THE UNIVERSITY OF URBAN
cHICAGO UEl:=ese

- Consortium on Chicago School Research




—_— chools £
EDUCATION '
UEIINSTITUTE CHARTER SCHOOL

\ Teacher/Leader i
o | ChicagoUTEP
CONSORTIUM ON

H B B B
Applied E R E R CHICAGO SCHOOL RESEARCH
H.Eﬁ'E'EI"I:h H H H B AT THE UNIVERSITY OF CHICAGCY
EEEN URBAN EDUCATION INSTITUTE
Innovation .
and Tools — CCST

/ \ \ Districts

Schoods

Students Teachers

+ Committee on Education
* Interdisciplinary research

» Interactions with practice

THE UNLVERSITY OF ! EI . CONSORTIUM
N CHICA
cHicaGo UEI ...




Intersection of Research, Practice and

Policy

(1) Using research evidence to improve
schools, influence policy (CCSR)

(2) Training teachers and leaders (UTEP)

(3) Creating reliably excellent schools
(University Charter School/4 sites)

(4) Conducting Interdisciplinary research
on education and learning (COE)
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SIX WILL GET A COLLEGE DEGREE

By Jodi 5. Cohen
and Darnell Little
Tribune staff reporiers

OF every 100 freshimen entering
a Chicago public high school,
anly about six will earn & bache-
Lor's degees by the time they'ne in
the b mid-20s, according toa first-
of-its-kind study released Thurs-
day by the Consortinm an Chica-
g0 School Research.

The prospects are aven worse

for African-Americanand Latino
male freshmen, who anly have
ahout a & percent chanee of ob-
{nining a bachebor's degree by the
time they're 25,

The study, which tracked Chi-
cage high school students who
eradunted in 1990 and 19569, also
foaind that making 1t to college
doesn't ensure success: OF the
city public school studenis who
went to a four-year college, only
about &5 percent earned a bache-

Y OF

o

UEI

lor's degree within six vears,
companid with 64 percent nation:
ally

Researchers say they'ne no ex-
actly sure why Chicago schools
alummni graduate from college in
such low numbsers, but that poor
preparation during high school
ant oo few resources at the col-
lege level contribute to the prob-
lem

=Just focusing on getting kids
to survive in high school isn't go-

URBAN
EDUCATION
INSTITUTE

ing to be enough,” said study oo-
vine Allenswarth, a re
segrcher at the consortiom, a
group that works closely with
Chicago Public Schoals, “This re
port ralses a lot of sswes that the
colleges need to struggle with."
Schoals chiel Arne Dunean
sald the grim statistics ouilined
in the report and the variation in
the college rates among ¢ity high
schools (8 no surprise—it's what
iz driving massive private invest-

ment in high school reform.

“When students here are un
prepared for college or the world
of work, they are condemned io
social failure,” he sid, *We'ne
dolng everything we can o dra-
matically change the high school
experienoe for our teenagers.”

Among other findings

B Students who graduated
from high school with a grade

PLEASE SEE GRADUATES, PAGE &

!

ABOUT THE STUDY
Six In 100 Chicago pulblic
high schoal freshmen will
receive a bachelor's de-
gree by the age of 25, ac-
cording 1o a study that
tracked 15998 and 1999
high school graduates,
MORE INSIDE

B Two similar sChoots
with not-so-similar levels
of success preparing kids
for college. PAGE &




Of 100 13 year-
olds, how
many....

Graduate high
school by age

19
Enter a 4 year

college within
one year after
high school

Graduate from
a four year
college within 6
years (by age
24 or 25)
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ago School Research (CCSR)

» Using data to inform school district;
influencing Chicago and national
reform over 20 years

* Research in search of solutions

* Honest, independent, longitudinal

* High technical quality and accessible

* Inspiring creation of other consortia



CCSR: The Search for Solutions
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Problem |dentification
Why Do Some Schools Improve While Others Stagnate?

Reading Score Trends in Improving versus Stagnating Schools
(lowa Tests of Basic Skills)

B Top Quartile-Schools with highest positive trends (n=118)

45%, — Bottom Quartile-Schools with lowest or negative trends (n=118)
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Problem Identification

Why Do Some Schools Improve While Others Stagnate?
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Mathematics Score Trends in Improving versus Stagnating
Schools (lowa Tests of Basic Skills)

B Top Quartile-Schools with highest positive trends (n=117)
459, — Bottom Quartile-Schools with lowest or negative trends (n=118)
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Problem |dentification
Even Some of the Most Disadvantaged Schools Improve

Stagnation or Substantial Improvement in Reading by Race/Ethnicity and Socioeconomic Status of Students and
Their Communities
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Research
Compiling and Maintaining a Data Archive

 District data on every student in CPS
— Beginning in 1992
— Administrative records
— Test scores

* Surveys of every teacher, student, and
principal

CCS5Tr



The 5 Essential Supports for School
Improvement

. Ambitious Instruction

. Professional Capacity

. Learning Climate

. Family and Community Ties
. School Leadership

OO A WODN -
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Research

Robust Predictors of Future Improvement Exist
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Schools Strong in the 5 Essentials Are 10 Times More
Likely to Improve Substantially
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Research
Robust Predictors of Future Stagnation Exist

Schools Weak in the 5 Essentials Are Much Less Likely to
Stagnate
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The Essential Supports for School Improvement
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Anthony S. Bryk,
Penny Bender Sebring,
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Stuart Luppescu,

and John Q. Easton

Organizing Schools
for Improvement

Lessons from Chicago
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CPS/CCSR My Voice, My School Survey Results sl

2011 Survey Results
Public CPS Elementary School

Iatroduction What do students and teachers say about Public Elementary?

In spring 2011 teachars and studants across CFS participated In the My
Explore Survey Results School, My Voice survay, which askad guestions about thelr schoal’s oultura
and cdimata. Public Elamentary’s performance an the 5 Essentlals (fg. 1)

Fublic CPS Elementary Schoal
Onvarall Performance on the 5 Essandals

cummarzIes Its students” and teachers’ answears to those suryey guestions as
View & Print Reports they ralate to the 5 Essentlals.
i S e S - ' Instructional Professional
Euwev — ()] | §s amean ry IS parcially urgamza or improvemeant. Lﬂldﬂr’llp Capal:lhl’
Tna 5 Essantlals can Idantify whathar ar nat a schaal 15 argan Zad for
mprovement. [n fact, schoo's E[rang on mr2e or mare aff these essentials sre ﬂ-‘l’EfﬂgE ﬂ"l"ErﬂgE
Invite Others 10 Himes more iikely £ improvea studant 'E\:‘u."lﬁ:‘l_i than schaals weak In thres or
mors. Ambitious
Instruction
Help - -

Average
Explore the Results

Explare the Sunsy Rasults to se8 Fublic Elamentary's performance an the 5
Essentlals, the main concepis underlying the 5 Essentials [measuras), and
nalvidual surdey guesiins und2riying €acn measure.

Thea 5 Essantals were daveloped oy the Consortium on c.hlcagl:l School L LT _ ANEE;'E I 5[r':I'|';
Research [CCSR) at the University of Chicago Urban Education Low Response

Institute, in partnersnip with Ehl(agﬂ Fublic Schools. Research detalled in
:ﬂiﬂlz g Schools for Impravemant: Lessons fram Chicaga (Bryk, Sabr ng,
Allensworth, Luppasou, Easton: 2010}, dentifies Instructional Leadership,
Profassional Capadity, Family and Communlty Ties, Lea rming Climate, and
Ambltlous Instruction as tha key ||'I|;||'E|j ants of effactive schools. Over the last 1
20 wears, CCSKE has linked thase 5 Essantals to a number of Important stedent SLIWE.? HE;FD'EH Rates for Public EIEII‘IBI'HIH;

Figure 1.

and schaal outcames. Respondent Response Rate (CPS)
Students 95.2% 1 78%)
Teachers 94.3% 1 S2%)



View & Print Reports

survey Detalls

Invite Others

Help

5E Overall: Net = 0, Partially crganized

Imstructional Leadership {average)

* Professional Capacity {average)

Family & Community Ties {strong)
# Learning Climate {nesds support)

= Ambitious Instruction (awerage}

1 o Nt 3-5

Net 3-5 Mt 1-2 Fook O
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What are these results based on?

Sooing

Crgan ized

Professional
Capacity

average

Instructional
Leadership

average

Ambitious

Instruction
‘rﬂge

This school's overall performance 5 based on the 5 Essentials shown below. Jick the } ta learmm more about each Essential and

its underlying concepts {measuras).

Essential

Instructional Leadership

In schoals with streng Instructional Leadership, pecple, programs,
and resources are focused an a vislen for sustained improvement.

Professional Capacity

In schoals with streng Professional Capacity, adults work together
as a community to promote professional growth and create an

atmaspheare of collaboration.

Family and Community Ties

In schoals with streng Family and Community Ties, there are
strong relabionships with students' families and the surrounding

COMmmunity.

Essential Performance
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ago School Research (CCSR)

» Using data to inform school district;
influencing Chicago and national
reform over 20 years

* Research in search of solutions

* Honest, independent, longitudinal

* High technical quality and accessible

* Inspiring creation of other consortia
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