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METHODOLOGY OF THE SURVEY

An opinion survey of registered voters in the Imay Cty School
District was conducted between February 2 and 9, 2004. This survey, which
sought voters' opinions and attitudes about the local public schools, was
conducted by School Public Relations Consultant Services of Lansing and
WIIlianston, M chigan.

A probability survey sanple was drawn fromthe |list of registered voters
inthe district (n =7,852), with each of the voters assured an equal chance
of being selected. The sanple size of 367 was selected by systematic random
sanpl i ng procedures, and was stratified by the two political precincts in the
district. It was chosen to maintain a 95% sanpling confidence, with a
sanpling error tolerance of +/- 5% This means there is a 95%certainty that
t he range of opinions of respondents in the sanpling reflects the sane range
of responses obtained if all of the voters were called during the same tine
period; assumng the sanme interviewers and the sanme questionnaire; with a
sanpling error factor of + or - 5% Sanpling error tolerances for the
various subgroups in the total sanple are larger, due to the smaller sizes of
t hese subgroups. Sanpling error tolerance for public school parents is +/-
8.3% and for those who have no children in the Imay Gty Community School s
+/ - 6.3%

The questionnaire was devel oped by Kathy Feaster, principal of the firm
follow ng extensive input sessions with school district staff mnmenbers,
parents, Board of Education nmenbers and other citizens in the district.

Tel ephone interviews were conducted by interviewers from Marnen
Conmputing, Inc., of Menom nee, M chigan, who were trained in the use of the
guestionnaire by Ms. Feaster.

Al'l survey data was read and coded by SPR Consultant Services staff and
was tabul ated through the conputer facilities of Marmen Conputing. Results
were anal yzed and interpreted by Ms. Feaster, who prepared this report.

Survey results are reported for all respondents in the survey and for
two maj or subgroups. The first subgroup is voters who have children in the
ImMay City Conmunity Schools at the present tinme -- entitled PUBLI C SCHOCL
PARENTS -- 37% of the total sanple.

The second subgroup consists of voters who have children in private or
parochi al school, or who have pre-school age children only, or who have
children who are not enrolled in the local public schools, or who have no
children of school age or younger -- entitled NO\PARENTS -- 63% of the total
sanpl e.

Statistically significant differences of opinion occur between these two
maj or subgroups when the difference in responses to a particular question is
10% or greater

O her subgroup denographic information is shown in the conposition of
the survey sanple at the end of this report.

Readers should note that, when indicating the opinions of |ower
el ement ary/ upper el enentary/ m ddl e school / hi gh school parents, if a voter has
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a child in each of these levels, their opinion is included in each of the
| evel s reported. This is not so, of course, when reporting opinions of
parents as a whol e.

All figures shown in this report are in percentages, rounded to the
near est whol e nunber. Wen colums do not total 100%it is due to rounding.
When colums greatly exceed 100%it is due to nultiple responses.

When columms are headed by " %of" and ended wi th "UNASKED' this neans
it is afollowup question and only those who responded in a certain way to
the prior question were asked this particular question. Al percentages shown
in these kinds of charts are percent of the whole, not percent of those who
wer e asked the question.

It should also be noted that, when categories such as "sone of the
policies/procedures” or "certain progranms and services" are listed in a
chart, these are conbi ned responses due to the fact that less than 1%cited
any one of the individual responses included in the category.

When appropriate, conparative data is showmn fromthe 2000 Voter Opi ni on
Poll conducted in the district. Statistically significant differences of
opi nion occur between these polls when the difference in responses to the
sanme question is 7% or greater
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RATI NG THE DI STRICT' S | NFORVATI ON DELI VERY SYSTEM

ImMay City voters offer high ratings for the district’s information
delivery system —three out of four (75% say the schools do a good (57% to
excellent (18% job keeping them informed about what happens in the school
district. Another one of ten (13% say the schools do a fair job, 3% say
poor and the other one of ten (10% are unable to offer a rating.

More than eight of ten public school parents (84% offer a “good to
excellent” rating, as do seven of ten (70% who have no children in the | ocal
public schools, with 15% of the “non-parents” unable to offer a rating.

Tell me, in your opinion, do the Imay Gty schools do an
excel lent, good, fair or poor job of keeping you inforned
about what happens in the district?

Al | Publ i c Non-
| NFORMVATI ON DELI VERY Respondents School Parents Parents
Excel | ent 18% 27% 13%
Good 57 57 57
Fair 13 13 12
Poor 3 3 3
Can't say/don't know 10 - 15

Information delivery ratings have increased significantly since the 2000
Vot er Opinion Poll conducted in the district —from 66% “good to excellent”
to the current 75% “good to excellent”.

‘00 ‘04
| NFORMVATI ON DELI VERY Al Resp. All Resp.
Excel | ent 14% 18%
Good 52 57
Fair 15 13
Poor 7 3

Can’t say/don’t know 12 10
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Suggestions to inprove information delivery, offered by those who say
it’s either “fair” (13% or “poor” (3%:

16% of 16% of 15% of
TO | MPROVE Al | Publ i c Non-
| NFORVATI ON DELI VERY Respondents School Parents Parents
Mail letters/flyers 6% 7% 6%
Publish district newsletter 3 2 3
nore often
More detailed i nformation 2 4
in the newsletter
More detailed i nformation 2 2 3
in the newspapers
Personal contact/phone calls 2 2 1
Websi t e/ i nt er net 1 2 1
Want no i nfornmation about 1 - 2
t he school s
O her suggestions® 2 5 1
Can’t say/don’t know 1 2 1
( UNASKED) (84 ) (84 ) (85 )

(Multiple response question)

OO her suggestions: send a newsletter —don’t get one; send nore information
home wth students; nore communication from teachers; nore tinely
information; information on |ocal cable channel; email; television; be nore
open/ honest

SOURCES OF | NFORVATI ON ABOUT THE | MLAY CI TY COVMUNI TY SCHOOLS

The | eading source of school information in the Imay Gty school
district continues to be the district newsletter “G ow ng Together” —cited
by nearly one-half of the voters (47%.

The next | eadi ng source of school information for voters is the Tri-Cty
Times, cited by three of ten (29%. Oher primary sources are students in
the schools (20%, the Lapeer County Press (18%, school building newsletters
(18%, notes and letters from the schools (12%, word-of-nouth from non-
school related persons (10%, parents with children in the schools (10% and
teachers (10%.



Leadi ng sources of

*The district newsletter
*School buil ding newsl ett

i nformati on for
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ers (479

public schoo

parents are:

*Their own and ot her students in the schools (31%

*Notes and letters fromthe schools (27%

whil e the | eading sources of i
t he school s are:

*The district newsletter
*Tri-City Tinmes (37%

nformati on for

(46%

*Lapeer County Press (24%

*Students in the school s
*Word-of -nmouth from non-s

(13%

chool

t hose who have no children in

rel ated persons (13%

And, where do you get nost of your information about the

school s here?

| NFORVATI ON_ SOURCES

District newsletter “G ow ng
Toget her”
Tri-Cty Tinmes
Om chil dren/ ot her students
Lapeer County Press
School building newsletters
Notes/letters fromthe
school s
Wor d- of - mout h from non-schoo
rel ated persons
Parents with children in
t he school s
Teachers
Own observati on/ per sonal
i nvol venent
LA Vi ew
School support staff nenbers
School adm nistrators
Spouse who is active in
t he school s
Mar que on Hi ghway 53
Tel evi si on
Internet/district web page
Parent group neetings
School Board nenbers/ neetings
Get no information about the
school s
Q her sources®
Can’t say/don’t know

Al | Publ i c Non-
Respondents School Parents Parents
47% 50% 46%
29 16 37
20 31 13
18 8 24
18 47 1
12 27 3
10 6 13
10 9 10
10 12 8
8 9 7
6 3 7
4 4 5
2 2 2
1 4 -
1 1 1
1 1 1
1 2 -
1 2 -
- 1 -
3 - 5
1 1 1
2 - 3
(Multiple response question)
communi ty cal endar; school cal endar

O her sources: Flint Journal;



The majority of the |eading sources of school information have renai ned
about the sanme since the 2000 Poll, with the exception of school building
newsl etters —cited to a significantly greater degree in 2004 (18% than in
2000 (9% —and the Tri-Cty Times, which was cited by significantly fewer
voters in 2004 (29% than it was in 2000 (38%.

‘00 ‘04
| NFORVATI ON SOURCES Al Resp. Al Resp
District newsletter 49% 47%
Tri-CGty Tinmes 38 29
Om chil dren/ ot her students 21 20
Lapeer County Press 16 18
Bui | ding newsletters 9 18
Wor d- of - mout h —non-school rel at ed 14 10

per sons

Notes/letters fromthe school s 10 12
Teachers 10 10
Parents with children in the schools 9 10

QUALITY OF EDUCATION IN THE LOCAL PUBLI C SCHOCOLS

ImMay City voters award high ratings to the quality of education
provided by their local public schools —one-half (53% say it’s “good” and
one of four (24% say it’'s “excellent”.

Nearly all of the voters with children in the schools offer a “good to
excellent” rating (91%, as do seven of ten “non-parents (709 —wth two of

ten “non-parents” (18% wunable to offer a rating. And the “good to
excellent” ratings have clinbed significantly in the ensuing years since the
| ast voter poll —from67%in 2000 to the current (77%.

How woul d you rate the quality of the education provided
by the schools here —excellent, good, fair or poor?
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Al Publ i c Non-
QUALI TY CF EDUCATI ON Respondents School Parents Parents
Excel | ent 24% 28% 22%
Good 53 63 48
Fair 8 7 9
Poor 3 2 3
Can’t say/don’t know 11 - 18

‘00 ‘04

QUALI TY OF EDUCATI ON Al Resp. Al Resp
Excel | ent 17% 24%
Good 50 53
Fair 13 8
Poor 6 3
Can’t say/don’t know 14 11

Regardl ess of their ratings, however, voters were asked for their
suggestions to i nprove educati on:

And, what could be done to inprove the quality of
education in the Imay Cty school s?

Leading the list of suggestions:

*Change certain policies and procedures (15%
(none of which add up to 1% by thensel ves)

*|I nprove certain areas of the curriculum prograns
and services (12%
(none of which add up to 1% by thensel ves)

while one of ten (13% say it’s good now and needs no inprovenent, and four
of ten (43% are unable to offer any suggestions for inprovenent.
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TO | MPROVE Al Publ i c Non-
QUALITY OF EDUCATI ON Respondents School Parents Parents
Change certain policies/ 15% 16% 15%
procedures®

Good now needs no i nprovenent 13 21 8

| nprove certain areas of the 12 15 11

curricul un prograns/ servi ces®
Smal | er cl ass size

More individual attention for
students

Better, nore caring, dedicated
t eachers

Ofer a wider variety of

cl asses

| mpr ove parent-teacher

comuni cati on

Mor e parent invol venent
Conti nui ng education for

t eachers

Hi gher academ c standards

Mor e adequat e fundi ng

O her suggestions®

Can’t say/don’t know
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(Multiple response question)

@®Change certain policies/procedures: nore enphasis on the 3 R's; inprove
discipline in the schools; screen teachers nore carefully —do background
checks; pay teachers nore; teach the truth in social studies —America is not
a denocracy; |ess enphasis on sports; each teacher should use a variety of
teachi ng techni ques; higher salaries to notivate teachers to teach better;
spend nore noney on necessities for students; schools should be nore involved
with the internet; should encourage nore reading; focus on education not
politics; teachers and counselors need to work cl oser together; should have
hal f-day ki ndergarten; teach nore about fam |y val ues; inprove comrunication
between the schools; continue funding nusic and vocational education
prograns; spend noney on education, not the buildings; listen to parents’
concerns regardi ng abusive teachers; troubled kids should be put in special
school s; get teachers who know how to deal with children with problens; hire
dedi cated teachers; teachers needs to be teachers, not friends; teachers need
to follow through with prom sed solutions; teachers need to follow a strict
format; |ess homework; teach good study habits; keep parents out of the
schools and | et teachers do their jobs; less time spent preparing for MEAP
tests; provide study halls during the school day; provide nore tinme for
el ectives; offer less to Hispanics and nore for all students; listen to
parents with disabled kids on how to educate them focus nore on the arts;
have at l|least three reading levels in reading groups, so they can learn at
their own pace; stricter dress



-10-

code; fire everyone and hire people who don't treat kids with disabilities
i ke freaks; nore enphasis on history and current events; teach students
some manners; stop wasting time on non-rel ated courses |ike Spanish

@l nprove certain areas of the curricul um prograns/services: nore aides; up-
to-date materials; enough books to go around; nore conputers; nentor program
nore variety in English classes; nore adult education classes; nore Speci al
Education; nore extra-curricular activities; mddle school alternative
education for slow | earners; nore career guidance; a tutoring progran better
mat h program nore/ newer textbooks; better conputer courses; nore cul tural
progranms; nore for the gifted; nore help for special needs students; better
arts program nore college prep courses; life skills courses; nore vocationa
education courses; teach hone ec and shop; nore AP classes; teach witing
skills for high school students; better ESL program technical witing
courses; |less electives

®Qt her suggestions: nore community involvenment in the schools; new Schoo
Board nenbers; |ess drugs and gang problens; throw out the teachers union;
hire nme; nore classroom space; update the facilities

Voters were al so asked:

As you know the State of M chigan conducts a student
assessment program every year —called the MEAP tests.
How nmuch val ue do the MEAP scores have when it cones to
measuring the quality of education offered by a school
district —a great deal of value, sone value, little
val ue, or no value at all?

In the eyes of two of ten voters (22% MEAP scores have a great deal of
value when it conmes to neasuring the quality of education in a school
district, while four of ten (43% feel they have at |east sonme value. The
other two of ten (22%, however, feel that MEAP scores have little (179% or
no value at all (5% in measuring quality, and this was voiced by 26% of the
parents as well as 20% of the “non-parents” in the district.

VALUE OF MEAP SCORES I N Al | Publ i c Non-
MEASURI NG QUALI TY OF EDUCATI ON Respondents School Parents Parents
A great deal of value 22% 22% 22%
Sone val ue 43 44 42
Littl e val ue 17 22 13

No val ue at all 5 4 7

Can’t say/undeci ded 13 7 16
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Reasons offered by those who feel MEAP scores have a great deal of val ue
when it comes to neasuring the quality of education (22%:

22% of 22% of 22% of
Al Public Non-

VWHY GREAT DEAL OF VALUE Respondents School Parents Parents
Scores refl ect how nuch 10% 10% 10%

student s have | ear ned

Shows where students need 4 3 5

hel p/ what to work on

Only way to neasure quality/ 4 7 2

conpare districts

Refl ects how wel | teachers 3 2 3
are teaching
O her reasons® 4 5 3
Can’t say/don’t know 5 4 7
( UNASKED) (78 ) (78 ) (78 )

(Multiple response question)

OC her reasons: students |learn how to focus on what they re taught; shows how
nmy students conpare with others; helps public to know that the schools are
trying to teach the core curriculum gives students sonething to score on;
need to have sone sort of neasurenent; requires schools to reach certain
standards; gives students sonmething to strive for; makes students study to
stay on top of it; students wll do as good on the test as they know how to;
hel ps the students neet the standards
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Reasons of fered by those who say MEAP scores have sone val ue (43%:

43% of 44% of 42% of
Al | Publ i c Non-
VHY SOVE VALUE Respondents School Parents Parents
Scores refl ect how nuch 9% 12% 7%
students have | earned
Some students don’t do well 8 7 9

on tests/stress, pressure
can cause inaccurate
results

Only a tool/should not be 6 7 5
the only measurenent

Only tests core curricul unf 5 2 6
much nore to education

Al | ows conparison with other 4 2 6
districts

They teach to the test/ 3 4 3
don’t focus on overal
educati on

Shows where students need help 2 5 -
O her problenms® 5 9 2
O her benefits® 2 2 2

( UNASKED) (57 ) (56 ) (58 )

(Multiple response question)

OQ her problens: nost people don't understand them so how can they nmeasure
the quality of education; some of it is quality of education, but some is how
smart the kids are; students are not prepared for MEAP at the high school;

only neasures the quality of the students, not the teachers; not 100%
accurate; test scores label the children; still no change after taking the
test; results can be distorted; too many vari abl es; teacher involvenent nore
i mportant than tests

@Q her benefits: shows if there' s consistency in curriculum hel ps determ ne
how wel | a teacher is comunicating with the students; can conpare scores to
see whi ch teachi ng nmet hods work best; shows the | evel of teaching; helps the
stronger students nove on; hel ps standardi ze education statew de; provides
information on area students
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And, reasons offered by those who say they have little value (17%:

17% of 22% of 13% of
Al | Publ i c Non-
VHY LI TTLE VALUE Respondents School Parents Parents
They teach to the test/don't 4% 4% 5%
focus on overall education
Many students don’t do well on 4 5 3

tests/stress can cause

i naccurate results
Only tests core curriculum 4 3 4
Many students don't take it 2 2 1
seriously/lowers a

district’s score
O her probl ens® 5 9 2

( UNASKED) (83 ) (78 ) (87 )

(Multiple response question)

OQ her problens: test not well designed; it’'s off the wall, irrelevant,
nmeani ngl ess; each school systemis different; too nany variables in testing;
standardi zed tests don’t really help students nove on; not a neasure of how
good teachers are, just how smart kids are; it depends too much on who gives
the test; the tests only nmeasure children, not educators; doesn’t help to
i nprove the quality of education; one on one with teachers is nore inportant;
waste of noney —doesn’'t help students in any way; not an accurate way to
nmeasure the quality of education; they don’t do enough with the informtion
fromthe tests; it doesn’'t help students prepare for coll ege; does nore for
the school itself, not the students

Those who say that MEAP tests have “no value at all” in measuring the
quality of education (5%, say this is because “they teach to the test —it
doesn’t really reflect quality” (3%, and other problems (4%, such as
“coll eges don’t require MEAP scores”, “it uses an across the board test for
all schools”, “testing puts so nmuch pressure on students that they don’t
performnormal ly”, “tests aren’t accurate”, “nost children think it’'s a waste
of time and don’t try to get good scores”, “each child learns differently —

tests don’t prove anything” or “students can have an off day during the
tests”.
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STRENGTHS AND WEAKNESSES

ImMay Gty voters recogni ze both strengths and weaknesses in their |ocal
public schools, but the strengths far outwei gh the weaknesses —by nearly a
two to one margin.

More than seven of ten (74% cite at |east one area of strength in the
schools, while four of ten (40% cite an area of weakness.

Leading the list of strengths:
*Many strong, dedicated, caring teachers (28%
*Good quality of education (10%

Public school parents cite significantly nore strengths than “non-
parents” —nearly all of the parents (91% nention at |east one strength
versus 63% of the “non-parents” —w th nore than three of ten “non-parents”
(35% wunable to think of any strengths.

No nmaj or weaknesses were cited by voters (10% or greater is considered
to be “major”). The | eading weakness “sone of the policies and procedures”
(17% is a conbination of many policies and procedures —none of which add up
to 1% by thensel ves.

Six of ten voters (60% either say there are no weaknesses in the
schools (23% or can’t think of any (379%.

Public school parents also cite significantly nore weaknesses in the
schools (58% than “non-parents” (30%, with the majority of “non-parents”
(519 wunable to think of any.
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Tell me, what do you |i ke about the schools here —what
are their strengths?

Al | Publi c Non-
STRENGTHS Respondents School Parents Parents

Many strong, dedi cat ed, 28% 36% 22%
caring teachers
Good quality of education 10 13 8
Sports program 7 9
Smal |, close-knit school s, 11 7
with a friendly atnosphere
Good buildings/facilities —
wel | - mai nt ai ned
I ndi vi dual attention given
to students
Variety of class offerings
Certain areas of the curricul um
prograns/ servi ces®
Good parent-teacher communi cati on
Sonme of the policies/procedures®
Vari ety of extra-curricular
activities
Good cl ass si ze
The Musi c program
Good bui l di ng principals
Skilled support staff
Some good cl assroomteachers
Community oriented/invol ved
with the community
Parent invol venent in the
school s
Good di sci pline
Good admi ni strati on/ managenent
of the school s
School s are centrally | ocated
School s are safe
Everything is a strength
There are no strengths
O her strengths®
Can’t say/don’t know
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(Multiple response question)

@®Certain areas of the curricul uni prograns/services: transportation services;
good counsel ors; good technol ogy; adult education; Special Education; fine
arts; reading program elenmentary program conputer classes; math; art;
variety of prograns for slowlearners; foreign |anguages; governnent; DARE
program Head Start; vocational technical center
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@Sone of the policies/procedures: good conmmunication with the comunity; they
listen to parents’ concerns; supportive of the famlies —famly oriented;
wel cone parents’ input —doors always open; work well wth parents regarding
bus routes; positive attitude toward education; open to the comunity;
teachers highly involved with extra-curricular activities; teamteaching at
the m ddl e school; up-to-date teaching nethods; enphasis on diversity; they
teach the children good val ues; good noral val ues

®Qt her strengths: adequate funding; well-behaved students; strong school

spirit; PTA;, do well in MEAP tests; system about the right size for
manageabi lity; smaller size gives kids a better chance to be involved

And, what don’'t you |like about them — what are their

weaknesses?
Al Publ i c Non-
VWEAKNESSES Respondents School Parents Parents
There are no weaknesses 23% 29% 19%
Sone of the policies/ 17 27 11
procedures®
Certain areas of the curricul um 8 12 5
prograns/ servi ces®@
Poor quality of sone teachers 4 7 2
Class size is too high 3 4 3
Building/facility concerns® 3 5 2
Lack of variety in class 2 3 2
sel ection
Lack of parent-teacher 2 6 -
comuni cati on
Lack of discipline/not strict 2 2 3
enough
Too much enphasis on sports 2 2 2
Lack of individual attention 2 2 1
for students
Favoriti sm —depends on who you/ 1 2 1
your parents are
O her weaknesses® 4 4 3
Can’t say/don’t know 37 13 51

(Multiple response question)

@®Sone of the policies/procedures: poor quality of education; not enough staff
on the playground or in the buses; discipline too strict in elenmentary
school ; kids get too nmuch tinme off fromschool; they pass kids on rather than
address their Jlearning problens; spending noney to put roof on bus
garage/ adm ni stration building; adm nistration refuses to respond to threat
when weapons are brought into school; incone cut off for free lunch too high;
al ways asking for nore noney; too nuch extra credit avail able for students;
| ow academ ¢ standards; admnistrators’ salaries are too high; not everyone
can participate in sports; lack of comrunication between grade | evels; |ack
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of organization; too little followup with at-risk kids; Spartan Pride
Program al i enates the kids who don’'t get voted in to it; teachers |ack the
right to discipline; elementary |lunch period too short; lack of supervisors
on buses; could set better noral standards; they call about every little
probl em students get |eft out of sports because they don’t have the noney;
many tinmes students not allowed to take test/work books hone to do their
homewor k; very political —too nuch little picky stuff goes on; not open to
Christianity; conduct of certain coach; they don’t address the problens with
bul l yi ng; they teach evolution; sonme teachers need to update their conputer
skills; teachers should teach, not try to be friends with students; |ack of
enphasis on reading and witing skills; they don’t listen to parents’
concerns regarding bad teachers; dress code is not enforced; too nuch
enphasis on MEAP testing; lack of help for Hispanic students; full day
ki ndergarten too nmuch for kids that young; kindergartners should be able to
take home library books; too many days off; emergency cards not detailed
enough; lack of help for slow | earners; sports progranms focus too nmuch on
footbal |l and basketball and not enough on the other sports; mx ages too nuch
on the bus; elenentary grade |level configuration; teachers and coaches who
throw drinking parties for sports teans; police officers and admi nistrators
sell drugs which have been confiscated to students they are friends wth;
staff is overpaid; they don’t teach good study habits; too many cliques; too
much homework; too easy to get into Special Education; teachers have power
play days and upset students; they push Spanish over other |anguages;
children need to be able to drop classes if needed; girls’ sports prograns
shoul d get nore attention; bullies should be required to receive counseling
along with their parents; attendance policy is too lax; the way sports
prograns are run; gymdress policy; school day is too short

@Certain areas of the curricul unf prograns/services: |ack of conmputers; |ack
of conputer classes; |ack of textbooks; poor counseling program |ack of
counsel ors; transportation services; Special Education; |ower elenentary math
program the math departnent; |ack of phonics at |ower elenmentary; weak
science program |ack of prograns for slowlearners; not enough cultura
events; arts courses were cut; weak athletic program Ilack of gifted
progranms; need nore challenging college prep courses; sex education in
ki ndergarten; too many el ectives, not enough sports prograns; need a personal
counsel i ng program

®Building/facility concerns: poor sports facilities; lack of parking; no
auditorium |ack of space

@Q her weaknesses: payi ng taxes to support the schools; drugs on canpus;
problens with theft; gangs in the schools; |ack of parental involvenent; |ack
of adequate financing; they wouldn't hire ny daughter after she graduated
fromcoll ege; students don’t respect each other; everything is weak

ADEQUACY OF CURRICULUM IN THE I MLAY G TY SCHOOLS

Voters were al so asked a nunber of questions concerning the adequacy of
curriculumin the schools. First, all of the voters were asked this open end
guesti on:

Besi des the mandated core curriculum — science, math,
soci al studies and | anguage arts —Ii ke reading, spelling
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and so on —what other kinds of elective courses should
be avail able for students to take?

Leading the list of elective courses voters feel should be available for
st udent s:

*Music (26%

*Art (22%

*Forei gn | anguages (19%

*Conput er education (13%

*Vocati onal education —job skill training (11%
*Home Economics (11%

*Physi cal Education (10%

while 7% responded by indicating that the district offers enough el ectives
now, and another two of ten (23% were unable to offer any suggesti ons.

The | eadi ng suggestions were the sane el ectives cited when this question
was asked in the 2000 Voter Poll.
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Al Publ i c Non-

ELECTI VES Respondents School Parents Parents
Musi ¢ 26% 27% 25%
Art 22 28 19
For ei gn | anguages 19 24 16
Conmput er educati on 13 13 12
Vocati onal education/job 11 7 13
skill training

Hone Econom cs 11 10 11
Physi cal Educati on 10 11 9
Shop 8 3 11
Speci fic Language Arts cl asses® 5 8 3
Life Skills cl asses 4 2 6
Technol ogy/ use of technol ogy 4 4 4
Col | ege prep cl asses 3 4 3
Dr ama 3 4 3
Specific Science classes® 2 2 2
Speci fic vocational /techni cal 2 3 2
cl asses®

Specific Social Studies classes® 2 - 3
Heal t h 2 1 2
Specific Math cl asses® 2 3 1
At hl etics 2 2 2
Consuner Econom cs 1 2 1
Driver’s Education 1 1 1
Parenting skills 1 - 1
AP cl asses 1 1 1
Drug/ al cohol education - 1 -
Al DS/ Sex Educati on - 1 -
Q her courses/ prograns/skills® 5 7 4
O fer enough el ectives now 7 7 7
Can’t say/don’t know 23 19 26

(Multiple response question)

OSpeci fic Language Arts classes: sign |anguage; critical thinking skills;
journalism literature; Biblical courses; ESL; penmanship; comunication
witing; creative witing; nore English; public speaking; nore reading
prograns; forensics

@Specific Science classes: nore variety; advanced science; psychol ogy;
envi ronnent al conservation; physiol ogy

®Speci fic vocational/technical classes: basic business; business courses;
accounting; FAA, conputer repair; graphics; engineering; CAD, autonotive
mai nt enance; heal th occupations

@Speci fic Social Studies classes: geography; political science; world events;
t heol ogy; nore variety

®Specific Math cl asses: advanced math cl asses; nore applied math; cal cul us;
nore mat h

®Q her courses/prograns/skills: study skills classes; career counseling; nore
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hands-on cl asses; Special Education; gun safety; tutoring; string orchestra;
choi r; keyboarding; community service classes; manners; fewer electives

And, when they were asked:

In your opinion, are there enough extra-curricular
activities offered for students here — |ike sports,
af ter-school prograns and ot her student activities?

eight of ten (79% indicated there are enough extra-curricular activities
offered in the district, while 1% said too nany are offered. Another six
percent thought there should be nore extra-curricular activities offered, and
the other one of ten (14% were unaware of the adequacy of these offerings.

In the current poll, significantly nore voters are under the inpression
that there are adequate activities offered than voters in the 2000 Poll (79%
versus 729%.

ADEQUATE EXTRA- Al Publ i c Non-
CURRI CULAR ACTIVITIES Respondents School Parents Parents
Yes 79% 84% 75%
No, not enough 6 10 4
Too many are offered 1 1 1
Can’t say/don’t know 14 4 19

Those who feel that too few extra-curricular activities are offered (6%
say that nore clubs should be offered (1% ; sports for younger children (1% ;
fine arts activities (1% ; or other suggestions (3% such as a |atchkey
program nore soccer; cheerleading; nore of the ones already offered;
SW nm ng; nore sports prograns; or the high school gym should be open for
students on the weekends.

Then voters were asked:

In your opinion, are the Imay City schools doing a
strong, adequate or weak job in (preparing students to
succeed in college) (preparing students for the
wor kpl ace) ?

Three of ten (34% believe that the schools do a strong job preparing
students to succeed in college, while nearly four of ten (37% say they do an
adequate job. Only five percent feel this area of the curriculumis weak,
while the other two of ten (23% are unable to offer a rating.

Two of ten (22% also believe the schools do a strong job preparing
students for the workplace, while four of ten (38% say adequate. One of ten
(13% believe this area of the curriculumis weak, however, while the other
three of ten (28% are unaware of it’s adequacy.



PREPARI NG STUDENTS
TO SUCCEED I N COLLEGE

Strong

Adequat e

Weak

Can’t say/don’t know

PREPARI NG STUDENTS
FOR THE WORKPLACE

Strong

Adequat e

Weak

Can’t say/don’t know

Parents with children
guesti ons

asked a series of
curricul um ar eas:

How would you
program) (math
studi es) (health) —strong,

Near|ly one-half

strong —particularly elenentary schoo
it’s adequate and 7%t hat

READI NG

Strong

Adequat e

Weak

Can’t say/don’t know

concer ni ng

program

it’s weak.
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Al | Public Non-
Respondents School Parents Parents
34% 28% 38%
37 44 32
5 6 5
23 22 25
Al | Publ i c Non-
Respondents School Parents Parents
22% 19% 24%
38 42 35
13 14 13
28 25 29

(readi ng program

(science

the adequacy of six
(writing
program (socia

adequat e or weak?

ImMay City Community Schools were also
specific

the parents (47% believe the reading program is
parents —while four of ten (40% say

Low. El . Upr . El . M S H S
Par ent s Parents Parents Parents
65% 68% 46% 33%
28 29 44 46
4 - 2 11
2 2 8 10
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Nearly one-half of the parents (47% also believe the math programis
strong, while another 47% say it’s adequate and 5% that it’s weak.

Al Low. El . Upr . El . M S. H S
MATH Par ent s Parents Parents Parents Parents
Strong 47% 52% 54% 58% 46%
Adequat e 47 44 39 38 46
Weak 5 2 5 4 8
Can’t say/don’t know 2 2 2 - -
Three of ten (33% —nearly one-half of the upper elenentary parents

(46% —say the science programis strong, while one-half (50% believe it’s
adequate and 4% that it’s weak.

Al Low. El . Upr . El . M S H S
SCI ENCE Parents Parents Parents Parents Parents
Strong 33% 30% 46% 35% 29%
Adequat e 50 39 46 52 59
Weak 4 7 5 4 3
Can’t say/don’t know 13 24 2 8 10

Three of ten (33% — particularly elenentary school parents — also

believe that the witing programin the Imay Cty schools is strong, while
one-half (48% believe it’s adequate. Another two of ten (1699 —

particularly high school parents (22% —consider it to be weak, and this is
the only area of the curriculum where a maj or weakness (10% or greater) is
cited.

Al Low. El . Upr . El . M S H S
VRI TI NG Par ent s Par ent s Parents Parents Parents
St rong 33% 46% 51% 35% 24%
Adequat e 48 44 42 50 51
Weak 16 7 7 15 22
Can’t say/don’t know 3 4 - - 3

Social studies is believe to be strong by two of four parents (24%,
while the mpjority (53% feel it’s adequate and 9% feel it’s weak.
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Al Low. El . Upr . El . M S. H S
SOCI AL _STUDI ES Par ent s Par ent s Parents Parents Parents
St rong 24% 28% 34% 23% 25%
Adequat e 53 41 61 58 56
Weak 9 4 2 17 10
Can’t say/don’t know 13 26 2 2 10

And two of ten (19% believe the health programis strong, while the
majority (56% say it’'s adequate and 7% believe it’s weak.

Al Low. El . Upr . El . M S. H S
HEALTH Par ent s Par ent s Parents Parents Parents
Strong 19% 24% 29% 21% 10%
Adequat e 56 48 54 58 62
Weak 7 4 5 8 8
Can’t say/don’t know 19 24 12 13 21

The followng is a conparative chart of all parents’ feelings on these
particul ar areas of the curricul um

Can't
CURRI CULUM AREAS —ALL PARENTS Strong Adequat e Weak Say
Readi ng 47% 40% 7% 7%
Mat h 47 47 5 2
Sci ence 33 50 4 13
Witing 33 48 16 3
Soci al Studi es 24 53 9 13
Heal t h 19 56 7 19

ACADEM C STANDARDS

Six of ten voters (62% —seven of ten public school parents (74% and
the mgjority of “non-parents” (56% —believe that the academ c standards for
students in the Imay Gty schools are about right. Anot her two of ten
(19%, however, feel they're too low, while 4% say they' re too high, and 15%
are unable to nake such a judgenent.
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Voters’ opinions on the academ c standards in the district have changed
significantly since the 2000 Poll, with a significant increase of those who
feel they are “about right” (from55%in ‘00 to 62%in ‘04).

What about the expectations of the schools —the academ c
standards —woul d you say they’'re too high, about right,
or not high enough? and if “too high” or “not high

enough” at which level —elenentary, mddle school or
hi gh school ?
Al Publ i c Non-
ACADEM C STANDARDS Respondents School Parents Parents
Too hi gh 4% 6% 2%
El ementary school 2 3 1
M ddl e school 1 1 1
Hi gh school 2 2 2
About ri ght 62% 74% 56%
Too high at sone grade | evel s/ - 1 -
not hi gh enough at others
Not hi gh enough 19% 16% 21%
El ementary school 9 7 10
M ddl e school 11 12 10
Hi gh school 15 13 16
Can’t say/don’t know 15% 4% 21%

(Multiple response question)

‘00 ‘04
ACADEM C STANDARDS Al Resp. Al Resp
Too high 3% 4%
El ementary school 1 2
M ddl e school 1 1
Hi gh school 1 2
About ri ght 55% 62%
Not hi gh enough 25% 19%
El ementary school 13 9
M ddl e school 16 11
Hi gh School 20 15
Can’t say/don’t know 17 15%

HOW MUCH HOVEWORK SHOULD STUDENTS HAVE?
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Public school parents were also asked a series of questions on the
anount of honmewor k students shoul d have each day.

At the lower elenentary level (K-2) parents as a whole are fairly evenly
di vi ded between ten mnutes a day (35% and twenty mnutes a day (35%, while
one of ten (149% say they should have thirty m nutes of homework each day.
And parents with children at the lower elenentary level are also divided
between ten (41% and twenty (449 m nutes of homework a day.

At the lower elenentary | evel —grades K- 2 —how nuch
homewor k shoul d students have each day — 10 m nutes a
day, 20 mnutes, 30 mnutes, or nore than 30 mnutes a

day?
LOVER Al Low. El . Upr . El . M S H S
ELEMENTARY HOVEWORK Par ent s Par ent s Parents Parents Parents
No honmewor k 7% 2% 5% 13% 11%
Less than 10 ni nutes 3 - 5 6 5
a day
10 m nutes a day 35 41 22 35 32
20 m nut es 35 44 49 31 32
30 m nutes 14 11 17 8 11
More than 30 ni nutes 2 - - 2 3
Depends on the child 3 2 2 4 3
Undeci ded 2 - - - 3

Nearly one-half of the parents (47% believe that students at the upper
el enentary |evel (grades 3-5) should have about thirty mnutes a day of
homework, while three of ten (34% say thirty to forty-five mnutes. Forty-
six percent of the parents with children at that |evel opt for thirty
m nutes a day, while 44%say thirty to forty-five m nutes.

What about at the upper elenentary |evel —grades 3 - 5 —
how much honewor k shoul d they have —30 m nutes a day, 30
to 45 mnutes, or nore than 45 mnutes a day?
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UPPER Al | Low. El . Upr . El . M S H S
ELEMENTARY HOVEWORK Parents Parents Parents Parents Parents
No honmewor k 3% 2% 2% 6% 5%
Less than 30 ni nutes 7 4 2 8 10

a day

30 m nutes a day 47 59 46 50 40
30 to 45 m nutes 34 24 44 33 35
More than 45 ni nutes 5 7 2 - 5
Depends on the child 2 2 2 - 2
Undeci ded 3 2 - 2 5

Four of ten (43% believe that m ddl e students shoul d have about an hour
of homework each day —and four of ten m ddle school parents (44% agree.
Anot her three of ten (27% prefer forty-five mnutes of homework, and two of
ten (179 prefer thirty m nutes.

What about at the m ddle school |evel —grades 6 - 8 —
how rmuch hormewor k shoul d they have —30 m nutes a day, 45
m nutes, an hour, or nore than an hour a day?

M DDLE Al | Low. El . Upr . El . M S H S
SCHOOL HOVEWORK Par ent s Par ent s Parents Parents Parents
No homewor k 2% 2% -% 4% 3%
Less than 30 ni nutes 2 - - 2 3
a day

30 m nutes 17 11 7 21 29
45 m nut es 27 33 37 25 19
An hour 43 44 49 44 37
More than an hour 4 4 2 2 3
Depends on the child 2 2 2 - 2
Undeci ded 4 4 2 2 5

And, forty-five percent say there should be about an hour a day of
honmework at the high school |evel —and 43% of the high school parents agree
—while three of ten (29% say an hour and a half of honmework.

And at the high school |evel —a hour a day, a hour and a
hal f, two hours, or nore than two hours a day?
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Al Low. El . Upr . El . M S. H S
H GH SCHOOL HOVEWORK Par ent s Par ent s Parents Parents Parents
No homewor k 2% 2% -% 4% 3%
Less than one hour 8 2 2 8 13
One hour a day 45 48 56 54 43
An hour and a half 29 37 29 23 24
Two hours 7 2 2 8 8
More than two hours 3 2 2 - 3
Depends on the child 3 2 5 - 3
Undeci ded 3 4 2 2 3

| n summati on:

Lower elenentary | evel —35% 10 m nutes
35% 20 m nutes

Upper elenentary |evel —47% 30 m nutes
34% 30 to 45 m nutes

M ddl e school | evel — 27% 45 m nut es
43% one hour

Hi gh school |evel — 45% one hour
29% an hour and a half

PARENTS RATI NGS OF
TRANSPORTATI ON _SERVI CES AND THE SCHOOL LUNCH PROGRAM

Three out of four parents (76% rate the district’s transportation
services as good (40% to excellent (36%, wth the highest ratings (82%
“good to excellent”) offered by m ddl e school parents. Another ten percent
of the parents say busing for students is fair, only 4% say poor and the
ot her 10% are unable to offer a rating.

And nearly three of four parents (73% rate the school |unch program as
good (50% to excellent (23%9 —w th the highest ratings offered by parents
of | ower elenentary students (80% “good to excellent”). Another two of ten
parents (16% say the school lunch programis fair, 7%say it’'s poor, and 4%
are unable to offer a rating.

How woul d you rate (transportation services —busing for
students) (the school lunch progran) —excellent, good,
fair or poor?
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BUSI NG Al | Low. El . Upr . El . M S H S
FOR STUDENTS Parents Parents Parents Parents Parents
Excel | ent 36% 46% 34% 38% 37%
Good 40 26 37 44 41
Fair 10 15 12 10 6
Poor 4 7 7 2 2
Can’t say 10 7 10 6 14

Suggestions to inprove busing for students, offered by those who rate
themas either fair (10% or poor (49%:

14% of 22% of 19% of 12% of 8% of
TO | MPROVE Al | Low. El . Upr . El . M S H S
BUSI NG FOR STUDENTS Parents Parents Parents Parents Parents
Change sone policies/ 8% 13% 10% 8% 5%
procedures®
Shorter routes/| ess 4 4 7 4 3
time on the bus
More/ |l ess crowded 3 7 5 4 2
buses
( UNASKED) (86 ) (78 ) (81 ) (88 ) (92 )

(Multiple response question)

®Change sone policies/procedures: better bus drivers; bus drivers should wait
for students to sit down before taking off; regular bus drivers, not subs, so
they’ Il know the routes; security caneras on the buses; heat on the buses;
split up age ranges on the bus —don't put younger kids with ol der ones; nake
sure subs are aware of all the kids on the route and where they get off;
i nprove discipline on the bus; buses need to be on tine; nake nore stops so
l[ittle children don’t have to wal k so far

SCHOOL Al | Low. El . Upr . El . M S H S
LUNCH PROGRAM Parents Parents Parents Parents Parents
Excel | ent 23% 30% 27% 21% 22%
Good 50 50 39 54 54
Fair 16 17 24 4 13
Poor 7 - 2 13 10
Can’t say 4 2 7 8 2

Suggestions to inprove the school lunch program offered by those who
rate it as either fair (16% or poor (79%:

23% of 17% of 26% of 17% of 23% of
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TO | MPROVE Al | Low. El . Upr . El . M S. H S.

SCHOOL LUNCH PROGRAM Par ent s Par ent s Parents Parents Parents

Serve nore heal t hy/ 8% 4% 7% 10% 8%
nutritious food

Change certain 7 13 12 2 2

pol i ci es/ procedures®

Better tasting food 3 2 7 4 3
More variety 3 - 5 4 3
O fer a salad bar 2 - - 2 3
Enough food/ don’t 2 2 - - 2
run out
Longer |unch period/ 1 2 - 2 -
nore tine to eat
Fresher food 1 - - - 2
O her menu suggesti ons®@ 4 - 2 4 6
( UNASKED) (77 ) (83 ) (74 ) (83 ) (77 )

(Multiple response question)

®Change certain policies/procedures: take the soda machines out; parents
shoul d be able to access student’s spendi ng accounts on the conputer; bigger
portions; elimnate junk food; keep better track of what students eat

@Ot her nmenu suggestions: nore choices for kids with allergies; nore fruits
and vegetabl es; nore side dishes; nore foods for kids on a special diet

VOTERS' | MPRESSI ONS OF STUDENT SAFETY I N THE SCHOOLS

The vast mpjority of voters (90% feel that nost of the tinme children
are safe and secure in the Imay Cty schools —96% of the public schoo
parents feel this way as do 87% of those who have no children in the |oca
publ i c school s.

Vot ers’ inpressions of student safety has changed significantly in the
ensui ng years between the polls —in 2000 80%felt the schools were safe and
secure nost of the tine, and this feeling has increased to 90% in 2004.



-30-

Do you feel (your child is) (your children are) (the
students are) safe and secure in the ImMmay Cty schools
nost of the tine, only sone of the time, hardly ever or

never ?
SAFE AND Al | Public Non-
SECURE I N THE SCHOOLS Respondents School Parents Parents
Most of the tine 90% 96% 87%
Only some of the tine 2 3 2
Hardly ever 1 - 1
Never 1 2 -
Don’'t know 7 - 10

‘00 ‘04

SAFE/ SECURE | N THE SCHOOLS Al |l Resp. Al Resp
Most of the tinme 80% 90%
Only sone of the tine 9 2
Hardly ever 1 1
Never 1 1
Don’t know 9 7

Sol utions to nmake the schools safer offered by those who feel children
are safe in the Imay Gty schools “only sone of the tine” (2%, “hardly ever”
(19, or “never” (19%:

El enentary school sol utions: security personnel at the elenentary
school entrances (1%, and other suggestions (2% such as netal detectors;
install canmeras; nore parent involvenent; nore supervision on playgrounds and
in the halls; address bullying; or don't allow schools to drug kids —this is
the MD s job.

M ddl e school solutions: security personnel at the entrance (1% and
ot her suggestions (1% such as nmetal detectors; install caneras; or address
bul | yi ng.

H gh school solutions: security personnel at the entrance (1% and ot her
suggestions (2% such as netal detectors; security cameras; address bullying;
nore security people; or listen to parents who do get involved —all egations
must be investigated or kids can’t trust any adult.

DISCIPLINE IN THE MAY A TY COVMINI TY SCHOCOLS

Voters were asked to express their feelings about the adequacy of
discipline in their local public schools:
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Based on how you feel, would you say that discipline in
ImMay Cty (elenentary schools) (the m ddle school) (the
hi gh school) is too strict, about right or not strict
enough?

One-half of the voters (50% —seven of ten public school parents (69%
and four of ten “non-parents” (3999 — are under the inpression that
discipline is about right in the elementary schools —and 72% of the | ower
el ementary school parents and 83% of the upper elenentary school parents
agree with this assessnent.

Anot her one of ten (14% believe that discipline at this level is not
strict enough, 2% say it’s too strict and the other three of ten (34% are
unabl e to offer an opinion.

Al | Publ i c Non-
ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS Respondents School Parents Parents
Too strict 2% 3% 1%
About right 50 69 39
Not strict enough 14 16 13
Can’t say/don’t know 34 13 47

Low. El . Upr. El . M S H S

ELEVMENTARY SCHOOLS Parents Parents Parents Parents
Too strict -% 2% 6% 5%
About right 72 83 69 67
Not strict enough 20 7 15 14
Can’t say/don’t know 9 7 10 14

Four of ten (43% believe that discipline at the m ddle school is about
right —one-half of the public school parents (509 and 38% of the *non-
parents” —and 65% of those who have children in the m ddl e school agree.

One of ten voters (13% are under the inpression that mddle school
discipline is not strict enough, 2% feel it's too strict, and the other four
of ten (42% admt they are unaware of the adequacy of discipline at this
| evel .

Al | Publ i c Non-
M DDLE SCHOOL Respondents School Parents Parents
Too strict 2% 6% -%
About ri ght 43 50 38
Not strict enough 13 16 11

Can’t say/don’t know 42 28 50
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Low. El . Upr. El . M S. H S
M DDLE SCHOOL Par ent s Parents Parents Parents
Too strict 2% 2% 8% 10%
About ri ght 37 49 65 62
Not strict enough 11 7 19 19
Can’t say/don’t know 50 42 8 10

And, four of ten voters (42% also believe that high school discipline
is about right — 49% of the public school parents and 38% of the “non-
parents” —and 75% of the high school parents agree.

Anot her fifteen percent are under the inpression that discipline at the
hi gh school is not strict enough, 1%feel it’s too strict, and the other four
of ten (42% admt that they are unaware of the adequacy of discipline at the
hi gh school |evel.

Al | Publ i c Non-
H GH SCHOOL Respondents School Parents Parents
Too strict 1% 2% 1%
About ri ght 42 49 38
Not strict enough 15 16 15
Can’t say/don’t know 42 34 46

Low. El . Upr. El . M S. H S

H GH SCHOOL Par ent s Parents Parents Parents
Too strict -% 2% 4% 2%
About ri ght 24 37 54 75
Not strict enough 15 7 21 21

Can’t say/don’t know 61 54 21 3
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Regardl ess of their inpression of discipline at the various |evels,
voters were then asked:

And, what should be done to inprove discipline in the
school s?

More than four of ten (44% were unable to offer any suggestions to
i nprove discipline, while another two of ten (21% believe that it’s good now
and there’s no need to inprove it.

All Public Non-

TO | MPROVE DI SCI PLI NE Respondents School Parents Parents
Good now/ no need to inprove 21% 32% 15%
Change certain policies/ 11 16 9
procedures®

Notify parents sooner when 4 4 4
students m sbehave

Establish firm uniformrules 4 5 3
and enforce them consistently/
no favoritism

Speci fic puni shnent 4 4 4
suggesti ons®@

Parents need to back the 4 3 4
t eachers

More parent involvenent in 3 1 4
t he school s

Hol d parents accountable — 3 2 3
di sci pli ne begins at hone

Teachers shoul d have nore 3 2 3
authority to discipline

Change the | aws 2 2 3

Approach discipline on a 1 1 2
case by case basis

O her suggestions® 1 2 -
Can’t say/don’t know 44 30 52

(Multiple response question)

@®Change certain policies/procedures: make sure students and parents know t he
consequences of breaking the rules; teachers need to be  Dbetter
di sciplinarians; nore individual attention for students; teach/demand respect
from students; be tougher on kids involved in drugs; institute a “love and
| ogi c” discipline program higher expectations of kids behavior; listen to
kids when they report students with weapons and puni sh the weapon carrier;
have counselors talk to problem children, instead of having police escort
t hem hone; be nore strict at the elenmentary |evel to prepare themfor mddle

school and high school; investigate —stop down-playing the problens; nake
parents better aware of the rules; don’t be so strict on non-inportant
i ssues; inplenent a reward systemfor those who do behave well; renpbve candy

and pop machi nes —too nuch sugar; mddle school discipline should be |ike
hi gh school discipline; change attendance policy regarding tardiness and
absenteeism —it’s discouraging for students; get the troubl emakers hel p;
teach creative ways of conflict resolution; elimnate after-school detention
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react to situations immediately; get counselors nore involved; nore hall
monitors; principals should be out there seeing what really goes on;
principals need nore authority; teachers need to see what’'s going on and not
let the “good” kids get away with things; snaller class size; enforce the
dress code; nore strict dress code; nore communication with the students;
don’t allow bad | anguage in the schools; nore people to watch the students;
rai se GPA for sports participation; parenting classes for the parents; nore
strict about absenteeism zero tolerance for bullying; stop giving detentions
for anything and everything at the mddle school —it’s petty

@Speci fic puni shnment suggestions: expel troubl emakers/chronic offenders; nove
the seats of troubl enmakers so teachers can watch them in-school suspension;
puni sh by staying after school and witing sentences; stiffer punishnents;
cl asses on how to behave; parents should be brought to school and enbarrassed
by what their kids have done; make parents cone in with their kids for
detenti on

®Q her suggestions: bring back the Ten Commandnents; have students salute the
Fl ag; bring prayer back in the schools

| MPORTANCE OF AN AUDI TORI UM FOR STUDENT AND COVMUNI TY USE

VWhen voters were asked:

When the high school was built, it did not include an
auditorium In your opinion, howinportant is it to have
an auditorium for student and conmmunity use — very,

somewhat, or not too inportant?

one-half (50% indicated that it’s very inportant to have an auditoriumfor
student and community use, while another three of ten (29% say it’s sonmewhat
important. Two of ten (20%, however, feel an auditoriumis either not too
(19% or not at all inportant (19%.

Voters place nearly the sanme inportance on an auditoriumin 2004 as they

did in the 2000 Poll. (Readers should note, however, that they were not
asked about their wllingness to pay for an auditorium and there is a
di fference between feeling sonething is inportant and being willing to pay

for it.)
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Al Publ i c Non-
AUDI TORI UM Respondents School Parents Parents
Very i nportant 50% 46% 52%
Somewhat i nport ant 29 34 26
Not too inportant 19 18 20
Not at all inportant 1 2 -
Undeci ded 1 - 2

‘00 ‘04

AUDI TORI UM Al Resp. Resp
Very i nportant 49% 50%
Sonmewhat i nportant 31 29
Not too i nportant 16 19
Not at all inportant 3 1
Undeci ded 1 1

LONG- TERM DEVELOPMENT OF THE AREA

Two questions asked on behal f of governnment officials of ImMay Cty and
| May Township were also included in the survey. First, voters were told:

At the request of Imay Gty and Imay Township
governnent officials, two questions have been included in
this survey —which do not relate to the school district.

and then they were asked:

As you probably know, the governnments of Imay Cty and
I May Township are working together on the long-term
devel opnent of the area. One thing they are considering
is a community park —that includes baseball fields, a
regul ation soccer field and a cross country fitness
trail. Do you agree or disagree with this idea?

Three out of four voters (74% agree on the idea of developing a
community park for the area, while one of ten (12% disagree, 8% say their
opi ni on woul d depend upon the cost and financing of the project, and 6% are
undeci ded.

Al | Publ i c Non-

COVMUNI TY PARK Respondents School Parents Parents

Agr ee 74% 76% 72%
Di sagree 12 12 13
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Depends on cost/financing 8 10 7
Undeci ded 6 2 8

Those who agree with the idea (74% offer these suggestions for other
things to include in the community park:

74% of 76% of 72% of

OTHER THI NGS TO All Public Non-
I NCLUDE IN A COVMUNI TY PARK Respondents School Parents Parents
Pl aygr ound/ pl aygr ound 18% 23% 15%
equi pnent

Swi nm ng pool 7 8 7
Basket bal |l courts 7 7 6
Tenni s courts 5 4 7
Picnic areal/picnic tables 5

Skat eboard/ rol | er bl ade ranps/ 5 6 4
facilities
Wal king trails 4 2 5
Covered pavilions 3 3 3

| ce/ hockey rink 3 5 2
Bi ke path 3 4 2
Rest r oons 3 4 2
Dri nki ng fountains 2 3 2
Communi ty/recreation center 2 2 2
Vol | eybal | courts 2 4 1
Football field 2 3 1
Security for the park 2 1 2
O her athletic/physical 6 7 5
activity areas®

O her buildings/facilities® 4 3 5
O her suggestions® 2 1 3
None/ no ot hers 10 10 10
Can’t say/don’t know 15 10 17

( UNASKED) (26 ) (24 ) (28 )

(Multiple response question)

OQ her athletic/physical activity areas: other sports areas that would give
teens sonmething to do; small football field for the little kids; track and
field; golf course; sledding hill; softball fields; roller hockey rink

horseshoe pits; round track; nore soccer fields; exercise area; area for
cheerl eadi ng practice; squash/handball courts; cross country ski trails;
roll er hockey court

@O her buildings/facilities: water park/water slide area; permanent band
stand; teen center; concession stand; adequate parking; a theater; benches;
food court; space for a recreation | eague; nature center; |ighting; bleachers

®Q her suggestions: put the auditoriumthere; would |ike to see it closer to
town, nore centrally |ocated; sumrer nusic program dog park; sone kind of
menorial; strong horticulture program famly oriented area where famlies
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can engage in activities peacefully

And, those who disagree with the idea of a community park (12% offered
t hese reasons:

12% of 12% of 13% of

VHY DI SAGREE Al | Public Non-
W TH COVMUNI TY PARK Respondents School Parents Parents
Enough parks/fields now 6% 5% 7%
Money coul d be better spent 4 4 3
el sewhere
Wul d cost too nuch/rai se taxes 2 2 2
Woul d be under used 1 - 2
O her reasons® 2 2 1

( UNASKED) (88 ) (88 ) (87 )

(Multiple response question)

OQ her reasons: present parks and community properties are getting run down
and not being taken care of; those in charge don't know who will maintain it
and how much it will cost; they need these fields closer to the school, not
in a park; use the noney for an indoor pool; those things should be in the
schools; not a priority right now

And, nearly six of ten voters (56% also say that the city and townshi ps
shoul d pursue the devel opnent of the area’'s abandoned railroad tracks, while
two of ten (21% disagree with the idea, 4% say their opinion would depend
upon the cost, another two of ten (16% are undecided and 3% say they are
unfam liar with the project.

Vot ers who di sagree with devel opi ng the abandoned tracks have decreased
significantly in the past four years from30%in 2000 to 21%in 2004.

And, do you think the city and townships should pursue
t he devel opnent of the abandoned railroad tracks —called
the “Rails to Trails” project?

PURSUE DEVELOPMENT OF Al | Publ i c Non-
“RAILS TO TRAI LS” PRQJIECT Respondents School Parents Parents
Yes 56% 58% 56%
No, shoul d not 21 18 22
Depends on the cost 4 7 3
Unfam liar with the project 3 4 2

Undeci ded 16 14 17



PURSUE DEVELOPMENT
OF “RAILS TO TRAILS” PROIECT

Yes

No, shoul d not

Depends on the cost

Unfam liar with the project
Undeci ded
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‘00 ‘04
Al Resp Al Resp
53% 56%
30 21
2 4
- 3
15 16
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COVPOSI TI ON OF THE SURVEY SAMPLE

(95% Confi dence Leve
+/ - 5% Sanpl e Error)

N = 367

Desi gnati on of Respondents

*Respondents with children
inthe ImMmay Cty Schools

*Parents with children in
| oner el enentary schoo

*Parents with children in
upper el enentary school

*Parents with children in
m ddl e school

*Parents with children in
hi gh school

Respondents with children in
private or parochial schoo

*Respondents with children in
ImMay City Schools and
in private or parochial schoo

Respondents with preschool age
children only

Respondents with chil dren
not currently enrolled in the
| ocal school s

Respondents who fornmerly had
children in the ImMay Cty Schools

Respondents who have never had
children in the ImMay Cty School s

Gender of Respondents

Femal e 62%
Mal e 38

COVPOSI TI ON OF THE SURVEY SAMPLE

(Cont.)

36%

13%

11%

13%

17%

1%

1%

4%

4%

35%

25%
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Age of Respondents

18 through 24 years old 3%
25 through 34 years old 14
35 through 44 years old 22
45 t hrough 54 years old 24
55 through 64 years ol d 19
65 years old and over* 18
Declined to respond 1

*O&f the 18% who are 65 and over, 10% are between
the ages of 65 and 74 and 8% are 75 years ol d
and over

Length of Residency in District

Less than one year -%
One through four years 12
Fi ve through nine years 13
Ten or nore years 75

COccupati on of Respondents

Retired 24%
Qperator/fabricator/Il aborer

Honmenmaker

Clerical

Executi ve/ pr of essi onal / manager

Skilled craftsman/foreman

Servi ce worker

Techni cal

Busi ness owner/sel f - enpl oyed

Educati on

Far mer

Sal es

Government /public official/police/fire
Unenpl oyed

St udent

=
[(o ]
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Preci nct of Respondents

% of % of
Act ual Sanpl e

Preci nct One 52% 52%
Preci nct Two 48 48



