
A Journey toward  
Great Schools for All  
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}Theological grounding  

ƁGodõs sovereignty 

ƁChrist transforming culture   
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}PC(USA) Statements 

Ɓ1950 ð Public school integral to American life  

Ɓ1961 ð Public education and poverty  

Ɓ1972 ð Statement on education  

Ɓ1987 ð Call to Church Involvement in the Renewal 
of Public Education  

Ɓ2010 ð òLoving Our Neighbors: Equity and Quality in 
Public Educationó 
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ü46 % of children live in poverty  
 

ü2nd  highest poverty rate in nation  
 

ü>80% RCSD students qualify for free 
or reduced price lunch  
 

üCombined with 45% graduation rate 
in city (lower for minorities), 
unacceptable for communityõs 
future  
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} For optimal learning, school 
buildings should have no 
more than 40% FRPL students  

 

} Once the number of FRPL 
students exceeds 53%, a 
school building begins to 
fail.  

 

FRPL =  

Free or Reduced - priced Lunch  
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}Small group from UPT exploring problems 
with urban schools  

}Read Gerald Grant book, Hope and Despair in 
the American City , and were motivated to act  

}Asked what we could learn from Raleigh that 
might be applied in Rochester  

}Further motivated by GradNation  
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}Expanded our group beyond UPT  

ƁEven beyond Presbyterians!  

}Obtained funds from The Community 
Foundation for 2 - way exchange with Raleigh  
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}Beth Laidlaw  

}Corni  Labrum  

}John Thomas  

}Don Pryor  

}Lynette Sparks  

}Michael Ford  

}Mark Hare  

}Diane Larter  

}Larry Marx  

}Clay Osborne  

}Dorelis Osborne  
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}Parents whose children have graduated from or are 
still in suburban, urban and private schools  

 

}Community members, tutors, and educators from 
the faith community  

 

}Leaders from non - profit agencies  

 

}Business Leaders  

 

} Journalists  
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}Representatives of elected officials  

}School board members or administrators  

}School district employees  

}Advocates for a specific solution  
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}Individual children   can overcome the effects 
of poverty  

 

}Individual schools  can overcome the effects 
of poverty  

 

}But what about school districts  and  systems 
and  populations of children ?? 
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}Going to a high - poverty school, or a highly 
segregated school , profoundly affects students õ 
achievement outcomes, above and beyond the 
effect of his or her individual poverty or minority 
status.  

 

}Both the racial/ethnic and social class composition 
of a studentõs school are approximately 150% more 
important than a studentõs individual race/ethnicity 
or social class on educational outcomes.  
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üAdministrators        (current and former)  

üBoard Members   (current and former)  

üMayors        (current and former)  

üTeachers and Students in 3 Schools  

üParents  

üCivil Rights Leaders  

üBusiness Leaders  

ü Journalists  

üClergy Members  
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}Socioeconomic balance/40% cap is key  

ƁRaleigh did through 35 Magnet Schools and voluntary 
choice  

}All students can learn; good public schools for all  

}Disparities reduced without negative impacts on 
middle class  

ƁAlmost 70% Raleigh graduation rate for low - income and 
minority students  

}Clear relationship between good public schools 
and economic development impact  

}Focus on strong leaders and teachers in schools  
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Community Leaders Built Consensus around 

Great Schools  

ü Targeted Resources     

VEconomic Diversity Cap ð 40% is key  

VMagnetized Schools  

VYear Round Option  

VSet High Bar  

VFocus on Professional Development  
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}All kids can learn  

}All students need access to good public schools, 
regardless of zip code  

}Classroom diversity  

}RCSD overall performance levels unacceptable if 
community is to survive and thrive; must have 
strong central core  

}Solutions must involve entire community; city 
canõt solve by itself 

}Create strong magnet schools of choice that 
attract students from city and suburbs; beyond 
ability of individual districts to provide alone  
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