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Bring the

impacts of segregation

into focus







3 Truths of School Integration




School Segregation, 1952
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School Desegregation Court Order Dates
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Effect of Court-Ordered School Desegregation
on Racial School Segregation
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Effect of Court-Ordered School Desegregation
on School Spending for Blacks

25%

20%

Number of School-Age

Exposure Years

15%

Exposed All
K-12 Years

10%

Court Order Takes Effect = — -

Years Before

Court Order
5%

0%

Change in District Per-Pupil Spending
Average During School-Age Years

-5%
-6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18

Years Relative to Court Order



Effect of Court-Ordered School Desegregation on
Educational Attainment, by Race
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Effect of Court-Ordered School Desegregation on
Adult Wages, by Race, Ages 20-50
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Effect of Court-Ordered School Desegregation on
Annual Incidence of Poverty in Adulthood, by Race
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Long-Term Student Outcomes

Hispanic students also benefit from court-ordered integration. For Mexican-
American students, participating in desegregation led to a significant
increase in educational attainment.

f Completed f %
nearly a full 20

year more of increase in
schooling likelihood of

graduation




Why Integration Works: Access to Resources

i

“Improved school resources explained a significant amount of the

beneficial effects of desegregation.”

When court-ordered desegregation did not lead to meaningful spending
increases for Black children, the educational and socioeconomic

improvements did not materialize.







Acknowledging Concerns

Valuing proximity to

whiteness
Assimilationist goals

Predominantly black
and Hispanic schools

cannot provide a high-

quality education

» Long commutes

« Unwelcoming, unsafe
schools

» Within school
segregation and
tracking

 Lack racial diversity of
teachers

e Loss of schools as
neighborhood centers

 Elimination of highly-
valued jobs for black
teachers




School Segregation & Resource Equity

y

and district boundaries that segregate students by race and
nomic status are major impediments to resource equity.

// Adequately funding schools

Redistribution is politically

with concentrated poverty is unpopular. State policy Teacher churn, insufficient

extremely expensive.

doesn’t adequately address access to rigorous course-

inter-district tax inequities. work, and overreliance on
exclusionary discipline
remain.




Contemporary Policy Influences
- on School Segregation

/

School closing, : . Real estate Restrictive
Zoning policies ;
unreg. charters practices covenants

Gerrymandered Provision of gov't
school boundaries services

Segregated
housing projects

Mortgage/lending

Student
assignment Housing subsidies

racialized tracking

Transportation
infrastructure




Desegregated Schools, Segregated Classrooms
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Reimagining Equity & Excellence by
Design

Thank you!!!
ruckerj@berkeley.edu

RUCKER C. JOHNSON
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