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e m1ss1on of the wlsconsln Research and Developmént Center
1s-t6 improve the quallty of education by addressing-the full
range of issues .and problems related te 1nd1v1dua11zed schoollng
Teaching, learning; and:the problems of 1nd1v1duallzat10n are
- given- concurrent attention in the Center's efforts to discoyer
'processes and develop strategles and materials for use 1n the *
schools. The Center pursues its mission hy "
e conducting and synthesizing research éb clarlfy the

. processes of school-age ch11dren s learning and

development . o ‘ ’

v

..

’

6 conducting and synthesizing research'to'clarify effective
appgoaches to teaching students basic skills and concepts:

(; developing and demonstrating improved instructional\strategies,

. . processes, and materlals for students, teachers, and school
adm1n1strators & -

[ Bs

A . P . 3 - .
. . . . . : -u

SRR
° prov1d1ng ass1stance to educators whlbh helps transfer thg‘
. outcomes\of research and,development to improved practlce
- v in local schoods and teacher education 1nst1tutlon9 ”'“

_The Wisconsin Research and Development Center is @upported ?/

with funds from the Natlonal Institute of Educatlonland the

University of- Wisconsin. .
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Since 1973 the SchOOl-Communlty relatlons Progect at the W1sconsin Re-

\ i -

' search and Development Center’ for Ind1v1&uallzed Schoollng has been 1%

* . .

volved “in research related to the establlshment of school-communlty

>

'-1' ' ' '
relatlons programs at the school . slte.' In addition to sevnkal researc S _(

.reports, the progect has produced a state of the art paper on. school~- % . ;.51;
. communlty‘relatlons (1975X, a casebooﬁ illnstrattng the place_of school, :

cohnunihv-relations_rn:the.implenentatiwnrof_an educational innovation' ] : .:\u;

. (IGE), and.a;serles of practical; handsron.materialeto inprove.school-i_

“cottmunity relations Lq connectlon w1th thlS research an exten51ve and

N M . - . ' ’ “ ’ i -
wide-ranging collection of articles and books have been reviewed by.the- _ N
' -
s progect staff. ‘In order to share thlS collectlon with others 1nterested

’ | P . f.l o '

in school communlty relatrpns, th1s blbllography has been developed 's“iz ..

- ]
.

The follow1ng range 'of tOplCS has been covered and-. all relate to the _ _ fj;‘fﬂ_

v

?

central theme of school~community relatlo?s. (1 school—communlty_rela— penEN

\ 'y

_ tlons (general), (2) program, 6rgan1zat10n, and admlnlstratlon (change,

[ J? '\‘“-", .« ’ . . . ) .
,1nnovatlon, assesSment éhd evaluatlon). (3) school—COmmunlty relatlons g . i. |

. i .
. &

act1v1t1es (commlttees; eléctlons—bondsrreﬁerenda, paraprofessionals; . -t

-~
e, N
. s .

volunteers, aides, communlty resources, attltudes, and communlty eduoa— . - @f
. - N . : ’
g
'tion); (4) school~commun1ty relatlonspprocesses (comgunlcatlon, 1nvolve—.

.

" ' "'!'v"

.
ment, partlclpatlon,_and conﬁﬁrct resolutlon), (53, QQQCiflC*publlCS'ﬁ‘ ‘ o
‘f { ‘t‘ ’ 4 ).* ﬁA ..

\ (school "boards and parehts), {6) polltlcal aspects (pblltlcSaof edupa- com
) "Ql . ::. ‘ - . i"‘?‘ hd o LI ’ ...»‘;.,-:

tlongﬁnd communlty power), (7) research””and (8) a blblloggaphy of . .

"_-biniographies. The varled selection of books and articles. are current
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. ' to 1978 w1th many of the entries beJ.ng annotated. . It ;19 the intentlon
. s - . % '.(
et | -of the PrOJect that thJ.s extenSWe ba.bllography mll help lead to a-
v better understandlng of and appre01atlon for the on901ng, dynamlc, and
“highly- complex relatlonshlp among the home, school and communlty.
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many of which a}e annotated .

-

Researoh and Development Center ‘for Ind1v1duallzed Schoollng has been

involved in_research related.to the establishpent of .a supportive rela- ,i
. L ) _. . [ . L o K T

L]

tionship among the-sohool ahd'qoﬁmunity;J

3

INTRODUCTION - = ' - . %

' Slnce 6973 the School-Communlty Relatlons Project at the Wlscons1n . - "

.
:

e
< Cy
L

o L
In addition to'several re—
. 3 .

ch reports, the proyect has.produced a state of the art paper 01\ o o e

' ’
school—communlty reLatlons (1975), a dasebook illustratxng the .pace’

| of school—commuhity relatlons in the 1mplementation of an educational

[N

innovation?(IGE){ and B series of practic&iy hands-on material§°to

+

improve school-community relations. . .

R P

»

to share tHls collectlon with others interested 1n §chool—communrt9

=

relatlons, thlS blbllography haS'been developed.

I s

L

Qver-the vears, ap extenSive and;wide-rangind éolfection'oﬁ

~articles and books have beén reviewed_b} the project staff

"current to 1978 and conta1ns a varied selection on articles and books, .
As_shoyn'in the table of contents, ‘a

,broad range of topics has‘been-coverédJ

.

. L T e 1

b .

. 'In ordet -

The blbllography is

v

all of which rélate o i?g/ e o

. ’ B . /
. central theme of schogl-community relations. < 5
- : ' . , . ol - N v - \
The organization  aof this bibliography has_been;baSed on three = .-
' ‘ .. . R wo
gurdelines'for'school—community relatiohs: . z; -
-;)ﬁ%“ 1. The entir®e school needs to be 1nvolved in creatlng good A .A
Al o o o v
school-community relations,- Teachers, students\ wﬁnce‘tlfled staff : , !
-f' : ’ .. ' L) . .\ 'r .
‘ and parents, as well ‘as the principal, myust b _;nvolved in the school—
_ e ‘-—5\ o | k4 . . . - R
s communlty relathmfyprogrmnn { NPT T g
«* I S N
- ﬂ‘g:;f A - " I , . ' e
£ o ﬁ?ﬁ_}.%i%?,




S

sqhqol~c6mmunity rélations. The school community includes more than
the patrents of students-at the school. Senior citizens, business o :” *

.,'pepple,.éaréchial-échéol pafénﬁs, ané paréﬁts of pfe§¢hoolé;s'aré-imL _ i'f.i.
N | pértant mem_t.)er.“s'. of th‘e"eéé_hogl commu.nip..' SRR ' , ¢ &

.:%;:;ggbé.échoqi~ébﬁﬁunitytrléa}ioné“inglgae.ﬁ?fe than mere.cdhmugif - .- ‘ .
Cation.éitﬁ the schbéi'cgkmuﬁity.._TWOJWay'éémmunication between tﬁe' O

community and the school is essential, bup"iﬁ is not sufficient, The
creation;of,a supportive feld%ionship_requineskﬂmmﬁhity partiéipatién

’ .

in decision making, dgmmunity-invoivement Of-time_and resources in the™ b
: "s‘_c_hoog. pregram, and resoluticn of :sChooL-c{;mmuxiity problems which exist. * 7

~.An important result of the work oﬁﬂthe project-haé been.the_devélopét
... 'ment of a programmatic model that draws together®the égysengial elements

M [}

of-schoo;rcommunity relations. The model is composed of "three major . L.
. . [y : .

'components;ﬁprogram; procesSeé, and goals. The first_compéhent is a
" aplafined program of activitigs. with statedlébjectives;»spécifibqlly. B <

o " . assigned staff roles_a- esponsibilities; and afframework for evalua-
T, S tion that would be prganized based upon a systematic needs assessment.
S . LA . _ ’ . - . P .
. The  second component oonsiéts of a ‘set of ﬁrocesses dﬁich obéféte
.S‘FOU‘JhOUt the program of Kztivieties‘. Theése %cesses are communi 4-_ ST ’ v
IV . . tion, ian&veméht,.participation, amd resolution. The third component a
consists of integrated géals’that méy be attained bésed upon the pro-
P - - gram. and processés.. These goals are legitimacy,. support, achieéément,
) ’ . ' - . ™ ‘ v - : .
and child growth and.development.




. . Lol - L
' . : ! . " ’ ' E 3
./. ) ".?::‘i-: : i '. A
P ‘ The bibliography contalned here is partly based upon the bellef ‘
that an effective school-community rleations prog‘am is good, pract1ca1
:pOlltlcS. However,:thls politics'is not of the partisan or-controyerSial_
" 'variety,fbﬁt of'thé type which determines the nature of the'communitj-

- ‘ ° \
in which people live, the- sort of- schools prOVided and the kind of .

<

- = f:';._ educational program conducted T - L B

-~ - L ) . -

f_Schools become'involved.in many -activities directed at Creat%ng

* good relationships among school .and community.' Unfortunateiy, these

activities are'o§$en unrelated and unfocused. By establishing a . p
! .4 ) . ":- _ . . . : ‘(, ’ . f .. © .

SChool~community'relations;program, r?ther.than simpgy participating

o A §; a'séthfirelativély isolated activities, a 'school can begin'to

‘," develop a mutually supportive relationship among the school and community._ o

. R § 1s thé intent ofithe Project that this exténslve bxhlibqfaphy Wlll

s
' ' ) L

help lead to a bettexr understandlng of. and appreCiation for the ongolng,.

.-".‘ dynamic, and highly c‘ompléx reationship among the school and community
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Now see.hear!
) | — .

for Studies’ in Education, 1973.
o ,

¢

1977, 14(1), 54—61f o

-

School and community

-

Baca, D.

N

educational'programs can be évoided.

t

‘Toronto, Ontarios

Reietions
ERERY

Ontarib-institute"

N J‘-

Armer B.,'Ye€$g§h; Cey & Hénnah, M. E.. Community polarization ovei

_Psychbiogx»}n the Schools,.

.* Natlonal is;lzementary PrlncJal,

»

November 1970, 50 53—55

-
o

.

L :
) Ballesteros, D. -

school communication. -

[

-'Baker, E. L. 'PArents,'teachers,_and students és data

‘the selection of insﬁructional goals;

°Research Journal, Summer 1972 9(3),,403.

.Communlty-based educatlon:

<

-

-

Y

%r'ces' for

Amerlcan Educatloq_;

r.

A program to 1mprove Home ,' ’

h

A

-

P |

oy T
R

Callﬁornla Journal of. Educatlonal Research,

ﬁ}‘ 3

November 1974,_25, 281-2883 >

\ - .
22

Banachy W. J., & Westley, L.

Eublie relationg, oomputers, and’

~.€lection success.

’Aséqc@ation meetiné, St. Paﬁl'

2’

<

,-Minﬁisota, May.l972.;

(ED 63636).

- L
. - ‘. e
e ¢ .
* L "
A ,
.
N .
I A
- ~
’ - -
. M
' -
°
.oy
%
r el
< - -
©
' s
e (S
o N - -
. .
. .
7 ‘ ’
.’ .
R ‘- . .
- .
.ip
f{ .
v ’
¢
» .
N ¢ J
»
5 s # .
. .
» i3
; . -’
Vv
J
. .-
» . . o .
. v B . :
AY

¥
Paper presented at -Educational Data Systems

Al

" Bartels, L. 1. Supgprts and constralnts to hbme-school-communr_y &
. R 4 \; . . R ‘ i
* relations in an "urbgn .inner-city IGE schodl’. . rch .and et .
) B T o 5 ~ :_" ) il ‘,_h ?\ . . .
velopment Center,- University of WJ‘ ‘ : ‘ »
Bexasco J. A et al, School*commumyjﬁxelatlons.f’éaper préeented R ' o
, A - X .
_£' at the amnual meetlng of the Bmerlcan Educatlon Research Assccia-y . . N
-,‘( * Sk e A s N Con ':f&'
i tlon, Mlnneap031s7 Mlnnesotan March"r970 “' ' %ﬂ%f ',J‘Eﬁ“'_ ”ﬁ%'
e A . e .
_‘ t e . _"§ . L .
5hortner, D._M, ZPublic‘relations forgggblic schOOle. Cambridge: " e :
- * Schenkman Publlshlng Company, 1972, ’ T .
Ar—‘--'A—--‘-»—-—‘- R 5 4
‘e . s - 4 x T
: . ) . U
! N o L. b . R
K . P . . C o]
. v o A : ' ™ M
LT




. * A B . . i
! y denT '~'_\‘-.‘ o '
: . ' r . b .o N . e 4
. . . Lar
. v i o v Yy : . ,ﬂw
) ‘ .‘ ﬁ . . S /"lw ' '. L ]
Ty <5 N3 N
* VR W : Lo
K - \
a® . . Vi
. D e s . .(; S
’ o ? . -._. .
QA; “
v . d‘n‘ . .
F " .
. ~ : "3:., [ 3 e .
oy . L ]
3 ) ﬂz‘ . . ‘e o !
N : [
. ™~ e PRI ‘ ) .
. . . [ . ) J
- R4 e o . - -

=~ d Bow\]@p! B, U.,-Frut:h, J. J.. & Moser \R. H. Home—schobl—co:munity

R S 18 eee M o Romenact ST
- R ». re;atléns in IGE. In H. J. Klausmea.er; R. A.*Raﬂ'snhlier, &. e T

» . P

_'.q--l. . oo P oo ~ “ Y d 9 . o 4 ]
. J, .- L .° N. Sa:l.ly 'IEds ), qulvidual]_x guided ‘educatJ.OnL concepts’“and\ “
ﬂ-‘ ’ . )". -,: 3 .- . ) ) a .
A% . . ) Ca e r« L ke ‘s .-
: B e practlces. . New Yo;k. , Academic Press, 1977 S e,
- e e N . Lo . . RN 1 "_'.
S et g '? + & 3 ot - . ..
ST N T <B les, B. D.,/& Fruth,,&l Improvrmg home-school-(:o ity LT e T
a . ‘ . x relatlons. In J¢ M-.. L,'Lpham & M..J Erubh (ﬁds ),\ 'I'he prlhc:LpaI I
. s b ". K e ° Y ‘ 7 . o
o Se e T : e e
S et o . "and- 1nd1v1.d glly_guided educatlon. Rl;.ading, Massaehusetr.s' ' s y
' -l ﬁ_. P . '.b, . "’ ) > /)5 - . : ) ‘ ...-. ’ . o
\\“——\;—‘—;‘Q:‘ - . . Kddlsqn-we@ley' 1976 < . ." -1 v :. —‘ » N . ! ‘- : .._.“.. - * ‘\ . _1. « .. . ~._'\._, . -
- --\'. ‘t - 3 -- » . . . l ~‘ . . - . . _‘ ~_‘ l' . . .-
s Y Bowles, B /D., L Mlles. w R. Home—school-cOHuhunit erelatiors-as a
- ., Eglltlca . prpcessp Eour- exploratm’i’y. fle'ld studles. _WiscOnsin""' ‘
- -. R Research and Development Center,, Univers:Lty oi; Wisconsln-Matgson, o -
'.‘ e ‘_‘.-\;(..;-.. s e." ) ' .-' " B ." - . 1 . s ) . ; N

T ‘ Lo e December 1975. c e D L
. . . . - T V ' ) . ) . . o

' o H - .Home-school“—comunity relations, when re\'ﬁewing the | erature,', .

W . . o, o~ “ N .

-2 , \ . "
. ' L _ L cxften 1nvolves many dJ.fferent sets of’ concepts. Most often a func— e LT
. . . ‘_ ) ' R LY \ o ) N N P - ' “‘% K
et - ‘tiohal appr_:oach 4'is taken focusinq‘ atter_ltic)n 'on media,;,__advisory com-f . '4_' L

) - . ' : . ~ ‘ ] hd . ! _’

' mlttees, and PTAs This paper applles thé polltlcal conceptual L La e
frameworks of communlty typology, pollcy process, and zone of f:olerance - .
. . Co - . .
to analyze ‘the nelghborhood school att7n_dance areas_. N -
\i.\ . '. . I3 _#. T E : . " * " ' . . o -
? " Bowman,; J., Freeman, L., ‘Olson, P. A., & Pleper,, J. Oﬁ edqc’htlon and
iy . ) \ W Lo
o human COT(lmunltyu LJ.ncoln, Nebxaﬁ U,mverslty of Ngk»ska, 1972. .
L ..Braun, H.‘ J., III. The evaluation. of_powér as 1t is rqlated . the ° ,
T . R ¢ LY . - , hy 3 ' . .
: 7 J.rlvolvejpt of lay leadershlp 1n school—comlmmlty/relatl T
MR '
oy Unpubllshed doctoral dlsser‘tatldri u(:)mvers:Lty of Miqsouru,:" 01 _ T
"' - / .
o - There is 1ncreas1ng evidence that educa{:orsrare flhdlng it more )
Mlcult to obtain the necessary fln\clal support needed to } - - v
v . . ‘ | ) S o . . .
-.) I o ‘ \ *




Cg _‘ * [ ] -, 9 iw . 4 v ) . ¢ f
. ' . ! . l»_:' t * ’ . . '. s . 4 ' €
" . ’ ) . * ‘ 2 " ® / "
oo P . oo ; ' v
® s ' » ‘. , . hd -
L 1 . . é . . h . '.", » ; + A‘k ; - 11 '
' ) . ) Lo X _ : '
. . [ * . ‘ .
. . . : ' * » ! " v . i o !
maintain sound educational programs. One of the reasond ;equently o
. - s B 2 He
-given by concerned individuals is based on’ tne argument that public C e
educatioh has found increasing diffiduity in cogBeting for priority j11ﬁ My Ty
: el o s
: LA o ’_ AL
ustatus with many of the ether 1nst1tutions, poth public‘And private._'}“- P
, . . “ay \_\L i w t‘ﬂe . ) R . .:(: .. .
‘The - competition for fuﬁés and loyalties has motWateQﬂ L
: g T e

educatprs to view'schOOl cpmmunity_relations as the focal point‘in-' .
. 4 - . . . s . . .

* their gttémpt.to'enhance moral and“fiaﬁpcial Suppoit of public . - L

The purpOse of thls study was to ascertain whether or not a power ' .

' structure exists amang professi;nal educators and lay citizeng\in a‘ i _ ]'7;L 
. . . .

suburbaq_school district, and if one does eXist, to-evaluate the, .

effects of its influence on educational issués,iu.o;déf tﬁat'lay . .'.. I

: ' ) o : : . :
leadership within that school district may be utilized more effectively -.

in school community relations.

[} . v

'Brey,.G. ‘An investigation 6f'school-q6mmunity,gelations_programs in-

. . ’ : £ .
. major school distticts. A Review of thé Literature. . November
1970. (ED 044 823) o ' | , : .

‘ i - -) ) R ” . - l . -~ \
Britton, J. 0., & Britton,'ﬂ. H. Schools serving the totallfamily o

] ) . . . V . 3 o . . [ : . ‘
“and community. Family Coordinator, October 1970, 19(4), 308-315.

'

Bérbach, H. J.,.& Esposito, J. P. Organizétionai pian: School and

N .

W

. community. - The'Clearing House, January 1974, g§1_281€284.” *
. q- . - . . ! ) ‘, ) S . . - . .
Burntlett, J. H.,.& Burnett, J. R. 'Twelve issues in school-community <«
’ . . 0 . "Q _' - N N Y
relatiogs in(the present period. Part four: " The*school and

R . T : ' BN '

(2

society. Association for Supervision and Curriculum Development o <
. , o i J s - . M .

Yéarbook, 1972, pp. {45*37.1:’;*5.’.‘:;'”




- ‘.I' A.. - . ’ " ) ‘ . ‘ . . -
s " v s o . ’
4 ) ) + -4 . . . “
. ' } . ' ,, [
R . ’ ‘ - . ~ "',l N . .
12 . A N Coe . : A
[ * ‘. . :‘.; - v © /-/‘ . .
» | SRS .
-, ‘ i . . .. . " '. - ot o - . . ) : A
.o .What the. Burnett'.s have done is t;.o.apply. the ,idea of _couununi.ty' ) “
COntrol of home school relqtions wit:h the ideas of progressive'educa-- T
& v ’ .
tion, plrtlcularly 1ooking at some of Dewey's notions and brbnging lt“
- 'up to‘today..-It-ls a theorethal'pap ; 1t‘gives seme interesting : )
* T i
bastory \qome \hterestlng background, it might be usaful for back- - s
- 1 . l '.\ - N
‘f ground work in dissertations. It does have a Very excellent set of b h..
'references at the back. _ ) . o o
4 " . . / é to. . ’ -
Campbell B. 63 tested practices in school-communitx relations. -

. 1 - New York Metropolltan School Study Coun011, 1954. «
} . 3 . . R
Carter, ﬁ‘ F., & Oddell,, w R. Thg.structure and;process of school

community relatlons._ VOlume V. A summary. Stanford, California:;

Institute for Co unications Reséarch, Stanford University, 1966.

L]

« provide an outline of primary factors affecting school-community ) - oL

>

relations.
: / . : _
. Capocy, J. S. Human relations and_therchool community. Education,

- <
‘March 1970, 58, 276+279+. . . o
Carter, R Foy & Suttoff, J. Communities ant®k their schools. (U.S. )

1
Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, U.S. Office of

» a

Educatlon, Cooperatlve Research Project #308). Stanford, - .
. '
California: .%tanford bnivereity, 1960. , ‘ - ‘\i
This is a study which nzﬁsures communi ty understending of schooi
)J issuee. It discusses how this understanding is secured and hon it _
is reiated to financia} support of'schoolét Tne'authOrgfalso provide .

Q

’ : L
-~

]

’ . .




.
~
.

Y dat&to answer tﬁe ‘questions: What mak‘es: a difference in s,chdol:.”"-

" o j \' community relatlonS? How welf\do inﬁormants évaluat;.fgézérsin n;' O .:?‘__
3 _.”.school~community relatlons? How do Staté.ieg;l p::v1sions a%fe;t ‘-1;$”?;;_iii
" .-‘-:' : school-—conununi:ty r@latlons? It‘ provides gobd instrumentsl to show ‘ k 4\
L : :. what problems exist in a school-community relat Onship. 5 . .‘ ;,.' 7' N
.( R . Citizens, busineséﬁen, and edubators;:'fhe'élements to bettexiSEHOOI? .

CO! 1tyﬁré1atlons. An océasionai;paper. Dayton,; Ohio: Institute

") . _ for Development of Educational Activities, 1972. Kq‘ 75892)
Communications public relations. A handbook on school-community T
S E BREER i . ) N

relatiéns.' (revised). Albany, New York: New York State School'

~

- Boards Association, Inc., 1973, - (ED 12770) . - .
o ‘~copeiand, R. E. et al, Effects of a school priqpipalgpyaising Parentg_ S

13

-for student attendance. Educational Techniques, July 1972, 12, -

- ' 56-591 ST | o ' o , o

* . -
. i .3 . Poe 7 )
Cousin% N. Layh}an as ally in education. The School Counselor,

R " .
[ '
s’ :

March 1974, 21, 260-265. ~ . T ‘
Crews, A, Problems and promises home-schoal cooperation. -Journal _ ; ’
. ,Of the In%é}national_Bssociation of Pupil Personnel Workers, )
© ~t> B © ‘March 1976, 20(2), 62-65. (EJ 137680) | | | S

. , ’ -
Criscuolo, N. P. PR and the classroom teacher. Education Digest,

a

/ . Ma Ch 197?’ _‘1_2;; 46-470 e o . . . ’

'Cutlip, “C.,'& Center, A. H., Effective public relations (3rd ed,) .

.
.

'Englewpod Cliffs, New Jersey: Prentice-Hall, Inc., 1964. ' J
] . ' '

Dady,'F B. Improv1ng school -community relations. ‘'Journal of Research’

and Devqlopment in Education, W1nter 1972, 5(2), 91-94. (EJ 56756)

]




. ..
R
)

2

\

o O

'L’Restoring theﬂpublicfs fatth'iﬁfEHGJPublic-schobls'is vieded as

L

&
To achteve that goal
. ’ { \ , . .
remove the causes that haVe contrlbuted to the publlc 'S 1ac

‘.

tion. two approaches are developed (1) touu

W

k of

\ .
o

v ED i

cénfldence and (2) to réturn to slmpler. face-to~face relatibnshlps

.'1/_ .

.ﬁ‘;;;

N ‘ N ] ‘. ) ) to- Nl R L e .
~'The objective of restdring the public's confidence in public

U

P

“

- with 1aymen.

T

. _ o : - T S
schools is a growing target.in school administration.

/

. ) -F» .
The gragsroots

and'emerging approaches presented in the paper-would be useful-to..

~

develop an 1nstrumenn for measurlng the practlces of
’ I\

r - T
home-scho6l~

. _ it
communi ty relathns, '

Y - ) !
-
: :

e . e L e - - . .
Darling, A. (Conference reporter), Better school-community reﬂations.

>

-

Institute for Deyelopment of Educetionalmﬂctivities,'

-

Dé&ton, Ohio:

. 14
. -

-1972.

o
¥
o -
.

P
Y4

Identification and evaluation of the hame-school~

. \5'1

* Diener, J. M.

communications program in thirteen individually guided ®ducation
: ot AG - ;

. -
¢ *
» s

P

schools in Alabama. Unpublished,doctoral'disseftation, Auburn
)

. -l"
Pe
L4

-
- .

-

University, 1972. .

Driscoll, E. R., & Goodsell,

>

-
-

School and community. -

D. R.. Independent_'

4

' School Bulletin, Decemper 1973, 33, 26-30.

o

»

v e

Fustance, G. R;, SChools and the community they serve. -
L™ - . .

s

Trends in:

h T e

Edueatlon, Spring 1975, 3, 33—38 -

’

hd .

L. J. The ecology of the gpbllc schools. .New York- Pegasis, 194].

Feln,

Feln s book 1s~dg attempt to apply theoretigcal concepts regardlng

L]

liberalism, Negroes
ph .

\)

&\and community to the fallure of integration in

the majom goal, forxthe publxc schools to surV1Ve as a viable institg?i\\-t"‘

A




ESN ;'l ' ) ’ '... '- ¥ " \ '
g .’7‘ ) * (' .. 4 \
o .4 S . . \
\{f‘ . q“ " ° * - '_n.‘ ."'), .. -, . \ -
N _‘ > 7 - B . . - P
T : - ] ~ . 15
L4 * b . o * . w O |
‘ ‘ " . .. o ? “ . K ) .
. ' . . : . _ a . ] . - SRR "
S = the city,énd the issueé of cOmmunity coﬁtrol and equal education. It
' . . PR 3 e . . 3 -
LT is heav11y SOC}Ologlcal in 1nterpretatlon, heav11y theoretical and .
et , . - * ) .
. R uses nooem;}&ical data to back up his findings. . e
‘.' | ? -’ < ’ ! . . ’ .
] ) Ferge, S. . How teachers percelv the relatlon between schoql and
. - S ,C; ' society. Soclology of Educatlon, W1nter 1972_ 45, 1- 22.:
LT e Fessler, R. Model for school-communaty relatlons. v
Technologx November 1975, 15, 52-36, L
DA ‘ - 'ﬁFessler, Rr Support and opp031t' n in school-éommuniterelatiens;' |
Plannlngrand Changlng, 1973 4, 29~34.
. af E Filbin, R. Do superlntendents spend enough lee on PR? Ph1 Delta

. . Y -

Flemmlngs,-v. G..~&‘Mcclane, F. L.- Plannlng for effectlve community

-

» , . _
school relations: A manual of grocedures. New York, New York:
- < . ’ R
N . . - . - . . » .
. .o .“Cehter for Urban Education, 1972. (ED 87981)
* < - . - - . u. ]
B ~, . ) - : " '.
- Frey, G. A critical review of the. literature regarding the transition

M . : i -’ ‘
- i

, - 1+ from static to more functional school community relations. San

.

[ Dpiego State, San Diego, California, 1970\ '/Y
’ s “3 .' 1

o
| & Frey, G. T. Meetiﬁé the educatiofal needs of the communlty: Trends

.

- L _ '@n school-communiti'interaction. Ar}ington,'Virgihiq, 1970,
. ® - Eb 46112. (Bibliography)
’ » Fulton, G. P., & Morrisen, R. Share it, you'll like it. Joeurnal of
T ! . T ’
College Placement, Spring 1974, 34, 44-48. -
_Fusco, G. A. ' Improving your school-community relationsiprog;am.
. [ 22 ~
v : ' Efiglewood é;}ffs,‘New Jersey: Prentice-Hall, 1967’ ' ’
" ] e ) .
S g
. ‘ M M
\\ ¢ ’




h \\V'

Gallemore, Q.]L; Teacher~
e :

(X }

program.-

A
Physical Education, May

y

'Ge1m§,_x. J.

s 1977, 6(4), 9. .

. ‘ ‘ )
Bui

Gordon, I. J., & Breivogel w. F

Key to an effective publio relations

2 Ideas.” that work in school public-relat

1973, 30, 6
i

N <
1ding effective home~school

relationshipg,'mBoston:

The purpose of thls book is to of

ment of the learning of children.

»

teacher, parent and'school.board, for

_knowiedge.;

SchooI-community relati
T

rton, Sc

, Gorton, R. A.

involvemenE In R. A. Go

Allyn.& Bacon, 1976.'

“the users of'the éducation

.
‘ .
L

fer

®

E%ECtiéal suggestioné for

' ways' in Whlch parents and the SCHool can work together for the enhance-

It 1s-written for the’ administrator,

()

~

ong:

"

’ Community. structure and o

and opportunity,for leaderghip.
B i ._“ famn "S

.

1976.

Dubuque, Iowa:
A J

. Harding, D. ‘b R pointers for‘prinCipals.

~ Wm.,C.” Brown,.
o P )
.

Lakewood, Colorad0°

Jefferson County Public’ Schools,
4
Harding, 'D.

‘schools.

.

1973,

_Tpn guaranteed'ways to_destroy community Bupport of ydbr\

-

Harmon, J. J. A nece581ty,- Pubﬂicléi

December 1971, 58, 17 ,

. It is assuMed that gOOd public relations 13 the development of a.

1!’&

-

cooperative, 1nteract1ve relationship between- the school administrator

.
-

‘e

L]

and the pgblic for the welfare of.the

Py

>

understanding Retween school ‘and home.

lations. SchooL and Commyh\ty

ﬁg%1 adﬁiniétration:j Challenge:

[N

-

. 4
.

~ .

child, on the basis ‘of mutual

The article lists working

&

h ]

American School Board Journal, Novemher 1973, 160, 47.

\ . . .

"

LA 4

~

>



LY
N ,
L) . - . .
‘a

L)

importaht elemént7in good

Hawkins, &.' L.,-& Stack, W. B. -

. i
C - - . . .t
. vt . . . - .
by . . . (RS Y
. SO, . . e
’ " LI C
. e . . f

B
Y T

s v
> -‘ -o-a - )

principles for school &mployees to fallew' in developing *good' publiéh
rela?;ons. K -

4

Lo ’ ' ’ . e
q - . . :

=

. o ’ ) ot
PR.

Y

n

Assoc1atlon,.Houstbn, July
T o
Hiemstra, R.

Preparea ‘for presentation at the
4 .

24th Natlonal Canerence of Natlonal School Publlc Relatlons

-

1977.

- . . ot
-.\ ‘_. i . . .

The educat1Ve communlty, llnklng the communitg! school

1972.“ -

'Hoenes,,R.

. and fammlz. L;ncdlng Nebreskar_:Prqfessional’Educators Publrcation,l(

School communltyArelatlons, the effbctlveness of four

. »

. . ] .9
e ¢ e « 0 .
w o

»

\

-~

AN

"teEHniques.for dissemihating ipfOrmation.
174 =

g
.

e :
Unpubllshed dOCtoral

'*f*ﬂbenes, R.'La

. .
I

School-communlty

Technologz December 1974,

HolIeman, I. T., Jr:
"'/ . .

. . ) o, : . : SRS b o . .
dissertayﬁon,.Ohio Statey 1970,. B o .

_34, 77-80. _ . g ' 

The informal‘uée.pf parentls in

v

St

w B ¢! .
.~

relatlons record keeplng.

» . -

‘Mari/Society/
R

relatlons )

Home-school ooordlnatbr;also pal. January 197A

Hdme—school cooper?tlon:

1973, 62, 28-40+.
. |
Home-schdol relationships:
4 .

1975, 64, 68-86. - * . *

"Hovet,fM.

Arllngton, Vlrglnla- EDRS 19450 (f
~Spec1a1 repert.
Syﬂposium.'

. A . . ' .
A study to idngéfy ard describe| effective school community

.

dchool publig

« -

» A

.

11931) -

N -
- ,] . _
. L .
-

Todays Educ t;on, Febru&?&

. Todays Education, November

$ e

~

?

oL E
~

®

Schoel building-gppggrence:f An N

AERRRN

<

o
Ve

 relationships.

Washington University, 1971.

Unpublished doctoral

issert?tion, feorge -

L




. T v
i a I‘
L '\'_T .American. School Board ‘Journal, Octobe“r 1973, 166(10‘)—&’ 20-23.
) ‘ Hc‘ td start and 1mpr’ove a- publlc relat:ions program.' Evanston, )
4 o - '_ IllanlS' Natlonal School Boards, Aé;sm*iatlon, l97i
: Hubbell, 4N S. Planning a bulldlng level Pijr_gramf, an operatlon _
, R | “ bnefing memo for elerqentary,_;unlor hlgh and senior hlgh prin-— '
‘ _' T gp.als' serv1ce. -Waterforc_l,- a)nnectltcut:_ 'éroft ,Publi(:ation_s, E
e ‘\'_ 0 Marchlgza;, e T ST e
HubbeIl, -N. ‘s What is Bchool cormnunlty relatlons? Semlgaf on. School-
RO . B . cUw e g
‘ Communit ﬁé‘latlons. Muncie, Indlana':' ‘Indi’ana_\ Pub-ll_c_ S'choc__)l-
B ° L Study Councll 1970. .(ED 021'4 '_éz';o")' B .
S . : RO : ; _ .
3 '-;_./' . .' Hutton, A. H. .R_c_l)le-ovf‘ the_prin'cipal 1n _rmeeti_'ng .tne needs o':f:'.f,‘chool_ e
| “ } B _l mmmunities. ;n é changing -sgciety.. :Educ_:atic'm .Canada, 'Fal} 1'976¢
16, 8l-46. ; ‘ '4 | | e | S _ |
. : _ iger, A. So you wan-t-tQ rule the ~'('sch'601) world; A Machlavelllan ' ‘ L o
' > . : guidt for destroylng 8ch001-c:.ommun1ty telatlons.- wisclf'Onsin_ 4_ B
X . 'School News, August 1977. L . - | | | N
) \ ) | - _B'ettez-' school~-co unity relatlons. : Dayton, Ohio: Institute for _:l |
: - - B - [ De-velopmen of Educatlon ActhltJ.eS, 1973._-_ _ . - S Q .
N ’ . N : ’ ) ' .
o ~© Jones, J. J., & Stout, I.-W.. School Eublic relations: Issues and o _
. cases. New York: G‘ P. Putnam s Sons, 1960 .(EJ 134499-)' .
. P )
. : _-T.he‘_l;'l-.rst chapter gives“an overvxeﬂ‘ of the purposes of 5chool;
" [ | - public .relatignsl., Each sdcceeding -f;hap'ter outlinés ‘the _4issues of a
’ togit: concernixng the- schéol 'z;nd its .plublics, and cont_ains illugtrati'vé' N
' ] ' . 7/ . brief ca‘se,’s'tudie,s. Broad topics included 'are‘ local"AScl';OOl- .boz;rds, s

* . - . »
e

1 - . . ’ . N
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X finance, school plant, personnel admlnstratlon,.c rlculum, 1n§tructi0n, X"

Y S RN .- g

and communlty groups. R ;‘ -?_,

Lo . R : . S LN iy .
LY . o, . L] o B .
) . S R 1

'v', Jones J WS How tp stretch the sqgool.PR budget, and get closer to. N
| c1tlfens at the same tlme._ Joarnal of Educatlonal Communrcatlon.d f'_
Jandﬁﬁ/sebruary 1‘576 1(4) , 26--29.' IR i ) "-".'
v Jones, J. J. _ School\publlc relatlons. New Yorkr?:ThemCenteflfgs. ?_-- _
| - Appliéd.'k?s?aQtn*E@ucation, 1966:' R o
karges, M.’h. Thehdevelopment and:reffnement.of~a'model-for:a homej“fs ) f
l' school?community5relati0nsiprogram.?Uleersitf_of Wiscbnsln; f , 1.’.:
' Research and.ﬁemelopment Centery.CGL bochmehts., 3 ;"

>

). Iy

'Keith, L. An analy51s of recommendatlons made bxélnner city re51dents

v of Indlan_polls for ;mprov1ng school communlgy relatlons. Uapub—

lished doctoral dlssertatlon, Indlana Uhlver51ty, 1970 _h
. * : ST
- Kim, J. E.' Home—school commgﬁ!gg relatlonS°' The state of the art
. ' ¥ :

r

' . (Theoretlcal Paper No. 61) Mada,son, W1sconsin: Wisc0nsi_n/

. Research and Development Center, December 1976._- ; [

™ - ‘ - .

} Klndred, B., & Gallagher. . The - school and community Eelations./%gnglewood"

3

»

ClLffs, New Jersey: Prentice—Hall,'l976. A '_/

-

Kindred's’book views the real essence of a-dynamic.program lying

in c1tlzen cooperatlon and 1nvolvement 1n affalrs of the school Tt .
rgcognizes. the need for clear d1rect10ns to whlch a School Communlty

&

Relatlons Program_should be dLrected, how they should be-Qeveloped,

Aand the essehtial'ingredients;that go into them. "'This book is ué-tdr .

~ date and comprehensive. It dlscussed far more than any district could

. afford to 1mplement e1ther in time, money, or personnel It is a ¥

- ~

» &y |

~ valuable reference for the professignal library.
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) 'Le‘Vin, ~Ho M‘o

R
Krupa, W E.

in an IGgfschool (Technical Report Np. 369)0'

. B

An aﬁelysis Of'honeQSChoo1~commﬁnitY'r

I

- -

: tionsfactivities

Madison; Wlsconsinﬁ

\:._ Lake' Ro Vo .

' been acknowledged ‘by educdtprs and laymen.

increa51ngly demanded the power to govern their schools.

& N :
WlSCOnSln Research and Development Center, August 1976.,

- v -0

An 7a

'

‘in an IGE school (Technigal Report No. 395)

L

Madison; Wisconsin:

-

nalysls of a home—school-community relatiOns program'

WisconSin Research and Development Center, AuguSt 1976 ' “wl;,

Leﬁery,' }; _ School and

“

There is sickness in the schools whéhe .

- ‘ ..‘

Conm itz, November 1970 57(39)

LeVln;""G. ':

R

& Steln, D D. System intervention in a school—community

- 1

conflict.

v -
. -

331-353. - .

(Ed.) . _ Community c9ntrol of- schools. ;New York: Simon
'."_ . - ." N Ty : . . B ) e

.{ and Schuster, 1970.

: The failure of big-city schools to provide edual educational
. _ nools ¢ :

'_opportunitv;to black Americans and other racial minorities has long

"~
N

-

Community groups have

B

In order:to
oclarify the issues involved, the Brooking Institution sponsored a

® . S Vil
Conference on the dommunlty School For the conference, experts drawn

v 1 . ’ Se

w PR PR . % PO . . » o

Levine, D. U., & Havidhurst, R. J.

.from-a_variety-of disciplines and experiences prepared ten pa?ers for

.

ghe.Journal.of Applied'Behavioral,Science, 1970,_§j3),""

& o * ”’

the. digcussion of theﬁgbjectives/ politi¢s,' and mechanics of community

control.

summary. . - - 3 r .
_ r o .
(Eds.)

Farewell to..schools???

.

Worthington, Ohio: Charles A. Jones, 1971.

TN A,
o A .~:, ;3:3 :

This volume preSents‘the papers, introduction; and conference’

-
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Publlé reactlons to a brochure med at .

L .

: malntalnlngfconfldence 1n the qohools of a raclally‘changxng urban '

ﬂ“ community., . ArllngtOn, V1rg1n1a° 1970 (ED 5}267) ' f? 4

a

nghtfgot S. L. Famllles and - schools. Creat;vc COnfllct or negative

dlss%nance? urnal of Research and Develop;ent in Educatlon, .
“Fall 1975, 9, ‘34-4a; TR e e | ‘
Lindsay,’c. ‘School and co%hﬁﬁi;yij.Ediﬁburgh;fScetléhd:.'Pergamqn A‘;
_Liépiﬁco;t,.w.;T;-eFéﬁﬁity Wnd the pibjic.. - Journa} of Cheéicé;:eﬁﬁég; |
N '

_tion, July#1969, 46, 403.

Liiﬁak,ﬂE.,A&_Meyer,' }brqpl aqthorlty‘fs a scheol-communlty 11nk;ng.
" préeedure.' Intellect, Decemben'l973, 102(2353), 196-201¢ (EJ:8893§%
Litwék,.E;"Linklng SChogl.apd commuhitg; Natiog@lAElegegtary é;ihf‘
._giggi,_May—@nne«1975;;§§(5f) 35-40. (EJ 1206?5)7'1 .

-

Litwak, E., & Meyerf‘H. J. School, famlleand negghborhodﬂ The-

l theaéy andgg;actlce of school communlty relatlons. New York:

Columb1a Unlven51ty Press, 1974. o : -i _”</"-
' W e _
Lumpe, G Neeq local support? Put your constituents in your board

R » . ¢ . . . . . )

- seat for d‘night;_cléyton. MO. . American School Board Journal,

. - . = - ) L)

. > -

June 1973, 160, 40-41, . o ¢ - SRS

. o . . P . L ._, o ..\ . .
MarBurger, C. School and community ~ a need for a new relationship. -

Paper‘bresented at the. Annual Meeting of the Americén’keseafeh
Aesdqiatiod, Los Andgeles, California} February 1969.-

Public relations for school personnel. Educational Abstracts,.

. N

(ED 029 355) ™
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-Mldland, M;chigan. Pendell PubllShlng Co., November 1974. .; e

(ED 104.-023) ﬁ\\g " o L e 3";/f:

A}

X3 "’. < - I'
McClane,,F p et al. Communlty—schOel felatlons workshqﬁ: A workshop

leader-s.guxde,- New,York, New York" Center for urban Education,

-, ‘.

1972. (ED 89181) _' T R
. o Te R L e -2 . . . : o
’ McCloskeyf-G. Educatlon and public understandl_g, New York: Harper
o . L 3 ) " * .
 and Row, Publishers, 1967, oy B .?f

Mcleney, J H., & Moynlhan, W. Schéol and commu_nity; ‘Teachers Caege

RéGord, Dedember 1972, 74(2), 209-22

Co- ] K

- Against the-traditional'geopolitig

o .

and_schOle,'a'éonceptual framework }sfdeveloped by Viewing the 8chool-'

as'a‘subsystem of bothfthe Tooal communjty and of"the_larger‘society-
: ( : . J. . - : . ’

_for the understahglng of contlnulty, nge, ana cOnflict in education..

‘To reéonceptuallze the schoolﬁ1u;§\ subsystem in the communlty and the _

’ i ~
. . ‘ .

larger soc1ety, 1nit1é. efforts are glven to formulate a heurlstnc_

. % . -'.:'_" 3 S
typology of“8chool—commun1ty relatlonshlps.j It'is based on Corwin‘s

L)

A-

four ideal types abstracted from the orlglnal matrlx of the communlty ST

R

and the“sghool's predomlnated“orlentatlons (local or-cOsmopolltan); .
but it?is'conceiued'of”dynamio andnchanéing oh&ragterlstics_of the "
sohool—community'relationshlp; 'aﬂi; S 'YH ST
I - .- S .
' uespite critics of,a“sihpliStic notion of the positlon'of theu- .

. ’ ! ’
. 5cnools in relatlon to fhe communlty and larger soc1ety, the suggested

L

9
method of analys1s 1s hoped to prov&de an expanslon upon the 1dent1£

flcatlon of local power systems and power holders by ¢alling attentlon

[o]
- 1] voel ! . » .
to resources lOCated outside the local'community, Hut'haVing important
‘impact upon it. ’ o
. . ‘ ) .’\_ r " -

.'.j .:'.

%
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) Education and the communlgx"

New Yerk.u wlley, 1975.

. -

Mlles, W R./ Bowles, B._D., & Fruth, M.-O,_

R SR "y

The implementatLOn of" IGE

and related home-school~commun1ty relatlons programs and act1v1t1es'

o . . & )

IR

1.; E

(Y

(Theoretlcal Paper {64) . .Unlversx.ty of W1sconsin-Madison,

I3

Décember 1976. Jfg A .
. ’ [ '
Moorel E- _' 'Mo .

[ . N N

Murray ¢ A

1,
L

3

Human'rights and home~school commhnicationsa

A crlt.lcal \1 o

L reV1ew. Educatlo al Rev1ew//Br1t1sh), November 1973, 26, 56-66.-

N .

4}0‘\@1‘ in the schools. Chelmsford, Massaéhusetts._

.The Mesrlmack Educatlon Center, J\ugust 1974. _
. U . .
. ‘A handbook for pr1nc1pals, parents, and teaohers about home—school

L \‘_ ’

Ce cor unlcatlon and parent VOlunteeJ: programs.  This’ p llcat10n is an

' ‘ excellent at&mpt to share w1th other schools s

- N
LR

and act1v1t1es Whlch do work

. S % Y

Natlonal Assoclatlon of- Elementary School Pr1nc1pals;

‘o

PR Tool K:Lt, Arllngton, Vlrglnlrl974.,

L

a >

help priﬁ:ipals , teachers-,_ aides

v
%

.‘ -

.

and other sqhool personnel become-

enthusiastic public relations agents."
. « P

National School Public Relations Association.

v ‘%d ‘ Yo

.

el

E leménta;ry Schogi

. LY

. This is a multlmedla package of how—to-do—lt resources "that can

-

*

¢

gommunications publi c_ }

|

A ha_glbook on schéol- communlty relatlons (remsed) .

’
-~

Y - relations .

Albany, New York. ~New York State’-School Boards® Association, Inc.,
Reports research flndlngs which show how prOVen publ:Lc re‘latlons ’_3

t I N L 3
R ! "

technlques, in the hands of a competent practlt'loner, can overoome

1973.

T . ’ X : - 4’ vl R - '
RS . S 3 <0 .
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e -ﬁ)«'_ the school s crediblllty gap and 1mprove school“communlty relatlons S Y ol
GO . - ' .. ' . ’
A Prepared by the ERIC C;learln%ouse on Educational Management. 1972. e
‘J . . . . , . .' . : l'.. A _.‘. .0 -‘ ) i o o .. - .A . . E . X ;’. “'. | ,
» National uChQQl Publxc RelathnS” Associatlon. Desegregatlon: How '
oo schools are meetlng histprlc challenge. Washlngton, D.C.; 1973. s e
T 4 ° : &Y’ v . . . ,*1 . ) i . 2
S _Where»educators stand.. Gulde11nes for successful 1ntegrat10n' C e
v . . '-‘* R . ) .- .
S ' efforts. How to implement a desegrega«tiQn- E"xlan.' Howgconununit;y' - .y _
Y . » PR . . ) . A .
- . : e E - S s S . ,A
- .. % " organizations can help. What's aheadin the 1970§., o A
Coe e Natlonal School Publlc Relations- Assoc%ation. Educatiional public're.lat’ionsf
Y ! _g . L standards for programs for pri(fesslongls. Washlngton, D C.y 1968 Cw
. ) ;'g . L4 " .. . . , -~ ) !
: . , : : vo _ _ _ .
' o National School Public Relations Assoc¢iation. - Eleme-nt’j school public, ° :
‘_:'\ " - . . .“ .“ R . . . “F ; A 4 o, - ) ‘;._ .~' . . L. R \. - - _' - . ‘ ‘L‘I
S 'relations tool kit: .An" "_all-i‘n-—-the»—fainily,'how'-tp—do*it". '
v + " ‘- l . L u. . K4 ;; . .
Washlngton, D. C., 1974. o‘ o T T e,
M k A resource that can help prlncip‘als 'custodian_s",. teacheyssy. coolés,
. n‘(.- - _ i / ’ : ) .
Lo ¥ aldes, secretarles and other personne],_,,to become enthus1ast1c publlc
NN S _ Yoo _ U N A,
Vo . _ relations agent$ within the _scho‘ol ‘and’ cormunity-. The Tool Kit has '
. ' - AN . ! . M
o 3 -, - ) \ - . , L .
‘.' Co 5 - two major components: Bridging the Gap in Home-School Communication,
"\ a l05+frame color filmstrip with cassétte narration designed for use : /, :

. ip an elementary school family'nieei:ing at which the ehti"fe staff helps
. : : s - .

- to -put 'together a publié relations program; and The Elementary SchOol'

PM&ol Klt, a llbrary -with more than 90 pages of communlcatlons ideas

. » - - - "" s e
Tos . . . .
‘ A B ° B ) hd ( - )

~ contrlbuted by school admlnlstrators .QP;:I publlc relatlons spe01a11sts ' ' ) .
NI 'i'l A N '
_ across the cauntry ? .
" , National School Public Relations Association. Ethics for educational S
' ,public relatiops. (washi}ltﬁtOn, D.C., ¥970. _ )
. ¢ ‘ : [ ; ) . N LS
oo ) . [ . ) ) ) ' ‘ . v ’ D , M ﬂ_ -, t-
: A National School Pyglic Relations As_sociat"’iby‘;p. Human relations: Current
R , \“ trends,#g' ,%’school .policies and pgacti_c_'es.r Washington, D.C.,"1972. _ '
. {, . . . f . . P ‘ = .
1] ' . ’ - ar o8 N \ ' ) . L . *

- B . . \ .ot . . . 3 . - o
Q ‘ Lo . . \ j . B 27’ é ot -
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: .-schoog~commun1ty relations, federally funded progects.m-

_needs of secondary schools, this resource spows how o engage the -

:wp_ el L -
: R . ) . . ¥

Explores steps school districts are t&klng to change attitudes and

N '

bu1ld foundati0ns of nutual redpect and understandlng ampng stqeents,

e

--staff members and the community._ Looks at such components as employ-

’

o ment practices, staff traﬁnlng, currlculu@, student activities,

4 . ~
.
-my

Natrdnal School PubliC\RelatLOns Assoc1at10n. Ideas fofiiqggpving .

puf)llc confldence in pub}ic educamn.' Washingto.n, D. C., 1972, X

COnfronts the hard facts that Americans ﬁAVE lost confidence in-

_ their sChools. But it goes on to show how, by using the best ideas’

Y

developed at a naticnal c0nference_of educators and.citiZens, confldence -

<

" can be regained. Also describes now'tc'USe-Wbrainstorning" techniques

ate ideas. ' s | L
to gener e .eas . ' ~ ' ' |
National School Public Relations Association. Secondary school public

e

relations tool kit. .Washington,. D.C., 1974, - , . .

oo .
- . ‘ -
¢

Similar to the Elementary School'P§ Tool Kit bdt geared to the':;‘,

L3

-
o =

total school family'in a ccordinated public~relations.program,' The_J

[

Tool Kit 1ncludes a. llvarame fllmstrip ‘with ‘cassette narratlon, Br1d—

g_pg the Gap in Home-School Communxcation, and a 96—page lerary of

-

how—to—do-lt communlcation 1deas from successful secondary school’ -
PR programs across the country.

> I8 . . -
. - .

i , ’ o - .. . [ .
National School Public Relations Association.: Working with parents.

4

.
. . “ . !
.

Washington, D.C., 1968.
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, S Suggéstions.to help teachers‘develop warm, strongfreIAtionships
with parents, students and others in the community What school

T
1. R . !

' administrators need ko do to create the all-importa&& atmosphere in

.I,}A

which public relations activitles of classrodlhteachers can. grow. g ,
........ .,.,.._1 N . . . .. " N _V ' \

. T v
. .

- o K

_ Norton, §."M.. ScﬁoolécommunityﬁrelatiOns;"New'issues, new needs. .+ -

L

Clearinghouse, ‘May 1970, 4449), 538—540; (EJ 21345) . oL

Educators can b nstrumental in{turning the tide—toward a more h' oo F\\'

'
. A
»

‘ p051t1ve basms of school support, if they ‘assume leadershlp roles

in initiating planned action programs. _Haphazard school-communlty-

C T.“

. relations approaches afid token communication efforts will not suffice.
without‘a'conpentrated effort by teacher training institutions, re-

© séarch agencies, school personnel, parental groups, and related . Cr

'organizatlons piecemeal programs likely Will;continue and thenefbsion -
of both public confidence and support Qill result. ’ . o
Y w _ | . _ .
*  Ornstein, ‘A. C. Race and polltlcs in §;hool/commnn1ty relations.
_.Pacific. Pallsades,_californla: Goodyear Publlshers, 1974. '

N

Pacacha, C. T.. Organlzing a speaker 8. bureau for effectlve publlc

a

relations. Clearlng House, February 1976, 49, 281-282,

~

“Parker, L. A. Community relations quidebeok: Building public under-

-
*

standing for your agency. Madison, Wisconsin:. Department of | “

o ‘ﬂ“s\b:Communication, University of Wisconsin-Extension, 19Y4. ) .
PN 3 ¢ ¥ -
: To have an effective community relations program yoy|must com-

y

ﬁmunicate with peopie;‘and the ‘problems are bllsically the same whether

. you.are approaching an ‘individual or the masses. Thﬁs guidebook -

{ e

2 : ."-) ,
h a9 5
';' . ~
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e
' BT

deals with communlty relations technigpe that can be applied to L

_ instiLutionalragenciqu* It also deals with mass commpnioatibns ind

4

-

_indiv1dua1 person~t°1pef§on communications. . '." - S g : -f,i o
' A . . . R . ‘ ) ‘. ] 0 A‘ - - e - " » \ . ‘v ’ .
Pennsylvania Schonl Boards ssociatron.-hPR for-prin%lpals. Harrisburg,’
\ . ) ’g;‘ . . . . [ E . .
: Pennsylvanla, 19704

a»

Piele, P. School-comfunity relations. Center f£or Advanced Study:of
.f N . " . . . . - ‘yx
. . . '.'V . . . . .

.Educational Administratién, Oregon Universfty, 1969. (ED 030 210)

v

Pinson, 6. W. Current trends -and. practices in school publicrfglations,

-

a research pro;ect. Commerce, Texas: Eastxgexas .School Study

.

Council, 1967. A . o - ~

-Prlncipal.and'public relations; symposiym., National Association of - °

.uSeCOndary School PrinCipaleBulletin, January 1974, 58, 1-99,

" Public relatiOns; symposium Man/Soqﬁéty/Technology, December 1974,

34, 72-§4+. - *):] i

Raskas"ﬂ Home-school visits;pislmformation 3-"7University'ofv

wlqunsln, CCL Document Serv1ce, June 1977

Lo Rempel, G. A, How the custodlan operates as a public relations agent.

L '
W

Nation's Schools, September 1955 56(3).

. -Robérts, D. J., & Txler\~1 K. Bridging the gap between schooils and

+ communities: The case for changes in attitudes. Journal of
[ ] . »

. Research_and Development in . Educatlon, Winter 1977, lO, 15—25

L

. Roberts, D. J.% Developing ag;interadtlon matrix" (1ntermat) for sch001~

-communlty relatlons. Unpublished doctoral dissertatlon, Ohio

v

. State University, 1973.
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.
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It was the p@rpose of ¥his'$tu¢y‘(l)-to dévelop.é modei.fdr; L ¥

- e -

schooljcqmmuniﬁy 1hterqction;(intqyma;f aa;g.basis fpr‘ﬁeéign;ngf.
school;community relétions érograms;‘(zi.to fleld.teét'the modei in‘ ._{: *'.."{
‘an Ohiq-publi “dehool district; (3) to analyze results of the field- .
test;,(4)'t; modify the model; an¢;'(5)‘tp,araw éonclusionéAand':. 'f‘w. -}ﬁ
impli;ation; for furthe# reSQarch.reiative}to £hq_prebarétioﬁ.and
\ _ S , o
opérétion of public sCthl district sqhool-coﬁmupity relatignsAprogramé;

.' v

;Saie,_R. W. (Ed.). ngggggjtﬁe schools. Berkeley; California:

K .-' McCutchan Publishing CproratiOn;‘}972.

: .
% ’ .

 Saxe, R. W. School~cbmmu&@ty\interactioh. Berkeley,ACalifornié: N
| chgtchan Pu;lishiqg Corporatijon, 1975. ‘
: Saxe, R. W. The yul?iunit schoo1 ;Q§ ﬁhé coﬁmunity. Elementaéz A‘1 ]
| Sc.‘hool J.ourna.l;)lovembe_'r 197'4' 75(2), 103-11%. (EJ 106 275)
e School and éqmmuﬂity: PartAers in eduﬁation;‘symposium. Instfuctdr,.“ | )
: iy : <. ' ’ ~
RS August 1972, 82, 53-66., * . o ' ,?*',

L ]

The school as a community. Thepory Inta Practice, }ljl). _ Tt
o o .
The. entire issue of TIP'*S devoted to-school and community and
it has a variety of articles,\some of' them empirically motivated and
some of them theoretical which gives an interesting perspective on
- home-school felations and analysis of the, different issues involved.
e . ‘. R

A "‘ ' . A N« - N . .. N ;“’)
- - ’ s - N LS ] : [} i . i - . .
. School-community relations. Ilational Association of Segondary Sckool
. : . . . Tl . TR

?

Princinals Bulletin, Jan%?ry 1971,‘§E, 90-93.

The School Public Relations Administrator (1970-71). Educational
. :

‘ " research service c¢ircular, no. 3.l Washington: American Assoc- : "

- ! . v
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. ; _ | ‘
iation of Schoql/Administr?tors and NEA Research Division, 1971. «
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‘rel:}iohs programs is threefold:

? . o S . . e
' .‘ : . ’ ’
Schumack, K. A..

’ o » - . UK :
The principalland the communigy, Paper presented

at the Annual Meeting of the. National Association of Elementary

-

LI Y
" School Princ1pals, Atlantic City, New Jersey, Agril 1976.'
. o . -
Eﬁ}den, D. Teachers and community Partnera~or enemies? An: essay.
. \, ot
Journal of EducatiOn, August l976, 158, 31~47 '--j-_pl
- .

Sestak, M. E., & Frerich, D. The principal' role in schoolﬁ '

community relations.

[ 4

n cigals._ Washingtpn;'D.C,:;_Department of Eleé;qtary Princ;pa{f'.

R
(1)

School~Commun1ty relations has - two main. functions-
N

the.level ‘of public understdnding through'information programs, and

(2) to enlist community support by drawing citizens into meaningful.

participation in school affeirs: The need for~schoolfoommunity

...-\.'" N .

"ethical accountability to “tfie public, (2) the public school's depepé

v

dence upon the extent %Fatvlt holds the understandingz interest,;end

COnfidgnCe of the people, and (3)' cooperation by ell'the’elements of

a community for the best education of children.

toward the‘r

'R

l’f the principal in school-conmunity relations, this

e—

* article discusses his dutles su0h as organizing the school for publlc/

-
<«

relations, working with the staff, working with the community, "and

. . _ o |
constant evaluation of all school prograns.

.

. ‘e
.

P, A school serving a community in transition: A study

Lt ) . . v .

Sokol; A.

A research report of

in school-community relations.

University

City School Distrig¢t, 1971. -,

In Selected articles for elementary prin-

to raise

(1) the education board’'s legal and

‘By ‘focusing attention

>

va,

.',.
8

(ED 123 808)




/ ; o The field Of.échoolhéoﬁmuhitQIrelaéiohs-ﬁas.beéh'oﬁziﬁtérestito”

_y,"-f 'eQuéa;Q;Sfaqd sociai ;cignt;stg alike. Of.pafticulgr interest bgs_,“{
L " ‘been the mannex in Qﬁ;éhf;heilocal.gchgdls réspon@'té‘QHé,ﬁdwqrjgﬁ-i

.:;  -? ,-lyironmenﬁ in thé 1oc§} pbmmunity.;-6f-th§o;¢t£c;; intefest is.thg'}-

five-fold classification of responses schools can make to the power: : .

environment'of_the.community identif;ed by*one;sociologist.  They-are:

(1) passive adaptation;h(2).coalit10n; (3);cooptgt10n; (4f’baxgainin§;_

N v
v ~and. (5) competition{)
- For this study, a survey of Ege majox developments in both the

community and the schools was conducted. The items selected were - -
- o those which would seem to hale had a @ajor'inflhence_upoh school-

‘community relatioﬁships in Uni eréit} City. _It.was exﬁéctéd thaﬁ,';
' P - : A . o ]
R ﬁhrough examiﬁation of school=-commurrity felatiOnshipS'in a-gepuiné_.
- e/ o .
setting,ftheoretieal ;elatiOnshipé cou1d be xploredfgng informafaon
- ~would be provi@edqconqeining thé“manggfﬁin:whll thé'schodls,have f:
[ L 'attempted to serve the éducationallne;ds of a changing community.‘-

Y

’

Cliffs,’New Jersey: bréntice-ﬂall, Inc., 1955.

>~

This publication contains a good listing of véribus communi ty

groups (parents, clubs, agencies, and community organizations, mer-

chants, businessmen, industry, organized labor, churehes,*&_ é-and
‘ndtionality. groups, departments of eity, countyp and State govexnment,

news media) which interface with.échools, with'shggestions on how to

-~

] . . . N .
deal with each, Although the book was written in 1955, the listings

' / of agencies, clubs, organizations, individuals, and Lusinesses still

-

£y vy .
Y v
J u ¢

5\ ) .

.+ Stearns, H. L. Commhnity relations and Ehe public échdols;’_Englewood
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’ munity grouys.. It 1ncludes some suggeStions for presentinq the school

.H%ld today, with thé-exceptien"ofﬂnoré'recen‘ civil rights and écmi -
)

¢

to the community and the rise of lay committees.

| | _.k_.>_ e __. :|t. : R
('Sumption, M. R., &'Engstrdm, Y. School-community relations. -New

York: McGraWTHili;;iQGG. j» ) S f

fhe enthcis p;ésent.a vieQ of'§¢5051~¢¢mmuaity reiations‘thrcughn
.the concept of the "changing school in the changing community."-
' SociaI, economic, and p&itical change keep _the community in a .con-» :

stant state of flux;' Effective communication between schoolTané“/- P

community is necessary for m0n1t01ing theqé changes and their meaning. '

: The codéunity survey is one basic tool in the deve1¢pment of such °

| .0
co;_mnunication o.
' I Cd

.

- Svadkovskij, I. F. Family and school. jInterpationag'RevieQ of ,

. ) |
' Educatlon. 1970, 16(3), 341—350. o A
Education

[ e

e

Talmage, H. Evaluation of local school/community programs. " A_tran~ -

3

sactional evaluation epproach. Journal of.Research and Development

_in Education, Spring '1975, 8, 32-41. :

Teacher_image,_symposinm. Parent School Uournal, May 1976, 124, 136—161+

-

. ot,
Thomson, P. Teachers and community/in a small primary school. Forum‘ofs

-

Summer- 1975, 17, 84-86. o ‘» ' o

.

. -
Thorne, J. L.° 'ﬁducators and'community in education. Journal of :

N,l

Thought, November 1975 10(4).‘333*344 (EJ 140_657) X

o : ‘e
Toledo Public Schools. - The sohpol »adm'inistrator and Egblic.xﬁat.iong:&‘

Toledo, Ohio: Office of Information_Services,_Toledo S:Llic Séhoolsf"

L ..




;: . '1;' This 13 ‘a fifteen~page pamphlet dealing w1th importanb issues'

in public relations. To request a copy write._

Office of Information Services Toledo PubliC\Schools, Toledo, Ohio ~
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'-Unruh, A., & Wllller, R. A. Public~relations'for'schools..

4

,; L Callfornia' Lear Slgler,.Inc /Fearon Publishers, 1974.

Walsh, J.'A.

Successful school-community,relationSa

~ J¢ Weston Walch, Publisher, 1965

- Weiler, D. et al. School communityﬁrelations"and eddcationaI*chahge.

-
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WashingtOn, D Ces Superintendent of Documents, . S
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(ED 054 536) L

Printing.Ofﬁlce, 1972.
' Weltmer,.ca L. A citiien's v1ewp01nta0n,schoochommupity relations.

In Citizens, businessmen, and educetors: '

— - ~schoochommunity.relations,;e COnferehcefreported by W. A.

Darliné. Daytorn, Ohio; Institute for'thelDevelop ent. of

Educational_Actiiitie5j 1973.

-

« Wilsonj J. H. Kids'es'double PR—SEEBtﬁ. “Instructor, October 1876,

§-6-, 114. .

Worpole, K. School and community: Towards a common'culturet Urban
. . . ' ' . . 3 ) .- «
‘.'Revie'w,_ April 1974, 7, 84-96. -

Qorthingtoh, J. A.

_Teacher as a link with the community: SEectrumf 

' ‘September 1971, 47,.17-18+. 4

Zeigler; L. H. et al. The'responsiveness of public schools to their

'clLentele. Milestone I: Report of progress. Eugene,uOreqoh:

R ' Center for Advanced Study of Educational Administratlon, Oregon .

Unlver31ty, June 1973 (ED 127 699)

Kay Quealy, Director,' )
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'and et.hlcal problems related‘ to the field of educatlonal ev luatlon

from public policy and programatic ‘issues if' education.:’

-Caputqg D. A. The citiz;h component of policy evaluation. Policy

. ! \ . . . . . . . . .
. . - . . f P . . . .
36. . R . . S S -
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o . ..‘ .ot . e

| Belasco, . A Allutto, J. A& Glassman, A. 'a case.study of .

| communlty and teacher expeqtations'concerning the authorlty

structure of school systems. Edudatlon and Urban Societ (g 1971,5

4, 85-97 o e o As
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perlak, H.' Valueé,_goals,'public policy, and edu;;%ionaL{evaluatron,”

P T e '/.:_

Review of Educational ReSearch, 1970, 5&}2),»261~2784

.

: Focué ng ogwthe growlng politicallzg&gon of all aspedts of
\,’t
e G, b/ o E

Amerlcan llfe coupled Wlth .an rncreasing retreat from rat1 nallsm and

dlstrust of the inte%}ectual, this paper attempts to identify practlcal
L2 .

e . . R

‘for ratlonal pollcy maklng and . to suggest 90581ble solutlons The

a

"'.\i\'

"y

matrix representlng the argay of - outcomes and the digcussion

e \ :
Bowles, B. D., & Arnold, A, L. . Sipformation 4: School adminigtyrator's

N .
C . . ' : T, S, ' ¢ .
. interview handbook. Ma@lson,fWisconsin: Wisconsin Research and

Development Center, CGL Documents. ‘ o

v
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~

Colgate, T. P. How goed is your diétrict's'public relations program?

Takeé this test. American School Board Journal, 1970, 157, 8-10.

-~

' Cupningham, J. T. Measuring public relations results. In Measyring

_ and"evaluat;ng¥puhlic relations activities. New York: American.

-Management'ASSOQLation, 1968.' -
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_ Deantonio,jE. Evaluatlon of the communlty school relations workshqg.
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NI | S , } -
R ? _ scthls in Alabama. Unpul)llshed doctoral dissertation, Auburn

. uhiversity.;197§H.- e N ."_-'”’ .

Drumheller,,s. J., & Bro'oks-,' R. D. Beyond behavioral objectives: _ . o

.
> . .
- .

-" Communlty base'd strategy for evaluating a school system‘s educa-

& tional program. Educatlonal Technology, 1973, 13, 13- 19. o

Feldmesser” R. A., & McCready, E. A. Information for Earents on

»

.

sehool.eval-uatioh. Princetop, New J_e-rSey: ERIC_: Clearinghouse :
_ Or.')’ Tests, Measuraments, d Ev‘altj’ation; .L974." Eﬁ/099 432.. ..
. “ .. " . . . .

..Early in their in.\}eotigatiOn of vari ous’ guides wriften 't'pl he'lp_

paréents evaluate. the quality of their sc;_h_ools, :Feldmesser and McCreadyr. .
began to wender 'whether there is much genuine disagreement, at’ the . - )
non~technical ievel,- _abbut what a qood school_ is." Much of the o -

T 4

" fiterature focuses on faoilities , student~teacher ratios( school SRR

_atm_osphere,;'and test .scores. Thé& authors 'concﬂlude -that none of these
guides are sufficient "to ena"thef citizen to e'valuate a school or. ._

school sys—t‘.em,-f or ‘even ﬁarticular aspects of it."

e

'Fe-rguécin, D. H.  Can your school survive ggparent _eval_uatikon? National

Elementary Principal, 1977, 56(4), 71-73. . = ° - : \‘

‘o L4 . . ' o . _

r/;nfortunately, the evaluation of schools often occurs in a - . ' RS
\‘. ' . . | . " . . . ] . 3 \ .
heated political. atmosphere. This was the case reiently at the

.."5 e ) . [N
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Central Mld :e School in Newark, Delaware, Where Ferguson is princ;pal.‘

-

e ) - -

.fe A group of well-educated, affluent parents, concerned about decllnlng

test scores, busing,‘and a number of . other SOClal 1ssues, petitioned

the school board for the rlght to evaluate the school and. its

Hayman,,J,-L.,‘SrAQN& Napier, R. N. Evaluation in the schools: _A ..

o . T ) T ’ : I ’ Lok

hnmaniprocesS'for renewal MOnterey,iCaiifornia:.=Broo!s/Cole

BT

Publishlng Company, 1975, o T '._ s

—
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N Holley, F. M., & Lee, A. The f@al world of_publfh school evaluation.'

\

' A
Paper presented at the annual meetlng of the Amerlcan Educatlonal

Research ASSOClatlon, New York, Apr11 1977 o . e

‘_ Q ~ . < - ’\. - \-\ .
Holley. F M., & Watﬁlns, J. Ind1v1dua11x_gu1ded educatlon evaThatlon7

Austln,uTean: Austln Independent School

dgglgn for 1973—74

Dlstrlct,“offlce of Research and Evaluatlon, 1973,
. ' S .
House, E. R. .Assumptions underlying evaluation»models. University -

Ve

of Urbana, Illinois:

-

Cénter for InstructionaluResearch and., 'u

Curriculum Evaluatiouﬂ ' B _ : e "
N ' . S S

One way of understandlng evaluatlon 4s to cumpare the numerous
‘9“ \

‘evaluatibn m?dels with one another. ‘ua-re many possibilities' .

~

~ -

for comparisen, but perhaps the most slgnlflcant comparggons are

. those. amonb\the underlylng theqretlcal assumptlons on whlch the

P’ L]

models are based. ' In this way, we are able to see how log;cally s

© »similar the'models are to one another'and determine what logical

..
~

.p6SSib1ities do and do not exist. T

3 ' : -

. _ ”~ :
House, R. R. (Ed.). School evaluation: The politics and process.
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students, and school boards thlnk;.what a'Rapld Learnlng Center is;
. o - L . EEN

new terminOIOQY: how to enter a'performance contract.

v . e

.-—'.).-.'7|_. L e
e Ao, - N c‘ﬂ . .
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hational_School PuBlic.Relations AssociatiOn. Evaluatlnq teachers
)‘ . ' _.' t'

for profeggional growth (No. 411-13315) "Washinaton, D.C.z 1914.

Te . <.

Regular and comprehensive evaluation of 1nstructlona1 staff

1s nere to stay, but - the emphasis has swltched from an assessment

&
..

used- to: -eliminate- 1ncompetént-teachers to a procedure which aims at

improving teééaer“perfo
& .

IS . L X ]

" the principal and teacller. to one imvolving assessment by administrators,’

ance; from .a procedure which }ncluded-only :

-
1

R4 . L . . e - >
peers,.students,;ang/the‘teaqher. Included are reviews of currénit.

/ _ . : . _ )

' policies and progyams at the state, district, and building levels,.

// .
.t N L)
Y ] o |

* Natiqnal_SchooLfPublic'Relations Assbciatioh. Evaluation instrument,

-

* for educ§§;0na1_public relations programs. Washington, D.C.:
T / ; ' : .

ws |

This evhluation instrument is intended to provide the basis for
* . . -

evaluating the extent to which a school district or other educational

N . ) -.».

organization h&s made provision for organizing and conducting a formal
. . R

ppblic'relations program. Included are three other\gocuments deveioped

\
Relatiéns Programs;

4

by the NSPRA Task FOr(s:' (a) Standards for Educational Public

) Standards for Educatiohal Public Relations

Professionals; (c) Ethics for Educational ‘Public Relations;'

.
'

' e \ . i .
_ National Study of Secondary School Evaluation. Evaluation criteria
4 ' o

(4th ed,). Washingtdn, D.C.: 1969.

~

Owens, T. R., & Hisdox,'M. D\ Alternative models_for adversarx

© e - :
¢ L ¢, . '

evaluation: Variations on a. theme. Paper presented at the annual

. z !

meeting of the American Educational Research Association, New

York, April 1977.

) a‘”'

\)
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. out alterhative evaluatiOn models;
/“'%

. w‘exploring alternative approaches, along ‘with a brlef h;ttory and |
' b

" adveysary evaluation. - . ;

Grow1ng dlssatisfact;pn with\conventional evaluation ﬂpproaches

‘to dealln;.bith complex social phenomena has' led evaluators to search

s
g

This papér_deals'with'existing;

[N

problems in traditlonal evaluatlon and presents a ratlonale for

-

&%

descﬂip;ion of some adversary modelsnof.evaluatiOn, some common fea- .

¢ . ¢t ] -

: ) t i . . :
tures.of alternative approaches, and some unresolved issu

- .
e

) ' - ) . ) ' .
Ph&pps[ L., & Heisner, R. Evaluative criteria for citizens' adviséry

, [ .
councils and committeés. Rurban Educational Development Labora-

L

 .tory, 1972. _ o B A

-

Y '&
Educational evaluation. Englewood Cliffs, New Jersey:

a

ﬁrentice-ﬂall, 1975.

Popham, W. J.

. . N

Popkewitz, T.} &,@ehlage, . Accountabilities: A critique and

. . - '

alternative proposal. Interichange, 1973, 41, 48~62.,

3 : N " .
Popkewitz, T., & Wehlag€, G.

-School evaluation and institutional

life. Paﬁér presented\at the annual meeffig-of the American

Educational Research As ciation, Washington, D.C., April 1975.
" . : ~N

»

Price,.J. L. Handbook of ' Lexington, .

- —_"
R

rganizational measuxement.

-

Massacusetts:

~

- ‘safran; D. Evaluating pa entf%hgolvement (Issue Paper No. 1).

Berkeley, California:’\ﬁénﬁer for the Study of Parent InvolVement,
: . ‘ 7 -
1974.

1

*
-

Sanders,'L.; & Creaghan, S. Parents and children evalﬁated our

\ Lt ’ . \--
. program. Instructor, 197 3, 41-4%. oot

-

443
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. . Sciara; F. J., &.Jantz,-R..K.' Accouhtabili{y—in hmerican educatign, i n. SR

e s

Boston, Massachusetts-- Allyn & Bacon. 1972.

_Scriven; M. Evaluatlon bias and ite control (Occasional Paper 4) ..

/ o Kalamazoo. The Evaluation Center, Western Mlchlgan University, 1975. "_ )

”Stufflebeam, D. Le, Foley, W. J., Gephart w. J., Guba, E._G., Hammond, _'
R. L., Merrlman, H. 0., & Provus, M. M." Educationa'l evaluatlon
“- o o

¢

- and decision making. Itasca,‘Illinois; F. ‘E+. Peacock Publishers,--“

1971, L e

-

" Thomas, M. D. How to Yecognize-a gem of a-school when you see bﬂL.

 American School Board Journal, 1975, 162(3), 27-30. £7 112 493. - *
'rhs habit of mcasuring a school'g quality in terms of its haz;d;- '
IWaio,:software, budget, course selection lists, the number of books *
per Chlld; expenditure per child, and student~staff ratlo 'is "suspect,
if not'downright worthless,"_Thomas asserts. .Such indlcators tell a ] ’

;) merely "how rich a shcool dlstrlCt is, hot how good its schools

are." Thomas belleves that only the trad1t10na1 schoox VlSlt can

- . . ' - ’ - _
: : reveal a Scpool's quality. He offers six ‘questions that the visit A
K should answer. _ . -~ ' s _ : "
. . T ]
) » . . . . . . o~ 3 ’ ¢ ‘ \
Tobriner, M. L. Teacher—communlty: Surveying three worlds. (Clearing. .
L .- . _ Hous¢, March 1970, 44, 391- 394. . -
o Al \ o N
®ick, J. [W., & Beggs, D. L. Evaluation for decision-making in the o
: | . # ' ) . . - .
schools. Boston, Massachusetts: Houghton Mifflin Co., 1971. ‘1..'
“+ ’ ‘ 4 - . S ' . ‘

1B 2806 wW481. ‘ ’ S
. N : . ’
Weiner, W. K. Measuring school boundary permeability: The P.5.C.Q.

revised. Papey presented at the annual geeting of the New: England
4 . . .o
) .

. Educational Research Association, 1775. ED 125 052.

JERIC .' . B _4“’ .
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o, Wienejm w' K., & Blumberg, A.- The parent school communication

g¢estionnaire- A measure of school bounda;y permeability.

’
C .

presented at. the meeting of the American Educutional Research

Paper

.

o Ass001ati0n, New Orleans, Louisiana, March 1973.; o
wilder, D. Actual and perceived consensus on educational;goals

between school and commuhity.

New York, New York._ Columbia

°

UniverSity, Bureau of Applied Soc1al Rasearch, December 1968.
ER 023 939. ﬂ-._.-'“ 1 |

»

Wright} W. J,

Payoffs of adversqu evaluatiOn. 'Paper/presented at

the annual meeting of the American Education Research AssociatiOn,

cv New York" New York, Aprll 197?

In this paper Wright argues the advahtages~of_the'adversary.
. YR A evaluation'model;_ His attempt'is to pershade the'reader that'thisr
. . s o o
tapproach has substantidl merit, and that it ought to be used more .-

“j . frequently than it 1s.

Wynne, Eb The_polities of.schooiAggpountabijity:

[ o
- Public information -

about public schools. Berkeley, Cdlifornia: McCutchan Publishing

~ Corporation, 1972. . -

. . -

e "Acgountability2 is an "in" ‘waord dmong-educators-;%Qischool-
oriented pr%fc%sionels.
to.numerous interpretations, and this book is an effort to clarify

&

3

Like many education catch wpqu,-it-is open

some of the vagueness and examine‘ the phenomena of school accounta-

. bility in an "historic and interdisciplinary light."

. )
. . .
[ ~ -

v -
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Administration and.organisation(

JA )
. e

. L "November 1970. o e '.":"A”"‘r}."f' -
L ’=4 Thys article c1tes a 1ist of reasons why management refuses to-_'; . - .

cohvey certain 1nformation to one.or more of its publics. They include _.' -
R L '
o ' : féar of being misunderstood or misquoted, uncertainty in the face of
o, . . - w i

'Armstrong, R. W. Why_nanagement)gonft:taik..ePubiic Relations Jourpal,

s -

ar ipterView or news conference, fear of tipping off competitors,. -i.:' f'r'_:f-
ﬁear that communieation Wiil do more harm thanfgood,'and they also
Jnclude reluctance'tojadmit’short—comings{ innate caution,_false
X o : . - N
. " modesty, faiiure-to_measure-today's actions'in terms of future: repuy-
| tation,'misunderstanaing.of the naturé and objéetiv?s'of public -
erelations, laek of respect for_the publio relations man's judgment
- or skill, inadequatexbriefing on the alternatives,rand insufficient
. facts on which to make-a decision. When management.oan think of more -
| ”" _ reasonsrto be silent than to'talk, four steps are preéented rdr publie o f

‘ yélations to build’'a foundation for communications.

Bedrosian,'o. T.'\Communitxfpressures and ‘their implications fof_the

) leadership role of certain superintendents in Lake - CountzJ Illinois.

Unpublished doctoral dissertation, _Loyola Univers1ty of Chicago, 1972

\ +

- ' ' _ Bedr051an studied 22 superintendents from a ﬁandOR, pf% in

. vieo S 'm,(
northern Illinois.’ He found that superi tendengngeng'hot 1nf1uenced
: . ) ! | .
by community pressure groups concerning the 1nstﬁﬁab£¢nal program but ' ;

-

o
-

T~

they Were influenced on financialAadmini_tration.. The superintendent
, T . N - o .
' A was influenced on rate in the direction of change, on the leadership ., - - _,R\

Y

.




<t

-

. ‘e ° . .
- . - " . . t

frole, and'on_the;participetiona.with coﬁmunity-adtion'groups. His -

leadership effectiveness correlates to board policy adherents in ";'?'

treactioq to community pressure groups. R g

. S Lo D
P

b

yengen, J,, Kerns, I., & Graper, N. Princppal S han ook .
Py= " 7

- . Ohio. Institute for Development of Educationa Activities. e

Inc., 1970, T

]

'Brubsker, D. L., & Nelson, R. H., Jr. :Creative survival in educational .

o : : i . )
bureaucrecies. Berkeley, Califgrning McCutc¢han. Publishing

) Corporation, 1974 g ’ L o

Burden, L., & Whitt, R: b\ The communithchool principal. . m

horizons. .Midland, Michigan: Perdell Publishing_Co., 1973.

Campbell' R. F.'et al. The O£9gniz§tion'and cqntrol of American

LIRS

schools. Columbus, oOhio: Charles E.. MerfilL Books; 1965 |

. A basxc text, thlS publication thoroughly{defcribes the influence

"of all levels of-government, all groups wathid and outside'the school

. e X
itself. The organization of the school and the coptrols Whlch are

- exerted on 1t and by it are described. The historicel-background

"for the evo tion of orgenization and controls is also presénted.

k. ' :

_ Child, J. Organizational structure,”environment and performance: .

- . [4 . '
The role of strategic choice. Sociology, 1972, 6, 1-23.

This article critically'examineé available models of organization

~a .

in terms of positively established associ ations between dimensmns

o

of organizational strugture and contextual,factors such as environment,

.

~ technology, or ecale of operation. It criticizes these models for

'\

o




.d

e
attemptlng to’ explaln observable patterns of organizational structure

SR by referencé £o cektaln, primarily economic, constraints imposed by :

contextual factors, and 1gnor1ng the essentlally political process,
Y} e .

‘whereby power—holders Wlthln orqanlzations decide upon courses of

n e o | ,v : RN
..' ) & - 3 * * .

strategic ch01ce. ¥ The exerc;se of strateglc ch01ce by the dominant

'coa11tlon 1nc1udes the evaluatlon of" thL Organlzation s posltlon, the _ '_] . .

1pu1atlon of env1ronmenta1 features and the ch01ce of relevant per~

1 v

- i:i formance standards. B B ' _:: o '. ; . .f'_. _ :. i }, :
?NL// | _ :;- .Agalnst avallable.oroanlzatlonal theorles a theoret1ca1 reorl- | a
'( entatlon toward a.recognitlon of.polltlcal actlon 1s developed and
'; ' finally a theoretical model 1s'1}1ustrated to show tne'role of
| strategio qhoice_;n a theory;of'oreanisat;on..
e o SN ' ) .

Colver, A. c. Practical.t;ps on~handling>the'community power'crunch.' L

A case study of the Nlles wansllp qigb Schools. Paper presented

[

e . @
at Natlonal Assoc15tlon of Secondary School Pr1nc1pals 56th

Annual Conveptlon,wAmahelm, Callfornla, ‘Mar ch- 17~ 22 ‘1972. ED 063 624

ThlS paper discusses the CtlSlS of’ confldence in. the natlon s - v

+

: : : schoUI?, argues that the basic premise of-school management rests on .. S
- -z { : . _ _ _

the concept that schools exist, for students and their parents, and*.

N . _ : .

. ' ) describes the public'challenge to one school system.: Thé author.
\outlines the'steps taken by the Niles Township, Illihois, Board and"

. community to provide a school environment that'places equal. stress
’ . ‘ ]
on both the personal and the. social -development of students. A

‘major theme of the paper is that it is at the management level that = ‘ >




IpersbnnEI and clientelle. Paper presented to annual meeting,

_personnel, teache S, (a) lnteract with parents, and (b) 1dentify WIRE\‘

_ the-locaL-communlty. ) ;_

Or iiatiohal-cqrrelates'of'reldtionshipé betweén professional

~

-

Thls paper report:s an anaIYSls of relatlonships bet,,waen selected ‘

”characterlstics sohools andfthe extent to which the professional

-

o
LY

The study provides insights into understanding some organizational

charact![:sticé'in,relatibnftQ teachers' interaction.-

Croni

3

L -
e &

n,"J, M., & Hailer, R. MJ. Organizing an urban school syétem'

for diversity. Lexington, Massachusetts: Lexington Books, 1973.

Cﬁlbe:%sop, J., Jacobsen, Py, &~Réller,fT;_”Administrative“reiation-_j

Curqi
Doll,

.\.

Engli,

ships,}a»caseboo&. Eﬁglewopd Cliffs} New'Jerseyg Prentice~Hall,

~

1960,-5607411;

Y
{\ B - . Sv : / ’ .
culum essays on citizens, politics, and administration .ifi urban o

neighporhoods, Public Administration Review,, 61972, 32, 670-786. -
¢ ’ : R \ T
J o . .
ﬁy/c. The sociological monkey on the team leader's back. In -

gf.Saxe_(Ed.Y,nPersEectives'onwthe role of the teacher cops

teem leader. Toledo, Ohio,'University of Toledo, 1971, 141-155.

$h, F. W. School organization and management. Worthington, Ohio:

,Charles A. Yones Publishing Company,.1975.

\
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Estes, N. shal _ communlty leadersqip to support the PUbllc | i
o ’ ; _
, schools. Phl Delta xappa Educational Eoundation, 1974.- ‘
- . 4 ... ' .
' Estes be91 s with an examlnation of the leadership role of the. »

school superlnte dent.° HlS discu531on encompasses sucq.subjects as -

i - . . . ’ R T R
Lntegrlty, accountablllty{'and decentrallzation. He then discusses =

. & ) Ln ’

- ways of bulldlng support amongtcomm ity 1eadersh1p,

.consequences of ‘their prev1ous decls1o : the'in u'connectedness of

thelr future actlons, and th!'necesslty for'cooperatlon.

3 . - . v . L i . . .oo.a

Fiedler, F. E;;‘How do you make leaders more effective? Organization’

«

gxnamlcs, Summer 1973..

"- Fred Fledler presents an 1nterest1ng paper on effectmve leader— .

'1sh1p. He tells about how people‘dlffer 1n thelr response to managementf

<
-..

situatio?sl "We should know ‘that alﬁbst every manager in an organlza—

tion can perform effectlvelx providlng that he 1s placed in a.

s1tuat10n that matches h1s personallty, prOV1ding we “know how to-
match his-training and-experience-to the available jobs--and<providing

-

" that we take the trouble." ' . - .

i ’ ' Ty ' l < l .
Filbin, R. The role of the school superintendent in School-community

reiations. New'§ork:f Institute'of Educational Research, ' f:’
——, . N ) » . j _ i
Teacpers\College,'Columbia University, 1971. ‘? ! o A N ?
For administrators caughtfbetween kidsland_communityt 'School Manage—. T ':}
‘ ment, November 1970,\14 18-21. . . o - coa

Galbralth, Je Env1ronmenta1 and technOloglcal determinants of

e -

organizational design. Reading, Massachusétts: Addison-Wesley .
‘ : . “ : € _
Publishing -Company. o ) N -

A
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This study presents an organizat1ona1 change following from an .

".'en_environmental chamge, The organizatlon problem 1s described by

v

' highlightiug the alternative designs_which are_possible;

_:xiﬁtendedtfor'use by professional,_whitFRcollar parents.

.

PRI -

Gittell, M. Supervisors and' coordinatgu: Power in the system.

'Associatioh ioffsupervisiqﬁ'&'Curriculum.DeVelopment'Yearbook,.
— et — iy

1971, 161~ 173.:

. ..’

:Goldman, H.{ The prlnc1pal and the school communlty.' Theory into "

< o f

Practlce, 1972 2, 9-17.

.Gross, N.- Who runs our schools? New York. bohn WileY]& SOns,,1958}

. ¢
Gross s publlcatlon ‘has -two purposes or ObjectiVeS. 'tonisclqse

the research flndlngs of h1s study of. board members and chlef adm1n~ '

1strators of local school systems and how they feel about their jobs, _
\ v

_ and to‘publicly brlng to the surface mafbr problems confrontlng

A\]

public education today. .. 3 1 (\~; \
N ] ) i R 12

Harrlson, C. H. How specxallsts matcﬁ?schools and executlves.

. Nation's Schools, September 1972, 90(3), 58-60. '; - .

7 ’ . .

\Dﬁs1ge§s execut;ves in thelprocess of relocatlng,in-a,new

.

communiﬁy'are often assisted\in their search for a good school system f
s § . . :

gy/professiohal companies thatikeep accurate records of many school.

" districts. The information these companiks collect and the methods

L}
3

-~

"‘ihey use_toﬁcqllect it'provide-a helpful guide to evaluating’school

systems in general. Harrison‘s'guide and his additional i!'I‘en_

-

duestions” that school managers should be able to-answer are primarily

.
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Universipy that has.sqme‘interesting‘things'to say about tz: tOpic

groups, ard organizations. The taxonomies of behavior, -organization,

problems ?hd th.

I T 0 M T R L S
. R R R A ¥
o . r Y Il .- . B e . \/ ] " ..
- ? ' : T\>\<\*;f - - ‘
. e . oo i o .
: R . - . . oy _
“Howes, K. L. Large schools~' Can th;y be humangzed througg student
U N . \
staff relatlonshlps? Paper presented at th annual meetingVof. o

'the Natlonal Associatlon of Secondary School r1n01pals, Dallas, ‘F“~v»nwguj

.Texas, February 1973.1 ED 127708.. . L \;' _ . v .
.Iannone, R. What motlvates pr1nc1pa1s? Journal of ﬁg_patlonal Ve
Besesrch, February 1973, 66(6).. I .n . A\.~ e .. .

Thms is a summarlzatlon of Iannone s research dOne at eracuse '

Y

-

. : : ’ . o8 , ) .
of .motivation in principals, particularly with familiar constructs-
ob being'placé oriented or jeb oriénﬁed-and.similar.conStrhgts, N . -_'-_.f-

<

:Indik; B; P;,.& Berrien, F. K.“(Eds.).‘ People, groups ané—organiza—

"tiohs.' New Yorki Teachers College Press, 19§8.
. This series of papefs focuses on the classifisainn of peopley' '{@;

.t PR
goals, ard other variables provide 4 . sound basis “for analyzing the
operation and interaction of human organization. Although not ' -
specifically focused on schools, it is relevant to their situation, -

.—A

Johansen, J.. Serving the client*system. In R. C. Maxson & W E.

Y

$istrunk (Eds.),.A systems approach to eduéational-admiﬁistration.

Pubuque, Iowai. William C. Brown, 1973, 238-255

Kepner,_é. H;, S'Tregoe, B, B. the rational manager. New York:
1965, . | _..‘., B

L McGr&WwHill, . _ .
v : ‘ _ },,“. ”'é.' ' _.'_ r

[ A highly

K ¢ v _&M
Ny

r causes. Whlle d&ltten for Lhe.buslness world, f!%?/;

$ i ;;'I’/
J o t ! . ol
" the apprmaches 'and techniques for problem spec1f1¢atlnn, dec1s1on—

-




a ™

"related problemS._

,

maklng, and problem Jvoidance are higbly relevant for school

There are. many “tips" and "forms“ provided for
. . 1 . ] . . . ] :Js“ .
. A . .

-

“-each of the.main proceSses.ag o -:"' Lo . T,

S : : SR . . . oy ‘.

Klenke, W. H.

An exploratory case»study of the-multiunitfsqhool and

.

Power, resources, values. N Coe

[

-_the 1nstruptlonal programing model.
'fUnpubllshed doctoral dlssertatlon, Universlty of Wisc0ns1n-_

N R i ’ . . " ’ /,-
"fMadisOn, Research and Development Center for Indlvidualized -

-'Learnlng, 1975.

Boundary Spannlng activ1t14and boundary spanni_g perSOnnel.

Leifer, R

lA conceptual_model. Paper prepared for l7th Annual Mldwest B

4«

:Academy of Management Meeting Madlson, W1s00ns1n, l974. 3
R _ _ , . . . ,

. Litwak,_Ei;'a'Meyer} H. J. -A balance theorx{of coordination between

bureaucratic organizations and community primary groups. ' S

4

Admlnlstratlve Sc1ence QuarterAy, June 1966, 2(1), 31—58. -

-

ThlS paper (r1t1c1zes that current sociologlcal theory neglects

-
K

the problem of coordination between.bureaucratic organiiatiOns and

' . R = , o) . em s
community primary groups by overemphasizing their incompatibilities

and undefemphasiling their complementary c0ntributions.t0'the con-

thre

temporary social order, Conclusions from a theory that sees contin=

- uous tension or extreme insulation of bureaucratic from primary forms

of organization do not'corresp0nd te'observable trends in Amer}can
society. ) ‘ E o o ' ' .

The balance theory of goordlnat@ggumecnanlsms tetyeen bureaucratlc
and prlmary forms.of soc1ak organization would be applica;le to

-

dev‘&oping home-sehoqllcommunity :elatlons programs.
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: Lovetxq ayﬁkThe role of school managers -in- educatlonal grlorr_x -f T

] b : \.

./X
jbgegg leerpoel'EQucatldhal Pr13h{zy,‘Area Progect, PaddingtOn o

. 0

o A_' 'ﬁf, '. %omprehenslze\School leerpool Engla 4, - 197I - ED 64609 ) S

- g .

< Intellece, Summex 1974. 10342353), 510-511
L[]

: woo i
Mann, D, A‘prlnc1pal'afhugﬁbook for shared control 1ﬁ\urban community _

° L . . o N .i"(‘)'i . .

) ' sehools; New YorkEm Cblumbla Unlverslty, Teachers
b ,( - L4 N

S McCarty, D. Communlty (h@luence systemS and local educatlon_l

Y

fyos " b" : -./.\
-maklng. Amerlcan Assoc1at10n of Schiool Admlnlstrators, Febrdaxry = . ¢

rd -

1971, Ser%es No. 6., - R e

»
N

Thls article presents four- ideal tYPeS of school boards and the . __??w

superlntendent <] role in the communlty wrﬁh four dlfferent types of,)

. . . y
M ¢

power structure——(l) dOmlnated, (2) factabnal, (3) plurallstlc, and
L - s

< (8) inert. That 1s, ‘the superlntendent mugt be functlonary in the
\
. L <L ' .-

domlnated communi y and’ board. polltlcal strategist 1n the factloqal
o . P " Y

.communlty and board; 4 PTOﬁeSSLOnai adv1sor in the community wmth a \f © T
me - pluralistiC’power.s;ructure and status—cpngruent.board;hand_deq;5lon_ : K

. , ® _ o ~ o . . v
':f" . j'maker in the community with the inert poxer structure,h and the sanc- :
, - . . & ’ _ ’ A -, -

'tioning board. . T . ;
L ' W1th a slgnlflcagt conflrmatron of this conaeptual model by'
Ny ' wh . _
» compretiensive field 1nvestlgation, the author suggests some 1mp11ca- P v
. Ly ' - |

] tions for the superintendent's role and_anrd's policy:maklnga \
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"These concepts are then examined empirically in fifty~one school

'diﬂtrlcts whére each of the four types is represe?;né and thelr “

decision-making are discussed. ’ v
" ) - .

. °._
-

School managers, board members and superintendents, are.Viewed

Y . _'.

N

'J.n this study in terms of the cdmmumty context. 1n whlch they work

» . -

Bulldlng upon studies of community decision ma.king,,the authors pgsit

. f

four’ communlty types._ domnated,- f_ac_tio_nal, _plural'istic, and inert:

1

~each of which tends to be reflected in Its "School board and in. t‘he

role the superintendent can play w1th the Jboard: and the commurnty. :
. o

he)

§tmucture, and the role gf -the chlef school - administrator. .

L
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'iQQW ‘ijhada\ New York: Cornell UniVers1ty, 1965 ' -
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McWhlnney; H.QmOrgaglzatlonal form, dec1s1on-modalities and the ’
. »

ﬁuman Relatlons, August 1968, 21(3), 269-—281.‘

The causa} text re of the enV1ronment 1s conceptualized by

_environment)

viewing-the ofga i 1on as’ xélated‘to the total envirOnment in which

the Organlzation is embedded and as related to those portlons of

- a4 °

‘the environment Wthh sub~units’ experience as occupants .of organlza—

]

tional space. In relatlon to four ideal types of the orgcnlzatlonal

°

-env1ronment (plac1d, randomized env.l.,ronmentsv plac1d, clustered

env1ronments;~d1sturbed reactive environments;.and turbulent fields),

A

&

' differentiatlng' ‘characteristics. are docume;it(ﬁ. . : x ‘
. ) . ) ’ \ »’. . . i . ~. - . s .
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McCarty, D. J., & Ramsey, .C. E. A study of community-factors-related.6
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to the turmover of students——communltgfpower school board
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three functions (technical, managerial and directional)’and four {

modalities (certainty, risk, uncertainty ahdidomain problems) of g

RS R
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Meakin, 9', Its the attitude that counts. “Educat}ooa;.Leadership,

8 L

December 1969, 27, 256-260.. S I :

A2

- Miner; J. B. Thevschool admlnlstratorfand;organipationai'characth;

.
-

Eugene, Oregon. CASEA, 1967

*
.i

Miner is a professor of bu51ness admlnlstratlon at Oregon and .

was a’ guest for one year at CASE&: His burposes there were to try a

s

and see if meaBustes of potential predictors on school admlnlstratorg'

whch he had developed in the business sector could be used on admin—

istrators tocorrelate_to edm;nistrators'jqob performance. Those

~ predictor measures.rhcluded a "Miner;seotence éompletiooﬁ test whicﬁ j
'measured maoagerial motivatioo, a vézebulary te&t{ wnrk,.agd sociel . '“‘ .
,li_frél motivation, inner 1ife‘cathexis, and so on His" pr1nc1p;e . \

e . 3 (3 3
.

findings were that the gchool culture and not the man was the deter-

-

minant for success. In d¢ther words, a successful administrator ' “
- {

might bomb 1n a dlffernt type of dlStrlct Indicators of districts~ . 3 v

e . <

rather than occupatlon w1de 1nd1ca}tors are rr‘ important. A biblio-

@
a . e

graphy'is included. . : ;/ . . 'L_\;;/
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Moors, H E. Organlzatronal and admznlstratlve problems dﬁd prpctlcesu

* . '\
‘Phi" Delta Keppan, November 1972, 54(3), 168 l70 EJ 67454,

National Association of Elementary School Prlnclpals._ The elementa »

.

school; Humanizing? Dehumanizing? Waghington, D.C.: 1971.

-\

- .

This publication conta&sf.Selected articieg reprinted from-

1269 1970 1ssue5ioL the Natlonal Elementary-prlntlpgi7devoted to

v ) b
the theme that the sChool as ‘an institution must 6/;rat;Ion and
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A e 4 efleot humanistic values. COntent-includes analysis of the'cruoial-

o 'philosophy, exploration of 1earning process,»student needs, and
'l. 'teacher role, and offers some direo}ions and guidelines for cnenge
to make the schools'not only~academically excellent but:more_humanjf.
‘ R glac:es for children tovl'ea“{rn '._and .d:eVel.Qp. i < .

OrganizaMn and adminis ation of education. Educational deve],opmen;
Y\ \

- conference: Report 8 the- working party (19'3—-741.\ Mlnistry .

©
N -~

of EduoatiOn, We_ll-ington, New Zealand, 1974._ ED 99956.

L4

Wy

Ornstein, A' C. Administrative/community organization of metropolitan

T schools. \Phi Delta Kappan, June ,1973, 54, 668—674..

Three’ organizatipnal models 'for governing m_etropolitan schools
" ', R . . . E . .

are presented: (1) administrative decentralizaffion, “(2) community

. hY .
participation and (3) community control, whichlare collapsed. into

two options--administrative decentralization and community participgs

N Y - - 7’
L . . i N

«

students (62 out o‘ 77 responded to the survey), status of the three
- .
. alternative inodels is briefly stated. By focusing attention to

community contﬁgl this paper summarizes. a debate between the pro-

ponents and critics w}f set forth their reasons: for and againstv
\‘ communiﬁ control. After discussing "the politics of community - °,

control," -the author contends that comm!ity control has the potential

—

a

- -‘ for more harm(&in good, and that policy making shO&ld remain in the

L . : ' 1 R
. et .- - .o 5

. problems of dehumanizing aspects of schools, diacussion of edueational_

. .
Y T . o

. . i o . ¢
" tion vs. administrative deo{e!\tralization and'community control. Based "

g o
v on the survey of th.e u. S. school systems ehrolling 50 ‘000 or more




hand@of the central school board, This paper‘shows-the conceﬁtual

;|‘ P , \

‘-govérning metropoiltan\schools.

. 9 ' V" P . A . . . .
*Ostrum, V., & Ostrum, E. Publicjchoice:’WAfdﬁffErent-apprpach to -

the study of public'adminijkratiOn. Public Admiﬁistration LT
Rev1ewv March 1971, 3&5 273—216 *
L Dage, M. The yam factor., Ga7den Clty, New.Jersey. Doubleday, 1972. - )

.

Pettiboneg, T. J. Orgahizatiohal and interpersonal dim@heions.of the -
N : T , =" ~ -
elementary school. gapér presented at the American Education
o R I . i
- . . L) l . . . ’
Research Association 1971 Annual Meeting, Hilton Hotel, New
P

¢
%

o .
. “York, New York, Febrpa#y 7, 1971. ;‘

pfice, J. L. Handbook of organlzatlon measurement.” pexinc:3h¢

- Massachusetts:-'p, C.'Heath_and“Compahy, 1972. oL v
Ringrose, C. K. An exploratory study of the,relatiohship between "

%

the: teacher s perceptlon‘of the baSes of power used by;selected

< 14

elementary grlncipals, the management systems of their’ schools,

[}

and selected characterrstlcs of the prlncipals. Unpubllshed

doctoral dlssertatlan; Unlver51 ty oF'Connecticut, Storrs, P
- f\ "9 . . \
- : »

' .
.« ' , Connecticut, 1977 Lh.‘ :
) ‘it"'-, .o k.‘ %‘4

Thg otudy ei”"ned the‘bases of power (expert, referent }legagjs

VI N
',.y- -

7{.ercrve,-and reward) as defined by theuFrench and Raven con-

struct that pr'ncipals-dse'ih'Selected elementary schools and ‘ﬁe
v Voo M ', . ."‘ '. ~
. relation of the pdOwer to the management system that is created .

within those schools. , : - S -
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y ) ;- -Royko, M. ﬁoss. New York: E. P, Dutton, 1971, N o

o

' . v . - .
T v - elementaryvsghool principal: Regprt of Eﬁsurvey.» Tbledo, -

L Ohio: university_ f&oledo.'lsvo.- | i . -

Saxe, R. W. (EQ) . Perceg;ions on the changi_gArole of the urban o .,". .
. , oy

] . . ~

oo e _ ' Saxe,-R. W. waard a Feary of adminxstratlon. National Elehentqu '

E e Prlnciaalp April 1970. 49, 26—30. . R .

Thompson, D. €. The role of 1eadership—1n school desegregatlon. : ’

L

. v o office of Eduqatlon, Washingzbn*\g;gf, November_lS?l. _ED 64432.
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\ e ‘Agger, R. E., & Goldstein, M. N. 'Education irnnovations in the
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commuhitx.' University of Oregon, EUgene,IOregon; 1965. .
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~

»

(ED 010 164) . . -

A}

v. . . . Agger, Ri E. The effect of educational innovations on citizeﬁ support

ifer#;he‘schoolse 1969.

L | Balderson, J. H. . Traditionalism, prognessivism_and.preferenCe for

the 'good' school. ;kdiinlstrators Notebook, 1976-1977, 25(3)

.

L 4

. | | (The UniVer31ty of Chlcago) | S

5 It ean be a tremendous task to change the bghavior of an organi-
- . T . ' . ) .
.~ L ' . BN

zation. Teachers, students, and parents can have divergent attitudes
o ._” about the pufposes and methods of $chools. Mr. Balderson argues that

‘ the administrator who would diréct a school toward a particular set
. 4 [ ot - - ’ -
of goals should be aware of the potential for resistance in his .
) . o o ™
organization, . MR "

! - Lt . .
¥ A J
p - . .on

lBaldrldge, J. V. Organizational chenge. The human relations per-
_ <
spectlve versus the polltlcal systems pgleectlve. Educational

.

T _ . Researcher, February 1972y 1, f 10, 15%

_ A Ball, c. Educatxon for a changex Communlty act sn and the school.
o T ‘ *
“ o _ 1"armondswoxth, New York~- Penguin Books, Inc., 1973
' ...

v n h"'g -~ ’
- Working on the subject of 1ncorporatlng commuhlty serv1ce into

L

education programs, the fauthor became aware that what ducatlo needed
w

. “ .
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e L i wasn't comm‘plty serv1ce, but a good shake—up.
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'heélping- one {Tother' was so radically diffePant frqgﬂlkq ‘survival

of the'tittos:%~phflqsophy;whiqh pervades the sohOO}s_we'oaw; that -

we felt it necessary to“offer a more fundamentalucontribution'to'

‘~educatioh; Thls book fﬁ not about 1nject10ns for surv1val it 1$
. . -t. -

) about admlnfbterlng a fatal dose.f.

Buffer, J. Tested altefnatives:' Industrg.and education;i,In‘R. W.

.

Saxe (Ed. ), enlng the schools (pp. l79~212) 'Berkeléy;?

uCalifornia: McCuth@n Publlshlng Corporation, 1972..

Burges, B. _Fécts-for a-change: . Cltlzen actlon research for better |

schools. oston, Maséachusetts: Instituteﬁfor Responsivg’

¢

Education, -197

Can. we have alternativ

¥

-

and/9chools toa? The-Natlonal Elqpentarz

Pr1nc12al Aprll 1973, 57(6), 102 -104. | o _:,.j' . .‘

casenga, K. The relationship of adm;nlstratorl ofqanizational,and

communltggchafbcter to\change 1naCa11forn1a publlc schools.

e Unpubllshed paper," Un1vers1ty of Callfornla, l970

.
S . .

C}tlzens,éqqgrSe char@e Bolse, Idaho. SaturdgzﬁRev1ew, ‘June 19
R ; W T e . ]

1971, 547 53, - T

.
-

e Coleu ;& P, & Harty, H. * Generalized roles of students and community

" ".‘

{é&planned echatlonal'change efforts. High School Journal,.

- December 1473, 57, 93-100.

Cunnﬁgghami L. L. Community involvement in change. Educational
! . t b

i

': v : - .- I .5"
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'Deshler} Bs} &'Erlieh J L. Cltlzem 1nvo

. revolutiop. ‘Phi Delta Kappan, November 1972, 54030 173-175. -

(B 67456), . ' T oy

.

IR

lvement-' Evolutnon in the,:

[ ]
"

' Dickson, G. E., Saxe, R. W., et al.! Partners fer educatlonal reform.

[

“and renewal

.1“Berke1ey, Californ;a:
~tion, 1973. |

Engelf M. Politics and prerequisites*in_e

'Delta xappan,'march'1974, 15, 457-459,

-

McCutchan Publishlng Corpora—'

h '\

ducational change. ,P‘i_.

Fantinﬁ}/ﬁj D. Publlc 5chools of choice:

Amqglcan educatlon. New,York: Simon
‘ .

Flinn, W. L. Influence ofucommunity value
u,/'- . ->

[ ;." "J

{ can Jq_;nal of Soclology, May 19
A

o .
Fi%esﬁ@?e; W. Communlty organlzatlons ‘and
¢

study. . Schoqg Revmew, November 1972, 81(1), 108-120.;—(EJ 69441)

7.

iGlttell M Community roles in educatlon

Educatlon, Summer 1971.

A plan for .the reform of o

-and Schuster,'Inq., 1974.'

s on'inndvativeneSS.
ho 75 (8} §§3—990,

school reform- A case

vI

change. Joyrnal -of Negro

.*’

H.'S.: The third side of the desk:

..},:. \ . . .
" The book covers about three.years, th

‘.-‘“:. - . .
demgnstrates that where people are willin

=y o ’ ' .
' change is possihle ‘and that once schools a

N
“ .

schools, New York: ChaflesLScribner's and Sons, 1973.

How parents can change the

e
e story of PS84, and .
accept responsibility
re willing to .accept the

ible. |

\
Y

\

arent's action handbook on

nathre oﬁ'Qhe.éhi;d, education may be poss
S : N
o, L |
Lurie‘J,'I?JE. How *change the schools: A p
: Yo ’

fhgw to flghn the system. New York:

']\)

Random House, 1970. . “
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Midwinter, E_ Educatlﬁl and the communlty. _New York: -

An 1nterest1ng book includlng ideas and checkllsts for parents w?

4

on how to use state and federal funds'to force educatlonal ’pform 1n-‘.f'

4 . !

thelr schopl how to ask questlons of the staff, how to evaluate and'
R

.upgrade ‘the’ schools" taﬁf how to force your local school boaﬁ% to

hold a good publlc hearlng, and more! _ 2 g o - ”f . *p
I . "'_ 4 L e
McCracken, J..G. Bulldlng communlty acceptance for 1nnovat10n. _ R
o e '

Educatlonal Leadgrshlp, March L973 30, 519-522

.Helsted_Press,
”5 Div;sion of'John Wiley and Sons,-Inc.,_1975.
' The aim of this book is: to examine‘the nafure of social provision,-
_ .

w1th the purpose of developlgg a frame of reference for the reform

of our educatlonal'mechanlcs, The author then disqusses the reformed _

°

educetive depices, and concludesvwith'an_effort'to realign_these in

1 . [

B : N : : . . - .
turn on the fuller spectrum of social provision and communal develdpment.

-

National School Public Relations Association.

2

Informal education:

-~

'Open classroom' provokes change, controversy. Ariington,:
! . . -

Virginia: National School Public Relations
Association, 1922. o . : L

~

How informal education differs from traditional education.

Includes advice on plan#fing and .implementing ingprmal education ‘in

a traditional school. Describes the teacher's role, the*administra-

[}

tor's role and how to gain community support. Theories of child

devejopment from whith it grew and how effective it is.

R
. Y T




fParents, teachers, ana chlldren. .San'Fraﬁcisqob'California: Instié-_ o

tute for Contemporary Stuales, 1977 ' : .: _ _ R
.o “” . . . —

.
g

This book takes theonarrow subject:of educationalgehogee'into_

L < 4 s . ' 3

‘theﬁbroader areas ofﬂcultural pfﬁialism'and sociarjtruSt,_'The authors

>

come from broadly dlverse backgrounds ,and offer qbservatlons in

_dlfferemt perspectlves ‘agout Amerlcan education and American soc1ety

in general.' They explore themes such. as the ‘role of the famlly and -

'1'the interdependence of unity and diversity,‘to mention”a,few of"

‘critical importancel;///) T . L o .

'_Peterson,'B; Adgption of educatiohal innovations: A sotial system R N

approach. 'UhPUblfShed‘avctoralidissertation; University of
California-.-L'o'_s Angelés' 1.969‘ - . FREE

L]

_Rogers, E. M. Communicatéon'of innovationsi(2n§ ed.f.; New York: .

/ . N 4 . . . ’
i11an Publishing Co., ‘Inc., 1971.

rate at whlch 1nnovatlons are be1ng 1nvented deVeloped and spread -
hakes_it important_to look at how these new ideasjaffect the s0cia1

l_order. The gap between what is known and.what is effectively put to . . |
. ° , . ) R o N ) . a . . i

use needs to'be-c}osed.' To bridge this gap we must understand how

new ideas spread from_tneir source to potential receivers and under-

A

stand the -factors affeeting the adoption of such innovations.

e

A N

. : - ’ - '/ 3 i 3 . 3
Shane}'H; G. The-drop—out problem in educational innovation.

J
.
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/

Educatlonal Leadersh_p, March 1973, pp. 2 3.
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Meeting, Chlcago, IllaniS, Apr11 1972. (ED 63642)

Ao
'

-'gtutzg F, H., & Deay, A. M. Communlty reactlonﬂto educatlonal change.

-;“1-/ Sumptlon, M., R., & Engstrom,‘Y. School-communitxirelatlons. .New

] R ]

/. . . . ..

/ | Soc1a1 Scmences, Educatlon, December 1974, (3). (ED 107545)' ,"1-' f’

' ’J | York: McGraw-Hlll 1966 ¥
// -' The authOrs present a view of school-communlty relatlons rough
.{// .tne concept of the "changing school in the changlng conmunity. \\\\
’ ) Soc1al, economlc, and p011t1ca1 change keep the communlty 1n a constant .';-"Sg

state.of flux.. Effectlve communicatlon between school and communlty_-"'
. ‘ . . . - : . N . . . Lo

-

is necessary-for-monitcring'these_chadges and ‘their meaning. The
community sunvey is,one.basic.tool in the dévelopment of such commun- -
ication. o : : o ' . :

a

Wayson, W. Educating for renewal in urban communities.’ The National

Elémentary Principal, April 1972, 51(6), 5-19. =+

Do, ' L T . : . . S
, Weiler, D., & Guertin, J. School-community relations and educational ¢

' .change. Washington, D.C.: . U.S. Government Printing Cffiee,

1971. (ED 54536) - .. R o SR
e L o - ' Coe l v A
- Most educators senge thé need for help from the community in . . : - f

-

- educational planning, eSpecially during times of'conflict and confron-

tation. They find-it difficult, however, to obtain the thinking or

i “involvement of representative'members of the community, which they .

v feel is relevant and necessary to-help them make decisions concerning *

. Lo~
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.‘1_‘" - P
educational change. This report was 'prepar?d\tg'ass_ist administratdrs
' in_analyiihg_and plaﬁniﬁg,pélicies and programs ih.the area of com- .
munity relations. The authors discuss topics such as the frequency
R ot - ) . . . . ) - - - .\‘_‘ B .

~and nature of confrontationS'apd discussions to-wafa?offégonflicts,
various_qommﬁnity groups'involVed,_the.isaues at stake,'thénodtcomes,"_
) . v . . ) -. ‘ Lo . . ) . ) B .,.
. and the factors which contribute to thesejoutcomés;V' :

-
3

7 wilshaw, D. ~ Survival kit 11 for principals. Februafy 1973, §\-' o

. T 'é ﬁrqchure is ‘designed to assist.the building principal in

‘ - .
s

- "\organizihg_his commuhity_fgr edugational.change. It answers the.

~

-~ qh%stions: i(}» How do I

form and make operational a community upit?
- e ;. operars : .

.. and (2) How do I drganize my community for change?. =~ - . .

. . v A L N : . © . K

o Zimmerman, H. M. Community involvement in change. Educational =~ = -

"' Leadership, January 1970.° o ST
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