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4. Abstract:

A university/community partnership in Rochester, NY was the context for this
research addressing the development of collaboration between local elgnSaiool
45 and the community’s agriculture education initiative. At the school and community’s
request, a possible partnership was researched to find the appropriate linkage that would
address both the school and community’s needs. Participatory action research was the
framework for the qualitative research methodology. Data are presented fioasvar
sources including extensive participant observation, field notes, in-depth in&raied
document review.

The findings indicated diverse implications for the consideration of a school-
community partnership, and highlighted the importance of organizational and community
dynamics, ownership of information for decision making, balancing competing,asse
and appropriate school curricula. Ultimately, it was assessed that a faptiers
currently not a viable action for the community or the elementary school to take. This
research also supports a larger understanding of the importance of community

involvement, school policy, and the importance of environmental science education.
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1. Problem Statement

Through the partnership formed between the community-based organization North East
Neighborhood Alliance (NENA) in Rochester, New York and Rochester Institute
Technology (RIT), community leaders have a desire to attract local yoatder to

engage them within their neighborhood. Further, a classroom teacher requested that
consideration be given to bridge NENA'’s initiatives and goals of commuaiitihy
empowerment with those of a local elementary school. The potential learning @enue f
this partnership is the Vineyard, a 2.69-acre urban farm that is located thieeflboc

the elementary school. In order to benefit both the requests of the community and of the
school, several questions arose: 1.What is the history and current status of the ¢gmmuni
organization both from an organizational standpoint as well as future goals? 2. How can
New York State and district science standards be addressed and aligreed whil
emphasizing environmental science and community empowerment and growth? 3. How
should appropriate education transfers occur between the community-university

partnership and the elementary school?

2. Literature Review and Resear ch Context

A literature review was conducted to help develop methods to address the
guestions put forth in the Problem Statement. The literature review and resmaeott
incorporated a wide scope of appropriately related topics to ensure wellt&gppor
reasoning for methods and subsequent analysis. Materials in the literateve aadi

research context include a history of both the community organizations as el as



physical assets that the community owns. National and local science edaicati
materials with emphasis on environmental science were also reviewed, aAlsmmary
of current literature related to elementary education standards and cognmunit

organizations is included.

2.1 North East Neighborhood Alliance

An essential first step in developing a partnership with any orgammazatan
analysis of the organization’s structure and goals. In the context of wibiagys each
community organization, by definition, is unique with respect to its own community’s
resources and goals. For this project, the history of the formation of the Nstth E
Neighborhood Alliance (NENA), as well as the current goals and resaurcgshe
understood to determine how to create and integrate an appropriate partnership with a

local school.

Rochester, NY, the home of the NENA initiative, like many other large cities
struggles with various community problems such as quality of public educatiay, safe
and economic concerns. To address these issues, nhumerous local resident groups around
the city have developed to tackle both narrowly focused and widespread problems.
NENA was formed in 1993 when the New York State Department of Social Services
Neighborhood Based Alliance (NBA) offered community groups a chance tofapply
grants for community improvement. At the time, Rochester was divided into 39
neighborhoods. Three of these neighborhoods, Upper Falls, South Marketview Heights

and North Marketview Heights combined to submit a proposal under the name North



East Neighborhood Alliance. NENA'’s proposal included a planning process which
incorporated, “six main focal points: Community Economic Development; Housing and
Energy Conservation; Public Safety; Health and Human Services; Youth; and
Governance” (Zwahlen et al., 2003). The coalition was awarded the NBA grant in 1994
and NENA began to formalize a neighborhood council. Bylaws of the NENA Council
require that 51% (a majority) of the 35 member council be community residergs. Thi
bylaw requirement in particular drives the community’s acceptance afteamges to

existing systems such as a farm management plan for their urbantaggicutiative.

2.1.1 North East Neighborhood Alliance Structure and Goals

With the grant from NBA, and the demographic data for Sector 10, NENA
delineated three organizational goals. First, to ensure the effectivenessgadtly of
the community organization, empowerment of the Council and community members
needed to be incorporated into all aspects of goal planning and implementation.
Community empowerment is an important principle for the organization. This is
emphasized by a former NENA council member; “We came up with the dwfithiat
empowerment means ownership, ownership of resources, ownership of processes and
ownership of the rules” (Zhahlen et al., 2003). While outside partners may have a short-
term impact by introducing new knowledge, the organization and the community need to
incorporate the new information into their resources in order to maintain lang-ter
worth. Because the community members thoroughly understand the needs of the

community, placing resources in the hands of the community members crdetes a



connection between resources and gadigh the ownership of resources and goals, the
community then has rights over the decision making process regarding alr of thei
community assets. This gives the community more power in their local region, and the

ability to create meaningful change.

The second organizational goal of NENA was to delineate separaterigtiate
for the development and planning components. NENA separated the land buying group
into the Community Land Trust (CLT) and the economic development planning group
into the Community Economic Development Corporations (CEDC). While the CLT is
responsible for deciding which land areas to purchase and for identifying andragquiri
purchasing funds, the CEDC is involved as an oversight committee in planning for the
usage of the lands. (Zhahlen et al., 2003). This research is focused on the Greater
Rochester Urban Bounty, the community agricultural initiative. The NENA CL

purchased the land cultivated as part of the agriculture initiative in 1996.

The third organizational goal of NENA was to create appropriate int@naactith
other community groups working within Sector 10. Three of the pre-existing
Neighborhood Preservation Corporations (NPC) for these neighborhoods are the North
East Block Club Alliance (NEBCA), Marketview Heights Association, dredGoalition
of North East Associations (CONEA). NEBCA focused on North Marketview Height
and addressed primarily housing development and ownership of houses. The Marketview
Heights Association focused on South Marketview Heights neighborhood and worked on

crime prevention and public safety, and CONEA, located in Upper Falls, conedrdrat



youth development. The leaders of the NENA initiative did not want to duplicaieeser
provided by these existing community-based organizations and therefore mexineize
existing resources by including them in the planning and administration procdss for t
larger goal of comprehensive community development for these three neighborhoods
using a market approach, further described in the NENA Strategic Neighborhoaal Ac
Plan (SNAP). NENA is particularly concerned with economic development dbeito t
beliefs that ownership, in the form of businesses, housing and land, is a type of
empowerment for the community. NEBCA remains particularly connectén to t

agriculture initiative by sharing personnel and administrative oversight.

In 1996, the NENA Community Land Trust, Inc. (CLT) was established to
purchase property in the neighborhood on behalf of several resident-drivenvastiati
including the Greater Rochester Urban Bounty (GRUB). CLT is the owner of several
parcels within the northeast neighborhoods, including the Vineyard, a 2.69-acre produce
and fruit farm, the foundation of all GRUB activity. As the GRUB initiative geown,
NEBCA has assumed primary responsibility for the operations, planning and
administration of the GRUB initiative. Oversight for GRUB is provided through the
NEBCA board of directors, comprised of neighborhood residents, and the GRUB
advisory council, comprised of technical experts, university representatives and

neighborhood residents.

Through GRUB and the Vineyard, resident organizers have built the foundation

for ready access to healthy, affordable, culturally acceptable foodefpetiple in the



neighborhood and created the opportunity to generate wealth in the neighborhood
through food-based economic activities, including expanded ownership of the means of
production and exchange of food; GRUB also serves as a major neighborhood-based
resource to provide health and nutrition information for neighborhood residents,

including neighborhood youth.

2.1.2 The Vineyard

The Vineyard is the central farming location for GRUB. It is locateteat
intersection of Hempel and Sanders Streets in Rochester, NY (Figuresla ttiangular
parcel of land that they have cultivated since 1999. The land historically was @sed as
farm and had lain fallow since the 1980s until it was acquired by CLT for usRBG
The Vineyard has a gazebo, which is utilized by NENA, GRUB, the community, and
their partners for meetings and celebrations. A grape arbor was builtsthv&ioalses
meetings and events during the summer. During the 2006 growing season in the
Vineyard there were 45 rows with approximately 3500 tillable feet of plantiragspa
There are four raised boxes where herbs are grown. Currently, the favenagvade
range of vegetables and fruit trees. The vegetable crops include multipteegasf
tomatoes, peppers, collard greens, eggplants, okra, peas, horseradish, onions, and herbs.
The fruit trees include peaches, apples and pears. All crops are grown withoutdhe use

chemical fertilizers, pesticides, or herbicides.
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Figure 1: Vineyard 2006 (Courtesy Monroe County

GIS)

In addition to providing growing space, the Vineyard is an example of open space
within the neighborhood. The opportunity of an open space in the Sector 10 community
leads to various potential uses and development of community assets within the open
space. While the agricultural component of the Vineyard is a prominent use of the open

space, there are other community interests and assets that also must be maeaged. T
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Vineyard is used for community events, birthday and anniversary partiets, artis

demonstrations and music performances, and community festivals.

2.2 Rochester City School District

School No. 45 is a public elementary school in the City of Rochester,
conveniently located next to the Vineyard. Incorporating experiential éoiudaito the
core science curriculum at school No. 45 is one of the current initiatives for th&-NEN
RIT partnership. The Vineyard could be used as a venue for School No. 45 teachers to
administer the science curriculum to their students and enhance environmentabeduca
while following the New York State Core Curriculum for Elementary Scierie
developing critical awareness of what is needed for environmental sustgm#is
students will eventually, with further education, be able to integrate péeswhpolitical
choices for consumption, production, and technological development of scientific ideas.
Because many environmental issues have multiple social components, the needlfor so
foundations at the base level in environmental education is evident (Kim 2003). The
foundation level is critical for all forms of education and for the application of
knowledge. The principal goal is to aid citizens, especially young children,omivex
environmentally knowledgeable to achieve and maintain a vibrant balance for the
equality of life. The goal is that higher awareness and sensitivity totir@ement
would be acquired and the attitudes and concerns toward the environment would
encourage active participation in environmental improvement and protection. There

would be a cooperative effort between the School No. 45 and The Vineyard to establish
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the Vineyard as a classroom for Kindergarten through sixth grade students. hTitm®ug
combination of The Vineyard experience and classroom learning associttedevi
State’s core science requirements, students would have a better sense of their
environment and greater pride in their community, while still fulfilling and wtdeding

the state requirements.

2.2.1 No Child Left Behind

In an attempt to close the gap in educational achievement between children of
more affluent US families and those considered less privileged, the fgdeemhment
enacted the No Child Left Behind. The goal of this act is to increase the gantlar
accountability for states, districts, and schools by focusing more on standaci-ba
education. Standard-based education is the idea that learning will be based ols set goa
for all students to achieve. These standards will be known by the teacher, the student,
and the parents in order to ensure that all assignments and lessons are aligted with t
standards. NCLB requires that all public schools administer a statewndizustaed test
annually to all studentsBecause of the lack of national standard uniformity and the
pressure to pass all students, one of the primary concerns for the NCLB i$eittateef
inquiry teaching strategies will be reduced and teachers will stadtiteg to the test”

(Marx and Harris, 2006).

The pressure of NCLB accountability, in which all students in grades 3-8 are
assessed on language arts and mathematics annually, has led principalshansl tea

direct time and resources towards these subjects thus diminishing time fos dnputs
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such as science and social studies. However, even prior to NCLB, elemendary sc
science had been considered undervalued by many in education (Marx and Harris, 2006).
The National Institute of Child Health and Human Development (2005) also reported a
unequal attention to language arts and math over science and other subjects. They
reported that only 6% of instructional time was spent on science while langtsmgadr

math received 56% and 29% respectfully. While the NCLB can be held accountable for
the unequal focus on literacy and math, research also shows that in order for students to
receive high-quality science instruction, the elementary classrooheteacst consider
himself or herself well qualified to teach science. Many elemetgacher education
programs currently do not have the additional funding to prep future teachers in science

education (National Academy of Sciences, 2007).

Because many elementary school administrators and teachersierantetio

allow time for science instruction daily, science education at the segdedal will be a
challenge because students will lack the foundational information. Freedmanl{&a898)
to strongly link his elementary science curriculum to state standards ingeadiiting,

and mathematics in order to make science acceptable in the elementaopoiagbey
researched. The study suggested that over time the pressure to adoptesitieatien
might be reduced because of the ease of linking science to literacy and math in the
classroom. There is also hope that by combining the various curricula there avill be
movement towards inquiry and experiential based education and away from simple

memorization (Freedman, 1998).
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2.2.2 Integrating Environmental Science — A multidisciplinary subject

According to Shepardson (2005), many children’s conceptions are based on their
observations, social interactions, and language with others. In his study, Shepardson,
investigated 81 students’ ideas about what defines an environment and how these ideas
may change across educational experience. Many of the students indyisedieved
that humans are not part of the environment; or that humans are not found in places

thought of as environments.

Arcury and Christenson (1993) believe that understanding of environmental

issues depend on personal characteristics such as education and income:

“For environmental education, this interpretation argues that it is only by
improving the quality of life of the entire population through increased income
and education that we can expect to improve environmental knowledge, world

view, concern, and actions.”

The Human Exceptionalism Paradigm (HEP) is a form of the dominant social
paradigm and in this theory, humans are conceived of as being exempt from the laws of
nature, and are in fact rulers over the natural world (Arcury and Christenson, 993).
possible that the children from the two studies cited above are following thisgrmaradi
and not realizing it. Dunlap (1980) argues that movement from the HEP to the New
Environmental Paradigm (NEP) will get people to understand that humans arefa part
the natural world and are actually governed by its rules. By teaching inds/itiaal

there are limits to human economics and population growth, we can assume that humans
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will then take responsibility to use natural resources wisely. Environmentatexiuat
a young age will help the shift from HEP to NEP and help to ensure future sustiginabil

of the natural world.

In the United Kingdom, several efforts have been made to include organic
farming as part of the National Curriculum. Recently, teachers from varying
backgrounds came together to discuss the possibilities and successes of angéamic f
in the classroom. The hands-on approach to learning would revolve around establishing
and appreciating organic methods but also using these skills as a vehicle amteach
develop children’s knowledge and understanding of basic science (Bartel, et al. A2003)
garden would be an effective teaching tool for all primary school ages and caddde
across various curricula as suitable. Various scholastic activities canrieel out using
a garden such as experimentations, data collection and analysis, matheraggctd,
and also artwork linked to shape size, color, and textures. At a middle school in
Berkeley, California, a program has successively brought the educatituebba
organic farming into the classroom. This particular initiative is calle@&thigle
Schoolyard. This one-acre urban garden is the classroom to a thoughtful, curriculum-
based program designed to connect students with the earth and the environment (Fusco
and Barton, 2001). The educators involved in this project have described it as a “seed to
table” experience where the students are involved in everything from preparing the s
and planting, tending, and harvesting their crops. The teachers also obseiis that t
year-round process enables the children to develop an understanding of environmental

stewardship, the interconnectedness of people to one another, to their community, and to
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the earth. The time spent in the garden is also an integral part of the student® s
curriculum, where practical examples of everything from soil erosion to photosgnthes
are shown. The hands-on approach to learning their science has proven very beneficia
not only the students but to the teachers as well. The ability for the teachehta tea
concept from a textbook and then to actually have the opportunity to go outside and see
the concept first-hand is such an important instrument for learning and undergtandi
Reflection and constructive criticism by and from the teachers is eaggiand actively
applied in order to get a sense of how the program is working and could be improved

(Fusco and Barton, 2001).

2.3 School-Community Partnerships

School-community partnerships exist in many forms with varying goals.e $6m
these goals include civic engagement, inquiry-based education, and/or fashodb-s
lunch programs. For the School 45-GRUB partnership, the partnership requires equal
opportunities for decision-making from both groups also while keeping the goals of both
the school district and the community organization in mind. To further understand the
potential for a successful partnership it is important to assess the appropriate
methodology for this to occur within the school and community. One way to assess the
best method to be used for this project is to look at case studies of other partnerships. In
particular, categorizing characteristics and actions of both the schools amdicibyn

organization may help to determine what type of partnership is feasible.
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2.3.1 Extracurricular Science Programs in the United States

Garden Mosaics is an international program, sponsored by the Department of
Natural Resources, Cornell University, which integrates communitynaahd science
education. The program combines intergenerational mentoring and commtinity ac
with science learning. Youth participating in Garden Mosaics conduct investgat
focusing on the role of community gardens in their neighborhood, the connection of
gardeners’ planting practices to their cultural heritage, and urban weed comérgbdth
then report the results of these investigations to online databases, which are used for a
number of purposes. For example, results from the Community Garden Inventdrsg will
used by the American Community Gardening Association to build a case for the
importance of these urban settings for community development and food securitly (Barte
et al., 2003). Results from the Weed Watch investigation will be used to help a Cornell

agronomist develop an environmentally-sound urban weed control program.

Through engaging youth in collecting data that are used for political, iicient
and educational purposes, Garden Mosaics incorporates inquiry, youth as contributors,
and positive youth development values. In addition to posting the results of their
investigations online, Garden Mosaics youth use their interviews and observations to hel
define an action project that benefits the garden and their community. Fqulexamthe
progression of talking with local gardeners, youth in Sacramento, Califormedetnat
the available gardening plots in a neighboring community did not meet the demand for

gardening space among community members. The youth worked with a landscape
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architecture student to design a community garden space adjacent tonbeligscden.
Youth participating in Garden Mosaics write a report on their action projedisdimg a
section on their reflections about the work they accomplished, and post them on the
Garden Mosaics website. Thus, the Garden Mosaics action projects conaenissiges

related to authentic participation, planned action, and critical reflection.

It should be noted that Garden Mosaics is a self-contained program within the
Cornell Cooperative Extension and functions as the actual link between community
initiatives and local school districts. Garden Mosaics provides the necessauyces to
the schools in order to get their students involved at the community level. Planning is
completed by Garden Mosaics from the programming and supervisions of community

garden projects to transportation to and from program sites.

The Ross School, in Suffolk County, New York, is an alternative school that has
created an interdisciplinary curriculum that focuses on an education thattheeeézds
of the future. The Ross School incorporates a substantial amount of curriculum and
hands-on experience to compliment their Wellness Nutrition goals. All studeaigere
6-8 classes each year in nutrition, and visit local farms as a vital partgbtdram. The
Ross School teaches through cultural history- students are encouraged tonpiay atte
everything from how different foods have moved around the world, to what various
cultures eat. Integrating study units with the menu, Ross School Cafe prephess di
using local and authentic ingredients to replicate foods from other culturesnand t

periods. Some recent examples are the Mayan Food Day, Menu from Minoan Crete,
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Ancient Rome and Indian menus that highlighted the role of food and agriculture of the

time period. (Roth and Lee, 2004).

The Vermont Food Education Every Day (FEED) program has introduced a
unique partnership with various groups in order to address childhood obesity, poor
nutrition, and the disconnect between food and local farms. Within this program, school
curriculum focuses on the development of farms, growing of foods, and the nutrition of
these foods. While the objective is to provide extra curriculum to Vermont schools, it is
not the goal to create another add-on to an already overwhelming day for teachers
Instead, FEED finds practical ways in which to integrate required Staentamid skills
by using food, farms, nutrition, and agriculture as the theme. For example, ahoole sc
first and second graders learn about varied life cycles of organisms iardeeir
Learning how to harvest honey included an explanation of a honeybee life cycleh Fourt
and fifth graders at this same school learn how to read nutrition labels vgoilleaining
how to calculate daily caloric intake. Children at the middle and high school et s
the geology and landscape of their environment and how these aspects affect soil

viability. (Roth and Lee, 2004)

Hands on experiences are a way of smoothing the progress of student learning.
When connections are made between the classroom activities and the actwél lives
students, lessons have intrinsic meaning and therefore knowledge is effordetssked

(Roth and Lee, 2004). In the perspective of science, nutrition, and food, when integrating
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environmental sciences into teaching, students can better relate the iitforimateir

everyday interactions with society.

3. Methods and Procedures

Due to the school and community-based subject matter of this research,
participatory action research was used. Participatory action researcacknowledged
mode of experimental research that focuses on the effects of the ressaliobet
actions of practice within a community with the goal of improving the quality of the
community (Reason and Bradbury, 2001). R.L. Dilworth explains in his article that
participatory action research is not one-sided but should benefit both the problem in
guestion and the involved party,

“A core principle of action learning is that you bring people together fsprsa

that are beyond just problem resolution. Problems need to be solved, but the

primary value is in the learning that occurs. Building learning capacég of
organization boosts organizational performance. Therefore the employment of
action learning is more strategic than tactile. The goal is dynamildoeigum,

with learning and change intertwined” (1998).

Qualitative methods were chosen to allow the observation of individuals and also
the interactions between individuals involved in the community and school operations.
These interactions were important to help assess the appropriateness of a school-
community partnership. Data collection was conducted by the primary reseanz

included participant observation, document review, surveys and semi-structured

individual and group interviews.
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3.1 Key Participants

Observations of several groups and their partners provided the necessary
information in order to address the problem statements. These groups included NEBCA,
GRUB, the RCSD Elementary School 45, and NENA-RIT.

The community leaders of the northeast neighborhood of Rochester have a long
successful history of community participation, and are the main contactsitbr of the
activities involved with NEBCA and GRUB. Mrs. Shirley Edwards was, prior to her
death in September 2008, the executive director of the Northeast Block Club Alliance
but also donated a substantial amount of time to GRUB in the form of management
oversight, planning, and labor. Mr. Bob Vickers’ responsibility during the summer of
2006 was the construction project manager of the new agricultural education ceénter tha
was being built at the Vineyard. The finished building houses a large two stdiggnee
room/classroom, commercial kitchen, and possible housing for the Vineyard caretaker
At the time of construction, Mr. Vickers was responsible for ordering productsgmgna
both hired and volunteer labor, and overseeing local Edison Technical High School
students who help with construction while learning the construction trade. Mr. ¥icker
was also a daily presence at the Vineyard, and was available for advice aleyairdy
projects and activities.

Mr. Johnnie Johnson, also known as “Brewster”, was the volunteer farm manager
for the 2006 farm season at the Vineyard. He is a local community member, who was
introduced to the Vineyard through Mr. Vickers. Although his position was entirely

voluntary, he was responsible for assigning the daily tasks at the Vineydnthaking
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sure that all Community Supported Agriculture (buying club), restaurant,rgrstoee,
and co-op orders were met. He was responsible for the oversight of many of thé stude
groups and neighborhood youth who worked or volunteered at the Vineyard.

Along with the perspective of the community leaders, the views of several
Rochester City School District personnel were also pertinent to the autlyeuititie
research. Carlos Leal, the former Assistant Principal of Mary McLebddb45,
became a major advocate for the school-community initiative. As the Adsstacipal,

Mr. Leal was responsible for tasks such as scheduling, ordering textbooks and supplies
and coordinating support services. Most importantly, for the context of thisalesea
anyway, Mr. Leal served as a liaison between School 45 and community groups and also
as the school’'s coordinator of curriculum. The latter role required Mr. Leal toechsitir

all faculty members were following New York State and district curriculuidaines.

Mrs. Jennifer Wolford represented the classroom teacher perspective. She
provided insight on classroom activities and routines. Her thoughts and ideaseprese
those of other classroom teachers in the school. Mrs. Wolford’s classroom beeame t
primary setting for the research. The techniques employed and the opinianthdey f
the classroom teacher were held in high regard when it came to implementiegteapot
school community partnership.

The NENA-RIT partnership was integral to the participant observation, as the
researcher gained access to the community through this partnership. Many of the

interactions observed during the participation period included individuals from this
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partnership. The administrators for the NENA-RIT partnership are M. Ann idcaveal
Meredith Dalton.

M. Ann Howard, a professor in the department of Science, Technology,
Society/Public Policy, has been involved with the NENA-RIT partnership since 1999
when NENA was identified by the Rochester Commissioner of Community Devedpm
as one of the active community organizations working for positive change and a potentia
community partner interested in working with local universities. Professor id®va
current responsibilities are to help guide the partnership through the constamicy
changes and demands of the partnership, monitor student involvement and develop new
programs associated with the partnership.

Meredith Dalton was hired in 2001 to coordinate the increasing participation of
RIT students with the community organization. Ms. Dalton’s responsibilities irttlude
acting as the liaison between the community participants and faculty, stattidedts
and to make sure everyone is communicating and all needs are being metvVidNote:
Dalton left RIT in October 2008.)

The Rochester Institute of Technology Student Learning Community for the 2006
summer season was comprised of university students who were involved with GRUB and
the Vineyard in various projects and for varying amounts of time. The RIT Summer
Learning Community allowed students working on different projects to discusssses
and problems, and help create solutions together. The RIT Summer Learning
Community also fostered a better understanding of participant observatidaviygl

the students to discuss and reflect on their immersion experiences.
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3.2 Pre-Immersion Project Development

A meeting with School 45 Assistant Principal Carlos Leal took place in vahter
2006. This meeting allowed for the primary researcher to tour the school, meet the
faculty and staff, and also set some of the parameters of the research. Sulitced fa
were evaluated and considered for future research and lesson use. Ttres fiali
would be most useful to the lessons planning were a greenhouse, which is located on the
second floor of the school, and also potential garden space on the backside of the school
building. Mr. Leal was also given the opportunity to express his questions or concerns
for the project. This process set the foundations for how the research would be
conducted, with whom, and when. Once the initial meeting had taken place, the
researcher was partnered with the classroom teacher. This partiastaioom teacher
showed interest in the prospective partnership with NENA-RIT and volunteerethéer
of second-graders to be involved with the preliminary research.

During the remainder of the winter and spring, the researcher observed daily
classroom activity and procedures. It was during this time that thealesealso
became familiar with the school and state curriculum.
3.3 Description of Participant Observation Methods

Participant observations took place in two settings, at the Vineyard during the
2006 Summer Learning Community activities and at School 45. While participant
observation began informally during the winter of 2006, those events will not be included
in the final data. The first interactions were to gain a sense of approprsatents

project, what level of access to people and places would be available, and to become
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acquainted with most of the individuals and groups. The official recorded participant
observation period began during March 2006, and concluded in April 2007. The
participant observation period included various depths of participation and a variety of
events, including community affairs, school functions, and classroom activities. The
researcher performing participant observation during the 14-month reseaach peri
recorded approximately 550 hours.
3.3.1 Scientific Rigor

Credibility is an important construct when it comes to whether scientitc higs
been achieved during qualitative research. Throughout this study, credibgity wa
achieved through broad immersion in the research field, giving the researchiple
opportunities to assess the complexities of the community and school environment.

With the method of participation observation, care must be taken to avoid over-
involvement in the research setting to avoid creating partiality within théeafived
results. This was established by allowing both academic and community peers,
throughout the summer and school year, to analyze the data as it progressed. The advice
and criticisms from these peers allowed the researcher to reduce biass Ex{hertarea
of education research were also consulted during initial analysis in order to gain
validation of the findings.
3.3.2 Ethical Considerations

Since a teacher originally approached the NENA-RIT Partnership witdehef
a school-community partnership from School 45, initial entry into the setting was eas

However, as the research progressed, continued efforts were needed to ensure that
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participation would be open and voluntary in all instances. In the school setting
interviews were essential to gain insight on teacher and administratiosggs@nd
opinions. This requirement posed an ethical concern to the protection of participant
interests with regard to anonymity and confidentiality.

To address these concerns, the researcher first applied and receivedgermiss
from the RIT Internal Review Board to conduct interviews. The IRB’s missitm i
ensure the protection of human participants in research projects, and that research
projects conducted at RIT pose a greater benefit than risk to the participantRBThe
requires that all researchers who intend to include humans in their projects aubmit
application. The application process required the researcher to delineptaertal
participant risks, create an informed consent form, and provide a list of potent&l sur
guestions. The informed consent form provided information to the interviewee,
explaining that the interview was entirely voluntary, and could be terminaeyy &ime
without risk of repercussion. For this research, quotes from interviewees usegiarCha
4 will remain confidential, and will only include the year of interview. Theruntgvees
were provided contact information for the researcher and research advisor, amédnfor
that they could revoke their information and their consent to participate atremny t
3.4 Summer Learning Community

The major portion of the participant observation in the community began the first
week of June 2006. Eleven RIT students worked in some capacity with the GRUB
organization during the 2006 summer season. The students first met at RIT for four days

of classroom discussions and exercises to prepare for work in the community. TThe RI
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student group read background literature produced by the NENA initiative thainedl
the history and purpose of the community initiative. Literature pertaining ticipant
observation and working with communities was required reading. Discussions about
participant immersion and the importance of documentation were also iritetiralRIT

student orientation.

Once work began, RIT students met collectively during bi-weekly group
meetings. The students were required to work at the Vineyard at least 4 h@meak. a
The schedules were then given to the community members to help plan how they would
use the labor. RIT students were required to record their hours worked at the Vineyard i
a notebook in the tool shed on site and to maintain personal reflection journals that were
submitted online.

Learning communities are groups of individuals who share information and
advice. The learning community created during the summer 2006 was an important tool
for this research because it provided an opportunity for feedback as wellips gr
brainstorming for any issues or concerns for the research. The RIT stuanintde
community for the summer began during student orientation, and was facilitated by
orientation exercises. This learning community was comprised of the RIT stuskarfit
coordinators, and neighborhood representatives. Meetings were held everyesker w
during the summer, which helped to increase the strength of the RIT summer student
learning community. While many students interacted on a regular basis throughout t

summer, these meetings allowed all of the students to talk about progress androblem
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within their own projects within the NENA-RIT partnership. The learning comtyuni
then offered support by offering suggestions or relating similar expesiefi¢e
meetings offered a chance to reflect on what events and interactions haddicceaeh
student’s project since the last meeting. This helped increase the messarc
understanding of the community as well as the NENA-RIT partnership. While
information assembled from these meetings involved direct participation in eteh of
student’s projects, the meetings acted as informal interviews to allowtinsig how
other transfers of information were occurring through other projects witain t
partnership.
3.5 Interview and Survey Methods

The nature of the research project required the opinions of several key
participants. As already indicated, the two main groups were community mseanioe
the elementary school personnel. The purpose of the interviews was to find corselati
among the agendas of each group in order to assure a positive and useful program for all
involved. Interviews provided the individuals an opportunity to offset the limitations of
participant observation and any researcher bias. The individuals who eventrally w
interviewed were selected based upon their interaction with the Vineyard and School 45.
Suggestions of additional potential interviewees were gathered from indsselia
whom the researcher interacted at the school and throughout the 2006 summer season.
The individuals were contacted by email and phone to determine their interest in

voluntarily participating in a semi-structured interview.
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A semi-structured question format was chosen for several reasons. @sti-a
structured question format provided a more natural conversation-like dialogueetwee
the interviewer and interviewee, in comparison to a more structured format thdt woul
not allow for questions developed during the interview. This was important because it
was flexible enough to allow for questions to be developed and explored in the interview
when new and unknown information was provided to the interviewer. However, the
semi-structured format also allowed for similar questions to be asked altrokthe
interviewees. This was an important aspect to allow for the comparison ofranswe
between interviewees. The questions were developed to obtain information about a few
specific areas, and it was beneficial to have all of the intervieweessadgeh of the
topics. Each interviewee had a different level of involvement and background that they
brought to the experience, so questions were tailored to better fit each individual
experience.

In some cases a survey was a more appropriate way to obtain informatida. Whi
the interviews allowed the researcher to obtain information from a selekefeplayers,
the survey allowed input from a very large group to be incorporated without the time
constraints. The survey allowed the researcher to investigate the thoughtsnemasopi
of all the teachers within School 45 that would possibly take advantage of a school-
community partnership. The information obtained would be crucial when setting the
parameters of the proposed program. The survey was designed and writtenf sbethat i
teacher chose to fill it out they were thus providing consent while knowing their@gnswe

would remain anonymous.
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3.6 Document Review

Participant observation and interview and survey data were supplemented with an
ongoing review of several documents that would guide the researcher towards an
appropriate education program. These documents included the New York State
Elementary Curriculum Standards, the Rochester City School Distreatc&ci

Curriculum for second grade, the RCSD School Health Index, and GRUB publications.
While school-community partnership feasibility was being investigated, stheas
ability to correlate New York and school district learning objectives. In dodéne
school and students to fully appreciate the partnership, the curriculum must stay inta
while providing a unique teaching setting. The School Health Index encouraged
curriculum to be tailored towards showing students how care for themselve®mnaillti
physically, and mentally. Review of GRUB publications allowed the resedamcher

further analyze the goals and intentions for the northeast neighborhood citizens.

4. Findings and Analysis

The findings and analysis portion of this project builds from the foundation of
understanding the dynamics within and between current major community groups
(NENA-RIT, GRUB) with the Vineyard to establish perspective of orgiozal
operations and subsequent capacity for appropriate ways for which School 45 may be
incorporated so that all participants are benefited. This was accomplishedthroug
participatory observation and post-observation interviews and surveys. From this, a

understanding was developed of ownership of decision-making regarding Vineyard
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operations and the importance of school goals and needs. Also, based on the
participatory observations, a section on the importance of balancing competnegtmst
was included to offer more support for the understanding of why school-community
partnerships and programs are vital to not only a community’s growth but also to the
growth and well-being of the child. Finally, an analysis was done to deterrhate w
programs would be appropriate and supported by a school-community partnership.
4.1 Community Dynamics

As witnessed through participatory observation, there are many influetigdsy
and individuals associated with GRUB. These groups and individuals form a dynamic
relationship with GRUB; they come to the Vineyard with their own experiences, and
affect the interactions at the Vineyard in different ways. They also ehategnally,
either due to experiences with the Vineyard or from outside factors, whicksdhese
groups and individuals to rarely maintain static in their group characterldtiegever,
the range of dynamics both inside each group and between all of the groups involved
with the Vineyard establishes the level of appropriateness and capaeihyfechool
program between any of the involved groups. One approach that can help evaluate the
capacity for a school program is to assess the dynamics of the majoppang groups.
For this project, the dynamics of the NEBCA/GRUB organization, RIT learning
community, NENA-RIT partnership, and School 45 were analyzed.
4.1.1 Greater Rochester Urban Bounty (GRUB) Dynamics

The GRUB organization characteristics that have the highest impact on the

success of a school program are funding structure (to support the agridgoitiatales)
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and the number and qualifications/skills of employees. The GRUB organization has
undergone numerous changes in its funding since the Vineyard’s purchase in 1999. The
Vineyard currently has a higher level of expenses than available fundingrifiteey
cause for the difference between monetary inputs and outputs is that the Vineyard
provides opportunities for many other activities besides agriculture inisataring
participatory observation, it also was noted that agricultural volunteer labarsedgor
many other non-agriculture activities, decreasing the overall potential enmyrthe
Vineyard. Because GRUB desires to balance so many competing stérestineyard
agricultural operations are not currently sustainable. The Vineyard requiraian i
funding investment to cover the cost of the hiring of laborers and farmers. THehwil
establish agriculture methodologies that work in coordination with other competitg as
in order to create a sustainable or even profitable agricultural operation.

The community leaders recognized this need for initial funding early on and the
leaders began to apply for grants. The largest source of funding for the \dineasma
grant from the W.K Kellogg Foundation, which began in 2002. This grant allowed for a
short period of time in which great progress was made in the profitability of the
Vineyard. The funding allowed the GRUB organization to hire more workers, which
directly impacted the profitability of the Vineyard and enabled the wotkersncentrate
on the agricultural initiatives as well as other community programs. Thenfuatiio
allowed for the GRUB organization to support the work of an increasing number of RIT

students.
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However, in 2004 the Kellogg funding was terminated, leaving GRUB with
minimal funding overall. This monetary change forced the layoff of all theyard
employees. Because of this loss, staffing at the Vineyard was comprisednofiicibyn
volunteers and RIT students. Although these volunteers were able to successfully car
out the agricultural tasks, there were few extra labor hours to devote to other communi
programs or projects. Also, with a staff of volunteers, the higher turnover rategeduce
the possibility of developing and maintaining outside community programs.

While the funding fluctuates within the GRUB organization, the community
organization has established a core base of community volunteers who continue to assist
with Vineyard operations. The primary agriculture tasks of planting, growing, and
harvesting are the focus for the Vineyard’s agriculture initiative. Thexefionding is
directly connected to any potential progress to expand the initiative past thegyema
limited sale of produce. Also directly connected to funding is the number and
gualifications of employees available for strictly agriculture eglaasks (labor,
marketing, etc.). The individuals within the organization also change the dynartties of
group and therefore the organization’s capacity to accept school based programs. The
Kellogg grant had allowed for the hiring of a GRUB coordinator, a farm coordinator, a
farmer, two produce-marketing personnel, and 5 laborers. During this period at the
Vineyard, a farmer with a substantial background in farming was hired.o$ef
experienced farmers and laborers put a toll on the efficiency and directiomeyxd

operations. The organization could no longer focus too much on outside programs
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without emphasizing first the daily needs of the Vineyard, especiallygitimengrowing

and harvesting season. As one Vineyard volunteer explained,

“The priorities of the organization change when you don’t have the funding. It's

like what do we do first? Who gets the priority? | say [the Vineyard], but that's

just me. The Vineyard is the like heart of the operation. People know the

Vineyard and they expect us to be here. [The Vineyard] is where the action is.

Almost everything else happens because of what happens [at the Vineyard].”

(Interview, 2007)

The dynamics within the GRUB council itself also play a role in crgdhia level
of capacity for RIT student projects. The GRUB council is made up of a variety of
individuals who affect the interactions of all the participating groups. Thesadudis
advise on issues involved with the Vineyard operations, labor and any other Vineyard
concerns. This council must also interact and coordinate with the other commilitees
plan events at the Vineyard.
4.1.2 RIT Learning Community Dynamics

As previously described in Section 3.2, the RIT learning community associated
with the GRUB organization grew out of other community-based partnership project
started by RIT Professor M. Ann Howard in 1999. The NENA-RIT community-based
learning community began with individual student interest and has continuallp ¢wow
include and employ more students during the summer growing seasons, as well as
supporting part-time student work during the academic year. The RIT learning

community consists of RIT students and staff who participate in work through 18 GR

organization. The learning community is an ever-changing group of students and
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projects affiliated with GRUB. The members support one another’s work through
providing a space to express ideas as well as providing labor to help with each other’s
projects. The learning community also provides a platform for information and
knowledge exchange with neighborhood leaders and residents. The types of projects that
the students are involved with has changed with the community needs over the years.
While the majority of projects are connected to the Vineyard and its agradult
component, some projects have worked with aspects of the NENA initiative that do not
include an agriculture focus. Student projects have been as diverse as Rlindssc
themselves and have included agriculture business plans and marketing, project
evaluation, interior design for the housing initiative, asset mapping throughapbagr
Information Systems, phytoremediation, photojournalism, civil engineering,
photography, and environmental science. The NENA-RIT partnership has been the host
of two Environmental Science Master’s thesis: one in agriculture education aird one
farm management. The RIT learning community is primarily a communsgeba
learning project group, and the students are informed that they will be particyyahng
members of the community as the medium for education. The community-based learning
aspect of the projects creates a unique component to the learning community, which
draws students with openness to experiencing learning through non-traditional
techniques.

The RIT learning community student’s wages were paid through funding from
grants. The RIT learning community’s capacity to build the number and quality of

projects is based partially on available funding. While RIT also has the addeit tenef
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being able to offer academic credit for work on projects, the majority of studeuntd

not be able to participate if funding was not available for compensation for work. Ms.
Dalton’s position of a grant administrator helps stabilize the limiting aspéanding

for the RIT learning community.

The context in which the RIT learning community leaders function with the
community leaders sets the tone and capacity for student projects. Bectisetlod
project coordinator, Meredith Dalton, helped to evaluate the appropriateness of RIT
student projects for the NEBCA/GRUB organizations. This was done through Ms.
Dalton’s own participant observation and interaction with community leaders and
members. The RIT learning community coordinator first had to establistonslaitps
with the community leaders to open trusting communication lines to be able to discuss
potential community and student projects.

Because the RIT learning community leaders have developed trusting, working
relationships with the community leaders, it has paved the way for other studentsroj
and increased the potential for success.

4.1.3 University-Community Dynamics

The combination of these two dynamic and changing groups, the community
organization and RIT, leads to the ever-changing dynamic of the NENA-RRepsip.
The interactions between the organizations within this partnership creatensdigps,
characteristics, concerns and possibilities that go beyond the individual groups.
However, because each of the individual groups is constantly changing, theioneract

between the groups also changes. The number of participants within the conandnity
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from the university changes yearly, if not more often. This fluctuation causessity-
community goals to be reprioritized as the people and therefore the individusabgoal
these people changes.

The change within the partnership must be constantly understood by the
participating groups to be able to most effectively transfer knowledge éetive two
groups. Through participant observation during the 2006 season, it was observed that
direct participation in both GRUB meetings and RIT learning communityingset
would help to create the understanding of where each group was with its goals. This
participation would also help familiarize the researcher with the gaatits from both
groups so that the communication pathways existed to allow for the quicker tnsfer
knowledge about each group’s status.

Another aspect of the dynamic NENA-RIT partnership that affected allrgtude
projects, including this project, was the aspect of acculturation. The two orgamszat
NEBCA/GRUB (as well as School 45 which falls within the GRUB jurisdictenmg the
RIT summer learning community, are from separate communities widretitf
backgrounds in culture and education. Although there was the orientation period during
the first week of the RIT learning community’s participation, it was nenithed to fully
prepare students for the differences in culture within and between the vaoaps.g
The acculturation process for all of the participants was developed slowly throughout the
summer and was greatly enhanced through direct participation with mendmerhé&
other groups. Through acculturation, the relationships between the groups (and between

individuals within the groups) were deepened, and allowed for the opportunity to ask
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other questions about the projects. For the purpose of this project, it was important to
understand the community’s interests in promoting environmentally conscious efforts
within the local elementary school while factoring in sound science.
4.1.4 School 45-Community Dynamics
During the primary grades, learning about civic engagement and community
assets are a major part of the New York state curriculum. The maires$oaresthe
importance of community history, how to be a good citizen, and what makes up a
community. Through civic engagement students can develop an understanding of civic
concepts and gain civic skills, including those related to political knowledge, Icritica
thinking, communication, public problem solving, and community asset building. When
working with young students growing up in a poverty-stricken urban commurety, th
ability to show ownership and appreciation for such an area becomes critita for t
classroom teacher.
“Some of these students never get the chance to make this place a home. Their
parents or in some cases legal guardians have no choice but to move — and move
often, uprooting entire lives as they go. If you ask a child to draw their home or
their family, the picture becomes a mess of various people and ‘things’ —ssuch a
clothing or their favorite toys... In all my years [at School 45] | hardly see a
drawing of just a house or a yard with trees. The urban area with which my
students are accustomed to, | guess, makes [the students] believe that hame is jus
a cement block.” (Personal interview, 2007)
GRUB assets require the volunteer hours of the community members and the

initiatives and goals set forth by GRUB and NEBCA would greatly benefit from

increased local support and volunteered time. Having the recognition and support of the
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local school district allows for GRUB to reach out to members of the commurtity tha
may not be aware of GRUB initiatives and the Vineyard.

“[School 45] students and their families should be aware of their surroundings.

They should know that right in their own backyard is a beautiful community-

operated farm with the ability to grow fresh fruits and vegetables. Theyafid

should be a place where families from the community can go and literally get

their hands dirty. I'm not sure if some of [School 45] students have ever even

played in the dirt. The fact that this farm is as close as it is to [School 45] should
be more than enough reason for the students to be able to participate in a real-life,

yet unique, community asset.” (Interview, 2007)

As noted in chapter 2, in order for a school-community partnership to work, both
parties must feel as though they are benefitting from the other. In ordéetmige the
needs of the school as far as working with a community organization, the researcher
conducted surveys among the faculty members of School 45 (Appendix A). The surveys
provided the researcher with data about how the school felt about a partnership, their
expectations for a partnership and whether or not they actually understood the
significance of a community partnership. Many of the teachers belibaethe main
goal of a school-community partnership was to create a better community in diich t
students live. When asked what they thought was the most important goal for a
partnership, the majority of the teachers surveyed agreed that connadiengs to their
community was top priority.

The information gained from the surveys tied very well into the goals and

priorities of the community. However, while the intentions for the use of the Vinagard

a way to engage students within the community are both evident and important to both
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the school and GRUB, the use of the Vineyard as a teaching venue for thesscience
showed to be more difficult to implement.
4.2 Community Ownership of Decision Making

Community ownership of assets is vital to the building of and maintenance of
these sustainable assets. To own the sustainable assets, the community must own the
decision making process for each of these assets. The GRUB council has to make
numerous decisions about the assets both within their own organization as wtil as wi
any outside partner groups that help support the various initiatives. This section
delineates why developing an appropriate relationship with outside groups and
community youth affects the nature of Vineyard operations and the moralehafsal t
involved.
4.2.1 Balancing Assets within the Vineyard

Even though GRUB is currently not funded through external grants and maintains
no paid employees, the agricultural initiative has built a large support networletsf ass
including space, equipment, volunteers, and donors. Within the space of the Vineyard,
assets must be balanced between projects that are related to both aganditure
education.

The Vineyard space is home to a growing number of agriculture relatedtgrojec
Also, a growing number and variety of outside groups visit, volunteer, and use the
Vineyard each year. The projects and groups require a portion of the dineigety
resources, as well as coordination. One of the projects that compete for resotlmees i

Agriculture Education Center. This Education Center is located on the property. The
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construction of the building during the 2006 season required labor-sharing with the
agriculture-based crew. Equipment sharing was also required for the coostruct
Because the building is being constructed alongside the main access roadine ylaed,
there were periods of time during the 2006 growing season where construction equipme
and materials blocked this road, restricted agricultural tasks, and hindereddbssgo
load produce for Community Supported Agriculture members and the Public Market.

During the 2006 season, the community youth workers at the Vineyard required
significant amounts of labor for instruction and supervision. Because of lirabiedadt
the Vineyard, the youth workers during the 2006 season did not have an expanded
program developed to teach them other life skills. In previous years, the youth had a
separate supervisor that coordinated and organized which agricultural tasks would be
done as well as additional experiential activities. With the help of the youtlvisaper
the farmer and supervisor could organize and balance the youth resources, aéthe sam
time improving the quality of the experience for the youth. The community’s funding
structure during the 2006 growing season did not allow for a youth supervisor, and there
was an exponential effect on the amount of hours required for youth supervision because
of the disorganization. Many times, Vineyard volunteers would have to spend time
correcting the youth’s work because they were not well-supervised. Handstiady
the youth during the 2006 season were rarely weighed or recorded. There Wasfa lac
standardization of harvesting, washing and weighing due to the lack of supervision.

The relationship with School 45 was established during the 2006 growing season

and thus created yet another competitor for space and resources at thedVibeyarg
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this time, the researcher was still establishing how to incorporate an apfg@&ohool
program with Vineyard activities so it was imperative that GRUB personnel appabtive
visits by the school children. This was done to ensure that Vineyard personnel would be
available to aid in supervision and guidance. One of the elementary students’ projects
required an entire row of space to plant pumpkin seeds. The pumpkins produced from
these plants were not to be used for the Vineyard, but rather were grown for
demonstration for the students. In total, visits by the elementary stuedeuited about
ten hours total of labor by RIT students and community volunteers. While ten hours may
seem insignificant compared to the total amount of volunteer work hours, the elementary
student group was just one of many school groups to visit. As noted by another Vineyard
volunteer, the hours required by the different youth groups quickly added up and
significantly impacted the amount of labor available for agriculturéktas
4.2.2 GRUB Initiative Oversight

All of the initiatives through NEBCA and GRUB pose great benefits to the
community, so it is difficult for the community leaders to decide which initiatsr®uld
be given priority and resources. Coordination and balancing of resources andasitiati
can improve support for all of the initiatives. During previous years of gresernal
funding, there was a GRUB coordinator who helped to oversee all of the events and
programs at the Vineyard. This coordinator was responsible for overseeiagntiee, f
marketing director, volunteer groups, youth programs and other activities on giiag D
this period, additional projects and assets affiliated with the Vineyard spaee we

acquired. When the W.K. Kellogg funding was terminated, the coordinator was
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terminated as well. The build-up of projects and the subsequent termination of the
coordinator made it very difficult for the individuals involved with the various projects
and assets to balance the limited resources.

While this project focused on an appropriate way to bridge a relationship between
the elementary school and Vineyard, through participant observation it wgsimszb
that many goals encompass the various initiatives set forth by GRUB ahtertaken
into consideration. The Vineyard is most useful to the needs of the elementary school
when the agricultural initiatives are met first. Careful consideration ofitheyard’s
need for volunteers and ultimately youth supervisors are essential fcressiul
educational program.
4.3 Appropriate Science Education Programs in a Community Based Organization

As shown in the literature review and research context, an urban neighborhood
school greatly benefits from a partnership with a community-based organiaati vice
versa. The benefits to be gained in this case would be vital to not only the success and
expansion of the community group but to also the science experience for the students.
Ultimately, environmental science (particularly agricultural se¢@nd civic education
programs were found to be useful for both the elementary school and to the Sector 10
community. This section will address why community members value agraiidina
civic education, neighborhood youth, interactions with local schools, and RIT student
projects. This section will also address the concerns with an elementaigesgiegram
and its transfer to a community based organization and the concerns for the context in

which RIT students are transferring knowledge and other project goals.ndligsis of
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interviews and journals for this section was critical in understanding the mimdiset a
context of what individuals involved with GRUB and School 45 thought about the
potential programs at the Vineyard.
4.3.1 Science Education Programs within GRUB

While creating a partnership between GRUB and School 45 is a relatively new
endeavor, the idea to incorporate education programs at the Vineyard is not. One
priority, which demanded a focus of labor during the 2006 season, was the construction
of the agriculture education building located on site. The building construction was
managed by Mr. Vickers, who would ask the help of Vineyard laborers when the need
arose. Therefore, some of the tasks performed during the participant observatidn per
included laying cement, transporting timbers, constructing timber franmestiag
backhoes, and other construction tasks. Mr. Vickers, as the project manager, was
responsible for supervising local Edison Technical High School students, who were
learning trade skills while working on the education center. These studesats we
recruited as volunteers to work on agricultural tasks when there was a lull frucbas
tasks. These students received instruction for agricultural tasks from bothtérews
Johnson and the RIT students. The Edison Tech students in return instructed the RIT
students during construction tasks.

The Agriculture Education Center (AEC) is an example of the type of lzased
community development to which NENA is committed. The AEC was completed in the
summer of 2006 and was designed to host classes for community members on gardening,

lawn care, home repair, and cooking, canning, and preserving food. The AEC also serves
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as a classroom where future youth workers will learn a variety of subjectgirdening
skills, biology, urban ecology, food systems, and community history. The structure will
include a full-scale commercial kitchen, house a full-time farm manager, and hos
community gatherings. The purpose of this facility is not only to further devstop t
Vineyard as a community asset but also to invest in the community membersltkemse
as an asset. Providing a place where neighbors can come together to lealebaatd ce

in addition to ensuring that future generations do not lose touch with the culturally
significant traditions with which this community upholds will do this.

During the summer of 2005, an RIT graduate student in the environmental science
program created a preliminary curriculum for the use of the Agricultureaidac
Center. The pilot curriculum focused on basic plant biology, urban agriculture, and food
systems. Intertwined with the curriculum was a focus on community empowerment
economic revitalization, community food security, and urban ecology. The purpose of
the curriculum was to increase awareness and appreciation for urban agdicultur
activities with respect to their benefits to local communities, econoroiod, Supply and
the environment.

The community leaders heavily invested in the AEC wanted to be sure that the
youth would also leave the summer work program with a better sense of pride in their
community. In order to achieve this goal it was important for the youth involved in the
pilot program to foster a reconnection between urban residents and the sources of thei
foods and to preserve historic traditions and skills that have faded in the past few

generations.

46



Based on the requirements for the curriculum tested during the summer of 2005, it
became apparent to the researcher that upholding the desire to incorpavage hist
tradition, and civic responsibility would also support the goals and success ofdlatse
set by the community and its residents. It became clear to the resdhathin order for
the best possible partnership to exist between GRUB and School 45 the curriculum must
be multi- and interdisciplinary.

4.3.2 Why Emphasize Environmental Science?

As students are prepared for their mandated state exams it is often ttieatase
textbooks and curricula are not in tune with current, real world problems. Politics,
agricultural, and natural resources sectors are changing so rapidlyghdhese already
in the field are challenged to keep up with changes. Environmental science encempasse
all of these sectors and more, so the answer to “Why environmental sciamseasy.

As stated in chapter 2, educators in general are very concerned with theldNbe@
Behind Act, as is further explained in section 43cBnce Education at School.4%his
federal mandate left teachers desperate to have their students {h@sareas of math
and reading and writing, so therefore it was extremely important to inedepms many
interdisciplinary curricula as possible when planning lessons for the elyehidents.

“The No Child Left Behind Act has left many teachers with no choice but to

emphasize math and reading. The first thing to go [out of the curriculum] was
science. Social Studies was second.” (Interview, 2006)

An environmental science curriculum is, by definition, encouraged to incorporate
not only all of the natural and physical sciences but the social sciencef agaluding

economics, policy, and history. This alone allows environmental science to be
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multidisciplinary in terms of elementary education. As seen in Appendix B, the
curriculum developed by the researcher incorporated appropriate biology lessons a
defined by the standards set by New York State for elementary studentsvetiothie
lessons also integrated math and reading and writing. The students weregattura
journal their experiences at The Vineyard and also when investigatingicertai
experiments (See Appendix B). This type of curricula allowed sciencd teesh the
classroom without minimizing the emphasis on math and literacy education.

Through participant observations and review of GRUB literature it is quite
evident that community empowerment and ownership of community assets is the
cornerstone of GRUB operations. A focus on environmental science in the context of a
community setting invests in developing youth as stewards and engaged citizéns, w
also cultivating a strong educational value to ensure life long learninghaad
participation. Participation in local environmental action, which occurs at g ation
of ecological, economic, social, and political systems, provides opportunities for
integrating science and civic education. Environmental science emphasizes knowledge
and skills in both science and citizenship. By grappling with environmental issues,
students may develop understandings of environmental science and political grocesse
and skills in scientific inquiry and civic engagement, all of which are crucitle
successes of GRUB'’s goal to revitalize Sector 10. By encouragingpaiticipation at
the elementary level, the hope is that this knowledge will enable the comnwihéye

better control over the decisions that are made within the City of Rochester. uGiiynm
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members, RIT students, and other individuals in participant interactions and ingerview
echoed the benefits of engaging youth in civic participation.

The benefits of emphasizing the teachings of environmental science allows
multidisciplinary learning in the classroom that also promote one of the masipnsi®f
GRUB and NENA and that is for their citizens to build self-reliance fromnithigidual
level up to the neighborhood level.

4.3.3 Science Education at School 45

When the NENA-RIT partnership was first approached by School 45 to
incorporate the Vineyard in the elementary science program it wasesfyrthe
researcher that a substantial curriculum already existed. This assumps based on
the enthusiasm from the teacher who approached the partnership initially. Tibidaoar
teacher was highly interested in giving her students an “authentic leaxpegence” by
teaching in a different type of learning venue, that venue being the Vineyard. The goal
was to provide her students with real world experiences within the sciences. Howeve
during the course of the initial exposure to the school and its resources, the wdaxher
had originally shown the highest amount of interest could no longer participaie aue t
mid-year medical leave. Although the school’s greatest advocate for thamroguld
no longer participate, the school as a whole had already been exposed to the potential
partnership and administrators and some faculty were showing increasmagim the
possibilities. It was at this point that the researcher was assignedrarditésacher and

classroom to shadow. During an early interview with the new classroom teabber
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taught second grade, it became very apparent that the science done in therclass
minimal, if at all.

“We don't really do real science. Our focus must be on math and reading skills.

As you can probably already see, these students do not even read at their grade

level. Some of the students cannot read at all. Throwing science in the mix

would be very difficult. The vocabulary alone is too advanced.” (Interview,

2006)

During a typical school week the classroom teacher spent about 14 hours doing
math, about 14-20 hours practicing reading and writing skills, approximately 4 hours
focusing on social studies, but only about 2 hours total for science. The format for most
of the curriculum was in the form of worksheets and textbook assignments. Although the
Rochester City School District has a well-defined science curriculunaoe fbr
elementary students the classroom teacher explained that she found it diffiealth
any of it.

“The second grade science curriculum has been rewritten so many tiongseoy

administration in order to help the classroom teacher teach what the students need

to know for the science exam [administered by New York State] they take in

fourth grade. But honestly, no one really knows how to teach science. | know

I’'m not qualified. My lessons come straight from the textbook... | don’t know

how to enhance science lessons and you will find that many of the teachers [at
school 45] cannot either.” (Interview, 2006)

While much of the researcher’s time during the summer 2006 focused on learning
the “ins and outs” of the community organizations, part of the 2006-2007 school year
(from September to April) was focused on how to link the current science anld socia
studies curriculum to the Vineyard. However, once it was established that Heveny

minimal “current” curriculum to work with, the researcher spent much of the sgbaol
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helping the second grade team at School 45 bring science and social studies back into
their classrooms while also keeping math and reading and writing lessonstg. prior
Interviews about the current science curriculum were conducted with classroom
teachers as well as with school and district administrators. It becaynelear,
especially when interviewing district administrators, that secondanyceclead the
priority over elementary science curriculum. As noted in chapter 2, it is not uraomm
for science to be left out of elementary curriculum, so therefore it was no stinatise
this school district would be any different. During one interview the researesetiold
that classroom teachers had the opportunity to use prepared science kits gurghise
district as a supplement to their science units. However, there were fewdlte@use
of the constant shipping back and forth between all of the many elementary schbels i
district teachers often found that pieces were missing from the kits makimgvirtually
useless. Other issues that arose were that some of the teachers did not haperhe pr
professional development to learn how to use the kits or the teachers did not know the
kits existed within the district at all. The lack of uniformity and developnoerd f
substantial second grade science curriculum was quite evident.
Despite the lack of science curriculum, the researcher was able to désigies.c
for the second grade students that focused on environmental science and community
awareness. The curriculum designed can be found in Appendix B. And even though the
school year falls during the coldest months of the year, the researchale/&s bring
students to the Vineyard four times. The activities done at the Vineyard enhand¢ed muc

of the lessons that had been designed for the classroom. The classroom teacheitnoted tha
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the students seemed to really enjoy the fact that a farm could be found in their own
neighborhood.

“The students were in awe today. [The students] could not believe that vegetables

and fruits could be grown in their own backyard. [The students] all wanted to

know how they could grow beans at their house... The fact that they were allowed

to touch and explore all on their own was fascinating to them.” (Interview, 2006)
Eventually, much of the curriculum was designed so that the students would not have to
be taken off of school property, as leaving the premises became a legalitbsugper
administration. This issue is further explained in the next section.
4.3.4 The Hurdles of a Science Program

During the course of research and based on participant observation, interviews,
and surveys, it was determined by personnel from School 45 and GRUB that the best
probable partnership that could exist between these organizations would be an after
school agriculture-based club held at the Vineyard. However, there were meagtesbs
identified that would not allow for a partnership or program currently. One of the issue
identified was labor shortage. During a period of greater funding for the congmunit
organization, they were able to hire staff members who could dedicate theio time
supporting education projects throughout the Vineyard. However, with a reduction in
funding and staff, the hours that it takes to plan lessons and supervise an after school
program would become very overwhelming for Vineyard volunteers that must focus first
on the harvesting and maintenance of the farm. With a reduction in funding, staff

members and volunteers were asked to take on numerous roles within the organization

and therefore did not have time to take on yet another project.
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In order for the after school program to be an enhancement of the classroom
curriculum, two things must be in place. First, science must actually be ocaartivey
classroom. The purpose of the after school program is not to replace the science
activities and lessons that the students are obligated to learn. In actuajygten
would be designed to enhance what the students might be reading about in their texts or
discussing in the class. The second essential component is that there musther atteac
School 45 willing to take on the supervisory role for the after school program. There is
currently not a teacher willing or able to support (by lesson planning) or suparvis
after school program. There was great fear among the teachersintghthat such a
program would take up a lot of time and energy - all of which is unnecessary when there
is so much that must be done in their classrooms first.

“[Classroom teachers] are already pressed for time as it is. lenSsgt

[teachers] all feel energized and optimistic, but by February [tegdre behind

and stressed. The state curriculum has to come first; the lessons for [the

teacher’s] classroom come first then possibly, if there is time, extrectsdj

(Interview 2007)

Another reason why it is so important for a teacher to be willing to supervise an
after school program is for strictly legal reasons. The legal hurdlegwaitschool district
are limitless and some were even brought up on the surveys explained in section 4.1.4.
First, an after school program must be supervised by a state certifiedrteBecause of
this, it would not be possible to run a program through the school unless there was full
participation by at least one faculty member. Many of the teacheraatisd that

transportation (to the Vineyard and also home) would have to be provided for the

students who participated in the after school program. Transportation requies buss
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that the school district must pay for. Throughout the course of the research, the
transportation issue came up frequently. It was noted by several teachest,aes

upper administration, that many of the parents rely heavily on the bus tranepddat

and from school and because of this the students must be guaranteed a way home even if
they do participate in some sort of after school activity.

5. Future Research

Although this project helped provide information to answer the original research
guestions, more research could be considered to broaden the understanding of appropriate
partnerships between GRUB and School 45. To help focus any future research in this
area, considerations for future investigations were developed. These considerations
include further research into environmental science education, additional intewvitkw
community members and GRUB personnel, and evaluating the second grade science
curriculum that this project produced. Due to time constraints, some of the identifie
areas of secondary interest (i.e. allowing classroom teachers to cbeldlictps to the
Vineyard) were not thoroughly investigated. These areas could provide additional
information to further address the research questions, or provoke entirely nawtresea
guestions. Also, because school district policy and community groups will continue to

evolve, this project could be continuous as long as the NENA-RIT partnership exists.

6. Conclusions

This research helps support a larger understanding of the fundamental ideology of
environmental problem solving, the status of science education in an elensehtaol;

and community empowerment. While the original goal of this research was to explore a
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possible linkage between community assets and the local elementary schiootdtes
that the researcher discovered along the way encouraged a more iredizt |
education policy and the need for continuous support from all involved - whether from

the community or the school.

As already noted, community ownership of information regarding community
assets also was shown in this research to significantly influence the amjerogss and
sustainability of environmental change. When the community had information about its
organizational structure, resources and goals, the community members tiegralide to
determine what actions would create the most appropriate and sustainaldereantal
and communal change. The community organizations have the most intimate knowledge
of the community member’s needs, resources and goals. Knowing this information
allowed the researcher to approach the needs of the school and the community in a way
that would ultimately benefit both. However, due to a lack of science curriculum in the
classroom and low enthusiasm from some essential schoolteachers andtedorsis
was virtually impossible to create a viable program that would allow for sieehend
successful partnership between GRUB and School 45. Also, the community is willing
but perhaps not ready to support an after school outdoor education program all on their
own. Support from the school is not only necessary but also essential in terms of
legalities and protocols made by the district.

Environmental problem solving begins with educating the masses. Without the
proper understanding of the world around them, people do not have the ability to make

informed decisions about environmental issues so therefore; environmental education
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should start early on in the academic process. However, environmental problem solving
does not just mean understanding biological process but societal and political grocesse
as well. Environmental science education intertwines both the hard and softseietice
based on the literature review has proven to be an effective way to teach elgageath

students.
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Appendix A: School 45 Teacher Survey
1. How familiar are you with the term “school-community partnership”?
Very familiar
Somewhat familiar

Not familiar with the term

2. If you are familiar with this term, please briefly explain your undeditay of the
term.

3. In the context of the after school program proposal, this school-community
partnership should (check all that apply):

a. ___ give back to the community

b.  develop accessible learning environments that connect students to
their community

c. ___ enhance the implementation of the elementary school curriculum

d. __ improve the educational setting through new learning opportunities

e. __facilitate learning and skills development

4. Of the above items you checked, which one do you think is the most important
(Indicate the letter from the list above)

5. What kinds of barriers do you foresee, if any, with the development of the after
school program?

6. From the barriers you identified, do you have any suggestions as to how they
might be overcome?
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7. If you think there is potential for this program, what kinds of activities would you
like to see planned?

8. If an after school agricultural club could be developed, what outcomes for
students would you like to see?
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Appendix B: Developed Curriculum

The following is the curriculum the researcher developed in an attempt to in¢erpora
environmental science into New York State mandated curriculum. The lessens wer
taught over twenty weeks. Time at the Vineyard was limited, but the researche
developed activities that could potentially be done in a garden setting. When a garden
setting was not available, appropriate materials were used to createl@ar
environments. The researcher created the lessons based on the New York 8tate Cor
Curriculum for Elementary Science K-4. This document can be found at
http://www.emsc.nysed.gov/ciai/cores.htm

1. Living versus non-living

a. Lesson: living things grow, take in nutrients, breathe (gas exchange),
reproduce, eliminate wastes, die.

b. Activity: Scavenger hunt Living v. Non-Living (in the classroom)
2. Structure of plants
a. Lesson: Identifying parts of plants: roots, leaves, stems, flowers, seeds
b. Activity: Growing geraniums/pea plants to investigate structures
3. What do plants need to survive?
a. Lesson: How does a plant grow?

b. Investigation: What happens if we do not give our plants sunlight, water,
etc. (Journal — students will write in journals as they investigate what
happens to their plants; students will also measure and record plant growth
each week)

4. Pollution

a. Lesson: How do humans pollute the environment? Does pollution harm
plants?

b. Activity/Investigation: Growing plants in polluted areas. Students will
expose their plants to various “pollutants” (soap, cooking oil, etc)
(Journaling will continue)

c. Civic involvement: What should your community do to stop pollution
from occurring? (This is in conjunction with the social studies lesson on
making decisions within a community)

5. Trip to Vineyard — the four activities investigated in the classroom will be
investigated at the Vineyard.
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a. Living versus non-living (at the Vineyard) Students will compare and
contrast the lists that they come up with to the list they created from the
same activity in the classroom.

b. Parts of the plant: Parts of the plant we eat!

c. Sources of pollution at the Vineyard. What could we do to ensure the
plants are not polluted?

d. Back at school — Journal experience at the Vineyard. What was your
favorite? What was your least favorite?

6. Water Cycle
a. Lesson: How does the water we drink get to us?

b. Activity: Building a Terrarium — the class will build mini terrariums to
show how water cycles in the biosphere. Students will journal what they
see each morning and afternoon in their terrariums.

c. Extension: Erosion - why is erosion bad? Who is affected by erosion?
How can erosion be stopped?

7. Weather

a. Lesson: How does weather change from day to day and through the
seasons?

b. Activity: What does Rochester look like during each of the seasons?

c. Extension: What happens to the water cycle during each of the seasons?
What happens to plants and trees?

8. Food chains/food webs

a. Lesson: what kinds of food do we eat? Are humans the only ones that eat
these animals or plants?

b. Activity: Students will create a food web to show how animals are reliant
on one another and plants and the sun in order to survive.

c. Extension: What happens if a whole species dies off? Who is affected?
i. Endangered species
9. From the supermarket to the table?

a. Lesson: Where does our food come from?
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Activity: What is your favorite food? How did it get to your kitchen table
to be eaten?

Environmental connection: How far away does our food travel before we
get to eat it? Apples in Washington versus apples in New York.

Rochester Public Market will be discussed. Why is it better that we buy
our foods from RPM than Wegmans?

10.Where does our garbage go?

C.

Lesson: What happens to our garbage after we throw it away?

Activity: (Trip to Vineyard) Bottle Biology: Decomposition
http://www.bottlebiology.org/investigations/decomp_main.html

Journal: Students will journal what is happening in their bottles each day.

11.Recycling

a.

b.

Lesson: Why should we recycle?

Activity: Create posters for school to show the importance of recycling at
school and at home.

Worm World — online investigation about the importance of worms
http://yucky.discovery.com/flash/worm/

Extension: Pick up trash around schoolyard and look for worms!

Civic connection: Does Rochester have a recycling program? Should
they? Where have you ever seen recycling bins?

12. Nutrition

a.

Lesson: Humans needs a variety of healthy foods, exercise, and rest to
grow and maintain good health

Activity: Students perception of healthy versus junk foods

Extension: Growing healthy foods in your own home.
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