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The power of naming

People like to “name” the cause of poor educational 

outcomes by many names.

Many of them are just out of line  

Some a single grain of truth 

Some are obvious: budgetary
Rumplestiltskin



A VERY Strong Predictor? Socioeconomics!
The strength of the data from research: SAD truth

More likely: to graduate, be employed, just by attending a school of low poverty

22 times more likely to be successful!
http://www.prrac.org/pdf/annotated_bibliography_on_school_poverty_concentration.pdf

https://tcf.org/assets/downloads/tcf-districtprofiles.pdf

http://www.prrac.org/pdf/annotated_bibliography_on_school_poverty_concentration.pdf
https://tcf.org/assets/downloads/tcf-districtprofiles.pdf


Sad truth: More time providing for expenses, so less available

Source: 1988 National Educational Longitudinal Study data on PTA membership, cited in Richard D. Kahlenberg, All Together Now: Creating Middle-Class 

Schools through Public School Choice (Washington, D.C.: Brookings Institution Press, 2001), 62; Parent and Family Involvement in Education, 2006-07 School 

Year, (Washington, D.C.,: National Center for Education Statistics, August 2008), 9, Table 3 (volunteer and committee service). NCES considers students living 

in households with incomes below the poverty threshold to be poor, or low-SES. Both studies gauge parental involvement based on the socioeconomic status

of students—not schools. 



Statistics of Montgomery County, MD

Figure numbers are from source:  https://tcf.org/assets/downloads/tcf-Schwartz.pdf    p. 18 and p. 20

https://tcf.org/assets/downloads/tcf-Schwartz.pdf


Dilution beat even targeted approach

Figure numbers are from source:  https://tcf.org/assets/downloads/tcf-Schwartz.pdf    p. 24

https://tcf.org/assets/downloads/tcf-Schwartz.pdf


Do results carry over elsewhere? Yes! 

David Rusk, “Classmates Count: A study of the interrelationship between socioeconomic background and standardized test scores of 4th 

grade pupils in the Madison Dane County public schools,”, July 5, 2002 found at 

http://www.schoolinfosystem.org/archives/Unifiedfinalreport.pdf

In 2002 Madison, WI, Rusk found, “for every 1% increase in middle class classmates, the 
average low-income 4th grade pupil’s test scores improved 

* 0.64 percentage point in reading; 
* 0.50 percentage point in language; 
* 0.72 percentage point in math; 
* 0.80 percentage point in science; and 
* 0.74 percentage point in social studies. “



How is my kid affected?
Gains NOT at my child’s expense

Middle class majority sets tone

So Districts set target range

Irresistible magnets used wisely

https://tcf.org/assets/downloads/tcf-districtprofiles.pdf

https://tcf.org/assets/downloads/tcf-districtprofiles.pdf


American education at its best!

BOTH groups learn new perspectives

https://tcf.org/assets/downloads/tcf-districtprofiles.pdf

https://tcf.org/assets/downloads/tcf-districtprofiles.pdf


So, housing policy is school policy….
     ….but can be less so

Powerful magnet schools (many districts)
Universal magnets schools with economic balance(Cambridge, MA) 

Balance poverty (La Crosse, WI)
Reserving % of spots 



Green Bay metropolitan household median income from US Census

Source:    https://project.wnyc.org/median-income-nation/?#12/44.5005/-88.0149

GB median:  $43,063

Actual data vary within color band



Let these findings mold Task Force 
recommendations!
Don’t add to problem

Diffuse

Increase learning one step at a time!


