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ABSTRACT

The report examines progress for the school years
1981-82 and 1982-83 in implementing P.L. 94-142, The Education for
All Handicapped Children Act. Following an executive summary, an
analysis of four major aspects of the law's implementation is :
detailed. A section on students receiving a free appropriate public
education cites data on the number of students served, services for
children from birth through age 5, services to secondary and
postsecondary aged students, services to institutionalized and
previously institutionalized students, and personnel. The next
section provides an update on the implementation of key provisions of
the Act assuring the rights of handicapped children. lnformation is
provided on the least restrictive environment provision, precedural
safeguards, protection in evaluation, and initiatives of the
Department of Education, Special Education Programs (SEP). The third
section reports on assistance to states and localities in educating
handicapped children. Discussed are the amounts and use of federal,
state, and local funds for serving handicapped children; technical
assistance to the states; SEP review of state programs; and other SEP
administrative responsibilities. The final chapter examines efforts
to assess and assure the effectiveness of programs educating
handicapped children. Reported are federal evaluation efforts and
studies, procedures being implemented for state and local evaluation
efforts and state and local evaluation studies. A major portion of
the document consists of appendixes concerned with evaluation of the
Education of the Handicapped Act, discretionary programs administered
by SEP, and data tables. The data tables include child count tables
(by state, age, and handicapping condition); personnel tables
(special education teachers, other staff, and student teacher ratio);
least restrictive environment tables (number and percent of children
served in different educational environments by age and state);
population and enrollment tables (census projections by state and
age); and a financial table showing state grant awards under P.L.
94-142 for the fiscal years 1977-84. A final appendix provides
background and methodology concerned with determining the costs of
special education and related services. Additional tables and figures
present data throughout the report. (DB)
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DISCRIMINATION PROHIBITED

No person in the United States shall, on the ground of
race, color, or national origin, be excluded from participa-
tion in, be denied the benefits of, or be subjected to
discrimination under any program or activity receiving
Federal financial assistance, or be so treated on the basis
of sex under most education programs or activities
receiving Federal assistance.

No otherwise qualified handicapped individual in the
United States shall, solely by reason of his handicap, be
excluded from the participation in, be denied the benefits
of, or be subjected to discrimination under any program
or activity receiving Federal financial assistance.
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Foreword

-

This Sixth Annual Report to Congress on the Implementation of
Public Law 94+142: The Education for A1l Handicapped Children Act
examines the progress being made in implementing the Act and in meeting
its purposes. The past six years have seen a shift from the initial
procedural activities to implement this 1legislation affecting all
handicapped children to a strengthened concern for the quality and
comprahensiveness of special education programs.

During the past eighteen months the Administration has completed an
extensive review of the rules governing the Education of the
Handicapped Act (EHA). As a result of this review the Departmeat has
concluded that there 1s general satlsfaction with the rules. Thus, the
Administration is recommending no changes in the Act or 1In the rules
governing the Act in this report. Instead, the Department wiil provide
technical assistance to help States and 1localities with problems
arising from the current rules. The Department 1is currently
formulating the regulations which will implement the Education of the
Handicapped Act Amendments of 1983, P.L. 98-199.

The goals of the Act are being achieved. The data contained in
this report show steady Improvement in the provision of educational
services to handicapped children. At the same time, there are areas
where further improvement is needed. There are needs (1) to expand and
improve services to young handicapped children; (2) to serve more
handicapped children in the least restrictive environment with the
maximum appropriate integration; and (3) to improve preparation for the -
transition of adolescents from school to work, with increased
coordination among the agencies involved. The Federal Government will
continue 1its efforts to assist the States in maintaining the gaius
achieved over the years since the passage of the EHA and to improve the
effectiveness of special education programs to asslst all handicapped
children in realf{zing their full potential.

Madeleine Will

Assistant Secretary for Special
Education and Rehabilitative
Services
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Preface

Section 618(d)(1) of Part B of the Education of the Handicapped Act
(EHA-B) (20 U.S.C. §§1401,1411 et seq.) requires the Secretary to
transmit to Congress an annual repS?E_ which describes the progrescs
being made in implementing the Act. This is the sixth annual report
that has been prepared to provide Congress a continuing description of
our National experiences in making available a free appropriate public
education for all handicapped children. '

Section 601(c) of the Education of the Handicapped Act (EHA)
describes the purposes of the Act. These are (1) to assure that all
handicapped children have available to them a free 2ppropriate public
education, (2) to assure that the rights of handicapped children and
their parents or guardians are protected, (3) to assist States and
localities to provide for the education of all handicapped children,
and (4) to assess and assure the effectiveness of efforts to educate
handicapped ciiildren.

Each of the chapters of this report will provide information
describing the progress being made 1in meeting one of these four
purposes.

The infcrmation presented in this report was obLsined from ravaral
sources. Natlonal statistics on numbers of children veceiving sp cial
education und related services, numbers v’ school personnel available
and necded to provide such services, a:1 uumbers of handicapped
children receilving special education in differeunt edncational
environments are reported to Special Educatlun Programs (SEP) by the
States. The EHA-B child count information was recorded on December 1,
1982; the rest of the information was provided for school Year
1981-8%. Informatcion regarding the number of children needing and not
receiving a free appropriate public education 1s not included in this
report. Prisr to 1980, States reported data on unserved and
underseried handicapped children (the two categories of children given
priority under Section 612(3) of EHA-B). Since 1980, however, each
participating State has been required to provide all handicapped
children with a free appropriate publis educaticn and would be out of
ccmpliance with the Act if all known handicapped children did not
receive such an education. Thus, since 1980, the issue of handicapped
children not receiving a free appropriate public education has been a
compliance issue dealt with through monitoring and complaint processes
rather than through Federal reporting mechanisms.

- -



SEP's monitoring visite to the States have provided additional
National data on the status of implementation. The vreport also
Includes 1{information concerning technical assistance activities
supported by SEP's Division of Assistance to States, training
activities supported by the Division of Personnel Preparation, and
research and model demonstration projects funded through the Division
of Innovation and Development and the Division of Educational
Services. Finally, information for school years 1981-82 and 1982-83 is
presented from a series of special studies supported by SEP, to
describe, analyze, and disseminate findings of the progress being made
and remaining barriers to implementing EHA-B.
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Executive Summary

This is the sixth Annual Report to Congress on the status of
education and related services for the Nation's handicapped children
and youth in fulfillment of the provisions of Part B of the Education
of the Handicapped Act (EHA-B) (20 U.S.C. §§1401, 1411, et seq.), as
amended by P.L. 94-142. In Section 601(c), Congress stated the
purposes of the Act, which are: (1) to assure that all handicapped
children have available to them a free appropriate public education,
(2) to assure that the rights of handicapped children and their parents
are protected, (3) to assist States and localities to provide for the
education of all handicapped children, and (4) to assess and assure the
effectiveness of efforts to educate handicapped children.

The report is submitted by the Secretary of Education in accordance
with the provisions of Section 618, which requires that the impact of
the program authorized by the Act be evaluated and that updated
information, including information regarding the number of children
requiring and receiving a free appropriate public education, be
provided annually. The Education of the Handicapped Act Amendments of
1983, P.L. 98-199, have modified the reporting requirements in a number
of respects. This report, however, was prepared to cover a period of
time during which the previous version of Secticn 618 was controlling.
The report provides, as have previous reports, current information
which describes the progress that has been made in meeting.the purposes.
outlined in Section 601(c) of the Act. ‘

Number of Students Served

e The number of handicapped children who are receiving
special education and related services continues to
rise as it has each year since the initial child count
in 1976-77. The 1982-83 total of 4,298,327 served by
the States wunder the provisions of EHA-B and
P.L. 89-313 is an increase of 65,045 (or 1.5 percent)
over the previous school year, and 16 pefcent since
1976-77. The number of handicapped children served in
proportion to the number of children enrolled 1in
preschool through twelfth grade rose from 10.47 percent
in 1981-82 to 10.76 percent in 1982-83. This overall
increase becomes more significant when compared with
the Nation’s total school-age population, which has
been steadily decreasing in the past decade.
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Variations continue in the number of children served
within the different handicapping conditions. Large
increases in the number of learning disabled children
served overshadow the decreases in number of children
served in most other categories. Since 1976-77, the
learning disabled population has grown by 119 percent.
This rate of growth appears to be slowing, in part due
to increased efforts by States to assure that children
are not erroneously classified.. The category of
emotionally disturbed has also {ncreased, possibly as a
result of the increased capacity of State educational
agencies (SEAs) and local educational agencies (LEAs)
to provide services, especially at the local level.

The total number of multihandicapped and other health
impaired children served has declined, although this is
not uniformly true within the States. Some of this
decline <can be attributed to definitional and
procedural changes in reporting, especially in a few
populous States. During the past year and since
1976~77, the number of children served in every other
category except visually handicapped has decreased.
Trend data from National totals is often at odds with
the data from individual States. Therefore, many
factors, such as population shifts and procedural or
definitional changes, must be examined in order to
account for changes in the number of handicapped
children served.

Services for Children from Birth

through ége Five

The implementation of the Education of the Handicapped
Act, as amended by P.L. 94-142, has brought concomitant
increases in the nature and extent of programs to
provide education and related services to the
population of young handicapped children. Early
intervention with handicapped children results in a
significant decrease in services required 1later; 1in
some cases it eliminates or reduces the services which
would otherwise need to be provided when the child
enters school, thereby resulting in notable cost
savings.

States continue to report increases in the number of
preschool-age handicapped children served, Egggciallyjz
those aged three through five. This gggg) group

A
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represents nearly a quarter of the total increase in
the number of children ages three through 21 who
received special education services last Yyear. Since
1976-77, there has been an increase of more than 23
percent in the number of preschool children served.

e Thirty-eight States now mandate services to at least
some portion of the preschool handicapped population
from birth through age five. The specific ages and
areas of handicap for which services are provided vary
among States; however, a larger percentage of the
three- through five-year-old population 1s reported to
be served in those States which mandate services than
in those that do not.

e Four Federal initiatives =—— EHA-B, the Preschool
Incentive Grant Program (20 U.S.C. §1419), the State
Implementation Grant Program, and the Handicapped
Children's Early Education Program =-- have played a
critical role in encouraging preschool programs. The
number of States choosing to participate 1in these
preschool programs has more than doubled since fiscal
year (FY) 1978. A recent National analysis of the
impact of demonstration and outreach programs found the
accomplishments of the HCEEP projects to be "greater
and more varied than those. of any other documented
education program identified.”

Services to Secondary- and Postsecondary-

ége Students

e A noticeable expansion of services to secondary- and
postsecondary-age handicapped students has occurred, in
part due to: (1) 1increased recognition of the
importance of a successful transition from school to
work and community life; and (2) the need to preserve
educational gains from earlier education. Information
from selected States indicates a more rapid growth in
services at the secondary level than for °Yyounger
school-aged children. The 1982-83 child count data
i{ndicates an increase of 9 percent from the previous
year for postsecondary-age students aged 18 through 21,
and an increase of 70 percent over the number served in
1978-79. Although all States have mandates to provide
services to handicapped students through age 17, 24
States- have mandates to serve handicapped youths
through the age of 21 1if they have not graduated from
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high school. In addition, many States permit local
schools to provide services at least through age 21
even when a mandate does not exist.

There is a growing trend toward expansion of vocational
services and use of community resources to provide
vocational skills to secondary- and postsecondary-age
handicapped youth. Through such programs, there is
also greater opportunity to receive education with and
interact with nonhandicapped students.,

Through combining resources from other public and
non-profit service agencies and prospective employers,
financing of programs for older handicapped youth is
being shared among other human service agencies and the
private sector.

The Education Departiment will assist the expansion and
improvement of transitional services for handicapped
children and youth through development of curriculum
materials, research on the accessibility of employment
training, follow-up studies of secondary-age students,
demonstration and dissemination of successful
practices, communication between the education
community and the business community, and development
of workable interagency agreements.

Services to Institutionalized and Previously

Institutionalized Students

Over the past decade, judicial and professional
decisions have led to dramatic reductions 1in the
enrollment of handicapped children in State -
institutions. Many States have now adopted policies to
keep or return students to their home communities
whenever possible, thereby avoiding institutional
placement. Local educational agencies are increasing
their resources to assist with previously
institutionalized studenps.

Changes in SEA, other State department, and LEA
policies and practices for provision of educational
services to students who remain in institutions suggest
improved capability to meet the needs of these
handicapped students.

-xviii-



The primary source of Federal support to children in
State—operated or State-supported schools 1is P.L.
89-313., "hese funds can also “follow" children who
leave the State programs to enter local programs. The
number of children supported in LEAs has increased by
700 percent since 1975 to a total of 49,601 in 1983.

Personnel

Overall, there was a slight increase between 1980-81
and 1981-82 (the two moot recent years for which data
are available) in the total number of special education
and related services personnel.

»

Least Restrictive Environment

Fewer than 7 percent of all handicapped children are
educated 1in either separate schools or separate
environments. Of the more than 93 percent who are
educated in regular schools, about two-~thirds receive
their education 1in the regular classroom with
nonhandicapped peers. ‘

The overall proportion of handicapped students served
in various settings has remained relatively stable over
the years. However, through the development of a
continuum of placement options within LEAs, there have
been changes within specific handicapping categories to
serve children in less restrictive settings. This is
particularly notable for the visually handicapped,
emotionally disturbed, orthopedically impaired, and
hard of hearing and deaf. Placement and review
procedures designed to improve the quality of the
placement decision-making process 18 an important
factor in assuring education in the least restrictive
environment.

Procedural Safeguards

The use of mediation as a process to bring about a
reconciliation between schools and parents before going
to a due process hearing is8 evident {in a large.
percentage of States. However, the extent to which
mediation serves to deter the need to go on to the
hearing stage 1is unclear.

-xix-
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Protection in Evaluation

Concern over the continually rising number of students
counted as learning disabled has stimulated concerted
State efforts to assure the consistent application of
eligibility criteria and to strenmgthen the capzcity of
the regular education program to address learning
problems.

Fundé for Serving all Handicapped Children

Impact

States use a mixture of resources —-- Federal, State,
and local =-- to finance services for handicapped
children and youth. EHA~B funds are important in both
the support of administrative activities in SEAs,
including support of personnel, and in the funding of
direct and indirect services at the local educational
agency level, including exemplary demonstrations, and
resource and information systems.

Numerous studies of the structure of education finance
have demonstrated the complexities of attempting to
determine the cost of providing education and related
services to handicapped children ‘and youth in the
States. Case studies were conducted-by SEP in 1983 to
examine the available expenditure data from four
selected States. Development and use of more
sophisticated accounting systems is contributing to the
increased availability of detailed cost information in
some States.

Through various diecretionary programs and through the
monitoring of State plans and administration of EHA-B
funds, Special Education Programs continues to provide
technical assistance to the States as required by
Section 617(a)(1)(A) of EHA-B.

and Effectiveness of EHA-B

Special Education Programs continues to conduct special
studies, as required by Section 618 of EHA-B, to
determine the extent to which the purposes of the Act
are being met. A longitudinal study of selected local
educational agencies recently concluded that the impact
of EHA~B has been primarily positive and that the law
has been a major factor in effecting change in special

’
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education, specifically through increasing the scope
and comprehensiveness of speclal education programs and
related services at the local level.

State and 1local educational agencies are also
recognizing the - need to have good evaluation
information with which to make decisions affecting
special education within the States. They are
supporting numerous studies relating to policiles,
procedures, and cost and effectiveness of the provision
of special education and related services.
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Students Receiv.ing a Free Appropriate
Public Education

0f all the data and information in this report, perhaps the most
important 1is that describing the number of handicapped children now
receiving an education according to the provisions of Part B of the
Education of the Handicapped Act (EHA-B) (20 U.S.C. §§1401, 1411, et
seq.), as amended by P.L. 94-142. The provision of such an education
to all handicapped children 1s required by the Act. It is also the
goal toward which all requirements and provisions of the Act are
directed. 1In the-final analysis, all activities pertaining to the Act
have but one purpose —- to provide an appropriate education for our
Nation's handicapped children.

This chapter provides the number of handicapped children receiving
a free appropriate public education reported by the States. It also
looks at segments of the handicapped population that traditionally have
been underserved in our country -- preschool children, secondary- and
postsecondary-age youth, and institutionalized children. It describes
efforts being made to serve these populations better. The chapter
concludes with a discussion of the number of personnel available to
serve handicapped children and how the numbers of teachers and other
personnel have grown over the years along with the number of
handicapped children served.

Number of Students Served

The percentage of handicapped children receiving special education
and related services rose slightly. During the school year 1982-83,
4,298,327 handicapped children were served by the States under EHA-B
and P.L. 89-313 (see Table l)hl/ an increase of 65,045 over the
previous school year. Since the initial child count ‘in 1976-~77, when
3,708,588 handicapped children were reported by the States, the number

1/ The age range for children counted under the EHA-B State grant
program is three through 21. The age range for children counted
under the P.L. 89-313 program {s birtk through 20. Tables
reporting the combined child count under the two programs are
labeled using the age range for the larger EHA-B program although
some children from birth through two years of age may be included
in the P.L. 89-313 count.
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Table 1

NUMBER OF CHILOREN AGES 3-21 YEARS SERVEO UNODER P.L, 89-313 AND P.L. 94-142
8Y HANDICAPPING CONDITION

OURING SCHOOL YEAR 1982-1983

OTHER MULTI- HARO OF ORTHO- VISUALLY

ALl LEARNING SPEECH MENTALLY EMOTIONALLY HEALTH HANDI - HEARING PEDICALLY HANDI- OEAF-

STATE CONDITIONS OISABLED IMPAIRED RETAROEO OISTURBED IMPAIRED CAPPED & DEAF [MPAIRED CAPPED  BLIND

AlaBAMA 81.609 ~ 20.899 16.239 J4.90868 6,113 401 979 1,136 a8 422 94
ALASKA 12,017 6.828 3,974 66s 362 S8 218 200 243 s6 18
ARIZONA $1,862 25.710 11,199 6.002 5,288 [.L}] 843 1,043 747 374 o
ARKANSAS 49,004 19,438 10,493 16,019 soa 249 793 739 421 269 23
CALIFORNIA 364.218  198.696 92,056 28.580 9,457 14,071 4,776 7,217 7.033 2,203 229
COLORAOO. 45,1208 19,654 7.796 5,793 7,596 [] 2,029 1,018 813 331 92
CONNECTICUT 66.010 29,392 13.896 6.20d 13,089 918 476" " 988 - 383 719 ]
OELAWARE 14,408 6,870 1,747 2,118 2.943 129 k2] 294 3 127 42
OISTRICT OF COLUMBIA S.809 1.629 1.780 1,237 697 87 94 3 140 43 39
FLORIOA 155,609 - 98,109 48,236 27.%37 17,077 1,569 78 2.088 2,080 770 "
GEORGIA 112,958 35.722 26,782 28,214 17,412 098 356 1,847 913 806 7
Hawall 12,876 8,189 1,962 1,914 438 9 © 187 248 214 %] 82
10aH0 17,673 8.233 4.3% 2.948 S8 423 298 430 308 181 [}
ILLINOLS 261,769 96,6038 75,704 44,948 31,084 1,722 1,134 4,198 4.392 1,400 104
INOTANA 100.228 27,434 41,360 24,189 2,778 282 1,458 1,302 818 s268 24
towA 6, 109 21,340 14,698 12.228 4,749 207 787  1.081 833 241 17
KANSAS 44,199 18, 190 14,274 6,779 4,323 S1 403 771 719 277 370
KENTUCKY 73,170 20.064 24.922 21.741 2,358 608 1,298 943 761 48 9
LOUISIANA 86.009 39.707 20,701 15,742 4,22% 1,769 998 1,707 (L1} 469 - 29
MA INE 26,489 8.974 6.136 S,187 4,229 251 738 403 429 191 1"
MARYLANOD 90,879 48.368 24.209 7.943 3,596 S60 3,299 1,500 828 s87 s1
MASSACHUSETTS 138, 480 48,684 31,848 29,357 18,970 1,939 3.047 1,939 1.829 831 140
MICHIGAN 198.771 a8, 487 44,081 26,971 20.400 10 187 3,039 4.604 912 (]
MINNESOTA R 77.698 J34.748 19,013 13,789 s,858 [.L1] 4 1,633 1.296° a9 k]
MISSISSIPPY 50,883 16.788 16,796 15,381 422 ] 227 83% 333 233 47
MISSOURI - - 99,964 36.224 33.202 19,930 7,017 704 8t7 1,179 842 390 [ k]
MONTANA 19.218 7.208 4.790 1.518 683 127 323 247 114 183 28
NEBRASKA 30.448 12,227 9.248 5,669 1,887 ] 347 Sia 400 180 [}
NEVAOA 13.228 7.041 3.232 1,047 790 J42 369 179 264 (1] 1
NEW MHAMPSHIRE 14,143 a.220 2,328 1,419 1,197 226 233 276 137 103 S
NEw JERSEY 161.481 62.736 61.280 12,463 15,254 1,508 3.741 2.028 1.219 1,221 37
NEwW MEXICO = 26.334 12,237 6.789 2.782 2,164 95 1,346 422 Jos 134 57
NEw YORK 264.83% 116,733 41,6681 37,810 44,229 8,913 6.862 S.088 4.247 2,002 136
NORTH CAROLINA 120.588 49,019 2%.808 33.240 $,99% 1,186 1,680 2.30% 1,018 892 - 42
NORTH OAKOTA 10,802 4.340 3.600 1.920 297 13 [} 257 1Y) a0 14
OMIO 202.234 72.031 56,932 56.802 6,302 (] 2,813 2.783 3.538 983 4
OKLAHOMA 63,819 28,629 20,369  12.%582 1,029 228 1,29 852 434 338 4
OREGON 46.201 23,4959 11,614 4,761 2,968 569 116 1,408 933 713 43
PENNSYLVANIA 196,277 63.413 61.684 46.402 18,839 L] S 4,188 2,149 1.813 9
PUERTO RICO 3%,173 1.892 1,206 21,139 793 2,099 2,982 2.2%7 522 2.696 1]
RHOOE ISLAND 18,969 11.729 3.337 1,498 1,169 210 108 240 221 67 17
SOUTH CAROLINA 71,708 20.930 19,996 22,404 8.710 150 422 1,199 804 468 (k)
SOUTH OAKOTA 11.841 3,962 LI RE 1.481 320 80 392 304 2234 60 14
TENNESSEE 106.09% 42,804 32,998 20,243 2.8%53 1,452 1,729  2.188 1.082 717 27
TEXAS 289,343  150.768 66.%544 30,7069 17,707 s, 463 7.526 4,868 3.929 1,999 172
UranH 38.968 13.611 .37 3,159 10.623 234 1,458 829 283 s 4s
VERMONT 9.309 2.973 2.69% 2,963 a9 118 196 206 120 4 ' 3
VIRGINIA 100,713 368.814 30.703 16,878 e.723 - 469 3,090 1,618 719 1,878 27
WASHINGTON 64.293 31,286 13,941 9.400 3,949 1,936 1,740 1,308 1,070 380 as
WEST VIRGINIA 42.418 14,719 12,774 11,068 1,412 923 326 490 393 313 2
WISCONSIN 72,219 27.224 18,024 13,234 9,598 s03 699  1.249 1,199 11l 4
WwYOMING 11,144 5.09% 3,184 943 978 227 317 127 177 7% 21
AMERICAN SAMOA 244 [ S0 181 [ 2 9 13 2 3 3
GUAM 2.031 %30 243 913 63 1 119 87 19 32 13
NORTHERN MARIANAS - - - - - - - - - - -
TRUST TERRITORIES - - - - - - - - - . -
VIRGIN ISLANDS 1,237 220 249 626 s 0 29 47 1] 2 12
BUR. OF INDIAN AFFAIRS 4.849 2.9 1.047 723 231 kK] 199 34 17 1 ]

U.S. AND TERRITORIES 4.298.327 1.745.671 1,134,197 780.8 353.43 52,028 65,479 79.337 $7.508 31,098 2.382

THESE ARE NEW MEXICO'S CHILO COUNT FIGURES. HOWEVER. NEW MEXICO QO0ES NQT PARTICIPATE IN P.L. 94-142,
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of handicapped children served has grown by more than half a million,
an increase of about 16 percent. The increase of 65,045 children from
1981-82 to 1982-83 reflects a change of 1.5 percent.

The percentage of handicapped children served based on the number
of children enrolled in school (preschool through twelfth grade) has
also increased slightly. This percentage rose from 10.47 percent in
1981-82 to 10.76 percent in 1982-83. Table 2 shows the percentage
change for each handicapping condition.

Table 2

Percentage* of School Enrollment Served as
Handicapped, by Handicapping Condition, during
1981-82 and 1982-83 for the 50 States and
the District of Columbia

Handicapping Condition 1981-82 1982-83
Learning disabled 4,04 4,40
Speech impaired 2.83 2.86
Mentally retarded 1.96 1.92
Emotionally disturbed .85 .89
Other health impaired .20 .13
Multihandicapped .18 .16
Hard of hearing and deaf .19 .18
Orthopedically impaired 14 .14
Visually handicapped .07 .07
Deaf-blind .01 .01

Total 10.47 10.76

*The percentages are based on school enrollment for preschool
through twelfth grade children and handicapped enrollment for children
ages three through 21.

The total number of handicapped children increased during the past
year, but this increase did not occur uniformly in every State. (See
Figure 1.) In fact, the number of handicapped children actually
decreased in 19 States and territories between 1981-82 and 1982-83.
Between 1980-81 and 1981-82, 15 States showed such a decrease. From
1979-80 to 1980-81, no State reported a decrease in the number of
handicapped children served. Given the decreasing size of the general



Figure 1 Change in Number of Handicapped Children Ages 3-21 Reported in
Child Count Between 1981-82 and 1982-83

Decreased

NOTES: .
The number of handicapped children reported decreased for Guam and the Bureau

of Indian Affairs.

The number of handicapped children reported increased for Puerto Rico, American
Samoa, and The Virgin Islands.

No data were available for the Northern Marianas and the Trust Territories.
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school population, a decrease 1in the total of handicapped children
served was anticipated at the point where services became available for
most handicapped children. Between 1981-82 and 1982~83, all but seven
States experienced a decline in school-age population. However, this
trend may not continue, as the three~ through five-year-old population
increased from 9,513,753 to 9,604,274 between 1981-82 and 1982-83.
Appendix 3, Tables 3D1-3D4, shows the school-age population for recent
Years.

The relatively stable total figures in the number of children
served can mask changes which are occurring within the different
handicapping conditions. (See Figure 2 and Appendix 3, Tables
3A1-~3A5.) The number of children served has decreased for most
categories. This decrease has been more than offset, however, by the
large increase in the number of learning disabled children.

As in past years, the number of children identified and served as
learning disabled increased markedly bLetween 1981-82 and 1982-83, from
1,627,344 to 1,745,871. The number of .earning disabled children now
represents 4.3 percent of the school-»:e enrollment and more than 40
percent of all children who receive s; :ial education services. Since
1976~77, the learning disabled p- ition has grown by 948,658
children, an increase of 119 percent.

Reasons for this rapid growth in the uumber of children served as
learning disabled were detailed in the 1983 Report to Congress. They
include improved assessment procedures, liberal eligibility criteria,
social acceptability for the learning disabled classification, and a
lack of general education alternatives for children who experience
problems in regular classes. Those reasons are still valid, but many
States have expressed concern about the  dramatic increase in the
numbers of learning disabled children and have taken steps to assure
that children are not classified erroneously. These efforts appear to
be having some effect. Although the 1learning disabled population
increased between 1981-82 and 1982-83, it increased at a considerably:
slower rate than in previous years. The increase from 1979-80 to
1980-81 was 15 percent; from 1980-81 to 1981-82 it was 11 percent. The
increase of 118,527 children between 1981-82 and 1982-83 reflects a
growth rate of 7 percent,

A significant portion of the increase in learning disabled children
in the past year (47,264 of the 118,527 additional learning disabled
children) came from one State, New York. New York's count increased by
68 percent between 1981-82 and 1982-83 for two major reasons. First, a
definitional change resulted in many children who were previously
counted as other health impaired being counted as learning disabled.
New York children diagnosed as neurologically 1impaired have
traditionally been counted as other health impaired, but in 1982 the
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Figure 2 Distribution of Children Ages 3-21 Served by Handicapping Condition,
School Year 1976-77 and 1982-83
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State changed its regulations so neurologically impaired children are
now reported as learning disabled. Second, a large percentage of the
New York increase in learning disabled children lives in New York
City. The city's child count has risen dramatically in the past year
in response to pressure to extend services to all handicapped
children. Apparently many of the city's handicapped children who are
newly identified and served have been classified as learning disabled.
Although the State's 1learning disabled population has risen
dramatically in the past year, it has long had a low percentage of
children served as learning disabled compared to other States. The
second chapter of this report discusses State efforts to prevent
children from being classified erroneously as learaing disabled.

The other group of handicapped children that increased noticeably
between 1981-82 and 1982-83 was the emotionally disturbed. This group
increased from 341,786 to 353,431, a change of 3.4 percent. Since
1976~77, the number of emotionally disturbed childrem reported by the
States has increased by 25 percent. Reasons for this steady increase,
as noted in the 1983 Annual Report to Congress, include efforts by
State and 1local agencies to serve this previously underserved
population. Many of these children were formerly served by agencies
other than the State educational agency, but as programs at the local
level become available, more and more of them can be educated in public
schools.

With a relatively stable count, 1increases Iin some areas mean
decreases in others. The number of multihandicapped children declined
for the first time between 1981-82 and 1982-83. The number of children
reported in this category dropped from 77,832 to 65,479. There were
50,772 multihandicapped children counted in 1978-79, the first year a
count of multihandicapped children was taken. It appears that the
‘recent decline in the number of multihandicapped students 1is largely
the result of definitional and procedural changes in reporting by a few
large States. For example, one State experienced a 96 percent decline
in its multihandicapped population because such children are now
reported on the basis of one primary handicapping condition rather than
as multihandicapped. A State with a 47 percent decline in the number
of multihandicapped children has changed its definition so that a child
must have three handicapping conditions to be considered
multihandicapped. This State previously counted children with two
handicapping conditions as multihandicapped. Although the number of
multihandicapped children declined nationally, 26 States actually
reported an increase in the number served. ’

The number of other health impaired children changed from 80,171 to
52,026 between 1981-82 and 1982-83. This change 1is also readily
explainable. It can be attributed almost entirely to the State of New
York, which reported 27,000 fewer other health 1impaired children in
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1982-83 than in 1981-82 as a result of the previously described
definitional change which considers neurologically impaired students as
learning disabled rather than as other health impaired. In fact, the
number of other health impaired children increased in 26 States during
the past year.

In nearly every other category not specifically discussed here
(mentally retarded, speech impaired, hard of hearing and deaf,
deaf-blind, orthopedically impaired, and visually handicapped), the
number of children served has decreased, both 1in the past Yyear and
since 1976-77. The one exception is the visually handicapped category,
which decreased by nearly 19 percent since 1976-77 but increased over
the past school year by 117 children or 0.4 percent. The shifts that
are occurring in some States raise questions but seem explainable as
changing State rules are identified. A few large States have,K a
significant impact on National totals when definitions are refined.
Overall, however, the number of school-aged handicapped children
appears to have stabilized. The following sections show that States
are focusing more resources on older and younger chill <n —- an event
both anticipated and encouraged by the Administrationm.

Services for Children from Birth through Age Five

A recent survey of State directors and preschool program
coordinators in eight States conducted by the National Association of
State Directors of Special Education (NASDSE,” 1983) confirmed that
preschool services were much less comprehensive before passage of EHA-B
than they are today. Federal oversight hearings and a review of
professional literature have confirmed this finding. Programs that
previously existed were mostly half-day programs operated primarily for
mildly handicapped children. School districts did not have sufficient
numbers of personnel, especially in related .services (such as speech
therapists and physical therapists). However, despite the lack of
services, the beneficial effects of programs for preschool handicapped
children became increasingly evident. Since the passage of EHA-B,
evidence of the immediate and long~term effectiveness of preschool
programs has become  even more impressive. Studies have shown that
handicapped infants and children (and those st risk of developing
handicaps) who receive early intervention show significant improvement
in development and learning along with a decrease in need for costly
special education programs, compared with peers who do not receive
intervention (Weiss, 1981; Lazar, 1979; Moore, Anderson, Frederick,
Baldwin, and Moore, 1979; Weikart, Bond, and McNeil, 1978). The
findings of several studies recently reported in the literature
indicate:
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o Of 688 children in a study of Handicapped  Children's
Early Education Program (HCEEP) projects, about
one~third needed no special education classes upon
entering first grade and were placed in the regular
classrooms; another third of the children were placed
in regular classes with some special education support;
and the remaining children were placed in special
education programs (Stock, et al., 1976).

® A 1982 study of the benefits of preschool education by
the Colorado Department of Education found that special
education for preschool handicapped children resulted
in a larger percentage being able to begin public
education in regular classrooms with no special
education. An even larger number of these students
were found to require fewer special education services
when they entered public school because they had
received preschool service (Colorado Department of
Education, 1982).

@ A 248 percent return on the cost of the original
investment in the preschool program was projected by
the end of high school (Schweinhart and Weikart, 1980).

¢ In a study conducted in four school districts, $1,560
was saved per child over a three-~year period, even
after the costs of the preschool program were
subtracted (Weiss, 1981).

Evidence further indicates that the earlier an infant and his or
her family receive services to prevent or remediate a handicapping
condition, the greater the Ilong~term benefits. One study which
extrapolated from three studies that included large numbers of children
whose handicaps were apparent 1in the early Yyears found that {f
intervention began at birth, education costs to age 18 were projected
to be $37,272. 1f, however, intervention was delayed to age six, the
cost was projected to be $53,350 (Garland, Stone, Swanson, and
Woodruff, 1981).

Although caution must be used in making generalizati&hs from the
studies cited above, States have worked to improve services to
preschool handicapped children. Previous reports to Congress have
described the progress States have made {in serving preschool
handicapped children since the passage of EHA-B. . The following
sections describe the current status of preschool education of
handicapped children in the United States, including changes in
preschool services; specific Federal assistance and programs; and
Department of Education initiatives to improve preschool services.
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Numbers of Preschool Children Served

Although the increase in the number of children reported as
handicapped by SEAs was 1.5 percent in the past Yyear, the percentage
increase was considerably greater among children ages three through
five. The number of children reported in this age group grew from
227,612 to 242,113, an increase of 6.4 percent. This growth represents
almoat one~quarter of the total increase in the number of children ages
three through 21 receiving special education services last year. Since
1976~77, the increase in preschool children served has been more than
23 percent. ' (Séw Fﬂﬁure 3.) Despite this progress, there are many
preschool handicapped children who do not have services available. The
number of preschool handicapped will probably continue to grow as
States develop model programs to identify and serve them.

State Mandates \\\«

Thirty-eight States (including the District of Columbia) now
mandate services to some portion of the population of preschool
handicapped children from birth through age five. Seventeen States
mandate services for all three- through five—~year old handicapped
children and another 21 mandate services for some portion of the three-
through five~year old population. Some State mandates require
localities to provide services to all handicapped children from a
specified age. Other mandates cover only certain types of handicapping
conditions. Some States (e.g., Delaware) mandate early services only
for children who are visually or hearing 1impaired; others require
preschool services for severely and profoundly handicapped children.
The number of States with preschool mandates has fincreased since the
passage of EHA-B. Most recently, New Jersey has lowered its mandate
for services from age three to birth.

Table 3 presents the current mandated ages by State.

An examination of this year's child count data indicates that
States with mandates reported serving & larger percentage of three-
through five-year-old handicapped children than those without mandated
services. States with mandates reported serving 3.15 percent of the
three~ through five-year-old population, those with partial mandates
reported serving 2.5 percent, and States without preschool mandates
reported serving 2.1 percent of this population. States report that
the various programs supported under EHA-B for three- through
five~year-olds have been instrumental in increasing services to this
population. Even States with limited mandates (such as Colorado,
Maine, and North Carolina) have developed and increased services to
preschool handicapped children, and have also developed a systematic
plan and structure that eventually will provide services statewide.

10
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Figure 3 Number and Percent Change in Preschool Handicapped Children
Served by P.L. 94-142
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Table 3

Mandates for Handicapped Children Age Six and Under hy State

Age Range 0-5 2-5 2,8-5 3-5 4-5 5 6
Towa Virginia Cannecticut Alaaka. District of Columbia Coloradg Alabama
HMaryland California Minnesota Florida Indiana
Michigan Hawaii Georgia Kanaas
Nebraska : Illinois Idaho Missigsippl
New Jeraey ! Louiaiana Delaware (2) Kentucky Montana
South Dakota Massachusetts Oklahoma (3) Maine North Dakota
New Hampshire Tenneassee (4) Miasouri Oregon
Rhode Island Nevada Pennsylvania
Wisconsin New Mexico Vermont
New York Wyoming
e —————————— North Carolina
Texas (1) Ohio —————— -
Utah Ari zona (5)
¢ Washington Arkansas (6)

West Vrginia

South Carolina (7)

Notes: States with different mandated ages for particular handicapping cond!.ﬂons.

1.

2.

Texas 3 - All handicapping conditions
0 - (VL, HI, DB)
Delaware 4 - (EMH, SEM, LD, SI)
3 -~ (TMH, SMH, PI)
0 - (HI, VI, DB, A)
Oklahoma 4 - All handicapping conditions
Tennessee 4 - All handicapping conditions
3 - (D)
Arizona 6 - All handicapping conditions
5 - If LEA offers Kindergarten
Arkansas 6 - All handicapping conditions
5 - If LEA offers Kindergarten
South 6 - All handicapping conditions
Carolina 4 - (HI, D)
O
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Legend of State Tems

VI - Visually Impaired
HI - Hearing Impaired
DB - Deaf-Blind

EMH - Educable Mentally Handicapped

SEM - Socially and Emotionally Maladjusted

LD - Learning Disabled
SI - Speech Impaired

- Trainable Mentally Handicapped

SMH - Severely Mentally Handicapped

PI - Physically Impaired

A - Autistic
D - Deaf
R
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Changes in Programs

Three-= Through Five-Year-0lds

Before passage of EHA-B, relatively few educativa programs existed
for preschool handicapped children and few of these early programs were
located in public schools. Most were university based and
geographically scattered. Immediately after EHA-B became effective,
the number of programs for preschool handicapped children within the
public schools expanded.

A study conducted by SRI Internmational (1982) found that about half
of all school districts in their sample provided preschool services to
handicapped children during 1978-79. By 1982, nearly all the achool
districts in the SRI sample had developed programs for previously
unserved preschool children or had expanded and refined existing
programs, and reported that this was primarily the result of the
stimulus of Federal assistance.

Early efforts to expand services to preschool age children have
progressed during the past slx years. According to the NASDSE (1983)
study, these changes have occurred primarily in three areas: gservice
delivery, personnel and certification, and interagency cooperation.

e Service Deliverv. Scrvite within States has been
dispersed. For example, Colorado had five 1local
programs serving preschool children in 1977, all in
metropolitan ar:as. Now there are 30 programs located
in various parts of the State. States also report they
now serve a wider range of handicapping conditions and
levels of severity. ‘this dispersion of services means
that more children, regardless of geographic location
or severity of handicapping condition, now receive
services.

e Personnel aad C:vtification. The number of trained
personnel qualified to plan and provide programs for
preschool handicapped .children has increased since the
EHA was enacted, primarily because new university
training programs have been developed. For example,
Virginia had no university training programs before
passage of the EHA; now it has eight. Despite
increases in the number of training programs and
available personnel, all States surveyed by NASDSE
reported they need still more qualified personnel with
experience in serving preschool handicapped children.
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e Interagency Cooperation. More cooperative interagency
activities now deliver services to preschool
handicapped children. Although such cooperation was
slow to develop, all States surveyed by NASDSE report
an 1increase in the number of operational 1nteragency
agreements and cooperative arrangements. States report
increased awareness of services provided by other
agencies, such as public health screening, and more
cooperation to reduce duplication of services. The
cooperative provision of services has also 1increased.
For example, in some Colorado districts the educational
agency provides teachers and educational programming
while the Health Department provides nursing or
physical therapy services. In some North Carolina
LEAs, Headstart provides an educational program for
preschool handicapped children and the LEA provides
necessary related services such as speech,
occupational, and physical therapy.

\
Birth through Age Two

Education agencies have assumed a larger role 1in delivering
services to handicapped infants since the enactment of EHA-B. States
with mandates for services report an increase in the number of infants
served in recent years. For example, Maryland served 435 infants 1n
1980; by 1982 this number increased by nearly 50 percent. In its study
NASDSE (1983) found that States without mandated services serve smaller
proportions' of their children from birth through age two than those
ages three through five.

Few university training programs prepare professionals to work with
handicapped infants. Thus, States report a critical need for trained
educational professionals, even though the number of trained and
qualified personnel has 1increased . somewhat. States also report a
modest increase in the number of related services personnel (0.T.,
P.T., speech and language therapists) trained to work with infants.

Infant programs are in a stage of intense development. Five States
mandate programs for infants; several others mandate programs for
certain types of handicapped infants. Because infants have unique
..heeds, public schools face a major challenge in developing services
~ within traditional admiunistrative structures and guidelines.
Fortunately, excellent examples of success in meeting this challenge
now exist, many as the result of initiatives flowing from EHA.
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Federal Efforts in the Expansion

of Services

'jtates report that several Federal initiatives have helped State
and local educational agencies improve and 1increase services to
preschool handicapped children. These include the use of EHA-B State
grant program fundas, the Preschoyl Incentlive Grant program, the State
Implementation Grant Program, and the Handicapped Children's Early
Education Program.

EHA-B State Grant Program Funds

A review of 1984-86 State plans indicates that at least 35 percent
of the States are using some portion of their discretionary funds
avallable under the EHA-B State grant program to expand Ppreschool
services, FEHA~B State grant program discretionary funds are being used
to help finance the development of infant programs (in Maryland,
Florida, and California), operate child find activities (in Montana,
Nevada, Pennsylvania, North Dakota, South Dakota, and Tenneasee),
support interagency activities and develop guidelines and handbooks for
preschool programs (in South Dakota), and disseminate information on
the importance of early identification and intervention (in Arizona).

Preschool Incentive Grants

The Preschool Incentive Grant Program for preschool handicapped
children was established by Congress in 1975 as a part of EHA-B
(20 U.S.C. §1419) to encourage States to provide educational
opportunities to handicapped children ages three through five. The
grants are awarded upon submission of an approvable EHA-B State Plan
and completion of a specific Preschool Incentive Grant application. 1In
this application, States must describe how they will provide special
education and related services to children ages three through five
(34 CFR §§301.4 and 301.5). The grants are described as an “"incentive"
because these children can be counted twice, once for EHA-B purposes, a
second time for this grant. The States then receive the basic EHA-B
allocation plus the additional Preschool Incentive Grant money.

The amount of each State's allocation under the Preschool Incentive
Grant is determined by the annual count of handicapped children ages
three through five who are receiving special education and related
services. The child count submitted by the State on December 1 of each
year determines the amount of funds it will be eligible to receive.

In the first year of implementation of the program, fewer- than half
of the SEAs chose to participate. However, since FY 1978, the number

of SEAs applying for Preschool -Incentive Grant funds has 1ncreased
significantly. During the funding cycle for FY 1983, 55 of 58 eligible
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agenciea alected to participate in the program. The funds availahle
have grown from $12,500,000 in FY 1978 to $25,000,000 in FY 1984,

The State educational agencles have aome latitude in how they use
Preachool Incentive Grant funde. Bafore enactment of the Education of
the Handicapped Act Amendments of 1983, they provided direct services
to three= through five-year-old handicapped children, made
discretionary awards to LEAs or other agencies to provide preschool
saervices, or allowed the money to "flow through" to all LEAs on the
basis of child count., The EHA amaendments now provide for services to
be provided from birth through five years of age. In early yeara of
the program, most SEAs supported preschool aervices through
discretionary awards. Increasingly, however, SEAs are distributing the
Preschool Incentive Grant funds to all LEAs and allowing them to decide
how to spend the money to benefit the three- through five-year-old
handicapped population, Twenty—-eight States still award Preschool
Incentive Grant monies on a discretionary basis, 17 States use the
flow-through method, four States do both, and six still provide
services directly.

Preschool Incentive Grant funds are used in numerous ways,
depending on the State needs. These funds were used last year for
direct services to preschool handicapped children; to develop
collaborative interagency agreements; to create statewide networks of
technical assistance centers; to provide comprehensive diagnostic
assessments; for parent training and counseling programs; for inservice
training of administrative and ancillary personnel; and to provide
partial support for development of instructional television programs
for teachers and support staff.

States report that services to preschool handicapped children
through Preschool Incentive Grant funds have made an impact on the
overall services to handicapped children in these ways:

-

e Identification and assessment procedures have been
refined.

e More efféctive training has been available for
personnel who provide preschool services to hand{capped
children.

e The capability of LEAs to meet the individual needs of

handicapped children ages three through five has
increased.

e Rural service delivery programs have been expanded for
handicapped chiliren ages three through five.
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e Dissemination of lnfd}mation on avallahle services for
handicapped children ages three through five has
increased.

State Implementation Grants

State Implementation Grant funds are separate from those described
above and are authorized by Section 623 of Part C of the EHA, the Early
Childhood Education program =- a large developmental demonatration
program deacribed below. Since iis 1inception in 1976, the State
Implementation Grants (SIG) program has awarded grants to 43 States and
territories. Unlike the Preschool Incentive Grants, SIG program grants
provide no direct services to children, but help the State plan and
coordinate a comprehensive preschool service delivery system (34 CFR
§309.51). NASDSE's (1983) study and a 1981 SEP analysis of SIG
programs reveal various outcomes of the program. One cited in several
States is the development of States' capacity to initiate planning. A
second is the creation of structures within States to help ensure the
statewide provision of services. The structures have facilitated
systematic and coordinated planning and thus reduced the likelihood of
fragmented service delivery to children. State organizations are also
important because they set the standards for teacher certification,
which influences the content of university training programs and
standards for local programs. All States receiving SIG funds that were
studied indicated that their accomplishments _.would not have been
realized without this program.

Handicapped Children's Early
Education Program

The Handicapped Children's Early Education Program (HCEEP) is also
authorized by Section 623 of EHA~C. It was established in 1968 to
support experimental/demonstration activities to pioneer innovative and
effective strategies for serving preschool handicapped children and
their families. A recent analysis of the impact of the demonstration
and outreach components of the program (Roy Littlejohn Associates,
1982) described the accomplishments of the HCEEP projects as "greater
and more varied than for any other documented education program
identified.” When HCEEP began, few models, assessment tools, or
curriculum guides and materials existed for serving young handicapped
children. This made program implementation difficult. Now HCEEP
projects have developed more than 3,000 products to assist local
agencies.

The HCEEP program has also directly supported the expansion of
services to preschool handicapped children. For each child served
directly in the federally-funded demonstration projects, another 6.4
children were served through local continuation and replication
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projecta. HCEEP programs have also proved cost effective, TFor every
HCEEP dollar expended in programming, $18.37 in combined Htate and
local funds has been generated to searve children and their families.

Department Initiatives

The SRI atudy (1982) documents the growth of services to presachool
handicapped children since the paseage of EHA-B. Because of tha
aucceas of the Preachool Incentive Grants, State Implementation Granta,
the Handicapped Children's Early Education Program, and the EHA-B State
grant program, preschool programs for the handicapped are now avallable
for many three~ through fiva~year-old handicapped children. States
agree that Federal assistance contributed materially to this progress.

There is still room for improvement, however. The critical need
now 18 to expand services for children from birth through age two. As
mentioned previously, only five States now mandate services for this
age group.* Federal efforts in this area will focus on educating
professionals and communities about the value of early intervention to
assure that each handicapped child receives the services. To achieve
this end, SEP intends to revise funding priorities to emphasize
programs that provide education for handicapped infants.

Services to Secondary- and Postsecondary—Age Students

As services to preschool children have grown more rapidly than
services to handicapped children in general, so too have services to
secondary- and postsecondary-age students. Again, this is because this
segment of the population has been traditionally underserved.
Educational agencies have recently begun to expand services to
secondary- and postsecondary-age handicapped students. The increased
emphasis on educating this group of handicapped students stems from
recognition of two factors: (1) improved secondary programming 1is
necessary if handicapped youth are to make a successful transition from
school to work; and (2) improved secondary programming maintains and
builds upon the benefits students gain in elementary-level education.
The following pages describe the current status of education for
secondary- and postsecondary-age handicapped youth. Included are the
number of students served, State mandates, changes in programming for
these students, use of EHA-B funds in these programs, and current
Department initiatives.



Number of Studenta Sgrved

Although National data on the number of handicapped secondary—age
studanta servad arve not available (until the enactment of the EHA
amendmenta of 1983 child count information was reported by States only
for age groups three through five, aix through 17, and 18 through 21),
tnformation from a survey of eight States conducted by NASDSE (1983)
shows that the number of atudents aserved in thia age group has
increased more rapidly than the numbar of atudents aerved in younger
age groups. Table 4 illustrates trends in this area, ahowing that all
of the eight Stataes surveyed increased the number of studente served
for ages 12 through 17 (ranging from an additfonal 62 studante in
Minnesota to an additional 11,730 secondary-age satudents in Maryland,
as measured between 1979-80 and 1982-83). This growth 18 even mora
dramatic when compared to the change 1in the total handicapped
school-age population: seven of the eight States showed an increase in
12- through 17-year-olds that was greater than the increase for the
total population of three~ through 2l-year-olds. For axample, the
number of handicapped secondary-age students in Maryland increased by
45.1 percent in the past three years, while the total handicapped
population in that State from ages three through 21 declined by 2.2
percent. Similarly, the number of handicapped secondary-age students
in Illinois rose by 9.8 percent between 1979-80 and 1982-83 wnhile the
total handicapped population grew by only 2.4 percent in the same
period. Missouri is the only State surveyed that did not show a
greater increase in the number of handicapped secondary-age students
over the general handicapped population. This is probably related to
that State's overall decrease in general enrollment for grades seven
through 12.

Data from all 50 States show that the number of postsecondary-age
handicapped students (ages 18 through 21) has also grown steadily over
the past four years. (See Figure 4.) The number of 18— through
21-year-old handicapped youth rose from 157,399 to 173,642 between
1981-82 and 1982-83, an increase of 9 percent. This increase is
particularly impressive because the total age 18 through 21 population
decreased by about 200,000 during this period. Since 1978-~79, when 18-
through 2l-year-old handicapped youth were first counted separately,
their number has increased by 70 percent. Figures from the eight
States shown in Table 4 corroborate this large increase: seven of the
eight States surveyed showed gains of from 14.7 to 45.1 percent since
1979-80. These increases again stand 1in contrast to the relatively
stable changes for the total school-age handicapped population.
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TABLE 4

Number and Percentage of Change of Secondary- and Postsecondary-
Age Students 1979-80 to 1982-83 in Selected States

Secondary-Age Postsecondary—-Age Total Handi-

Handicapped Handicapped
Children 12 Children 18 °§PE§goﬁhﬁlgien :
through 17 through 21 &
Number P:;ze:;- Number P:;:e:;- Number Pzzze:;-
Changed Change Changed Change Changed Change
Illinois +6,982 + 9,8  +1,553  +29.3 4,930+ 2.4
Towal: + 661 + 3.1 4+ 442 +18.7 -1,293 - 3.1
Maryland +11,730 +5.1 + 730  +18.9  -1,963 - 2.2
Massachusetts + 2,763 + 4.9 +1,205 +29.1 ~3,846 - 3.0
Minnesot + 62 + .2 + 392 +14.7 -4,452 - 5.5
Missouri3: + 288 4+ .8 + 938  +445.1 42,127  + 2.3
Montana + 885 +420.9 + 112  426.8  +2,498  +20.3
Nebraska + 799 + 7.5 + 403  +40.2 + 187 + .6

Source: Data for 12- through 17-year-olds from NASDSE telephone survey
conducted September 1983; all other data extracted from State-
reported data, 1982-83.

1/ Iowa data do not include speech impaired in any age group.

2/ ‘Minnesota -experienced a large-increase--in-the-number-of-handicapped-- -~
T  students between the ages of 12 through 17 about the time of the
enactment of the P.L. 94-142 amendments to EHA-B. This was because
the State's mandate predated EHA-B, as amended by P.L. 94-142. Thus
the figures for Minnesota reflect a slower rate of growth over the
past four years.

3/ Missouri data reflect the change in number of students in grades 7

through 12, roughly equivalent to the 12- through 17-year-old age
group.
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Figure 4 Number and Percent Change in Pestsecondary-Age Students

Served by P.L. 94-142

NUMBER OF CHILDREN SERVED (THOUSANDS)
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From 1978—79 to 1982-83, the percent change was +69.9.
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State Mandates

In 1983, 24 States had mandates to serve handicapped youth through
the age of 21 if they had not graduated from high school. Of these,
two States (West Virginia and Michigan) mandate services through the
ages of 23 and 25, respectively, and one (Texas) mandates services
through age 22 for certain types of handicapping conditions. Sixteen
States mandate services through age 20, two States through age 19, six
States through age 18, and two States through age 17. Table 5 presents
the current mandated ages by State.

About one-third of the 26 States that do not mandate services to

youth through age 21 permit local school systems to provide services at
least through age 21.

Changes in Programs

Secondary—Age Students

School districts have also expanded the range of program options
available to secondary-age students. LEAs recognize that a new range
of secondary-level alternatives is needed to help prepare students for
1ife after high school. The new or expanded programs are
vocationally-oriented and seek to provide secondary-age handicapped
students with specific work-related skills. Several trends can be
observed:

e School districts are hiring vocational specialists and
using non-educators from the local business community
to teach vocational skills to handicapped: students.
Gwinnet County Public Schools in Georgia, for example,
established the Related Vocational Instruction program
(RVI) in which nine vocational specialists were hired
to...work. with _ gecondary-age. . students __and . _special
education teachers. The specialists provide career
counseling, vocational evaluations, and on-the-job
experience for students whose IEPs identify a need for
these services. They also coordinate all ancillary
services on behalf of the students.

e May school districts are expanding vocational
assessment services, and some are starting vocational
and prevocational programs in earlier grades. The Cape
Cod Regilonal Technical High School in Harwich,
Massachusetts, for example, established an Assessment
Center to provide long-range vocational plans for
handicapped students before the eighth grade.

1
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Table 5

State Mandates for Upper Age Limit for Service Eligibility

A

17 18 19 20 21 7‘3 25
Kentucky Florida Alagka Alabana Ari zona West Virginia Michigan
Nevada Georgia Hawaiil Arkansas California

Indiana Colorado I1linois
Montana Connecticut Kansas
North Carolina Delaware Louisiana
Oklahoma 1daho Masgachusetts
Iowa New Hampshi re
Maine New Jersey
Maryland New Mexico
Minnesota North Dakota
Mississippi Ohio
Missouri Pennsylvania
Nebraska South Carolina
New York South Dakota
Oregon Tenneggee
Rhode Island  Texasl
Utah
Vermont
Vrginia
~.Nashington
wiseonsin
Wyoaing

1/ Texas extends services through age ‘32 for visually impaired, hearing impaired, and deaf-blind..
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Similarly, the Office of the Riverside County
Superintendent of Schools in California, as part of its
total career education program, developed a
comprehensive vocational assessment instrument and a
prevocational skills checklist to determine handicapped
students' vocational interests and abilities as early
as seventh grade.

These expanded vocational programs at the secondary level give
handicapped students -~ in some cases even those who are severely
handicapped == the opportunity to receive vocational services in
classes with nonhandicapped students. For example, the Moore-Norman
Vocational Technical High School in Oklahoma integrates handicapped
students into regular vocational classes and provides supplemental
support from teacher aides. A special core curriculum made up of
sequential modules allows handicapped students to work from the same
materials as nonhandicapped students but at a different pace.

Postsecondary—Age Students

In addition to developing new programs for handicapped high school
students, some school districts have created programs designed to meet
the syecific needs of 18~ through 2l1-year-olds. The following examples
illustrate these new programs:

e The Lenawee Intermediate School District covering 12
LEAs in southern Michigan is the fiscal agent for a
demonstration project that provides case management
servicegs to developmentally disabled persons age 18 and
older. All students ages 18 through 21 are referred to
the case manager, who develops an " individualized
service plan that reflects a coordinated set of social,
recreation, health, employment, economic, and education
services to be provided the client in the community.

e The Houston Independent School District began a program
for 18- through 2l-year-olds that seeks to familiarize
handicapped students with the business community. In
1982-83, about 75 mentally retarded, learning disabled,
and deaf students, some of whom began the program at
age 16, participated in the program at three high
schools. Employers such as Texas Commerce Bank and
United Gas Pipeline worked with the students on job
acquisition and job maintenance skills, and took them
on field trips through their companies. Some of the
students became interns and were later employed by
these firms.
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Both of these programs and others like them in other districts were
designed to facilitate the transition from school to work for 18~
through 2l-year-olds. The program in Lenawee, Michigan, recognizes the
crucial need for coordination of community services to halp handicapped
youth become independent after they leave high school. The HouSton
business/school partnership reflects a similar awareness of the need to
help 18- through 2l-year-olds move into the work place.

Use of EHA-B State Grant Program Funds

To encourage programming for secondary-age handicapped students,
State agencies have increasingly used FEHA-B State grant program
discretionary money to support secondary-level programs. For example,
three SEAs have used these funds as seed money to promote the
development and improvement of secondary programs at the local level:

e The Massachusetts Department of Education used $6.2
million of its EHA-B State grant program funds and $3.2
million from its P.L. 94-482 (vocational education)
funds over a five-year period to help 46 local
districts develop vocational programs for handicapped
youth.

e The Rhode Island Department of Education also used part
of its EHA-B State grant program monies plus vocational
education funds to award grants to LEAs for vocational
programming.

e The California Department of Education used about $1.5

" million of its EHA-B State grant program funds during
the past two years (combined with Employment
Development Department and Vocational Rehabilitation
funds) to establish 34 local model projects in which
classroom and worksite training in private sector
employment is provided to secondary~age handicapped
students.

In a recent survey by the Center for the Study of Social Policy (1983)
65 percent of LEAs said they used EHA-B State grant program funds to
develop collaborative arrangements with vocational education programs
and vocational rehabilitation programs to serve secondary~age
handicapped youth.

These examples illustrate another trend in financing services for
secondary-age students: the use of shared funding among human service
agencies. LEAs are beginning to realize that secondary—age
programming, in contrast to many other areas of special education, does
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not necessarily entail significant new costs. Thus in a time of
shrinking State and local budgets, SEAs and LEAs may be able to start
or expand secondary programs without substantial new expenditures. By
leveraging resources from other agencies (such as the Department of
Vocational Rehabilitation and/or the Division of Vocational Education),
States or districts can expand their vocational programs with only
moderate new investments. For example:

e The Oklahoma Department of Education and the Division
of Vocational Rehabilitation have developed a joint
Cooperative School/Rehabilitation Work-Study Program to
provide vocational training to 4,653 handicapped high
school students in 60 high schools in the State. The
program 1is based on a cooperative agreement &mong
relevant agencies at the local level in which LEA funds
are sometimes used as the 20 percent share required to
match 80 percent of program costs from Federal
Vocational Rehabilitation funds.

e The Special Education and Vocational Education
Divisions within the Michigan Department of Education
and the Department of Rehabilitation Services developed
a model delivery system to improve access to and
preparation for employment. Some 10,000 secondary—age
handicapped students are served in 30 local programs.

Department Initiatives

Despite some progress, there is much to be done in programming for
secondary—age handicapped students. Program changes as described here
need to be expanded so they become the rule rather than the exception.

The Department plans to give highest priority to the improvement of
_programs_and services that will help handicapped individuals make a

successful transition from school to community.  Under the
discretionary programs authorized by Parts C through F of the EHA, the
Department plans to:

e Develop and disseminate career development curriculum
materials for handicapped students of all ages. .-This
is a particular problem because many handicapped
children participate in regular education programs that
do not emphasize career development.

e Conduct research related to the accessibility of
vocational education programs and other employment
training options of the public schools. Too few
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handicapped students are now enrolled in vocational
education programs.

e Conduct follow-up studies of students who leave public
school programs to determine variables that enable
and/or inhibit individuals who try to secure employment
or continued programs and services.

e Support model demonstration activities to develop,
identify, and disseminate successful practices that can
be replicated in other school systems.

e Enhance communication between schools and potential
employers to incorporate the expectations of employers
in the educational process and enlist their support in
helping students make the transition from school to
work.

e Identify agencies having responsibility for providing
programs and services to handicapped adults and
formulate working agreements to coordinate transitional
efforts.

Through such activities, the Department expects to play a major
leadership role in improving transitional services for handicapped
children and youth.

Services to Institutionalized and Previously
Institutionalized Students

Another group of children who have traditionally been inadequately
served includes those who are educated in an institution or who have

. recently left an institutionl‘""“'" e . e

State and local educational agencies are continuing their efforts
to improve services to students residing in public and private
institutions. Many of these institutions are operated by other State
agencies, including departments of mental health, developmental
disabilities and mental retardation, corrections, and children's
services. At the same time, school districts are trying to improve
gservices for students who have been moved out of institutions and
enrolled in local district programs. These two groups of handicapped
students pose special problems for administrators, because the
development of more appropriate programs for them has often required
altering long-standing patterns of service.
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The following pages discuss current trends in
deinstitutionalization, changes in policies for institutionalized and
previously institutionalized children, use of Federal funds 1in
supporting programs and carrying out policies, and current Department
initiatives.

Deinstitutionalization: Trends in
Service Delivery

The deinstitutionalization movement has grown since the early 1970s
when various factors converged to force a reduction in unnecessary
institutional care. Court rulings in a number of cases decreed that
residents of State institutions, especially those for mentally retarded
and mentally 111 persons, were entitled to treatment, care, and
education (for those under age 21) in small community facilities where
they could live in more "normal” environments. These court actions
were supported by a widespread professional consensus that
institutional care was inappropriate, even inhumane, for many children
who would be more appropriately served in their home communities.

Accordingly, enrollment in State institutions for children was
dramatically reduced. Deinstitutionalization efforts occurred
simultaneously in a number of children's service fields.

Local school districts and school administrators had to cope with
the effects of all of these changes because public schools became
responsible for the handicapped children who had previously lived 1in
institutions.

As State and local educational agencies have become responsible for
greater numbers of formerly institutionalized handicapped students and
students still in institutions, they have adopted new policies to serve
these children better. For students in institutions, SEAs and LEAs
" "have triéd to Timproveé  the quality of —education—provided —in—these—-—-—
facilities. SEAs have also tried to 1limit the number of students
placed in institutions and have developed policies to bring students
back to their local districts. LEAs have developed programs to help
students who are brought back benefit from education Pprograms located
on regular campuses.

Changes in Policies Designed to Move
Students out of Institutions and -
Serve Them in Their Local Districts

SEAs have adopted policies to reduce the number of students living
in institutions. For example:
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e Colorado has a law that allocates State funds to
counties to develop community alternative programs that
enable children placed out-of-home to return or remain
in their home communities. As a result, students are
more often served in their home communities, and the
rate of 1increase 1in residential service costs in
Colorado has declined from 21.5 percent in 1978-79 to
only 7.9 percent in 1982-83.

SEAs have also devised policies to minimize the placement of
handicapped students 1in State institutions or private residential
facilities. For example:

o The Maryland Department of Education has established a
process at the 1local, regional, and State levels
whereby recommendations for residential placements are
carefully considered by a committee composed of
multiple human service agency staffs (known as
Admissions, Review, and Dismissal Committees or ARDs).
Coomittee members representing several community
agencies must demonstrate that a sequence of
alternatives to residential placements has been
seriously considered before residential placements are
recommended.

In both examples, the SEA sought practical mechanisms to reduce the
number of students unnecessarily placed in institutions. Colorado gave
counties a financial incentive to develop programs at the local level
that could help students remain in their own community. Maryland is
moving toward mandating the participation of other agencies in the ARD
system to make it even more likely that residential placements will be
used only as a last resort.

LEAs have also taken a number of steps to expand services for

_previously . institutionalized. students. __ Many __ school _boards _have _ ..

developed strong commitments to bring back into the district severely
handicapped students who previously 1lived in private facilities or
State institutions.

e One local agency that 1llustrates a strong stance in
this regard is the East Central Cooperative in Illinois
where all 45 students formerly served in five private
residential schools were moved back to the public
schools, all on regular campuses. Despite opposition
from parents, area private schools, and even some
public school administrators, officials proceeded with
their plan, which these same groups subsequently
approved. -
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In rural areas, LEAs have found that consortia ure¢ an effective way
to combine resources to create new public school programs for
previously institutionalized students. For example:

e Eleven districts in north cent:il Maine formed a
regional cooperative to serve =%iudents in the public
schools who formerly lived in private residential or
State-operated facilities. By 1982-83, all but about
eight students from these districts were moved to the
regional public program.

® School districts in Tillamook County, Oregon, formed a
consortium to develop new public sclool programs for
handicapped children who had been in State training
schools. The number of children placed out-of-district
was reduced significantly. '

Charnges in Policies Regardigg
Institutionalized Students

At the State level, SEAs have taken various steps to strengthen the
educational programs provided to students in State institutions. 1In
" Louisiana, for examy’':, .. special school district was formed to provide
special education and vsiaxr«d services to institutionalized handicapped
children:

e The louisiana legislature, pursuant to an SEA request,
.established Special School District Number One, which
is responsible for ensuring that each handicapped child
residing in a corrections facility or in a State
institution for the mentally retarded or emotionally
disturbed is provided with appropriate special
education services. The Special School District
‘e eeprOvides—a--strategy—for—.achieving..adequate...financing. .. .
for education through a separate line item in the State .
budget and operates as any other district in the State,
employing 600 principals, teachers, and aides.

Using another approach, the California State agency that operates
an institution takes the lead in developing new educational programs,
with support and technical assistance from the SEA:

e The California Youth Authority (CYA) and the California
Department of Education entered into an agreement in
which CYA accepted responsibility for providing
appropriate educational services to handicapped youth
in its institutions. As a result, CYA implemented
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procedural. reforms and new programs designed to meet
the wunique needs of handicapped students in
correctional facilities.

A third approach to improving service to students in institutions
was taken by the Florida Department of Education, which decided to
assign LEAs the responsibility for educational programs in institutions:

e The Florida SEA -transferred responsibility for the
education of mentally retarded and developmentally
disabled children in State institutions from the State
Department of Mental Health and Developmental
Disabilities to local school districts. By making LEAs
responsible for educating these students, the SEA
assured that institutional students would have access
to a range of services comparable to those provided to
noninstitutional students.

Some LEAs have also made special efforts to improve the education
of institutionalized students. For example:

e The Metropolitan Madison School District serves
children who live at Central Wisconsin Center, a State
institution for the mentally retarded. The school
district first accepted children from the institution
in the fall of 1979, when 20 children were enrolled.
In the fall of 1980, the number of institutionalized
children accepted into the public schools rose to 85.
Now 102 Central Wisconsin children attend Madison
Public Schools. The school system accepts the
institution's most severely handicapped children,
except those fur whom institutional physicians have not
given medical clearance.

vee e e . @--.The. Northville. School.District. in Michigan has_assumed. .. ...

responsibility for students living in the two public
institutions 1located within its boundaries. The LEA
devised 1its own curriculum and training program for
these students and moves all but eight "of the 325
students onto the campuses of regular schools during
the day. The LEA also designed a Communication
Enhancement Resource Center that provides specially
programmed personal computers to nonvocal
multiply-impaired students in institutions, allowing
the students to direct their computers to talk and
write for them.

S v b e o e S, b e ool

31

92




Use of EHA-B State Grant Program
and P.L. 89-313 Funds

Both EHA-B State grant program and P.L. 89-313 funds may be used to
support children 1in 1institutions; however, the proportion of each
source of funds used to support children in each of these programs 1s
not known. Children who are the responsibility of the State and are
served through State-operated or State-supported programs may recelve
funding under P.L. 89-313. 1In general, 1institutionalized children
served through locally-operated or locally-supported programs may
receive funding under EHA-B,

There is one exception to this pattern. As a result of a 1975
amendment to P.L. 89-313 (P.L. 93-380), program funds are permitted to
"follow™ a child who leaves a State-operated or State-supported program
and enters a locally-operated or supported program; however, the
current impact of this provision on "deinstitutionalization” or the
placement of children in other than institutional environments 1is
difficult to measure, since fewer and fewer children served under
P.L. 89-313 are actually in institutions.

Since 1975, when the provision for the "following" of funds was
enacted, the number of children supported in LEAs by P.L. 89-313 has
steadily increased. The number grew from about 7,000 in 1975 to 49,601
in 1983. Table 6 shows the number of children supported by P.L. 89-313
in the past five years.

TABLE 6
Number of Children Served under P.L. 89-313°
1979-1983
e e e e e e et o ~‘---~-~~~~*~-~--Number“of-~Clii~1dren—“"~'~~"~"'~-Numbef*of“*chi*ldren'"---“” P
Fiscal Year Total in State-Operated in LEA~Operated
of Use Count or State-~Supported or LEA-Supported

Programs Programs
1978-1979 222,732 197,732 25,000
1979-1980 225,480 191,941 33,539
1980-1981 233,170 194,312 38,858
1981-1982 243,356 197,526 45,830
1982-1983 242,936 193,335 49,601
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In addition, the States are permitted to use some of their funds
under EHA-B, as amended by P.L. 94-142, for deinstitutionalization
efforts. Under EHA-B, States may retain up to 25 percent of their
grants for discretionary uses in areas of specific State need. Some
States use part of this money to aid in the deinstitutionalization
process,

One State has developed a program to give technical assistance and
support to LEAs initiating services for severely handicapped students
previously in institutions. Another State has a full-time consultant,
pald out of EHA-B funds, whose duties include coordinating services for
developmental day centers and community residential programs through
on-site visits.

Department Initiatives

The Department is funding a variety of projects to help children
move from institutions to community-based settings. Under the Severely
Handicapped Program authorized by Section 624 of EHA-C, SEP 1is
supporting programs such as Centers for Independent Living,
Comprehensive State-Wide Delivery Systems, and Model Programs for
Deinstitutionalization and Integration of Severely Handicapped Children
into Public School Settings. These projects are functioning in a
number of States, and though each has its own specific focus, the basic
goal 18 the same =- to permit 1institutionalfzed and previously
institutionalized handicapped children to participate as much as
possible in the community and the regular education enviromment.

Personnel

A measure of the capacity of States to provide a free appropriate

public -.education for..all _handicapped..children. is.. the . number._of .. _. .

personnel eamployed to serve these children. This section of the report
provides infcrmation about the avaiiability of personnel to provide all
handicapped children a free appropriate public education. (Note that
the latest personnel counts are for the school year 1981-82, while the
latest child count information is for school year 1982-83., In this
personnel section of the report, when comparisons are made between
numbers of teachers and numbers of students, the child count
information is from 1981-82 rather than 1982-83).

The total number of special education personnel appears to have
increased slightly from 1980-81 to 1981-82; however, because of a

change in the form that States use to report their personnel counts, an
absolutely accurate comparison is not possible. The category for
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home-hospital teachers, of which 8,159 were counted in 1980-81 under
Related Services Personnel, is no longer reported by the States. A
random survey of several States indicated that these personnel are
being reported under other categories or are not reported at all.

The change in the form also permits States to add a new type of
teacher, the non-categorical teacher, in reporting the number of
special education teachers employed. In 1981-82, States reported
16,177 non-categorical teachers. Uncertainty exists as to what
categories these teachers were reported under in previous Yyears,
although some States indicated that their non-categorical teachers were
formerly teachers of mild handicapping conditions (such as learning
disabilities or mental retardation), or teachers of preschool
children. Another change in the reporting form appears to have cauged
a decrease in numbers of teachers of the speech impaired and a
concomitant increase in the number of speech pathologists.

Despite the change in form, comparisons from year to year are still
possible. For special education teachers and related services
personnel combined, the increase from school year 1980-81 to 1981-82
was about 1 percent (from 440,109 to 446,695). This increase would
probably have been slightly greater if home—hospital teachers were
still reported. The changes in the number of personnel available from
1976-77 to 1981-82 are shown in Appendix 3, Tables 3Bl and 3B2.

Special Education Teachers

The number of special education teachers increased slightly (from
232,627 to 235,386) between 1980-81 and 1981-82. Again, this number
might have been somewhat larger but for the decrease in teachers of the
speech impaired caused by the new reporting format. The total mnumber
of special education teachers has climbed steadily since 1976~77 when
179,804 teachers were employed. This trend reflects the steady
increase in the number of handicapped children served as wvell as
efforts of States and the Federal government to prepare trained
personnel.

While the total number of special education teachers has increased,
decreases have occurred in many of the categories of teachers. One
reason for this is undoubtedly that most of the 16,177 non-categorical
teachers were previously reported as teachers of a specific
handicapping condition. This is most evident considering that the
number of teachers of the learning disabled declined from 84,867 im
1980-81 to 83,673 in 1981-82. During this same period the number of
learning disabled children increased by 159,330. The number of
teachers of the learning disabled probably did not actually decrease,
but many of them are now reported as non-categorical teachers.
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Possibly a significant percentage of the 16,177 non-categorical
teachers would have been reported as teachers of the learning disabled.

The number of teachers of the mentally retarded and emotionally
disturbed decreased from 1980-81 to 1981-82. A decrease, though not
one directly proportional, also appeared in the number of children
reported as mentally retarded and emotionally disturbed during this
period. A decrease in the number of teachers of the hard of hearing
and deaf and visually impaired also corresponded to a decline 1in the
number of children reported in these categories between 1980-81 and
1981-82. Teachers of the multihandicapped and orthopedically impaired,
on the other hand, increased, as did the child counts for these
categories.

An exception to the tendency of the teacher count to follow the
child count was the other health impaired category. The number of
teachers of the other health impaired increased from 3,168 to 3,518 as
the number of such children declined from 98,653 to 80,171,

School Staff Other than Special
Education Teachers

The number of school staff other than special education teachers
(social workers, psychologists, etc.) has increased from 151,649 in
1976-77 to 213,900 in 1981-82. These numbers must be interpreted with
caution, however, because of differences across States and across years
in how full-time equivalents are calculated and reported for related
services personnel. During the next year efforts will be made to work
with States in improving the consistency of this data.

Department Initiatives

State estimates suggest that 280,000 special education teachers
will be needed in the 1984-85 school year. This 1is an increase of
17,000 teachers over the 263,000 that were estimated as needed for the
1983-84 school year. The attrition rate of special education teachers
is estimated at 6 percent. Thus, approximately 16,000 replacement
teachers are needed each year in addition to the teachers needed to
£f111 new positions.

The Department of Education will continue to focus attention and
commit resources to personnel preparation efforts to ensure that
trained personnel are available to meet the needs of our Nation's
handicapped children. In addition, a major priority for the
Department's personnel preparation effort will be to train teachers who
are specialists 1in early intervention and services to infant and
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preschool handicapped children. Research such as that cited earlier
shows that early intervention can be the most beneficial both for the
child and for the long~term cost to society, yet the infant and
preschool population continues to be underserved. As services to this

segment of the handicapped population expand, quality personmel must be
available to provide those services.

e,
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An Update on the Implementation of
Key Provisions of the Act Assuring the nghts of
Handicapped Children

Part B of the Education of the Handicapped Act (EHA~B) contains
provisions that assure that the rights of handicapped children will be
protected. These include the least restrictive environment provisions,
Section 612(5)(B) (20 U.S.C. 81412(5)(B)); the procedural safeguard
provisions, Section 615(a)~(e), (20 U.S.C. 8§1415(a)~(e)); and the
protection in evaluation procedures, Section 612(5)(C) (20 U.S.C.
§1412(5)(C)). Previous reports to Congress have detailed steady
progress by State and local educational agencies in implementing
procedures to comply with these provisions. Previous reports have also
identified remaining issues in assuring the rights of handicapped
children. This chapter provides a brief update on some of these issues.

Least Restrictive Environment

An assessment of the Iimplementation of the 1least restrictive
environment (LRE) provisions of the Act requires an examination of the
gettings 1in which handicapped children are served, the options
available to children with various handicapping conditions, and the
decisionmaking processes used to place children in appropriate settings.

Settings

During the s8chool year 1981-82, large numbers of handicapped
students continued to be served in less restrictive settings. Almost
68 percent of all handicapped children received most of their education
in regular classes. Another 25 percent received services in separate
classes within a regular education building (see Figure 5). Together,
these settings accounted for 3,940,640 children who received special
education services in proximity to nonhandicapped peers. Fewer than 7
percent of all handicapped children were educated in separate schools
or other environments (e.g., homebound, hospitals, etc.). Furthermore,
most handicapped children were educated in public rather than private
settings (Appendix 3, Table 3C5).

Though the overall proportion of students served in various
settings has remained relatively stable over the years, progress has
been made within specific handicapping categories to serve children in
less restrictive settings. Some groups of students, including the
visually handicapped, emotionally disturbed, orthopedically impaired,
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Figure 5 Percent of Handicapped Children Served (Ages 3-21) in Four Educational
Environments, School Year 1981-82
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and hard of hearing and deaf, showed a proportionate increase in the
size of the population served in regular classes and a concomitant
decrease 1in the proportion of those children served in separate
classes, separate schools, or other environments between 1980-81 and
1921-82. For example, in 1980-81, 143,671 emotionally disturbed
children were served in regular classes and 149,147 were served in
separate classes. In 1981-82 the number of emotionally disturbed
students served in regular classes increased to 146,738 individuals
while the atudents served in separate classes decreased to 140,923
individuals. Similarly, the number of orthopedically impaired children
in regular classes increased from 17,854 to 18,552 between 1980-81 and
1981-82 while those children in separate classes decreased in number
from 22,323 to 19,078.

Thus, while the overall proportions indicate relatively little
change among the four types of settings in which handicapped children
receive educational services, gains are evident for individual
categories of the handicapped population.

A longitudinal study recently completed by SRI International (1982)
also indicates that changes have occurred in the settings in which
brndicapped children are served. In its final report SRI summarized
the following trends it observed:

® There was an increase in the number of students served
in resource rooms rather than in self-contained
classes. In some instances this was brought about by
State funding formulas that provided incentives for
serving students in resource roomns.

» Several States developed the non-categorical placement
option, particularly for mildly handicapped students.
In many instances this allowed students to remain in
‘their neighborhood schools rather than being placed in
categorical placements in more distant locations.

e LEAs participating in the study were serving an
increased number of severely handicapped students
locally, sometimes because of deinstitutionalization
activities in their communities. ‘

Options Available

Although most handicapped students receive services in regular
schools, the options and alternatives for delivering these services
differ from school to school and district to district. The SRI study
(19827 traced the development of options and alternatives by districts
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in their sample over a period of four years. They found considerable
variation among LEAs in the options available for particular types of
handicapped children. This was particularly true during the first year
of the study, which was also the initial year of implementation of the
Act. Some LEAs that year provided only self-contained classes for
mildly and moderately mentally retarded children, resource rooms for
learning disabled children, and itinerant speech teachers for children
exhibiting communication problems. Other LEAs provided a variety of
services and placement options, not only to the mildly handicapped but
also to children who were deaf, blind, and severely and profoundly
handicapped. .

Over four years the SRI data showed a trend toward expanding the
continuum of placement options within LEAs. This study found that more
options tended to be available to the mildly handicapped, though some
LEAs also expanded options for the more severely handicapped. The rate
of expansion slowed during the final two years of the study.

LRE Decisionmaking

The quality and scope of the decisionmaking process are critical to
the implementation of the LRE provisions of the Act. The SRI
longitudinal study (1982) documented that during the early Years of
implementation of the Act placement decisions were frequently dictated
by the location of particular services or by placement openings. In
subsequent years, as the rauge of placement options expanded, SRI found
more LEAs consciously considering the least restrictive environment
provisions in making placement decisions. However, in a number of
sites they found that constraints still linked closely the choice of
program and setting to the handicapping condition.

Monitoring visits by SEP have also raised concerns that placement
decisions are too often dictated by the student's handicapping
condition. During the 1982-83 monitoring cycle, problems in the LRE
area were identified in 40 percent of the States visited. Frequently
the problems resulted from categorical placement patterns =--— all
students with a specific handicapping condition being served in a
certain type of placement.

o
A recent study by the Center for the Study of Social Policy (1983)
shows that some SEAs and LEAs are attempting to alleviate such problems
by establishing placement and review procedures that emphasize and
improve the quality of the placement decisionmaking process. For
example:
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e The Gwinnett County, Georgia, School District has
developed explicit policies for placement of handlcapped
children. Its operations manual specifies  the
considerations that are required before placing any
child. The district policies have been refined to
ensure that they encourage placement in the least
restrictive environment unless strong justifications can
be given for more restrictive settings.

e The Connecticut Department of Education approves or
disapproves all LEA requests for placing students in any
out—of-district placement, including placements in State
institutions or private schools. In reviewing such
requests, the SEA checks to be sure that a range of
options is tried at the district level.

¢ The Ohio SEA requires that when a child is placed in a
separate educational facility the IEP must specify the
needs that necessitate placement 1in such. a facility.
The following factors may not be used to Justify such
placements:

- a classroom unit for multihandicapped children 1is not
available;

- needed related services are not currently available
through the school district; and

- the child meets the eligibility criteria for programs
of the county board of mental retardation.

Such strategies are important because they not only assure that the
least restrictive environment provisions are considered 'in making
placement decisions, but also because they focus attention on
alternatives and options that are needed but not available to educate
children with certain handicapping conditions 1in 1less restrictive
environments.

Procedural Safeguards

N

Previous reports to Congress took note of the provisions of EHA-B
requiring LEAs to provide due process hearings, at the request of
parents or the LEA, if parents and ‘school officials disagree about a
decision and cannot resolve the disagreement informally. These reports
also documented an increasing number of due process hearings and
escalating costs associated with these hearings. At the same time
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concerns have been expressed that parent-school relationships were
becoming increasingly adversarial. To deal with this, many States have
adopted mediation procedures or informal dispute settlement procedures
to offset the need for due process hearings. This section examines
these procedures.

Mediation is the process of bringing about a reconciliation between
school personnel and parents before the due process hearing. The use
of mediation as an intervening step before a formal hearing is not
required by statute or regulation, but many States and LEAs have found
this technique useful. In many cases mediation is a non—-adversarial
way to settle disputes that involve identification, evaluation, and
placement.

A study examining the use of mediation in 38 States (NASDSE, 1983)
found support for mediation in 87 percent of the States through rules
and regulations (11 States) or by administrative direction (22
States). Where mediation was referenced in State rules or regulations,
the requirements for initiating the process differed. For example, in
one State mediation is required within 15 days of a request by either
party, while in another State mediation 1is required within five days of
a parental request. In other States, 8chools or State mediators must
offer mediation, although parents may refuse the offer.

Where mediation was supported administratively, the nature of the
support differed considerably among the States. A number of States
used SEA staff to conduct mediation. Other States conducted workshops
to train local staff in mediation techniques. Still other States offer
written guidelines or include mediation as a suggested alternative 1in
State plans or in descriptions of due process procedures. Five -States
reported that mediation was neither provided for in State rules or
regulations nor supported administratively. .

Although the NASDSE study shows a 7.2 percent decrease across
States in the number of due process hearings between 1979-80 and
1981~82, it is unclear whether this decline is related to mediation
procedures. Of 10 States reporting that mediation was provided for in
rules or regulations, six indicated declines in the number of due
process hearings that occurred in 1981-82 vis—a-vis school year
1979-80. One State reported an increase in the number of hearings for
these two years, another reported no change, and two had no information
to provide. ,

Of the 22 States supporting mediation through administrative.
mechanisms, nine reported a decrease in the number of hearings, eight

reported that .the number of hearings increased, four States reported no
change, and one State had no information to provide.
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Lastly, in States where mediation is not supported by rule,
regulation, or administrative mechanism, three reported a decline in
the number of hearings, one indicated an increase, one saw no change,
and another State had no information to provide.

The relationship between mediation and due process hearings seems
unc lear. Although mediation may prevent aome disagreements from
reaching a hearing stage, available information does not suggest that
this approach has been effective in all States.

Protection in Evaluation

Efforts to Prevent Erroneous Classification

As In past years, States are continuing to make progress in
eliminating the misclassification of handicapped children. Previous
reports have described some of ‘the difficultfes associated with
erroneous classification and some of the reasons for such
difficulties. During the past year, States have begun to examine how
children are referred and identiffed. Particular attention has been
directed to the identification of learning disabled students.

The dramatic increase in recent years in the number of children
served under EHA-B as learning disabled has raised concerns that some
of these children are being erroneously classified. Last year's report
described some of the reasons cited by States for growth in the number
of learning disabled children reported. Among these reasons were
eligibility criteria that permit children with a wide range of learning
problems to be classified as learning disabled and the 1inconsistent
application of existing criteria within States. Also, the lack of
general education alternatives for childrem who experience problems in
the regular class, coupled with 1liberal eligibility criteria, had
resulted in the placement of children with Ilearning ‘problems in
learning disabilities programs in some States. :

Concern over the continuing growth of the learning disabilities
category has been particularly pronounced at the State level. A study
sponsored by the Colorado Department of .&ducation found substantial
variability across its districts in the percentage of children served
as learning disabled. In 1980, rates varied from 2.1 percent to 8.6
percent. It was estimated that slightly more than 50 percent of the
Colorado children classified as learning disabled did not meet the
State's legal definitions for learning disabilities or the definitions
accepted in the professional 1literature. This study also found,
however, that more than 80 percent of the learning disabilities
population required special assistance not available in the rggular
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classroom. FEvidence 8such as this has led a number of States to examine
the policies and procedurr:s they use to identify, refer, and assess
children who experience learning problems 1in the regular classroom.
Although the National count of learning disabled children continues to
rise, the rate of increase has dropped sharply over the last two years,
in large part because of concerted State efforts. In fact, in the past
year, nine States experienced an increase of less than 1 percent in the
number of school age children served as learning disabled or the number
remained stable. In another 10 States, the number of children reported
as learning disabled actually decreased.

Recently the National Association of State Directors of Special
FEducation (1983) asked the State directors in several States where the
rate of increase in the learning disabilities count has slowed or the
number has actually decreased over the last year to explain these
changes. Some cited declining school enrollments as a factor, but most
described concerted efforts undertaken by their agencies 1in recent
years to prevent erroneous classification as the primary reason for
changes in the size of their learning disabilities programs. The
efforts described were of two types: activities to assure the
consistent application of eligibility criteria for the learning
disabilities category and efforts designed to strengthen the capacity
of the general program to serve children who experience learning
problems in the regular classroom.

Assuring the Consistent Application
of Eligibility Criteria

Several Srates surveyed by NASDSE have undertaken activities to
assure that definitions and criteria for the learning disabilities
category are congistently applied in determining eligibility for
services.

e Vermont, Iowa, and Colorado, which had found their
State definitions and criteria ambiguous and lacking
the precision necessary to assure thelr consistent
application across districts, have clarified their
eligibility criteria in the 1last three years. The
clarification of eligibility criteria has reduced the
heavy reliance on the clinical judgment of district
personnel in determining eligibility for learning
disabilities programs. Two other States surveyed are
now clarifying their learning disabilities definitions
and eligibility criteria.
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e Closer nmanitoring of Jistricts' use of State criteria
18 accurring in sqegval gtates, including Georgia. In
addition, on an infovmal baais this SEA is encouraging
districts to centyalize eligibility determinations at
the district level >~ -y¢t another strategy to assure
more congistent application of existing criteria.

Strengthening the Capacigl
of General Education

Some of the States regpOnding to the NASDSE survey described recent
activities they have underfskan fn cooperation with general education
to erhance the ability of tha regular classroom teacher to (1) serve
children with learning probless who do not qualify for special
education, and (2) iwmpgove gtudent identification, referral, and
assessment practices,

e To help districts iv meeting the needs of children with
learning problems «who wonld not meet the State's new
eligibility standards for learuing disabilities, the
Colorada SEA has beget conducting workshops for building
principals on how t0 Jwplement mnew instructional
strategies within the general education program. The
SEA has also encoyrAged school boards to commit local
funds freed as a rAgylt of decreases in the size of
thelr learning disahjlities programs for  the
development of speclalized services for childrem with
learning problems.

e The Maryland SEA haR been conducting training seminars
with educators, foguRipy oA issues, practical problems,
and s8taff needs vYtelated to the instruction and
assessment of fouy groups of children: the language
delayed, slow learpets, children with dyslexia, and the
emotionally distuybAdd, -The SEA reports that this
initiastive has resplted in more appropriate educationmal
diagnoses of handicsppred children and has also focused
attention on effecpive gtrategles for meeting the needs
of children with JeArulng problems who do not qualify
for special eduycatjon gervices.

e In Minnesota, an SF4 tagk force comprised of general
and special educytdry gnd parents has been meeting
regionally to develod policies and recommend procedures
for preventing the ¢rroneous clascification of
handicapped childrgus According to the SEA, this task
force has been highly visible statewide and its
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efforts, although still in progress, have resulted in
widespread district review of local identification,
referral, and assessment practices and of how the
general education program can be atructured to
accommodate tha needs of children with learning
problems in the regular claasroom.

Department Initiatives

The information presented in this chapter suggests that SEAs and
LFAs continue to implement procedures to assure that the rights of
handicapped children are protected. At the same time, the least
restrictive environment provisions of the Act, in particular, continue
to challenge SEA and LEA administrators. Related to LRE 1is a
particular need for SEAs and LEAs to develop standards to be used as
the basis for placement decisionmaking. Such standards should include
very specific criteria for determining when placements away from the
regular class or regular school building are necessitated by the
child's individual educational needs. During the next year, SEP will
encourage SEAs and LEAs to develop such standards. Where appropriate,
SEP will also provide relevant technical assistance.
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Assisting States and Localities in Educating
All Handicapped Children

One major goal of the RHA-B State grant program ia to help States
and localitiea provide for the education of all handicapped children.
This assistance is provided in various ways. One is through the
financial assistance to State and local educational agencies authorized
by the Act. Another, mandated by Section 617, 1s ‘technical assiatance
activities provided to State educational agencies to help them
implement the Act. Through the program review process, §tates are
assisted in identifying problems or inconsistencies in implementing the
Act and providing educational and related services to all handicapped
children. This chapter describes each of these types of Federal
assistance.

Funds for Serving All Handicapped Children

¥

The legislative mandate for an annual report to Congress on the
progress in implementing the Education of the Handicapped Act requires
that financial information be included to indicate the Federal, State,
and local expenditures in each State specifically available for special
education and related services. This section will provide information
regarding the amount and use of Federal funds as well as information
regarding State and local expenditures.

Use of EHA-B State Grant Program Funds
by the States

Information 1s readily available from the Department of Education
with respect to the appropriations under the EHA-B State grant program,
the distribution of these funds among the SEAs, and increases in
amounts available per handicapped child since the enactment of the
law. These data, combined with proposals for use of funds as described
in State Plans submitted to reéeive funding under the EHA-B State grant
program, present a picture of the varied uses that States make of these
monies.

Overall, the funding has increased from fiscal year 1977, when
$200,000,000 was available for formula distribution to the States and
Territories, to $1,017,900,000 for fiscal year 1984. The average
per~child amount has increased from $72 in FY 1978 to $251 in FY 1984.
This per—-child average 1s not a per—capita expenditure, but represents
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the distribution formula on which the allocation to the States is
based. A table showing State grant program awards under EHA-B for
fiscal years 1977-1984 is contained in Appendix 3, Table 3El.

EHA-B requires that at least 75 percent of the EHA-B State grant
program funds to States flow through to LEAs and intermediate education
units to support the education of handicapped students (20 U.5.C.
§1411(C)(1)(B)). The local educational agencies expend these funds to
assure provision of an appropriate education and related services to
district handicapped children determined to be in need of and eligible
for such services in a manner that does not supplant State and local
expendi tures.

Twenty-five percent of EHA-B State grant program monies can be used
by the State educational agencies. SEAs may use up to one-fifth of
this amount, or $300,000, whichever is greater, to pay costs of
administration (20 U.S.C. §1411(c)(2)(A)(1)). Review of the 1984-86
triennial State Plans suggests that SEAs currently use most of their
administrative dollars to support personnel positions needed to
implement the law. A total of 829 full-time equivalent (FTE)
professional personnel are employed by the States using EHA-B State
grant program funds. The number of FTE professional personnel employed
in the States using EHA-B State grant program funds ranges from a high
of 71 in a populous State to a low of three in a State with a smaller
population of handicapped children and fewer EHA-B State grant program
dollars.

Positions held by these professional staff members include a wide
variety of specialized educational consultants in all areas of
handicapping conditions: curriculum and training specialists; media
and technology experts; parent and volunteer coordinators; persons with
expertise in data analysis and information systems, planning, research,
and evaluation; auditors, accountants, and budget and finance officers;
coordinators of interagency liaison services for the handicapped;
Federal project coordinators; and special education administrators. A
number of clerical and other support positions are alse funded by EHA-B
Stzte grant program administrative dollara. The States may also use
adxiglstrative funds to support other activities, such as recruiting
ani training of hearing officers, compliance monitoring, and
development of management procedures. Some administrative resources
also support State advisory panels that help SEAs identify unmet needs,
develop policies and procedures for distributior «»i EHA-B State grant
program funds, and design evaluation and informatiox - ystems.

The remaining 20 percent of the discretionary dollars under the

EHA-B State grant program are used by the SFAs and LEAs to support
various programs and exemplary projects determined to be most needed.
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Examination of State Plans shows that EHA-B State grant program
funds support much of the inservice training of teachers, other
professionals, parents, surrogate parents, and hearing officers; model
programs for hard-to-reach and underserved populations (such as career
and transition services for postsecondary-age youth); seed money to
encourage development of services to particular populations (such as
preschool programs for children below the age at which programs are
mandated in the particular State); and summer programs and direct
service to low-incidence populations (such as the deaf-blind). States
are also using EHA-B State grant program funds extensively to
strengthen the evaluation capability of SEAs and for child find,
assessment, and information systems. The provision of resource and
service centers as well as materials development and technical
assistance are commonly supported by EHA-B State grant program funds.
Some States sponsor competitions in which they solicit proposals that
address topics identified by the SEA as reflecting special education
needs or having statewide implications for improving special education
programs and their administration.

The following is a sampling of special purpose activities carried
out by States using EHA-B State grant program discretionary monies:

e One State found that physical and occupational
therapists were seldom located near the children who
needed their services. Consequently, there was no one
bridging the gap between the specialized knowledge of
the physical and occupational therapy professional and
the every day practical application of some of the
professional's skill which should be known to the
persons who were involved with the daily routines of
the handicapped child, as for example persons who 1lift
and transport disabled children and’ their equipment.
This led to several years of effort that started with
talking to parents, teachers, bus drivers, and kitchen
workers, etc., to determine the needs of the students;
communication with the  State's physical and
occupational therapiets and coordination with the
training institutions that produce these specialists to
arrange for a continuing supply of services; and
finally, workshops for s¢hool personnei, bus drivers,
special education teachers, and parents in the use of
adsptive equipment and aspects of physical and
wseupational therapy services. As a result of this
gioject, an estimated 12,000 children will benefit from
services they might not otherwise have received.

49



e One State uses EHA-B discretionary monies to produce
films for TV commercials and brochures to create
statewide awareness of services for Thandicapped
children. It operates a toll-free hot 1line for
referrals and complaints.

e Parent information services are emphasized in a State
that arranges extensive training throughout the State
to inform parents of their rights and responsibilities
and help them perform their role in placement and
individualized education program (IEP) meetings. The
State provides information about due process hearings
and gives directional services to parents for programs
and services about which they might not otherwise
know. The State also provides extensive training for
surrogate parents.

e In a State without mandated services for very young
handicapped children, home intervention services are
provided using EHA-B funds to serve children from birth
to age four.

Other examples of the use of EHA-B monies to support services at
the preschool, secondary, and postsecondary levels are cited in the
first chapter of this report.

Studies of Federal, State, and Local
Expenditures for Special Education
and Related Services.

The description of éxpenditures associated with education is always
difficult. This is due to many factors including (1) varying sources
of funding, (2) existence of equalization strategies, (3) differences
in the formulae or bases on . which costs are allocated within the
States, (4) the absence of standard cost reporting procedures, and
(5) difficult to calculate costs, e.g., determining the value of
volunteered services or prorating a share of the cost of the physical-
plant.

h

For example, local and intermediate units often use a combination
of local, State, and Federal revenues to finance related services for
handicapped children and youth. There is only very limited information
available, however, on the nature and extent of various sources of
funding. A recent study supported by SEP queried 100 selected school
districts and intermediate units to identify the sources of Federal
funding they have used to provide related services for handicapped
children (Center for the Study of Social Policy, 1983).

P
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Table 7 shows the percentage of queried school districts and
intermediate educational units that used various Federal funding
sources to pay for ralated services.

Because of the complexity of obtaining finance data, the
legislative language of Section 618 states that expenditure information
may be based on a sampling of data available from State agencies,
including the SEA and local educational agencies.

Two apprc -<hes can be used. One approach is to build costs from
the bottom up -- that is, to collect detailed district-level data and
to document the resources that comprise each data item. State and
National costs are then estimated from these district data. Past
studies reported in the annual reports to Congress have used this
approach (Rossmiller, et al., 1970; Kakalik, et al., 1981). The first
of these studies, the National Education Finance Project (Rossmiller,
et al., 1970) examined the costs of special education programs relative
to regular education in school districts in five States. When all
handicapping conditions were aggregated, an average composite index of
slightly over two was obtained, indicating that programs for the
handicapped were about twice as costly as regular education programs.
Other studies using the NEFP methodology have tended to support its
relative cost findings (Marinelli, 1976).

After EHA-B was amended by P.L. 94-142, SEP supported another
multi-year study of the cost of special education and related
services. This study carried out by the Rand Corporation (Kakalik, et
al., 1981) presented the estimated costs of these services based on
National averages of salaries and other prices so that service levels
and programs could be compared consistently across districts. The
study found that the estimated cost of special education and related
services per handicapped child served in 1977-78 was 2.17 times greater
than the cost of regular education for a nonhandicapped child.

A second approach to obtaining cost data is to build from the top
down ~~ that 1is, to focus on State-level data and to doécument how
States collect data from their .districts. Since education is a State
function, the State exerts considerable influence on what district cost
data are collected and how costs are reported by districts. Using this
approach in 1983, SEP initiated the first of a series of small and
detailed analyses of State and local financing of special education for
the Annual Report to Congress. The first of these 1inquiries was
conducted by Decision Resources (1983) and examined per—pupil
expenditure data in a small group of States, most of which use an
excess-cost funding formula. The study included detailed analysis by
handicapping condition, type of placement, and funding source for costs
of special education, as well as information on expenditures for
related services and costs paid by noneducational agencies.
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Table 7

Percentage of Surveyed School Districts and Intermedfiate
Units (IUs) Using Various Federal Funding Suurcas tn
Provide Related Services

Districts and IUs with

All Districts

and Interme- Fewer Than 10,000 or More
Funding Source diate Units 10,000 Students Students
(N=100) (N=62) (N=38)
1. Title XIX: Medicaid
a. Early and Periodic
Screening, Diagnosis,
and Treatment pro-
gram (EPSDT) 20% 16% 26%
b. Other Medicaid
Services 292 212 347
2. Crippled Children's
Program 57Z 53% 63%
3. Other Health or Public
Health Funds (for
example, Maternal and
Child Health Funds) - 27% 31% 21%
4. Mental Health Service
Funds _ 442 k41z 502
5. Mental Retardation/
Developmental Digsability
Program 402 35% 47%
6- Title xx’ SOcial
Services 26% 25% 29%
7. Vocational Rehabilitation
Program 627 54% 76%
8. CETA 47% 412 58%
9. Other 15% 147 8%
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.The study departed from other recent studies in its use of a case
study approach, and 1ts emphasis on actual expenditure data. The
degree to which information was available is indicated in Appendix 4,
Background and Methodology: The Costs of Special Education and Related

rvices.

The excess—cost model establishes the costs for special education
that are over and above the normal costs of educating a nonhandicapped
child. About 20 percent of the States use an excess—cost formula for
reimbursement of local districts (Project Forum, 1982). Because
1981-82 data were unavailable from several excess—cost States when this
report was prepared, one State that uses a so—called “resource—based”
formula for reimbursement was also included. (This State's formula 1s
based on time sheets which are maintained for every handicapped student
and every staff member who provides services to handicapped students,
including regular education personnel.) Data are presented here for
four geographically diverse States. These States were selected to
{l1lustrate various features concerning costs of special education and
related services and because of the completeness of their data. The
data presented should not be used for generalization to c¢ther States.

Marked differences exist in the percentages of total funding for
special education and related gervices that come from Federal, State,
and local sources. This is displayed graphically in Figure 6, titled
Federal, State, and Local Shares of the Costs of Special Education and
Related Services in Four Selected States.

State A

State A, located in the southeastern part of the country, provides
a high proportion of State aid for all education programs. This State
was selected because the available cost data were explicitly detailed
for each line item, showing the various sources of funding. This is
presented in Table 8. In 1979, State A developed a new formula for
State funding of special education. It was to be based on a child

.- count, but some LEAs would have lost money.under“thiswsystem.ﬁmHence,mai;J

three-year hold harmless provision for the Yyears 1980-83 was adopted,
and it has been extended for a fourth year. Now 80 to 90 percent of
the State allocation for special education comes under ‘the hold
harmless provision that contains cost-of-living adjustments. The
remainder of the State allocation 1s based on child counts. For
1984-85, 50 percent of the State allocation 1s supposed to be based on
child counts; for 1985-86, child counts are to be used exclusively.

Analysis of expenditure data. Special education expenditures for
1981-82 are shown in 30 line items; total expenditures for each line
item show the percentage contributed by each funding source. (See
Table 8.) One major cost item not presented on the table 1s special
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Figure 6 Federal, State, and Local Shares of the Costs of Special Education
and Related Services in Four Selected States
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Table 8

Percentage of Line-Item Expenditurea by Funding Source in State A

1981-82
a/ VI-B and Other a/ Total % of Total
State™ Incentive Federal Local= Other Expenditures Expenditures

Teachers 80.8 12.7 0.7 4.6 1.1 497,538,662 61.3
Aldes 49,7 34.2 2.9 11.4 1.7 10,634,620 6.7
Directors 81.0 1.6 1.4 9.2 0.7 3,525,127 2.2
Psychologists 48.3 25.2 .4 23.8 1.3 4,643,089 2.9
Clerical 61.8 14.8 2.6 19.1 1.7 1,234,836 .8
Physical Therapiats 9.3 72,8 9.8 7.8 0.2 703,702 .4
Occupational Therapista T73.7 64.8 13.5 18.1 0.0 450,040 .3
Audiologists 19.9 73.5 0.0 1.4 5.1 380,293 .2
Social Workera 9.7 29.3 6.4 54.5 0.01 1,096,496 .7
Nuraes 38.3 31.6 17.4 12.7 _ 0.07 132,885 .08
Adaptive Physical Ed 9.3 56.8 0.0 33.9 0.0 130,846 .08
Adaptive Vocational Ed 58.9 . 0.1 8.0 33.0 0.0 203,381 .1
Work-Study Coordinators 88.6 0.0 0.0 11.4 0.0 71,189 .04
Bus Monitors 68.5 11.5 0.0 15.4 4.6 413,480 .3
Other Salariea 60.8 22.8 0.4 15.6 0.4 1,266,527 .8
Fringe Benefits 75.1 17.2 0.9 5.6 1.1 23,803,489 15.0
Substitute Pay/Fringes 80.7 15.5 0.8 1.9 1.2 1,064,108 7
Travel 22.5 37.0 2.1 36.2 2.3 796,768 .5
Staff Development 71.0 20.1 1.6 5.7 1.5 563,512 .4
Supplies/Material 45.9 25.4 5.4 21.7 1.7 2,452,218 1.5
Equipment 39.7 27.2 2.4 28.1 2.8 479,114 .3
Developmental Day Centers 70.9 1.1 0.7 23.3 4.0 1,974,534 1.2
Community Residential
Schools 15.9 2.3 0.0 . 64.0 17.7 31,373 .02
\oc Ed Handicap PT-B Match 52.4 0.0 0.0 38.4 9.3 330,578 .2
Qut-of-LEA Placement 60.9 34,3 0.6 4.0 0.1 760,386 .5
plagnostic Contracts 50.0 35.6 2.6 10.7 1.1 1,380,191 .9
Educational Contracta 31.2 54,1 4.1 6.9 3.7 1,426,362 .9
Audits 0.0 90,2 2.9 5.6 1.2 40,942 .03
Indirect Coats 0.0 95.6 3.1 0.0 1.2 393,006 .2
Other Costs 24,2 57.9 0.6 13. 4 3.8 1,166,568 .7

Totals 72.7 17.4 1.2 7.5 1.3 $159,088, 322 99,95b
a7 These columna {nclude expenditures for the gifted and talented.
T/ Rounding.error.
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education transportation. Also, most expenditures for special
education and related services provided by noneducational State
agencies are not included in Table 8.

Table 8 includes expenditures for gifted and talented programs,
which are funded with State and local monies. Expenditures for the
gifted and talented, who are one-third of the exceptional child
population in State A, cannot be factored out of these expenditure data
because they are not accounted for separately and are not distributed
proportionately across all cost items.

About  three-fifths (61.3 percent) of all special education
expenditures in State A are used for teacher salaries. Salaries for
all other persunnel represent 15.7 percent of expenditures; fringe
benefits, 15 percent; and substitute pay and fringe benefits, 0.7
percent. Salaries, fringe benefits, and substitutes thus account for
92.7 percent of all special education expenditures.

Salaries of teachers, directors of special education, clerical
staff, work-study coordinators, substitutes, and bus monitors, as well
as the costs of fringe benefits, substitutes, staff development,
developmental day centers, and out-of-LEA placements are supported
primarily with State monies. The major source of funding for related
service personnel, audits, and indirect services is EHA-B funds.
Community residential schools are paid primarily with local monies. A
mixture of funding sources 1is used to support aides, psychologists,
travel for itinerant teachers, supplies, materials, and equipment.

State B N

In State B, located along the eastern seaboard, the local share of
the cost of all education programs is more than 50 percent and the
State share is about 40 percent. This State was selected because it
has data that show expenditures by restrictiveness of placement. This
is 1llustrated in Table 9. The special education funding formula is

now under review.  "The current formula i1s based on the total number of =~

all students in the school system with adjustments for wealth and
financial contribution to special education before initiation of the
formula. The formula was devised to provide 70 percent State
reimbursement and 30 percent local support. However, there has been no
increase in State educational aid since 1980, so the local share has
increased to make up the difference.

Analysis of expenditure data. Expenditures for 1981-82 in State B
are shown by levels of special education services, ranging from
consultative services (Level.I) to residential placements (Level vI).
(See Table 9.) These levels describe the restrictiveness of special
education placement. FEach level has been defined in terms of (1) the
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Table 9

Students and Expendituresg/ by Level in State B

1981-82
Level Number of-‘-’-l Percent of All Ex nditureo‘-:-, Percent of All
Students Handicapped Students pe Expenditures
1 4,015 4,2 $ 6,010,365 3.9
11 33,186 34.9 18,012,578 11.6
1Ig 22,907 24.1 29,876,188 19.3
1v 20,885 22,0 38,329,352 24,8
v 11,643 12,2 45,948,115 29,7
Vi 1,717 1.8 13, 211,577 8.5
Home and Hospital 778 0.8 3,293,889 2,1
Total 95,131 100.0 " $154,682,064 99,94/

a/ Includes salaries, contracted services, equipn;;nt, supplies, and materials; excludes
expenditures for local special education administration, personnel development, substitutes'
wages, and indirect costs, which total $77,779,621. 1Includes Federal, State, and local
revenues. Since expenditures are charged to levels based on teacher assigmment and not on
caseload, per pupil costs cannot be calculated. .

_13/ Students in Levels I through 1Vmay receive services in more than one level, but they are
counted in only the most restrictive placement. Student data include 1,595 handicapped
children served in State-operated and State-supported programs for which expenditure data are
not included. . s

¢/’ For Levels I through IV, teacher salaries are recorded in the level of the teacher's major

assignment, although the teacher may providé services to students in more restrictive

- placementd. i

d/ Rounding error.
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amount of time each week students receive the services, and (2) the
location of the services. Case load or class size limits have been
established for each level. For Levels V and VI, placements may occur
in State-operated, nonpublic, or local public programs.

As the level increases for Levels I through V, indicating that the
placement 18 more restrictive, the percentage of the total special
education expenditures for each level increases. (See Table 9.) For
example, 3.9 percent of all special education expenditures go for
Level I; this increases to 29.7 percent for Level V. The greater cost
of the more restrictive placements becomes apparent when the percentage
of students placed in the various levels is compared to the percentage
of total special education expenditures reflected by each level. For

*example, Level II represents 34.9 percent of all handicapped students
in the State, but only 11.6 percent of all special education
expenditures are used for these students. Levels I through IV combined
include 85.2 percent of the handicapped students but only 59.6 percent
of the expenditures.

Students 1in special sachools or 1in specially-equipped wings,
Level V, are 12.2 percent of the handicapped population but reflect
29,7 percent of the expenditures. Students in residential placements,
Level VI, represent 1.8 percent of the handicapped population but
account for 8.5 percent of the expenditures. Expenditure data for
Levels V and VI do not include State expenditures for educating
handicapped students in State-operated programs. Students 1in
State-~operated programs are 5 percent of the Level V students and 59
percent of the Level VI students. Thus, particularly for Level VI, the
values 1listed as total expenditures and the percentage of. all
expenditures are much lower than the actual expenditures for these
students.

More than one~fourth of the expenditures for special education are
contained in indirect costs, which are estimated. This approach has
been used as an alternative to the costly and time~consuming task of

collecting special education expenditure data-for indirect-cost itemg, -~

State C

In State C, a midwestern State, expenditures are split 50-50 by the
State and localities after EHA~B money has been deducted from the total
expenditures for special education. This State was selected because
data for the various handicapping conditions show the Federal, State,
and local contributions and provide details of support services and
instructional costs. By law, the State legislature must reimburse LEAs
50 percent of what they actually spend. The State distributes money
for special education first, then money for general education 1s
distributed.
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Analysis of expendipuRe data. In State C, State and local
expenditures for 1981-82" Are ghown for s8ix kinds of programs, 11
support services, and thyeR types of out—of-district placement. (See
Table 10.) However, expepdltures c¢f Federal money have been itemized
for only five ipstructigual programs and a total for support and
non-programmed services. Thus g complete analysis of the data is not
possible. A gwall portion of the expenditures for psychological
services, improvement of fuStruction, and other administration is used
to support programs for the¢ glfyed; this portion could not be factored
out of the totals becauge uo séparate accounting 1s maintained for
support services for the gifted.

Data from State C do pot include expenditures for special education
and related sgervices yprdvided by the Board of Charities and
Corrections, which delivers sarvices to the severely and profoundly
handicapped; by the Board of Regents, which maintains the State schools
for the visually and heaxing impaired; or by the Departments of Social
Services and Health, whicl PArovide suppart and evaluation services.

About half of all the fuynds for special education in State C are
used for LEA instructiopsl programs; the other half are used for
support services and outvof-dlstrict placements. The Federal share of
the cost of special edugafion in State C 1is 7.1 percent; State and
local shares are each 46.¢4 perceast. :

Per-pupil expenditures for several instructional programs (not
including support serviees), wpich can be calculated from the data
presented in Table 10, are as follows: mentally retarded, $1,675.77;
emotionally digturbed, $701.07; learning dissgbilities, $1,159.48; all
handicapped students, $996.44, Per-pupil expenditures for "Other
Special Programs” could nok be calculated because the speech impaired
have been included in the student counts for this category.

State D

State D, located in £ﬁe wast, has a unit-reimbursement 'spééigf

education funding formuly. This State was selected because data are
available to show for aach handicapping condition the proportion of
expenditure for various egpenditure categories such as teachers, aides,
and support and other A&ervices, as well as comparisons across
categories of the per~stydeut costs. Most items are reimbursed by the
State at an 80 percent rsate. If the State legislature does not
appropriate sufficient mynly to fund fully the State portion of the
expenditures for special Aduycagion, all reimbursements are prorated.
For the 1981-82 school yesr, the State appropriated 51.7 percent of its

share of the expenditureg. Recently, the State has established a cap

on the total number of disftrict FTE staff membera that can be approved
for reimbursement; the cap for each LEA 1s determined by a formula
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Table 10

Students and Expenditures by Function and by Funding Source in State C

1981-82
L 1 T 1 Percentage of
Students Federal State oca ota Total Expenditures
Total Instruction 11,148 $820,635 $5,143,834 $5,143,834 $11,108,303 53.6
Mentally Retarded 1,789 139,077 1,429,441 1,429,441 2,997,959 14.5
Physically Handicappedb/ 17 48,958 223,024 223,024 495,006 2.4
Emot{caally Disturbed 298 15,024 96,948 96,948 208,920 1.0
Learning Diaabilitiea 3,054 231,302 1,654,870 1,654,870 3,541,042 17.1
Other Special Programa 5,990a/ 386,274 1,722,813 1,722,813 3,831,900 18.5
Contract Outside State 16,738 16,738 33,476 0.2
Total Support and Non- :
Programmed Services 657,358 4,481,828 4,481,828 9,621,014 46.4
Total Support Services 2,282,444 2,282,444
Attendance, Health R 49,365 49,365
Guidance 6,543 6,543
Psychological and SpeechE/ 615,166 615,166
Improvement of InstructionC 88,214 88,214
Principals 66,661 66,661
Other Administrationc/ 207,191 207,191
Fiscal 8,521 8,521
Operation and Maintenance 131,452 131,452
Pupil Tranaportation 388,458 388,458 -
Cooperative Special
Education Unit 650,977 650,977
Other Support 69,896 69,896
Total NonmProgrammed Services 2,199,384 2,199,384
Within the State 138,530 138,530
Outside the State 30,429 30,429
Other Educational Unita 2,030,425 2,030,425
Debt Service 252 252 504 0.01
Extra Curricular 28 28 56 0.01
Total 11,148 $1,477,993 $9,625,942 $9,625,942 $20,729,877 100.0

~E]vnlnc1udes studente -who are speech impaired, but expenditures for the. apeech impaired are listed.. . .. ... .
under Psychological and Speech.
3/ The majority of the physically handicapped are classified under “Other Special Programs” because
they are multiply handicapped.
¢/ 1Includes expenditures for the gifted.
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based on the student-staff ratio with adjustments for the amount of
student turnover, the number of out~of-LEA placements, and
sparsity-density factors.

Analysis of expenditure data. All dire.: gwecial education
expenditures for 1981-82 in State D are it<nized by hau’irupping
condition; total expenditures for each handicapping condition are shown
in Table 11 by the percentage spent on six types of services. Total
direct special education expenditures for each handicapping condition
were used to calculate per—-student direct special education costs,
which are shown in Table 12.

In State D, special education expenditure data are based on time
sheets maintained for every handicapped student and every staff member
who provides services to handicapped students. These time sheets
contain data on services to handicapped students 1in the regular
education program, and the costs of these services are calculated. The
direct special education expenditures plus the expenditures for
educating students in the regular education program are used to
calculate the per—student attributable cost as shown in Table 12. The
table also shows per-student excess ccst by handicapping condition.

The data for State D do not include expeﬁaitures for special
education and related services provided by other State agencies and
nonpublic programs. Also, SEA expenditures for the administration of
special education are not represented.

When all handicapping conditions are combined, about 65 percent of
all expenditures are used for teacher and aide salaries and benefits.
The remaining 35 percent of special education expenditures are used for
support and other services.

For the areas of educable mental retardation, perceptual/
communicative difficulties, hearing handicapped, visually handicapped,
and speech/language problems, more than half of all expenditures are

fi;"o'r""t:’é."a"“'(:h’e‘r"s”o'f"’t:h“e"“"p‘ri‘ui’a‘ry‘“disabilit:y.“‘“"For’'mu1t:l.hand:l;c:ap‘ped"“st:udeut:s“''"““w

the largest cost item is indirect support services. About one-third of
the expenditures for the trainable mentally retarded, students with
emotional/behavioral problems, and the physically handicapped are used
for teachers of the primary disability, and another one-third for
indirect support services. (Note: All of these terms for handicapping
conditions are categories used by State D. The category perceptual/
communicative difficulties includes learning disabilities.)

When total direct special education expenditures for each

students for each handicapping condition (Table 13), it is evident that
the most money 1s aspent on perceptual/communicative problems (37.2
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Table 11

Percentage of Expenditures by Handicapping Condition and by
Type of Service in State D

1981-82
-ent f
Teachers of Other Aldes Support Yundi rect Support Other s T:::i ::::::10. ,e:;i:::to
Primary Disability Teachers e Services Services Services pe . -
Expenditures .»penditures
Tr:iunable Mentally Retardeda/ 32,7 7.0 11.9 1.2 29.5 11.6 46,788,160 5.5
Educable Mentally Retarded 62.4 6.7 4.2 3.9 16.° 6.7 14,006,437 11.4
Emntional/Behavieral 32.2 8.4 5.6 8.4 : 11.4 28,911,219 23.6
Terceptual/Communi cativel/ 68.3 6.1 2.5 3.4 12, 6.1 45,512,591 37.2
Hear{ng Handicapped 58.8 7.1 12.1 3.2 13.0 5.9 4,186,231 3.4
Vil gually Handicapped 66.3 5.8 4.7 3.4 13.8 6.1 1,215,434 1.0
Physically Handicapped&’ 29.9 5.8 9.1 8.3 33.9 13.0 4,177,966 3.4
S Speech/Language 79.8 5.1 1.4 1.8 7.5 4.4 9,246,061 7.6
Multiply Handicapped 20.0 i1.0 8.4 9.0 36.% 14.1 8,378,970 6.8
Totals 53.0 7.0 &9 5.2 21.4 8.4 $122,423,069 99,9d/
a/ Tem uged by State D.
B/ Includes ehildren with learning disabilities.
¢/ 1Includes other health impaired.
d/ Rounding error.
Notes: Teachers of Primary Digability refers tc teachers whose primary rols is to teach students who have the handicapping condition llsted.in
the first coiumn. For example, rfor U rainable mentally retarded (TMR) students, the teachers of primary disability are TR teachers.
Both salaries and benefits are reflected in this category.
Otner Teachers are all cther teachers who provide services to cach particular group of handicapped students. For TMR students this
category includea teachers who specialize in the areas of educstle mental retardation, enotional/behavioral problems,
perceptual/comunicative difficulties, hearing, speech/language, and the multiply handicapped. Both salaries and benefits are
reflected in this category.
.- Support Services refers to dirsct work with nandicapped students by nurses, occupational therapists, physical therapists,
8‘«‘ paychologists, social workers, and audiologists.
Indirect Support Services includes assessing, staffing, consulting, planning, traveling, supervising, and administering by all support
staff members.
&) Other Services are supplies, equipment, transportation, and other purchased services.
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Table 12

Per Student Direct Special Education Cost, Per Student Attributable

Cost, and Per Student Exceas Cost in State D ! . ;
1981-82 . '
Per Student Direct Per Student Per Student

Special Education Cost Attributable Cost Excess Cost

Trainable Mentally Retardeda/ $7,161 47,602 $5,093
Educable Mentally Retarded 3,366 4,253 1,744
Emotional/Behavioral ) 2,979 4,794 2,285
Perceptual/Communicatived/ 1,792 3,825 1,316
Heari ng Handicapped 4,449 5,985 " 3,476
Vi gually Handicapped 4,265 6,352 3,843
Physically Handicapped5/~ s 4,764 6,552 4,043
Speech/Language 925 3,319 810
Multiply landicapped 6,561 7,609 5,100

a/ Term used by State D. ) N

:E/ Includes children with learning disabilities. -
¢/ 1Includes other health impaired. . o
Notes: Per Student Direct Special Education Cost has been calculated by dividing the . .

total direct special education expenditures for each handicapping condition

(Table 11, 7th column) by the total number of students with that handicap. It .
includes all expenditure items listed in Tabie 11: teacher of primary

disanllity, other teachers, aides, support services, indirect support services,

and other services. : ’

Per Student Attributable Cost is the Per Student Direct Special Education Cost
plus the per pupil cost of educating the handicapped students in the regular
education program, hence it 1s.the total per pupil cost of educating the
handicapped students.

Per Student Fxcess Cost 18 the Per Student Attributable Cost minus the average
per student cost of educating a nonhandicapped student ($2,509).
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Table 13

Table 13

Percentage of Studenta Served by Delivery Syatem in State D

1981-82

Percentage of

Consultant Itinerant Resource Self-Contained Work-Study Home-Hospital Total Number All Handi-
Servicesn Services Roon Special Class Programs Services of Students capped Studenta
Trainable Mentally Retardeda/ 0.1 2.1 3.6 90.2 3.6 0.4 948 1.8
BEducable Meutally Retarded 0.4 1.6 33.4 49,4 15.0 0.1 4,161 7.8
Emotional/Behavioral 5.1 21.4 37.1 33.6 0.7 2.1 9,705 18.1
Perceptual/Comaunicativeb’ 5.4 8.4 79.5 5.6 1.0 0.02 25,396 47.4
o Hear” ug Herdicapped 6.6 35.1 25.2 29.8 0.3 0.1 941 1.8
F
Wen=lly ilancica;ped 15.4 54,7 25.6 3.2 0.4 0.7 285 0.5
Foyaizalle Haudiesppedl! 7.4 25.8 16.2 24.4 2.5 23.7 877 1.6
Speech.Language 3.7 77.5 15.6 3.2 0.02 0.02 9,997 18.7
Muiillply Handiczpp.d .2 8.7 1/.0 69.1 3.3 0.6 1,277 2.3
Totalx 3.6 240 51.2 17.3 2,0 0.8 53,587 100,0
;/ Tere used l;y State M,
b/ 1o * _htldren w.th izarning d’.sabilities.
¢/ Incluaes other health smpaired.
86
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percent of all expenditures), but this category includes almost
one-half (47 percent) of all handicapped students in the State.
Students with speech and language problems represent 18.7 percent of
all handicapped students but only 7.6 percent of all direct special
education expenditures. Students with emotional/behavioral problernas
represent 18.1 percent of all handicapped students, and 23.6 percent of
all direct special education expenditures are used for them. The six
remaining handicapping conditious represent only 15.8 percent of all
handicapped students but almost one-third of all expenditures are
allocated for them.

The per—student excess-cost ranges from $810 for speech/language
problems to $5,100 for the multiply handicapped. (See Table 12.) A
comparison of per-student direct special education cost with
per—student attributable cost reveals that most of the costs of
educating multiply handicapped and TMR students are allocable to
special education, whereas most of the costs of educating students with
speech/language difficulties are allocable to the regular education
program. The wide variation in per—-student costs 1s a function of
several factors that contribute to expenditures and vary for different
handicapping conditions. These factors include the variation 1in
student—teacher ratios (see Table 14), the nature of the placement
(e.g., intermittent services in a regular class in a local public
school vs. placement in a residential facjiity), 2nd the number and
nature of specialized personnel required to provide & vices.

Data from the four States examined in i{nis etu.y provide important
insights into the financing of special eduruticvo und related services
in the States. These findings should not He w?ed for Reneralization to
other States or local s!:.atfens, but they a. suggest the existence in
many States of suffici:nil: sophisticated accounting and Information
systems that pevmit contizolag de:afled examination of the finmancing of
special education aund v :ioicid servicem. States clearly recognize the
importance of having a«unrate coet Information and are willing to share
that information to diapi1.ve the administration and provision of
services to handicapped children.

Technical Assistance to States

Section 617 of EHA-B requirss the Department to provide technical
asgistance to States to help them implement the provisions of the Act.
Over the years, technical assistancz has been provided directly by SEP
staff and indirectly through discretionary contracts and grants,.
Initial technical assistaniz focused on policy development. This type
of assistance was well suited to State needs during the early years of
implementation,. when States were concentrating on developing and
implementing policies and procedures consistent with the Act.

.
~
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Table 14

Staff/Student Ratic and Teacher/Student Ratio
by Handicapping Condition in State D
1981-82

Staff/ Teacher/
Student Ratio Student Ratio

Trainable Mentally Retardeda/ 1/2.43 1/7.25
Educable Mentally Retarded 1/6.61 1/10.39
Emotional/Behavioral 1/18.67 1/7.49
Perceptual/Communicatived/ 1/17.80 1/12.85
Hearing Handicapped 1/4.18 1/7.54
Visually Handicapped 1/3.20 1/7.50
Physically HandicappedS/ 1/4.41 1/15.54
Speech/Language 1/24.80 1/29.03
Multiply Handicapped 1/2.87 1/10.40

a/ Term used by State D.
b/ Includes children with leavning disabilities.
¢/ Includes other health impaired-

Notes: Staff/Student Ratic Ilncludes the total ?TE staff
utilized to provide services.

Teacher/Student Ratio includes total FIE teachers
(both teachers of the primary disability and other
teachers) utilized to provide services.
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SEP monitoring visits and special studies find that most States now
have policies and procedures consistent with the Act. Certain policy
and procedural questions remain concerning 1issues such as private
schools and interagency agreements, but many of the 1issues States
currently face are administrative or programmatic. To resolve such
issues, States need access to the most recent speclal education
research and practice information from federally sponsored research,
development, and demonstration efforts, and from the experience of
States facing similar problems. Thus, although the goual of SEP
technical assistance efforts remains the same as in the early stages of
implementing the Act —— helping SEAs provide handicapped children with
a free appropriate public education —- SEP has refocused its technical
assistance efforts to conform to changing State needs.

State\technical assistance is provided by SEP primarily through the
Division of Assistance to States (DAS); within DAS the Program
Assistance Branch (PAB) 1is specifically charged with technical
assistance development and delivery. This branch includes the Regional
Resource Center Section and the State Program Assistance Section.

To meet changing Sta*te needs, DAS 1s now implementing a technical
assistance approach that seeks to:

e capitalize on the National perspective provided by
various SEP data bases to 1identify, across States,
problems in providing a free appropriate public
education to all handicapped children;

¢ draw on a variety of resources within SEP to provide
States with 1information about the most recent
developments in special education research, technology,
programs, and practices relevant to identified problems;

e 1identify problem areas for which policy clarification
or development of compliance standards is necessary and
help appropriate SEP units initiate such activities; and

¢ draw together States that are experiencing similar
problems for mutual problem solving.

This approach provides for direct and indirect technical assistance
service delivery with some activities developed and delivered by DAS
staff and some by contractors, grantees, staff from other Federal
programs, or by the States themselves. DAS activities will focus
heavily on remediating needs and problems that cut across States and
"reglons.
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The Regional Resource Center (RRC) program, authorlzed by
Section 621 of FEHA-C, continues to be the primary mechanism for
delivering technical assistance to individual States. This program —-
established by contract in fiscal year 1969 =~ now supports six
regional centers that help SEAs and LEAs develop quality programs and
gervices for handicapped children. (More information about the RRC
program is provided in Appendix 2.)

DAS staff work closely with the RRCs to develop technical
assistance activities and provide cross-State and cross-regional
assistance. The RRCs also work with individual States and provide
cross-regional assistance to States. Drawing on the wide scope of
information available to SEP, the RRCs deliver assistance based on
identified State and regional problem areas, sharing scarce resources
efficiently among States.

Through a needs assessment process DAS has identified six principal
areas in which States need technical assistance. These areas of need
will be addressed by the RRCs, in conjunction with DAS, during the
1983-84 school year. They are:

1. comprehensive services for handicapped adolescents and
young adults -- 50 States identified a need for
integration of education, health, and rehabilitation
services for adolescents and young adults;

2. special education program development  and
evaluation —— 39 States identified as a need the
enhancement of State and local efforts in the areas of
monitoring, program development, and evaluation of the
quality of educational programs;

3. special education applications of technology --
32 States identified as a ‘need the enhancement of
State and 1local efforts in the efficient use of
technology in the program administration and
instructional delivery of special education services;

4. parent/community-based services for handicapped
persons =-- 30 States identified a need to promote
available integrated service systems in the community
through the active involvement of parents and
professionals in the special education service
delivery system; :

5. placement alternatives =— 26 States identified a need

to continue to explore programming options for
severely handicapped students in less restrictive
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environments and to address {nteragency 1ssues for
program development and improvement; and

6. comprehensive services for special -populations, e.g.,
emotionally disturbed and preschool
children -~ 19 Statea identified a need to 1
quality of servicea for pregchool and emOtionally
dlaturbed handfcapped childgsn.

DAS also administers another projact that plays an portant part
in helping SEP provide technical assistance to States. hie contract,
Project Forum of the National Association of State Diregtors of Special
Education (NASDSE), provides technical assistance/ to §tates by
analyzing important special education issues and practices in SEAs and
LEAs., SEP considers these analyses in determining technical assistance
needs and activities. The project has also established a communication
network of SEAs and LEAs that gives SEP timely feedback about current
and emerging trends in special education. These SEAs and LEAs, in
turn, receive technical assistance through their participation in the
communication network.

The Division of Educational Services (DES) administers a three-year
technical assistance contract, Project EduTech, that helps SEAs and
LEAs use appropriate technological alternatives in special education
service delivery. The project 1is designed to unite educarors and
technologists in efforts to improve the delivery of sexvices to
handicapped children. Ongoing activities include selecting persistent
and widespread special education issues on which to focus during each
year, developing and disseminating information about technological
developments that may resolve these issues, and establishing and
maintaining an information system.

The Technical Assistance Development System (TADS) is an SEP-funded
technical assistance center administered by the Division of Innovation
and Development. TADS has provided services to SEP and its Handicapped
Children's Early Education Program (HCEEP) since 1971. 1In addition to
providing program development assistance to about 54 HCEEP
demonstration projects, the center assists approximately 20 Early
Childhood Outreach Projects and States receiving State Implementation
Grants. The project also maintains a functional information system for
the benefit of the HCEEP projects, analyzes information relating to the
early education of handicapped children, and provides other ad hoc
technical assistance as requested by SEP.

Another way in which SEP carries out 1its responsibilities to
provide technical assistance to States as mandated by EHA-B is by
disseminating the Annual Report to Congress. This document is
routinely provided to State administrators reSponsible for providing
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special education and related wservices to handicapped children and to
profeasional organizationas that represent the handicapped, The report
18 algo provided to hundreds of individuals who requeat it each year.
These individuals include parents of handicapped children, educators,
teacher trainers in colleges and wuniversities, IU and LFA
adminiatrators, members of advocacy organizations, and the general
public.

SEP will continue to seek ways to provide timely and effective
technical assistance to States. SEP believes that the steps 1t has
taken have resulted in enhanced technical aassistance as well as closer
coordination and cooperation among Federal, State, ar! local agencies
as they strive to provide improved services to our Nation's handicapped
children.

SEP Review of State Programs

The program review process has two parts --= review of plans
submitted by States for use of their EHA-B State grant program funds
and monitoring to assure adherence to State Plans.

State Plan Review

During the past year, SEP's Division of Assistance to States (DAS)
has completed the review and approval of FY 1984-86 State Plans. Thin
is the second time SEP has accepted three-year plans from the States.
FY 1981-83 State Plans were reviewed and approved in 1980. For fiscal
years 1980 and earlier, States were required to submit annual plans.
Submission of State Plans is required by Section 613 of EHA-B.

The review of the 1984-86 plans, which !eran in February 1983 and
continued throughout the year, consisted a» eral stages. In the
first stage, several staff members indepena. ‘ead and analyzed each
State Plan to identify procedures that did not appear to conform to
EHA~-B requirements.

The second stage involved feedback to the SEA regarding specific
igsues that required resolution. Issues that needed resolution
generally consisted of omissions, wording problems that required
clarification, or conflicts with the requirements of EHA-B. As part of
the negotiation process States were required to submit additional
information to SEP. When this information was received, the State Plan
was reviewed again and, if necessary, additional negotiations were
carried out. Before State Plans were finally approved, reviews were
conducted by the Office of the Director of SEP and the Office of the
Assistant Secretary, Special Education and Rehabilitative Services.
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The most {mportant problem i{ssues ldentified during the review
process were 1n procedural dafeguards, 1EPs, least restrictive
environment, right to education, participation of private achool
children, confidentiality, and general supervision.

The largest number of problems surfaced under procedural
safeguards. Requirements that neaded clarification or revision in the
procedural safeguards section of the plans included: use of State
educational agency personnel or officials as hearing officers (40
States); 1inconsistency with the hearing process and EHA~B regulations
(17 States); selection of surrogate parents (11 States); and inaccurate
timelines (7 States).

Table 15 illustrates the areas of deficiency (other than procedural
safeguards) noted most often in State Plans.

Once these deficiencies in the State Plans were resolved, SEP moved

into the second phase of program review —- monitoring of States as they
carry out the approved State Plans.

SEP Monitoring

SEP monitoring of States has undergone procedural and conceptual
changes in the past year. It is now viewed as a continuous process
rather than simply as site visits to States. The monitoring process
begins with the development of an 1nitial screening document and
profile for each State. One major purpose of this document is to help
SEP identify deficiencies before the on-site visit. The State profile
is updated continually as part of the monitoring process.

Three types of monitoring are available to SEP: off-site
monitoring; on-site monitoring at the SEA only; and on—-site monitoring
of the SEA and other agencies (including LEAs). To date, off-site
monitoring has nct been used; in most cases the SEA-only model has been
employed. In a few cases, on-site monitoring has included visits to
the SEA and other agencies.

Although the State profile serves as a primary resource for
identifying potential problem aress, the site visit team does
systematically explore a core of requirements regardless of Whether the
State profile indicates possible problems. Among these are the State
Advisory Panel; Complaint Management; Monitoring; General Supervision;
LEA Applications; Preschool Incentive Grants; SEA Administration of
Funds; Right to Education; Procedural Safeguards; Comprehensive System
of Personnel Development (CSPD); and State-Operated Programs (SOPs).
An in-depth examination of some other area may be the result of
complaints.

71



Table 15

Areas of Deficiency Other than Procedura! Safepuards
Identified in FY 1984-86 State Plans

Provision Number of States Nature of Deficiencies

gt

Individualized Education 21 Two recurring issues per-

Program tained to the requirements
that IEP meetinge be held
within 30 calendar days of
a determination that a
child is handicapped. ~
that IEPs be in effec!
the beginning of the .
year.

Least Restrictive Environment 18 The most frequent prublem
was the unavailability of
a continuum of altein.tive
placements.

Right to Education 16 The major problem was the
failure to include the
requirement that a free
appropriate public educa-
tion be provided to
children in all public
agencles.

Particlpation of Private 12 The major problem was the

Schasl Children plan's failure to address

' the regulatory provisions
adequately.

Confidentiality 9 Wording problems and the
S absence of certain specific
requirements were pnoted
here.

Plans contained inadequate
information to show that
the SEA was regponsible for
all educational programs.

o

General Supervision

e X
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After the plte visit 1s completed, a debrieflng s held fOr the SEA
ataff. The next step 1. the wrlting of the Program Reviey letter
(PRL). The letter contains comtepdations, fermmendacinnﬂ (not
mandatory), and areas Of concern (ipdtances of poNeompliapce wWith
Federal requirements that must be addvedsed). When the Stat® recelves
the PRL, it has the option of refuting the flndlngs or pFepdtink a
Voluntary Implementation Plan (VIP). In the JIp, ¢he Star® Jevelops
its own measures to remedy the area® Of noncAmpliante cit®d 1in the
PRL. The VIP must algo include TesSansble tim@lings for iMbleMenting
proposed changes.

Upon receipt of the VIP, SEP stufi analy2e Cpe plan egrefully,
negotiate further with the State 1f i-c8sary, And thén clos® out this
phase of the monitoring. The implementation of the vIp 1y closely
monitored thereafter until the State has puppiteed 8yfficlent
documentation to assure that the chanRes have be&n made.

Table 16 illustrates the areas anq frequency 0f nOncompllasce from
1982-83 on-site visits, The table shows that the walor problem sreas
are monitoring, general supervision, proceddral #afeguafds, least
restrictive environment, complaint Mmapageméuts Irps, vight to
education, and SOPs. States were fouynd to pe 4n nﬂncompiiaaCQ with
nine other requirementa of the Aat, though these werf i8olated
instances.

Saying that a State is in noncompliance in a particulaf af€a dges
not always tell the whole story, however, as th# patyre of the findings
is frequently complex. For examble, in the cage of monitOring, the
State may have been conducting 811 the requir®dd aite vigifs byt not
considering all the Federal reqQuirements. Such a3 gitystipn would
result in a finding of noncompliance, In andther ingtance®, a State
might be visiting LEAs only and overlooklng S0Py, cOrréttional
facilities, etc. Thig too would raguly In a fipding of poncofpliance.

In the area of general supérvision, a finding of noReombliance
usually resulted from the SEA lacking adequate Authority, by stdtute or
agreement, or from the SEA failing ta eXercige 1¢8 autpority prQperly.
Concerns about procedural safeguatds rafRed frou 1ngdequate coftitent of
notice to parentas and prior writtef cougent tO probleps with the due
process hearipm procedure. Regarding least fegtrnyctive eNyironMent,
the deficiencies usually pertained to cakeglrycal pldcemi€nt of
handicapped children or the lack of a contingun of Aajperpative
placements. Cogplaint management problémg Were upuxlly the Tegult Of a
violation of regulatory requiremeuts of a lack of docymeptdtjon, ' IEP
and right to education were usually clted a3 grea8 of cOncefn When
services were not being provided to a handic. )4 child, sOP yay ~l:ed
when any inconsistency with a Federsl requitefleyt was figged «. a
State-operated or State-supported pfogram. -Thys a fipdlng of
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Table 16

Areas of Noncompliance Identified acuring the 1982-83
Monitoring Cycle

Number of States with Areas

El ts/Re
ements/Requirements of Noncompliance in PRLs, 1983

*State Advisory Panel
Least Restrictive Environment (LRE)
.*Complaint. Management .
*Monitoring
- *General Supervision
*LEA Applications
Placement in Private Schools
*Preschool Incentive Grants
*SEA Administration of Funds
*Right to Education (FAPE)
Priorities
Child ID, Location, and Evaluation
Individualized Education Program (IEP)
*Procedural Safeguards
Confidentiality
Protection in Evaluation Procedures (PEP)
*Comprehensive System of Personnel
Development (CSPD)
Participation of Private School Children
LEA Administration of Funds
*State-Operated and State-Supporced
Programs (SOPs) 5

—

HNWONMHOUNOHFHNOONDM

N

.

-

Note: Starred items constitute the core of SEA or State Agency Review.
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noncompliance in an SOP could refer to any one of the 21 Federal
requirements that are routinely examined.

The process of SEP program review monitoring 1s subject to
continual evaluation to determine its efficiency and effectiveness.
Internal evaluation is achieved through third-party examination of SEP
team procedures and their effectiveness, as well as the appropriateness
of the materials and data used for monitoring. External evaluation is
achieved in part through structured feedback from members of the
primary group monitored by SEP, the State directors of special
education. The results of internal and external evaluation indicate
that the process is working to the benefit of the purposes of the law
and.iswimproving»administrationmof_special education programs and the
provision of related services throughout the country.

Other SEP Administrative Responsibilities

SEP 1is responsible not only for the administration of the
activities supported under EHA-B, but also for a variety of
discretionary programs. These provide important ancillary models,
services, and training that help improve educational opportunities for
handicapped children and youth throughout the country. The
administration of these programs has been reported in previous annual
reports to Congress. A current review of each of these discretionary
programs is contained in Appendix 2.
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Efforts to Assess and Assure the Efiectiveness of
Programs Educating Handicapped Children

Section 601(c) of the Education of the Handicapped Act (EHA),
states that "it is the purpose of this Act...to assess and assure the
effectiveness of efforts to educate handicapped children™ (20 U.S.C.
§1401(c)). Section 618 of the EHA-B furrher specifies that “the
[Secretary] shall measure and evaluate - the 1impact of programs
authorized under this part and the effectiveness of State efforfs to
assure the free appropriate public education of all handicapped
children” (20 U.S.C.  §1418(a)). In  carrying  out these’
responsibilities, the Secretary is authorized to "conduct, directly or
by grant or contract, such studies, investigations, and evaluations as
are necessary” (20 U.S.C. §1418(b)), and must “update at least
annually, programmatic information concerning programs and projects
ascisted under [EHA-B] and other Federal programs supporting the
education of handicapped children, and such information from State and
local educational agencies and other appropriate sources necessary for
the implementation of this part....” (20 U.S.C. §1418(b)(1)). The
Educatior. of Handicapped Act Amendments of 1983, P.L. 98-199, have, in
a number of respects, modified the reporting requirements. This
report, however, was prepared to cover a period of time during which
the unamended version of Sectlon 618 was controlling.

States are required under Section 613(a)(11) of EHA-B to "provide
for pracedureg for evaluation at least annually of the effectiveness of
programs in meeting the educational needs of handicapped children
(including evaluation of individualized education programs)eeese”
(20 U.S.C. §1413(a)(11)). These procedures are to be included in each
State's program plan, which is submitted to SEP every three years.

Past annual reports have focused primarily on the Federal effort to
evaluate the impact of special education and related services being
provided to handicapped children. This year's report continues to
describe the Federal effort but also reports to a greater extent on
State and local (and intermediate) evaluation efforts to provide the
Congress with a more comprehensive picture of efforts under way
Nationwide to analyze the impact and effectiveness of policies,
procedures, and programs for the Nation's approximately 4,000,000
handicapped children.
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Federal Evaluation Efforts

In carrying out its responsibilities to evaluate the impact of
EHA-B and report annually to the Congress, SEP has over the years
provided for and reported on a number of special studies (see
Appendix 1). Evaluation studies in the late 19708 focused primarily on
State and local efforts to implement the provisions of the EHA-B as
SEAs and LEAs struggled to comply with the mandstes of the new law.
Examplet of these implementation studies include:

e "A National Survey of Tndividualized Education
Programs,” conducted by Research Triangle Imstitute
from 1977 through 1980 to determine the nature and
quality of the IEPs being designed for handicapped
children.

e "Longitudinal Study of the Impact of P.L. 94-142,"
conducted by SRI International -from 1977 through 1982
to follow a small sample of school systems over a
five-year period to observe their progress in
implementing the Act, as well as the effects of the Act.

e "Study for Determining the Least Restrictive
Environment Placement of Handicapped Children,”
conducted by Applied Management Sciences from 1978
through 1980 to investigate the rules or criteria used
by the courts and State hearing officers to determine
the placements of handicapped children, the guidance
given by States to school districts in making placement
decisions, and the actual placement procedures uged by :
school districts.

e "A Study to Evaluate Procedures Undertaken to Prevent
Erroneous Classification,” conducted by  Applied
Management Sciences from 1979 to 1983 to examine LEA
procedures for referring, assessing, and placing
students to determine whether procedures were in place
to prevent the erroneous classification of children,
particularly misclassification on the basis of race or
culture.

With tightened budgets and increased State experience 1in
implementing EHA-B, attention was then focused on actual quality and
cost—effectiveness of the special education and related services
provided to handicapped children, as well as on the impact of the Act.
SEP evaluation studies in the early 1980s reflected this shift in
emphasis. Consequently, studies were funded to examine effective
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practices and cost i{ssues velated to educating handicapped children.
Two such studies were:

e "Analysis of State and Local Implementation Efforts,”
conducted by Newtek Corporation from 1979 to 1980,
which inveatigated the special education budgetary
process at the State lcvel and examined in detail
budgetary processes in four selected LEAs.

e "Verification of Procedures to Serve Handicapped
Students,” conducted by Applied Management Sciences
from 1979 through 1981. One component investigated the
asgessment process in. school systems; .another
‘{dentified aud documented promising strategies for
serving secondary~-age handicapped students.

Appendix 1 provides a summary of all Federal evaluation activittes
supported by Special Studies monies from 1976 to the present. The
section that follows presents the findings of a major study that has
been completed recently as well as a new study that 13 being initiated.

Eggeral Evaluation Studies

SRI Longitudinal Study of the
Impact of P.L. 94~142

A major SEP-funded longitudinal study that evaluated the impact of
EBA-B at the local level was rvecently completed by SRI International
(1982). This study was baged on case studies of local school systems
(in 22 LEAs the first year and 16 LEAs the following three years) in
nive States during the school years 1978-79 through 1981-82. The study
sites were selected to represent a variety of 1local and State
educational systems throughout the United States. Interviews were
conducted with varloys types of LEA personnel and community members
from thase sites (e.8., administrators, principals, teachers,
psychologists, parents, and renresentatives of human service
agencies) . The study began just as the Congressionally-mandated
effective date for providing a free appropriate public education for
all handicapped children was reached. The following section describes
some of the study's findings concerning the overall impact of EHA-B on
special education gervices as well as on particular groups of
individuals, including handicapped children, their parents, and school
personnel.
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Impact of EHA-B on Special Education Services

The SRI study found that EHA-B had two specific effects on special
education from 1978-79 through 1981-82. First, as antlcipated, the law
required LEAs in the study to make many procedural changes. For
example, LEAs implemented such procedural requirements as child
identification, parent notice and consent, multidisciplinary
evaluation, IEPs, and due process.

Second, the study found that LEAs significantly increased the scope
and comprehensiveness of their special education programs and related
services. For example, districts expanded programs and services to
handicapped children at the preschool, elementary, and secondary
levels, particularly for children who were learning disabled, seriously
emotionally disturbed, and mentally retarded. Half of the LEAs in the
study also increased the range of handicapping conditions they identify
and serve. The study also found, however, that despite progress in
providing special education and related services (including more
placement options for a wider range of children with handicapping
conditions), fiscal constraints have slowed advancement.

a

Impact of EHA-B on Handicapped Children

The study concluded that the 1largest single impaci on the
handicapped children studied was probably the cveation of distinctly
different special education and related servires that burgeoned 1in
1978-79. All LEAs in the study w:ve expanding their programs and
opening up their special--¥ducation delivery systems ¢o additional
beneficiaries when the study began. ¥However, by the Jast two years of
the study, the expansion »f new placement opt‘on. had 1lessened
considerably as program expsusion slowed. For the most part, children
who had been unserved befor>» passage of the law were being served.
Underserved children wera being served move appropriately than when the
study began. In most LEAs, children in need of special education were
identified earlier, and the level of programs and services provided
them was raised over time. While recognizing that more services do not
autnmatically mean better services, the study found that most
individuals interviewed at the local level belicved that the quality of
programs and services had improved along with the quantity. Various
special education administrators commented: ’

“There are more services and the kids are better off."”

“Programs have grown tremendously, and I have to believe
that services ar= better.”

“The impact on kids has been 98 percent positive....
We're providing services to those we wouldn't be
otherwise."
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"The level of services has iLncreased both with regard to
breadth and depth.”

"As a result of P.L. 94-142 dollars, we have improved the
quality of our special education program.”

Another major positive impact on the handicapped children studied
was the increased contact between them and their nonhandicapped peers
and the resulting acceptance of handicapped children. In addition to
increased efforts to integrate handicapped with nonhandicapped children
in nonacademic (e.g., art, music, physical education) and acadenmic
areas, more handicapped children were being served in public school
settings rather than in separate facilities. A positive change 1in
attitude toward the handicapped was found, although this did not
develop without some resistance. One high school principal, who
earlier led an effort to keep an orthopedically handicapped child in a
wheelchair from being placed in his school, said during 1981-82 that he
thought having such pupils in his school was "a plus to the campus.”
His change of attitude was not atypical, the study notes.

Impact of EHA-B on Parents
of Handicapped Children

For parents of handicapped children, too, the overall impact of
EHA-B was found to be positive. In most of the LEAs studied, parental
awareness of their rights under the law had heightened over the
four-year study. The study found that parent-school contact increased
as a result of the law, and this increased contact helped parents gain
a greater understanding of their children's special education programs.

The study also found, however, that while parents' {involvement,
awareness, and knowledge had increased, their contributions did not
significantly affect decisions about appropriate programs and services
for their children. The study concluded that the quality of parental
involvement did not change to a large extent over the four-year period.

Impact of EHA-B on School Personnel

The SRI study found that the impact of EHA-B on school personnel --=
principals and teachers =—= was also generally positive. The
involvement of principals in educational decisionmaking varied a great
deal among LEAs and across schools within LEAs over the four-year study
period. However, by 1981-82 principals in all but two LEAs had
increased sophistication about the Act and greater awareness of the
nature of special education classes 1in their schools. Principals
became more accepting of handicapped students in some LEAs. In large
part, the study found that greater awareness and acceptance were
facilitated by the dispersal of more special education classes across
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districts, which Lncreased principals' exposure to a wider range of
handicapped students. One principal commented:

"P.L. 94=142 has made everyone more sensitive to the needs
of special education students. The law has been a real
eye-opener for regular educators."

EHA-B affected regular classroom teachers in the study through the
increased number of handicapped children being educated, at least in
part, in regular classroom settings. The study found that despite
progress in integrating these children into regular classes over time,
the day-to-day demands of teaching and 1increased regular class silze
often made it difficult to provide coordinated mainstreaming activities.

Generally, regular education teachers had become much more aware of
special education and more accepting of handicapped children, but some
resistance to integrating these children 1into regular classes
lingered. Many of these teachers expressed resentment about the
smaller size of special education classes compared to regular classes.

Most special educators interviewed by SRI thought that EHA-B had
helped to open communication between special education teachers and
parents, and that special education teachers became more accountable
for their work with children. A negative impact of the law and
regulations on special education teachers, however, was the increased
time and paperwork they required. Principals and regular educators
also cited papgrwork as having a negative impact.

w
Overall Imipact of EHA-B

All LEAs in the SRI study agreed that the impact of EHA-B has been
primarily positive and that the 1law has been a major factor in
effecting change in special education. The main reason given was that
the regulations, money, and clout associated with the passage of EHA-B
increased the capacity of LEA personnel to deliver programs and
services to handicapped children over the four-year study period. The
major positive effect of the law, accerding to this study, has been to
increase the scope and comprehensiveness of special education programs
and services at the local level.

RTI Study of the Impact and Effectiveness
of Special Education Service Delivery

SEP funded another major study in September 1983 that will evaluate
the impact and effectiveness of EHA-B. It 1is being conducted by the
Research Triangle Institute (RTI). This research study focuses on
assessing special education service delivery provided in accordance



with the mandates of FRHA-R. Over the next three years, RTI will
examine the {mpact and effectiveness of three factors in providing a
free appropriate puhlic education to hand{capped children:
(1) administrative requirements and procedural safeguards mandated
under EHA-B, (2) {interagency cooperatiaon, and (3) funding and coats
asgociatec. with providing aepecial education and related services.
Policy issues {n these three areas that policymakers and administrators
perceive as critical will he examined. Information obtained from the
study will be used to develop topical papers to help Federal, State,
and local policymakers and administrators make sound decisions
affecting the provision of services to the handicapped.

Procedures Being Implemented for State
and Local Evaluation Efforts

States are also engaged in a range of activities to evaluate the
impact and effectiveness of the special education and related services
they provide to handicapped children. Characteristic of these efforts
are evaluation studies directed by the SEA at the State level and
program evaluations conducted at the local level by intermediate units
and LEAs. Evaluation studies performed by SEA staff or contractors,
although generally more expensive than local studies, are often used
when the study topic requires statewide information, a concentration of
resources, or evaluation by external personnel (for example, when
controversy 1s 1involved). This type of study 1is particularly
advantageous when a critical problem needs to be highlighted or when an
1{ssue cuts across school districts -~ for example, the efficacy of
alternative service delivery models.

Local program evaluations performed by local personnel, for which
the SEA often provides impetus, technical assistance, and incentives,
have their own advantages. LEAs gain information they need through
this type of study to validate and improve their programs and
demonstrate program efficacy to school boards, government agencies, and
others. Many evaluation topics are most effectively studied by local
personnel who are familiar with the program under study and thus are in
the best position to ask the right questions and interpret and use the
information they collect.

Both approaches to evaluation are used in some States. Iowa,
Massachusetts, and California are examples of States using both in
varying degrees to obtain evaluation information. Some evaluation
activities supported by these States are described in the following
sections, These sections are not intended to describe all the
evaluation activities under way in these States, but rather to
{1lustrate how varied State approaches work in actual practice.
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Inwa Fvaluation Ffforta

FEvaluation in Towa i{s very much a "grass roota" activity, with tha
major responalbility for conducting program studies at the local and
intermadiate levels, The SEA 1s involved in some evaluationa on topicsa
of statewlde interest, but its primary vole in evaluation is to provide
technical assiatance to educational agencies that voluntarily undertake
evaluation studies. Local motivation for conducting evaluation studies
commonly stems from the need to maintain funding levels hy
demonstrating the benefits of special education programs.

The SEA has developed three bhasic approaches to providing technical
assistance for local evaluation studies in response to the expressed
need for evaluation information by administrators, teachers, and
related service providers. These approaches are (1) a guide that
describes best evaluation practice and evaluation instruments, (2) a
consultative program that provides technical assistance, and (3) help
in designing longitudinal studies.

Each of Iowa's 440 LEAs is assigned to one of 15 intermediate units
called Area Education Agencies (AEAs). As part of the first approach
to technical assistance, the SEA in 1982 convened task forces composed
of AEA, LEA, and SEA personnel along with outside consultants to
develop descriptions of best professional practice and evaluation
instruments in 13 areas representing all typee of handicapping
conditions and all areas of professional service (e.g., psychology,
speech and hearing, physical therapy). The descriptions were widely
reviewed and revised. -They are currently being compiled to form a
complete package that includes instructions for using the package and
evaluation instruments that address each of the 13 specific areas. The
package may be used in total or in part, and evaluation instruments may
be tailored to the needs of the user. AEAs or LEAs may use the package
for self-evaluation or SEA staff or others may use it for external
evaluation. The final compilation 1s not complete yet, but 15
evaluations using the materials from the package have been performed,
and thus far AEAs and LEAs have given it positive response.

AEAs often ask the SEA to take the lead in conducting evaluations.
A team of SEA and AFA personnel specializing 1in the area being
evaluated interviews practitioners, principals, and parents, and
reviews case records, policies, and procedures. AEAs may also enter
into reciprocal agreements to provide specialists for the evaluation
team, a practice that increases communication and knowledge among
AEAs. Following data collection, the team meets with practitioners to
share 1information and then submits recommendations to the AEA
administration. One such recent evaluation of social work services in
an AEA found that although social workers were doing a good Jjob with
the children, they were often called oni-to perform additional work and
thus spread themselves too thin.
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Tn the aecond approach to technleal asslstance, the 8SRA pravidea
consultants tn AFRAs that have eatahblished educatlon programs based on
model programa. The consultants then help the AFAs conduet evaluations
of thase programs to determine their effectiveness in meeting the needn
of handlcapped children, One satudy performed with consultative
asalatance tracked atudenta who had completed early interventton
programs hased on a partlcular preschool service delivery model (the
CAPERS model) some years earlier,

The third approach the SEA haa taken to help local districts has
heen to encourage all AFAs and LEAs to begin longitudinal studlea to
track the progress of special education students throughout their
educational careers. SEA evaluation speciallsts are working with AEA
pergonnel to dealgn models for longitudinal studles that will assure
consiste data across all LEAs assigned to a particular AEA. These
inftial studies will yield data at the AEA level but not at the State
level. The SEA considers it i{important to involve the LEAs in
longitudinal studies that yield data useful to them and thelr AFAs
before attempting to obtain statewide longitudinal data. This effort
18 consistent with the State's emphasis on local responsibility for
collecting evaluation data coupled with SEA concern for providing
technical assistance that 1limits the 1imposition of State data
requirements.,

Massachusetts Fvaluation Efforts

Evaluation studies are required in Massachusetts by State law,
Chapter 766, passed in 1972 and implemented in 1974. The SEA reviews
and monitors 1local studies as required by State law and provides
technical assistance through its own initiatives. AMhough the 1law
provided an impetus for evaluation studies, a stronger motivation has
arisen during recent years as tax limiting statutes have increased
pressure on education administrators to support their budget requests
with evaluation information on programs and services. Education
administrators in Massachusetts are now increasingly competing with
other municipal agencies for critical funding. Thus, even though the
number of students eligible for special education and the costs of
special education are leveling off in this State, the need for
evaluation information remains high. The need for more information is
voiced by 1local administrators, the legislature, and legislative
affiliates.

The SEA has made three major contributions to evaluation efforts in
the State. First, the SEA produces an Annual Special Education
Briefing Paper that provides comparative information from 1974 to the
present on the number of students served; local, State, and Federal
funding; and placement patterns by program prototype and cost. The
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Briefing Paper 18 not requlred lﬁﬂ”ﬁtat@ law bhut 18 produced at the
Inftiative of the SFA.

Sacond, a comprehenalve atatewlde aurvey focusing on  the
implementation and effects of Massachuserts' spectal education law,
Chapter 766, was conducted (n 1979 and 1980, The aurvey addressed
financial lssues, sapectal education aervices, Aecondary education
services, apecial education Interface with regular education, IEP and
LRE requirements, SEA/LEA relatlons, and parent/achool relationa, Nine
contractora conducted aspects of the atudy, whieh Included Interviews
with parents of handicapped and nonhandicapped students, regular and
apecial educatlon teachers, administrators, and the general publie., A
history of special education services {n the State, case studlea of 15
representative communitles, and a Gallup poll reaulted from the atudy,
The Gallup poll topics included general awareness and knowledge of the
special education law, attitudea toward its underlying concepts (e+8s,
LRE), an evaluation of its implementation, and an anseasment of 1lta
impact. Overall, the results of the survey indtcated wideapread
gupport for Chapter 766 among education profesaionals, parenta, and the
public. They not only endorsed the law's primary goal of aiding the
handicapped, but also judged it a 8uccess i{n meeting that objective.
Interestingly, respondents most often mentioned progress toward meatiny
the educational goals of all children as the best  result of Chapter
766. TIn addition to collecting baseline data for future comparisons,
the study provided a plan for follow-up activities in each area
addressed. Half the cost of the statewide survey was covered by State
funds and half by discretionary monies authorized by the EHA-B State
grant program.

Third, the SEA has developed an evaluation package -- with input
from 35 LEAs —-- to help local administrators conduct program studies.
The package consists of a handbook and training manual that emphasize
program evaluation as an efficient district management tool. The
handbook reviews the literature on program evaluation and sets forth an
evaluation model that provides the user with program goals and
objectives, derives evaluation questions from the goals and objectives,
describes data collection strategies for each evaluation question,
provides actual evaluation instruments, and specifies guidelines for
generating recommendations based on the informatioi. gathered during the
evaluation. An addendum to the handbook will contain sections on
evaluating early childhood programs, alternative secondary programs,
vocational secondary programs, and management aspects of evaluation
efforts.

The training manual was developed to facilitate peer training in
use of the evaluation model. After the package was completed,

workshops were held to train representatives of 109 of Massachusetts'
375 districts to use it. The training-of-trainers approach prepared
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workshop participants to return to their districts and teach others to
use the model as well as to train other local administrators. The SEA
also has set up a consultant pool of those who have been trained.
Fleld testing has shown, however, that the evaluation materials can be
used alone, without extensive training.

Local plans for conducting annual evaluations and findings must be
submitted to the SEA, but use of the evaluation model in conducting
these evaluations 1s voluntary. However, the SEA gives special
consideration to local mini-grant applications that address problems
identified by evaluations in which the model was used. Thus districts
are offered an incentive to use the model. Study reports do not have
to be shared with the SEA unless desired, thereby mitigating any
concern about a stigma or penalty being attached to unfavorable
findings. As 1in Jowa, the desired result is that districts will
perform more thorough and extensive evaluations 1f they do so
voluntarily to meet their own internal needs rather than merely to meet
reporting requirements. Many districts voluntarily share their reports
with the SEA and evidence shows that the use of findings helps LEAs
justify their budgets in addition to improving programs.

California Evaluation Efforts

California's approach to special education program evaluation
emphasizes statewide coordination that seeks to improve local programs
and avoid duplication of evaluation activities by local agencies and
the State Department of Education. Evaluation studies are required by
legislative mandate at both State and local levels. In 1980, the State
legislature enacted Chap:2ts 797 and 1353, which provide for ongoing
comprehensive evaluation of special education programs. The mandate
requires the superintendent of education to submit to the State board
of education, the legislature, and the governor an annual evaluation
report on special education programs in the State. The purposes of the
report are (1) to provide information to State policymakers on the
effects of special education programs operated by the State's 103
intermediate units, termed Special Education Local Plan Areas (SELPAs),
including how sguch local evaluation information 1s used to improve
local programs; and (2) to convey to SELPA staff members what other
SELPAs are doing, what they found in their local evaluation studies,
and how they used the information to improve their programs. The
legislation requires that evaluation studies be conducted on issues of
statewide concern, specifically on pupil performance; education in the
least restrictive environment; provision of services according to the
IEP; parent, pupil, and educator attitudes; and program costs.
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To meet the requirements for evaluation studies, the statewide
Cooperative Evaluation System was developed. The system includes the
SEA and, through the State's SELPAs, its 1,042 local districts. Each
SELPA must submit to the SEA an annual plan that includes provision for
at least one study investigating a locally-selected evaluation concern
from among the issue areas mandated by the legislature. Through its
Office of Program Evaluation and Research, the SEA provides technical
assistance to the SELPA in defining answerable questions; designing and
conducting the studies; and analyzing, reporting, and using the data
for program improvement. The SEA coordinates the distribution of study
topics and maintains a central bank of local evaluation data. Examples
of local evaluation studies performed in 1981-82 are inciuded in the
following section.

The California Evaluation Improvement Program of the SEA's Office
of Program Evaluation and Research has also published an evaluation
package to help local administrators conduct program evaluations. The
basic manual, entitled Program Evaluation Guide, describes ' the
sequential steps considered essential to planning and implementing
program evaluation. The Workbook on Program Evaluation is designed to
assist educators in planning and monitoring the procedures, techniques,
and methods of evaluation. The SEA plans to revise its evaluation
package in 1983-1984 in response to requests from local administrators
for more sophisticated information.

In addition to information from the local evaluation studies, the
SEA's Annual Evaluation Report must include data from the State Special
Studies Program. This program uses discretionary funds authorized by
the EHA-B State grant program to sponsor statewide studies on priority
topics. Priorities are established each year with 1input from the
field, the State board, and the legislature. Some of the studies
performed under this program are mandated; others are SEA~ or
field-initiated. The studies may be performed by the SEA, private
contractors, SELPAs, local districts, or colleges and universities, and
may be awarded using an RFP mechanism or through field-initiated
proposals. These specilal studies address 1ssues 1in implementing
education mandates, administration, 1instruction, policy, budget,
planning, and other current issues. Their products include guidebooks,
efficiency analyses, and other development efforts as well as research
studies. One recent project produced a Practitioner's Guide to
Nondiscriminatory Assessment; another studied the effects and costs of
Tocal interagency agreements. Other State evaluation studies are
described in the following section.

California's approach to program evaluation is more structured than
that of Iowa or Massachusetts, and has resulted in more evaluation
studies than any other State. The communication and cooperation that
exist between the California districts, SELPAs, the SEA, and the
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legislature enable the State to pursue a coordinated approach to
evaluation in special education.

State and Local Evaluation Studies

The following section describes some evaluation studies conducted
at the State and local levels. These studies were provided by State
and local educational agencies (and intermediate units) in response to
a request for such evaluation information by the National Association
of State Directors of Special Education in July 1983. The purpose of
this section 1s not to describe comprehensively all evaluation studies
conducted by State and local educational agencies but to provide
examples of specific efforts SEAs and LEAs are making to assess the
effectiveness of their programs. These studies are presented by five
areas representing topics frequently evaluated by SEAs and LEAs.

e least restrictive environment (LRE)

e Individualized education programs (IEPs)

e Parent participation

e Unserved and underserved handicapped children

e Costs of providing a free appropriate public education

(FAPE)

Example of State and Local Evaluation
§§ud{gs Pertaining to LRE

State and local educational agency responsibilities for educating
handicapped children in the least restrictive environment are specified
under Section 612(5)(B) and 614(a)(1)(c)(iv) of the EHA (20 U.S.C.
§§1412(5)(B) and 1414(a)(1)(c)(iv)). Some State and local educational
agencies have attempted to determine how well they are meeting their
responsibilities by undertaking evaluation studies to examine whether,
in fact, their educational programs are effectively educating
handicapped children in the least restrictive environment. These
studies typically identify problems that have emerged in serving these
children, as well as strategies for improving the appropriateness of
educational placements in the future. Among the State and local
studies pertaining to the education of handicapped children in the
least restrictive environment are evaluations that examine the effects
of regular classroom placements on academic achievement, social
adjustment, and skill acquisition of handicapped children and their
nonhandicapped peers. Two such studies are described here.
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Social Adjustment at the Secondary Level

Purpose. In the 1981-82 school year the California SEA, through
its grant program, sponsored a study to investigate the social
adjustment of orthopedically-impaired high school students, comparing
their status with that of their nonhandicapped classmates (Kailes,
1982). This study took a multidimensional approach, bringing together
data from different sources (students, parents, teachers, and former
students). :

Fiudings. Results of this study suggested that while
orthopedically-impaired high school students exhibited greater
involvement, better class performance, and closer adherence to
classroom rules than their nonhandicapped peers, acceptance of
orthopedically~impaired students by their classmates did not occur, and
this fact was not recognized by the classroom teachers. Authors of
this evaluation study 1indicated that the nonhandicapped students
appeared to be keeping their distance from the orthopedically-impaired
students and that teachers interpreted the handicapped students'
competent social behavior to mean they were accepted by their peers.
The authors of the study suggested that efforts to integrate
handicapped students into regular classes might be more beneficilal 1if
they focused 1instead on the attitudes of the nonhandicapped students
and teachers.

Implementation of a Mainstream Model
for Kindergarten

Purpose. The School District of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania,
conducted an evaluation in 1981 of a model it had developed to
demonstrate how a least restrictive environment for kindergarten—age
handicapped children could be implemented (Silber, 1982). The goals of
the model, which served handicapped and nonhandicapped children in the
same classroom, focused on the acquisition of academiec, social,
language, and physical skills; fostering acceptance and socilal
relationships between the handicapped children and their nonhandicapped
classmates; and developing strategies to prepare staff for serving
young handicapped children in mainstream settings.

Findings. The evaluation results 1indicated that nearly all of the
handicapped children attained most of their IEP objectives, and that
the academic achievement of their nonhandicapped classmates was
comparable to the performance of nonhandicapped children with other
kindergarten classes. Teacher observations also supported objective
data that indicated positive interactions and social adjustment by both
groups of children. Parents were also highly satisfied with the
progress their children had made in the model classroom.
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Examples of State and Local Evaluation
Studies Pertaining to IEPs

In requiring that States develop procedures for evaluating the
effectiveness of programs 1in meeting the educational needs of
handicapped children at least annually under Section 613(a)(11) of
EHA-B, the Congress specifically singled out the need for evaluating
the effectiveness of IEPs (20 U.S.C. §1413(a)(11)). The studies being
conducted by States (at both State and local levels) to carry out this
requirement include studies that examine the role of IEP team members
in developing and implementing the IEP and studies which attempt to
determine the effectiveness of the IEP itself in promoting student
learning.

Role of the Regular Classroom Teacher

in the IEP Process

Purpose. In the 1980-81 school year, the California Department of
Education funded a study to investigate the role of the regular
classroom teacher 1in developing and implementing 1ndividualized
education programs (Nevin, et al., 1981). The study was based on data
obtained from a review of 100 student IEP records, a teacher survey,
and teacher interviews. Each IEP was reviewed for 1information on
regular class teacher jnvolvement in referral, planning, reviewing, and
implementing IEPs; the extent of participation in and modification of
regular programs; student goals and objectives; placement changes and
review actions; service coordination; and di{stribution of IEP copies.
The teacher survey and interviews were used to collect information on
such topics as interaction between the regular class teachers and
support service personnel, and regular- teacher satisfaction with
various aspects of IEP development and implementation.

Findings. Study results indicated that regular classroom teachers
serving handicapped students were generally uninvolved in the formal
aspects of IEP development and implementation. Teachers serving
handicapped students fypically did not attend IEP planning or review
meetings, and did not receive their own copies of the completed IEPs.
Teachers who did receive copies of the IEPs were found to be more
likely to refer to them than teachers who merely had access to them.
Regular class teachers were found to be highly invglved in many
informal aspects of IEP implewentation, however. For example, these
teachers implemented various modifications to the regular education
program not specified in the IEPs to meet the needs of handicapped
students in their classess They also met frequently with special
education teachers to discuss students' needs, programs, and progress.

Among the recommendations resulting from the findings of this study
were that (1) regular teachers should be included in IEP meetings
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wherever possible; (2) informal meetings between regular and special
educators should be facilitated or arranged by administrators;
(3) regular teachers should receive their own copies of IEPs for
handicapped children in their classrooms; and (4) these teachers should
be given time for IEP planning and meetings along with knowledge and
training to improve teaching skills related to the handicapped children
they serve.

Achievement of IEP Objectives and Goals

Purpose. The Sacramento City Unified School District in California
conducts an annuzl evalvation of its special education Program, each
year selecting speciflc aspects of 1its program for study (Sacramento
City Unified School District, 1982). In 1981-82, the district
concentrated its evaluation in two areas: (1) the reasons students did
not achieve their IEP objectives 1in reading, math, spelling, and
behavior, and (2) factors that contribute to the decline in the level
of goal attainment as students Pprogress to higher grades. The study
was limited to studente 1in learning-handicapped special classes and
focused on a sample of students who had failed to achieve their IEP
objectives. Data for this evaluation were obtained from IEP team
chairpersons, principals, counselors, psychologists, and teachers.

Findings. The study found that students' failures to achieve -IEP
objectives across skill areas at the elementary level was related
: %Nshgsiimarily to the IEP team's unrealistic expectations for the child,
¢ gusulting in the establishrent of inappropriate goais. This reason was
found to be significant at the secondary level also, but poor
attendance was ofted as a major cause of older students' fallure to
achieve, especially in math. To a limited but notable extent, the use
of 1incorrect or questionable data in establishing IEP goals was cited
at both elementary and secondary levels as a reason for some students’

failure to achieve learning goals.

Examples of State and Local Studies
Pertaining to Parent Participation

EHA-B emphasizes the importance of providing opportunities for
parents to participate with the schools in planning their child's
educational program. Section 602(19) specifies that parents be invited
to participate in the IEP meeting, and Section 615 affords parents
«srious procedural safeguards and due process rights. = State and local
, sucational agencies, recognizing the importance of parent support and
continuing communication, have established. procedurcs and Pprovided
opportunities for parents to participate. These same agencies are also
engaged in studies that assess parent involvement and their attitudes
towards the services the schools provide. Among these assessments are
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periodic parent surveys to ascertain their perceptions and satisfaction
with the special educatlon delivery system, and studies that examine
particular prcblems psrents and schools face in achieving effective

parent participation. The studies described next 1illustrate some
recent activities.

Barriers to Participation by Low Income Parents

Purpose. In the 1981-82 school Yyear, the California State
Department of Educatlon sponsored a study to identify barriers that low
income parents of apecial education students encounter when they try to
participate in their child's educational program (Lynch, 1981). The
study examined parent participation in education -decigionmaking for
their children and in school activities such as parent group meetings,
contrasting their involvement with . that of parents of nonhandicapped
students.

Findings. Sixty-two percent of parents in this study felt they
were active participapts in developing their child's IEP, 30 percent
felt they were not, gnd the remainder were unsure or did not know.
Parents of severely hagndicapped students reported being more active in
the IEP meeting than parents of children with other disabilities.
Although 44 percent indicated they offered . suggestions about their
child's IEP, 40 percent said they did not. The remainder were unsure
or felt the question inappropriate. Parents of handicapped children
reported attending school activities such as parent group meetings
significantly more often than parents of nonhandicapped children.

Special education teachers and low income parents of handicapped
students were also asked to identify barriers to parent participation.
The study found significant discrepancies between the barriers
identified by parents and those identified by teachers. Parents cited
logistical problems (f.e., lack of transportatiom, babysitting, time),
communication problems (i-e., language and cultural differences), lack
of understanding of the school system, feelings of inferiority, and
uncertainty about their child's disabllity and their own and the
school's abilities to help the child. In contrast, special education
teachers reported thgt the primary barriers to parent participation
were apathy; parents' lack of time, energy, and understanding; and the
school not valuing parent input. Authors of this study suggested that
the discrepancy bhetween parent and teacher perceptions of barriers to
parent participation must be reduced 1if parents and schools are to
interact effectively.

Parent Evaluation of Special Education Services

Purpose. As part of 1its annual program evaluation, the
Northwestern Suburban Speciazl Education Organization (NSSEO), Illinois,
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surveys parents to ask about their participation in plannirg their
child's education and their satisfaction with the intermediate unit's
programs for handicapped children (Northwest Suburban Special Education
Organization, 1983).

Findings. Most parents responding to the NSSE0 survey were highly
satisfied with the services their children had received and their
communication with school personnel about their children's education.
Parents also indicated that the intermediate wunit had followed
established procedures to involve them in educational decisionmaking
for their child and provided opportunities that enabled them to
exercise their rights. The overall responsa to NSSE0 programs was
positive, but 61 percent of the respondents indicated the need for more
integration of handicapped children with nonhandicapped peers.

Examples of State and Local Evaluation
Studies Pertaining to Unserved and
Underserved Handicapped Children

State and local educational agencies have put special emphasis on
educating handicapped children who were unserved or underserved before
the enactment of the law. These children are given priority in
Section 612(3) of EHA-B. Some of these children are preschool and
secondary handicapped students; severel$ handicapped children,
particularly the multihandicapped and emotionally disturbed; and
handicapped children who require special consideration because of
ethnic and cultural differences. Program expansion has been
particularly dramatic for certain groups of handicapped children. This
growth is characterized by improvements in existing services and by
development of entirely new program opportunities for children the
schools had not served before. Preschool and secondary-age handicapped
children and youth have been the focus of many State program expansion
activities. State and local educational agencies are conducting
evaluation studies to determine the effectiveness of their efforts to
educate these children and improve the services provided to them.
Among these activities are cost/benefit analyses, longitudinal studies,
and evaluation of specific delivery models.

Ef fectiveness of Early Special Education

Purpose. 1In 1982 the Colorado Department of Education conducted a
study, commissioned by the Colorado General Assembly, to examine the
effectiveness of early special education for handicapped children
(Colorado Department of Education, 1982). This study consisted of a
review of existing research and cost data on early intervention in
special education; an analysis of National trends in preschool
education; an evaluation of the effectiveness of the University of
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Colorado's INREAL program (an experimental preschool ‘program
emphasizing language development that operates in the State); and an
analysis of longitudinal data that tracked the educational placements
of handicapped children who had received preschool services in the
State over the last decade.

Findings. The study found that providing special education for
preschool children identified as handicapped enabled more of them to
begin public education in regular classrooms needing no further special
education. For an even larger number of children, special education at
the preschool level meant that they required fewer special education
services when they first entered public school and over time. In
analyzing the costs associated with its preschool programs, the SEA
found that school districts using the INREAL model saved more than
$1,500 1n real dollars per handicapped child over the three years after
these children completed preschool.

Ef fectiveness of a Rural Secondary
Vocational Model

Purpose. Between 1981 and 1983, Education Service Unit Number Nine
(ESU_WD;, Nebraska, developed, implemented, and evaluated a cooperative
service delivery model to improve the vocational training opportunities
avalilable to secondary-age handicapped students living in a rural

region covering about 3,000 squares miles of the State. An evaluation

of this model was conducted to determine the approach and strategiles
that were most effective in meeting the vocational training needs of
students from 18 school districts in the region (Schalock, 1983).
Service delivered through this model included student identification
and referral, vocational evaluation, individual program development,
job exploration, and on-the-job training.

Findings. A centralized model of service delivery in which a core
staff delivered vocational services to a sample of high school students
was lmplemented and evaluated in the first year. Evaluation results
indicated that the centralized model, when compared to the traditional
non-centralized vocational training approach of districts in the
region, did not result in more appropriate job placements or a longer
job retention record for participating students. As a result of these
findings, ESU #9 modified its service delivery model and implemented a
decentralized approach - designed to train 1local secondary resource
teachers in the skills and knowledge they needed to deliver vocational
services at the district level. Students participating in the model
who graduated were employed for fewer hours and weeks than other
students 1in the past (reflecting, 1in part, the recent economic
recession), yet the decentralized model of service delivery was found
to have a positive impact on the number of students placed in part—time
or full-time jobs. 1In contrast to 1979 when 47 percent of students in

.
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the region graduating with vocational education experience were placed
in jobs, 72 percent of students involved in the model program secured
job placements.

Vocational and Sociai Ad justment of
Graduates of a Secondary Program

Purpose. A study was conducted by the Little Falls Public Schools,
Minnesota, to determine how well former students of a secondary program
for the mentally retarded adjusted vocationally and socially as adults,
to what extent they had been able to live independently, and how they
felt about the high school program in which they were involved (Little
Falls public Schools, 1978). Graduates were interviewed to determine
how well they had adjusted to soclety and what 1life style they had
adopted. _ '

Findings. The results of the study revealed that graduates of this
district's vocational development center had acquired jobs that paid
well, and they expressed satisfaction with . what they were doing.
However, the graduates were considerably dependent on parents in living
and financial matters. Many of them were receiving financial
assistance, several from more than one source. Most of these former
students did not receive further vocational training after graduation.
The post-school education they did receive was primarily for personal
enjoyment rather than job-skill training. The graduates also had
problems with social adjustment. They tended not to be 1involved in
group activities or social clubs and organizations, and found few ways
to use their leisure time. Most had not married.

Examples of State and Local Evaluation
Studies Pertaining to the Costs of
Providing FAPE

Congress, recognizing the financial implications of giving State
and local educational agencies the responsibility for providing FAPE to
all handicapped children, directed that States be given financial
assistance under Section 611 of EHA-B. How to meet the costs of
providing FAPE in an effective manner continues to be of major concern
to State and local educational agencies as well as to the Congress.
Determining the efficiency of expenditure of resources in serving
handicapped children i1s also an important factor in measuring the
overall effectiveness of special education and related services. Among
the challenges facing State and local educational agencies 1n
determining costs are 1ssues related to differences in the type,
amount, and variety of services individual children receive; the
appropriate assignment of long~ and short—-term indirect costs on a
per-pupil basis; and the costs covered by non-educational agencies for
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services they provide. Illustrative of State and local studies related
to the cost of educating handicapped children are analyses of different
gservice and program costs, evaluations to determine the relationship
between costs and benefits, and studies to determine the most
cost-effective strategies for meeting the needs of handicapped children.

Actual Cost vs. Funding Formula

Purpose. In 1977 South Carolina enacted an education finance law
to insure every child in public school (handicapped and nonhandicapped)
an educational opportunity meeting State standards. The law included
the concept of "base student costs.” Several years prior to enactment
of this law, the legislature had approved program standards developed
by the State Department of Education that were intended to guarantee to
all children the availability of a "Defined Minimum Program (DMP)."
Concern then arose about whether the amount of money appropriated to

_cover the base student cost under the education finance act was

consistent with the actual per-student cost of the DMP. In response to
this concern, the State Department of Education commissioned a study of
the cost of the DMP in 1981 (Beazley and Taylor, 1982).

Findings. The results of the study revealed discrepancies betweemn~
the costs and funding of various education programs, including several
categorical special education programs. The findings indicated that
programs for mildly retarded students served in resource/itinerant
programs and for learning disabled students in self-contained programs
were underfunded by only 4 percent and 7.5 percent, respectively, but
self-contained programs for “"trainable mentally retarded” and
emotionally handicapped students were underfunded by about 50 percent.

Cost of Assessment and Identification

Purpose. In 1980 the Colorado Department of Education responded to
a State legislative mandate by funding a study of children identified
as having perceptual-communicative disorders (pCD) (Shepard and Smith,
1981). The purpose of this study was to describe and evaluate the
procedures used to identify, assess, and place PCD (i.e., learning
disabled) students. One component of this study was an analysis of the
costs incurred in assessing and identifying these children.

Findings. separate cost analyses were undertaken, using
independent data sources and separate estimation rules. The cost of
identifying the average PCD child during the 1978-79 echool year was
found to be between $505 and $525. This represented the average amount
per pupil attributable to all specialist and personnel time spent in
assessment and staffing. When compared to instructional costs for the

same school year, the cost of personnel time spent in the assessment
and staffing process was found to be roughly equal to the cost of
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personnel time spent in providing direct services to PCD children. The
State of Colorado has since revised its legal definition and
eligibility criteria for this category of children.

Cost Benefits of a Transportation Model

Purpose. In 1981 the San Diego East County Special Education
Service Region, California, conducted an evaluation of the
transportation operations of 1its districts in response to concerns
about rising costs and the need for & new management model for
transporting handicapped children. The purpose of this study was to
determine whether coordination among districts for routing, scheduling,
vehicle usage, and procedures for contracting could improve the
efficiency, economy, effectiveness, and safety of transportation
services for handicapped children served by the districts (San Diego
Fast County SESR, 1983).

Findings. Study results indicated that although participating
districts had effective individual special = education pupil
transportation operations, substantial operating and economic
advantages would result from a coordinated system. Among the benefits
of a cooperative transportation operation would be the need for fewer
special education buses and drivers and increased efficiency in the
management and purchase of services. The authors of the study
estimated that cooperating districts could collectively save $300, 000
in operating expenses per year and $250,000 in capital expenditures in
the near future using a coordinated transportation system.

Conclusion

A range of studies has been conducted at Federal, State, and local
levels to carry out their respective responsibilities to evaluate the
impact and effectiveness of special education and related services for
handicapped children in accordance with the mandates of EHA-B. These
studies contribute to the limited but growing body of knowledge from a
National, State, and local perspective on the impact and effectiveness
of special education and related services. The studies conducted thus
far have provided much valuable information on the implementation of
EHA-B, ' identified effective programs and practices 1in educating
handicapped children, and examined cost-effective strategies for
meeting the needs of these children. Yet information is not always
shared across levels, though 1local, State, and Federal educational
agencies have mutual interests 1in assessing the effectiveness of
efforts to educate handicapped children. All levels need further
evaluation studies that focus on the impact and effectiveness of
services, but more must be done to promote an exchange of information
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from these studies. The resultant body of information would enhance
the efficacy of all efforts to 1improve educational opportunities and

services for handicapped children.
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EVALUATION OF THE EDUCATION OF THE HANDICAPPED ACT,
AS AMENDED BY P.L. 94-142

This appendix summarizes the specific evaluation activities

supported by Special Studies monies from 1976 through 1983. The
studies have been designed to provide information requested by Congress
concerning the impact and effectiveness of the EHA as described in the
fourth chapter of this report.

SPECIAL STUDIES CONTRACTS

Contractor and Contract Period
Title i Contract Number and Amount
1. Assessment of State Management Analysis 9/30/76 - 9/30/77
‘Information Capabili- Center (MAC), Inc. $298, 840
ties under P.L. 94-142 Cambridge, MA
300-76-0562

2.

Description: The purpose of this study was to determine the States'
capacities to respond to the .new reporting requirements inherent 1in
P.L. 94-142. MAC analyzed the data requirements in the law and the
reporting forms being developed by program staff. After visiting 27
States to test their capacity to respond, MAC reported on State
capacity to provide information in four categorias: children,
personnel, facilities, and resources. They found capacity was
relatively high in the first category and decreased across the
remaining categories. They recommended deleting requirements for
fiscal data, since States could not respond adequately to such
requests.

Development of a Sam~ SRI International 10/1/76 = 9/30/77
pling Procedure for - Menlo Park, CA $267,790
Validating State Counts 300-76-0513

of Handicapped Children

Description: The purpose of this study was to develop a sampling
plan and a method that could be used by program staff to validate the
State counts. SRI International evaluated all previously available
data on the incidence of handicapped children and concluded that the
data reported by States were at least as accurate as other data
sources, 1f not more so. SRI concluded that procedures for
validating the information should be incorporated into the :counting
procedures themselves. SRI- developed a handbook showing States how
to do this.
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SPECIAL STUDIES CONTRACTS

Contractor and Contract Period
Title ‘ Contract Number and Amount

3. An Analysis of Categor~ Council for Exceptional 10/1/76 - 9/30/77

ical Definitions, Children $110,904
Diagnostic Methods, Reston, VA
Diagnostic Criteria, 300-76-0515

and Personnel Utiliza-
tion in the Clasaifica~
tion of Handicapped
Children

Description: The purpose of this study was to determine the extent
to which State policies (a) provided for services to children with
disabilities other than those provided for under EHA~B, or (b) used
varying definitions or eligibility criteria for the same categories
of children. CEC found that neither the types of children served nor,
the definitions varied widely. However, there were some instances in
which eligibility criteria did vary.

4., Implementation of the David Nero & Associates 9/30/76 - 12/30/77
Individual Education Portland, OR $433,000
Program 300-74~7915

Description: The purpose of this study was to estimate the
difficulty of implementing the IEP provision of the Act. The work
was performed by Nero and Associates and by internal staff. Four
States were visited and a variety of individuals affected by the Act
were interviewed. The study revealed that (a) similar concerns were
identified both in States that already had provisions and in those
that did not, and (b) similar concerns were raised by both special
education and regular teachers. The findings were used to design
technical assistance and inservice training programs.

5. Analysis of State Data Team Associates 9/29/76 - 9/11/77
Washington, D.C. $192,698

300-76-0540 9/12/77 - 6/30/78
$175,396

Description: The purpose of this study was to analyze data already
available from the States. The work was performed by TEAM Associates
and by internal staff. The State data contain all numerical
information required in the Act as well as extensive information on
policies and procedures. Analysis of the information contained in
these State documents and information obtained from Special Studies
form the backbone of the Annual Report to Congress.
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SPECIAL STUDIES CONTRACTS

Contractor and Contract Period
Title Contract Number and Amount
6. Longitudinal Study of SRI International 1/16/77 - 9/16/78
the Impact of Menlo Park, CA $197,707
P.L. 94-142 on a Select 300-78-0030 9/16/78 - 9/15/79
Number of Local Educa- $566,838
tion Agencies 9/15/79 - 2/28/81
L $498,112
2/28/81 - 10/31/81 .
$249,993
11/1/81 - 12/15/82
$250,006

Description: The purpose of this study was to follow a small sample
of school systems over a five-year period to observe their progress
in implementing the Act. Because Congress asked that the annual
report describe progress in implementation, this in-depth study of
processes was designed to complement the National trends reported by
States. In this study, SRI  International described- the
implementation process for the school districts and identified
problem areas.

Criteria for Quality Thomas Buffington 5/19/77 - 2/28/79

Associates $395,162
Washington, D.C.
300-77-0237

Description: This study was designed to lay the groundwork for
Tuture studies of the quality and effectiveness of P.L. 94-142's
implementation. It was conducted by internal staff with the
assistance of Thomas Buffington Associates. The study focused on

"four principal requirements of the law: provision of due process,

least restrictive placements, individualized education programs, and
prevention of erroneous classification. The study solicited 15
position papers on evaluation approaches for each requirement for LEA
self-study guides. Four monographs addressing the evaluation of
these four provisions of the law were produced. Each monograph
includes the relevant papers and a review by a panel of education
practitioners. '
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SPECIAL STUDIES CONTRACTS

Contractor and Contract Period
Title Contract Number and Amount
8. National Survey of Research Triangle 1/16/77 - 9/16/78
Individualized Education Institute (RTI) $197,707
Programs Research Triangle 10/1/78 - 9/30/79
Park, NC "$661,979
300~77-0529 10/1/79 - 10/30/80
$125,181
Description: The purpose of this study was to determine the nature
and quality of the individualized education programs being designed
for handicapped children. These programs are at the heart of the
service delivery system, and the Congress asked for a survey of
them. RTI spent the 1977-78 school year designing a sampling plan
and information-gathering techniques. Data collected in school year
1978-79 provided descriptive information about IEP documents. The
study found that 95 percent of handicapped children have IEPs. Most
IEPs meet minimal requirements of the Act, except for the evaluation
component .
9. A Descriptive Study of Roy Littlejohn 7/9/76 - 10/30/78

Teacher Concerns Said & Associates $328,758

to Be Related to Washington, D.C.

P.L. 94-142 300~76-0328

Description: The purpose of this study was to assess the array of
concerns raised by teachers regarding the effects of the Act on their
professional responsibilities. Several concerns were raised by
teachers during the course of the FY 1976 study on the implementation
of the individualized education program and several have been raised
by National ‘teachers' organizations. Roy Littlejohn and Assoclates
organized the concerns into general types and analyzed the
relationships between these categories of concerns and the
requirements of the Act. They visited six school districts to
analyze in detail a small number of examples. Recommendations were
made for school districts to provide teachers with more information
about P.L. 94-142. '
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SPECIAL STUDIES CONTRACTS

Contractor and Contract Period
Title Contract Number and Amount
10. Case Study of the FEducation Turnkey 9/30/77 - 5/31/79
Implementation of Systems $484,452
P.L. 94-142 Washington, D.C.
300~-77-0528

11.

Description: The purpose of this study was to assess the first year
of implementation of the Act. Education Turnkey Systems observed
nine local school rystems during the 1977-78 school year and the
first half of the 1978-79 school year to determine how priorities
were established and how implementation decisions were made at each
level of the administrative hierarchy. P.L. 94-142's implementation
was observed to be well under way at each LEA despite varying levels
of resources and organizational differences among sites. Problem
areas were ideatified.

Clarification of Research for Better 10/1/77 - 1/31/78
P.L. 94~142 for the Schools $24,767
Classroom Temcher Philadelphia, PA

300-77~0525

Description: The purpose of this project was to provide regular
teachers with accurat:. information about P.L. 94-142 and its probable
effects on their classrooms. A field-tested guide entitled
Clarification of P.L. 94~142 for the Classroom Teacher was produced
by Research for Better Schools for this purpose. The guide contains
(1) a self-evaluation pretest; (2) an explanation of the law, its
background, purpose, and major provisions; (3) questions most
frequently asked by teachers about P.L. 94-142 and their answers;
(4) activities to help classroom teachers prepare themselves and
their students for implementation of the law; and (5) two appendices,
one containing the P.L. 94~142 regulations, and the other an
annotated bibliography.
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SPECTAL STUDIES CONTRACTS

Contractor and Contract Period
Title Contract Number and Amount
12. Study for Determining Applied Management 9/12/78 - 1/10/80
the Least Restrictive Sciences (AMS) $369,770
Environment Placement Silver Spring, MD
of Handicapped Children 300-78-0427
Description: The purpose of this study was to investigate the rules
or criteria used by the courts and State hearing officers to
determine the placements of handicapped children, the guidance given
by States to school districts in making placement decisions, and the
actual placement procedures used by school districts. Placement
decision rules and interpretations of the Act's least restrictive
environment requirement were compared across arenas. Exemplary
practices at the State and local educational agency levels were
described.
13. Special Teens and Abt Associates, Inc. 10/1/78 - 9/30/79
Parents: Study of Washington, D.C. $47,220
P.L. 94~142's Impact 300-78-0462 10/1/79 - 9/30/80
$53,687

Description: This case study was originally intended to continue for
five years but was terminated at the end of the second year because
of a cutback in Special Studies money. The study examined the impact
of P.L. 94~142 on learning disabled secondary students and their
families. For four requirements of the law—-protection in
evaluation, individualized education programs, least restrictive
environment, and procedural safeguards--the study investigated how
the requirements were implemented by the secondary school special
education program, the impact of the school program and practices on
the students, and the implications of the experiences of the students
for those concerned with the education of learning disabled
adolescents.
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SPECIAL STUDIES CONTRACTS

Contractor and Contract Period
Title Contract Number and Amount
14. Activist Parents and American Institutes 10/1/78 -~ 9/30/79
Their Disabled for Research (AIR) $55,641
Children: Study of Cambridge, MA 10/1/79 - 9/30/80
P.L. 94-142's Impact 300~78-0463 $63,374
Description: This case study was originally intended to continue for
five years but was terminated at the end of the second year because
of a cutback 1n Special Studies money. The study focused on parents
who responded energetically to the invitation to activism offered by
P.L. 94-142, and examined the benefits of parent activiam for the
child. Effective strategles were identified and the history of their
development described. The cost of parental 1involvement was
described in emotional and economic terms, and program benefits ‘to
children were shown.
15. The Quality of Educa- Huron Institute 10/1/78 - 9/31/79
tional Services: Study Cambridge, MA $51,239
of P.L. 94=142's Impact 300-78-0465 10/1/79 - 8/31/80
$60,000

Description: This case study was originally intended to continue for
five years but was terminated at the end of the second year because
of a cutback in Special Studies money. The study examined the extent
to which school district implementation of P.L. 94-142 results in
quality educational services to the handicapped child and the
consequences to the child and family. The first year focused on
entry 1into special education during the preschool years, the
emotional consequences of the diagnostic process, parental education
about P.L. 94~142, and early programming for preschoolers. The
second year focused on factors that influence mutual adaptation
between families and school staff.
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SPECIAL STUDIES CONTRACTS

Contractor and Contract Period
Title Contract Number and Amount
16. Children with Different Illinois State 9/1/78 - 8/31/79
Handicapping Condi- Univeraity $46,060
tions: Study of Normal, IL 9/1/79 -~ 8/31/80
P.L. 94-142's Impact 300~78-0461 $55,295
Description: This case study was originally intended to continue for
five years but was terminated at the end of the second year because
of a cutback in Special Studies money. It focused on differences in
the impact of P.L. 94-142 implementation on children with various
handicapping conditions and their families. The study looked at the
consequences to families from five theoretical perspectives and.
related these to the provisions and implementation of the Act.
17. Institutional Responses High/Scope Educational 10/1/78 - 9/30/79
and Consequences: Research Foundation $48,387
Study of P.L. 94-142's  Ypsilanti, MI 10/1/79 - 9/30/80
Impact 300-78-0464 $56,228
Description: This case study was originally intended to continue for
five years but was terminated at the end of the second year because
of a cutback in Special Studies money. The study investigated the
relationship of school district responses to P.L. 94-142 to
handicapped child and family outcomes, such as self-concept, social
skills and competencies, academic achievement, and economic activity.
18. Project to Provide Decision Resources 10/1/78 - 9/30/79
Technical Assistance Corporation $142,614
in Data Analysis Washington, D.C. 10/1/79 - 9/30/80
300-78-0467 $199,714
10/1/80 - 5/31/81
$ 89,919
300-82-0001 10/1/82 - 9/30/83
$125,071
10/1/83 - 10/31/84
~ $144,171

Description: The purpose of this project is to analyze data already

available from States. The work is being performed by Decision
Resources and by internal staff. State data available to SEP
annually contain all numerical information required in the Act as
well as extensive information on policies and procedures. Analysis
of the Statc dasta is conducted throughout the year for dissemination
to the field and for inclusion in the Annual Report to Congress.
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SPECIAL STUDIES CONTRACTS

Contractor and Contract Period

Title Contract Number and Amount

19. Identification of Newtek Corporation 6/1/78 - 9/30/78
Future Trends in the Reston, VA $10,000
Provision of Services 300-78-0302
to Handicapped
Students

20.

Description: This project was designed to provide information on

potential future changes in values, economics, social institutions,
technology, and medicine that may affect the provision of services to
handicapped children. In 1978, Newtek Corporation held a conference
with experts in the five areas who discussed the trends in their
areas and the implications of those trends for the handicapped with
panel members representing various aspects of services to the
handicapped. Although in many cases the projected trends were too
speculative to guide policymaking, the conference highlighted some
potentially important trends about which policymakers should be
aware. A summary of the conference was published in Focus on
Exceptional Children.

A Project to Develop Planning and Human 5/1/78 - 12/15/78
BEH Waiver Require- Systems, Inc. $64,500
ments, Procedures, and Washington, D.C.

Criteria 300-~78-0128

Description: States that provide clear and convincing evidence that

all handicapped children have .a free appropriate public education
available to them may receive a partial waiver of the law's fiscal
nonsupplant requirement. A six-month study was undertaken by
Planning and Human Systems in 1978 to develop guidelines to be used
in reviewing a State's request for a waiver. The guidelines were
developed based on (1) an evaluation of experiences in conducting a
review of a request by Massachusetts for a waiver in 19783
(2) information provided by Federal, State, and local agencies and by
State consumer, advocacy, and professional associations; and (3) a
review of monitoring procedures used by other Federal agencies.
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SPECTAL STUDIES CONTRACTS

Contractor and Contract Period

Title Contract Number and Amount
21. A Study to Evaluate Applied Management 10/1/79 - 9/30/80
Procedures Undertaken  Sciences (AMS) $200,403
to Pravent Erroneous Silver Spring, MD 10/1/80 - 9/30/81
Classification of 300~79-0669 $480,092
Handicapped Children 10/1/81 - 9/30/82
$179,906
10/1/82 - 3/31/83
$37,310
Description: This study focused on describing LEA procedures for
identifying, assessing, and placing students to determine whether
procedures were in place to prevent the erroneous classification of
children, particularly misclassification on the basis of race or
culture. AMS collected data from 500 school buildings in 100 school
districts and reviewed selected documents for 10,000 individual
students. Five topics were addressed: (a) the extent to which LEAs
use evaluative data such as adaptive behavior and classroom
obgservations in their assessments; (b) a comparison of evaluation
procedures for minority and nonminority students; (c) assessment
training needs as identified by the respondents; (d) the extent to
which school staff members document evaluation decisions; and (e) the
extent to which school systems have students waiting to be evaluated.
22. Survey of Special Rand Corporation 10/1/80 - 9/30/81
Education Services Santa Monica, CA $225,402
300-79-0733

Description: The purpose of this study was to survey and describe

the services provided by school districts and the number and nature
of services actually received by handicapped children. As a result
of cutbacks in Special Studies monies, this contract was terminated
at the end of the first year.
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APKCTAL STUDTES CONTRACTS

Contractor and Contrant Period

Title Contract Number and Amount
23, Study of Studeat Turn- 9RI International 10/1/79 ~ 3/31/81
over batween Specilal Menlo Park, CA $220,299
and Regular Education 300=79-0660
Deacription: The purpose of thia atudy was to provide information
about &tudent flow betwean special and regular educations 8R1
International (1) described the characteristics of children leaving
special education and the reasons for their daeparture, (2) identified
the extent to which handicapped children transfer succesafully inte
regular education programs, and (3) identified children who may
recaive treatment of short duration and therafore may not he
receiving services when Federal counts are taken.
24. Legal Conference on Federation for Children 5/1/79 - 8/31/79
the Surrogate Parent with Special Needs $35,358
Requirement Boston, MA

310~1-76-~BH~02

Description: This project investigated the legal isaues surrounding
PsLs 93-132'5 surrogate parent requirement anc explored as many
approaches as possible for responding to these 1issues. The
Federation for Children with Special Needs held a conference in July
1979 that included a person from each of four States involved in the
legal aspects of implementing the parent surrogate requirements, two
persons from National organizations, and representatives from the
General Counsel's Office of HEW, the Justice Department, and program
staff. Information provided at this conference, information reported
by several States on their experience 1in implementing the parent
surrogate requirement, and independent legal rasearch were used as a
basis for analyzing the issues involved. The analysis was used to
review the need for policy clarification.
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SPECTAL STUDIES CONTRACTS

Contractor and Contract Period
Title Contract Number and Amount
25. Analysis of State and Newtek Corporation 10/1/79 - 5/15/80
Local Implementation Reston, VA $31,854
Efforts 300-79-0722

26.

Degcription: This study was designed to provide information on the

budgetary factors at State and local levels that affect the
implementation of P.L. 94-142. The study, conducted by Newtek
Corporation, investigated the special education budgetary process at
the State level and examined in detail budgetary processes in four
LEAs selected on the basis of demography. A guidebook was produced
describing the Federal funding process for P.L. 94-142 as well as
State and local special education funding processes.

State/Local Communica- National Association 10/1/79 - 9/30/80
tion Network for ~ of State Directors of . $159,175
Exploring Critical Special Education 10/1/80 - 9/30/81
1ssues Related to (NASDSE) $195,759
P.L. 94-142 Washington, D.C. 10/1/81 - 9/30/82
300-79-0721 $151,320
10/1/82 - 9/30/83
$192,249
10/1/83 - 9/30/84
$183,505

Description: The Forum project, conducted by NASDSE, provides a

communication network for local, State, and Federal levels. All 50
SEAs and more than 100 LEAs are Forum participants. The project
conducts. analyses of important issues and practices in SEAs and LEAs .
to assist SEP in providing technical assistance to the field as
specified under Section 617 of EHA. The communication network
provides SEP a mechanism for obtaining timely feedback on current and
emerging trends related to issues and practices in providing a free
appropriate public education to all handicapped children. Technical
assistance is also given by the project to participating SEAs and
LEAs through the communication network.
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SPECIAL STUDIES CONTRACTS

e,

Contractor and Contract Period

Title Contract Number and Amount
27. SEA/LEA Technical TRISTAR 10/1/79 - 9/30/80
Assistance Training University of North $87,000
Carolina 10/1/80 - 9/30/81
Chapel Hill, NC $73,937
300~79-0661

Description: 1In response to needs identified by SEAs and LEAs for

information in specific areas of implementation of P.L. 94-142, SEP
funded TRISTAR (a cooperative organization of the North Carolina
Department of Public Instructfon, the University of North Carolina,
and the Wake County Public Schools) in FY 1980 and FY 1981. During
its first year, TRISTAR conducted two conferences for SEAs, LEAs, and
the Regional Resource Centers on problems and successful practices 1in
the following areas: child count, child f£find, individualized
education programs, and iuteragency cooperation. The contractor then
provided follow~up technical asslstance to participants who requested
it. 1In its second year, TRISTAR focused on providing information to
educational agencies on how to reduce adversarial relationships
between parents and schools. Technical assistance materials were
developed by the project, other resources were identified, and a
National topical conference was conducted in June 1980.
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SPECIAL STUDIES CONTRACTS

Contractor and Contract Period
Title Contract Number and Amount
28. Verification of Pro~ Applied Management 10/1/79 - 8/31/80
cedures to Serve Handi- Sciences (AMS) $97,939
capped Children Silver Spring, MD 9/1/80 - 8/31/81
300-79-0702 $70,000

Descrigtion: This study had two components—-~an assessment component
and a secondary component. The assessment component 1investigated
three processes that influence the timeliness with which a school
system conducts evaluations for students who have been identified as
potentially handicapped--referral/screening, case coordination, and
quality control. This component of the study was conducted in the
school districts of three cities of moderate size. A total of 94
personnel involved with the evaluation process participated in the
study. The secondary component was conducted in two phases. The
first phase examined the class schedules of 458 handicapped students
in 11 public high schools in two States for information concerning
the number and type of handicapped students who received services,
the type of coursework the students took, the extent to which they
received services in integrated settings, and the extent to which
they received services comparable to those of nonhandicapped
students. The second phase of the study involved the identification
and documentation of promising strategies for serving secondary
handicapped students. Strategies were grouped into the following

topics: personnel =~ utilfzation, ‘special = education curriculum
development, internal special education strategies, regular education
teacher preparation/support, special education student

preparation/support, and vocational options.
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DISCRETIONARY PROGRAMS ADMINISTERED
BY SPECIAL EDUCATION PROGRAMS

SEP administers 10 discretionary grant/contract programs designed
to support and encourage the discovery, development, and dissemination
of innovations and improved practices in the education of handicapped
children. These discretionary programs complement SEP's direct
administrative efforts by focusing on areas of concern such as
personnel preparation, early childhood education, education for the
severely handicapped, vocutional and adult education, media, and
technology. Activities funded during fiscal year 1983 are described in
the following sections. )

Handicapped Children's Early Education Program -~ This progranm,
authorized by Section 623 of Part C of the EHA (20 U.S.C. 8§1423),
provides funds for the development, demonstration, and dissemination of
experimental educational practices for adoption and adaptation by SEAs,
LEAs, and private agencies. There are five components in the program:
demonstration projects to introduce innovative approaches; outreach
projects to stimulate replication of successful demonstration projects;
Statz 1implementation grants to develop and implement coordinated
statewide plans for serving all preschool handicapped children; early
childhood institutes to conduct research; and technical assistance to
assist in the demonstration and outreach projects. During fiscal year
1983, SEP funded 163 projects for $16,800,000. It is expected that
between 85 and 95 percent of the demonstration programs will continue
and that support for their continuation will come from sources other
than SEP. It 1is also expected that the outreach projects will
stimulate services to 4,700 previously unserved or underserved
preschool handicapped children and their families.

Regional Postsecondary Programs -- The Regional Postsecondary

Program, authorized by Section 625 of Part C of the EHA, provides funds
~for—the continuationand ~expansion—of ‘supportservices mneeded by the "

deaf and other handicapped persons so that they may benefit from
technical-vocational, postsecondary, or adult education (20 U.S.C.
§1424a). During fiscal year 1983, the program funded four
Congressionally stipulated projects ($2,389,000) to provide
technical-vocational and postsecondary education for deaf persons.
Under one project, $75,000 was spent on an Evaluability Assessment of
the centers which found satisfactory attainment of program objectives
and recommended several ways of improving program functions. In
addition, seven grants were awarded for $368,000 to develop and
demonstrate model innovative approaches in the provision of support
services to, or in the modification of programs for, handicapped
students in postsecondary institutions. This program directly provided
services to about 5,000 handicapped students and 18 estimated to have
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had an impact on tens of thousands more as a result of disseminating
the model practices. Further, 80 to 90 percent of the deaf students
affected by the program obtained employment or went on to advanced
educational opportunities. It 1s expected that 75 percent of the
demonstration grants will generate cost-effective support service
models.

Deaf-Blind Program == The Deaf-Blind program 1is authorized by
Section 622 of Part C of the EHA (20 U.S.C. §1422). Currently, six
centers are funded for $10,796,000. These centers provide diagnostic
and evaluative services; educational and training services; and
consulting and counseling services for parents, teachers, aides, and
others working with deaf-blind children. During fiscal year 1983, the
Deaf-Blind Program also provided $4,564,000 for 26 projects which
focused on the development of models for the integration of deaf-blind
children and youth with nonhandicapped children of their own age,
deinstitutionalization of deaf-blind children into community
placements, design of vocational training for deaf-blind adolescents,
development of approaches to total 1life planning, {dentification of
children at risk of becoming deaf-blind, and adaptation and
modification of curriculum.

Severely Handicapped Programs -—- Establishment of the Severely
Handicapped Children and Youth Program, authorized by Section 624 of
Part C of the EHA (20 U.S.C. §1424), was consistent with the EHA
mandate that the most severely handicapped children receive priority
attention. In fiscal year 1983, 24 demonstration projects were funded
at $2,880,000. These projects will result in the development of models
for the integration of gseverely handicapped children 1into less
restrictive environments, innovative educational approaches, education
of autistic children, vocational education in technological areas, - and
designs for comprehensive service delivery’ to severely handicapped
children. It is expected that the projects will provide educational or
training services to 2,890 severely handicapped children, inservice

womees o training - to -—25200 ﬂprofessional_mandﬂwparaprofessionalwﬁpetsnnnel,,*andw__*w

guidance and other services to 2,100 parents of severely handicapped
children. Finally, it is expected that through replications of these
demonstration projects, an additional 2,160 severely handicapped
children will receive new or improved educational programs. Although
the needs of the severely and profoundly handicapped are both extensive
and expensive, Federal initiatives such as these are making continuous
progress toward improving services to this priority population of
handicapped children. '

Personnel Preparation Program =-- Part D of the EHA (20, u.s.C.
§§1431-1436), authorizes a program which supports the preparation of
personnel required to provide all handicapped children a free
appropriate public education. In fiscal year 1983, 837 grants were
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funded at $49,200,047. This program is designed to (a) provide fully
tralned and certified special education teachers, including early
childhood specialists, administrators, supervisors, and
speech-educators; (b) train doctoral and postdoctoral teacher trainers,
researchers, and administrators; (c) train support personnel, including
career educators, recreation specialists, health services personnel,

school psychologists, social service providers, physical therapists,
and occupational therapists; (d) train SEA personnel and their
constituencies; (e) develop innovative instructional models for use by
providers of preservice training so that they can train regular
classroom teachers; and (f) provide instruction for trainers of
volunteers, including parents of handicapped children.

Recruitment and Information Program =-- The Recruitment and
Information Program authorized by Section 633 of Part D of the EHA
(20 U.S.C. §1433) provides a systematic method of disseminating
comprehensive 1information about programs, services, and resources
avallable to handicapped children and youth. Through an outreach
program utilizing print, radio, and television, the general public
receives information designed to enhance their awareness and acceptance
of handicapped people. Recruitment activities include dissemination of
information pertaining to the professional training and Job
opportunities related to the education of handicapped children and
youth, as well as the coordination of personnel needs and the
availability of appropriate professional training opportunities. In
FY 1983 the program funded two contracts to carry out recruitment and
information activities nationwide.

Innovation and Development Program =-- This program, authorized by
Part E of the EHA (20 U.S5.C. §81441-1444), is designed to (1) identify,
conduct research, and demonstrate solutions to problems of educating
handicapped children; (2) develop and disseminate innovative support

systems and techniques to improve the performance of handicapped
children, their teachers, and other practitioners serving them; and

~.(3) .create... mechanisms ... .that.. will__ produce. .the__.broadest_ _ possible . .. .

dissemination and use of the products of research and development.

The program contains four major components: (1) fileld-initiated
research, which in fiscal year 1983 supported 30 new projects and eight
continuation projects for $3,500,000 to conduct a wide range of
research activities initiated by investigators in the field; (2)
student initiated research, with $230,000 to fund 26 special education
research projects directed by students (primarily doctoral candidates)
to enhance research training opportunities in special education
graduate training programs and thereby encourage new personnel to enter
the field of special education research; (3) directed research in which
50 projects about six selected priority area topics not adequately
addressed through other funding mechanisms were funded for
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approximately $6,000,000; and (4) research institutes providing
$2,300,000 for relatively long-term and relatively large-scale
research, supporting two new institutes on minority handicapped
children. The programmatic research on the new information and
products developed by the institutes is disseminated to several target
audiences, and particularly to direct service providers.

Media Services and Captioned Films =-- As authorized by Part F of
the EHA (20 U.S.C. §81451-1454), this program mandates the Captioned
Films for the Deaf Program and 1s also designed to adapt, distribute,
develop, and disseminate innovative applications of educational media,
materials, and technology for the handicapped. The program has
included providing captioned television for the deaf, providing
assistance to Recording for the Blind, providing support for the
National Theatre of the Deaf, funding two media_and materials centers
for the handicapped, developing a marketing program, and assisting in
the development of new media and technology. During £fiscal year 1983,
this program provided $12,000,000 for 93 awards. The program
represents the primary National effort to make films and television
accessible to the deaf and hearing impaired.

Another goal of this program 1s to assure that appropriate
technology 1is available, of good quality, and used efficiently to
improve the education, independent functioning, and employment of
handicapped 1individuals. The marketing activities of the program
complement these efforts. They focus on developing innovative
materials for handicapped learners and their teachers by providing
technical assistance to developers and by increasing the National
dissemination of materials not ordinarily distributed by the commercial
sector.

. Regional Resource Center Program -—- The R‘e*g{"ional Resource Center
(RRCY Program is authorized by Section 621 of Part C of the EHA
(20 U.S.C. §1421a). Its purpose is to assist SEAs and LEAs in

providing quality, coordinated services to handicapped children. In
1983, the program consisted of six regional centers funded at
$4,114,442 that assist States in identifying and solving their most
persistent problems in providing quality educational evaluations and
programs for handicapped children. By expanding the dissemination of
research, technology, and successful practices, the RRCs help States
develop the foundation needed to assure the provision and maintenance
of full educational opportunities to all handicapped children. The
increased emphasis on States to assure the availability of a free
appropriate public education while at the same time trying to contain
special education costs has resulted in the increased need for the RRC
support initiative.
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Special Studies Program =--~ The Special Studies Program authorized
by Section 618 of EHA~B (20 U.§.C. $1418) is responsible for describing
National progress in the education of handicapped children. During
fiscal year 1983, the program supported three projects for $480,000.
These projects provided the information for preparing this report to
Congress and helped SEAs and LEAs to assess and improve their current
policies, procedures, and practices. The studies funded by this
program provide an information base for analyzing how effectively the
Act 18 being implemented. The information provided makes it possible
to compare variations in children being served, personnel available and
needed, and placement of handicapped children across States.
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Table 3Al

NUMBER OF CHILOREN AGES 3-21 Y4:RS SERVED UNDER P.L. 94-142
BY HANOICAPP nd CONDITION

DURING SCHOOL YEAR 1982-1983

OTHER MULTI- MARD OF ORTMO- VISUALLY
ALL LEARNING SPEECH MENTALLY EMOTIONALLY MEALTH  HANDI- HEARING PEDICALLY HANOL - DEAF -
STATE CONDITIONS OISABLED IMPAIRED RETARDED OISTURBED IMPAIRED CAPPED & DEAF IMPAIRED CAPPED SLIND

et ecemmasenavesteevess Seemmsmeme TeSEcsssn Seeemcses SSCcSces cscecceccecnc coccmoco emmwaa® ssemmes SEecesews WSSewsse SSceccce

ALABAMA 80,469 20,098 16,233 34.813 3,909 400 877 678 381 281 27
ALASKA 9.028 5,341 2,382 342 290 L 101 138 150 3 14
AR ZONA 50.663 25.708 11.127 5.890 5.283 662 €20 587 590 226 o
ARKANSAS 43,424 19.3a6 10.348 13,693 539 187 362 430 151 136 12
CALIFORNIA 361,047 198.619 92.056 26,966 9.040 14.071 4,778 8.149 7.033 2,148 189
COLORAQO 41,207 19.566 7.627 3.987 7.330 0 1,078 239 814 278 1
CONNECTICUT 62,928 28,427 - 13.880 5,447 12,681 916 410 11 363 58 3
OELAWARE 11,248 5.941 1.992 1.226 2.227 62 19 [}] (1] 23 7
OI1STRICT OF COLUMBIA 1,956 254 1.608 k] 13 10 2 61 2 2 1
FLORIOA 147,567 58, 104 46.2%% 22.27a 15,302 1,568 786 1,400 1,901 632 9
GEORGIA 109,674 35,700 28,649 27,384 16,688 580 196  1.151 (11 ] 484 [}
HAWALL 12,164 8,148 1.961¢ 1.204 380 2 12 201 9 52 1
10AHO 17,2680 8.233 4.3%0 2.906 803 423 192 274 306 71 2
ILLINOLS 223,361 91,139 74.179 31.268 21,518 1.352 702 4,307 1,383 463 32
INOTANA 92,9658 27,261 40,832 20.511 2.319 as 586 727 418 277 11
1Owa 55.329 21,3240 14,658 11.968 4,612 204 708 779 848 202 17
KANSAS 42,227 16,153 14.020 6.294 3.962 () ] 462 679 208 342
KENTUCKY 70.022 19.988 24,709 20.4%7 2.122 523 807 498 892 317 15
LOULSIANA 80,532 20.678  12.%09 3.691 1,673 LT1] 904 499 332 7
MA INE 24.829 6.130 4,397 3.694 243 662 287 326 133 k]
MARYLAND 88.076 24,197 6.998 3,088 339 2.82¢ 1,029 774 ass 2
MASSACHUSETTS 124,163 28,357 26.322 17.010 1.739 2.732 1.738 1.367 748 124
MICHIGAN 145,378 44,081 17,853 19.498 0 13+ 2.790 4,684 873 0
MINNESOTA 76.990 39,013 13,421 %.800 866 o 1,402 1,296 398 19
MISSISSIPPL 49.518 4,697 14,748 a1 () 197 294 272 93 14
M1SSOUR1 96.992 33.202 16,999 6.926 ' 704 017 921 842 274 83
MONTANA 14.782 4.788 1,438 642 127 286 126 114 52 ]
NFERASKA 30,023 12,227 9.246 5,544 1,796 0 2368 Jee 400 108 . o
NEVAOA 12.707 6,999 3,113 9438 653 226 312 171 223 64 1
NEW HAMPSHIRE 12,074 7.817 2,198 832 898 178 70 4 76 1 0
NEW JERSEY 157.016 62,734 61.280 . 10,179 14.714 1,477 3.569 1,374 1.132 332 2s
NEW MEXICO * 25,831 12,237 6.7689 2.664 2.094 98 1.304 256 293 78 24
NEW YORK 234.314 115,128 37,660 29.790 37.480 4.927 3.301 2.632 1.068 1.831 )
NORTH CAROLINA 116,294 48,964 28,742  32.048 5,081 1.054 788  1.307 847 479 10
NORTH OAKOTA 10,314 4,338 3,550 1.723 294 78 .0 176 102 48 Kl
OHlO0 192,214 72,031 356.932 47.438 5,976 o 2.7718 2,609 3.536 (1] 48
OKLAHOMA 61.99% 28.624 20,388  11.686 963 182 1.012 564 333 200 23
OREGON 41,082 23.429 11,588 2,330 2.032 438 o 328 759 187 )
PENNS YLVANIA 177.908 80,379 61.40% 38,444 12,082 [} s  2.942 1.322 1.343 9
PUERTO RICD 34,110 1,852 1.208 20.429 748 2.079 2.434  2.226 396 2.008 L]
RHODE [SLAND 18, 146 11,694 3.336 1,324 1.128 208 43 159 200 53 7
_SOUTH CAROLINA . 70,386 20,854 19,596 21.667 5,682 130 . 288 927 798 a1 12
SOUTH OAKOTA 1173007 3,360 "8 413" 1; 23638y w5 ¢ 992 ~-e 207~ ~132 32 8
TENNESSEE 104.622 42,779 32,996 19,772 2,443 1,448 1.623 1,854 1.081 614 13
TEXAS 272,999  130.43% e8,4a88 24,092 15.284 s, 168 6.281¢ 6ss 3.104 1,498 LT
UTAH 37.384 13,599 8.341 2,778 10,494 211 1.312 292 197 121 39
VERMONT 7.0%3 2.86) 2.39 1,238 270 L1 24 87 57 30 )
VIRGINEA 97.%56 38,604 30,701 16,827 6,364 313 2.500 1,264 660 (] 17
WASHINGTON 80.637 31,190 13,223 8,182 3.7%3 1,407 947 1,089 781 274 11
WEST VIRGINIA 41,136 14,703 12,818 10,568 1.352 836 160 330 338 232 2
WISCONSEIN 69.926 27.218 17.8%0 12,094 9.460 J98 557 961 1.068 318 28
WYOMING 9.837 4.964 2.803 777 922 188 1968 82 . 84 49 3
AMERICAN SAMOA 244 1 30 181 ] 2 9 LI 2 3 3
M 1.598 $3Q, 180 820 13 10 . 14 k) 10 0
NORTHERN MARIANAS . s - - - - - - - - -
TRUST TERRITORIES .- - - - - - - - - - -
VIRGIN ISLANOS 1,008 220 248 543 () () o () ) [¢) )
BUR. OF INOIAN AFFALIRS 4,649 2.531 1,047 723 FLT 3 199 34 17 14 )

U.$. AND TERRITORIES 4,052,593 1,723.7%9 1,120,176 @678.0354 313.876 48,104 80.367 49,119 46,459 21.298 1.383

avevevecamccnesnaves

THESE ARE NEW MEXICO'S CHILD COUNT FIGURES. HOWEVER, NEW MEXICO DOES NOT PAR.ICIPATE IN P L., 94-142,
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Table 3A2
NUMBER OF CHILDREN aGES 3-8 YEARS SERVED UNDER P.L. 94-142
8Y HANDICAPPING CONDITION
OURING SCHOOL YEAR 1982-1983
OTHER MULTI- HARD OF ORTHO- VISUALLY

ALL LEARNING  SPEECH MENTALLY EMOTIONALLY HEALTH  HANDI- HEARING PEDICALLY HANOI-  OEAF-

STATE CONOTTIONS DISABLED IMPAIRED RETARDED DISTURBED IMPAIRED CAPPED & DEAF IMPAIRED CAPPED BLIND
ALABAMA 2,341 34 1.979 179 18 1 60 a8 19 2 3
ALASKA 739 57 562 37 3 7 20 15 32 6 o
ARIZONA 1,681 83 1,228 168 22 2 79 27 k] 3 o
ARKANSAS 2.%02 22 2,103 117 13 49 71 76 29 12 o
CALIFORNIA 18,043 2.012 10,649 2,178 131 Jas 718 740 1,060 157 17
COLORAOO 1.783 28s 1.018 82 103 o 148 (1] 83 19 o
CONNECTICUT 3.378 302 2.394 190 178 97 64 . 89 so " o
OELAWARE 670 226 268 87 a8 2s 4 2 [ ] o
OISTRICT OF COLUMBIA S14 3 478 [ 1l 10 1 8 2 2 1
FLORIOA §.903 173 5,273 596 174 104 [ 188 309 78 2
GEORGI4 5,970 73 4,727 603 304 32 29 a3 98 21 o
HAWATL 436 227 74 40 4 t © 38 23 20 9 0
10AHO 600 53 294 134 1" 4 9 9 40 9 o
1LLINOIS 20.404 2.729 15,262 710 aes 122 18 160 201 s ]
INDTANA 4,728 s9 4,348 150 8 2 - 116 40 s 3 o
10wA™ 5,047 94 3.46% 884 a7 27 128 104 222 33 3
KANSAS 2.919 160 2.288 177 59 0 o 4 102 24 8s
KENTUCKY 3.%83 s6 3.178 164 14 a8 43 34 42 12 2
LOUISIANA 5.423 157 3.223 1,126 a2 384 173 180 9 39 o
MAINE 2,171 98 1,420 270 108 32 103 4 70 29 2
MARYLAND 5,448 394 3.829 318 63 57 454 102 195 29 o
MASSACHUSETTS 6,038 2,131 1,389 1,280 827 8s 133 84 87 36 6
MICHIGAN 12.840 1,498 9,058 848 381 o 12 319 879 80 o
MINNESOTA 7.460 770 4.968 778 2%3 77 o 218 3N a4 4
MISSISSIPPL 1.323 19 1.076 132 [ 0 33 10 a7 s o
MISSOURI 6.504 498 s, 207 188 204 a2 208 53 48 23 29
MONTANA 1.501 90 1,239 a4 (] 7 a1 20 18 8 0
NEBRASKA 2.608 131 1.874 262 40 o 104 64 110 20 o
NEVAOA 610 66 353 28 ] 2 118 23 10 ] 1
NEW HAMPSHIRE 684 3 847 17 ] 2s 4 o 18 o 0
NEW JERSEY 6.779 831 4,941 199 157 180 386 106 118 a7 14
NEW MEXICO ¢ 1.094 30 843 183 80 22 97 14 52 1" 2
NEW YORK 7.444 696 4,728 424 s 662 103 174 138 106 o
NORTH CAROLiNA 6.012 99 5,059 482 48 a7 87 78 90 22 2
NORTH DaKOTA 764 63 542 77 8 14 o 27 s 8 K]
OHIO 6.820 188 5,348 293 4 o 308 433 191 40 3
OKLAHOMA 5,508 181 4.370 203 18 22 448 107 99 a7 10
OREGON 1,328 so 1,138 37 2 . 18 o 20 49 16 o
PENNSYLVANIA 5.380 800 156 o o 189 138 52 1
PUERTO RICO 529 271 ss 220 254 138 38 1] 12
RHOOE ISLAND 491 20 37 14 9 24 a8 10 o
SOUTH CAROLINA 3.717 8014 4 s8 133 69 80 22 2
SOUTH OAKOTA 1,324 S0 7 3 11 34 23 10 o
TENNESSEE -~~~ R 24 - T ARt 1) AU T R F R L 3 S |- s - A T - S
TEXAS 14,004 1,196 198 831 797 83 EET] 214 23
UTAH 1,217 201 213 38 244 27 49 Q 2
VERMONT s10 81 1 a 4 ] 4 7 o
VIRGINIA 6.331 661 57 107 870 138 133 77 []
WASHINGTON 2.79% 651 116 83 183 154 188 29 o
WEST VIRGINIA 1,812 181 18 33 42 34 52 18 o
WISCONSIN 5,972 384 214 17 172 198 348 43 9
WYOMING 383 14 ) ] 8 1 4 3 1.
AMERICAN SAMOA 0 2 2 o t 3 2 1 o o
GUAM, 2 14 7 o 1 4 o 3 o o
NORTHERN MARTANAS - - - - - - - - - - -
TRUST TERRITORIES - - - - - - - - - - .-
VIRGIN ISLANDS o o o o o o o o o o 0
BUR. OF INOTAN AFFAIRS 283 17 217 15 3 12 18 2 o ] )
U.S. ANO TERRITORIES 242,113 20,090 172,038  18.693 5,884 3,764 7.79% s,108 6.793 1.703 248

* THESE ARE NEW .MEXICO’S CHILO COUNTY FIGURES. HOWEVER, NEW MEXICO DOES NOT PARTICIPATE IN P.L, 94-142,
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Table 3A3
NUMBER OF CHILOREN AGES 6-17 YEARS SERVEO UNDER P.L. 94142
8Y HANDICAPPING CONOITION
DURING SCHOOL YEAR 1982-1983
OTHER MULTI- HARO OF ORTHO- VISUALLY

ALL LEARNING SPEECH MENTALLY EMOTIONALLY HEALTH  HANOI- HEARING PEOICALLY HANOI-  DEAF-
STATE CONOITIONS OISABLEO .IMPAIREQ RETAROED OISTURBEO IMPAIREO CAPPED & OEAF IMPAIREO CAPPED  BLIND
ALABAMA 72.691 19.849 14,217 31,018 s$.570 ass 718 583 324 238 22
ALASKA 7.994 S.096 2.013 256 274 24 72 109 110 26 14
ARI20NA 46,797 24.679 9,874 4,918 $.0%4 LT 493 482 831 214 o
ARKANSAS 41,4682 18,6898 8,229 13.047 19 118 281 338 111 121 11
CALIFORNIA 327,249 190,001 80,907  19.460 8.318 12,940 3.342 4,098 $.379 1.849 192
COLORAOO 37,967 18,609 6.60% 3.432 6,972 [} 663 710 519 287 o
CONNECTICUT S4. 101 26,397 11.410 3.9%8 10,924 704 361 483 261 43 o
QELAWARE 10, 118 S.493 1,326 1,024 2.080 k k) 14 78 s7 L] [}
OISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 1,419 234 1,128 2 2 o 1 s2 o o o
FLORIOA 135.673 6,333 40,776 19,208 14,811 1.370 64 1,039 1,496 sS4 33
GEORGIA 100.2%7 34,756 21,873 24,713 16,074 $32 181 9687 729 4468 4
HAWAIL 11,438 7.7%8 1.883 1,071 kLT S ‘80 170 1] 43 1
10AHO 15,963 8,180 4,053 2,708 46s 93 17 240 156 s2 o
ILLINOLIS 19%.332 8S.841 8,830 27.696 19.207 1.16% 342 1,108 1.121 - 401 21
INDIANA 85,858 26,438 36,367  19.007 2.260 21 442 [L}] 380 271 10
10wA 47,437 20.223 11,1486 9,766 4,331 182 4%3 623 579 159 9
KANSAS 37,6268 18,437 11,588 $.%37 3.698 o o 392 s42 178 239
KENTUCKY 64,218 19.282 21.494 19.017 2,030 4%3 693 420 24 293 12
LOUISIANA 71,971 38.209 17,393 9,759 3,568 1,233 363 748 3868 I L]
MAINE 21°,608 8.488 4.681 3,734 3.444 169 S04 230 243 96 1
MARYLAND 78.034 46.022 20.083 S,248 .2,762 433 1,813 649 1S 31 o
MASSACHUSETTS 112,784 39,813 28,940 23,910 15,451 1,979 2,481 1,879 1,241 677 11)
MICHIGAN 129,716 $1.304 34,904 14,720 18,393 o 48 2,231 - 3,449 . 718 o
MINNESOTA 66,470 32,758 14,008 11,209 S.28% 7714 o 1,177 949 300 . 13
MISSISSIPPI 468,012 16,087 15,569  13.2%2 402 o 154 263 208 86 12
MISSOURT 87,469 34,754 27.884 18,383 6,481 630 520 827 724 242 4
MONT ANA 12,791 6.832 . 3.3 1.1986 818 118 217 100 92 a4 [
NEBRASKA 26.012 11,544 7.348 4,823 1,698 o 200 260 267 74 o
NEVACA 11,891 6.981 2,749 81% 632 208 179 133 209 48 o
NEW HAMPSHIRE 10,919 7,462 1,647 718 881 149 23 4 s4 1 o
NEW JERSEY 144.939 60.038 56, 146 8.3%86 13,782 1,193 2.929 1.303 941 263 8
NEW MEXICO * 23,624 11,689 6.090 2,153 1,962 72 1,124 230 231 s7 20
NEW YORK 215,138 110,538 32,758  24.804 38,062 4,000 2,996 2.095 1,987 1.3268 o
NORTH GAROLINA 108,121 47,154 20,632 28,536 4.888 . 9%0 683 1,167 708 428 7
NORTH OAKOTA 9.208 4,138 3.00% 1,471 281 62 0 ' 144 © 69 v 3% EE
OHIO 179. 128 70,117 81.378  43.780 5,698 o 2,282 1.929 3.138 783 42
OKLAHOMA $6.963 27.669 16,001 10,818 931 188 81 428 243 149 18
OREGON 38,134 22.672 10,400 1,908 1.893 3268 o 274 $32 132 o
PENNSYLVANIA 161.338 $7.334 55,628 32,371 11.240 [ S 2,497 1,087 1.198 [
PUERTO RICO 24.749 1,734 481 16,078 [1L1] 1.02% 1,789  1.347 328 1.286 39 -
RHOOE I1SLAND 16,309 10,933 2.839 991 1,029 186 26 114 151 34 [}
e GOUTHCAROLINA - - = = o v oo 82y T4 10en20,.203....... 18,769 19,131 5,510 87 140 799 670 372 10
SOUTH OAKOTA © 9,160 3,286 4,038 1,031 259 38> 241 181 80 Q- neisemion @t
TENNESSEE 90,691 40,238 25,879 17,078 2.162 1,292 1,182 1,947 604 37 2
TEXAS 242,79% 141,880 €2,387 20,3%4 . 14.606 4,440 S, 169 $37 2,378 1,217 27
UTAH 34,420 13,266 7,103 2,366 10,103 168 869 259 142 (X} ] 33
VERMONT 6.225% 2.7%2 1,879 1.09% 283 1 17 76 50 22 o
VIRGINIA 84.72% 37.048 24,194 13,791 8.0%2 184 1,408 1,058 488 %01, . 6
WASHINGTON $3.982 29.869 10,304 6,871 3.912 1,278 653 877 $72 236 10
WEST VIRGINIA 37.421 14,120 10,928 9,449 1,298 781 102 282 298 207 2
WISCONSIN $9,09% 26,002 11.819 10,108 8.8%8 3ss 320 eas 681 259 14
WYOMING 9.031 4,741 2,219 671 877 143 181 78 70 42 1
AMERICAN SAMOA 214 R 48 145 o 1 [} 8 1 1 3
GUAM 1,486 01 164 767 13 [} o 13 10 10 o
NORTHERN MARIANAS - - - - - - - - - - -
TRUST TERRITORIES - - - - - - - - - - -
VIRGIN ISLANOS 909 220 237 452 o o o o o o ]
BUR. OF INDIAN AFFAIRS 4,243 2,398 807 ‘823 223 19 181 31 14 10 o
U.S. ANO TERRITORIES 3.636.640 1.643,201 942,381 $8%.367 293,224 40.6%9 37.847 39.688 36,380 17.289° 986

+ THESE ARE NEw MEXICO’S CHILO COUNT FIGURES. MOWEVER. NEw MEXICO OOES NOT PARTICIPATE IN P.L. 94-142.
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Table 3a4

NUMBER OF CHILOREN AGES 18-21 YEARS SERVEO UNDER P.L. 94-142
8Y HANDICAPPING CONDITION

OURING SCHOOL YEAR 1962-1983

: OTHER MULTI - HARO OF ORTHO- VISUALLY
ALL LEARNING SPEECH MENTALLY EMOTIONALLY HEALTH HANDI- HEARING PEOICALLY HANDI- OEAF -
STATE CONDITIONS OISABLEO IMPAIREO RETAROEO OISTURBED IMPAIREO CAPPEO & OEAF IMPAIREO CAPPEO 8LINO
ALABAMA 5,237 1.018 39 J.818 323 44 ‘102 47 Je 1" 2
ALASKA 292 1898 7 49 13 3 9 14 [ 1 o
ARIZONA 2.218 946 2% 809 197 108 49 48 26 9 ]
ARKANSAS 1.480 639 20 729 7 2 10 18 11 3 1
CALIFORNIA 18,763 6,608 300 5.3 592 748 718 514 594 142 20
COLORAOO 1,837 672 7 443 258 (] 64 1] 32 2 1
CONNECTICUT 5,452 1.768 76 1.299 1.979 118 43 13 52 2 )
OELAWARE 457 222 1 18 9 4 1 L] 1 3 7
OISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 23 17 ] L] 0 o ] ) 0 (] [}
FLORIOA 4.991 1,593 208 2,477 317 94 [ ] 173 96 13 14
GEORGIA J.447 871 49 2.088 278 .16 [} 101 41 15 2
HAWALL 287 164 4 93 10 ] . 3 8 ] ] o
10aK0 697 o 1 70 27 208 166 as 110 10 2
ILLINODIS 7.628 2.789 287 2.860 1,448 [ 1.] 43 J9 61 27 [}
INOIANA 2.382 7687 120 1,384 51 2 a8 s N 3 1
10wA 2,848 1.023 43 1,18 194 23 129 82 51 10 L]
KANSAS 1.682 536 157 680 208 L] o 28 L) S J8
KENTUCKY 2,221 647 37 1.276 78 32 . T 4 26 12 1
LOUISIANA 3,138 1.178 62 1.624 [ 1] 36 49 sa 14 12 2
MAINE 1.0%0 370 29 393 144 22 L1 18 13 [ L]
MARYLAND . 4,594 1.676 288 1,434 241 49 557 78 64 8 2
MASSACHUSETTS 5,341 1.66% 1.228 1,132 732 7% 118 7% 59 32 ]
MICHIGAN 6.819 2.6668 19 2.487 794 o n 240 Je4 78 o .
MINNESOTA J3.060 1,220 37 1,434 262 18 o 40 J8 11 2
MISSISSIPPI 2,180 701 52 1.J64 8 0 10 19 20 4 2
MISSOURT 3.019 978 1" 1,431 261 32 39 4 70 9 o
MONTANA 330 292 18 188 21 4 28 [} 4 2 o
NEBRASKA 1.408 552 24 as9 80 o 32, 42 22 14 o
NEVAOA 546 352 1" 104 16 19 15 13 4 10 (]
NEW HAMPSHIRE 471 J24 4 97 32 4 [} o 4 ] ]
NEW JERSEY 5,298 2.088 19 1,824 798 104 254 188 73 22 3
NEwW MEXICO = 1,113 522 56 J4a6 72 1 83 12 10 7 2
NEW YORK 11,732 J3.891 178 4,562 2.003 208 202 363 173 97 o
NORTH CAROLINA 5,161 1,711 L1 3.027 129 57 43 62 a9 29 1
NORTH DAKOTA J44 137 9° 178 L] 2 (-] ] 8 3 ]
OoMlOo 6,289 1,748 209 J3.363 237 o 210 247 21 4] < I
OKLAHOMA 1,527 774 1] ({11 14 2 13 29 1" 4 L]
OREGON 1,593 707 30 Jas 137 93 [¢] n 178 9 o
PENNSYLVANIA 9.51] 2,508 J96 5,477 €54 2 L] 286 130 96 ]
PUERTO RICO 7.6890 N 216 4,080 19 6Ja n 744 feke ] 1,336 4
RHODE ISLAND 798 432 ] 243 39 ] e n 1" 9 1
SOUTH CAROLINA 3.01) 624 40 2,038 129 ] 15 39 46 17 )
SOUTH DAKOTA 473 179 51 158 15 12 ] [¢]
e LENNESSEE i e 5,868 2,308 410 —---2,397 296 wmf 2] - 36 2
TEXAS 9.379 5,528 77 2,503 480 197 67 4
UTaH 733 102 21 211 178 L] 199 [ [} 1 4
VERMONT 164 87 9 42 [} 7 3 [} 3 1 o
VvIRGINIA 4,108 1,214 176 2.078 238 22 228 (.1} 41 a8 1
WASHINGTON 2.392 1.034 124 es8o 129 (] ] 11 J8 24 9 1
WEST VIRGINIA 1.6 489 78 938 39 24 16 14 26 9 o
WISCONSIN 3.399 1.138 59 1,568 J9%0 26 [ 1] 79 36 18 ]
WYOMING 339 183 1 92 40 4 ) 3 2 . 4 1
AMERICAN SaMOA 19 o o 14 [¢] o ] 3 ] 2 o
Guam a1 27 2 a8 L] 1 ] 1 4 L] ]
NORTHERN MARIANAS - - - - - - - - - - -
TRUST TERRITORIES - - - - - - . - - - -
VIRGIN ISLANOS 99 0 [} 1] [} 0 (-2 [} [} ) 0. .
BUR. OF INDIAN AFFAIRS 323 159 2 [-1] 238 2 22 1 3 3 o
U.S. AND TERRITORIES 173,642 60.468 $,760 73.974 14,768 J.681 4,928 4,228 J3.286. . 2.308 149
* THESE ARE NEW MEXICO’S CHILO COUNT FIGURES. MHOWEVER. NEW MEXICO DOES NOT PARTICIPATE IN P,L. 94-142,
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Table 3AS
NUMBER OF CHILDREN AGES 0-20 YEARS SERVED UNDER P.L. B9-313
BY HANDICAPPING CONDITION
OURING SCHOOL YEAR 1982-1983

OTHER MULTI- HARD DF ORTHO- VISUALLY
ALL LEARNING SPEECH MENTALLY EMOTIOMALLY HEALTH  HANDI- HEARING PEDICALLY HANOIL- OEAF-

STATE CONDITIONS DISASLED IMPAIRED SETARDED OISTURSBED IMPAIRED CAPPED & OEAF IMPAIRED CAPPED BLIND
ALABAMA 1.140 1 o 173 208 1 102 438 o . 172 27
ALASKA 2.992 1.488 792 323 72 24 117 82 9 23 1
ARTZONA 1.199 2 [ 1] 112 3 ] 223 488 187 148 o
ARKANSAS 3.880 50 148 2.120 a9 82 391 09 270 133 11
CALIFORNIA 3.271 77 o 1,614 417 o o 1,088 o ss 40
COLORADO 3.839 1] 169 1.838 288 o 984 179 201 s3 91
CONNECTICUT 3.082 925 18 784 408 2 [} 301 o [T [}
OELAWARE 3. 180 729 158 a8e 718 &3 12 212 248 104 33
OISTRICT OF COLUMBLA 3.8%3 1.378 172 - 1,23e [17] 57 92 22 138 X} J8
FLORIOA 8.042 1 1 5,259 1.778 1 o (11} 159 138 22
GEORGIA 2.881 22 133 230 7568 118 180 ags as 122 1
HAWALL 718 4 1 310 ss 7 (.3 a7 1214 11 sq
10AHO 413 o o 42 L] o 108 158 o 90 4
ILLINOIS 38. 408 5,648 1.60% 13.280 10, 168 370 432 2,891 3,009 937 72
INDIANA 7.263 173 328 J3.878 458 2587 872 83s 402 248 13
10wa 780 [} o 263 137 3 51 282 L] 39 o
KANSAS 1.932 37 244 Jas 361 S 408 309 40 72 28
KENTUCKY 3. 148 79 213 1,284 234 8s ass 448 169 144 )
LOUISIANA 5.477 183 23 3.233 s34 98 410 7323 188 107 22
MAINE 1,658 20 [} 770 831 [} 78 118 103 18 [ ]
MARYLAND 2.803 77 12 948 530 21 4s a7t sS4 229 a9
MASSACHUSETTS 14,317 s,088 3.291 3,038 1,980 200 318 201 158 1] 1]
MICHIGAN 10. 3968 2 ] 9.118 902 10 ss 289 ] 39 [+]
MINNESOTA [11] [} [} 368 ss L] 4 203 o 24 14
MISSISSIPPL 1,368 1 9 833 11 i 30 341 a 138 33
uISSOURE 2.992 0 o 2,531 91 9 o 234 o 118 o
MONTANA 433 L) 2 80 a1 -] a7 121 0 131 7
NEBRASKA 423 0 [} 128 91 o 19 148 -] a2 [
NEVADA 819 @2 119 102 137 118 s7 L) 41 1 [}
NEW HAMPSHIRE 2,069 403 127 S87 299 a8 188 272 [ 1] 102 ]
NEW JERSEY 4.408 2 o 2,284 40 3 172 454 (1] a89 12
NEW MEX1CO 503 o 0 118 70 0 a2 168 13 59 33
NEw YORK 30. 8521 1.628 4,001 8.020 6.745 9se 3.564 2,454 2,479 a7 158
NORTH CAROLINA 4,292 ss L1 ] 1.198 538 132 893 998 168 213 32
NORTH OAKOTA a88 2 4" 197 3 k] [} 81 bs ) 34 13
OHIO 10.020 o [} 9.368 326 [} 37 174 [} 117 o
OKL AHOMA 1,824 1 3 896 78 48 279 208 81 138 16
OREGON 5,149 30 29 2.451 s33 134 116  1.083 174 111 Lk
PENNSYLVANIA 18,372 3.034 203 7,958 4,607 o o 1.223 797 470 o
PUERTO RICO 1.063 o o 730 S0 20 118 11 128 ] o
RHODE 1SLAMD 443 33 1 174 40 s 62 81 21 14 10
SOUTH CAROLINA 1,319 78 o 737 28 o 134 264 3 77 [}
SOUTH OAKOTA Sa 3 [} 243 39 9 o 97 112 28 [ ]
TENNESSEE 1,488 23 o 473 410 L 108 332 1 103 T
TEXAS 18, 344 337 78 6,718 2,423 297 1,245 4,210 421 S04 118
UTANH 1,884 12 34 k1 3] 129 23 148 537 a8 230 8
VERMONT 2.258 110 297 1.32% 123 30 172 119 83 18 3
VIRGINIA 3,187 10 2 334 3s9 158 590 351 59 1,209 10
WASHINGTON J3.4%8 98 288 1.218 19¢ 129 793 316 289 108 27
WEST VIRGINIA 1.282 16 158 498 60 (1] 188 180 s8 a4 ]
WISCONSIN 2.293 9 174 1,180 138 107 142 284 110 133 18
WYOMING 1,307 134 584 188 ss 72 119 s 93 26 18
AMERICAN SAmOA - - - -, - - - - - - -
GUAM 433 [} 63 9 30 2 118 73 2 22 13
NORTHERN MARIANAS - - - - - - - - - - -
TRUST TERRITORIES - - - - - - - - - . -
VIRGIN ISLANDS 229 o o 83 b1 ] [} 29 47 11 12 12
BUR. OF INDIAN AFFAIRS - - - - - - - - - - -
U.S. AND TERRITORIES 248.732 22.112 14,021 102,777 39,9888 3,922 15.112 26.218 11,047 9.796¢ 1,170
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NUMBER AND CHANGE IN NUMBER OF CHILOREN ACES 3-21 YEARS SEQVIO UNDER P.L.

STATE

ALABAMA

ALASKA

ARTZONA
ARKANSAS
CALIFORNIA
COLORAOO
CONNECTICUT
OELAWARE
OISYRICY OF COLUMBIA
FLORIOA
GEORGIA

HAWATL

10aHO

ILLINOIS
INDIANA

10va

KANSAS
KENTUCKY
LOUISIANA
MAINE

MARYLAND
MASSACHUSETTS
MICHIGAN
MINNESOTA
M1SS1SSIPP]
MISsSourl

MONT ANA
NEBRASKA
NEVAOA

NEW HAMPSHIRE
NEW JERSEY

NEW MEXICO
NEW YORK

NORTH CAROLINA
NORTH OAKOTA
OH10

OKL AHOMA
OREGON
PENNSYLVANIA
PUERYO RICO
RHODE ISLAND
SOUTH CAROLINA
SOUTH OAKOTA
TENNESSEE
TEXAS

UTAH

VERMONTY
VIRGINIA
WASHINGYON
wESY VIRGINIA
wISCONSIN
WYOMING
AMERICAN SAMOA
GUAM

NORTHERN MARIANAS
TRUST YERRITORIES
VIRGIN ISLANDS
BUR. OF INDIAN AFFAIRS

U.S. AND TERRITORIES

Table 3A6

ALL CONDITIONS

29-313 AND P.L. 94-142

PERCENI CHANGE

GcccmcacnccaNUMBER---~---~ --4 CHANGES IN NUMBER SERVEO¢ +-IN NUMBER SERVEO+
1982-83 - 1982-83 - 1982-83 - 1982-83 -

1976-77 1982-83 1976-77 1981-82 1976-77  1981-82
53,987 76,397 21.609 27.623 5,212 51.2 6.8
9.597 11,007 12,017 2.420 1,010 25.2 9.2
43,045 52,137 51.882 8.817 -278 20.5 -0.%
28,487 49,863 49.004 20,518 -859 72.0 -1.7
332.291 3%9.888 384,318 32.027 4.430 9.8 1.2
47.943 48,147 45,128 -2,817 -1,021 -u.9 -2.2
62,088 68.311 68.010 3.926 =301 6.3 -0.8
14,307 14.440 14,403 99 -35 0.7 -0.2
9.261 6.129 3,009 -3,452 -320 -37.3 -5,2
117,297 149.838  135.609 38,352 5,771 32.7 3.9
85.209 115.779 112,538 27,348 -3.224 22.1 -2.8
10,544 12.878 12,078 2,332 198 22.1 1.8
14.573 17.154 17.673 3,101 519 21.3 3.0
229.797 255.793 281,789 31,973 5.974 13.9 2.3
27,644 97.6847 100,228 12.584 2,581 14.4 2.8
51,058 56.094 56, 108 5,054 -788 [ ] -1.4
37.623 42,844 44.189 8,537 1,618 17.4 3.8
57,087 72,087 73.170 16,113 1.113 28.2 1.5
26.989 81.879 26,009 -920 4,130 1.1 8.0
23,701 25,947 26,48% 2,784 538 11.7 2.1
Bs. 184 93.298 20,079 8,696 -2.417 8.0 -2.6
131.992 139.747 138.400 6,489 -1,2687 4.9 -0.9
183,113 154.084 155,771 2,659 1.710 1.7 1.1
72,138 77,918 77,658 5,523 -258 2.7 -0.3
29.219 49,450 21,683 1.427 74.1 2.9
94,387 100.931 5,597 -947 5.9 -0.9
2.810 14.279 15.218 6,608 936 76.7 5.8
25.270 31.812 30,448 5,178 -1,364 20.5 -4.3
11,133 12,488 13,328 2.193 270 19.7 7.0
9.916 14,179 14,143 4,227 -36 .42.8 -0.3
145,077 163,608 161,481 16,404 -2.20% 1.3 -1.2
15,149 24,454 26,334 11,185 1.880 73.8 7.7
240,250 2%0.404 264,033 24,583 14,431 10.2 5.8
98,035 120,041 120.588 22,951 545 23.0 0.5
8.976 10.212 10.802 1,826 890 20.3 5.8
168.314 210,445 202,224 33,920 -8,211 20.2 -3.9
44,181 85,479 85.019 21,639 340 49.0 0.5
37,258 45.278 46,201 8.943 923 24.0 2.0
206,792 190.919  198.277 -10.518 S.358 -5.1 2.8
11,200 27.882 35.173 23.9713 7.321 214.0 26.3
15,971 18.43% 18.589 2.619 184 16.4 0.8
72,3%7 €9.478 71.70% -852 2.229 -0.9 3.2
9,936 11,522 11,041 1.90% 319 19.2 2.8
99,251 102,459 106,091 6.841 3.632 6.9 3.%
233,552 281,873  289.,34) 5,791 7.470 23.9 2.7
37.204 37,504 38.968 1,785 1.384 4.7 3.7
6,382 11,563 9,309 2.926 -2.254 5.9 -19.8
77.818 99,571 100.713 23.098 1,142 29.8 1.1
57,708 63,916 64.295 6.590 3719 11.4 0.8
30, 135 39.554 42.418 12,283 2,864 40.8 7.2
58.019 71.%93 72.219 14,200 628 24.5 0.9
7.281 10,844 11,1448 3.084 300 53.5 2.8
139 204 244 106 40 76.2 19.6
2,597 2,123 2.031 -5886 -92 -21.8 -4.3
1.120 - - - - - .
1,712 272 1.237 -47% 965 -27.7 384.0

- 4.8%9 4,049 - -10 - -0.2
3.700.508 4,233,202 4.298.327 589,739 85.048 15.9 1.8
(Continued)
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Table 3A6

NUMBER AND CHANGE IN NUMBER OF CHILOREN AGES 3-21 YEARS SERVED UNDER P.L. 89-313 AND P L, 94-142
LEARNING O13ABLEO

PERCENT CHANGE
@mcrecvecov-NUMBER-===-<-===¢ $CHANGES [N NUMBER SERVEO+ +-IN NUMBER SERVEO*

: 1982-83 - 1982-83 - 1982-83 - 1982-83 -
STATE 1978-77 1901-82 1982-83 1976-77 1981-82 1976-77 1981-82
ALABAMA 5,438 19,883 20.899 15,483 1,031 204.5 5.2
ALASKA 3.927 8,138 6.028 2,900 691 73.8 11.3
ARIZONA 17,214 25,376 25.710 8,498 334 49.4 1.3
ARKANSAS 5,072 18,3539 19.438 14,3685 897 283.2 4.8
CALIFORNIA 74,404 190,727  198.898 124.293 7,989 187.1 4.2
COLORAOO 16,6881 20,937 19,654 2.994 +1,283 18.0 -8.1
CONNECTICUT 19,201 29.489 29.352 10, 152 ~137 52.9 -0.5
OELAWARE 4,392 8,520 6.870 2.279 150 51.9 2.3
OISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 1.881 1.918 1,829 -32 -287 -1.9 -15.0
FLORIOA 31,850 55,782 58,108 26,256 2,723 82.4 4.2
GEORGIA 15,744 35,274 35,722 19,979 . .8 126.9 1.3
HAWAIL 4,880 7,897 8,189 3.309 292 67.8 3.7
10AHO 5.804 8,222 8.233 2.830 11 48.9 0.1
e ILLINOIS 53,328 27,718 96.808 43.478 9,087 81.5 10.4
INOTANA 5.422 25,126 27.434 22,012 2,308 408.0 9.2
10wA 17,553 22,347 21,340 3,788 -1,007 21.8 -4.5
KANSAS a,425 15,309 18, 190 7,788 381 92.2 2.4
KENTUCKY 7,423 18,127 20,084 12,841 1,937 170.3 10.7
LOUISTIANA 10.823 34,354 39.707 28,0884 5,353 268.9 15.6
MAINE 7.2681 8.349 8,974 1,714 823 23.8 7.8
MARYLANO 29,093 49,171 48,368 19,274 -80% 668.2 -1.8
MASSACHUSETTS 18.542 49,382 48,884 30.343 -498 183.8 -1.0
MICHIGAN 28,143 52,311 55,487 27.328 3.158 97.1 8.0
MINNESOTA 21,4568 35.249 34,748 13,292 -501 82.0 -1.4
MISSISSIPPI 2,748 14,433 18,7688 14,040 2.3%3 510.9 18.3
MISSOURI 22,862 38,158 36.224 13,362 69 58.4 0.2
MONTANA 6.497 7.208 4.326 711 150. 1 10.9
NEBRASKA 12,422 12,227 6,79 -198 125.1 -1.8
NEVAOA 6.872 7.041 2,280 369 47.3 5.5
NEW HAMPSHIRE 8.001 8.220 5,129 219 185.9 2.7
NEW JERSEY 33,188 59,251 82,738 29,549 3.485 89.0 5.9
NEw MEXICO 6.175 12,319 12,237 6.083 -02 98.2 -0.7
NEW YORK 34,514 69,489 118,753 82.239 47,2084 238.3 88.0
NORTH CAROLINA 17.897 45,448 49,019 31,323 3.571 177.0 7.9
NORTH OAKOTA 2,439 4.137 4.340 1.901 203 77.9 4.9
OHIO 32,399 71.657 72,031 39.832 374 122.3 0.5
OKLAHOMA 15,018 28.312 28.82% 13.610 313 90.6 1.1
OREGON 11,148 22,236 23,459 12,313 1,223 110.5 5.8
PENNSYLVANIA 19.772 57,727 83.413 43,841 5.686 220.7 9.8
PUERTO RICO 1.012 1,760 1.852 841 92 83.1 5.2
RHOOE ISLANO 4.820 11,212 11,729 7,109 © 847 153.9 4.8
SOUTH CAROLINA 10,821 18,858 20,930 10,110 2.07% 93.4 11.0
SOUTH OAKOTA 1. 196 3.048 3.583 2.388 515 198.0 18.9
TENNESSEE 35.243 39,40 42,804 7.562 3.394 21.3 8.6
TEXAS - 50,890 141,924  130.768 99.878 8,844 - 198.3 8.2
UTAH 13,584 13,248 13,6114 27 368 0.2 2.8
VERMONT 2.028 4.382 2,973 947 -1,409 48.7 -32.2
VIRGINIA 18,211 36,139 38.614 22.403 2.47% 138.2 8.8
WASHINGTON 10,129 30,137 31,288 21,157 1.149 208.9 3.8
WEST VIRGINIA 5,743 12,851 14,719 8.978 1.088 158.3 14.9
WISCONSIN 14,378 268.861 27.224 T 12.848 363 89.3 1.4
WYOMING 3,084 4.980 5.098 2,012 15 85.2 2.3
AMERICAN SAMOA 37 114 1 -38 -113 -97.3 -99.1
GUAM 148 445 530 382 (1] 258. 1 19.1
NORTHERN MARTANAS - - - - - - -
TRUST TERRITORIES 269 - - - - - -
VIRGIN ISLANOS 178 38 220 4 184 25.0 511.1
BUR. OF INDIAN AFFAIRS - 2.581 2.531 - -30 - ‘1.2
U.S. AND TERRITORIES 797,213 1,827,344 1,745,871 948.0659 118,527 119.0 7.3
(Continued)
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Table 3A6

NUMBER AND CHANGE IN NUMBER OF CHILOREN AGES 1-21 YEARS SERVEO UNDER P.L. §9-313 AND P.L. 94-142

SPEECH IMPAIRED

PERCENT CHANGE

#cccenmcme-NUMBER--=<~--2c-s +CHANGES IN NUMBER SERVED® +-IN NUMBER SERVEO+

1982-8) - 1982-8) -

P . TN CNANTCerE CerLNLNnNt LAENNLIES Reereeate snasANETNTONs aeerermReerE SecsEATee Semecsane

STATE 1978-77
ALABAMA 14,098
ALASKA 1,044
ARTZONA 11,379
ARKANSAS 7,182
CALIFORNIA 127.817
CCLORAQOO 13,189
CONNECTICUT 18,918
OELAWARE 3.39%
OISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 2.490
FLORIOA 37,2%
GEORGIA 23,322
HAWALL . 2,492
10AHO J.282
ILLINOIS 80,274
INOIANA 48,7359
10wA 17,478
KAMSAS 15.501
KENTUCKY 21,541
LOUISIANA 44.028
MAINE 5.972
MARYLAND 30,284
MASSACHUSETTS 35,077
MICHIGAN 87,484
MINNESOTA 26.692
MISSISSIPPI 9.618
MISSOURY 36,298
MONTANA 2,491
NEBRASKA 10.331¢
NEVAOA 3.127
NEW HAMPSHIRE 1.338
NEW JERSEY . 88.949
NEW MEXICO 2.058
NEW YORK 81,549
NORTH CAROLINA 26.913
NORTH DAXOTA 3.922
OHIO 5a8.667
OKLAHOMA 14,138
OREGON 10.802
PENNSYLVANIA 99,213
PUERTO RICO 219
RHOOE ISLAND 5.217
SOUTH CAROLINA 23.370
SOUTH DAKOTA 5,978
TENNESSEE 31.702
TEXAS 78,%22
UTAH 6,822
VERMONT 1,788
VIRGINIA 29.692
WASHINGTON 24,893
WEST VIRGINIA 9.947
WISCONSIN 15,404
wYOMING 1,810
AMERICAN SAMOA o]
GUAM 481
NORTHERN MARIANAS -
YRUST TERRITORIES 77
VIRGIN 1SLANDS J28

BUR. OF INDIAN AFFAIRS -
U.S. AND TERRITORIES

14,924
3.010
11.527
10,978
92,994
8.303
13.998
2,191
1,292
43,3530
28.806
1,728
4,087
77.338
40.727
15.218
13,478
24,9528
20,970
6.053
25,093
32,178
45,361
19.231
18.207
32,722
4.479
9.628
2.924
2.221

1982-83 - 1982-83 -

1982-83 19768-77 198 1-82
18,238 2.140 1,311
3,374 1.530 284
11,198 -184 =332
10,493 3.311 -403
92,056 . ~35.781 -538
7.796 -5,373 -%07
13,098 -2,622 =100
1.747 -1,848 -444
1.780 -718 528
48,258 9.003 2,728
26,782 3.480 -2,024
1.962 -480 234
4,3%0 1.088 283
73,784 -4,490 -1,951
41,380 -7.399 632
14, 856 -2,819 -5682
14,274 -1,227 698
24.922 3.381 394
20,701 -23,927 -269
8,138 184 81
24,209 -8.,07% -844
31,848 -3,229 -327
44,081 -23,383 -1,200
19,013 -7.879 -218
18,798 7.180 589
33,202 -3.094 480
4,790 2.300 18
9.248 -1,088 -380
3.232 108 308
2,928 987 104
81,280 -7.66% ~2.472
8,789 4,731 1,482
41,861 -19.888 778
29,808 -1.10% 184
3.800 -323 319
58.932 -1,938 -5, 180
20,389 6,254 272
11,814 812 -221
61,684 -37.529 -1,843
1,208 987 -42
3,337 -1,880 - 161
19.598 -3,774 787
5.413 -s6s 101
32,998 1,298 173
86,544 -11.979 - 258
8,373 1,743 804
2,693 931 277
30.703 1,010 -307
13,911 -11,144 199
12,774 2.827 828
18,024 2.620 310
3,184 1,378 102
S0 so %0

243 -238 -112
248 -80 238
1,047 - 108
-168,489 -3,722

1.302.888 1,137,919 1,134,197

138

-24.8 3.400.
- 11,

19768-77 1981-82
19.2 8.8
3.0 12,10
1.8 -2.9
448.1 -4.4

-28.0 -0.6
-40.8 -6.1
-135.9 -0.7
-48.95 -20.3
-28.7 42.2
24.2 6.3
14.80 -7.0
-20.0 13.5
32.8 7.0
-5.6 -2.0
-15.2 1.8
-18.1 3.7
-7.9 S.1
18.7 1.8
-53.0 -1.3
2.7 1.3
-20.1 =3.4
9.2 -1.0
-J4.7 -2.8
1.1

3.8

1.5

7.0

-3.9

10.9

73.8 4.7
-11.1 3.9
229.9 27.9
+32.3 1.9
-4.1 0.8
-8.2 9.7
-3.3 -8.3
44.2 1.4
7.5 -1.9
-37.8 -2.68
4%0.7 -3.4
-38.0 ~4.6
-18.1 4.1
-9.4 1.9
4.1 0.9
«15.3 0.4
28.3 10.8
82.7 11.8
3.4 -1.0
-45.2 1.3
28.4 6.9
17.0 1.8
78.0 3.3
-49.4 -31.9
o

1

-12.9 -0.3

(Continued)



Table 1R6

NUMBER AND CHANGE IN NUMBER OF CHILOREN AGES 3-21 YEARS SERVED UNDER P.L. B89-213 AND P.L. 94-t42
MENTALLY RETAROEO

PERCENT CHANGE
#ececee -NUMBER----=--+ +CHANGES IN NUMBER SERVEO+ +-IN NUMBER SERVEO+

1982-83 - 1982-83 - 1902-8) -~ 1982-8) -
STATE 1970-77 1981-02 1982-83 1978-77 1981-82 1976-77 1981-82
ALABAMA 31,203 24,402 24.988 3.734 LT 12.1 1.7
ALASKA 1,277 780 868 -612 -118 ‘47.9 -14.7
AR1ZONA a.808 6,270 6.002 -2.808 -268 -30.2 ~4.3
ARKANSAS 14,674 17,244 18,013 1.339 -1,221 9.1 =71
CALIFORNIA 42,916 29,874 28,580 -14,338 -1.294 -33.4 -4.3
COLORAOO 10,077 8.041 35,798 -4,282 -246 -42.9 -4.1
CONNECTICUT 10,132 7.081 6,208 -3,924 -873 -38.7 -12.3
OELAWARE 2,199 2,140 2,118 ~1,0084 -29 -33.9 -1.2
OISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 2.918 1,289 1,237 ~1,881 -52 -57.8 -4.0
FLORIDA 34.311 29,963 27,537 -6,774 1.574 -19.7 8.1
GEORGIA 31.744 29,110 28,214 -3,%30 -898 111 -3.1
HAWALL 2,434 1,874 1.514 -920 -180 -37.8 -9.68
10AH0 3.587 2,795 2.948 -819 153 -17.4 s.9
ILLINOIS 48,974 43,707 444948 -4.428 839 -9.0 1.9
INDIANA 27,784 25,092 24,189 -3.99% -903 -12.9 -3.8
10wA 12,663 12,238 12,223 -43% -10 -3.4 -0.1
KANSAS 8,665 6,966 8,779 -1,a88 -187 -21.8 -2.7
KENTUCKY 22,872 22,717 21,741 -1,121 -976 -4.9 -4.23
LOUISIANA 24.547 16,927 15,742 -8,803 -1.188 -33.9 «7.0
MAINE 5.664 5,019 95,187 -497 140 -8.0 2.9
MARYLANO 17,523 9.089 7.942 -9.580 -1,1208 -%4.7 -12.4
MASSACHUSETTS 24.972 29.0%8 29.3%7 -5,618 -299 -16.1 -1.0
MICHIGAN 34,715 28,150 26,971 -7.744 1,179 -22.3 -4.2
MINNESOTA 15.140 14.289 13.789 -1.3%1 -300 -8.9 -1.9
MISSISSIPPL 15,487 16.828 15.2381 -108 -1.447 -0.7 -8.8
MISSOURl 25.304 21,086 19.530 -%,774 ~1.538 -22.8 -7.3
MONTANA 2,114 1,449 1,518 -599 1] -28.3 48
NEBRASKA 7.5%7 6.191 5,669 -1.388 4522 -15.0 0.4
NEVAOA 1.588 1,211 1,047 -9539 -~ 164 -i4.0 -13.9
NEW HAMPSHIRE 2.720 1.6€0 1.419 ~1,201 -241 -47.3 -14.5
NEw JERSEY 22,394 14.794 12,463 «9,931 ~2,331 -44.2 -15.8
NEw MEXICO 4,519 2,805 2.782 -1.797 -23 -38.4 ‘0.8
NEW YORK 55,582 40,3541 237.010 -17,772 «2.721 -32.0 -8.7
NORTH CAROLINA 48.334 J8.788 33.240 -13.094 -2,.548 -28.3 -9.8
NORTH DAKOTA 1,97¢ 1,939 1,920 -5 -19 ‘2.7 “1.0
OHlO 87.628 61,279 96.802 -10.824 -4.477 -18.9 -1.3
OK L AHOMA 12,753 13.009 12,132 -171 ~427 ER - -3.3
OREGON 7.697 4,905 4 781 -2,918 -124 -37.9 -2,
PENNSYLVANIA 58,481 46.028 48,402 -10.099 ~128 LX) -0.9
PUERTO RICO 8.132 14,442 21,199 13,028 €.717 160.2 46.9
RHOOE ISLAND 2,483  1.610 1,VIA° -nas -112 -39.7 -7.9
SOUTH CAROLINA 29.944 23,500 22,404 -7.540 1,09¢ -29.2 4.7
SOUTH DAKOTA 1.787 1,490 1,481 -308 -9 17,1 ‘0.8
TENNESSEE 23,019 20.829 20,243 -2,774. ~384 12,0 -1.9
TEXAS 47,500 29,328 20,769 . -18.811 1,442 =33 4.9
UTaH S.117 3,184 2,199 -1.998 -5 “38.9 -0.2
VERMONT 2.132 2,917 2,%6) 430 -3%4 iD.2 12,1
VIRGINIA 22.3%9 17.678 16,878 -%5,481 -798 -24.9 -4, %
WASHINGTON 11,684 9.892 9,400 -2,284 -492 -19.9 -3.0
WEST VIRGINIA 11,963 11,177 11,068 -a97 =111 -7.% -5.0
wISCONSIN 19,187 13,874 13,234 -5,953 -840 >31.0 -4.5
WYOMING 1,197 9e8 942 ~254 -53 -21.2 -5.%
AMERICAN SAMOA 71 [1] 161 20 95 126.8 143.9
GUAM 139 880 913 179 33 23.6 3.8
NORTHERN MARTANAS - - - - - - -
TRUST TERRITORIES sae - - - - - -
VIRGIN ISLANOS 954 01 628 -328 9525 -34.4 519.8
BUR. OF INDIAN AFFAIRS - 733 723 - ~13 - -1.8
U.S. AND TERRITORIES  989.947 802,264 780.831 -188,7:6 -2%,433 -19.9 -2.7
(Continued)
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Table 3A6

NUMHER ANO CHANGE IN NUMBER OF CHILDREN AGES 3-21 YEARS SEAVED UNDER P.L. §9-31] AND P.L. 94-142

EMOTIONALLY DISTURBED

PERCENT CHANGE

cccccecc e NUMBER -=~-~~==--¢ +CHANGES IN NUMBER SERVED+ +-IN MUMBER SERVED*

STAYE 1978-77
ALABAMA 9217
ALASKA 338
ART20NA 3.868
ARKANSAS 240
CALIFDRANIA 21,990
COLORADO 4,844
CONNECTICUT 10.381
DELAWARE 2.792
DISTRICT OF COLuMBIA 1.086
FLORIDA 7.%584
GEORGIA 9.077
HAWALL 158
10AHO S61
ILLINGIS 31,187
INDTANA 1,400
{OwA 1,797
KANSAS 1,980
KENTUCKY 1,924
LOUISIANA J.499
MAINE 2,904
MARYLANO 3.787
MASSACHUSETTS 24,487
MICHIGAN 13.224
MINNESOTA 4,403
MISS1ISSIpPI S0
MISSOURI 5.3%9
MONTANA 17
NEBRASKA 977
NEVAOA S48
NEW HAMPSHIRE saa
NEwW JERSEY 11,758
NEW MEXICO 1,278
NEwW YORK 48,948
NURYH CAROLINA 2.482
NORTH DAKOTA 208
DHIQ ' 1,940
DKL AHOMA 482
DREGON 2,439
PENNSYLVANIA 9,7
PUERYD RICO 378
RHOOE ISLANOD 1,248
SODUTH CAROLINA 4.058
SDUTH DAXOTA 149
TENNESSEE 2.482
TEXAS 9.7
UTAH 10.280
VERMONT 127
VIRGINIA J.689
WASMINGTON S.891
wEST VIRGINIA 833
WwISCONSIN 4.828
WYDMING 447
ARERICAN SAMOA o
GUAM 22
NORTHERN MARIANAS -
TRUST TERRITORIES 93
VIRGIN ISLANDS 78
BUR. OF INDIAN AFFAIRS -
U.S. AND TERRITORIES 283.072

3.a80
e

s, 148
833
9,183
7.3%8
12,328
2,807
[11]
14,93
16,523
437
43
31,780
2,539
4.127
3,814
2,193
4,643
4,317
3,448
19,188
19.293
5,013
397
7.136
589
1,761
say
1,209
15,929
1,948
47,933
5,010
328
8,138
980
2,548
14,818
2,044
1.209
5,288
339
2,823
15,432
10,248
451
8.398
4,573
1,238
9.09%
788

o

71

42
263

41,788

1982-82

a,118
382
S.208
808
9,487
7.9968
13,089
2.943
697
17,077
17,412
438
s1g
31,684
2,778
4,749
4.323
2.3%6
4,229
4,229
3.%98
16,970
20,400
5,888
422
7,017
883
1.887
790
1,197
15,294
2,184
44,229
s.599
297
6.302
1.039
2.56%
16,859
798
1,168
5,710
320
2.0%3
17,707
10.623
393
8.723
3.949
1,412
9,598
978

83

kL
251

353,421

140

1982-87 -
1978-77

........ P et emcacrecctts cenerecce cesEccsces cnseSesen ASSNC.iSCLcnss FECNCCCRenSS sesssmeee mFecscssw

Ut

3.199
27
1.622
Jas
-12.323
2,793
2.708
191
-Ja9
9.494
8.238
281
-83
Sas
1.378
2,992
2.342
223
727
1.321
191
~5.497
7.178
1,452
372
1.638
387
910
242
S12
J.496

2,723
3.138

4.383
578
126
6.869
420
-03
1.852
172
a2
7,977
Ja4
287
3.034
-1,942
777
4.763
532

41

-4

70.3%9

1982-93 -

1901-892
2.238
a8

138
-13
294
238
781
138
12
2,148
ae9

1

-3
-96
238
622
709
163
-418
-92
152

-~ 193
1,107
842
s
=119
114
128
249
-12
-278
218
-3,708
s89
-29
187
79

19
1,847
-1,249
-44
433
-19
230
2.273
378
-58
223
-824
177
S0
193

-8
-7
-12

1982-82 - 1982-93 -

1978-77 1981-02
587.2 57.8
8.1 14.8
44.2 2.7
153.2 -3.9
-87.0 3.2
se.8 3.2
26.1 8.2
8.9 4.8
-3%.80 1.8
125.2 14.4
91.8 S.4
178.1 0.2
-10.8 -4.8
1.7 0.3
98.3 9.3
170.3 15.1
110.3 19.8
3.6 7.4
20.8 -9.0
45.3 2.1
-85.0 4.4
-22.3 1.0
S4.2 S.7
33.0 186.8
744.0 8.2
30.9 -1.7
115.8 20.0
93.1¢ 7.2
44.2 46.0
74.8 -1.0
29.7 -1.8
89.3 1"
-35.8 7.7
127.3 1.8
44.2 -8.9
224.9 2.7
125.1 8.2
S.2 0.7
70.2 12. 4
11.7 -81.1
-8.8 -3.8
40.7 8.0
115.8 -5.8
15.0 8.8
82.0 14.7
3.2 3.7
210.7 -12.9
82.2 S
-33.0 -13.8
122.4 14.3
93.3% 5.5
119.0 24.8
180.0 -11.3
-33.8 -18.7
- 4.6

~
S
o
[
-~
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Table JAG6

NUMBER AND CHANGE IN NUMBER OF CHILOREN AGES 3-21 YEARS SERVEO UNDER P.L. §9-313 AND P.L. 94-142

STATE

e r e ES e st anc et smeeenare CTTAEtcNaN NSANANESS SNeNSSesmEmts mecscemamccas "W

ALABAMA
ALASKA
ARIZ0NA
ARKANSAS
CALIFORNIA
COLORAOO
CONNECTICUT
OELAWARE
OISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
FLORIOA
GEORGIA
HAWALL

10AHO
ILLINDIS
INDIANA

10wA

KANSAS
KENTUCKY
LOUISIANA
MAINE
MARYLAND
MASSACHUSETTS
MICHIGAN
MINNESOTA
MISSISSIPPI
M1SSOURI
MONTANA
NEBRASKA
NEVAOA

NEW HAMPSHIRE
NEW JERSEY
NEW MEXICO
NEW YORK
NORTH CAROLINA
NORTH OAKOTA

OREGON
PENNSYLVANIA
PUERTO RICO

RHOOE ISLAND
SOUTH CAROLINA
SOUTH OAKOTA
TENNESSEE

TEXAS

UTAH

VERMONT

VIRGINIA
WASHINGTON

WEST VIRGINIA
WISCONSIN
WYOMING

AMERICAN SAMOA
GUAM

NORTHERN MARIANAS
TRUST TERRITORIES
VIRGIN ISLANDS
BUR. OF INODIAN AFFAIRS

U.S. AND TERRITORIES

OTHER HEALTH IMPAIREO

PERCENT CHANGE

becccncacacsNUMBER -vccmeccnaé CHANGES IN NUMBER SERVEO+ ¢~IN NUMBER SERVEO+

1978-77

4338
1,547
450
269
28,184

8
2,302
19
Sos8
1,282
1,593
43
140
8,838
1,134
12
4N
1,532
1.598
708
180
3,007
1,282
1,362
203
1,378
130
47
81
1,138
2.3588

29,048
%03

801
243
2.820
9,883

1,740
871
e

2,343

30.747
234
143

1,342
722
429

1,043
252

3
28
n

-]

141,417

kL] ]
81
700
259
15,032
o

1,022
L1
17
2.342
1.489
0

382
J.082
293
183
478
832
1.332
J41
448

80,171

1982-83
401 -4
S8 -1.489
882 213
249 -20
14,071 -14.093
-8
918 -1,308
123 107
87 -439
1,989 207
L1 -857
9 -39
423 284
1,722 -4,91]
282 -892
207 195
St -300
e08 -925
1,769 172
251 -4353
S60 k1 3]
1,839 -1,868
10 -1,372
LL1] -497
1 -202
704 -872
127 -3
0 -47
Ja2 -289
226 -909
1.508 -1,080
95 44
S.912 -19.922
1,188 LI.x}
112 59
0 -801
228 -15
S89 -1.961
8 -9,833
2.099 2,014
210 -1,%30
150 =521
60 -2951
1,492 -891
S, 483 -235.282
224 o
118 -29
489 -873
1,336 814
923 4938
S0s -538
227 -23
2 -
12 -14
0 o
0 -
$2.026 -89.391

141

157

1902-83 -

1
-3
-38
-10
981
0
-104
69
-%0
=773
-173
9

41
-1.J68
-13
22
-427
=248
438
-90
112
-18

-28. 145

1982-83 - 1989280 -

1978-77  1981-82
-7.8 J.4
-98.2 -4.9
47.3 -5.4
-1.3 -3.9
-50.0 -8.4
-100.0 -
-80.1 ~10.2
578.7 123.2
-88.7 ~42.7
22.3 -33.0
-58.2 -52.8
“81.1 -
203.2 10.7
-74.0 ~44.2
-795.1 -4.4
1,825.0 11.9
-8a.2 -89.3
-80.3 -28.7
10.7 22.7
-84.4 “26.4
212.0 25.0
-49.1 -0.9
-99.3 1.1
-38.4 -4.2
-99.9 -
-a8.8 0.7
-1.9 23.3
-100.0 -
-as.8 20.8
-80.1 19.8
-41.7 2.1
88.3 9.2
-77.1 -82.1
135,89 8.4
. 107.3 101.8
-100.0 -
8.2 -3s.a
-77.9 -2.2
-99.9 -71.4
2.395.0 234.2
-87.9 1.4
-77.6 -28.0
-80.7 -3.2
-38.0 29.0
-82.2 19.9
0.0 28.8
-19.7 -31.0
88,1 19.8
112.7 6.4
119.4 3.2
-51,8 14.8
-9.7 83.3
-33.3 -
-52.9 -40.0
- -100.0

- 32.0
-83.2 -35.1
(Continued)



Table 3A6

NUMBER ANG CHANGE IN NUMBER OF CHILOREN AGES 3-21 YEARS SERVED UNDER P.L. 89-313 AND P.L. 94-142

MULTIHANDICAPPED

PERCENT CHANGE
#ecemccccan NUMBER--~«-=~=v-¢ 4CHANGES IN NUMBER SERVEOD* +-IN NUMBER SERVED*

1982-83 - 1902-83 - 1982-83 - 198283 -
STATE 19768-17 1981-82 1982-93 1978-77 1981-82 1978-77 1981-82
ALABAMA - 1.093 979 - -74 - -7.0
ALASKA - 190 2a - 28 - 14.7
AR 1ZONA - 777 [ L] - a8 - 8.9
ARKANSAS - 770 753 - -17 - -2.2
CALIFORNIA - S,443 4.778 - -689 - -12.9
COLORADO - 1.242 2.029 . 787 - 8).4
CONNECTICUT - o] 478 - 478 - -
DELAWARE - a k2 . 27 - 875.0
OISTRICT OF coLuMala - 203 94 - <109 - -53.7
FLORIDA - 2.3711 78 - -2.293 - -96.7
GEORGIA - 1.011 %8 - gL 1] - -84.8
HAWALIL - 181 187 - - 8 - 3.9
10AHO - 222 298 - 78 - J4.2
ILLINOLS - 1,912 1.134 - -378 - -25.0
INDIANA - 1,188 1.458 - 272 - 22.9
10wWA - 701 797 - s8 - 8.0
KANSAS - 748 403 - 341 - -49.7
KENTUCKY - 1.200 1.298 - 93 - 7.9
LOUISTANA - 938 998 - s7 - 8.1
MA INE . 788 738 - -50 - -8.3
MARYLANO - 2,958 3,249 - 304 - 10.4
MASSACHUSETTS - 2.074 .9,047 . -27 - -0.9
MICHIGAN . 49 187 - -1682 - -406.4
MINNESOTA - o 4 - ‘ - -
MISSISSIPPI - 247 227 - -20 - -8.1
MISSOuURI - SN 817 - 288 - $3.9
MONTANA - 640 323 - =317 - -49.8
NEBRASKA - J47 47 - ] - 0.0
NEVADA - 352 389 - 17 - 4.8
NEW HAMPSHIRE - 141 233 - 94 - 8.7
NEW JERSEY - 3.738 J.741 - S - 0.1
NEW MEXICO - 1.094 1,248 - 292 - 27.7
NEW YORX - 8,171 8.0882 - AR - 11.9
NORTH CAROL INA - 1.991 1.680 - =311 - -15.6
NORTH DAKOTA - o] [+ - o] - -
oMiI0 - 2,147 2.818 - [1.1] - 1.1
OXLAHOMA - 1,179 1,291 - 112 - 9.9
OREGON - 121 118 - -19 - -11.9
PENNSYLVANIA - 28 S - -21 -~ -80.8
PUERTO RICO - 2.3%7 2.992 - 195 - 8.2
RHODE ISLANO - 171 109 - -8 - -J0.8
SOUTH CAROLINA - 419 422 - 7 - 1.7
SOUTH OAKOTA - 4233 92 - -43 - -9.9
TENNESSEE - 1,554 1.729 - 179 - 113
TEXAS - 14,242 7.5928 - -6,718 - -47.2
UTAH - 1,748 1.458 - -287 - -18.4
VERMONT - 518 186 - -320 - -62.0
VIRGINIA - J.2708 3.090 - - 188 - -5.7
WASHINGTON - 1.827 1.740 - -97 - -5.3
WEST VIRGINIA - 247 J28 - 79 - 32.0
WISCONSIN - a4 699 - 51 - 7.9
WYOMING - 422 N7 - -108 - -295.9
AMERICAN SAMOA - 7 9 - 2 - 28.8
GUAM - 163 119 - -44 - -27.0
NORTHERN MARIANAS - - - - - - -
TRUST TERRITORIES - - - - - - -
VIRGIN ISLANOS - 18 ., 29 - 13 - 1.3
BuR, OF INOIAN AFFAIRS - 187 199 - 12 - 8.4
U.S. AND TERRITORIES .- 73.832 65.479 - -8,3%3 - “11.3
v e
(Continued)
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Table 3A6

NUMBER AND CHANGE IN NUMBER OF CHILOREN AOES 3-21 VYEARS SERVED UNDER P.L. §9-313 ANO P.L. 94-142
HARD OF HEARING & OEaF

PERCENT CHANGE
#emencccnancNUMBER - »===c==-¢ 4CHANGES IN NUMBER SERVED® +-IN NUMBER SERVEO*

1982-83 - 1982-83 -~ 1982-8] - 19892-80 -
STATE 1978-77 1981-82 1982-82 1978-77 1981,82 1976-77 1901-82
ALABAMA 924 1.097 1.138 213 79 23.0 7.9
ALASKA 482 244 200 -282 . -44 -58.8 -18.0
ARIZ20NA 907 1.038 1.042 137 7 15.1 0.7
ARKANSAS 518 [ 1:1.] 739 224 " 4.3 8.3
CALIFORNIA 7,124 7.212 7.217 9 4 1.9 0.1
COLORADO 1.181 1.030 1.018 -183 -12 -13.8 -1.2
CONNECTICUT 1,890 1,219 988 -904 -2 -47.8 -19.1
DELAWARE 188 292 294 127 a 75.9% 18,2
OISTRICT OF coLuMBIA 278 490 8 -19% -407 -70.1 -83.1
FLORIDA 2,183 2.068% 2.088 -77 21 -3.8 1.0
OEORO1A 2.249 2.0%4 1.847 -402 -187 -17.9 -9.2
HAWALL 338 408 248 -87 -187 -28.9 -38.8
10AHO 421 404 430 10 28 2.3 8.4
ILLINOIS 4,249 4,180 4,198 =181 1.} -2.9 0.9
INDIANA 1,680 1.324 1,362 -298 s -17.9 2.9
10WA 918 1.009 1.061 146 52 16.0 8.2
KANSAS 1.981 798 M “1,210 13 -81.1 1.7
KENTUCKY 1.298 1.128 942 =312 -182 -24.9 -18.2
LOUISIANA 1.378 1.6881 1.707 329 28 2.9 1.9
MAINE 592 47 4023 -190 -70 -32.0 -14.8
MARYLANO 1.827 1.99% 1.500 -127 -98 -7.8 -8.0
MASSACHUSETTS 8.738 1,089 +1.939 4,799 30 -71.2 2.8
MICHIGAN 3.101 3.104 3.0%9 -42 -435 -1.3 -1.4
MINNESOTA 1,974 1,468 1.838 a1 187 2.9 .4
MISSISSIPPI 801 648 833 -188 -1 -20.7 -1.7
MISSOURI 1.46S 1,214 1.178 290 -39 -19.8 -3.2
MONTANA 1.1} 2952 247 -114 -8 -31.68 -2.4
NEBRASKA 474 734 514 40 -220 8.4 -30.0
NEVAOA 204 192 179 -29 -18 -14.0 ~9.3
NEW HAMPSHIRE 432 1.1} 276 196 -92 -38.0 -25.0
NEW JERSEY 2.794 2.324 2.028 -786 298 -27.4 -12.7
NEW MEXICO 422 412 422 o] 10 0.0 2.4
NEW YORKX 5.89) 4.1 S5.088 -807 433 -13.7 9.6
NORTH CAROLINA 2.338 2.299 2.308 =N [} “1.3 0.2
NORTH OAKOTA 208 209 257 52 a8 25.4 23.0
OHIO0 2.779 2.880 2.783 4 123 0.1 48
DKL AHOMA 818 338 832 Js 18 4.4 1.9
OREGON 1,288 1,458 1.408 144 -47 1.9 -3.2
PENNSYLVANIA 5.492 4,288 4,163 -1,288 121 -23.8 -2.8
PUERTO RICO 9291 1,537 2.237 1,247 700 125.8 435.9
RHOOE ISLANO J%8 242 240 -118 -2 -32.8 -0.8
SOUTH CAROLINA 1.813 1,131 1.191 -422 80 -28.1 5.3
SDUTH DAKOTA 248 434 304 58 -150 22.8 -33.0
TENNESSEE 2,178 2.408 2, 188 1" -220 0.9 9.1
TEXAS g.421 4.870 4.868 «1,593 -2 -24.2 0.0
UTAH 748 741 829 a4 . (1] 1.2 11.9
VERMONT 138 21 208 89 =118 49.8 -35.8
VIRGINIA 1,797 1,908 1.819 -182 -290 =-10.1 -18.2
WASHINGTON 2.3%9 1,274 1,389 -974 1 -41.3 8.7
WwEST VIROINIA 576 3513 4%0 -as -23 -14.9 ~4.9
WISCONSIN 1,287 1.320 1.243 -22 -73 “-1.7 ~8.7
WYOMING 188 180 127 -s8 -33 -31.4 -20.6
AMERICAN SAMOA 24 12 19 -1 1 -45.8 8.3
GUAM 1,184 116 87 -1.077 - -92.9 -28.3
NORTHERN MARIANAS - - - - - - -
TRUST TERARITORIES 7 - - - - - -
VIRGIN ISLANOS 17 26 47 -70 21 -L3.8 80.8
BUR. OF INOIAN AFFAIRS - 108 24 - -72 - “87.9
Uu.S. ANO TERRITORIES 89.743 76.387 7%.327 -14.408 -1.0%0 -18.1 “1.4
(Continued)
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Table 3A6

NUMBER AND CHANGE IN NUMBER OF CHILOREN AGES J-21 YEARY SERVEO UNDER P.L, 88-313 AND P.L. 94-142

DRTHOPEDICALLY IMPAIRERO

PERCENT CHANGE

bemccmcncc oo NUMBER===----=--4 $CHANGES IN NUMBER SERVEO+ ¢-IN NUMBER SERVED*

STATE 1978-77
ALABAMA 602
ALASKA 104
ARIZONA 480
ARKANSAS 253
CALIFORNIA 26.737
COLORAOO 1.980
CONNECTICUT (1.1
OELAWARE 202
OISTRICT OF COLUMATA 194
FLORIOA 2.042
GEORGIA 692
HAWALL 194
10AM0 811
ILLINOIS 3.451
INDIANA 837
10wA 492
KANSAS 310
KENTUCKY 451
LOUISTANA a6
MAINE ars
MARYL AND [T}
MASSACHUSETTS 5,903
MICHIGAN 3,772
MINNESOTA 939
MISSISSIPPI 140
MISSOURI 1.088
MONTANA a2
NEBRASKA 273
NEVADA 178
NEW HAMPSHIRE 241
NEW JUERSEY 1.977
NEW MEXICO 430
NEW YORK 35.788
NORTH CAROLINA 943
NORTH OAKOTA a
OHI0 2.729
OXLAHOMA 512
OREGON 830
PENNSYLVANTIA 3,128
PUERTO RICO 210
RHOOE 1SLAND 181
SOUTH CAROLINA 923
SOUTH OAKOTA 207
TENNESSEE 1.297
TEXAS 8.091
UTAH 291
VERMONT 18
VIRGINIA 997
WASHINGTON 1.687
WEST VIRGINIA 490
WISCONSIN 1,331
WYOMING 97
AMERICAN 3AMOA o
GUAM 2
NORTHERN MARIANAS -
TRUST TERRITORIES 4
VIRGIN ISLANDS 42
BUR. OF INDIAN AFFAIRS -
U.S. AND TERRITORIES 87,0080

kL)
198
902
0@7
7.296
838
478
288
99

1.939
1.962

1. 104

1902-02

s
243
747
421
7.00
"s
383
R}
140
2.080
212
214
308
4.392
aia
(LX)}
719
761
[11]
429
828

- 1,929
4.804
1,298
383
a42
114
400
204
137
1.2
pelel ]
4.347
1.013
181
3.338
434
222
2,119
822
221
501
224
1,082
3,828
283
120
719
1.070
393
1.19%
177

2

19

1"
17

57.808

144

1902-83 -
1976-77

-2214
140

287

168
-19.724
-768
-821

-N

-29.%02

1902-83 -

190182

1982-897 - 1982-8) -

1976-77  1981-82
-36.7 8.7
124.9 22.7
62.4 -17.3
65,1 1.0
-73.7 -3.8
-48.4 -2.4
-63.1 -24. 1

2.8 8.0
-27.8 41.4
0.9 4.4
32.0 9.9
10.8 -18.7
-49.9 -9.8
27.3 -e.2
-2.2 1.2
08.9 8.8
131.9 138.5
€s.9 1.8
3.8 24.1
13.8 -3.8
-8.0 -10.3
-74.2 -0.8
24.2 2.4
38.0 -0.2
193.0 -10.8
-21.0 -10.8
9.9 29.9
4.2 -23.1
.7 23.4
-43.2 -17.%
-34.68 -14.7
-31.6 8.8
-24.9 -24.4
7.6 -3.7
123.9 9.7
29.8 5.7
-18.2 18.7
9.8 -4.9
-32.2 9.3
149.2 -73.4
22.1 7.8
-13.2 5.8
13.3 -3.7
-18.8 1.7
-56.4 10.2
-2.6 -10. 4
58s.7 -83.7
-27.9 -14.4
-35.8 0.2
-19.7 0.0
-10.2 6.5
83.4 -3.8
- 0.0
850.0 8.7
-73.8 -8.3
- -32.0
-33.9 -a.1
(Continued)
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Table 3A6

NUMEER AND CHANGE IN NUMBER OF CHILDREN AGES 3-21 YRARS SERVED UNDER P.L. 89-213 AND P.L. 94-142

STATE
ALABAMA
ALASKA
ARIZONA
ARKANSAS
CALIFORNIA
COLORADO
CONNECTICUT
OELAWARE
DISTRICT OF coLuMAla
FLORIDA
GEORGIA
HAWALL
10AHO
ILLINGIS
INOIANA
1ovwa
KANSAS
KENTUCKY
LOUISIANA
MAINE
MARYL AND
MASSACHUSETTS
MICHIGAN
MINNESOTA
MISSISSIPPL
MISSOURI
MONTANA
NEBRASKA
NEVADA
NEW HAMPSHIRE
NEW JERSEY
NEW MEXICO
NEW YORK
NORTH CAROL'NA
NORTH DAXKOTA
OHIO
OKLAHOMA
OREGON
PENNSYLVANIA
PUERTO RICO
RHOOE ISLAND
SOUTH CAROLINA
SOUTH OAKOTA
TENNESSEE
TEXAS
UTAH
VERMONT
VIRGINIA
VASHINGTON
WEST VIRGINIA
VISCONSIN
WYOMING
AMERICAN SAMOA
GUAM
NORTHERN MARIANAS
TRUST TERRITORIES
vIRGIN ISLANDS
BUR. OF INOTAN AFFAIRS

U.S. AND TERRITORIES

VISUALLY HANDICAPPRD

PERCENT CHANGE

boreeamenaa NUMBER === -=-=--¢ $CHANGES IN NUMBER SEAVED® ¢-IN NUMBER SERVEO+

1978-77

weeaveste wcwmsbtYms Feessawwn ervNNecmeacab CCeevsmvewme “oveww ey SUISSScco

278
a3
aas
281
3,121
428
877
(1)
122
774
831
a8
289
1,831
830
230
FET
449
532
224
810
2,488
1,314
570
178
881
234
180
79
278
1,433
197
4,134
830
94
1,174
248
503
3,318
177
127
959
a3
992
1,971
321
22
1.528
949
233
578
191
4
18
a8
22

J8.247

1902-83 -

1981-083 1982-82 1976-77
413 423 4
31 L] -27
400 374 10
J10 289 -12
2,241 2,203 -918
3N 3 -94
893 719 42
142 127 47
Se 4] -79
787 770 -4
als 806 -228
7 8l 18
164 181 ~208
1.80) 1,400 -2
520 Sa28 -124
229 241 11
203 277 -S54
S24 481 12
422 469 -83
142 131 -73
804 s87 -223
788 a3 -1,834
209 912 -402
422 419 - 181
258 233 59
401 %0 ~271
177 182 -S1
211 150 -30
82 83 14
217 103 -172
1.358 1,221 -214
149 134 -83
1.839 2,002 -2.132
ea1 892 -158
78 80 -14
984 987 191
299 338 92
s78 1 211
1,934 1,813 ~1,3503
1,791 2.898 2,319
89 87 -80
492 488 -471
98 80 -3
778 717 -273
1.821 1,999 429
337 LR J0
119 44 12
1.878 1,873 J47
354 380 -3589
277 N -40
468 451 -124
44 78 -118

1 3 -1

42 32 17
1" 12 ~10
13 14 -
30.979 J31.098 ~7.151

145

1982-03 - 1982-83 - 1982-83 -
1901-82 1978-77 © 1981-82
10 12.8 2.4
s :32.8 9.8
-28 a.6 -8.3
-4t -4t -13.2
- 138 :29.4 -5.9
-2 -22.1 -0.8
28 8.2 3.8
.18 s8.2 -10.0
-1 -84.8 -20.4
-17 -0.8 -2,2
=232 .27, 1 -27.7
-10 38.5 -13.7
-3 -58.3 -1.8
-402 -14.2 -22.4
8 -19.1 1.2
12 4.8 5.2
12 -18.3 4.5
-8 2.7 -12.0
47 “19.0 11.1
9 -32.8 8.3
-7 -27.9 -2.8
(%] -88.8 8.2
] -30.8 0.3
-3 -26.8 -0.7
-28 32.8 -9.7
-1 -41.0 -2.7
s -21.8 3.4
-81 -18.7 -28.9
-17 -17.7 -20.7
-114 -82.8 -92.8
-134 -14.9 -9.9
.13 -32.0 -10.1
183 -51.8 8.9
11 -18.9 1.8
2 -14.9 2.6
19 -18.2 2.0
29 37.7 13.0
137 41.9 23.8
-121 -48.3 -8.3
943 1,423.2 54.0
-2 <47.0 -2.9
-4 ~49.1 -0.8
-38 -4.8 -38.8
-81 -27.7 -7.8
178 27.3 9.8
14 9.3 4.2
-78 37.8 -83.0
-3 22.7 -0.2
28 -80.0 7.3
38 -11.3 13.0
-13 -21.8 -3.2
M -60.7 70.9
2 -23.0 200.0
-10 106.5 -23.8
1 -48.5 9.1
1 - 7.7
117 -18.7 0.4
(Continued)
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NUMBER AND CHANGE

STATE

ALABAMA
ALASKA
ARI ZONA

ARKAN!
CALIF
COLOR

SAS
DRNIA
ADD

CONNECTICUT

DELAW.
olsTR
FLDRI
GEDRG
HAWAL
10AHO

ARE

ICT DOF coLuMaIA
Da

Ia

1

ILLINOLS

INOIA
10WA

KANSA
KENTU
Louls
MAINE
MARYL.
MASSA
MICHI
MINNE
MISSI
MISSO
MONTA|
NEBRA
NEVAD
NEW M
NEW J
NEW M

NA

L]
cKY
1ANA

ANO
CHUSETTS
GAN

SOTA
SSIPPI
URT-

NA

SKA

A
AMPSHIRE
ERSEY
EXICcO

NEW YORK

NORTH
NORTH
OHIO

CAROLINA
DAKOTA

DKL AHOMA

OREGO
PENNS

N
YLVANIA

PUERTO RICD

RHDOE
SOUTH
SOUTH
TENNE
TEXAS
UTAH

VERMOI
VIRGI
WASHI
WEST

WISCO
WYOMI
AMERI
GUAM

NORTH
TRUST
VIRGE
BUR.

u.s.

ISLAND
CAROLINA
OAKDTA

SSEE .

NT

NIA

NGTON
VIRGINIA
NSIN

NG

CAN SAMOA

ERN MARIANAS
TERRITORIES

N ISLANDS

OF INDIAN AFFAl

AND TERRITORIES

IN NUMBER OF

bovvavvma

1978-77

e wecwavena

L L I e I O I R T S T O O R T T R R T T S R ST UNE T S T TN T TR S T AT T TSN T T T SRS

RS

Tabla 3A6

CHILOREN AGES J-21 YEARS SERVED UNDER p.L, 89-313 AND P.L. 94-142

1981-82
L)
23
]
20

203
(] ]

DEAF-BLIND

54
18
(-]
23
229
92
3
42
39
71
7
92
L]
104
24
17
370
19
29
1"
a1
140
(-]
N
47
83
23

2.332

146

1976-77

“evWveves cvsvealova ecvammavemsvas

-

L L T T T T T O S T R T S T S S R R T R P S S S T S T

1982:83 -

-1
-7
-]
3
28
24
-2
3
18
-2
-84
28
-1
-4
-6
-23
Ja2
“114
-40
-8
-3
-3
]
-8
4
18
-3
8
]
-2
-9
21
42
10
-7
-87
-1
12
1
-87
S

1
=27
18
43
a8
-9
-28
-10
-19
-9
-28
1
-2
-S
-1

{

. PERCENY CHANGE
== =NUMBER-==-==~<==4 +CHANGES IN NUMBIR SIAVED+ ¢-IN NUMBER SERVED+

1983-83 -
1978-77

L I I I T O I O T e T T T T S S S S S T S T T S T N S A T T WS TR TS

1982-03 -
1981-82

eesewwseveee cuwlEmva® cenweweme

1.8
-31.8

15.0
12.8
35.3
-40.0
7.7
63.3
~24.5
-68.8
100.0
-64.7
3.7
-20.0
-87.9%
+221.4
-84.7
~81.3
-35.3
-s.8
-2.1
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ALl

Table 1Bl

NUMBRA OF SPRCIAL COUCATION TEACHERS IMPLOYID
TO SEAVE HANOICAPPRO CHILOREN O - 21 YRAAS OLO

4ee=eeceCONDET{ONS==-==-=¢ #-=<<LEARNING OIBABLEO---¢

TEACHERY TEACHERS TRACHIRS TEACHERS TUACHIRS TEACHURS
EMPLOYEO EMPLOYEO EMPLOYED EMPLOYEO EMPLOYERD EMPLOYEO

STATE 1979-77
ALABAMA 3,200
ALASKA 108
ARIIONA 2,888
ARKANSAS 1,498
CALIFORNIA 13,507
COLORADO 3,001
CONNECTICUT 3,904
OELAWARE 83¢
OISTRICT OF ColumalA (L1
FLORIOA 68,602
GEORGIA 4,778
HAWALL 702
10aHO a8
TLLINOLS 12,679
INDIANA 3,382
10wA 2,892
KANSAS 1,758
KENTUCKY 3,402
LOUISIANA 3,240
MAINE 1.040
MARYLANO 4.019
MASSACHUSETTS 5.362
MICHIGAN 8,403
MINNESOTA 4,838
MISSISSIPRI 1,971
MISSOURI 4.418
MONTANA 968
NEBRASKA 1,220
NEVAOA 525
NEW HAMPSHIRE 1.007
NEW JERSEY 8,644
NEW MEXICO -
NEW YORK 13.698
NORTH CAROLINA 4.088
NORTH DAKOTA 52
OHIO 6,702
OXLAHOMA 2,11
OREGON 1,989
PENNSYLVANIA 8,687
PUERTO RICO 698
RHOOE ISLANO s0s
SOUTH CAROLINA J3.559
SOUTH DAKOTA 409
TENNESSEE 4,700
TEXAS 6.864
UTAH 1.102
VERMONT 263
VIRGINIA 3,763
WASHINGTON 2,132
WEST VIRGINIA 1,850
WISCONSIN 4,940
WYOMING 444
AMERICAN SAMOA 20
GUAM 64
NORTHERN MARLANAS -
TRUST TERRITORIES s3
VIRGIN ISLANDS "
BUR. OF INDIAN AFFAIRS 132
U.S. AND TERRITORIES 179.804

1980-814
4,887
218
2,983
2,422
16,054
3,188
3,081
1,128
471
8,708
8,140
a0l
723
14,2%0
4,844
4,397
2,008
4,028
8,472
1,734
5.338
8,148
10,562
6.348
3,043
5,514
"1
1,212
aas
1,537
8,283

19.337
S.671
$22
11,324
3.392
2,017
9,088
1.087
701

- 3,381
410
3,382
13,111
1,592
592
8,788
3.302
2,199
5,638
481
22

148

232.627

1984-82
4,018
arn
3,082
2,291
14,881
3,372
3,018
9238
714
7,938
68,343
aeo
717
16,827
85,978
3,803
2,847
4,008
4,924
1,668
s,088
6,008
7.480
5,209
3,143
S,598

286
238,288

1976-77  1980-81 198182
314 848 880
279 234 ane

1,003 1,832 1,849
239 914 998
4,933 8,947 7,818
1,209 1,418 1,438
1,337 1.829 1,498
320 820 224
132 182 281
1,509 2,977 2,360
838 1,638 1.648
293 n 238
a7l 423 aes
2,803 4,864 8,000
279 1.476 1.664
1,036 1.728 1,214
889 742 709
838 1,291 Q89
184 2,098 2.008
178 528 828
1,712 2,628 2.290
1,008 2,878 2,180
1,299 2,586 2,298
1,908 2,707 2.647
272 024 928
1,094 2,254 2,284
442 488 [}
227 428 700
284 267 421
181 323 199
1,231 2,738 2,822
2,398 8,981 7,197
-419 1.630 1.670
128 188 183
1,838 8,292 5,398
834 1.368 1,492
729 874 438
1,397 2,809 2,597
a 81 €0
198 ae? es
488 633 838
129 110 130
1.640 939 1,370
1.678 3,800 6,377
10 43 439

47 118 229
968 2,178 2,428
517 1,437 1.040
272 818 762
1,249 1,908 2,027
228 287 -

2 ] "

8 42 -

‘ - -

7 - -

47 - 134
44.000 84.867 83,673

4o cSPUNCH IMPAIREOS-=~s

TRACHIRS TUACHERS TRACHERD
teeLOYIO EMPLOYIO EMPLOYEO

1978-77 1880-8% . 1001-02
188 304 bt k]
48 [ 1) s

(] - 188

180 199 0
(13 973 3,828
3268 124 eos

- 90 0

82 29 28
20 18 (1]
709 1,132 o
480 a9s 649

- 108 e

90 [} 102
1,688 2,002 2.037
e L] [} =]
27 (] ] 19

- - J74

72 812 513

- 819 283

1 90 109

418 417 149
1,908 1.873 844
1,370 1,427 1,166
a58 960 0
231 437 402
a34 a94 a9s
198 [ ] ]

- 414 [+ ]

9 sa 7
181 242 o
1,281 138 171
1.288 2,599 2.,36%
10 483 208

] o 160

- o ]

292 473 aNn
189 3%0 %0

- 981 1.298

7 26 22

-] 2s 49
4¢6 447 447

1 o o

860 .. 0
1.624 2,041 0
] 28 98

0 17 2
S13 743 o

- 2951 48

207 28 o
230 1,149 1,188
-] 0 -

2 2 -

1 4 -

7 - -

4 - -

] - J4
16.392 24,411 20.499

#<<<oMENTALLY RUTAROED--<+

TEACHIRS TEACHIRS TUACHIRS
IMPLOYRO EMPLOYRD IMPLOYRO

1978-77 1980-81 1a81-02
2,478 2,848 2,24y
12 120 L1
V,020 e Lk )
84 1,128 1,109
3,210 2,748 1,139
840 (1]] [ JB]
V.187 623 [ L]
213 184 ‘14
278 149 181
2,784 2,221 2,124
2,319 2,079 2,034
178 148 [ 1]
203 230 122
4,104 3,087 3,983
1,987 2,482 2,484
1,224 1,891 1,012
780 [LL] 304
1,801 1,728 1,308
1,083 1,644 1,380
219 440 440
1,349 1,362 978
1,009 1,727 1,332
3,382 3,428 2,602
1,079 1,879 1,714
1,298 1,844 1,340
1,923 1,470 1,489
248 127 [+ ]
728 2089 343.
139 121 13
181 272 ()]
1,428 1.018 1,872
4,198 3,982 3,824
3,043 2,907 2,389
194 270 241¢
4,070 4,008 8,104
289 1,123 1,080
408 w2 417
9,102 3,320 3,830
206 62¢ 734
180 228 139
1,928 1,467 1,913
108 198 407
1,488 1,878 1,048
1,934 3,387 3,878
148 173 194
108 299 209
1,888 1,811 1,480
979 % 977
892 978 ese
1,711 1.178 1,897
138 114 -
8 [ 1"
44 72 -
9 - -
48 - -
60 - 47
71.681 - 67,942 84,003

CERTAIN OISCREPANCIES MAY HAVE OCCURREO OUE TO VARYING INTERPRETATIONS OF FuLL TIME EQUIVALENCY (FTE) AMONG STATES

ANO WITHIN THE SAME STATE HETWEEN ONE YEAR ANO ANOTHER.
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SEP 1S WORKING wITH THE SEAS TO IMPROVE THE VALIDITY OF THIS DATA.
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Tahle 3Bl

MIMRER OF §PRCIAL JOUGATION TRAQHERS EMRLOYED
YO SERVE HANDICARPRD GHILOREN O ~ 31 YRARR OLD

QrHER HARD QF HEARING
. 2 ENOTTONALLY O1ATURBED-+ *”'-'HIM.TN mﬂll"o""‘ nan s MULTTHANQLGAPPEDs 222 d $uvsnnussnl QEARornzrszzae

TEACHER® TRACHERY TEACHERE TEACHERS TEAGHENA TEACHERE "AGHIII VEACHERS THACHERS TRACHERS TEACHERS YEACHARS

IMPLOYEO EMALOYED KMALOYEO EMPLOYED EMPLOYEQ EMPLOYFO EMPLOYEO RMALOYED AMPLOYED EMPLOYERO ENPLOYED EMPLOVED
STATH 1976=77  (G80+81 (98142 1978-77 1900-81 (901-02 |"l'11 1900°81 198180 197677 1eA0~8Y 190100
TN NE ST RNYRI L TN HRNTANIAY yNeATRan Y0 eANTanNY QU N AN CSORATNRD NANCRADNE AVRcseur ANFRINENAD SVAFASRE REDeTend BPEUNAUTE FPYTRANN wRAANEAN
ALADAMA 78 el > 291 [ ]] 14 14 . 104 124 4 W0 L1
ALASKA J0 32 L1 [} ] 4 . 9 F) ) a k1) ”
ARIZONA 440 430 348 1 - [ }] " 1694 189 140 114 130
ARKANSAS 27 [ 1] 4% %0 ] 9 - bl ] 13 " as %0
CALIPORNIA 2,304 1,480 an 41 498 613 . . 19 047 612 249
COLORADD ! 87 189 408 - - ] « an e 133 199 124
CONNSCTICUT 908 870 a0y k] 28 9 . 1123 (4] e 74 L1}
OELAWARE 171 10 73 | | \ . [ ] [} 40 £ ) F1]
OISTRICT OF coLuMalA 107 1] | 1] 24 12 14 - 7 4 J0 7 12
FLORIOA 838 1,281 1,182 200 298 e . 82 0 288 k1] ] m
QEDRGIA 881 1,344 1,217 193 b I | 121 . 90 70 a7 198 and
Hawall k1] 49 1] 124 ] . - 28 4 a2 [ T} 48
10AHO 48 28 23 28 o] a - ] 1] 23 12
ILLINCIS 2,872 2,198 2,348 . 0 . . 9 44 ses 840 700
INOTANA 184 Je9 488 102 1 10 - 1684 143 2148 199 198
10wA 201 J20 288 [.] ] 128 20 - a9 92 184 240 144
KANSAS 220 J44 J88 268 21 1] . . o] []] 118 104
KENTUCKY 189 291 220 183 - 189 - 101 108 123 ( 2] ™
LOUISIANA 229 3 87 127 80 90 - 278 [ 1] 148 124 182
MAINE 28 J00 300 . L1 ] (L] . %0 48 29 (1] (1]
MARYL ANO M Jge J80 28 18 40 - 228 340 124 1823 144
MASSACHUSETTS 1,098 1,118 a2 128 114 143 . 179 192 219 14 204
MICHIOAN 1,398 1,947 117 188 - - - 207 229 443 490 398
MINNESOTA 280 Jaa aee 138 142 42 - o] o] " 197 198
MISSISSIpPPl ] 48 L1 ] - [+ o] - 13 0 107 %0 47
MISSOuURl 491 808 aQs o] o] o] - a2 2 180 | 1] L 1]
MONTANA 49 48 ] 1 1 0 - 1] o] 16 ] o]
NEBRASKA 128 S8 s [ ] ] 0 - 10 24 []] 13 N
NEVAOA 22 (.1} 49 20 [} 10 - 28 28 23 28 28
NEY HAMPSHIRE 172 2236 42 131 163 o] - 12 48 40 97 29
NEW JERSEY 930 1,871 1,491 4 22 104 - 284 N 108 232 181
NEW MEXICO - - - - - - . - - - - -
NEYW YORK 3,230 4,228 8,118 1.688 918 [13] - 1,120 1,021 419 a7 o1
NORTH CARDLINA 229 431 414 41 k1] 98 - 12 80 213 328 2%2
NORTH OAKOTA 18 19 22 o] o] - - - 9 7 32
OMl0 210 794 201 a4 o] - - 348 1 [ ] k1 3} 380 87
OXKLAHOMA 27 19 10% o] 18 18 - 9 121 108 128 79
OREGON 102 112 109 24 20 132 - 54 27 46 132 79
PENNSYLVANIA 1,080 1,239 1,230 . 104 128 - 193 ] 8542 947 487
PUERTO RICD 20 82 82 21 o] 4 - 20 248 90 144 92
RHOOE ISLANOD 92 78 1] o] o] } - 0 18 1
SOUTH CARDLINA 248 Ja8 7 124 20 21 - 32 a3 184 11 147
SOUTH OAKDTA 28 19 a1 2 3 3 - 22 22 32 28 as
TENNESSEE 398 220 a0 270 128 100 - 218 2%0 230 214 290
TEXAS 89 788 968 - ‘24 180 - 289 203 818 484 408
UTAH 49 142 k11 34 [ ] 2 - 132 120 ] a2 a4
VERMONT 28 9% 40 ] 7 K - 19 28 N 22 18
VIRGINIA 254 940 370 1" 18 1" - 218 216 222 193 180
YASHINGTON Je3% 328 222 L] s 33 - 1T a1 127 184 112
WEST VIRGINIA s? 128 154 920 41 m - 12 23 L1} 48 78
WISCONSIN 364 982 1.043 4 40 49 - o] [+] 199 189 197
WYOMING 9 0 - 4 2 . - o . - 28 23 -
AMERICAN SAMOA o] o] o] 1 o] o] - 0 2 3 2 2
GUAM : o] 4 - o] o] - - ] - ° 12 -
NORTHERN MARIANAS - - - - - - - - - - - -
TRUST TERRITORIES 9 - - -] -, - - - - 12 - -
VIRGIN ISLANDS 4 - - o] - - - - - [} - -
BUR. OF INODIAN AFFAIRS [+ - 19 - - o] - - 1 4 - o]
U.S. ANO TERRITORIES 21,709 27,424 25,097 4.978 J.188 J.318 - %.492 5.480 8,789 8,392 8,037

cvevevosmeccomavonne

CERTAIN DISCREPANCIES MAY HAVE OCCURREO DUE TO VARYING INTERPRETATIONS OF FULL TIME EQUIVALENCY (FTE) AMONG STATES®
AND WITHIN THE SAME STATE BETWEEN ONE YEAR AND ANOTHER. SEP IS WORKING WITH THE SEAS TO IMPROVE THE VALIDITY OF THIS DATA.
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ALABAMA
ALASKA
ARTIONA
ARKANSAS
CALIFORNIA
COLORADO
CONNEC T 1CUT
OELAVARE
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
FLORIOA
GEORGIA
HAWAL L

10AHO
ILLINOIS
INDIANA

10WA

KANSAS
KENTUCKY
LOUISTANA
MAINE
MARYLAND
MASSACHUSETTS
MICHIGAN
MINNESOTA
MISSISSIPPI
MISSOUR]
MOINTANA
NEBRASKA
NEVADA

NEW HAMPSHIRE
NEW JERSEY
NEW MEXICO
NEW YORK
NORTH CAROLINA
NORTH OAXOTA
OHI1O
OKLAHOMA
OREGON
PENNSYLVANIA
PUERTO RICO
RHOJE ISLAND
SOUTH CAROLINA
SOUTH DAXOTA

. TENNESSEE

TEXAS

UTAH

VERMONT

VIRGINi &
WASHINGTON

WEST VIRGINLA
WISCONSIN
WYOMING

AMERICAN SAMOA
aUAM

NURTHERN MARIANAS
TRUST TERRTTORIES
VIRGIN ISLANOS

BUR. OF INDIAN AFFAIRS

U.S. AND TERRITORIES

Table 3Bl

NUMBER OF SPECTAL EDUCATION TEACHERS EmpLOYEOD
TO SERVE HANDICAPPEO CHILOREN O - 21 YEARS OLO

ORTHOPEDICALLY
¢mcnccc.c IMPAIREQ=~coro--e

TEACHERS TEACHERS TEACHERS
EMPLOYED EMPLOYED EMPLOYED
1978-77 1980-81 1881-82

as 24 47
10 12 8
78 32 24
64 [:] 12
848 418 307
a4 <11 %0
111 12 41
29 12 24
21 11 17
214 228 202
109 18 a9
13 20 28
12 2 7
708 384 289
53 18 128
87 107 (1]
17 18 18
N 23 b k|
€3 7] LX]
8 a4 (1}
68 a0 68
240 20 128
b & ] 322 279
a7 a2 30
19 18 0
81 90 80
13 1 0
42 16 L}
19 ] 11
121 168 0
as 59 74
154 2087 488
40 T4 82
2 20 [}
200 484 548
a8 AN 27
27 24 100
%03 250 22%
4 24 18

16 8 2
a7 a9 &9
1t 17 18
39 200 120
480 222 b L} ]
8 18 21

S 7 7
ss8 4y 41
Je 7 a8
43 21 32
118 127 1268
8 2 -

1 0 0

0 0 -

3 - -

z - -

3 - 1

%.J44 4,442 4.6881

4~~VISUALLY HANDICAPPED--+ ¢----~--DEAF-BLIND-<-----4
TEACHERS TEACHERS TEACHERS TEACHERS TEACHERS TEACHERS
EMPLOYEO EMPLOYED EMPLOYED EMPLOYEO EMPLOYED EMPLOYED
1976-77 1980-81 1981-82 1978-77 1980-81 1981-82
[ s 3 - 1 3
] s 7 - s k]
100 57 47 - - 2
43 s 21 - 1 6
406 sz a8 - 48 18
43 %0 a8 - 8 .
69 22 21 - [ [}
12 7 k] - a 7
92 12 12 - s [
109 170 182 - 23 18
a8 72 a8 - ] 7
H 6 10 - 5 7
e 1" E] - o 1
189 284 289 - o -
77 s4 88 - 7 1
a8 102 27 - 15 H
40 48 a8 - 77 100
al 19 29 - - [}
ss us 79 - 9 .
- 110 30 - 14 14
52 at 108 - [ s
180 - 49 96 - 8 s
138 147 94 - - -
2 s4 se - o 3
22 11 13 . 1 1
22 24 24 - [} 0
i 4 0 - | 0
22 s 10 - o' [¢]
8 12 8 - - o
20 0 13 - k] [
113 a2 108 - s 10
Iss 488 322 - - [}
83 a7 57 - s s
2 21 14 - [ 4
119 81 192 - 2 ]
20 27 17 - 9 1"
24 40 4 . 9 9
193 237 262 - s 12
7 [} 13 - 19 1"
7 0 4 - 0 1
94 83 74 - 2 k]
12 12 12 - . [
148 77 90 - 4 2
84 130 144 - s9 a9
1 12 12 - . 2
81 1 1 - 3 1
84 74 70 - 2 2
18 ss 28 - s ]
23 18 a8 . [ s
a0 82 81 - [ s
4 E] - - o -
1 1 o - 2 1
4 4 - - 2 -
r'y - - - -
z - - - - -
1 - 1 - - 0
3.470 3,481 3.0a1 - 391 404

4e-ea-NON-CATEGORICAL-=--4
TEACHERS TEACHERS TEACHERS
EMPLOYED EMPLOYED EMPLOYEO

1976-77 1980-81 1981-82

‘2,148
138

340
128

L1

41

- - 18,177

CERTAIN OISCREPANCIES MAY HAVE OCCURRED DUE TO VARYING INTERPRETATIONS OF FULL TIME EQUIVALENCY (FTE)} AMONG STATES

AND WITHIN THE SAME STATE BETWEEN ONE YEAR AND ANUTHER.
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Table 3B2

SCHOOL STAFF OTHES THAN SPECIAL EDUCATION TEACHERS EMPLOVEO
TO SERVE HANDICAPPEO CMILDREN O-21 YEARS OLO

OCCUPATIONAL/
RECREATIONAL/
drcncnccncecpll STAFF-rrevmvcnecd ocnmaces-SOCIAL WORKERS-v-o~v==-d docscacPHYSICAL THERAPISTS wo=ad

EWPLOYEQ EMPLOYED EMPLOYEO EMPLOYEQC  EMPLOYED EMPLOYED EMPLOYEO  EMPLOYED  ENMPLOYED

STATE 1977 1981 1982 1977 1981 1982 1977 1981 1982
ALABAMA 287 1.27% 1.832 [} 12 12 2 a8 49
ALASKA 330 526 740 [} 4 2 o 0 33
ARL ZONA 2,198 3.947 3,471 3% 43 7 32 129 79
ARKANSAS 1,569 1,178 1.054 2 24 27 4 12 12
CALIFORNTA 18,459 21,148 20.262 (1] 128 10 [ ]] 120 "
COLORAGC 2.%11 3.636 3.093 248 382 aoe 37 212 213
CONNECTICUT 3.084 4,339 1.840 - ass 243 24 52 4
OELAWARE 384 581 609 as 19 14 1] 24 18
OISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 988 6968 930 [1] 23 [1] 28 21 a9
FLORIOA 2.978 8,471 6.821 10 182 211 97 172 181
GEORGIA 2.278 4,020 4,1 2725 13 196 ., 4 97 119
HAWAIL 241 748 (11} n a9 4 7 27 as
1040 729 718 1.698 17 18 19 1] 1] .
ILLINOIS 16,848 16,034 14,497 786 1,179 1,190 24 ase 19
INDTANA 3.143 6.2303 6,700 20 1e 103 a9 176 186
10WA 2,203 3,288 3,084 121 187 200 27 [} (1]
KANSAS 1,586 2,768 2,978 a8 (1] 91 [} as 4
KENTUCKY 3.417 3,020 3.211 a1 .1 80 48 42 4
LOUTSIANA 4,430 4,917 6.003 69 114 192 74 78 PP
MAINE 3,841 2,487 2.282 a8 48 32 [+ 18 14
MARY LAND 3,409 5,193 5,973 k1] 80 73 21 204 233
MASSACHUSETTS S 7,898 12,302 6,088 - 448 [ T3] 448 o9 189 17
MICHIGAN 7.098 9,402 10,298 924 987 a8? 177 9 822
MINNESOTA 2.713 4,599 8.273 2680 et 3so 27 187 176
MISSISSIPPI 1,311 - 1,436 181 - - | [} - 13
MISSOURI 2,882 3,324 3,230 2 39 1] 96 52 52
MONTANA a7 698 898 [} [} s 1 13 10
NEBRASKA 1.030 226 392 - 3 3 - 3 3
NEVAOA 274 LEL) 871 [} s [] [ 12 12
NEw HAMPSHIRE 2.98% 3.9 986 3968 228 o 127 196 LY
NEW JERSEY 6.210 10,687 12.840. 724 83 1,083 29 127 208
NEW MEXICO - - - - - . - - -
NEW YORK 7.882 11,683 11,793 1] 308 ] o - o
NOR TH CAROLINA 3.910 8,178 4,397 128 300 148 [T 138 129
NORTH OAKOTA 330 aaa as8 s 18 ko] 1 18 26
OMIO 2.976 3,830 7.743 o - 32 3 133 238
OKL AHOMA 1.336 2.348 2,239 a6 22 81 17 84 73
OREGON 1,128 2.001 3.893 9 es (1] ] 123 123
PENNSYLVANIA 6,811 7.318 10,241 - 119 169 - 180 287
PUERTO RICO 242 1,204 1,201 19 26 37 [ 10 14
RHOOE 1SLAND 236 972 1,091 21 (1] 63 [} 81 27
SOUTH CAROL INA 3.080 2.373 3.080 133 (1] 92 72 30 149
SOUTH OAKOTA 589 868 [ 1] 4 34 33 9 as 40
TENNESSEE 2,498 3.992 3.760 L] 94 98 30 32 (1]

TEXAS 3,780 12,217 14,790 . a8 140 . 200 78 240
UTAN 833 [ 1] 1,100 as 84 [}] 7 - 37 24
VERMONT 877 1,013 ase (] 3 4 5 19 13
VIRGINIA 3.343 2,871 2.923 382 330 336 9 142 171
WASHINGTON 1.682 2.810 2,209 o se 43 o 171 181
WEST VIRGIMIA 633 1,048 1.767 8 [} 20 1 N 27
WISCONS IN 2.678 3.832 8,033 190 218 329 "s 310 T
WYOMING 820 782 172 18 33 49 13 14 21
ARERICAN SAMOA 17 a2 3t o 1 1 1 1 [
auAM J4 282 - 2 L} . o [} -
NORTHERN MARIANAS - - - - - - - - -
TRUST TERRITORIES 27 - - o - - 3 - -
VISR YELANDS aa - - [} - - [} - -
BU GF THOLAN AFFATRS 192 : - kLY 1" - 9 - - 10
4. %, ad TERRITORIES 151,849 207,384 213,900 6,881 0.980 7.898 1.908 4,7% 8.114

PP certecccmanna
CERTAIN DISCREPANCIES MAY MAVE:GRECURRED DUE TO vaRYING INTERPRETATIONS OF FULL TIME EQUIVALENGCY (FTE) AMONG STATES
AND WITHEN THE SAME STATE BETWEEN ONE YEAR ANO ANOTHER. SEP IS WORKING WITH THE SEAS TO IMPROVE THE VALIOITY OF THIS OATA.
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Table 3B2

SCHOOL STAFF OTHER THAN SPECIAL EDUCATION TEACHERS EmeLOYED
TO SERVE HANDICAPPED CHILDREN 0-21 YEARS OLO

4o o cHOME-HOSPITAL TEACHERS---<4 4=-ccccc-<~TEACHER AIOES--~----=4 ¢---PHYSICAL EO COOROINATORS---+
EMPLOYED EMPLOYED EMPLOYED EMPLOYED  ENPLOYEOD ENPLOYED EMPLOYED EMPLOYED EMPLOYED
198

STATE 1977 1981 1982 1977 1981 1982 1977 1982
ALABAMA 18 0 - 180 784 788 [} 24 24
ALASKA ] 18 - 208 230 263 0 4 2
ARTZONA 107 141 - 903 1.821 1.738 14 1] 89
ARKANSAS 0 27 - a8 s 318 2s k) a8
CALIFORNIA 1.093 484 - 8.230 11,444 18,704 080 826 s
COLORADO a9 (1] . 776 1.197 1.284 a8 a8 0
CONNECTICUT a8 187 - 1,272 1.814 102 ] 9 18
OELAWARE 3 1 - 194 208 228 T 34 as 10
OISTRICT OF COLuMBIA 32 20 - 218 181 227 2t 21 24
FLORIOA - ] - 2.011 2.9 2,870 [ 1) 184 113
GEORGIA - 182 - ese 1,940 1,874 17 17 N
HAWATI 3 21 - [1] 278 240 - [ ] ?
10AHO L] 12 - 376 413 420 10 3 284
ILLINOIS 2.078 1.729 - 9.832 6,104 7,398 200 104 1168
INDIANA 1.188 877 - 1.218 1,688 1,938 - 4 43
10wa [k} 9N - (1.1 1,488 1,220 18 18 8
KANSAS 20 - - 832 1.772 1.877 3 12 17
KENTUCKY .1} 201 - 98 278 1,047 1.409% 293 281
LOUISIANA 1% 1o - 2.604 3,088 3,102 80 148 178
MA INE Q 420 - 1.087 800 1,180 811 +] o]
MARYLAND 254 108 - 1.4423 2.309 2.218 s 1] 116
MASS2"HUSETTS 214 0 - ©3.204 $.307 2,840 138 01 108
MICHIGAN 1"s 134 - 4,540 %.400 4,878 o 0 181
MINNESOTA - o] - 1.882 2.618 2,402 1] 1 183
MISSISSIepl 20 - - J00 - J68 - - <]
MISSOURI s o] - 1.764 2.313 2.228 58 18 29
MONTANA 14 " - 138 308 N 2 [} [}
NEBRASKA 21 - - a1s - o] - - (]
NEVAOA 15 1" - 170 332 183 ) 23 3N
NEW HAMPSHIK: 18 22 - 1,183 1.718 390 [ 2] 109 4
NEW JERSEY a8 oss - 242 983 3.083 180 2,192 320
NEW MEXICO - - - - - - - - -
NEW YORK 282 299 - 5,281 6.818 $.470 a9 as3 0
NORTH CAROLINA 58 110 - 1,803 1,900 1,848 128 248 237
NORTH OAKOTA 37 0 - 100 184 221 t 3 10
OHlO0 o] 0 - 184 574 2.697 4 [+ 110
OXLAHOMA [%] ] 87 - se 8a1 ST 9 s an
OREGON 183 73 - 438 Va8 798 48 94 94
PENNSYLVANIA - 1.1 - 4,187 4,140 4,048 - 179 94
PUERTO RICO o] 201 - 1] 421 424 ° 23 ”
RHCOE ISLAND - 54 - - 2%0 s - 104 119
SOUTH CAROLINA 170 23 - 970 1,089 1.188 18 181 202
SOUTH OAXOTA ] 1" - 207 220 228 ] 208 202
- TENNESSEE 210 243 - 1.4%0 1,704 1,720 . .. 18 148 _140
TEXAS - a9t - t.100 3.049 8,819 1] 0 24
UTAH ) 58 2 - 287 597 498 33 21 8
VERMONT 223 14 - 297 408 223 4 184 49
VIRGINIA 543 189 - 1.412 248 281 38 139 58
WASHINGTON o] 17 - 588 1.228 90s [+] 24 24
WEST VIRGINIA 109 ad - 287 554 897 2t 12 18
WISCONSIN 32 o] - 1,083 1.924 1.940 108 as 7
WYOMING s 1 - 228 328 434 16 [} o]
AMERICAN SAMOA o 0 - 1 9 9 o 1 1
GUAM 2 3 - 14 179 - 1 3 -
NORTHERN MARIANAS - - - - - - - - -
TRUST TERRITORIES 2 - - ] - - [+] - -
VIRGIN ISLANDS [+] - - 13 - - [+] - -
BUR. OF INODIAN AFFAIRS 3 - - 101 - 189 1t - ]
U.S. AND TERRITORLES 8.243 8,159 - as8.878 93.208 97.848 5,014 7.238 4.404

CERTAIN OISCREPANCIES MAY HAVE OCCURREQ OUE ‘TO VARYING INTERPRETATIONS OF FuLL TIME EQUIVALENCY (FTE) AMONG STATES
AND WITHIN THE SAME STATE BETWEEN ONE YEAR AND ANOTHER. SEP 1S WORKING WITH THE SEAS TO IMPROVE THE VALIOITY OF THIS DATA.
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Table 3B2

SCHOOL STAFF OTHER THAN SPECIAL EDUCATION TEACHERS EMPLOYED
TO SERVE HANDICA/PEO CHILOREN O-21 YEARS OLO

: OTHER NON- PSYCHOLOGISTS/
$eccecccceoQUPERVISORS-==~-°~=c4 e-omau-INSTRUCTIONAL STAFF-ccové $-cece--DIAGNOSTIC STAFF-c-c---s

EMPLOYEO EMPLOYEO EMPLOYED EMPLOYEO EMPLOYEOD EMPLOYEO EnPLOYEO EMPLOYED EMPLOYEO

STATE 1977 1981 1982 1977 1981 1982 1977 1981 1982
ALABAMA 74 181 181 o 223 223 L3 a9 208
ALASKA 19 39 aa 21 L] 143 28 47 L k]
ARIZONA 299 141 133 70 731 a87 324 %9
ARKANSAS 177 113 89 421 78 a1 1268 70
CALIFORNIA 607 981 821 3.2387 2.780 9as 1,347 223
COLORAOO 183 148 114 a80 1,104 741 281 3198
CONNECTICUT 2987 282 198 573 381 270 a8 298
DELAWARE 10 14 27 21 29 132 S0 1
OISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 58 18 27 257 291 378 183 110
FLORIOA 37 292 297 148 738 1.038 71 571
GEORGIA 144 278 228 731 810 1,397 440 299
HAWALI 2 11 10 [ ] 20 e " 14%
10AHO LY} 9 [ 1} 43 o o 197 ss
ILLINOIS as 531 574 27 4,901 3.404 2.968 1,200
INDIANA [ k] 72 297 []] 1.7688 1,747 308 Ja4
| (1°TY 178 189 107 90 139 228 308 572
KANSAS 99 93, 7] 32 92 112 214 40
KENTUCKY 163 142 137 188 839 1.103 997 191
LOUTSTANA 228 138 (L} 230 243 882 379 482
MAINE 898 99 123 o 400 887 . 484 188
MARYLANO 228 209 282 . %68 918 1.810 154 288
MASSACHUSETTS 370 337 310 1,179 2.410 1.289 818 334
MICHIGAN 430 513 443 261 1,188 2,184 648 971
MINNESOTA 81 548 241 78 177 420 202 4
MISSISSIPPI 40 - 140 427 - 284 122 - a8
MISSOURI L1 270 274 337 324 182 133 226 388
MONTANA 43 L}] a7 o 13 7 [ [} 99 102
NEBRASKA [ 1] 42 22 97 17 o 142 29 108
NEVADA 3 20 21 [] 17 23 40 79 [T
NEW HAMPSHIRE 46 1] 73 589 789 190 23% a9 122
NEW JERSEY 300 281 732 2,144 1,938 902 1,819 1.799 4,404
NEW MEXICO .- - - - - - - - -
NEW YORX 713 (1] 1.978 o 711 2,949 108 1,418 1.7968
NORTH CAROLINA 390 270 209 340 1,830 722 290 374 31
NORTH OAKOTA 13 L} 81 o L} o 1" 19 19
OHIO 263 T 410 498 200 274 1,801 809 1.098 1,009
OKLAHOMA 39 88 77 293 236 2717 189 194 178
OREGON 70 [1] 278 82 73 1,188 [ 1] 201 201
PENNSYLVANIA 449 43% 588 442 713 2.788 184 838 207
PUERTO RICO 27 24 a8 T30 204 210 37 122 132
RHOOE LSLAND 40 43 a3 o 78 171 (] 13 180
SOUTH CAROL INA 247 149 186 791 e ] 709 424 197 219
SOUTH OAKOTA 18 o 17 183 43 87 24 58 1

. TENNESSEE . . 180 . 141 130 200 N+ 2 T ... 888 . 128 . 274 ... 280
TEXAS 840 887 814 9298 O4a 1,034 630 1.218 1.488
UTAH ' 58 a9 a9 (1] 79 92 [1] 189 128
VERMONT 1 9 a4 3 o 197 .14 40 40
VIRGINIA ’ 2683 121 2719 as 303 388 398 480 rty
WASHINGTON 143 140 130 01 187 227 2683 487 374
WEST VIRGINIA 7 62 18 42 87 308 49 138 180
WISCONSIN 192 200 190 144 133 ] 809 6as 1,007
wYOMING k1] 87 o 1"e 128 47 73 108 99
AMERICAN SAMOA ] 3 [ [] 1" [ ] 1 o 3
GUAM 3 L} - 2 23 - 3 1
NORTHERN MARIANAS - - - - - - - - -
TRUST TERRITORIES 3 - - ] - - 3 - -
VIRGIN ISLANDS 3 - - 18 - - ] - -
BUR. OF INDIAN AFFAIRS 7 - 20 17 - LE] 19 - as
U.S. AND TERRITORIES 10,161 10,216 11,6872 17,479 30.139 34.607 17,721 21.003 22.708

CERTAIN OISCREPANCIES MAY HAVE OCCURREO DUE TO VARYING INTERPRETATIONS OF FuLl TIME EQUIVALENCY (FTE) AMONG STATES
AND WITHIN THE SAME STATE SETWEEN ONE YEAR AND ANOTHER. SEP IS WORKING WwITH THE SEAS TO IMPROVE THE VALIOITY OF THIS OATA.

(Continued)
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Table 3B2

SCHOOL STAFF OTHER THAN SPRCIAL EDUCATION FEACHERS EMPLOYEO
TO SIRVE MANDICAPPEO CHILOREN D-21 YZARS OLD

SPEECH PATHOLOGISTS/ WORK-STUDY CODROINATORS/
$omeccaaecAUDIDLOGISTS-~nceea-4 +-VOCATIONAL EOUCATION TEACHERS+

EmMPLOYEO EMPLOYED EMPLOYED ENPLOYED EMPLOYED EMPLOYED

STATE 1977 1981 982 1977 1981 1982
ALABAMA 0 9 392 30 . [}
ALASKA 45 73 [T} 7 24
ARIZONA ars an 2718 k1] s
ARKANSAS 1856 308 as1 182 (%]
CALIFORNIA 2.089 2,424 1,001 a1 3
COLORAOO 42 74 28 158 138
CONNECTICUY 448 582 508 (3} 142
OELAWARE 2 4 62 99 38
OISTRICT OF COLUMBIA (3} [ 1] 37 42 ]
FLORIOA [¢] 29 1,301 240 459
GEORGIA - 23 877 22 148
HAWALL 43 40 s 7 10
10AHO 20 110 98 2 20
ILLINOLS 20 se 4 238 138
INDIANA 2 870 848 202 123
10wa 417 840 582 a1 123
KANSAS 293 e 91 23 -
KENTUCKY - 89 107 13 75 180
LOUISIANA 621 840 799 92 93
MA INE 107 196 187 718 134
MARYLANO 803 811 770 120 170
MASSACHUSEYTS 903 1,401 844 142 198
MICHIGAN 0 - 410 0 0
MINNESOTA - [¢] 913 140 158
MISSISSIPPI 20 - Jes 218 -
MISSOURT 82 18 18 139 61
MONTANA 9 170 172 1 18
NEBRASKA 282 132 248 23 -
NEVAOA 24 4 [T 8 18
NEW HAMPSHIRE 156 223 131 173 238
NEW JERSEY 731 1,038 1,418 128 s60
NEW MEXICO - - - - -
NEW YORKX 0 - [¢] 874 821
NORTH CAROLINA 457 334 4968 %2 456
NORTH OAKOTA 149 151 162 15 20
OMIO 937 1,008 1,288 148 259
OX LAHOMA 81 182 438 a2 220 .
JOREGON 119 261 361 8s L]
PENNSYLVANIA 1.214 323 159 as ass
PUERTO RICO -] 23 23 854 129
RHOOE ISLAND 108 142 101 0 72
SOUTH CAROLINA 48 122 138 187 223
SOUTH OAKOTA 118 187 174 185 (1]
TENNESSEE 80 848 850 208 187
TEXAS - - . a0 S - P 1 X S 370 ey .
UTAH a7 133 203 128 42
VERMONT (1] 199 183 4 8?7
VIRGINIA 19 782 798 193 189
WASHINGTON 329 419 s <] 103
WEST VIRGINIA 7 24 3%3 92 4
WISCONSIN 10 3 1,159 238 227
WYOMING [T 104 122 as [¢]
AMERICAN SAMOA 0 1 o 3 3
GUAM 8 12 - 1 10
NORTHERN MARIANAS - - - - -
TRUST TERRITORIES 1 - - 0 -
VIRGIN ISLANDS 1 - - 2 -
BUR. OF INDIAN AFFAIRS 1 - 34 2 -
U.S. AND TERRITORIES 11,%02 15,978 22,298 6,887 7.738 7.659

CERTAIN OISCREPANCIES MAY HAVE OCCURREOD DUE TO VARYING INTERPRETATIONS OF FULL TIME EQUIVALENCY (FTE) AMONG STATES
AND WITHIN THE SAME STATE BETWEEN ONE YEAR AND ANOTHER. SEP IS WORKING WITH THE SEAS TO IMPROVE THE VALIOITY OF THIS OATA,
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STATE

ALABAMA
ALASKA

ARTZONA
LRKANSAS
CALIFORNIA
COLORADO
CONNECT ICUT
OCLAWARE
OISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
FLORIOA B
GEORGIA

GUAM

HAWALL

10AHO

ILLINOIS
INOIANA

10wA

KANSAS
KENTUCKY

LOUT: (AHA

MA INE
MARYLAND
MASSACHUSETTS
MICHIGAN
MINNESOTA
MISSISSIPPI
MISSOURI
MONTANA
NEBRASKA
NEVAOA

NEW HAMPSHIRE
NEW JERSEV
NEW MEXICO
NEW VORK
NORTH CAROLINA
NORTH OAKOTA
OHIO

DKLAHOMA
OREGOM
PENNSYLVANIA
PUERTO RICO
RAHOOE ISLANO
SOUTH CAROL INA
SOUTH -DAKOTA
TEMNESSEE
TEXAS

UTAH

VERMONT
VIRGINIA
VIRGIN ISLANOS
WASHINGTON
WEST VIRGINIA
WISCONSIN .
WYOMING
AMERICAN SAMOA

BUR. OF INDIAN AFFAIRS

. TRUST TERRITORIES
NORTHERN MARIANAS

U.S. ANO TERRITORIES

¢ CHILDREN J-21 YEARS OLO SERVED UNDER P.L.

AND WITHIN THE SAME STATE BETWEEN ONE YEAR AND ANOTHER.

Table 3B1

RATIO OF MUMBER OF HANDICAPPEO CHILORENs SERVEO TO SPECIAL EOUCATION TEACHERS EMPLOYEO
8Y HANODICAPPING CONDITION

OURING SCHOOL YEAR 1981-1982

#ewec=ALL CONDITIONS----- 4 4----LEARNING OISABLEO--~4 #----- SPEECH IMPAIREO--~<4 4---MENTALLY RETAROEQ:-+
PUPILS/ PUPILS/ PUPILS/ PUPILS/
PUPILS TEACHERS TEACHER  PUPILS TEACHERS TEACHER  PUPILS TEACHERS TEACHER PUPILS TEACHERS TEACHER
78.397 4.018 19:1 19.868 860 23:1 14,924 kLK 39:1 24,402 2,211 16: 1
11.007 579 19:1 6,133 59 17:1 3.010 29 7711 780 ss 14:
52.137 3.0%3 17:1 25,376 1,349 18: 1 11,527 (1.1 62:1 6,270 539 12
49,0883 2,2%2 22:1 16,539 ass 19:1 10.976 20 W81 17,244 1,109 18:
359.888 14,55 28: 1 190.727 7.816 24:1 92,594 3.828 24:1 29,874 1,139 26
46,147 3.372 14:1 20,937 1.438 19:1 8.303 sos 18:1 8,041 611 10:
68,311 3.018 § 22:1 29,489 1,498 20: 1 13,998 0 i1 7,081 884 8
14,440 938 15:1 6.520 224 29:1 2,191 25 88:1 2,140 114 19
6.129 711 9:1 1,918 281 7:1 1,252 1] 14:1 1,289 181 7
149,838 7.938 19: 1 5,702 2,360 24:1 43,520 0 i1 25,963 2,124 12
115,779 8,343 18:1 35,274 1,648 21:1 28,806 649 44:1 29,110 2,034 18
2,123 - oi 443 - Lot 358 - L3 880 - ot
12,678 880 15:1 7.897 238 Ja:1 1,728 63 28:1 1,674 [1} 17:
17,194 717 24:1 8.222 369 23:1 4,087 182 22:1 2,798 122 23:
255.°79% 16,527 19:1 87.718 5,080 17:1 77.33%  2.037 38:1 43,707 23,983 1
97,6847 5.97% 18:1 25,128 1.6G4 191 40,727 833 49:1 25,092 2,491 10:
56.894 3.833 15:1 22.347 1.214 18: 1 15,218 19 801:1 12,238 1,012 12:
42.%44 2,847 15:1 15.809 769 21:1 13,5976 374 36:1 6,988 S84 12:
72,057 4,088 18:1 18,127 989 18:1 24,528 513 a8:1 22,717 1,369 17:
81.879 4,924 17:1 34,354 2,008 17:1 20,970 283 74:1 16,927 1,3%0 13:
25,947 1,868 18:1 8,249 528 18: 1 6,053 109 s6:1 5,019 a8 11:
93.298 5,063 18:1 49,171 2,290 2139 25.0%3 149 168:1 9,069 978 :
139,747 6.008 23: 1 49,382 2,180 23:1 32,178 844 3s:1 29.8%8 1,312 22:
154,081 7.480 21:1 52,311 2.29% 23:1 45,381 1.186 39:1 28,150 2,602 1"
77.916 5,308 1921 35,249 2,647 13:1 19,231 [¢] .11 14,289 1,714 [}
49,456 3.149 18: 1 14,439 928 16: 1 16,207 402 40:1 16,828 1.380 12
100,93 1 5,599 18:1 36,155 2,254 18: 1 32,722 893 37:1 21,0686 1,469 14
14.279 731 20:1 6,497 [¢] Lo 4,479 0 X 1,449 [¢] .
31,812 1,240 ' - 26:1 12.422 700 18:1 9.6268 0 L1 8,191 343 18
12,4586 687 19:1 6,872 421 16: 1 2,924 7 4%0: 1 1,211 113 11
14,179 497 29:1 8,001 199 40:1 2.221 [ Ve 1,880 9 24
163.686 9,169 18:1 59,251 2.%22 23:1 63,752 171 374:1 14,794 1,572 9:
24,454 - Y 12,319 L. L s.307 - .11 2,808 - o
250.404 22,092 1:1 69,489 7,197 10: 1 40.883 2,363 17:1 40,541 3,824 1:
120,041 5.222 23:1 45,448 1,870 27: 1 25,644 288 97:1 38.788 2,339 16:
10,212 683 19:1 4,137 183 23:1 3.281 160 20:1 1,939 241 8:
210. 445 13,012 16: 1 71.857 5,396 12:1 62,112 [¢) .11 81,279 5,184 12:
65,479 3.338 20: 1 28.312  1.4%2 19: 1 20,117 431 47:1 13,009 1,080 12:
45,278 1,744 26:1 22,2368 438 84:1 11,838 350 34:4  4,90% “"7 12:
190.919 11,1687 17:1 “87.727 2.997 22:1 63,327 1,298 49:1 46,828 23,938 13:
27.8%2 1,957 18:16.. . 1;780 60 29:1 1,248 22 57:1 14,442 738 20:
18,438 1,019 18:1 11,212 s 17:1 3,498 49 72:1 1,810 139 12:
69.476 3.914 20:1 18.85% 838 22:1 18,829 aa7 42:1 232,500 1,918 16
11,822~ - 834 18:1 3,048 - 420 v 280 ot 8,312 TOTCT TUTTTT7490 T 40T A&F
102, 4959 4,087 25; 1 39.410 1,370 29:1 32,822 [¢] .11 20,629 1,648 13:
201.873 14,918 19:1 141,924 6,377 22:1 86,288 0 i1 29,328  3.878 8:
37.984 1,408 2741 13,248 439 30: 1 7.571 1] 78:1 3,164 184 17:
11,563 s538 22:1 4,302 218 19:1 2,418 2 1209:1 2,917 209 14:
99,571 5,308 19:1 36,139 2,426 15:1 31,010 [¢] .11 17,878 1,450 12:
272 - S| J6 - | 7 - BN | 101 - .
63.916 2,358 27:1 30,137 1,040 29:1 13,312 a8 291:1 9,892 5717 17:
39.9%54 2,183 18:1 12,881 782 17:1 11,946 [¢] it 11,177 956 12:
71,593 8,737 1 26,861 2,027 13:1 17,714 1,158 15:1 13,874 1,897 8:
10,844 554 20: 1 4,980 - Y 3.082 - X 998 - .t
204 27 8:1 114 1 10: 1 <] X 66 1" 6:
4,899 288 17:1 2.581 134 19:1 942 24 28: 738 47 18:
- - S | - - | - - P | - - .
- - 1 - - X - Qi - - .
4,233,282 233,388 18:1 1,827,344 82.673 19:1 1,137,919 20,499 56:1 802,284 54,063 13:1
94-142 AND P.L. 89-31]
CERTAIN OISCREPANCIES MAY HAVE OCCURREO OUE TO VARYING INTERPRETATIONS OF FuLL TIME EQUIVALENCY (FTE) AMONG STATES
SEP 1S WORKING WITH THE SEAS TO IMPROVE THE VALIOITY OF THIS OATA.
(Continued)
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Table 3B}

RATIO OF NUMBER OF HANDICAPPED CHILORENe SERVED TO SPECIAL EOUCATION TEACHERS EMPLOYED
8Y HANDICAPPING CONOITION

ALABAMA

ALASKA

ARIZONA
ARKANSAS
CALIFORNIA
COLORAOO
CONNECTICUT
OELAWARE
OISTRICT OF COLuMBIA
FLORIDA
GEORGIA

GUAM

HAWALX

10AHO

ILLINOIS
INDIANA

10wA

KANSAS
KENTUCKY
LOUISIANA

MA INE

MARYLANO '
MASSACHUSETTS
MICHIGAN
MINNESOTA
MISSISSIPPI
MISSOURI
MONTANA
NEBRASKA
NEVADA

NEW HAMPSHIRE
NEW JERSEY

NEW MEXICO

NEW YORX

NORTH CAROLINA
NORTH OAKOTA
OHIOD

OKL AHOMA
OREGON
PENNSYLVANIA
PUERTO RICO
RHOOE ISLAND
SOUTH CAROLINA
SOUTH DAKOTA *
TENNESSEE
TEXAS

UTAH

VERMONT
VIRGINIA
VIRGIN ISLANOS
WASHINGTON
WEST VIRGINIA
WISCONSIN
WYOMING
AMERICAN SAMOA .
BUR. OF INODIAN AFFAIRS
TRUST TERRITORIES
NORTHERN MARIANAS

U.S. AND TERRITORIES

¢ CHILOREN 3-21 YEARS OLO SERVED UNDER P.L. 94-142 AND P.L. 89-213

+~EMOTIONALLY OISTURBEOD*

PUPILS TEACHERS TEACHER

5.010

2.548
14,818
2,044
1.209
9.2089

-~ 339

2,823
13.422
10.243

431

6.3%98

42

4,373
1.233
9.09%
783

0

283

341,786 2%.097

OURING SCHOOL YEAR 1981-1982

PUPILS/

AND WITHIN THE SAME STATE BETWEEN ONE YEAR AND ANOTHER.

1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
Ha | 286
i
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
t
1
1
t
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

88

(3]
700
239
15.032
o
1.022
6
17
2.342
1.489
20

o
J82
J3.088
29%
183
478
a3
1,333
J41
448
1,987
9
9204
o
899
103
o

189
1.477
87
33.097
1,094
a8

o
%3
982
28

:1 80,171

155

PUPILS/
14 2841 1,09 124
4 18:14 190 22
82 11 717 169
9 29:1 770 12
812 2%:1 9,448 219
0 i1 1,242 116
9 114:1 [+] 0
1 38:1 4 [}
14 8:1 203 4
9 7:1 2.3 0
121 t12:1 1,011 ki)
- AR | 163 ‘-
- | 181 34
2 1911 222 [+]
- Toito1,812 44
10 30:1  1.188 143
20 9:1 701 923
18 28:1 748 o]
139 8:1 1,200 108
%0 28:1 938 88
L1 8:1 788 43
40 11:1 2,933 40
143 14:1 2,074 192
- .o 349 22¢
42 22:1 0 0
o] NES | 247 0
0 3 | 331 82
0 ER 640 0
o] BN} J47 24
10 27:1 392 28
0 .o 141 48
104 14:1 3,738 n
- it 1,084 -
L1} W:1 &7 1.021
L 1] 20:1 1,991 80
- S [+] -
- i1 2,147 Jes
13 23:1 1,179 121
133 4.t 121 27
128 0:1 268 9
4 197:1 2,397 248
3 60: 1 171 9
21 10: 1 413 [ X]
R T R e ‘93"
100 11:1 1,9% 250
188 24:1 14,242 3o
2 78:1 1,748 130
7 24:1 518 28
1" 36:1 2,278 216
- i 18 -
93 27:1 1,827 81
77 12:1 247 22
49 9:1 (7]} 0
- R | 423 -
0 i 7 2
0 12%:1 187 10
- PR - -
- :' - -
3.518 23:1 73.832 3.660

HARD OF HEARING

+0THER HEALTH IMPAIREO+ +=-~MULTIHANOICAPPED-=4 #-=--=-=-8 DEAF--~-=-=-e

PUPILS/ PUPILS/
PUPILS TEACHERS TEACHER PUPILS TEACHERS TEACHER PUPILS TEACHERS TEACMER

8:1 v,097 - R |
9:1 244 - A}
é;:c 1.028 - .i
4:1 693 - A
2%:1 7.2 - it
11:1 1,030 - A
it 1,219 - i
i 2% - o
61:1 490 - R |
i1 2,088 - A
13:1 2.0%4 - o
o 118 - |
8:1 403 - e
i 404 - A
3%:1 4.180 - PR |
8:1 1.324 - .o
8:1 1,009 - R |
[ | 788 - |
1M 1,128 - A}
1M:1 1,601 - R |
18:1 473 - A
9:1 1,393 - B}
186:1  1.809 - RS |
2:1 3,104 11 ] 9:¢
i1 1,488 - B |
8:1 440 - R |
T:1 1,214 - A |
i 233 - .
14:1 734 - A |
14:1 193 - XA
a1 J8s8 29 13:1
10:1  2.J24 - ol
S | 412 - R |
é:1 4.6 - A
2%:1 2,299 - .
i 209 - XA
8:1 2,880 J87 T:1
10: 1 838 - R |
g:¢ ¢,488 - Wit
J:1 4,288 - PR |
10:1 1.937 - R |
19:1 242 - a1
T:1 1.1 - 1
"20: 1774947 - i
6:1 2,408 - R |
47:1 4.870 - Wit
13:1 741 - o2
20:1 21 - PR |
18:1  1.80% - A
| 28 - S|
23:1 1,274 - XA
1M:1 13 - XA
i1 1,320 - AN
1 160 - |

1 12 - |

a1 108 - R |
. - - e
A - - A |
13:1 76,2387 772 99:1

CERTAIN OISCREPANCIES MAY HAVE OCCURREO QUE TO VARYING INTERPRETATIONS OF FULL TIME EQUIVALENCY (FTE) AMONG STATES
SEP IS WORKING WITH THE SEAS TO IMPROVE THE VALIOITY OF THISOATA.

(Conthﬂued)



Table 3B3
RATIO OF NUMBER DF HANDICAPPEO CHILOREN® SERVED TO SPECIAL EDUCATION 7EACHERS EMPLOYEO
8Y HANDICAPPING CONDITION

DURING SCIOOL YEAR 1961-1982

+-=-HARD Tf HEAR'*“---¢ #occccccccQEAFeon-o---t +ORTHOPEDICALLY IMPAIREO+ +-VISUALLY HANOICAPPEO*

e ILS/ PUPILS/ PUPILS/ PUPILS/
STATE PUPILS TEACMERS TEACHER PUPILS 7EACHERS TEACHER PUPILS TEACHERS TEACHER PUPILS TEACHERS TEACHER
ALABAMA 424 56 LH 833 J8 18: 1 357 47 8:1 4“3 N 1331
ALASKA 134 " . 12:1 110 18 T:1 198 [ ] 33:1 s1 7 79
ARIZONA 1,036 122 LH ] o [ ] 0:1 903 24 38:1 400 47 L H]
ARKANSAS 329 26 13:1 368 24 19:1 4“7 12 3%:9 310 21 15:1
CALIFORNIA 2.907 117 25:1 4,308 132 33:1  7.296 307 24:1 2.349 as 27:1
COLORAOO 1.030 138 8: L] (] 1) aus .80 17:1 333 46 7
CONNECTICUY 543 s 16:1 678 1 32:1 478 4" 12:1 €93 21 33:1
DELAVARE 118 [ ] 20:1 133 23 6:1 288 24 1209 142 3 47
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 3 10 L] 415 2 208:1 99 17 6:1 54 12 L1
FLORIOA 32 [} L1 2,00 273 7:1 1.973 203 10:1 187 132 8:9
GEORGIA 936 101 9:1 1,098 152 7:1 633 89 [ 13} 238 e 109
GUAM S1 - Wit 87 - X 14 - .3 42 - Wi
HAWAILL 188 19 9:1 237 29 a1 257 23 10:1 73 10 7:1
10AHO 180 [ ] 23:9 224 4 56:1 338 7 't X1 184 3 LLH]
ILLINOIS 2,218 340 7:1 1.94% 380 S:1 4,584 369 12:1 1.002 269 7:1
INOIANA 758 121 a1 369 74 8:1 208 128 6:1 520 [ L] 8
10WA 817 | 1] 7:1 332 9 8:1 800 [ 1] 12:1 229 27 8:1
KANSAS 482 101 8:1 208 [} .3 304 15 20:1 205 45 a:1
KENIUCKY [ 111 [ 1) 10:1 439 8 $7:1 637 33 20:1 524 29 18:1
LOUISIANA 5653 77 7:0 1,118 108 131 336 53 10:1 422 79 8: 1
MAINE 254 80 4 219 23 9:1 446 [ 1] 7:1 142 30 s:
MARYLANOD 788 [ 1] [ ] 809 [ 1] 81 923 (1] 1431 604 106 [ FR ]
MASSACHUSETTS 1,121 108 10:1 768 ° 81 1.538 12¢ 12:1 768 [} 8:1
MICHIGAN 2,337 - ot 207 - .2 4,978 2719 16:1 909 24 10: 1
MINNESOTA 1,278, 188 a:1 1%0 29 T:1 1.299 30 431 422 S8 73
MISSISSIPPI 17 47 0:1 629 0 1] 398 30 13:1 258 13 18:1
MISSOURL e81 ] ) 533 93 8:1 942 20 1129 401 24 17:1
MONTANA 09 o ) 154 4} ) as 0 ] 177 4} [ |
NEBRASKA 8561 33 17:0 173 [} ot 520 33 19:19 211 10 22:1
NEVAOA (1] [] 1:9 128 22 LH 214 1" 19:1 82 [ ] 1021
NEW HAMPSHIRE 230 - A | 138 - | 168 (] .o 217 13 17:1
NEW JERSEY 1,029 [ ] 16:1 1.29% 116 1M:9 1.422 74 19:1 1,333 108 13:1
NEW MEXICO 216 - A ] 198 . .2 337 - RS ] 149 - A |
NEW YORK 1,849 164 10:1 2,982 147 4@ 5147 486 12:9 1,039 322 8:1
NORTH CAROLINA 1.429 232 a:1 L 3] ] o o0 1.054 82 17:1 e 87 12:1
NORTH OAKOTA 117 19 8: 92 13 T7:9 185 [ ] 20:1 78 14 6:1
OHIO [ - .1t 2,660 . I3 ) 3.346 S48 o1 964 132 7:1
OKL AHOMA N 24 15: 4 483 1] 91 3n2 27 14:1 209 17 18:1
OREGON 836 (1} 10: 1 819 1] 46:1 981 100 10:1 $76G 4b 1431
ee o PENNSYLVANTA 2,.6%3 300 10:1 1,433 188 8:1 1.939 229 9:1 1,934 282 L ]
PUERTO RICO 790" [ ] 99 1 147 74 1011 1,063 . .48  109:8...1,781 BT 1Y |
RHDOE 1SLAND [ 1} 4 24:1 148 1 148:1 208 2 98:1 . ; 16:1
SOUTH CAROLINA 233 [ L) 10:1 276 73 4 757 69 131 ar 4 1:9
SOUTH OAKOTA 318 10 32:9 138 13 9:1 243 [ 14:1 98 [N} 8
TENNESSEE 1.723 150 1:1 (] 5] 100 7:1 1.101 120 9:1 778 N 9:1
TEXAS 512 233 2:1 4,358 233 19:9 3.200 38 81 1020 140 13:1
UTAH 286 12 24:1 453 [ ] 49:1 316 21 18:1 337 H 29:1
VERMONT 134 19 10: 1 187 3 86:1 259 7 37:9 149 ' 1M9:1
VIRGINIA 1,070 127 ] 233 %3 16:1 840 4 20:1 1,878 70 27:1
VIRGIN ISLANDS 26 - .t b . o 2 - L " - .11
WASHINGTON 530 80 11 744 82 12:1 1.072 [ 1] 16:1 384, 26 14:1
WES7e VIRGINIA 240 k1] 61 273 ” 71 393 33 12:1 277 48 6:1
WISCONSIN 708 148 6:1 612 49 91 1.122 128 9:1 466 [ ] ] 6:1
WYOMING 149 - | 1" . Wi 184 - N1 44 . Y
AMERICAN SAMDA 1 1 2:1 11" 2 T 2 o e 1 [} a1
BUR. OF INDIAN AFFAIRS 92 (] 368: 1 14 [} 1) 23 1 19:1 - 93 1 181
TRUST TERRITORIES - - Wi - - o - - ) . - ]
NORTHERN MARIANAS - - ) . . .t - - oo - . 1 TP
U.S. AND TERRITORIES 37,098 3,719 C10:1 39,292 3.%48 11:1 59,930 4,881 $3:1 30,979 2,041 10: 1

R T T LT R L S

» CHILDREN 3-21 YEARS OLD SERVED UNDER P.L. 94-142 AND P.L, 89-212

< CERTAIN OISCREPANCIES MAY HAVE OCCURREQ DUE 780 VARYING INTERPRETATIONS OF FULL TIME EOUIVALENQY (FTE) ANMONG STATES
AND WITHIN THE SAME STATE BETWEEN ONE YEAR AND ANOTHER. SEP IS VORKING WITH THE SEAS 70 IMPROVE THE VALIOL7Y OF THIS DA7a.

{Continued)
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Table 3BJ
RATIO OF NUMBER OF HANOICAPPEO CHILOREN® SERVEO TO SPECIAL EDUCATION TEACHERS EMPLOYEO
BY HANDICAPPING CONOXTION
OURING SCHOOL YEAR 1981-1982

4eeeeaOEAF-BLIND===--4

PUPILS/
STATE PUPILS TEACHERS TEACHER
ALAGAMA s3 3 18:1
ALASKA 22 3 7:1
ARIZONA o 2 0:1
ARKANSAS 20 [} 1
CALIFORNIA 203 16 13:1
COLORAOO sa 4 1731
CONNECTICUT 3 [+ i
OELAWARE 29 7 6:1
OISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 24 [} a1
FLORIOA 94 (1] 6:1
GEORGIA a1 7 9:1
GUAM 19 - Lot
HAWATL 26 7 4
10aHO 17 1 17:1
ILLINOIS 108 - A |
INDIANA 30 [ 30: 1
10wA 40 21 2:1
KANSAS 28 100 0:1
KENTUCKY 133 [¢) ot
LOUISTIANA 75 4 19:1
MAINE 17 14 1:1
MARY LAND 54 -} 1:9
MASSACHUSETTS 143 [] 24:1
MICHIGAN [ . 3]
MINNESOTA 41 3 14:1
MISSISSIPPI 43 1 43:1
MISSOUR! a3 o] 3 |
MONTANA 26 -] i
NEBRASKA o 0 .
NEVAOA 1 0 ]
NEW HAMPSHIRE 7 [¢] i
NEW JERSEY 48 10 S:1
NEW MEXICO b1 - S |
NEW YORK 113 0 R
NORTH CAROLINA 32 8 4
NORTH OAKOTA 21 [} 8:1
OHIO 143 L] 20:1
OKLAHOMA 42 3] 4
OREGON k] 9 3:1
PENNSYLVANIA ] 12 101
PUERTO RICO 122 " 11
RHOOE 1SLAND 12 1 241
SOUTH CAROLINA 12 3 4
Coo T SOUTH OAKOTA - : 41 8 7:1 - -
TENNESSEE 9 2 5:1
TEXAS 213 69 1
UTAH ar 2 23:1
VERMONT 12 1 12:1
4 VIRGINIA S8 2 28:1
VIRGIN ISLANDS 17 - A |
WASHINGTON 48 L] 9:1
WEST VIRGINIA 21 L] S:1
WISCONSIN L2 ] ¢ 91
WYOMING 49 - R |
AMERICAN SAMOA 2 1 2:1
BUR. OF INDIAN AFFAIRS 1 0 ot
TRUST TERRITORIES - - ]
NORTHERN MARIANAS - - ]
U.S. AND TERRITORIES 2.642 404 71

cecsmsuesasenvecnane

o CHILOREN 3-21 YEARS OLD SERVEO UNDER P.L: 94-142 AND P.L. 89-313

CERTAIN OISCREPANCIES MAY HAVE OCCURREO OUE TO VARVING INTERPRETATIONS OF FULL TIME EQUIVALENCY (ETE) AMONG STATES
AND WITHIN THE SAME STATE SETWEEN ONE YEAR AND ANOTHER. SEP IS YORKING WITH THE SEAS TO IMPROVE THE VALIOITY OF THIS OATA.
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NUMBER AND PFRCENT OF CHILOREN 3 - 21 YEARS OLO SERVEO IN OIFFERENT EDUCATIONAL ENVIRONMENTS
OURING STHOOL YEAR 1981-1982

alLagAMa
ALASKA
ARIZONA
ARKANSAS
CAL1FORNIA
COLORAOO
CONNECTICUT
OELAWARE
NISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
FLORIOA
GEORG1A
HAWALL

1DAHO
ILLINOIS
1HUTANA

10WA

KANSAS
KENTUCKY
LOUISIANA

Ma INE
MARYLAND
MASSACHUSETTS
MICHIGAN
MINNESOTA
MISSISSIPPL
M1SSOURl
MONTANA
NEBRASKA
NEvVAOA

NEW HAMPSHIRE
NEW JERSEY
NEW MEXICO
NEW YORK
NORTH CAROLINA
NORTIH OAKROTA
OHlO
OKLAHOMA
OREGON
FENNSYLVANIA
PUERTO RICO
RHOOE ISLAND
S0UTH CAROLINA

- ~SOUTH OAKOTA

1ENNESSEE

TEXAS

UTAH

VERMONT

VIRGINIA
WASHINGTON

WEST VIRGINIA
WISCONSIN
WYOMING

AMERICAN SAMOA
GUAM

NORTHERN MARIANAS
TRUST TERRITORIES
VIRGIN ISLANDS
gur. OF INDIAN AFFAlRS

U.S. AND TERRITORIES

REGULAR
CLASSES
43.545
8.79%
45,500
40,099
245.408
42,756
48,178
3,578
2.7%0
99.82)
103.72368
2,002
11,149
154,472
66,1868
36,302
29,803
92.3238
%0, 127
22,574
99.513
101,820
92,922
82.0684
39,174
79.477
11,048
24,208
9,692
10,867
112.474

104.360
105,221
7,684
129,207
92.523
J39.038
98.62%
68.595
15,9419
98,228
8,978
83.841
214.238
J30.02%

J3.694
2,673.701

Table 3Cl

ALL CONDITIONS
$eeemcaceccacace e NUMBER = -~ cemcva nand

SEPARATE
*CLASSES

22.728
1.547
12,384
s.01a
106,312
9.269
15.221
4.9682
2.619
J36.4%4
23,5609
10,299
4.902
89.930
27.807
18,378
11.429
19,172
22.880
1,997
20,693
23.207
92,609
12,998
7.664
21,801
2,008
6,178
1.082
2,884
49.808%

100.9592
17.703
2,189
62,933
10.071
4.329
88,238
8,028
3,408
14,276

~1.942.

13.2%9
42,498
4.008
1,731
27,790
21,489
6.422
J4.0%0
1.088

1.086.9239

SEPARATE
SCHOOL

OTHER EN-
VIRONMENTS

871
208
1,691
J3.709
4,438
2.292
2,150
2,014
2,073
11,478

16,883
474
anse

18,082

11,398
891

3.2

1,804
13.217
1,090

2,104
2,020
1.842
930
216
[ L]

-
2|

238,931

s87

8
1,348
148
1,492
107
12
160
2,15
2,102
0

458
1,223
169
J.217
804
648
1.628
178
31
1.368
708
a7
196
2.942

158

ALL CONDITIUNS

deccccacccasn cveerePERCENT " vecvevaccccccaad

REGULAR SEPARATE SEPARATE OTHER EN-

CLASSES CLASSES SCHOOL VIRONMENTS
64.29 33,55 1.20 0.87
83.30 14.68 1.97 0.08
74.68 20.33 2.78 2.21
81.88 10.28% 7.%7 0.0
68.90 29.8S 1.2% -
78.61 16.61 4,11 2.7
72.70 22.98 3.24 1.07
44,37 *39.%0 16.03 0.10
36.17 34,49 27.27 2.10
66,52 24.29 7.6% 1.54
78.58% 17.88 2.01 1.%9
19.7% 81,02 3.23 0.00
64.99 28.5%8 3.76 2.7
81.30 27.715 10,48 0.49
68,37 208.72 2.7 0.17
84,09 28.74 1.57 5.64
70,13 27. 17 0.77 1.91
72.73 21.08 5.29 0.90
80.79 27.72 9.51 1.97
47.00 . 4.00 3.00
63.79 22.18 13.486 0.%7
76.688 17.48 4.82 1.03
82.02 3%.18 2.33 0.47
79.488 16.683 3.97 0.3%
82.01 16.04 1.54 0.41
73.88 20.08 .30 2.73
77.8% 19.00 3.09 0.08
77.18 19.69 3.13 0.00
81.98 8.94 4,90 4,80
73.17 19.58 5.29 0.3%
84,11 28,39 8.4% 1.08
42.91 41,38 14.92 1.21
80.23 13,96 4.11 2.10
7%.6% 21.59 2.67 0.13
81.40 29.91 7.88 V.82
80.23 15.38 0.72 * J3.68
87.41 9.72 1.98 0.89
53.73 36,09 9.83 0.3%
23.92 28.62 40.63 7.23
77.22 18.%0 4,32 1.97
75.8% 18.60 4,21 1.3%
77.02 16,85 4.6 0,87
83.78 12,94 1.7¢ 1.52
77.%8 1%.37 4.79 2.20
83.07 11,30 %5.%3 0.10
79.2% 19. 14 2.14 J.46
71.79 25.10 . 1.90 1.20
62.01 34.91 3.2% 0.23
76.484 16,33 4,08 2.1%
48.68 1.38 0.%4
84.89 2.1 2.60 -
55.80 - 43.14 0.98
78.04 18, 14 5.83 -
a7.92 2%.22 5.6% 1.22
{Continued)
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NUMBER AND PERCENT OF CHILOREN 3 - 21 YEARS OLO SERVED IN DIFFERENT EOU

STATE

fecmccsvancan

Table 3Cl

OURING SCHOOL YEAR 1981-1982

LEARNING O1SABLED

ALABAMA
ALASKA
ARIZONA
ARKANSAS
CALIFDRNIA
COLORAQO
CONNECTICUT
DELAWARE

DISTRICT OF coLumBlA

FLORIOA
GEORGIA
HAWALL

10AHO
ILLINOIS
INDIANA

10WA

KANSAS
KENTUCKY
LOUISIANA
MAINE
MARYLAND
MASSACHUSETTS
MICHIGAN
MINNESOTA
MISSISSIPPL
MISSOUR!
MONTANA
NEBRASKA
NEVADA

NEW HAMPSHIRE
NEW JERSEY
NEwW MEXICO
NEW YORK
NORTH CAROLINA
NORTH OAKDTA
OH10

OKLAHOMA
OREGON
PENNSYLVANIA
PUERTO RICO
RHOOE 1SLANOD
SOUTH CAROLINA
SODUTH OAKOTA
TENNESSEE
TEXAS

UTAH

VERMONT
VIRGINIA
WASHINGTON
WEST VIRGINIA
WISCONSIN
WYOMING
AMERICAN SAMOA
GUAM

NORTHERN MARIANAS
TRUST TERRITORIES

VIRGIN ISLANOS

BUR. OF INDIAN AFFAIRS
U.S. ANO TERRITORIES

REGULAR SEPARATE
CLASSES CLASSES
15.990 444
S.489 491
235.608 J.95¢
18.210 907
134.581 S54.349
2).698 1.417
24.439 4.320
2.642 2.6
484 1.693
45,017 10.491
38,144 2.760
220 7.668
6.374 1.848
68.968 20.761
20,148 $.108
19.618 2,718
13.458 2,492
12.611 1,932
19,361 6.79%
7.079 99
3%.299 12,299
3%9.942 8,192
35.513 . 15.6840
32.990 2.044
13.086 1,139
33.923 3,779
S.461 1.037
11,119 1,273
8. 141 367
6,163 1.641
37.088 22.224
$2.3527 12.602
46.400 4.296
4.014 121
80.301 10.962
27.002 1,194
21,3968 80
33,581 19.562
1.308 148
10.428 1.92¢
18.659 2.6830
2.918 221
36.831 2,497
124,794 14,800
12,878 822
4,192 69
29,521 8.758
20.902 8.992
11,944 asa
18.403 8.410
4.292 413
114 -
2.132 429
1.297,12%8 302. 183

NUMBER:-~-+=>~csuccacnces
SEPARATE OTHER EN-
SCHOOL VIRONMENTS
o] 81
2 [}
40 o]
124 (]
1.693 -
1 268
191 852
453 [}
282 ]
S0 o]
29 23
12 o]
o] o]
999 13
k] [}
[¢] 14
22 (]
S0 29
1.400 23
3 134
1,692 3
2.29%9 482
211 . [ ]
189 30
14 2
s 708
[} o]
J8 ]
0o 177
s26 25
1.247 109
4.363 64
a9 424
o] o]
ass 18
7 109
0 o]
2,309 103
298 10
140 14
186 8
26 2
72 10
2.941 - L1
17 3
9 1514
259 70
76 7
24 19
0 o]
27 -
0 o]
0 -
22,833 3.304
159

, 1

CATIONAL ENVIRONMENTS

LEARNING Ol SABLED

#eveumacencnnacc cuPERCENT = aeccccmconcan: -
REGULAR SEPARATE SEPARATE OTHER EN-
CLASSES  CLASSES  SCHOOL  VIRONMENTS

96.82 2.69 0.00 0.49
91.30 8.17 0.%3 0.00
86.30 13.36 0.14 0.00
94.64 4.69 0.64 0.03
70.60 28.91 0.89 -
93.17 5.7 0.20 1.08
84.27 14.90 0.66 0.18
46. 14 45.93 7.91 0.00
18.99 69.27 11.84 0.20
€0.37 18.73 0.90 0.00
92.76 7.08 0.07 0.06
2.84 97.02 0.18 0.00
77.%2 22.48 0.00 0.00
76.00 22.88 1.10 0.02
79.68 20.19 0.13 0.00
87.76 12.18 0.00 0.08
84.44 18.38 0.14 0.04
86.19 13.20 0.34 0.26
70.20 24.64 5.08 0.08
98.77 1.38 0.04 1.83
71.70 24.93 3.8 0.01
76.68 17.48 4.82 1.03
69.12 30.44 0.41 0.02
93.39 s.80 0.2 0.09
91.76 8.13 0.10 0.01
88.29 9.82 0.04 1.84
83.96 15.94 0.09 0.00
89.46 10.28 0.23 0.00
91.86 5.49 0.00 2.63
73.83 19.59 6.28 0.30
81.12 36.64 2.06 0.18
75.82 16. 12 6.28 0.09
90.68 8.40 0.10 0.8J
97.07 2.93 0.00 0.00
84.18 15.33 0.%0 0.03
9s.37 4.22 0.02 0.38
99.83 0.37 0.00 0.00
60.458 38.21 a6 0.19
74.11 8.40 16.92 0.97
83.40 18.37 1.12 0.11
66.66 12.24 0.87 0.03
91.89 7.27 0.82 0.08
93.48 6.34 0.18 0.03
-~-87.93 S 10.22- - 1 79 --0.08 -
93.73 6.13 0.13 0.02
94.77 1.87 0.21 3.48
76.46 22.87 0.87 0.18
69.73 30.00 0.23 0.02
92.94 6.75 0.19 0.12
68.63 31.37 0.00 0.00
90.70 8.73 D.9%37 -
100.00 - 0.00 0.00
83.28 16.78 0.00 -
79.80 18.59 1.40 0.20
(Continued)
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Table 3Cl

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF CHILOREN 3 - 21 YEARS OLO SERVEO IN OIFFERENT EQUCATIONAL ENVIRONMENTS

QURING SCHOOL YEAR 1981-1982

SPEECH IMPAIREOD
L]

$evmuvccnasuasnnnna

REGULAR SEPARATE

STATE CLASSES CLASSES

aLaBamMa 12,289 49
ALASKA 2.412 479
ARIZONA 12.923 49
ARKANSAS 9,497 516
CALIFORNIA 68,738 3.734
COLDORADO 9.670 an
CONNECTICUT 13,402 [ 1:}]
DELAWARE 1.329 310
DISTRICT OF COLumBIa 1.988 143
FLORIDA 43,327 S01
GEORGIaA 32.804 273
HAWALL 1.694 87
IDAHO 4,008 a2
muinvors ¢ 67,730  4.408
INDIANA 40.891 o]
fOwa 11,6830 571
KANSAS 12,2%¢ [+]
KENTUCKY 21.450 2,393
LOUISTANA 26,731 s
MA INE 6.014 151
MARYLAND 20.687 3.629
MASSACHUSETTS 23,419 5.238
MICHIGAN 41.788 2.3%2
MINNESOTA 17.632 1.5%4
MISSISSIPRI 15,998 243
MISSOURI 30,6869 1.343
MONTANA 4,408 71
NEEBRASKA 8.969 6237
NEVAOA 2.682 97
NEW HAMPSHIRE 1.713 433
NEwWw JERSEY 67,193 6.073
NEW MEXICO - -
NEW YORK 36,992 801
NORTH CAROLINA 27.738 239
NORTH DAKOTA 3.1268 1350
OHIO 82.112 o]
OKLAHOMA 18.928 146
OREGON 11,579 0
PENNSYLVANIA 54,962 6.298
PUERTO RICO 62 281
RHODE ISLAND 4,084 18
SOUTH CAROLINA 19.987 577
SOUTH OAKOTA 4.918 7712
TENNESSEE 32.501 2%8
TEXAS 64.229 1.982
UTAH 7.467 1
VERMONT’ 2,168 147
VIRGINIA 39.694 4419
WASHINGTON 11,676 430
WEST VIRGINIA 11.869 3
wISCONSIN 14,478 [}
wYOMING 1,914 27
AMERICAN SamOa [+] -
GUAM - -
NORTHERN MARIANAS - -
TRUST TERRITORIES - -
VIRGIN ISLANDS - -
BUR. OF INOIAN AFFAIRS 942 o]
U.S. AND TERRITORIES 1.086.662 49,454

Re=oscccaceccanacay
SEPARATE OTHER EN-
SCHOOL VIRONMENTS
2 @2
s 0
0 2
623 3
108 -
100 4
76 8
0 o
18 1"
78 0
S3 64
2 - 0 -
o 0
9368 17
243 o
0 3.012
0
152 13
14 10
o 17
(1.1} 81
1.472 18
300 451
39 L]
180 1
22 604
0 0
0 o
0 [:]
147 7
633 92
2.660 0
73 145
0 0
o [+}
20 1.021
0 0
240 237
687 20
10 1
N 0
12 o
15 S1
64 "
23 0
] 99
2 M
32 4
3 60
0 o
17 -
o o
0 -
10.018 6.865
160

SPEECH IMPAIRED

bemeaceeccaccceacoPERCENT == mmncaaaann cemeae

REGULAR SEPARATE  SEPARATE  OTHER EN-

CLASSES CLASSES SCHOOL  VIRONMENTS
99.2% 0.40 0.02 0.34
82.43 16.37 1.20 0.00
99.61 0.36 0.00 0.02
89.27 4.8% 5.86 0.03
9s.88 4.03 0.11 -
9s.88 3.08 0.99 0.04
94.99 4.82 0.54 0.06
81.09 18.91 0.00 0.00
92.03 6.63 0.83 0.%1
98.68 1.14 0.18 0.00
98.62 0.82 0.17 0.19
95.01 4.68 0.11 0.00
98.48 1.82 0.00 0.00
92.67 6.03 1.28 0.02
99,40 0.00 0.60 0.00
76.4% 3.7% 0.00 19.60
100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
89.3% 9.97 0.63 0.08
98.49 7.42 0.03 0.04
96.38 2.42 0.00 1.23
82.97 14.93 2.68 0.24
76.87 17.48 6.82 1.03
93.09 5.24 0.67 1.00
91.69 8.08 0.20 0.03
97.3% 1.%2 1,12 0.0!
94.00 4.09 0.07 1.04
98.41 1,89 0.00 0.00
93.38 8.62 0.00 0.00
96.28 3.91° 0.00 0.22
73.77 19.80 6.3 0.30
90.78 8.21 0.8 0.12
91.44 1.98 a.58 0.00
96.38 0.8% 0.26 0.51
95.42 4.%8 0.00 0.00
100,00 0.00 0.00 0.00
94.09 0.74 0.10 s.08
100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
89.00 10.20 0.39 0.42
4.90 22.48 70.98 1.60
99.29 0.44 0.24 0.02
97.08 2.80 0.18 0.00
86.27 13.%2 0.2% 0.00
99.02 0.78 0.08 0.18
96.90 2.99 0.10 0.02

99.68 0.01. L 0.3 10,00 .
89.%58 8.08 0.25 4.09
98.04 1.03 0.00 Q.92
95.87 3.%3 0.268 0.34
99.4% 0.03 0.03 0.%0
100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
97.18 1.73 1.09 -
100.00 0.00 0.00 -
94.2% 4.29 0.87 0.60
(Continued)



Table 3Cl

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF CHILOREN 3 - 21 YEARS OLO SERVED IN OIFFERENT EDUCATIONAL ENVIRONMENTS
OURING SCHOOL YEAR 1981-'1982

MENTALLY RETAROEO MENTALLY RETAROEO
AEEIEEEEE RS cecercce-NUMBER v ocan EELX 3 #ccccomcnn ececcec-PERCENT-vwcm=ccroccccn- e
REGULAR  SEPARATE  SEPARATE  OTHER EN- REGULAR SEPARATE  SEPARATE  OTHER EN-
STATE CLASSES CLASSES SCHOOL VIRONMENT S CLASSES CLASSES SCHOOL VIRONMENTS
ALABAMA 10,708 20.342 102 202 J4.18 64.88 0.3 0.64
ALASKA 392 247 28 1 59.28 38 .63 3.92 0.13
ARI ZONA 2.177 4,914 281 3 29.80 66.81 J.58 0.04
ARKANSAS 11,342 3,118 1.530 [ ] 70.91 19.49 9.9%8 0.04
CALIFORNIA 930 26.678 2684 - 3.2a 93.72 0.95 -
COLORAOO 1.928 2.908 1.228 667 24.07 45.87 19.93 10.92
CONNECTICUT 1.311 4,70 J88 s 20.2% 72.84 5.95 1.18
OELAWARE 420 672 612 3 22.02 45.73 32.09 0.18
OISTRICT DF cCOLumala 197 491 977 4 9.88 28.38 61.49 0.25
FLORIOA 1,943 17,609 7.083 1 7.30 68, 18 26.% 0.00
GEORGIA 19, 497 13.669 948 21 50.7S 45.40 3.09 . 0.78
HAWAll 10 1.349 78 o] 0.70 94.07 5.22 0.00
10aKH0 174 2,449 178 [+ 6.2 87.48 6.30 0.00
ILLINOLS 3.714 29.2%0 9.499 1" 8.74 68.87 22.3¢ 0.03
INOIANA 3.79¢ 19.788 1.060 (4] 15.21 80.23 4.30 0.28
10waA 2.629 9.238 412 98 21.91 74.88 3.34 0.47
KANSAS 538 8.042 121 150 7.8% 8s8. 19 1.77 2.19
KENTUCKY 9.699 7.963 1,308 [.0] 50.99 41.84 6.87 0.34
LOUISIaNa t.98¢ 9.9% 3.919 207 12.38 61,99 24.29 1.29
MA INE 4,55 sat S18 133 79.20 9.44 9.04 2.32
MARYLANO $,332 J.492 4,234 10 14.70 38.50 46 .69 0.11
MASSACHUSETTS 21,586 4.920 1,397 290 76.67 17.48 4.82 1.03
MICHIGAN J.5%548 21,692 1,034 . 78 13.49 82.323 3.92 0.30
MINNESOTA 6.673 6.6368 983 13 46.70 46,44 6.60 0.17
mIssissipPl 9.909 .5,798 417 75 61,17 35.79 2.97 0.48
MISSOUR! 6.999 12,641 2.818 321 29.22 5%.99 12.48 2.1
MOPMTANA J28 1,032 59 o] 23. 11 72.71) 4.18 0.00
NEBRASKA 3.391 2.068 581 [+] 58.16 J4.22 9.62 0.00
NEVAOA 323 3 e [o1-} 103 30.38 31.30 28.67 9.68 '
NEW HAMPSHIRE 1,327 349 112 9 73.89 19.42 . 86.23 0.50
NEW JERSEY 1.3% 9.980 J3.2%4 238 9.17 67.47 21.717 1.99
NEW MEXICO - - - - - - - -
NEW YORK 3.042 23.019 7.680 56 9.00 ¥ 88,11 22.72 0.17
NORTH CARDLINA 29.762 9.782 2.990 297 66.24 25.19 7.70 0.76
NORTH OAKOTA 128 1.658 16 o 6.74 87.18 8. 11 0.00
OMl0 4,861 44,384 12,012 41 7.92 72.40 19 .80 0.07
OKLAHOMA s.3%0 7.000 145 606 40.84 53.43 111 4.63
OREGON 1,338 3.997 L} 24.82 73.40 1.71 0.07
PENNSYLVANIA 3.712 31,913 178 8.21 70.83 20.76 0.39
PUERTO RICO 4.647 5.768 233 32,09 39.78 26.99 1.62
RHOOE 1SLAND I 983 S 20.22 63.82 13.83 0.32
SOUTH CAROLINA 13,904 8,163 82 57.67 33.99 8.0a 0.4
SOUTH OAKOTA 588 s71 4 43.91 44,30 11.48 0.21
TENNESSEE 12.600 7.9 52 61.08 36.92 2.18 0.29%
. TEXAS 8.469 12,302 29 33.76 49.07 16.00 1.17
« UTAH.. .. . 832 .. ..1,656 1 30.40 ... .60.88.__ . __ 8.99 . _.0.04 . .. .
. VERMONT 1,971 1.261 L1] 53.68 43.23 1.0 1.89
VIRGINIA 5,113 12, 244 kL 29.00 69.49 1.12 0.43
WASHINGTON 2.112 5,779 4 24.16 88.10 9.70 0.08
WEST VIRGINIA 5.028 4,784 57 43. 19 42.79 11,97 0.91
WISCONS IN as 12,447 o 0.87 94.94 4.29 0.00
WYOMING 42 378 - 42.09 46.12 11.78 -
AMERICAN SAMOA o] - o] 0.00 - 100.00 0.00
GUAM - - - - - - - -
NOITHERN MARIANAS - - - - - - - -
TRUST TERRITORIES - - - - - - - -
VIRGIN ISLANDS - - - . - - - -
BUR. OF INOIAN AFFAIRS 2683 294 179 - 3%.73 39.99 24.32 -
U.S. ANO TERRITORIES 229.849 447.0%0 92,197 5.272 29.88 57.73 11.90 0.68 R
(Continued)
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Table "1

NUMBER ANO PERCENT OF CHILOREN 3 - 21 YEARS QL. SERVEQ ! OIFFEREN:

EMOTIONALLY DISTURBED
NUMBER - == - vo -

Gorecccacancatecaan

REGULAR

STATE CLASSES

ALABAMA 3,938
ALASKA 149
ARI20NA 3,440
ARKANSAS 218
CALIFORNIA 1,044
COLORAQO 8,171
CONNECT ICUTY 6,842
OELAWARE 973
OISTRICE OF COLUMBIA a2
FLORIOA 8,387
GEORGIA 18,108
HAWALL 1"
10AHO 322
ILLINOIS 10,498
INO 1ANA 794
10waA 1,738
KANSAS 1.804
KENTUCKY 748
LOUISIANA 680
Ma INE 3,498
MARYLAND 521
MASSACHUSETTS 13,949
MICHIGAN 9.158
MINNESOTA 2,094
MISSISSIPPI 203
MISSOuRl 4.877
MONTANA 284
NEBRASKA 3N
NEVAOA 282
NEw HAMPSHIRE 904
NEw JERSEY 4,032
NEW MEXICO -
NEW YORKX 5.860
NORTH CAROLINA 2,649
NORTH OAKOTA 197
OHIO 458
OKLAHOMA 290
OREGON 1.968
PENNSYLVANTA 3,281
PUERTO RICO 137
RHOOE ISLANO 728
S0UTH CAROLINA 4.218
SOUTH OAKOTA 101
TENNESSEE 1,170
TEXAS. . ... . .. .8,76848
UTAH 6.621
VERMONT 293
VIRGINIA 2,889
WASHINGTON 2,092
WEST VIRGINIA s77
wISCONS IN 1,922
wYOMING 384
AMERICAN SAMOA o]
GUAM -
NORTHERN MARIANAS .
TRUST TERRITORIES -
VIRGIN ISLANOS -
BUR. OF INDIAN AFFAIRS 138
U.S. AND TERRITORIES 146,738

SEPARATE
CLASSES

723
121
2,608
224
5.761
3.258
3,987
1.098
207
6.793
5. 404
248
204
10,659
1.488
2,486
2,264
829
3,088
2718
697
3,179
8.373
1,778
147
2.718
164
1.273
167
239
7.382

30, 944
1.968
118
2.668
s42
117
6.762
398
7?7
2.02%
137
718
3,928
1.284

3,390
2,091
489
7.468
184

74
140,922

QURING SCHODL YEAR 1981-1982

SEPARATE
SCHOOL
181
s
81
150
1.928
248
1,082
448
444
2.279
Te8

cecescacat

OTHER EN-
VIRONMENTS

23

162

173-

s (ONAL ENVIRONMENT S

EMOt (ONALLY OISTURBED

tewencascwcacna-n-PERCENT == eeamecaanact
REGULAR  SEPARATE  SEPARATE  OTHER EN-
CLASSES CLASSES SCHOOL  VIRONMENTS
80.93 14.87 3.72 0.47
45.99 40.43 11.73 1.83
51.53 39.02 9.43 0.00
36.12 37.46 25.08 1.34
11.99 65.97 22.08 -
62.03 32.7% 2.49 2.72
55,28 33.18 8.7% 2.78
38.57 43.%52 17.76
5.90 29.07 62.36
52.30 29.69 14.21
71.43 23.98 3.22
2.78 68.10 9.11
59.30 37.%7 0.5%
32.38 32.86 J4.97
31.58 62,20 4.60
39.83 s57.08 . 2.%2
42,18 52,93 3.23
32.58 27.48 J4.0%
14.30 64.31 20.21
84.20 6.62 6.00 3.18
15,13 20.24 61,53 3.1
. 78.68 17. 48 4.82 1.03
46,10 43.98 7.76 0.18
41.77 35.41 20.51 2.3
51.689 37.40 8.85 2.29
57.54 33.44 2.78 8.24
54.83 31,86 13.51 0.00
19.75 75.%0 4.74 0.00
61.68 36.38 1.96 0.00
73.68 19.%53 6.29 0.33
26.18 47.70 24.22 1.91
12,23 63.73 22.70 1.32
4%.03 33.9%0 6.9 14.94
81.78 36.99 1.29 0.00
7.47 43.48 44.68 4.43
30.27 568,58 1.97 11.%9
79.69 .79 3.08 $2.31
23.61 48,68 27.32 0.22
7.68 19.47 71.97 0.88
52,16 27.08 17.53 3.23
80.68 29,14 2.69 7.%51
35.31 47.90 15.03 1.79
44.61 27.30 25.98 . 2,13
40,53 27.%52 18.92 13. 41
84.59 7 TUUTI27E0T T8 TR0 48T T
65.41 9.31 13.30 11.97
36.26 45.72 14.08 3.94
47.64 46.89 $.10 0.97
46.72 37.98 14,29 1.08
16.93 83.07 0.00 0.00
62.76 29.28 8.97 -
S1.71 28,14 20.1% -
41.80 39.98 18,04 2.4
g
(Continued)



Table IC1

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF CHILOREN 3 - 21 YEARS OLD SERVED IN DIFFERENY EDUCATTIONAL ENVIQONMENTS
DURING SCHOOL YEAR 1981-1982

DTHER HEALTH IMPAIRZD DTHEA NEALTH [MPAIRED

¢escacccvmacccn o NUMBER " =ne-cacarcancacs ¢mecmonsivnacea s RERCENY " " ~au-cvccaaar e

REGULAR  SEPARATE  SEPARATE  DTHER EN- REGULAR  SEPARAYE  SgPARavE  OTHER EN-

STATE CLASSES CLASSES SCHOUL  VIAONMENTS CLASYES cLA5SES SCMOZ),  VIAONMENTS
ALABAMA a7 28 2 118 24.61 13.84 80.73
ALASKR 24 [} 17 o 84,08 12.77 0.00
ARIZONA o o o 1.328 0.00 0.0 100.00
ARKANSAS 60 9 107 LT 28.43 3.9 . 3a.e7
CALIFORNIA 13.394 1,389 .7 - 89.1C 10.33 -
COLOR4DO o o o [¢] - - -
CONNECTICUT 472 3%2 182 119 41.%0 12.44 13.0% 10.97
DELAWARE [} [} ] s 31.98 21.03 2t.08 268.32
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 1 2 57 79 0.74 1.4 42.322 39,58
FLORIOA 18 172 187 1,738 .38 8.23 7.-98 82,93
GEORGI A 988 143 ] 1.290 4. 68 8.89 0.33 853,11
HAWASI o o L1 o 0.00 0-90 100.00 0.00
10AHO 4 139 > 203 11,92 35.24 0.00 53,14
ILLINDIS 737 284 219 440 a3 81 16.%9 13.%3 26.04
INDIANA o 21 e o 0. 00 29.60 186.40 0.00
1OwA o o 4 o «.00 0-%0 100.00 0.00
KANSAS o o o 2 - ~ - -
KENTUCKY 81 9 182 %W 1€.22 11.82 1. a8 J9.48
LOUISIANA 491 213 29 1.13% 28,24 1.4 1.%9 60,78
MAINE 198 a L1 102 .31 1.42 18. 48 21,41
MARYLAND 151 22 30 224 3.7 $.13 ‘.14 50.00
MASSACHUSETTS 1,42% 328 90 19 78.83 17.4g 4.84 1.02
WMICHIGAN - - - . - - - . -
MINNESOTA 700 17 29 L1 77.43 12.9¢ 3.2 6. .42
MISSISSIPPI o o o o - - - -
MISSOURI 1,032 62 0 194 78 20 4.709 2.28 14,72
MONTANA 94 s 1 L} 920,238 4.8, 0.98 3.8%
NEBRASKA o o 0 0 - - - -
NEVADA o o [ 1 G.00 0.00 0.00 100.00
NEW HAMPSHIRE 134 4t 17 2 r3.33 19.52 8.19 0.9%
NEW JERSEY 423 495 74 837 23.73 25.40 4.13 48.73
NEW MEXICO - - . - - ~ - -
NEW YORX 1.994 29,396 4,384 322 6.02 88.42 4. 19 0.97
NORTH CAROLINA 573 294 a8 sas 3%.87 18.24 2.87 42.92
NORTH OAKOTA 19 10 o 12 49,24 23.%4 0.00 30.9%
OMIO - - . - - - . -
OKL AHOMA 196 17 12 114 £7.82 5.04 .94 33.87
OREGON 449 1 10 21 93.39 0.2 2.08 627
PENNSYLVANIA o [} [] 0 ©.00 0.00 100. 00 0.00
PUERTO RICO 13 129 Ty 110 2.07 20.%8 60.03 17,92
RHODE ISLAND 40 [ ] . 37 10.24 1.%% 1.03 a7.08
SOUTH CAROLIN: 9 6 L1 3 11.84 7.8 76.32 3.9%
SOUTH OAKOTA R} 4 1 a8 25.00 5.8g 1.47 67.63
TENNESSEE 91 23 L} 1.007 8.08 2.04 0.44 89.43
TEXAS 1,234 1,141 238 1.944 27.08 2%.04 $.22 42.66
UTAH 71 41 80 [ 42.26 24.40 29.7¢ 3.97
VERMONT 138 13 12 L] 80.38 8.93 T.74 2,98
VIRGINIA 198 157 18 24 49.12 38.29 4.0 8.968
WASHINGTON 487 742 [}] 13 37.32 s6.8¢g 4.87 1,18
WEST VIRGINIA 230 2% 19 604 26,20 2.4y 2.18 68.79
WISCONSIN o o ] a7s 0.00 0-00 0.00 100.00
WYOMING 76 14 [} - 80.8% 14.29 4.2¢ -
AMERICAN SAMOA o - o o - . - -
GUAM - - - - - - - -
NORTHERN MARIANAS - - - - - - - -
TRUST TERRITORIES - - - - - - - -
VIRGIN ISLANC3 - - - - - - - -
BUR. OF INOIAN AFFAIRS 19 L} o - 79.17 20-23 0.00 -
U.S. ANO TERRITORIES 268,392 38,066 3.770 13.787 32.9% 4%-10 4 71 17.24
!

(Continued)”
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NUMBER ANO PERCENT OF CHILDREN 3 - 21 YEARS OLO SERVEQ IN OIFFERENT EDUCATIONAL ENVIRONMENTS

#ovconmocan

REGULAR
STATE CLASSES
ALABANA a1
ALASKA 61
ARIZONA 194
ARKANSAS 142
CALIFORNIA 861
COLORAOCO 29
CONNECTICUT -
OELAWARE o
OISTRICT OF CoLuMBIA o
FLORIOA -
GEORGIA 338
HAWALL o
10AHO o
ILLINOIS 95
INOIANA o
10wA k]
KANSAS o
KENTUCKY 1]
LOUISIANA : 22
MAINE Sa0
M4RYLAND - 242
MASSACHUSETTS 2,240
MICHIGAN . AN
MINNESOTA o
MISS1SSIPPI <[]
MISSOURI [}
MONTANA an1
NEBRA SKA o
NEVAOA 23
NEW HAMPSHIRE 158
NEw JERSEY 760
NEW MEXICO -
NEw YORK 193
NORTH CAROLINA - 246
NORTH DAKOTA o
OHIO 59
OKLAHOMA a7
OREGON [+]
PENNSYLVANIA o
PUERTO RICO 141
RHOOE ISLAND 32
SOUTH CAROLINA 123
SOUTH OAKOTA 87
TENNESSEE 211
TEXAS 6.006
UTAH a1
VERMONT 219
VIRGINIA 352
WASHINGTON s2
WEST VIRGINIA 89
WISCONSIN o
WYOMING o
AMERICAN SAMOA o
GUAM ~
NORTHERN MARIANAS -
TRUST TERRITORIES -
VIRGIN ISLANDS -
BUR. OF INDIAN AFFAIRS kAl
U.S. AND TERRITORIES 14.571

Table 3Cl

OURING SCHOOL YEAR 1981-1982

MULTIHANODICAPPEO
-------- NUMOER-=cc-ccaccancancas
SEPARATE  SEPARATE  OTHER EN-
CLASSES SCHOOL  VIRONMENTS
[11] 2 a9
a9 24 o
sss 288 8
98 498 20
4,288 298 -
883 189 aa
] 9 ]
9 132 23
- o o
Sa8 77 38
138 13 o
52 119 L1 ]
451 567 12
850 270 10
639 as 9
o o o
20 44 So
422 484 2s
249 60 40
248 2,438 9
s11 141 kX1
1,274 242 28
o o o
11 n a
[ o o
321 23 o
297 so o
16 223 28
42 13 4
2,181 807 28
1,842 4,113 1]
%49 208 168
o o o
1.710 359 19
(1 1] 193 206
o o 31
o 7 o
463 263 1.902
30 a9 1
70 253 71
187 131 4
1,232 s 60
5.260 2,208 770
154 1,242 8
183 22 12
1,304 14 97
791 229 6
37 24 ss
440 o o
o o -
- H 2
73 43 -
29.671 17.350 3.981
164

MULTIHANDICAPPEO

""""'f""""’E'CENT"'“"""""""

REGULAR  SEPARATE  SEPARATE  OTHER EN-

CLASSES CLASSES ScHODL VIRONMENTS
2.78 90.54 0.28 G.44
4%.92 J6.97 17.91 0.00
18.9% S54.29 26.00 0.78
18 94 12.72 63.70 2.69
15.81 78.71 S.47 -
23.62 80.14 12.29 3.2
0.00 0.00 100.00 0.00
0.00 5.49 80.49 14.02
33.77 S54.87 7.74 J.82
0.00 90.20 9.%0 0.00
0.00 23.42 51.80 24.77
8.44 40.09 S0.40 1.07
0.00 89.89 29.03 1.08
3.43 91.81 8.47 1.29
8.90 12.72 70.43 7.99
2.38 45.23 49.73 2.68
62.43 28.80 6.4¢ N
8.2% 8.49 83.00 0.
76.62 17.48 4.02 1.06
1.89 76.183 20.44 1.88
19.38 59.608 16. 67 4.30
44.98 S1.38 .88 0.00
<.00 835.99 14. 41 0.00
7.93 5.92 78.%0 9.88
72.81 19.39 S.v9 T 1,84
20.24 57.91 21.80 0.78
.11 29.72 66.37 0.79
21.01 48.28 17.78 14.3%
2.73 75.8% 18.72 0.88
7.63 87.06 16.97 18,12
0.00 0.00 0.00 100.00
0.00 0.00 100.00 0.00
5.9% 19.%4 11.10 63,40
28.57 28.79 43.718 0.89
23.70 13.49 49.13 13.68
22.37 42.92 33.68 1.03
13.98 79.28 J.28 .88
42,17 36.93, 15.50 5,41
1.38 10. 11 88.12 0.39
81.82 31.99 4.26 2.9
17.03 63.09 15.19 4.69
4.82 73.38 21.24 0.58
42.79 17.79 11.94 27.88
0.00 100.00 0.00 0.00
0.00 - 71.43 28.97
37.97 39.04 22.99 -
22.238 4%.93 28.62 5.49
(continued)
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Table 3Cl

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF CHILOREN 3 - 21 YEARS OLO SERVEO IN OIFFERENT COUCATIONAL ENVIRONMENTS
DURING SCHOOL YEAR 1981-(982

HARO OF HEARING & OEAF MARO OF HEARING & OEafF

@ccccmccaeccnies o NUMBER- - -~ - cesmecacunaat P L -=-==PERCENT-=-vvrcc--- B s

REGULAR  SEPARATE  SEPARATE  OTMER EN- REGULAR  SEPARATE  SEPARATE  OTHER EN-

STATE CLASSES CLASSES SCHOOL  VIRONMENTS CLASSES CLASSES SCHOOL  VIRONMENTS
268 289 402 0 27.63 27.713 41.59 3.09
127 [1] 1 <] 66.%0 33.01 0.49 0.00
ARIZONA LYk 134 3ss [} 53.91 12.82 33.48 0.00
ARKANSAS 232 1} 318 20 as. 11 .97 43.21 2.72
CALIFORNIA 1.942 4.957 29 - 2%.18 74.38 0.47 -
COLORADD 656 280 177 4 s8.73 25.07 15.89 0.36
CONNECTICUT 48s 288 184 10 50.28 29.84 19.07 1.04
DELAWARE 33 18 282 [¢] 10. 69 ' a.84 84.52 0.00
OISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 63 24 20 0 53.8% 29.08 17.09 0.00
FLORIOA 98 1.378 594 2 4.8a 88.57 28.70 0.10
GEORGIA 1.071 448 13 128 47.%2 19.79 27.11 9.59
HAWAIL 18 210 72 0 8.00 70.00 24.00 0.00
ICAHO 23 112 270 0 5.45 27.72 86.83 0.00
ILLINDIS 1.3a8 2.320 s44 2 32.63 S4.54 12.79 0.03
INDIANA 253 448 529 2 20.94 36.368 42.94 0. 16
10wA 380 372 239 12 37.29 36.91 25.02 1.18
KANSAS 993 199 22 1 81.76 16.35 1.81 0.08
KENTUCKY 252 201 592 8 23.93 19.09 58.22 0.76
LOUISIANA 182 679 148 12 17.90 86.37 14.55 1.18
MA INE as9 L1} 98 23 66.38 11.28 18,11 4.2%
MARYLANO 731 2268 637 1 45.82 14.17 39.94 0.08
MASSACHUSETTS 1.426 228 90 19 76.€3 17.52 4.84 1.02
MICHIGAN 999 2.088 16 7 32.93 é8.92 0.%2 0.23
MINNESOTA 833 a82 248 [¢] s7.08 26.02 16.89 0.00
MISSISSIPPI 153 129 23 1 50.00 42.18 7.82 0.33
MISSOURI 1,201 87 259 148 €0.20 19.40 12.98 7.42
MONTANA 87 29 124 [¢] 33.48 15.00 51.54 0.00
NEBRASKA 82 291 188 [¢] 14.82 s51.87 33.91 0.00
NEVADA 87 72 1 12 50.98 41.88 0.s8 6.98
NEW HAMPSHIRE 212 ss 19 [¢] 73.87 19.91 8.62 0.00
NEW JERSEY 472 979 7953 12 21.30 aa.18 33.98 0.94
NEW MEXICO - - - - - - - -
NEW YORX 1.887 LT L 2,169 s 40.01 12.89 45.99 0.11
NORTH CAROL INA 978 303 1,138 1 30.14 12.47 48.83 0.94
NORTH OAKOTA 73 a7 71 0 34.80 31.78 33.83 0.00
OMIO 538 1.657 as8 12 20.18 €2.29 17,11 0. 48
OKLAHOMA 394 338 59 L3 46.90 40.00 7.02 8.07
OREGON 939 132 543 Q s8.18 8.18 33.64 0.00
PENNSYLVANIA 1.068 963 1,114 18 47.09 24.3% 28.11 0.43
PUERTD RICO 1 718 853 28 8.51 41,96 50.08 1.47
RHODE ISLAND 100 20 141 [¢) 36.31 7.88 54.02 0.00
SOUTH CAROLINA 592 42% 339 1 43.63 31.32 24.98 0.07
SOUTH OAKOTA an 27 82 1 73.87 8.4 19.48 0.24
TENNESSEE 1.458 580 359 9 80.60 24.11 14.92 0.37
TEXAS 1.760 2.080 862 168 36.14 42.71 17.70 3.a8
uTaH 208 1} 2 0 84.90 14.29 0.42 0.00
VERMONT 202 22 84 19 82.93 s.89 28.17 4.0%
VIRGINIA [+1} 488 189 8 54.88% 32.31 12.20 0.%3
WASHINGTON 308 €10 4 0 33.19 88.38 0.44 0.00
WEST VIRGINIA 212 119 172 L] 41.73 23.43 33.86 0.98
WISCONSIN 23 (1.1 248 [¢] 2.46 71.23 26.31 0.00
wYOMING 1] 10 2 - 82.09 14.93 2.99 -
AMERICAN SamOa (] - 12 ] 0.00 - 100.C0 0.00
GUAM - - - - - - - -
NORTHERN MARIANAS - - - - - - - -
TRUST TERRITORIES - - - - - - . -
VIRGIN ISLANDS - - - - - - - -
BUR. OF INDIAN AFFAIRS 9® [¢] 8 - 92.43 0.00 7.5% -
U.S. ANO TERRITORIES 28.322 28.9968 18.792 781 38.68 37.08 22.99 1.07
(Continued)
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Table 3Cl

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF CHILOREN 3 - 21 YEARS OLO SERVEO IN DIFFERENT EOUCATIONAL ENVIRONMENTS

REGULAR
STATE CLASSES
ALABAMA 133
ALASKA 94
AR1ZONA 318
ARKANSAS a1
CALIFORNIA 2.882
COLORAOG 422
COMNECT ICUT 299
DELAWARF 13
DISTRICT OF COULUMBIA 1
FLORIOA $20.
GEORGIA 2%9
HAWALL 19
10aM40 134
ILLINOIS 307
TN TANA 188
104 A71
KA2:3AS 170
KENTUCKY 240
LOL ISTANA 140
1A NE 2y
NaiYLAND 2rc
MAS32CHUSEYT" S Ry
MICHIGAN 1,46y
MINNESOTA 81
11185155 1%P1 )
M1 SSOUR: 670
MON/VANA €6
NFBRAIWA “a3
NEVAOA AR M,
MNEW HAMESHIRQF (L)
NCW JERSEY N
NZIW MEXICO -
vl % 770
[ LAROLINA 233
NORTH DAKOTA -1
OH10 44
O LAHOMA 139
DREGON 436
PENNAYVLVANTZ 177
PUERTO RiCUu 99
RHODE TS ™ 172
SOUT4 CARGLINA 342
SOUTH DANCTA 34
TENN" 33EE 426
TEXA., [ ]
UThn 21
VERMON1 216
“IRGINIX 286
CASH: NGTON 388
XEST VIRGING 138
#1SCINSIN o
WYON J NG 74
AmcAICAN $AMOA o
GUAM © -
NORTHERN '“AREANAS -
TRUST TER I TORIES -
VIRGIN ISL) ‘DS -
BUR. OF IN_..)* A%FAIRS bX)
U.S. AND TEMOITORIES 18.537

OURING SCHOOL YEAR 1981-1982

ORTHOPEOICALLY IMPAIRED

feccccvonccccnnccnan

SEPARATE
CLASSES

ERmeeceesmoccaocnaas

SEPARATE

SCHOOL

5Sae

1.829
218

443
15
104
&1
1,702

1053

27
sty
?
10

28
L X
¢

¢
"

Q1 1 s -

14,148

OTHER EN-

VIRONMENTS

227

Py i DD

8.218

REGULAR

CLASSES

82.48
11.61
S.04
68.53
31.01
26.98
J38.69
31.41
5™, 30
83.40
42.81
59.04
17.26

82.22

#4.00

32.5%

ORTHOPEOICALLY IMPAIRED

bomecvocovscncccasPERCENT~=2cn-noceccncacce

SEPARATE SEPARATL OTHER EN-
CLASSES SCHOOL VIRONMENTS
42.81 0.00 11.64
3%.20 11.73 0.968
31.469 4.9 1.87
16.45 56.40 6.01
80.17 0.32 -
20.72 1615 22.08
3%.97 7.7 5.93
12,13 79.44 0.00
1.77 98.48 0.88
59.49 22.91 0.00
25.07 .13 4,18 .
44.74 49.0t 0.00
5.2 0.00 55.03
27.78 4%5.32 13.92
43.90 20.69 8.82
40.24 0.79 10.33
17.98 0.44 62.09
25.%53 17.67 20.%4
19.99 46.950 5.14
19.36 8.47 22.99
8.96 50.27 11.92
17.47 4.79 1.03
3%5.70 2.02 4.0
29.18 5.39 2.62
29.27 7.47 3%.22
38.9% 2.2 12.87
19.32 0.00 5.68
61.73 0.00 0.00
1.87 12.26 §4. 77
19.41 6.47 ©.%3
30.79 40.22 2.0
24.91 28.97 32.39
28.63 19.09 14.36
29.89 22.28 0.00
33.08 13.24 40.44
40.42 4.49 14.87
5.1 10.26 2.17
J2.92 53.18 2.30
a.18 86,62 2.19
16.73 13.38 1.20
25.09 12.21 1,74
19,84 50.79 2.38
32,79 1.82 20.70
22.89 12.03 33.87
40.09 8.17 0.44
10.04 J.88 2.70
52.89 0.80 3.89
39.97 3.69 1.70
38,81 16.76 9.07
100.00 0.00 0.00
7.78 10.00 -

- 100.00 0.00
16.00 0.00 -
33.47 19.96 14.42

(Continued)



Table 3Cl

NUMBER ANO PERCENT OF CHILOREN 3 - 21 YERRS OLD SERVED IN DIFFERENT EOUCATIONAL !NV"IDNEN’S
OURING SCHOOL YEAR 1981-1982

VISUALLY HANDICAPPEO VISUALLY Hanp3€appf0

bommaeman ceemmm e NUMBER=--emeemevnn SN O “PERCENT="“~o/""ns'Smaes®

REGUL2R SEPARATE SEPARATE OTHER EN- REGULAR  SEPARATE 5;F‘H.rl o™HER EN-

STATE CLASSES  CLASSES  SCHODL  VIRONMENTS CLASSES  CLASSES  scfRny  \IRONmenTS

_____ Me " TP et tesecraee f"Maemescees wwevsssesw eSwescewwe P —— cewes®asses Swesacawee °_ o \~_I' \/"\Q.t"
ALABAMA 149 50 138 . 43.9% 14,79 40, 44 v 48
ALASKA 28 12 2 [} 66.67 28.%7 A ve Q00
ARIZONA 270 10 108 1 69.93 2.59 27 .30 Qg6
ARKANSAS 18 9 132 8 44,19 3.37 LY A 00
CALIFORNTA 1.407 2m2 7 - 62.09 37.80 9.3 .
COLDRADO 272 9 73 2 76.40 2.%3 20 .5 Q. %6
CONNECTICUT 213 57 42 s 67.19 17.98 12,29 Y. a8
OELAWARE 154 7 [ [ 95.6% 4.3% .00 Q0
OISTRICT Of COLUMBIA a 42 3 0 40.79 55.28 2 o8 Q0
FLORIOA 513 170 158 0 61.14 20.26 18 xg Q.00
GEDRGIA 520 27 129 17 7%.04 3.90 BLEY 2 4s
HAWATY 18 23 7 0 20.77 58,77 12 46 Q.0
10AHQ 74 28 n o 4s.12 15.85 9% .02 Q.00
ILLINOIS 731 48% 191 2 51.88 34.42 12 ng Q. 14
INOTANA 268 29 198 o 53.98 5.88 T Q.0
10WA 139 as a1 8 58.95 19.69 1? .90 2.9
KANSAS 223 a9 [} 2 84,47 14.77 Q.00 Q.76
KENTUCKY 230 a7 159 ] 52.29 10.71 98,32 Qg8
LOUTS JANA 219 1) 22 o 70.87 22.01¢ Y Q.00
MaINE i 120 42 15 a8 s5.81 19.53 LY 1787
MARY L AND 319 28 251 8 52.81 4.84 "\ ag Q.99
MASSACHUSETTS 611 129 as 1 78.78 17.48 A 51 1.0t
M{CHIGAN 428 408 54 s 47.93 45.33 Q.o¢ Q.e7
MINNESOTA 218 63 40 2 74.64 15.40 S 46 WL
MISSISSIPR] 99 2 1" 1 87.61 1.77 S Q.8
MI550uRl 508 102 151 74 60.84 12.22 18 o un g6
MONT ANA as 8 133 0 21.23 4.47 18 .30 Q.00
NEBR & SKA 101 18 a8 0 81.21 10.91 27 6 Q.00
NEVAOA 60 4 o 13 77.92 s.19 Q.0 1. g8
NEW HAMPSHIRE 89 23 9 0 73.58 19.01 kY Q.00
NEW UERSEY 820 - 187 119 200 61.84 14,10 ‘.91 Iy o8
NEW MEXICO - - - - - - , -
NEW YDRK 1,139 337 348 ] 82.33 18.91 LY Q.32
NORTH CAROLINA 443 22 218 7 84,231 3.18 AN v.0!
NORTH DAKOTA 29 1" 28 0 50.00 14.10 8 o0 Q.00
oHIO 431 224 194 s 4471 34,69 29, 43 Q.82
OKLAHDMA 128 a8 2 128 45, 48 12.04 Q.7 44 g1
OREGON 824 [ 52 o 90.92 0.00 .ot Q.00
PENNSYLVANIA 1.038 228 as7 20 63.18 13.88 AR 1.22
PUERTD RICO 60 57 1,622 12 3.43 2.28 A NY) Q.69
RHODE ISLAND a8 6 18 ) 69.37 s.70 2\ Q.0
SOUTH CAROLINA 392 72 93 o 70,18 12 38 8 o6 Q.00
SOUTH DAKOTA " 8 23 1 31.91 12.77 53 49 213
TENNESSEE $50 sg 1953 18 70.69 7.%8 N g7 .06
TEXAS 924 479 154 22 58.52 30.34 LR ] 1.39
UTAH 106 b} [¢] [ . 100.00 0.00 Q. .0
VERMONT 107 5 3 4 89.92 4.20 gy 3.8
VIRGINIA 6as 43 28 9 88.62 5.56 Qb 1.8
WASHINGTON 179 79 3 3 67.80 29.92 \IRT) 1,14
WEST VIRGINIA 188 12 78 2 87.03 4.7 & Q.12
WISCONSIN 98 72 129 ) 32.78 24.08 A4 Q.00

WYOMING 0 2 0 - 93.7% 6.2% Q_ o
AMER[CAN SAMDA 0 - 1 0 0.00 - 109 o0 e
GUAM . - - - . - . -
NORTHERN MaARIAMAS - - - - - - . -
TRUST TERRITORLES . . - - - - - ’ .
VIRGIN ISLANDS - - - - - - . -
8UR. DF INDIAN AFFAIRS " 2 0 - 84.82 15.38 Q. g0 -
U.5. AND TERRITORIES 18.213 4.899 5.842 830 58.78 17.78 2\ 8 2.28
(cony inged)
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Table 3Cl

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF CHILOREN 3 - 21 YEARS DLO SERVED IN OIFFERENT EOUCATIONAL ENVIRONMENTS

STATE

OEAF-BLIND

OURING SCHOOL YEAR 19B1-1982

$ocncnmcascocaconeaNUMBER  ccomcrccnccsanoad

REGULAR
CLASSES

SEPARATE
CLASSES

SEPARATE
SCHODL  VIRONMENTS

DTHER EN-

ALABAMA
ALASKA
ARIZONA
ARKANSAS
CALIFORNIA
CDLORADD
CCNNECTICUT
DEZLAWARE

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

FLOR1OA
GEORGIA
HAWALL

10AHO
1LLINDLS
INDIANA

10WA

KANSAY
KENTUCKY
LOUISTIANA
MAINE

MARY LAND
MASSACHUSETTS
MICHIGAN
MINNESOTA
MIsSISSIPPL
M]IS$S0UR?
MONTANA
NEBRASKA
NEVADA

NEW HAMPSHIRE
NEW JERSEY
NEW MEXICO
NEW YORK
NURTH CAROLINA
NORTH DAKOTA
OHID

DKL AHOMA

GON
PENNSYLVANIA
PUERTO RICD
RHODE ISLAND
SOUTH CAROLINA
SOUTH DAKOTA
TENNESSEE
TEXAS
UTAH
VERMONT
VIRGINIA
WASHINGTON
WEST VIRGINIA
WISCONSIN
WYOMING
AMERICAN SAMOA
GUAM

NDRTHERN MARIANAS
TRUST TERRITORIES

VIRGIN ISLANDS

BUR. OF INDIAN AFFAIRS

U.S. ANO TERRITORIES

oI1nZ000

3 -
QOO0O~N=200«-00wNN

o -

O LO00OONO=R 1 =&

s

et i

w

-t 1 I 0WO0U=-.00bLw

w
-
m

9
4
o]

-
-

H> =N a
F LI I NG DBNOC N NB e 3. ANWO 1 OU00-0aa

[

1,292

1,324

43
12
10
9
-0
sS4
52
Nn
102
43
]
17
65
7
20
13-
a1
27
o
50
L]
I
A

(]
12
[\
<
o
uN
11,
43
1"
24
-]
10
o
73

CO1-000WWO0000WOR0 1 =-1000C

-]
]
1111 101000000V QO000N==a0000: 20000

Qs+ 1 1 NA0OON

o
&

OEAF-8LIND

wemmacemccmcecaasaPERCENT m=oescccacoccacoy

REGULAR SEPARATE SEPARATE OTHER EN-

CLASSES CLASSES SCHOOL  VIRONMENTS
7.94 14.29 6a.29 9.%2
0.00 23.00 78.00 0.00
0.00 0.00 100.00 0.00
0.00 43.48 56.52 0.00
6.93 93.45 0.00 .
2.99 14.93 80.60 1.49
0.00 0.00 100.00 0.00
5.00 2.%0 77.80 15.00
1.47 23.%3 7%.00 0.00
13.64 13.64 €5.18 7.58
0.00 40.00 60.00 0.00
0.00 0.00 100.00 0.00
12,38 13.48 74.16 0.00
0.00 6J.16 J6.84 0.70
0.00 0.00 100.00 0.00
17.9%3 71.30 4,31 0.6
1.8 86,82 8.99 0.68
0.00 37.2% 62.79 0.00
43,48 s8.52 0.00 0.00
7.14 3.7 89.29 0.00
717.69 18,92 a.82 0.77
14.83 9.76 75.81 0.00
1.1 44 .44 44.44 0.00
13.33 6.67 80.00 0.00
0.00 100.00 0.00
0.00 0.00 1.2
0.00 0.00 0.00
£.00 8.00 0.00
0.00 15,38 0.00
PR 79.31 0.00
15.38 26.15 18.3¢
56,00 7.00 4.0n
83.64 a7.2° 9.09
0.00 0.79 41,27
9.09 9.09 0.00
0.00 30.00 0.00
23.23 22,22 0.00
23.23 22,22 0.00
15.81 27.91 4.19
0.00 0.00 0.00
0.00 8.33 0.00
1.94 33.85 0.00
20.00 72.00 0.00
0.00 100.00 0.00
23.23 22.22 -
0.00 - 0.00
100,00 0.00 o.ov -
10.47 42.53 43.91 ..09
(Continued)
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NUMBER AND PERCENT OF CHILOREN 3 - 21 YEARS OLD SERVEO IN OIFFERENT EDUCATIONAL ENVIROMMINTS

STATE

D T L L T P T TP T

ALABAMA

aLdsKa

ARIZONA
ARKANSAS .
CALIPORNIA
COLORAOO
CONNECTICUT
OELAMARE
OJSTRICT OF COLUMBLA
FLORIDA
GEORGIA

HAWALL

1DAHO

ILLINOIS
INOTANA

T0wA

KANSAS
KENTUCKY
LOUTISIANA
MAINE

MARYLAND
MASSACHUSETTS
MICHIGAN
MINNESOTA
MISSISSIPPI
MISSOURI
MONTANA
NEBRASKA
NEVAOA

NEW HAMPSHIRE
NEW JERSEY

NEw MEXICO
NEW YORK
NORTH CAROLINA
NORTH OAKOTA
OHIO

DKL AHOMA
DREGDN
PENNSYLVANIA
PUERTO RICO
RHOOE 1SLAND
SOUTH CAROLINA
SOUTH OAKOTA
TENNESSEE
TEXAS

UTAH

VERMONT
VIRGINIA
WASHINGTON
WEST VIRGINIA
WISCONSIN
WYOMING
AMERTCAN SAMOA
GUAM

NORTHERN MARIANAS
TRUST TERRITORIES
VIRGIN 1SLANDS
BUR. OF INDIAN AFFAIRS

U.S. AND TERRITORIES

REGULAR
CLASSES

H
cooswn

0C000C0M0 I WOBO

~3
SGOOOOOOUOOOOOOOOlOOOOOOOOOOOO

&

[
-4
O+ s+ OBOO

Table 3Cl1

DURING SCHOOL YRAR 1981-1982

NON-CATEGORICAL

GeenvscrnccsnccenacNMBER " =cscenmnmcccannd
SEPARATE SEPARATE OTHLR EN-
cLASSES SCHOOL VIRONMENTS
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1 ] ]

] ] [+ ]

(] [+] (]

[ ] o -

o o o

[ Lk} 3 18

(] 4 (]

k1] ] 1

. ] ]

] ] ]

132 [+} ]

] [} ]

] [+] ]

[+ ] [} ]

o [+] ]

(] [+] ]

1.292 0 (]

119 24 138

] [+ ] ]

] [+] ]

] ] ]

] ] ]

] ] [+ ]

] ] ]

o [+ ] ]

] ] o

] ] ]

] -] ]

] o ]

] 3 ]

] 4 ]

[} N o

] & ]

] o ]

] 0

] 17

] o [+ ]

] ] ]

o ] ]

3 o ]

] o ]

] ] ]

] o o

[+ ] ] ]

] o (]

1) 4 4

1,714 a8 32

(] ] ]

2,710 0 o

40 ] -

. ] o

] ] -

°,301 1,198 022

169

tereencltccancccssPIRCENT"arocccrarscccccad

.I.E; Ej

RFGULAR
CLASSES

100.00
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-
»

13.48

o

o
8!82!!lll8|ll8!llllllllllvl|lll

- -
fo E-
-

44.38

NON-CATRGORICAL
SEPARATE SEPARATE
cLasses SCHOOL

0.00 0.00
1"n. " 0.00
30.41 2.29

0.00 100.
4. 01 0.
7.08 0.
15.6% 0.
82.29 ar.

ltttlltlttlllttttt=81000080088

8lllll8lll8llllllllllllllll

0. 0.00
100. 0.00
9. 0.30
04.41 19.38
100.00 0.00
12.38 1.84
40.48 9.92

OTHER EN-
VIRONMENTS

0.00

o

»
o0

o

»o

8
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NUMBER
PO ceuee
REGULAR
STATE CLASSES

AL ABAMA 1.139
ALagKaA A4
AR 1ZONA 2.808
ARKANSAS 1.714
CA|{FORNIA 10,835
COLORADD 484
CONNECTICUT 2,433
OE | AWARE 241
OIgTRICT OF COLUMBIA 164
FLORIOA %.394
GEQRGIA 6.319
HAWAILI 1]
1DAHO 338
ILLINOTS 2,443
IMg1ANS 4,131
I0wa 95
WANSAS 2,160
KENTUCKY 2.299
LOUISIAHA 3,862
MAINE 1,207
MaRYLANO 3,586
MAGSACHUSETTS 2,305
MICHIGAN 6,264
MINNESQTA 3.887
MYgSISSIPPI 622
M15S0UR! 5,430
MONTANA 1.227
NEBRASKA 1.481
NEVAOA 256
NEw HAMPSHIRE 574
NEw JERSEY 3.561
NEW MEXICO -
NEW YORK 3.900
NORTH CAROLINA 2,708
NQRTH DAKOTA 281
On10 5,958
Ox LAHOMA 4,050
OREGON 1.49¢€
PENNSYLVANIA 5,713
FYERTO RICO o
RMOOE ISLANO 693
SQUTH CAROLINA 2,958
SQUTH DAKODTA 618
TENNESSEE 7.087
TEXAS 14,991
UTAH 1.037
VERMONT 469
VIRGINIA 6.300
WASHINGTON 1,859
WEST VIRGINIA 1.743
WISCONSIN 2.619
WyOMING 329
AMERICAN SAMOA o}
QuAM -
NORTHERN MARIANAS B
TRUST TERRITORIES
VIRGIN ISLANOS -
8yR. OF INOIAN AFFAIRS 28"
U,5. AND TERRITORIES 142.801

Table 3C2

ALL CONOITIONS

weeeceeeNUMBER-=---=--
SEPARATE  SEPARATE
CLASSES SCHOOL
250 22
251 113
335 102
139 720
6,399 134
549 107
1,104 151
21 1AL
19 67
1.186 1.78%
1,133 331
323 14
151 129
4,097 +,587
390 1,121
1,668 5}
540 8
494 703
1.630 687
846 103
343 1,307
3,478 221
4,909 285
3,236 122
301 243
718 113
138 o
1,225 o
60 102
154 -+ - 49
1.748 a9
1.208 5.608
312 476
365 as
981 1.288
644 103
438 a2
998 4,343
12 €20
1 8
341 417
889 27
785 3
7.780 1,598
142 256
261 82
1,529 24
1,830 870
92 118
4,272 242
34 10
o 12
15 o
61.281 27,238

1981-1982

OTHER EN-
VIRONMENTS

433

310

358
204

242

1) =0

7.930

170

ANO PERCENT OF CHILOREN 3 - S YEARS OLD SERVEO IN OIFFERENT
DURING SCHNOL YEAR

FOUCATIONAL ENVIRONMENTS

ALL CONODITIONS

oo voewcwe=eaPERCENT<-==- wtenas-annacd

REGUL AR SEPARATE SEPARATE OTHER EN-

CLASSES CLASSES STHOOL  VIRONMENTS
78.99 17.34 1.53 2.13
%4.78 31.18 14.04 0.00
85.69 10.22 3.0 0.98
66.61 5.40 27.98 0.00
62.53 36,70 0.77 0.00
27.80 31.41 40,45 0.34
64.11 29.09 3.98 2.82
29.83 52.10 18.07 0.00
61.65 7.14 25.19 6.02
63.72 14.01 21.09 1.18
79.16 14.19 4.15 2.51
16.17 80.3% 3.48 0.00
s4.29 24.47 20.914 0.32
29.89 %0.13 19.42 0.56
72.6% 6.86 19.72 0.77
1.93 33.92 0.00 64. 14
79.15 19.79 0.29 0.77
65.6G1 14.10 20.06 0.23
61.09 25.78 10.97 2.26
61.21 27.70 5.23 5,83
68.01 6.%0 24.79 0.70
38.27 57.7% 3.67 0.32
52.57 41.20 2.39 3.84
%$3.32 44.73 1.69 0.28
52.80 25.55 20.63 1.02
84.23 1114 1.7 2.89
90.09 9.91 0.00 0.00
54.73 45.27 0.00 0.00
60.52 14.18 24.11 1.18
73.5%59 19.74 6.28 0.38
60.72 29.80 7.66 1.82
36.25 11,23 52.12 0.41
75.43 B.69 13.26 2.42
41.26 53.60 5.14 0.9
72.31 11,91 15.63 0.16
76.95 12.24 1.96 8.85
71.58 23.83 3.92 0.57
49.73 8.69 37.81¢ 3.77
0.09 49.52 50.48 0.00
98.86 0.14 0.86 0.14
78.77 9.08 1.1 1.04
40,14 $8.03 1.76 0.07
88.9% 9.88 0.04 = 1.13
60.75 31.53 G.46 1.28
72.26 9.90 17.84 0.00
40.09 22.31 7.01 30.60
71.94 17.46 0.27 10.32
43,19 42,52 13.24 1.08
79.41 4.19 5.38 11.03
36.70 59.86 3.39 0.08
88.20 9.12 2.68 0.00
0.00 0.00 92.31 7.689
94 .93 5.07 0.00 0.00
%9.69 2%.61 11.38 3.31
(Continued)
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Table 1C2

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF CHILDREN 3 - % YEARS OLD SERVED IN DIFFERENT EDUCATIONAL ENVIRONMENTS
DURING SCHOOL YEAR 1981-1982

LEARNING DISABLED LEARNING DISABLED

(AL T cecmcmrccencNUMBER- = -c-mnvocnaccant beccemcccavsmnecc -PERCENT -v-mcco-mucccon s

REGULAR SEPARATE SEPARATE OTHER EN- REGULAR SEPARATE SEPARATE OTHER EN-

STATE CLASSES CLASSES SCHOOL VIRONMENT S CLASSES CLASSES ScHOOL VIRONMENTS
ALABAMA 110 [ o 1 94.02 .13 0.00 0.6e3
ALASKA 23 s 30 0 41.87 8.33 50.00 0.00
AR1ZONA 222 8% [ o 72.08 27.80 0.32 0.00
ARKANSAS [¢) 20 19 0 0.00 57.14 42.88 0.00
CALIFORNIA 394 1,444 s [} 20.88 78. 44 2.70 0.00
COLORADOD 82 134 10 o 36.20 49.29 4.42 0.00
CONNECTICUT 136 T4 4 t 83.268 34.42 1.86 0.47
OELAWARE 38 273 46 [¢] 10.484 76.47 12.89 0.00
OISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 8 s 10 o] 34.78 21.74 43.48 0.00
FLORIOA 98 a7 20 0 47.80 42.44 9.76 0.00
GEORGIA 398 74 ! 1 84.90 15.07 0.21 0.21
HAWALL 3 768 0 o - 3.80 96.20 0.00 0.00
10aHO 16 14 o ] $3.33 46.87 0.00 0.00
ILLINDIS 159 827 139 2 14.18 73.684 12.02 0.18
INDIANA 32 0 27 0 S4.24 0.00 45.78 0.00
HI'TY 28 40 0 10 35.90 S1.28 0.00 12.82
KANSAS 8 67 o 1 46.03 53.17 0.00 0.79
KENTUCKY k1) 32 22 0 41.30 34.78 23.91 0.00
LUUISTANA 8 19 [} 0 24.24 57.58 18.18 0.00
MAINE (L]} 8 [¢) 12 eg.33 28.24 0.00 5. 43
MARYLAND as7 32 179 [ 62.74 s.62 31.48 0.18
MASSACHUSETTS 814 1.228 78 7 38.27 97.73 3.87 0.33
MICHIGAN 79 476 0 [} 14.21 85.61 0.00 0.18
MINNESOTA 298 592 2 1 30.29% 89.40 0.23 0.12
MISS1S5S51PPL [+] 2 0 o] 0.00 100.00 0.00 0.00
M1SSOURL 679 78 0 14 88.30 9.88 0.00 1.82
MONTANA S8 12 0 0 82.88 17.:4 0.00 0.00
NEBRASKA 180 22 0 0 89.11 10.89 0.00 0.00
NEVADA 2 43 [¢] 0 4.44 95.56 0.00 0.00
NEwW HAMPSHIRE 26 7 2 0 74.29 20.00 5.7 0.00
NEW JERSEY 113 344 3 0 23.186 70.49 8.39 0.00
NEwW MEX!CO - - - - - - - -
NEW YORK 210 83 108 0 58,12 18.54 28.3% 0.00
NORTH CAROLINA 59 16 0 [} 72.84 19.79 0.00 7.41
NORTH DAKOTA 8 80 0 0 11.78 88.24 0.00 0.00
oMl 19 113 0 0 14.39 a5.81 0.00 0.00
OKLAHOMA 98 a8 0 4 58.33 39.29 0.00 2.38
OREGON o 114 1" o] [+] 91.20 8.80 0.00 0.00
PENNSYLVANIA 228 238 79 82 38.06 38.14 12.88 13.14
PUERTO R1CO [+] 18 o] o] 0.00 100.00 0.00 0.00
AMODE 15LANO 201 [+ 0 ] 100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
SOUTH CAROLINA 18 4 7 o] 82.07 13.79 24.14 0.00
SOUTH DAKOTA 21 43 ! 0 32.21 66.193 1.54 0.00
TENNESSEE 180 1] 0 1 89.39 10.08 0.00 0.56
TEXAS 1.85% 1.908 282 3 45.83 47.13 8.97 0.07
UTAH 108 13 a 0 84.88 10. 48 4.84 0.00
VERMONT 201 19 0 (L] S4.18 .12 0.00 40.70
VIRGINIA 1468 91 2 63 48.03 29.93 0.68 " 21.38
WASHINGTON 204 -4 1 0 97.861 1.91 0.48 0.00
WEST VIRGINIA 22 [ 2 15 48.89 13.33 4.44 33.22
WISCONSIN 0 22 0 o] 0.00 100.00 0.00 0.00
WYOMING 39 4 o] o] 90.70 9.30 0.00 0.00
AMERICAN SAMOA [+] 0 [+] o] - - - -
GUAM - - - - - - - -
NORTHERN MARIANLS - - - - - - - -
TRUST TERRITORIES - - - - - - - -
VIRGIN ISLANOS - - - - - - - -
BUR. OF INDIAN AFFAIRS 19 0 [+] [+] 100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
u.,S. ANO TERRITORIES 8.290 5.888 1.198 379 44.30 47.49 8.19 2.03
(Continued)
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Table 3C2

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF CHILOREN 3 - 8 YEARS OLD SER\ . IN OIFFERENT EDUCATIONAL ENVIRONMENTS

DURING SCHODL YEAW 1981-1982

SPEECH IMPAIRED

becvncavesaccavccceNUMBER " ccmcncconcaany

SEPARAYE
CLASSES

SEPARATE

SCHODL

OYTHER EN-
VIRONNENTS

“eeemecccncccns MeeNeet ¥ cpeceves Meetvevsen vemwvSeves memNenpe"oa

REGULAR
STATE TLASSES
ALABAMA 928
ALASKA 341
ARTZONA 2,102
ARKANSAS 1,581
CALIFORNIA 9,961
COLORAOD 281
CONNECTICUT 1,879
OELAWARE 174
OISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 148
FLORIOA S, 149
GEDRGIA 5,112
HAWAT 57
10AHO 230
ILLINOIS 2.154
{NDTANA 3.8%0
10wA 9
KANSAS 2.042
KENTUCKY 2,158
LOUIS I ANA - 3,3%9
MA INE 633
MARYLANO 2,984
MASSACHUSETTS 510
MICHIGAN 8,004
MINNE SOTA 3,188
MISSISSIPPI 589
MISSOURI 4,321
MONTANA 1,089
NEBRASKA 1,293
NEVAOA 243
NEWw HAMPSHIRE 409
MEW JERSEY 3, 400
NEw MEXICO -
NEW YORK 3,510
NORTH CAROLINA 2.494
NORTH OAKOTA 267
OHID 5.914
OKLAHOMA 3,842
OREGON 1.218
PENNSYLVANIA 5,154
PUERTO RICD o
RHODE ISLANO 313
SOUTH CAROLINA 2,738
SOUTH OAKOTA 575
TENNESSEE €.654
TEXAS 12,487
UTAH 789
VERMONT 122
VIRGINIA 5.849
WASHINGTON 1,221
WEST VIRGINIA 1.538
WISCONSIN 2.608
WYOMING 254
AMERICAN SAMOA o
GUAM -
NORTHERN MARIANAS -
TRUST TERRITORIES -
VIRGIN ISLANDS -
BUR. OF INOIAN AFFAIRS 211
U.S. AND TERRITORIES 123.960

17
199
10

8l
434
158
238
54

]

108
72

7

18
1.778
o
494
o
280
87
138
228
200
1.418
1.438

3
[+]
]
o
[+]

13,748

[+]
as
[+]
481
]
100
33
[+]

3
30
28
[+]

[+]
42¢
190
[+]

23

Q111 1TONOWOD -0

4,714

w
020020020+ 0WO000KR0ON

w
~ L] -~ - 0
[ ReNoNi No R NN 3N -

w

w
[+]

~N
»
OB =-0000=«0200U00 1 =N
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SPEECH IMPAIREC

¢eceemceaann e=ces-PERCENT---v-cccccccccoacs

REGULAR SEPARATE  SEPARATE  OTHER EN-

CLASSES CLASSES SCHOOL  VIRONMENTS
97.47 1.79 0.00 0.74
80.3% 38.22 4.42 0.00
99.43 0. 47 0.00 0.09
74.23 2.90 22.87 0.00
9s5.78 417 0.0% 0.00
52,13 29.31 18.98 0.00
87.27 11.08 1.53 0.14
76.32 23.88 0.00 0.00
87.95 3.61 1.81 8.83
97.39 2.04 0.57 0.00
96.93 1.37 0.49 1.21
89.06 10.94 0.00 0.00
93.%0 6.%0 0.00 0.00
49.27 40.87 9.74 0.32
95,30 0.00 4.70 0.00
0 28 14.07 0.00 us.87
10¢. 00 0.00 0.00 0.00
81.10 10.13 5.61 0.16
91,29 2.%2 0.23 0.00
79.48 16.94 0,00 3.81
85.58 8.54 7.48 0.43
38.27 57.76 3.68 0.29
75.94 17.94 1.78 4.38
68.32 30.78 0.79 0.11
84.98 18.34 19.08 0.00
94.00 4.09 0.07 1.8%
95, 41 4.59 0.00 0.00
66.93 33.01 0.00 0.00
97.94 0.00 0.00 2.02
73.56 19.78 8.29 0.38
78.20 19. 46 1.88 0.48
82.9% 1.49 35.58 0.00
92.89 3.72 2.09 1.30
64.03 35.97 0.00 0.00
100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
91.18 1.54 0.09 7.21
100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
88.a0 3.69 3.29 3.16
0.00 52.44 47.58 0.c0
100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
96.08 3.27 0.66 0.00
45.58 54.36 0.08 0.00
97.37 2.04 0.00 0.80
87.61 12.08 0.2% 0.06
97.17 0.00 2.83 0.00
33.42 37.81 1.64 27.12
91.78 2.38 0.02 3.84
92.71 5.01 1.52 0.78
95.88 0.19 0.19 3.78
100.00 0.00 0.00 .0
96.9% 2.29 0.78 D.co
100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
84.20 9.34 3.20 .26
{Continued)



Table 3C2

NUMBER 4ND PERCENT OF CHILOREN 3 - S YEARS OLO SERVED IN OIFFERENT EOUCATICNAL ENVIRONMENTS
OURING SCHOOL YEAR 1981-1982

MENTALLY RETAROEO WEN TALLY RETARDEO

bevsanvecconccacac sNUMBER =" ncmoccaccaav -t fememammunonan oo PERCENT=vme cncmc oanmaned

REGULAR SEPARATE  SEPARATE  OTHER EN- REGULAR SEPARATE  SEPARMTE  OTHER EN-

STATE CLASSES CLASSES SCHOOL  VIRDWMENTS CLASSES CLASSES SCHOOL  VIRONMENTS
4LABAMA 73 158 2 ] 1.9 €65.98 0.84 2.10
4LASKA 4 [T . 16 [¢] 52,31 23.08 24.62 0.00
4R1ZON4 157 148 V3 3 49,37 45.60 4.09 0.94
ARKANS4S a4 27 83 o 48,28 18.52 36.21 0.00
CALIFORNIA 87 1,979 17 (<] 4.18 95.01 0.82 0.00
COLOR400 7 84 423 [¢] 1.42 12.96 88,63 0.00
CONNECTICUT - L] 12 21 18 13,58 61.20 11.48 8.74
DELAWARE 2 an a8 [¢] 2.13 48.94 48.94 0.00
DISTRICT OF COLuMBIA [¢] ] 24 0 0.00 14,29 85.71 0.00
FLORIO4 17 448 1,021 [¢] 1.18 30.0% 68.80 0.00
GEORGl4 a4 234 1s 23 4G.21 37.28 12.83 3.68
HAWALL [¢] 1] [¢] 0 0.00 100.00 0.00 0.00
10AHO 27 77 14 [¢] 22.83 65.29 11.86 0.00
ILLINOIS 17 423 S14 o 1.78 44.34 s3.88 0.00
INOTANA 223 258 asa o 23.90 27.44 48.68 0.00
10wA 15 721 [¢] 49 1.91 91.89 0.00 6.24
KANSAS 7 213 3 [ 3.13 95.09 1.24 0.49
KENTUCKY S0 101 158 [¢] 16. 18 32.69 51.13 0.00
LOUISTANA as 209 120 17 19.72 48.49 27.64 3.94
MA INE 77 141 a8 12 27.90 51.09 18.87 4.39
M4RYLANO 7 27 251 3 11.84 8.49 78.93 0.94
MASSACHUSETTS 489 737 a7 . 38.29 57.71 3.68 0.31
MICHIGAN 28 1.121 67 28 2.09 90,26 5.39 2.29
MINNESOTA 137 69a a8 ) 15.49 78.69 . 5.41 0.43
MISSISSIPPI 24 89 42 [¢] 15.48 87.42 27.10 0.00
MISSOURI 132 233 EL] 10 29.27 56.10 12.42 2.22
MONTANA 4 22 [¢] 0 6s.08 34.92 0.00 0.00
NEBRASKA [} 227 0 0 0.00 100.00 0.00 0.00
NEV40A 1 2 9 0 8.33 18.87 75.00 0.00
NEW HAMPSHIRE 27 7 2 1 72.97 18.92 5.41 2.70
NEW JERSEY 43 109 144 [¢] 4.89 40.98 S4.14 0.00
NEW MEXICO - - - - - - - -
NEW YIRK 37 322 1.049 ! 2.83 22.8% 74.4% 0.07
NORTH CAROLINA 70 67 183 7 21.41 20.49 55.96 2,14
NOPTH DAKOTA o a2 ] 0 0.00 95.33 4.6% 0.00
OHIO [¢] 13 1,042 S 0.00 23.01 76.62 0.37
OK LAHOMA 28 129 2 (1] 16.09 - 74,14 1.18 a.c2
OREGON 16 449 «0 0 ‘3,17 88. 91 7.92 ©.00
PENNSYLVANIA 129 84 3,042 52 3.5a .....10.63 84.34 1.44
PUERTO RICO [¢] 6s 101 0 0.00 39,16 00.64 0.00
RHNOE ISLANO 69 [ [} [¢] 93.24 1.28 S.41 0.c0
SOUTH CAROLINA 128 [L1] . 283 14 22.46 28.9% 48,14 2.46
SOUTH DAKQTA (] 33 2 0 14.63 ... 80.49 a.88 0.00
TENNESSEE 61 168 [¢] (] 1.96 71.49 0.00 2.9%
TEXAS 155 907 343 22 .86 63.56 24.04 1.94
UTAH 28 39 64 0 1,97 29.77 48.89 0.00
VERMONT 78 83 17 s 5.7 30.00 8.10 268.19
VIRGINIA LX) 197 [ 49 11,19 70.86 0.36 17.63
WASHINGTON 12 28 17 [¢] 22.22 48.30 31.48 0.00
WEST VIRGINIA sS4 a4 as 50 29.51 24 .04 19.13 27,32
WISCONSIN 0 172 232 0 0.00 42,57 57.43 0.00
WYOMING 7 18 s 0 23.33 60.00 18.67 0.00
AMERICAN SAMOA ] [+] 8 ] 0.00 0.00 100.00 0.00
GUAM - . - - - - . -
NORTHERN MA4RIANAS - . - - - - - -
TRUST TERRITORIES - . - - - . - .
VIRGIN ISLANOS . - - - - - - -
BUR. OF INDIAN AFFAIRS 1" 10 [¢] [¢] 52.38 47.62 0.00 0.00
U.S. ANO TERRITORIES 3.296 12,492 10,190 462 12.3% 47,24 38.66 1.78
(Continued)
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Table 3C2

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF CHILOREN 3 - S YEARS OLO SERVEO IN OIFFERENT EOUCATIONAL ENVIRONMENTS

ALABAMA
ALASKA
ARIZONA
ARKANSAS
CALI{FORNIA
COLORAOO
CONNECTICUT
OELAWARE

OISTRICT OF cOoLumBlA

FLORIOA
GEORGIA
Hawall

10AHO
ILLINOIS
INOLANA

10wa

KANSAS
KENTUCKY
LOUISIANA

Ma INE
MARYLANO
MASSACHUSETTS
MICHIGAN
MINNESOTA
MISSISSIPPI
MISSOURI
MONTaANA
NEBRASKA
NEVAOA

NEW HAMPSHIRE
NEW JERSEY
NEW MEXICO
NEW YORK
NURTH CAROLINA
NORTH OAKOTA
OHIO

OKLAHOMA
OREGON
PEMNNSYLVANIA
PYERTO R1CO
RHMOOE 1SLANO
SOUTH CAROLINA
SOUTH OAKOTA
TENNESSEE
TEXAS

uraK

VERMONT
VIRGINIA
WASHINGTON
WEST VIRGINIA
WISCONSIN
WYOMING
AMERICAN SAMOA
GUAM

NORTHERN MARIANAS
TRUST TERRITORIES

VIRGIN ISLANDS

8UR. OF INDIAN AFFAIRS

U.S. ANO TERRITORIES

cecemeceruoanacNUMSE
SEPARATE SEPARATE
CLASSES SCHOOL
21 4 [}
8 0 8
al 22 [}
2 3 14
8 1] 16
28 30 [
34 (1] 18
(o] 29 2
] 0 17
28 a7 448
153 448 101
o] 3 o]
18 14 [+
48 77 179
[} (] 8
8 108 o
a 74 4
] 1" 79
o] 19 o]
83 81 18
8 3 77
18 476 20
2 402 29
as 176 a
(] [ |
120 a2 % 7
2 3 o]
o] 7 o]
o] [+] o]
4 1 o]
2 78 20
22 193 308
19 ] 2
o] 17 o]
o] ] 21
k] L] 0
2 " 3
23 (1} a30
o] N 7
24 . 0 [+]
1 (] 9
o] 4 1
8 27 o]
72 168 18
72 49 4
15 2 2
3 28 1
S 2 o]
7 [] a
o] 94 o]
4 4 o]
o] [+] [+
7 [+] o]
1,48 3.388% 2,400

REGULAR
CLASSES

EMQTIONALLY OISTURBEO

OURING SCHOOL YEAR 1981-1982

Recccecncncvasacand

OTHER EN-
VIRONMENTS

O3Z000MN000000

~
OanNOuUAD =N

O IOOO—O.UOO-OhOO:GUOOOUINOOOOHON—U

*
-

EMOTJONALLY OTSTURBEO

$acecacecacncacaeaPEACEN) ‘ouccaccccaccccacsy

REGULAR  SEPARATE  SEPARATE  OTHER EN-

CLASSES CLASSES SCHOOL  VIRONMENTS
80.77 18.38 1.09% 0.00
50.00 0.00 50,00 0.00
78.64 21,38 0.00 0.00
10.%2 18.79 73.68 0,00
7.27 78.18 14.585 0.00
45.61 52.63 1.79 0.00
28.57 54.82 15.13 1.68
0.00 93.9% 8.4% 0.00
26.09 0.00 73.91 0.00
4.99 15.91 79.50 0.00
21.31 82.12 14.07 2.51
0.00 100.00 0.00 0.00
50.00 43.78 0.00 8.29
7.93 62.91 29.59 0,17
0.00 B.11 91.89 0.00
6.15 83.08 0.00 10,77
8.79 a1.32 4.40 8,49
s.28 11.98 83.16 0.00
0.00 90.48 0.00 .52
38.69 36.31 10.71 14.29
9.09 3.41 a7.%0 0.00
38.30 57.70 3.84 0.36
6.88 a88.87 6.24 0.22
11.69 83. 41 3.79 0.9%
0.00 50.00 $0.00 0.00
57.38 33.61 2.87 6.19
40.00 60.00 0.00 0.00
0.00 100.00 0.00 0.00
80.00 20.00 0.00 0.00
1.96 78.47 19.61 1.98
4.72 31.42 63.24 0.82
70.37 22.22 7.41 0.00
0.00 100. 00 0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00 100.00 0.00
30.00 50.00 0.00 20.00
7.69 42.31 19.23 30.77
2.69 6.98 89.193 1.18
0.00 62.5%0 17.50 0.00
100.00 u.00 0.00 0.00
40.62 18.78 28.12 12.90
0.00 80.00 20.00 0.00
22.22 75.00 0.00 2.78
26.18 60.368 6.99 q.91
43.64 29.70 28.67 0.00
48.39 6.43 6.4% 38.71
8.33 77.78 2.78 1.
71.43 268.57 0.00 0.00
29.17 33.3 33.33 417
0.00 100.0C 0.00 0.00
80.00 %0.00 0.00 0.00
100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
18.49 48. 44 32.93 2.14
(Continued)



Table 3C2

NUMBER ANO PERCENT OF CHILOREN 3 ° 8 YEARS OLO SERVED IN OIPFERENT EOUCATIONAL ENVIRONMENTS
DURING SCHODL YEAR 1981-1982

QTHER HEALTH IMPAIRED OTHER HEALTH IMPAIRED

#eccvccncnsincemos-NUMBER =< ccccccacn ucuy #oscumemmcanccccca PERCENT «-ecconuaccacccact

REGULAR  SEPARATE  SEPARATE  OTHER EN- REGULAR SEPARATE SEPARATE  OTHER EN-

STaATE CLASSES CLASSES SCHaoL VIARONMENTS CLASSES CLASSES SCHOOL VIRONMENT S
ALAGAMA 1 [+ ] o 100.00 0.00 0.00 .00
ALASKA k] o ] o 3i7.80 0.00 82.%0 . 00
AR [ ZONA ] o o 10 0.00 0.00 0.00 10U, Q0
ANKANSAS 4 ] 44 [+] 8.18 2.04 89.80 0.00
CAL{FDRNIA 121 130 " o 42.91 83.19 3.90 0.00
CDLORADO 0 o o o - . - -
CONNECTICUT kI 82 19 4 33.83 48.02 16.01 1.94

OEL AWARE ] ] o ] - -

DISTRICT OF COLumM8lA 1 o 2 1 249.00 0.00 50." B
FLORIOA ] 14 19 99 0.00 10.61 14.0 9
GEOQRGIA 2 42 2 14 30.99 $0.00 2.t a7
Hawall o o o ] . . .
10AHO 14 4 o o 77.78 22.22 00 0.00
ILLINDLS ] s8 26 [ 4.80 84.37 24 .89 1,13
INOIANA o [+] 48 o 0.00 0.00 100.00 0n.00
towa o o ] o - - : .
KANSAS o ] o o - - . i
KENTUCKY 22 4 J6 [+] 38.48 6.45 84 .08 0.00
LOUISIANA 107 19 L} 10 78.38 13.38 4 " 7.04
MA INE So 9 18 21 51.02 .18 2,0 21.43
MARYLANO kK] 1 9 ] 67.39 2.17 19.%° 10,87
MASSACHUSETTS 2 49 } o 38.10 58.22 ary 0.00
MICHIGAN - - - - - - - -
MINNESOTA T 32 [} 7 a1.21 27.9%9 1,17 6.03
MISSISSIPPT ] ] o o - - - -
MISSOURI 10 3 3 19 26.32 19.79 7.89 $0.00
MONTANA 3 ] [+] o 100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
NEBRASKA ] o o ] - - - -
NEVADA o o o o - - - -
NEW HAMPSHIRE 21 8 2 o 72.41 20.89 6.90 0.00
NEW JERSEY 3 8 o ] 2.3 668.867 0.00 0.00
NEW MEXICD - - - - - - - -
NEW YORX 22 a4 146 4 3.99 71.94 23.82 0.65
NORTH CAROLINA 8 14 7 ) 21.62 37.84 18.92 21.62
NORTH OAKDTA 3 2 o o 80.00 40.00 0.00 0.00
DHIO . - - - - - - -
0K AHDMA 12 ] o 24 29.27 12.20 0.00 58.54
OREGON 14 o o 3 82.33 0.00 0.00 17.69
SENNS TLVETE o o -] ] 0.00 0.00 100.00 0.00
PUERTO RICO o 19 o ] 0.00 100.00 0.00 0.00
«HODE 1SLAND 7 a o [+] 100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
SOUTH C 4ROLINA o o 13 ] 0.00 0.00 100.00 0.00
SOUTH LAKDTA 2 2 o o $0.00 $0.00 0.00 0.00
TENNESEE L 2 o 9 31.29 12.90 0.00 56.29
TEXAS ' 108 J48 78 (1] 17.90 $6.40 12.16 13.94
uTaM 1" i 17 o 7.9 J.49 58.62 0.00
VERMONT [} S 10 S 23.08 19.22 38.48 19.22
VIRGINTA 14 27 1 ] 3.2 64.29 2.38 0.00
WASHINGTON 2 1 1 o $0.00 25.00 25.00 0.00
WEST VIRGINIA 12 ] ] 19 W\. 7 0.00 0.00 61,29
WISCONSIN ] (] o 4 0.00 0.00 0.00 100.00
WYOMING 8 1 1 o 80,00 10.00 10.00 0.00
AMERICAN SAMOA o o ] o - - - -
GUAM - - - - - - - -
NORTHERN MARIANAS - - - - - - - -
TRUST TERRITORIES - - - - - - - -
VIRGIN 1SLANOS - - - - - - - -
BUR. OF INDIAN AFFAIRS ] ] o ] 100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
U.5. AND TERRITORIES 801 1,338 538 Lk 26.43 44.18 !1&_1! 11.69
(Continued)
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STATE CLATAES CLAYSEY SCHOOL VIRONMENTS
et aiet e Attanr e, Yevqetaase moHemteinA HENTRCENeE M e
ALABAMA 0 . 40 0
ALASKA 4 7 a o
ARTZ0NA 67 L}] X ]
ARKANSGAS b1} 4 LY 0
CALIFORNIA 19 399 7 [}
COLORAGO 42 74 108 4
CONNECTICUT - - - -
DELAWARE [¢] 0 0 o
OLSTRICY NF cOLuMBIA 0 0 [ 3
FLORIOA 0 0 0 o
GEORGIA 78 101 ] 24
HawAll 0 24 ' 0
[DAHO [¢] 17 " [¢]
ILLINOIS 7 107 17 a
INOIANA [¢] 94 193 [¢]
10WA [¢] 101 0 4
KANSAS ¢} [} ¢} o
KENTUCKY ' 43 1869 2
LOUISTANA [¢] 130 43 2
MA [NE 92 33 3
MARYLAND 82 0 330 ]
MASSACHUSETTS LT 7 3 \
MICHIGAN 13 136 1] [}
MINNESOTA [¢] 0 [¢] 0
MISS51SSIPPL 4 2 4 |
M1SSOURY [¢] 0 0 0
MONTANA a 34 [} 0
NEBRASKA [¢] 83 [¢] 0
NEVADA I <] LT] 0
NEW HAMPSHIRE 40 1 3 o]
NEW JERSEY 7 242 92 !
NEW MEX1CO - . . -
NEW YORX ] 37 1,249 1
NORTH GCAROLINA 172 64 a8 10
NDRTH 0AKOTA [¢] [¢] 0 0
OHI0 8 181 21 0
OKLAHOMA 27 171 a3 32
OREGON [¢] [¢] [¢] \
PENNSYLVANIA 0 [¢] 2 ¢}
PUERTO RICO [¢] [+] 0 0
RHOOE ISLAND 13 [¢] [¢] )
SOUTH CAROLINA 1 0 84 1
SOUTH OAKOTA 2 74 12 0
TENNESSEE 19 213 0 5
TEXAS 10p 1,934 482 29
UTAH [} 24 79 o]
VERMONT 1] 10 20 12
VIRGINIA 3s 266 " a3
WASHINGTON 1 10 10 [¢]
WEST VIRGINIA 69 9 14 58
WISCONSIN 0 74 0 0
WYOMING [} [} o 0
AMERICAN SAMDA [¢] [¢] k] !
GUAM - - - -
NORTHER:; MARIANAS - . - -
TRUST TERRITORIES - - - -
VIRGIN I5LANDS - - - -
BUR. OF INDIAN AFFAIRS 12 L] 4] 0
U.S. AND TERRITORIES 884 5,374 3,229 198
176
I3
1G9 .

Table JC2

NUMBER aND PERCENT OF CHELDREN 2 + 8 YEARS QLD SEAVED [N DIPPERENT FDUGATTONAL ENVIRONMENTS

DURING SCHQOL YEAN 19811083

MULTIHANDICAPPUD

¥uturmcrarmennuvens e NUMBER cov cevvncennaunnany

REGULAR  SEPARATK SEPARATE  aTHER EN-

MULTIHANQLCAPPED

pecrarncnneenunes TREAGENT v o neonvetvrvrenap

ARQULAR  SERARATE SEPARATE  QTHER &N
CLABGEY CLASSES SCHOOL  VIRONMENTS

AeLwetUa®n TPERERTNEE L TEINMUNta PEa AR N

0,00 100.00 Q.00 0,00
208.07 46.07 a6.a7 0,00
48,20 28,12 7014 %.78
26,14 9.30 43.07 0.0Q

2.06 08, 84 112 0.00
18,80 23.48 48324 1,78

0.00 0.00 28,00 78,00
34.89 49.02 2.40 11.8

0.00 96.00 400 0.00

0,00 80,71 39.329 0.00

8,21 79.88 12,49 1,24

0.00 38.08 01.94 0.00

0.00 98. 19 0.00 3.81

0.4 20.38 78.30 0.98

0.00 74.29 24.87 1,14
62,16 38.81 0.00 2.03
12,79 4.90 80.a8 1.47
38.08 57.46 2.73 0.78

e.59 83.39 8.32 3.18
12.90 76.97 11.90 3.23
47.69 31.34 0.00 0.00

0.00 100,00 0.00 0.00

1.09 0.00 98,91 0.00
74.07 20.37 5.38 0.00

2.09 70.78 28 90 0.29

0.1 a.30 98,28 0.08

9.84 31.46 29.84 8.20

3.81 aeg. 19 10,00 0.00

6.24 62.59 19.17 12.01

0.00 0.00 0.00 100.00

0.00 0.00 100,00 0.00
92,86 0.00 0.00 7.14

1,19 0.00 98.33 1.30

2.7 84.09 13.64 0.00

7.95 69.96 0.00 2.08
&, 21 73.498 18.81 1.92

3.30 22,02 72.48 0.00
28,32 17.94 35.09 21.08
14.99 70.98 2.92 11.94

..76 47.82 a7.02 0.00
48.00 6.00 9.33 24,67

0.00 100.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 0.00 75.00 25.00
70.99 29.41 0.00 0.00

9.03 34.92 33.00 3.08

- ~
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Table 3C2

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF CHILOREN 3 - 3 YEARS OLO SERVED IN OIFFERENT EOUCATIONAL ENVIRONMENTS
OURING SCHODL YEAR 1981-1982

ALABAMA
ALASKA
ARIZONA
ARKANSAS
CALIFORNIA
COLORAOO
CONNECTICUT
OELAWARE

OISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

FLORIOA
GEORGIa
HAWALI

10aHO
ILLINOIS
INOIANA

10wa

KANSAS
KENTUCKY
LOUISIANA
MAINE
MARYLANO
MASSACHUSETTS
MICHIGAN
MINNESOTA ¢
MISSISSIPPI
Missouatl
MONTANA
NEBRASKA
NEVAOA

NEW HAMPSHIRE
NEW JUERSEY
NEw MEXICO
NEW YORK
NORTH CAROLINA
NORTH OAKOTA
OHIO
OKLAHOMA
OREGON
PENNSYLVANIA
PUERTO RICO
RHOOE ISLANO
SOUTH CAROLINA
SOUTH OAKOTA
TENNESSEE
TEXAS

UTAH

VERMONT
VIRGINIA
WASHINGTON
WEST VIRGINIA
WISCONSIN
WYOMING
AMERICAN SAMOA
GUAM

NORTHERN MARIANAS
TRUST TERRITORIES

VIRGIN ISLANDS
BUR. OF INOIAN

U.S. AND TERRITORIES

$emmccacca=

REGULAR
CLASSES

1,144

HARD OF WEARING 8 OEAF
MBER--=-=--=--

SEPARATE
CLASSES

120

108

O 1

3,394

SEPARATE

SCHOOL

8
1
1]
12
7
1

~N w
oN A

»
1 WNO00WWU~NAL

- -
[=] LX)
aAGDUW

W0 -
B aNBO

194

~ -
11 1 aaDON=aNNG

1,42¢

OTHER EN-
VIRONMENTS

~

-0 —0000!‘!—0&0—NOOOOOOOO*—OOUOOOOO

w

w -
f 1 1 000WONUWOAR=-000N0OWND

[« ]

200

177

HARO OF HEARING & OEAF

PERCENT -=ccccrcrcaccccnn .

REGULAR SEPARATE SEPARATE OTHER EN-

CLASSES CLASSES SCHOOL . VIRONMENTS
4.44 51.11 17.78 36.67
63.18 31.58 $.28 0.00
50.37 a.a9 40.74 0.00
51.79 26.79 21.43 0.00
“12.2% 28.73 1.00 0.00
24.53 73.%8 1.89 0.00
30.24 46.07 20.22 3.37
0.00 8.00 92.00 0.00
0.00 100.00 0.00 0.00
2.40 90.28 6.73 0.48
29.08 23.47 33.67 13.78
0.00 100.00 0.00 0.00
3.459 5.7% 90.80 0.00
9.03 80.37 10.59 0.00
8.89 J4.44 86.67 0.00
14.94 74.71 0.00 10.34
18.18 80.52 1.30 0.00
18.60 34.88 46.51 0.00
6.08 90.91 3.03 0.00
69.57 26.09 2.17 2.17
32.26 19.3% 47.5%8 0.81
37.65 57.6% 4.7 0.00
6.31 91.17 1.28 1.26
33.92 61.99 4.09 0.00
13.33 60.00 20.00 6.67
22.5% 38.24 24.51 14.71
56.00 44.00 0.00 0.00
0.00 100.00 0.00 0.00
8.33 91.67 0.00 0.00
75.88 17.24 6.90 0.00
10.9% 56.93 31.39 0.73
18.00 9.71 72.29 0.00
7.73 10.63 76.33 5.31
0.00 65.22 34.78 0.00
1.21 73.12 25.18 0.48
14.81 48,15 6.48 30.56
49.32 24.66 26.03 0.00
29. 41 25.63 39.92 5.04
0.00 60.98 39.02 0.00
9% .49 0.00 4.55% 0.00
22.22 70.83 6.94 0.00
20.69 65.52 10.34 3.48
36.93 59.09 0.57 3.41
13. 41 48.37 31.30 6.91
81.2% 18.79 0.00 0.00
40.82 8.18 2.49 26.53
24.78 67.26 1.17 6.19
18,10 72.73 9.09 0.00
30,91 20.00 40.00 9.09
0.00 100.00 0.00 0.00
100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00 100.00 0.00
100.00 0.00 0.00 00
18.57 88 11 23.07 3.2%

»
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Table 3C2

NUMBER ANDO PERCENTY DF CHILOREN 3 - S YEARS OLO SERVEO IN OIFFERENT EDUCATIONAL ENVIRONMENTS
OURING ScHOOL YEAR 1981-1922

DRTHOPEDICALLY ImMPAIREO DRTHOPEDICALLY IMPAIREO

Sececncmcarecccc e NUMBER - """ acoca naaa-nxr . D LR T T P r Y «=-PERCENT-=cc=o-nn P

REGULAR SEPARATE SEPARATE  OTHER EN- REGULAR SEPARATE  SEPARATE  OTHER EN-

STATE CLASSES CLASSES SCHODL  VIRONMENTS CLASSES CLASSES SCHOOL  VIRDNMENTS
ALAEAMA 4 3 o [ 50.00 37.50 0.00 12.50
aLASKA - 1" 18 20 o 23.40 34.04 42.55 0.00
ARIZONA a7 -] 3 [} 83.65 5.77 2.88 7.69
- ARKANSAS [] 1 28 o 18. 18 3.03 78:79 0.00
CALIFORNIA 91 971 18 o 8.44 90.07 1.48 0.00
COLDRADO 26 42 60 ! 20.16 32.%6 46.51 n.78
CONNECTICUT 10 17 (] 4 27.03 45.99 16.22 10.81
DELAWARE 2 12 13 o 7.410 44. 44 48,18 . 0.00
DISTRICT DF COLUMBIA o o 9 1 0.00 0.00 90.00 10.00
FLORIOA S8 228 212 o 11.72 45.49 42.83 0.00
GEDRGIA 48 13 8 13 58.97 16.67 7.69 16.67
HAWALL o 1] 13 o 0.00 70.49 29.59 0.00
[DAHD 28 o o o 100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
ILLINDIS 22 221 239 24 4.39 43.68 47.22 4.74
T.DIANA 1" 3 107 4" 6.67 1.82 64.89 26.67
IDwa 18 123 o s2 -8.38 64.40 0.00 27.23
KANSAS 1" 48 o 14 15.07 63.7% 0.00 19.18
KENTUCKY 1 1" 72 o 11.70 11.70 76.60 0.00
LOUISIANA 12 18 77 o 11.43 15.24 73.33 0.00
MA INE . 47 sSo 19 S 38.84 41.32 15.70 4.13
MaRYLAND s6 7 123 8 29.17 3.6% 64.06 3.13
MASSACHUSETTS 25 a8 2 o 38.48 S8.46 3.08 0.00
MICHIGAN 68 893 20 67 6.49 as.21 1.91 6.39
MINNESOTA 98 162 10 o 36.30 60.00 3.70 0.00
MISSISSIPPI 3 29 13 9 s.36 $1.79 26.79 16.07
MISSDURI T4 83 4 21 45.68 38.89 2.47 12.968
MONTANA 1" t o [} 91.67 ‘o 8.33 0.0 0.00
NEBRASKA o 139 o [} 0.00 100.00 0.00 0.00
NEVADA 1 o 2 o 33.33 0.00 66.67 0.00
NEW HAMPSHIRE 18 s 2 o 72.00 20.00 6.00 0.00
NEW JERSEY 7 36 29 ! 9.59 49.32 39.73 1.37
NEW MEXICO . - - - - - - .
NEW YDRK 15 47 481 33 2.60 8.13 83.22 é.08
NDRTH CAROL IiA 24 21 an 13 26.97 23.60 34.83 14.61
NDRTH DAKGTA o 33 16 [} 0.00 67.33 32.65% 0.00
DHID 10 a8 a8 6 7. 14 25.71 62.86 4.29
DK LAHOMA 18 32 4 L] 26.09 46.38 5.80 21.74
OREGON 50 9 10 2 70. 42 12.68 14.08 2.82
PENNSYLVANIA 58 33 76 18 30.60 18.03 41.53 9.64
PUERTO RICO o S0 158 [} 0.00 24.04 75.98 0.00
RHODE 1SLANO ]} [} 1 o 97.44 0.00 2.56 0.00
SOUTH CARDLINA 18 13 1" 19 25.00 28. 12 17.19 29.69
SOUTH DAKDTA 2 21 [} o 6.90 72.41 20.69 0.00
TENNESSEE . 33 92 2 18 22.76 63.45% 1.38 12. 41
TEXAS 102 343 (1] a8 16.46, 55.41 13.89 14.22
UTAH (] 13 10 [} 20.69 44.83 J4.48 0.00
VERMONT 10 16 7 7 25.00 40.00 17.%0 © 17.%0
VIRGINIA 34 84 o 9 31.78 59.81 0.00 6.4t
WASHINGTON 9 o ] 2 S6.29 0.00 31.29 12.50
WEST VIRGINIA 15 10 23 32 16.73 12.50 26.79% 40.00
WISCONSIN o 143 o o 0.00 100.00 0.00 0.00
WYDMING 8 1 2 o 72.73 9.09 18.18 0.00
AMERICAN SAMOA o --0 o o - - - -
GUAM . - - - - - - -
NORTHERN MARIANAS - - - - . - - -
TRUST TERRITORIES - - - - - - - -
VIRGIN ISLANOS - - - - - - - -
BUR. OF INDIAN AFFAIRS 10 o ] 100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
U.S. ANO TERRITORIES 1.312 4,184 2,122 38 186,19 S1.19 26.00 8.98
(Continued)
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Table 3C2

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF CHILDREN 3 - S YEARS OLD SERVEO IN DIFFERENT EOUCATIONAL ENVIRONMENTS
DURING SCHOOL YEAR 1981-1982

VISUALLY HANOICAPPED VISUALLY HANOICAPPEO

#cmmcccccccccnaccacNUMBER - 2ccacccnccecace P mememen PERCENT--cccommccvccaccce

REGULAR SEPARATE  SEPARATE  OTHER EN- REGULAR  SEPARATE  SEPARATE  OTHER EN-

STATE CLASSES CLASSES SCHOOL  VIRONMENTS CLASSES CLASSES SCHOOL  VIRONMENTS
1 1] 1 0.00 7.69 84.62 7.69
3 2 o 37.%0 37.%0 2%.00 0.00
AQ1ZONA 24 2 17 1 54.55 4.55 38.64 2.27
ARKANSAS 3 [¢] 1 o 21.43 0.00 78.97 0.00
CALIFORNIA (1] 72 . o 47.22 50.00 2:78 ' 0.00
COLORADO 9 3 2 1 60.00 20.00 13.32 6.67
CONNECT ICUT 12 1" 8 1 37.%0 34.27 25.00 3.13
OELAWARE 2s ] o o 83.72 18.87 0.00 0.00
OISTRICT OF coLuWBlA [} 1 o o $0.00 $0.00 0.00 0.00
FLORIOA 29 29 17 o 4s.88 34.12 20.00 0.00
GEORG1A 32 7 7 [} 61.54 13.46 13. 48 11.5
HAWALI 1 L o] o 16.87 83.323 0.00 0.00
10AHO 3 . 21 o 10.71 14.29 75.00 0.00
ILLINOIS 3 a7 14 [ 4.62 72.31 21.54 1.54
INDIANA 7 0 23 o 23.33 0.00 768.87 0.00
10wA 8 18 o [ 20.00 $3.33 0.00 26.67
KANSAS 20 27 o o 42.5% 57.49 0.00 0.00
KENTUCKY o s 2 7 o 38.71 14.29 50.00 0.00
LOUISIANA 3 6 2 2 o 37.9%0 12.%0 %0.00 0.00
MA INE ¢ 17 11 o 7 48.37 31.43 0.00 20.00
MaRYLAND 21 1 15 o 56.78 2.70 40.54 0.00
MASSACHUSETTS 14 21 1 o 38.89 s8.233 2.78 0.00
MICHIGAN 22 73 ] 3 22.22 73.74 1.01 3.0
M{NNESOTA 20 3 2 o 37.74 58.49 3.77 0.00
MISSISSIPPI o o 4 1 0.00 0.00 80.00 20.00
MI5SOUR] 51 1" 15 7 60.71 13,10 17.86 8.2
MCNTANA 7 1 [+] ] a7.%0 12.5%0 0.00 0.00
NEBRASKA 8 H o o 61.54 38.48 0.00 0.00
NEVADA ‘7 4 o o 62.84 38.26 0.00 0.00
NEW HAMPSHIRE 7 2 1 o 70.00 20.00 10.00 0.00
NEwW JERSEY 1 9 1 80 1.10 9.89 110 87.91
NEW MEXICO - - - - . - - - -
NEW YORK 18 ] 3 o 29.09 14.59 56.36 0.00
NORTH CAROLINA ] 2 3 . 25.71 14.29 21.43 28.57
NORTH DAKOTA 3 ] 3 o 27.27 45.4% 27.27 0.90
OHIO 2 1] 12 [*] 4.44 68.69 268.67 0.00
OKL AHOMA [ A2 ] ] 18 17.69 32.3% 2.94 47.08
OREGON 48 o L] [¢] 88.09 0.00 111 0.00
PENNSYLVANIA 53 3 20 18 57.61 3.26 21.74 17.39
PUERTO RICO o o 3 o 0.00 90.91 9.08 0.00
RHODE ISLANO 7 o o o 100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
SOUTH CAROLINA 8 2 4 [*] 7. 14 14.29 28.57 0.00
SOUTH OAKOTA . 1 [ 1 o 12.%0 7%.00 12.50 0.00
TENNESSEE 22 8 o 3 51.18 41,88 0.00 6.98
TEXAS 27 193 71 8 9.03 64.59 23.79 2.68
UTAH 7 [+ o o 100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
VERMONT ] . 1 . 3%.71 28.57 7.14 28.97
VIRGINIA a4 13 o 7 74.42 17.44 0.00 a.14
WASHINGTON 3 2 o 1 %0.00 33.23 0.00 16.67
WEST VIRGINIA 11 1 "1 2 44.00 4.00 44.00 8.00
WwISCONSIN 14 4 10 o $0.00 14.29 5. 71 0.00
WYOMING 2 o o o 100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
AMERICAN SAMOA o o o o - - - -
GcuanM - - - - - - - -
NORTHERN MARIANAS - - - - - - - -
TRUST TERRITORIES - - - - - - - -
VIRGIN ISLANDS - - - - . - - -
BUR. OF INODIAN AFFAIRS 3 o o o 100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
U.5. AND TERRITORIES 749 741 369 178 36.77 36.38 18. 11 8.74
. (Continued)
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Table 3C2

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF CHILDREN 3 -~ S YEARS OLO SERVED IN OIFFERENT EOUCATIONAL ENVIRONMENTS
CURING SCHOOL YEaR 1981-1982

OEAF-BLIND OEAF-BLIND

L LT R NUMBER-«--"ee-ccccocane - bomoreran cesecene- PERCENT=-ccvccrccccaccann .

REGULAR SEPARATE  SEPARATE  OTHER EN- REGULAR  SEPARATE SEPARATE  OTMER EN-

STATE CLASSES CLASSES SCHOOL VIRONMENTS CLASSES CLASSES SCHOOL VIRONMENTS
ALaBaMA ] (] o] 4 0.00 0.00 0.00 100.00
ALASKA o o 2 o 0.00 0.00 100.00 0.00
ARIZONA o o 2 [¢] 0.00 0.00 100. 00 0.00
ARKANSAS o 3 [} o 0.00 100. 00 0.00 0.00

CALIFORNIA o 1] .0 o - 0.00. 100.00.. . Q.00 0,00 .
COLORADO o k] ] o 0.00 37.50 62.50 0.00
CONNECTICUT - - - - - - - .
DELAWARE o o 18 o 0.00 0.00 100.00 0.00
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 2 o ! [} 66.87 0.00 33.23 0.00
: FLORIOA o 2 6 o 0.00 25.00 75.00 ~ 0,00
GEORGIA 5 1 2 o 82.%50 12.%0 25.00 0.00
Hawall o o o o - - - -
[10aHO o o 4 o 0.00 0.00 100.00 0.00
ILLINDIS o 3 J o 0.00 50.00 $0.00 0.00
INDIANA o o 2 o 0.00 0.00 100.00 0.00
IOWA o o 0 o - - - -
KANSAS o] 49 o] o] 0.00 100.00 0.00 0.00
KENTUCKY o 1 o 2 0.00 33.32 0.00 66.67
LOUISTANA o o o} [+} - - - -
. Ma INE 8 3 [} o 68.67 33.23 0.00 0.00
MARYLANO [} o 3 [} 0.00 0.00 100.00 0.00
MASSACHUSETTS 2 3 o o 40.00 €0.00 0.00 0.00
MICHIGAN - - - - - - - -
MINNESOTA 2 3 2 o 28.%7 42.88 28.57 0.00
MISSISSIPPI [} o 0 o - - - -
M{SSOURI o} o o o - . - .
MONTANA ! o o [} 100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
NEBRASKA o o [} o - - - -
NEVADA o o [} o - - - -
NEW HAMPSHIRE o o o o - - - -
NEwW JERSEY [} o 8 1 0.00 0.09 a8.89 1.1
NEW MEXICO - - - - - - - -
NEW YOFK o o 4 o 0.00 0.00 100.0C 0.00
NORTH CAROLINA 1 o o o 100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
NORTH DAKOTA o [ 4 o 0.00 20.00 80.00 0.00
OHIO o - [} o 0.00 100.00 0.00 0.00
OKLAHOMA o 8 3 ! 0.00 72.73 18.18 . 9.09
OREGON 0 o F3 o 0.00 0.00 100.00 0.00
PENNSYLVANIA ! o o ! $0.00 0.00 0.00 $0.00
PUERTO RICO o o 2 o 0.00 0.00 100.00 0.00
RHOOE ISLANO o o [} o - . - -
SOUTH CAROLINA o o [} o - - - -
SOUTH OAKOTA o 1 [} o 0.00 100.00 0.00 0.00
TENNESSEE [+] 1 o] o] 0.00 100.00 0.00 0.00
TEXLS ] 21 48 3 13.2% 2%.30 57.83 3.81
UTAH [} o 12 [} 0.00 0.00 100.00 7 0.00
“ERMONT o] 0o 7 0. . 0.00 0.00 100.00 0.00
VIRGINIA o o | [} 0.00 0.00 100.00" 0.00
WASHINGTON o o V] o - - - -
WwEST VIRGINIA o o o o - - - -
wISCONSIN [} S [} [} 0.00 100.00 0.00 0.00
WYOMING o o o o - - - -
AMERICAN SAMOA o o [} o - - - -
GUAM - - - - - - . -
NORTHERN MARIANAS - - - - . - - -
TRUST TERRITORIES - - - - . . - -
VIRGIN ISLANOS - .. - - - -
BUR. OF INDIAN AFFAIRS o 100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
U.S. ANO TERRITORIES 32 128 139 12! 10.29 41,18 44.69 3.88
(Continued)
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Table 3C2

NUMBER ANO PERCENT OF CHILOREN 3 - S YEAR5 OLO SERVED IN OIFFERENT EOUCAIONAL ENVIRONMENTS

REGULAR
STATE CLASSES

ALABAMA

ALASKA

ARIZONA

ARKANSAS _
CALIFCRNIA N
COLORADQ

CONNECTICUT 2y
OELAWARE
OISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
FLORTOA
GEORGIA

HAWATL

10AKO

ILLINDIS
INDI&NA

10wa

KANSAS
KENTUCKY
LOUISIANA

Mma INE

MARYLAMO
MASSACHULETTS
MICHIGAN
MINNESOTA
MISSISSIPPI
MISSOURY

MONT ANA
NEBRASKA

NEW DA

NEW HAMPSHIRE
NEW JERSEY

NEW MEXICO

NEw YORK

NOR'TH CAROLIMA
NOR i OAKOTA
oHIO

OKL AHOMA
OREGON
PENNSYLVANIA
PUERTC RICO
RHODE ISLANO
SOUTH CAROLINA
SOUTH DAKOTA
TENNESSEE
TEXAS

UTaH

VERMONT
VIRGINIA
WASHINGTON 4
WEST VIRGINIA

WISCONSIN

WYOMING

AMERICAN SAMOA

cuam

NORTHERN MARIANAS

TRUST TERRITORIES

OWwOO0OOOO0O

~
~

T 00QO002V00000~-00000aAaC00

-
(I O”OOSOOOOOOOOOOOOUOOO

VIRGIN ISLANDS ~
BUR. OF INDIAN AFFAIRS o]
U.S. ANO TERRITORIES 1.023

SEPARATE
CLASSES

0O000O0I00ONOSDO000O

8.

CS000-000000000 0000000000000V A

-
oy
22
oMW

3.710

O v

7.672

OURING SCHCOL YEAR

SEPARATE
SCHoOoL

~n

»
GO;OOOOOOOOOOOAOOOOOO

(1]
(] lOOOOI‘lhOOOOOOOOOOOOOOO 10000000000

258

1981-1982
NON-CATEGORICAL
veeseaane - B R I EEL T «--ev--PERCENT-<----
OTHER EN- REGULAR  SEPARATE  SEPARALTE
VIRONMENTS CLASSES CLASSES SCHoGL

~
000000 ONOOOO0O00000O0OWOO0OCOO

wa
1 1 0O000ONGOOO00000CID000000 00000

563

181

197

15,

100.

57.89 2.8
100.00 0.00

93.33 0.00
59.69 22.89
100.00 0.00
59.00 0..8
64.39 19.37
100.00 0.00

0.00 0.00
73.10 9.38

cemecancaand

OTHER EM-
VIRONMENTS
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Table 3C3

NUMEER AND PERCENT DF CHILOREN 8 - 17 YEARS OLO SERVEO IN ODIFFERENT EOUCATIONAL ENVIRONMENTS

DURING SCHODOL YEAR 19A1-1982

ALL CONOITIONS

LEERER] sececcceenee-NUMBER-=+--ccccoeccccan -

REGULAR SEPARATE SEPARATE OTHER EN-

STATE CLASSES CLASSES SCHOOL VIRDNMENTS
ALABAMA 40,503 20,644 a81 498
ALASKA 2,073 1,228 87 7
ARIZONA c 41,721 11.294 1.387 1,219
ARKANSAS 37.312 4,581 2.844 140
CALIFQRNIA . 229.1%0 91.778 3,880 .0
COLORADO 41,994 8,358 1,118 1,184
CONNECTICUT 4] ,564 12,722 1,704 9518
OELAWARE 5.202 4,247 1,748 11
OISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 2.90% 2,981 1.583 138
FLORIOA 92.9¢8 3,177 7.680 1.810
GEURGIA 99,819 21,9571 1,998 1.638
HAWALL 1.933 9.692 382 (]
10AHO 10.377 4,862 424 91
ILLINOIS 142,188 57,878 18.094 S42
INOIANA 61.289 26,072 71 (]
10waA 35,241 13,277 a9l 52
KANSAS 28.422 10,082 252 738
KENTUCKY 47,998 14.092 2,372 586
LOUISTIANA 49,440 19,847 5,854 1,243
MAINE 20.783 771 a1s 487
MARYLAND S54.922 19.339 9,129 29
MASSACHUSETTS - 96.090 17.340 4.832 980
MICHIGAN 23,958 41.814 2,530 185
MINNESOTA ss.810 8,377 2,283 236
MISSISSIPPI 37,074 6,808 430 197
MISSOURI 68,975 17,674 2.784 2.533
MONTANA 9.542 2,338 438 9
NEBRASKA 21,8142 4,507 981 0
NEVAOA 9.349 998 447 199
NEwWw HAMPSHIRE 9.772 2,504 832 43
NEW JERSEY 107,212 45.368 9.217 1.530
NEW MEXICO - - - -
NEW YDRX 97.882 92.020 2%,.237 2.897
NORTH CAROLIMNA 98,362 16.451 3,914 2,198
NORTH OAKOTA V26 1,604 189 12
04190 120,793 56,880 12.033 1,607
OKLAHOMA 47,403 5,783 347 1.634
DREGON 36. 107 3,282 779 k11 ]
PENNSYLVANIA 20.921 80,411 2.972 166
PUERTO RICO §.%99 8,917 3,542 2.027
RHOOE ISLAND 14,224 3.098 497 298
SOUTH CAROLINA 53,170 13.009 2.229 870
SOUTH -DAKOTA 9.109 980 317 46
TENNESSEE 73.896 11.100 1,421 1.3a8
TEXAS . 295.192 J1.698 9.109 8.428
UTAH 18.778 3.804 1.508 29
VERMOLT 8.429 1297 166 42
VIRGINIA 71.087 24.498 1.772 3re
WASHINGTON 3%,7468 6,542 1,138 s
WEST VIRGINIA 47.738 5.901 1,284 543
WwISCONSIN 31.2%9 208,919 a4 340
wYOMING 6,491 717 170 ]
AMERICAN SAMOA 174 ' L3 ] o]
GUAM - - - -
NORTHERN MARIANAS - - - -
TRUST TERRITORIES - - - -
VIRGIN ISLANDS - - - -
BUR. OF INDIAN AFFAIRS 3.230 818 2193 o]
U.S. AND TERRITURIES 2.6%0.290 924,788 169,119 37.681

182

ALL CONDITIONS

P ece-PERCENT-=--en=s=m-ccsc-ad
REGULAR SEPARATE  SEPARATE  OTHER EN-
CLASSES CLASSES SCHOOL  VIRONMENTS
84.39 . 1.09 D.80
8s.88 13.14 0.93 0.07
7%.07 20.2% 2.%0 .19
83.14 10.21 8.24 0.314
70.5% 28.26 1,19 0.00
79.681 15.99 2.13 7 2.27
74.48 21,72 2.9 0.c%
48.01 38.48 15. 44 0.1'0
37.03 37.8¢ 23.10 2.01
68.64 24.%0 5.7 1.19
79.04 17.03 1.62 1.52

16.12 20.88 3.03 0.00
87.51 290.48 2.68 0.32
65.09 26.30 8.22 0.4
69.57 29.80 0.83 0.00
71.2% 26.84 1.81 D. 11
70.%3 26.83 0.87 1.97
73.58 21.40 3.94 0.90
82.78 27.42 8.09 1.72
91.00 3.38 .97 2.08
85.38 23.18 10.94 0.51
80.60 14.54 4.0% ¢.a1
65.48 32.44 1.97 0,14
83.84 12.87 3.4e .38
83.37 15,31 0.97 0.2%
7%.00 19.22 3.03 2.7
77.29 19.08 ENL 0.¢7
79.90 16.51 3.99 0-¢G0
8s.08 9.08 4.07 T
73.80 19. 58 $.28 0.32
8s.¢8 27.717 5. 84 0.94
44.94 42.29 11.9% (-]
81.24 13.89 J.a4 1.22
80.0% 17.89 2.08 Q.12
83.1¢ 29.73 8.29 9. 84
81.69 15.10 ©.80 2.81
83.09 8.04 1.92 0.93
56.13 37.%9% 8.20 0.1
34.5¢ 26.2% 14,96 10.62
76.10 18.99 3.28 V.84
76.7% 18.78 3.24 1.28
83.79 10.37 3.38 0.49
84.52 12.39 1.99 1.91
80.50 13.19 3.77 2.123
84.3% 11.18 4.42 0.09
3%.38 12.92 1.68 0.42
72.7% 2%.04 1.81 0.39
84.40 33.38 2.08 G. 17
78.18 16.83 3.88 1.88
52.94 45.48 1.04 0.87
84.98 12,79 2.23 0.00
85,14 .00 3¢4.48 0.00
75.82 19.13 s.08 G.00
70.18 24.48 £.37 1.00

{Continued)



Table 1C1

NUMBER ANO PERCENT OF CHILOREN @ - {7 YEARS OLO SERVEO IN OIFFERENT EOUCATIONAL ENVIRONMENTS
OURING SCHOOL YRAR 1981-1982

LEARNING OISABLEO LEARNING OI3AOLEO
brmecmcccccncencas s NUMBER v cocavcccarccas poacnccnccacacmccnPERCENTacacnmcencucccca s
REGULAR SEPARATE SEPARATE OTHER EN- REGUL AR SEPARATE SEPARATE OTHER EN-

STATE CLASSES cLASSES SCHOOL  VIRONMENTS CLASSES CLASSES ScHoOL VIR ~

ALaBAMA 15,279 427 0 78 96.84 2.71 0.00 0.48
ALASKA s.297 474 1 (<] 91.77 ¢ 8.21 0.02 0.00
AR1Z0NA 24,708 3.843 s [¢] 88.42 13.44 0.13 0.00
ARKANSAS 17,799 1417 102 . 8 - 93.42 4.00 n.38 0.03
CALIFORNIA 130..208 31,396 1,928 [¢] - 71.04 28.13 0.83 0.00
COLORADO 123,118 1,379 a1 218 93.77 3.19 0.17 0.88
CONNECTICUT 23.1%0 4,041 157 a8 84,56 14.70 0.87 0.17
OELAWARE 2.%28 2,297 92 0 48.80 43.02 7.98 0.00
OISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 09 - 1,877 284 L} 17.37 71.21 11.21 0.21
FLORIDA 13.929 10,11 470 0 80.88 15.98 0.88 0.00
GEORGLA 33,107 2,882 a8 22 92.8 7.04 0.07 0.08
HAWAIL 226 . 7.859 12 0 2.88 96.99 0.18 0.00
10AHO 6,308 1.802 0 [¢] 77.78 22,22 0.00 0.00
ILLINOIS 63,801 18,804 788 1" 78.48 22.99 0.92 . 0.01
INDIANA - 19.682 5,018 o o 79.67 20.33 0.00 0.00
10wA 18,768 2,834 0 4 88.09 11.89 0.00 0.02
KANSAS 12.682 2.304 22 s 04.47 18.38 0.18 0.03
KENTUCKY 12.090 1,871 21 28 86.30 13.38 0.18 0.20
LOUISTANA 18.878 8.821 1.344 21 70.27 24.63% 5.00 0.08
MAINE a,7%0 as 1 93 98.12 0.51 0.01 1.3%
MARYLANO 33.888 11,872 1.423 [ 72,13 24.04 3.03 0.00
MASSACHUSETTS 33.920 8,121 1.706 339 80.80 14.84 4.08 0.81
MICHIGAN 33,979 14,011 129 1 70.81 29.12 0.27 0.00
MINNESOTA 31,784 1,368 158 29 95.34 4.10 0.47 0.09
MISSISSIPPI 12,898 1,107 14 2 9M1.79 8.09 0.10 0.01
MISSOURI 30.871 3.438 14 843 88.29 9.83 0.04 1.04
MONTANA 5,184 981 8 [+] 84.28 15.62 0.10 0.00
NEBRASKA 10,417 1,251 3e o 89.00 10.69 0.31 0.00
NEVAOA 8.088 323 o ] 94.98 5.04 0.00 0.00
NEw HAMPSHIRE 5.934 1.974 503 23 73.84 19.59 8.28 0.29
NEW JERSEY 38,0358 21,182 1,148 103 61.83 36.22 1.90 0.18
NEw MEXICO - - - - . - - -
KEW YORK 51,098 12,237 4.094 82 75.70 8.07 0.09
NORTH CAROLINA 44,409 4,103 e 228 91.04 0.10 0.48
NORTH OAKOTA 3,908 52 o o] 98.89 0.00 0.00
oMI0 58,802 10,883 48 18 84.20 0.5%0 0.03
OKLAHOMA 26.232 1,112 7 97 95.87 0.03 0.2
OREGON 20.727 69 ] ] 99.687 0.00 0.00
PENNSYLYVANIA 31,689 19,040 1.818 20 80.88 3.08 0.04
PUERTO RICO 1,308 113 112 10 84.74 7.27 0.88
RHOOE ISLAND 9.398 1.880 103 1" 82.84 0.91 0.10
SOUTH CAROLINA 17,970 2.586 143 [ 86.37 0.89 0.03
SOUTH OAKOTA 2,780 181 19 1 93.21 0.64 0.03
TENNESSEE 35.02% 2,382 9 8 93.51 0.10 0.02
TEXAS 120,003 11,171 1,828 80 $0.31 1.22 0.08
UTAH 12,369 798 1" 3 93.89 0.08 0.02
VERMONT 3.848 49 9 [} 96.91 0.23 0.00
VIRGINIA 28,537 8.519 248 . 78.49 22,83 0.88 0.01
WASHINGTON 20,112 8.888 72 7 89.70 30.03 0.29 0.02
WwEST VIRGINIA 11,573 819 20 0 93.24 8.80 0.18 0.00
wISCONSIN 17.918 7.899 o o 89.40 30.80 0.00 0.00
wYOMING 4,118 400 21 o 90.72 8.61 0.48 0.00
AMERICAN SAMOA 114 o [¢] [} 100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
GUAM - - - - - - - -
NORTHERN MARIANAS - - - - . - - -
TRUST TERRITORIES - - - - - - - -
VIRGIN ISLANODS - - - - - - - -
BUR. OF INOIAN AFFAIRS 1.994 403 o [¢] 83.19 16.81 0.00 0.00
U.S. ANO TERRITORIES 1,245,397 281.8%2 18,859 2,228 80.43 18.20 - 1.22 0.14
(Continued)
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Table 3IC3

NUMBER ANO PERCENT OF CHILOREN 6 - 17 YEARS OLN SERVED IN OIFFERENT EDUCATIONAL ENVIRDNMENTS
DURING SCHODL YEAR 1981-1982

SPEECH IMPAIRED SPEECH IMPAIRED

R meecmcc e NUMBER-=c2ncaccarcuncaay 4emencscnccecceucPERCENT - = nomcncacncccay

REGULAR  SEPARATE  SEPARATE  DTYHER EN- REGULAR  SEPARATE  SEPARATE  OTHER EN-

STATE CLASSES CLASSES SCHOOL  VIRONMENTS CLASSES CLASSES SCHOOL  VIRDNMENTS
¢+ ALABAMA 11,333 32 2 1] 99.39 0.28 0.02 0.31
ALASHA 2.042 280 9 o 87.80 12.01 0.39 0.00
AR1ZONA 10.807 9 o o 99.64 0.36 0.00 0.00
ARKANSAS 7.879 458 144 3 92,93 5.37 1.86 0.04

CALIFORNIA 78.334 3.219 1] o 95.95 3.94 0.11" 0.00 °
COLORADD 9.383 153 o 3 98.36 1.60 0.00 0.03
CONNECTICUT 11,480 442 43 s 95.91 3.89 0.36 0.04
DELAWARE 1,154 256 o o B1.84 1818 0.00 0.00
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 1.828 134 18 o 92.46 6.78 0.78 0.00
FLORIDA 38,028 393 7 o 9n.088 1.02 0.10 0.00
GEORGIA 27,484 189 bL o 99.24 0.67 0.09 0.00
HAWALL 1,634 80 2 o 95.22 4.88 0.12 0.00
10AHO 3,772 48 o o 98.80 1.20 0.00 0.00
ILLINOIS 65,062 2,600 433 3 98,47 3.82 0.71 0.00
INDIANA 36,882 o 52 o 99.86 0.00 0.14 0.00
1owA 11,601 77 o 4 99.31 0.68 0.00 0.03
KANSAS 10, 199 o o o 100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
KENTUCKY 19,040 2,128 7 9 89.88 10.0% 0.03 0.04
LoDISTaNa 23.29%0 293 (] 10 98.69 1.24 0.03 0.04
MA INE 5.3%0 15 [ 4 99.09 0.28 0.00 0.83
MARYLAND 17,377 3.332 293 48 82.34 15.61 1.84 . 0.22
MASSACHUSETTS 22,101 3.988 1,112 221 80.60 14.54 4.08 0.81
MICHIGAN 35.699 911 158 106 98.81 2.47 0.43 0.29
MINNESOTA 14,397 112 2 1 99.21 0.77 0.01 0.0t
MISSTISSIPPI 14,873 94 s [ 99.33 0.683 0.03 0.01
MISSOURI 25.927 1.128 17 507 94.01 4.09 0.08 1.84
MONT ANA 3.234 20 o o 99.40 0.60 0.00 0.00
NEBRASKA 7.674 o o o 100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
NEVAOA 2.417 97 o o 98. 14 3.88 0.00 0.00
NEW HAMPSHIRE 1,297 343 1" ] 73.88 19.53 8.32 0.28
NEW JERSFY 63,952 5,193 se3 7 91.60 7.48 0.81 0.10
NEW MEXICO - - - - - - - -
NEW YORK 33.297 714 (1.0} o 96.02 2,08 1.92 0.00
NORTH CAROLINA 25,097 139 17 98 99.00 0.5% 0.07 0.39
NORTH OAKOTA 2.852 o o o 100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
oHlD $5.933 o o o 100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
DKLAHOMA 19,056 83 18 717 94.86 0.52 0.10 4.%2
OREGON 10,330 o [+] o 100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
PENNSYLVANIA 49.871 8.002 49 13 89.12 10.77 0.09 0.02
PUERTO RICO 62 147 579 20 7.67 18.19 71.88 2.48
RHODE ISLANO 3,748 18 9 1 99.28 0.48 0.24 0.03
SOUTH CARDLINA 17,122 473 12 o 97.29 2.69 0.07 0.00
SOUTH DAKOTA 4.30% 8% 1" o 97.82 1.93 0.2% 0.00
TENNESSEE 29,710 13 1" 10 99.48 0.44 0.04 0.04
TEXAS 51.862 257 22 3 99.48 0.49 0.04 0.01
uraH 6.681 1 o o 99.98 0.02 0.00 0.00
VERMONT 1.990 9 o o 99.55 0.4% 0.00 0.00
VIRGINIA 33.414 258 1 ! 99.23 0.77 0.00 0.00
WASHINGTON 10,318 349 12 N 96.34 3.28 0.11 0.29
WEST VIRGINIA 10.29%8 o o o 100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
wISCONSIN 11,732 o o o 100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
WYOMING 1.248 20 15 o 97.27 1.58 1.17 0.00
AMERICAN SaMOA o o o o - - - -
GUAM - - - - - - - -
NORTHERN MARIANAS - - - - - - - -
TRUST TERRITORIES - - - - - - - -
VIRGIN ISLANOS - - - - - - - -
BUR. OF INDIAN AFFAIRS 722 o o o 100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
U.S. AND TERRITORIES 956,487 34,713 4,893 1.9%8 95.8% 3.48 0.47 0.20
(Continued)
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NUMBER ANO PERCENT OF CHILOREN @ -« {7 YEARS DLO SERVED IN OIFFERENT EDUCATIONAL ENVIRONMENTS

REGULAR

STATE CLASSES

ALABAMA 9.482
ALASKA joa
ARIZDONA 1.867
ARKANSAS 10.772
CALIFORNIA a9s
COLORAOO 1,484
CONNECTICUT 892
DELAWARE 404
DISTRICT OF COL'I4BIA 150
FLORIDA 1.820
GEDRG!IA 14,497
HAWAILIL 10
10AHO 118
ILLINDIS 2.949
INOIANA 3.3%2
10waA 2.388
KANSAS 491
KENTUCKY 8.968
LOUISIANA 1,748
MA INE 4,261
MARYLAND 1,118
MASSACHUSETTS 20.371
MICHIGAN 2,967
MINNESOTA 6,069
MISSISSIPPI 9,100
MISSOURI 5,147
MONTANA 263
NEBRASKA J.078
NEVADA 301
NEW HAMPSHIRE 1,084
NEw JERSEY 1,193
NEw MEXICO -
NEW YORK 2.9538
NORTH CAROLINA 23.748
NORTH OAKDTA 102
OMID 4,289
DKL AHDOMA $.004
DREGON 1.089
PENNSYLVANIA 3.009
PUERTD RICD 4,647
RHUDE ISLAND 180
SOUTH CARDLINA 12.601
SOUTH DAKODTA 516
TENNESSEE 11,39
TEXAS 7.821
UTAM 768
VERMONT 1,439
VIRGINIA 4,%07
WASHINGTON 1.9%0
WEST VIRGINIA 4,634
WISCONSIN as
WYDMING 293
AMERICAN SaMOa ]
GUAM -
NORTHERN MARIANAS -
TRUST TERRITORIES -
VIRGIN ISLANOS -
BUR. OF INDIAN AFFAIRS 234
U.S. AND TERRITORIES 208,138

Table 3CJ

OURING SCHODL YEAR 1981-1982

MENTALLY RETAROLO

$evecanarciaacncccc e NUMBER v accnn. caacccay

SEPARATE
CLASSES

274

380.944

SEPARATE  OTHER EN-
SCHOOL  VIRONMENTS
53 189
10 1
169 0
1.371 3
201 o
411 404
272 48
509 2
sg8 3 1 4
4.390 ]
604 182 .
54 0
139 0
6,000 7
' 0
a2 7
a8 144
719 57
2,677 138
190 70
2,764 7
1,029 203
592 . 20
758 18
332 57
2,198 91
s9 o
581 0
263 1
92 s
2,159 99
4,129 48
2.021 200
78 0
a. 188 33
129 aa7
27 .
4,904 96
1,929 238
120 E
1,214 19
29 2
130 40
2.801 138
153 1
13 )
126 28
604 4
829 7
261 0
67 0
as o
- - b
137 o"
58.99% 3,411
185

MENTALLY

$evacaasescncacasPER

REGUL AR
CLASSES

33.
.87
.19
.39

38.
2.

SEPARATE
cLaSHES
us. .81
36.98
67.08
19.%0
98 .64
$2.40
79.62
45.60
37.11
71.97
43.68
94.91
90.21
72.62
84.97
72.60
a8.o8
43.3%
65.32
6.20
44.99
14.94
82.24
42.44
39.48
85.72
3.7
28.67
38.79
19.61
71.08
74.08
25.67
a8.49
79.97
$3.38
72.47
78.28
44.23
T71.81
34.37
47.23
34.92
49. 71
62.60
40.7¢
69.687
67.08
44.36
96.79
47.91
0.00

42.48

RTAROEO
CENT ecscecccaanacacans
SEPARATE  OTHER EN-
SCHOOL  VIRONMENTS
0.19 0.58
1.9a8 0.20
2.73 0,00
9.09 0.02
0.98 0.00
8.29 9.368
5. 43 0.93
30.28 0.12
90.04 0.2%
20.09 0.00
2.18 0.s8
4.30 0.00
5.33 0.00
18.34 0.02
0.00 0.00
4.02 0.07
1.18 2.49
PIRT] 0.33
20.24 1.06¢
7.18 1.39
39. 41 0.10
4.08 0.80
2.94 0.10
6.38 0.19
2.28 0.39
12. 42 2.77
4.82 0.00
11,33 0.00
29.5¢ o.11
6.26 0.34
18. 10 0.83
15.96 0.18
5.79 0.97
4.99 0.00
15.73 0.08
1.08 3.1
0.68 0.10
12.87 0.27
13.27 2.08
11,16 0.28
5.73 0.18
2.80 0.19
1.8 0.22
12.39 0.88
6.23 0.04
0.93 0.00
0.82 0.18
7.78 0.08
6.43 0.07
2.42 0.00
9.64 0.20
100.00 0.00
21.24 0.00
8.78 0.53
(Continued)
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Tabla 1C3

NUMBER ANO PEACENT OF CHILDREN @ - 17 YEARS OLO SKAVED IN DIFPERENT EDUCATIONAL ENVIRONMENTS

ALABAMA

»' ASKA

AP LZONA
ARKANSAS
GALIrORNIA
COLORANO
CONNECTICUT
OELAWARE
OlSTRICT OF coLumala
FLOR!OA
GEORGIA

HAwALL

10AHO

ILLINODIS
INOLANA

10wA

KANSAS
KENTUCKY
LOUISIANA
MAINE

MARYLAND
MASSACHUSETTS
MICHIGAN
MINNESOTA
mississiperl
MISSOURI

MONT ANA
NEBRASKA
NEVAOA

NEw HAMPSHIRE
NEw JERSEY

NEw MEXICO

NEw YORK

NORTH CAROLINA
NORTH OAKOTA
OHIO

OKL AHOMA
OREGON
PENNSYLVANIA
PUERTO RICO
RHOOE ISLAND
SOUTH CAROLINA
SOUTH DAKOTA
TENNESSEE
TEXAS

UTAH

VERMONT
VIRGINIA
WASHINGTON
WwEST VIRGINIA
WISCONSIN
WYOMING
AMERICAN SAMOA
GUAM

NORTHERN MARIANAS
TRUST TERRITORIES
VIRGIN ISLANDS
BUR. OF INOIAN AFFAIRS

U.S. ANO TERRITORIES

DURING SCHOOL YRAR 1981-19K2

K EMOTIONALLY O1STURBED

Pumesnannnnuneuns s NUMY

REGULAR SEPARATE
CLASSES CLASSES
3.828 874
130 1314
3.300 2,832
212 218
L] $,477
68.087 3,188
6.222 3,631
9952 1,041
34 192
a.183 4,361
18,772 4,908
1" 337
292 171
8,463 9,143
T41 1,427
1,680 2,309
1.713 2,138
722 597
es7 2,981
3.310 191
493 ani
13,184 2.376
8,708 7.469
1,988 1,482
203 - 143
4,163 2,419
278 161
321 1,208
279 165
870 230
3.868 7.007
S.3528 28,772
2.577 1.931
197 91
450 2.618
278 S34
1,809 108
3.024 8.310
137 336
6338 383
4,108 1,971
98 125
1.09¢6 (1.1 ]
$.%10 3.637
8.508 1.201
270 34
2.594 3.247
2.049 1.980
se1 448
1,922 7.022
350 158

o o

109 a3
139.032 130.983

EReveaneusauansasuns

SEPARATE OTHER UN-

SCHODL VIRONMENTS
180 23
27 [
567 0
134 7
1,738 Q
198 288
812 283
426 4
398 18
1,848 "o
634 287
34 o
3 12
8.229 %0
13 0
110 10
128 63
8a3 122
903 48
200 83
1,838 97
662 131
1.3%8 . 18
989 109
28 9
201 451
70 0
80 [}
9 0
74 3
3.424 284
9.992 598
382 783
4 0
2,433 232
14 107
70 298
2,330 19
213 ‘a
183 37
164 437
3s 3
493 S2
2,438 1,781
221 13
1] 4?2
942 288
203 21
1358 10
[} o
S0 0
o o
a1 [+]
45.837 7.107

186

EMOTIONALLY DISTURAED

posmvuvswnvanans e sPRACENT " - e v nccncraavad

REGULAR
cLassss

81,70
44.22
81.87
37.32
12.08
82.89
568.22
39.28

$.32
86.31
73.09

2.88
81.09
32.70
33.94
40.89
42.38
33.99
14.32
8a.88
15.88
80.60
49.61
43.67
$3.00
57.83
S4.44
19.99
61.59
73.92
26.58
12,43
49,99
87.47

7.88
29.63
79.34
25.48
21,10
$2.239
81,50
37.83
47.087
41.22
83,53
66.83
36.79
48.18
47.83
17.81

SEPARATE  SEPARATE  OTHER EN-
CLASSES $CHOOL  VIRONMENTS
14.40 1,42 0.49
44,88 9.18 2.04
39.87 a.a8 0.00
37.88 23.%9 1.23
6g,77 FI L 0.00

LE) 1,01 2.47
99 8.24 2.18
42.93 17.69 0.18
10.08 81.82 1.82
31,83 11.34 0.82
22,73 2.94 1.24
88.22 8.90 0.00
38,77 0.83 2.81
38.32 31,79 0.19
8s.37 0.69 0.00
58,19 2,08 0.24
82.89 3,17 1,86
208. 11 32.18 6.74
64.98 19.68 1,08
4,08 5.37 1.89
21.90 a 89.12 3.12
14.98 4,08 0.80
42.58 7.74 0.10
32.81 21,32 2.40
37.34 7.31 2.3%
33.44 2.70 8.23
31,78 13.81 0.00
7%.03 4.98 0.00
36.42 1.99 0.00
19.94 6.29 0.2%
48,12 23.91 1.81
64.73 21,49 1.34
34.18 6.74 12.50
31,18 1.37 0.00
45,87 42,44 4.08
87.38 1.50 11.49
4.69 3,07 12.94
54.80 19.61 0.13
47.89 28.63 2,42
29,29 15.28 3.08
29.91 2.46 6.54
47.89 13.41 1,19
28.62 21.44 2.28
27.38 18.24 13,18
12.08 2.22 0.15
8.42 14.36 10. 40
46.03 13,36 3.80
48.58 4,77 0.49
38.02 13.30 0.83
82,19 0.00 0.00
27.93 9.01 0.00
29.58 19,29 0.00
40.58 14,19 2.20
(Continued)
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Tabhle 3C)

NUMBER AND PERGENT OF CHILOREN 6 - 17 YEAHS OLD SERVED [N OTFFERENT EOUCATLONAL ENVIRONMENTS

ALABAMA

ALASKA

AR1ZONA
AHKANSAS
CALTPORNTA
£OLORANO
CONNECT LCUT
DELAWARE
OISTRICT OF COLUMHIA
FLORIDA
GEOROI{A

HAWATL

tOAHO

ILLINOIS

INO TANA

1OwWA

KANSAS
KENTUCKY
LOUTISIANA
MAINE

MARYLANO
MASSACHUSETTS
MICHIGAN
MINNESOTA
M{SSISSIPPI
MISSOURI
MONTANA
NEBRASKA
NEVAOA

NEW HAMPSHIRE
NEW JERSEY

NEW MEXICO

NEW YORK

NORTH CAROL INA
NORTH DAKOTA
OHIO

OKL AHOMA
OREGON
PEMNSYLVANIA
PUERTO RICO
RHONE 1SLANO
SOUTH CAROL INA
SOUTH OAKOTA
TENNESSEE
TEXAS

UTAH

VERMONT
VIRGINIA
WASHINGTON
WEST VIRGINIA
WISCONSIN
WYOMING
AMERICAN SAMOA
Guam

NORTHERN MARTANAS
TRUST TERRITORIES
VIRGIN ISLANOS
BUR. OF INOIAN AFFAIRS

U.S. AND TERRITORIES

Pevtv et uyvavearena

AEGUL AR
CLA!!E!

45
L}
o
a5
12,881
o
402
L]

o
18
B94
0
13
a3e
o

0

o
54
Jea
100
119
1.34%

815
1.002
86
129
400
1.878
542
18

184
355

24,498

OURING SCHODL YEAR 19811982

OTHER MEALYH IMPAIRED
uas

SEPARATH SEPARATE
CLASSES $CMOOL
23 2
3 12

o o

a 63
1,206 %9
0 0
269 107
4 4

2 47
131 138
98 8
0 Jje
129 0
204 160
21 7
o 4

o o
50 122
184 19
22 J9
22 kL]
243 €8
19 21
o o
a4 21
] 1

o o

0 o
J4 1"
408 ]
27.%844 1.168
269 37
8 o
12 12

1 10

0 o
73 300
[} 4

a 43

] ]

17 3
780 182
40 33
(] 3
119 14
709 43
24 12
o o
13 3
o o

5 [}
J32.794 2.821¢

.
~

R LR L LALEERE )

OTHER EN-
VIRONMENTS

t,489
1,286
o]

29
319

190
948
66
180

303
846
12

a4
18

110
243

33
932
1.5810

[« B I Y

12.097

187

DTHER HIALYN IMPATRED

puvececae .........,....p‘ N"""""""""'"'
REQULAR  SEPBRATE  SEPARATE  DTHER EN-
CLASSES LASSES SCHOOL  VIRONMENTY
.67 13.07 1,14 60.21
51.43 14.29 34,49 0.00

0.00 0.00 0.00 100.00

31.23 4.%9 a19.22 28.9A
91.08 A.84 0. 42 0.00
45.09 30.29 12. 21 11.04
21.88 21.08 21,09 20,22
0.00 1.63 8.2 80.16

1.01 7.38 7.67 83.93

39.72 4.28 0.22 98,80
0.00 0.00 100,00 0.00

8.20 70. 49 0.00 21.31

48.22 15,47 12.13 24.18
0.00 79.00 2%.00 0.00

0.00 0.00 100.00 0.00

12.98 12.02 29.33 45.67
24.27 12.14 1.25 62.34
44 .03 9.69 17.18 29.07
33.43 a.1a 2.8) 50.58
80.%9 14,56 4.07 0.78
81.08 10.29 2.712 3.97
83.22 3.68 1.74 11.38
89.58 5.2 1.04 a7
73.30 19,32 6.2% 1.14
24.33 24.64 0.49 50.58
6.07 89.17 3.77 0.98

Js.a18 18.01 2.48 43.24
44.44 22.22 0.00 33.33
63.01% 4.11 4.1 28.77
92.45 0.126 2.60 4.89
2.62 14.72 80. 48 22.18

9.84 2.14 1.43 86.79

13.33 10.00 71.87 5.00
26.00 2.00 2.00 70.00
8.1 1.84 0.29 a9.98

29.23 20.74 413 45.88
42.05 29.41 24.28 3.68
1.9 3.88 2.21 0.00
47.42 38.39 4.982 9.68
37.74 37.5% 3.49 1.22
26.48 2.%6 1.48 69.51
0.00 0.00 0.00 100.00

80.72 15,68 3.61 0.00
70.89 29.41 0.00 0.00
33.89 49,44 3.9 18.78
(Continued)
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Table JC}

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF CHILOREN 4 - 17 YEARS OLD SERVED IN DIFFEARNT EDUGATIONAL ENVIRONMENTS
NUAING SCHONL YEAR

MULTIHAND LGAPPED
'«"vl-!q"!\ti-.e'ytv‘ﬁ-M‘“l“‘!“l?‘!’vwﬁ!i‘!i'-n-v"

TTATR

ALABAMA

ALASKA

AR 20NA
ANKANSASY
CALTFORNTA
COLORADD
CONNECTICUT
OELAWARE
DISTRIGCT OF COLUMHIA
FLORIDA
QEQRGIA

HAWALL

({0AHO

ILLINDLS
INOTANA

1OWA

KANSAS
KENTUCKY
LOUISIANA
MA I NE

MARYLANO
MASSACHUSETTS
MICHIGAN
MINNESOTA
MISSISSIPPI
MISSOUR!
MONTANA
NEBRASKA
NEVADA

NEW HAMPSHIRE
NEW JERSEY

NEW MEX1CO
NEW YORK

NORTH CAROLINA
NORTH OAKOTA
DHIO

OKLAHOMA
DREGON
PENNSYLVANITA
PUERTO RICD
RYIDDE I SLANO
SOUTH CAROLINA
SOUTH OAKOTA
TENNESSEE
TEXAS

UTAH

VERMONT
VIRGINIA
WASHINGTON
WEST VIRGINIA
WISCONSIN
WYOMING
AMERICAN SAMOA
GUAM

NORTHERN MARIANAS
TRUST TERRITORIES
VIRGIN ISLANDS
BUR. OF INDIAN AFFAIRS

U.S. AND TERRITORIES

ARGULAR
CLASSEY
10
L}
18
[R1.}
L]
g

o
0
0
ise

SEPAQATE
QLASGES
LLY]
a3
414
LL}
130
%7

0
9
0
424
108
i
Js
929
439
o]

1
273
1914
212

1981 1Al

SUPARATE OTHER EN~
SCHOOL VIRINMENT %
1 4
0 4]
303 o]
430 19
240 0
17 10
9 0
118 14
o 0
a7 "
14 o
LF ] o]
9 b
7 o]
48 \
o] 0
217 4
J80 F])
60 27
1,840 J
108 21
FAR 14
o] o]
22 8
(o] o]
22 [¢]
%0 o]
130 3
9 4
887 23
2,949 4
162 122
(o] o]
292 18
108 12
o] J0
] (o]
2683 1,802
40 o
152 87
a0 3
k1] 42
1,212 702
1.080 4
2 (o]
219 9
178 L]
9 o]
o] o]
o] o]
1 o]
9 o]
11,928 2.9%4
188

S
&_.

MULT IHAND LCARPED

iamernaa s cRERNENT T enrn

LR

AREE RN

HEGULAR SEPARATY SEPARATE QTHER KN+
CLARHNS CLABSEN SCHOOL  VIROMMENTS
.40 40, 80 o.M .39
LA Y] 16, 44 17.04 Q.00
19.41 67,84 26.90 0.00
1.1 13,10 Ha. 28 PIE]
19,44 T4 .83 8.74 0.00
LA K] 66,39 6,74 1,14
Q.00 0.00 100 0n 0,00
Q.00 4.28 R}, 89 %.9)
13,68 86,08 6.0 1.48
0.00 88,82 11,48 0.00
0,00 32,04 47.03 0.00
10,02 485.89 421.28 1.01
0.00 90,27 9.13 0.00
o.a1 49,90 9.22 0.20
18,48 0.20 71.82 12,42
2,22 29,97 88.07 7,04
68.71 21.12 8.39 3,78
a,80 10.47 20,89 0,18
80.8) 14,82 4.04 0.80
1.1 78.97 20.00 1,92
22.63 86.93 18.08 a.28
48.48 40,14 4.6 ¥ 0.00
0,00 78.20 21.74 0,00
12.3% 9.41 76.47 1.78
72.11 19.08 8.12 2.72
22.83 55,68 20.99 0.72
2.77 38.88 89.71 0.98
22.128 47.98 17.00 12.80
2.70 A2.22 14. 18 0.90
9.02 55,80 17.07 18.04
0.00 0.00 0.00 100.00
0.00 0.00 100.00 0.00
5.99 19.84 11,10 63.40
20.24 32.14 47.82 0.00
29. %1 17.07 37.07 16.34
a1 24,83 22.M2 1.22
15.26 77.69 3.23% a.70
82.91 29.92 11.12 8.44
1.129 10,20 68.04 0.33
71.97 27,94 0.49 0.00
19.29 82.82 15.22 2.7
4.96 79.81 18.99 n.st
5. 71 48,21 16,07 N0
0.00 100.00 0.00 ;.60
0.00 0.00 100.00 0.00
28.20 43.84 19.88 0.00
26.68 44.09 23.29 8.97
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NUMBER ANO PERCENT OF CHILOREN 6 -

Table 3C3

OURING SCHOOL YEAR 1981-1982

HARO DF HEARING & OEAF

L L sesecannaNUMBER - c-c-e- B AL T

REGULAR  SEPARATE  SEPARATE  DTHER EN-

STATE CLASSES CLASSES SCHOOL  VIRDNMENTS
ALABAMA 291 227 119 15
ALASKA "7 80 o o
ARIZONA 472 13 297 o
ARKANSAS 293 St 301 20
CALIFORNIA 1.361 3.687 12 o
COLDRAOO 608 238 169 e
CONNECTICUT 432 219 138 L]
OELAWARE 17 10 220 o
DISTRICT DF COLUMBIA 82 29 15 o
FLOR (DA 87 11N s42 [
GEORGI A 979 J88 462 99
HAWA LT 18 174 (-1 ] 0
10aHO 18 98 173 o
ILLINOIS 1.221 1.673 434 1
INO I ANA 233 407 439 [+]
[Owa 351 300 299 3
KANSAS 948 133 21 1
KENTUCKY 222 172 553 8
LOUISIANA 168 518 128 12
MAINE 280 29 9 18
MARYLANO ess 194 S43 o
MASSACHUSETTS 1.348 243 67 14
MICHIGAN 917 1,987 12 2
MINNESDTA 799 257 238 o
MISSISSIPPI 138 19 13 o
MISSOURI 999 292 198 1
MONTANA 73 268 134 o
NEBRASKA L L] 218 188 o
NEVAOA a4 61 1 1
NEW HAMPSHIRE 178 a7 15 o
NEW JERSEY 440 836 618 1"
NEW MEXICOD - - - -
NEW YORK 1,704 556 1.687 S
NORTH CAROLINA 928 277 860 2
NORTH OAKODTA 72 43 1.4 (]
OHIO 463 1. 217 288 10
OKLAHOMA 3% 278 L1 13
OREGON a18 98 %24 o
PENNSYLVANLA 1,690 843 623 ]
PUERTD RICO 1" 617 2 23
RHODE ISLAND a9 19 92 o
SOUTH CAROL INA LEL] 87 310 [
SDUTH OAKDTA 293 8 1] o
TENNESSEE 1.242 444 L k] 2
TEXAS 1.6%0 1,722 874 128
UTaH 191 29 2 o
VERMONT 177 15 72 o
VIRGINIA 781 J98 182 o
WASHINGTON 292 72 3 o
WEST VIRGINIA 182 107 138 o
WISCONSIN 23 61 238 o
WYOMING 49 9 ! o
AMER[CAN SAMOA ] (] {+] o
Guam - - - -
NORTHERN MARIANAS - - - -
TRUST TERRI TORIES - - - -
VIRGIN ISLANDS - - - -
BUR. OF INDIAN AFFAIRS 87 o 8 o
U.S. ANO TERRITORIES a5.568 21,740 13,100 520

189

REGULAR
CLASSES

J30.954
68.10
53.951
44.086
26.79
59.87
Se.4t

6.88
50.49

17 YEARS OLO SEAVEO IN OIFFEREMT EDUCATIONAL ENVIRONMENTS

HARO OF HEARING & OEAF

-------- PERCENT~-cc-c-rscoccccccy
SEPARATE SEPARATE OTHER EN-
CLASSES SCHOOL  VIRONMENTS
28.82 38.81 1.82
33.90 0.00 0.00
12.81 33.67 0.00
7.67 45.28 3.01
72.78 0.43 0.00
23.38 16.958 0.39
27.98 17.38 0.62
4.08 89.07 ©.00
27.3¢6 14.19 0.00
64,22 J0.78 0.08
19.99 24.04 5.14
67.44 2%.356 0.00
J34.18 60.20 0.00
30.29 13.03 0.02
37.88 40.81 0.00
33.00 28.08 0.33
12.086 1.90 0.09
18.01 57.9 0.84
83.02 15.32 1.48
7.29% 23.2% 4.9%0
13.94 39.01 0.00
14.58 4.01 0.84
82.73 0.48 o.o08
20.49 18.98 0.00
44.07 4.81 0.00
18.2% 12.37 6.94
1118 57.91 0.00
47.29 40.78 0.00
41.9% 0.68 0.68
19.58 6.3% 0.00
44 . 5¢ 32.03 0.87
14.07 42.69 0.13
13.40 41.814 0.10
a3. M 33.14 0.00
81.99 14.47 0.81
39.71 7.34 2.18
8.89 38.49 0.00
28 .68 19.70 0.19
63.38 22.69 2.97
8.82 82.27 0.00
29.21 2%.37 o.08
2.17 10,42 0.00
20.74 16.49 0.09
41.28 18,19 3.07
13.08 0.90 0.00
5.68 27.27 0.00
30.2¢ 11.%9 0.00
83.97 0.33 0.00
25,12 31.92 0.00
89.00 28.27 0.00
15.2% 1.89 0.00
0.00 100.00 0.00
0.00 8.42 0.00
J3.88 21.%0 0.8%

{Continued)



Table 3C3

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF CHILOREN 8 - 17 YEARS OLO SERVEO IN OIFFERENT EOUCATIONAL ENVIRONMENTS
OURING SCHOOL YEAR 1961-1982

ORTHOPEDICALLY IMPAIRED ORTHOPEDICALLY IMPAIREOQ

demcccmccnnccnan e s NUMBER - e mecccmnaaaay #--sevc-ccanca o -PERCENT - s voveccvccnocccs

REGULAR SEPARATE  SEPARATE  OTHER EN- REGULAR SEPARATE  SEPARATE  DTHER EN-

STATE CLASSES CLASSES SCHOOL  VIRONMENTS CLASSES CLASSES SCHOOL  VIRDNMENTS
ALABAMA 124 108 [¢) 32 48.97 40.91 0.00 12,12
ALASKA 77 4 | 0 3. 11 38.07 0.82 0.00
ARIZONA 218 137 19 o 58.29 36.62 s.08 0.00
ARKANSAS 72 81 183 23 21.24 17.99 53. 98 8.78
CALIFORNIA 2.813 3.001 7 o 46.49 $3.39 0.12 0.00
COLORADD 383 180 108 224 43.87 18.233 12. 14 25.86
CONNECTICUT 228 144 n 22 s53.68 33.88 7.29 s.18
DELAWARE 18 10 149 [} 9.14 S5.71 85.14 0.00
DISTRICT OF COLUMBILA 1 2 91 ] 1.06 2.13 96.81 0.00
FLORIOA aa2 1.010 238 ] 26. 19 59.76 14.08 0.00
GEORGIA 207 1] 6 3 89.9) 27.03 2.03 1.01
HawAll 19 100 138 o] 7.48 9.7 53.1% 0.00
10AHO 91 19 0 0 83.49 18.51 0.00 0.00
ILLINOIS 507 982 1.532 Saa 14.24 26.93 43.24 15.39
INDIANA 140 259 0 o 35.09 84.91 0.00 0.00
10wA kkT 159 [} 23 63.98 30.46 1.1% 4.4
KANSAS 140 91 1 820 16.82 12.10 0.13 89.13
KENTUCKY 219 151 43 127 40.88 27.98 7.98 23.82
LOUTISTANA 124 62 147 2s J4.64 17.32 41.08 6.98
MAINE 159 20 17 87 80.48 7.60 8.48 25.48
MARYLAND 204 87 296 89 31.10 10.21 45.12 12.97
MASSACHUSETTS 1.087 191 53 11 80.%8 14.568 4.04 0.084
MICHIGAN 1.293 2 28 23 96.06 0.15 2.08 1.71
MINNESDTA 703 199 53 2 71.23 20.18 5.37 3.24
MISSISSIPPL 77 42 [} 82 37.20 20.29 2.90 39.61
MISSOURI 498 421 23 139 45.83 38.98 2.3 12.87
MONTANA 50 18 0 s 72.48 20.29 0.00 7.2%
NEBRASKA 174 182 0 0 48.88 81.12 0.00 0.00
NEVAOA 11 [ 42 191 1.7 1.71 12.00 54.87
NEW HAMPSHIRE 98 28 ] 1 73.68 19.99 8.02 0.715
NEw JERSEY 44 241 429 23 30.21 30.04 37.44 2.20
NEw MEXICOD . - - - - - - -
i NEW YORKX 678 1,212 1.027 1.800 15.01 26.823 22.74 39.42
NORTH CAROLINA 393 288 171 140 39.70 28.89 17.27 14. 14
NDRTH DAKOTA 82 17 24 0 68.87 13.82 19.951 0.00
OHI10 401 988 43 1.294 13.24 32.83 11.39 42.73
OKLAHOMA 112 101 1" kX 43.92 29.81 4.1 12.16
QREGON 887 42 94 20 78.01 8.02 13.17 2,80
PENNSYLVANIA 109 413 (1] 12 9.40 3%8.60 $3.97 1.03
PUERTD RICO 99 ' e 140 4 30.37 13,80 42.94 13.19
RHODE ISLANO 127 s 20 3 84.14 19.19 18,19 1.52
SOUTH CARDLINA 213 238 124 17 21.79 23.71 12.91 31.99
SOUTH DAKOTA 20 4 S0 1 35.29 4.7 sa.02 1.18
TENNESSEE AN 52 o] 250 42.9%0 28.87 0.00 28.64
TEXAS 048 %0 257 921 35.89 14.73 10.82 3|.78
UTAH 19 74 . 1 59.28 38.14 2.08 0.82
VERMONT 201 10 3 L] 93.92 4.87 1.40 0.00
VIRGINIA 241 264 [ 1" 46.3% 80.77 0.77 2.12
WASHINGTON 87 268 21 10 8. 11 40.24 3.18 1.80
wEST VIRGINIA 124 108 be L] 1 45.68 40.78 13.21 0.38
WwISCONSIN [+] [ ]] 0 o] 0.00 100.00 0.00 0.00
WYDMING 83 [] s [¢] 5. 14 8.11 8.76 0.00
AMERICAN SAMOA [+] [+] 2 o] 0.00 0.00 100.00 0.00
GUAM - - - - - - - -
NORTHERN MARIANAS - - - - - - - -
TRUST TERRITORIES - - - - - - - -
VIRGIN ISLANDS - - - - - - - -
BUR. DF INDIAN AFFAIRS 1" ] [¢) 73.73 26.87 0.00 0.00
U.S. AND TERRITORIES 15.961 13.413 8.821 8.863 37.24 31.20 1%5. 45 16.01

L
-
(Continued)
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NUMBER AND PERCENT OF CHILOREN @ -

ALABAMA

ALASKA

ARIZONA
ARKANSAS
CALIFORNIA
COLDRADO
CONNECTICUT
OELAWARE
OISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
FLORIOA
GEORG1IA

HAWAILI

10aH0

ILLINOIS
INOIANA

10wa

KANSAS
KENTUCKY
LOUISIANA
MAINE

MARYLANO
MASSACHUSETTS
MICHIGAN
MINNESOTA
MISSISSIPPI
MISSOURI
MONTANA
NEBRASKA
NEvVaAOA

NEw HAMPSHIRE
NEw JERSEY

NEw MEXICO

NEW YORK

NORTH CAROLINA
MORTH OAKOTA
OHIO

OKLAHOMA
OREGOM
PENNSYLVANIA
PUERTO RICO
RHOOE 1SLAND
SOUTH CAROLINA
SOUTH OAKOTA
1ENNESSEE
TEXAS

UTAH

VERMONT
VIRGINIA
WASHINGTON
WEST VIRGINIA
WISCONSIN
WYOMING
AMERICAN SAMOA
GUAM

NORTHERN MARIANAS
TRUST TERRITORIES
VIRGIN ISLANDS
BUR. OF INDIAN AFFAIRS

U.S. AND TERRITORIES

#eceenecaaa

REGULAR
CLASSES

141
24
238
113
1,264
296
181
128
18
437
482
15

89
643
257
120
192
221
203
9
290
576
3717
284

Table 3C3

QURING SCHOOL YEAR 1981-1982
VISUALLY HANDICAPPED
cecemens ER--ecveccesnmcncncs +
SEPARATE SEPARATE OTHER EN-
CLASSES SCHOOL VIRONMENTS
43 108 3
3 o] o
8 (1.1 o
9 109 8
702 2 o
8 87 1
42 32 4
2 o] o
41 2 o
137 131 o
20 8l 10
22 4 o]
17 38 o
a1 139 o
29 198 o
27 41 o
10 o 2
42 151 3
68 14 ]
29 15 29
23 161 [}
104 29 8
2686 42 1
N 7 1
2 [} 2}
72 1o 54
7 123 o
o 46 o
o 2] 3
19 7 o]
162 a 102
s 263 4
18 184 1
-] 19 o
294 185 4
23 1 101
o 48 o]
202 217 4
21 118 12
4 7 o
89 81 o
o 20 1
39 152 12
257 [.1] "
o o o
1 2 o
27 Nn 1
70 } 2
12 84 o]
62 1"s o]
2 o o]
o] 1 4]
2 o
3,793 3,382 Jse
191

REGULAR
CLASSES

80.

17 YEARS OLO SERVEO IN DIFFERENT EOUCATIONAL ENVIRONMENTS

VISUALLY HANDICAPPED
ececcv-n-PERCENT-~-=--~

SEPARATE SEPARATE OTHER EN-
CLASSES SCHOOL VIRONMENTS
15.29 35.93 §.02
2%5.00 0.00 0.00
2.42 26.08 0.00
3.73 45.23 3.32
3%.67 0.10 0.00
1.82 20.30 0.30
16.22 12.36 1.54
1.54 +0.00 0.00
87.21 3.28 0.00
18.90 18.07 0.00
J.48 14.43 1.74
54.78 9.92 0.00
13.93 29.91 0.00
24.29 11.83 0.00
56.9) 35.%9 0.00
14.38 21.81 0.00
4.90 0.00 0.98
10.29 36.12 0.72
23.32 4.98 0.00
17.47 9.04 17.47
S5.19 33.40 1.24
14.93 4.08 0.084
38.93 8.10 0.13
9.30 10.42 0.28
1.92 5,77 0.00
11.88 18.12 8.90
4.09 77.78 0.00
0,00 33.09 0.00
0.00 0.00 5.66
18.863 6.88 0.00
14.94 7.47 9.41
19.07 15.92 0.24
2.90 29.83 0.16
10.17 32.20 0.00
33.87 19.01 0.48
9.68 0.40 39.92
0.00 8.98 0.00
14.90 18.00 0.29
9.93 95.92 5.689
8.70 15.22 0.00
13.77 12.18 0.00
0.00 57.14 2.88
5.98 21.88 1.71
21.71 5.57 0.9
0.00 0.00 0.00
0.98 1.98 0.00
4,17 4.79 0.18
26.93 1.24 0.8)
4.88 2%5.91 0.00
24.22 44.92 0.00
6.90 0.00 0.00
0.00 100.00 0.00

20.00 0.00 o.
17.13 19.19 1.74
(Continued)



Table 1C3

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF CHILOREN 8 - 17 YEARS DLD SERVED IN DIFFERENT EODUCATIONAL ENVIRONMENTS
DURING SCHOOL YEAR 1981-1982

DEAF -BL INO DEAF -BL INO

CEETEERS wmececcccaen NUMBER----=-cc==co=c- .-t $ocemcemcccenn- “--PERCENT---ecccccocae “eee

REGULAR  SEPARATE  SEPARATE  OTHER EN- REGULAR SEPARATE  SEPARATE  OTHER EN-

STATE CLASSES CLASSES SCHOOL VIRONMENTS CLASSES CLASSES SCHOOL VIRONMENTS
ALABAMA L) 9 7 2 7.69 17.91 71.183 3.88
ALASKA o 4 7 o 0.00 36.236 6).64 0.00
ARIZONA o o ] o 0.00 0.00 100.00 0.00
ARKANSAS o 7 1 o 0.00 38.89 61,11 0.00
CALIFDRNIA 9 132 o o 6.38 93.82 0.00 0.00
COLDRADOD 2 7 [T 1 3.29 11,08 83.08 1.69
CONNECTICUT - - - - - - - -
DELAWARE o o kX o 0.00 0.00 100.00 0.00
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA o 1 20 6 0.00 3.70 74.07 22.22
FLORIOA 2 24 88 o 1.7 241.09 77.19 0.00
GEDRGIA ' ] 40 L] 1.89 14.81 74.07 9.26
HAWAIL o 4 8 o 0.00 40.00 80.00 0.00
10AHO o o 10 o 0.00 0.00 100.00 0.00
ILLINDLS 7 7 S8 o 10.00 10.00 80.00 0.00
INDIANA o 12 2 o 0.00 83.71 14.23 0.00
[OwA o o 20 o 0.00 0.00 100.00 0.00
KANSAS 61 191 12 3 22.8% 71.94 4.49 1.12
KENTUCKY 7 402 38 1 1.87 90.12 8.07 0.22
LOULSTANA 4] 18 23 o 0.00 39.02 60.98 0.00
MAINE 3 7 o o 30.00 70. 0.00 0.00
MARYLAND 4 2 as o 9.92 4.78 85.71 0.00
MASSACHUSETTS 96 17 5 1 80.67 14.29 4.20 0.8
MICHIGAN - - - - - - - -
MINNESOTA 4 1 29 o 11.76 2.94 89.29 0.00
MISSISSIPPL 1 . 4 o 1 44.44 44.44 0.00
MISSOURI o o o o - - - -
MONTANA 1 1 12 0 7.14 7.14 85.71 0.00
NEBRASKA o o o o - - - -
NEVAOA o o o o - - - &.
NEW HAMPSHIRE o L] o o 0.00 100.00 0.00 0.00
NEW JERSEY o o 129 1 0.00 0.00 99.22 0.77
NEwWw MEXICO - - - - - - - -
NEW YORK o o 109 0 0.00 0.00 100.00 0.00
NORTH CAROLINA o 3 30 o 0.00 9.09 90.91 0.00
NORTH DAKOTA o 1 8 o 0.00 14.29 83.71 0.00
DHIO 6 102 18 o 4.76 80.9% 14.29 0.00
DXLAHOMA 4 4 4 b 26.87 26.87 28.87 20.00
DREGON 14 o [ ] 1 60.87 0.00 .78 4.38
PENNSYLVANIA 6 3 o o 68.87 33.32 0.00 0.00
PUERTO RICD o [ 71 L} 0.00 0.81 s57.28 41.94
RHMODE [SLAND o 1 7 o 0.00 12.%0 87.%0 0.00
SOUTH CARDLINA o 6 [} o 0.00 %0.00 %0.00 0.00
SOUTH DAXOTA 2 1 4 o 28.97 14.29 57.14 0.00
TENNESSEE 3 1 2 o $0.00 16.687 32.32 0.00
TEXAS 12 29 61 k] 11.42 27.82 S8.10 2.88
UTAH o o 24 o 0.00 0.00 100.00 0.00
VERMONT o o 4 o 0.00 0.00 100.00 0.00
VIRGINIA 1 22 1} o 1.72 37.92 80.24 0.00
WASHINGTON 5 18 1 o 20.83 75.00 4.17 0.00
WEST VIRGINIA o o o o - - - -
WISCONSIN o N [+] 0 0.00 100.00 0.00 0.00
WwYOMING 2 1 3 o 33.3) 16.687 $0.00 0.00
AMERICAN SAMOA o o 2 o 0.00 0.00 100.00 0.00
GUAM - - - - - © . - -
NORTHERN MARIANAS - - - - - - - -
TRUST TERRITORIES - - - - - - - -
VIRGIN ISLANDS - - - - - - - -
. BUR. OF INOLAN AFFAIRS o o o o - - - -
U.S. AND TERRITORIES 257 1.08% 1.084 79 10.24 43.88 42.82 3.189
‘ (Continued)
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Table 3C3

NUMBER ANG PERCENT OF CHILOREN 6 - 17 YEARS OLD SERVED IN OIFFERENT EQUCATIONAL ENVIRONMELTS
OURING SCHOOL YEAR 1981-1982

NON-CATEGORICAL NON-CATEGORICAL
#ccmveccccicaccacn. NUMBER----+cccccaracaca . P R PERCENT--~---- “esecsconecs

REGULAR SEPARATE SEPARATE  OTHER EN- REGULAR SEPARATE  SEPARATE OTHER EN-

STATE CLASSES CLASSES SCHOOL  VIRONMENTS CLASSES CLASSES  SCHOOL  VIRONMENTS
ALABAMA
ALASKA
ARIZONA
ARKANSAS
CALIFORNIA
COLORAOO
CONNECTICUT 4
OELAWARE
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
FLORIOA
GEORGIA
HAWALI
10AH0
ILLINOIS
INOTANA
[OWA
KANSAS
KENTUCKY
LOUISIANA
MAINE
MARYL AND
MASSACHUSETTS
MICHIGAN
MINNESOTA
MISSISSIPPI
MISSOURI
MONTANA
NEBRASKA
NEVADA
NEwW HAMPSHIRE
MEW JERSEY
NEW MEXICO
NEW YORK
NORTH CAROLINA
NORTH OAKOTA
OMIO
OKL AHOMA
OREGOM
PENNSYLVANIA
PUERTO RICO
RHOOE ISLANO
SOUTH CAROLINA
SOUTH DAKOTA
TENNESSEE
TEXAS
UTAH
VERMONT
VIRGINTA
WwASHINGTON
WEST VIRGINIA
WISCONSIN
wYOMING 27
AMERTCAN SAMOA
GUAM
NORTHERM MARIANAS
TRUST TERRITORIES
vIRGIN 1SLANOS
BUR. OF INDIAN AFFAIRS

-

00000 OCOWO40000®=
>

O0OO0OO0OOMOONOS2COO00=0

.82 25.04 1.

w

0C0O0ORONOOOOOO

.88 82.7% 0.

L3
13
wO
»
-
-
oN
oW

18.0
J38.4

N
OO0OWO0O00O
[} o)
]
v 88,

[
»
[ ]

oo
11 L IOMOO0O0000ODO00000000000 1000000000000 WOO000000000MNO0O0000

00 +000000000000w
R R D B R I I - I B B I I |
Y S N |

]

00000000 I100CO0000000

8-..-.8111.8--.-..-.......|..:.8¢.....8
8

]

--nA.SII.S"II"S"'g'IInI'--

-8--‘-8"'8-6-
. 8
-8-1--8'n-8-6--le-ll'

88.44 1.

w
O¢t ¢t 1QOQOOONOOOOOOND

[ IOOOOOOOQOOOOOOO:OOOOO 10000000000
]

<
]
-
"
R
o

.
R ]

O+ 1+ 10000000000 000000000

U.S. AND TERRITORIES 7.202 1.648 224 58 78.80 18.01 2.

w»
]
o
[ ]
w
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NUMBER AND PERCENT OF CHILOREN 18 21 YEARS OLO 3ERVEQO IN OIFFERENT EOUCATIONAL ENVIRONMENTS
OURING SCHODL YEAR 1981-1962

STATE

ALABAMA
ALASKA
ARIZONA
ARKANSAS
CALIFORNIA
CDLORADD
CONNECTICUT
DELAVARE

DISTRICT OF CoLumaia

FLORIDA
GEDRGIA
HAWALL

10AHQ
ILLINOLS
INDIANA

10WA

KANSAS
KENTUCKY
LOUISIANA
MAINE
MARYLANOD
MASSACHUSETTS
MICHIGAN
MINNESOTA
MISSISSIPPI
M1SSOURE
MONTANA
NEBRASKA
NEVAOA

NEW HAMPSHIRE
NEW JERSEY
NEY MEXICO
NEY YORK
NORTH CARDLINA
NORTH DAKXOTA
DHIO

DKLAHOMA
DREGON
PENNSYLVANIA
PUERTO RICD
RHODE ISLAND
SOUTH CARDLINA
SCUTH DAKOTA
TENNESSEE
TEXAS

UTAH

VERMONT
VIRGINIA
WASHINGTON
WEST VIRGINIA
WISCONSIN
WYOMING
AMERICAN SAMOA
GUAM

NORTHERN MARIANAS
TRUST TERRITORIES

VIRGIN ISLANDS

BUR. OF INDIAN AFFAIRS
U.S. AND TERRITDRIES

Table 3C4

ALL CONDITIDNS
8

#ccceccicacae “ecec-NUMBER--<--comvemcccax -
REGULAR SEPARATE SEPARATE OTHER EN-
CLASSES CLASSES SCHOOL VIRONMENTS

1,903 1.832 168 b
281 60 [} 1
971 798 202 101

1.073 298 149 L]

5.422 8.178 422 0
878 363 470 02

2.181 1,408 295 83
132 199 122 1

81 9 44 8
1,462 2,091 2.010 803
1.798 8es AT [.1]
[} 282 N0 [}

137 88 92 40%

8.862 7,998 8.688 239
788 1,344 798 129

1,166 1,433 +] 11
921 a7 82 43

2.043 568 529 54
829 1,383 1.297 242
604 240 120 198

1.408 1.018 2,122 (1]

J.42% 2.389 1,348 J89

2.700 6.178 870 (-1 ]

1.997 1,143 240 18

1.478 EEL] 62 27

5.072 3.209 ass 223
276 204 0 [}
913 444 [} ¢}

87 4 N 42
521 126 468 [}

1.600 2,689 1,647 201

2,996 7.388 4.482 248

4,181 1.020 1.002 468
142 220 a7 1

2.498 5.074 J.282 100

t.070 644 24 298

1,379 578 as 4]

2.581 4,027 3,737 43

0 791 7.402 [+

1.014 309 288 107

2.098 928 563 127
254 7 192 19

3.078 1,374 380 117

4,082 2,817 2.9 584
212 140 238 [}
2%6 2%3 [+] o]

2.080 1.792 308 47
972 1,113 312 ]
788 439 484 17
64 2.899 94 AN
210 44 36 0

[+] o] 1% 1

182 51 68 [+

80." " 80,927 46,998 8,077
194

Qi

ALL CONDITIONS

4emaccccoe- mesacc-PERCENT-==c=cccveca=" .-+

REGULAR SEPARATE  SEPARATE  DTHER EN-

CLASSES CLASSES SCHODOL  VIRONMENTS
48.04 46.2% 4.24 1.48
80.29 17.14 2.29 D.29
46.93 38.42 9.78 4.68
70.53% 19.99 9.53 0.33
38.88 58.31 3.01 D.00
37.29 20.13 25.92 16.68
54.99 3%.43 7.44 2.14
29.33 43.33 27.11 0.22
14.19 6.83 77.%8 1.40
23.72 33.90 32.18 9.81
58.00 27.90 11.97 2.13
1.28 86.44 10.31 D.00
18.98 12.19 12.74 56.09
37.32 33.82 28.17 0.99
2%.77 44.07 26.07 4.10
44.87 54.90 0.00 0.42
49.38 44.88 3.32 2.41
63.814 18.24 16. 47 1.88
22.02 36.91 24.61 8.468
52.07 20.69 10.34 16.90
30.49 22.03 46,07 1.41
45.38 31.68 17.82 5.18
26.09 64.26 6.97 0.88
$3.30 aa.1% 8.01 0.%3
69.69 26.18 2.92 1.27
5%.36 3%.03 7.18 2.43
57.%0 42.%0 0.00 0.00
67.33 32.87 0.00 0.00
16.83 o.88 7.07 73.4%
73.48 19.18 8.49 0.83
26.18 43.63 26.92 3.29
17.87 $0.13 30.91 1.89
62,51 15.38 15.09 7.08
34.83 53.66 11.46 0.24
22.88 48.568 29.9% 0.92
52.61 31.86 1.18 14.98
89.58 29.18 1,28 0.00
23.07 43.14 33.40 0.38
0.00 9.48 90.82 0.00
$9.02 17.99 16.76 6.23
s6.16 24.79 15.66 3.40
47,21 13.97 3%.89 3.83
62.19 27.76 7.88 2.38
40.74 28.32 28.27 s.87
35.73 23.61 39.63 1.01
50.29 49.71 0.00 0.00
49.20 42.41 7.28 111
40.47 46.34 12.99 0.21
48.07 25.73 27.20 1.00
17.33 79.29 2.87 0.8%
72.41 15.17 12. 41 0.00
0.00 Q.00 $3.78 6.28
60.80 16.89 22.%2 0.00
37.83 37.78 21.78 2.84
(Continued)



Table 3C4

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF CHILOREN 18 - 2! YEARS OLO SERVED IN DIFFERENT EODUCATIONAL ENVIRONMENTS
OURING SCHOOL YEAR 1981-1982

LEARNING DISABLED LEARNING DISABLED

bcccconnn cececetean NUMBER“-cccccccacncacnce R L L LT L) +=ePERCENTu-=~ecccccn ceecene

REGULAR  SEPARATE  SEPARATE  OTHER EN- REGULAR  SEPARATE  SEPARATE  OTHER EN-

STATE CLASSES CLASSES SCHOOL VIRONMENTS CLASSES CLASSES SCHOO! VIRONMENTS
ALASAMA 801 ] ¢} L} 97.358 1.79 0.00 0.6%
ALASKA 187 12 1 [} 92.78 6.67 0.9%8 0.00
ARIZONA 681 28 1 [+ 95.92 3.94 0.14 0.00
ARICANSAS $19 140 7 [} 77.68 21.28 1.08 0.00
CALIFORNIA 3.979 t.349 118 (] 73.08 24.77 2.17 0.00
COLORAOO $00 4 o] 52 89.92 0.72 0.00 9.39
CONNECTICUT 1,083 208 30 5 81.44 15.89 2.32 0.39
DELAWARE 79 101 13 [+ 40.951 51.79 7.89 0.00
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA a7 1" [] 0 71.21 18.87 12,12 0.00
FLORIDA 990 273 13 [+ 77.48 21.38 1.17 0.00
GEDORGIA 839 27 o] 1 95.80 4.08 0.00 0.18
HAWAII 1 121 o] 0 0.78 99.24 0.00 0.00
10AHO 52 32 o] 0 61.90 . 38.10 0.00 0.00
ILLINOIS 3.208 1130 98 2 80.89 17.36 1,52 0.03
INOIANA 452 a7 8 o] 82.94 15.98 1,10 0.00
10WA 824 144 [+ o] as.12 14.08 0.00 0.00
KANSAS 718 a1 ] o] 89.88 10. 14 0.00 0.00
KENTUCKY 483 29 7 10 91.30 5.48 1.32 1.89
LOUISIANA 477 (L1} S0 2 89.74 22.88 7.7 0.29
MA INE 178 8 2 29 82.79 2.79 0.93 13.49
MARYLANO 1,012 588 S0 1 82.95 34.20 3.09 0.08
MASSACHUSETTS 1.209 843 473 137 45.238 31.84 17.83 5.14
MICHIGAN 1,498 1,19 a2 8 53.97 42.77 3.04 0.22
MINNESOTA 948 84 23 [+ 89.89 7.95% 2.7 0.00
MISSISSIPPI 533 S0 [+] 0 91.42 8.98 0.00 0.00
MISSOURI 2.37% 269 1 43 88.29 9.69 0.04 1.62
MONTANA 219 64 0 0 77.29 22.81 0.00 0.00
NESRASKA 518 0 0 o] 100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
NEVAOA 53 ! ¢} 177 22.94 0.43 0.00 78.682
NEw HAMPSHIRE 229 60 19 2 73.93 19.61 8.24 0.4S
NEw JERSEY S14 708 kAl 8 53.80 41.87 4.18 0.33
NEw MEXICO - M - - - - . -
NEw YORK 1,281 302 183 2 72.97 17.48 9.4 0.12
NORTH CAROLINA 1.8%2 177 ! 192 83.33 7.97 0.08% a.684
NORTH DAXOTA 100 9 0 [+ 91.74 8.28 0.00 0.00
OHIO 1.480 204 8 [+ 87.47 12.08 0.47 0.00
OKLAHOMA a73 18 o] a 98.58 2.30 0.00 1.18
OREGON 598 o] ] o] 100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
PENNSYLVANIA 1.487 2858 812 1 82.03 12.0% 25.88 Q.Cs
PUERTO RICO [+ 19 188 o] 0.00 9.27 90.73 2.00
RHODE ISLAND 828 (-1} 7 3 89.10 8.58 3.99 0.32
SOUTH CAROLINA 671 60 1.1 [+ 87.48 7.82 4.69 0.00
SOUTH DAKOTA 137 7 8 1 90.73 4.84 3.97 0.68
TENNESSEE 1,848 97 N 1 92.83 S.48 1.88 0.08
TEXAS 2.936 1.421 [ ek ] S 58.78 28.49 12.87 0.1C
UTAH 104 19 0 o] 848.89 1", 1 0.00 0.00
VERMONT 108 1 o] [+ 99.07 0.93 0.00 0.00
VIRGINIA 848 149 9 1 84.55 14.48 0.90 0.t0
WASHINGTON je8 322 3 0 84.22 35.39 0.3 0.00
WEST VIRGINIA 249 49 2 0 8g.%8 10.91 0.9 0.00
WISCONSIN 488 489 o] o] 49.99 $0.03 0.00 0.00
WYOMING 133 9 ] [+ 90.00 8.00 4.00 0.00
AMERICAN SANCA [+ [+] [+] [+ - - - -
GUAM - - - - - - . - -
NORTHERN MARIANAS - - - - - - - -
TRUST TERRITORIZS - - - . - - - -
VIRGIN ISLANOS - - - - - - -
BUR. OF INDIAN AFFAIRS 123 268 [} [} 82.5%% 17.49 0.00 0.00
U.S. ANO TERRITORIES 43,429 11.449 2.818 697 74.29 19.80 4.82 1.19
(Continued)
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Table 3C4

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF CHILOREN 18 - 2t YEARS OLO SERVEO IN OIFFERENT EDUCRTIONAL ENVIRONMENTS

DURING SCHOOL YEAR 1981-1982
SPEECH IMPAIREO

tceccccnccncuaucanaNUMBER - crmcccoconaccaas

REGULAR SEPARATE SEPARATE OTHER EN-

STATE CLASSES CLASSES SCHOOL  VIRONMENTS
ALABAMA 0 0 [+] o]
ALASKA 29 [} 1 0
ARIZONA 14 [} 0 [}
ARKANSAS 57 0 1 ¢}
CALIFORNIA 460 [} 12 [}
COLORAOR [] [} [} 1
CONNECTICUT 49 3 0 0
OELAWARE 1 ] 0 0.
CISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 12 3 [} [}
FLORIOA 1350 2 " 0
GEORGIA 208 18 4 o]
AAWALYL 3 0 ] o]
10aAH0 k] [} [} [}
ILLINOLS St14 27 23 [+
INOTANA 119 [+ 3 o]
LOWA 20 0 [} [}
KAHSAS 17 o] [+] 0
KENTUCKY 252 S 1 o]
L.OUISTANA 122 [} 0 [}
MA INE 28 o [} 14
MARYLAND 1268 79 12 ]
MASSACHUSETTS 788 s%0 309 90
MICHIGAN 83 22 } o]
MINNESOTA 47 [} [+ [}
MISSISSIPPL 132 [+ 1 o]
MISSOURI 817 27 2 12
MONTANA 1 o o [}
NEBRASKA 22 [} o [}
NEVAOA ] o 0 !
NEW HAMPSHIRE 7 2 \ 0
NEW JERSEY 203 J4 9 o]
NEW MEXICO . - - -
NEW YORK 183 4 t [+
NORTH CAROL INA 187 [+ o] 12
NORTH OAKOTA 7 [ o <]
OHIO 283 o] o o]
OKLAHOMA 0 [} [} 0
OREGON ) N9 [} [} 0
PENNSYLVANIA 138 a2 o] 3
PUERTO RICO [} ] 191 [}
RHOOE ISLAND 23 [} 1 o
SOUTH CAROLINA 107 10 0 [}
SOUTH OAKOTA 48 1 [} o .
TENNESSEE 97 3 4 o
TEXAS a0 3 [} o]
UTAH 17 o 0 0
VERMONT sS4 [} 0 [}
VIRGINIA 421 9 o] [+
WASHINGTON 140 13 [} [}
WEST VIRGINIA 78 o] o] o
WISCONSIN 14 0 [} o
WYOMING 14 1 o ¢}
AMERICAN SAMOA 0 o 0 [}
GUAM - - - -
NORTHERN MARIANAS - - - -
TRUST TERRITORIES - - - -
VIRGIN ISLANOS - - - -
BUR. OF INOIAN AFFAIRS 9 o] o] [+]
U.S. AND TERRITORIES 8.218 993 [ o]} 132
o
196
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SPEECH IMPAIREOD

#eeccccccencuiovecoPERCENT-smccomccuaaanaat

REGULAR SEPARATE SEPARATE OTHER EN-
CLASSES CLASSES SCHQOL VIRONMENT S

..... MMese Ceamececuce smsmmesntn ssesemeses

100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
96.87 0.00 3.3 0.00
100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
98.28 '0.00 1.72 0.00
83.18 14.69 2.17 0.00
88.71 0.00 0.00 14.29
94.23 5.77 0.00 0.00
100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
80.00 20.00 0.00 0.00
93.17 9.00 6.83 0.00
91.23 1.02 1.78 0.00
100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
90.81 .77 4.42 0.00
97.%4 0.00 2.46 0.00
100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
97.87 1.94 0.39 0.00
9%.31 4.89 0.00 0.00
6%.00 0.00 0.00 38.00
$8.06 38.41 5.5 0.00
45.37 31.66 17.79 s.18
76.%8 20.72 2.70 0.00
8s8.68 11.32 0.00 0.00
99.29 0.00 0.7 0.00
93.77 4.10 0.30 1.82
100.00 - 0.00 . 0.00 0.00
100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
7%.00 0.00 0.00 25.00
70.00 20.00 10.00 0.00
82.%2 13.8 3.66 0.00
92.%0 2.00 5.%0 0.00
93.97 0.00 0.00 6.03
100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
61.88 38.77 0.00 1.38
0.00 2.8 97.4% 0.00
98. 18 0.00 3.88 0.00
91.45 8.58 0.00 0.00
97.87 2.1 0.00 0.00
93.27 2.88 3.88 °'88

89.89 3.37 8.74 0.
100.00 0.00 0.00 '™ 0.00
100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
97.9% 2.08 0.00 0.00
90.32 9.88 0.00 0.00
100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
93.33 6.87 0.00 0.00
100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
. 78.17 12.91 7.63 1.87
(Continued)



Table 3C4

NUMBER ANO PERCENT OF CHILOREN 18 - 21 YEARS OLO SERVEO IN OIFFERENT EOUCATIONAL ENVIRONMENTS
OQURING SCHOOL YEAR 1981-1982

MENTALLY RETAROEO MENTALLY RETAROEO

#ecmececccccacc e e NUMBER m = s cme oo aaaae ¢eeccwcumcuaasosc-PERCENT-==----- ceecmcasae

REGULAR  SEPARATE  SEPARATE  OTHER EN- REGULAR SEPARATE  SEPARATE  OTHER EN-

STATE CLASSES CLASSES SCHOOL  VIRONMENTS CLASSES CLASSES SCHOOL  VIRONMENTS
ALABAMA 1,149 1.678 a7 32 39.%4 57.74 1.82 1.10
ALASKA s 4 0 [¢] 55,43 44.97 0.00 0.00
ART20NA 153 621 79 0 17.94 72.80 9.26 0.00
ARKANSAS 486 148 98 3 66.30 20.19 13.10 0.41'
CALIFORNIA 147 5.038 a8 0 2.81 96.31 0.88 0.00
COLORADO as 247 404 203 3.94 . 21.78 45.44 22.83
CONNECTICUT 188 837 92 13 29.01 63.07 6.93 0.98
OELAWARE 14 59 57 1 10.69 45.04 43.81 0.78
OISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 7 s 3s7 1 1.89 1.38 96.49 0.27
FLORIDA 108 1,924 1.8%2 0 3.23 48.44 50.34 0.00
GEORGIA 8268 727 226 38 38.76 45.02 13.99 2.23
HAWALL [¢] 18 21 0 0.00 84.89 15,11 0.00
10AHO - n 17 23 0 43.88 23.94 32.39 0.00
ILLINOIS 748 s.068 2.988 4 8.%0 57.56 33.90 0.0%
INOIANA 176 1.1%9 608 6s 8.78 57.81 30.17 3.24
10wA 228 1.08% 0 2 17.34 82.51 0.00 0.18
KANSAS 40 843 0 s s. 41 87.18 8.76 0.68
KENTUCKY . 683 410 431 7 44.61 26.78 28.18 0.46
LOUISTANA 159 1,081 1.122 52 6.59 44.78 48.48 2.18
MAINE 202 1] 82 51 47.78 20.80 19.39 12.08
MARYLANO ® 181 338 1.219 [+ 10. 41 19.49 70.14 0.00
MASSACHUSETTS 726 507 288 83 45.3% 31.87 17.80 5.18
MICHIGAN 552 3.997 378 . 0 11.14 80.68 7.97 0.61
MINNESOTA 487 892 151 3 30.87 58.96 9.98 0.20
MISSISSIPPI 788 490 43 18 s8.76 368.68 3.22 1.9%
MISSOURI 1.320 2,528 see 20 29.78 57.04 12.73 0.43
MONTANA 24 107 0 0 18.32 81.88 0.00 0.00
NEBRASKA 313 3e8 0 [*] 45.98 54.04 0.00 0.00
NEVADA 21 1 3 102 13.98 0.6% 20.00 85.81
NEW HAMPSHIRE 216 s4 .18 3 74.23 18.98 6.19 1.03
NEW JERSEY 148 1,377 911 136 5.7 53.5¢ 3%.42 5.29
NEW MEXICO , - - - - - - - -
NEW YORK 469 3,548 2.502 9 7.19 54.33 38.%4 0.14
NORTH CAROLINA 1,948 747 784 90 S4.958 20.94 21.98 2.%2
NORTH OAKOTA * . 28 189 3¢ 0 10.44 75.90 13.89 0.00
OHIO . 576 4,518 2,788 3 7.9 57.91. 35.24 0.04
OKLAHOMA 318 s82 18 224 27.8% 50.968 1.58 19.81
OREGON 233 580 s . (<] 26.48 88.48 3.08 0.00
PENNSYLVANIA 574 4,132 1.838 30 8.73 82.88 27.93 0.46
PUERTO RICO 0 821 2.223 [¢] 0.00 21.84 78.48 0.00
RHOOE 1SLANO 84 212 121 2 18.04 53.13 30.33 0.%0
SOUTH CAROLINA 1,178 768 482 29 8.3 31.%0 19.00 1.19
SOUTH OAKOTA 44 a8 117 a2 20.8% 22.78 55.4% 0.9%
TENNESSEE 1,148 1,082 114 8 49.42 45.40 4.92 0.28
TEXAS 489 987 1,087 133 18.48 38.17 40.33 5.03
UTAH 39 a1 29 0 26.17 S4.38 19.46 0.00
VERMONT 57 201 0 -0 22.09 77.91 0.00 0.00
VIRGINIA 578 1,347 7" 1 28.84 67.58 3.%8 0.0%
WASHINGTON 150 548 227 0 18.25 59.18 24.99 0.00
WEST VIRGINIA 337. %9 424 [*] 30.09 32.0% 37.88 0.00
WISCONSIN [¢] 1.902 82 <] 0.00 9s.87 4.13 0.00
WYOMING a“ 28 24 0 45.98 27.78 26.87 0.00
AMERICAN SAMOA [¢] [¢] 13 0 0.00 0.00 100.00 0.00
GUAM , - .- - - - - - -
NORTHERN MARIANAS - - - - - - - -
TRUST TERRITORIES - - - - - - - -
VIRGIN ISLANOS - - - - - - - -
BUR. OF INDIAN AFFAIRS 18 10 2 [¢] 25.71  © 14.29 80.00 0.00
U.S. AND TERRITORIES 18,458 53,854 24,972 1,399 18.74 S4.48 25.38 1.42

4
o (Continued)
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NUMBER AND PERCENT OF CHILOREN 18 - 21 YEARS OLO SERVED IN DIFFERENT EQUCATIONAL ENVIRONMENTS
OURING SCHOOL YEAR 1981-1982

STATE
ALABAMA
ALASKA
ARIZONA
ARKANSAS
CALIFORNIA
COLDORAOO
CONNECTICUT
OELAWARE
OISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
FLORIOA
GEORGIA
HAWALL
10AH0
ILLINOILS
THOTANA
1owa
KANSAS
KENTUCKY
LOUISIANA
MAINE
MARYLANO
MASSACHUSETTS
MICHIGAN
MINNESOTA
MISS1SSiIPPL
MISSOURT
MONTANA
NEBRASKA
NEVADA
NEW HAMPSHIRE
NEwW JERSEY
NEw MEX1CO
NEw YORK
NORTH CARDLINA
NORTH DAKDTA
OHIO
DKL AHOMA
OREGON
PENNSYLVANIA
PUERTO R1CO
RHOOE ISLANO
SOUTH CAROLINA
SOUTH OAKOTA
TENNESSEE
TEXAS
UTAH
VERMONT
VIRGINIA
WASHINGTON
WEST VIRGINIA
WISCONSIN
WYOMING
AMERICAN SAMOA
Guam
NORTHERN MARIANAS
TRUST TERRITORIES
VIRGIN ISLANOS
BUR. OF INDIAN AFFAIRS

U.S. AND TERRITORIES

Table 3C4

EMOTIONALLY DISTURBED

4eomccnccunnaccusscoNUMBER o cmcmcncnccucaaas

REGULAR SEPARATE SEPARATE OTHER EN-
CLASSES CLASSES SCHODL VIRONMENTS

89 43 20 o]
1" 0 3 [}
59 St 64 [}
2 6 2 1
45 198 177 o]
78 70 s2 13
IR a7 122 49
21 . 28 18 0
2 15 32 1
176 129 188 458
183 Lk ] 13 7
8 2 o]
14 19 o [}
1.982 1,137 2.803 17
13 Lk 27 9
48 71 0 1
83 52 ] 3
19 21 18 14
22 58 S8 6
121 63 ] 43
20 13 204 10
469 327 184 53
418 501 90 12
84 17 . S1 -]
[} 3 L] [}
374 217 18 41
6 o [} [}
12 3 o] o]
4 2 [} [}
30 8 3 1
162 267 289 29
311 1,819 1.015 a3
49 a 23 91
[} ] [}
8 48 288 40
1" 3 1 2
158 o 0 [}
232 187 684 4
] 9 1.29¢ o]
67 22 59 ]
93 48 14 81
3 8 7 2
a8 N 188 3
202 102 186 132
44 24 3 3
10 [] [} 0
92 19 101 20
39 a9 a1 4
9 195 12 2
[} 3s2 0 [}
10 ] 2 [}
0 [} [} 0
20 1" 12 o]
6.358 6.9398 8,321 1,291

198

214

REGULAR
CLASSES

$7.79
78.37
33.91
18.18
10.71
J36.62
46.68
31.34
4.00
18.64
T71.48
0.00
42.42
33.27
9.83
40.00
57.64
28.29
15.88
46.94
8.10
45.40
40.9¢
J32.88
0.00
57.954
100.00
27.91
68.67
71.42
21.89

10.44.

25.26
0.00
2.10

84.71

100.00

21.24
0.00

42.95

39.92

t5.00

22,92

32.42

$2.38

62.%0

20.0%

29.32

23.68
0.00

Se8.82

46.51

28.230

SEPARATE
CLASSES
29.22
0.00.

29.91
54.59
47 .14
J2.88
J2.69
41.79
30.00
13.24
20.70
80.00
57.98
19.14
40.13
99.17
8. 11
29.17
40.00
24.23

5.28
J1.68
49.07
43,93
37.%0
33,38

0.00
72.09
33.33
19.08
3%.74
54.37
19.98
100.00
12.60
17.683

0.00
17.20

Q.71
14.10
20,17
{500
10.78
16.37
40.48
37.%0
3%8.06
S51.88
39.47
100.00
29.41

EMOTIONALLY OISTURBEO
4acecancsccnec e et PERCENT - ==ccoaccoancone

SEPARATE DTHER EN-
SCHOOL  VIRONMENTS
12.99 0.00
21.43 0.00
3.78 0.00
18.18 9.09
42.14 0.00
24. 41 6.10
14.72 5.91
26.87 0.00
64.00 2.00
19.60 48.52
5.08 2.73
20.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
47.20 0.29
20,49 29.5%
0.00 0.83
4.17 2.08
25.00 19.44
40.00 4.14
11.92 17.91
82.99 4.08
17.81 5.13
6.81 1.8
19.84 1.99
62.50 0.00
2.77 6.1
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
7.14 2.3a
38.69 a.88
34.08 1.11
11.088 48,91

.00 0.00
74.80 10,50
5.88 11.78
0.00 0.00
61.09 0.37
99.29 0.00
37.82 5.13
5.88 34.03
3%.00 © 10.00
es.28 1.04
29.88 21.39
3.97 a.s7
0.00 0.00
30.79 6.10
15.79 3.01
31.98 5.28
0.00 0.00
11.78 0.00
27.91 0.00
37.04 5.48
(Continued)
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Table 3C4

NUMBER ANO PERCENT OF CHILDREN 18 - 21 YEARS OLD SERVED IN OIFFERENT EDUCATIONAL ENVIRONMENTS
ou

ALABANA

ALASKA

ARI2ONA
ARKANSAS
CALIFORNIA
COLORAQO
CONNECTICUT
OELAWARE
OISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
FLORIDA
GEORGIA

HAwALL

10AH0

ILLINOIS
INOIANA

10wA

KANSAS
KENTUCKY
LOUISIANA
MAINE
MARYLANO
MASSACHUSETTS
MICHIGAN
MINNESOTA
MISSISSIPPI
MISSOURI
MONTANA
NEBRASKA
NEVAOA

NEW HAMPSHIRE
NEw JERSEY

NEW MEXICO

NEwW YORK

NORTH CAROLINA
NORTH OAKOTA
OHIO

OKLAHOMA
OREGON
PENNSYLVANIA
PUERTO R1CO
RHOOE ISLANO
SOUTH CARDLINA
SOUTH OAKOTA
TENNESSEE
TEXAS

UTAH

VERMONT
VIRGINIA
WASHINGTON
wEST VIRGINIA
WwISCONSIN
WYOMING
AMERICAN SAMOA
GUAM )
NORTHERN MARIANAS
TRUST TERRITORIES
VIRGIN ISLANDS
BUR. OF INOIAN AFFAIRS

U.S. ANO TERRITORIES

OTHER HEALTH IMPAIREO
NUMB

$occnnccnscsncccnuan

REGULAR SEPARATE
CLASSES CLASSES
1 3
3 1
o 0
1 0
412 195
o o
32 s
o 0
0 0
0 27
68 S
0 0
15 2
97 24
[+} [}
o 0
0 0
S 3
18 10
8 10
1 o
48 0
4 6
0 0
20 12
S 0
0 0
[} [+}
4 t
22 4
96 1,441
23 1"
o o
0 0
a0 0
[} 0
0 16
8 0
1 o
2 1
2 4
EL] N
2 o
4 2
4 []
20 2
1 4
[} 0
1 0
o o]
2 o
1.093 1.922

RING SCHOOL YEAR 1981-1982

ER-~e=eccamcecancccs

SEPARATE OTHER EN-
SCHOOL VIRONMENTS
0 10
0 0
o 101
1 0
17 [}
o 0
18 13
o 0
8 0
12 147
1 20
0 o
0 184
42 120
15 [}
[} 0
o 0
4 7
4 180
1 19
8 39
19 6
2 S
o 0
6 8
0 0
0 o
0 11
0 0
68 8
7 15
2 4
o 1
0 6
0 0
0 o
17 Q
0 94
0 o
[+] 1"
2 1]
11 177
0 1
o [}
1 4
17 0
7 19
0 k3
0 0
o o
o o
a1 1.237
199

REGULAR
CLASSES

7.
.00

78

0.
S0.
88.

2.

23.

28.
100.

80.
15.

14
00
00
03

k)

.00
.00
.34

OTHER HEALTH IMPAIREO

boeccscsvoscvccnsa-PERCENT v ccvoccreauccaceas

SEPARATE SEPARATE OTHER EN-
CLASSES SCHOOL  VIRONMENTS
21.43 0.00 71.43
25.00 0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00 100.00
0.00 50.00 0.00
31.29 2.72 0.00
38.48 16.87 13.54

* 0.00 100.00 0.00
14.92 6.49 79.03
5.32 1.08 21.28
1.10 0.00 90.81
8.48 19. 14 42.29
0.00 100.00 0.00
23.81 19.09 33.33
4.76 1.90 85,71
29.41 2.94 412
0.00 13.04 84.78
3t.13 17.92 s.88
3%5.29 11.76 29. 41
19.79 7.89 %0.00
0.00 0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00 100.00
20.00 0.00 0.00
31.88 47.83 a.38
8n.48 a.58 0.94
15.28 2.78 47.22
0.00 0.00 100.00
0.00 0.00 " 100.00
0.00 0.00 0.00
17.20 82.80 0.00
0.00 0.00 94.00
0.00 0.00 0.00
7.14 0.00 78.97
s.41 2.70 89.19
11.98 3.99 64.13
0.00 0.00 33.33
33.33 0.00 0.00
13.33 2.22 2.89
46,38 24.84 0.00
14.81 25.93 ss.96
0.00 0.00 100.00
0.00 0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00 0.00
40.49 8.81 28.01
(Continued)



Table 3C4

NUMBER ANC PERCENT OF CHILOREN 18 - 21 YEARS OLD SERVED IN DNFFERENT EDUCATIONAL ENVIRONMENTS
OURING SCHOOL YEAR 1981-1982

MULTIHANDICAPPED MULTIHANOICAPPED

#omecccccccctcccan cNUMBER - - cvmecceacaaay $eemmmecenoceaan ~PEACENT--~--neoccccccnnn -

REGULAR  SEPARATE  SEPARATE  OTHER EN- REGULAR SEPARATE  SEPARATE  DTHER EN-

STATE CLASSES CLASSES SCHOOL  VIRONMENTS CLASSES CLASSES SCHOOL  VIRONMENTS
ALABAMA 3 68 0 L} 3.80 868.08 ' 0.00 10.13
ALASKA 5 0 [} 0 100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
ARIZONA 1 68 52 o] 8.40 51.91¢ '29.69 0.00
ARKANSAS 3 3 12 1 19.79 19.79 83.18 .28
CaLIFORNIA 29 558 51 [¢] 4.39 87.48 7.99 0.00
COLORAOO 2 20 3 N 3.03 4%.4% 4.33 48.97
CONNECTICUT - - - - - - - -
DELAWARE o] 0 ] 0 - - - -
DISTRICT DF COLUMBIA [¢] 0 13 [} 0.00 0.00 68.42 31.98
FLORIOA 0 0 0 0 - - - -
GEORGIA 4 19 5 [ 13.79 8%.52 17.24 3.49
Hawall o] L} [»] o] 0.00 100.00 0.00 0.00
10AHO 0 4 41 53 0.00 4.00 1 41.00 55,00
ILLINOIS 13 28 257 2 4.38 8.72 ‘88,24 0.87
INOIANA 0 27 80 10 0.00 27.84 81.88 10.31
10wA 0 919 [¢] 4 0.00 96. 12 0.00 3.88
KANSAS [¢] 0 0 0 - - - -
KENTUCKY 4 38 41 7 4.53 40.9* 48.59 7.9%
LOUISLANA [} 19 4 2 8.82 27.94 80.29 2.94
MAINE 11 45 [¢] 10 18.87 88.18 0.00 19,19
MARYLAND 1 15 488 [¢] 2.24 3.09 94.72 0.00
MASSACHUSETTS 73 53 30 9 44.91 31.74 17.98 5.39
MICHIGAN [¢] 218 108 3 0.00 87.48 31.84 0.90
MINNESDTA [¢] [¢] 0 0 - - - -
MISSISSIPPI 1 1 5 1 5.58 81.11 27.78 5.58
MISSOURI o] . 0 0 o] - - - -
MONTANA [ 29 0 0 17.14 82.88 0.00 0.00
NEBRASKA 0 2 0 0 0.00 100.00 0.00 0.00
NEVADA | 0 2 25 3.%7 0.00 7.14 89.29
NEW HAMPSHIRE 12 . 3 1 [¢] 7%.00 . 18.7% 8.29 0.00
NEwW JERSEY 34 121 48 4 19.87 60.37 22.12 1.84
NEW MEXICO - - . - - - - -
NEW YORK 28 267 , 219 7 4.5 43.00 51.37 1.1
NORTH CAROLINA 22 28 10 a8 22.92 29.17 10.42 37.%0
NORTH OAXOTA [¢] o, 0 0 - - - -
OHl10 3 88", as 3 1.88 42.%50 53.7% 1.88
DKL AHOMA 4 23 4 42 4.82 39.78 4.82 50.60
DREGON 0 0 0 0 - - - -
PENNSYLVANIA [¢] 0 0 0 - - - -
PUERTO RICD 0 0 0 0 - - - -
RHOOE ISLAND 2 3 9 ¢} 0 14.29 21.43 84.29 0.00
SDUTH CARDLINA 1 [¢] 19 ~2 4.59 0.00 8e.38 9.09
SOUTH DAKOTA 7 [} 39 1 12.73 14.35 70.91 1.82
TENNESSEE 19 138 12 13 10.50 75.14 7.18 7.18
TEXAS 133 109 514 29 16.94 13.89 65.48 3.69
UTAM 0 ] 203 2 0.00 2.38 98.87 0.99%
VERMONT 12 29 [¢] 0 23.%3 76.47 0.00 0.00
VIRGINIA 20 124 84 13 7.97 53.39 33.47 5.18
WASHINGTON L] 89 43 1 32.89 82.31 33.08 0.77
WEST VIRGINIA 0 1 1 0 0.00 ' 80.00 50.00 0.00
wISCONSIN [¢] 51 0 0 0.00 100.00 0.00 0.00
WYOMING 0 0 0 0 - - - -
AMERICAN SAMOA o] o] 1 1 0.00 0.00 %0.00 50.00
GUAM - - - - - - - -
NORTHERN MARTANAS - - - - - - - -
TRUST TERRITORIES - - - - - - - -
VIRGIN ISLANOS - - - - - - - -
BUR., DF INDIAN AFFAIRS [ 4 14 [¢] 2%.00 16.87 58.32 0.00
U.S. ANO TERRITORIES 492 2,478 2,993 229 8.37 42.02 44.02 5.59
(Continued)
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Table 3C4

NUMBER ANO PERCENT OF CHILDREN 18 - 21 YEARS OLD SERVED IN DIFFERENT EDUCATIONAL ENVIRONMENTS
DURING SCHOOL YEAR 1981-1982

HARD OF HEARING & DEAF

#eccccecccrccice e cNUMBER -~ e v anad

REGULAR
STATE CLASSES
ALABAMA 15
ALASKA 8
ARIZONA 32
ARKANSAS 10
CALIFDRNIA . 99
COLORADO s
CONNECTICUT 28
DELAWARE 18
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 1
FLORIDA 4
GEORGIA 1]
HAWA LI [*)
10AHO 3
ILLINOIS 138
INDIANA 10
10wA 16
KANSAS 33
KENTUCKY 22
LOUISIANA a
MAINE 1]
MARYLAND a8
MASSACHUSETTS a8
MICHIGAN . 62
MINNESOTA 21
MISSISSIPPY 13
MISSDURI 179
MONTANA [*)
NEBRASKA 27
NEVAOA 2
NEW HAMPSHIRE 12
NEW JERSEY 17
NEW MEXICO -
NEW YORK 120
NORTH CAROLINA a
NORTH DAKOTA 1
OH10 1.}
OKLAHOMA 2%
DREGON 87
PENNSYLVANIA 108
PUERTO RICO [*]
RHODE ISLAND 10
SOUTH CARDLINA 22
SOUTH DAKOTA 12
TENNESSEE . X}
TEXAS 4
UTAH 4
VERMONT [}
VIRGINIA 8
WASHINGTON X}
WEST VIRGINIA 12
wISCONSIN [*]
wYOMING 1
AMERICAN SAMOA [*]
GUAM -
NORTHERN MARIANAS -
TRUST TERRITORIES -
VIRGIN ISLANDS -
BUR. OF INDIAN AFFAIRS L}
U.S. AND TERRITORIES 1,810

SEPARATE SEPARATE OTHER EN-
CLASSES SCHOOL VIRONMENTS
9 78 3
2 ] o
9 3 o
o 9 o
23 ) ]
3 7 2]
28 28 2
3 19 7]
4 - 0
39 8 o
193 a2 2]
14 [} o
9 18 o
87 76 1
10 39 2
7 o 2]
4 0 o
14 19 o
7 18 2]
8 3 3
8 L] 2]
4 19 L]
212 2] 1
19 3 o
1 7 0
36 b L] 22
2 2] o
o 0 o
o 0 1"
4 2 2]
45 94 o
83 229 o
4 120 2]
7 3 0
138 €S 2]
8 1 3
18 2] o
a1 396 2]
48 800 2]
] 48 o
17 24 o
0 1" 2]
2 L 1
120 24 8
3 2] 2]
3 0 o
12 N 1
30 o o
1 14 o
7 8 2]
1 1 o
o 1 o
2] 2] 2]
1,882 2.2 81
201

HARD OF HEARING & DEAF

becene-cvncccvsecPERCENT Pmmcrmoccvccnccaccs

REGULAR
CLASSES

14.56
80.00
72.73
§68.87
27.48
77.78
1.7
42.1¢

10.00

J.98

28.9%92

| %

10.00
22.92

18.39
69.%7
89.19
40.00

12.70
717.43
4%.57
4%.28
22.39
48 .84
81.90
81.09

0.00

27.93

SEPARATE SEPARATE OTHER EN-
CLASSES SCHOOL VIRONMENTS
8.74 73.79 2.9
20.00 0.00 0.00
20.493 8.82 0.00
0.00 32.72 0.00
72.%4 0.00 0.00
6.87 15.96 0.00
1.7 34.13 2.4
7.89 30.00 0.00
40.00 %0.00 0.00
%8.42 J37.62 0.00
11.38 82.12 0.00
70.00 30.00 0.00
30.00 60.00 0.00
64.29 12.62 0.17
18.29 8.9 J.28
30.42 0.00 0.00
10.81 Q.00 0.00
2%.48 J4.93 0.00
96.73 28.97 0.00
18.22 8.12 ., 6.12
10. 13 44.20 0.00
J2.08 17.92 4.72
77.09 0.00 0.38
44.19 6.98 0.00
4.78 3.2 0.00
19.11 12.29 7.9
100.00 0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00 84.62
22.22 1.9 0.00
26.89% 80.28 0.00
18.70 5. 0.00 |
2.98 77.42 0.00
53.8% 38.48 0.00
50.92 23.99 0.00 ’
21.62 2.70 8.1
§7.14 0.00 0.00
10.83 70.24 0.00
7.4 92.99 0.00
7.94 78.19 0.00
28.98 38.10 0.00
0.00 47.82 0.00
3%.98 8.62 1.12
98.82 18.87 2.94
42.88 0.00 0.00
37.%0 0.00 0.00
13.00 38.7% 1.29
73.17 0.00 0.00
3.70 S1.8% 0.00
82.22 17.78 0.00
33.7 33.22 0.00
0.00 100.00 0.00
0.00 0.00 0.00
32.30 J8.71 1.068
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54 Table 3C4
v’// Y
£
Vs NUMBER AND PERCENT OF CHILOREN 18 - 21 YEARS DLO SERVED IN OIFFERENT EOUCATIONAL ENVIRONMENTS
OURING SCHODL YEAR 1981-1982
ORTHOPEOICALLY IMPAIRED DRTHOPEDICALLY IMPAIRED

4oncncnn @ecceconaccNUMBER----- 2cuccccceccs 4eccomnannan evmee-PERCENT - cooccocucncccccs

REGULAR  SEPARATE  SEPARATE  OTHER EN- REGULAR  SEPARATE  SEPARATE  DTHER EN-

STATE CLASSES CLASSES SCHOOL  VIRONMENTS CLASSES CLASSES SCHODL  VIRDNMENTS
ALABAMA s 14 [¢] 1 25.00 70.00 0.00 5.00
ALASKA 6 3 [¢] 1 60.00 30.00 0.00 10.00
ARIZONA " 18 [l (<] 36.67 60.00 3.3 0.00
ARKANSAS 3 1 7 (<] 27.27 9.09 63.64 0.00
CALIFORNIA 179 418 [¢] [¢] 29.98 70.02 0.00 0.00
COLDRAOO 19 1" (<] 2 50.00 32.1 0.00 7.69
CONNECTICUT 21 19 2 2 47.73 43.18 4.98 4.53
OELAWARE 0 ] 8 [¢] 0.00 33.23 66.67 .0.00,
OISTRICT OF COLUMBLA 0 [¢] 9 [¢] 0.00 0.00 100.00 0.00
FLORIOA 20 73 81 <] 11.49 41.99 46,955 0.00
GEORGIA 8 3 [¢] 0 66.67 3.3 0.00 0.00
HAWALL 0 ] [ [¢] 0.00 83.22 18.87 0.00
{0AHO 17 0 0 186 8.37 0.00 0.00 91.63
ILLINGIS 78 130 ase a8 11.968 19.94 54.60 13.%0
INOTANA 14 8 20 9 27.48 15.69 39.22 17.89
10wA 21 25 0 4 42.0° $80.00 0.00 8.00
KANSAS 19 24 3 7 22.8y 28 .92 3.61 44.58
KENTUCKY 10 7 2 9 2% T 25.00 7.14 32.14
LOUISIANA 4 17 2 0 9 73.91 8.70 0.00
MA INE 12 15 [ 27 .2 27.27 1.82 49.09
MARY LAND 10 s 45 15 ki 6.67 60.00 20.00
MASSACHUSETTS a8 28 15 ] '8 31.33 18.07 4.82
MICHIGAN 99 [+] 3 " . 0.00 2.63 9.73
MINNESOTA 15 18 7 2 42.86 18.87 4.76
MISSISSIPPI 10 [¢] 0 8 0.00 0.00 44.44
MISSOURI 101 88 ] 28 12 38.81 2.28 12.79
MONTANA H 2 [¢] [¢] 7. 43 28.57 0.00 0.00
NEBRASKA 25 [¢] <] [¢] 100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
NEVADA 0 [} [} (-] 0.00 0.00 0.00 100.00

NEW HAMPSHIRE 9 2 1 [¢] 75.00 16.67 8.33 0.

NEW JERSEY 20 a7 100 2 11.83 27.81 59.17 1.18
NEW MEXICO - - - - - - - -
NEW YORK 77 138 17 182 14.98 28.83 22.76 35.41
NORTH CAROLINA 18 20 16 1" 25.40 31.7% 25.40 17.48
NORTH DAKOTA 6 ] 1 0 50.00 41.67 8.33 0.00
OHID 32 83 10 3 17.98 48.683 s.62 29.78
DXLAHOMA ] 2 [¢] 3 50.00 20.00 0.00 30.00
QREGON 229 0 [¢) [¢] 100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
PENNSYLVANIA 12 s6 109 ] 6.3%9 20.77 s9.89 2.73
PUERTD RICD 0 27 1,404 [¢] 0.00 1.89 98, 11 0.00
RHODE ISLANO 7 4 3 [¢] 50.00 28.57 21.43 0.00
SOUTH CARDLINA 12 24 (<] 15 23.%3 47.06 0.00 29.41
SOUTH OAKOTA 2 0 [} 2 16. 87 0.00 86.67 16.67
TENNESSEE 22 17 18 26 26.51 20.48 21.69 31.33
TEXAS ss 23 42 78 26.83 186.10 20.43 36.59
UTAH [¢] 4 0 0 0.00 100.00 0.00 0.00
VERMONT L] <] [¢] [¢] 100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
VIRGINIA ] 24 (<] [ 26.83 56.54 0.00 14.83
WASHINGTON 12 " 72" 4 0 52,17 47.83 0.00 0.00
WEST VIRGINIA 0 18 [¢] 0.00 84.21 15.79 0.00
WISCONSIN [«] 57 /0 <] 0.00 100.00 0.00 0.00
WYOMING 3 [¢] 2 [¢] 60.00 0.00 40.00 0.00
AMERICAN SAMDA [¢] [¢] [¢] [¢] - - - -
GuAM . - - - - - - - -
NORTHERN MARIANAS - - - - . - - -
TRUST TERRITORIES - - - - - - - -
VIRGIN ISLANDS - - - - - - - -
BUR. OF INDIAN AFFAIRS [¢] [¢] [¢] - - - -
U.S. AND TERRITORIES 1.277 1,901 2,402 820 21.28 25.02 40.03 13.67
(Continued)
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Table 3c4

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF CHILOREN 18 - 21 YEARS OLO SERVEDO IN OIFFERENT EDUCATIONAL ENVIRDNMENTS
DURING SCHOOL YEAR 1981-1982

VISUALLY HANDICAPPED VISUALLY HANDICAPPED

b L e L NUMBER===~~==cscccocncay $oemaa cecececcnescPERCENT ccmccvacaaa memmee

REGULAR  SEPARATE  SEPARATE  OYHER EN- REGULAR  SEPARATE  SEPARATE  OTHER EN-

STATE CLASSES CLASSES $SCHOD VIRONMENTS CLASSES CLASSES SCHOOL  VIRONMENTS
ALABAMA [ ] 4 19 o 2%.81 12.90 61.29 0.00
ALASKA 1 1 o [} $0.00 $0.00 0.00 0.00
ARIZONA 10 o 2 o 83.33 0.00 16.67 0.00
ARKANSAS o o 12 o 0.00 0.00 100.00 0.00
CALIFORNIA 75 : 1 o 48.70 50.6% 0.89 0.00
COLORADO 7 o 4 o 63.64 0.00 36.38 0.00
CONNECTICUT 20 4 2 o 78.92 15.38 7.69 0.00
DELAWARE 1 [} o o 100.00 0.00 0.0u 0.00
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 12 ] 1 [} 92.31 0.00 7.69 0.00
FLORIOA 17 4 [ ] sa.62 13.79 27.%9 0.00
GEORGIA 28 o 29 1 39.39 0.00 59.09 1.52
MAWATL o 1 3 o 0.00 25.00 7%.00 0.00
10AHO 2 ] 7 o 14.29 35.71 $0.00 0.00
ILLINOIS 3 27 a8 1 s55.70 18. 12 25.50 0.87
INDIANA 2 o 17 o 10.53 0.00 89.47 0.00
10WA 9 2 o o 81.82 18.18 0.00 0.00
KANSAS 1 2 o o 84.82 15.38 0.00 0.00
KENTUCKY 4 2 1 o s57.14 28.97 14.29 0.00
LOUISTANA 10 o o o 100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
MAINE 10 2 (] 2 71.43 14.29 0.00 14.29
MARY LAND [} 2 5 [} 9.41 2.38 88.24 0.00
MASSACHUSETTS 21 14 8 2 48.67 - TIT 17.78 4.44
MICHIGAN 29 1] 11 2 27.38 60.38 10.38 1.89
MINNESOTA 1 1 1 1 78.57 7.14 7.14 7.14
MISSISSIPPI 3 ] 1 o 75.00 0.00 25.00 0.00
MISSOURT L] 19 28 13 59.72 13.19 18.06 9.03
MONTANA o o o o - - - -
NEBRASKA [} 13 o [} 0.00 100.00 0.00 0.00
NEVADA 3 o o 10 23.08 0.00 0.00 76.92
NEW HAMPSHIRE 6 2 1 [} 68.87 22.22 11,11 0.00
NEW JERSEY 80 16 7 18 52.98 10.60 24.50 11.92
NEW MEXICO - - - - - - - -
NEW YORK 49 14 S1 o 42.98 12.28 44.74 0.00
NORTH CAROLINA 22 2 3 2 38.60 3.51 54.39 2.8
NORTH DAKOTA 2 [} [} o 25.00 0.00 75.00 0.00
OHIO 24 9 17 1 47.06 17.88 33.33 1.96
DKLAHOMA 4 o [ [} 33.33 0.00 . 68.87
DREGON 7 o o 0. 100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
PENNSYLVANIA 82 23 120 o 26.87 11.79 81.%4 0.00
PUERTO RICO ] [} 1,501 [} 0.00 0.40 99.60 0.00
RHOOE ISLANO [ 2 8 o 37.%0 12.%0 50.00 0.00
SOUTH CAROLINA 14 1 30 o 3111 2.22 . 86.87 0.00
SOUTH DAKOTA o o 4 o 0.00 0.00 100.00 0.00
TENNESSEE 30 - 2 1 1 68.24 s.88 2.94 2.94
TEXAS 47 29 17 3 48.98 30.21 17.71 3.13
UTAH 2 o o o 100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
VERMONT 3 o o o 100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
VIRGINIA 23 1 ] 1 82.%0 2.%0 12.%0 2.50
WASHINGTON 9 7 ’k ] [ 56.29% 43.73 0.00 0.00
WEST VIRGINIA 3 o 1 o 7%.00 0.00 2%.00 0.00
WISCONSIN ] [} 4 o 33.23 40.00 26.87 0.00
WYOMING 1 o o o 100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
AMERICAN SAMOA o o o o - - - -
GUAM - - - - - - . -
NORTHERN MARIANAS - - - - - - - -
TRUST TERRITORIES - - - - - - - -
VIRGIN ISLANOS - - - - - - - -
BUR. OF INDIAN AFFAIRS o o [} o - - - -
U.S. AND TERRITORIES ses 283 2.110 (1] 25.48 10.71 61.89 1.94
(Continued)
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Table 3C4

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF CHILOREN 18 - 291 YEARS OLD SERVED IN OIFFERENT EOUCATIONAL ENVIRONMENTS
OURING SCHOODL YEAR 1981-1983

DEAF-SLIND OEAF-BLIND

4cccmmcceccccuacc e NUMBER - rocrccaonons R L it ~~e-PEACENT-~~~------ semecace

REGULAR  SEPARATE  SEPARATE  OTHER EN- REGULAR SEPARATE  SEPARATE  OTHER EN-

STATE CLASSES CLASSES SCHOOL  VIRC™MENTS CLASSES CLASSES SCHOOL  VIRONMENTS
ALABAMA 1 (<] ] [¢] 14.29 0.00 85.71 0.00
ALASKA 0 o] } o] 0.00 0.00 100.00 0.00
ARIZONA ] ] ] 0 - - -
ARKANSAS 0 [+ 2 o] 0.00 0.00 100.00 0.00
CALIFORNIA 2 10 0 0 18.87 83.33 0.00 0.00
COLDRADO 0 0 0 [¢] - - - -
CONNECTICUT - - - - - - - -
OELAWARE 0 o] S o] 0.00 0.00 100.00 0.00
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 0 0 10 0 0.00 0.00 100.00 0.00
FLORIOA 0 ] [ ] 0 0.00 42.86 57.14 0.00
GEORG!A 3 o] 1 o] 75.00 0.00 25.00 . 0.00
HAWAILL o] 0 o] o] - - - -
10AHO o] o] <} [+] 0.00 0.00 100.00 0.00
ILLINOIS [} 2 7 [¢] 30.77 15.38 53.88 0.00
INDIANA [+ o] 3 o] 0.00 0.00 100.00 0.00
10wA o] o] 0 o] - - - -
KANSAS [¢] 29 3 0 0.00 90.62 9.22 0.00
KENTUCKY 0 2 S ] 0.00 28.97 7v.42 0.00
LOUISIANA [¢) 0 2 0 0.00 0.00 100.00 0.00
MA INE 1 3 o] o] 23.00 78.00 0.00 0.00
MARYLANO 0 0 11 o] 0.00 0.00 100.00 0.00
MASSACHUSETTS 3 2 1 0 50.00 33.33 18.67 0.00
MICHIGAN - - - - - - - -
MINNESOTA o] 0 o] o] - - - -
MISSISSIPPI o] ] o] o] - - - -
MISSOURIL o] 0 o] o] - - - -
MONTANA 0 0 0 0 - - - -
NEBRASKA 0 0 0 [¢] - - - -
NEVAOA o] 0 0 o] - - - -
NEW HAMPSHIRE 0 0 0 0 - . - -
NBW JERSEY 0 o] 22 o] 0.00 0.00 100.00 0.00
NEW MEX1CO - - - - - - - -
NEW YORK 0 o] 2 o] 0.00 0.00 100.00 0.00
NORTH CAROL INA 1 0 13 0 8.29 0.00 93.79 0.00
NORTH OAKOTA 0 o] 1 o] 0.00 0.00 100.00 0.00
OH10 [¢] 8 (] 0 0.00 57.14 42.868 0.00
OKLAHOMA o] 0 o] o] - - - -
OREGON ] o] o] o] - - - -
PENNSYLVANIA o o o [} - - - Co-
PUERTO RICO o] o] o] o] - - - -
RHODE ISLAND 1 o 2 0 33.9 0.00 88.67 0.00
SOUTH CARDLINA 0 0 0 0 - - - -
SOUTH CAKDTA 1 o] o] o] 100. 00 0.00 0.00 0.00
TENNESSEE 0 0 2 0 0.00 0.00 100.00 0.00
TEXAS 1" 10 3 3 0.7 37.04 1.1 1.1
UTAH o] o] o] o] - - - -
VERMONT [¢] 1 0 0 0.00 100.00 0.00 0.00
VIRGINIA o] 0 ] 0 0.00 0.00 100.00 0.00
WASHINGTON o] o] 1 o] 0.00 0.00 100.00 0.00
WEST VIRGINIA 0 0 0 0 - - - -
WISCONSIN o] S o] o] 0.00 100.00 0.00 0.00
WwYDMING 1 1 1 0 32.23 33.33 33.22 0.00
AMERICAN SAMOA 0 0 0 [¢] - - - -
GUAM - - - - - - - -
NORTHERN MARIANSS - - - - . - - -
TRUST TERRITORIES - - - - - - - -
VIRGIN ISLANOS - - - - . . - -
BUR. OF INOIAN AFFAIRS o] o] o] o] - - - -
U.S. AND TERRITORIES 29 79 131 3 11.98 32.84 %4.13 1.24
(Continued)
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NUMBER AND PERCENT OF CHILDREN 18 - 21 YEARS OLD SERVED IN DIFFERENT EDUCATIONAL ENVIROMMENTS
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Table 3C5

SERVICES PROVIDED TD HANOICAPPED CHILOREN IN PUBLIC
AND PRIVATE INSTITUTIONS OURING SCHOOL YEAR 1981-82
AS REPORTED BY STATES ON THE ANNUAL OATA REPORT

STATE PuBLIC PRIVATE TOTAL
ALABAMA - - -
ALASKA 10,934 28 10.582
ARIZONA 59.302 1,797 61.099
ARKANSAS 47.823 1.95% 47,778
CALIFORNIA 353.241 4,438 357.679
COLORADO 56.098 350 56,448
CONNECTICUT 63.328 2,928 66,268
OELAWARE 11,929 147 12,078
OISTRICT OF coLuMBIA 6.987 1,013 7.802
FLORIDA 148.582 2,274 150,936
GEORGIA 115,274 ns 119,459
GUAM - - -
HAWALL 11,948 o] 11,948
10AH0 18.724 113 16.837
ILLINOLS 244,189 7.834 252,003
INDIANA 97.821 28 97.647
10wA 58.931 98 57,027
KANSAS 38.949 1.382 40,321
KENTUCKY 71.732 230 71.962
LOUTSIANA 81.879 227 82.208
MAINE 24.382 1.96% 29,947
MARYLAND 92,4268 1.330 93,758
MASSACHUSETTS 128,328 8.353 134.633
MICHIGAN 149,714 5,492
MINNESOTA 17.8%0 798
MISSISSIPPL 47.927 1.520
MISSOURI 99.984 0
MONTANA - 297 40
NEBRASKA 29.729 1.6368
NEVADA 11,847 100
NEW MAMPSHIRE 13,224 1.909
NEW JERSEY 159.868 19,562
NEW MEXICO - - -
NEW YORK 215,192 14.940 230.093
NORTH CAROLINA 131.068 279 131.347
NORTH DAKOTA 10,198 53 10.211
OMH10 13.274 o 13.274
OKLAHOMA 84 1s 179
OREGON 44,208 481 4a.789
PENNSYLVANIA 183,122 7.797 190.919
PUERTO RICO 27.787 258 28.043
RHODE ISLANO 20.240 404 20,844
SOUTH CAROLINA 71.400 18 71,418
SOUTH DAKOTA 11,171 81 11,522
TENNESSEE 101,710 749 102. 459
TEXAS 274,786 1.808 278,492
UTAH . 38, 145 [} 26,151
VERMONT 199 59 258
VIRGINIA 93.994 1,809 95,603
VIRGIN ISLANDS - - -
WASHINGTON 82.804 1.112 83.916
WEST VIRGINIA 851 L1 902
WISCONSIN 70,992 894 71.688
wYOMING 9.827 (1] 9.893
AMERICAN SAMOA 252 o 252
BUR. OF INDIAN AFFAIRS 4.578 283 4.898
TRUST TERRITORIES - - -
NORTHERN MARIANAS - - -

STATES HAVE OIFFEREC IN THEIR INTERPRETATION OF WHAT IS A PUBLIC ANO WHAT IS A PRIVATE INSTITUTION. SEP
1S WORKING WITH THE SEAS TO CLARIFY THIS CATEGORIZATION AND TO IMPROVE THE VALIOITY OF THE OATA.
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Table 3Dl

CENSUS PROJECTIONS
BY STATE FOR J-21 YEAR OLOS
(HANDICAPPED ANO NONHANDICAPPEO)

PERCENT
CHANGE IN CHANGE

$occce- ceecceNUMBER---9=e-c-ceeé $oceccc-NUMBER-~-<-~¢ $o-<c-IN NUMBER=---=<¢

1982-82 1982-83 1982-82 1982-82
LESS LESS LESS LESS

STATE 1976-77 1981-82 1982-82 1976-77 1981-82 1978-77 1981-82
ALABAMA 1.276.000 1,284.978 1.233.000 -41,.000 -49,978 -3.21 -3.09
ALASKA 171,000 136.099 148.000 -23.000 9,901 -13.49 7.17
AR120NA 748.000 872.2%8 883,000 7%.000 -9.2% 9.%2 -1.08
ARKANSAS 704.000 729.101 89%.000 -3,.000 -30, 101 -0.71 -4,13
CALIFORNIA 7.092.000 7.164.089 7.09%.000 3.000 -89.089 0.04 -0.98
COLORADO 900,000 910.222 908.000 8.000 -2.222 0.89% -0.24
CONNECTICUT 1.021.000 933,900 893.000 -128.000 -40.900 -12.84 -4.38
DELAWARE 20%.000 191,071 183.000 -22.000 -8.071 -10.73 -4,22
DISTRICT OF coLUmalA 227.000 177.482 185.000 -82.000 -12.4862 -27.91 -7.02
FLORIOA 2.32%.000 2.686.268 12,693,000 168.000 26.712 6.83 1.00
GEORGIA 1.778.000 1.817.280 1.797.000 19.000 -20.280 1.07 -1.12
GUAM - - - - - - -
HawAll 321,000 307.788 J304.000 -17.000 -3.788 -5.30 -1.22
10AHO 297.000 320.320 317,000 20.000 -3.320 6.73 -1.04
ILLINCIS 3.802.000 3.993.789 2J,428.000 -374,000 -16%,769 -9.84 -4.81
INDIANA 1.6%4.000 1.79%.828 1.700.000 -134.000 -95.828 -8.31 -5.34
10wA 970.000 917.%83 863.000 -10%.000 -52,%82 -10.02 -3.73
KANSAS 783,000 727.19% 70%.000 -58.000 -22.19% ~7.80 -3.0%
KENTUCKY 1.181.000 1.199.189 1,144,000 -37.000 -93.189 -3.13 -4.680
LOUISIANA 1.444,000 1,438,039 1.433.000 -8.000 -18.039 <0.42 -1.24
MA INE 36%.000 3%7.378 341.000 -27.000 -16.378 -7.34 -4.%8
MARYLAND 1.437.000 1,318,379 1.2%9.000 -178.000 -99.379 -12.39 -4.%0
~ MASSACHUSETTS 1.930.000 1,744,291 1,649,000 «281.000 -93.291 -14.98 ~8.48
MICHIGAN 3.287.000 2J.093.969 2,6846.000 -421,000 -212.989 -12.89 ~-8.98
MINNESOTA 1.392.000 1.306.371 1.233.000 -140.000 -53,.371 -10.0% -4.09
MISSISSIPPI 882.000 886,732 85%.000 -27.000 -31.7%2 -3.08 -3.98
M1SSOURI 1.587.000 1.917.424 1,499.000 -128.000 -38,424 -8.07 -3.8%
MONTANA 26%.000 2%1.892 243.000  -22,000 -8.8% -8.30 -3.%2
NEBRASKA 528.000 494.142 477.000 -51.000 -17.142 -9.688 -3.47
NEVADA 211.000 238.%29 2%0.000 39.000 11,471 18.48 4.681
NEW HAMPSHIRE 281,000 291.898 284,000 3.000 -7.8%8 1.07 -2.89
NEW JERSEY 2,398.000 2,171.000 2,122,000 -27%,000 -48,000 -11.47 -2.21
NEW MEXICO 447,000 4%0.613 448,000 1.000 -2.613 0.22 -0.98
NEW YORK 5.814.000 9.297.%38 95,049,000 -785.000 -206.%36 -13.18 «3.97
NORTH CAROL INA 1.883.000 1,900,214 1.829.,000 -34.000 -71.214 -2,87 -3.73%
NORTH OAKOTA 230.000 212.3%48 206,000 -24,000 -7.848 -10,43 -3.9
OHID 3.687.000 3.426.906 2J.258.000 -429.000 -168.906 -11,84 -4.93
OKLAMOMA 908.000 948,588 95%2.000 46,000 5,432 5.08 0.%7
OREGON 7%2.000 78%.633 79%%.000 3.000 -30.63% 0.40 -3.90
PENNSYLVANIA 3.793.000 3.949.388 3,337,000 -4386.000 -212.393 -12.02 -5.99
PUERTO RICO - - - - - - -
RHODE 1SLAND 308.000 288.9%0 270.000 -38.000 -15.9%0 -12,34 -3.58
SOUTH CAROLINA 1,033.000 1,081.394 1.028.000 -7.000 =33, 9894 -0.68 ~3.18
_SOUTH OAKOTA 241,000 228,118 214,000 -27.000 -12,118 -11.20 -5.38
TENNESSEE 1,413.000 1,480,233 1.398.000 - 18,000 -82.223% -1.08 -3,80
TEXAS 4.446,000 4.722.409 4.849.000 403.000 126.391 9.08 2.68
UTAH 481,000 540.728 57%.000 94.000 34,274 19,34 8.34
VERMONT 186,000 186.990° 156.000 -12.000 -10.990 -7.14 -8.88
VIRGINIA 1.7%4.000 1.881.%27 1,640,000 -114,000 -41.927 -8.80 -2.47
VIRGIN ISLANDS - - - - - - -
WASHINGTON 1.217.000 1.282.32% 1,234,000 17,000 -28.32% 1.40 -2.24
WEST VIRGINIA 592.000 612.368 $83.000 -9.000 -29.968 -1.%82 -4.82
WISCONSIN 1.613.000 1.%923.098 1,436,000 -137.000 -67.998 -9.73 -4.48
WYOMING 136.000 133,292 138.000 22,000 2.708 16, 18 1.74
AMERICAN SAMOA - - - - - - -
SUR. OF INDIAN AFFAIRS - - - - - - -
TRUST TERRITORIES - - - - - - -
NORTHERN MARIANAS - - - - - - -
U.S. AND TERRITORIES 72.782.000 71,039,744 89.014.000 -3.768,000 -2,043.744 -5.18 -2.88
S0 STATES ANO O.C. 72,782,000 71,089,744 89.014,000 -3.768.000 -2,043.744 -8.18 ~-2.88

OPULATION COUNTS ARE JULY ESTIMATES FROM THE CENSUS BUREAU.
978-77 OATA FOR THE 3-8, 8-17, AND. 18-21 YEAR OLO AGE GROUP
DR 1981-82 AND 1982-83., 3-S5 AND 8-17 YEAR OLO AGE GROUP OAT
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THE 1982-83 OATA ARE UNPUBLISHED OATA FROM THE CENSUS BUREAU.
S WERE ESTIMATEO FROM THME J-2% YEAR OLD AGE
A WAS ESTIMATEO FROM J-4 AND S-17 AGE GROUP DATA PROVIOEO BY THE CENSUS.
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Table 3D2

CENSUS PRDJUECTIONS
BY STATE FOR 3-8 YEAR DLDS
(HANDICAPPED ANO NONHANDICAPPED)

PERCENT
CHANGE 1M CHANGE

Gcscacsasces-NUMBER-=-=e=mesancé baceea=-NUMBER-=-=o=¢ $=-=--IN NUMBER-=<-=--¢

1982-83 1982-83 1982-83 1982-83
LESS LESS LESS LESS

STATE 1978-77 1981-82 1982-82 1976-77 1981-82 1978-77 1981-82
ALABAMA . 179,341 174.882 174,979 -382 97 -0.21 0.00
ALASKA 24.088 22.003 23,269 -803 1.262 -3,34 s.74
ARIZONA 120,127 124,818 127,942 7.813 3.124 8.31 2.%0
ARKANSAS 101,989 103. 161 102.480 911 -631 0.90 -0.88
CALIFORNIA 909.219 990,988 1.011.264 102.048 20.279 11.22 2.0%
COLORAOC 120,149 128,881 129,681 9.518 3,000 7.92 2.37
CONNECTICUT 113.3%8 108,998 108,857 -4,301 161 -3.97 -0.09
OELAWARE 2%.241 23,491 24,300 -881 [1.1] -3.41 3.718
OISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 27.938 19,230 19,034 -8.904 -218  -31.87 1,12
FLORIDA 344,392 346,608 354,381 10.029 7.773 91 2.24
GEORGIA 249.132 247,284 2%0.374 1,242 3.000 v.%0 1.29
GUAM - - - - - - -
HAWALL 4%.097 44,084 4%.084 . -1 1,000 -0.03 2.27
10AHO 44,831 54,038 58,174 10,943 1.138 23 82 2.10
ILLINOIS 499,178 484,821 484,248 -14,932 -37% -2.99 -0.08
INDIANA 248,307 243.897 241,903 -4,604 -1.994 -1.87 -0.82
10wA 118,768 127,139 127,381 4,599 222 7.24 0.17
KANSAS 96,764 104,013 103,826 9,042 1,813 9.34 1.74
KENTUCKY 182,249 184.982 183,494 1,249 -1,088 0.77 -0.88
LOUISIANA 198.917 209.7%8 213,978 14,859 3.818 7.37 1.82
MAINE 47,844 49,948 4%.992 -2.,092 -394 -4,39 -0.88
MARYLAND 184,821 . 199,117 198,287 ~-6.964 ~-8%0 -3.98 -0.%3
MASSACHUSETTS 213.304 198,162 198,098 -19.248 -104 -7.18 -0.0%
MICHIGAN 413,487 306,174 391,394 -22.073 -4.780 -8,34 “1.21
MINNESOTA 186,645 179,967 179,976 12,931 4,009 7.78 2.28
MISSISSIPPI 130.900 12%.214 129,721 -8.179 307 -3.98 0.40
MISSOURI 20%.393 204,897 208,654 1,281 1,797 0.81 0.88
MOMTANA 3%.214 38,778 37.713 2.499 937 7.10 2.98
NEBRASKA 89,911 70,947 71.7%8 2.247 811 3.23 1.14
NEVAOA 27.838 33,488 34,6838 8.820 1.170 24.9%0 3.49
NEW HAMPSHIRE 34.881 37.268 38,193 3.272 as? 9.38 2.38
NEW JERSEY 200,748 232,408 233.094 - -97.8%2 sas -19.82 0.30
NEW MEXICO 64,122 86,064 88,084 3,942 2,000 8.19 3.03
NEW YORK 702.86% 664,142 861,258 -41,.807 -2.864 -%,92 -0.43
NORTH CAROLINA 232,198 242.172 242.998 «9.1%8 B2s -3.83 0.4
NORTH OAKOTA 30,231 31.807 31,807 1,978 [ 8,21 0.00
OHlO 470,129 496,883 497,312 -12.817 629 -2.13 0. 14
OKLAHOMA 126.173 138,083 141,448 15,271 3.379 12.10 2.43
OREGON 98,381 114,347 114.873 18,112 328 18,38 0.29
PENNSYLVANIA 480,377 438, 144 437,318 -23.0%9 -828 -5,01 -0.19
PUERTO RICO - Y.oo- - . - - -
RHODE ISLANO 3%.362 33,889 33,948 -1,814 =321 -8.13 ~0.9%
SOUTH CAROLINA 144,888 141,819 142,022 -2,866 403 -1.98 0.28
SOUTH OAXOTA 32,491 32.219 33,093 814 878 1.80 2.712
TENNESSEE 192,024 193.003 194.0%2 2.028 1,049 1.0€ 0.8%4
TEXAS 834.321 801,929 718,142 83,821 26,817 13.21 2.8%
UTAH 81.356 +08.877 113.001 31,648 4,124 38,90 4.79
VERMONT 20.%24 20.768 20,996 72 -170 0.3% -0.82
VIRGINIA 218.877 211.920 213,777 =3.100 1.897, -1.43 0.88
VIRGIN ISLANOS - - - - - - -
WASHINGTON 147.90% 178.2330 189,873 J2.7688 2.343 - 22.18 1.9
WEST VIRGINIA 84.02% 88,828 868.454 2,429 -374 2.89 . -0.4
WISCONSIN 192,191 200,849 202,823 10,434 1.778 5.43 0.88
WYOMING 19.948 26,2329 27.%3¢ 7.990 1.207 38.0% 4.98
AMERICAN SAMOA - - - - - -
BUR. OF INDIAN AFFAIRS - - - - - - -
TRUST TERRITORIES - - - - - - -
NORTHERN MARIANAS - - - - - - -
U.S. AND TERRITORIES 9.429,%10 9,913,793 9,604,274 174,764 90,521 1.85 0.9%
80 STATES AND O.C. 9,429.%10 9,313,733 9,604,274 174,764 90,521 1.68 0.9%

POPULATION COUNTS ARE JULY ESTIMATES FROM THE CENSUS BUREAU. THE 1982-83 DATA ARE UNPUBLISHED DATA FROM THE CENSUS BUREAU.
1978-77 OATA FOR THE J-8, 8-17, AND 18-21 YEAR OLO AGE GROUPS WERE ESTIMATEQ FROM THE 3-21 YEAR OLD AGE GROUP.
FOR 1981-82 AND 1962-83. 3-3 AND 6-17 YEAR OLD AGE GROUP DATA WAS ESTIMATEO FROM J-4 AND 5-17 AGE GROUP OATA PROVIDED BY THE CENSVY!
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Table 303

CENSUS PROJECTIONS
ay STATE FOR 6-17 YEAR OLOS
{HANDICAPPEO AND NONHANDICAPPEO)

PERCENT
CHANGE IN CHANGE
temsccuscccacNMBER v s osmcacaaad beccvee=NUMHBER-====<+ 4uce=clN NUMBER=-~-«~-+

1982-83 1982-83 1982-83 1982-83

. LESS LESS LESS LESS

STATE 1978-77 1981-82 1902-83 1976-77 1981-82 1978-77 198 1-82
ALABAMA 812.9% 786,118 771.021¢ -41.932 «~1%,097 -%,16 -1.92
ALASKA 102,411 84,997 87,738 -14.876 2,736 -14.32 3.22
ARTZONA 490,948 %32, 182 31,098 40,310 -1.,124 ° 8.26 -0.21
ARKANSAS 430,431 448.839 438,920 “11,911 -10.319 -2.64 «2,30
CALIFORNIA 4,446,498 4,283,013 4,290,736 -19%8,762 -32,279 -4.40 -0.7%
COLORAOO 551,093 544,229 841,339 -9.7%4 -3,000 “1,77 «0,8%
CONNECT ICUT 671,219 877,042 588,143 ~-113.176 -20.899 -17.16 -3.62
OELAWARE 128,764 111.%09 108,620 «20, 144 -2.889 -1%,684 -2.99
OISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 136.98% 90,790 92.968 = -43.619 -3,784  <31.94 -3.91
FLORIOA 1,986,820 1,674,392 1,862,819 78.089 -11,7713 4.80 -0.70
GEORGIA 1.120.109 1,12%,718 1,107,628 -12,482 -18,090 “1.11 -1.81
GUAM - - - - - - -
HAWATI 191.110 180,918 179.916 -11. 194 - 1,000 -8,08 -0.9%
10AM0 186,990 199,962 196.828 10,238 884 8.49 0.44
ILLINOIS 2.429.968 2,160,379 2,103,7%¢  -328.212 -58.62% -13.42 -2.62
INDTANA 1.182.681 1,078,103 1,047,097 -133,584 -31,008 -11.48 -2.88
10wWA 632.2399 543.861 530.839 -101,760 13,222 -16.09 -2.43
KANSAS 473,180 423,987 419,174 -84,008 - -4.813 -11.41 -1.14
KENTUCKY 746,939 722.418 70%.508 -41.483 «~16,912 -5.3% -2.24
LOUISTANA 923.076 291,242 B8R4, 424 -38,6%2 -6,018 -4.19 -0.76
MAINE 237.130 220.0%4 213,448 -23,682 -8,608 -9.99 -3.00
MARYLAND 928.271 807,882 773,733 -1%4.3%38 -34,1%0 -16,63 -4.23
MASSACHUSETTS 1.242.391 1.040,838 1.000.942 -241.449 -39.896 -19.43 -3.83
MICHIGAN 2.098.777 1.848.828 1,768,608 327,171 -78.220 -19.61 -4.24
MINNESOTA 898.231 777.433 786,424 -141.807 -21.,009 -13.79 -2.70
MISSISSIPPI 562,804 %543.788 53%.279 -27.32% -8.,%07 -4.88 -1.96
MISSOURT 1.003.07% 908,103 885,248  -117.729 -22,7%7 -11.74 -2.91
MONTANA 169.330 182,224 i.0,287 -19,043 -1,937 -11.2% -1.27
NEBRASKA 332,329 292.0%) 288,242 -44.097 -3.811 -13.27 -1.30
NEVAOA 13%.073 191,812 193,242 18,269 1,830 12.923 1.2
NEW HAMPSHIRE 183,788 178.724 179,847 -7.938 -2,887 -4.22 -1.82
NEW JERSEY 1.887.99¢ 1,429,992 1,379,908 -208.088 -4%5.688 -13,10 «3.20
NEW MEXICO 280.878 276,936 274.938 -5,942 «2,000 -2.12 -0.72
NEW YORK 2,793.733 3,211,658 3,126,742  -666.991 -8%.116 -17.38 -2.693
NORTH CAROLINA 1.181.836 1,140,828 1,120,002 -61.634 «20.828 -5.23 -1.83
NORTH OAKOTA 144.042 124,193 124,193 -19,.849 0o ~-13.78 0.00
OHIO 2,398,041 2.074,317 2,016,888 -336.3%) -87.629 -14.37 -2.78
OKLAHOMA 564,989 574,933 577.3%6 12,967 2,621 2.30 0.48
OREGON 478.903 478,633 467.2327 -11,%76 -11.3128 «2.42 -2.37
PENNSYLVANIA 2.4%.642 2,143,838 2,075,682 -J78.960 -8B, 174 -15.44 -3.18
PUERTO RICO - - - - - - -
RHODE TSLAND 199.207 169, 131 163,492 -35.7%% -s,879 -~17.9% -3.36
SOUTH CAROLINA 643,989 639.381 628.973 -17.,011 -10,403 -2.63 -1.82
SOUTH OAXOTA 191.333 131.781 128,908 -22,428 -2,876 -14.82 -2,18
TENNESSEE 899, 154 882.997 865,948 -33,208 -17.049 -3.69 -1.93
TEXAS 2.779.661 2,922.47% 2,969.838 180, 197 47.383 6,84 1.62
UTAH 286.294 330,123 340.999 54,703 10.876 19. 11 3.29
VERMONT 108,007 98,234 95.404 ~12,603 -2.830 -11.87 -2.88
VIRGINIA 1.090.%02 1,011,080 989,223 -101.279 -21.897 -9.29 -2,18
VIRGIN ISLANDS - - - - - - ot
WASHINGTON 778.411 76%.670 792,327 -24,084 -13,343 «3.10 ~1.74
WEST VIRGINIA 380,112 378,172 370,948 -9,366 -5,626 «2.92 ~1.%0
WISCONSIN 1.043.492 911,181 888.378 -158.118 -22,776  -14.87 -2.%0
WYOMING 84.744 . 94,871 96,464 11,720 1.793 13.83 1.89
AMERICAN SAMOA - - - - - - -
SUR. OF INOIAN AFFAIRS - - - - - - -
TRUST TERRITORIES - - - - - - -
NORTHERN MARTANAS - - - - - - -
U.S. AND TERRITORIES  48.337.802 43,183,247 42.370.726 -3,967.076  -794.52% -8.360 ~1.84
80 STATES AND O.C. 46.337.802 43,165,247 42,370,726 -3,967.076  -794.321 -8.96 -1.84

OPULATION COUNTS ARE JULY ESTIMATES FROM THE CENSUS BUREAU. THE 1982-83 OATA ARE UNPUBLISHEO OATA FROM THE CENSUS BUREAU.,
976-77 OATA FOR THE 3-3, 8-17. AND 18-21 YEAR OLO AQGE GROUPS WERE ESTIMATEO FROM THE 3-21 YEAR OLO AGE GROUP,
OR 1981-82 AND 1982-83, 3-3 AND 6-17 YEAR OLO AGE GROUP OATA WAS ESTIMATEO FROM 3-4 AND 3-17 AGE GROUP OATA PROVIOEO BY THE CENSUS.
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Table 3D4

CENSUS PROJECTIONS
BY STATE FOR 18-21 YEAR OLOS
(HANOICAPPEO ANO NONHANOICAPPED)

PERCENT
CHANGE IN CHANGE

fecmemccemceaNUMBER-==--soc--c=é 4o==v---NUMBER=<-==-¢ ¢=----IN NUNBER=--~-<+

‘982-83 1982-83 1982-83 1902-83
LESS LESS LESS LESS

STATE 1976-77 1981-82 1982-83 1976-77 1981-82 19768-77 1981-82
ALABAMA 287,708 296,000 289,000 1.294 -7.000 0.48 -2.38
ALASKA 44,921 34.000 37.000 -7.921 3.000 ~-16.89 8.82
ARIZONA 177.32% 209,000 204.000 26,879 -8,000 18.04 -2.239
ARKANSAS 192,000 162,000 158,000 6.000 -4,000 3.9% -2.47
CALIFORNIA 1.736.283 1,139,000 1,833,000 98.717 -6,000 8.57 -0.33
COLORADO 228.763 238,000 237.000 8.237 -1,000 3.80 -0.42
CONNECTICUT 236,324 227,000 328,000 -8,324 1,000 -3.92 0.44
OELAWARE 80,999 50,000 50,000 -99% o -1.99% 0.00
OISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 62,477 34,000 %3,000 -9,477 -1,000 -18.17 -1.8%
FLORIOA 594,118 a7%.000 76,000 81,882 1,000 13.78 0.18
gsonox; 408,739 439,000 ..49,000 70,241 4,000 7.40 0.92
UAM - - - - - - -
HAWAI1 84,792 79.000 79.00¢ «8,792 o -8.83 0.00
10AH0 69,779 48.000 %,000 -779 -3.000 -1,18 -4.41
ILLINOIS 872.8%8 899,000 040.000 -492,878 -19.000 -3.78 -2,21
INDIANA 424.812 421,000 411,000 -13.812 -10.000 -3.2% -2.38
10wA 218,833 218.000 207.000 -11,838 -11,000 -5.41 -5.08
KANSAS 193,038 18%.000 180,000 -13.04%6 -5,000 -8.7% -2.70
KENTUCKY 271.761 282,000 27%.000 3.239 -7.000 1.19 -2.48
LOUISIANA 322,007 346.000 340,000 17.993 -8,000 5.99 -1,73
MAINE 83,226 84.000 92,000 -1,228 -2,000 -1.47 -2.38
MARYLANO 343.897 32%.000 327.000 -16,097 2,000 -4.91 0.62
MASSACHUSETTS 474,308 - . 498.000 450,000 ~24., 0% -%,000 -8.12 -1.10
MICHIGAN 797.797 707,000 86,000 -71.797 -21,000 -9.47 -2.97
MINNESOTA 328, 124 324,000 317.000 -11,124 -7.000 -3.39 -2.18
MISSISSIPPI 188,496 201,000 194,000 5,504 -7,000 2.92 -3.48
MISSOURI 378.932 373.000 387.000 -11,832 -&,000 -3.08 -1.81
MONTANA 60,456 58,000 55,000 -3,458 -3.000 -9.03 -5.17
NEBRASKA 1268, 130 121,000 117,000 -9,1%0 -4,000 -7.2% 3.9
NEVAOA 48,088 61.000 62,000 13,912 1,000 28.93 1.64
¢ NEW HAMPSHIRE 62,339 71,000 70.000 7.66% -1,000 12,30 -1.41
NEW JERSEY 519.260 %13.000 %10.000 ~9,260 -3,000 -1.78 -0.9%8
NEW MEXICO 102,000 109,000 109,000 3,000 o 2.94 0.00
NEW YORK 1,317,403 1,263,000 1,261.000 -58,402 -2,000 -4.26 -0.18
NORTH CAROLINA 449,008 477,000 468,000 16,992 -11,000 3.78 -2,
NORTH OAKOTA 88,727 34,000 30.000 -5,727 -4,000 -10.28 -7.41
OHIO 881,830 797,000 784.000 -77.830 -13.000 -9.03 ~1.83
OKLAHOMA 219,238 234.000 233.000 17,7682 -1,000 8.2% -0.43
DREGON 174,538 180.000 173.000 -1,936 -7.000 -0.88 -3.89
PENNSYLVANIA 877,981 649.000 824.000 -83,981 -2%,000 -8,1% -2.94
. PUERTO RICO - - - - - - -
. RHOOE ISLANOD 73.430 78,700 73.000 -430 -3,000 -0.%9 -3.99%
SOUTH CAROLINA 244,123 264,000 547,000 12,877 -7.000 8,27 -2.6%
SOUTH 0AKOTA 537.188 34,000 % 1,000 -5,188 -2.,000 -9,07 -3.70
TENNESSEE 321,822 34%.000 328,000 18,178 -7.000 5.03 -2.03
TEXAS 1,032,018 1,149,000 1,161,000 128,982 12.000 12.%0 1,04
UTAH 113.3%0 120.000 111,000 7.8%0 1,000 8.7% 0.83
VERMONT 39,470 42,000 0,000 830 -2,000 1.34 -4.78
VIRGINIA 448,820 437.000 437.000 -9,620 o -2,18 ° 0.00
VIRGIN ISLANOS - - - - - - -
WASHINGTON 292.682 310.000 301,000 8,317 -9.000 2.84 -2.90
WEST VIRGINIA 127.884 132.000 128,000 -1,884 -8.,000 -1.48 -4.9%
WISCONSIN 377.318 373.000 36%.000 -12.318 -8.000 -3,28 -2.14
WYOMING 31.309 36,000 34.000 2.6891 -2,000 6.9%9 -8.3568
AMERICAN SAMOA - - - - - - -
BUR. OF INOIAN AFFAIRS - - - - - - -
TRUST TERRITORIES Co- - - - - - -
NORTHERN MARIANAS - - - - - - -
U.S. AND TERRITORIES 17,014,688 17,267,000 17.839.000 24,312  -228.000 0.14 -1.32
30 STATES ANO O.C. 17.014,888 17,287,000 17.039,000 24.312  -228,000 .14 -1.32

POPULATION COUNTS ARE JULY ESTIMATES FROM THE CENSUS BUREAU, THE 1982-83 OATA ARE UNPUBLISHEQ OATA FROM THE CENSUS BUREAU.
1978-77 OATA FOR THE 3-3, 6-17, AND 18-21 YEAR OLO AGE GROUPS WERE ESTIMATEO FROM THE 3-21 YEAR OLO AGE GROUP.
FOR 1981-82 AND 198283, 3-3 AND 8-17 YEAR OLO AGE GROUP OATA WAS ESTIMATEC FROM <4 AND 3-17 AGE GROUP OATA PROVIOEO 8Y THE CENSUS,
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STATE
ALABAMA
ALASKA
ARIZONA
ARKANSAS
CALIFORNIA
COLORAOO
CONNECT I CuY
OELAWARE
DISTRICT OF coLumala
FLORIOA
GECRGIA
GUAM
HAWALL
10AH0
ILLINOLS
INDIANA
10wA
KANSAS
KENTUCKY
LOUISIANA
MAINE
MARYLAND
MASSACHUSETTS
MICHIGAN
MINNESOTA
MISSISSIPPI
MISSOURT
MONTANA
NEBRASKA
NEVAOA
NEW HAMPSHI RE
NEW JERSEY
NEW MEXICO
NEW YORK
NORTH CAROLINA
NORTH DAKOTA
OHIO
OKLAHOMA
OREGON
PENNSYLVANIA
PUERTO RICO
RHOOE [SLAND
SOUTH CAROL INA
SOUTH DAKOTA
TENNESSEE
TEXAS
UTAH
VERMONT
VIRGINIA
VIRGIN ISLANOS
WASHINGTDN
WEST VIRGINIA
WISCONSIN
WYOMING
AMERICAN SAMOA

BUR., OF INDIAN AFFALIRS

TRUST TERRITORIES
NORTHERN MARIANAS

U.S. AND TERRITORIES

S0 STATES AND O.C.

ENROLLMENT COUNTS ARE FALL MEMBERSHIP COUNTS COLLECTEO 8Y NCES.

1982-83 DATA ARE ESTIMATES FROM NCES.
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Table 3D5

PHRULLMENY

WY STATE FOR 8-17 YEAR OLOS
(HANDICAPPEO AND NONHANO I CAPPEO)

o..-.-..-...-Nuna[a-...-.--.---Q Q...-c--Nuugln..---.f dueme=IN NIMBER-~s =9

1978-77 1981-82 198283

7%2,507 743,448 741,000
91,190 90,0358 92,000
802,817 807,199 308,000
480,993 437,121 432.000
4,780,300 4,046,158 4,023,000
%70, 000 544,174 542,000
63%,000 503,388 483,000
122,213 95,072 92,000
129,848 94,973 91,000
1,537,336 1,487,721 1,483,000
1,099,142 1,098,117 1,048,000
28,970 [¢] 24,000
174,943 162,80% 161,000
200,003 204,924 208,000
2,238,129 1,924,084 1.892.000
1,163,179 1,029,172 1,002,000
603, 127 516,218 303,000
436,528 409,909 404,000
694,000 888,3%0 650,000
839,499 782,033 77%.000
248,822 216,292 210.000
860,929 721,841 698,000
1,172,000 900,853 974,000
2,03%,703 1,803,034 1,730,000
862,801 733,741 714,000
510,209 471,618 467,000
980, 142 818,70% 797,000
170,952 193,433 191,000
312,024 273,340 287,000
141,791 181,339 193,000
173,498 163,827 161,000
1,427,000 1,199,000 1,161.000
284,719 268,091 266,000
3.378,997 2,760,774 2.667.000
1,191,218 1,108,980 1.095.000
129, 108 117,708 116,000
2.249,440 1,898,350t 1,856,000
597,663 882,972 583,000
474,707 457,188 434,000
2,193,673 1.839,013 1.791.000
668,592 <] 720,000
172,313 142,019 138.000
620,711 609, 138 408,000
148,080 129,697 122,000
841,974 838.297 830.000.
2.822.754 2,.93%,%47 2,970,000
314,471 398,954 366,000
104,358 93, 183 91,000
1, 100,723 989,548 972,000
29,0268 29,92% 25.%00
780,730 7%0, 188 747.0