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A REPORT OF' EMZ%LLXRURAL SCHD@L BISTRICTS IN IZLTNGIE
.COMPARED TO SCHOOL D;&ETRIC‘I‘S OF. EIMILAR ETEE NATIGNWIDE ~ ‘
Bruce O, -Barker and Ivan D. Muse
L INTRODUCTION

. Until :gcséntly», camgarativel,y few eéuéaﬁc;:fs have ta]{Eﬁ an interést in the.

_strengths aﬁd challenges af AIﬁEI;L(;a s small/’mral schoals, aés‘pité the fact .

" that almc:st Dna-th;rd of  Amer gﬁiygu’ngstérs at. oo schaﬂls classified’ as
rural (EEA’H{;%@;S,; 1982). . With the decline- in school cansc}liéatian_ and the

i

“current p@pula;iéi " shift to ‘nanx—m_é,trc;gali'tan' areas (Beal; V’\l%%’S} L it i

clearly evident tﬁaﬁ;' rural. schools will r:r:mtinue o play a s;gnlf cant " rale

in the_ future Educatic_nal ae;velapmént‘ of a laxsge segmeﬁt of our, society.

gl = u

éurrently, very little data “are 'évallable abcut rural schéal systems :Ln our

%

Sé:;éty.  This. is par 1;:1= larly trué of K-12 systéms enrolling less than 1,000

students’ (Nachtlgal 1979). - . .

£ The P\JL‘QQ.'&: gf this p t=4is to Préseﬁt magcjr flndingg t:sf? K=12 rural

LN a

school dlstflgts in Ill;ncns with- thase of a natlcmw;,de study c:amp;eted by
: xF

Ba,f};er (19833, ;;n which aescriptive data ware c@lle;ted on K-12 an;'i—f_or .1=12

ru;ral ét‘i‘héél 5y%tem% enrclllng 500 stuciEﬁts f::;:‘ ile%si The 'ﬁgindinég we:e
gathereﬂ durlng the 51982*83 aﬁademlé year. o S ‘e |
Uging the Education Directory, Fall 1980: ' Local _Education Agencies _ias :
‘rofer nce, 'a hand count was fiade -c';if all E*lz And 1;12 pu;b;Lic; * school |
. . . . =~ . -
df;éiiéts 'inA the United States hlch enrall SDD stuéezits or :Jjé‘sést; Of the

natidn's 15, 601 ;lelc d:.sfrlcts, 4,125 (26.4, percent) were. identified as

I E

qualifying K-12 or 1-12 systems. In Illinois, 221 gualifying éistri‘gts were

iﬂe;ntiifieai, These districts fegresentéd 22.4 »peréent‘ of the- state's 985
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;gérating public schoel w = 7 rolled 12;;§7D gtu§3ﬁt$-
Quest&onn es. w iied . - J;;ntérxdents ::f 816 randorﬁly sa-lec:tedl
Tt ST e e ’ r’”
districts in théanati ostads - gletea*quest;onnalges wara returned ff@mr
égé distriets (78." ~r._ant) ki same questicnnaiﬁg‘ was gil d tg 36
distrir:fs in ‘Illinoi u *ESPGﬂdEd (83.. Eercent) _ 1;1, UEStlBl‘lI’lale
pased quast;@ns re w %faipalstz;ct, the sehaal sug rintén‘dentf the
: s . . . S N : o i
tea c:hers, school p:m - 7 - .udent performance.
. . i A FT;QDIHGSZ ) s, = _:::‘ b -
) A comparison of the major findings in Tllinois with those of 'the national
" ) ; . " . o : ¥ CoE oty .
study are reported in Table.l. LT o ;& o
) CONCLUSION -.., . * .
) . , X T t:{ » nu *“
.. . X R vl e

I;llm‘:ls :Ls it::na of ‘the leadlng states'ln the naticm ln relat;.on t:: t;l"e,
number of rural di ricts wh:.(:h make up "fhe state'* publ”ﬁ EhOOl system. ‘Itx

+ .

claa:ly evident that the cxpgratlan ana management of tha small,frural ﬂlst!it‘:t.

a = 3

’ 18 .

%pt:ses E:hallenges and rewards, 111 many ways, uniquely differeht ffﬁ)m those Df ‘a

O

It is h@geé that

lafgg urban ﬂls‘l;;‘lct, and evan many ;Larger fural districts.
the ;nfor’mat;on presan,ted hé:e;n w;ll . as EiSt ll;nt::;,s educatcfs, and others
. 4 y T
interested ‘in ériur;atio:ﬂ, to. more kﬁawledgeably enham:a the strengths and
. s a ' = . - R . ]
address the ne&ds of the smalleura; cﬂistglgts} Wlthln —ﬁze staté,
4 = B
) ’ 1 ' - = e
) " ﬁ' k]
f;; i M ',,{;5!' . -\‘15:' 4
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1 . _ -
L e . N { = \ . TABLE l .. o h ’ .‘F
: . P - B = - LB -
. .
CQE"L?EZRISDN OF. RESEARCH FIFIDINGS ON K=12 PUELIC SCHDDL DISTRIETS IN ILLINDIS
S AND THGSE ﬁTIDNWIDE ENRDLL]:NG EOD STUDENTS C}E LESSs, 1983, 3
o - .5 Variable L e . - Illineis Natlan
st ) 7 - 7'7 o e T
. ThHe.Rural District - T . ... -
1. Average student enrollment per Qistrict \ 489 .436
2, Average number of schools peg,dlstr;ct'nﬁf . 2.1 2.4
3. Average student enrollment per school "], 258.7 . 1lss.5
_ 4. Average géographical size of district in e g .
© - square miles ~ s =, 101 . 245
: 5, Percent of student's bussed to school - 60.3 < - 64.4
. 6. Méan farthgst one-way dlstancé students - T e
bussed (miles) - T e 12.7 © 19,0
7. Percent of districts reportlnq receipt of } :
state aid or funding for small school ., T :
. d;strlcts < .. 07 24,2 ..
8. Average dollar amsunt of last band issue $543,006 ;7 |$716,000
9. Percent of alstrlcts passing last band issue ©79.3 87;5
. 10. Percent of districts repa:t;ng éecllnlﬁg ’ . ' '
* .« enrollments ‘ 50.0 -~ 36.2
- The SupéflhtEﬂﬂéﬁt L : . . - . .
1. Average age of super;ntendent ' 47.3 47.1
" 2, Percent of superintendents holding ' -
- master's as highest degree 23.3 .55.4
3. Percent of superintendents héldlng Ed. . . u :
. Specialist degree : . 63.3 . ' 31.5
4. Percent of superintendents hgldlﬂg, : e,
/iy . doctorate degree : co Y 13.3 13.1
5. Average tenure as superiﬁtendént (years) , 9.4 ¢ ‘8.5
6. - Percent of superintendents reparting annudl l
. salary in excess of 535,000 - T . B6.7 37.4. . .»
%%fg:Eercent of full=-time- super;nténﬁentsf' 76.7 75.8
‘8. Percent of super;ntenéent/grlnﬁlgal ' B e
combinations - - @ ' 23.3 20.9
"9. Percent of sugér;ﬁténaents who wcrked . A
~, -~ for district prlgr to agpélntmént as
{ superlnténéent : . 50.0. 29.4
The Téathezs o o S, ’ ’
1. Average number of el méntér? teaéhérs in \ fffi“. .
: district - ) . 17.1 14.4
2. Ave;age number af seeanﬁary teachers ‘in - : e
district . 16.7 15.7 .5
3. . Average tE”th/Stutht ratic g 1:14.5 1:14.5
4. Percent teacher turnover (1982-83) .- fﬂ - P S 8.6
5. Mean haglﬁnlng teacher salary (1982-83) $1Z,587 $12,492 ..
6. Mean top teacher salary (1982-83) y .'$21,183 $20,506
7. Mean Current teacher salary-(1982-83) ., » 516,828 516,377
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: oL Tablé 1 (continued)

- salary schedule -’

ations far sacgnéary téachers
T . .

Student Péfférmance o gi;

2.F PerEEﬂt,afégr' uating seniors
5 Nstlbﬂa; Mer;t;Exém Elnallsts

g‘kj.‘ Pezgent of graéﬂating senlors
mericarn College -

j's:orgs of 25 or above on *
TegtpgACT Exam) ;;;

&yerage number of “Steg;“ to reach top of

'lQi Average: number of dlffezent subjEEt prapar—=

1. Mean number cf”graéuatinq sen;ozsi‘ )

£
recggnlged as

"

achieving

¥

L

4&

5.

6t

g%chﬁél Ercgrams .-

L
?Efcent of graduatlng sen;ors achleviﬁq
scores “of 1100 or abbve .on Schﬁlastls
Apt;tude Test (SAT Exam)- - -

' Percent of gradgatlng éﬁ;@rs ang on to
“college . .. g

Percent of graéuat;ﬁg sen;ars going tg
teehnldal school :

1. Percent of districts exéiéying either full er

"~ Baseball:
7 Softball : sk ,
- Volleyball - .
' Cross Country Track

| Basketball E B _ﬂ'_ ’ jf;ﬁa

part-tlma, the fqlloW1ng fésaur:e personnel:

Speckal Eduecation - . ¢,
School Counselor, o Sl A
School Psychologist , o -
School Nurse’ Coe 0 ¢ -
Librarian/Media Specialist ;-

- Aéult Education Director . . o ..
Commun;ty Education Director
Vocational Education leéﬁtﬂf‘

i t of districts éfﬁezlgg “he’ foLlcw;ng
-Egarts programs: - L o

Football .- V .

.Saccer* ) . .
Wrastl;ng ’ . -

Track .and Field . - :

Golf - . - _ oL
Tennis .,

- Swimming

Gymnatics ’ - .

.%

H 10 ! !9 o

WL D W W Oy
L]
Wb O~ W w3

;86,6
79.4
33.8

45,1

[
W~
M
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o Table 1 (continued)

Variable

3. Percent. of districts offering the féllowing

courses as a part of .their curriculum:
" Spanish
German

W

64.3 1.8
10.7 9.7
Frénch . 28.6 . - 18.9 °
. Calculus - " 46.86 35.9
Chemistry . . T, 82.1, 79.4
Computer ,Science - T " 67.9 . 60.3
- Electronics ‘- 25.0 . 13.0
Vocational Agriculture . 85.7 63.1
Physics - : - 85.7 67.7
, —_— — . _ _
- . k -
. L ¢
s , _ .
g T TR o/
! s
i; 7 ' ) N . . -
\s i L 4 ’
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ﬂ ' F .
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