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INTRODUCTION
r
It is the purpose of this report to describe the background and rationale
to, the methodology for, the'results of, and the récommendatlons from three
national surveys. The surveys concentrated on "Arts Education" and were
. . L
deéigped'to elicit information from principals, central office administrators, /
and state department personnel.

This report is intended to be a companion to, or contained in, a more

comprehensive study entitled "The Arts, Education, and Americans." The morz/

comptehensfve study is coordinated by Ms. Margaret Howard of the American Cguncil

/

for the Arts in Education and is funded by the National Endowment for the Arts,
. ‘ .

;he‘U. S. Office of Education, the Rockefeller Brothers Fund, and the Jojn D.

gockefeller, IIT Fund. /

Background

In an attempt to strengthen the data base of the larger study, the Associa-

tion for Supervision and Curriculum Development (ASCD) offered to assist Project

Director, Ms. Howard, uherever'possible due to a current ASCD Boagd of Directors
<+

resolution supporting the arts. Dr. Charles A. Speiker (ASCD), Dr. Thomas E. ’

Curtis (SUNY atlflbany) and Dr. Charles'B. Fowler, a project consultant, met
: L
to discuss alternative research strategies. ’

8 .
It was assumed that a general assessment of the field as perceived by

various audieunces was needed. It was further assumed that opinions concerning

v

the "health" of arts education was needed. This data was to be used to generate
recommendations for planning next. steps and eventual policy and curriculum shaping

for state and local settings.

\-l\-

Purpose

The cdnductors of, the research, Dr's., Speiker and Curtis, égreed from the

onset of this project that thé primary purpose of the;sufveys was to determine

‘ L

whe;e (if ény) further reséa;ch and development was needed. Further, they

agreed to test a methodology of data collection and attempt to assess rehctioq
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of various audiences to a project in the arts. At a time when accountability,

. scient}sm, behavioral objectives, and the three R's seemed to be indicators

of preéominan; thinking, it was thought that activities in arts education might .

! be overlooked. This working attitude was adopted in order to neutralize a
‘\ - -
possible bias of the researchers.

A fit}al purpose of the sur&y was to bring to the surface associations such
v

as ASCD and their desire to be of assistance. 1In this period of inflating costs,
- \ "
associations stand ready to aid other agencies in the spirit of volunteerism.
. \ L .

Due to this spirit, the cost of d.e activity was so minimal as to suggest new

directions in funding grants.
Succinctly put, the main purposes of these surveys were:
’ . . ».
1. to assess the perceptions of the current status of arts education

1.1 determine the importance of arts education at the
individuyal building level

1.2 determine the importance of arts education at the
district level -

1.3 determine the importance of arts education at the

state level k

2. to develop recommendations for strengthening arts ethation
in American schools

\
2.1 detefminé obstacles at the district level
2.2 .deCermiﬁe obstacleQ at the state level
3. to develop'policy shaping strategies
( 3.1 test methodologies )

3.2 test volunteet-based'cooberat;ve appto&chés

e ———

RATIONALE

- ’

Thé résearchers were impressed by the importance of the directions and

-

parameters of the investigation suggested by the Rockefeller Panel. The lack of
information concerning perceptions of various clie?teles relating to current 4
developments in arts education presented oppoftuni;y for significant research

of an introductory nature. $uch research, in order to be of greatest impact’

5)
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should Ek directed to state level, school district level, and lndivldual.building

level persdnnel. It was expected that xesultS'migHt fhdicate ngzionsl trends

fot arts education, and either support or refute various opinions being: expressed

by both those expresaing optimism and pessimism concexning arts: educacion in

America. :

A rptionale (pt the study was based Qbon pétception and its expreseién
through arefullj\donstrgcted surveyé. These qugstignnaires; by their intro-
ductory ?’ture, ;ere relatively superfieial. Hougver..;esponsé? were intended
to indicate, not ﬁnly current trends, but also possible future éiréctions for
more .sophisticated studies which would'present a broad in-depth spectrum of ‘
the current s}éuation in ;its education, ‘ i

Pe&céétion studies present certain implicit disadvaniageg'recagnized by
the regearchers. Respondents may have varyiﬁg pq!éoses in their'ie;pénses;
questions may not be similarly understood by all responde?tg; and, other such
variables create a certain questiﬁn about validity and/or reliability when
survey techniques are utilized. It was the'consideted opinion of the researchers b
that'such possible weaknesses were more than offset.ﬁ& the breadth of the sample
reached and- the nﬁmber of Broad areas of questions inve;:igated. Evéry research
problem must face this dilemma of sha;pness of focus. At this elementary stage
in the knowledge of the state oi)the arts in American educatloq, it was determined
that breadth carried a higher priority than depth. Certainly more sharply focused
future studies, based upon information derived fr;m this survey, shsuld be
encouraged.

METHODOLOGY

Even though a résearch team bésed in New York City was carr;ing on

extensive.data collection activ;ties; it was agreea that the three surveys

reported here were designed to address three levels of the eduvcational

institution: the building level - the district level - and the state level.
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Below the methodology for collecting an analyzing the data from -each. level f‘ s !

i is described.

Building Level
1§S_secondsry schools were'sampled rom,throughout'the hnited Ststes: lhe

names of the respondents'were taken fron'ASCD menbersnlp lists: An’orlglnsl

sample of 100 was fncreased due’ to a_noticeable sbsence of respondents from the'

southwestern states. ) , T e .

-

Each respondent’was mailed a covet letter and response card. The cover © o \\\\\
letter explained that ASCD was assisting the Rockefeller chalred .panel dug to
its (ASCD) program focus and concerns in curriculum, instruction and supervision. -’.

The cover letter further noted the neéi for.base line data on_changes in arts

.

" education and defined arts education as:- music,:visusl arts, and theater. as . .
g P - _ . , » 5.

+ * well as courses or instruction in creative writing; dance media (study of film
and T.V.) and architecture (see Appendix A, Item 1 at end of report for the . Y

full letter). . '
The response card was a self-maillng instrument that asked the building A

sdminlstrstors to compare lsst year to this year in terms of arts educstion .

activity. The snount of money spent, student time used, or number of-courses

'offered 1n.arts education were to be reviewed. Then theu‘uere to.detefmine. - o

uhether: ) -

|
(a). arts education is increasing in importance;

’

(b) ,Artg education is remaining the same; or
(é)f ar educatlon is decreasing' in 1mportance. . ’ . -

The respons  card asked respondents to 1dentify themselves for follow-up

purposes and to tate the number of students served. . ' d
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The data gnined from these mailings was analyzed by simple perCent responses. v w

. A table and discussion of this data is reported tn the next section @ S f’

— : District Level P R T Lo

.o A 530 Assistant Superintendents In charge of program, directors of cutriculum ol t§‘

- - or curriculum coordinatore throughout the’United States were sampled ‘The tames’

of 500’was increased to compensate for absence of partfcipants from. the north- .

uestern section of the United States. :
- bl L ’ & )
The procedure and cover letter described for the building level sample was -

:
: » |
. of the respondedts we:e taken from the ASCD menbership lists. An original aample ’ i
!
|
|
l

the same used for the ‘district level The response card was more comprehensive

. :" . (see Appendix A Item 3 for a description of the district level card) . C A
b 'L PR The district level card was divided into tvo parts. ‘Part @ contained. |
,¥ ) questions that’ asked for information about: . . o ' «
3 o V - arts education'personnel 4 f ._' ‘ ': ' ) e
1 F & monies allocated for curriculun develapment

i = monies allocated’for,inst!hctional materials.
, '
'Respondents were asked to compare last year to this year (1976 1977) on each of

) .
the above items and note whether there was an increase, no change, or -a_decrease.

They were also given the. option to note whether personnel or hwnies,were avail~ »
. - . = . . . g
_able for ‘comparison. For example, it may have been ‘the case that certain districts

did not go into comprehensive curriculum development activities.' Kather,'they

L
may have only purchased instructional materials for teacher initiated activities.

N . The datalzrom‘Part A was to assist in determining changes- that have or.
“are occurring generally Districts of 20, 000 pupils and more were isolated to
detertine whether or not specific changes were occurring there and not in smaller

* districts.

Part B contained data on the respondénts view of the importance of arts

-
¢

5 L
education (high, average, low). They‘Bere also asked to note the single greatest

obstacle.to arts’ ducation in their district (if any existed) Finally, these

8.
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. ‘record the uumber of scudents served by that discrict.

e T L

tesgonden:a vere aeked to provide their naq.s for follow-up purpeses, and ta

. .
<
N ! f
. & . . { '

State Le veg R ‘ , g [ Je

.

{
I .

Thewmailing list of'Chief State School Officers was used to eend a special

" cover Ietter, a responae form. and a reply envelope.. The mailing 1list contained

the names of chief education officers of the fifty states and six. territoriee of

the United States, . T i b . j

_ The cover letter explained ASCD's role in the total projeck defined arts
, 1
eudcation “and meg}ionéd-a recent ASCD resolution supporbing arte education.

The follqw-up procedure was similar to the pther surveys (see Appendix A, Items

four and.ﬁive for a description of the materials used). g ' « g
ME o " T . £
mThe'inscrument atiempted to gather state wide data‘on: : "

"(a) ”increase or decrease in the number of arts educatiou
. e ,peraonnel employed ‘ .
g |

(b) 1increase or .decrease- in monies .allocated for cdrticuluu
development o | ’

(c) increase or decrease in-monies for 1nstructioni1<materials-
Y , =% !

(q) increase or decrease in time allocated by staté regulations

for-arts education and the "judged" opinion of'the importance
of arts education in the, state’ |

.A final opeg ended question asked respondents to state the single greatest

obstacle in the advancement of the arts in their state.

. " FINDINGS

This section contains the findings of the three surveys and a brief discus-
L ) .

sion on each survey. The recommendations in the last section are based upon

o

those findings. Each survey gill be discussed separately. The section concludes

with summary comments about the. total project or comments that are generalizable

( |

to-all the surveys.

»

'‘Building Level . R

This survey was sent to 125 s®condary school principals. Ope hundred

. ‘ 9
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responses (eighty percent) of these surveys were received. The majority

*6f respondents were principals. In a few instances the arts education -department

chairperson responded to the request. . -

The range of school size was from 105 students served to 4,650 students

.

served. Due to the nature of thé study, the selected sample was small. However,

pﬁblic and private schools were sjmpled as'wgll as urBah, ex-urban, suburban .and

rural schools. ’Additionally all geographic sections of the United States were

' included. . i E i
. .. ¢
Respondents were asked to collect data on the number of courses offered,

student time spent in arts, and monies allocated to arts education (taking

»

inflation into account). Their responses based upon their investigations are

.nbted in-Table 1. . ) ’ e 3 ’ ‘,
z Table 1. Secondary School Changes in Arts Educatioé ' b c .
e T P .
NOTED INCREASE in importance ) 59 '
_ NOTED NO CHANGE in jimportance C40 40
) NOTED DECREASE in impprtancé 1 1
J R = number of respondenté > '
P = percentages
N = 100 .

Based on an incrkase in monies or activities, fifty-ninae (59).r9§p6ndeﬂts
or 59/percént of the respondents perceived an {acrease in the 1hp6rtance of ‘
arts educationlin their buildings.. Forty (40) responaents or 40 percént‘of
tée respondents perceived that arfs ;ducation has.remained the same in importance .
vhen comparing last year with this year. Only one respondent perceived‘a decreaée
in importance of arts eﬁucatioh,

When responses were correlated with school.size, no difference was noted.

Generally speaking, large and small schools were rqﬁbrting sinilarly. There

appeared to be no difference between geographic locations and the type of response.
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However, the sample in this cade was too small -to draw any definitive conclusions.

" District Level ‘

‘0f the 530 persons who received a request on this survey, 345 or 65 petcent

responded ,The majority of respondents wera;assistant superintendents or
) °
directors of curticq}um A few of the, vespondents were arts eduqation supervisors -

or district wide specialists " Nine persons returned tHe self-mailing cards with-
out respopses. Thtee hundred and thirty -five (335) respondents provided information.

‘The ‘enrollment size‘of the distriqts ranged from as feu as under 100 students
served to over 500;000 éthdénté, Ail géog;aphit sections of thé_country were

. . ’ 5 , “~

cdnsiusred. Both bublic and privaté'éystemp were included. &he-following tables

contain data on.changeé~in_bersonne1, curriculum development monies, and instruc-
» - . “ . . A .' -

tional materials monies. . Each table contains the number and_percént of resboﬁses..
\ 5 . . R R i = ¥ s '

*Personnel

&
.

- o Wy . [
.t

. The respondents’ reviewed data in their districts and perceived a.slight

oﬁerali increase in.the number of perébnnel working in arts education in their'

¢

d strict. As noted in Table 2, 111 persons or 32 petcent of those responding:
dgted an increase in personnel in this field Only 34 districts or 10 percent

" noted a“decrease in,the’numbet of personnel teaching or supervising in the arts.

The méjo:ity, 189 personé or 55 ﬁercént, reported a’stable situation.

Table 2. Arts Education Personnel’

Résponée- ) R ‘ P (Zi

ifcrease -an

same

decrease - . 347 ;

nqne 0w s 2 - negligible.
no reply. e 00 .3 .

Only two persons noted an abgence of arts edutation personnel, while nine persons

v
>

did not respond to this itém.
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Curriculum De&elog@ent‘

- . ‘ 5 ¢ Us: ¢ ‘
When asked'to analyze wonies allocated to curriculum development activities,

P

figures similar to the above category were reported. Hqwever, .a slightly greater

number of persons reported that they did not have monies for curriculum devglophent

activities. ‘ E o W ‘ S

‘.

Table 3 contains data stating that a majority (181,persons br_SZ'}ércept) of

the respondents said monies remained constant.

<« g
- Lable.3. Curriculum Development Momies

.

Reponse

Increase
Same
Decrease
None
N6 Reply

'"Thirty-two (32) percent of the respondents noted that there was an increase in
monjies expended for curriculum development activities in the arts, while only

ten (10) percent reported a decrease in monies for curriculum development.

Instructional Materials

- ﬁ? with the previous two categories, the majofity, one hundred and seventy-six

(51 percent), of respoﬁdehts stated that monies allocated for the.purchase of

.

arts education instructional materials remained stable.

Table 4. Instructional Materials Budget

Response " R P (%)

Increase 118 - 34
Same ’ - 176 51
Decrease - | 38 - 11
None " 0- 0
No Reply 13 4

= 345

Table 4 contains data that shows that gfthough all districts had monies for




’

F arts mtmttonal .ntetials, only 38 peraons or 11 percent of all the respondents

rcpottcd a decrease in mies avanable for arts instructional materials.

.

e, P Large Districts

Whea the data was analyzed, -1t was further _categbrized by size of district.
All districts over 20,000 BAtudanta were analyzed and compared to the total
' populatfon. . . o .

56 'dintri..cu had 20,000 students ar more, with one disttict reporting over

500, 000 students. 60 percent of the large dist.tic.ts reporfed an increase 1n at

luq.t one of the above threc utegorin. 13 petcent noted no ch}nso in nny catcgory

25 percent notcd a decrease in the nunber of personnel in arts cducation, vhich \
. ds t}_;ghdr than the overall total figure of 10 pércent reported on Table 2 for all

-
. school dictricn.. ‘ . &
Within the domain of increases, 23 of the 33 persons reporting an increase
reported that mcruu in a_pnonul. 23 persons tei)orted an increase in curriculum

dmlopunt monies; and 21 persons reported an overall dintrics increase in monies

-

for mtmtional utcrialo . .

b Table 5 couuinn a summary of the data from large districts conccrning

. A .

Pcr.omul. - 2
’ 4 - ) : .
“*, . . Table 5. Personnel - Large Districts \ , J
{__Reponse R P (D) )
DL .| 1ncrease 23 42
" . X Same 14 26 ‘ .
Decrease 14 25. .
IS . None 0 0 !
No Reply 5 9
‘ . ’ N = 56
<

When data from Table 5 (large distficts)‘ is compared with Table 2 (all districts),
» b
it 4is noted that there is slightly greater fluctuation in larger districts. '
There is both a greater increase in pcraonncl. (10 petccnt' gu.tor)a and a greater _ “

decrease reported (15 percent).

. 13 ' .
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Per'ceived Impirtance
|

Each participant was asked to record tt/feir petsbnal judgment as to the

importance of arts e;iucat;on in their district. This question was not meant to

. be a collective impression of the district.

Rather, it was to 'be the perception

,of the curriculum leader in that district.

As shown below, 89 percent reported that they thdught- arts education was of high
‘. . ‘e "

or average importance. Only 7 pércent reported that they petceivéd arts educat:lot'u'

“ .
as being low in importance. . '

)
| *

»

. Table 6. Perception of ggortance = District Level |’ ¢ .
Response in Impdrtance R P (Z) g .
~ high P : \137 40
» average 169 49
z i ’ ) low 25 7 .
‘e e : n? reply 14 4
. . ;
N = 345 :

O‘

.cvidenccd from Table 7.

. Table 7. _Large District - Pet;eption of Importance } -
~— L % : B ) o~
Response, in Importance R ) ¢ 5 I
[ T 5
‘ high 26 49 a
. average  _ c: 28 50 . i
low v 2 1
' no reply .. 0 0
A
L ) ‘ . l' = 56

-

——

S_ililar data was received from the large districts (20,000 and pver) as

.
.

Again, this data suggesta that ceftain novmnts have not

-

tho status of arts education in school dintri&u generally. -

N\ -

.

3

. 1.

-

len

Obstac

!
t)ken a toll on.

One open ended” quatioﬁ invited respondents to record the sirdgle greatest

obstacle to arts gducation in their district (if any existed).

most frequent responses were: '

g .

By far the two
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(a) there is a lack of commitment to the arts as an
educational priority; and,

: . : .
(b) there is a lack of money, time, personnel and space
for. arts ingtruction.

The writers of’ th{s report see an 1nte-gral_ relationship of (a) to (b).

To the extent ti\at there is a perceived lack of commitment, thefe will be other
lacks, It may be a relstionsh!..p of cause and effect. Even if one espouses a commit-
ment to ‘the arts and judges it as 1mpottant the resulting allocation of resources

is the actual test of that can‘nituent.

.pnly guesses can be presented as todrhe réasons for the perceived la'ck of
,eomiitnent.. An attempt 'will.be made to articulate these reasons later. Itt.'eal;cc-
tive of vt;ether the ;:bstacles could be considered _causea,'effects, or symptoms, ”
they are categorized below. ‘ljhrée categories were established to'plaée the comments ;

" in more adequate focus.

The first category is g_té-gr_ofesaional or extra-professional obstacles. ;3 F

Comments under.this category dealt primarily with community, politics and funding

policies. The second category is g_n_-dtatrict professional obstacles. Comments

under this category had to do primarily vith profeuiond teaching, aupervision

o~

or adniniatta'tioa of the school programs. The third category is professional

m'epargtton. non-district obstacles. Comments under thia' category had to do ’
pfr‘mrilykvith the prt;paration of teachers, supervisors and administrators. rlaps

do occur and are noted where applicable. Aln;), certain items were broad enough o .
‘to be placed in all three ut;goriea or become the label of a separate category. N

.Agnin, it is noted that lack of commitment and resources vavhc overriding .

preoccupation of the respondents. «

Category 1. Non-Professional/Extra-Professional Obstacles G

-

1. Lack of pressure groups o
2, Geographic remoteness from metto/cultutal centers . .
3. a\xegatd for creative individuals and activities

*
4. Low parent/community 1nteresc and aupport

5. Lack of defensible position 1

9 . o ‘
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Pathological preoccupation with stress on reading

P;il e of county commissioners to fund total budget

Lack jof organization of commu;ity programs

Lack/ of willingness of governor and assembly to support arts
Too [many special interest groups (too many other competitors)
Con:idgrgd.: frill by students, profésqors, community
Ne.gi;b teach various ethnic groups

Co lége preparatory is priority

ow cyltural level of community and rural ethnic

Dé cfeasin& enrollment

*|= applies to other categories also

.

gategory 2. In-District or Professional Obstacles

(notd above * comments) .-

11 tudents don’t see rb%g of arts in tpe;rveducatian
;. Rigid ;chedqling . & '
3. Extra monies negotfa’n:o ‘salaries “
4. [Lack of g;neral.e4ucation curriculum
S. Fragmoﬁt%s}on of étts by prgfessionals
: ‘iatet Mo er .
6. [Lack ?f time to teach gifted i S~—
7./ Lack of space, facilities ‘ .
8 *Lack of ,imgination‘of building principals
. .“,Resistance‘to interdisciplinary "approach
0. Lack of und&tatanding of role of a;t by totai staff
1. No building level support N . -’ 1 ¢ @ .
12. Scheduling .competition (tZQ many electives) - ' X ’
13.*‘Cur;1cﬁlar infusion'probien ‘ . . : ‘ - ’
#% =applies ;? third category also
. (.
v ® ¢ s

' - 16 ,_ L
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Category 3. Profeéssional Preparation/Professicnal Not in District Obstacles

1. Lack\of trained personnel (leadership, specialists, supervisors)
2. Teacher belief that art teacher must be an-artist
3. Lack ih elementary teacher backgrounds

Note and * items above .

» N

Altho volumes could be written on the obstacles noted above, only a ‘fev
' p;ragrnpha a%e devoted to the topic at this point.
If one l}ypotheaized 'that a sound defensible argument for the teaching of
ih; arts exiTed iand further that professionals in higher education were capable
‘of assisting in the preparation of competent professianals 1n the school buildings,
.ﬁit could be the cue that ALtSs education would have many of the above obstatles
do to a lack of community support and funding. However, with the above two

conditions, 1. e. defensible argument and qualified peraonnel.. the chances that

"t

commumity support would continue to wane could be minimal. 'l'hat is to say,
one of the roles of the school is to constantly "educate" the active citl nry.

A.s'ide from the obviously complex political and curricular issues, cer in
points are /Q_ppnrgnt from the collected comments. Even though there seems to be -

«

a general support for arts education on the p«,:['af district wide personnel *

(and by principals as a matter of reflection), there is reason to believe that

great disarray, confusion, and lack of direction exi_sta: Further, it can be *

~ .

assumed that no o;u group can either be faulted or delefed from the complex causal

. -

, scenario.  That is to 'say, comtm:l‘ty persons, students and professionals have
“been -ﬁgi_oil'gd as obstacles. In a more positive way, all three groups have

a great opportunity to grow toward a better understanding of arts in educationm,

N
, 'its role and mechanism for more effective results.

Sta.te Level & o2

Of the fifty-six Chief State School Officers who were contacted, 49 states

and three (3) territories responded as of the date of this report. Vhile many
l‘ f‘ = ~ ’

: 17
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, , : -
of the officers wrote letters of ¢ndorsement or interest, most instruments

‘were fetumed. by a deputy superintendent or state arts consultant or supervisor.

\ -
The tables that follow report the raw responses, not percentages to each

-
-

of the items.

Personnel { )

~

The respondents were asked to determine ‘whether or not a perceived change
has occurred state wide 1n‘ the number ‘of p&rsbnnel in arts education according
to the three admivistrative levels of secondary schools, middle schools and
elemedtary schools. Table 8 contains data that shows a genex:ally stable field

for the majority of the states. Eight states and one territory reported'a ™

’

decrease in personnel. Samoa noted that ‘the number of teachers repained consfint.

while the number of coordinators decreased.

)
Several respendents-noted that they were providing educated guesses. .This

\

was dohe becaise data whs not collected in that state on the question. -

-
« N

— — T’aEIe 3' . State/TerriItory Wide Fluctuations Ia Personnel

s School Level:.
Response- . “* Becondary . middie ___elementary
. g . .state territory state territory state territo

N Increase : 15° 0 13 0 16 0

- Sdme : 26 ¢ 1 = 25 1 . 20 1
Decrease & 1 5 .0 8 0 }

No Reply ~ 4. 1 6 2 5 2
N = 52 with 49 states, 3 territories gy ! !
o . g !

¥ . & . -

) \
Monies - Curriculum, Instruction

- {

The next table contains data on monies allocated for arts education_y curriculum

.

development and monf&s for instructional materials. The data are relatively

- .

-similar to figures ox: personnel.

-
”
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Table 9. Monies For Curriculum - Instruction
<
- ® Category
'. Curriculum ; Instruction .
» Response state territdry state territory.| ~
' Increase 12 0 8 " 0 i

i Same 24 0 26 »

: Decrease 7 _ 2 8 -

i No Reply 6 " 1 7 1

| o s oy

| N = 52 with 49 states, }‘t‘erriéories

1 : |
Ou"l‘ablc. 9. even though the populatim} (3 respondents) is small, each reporting’ *
territory recorded a decrease in monies. ' . ' . o

Table 10. is the most suspect of the data gathered Sfrom the states in that

.

very few states had data or regulations on time to be ‘spent on arts.education.

However, most of the persons made educated guesses baséd on thgii observations

- .

' throughout their states. ¢ : * i
. Table 10. Time Spent on Atts Education o
- . .Secondagz Middle ) ’ Elementary
b Response ' State Territory tState Territory . State Territory
't 1increase 3 "0 3, 0 5 . 0
| same 38 2 35 & 1 34 1
decrease 2 0 5 0 4 0
no reply .6 1 6 2 .6 2
' . 5 b ‘e
i N = 52 with 49 states and 3 tcrritories -
i t ~ ' P . i
R o o . “Judged Importance . . . o
‘l_'his item agked for the judged opinion of the importance of arts education based »
on some form of data such as reports, ranking, or news releases. A majority of the y

. -
respondents stated that arts education was of average or high importance.. As seen

‘on Table 11, 15 respondents reported that arts education was low in importance.

. .

i . 2 Yable 11. Importance of Arts - State Hide

»
’

PaATEY

. Response State Territory ey ¥

' , . high ° 12 0 .

) average =~ 22, 0 I
* low | 14 1 . ‘
' no regponse 1 2 3

19 o ~
. N = 52 with 49 states 3 territories ' - &
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e

Obstacles

obstacle in the advancement of the arts be recorded (if any).

These comments are similar to previous comments regiateréh in the district-

wide survey yith the exception that the staie wide statemefits were more sweeping o

or expansive in their perspective. .Cleafly, a lack of understanding of the role

. _ % _
. of arts education as an important part of a'child's development and by consequence a

, lack of funds were ‘the most frequent comments. The .comments on this survey were

~\\\ grodped according to: ‘ s
a. Commitment ¢ B e
b. Funds . . )
. c. Skills ' N
' CATEGORY A. ~ COMMITMENT ‘ P

" .

1. non acceptance by people of the state'oi'arts,educdtion as K
a priority ’

’ ’ . - . : ..
2. no understanding of the real value for all children by;

a. loc§1 boards of education:
b. administrators

3. competition for scarce funds...back to basics demands

..
4. legislative attitudes . .
e .
CATEGORY B. FUNDS '
1. 1lack of peg‘&nnel. facilities Y

2. lack of f&nds in 1nd1vidyai'districts ‘

.

CATEGORY C. SKILLS

1. employed arts teachers are not agressive, no buildinsqprogrc-s
or support r &

2. professiongls, legislatures, state departments lack coordination
ability, attitude of cooperation

S \

3. lack of trained arts administrators

4. lack of skills to offset the ftagnented‘;pproach to education... . T
specializing promotes a stratified approach toward education. '

20 o : .
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" CONCLUSIONS ‘ .

-

\

P .

purposes (page 2), and f t2bm tht! data obtained fron surveys sent to representatives. ’

' of three diffetm’% levels o_f educational policy making, i.e.. secondary

school aduinistrators)disttict level personnel, and state education department _
officera. It should be noted that this relatively superficial study was prepared

among other reasons, to determine the need for furthe; study.

Secondary’ Building Level L ]
pata from this 1ntrqqt;|ctory ‘study would lsee.m‘ to .ﬁdicatg_.that’ ;econdaty ‘
',cho'ol principals perceived either no change in importance of arts education in -
tl;leit schools, or, as in the case of 59 percé'nc,’ t}xnt tho_te‘a’ao. an increase of .

: L '
importance. Inherent weaknesses in the nethodology render the coenclusions less than

reliable. These 1nc1ude the observation that genc;:alizability for arts education
throughout the United States is not possible vir.h ‘a sample size of 100. Also, the
principaﬂwere asked to comment conceming the direction of arts educatian\in .
their schools rather t:han current status. If current status was porcoived as being

.

low, an mcreau might have different impact than would be the case if it was

perceived as high. Further studies to determine not only trend but also status would

seem -advisable. v

Contrary 'to'nuch. expressed opinion, arts education seems to be remaining

ot‘ady during this time in school growth that emphasizes the world of wotk

and basics. However, becauu uovemts take time to take root 1n nchoola‘ ic

may be that in the next fev yqar‘a', the ‘data gathered in a similar feplication

L

, Study would find a noticeable decrease in the espoused importance of arts educ:tfon

in secorndafy schools. -Clearly, present funding strategies of Congress and H.E.W.

suggest that one should expect a decrease.
Initial data derived from principals in secondary schools seem, however, to

.

belie any (present) downward trend in mpt_:rtanc. or practice in secondary schools

" ) " gL .
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¢ v
arts programs. THe current study indicated directions, but not underlying causes.

t However, a few knpwledgeable guesses might be in order. First, it should be noted

that more exposupe due to increasing arts performances by superb performing ensembles
.

and individuals are becoming available through television, radio, and live perfor-
mances. More s histicatéd knowledgg igading to greater appreciation tends to
increase number$ participating either as obsqivern or performers. Public school
curricula emp lzing an infusion of the arts in the total curriculum is presenting
:he inherent- b auty of aesthetic actlvities to more pupils. More money and organi-
zations stressing arts in the Amerigan culture is increasing the occurrence of arts
both in the c mmunity and the secondary schooij‘wfinally, the movement in affective
educat{on emp asizing the opportunity for secondary schools :o assisc nupils in

emotional anJ social growth has indicated theg appropriateness of arts education as

‘one of the more effective curricular means by which to achieve these ends.
s [ = S
| . " w
District Level -
The faé; that 345 (65%) responded of sthe 530 persons who received a copy

.

of the survey would indicate the importance with which the respondents perceived

the topic. Of the 345 the primary point to be noted is only about one in ten
noted a decrease in arts petsonnel,.amount of money spent on art, instructional

materials, perception of imbortunce. Approximately one/third of the respondents

Y .

indicated an increase in these 'four areas.

.

Responses when separated in terms of the largest 56 districts seemed to indicate
an anomaly with approximately half perceiving arts as being 1nportant; half as of
average importance, while one/fourth of the large djstrict féapondents indicated

a decrease in music personnel. The current research effort cannot explain this

‘variation‘an& the. researchers would consider it worthy of further research efforts.

Discounting this one variation the respnnses a?emed to be so similar as to suggest

the possibility of a "halo effect."’ . .
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4hac is oft times noted was not perceived
: -

The mass exodus from the arts field

to.have occurred during this pe€§od. Again, however, that is not to say that

.

it has not or may not occur. Also, this survey did not differentiate between
teaching and coordinating, nor was there an attémpt to look at specific iﬁstanqes
under the general.rubnic of arts education. As‘an example, further study might

findyﬁ reduccionbin.performance oriented junior high school music, but an overall

.
.

increase in the number of persons in the general field of arts education. One

4

~may also find, upon further study, that there is_a decrease in arts education
teachers and a renaming of English teachers who teach creative drama, theater,
. L]

- and the like. Also, because many districts'haYe a cyclical curriculum dgvelopm?ng
system (curricular areas gre.iﬁvestigated on a.fivgvor six yearfcycle) ﬁﬁis.data L
would have to be interpreted with caution. That is not to'say-that 84%+0f the

_persons responding to this item as "same" or "increase" are to belaisrégardgd.(

On the contrary, this data again tan be used to-susnecg the message oé many
persons who report on current trends. ' :
» Finally, if one hypothesiLed that a sound defensiﬂle afgument for the teaching

" of the arts existed, and further that professionals in hfghei education yere capab}e.
of assisting in the preparation of competent pvdfessioqgls in the school builﬁingq,“

it could be the case that arts education would have many of the above obstacles

due to a lack of community support and funding. However, with the;above two

[

-

conditions i.e. defensible argument and qualified personnel, the chances that e v

community support would continue to wane could be iinimal, That is to say,

maybe one of the roles of.the school is to conmstantly "educaté" the active

.
.

citizenry: ' ' . ' 4 . -‘ﬂ
Aside from the obvious}y complex political and cutricular issue; certain e
things are apparent from the collected comments. Even though'there seems to be
a general support for arts dducation on the bart?;f d#strict uid; persénnel
_ (and by principals as a matter of, reflection), there is reason to believe ‘that

great disarray, confusio:, and lack of direction exists. Further,';c can be

.

. 23 . ¢ i . i o
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‘ assumed that no one group can éithet be faulted or deleted from the comple.x
- causal scenario. That is to say, community persons, studéﬁts and professionals
. have beén.mentioned as obstacles. In a more positive way, all three groups have
a gre{t opport;unity to grow toward a better understanding of arts in education,

its role and methanism for more effective results (from page 14).
;
State Level

Probably the most intriguing aspect of the responses to the state level survey
’ '%s the percent of responses received. Only one state did not return the
v N .

% questionnaire. With such a percent of returns it is possible to ascertain on

- a relatively solid statistical base the perceptions of state education deparvtment

pefsormel. The response ‘to the specific question ¢oncernigg fluctuations in

L)

. . 'personnel indicated that approximatsly 30 percent of the respondents observed an

~increase iu arts education personnel within their state. -

' s “Th‘ia samé_ did not seem to hold true for\;uestion-s of curriculum gevelopment,
. instruction, time consumed in the arts, etc., whére the majority stated that little
change had occurred. The question of the general importance of the -arts as

‘perceived in some form of data derived from state records also indicated a situation

or arts education holding firm with approximately the same number of respondents

. mdiuki,ng'}n ‘increase in importance as opposed to those indicating a decrease of

* . importance.

. . *
g .

,Clgarly, the mgt noticeable attribute of the studies were their Qdescy.
L f‘rheyv'vere an attgmpﬁ to gain a large comprehensive overview of the state of .
o the a.rt's ‘through the u;e o“f broad "brush-strokes."” Even though this is the
case; ‘the writers believe that the data, including the many’ comments, letters
and documents received, .suggest a number of 'recomendatious for panel conaideratiion.

) What follows in this section are specific recommendations, reasons for the k

recommendation, and possible strategies for implementing the recommendations.

- ., 24 :
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RECOMMENDATIONS ¥

The primary purposes for the development of these surveys were:
To' assess percéption of the current Btatus of arts education.

To develop tecoﬁmendations.for strengthening arts education in
American schools.

To developvpolicy shabing strategies.

In this recommendationg section the following sugges;idné by the researchers seem‘

appropriate.

" Research . ' . b
s
A much more rigorous survey of the current status (as opposed to
trends) is needed to detérmine the present position_of the arts
in American gchools. iy R ‘
Such research should be much more'focuaed upon -curriculum, 1nstructiond1
procedures, and objectives (cognitive, ‘psychomotor, and affective
domain)."

The study of teacher training programs for specialists in arts
education should be-tonducted, e.g., what sort of training is
appropriate for 4 dramatics teacher, should a music teacher
be a generalist or a spectalist, etc.

A study of teacher training on the elementary level should be
conducted e.g., what arts knowledges and methodological knowledges
should an elementary. teacher have in order to achieve the aesthetic
goals most approné!ate for children in the elementary schogl.

1} -

The inauguration of a longitudinal research project should be
considered in order to determine whether arts education is in
the midst of a rapidly changing situation, or whether the
situation is relatively stable. A three to five year study
wouid be necessary to achieve' this purpose. .

.

" Recounmndations for Str;;gtheningﬁArts Education

\

Some portion of the recommendations made in this section are ' °
based upon national policy, and, as such, will be more "
difficult to effect than others.. For example,- funding for
Arts in American Schools should dramatically increase by the
Office of Education. The Nationgl Endowment for Art and
National Endowment for Humanities, while supporting arts in
schools, in many cases do so indirectly, and also dilute their
efforts through funding of other community arts activities.
The’ National Institute of Education should' be considered as
a prime source of funding. W e
The development of a teacher training program for teachers of
aesthetics should be encouraged. Here, specidlists ig music,
drama, and art would be encouraged, but the over arching goals
of aesthétic education would be stres3ed more than the specific
objectives of any one particular field. The training of the’
aeschetic sense should become a center of all teacher training
: ge - ts specialist.
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Regional and/or state institutes should be developed to orient
school administrators and influencial community figures to the
importance of the development of quality of life (as practiced
in aesthetic education ) as being one of the primary purposes
of public schools.” Such institutes should be organized and
administered by trained personnel qualified both in aesthetic
and human relations in order to be most effective’

Often the case was made that the role of the .arts was unclear, absent or

in need of~articulation Further it was noted that _severe fragmentation in
o 2N

the field was occurring FinalIy, a number of administragive proﬂ;pms exigted

S -

To this end,.the efforts of a development team designjég such fhatitutea ‘could.

¥ pe Iy ‘- ld
3 ‘ s . ‘ 7. i
be directed‘to.,u‘>A . rix -

) SRR
s‘? b e

(a) gather descriptions of. existing exeqplary programs

1

(b) design criteria for-judging the e tiveness, cohesivenesa,
" and exportabilitv of the progr ££ng\\~’_‘ o i
e

(c) develop a position statemen’ L the contribution of the arts

. (for‘national distribution) . .
»{(d) ‘to propose curricular and instructional designs that promote

Pk an integral approach to,the teaching of the arts
(ey to ptoposeﬂ,lternative administrative procedures to insure
", a balanced curriculum, and unencumbered echeduliug process

. and a more open instructional delivery system

PR .

tLt is aaaumed thst many'fine progr@ms and desigﬂs~a1ready.exist. With the

help of currently established repouroe mobilization networks, many of the above
. :

) objectives could be met without "re-creating the wheel." As an example, for a

' minimum cost exemplary arts edueation programs could be described in a resource

catalog and diséeminated topat least every district within one year and for .

little money. The' development tcams primary pﬁrpose would be to deternine the:

" " s e o .
'judging criteria for inclusion into the cataQog. .
v oY - \ . ‘\ 5

C 4. K national symposium should be orgagized to consider further
' means of improving aesthetic education:in American schools.

.

Such a symposium of nationally prestigious and concerned figures
could indicate, not only means by which to achieve further ‘

importance for aesthetic education, but give further visibility
to such efforts.

,,'o : . -
% N Sy
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J o Policy Shapin
Rec_tnda;iom concerning: policy shaping procedures folltfv from the procedures

. utilized in this project, and from responses given by respondents. They include
_ . 2 -
“ the following: i ,:{
5 T, 1.. The. uthodology utilized in this project proved successful
: particularly at the state education department level. The

departments should not be allowed to lapse. Further research,
discussions, and other:sources of- ccatact should be utilized
' . to. keep communications active.

An lntotlll network of state level porsono should be fomd s

1t vas thc case at every lével of 1nqu1ry tfut both confusion and interest
.
_ prevafled. Specifically, most states expressed 1ntcrest in this study; many
¥ v » ‘_ ]

sl ' 5 contacts made with the individuals at the state education - v

;xprciud a desire to share information and ideas; and some states commented

on a general lack of cui)port for the role of arts cd\ication. It vas further

R Eaas —— B gy .

. ." noted that states vary in their degree of “kncw hov” or extent ‘of plmning
. '~_‘¢nd guourcu.

An°informal network comprised mainly of the respondents to the state

.

* . level ‘survey could be that vehicle to:
. s B ‘ F
(a) facilitate the development of “individual state rationales
. for the place of arts education in schools;

o .(b) facilitate the exchange of strategieés that proved to be
I ., instructionally or politically ulvmuscoun for the arts;

R (c) facilitate the 1dentﬂtcatlon of pgoblm and resolution
et . of problems ‘of individual ltatu, or the states in common.

This network concept could be easily tutod out by asking for a response

on thc part of the state level participants. " Purther, the actual cost of

thio network could be init€ally carried by the states that participate.

- 2. Aesthetic semsitivity as a goal for American lchooll should be
. s emphasized as a synthesizing factor between various educational
professional organizations currently concerned more with
specialization, e.g., music educatorg, art educators, etc.

3. Collegiate personnel, state education department officials,
. public school administrators, and community figures should be
“ encouraged to continue a dialogue which can only prove
: beneficial to the development of arts educatiod in the schools. .
This could be done by symposiums, publications, .nd/or
- »  continuing loml meetings.

- 217 '
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The above recommendations are made.with knowledge of the exzsting "Ad Hoc
Association of States for Arts in General Edycation." This association attends -

to but does not preempt the recommendations to involve all the states, large
) A . » -
L J

* ‘and small. oo s, .

4 : ' SUMMARY CONCLUSIOKS

\
S {4 would seem from the data derlved from this survey and from the summary

‘, lnd temdationn drawn from that data, that the following conclusions light
" be appropriate. .
1. F\;rther research of a broader and more sophisticated nat.ure is

absolutely necessary. - ;

. 2. Some form of symposium concerning the improvements of the':lnage
and of the visibility of arts education must be undertaken,

-

- 3. Further dialogue between the various people concerned with art L
4dn American education must be fostered in some organized manner.

£
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Appendix A,
Item 1

ASCD

" THE ASSOCIATION FOR SUPERVISION AND CURRICULUM DEVELOPMENT
" 1701 K Street, NW. « Suite 1100  Washington, D.C. 20006 ’ 1202 4675480

0 a ~\

Dear ASCD'er:

During the 1975-1976 school year, a Rockefeller panel will be developing
a status report on “The Arts, Education, and Americans”; ASCD is assisting

M‘.!&P?ﬂiﬂion;

the panel because of its program focus and concerns for curriculum,.instructiqm .

The panel has asked for certain base line data on arts 'edncntion. They

and theater, as well as courses or instruction in creative writing, dance,
media (study of film and T.V.) ﬂ architecture. .

In an attempt to determine whether or not there have been changes in
arts education positions, monies available and attitudes, we randomly
sampled our membership. You have been chosen to assist us in this very impor-
tant endeavor. .

Please read the questions on the enclosed blue ca.rd. After reviewing
data from your district, please respond to the questions and slip the stamped
card in the mail. This will be yet another way you have helped ASCD be of
service to the larger con-unicy_.

Thanking you in advance for your efforts, I remain...

= . Yours sincerely,

¢ Charles A. Speiker
Associate Director
CAS/mkt . ' -
Enclosures . ) o ¥

N 4

have provided an inclusive definition of arts education as: . music, visual arts

O hode # s
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BUSINESS REPLY MAIL

ummmlwumwm

FIRST CLASS

Permit No. 71476

;Mm Wil Be Pald By
/ASSOCIATION FOR SUPERVISION
AND CURRICULUM DEVELOPMENT
N Suite 1100 1701 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D. C. 20006 y

-~

Attenticn: T. A Speiker

it

D

Directions:

Uchgd;t‘ckanmwhod(mpuimlaumi?o*mumm:r

spond to the foliowing item.
ITEM s °

* In my buliding the number of courses in. student time spent on, or monies

i

Il

aliocated to arts education suggests that: (check one response below)

- | ) Arts education is increasing in importance.

[ ] Arts education is remaining the same in importance.

[ ) Arts education is dropping in importance.’
My name is

Our school building and staff serves

Thank you for your help.
P C. A. Speiker *

students (write in number).
When you have finished, please drop this seit maliing card in the mai today.

Associate Director

31
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pendix A,
Item 3

FIRSTCLASS |'!
. : Pormit No. 73478
Washingten, O. C.

BUSINESS REPLY MAIL

umq—-mlwuuwm‘

B et

_ Postage Wil Be Paid By e ———
ASSOCIATION FOR SUPERVISION e
AND CURRICULUM DEVELOPMENT 2 ine S
B Suite 1100 1701 K Street, N.W:
Washington, D. C. 20006 e ———

Attention: C. A. s;niku

. .
7 - . ™
- ()

ummmdm(eomwwmazwumm—wn-wmummbmmmmwwmm
under each guestion, <y
.mwuwmmm coordinating in our district has:
{ ) increased ( ) decreased

ARTY A

{ ) remained the same [ ( )mmmmmm
.mmamumuﬁ«mmwmwmw(umummm
{ ) increased . ( ) decreased
{ )mmm s ( ) district does not have deveiopment monies
mmamumwmmumwmw;mmxmuuhmwm
! ;mumdmou-n . ( ) district does not have arts instructional materials

nll’l
o.mtwMwwmmmmmmmwwmmmmmummwnmmmwmmm
your much needed heip. . .
t. n mmmmmmu o e

{ ) high in importance ( )Whlmpommj ( ) low in importance
2. mmmw»mmmmmmmmu )

te

-

3 My name is:
4, The number of students served in this district I8 o

Lep vt ¥ e W, symaal

32




. # ’ . Appendix A,
. . Item 4

THE ASSOCIATION FOR SUPERVISION AND CURRICULUM DEVELOPMENT
1701 K Street, NW. « Suite 1100 = Washington, 0.C. 20006 .o (202) 467-6480
>4
’ ’
)
' Dear

0
.

In pursuance of a recent resolution at the business meeting of the
National Association of Supervision and Curriculum Development, we are
in the beginning stages of conducting a research study of the role of ,
arts education in the United States. This first questionnaire 1is a
shallow approach to ucertain whether a deeper level of research seems

. !rultfiu..

s ;
Aloo. a Rockefeller panel will be developing a status report on
"The Arts, Education, ahd Americans". ASCD is assisting the panel '
S because of 1its program focua and concerns- for curriculum, instruction
¢ and supervision.

. The panel hu asked for. certain base line data on arts education.
They have provided an inclusive definition of arts education as: music,
visual arts and theater, as vell as courses or instruction in creative
vritlng, dance, media (study of film and T. V_Y and architecture.

Would you ‘please respond or route the encloud questionnaire to
the appropriate personnel in your organization so that we may receive
the information most germane to our needs. Your cooperation is apore--
ciated, and we will be pleased to transmit the results of thc question-
naire to you if you so desire.

- .

smcorcly.

b

arlu A. Spcikcr
Associate Director

CAS/mkt

, Enclosures

/

) €

-

Execulroy Director, mmnmmmiuw loamluuu ummmum mmlm
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DIRECTIONS:

Using state Bned data, (conoaring last year to this school year -
1976-1977), please respond to the follouing questions. Please take into Appendix'A,
account inflation factors e.g. if more monies were spent on arts instruc— Item 5
tional materials, but the increase was due to inflation, then check .
remaired the same. When you have finished, please place this form in the
enclosed business reply envelope. Thank you. “ . ) .

]
.

Charles A, Speiker
Associate Director ASCD

R 4
.

= (1) Personnel (teaching, coordinating) in arts education in your state

Schools: ' Secondary Middle Elementary

number has fncreased () ) ()
number hals remained the same () ) L0
number has decreased ' ) £y )
(2)  Monies allocated for arts education (3) Monies for instructional -
’ curriculum developed during 1975-76 materials in arts education
o ( ) amount has increased ~( )_amount ‘has increased ¢
( ) amount has remained the same .( ) amount ha; remained

. the same : ~
( ) amount has decreased

( ) amount has decreased

hl
(4) Amount of time allocated by State regulatiom to arts education in
total instructional process K-12
Schools: Secondary Middle Elementary

amount has increased ) ) «)
amount has remained the same () ) () : Y
amount has decreased OO )

- (5) !’ho "{udged” opinion of the importance of arts education in y.our state

(buod upon some torn of data such as reports, rankinmg, news releuc)
( ) perceived u high importance

( ) perceived as avcugc'inportancn. '

( ) perceived as low hporta.nu

4
"(6) What i{s the sirigle greatest obstacle in the advancement of the “\.N
— in your state (if any)? . ,
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R Appendix B.
) Item 1
. STATE OF LOUISIANA
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
+ LOUIS J. MICHOT = B
STATE PERINTENDENT
P.o. BOX 4a068"
BATON \QOUGE, LA 70804
December 10, 1975 ..
Dr. Charles A Speiké;'
Associate Director
The Association for Supervision and .
Curriculum Development o . -
1701 K Street N.W ) .
Suite 1100 . . )
Washington, DC 20006 : i

Dear Dr. Speiket:

« 2 .
Superintendent Louis J. Michot has asked that I respond to_your
‘questionnaire on the status of the Arts in Louisiana.

We have /\Anachroniu in that dispite growth in the arts themselves
there is little gain in monies allowed for support and the arts are ~
still, overall, perceived as of averagé importance.

Several new target schools have been allocated to the arts, several Co \
parishes (counties) have ‘added arts specialists at elementary level

and many parishes have discovered the need for art and have added it

to the secondary curriculum. We have moré art people in the state

than during the past years. Our States Arts Coungil has moved under

the direction of Superintendent Michot and a great tion of the - *
monies go into arts education. Our Superintendent has ®ncouraged the 7°
arts in every way. y - )

However, we consider the arts as living and growing, slowly but with
purpose. The State Department of Education has increased the Arts
Staff. Other states are not so fortunate as we are in correspondence
and receive reports as_to reduced state art personnel and art teaching
staff.

We would appreciate a copy of your findings as they are gompiled.

S£nceuly, ’ . . s

. 13
mv euv./ ‘ L
(Mrs.)Y Myrtle Kerr ) ) .

State Art Supervisor

MK :dm : ' ’ .




e Pear-r--Spei ker:

STATE OF NEW JERSEY ?  Appendix B,
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION Item 2
. | o ' " COUNTY OF SUSSEX
’ 18 Church Street
COUNTY SERVICE BUILDING, NEWTON, NEW JERSEY 07860

)
Office of County Superintendent
of Schools

3832521 : " Novemher 18, 1975

The Associatiom for Sunervision and Curriculum Development
1701 K Strect, Northwest

Suite 1100

Washington, ).C. 29006

Attention: !tr. Charles A. Speiker, Associate Dircctor

Enclosed plecasc find the form you forwarded to !'r. Fred G. Rurke,
Commissioner of Fducation for the Statc of New Jersey which has bheen

~—vouted to me for execution. I have filled in- the hlanks- to the best-of - A oy

~my ability and am enclosing it for you.

As an aside which perhaps speaks well-to the condition of art ed-
ucation in New Jersey the position that I formally held,Nirector of Arts
and Humanities, was eliminated as of Septcember 18th since the statc be-
lieves that more services can he delivered to neople in the state with
a decentralization of services to local counties. I am now in a county
office in northern New Jersey with the title of School Program Coordinator.
There is no one in a central position who relates to any of the disciplines
normally connected with curriculun research, nlanning and development.
This® includes arts, math, scicnce, foreign lansuages and etc. 1 simcerely
hope that this information on the yellow sheet will he of value to you.

1 would appreciate being placed on your mailings list to receive any of the
documentsation that you develop. Thank you for including New Jersey in your
data gathering process. .

Creatively,

' S ‘ Al Yochka
. Schonl Program Coordinator
4
AK:cbb

Fnclosure: (1)
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' nEBRRSHR' Appendix B,

- QEPRARTMENT OF I:DUCF-ITIOI'I o

233 SOUTH 10th STREET LINCOLN, NEBRASKA 68508
TELEPHONE (402) 471-2295

M. Anne Campbell
Commussioner December 10, 1975

* g

. . -~
\

MEHO = F
TO: Charles Speiker ‘ i :
i FROM: J. Stephen Lahr, Art Consultant /- ,
' RE: Research study on Arts Education
I am presently engaged in a very broad study dealing with visual
art education, it proposes an ap‘.pzaiéal of existing programs, K-12.

The review of the related literatute should be completed by February 1,
1976. The actual study should be completed by September 1976.

The purpose of the study is to develop a set of evaluative criteria
. fop art education cyrricula, K-12. In developing the set of criteria a ..
comprehensive search of the aims and purposes of art education and education
s ~ —in general has -to be undertaken. There does not seem to be any consensus ——
on these purposes, particularly in art education. In seems to me that in
order to understand the role of arts in education, a complete understanding °
of the purposes, aims, goals, etc., of arts education in American Education
- ‘'should be developed.

3

a
If I can be of ﬁ:alp in any way or if the study results will be of
help, please feel free to call on me. My address and phone number are:
\ 1

.J. Stephen Lahr, Art Consultant —
State Department of Education
233 South 10th Street
Lincoln, Nebraska 68508
(402) 471-2476

I highly endorse your efforts. It is a significant step forward
when an organization such as ASCD which provides outstanding leadership
in the field of American Education assumes a responsibility of this mag-
nit.ude. Again, please call or write if I can be of service to you.

o

STRTE R Jerry Hargitt, Prescent Walter L. Moller Harold O. Peterson
9838 Grover Street 112 West 3rd Street __ 615 South 67th Avenue
BORRD OF Omaha Nabrashs 63124 Wayne Nebraska 68787 ~ Omaha Nebrasha 88108 (-
Dorothy Creigh Marilyn Fowler 3
EDUCATION  wierd . waldo, vex pressent CTNERTY o rhyn Fomlet o |
Do WiB. Nebrasha Mastings. Neoraska 88901 Lexington, Nebraska 68850 |
Frank E. Londls Margeret Lockwood b
824 Lincotn Building . 1500 Gentry Boulevard .
Lincoin, Nedbraska 68508 Gering Nebrasha 69341

'

37



- Appendix B,
. B Item 4

5 CAROLYN WARNER

SUPERINTENDENT

“ - o= . }rizumx\el
‘ <_Bepzu‘lment of g tion

1535 WEST JFFFERSON
PHOENIX. ARIZONA 85007
271-4881

,Dpcembehl, 1975

¢

Mr. Charles A. Speiker

Associate Director

The Association for Supervision
and Curriculum Development ’ ..

1701 "K" Street, N. W. . '

Huhington. -DC QDOO6
Dear Mr. Speiker: o . = =

The Arizona Department of Education is vitally interested in the role
of Arts, Education in the schools of our state. We have an Arizona
Alliance for Arts Education Organization which is actively working
with an Integrated Arts Pilot Project (kindergarten through second
grade) and contemplates expanding this project through the sixth
grade in the 1976-77 academic school year. ;
\ 1]
Mr. Raymond G. Van Diest is the Fine Arts Specialist for the Arizona
Department of Education. We, along with the General Education Divi-
sion, and the State Board of Education for the Arizona Department of
Education, are working cooperatively for extended opportunities in
the Arts for students in the Arizona schools.

Enclosed is our evaluation of the items on the ASCD Survey on Arts
Education for Arizona Schools. The Department of Education and the
Arizona Arts Education Associations will be most interested in the
results of this questionnaire and would appreciate your keeping us
advised of the results.

Very sincerely yours, . -

Superintendent

, | |

mn _ .

Enclosure

cc: Dr. Mary Jo Livix hd ‘
= 38

Mr. Raymond G. Van Diest



RALPH D. TURLINGTON

COMMISSIONE R
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* Appendix B,
Item 5
STATE OF FLORIDA .
DEPAEJ*MENT OF EDUCATION ~
TALLAHASSEE 32304 T
¢ .
' November 6, 1975 A
. . ) " e
s & v . » 3
' Charles A. Speiker . -~ -~ 7 °
Assoc1ate Director ’ . ./
Association for Superv151on 2 ,
and Curriculum Development .
1701-K-Street;N:W.:—Suite~1100 ; - e -
Washlngton D. C. 20006 . e o
:Dear Mr. Spelker S e U o
SUCISINUU . S s, L comr - r— ooy
Cémmissioner of Educatlon Ralph D. Turllngton has
asked that I reply to your letter of October 16,
1975 A
Enclosed, please find the g%mpleted quesgionna1re -
' 'wh1ch~you requested u
I1f we can be of. further serv1ce, please do not L

-

Director, D1v151on‘of
Public Schools. - !

Wip/cd ' ¢

Enclosure d . o

he51tate to call on us. .o o S



Appendix B,
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA R A
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION :
BOX 911, HARRISBURG, PA. 17126 -

é October 24, 1975 : .
y .

Charles A, Speiker:
Associate Director
Association for Supervision
and Curriculum Development ) ! .
Suite 1100 e . - T T &
1701 K Street, N.W. Vo : e XN
Wash.mgton, D.C. 20006 :

Dear Mr. Spea.ker- N : ) . s ’

Your letter of October 16 regarding a‘research study

-of the Tole -of arts education in the United States has been re-"
i ferred ‘to me by Secretary Pittenger's jpffice for an app:opr.iate
g . ¢ 2 answer. We are dehghted to hear that the National Association
of Supervz.sz.on and Curnculum Development has resolved to con-
duct such a study and we pledge our support :.n ‘any way possible.

P

P B

. P ' We are aware of ‘the Rockefeller panel and work related
P . to the development of a status report on "The Atts, Education, and
‘Americans", N

: I‘.nclo,éed is the yellow sheet questionn'a.i.:'e through which
. you asked for some basic data. I am also enclos:.ng several book-'
.~ lets that might be of mtetest to you. . : |
t
Pennsylvania, through the leadetshs.p of Secretary
Pittenger, former Commissioner, Donald Carroll and present Commissioner, -
Frank Manchester, has established a comprehensive ‘arts in education pro--
« ‘gram that functions at many levels of educational service. We would be
happy to work with you and your staff reporting upon the many delights
and problems of;out effort. )
.. ' ; &
. S Sincerely, .

8 Clyde M. McGea
* . - Senior Progr

)

A Fine Arts

, c. o ’ “Division of Arts’and Humanities
sty . o ' . Bureau of Curriculum Services
¥ ’ g . : - Telephone No. 717-787-7814

enclosures .,

. ! -

I i L * \
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January 26, 1976

Mr. Charles A" Speiker
* Associate Director
The Association for Supervision
and Curriculum Development
1701 K Street, M Suite 1100
Mashington, ) 20006 N\

" Dear Mr. Spoilor:

o [ .

1 am enclosingyinformation requested in your recent correspondence. Also a copy

of the publication The Arts:.and the Gifted s enclosed to provide jndication of some
of the efforts put Torth In this area In the State of South Dakota.

ROBERT L. uucxlns Coordinator
+ Education of the Gifted and Talented/
- Arts and Humanities

RLH/rre

~ Enclosures

Thomas C. Todd
State Superintendent
Division of Elementary and Secondary Education

cc

.
.
L3
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. Appendix C
1975 ASCD Board of Directors Resolution #4 ’
4, DISCRIMINATORY BUDGET CUTS .
. v,

»

The goal of cd\lxcltion is the provisien of a curriculum which meets the’
needs of each individual. If this curriculum is to be a viable one, it
must include not only tiu academic subjects, but also, the aesthetic couun'.
Further, a viable curriculum, of necessity, provides for .the 1uc1usfon‘ot

sound®innovativé curricular changes. ,
L]

Courses in art, music, and drama, as well as, pto.uin; innovative . ‘
practices’ are frequently among the first areas of the curriculum to feel
the fiscal pruning k;:tfc under th; pressure of federal, state, and local
budget cuts. These lypauntfy pragmatic but short-sighted cl‘t-iuuou are
not in mpi..n. with the goal of providing a curriculum !or’ the \nll-:ducatod

individual.

L3

‘

It is recommended that tho. ASCD Board of Directors make provision for
a position paper emphasizing the need for a focus on the humanities and
the arts, as well as, the sound innovative programs in all \ron:of the
curriculome— It is recosmended further that this position paper be sent
to the National School Boards Association for distribtuion to both local

and state school personnel prior to annual budget planning.

. s
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