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Through the_years that Title I educational programs, in Georgia have
.....4, ._ a -.4 ,

been in operation!theie has been a major shift in emphasis. Title I has

.
,

moved (away from funding a wide variety of activities, such as classroom
. . .

I ci'onstruction, purchase of equipment for radio and television instruction and

. t .

,-,,arts,and crafts, to funding a very small nuTber of activities,c5centrating
I

on the basit skills areas, In 1965,49 different activities were eligible

to receive Title /*funding, but in 1974fewer than five instructional

. .
.

activities were eligible alpng with fewer than four service areas to support

. . )

. these activities. Local systems followed-thq lead.stablished at the

C"...% .

/ federal and-state levels, and-are concentrating funds and efforts on a few,.
/ '

.4

/ carefully defined areas of student need. 4
.

/

. I This trend toward reducing'the kindslof activities and services

. receiving Title / support has continued. In 1974-75 most Title I projects

fell into five activity /service arees;kdown from 13 in 1973-74 and a great.

kreduc rom the 49 originally suggested in 1965: These five areas were

preschool, reading; and mattiematics activities and food and transportation

eervice§. Only a few other activities, were fuhded in 1974-75.

.

Another trend that Continued was the reduction of kunding of activities

.r ,r go

and services for secondary students. This was due largely to the pelief

'
that a program of pretention and rRmediation for young children will,

prObably'te of greater'value in the long.run than a reMeiliitiOn program for
L. .4

Olderyouth,
'\

4 r In FY 1975 for the first time the state has ieque ted that local

systems submit objective achievemeht information i ey collect.it.
t I i

-.1 Before,.achievement information received by the state was iargelyymbjective
. 4

;

- 1 ,

in.nature, with systems reporting their perception of.the degree of 'success'
_

. 4

.

of their projects. In 197,5, systems submitted infortation regarding the ,
. -

7

4
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kind of evaluation instruments and,techniques us e, tha-, gain expested and

achieved, and the number students, meeting or exceeding .the'objectives.
.

0 .

Most systems empldyed standardized achievement tests to evaluate student
.00,' . ,

aclevement, particularly in the areas Of reading and malhematics. Many

systems felt that the instruments-used for preschool evaluation did not

k ,

adequately meet their needs. 1
, .

As in the past, evaluation efforts by local system's vary grpatly

*kaCcording' to staff expertise and-administrative personnel available. The

Georgia Department of Education continues to conduct workshops for Title I -

Local' Education tgencies to promote the use of more formal, more formative
4

evaluation methods for measuring pupil achievement. Howevert due to limi-
-

'tatione in staff, the State Education Department jcannot provide the amount

e
of technical assistance that could contribute greatly to

system expertise in this area.

increasing local '

,

This evaluation report is essentially An identification of trends
. .

.
and an examination of the cost of those trends. The question addressed

,

by this repoirt is "Did Title I-inanced activities in Georgia have any

positive effect on the-learning outcomes of participating children?"

f

A review of this report will indicate that the answer to ttt question is

an emphatic ilyes." ,1"`"gt

8
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FY i97,5 BASIC STATISTICS

SCHOOL SYSTEM PARTICIPATION
Systems in Georgi4

Participating systems

a

NUMBER._ OE "SYSTEMS: Y-1.0C-4TION

Rural
Urban.

Suburban

TOTAL

NUMBER OF SYSTEMS BY SOURCE OF INCOME
.

Industry. . . ..., . . , .... -., .

'Agriculture. ...
.

'Services. . . e 1-'''

,

PROJEdtS APPROVED
Regular ses ion
Summer ession,

. 188.

. .%... 188

4

4

TOTAL

151
21

16 .

188

. . . e 90

20
. . 4. . . 188

217

SCHOOL AGE RESIDENT CHILDREN:
.

Residing- in applicarks' districts
Residing in other districts
Dropouts

SCHOOL AGE RESIDENT CHILDREN BY MACE
Black
White
Other

STUDENT PARTICIPATION
Public school participants

'. Nonpublic school participants

TOTAL

I . ..1,145,6401
6659

26,387
0

TOTAL . . . 1,178,686

e . 390;905
785,-304

2,477
TOTAL . 1,178,686

130,608
4 916

TOTAL-. . 131,524

PENDITURE OF FUNDS

Allocisted for use in FY 75 and etpended
Part A carryover from FY 74
Part C carryover from FT-14
pdrt A carryo4r from FY 73
Part C carryover fromE7,73 . ....

TOTAL EXFENDftURES.

ACTT ITY.SCHEDULING PATTERNS
ystems with Regular Session Activities Only

$28;275,389
14,481,193
1,607,391
1,178,676
273,745

$45;816,394

ystems with suimer Session Activities Only
Stems with both Regular and Summer Session Activities

TOTAL i

149

39

-

1
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14PM PARTICIPATION. -'
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ti

ti

1974-1975 Title I programs fell into specifically_defined categories.,

Instructional activities. included preschool,
, .

A

occasional system offering-An Activity other

incl4ded,food and transportetiqn. *pan, an'

reading and mathematics, with ant

than these. Supportive services
A '

occasional sy tem offered a service

/ other than these. Through the years that Title I program have been conducted

.

,in Georgia, the range of offerings has consistently:narrowed." It is felt,that

by concentrating resources -.and effort on the basf skill areas, particularly

in the early grades, moregain.per Title dollar'0.11 be recognized. Thg-

C.

followine_chart illustrates'the decrease in number of activities and services

()tiered for, the past three years.

4,

.,. .

1
.

Number. of

Instructional
Activities

1973
.

1974 ,

0_

1975

18

_
...

.

of'

7 . 3

Number of
Suppostive
Serviles

.

8 6 .1

,

11

.

2.

AI

13

4

5.
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TABLE 1
Pup it3irticipation (Public)

". Joy Activity/Service

-

I

9,

p.

I

.
.

Rd/NTS or INIONEST ' .

.

'Reading accgunted for the highest pefcSitage of public.
school pertiplOants with 51.3. percent.: ' .

4* k

Overall, i activities accoUnted for 4/5 the
tgtalpubliapartoicie.a.tient=-4iith ompipok..w. ices
acoounting,forsfightly less thin 2b-percent. Of 1 :

supportivefservices,.. participation was higher in the limier,
than in the regular seasibn, with trinsportition'showing
thoehighest individual participation..

ACTIVITY , I% REGULAR% , = TOM ''''. .

7

Number of
Regtilar Session

Participants

Percent of
Total Regular
Session .Sumder
Participants

Percent of Total
Aeguler Plus

Session
Participants

Number' pf ,

Session Partici ts

-,

r
Se
Participants

i.ih-4,11t 0; ,

Totil Regular
Plus summer
Participants,

.

_

To7AL, Participapts
Agular and summer

Percent of
Total Regular

Plus Summer
Participants

Preschool.
....

A

9,517__`' 6.359 4.725' .2 698'4' %. , 5.212 1.339
e

'12,215
/

.e '
6.064

.
. .

Reading
,,

86,762 , " 57.976,
= - i

% '43.Q75 '1"

.
-
,

- .

16,539 ... 11.947
,

8.211 '

.

.

1
103,301 51.286 '

Mathematics 34;778

%**

23.239 17.266
,

11,443

.

22.104
. .

-.

5.681

,

48;221 22.947,

Other 506.
%

.338 .252 J1,r.

v '''' ''/'

0 276 '.533 '

" - .
4 .

-.137 .- 782

:JO

.381'

-

Total (Activities) %. 131,563' 87.912 65.318 30,956 . 59.796
.

1,5.368_ ' 162,519-.:*
.

00.685
.

'

SERVICE

_..
.

% .
.

%

. .
. .1.40 VL/ 1

..

.

. . . r

Food
.

.
3,656

t
2. 46 1.816-

.
5,292. ,

. .
10.232 2.62/.,. 8,948 . .41.4.442-

.
=,.

Transportation 14,353

.

w.9.591

. ,
7.126

. -
.

13;676 %

ilit
26.417

r,
f 6.789 /I, 28,029' 13.915

Other , : `054 .040 1,846 Al .3.565 .916 1,927 6'.958

Total (SerVic/ es)
.:.

-.
18,090

.

120088 8.982' - 20,814 . 40.204- 10.332 38,904

.

19,315

*4

TOTAL ALL

AcTIVCEITIE§ ND'
SERVIS%

A
149,653

. idol-

44,

74.3010,

. .

51,770

7.

100 ,...1:1.,25.700 201,423

t ,

100

&

I

.

0

'4

11
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TABLE
Participation (Private)

by Activity/Service

411

POINTS OF INTEREST

Privatescbool.participationreveals that regular session's'
reading accounts for the greatest perticipftioiCwith
alrost 60 percent of titaf par/ticipatien.

Instructional activities accounted for an even higher
'percentage of participation for private school students
than for, public schodl students. Overall, supportive`
services account for only percent of partiCipation.

, REGULAR . 11,- . SUM ME R -- ,
TOTAL J

77*VITY-

Number of
Regular Session
Participants

Perffent of

Total Regular
Session
Participants

Percent oeTotal:
Regular Plus
Summer Session
Participants

,

Number of Sum&
Session Participants

Percent of #-_

Total Summer
Session
'Participants

Percent of
fotal Regular,
Plus.Summer ,,

Participants

-,

TOTAL, Participants
Regular and Sumner

Percent of

Total Regular
Plus Summer
Participants

Preschool q . 0 0 0
a

0 0 ,
.

,

0

Reading '540 70.773 46.834 148 ,

, .

37.949 12.836 688 .
. 59.670

Mathematics ,
- lif 4 ,;223

.
24.227 .,

'41
19.341

-

-.1 92' 23.590 7.979
_.1

315 -- 27-.120

Other 4,1) A 0 ..
-,

9... 23 5.897 1.995 . ' 23 1.995

Total (Activities). .763

.
100 66.175

,--'

-- "263

.
67.436' ,22.810

C

1,026 88385', . ,

SERVICE
.

. .

9-.

,

.

.

..

-, 002

.

..5

10.769 3.643

11\

42 / 3.643

r

Ewa . . 0 .

V
'0

Transportation . 0 _ 0
. .

55 14.103 4.770
f

Ai!.

-'55
r

4.770

Other , 0 . 0 0 30 7.692 2,602 - 36 2.602

Total (Services) 0 0 0 f27

.

32.564 11.015 127 .. 11

.

11.015-

TOTAL ALL
ACTIUITIES AND
SERVIgS 763

.

.17,

%

66.175 390

,
100 33.825

'
1,153 /100

16

/'
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TABLE 3
Pupil Participation (Plblic and Private)
by Activity/Service ."

.

,

POINTS 9F INTEREST)
A

Instructional activities accounted fof 88 .percent of regular` session peeticipmnps.

InstruCtional activities accounted for 81 percent of total participants (regular
and sunmer).

Supportive service's accounted for 1; percent of. regglar session participation.,
Supportive services accounted for 40 perceneofe;summer.sssion participation.

.

ACTIVITY REGULAR .
SUMMER .. , t TOTAL

"

/

, Number of
Regular Ses'sion
Parti6pants .

PercAnt of
Total Regular
Session
Participants

Percent of Total
Regular Plus
1Summer Session .

Participants
Number of,turgOet ,

Sessiop -rtfipatits

Percent of.. Perc4nt off
Total Sumner Total Regular
Session v Session
Participants Participants

TOTAL, Participants
Regular and Stammer

Percent of -

TotalRegular
Plug Summer
Partic-ipanks

6.63

' .

Preschool '3,517 * i6967 4.698 j698 5.172 ' 1.331 12,215
Reading 87:30 57.999 . 43.095 '687 31.991 s, 8%237 103,989 : 51.332\
Mathematics , , 35,001

, ,
23.269 17.277 1535. i 22.114 C 5.694 . 46.536 22.072

Other 506 %,:..,I .136 ' .249 299 6 - --L.573 .147 805 .397
Total (Activities) 132,326 - 87.971 . 65.319 r 31419 59.850 r- 15.409 163,545 ' - 80.732

,...
.

. , ,,

'

.SERVICE
.

-

1C. . .

.

Food 3,656 2.43 l' 1.804 5,334 10.226 2.633 8,990 '4%437 t.Transportation f_14353 §.542 7.085 13,731 26.324 6.778 , 28,084 13.8j3, ,

Other, ,,__41rT___: 81 .053 , .039 1,876. 3.596 .96 t 1,957
' ' '39,031

. ,. 6§
Total 6(Servic 18,090 12.025 8.928 20 941 40.146 10.337 19.266
TOTAL ALL

ACTIVITIES AND
..

...SERVICES

--

150,416

.

.

.

100

-

1

74.251 52,160

.

100

,

25.748
-

'

202,576

-

,

100 :.

,

.
,

.CUM: In some cases, totals shown as 1_00 percent do not add Up to 100 percenX if the separate percentages that make up the total are added. This is
' because the fou4th decimal place in the sub =total figures is rounded off. .' , ,

.. .
. ,

NOTE: These are%dvlicated,figures. That is, a student was counted onde for each activity or service in which he/she participated. Thereforp, the
total here'is greateethan the unduplicated total shown on page , since it represents duplicated numbers ofestudents. ,

,-
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The following' graphs ;represent patterns

Oi
Graph

Participation by
Session, All Acti-
Titles, Services

Graph 2

Regular Se ssion

, Participation by
Adtivlby e

#

of participation.

34

4e;

Summer. Session
Par't ic .

ctfl.rity

-I
4

Graph 4 .1
Combined tess.kons

-.-s Participation by
Aceivity

Graph

,Regula-r Session 4:
Participation `by
Service .;

'fq
.4

3

.* '1K

Zg ,, rerN
-

(1) Regular session
(2) Sue sessidia

r I

PERCENT

80.7
.19.3

,
(1) Reading _ §6./ '.

(2) Mathematics 26.4
f (3) ,Preschool _1.2 .

C4) Other instructional aCtivities4 .4 °

. .
--.....(1) ,Read'ing 53.5.

(2) Mathionatics 36.9 -e
(3) Preschool 8.6

,.. (4) Other instuctional activities, 1.

, e

3 '4
J (1). Reading 63.5

28.5I"- (2), Mathematics

(3) Preschool
4

(4) Other instructi onal Activities .5

7. 5

4

r ' i?

(1) .Food
-

(2) Traniportat ion _I
(3)' Other suptiortive services

.4

20.2

7.9.3

.5

29
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A
TABLE 4

Pupil participati% by Grade
'Level for Public and Private
Schools for 'Regular Seisigri

Unduplicated)

,e

4

Pb,

a

1

.
I

a'o

POINTS OF INTEREST
84.4 percent of totargarticipation occurs, in grades
1-7, an increase of 4.4 percent over FY.074.

Pre-KindergartAn and Kindergarten participatiqn
accounts for 8.7 percent of the total, an increase
of 1.3 perden1Lover FY 1974.

.
S.

.1>'
,

.

Grade Level ,

. .-:'
4

Number of Participants

Private'

.
- .

6

.

Total

.

.

Percent of Total
Participants by Grade Level

.

Public
Pre -Xindergarteni_

Kindergartelt . 9,562- ,'o 9,562
.

8.7 -

1 r0,274 47 10,321 9, 3, .

15,190 114 15,304 13.6
3 15.,f98 168 16,166 14.5 -

4 15',06#2 136 15,198 . 13.7
5 . 13,300 - 113 13,413 12.0
6 . 12;505' . 135 12,640 11.4

10,734 , 35 10,769 . 9.

5,495 12 5,507 ',- 5.

9 1,447 0 , 1,447 .L.3
"10 377 377 . i .3

, 11 265 0 265 2

12 80 0 80
TOTAL 110,379 760 111039 -

Dropouti ,. 2,750 15 . 2,765 ,

. Neglected. and Delinquent ' 73 , , 723 .- ,

21 ,

t=

1 22

66,



TABLE 5

Pupii. Participa ion by Grade
Leal for Publi and Private
Sehools for Summ r Session
(Unduplicated)

POINTS OF INTERES

Pre-kindergarten nd kindergarten partici-
pation is almost percent hAgher in the

er session n in the rfgular session.

83.1:percent of total partic pa.on'ocburs in
grades1-7. This ,is an inc
over summer, FY 1574.

I It

ease of 8.5 percent

111r.
.

.

Grade Level

Number of Participants

Private-

#

.

Total

.

.

.

Perc of Total
Partici a by'Grade Level

.

Public
Pre-KiAdergarten,
Kindergarten 2,942 0 C 2,942

40".

14.4_
1

.
. 3,041 . 10 3,051 A 15.0

2 2,786.
_____

17 2,803- .
13.7 a

3 ,
) 3,126 31 3,157 ._ 1 15.5/

i

.

4 2,515 - 29 lir 2,544 12.5
5 2,271 9 2,280 11.2,
6 1,810 43 1,83 9.1
7 '1,1- 1 247 7 1 254

r

1

0.1
8

. 274 10 284 1.4
9 ( ''.-- , 40 '' 0 40 . .2 .1,

10 35- 0 0 , .2 '
1B , - . - 2

A,
,,, . '0.0 ,

12, 140 140 A .7'I
,TOTAL 20,229 156 20,385 1 00

Neglected. and Delinguenk, 195
-4-

'

*

,44

I

r
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TABLE 6
Title I Schools arid Participants
in Georgia

4

POINTS OF INTEREST
More than half the public schools in Georgia are
Title ISchools. Ten percent of students in
Geoxgia\schools are Title I participants: Only,

one perebut of private school students participate
'in Titly I activities.

,

Type of
School /

.
.

Total Percent
of Schools

_

.

.Schools with.
Participants

,

Title I as a
Percent of

Total Schools ..s

Total

Anxolled

,

Title r
Participants -Total

,

.

Title I as a
Percent of

Enrolled

Publi,c

-

1,779 984 _ 55 1,087,142 130,608, 12
.

Private 243

...

. .

16 56,637

,...

916 -.! 1.6

TOTAL
'

2,022 1,000_ 49 1,143,779

_

13l?524 ,

.

11.5

NOTE: In order 64. private school students'
within the Title I target attendance
on the premisep of a private school,

,

1/4

r
N

. L.,

to participati in Title I, the, child must reside '

area. fn order for Title I services to be pr6vided. -

that school must be in compliance with the Civil -Rights Act

26

ti

4
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TABSLE 7

Estimated NUIM1 -i-eof Students

Who Participate'd'in Title
by Race

-4

) P

2

J

POINTS OF INTEREST .

The ratio.of.black fo white students
parlicipatipg in'Title I activities
is igughly 5:for combined sessions.
This is essentially the same ratio
as for FV*974...White participation
drops from 39.9 percent ins regular
session to 21;5 percent in summer
session, Black.participation -

increases from 59.9 percent in
regular session to 78.3 percerii in
summer session.

c"---

Regular

Session-,

Perceht

of Total
Summer
Sessiori

Percent
'oCtOtal

Combined

Sessions
Percent
of Total

White 44,390 39.9 4,379 . 21,5' . , 03,769 .."'

.

37 .*-

Black 66,584 59.9-

.

15,971

t

78.3 _. 82,555
.

62.8
11.',

Other 165
,%..-

35, .2 200 .2

,

,IOTAL .

- ,

111,131r

,

100

.

20,385

.

100 , , 131,524 100

ti

as

401

Nor

ti

16

rl
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IMMA
NumSee and Percent of Title
Participants and Schools Secording
to School...System Size

POINTS OF INTEREST

In -general; as.sohool system size increases,
,participatioe in.Title I decreases.

Sdhool syltems with the Smallest ADA X999
or under) show the highest percentage of
Title T-participants (31.98).

School systems with the second highest
ADA (31,000 - 43,999) show the lowest
percentage of Title.I participants (4.47 percent)',
while the systems with the highest ADA (44,000 -
84,000) show the second lowest percentage
(5.66 -percent

Smaller systems served a higher percentage
of their total enrollments than did larger
systems.

Slightly more than one half Of all schools
in Georgia were Title I schools.

1.*--

ADA /
GE

NUMBER
SYSTEMS

TOTAL
:ADA

AVERAGE ADA"
PER SYSTEM

TOTAL TITLE I
PARTICIPANTS

TITLE I AS
PERCENT OF
T. AL Aft-

AVERAGE NUMBER

OF TITLE I
PARTICIPANTS/SYSTEM 4SCHOOLt

AVERAGE NUMBER

SCHOCLS/SYSTEM

TOTAL
TITLE'I
SCHOOLS

TITLE I AS
PERCENT OF
TOTAL SCHOOLS

AVERAGE NUMBEIF
OF TITLE I

SCHOOLS/SYYTEM

44,000-
84,99 201,761 67.254

...,

12,822
.

6.4
3.809 313

a

104 102 32.588

r

34

31,0 0-
43,(999 2 64,779 12,390 3,247

,

-

5.0
1,447 138, 69 47 34.058 24

21,000-
30,999 5

...,

136,08; 27,216

.

15,666 11.5 2,792 238 48,

.

104 43.697* 21

11,000-

20,999 33,893

)

16,947 3,739 11.0
1,667 61 316.

42.623 13

10,000- ,

10.999 1 10,531 10,531 1,078 10.2. 942 20,

.

20 8 40 8

9,000-
9,999 5 - 47,482 9,496 2,125 4.,9 414

*

87 11 45 51.724
. ,..

.

8,000-
8,919 3 25,275 8,425 1,687 r

.

6.7 - 501
.

43 14 18 41.86 6-

7,000-
7,999 . 4 29,219 , 7,305 3,778

.

12.9 842 60 15 - 40 66.667 '

6,060-
6,999

. ,

57.792

-

6,421 7,954 13.8 784' 94 , . ' 10 64

a

68.085 7 .

5.00Q
5,999

.

4 21,395- 5,349 ' 3,425

11,743

, 16:0

18..8 748 ' .

38

123

10

'9

26

.95

sr

%

68.421

OP 77:236 7 .

4,600
4,999 14

;
62.510

,.-.

4.465

II \
3 ,t 28 99,01 0- 3,536

.

18.006
_.-

,

yy
: 8.2 573 182 7 424' 68.132 , 4

2,000-
2,999 36 88,329 2,454 , 19,931

.

22.6
493

a
,... *

17T 5 , 129 14.5661 - * 4
,

-

1.000-,
4,999 53

.

83,7.63 1,580 20,641

.
.

24.6 347 174 . -- 3 128

..

73.563

e .

2

. '

.

999-
0 19 -" 12,728 670

r

4,566 35:9
. 214

.....

35 2 28 8a
.

.

TOTAL 188, 974,548 5,184 . 130,608 ' 13.4 619 1,779
.

9 984 55.312 A

....Et' Graphs 11, 12 and 13 provide further illustrAIon of these points.
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GRAYS 13

Title ISystems
within ADA R....4es

D.

, .

POINTS OF INTEREST
.

This griph shove each system. according to
the ADA it reported. Ilge. shape of this
griph Indicates clearly that by farhe
largest number of systems,have ADA's
between 1000-1999.

1\ 4

.#4

1 -

f 0

Systems with ADA's hiihlr than 9999
are few in number. There are.only
13 systeas.in Georgia with ADA's above

-

9999, 9r only seven percent of the
total number of 1pase,. The eys1014i
numb6s dieted are official State
Department of Educition numtWrs. System
nares'correpponding to systeVsbers
are shown in the Appendix.

,

.
.

. A D A
-

,--- RANGE

, e

-...,\

, 0

.

'44000-

84999
31000-

43999
21000-

30999
11000-

20989

. ,

ar10000-

10999
90011-

9999
8000.
8999

7000-
7999
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5000-
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4000-
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3000-
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2000-
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0'

-
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TABLE 9

Number of Title.I Participants
by Grade Level by Activity,
by Service for Public and
Private Schools

POINTS OF INTEREST'
1.21 largest amount of public scipol participation occured
trkindergarten through gradcfreven with 94.3 percent of

^participants.

Third grade showed the single highest public school
participation, with a combined total for regular and
'summer sessions of 29,013.participanta, or 14.4 percent
of the total. Least participation occured at grade 12,
with 238 participants for both regular and aummer-sessiore,
or .1 percent of the total.

Private school participation
followed the same general pattern,
with largest participation occuring
in the elementary grades. Grades
1-7 accounted for 96.5 percent of
the tonal private school participa-
tion. There were no private school
participants in Title I kindergar -
ten activities.

Total private school patticipation
was only 5cpercent df thfr-mptal

Title I participation in Georgia.

rrade

Level

School Reading `lathe:mat ics

Other

In ,

Acti:ities. 1 Food

I ether
Transportation 1 Services Total

GrGrand

Tote*

22,995

'Type Reg.,:ar S,..rrner I Total . Regular, ! Summer 1 Tot
13 , 35 0 ; 0 1

Regular summer Total Re1ular 1 Summer : Total

2 0 T 2 i 3,416 I 1.453 i 4.869 :

Regular I Summer} Total Regular

3.860 i 1.749 1..5 609 1 0

Sumer

215

Total.legul
215 16,861,40,128Pre-K Public 72

K*. Private 0 0, 0 0 ' 0' 01 01 0 0 I 0 /4 0 ; 0-1- 0 i 0 0' 0 0 0 0 0
Total ._ , 1 o s o 2 i 3, 16 1,453 4,869 3,860 1, 49 5,609 0 - 2" 1.,: 6,1- 22,

, ,

.

1 -- '

, : : '
Public ' 8,960 3,1'51 12,111 3,633 : 1,435 ' 5,068 i 356 9 365 1 49 I 935' j 98'42

I

798 1 263220 i 3,118 I ''' 0 111 Ilk 13,296
-

7,961 21,757
Private 47 16 57-1 0 2 2 -1 T I 0 0 0 p i 10 T 101 0 0 '0 . 47 23 I _20
Total 9,007 1,161 .72-,1-68 : 3,633 ' 1,437 5,070 356 10 366 49 915 984 798 2,330 f 3,128 0 III 111 13,843 7,984 216827

-'

Public 13,.0-0 2,729 16,18* 4.501 1,626 '6.132 12 21 45 786 '"831

,

1 447 1 916 3 363 ' 0 490 190 19,467
.

-

259 26 726
2 Private 1 s s 3 0 I 1 1 0 13 . 13 0 0 117 2 159

Total 13.547 2.747 16,294 4,536 1,633 6,169 , 9 15 24 45 787 832 1 447 1 929 3 376 0 190 19 584 7 301 26 885

Public 13,860
10'

2,998 16,858 ,

,0

5.126

:

,1,976 i-7:102 1$

IIIMMIIMBMILEMIIIMI1.1..1.12111ERESIMMIWINME
21

16 . 44 796

44 97

.

1,707 02

1 71

240

. 5

,

3,947 '1 1 283

'1

284

2.1

2,746
1.7

20 W3-8,337

8,267
70

29,013
237

3 Private
Total 13,969

29,250

. Public 12,879 2,464 15,343 5,160 1,84 4478 11 20 31 30 597 62] 1,623. 1.883' 3 506 8 326 334 1.711 71.108 26.819
4 Private i 100 28 id 37 11 48 0 2 2 0 1 1 0 ' 15./. 15 0 , 5 5, 137 62 199

Total 12,979 2,492 15,471 5,197 ,829 7,026 11 22 33 30 598 628 1,623 1,898 3,521 331 339 19,848 7,170 27,018

Public 141,395 2,157 13,5524 4,991 1,939 6,912 12 19 31 46 361 407 1 664 4 491 9 155 , 11 \3 314 18-101 6-270 24.371
Pr fv-ste zn ,-8 84 32 6 43 0 1 1 0 i 0 0 0 2 2 0 , 4 113 ' 21 134
Total 11,471 2,165 ,638- 3-.010, 1,943 6,955 12 20 32 46 361 407 1,664 1,493 3,157 11 0 318 18,214 6,291 24,505

Public' 10,439 1,-678 12,117 4,539 09,487 6,026 15 41 56 26 25g' 282 1,514 1.164- 2,678 t 18 1 2 210 16,551 4,818 21,369
6 Private 1 77 43 rzti .58 -42 TOO -,0 1 1 0 39 39 0 0 0 0 , 1 .1 135 ', 226 261

Total 10,516 1,721 12,237 4.597 1,529 6,126 15 42 57 26 295 321 1_,514 1,164 2,678 18 193 211 16,686 4,944 21,'630

Public 9 411 1,106 10,517 4,064 993 5,057 32 82 114 0 152 152 1 310 749 2,059 9 118 127 14,826 3,206 18 026
Private EM:1111/1MIMMIIMESINKMUMEM IMMMIMMELMIIIMIEallIMMEIMMIIMINEIMINIMMEIMIOMMINNIM

El
0 152 152

0 0 0

1,310

430

749.

158

2,059

588 MI 121

108

30

22

14,861

7 020

3,218

564.

18,079

7 58

Total
y,

Pub

-
Public 1J4,470

', .11

159 4, 9 2,078

. -

; Private IIIMMLIW' tigliMMAIMMILIBMILUNIMMEIMIMEIN=IILIIIMMIIIMMUMMIIIIMMMEll =MN 10 12 25 37
Total. 4,482 . 165 si amisgaminummagmankimuammanzonumm-Laimmilim 32 7,032 589 7,621

Public 1,136 14 1,150 506 11 517 18 17 35 0 ''' 0 0 0 6 ,,.6
. 0

6

7 0 .7 4,667 ,48 1/7159 Private
Total

0

4.136
0 0 0

14 1,150 506
0

11-

0

517

. 0
'' 18

3

20-
3 . 0 0 0

38 0 0 - 0
0
O

0
6

1....9

42
0

. 0 7,

0
1,667'

3

51

3

1,718

T5-1Privite
Public ' 291 16 307 484 ' 10 1 12 9 21 0 0 0 0

.

Q 0'

1

2 0 2' 489 3,5 5246 0 0 0 0 0 , 0 , 0 0 *1) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0ota
. .1

I. 0 0 0 2 489 35 524

Public 269 0 269 8 0 8 '4 2, . 6 0 0 0 0 0 0
.. .

3 3 _204 2 286
11 Private 0 0 0' 0, 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0, ' 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Total 269 0 1 269 8 6 0 0 0 0 0 8 1 0 .284 286

Public 120 54 174 1 54 55 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 o

.

0 8 d 130 108 238
12 Private 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Total MMEMIIMMIEILIIWIMIMEMINIIIIIMMIIIMIKIIMJIMEINIMIIMMIIMMIIMEL111=1211 -0 8 130 WO 238

*WTI _pose Olguressare duplicated, since students may have particillated in more than one activity/service and/or both regular and summer sessions,
iddfwsspld be.counted once for each participation. This total includes 12,215 Preschool participants.

"Pre-K, Kirleeigirten

The Preschool activity had 9,517 regblar progral participants ih public schools and 2,698 summersangria participants for a total of 12,215 Preschool participants. There were
no private school participants in this activity.



TABLE 10
Estimated Number of Students

.by,Handicap,Who Parfl.civateT4=.'

in Title I, Regular

POINTS OF INTEREST
4206 haudtCapped-children were
served in the'regular school
1tie I program in FY 1975.

Those served were, classified into
eight categories'according to

-handicap, with the larlest number
of these (465,-Or 38.6 percent)
classified as mentally retarded.

A
L

'Thtsea_laygekit number of handl...,
capped Oildren'ierved were classt-
fted as Speech inipajied, ands

'comprised-26.6 percent-of the total
handlcap. population served.

, Regular
Session

Percji-tn- of Total
Handicapped

38.6Mentally retairded 465

Bard of hearing , 191 15.8

'Deaf 3 . '.3

I
Speech impaired 321 26.6- -,

Crippled 34
---.--___

' 2.8

Visually hAndicapped

.

86 7.1

Emotionally disturbed 61 : 5.1

Other health impaired, 45 3.7
.

Total handi6apped 1,/b6 WO

a.

29

.

0

/-

,a



SUMMARY-DATA ONPARTII4PATION

4. * oA,Of activities and aervices, Reading accounted for the highest

perctntage,of part4cipation in both regularsI57.9 scent) and ;rummer

(32.0 percent) sessions;

Irilstructional activities as a whble aCcounteld for a higher percentage

of participatiOn than did supportive services in both regular and slimmer

sessions.

Transportation accounted for more pa ticipatfow ia,both regular and,
.

' a
summer sessions a'an did any other nervic .r

Elementary 'grades (1-7) accounted f r *higher percentage of total
. ,

participation in both regular and summer sessions.

Of all pu lic schools in Georgia, 55 percent,participatel'in Title I,
A

and of all private schools, 7 percentlparticipated in Title I.

Pin regular and mod sessions combined, 62.8 percent, of Title

participants were black and 37.0 percent were Weite,,with .2 percent

40-

11fall4g into the "other" category.

- ,

In general, school systems with smaller ADA's serv41 higher percentages

Of their enrollmentiand had higher percentages of schooli participating.

30
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tXPENDITUkES
4

;

Total' LEA -expenditures.for Title I in FY 1975 in Gedrgia were
. °

$45,816,394. Of tfileAmotpt,... $28,275,389-iiis allocated for FY 1975;
l

$14,481,193 was carried. over from Part A FY 74; 41)4.7.1 6 was carried,over
, .

. .,
.9 -

from'Part A FY 1973; $1,607,391 was carried over from Part C FT 74, and

$271,745 wes/torri over from-Pait CFY 73.

Becedsefis al ounting.of educati*alfunds iu$Georgia is diterminiiir

bYthestate auditor and is not consisent.wiih attivities,atcountingby ,

Ile_ 0
''';$1.*Eks, it is not possible to eive exact accounting information by*ectligia

v

. . . .

.vi-

ties
, ...._ .ties ana services. Iruaddition, many ' LEAs did 'not re011,by activit indire ct

.

.4

1.

costs such as administrative costs, maintenance and operation of plant faci-

lities, fixed chargles and capital.autlay,for various types 6,0[0,eipment
,-----, , .. .. .

since these expenditures were itrequentlydifficuit,to assIgn to one parti-,
'

. ,.;°,-... . .

I. /".- -cularlctivity.wihin a local prolram.° Additionally., funds were not '°some,
,

:reported by LEAs amino effective Obse-referencing method was buileiuto

, I
f .'s

.'

the reporting-requirements to Ilighlight'such 'discrepancies. Therefore; in,

ti,
order to,obtairi comparable and consistent figures regaultg Title I expendi-e, 1*-- ' ,

41Ni.r
. , ,, 'tures -by, spill a by activity and service, the'folj.owing procedure was --,

It.

,

1,-; .

Used. (The figures psad.ie,.Table-, 11, '12 ind 13 nd any derived from these
.. - m

4,4
tables, are based.QuNphis pucechjre. )

.,. .

1: The total' expenditure figure was obtained from Fiscal Service.
/ ^

2. Percentage proportions of total elEpendittNes liar category werie
e froM data submittecf4by LEAs to the'Evaluation Unit..,

. ,
,

.
,

3- The percen ge proportionewere.applied,1b the total expenditure
.figurefrom Fiscit Servicis; 40ereb9Wehaining adjUpted per 4

- . categork figures.- .

. ANI

1 o,'
. ib 4

The followillig tables a graphs illustrate patterns of Title I

.expenditures in Georgia.

.

, .

33 .
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Table 11

Table 12

Table. 13

Graph 14

oraph

Graph 16

graph '17

Estimate Eipenditures by, ActivitY/SeMce for Bath
Regular and Summer Sessions Combined

Estimated Expenditures by Activity/Servidjor Regu-
larbpission and for Summer Sessioh

.7.
.

linkiig of ActivitissperVices According to the Esti-
mated_Dollar Expenditure per Participant

Esti Expeudiivres for Activit -ies/Services for ,a

billed Sessions

Estimated Expenditures for ActMties/SsrVices for
Are Regular, Session. . '

ima edaxperiditures foi Acrivities/Services for
the ., er Seision .,

.. Ame

Estimated Expiendituresby AZtivity/Septces for
Combined Sessi6nS

4

* 1

IN(

,

A

A

4-,

r

, '

" 4

4

S

_

a

4

.

c
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4 TABLE 11
Estimated Expenditures by
Activity/Service,

POINTS OF INTEREST
Over 97 percent of the total Title I expenditures
was for reading, mathematics and preichool activi-,
ties. /Ws concentration is a reflection of the
OMphlfil on basic skills throughout the state at
the local level which has increased Jirtmatically
for the past several years. A caparison of
expenditures for basic skills activities for the
past three years illustrates this increasing emphasis.

1/0 '

YEAR'
*

P cent of Total
Est tad Expenditdres
Go for Basic Skills

Percent Increase
Over Previous
-, Year

FY 1973 82.5. 8.8
FT 1974 94.8 12.3
FY 1975 97.4 2.6

The activity for which nost Title I monies were expended
was reading; with over 60 percent of the total Title'I
expenditures devote4,to this area.

I

11.11

Expenditures per parrlc/pant
ranged from $9 to $668 with
preschool being the activity
requiring the greatest expen-
diture per participant.

Both individually and as s group.
supportive services required far
less expenditure per participant
than did instructional activities.'

. Activity/Service
Combined Services r

Estimated Title I Expenditures
1 P

, Tit
cent of Total
I Expenditures

* Number TitlA I
Participants

Average Title I Expenditures/
Participants

Preschool $ 8,160,119
.

7.811 4.215 $668
Reading

.

. 27,825,183 2'r 103,989 268
Mathematics 8,637.259 18,8 46,536 186
Other Instructional Actiyities 209,176 .Z57 805- . 260
TOTAL Instructional Vivities

,
lio 544 8 ,32037 ' 97.8rr 16 545 -- 6274

Food 1717PTE . ..05 ir:9ft
,

19
Transportation

NI

795.091
-,

1.735 28,084 , 28
Other Supportive: Services 17,576 'e .038 1 9

.TcaL Supportive Services 0. - Eleit0357- -Tr-1413 39 1 25
r Total All Activities/Services . IEETir.394 roo.mou TEX 6226

NOTE: These are duplicated figures. That is, a student was counted once for each actiyity/ibervice
the total berm is.rreatxr thin the unduplicated total shown on page

bT

`.4

1

, (

In which he/she participated. TherefOre.

0

tsweiNgl 44
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TABLE 12

Estimated Expenditures

:1,Aceivity/Service for
Regular Session and for
Summer'Session

.

POINTS OP INTEREST

In both regular and summer sessions expenditure.. were
far greater for instructional activities than for sup-
portive services. Supportive services show a greater
percentage of expenditure during the summers ession than
during the regular seselinn,'but still much less than in-
structional activities.

Both in regular and summer sessions expendicips were
greater for ths reading instructional activity than for
any other single ctivity or service.

1

_ssmosiolsr

/mirage Title I expenditure per participant was greatest
for preschool during the rsgular session and for other
instructional activities during the summer session.

*0,

Three systems conducted other instructional activities,
two of which were tutorial Mile the third provided
camping experiences for handicapped students.

_

s...
__ .

,k...,
Regular Services .' &Mier Services e

Q '

ActivityisParticitsPerParticiapatSeryPendm4rar.e

Estimated
Title I

Percent of Total
Regular Estimated Number of

Average Title I
Expenditure

Estimated
Title I

'fiercest of Total

Sumer Estimated
Expenditures

Number of
Participants

Average Title I
Expenditure

Per Participant

Pieschool , . ' '7,777,837 113.294 9,517 . 817 ii2,482 11.586 2,698 1Z2

Needing 7 mIsa-i 5153.-------ti.s32 . 87,302 306-
._

1,664,630 so.4111 16,687 100
it

Mathematics , 7,862,909 18.494. 35.001 225 774,350 23.455 11,535 67
Other Instructional;
Actrise ItIc 105,170 .248 506 208 104,106 3.153 299 _ 348

instructional /Activities 41,906:469 . 98.568 /12,326 317

1

2.925.568 88.616 4.,- 31,219 94

nod k. 141,947 .334 3 656 39 29 739
k.

.901 5,334 -6

TrMpportation 460,820 1,084 14,353' 32 334,275 10.125 ' 131731 '24
.

.

:1t44r -Stirt iv"p\decte4.
,

5.785 .014 81 e. 71 11,791 . .358 1,876 6

TOTAL Supportive Services

/
1.,.-i* bw0.552 1.43; 18,090

so-

34 375,805 11.384 20,941 18
,ropr. ,/
All Acf941ties/Services 42,$45,021 100 . 150,416 283 3.301073 100 52,166 4 ,_ 63

\

st

w,

46
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The followingigM1rraphs are based on infoimation in Tables 11-and 12.

s

Graph 14.
Est ed -Expenditures

1 fog vitiestSirvices
for Combin511. Sessions

r .

Graph 15-
Estimated Expenditures .

fpr Activities /Services'
*far the Regular Session

.

Graph 16 ,

"Estimated Expenditure's

for Activities/Services
for the Summer Session

Prat) 1i
Estimated Expenditures

i? Activity /Service for
the'Combined Sessions

4 1'

1

(2) Services

A

PERCENT

97.9 f
2.1

5) Preschool 18.3

(2) Reading 61.5
(3) Mathematics , - 18.5
(4) Other instructional activities .2

(5). Food .3

'446) Transportation 1.1

(75 Other supportive services .1

(1) Preschool 11:6

11, (2) Reading 50.4

'(3)- Mathematics z 23.5
(4) Other instructional activities 3:2

(5) Food . .9

(6) Transportation 10.1,

(7) Other supportive services ,3

or

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

(5)
(6)

(7)

Preschool
Reading
Mathematics
Other instructional
Food
Transportation.
Other suppoortive services

..

17.8

60.7
18.9

activities .4

.4

1.7

48,



Table 13
Ranking of Aitivities/

Services According to
the Estimated Dollar
Expenditure per\Participant.

_ti

or

Points of:TIZ'Aest
Expenditures ranged from a low of $9
per participant for one activity to
a high of $668 per participant for
preschool. b
Other instructional activities were'
primarily tutorial in nature.

Ranking of Altivities/Services
,

According to Estimated Dollar
Expenditure Pet- Participant

Preschool
,

$668'

Reading '

.

268
.

Other instructia*,00eCtivities 260

Mathematics 6 186

Transportation 28

.

Food
.

19

Other supportive services 9

49
38

0
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Y DATA ON EXPEN ITURES

er 97 percent o I expenditures went for reading, Mathematics

and reiChool activities, 144).2 m) percept of the total devoted to reading. .

reschool activities had' the highest expenditure per participant, with $668

for combined 'sessions.

per participallt.

Other Supportive Services showed-the lowest, with $9

N,,
Instructional activities accounted for far gre4ker eapenditUfe of T

__funds in both regular-and summer sessions than did supportive ,services.

50
39
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ACHIEVEMENT

For the first time since Georgia has been reporti Title I evaluation

information, systemi were requested to submit objective.achievement informa-

tion on Title I_students.in a standardized format. Before, subjective
d

opinions of Title I progrim operators were sought as tg the success of heir

program, but very little hard-core objective achieement,Snformation was

obtained.

While the information obtained this year cannot be summarized in

terms of the gain made statewide for reading; mathematics or preschool,

it does present a more objective picture of the impact of Title I programs

on student achievement than was possible in the past.

Statewide gain cannot be summarized because systems are free to use

whatever tests they choose for Title I evaluation: This means that each

- test must be treated Separately iricompiling gain, so that statewide

totals can be obtaine for a particular test;but not across tests. This

results in statewide subtotals for each test used, but not state totals.

Table6-14 through_17 show thrgain made by test type for preschool,

reading, mathematics and other instructional activities.

In addition to requesting objective achievement information, the ,

practice of requesting subjective information was. continued this year, )

so that a comparison between the perceived success of a project and the

actual achievement gain could be made. Tables 18 and-19 reflect 'success

of Title-I projects as perceived by local.eValuators. P'

The following tables and graphs illustrate patterns 'of Tile I

achievement in Georgid.

52
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Table
Table
Table
Table
Table

14

15

16

17

18

Table 19

Table 20

Table
Graph
Graph
Graph
Graph
Graph
Graphs

Graph
Graph
Graph
Graph
Graph
Graph
Graph
Graph
Graph

tolGraph

'Graph
Graph
Graph
Graph
Graph
Graph
Graph
Graph
Graph
Graph

Graph
Graph

21

18

19

20
21

22,

23

24

25

26,

27

28

29

30

311

32
33

34

35
36

37

38

39
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41

42

43
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44

45

Preschool Achievement I formation
Reading Achievement Iv ormation
Mathematics. Achievement Information
Other Instructional Activities Achievement Information

Number otActivities,,Participants and Amount of Expendi-
tures aifleach Success Level by-Activity/Service

lumber of Activities, Participants and Amount of Expendi-
tures at Each Success Level by Objective Type

Problem Factors .by Insttudtional Activity, Ranked from
High (1) to Low (6) Problem Areas

Methods-and Devices Used to-Assess Learner
(PRESCHOOL) test of Bhsic Experiences
(PRESCHOOL) Pregchodl Readiness Test
(PRESCHOOL) Metropblitan Readiness Telt
(PRESCHOOL) Peabody, Picture Vocabulary Test
(PRESCHOOL) Other Tests
(PRESCHOOL) Total.
(READING) California Achievement'Tests
(READING) Iowa Test's -of Baqic Skills

(READING) Gates -MacGinitie :Reading Test's

(READING) Comprehensive Tests of Basic Skills
(READING), Metropolitan Achievement Tests
(READING) Stanford Achievement Tests
( READING) Slogson Oral Reading Test
(READING) Wide Range Achievement' Test`

(READING) Stanford Diagnostic Reading Test,
(READING) Other Tests
(READING) TOeal

00(MATHEMATICS) California Achievement Tests
'(MATHEMATICS) Iowa Tests of Bap is Skills

(MATHEMATICS) Metropolitan Achievement Tests
(MATHEMATICS) Comprehensive Tests of Basic Skills
(MATHEMATICS) Stanford Achievement Test
(MATHEMATICS) Wide Range Achievement Test
(MATHEMATICS) Other Tests
(MATHEMATICS) Total
(OTHER1N6TRUCTIOgAL ACTIVITIES) Stanford'Achievement
Test

(OTHER INSTRUCTIONAL ACTIVITIES) Other-Tests
(OTHER INSTRUCTIONAL ACTIVITIES) Total

Needs

.1

53
44
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TAALE 14
Preschool

Achievemefit Information
f .

c

POINTS OF INTEREST

:The siegle.mosc, widelyused test for a
preschool was the Test of Basic Experi:-
ences. Twenty -two percent of the tote
systems wilo reported achievement for
pfesChool activities usied its

Eight-one systems reported achievement
for preschool activities, or 76.415
percent of the total number of systems

cOlauctinlpresphool activities.
_

:

.0f the systems repOrting, 42 'percent
used tests that fell in a' category

termed "othiF,",simodkthese tests were
'tided by only one or two systems;. This
is evidence of the lack of co'ncensus at

- the local. level regardineichtest
Q.nstruments are most desirable for use
with preschool students. This is
expected to change as local Systems .

become better acquaiiited with available
Instrumentand as newer and moAo
appropriate instruments become tvailable.

11410

Of the five test groups listed,
,

four show that .79 percent or
,more of the students tested
met or'exceeded the objective.
The fifth test, Peabody,Vocabu-

, lary test, shows that 50 per-,
'cent of those tested met eel
exceeded the objective. s.

Of the 11;108 students both k
pre and post tested, 9,406,

or almost 85',percent, met Or
exceeded the .objective set
for them.

.

.

r

9,
Number of
- ystems

in Test

0

1(coee
. /Ye

+q.
4

Number of et,

ttudenvipth
Pre EPoillteeted

-

Gain . .

0
Number of Students

Meeting or Enteding
Objective

' .
POrcent of'Those Tested
Meeting or Ex eoding

Objective
, . ""'" '''

Tests of Basic Experiences,

w

8 ` 02 " 2,142 '7.539 1.986 . 92.717. 0 390 -26.000 315
, 80.769'."

04 267 2.967 171 64 045
11 35, 51,.000 '24 C 68.571
12 -149 6.990 14a 93.96COTAL. 0, ., 18 ......, 2,983 - -- 2,636 88.367

Preschonk, Readiness Test * , 11'+ ' ."02 .,,t_. 141158
--m- 26.848'

.-.--

S37 79.112
MetropolitAll,ReadinUs Tests 9 % 707 27.374 , 6.5, 41 79.915

03 - 99 22.090 . 90 90.909
.

. I * '
'TOTAL

806 ----.
i

f55 81.266
Zeabody Pictuge'Vdbabulary Teat , .9 03 .449 16.000 75 50.335

s 06 615' 22 667 389 63.252
. 07 227. .093 173 76.211 .

13 . 32 2.100 30 93%
r

y 9

.

- --

. ,

1,023,' 667 -

, .

65.2 .

Other 34 5,2a8 4,,611 4, 88.030

..78 .

4114 GRAND T.,AL ' 31 - -- 11 108^ 9 4dt4

*NOTE:
a-

41111/

--,----

titScore Typ

4

ile the Preschool Readiness
cation ChAdHbtod Div. on, and

01 rade Equivalent,
02 to Score,

Pertentile
04 StaniA111.,

s'

4,
Test bloat standardized test, it is included because 'it was developed by ;he Departmen

is used by a large percentage of those reporting, asindicatid by.this chart.

19,
e

4.

05 Other Score
06 /40.
07 Mental Age

.

,

4 *.
4

`16 . Frequency percentkge of obseastion
, 11 - Percentage of correct or posivilriespase
12 - Number/perCeolge of_ 4pkillS makeredlk .

14 -Other
. . . . .,

...

44



TABLE 15 ."

Reading Achievement Information
-'..

POINTS OF INTEREST '
Those tests used by fivd or moreystems
are listed by name; all others are listed
ih the "other" category.

a

The large number of systems using tests in the
"qther" category illustrates tfie wide variety
of tests that are sped for Title I testing in
Georgic. While thrs practice livei local systems
maximum freedom to choose their own tests, it
nevertheless prevjnts any meaningful compilation
of data on a statewide basis.

Le_Slhason Oral Reading Test showed the highest
percentage of those tested who met or exceeded
the objective, while the Stanford Diagnostic
Test showed the lowest percentage.

Spanning all tests, 53 percent of those tested
met Or exceeded the objective.

Of those reporting grade equivalent scores, the
greatest gain was shown by those systemsvti -
liming the Slosson Oral Reading Test with at
1.023 gain indicated.

O(the nine.test groups listed, seven show that-
54.percent or more of the students tested net
or exceeded the objectiye. No test shows
fewer than 41 percent meeting or exceeding_the
objective.

. . .

Naive of Vest A4111

Bumbeiiof
Systems

Using Test
**Score

Type

Number of. .

Rre
"Students Both

& Post Tested Gain

Number of Students
Meeting, or Exceeding,

`' Objective '

Percent of Students both
Pre & Post Tested Meeting or

Eiceeding Objective

California Achievement Teliti 54. 01 15,722

.

.959 '

AP

9,852 ' 62.664Iowa Teats of Basic Skills " 33 0 01 16,719 .695 ' 7,849 ,46.947J Ta -
. 03 6 ' 113 10.304 75 66.372t

ar .
.

TOTAL . . .

.

16.832 7.924 47.077 'Cates -MacGinitie Reading Tests 28 01 1.767 .852 4.243
L.' 54.629Comprehensive Tests Of Basic Skills 23 01 , 6,179 . , .752 3,378 54.669 '

_-

Metropolitan Achievement Tests 19 01 . 4;442 .588 ' 1,966 '44.259 'p ' 04 47 1.000 33 10.213

it TOTAL
. -

.
.

.

4,4P9 ---

6

1,999 44.531
Stanford Achievement Vest -. 18 01 ' 7,319 _.756 4,740 64.763Slosson Oral Reading Test 12

to-

01 3,318 1.033 2,383 . 71.82Wide Range Achievement,Test 7 , 892 .901 591 66:256Stanford Diagnostic Raiding Feat 6 41 1,716 ".708 715
.

41.667Other - a c
54 -- 16,793 . --- 11,98 71.345GRAND

i .

.

*TOTAL ' 2'54
Ala

.

81,027027
A 43,066 53.15

.

'*NOTE: These totals are duplicated, since many systems used more than one test in.th area of
% than 188. and the number of students tested reflect duplicated counts Of part ts.

ft

**See Fo6thote on Table 14.

4

,

reading. Therefore, the systems total igreater

I
5.7
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TABLE 16
Mathematics Achievement 'Information

POINTS
Those t

to
A

used by five or more systems are listed b) name; Ill'others are lumped'
into the "other" cateviry.' The lat!e,paAer of systems using tests in the "other"
category illustrates the wide variety of ,testa that are used for Title I testing
in Georgia.' While this practice gives local systems maximum freedom to choose
their W9 tests, it nevertheless prevents an meaningful cqmpilation of data ona
statewide basis.

Of the seven test groups. listed, five show that better than 60 percent Of those testd
met, or exceeded the objective, The remaining two groups show better than 50 percent
meeting or exceeding the.obj6ctive.
' ,

Spanningll tests, 65 percent of those tested met or exceeded the objectiver-

,'

1

,

'

Name of Test

doNtimber of -

Systems
UstbTest

?
**Score

Type

Number of
.

Studentoth
Pre & Post Tested sin

t
,

Number of Students
Meeting or Exceeding

Objective'

Percent of Students
Meeting or Exceeding

Objective
-

Calif$rnia Achlevementrests / 01 9 730

f

.972
. .

6,750

* .

69.373
stows Tests of Basic Skills oo

_045
:22 pl ,022 .692 ' 2,97S y 59%239

03 . 46 9.739 . 31 ° 67.391
TOTAL it

_

"Ilmer.

.01 414111

5,068

3,951 ,

--

.853
_

'

.

"

'

3,Q06

2,437

59,313

:61.681
.

Metropolitan Achievement Tests . 20

04 1p 1.001)
1

6 60 ;

TOTAL k
ia -LI' , -- 12,443 '61.676

11Comprehensive Tests.of Basic Skills 18 01 3,5a .926 2,103 r 60.957,
StanfOrd Achievement Teat- 14 . Al 4 478 '. .854

.
3,144 70.21,

Wide Range Achivement Test -, 8 0,i
_./

1,637
.

1.036 822 50.214
Other $1 28 -- ' 4,996 -- 3,528 ' , 70.616

*Grand Total
_

1165 33,320 (: -- 21,796 . 65.414

* NOTE: These totals ate duplicated, since many dysteas used more than one
-exceed an unduplicated count

**See Footnote on Table 14.

58
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the area of mathematics. Therefore,. the systems totatjtc
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TAB.& 17

Other Instruttional Activities
Achievement Information

r

.0
, .

POINTS OF INTEREST

'IF One system reported achievesgent information regarding an activity that
the "other" category.
4

In a11 testq better than 73 percent of those testh met or- exceeded the
o ive. -

1 into

.

. .

Name of 'lest*/ -

.

. Number Of '141,!,
. Systems

Using Test
4*Score'

Type

Nwsper of
Studetts Bob i

Pre'b Post. tasted .

Gain

clamber of Students

Meeting or Exceeding
. Objectiire

Percent of Those Tested
Meeting or Exceeding

- Objectiye. .

tanford Achievement Test I 01 165

7-

.914 ' . 109. 66.061
4

.

Other
. .

1

...
- 1

11.
,.. 2

s

.

--

--

.

130

2
285

,

4
lolw

--

101

.. 210'

.'

.

_

,11
77.692 .

13.684

.

-
*Grand TOMI 1

* NOTE: These totals are duplicated, since this number represents only one system that used more than one
lnforamti&n. Therefore, students testfd, etc. are counted once for eacH test taken.

4 '''**See footnote on Table14

/"-

11

G

to obtain achievement

61



I

The following graphs illustrate the percentage of those tested -that met or exceeded the objetive for each
instructional activity. These, graphs are used on isformition found in Tables 14, 15, 16,-and 17.

tih 'PRESCHOOL

Graph 18
Test of 'Basic Experiences

Graph 19 -7--

Preschool Readiness Test

Graph 20

Metropolitan Readiness Test

1.

Graph 21
Peabody Pioture Vocabulary

re

. .

'PERCENT--

4 Percent Meeting or Exceeding
Objective (1)

. 88.4
Percent Not Meeting- ...

Objective (2) s*. 11.6
_-,..-=

. ,

Percent Meeting or Exceeding
. Objective (1) . 79.1

Perpent Not Meeting
1.

Objective. (2) 20.9
.

'Percent Meeting or Exceeding
.,---

Objective(1) 81.3
Percent Not Meeting .

Objective (2) 18.7
...

Percent Meeting or Exceeding.

Objective. (1)' 65.2.
Percent not Meeting
Objective (2) / 34.8 *\,

Graph 22
1

Other Tests

4

2

12.0 63
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4

Graph 23
TOTAL

.

Graph 24 '

California Achievement Test .

Graph 25
°Iowa Tests of Basic Skills

Graph 26

Gates7MacGinttie lading

Graph 27

Comprehensive Tests of
Basic Skills

Graph 28

Metropolitan Achievement .
Tests

READING

2

-r-

1 2

PERCItliT

Percent Meeting or ExceleThg
Objective (1)
Percent Not Meeting

84.7

Objective -(2) 15.3

Percent Meeting or Exceeding
Objective (1) 62.7.
Percent Not Meeting
objective (2) 37.3

Percent Meeting or Exceeding
Objective (1) 47.1
Percent Not *eting
Objective (2) 52.9

Percent Meeting or Exceeding
Objective (1) - 54.6
Percent Not Meeting

Objective (2) ' 45.4

3.1i
1'

Percent Meeting or Exceeding
Objective (1) 54-.7

Peraent Not Meting
Objective (2) 45.3

Percent Meeting orExceeding
Objective (1) 44.5
Percent Not Meeting
Objective (2) 55.5

65



PERCENT

Percent Meeting or Exceedingt.
Objective (1) 64.8
Percent"Not Meeting

Percent-Meeting or Exceeding
Objective (1) 71.8
Percent Not Meeting
ObActive (2) . 28.2

, Percent Meeting or Exceeding
Objective (1)'

, 53.2
Percent Not Meeting
Objective (2)
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.Objective .(2)

PERCENT
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169.4

(2) 44_

6 a. 1

st

I'

9h

4
Graph 38

Comprehensive Tests 'of Basic
Skills
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cr1Ph 39
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Percent Meeting 4T Exceediig
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.

Percent Not leeting.
Objective (2)

.00 :

. '

61.0

39.0

70.2

- 29.8

,

Perce9k Veetln gior Exceeding
Objective (1) '. 50.2
-Percent Not Meeting,

Objective (2) 49.8
--10-.:4e-e
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Graph 41
Other Tests

Graph 42
TOTAL

A

*ea

Graph 43

Stanford Achievement Test

*

Graph 44
Other 'Tests

Graph
TOTALr-

4

4

2 -

OTHER INSTRUCT:10AL ACTIVITIES

It&

PERCENT

Percent Meeting or Exceeding
Objective (1) 70:6 p
Percent Not Meeting
Objective (2) 29.4

Percent Meeting or Exceeding
Objective (1) 65.4'
Percent Not Meeting
Objective.(2) 34.6

Percent Melting or Exceeding
Objective (1) 66.1
Percent Not Meeting

.

Objective -(2) 33.9

4

Percent Meeting or Exceeding
Objective -77.7
Percent Not Meeting
ObjetIve 22.3

Penent Meeting or .Exceeding ',
Objective (1) . 4, 73.7

.Perben.t Not Meeting . .

08jeetive 12) 26.3
. ,

.c. ,



TN 18 POINTS OFINTEREST
W1115ii-Ft Ihe instructional activity category with

' Activities, Pgrtici- Ehehighest perceived success also expended
pants and Amount of the abst per participant. This was pre -

Expenditures at school activities with h perceived success
each fluccens Level °-"of 3.467, and a per participant expenditure

pl/ by Activity/Service df $668.

' The lowest per partiC4pant expenditUre for

an instructional actiVity-was for the.math-
. emetics category, which showed the second
highest perceived success and had the second"
highest number of activities (141; 30 percent
of the totral) and participants (46,536;28.5"

14

5.

percedt of the total).
c

.

The category with the loiest perceived
success also had the feWest number of acti-
v4ties (6; one percent of the total) and parti-
cipants (805k .5 percent of the total). ,

S

.
, .

,'

ACTIVITiSERVICE
SUCCESS

LEVEL
NUMBER'.

-ACTIVITIES
' 'NUMBER
PARTICIPANTS

.

TITLE I FUNDS

EXPENDED

AVERAGE FUNDS/

PARTICIPANT
AVERAGE SUCC SS

'LEVI/AREA
. ,

Preschool . -

Ilk
1

TOTAL "

.*

2

, 3

4

w.
5

46

55
1
106 -

410
4,660.

7,145

12,215

$ . 250,210
3,103,974

4,606,135
8,160,319

.

$610
709
645
668

s

..
.

.

3.467
Reading,

,

,.

...

. - r,

,.
TOTAL ---_-

'1

, 2-
3

4

2

31-,

136,x'

48 ,

-217

949.
.

-28,625
: 51,011

214404

103,989

'152,971
9,360,436

,13,028,367

5,281,449'
27 825,183

161

,327
ip48

247

268

A
4 -.lg.."'* .

.

3.060
. .

-Mathemat4cs

.
.

4

TOTAL
.

1.

2

(- 34

., 41".
.

s,

2

18

86

35
141

271

9,51'6

25,741,41
.1L,

4 464536

.59;989
988;986

5,226,034
2,363,150
8,6a7,259

'

218
104

211
214

186

..

.

'

.

,

.

r
. .

-
.

3.092 .

Other uctiopral Activities
r

_ .
, t

TOTAL .

'.2

' ?
4

, 1

v.

1

.

'

19
'299

136

805 -

-4,896
108,162:
96

,
218

209,276

.258

362

713

260 .O O

TOTAL ACTIVIT S ' 469 163 545 44 83 937 274

.

-
--"----?4="...... t -,,./..

Food , . .,. . . 4- ' -""c
0 .

TOTAL.*
,

3.,-;

. 4
''' 4

25,
1

t

I
4,657. ,

.4,333
&,990
20,544

4. 7,540
28,084

.4
d82

AO 1,675

w 2',957

. 4.

54,730,,

L16,956
1711686

12

7

ii9

.

...

,
.

ip.610
Transportat4on

,

.`TOTAL - '

1

4

3
.L4

4

'08
2

'3591560

435,535
795,095

'

18

58 -
28

, - ,
k

p

3.662
Other Sery

.

. lb
,TOTAL

i 7,220
10,156
17,576

26 .---r
'9

,

3.509
. P

.. m

TOTAL SERVICES

,
..

113 39 031

1p

' $ 4,357
,

25
.

,
.

TOTAL ACTIVITIES/SERVICES . : .

.

.

.

582 202,576 .

N.

. $45,816,394 226'
-

.*,

''Success Levels aria as f;llover 't

1.,:UasuccesSfill Sosevhaf successful
.

s

" 3 Pccessfsl'

'4

`4 . Very successful-
.

.

p.

..

7.3 er
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In

94 4.
4,

r is

comparing Tables 14, 1 and "16 (Achievement Informatiori!per Actity)

with Table 18 (Perceived Success per Activity), it is interesting to note

that subjective perceived success matches objective achievement information
's

for. reschool,`1=eading and mathematics activities. -Where evaluatots

subje tively'judged an -activity more successful, ach vement,infortation

fi ed tbisjudgment, 'Perhaps, achievement information determined the
. . .

A g ee success assigned an activity by a 1ca1 evaluator. At any rate,

the fgal wing comparisons show the relationship.

e

Activity

'
.

*Success
Level

Percent of Students
Tested Who Met
or Exceeded'-the

Objective
.

84;674,-

4.

Rank
.

Preschool 3.467

Mathematics 3*.092 65.414 2'
.7'

'Reading '

.

3.666 53.15 "3
I

.4

.*SUCceas'Level dre as f(0.lows:,

1 =,Unpucceistql . 3 = Successful 4,
: . 2 = Somewhat. successful 4 = Very successful

'

111/
It,

I'
55

7 4

NIS

. 1

\-

4

.
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TALE 19
Nuiber of Activities,
Participants and Amount
of Expenditure at each Success
Level by Objective Type

VI

1

POINTS OF INTEREST
Objective Type, are as follows:

01 -Baste Skills Improvement, knowledge,
inf tion.

02-Readiness
03-Involvement, interest
04-Enrichment
05 -No 05 category)
06-Improve nutrition, health
07-Provide transportation to make attendance--

possible
08-Reduce racial/cultural isolation
09-Reduce discipline problems
10 -Imprpve mental health

Objective Types 03 and 09 were considered
to be the most successful, In each case,

there was only one activity with that
o tive.

Objective Type 01 (basic skills improvement)
was th objective for thmlargest number f

activ ies (361) and ranked seventh in.success,
Lad sting that activities of this type were
con ered successful but not very successful.

Obj Else Type 02 (readiness) was the objec-
tive for the second largest number of activi-
ties (106) and vas considered to be more than
successful,but not very successful. 4

There does not a0pearld* be a clear cut Aorre-
lation between succesigievel And averagd:funds
per participant. HoweVer, those activities that
ranked 1, 2, 3 and 4 in success level expended
fewer than $100 per participant and represent
only 18 percent of the total number of activi-
ties. Activities that ranked fifth and seventh
in-success level and expended $648 and $235 per
participant respectively, represent 80 percent
of the total number of activifles and 80 percent
of die total number of participants.

OBJECTIVE

'TYPE
SUCCESS
'LEVEL

NUMBER
cACTIVITIra-

NUMBER
PARTICIPANTS

TI FUNDS
EXPENDED

AVG.. FUNDS/PING.
PARTICIPAOr

SUCCESS
LEVEL/AREA RANKING

01

S...,

I
TOTAL .

1

2 .

3

4

_._

4

50
223

85
361 ,

1,220
38,160
78,837

32,902
151,119

$ 212,060
10,35,318
17,263,974
.7,742,178
15,573,129

..-

$174
271

219

235
235

'

3.072

'

a

'7

02

TOTAL'

2

3

4

1 5

46

55

106

410
4,660
7,145

12,215

' 250,260
3,088,188
4,606,115
7,944,533 ,.._

610
663
645
648 3.472

.

-

.

03
TOTAL

4 a 1 85
85

3,925
3,925

46

*6 . 4. N
.

1-T
04

TOTAL *

3

4

.

2

7

15,545

1,662
17,207

97,903
9,407

107,310

6

6

6

.

3.286 6

06

TOTAL .

3

4

16

25

41

4;617.

4,385
9,042

54,730

134,726
589,456

12

122

65 31610

.

4

07

TOTAL

3

4

19

43
'62 . '

4,944

1,327
12,271 '

636,109
. 431,403
1,067,512

1g9

59,-
87

i

3.694

3.

',

.

3

AX.
8-9

08

TOTAL
3

.

1

1

324

324'

20405
*.s., 2,065 1

09
TOTAL

'4 1

1

89'
89

2041
2,241

. 25

.25

J

4. 1-2

10 IN
TOTAL

3 2

2

' ,224

'224
5264223

526,223

2,349
2 349 3. ' '8-9

'MTN. AL
A'OBJECTIVES 583 202,576 $45,816,394 $226 ... 3.254

!'Success Levels areas
1 *Unsucceisful

*1

follows:

2 ' Somewhat successful

1

3 4,Successful 4 Very successful



TABLE 20 -

Problem Factors by
Instructional Activity,
Ranked from High Problem
Area (1) to Low (6)

POINTS OF INTEREST

In the prescboel-category, the lack of
availabilitAff trained teachers and
inadequate facilities ranked highest as
problem areas. Among those respondio c
to this item, late approval of fundrums_
ranked as the least source of igroblem.

In the reading category, inadequate guidelines
was considered st significant problem
related to the acic of success of activities in
this category. ain, late approval of funds
was ranked as the least source of problems.

In the mathematics:Citegory,,iidadequate guidelines
and teacher load too gieat led in being ranked the
greatest problem areas. OnA again, late approval
of funds was ranked lowest of the problem areas
cited,

A

An across-instructional-activities ranking
of problem areas indicates that those problems
placed in the "other" category were.collective-
ly ranked highest by systems, This category
included any problem other than the, nine listed.

Ranked close behind 'other" were-indadequate
guidelines and teacher load too great.
Overall, late approval of funds was

_-copsidered least significant as a problem.

.

Problem Factors by Instructional
Aetivity, Ranked from High
Problem Area (1) to Low (6)

Aver

,
"

.

Presqhool Readin:

Average
Rarik

r ---,,T
AVOW% .01.

I...... e

-

..... ' -:4.

kir

47' , Other
, Total,
Number of
Systems

Average
Rank

. Number of
Systems

-Average

Rank' ,
Number of

Systems
Number of
Systems

Average
RankTrained Teachers Not Available --- '1 1 *11 1.455 r i 4.25 0, 0 16 1.625Speciilist Not Available 1 2

&
8 II 2.125

j

4 3` j Ii75 O 0 13 2.Inadequate Facilities 3 1 7 2,429 4 '. 2 0 0 ' 14 2.Short Duration of Project 3 2 8 2,125 4 1.75 0 0 15 2.Inadequate Parental Support 2.5. 14 2.357 6 1.667 Q 0 24 2420
4.

Late Approval of funds 3 2.667 1 6 2 0 0 6Inadequate Equipment and Supplies . 2 2
._

. 1 3 3 3 ' 0 i, 6 '2.667Teacher Load Too Great -1 2 " 2 2 1 , 1 0 0 4 1.75Inadequate Guidegnes 2 2 1 1 1. 0 0
. 4 1.5Other 3 2 16 1.125 9 1.222 0 .. 0 28 1.241

7 7

4..

4
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'TABLE 21
Methods and Devices'
Used to Assess
Learner Needs.

4r.

414

POINTS OF INTEREST
The method or device used most frequently
twasess learner needs was standarized
achievement tests, representing almost
30 percent of -total use.

isr

it

The second Most frequently used method
was observition-tecianiquet, representing
almost 18 percent of total use.'

.
. Number of

a .

.,Methods and bevices Used to Times Selected
Assess Learner Needs For Use

. ...-.

Standardized Achievement-Tests 352

Ability Tests
.

76
,

Diagnostic Test's '--

1.50 -

Other Plkished Tests .

.

96
- . .

Teacher or Locally Prepared CognitiveTests 14',1
. .. ,

.4 , *
.

ObservatiOn TdChniques
.

.
218

.

.

Sociometric Techniques 1 8. .

_
.

questionnaires 45:
.

.

Anecdotal Recoids .

.

'- 90 k

Other + 4)
,

. .

. . . * F--.. .
/ TOTA1 '._ 1,223

k
7

58 7..3

e

A
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SUMMARY DATA ON ACHIEVEMOT ''')

`;,li
.

...

.
s

Systems used a variety of tests to evaluater achievement in instructional :

activities b .
1

. It ,- , : . ., .- ,
, . .

.

For preschool activities,' results show that almost 85.prcent of all

.
Participants-evaluated met or exceeded the objectives set for then.

-
. .

For reading activities, resplts'show that 53 percent of all participants .

both pre and post tested (81,027 duplicated count) met or exceeded the -

objeciives set for them.

Mathematics activities results indicate that 65.4 percent of all

-
participants evaluated met or exceeded the obActives.

Only two Systems reported achievement information for instructional
/

activitleePother than preschool, reading and matheMatics.--They indicated
1 r

that 73.7 percent of those pre and post tested met or exceeded-the objective..
L ..

, 4 \s.__
.

Subjective opinion closely, related to Objeotive achievement informa-

st

. tion for preschool, reading and mat'hematics..:

... = -' ThElknstructional activity-with the bighest.perceived Success
.....

II
-. .411

(preschool - '3:467) also;eXpeped the most per participant. The category. -,._ ,

,
. . .

. . 4

with the 'lowest perceived success (othet-instuctional activities) also
..,, 6,

. -....
' had the fewest activities and participants (.5'percerq of total).
.

.

/ ti Objective tve-M. (basic skill's imipioveme0 was the objective for the

. laigesi number-Of activities, (36/ out of atotai 583) and ranked seventh in
,,,

sOcCess
.o
with a 3.072 average-aUdeess railing.

.

.
. . .

There -did not ,appear to bp a clear, cut relationship been success

level and *erage funds per participant expended.

. . _ . ,
.

- The three top ranking 'problem factors considered to bea cause of lack
.. . ,.-. ,

. ,
4 .... ,

"! of success included inadequate guidelines,. trained teachers not Available,

teacher load too gritt. Least among the problems cited was late approval.%

of funds.

P .r
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The method or device used most frequently to assess.learner needs

bY)local systems was standardized achievement'tests,,follosiby observation
.411

,

techniques.
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.16 STAFF/PARENT-ADVISORY COUNCIL (PAC }''

P.

,-.
,. 'aspe,ct,of Title,' activities irolves the number of staff., thg

. i(- '.. 4 '...,..$
activities 6) which t4rey isreTWassigned and the amount of inseivice traleing

1I'.

go.

they received. -Tables 22'through 24 provided nformation about staff.

/ .

ceowia compiled information concerning Parent Advisory Councils, this

. .

P

sear in' order to comply with Lecent federaftguideZines.- Table,,25 gives

idkormatkon about the num
4
ber.of PAC meetings held in Georgia in FY 1975 and

. ')
the number of-Title I parent'wh

4'

ere members of the councils%

The following tables illustrate patterns of Title I.staffifftwand PACs,

membership in.Georgia.

Table 22

,,,Table 23

Table 24

Table 25'

41

-Num Iber of Personnel, id in Title, Activities by
Term by Activity '' g 4 %

. Number of Title I Paid Staff bx Activity Assignment
.Averase, Hours of Title I-Fuhded Inservice 'gaining '

for tllPersonnel for BothSessions
Number of Parent Advisory Meetings, Olumber of 'Members

. .of Parent Advisoty' Councils
. '',

1)

0 r,

'63.
,f-

.

40

a

400
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TABLE 22 I

Number of Personnel I olved ,

in Tit1;e I Activities by "'.
TermIndoActivity

4 .

POINTS OF 3 ST

5.

.0

ti

Teacliers c. prised the largest category of personnel involved in
Title I/sotivities. iteachir aides made up the.second largest category.

'In r lar session activities, 46.7 percent more personnel were involved
pr rily because fewer than half the stems conducted summer programs.

The single highest number of personnel were teacher aides involved in:regular
fission reading programs., This was followed by teachers involved in regular

,session reading programs.

t

'1

'Category
,.. Preschool

1

Reading Mathematics
Other

InstructionalRegular Summer tot Regular Summer 'Mal* RegUlar Summer. Total* Regular Summer total*

Teaching Personnel 528 198 726 . 1660. 1049 2709 646

4
673 1319k 31

4
21 .52

.

Teacip Aides 459 19 050
,...-

1782

..

627 2409 S

*

423 945 0 23 23'

Other Fplsonnel 57 .424 81 . ' 181 98 '279
l .

35 I'3, 58 2 s 3 5.,

TOTAL -_ - ' -1044-2/-413

Food

1457--

1*.

Total*

3623-

Transportation
Regular°

1774- ---5197-

,SUmmer Total*

1205'---1-11-4

0*^ '-

R ular
Othei
ummer

232.2

Tota *

33 .

It. Regular

47.

TOtal

Summer

80

Total*

.

Cate:or Regular Summer

'Teachi Personnel - '99

,

.257 156 318 541 859 0 7 7 3282
.-

2746 6,028

.:ieksh'eo Aides , !:Il00 223. 323 - 434 201 635
.

N 0 0

.

.

0 3297 1688 4,4385,

Other Personnel 57 ! 63 ,

\

172 330

.

2 ' 3 491
..

38 5 . 876- /1

TOTAL
.

,.. 256' 543, 799 .,P.910 I- 914 1824
,

1 9 10

.

7070 4819 11,889..

*NOTE:

4

These are duplicated totals since some, personnel participated in,both regular and summer session acti'4ties and wouldbe counted once for each participation. 104.

it '

5
4

f.

a
14.

0,

* 6
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TABLE 23
Nutiber of Title I Paid
Staff by Act iv,ity AEisigprent

At 4

^*4

'

:A

4 , , .

rpins OF LNTErtEst
As would be expected, the greatest number of Title I paid sta.ff w
teacher aides in public schools during regttlar session. The secon

Ireatest number were teachers of elementary students during the .
regular session .in public schools,. - - . ' , .

, .. --Thq high ber,
,
of non-professionals during, the summer session is

.
a

result 'If bus .divers and school food servtas workers being included..

11.

4

,.
'''.

' EACIIING

reacher
Aide

Direction I.
Management .

.

Test frig

..
Clerical

Other '
elisional

Other pion-
Prof gdsional IP*, i

Totitl
Pre-Kindergarten,

'Kindergarten. 14 8-r2 jiAndicapped ,.
'1,-3

g-1

.e6.

Regular 1 509 4.,549,. 147.7 i 0
,

1,952 . 145 3 147 22 . .4 73 . 4,547
Summe°r. 166 1,100 35 0 ,813. 50 1 48. 42 . 410 2,925
TOTAL . f) 5 2,649 182 0 2,765 195' 4 195 64 , '7_43 , 11.7,47.

salltegular
6-
N

1

' 8 . 65 8 43 4 - 0 3 1 132r-

Summer '31
Nt. t-'

96.

0 I

62

1

5

0

. 0

.
1

4

0*

,

6 ^ 61

193
TOTAL 11,, 11

g

e.

,

4

t

:

4

4 I
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TABLE 24 . 1

.

Average Hours a Title I-Funded
Inservice Training for All Personnel

....!for Both-Ses#ions

0, ,

POINTS OF INTEREST'.

TeaCherslaveraged the highest
number of training hours wish
60 and "Other" perdonnel-the
lowest' with 27.1.

The number 'of tesaCh@ts receiving,

Title I funded inservice ,

creased by 55 percent over.last year,
while the average number:of-
hours increased from 49.5 to
pa.

.1

.

i

b

e

Thfi increase.injaMber of '

'personnel` -
fund kif training occurs across.
all,cardories of personnel,
with teachers showing the
greatest perceniage.fncrease:'
Other than for .teechers, how- ,

ever, average,number of hours
received. decreased.

-

I

. ,

'Category

.

.

,

Numbei

.
.

Average Ntimber
of Training Hours

4.#

- Teaching Personnel .. , 3,222
4 '. .,/

,,,

Teachdr Aides . 4 .

.

2;462 ,

.

452 .

.1011.111M
Other Personnel

. 219
. 127'L #

TOTAL
* ..

5,923
.

.

.

.

-

55
.

,
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TABLE 25

-Number of Parent Advisory Meetings,
Number of Members of Parent' Advisory
Councils.

L

,

,

4.

v.

4

o

Py

I-'

POINTS OF INTEREST 0

Three /fourth i of Al Members of Parent Advisory Councila in
Georgia were'pareors offitle I partidipants,

,

Systemslheld-four Parent Adtiactry Council meetings per year,
on the aveine.

'e

V'

°.

'------......--,-'41

Number of Systems
With Parent AdvisOry

Council ___ _

Number of
Parents of Title

Participants
9n Cguncia,.

I

______

.

.

Pert-ent of

Total

.31

Number of"
_ Others_..__

.9/5
;-,-;

. ,
k

Percent'of
_Total ___

*
24.69

-.:(
1

' Total

-Membetship

. 37Q6

.
.

.Total Number of

Parent Advisory Council',
'' Meetings

-

..1.

.

766 . .

Le

.

Average-Numbdr of
Parent Advisory Cpuncil
Meetings Per System

. ,

a
.

" lb
188

'... .

C.

.

,. 2791

.
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SUMMARY DATA ON STAFF/PARENT ADVISORY COUNCIL

The largest number of personnel involved'in ittle I were teacher *4:

lt

aides, followed by *teachers. 1 , 4,
\

, P
0

e. Reading was'the category UAlang-:the greatest number of personnel.
. 4 . 1

he largeit-number of Title I -paid stiff were teacher aides,

. ,
. .

followed by teiihe'rs of eluntary students during regular session in'

public school.

Teaches/received

0.

more TitleI-vaid inservioe; with 'an av erageoof

60 hours per teacherithan aft), other group of'persodnel This represents

an increaseease over FY 1974, both in number of teachers receiving inrervice

JI
and the average dumber of hours received.
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SUMMARY

\

Pupil ,Participation

r.

.

Title.I pfogramming emphasis in Georgia is increasingly oriented.toward

4

basic skills. Of the total 'pirticrpation units" 1 for instructional activitAs,

94.5'percent were involved in p reschool, reading and m athematics act.ivities. e

-I
All other activities together received only .5 percent of the participation

total. .

1 '- .. . -.
.

Two services, fohd and transportation, accounted fpr.95 percent o
o- ,

total participation in ser4tes.: All othei services togerkaccounted
.s. Il . . ,41

fbr only five percent of the participation total.

Expenditures

'40 1.

Preschool activities accounted for 17.8 percent of Title' expenditures,
, .

reading, 60:7 percent and mathematics, 18,9 percent for a total of 97.4

percent. No other activity olli service received as much ,as two percent
.
of

li

. 4i
the tots expenditures. 1ft.

. 0
.Preschool activities received the highest concentration of financial

,..

effort, with $8,160019 spent-on 12,215 participants, an average of $688

per...participant.
4

Achievement Information
% 0

This year fonthe first tithe LEAs were requested to submit objective
, ,

. .

achievement information if they collected its In addition,they were asked

' to rate the success of their project as:they perceived it, on a four-point

'scale ranging ft-ail-unsuccessful to very successful.

1 PatiticiAtio A,distinction shaild be made-between thQ_number of indiv-
idual students'who participated in any Title I activity and the total number of
participants-in lall'activities. The total pumber of participants from all
sepa'ote activities is a duplicated it contains individualS who ffyi.
have been coup each time they were involved in a separate activity. Thisy
duplicated tots is best viewed,as a "participation unit" count.
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,
These two kinds of evaluation information reveal.that in alearait Of .

,
Preschool, 84,7 percent of the students both pre and post tested met or

exceeded the objective, and 95.3 percent of Preschool projects were considered

ducCessful or vety,successful by "LEAs. In the area o reading, 53.2 percent

of the students met or exceeded the objective,.and.84.,*percent of reading
--qv

projects were considered successful or very 'successful. In the area of

mathem'atics, 65.4 percent of those students pre and post tested get or

exceeded the objective, and 85.8 percent Of mathematics projects were

considered successful or very successful by LEAS. This shows a correlation

between perceived success and actual success in terms of student-achieetment

in these areas.
k

( +1.A
A.In terms of objective type, two topped the list as.most successftl, , ,

. .
)

the Seinvolvement, interest" objective type,'and the object ive type concerned
. .

with "reducing discipline problems." The objective type judged to-be least
V

successful was the one concerUed with%"improNiing meneal hea lth."

s

Unfortunately, a report of this nature cannot deal in depth with the

multitude ofsefiective, innoviiive ptogramming efforts that lie liehind,the

basic statistics. LEAs in Georgia continue io'gain ability'to mAlagearar:d

operate effective programsias well as the desire anUabillty,to im ement
. ,

more sophisticated and individualied program-and pvaldation approaches.

r ,

This means that Title Iliograms will continue to haveinci ased impact on

t*lie educational growth of disadvantaged children in Georgia.,

94.
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.REGWANDATIONS. .

4

In order to allow local systems Maxum Slexibility, the Gq-prgta'Depart-
.

4P
ment of EdudatiOn has not set forth'standard evaluation Methods-a proce# 4

duxes for lotal systems to follow. Instead, local systems have b n encour-

aged to use and report evaluation efforts appropriate loithelt individual
I

prograliperations. Through the years, 1Scal systems in general have gained,
_

expertise and become more sophisticated in the evaluation methods they employ.1

Nevertheless, some 'broad recommendations for improving evaluation OfAWitle it

in Georgia can be Made.

E,

1. Title Iprogram'in Georgia should be-continued. LEAs seek th- selv gs

"benefiting frbm Title activities- Of all activities/services,*89. event.

sa

' ' ,. '
were Considered either "successful" or successfidt.". In-terms of studentit ,.

achievement, 59.3 percenfof'the students both pre and post tested met
.

or exceeded

.
. .

. !

. .

e

the objectives set for them.

10

Z : - ..., ,-,-. I , ,: :
.,:

,.
, .ro,

;. The concentration oft lithe improvetheut,,:ot irdsic skUi# .kor §tudei old be Thoii: ., -t,

. - : Ai 3 ' t -' ,,
,

" 4,' ' `NA. _ _

continUed. Durinic1974-1975,, 98.9-percent of, alb 1.10itruetional activIties

0 4
:were .n, the basic 00.11s area This represents°a highex pgrcentggeg, of, he

.. .

. ' f A .,,

tote number Of activities /services in 1974,1975 than io.the reyious.year. ,

I

' hff 46 "qh.
- Achievement in formation reveals thet;59.2 percen4,of students both pre and post* . . x

.
.

, 'c-o .

tested in 'ale "are of Preschoor,,reading and mathematics met Or exceeded the
- % .. ,

.1.
,..,-

objective,. . While this indicates that successful' programs it. these areas were
,. :, . t t *

conductedd, local systems show d strive tofialte even hiigher'lpercentages_Of
e , ii.

..

...
4 students echieving.objectives and should consider 6761rfapPlain'an effort

to achieve this. t 10 '.

.412,

4 \

.11

9 5
, {
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,

A. The way in,wh*ch the program is conducted. i students do not meet
l

the objectives set 'ciz. eheut,,it could. be that the program is at fault
, `-o----

,,-

'and should bemodified and improved.

B. The de'gree of achievement stated in the Objective. If too few

students meet ,an objective,--44ftady be,, hat the,.objective is set too

. high to be realistic, thus predetermining failure.

3. ,LEAs shoed strive for More formal, more formative evaluation efforts.

This is-particularly applicable in the baic altills areas. The'evaluation

design should be: detetmined at the time the objectives.are selected in order
. .

to evaluate effectively for the achieveiept of these objectives. The degign

.

should provide for continuous &I-going evaluation throughout the project.

At the outset of the,project:&formal evaluation procedures should be outlined

in detail and thee proceduies'followed during the course 'of the project. )f

at any point in the operationoof the proAct, evaluation shows that the project

is not being successful, or that to project has already succeededin meeting

the objective, the objectives should be carefully analyzed and new, more appro-

priate objectives adoptpd for,-the fremainder of the project/term.

While LEAs have improved gr tly in skill in stating objectives that are

. . ,

specific and' measurable, there. i still roomfor improvement in this area.

When'planning a project and stating objectives for a new year, ,a,As

should use the evalu ation infoimation from previous years as a'guide. This

wfll enable them to .make modifications in the.program based-oh factual infor-

mation rather than subjecp.ve jtylgment, and to state.'olejedkives that are 'more

realistic in-terms Of*stexperience.

/
, , -o .

4. There should be ,An increase in the amount of technical assistance.in the

area of evaluation provided LEAs. 'Even though LEAs, have made great improvedient

74 9"
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f

in designing and.implemPnting evaluation of their programs, most can benefit
/

, .0 from assistance in. this area. Cukre Tctle'I-funded Georgia Department

"1

I

of Education personnel in the eval tibn area are too few in number to provide the
- N

needed assistance. Pdssible solut Ons to
.

this problem ai/to add more staff,

. t ,

orerealiin current staff assignments in order to provide this much needed

qervice to LEAs,
.

5. Compensatory aid to education should be continued on the basis of three-

year-funding segments, rather than the present one-year segment., This would

give LEAS the chance to make Title I activities an integral., dUbstantive

,

part of their program. Evaluation of such three-year periOds of effort

.would be' more-meaningful in determining whether Title I-financed exPerien,

really made.a difference in the disgdvanraged child's educational`progres .
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A

C.

System Code 'ptem Name System Code

'APPENDIX

COUNTY SYSTEMS

System Name I

4

System Code

601

6Q2
*opling
Atkinson

'

638

639
Coweta
Crawford

1 'Ea5

676
. 803 Bacon - 640 Crisp Ir 677.

604 Baker 641 Dade 678
605 Baldwin 642 Dawson I 679
606 Banks 643 Decatur 680
607 Barrow 644 DeXalp 681
608 Bartow, 645 Dodge 682
'609 Ben Hill 646 683
610 Berrien 647 Dopgherty 684
-611 Bibp., 648 D6uglas 685
612 taeckleY' 649 Early 4I 686

Brantley 650 Echols 687
614 Brooks 651 Effingham 688
615 . Bryan 652 Elbert 689
616' Bulloch 653 Emanuel 690

'1E47 Burke 6$4 Evans 691
618 \Butts 655 Fannin 692
619 \Calhoun . 656 Fayette .691
620 Camden 657 Floyd 694
621 andler '658 'Forsyth $95

.62'2 A. Carroll 659 FXankl in 11%96
623 Catoosa 660 Fulton

dr
697 ,

624 Charlton 661 eSilmer 698,

625 Chatham 662 Glascock 699
626 Chattahoochee 663 ,Glynn 700,
627

628
Chattolga
Cheroee.-

664
665

Gordon
Grady

:701

702
629 Clarke \; 666 Greene 703,
630 Clay ..667 Gwinnett .704
631 Clayton. 648 HabershaM .705
632 Clinch , 669 Hall 706
633 Cobb /, 670 Hancock 707
634 Coffee 671 Haralson 708
635 , Colguittl 672 Harris -709
636 Columbial. 673 tH/ort 71e
637' Cook 674 Heard 711

**

1

System Name

Henry
Houston
Irwin
Jackson
.Jasper

Jeff Davis
Jefferson
Jenkins
Johnson
,Jones

Lamar
Lanier.
Laurens
Le
Liberty
Lindoln
Long
Lowndes
Lumpkin
Macon
Madison
Marion
Mcpuffie
McIntosh
Meriwether
Miller
Mitchell'

Monroe/
Montgaftery

Morgan
Murray
Muscogee
Newton
Oconee
Pa1ethorpe

ulding
Peach

I'

1th

100'



COUNTY- SYSTEMS

.System Code c.:S- ystem Naive

712

713

714''°

'715

71
7
.718

719
720
721

722
723
724

725
726
727

.28

729

730

731
732

733
734

735

i 01

Pickets
,Pierce

'Pike'

Polk
Pulaski
Putnam
Quitman
'Rabun

Randolph
Richmond
.Rockdale

Schley
Screven
Seminole
'Spri).ding

Stephens
Stewart
Sumter
Talbot
Taliafprro
Tattnall

-TAylor.

Telfair
Terreir

-(Con't)

System Code: System Name

,

736 Thomas "
737' Tift
738 TooMbs
739 Towns .

740 Treuilen
741 Troup.
742 Turner
743 Twiggs
74,1

745
Union'

Upsdn
746 Walker
7.47 "Walton
748 Waie
749 Warren
750 Washington
751 Wayne :
752 Webster .

753 Wheeler
:754 White
755 Whitfield
756 * Wilcox
757 Wilkes
758 p Wilkinson

Worth

( #

f

.1

CITY SYSTEMS'

System Code

780 Ame is

761 Atl
763 Br en -

764 Buford
765 \C5lhoun
766 Carrollton
767 Cartersvil ),e

769 Chickamiuga
.770 Cochran
771/ CoMmerce
7 .' Dalton

System Name

773 Decatur
774 Dublin.

775 Fitzgetald
776 Gainesville 4
778 Hoqapsville
779 Jefferson
780 LaGrange
781 , Marietta.
784 Pelham
785 Rome .

786 Social, Circle
788 * Thomaston
789 Thomasville
791 Trion
792 Valdosta

3 Vidalia
794 ross
795 West Point

4-

r

tut.,


