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Integration (outcomes, and ,(3) 'basing as an educationally justified \ 

method fdr accomplishing ilitegration.. An. analysis of, survey-responses 
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responding-superintendents^ that educational opportunities ha'a 
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that there 'was a corresponding increase in educational opportunities 

for white students. Additionally, many superintendents expressed th£ 

view £hat educatiqnal.,.opportunities provided for yjiite students had 

actually ..decreased.' A clear trend was in evidenca with, respect to ( 

black 3tud-ent-school attendance. Indications were that black* students 

were attending school 'more regularly -than before school district 

integration. Superintendents' perceptions of integration outcomes 

clearly suggest that racial tensions between blask and- white students 

existed. Discipline pro,blems "also increased in integrated schoo'ls. ' 

Finally*»the vast majority of responding superintendents believed 

that buying is not educationally justified as a basis for 

accomplishing integration. The results of this-.poll must be viewed 

'with caution since there is the possibility that aqtual integration 

ou-tcones nay differ from 'the perceptions of those held' by the 

superintendents polled.. (Authoc/AH) .
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MORC LIGHT A,\D L-ESS'HEAT ON THE RESULTS • '" AT'.'NG"*™,*™!!?Av^wA o»0 S?Ks'' 
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. ,. -Mi' / ^ /" L p i' <• /—, ^..EDUCATION POSITION OR POLICY 

( 
• - • d D cs^n a fc d S , 4• <=( 

a Few topics can compete wi th ''school' • integration in ellcitting intense . * 

\ * emotional rcap^ions.- Views regarding school Integration vory from con- ' 
' ' •' • * « ••.-

si dor ing it to be a "great social experiment to regarding i,t as the greatest
* 

folly of tiie Unifed States. Supreme Court. One el errtent of our society hol'ds; 

.'. • ' • ' • 
' a legalistic orientation and stresses 'acceptance of court rulings, policies

* • . ''•-.''•
 
- • • »«


of the U.S. Department of Health, Education and V.'el fare 'as^v/el I as connp I i eyice

*
 • -- - • . . ' ' T "'' 


with federal lows.. Another, emphasizes the improvef.ient of the humaff condi'M'on
• , , ,, . J"- 

occurring as. an outgrowth-ofr schcol integration. "Yet, to many Americans, in
- . •'.'•.'.

" _ fegrijtion is regarded" as a I i ve-wi th-i t-or-elsc? proposition conpletc with ' 

federal ni*>r5hal!s d^J wa.Ming sirens. ^ "•' • "• '•'•• * .. - ./;> *° .-- '. .•" . ^
 
One nofcd orWy road a newspopef- or switch to the evening news to roaliztf 

9 ' • '• • j. ' . • ' - " ''••"' 

that most publicity has been associated ,v,«i}h faci'ors related to .tbe ph/sical * .
 

. • N ™» ^•'*"•'
> a - - • •
 

desegregation of The pubtic schools.' Unfortynotoly , documented reports of
'.•"", % * '"".•
 

the educational outcomes of integratfon are few-and-far-belweeri. " The bulk
 

'' ^ of avai.lible. information has tended to suggest that desegregation/I ategratioa
 
' •"'••( ^ '
 

results intpositlve educational outcomes. It would appear unwise, however. 

•*>/•' . ' \


/- -*• 1 .

/to form eny premature conclusions based upon so-cal ledyfexpert opinion or a
; ' : •"• ••' \ : • r
 

limited reporting of ; integration-related experiences. 

One generally expects to find school systems reporting their more-'successful
' '
 '
 
J: '". rrinovafjons in print, t It" is rare,'indeed,, to'find^an article in a, professionaJ 
^ <S> • •. " ' ^ ^ ' • • " - V-' "

(journal attesting to the failures o_f a»school, perticularly when the school -name
 

O Is incfuce'd. Then, too, one must be at least mildly, suspicious of "success
 
'&''•>,. J .. . o , * - • • ''.;••."'',••'•••'•
 

•^ stories" eminating from tbe,federal governrnfent. "A good1 case in ppinf is a past = :
 
•••'••' . .'• • •/" * . " -•''.-•*' •' " '•*..- • 


|§|' . ,"U»S. Dep-arteent of Health, Education, and Vtelfare publication whi-ch^includGd^in- ..
 

regarding the desegregation ^experiences of five school systems. ''• Based.
 
••.-'• • • a* « • V- •-•;.'• ' . , . . ' • ••' • ' ,y
 

^
 



" ' -2- ....••--.. , . .
 
• 

• 	 upon p seeming'ly limited sampling, H.E.W.. concluded .that ' r :..'desegregation can 


'be accomp I i s-hed, • and -that it ,cen be accompanied by .an Increase-'In the quality •
 

• 	 v . . ~ f ' ' ' '
 
of-education aval lab le; to al'l children, whatever their racial, cultural, or ^
 

. ''• „,.•/', . ' ' - - •••« 

ethnic, backgrounds.' Logically, i-t-could also be'acconpl \s\\od by a decrease *
 

'' , ' • ' ' ' " .- '
 
•in the quality of education. No information was provided by M.E.W. wiln r:>- _
 

spect to desegregation outcomes as- related to other school sy"iterc,s\ ,0ne can
 

-only speculate as to the experieoces of thousands of other schools across the* * *'
 

Country. • • \' . /• -
• - ' . ••> ' •
 

' • 	 < '^- - - 4 .'••'
% . . >. 	 The Present Study. ,
 

.-The authors, in an attempt to gai.n insight into the experiences" of. a broad
 
\ • ' ^ »
 

• 	 -spectrum of .school systems, 
" 	

electe'd.to study 
* 
integralion 

• 
outcomes utirhz^ng 

* " ** 1

an 


entire state "as a base.' The State of Georgia appeared to constitute fertile * '
 
0 	 • •
 

ground for investigation for several reasons. First, Georgia school desegregation

• . i .-	 i ' • .
-	 . • «
 

'came sev.oral years earlier tha,n«in many school systems tn other parts of the.
 

^ country. Second, t tremendous variations existed among Georgia school -s^ste'mG in. '
 
'• * '' ' ": %• •' • ~ ' ' ' • 


terms c?f implementing dcsegrQga^tion plans. The desegregation program of one
 

Georgia county was cited-as an effective plan by H.E.V/. and offered', by implication^
 

as* a model to the rest.of the country*. On the other hand, a number of school.
 
«-.-,'• • • 	 «
 

systems 
••••;,'. 

desegregated only after 
• 

being 
• 

placed 
. 

under 
' 

court order 
-	

to do so. 
C
 

Third, ,
 
**..* i - • >' ' •-''..' 


and perhaps most significant of alI K Georgia school' personnel have now had several '
 
'• * *•*'.' • • . • "
 

years of experience in provi.ding for the educational'needs of students- In an in


tegrated setting.. . . -' ' _ . • '
 

The Investigatfon consisted of, a polling of Georgia.pub Iic school super?ntenderits 


(N=I88) In terms of their experiences and perceptions "of integration outcomes. Three ..' :|| 




'broad areas^ were selected for Investigation: (I) integration outcomes affecflfig the'
 
... ' .'•.-' '"' _ - ^ / '- . ''."...- 0 -...' -->•."•''•".• . ;v.;
 

public schools; (2) communi'ty^eIated^ integration outcomes; and, (3) busing%as an ^||
';-'' . •'•" - •• ' : '.. : " ../:• . -• ••\*:" i"' • •-, '. •- i.-.- •"• •-•' • - •'?:•• •-'•-•h$
 
,6ducatlonaUy justi fled'imethdd for accompiishing ihtegratton. 	 „

'•' * "''•-•" ' * ' ^^ ' ^ • ~ ' • * * - . * •' •* '• ' 	 '.»•-••"
 
.••'.,. ' , • '•'.-•••.: . • '<; -" ... a*l • . • ——- •; ',' . ' . ' ~
 

"'.'"'••' -.-• •• 1 :'r' : --'"1 "','''-;; .**-.:••"- * •' ; .'^•.'•'!:;'-.-'- : : '•••'•'.'. . ""..''- •'. 4?:'.';'•,: O""' : '"' •.-."'.'•"'•V '••'"'-."- ~ "' "" '. \ •''•'::::" *.:' ^.:^:^^Sm
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http:electe'd.to


•

•3

.Results of the Study '. . • • •' 
, •;~1 	 v
 

t
 
' ' I
•f4 . ,.-•''
 

. Integration Outcor.-.es Affecting the Public Schools..
 
« 	 • t> ~ . *
 

A. Educational Opportunities Provided f.or Stuflonts.> 


I. 	Black Student Educatio'nal Opportunities.
 

• 	 A (arge proportion of .responding Georgt/a school superintendents \ 


)' indicated that the educational opportunities provided for Black
"••:'•*'•' ' • . / ' 	 '
 
students had increased since school 'district inteorat-ion. Relativejy
 

•' <*• ' • " ' '• . , ' ' • / . 

few superintendents' (2)f) reported that Dfacfc st-udcnt educational op- '
 

' ( portunities hod decreased while one in-eight-respondents (-12)') reported
 

, ^that the educational opportuVities'provided for Block students \hnd -not
 
' . " '•'... ' * . , -V-


channed. 	 . ' "i
 
- ' ' ^ - ' 


2. White SJudcnt Educational Opportunities. / \ " • • - ?
 

Varied responses were offered wilh respect to th^ educational op


portunities provided foe White students sin'cc school district i.n- " '
 /•''".•..>'. •< ! ' - 'A
 
tegration. Cornpara^ively few superintendents (2l£) reported an increase ". 
^ - • ' ' • , ,-• • . ' .''•./ *••»*„-••
 
Tn V/hite student educational opportunities while a soiiiowha'-f''greater '/ ;


*> . 	 / /
1 • ''• / * • 

proportion (30£) reported a decrease 'in educational opportunities pro

. 	 • '. . - • '" •. •• *- • • * "• 

. ylded for V/hite students. Approximately ha.l f of'the respondents "(V,9/!.). ; |
 

X-T 4 ', indipated. that the educational opportunities p*rovided''fp'r White students /|

• • • M ' • • . ' •',' ' v. . ( •• '•.' '• ' ~'* '• .•''•;!^* * 	 , •. . i _ (^

had not changed since school district, integration, 

b. Student' 'Ach i.Gvercent. . • 
* ' ' ,' . • ' i '
 

1. 	Clack Student Achievement.* ' •.- *
 - ;. % ' 	 - :• . ; .-•' __-..- : --.-. v ;• ' '
 
^ *A majority of superintendents respoTiHirig to the suryey (1\*) 're

ported that the achievement of Black students had increased since ,schodT' || 

IV' district integration. Few" respondents (2?) reported a decrease fh Blae^p 

~ 	v stMdftnt achievement wh,l:1e one in four^ suiiierfntendents (27^r'indicJMdfell^ 

http:Outcor.-.es


' -4- ' 	 ' - '
 
\ • . 
 . . 	 •
 

2. 	White Stijjlent Achievement. . • ' . . * . 


Comparatively Tew respondents. (22^°) felt that the .achievement \
 

of; White students had increased 
* 	

since ^integration. 
* 


A 
*

"substantial 


proportion of superintendents (32iu) indicated that'th»-"achievement 


of WhTte students had decreased while-nearly half of'the respondents
 

Indicated **tuft no change v/a§ in evidence with resp'ecf too WhiteWhi 
, I • 

' m. ' 

student-achievement-./ 
 ;\
 

C." Student Attendance Patterns.
 

1.' Black Student Attendance. 
' 

•
 
» 	 ' 
 <i
 

Nearly fhrec'-fourths of ^he* survey respondents (74/u) reported 


that Black student a^tfendancp had increased since school district 


Integration. Relatively 'few superintendents (5%) reported a decrease
 
• ' * 	 * 
 *
 

in attendance with on.e in five superintendents (20£) repoVting I5lno
 
'•'"''. * • x 


change" in Black.student attendance patterns. J'•'„ . -' «
 
' " i < • -- • ' . '
 

2. White Student Attendance. - '. . % 	 .* . .,
 
' . ' - - Of 
 • ^.
 

• • ' • •
 

v 	 . . • The attendancd patterns of White students revealed no discernible, 


tre.nd with ope in four'superintendents (25%) reporting an Increase in «
 
• r - *" * -•
 

'•'.<. White student attendance, one in fiVe (20/5) reporting a decrease and
'" ' * 	 ' • • • . . '. '<"'•'..''•" ' •
 
• 	 -

'•over half 
*•* 

(55$) reporting 
"-'. 

."no. change", 
"7 ' "
 

in White student attendance.;
 
•' • 	 ' ''.'••• 4
 

• ' '• *\ ' .• ' ; , . *
 
p. b I sci p I i ne Prob I ems' i n the Schoofs. . 	 •
 

. '..^ "•—' • • '— . o . • "» " 
Approximately*'two-thirds of Respondjng superintendents (68%) re- .' 

' • % -''o 
A 	 . ' . • 

•*'' 
« 

*

ported 	ari increase in discipline problems since school district in- f 

tegratiofi*.- Few" respondents J16/S) reported a dacrCrase^rn discipline 
. ., \ ' • t ' ' .' ' . " N 	 • »

^ --•-	 -i problems wl:thfc.one-.ln four superintendents <126? )\ reporting "no change" 

. • In t^rrns of ^vscipline p rob I ems ̂ Bii nee school cHstri'ct integration. 

s'Sf''i 

/ i -'.-:'::---.v'.-;;:--.
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-5

« Racial 
• 

Tensions "Cctwcen 
• « • 

mack' and Wh-ltc Students*. 

* J *ff Nearly half of the responding'superintendents.f4G;i) exported an in- . 
. '.-.'•.. v .' " ' ' 

crease In racial tensions between Bfack,and White students. A.significant 

' 

. 
* ' 

proportion c*f* respondents (25/b) 
^^^ ' f^. 

repor;ted^*7fecrease in 
I

racial tensions while, 

over. a_vf.Qur4hj-<>fvsup>erLrrteDder.±s._([20^)...re.por.tjBd...J^nQ:.Aha.'nae! 1. in terms of_.._ " 

raci'al tensions
' 

between *BIa\;k and White - *, students.* . ' 

>- * •'/*'' • 
F. Incidence of and\'School Success in>pcaI ing with Intcoration-Rolatftd Problems. . 1_ . j————————^-————————.————:i . ,^——. ,——.————————————— 

.' 

One fourth •of\the^respc"nd ing 'superintendents (25^)' indicated that ""ma'ny 
\ * " "*•»*• 

\prob I ens" accompanied school system integration. A.majority of respondents 
. . >• . - * . . • v. " ' f'. _ >
(63>bt) felt that "few problems" were' associated with integration In their 

* ^ . ^*^ * 
school district wh I le one in'eight superintendents ,(I2J5) reported no^pro 

.••' ' • . t . ' • .• - . 

at all related to school system integration. » ' ' . \\•' . .• • I • ' • VII- < >• • • ' • '.• */Only ono in twelve .respondents (.8/<) reported' that integrat ion-re I atod 
. •'•'*• ' • y : ' • .-• . 

'problems are presently unsolved while the vast .naj.ori ty of superintendents 
I ^ ..'••' . /

(75.c) report thct problems are generally solved. -^ Nearly one-fiftKof the . 

II 

s- * " * * '^ 
J respondents (17^) indicate thatfrf-heJr problems are "total I y> solved."- -, . •-• 

'•'.«'' . .-./< . ' - • . . • 
Community-Related.Integration Outcomes. - •' ' . •-'-• • '• V 

' '• ' ' "' •' , ( . '. ' J \ t •' - . 

A. School-Comfr.uoity Pa'ce Relations. • ' , ' ' -' ( ' ^ 
• . ' v , '

* •>, "^ A relatively s'mall proportion of superintendents (221) reported «f~hat~
• ' • 

integration has. resulted in better relationships between t-he schools and 

-

••a 
M 

communities; they serve. A majority of respondents (55?) believe that poorer.' 
relationships now exist between the schools afid communities thafh^before 

. • ' '-.- • ' . ' . . •_ \ - . 
school -system integration. r-Approxfmately one in four superintendents (23?)''.'••• • •.-•*' ' :' "' ' •'•'«>'''••.« 
reported '-'unchanged" relationships between the schoojs, and communities they 



I - • . . • • T• ?• HiDCO Relations in .the Co^funity.' • '• ' \ ' " 

Super intendents^^wSre querried as t» their percept-ions of'race re'latioris* " • 

<ln the community'following the i'ntegratfon of school^. A majority of re
«• 	 » -	 . 

••spondirtg superintendents (53£) -fel/f that when'a H things.are considered^, . , 

'-the integration 'of scho&Js has produced pos'i tive'cha'ngo ifi the relationships 
, - •' x 
 '' . <. r • * 
between'races 	

'. • S ' '..
In.the Community. - Approximately -one-fourtf) of Tvhe respondents
S*. I r .'.^ , >> - V . . . ; ,,
(21%) felt thatlintegration had produced -negative chanoe in terms of com-, ' /'• » 	 - ." .. - • • •- • 
 ^ , • .' ' • • . " ' *
  s 	 munity race relatjons with fne -remain-ing I9£ believing that'^'no-^change" had;,
 

• •'••_. . " . 
 ' < • «w
 , • . occurred. 	 v
• ° 	 ' • . i 
 •t \ ' • . .- • /

' ' ' •".',- N .. - - ' . -* : - " •
 ••'
> 
 III. Busing as 	an Educut*ional ly JustLfiexj Mdihod for Accerripl ishing Integration. '•>>•'' 

 	 . -A final question's/as^ raised vith Georgia school superintendents, with '1 • v .
 ' • ' . '• .
 
..res'pect to.thQ educStiofia! 'justification of- bus-ing-as a method 4for "ac.com
"'•• 
 '«-	 ' • l rf'' f» ' * 
9 plishin'g integration, An overwhelming majority ' '• • of superintendents ••.'..•• (94^)
 -- f ,
 ' 
.. 

v 	
• 

-
* 

' * ' 
•,-'• '. 	 ' Indicated 

* • 	
thaf 

A

they.did not 

t 
feel busing 

.
 • t

was educationally jusfi-fi'bd. • * ' .

/*.''•. . • ' . > j <. • •
 
"" • ", , i .


• ' , 	 Summary, Conclusions and RoetSPTriGndotions . 'i .
 

Georgia school 	system ^uperin'tcndents (N=I88) were polled* in the Spring of " ./ *

1976-as to their perceptions relative to the'effects %of, school integration. An , ' 

analysis of survey responses suggested that^laqk students^were^-j^rcei-^d .as -being . i

 -*' . ' 
 ' ^ • . ^.: ; 	 t -, % •;

th^ primary .recipients, of educetion&l benefits since school system integration. ' 
 . 	 • • A 
. -1 

^ -. . . : . ,- .'.:
' ' *• Spec^lcal 

' • 	
ly, it was »the 

' 
expressed 

.-,.-.. 
.view of the" 

M,. 
vast majority, 

' '. .-
of responding s'upe/- w

 .. '"\ " *- " ' ••.'-.'. 

••'•; ;.•'••' 
' *• ' 

••• -. 
-

: 
' 

x .'•••' 
. . ' .- - ' Jntertdents 'that -educational .opportunities had•• increased for'Black 'students. Relatively 

few 
./'• ; ,- ; v -

superintendents..felt that there was a correspond5nq 'increase in educational opv 
 * :••N , ' ' • x • • - • • - , ' ' • 	 ••..-.'...,..• -
','portunl^ies' for ' -• White students'. ••'-.»' Additionally, .. '•'-.. many superintendents ? .'• • .*"' expressed . .. the ' ^
 -r
 

view that educational opportunities provided-for White stude'nts. had actual'lVde- ' ,'
 
'' '.'•''•. S * ," . t • 
 v'
 

creased. 
 Apparently, many superintendents believe that there is, at'least initially,"/'.•;'.||

a"lessening of 	educational, opportunities for V/hite students as headway is made to more• 

\» ' '''

fully provide opportunities for^Black students. •-. .. .' '. • ' 

-

:
 
: • » % . • • -. '. *
 

; 


 

V




\ 
 

• ;


• 


'
 

f ,

i
: ;

;
j,-- | 

^ I
|1
 
&
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•xiJ.•>'.- :.':. ' •:'..''.•• •.<s'-\:'-::-.A.... ;uLiSASil 



'-. -7-" ' '.. ' •'-••'•' ' ' '••
 

A si 
.'•'*•• 

ml Par situation may exist 
' 

with 
' 	

respect to student 
' 
achievement. 
„ ' 

Most super
.
 ' %


• * 
 i
 
Intet^cnts reported gains In terms of Black student, achievement'whl Ie.'few reported*
 

gains for-White students.' On the other hand, nearly a third of- the respondents

4 dfe ' ' •
 

.reported decreases in White student achievement whi le only: one-per cent reported 


decreases in achievement among Black students. 'It would appear unwise 'to suggest
 

• 	 that Integration per se .was responsible for declining White student achievement. 


The establishment of numerous private schools', for example, has resulted in the loss 


of students who are at l-east'economical ly advantaged. 9 * ,
 

A clear trend was In evidence with respect to Black student 'sc hoo I attc n d a n cc -.' 


Indications are that "Black students are attending school more regularly than £.e"fore 


school district integration. No crKscernlble trend was apparent, .however, with respect
 

"to White student attendance. »At this point one can only speculate as. to w.hy Black 


s1yjdents'<are attendi/ig school nore regularly. One'possiblIitv is that the educational
 

.needs of Black students are more fuMy being nxrt and that Black stutJonts stuCir
 ar%e "turned on"

to school. A less 'positive but equally plausible explanation* ¥s that greater efforts
' • • * * . ..'•-' '•'*'.

have {been made, by school authpritie's to enforce schoo:! attendance sinfe integration. 

,. Superintendents' perceptions o,f Integration o'utcomes. qlearly suggest the£ ra'ciaj^y 

tensions .betv/een Black arid White students have existed t^ni rnany instances. Qiscipl irtO" 


problems have tended to', increaSe since school district integration;. In spite of>this. 

sltuati.o'n; ':. 	 . schooPs •" .- have,'apparently '• •; A» J .* cone ' -> to ' grips .' with their • • . inteara\t~ \ ion-re '• ' rated -" -. problems'. • 
as.evidenced by^the* fact"that,fewer than one in twelve superintendents ••' ; •;•'•. reported J' '"' that .' , -" •'' '• . v - '.' ''"'' ' ' • ""-•-
"their'problems are "presently unsolved." x •
 

/ 	 • 
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j
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•

-

p

* 	
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•>h

.• 

"

' A somewhat,puzzI 
. o » • 

ing'situatio'n 
. 
exists 

N, 
with respect-to 

^ • \ 
comyunity-rqlai^ed 

. f ' 
{rteoration 

:—outcomes. *~'— :"l On the ' one v hand, ...••'.'• most superintendents > •• >• 	be 11 eve that .. poorer •••['' relationships ".''•.-.now . 

exist between",the schools and communities they serve"than-before integration. Onvthe 


otfter hand, 3 majority of superintendents ball eve tha*t school integration Has'Cproa'uced
 
' • • • ' • ' ' * . ** • 	

ositive 
" 

change 
• 

in the 
' ' 

re i ati onsh|p_s_-b&tw€en raees-Jj^'tNe commu'n i ty. F(nally,.the 
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<Rgcornfnondations, for Further .^tudy -.''>'' 

is cautipngd that the -results'of this study ore based'upon responses 
'<~ ' • '-• "_ • ; • » , o . ,.»»-... i 

tQ- superintendents' 'perceptions of 'iTvtcgratlon outcomes. TJie authors "are 

aware of •m^posslbi I rty that*actual integration dutcorr.es. •ma.y' di ff.er 'from'thp per

': "• ,' - ' - ,. \' ',•''••'•'. '" '_!:.__•...' 4k_._._ 
ceptlons of sarac held -by Georgia 's'chooJ sys'ten.supferrntend'elvts, NohTjPths^hfi^sy7?^-^
 

v ' ; r ' • '-• ^ ." ' '^ % .- ' • ' • 
• « ' '• . ' *•»>•'* •'"''/• 

perceptions of Georgian's chfe-f-schod I .system, of fleers arc undoubtedly re I ated to tl^e 

, educfetiorialr. decis'^ori-ma.ki ng'process. ' *••. %,'•'• • "' •" -*- /-' 

-	 ^^Gte^arly^ a need e^i^'ts^to'erici^t hnformatipri- fror.r other jsqurces jn order to-

more fully eva I uate.Priteg ration! oufcorr.es. .Significant questions suggested,, as- an. 

outgcowth of th-is investigation nright^include the following: ' f ' •'; * . 

—Do,black students perceive the! r educa't.ional*opportunftues. as ,having in- . 
creased'.si nee s'chopl irvtegrat-ion? If so^, how were changes "affected? 

i » 	 • -de-Do.White student's perceive^.their-educatfonal ofjportunjties'as
 
creased? • • i • . .
 

i 	 I .1. '	 ' 7 '•'

factor(s) is/arc responsible-for rhfi apparent increase'in BlaCk student 
attendance? i ' " \ ..--.',' • 

--Do- achievement te^t data support the cont? I irslo^. of many t supBrj-Qten delis' that 

"Black student achievenent has increa.sed and thotHVhite^s'tudeht achievcnont
 

" has decreased^ •>
 

• 	^-Are racia^ tensions as preS/alent betwee'ri Black and Wh~ite students as availab-le 
iinformation would suogest? How ai— -t^««-^ -t-~~fi~~r- ^~~.—^^^x-> i-.'K^-t- ->.— ^^^ —^i^information would 	suggest? How are -hhese tensions 

. 
expressed? 
, r. 

Vihat are schools
* \ . . ** " wJ 	 t .» ^

\ 4 doing J^?__ to _i__ resrolve -' _ __._!. _•_!. these t ___ tensions?	 _1_ ___*___** 	 • _

. .
 
are the specl^rc' integration-related problqns vhlch existed end hov* were •
 

they .' *• resolved? ' '- . •• ' . ;••••*" v'" . -' •'..".'•••• ».'.*.." '.:..


' —	Do persons, other than, school system* superipteridents., i&elieve that/pq>orer 
relatio.nships now e'xisf between -the schools and the .comnuni ties tf]ey ser've 
than before integration? ». • . \,

' ' ' • ' v 	 ' ' ' ^ ^ X^ . • .,'. o • f -^»l.'• • . \ 	N 	
• - . •» 

—DoJ.conmuni ties-atr^rgte* be I id \e. tbat, relationships be.tv/een races 4n the com-
munlty have improved? £ • ' ••'•!*-' . 

. 	 . .

—Dp viable" alternatives, to buying; ex^st as^^basis for'ac'cempl ishlog Integration?;
•*.-.>• / - • . 	 • - fc V ^ •" • . ' ' • - «>"

NOTES: 
t Sv 

VIolerice or the threat of violence has received widespread publicity. Se . 


^ 
^
 

• for example,^U.S.*Commissioa on Civil Rights, Southern. School Desegregation, ' -s| 

HK>6-67>>!-'967 , PP « 47-5J. , '•'.-" v .'. •/4r ." ~~ " ' ^ _ - V.'/' ^
 

http:creased'.si
http:oufcorr.es
http:decis'^ori-ma.ki
http:dutcorr.es


-9- :r 
U.S. Department of Health, Education and V/eI fore/Off*ice of Education, Plannlng 

• Educati pno I Cnangp ;_How Five School Syytcns Doscg rented, Vo I urne yl V (V.'ash i ngton: U.S. 
. GoverrrriierTt Printing Office,' 19C9). , 

• ". .*l'bld, p"p. T 5-7.
* ~—— " ' 

If-appears likely that many Georgians; were led to believe (even after the Brown 
dec!slon) x tnat:the" piJb I,ic schools- would not be i-ntegrated. In 1955, then Governor 
Warvyi Griffin Vas quoted as «pea~! i ng his campaign pledge that "there4 will be no . 
ntfxipg of The races in the classrooms of -our schools and co-l leges." In this regard ' * 
.*ee Reed Sarratt, Th_e \Qrjo'a I of'Dc'scgregatiQn:''thc First Decade (Hew York-Harper & -

R6w, 1966'),» p.5. ' ~/r\t " ' / . ' x
 

X,_ For an in-depth look at the busing questipn see Nicolaus Mills-(ed.), The - « 
Greel'School Bus Cpntrovorsy. (t;ew York:-Teaqhers Col Iege,-Columbia University, ' 1973')! 

Responses''do not ref leer consideration of students who withdrew from public 
schools and transferred 1<o private schools fol lowing Georgia public school integration*. 

x • t-3 *' ^ \ 
'^Assuni ng'toi course, that VJhite student'achieyement has\in'fact decl iVied. The 


WeJght of ̂ previoys research has farled to suggest tFTat White's'Kident ach/aevdment has" 

s.uf fored. ,An .excel l-ent overview of the ac*iiever,«nt ouestion is irfcluded in f'eyer 

WeinbQrg, 'Dcscgron'atron P.osearch: A,h Apgraisal^CBIoomington, Indianar-Phi Del^a Keppa, 

1970), pp. '^l-oST • % "" "^"^ ~. '. - / •"'*., : . ' 

^ ^Op-i'pions differ as to-Wva, extent, *ipf'.fhe. IVhite student o.xodus *f row 1 he'pub lie 
schools. Morris/- wi appealing*.the, slituation'-existinr, i/i^,J970, estinatefl that fewer 
"ttian 5? of'Whito students had jjxiw't^th^ publ !c'~s'chcqVsV'. In (th\s regard see V.'i I I ip 
Mornis/Yazoo; 
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GS02CIA-SCHOOL IKTEpP

* 4. '• \. 

•> » *•\ 
-•' • • 	 ..The school district 'presently bar. -_ 6;6^POQ_ - otudent-o 

The ccWool district Its primarily f_04 rural; Suburban; -13 
. in 

EDDavreOIiAI. t)ITOHTU:,T ITli:S FOR'STUDENTS* 

-,1. Toe fichicvcncnt • of-r.lncli e.tuclento h'as ( 05 increhocd; 2 decreased; 
' • J^__not«c)ic.q£ed) since the school 'd'ietrict uas integrated. • '. . 

2. 	' Th'a nchicvop.cnt of Uhi£e- etfrfren'^a-hagy (•_•j^--increased! -40- _t3 

*• t ^ .not dunged) oince ^;ho ochcol district uao iritf.grr.tcd.
 

* * • 

* 


' » 	 4 *•\ •

..3-. . 	 The fittcr.'Jance of iudividunl- Blfich ctudcnto hco tended'to ( ^ iitcrcnr.e; 
-' • docre^fce;' ^^ • did nQt chnn£ /;) ciuoc.the clictrict uao iutcgratod..

' 	 ' . ' , ' . * ' ' . 	 ' • \ 	 .-•...-__• 	 ft. • The f.ttcn<:!r.'.-jcc of individual \Jhi.tn c'tudrnts hao tondaS to ( J_xnrrcace; 
*k dccro^gs; ^> clid not chcn^c) t<ince ttio. dictcict vns e^rntc-'J,. 

5.	 * '"'"' • 1 fc r ' xa have incrccr.cd; p dg.crc'cscq; 33 not cliiyi^ci
cincc "fcl72 'diotricj: uac J.ntogrntcd. 

* 

f the uchoolj> «has ( 60 increased; ^ 33_ clGcrcr.beJ; 37 not 
) r.*ici»l tensions bc-twcbu ctudcntc.. • ' . | 

£, the cchoovl diotrict was r- nany; 
nfe) pyobltfna in t;--c; 

8.' Problcfta '•dcallujj irith'cc'hool 'intsrivTticn r.rc. prcccatJy (II_unooxvcd;; 
' lOQ c^?>ov"lly colvcd-; 21 totc.rly ccxlvc'i!) in thQ cchool district. 

' 	 ' • 9. Integration of the cchoolc nay be vleved" tod.iy c.n hav^Tip. {M5 increased;. 
s 	. ^3 _^decrctio&d; 16 • 'not chsn<;cd) the eduYcstiohril oppor'tutjitics. of iilrc\; •

c* f*ti'**cr* t* i" * 	 * * * 	 * 

..10. Intcg'rotion of ^hc cchooln txay be viewed today os haTiw* ( 28 ^in c ro a 3 e,d; 
\ 40 dccrcRse'dU 66 not chanced) the educational opporAinJ,tics of 
ctuclentc. \ • 

'. * ' 	 * - • . f i 4 j
'- ill. If ojshool intcsratiTon could only be accomplished by busing children
 
. "artencivcly" in the school district' I -tfeal the results ( 7 __ would; 


l'£_irov!ld not) be justified froa an educational point of vicy.
 

12. TJTO infepnition of the cchoolo has resulted in (^? bettor; 73 pobrer; 

, , ^^ uacbsa.t:c'd) relationships betv/een cue schools end the cou.uunity.:
 

/ i€ 13* In.cteyisrjr, ^*Kcn oil ̂ bln^n arfc corridared, the iatcsrfition0 of s^hcolo hao
 
^ proJucsa ( PR. poGitivg; 3^ neggtiya; 75 no) chcn^* i» the relationships
 

, ' tbstueca Wcos in• tb'a ccssas^ty. . x\^ 	 - .' s a"»~ .^—^. • . N j ;'. -..-'.'. . /"-:r-_• • . -~-^-—-^°
 
(_ / f . *Thic Appendix represents a sumrr^ry of responses offered"by Georgia School
 
|, System Superinteindents .{N=I88).* All .supc-rtntendents did not respond to •
 
IK the questionnaire nor did all respondents rea'ct to alt" items. • ^ •
mr,: 	•'.:•'•• t • '.-••}.-.'• . •: - - "' . . •• •• ''.-*•' .' . '
 

http:incrccr.cd



