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Figure 5. Representation of my Triangulation/Crystallization process. 
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Table 29  

Post-Innovation SHS Descriptive Table of Central Tendency 

 M Mdn SD 

Sub-Construct Pre Post Pre Post Pre Post 

Goals  4.88 4.94 5.00 5.00 .75 .65 

Agency 4.55 4.50 4.50 4.50 .71 .78 

Pathway 4.17 4.56 4.33 4.67 .89 .86 

Note. Items were reported on a 6-point Likert scale where strongly agree = 6, agree = 5, slightly disagree = 

3, disagree = 2, and strongly disagree = 1. M = Mean, Mdn = Median, SD = Standard Deviation, Pre = Pre-

Innovation, and Post = Post-Innovation. 

Table 32 

Post-Innovation School Survey Descriptive Statistics 

 M Mdn SD 

Sub-Construct Pre Post Pre Post Pre Post 

Student Perceptions of Self 2.92 3.02 3.00 3.00 .51 .52 

School/Community Supports 3.13 3.16 3.14 3.14 .60 .60 

Note. Items were reported on a 4-point Likert scale where strongly agree = 4, agree = 3, disagree = 2, and 

strongly disagree = 1. M = Mean; Mdn = median; SD = Standard Deviation; Pre = Pre-Innovation; and Post 

= Post-Innovation. 
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Table 35 

ANOVA of Levels of Use on Student Hope Levels 

Source of Variation SS df MS F P-value F crit 

Between Groups 1142.256 3 380.752 2.814 .050* 2.812 

Within Groups 6087.744 45 135.283    

Total 7230.000 48     

Note. Method of at p ≤ α with α = 0.05; *notes that p ≤ 0.05. SS = Sum of Squares; df = degrees of freedom; 

MS = Means Squared; F = F distribution; P-value = probability value; F crit = F critical value.  

 

Table 36 

Descriptive Statistics of Level of Use on Student Hope Levels  

Level of Use n M SD 

Renewal 12 87.91 11.56 

Integration  13 86.38 13.68 

Refinement  16 84.38 11.89 

Mechanical Use 8 73.50 6.00 

Total 49 84.00 12.27 

Note: M = Level of Use Assigned Metric, n = number, M = Mean, SD = Standard Deviation. Levels of 

Use from lowest to highest are Nonusers: Nonuse, Orientation, Preparation; Users: Mechanical use, 

Routine, Refinement, Integration, and Renewal. 
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