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LESSON ON SCHOOL FUNDING ISSUES: 

MATHEMATICAL REASONING ASSIGNMENT 1
Goal/Learning Outcome:  Students will explore quantitative data concerning funding disparities, at both micro- and macro- levels, and will understand how these disparities affect the level of socially just, equitable education for all students. 

Objectives:  

· Students will identify possible misconceptions about school funding and its effect on students’ access to equitable educational experiences. 

· Students will learn about current funding structures. 

· Students will discuss/debate disparate, equal, and equitable funding for all students (learning about the concept of “shared costs”).

· Students will examine and interpret quantitative data indicating the relationship between funding disparity and racial diversity at both macro and micro levels. 

· Students will explain verbally what they think the various data mean both literally and implicitly.

Procedures: 

1. Ask students to free-write and then briefly discuss four possible reasons why a capable student might/might not go on to college.  

2. Provide brief overview of school funding structures. 

3. Ask students to estimate what level of disparity in funding exists in their home states. Hand out chart showing funding disparities between high and lowest poverty districts. Discuss what they see.

4. Discuss question: Should funding be equal for all students? Introduce idea of equitable funding. What do they think might be equitable? Discuss various goods and services that need funding and how they might be different for different districts. Explain “shared costs” in funding (1.9:1 for special needs, 1.4:1 for poverty). How does this change the issue of funding disparity? 

5. Give handout on Milwaukee schools.  Have students examine the charts showing shifts in demographics in Milwaukee Public Schools (MPS) (micro-level) from 1964-1999 and changes in funding between MPS and suburban schools compared to each other and to state averages. Have students discuss in groups what seems significant in combining the information from the two charts. They will then explain what they see to the rest of the class. 

6. Show students the explanation provided with the charts to see how their description compares. 

7. Have students examine two charts showing percentage of students of color in MPS in 1980-81 and 1998-1999 and increase in difference in MPS and suburban spending per students in the same two time periods, emphasizing the difference in available resources.  Ask if the amount seems significant and why. 

8. Have students look at the comparison of available resources at Nicolet HS (suburban) and Custer HS (MPS).  Point out the difference in graduation rates. Take this back to original free-write on reasons why capable students might not attend college.  While this is not causal data, is there a correlation worth our attention?  

Assessment: 

· Students will write a reflection on what they learned and experienced (paying attention to both thoughts and emotions) during this lesson, any changes in understanding regarding equal and equitable funding, and how the examination of statistics played a role in this learning experience.  They will report any questions that remain unanswered for them. 

