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: : " - The study compar eé*nat;anw1de reséarch f1ﬁd;ngs abauf:
’tﬁé d1str1:ts, supérintandents, t g:h érs, programs, and student 5

performance in 642 public school di 5tr1cts with an enrollment of. 900

.or .less (defined as small/fural) to data from a random sample of

"school districts of similar 'size in North-Dakota. Data were collected

from supeflntendénts by, questlgnnalre during the 1982-83 school year.

Twenty-nine of. North Dakota's 216 small/rural sche olgdistricts, or .

74.4% of those surveyed, responded. North Dakota sma¥/rural school . ,

districts averaged 228 students with 116.2 students}§er scheool, both

figures 'less than national averages. The last bon ssue. averaged
©$212,125 compared to' $716,000 nationally, and 52\1 of thé districts
reported declining enrollments compared to 36.2% nationally’. Whllé

55.4% of the superintendents surveyed nationally -héld master's

degrees, over 96% of North Dakota small school superintendents ‘held

master's degreex. None held education specialists degrees, ébmpared

to 31.5% nationally. Althaugh ‘most North Dakota superintendents held

full-time positions,; their salaries were lower than national:figures.

Teacher/student ratios matched the national .averages and teacher

salaries and dutSes also camgared favorably. Graduating seniors

exhibited high academic achievement in North Dakata.;ﬂearly half went
en to cellége,_camgared to 38.6% nationally.. School programs compared -

Eavarably in the areas of curriculum and resource persannel ‘but less

so in the area of sports prég:ams. (sB) .
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far-rgrai school di tricts of similiar size.

gsuparlntendent, the teachers, schaal pragrams, and student pEFFDFmaﬁEE.u
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A desgrlptlve repart QF K-12 publlc school districts ln North Dakota

énr@]Inﬂg 900 students or less tgmpared to- nat:cnwude research findings

!

Twenty*nine distrigts‘wgreA

surveyed in North Dakota; 642 distfiéts Were sufveyed in the natiénaiastqdy;

. ' ' i
': Ths 5tudy gathered data related to the rura] dlstrlﬂt, the sghaml

=

Data was Ealiected durlﬁg the 1982e83 ‘school year. e
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A RESEARCH REPORT. OF SHAI.L/RURAL SCHOOL' DISTRICTS IN- NORTH Dé&iDTA
COMPARED TD SCHOOL DISI‘RICTS OF. SIMILAR SIZE NATICINWEE-
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. . . Efuee O Barker end Iven D. Muse . ‘-
> o . TNTRODUCTIDN e
i ﬁntil zzeeerltly, eompereclvely few edieetore heve teken .an intefeet ifl the
: 5 :
2 etrengthe end ehellengee of Ame;‘iee s emell/mfe‘l eeheole;, deepite the fe.
thet e}meet one&thi:d of Ametiee"e you’ngeter“ ;Enda_-SC_‘IilOQlE . eleeeified ‘ee;,_f
1982). With. the deeline 1A school eeﬁeelidetieh; and - the
* . A = = . s "\’ N
N . - \ »
eeffent pepuleeion ' eﬁift to qon metropoliterx _areas (Beal, . 1*3?5), it is,

-eleerly evident Ehe’t fufel eeheele will eeﬁtinue to pley a’ eignifieene{ role

iﬁ the future edueetieﬁel development ef a- lerge eegment ef Qur igeiety.

-2

Currently, very little dete are eveileble ebeut :mrel sehool, eyeteme in. our

eeeietyi Ihi ee p tieu;efly trie of K-12 eyeteme *erxfolling ,l_eee theﬁ 1,000

H : B - . : .

| students (_Heehtigel," Ej?),;-’ T o

i

The puLpeee gf this repe;—t ie E.te Present ‘major fiedi_ngs :of-Kélz %ﬁrel

eéheel dietfiete iﬂ Nereh Dekete ‘with theee ef a f;e ionwide etgdy eemple;ed by

i

B_erker (1983}-, in whieh deeeriptive dete were eolleeted eh K-l?_ end/er 1=-12
. i

rural eehoel eyeteme enrnlliﬁg 900 studente or. leee. . The findings wer¢ getheeed

du ring the’ 1982=83 eeedemie yeel—EQ 7

e i ., s .

E : . e - ) X
LAl ' METHO . L
. k) . T . o L

_ ," ,',Ue!igg the.?zEdueeti.eﬂ, Difeeterj‘;; Fel,l -1980: ° Leefe; Edu eetign hgieneiee »uee'

a :fefenee, a - hand eeunt was mede ef ell K-12 end 1-12 pubiic school

éietriete in Ehe Uﬁited Statee whieh enrnll 900. ezudente er 1eee, Of the -
4 - y ' N
nition's 15;501 pebl.Le ,diettieteg 4,125 (26.4 pefeéﬁt) "fwere; identified as

qi,.ie_lifyring K-12 or lélz,eyeteme_ In North Dakota, 216 'qeelifyiﬂg g:iiet;riete were
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i;ienrt‘ified@ ’l’-heee‘\"diet;riete;."’fepreeente“‘d 66.3 percent of .fhe
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Q_pub;ie school dietrf : P 7s Oéé‘etudenteg ;'_ . , 1}

&i!- EgQQe%tiannei?ez o superintendente e? SLG rendemly eeiected’;
.dietr;ete iﬁj?he - Zide 5 . Gempleted queetienﬁeiree were %eeurned from&l
iE&EfdietrieteA(78 v zant Th: game qe'é,isﬁeeire wee mailed to 39 dietricte

B éiq North ﬁeke?e; Aeepended (74.4 pereent) : Theequestienneife peeedvr

» questions releL ugeln dietriet, Eee'_eehael eeupefintendent, “the

teachers, 'school:} a ecie feeﬁe;fermeeee;' S | 5«
A eeep ’ieen ef the ma;er findinge in Narth Dekete with eﬁeee cf the
ﬁaticnel etudy are reperted in Teble 1. iﬁ‘ g ‘f
CONCLUSION R
; ot <
= -, : - . * . | 63‘ v, L=
Herth Dakota 1s one e%éthe leedeng‘etetee:iﬁ:ehe ﬁaeien.in relation tejtﬁefr

_number of rural d;,,ri ts whieh meke up the state's p,blie school system. It is
‘clearly evidene:ehee the epereﬁien and management of the‘emell/furel district -
- poses ehellengee end :ewarde, in many ways, uniquely different from theee of a_

aierge urbenedietriet, end even many derger rural dietfiete.- It ie hoped that .

-

!»the infoﬁEiiOﬁ preeenced herein will" eeeiet Nefth Dekete edueetere, and 5thersg
¥ - s ! -‘\ .
interested in edueetien, to mere knewledgea l e,he,ee the etrengﬁhe end eddreee
~

the needs eﬁgthe emellfrufel districte within the state. | \ - S
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'TABLE l-'r

A
9

1983.

~ "Fhe Rural District N ST

5L: Average stuﬁeat Enrallmeat pgf dlstrict
2. ' Avetrage ﬁuﬁbe; of schoolstper district _.
3. zAvaragegstudEﬂg ‘enrollment per school

4.;%Averaggigeegraphicalﬁsiza of district in’
o square miles .
'5. Percent of student's bussed to school -~

6. Mean farthest one-way distanga students
- biissed (miles) oo
7. . Percent of districts reporting recéipt of
.state aid or funding for small school
~ distriets & ., )
8. Average dollar amount of .last band iEEEE’

g

9. 'Percent of distticts passiﬂg last bond issﬁe

10. Percent of districts repcrting declining
\ Enrallments . ,

The_ Supérinﬁendént

1. Average age of superiﬁten;xh
2. Percent of supérintandents holding
" master's as highest degree
3. Percent of superintendents holding Ed.
Specialist degree

.‘4. Percent of : superiﬁtendents hclding

o

doctorate degree

5. Average tenure as suparintendént (vears)

6. Percent of superintehdents feporting annual
.salary in excegs of $35,000. :

7. Percent:; of full-time superintEﬁdents

8. Percent of superintEﬁdent/pringipal
combinations - .

9. Percent of superiﬁtendents who worked . -

' for district prior to appointment as

superiﬁten§3ﬁt

The Tg chers ., © .- o .

1. Average ﬂumbgr of elemantary teachers iﬂ -
‘district

2. Average number of sec ﬁda:y teachers iﬁ
district . .

3. Average teacher/student ratia . .
4. Percent teazkar tufﬁaverﬁ{1982§83) .
5. Mean beginnin

Y

6. Mean ié teacher salary (1982-83) @ .,
7. Mean current teacher salary (198p=-83)

teacher salary (1982-83) =

29.6

$212,125
93.1

62.1

7.3

1:13.7
819
$13,211
$19,226

$16,013 .

9.3

24,2
$716,000--
87.5

‘lun \w

15.
1:14,

- 8.
$12 492

$20,Sos'
$16, 3?7
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-5 P ] i Table 1 (Qoﬁtinued) .
- = = — — — e -; - . 7;? = ;:”7* = \ ———
S . Variable .~ ' =~ ¢ " "« North Dakota-
‘8. "Average number of "steps" to reach -top of | A
"salary schedule  _ :. . 11.1 . 14,5
9. Average number .of ffferéﬁt Subject §:epars . i
g;e'ations fer sgégndafy’teachers L 0 3.9° : 3.5
'S; nE Pétfgrmaﬁﬁg e ': . ®
M e . -
~£;- Meaﬂ ﬁumbetugf graduaeing saniars ) e 22,2 ) 34.5
"2. Percent of graddating seniors recognized as b 1-.
* National Merit Exam Finalists = . . 2.6 - | 1.0
3. 'Percent of gfaduating seniors achiaving : S
* scores of 25°gr above on American Cﬁllege ' : Ny ‘
_ _Test (ACT Exam) ’ . » 19.0 =" T, 7.5
4. , Percent, of graduatlug seniors achiéving 1. ' g
“scores of 1100 or.above on Scholastic ] : P
+Aptitude Test (SAT Exam) i ' . 2.8 ¢ 2.6
. 5. ‘Percent of gradugting seniors gciﬁg on to ' L
college . 5 '49.7 ) 38.6°
6. Percent of graduatgng .seniors going to ' : .
) technical school, R K _ - 21.8 - 14.1
' g;hbalf?;@;;amsr ;
1. Percent of districts @xpicying either full or
: pattatimé, the foX¥lowing resdurce persannel o ) .
Special Education = - L . : 85.7 ' 86.6
School Counselor : = ;. o 53.6 79.4
- School Psychologist. : ) ’ 21.4 - '33.8
School Nurse . : : : ;§ . 741 . 45.1
' Libfafianlﬁéiia Spetialist . ¢ 67:9 . 80.9 .
‘Adult Education Director _ : ' 3 .6 | 22.0
- Community Education Director * ‘ . :0?' 7.8
:Va;atignal Education Dir%gtnr S ) )21 4 22.0°
2. Percent. of districts uffering the fallowing' N F '
sports programs: - . e » T
_Football, .~ - .. ]. s8.6 69.2
»' Basketball o : . 100 ‘100
. Baseball , N +, 31.0 - 55.4
Softball e . ) < 710.3 37.1 -
Volleyball o 7.2 65.7
Cross Country Track A . N 13.8 . 23.3
" Seccer . - - ' ‘ . I I . 7.0
Wrestling L= i o . 10.3 25.2
Track and Field - o 89.7 ) 78.7
Golf - ‘ : - 20.7 22.4
Tenhis - . a s 0 16,3
-§yimming - - 0 3.2
.Gymnastics - s L : . 3.4 5.9,
[ . .
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Table 1 (continued)
.Variabig N@g,h?Dakéta Nation
= = - = — - =iy i =
3. Percent of districts foerlng the fallcwing o
courses as a part of their chrriculum.'
Spanish ¢ ' 0 41,8
German 11.1 9.7
‘French . o 14.8 18.9
" Calculus . - ) . "33.3 35.9
Chemi¥try C .81.5 79.4
Computer Science 70.4" 60.3
Electronics ) 7.4 13.0
Vocational Agriculture 55.6 63.1
Physics * 74,1 67.7
i s K
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