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{ tninorities on the educational agend
and kept ‘them'.there,” said: Franci
eppel, a senlof lecturer at the Har
ard Graduate -School of , Education
ho a8 Commiissioner of the Federdli
ffice of Education, helped Mr. John',
on shape the new laws: ‘Until 1965,
he focus was not on t

money o state

L‘

)

|

3

: -~ ot o T '-."J : PR o
1A Supplement for.Learning I§iRiliaR e |
R B Rt T R T IS R Iy R L A2 $
orever altering the. telationship b \-App[opt!ailons’éaph scHool yeat f ‘Mlé‘] tthel ‘men{a'r&’ Al o
) tween the Federal jGovernment; aii ' S‘ecogdaW.Eciucat‘lb, \ct bt 1965, which prov ;
*education. i v kLR By ‘ remedldl éduQaQIQp'.,THé Eédéfr Govbr’,ﬁ‘

hich gBenh‘p‘a 6l finds

H:

|
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[ tages that stood In the way of an equal
elucational opportunl all Amer:
: U lohng, v i A oK byl

Teaching strategies

A" "The key educational programs of the
¢ Great Soclety were enacted in a series

stmctl’onhhav‘e' Influ
‘laws In 1968: As a result, annual
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‘T'tle I of the Elementary and Sécorid-
7y Education Act was the foundation
tone on.which Mra'Johnson and hls
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'~ Xompanion 'legislation; the' Highe
‘ Education Act of 1065, set up a system
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chool graduates the bpgo
ursuing a degree and the hope of over-
coming indigence. Twenty years ago
he Federal Government’s Office o
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basis of a Cabinet-level Department of | with nutrition,
tio decades of lts exlstence. " I |4ory 1080t replace the old Office of
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Mr. Reagan began his Presldehcy by | than $3 billion in assistance through the | would be able to afford college. Though ||
. trying. to cut $854 million from the | program in the last 20 years: This year | college enrolimerits have climbed, it is ||
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“Though Mr. Reagan has been tnablé | More'is known about How the ptd: |

‘the education budget, he has provided | about the eifect it has had. Despite the
‘enough pressure to hold dowr the rate | size of the expenditures; Washington|
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| Even. 80, the' programi; which has

San et & ingly from impoveriashed backgrounds
sltlmtdWsup 18 80 wr:ll accepted that a mm after |

Head Start: ‘Tit1¢|t2king offica Mr: Reagan said, "‘Thers |.

—

" Attenipts {6 Cut College Ald ;'
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