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Introduction

The California Dropout Research Project (CDRP) was established to synthesize existing research and undertake new research to inform policymakers and the larger public about the nature of—and effective solutions to—the dropout problem in California.  The first phase of the project began on December 1, 2006 and was funded by The Bill and Melinda Gates Foundation, the William and Flora Hewlett Foundation, the James Irvine Foundation, and the Walter S. Johnson Foundation.  A second phase of the project was begun on November 1, 2008 and was funded by The William and Flora Hewlett Foundation, the James Irvine Foundation, and the Walter S. Johnson Foundation.  

The third phase of the project was begun on April 1, 2010 and funded by The William and Flora Hewlett Foundation and the James Irvine Foundation.  This phase of the project was completed on December 30, 2012.  This report covers activities through that period.  

Objectives and Outcomes 

The original project was undertaken to produce new and useful research that would inform policymakers, educators and the general public about the nature of the dropout crisis in California and help the state develop a meaningful policy agenda to address the problem.  To achieve these objectives, the project has engaged in three activities:

· Research.  The project supports two types of research studies:  Research reports, which are commissioned studies conducted by leading scholars, that address four facets of the dropout problem:  (a) the magnitude and nature of the problem, (b) the economic and social consequences of the problem, (c) the causes of the problem, and (d) solutions to the problem; and statistical briefs, which are short statistical studies conducted by CDRP staff that address more specific questions about some facet of the dropout problem.  

· Policy.  The project established a Policy Committee composed of policymakers, educators, scholars, and a community activist (see Table 1) that formulated a policy agenda and issued a report in February 2008.  The project is now working with legislators and their staff as well as advocacy groups to help implement that agenda.

· Dissemination.  The project works to disseminate its work and build public awareness about the seriousness of the dropout issue in California by: issuing a series of research reports, policy briefs and statistical briefs; creating a website to publicize the project, its publications, and information from other dropout activities from across the U.S.; publicizing its work through the media; making presentations to local, state, and national organizations about the working of the project; and collaborating with other stakeholder organizations to advance the policy agenda.  

Progress 

To date the project has achieved a number of outcomes that have had a great impact on the visibility and substantive work regarding high school dropouts in California:

· Publications.  The project has produced a total of 98 publications to date, with 34 produced over this grant period:  

· 19 commissioned research reports

· 19 4-page Policy Briefs based on the completed research reports

· 15 Statistical Briefs

· A 24-page Policy Committee Report, which was released on February 27, 2008

· In 2009, 17 City Profiles documenting the fiscal impact of dropouts on 16 California cities and on the State were published; in 2012 27 updated and new City Profiles documenting the fiscal impact of dropouts on 26 California cities and on the State were published;

· Printed copies of the first 15 Policy Briefs that were mailed to a list of 800 persons, including all county and district superintendents in the state, all state legislators, and all members of the State Board of Education;

· Printed copies of all the Policy Briefs and Statistical Briefs that have been mailed to a VIP list of 80 major education stakeholders in California and across the U.S.;

· Website.  A CDRP logo was designed and a project website was launched on May 1, 2007 that to date has had more than 300,000 visitors and has averaged 4300 visits per month over the last three years (see Figure 1);

· More than 93,000 copies of the 98 CDRP publications (including almost 7,000 copies of the Policy Committee Report) have been downloaded from the CDRP website over the last five years (as of October 5, 2012) since the project implemented a document counter on October 5, 2007 (see Table 2);

· Policy Development.  Senator Darrell Steinberg established the Senate Select Committee on High School Graduation in December 2007 and CDRP researchers presented their research findings in all five hearings of the committee;

· Assemblymember Alyson Huber established the California State Assembly Select Committee on Lowering California's High School Dropout Rates in August 2009 and Professor Rumberger testified at the first hearing and third hearings; 

· Assemblymember Roger Hernandez established the Assembly Select Committee on Post-Secondary Access and Matriculation in 2012 and Professor Rumberger testified at one hearing on March 2, 2012;

· Legislation.  Over the last five years, five bills incorporating recommendations from the CDRP Policy Committee Report have been introduced in the state legislature (three over this grant period) and four of those have become law (see list of bills in Table 3).  

· Media.  The project has generated considerable media attention, with television clips appearing on major news channels in Los Angeles, San Francisco and Sacramento with more than 30 articles and editorials appearing in such major daily California newspapers (See Tables 4 and 5) 
· The project has also generated national media attention:

· On April 28, 2009, a full-page story written about the project also appeared in the national education newspaper, Education Week;

· On September 19, 2008, Fox News aired an interview with Professor Rumberger on the national news;

· On September 24, 2009, the CDRP report on the costs of juvenile crime was featured on the Lou Dobbs program;
 

· On June 16, 2011, an article on dropouts that appeared in Education Week referenced the CDPR report, Why Students Drop Out of School.

· In 2012, Professor Rumberger was featured on two NPR stories on dropouts and one WNPR one-hour program that also featured Secretary of Education, Arne Duncan;

· As of November 27, 2012, four CDRP reports are featured on the website, American Graduate: Let’s Make It Happen, a multi-year public media initiative by the Corporation for Public Broadcasting.

· Professor Rumberger has written three op-ed articles on the project and the research findings that were published in leading newspapers in the state:

· “Seeking Solutions to the Dropout Crisis,” Sacramento Bee, July 12, 2007

· “Middle school critical to students’ success in high school, San Jose Mercury News, June 26, 2008

· “The conversation: Fewer and fewer high school students make to their graduation,” Sacramento Bee, September 14, 2008

· Presentations.  Professor Rumberger has made over 50 presentations to scholars, policymakers, advocacy groups, and the general public over the six years of the project (including 17 over this last grant period) to develop public awareness of the project and of the dropout crisis in California at the local, state, national, and international levels (for a complete list, see Table 6). In addition, for the past three years Professor Rumberger has participated in the Urban Education Dialog, a group of 18 California superintendents from large, urban districts (San Diego, Long Beach, San Jose) who meet quarterly in San Diego to discuss challenges facing urban districts.

· Collaboration.  The project has collaborated with a number of organizations to advance its policy agenda and to achieve the goal of building public awareness.  To promote collaboration, Professor Rumberger convened two meetings in Sacramento (August 24, 2012 and November 12, 2012) of dropout stakeholders that included:

· California Department of Education (http://www.cde.ca.gov/index.asp); 

· Office of State Senate President pro Tem Darrell Steinberg (http://sd06.senate.ca.gov/); 

· The California Mayor’s Education Roundtable (http://www.camayors.org/)

· PICO California (http://www.picocalifornia.org/);

· Fight Crime, Invest in Kids California (http://www.fightcrime.org/state/California);  

· United Ways of California (http://www.unitedwaysca.org/); 

· College Board (http://www.collegeboard.org/); 

· California Arts Council (http://cac.ca.gov/index.php);

· California State PTA (http://www.capta.org/); 

· ConnectEd (http://connectedcalifornia.org/); 

· Children Now (http://www.childrennow.org/index.php/); 

· Ed Trust—West (http://www.edtrust.org/west); 

· America’s Edge California (http://www.americasedge.org/what-we-support/california/);

· California Business for Education Excellence (http://www.cbeefoundation.org/); 

· Los Angeles Chamber of Commerce (http://www.lachamber.com/);

· Civic Enterprises (http://www.civicenterprises.net/). 

Challenges and Obstacles


There have been a number of challenges confronting this project since its inception, including the third phase of the project that just concluded.  

First, the extent of the work has been constrained by the available funding.  The project began with substantial support from four major foundations.  This funding supported the production of a large number of research reports, policy briefs, and statistical briefs during the first two years of the project.  It also supported the development of the policy report.  Finally, it supported the development of the website, the printing and mailing of all of the reports to all California school districts, the hiring of a public relations firm to assure substantial press coverage of all CDRP activities and publications.  Most of this work was further supported in the second phase of the project.  But with less funding, the extent and scope of activities was reduced in the third phase of the project.  Some exciting new work was begun in the third phase, particularly the development of interactive maps to display the concentration of dropout and graduation rates among counties and districts in the state, and the development of interactive graphs to visually display the distribution of school and district graduation rates and to identify districts with graduation rates above and below the level expected given their demographics.  It would have been useful to undertake more of that work.  And only two new research reports were commissioned when additional reports would have been useful.

Second, the original project focused on addressing the dropout issue in California primarily at the state level by producing and disseminating research findings statewide and by developing a policy agenda.  The latter was accomplished in the first phase by producing the CDRP Policy Report.  Almost 2,000 printed copies and almost 7,000 electronic copies of the report have been distributed since its publication in February 2008.  That report made a series of recommendations on what local schools, school districts, and the state could do to address the dropout crisis.  As noted earlier, some of the state-level recommendations, specifically those related to improving the state data and accountability systems have led to legislation (see Table 3), the centerpiece of the state recommendations called for the state to establish a group of “lighthouse” districts that would implement and evaluate proven dropout strategies with the support of experienced technical assistance (TA) providers.  That recommendation has yet to be acted on, in part, because of the current budget crisis, but also because of a lack of interest within the California Department of Education.  

The federal government provided funding for education as part of the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 (ARRA), including $650 million in the Investing in Innovation Fund (i3) “to provide competitive grants to applicants with a record of improving student achievement and attainment in order to expand the implementation of, and investment in, innovative practices that are demonstrated to have an impact on improving student achievement or student growth, closing achievement gaps, decreasing dropout rates, increasing high school graduation rates, or increasing college enrollment and completion rates.”
  To move ahead with addressing the state’s dropout crisis, CDRP helped to create a partnership with a group of school districts, TA providers, universities, and cities in California, which joined with partnerships in two other states—Arizona and North Carolina—to submit a $36 million i3 application in May 2010.  Unfortunately, the grant was not funded.

To date, Professor Rumberger has been unsuccessful in finding school districts willing to collaborate on the development and implementation of dropout prevention efforts, despite giving numerous talks and presentations around the state.  Yet a number of stakeholders who are engaged in efforts to improve graduation rates in California have come together twice in the last six months and seem interested in at least sharing information about each others’ efforts.


Third, Professor Rumberger has joined an international group of scholars—the International Research Network on Youth Education and Training (IRNYET)—which has held a number of meetings throughout the world on the topic of dropouts.  The initial work focused on documenting the role of the secondary school systems of various countries in preparing students for employment and further education.  This work resulted in an edited volume, School Dropout and Completion: International Comparative Studies in Theory and Policy, published in 2010 by Springer.  The IRNYET has now embarked on a new phase of work by developing an international longitudinal study of adolescent youth and their preparation for college, work, and civic engagement in major cities throughout the industrialized world.  Currently, 11 countries in Europe, Canada, Australia, Asia, and the U.S. are participating, including the cities of Melbourne, Montreal, Bordeaux, Barcelona, Hong Kong, and New Work.  The research group has also secured the cooperation of the OECD to utilize the assessments from the Programme for International Student Assessment (PISA), an ongoing international study conducted by the OECD used to evaluate education systems worldwide.   This study will provide unprecedented insight on how educational paths and achievement impacts students’ education and career trajectories, civic engagement, and overall adult well-being. Its comparative nature offers the opportunity to identify policies and practices that promote students’ economic and civic inclusion as they transition out of secondary education and a unique opportunity to measure the relationship between students’ performance in PISA and their future outcomes.  Unfortunately, no California cities have expressed an interest in participating in this valuable study and, at this point, there is no funding to support their involvement.

Lessons learned  


The main lesson learned from this work is that is much easier to produce and disseminate useful information about the nature of the dropout problem than it is to actively engage in formulating and implementing solutions.  Even formulating solutions at the state level in the form of enacting policy is easier than getting meaningful work done at the local level.  That’s not to say that no work is being done at the local level to address the state’s dropout crisis.  Recent increases in the state’s graduation rate suggest that educators have taken to heart the importance of getting more students to complete high school and that, students themselves are increasing their efforts to earn a high school diploma.  The Linked Learning Initiative supported by Irvine is also likely to help demonstrate the value of a rigorous and comprehensive model of high school reform centered on career and technical education.  But statewide, progress to address the dropout crisis has been uneven and many districts and schools could benefit from collaborations with knowledgeable and committed researchers.  There are already examples such partnerships, like the California Collaborative on District Reform, that could be used as a model for developing a partnership focused on addressing the dropout crisis.
   

Unintended outcomes


The only unintended outcomes to date have been the links between this project and other dropout activities.  One has been the links between this project, which focuses primarily on the dropout problem in California, and national and international efforts on dropouts.  For example, as noted above, Professor Rumberger has made several presentations at national events, such as the May 9, 2007 National Summit on the Silent Epidemic, and two presentations at the National Conference of State Legislatures in January 2008.  Dr. Rumberger has also been working with the staff of Representative George Miller, Chair of the House Education Committee, on revisions to the No Child Left Behind Act in the area of dropouts.  That work may have a direct benefit to the development of policy ideas for the current project.  In addition, Professor Rumberger has been participating with IRNYET at the international level, and has made presentations on dropouts to this group, as well as meetings and conferences in Gothenberg, Sweden, and Barcelona.  

Effect of grant on your organization


This grant has been of critical importance in sustaining the work of the California Dropout Research Project.  Since its inception, the Irvine Foundation has been the largest and most consistent supporter of the project so it deserves substantial credit for the project’s impact and success.

Final comments


The project has made a significant contribution to addressing the dropout problem in California because of the extent and quality of the research, the expertise and dedication of the Policy Committee, and the efforts to collaborate with researchers, educators, and policymakers.  But there is much more that needs to get done, especially with developing, implementing, and evaluating dropout interventions in the most challenging and low-capacity districts.  Professor Rumberger will continue to seek funding to support this important work and keep the project going forward.  

Table 1.  Policy Committee

To develop a policy agenda, the project established a Policy Committee.  Seven members were recruited to serve on the committee:  two policymakers, two educators (one county superintendent and one district superintendent), two scholars, and one community activist.  The members of the committee were selected because they were knowledgeable and respected members of their professions and give the committee legitimacy among the various education stakeholders.  The following individuals served on the committee:

· State Senator Darrell Steinberg, Democrat , Senate District 6 (Sacramento), who is also Chair of the Select Committee on High School Graduation

· State Assemblywoman Jean Fuller, Republican, Assembly District 32, who previously served as District Superintendent of Bakersfield Unified School District;

· David W. Gordon, Sacramento County Superintendent of Schools and a member of the Governor's Advisory Committee on Education Excellence

· Rowena Lagrosa, Superintendent, Moreno Valley Unified School District and former Superintendent of LAUSD Local District 5

· Gary Orfield, Professor of Education and co-Director of the Civil Rights Project/El Proyecto de CRP at UCLA

· Lorraine McDonnell, Professor of Political Science at UC Santa Barbara and author of several studies on policy instruments—the mechanisms that policymakers can use to affect change in schools.
   

· Marqueece Harris-Dawson, Executive Director, Community Coalition, a Los Angeles institution created in 1990 to “transform the social and economic conditions that foster addiction, crime, violence, and poverty by building a permanent community institute involving thousands of people in creating, influencing, and changing public policy.”

Table 2.  Publications and Download Counts October 6, 2007 thru October 5, 2012

	Research Reports and Policy Briefs
	Report/  Brief

	1. The Economic Losses from High School Dropouts in California (August 2007)
by Clive Belfield and Henry Levin
	1226/ 1187

	2. The Return on Investment for Improving California’s High School Graduation Rate (August 2007) by Clive Belfield and Henry Levin
	656/     712

	3. Does State Policy Help or Hurt the Dropout Problem in California? (October 2007)
by Thomas Timar, Manuelito Biag, and Michael Lawson
	688/     676

	4. Can Combining Academic and Career-Technical Education Improve High School Outcomes in California? (November 2007) by Patricia Clark, Charles Dayton, David Stern, Susan Tidyman, and Alan Weisberg
	585/     611

	5. Student and School Predictors of High School Graduation in California (December 2007)   by Russell Rumberger and Brenda Arellano
	862/     875

	6. California Schools that Beat the Odds in High School Graduation (December 2007)
by Miguel Socias, Lenay Dunn, Thomas Parrish, Mari Muraki, and LaRena Woods
	804/     866

	7. Alternative Pathways to High School Graduation: An International Comparison
(January 2008) by Stephen Lamb
	687/     680

	8. Giving A Student Voice to California’s Dropout Crisis (March 2008)
by Margaret Bridges, Stefan Brauckmann, Oscar Medina, Laurie Mireles, Angeline Spain, and Bruce Fuller
	1023/ 1178

	9. Building System Capacity for Improving High School Graduation Rates in California
(April 2008) by Jonathan Supovitz
	498/     613

	10. Improving California's Student Data Systems to Address the Dropout Crisis
(May 2008) by Georges Vernez
	562/     468

	11. Struggling to Succeed: What Happened to Seniors Who Did Not Pass the California High School Exit Exam? (CASHEE) (June 2008) by Shane Jimerson, Michael Furlong, Jill Sharkey, Erika Felix, Mary Skokut and James Earhart
	657/     620

	12. Can Middle School Reform Increase High School Graduation Rates?
(June 2008) by Jacquelynne S. Eccles
	772/     866

	13. Middle School Predictors of High School Achievement in Three California School Districts
(June 2008) by Michal Kurlaender, Sean F. Reardon, and Jacob Jackson
	929/   1074

	14. What Factors Predict High School Graduation in the Los Angeles Unified School District?
(June 2008) by Marisa Saunders, David Silver, and Estela Zarate
	1975/ 1730

	15. Why Students Drop Out of School: A Review of 25 Years of Research
(October 2008) by Russell W. Rumberger and Sun Ah Lim
	4978/ 3627

	16. High School Dropouts and The Economic Losses from Juvenile Crime in California (September 2009) by Clive R Belfield and Henry M. Levin
	1520/ 1042

	17. The Connection between Health and High School Dropout (March 2010) by Joshua Breslau
	1042/ 1498

	18. The High School Dropout Dilemma and Special Education Students (September 2011) by Martha L. Thurlow and David R. Johnson
	793/     354

	Statistical Briefs
	

	1. Graduation and Dropout Rates for 2002 High School Sophomores (March 2007)
by Susan Rotermund
	547

	2. Why Students Drop Out of High School: Comparisons for Three National Surveys 
(May 2007) by Susan Rotermund
	1564

	3. Early Predictors of High School Graduation and Dropout (June 2007)
by Russell W. Rumberger
	1325

	4. What is California’s High School Graduation rate? (August 2007)
by Russell W. Rumberger
	1288

	5. Education and Economic Consequences for Students Who Drop Out of High School (September 2007) by Susan Rotermund
	1349

	6. Alternative Education Enrollment and Dropouts in California High Schools 
(December 2007) by Susan Rotermund
	731

	7. Which California Schools Have the Most Dropouts? (February 2008)

by Susan Rotermund
	2581

	8. Which California Districts Have the Most Dropouts? (February 2008)

by Susan Rotermund
	2728

	9. When Do California Students Drop Out of School? (May 2008)
by Susan Rotermund
	1311

	10. What Happened to Dropouts From the High School Class of 2004? (September 2008)
by Russell W. Rumberger and Susan Rotermund
	1392

	11. Ethnic and Gender Difference in California High School Graduation Rates (March 2009)
by Russell W. Rumberger and Susan Rotermund
	1627

	12. Ten-Year Trends in California’s Dropout and Graduations Rates (August 2009)
by Russell W. Rumberger
	1545

	13. A More Accurate Measure of California’s Dropout Rate (May 2010)
by Lauren Taylor and Russell W. Rumberger
	1760

	14. Differences and Trends in California’s Dropout and Graduation Rates (November 2011)
by Lauren Taylor
	292

	15. Actual Vs. Predicted High School Graduation Rates for California School Districts (March 2012) by Lauren Taylor 
	282

	City Profiles
	

	· California Cities plus the State of California (17 in 2009 and 26 in 2012)
	5444

	Policy Committee Report
	

	· Solving California’s Dropout Crisis (February 2008)
By Russell W. Rumberger
	6,914

	TOTAL
	93,940


Table 3.  Legislation Incorporating Recommendations from the California Dropout Research Project Policy Committee Report

2008

· SB 1251 (Introduced by Senator Steinberg February 15, 2008).  This bill would include 5- and 6-year graduation rates in the indicators currently reported to California Department of Education for purposes of calculating a school's Academic Performance Index (API). The bill would specify a formula to calculate these rates, and would provide that schools receive partial credit in their API scores for graduating pupils in 5 and 6 years, except that schools would be granted full credit for graduating in 5 or 6 years a pupil with disabilities who graduates in accordance with his or her individualized education program (Approved by the Governor September 30, 2008)

· SB 1532 (Introduced by Senator Steinberg February 22, 2008).  This bill would establish a goal of attaining a statewide high school graduation rate of 90 percent, and provide that a school district or high school would demonstrate adequate yearly progress for purposes of the No Child Left Behind Act by attaining a 90 percent graduation rate or by reducing the gap between its graduation rate and the 90 percent target by 10 percent every 2 years. This bill would also require local education agencies to provide supplemental instruction for pupils in grades 7-12 who are not demonstrating sufficient progress toward completing coursework required for graduation (From Senate Appropriations Committee without further action November 30, 2008).

2009

· SB 651 (Introduced by Senators Romero and Steinberg February 27, 2009).  This bill would require the Superintendent, on or before August 1, 2011, and annually thereafter, to submit to the Governor, the Legislature, and the state board, a report called the Annual Report on Dropouts in California. The bill would require, among other things, that the report contain specified information on dropout rates, graduation rates, pupil promotion rates, course enrollment patterns, and behavioral data. The bill would require that the report include data from the most recent year and, at a minimum, the two prior years. The bill would also require the Superintendent to make an oral presentation of the contents of the report to the state board and to make the contents of the report available on the department's Internet Web site. The bill would state the intent of the Legislature that the report be usable by specified groups for analyzing the high rate of dropouts in California (Approved by the Governor October 11, 2009)

2010

· SB 1357 (Introduced by Senators Steinberg and Alquist February 19, 2010). Contingent upon the receipt of federal funding for this purpose, this bill requires the California Department of Education to include data on student absences in the California Longitudinal Pupil Achievement Data System (CALPADS). The bill further declares the intent of the Legislature to support the development of an early warning system to identify and support individual students who are at risk of academic failure or of dropping out of school (Approved by the Governor September 30, 2010).
2011

· SB 547 (Introduced by Senator Steinberg February 17, 2011). The bill would require the Superintendent, in consultation with a specified advisory committee, to develop an Education Quality Index (EQI), which would replace the Academic Performance Index (API) and consist of a State Assessment Index, a Graduation Rate Index, a College Preparedness Index, and a Career Readiness Index. The bill would require that these indices consist of specified criteria. In developing the EQI, the Superintendent and this advisory committee would be required to consult with the University of California, the California State University, the California Community Colleges, the Employment Development Department, and other appropriate entities. The bill would require the state board to provide opportunities for public input, make changes as necessary, and adopt the EQI no later than August 1, 2014. Commencing with the 2014–15 school year, the bill would require that all schools and school districts be evaluated using an EQI value. The bill would require the Superintendent to report to the Governor and the appropriate policy and fiscal committees of the Legislature by July 1, 2013, and annually thereafter, specified information relating to the creation of additional indices. The bill also would require the Superintendent, in consultation with a specified advisory committee, and subject to an appropriation in the annual Budget Act or another statute for this purpose, to contract for an independent evaluation of the effectiveness and reliability of the EQI and any statutory changes recommended for improvement, and to submit the evaluation and recommendations in a report to the Governor and the appropriate policy and fiscal committees of the Legislature by July 1, 2018 (Vetoed by the Governor October 8, 2011).
2012

· SB 1458 (Introduced by Senator Steinberg, February 24, 2012). This bill would authorize the Superintendent to develop and implement a specified program of school quality review to complement the Academic Performance Index (API), if an appropriation for this purpose is made in the annual Budget Act. The bill would require the Superintendent to annually provide to local educational agencies and the public an explanation of the individual components of the API and their relative values, as specified, and would prohibit an additional element from being incorporated into the API until at least one full school year after the state board’s decision to include the element into the API. The bill would also require the Superintendent to annually determine the accuracy of graduation rate data, and would delete the requirement that the Superintendent report annually to the Legislature on graduation and dropout rates. The bill would authorize the Superintendent to incorporate into the API the rates at which pupils successfully promote from one grade to the next in middle school and high school and matriculate from middle school to high school, as well as pupil preparedness for postsecondary education and career. The bill would delete the requirement that the API be used to measure the progress of specified schools and to rank all public schools for the purpose of the High Achieving/Improving Schools Program. To the extent this bill would require school districts to report additional data for 93 purposes of inclusion in the API or other school quality review, the bill would impose a state-mandated local program (Approved by the Governor September 26, 2012).
Figure 1.  California Dropout Research Project Website 
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Table 4.  CDRP Media Clip Summary 2007-09

According to Nielsen Media Research, 2.4 readers or viewers will come into contact with each publication circulated. Media impressions are calculated by multiplying the circulation number by 2.4, the number or readers or viewers.
Print

· Since August 2007, CDRP has secured the following media hits in major and local daily and weekly newspapers throughout the state of California:

· More than 100 newspaper articles, including:

· Los Angeles Times

· San Francisco Chronicle

· San Diego Union Tribune

· Sacramento Bee

· Orange County Register

· Huffington Post

· 20+ editorials

· Over 100 million print media impressions since August 2007

Television

· National coverage on FOX News, MSNBC, CBS, ABC News, KTLA News, and more. 

· More than 6 million viewers

RADIO

· Radio clips from the Bay Area, Salt Lake City, and Los Angeles radio stations resulting in more than 1.5 million radio media impressions

ONLINE & OTHER

· More than 90 million online media impressions to web sites and blogs featuring articles on research.

· California Dropout Research Project website averaged 987 hits per day in the month of May 2010, with a total of 233,469 total hits since June 2009.

· The California Dropout Research Project has been cited at least 37 times in outside scholarly journal articles since 2007. 

· More than 93,000 copies of CDRP publications have been downloaded from the project website. 

Table 5.  Selected CDRP Media Exposure

PRINT

San Francisco Chronicle, “Truancy costs us all” (14-Oct-09)
By San Francisco DA Kamala Harris



Impressions: 3,683,329
http://www.sfgate.com/cgi-bin/article.cgi?f=/c/a/2009/10/13/ED6V1A4HQQ.DTL
Bakersfield Californian, “A better way of studying, and fixing, dropout problem” (25-Sep-09) By Editorial






Impressions: 203,768
http://www.bakersfield.com/opinion/editorials/x746311099/A-better-way-of-studying-and-fixing-dropout-problem
Los Angeles Times, “Dropouts costing California $1.1 billion annually in juvenile crime costs” (24-Sep-09)






Impressions: 7,319,460

http://www.latimes.com/news/local/la-me-dropouts24-2009sep24,0,1426878.story
Fresno Bee, “Dropout issue focus of a teen Web event” (April 25, 2009)

By Tracy Correa






Impressions: 191,777

http://www.fresnobee.com/local/story/1357127.html
Modesto Bee, “Community Loses When Kids Drop Out” (April 16, 2009)

By Editorial 






Impressions: 307,916

http://www.modbee.com/opinion/story/668013.html
San Diego Union Tribune, “Dropouts cost cities millions” (April 12, 2009)

By Maureen Magee





Impressions: 1,030,808

http://www3.signonsandiego.com/stories/2009/apr/12/1m12dropout23032-dropouts-cost-cities-millions/
Riverside Press-Enterprise, “Dropouts cost communities millions over their lifetimes, research says” (April 10, 2009)

By Shirin Parsavand 





Impressions: 485,392

http://www.pe.com/localnews/inland/stories/PE_News_Local_S_dropout10.38b5823.html
San Jose Mercury, “Middle School Success Critical to Students’ High School Success” (June 26, 2008)

By Russell W. Rumberger




Impressions: 1,030,808

Sacramento Bee, “The Conversation: Fewer and fewer high school students make it to graduation” (September 14, 2008)

By Russell W. Rumberger




Impressions: 1,030,808

Education Week, “Project Aims to Tackle Dropout Problem, California-Style” (April 28, 2008)

By Linda Jacobson





Impressions: 213,931

http://www.edweek.org/ew/articles/2008/04/30/35dropout.h27.html 

Sacramento Bee, “Seeking Solutions to Dropout Crisis” (July12, 2007)

By Russell W. Rumberger




Impressions: 881,869

TELEVISION

KVIE (Public Television), “High school dropouts”


Sacramento

November, 2009

http://www.kvie.org/programs/kvie/viewfinder/high_school_dropouts/default.htm 

Eyewitness News 5 PM

KABC-TV CH 7 (ABC) 
Los Angeles


09/25/2009


05:00 PM - 06:00 PM
 
Est. Audience: 325,854

ABC 7 News At 6:00


KGO-TV CH 7 (ABC) 
San Francisco


09/25/2009


06:00 PM - 07:00 PM
 
Est. Audience: 144,725

Lou Dobbs Tonight


CNN (CNN) 


National


09/24/2009


07:00 PM - 08:00 PM
 
Est. Audience: 1,601,370

http://www.cnn.com/video/?/video/bestoftv/2009/09/24/ldt.wian.ca.dropout.cos
ts.cnn
KTLA Morning News


KTLA-TV CH 5 (CW) 
Los Angeles


09/24/2009


08:00 AM - 09:00 AM 
Est. Audience: 108,386

Fox News, “Educators alarmed by high dropout rates among teens” National

09/19/2008

http://www.foxnews.com/story/0,2933,425623,00.html
Fox News, “At inner-city LA high, nearly 6 in 10 drop out”

National

08/19/2008

 http://www.foxnews.com/wires/2008Aug19/0,4670,DropoutHigh,00.html
VIDEO

Commonwealth Club "Retooling Schooling: Who Gets to Graduate?" (February 14, 2008)
(CDRP Director Russell Rumberger speaks at San Francisco's Commonwealth Club)
http://fora.tv/2008/02/14/Retooling_Schooling_Who_Gets_to_Graduate 

RADIO

“Report: Everyone Loses When Kids Drop Out of School”






KCBS



SF, Oakland, San Jose

04/10/09







Impressions: 67,213

http://www.kcbs.com/pages/4182318.php
Forum with Michel Krasny

KQED Radio


San Francisco

07/18/2008


09:00 – 10:00 AM


http://www.kqed.org/epArchive/R807180900 

Forum with Michel Krasny

KQED Radio


San Francisco

06/08/2007


09:00 – 10:00 AM


http://www.kqed.org/epArchive/R706080900 

 Table 6.  Dropout and CDRP Presentations by Professor Rumberger, 2007-12

· National Dropout Summit in Washington, D.C (May 9, 2007) that included several prominent members of the national media (Frank Sesno from CNN, Tim Russert from NBC, E.J. Dionne from the Washington Post), state school superintendents (NYC, Atlanta), governors (RI, NC, and NH), education reformers (Wendy Kopp from Teach for America and David Levin from KIPP), and First Lady Laura Bush;
 

· California State Board of Education with Senator Steinberg (July 11, 2007);

· Policy Convening in Sacramento with Senator Steinberg, hosted by EdSource (October 19, 2007);

· Achievement Gap Conference in Sacramento with Senator Steinberg, sponsored by the California Department of Education (November 13, 2007);

· National Conference of State Legislators in Phoenix (January 20, 2008) and Atlanta (December 13, 2008);

· Gates Foundation Convening in San Diego (February 12, 2008);

· Commonwealth Club in San Francisco (February 14, 2008); 

· PACE seminar in Sacramento (March 7, 2008)

· American Education Research Association in Chicago (March 25, 2008) and in San Diego (April 17, 2009) with Paul Koehler of the California Mayors’ Education Roundtable

· Family Impact Seminar in Chapel Hill, NC (June 19, 2008)

· Urban Education Dialog, a group of 18 California superintendents from large, urban districts (San Diego, Long Beach, San Jose) who meet quarterly in San Diego to discuss challenges facing urban districts (June 27, 2008 and February 20, 2009);

· International Research Network on Youth Education and Training meeting in Venice, Italy (October 12, 2008);

· PICO California state policy meeting in San Jose (November 8, 2008);

· Research-based Strategies for Dropout Prevention, Webinar (December 10, 2008);
· University of Texas, San Antonio (January 30, 2009);

· Accountability in K-12 Education: Where Do We Go from Here?,  UCSB Policy Day (February 9, 2009);

· UCSB Chancellor’s Breakfast, with Lorraine McDonnell, in Santa Barbara (March, 2009);

· Rotary Club in Goleta (March 13, 2009);

· Education Summit for Representative Joe Baca in San Bernardino (March 13, 2009);

· San Diego District Dropout Summit, San Diego (March 20, 2009);

· National Conference of State Legislatures (NCSL) Task Force on School Dropout Prevention and Recovery in Washington, D.C. (April 25, 2009);

· California City School Superintendents in San Diego (April 30, 2009);

· Rhode Island Leadership Conference in Providence (May 4, 2009);

· International Research Network on Youth Education and Training meeting in Brittany, France (June 14-17, 2010);

· West Ed Advisory Board meeting, with Paul Koehler in San Francisco (July 16, 2009);

· California Symposium on Poverty in Sacramento (October 15, 2009);

· Retention Conference in Gothenberg, Sweden (October 22, 2009);

· National Research Council meeting in Washington, D.C. (November 5, 2009);

· Dropout Prevention Seminars via Webinar (September 30, 2009 and September 2, 2009) and in Portland (September 23, 2009), Nashville (October 27, 2009), the U.S. Virgin Islands (February 8, 2010), Seattle (May 17, 2010), and Helena (June 24, 2010);

· Counseling in California Schools Forum at University of San Diego (December 11, 2009);

· PICO National Education and Training Meeting in San Jose (January 16, 2010);

· California Association of Latino School Administrators at UCLA (March 12, 2010);

· Universidad Autónoma de Barcelona in Barcelona, Spain (March 22, 2010);
· Catalan Sociological Association, Barcelona, Spain (March 24, 2010);
· Research and Resources for Improving Graduation Rates and College Access in the Southwestern Region in Phoenix (April 9, 2010);
· California Mayors Graduation Summit in Sacramento (April 29, 2010)
.
· National Conference of State Legislatures Dropout Taskforce meeting in Louisville (July 24-25, 2010);

· Center for Research on the Educational Achievement and Teaching of English Language Learners (CREATE) annual meeting in Austin (November 4, 2011);

· American Youth Policy Forum in Washington, D.C. (November 18, 2011);

· California School Boards Association annual meeting in San Diego (December 3, 2011);

· Chula Vista Graduation Works Dialogue in Chula Vista (February 29, 2012);

· Fresno Graduation Task Force kickoff meeting in Fresno (March 1, 2012);

· KQED Forum in Oakland (March 22, 2012);

· Alliance for Excellence in Education webinar in Washington, D.C. (April 9, 2012);

· UC President Speakers Series in Oakland (April 19, 2012);

· Teachers College Seminar in New York City (April 26, 2012);

· National Center for Scaling Up annual conference in Nashville (June 10-12, 2012);

· California Mayors Education Summit in Sacramento (September 12, 2012);

· Santa Clara County Office CTE Conference in San Jose (September 27, 2012);

· LA84 Foundation Summit in Los Angeles (November 8, 2012);

· International Forum on the Economics of Education in Beijing (November 2-4, 2012).
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� See:  � HYPERLINK "http://www.edweek.org/ew/articles/2008/04/30/35dropout.h27.html" ��http://www.edweek.org/ew/articles/2008/04/30/35dropout.h27.html� 


� See: � HYPERLINK "http://www.foxnews.com/story/0,2933,425623,00.html" ��http://www.foxnews.com/story/0,2933,425623,00.html� 


� See:  � HYPERLINK "http://www.cnn.com/video/#/video/bestoftv/2009/09/24/ldt.wian.ca.dropout.costs.cnn?iref=videosearch" ��http://www.cnn.com/video/#/video/bestoftv/2009/09/24/ldt.wian.ca.dropout.costs.cnn?iref=videosearch� 
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� See: � HYPERLINK "http://www2.ed.gov/programs/innovation/index.html" ��http://www2.ed.gov/programs/innovation/index.html� 
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� See: � HYPERLINK "http://www.scoe.net/superintendent/index.html" ��http://www.scoe.net/superintendent/index.html� and � HYPERLINK "http://www.everychildprepared.org/" ��http://www.everychildprepared.org/� 
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� See: � HYPERLINK "http://www.civilrightsproject.harvard.edu/aboutus/bios/orfield.php" ��http://www.civilrightsproject.harvard.edu/aboutus/bios/orfield.php� 


� Lorraine L. McDonnell.  Politics, persuasion, and educational testing. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 2004; Lorraine L. McDonnell and Richard F. Elmore, “Getting the job done: Alternative policy instruments.” Educational Evaluation and Policy Analysis, 9 (1987), 133-152.  


� See: � HYPERLINK "http://ccsapt.charityfinders.org/Home%20Page" ��http://ccsapt.charityfinders.org/Home%20Page� 


� See:  � HYPERLINK "http://www.silentepidemic.org/summit/index.htm" ��http://www.silentepidemic.org/summit/index.htm�.  Portions of the summit, including Dr. Rumberger’s panel presentation, were broadcast on C-SPAN on May 26, as part of its series, American Perspectives (see: � HYPERLINK "http://www.c-span.org/homepage.asp?Cat=Series&Code=APS&ShowVidNum=10&Rot_Cat_CD=APS&Rot_HT=206&Rot_WD=&ShowVidDays=100&ShowVidDesc=&ArchiveDays=100" ��http://www.c-span.org/homepage.asp?Cat=Series&Code=APS&ShowVidNum=10&Rot_Cat_CD=APS&Rot_HT=206&Rot_WD=&ShowVidDays=100&ShowVidDesc=&ArchiveDays=100�).  


� See:  � HYPERLINK "http://www.ncsl.org/default.aspx?TabId=20214" ��http://www.ncsl.org/default.aspx?TabId=20214� 
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