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there -were migrant education projects operating in 12.LEAs. .

.

PREFACE

L
A

Tpis is the thirteenth annual migrant education program evaluation repart.
When the first of these evaluation reports was prepared, the State Director
compiled a summary of information submitted by the.LEAs. This compilation

of information submittéd to the U. S. Office of Education 1nd1cated that

se.. 12 projects..
served a total ‘of 548 migrant children at an expenditure of $12 545,

~The years between that first report and this réport have been years' of growth

in the program and service to migrant children. The number of LEAs conduct- -
ing special programs for migrant children has increased by a fagtor of threé.

' Ther%’are presently 44 LEAs in the state which are conducting mignant prOJectsf
i

More Nimportant than the number of projects operating in the .state .aréd .the
number of children being served and the Tevel of service they are receiving.
Thqu aspecta~of the program have increased tremendously, for 'now we are re-

" porting more than 15,000 children enrolled in the program,. and expenditures

have reached more than f1ve m1111on dollars. T .

A]ong with the growth of the program, changes in program administration and
operation have taken'pldce. Some of these changes involved the evaluation
of the proqram. For two <years the evaluation of the program was conducted -
under a contract with the Learning Institute of North Carolina. Fqllowing
that it was carried out through an agreement between the migrant education
section and the Pivision of Research.in the Department of Rublic Instruction.

"Eventually the cycle made its complete round and the total respons1b111ty of

-

preparing the annual evaluation report was shifted back to the migrant educa- ‘
tion section where it was in the beginning.

This is the sixth year since the full responsibi]1ty of preparing the' annual
evaluation report was shifted back to the state migrant office. It is also
the sixth year since the responsibility for preparing the local, project
gvaluation reports was shifted to the local project director

Information in this annual report re]ates to the 1978-79 school term projects
and the 1979 summer projects. The information has been consoiidated into one
report in order to meet.the federal requirements of an annual evaluation re- -
nort. Every effort has'been made to include all.essential 1nf0rmat1on while

at the same time restricting the size%of the report to that which is" necessary.

. ta fulfill the . federal requirements and make a maximum contributipn to the
-, improvement of future: migrant education programs. - .

The contributions of Arch Manning and Dan Pratt are acknowledqed with apprecia-
tion, It was through their careful review “of local, pro;ect activities, know-

,1edge of the impact of the local projects on the education.of migrant chi]dren,

and analysis of the local project evaluation reports that determinations'.could
be made relating to the degree to which the local projects met their objectives.

They were also invo]lved in selecting and’describing the noteworthy and exemp]ary
components of the projects in which they worked.

I
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" Reqular school term projects are thé" third priority of the stafe migrant-pho-

, pROGRAM»CRfTIQUE. .. _ m.,'    S ""'.TT‘;fyﬂ
e T %

—_— i -:.‘;

The priorities, in rank order, of the state migednt education program are: =

1. Program continuity DI e
. 2. " Summer programs for interstate.and intrastaté migrant children '
.3 Reguldr school term programs.for interstate and intrastate mi-- .
~grant children - ‘ ' ' -
4. - Staff development activitiés ;
5. Migrant Student Record Transfer ‘System . _ ,
6 Programs for formerly migratory .children - T //,-
These priorities are met through the implementation of approximately 60

projects which are adminisfered indirectly through local educatioﬁgg gqncieh. o

During the entire process related to delivering services to the migrant chil-=
dren, the state migrant office provides assistance and consultation) Fhe

major steps in proyiding educational services to the migrant include\ydenti= .
fication, recruitment, project development, project operation and project evq]—

Program continuity ranks highest-among the priorities in the North Carolina

~migrant.education program. This priority was met through various strategies

which included several efforts to coordinate the program in North Carolina
with those in other states: The state was represented at the East Coast Re-
gional workshop_at which 21 east coast states cooperated in the development
of strategies to deliver some degree of continuum to.the migrant child's in-
structional program. ' : Lo

Other examples of the interstate cooperation which have a bearing on the con-
tinuity of programs for interstate migrants can be cited as a result of the
participation of the State Director and migrant staff personnel in_nationa] -

" and regional conferences on migrant education. ° )

Projects conducted during the sumier for interstate and intrastate migrants
have the second priority in the North Carolina migrant education program. o
During 1979 twenty-nine.(29) LEAs offered services to these students.” These -
projects had the following advantages over the regular school term projects:
more adequate schpol facilities; befter trained instructors; more available

"équipment and materials; more flexibility of scheduling; fewer curriculum ' .

restrictions; more positive community support, and more coordination with
community agencies. | 1 | o L N

]

V'Qrams. Rpproximately 10,000 migrant students were-served in 44 LEAs during
“the 1978-79 school -year. These students were scattered throughout at fleast = .

100 separate schools.  The mere logistics of delivering supplemental sérvices
to eligible students during the regular term is a determining factor of project

~design. Instructional services were rendered to students.by all regular term
‘projects. Each 1979 project used teachers or-paraprofegsionals (tutors/aides)

for supp]ementary individual or small group 1nstrUction"in areas of defigiancy.

’
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. The>major1ty of the proJects emphas1zed remedia] read1ng y
Tished Title I reading projects also servéd the migrant students, mathematics
was a frequent offering. On the basis of needs assessment, projects provided
: 1nstruct1on in soc1a1 sc1ence and natura] sc1ence in the1r offerings.

ment ‘of a majority of their objectives CSQQ;[\b1es X and-XI).

Where we]] estab-

progress. Monitoring reports, achjevement test scores, news re]eaSes, minutes .

of meetings, schedules of staff.activities, and othér 1nstruments were all used_

to document tho atta1nment of the project ob3ect1ves Y

Analysis of test resu]ts indicates an increase in ach1evement as compared to
reported gains in previous years. It is apparent that much emphasis was placed

on recruitment and enrollment of éh11dren in migrant educat1on projects during

1978-79. There was an increase in the number 'of children served.during both .
This increase in enrollment.was
due in part to the initiation of five new proaects during the ygar.
enrollment figures would have been even higher if several counties with concen-
trations of migrant children had not dec11ned to provide special services, and

the regular s¢hool term and the summer term.

projects for them. #

During the regular school term some of the instruction was prov1ded w1th1n the .
regular classroom. In most instances, however, the m1grant teacher or tutor
worked with individuals or small groups of students in areas set aside for

this purpose. There was quite a range-in the quality of facilities ava11ab4e
for these act1v1t1es — from shared office space to elaborately-equipped 1earn-
ing.labs. * Lack of suitable instructional space was the most common weakness’

reported-in the program. Occasionally the time requ1red for the tutor to

Pavel between\schools was reported as a weakness

Other problems cited as deterrents to sucCessful programs ‘were the 1ack of

The total

trained personne1 to work in the project, the lack of parental 'interest and
involvement in the educational program for the children, and thé laxity.ob-

served in following the procedures and requ1rements of the Migrant Student Re- o

cord Transfer System

Some clerks had a tendency to accumulate a large number of student records be-

fore. transmitting them to the termipal operators..
ed with careless-errors and incomplete update information on academ1c and sup-
fport1ve services rece1ved by the children. : :

The staff deve]opment activities sponsored by the state m1grant office were a
significant factor in the success of the.local projects.,
school term, workshops were sponsored to improve the competencies of the teach-
ers and tutors in the akeas of reading and mathematics.. h
_ ve]opment efforts concentrated on reading, mathematics. and cul ture arts

4

. Some records were transmitt- w.

; Factors most often mentioned as;progect strengths were favorab]e teacher~ :
pupi] ratios, individuaTized instruction, amd the cooperation of other agencies
"~ jn prOV1d1ng for the support1ve needs of the migrant families.

During the regular

The summer staff de-

-

* . A1 of ‘the Tacal proJect eva1uat1on reports 1nd1cated the'suécessful attain- . 7
This determina- -
tion was based ypon a large number of instrumeéits—which-were used to document

-
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V', \ther staff deve1opment activities sponsored by the state migrant office in-

cluded sessions for record clerks and. project d1rectors 1n the procedures of
the Migrant Student Record Transfer System. :

In add1t10n to the State sponsored workshops, each LEA pPOJECt included some

“locally. planped._in-service education for their staff. The end result of these

staff development activities has been the Tmprovemert of-the tocgl projects,.. . .-
and better services to the migrant children who have been enrolled jn the pro-

. gram, R ]

L S o _ - T g " Ly :
- The cooperat1on between the State migrant office and the LEAs is ‘one of 'tje .

stfong points of the program. The service provided’throughfthe migrant c

. “ “sultants has resulted in a strong bond between the SEA and the LEAs and an-
- outstanding’ rapport with Tlocal project-administrators’ and school, officials.

This understanding and cooperation has made it possible to brfng about me¢--
essary changés in local proaect designs with a minimum amount of COnfusion .

. . .
\ * ! . N .- - »

One example of cooperat1on between the state migrant off1ce and the LEA 1s>

‘through the use of cassette recordings of the highlights of the local.qgvalua-

tion reports. The local staff ‘has an-opportunity.to.respond to ‘the comments
made .in the ‘evaluation report and fite these comfents with the state’ of fice\

. This open line of communication and feedback system he]ps to strengtheo the .o

re]at1onsh1ps between the SEA and LEA

Another examp]e of the cooperat1on between the state migrant 6ffice d the
LEAs was the support of the State M1grant Parent Adv1sory Comm1ttee Th1s
org nization was: formed during 1976 and. has played an<important- ro]e in'gain- - v
1ng parent support. for theeproqram since that- time. A : '

One' Of the most s1gn1f1cant accomp11shments_of the state program was the -

.-cooperation with other agencies to provide supporting«ervices to the mi-

grant education program. Through this cooperation the Migrant and ‘Seasonal

“Farm Workers Association-provided a limited number of" teachers, tutors and

hpme-school 11a1son personnel to work 1h the migrant education programs '
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state migrant program.

CHAPTER 1T *- e

- INTRODUCTION o .t . ) ; " | x'a. . . .p’} - R \‘ .
" w y 4 X gr L : . .\
For several years the evaluation of the/North Carolimg Migrant Education Pro- .

-~ gram and its individual projects was done cooperatively By the LEA personnel

and the state office. The LEA supplied the inforfition on the local projects
.and the state office prepared bbth the ®individual Tocal projeet reports (ap- -
proximately 30) and the.annual summary evaluatidn report of the total North’
Carolina migrant education program. From the very first year of the program
involvenment of the local projeét persennel has increased. By 1974 the primary
responsibility for evaluating the local migrant projects became the responsi-
bility of the local project diréctors. These local project evaluation re-
ports were based upgn the prpject objectives and the evaluation design ap-
proved in the Tocal project application. The state migrant education section '
continued its responsihility of preparing the.annual evaluation report the. \ ft>'

]

Althbugh procedures have been subjectlto change, the goa]s.of fhe evaluations
conducted by the migrant education section have remained nearly constant.

~The first goal has always been to use evaluation procedures and findings to
J stimulate improvement in the educational offerings for the migrant children . -

and youth who visit North Carolina. The second goal has been to collect and
process all information necessary to fulfill federal and state evaluation re-
quirements. ' o e -t

In previous years a signifiEant number of log¢al project perﬁonneT'Were used to

. assist in the evaluation of a project other than their own: Although,.this in-

tervisitation among the projects provided some information which could. be used

. .in the evalgation report; fits greatest benefits were in the staff development

aréa and in the exclange’ of program informdtion. :Therefore, this practice of .
intervisitation as an evaluation tool was discontinued in 1975. ‘
Although the total evaluation process is,planned to support the first goal .
of evaluation; the delay in preparation and printing of the final report makes
it difficult to -implement immediate changés in project operations based upon
the published findings. On-site conferences provide immediaté feedback to.

‘the local project directors, however, and recommenddtions for. strengthening

the project may be transmitted even before the evaluation report ig completed.

Since there is some delay in- the production of the annual evaluation report,

- and since a very small percentage .of the North Carolina project.staff members -
- work in” the.mfigrant program on a year-round basis, a dissemination technique

was needed so| that all staff mémbers would- have the opportunity to become
aware of the résults ofsthe project evaluation without-an extended delay.=
Since 1972, this need has. been-satisfied through the use€.of cassetfe tapes.

" A tape containing the highlights of the project-evaluation is delivered-to

the Tocal project. director or LEA.contact. person whoqtheniassembiés‘those

~ members of the’ migrant staff who were employed in the migrant project. They

1isten to the: tape and record their own reactions to the evaluatiop report.
This procedyre aids in dissemination of information and. provides feedback to-
the state office. SRR e AR




fic local emphases

" Any discrepancies between the two assessments were noted.

_conduct two full-day on-site visits to each
“ periods.

‘findings*mgde during the visits wqre/?hared with the project,staffi

S
The annual state evaluation report was

“n

) .

The.LEA'project-diretton_has ultimate responsibility for collection of muCB o

:of the evaluation data which is:required in order to satjsfy regulations
“and guidelines.

Consequently, each director is responsible for, the accurate
completion of enrollment forms, migrant student record transfer system infor-
mation, test data, and the annua)l project evaluation .report, This information
is submitted to the state.migrant education office where information is summa-
rized and data is analyzed. Copies of the annual state evaluation report,
along with appropriate documentation, are bound and submitted to the U. S.-
Office of Education upon request. L

. _ - | ' y
CURRENT EVALUATION PROCEDURES
Frior to beginning evaluation planning a set of state program objectives was
developed. This set of objectives supports the national program goals of
migrant education while specifically reflecting North Carolina emphases.
local project objectives included in the Tocal
veloped in harmony with the state’

Thé
project applications were de=
program objectives while reflecting speci-
fhd project activities. .

~ ¥

The consultants : 0 assisted the local project personnel n the preparation .
of their project applications emphasized two standards for LEA objectives:

{*) local project 6bjectives should be supportive of the state objectives,
.. and (2) they should be medsurable by an objective instrument or a recognized
... Subjective technique. : -

-

The lﬁ?al project evaluation reports were prepared by the local project di-
rectors who submitted them to the state migrant office. The assigned state

~consultant for eath project reviewed the evaluation report and*other informa- -
tion on file in the state office relating to the project.

A judgement was
made. as to the degree to which each project objective was achieved and this
judgement” was compared with that conmtained in the local evaluation report.

i

During the operation of the surfmer migfant'prgjects, the state continued to’
project during the peak operation
These evaluation visits were conducted by the state consultants, and

¥
v

prepared after collecting appropriate
data from the Migrant Student Recdrd Transfer System and reading and process-
ing all dvaitable information from local projects. Among the most signifi-
cant sources of information were project-evaluations, test data and monitor-
ing reports. As in previous gvaluations, the basis for the evaluation was
the comparison of program-(and project) outcomes with the objectives approved
in the project applications. . v

Attainment of'the'staté’objectives’1s'depeﬁdent, at least_in part; upen the _
successful attainment of” the objectives of the local projectp. _Atta1nmgnt of °

.the state objectives is described in Chapter II.
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"INTERAGENﬂY COOPERATLON L L.

migrant education program serves as a member of this 1ntekagenCy committee.\ -

" of-‘the migrant: proqram regulatibns.

A part of the effort to serve migrant children 1n Narth Qﬂrolina 15 the coop-~
eration of the State Education Agency with dther agencies which have respansi-
bilities for serving migrants. The Migrant Education Section is represented
on the State Advisory Committee on Services to Migrants. This organization

.Twmeeﬂs Six times-a year for the purpose of sharing- information and p]andin efa
" fecddve, cooperative activities within the respective role of each member

agency in order to meet more effectively the needs of the migrant families
who come to North Carolina ‘to harvest our crops. The director of the Stat

wh _ L

!

- NATIONAL PROGRAM GOALS . . S e

Goa]s for the nat1ona1 m1grant education program are based on 1eg1s1at1ve
mandate¢ to establish or improve supplemental programs of instruction and
supporfive services for thd children of migratory workers in agriculture
and fishing. The mobility of. migratory children requires.agreement among. )
states in the deve]opment of. comprehensive national goals. Each stdte is -+ |
responsible for developiny a state.plan for migrant education which reflects
the national program goals in order to assure educational continuity through
coordination of programs and project among the states. Local project objec-

tives provide a base for project activities wh1ch fu1f111 state objectives

and national goals. -~ - C ‘o

Tﬁe nat10na1 goals for m1grant education assist the states in the development
of their- 1nd1v1dua1 plans for m1grant education in ‘keeping with requ1rements
~They are extremely important in assuring
educational continuity and coordination and prov1de the foundation for the "
total operation.of the migrant education program. State objectives develop-
ed with these goals in mind, and the act1v1t1es of the 1oca1 m1grant prOJects
Jend the1r support to them. ’ v

" The following is a statefment of the nat1ona1 goa]s for m1grant education -

The State Education Agency w111 provide:

v

. Specifically-designed curricular programs in academic d1sc1p11nes and

vocational education based upon m1grant ch11dren s assessed needs.

(116d. 31(4)) : .. :

2. 'Success- oriented academic programs, career opt1ons and counse11ng act1v1-
ties, and vocational ski11 training that encourage’ migrant children's
retention in schoo] ‘andycontribute.to succe35+in later life.

(116d.31(4 )) S

'”f3; . Comnunication skills programs which ut111ze migrant children' S 1inguis-
tic and cu]tura! backgrounds, .
(116d.731(4)) -
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4. Supportiye seryjbes thét quter'bhys1¢éq,Sﬁd“ﬁéntal we11—6gingf whén--;" AU 'llllf
o . necessary for migrant ch11dren's.successfqlepartipipation intthe basic - IR
"y instructional.programs, in¢luding dental, m dical, nutritional, and - N |
3 - psychological sefrvices. (116d.38) | S - I
] 5; ﬁ}ogﬁéms developed through.1nteragenc‘ coovdinétioh at the feder&l, i :“vﬁ 1
X state, and Tocal Tevels. (116d.39(e){ SN | ' '
6. A component for meaningful migrant parent involvement in the education -~ .-
of:.their childrén and in which the cooperative efforts of parents and e II;
" educators will be directed toward the improvement of the migrant chil- - B
dren's academic .and social skills. (ltpd.B](G)) : ; o
7. Staff development opportunities that increase staff competencies in the - "Il'
cognitive, psychomotor and effective domains. (116d.31(4)) ’ Lo L
T8, A" component to propér]y'identigé'and enroll @11 eligible migrant chil- Sl Ili
_ dren.u.(116d.12), (116d.37), 1 d;35(c)) L : C : ' A
9. Preschool and Kindergarten programs.designed to meet migrant children's = . W
- deveTopmental needs and prepare_ them for future success. (116d.31(a)). | ]
30, For the establishment of dissemination policies and procedures for“the , o
-development, .and evaluation of dissemination materials which will promote’ _ II
&ﬁgﬁgawarness.pﬁ; : ' o - S N
ek, o Program intend: . - .
\“.‘;;\‘ - . . .
. ﬁ”ﬂ_ ~B. ™ Intra-and interstate program development; R
, C'. ContribuMoB of migrants to the community; and _ I
©D. Total effect of the program. (116d.31(a)) | l
oo 11, Assu?anée;that“sequencé and continuity will be an inherent hékt of the =~ .-
. migrant child's total educati6n program through: s T
A. 'The development of a system to facilitate the exchange of methods, l'*
. concepts, and materials; -and ‘ By . : CoL
- B. The effective use of the MSRTS for inter-and intrastate communica-
‘tion in therexchange of_studen‘ records. (116d:31(7)) - : - o
'STATE OBJECTIVES . e,

Infdeue1qping'projects at the Tocal level, each'LEA 1s fﬁée to estéb]ish its
own project objectives, but is held responsible for supparting the state, ob- -
Jectives which are as follows: : o a .

W
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1. To assist in the identificatifh and enroliment’ of-migrant: childron Snd

ool ‘ youths in the migrant education projects. * : | ;1‘ oy
. ' ' ‘. ) | o ". )4 | a l\) .
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'To assist in the. development of programs of instruction in the academic

2. ,
‘ “'discipiines according to the assessed needs of migrant chiidren . . .
3. To promote activities designed to advance the migrant child's sociai e
, growthrand group interaction skills. . f_‘ " :
: . . "
4. To-provide for A program of supporting services in the areas of medicai
Co denta], nutritiona], and socia] services for migrant chiidren. ‘
o '
. 5. To provide technica] and chnsuitant service7 in the p]anning, operation,
~and eva]uation-of;iocai migrant projects. ’ ST
. 6. To provide for the extension of total services to migrants through inter-
agency cooperation and coordination. :
7. To prov1de supplementary programs oF instruction to improve the occupation-
al skiiis of migrant youths. .
~lﬂ,'.To promote the active invo]vement of migrant parent advisory counci]s in
" the 1oca1 migrant education projects.
9. To cooperate in the interstate exchange of student records through the o
.o Migrantditudent Record Transfer System . . -
To' pirovide opportunities for improving staff competencies in the| use of
innovative and effective teaching techniques through preservice hd . in- :
serv1ce education. .
’ \ .
11. To,promote interstate cooperation and program continu1ty for migrant chi]-
> dren, : o R . -
12. To prov1de opportunities for supporting personne] to improve their compe- Lo
tencies through appropriate training - . . o
13. To eva]uate ‘he academic arid socia] -progress of migrant chi]dren in the
ﬂ_iocal projects on the basis of obgective and subJective data.
14, To promote fisCa] man gement‘procedures commensurate with 1egisiativoy
| requirements and prdgfam guideiines T
. . .~\ -,; e, . .
15. To provide for appropriate dissemination of program information ‘ ’";‘ R
' . A N ;w‘ R
coa N /-'-“_i":"\'.""‘; Fdae
PRIORITIES OF THE STATE PROGRAM _ PR R S

ﬂ';"—\x » Py .
24

The. priorities af the. state migrant education program are as fbiiows (1isted

. in descending ordev)
iﬁ

N

Program continuity

Summer pr0grams for interstate and intrastate migrants . o . f‘h b i

2.
3. Requlet school term programs for interstate and intrastate migrants.

A - [N ) ' . s ) . . !
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4. ' Staff development activities
. ’ ' b . " ) R
53.‘-thrant-5tudent Record Trandfer System
6. ,Progréms for formér1 -mtgfétory cﬁi]dken_ .f
CLASSIFICATION OF MIGRANTS =~ & " IR

“For purposes of this report, the migratory childrén are classified as inter- .
state, intrastate and formerly migratory.. These categories of migratory chil-
dren are defined as follows: : " S .

INTERSTATE MIGRANT - A child whe”has moved with a parent or guardian within -

the past year across state boundaries in order that the parent,.guardian or

other -member of his immediate family might secure temporary or seasonal em-
ployment in an agricultural or fishing activity.
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‘INTRASTATE MIGRANT - A child who has moved with a parent,or guardian within’
the past year across school district boundaries within a_state in order that -
the parent, guardian or other member of his immédiate family might secure .
temporary or seasonal emp]oymeni in an-agricultural or fishing activity.

/' K

e L.

=, - FORMERLY MIGRATORY - A:child who has been an interstate or intrastate-migrant
as. defined above but who, along with his. parents or guardian, has ceased to
migrate within the past five years and now resides in -an:area in which.a pro-
C gram for migratory children is provided. RS
-, - Identification.and recruitment of students for migrant educatioh projects is -
- - extremely important. Adequate time for travel and an agressive schOOQiem-’
L r

3

ployee seem to be key .ingredientsTIn many projects the Rural Manpow ‘Ser-
vice representative is quite helpful. It sheuld be recognized, however, that
many eligible migrants are not associated with crews which are regjstered
"~ with' the Rural Manpower Service.  In these cases. it is the respons§b111ty of
-~ - the LEA to use any-or all of the other resources available to recruit and
enroll-the eligiblé"migrant childgen. ' Since there are no.guarantees that
. excellent recruitment efforts wil result .in enrollments, it is.necessary .
* to emphasize ‘recruitment on all occasions. o

¢

m

. DROGRAM DEVELOPMENT ., -~ S

Prior to the beginning of the 1978-79 scheol term and again before theﬁbeé s
ginning of the 1979 summer migrant projects, state migrant education- con- R
. - sultants'and the. local education agencies having or expecting an ‘§influx of ¢
Tk omigrant children made a survey within the LEAs and gathered data from avail-
s 7. able squrces in the local ynit to determine the number of eligible migrant
IR children who might be enrolled in an educational program, . After this in-"
P . formation was compiled, a-consultant from the Migrant £ducation Section et .
TR with LEA personnel and assisted in developing the project proposals to be

carried out by the Tocal units. - . Lo

A
.
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The project activities were based uponan assessment of the needs of the
migrant .children identified, programs already in.operation in the LEA
which had a.bearing upon these needs, and availability of personnel to
~conduct a successful project. Objectives for each project were deve)oped
so that some measure of the impact of the migrant education project could
be determined. ' R :
o R - . ' A
Devélopment of the preject application included consideration of evaluation

design-and plans for disseminating projeCt_information. )

Regular school term projects were,dev@]oped so that they would supplement - -
the services which were available to the migrant children .from the regular
state supported school operations, local sources and other federal programs. -
Activities were planned to meet the spécial needs .of the migrant children
which were not being fully met. =~ Co - : '

‘Summer projects for migrant children were generally the only. school programs
. in operation during the summer months. Accordingly, they could focus direct-

.1y on the most urgent needs of the migrant children. - They emphasized language

. -artsand mathematics but were also oriented toward enrichment, development of -
“positive self-image and the improvement of physical health and emotjonal,

Comaturity..

-

'STATE -PROGRAM MANAGEMENT

After the project activities and project budget were developed, the applica-
:tion was .submitted to the state migrant office where it was reviewed by the .
*‘fiscal affairs section and-an educational reviewing committee. Modifications -
were made if neeessary and the-applications were approved and.funded. The
project review-and approval in the state migrant office were generally ac-
complished within a few days from the date the project was. received. '

The resiulting basic bgttern of services to migrant students.was relatively*

table, with the instructional services' i both regular term and summer proj- -
- /ects responsive.to the identified needs. Re%gTar term projects always supple-

mented the state curriculum and were general p]anned_while'keepiné-in mind
Title I sefvices available to eligible migrants. Sumier projegts were con--
siderably more inclusive, especially in the area of supportive services.
Vocational training and exposure to career information formed the fore of
summer school offerings for migrant’ students of secondary school age.. .

‘During the operation of* the projects by the Jlocal«schodl officials, a con= |
sultant from the State Migrant Education Secton with assignied responsibili-
ties’made periodic monitoying visits to the LEA... For summer term projects .
there was a minimum of two monitoring visits in each project, and each reg-

- ular.school term project was monitored at least three times.. The purpose of
the monitoring visits was to check on the effectiveness of recruiting efforts,
review administrative requirements and procedyres, evaluate the instructional

program, and.encourage the use -of all avatJang resources in providing for the

needs of the migrant children. - = - \
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 During the 1978-79.school year, migraht educati

~ of migrant education.programs.

" Of.these, sixteen

“program to serve the eligible children. , :
of -the surveys in identifying the presence of migrant~ch11dren and establish-

t

. ation projb¢t$4wére.tqhduct¥
_ administrative units (see Table ]).
16) did not- opetate-sumrier migrant edutation projects v .

ed in forty-four (?4) Tocal school .
for various reasof; inguffitient concentration of migraiits

. ‘ in the area
during the ‘summer, lack of available,qualified staff, etc.

NEW-PRDOECTS . T e

In"1979, fhé joint LEA-SEA surveys'resu1ted in the éstablishment offfive A
néwfprojeé%s. Some of .the areas showed no concentration of migrant familiess
in others there

office was unable to prevail upon the local’ school officials to establish a .

ing projects. to serve them.
The five heQ‘projecté devé]oped.in_North Carolina this'ygdr,fésu]ted.from
LEA-SEA surveys. Projects were planned,. funded and initiated in Chatham,

. Cumberland, Lincoln, @rande and Surry counties.

”

STAFF DEVELOPMENT ACTIVITIES

. T 9
The state of North Carolina was representéd at the East Coast“Regional work-
shop in Biloxi, Mississippi ip Febryary, 1979, Individuals at”this workshop _
participated in activities designed to provide interstate.continuity in the \
education of migratory children and greater efficiancy in the inistration

: North Carp]inéimigranf*édubation program’ personnel p?esented $ix dffferenﬁ‘

shops in each subject area were conducted by

topics during fifteen of.the sessions at this regional workshop.

Two of the staff development éfforts undertaken by ‘the Staté'mfgtanthaffice.
was the upgrading of -teégching skills in reading and mathematics. Two works
' subject matter specia]igts.‘

were strong indications that significant numbers of migrants -
were or would be in the area. In some. -instances,-the state migrant education

Figure-I indicates the effectiveness
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The staff déve]opment activity whiph'affected the greatest anzer of migrant -
n

staff members in North Carolina was the three-day workshop -.conducted at~

Fayetteville, North Carolina. More than 300 professional and para-profession-

al Tocal migrant project staff members from. the LEAs tgnducting»summer pro-
ject were 1in attendance. The workshop emphasized the procedures far enter-

ing skills on the students' transfer records and the identification and re- -’

¢ruitment of eVigible migrant.children into .the projects.  Instruction was -
also provided in the teaching of reading, mathemati¢s and the ecultural arts.

The workshop was p]anneB by the State migrant staff with consultant help froh ~
Tocal project personnel.

Record Transfer “System, were used as consultants and discussion leaders. in the

~ Wworkshop.

. . Rl
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/1= The statd migrant sfaff'evalyated the effectiveness of the workshop. It

was the opinfon-of the .staff that, based upon ‘their own observations-and™"

" the reactions and comments‘ frem workshop' participants, that the” workshop’

0 [

was an outstanding success. =~ ’

. Y . | _
STATE PROGRAM EMPHASIS . ' T '

. 4 . ) o

The state migrdnt office continues to give attention and supervision to pro-
gram management, local surveys to identify migrant children, monitoring' of
local projects, staff :development activities, parent advisory committees
functions, and assessient of administrative effectiveness. Efforts and
attention in these areas have resulted in the most effective migrant pro-
gram. ever to be conducted in North Carolina. ~ - ;
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CHILDREN SERVED - T

'During thejl978 79 school year\mlgrnant education projects were operated in ..
44 1ocal educational agencies. These projects enrolled 1,876 interstate mi-"
grants, 2 042 intrastate migrants, and 6 179 formerly migratory students

Twenty -nine local education agencies operated.migrant education projects dur-
ing the summer of 1979. Enrollment in these programs included 1,480 inter-

0f the 1ﬁ\§53 children served under this program during the 1979 fisca] year, _
3,356 were™interstate migrants, 2,784 were intrastate migrants and 8,713 were
'former]y migratory. Enrollment figures indicate that a larger percentage of
interstate migrants were sérved during. ‘the summer, and-enrollment of intra-
state migrants was higher during the regular school term. Secondary school
enrollments were higher duripg.the regular school term. This is probably
becasie the secondary school-%Wouths are involved in farming operations during :
the sdmmer and chodse not to enrall in a schqo] program i o
- .

Information extracted from .the state testing program indicates that du the o
reguTar school term, 55.6% of the migrant children were black, 34.8% were
white, 7.9% were American indians and 1.7% were Hispanic, None of these
children were enrolled in non-public schools. A1l the migrant education .
projects in North Carolina were operated through ‘the public schools

¢ .

1

GRADE S[ACEMENT - .

Grade placement for secondary school students in summer migrant progects was

" no problem since “the activities were essentially ungraded. .Students from -
ages 14. to 20 recejved the same vocational and cognitive instruction. In-
the regylar school term programs the children in both the eiementary and
secondary schools were placed-¥n~c1asses with other children according to - -
their ages and previous progress.as indicated by school records or teacher

"opinion _ . SR

"During the SUmmer projects the Tocal project administrators generaily*placed
the e]ementary school children in groups based upon age, physical maturity
“and emotional development according-td the teacher's best judgeément and avail-

- able records. Since the instructigg;in ‘the summer projects was- 1arge1y indivi-

.\dua11zed there was considerable range ‘in grade placement, and instiruction with-~

“in eéach group Was based upon age, remedial needs, physical development and peer
associations _ o b

A N . ‘ - ; | . . . ' ;{ /(((
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state migraats, 742 intrastate migrants and 2,534 formeriy migratory studeﬁ%s,"“~
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INSTRUCTIONAL “ACTIVITIES + oy . |
- Projects were condutted for migrant.ch11dren'at_both‘q§§“e1ementary and. -
secondary school Tlevels. While most of the regular $chool term programs_ -

- primarily served elementary school children,-there were 34 few secondary '
school students enrolled in the programs.. Instruction for.these students
was directed primarily toward meeting their specific needs as indentified-

in the individual needs assessment. - _ / -

.-

The emphasis in the regular school term projects was in-supplementing and.
-refnforcing instruction in language arts and mathematics for elementary
schoot children. Supportive services in these projects were held to a
minimum since these needs were.generally taken care of .through other sour-
' ces of funding. A minimal amount of htadth and secial services were pro-
vided,;howeyer§ when other sources of ‘funding were inadequate or unavailable.

"~ During the regular school term the nstructiona] phase. of the migrant.projects -
‘was essentially tutorial in na tagie-“Jeachers and ‘aides were employed to work =
with the migrant children on an' individyal basis. The classroom teacher

.. assessed ‘the deficiencies of migrant children apd prescribed, sometimes in
" combination with the migrant teacher, the instruction to be performed by
‘the tutor. U L I
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& As far as possible, the summer term projects were planned so that ﬁheyAwouid
- meet the primary instructional needs of the students as well as their.second-
ary supportive needs. Secondary school Students were involved in prevocation-
al and occupational .instruction,-while the primary emphasis in.the elementary
. School was in Yagiguage avts, reading and matkematics. A1l projects recogniz-
" ed the need fdr,recreation and the_improvement,of self-image. f R
. o . ) . v Sy Vs . : ,\;‘ o
o ‘During the summer migrant projects the instruction varied from tutorial to .
~ ;large ‘group activities. The symmer migrant projects were conducted at school
. sites and the children were- transported- to the school in school buses. | Most
' of the instryction was in small groups or on.an individualized babis. Some -
activities were suited to large group instruction. -
. ' Yo L : . T
In the regular school term projects there was considerable coordination, be- - o ¢
tween. the migrant project activities and other schopl pro Hce-—migrant- '
. .projects—are—typYcalTy-smaTl, TitTe directors are’often responsible fop the,
L. epordination and administration of the migrant program. * Title I also supports
v the migrant program through -the TocaT Inservice activities:as well as health
services wheﬁithesejservipes aré provided by Title I. In all projects the
locally funded - supporting services are| available to the migrant students, - =

\

e o ‘ :
~ Except for migrant egugatdon,projects,\sqmmer'échooT operations are retative-
T 1y'rare in North Cardlina. .Thkgg,proje ts,“Camden Coupty, Haywood County,
- 'and’PﬁéhUotaﬁkQCquty did .operate Title. 1. Programs. Basically, however, pro- .
" "gram ‘coordination during the summer was limited to the provistion of facilities, -

equipment, and materials, some tredining %nd sehuégi?;b& LEA ﬁé%sonng] who are

employed 12 months, and the involvement f the sCwo], principals. AYE
l&l
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el SUPPORTING SERVICES

| During the qu?ar schoo] térm, supporting services were severely 11m1ted .

" because of t $phasis on instruction to Supp1ement existing prograins and - S
the conscious.ef ort’ not’ to supp]ant any avai]ablé services with migrant: I
funds. ) T .
Summer m1qrant progects were generally the only act1v1tfes in operation in’ PR A
the. LEAs, making it necessary for the migrant project toAblace more value on f

* the supparting services required in order to make the project succéssful. S g
In'most" cases the summer migrant projects provided transportation, food: ser-, ¢ fﬂ

o .

vices, hea]th services and recreation.

majority of the projeécts also pro-
Vided some clothing. In some cases t

clothing was donated by social ser- -
vice organlzations and insother case '1t was purchaseﬂ\with proaect funds

One of the state services whidh suppzrts the successful operation of the mi- o
nt data to th

grant prbgram ‘Was theh%ecord transfey system, Each LEA participated in the

system by sending st teletype terminal operators for trans-

- mission to the Migrant Student Data Center 1n Litt]e Rock, Arkansas. - - S
N} ‘k ; . . / .
The Northeast‘Reg1ona1 Education Genter served as a support base for theami-
‘grant education project In addition to serying as the teletype terminal - ‘
Tocation for the Miqrang\ggudent Record Transfer System, it also serves as a o
education flms.which were available ona free . .

" loan basis. to LEAs for use in their migrant education staff deve1opment efforts
The purchase of equipment under the migrant prOJect was held to a minimum..' .-
Only that equipment which could be shown to be essential to the success gf: L
the instructional program was approved fdér purchasé. . Each LEA-was required-, o
to maintain an inventory of eqiipment purchased under previous migrant proj- :
, ects. Title to all equipment was with the'state migrant office, and items
T 4 . Oof equipmept were transferred, from one LEA to another when they. were no lTofger:

used for the purpose for which they were 1ntended 1n the LEA which. purchased

- them: g

~ . ]
.

a

COORDINATI@N WITH OTHER PROGRAMS L
Throughout the migrant educat1on projects in North Carol1na there was a high
degree of. coordination -and cooperation with other agencies. This was strong-
Ty encouraged througp the regular meetings of the State Advisory- Committee 4
on Services to Migrants. -During 1979 the state migrant office was répresent- :
ed on this state-wide interagency coordinating committee. Other agencies re-
presented on this committee and a brief description of the services they pro-

. V1ded to migrant families are as fol]ows . -

Farmers Home Admihi%trat1on - Provides superv1§ed : . D
- credit to improve farm dwellings and promote - | s
aconomic development of the rd:al p0pu1ation o ~

[N . o . : ... . !
. .

I "~ _.repository for profession

. - . . ) . . ooy
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..+ U..S. Department of Labor, Wage and Hour-Divisfon - Adminis-

”

S ment of the Farm Labor Contractor Registration Act.

e

ters: federal .wage and hour law and provides for enforce-

A

7 N. C.YEmployment %ecdrity’Comm1ssidn,fRura1'Emp]oyﬁéht and _

" Training Senviie - Provides job development, job plade- .
ment and improvement of emp]oyabi]ity ski}]ﬁ: S

N, S Agricul;urai Ex;ensibn Servibe_- Provides edupatiohal |

* Pprograms 1in-agricultural production, marketing, family -

1iving and community resource development. )

= - 7

. C. Human Relations CoUncil'JRSewVesfaéipn,dvaééte of mi- , -
. grant families in promoting progress toward a 1ife of
equal opportunity, -justice and dignity. o

N. C. Departmert of Community[Cg]le?gs - Provides basic adult
} gducation and occupational skill training for migrants
~and crew leaders and English as a second language to
* . thoge who hqve 1jttlg or no English-speaking ability, -

N. C. Dgpdkfment of Human:RéSOUrces, Migrant Health Service -
Provides out-patient and in-hospital care to migrant.

farmworkers and thelr families.

N. C. Department of Human‘Resources; Sanjtary Engineering.
Division - Acts as the enforcement agency for the act-
regulating.the sanitation of farm labor Wamps., - K

N Department of Human Resource$ - Division of Mé@tal
- Health - Provides in-patient, outrpatient'éducaiiqnal _
o and consultant sefvices in mental health.” o

.N. C. Department of Human ReSourcﬁs, Division of Social
" Services - Provides assistance in meeting the basic
financial and social needs of eltgible clients.

N. C. Department of Human Resources; Division of'Voc&tional
Rehabilitation - Provides assistance to physically or
mentally handicapped in returning to gainfg} employhment.

. C. Depéftment of Justice, Office of Attornéy‘General -
-Renders Tegal assistance in the drafting of legislation
¢ relating to migrant workers. r . * -

=

. C.'Depaktmént of Labor's_Adminﬁsteks the Occupational . S
Safety and Health Act of North Carolina and gpordinates , . -
~a wide range of programs of inspections, education and .~ - ‘

=

J a

. consltant services. o s
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STAFF UTILIZATION ' ]

N C Department of Naturai and Economic Resources and Come -

* munity Development - Assists in’ fermulating statewidd

i . - employment and training policies and administers pro-
| grams under, the CETA iegisiation

N. C.7Department of Agriculture - Food Distribution Division -
Makes" food service. programs available to eiigibie groups ‘.
.77+ and individua]s " . y

N.-C. Ecoﬂbmic Oppovtunities Office and Community Action Agen-
. “cieés = Provides information’and technical services to .
.community action agencies which-renders service. to ins

- 7 dividuals in the areas of self-help housing, day care,

- coupsel fng, consumgr education and. job development,
placement and follow-up., . s

Church wOmen United in North Carolina - Contributes heaith
kits, sheets,blankets and. clothing to migrants and em-
ploys seminarians to provide chapiaincy services for
them. , .

Migrant and Seasonal Farmworkers Association ~ Provides for
- vocational training work experience, -manpower $ervice -

and a wide range of support services to migrants and
» seasonal farm wgrkens .

N. C. State AFL- CIO « Works through its local community ser- .
‘'vice committees to provide counseling, information,
legislative program support and assistance in assuring
that migrants are accorded their legal and civil rights.

1% . ,){ .

In’addiiion to the member'onganizations of: the. State AdVisory Committee on

¢Serv1ces to Migrants, its-meetings are regularly attended by representatives.
from the Governor's office and personnel from local migrant counciis and .

locad _community action agenc1es | N o

)

w
The regular school terii migrant education projects i 44 LEAs employed a
full time equivalent of 223.3 staff members. The pattern of staffing is
indicated by Table VII.- The number and-responsibilities of the pregram
staff ‘of the summer migrant projects is indicated\pn Table VIII. Figures
on these tables represent both full-time and part-time positions and are

.reduced to. full-time equivalent staff positions. Non-professional -support-

ing personnel. such as’ bus driver®, janitors and Junchroom workers have been

“included in .these tabies g" . | ¢

Table IX provides information on the instructional staff-pupil ratioé)dr
the 29 summer projects. Teacher-pup{l ratios are not.reported for rvégular
school term projects as they could be very misieading without a con31dera~

~tion of schedules and pupil tontad® times.
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. COMMUNITY TNVOLVEMENT . - - oy
Commdhity 1n001vément in fhe regular school term migrant pmojects showed
a'marked increase over past years. This is contributed to several factors,

among them the activities'of the State Migrant Parent Advisory, Commi ttee
“and the impact that this committee had on the local projects. y

Another factor which hds resulted in effective-community involvement is the
assignment of the responsibility for making home visits to a member of the.
migrant project staff. Where t%e local project charged one or more persons
With this respensibility, home-school coordination, recruitment and general
community interest in the. project has been improved. < e

Nurses, homE*gchool'coOrd1nators, liaison aides, sociallworkérsx supervis-
" ing principals, instructdonal personnel and 1nd1¥1duals from other agencies
serving migrants played an important part in so¥citing involvement from

the community agencies as well as cooperation from the parents of the mi- -
grant children. . o SR ‘

During the summer projects in 1979, many of the local projects took ad- _
vantage of the availability of personnel from Migrant and ‘Seasonal Farm
Wotkers Association. They used this personnel to assist in carrying out
the instructional phase of the program. These teachers, aides and clerks
worked undev the supervision of the LEA project director, but were paid
through the Migrant and Seasonal Farm Workers, Incorporated. This was an
outstanding example of interagency coordination and..cooperation. Coc

Also, during khe,1978r79 program year the migrant education section cooperat-
ed with the Migrant and Seasonal Farm Workers Association by providing for
the rec&rd keeping requirements of thair day care centers through the al- - -
ready established Migrant Student Record Transfer System.

.'WY". -
Jig .

Loca].advfsory.comnitteés have béen established in each area sékve&”ﬁ} a -
migrant education project. The State Advisory Committee assisted the

- . local councils,in their work through annual regional or statewide meet-

ings. Information was shared and plans developed that enabled each agency

te use 1ts resources to .the maximum benefit of the greatest numbér of mi-
grants. ' . o

Field tripg‘served as one med1um for ‘encouraging parent and community in-
volvement in project activities. The use of volunteers from the community
on field trips had some tendency to carry over into gther aspects of the
“pregram. . . | . . ‘ ‘ .

. Some, of the summer migrant projects had excellent communi ty involvement as
indicgted by the nimber of adylt volunteers other than migrant parents who
‘donatgd their services to making the lTocal project a success., These vol-

v unteers served as instructors, instructional aides, lunchroom workers or as

© resource 1nd1v1dua1§ to enrtch. the experiences of the migrant children.
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INTERSTATE PLANNING -

‘One of the activities which indicates the interstate goordination of the
North Carolina Migrant Education Program with simiTar projects and programs
in other states was the' Eastern’Regional Migrapt Education Conference held .
in Biloxt, Mississippi. The State Director of Migrant Education served on
the program planning commitfee for this conference which brought together
migrant program personnel from 21 states, and four members of the state mi-
grant staff served as program presenters during the conference. In addi--
tion to'this involvement personnel from local projects presented workshop
sessions during the conference T ¢ -

.. Each LEA operating a migrant education project comp]ied with ai] regulations -
and procedures of the National Migrant Student Record Transfer System. .

National conferences for State Directors a\d*other program - personne] were
conducted during the year and were .of some value in publicizing program in-
formation and administrative requirements. ThetState Director participated
in these conferences and disseminated relevant information from them within
the state. . . w

Interstate. p]anning and cooperation is also demonstratedlﬁ’lme fact that .
North Carolina acted as host to oneof the public hearings on proposed rule
making for the natjonal.migrant education program.

-

ATTAINMENT OF STATE OBJECTIVES . .k

An attempt has been.made to state the goals and.objectives of the state

mitgrant education program in specific and medsurable terms: Each stated y
‘objective was attained to a greater or lesser extent. Progress toward "
meeting these objectives is evident by the reports of monitoring visits

to the LEAs by the state migrant consultants. These regular monitoring

visits by the state consultants alogg with the activities sponsored and
conducted by .the state migrant education office is the basis for the

o judgement that each state objective was met as itndicated be]ow Y

1. To aAALAt in the «identification and ewolment of mighant children
and youths in the migrant education projects as indicated by a ne-
.cond of student enroflment and the eatabﬂtahment 0f new pAOJect
centers within the Atate, .

Thig objective was fully attained as indicated by the identification -
and enrollment of 14,853 children in the migrant education projects -
during 1978-79. Of this number, 312 were enrolled in LEA$ which had

2 new migrant education projects

2. To aAALAt in the devaﬂopment 0f phroghams of tnatnuctton in the -ac-
: ademic disedplines acconding to the assessed needs of the mighant
 children as indicated by a necond 0f technical assistance provided

to the Local projects.

P .

: )3
e ~ <)

K
o




“This objective was fully met as indicated by the fact that the state .
‘ - migrant consultants worked with LEA' personnel in-the development of . . .
Ty 44 projects during the ‘regular school term and 29 projects- during

. v ()

the summer which offeréd initruttion in"the bagic disciplines. -

¥ : 3, To' promote activifies deaighed.zo advance the migrhant chéld{aﬁooéiaﬁv‘
) S ghowth and group interaction shills as {ndicated by fﬁ9/4n0£ubxon of
’ these activities in Local pro fects, oo - :

¢
Ko
S
~ . T
.o . ] ) .o ool .'.,::
N N O

This objective was fully attained.as indicated by the fact that a =«
part of the summer staff development workshop was.devoted to cultural
arts, and the 29 local summer projects included cultural arts and/or
social adjustment among their préject activities. a

Al

4. " To proudide a progham of supporting serwdices in the widas of medical
and dental health, nutrition and social dervices for migrnant children
as indicated by a nedond.of_bealths nutnifional and social services
provided in Locak projects. . .. - 7 ot ‘

Thig objective was fully attained as indicated by the fact that LEA
projects included these supportingsservices among their activities.

" - Records of such services are indicated in the local project evaluation
sreports maintained in the state migrant office. |

5. To pnovidsiffgﬂg;daﬁ and consultant 5env&ce4 i Lhe pl&nning;‘openatibd{
_ and evaluation of Local migrant projects as indicated by a recond of
" monitoning visits to the Local projects. :

This objective was fully met as indicated by approximately 200 monitor-. -
. ing. visits which were conducted in the local migrant projects by the

. migrant consultants. On.each-of the monitoring visits by a state.con-

“ sultant tlle project records and- reports were checked; certification of
el1gibilyty forms were reviewed; attention was-given to the coordina-
tion of the migrant project with other school programs; parent advisory
committee involvement was noted; and recommendations for improving the
operation of the project or keeping 1t.functioning according to.the

. project proposal were made. ‘ y o y
» 6. To provide fon the extenséon of totgl senvices to mighants through
intexagency coondination and cooperation as indicated by a necond of

employment in the projects.

This objective was fully met as indicated by the cooperation of the,
migrant education section with the Migrant and Seasonal Farm Workers ,

- Association ip making 30 additional personnel available for employ- e
ment in the migrant education projects. There was also a high de-
gree of cooperation with the State Advisory Committee on Services to
Migrants. - During a portipn of the time covered by this report, a
member of the state migrgnt education staff served as chairman of
this state level cbmmitt?e. R

w
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. To prouide Auppzemeniany pRoghams of 4n6tnuct¢onixv 4mpnove the occupa~
© tional skitls of migrant youths as tndtcaied by the'tncluAton 06 Lhese
components in Local pn05ecx» ‘

' T B

by

This objective was fully met. Durfﬁg the period covered by this report

11 local projects provided instruction in dccupations. *Two of these.

projects were conducted after normal school Qours in order to make it”. ,
more cQuyenient. for the migrant youths to attend 1 . - R

§. To pnomore active {nvolvement of parent advisory counettb An the £oca£
mighant education pMOJQQIA as tndtcaxﬁd by a necord of meexxngé 06 the
State. Migrant, Panent Adutbony Comm&ttee

This objective was fu?ﬂy met, One of the 1tems noted during the statg
v consultamts' monitoring visits was the activity of the local PACs. °

‘ should atso be noted that a State Migrant Parent Advisory Committee wa.k
active in its support of the program dur1ng the past year.

9. To co penaie in the interstate exchange of student neconds xhnough the
Mignany Student Record Thansfer System-as indicated by a necond of
- rapsittals by the MSRTS te&mtnaﬁ operatons .

Thig pbjective was fully met Records from the Migrant Student Data )
C in Little Rock indicates that there was a total of 14,853 re--

« -.cords processed through the system. )

0f 4nnovative and effective Lteaching techniques through phreservice and
Anservice education as 4nd4cat@d by @ necond of dttendance at the staff '
development sessions. ,
R G : . /‘\
This objective was fu]ly met as indicated. by five (5) major state-
sponsored staff development workshops for 1nstruct10na1 persdnne] dur—
< ing the period covered by this report. :

SR N To promote tntenbtate ceopenat&oﬂ and pnognam c0nitnu&tg for mighant
chitdren as indicated by pamt&ctpgﬁxon Ain naxxonal and neg4gna£ pro-- -
gham activities. .. :

o "This objective was fully met as 1nd1cated/by .the state's partic1pat10n‘
: ~ in interstate conferences and workshops. ’Personnel from out-of-state
were used as consultahts 1n workshops conducted 1n North Carolina. *

2. To p&OULdQ opponiunttteb 60&96uppon£&ng personnel, to Amprove thetn
 compentencies through appnopnxaxe taining as tndtcated by a necond
of staff deueﬁopment acx&uttieb .

/’

This objective was met through the 1nstruct10n prov1ded to school re-
cord clerks and other support personnel. Record clerks were instruct-
ed in the requ1rements and procedures of the record transfer system at
the sumher migrant education workshop, on ah-individualized basis dur-,
* 1ng the year as 1t was deemed 'necessary ahd at a special workshop ses-
sion on requ1rements of the MSRTS reporting procedures. . )

2

Il 0. To pnovtde opportunities 6on menoutng staff competencies in the use
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. 13, To evaluate the academéc progrhess of the mighant ghildren and The e

effectiveness of the Local mighant gﬂo/ectélon the-basis of objec- °
tlve data generated at the Loeal pndfect Level. -~ - °

This objective was fully met as indicated by.fhé'tést daté.bresehti

N A by the LEAs on file with the state migrant education office, :
14.  To promote 6&6¢q£'mdnagemeni procedwries commensurate with Eégibtatibe -

requirements and progham guidelinegfaégindicateq by monitoning neponts. . .

¥ . ’ \ - Lt N N LY
' This objective was' fully.met. Each project was monitored during its

- - operation, and the fiscal accounting was reviewed by the state con- ,
sultant. In all cases fiscal management,foﬂlowed the state requirements

and program gwidelines. i o .

I5. . To provide for appropriate dissemination of program infgrmation as in-
dicated by the publication and distribution of nemwsletters and news re-
Leases. RN o , \ | o o

Dissemination of program information was afforded through the publica-

/ tion and distribution of Migrant Matters, the annual evaluation report

and two slide tape programs. h : ' - N

J K]
1

.There were'mény strategieé,inc}uded in carrying out the functions required
to meet .the state objectives: These strategies were developed into a cal-
‘endar of activities and projected over the fiscal year. The strategies

~planned and the progress toward the completion of the acti¥ities and events .

related to them are as follows: ,

T, Monftoring LEA'projécts"- This responsibility was carried out through-
out the year. Each regular school term project was visited at least
four (4) times by a state consultant and each summer term project was
monitored at least twice. ' o ' '

2. Supérvisimg MSRTS transactions in North Carolina- - This responsibildty
was’ carried out throughout the year.  The MSRtS opkrations were under
the supervision of one of the state consultants and were carried out

° by three teletype ®erminal: opérators. A1l state consultants monitored
this aspect of the program at the.LEA level. SR

. . a, v o ) o .
3. Providing techriical assistance to the LEAs - This responsibility was -
carried out by the state program coordinator and three state consultants.
‘ " Technical assistance was' provided throughout the year as required.

4. Assistihg-in;thefidentification of migrant children - Each of‘ﬁhe.ﬁxate e
r consultants assisted in the identification and recruitment of migrant
: children throughout -the year. This is manifested by the establish-

mept of five new projects. One staff mémber devoted a major portion
) of hﬁﬁkpime.to this funqtion. | e - _r | :
L :5 20 K PR f-'
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:f54—m»01589m1"ati69 program—*hformation --Program 1nformatton ‘was dissemtnat- ~'-7~"'5'

. ed periodicaliy through the publication of Migrant Matters

6y “'Assist1ng tn the planning: of regu]ar schoo1 term projects - This res~-

ponsibility was carried out by the state consultants during the months
of July and August, 1978’ ) .

’ 7. Rev1ew1ng regular school térm pro}ects - This process was carried,put

by the migrant office staff a ﬁpd accountants in the fiscal section!

Regular school term p%ﬁgects were reviewed dUring the months of July -
and August. .

8. Eva]uating progran act1v1t1es-~ Evaluat1on of program act1v1t1é§ was
~a continuing process. Some evaluations were made ésch time a state,
consultant monitored an LEA project. Each staff development workshop
'sponsored by the SEA was evdluated and the results of those eva]uat1ons

Vo are included in Chapter I of this annual evaluation report. The most -

sustained period of concentration in evaluating program activities,
however, was from the period of June through September when the annual
state evaluation report was compiled.

“9. ° Planning 1anguage arts workshogs - This was a major act1V1ty which was

carried out by the state migrant staffa and representat1ves from LEAs '
during September and October.

N °)/10. ' Conduct1ng language arts workshops = Two reading workshops were conduct—

ed in November. Outstanding educators from LEA's in North Carvlina and
consultants from other states were used as program presenters in these
‘workshops '

]

' 11a~ Planning mathematics workshops - Two workshops in mathem€t1cs were plan- -

ned: during November., December and January. The, planning(was conducted
by the state migrant staff and staff members from- the D1V1s1on of ‘Math-
ematics, Department of Public Instructfon.

12. . Conduct1ng mathemat1cs workshops - The. two mathematics workshops em-
phasized teaching methods and materials. Mathematics specialists. and
supervisors. of mathematics education from North Carolina and maghematics
spec1a11sts from LEAs were used as consu]tants in these workshops.
13.- Planning summer staff development act1v1ties - P]anning for staff develop-
. ment -activities for the summer programs began im March. Division direc-
tors  in this planning along with members of - the state migrant staff
and representatives from the LEAs"

- 14, | Rev1ew1ng Summer project applications - éﬁe review process for summer -
as

project applications began in April and completed in May. The state .
migrant staff and the ESEA Title I fiscal section were involved in the
 review process. . .

E
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“j/_\operatjons in the project.proposals. !
. 'upon- the set of objectives in the project application. Al

. available source of information bearin

| g e T
. Conducting staff development activities for sumer. praject staffs ~
- A staff development workshop was,conducted during June for the sunmer’

. L
B

15.

project.staff members. Topics which received attdntion were veading, -

“hathematics, cultural arts, administrative requirements and MSRTS. .

Y

LOCAL PROJECT OBJECTIVES

H <

The regular school terni projects were suppiementary in naturé”ahg'were,d1reCt-A
ed specifically toward those needs of the migrant students which were not .be-

ing met adequately in the regular school

1 program. - Thirty-nine (39) of the
units Tncluded an objective relating.to improvement in language arts; thirty<' -

three (33)

intluded mathematics in their projects; twenty-seven (27) included

an objective relating to students’
cluded a health service objective.

social adjustment and thirty-three (33) in- . - -

“Among the other objectives during the ve-

- gular school year were those relating to parent fnvolvement, staff development, -

natural science ihd social studies. - L e

. . . : ’ \ . . e . Co. o : ) .

There continues to be improvement in the statement of objectgves in the proj-
. ect proposals. This can be attributed to -insistance by the state consultants .
\ that the LEAs include measurable objectives relating to all phases. of project =
The evaluation of each.project was based

““objectives were supportive of the state-program-objectives. “Inaddition to
'specific performance objectives in each instructional ‘area, the'proquts in- i
cluded objectives relating to staff development, dissemination of.information,

» clerdcal responsibilities, project evaluation, fiscal reporting,. parent, ad-.
visory committee activities, health services, recruitment,. socfal growth,- and

- community involvement. o L

Objectives for both the regular schoel term and the"summgriterm.were the pri--

mary basis for evaluating the success of each LEA projec . A judgement was
made. on each objective: in each project as-to the degree o%. attainment. Every
g upon the objectivg was used in making

this judgment. The most heavily relied upon document way{ the iocal evaluation

_frepont prepared by the local project director and his st{ff. Other sources of . -

information used in this evaluation effort were reports of state-consultant™~. ,
monitoring visits, reports from news media, and reports from staff development
consultants. who worked in the LEAs during-the operation of the projects.

Sumnarie

S

ed are contained 1in the appendix of this report.
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DISSEMINATION * . | | |
| Dissemination of program,{nformat1on at the local 1éve1'int40ded news‘re1ea§e§‘
to local newspapers, coverage by local radio and television stations, reports
to local boards of education and other lTocal groups, pictures, slides and tape
recordings which were presented to sglected audierices, and -the distiibution of

newsletters. ’ ' - e \ '

2
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1. of the local ‘project i

s of the degree to which each GbJective;in»each LEA'broject was attain- f
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Additional pews releases from.the Division of Public { rmation were sent to

in the m1grant education program,

At the state level there was a periodic dissem?nation of information through
the publication of Migrant Matters. This newsletter was directed to Tocal

migrant project directors, school superintendents, advisory commi ttee members,
personnel in the State Education Agency, and the U. $,.0ffice of Education. - :

newspapers, radio, and television stations, wire serv ces and other news media -~

‘0ther me thods of disseminating program 1nfbrmation were the ‘reports given‘at -

the periodic meetings of the State Advisory Committee on Services to Migrants

~and through the State Q}grant Parent Advisory Committee.

One dissemination éﬁ;ort is worthy of special note. . During the year the state

migrant-office continued its cooperation with the Nonth- Carolina Association of

Educators in a project fundedsby the National Education Association in the dis-
semination of a slide-tape program describihg the migrant education program, .
This slide- tape program has been duplicated in -large numbers and shared with . 3 1
local jproject directors who have found it effective in promoting migrant ed- o

~ucation among a variety of audiences. It was shown at local and area meet1ngs

of the professional education dssociations and recognition was accorded to

those ghot were serving the migrant children in the local schools, Plans.for
the fhture include the recogn1tion 6f the LEA which has been most effective » D
mmunity support and interagency cooperation in the migrant educatipn :
prOJect By '

ANNUAL STATEWIDE TESTING PROGRAM

In April, 1979 a battery of achievement tests was adm1nistered to students in
the first, nd, third, sixth,.and ninth grades threughout North Carolina.

A Prescr1pt1ve Reading Inventory and a Diagnostic Mathematics Inventory was -
administered in grades one and two. The California Achievement Tests were
used in grades three, six and nine. ' - .

This report in¢ludes a summary of student performance for the entire student
populat1on in the state, as well as for the tota] student popu]at1on enro]]ed

S

Student performance 1s reported in grade equivalent scores and percentild
ranks because these indices traditionally have been used throughout the
nation, 1nc1ud1nd North Caro11na, and are more familiar than other der1ved y
scores, ¢ : _ , , ‘ [

It should be po1nted out that the test publisher did not report grade equ1v3‘i!?1

lent scores in spelling at grade nine. The publishers believe that .the.grade
equivalent score is not an appropriate.score for spelling.at this level be-
cause average performance in spelling beyond the sixth-grade level typica]]y

increasas very little, or may even decline. ° .
ek

The grade equivalent scores and percentile ranks for, the norm- referenced tests
at the third, sixth and ‘ninth. grades were calculated .from representative sam-

ples of students in the nation. The interpretive scores for the criterion=

referenced tests at grade one and two are estimated scores that were derived,
by the publisher by correlating scores from the. criterion-referenced tests .

- with scotes from norm«referenced tests given at the same grade levels.
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. lorth Carolina are performing above the national norm in Reading at

In Tight of the fact that theé normed Scores for the criterion-referenced
tests at the first and second, grades are estimated and the Scores_are higher
than anticipated, CTB/McGraw-Hill.was requested to provide appropriate com-
ments-relative to the establishmént of estimated -scores-and the ‘performance”
of North Carolina -students on the reading and mathematics tests.. CTB/McGraw-

ol

. . . . ’ : L.

Hi11's comments on these points are as follows:

L]

. The average estimated CAT C. & D,norined scores derived from éhe. o
Presendptive Reading Tnventony (PRI) for Total Reaging and from
the Diagnostic Mathematics Tnventory (DMI) for Total Mathematics
at Grades 1 and 2 seem higher than would be expected in 1ight of
the actual CAT-C scores obtajned at Gpades 3, 6, aid’9, and in \
Jrelation to past experience in North Carolina. CTB/McGraw-Hil1l .
‘has”rechecked and verified the accuracy of 1tS“estzmating and .
processing procedures and has establishe béyond redsonable doubt
that the test results reported are valid measures of the levels of - .
achievement. of students in-the schools: of North Carolina. . o

-
-
‘ it

The publisher has .analyzed the changes in performance between .
Grades 2 and"3--in which Reading goes from slightly above average
(2.8) at Grade¢2 to Slightly below average (3.5) at Grade 3, and
in which Mathematics goes from.well abque average :(3.2) at Grade..
2 to slightly below average (3.6) at Grade 3. It is the publish-
. er's conclusion that this apparent anomaly in the test results -
could.be due to.several reasons, including the following: _

&

- S . . . . . o X
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1.. The Students‘in«Gnade 2 have, as a gfdub,-a relatively
~-stronger instructional background in both Reading and
Mathematics than students in Grade 3. - '

2..  The skN1s measured at Grades 1 and 2 lend themgelves °
- more readily to improvement through diréect ipstructional '
interventjon, including drill-type activities. . .
3. The skills measured at Grade 3 and-above are, more -complex
and less amehable to improvement through instructional
change. Mathematics concepts and applications, in par-
ticular, requird a certain levet of redding skill if the
student is to understand the_problem and be able to res-
pond to it correctly. ! ‘

. :

4

CTB/McGraw~H1]i is continhutng further siUdy'into this difference \in-
erformance. (They add, howayer, that) it is clear that s;udent;\in

? Grade 2 and in Mathematics at both Grades 1 and 2. This is-an ac-
: complishment of which North. Caroliga educators should be proud.
They should attempt to maintain and\extend ‘the programs which have
r/) brought about' these excellent results | - BN

In contrast to the above average achievement in reading and math-
ematics for the state as a whole at grades one and two, it should -
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OTHER FINDINGS

| g et |
be- pointed out” that the reading achier\ment of- migrant chiidren

included in the testing project was below tho\mationai norms (1. 41"“
e

and 2.2). . AchieVement in mathematics for the migrant children in =~
grade one was at .the national norm (1 '7) but beiow (2.5) the na-
tional norm at grade two. o , o '-;;%,//

- Furthermore,ana]ysis of the scores revea]s that the migrant chii-
dren are below the state averages at all levels on all tests. ;
While the deviation from -the state averages is very small in grades

"~ one and two, ‘there is a marked difference noted in grades three,

six and nine

" When the»average?State-scores and migrant program scoresoare.slot- ,
- ted on a graph against the national norin the achievement lag of -

. the migrant students is reyealed.  Such a graph demonstrates very
dramatically that as-the.migrant. student progress in. school they
continue to fall further and urther beh¥gd in expected academic :
progreSs ™~ e

9.

g

The 1978 arinual eVa]uation report contained severa] recommendations Tney
-served as guides for future improvements in ‘the migrant projects. These .
recommendations have been followed in varying degrees as indicated below. «

1.

~ing the year .

The state mighant off§ice. shoutd nequxne *the LEAA to condict needs ¢
assessments acconding -to the provisions contained in the Mighant
Education Adm&ntainattve Guide ‘

This recommendation from the 1978 annual evaluation report.has ‘apparent-
1y been followed.” Examination of local project mothoring reports in-
dicates that persqnnel in each operating LEA maintained needs assess-

“ment on the migrant children.. Further examination of project applica-

tions indicate that only three LEAs did not include an objective re-
latinq to the assedsment of student needs. During the summer projects
only two LEAs‘gailed to inciude needs assessment among their proJect

~objectives. v N

The state mtgnant oﬁﬁtce should continue to Aeeh 4mpnovement in the
continuity of the educational proghams of mighant children.

.S

The first priority of the state migrant education program is program '
continuity. The above recommendation was given serious attention dur-

- o )
The entjre state program staff recedved training;in the transmission
of educational skills. After this training session a workshop was con-

ducted in the state for all LEA project personnel to acquaint them with .
the procedures. State consultants and resource persons from the migrant

data  center conducted the workshop for project administrators, teachers,
aides and support individua]s .

4
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North Caraliha eitered the first skills on studeits' records for - -
the first itine ever from any. states . -~ - . -, - -

As new To¢al projec t? staff-members -are.amployed, ' the "state consultants
continue the trainfng: process, on-a onesto-one basis if hecessary, W%ﬁh
.~ thé new staff members. " By keeping this training yp-to-date the cort
... .of programs for the migrant children is enhanced. - o L
The state mighant vffice should provide technical dssistance to Local
. /;?ﬁooﬁ pensonnel in conducting -surveys and developing -new migrant projects.

L e g T e

~ Jhe state migrant office .placed heavy emphasis on.technical -assistance,

to the Tocdl school officials during the period”covered by this report. -

.This assistance resulted in the
involving 1,099 migrant chitdren.
antpdty -

. The state mignant office shoutd nevise the migrant education proguan

;;Emews rogram forms have been developed and put'iﬁib use to replace the
forgis which were found. to be -inadequate for program purposes. . Specifi-

.- ~Gally, revisions have been mate inthe certification of eligibility form .

and the forms used in.the LEAs to identify and recruit the'eljgiqge_mie
grant children. - | g - L ' "

The tate migrant office should coop e with Local mignant pnrojects
An conducting MSRTS emnollment validation studies - I
This recommendation was followed as indicated by.the validation studies -
whigh were conducted in the State during this reporting period. v In-
tensive validation studids were coriducted by Nash Courity and Scotland:
County -aid the results of the studies were shared with:the program-
administrators and local school authorities. These studies resulted .

~in modification of local procedures in order to eliminate ineffective
processes and improve program credibiTity. : - T

tions and effect nbvisions as they are indécated. .
The state program consultants have noted an increased. use of state pro- .
gram guides during this reporting. period. This 1s espaciatly true of .
the Identification and Re¢rudtment Guide. It has been used to assist
local school personnel to locate and enroll additional-children into

" the local migrant education.projecty o -

 The state mignéhx oséice should cbﬂiinue tvlcoopenaia h4th oihen

services to mighant famikies.' , S
l : ‘ '? - . M
8 S .
. @ .
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- governmental and private, nan-profit agencies in providing comprehensive
T agenes prova PLEEIAY

"1_"Foilowing-tﬁew;a?wiaT“traihingipegiqd-forxthe,state‘programﬂstgﬁt,ﬂ;.'_' o

establishment of five new migrant projects -

L]

The state.mighant office shoubd moniton xhe-u@,esé\ﬁ the proghiam pub&'ca-'- -
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There was .a high degree of cooperation by the state migrant educatjon
office with other agencies of government and privatemnon-profit organiza-
tions. - This resulted in the extension of sérvices to eligiblg. families,
reduction of the overlapping services by the agencies involved, open
Tines of. communications among the agéncies and understandings of the
; respogs1b111t1es of each agency .and the services which each 1s able to
- provide,, : S .

. The organization through which much of this cooperat1on was effected is
. the State Advisory Committee on Servites to M grants'. ,Through‘the inter-
agency discussions, mfgrant children were. pro}
vices suppdrt through_the Department of Human'Resources, day care ser-
vices through the Migrant and Seasonal Farmworkers, Association (MSFA)

+". psychological services through the Division of Men\?l Hed1th and sup-.

" plementary school support through MSFA. Dissemina on of program in-"
- formation and -public support of the program was provided through a joint

project of the National Equcation Association and the North Carolina

v Associat1on of Educators.

This' support: through other agencies and organizat1ons a11owed the State ,'

migrant office to. concentrate its efforts on thé academic progress of -
the migrant children and extend educational services to a’greater number
of e1191b1e children. =~ - : T , N

_ The Atate m&gnant office Ahouﬂd cont&nue to . uae ed%ecttve evaluation "
'pnoceduneA . ' ' -

t

Continuing effort was made to improve the evaluation of project and

program activities. Last year for the first time information from

the state-wide testing program was used in the annual program evalua--

_tion report. In this reporting period. the state evaluator has again

made use.of this kind of test informatjon .im this annual report. In. -

addition to reporting the ‘test results from the state- wide testing .

program, comparisons: have been made with state averages, natioha] norms
.~ and results of the previous year's test results - .

. ¥

Based upon this more” extens1ve handling of test data, the state eva]ua—

“tor is of the opinion that the above recommendatidn has -been followed.

. The Atate mighant office should continie to Auppo&t the State Mtgnant
* Panent AdU&AOMy Committee acttu&t(ea : :

Support of the State Migrantrbarent Advisory Committee and its work Lo
. has been a continuing function of the state migrant office. The come
mittee has been active for two years. During this period af tide it
has provided a valuable toot for the support of the-migrant education .
pragram and an -open, fdrum-for parents. In the meetings of the Yocal
“parent advisory committee local,concerns have been brought to Tight.
Representatives from the Tocal committees have expressed thein concerns
. to the State Migrant Parent Advisory Committee and sot ions hdve been
developed through interaction w1th appropriate programtpersonne1

1S
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0. The state mignant office should continue its effonts to dmprove pro- ¢ l

v
¢
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. migrant, office is included in Chapter I,..The activities described: .- ..o, .
- .1in that section of this refiort indicates that this recommendation
was followed.. - : - B ;.

" A review ofﬁthe4staffldevelohment activigies sponébredey the staie z

~

‘ _ ' o _ . o A
1. The Local educational agencies should provide bilingual-bicultural. pro-
- ~ghrams fon Sganioh-épgaking-ch@ﬂdnen in thein mighant phojects. ‘

Based upon the number of children‘enrolled in the local projectst.and
the number of bilingual teachers and aides employed it canibe assumed
that. this recommendation was carried out' to a. greater extght than in
' , previous years. Much improvement has been made.{n providing for the .
A y . heeds of children with 1ittle or no English-speaking ski1ls, *- - R

The nuhher*of children enrolléd in regular school¥term projectévwho,
. . ‘had Hispanic cultural backgrounds was only 1,7% of the total enroliment.
‘- " During the summer projects the number ard percentage of Spanish-speak

X i

.children eprolied in the local migrant projects was noticeably greater
than during the ‘reguiar schosl term projects. - )
Theré was also a greater number of pilingual staff: members employed in - .
the local projects“and, greater emphasis was placed on bilingual-bi- *
cultural programs. o ' Te
12." The-hours of operation of Local: mighant projects should be dwiing the
: part of tﬁe day which would atlow the gheatest numbes of mighant chil-
dren 2o benefdt from the prognam, e e T
Local evaluation reports inditate that some of the summer projects are
. .+ still operated from late afternoon to. early evening and ?ﬁ one case
. as 1#te as 11:00 at night. This is the same sftuation which led to
. the recommendation above. Apparently the local project administrators
have not seen fit to comply with the recommeridation. P AR
It is sti11 ‘the strong conviction of this evaluator that late evening
- and night classes for migrant children, many of. whom must be up and
dn the fields with their parents early in the morning, are not appropri- o
ate. For®his reason the above recommendation shall be included again
among those im this annual evaluation report.. - . , '

-

.
o

f .

“

3. The toaaZ educationdl agencies should continue‘to make a’concerted ef-
. fort to enroll all eligible chikdren’ and youths at the secondary school
o Level An the negulan school term mignant projects. - o

. Enrollment figures for 1978-79 as compared to enrollments in 1977-78
<+ . - indicate that there was an ingrease of 333 migrant students in grades .
" 9-12. When the percentige of high school enroliments.for the .tWo years .
. s compared, the increase Th 1978479 over 197778 1is less thap 1%,
‘ v s R < Sy ) ' 4 e
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This leads'the state evaluator to believe that there was not a con-
certed effort to enroll chtldren at the. secondary schéoi 1eve1 as -
recommended above. .

4. Loca£ pno;ecx directons should make every neaAonabze efgont to seciire
- supporting services. ﬂ;nom othen aqanuu andfqicganiza,twm

' The local’ pro)ect directOrs have put forth a qood effort 1n obtaining
supporting services from other agencies and organizations. Local -
evaluation reports indicate that personnel have been ohtained through
the Migrant and Seasonal Farm Workers Association, Community Action
Agencies, C.E.T.A. and other sources. Health and social: servﬁces
have been provided through local governmental agencies and many man- -
days of labor have been contributed by jndividuals in the communities
where -the projects are operated :

-

- . . -l
. . :
. o . :

15. Locaﬂ educat&on aanL(LA Ahoukd gdive attention to the deveﬂopment og
inddvidual weitten educational plans forn each student enrolled in t
~amdigrant education progham,

There is a general pattern among the prOJects operating during the
summer months of writing individual educational plans for-the migrant
students. During the regular school term whem the instructional ac-
‘tivities in the migrant education program are supplementary to the
other instruction in the school, , few individual educational plans are
.developed by the migrant teachers

R ' . &

=S

)

1. The Local project d&ﬂécIOMA Ahouﬂd q&ue conAtdeAat&on io expandtng -

the swimen pno;ecib
k4

Durinq the summer of 1978 there were 26 migrant prOJects in operation
in the state. Project.directors in the LEAs where regular -school terin
_projects were operated declined to ekpand their projects for migrant
‘children and the same 26 LEAs provided summer projects during 1979.
Thre# new supmer projects were operated, but theré was no expansion of .

summer activities among the existing projects. _ v

!
kS
3

L4
-

The Local project administruaton should mahe max.imum wé e 06 program
guides and publigations of the State migrant ofgice.

The 1oca1,progect~adm1n1strators have made extensive use of the pro-
gram guide$ provided by the state migrant office. This'is parti€ularly
true of the Identification and Recruitment Guide which has been used

to assist them and their staffs in 1dent1fy1ng and enroiling eligible
migrant, children : ‘ :

. 6
d

- 18, Local necrudten-clenls Ahdu{d be punctual, in t&anbﬁktt&ng student in-
. gonmation to the Migrant Student Recond 7nan46tn Sgbtem tenmtnal op-
eraton, - . <
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" This- recomméndation from the annual eva1u5f10nArebort has been em-
phasized at each opportunity. The state prodgram consultants have ,

W « . ’ ( »‘6' ’
,'; i

given special attention to it in their work with the local recruiter-
clerks. As a result there is a decided decrease in the number of
transmittals which are "batched." This has had the effect of spread-
ing out the work load of the terminal operators while at the same.
time_keepingf§tudent records more up-to-date.
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CHAPTER TIT - | ;
PROGRAM, EFFECTIVENESS - N

PROGRAM FOCUS o |

In considering - the effectiveness of the North Carolina Migrant Education Pro-
gram, it is necessary to take into account the different types of projects be- -
ing operated within the state. Regular school term projects are operated for
the ‘benefit of intrastate.-migrants and the smaller number.of interstate migrants
who are home-based in North Carolina.  These projects are supplementary in

* natyre and are-designed to strengthen instructional_ programs offered through,

state, local and other .federal sources of funding. ~Summer term migrant educa-
tion programs are focused more directly on the needs of interstate migrants
and provide a full range of instructional and supporting services. .

TESTING RESULTS "~ . == oo

The emphdsis upon documenting achievement of project objectives with gain
scores apparentTy had an impact on the local projects, since 100 percent of
the projects submitted pre-test as well as post-test scores, Students who
entered North Carolina migrant projects during the first three months of the
regular term stood an excellent chance of being tested-with. one of the six

| ~most frequently used achievement test$. The most frequently used.tests in

order of frequency reported were:
. - o {14,
California Achievement Test ' - .
Iowa Test of Basic Skills i ~ -
Gates-MacGinitie Reading Test ° .
Stanford Achievement Test
Metropolitan Achievement Test
Wide Range Achievement Test.
In past years the use of different tests and score types ranging from grade
equivalent to raw scores severely limited the statistical comp:;ﬂsons'which
could be-made. - Migration and. absences from school on the day te€sts-were ad-
ministered made 1t quite difficult to obtain two Ssets of measures on the same
students ever any reasonable span of instruction. Given these difficulties,
it was almost impossible to report gain.scores representa%ive of three or more
projects with more than thirty students at the same grade level on the same
test. Therefore! we are departing from this method of reporting and are rely-
ing solely upon test -scores derived from the/state-wide testing program,

Comparisons of the migrant childrens' scores are made with the average achieve-
ment scores for all children tested in North Carolina and against the national

norms. The status of the migrant children tested in North Carolina in 1979
is also compared with the.scoreslreported at the same grade levels in 1978.
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In making this comparison it should be pointed out that the test scores re-
ported in 1978 were for those children who. were participating in a -supple- -
mentary instructional program in one of the local migrant projects. Scores =
‘reported for migrant children in 1979 included all migrant children tested,
«even though they might have .been achieving at or above grade level expectancy,
and therefore not being given supplementary instruction in a_local project. -
This difference in the way the scores were reported makes it appear that the
achievement levels of the children have increased drastically, when actually
there is no basis for such an assumption. What 1s significant in the scores
reported during this school term is that .the migrant children are achieving
at a rate below the natiohal norm, and below the average achievement level of
‘the children tested in North Carolina. Examination of Figures V and VI also -
show very graphically that the achievement of the migrant children fall further
and further behind as they gontinue through the grades. o

It appears” from all available test scores, bothi™the state-wide testing program
and the standardized tests administered at the local project level, that there
was a slight fmprovement in reading achievement in 1978-79 as compared to re-
ported gains in 1978-79., The gains reported in mathematics were essentially
the same as those reported in 1978-79, but are considerably higher than those
reported prior to 1975-76. This would tend to indicate iégt the increased em-
Phasis on mathematics instruction which began in 1976-76%esntinues to be re-
flected in greater student.achievement in this area. '

“ It s hotea that over thé range of grades represented, the deficit in mathe-

matics is less than the reading deficit. In view of what is known about the
average achievement of North.Carolina students (the 1972 state assessment re-

vealed that sixth grade students were around nine months behind the test pub- ~

lisher's norm), achievement test res%;ts for migrant children indicate that
reading should continue to be emphagized and the emphasis on mathematics should

be-increased. Individual projett gains are recorded in the respective ‘indivi-
dual project evaluation reports.’ '

Table XII and the accohﬁanyihg graphs §how1ng achievement trends may be the
most revea¥ing: information to come from.the testing programs for migrant chil-

+ dren in North Carolina. These résults, extracted from North Carolina's annual

testing program, demonstrates the mounting deficit suffered by the migrdnt chil-
dren as they continue in school. . This achievement pattern is similar to those
reported in previous evaluation reports. 'This 18 true even though the source

of statistics reported in years prior to 1977-78 was a compilation of test re--
sults from many different tests administered by the LEAs. Reported results in
1977-78 included a combination of §borés from Tocally #dministered standardized
tests and state-wide testing results, and the test scores included in this re-
port are derived entirely from the state-wide testing program. ‘

~The results of standardized tests administered at the local level were reported
-to the state migrant office, and individual test scores were entered on the
students' records. This achievement data was filed by the state migrant office
but'was not used in compiling this report. ’ '
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||~ g 'In reference to the reporting of test r@su1ts it "should be noted that the re-
: / action of the Migrant Program Branch of the U. S. Office of Education toward
i the use of state-wide testing program data was pos1t1ve Corr pondence from
' / the u. S. Ofﬂce of Education states, | .

"The use of statistics from the Statewide testing program, .
which uses the same tests for all children, rather than a
compilation of test results” from many tests in different
LEAs, i1s an improvement in the transmittal. of consistent

- achievement data. This information provided a clegr: p1c-
ture of academic achievement for migrant ch11dren across
the State." . ‘

9 .

' A11 test results indicate that North Carolina m1graﬁt students are progress- -
ing at a rate comparable to most compensatory education students, and that
over a four-year period gains in reading and mathematics have been improved.
Statistical methods by which portions of these gains may be attributed to

_ the regular school offerings and the supplementary migrant -programs were not -

- employed in the evaluation. Such elaborate measures could be: recommended,
but suth evaluation designs would far exceed the state evaTuation require-
ments and w0u1d possibly exceed the 11m1ts of* financial feasibility

&

In reference to the evaluation of the state migrant program, other comments
from the Migrant Program Branch: were:

"Coordination between the Migrant Education Program and other®
agencies in the State. appeared to he very extensive. .Future
evaluation reports might be strengthened by e]aborating on

the k1nds of services received through this cooperative effort.

"Commun1ty involvement seemed to be well deve]oped The -good . ?.
relationship which the Migrant Education Program seems ta have
developed with the community‘is helpful in encouraging contri-,
butions of time and resources to the 1mprovement of the Migrant
- Education Program .
I .
"The presentation of the attainment of State object1ves, other
findings, and recommendat1bn§ for program improvement was very - .
informative. It reflects careful analysis of what the Migrant =~ ™~
Edudatidn Prograin has acComplished and what further steps need :
to be- taken," ;\\ ,

The Migrant: Program Branch mdde one recommendation for improving the state mi-
grant education project. Thap recommendation was that, "greater efforts shou]d

. .be made ‘to .identify part1culjt exemplary projects 1n the State and describe 3
them more. fully in ‘the evalu tion report." .

Addressinq this recommendation, ‘the State Migrant Office has included fu]1er,1

descriptions of .two projects-in this evaluation report. This does not mean
' that these two projects haye been judged to be the best in the stdte., It

does mean that the projects were noteworthy, and that the organization, .

13
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. - standing character1st1c of each of the projects operateddwithin the state

' "Aﬂamance County - -

'/.;_The state evaluator commends Alamance County for . the efforts wh1ch went into

o B]aden Countyh”

‘curricu1um, activities, staffing patterns and other re13ted factors mtght be :}
effect1ve if Aup11cated or. adapted by other projects ‘ '

-

'h‘ EXEMPLARY PROGRAMMCOMPONENTS

For years- 1t was the policy of the Migrant Educat/on Séckion to. recognize ex~7 l_h'

- emplary act1v1t1es in the Tocal projects. This was valuahle in bringing about -
.-~ -some destred- changes in-other local projects. The 1974 evaluation report dis-

" carded this practice because of the outstanding qualities of one Jocal project
.. and one-activity carried out at the state lTevel. -These two \projects were high~
~ ~ligkited in the 1974 evaluation.report. From that time until\thé present it has

" ‘been the policy of the State migrant.office to select and highlight one out- .

\ .
. Beginning w1th this report the state evaluator plans to “include a more det &
&d descr1ption of at least two. projects which seem to hold unusua] promise of
- success in meet1ng the needs of migrant children

There was a.. per1od of several years when the h1ghlights

of- summer: migrant projects were selected for inclusion i

.report.

‘tion both regular' school term projects and summer term projects. fore, the

. .outstanding ' features ofe the Tocal prOJects descr1bed below may relate to ejther
.type of project. . . \

of exemp]ary components
n~the annual

\The

IS ) I- . ) ) ’ . > .\.r
L e o \

prov1d1ng an efféctive individualized program of instruction for each of .the
migrant ch11dren, 1nc1ud1ng those who had 1ittle or no English- speaklng sk1lls
Bert1e County 3 P
The Bertie County regular school term. migr@ﬁt project 13 recognized for 1ts
effective scheduling of. instruction. The implementation of a new schedule.in
most of the project schools allowed the migrant children to b

ing time blocks. Such a schedule made it possible to providﬁfthe tutorial in--
struction without having the student miss any. 1nstruct1on in their regular class-
es. - : ' .

AN

~ One of. the primary strengths of the Bladen County migrant project was the ef-
forts made by the instructional staff to improve the self-confidence of the mi-
,grant students. As a reult of ‘the project activities and ‘the personal con-
tacts with teachers and parents, and students attained a greater dégree of
se]f pride and Tss1tive att1tudes toward school and 1earn1ng

_ " . L .
34
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.Camden'COUnty |

A4

. . b L
. ~ \ s
-

The summer m1grant education proaect in Camden~County is to be commended for
expandingithe project to incjude a lunch program.. The project cantinues to: - -
~enjoy anding co6rd1nat1on between the migrant project and the Title-I -
~activi \ . o

. , . .

.

Cha ‘County” |

The m1grant “project in Cpatham County was an excellent examp]e of coordination .
‘of the migrant program's’instructional activities with those provided through
. the regular. schoo] program and other federally funded projects

-

k'’

.. .
.
. . .
. .

Chowan County
o .
. S
Outstanding coordination of field trips with classroom studies made the Chowan
County summer migrant project more effective. . o,

?

Calumbus County
The major strengths of Columbus County's summer migrant education project was -

 the high degree of correlation between the basic skills subjects and spe01a1

. interest courses. A1l students shared common interests and a common goals .
through the pursuit of excellence., This was the result of the token reward
systém used during the proaect to help develop better understanding of bank-
ing act1v1t1es _
‘ |

Cumberland County - : o . .

. , o ., .
A noteworthy feature of Cimberland Colnty's summer migrant education. project “
was the effective utilization of commercial and teacher-made instructional k\
materials. As a result, more 1nd1v1dua1 student needs were met and the proj-

_ ect achieved more of its objectives. N -

Duplin Connty

i

The major stne)gth of Duplin County migrant education project was ﬁhe staff's
use of various’teaching methods to make learning more practical and personal. -
As a result more individual 'student academic and social meeds were met. *

<«

4
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Edgecombe County

The dissemination of program 1nformat1on from the Edgecombe County migrant ed-
ucation project was unequalled. ‘Seven newspaper articles during the year re-
lating to the project demonstrate the attention given to this program component
by the 10ca1\pr03ect staff and the cooperat1on of the local press.

I3
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Gates County

{ : -

4 [}

The ‘support prov1ded from the central office'ehabled the Gates .County summer';
migrant project-to‘operate effectively‘jn an air conditioned setting. :

Greene County y ) o . i

@ One strength of Greene County's migrant project was-the utilization of ideag
and teaching techniques which were presented at state-sponsoréd staff develop-
Tent workshops. Through the knowledge gained at these workshops tutorial
‘teachers -were able to devise various methods and strategies-for meeting the
individual needs of the students. ' ' -

4

”
v
M 3

Guf]forJiCounty
Guilford County was unique in its gooperation w1th-adjaceht Rockingham Cbunty.
This cooperation made it possible for the migrant children: in Rock1ngham County

‘to benefit from the project administered through Guilford County.

Halifax County -
- . . ' . . : - Lo %
The laboratory setting-during the regular school term migrant project-at two-- - = -
of the project schools in Halifax County and the individual programs of ins
struction for the migrant children was commendable: - o

o

Harnetf: County b . ‘
: : LA - |
Iﬁzg?agfncy and community participation in Harnett County summer migrant ed-
ucation)program is commendable. Volunteers from schools andichunc%es, and -
ind1vidggls from the commtinity enabled the project to fully meet all of its
objectives for instructional and supportive services. :

Haywood C6Lnty

- The outstanding feature of Haywood;County's summdr migrant education projeét

- continues to be the individual assessment of student needs and the individual:
‘programs of study to meet the needs identified. ' ' :

AN

Henderson County S _— g

The effectiveness of the instruction in the summer migrant education project
was. exemplary. This was the result of attention to the individual needs of
of ‘students and the organization of the school day to provide for the necessary
individual and small group instruction to meet those needs. ° '
. ’ T > v
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Hertford éounty ._' k '
Hertford County_is recogn1zéd for ﬁﬁé-supporp}df the,éupport provided for. .
the summer migrant education project by the 5chool administrator and the . -
extensive interagency 1nvo]vement. - : : <

4

s

Hoke County ,-J
The effective use of multi-level, milti-ethnic and multi-media ma%h;materials
-cohtinues to-be the magor strength*of Hoke County's migrant project. This

highly individualized pproach ensured a greater degree of success for the
majority of the students. 8 . .

14

&

Johnston County
Inter-agency and communi ty pérticipat'On in Johnston County's summer migrént
education project is comnendable.- The) East Coast Migrant Head Start Project,
community volunteers and an additiona) project site enabled the program to
serve more st@dents from widely sepavated parts of the county.

L 9 . » !

~ Lenoir County .

« A noteworthy feature of Lenoir County's summer migrant education project was
the token reward system. This system enabled students to gain valuable ex-
periences in consumer math while providing motivation for academic_achieyement.

$
a

Lincoln County -~ g

»Lincolh County is to be commepded for its early involvement of the parent ad-
visory committee in the planning and operation of the migrant education project.

.Martin County

The coordination of health and social sepvdcesbprbvided thgﬂgjh.Martin County
"migrant education projects was an outstanding example of ha®d work and dedica-
tion to the task of improving the lot of migrant children. :

Y
-

V' Maxton City" " " | E n

N Instructﬁon‘in‘tﬁe area of occufations was ohé-qf the strengths of Maxton City's

. summer migrant education project. . Students made garments in sewing classes.
They also had opportunities for sensory 1earn1ng,eXp$::j;E§f in the shop classes.
Montgomery County ! )

. A noteworthy feature of Mbntgomery County's migrant project was the staff déf
velopment. Due to the staff's participation in local and state-sponsored staff
development workshop, more individual students needs were met, and'a better- re-

cord keeping system was developed. ‘
@ . i '
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- N Moore County .' | . | . ) .~ . | ’ . | " | ‘_,. . -" : .. . _. | b .. ) .\"\\
A rioteworthy improvement has beenaccomplished in the record keeping system
in Moore County's qigraht education project, T . :

.'f

&

r

“ MNash County. . S |
The in-service training ig Nash' County's regular schoal term project is out-
standing. Instructionalvpersonnel engage in regularly scheduled*sessions of
staff development on_topics relating to the use of teaching materials, tuto-
rial teghniques and di;cip]ine,. o > ' L
o . |
'ﬁg;thampxon:County"
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- Active support frdm the ben@ra?*office and fhe—schopf'administrator was the
« high water mark of the Northampton County summer migrant edlcation project. -

’

Orange County * .3 . B o , !

The_Orahge tountyfmig}ant project showed.évidencé'bf tﬁe»e?forts which were
‘made to meet the recognized needs of the students. SRR :

- Pasquotank County;. ..' - - . . ~ o
ﬂPasquotank County continues te make a special effort to.maintain phe'exce]leni'
- coordination.of program activities which has characterized this project in the

past. : . Lo ' . : ~

Perquimans County o . t

-

The Perqﬁimans County summer migrant’projéct is to be congratulated on the
. outstandiny parent _input which was evident.  Several "parent days" were held
during the 1pstruc£iona1 day, and the attendance at these events was excellent.

\_ Pitt County \\

~

¢

An outstanding feature of the Pitt County migrant education project was the
coordination of the instruction with the regular classroom activities. - A1l ;
diagnostic tests -were shared with the-regular teacher, and personal conferepces o »

" , between the migrant instructor and the regular teacher made a coordinated “input :
N into specific areas of instruction péinbl . : C

b

-Red Springs City- °

) K ‘ . ’ - -" . . X |\. . ) . . " T
n One of the strengths qf Red Springs City's migrant education project was its v
effective utilization of Vdeas and techniques introduced during staff develop-"
“. ment workshops., ‘ ' ' ‘ '
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. Rockingham County . - -
) Samoson County

‘Scotland County‘

¢

Richmond C0unty

a"

One of thg major strengths of R1chmond County s summer migrant education
project was the factlities. The cool, comfortab]e bui]ding he]ped create
+an atmospheré ¢onducive. for 1earn1ng

‘ _ _w’ o
Robeson County - o . A S

A A’Eeworthy-feature of Robeson County's summer'migrantrproject was the‘con4
scious effort to meet the needs of the children through the use of methods

and techniques presented at -the state~sponsored'staff development . workshops.

. The efforts #f Rockirgham- County to.provide fnstructdonaf services to chil-
dren with Tittle or ‘no Eng]ish-speaking.ab111ty is recognized as noteworthy.

L)

An outstanding feature of the .Sampson County summer: migrant education project
was the effective utilizat1on of commer}ial and ‘teacher-made materia]s ‘

AN «

The "Learning City" theme employed in the Scotland County migrant education

.project continued to provide a unifue and innovative learning atmosphere for.

migrant ch11dren , .o

Learning C]ty was - designed to provide children of migrgnt
.workers with experiences in the fundamentals of readimng, math-
ematics, science, music, art, apd basic athletic skills. .’

Special emphasis was placed on reading, which was corre-
~ - lated with each of the other\subjects. In addition, a primary
reading/social studies area whs located in the Tiny Town Com-
munity of Learning City. .

This is the way 1t worked

A mall-type set1ng wds created fpr Learn1ng City out of
materiats donated or lent by parents, people in-the community,
businesses, and agencies other than the school. The. industries
in Learning City were the various. branches of ‘study. These in-
cluded reading and creative writing, mathematics, science; music,
art, and physical education. To encourage study and. to develop a
serious attifude toward learning, each industry- payed 1ts workers‘

- -skill notes on a piece~work bas1s '

’
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¥ Savings and No Toans Bank) where they safely accumulate
" future. use. . Or they could be spent immediately--buying candy,

)
)

- These skill notes ecould be deposited .in the bank SM1

grdht S
for.

toys, bogks, and so forth at the Mall Gift Shop. Most of the

~items_in the @ift Shop...and all of the major ones,.were.donat- - * °

ed by businesses in Laurinburg. _
Lood TR TR v

Learning City Radio WMAG (we.Migfants'Ahe Great) broadcast .

..~ daily news: spots and specfal programs prepared by Learning City«,

Ttes.. -

The City "rag," LEARNING CITY NEWS,:was ‘written and printed
by Learning. City reporters,? It provided more. complete coverage of
‘Cityfpews items, and reports on Learang'City"enterprises.
s . . ' . » E}
»._The Learning Mall Cinema featured local "1i "sentertainment

shows . ' St : vq\\\ .
. : T : o
Each business enterprise (readjng and creatfve writing, math-
ematics, science, art, music, and physical education) was .coriducted
in such a fashion that. reading becamesa requisite’of employment.
Workers.learned to read, pronounce, spell, understand, and use

- those many new words that.arbse so frequently in these occupations.

. Q . \ /. . .

, In addition to the LEARNING.CITY NEWS, each citizen received
an out-of-city newspaper 'daily. These papérs were used in their
work”and taken home each .evening for their families' perusal. An
citjzen who réad and.reported on ten books was awarded a book for. -
his home library. ' SR -

e

The Mayoress' and the Sheriff's offiges were in the City Halt.
The Mayoress was Mrs. Nelson, who was in cHarge ‘of all Learning City
activities. The person acting as Sheriff changed from day to day ass.
the job was awarded to different eligible citizens. The work did
not change, however. Disruptive citizens were haled into court and
fines were levied according ta a posted schedule. Embezzling was
not listed on the schedule; but in the early days of Learning City,
a teller was caught with his (her?) fingers in the till and was
appropriately dealt with. - Fines were pafd in“hard-earned gkill..
C Thé citizenry of Learning City was .remarKably hard work- .
ing and law abiding! - - S S
’-\ 1 . '
Visitors were welcome in Learning City. An appointment for
4 guided tour of the City (including Tiny Tot Community) and of the
buginess enterprises locdted there.could be made by contacting W. L.
Baker, Director of the migrant education project in the Scotland.
_ CounthSch?ols. L . s ' :
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A notewort”hy feature or‘St Pauls City's migrant edudation project continues o
-' to be the interest. generated in rEading activities through the use of commer~

cfal and‘teacher«made materdal. oy , _
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~Surry County provided an opportunity for the migrant children enrolled in the ‘
*_Summer migrant proaect tgjparticipate in learning activities,

»
ey

~";Tyrrell QW"W .} ‘ L T\
) “l-Excellence in. carrying out the identification and recruitment activities and

the: home-sehool coordination in the Tyrrell County migrant education proJect
were noteworthy .

. . . ’ T - . . . .
. u } . . .$~ . 2 . . . “
E . o - ) 2

- ”inke County - : o o

<

. the 1ntensive recruitment effort which extended throughout the year

7

Y

Washmgton County.

. The Washlngton County regular school term migrant g{oject in reading skill
building allowed all students to progress individy 1y and at their oWn pace.

© As-a result students in grades 2-8 ‘showed an -average gain of 8 months. L
. . _ . N
‘Wayne County L ' . " 'f' . R ,*f S

.One_noteworthy featuré:§? wayne County's, migrant education project :was the ,
"Contempo Lab Program his diagnostic/prescriptive approach enabled students .
to gain expervence in dealing with everyday=life problems. ~

T l . L .. . ' S
o Wllsﬁn County L | ¢ | |
\ "Wilson Countys’ summer migrant progect had an excellent in depth bilingual ]
- component in which ‘nearly half of the:staff were fluent in Spanish : N
W ! N . e Lo :
Yadkin County ) ' , o ‘-?" ,' o

Yadkin County is to be "‘commended . for employing a billngual staff'to provide a

. - ing children which const
4 . prdject,. i\
IZ\ ’ + ' &
L4 ~ .
4+~q'/ﬁﬁ i A
' y X
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"Surry County | : B o o | o - S

bilingual/bicultural program of instruction® for the bilingual and Spanish~speakF, ‘
ighted the enrollment in their summey migrantue&ucation B

®e

“‘:The most noticeable'leature of Wake Countxbs migrant education project wasf\J//
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Kindengarten childpen were carefully assessed and a curriculum»to meet the
indiyidualized needs of each child was developed.. The children werk placed
in an_enriched envirorment and. took part in learningaactivities through crea-
tive exprdssion. ‘Some who displayed a read1ness were 1ntroduced t0 numbers
and the English a]phabet . _ : ' . @
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o Classroom ergan1zation for all the chi]dren involved 1nterest centers, sma11
- group activities and creative expleration. Bilingual curriculum materials
~were made by the teachers or purchased with care in order to meet specific
needs of the ch11dren :

“IIII"*III!t
: - _‘“

4,
.

»

Teaching tech\$ques varied but one ‘often used was to arouse the students' Ly
: curios1ty with questions and then guide the student through the learning ex- o
perience. - The use of English was encouraged as a technique of ]earn1ng, but
" Spanish was used as a tool for communitiation. |
. .
‘Art, music "and’ other cultural actiVities were 1ntegrated with the academic
disciplines and the older: children were introduced UJ[wgvocational and.
occupat1onal instruction. | e

W

. The project worked closely with Migrant and Seasonal Farm Workers Association X
B - (MSFA), the CETA.program and the lot¢al departments of health and social ser-
i vices. MSFA suppl1ed a clerk/aide for the projéct; ajdes were provided through
the CETA program;¢ the health department provided for health screenings and re-
ferrals; and the social services department assisted by informing migrant fami-
. lies in the area of the availability of educat1ona] services for their children.
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‘SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS

CsumeARY. e

All availab]e informatiOn indicates that the North Caroiina Migrant Education
Program is adequateiy meeting the legislative requirements and the national

. program objectives. -.It is meeting the state goals for the program and hds
developed an effective procedure of deljvering services to eligible migrant

local -educational agengies. ' Gorrespondence from the Office of Education in-
dicates that "the North Carolina .Evaluation Report is very well done." The
SEA has done a good job of pu11ing together individua1 LEA evaluation reports
into a cohesive. analysis of the degree to which program objectives have been
achieved. The greatest value of the report is derived from the effective use
made of i+t at the State and local level in providing constructive feedback
and guidance for future program improvement " _

Priorities set the emphasis, and objectives give the focus to the state pro—

gram Exemplary activities were noted in the regular and summer term projects.
he recommendations of the local project directors were carefully analyzed and

the state migrant staff made their own recommendations for improving local proj-

ects., The practice of presenting the Tocal evaluation report findings to

the LEAs by means of a recorded tape was continued and the taped evaluations

were expanded td. contain reactions to the Tocal project directors' recommenda- |

tigns. Program support for the state migrant education program was obtained

through cooperative agreements with the Migrant and Seasonal Farm Workers

. Association. A total of five (5).new projects wWere initiated during the: year.
A1l Tocal pr. ects used some form of achievement testing to document attain-
ment of objegtive In addition, the annual statewide .testing program provid-
‘ed more, than ‘12, 000 test scores for migrant children. An achievement status
calculated from these scores reveals that, compared to national norms,. the.

" migrant children face mounting deficits as they progress through the school

. grades. This achievement status also shows that the migrant children are be- .

« ' low the state averages in all areas, and that’ the achievement of migrant chil-

dren is approximately the same as that of chi1dren enrolled in the reguiar

ESEA Title I programs in North Caro]ina .

'RECOMMENDATYONS'

'-; Recommendationt for continued improvement and greater éffectiveness in the
migrant\ education program faN'™ naturally into two categories -.SEA proaect y
managemént and the LEA program management; . | _ i,

~In addition to the f0110w1ng\recOmmendations reiating to SEA and LEA progranm

- management, it should be noted that additional recommendations for the in-
-, dividual migrant projects were made in the State's evaluation of the local
project. These recommendations are contained in the written and taped ret

» ports which have been prepared for each of the LEAs

}
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~ SEA_PROGRAM MANAGEMENT

&

1. The state mignant oﬂgxce shoutd requidne " the LEAS to condudt néedb‘abéégo-;;"
ments acconding -to the provisions contained in the Mighant Education Ad- - -
o ndndstrative Guide,. . «. ' ; L :

2.

B 4

- requirement,

BRI AR AL LA L S I \

. Y .
(i\ . . @

-

One of the requirements set forth in the m1grantﬂpnpgram regulations is. 1"
~ the assessment of the needs of migrant children. Tf the migrant program,

s to meet its mandate "to meet the special educational needs of migratory
children of migratory agricultural workers and migratpry fishermen" it
'first/bécomes necessary to find out:whdt those needs\are. o
[t was noted from the local evaluation reports that €ome LEAs did-not
have a specific objective.relating to needs assessment. * While this -
evaluator .concedes that needs maj be assessed without having a project
objective relating to this program function, it seems reasonable that
Such an objective would-serve to pemind local project persorinel of this

4

.( .
o

It was also noted that even though this objective was included in the
1978 annual evaluation repgrt, appropriate action was not taken to
assure that it was followed. ‘Therefore, it is the recommendation of
‘this evaluator that the state migrant staff review the local project
applications for the specific purpose of determining whether they have
included a project obj ve relating to.assessment of students' needs.
If it is found that such objective is not included in a local project.
application,*appropriate action should be initiated.

R "

The state mighant office shoutd cbnfénue'to seek Amprovement in the con-
Linuety of the educational proghams of mighant children. ‘

ties which can be cited to indicate an effolft in this direction are the .
barticipation in the Migrant Student Record” Transfer Sygtem, the participa-
tion of the state and local projects at the east coast regional migrant
education conference, the attendance 6f the state migrant program-director
at other regignal and national conferences, and the use of out-of-state
consultants in the State-sponsored workshop in North Carolina. -

" The first pkiorify of the state migrant edu;atién continuity. Activi- K

‘Probably the greatest éing1e activity to proV1de continuity of program

probability of error..

for the migratory children is the vecording of education skills on the
students' records. The state educational agency should continue -to
cooperate with the national migrant data center in this effort. It
should also continue the training. of local project personnel in the
procedures necessary to carry out this function and refine the protesses
so that they can. be carried out with the greatest-efficiency and least

-~
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T ke M:a/te migrant of §ice Ahowed continue Lo pfno\mde technical aobuztance "

to Local school pembonne£ in conduciing Aunveya and- deueﬂop&ng new m&gnanx
p;wjec/té -

Experience during the past year.has demonstrated that a'COncentrated effort "

U to identify migratory children can bear positive results, During the per--

iod covered by . this report 5 new projects serving-a total of 1,099 children
has fesulted fiam the surveys conducted in the local school units by members

of the state migrant staff. Such-efforts should-be continued. in those areas
of the state where there seems to be a 1iklihood that sufficient numbers of

~ children might be'1ocated to make 1t feasible to develop a project for them.

The state m&qnanx oﬁﬂ&ce shoutd MQV&AQ the m&gnant education progham forms.

‘Changes in program. regulations and new 1nterpretat10ns of* ex1st1ng regula-

tions makes it necessary to assess the effectiveness of program forns in-
carrying out program functions. For this redson it is recommended that
attention be given to the revision of existing forms in order to keep them
in 11ne with program requirements :

The state mi nanx 0ffice shoutd eoopenate with £oca£ m&gnant pAOJecxz in’
conduct&ng RT® enrollment validation studies.

Program credibi]ity is maintained through validation of the enro]]ment'of
migrant children in the program. Discrepéncies in the enroltment of chil-
dren in the local projects and in the migraht student record transfer system

.. should be held to a minimum. Also, there should be no question about the

eligibility of any child enrolled in the program to participate in program

-activities arld derive benefits from program funds. Therefore, it is re-

commended that the State. mwgrant office, with ass1stance and cooperation ,
of the LEAs, continue to carry out validation studies in the local mi-
grant projects. ‘ . '

-
>

. The state m&gnanf ofgice should nevisd program publications Lin ondern o

keep th%m up-{p-date.

During the past years and months publications-have been developed and pub-
Tished to assist local project directors in the adminwstratwve details of
project operatwons ) ‘

: : . .
As new requlations are published and new interpretations are givén to ex--
1st1ng regulations, it becomes necessary to revise the manuals and guides
used in the administration of the projects. Therefore, it is recommended -
that the state migrant office make a careful study of the various program

guides and other publications. Where the information is erroneous or out-
of-date, the pub]ication X&SU]d be revised to conform with program require-
ments.

- 3 oo
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1.- The sdate mighant office should continue to cooperate with other govern-
mental and private, non-prodit agencies £n providing comprehensive sen-
T vdees to m&g&ag& families. ) , . . T

{ 4

v

In the past there has been a high degree of cooperation by the state mi- .
. grant eddcation office with other agencies of government and private, nor-
A profit organizations, This has resulted in the éxtension of services to
eligible families, reduction of the overVapping services by the agencies -
involved, open lines of communications among the agencigs, and understand-
ings of the areas.of responsibilities of each agency and the services which
each is able. to provide. o : ! | :
’ [The'organization'throubh which this cooperation is effected is the State Ad-
visory Committee on Services <to Migrants. Through 1nterqgency\gjscussions,'
migrant children have been provided health .and $ocial sedgicesﬁsuppﬁtth:
through the Department of Human Resources, day care ‘services through- the
Mtgrant and Seasonal Farmworkers Association (MSFA), psychological services
‘through the.Division of Mental Health and supplementary school support ( :
through MSFA. " Dissemination of program information and public support of
"the program has been provided through a joint project of the National Ed-

ucation Association and the North Carolina Association of Educatars. >

This support through other agencies and organizations has allowed the state
migrant office . td concentrate its efforts on the academic progress of the
-migrant children and extend educational services 4o a greater nuniber of
eligible children. ' -

Iﬁ'ordér to realize the financial advantage of this kind of.supgport in
future programs, it is recommended that this kind of interagency coopera-
tion-be continued. : ' '

N -

8. The étate=mignant 0ffice should continue to use effective evaluation pro-
- cedures. - ' . !

-

v

The evatuation process for the migrant education program has experienced
e . changes throughout the years, As these changes have occurred the evalua-
- _ tion process has become more effective and the evaluation reports have re-
. flected a more accurate picture of the ‘achievement and status of the mi-
grant children enrolled. in the program. The state evaluation report, the
local project evaluation reports and the taped evaluation of the local
" ' projects have become outstanding instruments for the improvement of ser-
vices to migrant children. '

Because of the positive manner in which the Tocal reporting on cassette
tapes has_been-received, the menaingful use of statistical information
- from a state-wide "testing program has been used and the recognition which
. has been directed ,to the g@valuation practices in North Carolina, it is
reconmended that these aqﬂ other effective procedures be. continued.
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The state mighant office should continue 0 support the State Mighant,
_ " Panent AdviAokg’qu@&tﬁ@@iagtivétiea.- o - j

1

)

A h ST e ' :
North Carolina's State:Migrant.Parent Advisory:Committee has been in op-
eration for more than two years. During this-period of time it has pro=
vided a valugble tool for the support.of the migrant education program .
and an open.forum for parénts, In the meetings of the local parent ‘ady
visory committee local concerns are brought to 1ight.  Representatives
from the Tocal committees bring- these concerns to the State-Migrant Par-
ent Advisory Committee and as they are aired, solutions are deyeloped

- ~through interaé%1on with appropriate program personnel.® ~

»

’ In_order to continue to strengthgn the parentécommittee.and to main-

10,

LEA

tain the support of the parents, it is recommended that the state mi-
grant office contdnug_1ts“§upport of -the committee and its work.

The state mignant office should éontin%e Ats efforts Lo improve pnd@ham
operations through stafd development. ' ' ‘

‘The staff déVe]opmént act1v1t1es"sponso}ed by the State;m1grant office

have been the source of pride in the past. Through these efforts there

has been a noticeable improvement in the quality of program offerings and
project organization. Still there is a need for such 'activities, particu-
larly in view of the changing requirements of the program from the nation-

~a1_1eve1. . .

Record clerks and recruiters need to be constantly up-dated on skills and
techniques and provided instruction in new procedures required to implement
new phases of the Migrant Student Record Transfer System. - . C
Local project recruiters should be given assistance in order to understand
the importance of their joksand to learn how to accomplish it most effective-
ly. ' _

Y‘ . .

Local project directors and other local pro%ect staff members.should be in-
volved in workshops where they can improve their techniques in evaluating
their migrant education projects.

[t is theréfore=recommendédythat.the gﬁ%te migrant office maintain a con-
stant gffort to meet the staff development needs of all persons involved .
in the edu@ation of migrant children.

!

PROGRAMéMANAGEMENT

. " The Koc&ﬂ educational agercied” should provide bilingual-bicultunal proghams

for Spanish-speaking children in their mighant projects.

This recommendation is continued from previous evaluation reports, Notable
progress has been made in the area of bilingual instruction since this re-
cormendation was first made. Many brojects have employed Spanish~speaking
teachers or aides and some projects have provided bicultural and Hispanic

L) . gy.‘
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. ‘cdltural 1n3truét10naltmateﬂ'blé %o bé used'bj childrén with 11ttle:or %
~ na English-speaking ability, L " ' o o

Notwithgtanding the progress that has been made by some’ Tocal projectsiin

»

providifig bilingual-bicultural programs for non-English speaking children,

it .is ragommended that 1n those projects where children with 1ittle or no

Eng1ish-speaking facility are enrolled, every effort should be made to pro-
vide a meaningful prégram of instruction in the children's dominant language.

The houwws of operation oa zocakibumﬁen Mignanx pro fects Ahouﬂd be du@ing 4
the part of the day which would alfow the -greatest number of mighant chib-
dren to neceive the greatest benefit from the program, - |

It is noted that despite the recommendation of ‘the previous evaluation
report some projects are operated at odd hours, -afternoons, evenings and
into the night. 1t was also noted during monitoring visits that young
children were attending programs which extended into the late evening..
They were wnablg#to participate fully in the project activities because of

" sleepiness and fatigue. This evaluator has some serious doubts about the

effectiveness of such programs. It is his strong belief that such projects
are not effective, that they are non-productive, that they are not economi-
cally feasible in terms of demonstrated student gains and that the childien
would benefit more from program activities if they were carried out during
the morning and early "afternoon hours.

¢

Children would be‘able to participate more fully during the~ear11eﬁ part of

the day because they would be more alert.

These are also the times When the parents are normally work1ngl1n the fields
and would appreciate having the children cared for in a learning environmept.
Therefore, it is recommended.that the local educational agencies give care-
ful consideration to such factors as recruitment, age of pupils, attendance,
transportation, food service, program coordination, etc., and schedule proj-
ect activities for the convenience and benefit of “the greatest number of
migrant children, . : L

' The Locdl educational agencies should continue to make a concerted ffont

to ewtoll abtl eligible chikdren and youths at the secondary school Level
An the regular school term migrant projects.

An analysis of therage and grade p]acementAof Migrant children enrolled in

the migrant education program indicates that much attention continues to .
be given to the emcollment of the eligible children in the elementary schools. .

With a degree of added emphasis on enrolling eligible children in the sec-

i ondary school into the projects Tast year there was-an increase of 333 en-

rollments. When this figure is taken on a percentage basis it indicates
that there has been less than one pergent increase in the enrollment of
children in grades 9-12. It is therefore recomsiended that all eligible
children in the LEA, regardless of grade level, be enrolled in the migrant

project anﬁ\QQE:;fd in the Migrant Student Record Transfer System.
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. Local profect démecfbﬁé should make eQe&y heasonable eﬁ{omt to Aeéune Aupé
- ponting .services fromother agencies and onganizations.' !

’

- This recommendation TE repeated,frbm the previous evaluation report.
¢ Through-the activities of the State Advisory Commiittee on Services to
. Migrants .the state migrant office has béen able to establish 1ines of

communication with other agencies and organizations serving migrant

-families. Knowledge of programs and services is available fronf each of

the member organizations of this committee. It has been through the ’
exchange of information and establishment of these lines of communicatgsn

. that the state migrant education office has been able to secure personkel

from the Migrant and Seasonal Farm Workers Association, This cooperative
effort should be continued. '

At the same time there should be a concefted'éffori“ah part of local
* project directors to secure the services ‘of other agencies~ Home-school

coordinators and other 1faison personnel should seek the assTStance of
local departments of health, social services and other governmental agen-
cies wnd organizations so that the delivery.of the%r s@rvices will have an
impact on the migrant family, and thereby support, the educational program

for the children in the family who are enrolled in the migrant education
progran. )

While it may be easier, simpler and possibly quicker to provide support-

ing services by plahning and budgeting for them in'the project application,
it should be remembered that funds available under this program are to be -
used for educational purposes; and that if the project attempts to provide
excessive supporting services to the migrant children, it may be usurping
the responsibility of some other governmental .agency or providing a dup-
Tication of service to the migrant family.

Local education agencies should give attention to the development of in-
dividual wiitten educationgl plans fon each student enpolled in the mi-

grant education progham.

In addition to the assessment of student needs, regulations for the pro- .
gram (paragraph 116.47) require that the state educational agency encourage
LEAs -to provide for each child ®nrojled in the program, "an individualized
written educational plan (maintaingd and periodically evaluated)..." g
Local.project directors and project planners should insure that the pro-
vision of the regulations is carried out. Individualized programs of in-

.struction should be based upon individual needs assessments and!individual

performance should be evaluated in terms of specific objectives, Performance
objectives should be,individualized to thé needs, program of study and abili-,
ties of the individual for whom they are developed; and the ehtire program,
including performance objectives, should Be evaluated periodically to assure
that the individualized program of instruction is relevent to-the needs of
the studept and that the student is making satisfactory progress toward

.meeting the stated objectives. v

®
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® . Individuatized written progrﬂﬁ/o‘fs’tudies for some of the migrant chil-

- . dren have been obseryed in summer school programs. Such prescriptive
programs have been observed less frequently during the regular schoo]
term_projects. A ’ ‘ y N ‘ ! S

Analysis of test redults seem to indicate that in those projects where
_individualized programs of study are written for the pupils and where
constant evaluation of student progress, modification of the written .
prescription and methods of instruction are carried out, there is a dée-
~ ¢ided increase in the rate of pupil achievement, It is therefore ret-
ommeded that all project administrators give close supervision to this
‘program requirement. g - ‘

6. - Local profect directorns should give mone emphasis to the established
- prionities of the state progham. , _ (
~~The first priority of the state program is.to provide for continuity
: in the. education of migrant children. The second priority is the est-

¥ ablishment of summer projects for currently migratory children. Analysis

: of enrollment figures from the summer projects of 1978 and 1979 indicates
that there has been a net decre in ‘enrollment of currently migratory
children. This decreage has occ#®rred despite the overall increase in“ . .
enrollment and the est shment of five new projects in the state during-
the period covered by this report.: (Three of the five new projects car-
ried out summer projects for migrant children). The decrease in enrollment
of currently migratory from 1978 to 1979 was 529.

The numerical decliné’in'intrastate mfgrénts'which was noted in the evalua-
tion report for 1978 continued sharply in.1979. The summer enrollment of
intrastate migrants accounts for 376, or more than half-of the total de-
crease. : ‘

If the State migrant program is to reach. the maximum number of currently.
migratory-children it will be essential to provide project services to
them. Therefore, it is the strong recommendation of this evaluator .that
the local project administrators initiate whatever action is necessary to.
develop summer migrant projects in each of the LEAs where-a concentration

: - of migrant children has been identified, and that a concentrated effort .be
made to identify and enroll the currently migratory children into the proj-
ects. . - . ‘ | _

o

7.  Local mecnuixza—cﬂeaké-bhodﬂd be punctual in thansmitting student informa-
' tlon to the Migrant Student Recond Thransfer System Lerminal. operaton.

It is impossible to emphasize too strongly the necessity for punctuality’
in transmitting student information to the terminal operator so that it.
can be placed on the data base. Recruiters and clerks should complete
the necessary certification of eligibility forms on the students as they
are identified. Following this identification and certification, there
should be no delay in tpansmitting enrollment information (efther the MDT
or record transfer fgzﬂgato the terminal operator. This enrollment data
should not be retainell at the project level until large numbers of documents -

o
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_are accumu1ated, but . should ‘be sent to the termina] a heydocumenté
are completed. . This. may mean that a communication to’‘the termipal -

e . N

e igds of initial project enrollment. After the greater masses of chil-
;o dren have been enrolled in the pecord transfer system the.need for such
“frequent communications'may diminish so that’a once a week transmittal
, - of enrollments, up-dating information and withdrawals will ma1nta1n an
acceptab]e tevel of operation. ‘

It is 1mportant to enroll a child in the record transfer as qu1ck1y as
possible, but it is just as important to transmit up-date and withdrawal
information. to the terminal operator as the information is generated or
. " when ‘thé child w1thdraws from the .project or the project ends.

North Carolina has enjoyed a hiqh degredfof proficiency 1h its MSRTS
_ --activities, but even greater praoficiency can be demonstrated if local ~
. recruiters-clerks or other responsible prOJect personne] will follow
this recommendation.
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.. | TABLE v a3 ;o
NORTH CAROLINA S 1979 MIGRANT EDUCATION PROJECTS
. l ‘- . :
t:. - “ B W 4
LEA " Regular School Sufmer Term
Term Project . TPRGYECt N\
Alamance County | X ' B
Bert1e County | X / X
Bladen County X - v . \
_ Gamden_County X | X
“Chatham County’ X
Chowan County . ‘_X | , X
' Columbus County . X i X
Cumbertand County . ) X A
Duplin County - | X ’ K S
Edgecombe County X o 'ﬂ _
Gates County ) X _ X
~ Greene_County , X : 1?
Guilford Gounty L X b :
Halifax County X 8
Harnett County X _ 4y ‘.
Haywood, County X ) - B( *
Henderson County * | X - e X .
Hertford County - X - . bX_
Hoke County * « ‘W N . \ 3
Johnston Count_y = . X ,% PX
Lenoir_County: X - X
Lincoln County X . R
Martin County X -
Maxton City - ; .« X )
Montgomery County X ‘ |
Moore County X N
~ Nash County i X X
¥
- T 55 y
. (() b - ° &




« o TABWI - (COntinued) J S .
% - NORTH CAROLINA'S 1979 MIGRANT EDUCATIO‘N PROJECTS RS
. . . o =
. COLEAC \ Regu)'@f‘ Schpol .§gmmfér' Term ,
" o Term'Project - I " Project ,
{,: Lo Northampfon'~Coun’£y a1 X | X
Orange County ° - i Y X
Pasquotank County . X ‘\ . VX )
' ‘f_/ Perquimans County | X \ X
Pitt County -~ ., X \_.. o R
Red Springs City\| e X
Richmond County X, . X L
- . Robeson County X . X : I'
Rockinghémunty - X : . : '
. Sampson County X ’ X » -
\ Stotland County X i X -
St. Pauls City X IR
Surry County N X( .
Tyrrell County X r__ P Nt
Wake COUnty X, R
WashingtOn CQunty X X : .
i Wayne Count%, ] X | |
« Wilson County X -
/' Yadkin.-County X_




R . -0 SRS S S I L
.‘ .." | :‘ | | ‘ s | ‘ .- s ...ju- : ‘ o "‘L-":l:«.'-j; -'j::;l_"‘ ..- K ‘_/. .- o . ST ' .
T sumer meaT PROJECT SCHERDLES . "\l i/l vy 7o

& -, . . o . R
% : . R - o o Lo
. o . . . N X
L ~ . "W . . N
. - : y o P e e

EA | patiy | Staff Hours. Total. Days .

O |70 b schedile v | Perbay o} ¢ Opevated - | %

Y
<€

1
T

| Bertie - v 8:30 a.m, & 3: 30 p.m.
Camden .. [ 8:00a.m, - 1: 00 noon
;o Chowan | - 7388 am.ow 1130 p.m. '
1 Cotlumbus ©3:30 p.ni. ‘ 7:30 p m. .‘f;. A
Cumberland 8:30 a m;gf;z 30° p.m. -
Gates © - ©8:00 &um, - 2:00-pim. '\‘}~-.71'
W Halifax | 8:00 a.m. - 2£3b'p;m..
Harnett |, 7:300a.m, - 3:00 p.m.
-330'pﬁ1": .’ IR TN FA
4:00 pum 2o T B L
~200r>m f;»;uih‘”Q”~ i
00 pm. | g
.. Leno1r~'3' f“’{;' 5:00 . mf_*ll 00 p m. f‘ 6
A Mavtwh f: 8:00'a.m. - 3:00 p. m. N BRI
‘ 130 pom | E 6
4mpmffj_: O
:30 p. REERERE - S R I
e , .
8
6
6
7
7
7
6
5

. R

1

1

Haywood . | 8;00 a.m.
- Henderson . 8 00 a.m.
Hertforg ' 8 00 a. m

.-
l

-

1
PY
Py rengid

; :;}fﬁﬁjf;rﬂ Maxtoh¢ 3 -.~f 7:QQtaﬂm.
| NﬁSJ&sféﬁ@E Eiﬁ%i-g*“sfoo-a%nh
, 'JEM:f;cfi?iNOthBMQﬁon y“a 7: 30 aim. -
L f'f . @range e 8 00 a.m. = 2:30 P, o 3/;
-l Pasquothnk 3 8q00 awm. - 4 00 . m.; o
Perqu1mahs B '/SVﬁﬁ 2: 00 p,m‘;aﬁ-; !

Red Springs: '_.. 'ﬁ:45- -/1 49“p m. |
Richmond 8: 00 a 3:00 p. m, jf:#
7 [Robsestn . £ 8:00 a,m. = 3;00. p.m. ;JJ
L Sampson - - ';} 8:30. a.m. - 3,& o 2 '€  *
2: 6%§%1n.__ S T T
1:00 p.m. _ S 25
3:30 p.m, 8.5 25 - -
3:00 p.i; - | res | leo -0

%
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?-:Jf

---------

[

# :
30
c A

-
[xad s....—‘,

. scotiand. - |, 8:00 a.m.

o . ;Surry - |- 8:00 a.m.,
| : Wash1ngton T, 7250 aum.
fwitson. ;| 7:45 a.m

1

L

.r*

v

1:15 p.m.” -

H

- |Yadkin - * 8:15 a.m,

o

. N | Johnston -'\i‘__ 8: 00 a.m.




TABLE 111

R -‘; S8 ;' ENROLLMENT SUMMARY BY M GRANT STATUS* R B
Pew T . REGULAR. SCHOOL TERM - 197879 ., . ™ ] TP T

!
L&

L cse S STATUS | STATUS M| STATUS . |« STARUS | o8TATUS | sTATUS | -
. LEA NAME, LR 2 PR E | T TOTALS

" ATamance County ‘\\\- - 28 - [.19} "o 'é7-'\. |
gdrtie County Jo. 23 . ;“:;gg- 178

=

£

S ]

cdogoc—-—ococoo
——

{
/
~ ‘:-\

. Bladen County/ - e 38 LT 36 o
- Camden County ' 28 _“ 39"« 2 N

*°
\
~1
(=2

oo o.

AY
—_—
e
-
"
<
—
.

e

- Chatham County - - | - 1,27 - 40 23

Qh?§pn County I 14 33 . 106 -
mbus County e 126 520 $ M
BZmber1and County 18- | 87 © 456 | ¢
upljn €ounty 49 .39 2217
-Edgegombe County . 71 : 1487“ ‘
Gates County , . . | . RN clorss e D
‘Greene County - | . 4 ~_,27L | 168 - |-
“6uilford County * |- 0 |, 18- 46 .| »

Halifax County” . | « 8% |7 88 | 2170 |
, Harnett County -y = & <~ (.. .41 [ *128 A. -
Haywood County .89 21 49 -
Henderson County. | . 207 - 23 o w
‘Hertford County-" 1| 37 | 36 2@3- : ¢

Hoke County N RS 213 62 .

~Johnston County - 1. 224\ { .. 5 | 89 . r
Lenoir County -~ 237 79 147 7|
. Lincoln. County ~.°, | g 36. | 67 | e . d,fﬁ* Jetee].
Martin County °f 27 ¢ -55 [ 137 e )

- Maxton City . 9. . 105 . © 94
Montgomery County. . b 21 T 95/

?9ore County -+ | "+ =25 . .27 - “ - 135
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i | ‘ o TABLE III (Continued) A A
Vo o ENROLLMENT SUMMARY BY MIGRANT STATUS* o |
. Co REGULAR SCHOOL TERM - 1978 79 . :
'~ STATUS [ STATUS | STATUS | STATUS | STATUS | STATUST .
LEA NAME ] 2 3 4. 5 6. | TOTALS
~ Nash County 97 45 180 0 0 02 |- 322°
| Northampton County - 26 25 117 -0 & 0 168
Orange County A 10 30 62 0 0 0 - 102 -~
Pasquotank County - 34 45 134 3 0 -4 - 220
Perquimans County g 4 20 100 ] -2 -] s 132
Pitt County - . 0 30 202 0 | 5.0 0 232
Red Springs City 2 98 . 166. 0 .0 0 . 266 -
Richmond County. 2 69 308 -0 0 0. 379
Robeson County- 25 1 150 | 203 0, 0 0 | 378
| RocKingham County - 10 T34 ). 33 0 0 - 0, LT
" Sanipson County... 240 60 123 0 0 0 423
- | Scotland County 9 55 371 0 30, 0. 435
P Saint PaulsCity |~ 6 38 87 0 "0 o |- 131
' ‘5yrre11 County . 8 0 21 © 0 4 19 | 52
| Wake Countys .- - 14 23 173 0 0 v 0 210
Wdshington Courty 16 13 . 118 0. 0 0 147 -
‘Wayne County 13 1] 61, 0 0 0. 85.
1] Wilson Cojity 7 21 -* 63 0 0 -0 161
. | Yadkin County . 53 79 51 0 - 0 » 0 183
”L wotals, oo | a,er0, | 2,00 | 6,139 6 18 40 110,007
“ﬂ;, .‘..~.' b S ,', ! » ! ” " '
- *Status'l'é Agricu]ture/interstaté/ T~ -
g -Status 2 = Agrjculture/intrastate - " ‘ .
fl“‘ Status 3 =- AgriCuTtUre/formerhy migratory "
o Status*# = Fishing/interstate: : . o
_ Status 5 = F1§h1ng/1ntrastate St
: I"~ Status 6 = Fishing/formerly mignatory 2
' & : . ” X
- e ?. o - °
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NUWBER OF CHTLDREN SERVED BY AGE AND GRADE*

¥

]

12

137 '

;' Regular Scthf;Téhm

1978-79

14

~15°

16 17. 18

:f9' 20+ -Total

LB LT BT ,\\'.;_.\:\‘
T R D
o ' . ,‘,3
et B
, ” . /
TN

| [
R BRI |
;
s Y
o)
. ro
B ¥
- Ty
. \ K
A
~

6 #7189 18 1

2

82

1162

66

18

.. 330

W19

1198

2227t'29 '

. . | 6115 200 63 [ 16 | 4 | age

|18 127 [256 23|50 | 5| 4|  s78.

‘o 1 “ 113 158 {323 [178 [ 62 | 10 746

- | 28 (208 [394 {221 |58 [ 16 | 4. 929

- | 30 |214 (399 [213 |55 [ 22 [ 2 [ - “ | 936

N |43 [oa6 Ta07 226 4 63 |16 | - | - 1,000~
. 1039 |256 452 {211 |54 [13 ] 2 | .| 1,027
v T a6 26 [aon 218156 | 6| a| " SR
133 275 Jaa7 res {27 |8 (10 | | 1,018

35 1216, (392 |163 {19 | 6 | 4 | W B 836+

32 226 [363 [113 6 6] al | ) N 760°

576

119

230

483

641

834

891

910 [1,003

920

858

750

q

631~

489

289

-

89

26

10;0g7

*Base upon-iﬁformét?on'frOm the Migr
children in ungraded.classes and chil
- tarded. attending srei¢ial classes.
Co T B

P

B

-

ant Student Record Transfer Sys tem.
dren classified as educable or traina

[}

The figures”kefieét:
ble mentally re-..
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R
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P Ral B Dl ARl M 1o Camac S —— . T—r B NNACRE
3 . B o B . R v el '.,,,.. B AR ; LA SR A S AN 3
lv D RO ’ . r . . - S ‘., .o . CoL . [ ', N
. . : e . .
Lo N

T T L ¥
C em%mwwwwmmmwm R
T SUMMER. ScHooL TERM - 1979 T oo h
.. T o : . e A -""b, o e
.LEA NAME ; STATUS - STATUS STATUS ST'ATUS STATUS  |[* STATUS TOTALS -
1 o BN 2 3 4 5 | .. 6 L
{ Bertie County = [ V5 | 7 149 0 0y 0 A
~_Camden County B9 ' 6 36 - 0 2 . « 0. - 53
Chowan County T3 YA T 0 0 11 55 .
~ Columbus County T 207 83 -.3'15 Ty 0 N 0 605
- | Cumbarland County b A 140 .7 T 0 4 161
Gates County ‘ 8 - 3 65 0 0 0 .16
Halifax County i 30 21 T 0 0| - 285
. | _Harnett County . 42 19 116 . 0 0 0 .M
1 [ Haywood County - . 3 13 57 0 .0 0" 104
> | ‘Henderson County 49 5 9 0. 0 . 0 63
Hert Ford .County 20 , 15 202 . * 0 0 0 237
Johnston County - 27 - 22 ; 44 0 0 0 - 337 |
Lenoir County.™ 12 1. -85 51 0 - 0 - 0 148 -
Martin County: . = .- 8 L 27 141 0. 0 0 176
Maxton City 10 . - 69 49 0 0 . 0 128
Nash County 182 "0 0 0 0 0 182
Northampton County 22 . 24 151 0 0 0 197 ]
- |_Orange County 1 0 . 20 0. 0 0 21
_Pasquatank County 44 271 ot 73 0 3 5 % 0 152
] Perquimans -County 2 .8 . 46 .0 0 2 . 58
Red Sprihgs City . | = 2 77 79 - 1 0 . 0 169
Richmond :County 11 | 58 148 0 0 0 217
Robesoh_GCounty 12 - 8] 137 0 0 0 236"
“Sampson- County 238 10 17 0 0 0. . 26h
Scotland County - 0 1] 114 0 0 ° 0 © 125
[ Surry County . 8 T 13%W 37 0 0 0 58
Washington County 43 8 57 0 0 0 108
Wilson County 111 , 3 23 0 0 0 137
Yadkin County X 0 - 0 0 0 0- 65*
TOTALS _ 1, 47% 135 2,517 Y 5 7 17 4,756
*Status 1 = Agricu]ture/ln(erstate N _Statug ¥ = Fishing/Interstate
Status 2 = Agriculture/Intrastate - ¢ Status| 5 = Fishing/Intrastate
Status 3 = Agricu]ture/Fowner]y M1gratory Status\'6 =’ Fishing/Former]y Mlgratory
&
¢
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. ' @ ‘ :
ﬁ,‘p » foeg ' 7 o ’
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TABLE VI | |
; NUMBER OF CHILDREN SERVED BY AGE AND GRADE* . " ”
¥ Sumer Term - 1979
. Age 1 ' ;, . - N ( _ ) |  . . |
4 6 6 7 8 9 1011 12 13 4 15 16 17 18 19 20+ Total
12 1L L R 1ol 26
1 I E - 3 (s {61 ][] 50
10 | | o ; 9 |37 |4 19| 8] |1 15
) R 11 {40 |58 |26 (01 | 2| | | 144
Bl - I 17|72 [122 |53 |12 | 5] 3] | | 289
AR - {28 |97 f138 |73 |13 |27 1 | 353
"6 : o 3 1139 [194 |85 f.24 |7 .| 483
50 | P -1 ] |35 56 |8 floo [23 | 4| 1| : ~ | 537
4 |37 D172 fe3a |82 |27 | 97| 4 E ' | 565
W 31 (148 247 13 [22 [10 |- 4 - 575
2| . 36 [161 [200 |95 |15 | 7 | 3 R || - | 506
1 36 [173 J206 |69 | 9 [ 5 | 1| | ' | | ~ | 499
K| 213229 136 |34 | 3| - . . ] - 615
' Total | 213[265 [345 |432 466 [538 (557 [497 (448 (347 [276 168 |97 |69 |32 | 2 | 4 ‘8,756

. - | - ey |
*Based upon information from the Migrant Student Record Trans¥er4§y€%em.
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TABLE VII )
 LEA STAFF*
REGULAR TERM 1978-79
P o — | &
. 2 e o
» 28 2 O
e 5] 4|8 5 | <t
o 3] < Fa < S O
- ' ® nY S| 2o
=3 A S & & &
Alamance County 1.50 .50 1,00 |
Bertie County 1600 .30 70
 Bladen County 1.00 00 | ¢ ‘50
T -/? . Camden County ) : 3.00 .40
| \ ~ “Chatham County .60 | .50 .50
\ Col umbus_County .25- ] 2.00 | 1Moo 25 | 2.15
_ Cumberland County 4.00 .50 1.5Q
\ " Duplin Countd | .06 | 3.00 | 3.00 1 s
CHowan County .05 | 1.95 .50 | 1.00
Edgecombe County .05 |- 4.00 | .25 75
\ Gates County _ .10 ‘1.ooAb 4.00 .50 .50
~ Greene_County |10 2.00 | 1.00 .60 .90
Gyilford County | 1.00 .50 .50
Hal¥fax County .05 2.00 { 6.00 25 | o7 .25
Harnett County 0 | 290 ) | 50 |- 90 | 1.0
' Haywood County 2.00 .50 -, 50
~» - Hendersorr County , 3.00°] 1.50 .50 -
+ | Hertford County .05 2.00 | 6.00 | 1.00 [ 1.50
| i Hoke_County , 1.00 .50 .50
:,‘ ) '-gohnaon County . .06, 1.00 4.00 . ~ | 1.00
S ) "‘l’i‘enoirﬁ‘Count’y 3.00 1.40 W;/Vlso_ 30
" JLincoTh County 1.00 ‘ .50 | .50
N ~ Maktin County .05 3.00 .50 | .50
T “Maxkon City 10 | 4.00 ﬂi 50 | .50
Montbgmery County | 1.00 | .50 .50
I -
- g /i q
) o o

|

- ’ 4 - . -
) . ' . ’ '- - “. - ’ —- ‘:.4
. _
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TABLE VIL (Continued) .
,  LEA MTAFF* - N
REGULAR TERM 1978-79 & =
. 7]
. . — - » E
. 2 v e |- €
£ g | g2 |3 5| &y
+ . g\ . v © o
® St B8 g 5| a@a
el oo . ;g (Ol o £ 5
& I A & | &&
Moore Eounty _ 1.00 .50 50
Nash County .20 3.00 8.50 .50 _
Nor thampton County .05 | 3.00 | .50Y .50 | 1.00
Orange County - R i 1.00 .50 - . .50
" Pasquotank County .06 | 3.00 .50 .50
Perquimans County .05 | 1.00 | .50 .50
Pitt County | | 5.00 |- 1.00 |
Red Springs .20 |- 4.00 | - .50
Richmond County .07 | 5.00 .50 15 .50
Robeson County , -6.00 ) 1.00
Rockingham County .10 1.00 | 1.00
Sampson County "0 | 5.00 .10 | 1.00
- Scotland County .05 | 4.00 .50 . .50
St. Pauls City- 2200 | 1.00 .50 |
Tyrrell County " 3.00 .50 .50
Wake County~ .1 3.00 .50 .50
Washington County - - 1.00 |° 1.50 .50
Wayne County 1.00 .50 .50
Wilson Coynty | 8.50 .50 *
Yadkin County 0 | 1.00 o ~.50.| .50
TOTALS v | 5,75 | 98.36 | 75.90 2.30 | 22.95 | 18.05
“*Full-time equivalent positions.
. -
- 65 .
4. ;“
.?e} , ’ ! X




" TABLE VIII : R
L f\ LEA STAFF l
q Y/, Summer = 1979 . ) .
5 g p 1 2 ¢ l
o o & g [ §=g| ¥ |58 | o
ot $ % 0T O £ |
. ) - <, _gc%:g £ |ed | l
Bertie County .75 | 8.00 | 6.00 |1.00 | .25 | 1.1 ’
Camden County Y' .60 | 3.60 .60 .60 60 | 2.70 | l
“Chowan County 1.00 .| *1.40 [ 2.50 | .50 | 1.00 |
Columbus County .25 18.00 |21.00 | 1 1.00 . 3.00 l
Cumberland County ¢ .50 | 5.00 400 | ~  {1.00 | .50 | -
Gates County .10 5.00 | 4.00 . .50 .50 l
Halifax County . | .05 114.00 22,00 | 1.00 | .75 | 2.25 | ™
/ Harnett County - ]1.00 | 9.00 |6.00 | .40 | .90 | 2.60 | - I
Haywdod County _ _| .50 | 4.00 }]1.50 .50 | 5.50 }
Henderson County 1.00 | 3.00 | 2.00 | - 13|  m
Hertford County — '55 \ 10f00 ‘9.00 - 1.00 | 2._50 - l
Johnston County . o | .06 |12.50 | 9.00 "] 2. 1.00 "] 5.50
Lenoir County .25 7.25 | 2.45 W50 L .78 l
Martin County 1 .05 | 300 |300 |1.00 | ~ | 2.67°|
" Maxton City . J0 f14.00 | 600 [ v ]- o | 200 l
Nash County 1.20 J10.00 |700.7 - |1.00 | 600 @O
Northampton County .25 | 8.00 | 7.00 - ]1.00 | 3.95 ; l
Oréinge‘Coun.ty o | . ' 2‘.,00- ] ".60 .40 1.00 "
... Pasquotank County ;'? .10 10.00 9.00 | .50 .50 3.00
oPerqujmans County 1 .05 5.00 1.00 - 1.00 5.00 I
Red Springs City .50 |12.00 |13.00 | ., |1.00 | 2.25 | .
Richmond County - 100 |- 7.60 | 7.60 .90 | 1.00; 1.05 ' ' -
Robeson County J0 [14.00 {4.00 | 100 | leo | "
Sampson County * - & - :25_[11.00 | 4.50 |, .50 | .50 | 5.50 |, '
Scotland County . 1.00 ° 8’,00< : 2—,00.“" 1 .50 # .50 L
Surry County 1.00 | 7.00°% 7.00 _ 'l
Washingtoni County ~  11.00 7.25 19.00 [ .50 ]1.00 :
Wilson County .25 | 7.50 | 7.00 | 1.00 | .50 | 4.50 |
Yadkin County | 1.00 4.00 3.00 , [ - .50 | '.
Totals S [11.86 [231.10, [183.15 [ 9.90. [18.40 | 75.13 |
*Full-tine equent'positionsf R | ‘ l
. Y i
“ | | \'u 66‘ )/31(1 “ l
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. TABLE Ix ¢
| RATIO OF PUPILS TO INSTRUCTIONAL PERSONNEL "
\ . . . . :
~ Summer - 1979
LEA f“x o Pupil-Instructor LEA .

R

Pupi]—Instructor

*

|
\
\

-~

~ - j i PR
' I I I O BN I BN B B S I BN B BN EE & =

"
ERIC

"Ratio, Ratio
Bertie County 12.2:1 Maxton City 6.4:1
Camden County 9.5:1 Nash County 10.7:1
Chowan County 1411 ‘nNokthéﬁpton County 13.1:1
Columbus County 20.9:1 ZOrange‘County 8:0:1
Cumberland County 17.9:1 ‘Pasquotank County 8.0)]

- Gates County 8.4:1 Perquimans County 9.7:1
Halifax County 7.9:1 Red Springs «City 6.4:1
Harnett County 11.8:1 Richmond County 14.2:1.°
Haywood County 16.0:1 Robeson County . - L1310

- Henderson County 12.64] ‘Sampson County 17.1:1°
Hertford County ]2.5?}' Scotland County 12.5:1
Johnston Couwnty 15.6:M Surry County 4.1
Lenoir County - 15.2:1 Washingtdn County 10.5:1
Martin County 29.3:1 Wilson County 9.5:1 '

- f Yadkin County 9.3:7

This ratio does not include instructional personnel

ov%ded by other programs such as CETA, YWE, MSFA, etc.:

67

~2

U{:

ATl teachers and instructional aides were counted in the computation of the
Bﬁfil-inStPUCtOV ratio.
p
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N

Johnston County

"~ Maxton City

TABLE X

Regu]ar Term - 1978

DEGREE OF ATTAINMENT OF LOCAL . P‘éQECT OBJECTIVES* '
9

OBJEGTIVES

1 = Not Met .
2 = Not Qgcumented
3

4

Partially Met
Fully Met.

Monou o

LEA

L

EA'Pro

ect Objectives Relating

o+ -

Certification Forms

valuation

Math -

~

Alamance County

“|Social Adjgstment"

- |Parent Involvement

Bertie County {

= | |Assessment

= = |Recryitment

+ 1= 1PAC

L

+ |« {Health

Bladen County

Mo

Camden ébunty

& |~ = = |MsrTS -

Chatham County

Columbus County

¢

CUmberland County

—lbl\)-&-&-&-&Readm_

~N [

. Duplin Couhty

N o (e
>

-3

Edenton-Chowan County'

Y

Edgebombe'County

Gates County

A

N B

Greene County

-
l
E N E N N -G S P T S

Guilford County

. Ha]ifax County

BB e e s s s N e e s s | Fiscal Réports

N

Harnett County

S e e s 8 o e s e N s s |seaff Development

15 I s |

Haywood County

ﬁggder§6qﬂ€ounty

B E— R 5 [ N O - e

Hertford County

£ B e

Hoke County -

bhwh&b-&hhh#h'-&l\)hh'h'

’

E I

Lenoir County

Lincoln County

bbhbdbﬂbb-&-&-&d-&-&—!‘—l—lh#h_'#E

Martin County

h'\)&‘h

s lais s ls (o s

s iaivis s &ols e
»

-:>-:>-¥>'-:>.:>'~.:>3>.:>-:>-:>.:>'.:><w-:>5.bwwN.:>-:>;-S>-S>-S_>'

Nt il SR Rt nat nant nadl A sl i i tal Ea SO £ N PN PR P PSR PR

& in s s s ls s s s

N

o N N F N T P PO PO P

&'lw (& s

/
SR~ LA AN B |

A

68
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|Occupations

~

~

i
i

B

~
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- ae Ee o e aw omw

<

V]
OBJECTIVES
1 = Not Met o
Not- Documen ted

Partially Met
Fully Met.

n

{

il

3
4

LEA

.\\g/.

TABLE X (Cbnt1nued$\

DEGREE OF ATTAINMENT OF LOCAL PROJECT OBJECTIVES'
Regu]ar Term - 1978 79

v

-

A

/

Dissemination

rms

: T

A

"{ Reading

LEA Project ObJectivés Relating to:

{'Social AE}ugtmeht.

-ParenthnvoiQement

. Dccupations’,

Montgomery County

R Health

—d

Moore County -

S

ﬁm

Nash County

PO

b

4

-F'{,»--k

S

Northampton County

=S

& & &&= | cortification Fo

w |

Pasquotﬁnk County

Perquimans County

IR s PR B | Aggessment

=
v

Pitt County

& |~ & s e s | Figcal Reports

Red Springs City

S |S | sPe ePe P Recruitment

wlwlw jw || .bw Math

Ric¢hmond. County-

i T
Robeson County

Rockingham Codnty‘

e w |

o N o N N N N N

Sampson County

s

=S e =R R S =" | Evaluatian

H A NN DS

Scotland County

N 4
4

NP S

e ,
St Pauls City

Tyrrell County

B

NN

Wake County

E-

Na§hihgton County

E~3

‘Wayne County

E~3

Wilson County

miasiasal=lalaslaslalsajaslalea|l~lalalsls |

wlea|laleales | slalealwis

R NN E N NN

E~3

-bg%b‘_mb'&p‘s'&p.bbbbmbbb&~pAC

42

N NE- NN E-NI N

Yadkin County |,

o R R RN ST I R R [ o I

R Rl Sl Bl BN SN RN LSRR R R R S R O R PP PN | Staff Devé]opment'

4

wbbbbﬁwb‘bwbbbb

4

4

4

E~3

c

3

4

*This table prov1de§ no specific 1nformat1on abozt the object1ves in

any project. Its purpose is to give an indjcation of how well the LEA's

met the commitments they made to provide service to migrant children in L
the most common areas of project operation. It should hot be used to , _
make comparisons between one project and another.  ° . e,

’
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-
’

»
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TABLE XL
DEGREE OH?ATTAINMENT OF LOCAq PROJECT OBJECTIVES*

| Summer Term - ]979

OBJECTIVES';E LEA Project Ob ectives: ReIating to
Not Met _ |
Not Documented
Partially Met .
Fully Met

Ed

S wro—
I TR T
Certificaizon Forms

MSRTS
_| Fiscal Reports

Dissemination
Evaluaﬁgcn
Recruitment
| Mathematics
Social Adjustment

| Reading

TjParent‘Inyolveﬁent’

.| Occupations a

* | Assessment |
* I Staff Develdpment
™~ pAC

4.5
-

. Bertie County

Camden County3

L
»

Chowan County

--Cp]umbus.Cohnty

¢ Cumberland County

Gates County

| Halifax County:

Slalainvisisnls

Harnett Coun;y
Haywood County

OIS

Henderson County

Hertford County

“Johnston County

S s i is é"b't\v Sl BT R —Hea‘ith

Pleinles s slsinisslsls =27

S is(sbs s’
B

., Martin County
o Maxton City

e N LN E N ESI N P PO P

S PN PN P N 45/}35‘#. slatlwls lsls o

'Né%h{sbfbbb.hi’

Nash County

S N E N N N
& o |a &\

Nor thampton County\

Orange County

xS RS L Lk BN BN I NN P P PO P P B P P
k3 . )

4
4
4
4
4
4
4
Lenoir County |4
" L
4
4
4
4
4

Pasquotank County

Red Sprinqs City

g

PR TS g_bvd‘bbbbbbaabbbbj‘b-gpp S
R hadl Sadd 5ol Rall Andl B E 2N EN PN (PN (PN [PSU) DI () IPSSS IV B B B PR

sl fis s

& nisalsls
B s sl

' .'Perquim*ns County. %
4
4

S b

widisisjisls]|
e s o je

chhmopd County

i~
- -

e

i
-~

=

&
7 “ e R
. & 3
?
- v Y

s
. - - . ) - . .. . :
N >, . . - - . . T o
. ) . } . a ) - : - :
. — — . . IR . Lot . Dol i

. .

:. . oo . - -

RN - S - . R
v . . o m—
' : . ' Il N N
I EE e . -

S - N .- E : :
" .. - . - B
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