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It would appear that no other single edycational issue in recent years
has re>u1*ed in more nublic fervor than that of school desegregation. The
po]ar1zat1on of the public with respect to this iSsue finds its co.“terpart in
the ranks of the social researchers as wéll. Public forces against adjudicated
integration have found support in James Coleman who has transformed his research
interests in white flignt from public schools™ into actions of a more political
nature.  Arued with the results-of studies'which stand in contradictiogtto those
of Cole an (1575), Trnomas Pettigrew and Robert Green (1676), have sought to
mdr T2 poirt foel Liere 1S Tattle or ne relationship betueen court ordered de-
searetaticn ond wir flig.,

In snite of the often heated debate on both sides it has become clear
bat tnare i5 a Jreat deal of district-to-district variation in people's response
to cesegresdiion prograns. Deceareaation, no matter what its motivation, does
not m2ces ity resuitoan te fiignt. A host of other factors uniquely asso-
. crated vith aach ucxu@(/d1>fv1c appear to aftfect the size and direction of
people's reaciion.
Tris 1mplies fio cautions with respect to analyzing the effects of dese-

"

grw tticn on "winte fiight". The first is that the analysis cannot take place
ina vacu . Do mastounderstand the context in which the particular desegrega-
tren progranwas 1picnented especially with respect to historical changes in
SChowt o cosiuion,  Tnoofeceard 15 bhat the data must be hendled as a time

Sovie, oA rerccion=discontinuily aonlysis providing the test for the effact.
tah dinirict fo be examined thus provides an independent test of the inpact of

doseareartion conn wnnte fliqnl'.
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- The analyses presented in the following paper represent.the author's
attempt to app]y:these guidelines to an analysis of the effect of the cluster

desegregation program on “whige flight" from the Lansing Public Schools. The
first section contains the results of analyses involving historical and geo-
graphical trends in white and non-white enrollment. The second section deals
specifically withr the impact of the cluster program on the racial balance of

the Lansing schools,

cansirg and Mhirte Flioht--The Historical and Geographical Context

vt

As has been roted in every "[thnic Count Report" issued by the Lansing

v

Schaot Nisuricy since 1973, *here has been a decline in the number of white

elementory Stulonts Since at least 1968, In addition, there has been a sub-

stant1al incerase in ta2 enrolleent of minority students over the same period.

S

Potuocn Jone of 1388 and June of 1975 white elementary enrollment has declined
froem over fiftcon tnousand to less than twelve thousarfd--a decrease of more

thiin 20

.

&
Minority enrollient has swelled from just over 3,000 in 1968 to

nearly 5,230 1n 1975--an increase of 600, Table 1 presents a detailed year-by-

year breandnwn of these trends. As can be sean, the decreases in white enroll-

~

ment have beep consistent in every year and the increases in all minority en-

redliont nearty <o, In 1060 the elementary enrollment in Lansing was 847 white;

tonoto 710, Clearly a transformation of the racial com-

shoole nas been taking place.

v 4 B
sShLary s

0 place this trend in a wider perspective, data were ob-

s
o Derortnent of Education showing school district enroll-

Sroohiom

tained from
ment for all public schnols in the three county region surrounding Lansing.

Toom Do coovn S s 1ol thas roepore,

It way be readily noted




Table 1.

Lansing Elementary Sehool Enrollment As of June of Eéch Year

1970 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975

1968 1969

White 15787 15621

Non-white 3005 3304
Percent

White 84 83

15236 14877 14136 13282 12557 11676
3654 4071 4342 4541 4691 4808

81. 79 77 75 73 N

1]




that, while many of the smaller districts have experienced gains in white en-
rollment, there have also been some districts such as East Lansing, waverly,;
Bath and Bellevue which nave shown decreases in white énrb]]nent. While the
magnitude of these losses is less than 103 in 611 cases, Lansing has not been
alone in experiencing "white flight." A further analysis of this data was
carried out b& treating the white enrollment for each district as a variable
with each year as an observation. Year to year fluctuations in white enrollment
for each pair of school districts were correlated. Table 2 contains these cor-
rélations. Most notable are the positive correlations involving white enroll-
ment in the Lansing scrools with that in wavefly (.92), Mason (.72), Okemos (.71),’
East Lansing {.f3) and Dath (.£6)--all districts which 1ie in close proximity

to Lansing. It would tnerefore appear ti:at the loss of white students from
Lansing is a phenomenon more associated with the urban area of which Lansing is
the center tnan uniquzly with Lansing itself.

Th1§ central deciine 1n white enrollment has been counterbalanced to
some extent by the grovth of white enrollment in outlying areas--growth that has
been hicaly correlated with the pattern of decline. The districts showing growth
for th2 nest port demonstrate strong negative correlations with those in the
central region and high positive correlations among themselves.

Wnile white enrollment has demonstrated the above described pattern of
fluctuation in the Tri-County arca, minority enrollment has shown a somewhat
differont pattern., Cxamination of Table 3 which contains the correlations of
minorify enrollmant between pairs of school aistricts reveals a more pervasive
positive trcnd: "The correlations tend to be both large and positive for this
variable. Patterns strongly associated with that of Lansing are manifested by
Deditt (.493), Cellevue (.91), Grand Ledge (.63), Mdaple Valley (.84), East
Lansing «(.92), Holt (.9C), Mason (.89), Qkemos (.97), Waverly (.99) and

6
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Table 2.

Correlations of Majority Enrollment
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Table 3.

Correlations of Minority Enrollment

d
2 . -.32 1.00 .
3 720 .09 1.00

w. 12 -.48 .67 1.00 ‘
6

7

8

9

-.16 -.20 -.30 -.48 1,00 ,
-.28 -.39 -.92 -.45 .46 1.00 . .

83 -.57 -.04 .08 .11 .11 1.00

.45 -.10 -.72 -.65 .22 .53 .40 1.00

21 -.55 -.39 -.06 .31 .56 _.72 .19 1.00
10 .55 -.57 -.49 -.36 .59 .55 .77 .72 .64 1.00 .
N .49 -.36 -.28 -.26 .36 .34 .86 .35 .90 .75 1.00
12 -1 12 -.08 .33 =90 -.05 -.20 -.11 -.11 -.51 -.50 1,00 .
13. -.15 -.30 -.86 -.24 .09 .87 .25 .45 .70 ~ .42 .49 .31. 1.00 oo
157 -.16 -.20 -.30 -.48 1.00 .46 .11 .22 .31 .58 .36 -.90 .09 1.00 .
16 .79 -.36 -.04 -.00 -.02 .03 .96 .36 .72 .63 .89 .07 .29 -.02 1.00
17 .83 -.36 -.26 -.23 .14 .20 .44 .66 .63 .83 .84 -,20 .33 .14 .93 1.0C
18 .91 -.60 .23 .4 -.26 -.20 .77 .32 .20 .48 .33 .05 -.10 -.26 .66 .68 1.00
19 .81 .25 .4 -.02 -.25 -.65 .51 .19 -.11 &14 .28 -.12 -.48 -.25 .59 .56 .56 1.00
20 .85 -.25 -.25 -.23 -.06 .13 .88 .68 .53 .72 .76 -.03 .32 -.08 .92 .98 .69 .63 1.00 ‘
21 « .45 -.82 .28 .71 -.16 .01 .69 -.19 .61 .31 .47 .12 .18 -.16 .60 .42 .67 .06 .36 1.00
22 .73 -.33 -.16 -.35 .52 .16 .82 .60 .50 .89 .78 -.63 .09 .52 .75 .89 .53 .53 .79 .24 1.00
23 .89 -.44 -.10 -.02 -.01 .08 .97 .52 .62 .74 .80 -.09 .26 -.C1 .96 .97 .79 .60 —<.96 .57 .81 1.00
24 -.25 -.42 -.69 -.37 .65 .87 .28 .26 .e0 .60 .62 -.30 .77 .65 .23 .28 -.25 -.55 .14 .19 .32 .17 1.00
25 .77 -.34 -.37 -.35 .24 .31 .89 .74 .63 .83 .84 -.26 .39 .24 .88 .99 .60 .49 .9 .33 .90 .93 .36 1.00
26 .76 --.42 -.11 -.25 .49 .14 .86 .5 .52 .90 .77 -.61 .07 .49 .77 .89 .60 .52 .79 .34 .99 .84 .31 .90 1.00
27 .39 -.22 -.07 -7 .35 .15 .76 .10 .84 .57 .96 -.35 .32 .35 .83 .70 .20 .32 .62 .44 .68 .68 .54 .68 .68 1.00

1 2 3 4 ~ 5 6 7 8 9 10 n 12 13 15 16~ 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27
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Webberville {.9%). While declines in white enrollnment have been confined pri-
marily to 2 region‘encsmpassing Lansing, Waverly, Bath and East Lansing, growth
in mincrity enrollment has been a more general pheriomenon involving niuch of the
Tri-County area. L

As a final point of interest, Table 4 presents enrcliment figures for

the private anu =~ rochial schools in the Lansing area. With the sole exception

of the 1970-77 school yzar during which two Catholic schools were consolidated
(one lying outside of the Lanéing attendance area), there has been a nearly
steady decline in white enrollment over the seven year span in conjunction with
a gradnad dnnreele an mmerity sareiltont. To the extont to which meaningful
Cortary . m i b rmads betueen Lensing public and non-nublic schools, the
tfvndslar; rdortrcal. The Mwaite flicht! pnenomznon has manifested itself in
the Len=in g remion as soscthing nore akin to actual residential changes than

flighnt to privaras senoots.

Lopsing cnd Moo Flicht-<The Tivact of the Cluster Proaram

Fooa preliinnary analysis of the impact of the desegregation program on
the racial bilunce 1n Lansing public srhools, fluctuations in the racial com-
positicn of “ne hisurict were exariined for a tuelve year period. The data
were Giinured froiv o sonrces--the Michigan Cepartment of Education and Appen-
d1. 2 0 "aioal Doscarenibion and Uhite F1iaht" by Christine H. Rosscll. These
are prosoatod c0 ot st ot of Figure 1. While there has been considerable
VICTZONW N I the v e U vead chanies an percent white, there has been a con-
siolen' o A cctnl e in tacse data consistent with the results of the
Jure ot for ol ntary siols presented earlier,

Toopectron wore adderevod Lo tiids dara. The first was whether or

noT ot i rercent wante takirg place at the start of the Cluster Plan

’ 9




Table 4,

Lansing Private énd Parochial Schocl Enrollment

P
69-70  70-71% 71-72  72-73  73-74  74-75° 75-76
Minority 163. . 170 14 160 181 &
Majority 2404 3494 2451 2350 2292 2252

*

Conselidition of two Catholic schools (one of which was not in the Lansing

atterdence arca) ciused this junp in enrollment which was followed by a

rapid dectire U pre-consoiidation level due to overerowding.

L}
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CI9700 w1tk e pattern establisned over the years preceding

Voo TaR s oond wes wether or not the pattern of decline prior to its imposi-

. Vo NN
IO e U e s e Yoo .

To aner he forss Guestion the changes an percent white for wach

‘. Tyt

v cdid were regressed on year {1965 being year 1), The estimated

reqrrss ot o et o en resulted s presented 1n the next section of Figure 1.

2 . . .
yoluw rs, thore is guite a b1t of vamation about
{
T Tine. Tevertne e, te cocificients point toward 3 pattern

A cun be e s o

Tevolvin e i the Tess of wunite, from one year to the next. Esti-
U « oo e o bnataso b e adig progections T 1972, The
Jon ‘o oA e e o b cacne s Lere calonlated and are

1 - ¢ N
T et B oo e 5 e tnpection reveals that the Pro-

T s e o 1Y devaied o mere from 1ts actual valuo
' ' o o 1L T thore 1s no o evidence that the de-
L . ‘ oIS e e et eh s over dhe prevaous ynirs. In
d , Tooro et T e b e ol oy d deccease in percent white
Gt e e et e o able o thiat pattern !
ToobL0 T e s tion e ond rearLsion eguation was estimated
DRETE i P codesmc o (1070 beane designated as year, 1), The

ey ok e el s are presented as the last part of Figure |

LT T e s Trun e fIrs L regression analysis. The first

croe . : oo el e S b of 007 to a past-1972 value
T ! ‘ o s s pore it e, The second }5 that
co ot e e e e bedng neqative to being
Voot L o hLre N percent amte s aotbting snaller as time
T Coobe b ce e et ion o that predictoed by
P TITEE Co S s I tras trend contanee,, it points toward

ERIC
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a stabilrzet o uf tne racial balance of the Lansing public schools by 1980.
Since the impiementationeof the cluster desegregation program did not
mvelve all Lansing elengntary schools, it was possible to carry out a more
Sensitive analysss comparing year Eo year fluctuations in the racial palance
]

between cluster and non-cluster schools. The data which provided the basis

for the anzlysis are presented in. Appendix 2 of the paper. Due to the fact
that Clusters 1 and 11 were implemented in the same year, they were combined
for the purpyszs of this and subsequent analyses.

i7 tne cluster plan had a deleterious effect upon the racial balance
1o i el espact a greater decline in percent white for each
Chr o v ey wr of nlor :iatioa than in the rewainder of the olementary
Sl das donial iy ebzerved 1s presented os Figure 2. Examination of

<

Mredre s e Tt in the year of dmlementation in Clusters I and 11

VT et 0 THE {1973) the rate of decrease in percent white was actu-
ait, £ o of tne remainder of the elementary systaw,  In foct, Clus-

oro D Lot Ly dhiaod a siat] absolute incresse in dus nercent vhite in its
voo b ot oL T 1y hoeentation.,

In e maning stner asvects of these data it would dppear that there is
i

v

it b ot neinting tovard @ stabilization in the rafiaé coiposition

of Lunsang =desentary ccnouls.  The percent white in Cluster 111 and non-clus-
ool et ey ot farled ta exnibit ite expecied dccf%ne between 1974 and
CEL el s g e 1 Ly oony fu@ percent in Clusers 1 and 11. .If this trend

Stalihizanion predicied by the regression eration

. o idrn et devel data carnot fail to occur.
Ty e sy ve and lysis not only serves to refute tne hype-
G T o s gesaelerated unte f1140t £%m the elen ntory

13
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schools bu* lends added weight to previous optimistic projections relative to

tne racial balance of the school district as a whole.

Pernaps tne 1.ost detailed analysis possible in the search for a "white
flight" effect corresponding to tne implenentation of the cluster plan involves
an exanination of the racial mix of separate cohort groups as they advance
through the school system. In this context a cohort group would be considered
as composed o7 students who, 1f they nad ceen enrolled in the district in first
grade, wooid nave been first graders in the same year. Cohort group numbers
in the f Plowing discassion refer to the grade in which the cohort was enrolled

l v . ~ N

SO wt Yy ==ne riost retent year in which so detailed data were

Conami gro s were ostablished and an exanination of tne percent white

in g oar s carmeaed out vsing Cluster T oand I1, Cluster 111 and non-cluster

sChuvi.  _curtedn o Inoorder that there Le " inopre and post desegregation data
foroencn oy cndv comorts T, IV, Voand VI overe examinea.  The grapns re-
T LTS o octdr2 are orascated as Figures 3 through 6.

aaanation ¢F tne arashs reveals no trend identifiable with a "white

Floms w70 o ety e cluater plan excep. for a decrease in percent white
ecorrt U oter (ustees Dand 11, and Cluster DI in their respective years of
done resitve o Inore farst instance there would appear to be sizable year to

yoar P e iy laee anywey. Inoadaition, the decrcase taking place

betaone D70 e Tel s o mberbad iced by an increase between 1972 and 1972,
DUt T ke decyeaee in 1y percent whiee corresponds ex-
i
I I T orienetd by the won-cluster elewntary scnools at the
[ +
v o ab b Shiay seant evadonce for a "white Tlight"




Figure 2., - t
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effect attributable to the cluster desegregation plan is insufficient to denon-
strate any meaningful impact of the plah on the racial composition of the schools
involved when conpared ro schools which were unaffected.

In summary, the inconslusive evidence of a negative effect ¢f the cluster
desegregation plan on the racial balance in Lansing schools must be seen as beipg
vastly overshadowed by the ongoing exodus of white.students from the central
region encompassing Waverly, East Lansing, Lansing Parochial and Lansing Public
Schools. The fact that Lansing shows the greatest tendency towards a reduction
in the porcent white in its schools is probably due more to the differgntial im-
pact o% cconomc factors on white and ainority groups than for any other reason.
Tne dmplerentation of the cluster desegregation program has certainly not ad-
erse]y offected the situation from the standpoint of the racial balance in
Lansing Punlic ScQools as a whole. In fact, trends frem the last four years

even offor some hope for a stabilization of the racial composition of the schqols

in the near future,
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APPENDIX 1.
School Enrollrment For Majority and Minority Students
in the Tri-County Area 197C-71 to 1975-76

L]
!

1970-71 19737-72 1972-73 1973-74 1974-75  1975-76*
Mipority 21 23 28 26 29° 47
Majority

Minority
Majority

Minority
Majority

Minority
Majority
Minority

Pewama-
Westphalia Majority

Minority

St. Johns
Majority

&
Minority
Bellevue
Majormty

Minoraity
Charlotte
Majority

Minority
Eaton Rapids
Majority

Minority
Grand Ledge
Majority

Minority
Manle Valley
Majority

Minority- 17
Olivet

Majoraty 1236

Minority 16
Potterville
Mcjority 790




Minority
Oneida

Majority

Minority
Roxand

Majority

Minority
East Lansing

Majority

\

Minority
Lansing

Majority

Minority
Dansville

Majority

Minority
Haslett

Majority

Minority
Holt

Majority

Minority
Leslie

Majority

Minority
Mason

Majority

Mirority
Okeros

Majority

Minority
Stockbridge

Majority

R

Minority
Waverly /

Majority

Minority
Webbervilie

Majority

Minority
Williamston

Majority

* Prelwminary lata

Data nade vailable by the Mi

1970-7

0
0

0
12

41
4757

6201
26358

15
1012

21
2046

96
4200

42
1580

52
3503

58

3250

80
1952

129
4680

794

1
175¢

1971-72

0
4

0
13

431
4581

6715
26282

1061

26
2060

125
4321

1647

59
3531

67
3270

8
2043

1845

1972-73

0
4

16

439
4433

7176
24930

19
1076

21
2095

141
4424

38

1717

62

98

3252

85
2033

220
4648

834

~

9
1852

chigun Lepartrent of fducation
+

1973-74

0
5

1
27

470
4460

7438
234N

13
ms

22
2i03

137
4368

%

1722

18
3529

104
3262

95
2081

245
4518

17
826

19
1859

1974-75

0
8

0
23

537
44N

7729
22518

17
PARE!

23
2064

160
4390

44
1741

67
3447

136

93
2047

253
4361

11
827

22
1879

23

1975-76*
0
10

545
4498

8147
22409

30
1085

3
20C0

177
4336

43
1741

80
3418

163
3220

77
2090

280
4174

19
842

18
1869




Appendix 2.

Fall Blerentarv Scheol Enrollrent for Minority
and Bago-ity Students an Cluster and hon-Cluster Schools

{luster Schools Non-Cluster
[ Il I11 Schools
1969 1274 1161 1292 11853
(341) (369) (442) (2428)
1970 1275 1114 1228 11447
(429) (338) (461) (2691)
1971 1239 269 . 1164 . 11256
(302) (366) (466) (2936)
1077 R TR B+ 1081 10597
(410) (324) (508) (3232) ,
1573 954 832 1069* 9911
(368) (341) (485) . (3396)
1974 921 783 955 9458
(367) (338) : (505) (3622)
1975 145 720 933 9307
(395 (340) (513) (3644)
*

fear in which Cluster Program was inplemented.
Minority enrolluent is in parentheses.
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Appendix 3.
Cohort Formation
Sctool Year _ Grade
1970-71 1 2 3 4 5 6
1971-72 1 ? 3 4 5 6
1972-73 1 2 3 4 5 6
1973-74 1 ? 3 4 5 6
1972-75 ] 2 3 4 5 6
Cohort Graup A T 111 1Y Vv VI VIT  VIIT IX X
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