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STL SCHOOL RESEARCH-PRACTICE COLLABORATIVE

(SRPC)

CONDUCTING PRACTITIONER-LED RESEARCH FOR STL CITY SCHOOLS

MISSION

The SRPC's mission is to conduct rigorous research in deep
partnership with educators to inform policies and practices
that foster systemic improvements in educational, social,
and emotional growth for students in STL schools.

THERE ARE OVER 50 EDUCATIONAL RPPS IN THE COUNTRY

MULTI-INSTITUTIONAL

TO UNDERSTAND SHARED CHALLENGES IN OUR REGIONS' SCHOOLS
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STUDENT
MOBILITY

WAS IDENTIFIED
BY EDUCATORS
AS APILOT
TOPIC TO STUDY
ACROSS

ST. LOUIS CITY
SCHOOLS

UNKNOWN REASONS FOR
STUDENT MOBILITY

Practitioners need to know the root causes
behind student mobility to allocate their time and
resources effectively.

NEGATIVE IMPACTS ON SCHOOL
CULTURE

Mobility negatively impacts student social and
emotional adjustment and relationship
development; students start to feel school is
"optional".

MISSING STUDENT HISTORY

Students sometimes transfer with no transcript or
documents detailing what they have learned,;
teachers may need to arbitrarily assign grades.
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a SRPC: A Different Way of Doing Research

TODAY'S
OBJECTIVES €) 0-ta and Building Trust: Student Mobility

e Learning and Adapting to Move Forward

a Questions | Comments



Why Trust and Why an SRPC?



1.We need commitment.

2.We require reciprocity.
3.We know relationships matter.

4.We seek communication.



Why are practioners wary of
researchers?




Consequences for breaking trust:

1.potential short-term gain

2.potential long-term economic loss

3.negative relationship consequences

4.negative reputational
consequences



We must spend time to understand the problem.



Leaders help schools by

1.Recognizing two inescapable truths
a.the quality of an educational system cannot exceed the quality of its
teachers and leaders
b.the most essential way to improve student outcomes is to improve
Instruction
2.Focusing relentlessly on teaching, learning, and leading by
a.setting and monitoring progress toward clear, non-negotiable goals for
teaching and learning
b.strategically aligning resources and improvement efforts with their goals
3. Creating cultures and systems that support continuous improvement
a.using data to highlight bright spots and opportunities for improvement
b.making it okay for practitioners to ask questions/expose weaknesses



What advantages and
limitations are made present
with school research-practice
partnerships?
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Practitioners need...

e Clear opportunities of what it presents to
collaborate with data

e Support to use data (understand it, apply the
implications)

e Collaboration

e Data people in schools

e Others involved in this type of work

e Ethical use of student data



Why Trust and Why an SRPC?
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Teachers have many
demands on their time




Getting to Scale with Good
Educational Practice

RICHARD F. ELMORE
Harvard Graduate School of Educalion



"It takes an estimated average of 17 years for only 14% of new
scientific discoveries to enter day-to-day clinical practice"

Commentary

January 24/31, 2007

Practice-Based Research—"Blue Highways" on the
NIH Roadmap

John M. Westtall, MD, MPH; James Mold, MD, MPH; Lyle Fagnan, MD

» Author Affiliations

JAMA. 2007;297(4):403-406. doi:10.1001/jama.297.4.403



(3) Educators’ goals and needs

(5) Building

Practitioners (1) Trusting relationship Researchers

(2) Ongoing data collection
and analysis

capacity for
partner work

(4) Produce knowledge
to inform educational
improvement more

broadly
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Education Researchers Need to Step
Up

The pandemic poses opportunities and challenges for researchers

@ By Rick Hess — January 15,2021 () 5 min read
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Teacher’s Reasons for Trust and Distrust in Scientific
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1.How is trust gained among practitioners and researchers?
2.How is trust lost among practitioners and researchers?



Research Process (Building Trust)

1.Research Questions are driven by School
Partners

2.Data is provided one time, by the State of
Missouri

3.Initial results are provided

4. Feedback is given, and results are revised

5.Findings are translated into policies,
programs, and practices



Research Process (Trust Built)

1.Research Questions are driven by School
Partners

2.Data is provided continuously by the district

3.Initial results are provided

4. Feedback is given, and results are revised

5.Findings are translated into policies,
programs, and practices



1. Who transfers?
e Explore student-, school-, and neighborhood-|evel
characteristics
e Explore student transfer types (e.g., within-district; outside-
district)
e Explore transfers across urban and suburban areas
2. Where do students transfer to?
e Transfers across city and county
e Transfers across dimensions of income and race
3. Why do students transfer?
e Risk factors at any given time
4. When (how soon) do students transfer?

e Risk factors over time



e Missouri Department of Elementary and Secondary Education
(DESE)
o DESE provided student enrollment, discipline, and test score
datasets
o School-level datasets, Including school-level test scores, are
publicly released in the DESE website
e American Community Survey Data (ACS)

o ACS releases neighborhood-level datasets in public



What we can do with this level of data and research?
o |dentify trends
o |dentify risk factors
o Demonstrate severity of problem
o Inform policies, programs, and practices



| Student enrollment file: 6,500,963 | student core file: 141,472,911 | | school-level files Neighborhood-level file

lHE'ITI ove summer recards

| Student enrollment file: 5,466,862 |

l Remove if Entry date = Exit date Merged
I Student enrollment file: 5,109,729 Merged Merged
l Remove not matched with records in student core file o ! v
| Student enrollment and core file with school- and neighborhood-level files: 4,932,997
l Remove pre-kindergarten kids
| Student enrollment and core file with school- and neighborhood-level files: 4,803,341
l Remove if Exitcode = stop-out, drop-out, or deceased
| Student enrollment and core file with school- and neighborhood-level files: 4,745,323

lHemwe if the record includes any missing values in any analyzed variables

| student enrollment and core file with school- and neighborhood-level files: 4,522,936




All counties STL 4 Counties

Types Number | Percent Types Number | Percent Types Number | Percent
Not transfer 4,159,749 | 91.97 Not transfer 412,742 87.49 Not transfer 3,558,027 | 93.42
Transfer within districts 49,693 1.1 Transfer within districts 22,111 4.69 Transfer within districts 23,834 0.63
Transfer outside districts 216,716 4.79 Transfer outside districts 28,142 5.97 Transfer outside districts 147,804 3.88
Transfer - private/home schools 36,224 0.8 Transfer - private/home schools 2,397 0.51 Transfer - private/home schools 29,063 0.76
Transfer - another state/country 60,554 1.34 Transfer - another state/country 6,357 1.35 Transfer - another state/country 49,869 1.31

Total 4,522,936 Total 471,749 Total 3,808,597

Types Number | Percent Types Number | Percent Types Number | Percent
Transfer within districts 49,693 13.68 Transfer within districts 22,111 37.47 Transfer within districts 23,834 9.51
Transfer outside districts 216,716 59.67 Transfer outside districts 28,142 47.69 Transfer outside districts 147,804 58.99
Transfer - private/home schools 36,224 9.97 Transfer - private/home schools 2,397 4.06 Transfer - private/home schools 29,063 11.6
Transfer - another state/country 60,554 16.67 Transfer - another state/country 6,357 10.77 Transfer - another state/country 49,869 19.9

Total 363,187 Total 59,007 Total 250,570




EDUCATOR BRIEF

WHO TRANSFERS BEFORE SCHOOL'S OUT?

Highlizhting Findings on Sdent Mobility in 50 Louis Schools

Eduealors say slmdenl mobility is high in S0 L e

Predictors of mobility?
e Experiencing housing instability e N b
e Being in high school IO R
e Being from a minoritized racial group I
(e.g, Black students) TR i
e Recelving Special education services
e Check out the brief for more! s emonmararomee [ T

clazzmates who didn't move were... it gorade

KEY TAKEAWAYS

What's a "stuclent transfer?™

= unstably housed
= in high school The odds of transferring mid-school year
#  lower Income -
= receiving special education services
» [living in neighborhoods with higher rates of e -- -
home ownership and college degrees & T [ ]
» living in predominately Black
neighborbnods e
L

Students with a lower odds of P—— — @

transferring were...

* [Englizh Language Learners




Origin-Destination (ZIP) in the five counties of St. Louis MSA

WON

s
2

36N

3_aN

150
100

HEIN

Ja.0N

80.2"W

B0.4"W

92w 9.0

1.4



Math achievement levels

WPy & Frsrrwme ot lerod Bimnar
LTS s e S i S BT %

WP Jg Fervrrs prtirend Adveeaond -
Capde Ah -

Grade G -

Carpde Gl =

Grade Th -

Dyl Wk -

HpcwY Py Apiar.
ace Frucny Bk -
Rt Py Magpans
Histnl forasity O
Lunch e

Lunich Redend =

P by T

ELL: Yes =

Rt iy o
Spretinl | ot afon. e
Chopriee 4l m =
Erepied v e
Frpaged [Uach -

Pe=rerdl Hnparw,
Foronnl ditde -
Perpard Fres Reduonsd brch

Peeraerd Spuprionl || dharaion
Ol gl 4 c Pl nasngf sy
e e W o { bl mierol 0 oot bty

i

|
[ =

O d e

St. Louis City

ELA achievement levels

CLAAchievwmanilowl Bk

ELAkehirmment vl Mroleinnl
ELAAckiaemen el Adwnod

(uade L

Cunde: 5

(uade B
Cunde Th =
Chewratiot Maks -
Kol Beicity A 4
Racet Benicity Black
Raca/E Balcity Nigarnk: -
Ruce/E thricity (e -
Luih Froe -
Lunch Reducsd
Momelms Yo
ELL Yoy
e dency Othen
Specisl Educaton ¥

Chartei nohesll ¥
Ertoled & Ll

Paican! ik -




St. Louis City

Math achievement levels ELA achievement levels

ﬁ.
s :
B By

; 2 3 : ; ; i 2 3 4 5

Year Year
——— Below basic ——— Basic ——— Belowbasic ——— Basic
Proficient : - Advanced Proficient - - Advanced




Analysis Paralysis

over-analyzing (or over-thinking)
a Situation so that a decision or
action is never taken.



1. How might work with practitioners to translate research into
practice?
2.What might the implications of this research be?



HOW WILL THIS AFFECT
ST. LOUIS CITY STUDENTS?

DRIVING &
INFORMING

Rigorous

O .
Recearch e @- Practice

_

k..
IL .L?)m

Knowledge without practice is useless.

Practice without knowledge is dangerous.

- Confucius

Read about our current

St. Louis School Research-Practice
Collaborative

research projects







LOGIC MODEL OF AN RPP AND HOW IT DIFFERS FROM TRADITIONAL RESEARCH

. Publishing in
33 Collsboration PeCTTevevee
Cf) = One expert(s) - Journals Broad
Eé gl =P  Researchers, =P - kn(?c\;:lesgz for
é If.‘\:J sociologists) At
= Practitioners Solo work

Modified from Arce-Trigatti & Lépez Turley, 2021. Research Practice Partnerships Class at Rice University.



LOGIC MODEL OF AN RPP AND HOW IT DIFFERS FROM TRADITIONAL RESEARCH

One expert(s)

(e.q. D

sociologists)

TRADITIONAL
RESEARCH

A Research-Practice Partners

nat

. Publishing in
PrOJect-Ba§ed peer-reviewed
Collaboration journals Broad
between ) Knowledge for
Researchers, =P . 2
the field
Nnot
Practitioners Solo work
nip acknowledges and addresses the harms t
es through research processes that ultimatel

nave been done to communiti
nenefit the researcher and its institutions.

Modified from Arce-Trigatti & Lépez Turley, 2021. Research Practice Partnerships Class at Rice University.




LOGIC MODEL OF AN RPP AND HOW IT DIFFERS FROM TRADITIONAL RESEARCH

TRADITIONAL

RESEARCH
PRACTICE
PARTNERSHIP

RESEARCH

One expert(s)

(e.q.
sociologists)

Diverse forms
of expertise

ﬁ

, Publishing in
PrOJect—Ba§ed peer-reviewed
Researchers === ) Knowledge for
' the field
NOt
Practitioners Solo work
Engagement
with research
Long-term &sharing in Practical
collaboration new forms Knowledge for
between > : Improvement
Researchers & . in the Field
. Joint
Practitioners
Work

Modified from Arce-Trigatti & Lépez Turley, 2021. Research Practice Partnerships Class at Rice University.



NATIONAL RESEARCH ON
STUDENT MOBILITY

Consistent conclusion:

Mobility in nearly
every form is harmful
for student outcomes
and this gets worse
with every move

Mobility not only harms
students who leave, but
there's also some
evidence of negative
peer effects for
students who stay

Mobility is not only a
school issue -> Moves
are both by choice
and by policy (i.e,,
evictions), with the latter
being the most harmful
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QUALITATIVE
STUDY

e Why are families moving?
* Why are families staying?

* Best practices to

alleviate the effects of
mobility?

B8 88

SCHOOL-SPECIFIC
ANALYSIS

e Detailed look at
month by month
mobility for individual
students & their
outcomes in St. Louis
schools

REGIONAL
ANALYSIS

Patterns of mobility
across schools in the
city & county across 15
years

Characteristics &
outcomes of student
movement

GEOSPATIAL
MAPPING

e Geospatial mapping
of movement
patterns, census
tract patterns, and
student-level data



PUBLICLY AVAILABLE
DESCRIPTIVE DATA

In 2019, half of STL City
schools had 37% or more of
their students transfer in or out
after the start of the school
year.

“ As an educator, my goal is to develop
kids over the long term, but that
growth has to happen as fast as
possible because | don't know how

long I'm going to have. ”

--Elementary School Teacher

SAINT LOUIS
RESEARCH-
PRACTICE
COLLABORATIVE

January 2023

DESCRIPTIVE OVERVIEW

STUDENT MOBILITY IN SAINT LOUIS

A Shared Challenge for City Schools

Report Prepared by:
Evan Rhinesmith, PhD; Saras Chung, PhD, MSW; Summer Jing; Ryan Delaney;
Dorothy Rohde-Collins; and Rachel Matsumoto

stirpc.org



PUBLICLY AVAILABLE DESCRIPTIVE DATA

Student Mobility by Area
Student Mobility by Area, 2019
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CHALLENGE: DATA MISMATCH

BRIEF 1 AND BRIEF 2 FOUND DIFFERENT STUDENT MOBILITY NUMBERS.
WHO TO TRUST?
HOW TO BUILD TRUST?

STUDENT-LEVEL

LONGITUDINAL
ANALYSIS
e Received state data in STUDENT MOBILITY IN SAINT LOUIS

Decem ber 2022 -*’:5:“jrmlifha]||:a:|g1]afur City Schools | |
e Analysis 1 will be done by end an Rinesmil, PO, 3133 Chung, PO, MSH; S g Ryan Deaney
of spring 2023



PEER REVIEW WITH

SO WHAT DID WE DO? PARTNERED INSTITUTIONS

‘ AN

STUDENT-LEVEL PRIVATE DATA
LONGITUDINAL DATA FROM SLPS




Learnings and Adapations

Moving Forward




CHALLENGES IN 2022

TIMELINES

MEETING DISTRICT TIMELINES WHILE MAINTAINING
DEPTH AND QUALITY OF RESEARCH.

CAPACITY TO ENGAGE

DISTRICT PERSONNEL ARE ALREADY STRETCHED
EDUCATION POLITICS MAY LIMIT ENGAGEMENT
TURNOVER AFFECTS IMPLEMENTATION.

e Delays in developing &
fulfilling data sharing
agreements

e Institutional procedures must
be followed

e Turnover in key members (4
practitioners & 3 researchers)

e Most members are
volunteering time and have
other full-time roles.



