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Continuous Improvement Process Data Snapshot

2009-2010 School Year

Grantees reporting statewide data:

Achievers Consortium: Gordon-Rushville and Crawford Public Schools

Alliance Public Schools

Chadron Public Schools

Communities Together Can: Columbus Public Schools

Cozad City Schools

Crete Public Schools
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Garden County Schools

Gering Public Schools

Gibbon Public Schools

Grand Island Public Schools

Kearney Public Schools

Lexington Public Schools

Lincoln Public Schools

Logan View Public Schools

Madison Public Schools

Minatare Public Schools

North Platte Public Schools

Omaha Public Schools

Omaha: Middle School Learning Centers Initiative

O'Neill Public Schools

Plattsmouth Community Schools

Santee Community Schools

Scottsbluff Public Schools

Sidney Public Schools

UmonHon Nation Public Schools

Walthill Public Schools

Note: One grantee did not report data this year prior to the reporting deadline—Omaha: Bethesda Urban Community Development Corporation.  Therefore, their data are not included in this 2009-2010 data analysis.
There were 101 funded 21st Century Community Learning Centers operating in Nebraska public schools during the 2009-10 school year.  For additional information on Nebraska’s 21st Century Community Learning Center grant program go to www.education.ne.gov/21stcclc. Middle School Learning Center Initiative operated four sites at Marrs, McMillan Morton and Norris Middle Schools. Two additional sites Monroe Middle School and King Science and Technology Magnet Center were funded through the Sherwood Foundation.  

The purpose of the 21st Century Community Learning Center Continuous Improvement Process (CIP) Data Snapshot is to provide grantees and their individual school sites with the performance, process, and outcome data necessary to craft meaningful continuous improvement plans with key stakeholders, as required by the Nebraska Department of Education 21st Century Community Learning Center grant program. Additional resources for using the CIP Meeting to review this CIP Data Snapshot can be found at the 21st CCLC website noted above and in the Evaluation Guidebook, also posted on the 21st CCLC website.

Focus on Middle School Learning Center Initiative

For Grantees beyond their first year of the 21st Century Community Learning Center Grant, the CIP Data Snapshot will be color coded as follows:

· YELLOW = any data outcome that does not meet state standards for the first time

· ORANGE = any data outcome that does not meet state standards but shows an improvement from the prior year

· RED = any data outcome that does not meet state standards for the second year in a row
Statewide snapshot data are reported in sums (statewide total) or means (statewide average) across grantees and students served.  The term “Regular Attender” is defined by the US Department of Education, 21st Century Community Learning Center program, as a student who attends during the school year 30 days or more.
1.  Grade Levels of Students Served

Statewide, a total of 13,672 students attended and 7,974 (58%) were served 30 days or more during the 2009-10 school year. 
	1a. Statewide, Grant  and Site Grade Levels
	# of Students Attended 21st CCLC Statewide
	# of Students Attended 30 days or more 21st CCLC Statewide
	# of Students Attended 30 days or more Middle School Learning Center Initiative
	Marrs Middle
	McMillan Middle
	Morton Middle
	Norris Middle

	Kindergarten
	1390
	894
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	1
	1692
	1102
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	2
	1911
	1093
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	3
	1883
	1135
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	4
	1750
	1064
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	5
	1652
	964
	73
	53
	0
	20
	0

	6
	1079
	563
	64
	37
	0
	27
	0

	7
	1100
	540
	289
	28
	83
	122
	56

	8
	892
	479
	270
	14
	89
	115
	52

	9
	71
	24
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	10
	117
	58
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	11
	77
	33
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	12
	58
	25
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	Totals
	13672
	7974
	696
	132
	172
	284
	108


Note: The Indicator of Quality for attendance is to serve at least the number of students for which the program was funded.
Nebraska 21st Century Community Learning Center grantees were funded to serve 6,176 regularly attending students in before and/or after school programs during the 2009-10 school year.  Therefore, they served a greater number of regularly attending students (129%).  The Middle School Learning Centers Initiative was funded to serve 227 students of which it served 696 students or 307%. The two no grant sites, King Science and Monroe served a total of 201 students. 

	1b. No Grant Grade Levels
	5th Grade
	6h Grade
	7h Grade
	8th Grade
	Total # Served by Site

	No Grant – King Science 
	25
	26
	39
	11
	101

	No Grant - Monroe
	0
	0
	33
	67
	100


2.  Description of Demographics

	2a. Statewide,  and Grant Demographic Descriptor
	% of Students in Nebraska Schools1
	% of Students Attended Statewide 21st CCLC

30 Days or More
	Middle School Learning 

Center Initiative

21st CCLC

30 days or more

	Eligible for Free or Reduced Lunch
	38%
	74%
	76%

	Verified for Special Education
	15%
	18%
	17%

	English Language Learner
	6%
	16%
	7%

	Ethnic Minority
	25%
	57%
	71%


1 2008-09 data, latest year for which data were available on NDE website
Note: The Indicator of Quality for demographic data is to serve an equal or greater percentage of students in the identified risk categories compared to the school building in which the program operates (within a margin of 5%).  

	2b. Site Demographic Descriptor
	# of Regular Attender
	Free and Reduced Lunch
	Verified for Special Education
	English Language Learner
	Ethnic Minority

	
	
	21st CCLC
	Building1
	21st CCLC
	Building1
	21st CCLC
	Building1
	21st CCLC
	Building1

	Marrs

Middle
	132
	78%
	80%
	8%
	Not available
	17%
	36%
	77%
	83%

	McMillan Middle
	172
	83%
	76%
	13%
	Not available
	2%
	2%
	79%
	65%

	Morton Middle
	284
	57%
	50%
	23%
	Not available
	1%
	<1%
	58%
	46%

	Norris Middle
	108
	86%
	80%
	24%
	Not available
	6%
	17%
	71%
	69%

	No grant – King Science
	101
	81%
	67%
	100%
	Not available
	<1%
	2%
	94%
	67%

	No grant - Monroe
	100
	85%
	80%
	81%
	Not available
	0%
	3%
	84%
	71%


Note: The Indicator of Quality for demographic data is to serve an equal or greater percentage of students in the identified risk categories compared to the school building in which the program operates (within a margin of 5%).  

3.  Observation Ratings of Program Quality 

Statewide, every site is required to be observed using the “Observations for Quality School-Age Care & Programming” observation rating tool.  Items are rated on a 5-point scale with 5 being consistently evident and 1 being not evident.  A total of 99 sites were observed across Nebraska, with data yielded from 97.  This represents 96% of funded sites.  One grantee used an invalid version of the observation form for two sites.  A second grantee co-located two school sites into one site for this program year.  Another grantee, Bethesda Urban Development Corporation (Omaha), did not submit data for a site.  
	3a. Statewide, Grant, and Site Domains
	2009-10 Statewide 21st CCLC Ratings
	Middle School Learning Center Initiative
	Marrs Middle
	McMillan Middle
	Morton Middle
	Norris Middle

	Administration
	4.66
	4.75
	4.79
	4.50
	4.86
	4.93

	Relationships
	4.47
	4.55
	4.64
	4.73
	5.00
	4.36

	Family Partnerships
	4.37
	4.21
	4.40
	3.80
	4.90
	4.00

	School & Community Collaboration
	4.52
	4.83
	4.77
	4.69
	4.92
	5.00

	Environment, Safety & Wellness of Students
	4.56
	4.68
	4.50
	4.70
	4.90
	4.60

	Programming
	4.25
	4.5
	4.92
	4.62
	4.69
	4.77

	Overall
	4.48
	4.49
	4.69
	4.52
	4.87
	4.65


Note: The Indicator of Quality for the Observation Ratings is a rating of 3.50 or greater for each domain and overall.
	3b. No Grant Domains


	Admin
	Relation
	Family
	Sch & Comm
	Env
	Prog
	Overall Avg

	No Grant- King Science
	4.79
	4.00
	4.10
	4.77
	4.80
	4.31
	4.48

	No Grant - Monroe
	4.71
	4.64
	4.10
	4.85
	4.60
	3.69
	4.44


Note: The Indicator of Quality for the Observation Ratings is a rating of 3.50 or greater for each domain and overall.
No Grant: No grant sites were not compared against the previous year’s data, so any scores that fall below the indicator of quality, regardless of the previous year’s data, are highlighted consistently in yellow.

4.  Teacher Survey Outcomes

Statewide, teacher surveys were collected for a total of 6,866 students served 30 days or more during the 2009-10 school year. The teacher survey return rate was 86%. 
School day classroom teachers were asked to rate students on the following student behaviors by reporting their level of change (if any) from fall to spring of the 2009-10 year.  Surveys used a 7-point scale with 3 representing significant improvement, 2 moderate improvement, 1 slight improvement, 0 no change in behavior, -1 slight decline, -2 moderate decline, and -3 significant decline.  Teachers were also allowed to mark if a student was already excellent in a particular area in the fall or if an area was not applicable, such as homework in some kindergarten classrooms.

	4a. Statewide, Grant, and Site Teacher Survey Items
	Statewide 21st CCLC 
	Middle School Learning Center Initiative
	Marrs   Middle
	McMillan Middle
	Morton Middle
	Norris Middle

	Number of Regular Attenders
	7974
	897
	132
	172
	284
	108

	Number of Surveys Collected
	6866
	660
	120
	102
	218
	64

	Return Rate
	86%
	73%
	91%
	59%
	77%
	59%

	
	
	
	
	

	1. Turning in homework on time
	0.74
	0.28
	0.62
	0.61
	0.42
	-0.26

	2. Completing homework to your satisfaction
	0.82
	0.31
	0.55
	0.91
	0.35
	-0.23

	3. Participating in class
	0.88
	0.39
	0.69
	1.04
	0.34
	-0.20

	4. Volunteering 
	0.62
	0.28
	0.37
	0.72
	0.18
	0.07

	5. Attending class regularly
	0.54
	0.25
	0.59
	1.02
	0.24
	-0.13

	6. Being attentive in class
	0.59
	0.01
	0.30
	0.44
	0.26
	-0.51

	7. Behaving well in class
	0.53
	-0.02
	0.17
	0.49
	0.15
	-0.53

	8. Academic performance
	0.89
	0.24
	0.57
	0.89
	0.34
	-0.37

	9. Coming to school motivated to learn
	0.66
	0.16
	0.25
	0.66
	0.28
	-0.16

	10. Getting along well with other students
	0.62
	0.15
	0.44
	0.83
	0.19
	0.07

	11. Family support of student’s learning
	0.56
	0.22
	0.67
	0.27
	0.23
	0.02

	Average Change
	0.68
	.20
	0.47
	0.72
	0.27
	-0.20


Note:  The Indicators of Quality for teacher surveys are a return rate of 90% or greater and gains noted on all items.
	4b. No Grant Teacher Survey Items 
	Survey Return Rate*
	Item

1
	Item

2
	Item

3
	Item

4
	Item

5
	Item

6
	Item

7
	Item

8
	Item

9
	Item

10
	Item

11
	AVERAGE CHANGE

	
	
	Homework on Time
	Homework to Satisfaction
	Participate in Class
	Volunteering
	Attending Class
	Attentive in Class
	Behaving in Class
	Academic Performance
	Motivated to Learn
	Getting along with others
	Family  Support
	

	No Grant – King Science
	63%
	-0.10
	0.14
	0.07
	0.18
	0.13
	-0.47
	-0.85
	-0.08
	-0.35
	-0.84
	0.15
	-0.18

	No Grant – Monroe 
	93%
	-0.05
	-0.01
	0.15
	0.21
	-0.33
	-0.46
	-0.23
	-0.08
	-0.04
	-0.03
	-0.05
	-0.08


Note:  The Indicators of Quality for teacher surveys are a return rate of 90% or greater and gains noted on all items.
No Grant: No grant sites were not compared against the previous year’s data, so any scores that fall below the indicator of quality, regardless of the previous year’s data, are highlighted consistently in yellow.

Teachers were also asked to rate each student’s performance on district objectives/standards on a 4-point scale with 4 being advanced, 3 proficient, 2 progressing, and 1 beginning.  This table depicts the percentage of students meeting or exceeding district objectives or standards.

	4b.   Statewide and Grant Achievement Ratings by Teacher
	Statewide 21st CCLC % meeting or exceeding standards
	Statewide 21st CCLC % not meeting or exceeding standards
	Statewide 21st CCLC no achievement data reported on survey
	Middle School Learning Center Initiative % meeting or exceeding standards
	Middle School Learning Center Initiative % not meeting or exceeding standards
	Middle School Learning Center Initiative no achievement data reported on survey

	Reading (reading, speaking, listening)
	61%
	32%
	7%
	55%
	26%
	18%

	Writing 
	56%
	38%
	6%
	50%
	33%
	16%

	Mathematics
	68%
	26%
	6%
	61%
	20%
	17%


Note: The Indicator of Quality for the student achievement results is based upon teachers providing the achievement data, resulting in 0% in the final column (no achievement data reported).  Comparisons to prior years are not made because of the variations in recruitment of students.

	4c.   Site Achievement Ratings by Teacher
	% Meeting or Exceeding
	% No Data Reported

	
	Reading
	Writing
	Mathematics
	Reading
	Writing
	Mathematics

	Marrs Middle
	86%
	66%
	85%
	2%
	1%
	6%

	McMillan Middle
	7%
	1%
	1%
	92%
	98%
	98%

	Morton Middle
	64%
	60%
	63%
	2%
	2%
	2%

	Norris Middle
	31%
	45%
	68%
	31%
	4%
	3%

	No Grant – King Science
	61%
	56%
	78%
	0%
	0%
	0%

	No Grant - Monroe
	63%
	80%
	78%
	11%
	11%
	6%


Note: The Indicator of Quality for the student achievement results is based upon teachers providing the achievement data, resulting in 0% in the final column (no achievement data reported).  Comparisons to prior years are not made because of the variations in recruitment of students.

No Grant: No grant sites were not compared against the previous year’s data, so any scores that fall below the indicator of quality, regardless of the previous year’s data, are highlighted consistently in yellow.

5.  Collaboration Survey Outcomes
Statewide, a total of 2,757 collaboration surveys were collected.  Grantees are required to survey school staff (predominantly school administrators and teachers) and community partners to measure ratings of collaboration.  On average, each grantee collected 56 school partner surveys and 13 community partner surveys.  It is difficult to calculate a return rate for school and community partners.  To estimate a calculation, one should consider the number of staff in each school building in which a 21st CCLC site is operating (school partners).  To estimate for community partners, one should consider at least those who serve on the management team, share planning, serve as a subcontractor (such as a local evaluator, community agency, etc.), or provide some level of programming for students.  Surveys were set up on a 5-point Likert Scale with “5” being strongly agree and “1” being strongly disagree.  

	5a. Statewide and Grant Collaboration Survey Ratings
	
	21st CCLC Statewide
	Middle School Learning Center Initiative

	
	
	School Partners
	Community Partners
	School Partners
	Community Partners

	Number of Surveys Collected 
	2250
	507
	138
	47

	

	1
	The 21st CCLC program provides an after school program that strengthens student academic achievement.
	4.14
	4.61
	4.12
	4.45

	2
	The 21st CCLC program provides support for student social and behavioral development.
	4.16
	4.68
	4.35
	4.66

	3
	The 21st CCLC program helps to engage families and the community.
	4.04
	4.30
	4.32
	4.2

	4a
	The 21st CCLC program appropriately uses classroom spaces, gym or cafeteria spaces, media center, computer labs, and outdoor space.
	4.22
	Not Asked
	4.26
	Not Asked

	4b
	The 21st CCLC program has sufficient resources to support students and families (physical space, materials, adequate budget, and at least are working toward a sustainability plan).
	Not Asked
	4.15
	Not Asked
	4.38

	5a
	I  work with the 21st CCLC staff to connect programming to content offered during the school day (e.g., connects to standards, offers extension of an activity or concept taught earlier in the day, etc.).
	3.39
	Not Asked
	3.62
	Not Asked

	5b
	We work together to connect after school programming to content offered during the school day, yet make sure the learning is offered differently in after school (hands-on more than paper and pencil tasks).
	Not Asked
	4.52
	Not Asked
	4.47

	6a
	I view the 21st CCLC as a part of our school, not a program offered by an outside agency or staff.
	4.16
	Not Asked
	4.20
	Not Asked

	6b
	I view the 21st CCLC as a collaborative effort of the school, the program, and our agency.  We have regular meetings to share planning and to review outcomes.
	Not Asked
	4.17
	Not Asked
	4.29

	7
	Communication with the 21st CCLC program staff is effective.  I know when the program is being offered, who is attending, what’s occurring, and am notified when there are changes.
	3.80
	4.33
	3.86
	4.47

	8
	School staff and 21st CCLC program staff systematically share information to support student homework completion.
	3.65
	4.11
	3.73
	4.20

	9
	We regularly share staff development offerings or training opportunities.
	3.26
	3.60
	3.34
	3.90

	
	Overall Average
	3.87
	4.28
	3.94
	4.22


Note: The Indicators of Quality for Collaboration Surveys are to collect the same or greater numbers than in prior years and ratings of 3.50 or greater on all items.
6.  Parent Survey Outcomes 
Statewide, parent surveys were collected for a total of 5,154 regularly attending students who attended 30 or more days during the school year.  The average return rate was 65%.  Surveys used a 4-point scale with “4” being agree and “1” being disagree.  

	6a.  Statewide, Grant and Site Parent Survey Items
	Statewide

21st CCLC
	Middle School Learning Center Initiative
	Marrs   Middle
	McMillan Middle
	Morton Middle
	Norris Middle

	Number of Regular Attenders
	7974
	897
	132
	172
	284
	108

	Number of Surveys Collected
	5154
	306
	114
	29
	40
	57

	Return Rate
	65%
	34%
	86%
	17%
	14%
	53%

	
	
	
	
	

	1. The 21st CCLC program is a great benefit to my child/youth.
	3.91
	3.86
	3.83
	3.72
	4.00
	3.88

	2. The 21st CCLC staff are excellent (caring, reliable, skilled).
	3.87
	3.87
	3.96
	3.69
	3.98
	3.86

	3. The 21st CCLC staff communicate with me regularly about my child’s progress in the program.
	3.52
	3.64
	3.71
	3.52
	3.65
	3.70

	4. The 21st CCLC program is a safe place, physically and emotionally.
	3.88
	3.86
	3.95
	3.59
	3.95
	3.95

	5. The activities offered are good and my child enjoys them.
	3.87
	3.87
	3.93
	3.69
	3.95
	3.93

	6. My child learns more by participating in the 21st CCLC program.
	3.78
	3.78
	3.85
	3.59
	3.80
	3.88

	7. The 21st CCLC program helps my child build and maintain friendships.
	3.82
	3.85
	3.94
	3.79
	3.80
	3.88

	8. My child’s behavior is handled well in the after school program and I am kept informed about strengths and challenges.
	3.70
	3.76
	3.87
	3.69
	3.75
	3.75

	Overall Average
	3.81
	3.81
	3.88
	3.66
	3.86
	3.85


Note:  The Indicators of Quality for Parent Surveys are a return rate of 90% or greater and ratings of 3.50 or greater on all items.
	6b. Parent Survey Items – No Grant
	Survey Return Rate*
	Item 1
	Item 2
	Item 3
	Item 4
	Item 5
	Item 6
	Item 7
	Item 8
	Overall Average

	
	
	CCLC is a benefit
	CCLC staff are excellent
	CCLC staff communicate
	CCLC is safe
	Activities are good 
	Child learns more
	CCLC helps child’s friendship
	Informed about child & behavior
	

	No Grant – King Science
	33%
	3.82
	3.78
	3.39
	3.67
	3.81
	3.70
	3.58
	3.66
	3.68

	No Grant – Monroe
	33%
	3.97
	3.94
	3.52
	3.97
	3.82
	3.70
	3.76
	3.67
	3.79


Note:  The Indicators of Quality for Parent Surveys are a return rate of 90% or greater and ratings of 3.50 or greater on all items.

No Grant: No grant sites were not compared against the previous year’s data, so any scores that fall below the indicator of quality, regardless of the previous year’s data, are highlighted consistently in yellow.

Parents were also asked to identify their primary reason for enrolling their child or youth in the 21st CCLC program.  The following are their responses.

	6b.  Statewide, Grant and Site Reasons Why Parents Choose 21st CCLC
	Statewide 21st CCLC
	Middle School Learning Center Initiative
	Marrs Middle
	McMillan Middle
	Morton Middle
	Norris Middle

	Extra help in school
	33%
	28%
	10%
	66%
	39%
	33%

	Extension activities
	16%
	20%
	21%
	3%
	20%
	21%

	Supervision or child care
	33%
	28%
	52%
	7%
	22%
	9%

	Recreation
	6%
	9%
	10%
	14%
	5%
	8%

	Multiple reasons
	12%
	12%
	6%
	10%
	15%
	29%


	6c.  No Grant Reasons Why Parents Choose 21st CCLC
	Extra Help in School
	Extension Activities
	Supervision or Child Care
	Recreation
	Multiple Reasons

	No Grant – King Science
	24%
	30%
	6%
	9%
	27%

	No Grant – Monroe
	20%
	8%
	31%
	8%
	20%


Additionally, parents were asked to identify types of parent involvement activities they demonstrated during the past program year.  Parents responded Yes or No to the following items.  The table depicts the percentage of parents indicating “Yes.”

	6c.  Statewide, Grant and Site Percentage of Parents Responding Affirmatively to Items
	Statewide 21st CCLC 
	Middle School Learning Center Initiative
	Marrs Middle
	McMillan Middle
	Morton Middle
	Norris Middle 

	1. Read newsletters from school
	81%
	63%
	67%
	17%
	71%
	71%

	2. Talk to or exchange e-mails with school teacher or teachers at least monthly
	43%
	48%
	60%
	17%
	61%
	24%

	3. Visit school during parent events (like parent-teacher conference, back to school night, etc.)
	83%
	82%
	96%
	41%
	88%
	80%

	4. Review homework every day, even if it is finished in the after school program
	75%
	56%
	59%
	66%
	56%
	55%

	5. Volunteer (help teacher, field trip, school events, help with book fairs)
	28%
	17%
	17%
	14%
	27%
	17%

	6. Support learning at home (extra learning activities, board games, family outings, computers, internet, reading)
	79%
	70%
	64%
	28%
	88%
	83%

	7. Participate in advisory groups (PTA, school improvement committees, parent advisory groups, PIRC councils). 
	21%
	13%
	11%
	10%
	17%
	15%

	8. I share important information about my child with the 21st CCLC and/or school staff.
	57%
	57%
	79%
	24%
	76%
	39%


	6f.  No Grant Percentage of Parents Responding Affirmatively to Items
	Item 1
	Item 2
	Item 3
	Item 4
	Item 5
	Item 6
	Item 7
	Item 8

	
	Read News-letters
	Talk Monthly
	Visit
	Review Home-work
	Volunteer
	Support Learning at Home
	Part of Advisory Groups
	Share Important Info

	No Grant – King Science
	64%
	48%
	73%
	55%
	6%
	76%
	21%
	33%

	No Grant – Monroe 
	70%
	55%
	85%
	45%
	15%
	85%
	12%
	52%


7.  Student Survey Outcomes

Middle/High School Students.  Surveys are collected from students in middle or high school who have attended 30 days or more during the school year.  Statewide, there were 1,618 eligible sixth grade and older students.  There were a total of 1095 surveys collected for regularly attending middle/high school students, yielding an average return rate of 68%.  
	7a. Statewide, Grant and Site Middle/High School  Student Survey Items
	Statewide 21st CCLC
	Middle School Learning Centers
	Marrs Middle
	McMillan Middle
	Morton Middle
	Norris Middle
	No Grant King Science
	No Grant Monroe

	Number of Surveys Collected
	1095
	471
	121
	92
	148
	0
	23
	87

	Number of Eligible Students (6th-12th grade, attended 30 days or more)
	1618
	897
	132
	172
	284
	108
	101
	100

	Return Rate
	68%
	52%
	92%
	53%
	52%
	0%
	23%
	87%

	

	1. Getting good grades in school is important to me.
	1.79
	1.77
	1.66
	1.66
	1.82
	0
	1.91
	1.90

	2. I feel accepted by others in the 21st CCLC program.
	1.63
	1.57
	1.45
	1.73
	1.64
	0
	1.61
	1.48

	3. I feel accepted by others in school.
	1.59
	1.55
	1.47
	1.68
	1.58
	0
	1.57
	1.48

	4. I feel safe in the 21st CCLC program. 
	1.74
	1.69
	1.59
	1.85
	1.73
	0
	1.82
	1.59

	5. I get my homework done in the 21st CCLC program.
	1.38
	1.43
	1.07
	1.62
	1.65
	0
	1.48
	1.34

	6. I talk to my family about my homework or what I’m learning in school. 
	1.21
	1.26
	1.21
	1.48
	1.22
	0
	1.22
	1.26

	7. I’m getting good grades in reading (or English) at school.
	1.56
	1.61
	1.65
	1.65
	1.55
	0
	1.78
	1.59

	8. I’m getting good grades in mathematics at school.
	1.49
	1.59
	1.50
	1.65
	1.59
	0
	1.61
	1.64

	9. I follow the rules at school.
	1.65
	1.57
	1.56
	1.68
	1.55
	0
	1.61
	1.47

	10. I follow the rules in the 21st CCLC program.
	1.70
	1.63
	1.64
	1.74
	1.66
	0
	1.57
	1.47

	11. My friends encourage me to make good choices.
	1.46
	1.39
	1.37
	1.48
	1.32
	0
	1.43
	1.34

	12. I get along well with the other students in the 21st CCLC program.
	1.60
	1.52
	1.53
	1.71
	1.55
	0
	1.61
	1.33

	13. I get along well with the other students in school.
	1.57
	1.50
	1.49
	1.65
	1.49
	0
	1.48
	1.40

	14. I like the activities in the 21st CCLC program.
	1.57
	1.51
	1.51
	1.73
	1.57
	0
	1.43
	1.24

	15. I like how we learn things in the 21st CCLC program.
	1.50
	1.44
	1.35
	1.68
	1.47
	0
	1.48
	1.22

	16. The adults in the 21st CCLC program care about me.
	1.72
	1.69
	1.67
	1.86
	1.61
	0
	1.59
	1.67

	17. I have a safe way to get home from the 21st CCLC program.
	1.85
	1.82
	1.81
	1.89
	1.84
	0
	1.78
	1.82

	18. I would like to go to college some day.
	1.82
	1.83
	1.78
	1.79
	1.86
	0
	1.96
	1.86

	19. I am involved in community service or other activities to help others.  
	1.18
	1.18
	1.09
	1.45
	1.16
	0
	0.87


	1.15

	20. There are ways I can make my community a better place. 
	1.63
	1.62
	1.50
	1.73
	1.65
	0
	1.74
	1.62

	Overall Average
	1.59
	1.56
	1.50
	1.69
	1.58
	NA
	1.61
	1.53


Note:  The Indicators of Quality for student surveys are a return rate of 90% or greater and ratings of 1.50 on all items.
No Grant: No grant sites were not compared against the previous year’s data, so any scores that fall below the indicator of quality, regardless of the previous year’s data, are highlighted consistently in yellow.
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