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' . - . a'.
Through'tﬂzhyears that Title I edubational programs in Georgia have

™~ P .
been in operation’there has been a major shift in emphasis. Title I has

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

' 3
constructioh, ‘purchase of equipment for radio and televiaion instruction and
»’

r,arts.and crafts, to funding a very small number of activities,_cogfent:ating
: | ‘ ) .
. on the bas# skills areas, —In 1965, 49 different activities were eligible
. . - 4
“to receive’ Title T funding, but in l974*£ewer 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 .
/ * * ‘ \ I'- ¢ 1
C7Tfederal and- state levels, and are concentrating funds and efforts on a few,.

.

carefully defined areas of stggent need. '

This tretd toward reducing 'the kindslof activities and services

. -

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

fell into five activity/ser ce areas/® down from 13 in 1973—74 and a great ,

»rom the 49 originally suggested in 1965 These five areas wdre o

preschool, reading, and matnematics activities and food and transportation
. \ o/ . v
services. Only a few other activities were funded in 1974~ 75
. 7 d

‘- Another trend that COntinued 'was the reductton of funding of activities

-

f - -

.amd services for secondary students. This was due largely to the pelief
»’ ll Q; -
that a program of preVention and remediation for young children will
o . S
probably”Be of greater value in the long.run than a remediation program for
LT ) . "
dlder-youth ' ,
N\ .
In FY 1975 for the first time the state has reque'ted that local

systems submit objective achievement information i1 ey collect it.

. N ‘ M

Before. achievement 1nformation received by the state was 1argely subjective
. 3
in. nature, with systems reporting their perception of? the, degree of ‘success

of their projects. In 1975, systems submitted “inforfation regarding the -
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kinds, of evaluation instruments and. techniques usec(, the gain ,expeq{.ed and

achie\;ed, and the htm'\b,e‘rg?j\ student's,,meetin‘g or exceeding the’objectives.
; . .

» . 'f L A3
Mest systems empldyed standardized achievement tests to evaluate student °

cl

acl-g.evement, particularly in the areas Jf .feading and ,ma'fhematics. Many

systems felt that the instruments used for preschool evaluation did not
adequdately meet their needs. ‘ , ! . ' . v ’
* ~ 3 .

As in the past, evaluation efforts by local systems vary greatly ’

A

"-é‘ccording’ to staff expertise and .administrative personnel available. The

Georgia De_partmént of Edueation continues to conduct workshops for Title I

-

Local Education '\gencie_s to pr'oqote the use of (more formal, mo‘re 'forjmtive
éval'ua‘t:l:on metho&s fo:' meésuring pupil ach:l:evement.' However-{ due .to limi-:
tatior;‘s in staff, the ‘St:ite ]édué;ition erartment {canno't provide the amount .
of 'techn:‘lca]: assist’at.xée t;xat couid con]::ib:;te greatly to increasing lo',cal '

- .

system expertise in this area.

.

'fhis evaluation repc;rt is essentially an identification of tremnds

and an examination of the cost of those trends. The qu’estién addressed |

by this report is "Did Title I-ﬁinanceci' activities in Georgia have any

pqéi}:i’ve effect: on the learning outcomes of participating children?"
' X f oo . R
A review of this report will indiéate that the answer toﬁgpt*question is

an emphatic L'yes." .

e

-» ‘e
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. - FY,19ZS BASIC STATISTICS - L.
. = ! ' * ‘ . ! . . \' ‘ ‘—‘ T
, . -4 ~ .
- SCHOOL SYSTEM PARTICIPATION .

. Systems in Georgig, . ¢, . .
- Participating systems o« v

- NMBER OF SYSTEMS' BY-LOGATION - ° - T .

. T Rul‘al ® 0t s 9 2 9 s e e g e _ e gt e e ee o o o‘ * e '1 151

. Urbanr ¢ 0 s o e e ¢ o o @ " * 0 j. e s 0 e "/' L ) o 21
Suburban\. L] L"" . : [ . . [ . . . ¢ o * 0 " . . e )

STUDENT PARTICIPATION ' ‘

Public school participants. ' . +. v 4 v 0 s o o o o % 130,608'

Non-public schpol participants, ., . % + « o « « ¢ + & . 916.
. TOTAL-. . . » 131,524

NUMBER OF SYSTEMS BY SOURCE OF INCOME _ - %
, . Industry. « o+ «%e e v o o o P SRS T i)
‘ Agricilture . o . o 2 oL S s s e e . . T8
‘ Services. . . p ™ 0 0oy v e e e e e %N 20
o - . ' TOTAL . , +.. . , 188
PROJECTS APPROVED/ . © ' o
Regular sespion . o v v v v e v W v v w e e e ee e e . 217
_ Summer SeBSION. 4 « ¢ 4 4 v 4 ¢t b e e e e e e e e . 39
- ‘ .o Ce e JTOTAL . ., . [ . 25
. { SCHOOL AGE RESIDENT CHILDREN: .0 T v
“ . _ Residing in applicadks’ distriqts v e e e e ..1,145,640%
. “ Residing in other districts . ., . . . N e v e e, 6'659Q
/ Dropouts. « .o v v o o o ¢ 4 o o Ce e e e e 26,387 §
.« . o : -, o TOTAL , . . 1,178,686 i
P SCHOOL AGE RESIDENT CHILDREN BY RACE ' : 1
‘ . BlaCk ¢ o e ‘s e e 9 9 ¢ o o R I T S S S S S 390;905 1
White « o o 4 o 0 v o s e v e e e e e e . . . 785,306
Other & 4 ¢ v 4 v o 4 o v o 0 ee te e e e ;\.' . 2,477 1
: . Co - TOTAL . .} 1,178,686 |
1
b

}l

PENDITURE OF FUNDS . .

‘ Allogated for use in FY 75 and etpended .

. . Part A carryover from FY 74 , ,
" Part C catryovér from EY 4 , . 0 v a
Pdrt A carryovér from¥Y 73 . . . . . . ,

. $28,275,389
Ve e e e e « « 14,481,193
.. 1,607,391
. . 1,178,676
Part C carryover fromAF¥,73 vt el e . . 273,745

TOTAL EXPENDITURES. $45,816,394

[
?

-

# ACTI ITY. SCHEDULING PATTERNS
! ystems with Regular Session Activiti;s Only. . . . . .. 149
ystems with Summer Session Activities Only . , . . ‘o, . 0

stems with both Regular and Summer Session Activities ., _39

. e TOTAL v . . ., . 185

¢ . A\
) ~ ' PN ' '
' |
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< PHPIL PARTICIPATION - ¢

-

1974-1975 Title 1 programs fell ihto.spécifically_defined categoriesz, °

v

' ' ¢ . ) . . .
VInstructipnal actiVities-included preschooI, reahing and mathématics, with an ¢

occasional system offering“an activity other than these. Suppoftive serviees

e '

included food and tranqportation Again, an’ occasional sy ten offered atservice

l/other than these. Through the years that Title I progr ve been conducted
> v N

JAn Geor 14, the fange of offerings has consistently;narrowedE"It‘is felt, that
. . . . . < ) v .

by con ehtrating resources- and effort on the basﬂi skill areas; particularly .
in the early grades, more gain: per Tltle 1 dolIar wjll be recognized. ThgiE

following chart illustratés ‘the Qecreaae 1n numher of” activities and services
offered for, the past three years. '

Number. of
Inptructional
Activities

Number of .
Suppo t‘ive
" $ervides
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The following tables,an& gﬁbﬂns

t, . Yoo, . ) T . .

/‘. .o, ‘"';‘\""-y) . . . . -, -
. o« - v - -3 N T h
)

\i.,lrlustrat’e 'patterns of Title T
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part pationzin Georgia,w-»;;:—\wﬁ T .. . ) .
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Tabié 1[ Pupil’ Participat%g@-(?ﬁblfc School) by AqtivityIService o
Table 2 Pﬁpil Panticipation.(Private Schdpl) vity/Service ”
Table 3 ‘PupiI Participation (Public and Priv Sehool) by )

] Activity/Service .
Table 4| Pupil- Participat{pn by Gradg Levgl for Public and Private .
A Schools for Regular Sesston = - ™~/
_Table - 5| Pupil Participation by Grade Level for Public and Private
o " Schools. for “Summer Session : - ’ - ]
Table 6| Title I Schools®and Participants in Georgia v
‘Table 7| Estimated Number of Students Who Partidipated in-TitLe 1

e Table 8

‘by Raéde
Number_ and Percent of Title I Participants and Schools
According to School System 8ize

Tablg? 9} Number® of Title I Pa icipants, by .Grade Level, by Activity,
. 'by. Session for Publ d Pfivate Schools
TablJe 10| Estimated Numbper of Stud‘?yl:y Handicay” Who “Parttcipated
N P in Title I for Regular Session" o
1 Grdph 1| Particdpation by Session,; All Activitfes, Services .
Graph 2| Regular Session Particypation by Activity - - e
Graph 3! Symmer Session Participation by Activity s~ T
Graph 4| Combined Session Partficipation by Activity t,
Graph 5 Regular SessiOn Participation by Sérvice . F
Graph 6 Summer Session Participation by Servite ."ﬂ
‘Graph 7| Combined Sessions Participation by Service' - .
Graph 8| Regular ‘Sessien Participation by -Activity/Service
Graph 9| Summer Session Participation-byyActivit /Serviece )
- Graph 10| Combined Sessions Partiéipation by Activity/Service
L Graph «11| Comparison of School ‘System Size with Percent of Total
- : Schools, in System that (Participate ip Title I - .
Graph 12 Comparison of School’ Syst m Size with ercent of Total
. * ADA that Participates i Title I ./P :
Graph 13| Title I Systems within ‘APA Ranges L L. -
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TABLE 1 | I 'Pdimscv.mmu:srv

" Pupil. P Participation (Public) . t e o . 'Reading &ccopnted for the highest perconuge of public

‘s by Actxvity/&e;vxce . : ] sohool ptrtipf#anta with 5k.3, percent. ' -

TR} »

Overall, 101#11 activities accounted for 4/5
total public’ ;Meiﬁq;ion@ with suppogtive 1cu ‘
acoounting. for sifgitly leas than 20 percent. Of
supportive ‘nrvicel,. participation was higher in tho sulnez
than in the regular sessivn, with trnnspomticm lhowing -
the highest individual participation.
v .
REGULAR\ : NG . TOTAL * PR
.. ercent of , |[Percent of Total ijperent of, - Pexcent of
[Number of otal Regular |Hegular Plus e ¥ | Total Regular - v Total Regular
Regtilar Session [Session | sumier Session P Session Plus Summer 'AL,, rarticipants| Plus Summer
Pmiiipants Participants |Participants Pants Pa.;s'ipipmts Participants. far and Summer Putic;pantsn
- o . G "
Preschoql _ 9,507 | 6.359 4.728° L . ,‘5.21’2 1.339 12,215 "1 e.064

Y

v * . N M . ) - ' - N - . *
Reading 86,762 , . 57.976, Y 43.075\ _;/ 16,539 31,947 . 8,211 . ' 103,301 "
. 2 - . ® . Te . e .

. ) - . T ) , . . ' . ’ . :". K
Mathematics 34,778 . 23,239 L 17,266 . 11,4 +* 22,304 ‘| 46,221
. - . . - ~_‘ N -7 .
' 506 ‘ 338 ‘252 2 T '.533 . . 782
. , . . . . »
: 5

‘o . i . . °
— —= - — . zﬁ - ‘ — — - :
Total (Acgtivities) q 131,563 ‘ 874912 65.318 ; v 1 +59.796 .368_ * 162,519 ~*

»

SERVICE

240 | 1 5,202 . . . .627 ' Jond.a42 "
. . v Y

Transportation L, | b 9501 . 5 T 13776 . ‘ . P 28,029 13.915

. e
Other . ‘ : . “.054 T8 @ | 3565 16 | . .| Llese

f .

..

Total (serviles) . 000 ° | 12.088 "8.982* , |~ 2084 - [ 4o. [ 10332 | 38 , \19.315 '

at

TOTAL ALL
ACTIVITIES AND"
s‘zmczs‘
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TABLE 2 . o ) . : POINTS OF INTEREST K t
Participation (Pzivar:e) A ¢ . . - > Private school, participation- reveals t:hat regular sesszon =
by Activity/Service ' - . . N reading accounts for the ireatest pn-ticipation. ‘with K
. ' e alpost 60 percent of t&ta participation.
A ﬁ , . . . R
T L . ’ T Instructional activitigs accounted for an even higher ' /
.. ’ . ‘percentage of partlcipation for private school stud&
* : - . than fon puhlic schodl students. Overall, supportiv
R ! /\ : N . ° services account for only }I. percent of participation.
, . . i - - ' /
ACYIVITY - ' REGULAR ’ . L . SOUMMER . N TOTAL
. . Per?ent of Percent of Total . Percent of ;ﬁ Percent of ot * Pexcent of :
Number of TStal Regular Regular Plus : Total Summer| Total Regular P ot Total Regular |
- Regular Session| Session Summer Session Number of Summer Session Plus.Summer , | TOTAL, Participants| Plus Summer -
.t i Participantg , | Participants | Participants Session Participahts]| Participants| Participants { Regular and Summer Participants ya
- 3 '
. - 4 . h ; . L . - a
Preschool 3 . 0 0 0 0 6 2o . 0 . 0
. Reding . *540 T 70.773 46.834 18 v | 37.949 !} 12.836 i 688 . * | 59.670 A
N - » L - - - M B .
thematics 223 29.227 19.341 - 92 23.590 7.979 ™ 315 -1 277320 1
) Y A ' - e . : P, t .
. . - -~ N - T - { LAz 14
**."  pther P ..o s o .- Q 23 5.897 1.995 « R | . 1.995 4
. ’ . * o ¢
e . ~ R - L -
rotal (Activities) - 763 100 - 66,175 - Tl - 283 67.436~ .22.810 - 1,026 ss.b8s°. . |
. N | . . -y .
SERVICE . * - .. -
. SV . . - 3 . . 9
. » - g T - - 0\ "
Food .. 0 . 0 o Toa42 A 10.769 | 3.643 a 42 /| 3.643 -
l P . N < * N ‘ '
’ - T . . ® -
Transportation 1T o . - 0 0 55 14.103 4.770 \ 755 r 4.770 -
g . - o ' N .
T bther . 0 Jooo 0 o 30 7.692 2.602 - 30 2,602 '
i . ARN
fotal (Services) 0 0 o . : i27 32.564 11.015 127 . ': Yl 11.01%
" . < ) X
P - s
TOTAL ALL , , . 4
i ACTTVITIES AND . . y . . 1,153 100 ‘
. . 100 33.825 .
SERVIGES 763 ‘1c?, 66.175 . 390\. ) ‘
\ . . . * :
. » ) . : ) -
. 4 - »} * . \ N
» l » - - . { .
ERiC. 1P , L . : 16
* -
B . .

, . - -
L] . . . -

.
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TABLE 3 POINTS OF :m'ranzsg . )
Pupil Participation (Publiec and Pravate) , Instructional activaities accounted for gs pe:cent of regular session pértxcims, -
by Actavaty/Service 4 . ° Instructional activities accounted for 81 percent of total part1c1pants (regular ' . f"‘f-" o4

. and summer). o4 M
‘ > v, Supportlve services accounted for lg aercent ofs regﬁlar sessipn ’bartxcxpation.. *
. R . - Supportive services accounted For 40 percent’ of(.sxmer sessxon participation, * B
» A - ) . i » - (‘ . N ’ . t
ACTIVITY - REGULAR I . . SUMMER ... y - TOTAL R
. ’ Percént of Percent of Total S Percent of & , Percént of Percent of -
" : , Number of Total Regular| Regular Plus Total Summer ; Total Regular . J Total® Regular A
N ! Regular Session| Session 'Summer Session ,| Number of Bum;et Session » Session TOTAL, Participants{ Piuf summer =~ | . )
.Partidapants - ,Partmxpants Participants Session ttfciganfs Participants ' Parficipants | Reqular and Semmer | Participanks PPN ]
Pregchool 7~ vl - °8,517 P m6.%67 4.698 '698 5.172 ©1,331 JE 12,215 6.03 A -]
Reading 87,302 o7 -999 a 43.095 16,687 31.991 & 1\  8.237 C 103,989 . 51,332, R
Mathematies -8 35,001 "23.269 17.277 R 1535, 22.114 5.694 . 46,538 22.972 i :»%~ :
Other -1 506 — .336 > 249 7- 299 | A=,573 - .147 ¢ \ 80% .397 1A
Total (Activities) 132,326 - 87.971 . 65,319 S 31,219 59.850 YT 15,409 163,545 ‘T 80.732 ¥ .
< L »
‘- - DA s , N .
) SERVICE . ‘. C . - . ~ : . N I
Food 3,656 2.43 L . 1.804 5,334 10.226 2.633 - 8,990 . ‘4,437 it - *.
Transg tatlon , 14,353 ¥.542 7.085 13,731 BE 26.324 6.778 . . 28,084 13, 853 s
. [other: g 81 .053 . 039 1,876 3.596 .926 + 1,957 ‘ T
ITotal '(Serv:.c y 18,090 ' 12.025 v .. 8.928 20,941 40.146 10,337 i 39,031 19 266 _t ¢ g
TOTAL ALL . . ‘ ’ - "T( * . . ’ . o, W o ‘s ’.»
ACTIVITIES AND | ° . ' ) . . - : . Ny
»SERVICES - 150,416 100 74.251 52,160 100 25,748 202,576 100 < (3
. - . . ‘e ’ . -‘; s
®OTE: In some cases, totals shown as 100 percent do not add up to 100 percent if the separate percentages that make up the total are *added, ..Thls is s * )
befause the fouxth decimal place in the sub-total figures is rounded off. . d -
NOTE: These are\.dugllcated «figures. That 1s, a student was counted onde for each activity or service in which he/shn particxpa;ed. The;eforg, the ¢ :
total here™1s greater than the unduplicated total shown on page B since it represents dupl:.cated numbers of sstudents. M - . o
"N . » “ '
. B . . 1 - - ’ “ -t : , . '
° ‘ . ., . . - . ' - -
. - . . - C e P g , ‘ A
v 0t oy . 4 V. = *
-~ . . - \ R i - Y . 1‘8 - ‘k‘*‘
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Theﬁfollowing graphs -répresent patterns of participation. Lo \ ! .
L : o \ - - PERCENT
" . iy ‘x (1) Regular session % - 80.7
n ) (2)_Su{inner, sessiop . -19.3
S - ) ‘ s . ,
-‘ v ‘»‘ i‘) - . Y / ’
(1) Reading - R 66.
2) MatHematics . 26.4° >
(3) Preschool ‘ o 2.2
¢4) Other instructional activities“ At
' R . N “
.o ‘ .. e o v o
- €} ,Réad'ing T T ‘ - 52‘3.5\
(2) Mathgmatics . 36.9 -
(3) Preschool |, ' 8.6
. (4) 'Othet instfuctional activities, 1. '
( vt . .7
. > hd ] .
) . A \
A Reading R 63.5 ~"
® (2), Mathematics . . 28.5
(3) "Preschool *7.5°
(4) Other instructional activities .5
L ] ‘l - _
, M ) ) ' ’ ' [ AR L] . d
(1) Food : ) : 20.2 °
") Transportation\ - .o 79.3
(3) Other supportive services .5




TABLE 4 { " ’ o o .,.‘ POINTS OF INTEREST -
‘Pupil Participauidﬁ by Grade g . . 84.4 percent of total” q;ticipation occurs, in grades
Level for Public and Private i ’ 1-7, an increase of 4\2 percent over FY- 1974 .-
Schools for Regular Sessiop .
fUnduplicated) . : Pre-Kindergarten and Kindergarten participatign

. : ' accounts for 8.7 percent of the total, an increase ’

of 1 3 percent} over FY 1974,
.

N\
T?%

~ife . o, v
- Number of Participants ST
- ) . . ) . Percent of Total
¢ Grade Level , Public ’ Private Total Participants by Grade Level
: Preﬁxindergarteni__ ) . : "
Klndqgg&rteﬂ . 9,562 ) © 9,562 ' - )
| 10,274 .- 47 . 10,321 |
©15,190 ) 114 : 15,304 "
15,998 168 16,166 .
15,062 ‘136 15,198 . -
13,300 . - 113 ) 13,413
12 ;505" R 135 12,640
10,734 * .35 : 10,769
5,495 " 1. 5,507
, 1,447 . N 1,447
10 377 ' T 377 .
11- ) 265 -, 265
.12 , 80 N - 80
- TOTAL {110,379 . 111,139
Dropouts . 2,750 ' « 2,765
. Neglected.and;Delipquent * 723 - ., 723

~

w

S Y e Y N P

I

e |

- == =] —
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TABLE 5

POINTS OF INTERES

Pre-kindergarten
pation is almost

s}mer session :

grades 1-7.

nd kin:lefgarten' partiei~
percent h:q.gher in the
n ir¢ the regular session.

¢

e

This 'is an ing¢ easé of 8.5 percent
ovr.r summer, FY 1974. .

ES e T -
. ) : ’ Perc of Total
Grade Level " Ppublic Private . Total ‘| Partici 5 by ‘Grade Level
Pre-Kindergarten, M : .
Kmdergarten 2,942 0 (. 2,942 14.4 -
1 . 3,04} 10 + 3,051 R - 15,0
" .2 K _2,786. - | 17 2,803 . 13.7 .
~ 3 . i 3,126 N 31 3,157 . 15,5, i -
4 2,515 . 29 2,544 12.5
5 2,271 9 2,280 . I 11.2,
6 1,810 | 43 1,853 /9,1
7 ». 1,247 § 7 . 1,254 " 6,1
8 “ 274 N 10 284 ; 1.4
9 / i 40 0 40 S L2 v :
. 10 35 0 ; 3 1 . 2 -
11 - .2 0 2 ~ ] 0.0 . :
12, - 140 07 140 YT
TOTAL | 20,229 156 20,385 / 100
Neglected.and Delinquen 195 B . ] 77
Y« .
/ . : ‘ .
\ /’ ‘/ ' ‘g
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TABLE 6 .

’

POINTS OF INTEREST , :
More than half the public schogls in Georgia are

A

- Title I Schools and Participants
in Georgia )

Title I schools.

Ten percent of students in

Geoxgiaxzchools are Title I participants.” Only
_ one percknt of private school students participate

4n Titlg I activities.

Type of
' School

s

Title I as a
Total Percent Percent of Total

4 of Schools

. Schools with
Participants

)

..

Title T

Title I as a
Percent of

‘JTotal Enrolled

Public

Total Schools | Enrolled

1,779 984 - 55 1,087,142

Participants

12

Private

\ 243 16 7 56,637

130, 608.

916

1.6

v

b ) ~

.

TOTAL

* 2,022

49 1,143

779 | 131,524, 4

A )
NOTE: In order fdy privﬁte sch
within the Tdtle I target attendance area.

on the premises of a pwivate school, that sc

B

*»

\

.1,000 _

f -

ool students’ to pa;ticipats/in-Titleﬂl, the child must reside

In order for

Ly

* 4 .

P

ey
x
A-‘Il

ca

<

Title I services to be provided -

N

I

hool must bé in compliance with the Civilaiights,ﬁét.””’-

»
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TABLE 7 - . POINTS OF INTEREST C
Estimated Num/}t ‘of Students ' The ratio. of black to-white students .
Who Particip;a;ed in Title T . parﬁcipathg in‘Title I activities e
, by Race . ’ . ughly 5:3+for combined sessions. ~ ™
! “ This is essentially the same ratio , .
= as for FM§974,.* White participat:ion
- ) o ) . drops from 39,9 pefcent in regular .
. - session to 21,5 percent in-sumlper
- - session, . 'Black participation .
N . increases from 59,9 percent in )
g regular session to 78.3 percent in )
summer session. . 4
., -| Regular | Percent | Summer Percent Combined L Percent
T Sessiron'_ of Total Sessiom of Total Segsions of Total
White 44,390 39.9 4,379 . 21,5 , 48,769 | 37 S
Black 66, 584 59.9 - 15,971 78.3 82,555 62.8 *
-, | - - - y o
Other 165 .02 35: Y 200 o2 <
e 0 « - ¢
TOTAL .| 111,139 100 20,385 100 « ° 131,524 100°
~ ‘1 N 2
{ v s d T, ' N ‘ * PN
- \ -T' .
E} “” . “ .
- . K ’
R '
, . . - * L § ‘ . * ;;.
‘.o ’ ‘g . " R . ' . s - ’ - -
. ‘—\’—/ - » \ LY - -
o . NN ) , - . .
. ’ N : ;
©3 - - % i -
" ’ : ? 3 ' . N R - -
- ‘e H J * ) v.:' - L
- . N > . » ‘. . *
i \ . & - , _ . '-4 ‘\ N
“ : N . . .o ” P , o s
. ;0' . 27 ) R N
S 23 - A U
- - " o : ', ) . ) ., '\ ¢
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TABLE 8 = ) .. .~ POINTS OF INTEREST ) -
« Numbeg and Percent of Title I; ' : In general; as.sohool system size incruses, Smaller systems served a higher percentage
Participants and Schools Qg.cording .. .participatiop in ‘Title 1 decreases. - ' N of their total enrollments than did larger
to ‘Schools System Size o ) systems.
. School sygtems with the smallest ADA (999 P
.or under) show the highest percentage of Slightly more than oné half 6f all achy -

Title T participants (31.98). in Georgia were Title I schools.

. . y
”

School systgnp with the second highest -

ADA (31,000 - 43,999) show the lowest y
percentage of TitlesI participants (4.47 percent )’

while the systems with the highest ADA (44,000 -

84,000) show the second lpwest percentage

(5.66 percen:) . .

. .t
.

— Y A T
TITLE 1 AS AVERAGE NUMBER - . TOTAL TITLE 1 AS AVERAGE M
TOTAL | AVERAGE ADA™ TOTAL TITLE I PERCENT OF OF TITLE I 1 AVERAGE NUMBER TITLE' 1 . PERCENT OF ° OF TITLE I

+ADA PER_SYSTEM __PARTICIPANTS TOTAL ABM ~ PARTICIPANTS/SYSTEM SCHOCLS/SYSTEM SCHOOLS TOTAL SCHOQLS SCHOOLS / SYSTEM

i . - . -, .
~ . . - 4

-

201,761 6‘7.254 12,822 ) - ! 3.809 104 X 102 32.588 . 34

4,779 32,39 3,247 RE C 1,447 ) 41 3%.058  ° 2

-
.

30,999 ) 136,08} 27,216 - 15,666 ° . 2,792 , 43.697% 21
. A . :

3 5 <

11,000~ : ’ -
20,999 © 2. | 33,893 16,947 3,739 . 1,667 42,623

10,000~ . ' . :
10.999 10,531 10,531 . Lo . 962 . ) 40

9,000~ ’ . . : ‘
9,999 47,482 9,496 - 24325 : 414 51.724

8,000~ . .
8,9% 25,275 8,425 1,687 . - 501 41,86

2

7,000- : . L . y T ’
7,999 . 29,219 7,305 3,778 . 66,667
. _ _ .

6,000~ - ] . )
6,999 57.792 6,421 7,954 . : - 68.085

1 5.000= - . ) - . A
v 5,999 21,395. 5,349 ~ |7 3,425 : . 68,421

4, Goole. ' ' )

4,999 | 62,510 4,465~ °11,743 8. . ) , o 77.236

, L _ . q
99,010 - 3,536 _, 18,006 , . . . ol 68.132

= P

2,000~ . .
2,999 88,329 2,454 19,931 : . 74,5668 . -

1,000-, - . . ; , Coe .
1,999 3 83,763 1,580 20,641 ] . 73.563

999~ - . . . .
. 0, : 12,728 . 670 . 4,566 35.5%

rord) 188, 974,548 5,184,  |-- 130,608 * 13.4

gRIC - Y T

ICEETT raphs 11, 12 and 13 provide further illultra?lon of these points,
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GRAPH 13 .
Title 1'Systems
within ADA Ranges

POINTS OF INTEREST
This graph shows each system according to
THe shape of this

the ADA it reported.

'

, v

grdph {ndicates clearly that by far the
largest number of s

ystems have ADA's
between 1000-1999, -

9999,

\ -

u e
'e Systems with ADA's hijher than 9999
are few in number,
13 systeu-'iu/ Georgia with ADA's above -

9r only seven percent of the .
total number of systems., The syswem - |
numbfrs 1isted are official State

There are,only

\ ! - N Department of Education numbsrs, Systea
. ’ ’ . . names’' corresponding to systemisfmbers
- . Y * -, sre shown in the Appendix, 4 & .
v “ g . - - -
i . ADA A -~ '
NI . N .
. . P AKGE - LY
“ L4 k4 ‘ 3
44000~ /31000- 21000- | 11000- |10000- | 4000- | 8000-4 7000- 60Q0= | 5000~ | 4000- | 3000- | 2000- | 1000- | 999-°| .
84999 | 43999 30999 20999 10999 9999 8999 7999 6999 5999 4999 3999 2999 | ‘1999 0
. iy é . T ., g
SYSTEMS 761 660 667 676 669 657 726 622 -%is 634 |~ 617 794 688 730 760 ¢
633 706 634 647 | - *, 648 755 638 ' 792 675 | . 751 664 757 740 739
644 721 663 628 635 737 747 - i81 640 765 690 642
- 611° 629 623 122 605 653 665 [, 670 |« 696 786
‘625 746 - 692 o o 721 750 793 [ - 770 612
: 608 -] 780 { 652 702 602 791
N : 707 668 645 [ 735 632 862
’ €38 551 Y44 578 795
. " 715 643 748 701 693 769
- 7 ) R \ 687 773 ° 610 716 |-718 |+
. . L : 710 | 627 776 743 6 |
. . i . > 785 97 637 719 ] 650
i 658 607 694 685 °| 604
. s 736 732 666 624 609
. ’ 659 734 | 709 | 691
- > * 689 641 606 723
— . 774 671 714 731
s . 489 614 756 630 .
= . I - ' 759 745 753 752 -
N - . 772 649 788
3 1 7135 778
. . ' 711 . 680 764
. 695 713 619
-, g ™ 681 738 749
. . . 708 758 763 :
: T - . v " [} 3L (3]
. . . . 656 620 703
> 1.7 71z k]
- - 724 683
— ’ N n !“ "u
* e v . 766 {. “677 .
; 7 [+ 1.4 733
. . " 655 754
v “ i 787 [33]
rd . . . N 729 708
- 708 5
‘ » ’ LA s a 7 r L
- R . ~ . - . 771 ’ :
; 7 , 700
. ' ! . “661
. — LI B -
. & . l . 784.
— i - . 125
+ j‘ “2 .
s = * v 3]
] . ’ N - . 613
s 3 r p == [4.]1
621
‘ / 762
: - - 720 -
“ P = ' ‘ 1 <
Y N - v
TOTAL MO. . . ! !
[ srsTois 3 F] 5 2 I, 1 > 5 3 3 4, 14 28~ 36 53 19
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TABLE 9
Number of Title.l Participants
by Grade Level by Activity,

POINTS OF INTEREST™
largest amount of publiq school participation occured
- indergarten through grade séven vith 94,3 percent of

s

.

Private school participation
followed the sane general patterm,

by Service for Public and K4 ~participants. . with largest participation occuring
Private Schools o . N N in the elementary grades. Grades
Third grade showed the single highest public school 1-7 accounted for 96,5 perceat of R
) . participation, with a combined total t'o: regular and the total private school participa-
‘sumaer sessions of 29,013-participants, or 14.4 percent tion. FThere were no private school R
® - of the total. Least parwdcipation occured at grade 12, " participants in Title I kindergar- N
with 238 participants for both regular and mer'sesaions, . ten activities, :
or .1 percent of the toral, 7 .
- ’ : . - Total private school patijcipation .
. o . - .. . was only Scpercent Sf théwptal ‘ :
. ' - Title 1 participation in Ceorgia.
g s
o } Other - ! R }' 1 [ / ,

+  Instructiomal i i . : Ocher . i | Grand
frade | School ' _ Reading, Mathematics , Activities Food Transportation } Services Total ' | Total*
tgvel | Type ., Regslar  Summer | Total , Regular, ! Summer | Tot Regular ! Summer | Total | Regular | Summer | Totaliﬁiular ‘7Sumnerl Total ‘ Regular | Susmer - 'rot'ﬂ Regular jSumme N
Pre-K,] Public 72 13, 35 0 . # 2 0 2] 3,416 | 1,453 [ 4,869 ; 3,860 | 1,745 w5, 609J o} 215 2;; 16,86 ,128 §22,995
KA* _ jPrivate, 0 0, 0 0] 0 0 01 0 0 L 07 0 ot 0 R 0! 0 0 [ 0 0

Total I T3 g3 0 0 0 71 ] 2 3,416 1,453 74,868 . 3,860 | 1,748 | 5,609 0 T3 zw 16,867 16,128 |22.9%5
. - ; | P T .~ PN .~ T -
—}Public 8,960 3,151 12,111 " 3,633 | 1,43515 15,068 356 | 9 365 1 49 935" | 98s 798 | 2p3%0 ; 3,1181 ¢ o {11 f 113 [13.796 7,961 }21,757
- Private v 10 57 7 0 2z 2 0 T T 0 0, 0 [ 10 ; 10, 0 0 20 » 47 23 20
i {Total 9,007 ~ 3,161 17,158 | 3,633 1,437 5,070 - 356 10~ 366 : 49 + 93 984 , 798 . 2,330 = 3,128 | [} 1lr | i} j13,843 7,984 [214827
T ¥ L : = T 1 T t T e :
__lPudlic 13,43 2,729 14,184 4. 500 1,626 16,132 9 12 2’ 45 P 786 ;4831 . 1,447 ' 1,916 ! 3,363 ! 0 196 | 190 119,467 =47,259 |} 26,726
2 Private .+ 87 18 105 30 =TT 37 0 3y 3 0 1 [ 1 0 13 7 .~ 13 0 0 0 117 42 159
Total 13,547 2,747 ,16,2% , 4,536 . 1,633 16,169 ; g ! 151" 24 1 45 1787 832 ' 1,447 :1,929 ; 3,376, 0 190 [*190 [19,584 [7,301 |26,885
' j T M ) P . ' L T+ -
. _|Public 13,360 2,998 '16.858 . 5,126 1,976 +7,102) . 8 i8 86 0 . 44 ;39 . 796 | 1,707 2,240 A.%?;t 1 283+ | 28¢  |79,746 8,267 |29.013
Private 0% . 729 . 138 58 5 731 — 3 3 0| T T 0] 15 [ 151 7 7 1,167 [ 70 237
Total lr13.969 3,027 16,936, 5,184 LT 57,17 . 8 2] 29 4 753 797 1,707 ;2,755 "3.367 1 290 291 120,813 18 337 129,250
) 5 1) -
+ JPublic | 12,879 2,464 15,343, 5,160 1,84 Eﬁ,}?& 11 20 31 30 597 627 1,623, | 1,883 | 3,506 8 326 334 l“]H 7)_i08 26,819
b4 Private 100 28 128 37 11 48 0 2 2 0 1 1 0 1, 157 15 0«41 b b 137 62 199
7 Total 12,979 {2,492 15,471 5,187 1,829 17,026 11 22 33 30 598 628 1,623 1,898 3,521 8 331 338 19,848 7,170 27,018
. t - g N —
Public | ¥1,395 2,157 13,552 4,973 11,839 16,812 — 12 19 31 46 361 407 1,664 4,481 3,155} . 1 \;IQL 316 118,101 £.27Q 125,371
5 Private | 16 8 86~ 37 6 43 0 1 1 0], 01 o0 ) 2 ) 2 0 | % 4 [TERN G 134
Total 11,47} 7,185 L6360 >,0I0. T 1,945 16,955 12 20 32 46 361 407 1,664 1,483 3,157 11 307 318 18,214 6,291 24,505
- = >
Pubiic’ 110,439 1,678 [12.147 4,539 ‘:).4371 6,026 15 41 5 76 25€ 282 J 1,514 11,164 12,678 L 1 18 182 210 {16,551 4,818 P21,369
6 Private 77 [%] 120 4,28 . =0 1 0 39 39 . 0 0 [1] _ 0 3 -1 sl 135 <y 26 26}
Total 10,516 11,721 112,237 [ 4.587 | 1,525 [6,126 | . 15 42 5 26 295 321 | 1,514 | 1,164 12,678 |. 18 193 | 211 16,686 [4,944 121,630
. s L ! PP .
| Publ ic 9 411 1,106 10,517 4,064 993 {5,057 32 82 114 0 152 152 1,310 748 | 2,059 9 1‘1'3 \127 14,826 {3,200 18,026
1 Private 32 A 38 3 ] [4] 4 [4 0 . 0 0 [ « 0 [] 0 3 - 3 -35 18 53
Total 9443 11,112 16,355 7 4,087 31 32 B6 118 0 152 152 1,310 749 .1 2,059 9 121 130 14,861 3,218 18,078
rs =
Public | 4,470 "} .159 | 4489 | 2,078 9 |2,172 28 .45 73 0 0 w0 | 43 158 588 > 14 108 [422 | 7,020 564, | 7,584
Private 12 [ 8N Y [ Y] [ - 0 ] 0. 0 [] [1] [] 0 [*] 10 J10 12 25 37
Total, 4,482 o 165 Z,078 178 78 11 78 0 (] [} 30 158 588 13 118 '[132 7,032 589 7,621
3 3 . : -y .
Public | 1,136 14 [1,150 506 11 517 18- 17 35 0 “0 0 0 [ 4.6 7 0 .7 14,667 48 1,715
9 |Private 0 0 0 0 0 0] . o 31 -3 [ [ 0 0 s o L0 0 [ 0 3 3
Total 3,136 T4 [.1,150 1I-{ 517 [~ 18 |, 20 38 [} 3 . 0 T [ [ R ) W 0 T 11,6677 1. 51 1,718
- N - - ) ¥
Public 1 2581 16 307 184 10 'lsk 12 9 21 9 0 0 .° 0 Q 0, 2 0 2’ 489 35 524
10" i Private 0 0 0 0 0§, 0 (| n 1 i) Q 0! 0 0 0 | 0 0 0 : 0 0 [
Totral 1% 307 184 10 194 1* 12 7 9 21 0 [ R [ 0 0, 2 [¢] 2 489 35 524
L
*[Public 269 0 269 3 o] ‘4 20 . 6+ 0 0 0 0 0 |-, 3 3 284 2 286
11 Private 0 0 R 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0ol o 0 [} 0 0 0 0 0
Total 269 0 v 269 8 ‘0 8 4 2 6 0 0 0 0 0 8 4 0 3 o284 2 286
. v
Public 120 24 174 1 54 55 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 d o A 130 _108 238
12 Private 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 . 0 [1] 0 0 0 [1] 0 0" Q
Total 120 54 174 1 54 55 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 ' 0 [0S 8 -0 8 130 238

*NOTE: 11‘h¢u Moures sre duplicsted, since students may have pnrticiw:ed in more than one activity/service snd/or both regular and susmer sessions, '

wld ba counted once for sach particlprrm'n

*#*pre-K, h

= Klﬂ.erga rten

This totsl includes 12,215 Preschool puncipantl.

-

2L The Preschool activlty had 9,517 regllsr prograd par:tclpan:a th public -clﬁola and 2, 698 summer program participants for s total of 12 2l5 Pruchool participants.

RIC

no privste school perticipants in this sctivity.
a

@

N

-

L}
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There were




=
=5
.

1

TABLE 10

", Estimated Number of Students

»

v

. by. Hand 1cap: Who Partjctpated*~

-

Those

served weréi classified into .

eight categories according to
_in Title I Regular Sessibmm -handicap, with fhe largest number -
< ﬁ#‘} of these (465, or 38,6 percent) /.
o classified as mentally retarded.
POINTS OF INTEREST 4 ‘ - v . .
1,206 hamdicapped children were _*Th& sefo&d\la{geit number 6f handi=
served in the ‘regular school capped children ‘served were classi-~
Title I program in FY 1975, . .. fted as speech impajred, anda .
' . " comprised-26.6 percent -of the total
] ' handicap population served.
- 4
.6 . - - )
* ‘ Regular |Percent of Total | -
. Session " Handicapped ’
b ) ,
Mentally retarded 465" _38.6 .
Hard of hearing .| 191 15.8 ¥ ,
‘Deaf 3 L3 ;
Speech impaired 321 26.6- i B
. T
Crippled 34 * 2.8
Visually hindicapped 86 7.1
Emotionally disturbed 61 5.1 »
- /
- Other health impaired 45 3.7 A " e -
) v . / '
Total handié¢apped 1406 100
e [} ' - - ¥
?. - ~«
. L
‘ -
- . &




v 8

A} ) N A'h; N
: . . R TN
v [ /. . \ 1 : * -
: . ) a B 5 v - c2 "
/ v L J 5 L 4 -
SUMMARTDATA ON- PARTICIPATTON { © » *-
of all activities'and amices, Reading accounted for the highest: : )
L KT Y
percént:age of part‘.tcipat:ion in both tegular “(57.9 grcent) and wmmer
: \ . .
' (32 0 percent:) sessions. ‘ . ) < ..
In)struct:ional act:ivities as a w}’tble ad:count for a higher percent:age T
- ‘ .

- 5 . . - .
and of all private schools, 7. .percent) participated in Title I. ST

For regular and sméf‘sessions combiﬁed, 62.8 percent of Title I

participants were black and 37.0 percent were white, .with ,2 percent
. . T -
‘tfalli;&g into the "other" category. .

)

In general, school systems with smaller ADA's serveg higher percentages
, < -8 : h X :
. of their enrollment, and had higher' percentages of schéolé participating.
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Total LEA ~expenditures for Title I in FY 1975 in Georgia were

$45 816 394. of .this»gmoqnt, $28,2752389 was allocated for FY 1975;

§14,481!l93 was carried. over from Part A FY 14; Ql!‘l7m6 was carriedr,ov‘er

4
fmm Part A FY 1973, $12607!391 was carried over from Part CFY 74, ande
& . ,
. T e

$273,745 wss/earri over from -Part C- FY 73.
C Because fisc‘al ounting of educatigr{al funds ins Georgia is determined

i by the state ‘auditor and 1ig not cons‘istent with activities accounting by

hY
Ed

' ' ) ’ . .
Voo ~.LEA'5, it is not possible ‘to eeive exact accounting informatisn by*act

-

»

ties and services, In addition, many LRAs did 'not reid by activity indirect

»

costs such as administrative cosJ:s maintenance anf"operation of plant faci-

lities, fixed charges and capital .,outlay for various types BT'ﬂquipment
. ~ .
since these expenditu“res were ﬁre/quently difficult to assign £o0 one parti-
* e
cular 'Qctivity-wivhin a local program. Additior{:l.lyb, some. funds were not

- -

'reported by LEAs and no effeetive “oss—referencing method was built imto

g‘ .

the reporting requirements to highlight such discrepancies. Therefore, in~

order to obtain comparable and” consistent figﬁ‘res reguﬂmg Title I expendi-

tures by sys’n M/activit,y and service, the’ following pr'ocedu're wds ~

<

used. (The figures used. i’n Table 11 12 and 13¢nd any derived from these
. .‘ - 9' . .

tables, are based qnwthis prpcedure ) . . . .

L4

1. The tot,aI’ expenditure figure was obtained from F;Lscal Services. .

14 LV

2. Percent,age proportions of total e};pendit{uses Yer category were\

< et from data submitted by LEAs tb the Evaluation Unit, ~ o
N ~ J e
3.. The percen ge proportions were applied éo the total expendi.tute .
- Fdgure from Fiscal Services, ﬂ’nereb}&’bt ining adju’sted per 9
category ‘figures - ; — -t <

- 4
IS

The followiﬁg tables and graphs illustrate patterns of Title I
, } . - . »

. expenditures in Georgia. o
\“ \ : ‘
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Table 11 Estimatel Expenditures by Xct.:l.vity/Sef’vice for B_at.h . :
- ) ' Regular ‘and Summer Sessions Combined B . .
) Table 12 Estimated Expenditures by Activity/Servic jor Regu- .
" ; ! -, lar, Session and for Summer Sessifon i .
- Table. 13 | 'Ranking of Activities/Services According to ‘the Esti- ) ‘o
: mated _Dollar Expenditure per Participant v

 Graph 14 Esti; Expengditures for Activis-ieslServiées for " . e v
e bined Sessions - ¢
g Graph 15| Estimated Expenditures for Activities/Services for , |
- . I he Régular Session. 1 . o
Graph 16 ima edﬁ:xpenditures for Activities/Services for .
o " the ner Session -, 1 o
o Graph 17 |, Estimated Expenditures- by AEtlvity/Services for the . .

1 . |
. w Combined Sessiéns PR |
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fl - * TABLE 1} * M o "
R —— Estimated Expenditures by Peyfcent of Total Percent Increase Expenditures per purziipnnt
- Activity/Service , M oYEARC Estigated Expenditdres | Over Previous ranged from $9 to $668 with
“ - — , - . Go for Baeic Skills | .» Year preschool being the activity
POINTS OF INTEREST . FY 1973 82,5. o K requiring the greatest expen-
. o~ R . Over 97 peroent of fhe total Title I expenditures FY 1974 94.8 12,3 diture per participant, -
. was for reading, mathematice and preschool activi- FY 1975 © 97.4 . 26
. - ties. ,This concentration is a reflection of the Both individually and as e group,
2, ? . - emphasis on basic skills throughaut the state at The activity for which most Title I monies were expended supportive servites required far
‘ y - thé“local level vhich hes incressed drfmatically ‘was reading,’ with over 60 percent of the total Title 'l lese expenditure per participant
' , . for the past severel yeats. A comparison of expenditures devoted, to this area, - than did instructional activities, ©
: . expenditures for basic skills activities for the . .
past three years illuetrates this fncreasing emphasis. ¢ ,
) I
= » ° o .
Combined Services v VPlrcent of Total * Number Titlé I Average Titls I Expenditures/
1o Activity/Service Estimated Title I Expenditures |, Titlg I itures Participants Participants
. v ! o - = !
. Preschool $ 8,160,31 7.811 $66¢
Readin 27,825,18 2 ¥ ¢
Mathematics 8,637,25 8.8
<, ¢ . Other Instructional Actiyities |. v 09,27 457 - 0 .
- » | 8 3 tivities $44,832, Y 97.852 0
. - T pBe . 13
Transportatiow ~ 95,095 - 1.73% ’ 28
‘Other Supportive Services ' 17,576 . 038 9 o
JTOTAL Supportive Services & w "oB%, 35 Z.058 L]
4 :m tivitles s —'—'imm‘m » T30 600 702,575 R ryi N
- f . ' 7 ' ’ . ~
. N R *HOTE: Thess are duplicated figures. That is, s student was counted gnce for sach activity/service in which he/shs participated. Therefore, .
. the total gon is frestgr thin the unduplicated total ehown on page .
x q: M - . . ,\‘—\ - % - -~
. -~ - 5N v ' o
. > . P - ] -
. . ] . » - )
-~ » . . ’ . * ’

.43 / . - .

€, e - ':QF( ’
N - tl ) \
. - n
. s .
o K RS r,
RIC w77
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TABLE ]2 ~  POINTS OF INTEREST . " .
_udntbd Expenditures In both regular and summer sessions expenditures wege Aversge Title I expenditure per psrticipant wvas greatest
b% Aceivity/Service for far greater for imstructional activities than for sup~ for preschool during the re/gu'in session and for other
Regular Session and for portive services. Supportive services show a greater Mtruciml activities during the summer session.
Summer 'Session percentage of expenditure during the summer,session than LA R
* during the regular cet.cmn,' but still much less than in- Three systems conducted other instructional activities,
structional sctivitids, ’ ™ two of which were tutoriul vhile the third provided
. , . . camping experiences for handicapped students. M
. = Both in regular and summer sessions expenditures were
. greater for thg Teading instructional activity than for e ‘
¢ any other single <ctivity or service.
I . v
— * - q
. o . o '
N = -
\ E’# . 4 . - [
LA Regular Services " Sulmer Services .
(>4 N < [ y
e Estimated Percent of Total Average Title I|{ Estimated }Forc-t of Total Aversge Title I
Title I | Regular Estinated »| Nomber of iture Title 1 Summor Estimated| Number of Expenditure
hd Activity/Service Expenditures Expenditures Perticipants| Per Participant|ipyoend{rureg| Px itures | Psrticipants |.-Per Participaat
i . » * * a -
" Preschool . “4* 9,777,837 18.294 9,517 . 817 382,482 11.586 2,698 142
Reading = 26,160,553 1 61.532 , 87,302 * 308 . 2664,630 sg 16, 687 100
N T <
Mathematics ' 7,862,909 18.49& 35,001 + 225 774,350 23.455 11,535 67
Other Instructional .
LAct . 105,170 .248 ! 506 208 104,106 3.153 299 _ 348
‘T';. . .
instrictions] Activities 41,906,469 | . 98.568 A r32,326 317 ggszs.sc‘s 88.616 % ~| 31,219 94
A = P T —
Food , A\, 141,947 -33% 1 3,65 39 28,739 .901 5,334 -6
| Trangporcation "-&fl 460,820 1,084 14,353 2 " 334,275 10.125 * 13,731 ‘2
b T N - N -
‘ Sul tiv: 4 L 5,785 .014& 81 o 71 &791 N .358 1,876 . 6
L vy M T
. ¥ .
TOTAL Supportive Services ,,ﬂgsz 1.43, 18,090 34 375,805 _11.385 20,941 18 N
‘EETN- ; [ DR " N .
JL'AL]l AcEs#ities/Secvices 42,545,021 100 N '] 150,416 283 113,301,373 100 ‘ sz,x_ﬁ—a‘. . 63
y e, v v : . L]
\- .
’
L od . .y
~ \ , .~ . . )
\ .
! -
N L.

-
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v 1

Graph I3
) Es; ed - Expenditures
vities/Services

fot’Combingg.Sessions
T PR

« N .

- Graph 15_
Estimgted Expenditures

é%r Activities/Services
r the Regular Session
—

-

By

Graph 16 .
Estimated Expenditures

for Activities/Saxvices

-

for the Summer Session

cribh 17 -

Estimated Expenditures

“WAct ivity/Service for

the Combined Sessions

4

-

o

' The followin*aphs are based on' information in Tables 11 ,and 12,

7 Other supportive services

/ - , e
- ¢ Q ? ' a :
r | PERCENT
(1Y Activities - 97.9
(2) Services : ; 2.1
;y) Preschool o -7 18.3
sy (2) Reading 61.5 ,
(3) Mathematics o - 18.5
(4) Other inscruccional activicies .2
(5), Food Lo - L3 7
~&(6) Transportation , v 1.1
(7) Other supportive services .~ .1
- (1) Preschool 11.6
¥ (2) Reading - 50.4
, (3) Mathematics * 3.5
(4) Other instructional activitied 3.2
(5) Food C . .9
"~ {6) Transportation 10.1,
. ) Other supportive services 2.3
(1) Preschool 17.8
(2) Reading . 60.7
(3) Mathematics ’ 18.9
(4) Other instructional activities .4
(5) Food _ A
(6) Transportation. 1.; .

e

N
<o



Table 13

. Ranking of Agtivities/ ' ‘.

Services According to
the Estimated Doldlar
Expenditure per\Participant .

.

§?

Points of\mest' - o }
Expenditures ranged from a low of $9 .
per participant for one activity to

. a high of $668 per participant for
“preschool. &

Other instfuctional act.ivities were

. ’ primarily tutorial in nature.
— ‘\ . * 4 .
Ranking of Agtivities/Services . ’
. ) According to Estimated Dollar
. - Expenditure Per Participant 7/
Preschool i ~ $668 . 7 -
Reading . 268
. .
Other instructiohmde®Ztivities 260 ’
H . [y
Mathematics . , 186 .
Transportation \ 28 - '
—— = ’
Food - 19
Other supportive services 9 . )
] o « =
— f- "\/A
o
* ?\ -
. - ! . ) v " —
- ~ 3 A
. .
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er 97 percent oP“ell Title I expenditures went for reading, mathematics . ‘

Bara i

and reschool activities, w&t‘h 69 percept of the total devoted to re;ﬁing. .

reschool activities Had the highest expenditure per participant wiuh $668

«

for combined sessions. Other Supportive Services showed the lou‘rest, with $9 // .

per participant. 1 C —
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ACHIEVEMENT R . o )

. ' ) ’

//—J For the first time since Georgia has been reportiné(Title‘I evaluation

information, systems were requested to submit objective achievement informa-

tion on Title I.students-in a standardized format. Befores subjective '

, 4
opinions of Title I program operators were sought as tQ the success of their

program, but very little hard-core objective achievenentninformation was
[} - -~ . v

obtained, ’ : N . . )

While the information obtained this year cannot be summarized in

terms of the gain made statewige for reading; mathematics or preachool,

=y

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

-
g

on student achievement than was possible in the past,

Statewide gain cannot be summarized because systems are free to use

what ever tegts they choose for Title I evaluat ion: “This means that each

Y

test mustioe treated stparately in*compiling_gain, 80 that statewide
lh

totals can be obtain

|

for a particular test, but not across tests, This

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

Tables 14 through 17 show the | gain made by test type for preschool, >
- \ .

reading, mathematics and other instructional~activities.

.

In addition te requesting objective achievement informatien, the .

— -

practice of requesting'subjective information was. continued this'year, \\
8o that a comparison between the perceived sUccess of a project and the
actual achievement gain could be made.' Tables 18 and '19 reflect success

e

of Title I projects as perceived by logal- evaluators. j‘P' ’

’ The following tables and graphs illustrate patterns of giﬁle 1

i

achievement in Georgid, R S .

[

¢ - FO—

e




Table 1% Preschool Achievement ?formation
Table 15 Reading Achievement Ipformation -
Table 16 Mathematics Achievement Information .
Table 17 Other Instructional Activities Achievement Inform&tion
< Table 18 Number oL Activities, 'Participants and Amount of Expendi- °
b -tures at! each Success Level by-Activity/Service
Table 19 &umber of Activities, Participants and Amount of Expendi~-
. - tures at Each Succéss Level by Objective Type
- | Table 20 Problem Factors by Instfuctional Activity, Ranked from
. o - High (1) to Low (6) Problem Areas
Table 21 [ Methods and Devices Used to ‘Assess Learner Needs
Graph 18 (PRESCHOOL) Test of Basic Experiences s _ -
Graph 19 (PRESCHOOL) Preschool Readiness Test ’
Graph 20 (PRESCHOOL) Metropolitan Readiness Test .
Graph 21 (PRESCHOOL) Peabody, Picture Vocabulary Test
_Graph 22 (PRESCHOOL) Other Tests . ~
Graph- 23 (PRESCHOOL) Total- ’ ]
Graph 24 (READING) California Achievement Tests “
Graph 25 (READING) Towa Tests -of Bagic Skills
Graph 26 (READING) Gates-MacGinitie Reading Tests " &,
Graph 27 (READING) Comprehensive Tests of Basic Skills
. Graph 28 (READING): Metropolitan Achievement Tests
Graph 29 (READING) Stanford Achievement Tests -
" Graph 30 &, (READING) Slogson Oral Reading Test
Graph 31 (READING) Wide Range Achievement’ Test®
Graph 32 (READING) Stanford Diagnostic Reading Test - --
#Graph 33 (READING) Other Tests R
“Graph 34 (READING) Total -~
:Graph 35 JMATHEMATICS) California Achievement Tests
Graph 36 (MATHEMATICS) Iowa Tests of Ba'sic Skills
Graph 37 (MATHEMATICS) Metropolitan Achievement Tests
Graph 38 (MATHEMATICS) Comprehensive Tests of Basic Skills
Graph 39 (MATHEMATICS) Stanford Achievement Test
Graph %0 (MATHEMATICS) Wide Range Achievement Test
Graph 41 (MATHEMATICS) Other Tests !
Graph 42 (MATHEMATICS) Total .
Graph 43 (OTHER INSTRUCTIONAL ACT%VITIES) Stanford Achiévement
. ﬁ Test )
_| Graph 44 | (OTHER INSTRUCTIONAL ACTIVITEES) Other” Tests
Graph 45 (OTHER INSTRUCTIONAL ACTIVITIES) Total - .
’ J
. : - <
L] . . 4
1 ' 13 -
03 . ~ v,
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EM ...
- Preschool .

* The sisgle.most, widely used test for *

Achievement Information _
: *

ences.

* sysfems who reported achievement for

.

* ¢, ’ . preschool activities uged it, .
N - . ! ) bt v .
- 3 . ¢ Eight-one systems reported achievement
for preschool activitiesg, or 76.415
» f DN . percent of the total number of systems

coéuctiﬂ‘g'rreschool activities.

presthool was the Test of Basic Experi-
Twenty~-two percent of the tota}

L

Of the systems reporting, 43 Pe cent
used tests that fell in & categbr
termed "othqr," sincdthese teata were
‘uded by only one or two systems, This
is evidence of the lack of concensus at
* the local level regardingwhich test
instruments are most desirable for use
with preschool students. This is -
expected to-change as local systems
become better acquaihited with available
Anstruments: and as newer and more

Of the five test groups listed,
four show that .79 percent or -

.more of the students tested .
met or ‘exceeded the objective,

The #ifth test, Peabody Vocabu-

. lary test, shows that 50 per-  *

"cent of those tested met ow’ )
exceeded the objective, %, 0

0f the 11,108 students both % .
_pre and post tested, 9,406, ¢

%

ile the Preschool Readiness Test is not & standardized test,
on, and 1s used by a 1arge percentage of thosg reporting, as indica:'d by this chart.

05 = Othe: Standard Scére )

Pertentile

Q ‘ -, A\ .
ERIC' -,
e
- . " »

04 = Stanil *

06 = 1.Q,

~ appropriate instruments become ‘available. ‘or almost 85 spercent, met ‘or )
. . exceeded the ob-jgctive get ~ |
. K] * . e for them, ,
" , X .. ) .
h /. . R «
. L4 y X ‘ . ]
. Number of -~ Number of Students Pércent of ‘Those Tested - S
*:{cofe Studen th Meeting or Exgeeding Meeting or Exgeading °
- "lype | Pre &°Po ested Gain . . Objective . Objective ' ’
o 02 It 2,142 '7.539 1,986 92,717 ¢ .
03 390 ' 1 -26.000 315 . ’ 80.769" *
il ' - 267 1, 2,967 171 o §4.045 g
s - 11 35, 51.000 . ‘ "24 N a 68.571
. - 41_:', .~ . . 12 —149 6.990 C 140 93.96
TOTAL ., 18 ——— 2,983 ~—— 2,636 88.367
T Prescﬁoa %ﬁiness Test * . Il ~ ° 02, 7F 1;958 26,838~ 837 " 79.112 .
oL Metropolitdn ReadIness Tests _ 9 02 707 27.374 S - 563 : 79.915 . v
B N 03 4 . 99 22:000 - 90 N e 90.909 ! .
. .- N <. - v . 3 ; R . - .
. TOTAL g0 L9 . . 806 . 655 . 81.266 ; :
BE _Reabody Pictupe-Vdtabulary Teat 9 03 . 449 » 16,000 S 75 50.335 .
LI - . . 06 T 615 22,667 389 63,252 =
.k \ - j 07 227. %093 i 173 76.211 rI
N NN i 13 « 12 2.100 " - 30 - 93.7%, . l
‘ g ¢ % ., R ’v ' - j R . ) - 1 . A . ;
’ * - - 9 [ eee © 1,023, - ! . 667 « 65.2 g e
.. ﬂ-.!: er . ) 3% o - 5,238 . %, 611 . - "y, 88,030 - QF
C L ORI T T 81 — LL, [08° - 9,406 . ) _84.p78 .

@ -
it is included because ‘it was developed by ghe Geor"u Degartmen

07 = Mental Age

0 = Frequency or percenthge of obse

’

1l = Percentage of correct or posi

12 = Number/perc
3 = Other

.

ere

en\age of. Qkills mabtered {
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TABLE 15 ¥ T

Reading Achievement Infomuon -

* .

POINTS OF INTEREST .- -

Those tests used by fivé or more- syetems
aré listed by name; all others are listed

in the "9ther category.

[
b

.

L

The large number of systems us
"qther" category illustrates t
of tests that are
While th

Geoxgia.

- L)

g tests in the
e wide variety
?ed for Title I testing An
8 practice ives local systems

maximum freedom to choose their own tests, it

nevertheless prevents any meaningful conpilation '

of data on a statewide basis.

-

kshgjlosson Oral Reading Test showed the highest
_ percentage of those tested who met or exceeded '

Spanning all tests,
met or exceeded the objective.

=

53 percent of those testéd

Of those réporting grade equivalent sdores, the
greatest gain was shown by those systems witi-
lizing the Slosson Oral Reading Test with a

1.023 gain indicated.

~

OF the nine.test groups listed, seven show that:
54, percent or more of the students tested met

' L the objective, while the Stanford Djiagnostic or exceeded the objective. No test shows .
- ° Test showed the lowest percentage. + fewer than 41 percent meeting or exceeding the
| o = ® 7 objective,
‘ c
. ;/\ x =
P ) N\mberqof . Number of . Number of Students Percent of Students both
.. ‘ 'l Systems **Score WY + “Students Both Meeting or Exceeding]Pre & Post Tested Meeting or
kﬁi‘e of Test Using Test Type [ Pre & Post Tested Gatn ! ~ Objeclive ' . [Exceeding Objective
California Achievement Tests Sk 01 15,722 .959 - 9,852 ' 62,664
Iowa Tebts of Basic Skills " - 33 01 16,719 +695 ° 7,849 46,947
- - \" - A Y 4 03 [ 113 10.304 75 66.372
L 2 . o E
' . \ > s ” 2,924 47,077 :
- 1 d Tests 28 01 1,767 852 4,243 54,629 e
mprehensive Tests of Basic Skills 23 01 6,179 . 2752 3,378 54,669
tropolitan Achievement Tests 19 01 4442 .588 1,966 - 44,259 7
AN - ‘* . ’ N 04 _ 47 1,000 R 33 76.213
LA TOTAL L ) . S 4,489 -— 1,999 44.531 |
anford’ Achievement Test . 18 01 ! 7,319 .756 4,740 64.763 -
» [Slosson Oral Reading Test 12 M 0l 3,318 1.033 2,383 71.82
= ide Range Achievement Test 7 Pl » 892 .901 591 66.256
[Stanford Diagnostic Redding Q;‘est » 6 1,716 .706 715 41,667
Ot her A 54 - 16,793 ——— 11,981 71,345
SRAND -y ' \ e ; '
*TOTAL ‘ + 254 o - — 81,027 3 . 43,066 53.15
¢« ® P S

¢

‘*NOTE° These totals are duphcated, since many systems used more than one test in thg area of reeding.
- » than 188, and the number of students tested reflect duplicated counts of part&nts.

£
' *xSee Fob/thote on Table 14.

5:‘\" ]
ERIC BT

Aruitoxt provided by Eric

-

N

Therefpre, the systems total is.( greater




TABLE 16 , ‘ ' " POINTS o&/&\mm‘ ' :
Mathematics Achievement Information + Those teBts used by five or more systems are listed b} name; 8ll ‘others are lunped‘
. v into the "other" category.' The lar e‘num‘ber of systems using tests in the "other"
. category illustrateg the wide variety‘ of tests that are used for Title I testing
in Georgia.' While this practice gives local systems maximum freedom to choose

their own tests, it nevertheless prevents any medningful conpilati.on of data on a
statewide basis. . :

P
E R ‘. »

'Of the seven.test groups listerf five show that better than 60 percent of those testd
met, or exceeded the object’.ives The remhining two groups show better than 50 percent
meeting or exceeding the objéctive, ) .

’ L - iy -
Spanning -all tests, 65 percent of those tested met or exceeded the objecdve.— B
- -

e Ml v

-

* Nimber of ? Number of Number of Students | Percent of Students
. - Systems **Score Studentﬂoth y Meeting or Exceeding Meeting or Exceeding
Name of Test ' Us¥g Test Type Pre & Post Tested Objective* Objective

. )
I3

Califgrnia Achievement Yests s ol 9,730 . 6,750 . 69.373
Jowa Tests of Basic Skills - 22 01 5,022 .69 ‘2,975 BE . 59+239.
03 46 . 31 67.391
TOTAL | S - 5,068 i 3,006 59,313
Metropolitan Achievement Tests .01 - 3,951 - b 2,437 - 61,681
RN : g 0% 19 : 6 60 -+
STOTAL ; § ¥ . 3,967 T 7,557 B1.676
Comprehensive Tests.of Basic Skills 18 01 : 3,450 2,103 - 60.957,
Stanford Achievement Test ~ 14 - . Pl 4,478 - 3,144 70,21,
Wide Range Achié\vement Test -0 8 o 1,637 . . . 822 50.214
Other ' 28 - 4,996 ° ’ 3,528 o . 70,616
*Grand Total - »5 . 33,320 N i} 21,79 . 65.414

[

. . > 7
“r

T

* NOTE: These totals atre duplicated, since many gystems used more than one
‘ -exceed an unduplicated count. * \\ - .=

‘ MSee Footnote on Table 14, iy

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

‘r- ®%See footnote on Table'l4.

_ERIC |
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- - ¢ hd * ' . * 4
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TABLE 17 . . . , POINTS OF IRTEREST .- E T, .
- Other Inssructional Activities " One system reported achievement information regarding am activity that 1 into
Achievement Ig‘fomtion the "other" category. - 9
. - N . . . .
, - ~ - ¢ In all testg better than 73 percent of those test% met or exceeded the Y -
° . * opfikctive, - Wt
4 . . Nuzer of Fumber of Students Percent of Those Tested
. Studefits Both Meeting or Exceeding Meeting or Exceeding .
Name of Tests’ Pre' & Post, Tssted Gain’ Objective Objectiye
P a, < " " » M
N ~ . 4 ’ s -
tanford Achievement Test Y 01 "' 165 914 - » 109. < 66.061
. Pl . ~ . - . . s 2° - ¢
Other v - 1 -— 130 ¢ S, 101 - , 77.692
B . v —— © e - . ,
*Grand 'row : - -- ? 285 - .+ 210 _ 73.684
£, . . ‘ ' T I
[} Y . ' » . ‘ ‘ ~
* NOTE: 'These tolals are duplicated
information. Therefore,

»

t

.

or eacH test taken.

» since this number reprp;s,fnta only one gysteam that usecf more than one
students tested, etc. are counted onoce f

to obtain achievement

e

¥
[
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Gréph 22 -

'y . . . . . =
4 *
. L .

The following graphs illustrate the percentage of those tested that met or exceeded the objective for each
-instructional activity These graphs are yésed on information found in Tables 14, 15, 16, "and 17,

» ’

» ’ - _ r - . 4
- . -—

1

: Percent Meeting or Exceeding
Graph 19 -

. pree- e
- .

. Objective (1) s 79.1
Preschool Readiness Test Percent Not Meeting L.
~ Obdective. (2) 20.9

-

" ‘Percent Meeting or Exceeding
Objective - (1) * . 81.3
Percent Not Heeting .
Objective (2)° 18.7

traph 20"
Metropolitan Readiness Test

)

Percent Meeting or Exceeding’
Objective. (1)’ 65.2.
Percent not Meeting
Objective (2) oy

Gragh 21
Peabody Pioture Vocabularn/

S 7

Other Tests
Jther lests

3

R CL  'PRESCHOOL . . '
- - . : L ’ . : v PERCENT ~
-ﬁ . * - _ - 3
Graph 18 — _ ). Percent Meeting or Exceeding
Test of Basic Experiences 3 Objective (1) . 88.4
: . Percent Not Meeting - |
‘ Objective 2y - * *11.6




Graph 24 ° .
California Achievement Test .

¥

Graph 25
“Iowa Fests of Basic Skills

Gragh 26
Gates MacGinitie Réading

Graph 27
Comprehensive Tests of

Basic Skills

Graph 28
Metropolitan Rchievement .

Tests "

~

. PERCENT

’ a

+ Percent Meeting or Exceéﬂfig

Objective (1)
Percent Not Meeting
Objective (2)

¢

Percent Meeting or Exceeding
Objective (1)

Percent Not Meeting .. -
Objective (2)

Percent Meeting or Exceeding
Objective (1)

Percent Not Meeting
Objective (2)

Percent’ Meeting or Exceeding
Objective (1) . -

Percent Not Meeting *~
Objective (2)

. S

Percent Medéting or Exceeding
Objective (1) - -

- - Percent Not Meeting

Objective (2)

v

Percent Meeting or- Exceeding
Objective (1) - .
Percent Not Meeting
Objective (2)
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.Other Tests

Graph 29 e

Stanford Achievement

3
—

Graph® 30 -
Slosson Oral Reading Test

1=

Graph 31

Wide Ringe Achievement Test’

.

4

Graph 32 ‘ -

"Stanford Diagnostic Reading
Test .

Graph 33

D ————

égagh 34
TOTAL-~

S PERCENT
. _#'

Percent Meeting or Exceediﬁgg' .

Objective (1) °* ) . 64.8
Percent Not Meeting :
Objective (2) . ©35.2
v / - ‘ ' : ,'V
. NOE .
Percent Méeting or Exceeding
Objective (L) . 1.8
Percent Not Meeting ",
Objtccive (2) o . 28.2
Percent eting or, Exceeding )
Objecbive 1) . 66.3
Perceft Not Meeting -
-JObjective (2) ’ - 3347
' {
Percent Meeting or Exeeeding
Objective (1) <, ) -41,7
Percent Not Meeting
0bjecciiE @) .. 58.3
. . " N
" B .,

Pgrcent Mbeting or Exc’eding

© “OBjective (1) . 71.3
Percent Not Meeting _
Objective 3 28.7

.

Percent Meeting or Exceeding

Objective (1)’ - ., 53.2

Percent Not Meeting

Objective (2) ’ 46,8
‘ " Tl ;




' .cra'p'h' 35 .

, v -WKaliformia Achievement Te#\
e

Graph 36 )

. Iowa Tests of.Basic Skil

rah37

- " /Metropolitan Ach,ie*zement Tests

GGrapl_'; 38
- Compréhgnsive Tests ‘of Basic
Skills :

- & N
Gréph 39 .

-9
Stanford* Achdfvement’ Test .

4
Percent\ Meeting or E‘xceetﬂng

Objeceige “(1) - -
Fercsnt Not M@ting -
w«l‘. @&

14
tm{'

. .-
.

v
A .
s « .

nxQMeet:[g or Excesdin
: Objg t.'tve 1) - .
Pegcgnt Not Meetiqg
Obje;;tive +(2)

L

I

"/i’er'ce.nt Meeting or Ex

" Objectivg, (1) ®
Percent Not Meeting

-~
!’ Objec_@& 2)
"\.‘

N 1
’

Percent Mee ing or Exbe

Objedtive- (1) ( L
Pergent Not Meet hg

: Obje%ve (2)

’

’ ‘PErcent Meeting or Ex.ceediﬁg
Objecuve (1) - ,
Percent Not .ﬁeetin&?ﬁ.
Objective (2)

.

B
»

Percept leet}ngror Exceeding

" Objective ( .
-Percent Not Meeting.

. Objectiwe @)

59, 59.3
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- ' ) - [ ]
. PERCENT
} . Graph 41 ° Percent Meeting or Exceeding
< Other Tests Objective (1) ) 70.6 ¢
' <, Percent Not Meeting
. - ' Objective (2) , . 2904
v . N . = AR
S~ P:e;:ent Méeting or Exceeding
¥ Graph 42 Objective (1) - 5 65.4"
S TOTAL D Percent Not Meeting -
. Objective (2)/\ . 34.6
. . - C . .
. A _
. ’ I ' - "2 : A Percent Meéting or Exceeding ‘
¢ . Graph 43 - oL ‘ LIS e e Objective (1) . 66.1
y Stanford Achievement Test - A S Percent Not Meet:[.r}g
o . . IS X f* : Objective - @) . 33.9
. $ , Percent Meeting or Exceegling ]
Graph 44 ) p _Objective ~(I). . -17.7 -
Other ‘Tests ’ . . " Percent Not Meeting ‘
' B . . Objggtive (2). - ) 22.3
) —_ A . - ! ‘ T - . b .v. 3, o tx‘ . . ’
‘ - ) . : l T Coos . - ) ’
N e T /ﬂ . Y Pergent Meeting or ‘Exceeding , )
) Graph 45 s I F R Objective (1) . s, 73,7
T TOTAL * B BT . Percent Not Meeting A e
- I o Objeetive [2) ~ 26,3
) + » -9 . - . R ) ' . w A ] % .
* 4 » o . ~ -

Ve




. % TABLE 18 '
. - Number of
‘ Activities, Pdrtici-
“ o pants and Amount of - the abst per participant.

)y A
s
3
.
I
.
. ’
. 9
>
. L3
.
.
A 3
.
- . )
.
’ [
&
B
o'
e
.
v
] ‘,‘ L]
»
b )
- .
Q
-
v 7Z

) [mc
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

.
)
)0

Expepditures at schdol activities with & perceived success cipants (805 .5 percent of the total). LI
each Success Level *%of 3.467, and a per partici'pant expenditure \ .
o by Activity/Service of $668. . . ° ) L.,
. ' The lowest per particédpant expenditure for o, .
N’ - an ingtructional activity was for the math- .
. ematics category, which showed the second . . 4
i . ' highest perceived success and had the second ’ 7 ' . rT
. . highest number of activitiés (141; 30 percent . ) ‘ . .
. . .. of the total) and participants {(46,536; 28.5 - i , s
. ~-. , perceft of the tétal) S ) ) .
* . . -
1 N succzss" NMBER” ¥ ' NUMBER  |TITLE I "FUNDS AVERAGE FUNDS] AVERAGE SUCC SS
ACTIVITY/SERVICE ' LEVEL | -ACTIVITIES | PARTICIPANTS EXPENDED PARTICIPANT | °LEYEL/AREA
. . < e 'S R . M . -
Preschool _ ' ° 2 | T s 410 $. 250,210 $610 v
A % . . T 46 4,660, 3,303,974 *709 .
. , ‘ A .55 7,145 4,606,135 645 .
, e TOTAL T e . 106 - 12,215 , | 8,160,319 |- ' 668 3.467
) «| Reading . ' 1 2 949.J "152,971 161 .
P’ . . . - 7~ 3l - 28,625, ), 9,360,436 327 . ~
: -t , ’ 3., 136, - 53,011 33,028,367 |¥ 46 ) }14
2 © . 4 [ 8 - 21.,404 5,283,409 247 ) R
: TOTAL - - - " -217 103,989 ' 27,825,183 268 3.060 .
. - —
LT | -Mathematics PO S T 271 .59,‘@89 218 b . -
© T2, 18 9,50% 988,986 * los4
. . ) R 86 "L 25,7 5,226,034 211 : ..
y L . <o - P 35 .. ,u,o*“ * 2,363,150 | 2w T
TOTAL i ‘ v 141 46,536 - 8,687,259 | » 186 - 3.092
+{ Other Imgfructiopal Activities w2 s : i . - 19 < 4,896 } .258
P . ‘ 13, k ‘299 - . 108,162 ] 362 ]
v . . TR 1 135 .. 96,218 713 A
) TOTAL ‘ ° 6 805 ~1$§ 209,276 260 3.000
+ . |.  TOTAL ACTIVITIES N - 469 163,545 | $44,832,037 |* 374 ' ~ ]
) - g -
g Fed iy L., ST 4,657, . | s 54,730 12 / -
NI By ' LT 4,333 116,956 7 . 7o
& L TOTALY : . 8,990 171,686 |- . " &9 _ $.610
e Transportatjon ERR xi 20, 544 < "35%,560 18 o o
A . ¢ 4 4 v [Ty 7,540 435,535 [ " 58 - . v
; TOTAL . - . . 68 - Z28,084 795,095 | 28 - 3.662
‘o Other Services . 3 L2 T4 €82 ¢ 7 220 26 D
L . IR . ‘f 1,675 10,356 ,
* " T0TAL R A S . 1,957 17,576 .3 3.500 . -
- . 4 “\ . - i - il . ' ¥ ‘l ) .
Y " | - TOTAL ,SERVICES ! L {13 39,031 ’ %4 357 0 " 25 - C.A \ \
0 -, ) ) e . . v
¢+ TOTAL .qscrxvnms/sznvmxs . , 582 202,576 545 816 394- , 226 ) s )
N PR . . T ¢ ¥ I
N * ¢« vy . 6 s
. *Success Lwell\arc as f‘llovp' ’ : \

]

N

ar

. H

POINTS OF INTEREST

e instructional activity category with .
he* highest perceived succees also expended
This was pre-

The category vith the Jdovest perceived e

success al

had the fewest number of acti-

»

vities (6; one percent of the total) and parti-

1= Unsuccessful

v

'

=2 = So-ewhu nrcceuful

. -

.

RPN SR
3 - Successful '

L]

* s \

.

‘4 = Ver; successful -
. 9 -

’




N T .
. P2 ) -
| :r. . T e y s . ~% ,
.>4’ ' v " ” ‘ . .
" In comparing Tables 14, 15 and"16 (Achizvement _Informatim?,per Act“ity)
T . -~ . - R .
.with Table 18 (Perceive'd Success ber Activity), it is interesting to note
) ]
~ that subjective perceived success matches objective achievement information
- C, [
preschool,’ reading and mathematics activities. ‘Where evaluatogs
su.bje tively judged an-actiyity more successful, achievement informati?m
a{f&i ed this judgment. 'Perhaps achievement information determined the
, ~
deg Qf success assignéd an activity by a lbcal evaluator. - At any rate,
L) ’ ., -
dwing comparisons show the relationship.
«_ ] ) .
b' '
. - ‘ . d \
” . % , » .
* - / *
i — — '
.. . . . | Percént of Students
. . ’ Tested Who Met v
N, ) ’ . *Success or Exceeded“the - R
Y Activity Level < * Objeetive Rank /
o ¢ e s b
- " | Preschool - 3.467 Y ogy 678 - 1
” N L‘ - . " »
? | Mathematics 3.092 65.414 2
. - -
A . Reading ' - 3.060 53.15 3
, / 4 - = ] i » l. . (:
- Q.. ‘é ’
;~ s *Succe)ss Lev.el 4re as ftﬂ.lows'\ . ,
- ol o= Unpuccessfyl . 3 = Successful " g, e
. ’ * . 2 = Somewhat. successful ' "4 = Very successful
- . - .. ‘. . . \ ° . vt - .
¢ . 3 « ‘ . ) -~ )
| 4 , .
. . E
LN PY . ’ Vd / ° @
- - - h v h 6t . '
- " ' ' ') 4 ‘ -
A i~ ) v ]

‘ # . + W
¢ ad .
e M { - 5
b , ~
. .
v 4
: N ’ ] . ¢
. 4 B o ] - ¢
. -~ '
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s

o

,’7"

‘

© e ' . :
- ¥ A
. OBJECTIVE SUCCESS NUMBER NUMBER TI FUNDS | AVG., -AVG, SUCCESS ’ -
) e 4TYPE LEVEL ACTIVITIES | PARTICIPANTS | EXPENDED mumcn’g'e LEVEL/AREA RANKING : P
. &, . 01 1 4 1,220 § 212,060{ .S174 - .
C ~ 2 59 38,160 10,354,318 2an S N -
3 223 78,837 .| 17,263,974 219 . . .
¢ 4 85 32,902 ,762,178 235 . ?
TOTAL . 361 . 151,119 5,573,129 235 3.072 7
. 62 2 75 410 © 250,260]. 610 , ,
3 46 > - 4,660 3,088,188 663 r- -,
. 4 55 7,145 4,606,135 © 645 ‘ . " .
TOTAL * 106 12,215 7,944,5331, 648 3,472 ¢ 5 2 4
| 03 4 . i+ T 85 3,925 46 N . )
TOTAL % : 85 3,925 %6 be N 1-2 N .
04 3 ; 15,545 97,903 6 . :
4 2 1,662 9,407 6 y d -
. TOTAL a 7 17,207 107,310 6 3,286 ' 6 S
06 3 . 16  4,657° 54,730 12 R
A . 4 ® 25 © 4,385 934,726 122 H) T .
. TOTAL o |- 41 i 9,042 589,456 65 3:610 4 .
. e s 07 3 19 4,944 636,109 129 ; ~ : -
Co 4 43, 2,327 . " 431,403 59 .- . ‘ . '
7| 1AL 62 . ' 12,271 | 1,067,512} 87 3.694 3 . ‘ a
) 3 1 . 3% 7,065 ¢ : = i
i TOTAL . 1 324 2,065 ‘ 3. 8-9 L,
09 4 1 89" 24241 25 d T,
TOTAL 1 89 2,241 25 4. 1-2 .
. 10 @ 3 T+ 2 ~ 224 526,223 2,349 : . .o
, TOTAL P 2 224 526,223| 2,349 1 3. ! 8-9 - .
. . TOTAL ALL | . ; ) " 4 . V
. s OBJECTIVES ) 583 202,576 $45,816,39 $226 3,254 - . _
¢ L] - . 0 - '
*Succen Levels sre ss follows: - Yo - - ’ -, v . .
+ 1=Unsuccessful 2 - Sfmewhat successful 3 = Successful 4 = Very suecessful e mn v
e . . ; i 70
. . . e - ) Y. -
—— - ‘ 5 ’ - . Y 1 4 N
v » ” R A . N q ~

TABLE TABLE 19 .
Number of ktivities,
Participants and Amount
of Expenditure
‘Level by Objective Type

at each Success

‘t . ‘

POINTS OF INTEREST

Objective Typeg are as follows:

Objective Type Ol (basic skills :L-provsmt)
@ was the objective for the largest number

Ol-kgn:kills Improvement, knovledge ,
inf

tion.
02-Readiness

03~-Involvement, interest

. O4-Enrichment

05-(o 05 category)

< .

06-Improve nutrition, health
07-Provide transportation to make attendance -

possible

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

-

.

Objective Type:s

o>

03 and 09 were considexsed

to be the most successful, In each case,

lt:er, there was only one activity with that
o

tive,

0

-

<

activities (361) and ranked seventh in success, .
indigating that activities of this type were
consfidered successful but not very successful.

Obj' tive Type 02 (readiness) was the objec-
tive' for the second lsrgest number of activi-
ties (106) and was considered to be more than

ouccesaful\{ut not wery successful. * .

[ ] 5
There does not 'a”ear be a clear cut gorre-~
lation between succesgevgl and averag!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 end seventh —
in‘ success level and expended $648 and $235 per
participant respectively, represent 80 percent
of the total number of activities and 80 percenmt
of the total number of participants.

»
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TABLE 20 .

Problem Factors by
Instructional Activity,
Ranked from High Problem
Ar‘ea (1) to Low (6), -

POINTS OF INTEREST -

In the preschoBl category, the lack of
avaflabilityd trained_teachers and
inadequate facilities ranked highest as
Problem areas. Among those respondipg <

to this item, late approval of fund was _
ranked as the least source of fyoblem.

.

" In the reading category, inadequate guidelines

this category. ain, late approval of funds

was considered st significant prob‘lan
related to the Yack of success of activities in
was ranked as the least source of problems.

In the mathematics .'c—ategory,'iﬁdadequate guidelines

and teacher load too great led in being ranked the

greatest problem areas. Once again, late approval
of funds was ranked lowest of the problem areas
cited, )

A

.. o

B N
vl

Problem Factors by Instructional

Prescghool

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

. Number of

Average
Rank *

-

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.

¢
7

- v
Ranked close behind "other" were-indadeguate
guidelines and teacher load too great.
Overall, late approval of funds was
} ft:o]wid_ered least significant as a problem.
[ .

-

-

£2p
2L (o Other
( Bumber of { Average
Systems | Rank

R Total |
Number of | Average
System Rank

Trained Teachers Not Available

Syst ems

1

\\
A8

0

Specialist Not Available

- 1.625

Inadequate Facilities

Short Duration of Project

Inadequate Parental Support

Late Approval of Funds

Inadequate Equipment and Supplies

38

Teacher Load Too Great g

Inadequate Guidelines

Ot her

oo ol rofrofrof | rof =
w
N

0 s li= || ro] o[ [ [y

o|o|o|o|o|s|olo|o
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"TABLE 21 B ) POINTS OF INTEREST .
Methods and Devices’ _ " The method or device used most frequently
Used to Assess . ~ to, sess learner needs was standarized :
Learner Needs, achievement tests, representing almost

' 30 percéfit of total ‘use, -

. . . . N
THe second most frequently<yséh method -
was observation ‘techniques, representing
almost 18 percent of total use.

« . . . b}

,

i
-

) ] . Number of
Metheds, and Devices Used to ".v | Times Selected
Assess Learher Needs For Use

Standardized Achiebengg;-Tests ' ' 352

Ability Tests

~Diagnostic'TestS

Other Pdgiished Tests

Teacher or Locally Prépared Cognitive_Testé

ok

- .. A ;
Observation Téchniqueq

Sociometric Techniques /

Questionmaires

~

Anecdotal Records .

. Other »
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. 1eve1 and,average funds per participant expended ’

.
‘ ) . .
. = 3
’*'-i-r- _ . - . .=
- g .

SUMMARY DATA ON ACHIEVEMENT

. .
\d M L4

‘ . . ) 5

. ] - ) _ |
s Systems used a variety of tests to evaluate achievement in instructional .

Racﬁivities. ’ L ," R B ' - - Y‘
@ “ . M W e s‘
. For preschool activities, results show that almost 85 _Percent of all

participants evaluated met or exceeded the objectives set £or them

L] b v .

For reading activities, resnlts show that 53 percent of all participants v

‘\
both pre and post tested (81,027 duplicated count) met or exceeded the - -
objectives set for~them. ;‘ .

— . .

..

Mathematics activities results indicate that 65 4 percent. bf a11

., » “

. 28
participants evaluated met or exceeded the obJect1ves. SN

Only two systems reported achtevement information for instructional .
" o > 4 . -

activities other than preschool, reading and mathematics. ‘They indicated

. A4 Pl ’

4

that 73.7 percent of those _pre and post tested met or exceeded- the objective.
g . -
§ubjective oﬁ&nion closely related to objeotive\achievement informa-

tion for preschool, reading and mathematics..:' ' \>

P

~—

v’ Th"instructional activity with the bighest perceived Success
. .
‘»
(preschool -13; 467) also eXpeﬁded the-most .per participant. The category
~ oy =
Wwith the lowest perceived success (othe’ instr‘uctional actiwvities) a]:so

ot 4y

2 .

"had the fewest activities and participants .5 percent of total). )

-

Objective tge ’61 (basic skills improvemQ was the objective for the

[ h
lasgest number bf activities (361 out of a‘total 583) and rahked seventh in °

-success with a 3.072 average'sucEess raqing ' . ) . .

There did not appear to be a clear cut relationship beé\gen success

4

3

“
‘. 4

- The three top ranking problem factors considered to be.a cause of lack

N »

. -

:" of success included i(?dequate guidelines, trained teachers not available,

;> of funds. . -

e

o

5
t
A
. . ‘ .
0 .
»

. and~teacher load too gregt. Lefst among the problems cited was late approva%

4

.
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. s ‘unportant asp&ct of Title I activitles 1pvolves the number of staff, thg

act1v1ties to whéch they we?fé aSS1gned and the amount of 1nserv1ce tratﬁmg

~

‘0 1
1 t.hey recelved Tables 22° through 24 provided informatlon about staff

.. - Geolgla cofipiled information coneerm'.n'g Parent Advisory Councils_ this

. 2 > : ol . .o . »
. - - ’ R S — . . ! .
. ¥ear in order to ‘comply with récent federa&.guidelines: Table 25 gives
- <
P - v(
1r1format1~on about the number. of zz meetings held in Georgia in FY 1975 and
‘9 . . [ . - \ .
. the number of JI‘1t1e 1 parents®whd-were members of the councils'. :
) ‘: . b The followlng tables illustrate patterns of Title L staffiﬂg.and PAC
* . .
3 B membershlp in ' Georgia. CLs ’ N
‘ s e » - k] —
Table 22 - Number of Personnel irNolved in Title I Activities by -
B . -~ Term by Activity e g \ )
- “ .»Table 23 | . Number of Title I Paid Staff b Activ1ty ASS1gnment
. . Table 24 . Average, Hours of Title J-Funhde Inservice 'Draming ’
oY -, for 411 Personnel for Both Sessions I
oot Table 25° Number of Parent Advisory Meetings, 7umber of Nembers |e*
. ‘ of Parent Adv1sory Councils L ) ¢ i

7 - . 4 -

5, ] A - — . \J
® STAFF/PARENT ADVISORY COUNCIL (PAC) 2.3@ ; :, \/ .

L




TABLE 22 ‘ S . POINTS OF I o [
Number of Personnel IWolved . Lee Teachers cofiprised the largest category of personnel involved in r'd 4.
in Titke I Activities by ® N .o . Title I/a’otivi‘ties ,Teachgr aides made up, theesecond largest category. o
Term andoAct:lvity ‘ S . .o ) -0
A\ . T g + "In regular sessién activties, 46,7 percent ndte personnel were irvolved '
. N ‘ . ! ' L ) . primarily because fewer than half the stems conducted summer programs. c
% ‘e . The single highest number of personnel were teacher aides involved i,n, regular ’
. ’ , qgssion reading programs.” This was followed by teachers involved in regular
A . , . session readfng programs. ‘ o s , et
) L4 - ’ ’ . s T
EY Lt _— > ‘
‘ . / /r [} ] + 1s Other .
) X . b Preschool Reading : - ~ Mathematics * Instructional 1.
*fategory * - Regular | Summer | Total* Regular | Summer |[Total%* Regular | Summer.| Total* Regular | Summer | Total*| ==
by z < - - L . ! P cl
Teaching Peneonnel 528 198 726 1660 . | 1049 2709 646 673 1319 | * 31 21 .52 |
. = v = . s + : ; . >
! M - = . co- ’ * . . < 4
. Teachpr Aldes 459 19)/ 650 1782 627 2409 - 82 423 945 0= 23 23 .
’ ' . . . ) ¢ .. - 1 v . A ] . ) .
Other Pgtsonnel 57 A2 81 . 181 98 279 35 k) 58 2 - .3 5.
7 ¥ - | s Y 2 * j‘ .
TOTAL.. . - * "1 1044 =4 — 413 1457——1-—" 3623 ~-1174 1"53977 T 2017 T 1Iig— 2322 - 33 | 47. 1 80 .
. P . i‘ . . * - - eoa t T o - ¥ . -7 -
L . i Food . Transportation : b L. Other c Total ; ) .
Category ' Regular | Summer | Total* Regular’ » Summer |Total* R@r Pummer | Total* |, Regular | Summer | Tot
99 | " 257 | 356 " 318 541 859 0 7 7 3282 2746 | 6,028
L ’ . , R : L Y R '! ] i M e
£100 , 223, 323 -} . 434 201 635 i 0 0 o [ 3297 1688 4,985 ."
v ) ‘ - . + LI 4 v , ¢ .-
f 57 - f 63 |. wo . ®58° 172 330 1 L. 2 3. 491 385 | . 876
- - ’ - . ! i ¢ . -~ . “" ..,
TOTAL = 256 543 799 = 910 |-y 914 1824 1 9 . 10 7070 | 4819 |11,889.4.- !
7 N\ . ' . ¢ . LA . = T -
*NOTE: These are duplicarad totals sihce some personnel partiqipated in both regular and summer session activities and would " f . .,
be counted once for each participatio p Qs. ‘ﬂ., .. . . ‘ . -t .,
% oo - LA ’ v s b
o . a ‘ N 0 . — ‘ N ) .
’ . A . - - -
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TABLE .23 N e Tt ) " IpiNTs OF INTEREST - ' '
Number of Title I Paid Ny o . As 'would be expected, the greatést number of Title I paid staff vep./‘
Staff by Activity As'siggmenr_- e - teacher aildes 1in public schoals durimg regtlar session.  The secon .
* ' ' . [ % L “’. RS freatest number were teachers of elemehtary students during the | .- . e -
T ‘ N T, regular session dn pu lic achool&. ! o NI
. Y : . . . -~
) . ' ¥ s . ‘ The high ber of non-professionals during, &he ‘summer session is a o
* ' % résult of bus -d»ivers and school food servite®s workers befng included. .
' . to. A, . . [ 4
: . X £ R ™ & - . -
e ﬁmcume — O . - )
e Pre-Kindbrgarterl . e |* " .| Teacher| Directfon & { . - Other - Other Non- _
- Kindergarten 1‘ 8-12 | HandJlcapped | Aide Manﬁement' " Testing | Clerical ¢ssional | Professional Total
- 7 - - h
‘OfRegular + 509 3,549 147« + 0. 1,952 145 X 3 147 22 -73 4,547
&/ Summer 166 +]1,100 { 35 0 813 | . 50 [ 1 48 1 42 . 670 2,925
{&lTotaL .. 675 2,649 { , 182 0 12,765 | . 195" 4 195 [+, “e4 - ‘143 7,40 |-
wiMegular 8 . |. 65| .8 0o - 43 4 ° .0 3 LR o { 132
< N R N . T . Tot R -
Sisummer |, Y | U3 0 0L ] 4 1 0 1 0 6 61
&|TOTAL = 8/ Y0 62 |- 5 0 4 . 1 6 | 193,
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Average Hours of Title I- Funded

.. 'I'his 1ncrease in; mber of

) Ingervice Training for All Personnel .* . personne recei@ng Title I- *
== ‘for Both Sesgiong - * o fu ‘training occurs across.
. . . .- all ,catégories of petsonnel,

C e . T - with teachers showing the .

* . . POINTS OF INTEREST . . e greatest perg:.entage .Increase; *
. Teachers‘aweraged the highest ’ OtRer tHan for tedchers, how- .

** number of training hours with . ever, average number of hours

.o €0.and "Other" personnel the received. decreased. T

H " ,lowest' with 2Z. .= -, ) ’ s e
’ The number of teach!rs receiving ) . : :

- Title I funded inserv1ce in- ] - .. ‘ , .
- ' Creased by 55 percent, over. last year,: .
- while the average number.'of - " o o -
. hours increased from 49.5 to . J} A .
60. - . : - ~
. N . ! ~ - -
4 . [ . - , < T . : ‘/ .
4. . “ £ * ‘ , . ‘ o o, !
R ' e . e \' v '
L] 7/ - fl , . [y ' ’
‘- < ‘
. - L : . ‘ - Average Nember |, .
. - N Category v Number of Training Hours ’
) * L ) - - ’ * l N N ’ . ‘
) .- ‘.Teachidg. Personnel . , 3,222 e é Lo
P Teacher Aides N . 2,482 ° T "52 . . .
Other Persomnel 219 E‘ l27
, s \J ‘ , e ) - - . . \ Q. . ] . " ¥
. " - ' TOTAL 1T 5,923 “ 55
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, ZIABLE 25 . b POINTS OF INTEREST * - -
- Number of Parent Advisory Meetings, . Three/fourtfs of all members of Parent Advisory Councils* in .
Number of Members of Parent Advisory . . - Georgia were pareqts offitle 1 parciéipants ’ ‘
o Councils.' . . S
- L ' Systems'held'-fbur Parent Advisory Council meetings _per year, .
. . : v e . ’ on the avemgg. - - v - -
: K T e N T i ‘ q :
s ] . ' - . 4 : : Ty M5 e
. . I} . - »
¢ . / >N . .V‘% : T . , ; :
o4 o . / . '. M ~ , . P K j . ., N 4 ' . R
1 . . | _—""Number of ) T J N . .- .
Number of Systems Parents of Title 1 ) . ' F N -Total Number of Average-Number of
With Parént Advisory Payticipants Pertent of Numz:; of” | Percent' of , Toétal Parent Advisory Council ‘. | Parent Advisoty Cpuncil |
. o Council __ = _ ? on Council.. _ ] _ Total .. Othérs._...{  Total. .. Hembe¥ship ~ Meetings °* Mseetings Per System
. ’ « N ¢ - . v ' - . »
4" y “ . . .
: , ' $ 'S . . - . . . [ .
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The largest number of personnel involved~in Tdtle I were teacher

T4
» ' R A

YA 4

r

aides, followed by teachers.

> X

Reading was ‘the category uti%iitng ‘the greatést number of personnel

. o
‘The 1argest number of Title I*paid staff were teacher aides,

4 .

followed by teéthers of el tary students during regular sessfon in’
> furing xepuler oo

public schéol. - * N ' ' .
\ - ! . * ’\ .

Teacherczreceived more Title-I—paid inservice, ﬁith'an everageiof
. . .l \

60 hours per teacher,”than aﬁy other group of- personnel This represents
. » -

qn increase over FY 1974, both in number of teachers receiving infervige

- ’o ‘ -

and the average number of hours received.
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SUMMARY Coe t. . . ..

,L . . , - R . ) . ,' ;
. - . ) 'J Fa .
f , i .

Pupil Participation ™=

. e
-~ ‘ Title.I programming emphasi's in Georgia is .increasin’gly oriented Jtoward

1 . .

’

-
.

-~

. ¢ - ' ¥
‘1 basic skills, Of the total "particibation units" 1 for instructional activitfés,

’

99. 5 percent were involved in 'preschodl, reading and .math'emétics activities.,

. . J s R » . . «
5 © _All other activities together received only ,5 percent of the participation
-tOtal. - ) 3 ' ¢ -

" . . &
-

. , ! K S . T, .
i Two services, fobd and}trans ortation, accounted for 95 percent oI\ the
. . ] ; . P ] S 4 b
- - ' ' &d - ] i

- N -\ \ ~
total participation in serv,’ices.-' All othet services togetfier Wccounted
. i ) . 4

. ¥ v : . .4 . -
for, only five percent of the participation total, - -,

.

("

- -

-

o

. e . . .o
i _ , v R ] )
’ Expenditures ¢ ) . R N
‘ . — L . ) € ‘ - . Lo — —
. Preschool ac,tivitiés accounted for 17.8 percent of Title'fexpend:itures,

/' reading, 60.7 percent and mathematics, 18,9 percent for a total of 97.4

~ - - - . .

.o +° percent. No other activity oé service received as much as two percent “of
. . the totaMexpenditures. o S, .

\

.Preschool activities rAeceived the highest éoncen.tration of financial

N .

. A %
effort, with $8,160:319 spent+on 12,215 participants, an average of $688
- : . pe;,.partflcip'ant. . . ot
N 'Y . V . = y )
.;. N . P P . -
Achievement Information

oo " This year'f'or- the first time LEAs were rﬂeq{zes't‘ed to submit dbj ective

’

n

-

. . achievement information if'they collected it.y' In éddition,-they were asked

. . o . Ay

y v **  to rate the success of th.e!h; project as:they perceived it, on a four-pnint
. 1 oo . . . : ’ A
o _'scale ranging from Unsuccessful to very successful. <.
» . . . . ~
', I ' B A
* . 1 pasticiffition unit:’ A distinction shotild be made between thg number of indiv- -

idual students'who participated in any Title I act‘ivity and the total number of
participants 'in |all ‘activities. The total pumber of participants from all

sepatate ‘activitiies is a duplicated total; i.e., it contains individuals who ’
have been coun each time they were involved in a separate activity. Thisy.
lﬂ"‘plicgsd totall is best viewed:as a "participation unit" count.’
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'These two kinds of evaluation information‘reveal'that in Ehe‘ardl of .

’\.‘ , r .

i g

?reschool 84 7 percent of the students both pre and post tested met or

\

exceeded the objective, and 95.3 percent of Preschool projects were c?nsidered

.

3uccessful or very,successful by-LEAs. In the area ogireading, 53.2 percent

.

of the students met or exceeded the objectivb,.and;Sé G#percent of reading
Ty

projects were considered successful or very successful Inuthe‘area of

mathematics, 65.4 percent of tHose students pre and post tested #et or. .

exceeded the objective, and 85.8 percent of mathematics projects wexe
7 . - .
considered successful or verv successful By LEAs., This shows 2 correlation
between perceived success and actual.success in terms of student‘achﬂechment
) / - ’ - o .

» in these areas. .

\ ) i »
- ( & *
In terms of obJective type, two topped the list a;)most successful

v

the involvement, interest" objective type, ‘and the objective type concerned

with "redueing discipline probkems. The objective type judged to-be Ieast

'successful was the one-concerned with"improving mental health.P, B y

Unfortunately,'a report‘of this nature gannot deal in depth with the
multitude of ~effective, innovggive programming efforts that'lie behind the

basic statisties, - LEAs in Georgia continue to gain ability to ma&age and

operate'effective programs1as well as the desire and'ability to im ement

- ‘ -
more sophistieated and individualized program and EValuation approaches._

This means that Title I"iograms will continue to have incrrased impact on

3

‘he educational growth of disadvantaged childr‘en in Georgia.. . ’ .
l - IS ‘ s a ) ) Te e
» AR L
- > [} ’ ¢ ' -
. ‘4 -
! . . .
. ’ A} ’ " . . N v
X‘ «( J v, .,‘. - ’g . 4 .
! . - ' ’
- . * e -7 -
R 94 -
(; . ., . JER S LAy
\ M . ¢ . . ‘
- . - \ ’ . .
' 72 ) .~



M & . N N r" ' .
>
. - % - ! :v ) W »
. I ; 4 . : Yoo ’
‘ ~ + X
- h . ¢ - PN . B
o - « - -
° . A ~ ’ “ "‘" ’ N
. . .o 2
Y . . . . ) - .
+ REGQMMENDATIQNS _ . S .o & .
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~

In order to allow local systems maxj‘num flex1bility, the. Geprgaa Depart-

’J:. '. i ~

-« ) .
. N ment of Edudation has not set, forth ‘stapdard evaluation. methods-az proce; ., -
dures for loEal systems to follow. Instead lo,cal systems have b

n encour- °

-

aged to use and report evaluation efforts appropriate to theﬂ' indiv1dual <

- —=
J

. progr erations. :Through the years, 18cal systems in general have .gained -
| reringg

L] [R——

: "expertise and become more sophist.‘{.cated in the evaluation 'methods‘they employ.‘.
. . e - : o .«
Nevertheless, some 'broad recommendations for improving evaluation of;h'[‘itle I -

in Georgia can be miide, = ¢ . ) t

- . . 3, ¢

P

. ’ v ‘ i )
1. Title I.program in Georgia should be cont1nued LEAs see th
. : benefit1ng from Title ‘I aetivities. Of all act1vities/services, 89. . \
. - 7 LR ’ A N

‘ 3 ’ N - . + o
were tonsideréd either "successful" or’ “very successfdM ." . In~terms of studenth NN T

3 - ‘ A Pl
-~ - - . - . L Y .. N
. achievement, 39.3 percen’of ‘the students both pre and post tested met or exci-':eded T

- N N . o o “ v,
. the objectives set for them. . . . . Y ;
— r “ Y » )

LTS

i {s i
- ) y, o - . ¢ '
. DR co. . ew '/ . i ¢ ‘l}vf -

< tj;f

- . ~ ‘ ~LH
'¢. The concentration od sthe 1mprovéent of basic skélé‘ ﬁor s%tudewould be . U/), . ';'

N

= A @, .

, ' continued. During 1974~ 1975 98. 9- percent of aﬁ irructional activitres“, B :" ‘-

I3 \\ .

-8 &

' were ;.n the basic .llls area' This re”presents a highe:; pﬁrc(ﬂte}gﬁ of’}:he - s ~{.

\\
-

tot‘pl number of adtivities/sgrvices in 1974-1975 than in the previdus year.

G./ / * «A.k'

) .AchieVement information reveals that"59 2 percent, of students both pre and post

L 3 . .
\ tested in the areg of 'presc-hool‘, Jeading and mathematics met o"r exl_:eedéd the‘"
I . * ‘e . . X - * e .

,‘-,,- ob&ectivq: ‘while this indicates that s;uccessful' progrims 'ﬂ{ these ar,ejs were " \

conducte‘i, local systems should strive to F;aVe even hi;ét;er'apercentaﬁes of .. - ‘

. -4 - N

. Students achieving objectives and should consider twﬁ'fﬁ?'s in an effort SR Y.
. 2 R co S .

. \" - &
to achieve this. ‘ . ) . N \§ .
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A. The way in which the program is conducted. If studénts do not meet
- - [ \' g . '
T ’ R s

the objectives set for their,,it could-be that the program is at fault

| .ok ‘.-

'and should be modified and improved . v - ' lr.

- " . “

a

/ ' . '
B. The degreé'of achievement stated in the dbjectiver. 1If too few

students meet .gn objective~*ﬂt—lay be Ehat the objective is set too

’
high to be realistic, thus predetermining failure.

oL

3. LEAs shoﬂld strive for more formal, more formative eyaluation efforts.
This iS‘partiCularly applicable in the basic gﬁills areas. The ‘evaluation

2 w

design should be determined at the time the objectives are selected in order

. ¢

“to evaluate effectively for the achievemept of these objectives. The design

z . 3
should provide for‘continuous &n-going evaluation throughout the project.

At the outset of the project formal evaluation procedures should be outlined

in detail and theSe procedures followed during the courgse of the project. }f

( .
at’ any point in the operation,of ‘the proj€ct, evaluation shows that the project

is not being successful or that tﬂe project has already succeeded.in meeting

. . <

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

priate objectiVes adoptgd forxthe emainder of the project‘term.
= o)
While LEAs have improved greatly in skill in stating objectives that are

specific and\measurable, there 1 still room.fqr improvement in this area.

When’ planning a project and stdting objectives for a ney year ‘}EAs R

should use the evaluation information from previous years as a guide. This

»
iy
. -

"will enable them to make modifications in the program baqed oh factual infor-

mation rather than subjecﬁive judgment, and to stateﬁoﬁjed&ives that are ‘more

. realistic in terms Jf'pdst experience. I "

-~

e .
e U L I .

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

1 *
.

area of evaluationlrovided LEAs. 'Even though LEAs. kave made great :meroverﬁent
i) .

2

4

‘ e 74'98
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A2
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S
.

4 ' . - . A \; * . . ~ . ) -

e _in designing and -implementing evaluation of their programs, most can benefit .

T / 1 R -
- .

»  from assistance in. this area. Curre tly, Tftle I-funded Georgia Department

. -

, -
. of Education personnel in the evalyation area are too few in number to provide'the
. 7 . . / .
needed assistance. Pdssible solutjons to this problem are€ to add more?staff,

. . .
%

8. .
;_or.reali&n current staff assignments in order to provide this-much needed

4
«

. gervice to LEAs, . . . ) o
£ ¢ LN s " . : ’ ‘ i ’ .

r + - . . - N
i - . 4 L3 hd N ‘ B .
5. Compensatory aid to education should be continued on the basis of three- . ..

~ ¢ :

year-fund ng segments, rather than the present one—year segment., This would " _
g;ve LEAS the chance to make Tigle I activities an integrab, dubstantive

. part of their program. Evaluation of such fh}ee-year periéds of effort | o ot

{

.would be’ more-meaningful in determining whéther Title I- financed experien

really made .a difference in the disadvantuged child}s educatlonal'progresi .

SO mad T " :
.9 . . . p ,,/
Y . e . con o ) ’
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* APPENDIX

COUNTY SYSTEMS

d .
-

‘ System Code » ‘Fxstem Name System Code + System Name System Code™ System Name
.A * 4 - ! -

601 ‘Appling 638 -+, Coweta L 675 |Henry
T 6Q2 . Atkinson 639 - Crawford g x 676 Houston
** 603 Bacon - 640 " Crisp N ' " 677. Irwin -
604 Baker - 641 Dade A 678 - Jackson
o 605 " Baldwin ' 642 Dawson a 679 .Jasper
606 .. Banks : 643 Decatur " 680 . . Jeff Davis
607 Barrow . 644 DeKalb ’ 681 ' Jefferson
608 Bartow’ 645 * Dodge . 682 Jenkins
'609 ~ Ben Hill ‘ o 646 - _Rooly ~, 683 Johnson
610 . Berrien : 647 Dopgherty ' . B84 _ Jones
.- Bibp . - 648 Dduglas ' .7 685 % Lamar
612 Bleckley™ o 649 Early 686 Lanier |
613 P Brantley | - 650 Echols . - 687 Laurens
614 - Brooks | . 651 Effingham ' 688 " Lep
6154/\ . Bryan ) " 652 Elbert 689 , Liberty
616* Bulloch : 653 Emanuel o 690 Lindoln ‘
¥17. . ¢, Burke ‘ . 654 ©  Evans 691 . Long
618 / \ Butts " 655 ' Fannin ‘ i 692 Lowndes
619 . \Calhoun . 656 Fayette . " 693 ' Lumpkin
620 Camden : . . 657 Floyd 694 = Macon
621 andler ) *658 * ‘Forsyth 695 . Madison
622  + Qarroll - \ 659" . Franklin Woe . Marion
523 Catoosa _ . 660 fulton ' 697 . McDuffie
624 Charlton . : 661 - Silmer o 98 .. McIntosh
625 Chatham ' < 662 ' Glascock - - 699 : Meriwether
626 . Chattahoochee . 663 \Glynn = : 700, Miller
627 Chattoqga ‘ 664 ‘Gordon - ° 701 e, Mitchell
628 ' Cherokee - : 665 Grady ‘ 702 Monroe”

. ’ *

1629 ' c1arke\\ - 666 Greene . 703, - Montgdliery

G

T .611

- 630 Clay \ . 667 * Gwinnett ’ 704 - . Morghn
631 ., Clayton . 668 ~+ Habersham s .705 - Murray
632 - Clinch } 569 .+ Hall . 706 . Muscogee ‘
633 - Cobb ;- , . . . 670 ' Hancock o 707 Newton v ‘
634 Coffee - - 671 . .. Haralson ;- - 708 Oconee 100
635 . Colquitt! | . 672 i Harris . ©709 . .. ~Oglethorpe ’
636 | Columbial’ ' 673 « Hakt 710 ' ulding
637" - eéok - ' 674 . _ -Heard - 711 Peach

.

.




. Systep Code

-

" COUNTY SYSTEMS \(c;anvt)
A

&instem Name

712 . Pickehs
713 _Plerce
714 '”Pike‘_

715 "Polk

7)1;;5 - Pulaski
V¢ Putnam

718’ ¥ Quitman

719 ; ‘Rabun
720 Randolph
721 Richmond
722 ' .Reckdale
723 Schley

. 724 Screven:

725 Seminole
726 ’Spalding
727 . Stephens
728 S Stewart
129 -Sumter
730 * Talbot
731 ° " Taliaferro
732 - _Tattnall
733 Tayioxr
734 *. Telfair

: Terxelf"

System Code:

736

737
738
739
740
741
742
743
744
745
746
747
748
749
750
751
752
753 -
:754
755
. 756
- 757
_. 1758
) \‘75_9\_\

v

4 -

/

—A

»

System Name
Thomas “
Tift
Toombs
Towns .
Treutlen
Troup-

* Turner
Twiggs
Union®
Upsdn
Walker

“ Walton
Ware
Warren
Washington
Wayne .,
Webster
Wheeler
White
Whitfield :
Wilcox /
Wilkes !
Wilkinson

CITY SYSTEMS'

[ sttem Code
* . .

760
761
763
764
765
- 766
767
769

770 ,
T

773
774
© 775
776
778
779
780
781
784
785
- 786
788
789
791
792

System Name

Ame icﬁs
aAtl ‘
Bremen -.
Buford
Calhoun
Carrollton
Cartgrsyil}e
Chickamauga
Cochran

. Cotmerce

Dalton
Decatur
Dublin-
Fitzgerald
Gainesville
_Hogansville

« Jefferson

LaGrange
Marietta
Pelham

Rome -
Social Circle
Thomaston
Thomasville
Trion
Valdosta




