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Withouf long deliberation we decided to nettleA ' T
<on ‘the shore of the little lake where both the natural < ' e ,
beauty and the good soil Promi.ud us a pleagant homo : : e T
and whero among ouak, beoch, and hfckory trees, t:he ~
evergreen pi.nea, unt:ouchod by the axe, would always ,
'stand as a pleaunt: reminder of the pine forent of "
dur old homelnnd.l.‘. B .
== Gustaf Unonius, 1841

A Sjvoﬂi.ah bi.pneer._i.n Wi.sc‘o.ﬁsih )
o N -, '

R ' -~
-~

'lpavid Be Greonberg, compi.ler and edit;or, Lkand That Our .
(Normln, Oklahomn{\ University of OkIahomn Press,
s Po 1 ° ., . .
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o ’ The thrée or four decades that center on the turn
L oOf the century~hre popﬁ]arlx considered the heart and
soul ofthe Good Old Days ==e.In truth, it was a highly
complex -perifod =-= Life on the niore isolated farmé: -
remained an endless routine of hard labor, 1oneiineas,’p
/. and continupus gambiing with nature. R . )
) _7,--- but what of-the scene in America's small
r ‘towns? Certlinly. life there was not idyhlic. AEhereA
. can be no doubt that the everyday routine of living
was conaiderably more. dcmlnding in 1900 than is true -
of the 1970's. Illness and epidemics were distreesingly.
common, medical care and public ‘health oervices
‘distresaingly inadequate. For the working man. whether
-he clerked in the general store or laboréd in the -
carriage shop on the edge ot’town, hours were 1ong, pay .
low, and benefits non-existent. His wife ran a house- -
holdﬁwtthothNf}hinery and conveniencoo now taken for ;o
granted, doing everything 1aboriou51y by hand e==

- ' narrowneaa, bigotry, dullness, and limited Opportunity

weére common enough to push many a youth out irfo the
wider world.

Qhen all this is said however, there remain .
certain appealing and enduring qualities. about smalle
town living not easily forgotten =e- frtendlinesa LT

" kindﬁess w== @ stmplicity and directness to 11fe that

" has: become exceedingly rére in this complex, flqtor-

paced era. . ‘
-1t is probably true that figmcnto of wishtul g

thinking have embelliahed the Good Old Days} still, iff
- they ever did exist, if they marked .8 time when tran- (.
quility, individualltx, decency, and peace of mind were
common currency of daily living ==« then one place they
were surely found was in the. small towns of' America
seven or eight decades ago.2 ’

' .
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2é‘t:ophen We Sears, | (New York: American .
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Possibly no social characterietic is more comqlex than change.
In one sense it may_be claimed that no real change in human )
personality has occurted .throughout history. Man's nature, always
the same, has’ experienced no significant chenge dn the long march
of time. In enother wense, whatever invdlve- the dynnmic of human
experlience, must neceaearilyuchangeéh All things humln, even the' ‘;

'mbst rigidly static human aecietiel,amult conetantly change, sinply .

' because they are humen.' So in this vast continuum, from the
seemlng samenees of mafi's nature. to the verity of/the restleas
human conaition. there is ‘a profound difficulty in defining real

<

Changeo ‘ ’ . ' M L
. My first aesumption is that socisl change ‘is only partly a K
matter of real, if' debatable, chlnge. For it must be further ~ ST

‘assumed that eocial chanke ia a8t least as much a matter of. human
perception as it is of actual change. How people perceive themselvee

* and thelr relltionshipe to- other- is of ‘fundamental importance -

in underatanding change in. any soclety. Little actual ‘change may
have pfoggg;s impact in a particular soclety, depending upon .the
atructure the socliety and the human perceptions which recognize
and act upon the change.

Thie study 1is concerned with the perceptions of chlnge in e )
American society by those who' live in a rural setting. Essentially B
it is limited to a study of five rural Northern California )
communities and two different areas of the city of Sacramento, '
California. .Etna (population 667, 1970 U. S. census) was selected
ds @ more.isolated cattle ranching valley and Princeton (500); a

similar community in eize but located conveniently to major highwnye

*Cwas -eﬂLcted for a concentration on rice-farmings Willows (4, 085),

only a short distance from Princeton and ‘the ‘county -eat,is in the
midst of a prosperous rice-farming region. Corning (3,573) 1is
situated in a diverse agricgltural area ‘with olives and cattle and '
sheep ranching predominant. Finally. Williams (1,571) was included,
a farming erdh primerily of grain crops.s : N
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' lecttons.

 actual communities

" For  comparison, two areas otlSacraméhto (264,000) were
1nc1uded. The locale of John F. Kennédy High School involves
a schoel district encompa-sing .somea of the most expensive new
suburban homes in the city with some of the oldest, poorest,’
racial minority residential areas of the city. Bella Vista High

ASchool has 8 diltrict including a large ngyer whitb\fuburbln

residential setting. . ! .

‘The study involved an attituda survey (-ee Appandix A)
of 22 information questions. (i.e, dge = incoms 'e rural or urban
setting) and 73 opinion atacoments. The survey wls-idministerod
to the- encire student populntiona of the five rural schools (lll
those in attendance on the particular day) and to all the EngLish
classes cf the two urban -choolo. JIn ‘addition, an adult: veruion
of the -urvey (see Appondix B) was sent home to lil the hoqps of
the students in_ three of the rural achoola (Etna, Princeton, and
w1110wa). : . c

’ The next plrt/of the atudy was a structuréd“interview (sees .
Appendix C) with 8 crossesection of ‘students and adults (categories
'definqd by the interviewer:- and selection made by school administra-

tors)] Interviews were conducted at Etna, Prindeton xﬁllows,
Williams, and J. F. Kannedy, SacramentQ.‘w

The survey and the intorviow- were diVided into two blsic
chango in Amorican -ocioty and, apocitically, chlnge in
American education. The report follows this same formlt. The
statistical treatment of the data was the use of a Chi-uqulre test

‘" of significence within the rural and urban sub=groups, then the

use of Chx-square &s & test of significlnce between the rural 8nd
urban groups. A summary of the statistical results is provided in
Appendix A and Appendix B.

The information obtained from’ the atudy is limited to the
involved in the resolrch. There 18 not direct
attempt to apply the results of the study to the whole of rural
America. The author_goot, howevey, indulge:in frequant,perlonll‘
obloqyation sbout the rural Ameriéﬁn scene 8nd life in America

R s «
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today; these qbeerdatione are simply ﬁeraenal féelings from a'iife
of appreciation for, reading and thinking abougj the heritage?ognb{
. rural America. 1 believe the research is accurgte; hy opinions
_ lre, once set down, open to all kinds of critieism for uhe fallacies -
v and the tancies L. suspect they may very well contain. |
. 1 owe a very large dept of appreciation to the manykpeople 1
who so graciously aided me in this project. 1 would like to y 3 r
thnnk espscially Mr. Ken’ Immer, Principal of Etna. High School, '
a ,Mr. Ernie Matlock, Principal of Willows High School, Mr. "Bua® Gott,

“Principal of Corning High School, Mr. Bill rewbsuperintendent of
. Willimms Unified School Diatrict, Mr. M. E. Banedetti, Vice-

. - Principal of John F. Kgnnedy High School, snd Mrs. Lorraine oo
‘Krueger, Chairman of the English Department of Bella Vista High
. School. - )

Also, 1 went to thank Dr. Homer Bronson, retired Chairman
ot the Department of Teacher Education, CSUC, for his professional
encnuragement as much as hia personaL friendship.

‘A final thagks to my wife for her typing, proof-resding and
incredible patience.
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TABLE 1

. . __Summary of Schools

Williams, California
195 enrollment for 1975

.
4

< IS €

Ty

Total:

rural adults

, o " School
Etna High School, g 9-12
Etna, Californis
240 enrollment -for 1974
Princeton High School 9-12
Princeton, California '
100 enrollment for 1974
Willows High School 9-12 -
Willows, California ‘
600 enrollment for 1974
‘Corningvﬂigh Scﬁool. 9-121
Corning, California A
600 enrollment for 1974 _
John F. Kennedy High School, 10=12
Sacramento, California
| 1,900 enrollment in 1975 \
. Bella Vista High School, 9-12
Fair Oaks, California
- 2,185 enrollment for 1975
Williams High School, . 9=12

rural students
urban students

Survey

- Fall,

1973

\
Fall,
1973

Spring,

1974

Spring,

" 1974

Sprihg;
1975

. Spring,
* 1975

Spring
1975

258
1,288

1,384
2,930

ber Iskinz
: Survey
Studant-Adult
191 « 97
90 = 32
430" - 129
480
471 ?
913
87
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Table II

Table 1II

Table 1V
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T A study concerned with porceptiop of changc in tural com=

* munities is confronted not only with theé extremely complex

. problem of defining change, but of dpflning what is meant by ’

* ' Wrural" in, American life. :

' . The concept of rurol America is wideély used apd
o understood, but in fait is not precise./ It has dif- .

ferent meanings when viewed philosophi%glly. . .y 4t
historically. and sgatistically. In gonoral,‘the '
problcma characdteristic of rural Amoricans are found '
in ,the areas which lie outside of metropolitan centerseme

- The rural population, #s defined by the Bureau of

; 4 the Census, includes persons living in the open country
.or in towns' of less than 2 500 people. is oubdivided
.into the rural farm populltion which compriaes all
rural residents living on farms, and the rural non- ,
farm population which includes. the remaining rurel’ ' N
population. The urban populntion comprises all persons
living in urbanized areas and in places of 2, SOO'or
N ' ~ImOore outuldc of urbanizcd aroll.l . . oo
. Such 8 definition of "rural" is completely inadoquauo to the
real rural setting of Northern California. While Etna, Princetor.
6nd Williams meet the Censua Bureau definition of "rural“ with
populations’ of less thén 2, 500, Corning, Willows and many other S
’ towns in Northorn Calgfornia do not. Yeat these communities lrof
by any rclgyaﬁt soclological measmre, truly rural in composition.
In the study 32 percent of the students at Willows High School &nda - °*
40 percent of the students at Corning High School indicated that - ‘
they live on farms of more than 10 acres; Ln*Willowo 11 percent
indicated & farm.size of more than 500 acres.” Agriculture not
.’ conly dominates the economy of ‘these towns, farming and ranchtng as<
& way of life are fundamental lnfluenceo in the life of the S
communltiea. For :ik purposos ot this ltudf'l have choson to

1Economic Development L'iviston: U.,S.?Dcpartmcnt of Agricule- e

ture.l‘m and Sesial Gonditien of Burel dn the s
1270's, Part 1 (Prepared for Committee on Government. porntipns, o .
. Ues Se Scnato, Ninety-Second Congress, 1971). pe. Xl. . .
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. Q incroasingly urban sociery.

- includo such communities. boliovins that rhoy are octually rural

.’in character and fully roprosem: ‘the out:lools of rurad poople in(
Northq;n California. T . ~ : .

' The second'major difficulty is, of eourso."a definition of i

chsngo.4 1 have chosen to'. limit the study to what rural youth ond
. adults, as contrastod witﬁ urban youth, believe chango to-bes
‘“This is a study of- hnman porg;ptions of reality rather than an

.

S ,' atrempt to measure roll change. * R

ls such a study necessary? First. rhs problems cOnfronring

. rurtl Amsrica, problems of poverty, housing, medical sorvicqg;_— '
) .

oaucaeion. sre nmong,tho mosc serious in the Unitéd States
Second, is the tradition. ot noglsct confronting rural sroas An an

-

Rural, furthormore,'moanlrln important segmont

of our nation's population = one third.. It is a sos-” .

B ment that is not docreasing in proportionate sizo,
\dospite the alloged~urbanization of our socio:y. ‘1t
s a sogment that tends to be ovorlooksd in these
times of pro-occupotion with urban crisos. . o
' Although s6lving urban probloms in our councry
- should hhvs top prioricy. tho severity and nagnirudg .
',of similar problems in the devolopmont/of ‘human resource
) and in the provision of basic sorvicos and facilitios‘ :
N are no less impontant. in rural areas., The imporrancs is
~ for rural living itself, not ‘Just beceuse rural areas
‘contribute so many undereducated, unskilled migranrs
40 urban srsas. e N
Rural deans people. 1; includos farmers, but
it also includes men and women tollowing ‘every

—

e occupation known who choose £o 1ive beyond city limits

in housing’ subdivision in towns, and in the open
country. lt;means people with a strong desire for
privacy, living space and self-relisnce. It means
people with a pride in home and family. It means
, poople loogingﬂtor opportunity who hsvo left the
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[' , ] cour‘gﬁfy’ 'f)or the city. - Rural. nfeana America, our hi.st:ory
: \\ "', and much of our 'dreains. s ~
R , ‘Thus, the rural ‘distifction is 1mportant cause o, : .
e - ¥ 1t représents ‘so much of what Amori.ca Kas e *“11011 : ;e *
v . ls whnt it hopes to b% Rural moanl li.fe At lcllo/j .
that: is comprehensible to the individudl. It 1- most '
i.mportanc that we proserve and strmgthen t:hi.s a,;:n:i.on.2
ta 5 ’ ‘ . ; A ‘
. ‘A,) o ’ . : . “ » -
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ot * 2 ‘ ‘ " ‘ ' :
, James A. Coop, Iha Mesnings of W,-amumm;m
" (U. B. Department ot Agriculture: 19 earbook of Agriculture), .
* . as quoted by Lewis R. Tamblyn in Rural Education in Ihe W
/ States (Wuhi.ngton, D Ces Ruru; Education Association, 1971), p. 2.
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1.  CHANGE IN AMERICAN SOCLETY | o
o A, Profile of Rofil*tmoricl o I S 3
mmmmmn&nnqmmm o B

The United Scaton. for the ﬂ.r-t 150 yolro of u:- htory s
pr@gtnmtly Qﬂl aoctocy. has omrgod. in the l.nc 50 years-a |
one~“6f the major urban societi of the world. “'Tho principtl
characteristic of ge in U.S. population li.nco World Wer I has
been urbanizationi"l “The most oisni.!n!.ﬂcliit. and contihuous, -
mtgration over the past two decades hu boun from rural to urbln ‘ |
lron."z . . .
Doclino m the farm popullti.on. wit:h a concomitant and .
drametic rise in the urban population, has been the dominant change
in American oocioty. “Although the rural popul.lt:l.on has remained
at about the same level, 54 millien, for the past five doca,dol,
_the farm populotton has become a -tolduy muor proportion of
it. Three-fifths of the rural population wn composed of farm
[People, in 1920; by 1970, the portion was only one-fifth.#3
Soncentration of ascious secial pxobloms .
_ In the United States todoy. contrary to wido-prold popular
opinion, the worst social condttlom prevail in the rural setting,
E not in the large cities of Anu-tca.- Rural people have been found =
to have “the highest percentage levels of poverty, the poorest o
housing, the most doqunto medical care, and the l.ownc levels
' of education."® Certainly ‘the problem of poverty is of paramount . .
concern. "Although the total number of persons in farm families |

: v E
1Econonic Development Division: U.S. Department of Agriculture, -

ﬁﬁi.l g.nd’:’m Bﬂ‘.l Igznt
: !]’:egt 1 !grapag for the Gomtttooné'n Government Gmm.ﬂ&.. U.g: '

Senate, Ninety=Second Congress, Wuhm‘.un U.S, Govorn-one Prlntin; ’
ot'ieﬂ. 1971). polo P _ .

21b14. o o o o B
31bid. '
' 4Edward 0. Moa and Lewis R. Tambiyn,

Machapnisa *nﬂ], (Austin "Taxas: Nntiona%lzsoclcioml :
leorltor’%b 1..!!02.". InCQ' 1 74). Poe i ' R .

. . -
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béi‘ow the pov rty levol 13 smaller t:han 1n nontar;m families, the

porcentn@a of persons i.n fam_familtea in poverty remaina about
twice as high as nonfa:m."s : g - ‘

- Eacts aboug Amn:isnn.nx:isnl:u:n . A . o SN
, 1. In 1950, one farm worker luppued food for 16 peoplo, - / d
" 'in 1970 he supplied food for 45 people. - . -

i

2. From 1940 to 1964,. the total nunbor of farms 1n t:he
. United States d.clinod from°6 to 3 million. in 1969 the averasa
 size of commercial farnc (3rou annual sales of $2,500 or more) ms
1554 acres.’ ’ :
‘ 3. Agriculture 1- 1ncz:oal!.ngly mechanizod in t:ho Unil:ed

States; -ince 1950 farm empl.oymcnt has droppod from 9.9 mi].uon to | \
4.6 million in 1969.8 "This decline is due in- part to-high '
productivit:y raves in the farm sector, fr:om mcreaaod use of mec@- -

[=3

" anization and other laboresaving t:ochnolosy.“
4. “Tho‘:trod farm working force of 1970 (2.5 million porsom)

. was molt:].y white (78 porcmt), male (76 percent), and composed of
nonfsrm resideats (73 percent). The mrke:q were also predomfnantly
young (median age, 23).  They were overwhelmingly of nonmigratory,
. status (92 'pcrcut)."m ' t;“ ' s -

As any society dovel.oy- from traditional to modorn, -1x major
changes occuri!
l. A more developed tochnol.ogy wi.th a mor‘ conplex
division of labor., '

[ |
| fhgbgsgggefsbln*bﬂnsill.Snn4131nn,et Bu:nl.dmaxiﬁ:;ﬁn.:hn |

6Agricultural Extension Service: University of California -
Qllitnxnxl.lxxisnlsn:n zUntverlity o$§f-11forn1-. 1570).
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2. Higher lcvels of literacy and  education. . ,;/ ~

3. Coimopolitan rather thln loclliltic social//

o relationships, with a breakdoun of kinlhip relltionl
- P

7 b .nnd locality ties. . - L e

-~ L V"\'

, ,'4.° Lell primary and more secondlry socill relationahips.~
ot Se A gropter emphasis upon economic rationality. Y
6. M’ inotease in empathy or open-mindedneaq toward ot

‘new roles. o | Lﬁﬁ -
An applicltion of these six -tops in the dovolopmont process-
to-U. S. rural lociaty leads to the following ma jor ai;erltions
in nural aocioty:_ :
' -le An increase in farm productivity per man has becn
' accompanied by a decline in the nunber of farm pcoplo
in ‘the U. S. . ‘ . :
2, Linkage of the farm with the nonflrm ncctor of
American soclety in‘tncrealing. v
.3« Farm production is 1ncroa-in31y :pocialized. .
4. Ruraleurban differerices in values are decrelaing as
America - moves in the direction of a mass society. ne
5. Rupal people are inctelaingly cosmopolican in their )
« social rolation-hipl due to 1mprovod mass communicntiona,
tranlportation, and the realignment of locality groups. _

-

BN
o
- o

¢ 6. Thora is a trend toward a centralization of decision
B . making in rural public policy and in agribusiness firms. -
7. Changes rural social organization are in the

dirocclon of a decline in eho importance of primery
relutionuhip- (such as in Iocllicy and kinship groups)
and an increase in the importlnco of lacondiry relation-
lhipl (such as in special interest formal’ organizations,
ey 3overnm¢nt agencies, and business firms).l1l

1101&: F. Larson and Everett M. Rogora. "Rural -Soclety in
»  'Transition: The American Setting," Chapter 2 from Qur

Rural » James H. Copp, Editor (Ames, Lowa: Iowa State
University Center for Agricultural .and Economic Developm-nt.
Iowa State Univoraity Press, 1964). pe 60. - o

.
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B. Profile of Rural California ' L

M_ 'dl Ji. .- c‘

While 65 percent of;the_national poPﬁlation of,morﬁ tﬁnn

'\203 million is "metropolitan," with 35 percent‘"nonmetrbpolitan,"

in California, with- a population of 20' million, 80 percent are’
"metro" and 20 Eercant are "nor;metro."1 ‘ - e

When the firat U. S« .census was taken in California An 1850
there were 92, 592 residentl, of whom 57 861. were miners. Since .
1860, the stltg‘. population has doubleq;every 20 years with but

one exception, In 1860, the inhabitants numbered 38&;000 of

,whq$ only one=fifth lived in _towns or cities. Today. only about
-2 percent of the population‘live on farms.?-‘

Easte about Celifornia ssrisultuce

le “Of Caufomu's 109.2 mi]:lion acres, 37 muuon are in-

;thrms. However, mord than hal¥f’of this.farmland 13 open range,
and 1esa than one-third is. croplaﬂd."3

"2. In the late 1930'-, fasms in Cllifornil averaged slightly
mOre than 200 acres with an invgutmant per flrm of $16,000 in land

and buildings. In £3§9 the average farm sizé was 617 acres with a -

value of $327, 259‘ A )

3. "California, the number one farming state in the nation
for 22 contocutive years, commercillly Produces about 230 crop and
livestock comnoditiou. equudtng nursery crops, "and provideu the

‘Unttod Statos with lbout 25 percent of 1:: table foogu.”s

i

lotfiegcof Rogionll and Community Duvalqpmcnc. U S. Departe -

ment of Health, Education, and Welfare Ihl Egggg?ig aud Secisl
Condition of Buchl Ansrica in the 1970y, Pact 2 (Prepared for the
Committee on Government Oparation-, U. S Senatc. Ninety-Second

,Congroul. Wiuhington. U. S. Government Printing Offieo. ‘1971), p. 78.

, 2A3r1cu1cural Extcntion Service: University of California,

¢
L3R !

C ¥pad, pe 3. ' |
511214- P'l 7. ) .

0 . . -

Asziculturs (University of. Clliforntl. 1970),



= Co Protile of Participants in Study . = ‘
Ristribution of students DY aza. sex. and srads -
'~ The age=grade distribution of students i.ndi.éa\:ed generally

' twice as many in the ninth grade as’ in the twelfth grade. Many.
studies have been conducted and numerous explanations- offoréu a-k
to such a dramatic differehce in -numbers of em:ering and grnduating
students i.n the American high schools, but it would certui.nly seem
plau-i.blc t:o assume thal: there conti.nues to be a seri.ous ‘probl.em

} of students dropping out\of school.

g The distrlbution by sex indicated hnlf of che studen;l ware -
male and half female. - L : t. e

| o . . TABLE 11 | ’

. Disgzibution of students by race . _ -
Sghgg_], o m_mm o('lobs.tgnqn"IOO% indicated no rosponse)
o s.us..;.n.fﬁﬁiéiiﬁh.- Black Orisntal lndisn
Etna ' 8% 5% (1% 1% . 10%

‘Princeton -  “ 33 27 - 27 - 12~ 1

 Willows 93 2 1 T . 3.
Corning -8 -6 ¢ 0 3. 5
Williams 77 11 2 * .5 5
Jo Fo Kennedy 50 6 s 18 24 1
Bella Vista 91 4 0 2 2
Rdazzibusion of students by relizion

The responno to beli.gious preference indicates an ovorwholming
preforonco for Catholic/Protestant. It is interesting to: note,
héwever, that nineteen percent of the youth indicated no reu;i.out

,5 identification of any ki.nd. - ‘ ) |

| Eighty=-one percent of the studeds indicated thelr parents

. were married, 4 percent wi.dowod, and ufeodn percent separated or
di.vorcodo ) X . @

© . \'/
&

£

¥

Y




Epthors of sgudents ip the study v | N
Eishcy-three percent of tho fathers were lizing with their

flmiltas, thirteen percent apart from cheir flmiliel,.lnd 4 percent
were deceased. : v TN

o Such high numberi of students were unable to report flmily

income:accurately that the results Wwre npt regarded dk valid.

Apparently the firnancial status’ of the family 1: not wideiy

shared with the children.

T—
- ’ . ’ 1 . "-
‘ 1 TABLE LII .
0 g - Educasional Level of Father (as rePortod by -tudent:s)
: Did not ' ‘High One; more
: . .- complete - school yolrs Collgge Poste=
Scheel . high school graduate.’ college graduate sgraduste
te [ N . 4 . . . : . ) : :
Feia - o -\ 188 39% . 16% . - 16% . 6%
Pringeton ,QQ o 37 10. . 8 .. -2
Willows .2 40 \ 20 - 11 -3
Corning 33 35 15 9 3
Williams 28 Y- 32 . 15 . .1 - 1
Jo F. Kennedy 10 .25 .23 . 126 12 -
Bella Vists , 13 28 . 23 L2 , -10

The conclusion is that Qf least 1n the areas lurveyed the
educational lavel attained by’ the t.ther i- lubatlncillly lowor in
* rGral areas as opposed to uuburbln-urban areas. -

Mot £ gtud I in_t} udy: o |

Ninetye-four porcont of the, mothers wero livlng with cheir’w
families (as «compared to eightethree- pnrcont of the fathers), 4
percent were living apart from the !amlllo- (conpared to thirteen °
percent), and 1 percent Were deceased, * : ‘

The results of the income of mothers is not roglrdod as valid,
since large numbers of students were unable to report.




\ ~ \/ b 10
S .. TABLE.IV . - .
'EﬂHﬁlﬁiﬂﬂll—&l!!ﬁLﬂS—ﬂﬂﬁegl ( as reported by students)
s Did not " oHigh . e, more e
£ t & " complete . school years . College Post=-
) - Scheol highpuchon;; graduate college - graduate graduate
Ecna 1% - 52% - 18% 10% 3%,
2 ‘Princeton . .29 - 42 B U 9 4
7 Willows' .1 . 52 16 . 10 3
"+ . Goming 23 47 RV 9. = 3.
‘ Williams 30 - 37" . w8 5
Je F. Kennedy .6 . 3% 227 , 2. . 5
_ Bella Vista = 12 46 " 19 16 -~ 5

, The conclusion is thlt,nin'the areas surveyed, the educuqionil
: level of mothers in suburban~urban areas tends to be higher than in.
rural areas. ’ ' '

i
, _
- Eamdly.slze -
"

Y

. Rural students iri the study -come from significantly* larger

e femilies than do those youth in,urban areaﬁiﬁ -
' - _ Number of brothers/sisters ,
| 5 12 . 3e4 5«6 7 or more .
rural 39% : 35% _ 5% . 11%
urban 51% S 32% . 12% 5% .

«  #Ihere.was not'a statistically significant differsace within
the rurale-urban subegroups but ‘there was a significant difference
\ between the groups. '

s g

»

| " Rural students, in the study, tend to have lived in the same
area for a longer period than those in urban areas, .
) One yeai - - ,
or less 2=5 = 6=10 11=-20 20 or more
" pural . 108 20%  18% 51% . 1%
- urbsn & 25 | 923\ © 42 0
* _ Live in town House in country Live on farm
. .rurel 48% « 2% . 28%
" urben : ;a 9% 3%

pS
bt

.




11-50 acres 51-100 101-500 500 or more
36% - 14% 23% 27% - p
Every study of farm ‘size-in Californil and the United States

indicates a lons-torm pattern of increase in size._ )’

MM—MW . X o b o . . S . . v

A High mchool One, more r College Pogt« Business/ .

- graduation years college gradustion gradulte ‘technical
rural . 25% 2w L, 3 - 7% ™

arben  13% . . | 25% an 1% - e,

These. resulta suggest a higher levol of education lt least .
4arcicipated among urban youth than among rural youth. ' -
3)
LY

. 2y \
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D. The Impact of Change

There 1s_consistdﬁt1y strong igraement that not only is %he
United Stateﬁ'rapidly changing but that the rate 6f chlﬁge will
be even greater in the future (23, 25). There is furthef agreement
that while change is inevitable, the pace should probably be
slower 'to’ allow people more time to adjust (28, 29). This
ambivalence toward social change, that it is actuallx.lccelera-4
ting but should be slower, is e-pecially -tr6n3 anong rural
residents. 5
dhe guality of socisl chanxe .

A consistently definite belief, that American socliety is not
a progressively better place in which to live, is combined with a
serious ‘question sbout the value of change (24, 26). . There is &
conviction that our society is not resolving its more ‘serious.
social problems (38). This disenchantment with change as progress
would seem to raise real questions both about perceptions of the
value of change and the American sense og/the tutuka.

. Both rural and urban yough cdncur, with strong ruril adult

agroomcnt. that the plychological 1mplicltion| of rapid social

change 1nﬂuotican life are negative. Feelings of confusion &nd

uncertainty about changing: social values and structures 1nd1cacg
roblom- of adjustment .and direction (27, 30). Perhaps an unsettled

‘condition is inevitable,. even hedlthy, in a period of rapid change,
but.there is a feeling the psychological price may be too high.

Uncertainty about the future, especially amorig the young, suggests
8 less stable sense of tfuditional patterns of behavior and
purpose (61, 62). The divided, predominantly negative feoling-'
ibouc.the future, the lack of optimism, the sense of personal
confusion, indicate both youth and adults in this study feel
overvhelmed by tho‘onslaught‘of change (68, 69).

“
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The rurdl peéception of change is characterized by greater .
csution, & sense of inevitability, and, paradoxically,.a more
traditional optimism.

N The rural sense of caution about’ anything new is not com=~ _
parable to a contemporary urban sense of Personal fear for safety.
It is & gpirit ‘of realism thlt has loarned in 8 life with the
llnf. the elements, and the uncortain power of wéture, to approach’
decisions carefully and doliborltely. But once the decision to
accept or do something different is made, it is resolved with a
willing acceptance of the consequences. Rural life accepts
change more cautiously but with-greater constency than the urbanite
does or possibly can. ’

There is, however, a.rural mood of inevitability aboiuit change,
8 feeling that the profound chsnges occuring in American life are
essentially urban in context.: While the farmer recognizes and
accepts the tremendous benefits of techﬁology and while the rural
community has enjoyed the advances of mass transportation, mass
communication, and the innumerable gadgets of manufacture,, there
is » fé@ling that these changes are tEOm thq city.“ahd thet it is
there, not the countryside, that our cultural future is to be
decided. So there is a weakaning'of the old belief that individual
integrity and courage, especially in the country, mean very much
in the progress of America. There is still a fierce, and probably
defensive conviction that individual resolve should matter, but 1

* there 1s & real and growing awareness that it aftually doesn't.

So the rural American waits for whatever is: co come next, knowing

"the “fnrm vote" doesn't matter much anymore, lnd knowing, too,

that urben life changes constintly with an ever wider net of
influence and control. .
Still, the optimism of the country is hard to vnnquish.

“
Somehow, even with a plethora of change, most of it bad, we will
. make it through, we will somehow manage. We always have, we
¥lways will. There is less thndency. even when discouraged, to
. givé up. Perhaps, having;tought the elements for so long, the ‘

rural American is less willing to capitulate to the enormous




forces of social chenge, no matter how overwhelming. The stead},
‘aalg-relilnt“chnracter.-bo}n of the soil. of the rural Amegican~has“
deep ;oot-vin a tradit;pn_of bqthacoutage‘and hope. .

- Izaditiopal valuss ' ‘ o

With stééﬁg rural adult agreement, rural youth agree, while
urban yduth in this study are di.vidéd, about the need to rgt%;irr(’ to
more traditional American values (31),'4Probab1y the olderfﬁhq
person and the more rural the environment, the greater the”
resentment @t rapidly’ changing values in American iife.

Rural American life in the paat has exemplified trlditiOnal
Christian virtues. There slmply cannot be any full. appreciation
for rural values apart from a recognition of the profound inf luence °
of Christianity. Broadly.~there are two large dimensions ,to this
heritdge. Firsé.fia the tfldition’of determined and sacrificial
courage. Rural men 8nd women have been willing to give much, and
to give dp°much for what they believe. Stfength of character,
determinstion for what they believe is right, & steunch morality,
211 exemplify the Christien virtue of courage. The desire has
been, not for an ultimate luxury or leisure, but for sufficient
prosperity to survive end build for the future, not of their own
elpecia11§ but for that of-their children. Simple honesty,
serious determination, the courage to face life, hardship, and
the future without. feer &ll imply the -trength'deminded by
Christisn tradition and the land. '

' The other, even mores profound, Christian virtue is comp@ssion.
The individual must face life with coursge but must, as well,
express compassion to his fellows, knowing life is hard for most.
So, kindness, quiet generosity, sympathy for the plight of those
who suffer have also charscterized the rurel past. And one
might hope that these simple virtues might not soon be lost. -

0
‘
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scicnce and technolegy . - "f'.: .1ﬂo>\\

Sqiencific dincovery is viewed 8% the cause ot most social
chinge, at least lmong youth (32). The nurprisingly divided
opinion of rural ldultn may be 1nterpreted both as a belief that
change 1§ .much more extensive than simply the role of nciencg
.soclo&y and also that a hintorical cause~effect relationship
between science and the modern technological state is not
understood or accepted. ° . T

When the farmer began to mechanize his war against the
ferocious odds of nature, the character of rural life began a
long, irreversible procoss‘of change. Tochnoio.y may have aided
tarming toward -poctacullr economic success; it ha- certainly
chansod fhe farmer. He is now mechnnic, busineaamnn, even social
enginoor. no longer are the bent tools his hands #nd hic wits.
Impersonal mechanization, complex and 1ncgrdopendent social
plamnor and participant, the modern farymer is more concerned
about the Ameérican housewife and the price of trnctorn than he
is with stending llono‘lnd with courage. There is a deep, p
restless bitterness among many farmers who sense that they too
are now but a cog in a large social machine. The farmer is
caught. between Washington and the houto%ifo, his decisions are
_incronaingly made for him by professors, flxp-yora and nupormnrket
-hopporn. So the old becomes quaint, and life on the tlrm becomes
more and more kike life anywhere else. s , ) S
| There is .strong disagreement with the view thet family life
will be of .l1istle importance in the future (33). Apparently the

-

-

widonproad publioity of uaxull f reedom snd the rise im divorce has
done 1ittle to shake the view that the family, as the ba-ic sti-
tution of societyy wlll survive. '

O



:The divided opinion of rurdl and urbah youth, as opposed
' to the strong concurrence of rural adults, about the incréase of .
' leisure id the future suggests that .the young are at least'
uncertain about the demise of work as central in American life (34)
v The strong response of rural adults’ mqy reflect a concern for
N the ‘diminished place of the ethic of work. - Such. a perception ,
o would view with hostility the increase of leisure, at least RV
~for others, as the equivalent of a ”ilzy“ society. | |
"5y  The trlditional concept o{ydisciplined effort, hlrd uork,v
even struggle and hardship as an important value etill dominates .
rural life. . Stncere effort, determined effort, will ordinarily L
r;ault in eventual success and happiness. Most of life, child~ '
hood ‘youth, the adult years, is preparstion. A rerioue view of
means eventual rewﬁrd., Any attempt to encourage children to.

B

-

‘ is viewed as soft, coryupt and damlging to the future
of the ¢hild. Too ‘much pleasantness, too much en joyment or
l laughter probably means too much waste of time, lack of effort, " S
and failure to build for the future. ‘There is even a feeling that
‘ the hérder, the tougher the experiencei*of childhood and youth the
stronger and the better will be the man. It is a sober, aeven
7 - somber view of life. Harduhip is not only not to be avoided, it
is accepted as 8 worthy preparation for life. Most admired is
the man who has faced hardship, .survived, prospered and won.
Eaey living or eioy riches are seen le'aucheap success.
In response to a queetion about the value of the individual
. in the future, almost half of the rural and urban youth in the
' study agree th.t individual meaning will decline (35). Such a
v perepective, of an increaeingly impersonal society, would seem to
- be @ threat to any real hope of personal meaning or fulfillment.
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‘Any attempt to identify the character of traditional rural
life must center on independence. The relotive freedom from c:owﬂs
and controle, noise, speed, &nd chengej the freedom to succeed or
to fail. Rural life has always implied @ necessary courage to face

’ . " * the odds of nature, the opponents of heat and cold,~rain and anow

e« @nd drouth. Man against wilderneec, man conquering nature has
alwvays meant a Lonely struggle, a willirigness to meet fierce odds
and, competing, to win with courage or to lose with dignity.

[ 1Individualism has always been the one great strand binding rural
life into famillies, faerms, churches, businesses, and communities.
Each doing what is eibected or, better, esch doing what he
expects of himself. Se1f~initiative, personal respon ilicy,
aard work with a purpose, determination. an almost se:\r selfe B
discipline--all these traits of rural character imply an admira-
tion of strength or power. The softer virtues have ordinarily
béen & psychological luxury @s man has set out to conquer the

, elements, the soil, even himself.

-~ Soveroment ‘

Both the view that the size of government will increase and -

o

. uncertainty, at least among youth, about the rofe of government
"in American society, suggest confusion abput the Amgrican political
process (36,°37). Rural adult hostility" td "big" government™ probably
should be expected but youthful uncertainty about the meaning of
government in the futire raises a prqblem about clear definition of
democratic processes. _ a
Rural youth and adults as well as urban %%ﬁth'strongly agree L [
that the young are more receptive to change than are adults (59, 60).
Paradoxically, there is very real uncertainty about the prospect
for youth in the future (65, 66, 67). Rural adults believe the
quality of life for thé young will be significantly worse in the
future. Rural as well as urban youth have little.clear serse of &
better future; 1t is perhaps well, then, that the young do see

themselves ‘as more capable of adjuetment to change.
. ] ’




Rural youth are caught in a cruel dilamma fast-paced,
changing American society communicntes, through its media, a
reality which contradicts the placid, secure world of_rural_ _
treditions. They alwhys s-o,‘through the sociologiéal mhgic of . s
tc}avision. & youthful vition_which mhkqsvthcir~16c§1 wprld seem -
conventional and dull. Even the problems and lurid tragedies of -
urbsn life project, if suffering and uncortainty. as well
excitement and pover and success. They look from & rural ‘world )
of tradition, of the stability of words and the even greater "‘ . /
stability of personality, -to the colg:tul chaos of the urban ‘

psyche., 1t is hard, especially for the yéuhg, to resist the

siren call of change, & change which seems to have forever

'abandoned the sm&ll towns and distant farms of the past. 1t

is the city; it is the urban masses where contemporary life really
happens. As often as the media commmicate any images of rural
life it is @ life which is in the past, it is quiet, even somber,
it is a life of romantic tranquility. For rural youth the
placidity of the small town and farm may he better but it is
difficult not to believe that the risks an uncgptainty; the
multi-hued dimensions of dress and speech”@nd activities are
not more exciting. For most rural youth there is not an open
rebellion to the moods of tfad;tion which encompass their lives,
but a quiet yearning, a subtle restlessness which is growinp:
there is an anticipation of change which is ominous to Fhe
survival of a distinctive rural culture. ' |
Firdally, there is substantial yncertainty that the
1nséitutions of Aserican society are viable or able, sny
longer, to cope with social change (70).

4




love the’ land - to plant things and see | '
b it grow, @nd you enjoy the hard work that goes wit:h
- _ } i.t:. That's farming. 1 think any farmer loves the
v land. 1 don't think you'd ever moke & good farmer
unless ybﬁ re@lly en joyed doing it or working with
it, 1 don't think 1'd care to do anything else.l
' ' = Bill Hemmer, Sr.
an 1llinois farmer

. IArchie Lieberman, Farm Boy (New York: Harry N. Abrams,
P Inc.‘ P“b., )974). p. 5 .
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E. The Cityvané the Country: A Contrast : i
E I . : ) I . I ‘I , I ' . ‘ ) N i
" All involved in the study, urban as well as rural participants, i
strongly agree that @ small town simply has fewer serious problems
_than a large city (39). However, recent social statistics indicete
8 rapid rise in crime as well as other problems in rural areas
whlch, proportionately. are at least as serious as urban problems.
It can be speculated tchat there is a traditional rural tendency ‘
to mask many problems while, paradoxically, exeggerating others.
in a small rural community an infrequent murder is likely to be
v bigger news than ih a large city but racial prejudice
c_svéinar:'ly would be more subtle, less visible but just as real
#s in 8n urban setting. . | | : a
A wore gonsevydlive  @pproach to - chipnse - ‘

There is strong agreement that @ cautious, more conservative
apvroach to change prevails in rural areas (40, 41). The larger
issue is rural hostility to change. Generally, through numerous
interviews ﬁifﬁ rural youth and adults, the conclusion is that
the rural mood is more that of caution than hostility. The fear
of rural Americans is directed more at urban life than at change
_&as suche The attttude is that change in Amooican life is too

urban in its orientation and that such change is therefore '

generally bad. | -, d . -

The rural life of even pro-1940's has largely dtaappearod.
Corporate farmlng, with even the family farm now big business,
has replacad the family farm of the past. The mass modia, chain
stores, the sutomobile all have competed against the localism of N
. *he rural, past. Ang yet with the massive invasion of contemporsry
urban life info rupal America now largely accomplished, there &
rem@ing a strong. even growing perspective of Jural lifq and
tradition which seems to: ‘deny the chnnges whicd -have and are

- ocevurring. 16 is @s thbugh, to preservo the rqul onterpriae of
, 1
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yostérday.ithat there is & doiiberltoldonilI that that enterprise
is more than threitened. There is the determined perception,
* "almost self-deception, thet nothing important has reglly'chlnged.
1 ’So there is a defensive mood, a determined resistance to chlnge.
and a belief that rural 1113 is still distinctive, better, and '
lasting% if only the city of mass media can be held off. To .
pretend nothing important has really chnngod may make it so a | .
little longer, but rural life is fundamentally different from :
its traditions and is increasingly caught up in the stream of a
pervasive urban culture. The rural past is past and neither the ‘
defensive determination to preserve it from within nor urban ’
ncstalgia about dts power as & molnin;tul alternative will bring ©
.~ it back.
A Detter way of lifo

There is consistently strong agreement that people in small
towvns are more open and friendly than people in large cities (42).
Further there is the psrception, both by rural and urban participants
in the study, that rural life is slower, mors cadqp and peaceful
than urban life (49). Even urban youth tend to agree with rural
youth thnt,indhpghdence and self-relisnce are more valued in
rural areas (50). Finally, rural people are perceived to be more
direct and honest than city people (51).

Obviously, there is the issue of whether those charactoristics.
of simplicity, honesty, calmness, and independence, continue to be
‘significant values in a contemporary urban society. To the extent
that a slover, more pPeaceful way of life is a viable alternative
in American society, the overvhelming conclusion is that rural life
best affords the opportunity for such a choice. '
Less opporsunliy for vouth -

In response to the statement that lerge cities have more
a¢t1vitiea for youth than do small towns, it is intoroitips to
note that rural adults most strongly agree but less than half of
the urban youth in the study concur (43). The frequent observation
in the interviews of rural youth that there is iimply less to do in
8 small town vas generally contradicted by urban youth who said kd
they would enjoy rural outdoor activities. 1t -eeas‘truly
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: unfortunlto that both groups\have so little opportunlty to

oxporicnce, at least occasionally, the other environment.
Overvhelmingly, rural adults sgree that the quality of rural
1ife is improving. (44). But rural and urban youth ‘are far less
certain. It is possible’ Fural adults are more inclined to view
prdkrolc in historical terms, remembering how hard rural life.
often was in the past.' In contrast, youth may be more 1nc&1n-da
to view the present in terms of an anticipated future and to be
far more skeptical that’ progress is 1nevitgblo. . .
There is general lgroomint that rural commmities are not
too isclated from the mlit{stroim of American culture (45). 'rhorc .
is lgrccment among rural youth and adults that their communitios
are not chnnging as rapidly as .urban America. A majority of
urban youth.vhowaver, believe their commnities are chnngig;
the same tempo as the rest of the society (46)., Further, rural
youth and adults concur that their communities. are not being
svwallowed up $n the sameness of social conformity, but continue
to be relatively. difforcnt trom urban society (47). Thos.
porceptionl luggost a rural way of life which continues to be a

- genuine alternative to an urbanized society, an altornlctvo
- affording soclal distance and independence. '

With those who prefer the city, qr at least cannot escape
from it, and those who are truly rural in their life and residence,
there is a growing number of Americans who seek the best of both'
"gsuburbanite" living the fringes of the city is a dcvolopment

+ in American culture reflacting the need for greater space and

greater freedom. _
4o assractive way of lifs but s thraatening attraction ,

Most concur that large numbers of city people would prefer the
alternative of rural life (48). There is a fear that rural
communities are threiatened by an onslaught of tourists and urban
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.expatrintés (53)« Also,glarge recreational developments are viewed
:s yet another threat to rural trlnquility (54). So the very
ttraction of a rural alternative is percejved as a real threat to } |
itl sirvival. One of the most significant challenges to the S
fd&ure of American society will be to make possible to many more
Americans the way of life rural ‘society impliee but not, at the
same time,ﬂto crush that alternative under a burden of nqmbers.
' Rural areAas can attempt to develop an alternative style of
work and living to the urban Americen scene. Less hectic, more
qulet, rural life can BF a renewing ‘experience for the urban
expatriate. Many in the future will saek out the small town as
8 better, more wholesome place to live and "raise. a famﬂly.“,
put they will not, nor should they try, to escape reqponsibility
€or urban America &nd international involvement.
/ Not only will the country be an alternative place to 1ive, v
for 8 fow, it will emerge as ‘the sphere of leisure activity for
the many. As reaources. especially fossil fuels, become increasingly
scarce, shorter trip-. closer locations will be increasingly °*
sought out. The "countryside" must be seen 8s among the most
valusble resources of our industrialized society.” A. few cannot
possess most of the land; quiet. clear skies, and the serenity of
the 1lnd are the right of all. ' '
Rural communitiel will experience profound tension and change
as they gradually and grudgingly recognize they are an integral
part, a reaponuible resource of the whole of our technological
;ociety. Everyone has & right to the country. No one can
ascape urban responsibility by flight. "YA house divided" is a
perspective rurak Americans have yet to face. .
An even more pervasive social retponsibility of rural
America is the impliod alternative it offers to our urban culture.
Do we //main convinced that the technological direction we have
choseri’ls still the begt or even a viable choice? Are we willing
to face the alternative implied in rural life? A drastic reduction




_“elource for the whole.

of'nltiohEI éower énd international supremacy, a qﬁest for serenity,
a. dilciplined yat riot authoriterisn social structure = this is
probably not .an appealing alternative to a city-dwelling society

‘that would be #l8d for quiet but not at the price that rural life

traditionally has demsnded. We are probably too committed to our

‘technological, urban, affluent, and powerful status to rejedt it

»

in order to ssve either the envlronmcnt or oursetves.

So rural. America is tlcod with a future. more and more
abaorbed by the' domlnance of urban patterns and as a "recrcational“
., . \

Larger, corporate farming in the future is seen as one result
of scientific technology applied to agricultpre (56). While there’’
is overwhelming concurrence that science has been @ great boon to °
the American farmer, there is a belief that the family farm will ‘
gradually disappear (57, 58). Whether the demise of the family

‘fari is viewed as an unfortunate bye=product of technology or the

result of 8 corporate outlook by those families who have survived
as farmers in a corporlto socliety, the only ones who .seem to
expraln much regret are the city dwellers yearning for "a garden
and & cow." 1t is possible, if there is ever to be a rensissance
of family farming in corporate Amoriéa’that it will ‘come from those
who have fled the city, not from the vast businesses that are less
farms than corporations. | '
Exeference for the country :
Perhaps nostalgic, even wistful, is the overwhelming '
preference for. rural life, not only by rural adults and youth,
but by most of the urban youth who participated in the study (64).
Even for the contemporary, sophisticated urban American there
would still seem to be a need for rootu.\{or 8 meaning not easily
found in an environment cut off from the earth and things which grow.
There ias an Americen vitality that has been largely rural in
our national past. That cultural dynamic has been largely diaaipated,
so that contemporaty Americsn life is uncertain and troubled.

]
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A Ypluralistic" society is a éoeiaty in transition: there is no
historical antecedent for the aqaumgtibn that a pluralistic society .
is not a divided and temporary sociesy. 4An explosion of urban . L=
culsure has doomed the traditions of rural life in America.

~ Stability, individuality, and a large personal friodpm are no
longer possible in an interdependent, teclknological society.
While it is admirable to recognize and respect what has been lost,
it will do little good to attempt to impose on modern Americe
what is past. Whet was once freely accepted could now only be
harshly imposed. 1t is a usololl struggle. A new vision, a
new dynamic may emerge which will bring myth and meaning to urban .
America but the ways of the country and the small town are gono.
forever.

a

Never has there been such & dramatic human moveaent’ .
as the one that settled America. There wes no barrier =- '
not fear nor mountains, nor fofOItl, nor amptiness -
Tho world has never known such courage, such creativity,
and finally such abundance. Certainly, it was the
: ' people who did it. But just as certainly it was this ¢
land that made it possible weee
Those wonderful simplicities are not lost, . Ve
just buried. Time and events may uncover them == "
My feeling is that we teeter now on the brink.
,We can rescue ourselves and begin to heal our land,
our nations Or we can plunge on carelessly consuming
ourselves lnto oblivion == ' f
Now the ‘challenge is not t?)win a land or enlarge
it, but to preserve 11:.1

Y

' | lHugh Sidey "Our Country and the Search for Community,"
Ioday's EdHSISLHE 65:1, January, Fobruary, 1976, pp. 18«21,
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Il. CHANGE IN AMERICAN EDUCATION ‘ | s
i ’ \ " s V » ",’
2ha.nlsa.n:.shanxa.in.aﬂusn:inn. ' = ' !
- | While both rurll and- urban youth tend to agree that the public

schools are changing too slowly, rural adults diaagreo (71L). Yat,
most, youth and ldultl, concur that uchools ‘will be radicnlly
different in the future (72). Further, thete is consistent
disagreement Vich tho view thatlcontcmporlry oducltion is )
basically unchanged from thgt of . the pa:ents in the study (73). . P
While youth are divided on the question of whether schools resist
change, rural adults disagree (74). These responses suggest,

. dmong both rural and urban youth, a probably traditional impatience '
with the tempo of chlnge in education. But it is interesting to

' note that they perceive their educational experience as different

from that of their parents. and, further, that they anticipate
major change in the future. Rural adult responses 1nd1c03;
not surprisingly, a probably 3tow1ng fear that the schoolg are
already too much a vehicle, eVen an inltigltor, of socill #s well
as Qﬂucationll change. ' ' W o :
. While. the youth in the study tend to agree that,theVschooll
should be even more involved in sociasl chango.'rurll'idulﬁs are
evenly divided in their opinions (75). ' There is strong agresment
among all participants in the study (ninety-five percent of the
‘fural adults agreed), however, that the public schools continue’
th~-be a very important part of American life (77). 1t would seem
that tural adults strongly support public schools as a traditional

“:fnstitution in American soclety even while expressing concern,
even hostility, over its nature and content.S Of course, rural
adults disagreed as strongly as youth asraod that students should
hsve a greater voice in runtiing the schools (80). -So there is
apparently still a feeling that ‘the 'schools should remain a ntrong
and viable part of American life but real confuaion over what
ﬁhould be the role of the schoolu in nocioey. ) )

L}
»
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Exsparation of vouth for chanse
" Youth in the study are evenly divided and rural adults
dissgree that the schools are effectively preparing the young
for a rapidly changing world (78). There is‘modorlgg.igrecmnnt
among students, but definite adult disagreement, that the schools .
are offering adequate vocational preparation (79). However, there
iz consistent agreement that adults tend to value ;duqltion more
than youth (81).- Finally, there is consistent and strong
agreement that the schools should concentrate on preparing youth
to cope with change (99). This suggests a view that formal
education will continue to be important as 8 vehicle for learning
- to adjust to and cope with American society in the future. -
While rural adults strongly concur in the need to. omphnliz; :
mor4l and othicul.instrug;ion. youth are uncertain in their
responses (82). .

Sontrovarsial lssucs .

' A majority of participants in the study agree that the

schools should encourage more discussion of controversial issues

(83). Whether this spirit-of openness to inquiry would long '
survive in-an atmosphere of ltrpns local tanlionc ovor a soclal

concern 'or in an lttumpc to implement debate with action. is

seriously open to quoltion, however.

' : . . .
There is widqsprcld'lupporf for the view that rural schobls
3enof|11y have less equipment and«:acilltiou than large city
Aschpolc (85). Howcv-r,&a dnjbrtty bolicvo students will spend
" less time in a totnnl classroom setting in the future (93),
porhlpa alleviating the need for such massive expenditures on
public school facilities: Supporting this view is the opinion

expressed by ‘youth in the study (rural adults dilagreé) thac

el

students should be more 1nvolvod in the community and less in
the classroom (98).:




v

While students,tend to disagree, rural adults support the
view that school uld have harder academic standards (86).
Such a wview probably reflects a gradually emerging national
consensus about education, g consensus that is essentially con-
servative. The public mood seems to supporf a greater emphasis
. on basics, more. rigorous itandlrds.of achievement, and l'storner
measure of discipline. Needless to lly,‘a,whole‘curr.ﬁt generation
of educators will probably disagree, but attempt, if grudgingly, !
to implement the public will. =
An obvious contradiction is the popular view that schools
vHould offer many new and different subjects (90). This paradox
of @ stern academic rigor as against the interests of students
and’ the relevance of subjects, will almost ceértainly result in B
even further educational confusion. Reflecting this academic ’
confusion is the divided opinion), reflected both by youth and
adults, &8s to whether the current. curriculum is relevant to the
future (91). Youth, however, agmee far more than rural adults
that the curriculum should emphasize the future rather than the
past (95). While it-could be suggested that the future igp
synonymous with uncertainty and therefore properly the province
of the young, the more serious issue is the obvious fear of many
adults that, with the demise of the past, at least as a heritage
of social cohsciousness, there may be no future worth learning
» @aboute .
‘ 1t is entirely possible that the schools are asked too much:
to conserve our traditions against a youthful perspective
increasingly hostile to the past, but splso to cope == having only
the seemingly meagre tools of our heritage, Ianguhge,'tho arts and
the sciences, history - with a future rapidly ovérwhelming us.
1 would venture the personal opinion that the schools,'aa:
tempting as the siren call of Yfuturism" may be (and, of course,
the miriad attendants of "relevance," "individualized" instruction,
" and the other paraphernalia of philosophical uncertainty), are .
faced with the’roil challenge of a continuing to do what, alone,

3
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the school traditionally has done redsonlbly well. To 1mp6-¢ the
past, lo;lngly if possible but to 1mboae it nonetheless. is the
one function education has ever been able to carry out wtth any
merit. To change sociwty, td prepare for the future is the heady
stuff of dreams and political retpry but not a particulerly_ -
substantial basis for a.public school curriculum, Now'it een“
certainly be argued that the tofls given us by our heritage,
essentially the tools of ration&l discourse and compassionate
belief, are too tenuous fo cope with the furies of our future,
but they are the only real tools we have. 1f our schools spend .
veryghuch more time debating their mpaning_reéher than fulfilling
theif pobsibly narrow but hopefully functional work of teaching
history (in the fullest sense)% then educators may have less to
fear from a confused and angry electorate than from a future
beyond the control of civilized processes.

Shange in teaching methods

Rural adulte disagree thnt teachers continue toiatillze the
, same teaching -ethode they have in the past (87). In attempting
to speculate about future methods of teaching there is real
uncertainty (88, 89). but there is 5eneqe1 agreesment that media
instruction will be far more important (92). Such results
probably indicate less that adults are aensitive to changes in
methods than that they continue to suspect a relationship
betwee&>berceived social upheaval in American society and the
activities of teachers in the classroom. » The schools -are spme=-
how felt to be a major cause of social turmoil.

The point made by Marahall McLuhan 1s apt in relation to
the ettitudee of rural adults toward the schodls: he studies
changes which he doesn't necessarily like. Commumnity support
for the schools is more for what they have been, not necessarily
for what they are becoming.
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- A final point in relation to ﬁathods'of”filching. ‘the
.substitution of epistemology for metapnysicl has benefited
philosophy about aa much as the substitution of process for
‘meaning and, purpose in Américan public educetion. How teachers
teach is atill a subservient concern to what they teach and
whye Whether teachers in the future use books or films or
"brand X" /(yet to be developed by some School of Education), is
. probaﬁay {;-dyimportant than the crisis of meaning which alneady
gprvades the educational establishment.
¥ | I ; o
| A majorituﬁof rural adults concur that adult education will
‘be more significant in the future (94). - . . . .
School 8a 8n_shiovable exporiencs K : ' 0
N\ . Do most teachers understand and endoy young people? Rural '
,atudents and parents thought [ 1. but urban youth were divided in
loptnion (96). Again, when asked whether school is an enjoyable .
experience for students, rural participants lgreed it was but
- urban youth were almost evanly divided (97). Whntever greater
' pcrsoﬂtl meaning and fulfillment rural youth:find in school
is possibly reflectéd in the strong urban feeling t the
individual student shquld‘receivérmore attcntton/iZ#Zhe future (100),
w R T .//
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| 1. While t:heE) is agreemcnt that the United States is a
rapidly changing culture, there is a\ganuine fear that social
change is too rapid, that the pace of change is damaging to _
American life. Elpecially among rural .adults there is a strong .
feellng that traditional values, the beliafs which austlin'life, '
are being lost. > ° :
2. There is the belief thnt,rural life is more tranquil,
more open and honest, and more friendly and caring than urban '
ﬁmerica. But there is a widespread fear that city migranta, o o
large recreational developments, and corporate lgribusiness will
invade and destroy traditional rural life._ ' '
, 3. While there is ltrong ugrc-ment that the schools are a
vital part of American life there is obvicus uncertainty and
' disagreement about the proper role of the lchooll in the future.'
That schools, as all of American society, will radically change
seems widely accepted but there is litcle agreement as to the
direction and content of change. '
In sum, the rural communities surveyed cxpress pride in the
traditions of rural life but. there is a strong perception thlt |
these values are seriously threatened in & rapidly chnngins ‘urban
culture. Pride and resentment, ﬂncértainty and' anger, feﬂr and
hope all seem chlractatintic of rural lttitudea abaut a chansing
. society. o ‘ : .
| There is a current nostalgia for the alternative of a "rural®
way of life: there is both a concern for the many harsh rchlities
of>urban:11fé‘nnd a renewed nostalgia for the many myths of our
. American rutll pai%. There is a foeling, 1n the midst of diftieu1t~
times, that we have lost something. ¥ : ’

\j
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There is & new awareness of the very real problems as well
as rthe genuine proapoctt of rural Americaé our society contains o
no greater poverty or illiteracy, no worse health problems or more ~N{/\ \
- outmoded socisl structures than in rural America; but nowhere else
does our society contain greater social stability or more personal
- meaning and opportunity for -ocial invol.vement than "in the country."
~ The rural alternative of work and life should graduslly emerge,
in the coming decade, @as 8 limited but increasingly clear and
important choice. We are inovitlbly technological and urbén as a
culture. There cannot be, nor should there be, a turning back to
the "good old days." They never really existed other then in the 1
myths of.our doceptive_memorics. But there can be, indeed must o
be, alternative patterns of fulfillment = not escape from our
problems but of alternative ways to a8 responsible life, whether
city, suburbs, or country. ’ : “ |
The pluralistic, transitional nature of American culture
suggests that there is no return to the timplor, 1oal hoctic life
~of our rural past. But our fluid socisl condition also implios a
culture not only changing but in movement toward an as yet unclear
"post-modern" condition. The new stability will be very different
from our rural past but such & future gan be deeply influenced by _
its rural heritage. I believe our rural tradition presents a way . 6
0f life which was at once more free and more fulfilling than
the cootemporary urban sprawl. But that past indicates the
possiblility of an urban renaissance in which the man of the city
could become ag well the man of sky and elrth and freedom. I
think there is little possibility, at least from my perception of
history, for such & renewed future, but there is a possibility. |
There could be a_renaissance of rural meaning in the midst of our
inevitable uroan futurd. 1f there could still be, in 2000 A.D.,
a place to grow flowers, & sky which is blue, and men who can
still dream, our past will not be irrevocably wasted or lost.
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» The rain begins to fall and the earth, parchqd._welry, is
refreshed. The folling, tumbling grey clouds blot out the blue
sky. Thers is & mood of rest and of turmoil past. So the

B farmer stands, gazing at the large drops_falling on the falloﬁ

fields. Harvest ended, it is time now to rest. Before a
roaring fire to dresm, to plan, to hope. New plantings, yet
hafder work, sweat and a cool drink of water, all lie ahead.
But for now, rest. He knows, beyond knowledge, that endings
need not be forelorn. Grey and storms, winter wind and raging
sky do not forever hide spring and birth and life. For the ~
urban dweller who forever works inside the wﬁ}lo“of a factory
or an office, who watches, within yet more walls of his home,
from a box, pictures of dioqant realities, it may be too late.
Too late to dream, to work for the loving of work, to be a man.
But we must, in the face of our rural roots, rlgé againot'
_déspair,wc can plant a oeed,wllg thfough the grass before we
‘spend our time forever mowing it. We can try, however diffie-
cult, the large work of harnessing our fechnplogical, bureau=-

cratic momentum. We can cry out for human meaning in the midst .

of our vast institutions. And if all else fafio, we can,
each of us alone, demand of'qurseiveo that we serve our resl
humanness without fear. :

Then the land may yet flourish aghin.

o
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Postscript | - ' .

Recently 1 had the opportunity to vilit the once amall rural
community in Colorado where 1 completed high school years ago.
Today, @ town once many miles from Denver, it has been swallowed
up by the city. Now, nothing more  than a huge suburb, the city
reackés to the very edges of what was once my parent's farm. -

1 remember, while in high lchool, the excitement and pride
we all felt when the community, mostly of retired farmers, ’
reached 8 population of 2,500 and qualified for the status of
"eown." 1 remember 4-H and FFA, the arinual Fall "Harvest -
Festival," the big cial, agricultural event of the yesr. 1
remember "Smitty" the Police Chief (with @ force of three men,
including himself) warning us about driving too fast - the
worst crime in town. Of course, there was the Senior Prom
and high school teachers (some good, some bad, some new, some
zld) who were among the niceat, if strictest people 1 have ever

nown. : :

There was no television snd the movie house was only open
on weekends. It got cold, awful cold in the winter, especially
with outdoor plumbing. Hay was pitched with a fork, the family °
cow was milked by hend, and chores were @8 tiresome but necessary
burden. We worked with our hands mostly and sweat was never a
surprise. I still remember, now over 25 years later, the last’
team of mules 1 would ever see, cutting the hay on my folk's
place.

One yesr the well went dry, my senior year in high school, 3
and we were too poor to drill & new well. So, for a year we ’
hauled water and took & bath in a tub in the.kitchen. That was
my bath, a good one too, for the Senior Prom. . . -

Then my brother went into the Navy and 1 wént away to - -~
college. We dreamed, both of us, of returning some day to the '
farm. It was going to be a herd of polled Herefords and a good
life farming together.

We never returned.

Now my parents are buried in a cemetery looking out over the
fields they loved to the Rockies. .. The last time I was there it
was winter and there were no leaves on the trees. 1t was quiet,
@lmost solemn and the sky was blue, unusual for Denver these days.

While there are still the memories of those days when the
family and the farm went together, it is over now, past into -]
heritage few seem to have time to remember anymore.

1 believe those times are worth remembering if only to
remind us of whnt‘we once were and dreamed we might be.
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| I/' . - Attitude Surve K o o W
- (Student Form B S o
_ o |
This survey is intended to compare the attitudes of rural youth with those
of rural adults about change in American soclety and education, It is not

" a survey of change as such but is rather a survey of your feelings and
attitudes about change, N : o

The following statements have no "right", or *wrong” responses, The survey
~is intended to obtain your personal opinion, Your response will be
anonymous and your full and thoughtful responses will be appreciated,

v : - o -
Please write only on the response sheet by marking each response firmly
with the pencII you have been provided. - Please do not write on the survey
instrument since it will be used again, You may erase, completely, and
mark a different response. Thank you,

l, Age:s (A.; lﬁils (B.,) 16 (C.) 17 (D.) 18 (E.).19 and older
2, Sexs (A,) Male (B,) Female
“WE' Grade: (A.) 9 (B.) 10 (C,) 11 (D.) 12
. Race: (A,) Caucasian (B,) Mexican-American (C.) Black
(D.) Oriental (E,) Indian ' :
5, Religion: EA.; Catholic (B.) Protestant (C.) Jewish (D.) other
E.) none e
6. Parentss Marital Status (A,) Married (B.) Widowed - (C.) Separated
#  or divorced : -
7. Pather: (A,) Iiving with family (B.) Living apart from family .
(C.) Deceased ' . , |
8. Father: Age (A.) 30-39 (B.) bo-49° (C.) 50-59 (D.) 60-69
: (E.) 70 and older '
9. Father: Occupation (Write in the occupatiori after *Institution” at
top of response sheeét,) - |
10, Fatliers Annual Income (A.) Less than 10,000 (B.,) 10,000-15,000
(c.) 15,000-20,000 gD.g 20,000-30,000 (E.,) More than 30,000
11, Father: Level of Education (A.) Did not complete high school (B.)
: ; High school graduate (C.) One or more years of college
_ { $D.; College graduate (E,) Post-graduate work
12, Mothers (A.) Living with family (B.) Living apart from family
(C.) Deceased “ .
130 “Othﬂrl Ag@ (Ao) 30'39 o) uo-u9 (co) 50'59 (Do) 60"'69
(E.) 70 and o
14, Mother: Occupation (Write in the occupation after »Course® at top
: of response sheet, :
15, Mother: Annusl Income (A.) Less than 5,000 (B.) 5,000-10,000
(¢c.) 10,000-15,000 (D.; 15,000-20,000 (E 5 More than 20,000
16, Mothers ILevel of Education (A.) Did not complete high school N
(B.) High school graduate (C.) One or more years of college |
] (D.) College graduate (E.) Post-graduate work
. 17, Number of brothers/sisters: (A.) 1-2 (B. 3-4 (C.) 5-6 -(D,) 7 or
more ‘
18, My length of time in present communitys (A.) one year or less (B.) 2-5
years _ (C.) 6-10 years (D.) 11-20 years (B+) more than 20

‘ years

19, Homes (A,) Town (B,) Farm (C.) House in country

20, Size of farm in acres (A.) Less than 10 acres (B.) 11-50 (C.) 51-100
| . (D.) 101-500 (E.) Over 500 acres
| 21 ? Your anticipated future occupation (Write in the occupation after 49
o : "Date” at top of response sheet.)

22, level of education you intend to completes (A.) High school graduation
(B.) One or more years of college (C.J College graduation
(D.) Post-graduate work W(E,) Business/technical school




Check (on the response sheet) Strongly No- | Strongly:
, ' Agree "Agree Opinion Disagree Disagree.
B .

A c D E
Society and Change . , S ¢
23 T*elﬂni ed States is one of the most rapidly changing nations in the
world, ' : , '
24, Thelgdited States is progressively becoming a better place in which
to live, .

25, The United States will change even more rapidly in the future,
26. Most social changes are good and social change should be constant,
27. Rapid social change is emotionally upsetting to people. __
28, Change is inevitable: nothing can be done to 'stop it. '
29, Change should be slower so people could have time to adjust,
30, The United States is changing too rapidly; people are unsettled -
and confused, ’
31. The United States should return to its traditilnal values.
32, Most change today is the result of gscientific discovery.
33, PFamily life will be of little importance in the future.
34, In the future less time will be spent at a jobs there will be more
leisure time. ,
35, The individual will be of less value in the future,
36, Government in the United States will get constantly larger in the future.
37, People expect too much from governments there is too little personal
responsibility. A . . :
38, Most of our serious social problems are gradually being solved.
39, There are fewer serious problems in a small town than in a large city.
40, A large city changes more readily than a small town. .
41, People in a small town are mors -conservative, less likely to change than
. people in a large city, Lo ‘
42, People in small towns are more open and friendly than people in
large cities. :
43. A large city has more activities for young people than a small town,
. The quality of rural life in the United States is improving. .
45, Rural communities are too isolated from the rest of American life,
. My own town is changing ‘as rapidly as the rest of the United States,
47, My o:n town is becoming more and more like every other city in
America, , ) )
48, Llarge numbers of city people would like to move to a small town, #
49, Rural life is slower, more calm and peaceful than urban 1life,
50, Rural people put greater value on independence and self-reliance
than people in cities, A '
51, Rural people tend to be more direct and honest than city people.
52, City people are too mobiles they move around too much.
53, Rural stowns are in danger from too many tourists and city people
moving in, :
sk, Large recreational developments are ruining many rural areas,
55, 0ld people are more respected and appreciated in a rural community
than they are in urban areas. -
86, Technology means larger, corporate farms in the future,
57, Science has been a great benefit to American farming, -
€8, The "family farm" will gradually disappear in the United States,
59, Young people are more receptive to change than adults,
0. Rural youth are changing more rapidly than rural adults,
61. I have "mixed" feelings about what change means for my life,
62. I am very uncertain about what America will be like in the future,
63. In the future people will travel more and further than in the past.
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64,

5.
&9
68.
69.
70,

‘I would prefer living in A lagge city.
t

Youth will -have more opportunfty in the future for lasting
friendships. than their parents, = - .
Youth will probably enjoy life more than most adults today,

Youth will have more control over -their future than their parents

"have had,

I am excited about the future: the prospects are much greater

than the problems, o ~ .

In a period of rapid soclal change there is increasing confusion
about self-identity. (who am Ig%. ’ : , '
Social institutions (e,g. schools, churches, family) are increasingly
unable to cope with change., .

Rducation and Change

. 72,

73.

7.
75

76.
77.
78.
79.
80.
81.
82,

83.
8k
8s5.
86.
87.
8s8.
89.

90.
91,

" 92,

93.
9%,

95.
96.

97.
98.

. 99,

100,

e public schools are changing too slowly. . o
The schools of the future will be radically different,
The education of youth today is basically unchanged from- that of
their parents, : , : Co Ty
The public schools seem to strongly resist change, o
Theischooll should provide greater leadership in changing our
socliety. : : . P
The schools don't seem able to cope with the social problems in
America, ' ‘ ”

The -public schools are a very important part of American life,

The public schools are effectively preparing youth for a rapidly
changing world, .

The schools are preparing youth effectively for the jobs they want,
Students should have a greater voice in running the schools,

Adults think education is more valuable than young people do.

The schools should emphasize moral and ethical instruction,

Schools should permit more debate on controversial issues,

Students have more freedom in a large city school than in a rural
school,

Rural schools generally have less facilities and equipment than-large
city schools, :

Schools should have much harder academlic standards.

Teachers continue to use the same teaching methods they always have.
In the schools of the future téxtbooks will no longer be used.

Most learning in the future will be by computer instruction.

Schools should offer many new and different sub jects. -
The subjects taught in school are relevant to the future of modern
youth, '

:edia instruction (e.g. TV, £ilm) will be mueh more important in the
uture. ‘ :

Students in the future will spend much less time in formal classrooms,
In the future people will go to school longer and will continue to
learn as adults, '

Schools should emphasize the future rather than spend so much time
on the past,

Most teachers understand and enjoy young people,

School is an enjoyable experience for most students.

Students should be more involved in community activities and less

in the classroom, . ,
Schools should concentrate on preparing students to cope with change,
In the fiuture more attention -should be given to the individual student.

S /
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ATTITUDE SURVEY: PERCE&TA,GES OF STUDENT RESPONSES

§=Significant Difference

Strongly / Strongly
R,U=Significant Difference in Rural Urban Sub Group

Agree Disagree

+Agree  +Disagree NS=No Significant D:Lfference
Question Rural = Urban Difference Summary "
23 - 82% / 4% 80’/. /! Th 3 R Strongly Agree
24 54 51 - NS Disagree SN
25 74 6 72 5 NS Strongly Agree -
26 26 25 29 22 NS Uncertain, divided opinion
- 27 49 .13 47 14 NS Agree
28 5 26 54 26 NS Agree
29 59 14 52 18 S ‘ Agree, rural-at:rmger agreement
30 48 25 41 26 S . Agree, rural-stronger agreement
31 38 26 31 32 S Divided opinion, rural—stronger
32 54 21 57 18 NS Agree agreement
33 2, 60 20 61 S Disagree, urban-stronger disagreement
3 37 37 3% 36 NS Divided opinion. )
135 4, 28 42 3l NS Agree .
3. 39 15 42 12 NS ‘Agree :
37 36 35 36 32 NS ~ Divided opinion
R 38 26 46 26 46 R Disagree :
39 71 19 61 18 R Agree
40 72 .13 64 14 U Agree
L4l 72 14 67 13 S , Strongly Agree, rural-stronger
42. 76 11 60 15 : U Agree agreement
43 62 24 49 26 U Agree
44 38 20 32 18 R Uncertain
45 15 54 15 46 U Disagree
46 18 60 50 19 S Rural disagree, urban agree
47 22 54 50 17 U .. Rural disagree, urban agree
48 67 9 54 10 R,U Agree
49 70 9 64 9 Agree ‘
50 54- 14 46 14 S Agree, rural-stronger agreement
51 55 17 40 19 S Agree, ruralestronger agreement
52 - 40 21 37 24 S Agree, rural-stronger agreement
53 46 28 42 23 R,U Agree
54 40 33 38 32 ‘R Divided opinion :
55 65 11 53. 14 S Agree, rural-stmnger agreement
56 40 13 41 11 NS Agree
57 75 7 7 7 NS Strongly Agree
. 58 4 34 46 . 25 ' R Agree
59 72 8 713. 9 U Strongly Agree
60 68 8 62 7 S Agree, rural-stronger, agreement
61 50 13 52 14 NS Agree
62 60 20 - 56 ° 22 ~ R | Agree .
63 46 26 53 18 R Agree -
64 . 13 77 20 65 U Strongly disagree
65 23 35 25 32 NS Uncertain, divided opinion




Question Rural Urban . Difference Sumary . -
‘v . . » . H . .
. 66 36%.- 33% 37. 287 S ~ Divided opinion
" 67 41 28 45 23 S - Agree, urban~-stronger agrealmt
68 . 29 37 28 37 R Divided opinion \
69 47 20 47 .19 NS , Agree
70 3% 29 35 27 N *Divided opinion
71 46 29 27 26 .. . ___R__ Agree - .
rooR BB BB e at
. PR , .Disagree w -strcmger sagreenmt
74 4 27 33 30 / R . Divided ‘opinion '
75 45 16 .45 13 7 R . Agree
2 % 3 ® 3z 0w Divledopinim
! ' .o R trongly agree
78 35 3 33 37 R Divided opinion
79 43 35 45 33 - NS Agree but opinion divided -
80 63 16 65 - 12 ‘ R . Agree .
81 67 17 67 18 u . Agree '
82 38 .16 38 16 NS ~,Uncertain
83 58 8 59 7 NS ' ee
84 41 35 28. 34 o R Divided opinion ,
- 85 69 15 55 16 U Agree .
86 21 39 27. 41 R Disagree -
87 47 34 38 37 ‘R,U Agree, urban-divided opinion
- 88 33 27 32* 26 R Uncertain, divided opinion
< . 89 42 20 38 20 : R Agree
90 82 6 8 5 . NS Strongly agree . 9
i 91 38 26 3 25 = . 8 Divided opinion L
' 92 53 15 54 11 NS Agree
Co 93 49 17 52 12 S Agree, urban-stronger agreement
9% 32 31 28 27 : R Uncertain, divided opinion
95 62 15 61 16 NS Agree
96 43 33. 38 32 S Agree but divided, rural stronger Sgm
97 49 27 40 33 S Agree, rur. al-st:ronger agreement
98 46 20 47 .18 NS Agree .
99 64 8 66 7 : U Agree .
100 71 7 78 4 S ' Strongly agree, urban-stronger

agreement




- 43
. .
; - ¢
9 ' D
Total mnber'opinim statements * - -78
o ', Significant difference in sub-group 34
rural e 2 |
. ¢ S~
urban 13
| 17
Significant difference between rural and urban - 19
No significant difference between rural and urban 25
< ) L ’ v
A total of nineteen items (with no significant éifferences within
. rural and urban sub-groups) distinguished significantly between ‘
0 rural and urban youth. 0 .
\ . .
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' S : Attitude Survey ; , |
{Adult Form: To be used by any post-high school adults in the home).

This survey 'is intended to compare the attitudes of rural youth with
those of rural adults about change in American society and education,
It is not a survey.of change as such but is rather a survey of your
feelings and attitudes about change. : ‘

The study is sponsored by Phi Delta Kippa. a professional educational
fraternity, and is conducted by Dr, Elyot W, Johnson, Associate -
Professor of Teacher Education, California State University, Chico,-

 The fOilqying gtatements have no "right* or "wrong" responses. The

survey is intended to obtain your personal opinion. - Your response will
be anonymous and your full and thoughtful responsés will be appreciated.

Please write only on the response sheet by marking each response-tirmly'

“with the pencIl you have been provided., Please do not write on the

survey instrument since it will be used again, You may erase,-
completely, and mark a different response, ' ‘.
e .

Please do not write anything on the right hand side of theerSponse
sheet -- headed by "Your Last Name,"” Do ggg use your name,

If at all possible complete the .response sheet this evening and return
to school tomorrow (or as soon as possible). oo

I will deeply appreciate youf cooperation in this study. Thank you,

1, Age: (A.;'29 or younger (B.) 30-39 (C.) 40-49 (D.) 50-59°
(E.) 60 or older :

2, Sexs (A.) Male (B,) Female - , - o

3. Race: (A.) Caucasian (B,) Mexican-American (C'Q Black
(D.) Oriental (E.) Indian | - - '

4, Religion: (A.) Catholic (B.) Protestant (C.) Jewish (D.) other

(E.) none - .
5. Marital Status: (A.) Married (B.) Widowed (c.) Separated or
divorced .

i\\;“ 6. Occupations (Write in the occupation after fInstitution” at

, top of response sheet,)
7. Annual Income: (A.) Less than 10,000 (B,) 10,000-15,000

(c.) 15,000-20,000 (D.) 20,000-30,000 (B+) More - - -

' than 30,000 : - |
8. Level of Education: (A.) Did not complete high school (B.) High
: school graduate (C.) One or more years of college
(D.) College graduate (E,) Post-graduate work .
9. My length of time in present communitys (A.) one year or less
_ o B.) 2-5 years (C.) 6-10 years (D.) 11-20 years
: E.) more than 20 years o
10, Homes (A.) Town (B,) Farm -(C.) House in cpuntry.
11, Size of farm in acres: (A.,) Less than 10 acres (B,) 11-50
(C.) 51-100 (D.) 101-500 (E.) Over 500 acres

’here are no questions #12-#22; proceed to #23 on next page).
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ATTITUDE SURVEY: PERCENTAGES OF RURAL ADULT AND YOUTH RESPONSES )
N ., ,
Strongly./ Strongly S=S:.gm_ficant Difference . '
Agree Disagree Y,A=Significant Difference in Youth, Adult Sub-Group
+hgree  +Disagree NS=No Significant Difference
Question Youth Adult . Difference - Sumary
84% | 47 80% / 167 Y Strongly Agree
20 56 27 62 S : Disagree fer
76 6 85 10 S Strongly Agree .
27 23 35 48 S Uncertain, divided opinion
49 12 87 7 S Agree .
54 26 71 24 S Agree
58 14 70 15 S Agree
Sl 25 67 25 S Agree |
37 27 711 21 S Divided opinion ' !
56 20 49 42 S . Agree, adult divided opinion
" 26 58 19 76 S Disagree
38 36 77" .16 S .Divided opinion
46 27 40 49 S ‘Agree, adult divided opminn
41 16 64 21 S Agree
38 35 76 20 "~ S Divided opinion
28 48 26 ° 68 Y Disagree
- 75 16 83 16 Y Strongly Agree
73. 12 83 10 S Strongly Agree
72 - 37 89 9 Y Strongly Agree
77 11 87 11 - S i . Strongly Agree
66 21 72 23 ¢ S B Agree
41 20 83 19 " - Y ~ Agree
15 5 11 8 - S Disagree
19 60 23 ,64 Y Disagree
23 55 23 61 Y Disagree
66 10 8 7 Y Agree
71 27 89 9 S Strongly Agree
54 14 71 17 S Agree
57 15 63 19 S Agree
42 20 32 33 S Agree, adult divided opinion
47 29 46 b4 Y,A Agrée, adult divided opinion
41 - 33 . 55: 36 ' Y Agree ‘
66 11 72" 16 S A Agree —
39 14 75 13 S Agree hl
76 792 3 S Strongly Agree '
49 29 65 26 S ee '
73 8 87 10 Y Strongly Agree
67 - 8 82 9 ~ Y ee
497 12 62 20 S ' Agree
© 59 22 65 25 , Y Agree .
63... 47 2971 16 Y,A Agree
6 - 15. 77 7 90 s ‘ Strongly diasgree
: : 237 .36 ;12 76 - S . Uncertain, divided opinion
pe - ' N i ‘ 2 3
07




< 47 .
Question Youth  Adult Difference . Summary
: 66 347, 36% 227, 66% S - Divided opinion
o 67 40 31 27 63 S - Youth agree, adults disagree ¢
- 68 26 40 35 44 S Disagree, adult divided op:l.nion
o, 69 . 49 - 19 62 2 S Agree A
- .70 36 27 43 47 S : Divided opinion
71 42 32 30 - 61 Y Youth agree, . adults disagree
72 59 12 50 28 : Y o Agree’
73 30 57 32 67 S . Disagree
74 33 32 26 67 Y - Divided op:lnion
75 43 18 42 42 S Youth agree, adults divided opinion
76 3¢ 28 47 39 . S Divided opinion
77 75 10 95 4 _ Y Strongly agree
78 38 32 3% 55 . : Y Divided opinion
.79 43 35 27 65 s - ; Youth agree, adults disagree
80 62 16 27 67 ~ Youth agree, adults disagree
81 63 18 87 17 S Strongly agree
82 - 35 15 74 17 S Uncertain
83 59 8 59 21 S Agree
- 84 32 4, 31 47 S Disagree
¢ 85 68 16 71 23 S . Strongly agr
86 21 39 55 31 Y - Youth disagree, adults agree
. 87 - 44 38 28 65 - Y Youth agree, adults disagree
88 37 25 27 45 S Divided opinion
89 47 17 36 41 S Youth agree, adults disagr:ee
~ 90 83 6 61 24 S Strongly agree / —
) 91 39 25 45 33 S Agree
92 55 15 76 12 S Agree e
93 48 17 61 19 S « ree
9% 3 32 50 24 S - Diarided opinion
95 62 15 47 42 i Agree, adult divided opinion
96 45 31. 56 36 Y Agree : ,
97 51 28 68 23 S Agree
98 .47 21 19 65 S Youth agree, adults disagree
9 = 65 8 74 17 S Strongly agree
1000 71 7 86 6 S Strongly agree

L83
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| 'Ibtal mitber opinion statarents | 78
‘ Significmt differeme in sub-group 23 _
N _ .
rural ‘youth 23
mral adult 2 .
Ve ) .
i ) ’
, - 55
Significfant difference between youth and adi:lﬁ . - 55 '
No significant difference between youth and adult 0
. | | | 55
N A total o:f fifty—five items (with mo significant differences within o

youth and adult sub-groups) dist:lnguished dignificantly between
rural youth and rural adults.

Rural adults tend o have more firm opinions, significantly ' " -
less "no oge " than nral youth. The significant differences in o
responses tween rural adults and rural youth is generally explained,

mtbydifferingviews.butbymreprotmnedadultopmim 3 A
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APPENDIX C: - .

Interview Questions |
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Structured Interview

(From a random selections 30 minutes in.lengthj. taped and transcribed)

Typical questionss |,

1.

2.

.

L,
5
6.

a

8.,

What do you believe are the values of a rural way of life in contrast

to.1life in a city? _
What do you believe are the problems, limitations of a rural life in

contrast to those of a city?

‘In what ways do you perceive rural life éhangiﬁggin America? Do you

approve, disapprove of these changes? ,
How is your school changing? How would you like it to change?
wWhat changes do you perceive taking place in the school curriculum?
How would you like “the curriculum to change? .
Do you perceive change in your teachers? How would you like your
teachers to change? ’

Is your education preparing you to cope with rapid social change?
How do you feel about change in your school and in your community?

9., Do you expect more/less change in the future?

10, How do you perceive your own life affected by change?
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