Family

DrOMmISe e 16™ NATIONAL CONFERENCE

I\/IISSIOI\I POSSIBLE

Data as a Tool to Understanding
Student Homelessness in Your
Community

SAN NTONIO
APRIL 11-13, 2019



|
s

2%

XD S
SE e

%
y

al

e
c 7";;
X

f
1

What You’ll Learn Today

1. Tools to learn more about student

homelessness in your community

policy

. 2. Case study: Homeless student
outcomes in NYC

- 3. How data can be used to impact

FamilyPromise
30 Years of Transformation



ICPH: Bringing Family
Homelessness into Focus

The Institute for Children, Poverty, and Homelessness (ICPH) is a
New York City-based policy research organization focused on family
homelessness in New York City and throughout the United States

All materials we produce are available for free at www.ICPHusa.org
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PH

Reports

ICPH researches the causes of family homelessness, the demographics of this growing
population, the conditions that make it difficult for homeless families to become self-
sufficient, and the programs that are most effective in helping them transition out of
poverty. ICPH works with programs and partners across the U.S. to conduct and
disseminate this research in order to improve services and influence public policy.
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One-Third of Georgia’s Homeless Learning English While Homeless: On The Map: The Atlas of Student
Students Live in Rural Areas Fast Fluency Drives Academic Homelessness in New York City 2018
Success—Part Two —Section 1
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Interactive Data

ICPH produces interactive tools and data for users to further explore the effects of
homelessness on children and their families. These tools allow people from different

fields to tailor and engage with ICPH data in a way that is meaningful to them and the
unique needs of their organization.
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The Health and Well-Being of

Suspension Hubs Interactive Map
Homeless High School Students

The United States of Homelessness
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United States of
~ Homelessness

Toggle Map View
(® Percent Growth (SY 2013-14 to SY 2015-16)
Number of Students (SY 2015-16)

* Interactive web tool utilizing 4
years of publicly-available data
from ED

W -48.1%t0-25.8%
W -25.8%1t0-2.8%
M -28%t010.8%
10.8% to 26.8%
W 26.8% to 66%

e Look at nationwide and local
trends

Total Homeless

Choose a subgroup

According to the U.S. Department of Education, a student is

° Zoom | 1] On you r a reas Of | nte reSt Click through the O goot:’;l:ZTJ::?meless homeless if they are living doubled up with other people due to

subgroups of loss of housing or economic hardship, in an emergency or

homeless students to Sheltered Homeless transitional shelter, in a hotel or motel due to lack of alternative
change the map, and Homeless Living in Hotels/Motels accommodations, or unsheltered and living in a place not meant
click on states to see Unsheltered Homeless for human habitation, such as a car or a park

, .

PY U 1 d S f H I more state-specific Homeless Children with Disabilities
nited States of Homelessness Crors et QHomeless chicrnwith Diabiltes

Unaccompanied Homeless



https://www.icphusa.org/interactive_data/the-united-states-of-homelessness/

- Discussion

What role do data collection and
analysis play in helping homeless
families?

Could a tool like the United States of
Homelessness help you in your work?
If so, how?

What data, or tools for interpreting
data, do you wish you had?



Using Data to Study the
~ Educational Impacts of
~ Homelessness in NYC

* Demographic and Geographic
$ Trends

* Mid-Year Transfers
* Chronic Absenteeism
-+ Children with IEPs

 English Language Learners
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Homeless Students in New York City Public Schools

by Type of Homelessness
SY 2010-11to SY 201617

Homeless 56% Increase
B Doubled Up M In Shelter I Unsheltered Other s All Housed

Total:
— 105,124

Demographic Trends

e Data sharing agreement with NYC
DOE

e Qver 105,000 homeless students
in NYC

e bb% increase in student
homelessness over 6 years

* Rise in doubled-up students

12 SY 201213 SY 2013-44 SY 201416 SY 2015-16 SY 2016—17



Race and Ethnicity of Homeless Students
SY 201617

- Demographic Trends

 Black and Hispanic students over-
represented in homeless
population

Hispanic

 Black students were more likely to
be in shelter, while Hispanic
students were most likely to be
doubled up

Black

Other



SEHHEHE How Are Homeless Students Distributed
: Across Grade Level?

: SY 2016-17
- Demographic Trends
Pre—l(—2""_
+ Younger students are mostat  cece eeerssnen [ -
sk for homelessness o
. Largest gap from pre-K to rorese [ e
Kindergarten a3 ronce [
S
" Number of homeless students e [
tapers off toward the end of
nigh schoo e
What dynamics might account for 24% 9 Grade _

fluctuations in homeless students 10" Grade 7,402

across grades?

11" Grade 4,892

12* Grade 4314



Where Do Homeless Students Attend School?

Number and Percent of Homeless Students, by School District
S SY 201617
- Percent of Homeless Students
- Geographic Snapshot 29%-75%

: 76%11.4%

:: 1.5%—15.7%

15.8%-216%
Major Parks/Airports

Number of Homeless Students

. o 950-1639

* Atleastone in 10 students D
experienced homelessness in half O 2.372-3554
of the districts O 3855-4793

O 4794-10.423

* High concentrations in districts in
northern Manhattan, southern Nt Data aro by school it for SY 20617 and
Bronx, and central Brooklyn




Geographic Trends

* Queens school districts saw the
largest growth in homeless
students over the past year

 Growth could be an increase in
number of homeless students
and/or better identification
practices

Where is Student Homelessness Growing?

Percent Increase in Student Homelessness, by School District

SY 2015-16 to SY 201617

Percent Change in Number of Homeless Students

-1 7%-0.0%
01%—4.4%

4 5%-7.2%
73%-14%
N.5%-18.5%

Major Parks/Airports

Change in Number of Homeless Students
e -39-0

Q 127

O 128-198

O 199-313

O 3144867

Note: Data are by school district for 5Y 201617 and
do not iIndude schools In non-geographic districts.




Percent of Students Who Transferred Schools

. Mid-Year, by Housing Status
Mid-Year Transfers e g

Snapshot

21%

 One in five homeless students
transferred schools mid-year —

more than double the citywide rate 13%

Citywide: 9%

6%

105,124

Homeless  Formerly Housed,  Housed, Not
Homeless | ow-Income Low-Income




Mid-Year Transfers
by Grade Level

* Homeless students consistently
have higher transfer rates than
their housed peers

* One in four homeless elementary
schoolers transferred mid-year

Percent of Students Who Transferred Mid-Year,
by Housing Status and Grade Level
SY 2016-17

M All Housed M All Homeless

25%

19%

%

#

Pre-K Elementary Middle High
School School School



Trends in Mid-Year
Transfers

e Students in shelter most likely to
transfer schools

* Transfer rates decreasing for all
housing types

Percent of Students Who Transferred Mid-Year,

by Housing Status and Year
SY 2010-11to SY 201617

— All — Homeless, Homeless, — All

Homeless In Shelter Doubled Up Housed
ﬁ\\\_‘—— L
29%
) N 1%
15%
0% P
o — 7%

SY 20101
sYa20om-12
SY 201213
SY 20134
SY201-15
SY 201516
SY 201617



Percent of Homeless Students Who Transferred
Mid-Year Into or Within the School District
SY 2016-17

11.0%
11.2%-15.9%
16.0%—-19.6%
197%—-241%
24.2%-297%

Major Parks/Airports

 Even in the district with the lowest
mid-year transfer rate, more than
one in ten homeless students
transferred.




Percent of Students Who were
Chronically Absent, by Housing Status

~ Chronic Absenteeism S e

- Snapshot

36% 359,

e Over one-third of homeless
students were chronically absent in

SY 2016-17 23% Citywide: 22%

e Effects of homelessness on chronic
absenteeism persist even after a
student is housed

99,532 574,274 | 291,638

Homeless  Formerly  Housed, Housed, Not
Homeless Low-Income Low-Income




Chronic Absenteeism
by Grade Level

e Highest rates of chronic
absenteeism in pre-K and high
school

Why might chronic absenteeism among

homeless students be highest in pre-K
and high school?

Percent of Students Chronically Absent,

by Housing Status and Grade Level
SY 201617

= All Housed B All Homeless

33%

Pre-K Elementary Middle High
School School School

MNote: Pre-K absenteetsm data shown here do not Include New York City Early
Education Centers (NYCEEC).



Percent of Students Chronically Absent,
by Housing Status

Trends in Chronic SY 2010-11 to SY 201617
. — All — — All
Absenteeism Homeless  nSheter  DowledUp Housed
e 36% of homeless students were 6% e S%
et t ~— . 56%
chronically absent in SY 2016-17 Every Studert. Every Day! ‘
mpaign Is Expanded :
- Attendance initiative implemented o ~— (30%
in NYC Community schools ; ex
improved chronic absenteeism 27% | . . ézs% .
rates after SY 2014-15 R — - iy

SY 2010-1
SY 2011-12
SY2012-13
SY2013-14
SY 201415
SY 2015-16
SY 2016-17




Geography of Chronic
Absenteeism

In 20 of the 32 school districts
(60%), at least one out of three
homeless students was chronically
absent

Percent of Homeless Students Who Were
Chronically Absent, by School District

SY

2016-17

16.0%—25.3%
25.4%-33.0%
331%-37.8%
37.9%-41.3%
41.4%-50.5%

Major Parks/Airports




Shapshot of Students
with Individual
Education Plans

e Homeless and low-income
students were more likely to need
special education supports

Percent of Students With Special Needs,
by Housing Status
SY 2016-17

22% 22%

16%

Homeless Housed, Housed, Not
Low-Income Low-Income



Students with IEPs by
Where Students Sleep

Students in shelter or other
temporary arrangements are about
twice as likely as students living
doubled up to have an IEP

Percent of Students With Special Needs,
by Housing Status
SY 2016-17

Housed

22%

Homeless

ttttttttttttt

Doubled
Up

31%

LA A AR L R LR R N

In
Shelter

32%

Other
Homeless

Citywide
20%

tttttttttttt



Timing of IEP Received,
by Housing Status
SY 2013-14 to 201617

~ Timing of IEPs

mIEP on Time mMLate |EP

Always Housed, Never Low-Income (N=2,351)

* Only half of homeless students
received IEPs on time (by
Kindergarten), compared with 71%
of housed, not low-income
students

Always Housed, Ever Low-Income (N=11,619)

Ever Homeless (N=2,999)
Why might homeless students be

less likely to receive IEPs on time?




Percent of Students Who Are ELLSs,

~ Snapshot of Homeless by Housing Status
11 - SY 2016-17

- English Language

~ Learners

25%

* One in four homeless students in
NYC is an English Language
Learner (ELL)—3x the rate of
housed, not low-income students

16%

 Spanish speakers represented the
majority of homeless ELLS, but
other common languages included
Bengali, Mandarin, and Arabic.

Ever Housed, Housed, Not
Homeless Low-Income Low-Income




Students Who Are
ELLS by Where

Students Sleep

* QOver one-third of doubled-up
students are ELLs, compared with
just 11% of sheltered students

Percent of Students Who Are ELLs,
by Where Students Sleep

SY 2016-17

Housed

25%

All
Homeless

34%

Doubled
Up

0000000000000

33,903

In
Shelter

15%

Other
Homeless




Time Spent in ELL Services,
by Housing Status

Time Spent in ELL SY 2010-1 to 2016-17

Services ELL13 Years MELL3-6Years MELL 7+ Years
« Homeless students require more Always Housed, Not Low-Income (N=149)

time in ELL services to become
fluent 89% .

e Less than half (40%) of ELL students
who were ever homeless became
fluent in English within three years

Always Housed, Low-Income (N=9,795)

50%

Ever Homeless (N=1,293)

Note: Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding.




Percent of Homeless Students Who Are ELLs,
by School District

5.9%-12.3%
12.4%-19.0%

Geography of

25.4%-33.1%

Homeless ELLs 32% £28%

Major Parks/Alrports

* Bay Ridge (53%), Flushing (44%),
and Hamilton (41%) had the
highest percentages of homeless
students who are ELLs (Districts
20, 2b, and 6). :

* Does a similar pattern persist when
you break it down by language
spoken at home?




Geography of
~ Homeless ELLs, by
~ Primary Language

When looking at these most
commonly spoken languages, the
clustering can help coordinate
potential services to meet linguistic
needs in those neighborhoods

Spanish
Speaking
ELLS
18,748
Homeless
Students

Bengali
Speaking
ELLS
1,330
Homeless
Students

Chinese
Speaking
ELLS
1,925
Homeless
Students

Arabic
Speaking
ELLS

839 Homeless
Students




How Can Data Guide
Reform?

Help raise awareness

Address questions of under-
identification and enrollment

Improve data collection processes

Underscore need for greater staff
training

Mapping resources can lead to
improved funding for underserved
areas



Discussion

Does data currently inform your practice?
For example, does data support programs
offered to homeless children in your
community?

Do you know of any data-driven reforms that
have been successfully implemented in your
state or school district?

How can we improve identification on
homeless students?

What barriers exist that prevent you from
fully maximizing the data?



Questions?



Thank You!

media@ICPHusa.org
(212) 358-8086

To download copies of our publications:
http://www.ICPHusa.org/reports/



