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= personal experlences 1mmediately begln closing_t‘.

5h1m .2 hesis ‘relegated to a lower notch;a lower -

Fstatus—-hls working” ife w111 be passed in: low level
fjobs pa lng Jlow:. 1eve wages and susceptlble to lay- S
“off§. %n almost every- case, he is forced to, be. ,TQ:-';”'
jcontent-—or dlscontent--W1th relatlvely little, and BT i vl
?surely w1th less than was’ posSlble.l..-.;.m,,., __m,‘_T';U.;'/" A
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Today formal educatron 1s generally consrdered A

" \'l

“=y¥¢féi'zﬁﬁf:rlght,/not & pé1v1lege by most North Amerlcans.g Yet for agV =

hﬂ.large percentage of Natth Amerlca s youth thlS educatlon

B

u'

”5:fends abruptly 1n Jun;or and senlor\gigh 5°h°°1 In Newfound— -

'h'.land approxrma e y 40 per cent of the school populatlon do;fﬁf";'

cyo—

hﬂnot complete the regular secondary school program 1n the ;

zfﬂnbrmal number of years.g Many beébme dropouts. In thlS

'; i;@if;half of the twentleth century,lt has become 1ncrea51ngly

"Q:ﬁapparent from research on’ the school dropout that the majorQEQ.-f

r~"
1Damel chrelber,

ed., Guldance and the School Drop~f541»3fgzlt”;'“"

: yfg-ﬁrout (Washungton, D C.._ Nﬁggonal Educatlon Assoc1ation, Co _,4g,;¢
,’ v . .' 964) ' l. N "“‘. . . ,' ST ,_?_" : 5 :: ._ R ".'( . *_' .

f . . 2Enrollment in Publlc Schools; Newfoundland and . A
--Labrador, by Grade, -1924-25-1977-78 (St'fJohn sﬁ“ﬁGovernment IR ST
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S 'from a personal and'a Schal pornt of v1ew '
o / ~. ’ -
. >//3‘ S The personal - dlssatisfactLOn othhe dropout has been L ',7‘
f‘ ' f A . . . '
y . expressed ln a number of . studles. Df%@éh questloned over A
Lt " . I \ .
v l 000 dropouts and found that almost half 49.8 per cent, _ A
: ', A ’ ' . R ‘
_ ,regretted havrng w1thdrawn. They gave as thelr maln reason o
. S /
N ¥

'for regret the bellef that more educatlon would have enabled
‘"m;them to get better Jobs.fﬁ“Dropouts had become dlscouraged

”.Iﬁf:;.:ggf“after many unsuccessful attempts to ga&n profltable employ—"”rfmﬂ

. W : | v i
- SR .ment and to be accepted 1nto adult status“"reporéZd Coates.4 E
. '.{i '“Thrs personal di$couragement and,rejectlon could permanently g

”ﬁihinder the development oﬂ the 1nd1v1dual, and ult1mately

"fﬂ{.ﬁl;_ﬁ' tfﬁprevent hlnyer her from attalning self fulflllment..lﬁ
-i':?3','f'fﬁi R Besrdes the perSQnal'bffects of dropblng—out, one
.:fmust also cons1der the 5001al consequences of a hlgh level . ‘iuf'j fi

of student attrltion., The effects of as many as 40 per cent

- Cm - N
' of the school populatlon not gettlng what 15 now con51dered
C

-’

PR a basrc educatlon has tremendous ramaflcatlons for soc1ety—i 'n ff;
I,:, s N N - / ! '.II‘I-l ’ FEEEEYY: R
' at-large. Such problems as retralnlng of the ex—students, v:f“,',.uv‘ﬁ

unemployment, dellnquencf mental health, and soclal welfare"'

w'{y;_;.fji‘ are but some of the 3001a1 1ssues to be conSLdered 5 Theiy;

~ . e f.

'-d,Aschool dropouts 1n Newfoundland face the very bleak prospect i"_,f

Do e

I 3Harold J Dlllon, Early School Leavers' A'Major R S
EducatLOnal Problem‘}New ‘York: - National, Child- Labar - Commlt*'f.'f'q" o
o, .tee, 1949), pp. 62~63, as quoted by Sherrell Varner,.School o
om L., Dréopouts: ... Research  Report 1967 S~1.. (Washlngton, D. C..-_2~
-y.',fﬂfﬁgf, Natlonal Educatlon ‘Asgociation, 1967), PR: 35~36 Nf"*”

e Acharled R, Goatesy A Débdriptive- AnalYSlS of SCh°°1 R
e Dropgdts, ‘One to Three:Years After Termination of : ‘School’ I P
Atten ance"'(Doctoral Thesis, nlver51ty of V1rgln1a,.l9%5), TP I

o ‘_;. 5Harry H Scales,“"Another ﬁook at, the Dropout Prob—' SRICOURIER
,;lem,“ Journal of Educational Research 62 (Aprll, 1969) 339 ~/f.4:f,ujv;}i;

‘f




;. 'T,the school, ahd the communrty.n

N ' ‘ ) ' T . ) '“ ‘ 3

ﬁiﬂ';' . BN

* of adding t emselves to the already large unemployment or -

welfare rolls . ' . a

Personal and social problems such as those c1ted S
. .

’ above may be\lncrea51ng.' The hlgh unemployment statlstlcs

| : .

of today contaln many of the large numbers of students who

oo ' —

tlcally llste\ unemployed Newfoundlanders, 15 000 are young

”; school admlnlstrators and personnel trusted with the; P

Jf»respon51bll;tyiof educatlng the populatlon, to 1dent1fy the

|

’reasons why schools are/1051ng up to halﬁ of thelr cllentele,'

. 1
when educatlonal opportunltles have lncreased dramatlcally
l . . . .
ind recent decades.~ e 7 I

B

. : '

'related to the hlgh dropout rate experlenced 1n Newfound—-
. U. . .

Nt - _

. land schools.n F1ve groups of factors were 1nvest1gated

”those concernlng the 1nd1v1dual,_the famlly, the peer group}»'ffsfﬁ

' A seCondary alm of the study was to ascertaln,the -

S

M

Newfoundland," ‘4’ paper presented to -the" Faculty of Education .
'Semlnir St. Johnls, Newfoundland Memorlal Unlver51ty of
Newfo dl : Co

and, 1978, p 16 (Mlmeographed)

"./. . R L ce e A

, have left befire completlng school. Of the 30 000 statls- f{f

lesggthan 21 rars of age.é It aPPe%fs 1ncumbent upgn*i"” SR

[
o L \| - ‘.". : . I : o . : ’
. 'f 11.. STATEMENTSQF_THEngOBLEu' I T
! . " . : . . . . < - . -

The major alm of thlS study was to 1dent1fy factors'i"

-degree to which a feellng of allenatrgn tends to characterlze

G Llewellyn Pa sons,."Educatlon and Unemployment in

men and womenJ15~24 years of age._ Of thls group, 9 000 are ;Qiiﬁxf:‘y

R TT ..
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L] . * ] -

. school dropouts, in comparison with those‘Students.who stay

’ \\¢in school. '”, o ' Co ' o T

Re;ated Quéstfens o o . ,_ﬁf -

o o

Implicit in the:stedy'afe the.following duestiens;

4, v S

LI S

o

1nfluence the d30131on to leave? f)#i*ﬁfﬂgi?:ﬁﬂgfjkﬁﬁ“

S, - P
o . Vo 1

e Tf *;3 To what extent dld the famlly 1nf1uence the deelslon

to leave? .f"-

S - oo S
4. . To what extent dld the peer grOUp 1nfluence\the SN Nam

?tudent in hlS or her de0181on to leave? : w,»”hf@f:; ;f(4§'= S

j if.: oL 5. To what extent d1d the school . have an effect on the o éle, o

."\

ST dEClSLO? to leave°'f W~"7’ ; T;V;_ ‘7.f‘p T .-; fn*.,.'J AR |
L Ll R e e S e e T T

.HL. ' ; fiqﬁ;' To what extent dld factors 1n the communlty 1nfluence
. . e -\ r
’ / T T ) '-. L ) _'. R
the decis1on to leave? ’\ :Jj-;j,“"f{..p:_;#':n; '7¥T'f e

N

JQ'7 To what extent does a feellng of faﬁiehationhni“‘ifA,fhifjiﬂ;:;:;mf7”

L e ) _"1 _;:. ._‘ :.“' —.- .:‘.._I PR . K :.\: _. ' ..:_.', Lo
i characterlze “the. drépout? 5 BRI :-¢;(.»‘f7? -
;Eﬁfalﬁ What receabendatlons do the dropOuts themselVes-mahe

regardlng the factors whlch 1nfluenced thelr decmslons to‘s-iﬁlb{-{jg7<f;5
: = e BT T I
b R e W L T U R S PR GRS SR

¢
TN
s




. ot f~ s E [ e

I -..-III'I'T,PURiidsaf'o.é THE s'ruby'w _' R

o

T 'j: It is erortant to note that the purpose of thls

y S j{‘”'
\study was the deVelopment of hypotheses. The researcher ' Lol

. B

?ld not 1ntend to test SpelelC hypotheses regardlng student

“ i:;l.";'g.'..‘\‘ W’}g- i

i W1thdrawal frombschool. Ratherh.the Answers to the research 7{?‘51

FANIRE
é;*‘ questlons po

rev1ously were analyzed, and the conclu—*
L N .“::'; :f"v v
e "~g,_slons drawn %ere dse

’ . 3

ﬁto help formulatefhypotheses.f These

.ihypotheses may be tested 1n future studles. L

2 ‘ff To clarlfy the meanlng of terms used 1n€thls study, Ty

- N el -y
. ) ,.:-' Coe e . T
. (\' CEIR P s R o ..e‘ .__. 7
L. )

Tthe followihg deflnltlons are presented.“,c;vﬁf;; iiﬁJ:}if#

N :.!:,Alienatron ‘.y'- The estrangement or separatlon of an. 1nd1--5*

’I-'| -.‘; *.

= v1dual from that whlch he or she was

formerly attached (In thls study, the

;z‘”* ‘ ;_‘ 3Cfn:)ffgfff»fjli J term 15 more spec;flcally deflned bY See— o

e el x,ff}fi . man" s terms glven below) SN
‘.\. et e -'.."‘ '.'.' St |'.:.‘ . “, ., G - " ‘.
- 1;— Any‘student who left school,_for any reason L

L e T except death, before graduatlon or comple-VJ{fhﬁ,;n;'\g L

;¥"f.\.,m.~ P ﬂ-fﬁ tlon Qf the Grade XI program of studies 1n ; :

'.:: . B R ‘.'. e T ~ o .‘: S ) : . a -
o S E ;nglnﬁ‘f, Newfoundland, w1thout transferrlng to g o
;7¥?-f]fjﬁfﬁq'figfﬁff.;Fahgf;:}f another regular school. ;ﬁ;f.&. i

_(‘ AR ‘;, R 3 . R . . - It . oo . -/’ o J._: . ETa ’-l —\.\.
v N ! 2B

,;-ﬂn'f”:};?f Retent;on rate —"On a prov1nclal ba51s,; he total enrollment
Lo R . . _;'l 'R -.‘," .

1f;f_rg ,'if,j} Lf&gj';ffJﬁ*g,jj of Grade XI students (1n September of,any




SRS NP R,

) {fﬁ,Educatlon (Newfoundland.
L Memor;al Unlversrty of Newfoundland, 1973), p 32

' The Grade X; retentlon rate for 1970 71 1571753'
calculated as. . a percentage of the Grade II{!?;”””

";fgl enrollment\for 1961 62

.}f.aw”;uﬂl .ﬂ:”. KR -~W-W,iiﬁ9".
' 'Phlllp\Warren, Quallty and Equallty. “In: Secondary
* Commlttee -On- Publlcatlonsh

ThlS may alSo be;jﬁfff{:,ﬁvi
referred'to as "holdlng pOwer. ~j :li ;J'f
‘esﬂsohqbiébpard’.f-'ln thls Study, thle refers to the‘St | ﬁi?i
o | ' John s Roman Cathollc School Board .f-%;'flﬂ;. .{f
f‘:' School Dlstrlct For thg.purpose of thlS study, School DlS— 2 :i
c o : trlct or Distrlct, refers to that area of e
o o _",”j.:f {j‘: the Prov1nce of Newfoundland and Labrador ﬁﬂy_ﬁ“fieﬁ"_,
R T S “':% ool under the Jurlsdlctlon of the St. Johg_s -ﬁ~{11'['{{f,
B A TV Y RIS Roman Cathollc School Board.utv. - A
AR oV -"_-'IfIM'i'i;A'I_!I;"ONS‘_,hNo*bEL'IMIi"ATQI:oNs'_f.'f'- KB
e leltathns m7,3;;1r=¥3f‘*TT{i*ffi__y 5 ! E
"ﬂiiﬂﬁ. 'ﬂa _ This siudy 1s llmlted to an exploratory 1nvestxgat10nl 'E,
fﬁ”‘ 'Ff of factors related to hlgh school dropouts. It attempts to _
ﬂ;;“ o asaertain the reasons why students leave school befone 5 o a
B S - : AR
L . graduatlon from Grad XI X . >
L e adg A L
R o The study lS limited to the academic year from g\ 13
St SR NP :
'}§.V A rq'September, lBJM to June, 1975 Since droﬁout rates and




2 _ o s ARSI
5 s ARV ERDS N SN T IR .
: . e 1 " - 70 U
R N AR |, (‘" e by . . RE AN ,- _-. ’ B . . N s . ‘-/ . .l ." . .
\the holdlng p0wer of schools vary from year to year,|the DRI B
. g h.:f;‘ IR R
data used hene may be app11Cable to thls year only R 1§f.-{fu.} e
N . T
K ~;v;-.;3-~ The research was llmlted to thlrty (30) ex—students, . *F;' '.J'J
'- - .' FRRE ; .‘ \ J Y . _1. .
T .and a control group of thlrty (30) students stlll ln schooln BN R N
S i ’ ST I
o The nature and tlme constralnts of personal 1nteqy1ey;ng'of zj«‘;i_ﬁ‘f,
Vfi, the part1c1pants llmited the sample to approxamately 20 per_

. u,

Although the dropout partunpamte‘yere chosen,at'

BT e e dp) T g)
'.;4ranHom by the researcher, not.all who w%re contacted wW

TEavailable for 1nterv1ew1ng, an "a small number dld not want'

. L . .‘-. .. 7

: g
QtO‘be 1nterV1eWed. Thus, 1n thlS respect, the data colw

..g" - )
J: ) LT . “/‘. o ." o '. Low e o \_, ST \_‘".
o The matched grOup part1c1pants were‘not chosen by

tv.' .

the researcher 1n every case..PGuldance coUnsellors and

- S IR N e

“rﬁ§secretar1es 1n three out of the f1Ve schools chose at random

students @ho matched the dropouts on the varlables of age, ~;j-p-
’4:( g4

'”,ﬁéx, educatlonal abllity, sohool and grade. There may have (’HQF

been blas 1n the selectlon procedurelln these three caSes L
ERSRN N - K .
because perspnnel may have chosen to e;cLude,eertarn,stur-.g o

dents from the 1nterv1ews‘vfﬂf?;ﬁfif}?._ffjghé;_t’f' fa}

| Infqrmation gathered ln1 the personal d@tervz.ews may
;].,: " R

f’7 be blased by the 1nterV1ewer or the 1nterviewée.3 The data

. \\: P

ﬁgfiicollected are further limlted to the perceptlons of thel




e

-

2

»

school'dropout'or'the sfudent. Time did not permit inter-
views withesehool personnel or femily Tembers.

Two variables which were to have been studied: (1)
the number of grades failed, and (2) part%cipation in ‘extra-
curricular activities, had to be omitted froﬁ the analyses
due to lack of information. Date were to.have been col-
lected from”éumulaﬁive recorﬁs; but this ihfermation was not

Q

always recorded _
! .
Not all potentlal variables were studled. Those

4

varlables whlch the 11terature seemed to indicate would glve:

!
the clearest.lnSIggp into the questlon, as well as some

Y
A

which may not.have been invesfigated.ﬁre0i0u5¥y}.Were ehosen;-

Deiimitetions

\ . .
, Although this study is delimited to the St.l John'g

Roman Catholic School District ianewfoundland, the findings

nay be generallzable to other parts of Newfoundland and
/

Labrador._ Most of the varlables studled are ¢ommon' to
numerous other dropout studies. . The fact that many of_this
studY's_findiﬁQSLconcuf with those bf'other;studiés may

indicate potential consistency in dropeuts in Newfoundland
v o { ' .

- dnd Labfrador. ' BN . -

!
'

/

N\ -VI; SIGNIFICANCE OF THE STUﬁY»

Methodologlcally thlS study dlffered froejypgt other

"dropout studles." The personal, open-ended interview

approach Wae;qsed.' Many spudxes‘llmlt the pbebell;ties'of'

T
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the respondent\by’having oaly checklist ca;egorfes, or col-
1ecting’only survey data. An in-depth approach was used
here. -

The sample of students studied came from a provincial
population which has a very high dropout rafe-r"the highest
in the hation"'aqcording to a prominent Newfoﬁndland edu-

cator.8 In addition, the holding power:-or retention rate

. of Newfoundl@nd.schogls was gonsistently decreasihg from

Segtemb?r, }971, ﬁo;September, 1973, as shown by the sta-
tistiés:of the provincia&~nepgrtment of Education.9 Tﬁésé
Facts emphasizeﬁ to thé w;iter,theineed.for sﬂudy,iﬁ the
area. |

The Roman Catholié.Schoo} Board for Sﬁ. John's was
interestea in having research done in this area. Thé data
collected énd analyzed in this study may help determine
spééific problem areas which can be affected by Qolicy.

There is a lack of research in comparing students'
still %in school with'those who haﬁe dropped out oh a measure
: 1

of alienation. Such study may provide a new focus for
o . ]

research in thé school dropout field.: \ t

|

\

~ ®bid., p. 36.

Afgstatiégical Supplements to the Annual Reports, 1971,

1972, 1973 (Newfoundland: Government of Newfoundland and
Labrador, Department of Education). .o -
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CHAPTER I1

| REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE

) AND CONCEPTUAL FRAMEWORK
. LY .
. . : l o
: : : "~ One commpn element found in almost all the numerous .

) - ) . L , . i L .
' research studies“and books that have been written on. the-
hlgh school dropout is the fact that nost s@sdy—the dame

|' -grougs of varlablgs.: Wh1le thls partlally lndlcates that

&

looks at each variable'as'én isolated entity. This study on

the Other hand, whlle uslng many of the same varlables,

attempted to place them in a, broader f;amework. This chap-

. ter will diséuSs-both the htxaditional Vériabléé" and a

framework in which thése.variables_may be considered.

The school'dropout appea;g"to'befoﬁé of the most
N _

. widely reséarched individuals in,.the field of educatidn.'

L ' rhis concern for 1nd1v1duals who leave school early has
'resulted in hundreds of studies, some wrltten as equy as

1905 but most havzng been publlshed since 1950 10 vVarner

"summarized these research'efforts, and categorlzed the.

hva:iables cdnside;ed'intg.fou; areas: |

| : o '-10 .

" these variables afe_xmportant, much of the gx15t1ng research .

| . Bert I. Greene, Preventing Student Dropouts GEngle-'

wood Cliffs, N J.: Prenflce—Hall Inc., 1966). P. 165

i - o .
' 10

= ”.\1. :

- da. o an
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‘a factor gssoc;ated w1th dropping out.

11

Factors unique to the individual.

Factors related ‘to the family.

. Factors related to the school. 11
Factors related to the community.

oW N

This study used Varner's framework to help organize

the review of existing literature, but also considered an

. .// N .
additional category somewhat. distinct from those previ-
ously stated' N\ o ]- v

54 Factors related tor the peer group..

\

These flve categorxes constltute the framework around
J N

"Whlch the llterature on the dropout was analyzed | A brlef

revxew of the 11terature on each of the flve factors follows

I. :IuDiVIDUAn FAamoRsf

Age.
! Sherrell Varner, who has done a thorough rev1ew of
the dropout 11terature, said:. -"OverageneSs, while generally

related to non- promotlon, 1s sometlmes 1solated for study as
W12
n

;

one of the prrmary factors whlch may cause a student to

leave school is "grade placpment—-two or more years below D

“ age}Iavel nl

./'

Zeller-reported .

More\recent Canadlan research reafflrms these conten—-

tiohsu Gllbert and Ellis reported that whlle 47 per cent of .
.: T ‘\ . . . Lo " . ) v . - .
e llSherrell Varner, School Dropouts, p 12\ -‘j-’“

- T _ Lo
lzIbld., EENE .:~,' Co o

i

. 13Robert Zeller,‘Lowerlng the Odﬂs on: Student Drop—
outs (Englewood Cilffs,'N J.." Prentlce-Hall Inc., 1966),:
20 : . . .

o ‘3

S P e,




_ently to predlct potentlal dropouts

' dropout s age and hls academlc achievement.

A

e ' 12

the students\who withdrew from Vancouver schools were in

‘Grades X or XI, where the "normal' ages for students would

be fifteen and sixteen years. reSpectiVely, the median age

of the school dropouts was seventeen years, seven months.l4'-
R I . \

. In Halifax, Nova-Scotia, the'modal age for high school

leavers in 1972 73 was seventeen L3 Walters ahd,Kranzler.in

thelr research reported that ﬁa ge" could beﬁused consist*~g

16 'Flnally, Cicely o

'Watson reported a, highly 51gn1f1cant relatlonshlp between a’

17
v e . . A .\ . ) . o
S R o \, S

Sex - . . . ";. o Ty

Most research flndlngs ‘report/a larger percentage of

males leav1ng school early, than females.. Guest stated that

\~-52 6 per cent of the total leavers in l964 -65 1n Wlnnlpeg

wereﬂboys.lgi Approxlmately 6l. 5 per cent of those 1eav1ng

4 . , .
Katherlne Gllbert and E.N. Ellls, "The Wlthdrawal

14

of Students. from\Vancouver Secondary Schools :During the 1970=
71 Sschool -Year" (Vancouver, B. C..- Board of School- Trustees,
~l972), p. 1. . L

PR i . ' '
15M Barbara Walker,‘"Survey of Dropouts in ngh

;‘School" (Hallfax, N.S.: Board of ‘Schiool Commrssroners,
: 1973) 7 po .2. R :

] : - . o

16

';~\ B Harvey E. Walters and Gerald D. Kranzler,‘"Early K
';Identlflcatlon of ‘the School Dropout," The School Counsellor
'18 (November, 1970) 101 02 . R

A

17

' Y' Clcely Watson Focﬁs on Dropouts (Toronto.' Governr;.
ment of Ontarlo, 1976), p. 33 . T T

W o

laHarrzkH Guest, a. Study of Student wlthdrawals from

.chhools\ln the Winnipeg School- Division,. No.fl'(W1nn1peg, o T

Manltobaj Wlnnrpeg School DLV151on No. l, 1968), p..lz

R U

N
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i Educatlonal Ablllty o

"',a partlal reflectlon of 1ntelllcT;ence,' then a. co\mparlson of

'-:.dropouts wmth non dropouts ‘on the ba@ls of educatlonal

T' : 13
in -windsor, Ontario, in 1971-72 were mal<. 19 A more recent

o

Newfoundland study of potentlal dropouts showed that a

\
higher percentage of males, 56.7 per cent, appeared té be

potential d'ropouts .20

\

58.1 per cent of the drppouts studied were male.’l b
o | o - ‘ . : , _

In a ,province-wide study in Ontario, . .

o, '
\\ . 2 .“.'-

If one assumes t:hat educatlonal abll:l.ty is- at least A .
ol _

,,,

! S -\

='ab111ty and 1ntelllgence appears log:.cal Varner clted a : \

o

o Lo s
.'-a

'number of examples 1n Wthh school dropouts have lower mental

.Educatlon, 1973), p..9. o

ab:.l:.ty than school per51sters.22~ ' More recent; studles show

a change in thlS pattern. Walker, n he'r'studvr stated that'
qver 49 per cent (49. 7) of the dropouts she studled fell in
. |

|
the average category, with I Q. 's ranglng from 90 to llO 2”3

}ngh average I Q. scores were also the median and’ mode for T

.;-'Vancouver leavers, w1th 24 2 per cent of’ the wlthdrawals' '

SCores 1n the range 105 to 110, and 49 9 per cent ,.1n the

."~-. \ . S . .
. 9Report of the Comrnlttee on the Study of 6ropouts, L
by J.K. Fleming,: -Chairman (Wlndsor, On,_t.. erTd'sor Board of R

*
)

20Ronakd Dunca,n, "A Crltlcal Analys1s of Potentlal

. Dropouts in .the. Baie=D Espolr-ﬁemltage-Fortune Bay- Inte-— pe

1gra—t,ed School -Board jin the Province of: Newfoundland" (Mas—.."‘~ L T :

’ter s Thesus,,Memor:\al Unrvers:.ty of Newfoundland, 1973) r

S116:,7
21

\ . . . s

Clcely WatsLn, Focus on Dropouts, p 30 -
: 2-"’!Sl’xerre;l.l Varner, School Dropouts, 13 SN e
23 . . L.

M. Barbara Walker, "Survey of Dropouts, pi 3.
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range lDO to 115.
in hlS study scored s;gnlflcantly lower
SLSters on both the Verbal and NOn—Verba

A\
Canadlan Lorge Thorndlke.-zs’

Se]_f Assassment of Ablllty

Assess:.ng one s academlc abllity

N 4

) .\others 1s one methbd of measurlng self—concept of ablllty. o :

FET n ‘ .l"-

In Duncan s study self assessments of ov

R

o that the chlld s perceptlon of hlmself or herself as 'leed-

formance 1nd1cated that potentlal- u.dropou

,\, ‘. 4’.

’selves lower' 1n thelr claSSes than poten

d1d 26

Lmage, role expectatlon, and occupatlona

mar}tedly deflc:u.ent."27 An Illmoxs drop

’”

\.-

Not leed-' ’ and 'Fallure—SucCess' wa‘s able to be used in SRR 1

I -
predlctlng dropoui:s. Chlldren who felt they were- not llked' R
and/or ‘fallures were more llkely to drop out of school R
than those who felt they were ‘llked' bandl} 'successf_ull '28 --;;' T

;Kather:.ne Gllbert and E N. E111

of Students frOm Vancouver Secondary Schools,

.\ ¢
:‘.__.

5
Derouts," p 86
26

£ L

Ibld., p 88 ST S e

'r"

-Duncan found that potentlal dropouts

h Cervantes also concluded that "the dropou

Ronald Duncan, "A CrltJ.cal Ana1y51s of Potentlal

o,
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" Ccareer Aspirations'

urin > BTN A

. A - Whether a student stays in sc‘hool or leayes can@

frequently be related to h:Ls or her occupatlonal asoplra—

5

.
st

. , 5
_ ' tlons. A large dlfference in occupatlonal asplratz_ons was 3

N ! o > [ . ) - ) A

' ' ‘_found between dropouts and studenﬂ:s 1n/a ManLtoba study

N 4

‘ "’_"'f'gNearly 45 per cent of the male students 1nd1cated‘oc¢upa—

T e e et

'}\tlonal hopes m the hlghest two categorles ph the Haller ' :
- ” AR
,';,,;.,.Occupatlonal A3p1rat10n Scale, th.le less than 10 per cent ;

e .;':7of the dropouts dld so.. The difference was 1ess marked far
! ..' o B R
29

( '-'71.;females. A Brl\tlsh study found that "havmg JObS whlch

.Q 3 1

. -' -'.A - ' \ l . L
\they llked" ‘was of great 1mportance to the flfteen year olds

N Y .

who left school early._ Bachman also supported the notlon IR

e ﬁ .:_'_.. thaé\asplratlons of the student affect hlS or her aec:Lsmn
o C to ve school 31 L A o
o Lelsure Time U ;'\ R L S ~.j

. Zel\il.er, :Ln dlscussmg the r.olated factors Whlch con—

tribute to a student leaving school stated that a dropout S

lelsure act:ﬁ‘ftles are usually centered outsxde the school

i e 29Emm:.tt F. Sharp and G. Albert Krist]anson, Mamtoba JEFEERLEN B
AR i Schigol studeiits .and, Dropouts’ (Wlnnlpeg, Man.,.' ManItoba S

’ Department of. Agrlculture, 1967), p.. 31. Lt J\ - T

ST S ‘, ST 30Rcoma Morton-wllllams and Stewar'q Flnch, Youn R A
Po T {‘{ School Leavers (London‘ Her Majesty 5. Statlonery 0 f:Lce, B

-,-"5;- T - ql 68) . p l77- '.e-‘ . " .‘-: el N . AN [ ELa . . :_ L Cs o "'-., II o [
1

P 3lJera1?i Bachman Youth in: Transitzon, Vol III, cal ‘;»",\,2..'--_:‘3
2 IR ':4 S "Dropplng-Out Tea- Problem or -Symptom?" (Ann Arbor- : Instltute '
EaG ".for..Social Research, 1971; ERIC Documenb Reproduct:.on Ser- S
v1ce, ~E0059333 l97l), p. 22. s T . Ll
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or school gr-o.ups.32 A British study examined spare time’
. \ activitiés of fifteen year old dropouts. Flfty per cent or

more of both the - male- and female groups llsted "watchlng

NP SO L N U PR L

te,lev:.s:.on or llstenlng to the radlo“ as -one of their . maln

: act1v1t1es ; This was the most frequently c1ted way of spend-

-J)- z.ng \free tlme.?é’, No other research was located whlch stated N
: speclflcally how dropouts dlffered ‘from nop- dropouts in T ;
. - their use of lelsure t1me'.h’“. ' . k \ CL L , '
” o !‘- o R R L a g .
o : Present Status sl e T W o : oy
\ ) T Stu;iies on the\school dropout often J.nclude ‘an exam:ma—-; R
RS ‘. tlon of the pr‘\esent statns of those who ‘leave. In a~Vancouver.. ) ;
- o study less than half of those Who w1thdrew from school were
planm_ng to 'seek work‘ or' had a jpb opportunlty Thls
e represented 43 2 per cent of the dro'po'ut populatlon in- the
year 1970 71 and 'was;a decrease of’. 8 3 per cenJ: from the g ) N
/ ) 5 ' ; Varner rev‘leﬂw\ed la massrve foll;orv up study of’2 4
i mlllmn students, by Pérrella and Waldnan, Whlch COmpared _
) ‘ dropouts w1th those students who had graduated from hlgh '. 5y’
/ LR school ’I‘hey folmd that whlle 20 per cent of those who had' s \ :
o o graduated had gone on to post secondary educatlon,\ only 6 o 1o

, S kobert Zeller, Lowering the Odds on Student Drop—,‘ et T i-: .
‘outs,p 21 o Lo A oo RN : -
e . ":'-. ‘ \.-. = R T 3 - e T ) '...‘:-'.'V,‘.‘V -:.. o . '.“- .
oo SR :j. A 33Roma Morton—W1111ams» and Stewart F.mch Young''. - IR I
U School Leavers p., 174 J o T TR
R 34Katherma Gllbert and E N. EllJ.s,._j ".‘Ifhe:‘_-withfdrawal - e L *
Of Students, TP 1":' RGP g N LA L
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N I‘J.fteen per cent of the group had secured no. JOb durlng

i

full~t1me

17

per cent:of the dropouts had returned to school . . Only 11

per cent of the dropouts were employed in white-collar ogcu-

pa:tlons, as c0mpared to 28 per cent of the graduates 35
Martln examlned the post school careers ‘of dropouts

approxlmately two years after the students had left school

that tJ.me, wh 1e an addltlonal Zl per cent had been worklng'

'-at three or more ]Obs dur.mg the Same 1nter,val. _6 ClCely

.';-}".Watson found that 1n Ontarlo 4'8 ‘7 Per Ceﬂt °f the T 635

e

'-'-'dropouts who “reSponded to the questlonnalre are now worklng

y .\

37 ] e

Summary of Ind1V1dual Factors

-

- Accordlng to many dropout studiés, the 1nd1v1dual

'who leaves 5chool before graduatlon 1s usually overage for
"hls or her grade, and 1SI more often ;nale than- female.

K Although earln.er studles._' séem to show that the drOpout has

-

lower - measured educatlonal abJ.lJ.ty or I Q y more recent work

Lo

tends to show a trend toward more of the dropouts belng of

' ‘.;.-average ablllty. Regardles/s of this- "measured" ablllty, .

Q .
whether a student leaves or stays in. school depends somewhat

’ .
> .

. “on: hlS or her perceptlon of self, USually J.n relatlon to hJ.s'

or_.her.‘classmates.: . L
. : !" ) '\..-'. B \ '\ ..

3 Sherrell Varner, Schdbl Dropouts, p. 34. |

/

36
ou“ts in Grade IX in. Newfoundland: Central High Schools “in-

1961-62" (Master s Thes:.s UaneI‘Slty df Alberta,, 1964) S
p. 56. o X e . :

\ "'57' '

George Martz}n, .‘“A Survey of Factors Related to Drop—

A Poad o e
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time- watchlnq‘ tele 1s.1.on or llstenlng to the radlo, where

A humbet of studies showed that the occupational

. 18

. goals of students could be related to their likelihood of

dropping out. ThoSe who have definite future »plans seemed

to be less llkely to leave than those w1th no plans or - /‘

-hopes, In follow-up studles of students who had left school,
many of the dropouts were w1thout employment, or already had
. hnd a number of:-. jObS,' and of ten lower paylng

v :
The lelsure act’imtles of dropouts and' non dropouts

0w

drffer also.. One report showed that dropouts spend much

‘ non—dropouts spent tJ.me on schopl related act1v1t1es. o o

I_I'. EAMILY-HRELA'ITED‘ FACTORS

Parental Sch0011 .
ng& »

Most researchers studying the school dropout examlned :

the varlable of parental schoollng. "Most stuﬂles have - o

‘found that parents of dropouts tend to have less formal edu—

_ catlon than parents of pers:.sters.ﬂ ’Jt - | ’. S

3

Duncan, in’ comparxng- the educatlonal a‘ttalnment levels
Y]

- of parents of potentlal dropouts and of potentlal per51sters,

E A .385herrell Varner, School“Dropouts, pp._ 26 27. .

,\

. found s:.gnlflcant dlfferences W1th parents of potentlal

,dropouts havmg less formal educatlon than the par ts of
39

._.'per51sters. The same pattern was apparent J.n a/Manltoba

study of over 2 000 young people.“-0 N,Lnety-one per cent o’f

.

39,

| '40Emm1tt \F -Sharp and G Albert Kra.stjanson, Manltoba ::l

f}hgh School Students and Dropouts, pp 33 3\{1,

r)-

Ronald Duncan, "'A Crlt:.cal Analysls;" pp 104-106. S

S




the fifteen year old gchool leavers studied in Britain in - o >
. 1968? had parents ‘who'had u-nskilled‘or. semi';skilled jobs’,
\ . -9 '
and these parents had not rece1ved any educat:Lon beyond age,.

fourteen.. Further to th:.s, 85 per cent of those parents J.n

LN

skllled manual jObS had nqt attended school beyond fourteen ; -

R S years of age.4_’-l Hamreus also concluded that the amount of
o K . ! ,\, e FRCEN

» educatlon completed by the father appeaned to be an 1mpor-’;'""

tant dlscrlmlnator between dr0pouts and stay 1ns.f?:,: Tfﬁéf- S

oow

o o \mosr.‘ recent iarge sCale Canadlan study States that 42 3 per
L . B \ . <

.. . cent of the dropouts fathers had Grade VIII oY iess 1n

"'.vformal schoollng 43 R T R 'c, -

5L S ParentalfOccupatJ.ons Lo o S L )
' : . B . : SR RN . B R
Another varlable whloh correlates hJ.ghly w:.th whether
a studentf remalns 1n school o.r’-n‘ot 1s the occupatlonal ..

status of the par.ents, partlcularly the father., Graduatwn

LTS
AN

. from t\11911 SChool was found to be strongly assoc:.ated w1th '
.h:Lgher occupatJ.on levels of parents.“» Martm found that AR L

* :""' 82 per cent of dropouts r fathers were blue-collar WOrkers,.'.." wo e
.. R . Y. . : . '-. Lo .. Lot '- . J AN

Oung . '_

41Roxﬁa MortOn-WJ.llJ.ams and Stewart Frnch
School Leavers, p. . l9l.- e T -

-.,.-.' -.,~ '_... , . oy

R TR 42D/le G H"amreusf "An Analysa.s of. Certa.rn Schqol- L "};, S EERR
ST ‘:Related Variables /Assdciated with- ‘Dropouts’ at ;the! Junior™ .Ul ot Fa
et s 'Higho ‘School. Level" (Boctoral Dlssertatlon, Washlngton S e PRI I

_ -+ Btate Unlverslty, 1963) ‘ p 68 Ann Arbor.. U‘?li’e}‘sity'
b ‘ f..'MJ.crofJ.lms 1147, 1964) P "6° CooT :
: RN 43c:.cely Watson. Focus ‘on aDropouts, p 48.

R A
sy 44Dee N. Lloyd, ,"Antecedent Relatn.onshlps to H:Lgh G T PR
T A ‘School Dropout or Graduat:.on," Educatn.on 89 (Ndvember, Y I
S .".,-'-'_1968). p 166 ) ALY RO S LTI R

S
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L -:.ih.s‘, were housevuves, agam reveallng no 51gn1flcant Alf— :

.:‘"ferences.,_ NURE

""';:,tional status leVels of pare‘nts of dropouts do tend to be -:'

5 ‘.'\',.lower than stay-lns. ' Lloyd stated that of the twenty-one

: 'Famlly Status

.

. . .

-

K

. 4 N
L) ~ r
2Q
W { .

' f1shermen, or unemployed as compared to 80 per cent Of the

stay in group 45 Thls lack of ‘a- s:.gnlflcant dlfference may

v -

- be due to the sample studled\smce 1t was a partlcular -

83 per cent of all mothers of both the dropouts and the stay-
. \' S

\-.

a6 T

) Nevertheless, most studle~ -

was found for eight, one- of these belng parents ,o’pcupatlon s ‘

levels.‘.l,7 v Flnally, DavJ.d Frlesen foUnd that 57. 7 per cent

°

\of a potent:l.a