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N Foreword - - ~
Prcﬁ/isions for the evaluation and improvement of proc:ramos have ’
hlstorlcally been an integral component of federal and state educatlonal
) legls}atlon Both Pubhc Law 94<142 (The Educatlon for All" Handicapped =
Chlldren Act of 1975) and Public Law 94-482 {The Education Amendments
of 1976 - Title‘ Il:  Vocational Education) contain 7numerous provisions for
personnel d'evelopment“ support for programs, and research and develop-
- ment activities. These provnslons 'serve to stlmu|atﬂ and regenerate the
-~ 4
- development; dissemlnatlon; and adoption of new ideas, techniques.,-and

matér”lals for the fields of gpecial education and' vocational education.‘
o The study presented herein was designed. to examine. the extent to
ﬂhich\program‘ improvement fu from ijlic Law 911-11.8:7. wer'e used by
> - ‘ 5
.

-

¥

states to also address another rity.for state vocationa] éducation pro-"

* ‘ -
grams serving handlcapped and d|sadvantaged students " More specxflo’

~
4

ally, Subpart 3 of PUbllC {..aw 94- ;&82 aHows states to use f'unds for re=

" search, exemplary and |nnovat|v/e programs curriculum development ,
. . Vvocational - gt\ldance and - counseling, «and vocatnonaf education personnel
training. Grants' for these programs are described in the legislation as
. "program improvément and s\up'po.rtive ser'v_ices.”' Twenty perce.r\t» (20%) of
the federai funds r/ecei;/ed by "a state for vocational ‘education is sto be

. spent f‘o‘r these purpose‘s., Simulianeously tert percent (10%) andx twenty '
’ ‘ percent (209) of the ‘unds are to be spent: for the excess costs of pro-

. v1d4ng vocatlonal educatlon t,o handicapped and dls.advantaged‘ Students

respeCtlvely. Under the, Iaw, the 10% and‘ZO% s“et-a,side funds can be used

for either direct programs and services’ or program improvement and .o

,- . - - . <

. supportive services. . . o \




\ N 0. . .
; -State "and local administrators of vocational and special education

programs should find this situdy useful in describing how the set-aside

.

S -~ funds have been spent for special population groups in vocational educa-

tion over "the last.three years.. The Appendix includes brief abstracts of

-

_the various program improvement projects funded by the states. The LTI

.

project is indebted to Br. James P. Greenan for managing and E:onducting

this stu,d.y. Appreciation is ‘alspo extended to \R. Brian Cobb and Ms,
'Laurxg Batchelor for their efforts in developing and editing ‘the abstracts. )

) ’ 4,-,_'-';‘,(. 4 .
.Dr. George Hagerty of the U.S. Office of Special Educatign was helpful in
planning the study. The comments made by the reviewers were extr/emely'

helpful in pggparing the& final report: . Dr. Wesley Bbdke, Director,
! . - ’

National Center ‘for Research in Vocational Educatign Clearin_ngg'se, The
P : :

Ohio State University; Dr. k-upert N. .Evans, Bureau of Educatiopal

Research, University of Illinois; Dr. Johri S. Washburn, Mahager, PRer .
search and Development s Department of Adult, Voca;jona!l and Technical
\ Education, lineis State Board of éducation; Dr. Ronald McCage, -Direc"— ‘

tor, Vocational’éngi.Technical Education Consortium ‘of States, Southern

<

© Association of. Colleges.and Schools; Dr. William Eddy, Equal .Cpportunity

-

Specialist, Office for Civil Rights, US Dapartment of Education: Dr.

! * T

Aadison‘.S.' Hobbs, State Di:*ector, Divisionég Vocational-Technical Edu-- .
cation, Maryland State De;aartment of;i Education; ,and Ms. Barbara H.
K.emp, Educati;)r} P’rogram Specialist /for the\- Dlsadvantaged,' Office of

Vocational and "Adult Education, U.S. Départment of Education. The LTI

Yo ' 3 A .
ptaff is also extremely grateful to the.State Research Coordinating Unit !
. E 4 *

Directors for their cooperation and #ssistance in the data collection phase
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Introduction

— Several recent significant pieces of federal .legislation have estab-
o1 .
AT L T »
lished the'rights of special needs learners to a free and appropriate
public -educationp—{Rublic Law 93-112, The Rehabilitation Act of 1973

Sections 503 and 504; ~Public Law 93-203, ~he Comprehensive Emb!oyment‘

and Training Act of 1973; Public Law 91&-1112', The Education for All,

.Handica_pped Childrer.i Act of 1975).~ These initiatives. have increased
educational and employment opportunitieé for all special ‘popu'la‘tions. At
the "national, state, and local levels ‘more emphasis has been \fglaced on
expanding the availability of vocational educ;ation instruction and support

services to handicapped and disadvantaged (including !imi{ed-finglish

L 4

. proficiency) learners, : -

needs learners with individualized education programs (IEP) within least

restrictive environments (LRE) as mandated by Public Law 94-142, \PubILt

_J}

Law..94-482 ('i'he Education Amendments of 1976 - Title !!: Vocational
Education) ich amends Public Law .88-2f0 (The Vocational Education Act
| ’df 13‘63) and\Public Law 30-576 (The Vocationa! 'Education Amendments of
.+ 1968) has re.inforce'd these activities by proclaiping that states should Use

vocational eddcation funds to -assist handicapped individuals so that they

can participate in regular vocational education programs to the "maximum
N .

!
r R .
'1 extent possible." Lo ’

»

To achieve this end, handicapped and disadvantaged students should

be "mainstreamed" into vocational programs where they are educated with

their "normal" peers. — Extra support ard supplemental services are
) , .

v needed by both students and teachers in programs to ‘accomplish this

N \_\.- . B l

o

A major thrust in vocational education has been to.prO{ide special ’




7 goal. Supplemental services may include: assignment of special educatio

personneb to the class, special program modifications., special remedial
instruction, counseling, and other services provided to handicapped. or

disadvantaged students in regular vocational” programs. towever, pro-
7 " ‘

‘ viding instructional arrargements and services such as |EPs and LREs for

.

special needs students generally costs more than traditional education

programming. "
Public Law 94-482 has provided set-aside funds specifically.for the
' - - ) - .

vocational education of special needs learners.  The law has mandated

H

\that: \ N
For each fiscal year, at least 10% of each state's allotment under
ey . Section 103 shall be used to pay 50% of the cost of vocational
education for handicapped persons. For each fiscal year, at least’
203 of each state's allotment under Section shall be used to
- ‘ ) pay 50% of thé cost of vocational education for disadvantaged

persons (other than handicapped persons), for persons who have
limited-English speaking ability, and for providing stipends
authorized under section 120(b) (1) (G) (Section 110). .
. N ' ' . -
These funds are to be used primarily for basic grants (Subpart 2) which

. arg” flow-through funds to local education agencies to sub.port the ‘excess

N ‘

costs of educating special needs learners in regular vocational.programs.
The funds may also be- used to support research and development activi-

ties designed to impact vocational programs for handicapped'and disadvan-

- \

taged students. . .7

¢ - Y
Subpart 3 (Program lmproveme\ﬂ and Support Services) of Public” -
Law 9u-482, Part A, lists, défines, and describes' the areas in which
-~ - ~— 1] A

set-aside funds may be used for improving vocational programmifg of

. handicapped and disadvantaged learners. ' Areas of funding under pno-

gram improvemen’ and support /gervices may include: research, exem-
plary and innovative programs, currjculum development, vocational guid-
. ; t
ance and counseling, and vocational education personnel training.

. - ‘ , ’ v .

A} -
Q . ) . 2 . V)
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X . . . .
"Generally, the state education agencies have~flexibility in the ways

they distribute the "set-aside funds for program improvement and shpport
{ 1
services purposes. _Local education agencies, in’divi}duals, institutions of

N -

,higher education, ahd research and development firms are among the

eligible recipients of these funds. .Proposals are commonly fun‘ded based .

R ] . . -
on the perceived areas of need within the states. The needs may be

’ A . . ‘

, identified by'informal procéqures or‘by formal methods such as .statewide

needs assessments and e\;alu‘ations., Therefore, it is expécted that tH¥ag
N - . iy .

hd . . . ’ . ad

will be variation among the' states in the types and amounts of funded

.7 \
proposals. o
A few ‘investigations .have attempted to- identify or assess policy
] ¥

regarding the funding of prq/grah improvement -and support services

4

\activiti?{Tr? vocational, education. Budke and Magisos (1978). identified

the research, exemplary and innovative programs, and curriculum

.

development projects thit have been funded By the sstates with Subpart 3

funds. ~ However, vocational guidance and counseling and .vocational
. * Py -
education personnel training projects were not identified. In addition,

moﬁt states have not reported (i.e., do not report projects to dissemina-
ST %, ) -7

tion networks such as the Mational Center for Research in Vocational -
9 £

, . ' R
-Education, but are reported in“the states' accountability reports) those

»

program improvement projects which' are funded in whole or in part using

the handicapped and disadvaniagéd set-aside funds. 1/,
. N .

The Abt Study "(1981) investigated ‘the pattern of exp'enditures and

»

,

- service delivery issues with:respect to the use of the handicapped and

disadvantaged set-aside funds. Thev.jﬁneral ‘on\c'lusions were that the

set-aside funds were "clearly meeting congressional intent" of provid-
’ !

ing vocational -education funds to ;Hese populations. However, the Abt




‘ . v " Con Tl
‘ ] S o A
Y . ’ /"Z/ L ,
// . . A *
. . Study q§§Mth a sample of only 15 states and the findings did .not
relate “to spec&_\criteria or a framework, such as statewide or nationd!
¢ ‘ \ ' C ‘
needs assessments or” evaluations for determining the appropriateness and . X

effectiveness of the projects. Several needs assessments and policy issue

o
., . - - ‘“_{

and problem studies focusing on the needs of special needs learners have
suggestéd the importance of’bro'gram improvement activities to deal with

' pr:oblems‘ such as interagency cooperation and agreements, p,ef*sg?pnel
preparation and development, funding and fiscal policy, service delivery .

“ . and program alternatives, and program evaltation and improvement.
___Specific areas of~oncern havehipclud»eC(: vocational assessmént; individy-/_
. - * - \

alized education programs; least restrictive environment; identification of-

“‘7 students; and fagilities, ma‘terial's, and ec']ufpment,m'odificat.ion‘(Davis and /
Ward, 1978; Howard, 1979; Phelps and Thornton, 1979; Greenan and. -
. ) . . - . PV N K

] . .

7 Phelps,;l980). ) - :

. In summ'ary, the research literature contains few studies that are
'concerhed with .how states are using their hand‘ic'apped an;:J disadvant,a.ged
set-aside funds p’rov'ided by Public'Law\9u-482 ‘to im'prove and expand

vocatignal education opportunities fgr special ‘needs learners. ‘Further, in

1 Il " . [

those studies that do exist, minimal infotmation is provided which rela;tes
le .

. ) ..
what is being f{!mded to assegsed needs. However, as funds become more >
scarce and fiscal efficie’ncy Becom_es more imporfant, the state§ will need
to develop imprpved funding policies and increasingly coordinate program .
imbrovement planning, as§e§sment, and -activities. . -

" Statement of the Problem . : ~

’ ]

The central problem investigated in this study was tosdetermine the

extent to which the 50 states,. District of Columbia, and.‘trus't territories

-

/




-~ éubnart, 3 funds which may have beén used to support projects that

(A'merrcan Samoa, Gu.am, Northern Mariana- lé'l'ands, Puerto Rico, Tm}st
Territory of .the P,aeinfic Islands, and’ Virgin, Islands$} have used their
[} o d . . -

" Public Law 9&-&82'set-aside,.funds £10% handicapped anhd 20% d‘lsadvan-t. ’

13
.

taged) to- support program imbrovement ﬁ;rojects and activities. The

- . -
specific research problem was to identify the research: exer:plary and *

-
mnovatlve ,pnograms curriculum development, v@atlonal %uudance an%

counseling, and voéatlonal educatlon personnel training pro;ects that have*

. L)

been funded' during fiscal years 1979, 1980, and 1981. In addition, the -
extent to which federal set-asideée funds and matchina state and local

funds were used .to support program improvement activities was inves-

tigated. , .
, \ .

It was not the intent of, this study to identify all state programs and

-

activities_ which impacted upon special needs learners. For example,

impacted upon handicapped and disadvantaged students but were not’
. ® . .
counted as set-asides were not examined. Only those projects and

v

. .
activities that were ‘'specifically funded with ‘the 10% handicapped and 20%

.

disadvantaged set-aside funds were investigated. In addition, this study

did not attempt to assess the effectiveness of the pro;ects nor determine

the Ievels or, focus of fundlng of basic t;rants to LEAs. B (
. v . .

\

‘Objegtives of the Study .

o e : . |
The following objectives were developed to resolve the central pro-
. e T '
blem of this study: t o . L.
o v . ot A .
\ ' I Determine the extent to which reselrch, exemplary and innova-
tive programs, currlculufh development vocational guidance and *

| counseling, and vocatlonal education personnel ~tra|n|ng projects.,
were funded by the states using the 10% hamdicapped and 20%

‘ disadvantaged set-as:de fu\nds during fiscal years 1979 1980 -
y and 1981. , 4 . .
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- < Research Questigns. a7 ST

Assess. the federal set-asjde and matching state d local '4;

fundmg levels of the pro;ects ) ..
Deterniine the scope of the program lmprovement and} supgort .

services pro;ects . . . . ' i

ldentlfy several program improve,méht Aprojects_ and develop~
abstracts. : !

- -

> .
' . 1
- ' 4

“© The
1.

e 2.
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" objectives ‘of this study:

~

followi é‘earch ques’c'lons were’ udeveloped “to a'chleve tne

v

H‘OW’ many RESEARCH pro;ects were furfded by the states using
“the '10% handicapped tand..20%" d:sadvantaged set—aslde fundg;
and ‘what. were the local, state, .- ang federdl funding’ levels of
the pn;o;ects duthg fiscal years 1979, 1980, ;and 19817

How many EXEhPLARY AND INNOVAT VE PROGRAM projects
were funded by the’ states Usmg the 1 handicapped and 20%
disadvantaged set~aside’ funds;" “and what were "the loeal] state,
and federal 'funding. levels of “the projéects durlng, flscal years i

g 1'979 1980,/and 19817 . .

How n}aﬁ& CURRICULUM DEVELOPMENT prOJeC‘ts were funded '
by the states using the 10% _handicapped and\ZO% dlsadvantaged
.set—aslde funds; and what*'were the Iocal, state, and federal
fundlng\levels of the pro;écts during flscal years 1979, 1980,

‘and 19817 . :

How many VOCATIONAL CU!DANCE AND COUNSEL!NG projects
were funded by the statessusing the 10% handlcapped and 20%
"disadvantaged ‘set-aside funds; and -what were the ‘local, state,

and federal funding levels of the projects durmg flscal years
1979 1980, and 19812 — TR

How many VOCATIONAL EDUCATION PERSONNEL TRAINING
projects were funded by the states using t%m%‘ handicapped

and 20% disadvantaged se’f-astde funds; and what were the .
local, state, and, federal funding levels of the pro;ects during

fiscal years 1979, 1980, and 19817 y S
C .y .

What content, program, orﬂproblem areas were addressed by the
program lmprovement and support services projetts funded by

the states using the 10% hagrd-ocapped and 20% disadvantaged
set-aside funds during fisc years 1979, 1980, and 19817

. s . ¥



Significance of the Study’

.
. ' 3

* Program improveffent projects and activities are essential for improv-
ing and expanding vocational education opportunities for special needs’

learners. These actuvutles aésnst in generatlng new knowledge, developlng

‘.

+

new programs pnd cu“?rlculum for enhancing the career development of

\‘ .handicapped,and (disadvantagegi students, and training personnel to work
t » * .
wi:th special needs students. As special heeds students are mcreasmgly
"pla:ced |n re;;dlar vocational programs, the heed for appropriate and

‘ effective -program improvement activlities will bevco.me everf more sign'ificant.

This study contributes to the body of knowledge in vocational educa-

# .« tion fundlng pollcy by provndlng data and |nformat|on which |dent|fy the

- program lmprovement pro;ects states have funded usnng the 1023 handi-

. capped and 203 d|sadvantaged set-asides, in the areas of research, exem- . _
i . - . "' L% ¢ :'4?_
, - plary and .;innovatlve programs, curriculum development, vocational ’* )
Tee \‘ B . . . . N B
guidance and .counseling, and vocational education personnel training..
-~ . - ) . ) _‘
- Mlysis of the activities and funding levels of the projects supported. '

. during fiscal years 1979, 1980, and 1981 provide's an‘indication"of the

. ’ . &
) " patterns.of funding and the extent to which specific areas of need are or /
. - . N B .. . -. . . ﬂ
ddressed Awithin the states and across the nation,
o ) . l‘.
’ . s IR ..' and mformatuon should be helpful to policy and decision-

‘are not

ma-ker?s 'rncludlng.: state directors of vogational and special education,
v .state consultants ft)r .voeational spe_ciai needs education (ha'ndicapped and
v - disadvantaged) ,. st‘ate; dire"cto_rs of compensatory education, state directors
of bilingual education, research coordinating unit directors and their

-

staffs, teacher educators, local education agency personnel, individuals ’.‘
from public and private research firms, and otheérs who are génerators ,,

and consumers of prpgram improvement projects and activities. The :

’ R E’; 4

v v . + 7
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. . - - Research Procedures

i-«,Th,,i*z,sl study used several research procedures to achieye the major
ol;jec:tvigvés ‘and answe? the research questions. %l'he procedures includeq:
the de\'/eﬂl((‘)pme’Q ef a survey tnstrument, selection of a populatien, collect-
'ion of’f aag‘; ai;ldiahalysis of the ‘data. The research procedures occurrecl .

FEd

A

. over a five-month period. »
x \
Instrumentation

°
@
-

. A six-page survey instrument was developed to.collect the necessary
data in this study (see Appen%ix A). The coyer page asked the Re-

searchﬁ C_jo?rdir%ting' Unit (RCU) directors to provide their names,
‘éddresse's,,, and telephone numbe"rfs. The instrument also provided the
. ,respo‘nder:ts with step-by-_steb‘ infstruct‘ions, ir.lcluding §n example, for
completlhg“the “survey Five; different SL;rvey form; were contained, ir;1 the

A 1

instrument” dnd included - the prograrh improvement areas of research,

2L,

exemplary and~mnovat|ve programs, curriculum development, vocational .

gUIdance and couns’eﬁng and vocational- education persLnn'el training.
-y_.\'\ N

-

The dlrect@rs were™ “askead to, llst on each of the survey forms project <
“titles f0r~ “fiseal years 1979, 1980, ‘and 1981, and tHe federal set-aside and

matching state and Ipcal fundmo levels of each project.
R
. " ‘
- Population q’ ' T Q : o

. ‘—...—" . ‘ - .

Theﬂpgpu'lation for this study consisted of the RCU directors from the

(%Y Y
50 states, District of Columbia, American Samoa, Cuam, Nonthern Mariana

lslands Puérto Rico, Trust Terrltory of the Pacific Islands, and the
{ . - . . .
Vlrgm lslands
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Data Gollection
: ) . . . )
The RCU‘directors' names and ‘addressey were dra‘rwn from the cur-

“rent national RCU directory. The surveys and cbver letters (see

Appendix B) were ’mpa‘iled, in mid-October 1980, and were to 'be returned

. . : .ol . '

by mid-November’19'80 The RCU directors were also requested to in--
>

clude abst{acts for‘ each project llsted on the survey forms The initial ,

- response rate was 58%. A follow-up letten (see Appendlx C) and another
A}

surv~ey was mailed to each non-respondent during the ‘third week of,

>

November 1980 and was to be .returned by 'the .third week of December

1980. . The fdllow-up increased the response rate to. 82%. During the
1 R - .
second week oi January 1981, a telephone follow-up was conducted .

requesting each non-respondent to return his survey. The-Yata collec-

tion process was cohcluded during mid-March 1981. The final response

rate was 100%. The data collection process occurred over a four-month °

B} S
period. -,

-Data Analysis., o \

»

The data obtained: from each of the surveys¢were collectively- anal-

¢ i

'+ yzed across - the statés and territories. Descrlptlve data““tables Kre

generated for each of tha. rgsearch questions. The tables specnfxcally\

»

provude‘lnformatlon with respect to the numbers of projects; federal
set-aside and matching state and local fundlng.. levels; and the scope‘of

the program improvement projects that were funded during fiscal years |

y

1979, 1980, ahd 1981. The tables generally provide an overall view of

¢ =

- -the kinds of projects that states have funded using the 10% handicapped

and 20% disadvantag/ld set-aside funds In addition, a representative
/ ‘
sample of abstracts ,were selected and. edited from those provuded by the g
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RCU directors. The abstracts.provide ih’forrpation regarding* some-of the .

. -~ .

. . , .
content, program,. or problem areas addressed by the projects. ’'The .
. . \/ o ¢ " ) ’X‘ [ °
abstracts were not selected using specific evdluative criterfa. ’ Rather, °
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’ the gbstracts were selected and included based von an overall breadth of -
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Findings ' '

.o J
The purpose of this study was to determine the extent to which the

. . i :

states have used./Public Law? 94-482 10% handicapped and 20% disadvan-
A

taged set-aside funds to support nrogram improvement projects and activ-

itles. Fifty-seven states. and territories ware surveyed Tbe data that
®

were collected focused specifically on the major objectives and'research
questions developed in this study. Therefore, the foﬂownng discussi f

the f|nd|ngs and Tables 1-11 are concerned with the major ob;ectlv%wand
w
research questlons of this study. ' . i ) -

Objective I: Determine the extent to which Yesearch, exernplary and

innovative programs, curriculum development, vopcational
guidance and counseling, and vocational education’ person-
nel training projects were funded by the states using the
"10% handicapped and 20% disadvantaded set-aside funds

during fiscal years 1979, 1980, and 1981.. i
. , (o

_ Objective II: Assess the .federal set aside and matching state and local

l*undlng levels.of the projects,

i
3

ow many RESEARCH pro;ects were funded by.'the states
using” the 10% handlcapped and 20% disadvantaged set-aside
finds; and what were the local, state, and federal funding
. els of the projects during aflscal y'ears 1979, 1980, and
149817

~—

""The research projects funded by the states using fche 10% handicap-

ped and 20% disadvantaged set-asl&e funds during fiscal years 1979, 1980,
ard 1981 are prdsented in Table 1. Twenty=five of the 57 states and
territories funded at least one research project with_ the set-asides

during fiscal years 1979, 1980, and 1981. Sevkn states did not provide

of prgjects thgffunde'd. However, frofn the. data

v

data on the 'nu;mbe

«available, a total oft 92 researcn pfojects were funded during the three-

year pgriod. Twen\y—four bro;ects were funded durlng' each of frscal
X

A

‘years 1979 and 1981 Whiile 2 substantlally larger number (uu} of projects -

\ -
13 - : : .

] B .
N 1') . , - '
- B : ()
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R RESEARCH PROJECTS THAT WERE FUNDED BY THE STATES USING THE
. 1+, SET-ASIDE FUNDS DURING FISCAL YEARS 1979, 198b, 'AND 1981
" hd - 1 s -
’ State . . FY1979 FY 1980 FY 1981 Total
* < Alaska ‘ 1 0 : 0 ‘ 1
( Arkansas 2 3 2 7
- Calforma - — 0 0 —
/
v Colorado A 0 0 1
! - Flonda 1 5 0 6
v . ' Idaho . 1 1 0 voo2
) llihois 3, 6 2 11
Indiana 2 15 LA 21
N , —_— ¢ ry a
lowa — — - - ¢ - r =
Kansas . 1.7 0 1 2
Kentucky - 1 2 - ’ 4 , 7
. Maine 5 -, | — —
Maryland ) 2 -« 0 0 ; 2
v — . L —¢
Massachusetts - - - —
Minnesota 2 1 3 ¢ 6
New Jersey 1 3 4 8-
New York ~ 3 - -2 0 5
North,,-Dakira ’ 0 2 . 1 3
Ohio - &, 0 “1 * 1 2.
~* .+« Oregon ’ - = ' — —
Pennsylvania -~ — - -
* _ Rhoge Island 1 ' 0 0 1
" South Carolina . : o 0 2 2,
Texas ' \ 2 3. 0 5
" Virgmia © - L= - - —
All States \ 24 T 44 24 92
N=57 . ' . . A
‘n =, 25 (states that\fupded at least one (1) project during the three-year period)
-_= data.not available , o .
- \x ' ~
Voo '

\
~
(\E 14 <~
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. & . .
were funded in fiscal year 1980. This increasg was Y‘Fob'ably caysed by .

]

the larger number of projects funded bywli’:'dian‘a (15) during fiscal year /

- ] .
(\5\ 1980. Indiana reported the greatest number of ‘projects funded ' (21)

during the three-year period. However, while Indiana funded a larger !

+

- number of projects with the set-ésides@. thanithe other, states, 4ll of their

projects were reportedly jointly funded with non-special needs monies

» -

(i.e., 'Subpart 3 funds not ";ounted as set-asides and other funding
” - R ‘ ’ : . .
sources). Indiana's set-asid/é funds are generally infused with programs

. and activities that are designed for all students. This type of -funding

policy is probably’ practiced in several gther states. Mlinois, New Jersey,

Arkansas, and Kentucky alsé funded sevéral research projegts using the
- ~—

set-asides. These five states supported '59% of all the funded projécts..

’ , Table 2 illustrates the federal set-aside and match'ing state-and focal .

. 3

'funding levels of “the research projects funded during fiscal years 1979,

:

1980, and 198T. A ‘totalk of $4,609,825 of edmbined federal set-aside and

« - matching 'state and local funds was used to support research p‘rojects
f - T .

duriﬁg the three-year period by, the 23 states reporting data. For each

. fiscal year, the federal set-aside rjepreseFmted the largest funding source

and the state funds the smallest funding sou;ce’. Several.states funded

-

research projects with only the federal set-asides.

°f .

‘In summary, most stafes have not uéed their federal handicappe'd
- . and disadvantaged set-aside funds and matching stat;a and. local funds to
support reseg;*ch'projects and activities relative to the vocdtional teduca-
tion of special needs learners. However, of; the 25 states tha't ‘have

. / funded projects, the federal set-gsides generally. represented the largest

3

M {

portion of funding. * .
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n =25 Istajes that funded at Ieast one (1) projegt durng the three year perod)

— = dala not avadadble
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) ‘ TABLE 2 . o,
FEDERAL SET-ASIDE AND MATCHING STATE AND LOCAL FUNDING LEVELS OF THE RESEARCH PROJECTS
., THAT WERE FUNDED DURING FISCAL YEARS 1979 1980 AND 1981 ’
N - 3
Sate ‘ Fy 1979 ) Fy \980‘ Fri981
’ Local State Federal Tora -~ Local State | Federal Total Locat State Fegeral Totat Total
Alasxa o "o s6es0  s66s50 o o 0 o° ¢ o o - 0 $6 650
* Arkamsas . $6818 0, $28026  $34843 $665 O $37068 $37733 o 0 $71813 $71813 $144 389
Caktorma - — $620290 $620 290 o 0 0 o ) o o o $626 290
Cotorado 0 0 $49967  $49 967 0 o 0 o o 6 0 o %49 967
Flor da o 0 $20000  $20 000 0 0 $170270 $170 270 c ¢ o o $190 270
igaho 0 o $1015 s1015 * 0y 0 $6 443 $6 443 0 o o ‘ol $7 458
W nors ) $17627 0 5204370 $223 997 820328 0 $323227 $343 549 ) G $235840 $235.840 $801 386
Ingiana o . 0 $6530, $6540 ) 0 $109613 $109613 + 0 0 66720  $66720 $182873
Hwa - - - — - - - 4 - - - ’ - — -
Karsas $7 500 0 7500\ $15000 o o 0 ) SrT 483 W o 51§-204 $30 687 $45 687
Kentucky Y si08a2 o s21278  $32120 . 55287 0 S21554 326 84 $72 045 0 s86627 $158672 $217 633
Marne 0 "0 YTs™oo $160 o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o $1.000
Maryiang 0 O $43430 543430 0 o "o 0 o 0 0 o $43 430
Massachusetts $83 866 0 $300000 $383 866 0 0 $300000 $300 GO0 0 0 $4006000 $400 00G $1083 866
Minnesota L. 0 s20)372  $22387  $43 259 0 $10146 521383  $31 528 T 0 s O $12976  $12976 $87 764
New Yo ) 458 $316427 $322 885 0 $6500 $93500 $10000Q ) o ) 0 $422 885
New Jersey 0 0 $17080 $17080 o O $71604 $71 604 o o siir130 sfii130 . $19981a
Neth Dakota . o % o0 .9 .. 0o o 0 83950  $3950 0 0 $10241  $10241 $14 191
&nox ’ o "o 0 0 , o 0 $35000  $35000 0 6 $35000  $35000 $70 000
Oregon /o ‘o 0 0 o 0 $7129a4 st 294 o o 0 0 $7+294
Pennsylvama 0 $11602 $106268 $117870 0 o o 0 9 o o o $117 870
Rhode Isiand o] O, S105617°  $10417 . o} 0 o] o] 0 [¢] o} 3] $10 517
%o-uh Carohna 0 o} “_ 0, ’ 8] o 0 ’ o} . o} 0 0 S8 734 $8 /34 s8 73::
Texas , ] G 380 14! $80 141 ] o(slswns $131 716 0 0 o] o] $211 857
! Vrigina s - .- - - -, - R - - - ~ — . N -
T~ ‘
Al States $126 653 $38 932 $1 862 885 $2 026 470 $26 280  $6500 S1 342 676 $1 430 542, $86 528 ~ 31291 12581 141 768 $4 609 825
N=6§7"1 . p—




_and- innovative program projects were funded dyring th

. o, - ' -
G ‘ "@ - . |
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2. How many EXEMPLARY AND INNCVATIVE PROGRAM ‘profects
b were funded by the states using the 103 handicapped ang, 20%
disadvantaged set-aside, funds; and what were the loeal, state,
and federal funding levels of the projects during fiscal })ears
1979, 1980, and 19817 i

i

The exemplary and innovative program projects funded by the states

- AY

using the 10% handicapped and 20% disadvantaged set-maide funds during'

fiscal Qéars 1979, 1980, and 1981 are presented in Table 3. Twénty—;wo of

".‘the/ ‘57, states funded at least one exemplary and innovative progr}am'

project with the set-asides during- fiscal years 1979, 1980, and 1881. Six

N

states dida"not provide data on the number of projects théy ‘funded.

4
-

However, ‘from the data available, it appearg that 3 ‘total of 106 'exemplary

e/three—ye'ar
period. Eifty-tV\:o projects were funded dur:ing fiscal year 1979, wHile
considerably fewer projects weré funded for each of fiscal ygears 1980 and
1981 Texas reported the largest number of projects funded (27) during
the {hree-year per:iod. Hlin(\is, New Jersey, and Alaska alsa funded a
relativelyl large nu;nber of exemplérygand innovative program projects.
'I’hese four states funded 63% of\ all the projects. »

Table 4 illustrates the federad set-aside and matching state and local

funding levels of the exemplary and innovative program projecfs funded

rd
£

. . vl
during fiscal years 1979, 1980, -and 1981. A total of $5,932,805 of com-

bined federal set-astde and matching state and local funds was used to
suﬁport .exemplary and innovati\‘/,e’ program projects during the threelyéar
period by the 18 states reporting data. For each fiscal year, the federal

-

set-aside was the largest funding source and the state funds the smallest

‘ fundingjg source., Most states used only federal set-aside monies to fund -

exemf)iary and innpovative program projects for. the handicapped.aﬁd
Piromnt o - Y
§ - A
disadvantaged. 2 S >
S S
| £57

\r
ab
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3 ‘)
A
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-/ : TABLE 3 _ - "
. EXEMPLARY AND WOVATIVE PEDGRAM PROJECTS THAT WERE FUNDED BY y
THE STATES USING THE SET-ASIDE/FUNDS DURING FISCAL-YEARS 1979, 1980, AND 1981

3

State FY 197¢ - FY 1980 [ "FY j981 Total
Alaska '\ _ ' 1 . 3 ) 10
* Arizona - 0 . 3 -0 3

. Florida 2 1 N 3 6
Idaho ' 1, 0 0 ‘ 1
linos 10 4 4 18
Indiana . -~ 4 0 0 4
lowa / s . —_ - -
Kansas : . 4 2 0 6y °
Maine — . —_ . = = oz
Marylang 4 ' 1 ‘ -0 )

- Méssachusetts ' — . - . ;- B — ]
Michigan ' 1 AN 0 V 0 R
Minnesota 1 0 0 1
New Jersey 2 3 7 12

" New Mbxico y 0 . ) 1 1 2.
North Dakota . 1 ) o . 0 K
Ohio ) ' — - 7 — ) -
Oregon — - — — .

] _— 5 N
Rhode Island 8 s 0 0, 8 .
South Dakota 1 0 .0 1
kexas . 12 15 0 27
Virgini? - — — —
All States > ° 52 33 21 ~ 106
= 57 . ' ’

n = 22 (states that funded at least one (1) project during the three-year period)
— = data not available

-

P
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- . . . TABLE 4 . . N
¢ 4 3 FEDERAL SET-ASIOE AND MATCHING STATE AND LOCAL FUNOING LEVELS OF THE EXEMPLARY AND INNOVATIVE PROGRAM PROJECTS £ Y
. R 3 ’ ’ THAT WERE FUNDED DURING&ISCAL YEARS 1979, 1980, AND 1981 .
- L1
LYy N hd ~
State,, o - FY 1979 FY 1980 FY1981 !
' Local State - Federal " TYotat Local State ~  Federal Tgtal {ocal State Federal  “Total Total
., J
Alaska ' 0 0 $6 508"  $6 508 0 0 $33606 $33606 0 0 $162500 $162500 $202 614
. - /
Ajizona 0 0 o 0 , 0 0 $164 690: $164 690 0 «° L] $164 690
Flofkia 0 0  3$80 000  $80 000 0 0 $10000 ° $t0.000 0 0 878853 $78853 $168 853
idaho  ~ ' 0 0 $10000  $10 000 0 0 0 .0 ° 0 0 0 0 $10 000
Hhinors . $484 o@% 0 $625450 $1 109 505 $196 332 0 $305 827 3502 159 $52 1"3@ 0 $243099 $295235 $1.906 899
indiana ; o 0 %100 096 $1Q0 000 " 0 * 0 B’ 0 ‘o . 0 0 $100 000
fowa - - - - - - - - — - - -
- - - « -
Kansas 565 385 0 $69327 $13a712 $35163 0 $38117  $73280 ] 0 0 0 4 5207 992
.
Mamne o 0 $4B375 _ $48 375 0 0 $48037  $48037 0 0 4%$54000 $54Q00 v 8150 412
» - o q
Marytadgd o . o . ~° $74 050 $74 050 I 0 0 $15000 $15000 0 o 0 0 v $89 050
Massachusetts - 0 $300,000 $300 000 0 0 $357 333 $457 339 0 0 Y8830 594 $830 594/ s1587 933
k) TS
¢ M}_hugan “ 0 . 0 $30693 330693 0 ‘o 0 .0 0 o =~ 0 0 $30 693
Minnesota 0 O $24864  $24864 o 0 o 0 . 0 ) 0 = 0 $24 864
" New Jersey 0 i 0 $59575 859575 . o 0 877229 877229 0 0 $153983 $153983 $290 787
New Mexico 0 ] _ 0 > 0 0 0 $25000." $25000 0 0  $25000 $25000 $50 000
North Dakota | ] $5 452 $6.000  $11452 0 0 Yo .0 0 0 0 _ 0 $11 452
Onho - = . - - - - - - - - - - - . -
» QOregon : - - = . ._ .- ¥ - - _ - - B - - - - -
. Rhode Istand [} 0 $17934  $17934 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 N $17%934
J 317934 . - - L
South Dakota __0 .$27250, $27250  $54 500 ) , 0 0 .0 0 0 0 0 *  $54 500
Texas .. 0 . .0 -8357329 357 329 0 0 $506 803 $506 803 0 0 0 0 $864 132
Vsrgmau - - w - — K -] - -~ = - _ - - - -
N - - - - —- - - - e ———— —_ = - - - - r
’ ., ' . o .
AR Slates . © $549 440 832702 $1 837 355 $2 419 497 Y $231 495 — %1681 648 %1 913143 $62 136 ~ $1 548 029 $1 600 165 $5 932 805
> s S 3 — 48 02¢ o
Nmg?*® T* . - . .
n = 22 (states that funded at least one {1) project dunng the three year perod)
— = dala nglavalable 4 , .
L]
. 7
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In summary, most ;tates have not used thei;* federal handicapped

7(' and disadvantaged'set-asidé' funds and matching state and loca‘il farids to
support exempl'ary.v andainnova'tive program projects and activities. ._.How-

e'veir, of the‘ 22 states which have funded projects, tbe 'federal set-aside

4
{ . generally was the greatest portion of funding.

: . e . \ ..

. 3. How many CURRICULUM DEVELOPMENT projects were finded
TT— ' Dby.the states using theg 10% handicapped and 20% disadvantaged

. set-aside funds; and what were the local, state..and federal
+ funding levels of the projects during fiscal years 1979, 1980,

and 19817, .

The curri;:ulum development projects funded by the states using the
102 _handicapped and "~ 20% disadvantaged set-aside funds uring fiscal

3

years 1979, 1980, and 1981 are presented in Tta)ble‘ 5. Twentx-one of the’
57 states/funded at lea#t one curriculum development—priaje‘ct with the\ T
set-asides 'dLJring fiscal ye®1979, 1980, and\1'98'1. " Six*5tates c}id not
provide data on the number of projects’ they funded. However, from the
data available, a total of 100 curriCL‘Jlum deve!op,meni proje'cts were fundeq .

during the three-year period.-"Eiftyjfou'r‘ projects were funded’ during ._

fiscal year 1980, 31 during 1979., and 18 dyring 1981. Arizéna reportecf

the largest number of projects fun‘/(BO) during the three-year period.
’.However, all 30 'projects .were’ actually ‘ffunded in fiscal year 1980.
lpdiana, New Jersey, New o'rk, Alaska’,- and Texas also furfded several

curriculum developmeht projects'. These six states funded 76% of all the

. A
< projects. ’ . i .

. Table 6 illustrates the féde?é! ;et-aside ahd matching state and local

funding levels of the curriéulum development projects funded‘ during fiscal .
years 1979, 1980, and 1981. A total of $4,672,204 of combined federal »ﬁ
set-aside and state and local matching funds was/used to supptht’ curricu-

Wy"

l [
20 Y '

5V
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TABLE 5

CURRICULUM DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS THAT WERE FUNDED BY THE STATES USING THE .
* SET-ASIDE FUNDS DURING FISCAL YEARS 1979, 1980, AND 1981

State’. - ¢ ™, FY 1979 FY 1980 .FY 1981 Total
Alaska - 3 2 3 .8
Anizona ’ - 0 ‘ 30 0 30
California - — , 0 0 —
Florida 0 / 2 . 3
llinois“ B . R B 3
Indiana * 10 1 .14
lowa - ] — -
Kansas ° .0 1 0 1
‘Maine . o= — - —_
Maryland . - 5 | 0 ’ 0 5
Massachusetts o= . = — —
Michigan 1" 0 - 2 3
Minnesota 1 2 0 3 .
New Jersey 3 3 3 9
New Mexico o 0 0 2 2
New York 4 ) .4 0 8
Ohio . 0 1 1 1 2
éregon ‘ - — I . _
South,Dakota o+ 0 2 0, 2
Texas' - 3 4 . o/ 7
Virgip8 2 — — - - —
All States . 31 - 54 15 100
i Nc—\ ‘57 ¢ o ’
n= 21 (statee'ﬂfat funded af least one (1) pro;ect durlng the three-year period)
- = data not available ) .

- »
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. ‘- : TABLE 6 . . .
. - - <
. N FEDERAL SET-ASIDE AND MATCHING STATE AND JOCAL FUNDING LEVELS OF THE CURRIGULUM DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS .
Iad . A - N
[ . - THAT ‘'WERE FUNDED DURING FISCAL YEARS 1579 1980 AND 1983 . . , ,
< - T 1
1
- State v Fy 1979 g . FY 1980 Fregss - n o
- : ’ Local State  Federal Totat Local State  Fedtra Tota wea S Sate Fegers Tots . o ,
o Pa— x
4 - . 7 f
Alaska o O _$23611  $23611 o 0  $30 00  $30 000 . o o LSBT 981 . stiasgz
- Anzona 0 o 0 0 0 0 $830 205 $8§30 205 o o v z 8830 205
\\_’4 CaMorma - — $1876J9 $187619 ) 0 ) o 5 5 5, o~ 1 _swsitwm e - —
Flonda .0 o ) 0 0 0  $25875 #825%875 2 O SS166L  35¢ 667 §77 535 {
fnos $12888 0 $35560  $48 448 $18606 0 $29331  $48537 sas 399 . 0 s9ndin Braa 39a $23° 384
‘ Inhana -~ L 0 0 $194955  $194 955 * 0 0 527900 527906 ,  * 5, S S14tOL 51200 ' 5235 95¢ '
7 towa - - - Z R - - ) - - - B - - - -~ N >
Kansas 0 0 0 Y0 $311 0 $311 $622 0 v ° 7 , 8622 .
. Maine ) 0 0 ,$114000 $114000 0 o s o s7voco .0 g 't 343000 s49 000 $234 U ‘
> Maryland 0 0 S70500  $70 500 - ) 0 9 o o 6 o NN $74 450 )
. . 3
Massaghusetts $18539 — 5200000 $218539 0 0 8250000 $250T0C 3 .- T8200 3 82VT U, SKEx 4 39
. Michigan . 0 0 $90663  $90 663 0 0 o ¢ . o 0 $135000  $°35 000 $225 663
’ . : - ? -
- . Minnesota . 0 0. $16500 $165Q 0 0 $3594 $3 594 o o 4 P $20 094
i New Jersey . 0 O $3588¢  $35884 o . 0 $30126 $30 126 ¢, 0 $47525 347525 $11353 .
. New Mexco . "o 0 0 0¥ o 0 o 0 o O $1720007 $172 507 $172 060 -
, -— - - -y .
*. New York O  $14:376 $315478 $329 854 - 0 $19562 $267 673 $287 235 Oy 0 o o, 517083
Ohwo 6 0 o o 0 0 $14000  $14000 ‘ 0 .0 S20000  “$20 000 $34 000 b
R ) - :
’ Oregon - - - - - — * - . - .- - - -
. - " e - .
, Souttr Dakota ’ ) 0 o ° 0 ro * L0 sa1 200 ‘av 200 ¢ 0 6 € S $41 200
Texas R .0 . 0 $408 691 $408691 0 o' 5387981 $387 981 ! 0 0 .G 5 € 796672
& o .
Vudoa ) - - - - - - - - - @ - - - _ .
. AR States $31427  $1437981693 461 51 B36 664 $18917  $19562 $2 009 796 $2 048 275 $224399 — $779285 $8B4 6€5 $4 672 004
N = 57 S . ' -
n = 21 (states that funded 3t least one (1) prosect dunng the three year penod) ¥ - S
— = ggla not avaBDe g __ R r
. ’ * . N - .
. -~ . X . ‘ . . 3 *
LN
J v - . R . é o . . - .
v . . 1 L . ¢
' . .
. A :
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1 . . N - - . -
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lum deve!opment projects during the three-year period by the 18 states ¢
$ | .
* reporting data. For each fiscal year, the federal set ‘aside -was the
. /—
; largest fundlng source and for the most part state funds the smaHest
.
. , (funding source. Most states funded curriculum’ dgvelopment- projects solely
with -federal funds. .
et o a .
' In summary, most states have not used their federal handicapped -
ard disadvantaged set-aside funds. and matching sfate and local funds to
support currlculum development projects and activities. However, for the
t -
Vmajorlty of the 21 states which have funded such projects, the federal
3 ‘ . ( v . .
set-aside provided all'or ithe greatest -portion of funding.
v . ' ’ ~
b, How many VOCATIO!\AL GUIDANCE AND COUNSERING projects
were funded by the states using the 10% handicapped, and 20%
disadvantaged set- aS!de funds; and what were the local, state,
and federal funding levels of the pro;ects during f“scal years
‘ . 1979, 1980, and19817 \

The vocational gu}dance and counseling projects funded by the states

,,,usmg the 10% handlcapped and 20% disadvantaged- set-aside funds during

A .

fiscal years 1979, 1980, énd 1981 ‘are presented in Table 7. Mineteen of

A "~

the 57 states funded at'least one vocational ' quidance and counse!ingi

project Wlth' the set-asides during fiscal years 1979, 1980, and 1981.

- ) Seven.states did not provide data o?n the number of proje(cts they funded.

" However, from the data .availab!e a total of 116 vocatlo}\al guidance and
counsellng pro;ect‘s were funded dé“"lng the three-year period. Fifty .

- prOJects were funded during flscal “year 1980; 42 du'rlng 1981, and 24
during 1979. Kansas reported the largest number of projects funded

Ly (34), neaﬂy one—thirfd of all "projects during th‘e three-year ‘period.

,Florida and Indiana also funded a relatively large number of vocational

guidance and counseling projects (22). The projects that were funded by

\
\ _ ) 23 u) o
Q o~
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TABLE 7
VOCATIONAL GUIDANCE AND COUNSELING PROJECTS THAT "WERE FUNDED BY
THE STATES USING THE SET-ASIDE FUNDS DURING FISCAL YEARS 1979, 1980, AND 1981

Sta.te . ' FY 1979  FY 1980 FY 1981 . Total’
Alaska T . 2 ct 4
Anizona - ‘ 0 5 0 5
California , - 0- 0 ‘ _
Flonda T 5 8 2
+ Indiana ) - 11 10 - [ 22
lowa i — - ~ — | _ )
Kansas ' 6 10 18 j 34 \
: -Marylandi 3 ! 0 : 0 ‘ 3
Massachusetts C =T — - _ S
Michigan /1 o ) Yy | 2
Minnesota ' * 2 -3 o 3 i 8 _
Missouri ' s — — —. l; —
s\New Jersey T 0 0 1 /: 1
New York . 1 2 0 / 3
Oregon — 9 ' 0 , ! 9
Texas : 0 3 o / 7 3
Virginia - . —_ -/ —
X Wisconsin "o — = 0o / _

- Puerto Rico ’ — - —/ : _
—/ Alstates” 24 50 . 42 116

=57 - o / =
= 19 (states that funded at least one (1) project durmg the three-year period)

N
n
— = data not available - .

o)
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Kansas, Florida, 'and Ihdiana represented 67% of all the projects that were
& ! . .

fundeq by the:states during the three-year period.

- Table 8.'|Hustrates the federal set-aside and matching state and local
funding levels of the vocational gL'Jidance and cihﬂéeling pro;ects' funded
during fiscal years 1979, 1980, and 1981. A total of $5,948,185 of com-

bined federal set-aside and matching state and local fumds was used to

" support vocational guidance and counseling projects and" activities during

the three-year period b;/ the 14 states reporting data. For each fiscal
year, the f/ederal set-aside was the largest funding %ource. However,

vocational guidance and counseling projects were funded very _mi\nimally

by matching state funds but local funds were relatively large in some

states. This may suggest that the state education agencies in-t,hesvg'

rw‘
states feel vocational guidance and counseling is primarily a local educa-

tlon‘ agency's rt.éspon‘si‘bility. Another plausible explanation 1Is thét‘\ local
staff such as guidance co.unselors are already in the schools and can
facilitate the conduct of projects. Most of the stat.es funded p'rojectsjwith
only federal set-asides. ' . L

. ln. summary, most states have n?),t used their f,ederal‘set-faside funds
and matching. state and local funds to' support wtional guidance and

counseling projects and activities. However, of the 19 states which have

funded projects, the federal set-aside generally was the greatest portion

" of funding while the matc‘hing state funds represented only a very minimal

portion of funding, and local funds represented a r.‘elatively large‘contrit
. / . -

bution for some states. ' '

5. How many »~VOCATIONAL EDUCATION PERSONNEL TRAINING
projects were funded by the states using the 10% handicapped
and 20% disadvantaged set-aside’ funds; ! and what were the
local, state, and-federal funding levels of the projects during
fiscal years 1979, 19;30, and 19817

25 / ‘
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’ . TABLE 8 . ¢
FEDERAL SET-ASIDE AND MATCHING STATE AND LOCAL FUNDING LEVELS OF THE VOCATIONAL GUIDANCE AND COUNSELING PROJECTS ) .
“ e
THAT WERE FUNDED DURING FISCAL YEARS 1979 1980 AND 1981
State . FY 1979 . - . FY 1980 3 FY1981 ,
Local State Fegecal Totat Locat State Federal Totat Local State Fegeral Totat * Totat”
Ataska . i 0 0 $20371  $2037% 0 0 $5023 $5023 0 __0 $10000, $10000 $35 394
Arzona 0 o} 0 0 0 0 $196396 $196 396 o} o} o . o} &196 396
Calforma — — $98B 371 §988B 371 0 9 0 0 0 [} o} 0 $988 371
Flonda < 0 0 10536 S° 0536 (o} 0 $75 605 $75 606 o} [¢] $55250  $552%0 $241 391
inthana ) o} $6 000 $6 000 0 0 $289 759 5269759 0 0 $43 203 $43 203 ’ $318 962
B N fand
lowa - - - - - - — - - _ - - -
1 ’ -
Kansas $120 911 0 5130942 $251 853 $183612 0 5156825 $340437 $373 985 O 8380222 $754 20_7 $1 346 497
Maryland $211789 O 8211783 3423578 ¢} O o] 0 o] o] 0 O $423578
Massachusetts [ - - 2 - - - - - - - - -
Michigan 0 o} sz’; 649 $74 649 0 ;. 9 0 0 0 9] $50 000 $50 000 $124 649
Minnesots G ¢} $31 890 $31 890 v ] o $40 159 $40°1 59 0 [¢] $42 378 $42 378 $114 427
. Mssoun o} 0 $378G00C $378 000 o] 3 0 $255000 $255000 0 0 $350000 $350 000 $983 00C (T
New Jersey [¢] o} s} ¢} o] 0 o] o} 5] o $11072 $11072 $11072
New vork . 0 $4 760 * $233 24C $238 000 o] $12518 613371 $625 889 o} 0 s} 0 5463 889 -
Oregon 0 o] 0 o} . o} 0 $170756 S$170756 o} Q o} 0 $170 756
. -
Texas 0 0 0 0 0 0  $94 409  $34 409 0 0 0 9 $94 409
.. * P
Viegima R — — . - — - - R - ¢ - - — — — -
L]
Wisconsin - - b - - - - — o] o o] 0- -
Puertc Rco | - T - - . - — - - - - - — -
Al States $332 700 $4 760 52 185 788 $2 523 248 $132612 $12518 $1 877 30352073433 $373 988 —  $942125 $1 316 110 $5 948 185
N =57 . : ' .
n = 19 istates that lunded at teast one 1) project dunng the three year penod) *
— = data rot avatible . pi ) g .
. ' . no
* . (VAW
t - '




The vocational education personnel training projects funded by t ' 2
states using t(he 108 handicapped and 20% disadvantaged set-jaside fundsy
during fiscal years, 1979, 1980, and 1981 ‘are presented in Table 9.
Twenty seven of the 57 states funded at least 'ne vocational education
personnel training project with the set-asides dKrlng fiscal years 1979
1980,-’a_nd 1981. Five "states did not provide d\ata /the number 01;"\
projects theyl‘ funded. However, the available data indicate a total of 158
vocationgl education personnel training projects were funded over the
three-ye.ar period. Seventy-five projects were funded during fiscal year
1980, 43 during 1979, and 40 during 1981. Newl Hampshire reported the
largest number of projects funded (20) during the three-year period.
Flor'*ida,. Minnesota, Maryland, Texas, and Mew Jersey also funded a .
relatively '|arge‘,number of vovcational education personnel training pro-
jects. §|xty percent of ,all the projects \funded-\were from these states.

Table 10 illustrates the federal set-aside and matching state and local
funding levels of the vocational education personnel training projects
funded during fiscal years 1979, 1980, and 1981. A total of $5,662,734 of
combined federal set-aside and rrgt;hing state and local funds was used to
support \’/oc‘atlonal education personnel training projects and activities
during the three—year period by thelel states reporting data. - For each
fist:al year, the federal set-aside was the largest funding source and the
state funds'the smallest funding source. Most states funded vocational
educatit)n personnel training projects with only federal set-ajyes.

' ' . In summary, most states have not used their tederal set;aséd‘é’funds
s

and 'matching. state and local, funds to support vocational education per=

sonnel training projects and activities. Howgver, of the 27 states which —
. ' v '
’ \
s ‘3/‘ ¢
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TABLE 9 ,
- VOCATIONAL EDUCATION PERSONNEL TRAINING PROJECTS THAT WERE FUNDED BY
THE STATES USING THE SET-ASIDE FUNDS DURING FISCAL YEARS 1979, 1980, AND 1981

State FY 1979 FY 1980 FY 1981 ~ Total
Alaska  ° -1 , 0 2
Arizona , 0 6 0
Arkansas 1 1 "0
Califgrnia — 0 0
i Connecticut 0 0 1
Florida 8 10 1
Idaho +* 1 2 0 -
llinois 1 3 B 2
'/\ ' indiana 2 '2 1
. . lowa _ — — —
" Kansas -2 1 . "3 6
Maryland 7 5 2 14
Massachusetts 1 3 2 6
b Michigan . 2 - 1 - 2 5
* . Minnesota 4 10 5 19
— . Missour 0 — -0 -
+ Nebraska 0 ' 1 0 1
New Hampshire ) 5 9 §] . 20
New Jersey 2 S 3 4 11
New Mexico 0 1 2 3
New’York Pt 1 1 0 2
North Dgg,ofé . 0 2 2 4
Oregon - . — — - —
South Carolina 0 1. 1 2.
v South Dakota 0 ‘4 4" 8
) Texas 5 . 7 0 12
Virginia - b _ = - \
All States 3 75 40 158
‘. N=57 .
n = 27 (states that funded at Ieastf'n 1) project during the three-year period)
= data not available / .
, .
) ')3 . »
28 /
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. ] TABLE 1O, * x
L FEDERAL SET-ASIDE AND MATCHING STATE AND LOCAL FUNDING LEVELS OF THE VOCATIONAL EDUCATION PERSONNEL TRAINING . .
- ) ’ , PROJECTS THAT WERE FUNDEjURING FISCAL*YEARS 1979, 1980, AND 1981
A
. - State Fy 979"+ Fyieso - FY1981 : .ot
N Cocal State Federat Total ’ Locat " State Federal Yotal Local State Federal Total Total
. Y %
. Alaska 0 6 s6500 $6500 . a 0 o 0 0 0 B $36500 $36 590 $43 000
. -¢ —_ 2 38200 - 3 00, - 283 :
* Anzona ¢ o -t o + o * o _0 ' 0 $345194 $345194 . .0 o - 0 +  $3a5194
o . - .
. Arkansas $10 000, 0" $40900 _$50 900 $3100 - 0 $26067 29 167 ( o, 0 0 o™ $80 067
Cahlornia . R — $1032 532 $1 033 532 ) 6 o 0 0 0. 0 0 $1 033 532
. - ' B - T A -
Connectcut K 0 o 4d o0 0 o 9o o0 0 0 $20434 520434 $20 434
* N .
. Flonda 0 0 $223300 $223300 o 0 $273 962 ;273%2 ~ ..9 . 0 86300 586300 $583 562
Idaho 1. 0 0  $4450  $4450 - 0 0 54389  S4 M9 : 0 0 0 0 $8 839
P - - - - - - . - . g
. T oo’ * 0 570000  $70 000 $45382 0 $102131 $147 553 $48 384 0 5107462 $155 846 $373 359
.
* Inckana " o 0 $29000  $29000 o . 0 _S6000 . $6000 iy 0 $3000  $3000 $38 000
) Towa - - - . T . - PO S Lo - - - -
- . - 1 g
. ;' Kansas $4938 0 $7493 s12430° w01 ° 0' $1602  $2403 «8{2 835 0 $21290 " $34 125 - 548 958
PO — ) .
. : Maryland | R 0 © 0 $167500 $167500 ° o 8 5210948 s210 949 0 0 $110000 $110000 $488 449
N Massacquselts : 0 od $85000° 385000 " o 0 $208000 $208 000 s o * 0 3196 000 * $196 000 $489 000
o .
. Mghgan $27 948 0 $105,518 $133 466 o * 0 $75000 ' $75000 S0 e0_ 8176000 $176000 % s$384 466
o  Mmoesota 0 0 $10800 $108Q0 ¢ __ 0 ss3ssg ss3sss o o, 0 84030 v 5158688
Missoun 0 0 0 0 0 _0 830000 $30000 0 0 0 0 $30 000
Ty Neraska P o 0o o .0 .0 _s4821  $3995  $8816 ° o, _o._. o 0 58816
” uamﬁme O . 0 88526 68526 .0 _ 0 Siawgeas  sH4 648 0 82312  $98753 $101071 $294 245
. New Jersey 0 g 0 serzs sarizs 0 0 $26645 “SM64s .0 __ o Mms238 , 545238 $113 008
.~ . : ) I . . , L.
. New Mexxo . 0 o' __ o o 0 _0 $40016 $40016 _ 0 _ ‘o s3doo0 ' $34000 $74 016
.o New York .0 $858  $42054 $42912 v o $31, $1539  §1570 . 0 e 0 o o~ $44 482
) . 7
North Dakota : o .o o 0 ) 0 .$3483 412607 $16090 ) ,;sia.rzn $48778  $6% 049 $79 139
" N . s Oregon - 4 - = .= - - - - - - - . oL~ - s - —
. South Carouna , o M o 0 0. 0 $44598 $44598 0 0 $40674  $40674. $85 272
.0 0 - 544 398 544 598 R 540 674 840674
! South Dakota . e o 0. 0 0 - 346774  $46774 0 0 $34324 $34324 * $81098
’ . - - . - - - - - T e ": '\‘f - - T .
. . Texass LI 0 $391637 0 0 $365428 $365 428 0 0 0 0 . $757 065
. , < N - T —= . T - . - e ST b - - -
( Vrgna B R = = = .- - ' - - : -
'v ) h ¥ ¢ - - e \
4 .
.o . < 7 Al States $42807 _ $858 52327 334 52,371 078 $49.283 _ $8 335 $2 033 402 $2 091 020 | $61219  $16 583,51 058 759 $1 140 591 S5 602734
’ T cT T T - T T T T B N B T [ T - ) -
, T Y
N=57 ° d * . . "
) .
. . n =27 (states that funded at Ipast one (1) project dunng the three year penod) . .
. — = datanot avalable ) Y T -
. . ‘ : 4ty
. . ~ ’ o ¥,
. * . :
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have funded projects, the federal set-aside was .generally the lar{e‘/sf’ .

portio‘n ,of funding.

—

Objective Ill: Determine the scope of the p'ro ram improvement and
support services projects. g\
- . ) -
6. What content, program, or problem areas were addressed

. by the program improvement and support services projects

funded by the states using the 10% handi‘apped and 20%

> disadvantaged set-aside funds during fiscal years 1979,
' 1980, and 1981? ‘ $

The content, prografn, or ‘problem areas which were addressed by

the program improvement and support services projects and flnded by
L =N

_ the states(using the 1 handicapped and 20% disadvantaged set-aside
funds during fiscal yea}*s 1979, 1980, and 1981 are presented in*Table 11.

A  total of 572 program improvement and support services projects were -

.

funde’q with the set-asides by the 27 states which funded at least one

.project or activity' during the three-year period. Vocational education

personnel training projects (158) were most frequently funded.- Research
projects and activities (92) were least frequently funded. Fgrty-eﬂight
percent of all funded projects and activities were in the areas of pre_rs‘on-

nel preparation, support services, instmeictional methods and’ materials,

pe

- and career development and exploration.
. ' . N
Personnel preparation and staff devetopment for vocational .educgtors

1

-relative to the vocational education of handicapped and disadvantaged

learners were the most frequent kinds of funded projects and activities

A

(163) across the five funding areas. Personnel preparation and staff

development programs were generally funded under vocational education
s .

.. ’ . v .
personnel training. These programs commonly involved general preservice
and inservice training of vocational educators and sypport personnel with

. R / . . N

- .

L3 e . »

'




\ ! o &

TABLE 11

CONTENT, PROGRAM, OR PROBLEM AREAS THAT WERE ADDRESSED BY THE PROGRAM
IMPROVEMENT AND SUPPORT SERVICES PROJECTS AND FUNDED BY THE STATES USING THE

SET- ASIDES DURING FISCAL YEARS 1979, 1980, AND 1981

12

Content Research  Exemplary Curriculum, Vocational  Vocational  Total
Program, or .o and Development ‘Guidance Education
Problem Area Innovative » and Personnel
“ _ Programs ° v Counseling  Traning
Staff Development 2 2 4 ’ 4 - 80 92
Support Services ., 4 13 14 . 38 8 77
Community Resources ! .
Methods and “ 15 4 20 7 14 60
Materials \
Career 22 8 8 2 45
Development and .
Exploration ,
Limited English 12 11 1 5 35
Proficiency Bilingual !
Education
Vocatlonal 9 0 12 7 32
Assessment -
Unidentifieq . 10 '8 4 3 26
Dissemination and | 6\ 8 L] 3 7 25
Techieal Assistance \ (—\ -
Interagency ' -3, 1 1 6 11 22
Cdlféborﬁtvqn - T ’ . ,
Comperency ’ .00 o‘ 11 0- 9 20
Basad Vdgational ; . : )
Edueatnon""‘ ’ o “ . .
WvRe‘crwtmeng" Retentlc:g»‘ 1 3 1 11 1 17
Fﬂa;:emen ang Follow-up ¢¢ . -
-~ Drgpodts SEEF ential ,' 0. 3 10 2 1 16
. Drbpouts ‘& ’
P”'egram mffavedfont ¢ 15 0 0 16
an Piannmg ,
Program Evalpanon ) 13 ” 1 4 0 15
Negds Assessmen!s 1 0 0 14
Basic Skils K 2 1 3 14
Stereotypmg Non- 3 10 0 13
traditeral.Gcdupations
Vlsuﬁ and Hearing - 0 4 R 12
Imparred
Spqcral Populations . 0 -5 1. 1 5 12
{Ediotionalty . B N
Handicapped. Native : - e
Amgrcans, -y '
‘Incarcerated, Blacks
and Parerls) )
Adult Vocational T 2 . 2 . 3 1 9
Services , N
Totals ' . 92 108 100 116 158 572
N=57 i .
n=27 {states that funded at least one (1) project dunng the three-year penod)
. N
. ;@ -
»N 31
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respect to student needs, individualizing instruction, and methods and
procedures for main$treaming special needs students into regular vocational
_programs.

Seventy-seven support services/community resburces projects and
v

-

S

- . - °, . .
activities were funded by the states and nearly 50% of these wére within

the vocational quidance and counseling are

K .

dealt with identifying, dccessing, and evaluating the necessary supplemen=-

Generally, these programs

tary 'school and commuanity services students meed to be successful in

vocational programs and.in transition to employmepit.

Methods and materials was also a high priority area. Many projects
focused on research, curriculum development, apd.personnel training.
Generally, the projects were concerned with the mwdification of existing

or, development of new teaching methods and instfructional materials to

*

meet the individual learning needs of handicapped \and disadvantaged

’

learners. Sbme attention was focused on training personnel in the- develop-
ment and use of appropriate methods and materials.

Career development and exploration in terms of the development and

hY

lmplemeptation of vocational awareness, orientation, and exploration pro-
grams, particularly at the secondary level, was the focus of 45 projects.

Many of thesc_a' were funded under exemplary and innovative programs

’ R o

including the development of modification of exploratory teghnical coteses
- . .

and skill training programs designed for special needs learners who

previously. have had limited program options and career"alternatives.
. . r )

In summary, 27 of the 57 states have used their handicapped and

disadvantaged set-aside funds to support 572 program improvement and

support services activities- during fiscal years 1979, 1980, and 1981.

s

Vocational educatwh personne} training projects were most frequently -

R Y32 I
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funded while research projects were least frequently funded. Personnel

preparation, support; services, instructional methods and ma

»

career development and exploration projects and activities repreiented

nearﬁ\;ﬁf!f of the projects funded during the three-year period.
. . )t A i s .

Objective IV: ldentify several program improvement projects and déVelop
v abstracts. .

“ Wt
w \

The number\ of projects, program descriptions (or apstracts) sub-
mittec}, and abstracts developed (of edited) by program improvement
areas are presented in Table 12. Two hundred and eighty-five (285)
program)descriptions and abstracts were submitted by the‘ RCU directors

from the 572 projects that they listed on the surveys. However, 22 of the

<

27 states which funded at least one project during the three-year period
submitted all the program_ descriptions. The low return in some states

was attributable to program descriptions being unavailable. In some cases,

“

" the RCU directors or their staffs were under time constraints and could

not assemble or develop the ab¥tracts. In other states, the directors did

+

" not have adequate staff or any staff to assign to this task. s

Fift’y of . the 285 program descriptions submitted by the directors

[N

were selected for the purpose of develo'ping abstracts. When a state

-

ment area, one abstract was Jdeveloped for each of the five areas. The

v

projects identified by means pf the abstracts were not selecte
g

evaluative criteria, but ,rather on diversity ‘and on overall breadth

n specific

topics ~from the “available prog‘ram descriptions by program improvement

area,* Therefore, a representative sample of program improvement pro-
M )

jects funded with the 10% handicapped and 20% disadvantaged set-asides

L

b

providéd program descriptions or a\pstracﬁs for every program improve-/

%




\
N \ v
during fiscal years 1979, 1980, and 1981 ‘were selected and abstracts

developed ® These .are presented in Appendix D.
. - ¥ “~

‘ TABLE 12 \
_~ NUMBER OF PROJECTS, PROGRAM DESCRIPTIONS SUBMITTED, AND
ABSTRACTS DEVELOPED BY PROGRAM IMPROVEMENT ARSAS

* v
4 Program ’
Abstracts Descriptions Total Projects
Program Improvement Area Developed Submitted JFunded
Research . 5 57 92
’ . -
Exemplary and Innovative Programs 12 . 82 106
. Curriculum Development 7 . by . . 100
Vocational Guidance and Counseling y 42 116
Vocational Education Personnel Trainirlg 22 60 158
Total . /\[ 50 285 572
N =27 $ )\
n= 22
L 4

~

t/




Summary, Conclusions, and Recommendations

Summary

*

>

The purpose of this study was to determine the extent to which the
50 states, District of Colurmbia, ang the trust territories (American Samoa,
. Guam, Northern Mariana Islands’, Puerto Rico, Trust Territory Qf the

Pacific Jslands, and Vlrmo_lslands) ‘have used thelr 10% handicapped and

20% !vantaged set-aside funds provided by Public Law 94-482 to

support program’ imp’ro(xement projects and activities. In order to examine
the central problem ﬁmreﬁ closely, the research, ekemplary and innovative
programs, ct]rr%culum development, vocational guidance and counseling,
and vocational education personnel {raining projects funded during 'fiscal
‘years 1979: ‘1980, and ]981 were identified. Further, the“ federal set-
aside and matching state and local funding Ievels\of the pr;ojects were also
determined. The specific content’, program, add problem areas addressed
by the projects were identified and‘a’ compendium of program improvem'ent
project abstracts was dgVeloped. ’A five-item survey in;trument was‘
developed to achi'eve the major objectives and answer the research ques-
tions of this study. The entire population of 57 state, research c;ord%nh-
a.ting' unit (RCU) directors was chosen to participate. After the initial
mail survey an‘d subsequent mail and telephone follow-up: surveys, the
final response rate was 100%. The data analysis process included the
development of d‘escriptiv,e data tables and.a discussion of the findings.

. It w&@s not the intent of this study to identify and examine all the
prﬂects and activities -the states funded that impacted upon handicapped

and disadvantaged Iearners Only those projects, programs or activities

funded in part or whole with the handlcapped and disadvantaged set-aside

- 1




y .
‘ funds were identified. Fprt.her,~this study did not attempt to assess the
effectivene'ss of the projects, Jnor to determine ‘the levels or" foculs of
funding of basic grants to LEAs. The fin\dings ar’e based on the major
objectivgs and re_search questions developed for this study. The general

findings of this study were: * y . | .
‘ , 1+ Twenty-five of the57 states and‘territories fur]ded at'least one
. _research/ projec(%the 10% handicapped :—_md 20% di:?"'?avantaged
set-aside funds during fiscal years 1979 1980, Bﬂd."1981 while
, a t:tal ‘0% 92 projects were funded. A toz‘a} of $lt 609,825 of
combined federal set-aside and r‘natcmng state -and local funds
\ ) was used to fund resgarch projects during: the three-year
— .

3a

period by the 23 states reporting data. The federal set-asides
represented the largest portion of funding and the state funds
the smallest funding source. Most states fundeds research

projects withf only the federal set-asides.

N ¢

Twenty-two of the 57 states and territories funded at Ieaslt one
exemplary and innovative program pro;ect with the 10% handl—
capped and 20% disadvantaged \set-asuje funds® during flscal
years 1979, 1980, and 1981; while a total of 106 projects were
funded. A total of 35,932,805( of combineé federal set-aside and
matching state and local “funds \;vas used to fund exemplary and
innovati;é program projects during the' three-yedr period by
- .
the 18 states repo.rting data. Mcst states used the federal
set-asides to fund the major part ofﬁ)r entire projects while the

-

state and local funds were relatively less used.

>
Twenty-one of the 57 states -and territories funded at least one




.
(b'

St
.

m,.l v

4.

El

1

curriculum development project with the 10% handicapped (a—nd'

20% disadvantaged set-aside 7funds during fiscal years 1979,

-

.1980, and 1981; ‘while a total of 100 projects were funded: A
total of $4,672,204 of combined federal set-aside and matchiﬁg
state and local fynds ‘was used to fund curriculum develppment
projects.during the three-year period by the 18 states report-
ing data. Most 'states funded projects in eart or whole with

only the federal &et-asidés. -

-

Nineteen of the 57 states and territories funded at least one
vocational _guidance and counseling project with the 10% handi-
capped and 20% .disadvantaged set-asides during fiscal years
1979, 1980, and 1981; while a total of 116 projects were funded
SiXty-seven percent of all the pr‘O]eCtS were funded by three
states. A total of $5,948,185 of con federal set-aside and
matching state and local fungs was used to fund vocational
g'undance and counseling projects during .the three-year period
by the 14 state’s reporting data. The projects were funded
minimally with state funds while the federal set—;side was the

largest funding source. In addition, local funds represented a

substantial portion of funding for some of the projects.

Twenty-seven of the 57 states and territories funded at least
dne vocational education*personnnel trai‘ning project with the
10% handicapped and 203 disad'var)tagec? set-aside funds during
fiscal years 1979, 1980, and 1981; while a total of 158 projects

were funded. Slxty percent of all the projects were funded by

six states. A total of §5,662,734 of comb\’he.d/federal set-aside’

-

37
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-and matching state and local funds was used to fund vocational

e . education personnel training prgjects during the three-year \\_7

period by thqu'll states reporting data. Most states funded

projeéts witg only federal set-asides while state funds were

o , . . >

: minirtally used. r

-
- »

‘ 6. A total of 572 program improvement and support services pro-
,Jects were funded with the 10% handicapped and 20% disadvan-

taged set-asides by the'27'states .which funded at least onle pro-

ject or activity d.uring the three-year period. Vocational educa-

v ,. tjon personnel ,trai‘ning projects were most frequently fundéd
while research proj'ects were least frequent{vy\funde(;l. Approxi-

- mately 50% of all--the projects and activities fu\nded dealt' with.
the topics of personnel preparation, support services, instruc-

tional methods and materials, and career development and ex-

-

ploration,

Conclusions

" The conclusions, based on the@findings of this study, are concerned
" with the extent to which the states have used their 10% handicapped and ~

‘20%1 disagvantaged federal set-asides and matching state and local funds to

2 -

éuppot program improvement projects and activities in the areas of
-~ ., - ¢

research, exemplary and innovative programs, curriculum development,
vocational guidance and counseling, and vocational edu(]ation personnel

training. .

1. Most states and territories .did not use their 10% handkcapped

|
i ‘ 'and 20% disadvantdyed set-asides to fund program improvement
i « »

| ’

- B b

ERC | 4
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/ N ' . .
projects and activities. However, 47% of the states, funded at

least one proje;:‘t/zr activity during'fiscal years 1979, 1980, and

-
-

1981: o,

2, Vocational education personnel training projects were most fre-
quentQIy funded while research projects’ were least™frequently

! funded.

3. A small number of states funded a large percen'ta"g'é”of all the

projects. . . s -
. o P
4, One-half of all the program improvement grojects and activities

z

funded focused on:the topics of personnel preparation, support
. services/community resources, instructional methods and ma-

terials, and career devélopment and exploration,

-

L3

The states used their federal handicapped and disadvantaged

ut

set-asides to fund the largest portion of the projects and activi-

ties while the projects were least funded with state funds.
A .

- 6. Most states funded\mc\)‘jicit/s with only fedt-aral‘set-aside funds.

, ‘ 7. fhose states which did not use their set-asides to support pro-
gram improvement projects -and activitiesiapparently used th;a

p _ funds for basic grants to local education agencies (several RCU
= directors indicated this on their ,surveys) 'to/:su;‘a‘;zort the excess

costs for providing vocational instructlon and support seryices |

P
H

to handicapped and disadvantaged learners.

8. Many states may fund several Subpart 3 (Program Improvement

-

and Support Services) projects which include special needs as

L4 Al -




-well as non-special needs students. - Thus, it is difficult to

determine the full extent of funds ;expended for special reeds

combination of students are not counted against the 10% and 20%

special needs set-asides. ) -

Recommendations . ) .
A\ - . '
The fidings and conclusions of this study indicated that the 10%

: L
handicapped and 20% disadvantaged set-aside funds were not generally
used by most states to fund program improvement programs and activi-
ties. Although several special needs national and statewide needs assess-

ment, evaluation, and policy'studies (Davis and Ward, 1978: Howard,

1979; Phelps and -Thornton, 1979; Greenan and Phelps, 1980) have’ in-

3

dicated a need for expanded program improvement ini%iatives in areas

such as interagency cooperation and program evaluation, many states

»,

apparently are» not using part of their—~sgt-asides for these purposes.
This does not necessarily suggest that the states have not funded pro-
~gram improvement activities which impacted upon special needs learners,

nor that the set-asides have not been appropriately used as basic grants

¥
to LEAs to support the excess costs of educating handicapped and dis-

advantaged students in voca.tional education. However, as’ handicapped

»
and disadvantaged learners continue to, be placed in regular=vocational

programs, it" will become increasingly important to develop improved

-

programs and se{rvices which assist them in succeeding'in their programs

and making the transition to the world of work.
_ L i
Several general and specific. recommendations can be made based .on

v

the fi{mdings and conclusions of this study. The recommendations which
f.

i . , \

49

.,
.

learners under Subpart 3. Generally, these projects serving a ' ¢

14
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follow are addressed to research and development, poli’c:)/‘ making, and

* ~

planning personne! at the federal, state, and local levels. ) - .
Mdy specifically , examlned the extent to whlch the states

have used ftheir’ 109 handlqapped and 20% dlsadvantaged funds\

Yo
v ¢ to support program improvement projects and activities. How-
. - . .

ever, it is recommended that further studies examine all the
. N
funding sources which the stjt}s,use to fund ¥program improve-

ment projects that impact upon special needs learners .in voca- .

» N EN

tional education. For example, studies could be conducted to

detérmine all projects funded with Public Law 94-482 Subpart 3

r 2 .
funds which directly impact on special méeds learners. In

gddition, Public Law 94-142, Part B, funds could also be in-

” k" e 07

vestigated, , ‘e

<

~~ >
’ States need to continue or begin to respond to the’ eXIstlng

|nformat40n and data which have been provided by natienal and

] ’

& statewide needs assessments and evaluations with respect to
L]

special pommitations. P rarng improvement activities should be

! ) funded based on th assesseﬁeeds of dlfferent target groups
et

which ane concerned with lmpro\/ing and expanding vocational

education opportunities for -special needs learners, SEA persen-

nel (state dlrectors of vocational and" specnal educatlon state

\ - " consultants. for vocational special needs (handicapped and dis-

R advantaged), R directors, and: other;sta‘%),. LEA personnel
< (administrators, supervisors, tea.chers,‘ téacher aides, and other *

staffy, teacher edu;atore, parents and advocacy gr_*oups'l and

significant othgrs should have inpﬁ‘t into _assessing .program
! L ‘ ' . .

-

- P .
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. AmprovemeRt peeds, program inservice needs, ‘and personnel .
¥ . T . -

s B
) i:-/_ o ‘v "' needs “(can be concdrrent activities). F‘gr'mal needs ass‘essmen.ts
. : oo ca-n provi'de.vzm evidence»for decis}on' rrlaking- and fi‘scal‘ae-
o fos " d . . ' .
Cen coo\ntability( ) . . ) o
- _. *Several agéncies and programs (e.g’, Lellership Training'
4 ." '; . . }’nstitute/'Voc;atiohal and Spectal Education ‘at the Unibversity of*
%;’ X '80 ° . "-.'Illirt;ois Minhesota Resear(h and Development Cen\ter forpVoca-
‘ - tional Educatlon at the UmverSIty of Mm;;(esofa National Ipn-
K - . o > serv1ce Network at Indlana Umversuty// Eva\u\tloq Tralmng/. t

LI

Co&ortlum at '\"estern Mlchlgan Umv/efsnty and \the Naﬂpnal*

- yCe“nter for Research ‘in Vocatlonal Educatlon at The Qhio State .
. a2
o , U"n'wersity) haVe/_be'en working on vocatuonal/speclal catien
\' o ~ - & - .
. . ". needs, assess’ment for several years and are aval@ble resources
. s N -t -~ . -
. = r R for pgrsons who -want to deve!op instrumentati 's_trategle\&,
\ % : .
oo N - and procedures«for aSSessmg thefr stafdg' needs.
. - . . ! '
7 . “ . - Q
L 3. States shouldn creat'e regional arad/or natxonal dlssemmatlon net-
» ,  — .

works to share the special needs program lmprovement projects
whlch they are funglng Natuopa! orgamgattons such as the

, .& ’w Department of Educai!'on, Office of Vocational' and Adult (
- ‘% ’ . . N -~ . -~ ’
PO Education, Research jSection‘f; American Vocational Education

. & . . .
Research Association;, or the .National Association of Vocational
L te ' . L‘ *

\ -, - Education Special Needs Personnel could take the leadership in ,

.~

- * / ) e [ g
A developing such networks. One example of such a network is .
P . : : e,

.o ‘ i) . the "Consbrtium for Reseaxch Related to the Career Cevelopment’
"

* ; " of ,Special Popu!atlon/s " Tl‘@ Consortium includes the vocational
’ - & B L&
and specual education personnel from the "BIC TEN" umverSItlm




. . »
: - : . = 2

R ~  who are involved in research related to special needs learners.

) Through an interagency collaboratiye net\'/vork research ,pro-

grams and activities aj P'ared and conducted Network&could

e

take other forms such'as a’"clearinghouse" located at a colleqe\
. v .
: - o OF umversnty; or a pemodlc newsletter or directory of abstracts
’ . > .
' . compiled, produced, and disseminated through a contracted pri-
1s N . .

existing dissemination linkages or systems such as the ERIC

Clearmghouse or the National Center for Research in Vocational

T . /\\\ Education. The development of & dlssemlr—1\t70n network is very

‘ desirable since it could facilitate the sharing of program im-

Broverfent information and assist states in the non—dup'li‘cation
. ) P

: . of programs and activities.

- . . BN
a .
* vy, A follow-up to ‘this gtudy could examine the met'hocis and pro-
Y . cedures by which states have funded, 'are funding, ana will, in’
the futur;g ﬁn% program improvement projects: The information
olatained from such a lstudy ceuld,.provide state edugaUOn agen-
cies -wjth alternatives for as%es‘sing 'need§, prioritiz_ingg needs,
,and efficiently using their" existing funds.‘ Effegtive state
funding and allocation pollicies will 'become more significant as

. ’ 4 )
federal funding policies and resources become le/ss prevalent in -

$ . the states. ¥

5. Future research should investigate the e/ffectiveness of the

&

projects or their impact (sho#-term and long-term, intended
and unintended) on special needs learners. Program improve-

ment activities aregelatively costly . to conduct. As funds

) “

\) . - ',' ’ L‘3 -

vate or public .agency. Other alternatives could be to u%e

(-—_’
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»

become more scarce and the need for fiscal accountability and

-

_ efficiency becomes increasingly important, the states will have

to demonstrate apprdpriate use of available local, state, and

federal dollars. Evaluation questions including the following-

could be asked: As a result of the progr'ams and activities,

e D

/\how mahy additional students are being served? How successful

are students in .their wvocational programs and in the world of

work? How effective are teachers in working with special needs

T .
students after receiving personnel training? How appropriate

-

7‘%/ are the support services and curriculums available fo students’

These and other questions. need to be asked " to j’t’zi’:s‘jfl”fy and

<

\

validate the utility of future prog\ra'ﬁ\ improvemeht activities.

~

Future research studies could examine :the states' funding
palicies regarding basic grants to LEAs. Studies could exam-

ine: how needs are determined, the formulas used to allocate

funds, specific areas in which funds are usegd, the ‘adequac'y of

-t -

funds relative to assessed needs, and the cost-effectiveness/

_benefits of the basic grants. Similar studies could provide

valid evidence to state and federal funding agencies relative to
. . N

.

future funding priorities,
v - ‘ -
Vocational education, special education, vocational(' rehabilitation,

k4

CETA, and other private and public agencies which "serve

handicapped and, disadvantaged populations and use federal,

- - + -

state,. and local funds to support program imp%v‘ement activities
Ay . -

need to develop effective interagency cooperation and funding

N




.

ol

@

)

agreements. Coliabo_rative efforts between agencidsy will assist .
N - . ) :
in eliminating "duplicative efforts and* lead ,to incrdased fiscal

effici:ency.‘ State  education agéncy perdonnel (€é.g., RCU - -

dire}‘ctors,: state directers of special education, 'state directors of
‘ LY

«
vocational rehabilitation) could,develop cooperative needs assess-

ments: and funding policies, and identify'c'omq]on program

<

improvement activities. The first steps developing cooperative

agreements should be to define roles and‘ responsibilities and ,

‘

-

determine how each agency can best contribute to each activit;& g
The Lleadership Trainirg Institute "(LT1)/Vocational and -
S
Special Education at the University -of lllinois and the Int‘er:-

agency Linkage Model Project at the University of Wisconsin-

- Madison continue to work with state education agencies in

déveloping effective state level interagency cooperation and

agreem(ents; The LTI has cond,uct'ed/oa policy study and com-
~ .

piled a compendiurﬁ of interagency agreements which were

developed and implemented in the state¢. lsn addition, the LTI

has worked. with state Ieadership/bérsbnnel and has prov?ded_

training’ in developing collaborative agreements among’ state
L] . : o %

agenciga. . The University of Wisconsin-Madison has worked T

»e -
intensively with states to develop effective interagency agree-

-ments.  The interagency efforts of both these ‘p‘rogr'ams are

.

applicable Eto,\developing state level pmpgram improvement colla- ’ .

borative - activities.” State education agency personnel should
: -~ . ‘
consult these and other similar programs for assistance and

.

direction in interagercy activities. - “

RN -




In summary,' the funding of program improvement activities is an

» ,
important part of providing handicapped and ciisadvantaged learners with

» - . .

iexpand.ed vocational education and employment opportunities. However,

- v

local, state, and federal funds to support these activities are likely to

become more scarce as fedgral 'funding policies change and control of the
- [ ™
dollars shifts to the LEAs. Therefore, future state funding policies

1

should reflect increased -collaboration among vocational education, special
education, vocational rehabilitation, CETA: and other public and prlva/é

agencies. Cooperation and agreements should be developed in, such areas
; . Lo o,
as needs assessments, funding methods and procedures, program evalua-

- <
tion,. dissemination networks, and funding sources and allocations. Pro-
2 "2 . " . 9 . b }
gram improvement will flourish if state education agencies recognize fed-
. FA S .

eral policy changes and begin to develop effective strategies to meet .the

needs of their handicapped_ and disadvantagéd' special populations with

- potentially less funds and funding sources.

A :

W)
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) : Appendix A
‘ Prtii'am Improvement and Support Services
Special Needs Project Survey

LR

Name:

Address: ) .

iR
Telephone Number: ( )

. - ‘ >

Example _
i . . 7 X - . * N
_ Yocational Education Personnel Training .
* Funding

@ . @ - @ @ "] @ @
’ Fiscal Year Project Title . Local State Federal Total
1980 1. Personnel Preparation in | $1000 $2000 $3000 $6000

Teaching Handicapped ’
, Learners in Vocational
Education . rf

2. Non-Categorical Voca< 1000 2000 1500% 4500

* tional/Special Education N .

acher Programs . . .
‘ - @
— !
‘ " | Total | $2000 |$4000 | $4500 [s10500
| 1nstructions _
o 1. The Fiscal Year 1s‘glven
4 2, Project Title - List all projects that are being funded with the set-asides
for, special needs learners in the appropriate fiscal year. ——

3. Local Funding - Indicate the amourit of local funds in terms of dollars that
g are used to fund the project.
G4, State Funding -~ Indicate the amount of state'funds in terms of dollars that

. are used to fund the project.
" 5, Federal Funding - Indicate the amount of federal funds in terms of dollars

!

that are used to fund the project.
6. Total - Add the local, state, and federal funds used ED! an, individual pro-
' ject and record the sum,
7.,Total - Add the local, sfhte, and federal funds separately across projects

" and record the sums.

\




Research

Funding

State Federal

Fiscal Year Project Title Local Total
—_— _ .
; \ \ R
FY 1979 \
Pe
N , )
¢
Total
FY 1980 / -
‘o, ,
@ [+ <
N
Total

FYy 1981




Exemplary and Innovative Programs

. Funding
/ , .
Fiscal Year : Project Title Local State Federal Total
.‘ FY 1979 ) . . .
1] .‘\
- - ] - = :
Total
* FY 1980 4 : .
«. I
& -
*+ -
Total .
FY 1981 ‘
- .
4
. = ~
- \\ »
4! iy
! . ¥
- .
. ]
' . ‘Total C
. . 4, - ‘
5 . p
' V4 53 e .
Q ‘ b




L

N

Curriculum Development

: —~\\ ?unding
* Fiscal Year Project Title Local -State Federal Total
FY 1979 T
, -
wigh ¥
Total -
v/ -
FY 1980
'
N
»
W Total . > /.
FY 1981 ) " e
9
. . l
N A Y
Total
»
. .
s (0




. ryd ) ‘ - ' -
Vocatiohal Guidance and Counseling -
. v . Funding
Fiscal Year Project Title " Local Stat; Federal Total
L FY 1979 T . : '
*» ' -
’ 6 ]
. Total
%y 1980 ) ‘ .
&

1
"\\\, )
’ 1 Total
-
FY 1981 , )
. \ . \\.
- Y ‘ - %

Pt

‘M ¢ ¢ /
N -~
AN
N ‘
Total )
o 55
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)

Vocational Education Personnel Training

*

[ B ad

O u

. Funding.
Fiscal Yeagp Project Title ‘Local State Feéeral Total
FY 1979
@ Total ' )f
FY I?Sf .
a 1]
"y
’ Total )
,/"‘\V
FYy 1981 -
* ’ é
- \
»
LY % i ‘ ‘—‘
TotalTi '
56 7
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~+ University of llinois at Urbana-Champaign -

[

' i ) , ’ M ) 335 Edu |—‘n B‘Ulldl
College of Education ) ) s Sf::hosneﬂ ng ’
DEPARTMENT OF VOCATIONAL . . L ! - Champoign, it 51820 ’
AND TECHNICAL EQUCATION . . (217) 333-0807
' . ' . i Q ’ e
' . - N . ' — '
L AppendixB . - .
. BN ' , . e . .
. . f'i. . . .J\October 15, 1980
¥ ' -
’ ’ . \
~  Dear RCU Director: " . \ ' §

A major thrust in vocational educatioh has been to provide special needs
learners with appropriate .instruction and support sérvicgs. Publge Law
94-482 (The Education Ameéndrients of 1976 - Title Il: Vocational Educa-
tion, Part "A) has provided federal set-aside funds specifically for the -
vocational education of special~needs leafners (10% handicapped, 20% dis-
advantaged). Subpart 3 (Program Improvement and Support .Services)
lists, defines, and~describes the are(i,»in which set-aside funds may be
used for. program improvement projEcts and activijties, These areas
include: - . : )

° Research (Section 131) .

. R Exemplar'y and Innovative Programs (Section 132)

0/\.’\grriculum Development (Section 133 , '

° Vdcational Guidhnce and Counseling (Sectfon 134)

® Vocational Education Personnel Training (Section 135)

—

The Leadership Training Institute/Vocational ‘and Special Education staff

. -at the University of Illinoig, is currently con”c}uz:ting a policy study to

. . determine the extent to which the states have' and are presently using

< . their T8% handicapped and 20% disadvantaged. set-aside funds to suppoft
program improvement projects and activities that impact upon special +

‘ needs learners in vocational .education. In addition, a compendium of
selected project abstracts will be developé®. This study will describe<the
various program improvement thrusts that states have inRiated regardihg .
special needs learners.

Enclosed are five Subpart 3, program improvement and support services
project surveys. lease complete each of the surveys by listing all
projects within  the five areas. that are currently or have been
funded with the set-asides for special needs learners on the appropriate
surveys. It all the” Subpart 3, program improvement areas are not under
your supervision (e.g., research but not exemplary programs)’, please
assist us by collecting and reporting that informatién from the appropriate . .
section.® Also, write yeur name, address, and telephone Aumber on the
cover sheet. You may want to refer to the example and instructions in

’ completing the surveys. ,
. ' fa.
- , ’ )
. s » .o |
- - 57 L“” -
o . - \, - (W'
- - C 0
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In addition, pleasé include ## abstract for each project.!isteti" oﬁ the sur- ~

veys. This will giwf us a ,more' detailed description of the projects':

goavls, major objectives, target audiences, products, and other pertinent

information. After reviewing. thg abstracts received, we will agai contact

you ‘regarding permission Yo include specific abstracts in the final report.

Ve would appr‘*eciate it if you would return the g¢ompleted cover sheet,
) five project lists, and abstracts by November 15, 7988, If you” have any
, questions, please ‘don't hefitate to contact us at (2174433-2325.: Through
' this study and your coopeﬂétion weghope- to identify and share the broad
range of unique’projects being initiated within the states to impréve and
-expand vocational educatioh for special need‘d\gﬂq\ers. Your* assistance
=7in this effort 'is greatly appreciatgd! g

B

ne

‘Sincerely, . A
- ‘ ) ) ) \ ‘
7 N i . R &
James P. Greenan, Ph.D. o ’ . ’
ResearchjndiDevelobment Coordinator -
Leadership’ Training Institute/ .
A Vocational and Special Education n _
- \g\ 2 ’ . . s
- B - ‘ ; . o ?' .t ‘ * i
>~ o <"
b .
. -7
®
7
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University of lllinois at Urbana-Champaign -

Z_, ‘ Cuollege of Education \ . ‘ 345 edm:.og Building -
- 1310 S Sixth Street -
DEPARTMENTY OF VOCATIONAL ° *  Chompargn. it 61;20
AND TECHNICAL EDUCATION v (217) 333 0807
- .o ’ W ' 'n
‘ " Appendix C .
.u’t- - . ~ 4
November 21, 1980
& 1 ’ v
]
Dear RCU Director: - ~ 7 .
’ - . ) . 4 .
Five weeks ago you r%’cé'ived a request from us te complete five Subpart 3
program improvement and support services. project gurveys. To be listed ’

were all projects within the five areas (see 'surveys)¥that are currently or
- have been funded in your state with the set-asides (10% handicapped and, (

20% disadvantaged) for special needs learners on the appropriate surveys.

" Also, to be included was an abstract for, each project listed on the

sureys, - -

We have en.closeﬁd "copies of* the materials that were previously ma‘iled to
© you. It would be appreciated if you would complete the surveys and
return them to u% by December 21, 1980. If you have any questions,
don't hesitate to contdct us at (217)333-2325. Your cogperation and
assistance in ‘this effort is*greatly appreciated! Thank you. )

* Sincerely, . -,
- - R L]
\‘ ' <

' "-‘ James P. Greenan, Ph.D. ’ . ,
. & Reseafch and Develépment Coordinator. -
' Leadership Trainiy Institute/ /

Vocationat and Special _Education

~ .




-~ Appendix D
.” - Program Improvement Project Abstracts

'RESEARCH

) STATE: Arkansas . : i FISCAL YEAR: 980
~

SPONSORING AGENCY: | Fort Smith Pablic Schools "TOTAL-FUNDS ! $39,740

. CONTACT PERSON: Mrs. Betty Morris

ARDRESS:, Fort Smith Public Schools

e ~ Fort Smith, Arkansas ' - .
, ¢ P . > N A .
PROJECT TITLE: Career Awareness and Job glacem.ent for Eax|]y School Leavers

r and Adults in Fort Smith, Arkansas
. PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

¢

The major goals of this program are: (1) to develop

a school-commtinity plan of action for coordinating

meaningful educational and occupational.experiences

for potential and actual early school leayers, and

(2) to _explore strategies and alternative solu-

e tions for ‘providing career guidance and job place-
ment services to identified target groups.

TR ’
+ -

.

STATE: Arkansas FISCAL YEAR: 1980

SPONSORING'AGENCY: University of Central
: . Arkansas )
. CONTACT PERSON:* Dr. Joseph Arn - L

ADDRESS: University of Central Arkansas
Conway, Arkansas 72032

' {
’

"PROJECT TITLE: Coordinated Career:Education Curriculum Project

TOTAL FUNDS:$32,074

]

-

. : - /
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The major goal of this project is to develop a well-

Wanned Coordinated Career Education (cooperative

education for handicapped and/or disadvantaged

students) curriculum guide which will enable the

. Coordinated career educadtion teachers to provjde the

’ : kind of learning .experiences.and opportunities for

) . ) their students to achieve their educational objec-
. tives» more effectively and efficiently,

‘
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STATE: Colorado : ] FISCAL YEAR: 1980
SPONSORING AGENCY: Not available © . TOTAL FUNDS: Not available ’

CONTACT PERSON: % avéailable

ADDRESS: Not Available X
&

PROJECT~ TITLE: Assessing the |mpact of Vocational Education Prcgrams on
Disadvantaged ahd Handicapped Students

PROJECT DESCRIPTION; The major goals of this project are to assess the fol-

’ . lowing: (1) numbers of handicapped, and disadvan-

taged in Colorado, (2) identification of vocational

- needs, (3) the existence of current programs, (u‘)
Py the adequacy of existing programs, (5) mainstream-
’ ing impact upon regular vocational programs, (6)
, training needs of vocational teachers, (7) career
N education/guidance ‘needs, and (8) future directions
' of vocationaleprogramming. LN
[} h N =
STATE: Florida ‘ FISCAL YEAR: 1980.
' SPONSORING AGENCY: University of qurida‘ s TOTAL FUNDS: $15,000 . .
. L b
*  CONTACT PERSON: Dr. Stuart Schwartz - - Y
ADDRESS: University of Florida o . .

Gainesville Florida 32611
PROJECT TITLE: A Study, to%xplore Vocational Training Programs and Subse—
’ _quent Success of Handlcapped Indivi uals in Rural Areas

. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Available ressarch literature provides little® insight
related o the vocational preparation and success
o -of handicapped persons in rural areas. Observa--
. tions and pilat studies conducted by the writers
‘ of this proposal in rural districts in thé State of !
R .Florida indicate that. few handicapped individuals
- can be considered vocatlonally successful,  Given
the current state of "affairs, this project will be
. . . conducted to achieve the following objectives:® (1) to «
. . develop and meet with a statewide advisory committee
for this project, (2) to review the literature to’ de-+
termine the . national state-of-the-art’ of vocational

o ' ' preparation programs for handicapped students and
. compare national models to those identified in Florida,
on S and (3) to review the litgrature to determine the
o \‘ national state-of-the-art of vocational adult adjust-

ment of handicgpped and non-handicapped persons,
particularly a§ it relates to rural settings. ~

o B Sy 62
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STATE‘:‘ Pennsylvania * FISCAL YEAR: 1979
SPONSORING AGENCY: Central Susquehanna . ) TOTAL FUNDS: $40,893
' ) Intermediate Unit ’ '
Nt \ .
CCNTACT PERSON: Dr. Patrick F. Toole . . g
ADDRESS: P.0. Box 213 ) o
Lewisburg, Pennsylvania 5\7837
( S

.~ +PROJECT TITLE: Vocational Education’ Needs .of Handicapped Ybuth Project

' PROJECT DESCRIPTION: This project, which is concerned with the identifi-
' - cation of vocational preparation programming factors
that may affect the performance and successful out-
comes of handicapped students,\ has the following
\ objectives: (1) to determine the current state-of-
: the-art relative "to vocationat education programs
- , offered to handicapped students by vocational educa-
' - tion schools, home schools, and various local commun-
- ity programs through the development and administra-
tion of an inventory, (2) to identify and develop *
* evaluation criteria to be employed in the research
; project, (3) to develép research methodology, (4)
{ - 'm .to expand the information base on program options,
j,’ and (5) to establish an <advisory committee.

p

L]
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, EXEMPLMARY AND INNOVATIVE PROGRAMS ?
M . - A
STATE: Arizona" ' PSCAL YEAR: 1981
SPONSOfING AGENCY: Mohare County School TOTAL FUNDS: $92,255
District . )
CONTACT PERSCN: David Watson ‘ %*
ADDRESS: 515 West BAeaIe . ' - _
Ki , izona 86401 : hd .
lngm’an rizon 4 ,
PROJECTSTITLE: Seeking Alternative Vocational Education
4 4
‘ PROJECT DESCRIPTION: This H‘o'g"r‘am is designed to provide a thorough voca-
. .tiona® education training and support program for
young people who may or who have already dropped
N out of the regular school system prior to graduation.
The major goals of the program will be:. (1) to in- .
, crease the chance for success of p itial dropouts
9 - . by keeping them in school through pfe¥iding appro-
: priate vocational education programMing, and (2) for
- dropouts te enhance their chances for successful
‘ employment by training and/or job placement.. ,

4 .
STATE: Florida ‘ FISCAL YEAR: 1981
SPONSORING AGENCY: "Florida State University TGTAL FUNDS: $10,000

¢ CCNTACT PERSON: Dr. Hollie B. Thomas 4'
ADDRESS: Florida State University . .
Tallahassee, Florida 32306 .
v
PRCJECT TITLE: A Study to Identify the Unique Criteria and Standards
- . Needed for the Development of Successful Bilingual Voca-
tional Education Programs . ' .
PROJECT DESCRIPTICN: The proposed research intends to identify the unique
Y criteria and standards needed for the development of .
. successful bilingual vocational #ducation ‘programs.
The major objectives are: (1) to idenjfy the unique
’ staff requirements for ' working with students of
° B limited-English speaking ability; (2) to ‘identify the
. . ‘unique facilities, equipment,  and. materials needed
$ ) for the.instruction of such students; (3) to identify
the uhique curriculum components that are needed,
. and (4) to identify cultural and philosophical differ- )
ences that exist between the students, teacbers, and o
) . . the dominant population. ' T
v - . ~ *
o o 64
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. PROJECT {pESCRIPTION:

¥
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N

3

STATE: Florida FISCAL YEAR: 1981-
SPONSORING AGENCY:' Florida International

TOTAL FUNDS: $41,689
University .

- ¢

CONTACT PERSON: Debbie Herman Seigel

~

ADDRESS: Florida Inteiqational University
Tamiami Trail

_Miami, Florida 33199 -

.
»

PROJECT TITLE: Handicapped User Interface for Florida VIEW

The project will augment Florida's VIEW Career
Information for relevance to physically handicapped _
users, The major objectives are: (1) to collect
physical capacities information, usjng the Job Related
Physical Capacities (JRPC) job analysis method, on
at least 40 occupations on FLORIDA VIEW, (2) to pro-
duce this data in appropriate format to be included
directlty on VIEW microfiche, and (3) to refine the
JRPC wuser's mapual for use with FLORIDA-VIEW,

\

STATE: .ldaho FISCAL YEAR: 1980
AT .

v

. y]
Nampa School District TOTAL FUNDS: 410,000

SOPONSORING AGENCY:

-

CONTACT PERSON: Marjorie Wesche

® .
ADDRESS: Nampa Seniox High School-
Nampa, ldaho 83651
PROJECT TITLE: Nutrition for Disadvantaged
The .major. goals of this project are: (1) to, improve
the nutrition "of high school economically *disadvan-
taged students through study and teaching elemen-
* tary. pupils, (2) to improve the nutrition of the K-5

pupils in Centennial Elementary Schoo) through -class-
© room unit teaching, and (3) to acquaint high school
students with nutritional job opportunities,

PROJECT DESCRIPTIQN:

-

.

-

<
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TATE:" lllinois . ' * FISCAL YEAR: 1980
SPONSORINGC ACENCY.: Joliet Township District #204 TOTAL FU'NDS: $69,118
.
. CCNTACT PERSQN: \\lpm Boldrey l .
ADDRESS: 201 E. Jefferson Street ,
4oliet, linois 60432
- Y

PROJECT TITLE: Diffusion Center for Exemplary Occupational Education:

. Programs for Handicap;&_and Disadvantaged Students
PRQJECT DESCRIPTION: The major gogls of this project are: (1) to serve
: & as a diffusion center for exemplary oc¢upational
education activities that serve the vocational edu-

cation needs of handicapped and disadvantaged -

; S ) ‘ students at the secondary level; (2) to actively
: : participate in ~the coordination and diffusion of
exemplary occupational education activities oper-

%, ating in Joliet and in the other specified sites.by
. : working closely with all sites in the network and
+ - the lllinois State University center; (3) to provide -

technical assistance on a one-to-one basis to selected

' \\ school districts who are interested in adapting/adopt-
’ ing one or more of the .programs, services and/or

materials that relate to occupational education for
handicapped and disa.dvag}aged students; angﬁ) to

o ‘ strengthen existing programs, services, afd staff
competencies in relationship to occupational education
for all handicapped amd disadvantaged students in

K District 204"
- . \

STATE: Kentucky . b FISCAL YEAR: 1981

’

. £

SPONSORING AGENCY: Western Kentucky University TOTAL FNDS: 5379.,2113‘ .

- 4

CONTACT PERSON: Dr. Norma Jean Schira '
ADDRESS: \Vestern"Kentucky University
Bowling Green, Kentucky 42101 .

PROJECT TITLE: - Assessment of Occupational Opportunities in Health Occupa-
tions for Handicapped ‘ )

PROJECT DESCRIPT|ON: The major goals of this project are: (1) to assess
’ and identify  the types of occupational programs in
health occupations available to handicapped students,
(2) to prepare a catalog of opportunitiés according to
handicap ‘classifications with suggestions about modifi-
cations, (3) to prepare and package for field testing

13

A NS

66»




b

instructional materials for s°p<_1cieglnneeds students, and .
{4) to provide inservice to health occupations teachers

in the strategies used with special needs students.
J '
- : .‘\
4 STATE: Massachusetts : FISCAL YEAR: 1981
: SPONSORING AGENCY: Ecumenical Social Action TOTAL FUNDS: ¢70,002
e * - Committee ¢ ‘

k1 ' ‘

CONTACT PERSON: Not available

; ADDRESS: Not a\}ailable

\

PROJECT TITLE: Pre-Voc;atioﬁal.Program for High Risk Adolescents

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The major goals of this project are: (1) to couple

. traditional school involvement with vocational explora-
tion through activities such as individual and group
counseling, field trips,. internships, family outreach
coun#eling, and other suppbrtive services; (2) to pro-
vide meaningful age-appropriate center exploration/
" work opportunities; and (3) to expose clients to non-
traditional career options. )

L4

~

\\STATE: Minnesota . FISCAL YEAR: 1980
SPONSOR|NG AGENCY: R&d Wing AVTI TOTAL FUNDS: $24,864

CONTACT PERSON: Pat Enz .
ADDRESS: Regg.\ing AVTI ' -t
Réd Wing, Minnesota 55066 0 .

PROJECT TITLE: PLATO - (Phase ) ) '

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The major goals of tzis project are: (1) to provide

students with a variety of skills to comprehend- con-

NG cepts, (2) to provide cdmplex~interaction opportuni-

ties through dialohue mode PLATO, (3) to provide

i new experiences in a variety \of Zubjects related to the

- . student program, an¥ (4).to Individually assist stu-

. ' dents in developing skills nécessary to obtain success’
inxtheir program area.

. .
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STATE: New Jersey . FISCAL YFAR: 1980
k. . * / .
SPONSORING AGENCY: Middlesex County TOTAL FUNDS: $5,875
Vocation%Technical
" High School
CONTACT PERSON: Brian Laughlin

ADDRESS: Burr D. Coe Vo-Tec

112 Rues Lane .

East Brunswick, New Jersey 08816

PROJECT TITLE: Optimizing Vocational Development in the Handicapned (A
' Y Systems .Approach to Community and Family Involvement) ,

]

<

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Using the theory that interaction between community ¢

- “family, and schoo!l Is crucial to an individual's even-
tual success in the competitive job market, this
project sought to bring together all three interre-
latéd social systems for the purpose of developing
realistic vocational plans for participating handicapped

stufents. < £ .
STATE: New Mexico ' " FISCAL YEAR: 1981
SPONSGRING AGENCY: Career Services for ~ TOTAL FUNDS: Not Available

he Handi d
the ndicappe ’ . o
" CONTACT PERSON: Chris Isengard | oo

.ADDRESS: 620 Roma, N.W.; Suite B
Albuquergue, New Mexico 87103

o

PROJECT TITLE: Vocationalfupport for the Séverely Handicapped

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The objectives of this, project are: (1) to provide'

supportive services necgssary to allow “severely,

physically, and setrsory .handicapped studerits to

. attend established| vocational programs; and “(2) to

provide suUpportivg services to 'severely physically,

s and sensory hanggapped persons during periods of
on-the-job trainin d job orientation.

£




STATE: New Yorkf_\h B . FISCAL YEAR: 1979

SPONSQRING AGENCY: Kennedy High School ™  TOTAL FUNDS: $231,365
CONTACT PERSON: Not aydilable : ~
_ADDRESS: .Bronx, N rk ( o

PROJECT TITLE: Occupational Edbgation for Qisadvantaged Secondary Students

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Kennedy High School offers an unusual alternative in
the Voluntary/\Work Experience Program by -blending

. academic and work experiences. It focuses on in-
depth exploration and decision making, skills acquisi-
tion, and basic learning through full-time, individu-
alized and realistic site .experiences. Three hundred
disadvantaged students in grades 10-12 are served in
photography, arts, and graphics based upon predeter-
mined selection criteria. =

» . ) — 1

STATE: Texas . FISCAL YEAR: 1981

SPONSORING AGENCY: Region XX - ESC . TOTAL FUNDS: $50,000°
! . : ,

CONTACT PERSON: Dwain M. Ester <

ADDRESS: 1550 N.E. Loop 410
. San Antonio, Téxas 78209

PROJECT T.D’rLE: Vocational Assessment for the Handicapped

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The objectives of this project are: (1) to develop a

~ ) tramlng program for LEA personnel in the administra-
- tion and interpretation of selected vocational evalua--
N A tion instruments; (2] to evaluate 50 handicapped stu- .

dents and in so doing refine the process of evalu=

ation procedures, forms, selection of tests, r@rts,

and others; (3) to provide technical assistdnce pro-

gramming for the handicagped; and (4) to gather data

through. research on the use ,of dexterity tests in
AN - differentiating mentally retar;ded learning disablesd,
and normal high school students.

[
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CURRICULUM DEVELOPMENT

- . A

STATE: Arizona . ‘ FISCAL YEAR: 1981

SPONSORING AGENCY: MCCCD (Rio Salado) TOTAL FUNDS: $29,604
CONTACT PERSON: Dr. Martha Martin ' ‘

ADDRESS: 102 North 40th Street
Phoenix, Arizona 85034

t

PROJECT TITLE: Ore Step Further: Guadalupe

PROJECT DESCRIPTION This program will provide students with remedial
basic *education *and occupational skills necessary to
maintain a small business. [ts goals are: (1) t&
develop the skills necessary to make students inde-
pendent entrepreneurs, (2) to enable them to govern
their own guild, and (3) to prepare them to succeed
in community college or other formal occupational pro-

grams.

STATE: lllinois . FISCAL YEAR: 1981

SPONSORING AGENCY: Southern lllinois TOTAL FUNDS: $29,931
University

" CONTACT PERSON: Mr. E. Hajlis Merritt L ~

ADDRESS School of Technical Careers
Southern Illinois University
Carbondale, Illinois 62901

PROJEC'I' TITLE: Development of Multi- Culturai Competency- Based Vocatnonal/
, Techmcal Curricula , %
PROJECT DBSCRIPTION: The major goals of this project are: (1) to reduce
dinguistic ~and cultural barriers to Jearning among
limited English ,speaking adults (LESAs) involved
in vocational/technical  training programs in eight
occupational areas and (2) to Improve vocational
. instruction through : the +development of bilingual
¢ (Pocho speaking and Laétian ‘speaking LESAs, but
with generic ~applications to other vocational/tech-
nical training needs involving Spanish speaking and
other Indochinese speaking LESA groups) competency-
based curricula in modules which will be used in eight
high demand occupational areas (automobile body
. repair, automobile mechanic, buildina maintenance
‘ mechanic, combination welder, fiberglass technical,
food service, machine trades, and secretarial/clerical).

“< | 7
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STATE: Massachusetts FISCAL YEAR: 1981 '

~

SPONSORING AGENCY: Fall River Public g " TOTAL FUNDS: $34,734
Schools .
CONTACT PERSON: Not available e oy ‘\,,9 - )
t \ .

ADDRESS: Fall River Public Schools
Fall Rive‘r,;Hassachusetts

PROJECT TITLE: Appliance Repair

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: This profect has as: its major goal to pr%vtde addi- 3=
tional staffing for the appliance repan\* program -

> including two aides, one for 15 handicapped, students
and one for 30 limited English-proficiency students.

N

STATE: Minnesota. . FISCAL YEAR: 1980
- A 0 . - /_\/‘\‘

SPONSORING AGENCY: Duluth AVTI . TOTAL FUNDS: $2,459
CONT:ACT PERSON Cllfford Wiklund

ADDRESS: 4709 #Duluth AVTI &
Lake Avenue and 2nd Street
. Duldth, Minnesota 55802

PROJECT TITLE: Chemical Deper‘mdency turriculum Viorkshops for the AVTI's

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The major goals of this project are: (1) to satisfy the
needs of the AVTIs for program implementation and
staff training, (2) to increase- their use of the ser-
vices available, (3} to assist students who are exper-
iencing problems in schools related to chemical depen~
dency usefabuse, and (4) to introduce new and inno-
vative curricula developed by the American Business
Men's Research Foundation and the California Council

1 on Alcohol Prob!ems
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STATE: New Jersey - " FISCAL <YEAR: 1980
SPONSORINC ACENCY 8urlmgt9n County TOTAL FUNDS: $31,159
College . . o
", CONTACT PERSON: D. Brian Léwis
ADDRESS: Social Sciences Division . *© ;
] Pemberton - Browns Mills Road i -
o= Pemberton, New Jersey 08068 ' y .

& . v .

PROJECT TITLE%raproﬁ’esndnal Tralnmg in Specnal Education

PROJECT DESCRIPTION The objectlves of this project include: (1) to further
. develop; field-test, and disseminate a model , cur-
riculum; and (2) to provide preservice and inservice
training to paraprofessionals in special education. |,
The overall curriculum design, supportive materials

) for the flrstmlyo courses, and the blueprint for a

- portable professional Ilbrary., were developed in a

4 project funded in- fiscal year 1978. . In fiscal year

. 1979, the project addressed itself .to developing the

remaining supportive materials for the third and’
fourth courses and field testing all materials.

STATE: New Mexico FISCAL YEAR: 1981 o
€ ' r
SPONSORING AGENCY: Northern New Mexico TOTAL FUNDS: Not a‘vailablé

Community College’

X 1

7 '
CONTACT PERSON: Connie A..Valdez k) )

ADDRESS: Northern New Mexico Community,tollege
Espanola, New Mexico . >
-PROJECT{TITLE: Meeting Curriculum Needs of fhe Disadvantaged Students

PROJECT DESCRIPT!ON The objectives of this project are (1) to provlde
\ curriculum which is tailored to the needs and abijli-
A ' ties of the disadvantaged student with. emphasns on
i basic skills, (2) to provide students with materials
‘ and instruction which will promote conceptual develop-
ment and skill awareness, (3) to assist students in thé& -
deyalopment of competencies-which will help them com-,
pete successfully in the Igbor market, and (4) to pro-
mote student success in vocational programs and thus °
' . decrease dropout rates,

. \
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T . STgATE: Pénns‘yhvania' FISCAL YEAR: 1979 - .

SPONSORING AGENCY: School Dlstrlct of . TOTAL FUNDS 5‘%3 980

. . . The City of Erie
3 ‘ - . o A 7 . _ ' 5. L - ~
**, .7 'CONTACT.PERSON: Hedry Pilker T ;o J
. N s ‘-3’ 7
" .' s ADDRESS School District of the City of Erie R Coe ]
: > °* Erie, Pennsylvania 16501 \ .- LT
. » , &
o PR.OJECT TITLE: An Adaptive Vocatignal Program for’ . Trainable Petarded _ =~
Students . -
. » . . ’ 4
PROJECT DESCRIPTION T/e objectives of thls project which are deS|gned to
. : research .the educational value o¢f placing trainable
- retarde mdents in regular voca}lonal shops, include:
(1) to.formdrlatesiEPs based on patenta), professional,

and student attitudes toward .the area that could best
benefit the student; (2) to place. sludents in various

P - 3 vocational sheps thet will benefit “thef in everyday
' LA e self—help skitls; and (3} acquaint the TMRs, reqular
B ' -studentsﬁ}nd reqular teacbers Wlth“ iepch others
. . . ' characterijstics




14

»
-
.

[

s PRO.}E(\}’P TITLE Career Orlenta’tlen ‘and Tralhlng

- ) J— ‘;, " e
- 8 .
b - VOCATIONAL CUIDANCE AND COUNSELING P
[ N N : v
K . . ) . w : . ] —
STATE: Arizona-, . ‘ ¥ CAL YEAR: 1981 1
SPONSORING A(}E/NCY Nogales Unified- School STOTAL FUNDS: $42,012
Dlstrlct #1 <. X .
CONTA-éT PERSON: Dr. James Lehmarr * .. ST

ADDRfSS: 402 .Martinez, Street
Mog&les, Arizona 85621

PROJECT TITLE: Special Needs: Limited-English =« - e

PROIECT DESCRIPTION: The major goals of this prooram are: (1) to help stu-

dents wmave been identified as dropouts or pofen- - -

tial dropouts to. increase their knowledge in basic
] . communication skills, basic mathematics, and read-
a i ing skills; and (2) to provude vocational gwdance a

_ counseling services which will help tham in th i
s ’ . _academic and vocational pursuits after graduation.

' v ' ’? ’; ’ x . N N
STATE: Massachusetts FISCAL YEAR: 1981
- : ~ T . ] .
.SPONSORING AGENCYi New Bedford ‘Public TOTIAL FUNDS: $134,458
Scheols - L , eo T .
. CONTACT PERSON: Not avallable , o R .
ADDRESJ New Bedford Public Sehools . A ;
. New Bedford Massachusetts * .

-
’

PROJECT . DESCRIPTION: This a|ternat|ve occupational pm}ect has the followmg
. goals: (1). to deter studénts from dropping out”of
high school;” (2) to significantly ifcrease théir oppor-

R v trainteg in’ the areas of communlcatlons construction,
. - : health .services, manufacturmg and office occupa-
' ' " tions. - ’
~ . . R -
- ~ “ >
B A Y $
IA' - ¢ ‘¢ : N .
X e - .
L) . ot : \\‘
— . . | . ' ~
. \ -
“ .,

} tunities for employment; and (3) to provide hands-on |

©y
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STATE: Oregon &CAL‘YEAR: 1980 :
SPONSO~RING AGENCY ? David Douglas ., . TOTAL FUNDS: $38,74% .

. High School ' " ?\
CONTAC'T PERSON" Mr. Stan Caumer S ‘ ' .
] } o -
ARDPESSVDaVId Douglas .Scheol District. -
1500.S.E. 130th Avenue . . ) .
Pontland,*Oregon 97233 . . . é
PROJECT TITLE: Career Center for Vocational Guidancé/. :
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The purpose of this project is to provide and coor-,
' € g -dinate. studeht opportunities to explore, identify, and
. NS . accunulate information that will pertain tp, individual
~ O skills and career goals. | lts ‘major goals are: (1) to
; . provrde career owdance services to disadvantaged
. . and handicapped students (2) to coerdmate voca-
S tional guidance, work experience, and’ disadvan-
r taged and handicapped services; -(3) to reduce . :

. 5 sex-role stereotyping; and (4) to create staff aware- .
T o © 7 7 ness uf career tentermatertalsTand functions. B

L
-

STATE: New Jersey - FISCAL YEAR: 1980
sp,o/NsomNc AGENCY Salem County Board TOTAL-FUNDS: $18,500
\) ‘ for Vocational Educatlon ; A
CONTACT PERSON: Charl® [utz ' . g /"»
ADDRESS: Road £2., Box 350 ' . : : .

I . . .

\‘Joodstown New Jersey 08098

PROJECT TH‘LE Voca’tlonal Courses for Handicapped Adults = .

. v, . . [N
PROJECT DESCRl'ﬁTION The primary godl of this project was to tram handi-" "~ »
- . . _ capped and dlsadvantaged adults,” other® than those
C e T in need of sheltered. workshop facuht;es ta fill" Semi-

d “skilled positiohs,“p’articu.larly in the service fieldsey . .
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VOCATIONAL EDUCATION PERSONNEL TRAINING

STATE: Arizora’ = . . FISCAL YEAR:.1981
SPONSOWGENCY: Mesa Community ' TOTAL FUNDS: $105,738
\ College .

CONTACT PERSON: Marilyn Seymann

ADDRES\S:‘ 1833 West Southern Avenue . . o \
Mesa Arlzona 85202 3 ) - ) .

PROJECT TITLE Project to PQTé Adults Acguure Special Educatlon-—PHASE IIk

PROJECT _DESC’RIP-’TION To gassure maximum vocational educatlon .tratning for
“ - an increasing numpber of students with specnal needs, L
MCC proposes to ‘develop and implement an afternoon
college for, theése individuals. The major goals of this
.program are: (1) to combme an_onssite work experi-
ence - in ‘the mornings ‘in. a job- “pelated setting along
-, with .an afternoon program of vocdtional studles and -
i ) ; (2) to operate this program. .in coordination with appro-
priate support service$ to provide an unintetrupted
contmuﬁm from school to employment.

. X ‘ -
Voo :

STATE: Arkansa‘sf‘

Fa

FISCAL Y.EAR: 1980
SPONSORING AGENCY: Umg/rsMy of Arkansas TOTAL FUNDS': Not availa_ble, ’

. -at Pine BIluff N .
GONTACT PERSON: Dr. James E. Jennings
ADDRESS: University of Arkansas at Pine Bfuff . -y .
Pine BIluff, Arkcansas . -
: PROJECT TIBLE: Develop aad Field Test fodules for the Tram}hg of
D, Teachers of Special Meeds Stqdents in Regular \[Ocatlonal
. Education Programs .
" PROJECT DESERIPTION: The. purpose of this project is to prepare vocational
. " teachers and potential teachers to effectively teach
"+ students with special needs. More -specificall the
i projéct will facglltaie the malnstreamlng of sty\tdents
\
‘?\ - with special needs ‘into the regylar vocational pro-
\ - 4 - gramts through the followmg ‘means: (1) to restruc-
» ture selected “teacher preparation courses in voca-
., * tional areas to prodee skills in workmg with 3pecial™-
- needs’ students, ‘(2) to develop approépriate ipdividu- ‘)—\
alized Iearnmg oppbrtumtles for prospective teashers v/
'y " : . -—/‘ o ) ' . 3

. - 476 . C.‘ . . .‘ . .
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of special needs stude (3) to provide inservice
training of university aculty who will teach compe-

s ) | tency-based modules/ in selected courses, (4) to
evaluate graduates he preserwce program, 'and
N e (5) to provide straining for selected teachers of.
speciél needs students. _ \
J ¢ ' %
3 ‘- SRR S |
STATE; Connecticut . = . FISCAL YEAR: 1981
" SPONSORING AGENCYx Bureau of Pupil Personnej TOTAL FUNDS: $20,434
. \ Hartford, Connecticut
. CONTACT PERSON: Stephen Feldman _ O . ﬂ‘é ¢
‘ ADDRESS: Special Education Department

Southern Connecticut State' College - *

New Haven, Connecticut >

~ % PROJECT TITLE: Special Study Institute - '

.
A} +

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The major goals of this project are: (1f

bl

e
to train
.40 special educators, regular educators, and school
counselmg personnel- to jojntly identify: (a) specific *,
Iearning characteristics _and training capabilities of -~

>

1

: .+ handicapped adolescent4gF (b) existing legal and fiscal
support mechanisms and options for vocational educa-
N tion, career education, and counseling; and (g) in-

serwvice training priorities for career, occupational,
and vocational educators; and (2) to. tram 30 regular
“teachers, special, educators, agministrators, vocational

counselors, social workers, d guidance co@nselors
o in the concepts .of career and vocational education for ..
@
the handicapped.
: v \ N
- . s » \ ) ¢ )
STATE: Idaho » ’ R ’ -FISCAL YEAR: 1980
+ _SPONSORING AGENCY: Uhiversity of ldaho TOTAL FUNDS: %Ti,i97 )
N \ - . 4 ¥ P -
. CONT?CT PERSON: Dr. Jack Katfman 1 . : //)/
ADDRESS: Unive®ity of Idaho * , =+ . > ’
: Moscow, ldaho 83843 ! -
’ r - ' é.b .
PROJECT TITLE: Communication Skills Devef\opment{(Workshop for cational

- : Special Neegds
o : P & ‘
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The major goals ‘of ‘this project are: (1) to develop
- } a course to, be offered to vogational *special needs

- ’ teachers throughout _/t,i'é state, and (2) to develop

through this process a core of” qualified affiliate
faculty whq will offer the couree in various locations

throughout the state.
O ‘ N ) . T ) 77 . ~ ! ¢
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- ;;ATE; lhinois 4 ° - . FISCAL YEAR: 1981  "*
. g .
SPONSORING AGENCY: University pf [linois TOTAL FUNDS: $75,000
~ . at Urbana-Lhampaign - . ' ' ‘

\ . b
CONTACT PERSON: Dr. L..Allen Phelps

"ADDRESS: 345 Education® Building - o,
Urbana, Illinois 61801 ' ’

-

«

%
iﬁROJECT TITLE+ Development of a Programmatic Emphasis and Extern Program
. 1 for Vocational. Spec:al Needs Education
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The major goals of this pro;ect are:- (1) to organize
+ and mmplement a umverSIty based developmental model
of programmatic emphasis on vocational special needs
. educatien; (2) -to organize and implement a model for
) preparing special needs externs to provide inservice
and technical®assistance services to LEA's; and (3) to,
facilitate linkages befyween vocational education :
special education, and ocational rehabllkbat'lon az
the university, state eddgation agency, and local

»

. - - levels. - o — e
. . \ ~ ) o
*  STATE: Kentucky : . FISCAL YEAR: 1980
SPONSORING AGEE?%CY: ‘Western Kentucky ' TOTAL FUNDS: $8,158
. . PR University ¢ :
L R . )
CONTACT PERSON: Susan Adams . : ’ '
) ' 7’ %
DDRESS: CCVTE \ : , .
Western KentuckygMiniversity »
Bowling Green, tucky 42101

Id

PROJECT TITLE Resources and Assistance for . Vocatlonél Educators of Stu-
.dents with lelted Enghsh Speal&mg Ablllty (LESAY ’ \
PROJECT DESCRIPTICON: The major goals of ‘this pro;ecg are: (1) to continue '
N | assistande "in eguitable and appropriate program
. modifications to Kentucky vecational education pro-,
grams. serving LESA populations; (2) to continue’ pro-
vision ,of resources, information, and technical advise-
- . ment tqb vocational educators serving LESA students; ]
. ' (3) to inform Kentucky vocational educators regarding .
federal .mandates regulating regrditment and services
for LESA students and encourage appropriate response; .
and (4) to monitor the number and type of Kentucky . .
, vocational programs servmg LESA students. '

2
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STATE: Massachusetts ’ F,ISCAEL YEAR: 1981 ’
SPONSORING AGENCY: Westfield State College TOT/;L FUNDS: $70,290
CONTACT PERSON: Not available .
ADDRESS‘: Not available ) | .

PROJECT TITLE: Recruitment and Tramlng of Minority Vocational Instructors

(Phaee 1)
PROJECT DESCR!PT!ON This program will expand the existing. prdject to
, train  and recruit minority vocational instructors ~
in  western Massachusetts, Its major goals age:

(1) to provide counselmg and placement services
' for the current group of 25 trainees and (2) to train
and place an additional group of 60 black and lin-
guistic-minorfly trainees.

>4 .
STATE: Minnesota .. : FISCAL YEAR: 1981
"7 SPONSORING AGENCY: Duluth AVTI ~ °  TOTAL FUNDS: $37,609 . “
CONTACT PERSON: Cliff Wiklund - / .

ADDRESS: 2101 Trinity Road
N Du!uth Minnesotd 55802 .o -

PROJJECT TIT;E—A\g:e Provision of ©ccupatiohal and Student Program Consultant
rvices for Chemical Dependency in Minnesota AVTIs
PROJECT DESCRIPTION! This project has as its major goals: (1) to provide
* ‘the necessary technical assistance and supplemental
support to the individual AVTIs, (2) .to design and
implement a , program which supports the AVTIs' .
efforts, (3] to respond to chemical-related problems .
of students, and (4) to assist -in the development of
, ) inservice. training programs for the staff.
— a . .

- ~

. .
. . .
) . . 4
.
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STATE: Nebraska ) FISCAL YFAR 19,&0
SPQNS‘ORING'AGENCY University.ofe Nebraska TOTAL FUND§ .$3,996
' Lincoln .
. o
CONTACT PERSON: Dr. Oasy D. Meers .
ADDRESS Center for Busmess and Vocational Teacher Education
T University of Nebraska, meoln ' . -
Lincoln, Nebraska .

PROJECT TITLE: Inservice Training for the Instruction of SpeciaT_ Vocational
N\’ Needs Students : : .

Yy - , ) ) )
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The major %oal .of this projec&* to provide an -in-
‘. -

Ay service worKshop opportunity for educators in the
« state. ofs Nebraska who are involved with instruc-
(. tion of “special rmneeds yoush in vocatidnal programs.
- ’ ‘
~e . . , .
STA.TE-«New Hampshire . . + FISCAL.YEAR: 198]
- m—— - —_ - - = ¥ i Sy
SPONSORING AGENCY Umvers:ty of Mew TOTAL FUNDS: $22,318
: Hampshire ) ) :
[

- 3

QONTACT PERSCN: Stephen Lichtenstein -

. .- » . .
ADDRESS: University of New Hafpgshirg - ’ . |
PROJECT TITLE: Instructing Educators in Prowdmg S,ervuces fohlsadvan—
- taged Learners ' . &

. M .
-

b PROJECT DESCRIPTION The objectlves of thls project are: (1) to develép and

. conduct. presérvice teacher 'preparation courses in
wvocational education, for'disadvantaged learriers; (2)
to develop and, conduct inserfvice training for voca-
tional administrators, “teachers, and staff serving dis-~
advantaged learners in a vdtat?onal education setting;
and (3) tos provide technical assustance and .establish

"\ . contact in the field of vocatlonal education for disad- .
T va‘ntaged learners to LEAs and other outside agep-
- . ' cies (vocatiﬁal rehabilitation, CETA, private schoofs‘/
. and others]® ..
N . N :* 2 t}“ 9 ‘ ~ . '
* » 3
8 ) h ‘ ) ‘- .
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STATE: New Jersey FISCAL YEAR: 1981

SPONSORINC AGENCY: Jersey City State ° TOTAL FUNDS: Not available
College ' x

= d '
CONTACT PERSON: George 90Iler: : . ] .4
. ADDRESS: 2039 Kennedy Boulevard N s o »
. Jersey City, MNew Jersey 07305 N ' ' ) ‘

-

PROJECT TITLE: Vlorking Effectively with Special Needs Students

L

PROJECT DESCRIRTION: Thls"’bré;ect's objectives included: (1) to share the

P ' e¥pertise of special edutators and vocational educators
( v . ; thro ¢onducting twoYone-day workshops; (2) to ex- /
. ) . C “information regarding improvigg instruction ™™
) 4 to specla! needs students by -becoming familiar with
federal legislation and state regulations regardmg
exceptional pupils in special needs programs; (3)
to identify learning styles and characteristics of vari .

. ous hanyscappmg condltlon.s (4) to present examples
- of model' programs; -and t’b provide information- on _
teaching vocationally related academics, implement-
ing individual education programs, and modifying
behavior. - s

+ - T
,

. ) "
STATE:-New Mexico . oL . FISCAL YEAR: 1981
&* SPONSORINC AGE‘JCY New Hex:co State ' TOTAL FUNDS Not ’avaifable
. . : Umvers&ty . IS P
< - \
CONTACT PERSON: Dr, Jack T. Cole . g .

ADDRESS Department of Educational Specialties ‘
Box 3AC : “
Las Cruces, New MeXICO‘&8003.

.y [

. i . -
ROJECT TITLE: An Inservice Program for the Preparation of Vocatlonal-
. . Technical Educators to Work with Hgnduzapped Students-

* $ .y
"PROJECT DESCRIPTIOM: THe objectives of this 'pr:o’ject include: (1) to .develop
- a handﬁapped student inservice training curriculum

, o ' ) for vocational teehmcal educators, (2} to offer;: 12 - 15 :

) L ‘inservice trammg workshops (3) to train participat-
. ing vocational- tec?’ucal edycators in the various handi- ¢

; capping conditio (4) *to train participating, voca- *
. : . tional-technical educators in various teaching strate-
N .. gies that are ef'fectwe with handlcapped ‘students, (5)
I » . . '
. ¢ 4
\ : .
‘ .
Y ] 81 3 «




ADDRESS: Univbrsity of Idaho

ﬂ " .
) . 4
to disseminate traihing materials to all workshop par-
ticipants, and (6) to make follow-up contacts with
- . workshap .participants. /

4

'§"T’7:TE:“T'¢Q&, B . FISCAL YEAR: 1981
SPONSORING AGENCY: University of ldaho,  * TOTAL FUNDS: $6,443 -
CONTACT PERSON: A. Lee Parks . s

Iﬂoscow ldaho 83843

Y

PROJECT TITLE " A Procedural Manual Relating to Vocational Special Meeds/

. Special Educatlon fpr Idaho

a

PROJECT DESCRIPTIONS This -project has as its major goaI to prepare a pro-

® cedures manual of secondary speCIaI education/needs

programs in ldaho. ‘o,

STATE: Hlinois, . FISC;&(EAR: 1980 -
SPONSORING AGENCY: Hlinois State University‘ TOTAL FUNDS: 599,138

CONT'ACT PERSON: Dr. Catherine Batsche/Bessie Hackett

‘

ADDRESS: Turner Hall- -
Ilinois State UmverSIt)( ‘ . ‘. .
Narmal, IIImo:s 61721 @ E

PROJECT TITLE: Handlcapped and‘ Disadva‘ntaged Hetwor Coordination and

. Diffusio'n Project

PROJECT DESGRIPTION L'I'he~ major goaIs of this projec# are: (1) to coor-
dinate - statewide .diffusion, inservice, andd' impact
' ' activities "related to. the Illinois HNetwork of ExempIary
o : OccupatlonaI Education Programs for Handicapped and
. Dlsadvantaged Students; (2) "to conduct and coordi=,
nate workshops at local sites based on the manual
‘Instryctional Development For Specigl Needs Learn- .-
v ' ers: An Inservice Resource Guide | (Dr. L. Allen
) Phelps, _author); “(3) to prepare; the audio~visual
“and printed materials necessary to complement dif-
fusion activities, (4) to conduct e statewide con-
ference on handicapped -and disadvantaged students;
(5) to prowde intensive training for the BIoormngton
. Area Vocational Center/High School administratien
and staff; and (6N to work cooperatively with Illinois
State University staff to develop a plan of. action. for

preservice relating to special needs .students.




STATE: Oregon ‘ ‘ FISCAL YEAR: 1980

SPONSORING AGENCY = Southwestern Oregon TOTAL FUNDS: $36,449
. Community College

CONTACT PERSON: Richard White .

4

ADDRESS: ‘Sou~thwestern. Oregon- Community College ‘
- Coos Bay, Cregon 97420 \ '

PROJECT TITLE: Emphasis on Sophomores

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The major goals of this project are: (1) to assist high -
school sophomores” in clarifying career goals, (2)
to familiarize interested students with .a community
college setting, (3) to provide high school counsel-
ors and students with more data on which jo make

. curriculum decisions, (4) to evaluate the project care-

. fully for further refinement and, appligation, (5) to

introduce participating . high schaols A6 a new guid-

ance tool, and (6) to facilitate cooperative working
relationships among participating high schools.

S

-

STATE: Oregon ) FISCAL YEAR: 1980
SPONSORING AGENCY: Lane Community College TOTAL FUNDS: ssi, 6
. CONTACT PERSON: John Bernham -+ ° .

ADDRESS Lane Comrﬁqnity College - ‘
400 E. 30th Avenue
Eugene, Oregon 97405

PROJECT TITLE: Physically Disabled Services Project ) )
. ] RBROJECT DESCRIPTION: The purpose of this project is to provide improved
. : spgcialized services for ‘partially-sighted and blind
students, students with hearing difficulties, and
. . students, with mobility and other disabilities. Its
. to major goals are: (1) to provide specialized coun-
'seling for djsabled individuals, student advocates,
and outreach programs; and (2) to establish close
liaison with other community agencies serving dis-

. Lo f apled peodple. . (—\

&
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STATE: Kentucky ) FISCAL YEAR: 1981
SPONSORING AGENCY: \iestern Kentucky TOTAL FUNDS: $34,235

, University .
‘CONTACT PERéON: Dr. Dwight Cline >
' ADDRESS: Western Kentucky University a: "

Bowling Green, Kentucky u2101 .

- 4'
<

PROJECT TITLE: Diagnostic and Prescriptive Skills Defelopment for Vocational
Educators .

PROJECT DESCRIPTICN: The major goals of this project are: (1) to establish

~~.an advisory committee of spedal education, special

vocational education, vocational education, guidance,

administrative, and diagnostic personnel who will

review the project developed products an par-

ticipate in the planning and implementation of work-

’ shops; (2) to assess |EPs written for handicapped

students enrolled in vocational programs in regard

. ) to compliance with P.L. '94-142, and identify spe-

cific areas in which vocational educator$ would profit

from, additional training; (3) to provide i

resources to improve the diagnostic and pre

¢, skills of vocational educators of handicapped st

and {(4) to develop a catalogue of assessment

" niques and an accompanying handbook to help

tional teachers to identify and diagnose learning abil-

ities .and disabilities of handicapped students. ' ’

-

STATE: Massachus€tts FISCAL YEAR: 1980 +

‘SPONSORING AGENCY: Shawsheen Valley TOTAL FUNDS: $57,000
Regional Vocational

b Technical School

CONTACT PERSON: No?:""a’ifg?&le
ADDKESS: Not ava%lable ¢

PROJECT TITLE: Pre-Vocational Assessment .
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: This project is part of a statewide effort and has as
: . its major goals: (1) to develop a reliable pgocess and
procedure that enhances the ablllty of local school -
districts to qualitatively assess special needs students
if occupational edugation. is being considered by the
core evaluation™~team, dnd (2) to train school district
personnel in this procedure once it has been devel-

oped. '

J
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STATE: Minnesota ' FISCAL YEAR: 1981
' AN
. - - A
SPONSORING AGENCY: Universjty of Minnesota ‘TOTAL FUND 098
, o CONTACT PERSON:woss, Jron |
. ADDRESS: Department“f Vocational and Technical Fducation ) ‘
145 Peik Hall, ‘University of Minnesota v N
Minneapolis, Nmnesota 551155 : . s

= PROJECT TITLE: Dévelop a System to Distribute Federal Funds to Minnesota
AVTIls for Augmentifig the Education of Special Needs®
Students ‘

PROJECN%SCR!PT!ON The major goals of this project are: (1) to clearly
‘delmeate the domain of the problem as related to the
C total state/federal interface of set-aside funds, (2) to
revigw related literature which impact the problem,
(3) to develop guidelines for minimal special "needs
. support services within the AVTls, (4) to develop
; the process by which AVTIs obtam the funding to
' carry out the minimum specual needs support servies,
. (5) to seek input from an ad hoc advisory committee
and obtain its approval, and (6) to acquire direction
from the U.S. Department of Educatioh amd obtain

y its approval. .
& ' . i

STATE: New Jersey o FISCAL YEAR: 1980 ‘

'SPONSORING AGEN(&Y: Glassboro State College TOTAL FUNDS: $17,oso

CONTACT PERSON: Ted Gustilo, Jr.
Coordmator of Research for Career qucatlon
5 -
ADDRESS: Office of Career Education, Bossart 104
Glassboro State College
Classboro, New Jersey 08028 . /

PROJECT TITLE: Bilingual “Tragslation of Revised. Vocational English and Math
- Instructional Units

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The major goals of this project include: (1) to r/e)fine

previously developed vocational curriculum materials

. that demonstrate the applications of language and

mathematics skills to” speciNc vocdtional areas, (2)

v f to rescreen materials for ~sex-role stereotyping to

) assure*that the revisions didt not introduce sex bias,

and (3) .to translate.the material§y into Spanish to
extend their usefulness to a large axoup of bilingual. _

N and Spanish speaking students who oOtherwise would

I ’ not benefit from them. {

o L » 85
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STATE: New York R FISCAL YEAR: 1979 . ,
SPO\NSORING‘AGENCY: Oswego BOCES TOTAL FUNDS: $50,000
. CONTACT ;Ew Not available o, ‘ - ~
¥ . ADDRESS: Mexico, \New' York o ' -
L PROJECT TITLE: Regional Occ;upat‘ion'al Education P’Ianning - ‘

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The objectives for this project include: (1) ‘t'o develop .
' a systematic process for annually gathering enroll-
e , ment and follow-up data on students receiving-occu-,
’ pational education at local high schools, (2) to develop ™
a- systemafjc process for annually gathering and
, ~ analyzing data of students enrolled .in adult and ¢on- ~
tinuing education occupational preparation programs,
and (3) to develop a more complete analysis of the

¥

3 . . curreﬁ_t and ,projected?jo_b markef in central New York,
% detailing openings Tfor employment and potential
) ) training needs.
. - ' : , e
STATE: Texas , FISCAL YEAR: 1981
SPONSORING AGENCY: University of Texas ~-TOTAL FUNDS: $60,443
' at Dallas : "
3 .
CONTAC# PERSON: George W. Fair A
ADDRESS: P.O. Box 688 .  * -
’ ’s Richa‘rdson, Texas 75680
PL(OJECT TITLE: Handicapped Students in Regular Vocational Education: p ,
Impact on Class Interaction and Instructional Variables ‘
: »

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The purpose of this project is .to gather data perti-,
i nent to thé instruction of special education studepts
. & in regutar vocational education programs. The pbjec- "~

v * tives of the project include: (1) to observe and

describe the handicapped student-vocational instfuctor:
interaction in" regular vocational education programs,

» (2) to observe and describe the hﬁ?eappe_d student-
nonhandi¢apped student interaction in regular voca-

. tional education programs, {3) to describe the devel-

- « opment and implementation. of individualized education

. . . plans for handicapped students in regular vocational *
education programs, {4) to describe instructjonal

adaptations and modifications that can be fined as

’ - ‘excess costs for funding purposes, and ‘(5)/to develop
recommendations .for more effective instpgction of handi-

‘capped students in regular vocational, education pro+

grams. | Sy 2
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