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- ® " Almost eve;yane who respondea to three transpértatien
‘surveys @f rural Handicapped Children's Barly Education Program., . --
. (HCEEP) praﬂects identified transportation as a critical problem in
*he delivery of services +o handicapped c 1dren in rural areas.

* Transportation problems ‘encountered were a tributed to . :
'e“viranmental/geagraphic factors, inadequate.funding ‘qoupled with
hiqh casts. 1ack cf public t:ansggrtatiﬁni parental inability to

,9$ﬂppaFt ffam ather igencies_ Strategieé aﬁ& suggestians fa: caping
with transggftatian problenms ingluded-'(1);ﬁaintainlng contact with

families: through the mail, telephone, and CB or ham radios; (2)

efficient ‘scheduling and teaming to cut down on the number of trips

required and to .reduce bcreaem}fatigue factors: (3) scheduling visits

%o families on a biwveekly rather than weekly basis: (4) using staff
vehicles for reaching and/or traﬂsparting families;. ¢5) encouraging
parents to carpool to center-based’ pragrams- and (6) coordinating
efforts with social service agencies 'and education&kl systems. .

Respondents offered fewer strategies for dealing with the,lack of
public transportation than for any other identified prgblem. Almost
all projects responding to the transportation surveys reported that
*hey had not found long-term solutions to their transportation '
problems: however, a number of short- term fsalutinns vere ilentified.
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o The purpose 'of. the munngraph on, transportat1an is tWGsfnld f1rst to
'd1scuss the. problems faged by rural programs in prov1d1ng serV1ces ‘to handi-
capped young children-and their fam1]1es, and second, 'to 1dent1fy some of the

. solutions and. strategies currently in use to solve those. prab]ems One.of ,the =
outside reviewers of this manuscr;pt indicated that the paper: seemed to emphaS12e
the problem more than necessary; nevertheless, transpartat1m§§1s a. pervasive
problem to those of us who-work in ryral communities- across the countny

It was identified as a major problem in-our first- survey. True,’ there are

_no easy solutions -- yet that has not stoppéd. rural prngrams frnm trying tn

meet the demands of distance, terraln and weather : : 3

Th1s mnﬁbgraph ‘was prepared before January, 1981 and its acccmpanying
~economic and political changes. Nevertheless, the short range. solutions
can be used by programs’ serving rural handicapped and their- fam111i% while
‘the long range.solutions, particularly the suggestion for. we1ghted fnrmu]as
for rural transportation dollars, may turn out to be very useful- in the
development of long term solutions. Alternative energy sources may. a1sa
became a major part of 1ong term: sa1uI1Dns

In an attempt ta make the wark Df the Rura1 Network Task Fcrce on Eest
~at the ‘end. We are interested in d1scgver1ng ways that praaects are: Sa1v1ng
their transportation problems -- ways we have not identified in this monograph.

" If you have information that would be helpful to others, related to this :
. vital issue, fill out the quest1nnna1re and return it tn the address at the end
. of the quest1onna1re Thanks' :

4

May, 1981 , _, o S
Magomb, I1linois - e -+ Patricia L. Hutinger
. - ! ) . ) ; : .
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;;mTE Tuaker, M. Ed Spec1a1 Education Orthnpedics, Reg1un VI Resaurces AccES§
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A farmer teacher in ear1y ch11dhond spec1a] educat10n, Tucker has-

" been 1nvc1ved in training in the Texas area since 1976 e
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M1ke woadardf Technﬁca1 A551stance Cﬂgrd1natnr - . T oo
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caurSe aF the Parent Educational Efficacy Center in. =~ - S
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REACHING RURAL HANDICAPPED CHILDREN:
THE TRANSPORTATION SITUATION. IN

I RURAL SERVICE DELIVERY -
T v N ~ Jamie Tﬁcker ‘ )
‘ ’ n . o “~Mary Tom Riley

‘Michael Yoodard

The’Handicappéd Children's Early Education Program(HCEEP) has .long
been involved in providing high qua11ty services to young handicapped
children. throughout the nation. .Many ‘of the HCEEP's service delivery- pro;ectsa
have involved America's rural areas, and rural service praviders have had
to meet the challenges of reaching isolated families in these rural.areas.
This factor of isolation has rajsed. some problems . unique to‘rural service
providers. At the heéart of rural service delivery, and probably the most-
d1ff1cu1t Qf the challenges faced by service prnv1der5, is transportat1an.

- Almost everynne respond1ng to a suﬁvey of ruraj HCEEP proaects 1dent1—f
fied transportation as a critical prob¥em. <The. transportation issue is so -
prevalent because it is at the core of all facets of rural service delivery,
Parent involvement, rural Child Find programs, social_ and heaTth services, -~
therapy programs, rural’education, and HCEEP- demanstrat1an projects are all
dependent on reaching rural families and, u1t1mate1y, ;on the transportat1nn_

© system. However, the numerous problems 1nva1ved in ﬁuraT ‘transportation '
make service delivery all the more d1FF1cu1t .

L

~ “ Unlike urban areas, where: h1gh papulat1gn den51ty and proxjm1ty to edu=
cational facilities and other 'services require limited driving, rural areas
are usually characterized by long distances between points and by sparse

- populations. This means that service providers and rural families are re-
quired to travel many miles to provide or to take advantage of services for
young handicapped ch11dren Because they must travel more, these fam111es
urban counterparts These problems ex15t for service prov1der3 “who must
travel to reach families and for those rural Fam111es who must transpcr%
their hand1capped children to urban areas for ‘support services and to parti-
cipate in center-based HCEEP programs. Whatever, the delivery model, some-
one must trave? the . d1stance and wrest1e with the. probléms involved.

PrabTems 1n rura] transpartatian cover a w1de range Same of the prob—

Gver which the proje t may havé RO controT, such. as d15tance or c11mate
Other problems center\on funding “issues and ava1lab111ty f aJternative
transportation sources. However, the underlying theme in rufal transpor-
tation seems toe be thé d1fF1cu1t1&s in reaching the 1snlate, families.
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-_1sc1ated fam111es and vehit]e problems.

: ; . 7;3, R Idéﬁtifyfng Prab]ems aﬁd Strategies

. “Transportation.headaches in reaching rural families are not the private

- domain of HCEEP projects. Other human service providers who are involved

-in ‘rural areas face many of the same prgbiems as those identified by HCEEP
projects. Rural public schools- face the difficulties of rising fuel costs
for operating buses and'driving Tong distances to reach isolated families.
Public health agenc1es such as the Department of Public Health and the Dis-
abled Children's Programs also face funding crunches on top of Tong d1stances,

The transpnrtat1on issue is not conf1ned to one agency or to one program. -
It is-an issue that has many facets, each of which has its own cadre of prob-. :

©

lems. This monegraph will define many of the transportation problems identi- _

“fied by HCEEP projects, will address’ some strategies being implemented.to
deal with these problems, and will suggest a long-range plan for alleviating
some of the prab1ems faced by rural service providers. The transportation
.issue appears to-be one that will be with rural service providers for a long
;E1me to come. Each rural project will undoubtedly face its own 'set of travel
fd1fF1CU1t1es and. w111 cope. With them.as best it can. -5till, the future of:

ch11dren, no matter where they 11ve By br1nging prab]ems to 11ght and
by sharing solutions, HCEEP projects can oﬁ]y find better ways to reaah and

serve Amer1ca s young rural hand1capped
. . . ‘a“_

=

In an effort ‘to 1dent1Fy spec1f1c transportat1on problems and strateq1es,
the Rura] Network . canducted three separate surveys of HCEEP rural projects.
Each of these surveys asked for information on transportation problems
being encountered and- strateg1es being. implemented to dea] w1fh these::
prob]ems ﬁ‘ L . . , /

The first survey" was conducted in-Jdanuary, 1980, and consisted of a written
questionnaire that was disseminated to all HCEEP ,projects who had previously
identified themseTves as rura1 ‘Forty-nine projects responded to this

, quest1onna1re- . . _! - o
A second set of responses to a §1m1lar quest1onna1re was co11ected at
the Rural Gonference in March,.1980. Part1c1pants who attended a session ., -
on transportation were asked to list prob1ems/1ssues related to transpor-
tation in_their Progects and strategies they were implementing to deal with _
these problems. “Seventeen conference part1c1pants attended th1s session U

and responded to this Survey

The finai ‘survey was done in December, 1980, at the fo1Ee of Special
Education Project Directors' meeting, during a meet1ng of the Rural Network.
* Members who attended the meeting were asked to complete & brief questionnaire
concerning problems, strategies, and exemp1ary soiut1ops There were eleven
ﬂrespﬂndents o th1s quest10nna1re . : . .

" The rationale for conduct1nq three separate surveys was to present as
‘wide a range of programs as pOSSTb]e when discussing transportation issues
3n rural areas. While a project may bé included jn more than one survey, .

a
=
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T " new pra;ects d1d respond each t1me, thus Expand1nﬁ the 1nFormat1gn on which
“ .. . 2 this report is based. Respondents to the surveys represent a wide var1et§
of rural projects.: The .géographic .distribution includes virtually: every.
_region of the nation, including one U,S. tegritory. In addition, ﬁt fﬁ
‘respondents represent center-based prggramSE*the based programs, ‘a !
combination of these and other service. delivery. strateg1es. Some - programs
serve handicapped children from birth; otheﬁs begin services at- age three,

' four, or five. The responses prov1de a fa1r1y comprehensive look at trans—
oo '“i.fpnrtatian prub1ems and strateg1es in rural HCEEP prngects. ,

ProbTems 1n Rura1 Transpnrtat1on

to handicapped. children in rural areas involves a variety of problems

These problems can be classified into five major categories: . environmental/
geographic; inadequate funding/high cost; lack of public transportat1on,
parental inability to provide transportat1on, and d1ff1cu1ty secur1ng
cogperat1on/support From other agenc1es , ;

- " As 1nd1:ated 1n the surveys- Df rural HCEEP prngects, prov1d1ng servrces

Env1ranmenta1/Gquraph1c -

In many rura1 areas the- env1ronment poses difficulties for rura] service
providers. Factors such as terrain, .climate, and distance often make reach- .
ing rural families harder. Rural service providers in various regions of
* the nation face these situations, a1though they vary .in d1ff1cu1ty depend1ng

ﬁén the region.: i . R .

e"p

Terrain. The terrain, or geographyfof the regiﬁn, affects rural service
livery. Mouptains, desert, swampland, rivers and other types of terrain .

1imit -access to rural families. In some regions of Utah, for example, some
rural families live in mountainous areas that are difficult to. traverse.
In rural West Texas, some families live in 1so1ated farm areas tHat are

" accessible only be rutted, unmarked dirt roads.  Poor rcads -- often .
gravelly, rutted, unpaved, narrow or simply washed’ away -- are a, rural
reality. In other rural areas, such as in Arkansas, rivers create physical

- barriers in reaching rural families. If there is a bridge across. .the river
at all, it'is frequently washed out or in disrepair,-and heavy rains or
flooding make it impossible to ford the river. The end result is that
the service prcv1der cannot reach the family or the ch1]d cannbt get to \

the program. - . . _

d Ciimatea ‘Weather and climate also preseht proEiems and are often
related to the terrain. The combination frequently spells<troubte for .
‘rural service prnv1ders§ -Rivers rise and mountaims slide, playing havoe
‘with roads. The same Utah mountains that create accessibiljty pr§b1ems
are also made 1mpassab1e by snow during the winter. Deep snow and ice
- are factors in northern areas such as the Dakatas, I111no1s, Alaska,
and- Idaho, where roads often have to be closed. Poor winter driving
cond1t1cns make it difficult to reach families for home- based services
or to transport them to. center based facilities.

The ruttéd d1rtﬁroad$zthat are the only means of access to rural -

' families can become quagmires during rainy periods. Even.if the roads
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' appgan passab1E; the'rurai-sérvice provider runs the risk of getting stuaki

. possible burn-out.

L] ‘.
in deep ruts hidden in puddles. S _ _ v e
.. Other climate problems identified by rural projects include severe and
blinding duststorms, ice on roads, frequent tornadoes, and heavy fog. All
of these impede travel to and within rural areas and prevent rural service °
providers from reaching isolated families. ‘ . 1 : .

Distance. "The distance: involved iﬁ.%eachihg rural. families is perhaps =

- the biggest transportation problem faced by rural service providers. 'Almost,

by definition; rural families live in somewhat isolated, remote areas, and
most programs providing rural services are located in larger communities .
surrounded by sparsety populated rural areas. - The rural areas served may

- be very large (from 1600 to 9500 square mi]es)g encompassing several counties °

of a state: _
~ Either providers or children mgst travel great distances to comptete -
the service delivery circuit. " Providers of home-based services 'in rural .

areas report that they often have to travel 1 172 to 2 hours, one-way, to -

_ reach one family. On a given day a service provider may drive 80 to 120 . °

miles to make a home visit to one-child, then travel another 20 to 50 to
see a different child, and finally return to project headquarters making ;-
a total trip of 200 miles or more. The time involved in travel limits LAl

- the number of children and families that can-be served and the number of

visits per week to each family’and usually means increaséd costs for gas, ',i ’
staff time, and vehicle maintainance. P L ‘ S

: Center-based programs in rural areas have similfar kinds of distance-
related problems. Handicapped children may have toéspénd from one-half
to two hours traveling to center-based programs or -centralized services.. .

~This. is true whether children ride program busses or are transported by

parents or volunteers. Even when programs. use a centralized pick-up
for transportation to the center, the distance frdm the pick-up_point -
to the center and back can involve a lengthy round-trip. Add to this,
‘travel between home and the pick-up point, and the result is young chil- .
dren spending a significant portion of the day just traveling.  Whether the
children travel or the staff.travels, road time is time subtracted from
valuable service contact hours. ' - '

@ . . ‘-\ i' ] ) . s
- _The distance-related transportation problems encountered in rural
areas have several \impTications for rural service delivery. The service ,
provider driving long miles to reach isolated families often battles. .

‘boredom and fatigue. ' Inclement weather. makes Tong trips hazardous and

more stressful, ‘and the mechanical and physical breakdowns that do - - .
occur usually happen in remote and isolated spots where assistance is =
least available. The combination of these factors can cause a significant
amount of wear and tear on the service provider, producing stress and",

The handicapped child:who travels to.'reach centef;basediprogramS\br‘ .

services also experiences his/her own treadwear. The child rises early

‘to get to the center on time, and arrives home late. Traveling long



P . o x - e A | Lol = Tt R : LE

: = - - T = e - M TE = L [
R v i - A . -, H -+

y '.,d{stahées,gan cause fatigue and irritabiljty, making life at schdol-roygh -«

. . -and afternoon” homelife rougher. " If the -parent transports the child,-the -,
wi same.conditions may exjist, possibly-resulting in increased stress in the -

_ family and-the handicapped child.- =~ .. . o T T N

T The distances’ invelved, in. rural service delivery meaﬂiiﬁtrEESEdvstregs' RIS

©' .. _ “on service vehicles. Transportation in rural areas.can ‘invelve from "~ .

ot 300.£0..600 miles a week or. more. The service vehicle, whether a private ~-.. .
" car or‘awvehicle furnished by ‘the program, will undergo significantly’ e

moré wear and tear than a vehicTe used for more routine trdvel. Adding -

v ..« the effects.of poor roads and bad weather to this high mileage makes the = -

: L E . g

' cost of maintaining and supplying.vehicles .even higher.

2 ¥
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3 In his keynote speech to the HCEEP Rural, Horkshop in March, 1980,
=+ pr. Jerry Fletcher; Vice-Président, Manifest Ledrning Systems and Co-  ~
“"Chairman_of .the National Seminar on Rural Education, stated that, "When®

s+ " there is a sparse density of population, the cost per unit of . deljvering. RN
anything goés up"’(Black, 1980). =~ v = 7 . , R AR

W
b

. .. This is especially. true of ‘the cost'of transportation in.rurdl areas;. .
it is one of the more difficult problems- with which rural Service providers. -:
.:must contend. . The-issue of transportatioh costs-in rural service delivery
S hangs fieatly on two horns of a dilemma: First, the actual costs incurred = . |
" in‘using-and maintaining service vehicles séems to’be higher in rural " . ..
. America because of -intreaséd wear and tear resulting from distapces and. - -
other factors previeusly discussed. - Second, funds-for rural s vice - ° ~
- . transportation tend to be limited and are spread thinner thar in‘urban . 7/ -
* .and suburbanareas. This means that rural service providers usually R
" _have to stretch their dollars further-in order to provide services far . .- |
" young handiciﬁpéd-chiidreﬁ. o - R e

o = s
\ . .. i

I : 8 ,.I . & —‘. ) - v oa \, . ! ,. _ X ) ) o ;'\k :
: . 'Many rural:projects use staff vehicles to reach families or to transport .-
families to services because no other transportation is. avai-lable.® However,

“,the cost.of .using staff vehicles is becoming prohibitive.  Projects reim- - “
bursing staff for use of personal vehicles repori that the reimbursément

- rate (reported from 12¢ per mile to 20¢ per mile) no. longer covers the ' "~

“¢cost of driving the diS§CES required: Rising gasoline and upkeep costs :

-

far exceed. the reimbursdint rates. The miles travelled to reach families.
accelerate thennormaI-WQT?_Dn,the’yehicTe, requiring more maintenancg, - ’
‘especially-tire. replacement. Also, aging vehicles usually use more gas Lo
and 0il. -In addition, the large amount of travel increases the likeli-
hood. of having car problems on the road. Servfce providers often must
 absorb these extra costs since reimbursement funds do not normally take
these expenses into-account. T
- Another concern of rural service providers who use their ®m vehicles
is that of 1iability and insurance. Staff.and.volunteers may be reluctant
‘to use their personal vehicles bécause of lack .of or jnadequate insurance
for personal staff vehicles, meaning that staff are protected only as_ far
as the limits of their own insurance policies. Even inisituations where
agencies do prﬁvide additional. coverage for personal staff vehicles, the

y
o oo 12
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Timits of the 1nd1v1duaﬂ s liability must be used up before the 5upp1ementa]
-coverage can be utilized.. These conditions_obviously compound the problem -~

.of §taFf and volunteers u51%q personal vehicTés.

v ~ One other aspect of using staff vehicles as a means of transportation -
needs to be mentioned. 'Many programs require parents to sign exculpability
clauses, 50met1me5 called tranportation releases. These clauses presumably
release the agency and/or individual from liability or responsibility in
transporting the child gnd family. Uhile theséxc1auses may serve to-discouraqe
Tegal action.by parents should an accident occur, they. really do not protect
the agency. In3a-court of law; the aaency and/or the individual c0u1d T
still be held ,1aqgei The realities of the ‘insurance and Tjability issue
. poses yet andther Bspect that must be considered when us1in persona]
. g veh1cle$ for transportat1on .- : j
R Progects that- USE aqency veh1c1es or mobile vans tD reach 1sclated ,~§{
families also report that, tFanspartat10ﬁ costs are beCDm1nG protFbitive. {
‘The costs of gasoline, 0il, and mainténance skyrocket with the tremendous ,
number of miles trave11ed Budget projectiofs for transportation have:under-
estimated the rap1d rise in the cost of these items; programs have found  é-
their travel dollars exhausted long before the end of the budqet year

The other pr0b1bm related to transportatlon cost*1nv01ves the aval1—
ability of funds. In many areas, there is a-lack of Funds to support rural
transportation costs. Rural areas in general get less of state and federal
tax dollars ‘than urban areas. In. -addition, projects have Timited knowledge
of and access to federal or state monid¥s that might subsidize transportation

_costs. There are situations where.state mandates prohibit the expenditure
of state.or local dollars on children below-the Tegal school age, the -
beneficial éffects of early intervention. notw1thstand1ng Finally, there
are_often d1ff1cu1t1es encountered in transporting young handicapped children
that necessitate increased spending.. Specially-equipped ‘budes or vans,
additional personnel to help care for children, and appropriate safety
measures are but a few of the considerations that must be taken into account,
and that may- require extra expenditure of funds. In all, these c1rcum5tances
add up to 1ess money to finance qreater transportation costs

~ Lack of Public Transportation "o

At first g]ance, one solution to the transportat1on problems encountered
in rural areas might be pub11c transportation. However, many rural projects
_reported that this §s not a viable option. Public transportadion is un-
available in many rural areas, largely for the qeaqgaph1c and Financial
“ reasons described above. Several rural service projects reported no public
transit -in the outlying areas they served. Existing public transit,. such
as bus or taxi service, is often two or more hours away. Small town transit
systems “typically are limited, making them .impractical for many rural clients. -
Some projects reported difficulties initiating new bus runs to certain parts
of counties served. Faced with the logistics and politics of public trans-
_portatfﬁn?%progect staff vehicles often become the only realistic trans-
portation option.
I ig &
Parental nggjljty to Provide Transportation k )
r*éi In some areas, parents provide transportation for their children to and
{ from programs and services. However, few rural projects have found this
to be a v1ab1e solution to tranSpDrtat1Dn prnb]ems
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- ) Many parents do not have the financial means to transport their children,
They are unable to buy the gasoline needed, nor can they afford pub11c trans1t
such as taxis. Many parents do not have the income to sustain their own

“family transportation, much less to transport their handicdpped children
to and from services. Even in the few programs that provide some reimburse-
ment to.families who drive their children the parents face the same kind
of cost problems as_service providers, the re1mbursement rate 15 usually -
not enough to ccver “the cost of transportation.

Nhen rura1 fam111e5 do not own’ a car they are. jncapab1e of prov1d1nq
If a fam11y does own a. car, the.ve 1c1e may be ccmm1tted in a dozen_d1rectiaﬂs;|
Some rural parents cannot drive ordo not have an extra car to use. In some
rura1 areas, parents involved in agriculture or other employment are unable
- to take time away from their_jobs to transport their children to and frgm
gervices. Somet1mes cars m1ght be dependable for short d1stance5, but not
be up to-the’ 1onq haul to and from a center. : .

-

Cooperat1on/5upport From Other Aaenc1es

Fam111es w1th handacapped -children are often involved with mDre than one

-agency in getting appropr1ate services. - The possibility -of securing trans-
portation help from these agencies for rura] families seems logical, but
difficulties are encountered. In some areas of the country, such as Maine, .
the social service transportation system.is so m1n1ma1 that no amouht of
mutual assistance can solve the problem. Secondly, Service agencies do not’

~always budget-mileage funds for transporting clients to and from programs,

- and most agencies are unable to prov1deﬁtran5 rtation to other than designated
clients. When interagency transportation is available, scheduling conflicts
often arise between and among agencies. Several programs reported that

" transportation available through state or local agencies was sometimes

- unreliable. . .

In si uat1on5 where social services agencies are W1111ng to cooperate .. _
+ with programs in transporting rural families, the service agencies often
encounter the same problems as the projects. The agencies must also contend
with distance, climate, geography, and inadequate funding.

The public school systems wedé™not identified as % iable source of
assistance in transporting young handicapped children. "Some local school
systems were unable to help because o6f the age of the children; others were
unable to.come to transportation terms with the severity of some handicaps.

In states where the mandate to serve handicapped children is kindergarten

and above, schogl administrators were sometimes refUctant to become involved
in transporting children below the mandated. age. Projects reported situations
where school administrators refused to address the transportation problems

of young, rural handicapped children because public school involvement was

not mandated AN

, Some public school programs are concerned about-rural handicapped chil-
dren getting to services and are willing to cooperate, but face the same:
problems as programs and the sbcial service agencies. Public school bus routes
may not accommodate the rural family because of tgeir isolation or distance
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" from the established route. Financiny for extra bus routes or special trans--

portation services may not be available .to the public school. Finally,
state rules may prohibit their involvement, regardless of the circumstances? .
or desire to help. For whdtever reason, public schools <cannof provide
dependable solutions to rural transportation problems. ~ Too many of. the

Tittle yellow school buses don't stop_here.

How HCEEP Projects Are Dealing with Identified érabiems

in the1r area. For consrstency and cTar1ty, the sugqeste strateg1es haVE'
been classified into the fiwe major categories identified iy the sectien

on "Problems in Rural Transportation". However, many of the'strategies
suggested attempt to dea1 w1th _more than one nflthe praﬁ1ems For examp1e,
Fam111es .These vehicles are gas eFf1c1ent and c traverse rUﬁged ‘terrain.
The categorization of a particular.strategy is thepefore not 1nten§ed to be
restrictive or exclusive. ,The strateg1es should -be viewed in terms of their

-adaptability and their effectiveness in dealing. with several problems. \

* rural areas. HDWEVEr, pragrams 1dent1F1ed some straf®

';nvi}onmenta1/Geoqrabhic

£

r the distance of ‘

' Programs cannot control ‘the climate, the terrairn ..
gtes for copinrg:with

5

these conditions. : . o , -

Where terrain and climate prohibjt travel during certain months of the _
year, some programs have maintained”contact with families through the mail,
telephgne,jand CB or ham radios until travel is again possible. In areas
where travel is interrupted temporarily -- by duststorms for example --
programs have again used telephone, mail sérvice .and CB's to keep in touch.

The "I Can/Will Do It" Project (Boone, North Carolina) utilized four-wheel
drive vehicles far traveling across rugged terrain. Other programs provide

‘agency cars so that wear and tear on personal staff cars will be minimized.

To deal with, the problem of distance, some programs have experimented -
with efficient scheduling and teaming to cut down on-the number of trips
required and to reduce the boredom/fatigue factor. For example, in the
Family Link Program (Lubbock, Texas), two home-based teachers travelled

- together to towns thirty to ninety miles from the project office. The

teachers would then conduct concurrent home visits with program children who
lived in that town. Following the home visits, the teachers travelled to a
nearby town for additional home visits. This approach attempted, where
possible, to schedule Same-day haZb visits in towns that were geographically
close, thereby minimizing the number of times a teacher had to drive a certdin
distance. By teaming home-based. teachers for travel, the stress and fatigue
involved in driving long distances alone was somewhat alleviated. The
number of children that could be seen within a certain period of time was
increased by concurrent scheduling. The cost of travel was reduced since

. there was one Y¥ehicle on the road instead of two.
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- Anotﬁer strategy implemented by some HCEEP home- based programs involves

. scheduling visits to families+on a biweekly basis rather than seeina every
family each week. However, whether a child and family can be scheduled

g for biweekly rather than weekly visits déPEndE on the severity bf the child's

3 ~ handicapped condition(s) and the parents' ab111ty to implement the program  ,

~"and cope with the child with less supervision. This .strategy cuts down on
the number of trips a home-based teacher makes and alsg helps reduce cost
of :service delivery.. This does, however, sacrifice s contact with families
and ch11dren and may not be appropr1ate for all fami : }

TﬂFUnd1ng/Cost Factors o \\

While fundlng for transportat1on in rural areas remains a problem, pro- -
jects responding in the three surveys offered a var1ety of suggestions. ' Some.
~ of these dRalt with securing funding. for transportat1on while others aimed-
toward 10gi't1ca1 solutions.

Progg'ts have had “to find ways to fund their transportation systems.
One proggyam 1nc1uded necessary funds in their federal budget to support -
the program, ce such funds were unavailable through:state means. Another.
program, RIP shv1]1& Tennessee), used Title XX funding allocations to
*  help support rural transportat1an costs. A third program, Child Development
Resources (L1ghtfoot Virginia), used Urban Mass Transit Author1ty money ,
'through a local agency, to purch se a bus.

_ Many strategies were sugqes ed for, reduc1ng 1og1st1ca1 costs‘ A number
~ ‘of projects use staff wehicles for reaching and/or transpoﬁt1ng families,
with reimbursement provided in spite of the problems poséd by the strategy.
. Another popular strategy involved carpooling. Generally parents were encouraged
Ak to carpool, although in a few programs teachers pick up children in their area

wl

and trgfisport them to center-based progranms .. Progect Seek Out and Sérve
" (Hastings, Nebraska) clusters children so that services can- be prov1ded close
- to home, thereby cutting down on transportat1on costs.

/ A P?Dject SEARCH (S11sbee Texas), the Macomb 0-3 Project (Macomb, I111nD15)
and Project RHI§4/(Ro§kFord Fi111no1s) drive a mobile classroom to families'
homes rather than transporting children. A similiar strategy called for
consolidating bus runs to cut down on the number of necessary trips, thereby
reducing costs of operating buses

In an effort to share expenses and relieve serVice prov1der5 of heavy
costs, the DEBT Project (Lubbock, Texas) encourages parents to drive linto
nearby towns on a periodic basis. Arrangements are made for meeting s#tes

3 in town, where parents are provided with activities and materials for working
with ‘their c¢hildren. This strategy helps volunteer service providers save
travel costs involved in making home visits and parents' costs are minimal.

Several programs provide an agency car for use in praject act1v1t1e3
. This eliminates wear and tear on personal cars. One' program persuaded
¥ a local car dealer to donate a car, for just the cost of insurance and
licensing. The Portage Project (Portage, w1scans1n) found that when a
home teacher travelled more than 10,000 miles-a year, it was more cost
efficient for the agency- to provide a car rather than for the staff person
to use his/her persona] car.

i
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overhead and travel time help reduce trapsportation costs.

" pick-up locations in. the area, and program staff pick up the'pabenfs‘aﬁd

.CooperatioﬁfSunpo}t From Other Agencies

L B - - ‘/,.‘—,

Project SKI-HI (Logan, Utah) identifies,and trains. a recePtive ay/
qualified individual near the child-t0 mijnimize ‘transPortation Needed O
home-based programs. The specialist is paid only for the time,angrthadg} ;
needed for scheduled services. This "enapling contract™ apprqéch]is h§gh1y
cost effective in areas where children ape 1N clusters. -Sayinds in sy312hy

«

o

Lack of-Public ‘Transportation' . S’

Respahdeﬁts on the three transportation surVeys 0ffereq fewer SthgﬁgéiES- -
for dealing with the lack of public transportation thag.for iy other 1d8p-
tified problem. This suggests that publjc transportatTon Wil Continyy to

4y -

" be a problem for rural projects.

Y Orie project suggested using "foster grandparents’ as aide5 on Puy1IS
buses sg\that young handicapped children can ride. Another gt'dtegy Eg?}ed
for contracting with individually-selected cOmmuters to take cMildren pohe
from center-based programs’ for a set fee. Contracting with ¢he local Digl-
A-Ride" was another suggestion. One rura] program encOuraged fami1jeg.§9
use Medicaid transportation allocations for Public taxis, wher® availyp!®
and appropriate. Oné.other strategy was sud9ested to ccmpengaFE-faf tp€ lack
qf available public transit. This involyed having the chilq 11Ve witH’Fﬁster-
parents close to the program during the week and go home on yefkends.. This .
strategy may not be appropriate in all cases. since ft dpes invﬁluﬁaspliﬁtiﬂg

- up a family and frequent adjustments for a11 invblyed.

1 a

Parental Tnabiiityﬁté.Provide Transportatijon -
Many programs ancourage parents to ppovide tfénSE??tat$bﬂ if at g1
possible. Two frequently-cited strategies for accomplishing this are p?heﬂtai
carpooling and mileage reimbursement for parents.: . ‘
N Ry :

. One method combines parent driving ap Qﬁfpooiing Fﬂr_ceﬂtEésDES%d
programs. In this arrangement, parents drive 'to one 0f seveps -gpeciFieﬁh
children gathered at the specific lacatigps. o

, Project HICOMP (University Park’, Pennsylvania) suggesteqd fOrming 4
transportation committee and a babysitting droup. uynder thig dPrangen nt,
the, transportation committee representatjye Provides his own ¢dr and g,1Ves

~the parent and child to the center or Sepyice while a member of the bypy?

sitting group remains in the home with siplings when the parent acsﬂmnéﬂ1es
the child to the program or to a serviCe appOintment. C

In ﬁrograms where it is impractical or impossiple for pérénﬁs to dTiVE,;

% strategies fotus on delivering serviceés to famijlies, Use of yolunteen o™ Ct
-. hired drivers (RIP=Nashville, Tennessee): extra insyrance fop staff Whe

- transport parents.(Parent Involvement-Program - Jamestown, New Ycrk)s a

petitioning Family Court for transportatign money (Tecler DiagNOstic Qeﬂters

nd

Amsterdam, New York and Parent’Invgivement,Programsjamestgwn,'New York);
were suggestions offered. : T

)

=4

’

Strategies offered by. survey respongents invqiyed .Goordin?ting ergolits -

schools, ) . S A

.with socjal service agencies and with edycationa)''systems, pyrifrily WA
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serv1ce agenc1es such as the Department of Human Resources or Pub11c Hea1th
in providing transportation fDr rural families. The REACH Project (Northampton,

. Massachusetts) uses special agency ride serwices to.transport its families.
- The Parent Invalvement Program (Jamestown, New York) makes use of Department

of Social Serv1ce/and Developmental Disabilities Service Office personnel-
(primarily casewgrkers and homemakers) to provide transportatjon for program
activities. Many projects use nurses for transportation. Th® March of Dimes

‘and Easter Sea%g were identified as possible sources of financial help for
' families. Con

cting Drgan1z tions that are willing to transport op a

rior Citizens, could also be'a source of assistance.
7 ) inating with local pubTic'schoo1 programs to ..
provide transportation for Mandicapped children. In the Multi-Categorical
Preschool Program (Bloomington, Indiana), transportation for project children
is provided/by the locat—=school system with funding supplijed through the
project grant from the Office of Special Education. Several projects,

PEEEC (Murfay, Kentucky); REECH (Union, West Virginia); WISP (Laram1e,

volunteer basiﬁ,asuch as.
b

| : C
Many programs are coord

"Nyoming), and the Early Childhood Center (Chepachet, Rhode Island), use

public school busses to tramsport ch11dren at least on a limited basis.

In Projecﬁ CHART (Morgantoun Nest V1rg1n1a), the county school system:-
provides jspecial busses for. young handicapped children. Some,survey respon-
dents 1nd1cated that program children could ride public school busses

Jader certa1n conditions. ‘One was that the bus must pass the chijdd's home
and that the parent rides with the child. A second condition stipulated
that a th1]d could r1de the county school bus if an older sibling rode with

the ¢ Td N

# -

fIn addition to coordihating with public schools, some programs are
work'tng out transportation agreements with the chilren's other placements,”
such as®Head Start or day care. The "I Can/Will Do It" project (Boone,
North Carolina) is experimenting with a "Family Aide" position in cooperation
with the local Head Start agency. Under this arrangement, the aide provides
transportation for the child. ' ’

.

3

Considérations for the Future ’ L

HCEEP s -rural projéct directors and staff have demonstrated. the know-

‘tedge, skills and mot1va€1on to conceptualize innovative service delivery

models, to get their ideas funded, and to turn the concepts into actual .

- programs for children and families. However, with respect to rural
“transportatgon problems, these informed and then creative peop1e have -

consistent]y come up short in developing ladting solutions. This. paper -

‘has identified a set of interlocking, and therefore, 1ntractab1e, circumstances -
contributing to this situation. But in addition, a number of short=term
solutigns hdve also bgen identified. .

Almost all projects responding to the transportation surveys reported
that they had found no solutions to their transportation problems that were
satisfactory over the long term. Most were employing short-term stragegies;
that are piecemeal at best, to compensate for the lack of effective Tohgs -
term solutions. These factors point to the need for careful consideration
of broad, long-term initiatives that address the-transportation situation

S8 . ﬁ BN
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in genera1 and that may help relieve 1ﬂd1v1dua1 pragect problems in par-
“ticular. When considering these initiatives, it is important to realize

that in an era of economic austerity, some of the suggestions may seem

more viable or appear mOﬁ% appropriate than others. Some tend to be

"common sense." However, ‘these initiatives are suggested for -long-range
consideration and planning and should not be viewed only in terms of present
conditions. Therefore, the initiatives should all be considered and weighted
in terms of their potential for he1p1nq alleviate the transportation problems
faced by rural service providers. - Finally, the suagestions listed are by

no means conclusive. They are not the only alternatives available, and

JAre intended to be springboards for developing other alternatives relieving
Tthe transportation problems of rural areas.

One approach to re]1eV{ﬁg some of the transportation prob1em5 may be
found in tailoring specifications for rural transportation costs in block .
grapts to states, if they do indeed become a reality. There are several
alternatives that could be used to achieve this: weighting transportation
funding formulas to address rural needs; matching state (or federal) dollars
to those generated Tocally for transportation; and facilitating rural project
access to surplus government vehicles. Each of these suqqest1ons could
have long-term effects on rural transportation. : :

Another approach that might alleviate some transportation problems
involves developing alternative rural service delivery systems that bypass
transportation. Possibilities might be the use of cable television, tape
cassettes, wf1tten matertals, and use of local personnel to provide services. ,

. A third approach wou]d-be to consider other means of reaching families
besides kand vehicles. - In some areas, use of small aircraft might be a
solution to long distancés, inaccessible mountains, or icy terrain. This . "
approach 1mp11e5 careful consideration of the cost effectiveness of various
transportation modes,. including the effect of the different modes on the
Serv1ce pr0v1der and veh1c1e

‘ e, _
Another approach centers on technical a551stance for rural  transportation.
Some strategies for ach1ev1ng this include developing state quidelines for
local|educatjon agencies concerning- transpdrt1ng young handicapped children;
providing progeéts with information on accessing state and federal trans-
portagtion dollars; and encouraging interagency dialoque and cooperation
ng agencies serv1ng rural areas and at the federal and state 1eve1s

Since the prob1em5 related to transportat1on reveal so many ccmﬂ1exities,
it may be most practical to emphldsize techniques of max1m1z1nq the time spent
with children and families in rural areas.. If, 1ndeed time is' to be in

short supply, because of the difficulties re1ated to accessing rural homes, ¢
then we must seriously consider ways to insure that the impact of a qua11ty
program is indeed effective.

These 5uggest1ons imply 1ong term solutions to the transportat1on .
problems faced by rural service providers. They also call for a coopera ive
approach that goes beyond individual progvams struggling to deal with ,
their transportation dilemmas. It is obv1ous from the respi;ses of HCERP ,(\x :

¢ . .
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projects to the transportation surveys that the problems identified are

- almost universal across projects and that the strategies being implemented
tend to be temporary at best. Taking into account the aforementioned re-,
sourcefulness o0f HCEEP projects, this indicates that solutions to the trans-
portation problems go beyond 4fie resources of individual projects and must
be addressed'at a higher level. Until more effective, long-term sblutions
can be developed, individual projects will continue to struggle with short-
term means of dealking with sransportation problems encountered in delivering
services to handicapped childmen® in rural areas.
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List of Projects | Reeeéﬁding to HCEEP Rural Transportation Surveys

. This 1ist of projects responding to the surveys and/or referenced in

° this monograph is provided for those whe wish to obtain more indepth in-
ormation about a particular strategy utilized by one or more of the projects.
Some of these projects may no longer be funded by HCEEP, Hewever. ‘they
are included in the Tist because. they have had experience in rural service v
delivery and the transportation problems involved. They may be abie to
serve as resources for projects eurrentiy struggling with the transportation
problems eneauntered in rural 5erv1ce delivery.

Each pra;eet 11eted includes address, phone, and contect “person as

provided on survey responses. .
N T = I
"I Can/Wi11 Do It" Project ) Child Development Resources
Appalacian Stateslnjversity T COR Outreach Project
Department of Special Educet;pn + Lightfoot, Virginia 23090
i Edwjn Duncan Hall (804) 565-0303
" *  Boone, North Carolina ESEDE 4 * . Contact: Sharon Kiefer .
(704) 262-4034 ’ 1
Contact: Ralph Conn : " Seek Out and Serve -
i ) ) ‘ P.0. Box 2047
Project Family Link ) Educational Service Unit #9
Special Projects Division 3. Hastings, Nebraska 68701 o
v Texas Tech University (402) 463-5611 - "
P.0. Box 4170 . . . Contact: Polly Feis, Genny Locke

Lubbock, Texas 79409

(806) 742 3296 Project SEARCH

Contact: Hary Tom giley “° . , 415 West Avenue N
: _  Silsbee, Texas 77656 ' .
The- RIP Expansion Project ] - (713} 385-5286
2400 White Avenue Contact: Jimmie Gawling - .-

Nashyille, Tennessee 37204 : o ) ) .
(615) 269-5671 ) Macomb 0-3. Regional Project

: ; (615) 741-6736 Western I11inois University
Contact: Matthew Timm . Horrabin Hall Room 27
_ A , - - Macomb IT1inofs 61455 . ™
.. . Project RHISE ~ o (309) 298-1634 .
’ 650 North Main Street T, Contaet; Patfieie Hutinger-
‘Rockforg, I11inais 61103 .
(815) 965-6766 K PIP {Parent Invelvement Program)
- Contact: Sue H11ke A 231 Roberts, Building
P . Jamestown, New York 14701"
/. DEBT (BeveTBPMEnta1 Education’ (716) 483-0214 . .
Birth Through Two) (716) 483-0213 ' .
~Lubbock Indepéndent School District , Contact: Marilyn Johnson
# . " Centra) Office Annex i )
1628 19th Street : Tecler Diaanostic Center ,
Lubbock, Texas 79401 Rreater Amsterdam School District
(BOG) 747-2641 11 Liberty Street
Contact: Dianne Garner Amsterdam, New York 12@10
(518) 843-3180
Project SKI-HI Contact: Richard Minogue
Department of Communication
Disorders . The REACH Project :
Utah State University Vernon Street 5cheol o
Logan, Utah 8432) Vefnon Street
(801) 750-1382 - Northhampton, Massachusetts 01060
Contact: Tom Clark (413) 586-5762 -

Contact: Burt Franzman -
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Portage Project
412 East Slifer Street
P.0. Box 564
Portage, Wisconsin 53901
(608) 742-

HICOMP (Hand1¢apped Infants
_Cumﬁrehens1ve Qutreach Hnde1

Contact:

315 Qedar

(814) 853
Contact:

Project WISP

j
e —_
Project REECH (Remedial Early %
Education for Children with Handicaps)

Box 3224

University Station
Laramie,-Hyoming 82071

(307) 766-
Contact:

881
David Shearer:

rogram)

2275
Frances Moosbrugge

6145 - :
Janis Jelenick

i P

Monroe County Schools Ly
P.0. Box 330
Union, West V1rg1n1a 24134

(308) 772-
Contact:

Chepachet

Chepachet,
(401) 568-

- Contact: -

Project CHART ™

3095
Henry Lynn

"Early Childhood Center

School

Rhode Island 02814
3161
Ruth Schennum

%

University Affiliated Center
311 Oglebay HA1T

West Virgi

n1a University

Mgrgantgwn Nest Virginia 26506

Contact:

Jﬂhn Cone or

* Annette Hanson

Prav1dence Prcgect

916 Pacifi
P.0, Box 1

c Ave.
067

Everett, Washington 98206

(206) 258-

Contact:

7312
Shirley Joan Lemmen

Project PEEP (Parent Education -
Early Prevention)

135 W. 6th
Colby, Kan
(913) as2-
Contact:

sas 67701 -

6781

Carol Leland, Sharon Hixson,
Karin Rumold

" Multi-Categorical Preschool . o

Developmental Training Center
2853 East Tenth Street
Bloomington, Indiana 47401
(812) 337-6805

(812) 337-0741

Contact: Gen Shelton

PEEEC (Project for the Early
Education of Exceptional Children)
Western Kentucky Edugat1unal
Cooperative
Spectal Education Building
Murray ,.State University
Murray} Kentucky 4207

Contact: Mera Casey
Fragect RUPAL -

Speech and Hear1na CentEf
P.0. Box W=1340

Columbus, Mississippi 39701 ¥
(601) 328-9601

Contact: Barbara Hanners

~ Project TEACH

1020 Barnette ’ )
Fairbanks, Alaska 99701
(907) 456-2640

Contact: Nancy Hoyt

Punkin' Patch Pgoject
High Plains Education Cooperative
919 Zerr Road
Garden City, Kansas 67846
(316) 275-9684
Contact: Sarah Osbern

Ferndale Hamebased Pres:haa]
Ferndale School District
p.0. Box 428
Ferndale, tashington 98248
(206) 384-3591]

Contact: Robert Diaz

Northern Lakes Region Special Services

Humiston Building

Meredith, New Hampshire 03253
(603) 279-7938

Contact: Ramona Pattersgn

_Early Intervention Project/Outreach

ISMRRD

130 §. First Street

Ann Arbor, Michigan 48103
(313) 764-4115

Contact: Diane D' Eugen1a

oo
W\

L.
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

£

) Prnject ?AR

Centers, Int.
p.o. Box 3224
Saginaw, M1ch1gan 48605
(512) 752-2193 : _
Contact: Nels Andersen -
Vinton County Early Intervention for
‘Non-Categorical Handicapped Children
Vinton County Local schools E
Memorial Building
HMcArthur, Ohio 45651
(614) 596—5218
Contact: Rebecca Zuleski -
ES j:‘
Top of Alabama Regional Education ' ?
Service Agency, Handicapped Children's
Early Education Program
3125 University Drive, Suite 2< E
Huntsville, Alabama 35805 .
(205) 533-5955 :
Contact: Allen Hyatt

Butler County School Board Council
Early Childhood Program -
Box 104~
E1 Dorado, Kansas 67042
{316) 321-32686
Contact: Vickie Cachrane

Little Eqypt Early Childhood Program
JAMP Diagnostic Center
Route 1
Karnak, I1linois 62956
(618) 634-9568
(618) 634-9333
Contact: Willa Dean Propst

Family and Infant Learning Program .
Valley Community Mental Health Center
301 S5cott Ave.

HMorgantown, West Virginia 25505
(304) 296-1731
Contact: Mimmie Byrne

el Preschool Project

W. 1025 Indiana

Spokane, Washington 99205
(509) 456-7086

Contact: Candy Baker

L]
Telstar
1691 M-32 West .
Alpena, Michigan 49707
(517) 354-3101
Contact: Thomas Miller

-

A Comprehensive Program for Preschool
Handicapped Children and Their Families
ia Rural and Non=Urban Areas .

- 108 South 8th
Farqo, North Dakota 58103
(701) 237-4513
' Caﬁtact- William Hoehle %a‘\

Pre- SEhnn1 Handicap '
- Clinch-Powell Educational Cnuper ﬁve
b.0. Box 279 ; ;?x
. Tazewell, Tennessee 37879
(615) 626-9270
contact: Vicki Dean - Lt

Comprehensive Services for Rural- ’
Handicapped Young Children

1515 Pythian +

Springfield, Missouri

(417) 869-0574 .

Contact: Loyise Stefanowicz

Magnelia Early Education Prugram
Magnolia School District #14°
P.0. Box 428
Magnolia, Arkansas 71753
(501) 234-3511 )
Contact: Darlene Montgomery _

-

Center for the Developmentally Disabled
Southeastern Oklahoma State University
Station A
Durant, Oklahoma 74701
(405) 924-2355
Contact: Elizabeth Ha]teri

PrDJEEt
Rt. 1, Box 335
Ca]era1n North Carolina 27924
(919) 356 4198
Contact: anstance Holt

Chesopeake Home Intervention Clinical
School Progect

2107 E. Liberty Street

Chesopeake, Virginia 23324

(804) 545-3541

Contact: Genoa Ray McPhatus

_ Infant Eare Program

Merced County Department of Education
632 W. 13th

Merced, California 95340 ,

(209) 722-5184

Contact: Nancy Harvey

New Vistas

P.0. Box 2332 '
Sante Fe, New Mexico 87501 ‘<-
{505) 988-3803 - ~

Contact: Catherine Faines

¢

.4
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o Gearg1a 31773
5123

¥ ﬁonia Busbee Lillie Engan

F

INREAf*Outreach
. - Box 121 _ .
V- University of Colorado
Boylder, Colorado 80304
(3493) 492-8727
* Cantact- Karen Hansen

LY

Prn32ct First Chance: Outreach

. ) " College of Education
University of Arizona
Tucson, Arizona 85721

’ (602) 6526-3248

- Contact: Jeanne HﬁCarthy

Unitetl Cerebral Pa1sy of the Blue Grass

Box 8003

- 465 Spring Hill Drive
Lexington, Kentucky 40503
(606) 278-0549 .
Contact: Denise Wooten

ERIC . | :

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Department of Special Educatiﬁn

Early Intervention Proaram
St. Lawrence --Lewis Co. Boles
Outer State Street
Carton, New York 13617,
(315) 265-4356
Contact: Maureen 5ullivan

Pear1 River Infant PPGJEEE

P.0. Box 178

Picayune, Mississippi 39466

(601) 798-7132

Contact: Mary Marcia Yoder .
Project Upstart

2800 13th St. NW

'Washington, D.C. 20009

(202) 232-2342

Contact: Lee Halshe aﬁd Larry Szuch

»PraJEEt FINIS (Families With Infants

in Networks of Interactional Support)
: ¢/o Area Education Agency #6

210 5. 12th Ave.

Marshalltown, lowa 50158

(515) 752-1578

Contact: Damon Lamb

Washingtan County Children's Program
Qutreach Project - .
- «P.0. Box 371

Machais, Maine 04654 L

(207) 255-3426 e

Contactx Jane Weil jgf : .

- . - ;
}QS‘E-KM Project ) . o=
d Parsons Research Center )

Parsons, Kansas 67357
{316) 421-6550
Contact: Lee Snyder-Mclean

s
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Quesfions for the Futire of
Rural Transportation
® , : ; )
“The Rural Network is committed to ongoing appraisal of the status of
rural service delivery.. As a result, this tear-out questionnaire’ is provided

for those who wish to respand and/or who have deva]oped innovative .ways af
: .cap1ng with rural tranapartat1an issues.

L]

Name GF Pragact/Pragram/Agancy S , . o 7  .

~ Address: ) P o | o R

Phone: - R . k

Contact Paraoa:‘lf - o - ,”V . o ,E, , ;if

1. Nhat are soma eFFact1ve ways ta gather caat/t1me data on various rural
delivery strategies (eg: home-based vs center-based; carpooling)?

N : ' .
o ) ’ y- ,
2. What are the dvan~,'a5 and d1aadvantagaa af us1n? mobile vans qug
reaching r a1 familtes? ‘

/
3. Nhat are strategies that minimize travel distances between C1TEﬁtS and

service providers? - \ L e
-

4, Nhat are .the advantages and disadvantages 6# buy1nq or 1aaa1nq auto-
es for service providers? Nhat experience have yau had in leasing

buying? T o o - .,

i"‘ 7 = : P
A‘?Q : x .




6 Do you ‘have ‘nformation on' comparative costs of vehicles used (mobile vans,

cars, buses, éther)? o . R

B B ,, i S e . e - , Lt
¥

Z ,Arf>there other transpartat1an strateg1es you have 1mp1emented that have

s proyen successfui?

‘HCEEP

- Rural Network - ;.f;v ‘fi’hﬁ,, R
. 731 MWax Myrtle . - o T .
Tk : Hﬂustun, Texas ;77079 [ S

=




oM pro, | __y’the HCEEP foice QF Spe;lal Educatlgn,
! du;atlan. Farﬁéd -in 1978, the Rural Network undertook to.
¥ | _r};a sfyaung handicapped children and ‘their -
rifamilies. The network almed to -Increase educational appértunltles‘Far this.
"papulatlan thraugh the aceampllshment of a varlety of aatlvitles. Partlclpatlng
'prgje:ts also Intended to enhan:v ihelr own effeztiveness in providing - :

E !uz;tiana] and suppartlve servlces in rura) areas. For Further inFarmatian,
o 'Bﬂ : :

ct: - -
' ' Harris Gabel
S _. ©© P.0. Box 151 .
ST el S Peabody College of Vanderbilt- UnIVEFsity
~ , o T 'Nas@nvule, Tennessee 37203 . ° :
' or SR ST
N o o Patricia Hutlnger -
' B o ' Outreach: Macomb 0-3 REQIDHE] raject '
' _’27 Horrabin Hall . e
o westarn IMinois Universlty " *

Ma;@mb rllllnuls 61455

or

‘- Connie Garland
: ) 731 Wax Myrtle Lane
= : ' chstcn, Texas 77079
. ’ |3 -
.. ~_Additiona? cples of this maﬁ@graph ‘may be secured by SEndIng $3 00 to’ ' R
t;éver cast G’F @du:tlan and maillng tos P : V

Rural Netwark
Cgllege of Education

LI ‘Room 27, Horrabin Hgll  ~ -
- < Western |1linols University N
B T T : » ;Macamb 111inols 61455 o
S Frlces subje:t tg ;hange wlthnut natl;e._ " :25? f _ _5[81*56&310231

O . S




ERIC’

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Topics for the first serles of Rural Network Monographs Includ

e

\E - - "=An Overview of Initial -~
Survey Results
- ~ " =Influencing Decisigp Makers
C =Cost Analysis

-Parent Involvement
=Transportation
-Interagency Coordination
-Recruiting Staff '
—Securing Funds
'-Service Dellvery Mader

M
.




