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TONARD THE CONSTRUCTION OF A RESEARCH AND BEVELJPHENT
" AGENDA FQR RURAL EDUCATION

state-0f-the-art in reseatch on rural educition, followed by a
’ ' number of explanations for the present situation. The themes
Supporters of rural schools find themselves'in & of whaf are regarded to be essential first steps in the

quindary. At a time when rural edication interest; construction of a research and development agenda and those of

unprecedenteg organrzatronal ability at the nation2i im or a number of other useful initiatives toward this end are also

and in many states_and‘are thus bettet able to furiher thott identified,

cause than in the past, they have a growing but'noo In preparation for this assigmment, I reviewed a number of

limited and sl largely nonadditive research b°~v . " the works of others who have also undertaken the task of
support many .of their clains of the values and. benf 1t° ”ﬁ arguing for a research agenda in other fields. I am especially
) small schools. Adding to their drlemna is the 1nt/ea»rhg ﬂ' indebted to Erickson (1979) and Boyam (1981) who offered

avarengss in the policy communities of the centra?z'}-

R N -
provacative “essays on the state-of -the-art in Tesearch on
N

education to the relatively ambitious‘rural devel ’educational'administr%pion. Meny of their ideas greatly

etforts underway in the nation at the present”ting: A influenced thrs piece as did those of Browne and Hagwiger”~

(1982) who edited a recent symposrum that examined rural po]rcy

i ?bsence of 2 comprehensrve and inclusive resedicy -

-

llterature on rural sthools' représents 3 ma]or obstacle. to

v

the furtherance of rural interests at a tine when the = Some Observations on the Current Research Literature

potent1a1 for fundamental change in rural education P°115Y is A number of general observations concerning ‘ he current:

vperhaps the greatest in recent history, It is imeratite research literature on rural education are offered, These

that the profession give immediate attention to closing the ' coments are not based on a sophisticated mega analysis of the

research gap that presently exists in the field so toat the aailable. 11terature but rather represent thé. judgenent of a

ummatzhed potential afforded by the confiuxaofla reneped ‘ close observer of the rural scene from a nuber of drfferent
interest in rural schools by th? policyrcommunities and the o perspectives durrng nuch of the past twenty-five year period,
heightened ability of rural education‘interests to imact on .. 1n1t1a11y as a teacher and superintendent of schools in three
'polrcy formulatlon not be. lost, ' rural comminities in the midwest. The summary cr1t1que
Thls essay is 1ntended to Further thls effort Presented dreported here was in turn reviewed and generally supported by &

‘ initially are ‘some observations concernlpg the current fumber of recognized scholars in the field and by-others who .

Q
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have -had recent program responsibilities for funding rural
~ - K Bl . < - -

- -education research and development grants and are extremely.

knowleogeableiabout the existing literature.
The first observation is that when viewed as av;hore, the"
_11terature is meager ‘and much of"- it lacks soph1st1cat1on.
QtMoreover, there is not a*:present a body of research prev1d1ng
a comprehen<1ve and inclusive view of ‘rural educatlon thatmeven

'beglns to approach that on educat1on in an urban setting, one

useful benchmark on wh1ch to judge relat1ve quant1ty and

quality.

Having offered these general'comments, let me be somewkat
mo re specific on at least three important dimensions of the
current literature, .its QUantity, quality, and utility- for

consumptlon by the pOllCY commun1t1es. With regard to the

t1r5t‘CUt—_the quantTty—Uf“the“l1terature—"I*wouid—observe~that
it 1s a short shelf Moreover, much of what is ava1lab1e are

2
.development pieces. " As an appl1ed f1e1d one Q1ght expect to.

f1nd a substant1a] port1on of the 11terature to be of th1s_‘
type. - But its-utiIity for_pol1cy consumption is 11m1ted. And,
-much of the existjng 1itefature is'experiencerbaeed.’ Again,-‘
this is needed-and freqdently’Valuabie; There is also a lot of
craft knowledge on that short'shelf.‘ This too can frequentiy -
- serve a useful function. And there is-a good deal.of well
thought.tthUghland solid advocacy pietes_onha 1arge number'of,f

" issues facing rural and smalljéchoolsu, But. .this too must be

recognizéd for its limitations. . ' o
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With regard to the quantity dimension, then, -there is not a

-

substantial body of good describtive, historical, or

experimental research that is data rich, appropriately

designed, or is characterized by other indicators of quality

research. There are not enough studies of the calibre of the -

, four-day school week research conducted reeently in Colorado

that I would hold cut as an exemplarv study that has ut111ty

for consumption by the policy communlty LRlchburg and Edelen, “_

1981). Nor:.are there many case studies that I am aware of that

"are on a par with Naﬁhtegal's (1980) descr1pt1ve study of

school improvement efforts in fourteen rural schools.
Vocational education has been the focus of a number of good

research-efferts, esbecially the ‘collection” by Cosby (1978),

~and the poi1cy oriented work by Rosenfeld (1981‘. And Elearly,

4bt Aqsnamates (1978) ma)or study of/change in rural schools

than 900 students.

"is laced w1th good descrlpt1vn da"

: ut111zed an extremely sophisticated research de51gn. And

Barker and Muse (1983) have f111ed an 1mportant gap by

prov1d1ng ‘the. f1rst major descr1pflve atudy of characterlst1cs

‘

of the natlon s smallest;local dlStrlCtS, those'enroll1ng fewer

< _ : :
With regard to the- second cut\through the avallable

11terature, its quality d1men51on9 as suggested prevxcusly,

,much of the work tends to be exper1ence based craft knowledge,'

he advocacy 11terature

or advocac; p1eces. ‘However, some of *

‘6poelallf the col;ectlon

by Sher (1977). The value of th]f ﬁOlZ in alert1ng the pol1cy




communities to the problems and issues and streagths of rural-.

schools is undeniable. The finance studies completed by the

¢

&

Education Commission of thevStateS'wduld certainly be judged b

*

most to be of h1gh qua11 ty. The tradltlonal dldadvahtdoe of

" rural schools in securlng their equ1table share 01 L@derai aid-

has been the'focus'df;seyeral strong pieces, especzally-that.by'

Bass and Berman (1979). Also, a number of studies on the

structural features of rural schools is of good‘qualityv'

-~ .

.although with rega}d to one important aspect of the structure -

of educatlon, the long:standlng debate regardlng school 'siz ze,
we are st111_1argely-w1thout answers that are pollcy

oapp11cable.

The third cut through the 11terature that is of value is to

»
K

view the shelﬁ\)rom*the perspective Of‘ltS utility for policy

development‘fof the improvement of educationalvpractice.‘ The

equity issue and the offective school issue.

ult1mate test ‘of the quant1ty“and-qu&%&ty—of~xesearch,on rural

educat1on, or in any field, is whether or not it prOV1des
answersr ornpartlal answers,—to the really big 'agenda 1tems

¢

fac1ng the natlon for the past quarter ceqtury and. are 11ke1y

tn contlnue to bev1n“the forefrqnt in the future. I'm_

.ciring -of course to tihose .wo over-arching concerns.of the

£
e

observat1on that w1th regard to the f1scal dlﬂen51on of this

1ssue, we stlllvknow llttlu avout .the’ determlnants and

- - \ . i
‘consequences of “urious fiscal aPTangementﬁlfor ru;al education

0 - . . . R b
- - 4 .

Concerning the first.of'these,’the equit& issue, it is my -




- opportunity dimension of the equity issue, we know very little

abcut special populations attending rural schcols although

Sfﬁ@ols has over the years sponscred descriptive data efforts

W

4 . —_

in diverse settings. Wit

n reg&rd tc the equality of .

v B R

Fratoe's_(lgag) work on the educational characteristics of '
blacks _livifhg in non-metropolitan areas is-a dseful,descriptive.
stqdy~as~13'his companion piéce on the educational
characteristics of non-metrepolitah Hispanics (Fratoe,31981?.

And,‘the.ERIC Clearinghduse bh Rural Education épd:Small : N

cn two o?her spec1a1 pcpula*lons of rural students, migrants

and Indians. ) )
With regard to the effective sghoélslissue, some‘of the .

rural education 11tevature argues strongly for exten51ve

fommunlty anOlVPmPnt in thﬁ work1ng$ of exemplary rural

Lhools, as dOPS the relat1vely recent 'school effectlveness

stud&es, most of whlch it showuld be noted has ‘been. done. at

Asettmngsi oY the ultlmate test, as measured by what we should

urban 51tesn ‘Kﬁﬁ*‘most—ﬁf—%he_r rch on effective leadership
T

has also been done in schools in urban areas.
Let me summarize this brief- cr1t1que with the remlnder that

we ave ii. ihis natiuu a s:iuation where a sector of.pub11cA

education, rural schools. that comprises a substantial per cent

"of'thﬁlnations approximateiy 16,000 local séhool districts and

who 52 rve approx1mately ope~th1rd of the natlons elementary-

becondary school age populat1on is a*hugegentprprzse. Yet; we

- -

ya
know relatlvely 11tt1e about how it workS‘ln 1ts varxed

.
A T L




"-51mp1ement educational programs.‘ And the env1ronment that th1s

-juncture? R

Know in terms of our ability to respond to the ma jor agenda
issues facing the nation.
- -How d.es one_explain this situation that in a word must be

labeled neglect, and, are there clues in the past experience

s

that can be of bénefit’in formulating strategies that will aid -

»

in the construction. of a desperately needed comprehensive and

inclusive research and development agenda at this critical

-

w . L T

NS

Some Explanations of the Existing Limited)Research‘Literatuke

The relatively dismal assessment that I hold of the
available 11terature is attr1butable to a large number of
factors. It is 1mportant that rural educat1on 1nterests be

(_»

concerned- abput p0551b1e explanatlons 1f 1bng t°rm 1mprovement

1s to be forthcomlng

s
7

I would offer for con51derat10n 'seven 11nes of

: o . .
explanations. Some of these are a reflect10n~on the profession -

‘"1erally wh11e others are pecu11ar to rural edUCatlon. Many)
are no doubt 1nterre1atad‘aT~hougﬁ*T‘wrf}+not_aLLgmgt to- ‘ L N
establlsh poss1b1e relat1onsh1ps 1n these br1ef comments. Ay

The f1rst cause, I believe, stenms from ithe long- stand1“g
1ack of apprec1at10n for the demonstrable d1fference hetween
rural and urban schools--ARural schools do have a d1fferent set'

of problems to deal with in attemptlng to organlze and

-must be - done in 1s also apprec1ab1y dlfferent ;n many 1mportant




5 . - . b . - -
ways. Yet the -assumption still widely held in many quarters is

that this is not so with the résult_that what is offered for

- urpan consumption, where most of the research has been

8

. directed, is somehow juaged by many to be transferrable

B automat1'ally to a rural sett1nﬂ.

<

A second major contr1but1ng factor is that rural educat1on

has generally lacked appeal in the academlc communlty _ B
Comperabiefto-the excitement-of urban education whiéh has in
many ways justifiably occupied center stage ;n.the polic;

. commuq1t1es in recent years, espec1ally on the federal level.

Closely related and aS‘might be expected, -there is not at

.present a 1arge number of profess1onals who have devoted *heir

careers to the continuous study of rural educat1on. Much of
- - . - \ . . 0 ) .
the research that has been done is by fn@ividuals having at

best ‘what would appear to be a secondary interest in rural

education, or by ‘those who spend time and energy on rural
- educat’ion prbblems and issues speradically.

- A fourth contributing factor is that there historically has |
;been little networking in the professional and research ° T

. communjties, especially at the national level. Certainly some

of the recent 1n1‘iat%ves_s§ch'éé the American Association =f
ACh as ta ri : \ .

-

. N N N . \"\ . ’ L
. School Administrators. (AASA) Small Schools Programrand‘thggigfu

\

the rev1tal1zed Rural Educat1on Association have great

potent1a1 and are already serv1ng as 1mportant network1ng

sysfems.’ For example,,wne of the %ecent initiatives of the

AASA was the completlon of. a d1rectory of . resources for rural f»mmj-

I EEY o PR ' LI
o T 8 NS
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schooﬁsgéIhe Sourcebook 1983). One of the objectives;offthfs' .
effort i's the .promotion of networking in the rural echat1on - -

communitiss at the national, regronal, and state levels. But = -

these developments are relatively new and their 1mpact.4$ just

<

"beginning to be felt. ‘ o . e ‘ A AQ<?
. Contrast;this situation with the networking that has been ’ <

in place for a number of years: by urban education interests.
For example. The Council of Great City Schoqls,vﬁn existenceﬁ

s1nce the early 1960°s, has an 1mpress1ve record -in promotlng o T

.~/ the 1nterests of urban schools. Moreover, the Nat1ona1

o
Inst1tute of Educat1on (VIE? has’ for ‘the’ past five years workeé

3systemat1ca11y w1th/the super1ntendents of twenty- two urban' - -
school - systems that hold membersh1p in® the Urban o - * f.'t
Super1ntendents Nerwork. Two-way communrcat1on-1s greatly

-fac111tated in thls arrangement‘ on the one hand, the
2 - “%y
super1ntendents are able to commun1cate d1rect1y their/ research

needsfto the NIE; and, the NIEahas a platform in place to

plOVlde cont1nuous dlssem1nat1on of the latest research on -

Te— o .

/ )
top1cs of 1nterest to urban d1str1cts. The benef1ts of this
arrangement for both part1es -are obv1ous. . No such counterpart

g/ exists for rural educaf1on 1nterests w1th1n the NIE or as a

result of foundatlon supported efforts as is the case forfther- )

S WW,HH;Counc1l of Great City Schools

. A f1fth major- explanat1on is that un11ke urban education,

~ —

—

rural educat1on has not been the- focus of 1ntense concern 1n

—~—

‘9}“the policy commun1t1es because there has not been a w1desprpad
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: perCelved crisis in rurzal educat1on comparaole to the perceived

i T
o

s ,situation-in urbandschools. Thls, aesp1te the fact that nxral R

> \Séhools-represent-a‘significant part or’the public educatlon

. PR .
®.enterprise in the nat1on, and in v1rtJally every state, even -

. the most urbanlzed ﬂh1le 1t m1ght be d1ff1cult to conv1nce

- L3
-

St many that some rural school dustr1cts, especlally those in the

Mrdwest ‘hardly facc .a’'crisig $1tuat1on ‘comparable to many

< M .

» urban schools, this is clearly not so with rega id to many

N

LI depr1ved spec1al populatlons of rural" students..‘But the case - .

. has not been made suff1c1ently, although rural 1nterests ‘would

- .
R R « -y

— l1ke1y have had drff-culty in- recent years in competlng for

attent1on. - : R

¢ - : ’ €

A s1xth expranatlon for the meager ex1st1ng research T

- ) , - .

A Laterature 1s related to.what appears to bé confusion "n;:///,;//‘ff
'0 ) ‘¥ f R .

-

concern1ng .the doma1n or°rura1 educat1on ,¢1here does not

appear to be a consensus concernlng the foc1 of research that I

.

‘2

should be conducted result1ng 1n a wide rang1ng array of ' .

aresearch and development endeavors. And most. 1mportantly,

th1s has no doubt contrlbuted to a fragmentaclon\of the 11m1ted

. 4 . *

;jh T research energ1es .and mon1es that are expended

/nf_,,

o And finally, certainly the relat1ve1y late emergence of

_the Nat1ona1 Inst1tute of Education is a major contr1hut1ng B

> i » e

- factor. 1It: is - mportant to note that the NIE has been

"

re5pons1ble for supportlng most of the 11m1ted rﬂral educatlon e

~

/

research hat }as been undertaken 1n recent vears._ An"1I nost of

e 1) - '

these efforts. have been ladhched approxlmately mrdway 1n the

B
e
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Instltute s br1ef hlstory °One"couldfefpectwto;haveﬁmany“”-,'{"TQfﬁ

ffcf- 3 more gaps in the researcn l1terature reasonably sat1sf1ed in-

o
1

the future if the Instltwte is allowed to at least malnta1n

1ts ex1st1ng llmlted resource commltment for the promotion of -

e

: _ research on rural educat1on."

Essental Flrst Steps in the Construct1on of an R- & ‘D Agenda

What knowledge does the past exper1ence offer those who

,\ .

would llke’to turn the present 51tuatlon a\ound so that real

long term galns for rural educatlon pollcy qan be 1n1*‘1ate"cf*__——““~

and susta1ned7 It seems to me that two essentJal f1rst steps_

\

must be taken. Flrst we must develop a number of

i
. \
\

ﬁéwn;= S over arch1ng research parad1gms~to gu1de futuremlnqu1ry

RN R Secondly, and also at a m1n1mum, we must develop an 1n1t1al Loew T

iconsensus concern1ng

the substant1at1ve centers of needed work that 1s to be done'

B w1th1n the prev1ously selerted over arch1ng research
L paradlgms. A 3 ”"ki A o -

,4

Q@av S Regardlngvthe 11rst essent1al prerequlslfe, there needs.fo”V‘

to be a clar1f1cat10n of the domaln we are concerned about

-

when we Speak of rural educatlon. I am not calllng for a:‘

' search and: consénsus regard1ngﬁa‘meta theory or’ a‘meta R

o t analytlcal scheme for the study of all ofl.ural educatlon for ?Q?f

.,

thls would be fOOllSh rounter product1ve band not atta1nable

anyway l Buf surely we could search for and agree on a small

-2

,number of fheorles and conceptual and analyt1cal frameworks




-approach, the following seem especially.appeaLiné;“_its

0

that hold prom*se oE beang benef1C1al in contr1but1ng to many

h of the major agenda itens Faclng rural educat1on.

For example, I would argUe ‘that“one oE the over- arch1ng

paradigms that holds great potential is policy analysis--that

is defined by Dror (1978) and others to be COncerned‘about

the process'and methodology for the design, 1dent1f1catlon,

and selection of preferable ‘alternative. cho1ces for complex

3

policy 1ssues,: Among ‘the many benef}ts of the use“of th1s

Dotenﬁial'conceptual and analytica1~richness, its potential

”Wthat ‘have value in unders;andlng the character15t1cs and
‘workings.. of rural. schools,_and,;1ts potent1a1 for encouraglng

.lcollaborat1on between pol1cy makers and scholars.‘}

"number of research paradlgms to gu1de 1nqu1ry Otherw1se,-wei”' L,
”non add1+1ve features characterlz1ng past efforts.‘?

' found in- exam1n1ng the relat1ve progress be1ng made in other L

synthes121ng qua11t1ﬂs in that it calls for the use of

mu1t1p1e methodolog1cal approaches from d1fferent d15c1p11nesf.

’ L
Whethe1 or not cne agrees W1th thlS assessment of the,,
value of policy analysis ds one promising research paradigm,

the point ‘that is to be emphasized here is that'the

~constructlon of a mean1ngfu1 research and development agenda

is absolutely dependent upon f1rst establlshlngfa small

are 1Jke1y to see-a cont1nuatlon of the fragmentat1on and

Some of the best. ev1dence of the need to do th1s 1s to be

K CIE TR .

'app;1ed flefds.' Most not1ceab1y here 1s the comparatlvely

3
i




‘,advanced state of resea(ch and development in the fields of
polltlcal sc1ence and rural soclology These two dlsc1pl1nes
devote substantlal oroanlzat1onal energles in. debatlng the
strengths and waaknesses of research parad1gms Judged so be of

_value. Inquiry in these fields is subsequently 1nfluenced by

" the consensus (albeit; frequently rough!)_that-emerges'from the -

‘continuous debates of this type“that occur in these fields. -
The second prerequ1s1te for the construct1onAof a research

‘and developmen*,agenda for rural educat1on is the need for an -

initial consensus concern1ng the substant1at1ve problem centers

of work that is to be done w1th1n the prev1ously selected “

Aresearch parad1gms. Rural education is one of the most " ‘f 'lvflf
:challenglng areas of research because there are so many top1cs |
';that would benefit from 1nten51vemstudy However,.the tnemes L
:of areas. that I bel1eve the profess1on ought to . concentrate on

are few in number i e o ‘7
’-'problems of minority groups and tnose of other spec1al

__populat1ons served by rural schools.

- character1st1cs of effect1ve rural schools;‘%specially atf

the secondary level | | |

- character1st1cs of effect1ve leadershlp in rural. schools.:

- the determ1nants and consequences of 1nterorgan1zatlonal‘.hhf

‘collaborat1on.~

“uént claim that-rural-schools are B

iwvsupport for the ”“Q

©

’superlor because of greater 1nd1v1dual1zed 1nstruct10n. R

- support,for the fréquent cla1m that rural.schools;are*y.'

&
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, .. ~better because of greater ‘community involvement and local .

,control.

The six themes do not constitute a new agenda and are not
offered as such. However, they collectively touch on many of
the vital issues that still confront the poliry communities.

Moreover, they would benefit from new 1nqu1r1es us1ng other

theoret1cal or1entat1ons than were perhaps appl1ed in the past.

PR

f_

Other Meaningful Initiatives

- A number of. other 1n1t1at1ves should be launched that would

'-also\elevate the current status of research and development and

beg1n to f1nd answers to the recurrlng 1ssues that hamper the

effects of those concerned about the qual1ty of schoollng 1n
rural AmerfEaT__Four 1n1t1at1ves Tare espec1ally cr1t1cal and '.%fFTf
are 1ntroduced here development of a mean1ngful taxonomy of
rural scnools, support for un1ver51ty research centers, support
for Journals that speclallze in report1ng research and
developments 1n rural educatlon, and the establ1shment of ‘a
‘process for promot1ng 1n1t1at1ves Judged by the profe551on to R
_be v1tal | |
- The need for a val1d.taxonomy of rural schools 1s

‘uppermost Th1s step is an 1mportant prerequ1s1te for the

'deslgn “of app:oprlate research that would attempt to compare

"schools that serve rural populat1ons., To a1d thlS long term

effort, we need to 1dent1fy the character1st1cs of the external

o «

_env1ronments 1n whlch-rural schools functlon,vthelr mode of ?'




'operat1on, and their products, the three generally accepted
"central cons1derat10ns 1n taxonomic efforts, and, ult1mately,
_to meaningful comparative evaluat1ons Rural_schools in New
England are d1fferent’from those in the Southeastern states,
that in turn are as equally different‘from‘thosejin the
Midwest. Yet we tend to blur-these-differences and speak'of ’ -
rural educatlon.as an entity. In remarks prepared for ; 1982'

u.s. Department of Education sponsored conference, GJett1n

offered one typology of rural schools that appears to have

merit as-a beg1nn1ng in th1s endeavor  His system, ‘which is™.

. based on socio- econom1c character1st1cs, cultural background
~and demographlc rharacter1st1cs, uses five classes of rural
schools of: stable, aeprcssed high growth "re- born" and

SRR ¢1solated (Ensurlng_Excellence 1nMRural_Educatlon,wl98_)

The profess*onal commun1ty needs to support the relatlvely

'amb1t1ous development of un1vers1ty research centers that
spec1al1ze 1n rural ‘education that have been establ1shed at an
1ncrea51ng number of sites’ across the country Numerous

L -
benefits of the development should. result The creat1on of the ”4;;

?centers should fac1l1ate the establ1shment of a cr1t1cal mass

of scholars hav1ng a long term comm1tment to systemat1cally

-

’pursue 1nqu1ry in rural educat1on problems and 1ssuesa

P

;_Moreover, the exposure- of a gféater number of graduate students‘

than in ‘the past to-a rural educat1on or1entat1on‘1sfalso‘

LI

’ l1ke1y to result Add1t1onally, the cadre of scholars staff1ng ;Q_ﬁ

the centers should se?Ve as one of the Jmportant core. groups; i




for an. accelerated networklng effort

Rural educat1on 1nterests must also support the development

of strong, viable Journals that fgéus on research and

development in rural schools. Published educational research f no

~1is the major means by which the profession acouires much of its

understanding. The Rural Bducator is a promising developmént

in this regard as 'in the Research in Rural Education. These

efforts must be supported by the profess1onal commun1ty

And, f1nally, there is a need\to develop a process for

- Adm1n1strators Small Schools Program, 15 appeal1ng as -an
”organ1zat1ondl vensrle to 1n1t1ate the process dnd prov1de

Aneeded stabzllty and»long-term cont1nu1ty;' And 1t would seem

.scholars as. wwla;'withfo;

’~aConferenca

‘with pract1t1oners.d\

westabl1sh1ng the over arch1ng_~esearch_pa¢adlgms;that are t

guide 1nqu1ry and for selection of the substant1at1ve centers

of needed research . A collaboratlve etfort ‘b \the two maJor o 'gfﬂ

nat1cnal organ1 ations’ of rural 1ntorests, the Rural Educat1on* Ry

.

Assoc1atlon and the Amer1can Assoc1atlon of School

—— o —

that the‘1esn,ts of a J01nt effort of thlS type would not only

attract the

trerewtﬁof;p ote “tlal fund1ng sources but that of

e

:,J‘hnut fund1ng Groups of scholars

w1th an- 1nte

u:;“

“nvare now be1ng promoted 1n a

I

.-'an1zatlons,‘espec1ally the

‘:a.ch;Assoc1at1on and the Nat1ona1

\r;Professors of Educat1onal Adm1n1stratlon, and

‘-these develOLments should fac111tate a hoped for éarly l1nk

>
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Conclud1ng Comments : B AR B

There is a momentum of rntereSL ‘in rural educatlon bu11d1ngb
-_ih this nation.’ Th1s momentum 15 11ke1y not to reach 1ts full
e potent1a1 unt11 a comprehenslve and 1nc1us1ve research.
_11terature on educatlon in a rural settlng is forthcom1ng

Rural 1nterests have the greatest stake in this effort and must

" take the lead iﬂ“themconstruct1on of a research agenda that- 1;\\\
, e o Tl \,_“» . . . T
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