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&t RURAL FUTURES

LEGISLATIVE COMMLSSION ON HIIRAL RESOURCES

. " X STATE, OF NEW YORK | \
| " (518) 455-2544 )
| >~ [
The Commisstegn on Rural Resources was established by thapter 428 of the des of 1982, and
' began its work Feb 1983. A bipartisin Conmission, its prinary purpose issto promote &

stote-level focus and avene for rurklr affairs policy and program develogmnt in New York State.

The Caomission provides state lawmakers with a unique capability and perspective fram which )
to anticipate and approach large-scale problems and opportunities in the state’s rural areas.  In
addition, legislators who live in rural New York are in the minority and look to the Comtission
for assistance in fulfilling their responsibilities to constituents. '

; The Camission seeks to amplify the efforts of others who are interested in such policy
areas as agriculture; business, economic development, and employment; education; goveirmment and
. management 3 environment, land use, and natural resources; transportatfon; housing, commmity
0 facilitles, and renewal; human relations and comumity life; and health care. It seeks to

. support lawmkers’ efforts to preserve and enhunce the state s vital rural resources through
positive, decisive action. )‘
3 J .
q In order to obtain a clearer picture of key problems and opportunities, the Commission
invited people to infornual discussions 4t a Statewide Rural Development Symposium, held October
57, 1983, It was the first such effort of its kind in the state and nation. Workshop
pdrt.tciplmrs undertook in-depth examina;:ims of key policy areas the Commission believed were
critical to the state’s future vural development.

’

'
-

Symposiun participants focused their discussions on ends, not means. In short, the
objective was to identify key trends, strengths, weaknesses, goals, and opportunities\ for
advancement; not to present solutions. Once a clearer picture of these findings is drawn, the
next step will be to identify and propose the requireds and hopefully inrovative,
recommendations. This, task will Be the subject of alsecond, follow-up symposium. Another imique
feature of the first symposium was the opportunity it provided participants to share their

* thinking with colleagues from throughout the state over a three-day period of intumsive dialogue

. The Commission 1s h.lppy to announcg that the objective of the Symposium was accurplished
Prel iminary reports, based on the findings, are being issued as plammed, in connection with a
seties of public hearings it {s sponsoring across the state. The aim of these hearings is to
obtain public cammentary on the preliminary reports. Following these, a final synpoﬂiun report !
will be prepared for sutmission to the Govermor and the State legislature. It will also serve as
a rgiource report for the second statewide symposium on  recomendations. '

1he Camnlssion {8 comprised of five Assemblymen and five Senators with members appointed by
the leader of each legislative hranch. Senator Charles D. Cook (R.~Delasare, Sullivan, Greene,
Schoharte, Ulster Counties) serves as Chaimman. Assemblyman William L. Parment (D.—Chautauqua)
13 Vice Quadrman and Senator L. Paul ¥Kehoe (R.-Wayne, Ontario, Monroe) is Secretary. Members
) also include: Semator William T.oSmith (R.~Steuben, Chemung, Schuyler, Yates, Semaca, Ontarlo);
‘ Semator Anthony M. Masiello (D.-Erie); Senator Thoms J. Bartosiewicz (D.~Kings); Assemblywomsn
| Loulse M. Slaughter (D.~Monroe, Wayte); Assemblyman Michael McNulty (D.~Alhary, Rensselaer);
|
|
i

Assemblyman John G.A. 0'Netl (R.~St. Lawrence); and Asqanblynm\ Richard Coombe (R.~Sullivan,
Delaware, (henango).

Mew York State Leglslative Commission on Kural Resources 1 Senator Charles 1. Cook, Chalrman
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, J/_ PREFACE

The Legislative Commtssion on ﬂpral“Resources publishes herein one of

v

uine breliminar§ reports from the I'lrst Statewide Legislative Symposium on
{ . !
Rural Development held October 5-7, 1983, This effort was not -only a "first"

for New York State, but for the nation.as well. )

) f
\

The purpose of the Symposium, and the public hgarings that will follow,

is to catalog the strengths,of rural New York, to define its problems, and to

estahlish gpals for the next two decades. Neithdr the Symposium nor the

hearings will deal with}strategy to develop Qur resources, address our
problems, or accomplish our goals. , That will be the thrust of a later

9
Commission effort.

N

For the moment, it (s our purpgse to foster as objectively and
AN

exhaustively as possible, anlundefstanding of whetre we ave and Yheré we want
to go.’

The Symposium reports (o each subject area encompass the oral and. written
flodings of the respective worksho?s, along with responses given at the
Comm {53 Lot hearing where the reports were presented to State legtelétors for
comment and discussion., Incorporated into this preliminary report is
subscquenty conment from group participants on points they }qlt needed
ampliflcation. Also appended to the¢ published product 1s.basic resource

! .'.
materfal Intended to clarify points made {n the reports,

[ wish to pergonally congratulafc the Symposium participants on the Qery
sound and scholarly documents they have produced, However, their work 1s only

proliminary to the final product which will be {gsued by the Commiseion once 7

ihe hvar4ﬁg procoss Iea complaete,
b ;
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Thase whqlreud‘thts repoét are urgeétly inﬁited to parﬁicipate‘tn the
public hearlngg that‘will be ﬁeld througﬁﬁuf rural New Ydrk, or to submit
comments Ln writing to the éomm{ssiona Yqu support, dis'agreement or :

. commentary on specific aolnts con;dined'ln the Symposium report will have a

strong influence on the final report of the Commission, '

1 Please do 9our part in helping to define sound public policy for rural
i o . C ) '

New York duflng the next two decades.

1Y)

.. \ . Senator Charles D. Cook

Chairman \
.‘ “ h
Legislative Commission on Rural Resources
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INTRODUCTION

.

i) .

The quality of education at the.elementary, seéondary, and postsecondary
levels is vital to the future commercial, 1ludustrial, cultural, and social
developmeht of rural New York and the constituency it serves, anlity health ‘
cére gystems and eZOnomic degelobment gtrategles, for example, both hinge upon
an outatanding and integrated educational system. Implicit ;n.this assumption
is the §ign£ficant impact of education on the delivery af‘important soclal
ﬂervices to a highly diverse population of rural residents with varying
backgrounds and interests., )

There are 737 public school districts overall in New York State. A

"rural"” school district is generally jefined as one that has twenty-five or
§$ ' [

-

less students per square mile. An accepted definition for a "small" school
digtrict is one whose enrollment at the K- 12 level does not exceed 1,500

pupils. Of the more than 400 school districts in which either of these ' /

9

def inithons apply, 300 (including 24 ﬁéCES) participate in the Rural &chool

Programs headquartered at Cornell University.

t

Educational institutions have been a dominant force in rural New York’s
”

overall development\ﬁatterns. At the K~12 level, the school is a focal point

of éommuntty 11fe.”- Many parents have strongly supported the positive
educational climate fouﬁ& in the small elementary séhool. In addition to its
traditional educational role, the rurai schogl often serves as a center for |
community social activities and cultural enrichment. Many rural ;esidents,

therefore, are extremely vocal In their opposition to school district

consolidation because of Shelr desire to preserve the school’s unique identity

within the commuuity.

Deupite evidence of recent population {nfluxés to many of New York ‘s




rural counties, public school enrollment in New York State has, continued to
deullne. However, enrollments in rural countieslhave not declined as rapldly
as 1n metropolitan counties. Indeed, in some more rapidiy developing rural
areas, school enrollments are on the rise. Between 1973 and 1981, the State’s
metropolitan counties lost over 20% of thelr public elementary and secondary,
achool population, while rural Eounties as a group experienced an 187
decrease.

Another stgnificant treﬁd which has emerged‘in Néw York State’s rural
count tes during the past de;ade has been thé increased reliance on local tax : .
revenue to fundﬂelementary and Sgcondary eduFatton. Although personal income
per pupil rose at the samé rate in rural and metropolitan counties (145%)
bgtween 1973 and 1982, full pro?erty value péf pupil increased a whoppiﬁg 2067
in ruFal counties - twice as fast as the iIncrease of full propertf value in
metropolitan pounttes. Furthermore, ;he percentage of local co;tributions ’
Jsed to fund education also increased in rural counties. In 1973, local
revenues accounted for 37% of the total revenues spent on edu?ation 1n rural
count {eg. Thig flgure rose to 447% in 1981, while remaining at 59% in
metropolitan counties durin; the same eighg;year pefioq."

The.futnre effectiveness of elementary and secondary education In rural

: 2

New York will depend in large part upon the resourcefulness and creativity of
achool dlstrices In Integrating a new wave of communications technology into
academlc and vom;ftonal curricula. Such innovations would greatly reduce the

friction of time and distance, TIn additiony they would chourage’studenﬁB in
. )

rural areas to chooge a career path that did not force them to select either a

cvocatlonal or a college preparation program, as 8o often happens in rural

) '

school districts., The avallability of state ald and other financial tesources
5
fg aluo of lmportance In the gradual shift away from real property assessment

v 4

=l 7
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as the primary source of educational funding. Many rural school distrlcts'

currently favor a more equitable aid distribution based on personal income ahd

©

block grant funding.

The State University of New York {s tnc largest and most diverse public

multi-campus university system in the world. The land-grant colleges at
Cornell University, wﬁich include the statuatory Eolleges of Agr{culzure and

Llfe Science, Human Ecology, Industrial and Labor Relations, and Veterinary

-

Medicine, have gontinually sought to adapt their programs and resources to

4

meet the contemporary needs of rural New York‘’s institutions and economic
} _

, :
structure. Cornell’s Cooperative Extension Service, in conjunction with county

governments, has assumed a keysrole over the’'years in thaking technical

knowledge and management expertise available to the agricultural community
through a strong network of county extension agents and offices, Instrumental
roles in advancing technology and educat {onal preparation have also been-

. ]

played by the School of Environmental Scignce and Forestry at Syracuse

v

UniQersity. the College of Ceramics located at Alfred University, and the five
Agricultural and Technigal Colleges and thirty community colleges located in
rural counties. The latter instituttons offer a variety of two-year téchnical

programs In dozens of vocational and skills development areas. Diverse

3 »

programs andfdisciplines are offered by New York State’s 116 indebendent

P

colleges and universities, overltwenty of which are located 1n rural counties.
These ingtitutions round out a viable systém of higher education attuned to
modern demands and opportunities.

During the past decade, there has been rising comcern over the ability of
: \ ' 3
New York State and the United States economles to compete successfilly in a

1)

. L]
sophisticated, post-{industrial 1nﬁormation society. Tn order to encourage
- : %

high technology and research facilities to do business in New York State, a




. ' \

unifque governmentmLndustry-university consortium has been forged. Two of the

L4
'

most notable prodicts of this effort have been the Center for Industrial

{i Tnnovation, located at Rensselaer Polytechnic Tnstitute In Troy, and the
) \

Centers for Advanced Technology, currently underway at seven of the state’s
universities. These efforts in Higﬁ technology research and development, 1f

,cultfvated carefully, have the potential to generate additlonal jobs and

revenue In rural New York during the comlng decades.

.

/.Ambng the chief prbbdems currently facing many educational Lngritutions
_ - . .
5 {n New York’s ryral areas 1s the uncertain thrust of vocatlional education.

* Such educat fon s often found to bé duplicative, inconsistent, and costly in

1ts efforts. [n addition, poor career guidpnce-at the elementary and >
[ \ . )

secondary levels, coupled with the inflexibility of state auditing and )
-~ finandial practiceé and a cumbersome annual budgetary preparation process,
. . . . . A}

have serlous 1mplic&t{ons fof higher education,institugiohs. These trouhles

L ]

P

would bhe'greatly easeﬂ by increased program articulation among BOCES,

community cdlleges;'Agriculturai and Technical Colleges, and Cornell

Univergity. Moveover, a multi-year budget plan for state-supported higher |
edugation institutions, increased financial assistance for full and part-time

B\ . ! )
stud%?ts, the provision of SUNY campuses with greater manggement and fiscal

autonomy, and a strengthening of the partnership between education,
government, and the prlvate sector in important skills and trainlug areas 1s

\ required.

A
[

At thé suggestion of Hducation Workshop participants, the identification

of educational treénds, strengths, weaknesses, poals and public policy

gquestions In New York State was divided into two sections: K-12 and higher

educat lon, This method, in their estimatlon, bedt facllitated discussion of

»
the approprlate subfect mattaer,

e
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\ .
[n aum, the role of education In, rural New York is two—fold. 0On cne

i
A

hand, educatlon hay an {mportant responsibility te provide students of all
. i N .

dges wlth basic competencles, technical expertise, cnltura} enrichment, and an
. . /

- vquality of opportunity in order to readily adapt to the type of environment

they have chosen to live in. In addition, edqution in rural localigtes has a

penerally unrealized potential to enhance economic development and social '

.

services delivery, and thereby improve the quality of .l1ife for the people the

educational system was designed to serve. o '

-

i0




WHERK RURAL NEW YORK IS TODAY (K-12) .

 Trends
# Evidence of increased migration to many rural Ipcalitles-ih New York
State.

- For example, Job development in these areas is enhanced by .
corporations that establish new rural locations for the
bulk of their office operations ("back officea").

e The qmall community and the small elementary schvol are popular with an
1ncreasing number of parents.

: r
* o Evidence of countertrends - although population inflow has increased 1in
rural 2reas, school enrollments have continued to.decline in some
school districts, .

- Yet, sehool enrollments in rural countles are not declining as
rapidl as as they are In metropolitan counties, Indeed, many
rural ?istrlcts are experiencing a sharp increase;

» = With declining student populations in some elementary and
sqﬁpndéry schools, there will be a surplus of resources,
particularly among educational facilities and teaching
specialists.

e There will be a continuing numbir of "necessarily small rural school
districts" in the foreseeable futdire. '

¢ A new wave of communicatidms technology has direct implications for
rural school districts by reducing tnfozmation distance. ,
- The growing importance of teachers as "instructional hanagers;"
° \ ,' /
- In—serviee Instruction in classroom management techniques is
" currently transmitted to teachers In rural school districts
via closed clrcuit television., ’

. Continﬁe; consolidation/éentralizatiqﬁ of school districts.

\\
Strengths and Assets

. Interaction between "school family" and rural communit les.

- The congeniality+and friendliness betweatfteachers and patents{
who very often find themselves as neighbors with similar
{nterests, has a positive effect on students,

L] .
e The rural school 18w focal point of community l{ife.,

-'Tn addition to its traditional role, the school s a repository
for soclal activities and cultural enrichment;

- Pride in school and community 1s prevalent. Many ruratl

LKL Rt
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.

res. dents remain steadfast In their opposition tp sehool
district consolidation, especially at the elementary level,
R . bhecause of thelr deﬁtrc to keep schools within the community,

" : @ The posltive educational ¢iimate found in rural Sthﬁﬁlh vncuurﬂyvn
nrudent ‘participation In the leathhup process’, -0(
. ,
- The "natural ldooratéry—like qualities o' Turai areas PUJhlu o
n students to recelve first=hand exposure to the environm(nt'

« - = 'The informal qﬁture'of small=town polltics afford students a ,
chance to understand and aptively parricipate ln looal '
s : governmernt, . '

[

) Reakneiaes and‘ProbIelAAreés ¢ ' o ) ]
¢ . * ‘v'\,
. : o Tneufficignt data.bagse of factors affecting education. in rural arcas.
j R ' . o
[ - Regsearch is lacking on the inter-relationship of zlements L
’ X ' relative to education (i{,e., enrollments, test scores, per '
capita income, etecy).
» ' ' s

. ‘ ¢ ITnsuffisient "educational opporrunities for spevialtpopulngionQ, guch ag
‘1lteracy, job tralning, resource sharing, and telecqmmunicaL{onq.

~ For example, the number of microcomputers per student in rural .
" gchools 18 appallingly low. ) : ) . '

° Decligény enrollments Have motre seriously impactnd on programq In rural
school

-~ This presents an increased burden to the rural taxpayet since
small or sparse rural:districts must increase the fraction of
their local Income spent nn educatlon faster than thelr
metropolitan cousins;

- Since rural school districts tend to be small, even'a slight
reduction (eege, 20 or 30 students) can be significaut.

° Insufficienc'éareer.guidance for students. For example,'many students
are dissuaded from pursuing a college education. -In additlow, students
are generally unawarve of the numerous agricultural opportunities, othor,
than farming, aviailable to them. :

o The two~g'ided Lontroveray surrounding srhoul disteict reorganizar fon/ '
congolidation.
- Separating the %chool digtrict from the community causcs an ares
; to lose a significant portion of 1t ]oLul fdentity; X
- In addlition, as school dlgtricts are centralized, « glzable )
proportion of Lhe adult populat ton who pdrll(lpltn fn achoonl ° -
activitiey Iy lost; : '
Ll
- 'Therefore, rural residents are unwllliing to gacetffce local
. prorogatives for veglonal benefits. On the other huand, waay

« ' ' 5ty -
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school district administrators believe that consolidation is a
financial imperative which can have significant benefits in the
long=run. ,. They feel money saved through reorganization ¢ould be
poured back into the school to improve the delivery of
¢ educational services. -
e Regardless of their size or sparsity, -payable operating aid is making
up a smaller fraction of rural school districts’ approved educational
expenditures,

' {
/ ¢ Inherent limitations nf rural. school districts.

- Program offerings/staff;
- Aspirations of‘people;

- Geography (e.g., school district consolidation impacts more
geverely on student transportation in rural areas);

(I - Access to cultural resources;
. - Financial base.

e Availability of quality personnel, particularly due to low salaries
and limited employment opportunities for both spouses.

- Matﬁeﬁatics, English and foréign language teachers are less : , lﬁl
well-trained and less experflenced in small, rural districts '
compared to large, urban districts; '

~ There 1is a greater incidence of first-year teachers in small
districts compared to large districts;

- Teachers in small distri:ts are more likely to teach outside
their area of certification than in large districts.

o The impact of an increasing population of "rural disadvantaged."

= This problem is often masked by the "idyllic! natural
environment of rural communities;

- Children from broken homes are becoming the ones who are most
difficult to.educate in rural areas. '

e Per capita income has declined in real dollars:
! - Property values {n rural counties have increased dramatically,
and contributed to an overal ballooning in "paper wealth;"

~ This situation has led to serious financial problems for rural
taxpayers as well as a backlash from a growing proportion of
rural residents who are reluctant to pay school taxes because
they do not have scheool-age children.
L e Deteriorating facilities {in rural schools, with a poor tax base to
support rennovation. (Thils problem was cited to be common among urban
and suburban achools as well),

~10~ 13 } n
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] ’ -

.o Lack of coordination and articulatibn among thé range of vocational
“program of ferlpgs. -
- Competition/duplication of adult education services 1s y
prevalent; ‘ g \

. - "pigeon-holing" of vpportunities for vocational education )
\ students (e.g., many BOCES students in rural areas are upaware
of the numerous opportunities for further technical training
v available at the postsecondary level).

GOALS FOR RURAL NEW YORK //

° Educgtion'must b. re-estahlished as a top priority in New York State,
particularly in rural areas. .
g \
/e Develop a consensus and on~going evaluation of the Regents Action Plan.
. ' %

e Establish a bhlue-ribbon commission on "Financial and Resource ‘
Management Reorganization in Rural School Districts" in order to study
consolidation and the, role of BOCES in providing a comprehensive
educat%%n: o

- Such a reorganization effort might eventually provide
inducements for satcllite and telecommunications. Thus, rural
school districts, with limited access to resources, could
provide innovative programming and networking, through a
consortia of educational institutions and cultural entities;

+ = Reorganization should Qtrengthen the position of the eclementary
school as the focal point of community life;

- Reorganization should support the creation of "Centers for
Learning Technology", 'so that schools can share a larger menu of
services through greater interaction with one another;

- A system for faculty and administrative in-service training and
intensive supervisory follow-up 13 critical.,

e Establish satellite institutlons to enhance regional cooperation and
small business management.

e Address the need for additional state and financial resources to ‘
achieve the educational opportunity specified In all goals. The
acquisitior of thes¢ funds is based on the need to stress personal
income (as opposed ‘to real property asgessment) as an important .
distribution factor in devising educational formulas. ) J

o Estublish financial and instructional equality among all school
districts in New York State regarding funding and stafting.

~ Rural school districts should receive state ald which would

enable them to develop and maintain bi-lingual foreign languﬁge
reqquirements equal to their urban counterparts; '

Q \ .
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- Local tax effort should include utility and sales taxes as an
eqfuitable requirement in Ehe formulation of HURD aid;

K - The State should recognize the infeasibility of consolidating
some school districts. '"Necessarily small rural dchool
districts" should be an important gubset in formula development.

@ Provide a reduced .regulatory framework so that schoods have more
flexibility in the utiltzatlon of the financial resources available
to them.

;
~

e Support "Summer Immersion Institutes." ' .

- Such institutes would enable all students in the state
(preferably a mix of urban and rural residents) to have access
to an innovative educational experience;

=~ Concurrent programs in teacher training could be established at
these institutes.

.o Increase the percentage of high school students who enroll in Academic
subjects such as Regents Science, Mathematics, Forelgn Languages, etce!

- Increagse the test score performance of students. enrolled In
these courses;

-~ Provide the opportunity for BOCES students to enroll in academic
(Regents) courses at BOCES Centers.

e Decrease the turnover rate among rural administrators, faculty, and
Board of Education members.,

e Expand training opportunities for those people who have not adequately
prepared themselves for current and future job markets. \

]

e Léngthen approval for gervices at BOCES institut'ions to a five-year
, period.

e If a certaln percentage of a particular year’s state budget goes toward
funding K- 12 education in a rural school district, then that, percentage
ghould be maintained in the following year’s state budget. This would
be more Justifiable thanrsimply taking the sum allocated in one year’s
budget and adding a set amount to it 1in order to create the following
year’s state appropriation to K-12 education in a particular rural
district., '

: PUBLIC POLICY QUESTIONS TO BE ADDRESSFD o
¢
e How can a degree of flexibility be incorporated into educatiounal
performance ‘atandards, in the event that they conflict with
vocational career paths?

- For example, vocational (BOCES) atudents are oftentimes

enrolled in advanced,math, but do wnot have the time to
Fulfill forelgn language requirements;

ERIC -1 5 - ‘o
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- fndividual student,s should be'encuuraged to choose a career
path, instead of choosing between vocatignal or college

preparation,
e In existing public policy, urban areas have built-in safeguards and
clout, Is there a need to identify "rural disadvantaged areas" in
order to create new, more responsive fuﬁding mechanisms?

e How should the two types of consolidation/ceutralization be
distinguished in the discussion of these educational policy issues:

1) school district earvice ponling or BOCES academic services
(functional); and 2) school district (physical)?

» Is it desirable to offer vocational and technical training to students
before they have mastered basic competencies in mathematics, science,
verbal and written communications, and computer literacy? =

\]

® Some rural school districts are contracting in enrollment size while

- others are experiencing substantial increases due to population
How can state funding formulas be made more responsive

changes,
to the speclal needs experienced by, both types of school districts?

e How can "necessarily small rural school districts" be supported in
their efforts to offer quality education on par with their larger
urban and rural counterpar}ﬁ? @

e How can technology, such as telecommunications; be put to greater
use serving students' in sparsely settled rural school districts?

’




Trends

WHERE RURAL, NEW YORK LS TODAY (HLGHER EDUCATION)
Y '

L]
There has been a rising concern over the ability of the New York State
and United States economles to compete successfully in a sophisticated,
post=industrial information soclety, :

Massive structural changes and ﬁersistent unemployment have radically
altered national, state and local economies.

Enrollment of "traditional students" (18-21 age group) in many higher
education ingtitutions in rural areas is projected to decline sharply

. during the next decade or more.

Buglness and industry are becomlng more sophisticated and require
workers to have additlonal vocatiomal education and re—~training
at the post-secondary level.

&
Not only does the presence of ‘high quality unilversities serve as
a slgniflcant force in attractlng high technology industry, but
the universities themselves serve as a source from which new
Industries may evolve. A cooperative atmosphere between the State’s
universities and industries will be a necessary precondition for
future economlc development.

According to a study by The Battelle Corporatlon, the success of high
technology parks 18 heavily dependent upon the avaiiability and
proximity of quality colleges and universities and éxisting high-
technology industry and research facilities.

Electronic linkages (l.e., media and telecommunicattions) will be
increasingly important in affording individuals 1in rural areas
the opportunity and convenience to pursue higher education.

Strengths and Assets

Higher education contributes to statewlde job opportunities by inducing
business and industry to remain within the State,

The State University of New YorK {us the largest and most diverse public
milt i~campus university syatem(ln the world., Of.1its 64 campuses, 36
are located in rural countties,

\

A

A silzable proportion of State Univefﬁié} Agricultural and Technical
College students who seek employment upon graduatilon are successful
in their efforts. The remainder of these graduates go on to the
baccalaureate level.

Generally, vocat {onal and community college education, as well as
adult re~training are available and accessible to most rural
residents, many of whom would not ordinarily pursue higher educatloun.
In addition, many/community college atudents eventually purgng....
haccalaureate education. The average age of the community gbllege
student 18 batween 25 and 27 years old. This implies that nany
students served by these inatitutions are already employed dnd seek

v |y ~l’7
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in=-service tralning, .

¢ The Independent sector of higher education in New York State, comprised’
of over 100 campuses gffering a varlety of disciplines and programs, is
the Largest fn the nation. Twenty-cight of these institurlions are
located In rural counties throughout New Yor@ State.,

- Independent sextor campuses enroll over 20,000 resldents of
rural count{es.

- The conservative economic 1impact of colleges and universities
located in rural counties, exceeds $2 billion annually, minus
all federal and state appropriations made to these campuses.

o Higher education has made a significant contribution to quality health
care s§stema in rural New York.

e Socloeconomlc and educational utility of the land-grant colleges at
Cornell 1n adapting to the complexity and diversity of rural New York’s
institutions and economy. This includes a unique system of Cooperative
Fxtension Services made available through a strong network of County
Extenslon Agents and Offices., | .

e The "Centers for Advanced Technology" program will stimulate public-
university-Industry partnerships and increase the potential for
high technology research and development in rural New York.

Weaknesses and Problem Areas /

e There s uncertainty as to where future vocational education should
tuke place - at the BOCES, community college, or Agricultural and
Technical levely or a combination of all three; ,

- It has become increasingly difflcult to distinguish between the
academic programs and clientele of the Agricultural -and
Technlical Colleges and the community colleges;

- Vocational education facilities are sometimes duplicative and
costly tn theic programs;

~ Reduced access to educational re-training, particularly because
of high costs for adults at BOCES institutions;

=~ Reluctance of taxpayers to gapport skills training that could
otherwise be acquired on-the~job at the expense of others,

® Poor carcer galdance at elementary and secondary levels bas gerious
fmplicat fons tor higher education.

¢ Poor currleulum coordination between educattonal, business-related and
povermmeutal programg at oall Iastitutlonal levels,

o Tucreased retleence amony rural counties to contribute thelr portion of
funda to finanee communfty college education,

e Within puhlic tnatitarfoun, the lutflexthility of the state aystoem

,. 2R 18
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. -
relative to auditing and ﬁﬁdﬁncial management .

¢ The present system of comprehensive annual budget preparation and
documentation 1s very cumbersome for state-operated colleges and
universities. :
e Although part:time teachers are cost effective, over-reliance on their
. services diminishes loyalty as well as ‘dn institution’s reputation for ‘
" excelllence. ) "
Ho.Linkagee between rural counties’ financial contributions to community
callege education and economic develppment have been attempted, but the
\ reaults have not been satistattory. : .
» Rur&l New York has "invested" heavily in the studedts it has educated
but\out-migration often suggests this has not always been a
recqprocal arrangement.
|

[ 4 1 : “

> Out~migration is frequently fueled because the financial
needs of many college-bound students in New York ‘State '//
cannot be adequately met by existing federal and state
student ald packages.

" ' il g—‘ "‘\\
GOALS FOR RURAL NEW YORK - N
® Education must be re-established as a top priority in New York State,
paztivularly in rural areas. |
¢ Higher education should be accessible to all rural residents. Everyone.
who wishes to pursue advanced study or continuing education should have
the opportunity to do so:

-~ Address problems with student aid and loans, particularly in ;ﬁe
case of financial assistance fotr part-time students;
“+
-~ Re-~evaluate the criteria for determining loan waivers in
accordance with emerging societal needs in rural areas;

- Emphasize the orlginal parity purpose of the Tuition Assistance
Program (TAP). ,

A

. ' ¢ Establish a multi~year budget plan for state~supported higher education

' Institutions, | ' .
\ ' u‘ A}

\
e Provide SUNY campuses with gteater management and fiscal autonomy.

® Strengthen the partnership and contact between government-supported , _///“
higher education and the priv te sector in order to provide gkills and
) tralning:

i - Ercourage "remote distance learning" and establish satellite
institutions in off-campus locations for regional cooperation
" and small business enhancement,

= Tap the resources of the Jobh Tralning Partnership Program’s
Private Industry Councllas in ovder to provide aducational

~16- 19 |
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outreach services and skills re-tralning in rural areas.

o Address the need for "Professional Development Centers for Public Two-
Year Colleges” 1n order to traln admivnistrative persomnel and faculty,
v 1%
e Expand opportunitlies for students . who seek baccalaureate
. applied technologles.

degrees 1in the

e Address salary inequities between similar positions’in SUNY unitsg,
.

e Tncrease, currlculum articulatien among BOCES, community colleges,
Agricultural and Technical Colleges, State Collages and Universities
and private Jdnstitutions in order to develop a viable and sequential
program for quality vocational educagion in rural areas:

~ The Institutienal missions of the Agricultuqal and Technical
' Colleges need to be reassessed in light of the evolution of
BOCES education in rural New York;

- There are layers of vocational education. As 1ndust§ial
» advances are made, preparation 1is needed beyond the B)CES level;

) - Vocational education should follow a sequencé of events in order
‘ to avoid duplication and unnecessary costs. .

PUBLIC POLICY QUESTIONS TO BE ADDRESSED

e How can responsive and equitable opportunities In higher education best
be provided in rural New York? §
= What factors most seriously hinder rura; colleges’ and
universitles’ institqtiodal responsiveness, creativity, and
initiat ive? '

\
+

e How can required flexihility, resources, and articulation best be
provided secondary and post-gsecondary institutions so that they can
adapt to and be supportive of new socletal, economic, and tech-
nologlcal changes?

e low will the increased competition for Students due to sharp declines
"in the traditional 18-21 college-age cohort affect the quality,
; regponsiveness, and cost of post-secondary education during the next
two decades? Does the current system have the tools and concepts '
required to manage and adapt ltgelf 1n an extended period of
restructuring? '

s How does higher education contribute to rural development and the
guality of rural Life? \

= Bpecifieally, what can higher education do to stimulate economic
and.employment growth?  How can it benefit quality health care
gystoms? /

How can the wmiagion orientatlions of rdral New York's post-
goecondavy fustltur tong be re-~evaluated with regard to the
potentfal fmpact ot educatfon on the delivery of social servicey

2()




in rural areas?

e How can public policy address the need for increased access to

educational opportunities at the local level? Current policy

emﬂ"ﬁsizes reglonal access, often to the exclusion and detriment
‘ - of local negds. ' y .
y ) o

t
! h

Py
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Moderator:

Assemblyman John, GeA. 0’ Neil

{

Facilitator®

James C. Preston

Associate Prefessor

New York State College of
Agriculture and Life Sciences
at Cornell University

David' Call

Dean

New York State College of
Agriculture and Life Sciences
at Cornell Unigéﬁgity

Honorable Laura B. Chodos
- Regent
Judicial District IV

William H. Deming
Executlve Director
Rural Schools Program
New York State College of
Agriculture and Life Sciences
at Cornell Unilversity
4 ’§

David H. Huntington
Presldent

SUNY Agricultural and Technical

College at Alfred

Robert McGuire
Professor of Agricultural
Sclences

SUNY Agricultural and Technical’

College at Cobleskill

Navid H. Monk ‘
Professor

Department nf Education

New York State College of
Aprietilture and Life Sciences
iat Cornell University

Participants

EDUCATION WORKSHOP/PARTICIPANTS

/

Resource Person:

Wiliiam R. Kunsella
President Emeritus

SUNY College of Technology
at Utica-Rome

Recorder:

Maryann C. Riviello

Senate Fellow

legislative Commission on
‘Rural Resources

Henry D. Paley

President

Commissiorf on Independent
Colleges and Universitles

Arlene Penfield .
President

New York State School Boards
Association

Stanley Raub
Fxecutive Director .
New York State School Boards
Association

L. Kenneth Rowe

Chief .

Bureau of School District
Reoyganization \

James R. Ruhl
Assistant Program Secretary
Senate Majority Program Offlce

Elizabeth Van Nest ™,
Legislative Counsel .
Commission on Independent
Colleges and Universities

Freeman Van Wickler
District Superintendent
Delaware~Chenango BOCFS
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PERSONAL INCOME AND FULL VALUE PROPFRTY WEALTH PER PUPIL IN NEW YORK "
STATE’S PURLIC ELEMENTARY AND SECONDARY SCHOOLS, BY COUNTY, 1973-1981

Personal Income Per Pupll Full Property Value Per Pupil
(Thousands) (Thousands :
Rural Counties 1973 1981 2 Increase 1973 198 1 Increase
Allegany 19.6 3.5 140 20.5 68.1. 232
Cattaraugus 14.9 35.7 140 21.6 66.7 209
Cayuga 0.5 51.6h 152 21.5 65.8 206
Chautauqua 19.0 48,9 157 28,2 Bl.4 189
. Chemung 22.1 5743 159 28.3 77.0 172.
Chenango 13.7 35.9 162 19.1 60.8 218
Clinton 15.0 40, 1 167 17.2 64.5 275
Columbia . 19.0 47 .6 151 30.7 94.8 209
Cortland v 19.1 6.7 145 24,4 74,0 203
Delaware 16.3 42,1 158 30.6 104.4 24 ]
ESSQX 1856 68-8 162 37.0 139-3 277
Franklin 12.8 31.9 149 18.7 74.5 298
Fulton 17.2 41.8 - 142 22,2 67 4 204
Genesce 19.9 47 .4 138 26.1 71547 190
Greene 10,6 46.5 137 0.1 1280 221
L Hamilton 165 44.8 172 116,44  444,2 282
' Herk imer 19.9 44.0 121 24,6 76.6 211
Jafferson 17.4 43.7 151 2]1.8 70.5 223
Lewis 12.9 32,2 150 . 18.0 68.1 278
Livingston 21,5 46 .8 118 29,7 77 .6 16 1
Madison 15,9 39.3 14 20,6 64.8 215
M()nt.'g()murv 23.8 530 1 ]2 23.9 72-8 205
ofntario 19.9 48.5 14 30.5 '~87.l 186
Orleans 18,1 42.4 134 22.1 Neh 173
Oswego 15.8 38.5 144 26,2 109.2 317
Otsego 21.7 50 .0 130 26.0 87.3 236
Putnam 21,4 56,0 162 38,3 105.7. 176
Rensselaer 24.7 . 56.1 127 24,8 62.0° 150
St. Lawrence 15.5 38.0 145 21.7 64,1 195
. Saratoga 17.1 413 142 22,3 69 .4 - 211
* Schenectady 29.8 78.6 164 33.4 92.6 177
Schoharle 14.9 33.3 124 26.0 89.1 243
Schuyler 18.4 46 .4 152 20,0 63.6 218 ...
Seneca 20.1 52.0 159 22.9 73.2 220
Steubhen 17.0 42.4 149 21.0 69.0 229
Sullivan 21.7 57.6 165 48.3 146 .3 203
Ti.(')g('] 1601. 42.‘) 162 1704 5903 291
Tompk Lns , 22.4 5 .8 154 34,1 95.0 179
Ulster 22.0 53.6 144 39.0 107.5 176
Warren 18.0 43,5 142 37.8 109.6 190
’ Washington 15,0 35.6 137 18.3  60.3 230
Wayne 17.6 b2.1 139 29,2 69.4 138
Wyoming 21.6 50.9 136 22.7 73.7 225
Yates 19.5 40.8 109 45,1 109. 1 142
Metropolitan Countied
Albany 3540 79.1 1 126 474 120.0 153
Broome 21.1 5747 173 30.9 85.8 178
Dutchens 24,2 63.3 v 162 33.3 93.1 180
Erle 26 .8 68,95 156~ 34,1 87.7 157
Monroe 29,9 77 4 159 dh.4 . 1015 129
Nasgau 31542 102.2 190 552 133.8 142
Nt'.w Y”l‘k C“Y** 4().’ 8()04 l:'.’. (!1.5 9502 55
Niagara - 21.1 57 &b 172 27 .4 80.0 192
One 1da 20,9 52.5 151 23,7 66.4 180
Gnondaga 27.4 60 .6 159 32.0 84.1 163
COrange 21.7 48 .8 125 31,2 V74,1 138
Ruvkﬁund 29,3 7342 189 41.3 114.6 178
Suffolk 20,1 53,7 165 35,5 94,4 166
Wentchentor h1.9 112.1 168 b4, 1 158.7 148
SUMMARY : N
New York State 30 ¢h) 734 145 45,1 9740 115
Rural Countios 19,0 6.6 145 26.6 Bl.5 206
Mebropol ftan
Gannt {ex 2.9 B0.5 145 49 .8 101, 1 103

**Includes all flve boroughs.

hY

SOURCES: New York State Kducation Deynrtment, Tnformatfon Center on Fducation,
‘New York State Department of Commerce, Bureau of Business Research
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. PERCENT INCREASE IN PERSONAL INCOME AND FULL PROPERTY VALUE
PER PUBLIC SCHOOL PUPIL IN NEW YORK STATE'S RURAL AND METROPOLITAN COUNTIES
1973 - 1981

Percent Increase

© 200
160 Metropolitan &
Counties
" 120
W Rural
80 Counties
40 :
. i |
Personal Full Propeérty
Income Value
Per Pupll Per Pupil

h

SOURCE: New York State Sducation Department, Information Center on Education and
New York Department of Commerce, Bureau of Business Research.

PROJECTED POPULATION IN O - 19 ACE GROUP IN NEW YORK STATE COUNTIES

1980 - 2010 .
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, TOTAL REVENUES AND SOURCES OF RECFIPTS PER PUPIL IN NFW YORK STATE’S
PUILIC FLEMENTARY AND SECONDARY SCHOOLS, BY COUNTY 1973-74

Total State Federal Local Other \
Revenues Sources Sources*  Sourcea** Sources .

A oy e 51,526 §1,029 548 § 446 53

epany §1,5%26 ’ : §446 .
Catraraugus 1,501 959 38 499 5
Cayuga 1,550 994 47 507 2.
Chautauqua 1,515 871 43 599 2
Chemung 1,576 893 94 548 ]
Chenango 1,490 1,044 33 411 2
Clinton 1,593 1,071 111 405 6
Columbin . 1,673 937 36 690 10
Cortland 1,736 1,239 37 448 12
Nelaware 1,601 987 30 583 1
Esgex 1,742 909 52 781 0
Franklin 1,586 1,101 49 432 b
Fulton 1,393 895 39 459 0
Genesee o 1,027 933 49 543 2
Greene 1,505 738 32 727 8
Hamilton 2,981 459 12 1,893 17
Herk imer 1,453 962 29 462 0
Jefferson 1,597 1,020 57 512 8
Lewis 1,679 1,268 9 398 b
Livingston 1,598 953 21 610 14
Madigon 1,472 967 - 58 439 8
Montgomery 1,657 1,000 63 560 34
Ontario 1,496 877 46 569 4
Orleans 1,476 974 51 442 9
OB weso r, 1,4 19 892 31 478 18
Otsego ¢ 1,595 1,007 48 538 2
Putnam 2,057 187 19 1,243 8
Rensse laer 1,568 904 51 1606 7
St. Lawrence 1,542 1,007 52 468 15
Saratoga 1,498 930 39 512 17
Schenectady 1,808 840 /0 886 12
Schoharie 1,390 883 35 467 0
Schuyler 1,448 950 27 468 3
Seneca 1,455 945 L8 458 4
Steuben 1,550 991 103 h47 9
Sullivan - 1,716 650 36 1,029 1

. Tioga 1,443 1,047 33 361 2
2 Tompk Ina 1,707 881 33 788 5

Ulster 1,693 749 30 908 6
Warren 1,627 775 45 807 0
Washington 1,467 1,021 30 415 1
Wayne 1,633 959 54 617 3
Wyoming 1,393 913 40 419 l
Yates 1,486 BOO 20 656 10 ,
Metropolitan Counties :
Albany 1,840 691 107 1,032 10
Broome 1,563 820 41 692 10
Dutchesy 1,738 811 58 856 13
krie 1,630 795 76 754 5
Monroe 1,854 678 99 1,067 10
Nassau 2,286 723 38 1,522 3
New York Cfty#dk 2,139 604 130 1,319 86
Niagara 1,530 836 65 623 6
One [da 1,401 848 84 464 5
Onondagn 1,596 773 84 7125 14
Orange 1,69) 852 62 760 19
Rot k Tand 2,207 785 29 1,376 17
surfolk 1,987 BS2 57 1,072 6
Westchester 2,441 584 75 1,770 12
SUMMARY : ; ‘
New York State 1,930 747 80) © 1,070 33
Kural Countley 1,576 932 4K 589 7
Metropolitan

Count les 2,022 699 89 1, 194 40
PERCENT OF TOTAL: .
Now York State 100,07 8.7 4,20 55.4% 1.7
Rural Countles 100.0% 59, 1% 3. 1% 37.4% 0.4%
Metropolitan .

Countles 100.0% 34 .67 oo 59, 17 1.9%

* Includes federal ald entered in NYS General Fund and Federal Ald Fund,

o Dneludes local taxes,plus other local revenues.

Mk Taclades all flyve horougha,

SOURCE: New York State Education Deparitwent, Tnformation’ Center on Education,
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TOTAL REVENUES AND SOURCES OF RECELPTS PER PUPTL IN NEW YORK STATE’S ’
PUBRLIC ELEMENTARY AND SECONDARY SCHDOLS, BY COUNTY, 198 I-82 '

Total Scate Federal Local Other
Revenues Sources Sources* Sources**  Sources

$1,026 8 24
1) 140 15

Rural Counties .
Allegany $3, 153 $2,029 574
Cattaraugus 3,153 1,902 - 96
Cayuga
Chautauqua
Chemung
Chenango
Clinton
w, Columbia

Cortland

Delaware

Essgex

Franklin

Fulton

Genesee

Greene

Hamllton

Herk {mer

Jefferson

Lewis

L,ivingston

Madison

Monggomery

Ontartlo

Orleans

Oswego

Otsego

Putnam

Rénsselaer

St. Lawrence

Saratoga

Schenectady

Schoharie

Schuyler

Seneca

Steuben

Sullivan

Tioga

Tompk.ins

Ulster

Warren

Washington

Wayne

Wyomine

Yates -

¢ Metropolitan Countles:

lhany

Broome

Dutchess

Kria

Monroe

Nassau

New York Cltyk¥x

Niagara

Onelda

Onondaga

Orange

Rockland

Suffolk

Westchester

SUMMARY : ‘
New York State ©3,991 1,555 Y 2,249
Rural Countles 3,395 1,812 B3 1
Metropolitan } _

Counties b, 145 1,486 186 2,450

PERCENT OF, TOTAL:®
New York State 100,07 39.07 b 27, 564 4% (057
Rural €Counties 100.0% 53,47 2447 b4 ,0% 0.2%
Metropolitan

Countien 100,07 35.9% 4,57 59, 1% 0,5%

*  Tncludes federal ald entered in CGensral Fund and Federal Atd Fund.

*%  Tpeludes local taxes plug other local revennes,

Aat Toeludes all flve horoughs, . _

SOUMCK: New York State Edycat fon Department, Tnformation Center on Fdueation,
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. ' )
COMPARISON OF SOURCES OF REVENUE FOR PUBLIC ELEMENTARY AND SECONDARY SCHOOLS
IN NEW YORK STATE'S RURAL AND METROPOLITAN COUNTIES
1973 ~ 1981

]
-
Percent
100
75
50
!
' 3
25
!
Ll
Fl
N v 1973 1981 1973 1981
Rural Mctropolitan
Counties Counties
Source of Revenues
' [:::] State
Hﬂﬁiﬁ Fedoeral
o Loceal
SERIRGE D New York Stote Eduoat fon Uuphrtmunl, Information Center on Educatlon.
s
e
Q y )/‘ l) '3
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BOCES DISTRLCTS AND OCCUPATIONAL EDUCATION CENTFRS
. NEW YORK STAYTE, 1984
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NEW YORK STATE
COUNTIES
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1. Orlearis«Niagara
2. Frie No.l
20 g‘:ﬁ No. 2
. Utal.qua
2. Catta Frie-Wyaming
7‘ Moaroe No.2
8. Monroe No.l /
9, Livi ton-Steuben—Wymtl
10, Ontario-Seneca— atee-(hyuga—‘hyne
. y1l, Steuben-

A} '
H
BOCES Districts:

- . |

20, Oneida-Madison-Herkimer
21, Jef eﬁg\-lﬂdis-%hniltorﬂhxkiner-

22, St} Lawrence

23, Franklin-Essex-Hamllton

24, Clinton-Fssex-Warren-Washi
hingtm-Warren—l-hmiltm—

2. Saratoga-Warren

27, }hmtltm-mltmﬂ'bnt% .

28, Herkimer-Ful ton—Hami tmfgtsego

renango-Madison-Otseg
30, Greene No. 2-De]amre—5chotmie—0tsego
31. Albany-Schoharie-Schenectady
32. Remselaer—(blmbia-creene
33, Dutchess
Y. Ulster
%g. gl;llivar1
« Orange~Ulster
37, PutnamNorthem Westchester
38, Rock!

land
39, Westchester No.2
40. Nassau
41, Suffolk No.3
42. Suffolk No.2
430 SuffOlk’ NO.].




THE INCIDENCE OF NEW TEACHFERS AND TEACHERS TEACHING OUTSIDE THEIR

* The pup
K~12 en
ment (g

Source:

ARFA OF CERTIFICATION IN SMALL COMPARED TO LARGE DISTRICTS,
1978-79
The Number of Assignments
Tauglit By New Teachers
Per 100 Pupile*

The Number of Assignments
Taught By Teachers Outside
Their Area of Certification

’ In: - Per 100 Pupils* In:
District f
Size ’ (1) (2) 3) (4)
(Weighted ‘ All H,S. .All H.S.
pupil count) Png., For. Eng., For.
Fstimated All Language, All Language,
Cutting General Math & General Math &
Points Education Science Education Scilence
< 566 2.30 1.09 .55 .59
566-9731 .94 1.12 .59 .49
934=-1301 1,21 31 .36 18
130415573 W77 53 32 .13
1554~1968 .65 .33 « 30 W43
]
1969-2549 73 647 .30 .19
$2550-131311 .51 24 .15 16
1312-4472 32 .06 .18 12
4473~6962 52 .29 .16 W15
» 6962 .58 249 A2 W12
Whole Sample (n=80) .85 .51 ‘ .30 , .26

!

{l count varles across the columns., In columne 1 and 3, the
rollment 1s used. For columns 2 and 4, the high school enroll-~
rades 9-12) (s used. '

Mouk, David H., Differeuces in the Curricular Offerings of
Large Compared to Smull School Districts, 1978~79. (Prepared
for the Fourth Annual Conference of the Rural Schools Program,
New York State College of Agriculture and Life Sclences at
Cornell Unfverslty, July 1983), . fﬁ

\
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30,62

Bouroee:
‘

DEGREE-GRANTING INSTITUTIONS

OF POSTSECONDARY EDUCATION IN

NEW YORK STATE’'S RURAL COUNTIES
1983-1984

Ingtitutional Directory of Postsecondary Education
in

state Educatlon Department,

10, 1737 15.16,18,19,40,1»2.
NEW YORK STATE ’
COUNTIES

ki

\1]

W Ym k. State,

[uhmumtloh ‘a'ytatcmw, and Ingtituttional Add, New York
July 19873,

Offlce of Pogtgecondary Rescarch,

7,22
9,55
33,49
/ 29,44 ,45
o 46 ,
/
' 23,61
y ‘,
\) -
e




9, ﬁmptre State College - Saratoga Springél (Coordinating Center)* ) Y

N ‘. ) '

DEGREF~GRANTING INSTITUTIONS OF POSTSECONDARY EDUCATION TN
NFW YORK STATESS RURAL COUNTIES (SEE MAP) 1983-84

' . ) " . y
State Unlverniwy of New York Colleges of Arts and, Sciences - Baccalaureate,
Pnst-Baccalnur?ﬁ:e . .

1. State Univ¢rsity College at Cortland ) ‘ W
2. State University College at Fredonia .
3. State University College at Geneseo .
4., State Unlversity College at New Paltz
5. State Unilversity College at Oneonta
6. State University College at Oswego
7. State Unlverslity College at Plattshurgh .
8. State University College at Potsddm

State University of New York Colleges of Arts and Scigmce - Baccalaureate

'

tate University of New York Agrlcultural and Technical Colleges -
Certificate, Assoclate .

Agricultural and Technical College at Alfred .

10,

11 Agrlcultural and Technical College at Canton

2. Agricultural and Technical College -at Cobleskill

13. Agricultural and Technical College at Delhl

4. Agricultural and Technical College at Morrisville .

State University of New York Statuatory Colleges - Post-Baccalaureate .

15. College of Veterinary Medlcine: at Cornell University.glthaca
State.Univétsity of New York Statuatory Colleges - Baccalayreate,

Post~Baccalaureate - \

16, College of Agriculture and Life Sclences at Cornell Uddveraity, Ithaca
17. College of Ceramics at Alfred University*, Alfred

18, Coltege of Human Ecology at Cornell University, Ithaca

19.  School of Industrial and Labor Relations at Cornell University, Ithaca**

State University of New York Community Colleges -~ Certificate, Associate

_—
—

Adtrondack Communlty College at Glens Falls

20,

21, Cayuga County Community College at Auburn

22. Clinton Community College at Plattsburgh

23. Columbla=Grecne Community College at Hudson

24, Community Collepe of she Finger Lakes at Canandaigua '

25. Corning Community College at Corning ) (

26. Fulton-Montgomery Community College at Johnstown \
27. Genesce Communitz College at Batavia -
28, Herkimer County Community College at Herkimer N c
29, Hudson Valley Commnnit¥ College‘at Troy >
0. Jamestown Community College at Jamestown 4
31. Jefferson Communlty College at Watertown

42. North Country Community College at Saranac lake*** - Y
13,  Schenectady County Community College at Schenectady

4 Sullivan Connty Community Colle%e at Loch Sheldrake

1%, Tompklna=Cortlind Communlty College at Dryden

36. Ulster County Community College at Stone Ridge

Private Institutions - Baccalaureate, Poat-Baccalaureat%
17.  Alfred.University, Alfred*s ‘ '

S WM. Clarkson College” of Technology, Potsdam

19, Colgate Unlversity, Hamllton

40,  Corneltl Unlversit{, [thaca .
41, Elmira College, Elmira , '
42. Ithaca College, Tthaca

4%, Mount Salnt Alphonsus Seminary of Esopus

hh.  Rengselaer Polytechole Institute, Troy

45, Rugsell Sape Collepe, Troy

A6,  St. Anthony=ovn=Huddon, Rensselaer

A1y St. Bouaventure Unfversity, St. Bonaventure

AR, S, Lawrence Universtity, Ganton

49,  Unton Unlverstty, Schegectady o

»
* Aluo hay Repglonal Ceuters with, outreach gervices 1o Alfred, Auburn,

Sununduigun, Columbin=Greens, New Paltz, Fredonia, Plattaburgh, and |
At ertown, )

L nngr?v program of fered by these luatitutions at Corning Graduate Center,
Goralng, .

#hh Aln haw three branches in addition to main campus at Malone,
Tleonderuga, and Elizabethtown, «]- :’




Private Institutions - Baccalaureate '

50. Hartwlck College, Oneonta
§1. Hobart and William Smith College, Geneva

32, Holy Trinity Orthodox Seminary, Jordanville

53, Houghton College, Houghton

54 . Keuﬁa College, Keuka Park ,
55. Skidmore Co lage Saratoga Springs ;
56. Wadhams Hall, Ogdensburg

57. Wells College, Aurora

Private Institutions - Associate, Certificate

58, Cazenovia College, Cazenovia

59. Mater Del ColleEe, Ogdensburg

60. Paul Smith’s College of Arts and Sciences, Paul Smiths
Private Institutions - Associate

61. Columbia Memorial Hospital School of Nursing, Hudson
Proprietary Inatitutions - Certificate, Assoclate

62. Jamestown Business College, Jamestown
63. Olean Business Institute, dlean

Metropolitan Institutions with Branch Campuses in Rural Counties

64. New York State Ranger School at Wanakena (College of Environmental \
Science and Forestry)
[

SOURCE: stitutional Directory of Postsecondary Education New York State,
0ffice of/ Postsecondary Research, Information Systems, and
Inshitutfonal Aid, New York State Education Department, July 1983,
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PROJECTIONS OF HIGH SCHOOL GRADUATES IN PUBLIC AND NONPUBLIC SCHOOLS
NEW YORK STATE, 1982 TO 2002 “

Thousands
230

210

190

170

150
1942 1986 1990 1994 1998 2002

"!

Source: New York State Education Depurtment, Informatlon Center on Education.
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PROJECTIONS OF HLGH SCHOOL GRADUATES 1IN PUBLIC AND NONPURLLC SCHOOLS BY élUﬂTY
NEW YORK STATE, 1982 - 2002 e
High School Gradvates ‘'n Public and Nonpublic Schools

1982 * 19492 2002
Rural Counties

i
|
|
!
t
|
1

Allegany
(attaraugus 1,
Cayuga l,
Chautauqua %,
1]
1

SNy O

00, NI B AWD NI NI DAL SN WD IO N~

(= YN
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Chemung
Chenango
Clinton
Columbia
Cortland
Delaware
Egsex
Franklin
Fulton
Genesee
Greone
Hamilton
Herkimer
Jefferson
Lewls
Livingston
Madison
Montgomery
Ontario
Orleans

08 wego
Otsego
Putnam
Rensselaer
St. Lawrence
Saratoga
Schenectady
Schoharie
Schuyler
Seneca mrammaipssti
Steuben
Sullivan
Tioga
Tompkins
Ulster
Warren
Washington
Wayne
Wyoming
Yates
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Metropolitan Counﬁiea

Albany
Broome
Dutchess
Erle

Monroe
Nagsgau

New York City aren
Niagara

One fda
Onondaga
Drange

Rock land
Sutfolk
Westehester

SUMMARY:
Rural Counties 45,411

Metropolltan Count tes 143,495 I(
New York State 188,906 1
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64
76

41

* Actual number of high mchool graduates. , ‘ .
Source: New York State Education Department, Information Center on Education.
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S

Number of Number of
Institutions Institutions
in Rural in Metropolitan

Major HEGIS AREA Counties ‘Counties

riculture and Natural Resources ) 3 4
Anchitecture and Environmental Design 4 14
Area Studies ‘ 14 38
Biological Sciences , 28 72
Business, and Management 21 65
Communigations 8 32
Compute&xénd Informaton Sciences 17 49
Educatior® 26 70
Engineering 6 22
Fine and Applied Arts 24 65
Foreign Languages 23 60
Health Profesaions 17 64
Home Economics 6 - 14
Law 1 14
Letters 28 70
Library Science 1 8
Mathematics 27 09
Physical Sclences 26 86
Peychology 29 69
Public Affairs and Services 12 45
Social Sciences , 29 75
Theology ) ) 5 18
Interdisciplinary Studie 26 61
Business and Commerce Technologies 30 °1
Data Procesaing Technologies 22 61
Health Services and Paramedical

Technologles 28 54
Mechanical and Engineering o

Technologles 22 31
Natural Sclence Technologles 17 22
Public Service Related Technologies 28 49
Pre~"accalaureate Liberal Acrts

Programs 29 64

NOMBER OF INSTITUTIONS OFFERING UNDERGRADUATE AND GRADUATE
. PROGRAMS, BY MAJOR HEGIS AREAS* IN NEW YORK STATK’S
RURAL AND METROPOLITAN COUNTIES, 1983

//’

tate
Total

7
18
52
100
86
40
66
96
28
89
83
81
20
15
98
9
96
92
98
57
104
23
87
121
83

82
53
39
77

23

* HEGIS indicates the Higher Hducatlon General Informaton survey code, based
on the Taxonomy of Instructional Programs in Higher Education (U.S. Office

vit lon) under whic'i a program is registered by the New York State

Educatton Department.

of Edud

Source:

S

Inveotory of Reglstered Degree and Certificate Programs,"

New York State FKducation Department, May 1981,
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PUBLYC-UNIVERSITY-INDUSTRY ODOPERATTON IN NEW YORK STATE

Center for Industrial Inmovatrion

Renege laor luy{w'hnic Institute, located in Troy, New York, epltomizes the spirit of
public-unl vers Leg=industry cooperation in high technology research and development through the
ploneering efforts of its Center for Indust Inmovation and High Technology Park. -

Chapter 561 of New York State’s laws of 1982 authorized §30 million for the design and
construction of RPI’s Center for Industrial Inmovation. The legislation also named the State

tey Urban Development Corporation as an active %ticipamj in the project and required that private
financlal contributions at least match the amoymt . '

. w
The Center, upon completion, will house RPT’s existing centers for interactive computer
graphlcs, mmifacturing productivity and integrated electronics. According to university '
of flclals, through Lts research, development, education and training efforts, the Center could
stimilate up to 1,000 new full~time jobs statewide by 1986.
/ .

et

/' Centers for Alvanced Technalogy (CATS) Program

The Center For Advanced Technologies Program was established by Chapter 562 of the lLaws of
1982, These Centers, as part of a unlversity-industry-government consortium, serve as focal
polnts for the development and ggglicatim of high technologies.” The Centers also attempt to
t;riv":m“;e the productivity and stave-of-the-art capacities of already-existing industries in New

ork State., / . .
¢ .

( Designated Universities
Ma jor
Fillljlglal
Area of ' Contributors

Institution Specialization to Date
Cormel1 Rlotechnolog Eastman Kodak ,
University (Agriculiture General Foods,

' Union Carbide
Undversity . Opties Eastman Kodak,
of Rochester Bausch and Lomb,

Corning Glass Work,
Xerox Corporation

Polytechnic Telecommmnications Not Avallable

Tostitute of

New York {
State Uniwrsity Medical Magnosis Not Available

at. Stony Brook and Therapy ’

Universities Recelving Plaming Grants

State Universicy Medical Visidyne, Olin,
at Buffalo Instruments Warmer~Lambert:
and Devicey
R
Columbia Computers and B
Iniversity Informt fon Systems ,
Syracuse Compuater IiM, General
Univeraity Mpplications Flectric, United
and Software Technologles,
. Engloeering Texas Instroments,
¢ { West inghouse

Corning Glass Work

Sources:  New York State Semate Repearch Service, "The Development of
. High Te ’lmolog; Industry, ~ Recent Txmltiatiwﬂ," Issuen in
Foom, Nomber B3R44, p. 9, and New Yoxk State Sclence sod
Tectwnlogy Foundat fon
[ 4
4 J

wn
\ =3




PRIVATE INDUSTRY COUNCILS BY SERVICE
DELIVERY AREAS, IN NEW YORK STATE'S
RURAL COUNTIES

NEW YORK STATE JOB TRAINING
PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM

NEW YORK STATE
COUNTIES

%

4 ) " H A g
AN R

sourees  New York State Job Treadnbuy Partnership Program,

i

9'

)14-

10'
11,

12'
‘13'

15'

16.

17'

18.

Dutchess/Putnam
Ulster
Sullivan

Albany /Rensgselacr}

Schenectady
Columbia/Greene
Fulton/Montgomery
Schoharie
Saratoga/Warren/
Washington
Clinton/Essex/
Franklin/Hamilton
Jefferson/Lewis
S5t. Lawrence
Herkimer /Madison/
Oneida

Broome /Tioga
Cayuga/Cortland/
Tompking

Oswego
Chemung/Schuyler/
Steuben
Ontario/Seneca/
Wayne/Yates
Genesee/Livingstof
Orleans/Wyoming
Allegany/
Cattaraugus/
Chautauqua
Chenango/Delawnre
Otsego

L

—




CONTRACT COURSES AT COMMUNITY COLLEGES IN RURAL COUNTIES, 1982-83

Estabhlished by Chapter 113 of the Laws of 1981, community college {
"econtract courses" are designed to meet the manpower neeca of local employers
throughout New York State, many of whom have been hampered by shortages of
skilled technlcians. The State University’s 30 community colleges are given
financlal incentives to enter into contragt courses with area enterprises.

Conmunity Total Total Number of Number of
College “ FTE s Headcount Businesses Served Courses Offered
Adirondack 8.9 173 4 6
Cayupn 4.9 232 3 b
Clinton | 3.1 68 2 3
Corning 55.0 743 7 24
Finger Lakes 2.1 142 3 b
Fulton-
Montgomery 2.8 81 ‘ 2 2
Genesee LNE.O 50 2 3
Herkimev 3 8 1 1
Hudson Valley 92.7 1,304 13 ) 37
James t own 32.7 BY5 27 a5
Jefferson 1.7 35 2 2
Schenectady 12.3 . 71 3 ' 4
Tompk i ng=
Gortland 65.0 517 7 23
Ulster 29.0 111 l L7
TOTAL 311199 5,050 81 167

PRV

Sources: New York State Senate Research Service, "The Development of High
Technology Industry = Recent Inttiatives,'" Issues fn Focus
Number RBi3-44, p. 9., and Office of Community Colleges, State
Univeruity of New York Central Administration.

N KR Contruct courdes have alseo been offered at the following comueunity
colleges tn metropolitan areant  Broome, Dutchess, Erie, Fashion
Iust Lrate of Technology, Mohawk Valley, Monroe, Niapra, tnondaga,
Orange, Rocklaud, Sutfulk, and Westchester,

-«
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CONTRACT COURSES AT COMMUNITY COLLEGES IN NEW YORK STATE’S
RURAL COUNTIES, 1982-83, BY SUBJECT AREA

Adirondace
Cayugsa

Subject Area

General Supervisory
and Munagement Skills )

Communication and
Probleijolving Skills 1 1

Health and Safety 1 1

Computer Literacy 1 1

Small Business
fnhancement .,

Mechanical and

Industria

1 Technology ]

Mathematics !

Word Processing
and Typing C

Electronics 1

Behavorial Studies

Inventory

and

Quality Control ol

Health Professional

Auto Mechanles

Construct

Iusurance

fon

Job Eurlchment

Engineering Sclence

Tourism

Source?

s

Clinton

Corning

Community College

Finger Lakes
Fulton—-Montgomery
. Genesee

Herkimer

kY

Budson Valley

Jamestown

10

47

1

]

Jefferson

Schenectady

State Unfversity of New York Central Adminlstration.

Tompkins-Cortland

Ulster

TOTA.

24

21
21

17

13

12

L



