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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

Purpose 

Under contract with the Florida State Department of Edu-
cation, D. A..Lewis Assgciates, Inc., and its subcontractor, 
IBEX, Inc., designed and implemented, during a five month period 
(November S, 1975, to April 1, 1976) an educational needs as-
sessment for migrant students in Florida in order to provide 
to the Florida Migratory Child Compensatory Education Program 
information required. for determining whether and to what ex-
tent the educational needs of children of migrant families in 
Florida were being met 4)) the present educational programs. 

To accomplish the objectives the following study tasks 
were implemented: 

Tas_k 1: to determine (a) what changes in the 
characteristics of the Flórida migrant worker 
population have occurred during the period 
1960-1975, (b) what changes in worker charac-
teristics'can be anticipated,by 198.0 and what 
implications the anticipated changes have for 
future educational services to migrant children. 

Task 2:  to determine (a) what identifiable 
subpopulations of, migrant children exist in
Florida,; and (b) in what ways the educational 
heeds of these subpopulations differ. 

Task 3: to determine in what respects the edu-
' cational needs of the Florida migrant students 
(by subpopulations) coincide with those of the 
nonmigratory student population and in what ways 
the needs of migrant students are unique. 

Task 4: to determine what public financial re-
sources are being expended in Florida for the 
purposes of aiding children of migrant families. 

Task 5: to determine (al if public objectives 
exist for the program(s) funded bÿ each finan-
cial resource are being designed to aid the mi-
grant family, (b) whether these objectives are 
stated as to allow an asssessment of program re-
sults, and (c) if not so stated, how the objec-
tives should be restated to allow-such assessment. 



Task 6: 'to determine with respect to Federally 
funded programs designed to aid only the migrant 
family (a) the degree to which the planned (in-
tended) program activities are implemented, and 
(b) incases where disparity between intended 
and actual program activities exist, todescribe 
the changes required by law. 

Task 7: to determine (a) the current needs (in-
cluding educational needs) of migrant children, 
(b) which of these needs are critical and what 
priority should be assigned.to each need, (c) the 
degree to which these needs are being met by cur-
rent'programs, and (d) how these programs maybe 
revised to better meet the needs. 

Task 8: to determine in what ways the educational 
needs of migrant children are likely to differ 
in 1980 from current needs. 

Executive Summary Organization 

The Executive Summary has been organized according tó 
each of the study tasks with the exception of task 7 which is 
included in tasks 2 and 3 because of its similarity. Each Sum-
mary includes a description of the methodology employed in ad-

, dressing the purpose of the task and a summation.of the salient 
findings. Special empkasis was given to tasks 2, 3, and 7 by 
providing a general overview of the needs of migrant students 
as a group, their needs according to subgroup classification 
(nonmigrant, former migrant, and current migrant), and the 
ethnic differences and characteristics. 

https://summation.of
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CHANGES AND CHARACTERISTICS OF THE 
FLORIDA MIGRANT POPULATION 

(Task 1) 

Methodology 

While simple in its initial conceptualization, task 1 was 
highly complex. As such, a number of separate, distinct meth-
odologies were required to properly address the various aspects 
of the task. Four basic approaches were utilized.. These ap-
proaches were: 

1. Pure research - Some of the subtasks lent themselves 
to a pure research approach'(basic data collection 
and analysis from existing sources). The areas in. 
which this was utilized were Technological Change, 
Political and Environmental Factors, and the pre-
liminary description of the migrant farmworkerrpopu-
lation. 

2.. Survey research - In an effort to fill some of the 
data gaps discovered during the early work on this 
task,.a series of three surveys was designed and im-
plemented. The surveys developed were the Migrant 
Workers, Crew Leader, and School District Question-
naires and were designed to collect specific infor-
mation concerning migrant farmworkers and their chil-
dren. The data collected were used to both describe 
the population and to serve as input to the following 
two approach-es. 

3. Cohort survival methodology (and the-Adjusted Regres-
sion Projection Techinique variant) - 4#s a basis for 
making statements about the composition of the popù-
lation and especially about school enrollment in 1980, 
data collected were projected to that year using a 
standard projection technique. 

4. Multivariate regression - An extremely interesting and 
informative substudy revolved around the prediction of 
migrant farmworker movements in the United States., In 
performing this analysis, a series of factors which 
were believed to have an impact on migrant farmworker 
movement were quantified and used as input to a multi-
variate regression model. These data were then re-
gressed against the percent of migrant.farmworkers, 
found in various agricultural states at a given point 
in time to identify the major causal factors whereat. 

Summary 

Among the major findings of task 1 are: 



There'has been a significant shift'in'the racial/ 
ethnic composition of the'migrant farmworker popu-
lation. -While once predominantly Black, there has 
been a every definite increase in the number of 
Mexican' Americans .working in migrant,, agrx.culture to 
the point where Mexican-American workers ate now in 
'the majority. The'implicatibns of this.change in 
the composition , o.f the population• may be seen • in 

number :of -the .otter major findings identified 
below.. (Vol, II, Sec. I,. Chap..'2) . 

••• A significant increase .'in family. size, especially, 
in the number of:children per worker has been•ob-
served. The old "ruffles óf :thumb'? • must..be discarded 
and replaced with the data that• has beery •'generated 
by this study.' {Vol.. 11, .Sec. I; Chap:. 2) . 

The average .age ,of Warkers .has decreased, .its recent 
years. as older workersy have settled out and have
been' replaced. by younger workers. (Vol. II, Sec. I,
Chap. 2) . ' 

'n.the ,past, a. majority of migrant workerg travel-
led as crew members:. This is' not the Case today; , 
with :workers travelling either . alone 'or in. family •
groups from site to. site. (Vol. II, Sec. I, Chap. 2).

Educational levels for migrant workers remain ap-
pallingly low. While the average level of educa-

tion for. each racial/ethnic group. has risen over
the past decade, the overall average has not as ,a 

result. of the shift' in the composition of the work 
force, .(Vol:' 14' ,Sec. I, ' Chap. 2), 

 The incidence of property ownership has decreased
markedly .in,recent.years. Onlya small fraction' 

' of the migrant :farmworkers _Own farms, lande or ,,,,' 
houses in' contrast to °ptevious data which indicated 
that's majority were-property owners.' '(Volt 11,; 
Sec. I, Chap. 2) . 

•' The 'major,ity of those interviewed indicated that
they planned to .remain, in migrant agriculture. Thé
reasons. for this are varied from, art enjoyment of

' the life style to a perceived lack of alternatiye 
,opportunities. The expectatidn about, remaining in.' 
migrant agriculture has an impact on •aIl actions 

'of ,the. farmworkers and must be remembered:when: at--
tempting to meet '•their needs. (Vol. TI, 'Sec, I ,.
Chap. 2).

',The-'migrant farmworker appears to have thesamee ép4
proach.tO' economic , life .as': is expected from- middle
class .society. Examples of this are: 



I. Variations in wagé rate, growth in agricixl-
tural production , ,and distance explain a va.et
major ity of migrant farmworker movement from 
state to state. 

Migrant workers state that tfie quantity of work," 
.and Othe wage rate are the major factors which
they use in determining which state to work in.

The major. factors:which would Cause 'migrant 
workers to settle out• are good job ápportuniw
.ties outside of farming .and'' good • job opportuni-.• 
ties •in farming; not •the• chance for• welfare • 
services. (Völ. II, Sec:. I, Chap. 6)..

There has been  a signif .cant increase in prekinder-. • i
garteri, kindergarten,        and high school enrollments 
;n recent years in both relative and absolüte' amounts;
This trend has been projected to continue well into
the near term future.  (Vol. II, Set. I, Chap.  5).

There is avery low iricidéñce• óf thé identifiatión
 of handicapped students by school districts. When
handicapped students are identified, a vast majority
are• serv ed with special programs to-meet their• ne~eds:
*(Vol. II, Sec. I, Chap•.. S)•. •• 

Health problemsire not repo,rted, to- bé a common
problem by school districts, but ,where they are
,reported; the health problems tend to be severe.
JVol: II, Sec. I, Chap.. 5) :, 



STUDENTS' NEEDS ASSESSMENT 
(Tasks. 2, 3, and 7) 

Methodology) 

••.•••This• needs assessment focused on defining the,needs`rof "cur- -
..rent'! and :"!former" migrant students. . Current .migrant students are
members of .families currently:classified as migrant • farmworkers
while .former' .migrant, students are members of families' who have •
worked' ;as, migrant farmwdrkers within the immediately preceding

r :live!-year period. A "need!' is.' operationally defined as a dif-.
fe"renee in performance level between migrant students (current 
or• former}•'and- noninigrant'sdents. .Thistu implies that the • 
greater the'.di,ffbrence in•performance level. the greater the .need..
Because o f 'the fact'' that the :noninigrant students in.:this .study. '

'generally came ' rom the°same Schools as the: migrant students and, •
consequently,, on the .average are socioeconomically more. disad' ` • 

, vantaged, than the typical; middle-class student the' findings
.• most :probably underestimate the needs of migrant,.students..

Eleven Florida co inties ;participated in the study, .Approxi 
mately '5,500 students in seventy-four schools were tested dclring 
the first. two _weeks af .Deeémber 1975. . The courities were selected 

bn' the basis .of total number .0f migrant studetits racial compost-
"titan of . the migrant population in the,: county and urban/rural 
states of -the county. One of .the originalay_ selected -counties

~e,ie.cted not to- participate. and was• replaced by a county _Within' 
the same region:;' Five age groups,, were sampled: five, seven, 

" :t en, thirteen, and .sixteen year olds. • 'Analyses were performed 
Separately' for males and females; current,: fórmer, and..nonmigrants
andBlaok; White, and Spariish,speaking emigrants: 

:'li~strumen~ts~, in seven ~!_tintái,zXs..were used to define. 'mig"ra~nt 
clèïtts' rieads:~: ..These, domains .and representative • aetors Vithin . 

domain included: - (1) Background, .(school .'attendante„ .fami'lj
,.se,pport`6f school 'activities, 'language prób2ems;, health..prob.lems,

Abi.i.ity .;(nonverbal -.abAli.ty) , ($). Groat. Motor :(speed,
explosive ,pówer, Cardiovascular e.nduranee; balan~e, etc. j , ; . 
(4)'. Fi•tie,,Mptor,','(har'id~-e'ye' ~coordîna•tion, 'fine mot,or agility* and .. 

;`dxg~itài too~rdi,riafi.ion.),,; (S) Achievement. (vbcabulary+.,..reading .tom-r,
prehelisxárf,-=matfi ''ooncepts.,.ma-t}i problems ,-, etc ..), (G) .Self-Concept 
:(,self+accept"ançe;, -~e1£:,seclrr social maturity peer a ffil ia-
.,ti.on, . family :a.ffi:li.ation.); :And {:(7) Social :('teacher' rated) 
::cïall,ÿ inseçure, teacher r"ated. most :.popular ; ;etc.: J 

'Overview 

_f.gackground Domain 

hé su~is~tariti.a~ ~ re~,~ationsh;i~ss bet~weeti~~t~~ackground or, sotto-
onomic status and • educational perfo~rinance~ had :beei~; c well',-* 

• do cumentel.~ 'Students born 4 povexty arè locked into. a'...: 

https://abAli.ty


constellation of factors including substandard housing.
underemployment and unemployment, poor nutrition, inade-
quate health. services,:and limited cognitive stimulation, 
all of. which interact to effect poor academic performance, 
retarded psychomotor development    and feelings      of inadequacy 
and insecurity. This study indicates that migrant students 
are, more frequently            absent from school thannonmigrant stu-
dents. .Migrant students also repeat  more grades, have fami-
l.ies which are less likely to support school efforts, are
more often without proper dress, and if Spanish surnamed, 
are likelb to have language difficulties.For those who 
have 'not observed students   in poverty, it is difficult to
appreciate the consequences   such a lifestyle inflicts on
human development. These  negative factors do not act
singly to hamper a child's   development,    but act in con-
cert with a wide ,range of social, cultural, and biochemical 
accomplices. Such shared complicity does not imply lack 
of importance of any single factor but provides conclusive
evidence that multiple intervention strategies are abev- . 
lately essential. 

Current.migrant students,, particularly White and Spanish-
speaking migrants, show a common profile of malnourished

children in affluent societies.    This profile is charac-
terized by (t) low height for age, and (g) overweight for 
height) 'stemming from a protein and vitamin poor diet rieh 
in starches and carbohydrates        . (Vol. Ill, Sec. ,1, 'Chap-, 3). 

Ability Domakn 

The plight of migrant students constitutes a naturally
ocourring ' "treatment" in the form of radically depressed
socioeconomic status, with its attendant nutritional,
expeniertial, heal'tií, and Optional . risks. . Three groups
of. students, differing in ethnicity, are for 24 hours a
day, every day of their young lives, exposed to this 
"treatment." By ;éXaminirig the'effects of' this. treatment 
én, Migrant student's' cognitive -development, we may lgain 
a fuller appreciation of the price these students pay.
The' findings ..o f: the présent study enable several co•nclú-
sions.to be drawn relative to the nonverbal'cognitïve
desvelópmént of migrant students; (a) differences iyi'.ncan• 
verbal abi Z ity tre tween nbnmigrant and both current gnd • 
former migrant students     are substantial,' approaching or 
surpassing. one•-hat f standard deviátï,dn' ón almost every 
contrast; •(b) differences in nonverbal ,ability betweeh 
nvnmigx ánt and migrant students in this.. study may be, an 
underestimation ' of the disadr3antage among migrant stu-
dents because the monmigrant group (enrgtted• in, the .same 
schools as the migrant students) ave;rrzge .dne=thi3+d of ;a 
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standard deviation below the national 'norm; (c) differ-
ences between nonmigrant and migrant students are more 
numerous and of greater magnitude than are the differ-

   ences among Black, White, and Spanish-speaking migrant 
students, i.e., differences due to social class are greater 
than differences due to ethnicity; and (d) differences be-
tween nonmigrant and migrant studente increase with the 
age of the groups examined. (Vol. III, Sec. I, Chap. 3). 

The needs of migrant students generally are most pronounced 
in the Cognitive and affective domains and increase with 
age. This finding is in qpposition to those theories which 
view genetic factors as the-primary determinants of cogni-
tive development. Another of this study's findings which 
contradicts the genetic hypothesis is that social class 
differences far outstrip ethnic group differences, particu-
larly in the achievement area. Conclusively, the migrant' 
life appears to be a powerful equaliaer.of social class 
btandi'rig and when three ethnic groups are eó "equalized," 
the differenáes in academic achievement and nonverbal abil-
ity, •nori$allj. observed among these groups, are reduced sub-
etantial,ly. (Vol. III, Sec. I, Chap. 3).

Gross Motor Domain 

Gross motor development is a good indicator of physical 
maturation and the quality of the environment .to which 
an individual has been exposed. Migrant students have 
serious grtoes: motor deficiencies with the greatest needs 
being' evident among seven and ten year olds. The largest
differences between migrant and nonmigrant students appear
on the. Cardiovascular Enlduranoe, Flexibility,: ,and Balance
factors. Recognizing the close interrelationships between 
certain Gross Motor facttrs and also recognizing the con-
siderable vulnerability  of a young person's central nerv-
ous system to environmental insult, immediate attention 
should be given to the`.possibili,tg that nutritional defi-
cits, health problems, and/or ingestion of toxic substances 
may be causally related to gross motor retardation among 
migrant students., (V91. III, Sec. I, Chap. 3). 

Fine Motor. Domain 

Results on the three.Fine Motqr factors; although not as 
pronounced as the needs,in the Gross Mótor domain, indi-
cate a higher l'evel of performance for nonmigrants on two 
of the three factors. Interestingly, male migrant stu-
dents tend to have greater needs in the Gross Motor domain, 

whereas femalestudents show the greatest needs in the Fine 
Motor domain: (Vol. III, Sec, I, Chap. 3). 
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Achievement Domain 

The Achievement domain differences between migrant students 
(current or former) and nonmigrant students are substan-
tial indeed. Greater performance deficits are evident on 
the reading factors than on the, math factors, although on 
mOst contrasts, migrant student's score more than .50 
standard deviations below nonmigrant students. Male mi-
grant students evidence slightly greater needs in the 
Achievement domain than their female counterparts. In . 

,Ageneral, there is a trend toward greater achievement 
deficits with successive increases in age. One of the most 
important findings of this study, it should be re-empha-
sized, is that social class differences in Achievement (re-
flected in nonmigrant/migrant contrasts) are far more nu-
rneróus and of greater magnitude than any of the ethnic group 
contrasts after controlling for social class. The "cycle 
of migrancy" produces a profound and progressively negative 
effect on scholastic achievement, and this effect appears 
to be independent of, ethnic group membership. (Vol'. III, 
Sec. I, Chap. 3) . 

Self-Concept Domain 

Nonmigrant students have more positive self-concepts than 
do either current or former migrant students. This advan-
tage becomes pervasive shortly before adolescence. The 
factors on which the greatest needs exist are Social Con-
fidence, Social Maturity, Peer Affiliation, and Self-Accept-
ance. It might be argued that the greatest burden Old mi.-
grant student carries into adolescence i.s' a to , self-ao zaept 
accompanied by feelings of insecurity, ',inadequacy, and' self-
doubt. (Vol. III, Sec..i I, Chap. 3) . / 

Social ,Domain 

Nonmigrant students are more often rated by their teachers 
as having healthy personalities and being more popular than' 
either current or former migrant students. Current migrant 
stddents are more often rated as socially insecure, while 
former migrant students are more often rated as behaviorally 
disruptive. (Vol .._.:III, Sec. I, Chap. 3).. 

Florida Migratory Education Program 

A careful analysis of tide durrent Florida Migratory phildrens' 
Compensatory Education Program rationale and emphasis makes 
it abundantly clear that from a statewide perspective, the 
prtgram is'comprehensive and, with few exceptions, closely 



parallels the needs documented in this study. Paradoxically, 
what appears to be a strength at the state level is a clear 
weakness at the local level. Few, if any county programs 
employ a multibehavioral needs assessment of individual mi-
grantstudents as a basis for delivering specific services. 
(Vol. III, Sec. I I , Chap. S). 

Also, this stub has shown that the intent of the Florida 
Migratory Chiidrens' Compensatory Program is well conceived 
and.properly targeted, however, whether the ,intent is 
being, implemented and whether what is being implemented 
is 'helping migrant children remains unaddressed in this 
study. What is abundantly clear is that.the FMCCP is tar-
geted on some very real and perVasive needs of migrant 
children . (Vol. III, Sec. I I , Chap. 5 and 6).-

General Comments 

Migrant students suffer from an inequality of development
opportunity. Poverty jeopardizes the students' development 
by withholding the basic life support requirements which
enable middle-class students to grow and learn. It should 
be apparent from the'wide range of deficits characterizing 
migrant' students' performance that simply insuring equality 
of educational opportunity is manifestly insufficient. 
What is required is a new manner of organizing the myriad
of social service agencies behind a call for equalizing 
developmentall-opportunity for migrant students. Equality 
of development opportunity 'does not mean that every mi-
grant student should be given a bicycle, a television set, 
tennis lessons, or one month of this favorite summer camp., 
but it does, mean that fromhe time of conception,''every 
child is guaranteed the fundamental        requirements for normal
growth and development. It is vividly apparent from the 
resulte of this study that among migrant students these 
fundamental requirements are not being met. 



SUBGROUP DIFFERENCES 
(Vol. III, Sec. I, Chap. 3) , 

Current versus Nonmigrant 

:a Background,Dómain. In the Background Domain study find-
ings indicate that current migrants Are more likely to 
.have repeated a grade and have a greeter frequency of , 
absenteeism. than .their% nonmigrant pears.. Differences 
in. language problems increase. in magnitude through age
thirteen,. This may be .due to the fact that competency 
in English becomes more essential with each successive 
grade and, thus, poor English become& more noticeable 
to teachers. rather than because English-speaking.- pro-
ficiency deteriorates as male Spanish-speaking migrants 
mature . Overall; the .differences are substantial., re-
flecting a general socioeconomic and cultural.factor 
separating nonmigrants and current, migrant Students. 
These differences  are. greatest for both sexes at:the 
ten- and thirteen-year-old.levels.

Abilit' Domain. In the areá of ability study.•findings 
:Show 1ittle'.differences .át the ..five-year-old level:; how-
ever, approximate one-half standard deviation difference 
occurs . between the two groups at the .seven-'year-old , ,
level and there is a tendency for these differences to
increase  age. The   with findings further , indicate that
beginning at age thirteen the fluid ability of current 

'migrant students is approximately the same as that of•
their nonmigrant peers who are ,thr.ee.years younger.
Overall, the current migrant students' are substantially . 
lower in this important ability •(fluid . ability): than 
nonmigrant students..

` e Gross: Motor Domain. The majority of differences between 
nonmigrant and .current migrant 'in'. the ftoss':Motor Domain) 
favar the nonmigrant. Sipnificant overall differences 
are evident' for four Of, five age levels among males .but
only 'one 'overall..difference (for. seven. year olds) is s'ig.' 
nificant among females. The largest' d, fferençe between 
nonmigrant and current .migrant females. occur"`a the seven 
year=old level. Among males, the largest single;differ-
ence between current migrant and..•nonmigrant students 
appears: at ,the ten-year-old level in.balance:.; Differ-
ences favoring nonmigrant maps are also found at ages 
seven'to thirteen 1•in this ,factor. 

line. Motor Domain +• The' study' findings for the Pine ..Mo tor
,Domain show that the five- and. seven-year-old female none -
inigrantt..outperform , current migrants 'in three Fine Motor

' 'Domain 'factors in their respective age groups, Differ 
ences i"n' fine;motor agility and in hand- eye 'coordination 
favors the..nonmigrants.' ,Three of four differences .i.n 

'.digital coordination favor 'the current, migrants. 



..Achievement Domain. The results of the study indicate 
that there is an overwhelming difference between non-
migrants and current migrant students in the achievement 
factors; these differences increase with age, and current 
migrant males appear to be at a slightly greater disad-
vantage than their female counterparts. Spécifícally, 
the findings indicate that overall difference's at the 
five-year-old level are small but consistently favor the 
nonmigrant, while large differences become evident at 
fhe'seeri-year-old level and continue through the.six-
teen-year-old level. Also, there is a discernible ten-
dency for current migrant students to be lower in read-
ing and math, within the 'reading area current migrant 
students scoretlowest.in the vocabulary factor and com •-
paratively higher in the reading (comprehension) factor. 

Self-Concept Domain. The five-year-old current migrant 
student is almost indistinguishable from the nonmigrant 
five year old in the Self-Concept Domain. However, at 
the seven-year-old level small differences,'primarily
in, social maturity, are evident. Additional findings
Show that at theten-year-old level, large differences 
for both sexes are apparent with current migrant students 
being low in self-acceptance, self-security, social ma-
turity, social confidence, teacher affiliation, and-peer 
affiliation. 

Nonmi&rants versus Former'Migrants 

Background Domain. Similar findings for this category 
of students were evident in the Background Domain. More 
former migarant students have repeated grades and are ab-
sent more frequently than their nonmigrant counterparts. 
Similar-language problems occur at the older age levels 
from, ten to thirteen according to the study results., 

Ability Domain. Theresults of  thestudy show a similar 
pattern 01 differences between nonmigrants and former 
migrants, as found between nonmigrant and current migrant 
students. Again, there appears to be an absence of dif-
ferences among five year olds and evidence of an increas 
ing, difference with age.

Gross Motor, Domain. eased on the findings it appears
that the overall differences between nonmigrant and for-
mer migrant students in gross motor    performance are sit-
nificant at the five-, seven-, thirteen-, and sixteen-
year-old levels among males and the seven- and. ten-year-
old levels among females. The most consistent and,sub-
stantial differences favoring nonmigrant over'former mi-
grant males are evident in the cardiovascular endurance 
and flexibility factors. In addition, it was found that 

https://scoretlowest.in


former•migrant five-year-old males are comparatively 
more deficient in gross motor performance than are five-
year-old females,' while at the seven- and ten-year-old 
levels the overall differences between males and females 
are of similar Magnitude. 

Fine Motor Domain. Regarding the Fine Motor Domain the 
study findings show that nonmigrant males outperform 
former migrant males in favor of the five significant, r. 
comparisons, whereas nonmigrant females outperform for-
mer migrant females in all seven of the significant con-
trasts. 

. Achievement Domain. -In general, the differences between 
nonmigrant and former migrant students are somewhat less 
pronounced than the differences between nonmigrant and 
.current migrant students. 

Social Domain. In general, the study findings indicate 
that the differences are small but consistently tend to 
place nonmigrant students at an advantage. "Teachers 
rated the former migrant students as being more. behavior-
ally disruptive in five of five contrasts, whereas non-
migrant students are rated by teachers as having a' healthy 
personality at' every age level among females, and at the 
thirteen-year-old level among males. 

Current Migrants versus Former Migrants 

Background Domain. Zile findings evidence the greatest
deficiencies in the `background factors to be for the 
current migrant students while former migrant students 
fall in'between the other two groups but'r'esemble the 
current migrant more than the nonmigrant. The findings 
also show that current migrants are more likely to have 
repeated a grade and that absences.are more prevalent 
for the current student; particularly for the male thir-
teen year old. 

Ability Domain. Thé findings indicate little difference
between current migrant and former migrant students in 
the fluid, ability factor. 

Gro s& Motor Domain. The study results show that overall 
difrerences in the Gross Motor Domain are significant 
at the seven-, ten-, and sixteen-year-old levels among
males and at no level are the differences between current 
and former migrant females significant.. The current mi-
grants outperform former migrant students in the cardio-
vascular endurance, .factor in five df the six contrasts. 



Fine Motor Domain. The results of the study show that 
there is a tendency for the differences ' in the Fine Motot 
Domain to favor current migrant students at the ten-year-
oid level with four of the five contrasts favoring the 
current migrants

Achipvement Domain. The findings indicate that former 
migrant students are in as much need relative to achieve-
ment factors as are current migrant students. 

Self-Concept Domain. The study results show 'that with 
the exception of the school affiliation factor in which 
both migrant groups outscbre'the nonmigrant groups and 
the family affiliation and self-assertion factors in 
which no differences exist, the nonmigrant students evi-
dence higherfiself-concept scores than former. or current 
migrant students. In the social confidence and 'social 
maturity factors, both.curren.t and former migrant stu 
dents show depressed scores. 

Social Domain. According 'tattle study results the dif-
ferences between current,and former migrant students in. 
the six .social dtmain factors are minimal with the ex-
ception of one interesting pattern. Current migrant 
students. tend to be more fre'quently rated .as s+~c,ially 
insecure while former migrant stúdents are more often 
rated as'behaviorally disruptive and least popular. 



ETHNIC GROUP DIFFERENCES 
(Vol. III, Sec. I, Chap. 3) 

Background Domain. The study• findings indicate that the largest 
differences in the Background Domain appear on the Language Prob-
lems factor with the Spanish-speaking migrants being on the aver-
age more than one standard deviation below Black and White mi-
grant groups. The findings alsó show that the White migrants 
tend to have more physical and health problems with Black and 
Spanish-speaking migrants being indistinguishable from one an-
other in this factor. 

Ability Domain. the results of study show that differences be-
tween nonmigrant and migrant students are more numerous and of 
greater magnitude than the differences among Black, White, and 
Spanish-speaking migrant students, i:e., differences due to 
social class are greater than differences due to' ethnicity. ' 
The fact that ethnic group differences'. it Piagetian .Gonserva-
tiori Test among five- and seven-year-old migrant students are
.,largely insignificant, coupled: with the •finding. that social 
class differences in the conservation test are significant, .
provides additional support to 'the hypothesis that environmental 
factors exerCise,a strong influence in cognitive development;
purther evidence shows that ethnic group differences in the
Fluid Ability factor ,'favor ten-, thirteen 	and sixteen-year-
old White' ánd:Spanish=speaking 'migrants over Black migrants
by four or 'fiv'e, I.Q. 'points.

Gross Motor 'Domain. “According to the study.%findings there is 
.a general tendency toward quite pronounted difference§.which, 
. favor Black•migrants •over White migrants at 'the first three age
_levels, with, these differences -largely disappearingby_ ages
thirteen ,and. si teen, - It was also, found that Black migrants
generally score. higher than White and Spanish-speaking migrant
'students. in speed, balance agility,` and static 'arm strength. ,
Most of these;differences.are statistically significant and 

çgreater.than' .pne third :Standard deviation.'.. Additionally, the,
differences-between Black migrants and' Spanish-speaking migrants
.in gross motor' performance. are more pronounced than for either
of the other' two ethnic contrasts.' .frequently noted differences 
between Black migrants' and Spanish-speaking migrants were' found 
at- the •ten-' and sixteen-year-Old levels-,whereas differences 
were.'less evident .at• the five 'and thirteen-year-old" Ievels. 
It is'.-possible' that the're.Iative- infrequency of migrant group 
differences at the five-year-old level reflects the ,recent 'prac-
tice of 'enrolling migrant :children in preschool»: 

Fine•.Motoi Dbmain.. 't,The Study findings, show that :Span'i•sh-speaking
migrant: students hold a.:clear and substantial 'advantage over White
ar}d Black njlgrants bn -.Pine Motor factors . ' This advantage 'tends 



to pervade the entire age range and holds true for both sexes. 
On the other hand, Black migrants outscore White migrants in 
fine motor agility, but the differences in hand-eye coordina-
tion and digital coordination are isolated and largely insig-
nificant. 

Achievement Domain. The results of the stùdy sjr.ow that ethnic-
group differences in the Achievement Domain tend to favor Black 
,migrants over White migrants except for White migrant females 
who show. an advantage at two age levels over Black migrant fe-
males. Specifically, it was found that Black migrants generally, 
outscore Spanish-speaking migrants with the exception of the 
five-year-old male contrasts in which Spanish-speaking migrants 
hold the .advantage. Also, it was found that-differences between 
White migrants. and Spanish-speaking migrants are consistently 
in favor of the White migrants, again with the exception of the 
five-year-old male contrasts which favor the Spanish-speaking migrants. 

Self-Concept Domain. In general, the findings indicate that 
Spanish-speaking migrants have much more depressed self-concepts 
than White migrants. The only consistent deviation from this 
pattern is that Spanish-speaking migrants have higher school 
affiliation. scores than•do White migrants. It was found that 
differences between Black migrants and White migrants are mixed, 
with Black migrants having an advantage in Self-Acceptance and 
School Affiliation arid White migrants scoring higher in Social 
<<laturity and Self-Confidence. 

Social Odmain. The results of the study show a very interesting 
and important difference between the social behavior of Black 
and'Whi.te migrant students. It was found that White migrant 
students.are much more likely to be rated as socially-insecure, 
while Black migrant students are more likely to be rated behavior--
ally'disruptive. Possibly this could be due to the cultural 
differences-which may lead the students to act out their in-
security in different ways. The findings also showed that the 
Spanish-speaking migrant student is rated as having behavioral 
problems much less often than either Black or White students.. 
The patriarchal family structure of the Spanish-speaking migrant 
may be one explanation for this difference. 
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FUNDING RESOURCES FOR MIGRANT FAMILIES 
(Task 4) 

'.Methodology 

A master list .0 financial resources was compiled according 
to funding source and by program category. This list was further 
divided into .two sections: .one consisting of Federal projects 
in Florida and one consisting of state and other programs'receiv-
ing funding from 'one or more public sources. Involved in.•the ,. 
classification was the need to make a determination of what con-
stitutes a program designed to aid only the •migrant family. 
To accomplish this, a practical test was-devised to, assist in 
the analysis. . This test incorporated the following criteria. 
For.each resource the migrants must be explicitly recognized as
part of the program's target population and (a) 'the majority of 
services must be addressed to migratory needs, (b) the majority
of recipients must be -migrants,. of (c) the, program must provide 
the only services cif its kind in the area available And must be' 
accessible to. migrants. Redundancy in, program listings was 

'avoided by listing only once a Federal program having projects 
in Florida regardless of the number, 'size, and importance of 
the projects. 

The resilts of this task •plus 'tasks Sv'and b represent an 
analysis and distillation of information obtained through inter
views and.reviews of numerous documents. More than. 60 program 
Administrators in federal agencies' in Washington. and Atlanta, 
state. agencies'in:Tallahassee and Jacksonville,'and pxojects 
located throughout South Florida were interviewed.. 

Súmmar' of Findings • 

One of the major findings, which also represents one of 
the'conceptual problems encountered in dealing with this particu-

, lar?task., was the •€act that the ,term "migrant" is by no means 
self-explanatory in terms••of program eligibility‘ Essentially, 
persons who are migrants' may be eligiblé for'ass'istance because 
they also happen to 4ualify 'by virtue of being rural, poor, a 
member of, a minority. group, disadvantaged or culturally deprived. 
Most'p.rograms recognize.the.special needs and problems of mi-: 
grancy byçoffe-ring, services to individuals,, who at one time,. 
but not necessarily at the, time .óf receipt of .services, migrated 
for the purpose of seeking employment. 'Essentially, what this 
mó.ns.i..s that ail public programs could presumably be a póten~ 
tiaX sourCe of services to migrants. (Vol: II, Sec. II, Chap. 2)... 



In the analysis, &t •w s •found that 'more than 'SO programs 
potentially provide direct services-to, migrant families in 
Florida. Thirteen of these Rrog.rams identified. 'as. "aiding 
only the"thigrant family". were cited for. further study 'as to 

" 'their objectivds (TaSk S): Of these thirteen, ten were found 
to be Federally, funded ' and required further analysit 'as to 
their implementation '(Task 6). (Vol. II, Sec. IX, Chap. 3) 



PRQGRAM QBJECTIVi:$
(Task 5)

Methodology 

In orderto accompiish the purpose of this task, .a Model;
for Social Program •pb jectiyes was conceptualized which empha-:,., 
sized the interrelationship among' the necessary elements of 
an appropriate =objective. l.t was ,necessary tg 'work with ..three 
progra -results determinants, to operationalize the model. 
These~etezrminants ,were identified and defined as 

Equity the "applicable. 'prinçipail: .of. socia equityequity
is the principle of , vertical 'equity which holds
that, persons in different .circumstances. be ,treated
in 'an appropriateiy'.differentmanner pro

'grams .addresse.d"to migrants are justifiable ,,because 
migrants ,have 'special: probleMs arisi•r1g out of ';their
mob i.li;•ty;. cultural i.sol.ation, and polti.coecoriomic •
`powexlessness..• 

Effecti..veti+~ss .~- .,to what •:cattent servi.çes•
have mátevializék.in ,accordance .with Stated:'sarv. 
xce--dëlivery' 'p-1 añ'~ 

Efficiency, 1--entá:iis: the.'xeÍatioriaiïip°:b.etween
:gxam: input and prog;ram : output:.

program results; determinants were , tálce'n through twb• 
analytical steps 'in ,order to transj,ate, ,them ~.nto'-~tssessrnent~
feasibility criteria. ' The'' follow'ing-result~.ri~;',criteria' formed •
;the :baxxs. €or•'therconterit analysis' ,vf..:the , äb,jectives;

.,~,, 1.440 ra~cei:~.ves, 'th.e'~~servioe~= ~~4h~eçti~v',es;-'shouid~ ,i.ir. ,
cl:vde~•a~'':,~t.es~eript'ioii• 'o;E `••th•e; target ~gr.;ou 

WHAT types of services are provided? (Broad cate-
go.rie.s' :'áf'.,:pt~o.gr'ams••-shóuld.; b.e p•ros.ëiíted)°w:

e .Ho1~~''iá '`aervic'e d:eÍiv.~,xy:~ implemerited?: ` .~Prog~rám, 
  components that lead to the SPECIFIC OUTCOMES

should be presented).

flow is thé''sucéess"i~f~ th~` dés,irecl spé~;i~.fic .,oút~ómos:;
',.'MEASURED? . (Ins tr.iimcnts and procedures used sho-trl:d'

be .exp]á rié ). 

::Fitnál ly ~.,:tt~:;.9've;rèomo notéd:, d.efié~circi'o:s_ än -th,é;'públi shed`. 
act'i,Ve"s. ~ier~: xestáted :r:t:o:o:,cunform 'to'i.'thé .

aSse,ssmeiit;;feasibi ity 
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Suinnia'ryF of Findings 

It was found that, in every. , ins tance, , the• programs under 
.study had some '`form of published.' objectives , The purpose, Of 
the published objectives. are primarily 'public ,infórmati,on and
not .,program ,evaluations. Consequently, an analysis .of the Con-. 
tents of these: objectives xevealed,. in most Cases, the obje:c-
tives•~re 'adequate ixi~ specifying the target population and' ~e
Services., approved; 'but in Other areas the objectives: were gen-
eica.11y weak, (Vol,. II, Sec.. UTT, Chap,' 3j' K. 

'Few .of the prograM objectives expressed desired 'program 
resulta- as specific 'outcomes stated in behavioral terms; rather •-:
thep consisted of •broa4,._goals,. not lending themselves, tol eveil.ua, 
ti'on. and an :obje,ctive.-assess.ment.: Inasmuch: as 'emphasis` 
Was given to specific,.outcomes, it follows..'that .a nieahs for the •
'evaluation.' of the achievement of such outcomes was' also _défi= 
cient 'in tlico objectives. It :sh,óuid: be. noted that one cannot 
necessarily ,safely' infer froM this :actual, :deficiençies' in p,ro= 
gram analysis and evaluation, .At least one program had impa,rted 
general .:and incomplete statements of objectives in public re-, 

,, leases.. while 'ax the" same ..;;time,:being engaged in '$ relatively: so:-
ph'is ticated e:va.luá,tion ~ açtivi.t,i.es, : ~Vol ,,. ' I.I,; Seca I Ii,: '.C.h:ap., 3j,,, 

It was also found' ha~tithexe i.s• an~ inherent, coiífli'ct. ber 
tween the purpose-:ó.f the' objectives . polished .bX° program agenw'
Cies:and the: impacted 'purpose :pf the publ,ishëd.,objectiv.es set 
forth in this-Study, The purpose of 'this' objectives statenients
obtained'..through '.pur, own :document'cólleotion efforts ',Were 

information to other ir iuOes,c Persors° • 
makirig referrals: from our ageieies,-'prospectiv(i:program clients ';
aiad...others: with an; interest in , the .Programs of -the.'; generaz `kinds. °' 
of 'serŸieei Provided .and the géneral: area, ~añd~'popui,ati.or~.-sexved ,. 

:?hë •objeçt~.ves , are not.. stated' in ternis iahiciv: wotil.d_ facilitate. •••..
an assessment of program results because facilitating an assessment    of program results does not appear to be the purpose of these agenices in publishing objectives. Programs affecting

:migran-t.`fam~tliès` in. -Flor-ida had ;not reached tila -point,, but. we";•; 
beiieve, :that .the: restatements of objectives provided- .fi.ri 
report .,represent a sound: beginning.•• '(Vol. Ii, Séc.. III, Chap.. 3) 
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IMPLEMENTATION°OP MIGRANT PROGRAMS
(Task 6) 

Methodology 

In order to achieve the ob) èd tivés :of. this task, it was
necessary to concentrate onr. the , Overall input of migrant pro-
grams to ctbtain - a "macro,';' 'view.: 'This analytical posture en-
abled us to draw conclusions regarding the impact           of the migrant 
program as awhole rather .than merely ,to. specify deficiencies in
local operations which may affect. ónljr a few people. A second
ary.-facttir in our decision to approach the question f rom the 
'"maç.rit".. rather•:.thàri •th "micro" standpoint was the chronic iack'
of basil, data.::airailable for individual '•'pxegrams. Thea f fecG cif 
this de ,fi,ç~iency is.. addres~sed. both 'ás~~,:it",relateS to the iinpl,e- . 
mentat.ion' Of an ,individual; program and to the overall attempt
.to impact, mi grsnts:~ 

The following analytical techniques were, employed: in ad, 
dress#n theh of •~thxs. task: 

:• lelrie!iJ'.i;f• the• literature' on progxam 'i:mpl ementa
. •t:itin:;• =migrant progaams, and ,other.Télevanp=-topia's 

. '.' .'i,nclud~.ng: the ,ie..gxsl~tive histoxy~ p.f :p-rograms-

A.r al~rsi.s o~' ptográm d~o~cú~àients ot~"~Ga'ined ~ ~tGm p or': 
gram' representatives : .and Of transcripts ,of inter=

: v:i.ews:.~wi.th these representativesi•; ' 

interviews with crew leaders and migrants  to as-
certain perceived needs. aa~d pái~~Ci cipant> response

tQ •~exiSting' 'programs;.

e.. Ána1.y"sis of' '.'serv~Ces p.r vide3 irt ré'Iátioil,', tc~ ,~áeh
tirf~+ed needs i 

Interviews with, -cxvi,c•-.leaders:',to. ascertain .cQipmuriï
itY,response to :programs . 

Budget analysis. Decision point analysis.

Analysis of program interrelationships.

Summary of.-Findings 

Despite the growth ,trend; iii `Se*'viceS:. being' provided• tik: mi
rants barrtiers con inue to .'exist as» 'to

:Among; ;these axe' 
an effective implementa-

ion of polity. the definitions used by the 

https://v:i.ews:.~wi.th
https://�abled.ns


various agencies to determine who is a migrant and, thus, who
is, eligible for. services. ach agency serving migrants has its ' 
pw,ri.. unique definition of eligibility. While it serves the pur-
pose Of that agency, the uniqueness of the definition prevents
complete Coordination ef other services with other' agencies
serving: migrants. '(Vol.' II, Sec. IV, Chap. 2). 

It, appears, that gaps , and overlaps of existing servites
arises from the fact that agencies haye failed to regard the
questions, Who are the •people to. receive the services? and „ ., 

. How many drilem are. there?, or' that theie questions are ad'. ),
:dressed' by the 6gencies from different points of vieW. Óir

 . • findings indicate total. voids in some areas' (primary • health
care) and the potential dúplication of others Which may be .a,:
result of discrepancies • in the .number of migrants. reported • . 
and the definition 'of the term migrant.: It was found that for ,
.thoSe counties having a relatively 'low number of services and:, 

' low ,liumber of students that services were proportibnaLto the 
population. In 'one case (Saint Lucie Caunty).,An identification
w s. made- of a coun y appearing to have a iga t h h level of services
in comparison to a relatively .low number of migrant students. 
on. the other. hand, Six counties in the central 'part of the
State.:aPpear' to have a •low. level of, services iii relation .to A 

• high level àf migrant students,' At A somewhat higher level of
analysis, evidence points to the conclusion that in certain 

`• parts of the, state services are not physically accessible to • 
, Migrants simply because they are in short Supply.- (Vol.

Sec. IV , Chap. 2). 

'Prom the, "MaCro" viewpoint, It was found that 'the'ilesired 
.i.'impact of the .overall focus 'of "aiding the 'migrant family!' fell • 

short- due to _difficulties in the implementatiori process,. . (Vol, 
Set: IV, ,Chipe 2) .. 

It Was determined that a coordinated approach to the prob-
lems of the Florida migrant is of vital importance in order to
implement and maintain an effective service delivery ¡mechanism. ' 
(Vol 	1.1, Sec. IV, Chap. 2.); 

;t was concluded that iMplementation cannot succeed or fail.,
• without 'a goal against which tkillidge it, Program Obléptivei 

provide, that necessary, goal-- without them, a. prógram-by-progr'am.
'analysis pfrimplementation would_ be 'speculative at best,

 • (Vol. -II, Sec.' IV,. Chap; 2)



CitANGE's IN •NEEDS•: 0F MIGRANT CHILDRbN 
IN 1980 
(Tásk 8) 

Methodoiog~r 

. The ' Oelphi apprQa4 Was , used for achieving' the objective 
:of this'lask, ,This methodology allowed. 'experts to »systemati.cal2y,` • 
communicate with each' other.,: anonymously `about _a,' compl~x, prQblemi-~ `• .
in .this.',.Case:,. the relationship between' societal conditiona .:and 
educational need.s of migrant, children. ••The; participants wer+e; in.
terrogated by •a .sequence.•Of.'•questionnaà,res : in: which .the respoin,ses: 
to one..questionnai,re,ºwas. a~sed to. produce the; next:.'one... The re-. 
sui,ting. atmosphere-of <,thß'..exercise'~ enabled 'a communication -prQc'-
;~ess''.to.`ocGur• whiGh.. permitted the. participants': to change earlier 
Views and .benefa~t;'fróin ;the contributions of othexs' unbiased byï,
psychological feei,ings . 'This:esas<e methodol.ogy ._has:'become a 
standard'. approach for many. organizations for conducting- efforts ' •
in :.forecastin,g, planning,..;as,:sessment, and rational po,licing. ". 
anál.ys.~is ~. ''

In comp'il~ ng thé' ïnfo'ririat.ïbík foa~c th3s, tásk' xépaart; .responsás, 
from:'the, 13, expert. p8ne1ists were interpreted, Ynthesi,zed:;••, and 
.qualxf,ied':by :Infgrmati,on':bbtained: ;from:;resülts. -of' studentsedu-

' • cati.gnal.:• needs,: assessment, ;'o;ther. surveys ';and• analysis . compác~is:ing':; 
;the: overall ñeeds.:ns,s:essme.rit; ,interxvïews `iwith program.:adminis-:.
trators:,:and .:others in contact with: migrant` issues and, programs 
and libriaxy'-reséa`i~~h:..o f em~rging 1)01? it , pglt developments 

umam ry,. of E'inïdiii0' ,_ .' 

.Mo:'s.t . ói~. ithe expert :paic.t ~ipánt ~if~" the-..be.Iph.i~:~::p~ne~i. t'ttouglit
that' '.we. wou3:(1 see",:sgme form t~ f', b-1oc~' :grart~t~s ,.~1n~roli~~.~tg •.riii 4rant ' 
pro8x s b y i98Q; Howwe a~á. -tgh~' pr~}e~~an .~.a/~~me;, th,er+~ 
to

,t,ti~agrantsindicate that block have any appreicable chance for
á ,.lar proposals ed,ucat.io,~,::'and:•adoption, s:•.s.im n the.. heal:t.h`,:area: .: 

: ..háve~ :h:a.d' no sucÇess ';i~n :•congxess' in . :the :past: ' .~he::~:riiost. ~1:i;~~eiy. ~
zime•:'to' look. for block ~r~nts =:as :we'Il~ :$S~, othe:r:.: prog~am >"evisi0il~: ...

.arid.`~•ini~ovati.ons will be .,I978: . -No ...cóntensús' of opinion em r .. d 
from the panel on changes in . the national migrant education pro-

gr ~1. :y~.: a thoug to.t .l~ikel'y: .:to:am by 9$ hß l: ::~i 'i,s: ~~a.° certa~lzi~~•~e.utenx 
be.:`à.:ÿfoti:tnote: fo~c`,.develop~nents -i~ívo~i~,i.isg.r block : grant's~~~' (~toi;'~
'ps~,:.',V3.; .Chap.; ;~.) 

:'; . ' Th~::Páne~;:meiii~~~s`~~wérë~ doubtful .tha x:. sriÿ`'si~apl:p.' amo~t~,.t. ,of:.' 
'ádditionàl .resoúrcQs•'•w~li~:,~ïe appl:i~~ed',~ 'to: b;ene~it nriigi~ant`:famxli:es•
"by-.A.980'.., •``~~,~Vol::~; 'l.I:, ,;Seç:',-.Y : Chap, 2 ;

https://he::~:riio.st


' The Delphi panel saw no dramatic societal changes by. 1980. 
None. of the participants were willing to venture a prediction 
that the economy would seriously deteriorate' by 1980, that there 
wOiuld be act. of violence or the part of organized farmworkers 
pressing for recognition of their political'and economic demands, 
or that any Other developments of comparable drama and impact 
would occur during the-rather btief,period:of 1976-1980. Val.sII,,. 
Sec. V, Chap: 2)', 

There was little doubt, on the part of the panel members, 
'that poverty ;will continue to exist in 1980 and, thus ,.,the mi-. 
grant chiidrgn will .evidence the same profile of needs   as iden-
tified in this study. ('Vol. I1, Sec, V, Chap. 3) . 



RECOMMENDATIONS 

' The comprehensive findings that resulted from our research 
effort prow3, de a. foundation on which to base a coordinated, 
multifaceted approach' to the addressingof the .problems .,o€
migrant students in the' State, of Florida., We recommend that 
these findings be utilized as the basis for 'the formulation
of a Year Multi-Intervention Action. Plan to meet the needs 
of children of migratory agricultural wvxkers, 

In the following suggested framework for the, plan;, we 
recorpend that the State ,of. Florida Department of Education 
assume the major responsibility for providing the leadership 
for its formulation and implementation. The rationale for 
this suggestion. is based on the fact that the 'Department 
(,1) 'represents one' of the, largest funding resources, (2)' main-
tains 'the greatest network.of . services, and (3) embodies the 
optimal''opportunities for reaching all elements' of the target 
population. 

In the formulation of the plan whichwould, follow our pre-
scribed guidelines; we emphasize the importance of giving con- , . 
s ideration to . the following major. concerns: 

Changes in, Racial/Ethnic' Composition 

A major change in the racial/ethnic:' composition 
of the migrant farmworker population . has Occurred, 
,There has been' a very .definite increase in the , 
number of MeaticnnrAme,racans'.working in Migrant: 
agr:icul.ture:'to. the point 'where. MexicaanrAmerican s
are now in the majority 

Recipients Of .;Migráiit Program Services 

Onlÿ• ~3. out, of''every 1Q.' migrant ,students are being
served by migrant programs in school districts.

Florida school districts report 4.10% -of the
grant. students. being classified''as hsïidicappe,l,r 
based on estimates of the national population,

10% of all students would be   reported as having
mental, physical, or emotional handicaps.; This 

.*would. appear to be a severe ;Underreporting; of 
students. with handicapped :conditions i,especial;ir ',, -
;given the "fact"'that the' Population' .is of the lower' 
socioecorioróic groups .where". handicapping . Conditions 
tend: to: be: more .prevalent.. 

https://network.of


School Enrollment 

Over, the past five years, six times as many schoO, 
districts have Perceived an increase in enrollment 
as have perceived a decrease in enrollment, and for 
the next five-year period, no school district ex-
pects a decrease in the enrollment Of 'migrant stit-
dents.

A significant increase in prekindergarten, kinder-
garten, and high school enrollments has occurred 
in recent years in both relative and absolute 
amounts. This trend has been projected to continue
well into the near term future._ 

Educational Programs/Strategies 

 There is a need for- the development of specialized 
 physical education programs ,for migrant 'students.  

  There is a need for specialized extracurricular 
activities which provide greater opportunities 

. for leadership and socialization for the migrant child, ” 
thereby enhancing his self-concept. ..' 

Theçe is a need for the development of nutritional, ' 
homemakinOnd parenting skills at-the elementary ' 
levels. . 

There is a need to stuki utilize, and reizifOrce' 
as, et sea "Strengths of migrant - children • and their 
families. 

There is .4 need to .give greater recognition to _the
economic factors which may impinge on an older stu-
dent's decWon•conCerning the continuation Of, his 

or her educational program.

There*, is a need' for the development of -.trens itional 
strategies 'for • the preschool child- entering .the 
elementary grades. 

. 'There - is a',need" for a statewide screening program 
for three.. and four-year-old migrant students to 
inOreaSe the 'effectiveness ,of the early childhood:" •-... -'..',..'.. 
component 'and to provide for an early baseline 
.Against. which :,subsequent intervent ion strategies
cOs be evA 4edi.-- - -

TheTe. is,.a need for loca/ , proj ecti., to „insure :that: 
compensatory ;:reading, and math•Ins trUct ion 'teethe's, ' '. .:, .'...", ''',•.‘,

%the migrant :student, under eitherYTitle:.i or I-he 
.., Migrant „Program paus ices



There is a need to give special , attention to
determining the extent to which poor nutrition 
and ingestion of toxic chemicals may'negatively 
influence the migrant student's development. 

Cobrdinati.on Statewíde Data Base

There .,, is a need for the forging: of : better l inkages 
between Florida'and Texas because of thé influx of. 
Mexican;«Amerman students. 

There is a need for the .devel.opmant. and mainten-
ance of a $tatewà.de data base that' will provi,de 
'a single cbnsistent and comparable set • of-data 
for all ; facets of migrant service programs. 'This 
dátabá'se must be, comp~rehensive '.in. scope and de-
signed in such a way that frequent ,updati.ng is, 
possible, (A more detailed recommendation follows 
in this section). ;' 

Implications for Further Study 

Implementation of a 'carefully designed growth.an.d,
.nutrition study 'Including a standard series of-
ánthropometric measures and biochemical , assays 
is;:.reoommended.' /f .possible,, the study should
relate nutrition and biochemistry variables to
ine and gross motor factors that .might :be 'indi4 

cants .of. specific biological: insult or nútritibnal'
: problems and, thus could, be :çmpioyed i:n 1atge';:acaçl,e 
.: screening :programs : 

https://updati.ng
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A RECOMMENDED .FIVE.-YEAR PLAN. 

The recommended • Five.-Year Multiple Intervention .Actián. Plan, 
to. Meet...the needs of children of migratory ligricúltural• workers 
, is ,the logical and necessary.' cUltination of . or research effort, 
It is. designed to serve as a SUggésted, .framewokk for'.a c dordinated.. • - •,' 
statewide affirmative action plan, ' based, on •• the collective input , 
of the . th.eOpotiCal and empirical . data generated from the- study:. .' : . , • ' 

The Plan ómprisei three4hases. and extends over 'a* 5-year 
overlapping.; time _frame with provisions for • a continual data :feed7- : 
back mech.onism', Of ensure that: overall- objectives Will be met• at. ' ‘. . 
any given. point in...time.. The 'Plan include* the ,fóllOWing, phases :' • 

Phase 1: Planning 

Centers on, activities • at the state, level, to devise the 
coordinative mechanisms and procedures necessary to (1) im-
plement a Pilot Project• and, (2) utilize feedback from the 
pilot project tó substantiate hypotheses and ,redirect ef-
forts as necessary in anticipation of Statewide adoption 

-of the 

',Phase 2: :Pilot PrOjteCt. 

A .smal,LIScale ,effárt to effect- `a.,multi- intervention .• • 
.plan on a selected segment '4f the population and to gather • 
data: to 'ensure the success of 'subsequent 'Statewide 'endeavors

Phase 3:. Statewide-Adoption

''' The broadening of the efforts :.begun. and revised :in: 
    the Pilot Project phase to be ultimately functioning on

   a statewide level.

Phase 1: Planning

Activity: Convocation of AdmInistrative Hearings 

This activity calls for the cOnVo.cetien 9.1:,, an ..acinal 
trative hearing on migrant problems,unhe ld ' der, the .auspices of 

:the' Department of nducation. The three goals of such a hearing •• 
would be:

'i .. 'The 'generation of public ;interest in, the,,..problems 
• , . : - • of ••migrantS..and creation of a:, greater , awareness , ' 

on • the -part, of • the public that the State is, in 
, , , ." • fact, -addressing the',probleis	

• _ ;2. Arrival' at •a. stateWide contensus ,:among: all inter-.' 
osted parties as to the...prOblems". and, needs of ..' • ,.J.•• •
Florida's' migranti and a-s.coMMitment ;to taking •• 
affiritíative' aCtiOn•••tOWard....rgeiting thtise..needS. ,.• 

https://tee-1.74


3. Formulation of a steering committee.charged.with
the responsibility of addressing the'needs in 
terms of the. 5 Year Action Plan, 

This hearing would involve both providers and consúmers 
at both the,. State and local levels of services within the follow-! 
ing areas of concern: 

Health 
environmental Protection 
Education (early childhood, public school, voca-
tional, adult, etc.) ' 
Labor and Agriculture 
Social and Rehabilitative Services 
'Nutrition 
, Employment and Training, 

and would . include the participation of migrants crew leaders,
advocacy groups,spokesmen for agencies 'aerving :migrants, growers, 

processors, labor.leaders; and others. 

Adt'ivi:ty: Formation of a Steering Committee 

A steering committee with members reprpsenting, each
of the aforementioned : areas of concern would be charged with
the fol.lowing suggested. responsibilities:

. Development of .a .eoo3rdinatéd: plaïini.ng ;nrëchani.sm , 
at` the"state and,iócal levels :possibly similar' 
toto -that.:u~sed, by the;O4muhity..Coordinated .Child.. . 
Care Center5 . 

Investigate ways in_ which workshops would work
toward training agency parsonnek zn' tbe' ae
velopment of measurable program.objectives. 
(how they are, formulated, wha.~t:'~coristittAtes , 

                        measurable and empirical data, and how social
programscan be, assessed as part: of an overall , 

attempt to.'effectUate , á ~coo~dinatèdJ mtilt~ipxe- , 
intervention action; plan): 

Phase 2: Pilot' 'Pro j ect (Year.: 2) 

A~t i.vitX,: Identification of Pilot Counties and Populations 

.tlsing `informaxíon 'provided:..in thïs. r~port ,~'sel~ ectión • l
of.:apprópxiäté p3,lot, locations ,shouYd:.be made, r Once xhi~~'oc.cfcix•s, ' 
the; population data p.res:ented,..iri" the 'study .'cari'.be'irerified 'and 
tpdated.':. ,This. .should be ac-compli'shed:, using 'existing means of 
data CQl"ieC:t#ion,': suçh as . püblic:seh.00.l' outreach. workers ' a.n,h~igh:
impact :areáa; 

https://p�blic:,seh.00
https://intervelitio.rC
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Activity: Needs Assessment: , The Macro, Level 

The results of the needs assessinent- survey should
provide .an adequate baseline from which to ,draw conclusions
regarding • the perceived needs of migrants; Ah analysis of 
population changes and programs implemented subsequent to this 
April 1976 study would update this data to render it•operational,
for the pilot areas, 

Activity: Needs Assessment: The Micro Level 

This involves an assessment•of the 'unique problems •
and needs of• each individual student in the pilot target area. 
We suggest that the -utilization 'of the theories of. "Fluid,.Abil-
ity" and "Investment-Dividend" be used as rationale or . organi -
zati"on for the:multiple intervention approach. .it is our be-
lief that the' advantages of operating from this theoretical
perspective would provide A°priority schedule for addressing' 
needs of the migrant students in addition to providing .a•'ftame-
work for meaningful evaluation and interpretation of results. 
The net effect would be a refining and redefining of current , • 
more "shotgun oriented approaches.• 

Consideration should. also be given to a systematic
strength-assessment in which the results could be used to dif-
ferentiate successful children from 'their less successful" peers 
in.terms of the strengths and abilities that• are brought into
play by• these children. , This approach would help to identify
factors and strengths that-could be utilized to more effectively 
remediate the .weaknesses. 

Activity: Assessment oeAvailable Services 

Using the information provided in 'Tasks' 4 and 6 
of this study, as . a• point of departure', 'a .comprehensive overview
of available services in the pilot' area can be. obtained. 

Activity: Matching Need and Available Services

Once, `an. appropriate assessment .of needs and Services 
has been accomplished,„ the. next task would .be -to compare the
two sets of findings to identify the most effective for means
bring iiig compreheYi,sive services .tci those in need. 

Activity: Implemeritation'óf- Cóordinateú Service Delivery
`Flan

Co#~ t~mers áiid` appropriate' prc~viders' must be ,brought 
tíógether 3n the. manner best suited to the. individual. pilot area, 

'- Ascertaining the .optimal, means' for.- accomplithing this 44l1 re-
quire' ;extensive logistical, planning . and experimentation : fihis 
activity is the .crux of the • Pilot Pró~.ect:



Activity: Documentation of Results 

The coordinating agency would be responsible for 
ensuring that a means for documentation of results is imple-
mented, to be included both as a part of the feedback device. 
to the ongoing planning component and to supply vital infor-
mation to other jurisdictions which will subsequently be,in-
cluded in the Statewide adoption of the Plan. 

Phase 3: Statewidq Adoption (Years 3 through S) 

Utili2ing °the data generated from the .Pilot. project 4reas, 
a detailed approach 'for implementation of a multiple-intervention
action plan statewide, with annual adjustments (the migrant edu-
cation component of each annual increment would constitute the
annual state plan) would come to function within a three year 
per,iod,' 

Constant data gathering (on I uniform basis) would provide 
feedback on additional means for coordination and mcidification 
and necessary redirection. of efforts of the Plai. 



DEV"ELC}P14I~NT OF A DATA BASE,

One major task that lies ahead, for the State" Of Florida
the development of a data base around' the :migrant :farm-`

worker and his family. This process is an essential f irst 
step if .'the State is .to develop and implement , the comprehen-
si,ve. social servicb •system that is necessary in addressing
the ,needs of migrants. In . order that the system be designed
in such a way that,. its utility, .is -maximized, a-: number. of fac-
tors 'must be considered. Among these, critical factors. are;' • 

Data base 'should be , çomprehensive 
Migrant worker data.: should be :.Collected; ,en demo
graphics, .health' conditions, .work habits,. travel
patterns,: and plans'and expectations; 

Migrant, children data should ' be collected on demo-
graphics, educational status!' and health factors;
and

Social system data, should be collected on.educa-
tional enrollment,, health service` usage, and food
service and. welfare program registrations;, and 

Economic data should be collected ñn 'agrieuiturai 
production, wage rates ,•.and unemployment rates
for the current year with projections of each
variable for. the succeeding five-year' period: 

Data bade should be flexible 

It must be possible to' enter .data for .new sets 
of variables into the system relatively eaSily, 

It must be possible to 'call .forth-different data
outputs (combinations, of 'variables), as. the ' need
arises, and 

1, It 'must be possible to .provide. a• broad range,: of
information to all levels of decisionmakers., 

Data base should be updated frequently 

An update of the.data: in the system: should be accom-
plished=at least annually; -and 

An update of 'the 'data should. include surveys of 
work 'sites, a census of school districts, testings
of a sampie of workers: and. children for health,
needs and children for. educational factors . ,-



Data 'base should be accessible. 

 .'Adequate' provision for safeguarding individual
privacy must be assured, 

Adequate utility must be -designed-in for plan-
ners ; , 

Adequate availability must be-provided-,for. de-
cisionmakers.. at all levels (from the Governór's
Office. to the individual teacher), and 

Adequate clarity, readability, and uricierstandl-
ability must be built into the data output. -



.SiUAENTS!..NEEDS. 

.iilt, •.See Chap:~t. ;;~~,: 

Background LÚóraairi~

Nónmi~~ants rr.~xsus Cürren~t.' Migrants 

Current migrants are more :likely to havé rePeated a:,grade. 
than nonmigrants. : Lar.ge'..and.conSis.tant di.fferences. are 

ident ~ on days absent ~wi::th Current ,mfgrants .~b:.ëing ab:sent 
mare: frequ ntly.. 

2:: : Among - malas ~ differences in~'-lá~nguàgeï prob]em. fa;ctor increase 
in • magn,itude through age . thi.rt:een. '(,l.t. .is;-'unlikely that' ' 
,Eriglish-speaking pr.ófic,i,enCY ..deteriorates as :male: 44010.
speaking .migrant students'.iaature,. but: rather .that competei~cy.. 
in English ,bec'onnes. mcire ess~ntial iwith~-each'` successive gr$de• 
:and4 thus, poor :Engl.ish bdComes more noticeable ,to .teache-rs).. 
Di.fference.s .,.between:.nonmigraiit: and.:.Curxent migrant females 
$how lónly' a:sli.ght. increase why' age, 

. :Qvèral3, .the,'differances are substantial, reflecting a ,gen-.
eral söcioec-onamic. ;and ,cultural factor separating nonmigrant 

. and current students; The largest dif.ferences :are. .faund at 
the ten- to thirteenKyear-old levels. This patterti holds. 
true for both sexes.. 

Nonmigrants.versus Former Migrants 

l.. More former migrant .students have; repeated grades than have 
nonmigrant students. 

2.- Former migrant students are also absent more frequently than. 
.noun grants. 

3. Ná significant' differences between: nonmigrant and. former 'mir 
grant students are found consistently for physical and health. 
problems. 

4.. The differences in language problems again occur at the older 
age levels ten teo: thirteen. 

Current Migrants: versus Former Migrants

Current 'migrants are .more likely to 'have repeated a grade than 
are former migrant students. 



2. Absences are tubstantially móre prevalent among Current mi-
grants, Partictilaily the male thirteen year old. 

3. ' Differences in the physical .sand health problem 'factors as 
rated by teachers are largely 'significant, 

4. There are. substantial 'differences in the language problem 
factor reflecting the proportionately greater number of 
Spanish-speaking students among current migrants, 

S. The background factors rank order the three migrant categories
with. nonmigrants 'possessing fewest of the, negative character-
istics and most of the positive characteristics.. , Current 
students evidence the greatest deficiencies' in'bittkground 
factors. Former migrant students fall in 'between the -other 
two groups but resemble the current migrant mote than the 
'nonmigrant. 

White Migrants versus Black Migrants

1. 'Black female migrants are rated' more positively than White 
migrants. on:dress factor. 

White migrants. are Consistently higher ih terns of abseiv. 
teeism. • 

3. Overalrthe Background domain differences betweenWhite:.and 
Black are small. 

White Migrants versus Spanish-speakin$ Migrants 

1. The language problem factor dominates at all ages for both 
sexes. 

2. Differences in the physical and health problem factors sug-
gest that White migrants have more such problems. 

3. The differences on the family support factor favor the White 
Migrant student at age sixteen and the Spanish-speaking std-. 
dent at age seven. 

 'Black Migrants versus Spanish-speaking Migrants 

• 1, The pattern of, differences between Black and Spanish-speaking" 
Migrants is very similar to thatedf White and Spanish-speak- . 
ing migrants:. 



.-, .Spänish-'spëaking~ inigrants are more likely to have repeated
a grade''a~t :.the. thi~ctèen-yea'~r'-o:Id4'level. 

S anïsb~p ~speakx~ng ~~ai'gránts .~are; nio,re;-1;3ke1,y~ tó hav a:m ß~ kçh~~:'
higher 'absenteeism 'rate. 

4. Overall:;; .•fairl.y . large differènces are` evident :b;étivéeti these, 
.tWo, ethnl.c,:.giroups,:'with. the differences, of, language 'problems 
°c'lear.ly ,dominating ` the, ..background profiles . 

.Ability Domain. 

Ñoiimigrants versus I. Currèïit Migrants 

1. Differences between nonmigrabts and Current migrants on 
the fluid ability factor are

-- absence of differences at the five-year-old level, . 

the approximate ,one-half.standard deviation difference 
between nonmigrant and current migrant seven year olds, 
and 

-- the tendency for diffetences between nonmigrant and 
current migrants to increase with age: 

2. Cufrent migrant students are substantially lower in this
important ability (fluid ability) than their nonmigrant 
Peers, 

3, Beginning at age, thirteen, the fluid ability of :current mir 
grant students is approximately the same As that of nonmi-
grants who are three years, younger. 

Nonmígtants 'versus Former Migrants 

1.' The pattern of 'differ'ences between' •nonmigrants and.lormer 
migrants is very similar to that between nonmigrant and 
'current migrant students, 

The, absence of differences among five year olds .and ,the
creasing differences with age is evident. 

Current Migrants:''versus : Former Migrants 

~I. 'Ngne.of tht.differences between current migrant and former 
migrant students in, the fluid ability factor are, signifiçànt, 
at or beyond: the .0S level. 

https://c'lear.ly


.';'.-•'2'. 'there are no significant 'differences between the two migrant
ca'tegóries in fluid _ability.. 

White'. Migranti versus Black Migrants 

.1'., •• SignifiCint, differences.,, with. the white, migrants, possessing
 .. ' ..• greater; fluid ability, are,*iident'at three of five age 

levels. among males. 

 ,, 2.." • Only . the differente at the seven-year-old level between 
White and. Black atigrant females 'iS",significant. • 

White Migrants versus Spanish-speaking Migrants 

Z. Only two differences between these groups are. significant; 
"(1) a large difference favoring White female .migrant stur 
dents at the seven-year-old level and (2) a."smaller, diff,r-
enice favoring White femall Migrants at the' thirteen-year,-
old level.

.Black Migrants versus Spanish-speaking Migrants' 

1.  None of the differences between the Black and Spanish-speak-
   ing migrant students are significant at or beyond the .05
 level.

Overall

1. Differences' in fluid ability 'between nonmigrant and ,both 
'current and :former migrant students are substantial, ap
proaching or surpassing one-half standard deviation' in 
about every .contrast. 

2. Differences' in fluid ability, between noninigrant students
in this study may underestimate the disadvantage, prevail,
ing ,among• migrant students' due, to the fact that the nonmi-
grant (enrolled in the 'same schools -a*s. the; migrant
students) averages •one- of a standard deviation 'below' 
the' national.zorm.. 

' '' 3....,, ..Differences between nonmigrint and migrant 'students are more 
. "ntgneroua and of greater magnitude :than the. differences: . 

among-Black,: White,. .and Spanish-speaking migrant. students,
he .,...7,. differences , due to •-adcial . class ' are. treater. than dif-
ferencesdue.to'ethnicity.',



Differences between nónmigrant and migrant students increaSe 4. 
with age4 

Gross Motor Domain 

NO11MigrintS 'versus Current-MitrAnts-

. 1; Of the eight grois Motor factors--baianCe, sped, explosive
' - power,. dynamic arm strength, static- arm strength, .cardio,, 

vascUlAr endurance , flexibility, apd:agility-7the majority:,,
Or differences • between nonlaigránt and current migrant stu-
dents vor the nonmlgrant.

e, There:are comparatively few..differences among females 'thin ,'
there are%among males. 

,Significant Overall: differences are evident At fOur 'Of :five 
age levels among males but only :two 'overall '*differencet (for' 
Seven- And thirteen. year olds) are 'significant , among. .females..,. .• 

4., The largest differences 'between nonmigrazit and • current 
grant females occur at the seven-year-old' ieVel, which is 
consistent with the male: Comparison: 

S. Among males, the largest two differences between current
migrant and nonmigrant students appears at the ten-year-old '
level in balance and flexibility. Differences favoring non- • 
migrant males are also found at age seven on both of these factors. 

4. Differences favOring,nonmigrant males on flexibility ari
evident at seven, ten, and sixteen years of age. 

,•Nontigrants :Versus Former Migrants 

-1. reater differences (among the described gross motor ,faCt6rS) 
' - • between norunigrant•and former migrant males are evident .at

,ages five and sixteen than at ages seven,' ten,,. and thirteen, 
eas• fer females the greatest differences appear' at seven

and sixteen. 

2, Former migrant five-YearPold males are comparatively more 
deficient in gross motor Performance than are the five-year-
old females. 

tli'e: sevén;-Andi-.tt:i. -Old level •the' Overall, -differences 
between' male s and .between •.females Are of r similar. Magnitude..



The most consistent and substantial difference favoring 
nonmigrant over former migrant males are evident in the 
cardiovascular endurance and flexibility factors. 

5. The overall differences between nonmigrant and former mi-
grant students in gross motor performance are, significant 
at the five-, seven-, thirteen-, and sixteen-year-old levels 
among males and the seven , ten-, and thirteen-year-old 
levels among females.

Current Migrants versus Former Migrants 

1. Current migrant students outperform former migrant students 
in the cardiovascular endurance factor in five of the six 
contrasts. 

2. Five of the five differences in speed and five of the four 
differences in agility favor the former migrant students. 

3. Overall, differences are significant at all. levels among 
males and at the seven-, ten-, and thirteen-year-old levels 
among females. 

White Migrants versus Black Migrants 

ls The seven differences on speed all favor the Black migrants 
while three, of four differences on flexibility favor the 
White migrants. 

2. Five of five differences in balance favor Black migrants, 
and all seven differences in agility favor the Black migrants.

3. Differences between Black and White migrants in cardiovas-
cular endurance, dynamic arm strength, and static arm strength
are wither isolated or insignificant. 

4. There is a general tendency toward     pronounced differences 
favoring Black migrants over White migrants of both sexes 
at the first four age levels. 

White Migrants versus Spanish-speaking Migrants 

1. Three of four differences in the speed factor favor the 
Spanish-speaking migrants. 

2. All three differences in cardiovascular endurance favor 
Spanish-speaking migrants, and four of four differences in 
dynamic arm strength favor Spanish-speaking migrants. 



Biack Migrants versus Spánish-speaking Migrants 

1. The -di f ferences' between.. these .tWo" groups • in gross. mOtor,
performance are 'more .prqnbunced.,'thari :for :either thé 
other. two .'ethnic 'Contrasts'. 

Overall differences are significant at all age .levels for :at. bath sexes with a tendency for larger differences the 
older age/levels. 

3. Seven of .thé seven differences in speeC six of six dif-
ferences in explosive power,.•eight of eight'of.the dif-
,ferences in ;balance, and six of eight differences in 
agility favor the Black migrant student over the. Spanish-
speaking migrant student. -

4: Four of five differences in cardiovascular endurance, three 
of four differences in flexibility, and four of four dif-
ferences in dynamic arm strength favor the Spái.shrspeaking
migranthóver the :Black migrant. , 

5. ,Overall, Spanish-speaking migrants áútperform Black migrants 
in cardiovascular .endurance, flexibility, and dynamic arm. 
strength while Black migrants score higher than Spanish-
speaking migrants on speed, explovive power, balance, and 
agility. Frequently noted' differences were found at the 
ten- and sixteen-year-old levels, whereas differences were 
less evident at the five- and thirteen-year-old levels. It 
is possible that the relative infrequence of migrant group 
differences at the five-year-old level reflects the recent 
practice :of enrolling migrant children. in preschool. 

6, Recognizing the close interrelationships between central 
nervous systems, efficiency, and performance in certain 
gross motor factors and.alSo recognizing the. considerable 
vulnerability of the •yoúng students' central nervous sys-

. tem to environmental insult, immediate attention Should be 
given' to thé possibility that nutritional defects, 'health 
problems., and/or ingestionof toxic substances may be 
causally related to gross motor retardation in migrant 
students. 

Flne Motor, Domain 
4 , 

Nónmigrants.versus Current Migrants 

1. Differences in .fine motor agility (paper pencil tests) and 
hand-eye coordination favor nonmigrants. 



'Three of three dxfferences' in. 'digital" coördiriat'i~n .'favór 
the cúrren,t migrants." 

Nonmiigrtants • versus. Foxier Migrants 

1. Differences on' hand-eye coordination-favor.the nonmigtant 
in, eight of ,fight, .contrasts. 

2. Four of four''differences—on.fine motor .agility favor the 
nonmigrants. 

Current Migrants versus former Mirants. 

1. Differences .between current and• former migrant's are largely 
significant on _thre:e of the four factors, 

White Migrants versus Black Migrants 

1. Three óf foúr differencés. in the hand-eye' coordination 
factor favor the White migrants. 

2. The most striking'differences in both magnitude and number
are found in fine motor agility:in which six :of six dif-
feiences: favor 'the Black migrant 

3, No. differences. on digital•coordination:are existent between 
Black and White migrants. 

White'Migrants .versus Spanish;speaking Migants 

1. Substantial. differeiîees in fine. motor agility are evident
with Spanish-speaking migrants outscoring White migrants

'on eight of .eight. contrasts. 

2. Six of seven differences in hand-eye coordination favor
the .,Spanish-speaking migrant student over the White migrant
student.

3; .in. digital coordination three, of three differences `favor 
the Spanish-speaking migrant.

For males and females; the _overall differences. between 
'White and'Spanish!speaking migrants ire 'most pronounced at 
'ages five and: Seven, . ' 

https://dxfferenc.es


Black 'Migrants versus Spanish-speaking Misränts 

;Overal]:,' tJieire. are: substantial differences favoring Spanish-
speaking migrants at all age levels.

Thirteen'of fourteen ferencei show Spanish-speaking mi-
,:$tants. outperforming ;their. Black peers:•~. 

Summation 

Í,. In' the hand eye. coordination . and fine motor agility factors, 
nonïnigrants :geñei'aliÿ::outscore.: both: migrant categories:

zrl .,digital 'coordination male. cúrr.ent *.grant oútpèrfór.m for-
mçr.migr$nts .who in túrn; .ontperfors4. :nanmigrants. ' ; "

,More differences ' among male5, :wer!e. 'evident` at ten 'years of
'ago =and more differences in' females were evident at 'five
and sixteen years of age than at the other age levels:.. 

4.' Although not as pronounced as the gross motor domain differ= 
ences, the fine motor differences indicate a. generally higher 
level, of performance for nonmigrants in two.' of the three 
fine .~not~ir factors. 

5. On 411 thiee fine motor- factors ethnic group differences 
overwhelmingly favor Spanish-speaking over slack and White 
migrant groups. 

6. Differences between Black and White migrants favor Blacks 
on fine. motor agility, whereas differences on hand-eye 
.coordination and digital coord:ination are mixed.' 

AchieVement Domain 

A(onmigrants . versus Current Migrants 

1.; '.Nonmigraüt f ive+yeár-old' males s)low an ,advantage ..in word.' 
Meaning,' listeningv:aríd al'pflabetiling, Whereas nonlAi$rant
five-year-old fomales show an advantage . in ,word.-meaning.;
matChiilg; and - alphabetizing'. 

2 Overall differences at the five-year-old ,.level are small 
but consistently favor the: nonmigrant. 

At the seven-, ten-; and thirteen-Ÿear-¢ld' levels overall 
differences- are never less than three-fourths.. of a'stand~-
ard; deviation -and approach the full ,sta.ndarä, -deviation 
Lknit. :in' several instances. 

https://migrants.at


4. The•'mag'nitude-.àf.::the . differencés.'between .nonmigrant and:
current migrant students, tends to increase, with age;,•:only
small ' differences are apparent among 'five, year . olds , ',with'
large .differences: becoming evident at the' seven-year-old 
level and continuing through :the sixteen-year-old. level. 

$. There, is' discernible tendency. for,.cutrent migrant•:stu-
dents to be lower in reading and math. . 

6. Within the: reading area current emigrant ,studen.ts scare 
lowest in the vocabulary factor. and comparatively higher 
in the reading (comprehension)•factor. • 

7-. In the math area current migrànt• students are ,cómparatively, 
lower on the math concepts factor: 

Overall, there is an Overwhelming difference between non-
migrant and current' migrant *students in the achievement 
factors; these differences increase with 'age, and current 
,migrant males appear to be at a.slightly greater disad- . 
vantage than their female counterparts 

Nonmigrants versus Former Migrants 

1._ In general,.the differences between nonmigrant and former 
migrant students are somewhat less pronounced.tháñ,the 
differences betveen nonmigrant and current migrant students. 

2. The óverali-difference, values at the five-year-old level 
(both malestand females) are insignificant as is' the over-
all difference for the seven year olds. 

Current Migrants versus Former Migránts 

.l. Former migrant students are, in as much peed., relative to 
achievement factors, as- are current. migrant . students. 

2.. .Thé fact that. i~ormer migr.ant. and cuxrent?mig Irant stiudents 
,are.. largely indistinguishable with respect"; to ;academic"' 
achievement suggests the possibility that''it, is poverty
rather than•. aÍTy Special characteristics of a migrant 2i1;e
style .that ,places students at riSk. 

.White Migrants versus.. Spanish-speaking Migrants

1. With the exception of a large difference favoringfive-year-
'. Old. Spanish-speaking mi rant males over White migrantmales, 
:almost all ,differences. for both sexes favor White .migrant 
.students.

https://that''`.it
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Black Migrants versus Spanish-speaking Migrants 

1. With the exception óf a substantial difference favoring 
Spanish-speaking five-year-old males over Black five-year-
old males, almost all remaining differences favor Black 
migrants. 

.2. Black migrant females evidence a greater advantage over 
Spanish-speaking migrant females than is the case among 
males. 

Summation 

1. Greater differences are evident in the reading factors than e 
in the math factors, although almost every difference, whether 
involving a reading or math factor, is greater than .50 Stand-
ard deviations.

2. Male migrant students evidence slightly greater needs in
 achievement areas than their female counterparts.. 

3. The differences between nonmigrant and current migrant five 
year olds are small compared to the differences prevailing 
at the higher age levels. In general, there is ,a trend to-
ward greater achievement differences with each successive 
increase in age. 

4. Upon entry into the-mainstream o£ the formal education proc-
ess both current and former students are much more similar 
in achievement level to nonmigrant students than they are at 
the seven-, ten- e thirteen-, and sixteen-year-old levels. 

5. Black migrant males are consistently higher in math than 
White migr> nt males, whereas White migrant females are. 
higher in ath and reading than Black migrant females at 
the seven and thirteen levels. 

6. With the xception of the five year-old male contrast in 
which Spanish-speaking migrants score consistently higher 
than White migrants, almost all other differences favor 
the White migrant. 

7. Differences between Black and Spanish-speaking migrants 
overwhelmingly favor the Black migrants, again with the 
exception of the five-year-old male contrast in which 
Spanish-speaking migrants outscore Black migrants. 

8. Spanish-speaking migrant students are lower in achievement 
than either the Black or White migrant students. 



One of the. ,most important findings of. this ;st'udy,. 'that of 
social class d.fference, is reflected in nonmigrant con; 
tract, is .far more numerous and of greater magnitude than 
are, any of the ethnic group contrasts after controlling 
for social class. Poverty produces à pr.ofcund and progres-
sively negative effect on scholastic achievement,and.this 
effect' is independent of ethnic group membership.

Self-Concept Domain 

Nonmigrant versus Current Migrants 

1. The five-year-old:.current migrant student is almost..indis-: 
tinguishable from the nonmigrant five year old. At the.'. 
seven-year-old level small diffferences, primarily on social 
maturity, are 'evident. 

2. At the ten-year-old le~iel for both sexes, large differences 
''are apparent with current migrant students being low on 
self 'acceptance., self secur ity, 'social matur ity, social con.-. 
fidence, teacher affiliation, and .peer affiliation.. 

3. At the thirteen- and sixteen-year-old levels, the differ-
ences between nonmigrant and current- migrant males drop off 
slightly from the.ten-year-old Level,. whereas among females 
the overall differences at these. two age levels continue to 

inc.rease. 

Current Migrants versus Former Migrants 

1, •Óverall,differénces (total ~standardized differences) are . 
insignificant for all contrasts except sixteen-year-old. 
lemales.: • 

White Mivants versus Black Migrants 

The largest differençés. between White. and' Black .Migrants: 
appear in the social confidence ..factor with White migrants , 
outscoring Black migrants on six of six contrasts. 

2. In the social maturity :faÇtor among' females two:-differences 
(each nears one-half standard deviation). favor the White ,mi-
grants.

Among.males, three of three differences in school affili,á-
tion and• self acceptance .£.a:vor Black migrants.:. ' ~ 



Overall, the differences are 'somewhat-mixed.- with.. White mi= 
grants having a,.clear advantage in social confidence:: and 
social : maturity 'and Black migrants. having .'an 'advantage in 
self acceptance, .:school affiliation,, and self assertion. 

White Migrants versus Spanish=spéakirig, Migrants. 

T.k Five of .five differences in self acceptance and. s¢lf Security 
favor the White migrants, ; whereas five of five differences 
in school affiliation favor' Spanisi“speakng ;migrants; 

2.:..:. White migrantsIlofd the advantage in six of six contrasts . •
in social confidence and. four of five contrasts in peer 
affiliation.

• Overall;'differences are significant among males at the seven-
and ten-year-old levels and among females at the seven-, ten-, -
thirteen-,.and sixteen-year-ä1d levels. 

Black 'Migrants versus Spanish-speakïng Migrants 

1.. Six' of six differences in' self acceptance, fóur of four 'dif-
ferences, in self security, and three of _three differences in 
peer affiliation. favor the. Black migrant, student. 

.Z. •' Ovérall} differences in the self-concept domain are signifi-
cant at t'he seven- and ten-year-old levels. among •'males and 
thirteen- and sixteen-year-old levels among females, 

Summation 

.1. With the exceptions of the school, affiliation :factor, in 
which both migrant groups outscore the nonmigrant groups and 
the .famiiy•affiliation and self assertion factors in which 
no differences exist, the nonmigrant students evidence higher 
self-concept scores than former or current migrant 'students. 

xn.thë, social confidence and social maturity fact6rsboth 
current and •fórmer 'migrant students show 'dramatically cue 
pressed scores. 

3. .The greatest differences in the self-concept factors; both 
in terms of magnitude 'and number,.occur among older students 
and center on the personal/social aspects of self-concept. 

4. Differences between migrant    and nonmigrant students íncrease, 
.with age suggest that a complex -of socialization processes, 



including the school, family, peers, and perceived authority
begin: to .reflect a negative. picture of 'the =migrant student 
somewhere,, between .kindergarten *and :secönd grade, and this . 
negative . feedback apparently increases .in: intensity, with` 
,each additional .year of schooling until by the:. fifth or. ,slxtii' 
grade a much depressed' 'self-concept profile characterizes 
the migrai t' studen=t: 

Social .IDomain 

Nonmigrants=versus Current Migrants' 

1. At the five-year-old level, nonmigrant malós .:are rated as 
having 'more behavioral problems and as being, more behavior-
ally disruptive while. having a healthy personality. At all
other age levels„ the negative. factors are more' characteris-
tic of the cdrrent migrant students, whereas thé positive
factors are •more prevalent. among .nonmigrant,':students.' 

2. Seven of seyen differences in the '.socially insecure factor 
' s.hOw current .migrant students'. as being more insecure 'and' ' 
eight of 'eight -differences in • the...healthy personality-factor
favor the nonmigrants 

3'. In three of three contrasts. current_,migrants.are presented 
as • being least. popular; ..whereas :nonmigrant$ .are' most popular 
,in. five of :five signif.icánt contrasts... 

Nonmigrants' versus' Former-Migrants

1. The differences are small but consistently Lena tó place 
nonmï,grant students at An advantage.. 

2. .Female nonmigrant stúdents show a greater` advántage over
-their former migrant peers than: do males. 

3. Former migrant students' àire. rated by their teachers as being
more behaviorally disruptive in five of five contrasts,
whereas noimnigrant. Students are räted b" teachers' as. ,having' " 
a ,healthy personality' at every age level among females and' 
at the thirteen-year-old ievel'among males. 

4. Five out of.five differences in the most popular factor 
favor the nonmigrants'over their former migrant peers. 



Current Migrants versus Former Migrants 

1. Current migrant students tend to be rated as socially in-
secure while former migrant students are more often rated 
behaviorally disruptive. . 

2. At the ten-year-old level both male and female former mi-
grants have behavioral problems and are behaviorally dis-
ruptive. 

White Migrants versus Black Migrants 

1. White migrant males are rated consistently more socially 
insecure than Black migrant males. 

2. At the ten-, thirtebn-, and sixteen-year-old levels, Black 
migrant males are rated more behaviorally disruptive than 
White migrant males. , 

3. Two of three differences in the most popular factor favor 
White migrant students. 

4. Differences among females are apparent in the behaviorally 
disruptive contrast at ages seven, ten, and thirteen. 

At ages thirteen, five of five contrasts give the advantage 
to White students. 

White Migrants versus Spanish-speaking Migrants 

1. None of the White-Spanish contrasts among females are 
significant. 

2. Among males at the ten-, thirteen-, and sixteen-year-old 
levels, more White migrants are rated as having behavioral 
problems. The same pattern is evident in males seven, ten, 
and sixteen year olds in the socially insecure contrasts. 

3. White migrants are more often nominated as least popular 
and also most popular than their Spanish-speaking peers. 

4. The most consistent differences appear in the healthy per-
sonality factor with five of five differences favoring 
Spanish-speaking migrants. 

S. Overall, the differences between these two ethnic groups 
are minimal, particularly among females. 



Black Migránts versus'Spànish-speakiij Mi&rants 

1. "'00171114 Black migrants are rated: as having imore i3egátive,:and. behavior characteristics Spanish,!speaking migrants .as
having more positive characteristics. 

. Z.. BXaGk, migrants are consistently 'rated as more be.havipraiiy 
disruptive (nine 'of nine differences), and .more. Spanish;
speaking migrants'arer ráted as .havin , a healthy p8rsoiial itx;
(five of six differences). 

Substantial differences  between these two:. ethnic groups 
 tend to increase with age with the exception of the sixteen-
ÿeAr-ol.tt::level; 

Suinmátión 

1. Nonmigrant children are consistently rated by their teach- 
ers as having healthier personalities and being more popu 
lar than either their current or  former migrant peers: 

2. The differences between current and .former migrant .students
in the six social domain factors are minimal with the.ex-
ception of one interesting pattern.Current migrant Stu-
dents tend - to be more frequently rated as socially insecure 
while former migrant students are more often rated as be-
haviorally disruptive and least popular. 

.. Différences- betweerf:.White migrant -and;'Black migrant'• _st.uden.ts 
Ave most apparent'in the socially insecure and'dierúptivé. 
façtórs. 

4. 'More White migrants are--rated-as 'socia'ily, insévure, .wher.eás 
more` Black migrants are rated behaviorally .disruptive

S. .In' the differences between" White 'and Spanish-• speaking-
grants, more White finale.students are rated. as being. aociailly 
`insecure and. behaviorally disruptive than Spanish-speaking 
male.: students. 

Spanish,speaking migrants, are tore .Likely to.b'e fated as . 
raving a healthy personality than both 'their White and 'Black 
migrant peers. 

https://st.uden.ts
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rowth Sµtistiud~ 

White :Çúrrent ;mi xant~ g Miles' and females, are tonsisté~tty
-.2 .to, •.4. standard dev;ia~~,ons ~. below=- the' national norm on:
.height for age~ ~

Black 'current migrant males and females are _taller .than: .
the.,riátzoñál ':norm;'until, : they•.reach•• age ,sev+~ni,;,:after ..which`

'the:' advantage deteriorates „rapidly falling below nvrm;•at.• 
age sixteen.. . 

.got?i Wh'ite 'ànd :Black 'current migrants Qf-,bàth;•• sexes are
4 ~ to -: 5"..staadatd' deviations ',overweight : fór":heightti,

A: comparison of Spanish-speaking migrants with the national
norms indicates that these students are consistently .5
standard deviations. or :more • below the enorm with respect to 
height 'and .: $ , standara: deviations ',above.. the ,aorm on .weight ; .
for height. 

óvéri1l; current,`migrhrits, :and'.particularly. White and 'Spanish-
speaking migrants; •.show' a common profile Of malnourished chily

'. dren in affluent societies. This profile is characterized' =
by low height` for áge and overweight for height 'stemmirig #'roiti
a proteiri and vitamin poor diet rxch in carbohydrates.



NUMBERS, CHARACTERISTICS, AND FLOWS
OF FLORIDA'S MIGRANT POPULATION

CVO. II, Sec. 'I)

1. The "pull." phenomena are the most -rèloIiaant factors iaffecting' 
migrati'n.. These .are conditions' in the .receiving',state 
which attract or "pull" -workers out of the home state.
They include wage rates in the receiving state, local
unemployment rates in the receiving state;,- the size  of the
'harvest, .changes. i ' agric'ulturai pr'odOetion,''etc', `.(Chap. ,.6) . 

2.. .We .have • found a s].gnificant 'shift in tha •racial and 
ethnic composition of 'the. migrant work forcé,.s.inte ,19ló8;, 
at which point the 'migrant.':population was .basically young 
and -Black. Since then,• these' Blacks' have advanced into 
unskilled 'and:semi-skilled Jobs; their, positions as 
migrant farmworkers `have . been. -filled ' by, a large' influx
of Mexican-Americans both. from within the' Slate: of Fiórida 
.and from Texas'. -(Chap. 2) . ' • ' , . 

1. A particularly significant finding relates to.the average 
number of children per worker which has'increased from. 
previous estimates Of 1.7 to'oiir current estimate of' • 
2.744. This .figure represents 'an 'average across groups-, , 
with significant differences among the varioús racial'
ethnic ..groups in 'terms of family size, (Chap.- 2) •

~. Our findings indicate significant différences in family 
size and structure as.well as in worker-characteristics 
between the'Blaçk and Mexican-American sub-groups',•indicating 
the need. to address these differences' in migrant _programs.
(Chap. '2) .. , -

S. As we have found that th e tnd of re crew membership    (which
facilitated cöntact with migrants .through -'their crew leaders) 
is decreasing, this relatively easy. connection 'between 
State programs and migrant,workers•is deteriorating. (Chap. 2). 

6. The educational level for the. migrant.popùlatzon as a' 
whole predictably was found to be very low for•-all groups. • 
There appears to be a 'strong correlation. between level of 
education and family' size with a significant détrease "in 
number of years of" education received 'and age of leaving 
school as family size increases, Significant differences 
were found to exist among the sub-groups of .the +population•: 

   Blacks and Whites complete approximately three 
more years of education than Mexican-Americans; 

Blacks and Whites stay in school approximately 
two years 1pnger than Mexican-Americans, 
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The. educatiQñal attainment of women • intexviéwed ' 
was approximately 1. 5.years greeter than of .men
inter viewed: (Chap,.• , : 2).

There appears ' to be no .significant difference , between': crew, 
membership,and non-crew Inembership .in terms of: the ;amount 
oreducation received' by ,the 'w4rkerS: ,(Chap. 2).-

With regards to age, the májór -5igni4canti .findirig,'i:s that : • 
the average, age of migrant workers. is 33,89 :years ;• àpproxi, 
paitely 7 years younger, than that teported in' the. ASPE, 
Settling-Out- Study, This points..;to . indication.s•.tfiat greater ': 
numbers of ,children• in thé- earlier age -gróups tan be expected

thé,'concommitant'h'ighèr -level` of demand for early educa 
'tion. serv;ite.s. .(Chap. 2) , 

there has been a significant shift' away from crew imeinbership, 
since the I einer.t study which. found that ,slightly, ,over,82% 

' of all migrants' traveled with: crews. 'According'.to our: migrant. 
worker survey,- 4.5.041 of-the. workers now travel .with crews; 
'Blacks tend to -be' crew members, .Whites• do not.. (Chap. • 2) 

. 10. .The: only ;group with. any -significant -tendency; to ówn, property'
was the Mexican--American group ,.of'which 2,8. S.7.% of those . 
interviewed: owned either • a home , land-,' vr' a fart.' (Chap Z)'.. 

11. Regarding the location of owned property, it .appears that
the tendency for such .property td be located in''Plorlda 
increases somewhat as ,family size increases, indicating 'that' 
'families with' greater numbers Of children tend to haver a 
more direct ,tie to the .State of Florida th'án do. smaller
families;. (Chap. 2). 

12.. The average age of entry into the labor force among 'migrants 
is 14.21 years,. ranging from 13.75 years for .Puerto. Rican_ 
workers to 1S.15 years for White workers. Workers with-
large families tend to begin wórking at a slightly earlier 
age. (Chap. 2) 

13. The average number of years of,work as a migrant laborer 
is 9.18 years, with Whites tending to spend fewer years as 
a -migrant .worker -and Puerto. Ricans spending . the -greatest 
number of years. For. those females interviewed, more than . 
two-thirds of their working lives was spent as. a migrant 
worker;. the figure was approximately 44% for males. (Chap. '2). 

14. With regards to the reasons for going to the state where 
the most' time was spent during the year, the major reason, • 
(for 40% Of the workers) was- that it was the only available 
work at the time. The second most important reason was that 



wages were considered : be good in thato t state.-' Housing,
health, food and welfare; services seemed` to; have,. a low -attrac 
tiye power for migrant vorkers..'The, fact that the two: major
"pull" ,reasons are economic, factor,• substantiates ::the -use 'of, 
the economic "approach;' to predicting migratory movement: ('Chap. 

1S.: Over 80% of the migrants interviewed expect to ' remain in ./ 
migrant :agriculture:: the significantly greater proportion.
;with -this expectation are Mexican-Americans. Whites have 
a`greater level ,of expectation of'leaving the migrant 
agricultural field. (Chap, .2) _ 

16. The major:"factors that will cause: migrants to `"sett1e:out 
are job opportunities, particularly those outside'. of 
farming. (Chap 2). 

17. Almost 50%'. of those interviewed .indicated '_that Florida Was . -
the state in which they would settle-out when 'they leave, 
the Migrant Stream... Texas was: second; Michigan third.` 
Florida tended to be-the predominant choice of both 
individuals'with°large families and of Spanish-speaking-
groups, indicating that additional emphasis in 'bilingual.' 
education. will be . necessary as individuals begin 'to: leave 
the Migrant Stream. (Chap. 2). 

18, Florida school districts-report 4.10% of t4e migrant student
being-.classified as .handicapped; based on estimates- of. the ' 
national population; 10% of :all students would be reported' 
As having mental, physical or-emotional handicap's. This 
would appear to 'be a severe underreporting ,'Qf students with 
handicapped conditions, especially given the fact that the 
population is of the lower socioeconomic groups where handi-
capping conditions tend to be more 'prevalent. (Chap. 

1 Of those, identified by the school districts as having handi
caps, 88.5% are being setved by the~.schools. However, based 
on the national estimate, only 261 of those students who are 
likely to have handicaps are currently being served. (Chap. 2). 

20. Only 2 out of every S migrant students are being served 
by special programs in Florida. (Chap. 2). 

21. Over the past five years, 6 timesTas many school districts 
have perceived an increase in enrollment as have perceidve 
a decrease in entoilment, and, for the next five-year period 
no school district expects a decrease .in enrollment of mi-
grant .students. (Chap. 2). 



22`, 'I thé ranking ' of the most' critical 'problems 'facing ',migrant 
students' in' their diatricts,the school..districts: indicated 
that the most critical 'problem, was' reading; 'language was the 
second' major. problem area. : 'Whilè ,health was. third in' fre 
quency of ""mention," in terms of .intensity, this is the. most 
intense ,problem that .school. dtstricts face. (Chap.. 2)'. 

23., 'There has ,been (since .1960) a very significant-Increase, In 
school enrollment levels In early child ood 'and;.secondary-.. 
education. This. .has o ocurred, 'as programs have" been' made ' 
more attractive and'.as parents have become more aware of 
their existence in; the case .óf' early' childhood education: 
For .secondary' education, the' reason ;áppears to; be. an `in-
creased valuation plaCed on' education. by both parents and 
students: (Chap. ). 

24. The 1980 migrant farmworker pópulation will lóok muclpthé
same as'i't does 'today, noting, however; the following sit 
nificant trends. 

The migrant farmworker,population will become 
more predominantly Mexican-American. 

In'the schools, an increasing percentage of
migrant students will also be Mexican-American.. 

The average age of workers will ;increase. 

The average family site, especially' in terms 
of numbers of children. per worker will tend . 
to rise. (Chap. 8) . 
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