prcperty or ®"ad valorum® tax. State funcs.
Cetermined for each district by tre *“fcundation program®
formulie. suoplement this tax. Local school boards. s:tate
legislatures. s:i2te constitutiors. and the voters have the

Swa2r to provicde cuality eduzation. In many states. Rowaver.
tme PCwsEr  which ™ignt result f-2m™ {ncreased ecucational
expengditures has zZesn limnited. Tris is especially true for the
pFcor Mex'can AperiZan peozulaticn. in Serrano vs Priest, the
plaintiffs conteng trat tne depencdenrz2 on lccal roperty taxes
foer  ecuca2tion results in wide revamie d:sgarities ameng schenld
c:3tricts. ROOriguaZ vs San Anton 7 I-caganZent Schgo! C strict
argues trzt tne state mirimur LrTation program and geseral’
fing cenerituticn o not ecualz the great disparity in-
taxable prgoerty arzng sgnoold r
ccurts di¢ not reject tre orc y tex tut dig rejeczt the
reliance cn it fcor local func:ng. Tre girect effects cf these
cases on lMexicen Amerigan ecucation are that they bave: (1)}
served npotice a2t Chizanas will nPct comt:inue to tolerzte:
ciscriminatory '!aws or practices. (2) arsused interest amcng:
Chicano law stucarts. ang (3) fooused on the se~ious need for
ircreased resources for quality educat:on for everyone. (NG)

icts. In these cases the
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EDC7€281 PCUTE2:=S
A Cs-zilzlicn cf Laas Pertzining to Indians. State cf Maire.
Maire Stete Dept. cf Irgian Affairs. Augusta.
Fubl. Date: w2~ 73 Note: SOp.

HC kot avai'lable from EDRS. PLUS POSTLGE

Descrlptcrs; “imer:can InZians/ Ecucation/ Forestry,” Housing/
*Laws/ *legal Reszocnsibility/ *State Lgencies/ *State
Legislaticn/ Wel<are Services

ldentifiers: *Naire/ Fassaraquocdcies. Fanobscots

The cccument is a compilaticn of ‘aws pertaining to the
American Indians in tre state of Maine. These laws are comdiled
frem: (1) the Maine Revised Statutes of 19524 and amencmerts
through 1972: (2) the Constitution of Maine: and (3) tre
current resolves and private ang special laws. Major topics
are: education. elections., fish ana game. forestry. health an
w2l fare, highways. housing. trites. legislature., motor vehicle
taxes. and treaties. Also included are miscei lanecus provisions
such as liquor and public dumps. Not available in hard copy
dué to marginal legibility of original document. (FF) .
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EDO76274 RCO06957

An Evaluation cf the Johnson-0'Malley Program: Muskogee Area,
Bureau of Indian Affairs.

Coombs, Madison L.

Bureau of Indian Affairs {Depr. of Iinterior), MuskoGee, Okla,
Muskogee Area Oftice.

Publ Date Aug 72 Note 44p

co— o .- - -

DeacriptorS' *American Indians/ "Educational Finance/
*Federal Programs/ *Program Evaluation/ -State Feceral Aid

Identifiers: *Johnson 0 Malley Act/ Oklahoma

The Johnson-O‘Malley Act (JCM). passed by Congress in 1934,
authorized the Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA) to contract with
the states and other political entities for eduycational
services to American Indians, Although tha rationale fcr The
JOM program wzs not understocd wall by a high proportion of the
Indian gcatrons of public schools or by trke schoo!l
acministrators, the nature of JOM  funding and recent
develcprents made the evaluation of these programs an
inevitadle reguirement. In April, 1972, the Muskogee Area
Office of the 6BIA sent the Irdian Education Section of thei
Oklahoma State Cepartment of Education a 1 page set of;
suggestions ¢for evaluating and mcnitoring JOM projects. This|
docurent was shcwn in its entirety. AScut a month later the EI4.
cffice in a'blausrcue. which handles thne JOM program. farwsarced
to the MWuskogee 4rea Office a similar and corprehensive
questionnaire which was then forwarced to the Ox lakoma State!
Department of Ecucation. The returns showed an almost total!
tack of standarcizez evaluation test cata. Recommendations fron’
the schools stressed the need fcr inservice training of’
personnel and cranges in trhe program. {FF)
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EDO72523 EA004828

Inequality in  School Financing: The Role of the Law. !
Clearinghous2 Publication No. 39. :

Commission on Civil Rights, Washington. D.C.

Fubl. Date: Aug 72 Note: 8ip.

Descriptors: Civil Rights/ *Court Cases/ *Disadvantaga2d Youth
/ Educational Finance/ Educational Legistaticn/ ~EqQua)
Education/ Equalization Aig/ Expendi ture Per Stucent/ *Minority
Group Children/ Property Taxes/ School Taxes/ lrban Schcols/
*Jrban Youth

This survey gives a brief history of the movement toward
equality of educational opportunity in the United States,
reviews recent court decisicns mancating equality in
educational expenditures, and raises some of the critical
questions thus far unanswered either by the courts or by the

legislatiures regsarcing ramifications of these decisions. It
suggests that tre recent court Cecisions striking down State
systems of school finance (because of intrastate inequality)
may not be the panacez for minority Group schoalchiidren that'!
it had originaliy been envisioned. Eecause minority group.
children are increasingly concentrated in urban areas, the
Cacisicns will 1tend to berefit minority group children %o tne
extent they benefil the cities in which they live. The outcome
cecends on whather cities a3 a whole will benefit from the
dacisions. (Author)

65

EDO71803 RC0O06689

Education of thz Spanish Speakirg. Hearings Before the Civ:]
Rights Oversight Subcommittee (Subcommittee No. 4) of the
Commi ttee on the Judiciary, House of Representatives,
Ninety-Second Congress. Second Session on Reports of the U.S.

Commission on Civil Rights. Serial No. 3S.

Congress of the U.S., Washington, D.C. House Committe® on the

Judiciary.
Publ. Date: Jun 72 Note: 105p.

Descriptors: B8ilingual éducatﬁon/ *Civil Rights/ Committees/
Educational Policy/ ~Equal Ecucation/ *Mexican Americans/
*Minority Group Chiidren/ Public Schools/ *Puerto Ricans/

Second Language lLearning/ Spanish Speaking/ Tables (Data)
Identifiers: ~Untted States Commission on Civil Rights

Hearings on the reports of tna U.S. Commission on Civi)
Rights on the education of the Spanish-speaking were held on
June B and 14. 1972. The Civi) Rights Commission doccumented in
tts reports the effects of educational policies which have
simultaneously forced ethnié i1selation and Anglo conformity

upon Mexican American and Puerto Rican students. Included are
testimonies by me~bers of tre Civil Rights Commission
concerning tre education of Spanish-speaking children. Some of

t..- areas covered ty the testimcny follew: (1) Chicano puoils :
achieve 1less well tran Anglo stucents; (2) the school sysiems:
of the Southwest bzve not recognized the culture and the '

traciticn 0f Wexican Americans and rave not adopted policies

and practices trat would enable Mexican American chiidren to
participate fuliy in the educatioral! process: (3) more thran.

40C.000 Chicano pupils thrcugnout the Southwest attard szhools
in precominantly Mex:can Arerican g:stricts: (4) Puerto Rican
chilcren constitute a relatively large mirority in urban school
systems plagued by racial imdalarce. tight budgets. and
outmoded schooi buirlzings in the Nor:iheast and Midwest cities:

ard (35) statistic2l evidencze deronstrates the failure of the:

schools in  thea Southwest to reach and preperly educate tne
Chicano student. R2lated documents are ED 052 B49. ED 056 821.

and ED C6Z 0589. (FF)
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EDO70551 RCO06637 !

Annual Report. 1971-1972, to the United States Bureau ofl
Indian Affairs. Indian Ecucation Program Ne&vada

Pcehlman. Charles H.., Comp.

Nevada State Dept. of Education. Carson City.

Sponsoring Agency: Bureau of Indian Affairs (Dept. of
Interior). Washington. D.C.

Publ. Date: Oct 72 Note: 54p.

Descriptors: *American Indians/ *Annual Regorts/ Average
Daily Attendance/ Drcpouts/ *gEducational Finance/ Enrolliment/
*Federal Aid/ Federal Legislation/ Program Descriptions/ *State
Programs/ Tables {(Data)

Identifiers: *Johknson O Malley Act/ Nevada

After a bDrief discussion of the dchnson-0'Maltey Program in
Hevada, the State‘'s expenditures for the fiscal year July 1,
1971. to June 30. 1972, are raportiad. Nevada‘s Indian Education
Program is tne result of the Johnson-0'Malley Act (JON) . wnich
provides funds for the acdministration of the program and for
the payment of tuition to schecol disiricts which enrnoll
eligible American Indian children. This fiscal year. Nevada's
allocation of JOM funds amounted to $194.750. Peports of JOW
expenditures and special furd allocations are presented oy!
schoo!l cistrice. Alsp presented ty school district are:
tabulated data on enrolliment and attendance. Data from a S-year
survey of Indian dropouts are given accarding to sex and to the |
reason for dropping out. Nevada‘s plan for distribution cf JOM.
contract funcds. the procedures for determination of State
appcrtionment for Nevada public schools. and the revised JOK .
guidelines are also included. A relatea document is ED 055 709.
{NQ)
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ED069332 PS005795

Headstart. Child Development Legislation. i972. Joint Hearing|

before the Subccmmittee on Children and Youth and the
Subcommittee on Empioyment, Manpower. and Poverty.

Congress of the U.S., Washington, 0.C. Senate Commi ttee on
Labor and Public Welfare.

Publ. Date: Mar 72 Note: 634p.: U.S. Senate, Ninety-Second
Congress. Second Session

Available from: Subcommittee on Children and Youth: Room 506.
Senate Annex, U.S. Sgnate. Washington. D.C,. 20510 (no charge)

Descriptors: *Disadvuantaged Youth/ *Economically
Disadvantaged/ Educational Development/ rEducational
Opportunities/ <Federal Legislation/ Poverty Programs/ Youth

}

Employment ;

ldentifiers: PRCJECT HEAD START

A Joint Hearing before the Subcommittee on ChilcCren and
Youth. and the Subcommittee on Emplioyment. ‘anpower. and
Poverty of the Committee on Labor and Public wWelfare are
presented. The purpose of this hearing on S. 3193 is to provice
for the continuation of programs authorized under tke Eccncmic
Opportunity Act of 1964. and for other purposes. The hearing on
S. 3228 aimed to strengthen and expand the Headstart program.
with priority to the economically disadvantaged:. to amend tre

Ecocnomic Opportunity Act of 1954, (RG)
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ZD0ES205 FRCOOG794

Indian gducation Divicion. Nevaca State Department of
Ecucation. 1868C-1251% Annual Report to United States gureau of .
Indian Aff2irs. :

Haglurg., £. A.. Coro. )

Nevada State -ec:. of Education. Carson City.

Sponsoring agency: Bureau of Incian Affairs ({(Dept. of
Interior). washington, D.C.

Fubl. Date: Aug 6% Note: 22p.

c Achievament/ Acult Eaucaticn/ "American

Descripicrs: &c2Jemi
indians/ -Annua) Fapurts/ »coucaticnal Finance/ Federal Aid/
eFederal Progrars/ *Financtal Suprort/ Grants/ Lunch Programs/

Preschool Prograzms/ Special Prograins/ Student Transportation/
Vvocational! Education

ldentifrers: gureau of Indian Affairs/ *Johnson O Malley Act

inforration fcor tre second complete scheool year under tne
agresment betw2en the Nevaca Dzpariment of Education and tne.
Sureau of Incian Affairs for the orderly anc equttable
termination of the Johnscn-0'Matley Program in the State of
Nevada is presented in this annual recort. Terminaticn. over a:
5-year period. of the stucent transportation and school lunch
programs under the Johnson-0‘Malliey Act are reported. The
Sgecial Program Grants to individual schcol districts are
described. Major recommendations for American indian education,
in Nevada include the establishmenti of preschoot training. the:
cevelopment of a post-hign school vocaticnal program at Stewart
indian Scrool. and the reestabl ishmant of aduilt eaucation!
programs for all Indtan tribal groups. Related documents are ED:
013 147, &0 032 143. ED 032 186, ED 044 218, and ED 055 709.
(PS)

EDOS6B190 PS00S597%
Existing Cay Care Legisiation. Final Report: Part I1I.
Carlson. Rick dJ.

Institute for Interdisciplinary Studies. Minneapolis, Minn.
Soonsoring Agency: Office of Economic Opportunity.

washington., D.C.

Pub). Date: Dec 71 Note: 116p.

—————

Descriptors: Child Develooment/ =Day Care Prcgrams/
*Disadvantaged Youth/ Elementary School Students/ Feceral Aid/
*Federal Legislation/ »Financial Suppert,/ *Government Role/
Legislation/ Low Income Groups/ Parent Farticipation/ Preschool
children/ Research/ Technical Reports

Existing legisiation applicanle to day care programs is
examined to discern what the Faederal role has been. An overview
of existing Fecerazl legislation s given, and tegislation is

then analyzed as to its effect on the five components of the

day care delivery system. These comgonents are: (1) a
product--the kind of day care program. (2) providers of that
product~-administrators. operators, educators. etc.: (3)

consumers of the sroduct--parents and children: (4) a medium of
exchanga between the providers and the corsumers--m2ans of
financing the prograrts: and {S) regutation of the product ard
tha means of financing by the pubiic--the quality of tne.
product and the terms and concitions of exchange. &n appendix’
includes descriptions of all relevant legislative enaciments
affecting day care programs. (For related cocuments., see PS 005
969-971. 973-983.) (AL)
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*Educaticnal Finance/ *Educational Programs/ Feceral Programs}
State Programs/ *Tables (Cata)

Identifiers: *Johnson O Malley Act/ Oklahoma

Financed and operated under the provisions of a contract
between the U.S. Bureau of 1Indian Affairs, Degartment of
Education. and the Oklahoma State Department of Education, this

cccumenF describes the Indian Education Program in Oklahoma

which is authorized by the Johnsen-0'NMalley Act and superviseé
by the State Cepartment of Education. This 1562 anncal repcnt!
was prepared by the Division of Inctan Education. Tables for
the enrolliment and attendance for 1950-61: the espendit;re of
contract funds in 19€1-62 for sdministration and supervision

as well as for instruction. lunches, transportation. and othe;
services: the estimated Indian puoil enrollment and attendarce
for 1963: the enroliment and average attencance by areas andg
tribes for 1950-61: a financial statement of Indian education
funds for 1962: the state contract funds allocated in 1961-62
by counties and for special services: and the lunch and specia{
service lunch furd reimbursement are given. Also included is an
area map of lndian tribes in Oklahoma. The appendixes shcw the
contract modification, the 1962-63 bucdgaet. the amendment to thei
Oklahoma plan. an enroliment and at:endance table for 1961-62 ,
a table of attendance by area and triba for 1951-62. the rule;
and regulations for the Johnson-G'Malley Indian Education
Program. and & high schoc) senior gQues:ionnalre. (MJB) i

71
ED06%234 RCCOB306
Twentieth Annual Report of Ingtan Hcucation in Oniahlioma.
taney. L. J.
Oklahoma State Cept. of Education, Oklahoma City.
Sponsoring Agency: Bureau of Indian Affazirs (Dept. of
intertor}, Washington, D.C.
Publ. Date: 67 Note: 44p.
Descriptors: *American Indians/ *Annual Reports/ Attencance
Records/ Compensatory Education Programs/  Contracts/!
*Educational Finance/ *Educational Programs/ Federal Programs/'
State Programs/ °Tables {(Data) |
Identifiers: <Jchnson O Mallay &ct/ Oklahoma
Financad and operated under the provisions of a contract
between the U.S. Bureau of Indian Affairs. Department of .
Education. and the Oklahoma State Department of Ecucation. this .
document describes the Indian Ecucation Program in Gklahoma.
authorized by the Johnson-O‘Malley Act and supervised Dy the .
State Department of Education. This 1957 annual report was
prepared by the Division of Indian Ecucation. Tebles for the
enrollment and attencance for 1955-66: the expenziture of
contract furds in 19€6-67 for acmirnistration and sugervistion,
as well as feor irstruction. lunches. transportaticn, anc othrer
services: the estiTated Indian pupil errollment zrd attendance
for 1968: the enrollment and ave-ace a2ttengance Dy areas 27d #
tribes for 1965-656;: a financtal statem=nt of Incian Ecucaticn A
funds for 1967: the state contract funcs allocated By counties ¢
and for special services;, and the lurch and sgecial 3ervice '
iunch  fund reimbursement for 1965-67 are civen. aAlso incluced
ts an area map cf Indian tribes in Oklahoma. The appencixes
show the Indian Public School Contract: the Oklahoma plan:. the
enrollimant and attencance table for 19€6-67: the Indian pugil
enroliment and averacge daily attencance by areas and tribes fer
1965-67: a dropcut recort for the Anadarko area. the Muskogeei
area. and for the Oklahoma Johnson-0‘Malley schools as a whole!!
and a high school senior questionnaire. (MLB)
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ED053354 upo012027
Equal Educational Opportunity: Hearings Before the Select
Committee on Equal Educational Cpportunity of the uUnited States

Serate. Ninety-Secncd congress, First session on Equal
Educational Opgortunity. Fart 186D-1--1Inequaltity in School
Firance: General A-gengixes. -

Ccongress of the U.S.. wWwashington. n.C. Senate Select
Ccnmittee on Equal Educational Cpportunity.

publ. Date: Nov 71 Note: 328p.: Committee pPrint, Senate

Select Committee on Equal Educaticnal Opgortunity
Available from: Superintendent of Documents. U.S. Government
printing Office. Washington, D.C. 20402 (51.25)

Descriptors:,'DisaCVan:aced ycutn/ Eccnomically Disadvantaged
/ *Educational Finance/ sEaucaticnal Needs/ Educaticnal
Opportunities/ Ecucational Resources/ *Equal Egucation/
Resource Allocations/ Tax Support/ -urban Education

lIdentifiers: District of Columbta/ Indiana/ More Effective
Schools Program/ New York/ Oregon

Aspancix One. 1tems partinent to the rearing of Septeroer 21, |
1971, tincluces material supdlied ty Dr. Robert w. btanchard
concerning allocaticns from Cregon’'s basic school suppcrt funo.
Appencix Two. items pertinent 1O thre hearing of September 22,

1971. incluces raterial supplied ty dJoel B. Berke on *Tna
Current Crisis in School Finance: inazzguacy and Inequity:™ ard
also by dJames A. Kelley on "cugicial Reform of Ecucational
Finance" and *The Fiscal Roots of lnequality in Educational

Cpportunity.” acditionally. the staff of the Select Committee -

on cqual Educational Cpportunity prov ided material on

“Disparities in School Finance." appencix Three. items .

pertirent to +pe hearing of September 23, 1971. includes tables
suppliec Dby Julius W. Hobson concerning District of Columbia
public chocls Fegular Bucge?® Fungs: Requests versus
Appropriations. fiscal yecrs 1266-71., and two pamphlets Oy him:
“The OCamrzd Chilgren,* and “The Camned information.® Among the
other raterials in the appendix are summary reports from Glen
Robinson on financtally induced cutcachs in staff, programs.
and services. sppencix Four incluces the following matertials

i
'

submitted Dby David Selden: The More Effective Schools Program.

a program report prepared by the American Feceration of

Teachers: °"The Vocucrer Plan.,® a reprint from the *"Teachers
Coliece Record": argd four articles on the Gary {Indiara)
3annecher Schoo! gxperiment. cue to the quality of the
original. severa. Fages of this gocument are not clearly

printed. (Jm)

3

ECO57132 LDO11921

Elementary anrd Secondary Education Act of 1965: Compilation
of Legistation on Title I--Financial Assistance to Local
Educational Agencies for the Education of Cnhitaren of
Low-1lnccme Fam lies. Reflecting the 1966. 1967, and 1970
aAmencrents.

Division of Compersatory Education. BESE.

publ. Date: Jul 71 Note: 38p.

pvailable from: Superintencent of Documents. Printing Office.
washincton, D.C. 20472 (HE 5.237: 37074 $0.25)

Descriptors: -ptsadvantaged Youzn/ tcucational Finance/
*Educational Legislation/ *Federal &id/ *Feceral Legislation/
Low Income Groups '

'

‘

¥

i
i
[

{

]
'

laentifiers: Elementary Secondary Ecucation Act Title I/ ESEA
I

Title I

This government document contains a compilation of
legislation on Title I of tre Elemeritary and Seconcary
Ecucation Act of 13E5: it also cortains the 1265, 1967. anc
1970 arencments. In accition. General provisions under Title
111 of Public Law 51-574 a~e incluges. Title 1 is garticularly
concerned with rfinzncial assistance to local ecucational
agercies for the ecucation of chiigren cf low-income families.
(Author/Jw)
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EDOS56408 EACC3B885

Public School Desegregation in california Historical
Background. School Desegregation Bulletin Series. )

Colley. Nathaniel S.. Jr.

California Univ.. Riversice. vestern Regional School‘
Desegregation Projects. ;

Pupl. Date: Sep 71 Note: 32D.

Descriptors: Court . Cases/ vefaczo Segregation/ Dejure
Segregation/ “‘lLegal Problems/ *Mincrity Groups/ School
At tendance Legislation/ ~*School Integration/ fSchool Law/
*»School Segregaticn

ldentifiers: California .

This paper first traces the history of racial segregation in,
the California Public Schools. revealing that while the first:
California constitution provided for a system of commcn!
schools. the schools were initially «common to white pupils;
only. The paper then demonstrates ti:at the State has an;
affirmative duty under the 14th Amendment to end public school
racial segregation wherever it exists no matter what its cause. |
The paper concludes by arguing that there can be no such thingi
as de facto segregation in public schools. According to ths:
author. all such segregation is de jure because public school:
officials compel 2ttendance. fix Zones and bowndarias. and mahe!
school attendance assignments. {Author) l
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EDOS55709 RCOO5661
Indian Educatior Program. Annua! Report. 1970-1271 to United’
States Bureau of Indian Affairs. i
Poehiman. Charles H.
Nevada State Dept. of Education, Carson . City. i
Sponsoring Agency: Bureau oi Incdian Affairs (Dept. of !
Interior). Washington., D.C. ‘
Publ. Date: Oct 71 Note: 64p. X
Descriptors: Adult Frograms/ “American Indians/ =Arnual’
Reports/ Community Involvement/ Culiural Sackground/ Brepouts/:
Education/ *Educationai Finance/ Enrichment Lctivities/
Enrollment/ Evening Classes/ *Federal Aid/ Program Descriptions
/ School Community Relationship/ "State Programs/ Stucdent Needs.
ldentifiers: Johnson O Malley Act/ Mevada ‘
After a 2-page history of the Jchnson-0'Malley Act. which:
provides funds for Indian chiidren attending public scho™ls,
basic objectives for ecucational programs. the problems
encountared 1in developing thzsa programs. and accompanying.
recommendations are discussed. Tapbular reports of
Johnson-0‘Malley (JOM) expenditures are then presented in
composite and by school district. anc beneficiaries of special -
fund allocations are enumerated. Three successful programs for
Indian children 1in Nevada are described: (1) the Moaga Summer
Educational -Recreational Program {Clark County Schooll
District). (2) the Summer Reading Procgram for Primary Students'!
(a 1-school program in Lyon County School District). and (3)
the Indian Pre-School Summer Education Program (Churchill
County School District). - Public Law 89-10 Title I programs
serving Indian children in Nevada are listec: also presanted

are  schoo! district news {by district). enroliment and
attencance daia (by district). results of the Nevada Indian
Dropout Study. Nevaca's plan for cistribution of JOM contract
funds. ard procecures for determiration of state apportionment
for Nevada public schools. Related cocuments are ED 013 147. ED
032 143. ED 032 185. and ED 044 218. (%¥(8)
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EDOS54274# UDO11767

Equal Educational Opportunity: Hearings Before the Select
Committee on Eaual! Educational Opportunity of the United States
Senate, Ninety-Second Congress First Session on Equal
Educational Cpportunity. Parts 94 and 98.

Congress of the U.S.. Washington. D.C. Senate Select .

Commi ttee on Equal Ecucational Opportunity.

Publ. Date: 71 Ncte: 951p.: Hearings held Mar 3-6. 1971, San

Francisco. Calif.

Available from: Superintendent of Dccuments. U. S. Government
Printing Office, washington. D.C. 20402 (Pt. 9A, $2.25; Pt. B,
$1.50)

Document Not Available from EDRS.

Descriptors: Black Community/ B8us Transportation/ *Chinese
Americans/ Eccnomically Disadvantaced/ Ecucationally
Disadvantaged/ &cucational Resources/ ~Egual Education/ High
Schools/ "Integration Effects/ Integration Ltitigation/
Integration Methods/ Racial Batlance/ School Communi ty
Relationship/ *“School Integration

Identifiers: *California

These hear ngs before the Senate Select Committee on Equal
Educational Qppertuni ty focusing on "San Francisco and
Berkeley. California® are organiz20 n two parts. The ccntents
of Part 9A include all of the staterants by ecducational
administrators, teachers, ard students: as well as by
representatives of 1involved mirority communities and local
government officials. Evidence 1is presented regarding the

racial distribution of students in the Berkeley Unified School’
District, the Riverside Irtegration study. and the role of the:

btack community in school i{ntegration. Part 98B 1{is an
*Appendix, * which includes articles contributed by the
Institute on Desegregation Problems, various private persons,

the Berkeley Unified School District. the Riverside Unified:

School District. the Sacramento Unified Schoal District. the:

San Francisco Unified School District. and the Sequoia Union
High School District: these articles focus on such issues as:
educational finance: school integration and busing: legislation
proposals for the 1971 session of the California tegislature:
group test results of intelligence and academic achievement:
litigation regarcding non-English-speaking students in San

Francisco: the experience of teachers with schoo! -

desegregation: and. the attitudes of parents and students

towards 1{integration. For related documents. see Ed 045 795. UD .

011 767. and UD 011 789. {(um)
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EDOS4273¢ UDD11766 ‘
Equa) Educational Opportunity: Hearings Before the Select

Committee on Equal Educational Opportunity of tnhe United States |

Senate, Ninety-First congress. Second Session on Equal
Educational Opportunity. Parts 3E. 4, 5, 6, 7. and 8.
Congress of the U.S.. Washingtcn., D.C. Senate Select

Committee on Equal Educational Opportunity.

Publ. Date: 71 Note: 1789p.; Hearings held Sept 24. 1970 to
Nov 25, 1970, Washington. D.C. '

Available from: Superintencent of Documents. U.S. Government
rinting Office. Wasrington. D.C. 20402 (Pt. 3E, 50.7S: Pt. 3.
$1.00: Pt. 5. $1.75: Pt. 6. $1.25: Pt. 7. $1.25; Pt. 8. $1.25)

Docurent Not Available from EDRS. _

Descriptors: Dejure Segregation/ Educational Legislatx9n/
*Ecucational Resources/ °Eaual Educaticn/ Govern@ent Roie/
Housing Discriminaticn/ Mexican Americans/ Minority Groups/
Puerto Ricans/ Racial Balance/ Pesource Allocations/ *School
integration/ *Spanisn Speaking/ ~-Urban Schools

The hearings before the Senate Seiect Committee on Equal
Ecucational Opportunity concerning “Desegregation under the
law® cenclude with Part 3E. which features a discussion of tne
Preyer-Spong B8i1!. Part 4 is concerned with “Mexican American
education." Presentations focus on the issues of ecucational
re scurces allocation. including tre distribution of ESEA Title
1 funds: and the activism among Wexican-american students and
parents. including school boycotts. Part 5, "De fecto
segregation and housing discrimination,* presents 2evidence
paralleling the housing situations 1{in the Mexican Americen.
Puerto Rican. and Latino communities. and relating ecucational
opporturity to residential patterns. Part 6., "Racial imbalance

'n  uroan scrocls.® records sStatements on the urban school .

crisis anc comp-erensive planning to ceal with it: and also og
the prcblers of imglementing schoo! desegregation. _Part {
presents expert testimony and evicence on Inequgllty of
ecgucaticnal rescurces." Statements center on the impact of

adequate versus inacequate financial support for education, andg-

relevant public attitudes. Part § fccuses on the protlems of
"Equal educational opgortunity for Puerto Rican children.” The

i C d with tne:
ublic education system of Puerto Rico s contraste .
grban schools serving mainland Puerto Rican students. For

related documents, see ED 045 795, U0 011 767, and UD 011 789.
{JM)
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Equal Educational OCpportunity: Hearings before the Select
Committee on Equal Educational Opportunity of the United States
Saenate. Ninety-First Congress, Second Session on Equal
Educational Opportunity. Part 4--Mexican American Education.

Congress of the U.S5.. Wwashington. D.C. Senate Select
Commi ttee on Equal Educational Opportunity.

Pubil. Date: 71 Note: 256p.

Avallable from: Superintendent of Documents., U.S. Government
Printing Office. Washington, D.C. 20432 {31.02)

Descriptors: Acacemically Hand:capged/ “Activism/ *3ilingual
Education/ Community Involvement/ -Ecucational Discrimination/
Educational Ogportunities/ Federal Aig/ <*Mexican Americans/
*Socioeconomic Influences/ Teacher Selection/ Testing

Hearings on Mexican American education. held for 4 days in
august of 1970 before the Senate Select Committee on Equal

Educational Opportunity. are recorced i{in this publication.:
Witnesses before the committee included Mexican Amrerican

educators from Califcocrnia anc Texas. Presentations bv these
witnesses emphasized such areas as language and cultcre.
educational leveis, bhilingual education, integration. Feceral
funding. segregaticn. student militancy. socizal activism, home
environment, public and political attitudes. scrool policies.
school faculties. cormurity ccntrol and involvement. t.e GI
Bill, and ecucatioral trackinrg. “Spani'sh-Speaking Pupils
Classified as Educable Mentally Retarced." a report from the
California State Cedartment of Ecducaticn. is included in tre
publication. (A related document is ED 045 795.) (udB)
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£D0G483e7 0010265
Hearings 8efore the Subcommrittee on Education of the
Cormittee on Labor and Pub'i1c welfare, Ninety-First Congress,
Secord Session con 5. 3833 and $157. June 9. 24. 30. July 10,
anc Lugust 11 and 27, 1970. Emargency School Aid Act of 1970.
Congress of the U.S.. washington. D.C. Senate Commtttee on
Labor ard Fubiic w2l fare,
Punl. pate: 70 Nzte: 613p.

Descripicrs: Court Litigation/ *Educational Finance/
*Educationa) Problersy Elementary Schoolsy/ “Government Rolay

*Mincrity Groups/ Political Influerces/ Race Relations/ =School

Integration, Seconcary Schools/ Statistical Data

This dccument is the report of hearings before the
Subcommittee on Education of the Committee on Labor and Public
Welfare of the United States Senate, held in uune, July. andg
August, 1970. The hearings relate to the Emergency School Aid
Act  of 1970. specifically, Senate bills 3883 and 4167, Bill
3883 sougnt to provide financtal assistance to improve
educaticn i{n ractally impacted areas ‘and to assiss with
desegregation mrehlems in elementary ang Secondary schools and
other purposes. Bil} 4167 sought to enforce the guarantees of
the Fourteenth Amendament with respect to elementary ang
Secondary school cdesegregation. (OM)
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EDO47BE7# RC0O05092

An Even Chance; a Report on federal Funds for Indian Children
tn Public School Districts.

N NAACP Legal Defense and Educational Fund. Inc,. New York,

Y.

Sponsoring Agency: Children's Foundation, Washington, D.c.

Publ. Date: yan 71 Note: 80p.

Available from: NAACP Legal Defense ang Educational Fund,
Inc.., 1028 Connecticut Avenue. Suijtae 510, Washington, D.C.
10019 ($1.00)

Document Not Available from EDRS.

Descriptors: Achievement/ 'Administration/ "American Indtansy/
Attitudes/ Demography/ *Educaticnail Finarcey/ *Equalization Aic/
*Federa) Afd/ Legtslation/ Socioeconomic Status

The document reports a study of Feceral financial-assistance
programs to SChcols with concentrations of American Indfan
children. The study 1involved collecting data by intervleuing
state and 1local officials in 60 School districts in 8 stazes:
interviews were also conducted with Bureau of indian Affairs
and Office of Ecucation officials in Washington, In addition,
29 communit ty Surveyors i{ntervliewed 445 Indtan parents whose
advice and active Participation were essantial 4o the study,
The document provides statistizal data ang discusses instancas
wherein school districts are alieged to havs misusecd Federal
monies allocatec for use in educating American Indian chi'gren.
Discussed are Federal programs specifically cesigned to aid
public schools in educating Incian children uncer funds from
Impact Aig Laws - P.L. B74 and P.L. B1S, the Johnson-0‘malley

——

Act of 1933. ang Title 1 of the Elementary ang Seconcary
Ecucaticn Act cf 1985. A chapter is also devoted to Indianf

involverent with public schools. (EL)
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epcad218  RCOLETH2

Indian Education Program: 1963-1970 Annual Report tc United
States Bureau of Inctan Affairs.

Poehtimran., Charles H.

Nevada State Cept. of Education. Carson City.

Publ. Date: Oct 70 Note: B4p.

Cescriptors: L4u't Programs/ “*Arerican Indians,/ “Annual .

Reports/ Community Involvement/ Culiural Background/ Cultural
Enrichrent/ prcpouts/ *gEducationr/ sEducational Finance/
Educational Televisicon/ Enrichrent Activities/ Enrol!lment/

Evening Classes/ Federal State Relationship/ *Progra=

Descriptions/ School Community Relationship/ Student Naecs/
Teaching Guides

identifiers: *Nevaca

A brief history is given of ire Johrison-0’'Malley Act, which
provices funds for Indian chiicren at:iending public schools.
and Nevada’'s plan for distribution of these funds is discussed.
Procecures for determination of state apportionment for Nevaaa
public schools are included. as are the beneficlaries of the
special fund allocations. Basiz cbjectives for educational
programs and the problems encountered in developing thesa&
programs are cited. Two programs for Indian children in Kevaca
are described: (1) the Summer Educational Program for Southern

Pajute Chiloren and (2) The First Ones. an educational

television series for all school children i1n Nevada. {Lesson
plans and a teacher’s guide for the series are includesd in the
document.) Public Law 89-10 Title I programs sarving Ingian
children tn Nevada are listed. and school district news.
financial reports for 1969-70. enrol lment cdata. and results of

the S5-year dropout Survey conclude the report. (LS)
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ED043732 VIO011136
Implementing the Vocational Education Amencments oF 1968 for
the Disadvantaged or Handicapped. Suggested Utilization of
Resouirces and Guide for Expenditures [SURGE).
O¢Fice of Education {(DHEW]. washington, D.C. C'v. of
Vvocaticral and Techrical Education.
Publ. Date: Fet 70 Note: '9p.

- .
- - = — . P

Descriptcrs: *Disadvantaged Groups/ Educational Finance/
Expenditures/ *Federal Legislaticen/ Handicappaed/ Leadership
Respecnsibility/ =Pragram Administration/ Program Development/
Services/ *Vocational Education

lcentifiers: *vocat‘onal Ecucation Arencments Of 1968

Based on exceriences anc reccrmerdations from vocationa!
educatizn programs. this publicaticn contains suggestions for

State Department of Vocational Education staff 1in their’
leadership roles to loza! educaticral z20encies and in their

relationship witn o*her state instizutions in developirg

services and Fgrezrams for the cdisacvantaged and handicapped

under the Vocational Education Amenaments of 1563. Definitions.
characteristics. uses cf ¢tederal funds. areas to be served.
coorcerating perscns angd organizatiors, and effective services
and program comocn2nts are included fcr both groups. (S8)
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Impierenting Schzol Deseg-egation: A Bibliograohy. ;
Bidliozrachy Series. Number Sixteen.

Hall., Jdern S.. Como.

Oregon Lniv.. EZuGerna. ERIC Clearinghouse on Educational
acministration.

Sccnscring 4gency: Office of Education {CHEW) ., Washington.
D.C. Bureau of Research.

Sureau No : B&-B-G353

Consract No.: SEC-0-6-080253-3514(010)

Fudl. Date: M2~ 73 Note: 28p.

Cescriptc~s: "&n~ctated Biblicg-achizas/ Bibtiograchies,” Court
Litigation/ GCefacto Seg-ezation, Ezual Ecucation/ Evaluation/
Feceral Lecislztion/ 'Legal Froeblems/ **2thods/ “Negro Educzation.
/ +macial Balance/ »*Schocl  Communily Relationship/ *Schodl,
Integration/ State Legislation/ Urtan 5Schools .

Published mainly teiween 1966 and '¢69. 183 articles. books.:
page-s, reports. and pibliograchies related to school;
gesegregation are listed under four readings, as follows: (1)
Legal tackground. including assessTents of court dov istons,
lecislatior. and acministrative ruies and regulatigns; (2)
school -corrunity relations. conce-ning patterns of interaction
armong school officials. desegrecation supporters and opronents.
and otrker interest groups. and ths 1mpact aof these interactions:
on community conflict and cooparation; (3) implementation
problems and tecnniques. defining the feasibility of
aiternattve desegregation procecures; and (4) evaluation,
referring to the impact of the cesegregation policy at both
national and local levels and to future research and evaluation
needs. Several jiteme are annotated. (.¥)
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£0035351 RCOQ4C4E
Irdran Ecucaticn in New Ycrk State.
New Yorwk State Eaccztion LCept.. Albany.
Fubl. Date: &3 Note: 2Cp.

Descriptors: *Administrative Organization/ *American Indians/
Attendarce/ ~Educaticnal History/ Enroillment/ *Expendi tures/
Legal FResponsibiiity/ Schoc! Consiruction/ Schoel Integraticn/
*State Legislation

Identi®iers: °*New YOrk {

The cevelopm2nt of Indian educatior in tne State of hew York
s traced starting aith the sta2 assuming responsililtty forl
indian egvcaticn in  1B46 and encirG with the 19568-69 school’
year. lnitial provisions for Indian children are presentec with
cost and enrol!iment figures. Key legislatiorn is produced. and:
+ke various administrative personre! are nared as each major:
advance 1is ccnsicered. Statistica! tattes on enrollment. stzta.
expencitures c~ Ingian eaducaticnm. anc stucent aid to Iraian
youtr are inciuvced. The report czroiveces with recommendations
recardirg the administrative centralization of Indian eaucation
at the state level. (BD)
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‘ 34 RC003886 a
ED?n;?gi Educaticn: A National Tragedy--A Naticnal Challenge.

f Labor and Public wWelfare,
1969 Report of the Committee on . a
United gtates Senate. Made by Its Special Subcommiitee on
fan Education.

lngongress of the U.S.. washington. D.C. Sanate Committee on
Labor and Public Wwelfare.

Report No.: R-91-501

Pub1, Date: 69 the:l2309.

Descriptors: Administrative Protlems/ ~American Inci?n?/ Case

Studles (Education})/ Educaticna) Background/"EduCatio;a h:egj
' / *Educational Policy/ 'Fecer?l Legislation,/ Feceral Program

» i / Schcol Conditions

lg;i::;gathgzaution 165. 90th Congress. authotized i2|
investigation into the education of Indian children. SubieQ:TCh
resolutions extended the investigation, the results 01 : )
are Ssynthesized in this report. MHistorical discuii ot gf
national policy toward the American Indian. the eﬁ e? s
federal legislation. and the failures of Feder?lﬁsc.go'sd?re
presented. Public school findings ircluded the tack of .ni az
participation or control; coursework which rare]y rec:fn Zﬁ’
indian history. culture. or language: and anti-1lndian atF ;:r')
on the part of school administrators énd teacheri; ient }n
schools were found to be grossly uncerf i'nanced. de'ii e o
academic performance. unsatisfactory in qua? 31danée
effectiveness of instruction. seriously defictent in ? ' and.
and counseling Pprograms. and characterized by ar G:n and
impersonal environment. Sixty recommendatloqs were mad: e
areas of national policy and goals, administration o : ;
education. the future of Federal schools. and the iede;?e’rgrz
in relation to non-Federal schools. Statistical ta s
presented in an appendix. {JH)
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EDO33459 EAC02%68
History of Title I ESEA.
Office of Education (DHEW), Washington. D.C.
Publ. Date: Jun 69 Note: 37p.

Descriptors: *Educational Legislation/ *Educaticnally
Dlsadvantaged/ Federal Aid/ Federal Programs/ Federal Statel
Relationship/ *Financial Policy/ Grants/ *Mistorical Reviews/:
Low Income Groups/ Program Agministration/ Program
Effectiveness/ Program Evaluation/ Project Applications/i
*Public Schools/ Resource Allocations ;

Identifiers: Elementary Seconcary Ecucation 4Lct, Title 1

The purpose of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act
Title I is to provide financial assistance to local educational,
agencles serving areas with conrentrations of educationally
disadvantaged children from low-income families. This documenti
explains the administrative structure necessary to impliment:
Title I programs on natioral. State. and local jevels and the
formula used 1in determining allocations. Amendments to the
original legiviation have broadenez the provisions for
eligibility and these are listed. The Commissicner of Education;
is responsible fcr cetermining the annual allocation of Title I
funds to eligible county and State ecucation agencies. although
this 1Jaw places direct responsibility for administering ang
implementing Title 1 on State education agencies. The jccal
educaticn agencies develod and imolerent approved prcjects
icentifying the ecucationally cisaavantaced children and their
sececial neeos. Evaluating Title I protlacts has aevelved from the
overlapgping surveys of earlier years to a comprehensive anc
systematic prccess that =ty 19687, used standarcdized cata. Tne
imcact of the Title 1 operation car be noted in tables tnat
illustrate the snift cf expendi‘*ures away from eguipment aznc
constructicn in 1386 tfowsard mo~e actual instruction anc
Ssérvices 1n 1267-6&. (LN}
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