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A PROPOSAL TO THE BOARD OF
REGENTS CONCERNING THE CLOSING
OF THE UNIVERSITY LABORATORY
SCHOOL ON THE DULUTH CAMPUS AT
THE END OF THE 1966-67 YEAR.



A proposal to the Board of Regents concerning/the closing of the University
Laboratory School on the Duluth Campus at th¢ end of the 1966-67 school year.

After extensive discussion, involving administrators and staff of the Univer-
sity of Minnesota at Duluth, and representatives of the Duluth public school
system, the administration of the University of Minnesota, Duluth, recommends that
the University Laboratory School on the Duluth Campus be closed at the end of the
1966-67 school year. This decision has been reached with deep concern for the loss
of a school which has played such an important role in the history of the Duluth
campus, but it has also been reached with firm conviction that the action will
serve in the best way available the purposes of the University in teacher educa-
tion, curriculum development, and educational research, and that it will also serve
to strengthen the University!s ability to give service to the elementary and
secondary schools of the state. The following considerations have been central to
the decision:

l. The University of Minnesota, Duluth, Laboratory School has a distinguished
record of service to the Duluth community, characterized by a high quality of
teaching at the school, and effective service to the preparation of a large number
of outstanding teachers. In this sense, the School has performed well its
traditional mission of providing a setting for student teaching experiences by
' prospective teachers.

However, changing practices in teacher preparation in the United States have
led increasingly to the use of arrangements between teacher preparation programs,
and established public school systems as a major way of providing student teaching
. and internship experience for prospective teachers. These practices are
. demonstrably effective and sound, and they are practices fully possible in the
Duluth area, given the strength of the public school systems.

Increasingly, the role of the effective Laboratory School associated with an
institution of higher learning has been to serve as a center for educational
experimentation, innovation, and demonstration. We continue to believe that
Laboratory Schools able to perform these multiple missions have an important part
. to play in serving the educational system of the nation, and our decision to close
. the Duluth Laboratory School is in no sense a statement that we believe Laboratory
- Schools generally to be an outdated institution. Rather, our decision reflects the
conviction that the resources now available to, and potentially available for the
Duluth Laboratory School do not give promise that this School can perform an
~ effective mission in experimentation, innovation, and demonstration, and that the
. potential of the University of Minnesota at Duluth to play an expanded role in
educational research and development will be greatly enhanced by the action of
closing the School.

2. The belief of our faculty in the potentiality of a campus-based Laboratory
School was reflected in our request to the 1963 Legislature for money to construct
a new Laboratory School building on the campus -~ one large enough to provide for
- multiple sections of the same class of students, and to provide a setting for
. effective educational experimentation, curriculum innovation, and demonstration.
This request was not funded, and given the extraordinary needs of the University
- of Minnesota for new construction and new staff to meet the pressures of expanding
undergraduate and graduate enrollments, and to meet pressing state needs for
research and professional education, there seems little possibility that a new
campus Laboratory School could be constructed in the foreseeable future.
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3., Rather than carry forward with a School which is not suited to carry out
expanded programs of research, innovation, and demonstration, it now seems clear
that the University should close the School. Moreover, it seems clear that this
closing, joined to other circumstances, will free certain financial resources
which will make it possible for the University to strengthen its program of teacher
preparation and educational research and development.

li. One of the circumstances which makes the closing of the School feasible
and attractive in 1967 is the fact that the Duluth Public Schools intend to start
immediate construction of a substantial addition to the Chester Park School, which
is adjacent to the UMD campus. This new construction will serve to alleviate
crowding which presently exists in the University area, and it will also make it
possible for the Duluth Public Schools to serve the children now served by the
Laboratory School. We are assured of effective working relationships with the
Duluth Public Schools which will make it possible for us to provide effective
student teaching experience for all the student teachers now served by the
Laboratory School. Moreover, we are confident that exciting possibilities now
exist for cooperation between the University of Mimnesota, Duluth and the public
schools of Duluth and the neighboring area in developing new patterns of teacher
preparation, and in developing joint ventures in educational development and
demonstration,

Educational research and development activity in the public schools, supported
by new federal education legislation, gives the University of Minnesota, Duluth
its best opportunity to serve the schools of the state by concentrating its
resources on pre-service and in-service teacher education linked to the public
school systems, and on educational research, development and demonstration projects
carried out cooperatively with established school systems. For this reason, the
closing of the Laboratory School is looked upon as more than an action forced by
lack of resources to operate a full educational laboratory. Rather it is an
action which will enable the University of Minnesota, Duluth to make a stronger
contribution to educational development in the state of Minnesota.
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