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ABSTRACT " . - .

. ,% - A study sought to identify and verify the

o éharacteristiqg of rural settings and teachers that, in the

‘litetature, are related to success in rural teaching of students with
handicapping -conditions and to compare college faculty expectations .,
and attitudes with those of local education admipistrators and master
teachers." A survey was conducted by mail questionnaire of rural local
administrators (n=29) from upper state New York and college faculty .

“(n=30) from an Albany private college. The survey contained 5 ’
open-ended questions asking for characteristics which impact rural
educational-services to the handicapped and .20 attitude items. ‘
‘Comparisons made between rural educators and college faculty revealed
differences in 8 of the 20 attitude jtems. Regarding the handicapped, - . -

" Wmore rural .educators than college faculty were concenned .about )
financial ramificatjons of providipg services, had lower academic '
expectations, and had confidence in vocational educatjof. More ~
college faculty than rural educators expected non-teachi staff to ,°
be prepared to work with the handicapped. Results document a ‘ '
knowledge and attitude gdp between rural educators and college
faculYy who train teachers and a lack of awareness of issues research
considers important. Teacher training programs must be improved and
based upon needs of rural settings. Following the narration are

N tables displaying qguestionnpire results, and a copy of the

gquestionnaire. (PM)’
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P Equa.l numbers of rural administrators and co]lege education faculty
&

were surveyed by questionna.ire on attitude toward delivering educational

services to the handicapped and on issues identiﬁed in the- 1i‘tera.‘b\n't as

impacting, on rural education. Results compared responses of rural educators

i S

’ - and college faculty and respon s of both to issues highlighted in the

. lij.eratm-e. Differgnces on titude@etween the two groups were found in

+  financial, a.cademic expeetations, and vocatjonal 'l‘.ra:lning sta‘bements. On

issues §m3acting on rﬁra.l educa.,tion, Tore rural educators were aware than

3 - .
-7 N N

college faculty, but nelther group demonstrated a level of ‘awareness nec-

N e

' ! ‘essary to improve pre or inservite teacher training. . o ~ .
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: \ How Far is the lvory Tower From Reality In P‘repa.riné

S | : . o
\/ ‘ Teachers for Rural Settings Cw

. . 'I'he ob;jeotives o:f this study were to identif‘y and verify the

.- cha.racteristics of rural settings end tea.chers tha.t, in the literature, are
. related to success in rural teaching of studenté with handicapping conditions -

"‘\’e and to compare college ec'iuoation :l’aculty expectations and a.tti‘budss with

those of 1oc§i educat:lon’ a.dministrators and master teachers. (The conege

)

cuttrently: has a federal grant to improve its preservice program such that -
! TN RS .

its graduates will be better prepared to sgrve handicapped learners in

ru;al settings-.) . L . . e
- w .~ r
R - There is a current strong call to improve the preservice tra.ining of

those who will teach, in rural settings (3, 5, T, 9, 11, 13, 14). While

most teachenr ation programs are resppnciing to the “trend to, spegializp;

r};ra‘l edlcators continue to need to \‘be generaliots (2, 5 6). 1:11éy mst
be prepared to work across mor'e disoiplings, more”age 1eveis s more hand-
fcapping conditions t;:lan their counte:;)art% in urba'.fz/ suburba.t; setting;.

' 3 " They must have interjpersonal skills and :lntra;prsonal qualities that will
supjport proYonged: geographic, cultural and professiohal isolation (3, 5)

s ,They mst know how to access resources s retain professional ties and

LN

ma_lntain 2 positive self-image (1, 5, 13,.12). ‘ .

‘ How aware of these cha:na.cteristics gre local educa‘biona.l administratotrs ‘

L 7 . -
* and _college faculty? ‘ ~’ ' - 7 -
» N - Method
” R , , .
A review of the literature was conducted to identify the characteristics

) ‘of rural settings and of teachers that impact on suctessful delivery of

. .
- - »
- N t -
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N »
Qo : . 4 7 . .
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servic:es to 1ea:rners in rural settings. Then“rural 1oca.l education ad-

" ministrators (n= 29) and college education facuity (n=30) were surveyed by -
A meil gquestionnaires. This represented & return rate of 39% for the rural
- respoﬂdents and 4% 1 for the college faculty. The administrators were Chief
School Offacers s guidance ‘counselors, principals a.nd department hehd@s ﬁ'om .
15 rural school districts in upper New York State. The ?‘ollege fa.culty
" were full end part~time professdional educators who teach af a private coRege
in Albany, New York with'a s?‘rong education program in both elementary

. ¥

~ ‘education az;d ‘spec:lal education.
The qnestionnaire contained 5 open-ended questions s B of* which.are of
» ' concern for this paper. These requested the respondents to 1ist the char- J
a.cterist:ics of ruztai 1life, school pa.!:'terns, resourpes and teacher charlc-
teristics t.pat pdtentﬁlly impact on services \%o the handica.pped“ in rural
areéns. The questionnaire aléo contained & 20 item attitude ques‘bionn&ire
(develope& and va.li#ed in & prior study. Grijpp:[n s 4 related to 4
services for the handicapped in educatic»nai settings. ' \
’ ~ S ~ Results ‘ \
{ Resﬁlts were colia‘bed' and comﬁar:!.sons made. betwégn .rura.l\ educators and
coliege faculty and both groups of eduéafbors to-the current literature, In
terms of the attitude: iteméa 8 of the 20 items lrev;.-aled differe?lces be;tweesl
the rural educators and coliege faculty., More rural educator;s than colfege ‘
faculty are concerned about the ﬁ.ﬁﬂancial ra.mifi;a?‘/tions of provid ed-
uca‘blonal services to‘the handicapped (69% VS, -52%) have 1Wer a:iﬁlc
expectations for 'the handica.pped (~8% vs. ll3%) and hawe confidence in °

»

vocational education for the.handmapped (69% vs. 45%). More college N
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‘faculty than fu‘ra,l educa.tors expect non-teaching staff to be prepared to i ,.
{ work with the handicapped (72% vs.@%). Most rural educators express doubt« ;
:l:n the use of standerdized tests to evaluate a.ca.demic progress of ha.na- ' -
icapped learners ~(80% va. 41%). (New York ‘Si;ate has special regulati9ns for |

‘administering state ma.ndated\ evaluation instruments to special né.eds pop-

)

i Tabjles 1 through 4 cc?ntain tlie comparison of rural educ\a:ljors\ and .
% Ccollege. faculty to four of the op;n—ended questions on the qgestionﬁaﬁe..

(The other q'uestion is not relevant to this study' ). Res;ponses ha.ve been .

categorized in terms of issues identif:i.ed in ‘bhe rura.l educa.tion 1itera.ture. |

Categori%ing in th:ls way permi‘b‘bgd all responses to be included. The tables

reveal a low awareness of the issues on ‘the part or both rural educators and -

college :t‘a.culty. X
Table 1 presents thgpgrceﬁt&ge of rural educators and college faculty
identifying characteristics of rura.l life that 1imit educationa‘l gservices to . /

the handicapped, categorized by issues 1dentified :’m the rural educat:lon
literature. Except for 69% of the rural educa.tors identifying transportation
difficulties and 48% of “the college faculty identifying low incidence of

L) ) .
hegdicapped, issues discussed in the literfture were listed by few participants.

L
~ 2 a

.
2 W4 R
. .

.

Plece Teble 1.about here

Table 2 disbla:ys ‘the percentage of i'm‘a.l educators ‘and college faculty
: ) -
" identifying aspects of rural l1iYe that contribute to better edicabional ser-

A

vices for the handicapped » categorized by issues identified in the literature.
¢ .
. N\

?
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More rural edueetors than .college faculty ere aware of the benefits of the

close interpersonal relationships fostered in a rural setting. '

S } v
o

- Place Table 2 about here .

N
4

T?,ble 3 1ists the pex\cent&ge of rural educators a.nd college fa.culty
iden‘bifying organizationa.l is&zes ‘wh:lch :[mpact on rixra.l educa‘tion :!.n ‘ways .
not found in ur‘ban‘/suburba.n settinge. As with the other issues » there is

‘ . 8) .
not e large percentage of participants ‘la.belling‘ /‘he issues ‘.t‘olmd in the

- . }

Jiterature. * .

Pflece‘ Table 3 about here

Table h report.s “the percentage of ru}a.l educators and college faculty

identifying characteristics df successful rural teachers, ca.tegorized by

»
issues: identified:.-in the literature, Gery few participants jdentified such

characteristics and 10% of -each group indicated that they saw no differences
— ) .t . . *\»—\_- R

between. the characteristics Tof successful rural snd urban/suburban teachers,

L 4

- v'. »
\\ ‘ Place Teble 4 about here

D:I.scuséion
The results document & knowledge and §pttitude gap be‘bween rura.l

educstons and co;l.lege faculty who train teachers. They :ﬁzrther document

-

Jack of awareness of pertinent ,issues\ identified :[zf the research literature

L

o
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on rural education and preservice needs. Rural educators are more aware of

e

the special cheracteristics needed in rural areas than college faculty who

train teachers. Neither group, however, is able to articulate with any .
\ .

specificity the charagteristica poted in the research )1i'berat1:t.re a.s'having
& s

a major impact on educationael delivery in rural settings. 1

‘The.re are two possible ways to interpret Ws: elther the
rural education litersture is ‘not gppli?cable’ to the rural éettingsL surveyed
s ) in this‘ s{:udy or the respﬁndeﬁts to the survey ere insulated from con-
’ sciousness of these issues. Since ‘l;ti:e two major stp.dies of rural education,
(7, 13), are na.tiona.l :ln‘ scopé; it seems reasonable to assume t}{at they. ‘
©  generalize to schools 11; New York State. Therefore » the more reasonab‘le
- interpretﬁfén is that the rural educators and college :t‘acglty are
relgtivély unaware of "bfle ma.‘j‘or issues that impact upon delivery of’ ed-
N )ucatiﬁnai s;rvices in rural areas. Y : ‘ ‘ .
, “The kr{qivledge‘ and .attitude’/gap bei:weefl the rm':;l educators and the ‘
college facixitgr surveyed I:eﬂec*lgs the larger picture. Nelson (-lll) i‘ound"\
: that pnl.y 3 out of 41 surveyed colleges and universities offered treining ‘
programs for rural teaching and only 17 of 1&5!. offered corﬁporients in their

7

teacher training programs related to teaching

3 »

: Schmidt (15) calls for improved staff developmenmt, in rural schools with-
N : .
out once mentioning higher education. A large number of studies (for
./\axample:\ 3, 6, 12} report results of surveying rurgl educators on topics

. : . s
of teacher preparation without validating those results against needs

’ ) ) ' \“\ — N
- °

\)4 .‘ - - \* »
ERIC . ~ . 8 : ‘
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productive: Improved teacher training progr st be grounded on more

‘ an 1ndictment of current teacher training ;programs.
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* fdentified in’ 1e,g;g¢r, wore carenmy controlled stmes (7, 13).

( |
While it is 1mportant to recqgnize the Mdi?dunlity of rurel

districts, continuing to generate isolated deacr ptive stu.dies that are

not related to a J:arger body- of research and diterature seems counter-

1
Y -

than personsl .opinion about what is needed. Ag the cnrrent study'

demcostrates » rural educafors do not always know vhat is uriijfiue about

rural edwecation. - Th:ls is especially so if the rural educe.tor has never

KN

eJq;erienced another educat:lonal environment. We’ would not expect urban

*

edquecators to be the final word on teacher traini:ng fqr urban settings

I
and we should not expect tha.t imln-oved teacher trainizg for 1'(1!‘&1 areas

~ will be generated solely by asse;sing rnra.l educators. The need for *

additional carefully coritrolled field studies in which rural educators
and college faculty-gcollabgrate is sorely needed. Until such resea.sch is
availehle, we will continue to read that onJy teachers vho were educated

in rursl settings will suceeed in rural settings (12). This is certainly.

A

) : P
A correlated pro‘blem is the lack of awareness on the part of rural ’

educators that some‘impediments to success involve professiona.l insulation
op their part. For example, if they are not aware of the impact of’
clhntmlty u;pon school in srural areas in compar bon to urban/ suburban areas,

ar—

then they are unlilely to initiate staff development. programs to improve
teacher skills in this context. ' oz

‘The areas of discrepancy highlighted by this study proyide an impetus

‘for ‘izla\nning s'tn}( deVelopngnt programs at both the coll?ge end rural

- . " . >
"l
) Y

-
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school level, The Ivérj Tower needs to be brought closer to reality .
¢
end rural school a.dministrators need to be made more awere of the variuhres

\“ ) 4

\ that mpinge on the quali‘t‘.y of ins‘bruction in thejr districts. Several \ 5
models for impraving teacher tra.ining for rural service are end;ent in the ’
. literature (1, 5 , 8, 10, 11, 16). Ehe nexl: step wculd appesr to be the
careful -considerat:[on of these models' by consortia of college/uninrsity

and ca.tchment rural schools, followed by controlled. ‘field studies. The

V4

theories of learning necess;aix to generate sueeessrul teacher ‘bra:lning

‘ programs exist. The task is to use our professional knowledge &o ‘bha.t end.

) N * L J
»
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. b \ anparison of Responses from Rural Educa‘bors and College Facul'l:.y
' ) . - Categor _'imd by Issues in the Literature .
~ 8 ‘ N .
- - T ‘#— h : X N !
- ‘ Percentage Identifying Issue’
. s As Importent
) " - - ‘ - ™ ‘ —
- ISSUE ' ’ | " RURAL EDUCATORS  COLLEGE FACULTY
o R %
) ‘ L ! )
¥
- Ipadequate financial resources .3, 38
an » 7 ) . 1 v
Transportation difficulties vy 69 / 38
> Sparse population creating e ! -
B o ‘ . =« \ A
low incidence of handicapped 2L . - 48 .
e Lack of profes-sion‘alg services — : 21 v #11&
! T <ot
Lack of community-based, ’ - -
non-school resources 10 7
- Rural populations demand less
.of gmrernmen‘b egencies |, 7 7 .
Isolatiqn L um . 28 T
" Less qualified staff o T 10
> . ‘
Cul'tpra.l and social limitations Y ) K . R
. for students ‘ 7 / 0
v @ R ) - ~ " .
o N >
| 1?\ >
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& Issue

N

Q.

L - v Table 2 b

Characteristics of Rural Life That Contribute to Better Educational SerVides. |

. . for the Handica.pped ]

o i

-

Compa.rison of Responses rrom Rural Educators and College Faculty 'R

' N Categorized by Issuep in the I-iterature

}

5

) s

.o Percentage Identifyiﬁg Igsue

L4

Wy

. ¢ As Important

1 4

-

N

Rpra.l Educators

College Faculty . | f

-~

Closeér Studen'!;-teacher relations 38
\ ) \ .

Closer ‘school- ommmity-family
N X ! " \\

reletions ; L v iy

- \

Better class environment (e.g. dis-

cipline, individualized attention) 21

Less peer pressure : 7

3h
10

e
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) . . ' . . v Table 3 . : . P )
L. Educationa.l Organizationa.l Issues Tpat Impa.ct on Delivery of Servicé'é -
- . ‘ !
< o > to the Hs.ndica.pped

:i
Comparison of Responsea from Rural Educators and College Faculty

-+ Categorized By Issues in the Literature

v ~

g
* ¥

"'- Percentage Identifying Issue
: :

—~ o o , O s “Important |
- , - % e - "
Issue ‘ Rural Educators _ College Faculty
. N . . N . . *
Administration of Special Egucation
Programs one of many other jobs 34 . -
R ~
’Rapid staff turnover v .3 . .0
d Fewer levels o:t‘ bureaueracy \ 10 : 3
Need for speci&iis‘ﬁ to travel )
PR, M ) A . s ’ 10 )
among schools ; Y 3 . Y a
. v . '
“& . . ‘ -
\
7 - ) ‘
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e aa,

~ £
- \ Charac‘beristics of the Successml Rnra.} Teachqr Fot Nee?zd by Ot‘her ‘Teachers, .

-
. Pt -

= Comparison of Responses from Rural Educators and Cbllege *i‘a.culty .
: e
- . . Ca.tegorized by Issues in th’l.i‘berature ' o

-’

N N
N
- A . . ~ ~ N

. ‘ Percent éIdenti Issue
o age Identifying

= J / \ As }Important- |
) ¢ “ R o R
., Issue : ‘ Rural Educators College llaculty
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