YAHOOL. WBullard Ave o
Y Figarden =

Formal and ]nFormal Grou ]mquences on Ve,
P

m
o
s
&
Q.
>
<

L

£7Clovis Bullard Ave
Y. |

N Palm A
O=p—n
| >

w
3

BiolavJunction

>
N Blackstone Ave

wmua}ﬁ\ B2

N1stSt =
N Cedar Ave
wLm

ve &

>

<

&

=

F
>

Abstract : st..m; : ,%% P f;j;{i" Carson CithS R
y ; y. V. y, y, ZU o N St i 3| Gz z
( Irban poverty can be an esPeCIally Powencul risk . 'Erw&w, 3| g
, , | | omcn an ou ﬂg BArcn V] ﬂg in ove NS T T
factor in the lives of women and children. Thls re-~ Weemontave | “.1:5;:"% @Y Lo mm—
I"] % F (_“_! F h, l‘] W Whites Bridge Rd _—n>;“~o/<l\&"’ [£ % % E Kings Canyen Rd £
searc PrOJect ocused on an area or nig Povertg : Eﬁzz;’;:;'n\@a ) : Gsakersfield
< Aimport Q-

g

 lizabeth | ake, Sherry \/\/z;‘a”ingJ Jag FoPeJ K ara | inkowski, & Maria Komero o % [\'o% ”E,m ] E, | | 6105 Angeles

in I resno, Calhcomia and examined the exPeriences

women had raising young children. Some of the
most salient themes that emergeé from the research
centered on the influence of both formal and infor-
mal groups located within the neighborhoocj. Tl‘lis
poster tries to iéenthcg community level factors that
other women, community groups, neighborhooé@

ancJ researcl‘lers WOU]C! ICIHC! USC]CUI.

|ntroduction
America’s urban centers can be environments that
cultivate tremendous OPPortunities for the families
that call them home. However, many families living
in urban centers face numerous Challenges. The
goal of the current Projed: s to explore commu-~
nit3~level risk and Protective factors that influence
the lives of young children (under age five) who
are living in a sPeChCic [‘ligh~Povert3J transitioning

neigﬂborhooé located in Mresno, Calhcomia.

Methocl
TWCHt3~1{:fV€ individuals Par“ticipatecj in three fo-

Cus groups. Farticipants were residents of the
Lowe” neighborhoocj and Parents/Primary care-

givers to at least one child under age five.

l‘lree Focus groups were COHCJUCtCCJ: two 1n

Spanisl‘l (7=16), one in T:_rsg]ish (r=9). Tl‘lere
were 2% female and two male Participants. Bot[‘l

males were in the 1inglish focus group. Farl:ici~

Pants rangeé I age from i 9-39 (/\//: 30, SDx
6).

Tiacl‘l focus group followed a semi-structured in-

terview format (Krueger & (iaseyJ 2009). The
focus groups were then asked a series of ques-~
tions that assessed community members’ percep-
tions of neighborl‘looc! needs and resources,
sense of neighborhoocﬁ belongingJ and feedback

regaréing the revitalization program.
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| iscussion
]n a neighborhooé of concentrated PovertgJ groups
that are both formal and informal have a tremen-
dous O:JPorl:unitg to imPact the community. We

found that both formal and informal groups intlu-

enced the lives of parents of young children. The

forma groups included a community center, two
neighborhoocj elementary schoolsJ and the Police.
While these are oFFicia”g recognizeé groups, other
influences in the community without a formal organ-
izational structure migl‘lt have a strong imPact as
well. Our data showed that informal neighborhooé
relationsl‘lips were imPortant indicators of commu-~

m’tg streng‘ch and also weakness.

]n our focus groups two themes emergec:!: the gener-
alization of experiences and a lack of communica-
tion. Fast exPeriences influenced the way the par-
ticiPantS Perceiveé and thought about the commu-
nity resources. For e><ami:>]eJ one negative exPeri~
ence at the Dickey 3outl‘| center Preventeé a

mother from retuming with her children.

A general lack  of communication between
neighbors and community partners led to a de-
crease in the utilization of resources. For e><arn|:>leJ
the communication between the community members
and Police officers was often adversarial. There»-
fore. Participants were reluctant to Perceive Police
officers as Protectors and felt safer when cops

were not in the neighborl‘looc!.
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