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ENNRODUCGIHGOIN

Problem: dihierUrbanarSchoe) Disirici was
recenily classiified asiarSchool Under
Review = bySieNewYork Staie
EdUcaiion Depariments.

ihe Purpose: off Whis Studys e discover:
ineperspeciives ol individtals
Belongingl o ol main consiituent
groups of the UrbanarSchool Distirict:
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GENDER

etal Viale

NUImBES
FEaCHErS 102 1915% 8(0.5%
StUGERS 608 A¥55Y6 922970
Ralents 313 T 629
CoOMMURILY, 42 )% SHRAIY6




RACE

Naitive

Others

Afican [ Hispanic | Caucasian | Native
% V% V% % %
Teachers £ 4.0 54.1 2.8
Studenis 70.8 &) 2 5.4 15.6
PARENIES (3.1 16 2 1.3 7.2
CoOMMUIRILY 85 7.5 2.5 = 5




YEARS OF EXPERIENCE

< 5-8 o-d0 >10

YIS Y01 | Vs 07 Virs 9%
Teachers Years of = 64.1 35.9
Experiences
Parentsi Live intUrbana 18 52,1 29.9
Communityy

29\, 1 2.9 71.4

Community: Members: Live
inUrbana
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Mentoring for Success:
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Learning Impediments ke A4
| Social/culturalfconditions

1+ Narrew ldea ofifleaiming " Personallpreblems

2. Obsession with | These conditionsiwhich etherwise
7 7 nave! ledistudents ter quit have
Coverége _ formead a resilienti state Wi the
Vempershiprlimpediments help of Wehlage?’s philesephy/in
drepoul prevention. Steps Were

L AOJUSUTEnts taken By Dii IHughes andrDr.

2, DIfficulity Tayler=Dunlop as seenithrough
the JonesZimmerman model to

5. Incongruence lncrease student academic

A" Iselation aChIEVEMENTL asWellrasiincreased

Seli=esteem), etc,
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Reviewreitthertiteratie

DL Stene: Eelicy ParadeX

1 On [sstes off Equity (REsoUrCeS): The 5M Challenge

JUnderstanding that tiere reseurces meay he a limiting
flaCtor 1R the schoe!l Imprevement pProcess, MoV these
[EspUKCEs are distrilutealis; snould herexamined.

| Equal” distrnpution: of limited reSeUrCESIIS net always
prudent:
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I Surveys conducted of StUdents;, teachers,
parents and commuRIny/ NIEMmIBENS:

e suiveys resultsiwere analyzed for
patierms; themes andreiScrepancies Using
SPSS.

CATmatExX Wasrdeveloped tor EXPeSE tHEMES)
patiems anerdiScrepancies in the aata:

Conclusienstwererdrawnranad
fecommendations mades



STUDENT PERSPECTIVES ON CONNECTEDNESS

eSample Questions:
eDoing well in school is important to me.
e|’'m responsible for my own learning.
| am proud of my school work.
My teachers seem to care if | learn.
My teachers are interested in me.
| learn a lot in school that Is interesting.

My teachers are interested in my opinion.
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Descriptive Statistics
N Range Minimum Maximum Mean Std. Deviation
Q92: We have lots of
books to read at home. 591 4 ! ° 2.26 129
Q59: I learned to use a 597 4 1 5 5 39 1.49
computer in school ' '
Q86: | often read books 591 4 1 5 5 46 1.30
at home. ' '
Q49: | use the library to
read what | want 596 4 1 5 2.57 1.44
Q87: | often use the 593 4 1 5 5 89 147
public library. ' '
Q84: | have a computer 593 4 1 5 331 158
at home to play games. ' '
Q85: | have a computer 589 4 1 5 3.47 154
at home to learn things. ' '
Q72: If I need to use a 589 4 1 5 356 1.40
computer, I can. ' '
Q61: | have a computer
at home for work. 592 4 1 5 3.57 1.49
Q37: We spend a lot of 602 4 1 5 4.07 123
time on computers. ' '
Valid N (listwise 552




Descriptive Statistics

N RangeinimuaximtMean Devia
Q54: | feel 597 4 1 5 332 145

Valid N Ii 297
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Descriptive Statistics

Minimum Maximum Mean Std. Deviation
Q90: I use libraries 1 5 2.26 1.14

Q69: my chld uses library
effectively

Q61: tchrs like their students 241 1.05

Q79: chld can use computer
to help him

1 5} 2.26 111

2.48 1.21

Q92: chld can use computer
at school

2.62 1.20

Q57: my chld uses
computers at school

Q15: dist has staff
development progm

2.64 1.31

2.69 97

Q81: chld has computer avail

at home 3.07

Q12: necessary resources for
teachers

Valid N (listwise

3.09
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Descriptive Statistics

N Minimum Maximum Mean Std. Deviation
Q95: interested in what
chld does in schl 296 ! 145 80
Q45: Doing well important 206 1 156 87
to my chld
Q54: my chld feels must get 993 1 173 92
good grades
Q86:_stdr_1ts_ think their 206 1 1.89 97
learning is important
Q88: chld talks about schl 998 1 1.90 101
work at home
Q71: my chld is proud of 905 1 108 98
schl work
Q73: Principal cares about
stnds & futures 291 ! 2.14 113
Q24: 1 have input regarding 997 1 296 122
my chld
_QBO: the schl is interested 296 1 534 116
in my chid
Q10: teachers help students 293 1 2.54 1.19
Q13: schools educate most 905 1 563 1.30
students
_QZQ: tchrs interested in 997 1 575 114
indivual stdnts
Q27: schls meet needs of
what % of stdnts 290 ! 2.76 1.26
Valid N (listwise 254



Descriptive Statistics

4
N Minimum Maximum Mean Std. Deviation

Q47: schls have serious 1 5 1.91 1.13

discpln problems
Q20: schls generally safe 1 5 2.89 1.31
Q74: | feel safe in our schools 1 5 2.90 1.25
Valid N (listwise




Descriptive Statistics

Minimum

Maximum

Mean

Std. Deviation

Q89: I help stdnts use
library effectively

Q79: Stdnts can use
computer to help

Q22: Involved in Materials
Selection

Q92: Stdnt have access to
home computers

Q15: District has adequate
staff development

Q81: Student home
computer access?

Q12: Materials and
resources available

Q57: Stdnts use computers
for assignments

Valid N (listwise)

1

5

2.64

3.23

3.43

3.47

3.50

3.75

3.76

3.80

1.03

1.35

1.12

1.28

1.14

.98




EeaCHER PErSPECHVES OGN CeRNECIEUNESS

I Sample guestiens:
N Eenjey WorKking With iy StUGERS:
1 My classes areinteresting) te; my: students.
et sttidents Werkseon Wihat IRterests; them.
I maker myselir availaplet e extle elp:
I Deme wellistimportant terstldents:

I IeaCHErS EXchianee Iniermnaton anout
StUGEnLs;
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1

Descriptive Statistics

Minimum Maximum Mean Std. Deviation
Q74: | feel safe in our school 1 5 2.69 1.29
Valid N (listwise

CoElatiomoicacheEXPERERCE T

A

IMEIR PEISPECLVES BN SECUIILY

LEVEL2 * Safety Crosstabulation

1

Safety

1.00 2.00 Total
LEVELZ EEMENTARY Count 24 11 35

% within LEVEL2 68.6% 31.4% 100.0%

* SECONDARY comt 3% 30 65
% within LEVEL2 53.8% 46.2% 100.0%
Count 59 41 100
% within LEVEL?2 59.0% 41.0% 100.0%




CommunIy PerspectivVes onrReselnces

Descriptive Statistics

Minimum Maximum Mean Std. Deviation

Q57: more creative new
programs are needed

Q15: dist has staff
development program

Q92: I know what stdnts do
on wkends

Q61: tchrs like their students 3.05

Q81: Bd of Ed responsive to
community

1 5 1.71 .81

2.80 97

2.90

3.33

Q79: voc programs prepare

stdnts for employment 3.64

Q12: necessary resources
provided to tchrs

Q90: girls get better
education than boys

3.76

3.93

Q69: grading system is too
hard so stdnts quit

3.98

Valid N (listwise)




COMMUMBAEEISPECHVES
Descriptive Statistics

Minimum Maximum Mean Std. Deviation

Q45: education is important

) . 1 5 1.62 1.08
national priority

Q86: | worry about how
children are doing

1.62 .82

Q73: Principals care about

stdnts 2.48

Q24: comm has input into schl
decisions

Q10: tchrs help individual
students in need

2.90

2.98

Q30: schl in interesting to
students

Q29: tchrs and admin
interested in individual stdnts

3.05

3.26

Q95: admin accessible to
parents and comm

Q88: schls make use of
regional resources

Q27: schls meet needs of what
% of stdnts

Q13: schls educate most
students

Q54: stdnts are motived to
achieve in schl

Q71: stdnts are proud oftheir
school

Valid N (listwise

3.29

3.43

3.62

3.62

3.76

3.88




Descriptive Statistics

schls Q47: every where
have discipline probs

Q74: | feel sak in the schls

Q20: schls safe for stdnts
and tchrs

Valid N (listwise

Minimum

1

1

1

Maximum

5

5

5

Mean

2.07

3.17

3.26

Std. Deviation

1.39

1.43

1.29
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Extracurricular Activities * Feel Safe in School Crosstabulation

Feel Safe in School

Toward Toward
Agreement  Disagreement Total

Extracurricular  Toward Agreement Count 80 127 207

Activities % within Extracurricular

0 0,
Activities 61.4% 100.0%

Toward Disagreement Count 272 390
% within Extracurricular
0 0,
Activities ' 69.7% 100.0%
Count 399 597

% within Extracurricular
0 0
Activities . 66.8% 100.0%

Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Sig. Exact Sig.  Exact Sig.
Value df (2-sided) (2-sided) (1-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 4.295° .038
Continuity Comectiorf 3.925 .048
Likelihood Ratio 4.250 .039
Fisher's Exact Test
Linear-by-Linear Association 4.288 .038
N of Valid Cases 597
a. Computed only fora 2x2 table
b. 0 cells (.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 68.65.
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Parent input into running schools * SAFETYR Crosstabulation

0

~

LIfIBY

SAFETYR

Agree Disagree Total

Parent input into  Toward Agreement ~ Count 89 63 152

running schools % within Parent input

into running schools
Toward Disagreement Count 52 95 147

58.6% 41.4% 100.0%

% within Parent input
into running schools

Total Count 141 158 299

% within Parent input 47 2% 52 8% 100.0%

into runnin schools

Chi-Square Tests

e ——————————
Asymp. Sig.  Exact Sig.  Exact Sig.

Value df (2-sided) (2-sided) (1-sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 16.111 .000
Continuity Correctiord 15.194 .000
Likelihood Ratio 16.266 .000
Fisher's Exact Test
Linear-by-Linear Association 16.057 .000
N of Valid Cases 299

35.4% 64.6% 100.0%

a. Computed only for a 2x2 table

b. 0 cells (.0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is 69.32.



Presentationroi Data

SUmmeative: Viatrx

Connectedness | SEcCUrty: [Respulices

StUdents 2,35 3.32 3.06
fleachers 3.12 2.69 3.12
Parents 2105 2.90 2.61

N
@8

CommURILY, 2.95 3.22 3.




ConcIUSIoRS andNRecommentanons

| Connectedness:

I Conclusion: A dISCrepancy exists BeiwWeen
EaCH grolpers PErCEPLoRI Gl the stlidEents:
CONNECHBN WIA the SCHOEIS.

T Recommendatien:

e Urbana: Sehooel DIstrict sheuld Seek 16, develop
aWell=eesignedimeERteHRE progEn sUch asrtaal:
GESCHIBE NN/ ErloIgN e SUCCESS BY/ JORAUIAN
Hughes, Bh. Drand Kenyane daylor-Duniep; Ed: D:

HleacherEStudent menteng partersnipswill
Improve student PERCEPLIeNS! Bl CORNECIECRESS and
PIEMGLE INIPIEVET SEEIalNIENaVIGNS:

e UnanarSeheeNPISHICH SHeUIEFSEER 1O PIoMIGIHE
SttdentRVelVEmERIRrEXtc-cUicCHZRacHVILIES:



ConcIUSIoRS andNRecommencatons

- Security

P Cenciusien: EACH grolp EXPressed e Clealf CORCEr
aPEUL the' salety offthe scheels i the Uksana SCheo)
DIStrict.

1 Recommendation:

e District shiould nvest 1 Secuiity: staiifi IR the
Seconcary scnoelsite ease the CONCEMS ol Some
constitlent: groups:

e DIstict shollafSeek io fieKm: & Partaersnpwith
e Sulielk-Counity, Police Departmeni terehtaig a
SChEIIRESOUICE Officerwher Will previde: &
BrESENCE I the SChoeIs.

e District shiould seek to) previde: programs) te
preomete meaningitiinvelVeEmMERL ol antlarger
PENCENTAGE Off Parents: IS cane accomplisihed
B/ CORKAINANG PAANECHUING  Elilerts, GraganiZzing
B1EAC=IASEE PAANACHVIUES ane MemIRe pareni
AcViseRAcommitteesawitiaiowWRNTalifstyie
MEEHRGS:
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Concitsions andrRecommencations

| Resources

Conciusion: Equitanierallocation; ol reSeUCES
IS netraccomplisning Intended GUILCEIIES.

TRecommendations: e Urhana DIstrct needs
Lo restricturesnow It disseminates the
materals  andreseurces It Nas, ser that

[ESOUICES areravalanie vased onr defined
needs of ther DIStrict.
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