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ISSUES CONFRQNTING THE LEADERS OF RUR RURAL ANDJHWHJ»SSHOOLS—'~ﬂ

1
S

Hlstorically, the rural schdol has met a critical cultural need

“in rural America, serving as a focal point for the education of

America s youth and, with the church, ﬁroyided a center for
. R

¢

community agtivities of .many descriptions. Today, howeler, many *

are t e vglices raised in strong critlcism to the concept of . the small,
!

é@ﬁ rural educational inst1tution. These voices themselves, repreéenting
. Y

lay citi;ens, educators, politicians, and others 'seem to be erodingLfr

the public confidence in rural education° In-addition, the rural

T s
school is beset w1th a myriad of problems 1ncluding finances,

- .

available materials and

quality education, instructiona.l diversity,

)
resources, and physical facllities.1

s ¢

.

Frought with problems on all sides, it appeérs as though the

\
-

\

small, rural school exists in the twilight of‘an era, One can,

however, rationally ask whether students, rural citizens, and society

.

. , (
at large ‘would be better served by another answer to rural education.

o

possible solutions to these problems.

=>——gatiool Problems Commission No. 12, Illnois Schobl Problems. .
po ?o
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ISSUES CONFRQNTING THE LEADERS  OF RU RURAL AND_SMALL.SCHOOLSP—--

i
. 3

Historically, the rural schéolihas met a critical .cultural need
in rural America, serving as a fotal point for the education of
America's youth and, with the church, proyided atcenter for

commun'ty activities of.mahy descriptions. Today, howeler, many *

are t e vgices raised in strong crltlclsm to the concept of the small,

égﬁ rural educational instltutlon. These voices themselves, repreéentlng

lay qitizens, educators, politicians, and others 'seem to be erodingL'*

the public confidence in rural education. .In-addition, the rural

T .
school is beset with a myriad of problems 1ncluding flnances,

- i P —— T il

quality education, instructlonal diversity,

available materials and

e

\
<

resources, and physical fa01lities.1 )

1

PCRY

g

Frought with problems on all sides, it appears as though the

,small, rural school exists in the twilight of‘an era. One can,

however, rationally ask whether stgdents, rural citizens, and society
. , oy

at large 'would be better served by another answer to rural education,

IfY, indeed, logical arguments remain codcerning.the'integr\ty of the

4

rural school it appears neeessary to probe these problem and the

possible so¥utions to these problems.

.

:L H
3’“_]’3_5001 Problems Commisston No. 12, Tlhnois Schobl Problems.
I11inois Office of Education, 1973 B. 7.
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"’ The status of rural and small -schools in today's society is

,such.tnat it is oonfronted with a myriad of problems. The problems ;l
differ from school to school end from community to community. They
. ringe frgm inéde@uate finencial'resources to a lack of qualified )
' teachérs. In general it has been found that the fOllOWlJé problems" '

. {

3 consistently‘ dre found in rural and small schools: low level of

‘instructional quality,’ginéncial instability, inadequate physical
p facilities;—and less .than desirable instructional resources and

L] -~ ~

. p miterials,? . , s
ol '

Indeed the rural and small school appear to be under attack ’

N I e . S,

from many educational and social forces.“‘For example, Tamblyn3 and

., Soth? substantiate that the rural and ‘'small school-community are fiot s

receiving ‘their proportionate share of federal funds for educational

and social improvement. ln the same respect meny state education

r

offices are encouraging the elimination of rwmﬂ.gyd small schools
through financial allooation~systems which reward large school

' districts and penalize small school districts.) - “ :

» 4

"2Lewis R, Tamblyn,%‘Inequality_;A Portrait of Rural America.,’ %i -
w“tmﬁ\ﬁﬂéshingtgnth‘C.: ~Rural Education kssociation 1973, pp. 2-12,— - . . .

y 3rbid., pp. 14-15,, L, é o
¢ b -

-~ niauren Soth, "Rural Areas Shortened," Rural Education News,
2k (5), September-October, 1972, p. 2. - -

\
fSchool Problems Commissibn No. 12, Illinois Schoot Problems,
‘ Springfield, Illineiss Illinois Office of Education, 1973. .See. _
o T Appendix 6, p. 52, % Co v

. 1 *
\
|
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/ = In spite>of the prbblens and e external criticisms of the o o

rural and small school concept some educators beliez there isa
- i .

.pbsitiv:e aspec't1 to~the rural, small school, For example, it has”
. TS
N been pointed out that the smallness of thé rural classroom can ,
- ) '

provide a cw}mate for the development of positive social behav:.{rs

5

. among child:cen.6 In addition, community school advocates believe

\ the Tural and small school can serve as a means of feviving and_

L4 e

' ™ improving the total social climate in rural Amer'ica",.7 < . ' s

N -

Indeed ‘the maJor issues c:onfronting the n and 'small. :school

-
.

_and frderal monies, Rural

.

11 schools have for a long period

A ] :\‘ B he

of time met the needs of 7//' students. Rural*»educators mus‘b . - .

evin Swick, "Rutal Schools As Centers For Humani\stic Learning ;
. Rural/Education News, 26 (1) Fébruary, 1974, p. 6, - SN

¢ 7David Dean, Community Schools-In Rural Areas., Aus’oih, Texas:’ - 5
© ~ - Nftional Educational Laboratory Publishers, Inc., 1974, Bi 7. ’ .
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ANNQTATEﬁ BOOK' BIST: RURAL EDUCATION - .

)

Archef, Cliffoxrd P., 'ﬁleméntary Education in Rural Afeas. New York:’
. . Ronald Press Company, 1958, . .

' An excellent source book on the kinds of ‘humanistic learning
actiVities that can take plage in the small-school,. Although written
in 1958 this book-contains many rélevant ideas on how to improve
instruction in.rural and small school classrooms. The book is
especially relevant in its use of the community as a learning place, -

-

. -

Butterworth,\Julian E., and Howard Dawson. . The Modern Rural School,
New York: McGraw-Hill Book Company, Inc., 1952, - C

‘ Many of the ideas presented in this book (written in 1952) have
already Ween adopted by good rural school educators. A suggestion on-
- reading the baok would be to adopt those points applicable to your,
school situation, The book does have some good Thapters on use of _
“outdoor education, creating effective instruction,.and use of taxés
in improving rural education, :

»*
~

Chaxyk, John C., Pulse of The Community.ﬁr(vorume II of the little
h..' white schdolhouse) Canada: Praire Books, 1970, ’

.

"This, book provides a well documented history of the early rural .
school, It is enjoyable. readink and-important-reading for the B

., Pbexson who wants,to‘comparg rural education yesterday with rural

-+ education today. - a : o Q s

. % :
< : ¢ -
) i

- 3 { . .
Coombs, Philip H,, and Manggér Ahmed., Attacking Rural Poverty,
) ", Baltimore and London: The John Hopkins University Press, 1974,

kY

©, The chapters in this book.that are especially interesting are

Chapter Two (An O¥erview,of Rural Education), Chapter Five (Training

for Nonfarm Occupations), Chapter Six (The Seélf-Help Approach To
" Rural Development), Chapter Nine (A Critique of Training Programs for
Nonformal Education), Chapter Ten® (Improving The Technologies of. - - — — —'- —
~ Nonformal Education), Chapter Eleven (The Economics of Nonformal

Edu tion)ﬁ, and Chaptér Twelve {@lanning, Organization, Management, '
and Btaffing). ] ' :

i
-

. . 9t o 3 .
. Cranston, Mildre&,Welch,% What We Can Expect of Rural Schools? New
L. York: -TheWomen's Press, 1948, . .~ = B _
. R . : A
" ‘This book provides a fascinating overview of the rural school
as it has existeq and meets the n&eds of ‘rural communities, The book
contains some very useful information on how the rural school as
changed' to meet varying needs of the égrarian society and the now
technological society, = . . -

o

-

P
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" Gordon, Julia Weber, My Country Schéol' Diary., New York: Dell
i PUblishing Company, 1946, 7 - - .

o !

An excellent book which contains the story of one.very fine
school teacher, The book contains many relevant instructional
approaches that tehchers in rural and urban school ,would do well

. ‘o adopt, The book, also shows how the rural school cln meet the
" personal needs of both* students and parents, A delightful book
that every educator should read,- . < .

Hendez:sen,_ George.; National A;sessment and Rural Education., Austin,
Texas: National Educational Laboratory Publishers, 1973; . ot

»

P

T, " 0
Henderson pfesents the national assessment finding$ as related
to the rural ‘Schoél, Although many rural scho ls-lag behind their
. . -suburban coufiterparts in the academic areas tde social growth is
- — — — - --much-advanced in rural school children,” Henderson believes this may
. «.P€ due to the more personal climate of the rura.l school classroon,

»

~ s 1
Henry, Nelson'B,, - Education in Rurdl Communities; Fifity-First
Yearbook of the.National Society for the Study of Education,
1952. y D i kS '

< ) - Ay
N - . . S |

L

#_ Three chapters of this book.are still relevant reading for rural ,/ .
educators today, Chapter three presents a good overview of the ;
potential of the rural classroom, Chapter Eight. contains a political

view on how rural schools need to unite in order o ‘acquire their

fair share of Tederal and 'state educational’funds, and .Chapter Nine

" provides a sound evaluation model rural .school, educa.to_rs can wse’ ‘

z

- oy

" in assessing their instructional programs, 7 .3

PAR Y

‘ ?

Tamblyn, Lewis, R., Inequality: A Portralt of Rural America,
Washington, D.C.: Rural Education Associabion,.1973. X

3

&

. Tamblyn provides an up to daté overview of the-status.of both
-————— ——rural "schools and rural communities in the United States, He presents
information on the problems ‘confronting rural schools and on answers
to these problems posed by the National Advisory Committee on Rural
‘ Poverty. A needed book by all rural educators in order to have the
facts at hand when debating the many heated issues in rurd education
* s tO_dB..y. ! — - - :,,‘7 ’ h ) A _“’ ’ ’
i \ . "y ) | .-

*
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Tamblyn, Lewis R.,

Rural Eddcation in the United States: Washington
- D.C.:

Rural Education Association, 1972, - . -« ' ‘ o

. Tamblyn, who is ofie of e leading authorities in the field

[N

of rupal education, examines \the problems of, the rural school,

He

states that ruralschools need\to be maintained by 1mprov1ng their

performance in all instruction

areas,

Tamblyn notes that by

at

rece1v1ng their fair share of the funds they (rural schools) could- ’

offer more specialized services to their sfudents. This 4s another bt

fact book all rural educators should acquire for their. professional
e library, ) N _ ] Yoo

%

Tamblyn, Lewis and Edward Moe,,
Rural Development.

’

Austin, Texas:
Laboratory Publishers, 1974, . T,

Rural Schools AS A Mechanism For
Nationgl Edycational

E]

Tamblyn and Moe outline and describe the methods which rural . R
schools could use to develop strong rural communities. They, in v e
.essence, prOV1de a sound rationale and strategy for utilizing the

rural community schpolxas the
and decaying rural communities.

Xehicle for reviving many latent

This is'an.excellent book for those

interested in the"

ity school concept in rural America.

4
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ANNOTATED PER ALS: RURAL, SCHOOLS, ; . .
1, Edwards; Clark and/Robgr% Coltrane, LEebnomic and>Social

Indicators From An Economic Viewpoint," (Eric Documents,
ED 085 123), February, 1973. )

A factual presentation on the economié potential of rural
areas. The document points to the potehtial economic strong
N\ points existent in most rural communities, Educators may . -
find the ddbument‘helpful in examining future tax sources
'S <% - for financing rural education.’ - ' s
¢ ? :
2) Horner, James T, "Renaissance Required In Rural Education,"
- Agriculture Education Magazine, Vol. 44, No. 4, .

Thetauthorlgives a very brief but potent presentation on °

-

the, need for more relevant instruction in rural schools., He
focuses on the areas of .technology and materials for up-

dating instruction in rural schools to prepare rural students
for more diverse economic roles in thé future,~ - -- <« - .

-
£
Vo .

b3 Goldmaxk, Péter. "Communications For A New Rural:Society," . "
. Audio Visual Guide. Vol, 51, p. 21-26. November, 1972, .

The author presents a vivid comparison of rural life in
times past with rural 1life today. He then presents a useful -
communications system for rural communities of tokorrow,

"His ideas are worth the time of every rural educa as .
they contain some possible solutions to_ghe separateness a
Which hés~p%agued many rural schopls, ) '

Pl i Boviln A Co e BRI

2 i N \, v
, . . . “ A Y B -

4, - Cowles, Milly, "Developmental Planning.-ForEarly Childhood

Education in a Rural County," National Elementary Principal, - °

_Vol. L1, No. 1,'September, 1971, « 2 >‘=z~ .

o

- - —_—— - ‘o o
- - e Tw— - M - - S

A very “useful article for those interested in acquiring how :
"high quality early childhood educational Programs can be-, i
established in rural areas, Dr. Cowles presents some fine -
"ideas on how rural schools can tean together~in such
- "~ planning and development. R
5. Thomas, Alan., Financing Rural Education (Bethesda)uMﬁEWﬁ : *. -
T ERIC Document Repréduction Service, E.D. 088 653, 1974). S :

N

4 According gto Thomas the main\fiqahbial problem confronting. .
” rural schools isithe salary of teachers and staff; He notes. " ™"
B that insufficient revenue squrces has forced many rural, -~ - - ‘

schools out‘of“éompe?it?%n with other, ch?bis”in terms of- -
i teacher salaries. A major ifpetus toward "impioved rural i

.
.
& Ny’

"’/4 ) schools will have to be *fmproved financial sources, SN

» ) . ..
3
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6. Edington, Everett D. "Disadvantaged Rural Youth," Review oF . . M
: Educational Research. 40, (1) February; 1970, - o -9

. |

The main theme of ‘this article is on rural povertys The - ~
author cites research support thalt subStantiates that T SN

families 1iving in the Norther NeWw Mexico, ‘Mississippi ; ’
% Delta, Ozarks, and Appalachian regions of ‘the United States S S
have average incomes below $2,000, Edington points out '
. that such income levels are ha v conduciv"e; to forming ) .
— a solid financial base for quality rural schools, He also . \
. ~ ' points out that:such rural poor areas do not.receive their - . >~
fair share of federadl and state monies for education.- ) -

A

VoL A s
- 7. Hesacker, Frank, "Hi.j;;éﬁ.’gng Up The®™mall School Dfdtricts
3 - 7 American Educatio; ;*’5},6(3) April, 1970, E
N I v .
N The author states' thatgthe lacR of money to- purthas o A
_ " © 7 needel services has becong a way of life in most el @ - .. L%
- school districts. He points wut that many of these rural _ s’
S ‘=~ schoqgls lack money &g special services, thus proposing the -
need for. .rural school cooperatives in meeting specigl needs L,
. y of students an¢ adult members 6{‘ the community, . . _— ; v N

8, Stark, Nancy. :"Hoy Schools Can Listen To The Community,™ * §</] £ “
~

"

I
"o

: . . American Equcatfon. 7 (6), July, 1971.% ‘

An excellent article which tells how-one school district
. in Michigan fdiled to.pass tax bonds for schodl improvement
B because they did not inform the community of the vast. - ., 4
E influx of people into the schools. TRe article, through . .t
" toncrete example shows how important an community inyolvement | ..
program is,}i the continued -improvement of school programs, ° . .
. ’ . * N ¢ ' . ’ )
Teoao e 9. Siurges, A.W}. Thé Small School: A’Rediscovered Resouxce in ) s
"~ American Educatign. (Bethesda, Md,: BRIC Document Reproduction *
Service, E.D. 088" 622, March, 1974, ; ., s

b

' The .author points out that rural school have the ‘lfluma.m ’ '
‘ resources to\folve their economic andxso'cial problems, He ]
calls on rurd educators to revive the.rural community
school as a personal .vehiecle for making tHe rural-school
what it can be, a relevant and enjoyable place to learn. ‘

)

N - . 4
® /¢ . . ' ¥




P

* News, 27 (1), Januarf-February,.1975.

- o . - .
’ oo v . -10- ' '
K- J . . AT L . * )
10. -Wagley,\Leon. ‘Community Development Guide For Réstructhrihg
’ Community Development in Agricul tural-Education, - (Bethesda,

‘19?.40 ) A . ’e

Md.4 ERIC Document Reproduction Service, ED 085 153, \“\

e
PN

Wagley provides a comprehensive -guide for agricultural .

educators to use in conducting a needs analysis in their

communities thus giving them a base for_cnndubﬁipg a more
.« Trelevant agricul tural education program in the schools,

Yo ) . B . :
11. Clark, Phil, Guidelines For Relating Community Education and

the Regqular School InStructional Program. (Bethesda, Md.:
ERIC Document Reproduction ServicesED 085 148, 1972.

, ' Clark examines the possibility of relating community needs,
- " to the regular educational program. He proposed a way
of acquiring féedback from cofmunity members-on the needs ~
they view as vital for the,school to include in the ,
Instructional program. - = Sy ’

A

12, Sw{ck; Kevin and Kim Driggers. " "Planning For In-Service Eduéation

in Rural Schools: A Developmental Model," Rural Education °*

.Swick and Driggers suggest a step by step approash for ’
" in-service education for rural schotls, The basic steps,
they e&émine are needs assessment, establishing goals
and objectives] identification of available services,
-organizing and developing such services for in-service
" use, an implementation plan, and continual follow-up and
evaluation. A godd model for rural schools to use in -
 keeping their staff up to date. . .
oo : ; S ‘
13. Bay, Ovid'and Roe Black, "Big School SérviCes For Country-
"~ -+ » Kids," Farm Journal. 93 (9), September, 1969,

- / ’ -
The author describés a unique program which provided

. " +children ‘with, aydio-taped lessops while they.traveled to

and from school’on- buses. This is one example.of how '
moderg,cdmmgnicgt;on systems can revolutionize rural °
', schools for the better, '

4

. ) :i\' ) - ~
14, Yewsweek, "Learn A1l Abput/It{"'-BB,(l), Januaxy 7, 1974, .

. 4 A natippal report gn how one rural school used the Qaiiy .
PO newspaper to teach gurrent evénts., .A unigue instructional
S ~ approach applied in a rural.school. This approach still -
,used' the textbook but used the newspaper in all subject
areas for keeping students up to date on current evénts
in the world, “ . - ‘o
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4. 15,- Bitters,~Cha;les% "Small Schbols,Projebt in Texés,“ Ruralk
. " Education News, 26 (3) May-June, 1975, ‘

>

e . * 'The author describes the Texas Small Schools Project. . He
Points out how this project aided school in improvijig their
, 4dnstructional programs through the use of programmed
‘ instruction,. instructional television, in-service education'
programs, correspondence courses, -individualized instruction,

and other_educét;onal alternatives, & S

v

.16 .Edington, Everett, “Serving'Rural Youth: A Regional Approach,"
2 .+ Rural Bducation News, 24 (3), September-October, 1972.

Edington cited that small schéol districts have a problem
* in developing a broad spectrum for the needs and wants of
the students - in rural areas., For this reason he suggests
a regional approach as an option to meeting these needs.
His belief is that this will provide a variety of services
over a larger glven aréa throughout the districts. >

¢

17. School Problems_Commission ﬁg. 12, Illinois School Problems.
\ Springfield, Illinois: Illinéis Office of Education, 1973,
.. :Po ?0 . ) :‘ »

An excellent source book on the problems of education in .
i one state, Special attention is given to the problems of - .
’ , ‘rural schools in Illinois., yThe main problem, according
s to this Treport is financial, Supplementary and %related
. . problems, according to ‘the report, are poor instruction,
. “out of datefacilities, and lack of special gervices such

« "+ . on how to solve such problems.

18.-,Suick, Kevin, "Rural Schéols As Centers For Humanistic. A

: ) Leagning," Rural Bducation News. 26 (1) February, 1974,
s . . P \ ) B ‘ g
- An excellent article which describes the personal potential
rural schools: éapitalize on in the educational process.
Swick notes that rural schools of ten have small enough™
L environments to attend-to the personil needs of each .
student, -Larger schools may have fancier equipment but
often lack the personal quality so necessary for leaming, -

~ . 4
500 ‘ .

ch

-

‘as special education, The document ddes not provide any R
suggestionss (other than school distritt. consolidation) ,
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R [N - ., Sa o . . ,j‘ . . -
Lauzen, "Rural\Areas Shérﬁenéa " Rural Education Newss
2 (5) September-October, 1972, ¢ 2. . '
P % N . Y , "i,.. :

.
*

' . ~ pr "‘ . 5" i N - -
The -author provides substaptizl evidenz;eﬁ(th'at rural school
districts do not receivq:ﬁh”éi’zjﬂshare of theteducational finance

pie. Too of'ten, " says So:hh;z; rugal schools are penalized by I

state education agencies bgtause, of their smallness. He .

school dducators organize in order t6
assure they receive thei‘g‘f-‘;fa.i%éshare of money, :
8 ’ <Ry R el

séﬁbéﬁ‘? In Rural- Areas. . Austin, Texad:

i D;éé.n, David. 'Community

. National Educat{ona‘I,‘Labégatory Publisher;s, Inc., 19?4 P. 7, -

P2 9

A

‘have succeeded in rural America. He also outlines procedures .

° . Y‘)( N "v.;"";," 2 pd
The author presents somefexamples of communityschools -which .

that rural school educators can use in implementing and L
* deyeloping.a con:{munity school in their‘district., N -
Cod q Nl " - '
» ‘/‘:

\\‘/ i “
f&'{:&{‘)\./"km‘ef &3}

.
.
et

-

.
“
.
R
-
.

A
“
7;%1‘(»‘9'

L

*
. -

R




v
- 12

1, ER§IC Clearin bOuSe.; on
Rural and Sma?ll Schools .

" New Mexico State University

Las Oruces, New Mexico ">

P

2., Rumal Education News T .
National Education Associa.tion
Wa.shington, D C.

3, TexaLs Small Schools /Péogect

San {&ntonio Texas

\ .
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North ‘Dakota Sta.te University
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Washington, D.C.
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7.. Catskill Area. School Study Counc
Sta,tef University College-
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