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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.

MISSION MULTI-INSTITUTIONAL
TO UNDERSTAND SHARED CHALLENGES IN OUR REGIONS'  SCHOOLS

STL SCHOOL RESEARCH-PRACTICE COLLABORATIVE 
(SRPC)
CONDUCTING PRACTITIONER-LED RESEARCH FOR STL CITY SCHOOLS

THERE ARE OVER 50 EDUCATIONAL RPPS IN THE COUNTRY

OUR FUNDERS
James S. McDonnell Foundation (JSMF)
Local STL Family Foundation



STUDENT
MOBILITY 
WAS IDENTIFIED
BY EDUCATORS
AS A PILOT
TOPIC TO STUDY
ACROSS 
ST. LOUIS CITY
SCHOOLS

UNKNOWN REASONS FOR
STUDENT MOBILITY
Pract i t ioners need to know the root causes
behind student mobi l i ty  to al locate their  t ime and
resources ef fect ively.

NEGATIVE IMPACTS ON SCHOOL
CULTURE
Mobi l i ty  negat ively impacts student social  and
emotional  adjustment and relat ionship
development;  students start  to feel  school  is
"opt ional" .

MISSING STUDENT HISTORY
Students sometimes transfer wi th no transcr ipt  or
documents detai l ing what they have learned;
teachers may need to arbi t rar i ly  assign grades.SR
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SRPC: A Different Way of Doing Research1
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TODAY'S
OBJECTIVES Data and Building Trust: Student Mobility

Learning and Adapting to Move Forward

Questions | Comments



Why Trust and Why an SRPC?



We need commitment.1.
We require reciprocity.2.
We know relationships matter.3.
We seek communication.4.



Why are practioners wary of
researchers?



potential short-term gain1.
potential long-term economic loss2.
negative relationship consequences3.
negative reputational
consequences

4.

Consequences for breaking trust:



We  must spend time to understand the problem.



Leaders help schools by
Recognizing two inescapable truths1.

the quality of an educational system cannot exceed the quality of its
teachers and leaders

a.

the most essential way to improve student outcomes is to improve
instruction

b.

Focusing relentlessly on teaching, learning, and leading by2.
setting and monitoring progress toward clear, non-negotiable goals for
teaching and learning

a.

strategically aligning resources and improvement efforts with their goalsb.
  Creating cultures and systems that support continuous improvement3.

using data to highlight bright spots and opportunities for improvementa.
making it okay for practitioners to ask questions/expose weaknessesb.



What advantages and
limitations are made present
with school research-practice

partnerships?





Practitioners need...
Clear opportunities of what it presents to
collaborate with data
Support to use data (understand it, apply the
implications) 
Collaboration
Data people in schools
Others involved in this type of work
Ethical use of student data



Why Trust and Why an SRPC?





 Research is already
happening every day

by teachers and school
leaders



Teachers have many
demands on their time





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







How is trust gained among practitioners and researchers? 1.
How is trust lost among practitioners and researchers?2.



Research Process (Building Trust)
Research Questions are driven by School
Partners

1.

Data is provided one time, by the State of
Missouri 

2.

Initial results are provided 3.
Feedback is given, and results are revised4.
Findings are translated into policies,
programs, and practices 

5.



Research Process (Trust Built)
Research Questions are driven by School
Partners

1.

Data is provided continuously by the district2.
Initial results are provided 3.
Feedback is given, and results are revised4.
Findings are translated into policies,
programs, and practices 

5.



1. Who transfers?
Explore student-, school-, and neighborhood-level
characteristics
Explore student transfer types (e.g., within-district; outside-
district)
Explore transfers across urban and suburban areas

2. Where do students transfer to?
Transfers across city and county 
Transfers across dimensions of income and race

3. Why do students transfer?
Risk factors at any given time 

4. When (how soon) do students transfer?
Risk factors over time



Missouri Department of Elementary and Secondary Education
(DESE) 

DESE provided student enrollment, discipline, and test score
datasets 
School-level datasets, Including school-level test scores, are
publicly released in the DESE website

American Community Survey Data (ACS)
ACS releases neighborhood-level datasets in public



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





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



Predictors of mobility?
Experiencing housing instability
Being in high school 
Being from a minoritized racial group
(e.g, Black students)
Receiving Special education services
Check out the brief for more!





St. Louis City
Math achievement levels ELA achievement levels



Math achievement levels ELA achievement levels
St. Louis City





How might work with practitioners to translate research into
practice? 

1.

What might the implications of this research be?2.



Practice

HOW WILL THIS AFFECT
ST. LOUIS CITY STUDENTS?

Rigorous 
Research

DRIVING & 
INFORMING

Knowledge without practice is useless. 
Practice without knowledge is dangerous.

- Confucius

To learn more, visit stlrpc.org
Sign up for our newsletter. 
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Modified from Arce-Trigatti & López Turley, 2021. Research Practice Partnerships Class at Rice University. 

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

A Research-Practice Partnership acknowledges and addresses the harms that
have been done to communities through research processes that ultimately
benefit the researcher and its institutions.
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Long-term
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Engagement
with research
& sharing in
new forms

Diverse forms 
of expertise

Practical
Knowledge for
Improvement

in the Field
Joint 
work



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



Why are families moving?

Why are families staying?

Best practices to
alleviate the effects of
mobility?

QUALITATIVE
STUDY

SCHOOL-SPECIFIC
ANALYSIS

REGIONAL
ANALYSIS

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

Characteristics &
outcomes of student
movement 

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

GEOSPATIAL
MAPPING

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

RE
SE

A
RC

H 
O

V
ER

V
IE

W



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.

37%

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

--Elementary School Teacher
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PUBLICLY AVAILABLE DESCRIPTIVE DATA

Compared to similar-sized cities and surrounding
counties, St. Louis City had the highest average
student mobility rates in 2019. 

Though student mobility rates have decreased
over time, STL City schools have the highest in
the state, even when compared to Kansas City.



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

STUDENT-LEVEL
LONGITUDINAL

ANALYSIS
Received state data in
December 2022
Analysis 1 will be done by end
of spring 2023



SO WHAT DID WE DO?

STUDENT-LEVEL
LONGITUDINAL DATA

PRIVATE DATA
FROM SLPS

PEER REVIEW WITH
PARTNERED INSTITUTIONS



Learnings and Adapations 
Moving Forward



CHALLENGES IN 2022

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

TIMELINES
MEETING DISTRICT TIMELINES WHILE MAINTAINING
DEPTH AND QUALITY OF RESEARCH. 

Delays in developing &
ful f i l l ing data shar ing
agreements

Inst itut ional  procedures must
be fol lowed

Turnover in key members (4
pract it ioners & 3  researchers)  

Most members are
volunteering t ime and have
other ful l -t ime roles .  


