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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,;¢
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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
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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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than potentlal per- .

l scales of the i - E
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N

1n comparl son wi th
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erall academlc per—”'.(

ts placed them—
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s self- s
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<
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.Causes.and Cure's,'
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S | 2 "Lucius Fi Cervantes’ ‘The Drdpou A
2d ed :(Ann Arbor._ Unlv\ersaty of Mlchlgan PreSS, 1969) R ’
p- 67.\ _\",". .. N . S {. 3 R . R
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D . 128Bert I Greene, ?reVentlng Student Dropouts, ‘
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T ranal dad Do nes

" 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




R S SRR B A S e e AR

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

‘O




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.al drqpout group came from a 1ow socio-economlc

;

.‘:},. T

f a student does not l.we J.n an intact famly umt,

K _,'-_:‘-that 15, one 1n \whlch both parents are llVlng, he or she 1s

a-.' ' W,

: 4§'Ibl ! , P. ' 59 ; :‘
3 .ﬁ‘.-?b'éfé;-?n.‘.fkniceyd,

48

"Antecedent _ Re latlonshl.ps ! " p 166

-

’ “-geographlc rng.on of Newfoundland He also’ reported that '_

"'," varlables he studled, a hlgh correlatlon with dropplng out -

; _grouplng 48 He dJ.d not compare thlS group to potentlal o

. 0.

R "’George Maein, 7 sirvey of Factors _R';alajeed,to'- ;Draio..-;,,
' ‘outs p. B T T A ORI

R “pavid Frlesen,-" "Proflle of the Potentlal DroPout 8,
..~_,.'".-Alberta Journal of Educat:.onal Research 13 (December, 1957)
'.'A 301; P . S oo AL & B :

.
i R Rt i L i
N M .. B - ) .~ a .

b

b




-
?

o g usually more predlsposed to leavmg school early ' Bachman

e

-‘__,:“_'_'.__-_ﬂ—__-___,:__.__._\‘_ NSRS . » - ’ = e L
C ST e R , . S L . R

stated a hlgh correlatlon eX1StS between the broken home

T and dropplnxg.,_out. 9 Hamreus also reported that dropouts ’

were more llkely to have separated parents. 50 Van Dyke and

g Hoyt compared dropouta axid persmst\e\zrs ar,\d found 22 oe,r cent y :

.\'A\

of dropouts as compaased to ll per cent of persasters came

: ." 'l l \ - . L JUpS .
o from broken hOmes._s} Yetf Watson felt she aontradlcted these R
flndlngs When she stated that\of 423 drOpouts 1n’terv1eWed | ‘

oo J.n Ontarlo 1n 1975,‘ almost 89 per cent have both parents -
8 RV : A

Iy

5"'"::.{ w1th.the1r parenté.sz Stlll thlS is a’ hlgh percentage not \ SRTIUN

T 11v1nb 1n the famly unJ,t. i . _: ‘ TR ) L ;r
o S::.blings B T _ ._-\:
) ‘ . “A numbez: of resedﬁ:h studles reported }SLgnlchﬁnt ﬁ/
Idlfferences J.n the s;zes of famlles of dropouts and gradu—-"’
: __ : ate‘s'.‘_- Generally 1.t was found that dropouts carne from large
-_:. . ) .famliaes,s% although studles by Cervantes and Hoggan, whlch

/ /are c\ted by Varner, dld not flnd 51gn1f1cant dlfferences

st . . ;] L . -\._A__.-

Jerald Bachman, Youth in Transitlon, Vol.-. III, p".'. 37 )
PRER : "-’-""SODale Haxnreus,, "An Analys:.s of Certaln School— PR
; ‘ '-'"Related Vanables," ‘p. ’67. G R 5 _

\ TN e SlI.. A, Van Dyke and 1( B. Hoyt, C[‘he Dropout Problem ln:'

"; ','..',‘,'Iowa ngh §chools:(Ohip:: State Unlversny of - Iowa,. 1958 ;"
"-_-",ERIC Document Reproduc ’ion Serv:.ce, ED002793, 1964), p 45\
':‘-: o .5'2C1cely Watson, Fochs on Dropoute, p. 266

,‘ e 53 V-0 ¢

;herrell Varner, School Dropouts, p. 23?; '
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in family size.54 Watson concluded that indeed dropouts do

P

come from larger families than are common in the population
o

of Ontario. The average size family reported in the census

of 1971 had 3.6 children, whereas the sample of dropouts

{ I
had an average famlly size of 4.3. 2 f

- i oy AT I an e e T

Emamlnlng the educational background of the dropout's

family moxe closely, researchers found that the parents of

56 7

'drdpouts were often dropouts tHemeelves. Unfortunately, Ve

.§ R there is little documented information as to the educational
Baékgroﬁhd of the siblings of the-afopout Duncan . did - ,

report on the number\of potentlal drbpouts and per31sters

- who had'91bllngs “leave school and found 51gn1f1cant dif-
. . ; feﬂfnces 1$Pthe twos Potentlal dropouts had had. more
. L 'brethers and/or 51sters drop out of‘school than did poten-
. tidl per51sters.?7’ R " - 'w"” ¥ ‘
’ , . | A ¢ P ‘: o )
o ,Paténts‘ Value of Education ' “ .
? . ' .’ : How hlgply pare;ts»valug educatlon for their child

' . : 1 ;1 s

may be partially measured by ¢he amount of encouragement

o ’they glve. Another possfble méasure is ‘their reaction to’
.'if v 1 Jf - AJ A
N ;

B p. ,thelr qplldxs declslon to leave school before graduatlng .

. g ‘ . | Lt . .
it . |

R Zeller contaﬁbd that a negatlve attltude by. parents toward

£t oo Y PR
N .'. b 54 - N ‘ 3,.. .o
4 T - Iblﬂ o ) - e
el AT A
i e o Ceglly Watson, Eocus Qn Dropouts, p 56. . 3

i : . ) !.'A._ \ & ) .: .
£ I '56 . & _ ‘

G ow " ROma: Mortonhwllilams and Stewart Finch, Young
School Leavers”.p ‘191.. ' .

\'.‘ ;. e B ) ~._ 'r l\ﬂ " M '. o . .. X
A T 57RonaldvDuncan,‘\A Crltlcal An ly51s, p. 107. \

s
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education is usually a related‘iaegor.in a student's
decision to drop out of school . 8 Greene explained h:this
way:

Some parehts do little to encourage and support
their children to achieve in school, while other
parents expect their children to achieve 'at a much
higher level than they are capable of achieving..
hus in the first case, students may leave school
ecause of lack of support and encouragement at
thome, while in the second; théy might leave because
.of too ‘much pressure from their parents.59d .

.Varner summarlzed the related research and stated'

[

that the studles in Whlch there are no srgnlflcant dlffer—

encé; 'in attltudes toward educatlon between parents of drop-

outs’ and parents of graduates are exceptlons to the rule.
More often than. noty he went on to say, parents of school

dropouts have negative and indifférent attitudeSAtoward edu-

'catrOn.GO Again, in the Ontario stndy over 60 per‘cent'of

v

both fathers (60 6 per, cent) and mothers (62 k per,cent)

either approved or were indifferent to thelr chlldren léav-

ing school.
‘The'student's perceptions of how his parents would -
__ék . . H N . .

react if hefleft, and ‘the dropout's perceptions of how his

L - . , L . . g
parents reacted when he left, also give-an indication of- the

value placed on educatlon in Ehe home. Duncan looked at this

1 \, -

..58Robert Zeller, LOWering.thé'Odds, p. 21.

59

Sherrell Varner, School Dropouts, PP. 25 26.

; ﬁ C;celnyatson, Foqus on”Dropouts,.p. 195,
' - P i

o Bert I Greenq, Prevent1ngﬁStudent Dropouts, p. 38.
: .
\ ¥
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in terms of potential dropouts and persisters. He.found
tnat only 23.9 per cent of the potential dropouts felt
their parents+:would be "very upset," but 85.7 per cent of
the persisters group perceived their parents wouid be "very

upset."62

Family Relations

. Whether the student comes from a 'happy' or an

'unhappy' home has some influence on. the dropoUt‘s decision

to leave or to stay in school - Such relatlonshlps are dif-

ficult to measure, partlcularly 1n a one- to-one 1nterv1ew

SLtuatlon. Nevertheless, Cervantes dld attempt to evaluate

- N -

the feellngs in the homes of dropouts and per51sters.

Students who remained in- school more often came from 'happy

[

_homes than did those who left school early.63 Zeller also

1

Cures, p. 33,

reported that a factor related to the dropout's dilemma is,
‘ i

usually an 'unhappy' family'situation;64. Greene added:

-It is not unusual to find that dropouts come from
homes where the parents are separdted or:where family
interpersonal relatlonshlps are weak.65

Summary of Famlly—Related Factors

In studylng famlly relate& Varlables, most researchers

réporﬂaithatparents of dropouts tended\to have less formal.

. g 4
62Ronald Duncan, "A Critical Analysis,"‘p.l;04,

*Lucius. F. Cervantes, The . Dropout. - ‘Causes and*

*

64 Robert Zellerk Lowerlng the Odds on Dr0pouts, p. 20.5

65Bert I. Greenhe, Preventlnggstudent Dropouts, p 27

L3
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f tibns,-sthdles generally show\that an ﬂunhappy" famlly,smtuaf-"

education than parents of non—dropouts. As is the case
with parental schooling, parental occupations are usually
a discriminating factor between dropouts and non—aropouts.
Graduation from high school is oftenifound to be highly
correlated with hiéher occupation levels of parents. '
. A number of: studies ‘concluded that dropouts more
‘freqeently come from "broken" homes than do non-dropouts.

Studles are not ‘always 1n agreement a$ to whether the*size

1of the dropout s famlly is. 31gn1f1qan ly dlfferent from the.

non-dropout s famlly. Whlle studles deallng with the educa—

tlonal background of~sab11ngs are not.common, one.Newfound-
. - _\ .0 3 LI . .\

land study showed that. potential dropouts had had more

siblings leave school early’ than dld potent;al per81sters. i

\

A majority of researchers concludg that the value

placed on education by the paréﬂts, as measured by the

amount of enc?uragement they glve, or by p051t1ve and nega—

tlve attitudes toward educatLOn, is usually a factor related

\
to a student' s de0151on to drop out of school.

Flnally, in the area of famlly 1nterpersonal rela- -

N

' tlon may be a contrlbutlng 1nfluence in the student's ch01ce

to leave’ school prematurely . .- R S

L

N
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III. SCHOOL-RELATED FACTORS

»

Reasons for Leaving

‘Most studies on dropouts ask the seemingly inevi-
table question, "Why did you decide to ‘leave school?" ‘Stui
dents have been asked to oive the main reason, to list the
reasons!'and to the%k.all theJreasons-which affected their
decisiOn to leave. For~eXamoIe,'Guestfreported tnat of‘

tWenty-51x pOSSlbllltleS llsted .on. hﬁs questlonnalre, the

: most frequently c1ted maln reason for 1eav1ng 'was "Could

not do the work of the grade v Thl§ was glven by 10 per.

cent ‘of the 720 dropouts who replled to the questlon. CThe
\

response !Found most school work dull and unlnterestlng
e
was a close second,-w1th 9 per-cent chooslng this answer;

and all other respodses'had less than 9 pericent each-66

, e .
Almost 37 per cent’ of more than l 500\leavers in Vancouver

5

/
in 1970 7l gave as the maln reason "Lack of 1nterest in
67 ‘\l\> ‘ .
n! ~

school

qfa large study by Pond of ﬂearl? 5 000 dropouts,
\4
34 per cent gave as thelr maln reason for dropplng out - that

they were more\lnterested.ln 901ng to work than in g01ng to

school: 68. Watson s;study found similar results 1nlontar10
66Harry H Guest,'"A'Study'of St&dent”Withdrawals,".'
pp 80 8l.. . h_ - .'. o . - : e
. o . - B iR \l .
.67

of Students,“ p. 5.

| 68Frederlck Pond, "Pennsylvanla Study of. Dropouts
and the Curriculum,.” Bulletin'of: the Natloﬁql Association ’

of Seconddky School - Pr1nc1pals 37 (March, 1953)“84 - ‘5_'

TR

\Katherlne Gllbert and E N ElllS, hThefWithdrawa; .
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. Program
‘ Due to ‘the faot that proorams?of study offered vary .

7; of: w1thdrawals looked llke thlS.

v eg

“p;'l7.
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"y
b

~with 27.9 per cent of those leaving school stating their
‘main reason was to take a job. Another 11.5 per cent

! .
stated that they left because they needed money and had a *©

.. ’ A
chance of a job.69 While reasons vary. in every 'study, :

there is usually a clustering around one or two reasons.
. \ .

\ .
greatly from\provrnce to prOV1nce, and country to eountry,.

:flt would not be fru1tful to dlscuss 1nd1v1dual program

s

IIW1thdrawal rates. Xet a con51stency 1s found ln that many'.‘

type programs. One example is the ngh School Leav1ng

Course in Wlnnlpeg, Manrtoba, Whlch is a modlflcatlon\of

-~

the Unlver51ty Entrance Course with less strlngent require-
ments. Of the ten programs offered, this had the hlghest

withdrawal rate——60 per cent. The next highest was:the”

Commerc1al COUrse blth 26 per cent leavlng.70

\

Of the three

”p0551bllit1es glven 1n a Vancouver report the dlstrlbutlon

1. Academlé—Technlcal .b‘ S ‘ﬁl 3'per cent
2 ;Non—Aqademlc- g . §5 2 per cent o
A . A . 71
3. - Occupatlonal R ‘ e 3.4 per cént \
—_ . . : - /
- \:

Clcely Watson, Focus on Drogouts, p. 66; L

N

: 70Harry H. Guest, "A . Study of Student Wlthdrawals, ‘

'

71,

studles report a mUCh hlgher w1thdraWal rate from general~f‘"'

- Katherlne Gilbert and E.N. Ellls,\"The W1thdrawa1 .
of Students," p. 17..~ - \ o . _ L
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While thé”type of program in which the dropout was

placed is important, another question arises--why was he in

28 .

that program? Was %t by choice, did. the school. personnel
‘make the decision, or was it the only brogram offered in the
school? No literature was found which discussed these ques-

/
tions.

. School Sub]ects ‘ R ','" - '1"]:' y N j:; ' ,fj

T

- f

';many subject optlons were avallable to the student as bom—'ﬁm:ﬂ

'h pared to the dropout, there may be a relatlonshlp between

ithe degree of subject chorce and a student s dec151on to ,’fyh;;;"

stay in school or. drop out S . :. .-f'f Lo o

6nce the subjects have been chosenv whlch ones the ﬁ

‘; student likes or dlSllkeS may have an effect on whether-he.
or she stays.. a dﬁsllke for a subject may 1nd1cate 1nabrllty
:'1n that‘erea.v Dlssatlsfactlon w1th school\appears to be a n;

,ma]or concern, accordlng to\éreene.. Rhls may lnclude “dls— :

[

llkeffor a certaln subject,‘ or dlssatisfactlon w1th the

subjects offered by the school.7? E;f-iff';. v p]fi_nixt L
. : . LN . k M

@

A Newfoundland Study compared the subjects 11ked or

:dlSllked by potentlal dropouts w1th subject fallure and ."Qu .

:found 51gn1flcant cbrrelatlons., Duncan stated that 100
‘.{per cent of the potentlal dropguts sald they recelved

; thelr best marks[in the subject‘most llked, and the poorest‘
~ B

ﬂimarks din . the subject least lJ.ked.?-3 Slster perpetua :iTI

T

\'72

73Ronald Duncan,'"A Crltlca; Analy51s," p. 92

, While no 11terature was’ found which dlscussed how DR

Nl

Bert I. Greene, Preventlng Student Dropouts,_p.ﬁ23.~'.
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:“llked" and 36.8 per cent’ saylng they falled mathematics.

29
N~ ' P
\

Kennedy looked at “the subjects liked most by dropouts and . -
at those most frequently falled Mathematlcs was at the
top of both categorles, w1th 27rl per cent llsting it as

74/

'From her-statlstics it'is dlfflcult to say 1f subjects liked

correlated Withnthose in which dropouts'experienced success.

One research report 1nvestlgated what young 5chool o
b

'._leavers felt to be "the maln stumbling blocks to thelr .

\.

"'j}mastery of valued 5ubjects." 7?E'ﬁfﬁ.1 37ff;j;'

ftif' \Most c0mmonly they felt that they would have been
helped by having ‘Tore: lessons and more' time. spent on. -
“‘such- subjects, Qr by being glven better, slower, or

”-ﬁ‘repeated explanations ‘until" dlfflcult parts were'.

thoroughly understood.75

A L N v

Reactlon Toward School

"leavers felt about comlng ‘to school mbst days. They found

l . {

that 51 per cent of the flfteen year bld ‘m le leavers, and .

réo per cent of the flfteen year dld female leavers, agreed

-

d-w1th the statement "Most days you 100k forward to g01ng

£ i\

h .‘

.Lto school 7 Dunoan, ln hls research could report only

' 10 per cent of the potentlal dropout group Sald th@y "1ooked»

- ‘1

..._R : _;',".',A\",.\A \ . A .
: 748r. Perpetua Kennedy,?PBVM, "A Crltlcal Ana1y51s of
the Dropout Problem in the Province of Newfoundland over the
- Ten Year Period 1954~ 1964“ (Master s’ Thesrs, Cathollc_,:,
Uaner51ty of’ America, 1966),_ . 83.-, ."9 D

. 75Roma Morton—wllllams and Stewart Flnch, Yotin L

School Leavers, p 68 \.; R S _r_f'ﬁ'{rr';”'

o 761b1d., B 233
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Lng to Varner.sq Greene llsted "belng a dlSClpllne case
g A

*forward" to coming to school, whereas 21.7 per cent of the

group lsaid they did not'want to come.77

RN

’ R . .
Teacher~-Student Relations-

How well the student relates'éith the teacherS'is

often a factor con31dered in dropouq research Zeller llsted m

"antagonism to téachers and/or pr1nc1pals"/as a related

factor to the dropplng out process._?8

- Flemlng referred to a . o

study by DavidSon and Lang Wthh concluded thaf "the chlld

\

: w1th the more favourablerlmage of self' was the one who_-

~
more llkely percelved hlS teachers feellngs toward hlmfas
£ : .
more favourable."7? Undoubtedly, the effect of the teacher,. h '
N . v . [y y
for better or for worse, is ‘not underrated 1n the reSearch oot
- A : L .. . ' \ . "
In-School’Dehavior K : ' o S )
N S L | . Cow n\‘_

. The. flndlngs 1n-thls drea -are- 1nconclusrve, accord-
81
“

D

" as one of the. characterlstlcs of the potentlal dropout 'In

descrlblng how leavers dlffered from stay—mns, Morton—*

Willlams and Flnch reported that, 1n general, flfteen year.

: old 1eavers "were much more resentfuﬂ of the dlscrpllne and :

RS 81 e

P e

o k77aona1d Duncan, "A Crltlcal Analy81s," p. llﬁ;

. . : .\.".'
78Robert Zeller, Lowerlng the Odds on Dropouts, P. 20._

- 4
2o 79Report of the Commlttee 6n the Study of Dropouts, .
by J.K, Fleming, Chalrman, p. 10.‘ ;*_. S F -\ C
”‘; 80Sherrell Varner, School Dropouts, p. 22;\h‘; L }Zn-' ‘C”:

Bert I. Greene, PreventlngaStudent Dropouts, p.,ﬁ3{»~""'
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School Programs"'(SyracuSe, N.Y.: , Youth Development Centre,"

"tended to be well- behaved in. school

' ’

82 They also differed in being

restrictions” in school.
"more likely to show unsatisfactory behaviour in school."

Yet there are also studies which show little difference in

_thehbehavior of both: drppouts and those who/stay in school.

Varner, reporting.Hamilton'sifindings, stated that dropouts

84 ) ER

Relatlons wrth Pr1nc1pal and School Personnel

s . N

In a dxscussxon centerlng on how sqhools could deal

:-more effectlvely w1th dropouts, Mlller stated that

‘School admlnlstrators demonstratlng a he1ghtened
interest and belief in %he Leducability of low=:
. income youth are most llkely\able to engender’ ..
. posrtlve action among the students . . .85

Bert Greene devoted 4 chapter to "Administrative Actlon for

\ : .

Dropouts." He stated. Se

Perhaps the major goal of the principal -is to
est}bllsh the climate which is conducive to the-
development of programs to meet the needs of. the
students in hls communlty 86’

Greene went on to explaln varlous tasks whlch can

) Vol
enable the school to prOV1de for the needs of the students-
e
f‘ _ ! '
P 82 . \ RS “e ,’ .
L Roma Morton-Wllllams and Stewart Flnch Young
_School Leavers; )2 213\ Tl ] z
' \ 83Ib1d., p. 214. - ‘. o N RN ¢
8

Sherrell Varner, School Dropouts, p- 22.

855 M. Mlller, "Strategy, Structure, and’ Values in |

Syracuse: Unlver51ty, 1965 ERIC" Document Reproductlon Ser--

,vlc‘e ED001676, 1965)., " p. 7.

J S O gV,

86

Bert Greene, Preventlng School Dropouts, p. 5&;'“
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. who may Be potentlal dropouts. Encouragement and willingness
to help are key factors. When a student has a problem to dis-
: \
cuss, whetherxr it is directly related_to the school or not,

- .
P

there should be people willing to listen and help if possible. - ]

C ' Use of school Faciliti‘es .
. - i \
~No research was located whlch spec1fically spoke of

s
B,

i C how school’ fac111t1es were used by students Or dropouts." o ‘1' L

NG " S -
S Nevertheless, it was felt 1t may be of some value to 1ook R S

. "_iat thrs~var1able.,_'

- - ."'. . N . . '\’ . \_ - )
: \

.Career Guldancew

. j;. Hav1ng dlscussed earller the occupatlons of the.drop-‘
_:out‘s parents, and the degree toswhlch_they_maylbe reldted -
to’the'student's”dropoing out, it is important to relate how - ~
}.vthe_dropout felt.about his-or’her'tnture career. Nineteen |
and twenty year olds im Britain, who had left school when~
T thev were fifteen, wereqinterviewed‘on‘the\aréas inlwhich '
they felt they nbeded more. help from the school ﬁost fre~<-h.z S

‘quently they c1ted "careers area." Twenty—flve per cent of -

-those who commented w1shed they had been glven more 1nforma-'.
tion about JObS and worklng condltlons‘ and had had more

; t-_, 'f'. v151ts to work places.f.“Preparatlon foerork“ and "Improve—~ _ :
- o S N
ment of Career Prospects" were two dlmen51ons considered

gy

EI PR S,

“very 1mportant" by the leavers.87

N

o s 87Roma Morton-wlllaams and SteWart Flnch oung o
. School Leavers, pp. 216 217 ”2 S o AN
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Work-Study programs‘whichlrepresent one aspect of
.career guidance, have apparently had positive results. One

¢ such program is STﬁIDE.' Its chief burp05e is to turn

potential dropouts back on to school. STRIDE-students deal

with only one teacher while'studying nasic.subjects for'an

e KRN S IS SR
Rl D EEE PEEINE St

abbreviated three-hour day.‘ They also have small classes,

usually of no more than flfteen students.‘ In the afternoonf ;i;..
they seek employment or work outside the school. ThlS new
program has decreased the absenteelsm rate substantlally

and has already showed 1mprovements 1n Grade P01nt averages.%?'

-,

o ﬁ MacDonald, ln a Prlnce Edward Island study, sald that forty-'”x'_f__f'

..\\

four out of a total of 51xty-f1ve dropouts questloned sa1d ‘
there was a. need for such programs that glVe more varlety o

“ 1ngthe qurr;culum.89

\\‘- -

/ “'“ DeCLSfbn to LeaVe -

. ‘Y o

It_has been frequéhtly stated that the student s“;

leav1ng school 1s a\"process," that 1s,x one may 'leave'>‘“\';

«

‘i.fl- -over . a lohg perlod of tlme, d; the declslon may be qulck

“and flnal Yet the deC}Slon to leave or to stay 13 usuallyg J-ylﬁ'

made by the 1nd1v1dua1 concerned.~ Watson reporuxlthat for Lo
g T N

most dropouts, the decision to leave 1§\not a sudden one.jaﬂfh'?;7‘“
.\ . . I . ’

< . PR . .
= - ¢
.

S A “vl s 38Laur1 John Hakanen, "The STRIDE Program-‘ An Answer s
L . .to Absentee;sm," Phl Delta Kappan 59,. No. 5 (January, LT
SN 1978) 349. -w“] S R S r,u oo o .~*fiV

VN 89Ed_gar MacDonald,'"Drop—Out Study" (Prlnce Edward
Island Board of Trustees, ReglOnal School Unlt No. 1,
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.4_jMatthews' study, 56 per cent of the dropguts sald they
fpwould deflnltely stay in schgol 1f ‘they had the chance*oVer"

;iagaln. Only 34 per cent reported that they deflnltely

| 7research report whlch/dealt Wlth further educatlon was a

\boys and two-thlrds of the. glrls had not any 1ntent10n of .

e in thelr plans.‘ Onlyxa llttle more.than lD per cenq were

'f;career plans, to get a sedondary school graduation dlploma?" :ﬁ:,5

B Forty*two and elght—tenths per cent thought 1t was 'falrly'

'5ECh1cago and Qulncy Youth Development Progect,\l960),;_t~3j“'

PR el
N

.34

R
- -~

Over 65 pér cent reported thelrs was .not a sudden- dec1~

51on.90 Studles also focuSed on whether the young person

v ¢ .

regrets the dec1s1on after 1t has been made. In Bowman ‘and

91

'-"ff.,would have left. N i T PR T PR RV N

) _‘ s P r, . P \.= :v ‘\ .\ "
‘ vff As a consequence of hlS dec151on to leave, does the‘g T T

p'"“‘dropout contemplate further educatlon 1n the future°- One }' S e

Brltlsh study Whlle those who 1ef//at age flfteen appeared

to have llttle 1nterest in gettlng more schoollng (half the “'-_

AR

ot

taklng any further full tlme courses or of 901ng to evening

hl ~ .

classes), those who left at sixteen or later dlffered greatly

BN

S ! -
>

_deflnltely not 1ntend1ng to carry on studylng 921 The Watson

)’ N "

r.,,._,

90

Clcely Watsd&, Focus on DrApouts, p.,183_

- Egul H Bowman and Charles V Matthews, Motlvatlons ;“Lsh‘ﬁifi
;of Youth ‘for Leav1ng ‘§chool- (Qulncy, Ill..- University o PR R

92
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o they found dlfflcult.-bﬂ{'. 2 Uy _ e \'i.‘
. Aol e e T T
;i- Studles showed var;atlons 1ﬁ students basic'reac: A
.\ \ . L ' . . "..""‘I
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)w\3ummary of School Related Factors ' _ B o . T

When asked why‘ they leave, dropouts responses o
" are often related to 1nab111ty to. achleve in school or lack: -

|
. of lnterest 1n school Axmne recent study 1n Ontarlo showed )
b " J 'n.'
- a high percentage of leavers taklng up ]obs'or seeklng work,,. o

and the studepts glve thls as thelr maln reason for leav1ng.. ‘J'~Viﬁ¥
‘ ..,'. LA, .'.y B \ o TR .

A majorlty of those who leaveo for whatever reason, tend to 'ff
drop out of a; general but basrcally academrc t%fe program,;f

RSN

\

where they usually llked the subjects ln whlch theﬂ were
: 5

d01ng well. DlSllke for partlcular subjects has been=cor~-vJ
related hlghly w1th”dropplng out. Many leavers felt they

'needed more help and more explanatlon Wlth the subjects

PN

U TR S

oo i

K

-2 L

Y

tlons toward school"‘,n rrtaln a major1ty seemed to lOOk fi‘:\“:irfl“T”

- , . S SO R . .
Q;\ forward to §01ng to school whéreas 1n”a partlcular school 'f7’é,f
.' 5 distrlct qn Newfoundland only lO ;er\cent”of the potentlal ;ik;;i?:f
:}i dropout populatlon looked forward to gorng to schooa'h"- - :

’;.:’f.iif; Once lnISChOdI' tﬁose who are,potentlal dropouts"f
a?are.frequently consrdered behav10r problems._ Ehé*fh&‘ﬂ;ééng’iﬁif

o % R SN
' '4as expre581ng antagonlsm toward teachers, pr1nc1pads,;.‘q

» 2 ... . -

or other sohool personnel._ Yet many wr1ters empha51ze how*

i%lmportant lt 15 for students to have sOmeone who can ‘f

-.,n ‘. Tt o

-?3eicely’ Watson E
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provide a listening ear for them. (

o

One area greatly stressed is career guidance. Drop-

outs repeatedly suygest this is the area in which more can

be done. Work-Study programs have shoewn valuabie results
and dropouts themselves suggest there should be more.

The decision to leave is generally not a g;dden one
for most ‘students and for many there is regret“gfterwarqs..
Many see themselves needing more education and often they

a

are'planning to continue their education’through day or

°

evenlng claSSes In many cases, almost half or more of the

dropouts questloned said they felt more educatlon was-

necessary. < \ - . 7 > w.
) IV. PEER-RELATED FACTORS - :
| ST , ,
: Peer Group ' A

, S. John Eggleston used the word "crucial” to describe

the lmportance of peer Support in dlscu351ng the social

factors assoc1ated w1th staylng on or leaving school.gé Py,
Zeller sald thatousually drOpouts felt 'a Lack of belonglng-—

that they'maﬁ unaccepted by thelr peers.gS, Scales also .

v ¥

_stated that a large number of responses 1nd;cated a feellng

that otherrstudents d}d:not_partloularly want.the students

o

948 John Eggleston, “Soc;al Factors Assoc1ated W1th
Dec1srqns to Stay-On in Non-Selectlve Secondary chools

¥ i'r::ducata.onrall Research 9 (June,a;967) 171, -

. . N " N L v
. . . . v . . . . - . ™ . A
N Y — k . B . .

Robert Zeller, Lowerlng the Odds on Dropouts, p;rzqu
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to part1c1pate in group activities which were promoted by

~ the school.
When students feel that they do not belong they may

turn outside the school to look for friends. Ohe skudy

which looked at the educational status of the best friend

found significant differences begyeen thosé of the school

leaverﬂahd those of the stayvin.’ In the male student group

only 11 per. cent of the students reported that their best

o ‘ .o
friend had dropped out of sthool, as compared to 41 per cent

» of the dropout group. 97 {

In descrlblng the potentlal dropout Greene statedt

Many potentlal dropouts have frlends who are .
either older or younger than they. The reason for
this is that potential dropouts have been retained
in a grade and their friends have moved ahead of
‘them. The friendsHip patterns which Have developed

., oOver W period of time begin to fade and the potential
dropout does not appear to be able to 'make friends
wlthln the classroom.9 .

N4 / . L

Drugs and Alcohol )
. A problem indirectl& related to the dropout's peer
| . It would appear
unllkely that ‘thé dropout would not ‘be affeE;ed by his J¥

Mso,

group'is-the use of alcohol and drugs.

her frlends use of alcohol and drugs. studles con- |

"flrm a high® correlatlon between dropplng out and the use of

them. ‘h‘ i

Harry H. Scales, "Another Ldok " p. 343.'

9(713mm1tt F. Sharp and G. Albert Krlstjanson, Manitoba
ngh School Students and Dropouts, p 37.

39 -40.

98 *t Greene, Prevent.mg Student Dropouts, PP
\ ) e
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A recent study of 260 transient youths from fourteen
\ oL

to twenty |years of age showed'thatnclose to half of this

group were school leavers. The findings, according to

Loken,

time 1ost from school

In aiwan of Grade IX students from a small northern

as well as to dropping out.”?

indicated very\clearly that drug use was related  to

Ontarlo town, it was Ffound that 51gn1f1cantly more dropouts

~used tobacco, alcohol, glue, spéed, and~opiates,than did -
. \ :

/

‘nonfdropbuts.loo_ Research in this area is becoming more

cbmmon.

] Non medical use of drugs and alcohol is becomlng

more prevalent, and with the legal age for drlnklng alcohol

1n Newfoundland lowered from twenty—oﬂe to nlneteen, 1t

' seems 1mportapt_to study thlS varxablg.

~

V... COMMUNITY FACTORS

L] -
v

\

- Whether or not the studentbperceives'thaé_there are

1 . ' . . \ . . .
employment opportunities in the -student'!s community may be

a factor-when he is making his decision to leave.

-

O.f over

1,300 d¥opouts who. were questioned in Manitoba, 45 per cent

.

- were WOikiﬁgﬁof hadAplﬁps for work.

1 \I . AR

P-

the School Dropout:-

34.

99

(Scarborough,\Ont..

lOO

\ ~N
Joel'o. Loken,

e
Helen M. Annis

10l

Student Allenatlon and Dissent

. '_.. .

and Carol Watson, "Drug Use and _

A Longltudlnal\Study, . Canadian

Counsellor 9, No. 3/4 (June, 1975): 158.
-/101

"p.

98.

Harry H. Guest,

"AwStqdy_of-Studeﬁt'Withdrawals,“

A Nova Scotia study

Prentlce Hall of Canada, Ltd., 1973), .

4
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showed that 42.8 per cent of the total leavers group left

to seek work or' to take up exnployment.lo2

White and King discussed the status of the ek-student

= :
G T L i ventd

- . . . d . .
in terms of employment opportunities in the community. They

said:
. ; \
Apparently location may be an important factor in ) :
determining immediate plans. In the Hamilton area, | N '
the employment situation looks bleak as compared to
) the other two areas. Perhaps it is harder to find
| . . an unskllled,gob in a big city. than in a.small com-

S munity. Perhaps too, the lack of jobs may ‘be why
v v more students from the. Hamllton area chose to con- ~ -

L tlnue their edudatlon 103

\

The Newfoundland Mlnlster of Educatlon comm1551oned
a study in 1975 which found a substant1al proportlon of

-~ ,the dropoute.were.unemployed. 0f those who had 1e£t Grade

‘; . IX, 34.6 per cent were unemployed, from Grade X, 37.3 per
N ’ . \ 3
cent, and from Grade XI, 25 per \cent.lo4
The high rate of unemployment in Newfoundland

héightens the problems of thelmdefedxabalf Canada Manpower

statistics show' that where jobs are available most of them

& 3

~ require moreﬂhighly educated people to-fill them. Some of

-‘these are nu:sea,'pﬁxsiotherapists, cqmﬁuter programmers,.

Vel

and radiologigal technologists and te_achniciafns.l'05
[ ; . . N 102 -' 5 . : ‘ o " LU ‘
4 C - M. -Barbara Walker, A Survey of Dropouts p.- A4- ‘ )
; . / . }
.} : ' 103E M Whlte and A J .C. King, "On Dropping Out" jf g

“ (Ontarlo. Department of Educatlon, 1974), p. 5. RS

10 4_§port of the. Mlnlster s Committee bn Pupll Reten-'
tlon in Newfoundland's High Schools, "1974-75 (Newfoundland
Department of Bducatlon December, 1975}, P. 27

: 105G LleWellyn Parsons,'"Educatlon and Unemployment
_ in Newfoundland," p 20.
t N . d ’
N /. ',\‘
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\
‘ s . In ‘addressing itself to the problems of unemployed . '-
youth, the People's commission, on Unemployment stated:

The absence of a job for a large number of’ the
province's young adults is going to have profound -
. repercussions for years to come in Newfoundland
‘society . . .
So it is that some of our youth will be more
. . - likely to engage in acts -of vandalism, excessive
- drinking, and a whole host of other social problems.

e AAANALS Tl S s

106
VI. THE CONCEPT OF ALIENATION
| . _ .. " - . As was noted ln the Introductlon to thls chapter, it~

woul‘%‘ be helpful to’ arrJ.ve at a larger framework An whlch

. _— the factors or varlables discussed prev1ously can be . \
Ve yr T - B . \ . o ) . . . .

‘ ' .a581gned [V o “_Q : o . L.
; - o \ o

- ' " One concept Wthh may help to clarlfy the relatlonshlp

betWeen the varlables Just discussed and the act of dropplng '(
out of school is allenatlon.w If the feeling of alienation .

. . - . L : N
on the part of students results ultimately in withdrawal

from school, then it may constltute a common llnk among the . '

-dropout populatlon.' Lauterbadh expla nailt well.
| The dlfflculty of explalnlng why some 1ower ’
class childfen drop out of school and others do not,
, - “the problems involved in explalnln why personality
e characteristics are predictive. "of sgome: dropouts but L
- . not’ others, and the serious paucity of .Studies ©of
' school factors related to propOut rates and -the-
“holding power,.all point to a’'need for a- theoretical
, construct whlch may bé. uSed to' explaln why students
L .. '\H' : S L.
N - : 4 \ . o ’ ) . .
106Now That We ve Burned Our Boats - The Report of . /.{
the People's Commission on Unemployment, by Rev. Desmond -, .~ .

. McGrath, et al. :(Ottawa: . Mutual Press Ltd., 1978), p. -40.
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drop out of school. The concept of alienation seems
'd1rect1y applic to the problem of the school
dropout g EBie\\‘\ : _

Alienation is not an easy term to define. Keniston, .

in his well-known study on alienated youth in America,
5

devoted an Appendix to the definition of the concept.108

. At the very least, the alienation of the individual involves

his or her gradual estrahgement or detachment from that
which he or she was formerly attached.

In thlS sectlon, a brief explanatlon of the concept

of" allenatlon w1ll be presented followed by some of 1t$\, ! L

1mplicatlons for educatlon o S S

Although there are numerous theorlsts on the . subject
of alienation, only two of the main but cla551c writers are
consiqered here. ,One of the most comprehensive theeties-of

. i \
alienation isuprobablj that of Karl Marx, who useq~the con-

cept as a crucial elemerit in the analysis of world economici

sYstems.log.'To Marx, alienation meaﬁt the separation of

man from his labox, apd as a.resﬁlt, the separation from the

-.product he produced, Manf Qccording to this theory,\Ean no

. %onger"i&entify‘himQEIf as an indiVidual constructing or

4 *:107Walter Louis Lauterbach, "Alienation, Aniomié, and
Dropouts"” ‘(Ph.D. Thesis, Claremont Graduate School, 1967;

. Xerox University Mlcrofllms, 68 10519 }968), pp 36-37;‘

108Kenneth kenlston, The -Uncommited {New . York ' Har-" .
court, 'Brace,  and World Ine., 1965), pp 449 -475, . -
109 '

. ) Istvan Meszaros, Marx' S'Theory of Allenatlon (New
York: ﬂarper and Row, Publlshers 1972 ed ). p. 94.
. . "
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creating products that are meaninéful to him. A modern day\
' \

‘example might be the assembly line worker in the auto plant.
He bolts the same door on the same type of car, hour after
hour, day after day,_ana likely experiences alienation. He

. . {
\ . . . : .
soon comes to see his job as meaningless, and sees himself

PRI SO S S

as gradually dehumanized. Marx's theorj of alienation deals
with the world in its totality, and has universal appli-
’cability

A more contemporary wrlter who adopts many of Marx' s

3 . N

assumptlons on’ allenatxon lS Erlch Fromm Fromm conSLdered\

allenatlon 1n terms of quantlflcatlon and abstractlflcatlon.

:‘THﬁsa\Eefmi 51mply mean the transformatloh of people and
objects into commodities, .which are measured 1mpersonally
'in terms of-economlcs.-llo Thls same quantlflcatlon and

~abstract1f1cat10n ex1st in 1nterpret1hg the value of educaa ‘ |
tlon, as Fromm pointed out-in hls-examplei
'B.Sc. + PhiD. = $40, 000lll R

/
. Fromm empha31zed the superflclallty of life's experl—

ences,\\the loss of quallty for the sake of quantlty Thls ' .
A\
lack of quallty relnforces the meanlngleSSness of llfe for

e

the allenated

N

' llOErlCh Fromm, The Sane Society (Greenwich, N.J.: a \.3
FaWCett Publlshers Inc., 1955),- PP. 104 106. . - . R .
Wipsa., p. 106 oL ‘
. n Wi
RN AN
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'the 1deas dlscussed, and most thlngs around them serve as

& 43

Application of the Concept to’ Education.

To focus more specifically on alienation as it
. _

1 - .
involves the student and the education system, one must

look at writers in the field of education. Hickerson spoke

of the alienation of economically deprived children from the
school system because of their\inability to relate to the

values taught within- that system. As he emphatically stated:

'b Children abandon school in’ the $econd grade
attitudinally and in the tenth grade phySLcally
'not because they are "stup;d" but.:becaise’ they
don.'t care. - They have been estranged from school;
. ‘they .hdve been. attacked at .the .point of greatest
'vulneraplllty——thelr own valué structune.. This

. alienation. process is as. common in “the South as it
. is'in. the.North; -it- is; 1nterwoven lnto the fabr1c of.
-our publlc school. system 112 '

\

Although “equallty of educatlonal opportunlty may

N
be ‘what educators are 1deally str1V1ng for, chkerson said

that thl% 1anot what exists. Chlldren_whowcome from

o’

economically deprived badkgrounds, or what is commonly
cailed“"lower-class" baokgrounds, to'a school'that is essen-
tlally mlddle -class ip its orlentatlon, find it more and

-/

more. dlfflcult as- time passes to relate to what is 901ng on -

,1n that school - The famllles:plctured in the textbooks,

A

:.remlnders that these chlldren do not fit. L .

N

Charles Sllberman p01ntedto the same def1c1ency in

the North Amerlcan system-e' o ' LS
/ - T .

~

112Natharuel chkerson, Educatlon for Allenatlon

:(Englewood Cllffs, N J,.. Prentlpe—Hall Inc., '1968), p.* 33.
) ’ T S . \. a

”
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As a result the public schools are falllng

dismally in what has alwaYs been regarded as one

of their primary tasks ~- . . . facilitating the
’ movemeng”®f the poor ‘and disadvantaged into the 113

mainstream of American economic and social life,

The last writer to be considered. is Joel Loken, who
. \ , . .
has written on the phenomenon of student alienation in

Canada, and has related it, briefly, to the early scheool

»

leayer--the dropout. Loken's' work. focus'ed on the six con-

'
7’

dltlons w:LthJ.n the student s llk Wthh contrlbute to hlS
9.

— 2

feellng of allenatlon. . meamnglessness, powerlessness,
oo :

anomle. 50c1al lsolatlon, self-estrangement, and c:ultural
. estrangement 114" The flrst flve terms were developed by

Seeman in- hlS work on allenatlon .\' The deflnltion of these

terms are given below.lvls o <

Powerlessness = "The expectancy or probablllty held

' ' . by the individual .that hJ.s‘own behav-

. : . \ - ' : :
iour cannot determine the occurrence- of -

. ¢ , . P
«“ . . .

the-outcomes, or reinforcements he

7 ‘ seeks."
N . ) ) . '," . Y .
o o N
Meaninglessness . .- - "A 1ow expectancy that satlsfactory -
ﬁ L predlctlons about future outcomes of %
behav:.-our can be rnade.:_ . n .
N ll:‘Jc.harles E. Silberman, Crlsls J.n the Classroom (New '
York: - Random House.'l970). P: 53..-._ _ R ’ &
' ll“"‘Joel E \Loken, ‘Student Alienation, pp 22 23 °
\ .
J'lsMelVLn Seeman,'”"On the Meaning of Allenatlon, P
’ Amer:.can SOCJ.ologJ.cal Rev:Lew 24 (Deqember, 1959) 783 91. Co
\ o . \ \ | .
! ‘A,: .

L e et et e
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Normlessness " = "A high expectancy that socially
v unapproved behaviours are required to

achieve given goals.”

e . mas

/ Isolation - "The individual's assignment of
' ’low reward value _to‘goals or beliefs
| that are typical_ly highly valued in a.
e : ' gi\fen society." o

; Se,lf—Estrané-ement T "The degree of dependence of the given

-\\‘- behavmur upon antlclpated future o
RO AR
o rewards, (rather tha\n rewards lntt\lnSlC

» . to the act1v1ty) R .
. e Each:of thé_% terms will be considered indi'viduall’y
to show the link between the student and alienation.
In descrlblng the "powerlessness" created by the -
school Token seémed_to be in agreement with the }ear\lier

Marxian ‘sta.t-ement 4'concerning the alienation from pne's work:.

-

As he sald

- " Some students cannot compete unde\r CondlthnS ,
‘dictated by the school. Many talerted students
have been urged to keep up academlca\lly when. more
effort-should be spent:on their attempt:l.ng to
becéme good wrlters, artists, sportsmen,. or,
"scientists in their own right . . ~.". ‘Some - :
' .reducators are 'af the firm.opinion that stiudents '
 should be ‘educated' or 'socialized! to .conform to -, - ' '
an adult society which possesses pre-determined C .
L economlc,' soc:.al, and polltlcal qualltn.es.l]-6 L o .

A\ .
. Is SChool llfe meanlngless for the alz.en\ated? "Loken : : CN

said 1.f students see lJ.ttle or.ne school act:Lv.Lty as beJ.ng .

. v '\.'
116Joel 0 Ioken, Stutﬁent Allenatz.on, PP 22-23.
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useful in attaining personal goals, then the educator mus t

117

begin to look at himself. Once again the idea of the

inter-relationship of theory and practice which Fromm

described is evident here.118
Anomie is the term used by Durkheim and Merton to

describe "'normlessness. " The student méy becorne alienated -

from school when he cannot 1dent1fy with 1ts norms or

119 \ThlS may be Caused by the student hav:.ng a dlf"‘

ferent set of values’ than the school, or by a lack of. a v

5

¢ SRR i

Another condltlon glVlng r1se to allenatlon 1s soc1a1 B

solatlon. Isolatlon 1s 51multaneously an‘easy and. dif- '
Vo

ficult condltlon to apprec:Late. Among the masses of stu-'
. / '
dents in schools ,~ many’ individua'ls are still. very much alone.

In the name of, efflclency, many tlmes the school may forget
\

the socio- personal needs of the 1nd1v1duals _In.modern—day
schools which are often regulated by bells, the basic SOC.‘Lal
needs .of growing adolescents qre sometimes forgotten.,

g S‘elf-estrangement\-ls a condltlon\ somewhat similar .
, TR T - .

to soc1al 1solatlon. ‘ It revolves aro'und “the schodls-'

demands on studente as’ opposed ‘to the personal needs and

'lnterests of students. In order to deal w:Lth these demands

" e
and with hls or her own needs, the student may develop two

. . . - , ) \ ) H}.‘ A‘ .
117, bld., p. 23.. L BTy

~118

Erich- Fromm, The Sane Soclety, p'.'\'29.9..

:119Joe1 Loken, Student Allenatlon_,_ __'p,--zs_. '

L
v
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appears meanlngless. R

relationshlps between the school dropout and aln.enation.

. 47
o
personalities dnd two respective sets'of behavior to deal

with this situation, one for himself and one for the’

school. 120 \

_What is often referred to as 'youth:.culture' or

q N » ! .
'counterculture' can be seen as a result of, and a contribu-

.tion to, the cultural estrangement of students. Loken con-

tended that the educational establishment has resisted the

nece551ty of comlng to terms w1th the -ideas of the counter—
121

- culture. , He feels the YOung person J.s seeklng meanlng .

: 1n lJ.fe th\rough counterculture because hls present llfe ‘

S . . : . L v

. . . IR v e ,'.'-f._- Sl AT e T
Appllcatlon of the Al:Lenatlon Concept ' ' '
to the School Dropout S /—

What specific relatlo\nshlps are there between the \\
concept presented above, and the early school leaverj The
theoretlcal pOSltJ.’C)n presented here shows a percelved rela—
t;onshlp, by some authors, between \the etudent who w:l.thdraws

mentally and/or phy51cally from the school anq alJ.enatlon.

-Just as the assembly l.me worker may feel allena\ted from _
_ 4” hlS ]Ob the student in school if hel &els the work) he 1s AT

' doing 15 not relevant or meam.ngful to h:.s total person,.

.
\~\' . X ~1“ .

-

: may expera.e)ee th:.s separatlon a],,so. L - \ C e °f‘. L

Three studles were located whlch examlned spec1f1c L

R R S AL
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" The first was an attempt to. determine the extent. to W ich,.

among urban high school youth, feelings of alienation .an

and school variables.

betwéen racg, sex, and socio-economic variables and -allena-.--

tlon o

" self-esteem are related to race,

\

sex, socio-economic status,

Significant relationships were found-,'

The grade level of the student was not 51gn1f1cantly

related to feellngs of aliena\:ioﬂ 122 .

Lauterbach chose three headlngs-‘!"

The seco.nd study examined the‘ dropout spec1f1ca11y.

\1ndiv idual i,

1'.'

group ,

and

cultural alienatloxx by w}uch toaldentrfy the feelings of

roxn cumulat:we records to measure the degree of allenation o

stated

o the dropOuts. i

" of the dropouts.f

Ind1V1dual allenatlon would reflect self- L

\..

Informa tlon on: spec1f.1c :

+

6

x-

Us.mg Seeman s terminology the wrlter

'\.

R
T

v.

-

v

estrangement and mea,nlnglessness group. allenation

is related-to. isolation;
4consz.st of: powerlessness and meanmglesanss

L

bas:Ls of peer group al:.enation.

A

The flndlngs)ln th\lS study showed ~male and female

}

.cultural allenation

T%’

On an estimate of self-

variables was taken '

oA

high school graduates and drogouts can be predlcted on. the

(or J.ndiv;Ldual\) al:.enatlon, female dropouts‘could be pre-

dict,ed at t@e high school level but not male dropouts.;l.,,I't 3

- "12"2

A
Ma urice

Whlte, ‘

"Allena tJ.on;

and Self-Esteem as - _;‘-

SR Y YR

’_

B ey e * e R AR o e e

™
A’-'- PN .

o T ,e

. "’.)-,-

N oL
K r 7 11em, ey Lo

" \': They'.aelate to RacZ} Sex, Soc:.oeconomic\Pand Seﬁool Vari-"
7% "ables’in Urban High Schoq ‘Age Youth“ ( h D. Dlssertat:.on.
o Wayne State Umvers:.ty, 8) .... A

.-'; 123Walte.r L.

Dropouts,\ p.. 37_

Lauterbach -,".
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appeared that cultural allenatlon was srtuatlonal‘ly L .
i, 1 \

specific, that 19, the use ‘of scales deve]\oped for one

populat:.on would not. succeszully 1dent1fy dropouts from . -

another geograph:.c area. 124 ] , .' - .
N ! . f .

The most recent allenatron study to be locétéd found

. that there were s:.x patterns among those who had dropped ' : o :
N o . ..

) ‘oxjt of. SChOOl The Class:Lc dropout, the Work-Orlented N .\' o
‘ ~ »the 'l.{‘dlﬂnemaker, the "Family Supporter, the C}Jﬂ.tural Isolate, : .'. '
| " ‘and’ the Intellectu&l Ellte. '];‘he two 'iaf‘é’gst 'groups wers .-:"_.::,“,
b ‘the c1assm dr0pouts (2; pér cent) and those who Wf.‘re Wo*rk-:‘__"' - \
:\,_\_5- orlented (53 per ceng) : The wrlters conc}uded that the _.._;.".f-,,.‘,- r_.
'_' allenatron suffered by, the ClaSSlc group was both PSYCho__,-\'.;_ e .

‘ SN B 'j"',{ logn.cal and socrolog:.cal wH/reas the Work Orlented only\ -

~ . . A .
ol feltjcc.ml a]_:n_enatn\yon.]'—2_5 The other groups were all small

in numbers and vart-ed more in thelr types of allenatlon. . \ .°

’ The concept of allenatlon 1s p051ted as a’ Possrble o o
J.ntervenlng explanatory varlable for analySLS. If through
"_the 1n—depth interv:yews and questlormalres there lS a’ P ’ . -
L ' : '._.',strong correlatlon bet‘ween the COlldltlonS' descrlbed by
T 'Loken and Lauterbach »and "dronlng out," then certa:.n- hy- oo
LT J‘ '-‘:,'\potheSJ.s should be formulated on possxble causes for school R S
. n :\.I'~dropouts. . '.- _'7 SIS T e T e T e
\ . -o. ) LT ,.‘\'--4 g i \ .‘.;-I , 7 ' ‘.'_,;'\" , 1 3 -
R ANy 124Ib1d., pp.’ 139 141 R I _?f-‘ S R
fooL R ,4'\_ s l25€ar01 Reﬂ:h and VJ.venne Young "Patterns of ' -'? B A
pieo, e D DroPpJ.ng Out," Interchange LTS No. 4: (December, 1975) 13, 14 !
- . ‘ Y .. I V" ' . .. - VLt .. . . ‘
.xi".l""_" .. N
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The availability of an attitude ciuestionnaire which

-+  measured student.alienation enabled a comparison of the
alienation from school of dropouts, with the alienation
. ' from school of students who have thus far remainedsin

: school in this \study.l
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CHAPTER III

.

THE RESEARCH DESIGN

This chapter describes the mefhods used in conducting
the research, The flrst section describes the populatlon

"3' " b ;~and sample, the second explalns the developmént and use of
L - . \ LN ’

the. 1nstruments' the thlrd explalns how the data ‘were col—'

j{ o ~ lected; and lastly, the fourth sectlon descrlbes how the
. _ o - = .
' data were analyzed IR R
) \ - |
\ . . i . , . ) 4 i \

- ' . 'I. POPULATION AND SAMPLE

Schools. having Grades VII to XI which fall under the
juri&ﬁction‘of”the'St.lJohn's Roman Catholiec School Board

sorved as the populatlon base for this study.._ ’
) . The first phase of the research was confined to the

student p0pulat10n in Grades VII, VIII, and Ix for the

[ - » o

academic year Septeﬁber, 1974 to June,,l975 Slnce a

:',,‘ - - detalled,study of the dropout populatlon ln these grades was

mine the dropout rate by class, by grade, and ln total for
) . . .

e ‘the three grades. R

1

kY

v o For the major phase of‘the study a random sample of

T
Vo v yntwn oA e e
-
)

the Dlstrlct was chosen.\ Each SChOOl was represented on a

I L, SO SRS CE S

not- 90551ble, ‘a survey of each school was conducted to deter—'

: . w'?i thlrtystudents who had left the flve senlor hlgh schools in ;}l“;
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_percentag? basis, that is, schools with the larger number }-u :
f ' : of dropouts pro&ided the larger numbers of dropouts for the, ‘ ¥
‘ sample. Theee ex-students were chosen from lists supplied ;?* é
by the schools of.students who had left school since E
. September, 1974. ) X K \
y A control group of thirty ,students still in ;eﬁsgi‘ f
' / ' ‘ was chosen. Individuals.were matched‘as closely as possible ;
y W1th those in the dropout group oﬁ)the following varlables. %
1. Sex of the dropout - ' . ;
. 2. Age of the dropoutq ‘i -_4. o “l'v't" . '.n R .En
; “3.:'Educatlonal ach;evement’(as measured by. the SRA--’. . ,
ngh School Placement Tests)
"4. Grade.of.tﬂe-dropout when he/ene last attended '
school, o - : . o
@ . 5. School/last attended by'the dropout. ‘
II. vms;;rRUMENTATioN - \
A | |

I ' Development of the Interv1ew Schedules . 3' . . : i
Interv1ew schedules were prepared for. both the drop-

out and non—dropout groups._ Most of the questlons that .
iti\'\f.'l _-'.{' made up the 1nterv1ew schednle were borrowed from\exlstrng* v
Eif. o _; 1nstruments._ Also; some nen’}tems were(added to\meet‘tbe.:jv . {
SN spec1f1c needs of thls @tudy. In order to have a practlcal N .

number of questlons for the 1nterv1ews,,some qpestlons whlch .;.L7{;G

. dld not appear to be pa t1cularly useful in® thls study, or
T N .
' : whose ba51c content was covered by other questlons \were“‘




eliminated. The questions were made as open-ended as

possible, w1th checkllst items to be marked only by the

\

researcher in.a few cases. _Ag

RS RP-ORES: RRCEEL

L ' The Interv1ew Schedul®t for Non- Dropouts was similar
to the schedule used for dropouts. Questions were modified
*slightly, and six were eliminated to make the Schedule su1t—
-/ able for apterv1ew1ng students who were still in school.
(FlnalﬁInterVLew.Schedules'appear in’ Appendlces C and ip.

1

The Pupll Attltude Questlonnalre .

In brder to place the tradltlonal varlables 1n a C e

e -

broader framework, a quesklonnalre was sought whlch would
‘measure the degree to which students_or dropout students
were alienated from the school system. Few research studies

have dealt with adolescent allenatlon, but one wh1ch had

was a study by Henry Kolesar in 1967. 26

It was dec16ed
that the Pupil Attitude'Questionhaire developed by Kolesar
» was suitable for use in thls study Permission“to use it

- was sought from and glven by Kolesar (see Appendlx F)

A .
' Kolesar developed the Pupll Attltude Questionnalre

..

-

'Z{ 1n 1966 67 through a pllot study and ‘a, major research of

v

- more than l 700 puplls 1n twenty hlgh schools 1n Alberta..}:

‘,'The questlonpalre was vallgated%by four types of verlfica—iﬂ

”tlon' content valldlty, face valldlty, factorlal valldlty,

3 - . . . L
- A g \ B . .

' . LU e "
.. AT -
e o o e A A U o, D .
- . B

' 126Henry—Kolesar,'“An Emplrlcal Study df Cllent : : :
: ©" . Alienation  in‘the-Bureaucratic Organlzatlon"»(Ph D Thesrs, - BRI
"‘f'“Unlver31ty of Alberta, 1967) : . SR

. . . :
[ . . [ N
. o, f s . Do o o . o oy




.number of part1c1pants.“-m_

and construct validity.

'The\instrument consiste of sixty Likert-type items
which are distributed in five suh—tests. The.sub—ecales
are-constrnct to measure Seeman's.five alienation dimen-
sions: powerleqsness, meaninglesgness, normlessness, isola-
tion, and_self—estrangement; The grand total of the sub-
tests}‘ecores gives a "total alienation score." Scoring

procedures are summarlzed in hppendlx G._

The questlonnalre was changed to the past tenSe and

questlon 6 was sllghtly modlfled to sult the- questlonlng of

'the dropout . The result lS presented in Appendix H} It

\

" ~
was admlnlstereq,to the dropout part1ClpantS; The orlglnal

instrument was used_dith the.non—dropout participants. -This
is contained in Appendix Iy

’ ’ . ‘\
Use of the Instruments

The Interv1ew Schedule for School Dropouts and the

'Pupll Attltude QuestiOnnalre were, then admlnlstered to a

-
" K

_dropout part1c1pant.ﬂ51nce the questlons were, for the most

s

.fpart, 31m11ar to those Whlch have been uSed in other studles,

»

B A ‘,'-.’ . . a ‘ v N \

L4

Some questlons were sllghtly changed after the first

'flnterv1ew in order that the 1nterv1ewer mlght ellc1t more

X

{specific answers.: Thls schedule was further modlfled whenj:'

’

‘t',after approxlmately flve 1nterv1eWs, questlons concernlng

family and perSOnal problems recelved 11ttle response..',

-lt\was felt lt was\not necessary o pllot them w1th a large‘K'

I s o = -

3

' v

\
‘tJ't

R
i

; ‘. !
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n-. "-.. \ "\... K
‘\%/, = ::' -
N
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fThls 81tuatlon alIOWed for further elaboratLOn of the
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Consequently, questions 36 and 37 weré droppsd from the
study. ' . [

These instruments provided the basic focus ‘and
structure of the data gathering procedure. A number of
specific questions &ere askeglof all ﬁgrticipants. Follow-
up quesflons were posed ‘to most participants. . The latter
prOVLded the opportUnlty to clarlfy any 1nformatlon
pr\v1ously grven.# The use of the personal 1nterV1ew

method proVed to be very helpful in thls 1nvest1éatlon.‘

i

'partLClpants answers, 1ncreas;ng the spec1f1c1ty of the

informatibnh - h s Col
The last source of informatipn,was'the cumulative
records of the dropout‘and student pérticipants.- Théy

were especially needed for the matching of the indivi@uals,

and supplied data on the following variables:

1. 'Sex of the student.

1

2. . Birth déte._ L
33 I Q. or educatlonai\achlevement.score.
4., Number of . grades -failed. \
5. Extra—currlcular actlv;tles.
_6.‘ Course of study.

'7{l_Number of-51bllngs.

et T

7

IR O

2:

c me e memgee s
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. III. DATA COL{LECTION

In January, 1975, the St. John's Roman Catholic

. . School Board, the largest in the Province of Newfoundland

N

and Labrador, was approached for permission to study the
high school dropout sitdation in the District. It was'felt

| ' . that the size of the District, - and the fact that it draws

'itsistudent clientele from a variety Of geographical and

N

‘: .7 : _socro economic backgrounds was a good focus for the . ".\&

/study.~ o L e ST Iﬁ'ulﬂ .
e _Permission.for the\studY'Was\granted (éée Apoendix

\ A), and a propoSal detelopedJ It\was later dec1ded that a

‘ matched group "of students Stlll in school was necessary ¢

— in order to validate the study This was checked with _ . i

" the Assistant Superintendent who was overseeing the éroject'

on behalf of the School Board .’ P -

A letter of: 1ntroduct10n was forwarded to all

b

pzﬁncrpals in the Dlsttlct by - thﬁ A551stant Superlntendent
Aprll, 1975 (see Appendlx B) ~Also, in Aprrl a meetlng

AT was convened wlth‘the,guldancé‘counsellors in.the School
. District, and they were preéented wrth coples of the

rﬁsaarch proposal 1nclud1ng the approprlate questlonnalre.,f
., \ N \. A

Durlng dlScuSSlon recommendatlons were Made by the coun--(;

sellors on the wordlng of a small number of questlons. -The'f

‘ Interv1ew Schedules were revrsed and approved\by the

Assrstant Superintendent 45ee Append;ces C and D)
\\/ : 3

-

IOt A



Interviewing : _ : ,

b ' Lists of students who had left school since

September, 1974; in Grades X and XI were. obtained from the < 3

five senior high schools involved in the study. A random
sample was chosen (see Table 1) from'each list of dropouts
collecteq. Initial contact was made bQ'telephone where

- p0551b1e. It was'difficult to get in contact with some of

the people 1n theé sample, and after at Least three aFtempts

PRy

K ‘ ) 4 ﬁfor each, alternatlves had to be chosen in flve cases.,

9 .3.j" L j Three and1v1duals who agreed to be 1nterv1ewed 1n1t1a11y

'w1thdrey at the last moment : Alternatlves for these were

) agaln chosén randomly Interv;ews w1th the'thrrty schcolof#'
- )

leavers and the matched group began in April, 1975 and con-

- cluded in late June, 1975,

N . " TABLE 1-

THE DROPOUT SAMPLE BY SCHOOL °
~ .

. . v ’ - . EN
_ e ‘Available = = . Sample
_$9h?o; - - N No.:of Cases ' Given

:~j'_g; Beaconsfield, ’-; . P “va] 27 5
T "Brother Rice R & I T
- B <0 - . "7

4

e Holy Heart of Mary T 30 o
3 f';\:ﬁ”gr St. Edward s (Bell Iéland) L, 18

) :jQOTAL f;';; T aese o st T e
" °f‘mt31 L el ApproR 208 Tl T
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1

Each dropout participant was asked tc choose the
place for the interview. A number of suggestions were made
by the intexviewer. This was done so as to interview the :

participant in' @s informal a situation as possible.
A

b .
The non-dropsuts were consistently matched on grade,

14

sclibol and s@x with the dropouts. ~The researcher and those

school personne involved tried to match the age and SRA

educatlonai achlevement scoresbﬁg\c<osely as p0551b1e., The

matchHed SRA soores vary-wlthln a~ran of plus or minus flve“

C
1

points. '_f.: -\ N
. S N S N cr
'WrittenApermission was soUght-an} receiﬁed from the:'

”‘parent(s) of each 1n-school partlclpan Xisee Appeﬁdlx E)

: &
One member’ of the non- dkopout group Who was to be 1nter— :
'S viewed had to be excluded from the itudy as she became a

,dggpout herself a few days before she was to be 1nterv1ewed.

P4
-

The tlmeAin the school year and the lack of compar:;}e

of;ndlviduals for the-control group in” thlS particuldr school

dld‘potlaﬂlow replac1ng thls student w1th another.

' J”' Most of the non—dropout part1c1pants were interv1ewed'.

. . 4”:" % '
in thelr respectlve schools. Tlme llmltatlons toward the

A}

end of: the school year/forced‘thls dec1sion. The Interv1ew”'

C ‘Schedule for Non- dropouts (see Appendlx D) was used w1th C .

i the co\ntro"l ‘?Aroup_ . : - ; .~.’. .
A -

The 1nt\rv1ews varled ln length from one and one—
sjﬂj quarter hours

/to‘approxlmately three hours each, w1th the

1;_ average helng two hours long ThlS was not due “to. any ba51c;.
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‘of the fifth school did not\give permission to yiew cﬁmula-

Survey Phase *

59

differences in the questions but to the length of answers
-by the respondents.

| Each interview concluded with the administration of
the Pupil Attitude' Questionnaires (see Appendiées H and I).
The participants were told to ask for further’ explanatlon j
of any statement 1n1the questionnaires which they 'did not’

understand clearly. Such explanations were given on a

numhdr of occasions. In'explaining any partidular statement

. the 1nterv1ewer trLed to be as unblased as p0551b1e SO as
notfto 1nfluence the part1c1pants., Each qhestlonnalre was
examlned on completlon t0 ‘ensure that every 1tem had recelved
a re5ponse. | ot Ao
.After the,interViews with the.dropouts had been com-.
pleted,'cumuiative retords were viewed to obtain the

necessary information contained therein. 'This was done for

four of the five schools in the study. The administration

tive records. Also, permission was given by ' the dropouts
: _ on P ,

.themselves to ;igok at their school records.

~ \
In the 1n1t1a1 letter ‘of lntrodgctlon sent to all

princ1pals by the A551stant Superlntende t, prlnCLpals had :

N . N\

been asked ‘to keep 1973 74 school reglsters for Grades VII*._
VIII and IX. Not all schools vere ln p033e551on of these

-]
reglsters., ‘It was then de01ded, ln'consultatlon with the

Asélstant Superlntendent, to determlne the dropout rate

A

P . e bt m e vns

(
\
I
!
'
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& another school in the same Dlstnlct In order to ellmlnate "'“

) 60

\

for these grades for the school year just ending—--September,

—

1974 to June, 1975. This, of course, meant that the months

of July and August, when students of this school year may

;
i
|
i
3

I's
have been deciding not 'to return to school in September,

1975, were not considered. -

\ Contact by telephone was then made with school
‘principals to ask them to save the school reglsters for the
1974-75 schoOl.yearr Arrangements were made to collect the _
registers £rom each school. The‘data?coilected.mere.tabde'.':gn'“

/'lated accordlng to the. format: shown 1n Table 2 =The'results‘

¢
of the survey phase are glven ‘in Appendrx K. N -
> .
\ TABLE 2 e
‘CALCULATION OF DROPOUT RATES
GRADES VII, VIII, AND IX
Enrollments  Transfers Max1mum No.of '
School Grade Sept/74 June/75 In Out Enrollment Drop-
’ ™ . outs

A

«
’ t . ‘ <
1 . . .

e

- Dropout rate = Number of dropouts
: . - Maximum enrollment
3 Lo

; L

The maxlmum enrollment Was calculated by subtractlng .
the number of students,trans;erred out of each class from ’
the sum of thg number of studeﬁts who transferred 1nto the
class and the September enrollment of the class.- Often the

students who transferredcnn:ofone school then transferred into::“'

%, - - SR T
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‘ _"MCGraw-HlIl Book company, 1970)

the possibility of including some students twice, it was
: .

* decided ‘not to include those who transferred out as part of

the maximum enrollment for each class.

Analysis of Data
‘Most of the data collected were -quantified and coded.

A nominal scale was used to code‘information, for ekample,

',the clasalflcatlon;of phrental occupatlons wag done ln four '

categorles and a‘numeral attached to 51gn1fy each category.~-'

.,"‘

;:The‘data were then punched on IBM~cards for further processeﬁ.f;,

ST e O

The fac111t1es of the Newfoundland and Labrador Com—

puter Serv1ces were used to conduct the statlstlcal analysxs..

>

A program called the Stat15t1cal Package for’ the ?oclal
7

Scierices was used to process the data. . Tables of nohinal

data, ‘uency dlstrlbutlons, contlngency tables and Chl-

square analysms were used té etermine’ the smgnlflcance of

the data collected.,-i~ SN :{}"

. . ’ . L o

N '/-‘_,'. .

127

Statrstlcal ‘Package for the’ Socxal Sciences (New York%_.

Noxman - H. Nle.;Qale H Bent, ‘and .. Hadlar Hull,_t:f;f?f"**

ek e g .

L
[ -
L
'
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\,///> The data ana1y51s is organlzed -in terms of the ques—

1_:Jschool 1s the SMbjeCt of the s;xth sectlon. . ",‘J;}‘“g5l“

'”ﬁ}of age and Grade XI.at,51

- ﬁ'g;and (2) recommendations made by dropouts and non-dropouts to-
"“fﬂflhelp allev;ate early school Ieavrngw-.= RN

CHAPTER IV ° )
N ' g
. DESCRIPTIONS AND ANALYSIS OF DATA

}' tlons posed 1n the statement of the problem (see p 3). The

l-‘

' first flve se\tlons of thls chapter deal in. turn w1th the
. N .

““fhfollow1ng areas: Sectlon I——1nd1v1dual factors, I--famlly

\

128

st TN

N ; 2
: communlty factors. ‘The extent to whlch alrenation 15 more

*a characterlstlc of dropouts than of students who remalh in‘

"I;;‘iNnIvIDUAL FAé&ois o DN

N . X C . e o N
. R . : ] - o ’< . R S . 3 “_ “
. T . o ’ R R . N
Age o ST S

In order to ascertain 1f dropouts Are older than 1s s,

f'normal' for the grade 1n whmch they were last enrelled, the

:f_date of blrth was obtalned for each.’ If a stuqent enters::h
T :'l \
fGrade I at the normal' age(of 51x years,,and 1s promfted

\ N N N .l

'n'regularly, he or she would reach Grade x at flfteen years R

.een years of age.ﬂ.;'; .
P N Son d

' “’\ k‘,‘ [N

N : 1281n the thlrd sectlon data on two‘bther questlons
t‘posed in. the: statement of ' the" .problem- are presented, due:.to-

_.their’ relevance: o ‘s¢hool= related factors., They “irclude? -
{(1). the reasons" dropouts g;ve for ‘leaving .schéol- prematurely,

p

“:fac;orsl III*-school factors, - IV— peer factorﬁ. and v--*};;';,-i-f

s N - P
- . NS 1 .

s e e




. ! : ral
Table 3 shows the’ ages of the samples of dropouts and

-

| '.,non-dropouts as of December 3l 1974

. ‘ ‘ - TABLE 3-

— | N . .

| AGE\AND. GRADE LEVEL OF QROPOUTS_ AND NON-DROPQUTS
| .. / \2 I g ‘ :

) - 12 . .

. . Grade X : o Grade XI
Age” . DF¢P°U§.' Non-Dropout pDerbut ~... Non=Dropout

AN - RS

Mfmfizﬁﬁ‘F of'5L3%w3f}“'fﬁmuil 7§“ﬂf;5%

12.4% - . R I

SoooUs0.0w T o 25008 L 50, 0%"fg3. 53.8% 0 .0

" J’ ‘314 A u:__~43;73,”;r 28! 6% .0 0?8?;;;‘
[6:3% R 14;3%J;'i 5:4%

. . ) -
e e e o
ve. - = ‘o eyl
R Do .

Cmome 00w Lmobyoy ;'mo.-os--" Cheeny

T
e LY . '." ’ ) . ' ~
CeT o e

i.:.". f_':f“ ' Only 12 4 per cent of the dropouts who left Grade X .
74 75 were ln the "normal" age range for that grade.,z'

v . incL
S F1;\§‘per cent were ‘one’ year older than'"normal" for Grade e R
<. . "" ; S . .
S x, and 37 6 per‘cent Were two or more years older for the fj-f=¢rv;. .
W ne T A . B R KU AL
S o ',~11aT-,::.’ - I".n,ﬂ“‘agl'wf e
l‘,': : '. , grade- v_ . ' L _." L .;'4.' Lo ) ‘ / \.‘,""" e :. L '—- Ly ”,. -:\ Y

s Those sample students who left Grade XI in 1974 75“ﬂ
SR .
showed ‘a dlfferent pattern wrth regard to age. A full 5@

; fﬂ~f . per cent of thosa 1nterv1ewed who dropped out ln Gra XI\:';if:qufﬂ i

—_
3
-

normal" age for that‘gréde.;;ofw"h

o

con51dered at the'“

‘ ’~gfwou1d be

[

the GradeEXI grouﬁ, 28 6 per cent were one year older than'

IR : -3 .
,g"normal," and\il 4 per cent were: two or more years nlder

than one would’expect..”w
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A

It would be presumptuous to generalize from so small

. o . ’ 3

BN

a sample, but. in this case one can say ‘that of the Grade X,

v group. the ;ajorlty (87 5 peﬁ cent) were older than "normal" e N z
. for their grade: In the case of the Grade XI. group, 50.0 '( SR §
. e »péQ cent were above‘the "normal" age.range of srxteeh‘years; g_
ST S Slnce the non—dropout group was .matched as closel; as pos-: ‘|: ( ; 5
i' T ‘sxble on the a geﬁ varlable w1th thé dropout group, there N
4‘. C is no, velue to be obtalned frq@ comparlson of- the mlnor .
dlfferences T e ‘) - S | L
.y L L o _ M ' ) b
. ' Sex T : : Coon | R
The schools‘ln the school dlstrlct studied ere some— ‘ 3
’ what unlque in that two of ‘the five hlgh schools are all-
" L male, and one is all-female.' Since random samples>;f drop—
6;_'i,;' v outs and. non-dropouts(were chosen w1th1n each school in.
nv T order to ensure representatlon from each the éroportlohs of BRI
,i%b}fb.' L males and females in- thlS study may not be. repreSentatlve of a
' the1dropouts by actual dlstrrbutlon by sex. Table 4 shows - g :

N o
'

. . \ N
o c the dlstrlbutlon of the dropout and non—dropout samples\ ' N
I ’ e N S B g ) .
A x SR R ST OO e T

'-E n C . A to C T i : 1§ I
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Educational Ability

e E%ucational ability was measured by SRA High School

. \ . .
Placement Tests (HSPT). This series of tests is used by
! v . ~ , :
schodls for purposes of general selectlon, placement, group-
L A 1ng, ldentlflcatlon of superlor students, 1dent1f1catlon of

pupfis w1th special 1nstruet;ona1 needs, and the evaluatlon_

.. . . . ‘—\
I aof ach:Levement-\l-?'-9 :‘ :'; L

s ’ . . . bl

-Tﬂe sixty- 1tem educatlonal ablllty test, whlch 1s-5

o - part of the HSPT, 1nc1udes four sectlonsii wotd reasonlng,
el O x ,

axlthmetlc reasoning, verbal analqgles,“and numbef reasoning - o
(number series). Neidt, in The Sixth Mental Measurements

. 'Yearbook contends that "this test appeers to be a satis- .

- ’ -factory measure of general scholastlpzaptltude. Kuder-
i _ . Richafdson‘formula id'reliability isf%epogted as .89 (n.= \

521) and test-retest rellablllty as .91 jn = 55) Derlved R

‘ﬁscores on the edﬂcatlonal ablllty test are expressed as -

S 0's.00 .;:}%';ﬁ : S Lo

The SRA scores obtalned for the. partlclpants Were N

asure, 51nce thls was the only- onefh q"{-;

._t;eated as.an;I.Q.;

S ievailable”forralli'art1c1pants. Table 5 shows the mean a%d S R

;- AT standard devlatlon for the avallable HSPT educatlonal ,';~‘Nm, :* A

O AU : oo R
BT ‘55ﬁiitgescores ﬁor both the dropout and non dropout QIOHPS-';ﬂ PN

| h z. . .‘,\ :- ‘\:\*f -‘_‘” \‘ * ‘, \'" TRV . '“. (\ PR s “a _:I’:‘_' R

N N SRR A

R lngharles 0. Neldt, "SRA ngh 5°h°°l Placement Test, FERIRS
SR The Slxth Mental Measurements ‘Yearbook; Oscar 'K, Buios,. L

gen..ed. (NeW'Jersey The Gryphon Press, 1963 edm),'p. 92..‘j:;"
130 L, L
i

‘i '-.:'?

. . . .. Lt oo, .
T T e e e T ot S i gt PV
o T N .




- . Sample Group

) 315 O per cent of the I Qs. are 1n the 80 to 89 range, thlS‘

'*lg}[per cent of scores are 100 or'above.; 1Le ln thlS sample

.Table 6. was constructed It con51sts of a comparlson of

‘the dropouts educatlonal abidfty scores w1th a normal dlS—

fgroup ‘Of dropouts have\39 3 per cent of thelr SCOres 1n that

Q‘Y* N
,@range.' Agalﬂ accordln to a normal dlstrlbutlon v 5: _“Sf'_fj :

ﬂonly 25 O'per'cent have scores of 100~or more.; One can con*if3~
i"ﬂclude then that this sample of dropouts does not have a f

”fnormal dlStrlbutlon of I;Q

~N N | ' 66

TABLE 5
EDUCATIONAL ABILITY OF DROPOUT AND NON-DROPOUT' 5AMPLES
| -
Educational Ahility

e o

: . Standard, : . S
. A - Mean X Deviatio A (N) ; R BAREP
Dropout = | . 93.714 " 14.419 - (28)* o
. .Non-dropout'hs . 933000 | 14.340 7 (28)** !
’ 5. R | i
*Two scoges not avallab o e
**One score not avallab e. e ‘ -

-
T . ,
. In order to compare the educat;onal ablllty of the

dropout group wath a normal dlstrlbutlon of I Q scores,

-trlbutlon\of I Q. scores.131 : N ‘ ﬁ.’* - g' Y

o The table shows that whlle, normally, approx1mately

X _'.

.

L. ST
-\.v‘ : . . TN v

)” [ . l

scores, and that they tend -

hdent Wlthdrawals
s{pn No._l( 1968);:




e er . .scoRES U .l

T 80-89 . 90=99  100-109  110-119. 120+ _ (N)
. a .o oy - . . . ‘ = Cae . i -t

- T

" 39.3% 25, 0%:-, 10078 0 . 3Uss ¥ 10.7% (28)
132.4% 28, 6%, U 10.7%. 3 10.7% . (28)
5.0 722 5% . 23.7s% 12.0% (2904)

i .
o ~

L9
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‘ * . *
Again, non-dropouts were matched with'drop0uts closely »
2 s . . o
on this variable, hence the reason for little differences on

’ ?heztéble; . . S

,jSelf Assessment of Ablllty ' o
R "?—ﬂ.
o When asked to assess themselves in terms ‘of how capa—
-~ . .‘.'1 \\
_ N
,,ble they felt they were ln comparlson W1th thelr classmates,.

B 'only 6.7 per qent of the d opouts but ZZ 6 per cent of ‘the
;)/(’fh” | "dnon-dropouts-felt they were'gfpable of d01ng "a”ilttle .
.better" than thelr classmates.'qu the other hand, sllghtly
¥ more dropouts than non dropouts, 33 3 per cent as compared

v N b -t \ -

with- 24 1 per cent, respectlvely, felt they were ra llttle"'

S, 'behl " the class 1n thelr sub]ect ablllty In both dropout
:-and non- droﬁaht groups, the largest percentages, 60 0 and o
48 3,.respect1vely; thought they were capable of d01ng |

o Lt e "about the same as" the magorlty 1n thelr class.i Table 7

i ‘ -..\_,,1 x . e S ) s . xJ :
_ ' ‘:Tfsummarlzes the flndlngs.'.jg;,3};f,jﬁfzbfg'j L \' -w:ﬂgﬁ
E g N 25},:.';n,ﬂ:w:P s R

N

‘DISTRIBUTIbN OF THE ASSESSMENT OF ABILITY BY

MEMBERS OE‘ 'I'HE SAMPLE GROUPS P
RN . . T .' S o \ SRS

¥ T o 3
-,---selfJAsSesSmént SRR -’

A thtlé T A LitTe: ;;-~=f'
Better 'risaT?.‘i; Behlnd ;:}N)

Q

'”"j,bropouts/;;,,,
ff?NOn-dropoutf‘gin

-

64, f},.A 48.3% . 28 1% (29Yf"

g 7% ,‘j;fso 0% & 33\3% L (30)

JTJCh;-squa:e = 4;6138,7d8'="2,7 " = '*f”}ﬁfhlrgggtf*ppx |
(Not szgnlflcant at t?e 05 level) P

1 .
o e S b

B
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|
| : Career Aspirations / ;
ke : ) & ;
| Table 8 shows the career plans of the dropout and }
, the nonl.—d'rOpout participants iﬂ this study., Plans were {
| N N - ' . - .
. categorized under the hea'dings of:. Spec.ific, Vague, or %
o T
.None. If the part1c1pant stated one partlcular ch01ce and f
~ oo :
. appeared defl\nlte abbut 1t thls response was categorlzed N i :
[ BN ."._under "Spec1f1c." If he or she” sald for example "Well . '4\\‘ o
. I'a l:Lke to be a secretary or somethlng « « <" then this _ .!
. "fwould be placed in the "Vague" a,tegory. If no su'gge'sti_ons
. "-w‘ere made at all, and on further questioning none were forth- -
Lo coming, then such a response. would be categor-ized "None," v L
- A large majorlty of both groups, 73 J per cent of
. ' /
' the dropouts and 96 6 per cent of the non—dropouts, had .
" B specific 'plans for their future careers Nevertheless, 26 6 . '
per cent of the dropouts as” compared to only 344; per cent
-~ o, of the non dropouts had eJ.ther vague or no career plans‘ at ' -
. e . ’ . . -' * . . .o '
e 3 all N S
. o ' - . :’-‘, . . = ' . . . - " [P
e e e ’I‘ABLE 8. N
N ) PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF, THE CAREER PLA_NS OF )
P S DROPOUT AND. NON—DROPOUT GROUPS e s
. T 'S Pl T e s A T
e T igampie Greup f C ol aree aps’ L ULl e Clne
¥ IS AR ..?--‘“"TW*E:.’F‘,’?’,P,,-':'-:_' "SPelelC\\ Vague_ Frone =, S|
30 N Dropouts B 'j ; 73o3% _' 13 ;% %13 3% . (30) W S
‘ RSN '-,' an-dropouts N 'J_ 96 6% 3 4% 0 0%  * (29) B w

S

.Chi-squarew 3 8186, df 2., ;
_(Not slgnifﬁant at. hs level) 5

'''''
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When direﬁted more specifically to particular types 4

v - ! : . b

‘of careers they mi'ght Choose, ‘the dropout and non-dropout ™

group showed futther dlfferences Table 9. summari'ze‘é the

specmf:.c areas mentloned‘ by the partxcmpants.' Fou J.nd:L— o

v1duals, or\13 3 per cent of the drOpout group, asplred

toWard a professmnal or busmess career, whereas sllghtly
( ’ mo(re non—drogouts, 20, 7 per cent, looked forward to thls RTV
type of career. o .j“‘ ' o _ .\\_‘ .
I\ L \ o e ‘*;“ 2 "" I ! ,
\ . A majorlty of both groups stated a preference for a

career in the trade or serv1ce J_ndustry Flfty per cent' © \:

of the - dropouts and 72. 4 per cent of the non dropouts were
e

consudermqj thl%\ cho:Lce. : ] N . -
. ¢ 0 T \ .- . l N .
Tw;a noteworthy*da.fferences can be seen in classiflca- .

. . ’ N . ‘,‘.. L

K %&nd 5 of Table’ 9. Whlle 16 7 per gent of the drop--":

'

- . o outs “asplred toward a career in the armed forces or ollce,
' KN . o

I - none of those who had stayed 1n school suggested th'_" pos--.

o JSJ.b:qu.t.y. EVen w1th euggestions made, 10 0 pe?: cent of the S '-—'

_ droB‘but, group stated they were cons:LderJ.ng no" spec:tflc
e .. - T
. S careerf ik Thls ¢ontrasts w:Lth the non—dropouts, all of\ whom :,

i : R
had at least one ch01ce or, preference. : Whlle Table_ 9 1nd1— SRR

L take up that career. On the other hand 93 per cent of the"

o o0 Y A N ST A pera ot
[N




—Y, .- . ! Ty, - / ' _\ .\
[ _ - -‘/- ) . " >
Oty | CEDIE
J. 3 v p
P , N TABLE 9
L ¥ . .
g j‘sPERCENTAGE OF PARTICIPANTS IN EACH SAMPLE. GROUP
P - -mf;-'*‘SELECTING VARIOUS CAREER CHOICES
¥ B AL . /
» . c - ',;, B '_ ‘,‘- ; v » '."'.

-a:“ NN Types ofzcareers Eélng.cbggidgred-

PR BS I / - Ar%ﬁd-_‘ . A
'=?rofessxonal/-',Trades/ Clerital/- - - Forces. -, 5 .
<7 ,Business’. '“;iSery;qghli ‘Houseduties & Police . None  AN)

-/

SUsa0v Lol o 16.7% T 10.0% C (30)
L T eyt .o © 0. 0% ' -'0.0% - (29)

“Chi#square’ =" 5858, af = 4.
"(S:Lgm.f:.cant \!s\ oskleveI)

ce%
1

1L
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‘ the dlfferences are not statlstlcally s:z.gqlflcant‘ and _ B { '
f

- I . .

thejr carcer choices. “Table 10 shows that slightly more

dropouts th'a“n non~dropouts had either beeﬁ consi_deiing a

career ,ofx'ly,, during the past school year (1974-75), or were

.'not co'nsi-dering a éareer at all. 'I‘he reversg> is true of
-\ . ’A\-y .o ':‘z

those copSLderlng careers for more than two, years However, S

Ty
@ﬁeanlngful conclusn.ons are hard to make.

- . . . 4 R
. B . s Y

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION (028 THE LENGTH OF TIME PARTICIPANTS
HAD BEE‘.N CONSIDERING A CAREER BY SAMPLE GROUP

" o
P

. éﬁbie I \ : Length of Tlme
Group’. -Past year .or . One to Lor;ger than - (N)-
o .. - not -at-all- - ‘two years two years .

;I‘*,,,' ~

Dropouts 400% SRR ' 367% T 2338 '(3.0')
31,08 v 37.9% J31.0% . . (29)

Non—dropouts '

.\' t e r—— . T

: N i A = — R
Chi-square .66181, df =2 R L
(Not Slgnlf\lcant a}: 05 level) o o RTINS

Le:.su::e Tlme ; i L .

.': As :Lndlcated 1n th'is table, sub-

.,I‘\
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. -:elther group reported spendlng the majorlty of: thelr non- S '

. ,schoql -hou-rs at\home.

Sample - '
. Group. ' 1 2

| 73 ¢

while attending school. The majority of both groups spent
leisure time at sports oxr socializing, with-more of the

dropouts than non-dropouts peing in this category . Many .

~of. these said. they spent tlme "wn:h frlends Very few of

TABLE 11 TN

o PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF REPORTED LEISURE TIME

A ACTIVITIES BY SAMPLE - GROUP

"Rep,or‘ted Activities During Non-School Hours
= . —

. Part- tlme

Emplgyment ;

Soc:.al & . Mainly- at -
Sports ) home

. Non-dropaiits "',"'.6'2.']_.-,?%‘ . a 4% LUl (29)
- . . . . . N T .- Lo :
Chl-square s 5, 22665 df = 2 e
(Not 51gn1flcant at .05 level) R

E .-_v"Value of Educetlon ; ‘ ‘ L I?
T . \ i : . . T,

'I‘he 1nd1v1duals partic;patlng :Ln the study were asked

o -., ‘- e ’_\ -V'.- '~'.
' E.""_._-_,:Lf they felt tﬁ‘t gettmg a hlgh school educatlon Was valu-" '

T
.1-.

L :f-"able for everyone. . The vast majonty of both groups (86 7

béi—ﬂ-?e:ﬂj:,“bf_-.t'-ﬂé-.:dfo'pd‘uts:.: and 86.2:perx \cén’,t;_,bf-"jth‘e._."nbﬁ_.-’-.. SIS

e

P




Summary . , o
The "individual" factors which may have influenced
the people 'in thlS study to leave schogl before graduating

generally followed results found 1n prev:.ously conducted

r

' grade. Though theJ.r I. Qs. fell 1n1;o a lower than "normal" FENY

E studles. The. maJor:Ltywof dropouts were over aged for the.l.r' - T j
. , ?
: dlstrlbutlon \ the: majority of dropouts dld not appear to .- I

§

have a negatlve self- J.mage. Two- thlrds felt they co/uld do
as well or. a 11ttle better than the others Ain theJ.r class. S

_'I‘hJ.s\ f:mdlng 1s s:.mrlar to that of the Coleman. report on SN

~

comparlsons of academlc self- concept between Negroes and

s
\

whites i the Unlted States. "In general, the classmates

of Negroes (most of whom were Negroes themselves) scored

-

about as high or even hlgher than .the classmates of whltes ~

,,J.n academlc self-concept.,"l;}2 SN Ve oL
; . \~‘ N, . . . .. . - F )
A comparlson of dropouts and non-—dropouts w:.th regard o
' 4. . Y 3 i
’to career plans showed some distlnct dlfferences. Whlle e
s "

26 6 .per cent of the dropouts had vague or no anreer plar\xs,'-,:

only 3.4 per cént of. the non—dropouts were so J.ndeflnlte

.about their futures ' The groups also dlffered as to the

:,..'»5\ e ” A
types of careers they wanted For“example,”Whlle 16 7 per co
cent of the dropouts wanted-*a car;-:er J.n he armed forces orl SOOI N

..ar-

:polrce,nhone ogﬁ the non—-dropouts aspJ.red to thlsu type of

e “a. 133James S. Coleman.}et al; : juallty 'of'Eduoational
ortunlt (Washlngtoh Dyt Natxonﬁ.‘ Center for Educa—"-
E. opa I Statiatlce, 1966)" 202 o A T 1_, )
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of tlme the groups. had been cons:.derlng these careers, with

non-d;ropouts cons;dering the:.r future prOSpectS a little B
E . ,longer than dr0pouts. :.;. : el D P
oy WJ.th regaid to r;eported lelsure ta.me act1v1t1es, the‘.':'

i. o~
non—dropouts spent more time . 1n part-tlme jObS than aid the

L +

drOpouts.' Most of the dropouts reported Spendlng non-sohool

“hours 1nvolved 1n sports or soca.al“ aCthltleS. ‘

=3

o Though the majorlty of dropouts d.‘l_d not appear to

.be mterested in attend:n.ng a reg\ular school at: thlS tlme,

co T .'over 80 \per cent of the dropouts and non—dropouts felt a -

ha.gh school\ educatlon was’ valuable for everyone. . Although

1t cannot be stated statlsta.cally, t.he lnc0n51stency between '
I o _

the dropouts .xvalue of & hlgh sdhool education and H':Ls or

her leaving school appeared to have been founded on an’ SRt

N 1nab111ty to c?pe any longer w1th 'school' Anxlety to -‘get "’-'_f!-f.- "

o

e ?

k o a job, to be free from a .srtuatlon ln whlch they seemed Ino’(;

to be succeed:.ng, o:; even a" lack of understandn.ng of. what' .

\ .Q,f'v.

; NN was happenlng to them, seemed to be the reasorusﬁ'why they

4T chose to 1eave.' Ma.ny of them understood the ;Eact ._ at ;theyf E

SEI
mght not get ahead as qu:.ckly or succeed w:.thout this eduta-‘. Ly
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groups of fathers w1th regard to the proPortJ.on complet

¢ h 3
. o II.  FAMILY-RELATED FACTORS ‘
~ ! T - s - o . ". . . e Co N _",T,"'-' .
Parental Schoollng o ;:-; ‘,.. i IR ,‘_' _.'_j..l. '._' ._..-‘. C N :
s ) i..’, ‘.. “ \,
R “‘ — \‘ ’ Lo ‘3 - P . B Con
R than fathers of dropouts\ 7 Half of the for:mer completed PSSR R T
R - only Grade VfII ox\.' leSS, whlle only a. thJ.rd of the latter ek A
A ,'./were ln thJ.S category Similarly, about thce as many oﬁ . BRI AL
L BT the non-dr&pbuts" fathers had attended hlgh school How-. : SR !
‘ " 0._ o S K A i ) S 1 i -J«:.j .
S ever, there was no substantla.l dlffei:ence bet\veen the tvL S N ERR

S R L

)

hlgh School x -:" . ;_ “',,_‘U PN

i Schoollng
R _:-ngh school
\ ;gradua tJ.on
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Whlle one mlght expect the -parents, of drOpouts to ‘ '

"show only l:l.ttle encouragement for their’ chlldren to remaln

_.1n' school 1t J.S also possa,ble to argue.)tllmet- parents with' -l' co
o .'llttle or no 5cﬁoollx?fg themselves wJ.ZLl try to compensa.te'for : R

.. g : ;-'thls'by encoux;aé ng %henl.r sons and daugﬁvte'rls 1-10 complete at .
| .,': s N 'least hlgh s.dcvho: o There 1s some suPPOrt for both Iar;;umemts ‘ " ’ = g
'._‘: ‘./J.n the 1Tterature,l?3.,—3.althOugh the 1atter QY}é nay ~be opera- *;, ,“"' ;
| ae ,: P o tJ.vé among the parents and* students Of ';‘..hJ.S study.”-_.-._-,". - ’ ‘ '
g - ., . - . D Table 13 descrlbes the ;nothers' schoollng fc;lr bOth t '- '
o o groups. The educatlonal attamment leve’ls are. almosii Identl- °
ST - eal, w1th lefs than 25 pex cent of 'the. mothers of -both groups
hav:.ng grad_‘,-,l.‘at:,ed from hlgh schOOl ,,v ,“ ) e S R T
v L e e - \’ TABLE\ 13 L R
e e -compmxsou OF" MOT\ERS' scaoor.mc FOR THE SAMPLE GROU?S Lk

Grade\ViII Somé hlgh ngh school . :
:..0r 1ess schoo\t graduatlon “(N)“"‘

I

(28) x
(27)\**

42, 9%, 35 7%
40.;/% 37 0%

unknoWn observat:.oﬁs.
unknmm observat:.ons. :

e Ibid., p.< 186 an p
The qupou ~ Causes and Cures. pp..,'

192 ax_;d Luclus Cervantes.
"98.:. - .
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Parental Occupations . ' \ , <

N The fathers' OCCUpﬂtlons, as stated by the respond- i
ents, show an interesting pattern As was the case with "
fathers' schooling, it is the non- dropout group which has

the highest percentage of manual, seml—skllled, or unem-

ployed fathers. On the-other.hahd,Jmore-of\tbe'dropouts' ' }

_had fathers in professional occupations, and fathers who ‘

. N f - . -'\" . I . . '. . . v_ ‘ - .' ) T . B

, 'I'ABLE 14 .:I EE / a
« .- . ‘ vr» P Y . ' . O g o -
‘ PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF FATHERS OCCUPATIONS P ;,Q--'f.'ijg"v

S UL SER I BY SAMPLEGROUPS.. - .« | ,:-n;*,-';-;-_~ o
:"'_5:" .-.‘ -'.""l_',l-'i . ,',-:" v* e ' - .‘“ \ L. . . RIS ', ; - .I' , 'h‘
R S s L Occupatlon -
‘ ' ¢ L ¥k . Manual, Semi-

Sample BT . White °  skilled oY T e
Group - _ -ITProfessignal Collar ‘Unemployed - (N)

, . Dropout 32,08 ¢ 20.0% . 44, 0% C(25)rRk E
~° .. Non~-dropout .  18.5% - 2063  C51:8% . (27)%k#» o

N\

S Chi- square = l 4091, af’ = 2, n'
z ' R (Not 31gn1f1cant at 05 leVel)

\ :
' I -*[; Includes téchnlcal, 1arge/small buSlness ownersk""
. © . managers.:’ o . . _
o ~ .** = Tncludey, clerlcal, sales/serv1ce, house dutles, S o g
E ST ..skilled. s R
: . %% = Five fathers of dropout group were deceased Vo o \
3 CoEEkRR = Two fathers of non—dropout group\were deceased

ke : T o ,'~” Mothers' occupatxon.dlffers ouly 1n one. respect.ﬂ_ o
v \ N o s \ o . IR |
I S - Whlle the vast majorlty of both groups are 'housew1ves i N

v P :
about 10 per cent of the mothers of non—dropouts are. engaged

. e

ST, y AT ‘ LT
SV ﬂ(ln professxonal occupatlons. Co ; !- B .:'\-
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Foo TABLE 15 ’

.vg'
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF MOTHERS OCCUPATIONS
BY SAMPLE GROUPS

N \
\

SN

Oocupation - ' o
VAL — —
1% White - ..3kkk .
Professional JCOllar . Manual, Ny

Sample Group

N

- . . f . ' . c

L

‘Dropouts . ,",I;' 030% n-f,- lbO;O%-f'. 0. 0% Cé7if**;t

"-\“‘5.‘ -':""\ .

R o . . H v . ."‘\
Chl square 3 3575 df‘—jz
(Not sighlfxcant at 05 level)

'“ *IncE%des technlcal, large/small bu51ness ownqrs/
a managers.,,*;- .
**Includes clerlcal, sales, serv1ce, house dutles,‘ ,
: ”.skllled R R R
o **¥Includes seml-skllled and unemployed n S
****Three mothers of dropouts were deceased. L
*****One mother of non-dropout was deceased g T

' Famlly Status - o R *ﬂﬁ_.”, ‘i; _ }; : ','_nl

."2; One 1mportant flndlng revolved around the dlfference
W)

1n the famlly status of the tw0 groups (Table 16) ) If both

'f parents were 1iv1ng anq_in the home w1th thelr famlly, the

1

status was consadered '1ntact' ) All other varletles of

.,ffamlly relatlons (one or both paregts deceased, parents

.

. fseparated, etc ) were consxdered 'other" Alnwst 90 per

v

7,cent of the famllles of nonvdropouts were 1ntact', whereas

0 2 . 3(. . L]

[

"1ntact"status of many dropouts'\famllles was~the death of

oqe parent

Non—dropouts . - 10.7%, | 837 0.0% (28)kkx .

\ .

'gonly 60 0 per cent of the dropouts‘ famllles were lntact'"'-*\

i Tables LA and 15 suggest that the reason for the non-'ﬁ"lf”" ;

DA S

*J "';: W




. »-:."'Chl-square =, 5 3649 df"’. -
'-}‘:(Slgnlflcant:at the 02 level)’

o oy

." v Dropouts L

'-"{f.'groups. B o . -' REEEEE TR

. Sample Group . . o

Ch1-—-square : 0 0650, df\= .l.. -

S \ SN TABLE 16" L
STATUS OF FAMILTES FOR . THO: SAMPLE GROUPS
Ry : Jan e *

[ . A

| Status

ls'ali'rllp\.l.e.l Groub T '-‘I.n't'act._ . .. .Other - . (N)

Dropouts 3 o 60.0% . - 40.0% 0 (30)
.Non-dropm.\ts o 9Ty 10438 (29)

. S '.\'-'.
B '.“' L ' !

- f'.stant;al dlfference 1n the s:n.zes of fam:.lles of the two

R ,)»,:' -~ [ . ' "1
. . . . .

| -~ TABLE 17
o MEAN NUMBER OF SIBLINGS BY SAMPLE GROUP

iy

1 e . . - _-'- -,
RS ] A S SN

. :‘.::of the dropout and non dropout groups.._ There 1s no sub-'

Sex of S:Lblmg

R

Mean numberb . Mean: number N
of brothers of sn.sters

v \

Non-dropouts o 3\3 L

PARaRIEES - - . .- . N . ;' . .
.o Tl I 5 - S s e ey

.;... AT

(Not s.1gn1f1cant at 05 level) »
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schooﬂk Whlle 20 0 per cent of the dropouts Had been the
youngest members ln thelr famlly, only 6 9 per cent of the'”ﬁ

non—dropouts were ln thlS category On the other hand

A

6 7 per cent of the dropouts and 6 9 per cent of the non- »'n

~

dropouts were the oldest 1n the famliy.f The vast maJOrlty llTV:'“

1n both groups were nelther oldest nor/youngest..: - o f{l AR

A .

":.". PN _' N .' e . , N _ . |

TR L 55: i":-\' . R ';)' . f”f Lt fﬁ:*:‘-"' e
;;i['-',g" T'f' o TABLE 18 -m"izﬂ:f;‘;j'“:':f < \

= BIRTH ORDER BY SAMPLE GROUP 1

,“w:f R :J_ ﬁxt',lh$“ njw;ﬂ .;puzhigmln:;
R " Birth Order oo

L:i}séhéiéﬁéfdﬁﬁ,yhjﬁk'ry§ﬁ§SéSt-,‘NM;dd;e‘ Oldest';»:(ﬁt;“@[;ﬁi'f?

Dropouts %,i,,ﬁfu zo (T 73 3% 6 7% f&i (30)
Non-dropoutsje“"" 6 9%'55 ..... 86 2% T 6 9%

B .: ‘ --‘.'i‘".' nln"

\ .' .. . : . - ..'~-." : '_.. o ' '_:~ ; L ’
‘Chi*square =72 17516, ag =2y | F'fIF'EJQ::'}.;rﬁ 5'-“J\5f9'§*'?”
(Not sxgnlflcant at 05 level) rﬁyﬁ-?g f':Qﬂ,alf_ A

't'.
.

Slgnxficant dlfferences were found 1n the number of

"ellglble 51blings who had themselves been dropouts. fforfﬁz“fQ37ﬂt.

\the purpose of thls*study, 'ellglble 51bllngs are-fhose

Vv "\

brothe&s ‘oL sisters who are at least fourteen years of age

L

and who have left school before graduatlng from Grade XI,

r?ble 19 shows that whlle only 30 0 per cent of the drop—';f.flﬁz5ﬂ‘ez

,"1 outs had had nq ellgzble brothers and/or srsters leaVe

ﬂl-x.

school early, a much higher proportlon,_67 9 per cent, of

:--- Tl

the non-drOpouts had no one drop out of school of the

,51b11ngs who had left 1n the dropout\group s




o

KU
L Ve
. ' .
i

."\'?.'-

a total of 39 9 .per cent\ had two or more brothers or s.:.sters .
% - . \ v [P Ly “‘»‘.'.'.,:..'-l. '

. only 14 3. per cent had had one ‘brother or 51ster leave,“"

or more brotners and/or s:.stets leave- (see Tab\le\ 19)

' Non-dropout 67 9% 14.»-3% 7 1% 3.6%; 3 6% 3 a% o (28)%

e *One J.nd:n.vrdual w:.th no ellgrble brothers or 51sters.,,-‘u R

reactlon, or perce:.ved reactlon to thelr children s dec;rs:.on

'.. "': s ‘ .1. ' .. /
o N : '.1'
! - '. N RS AT A »e
“\ . . ,
u .

\famlly, 30 0 per cent had had one s.1le.ng leave schooq.
ST

drop out, : In .cont\rast to thrs, 1n the non dropout gr0up,-'

b

and

T

“a total of 1‘7 9 per cent o'r' the non—dropout group had two o
. st - . TABLE 19 Co e - ey,
DIST,RIBUTION OF ELIGIBLE SIBLINGS WHO "DROPPED OUT" -

'J_._ OF SCHOOL BY SAMPLE GROUP LTI AR

) 1,-; --“1

"f“f\".. R Number of Ellglble slbllng'ﬁ who Left
- R I Tt D SReY M- e

.

oot '. .
e

Dropout S 30 0% 20,08, 20 0% 1. 35 133873, 3% '('-3‘(')_f):j....-._i-ii‘

._\‘.\ - ~ : 'i-‘.,"

Chl-square : 9 23652 df =5, AN
(Not s:.gmf:.caint at .05 level)

-

Parental Encouragement j\-.'- RS K

Whenwasked 1f thelr parents encouraged them to stay

\.~,‘ .

.. 1n school most ‘1nd1v1duals replled affrrmatlvely.u Over 90

‘\_ .«,

' per cent (93 3 per cent) of dropouts parend;s gave encourage—a?

p ment as dld 100 0 per cent of ';.the parents of non—dropouts. . .o

“ ..‘,

hough the vast majorlty of parents appear .to, have

encouraged thelr chlldren to stay J.n school thelr reported

A
. .‘

to leave school was not so unanlmous.,. Table}ZO 1ndicates :




f.".".-__'".'such as a trades schooL In 30 0 per cent of the cases,

'-:"1;., "j':_-'dropouts reported that their parents dld riot spec.xfy any

TR Y. v ,." 1
SN .

,.. o “ : ) '—l.{. " . - \';A: ' I-' :.'. a’ - ;”
, P o . I‘ . ‘L .

I ’ L . R S
"‘_-','.:I'.that 13 3‘ per cent of Zhe dropouts Eelt thelr parents were
o R A -
4 _ ‘q., . AT \
' of the non-dropouts felt* thelr parents would be "}'(ery /
'_'.;‘upset' .1f they dec1ded to leave., In addltwn, 26 7 per
‘.'_" . B . i_“ ,’ N
- cent of the dropouts stated that thelr parents appeared

. N \ .
PR !

. satlsfled' W1th thelr leaving, but only 6 9 per cent of

.‘... ,.‘

TS Pt ‘TABLE 20 \

-4PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION oF PARENTAL REACTION oR~7'
PERCEIVED REACTION TO LEAVING BY. SAMPLE GROUP '

¢ | N Lo Vo '

' Very: - .. somewhat 3 i
Sample Group u,pset_ . upset.’ Satisfled (N).}.;-"

SRS SEN -.lﬁ. N AN P

Caenlpedt T e '"";;_.;_ :
Chl square 23 399 df = 2,‘, :

(Slgnlflcant at’ 001 level) : 'f"*- i o / L

K ,;.'.-:._Parental Value of \Educatlon

.xl"' R - ~When dropouts were asked what their parents wanted

. :-them to do when they 1eft schocl 43 3 per cent sald they

. s < . |
' ;-'-;,‘we/ve encouraged to attend another educatn.onal lnstltutmn

¢ .

: _';'__d::}:)ectlon, whlle the remalnlng 26 7 per cent of parents

o ;-‘wanted to see thelr chJ.ldren go_ to work. Nonﬂdropouts were

"',"-'very upset' by thelr\f"leava.ng school, whereas 75 9 per cent

‘ .-"the non—drop&its thought thelr parents would be satlsfled'

f ..:. ) L o . . - ] s, -

-q IR : . Parent 1 Reactlon or Percerved Reactlon -

Dropouts 13 3% L. .60.0% T 0 26 7% ..f,(3g').,_.’-'-’:-‘.fJ'-'

B , Non-dropouts - 75 9% ”_, 172% '. 61 9% \(29)r

.“"_..‘..‘; l,




. not asked what dlrectlon thelr parents had glven them for

S

TP

. S L R ciea R N N
oo e ge, B \',

) T - S ' '
PARENTAL DIRECTION TO DROPOUTS ON LEAVING SCHOOL C . ’

) T T T T AN Percentage . (N)
AR ~1_)i'rec~jl;'iq1}'$ _"bp'._,.Lea_‘v.ji.rig, "S'c_ho"o'],' '..:'; of Parents LT

'_J;';':-:FI'Attend another educatibnal / , ..f S \ T
: _ "'_f",lnstltutlon e e DT 43 3%\ . (13)
LT 20 Gonte weRk )L L :-' . a8 ze 7%\ (8)

3. '.,.:'Parent or student dld not | ' _’A
‘-'specify AR L SRR 30 0% Ve .(9)'
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e The fJ.rst varlables to be conSLdered 1n relat:.on to T
O RANPL "";'_._‘the ‘family were parental schoolmg and occupat:.ons. ,‘Iﬁ

. - o
3 e

':"fatpers of dropouts,,., Flfty per cent of non-dropouts _;':“,j-,_' B ‘

- ::'-fathers had Grade VIII educatlon o_ '_Qess, whereas only 30 8

3 'per cen\t of the dropouts' father' were 1n thlS category

-;"'The' mpthers " schoolmg was alrhost J.dent:.cal for both groups. T
""S_The occupatlonal status of fathers reflected that for St

o ne
ol '."‘»John s as a whole the fathers of dropouts were sl:.ghtly
. " N

""more, 11kely to be professionals and sllghtly 1eSs 11k\e1y to

,.:be manual oz sem:.-sk:.lled laborers, \or to be unemployed. .

obvlous \reasons. ‘ Table 21 Summarizes thls 1nformatJ.on. T

TABLE 21 S T

f"general, 4athers Cof‘ non-—dr0pouts had less schooling tharr .,a
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famrlles.. . _' (

the dropouts had ne’ 'ellgihle brothers or: S1sters leave

: had no one J.n thelr famq.ly drop out of school..ﬂ 'I‘his factor

nl 8 5

P

O S B |
Whereas 90 per cent of the non—dropouts came from J.ntact' : GO L
homes," onl.y 60 0 per cent of the dropouts came from such' RS V;',;-‘""-. o U

Lo . L, . R Y RS Y
° - - ) - ~ L DL, e

"1.

Thec number of 31bl.1.ngs d1d not vary greatly between

:
. groups, and famlly s:.ze d1d not appear to be a srgn:.f:.cant B ;
1}

d:.fferentlatlng factor J.n thJ.s study._ However, .the dropout
group dJ.d have more brothers and 51sters ‘who. had left school RS

A I

before graduatlng from Grade XI Only 30 0 per cent of ,l L

' "' ‘ Lo, L
whereas 67 9 per cent of the, non-—’dfopouts had ;_'_: N

school early, j

"' ¥ A

may have had a stronq :Lnfluence on many of the early leavers.
. e T

Although drOpouts and non-dropouts generally stated

e

that their parents wanted them to stay J.n school, eéch group

felt their parents would or dld rea&;t dlfferently 1f the

students actualiy 1eft.‘ iny 15 3 per cent of the dropouts
A o

reported that the:Lr parents were 'Very upset' When they lefb,

whereas 75 9 per cent of the non-d:;opouts/thought that such

. v . o a N
an actz.on by/them- would make their parents 'very upset '-,- Ll
The non—drOpouts felt more parental pressure to stay 1n Ll ‘ R
- : . i .‘ Lo _\ ) . 'L,. PR ,
RN } v e _.' S
Z- \ .‘. ‘\ - . u

that thelr parents encouraged them to attend another educa-’ ’

tlonal 1nst1tution once \the drOpouts made thelr decls:t.on '
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C and
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a ‘and

'i";‘.".ex-students fel{: they were belng reta:.ned in

* 'i"-'_;fanfly) : :'.

r'"é'vla

_dis’i.n

1nte

l

dropouts : 5- .

;:ent‘

| appeallng to them, but they were certain they were not-

“'.","'s"lves gJ.ve for leavmg school early? " Slnce

mOng these the xgost frequently

expected to fa:.l the| grade. (In two of t ese cases the

K \,

The second most ‘freguently s

ted to the school*"" This was "d

terest J.n, chcml ""' ThlB reaso

Often thesle
' \

'_\....’

rested ln

ed there S

The first reason was cmted by 40 O/Lper cent of

flndlviduals dld not st‘ate. what was more IR

‘or felt they Were not

\

stated was thaU the

grade un— ﬁ.'--'

\,'r—' : [ TR PR

tated rea,’on was1 aga:.n T
1slike o) {,"-orl:j‘

n was g.u;en by 26 9 'per..j""

\x.."'~.
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TABLE 22 / N B R s D
L e T T T DROPOUTS' REASONS FOR LEAVING SCHOOL ,-".‘:-',._..\ R L ST

. .. . PN e s T T N . . l' .\;x .- S ':-v--, L N .
. R - e . . . (RN | . R . I o « - N 4 . ’ : RS < -

LT L R R B R o D "f,‘-'-:; T
: B T i AT Prlmary Secondary . lst ‘and '
O A DU S R .,‘.:- [ reason-. ;:_. reason L 2nd
T rRemsn AT Ty L Tokal

g Falling oF repeatlng,' L
'::grade/dlfflculty 5&] h|

,DlSllke of, or 313’--.?(
mterest J.n, school. i

personnel

o Parental or hom\e
. ' pressures* ' o

Fmanci al--wanted a JOb

W By attend a. trades
- nl _': . COllege . \‘.

Drug problems

Pregnancy

. lNo secondary Ieasan .

:':‘1"sununary, ?ifficulty with school worki dlslxke of or dlsmteré.s\t'-':
. \ s ._. \\ . ) .
. <;1n school and"‘:prﬁﬂems w1th school personnel were -the _,magor e
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Rrogram or CourSe bf Study c ?‘,.'." -j_'{ \ "

The students who had dropped out of hlgh school
rl PR [f \

- were asked in what progra.m they were \'enrolled dur:.ng the

1ntend to seek work 1mmed1ately upon graduatlon from h1gh - 6
RS Q

revolves around the mathematlcs courses offered /

1974 75 school year Most schools in the Dlstrlct offer/d' B

two programs that year- ": an academlc program whlch was
oot \;

B orlented toward gnatrlculatlon and future attendance at

. unlversrty or other post-secondary 1nst1t‘.ut10ns and a« Sl

I

general program whlch was geared toward those who are plann:.ng

R a <&
on enterlng certaln trades or bus:.‘ness programs, or who O

{

PR R _l" i

‘ school . The maJ.n sub_'}ect dlfference J.n these two programs

_.'\

At \he t1me |°f thlﬂ StUGY One"”c}\ool bffered another"‘;'

one;required subject 1n Grades IX or X, such as sclence or

Ta mathematn.cs course, thlS student was not required to

enroll in a Iéneral' ptogragn The curr:.culum allowed fOr v

the repeti t:l.o

: the' student to advance to the next grade. The prov:.ncral:

v

enrolleda in the General program Ag m, since dropouts:: L

Department of Educatlon cons;l.ders these students 1n the
"Pass" stream for non-matr:.culat;.on. Th:.s 1s done for

statlstlcal purposes/.., NeVerth/less,\ these students may
«"."'.‘

potentlally graduate from the Acadenuc stream. - IR ‘_

Of the dropouts 1n the study,_56 7 per cent were---,:

S

and non erPOUtS were matched on grade, sex, and age, .
- ;j_"y‘.-f/ - BRETY
v S \L

of a math or scrence course wh:Lle permitt:.ng'.--”\-"' ¢
|

opt:.on to the student. : If an—'academlc' student had falled‘-'i';-'h.‘-l'”': -




L

e
1
:

L

E R e PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF\DROPOUTS

e T I AT =N
' .. - 2 Y N
4 T v b ' N
o 7 L . .
- . h . ..
¢ R O .
. %,
N
. o
' --”-;A

personnel often chose them from the same class

J'

and hence‘-'

..'

be invalld.

the sam& program gomparlsons therefore would

iy Sublect Optlons B S L

, may have had, the students who remalned 1n school appeared " ‘ o

Table 23 summarlzes the data J.n terms of grade and program. !

TABLE 23 '

L e

BY PROGRAM 'AND' GRADE

\j.',:‘A_ca'a.em‘i.g:‘ “Geénefal .. Pass .

20 0%
16 7%

i
L3.3% 0

©33,3%
F.23.3%

- . L Sl L. . S L '

R o ST TSR

v . BV T

N o . .
- _'x When questloned Qn the number of sub]ect 0pt:|_ons they

. ’\. - _‘ '

to feel they had had less chome than those who vhad dropped

T

“-out. Only 10 0 per cent of those who had dropped out felt

!

they )d no chon.ces in- the SubJects they could take, whereas
Cw / o .
31 0 per cent of the non dr0pouts felt they had had no

choice (see Table 24) .
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iy TABLE 24 )

bl"’"" R

‘ ence for méthematics courses, w&h 43 3 Per cent and 34 5
per ,cent respectlveiy, chooseng ‘this: \subject as “llked ' _:
most.“ \ Forelgn languages and Rellglon lwe‘re ‘ldentlfied I |
least often as the subjects lJ.ked most. The-re were no sub- ',f_"; : '»"».'.-'-"
astantlal dl\fferences 1n the subjects llked most by.l the two I i.\‘“.
groups. ' .' .' \1 _ )\\ \ \
., Table 26 .mdlcates the subjects lnked least by the - /
particlpants,' and the dlfferences are much more s:.gnlflcant | "-_" . “

- DIS;[‘RIBUTION OF THE DEGREE OF CHOICE iN

_ SUBJECTS BY SAMPLE GROUPS ‘ v o LT
. s et ‘l : ,i s v."\:.jl‘ A
N | Peroeptlons of degree of ice by’ Sublects e
Tem _’l 4 ) ' . 7 i B 7 4 Or - D noﬂ O A B "‘- 'I.. . " o .

'Sa,mp'le G'rdup None - ~_1-.3; ore.n remember (N)gzn.. .

\.‘

,\ - -

_ Dropouts"’ . _;5 10.0% 43;3%_,35{12' ,_1g;0§;5_1 iid)ﬂf:'3- RS SR
Non dropouts N '31._0%‘.. 44.8%  24.1% - - " 0.0% . .(29)" SRR

N R ‘I '_.' - “', ,‘.' . . .' s ,- .~ L
: . : : : N ,’ T L AN

. Chi-square = 6.8739," Af'="3. . o tT mnrh e T
.. (Not si'gnific‘ant\ at -.105.__1evel);3 - S o T

In order to see 1f any dlfferences exlsted J.n the B
subjects llked\ most ‘ang’ least by the pa\rtlc.Lpants, il»’sub—,f -, .
Jegts offered were categor{zed J.n the groups listed 1n C

Table‘ 25 (See Appendlx J for l:.st of J.ndJ.VJ.dual subjects L
’ J.ncluded in each category) R e - SN :\-_ S

o

Both dropouts and non dropou\s showed a high prefer-

' Of the dropouts, 36. 7 per cent stated mathematlcs was the -

» .

' 'least llkEd',\ whereas oniy 10 3 per cent of those who f = r ‘
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: CUPABLE 25 7 4L o s i '
Lt L ; e T S U L r
. 'PERCENTAGE Q;ETRI%QTION'OF SUBJECTS LIRED-MOST BY,SAMPLE GROUP :
N AR S L e X e ! o ,
‘ « Tt L o, Subject’ Area’ \ ey e ' .
“For: - Lang._ Soc:Lal - v 5o - <

Sample Group alath ‘S'ci‘énce; p La?\g;x Arts Studles h;P Ed Rel. . (N) . _a
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nrcpouts ; es 3% © 1008  G.ow ) -ia;?%' 2088 - 10.0% 0.0% (30)

-

B

R Non*dropouts _ -=3¢;5%3:‘13k8§',-' 3.4%  (106.3% . 17.2% . 17.2%  3.4%  (29) Loem

Chl-square =3 60916, df’;'s;;f f.ﬂ—'i. L et
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. | TABLE. . 25 '”ﬁﬂ el o .
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF SUBJECTS LIKED LEAST BY. SAMPLE GROUP
;e -Susjéee-ma

Soc;al
Studles

-For.”
" Lang.

Lang.-

Sample :* E , . _ o
-Math- Science . Arts L P.Ed. Rel. Music

" (N)

s N &
L : y

36.7% 1338 30.08 5 10,08 0-0%

L 6.7%

6f9§

0.0%
6.9% .

yDropouts 3.3%
'fNon-dropouts 10.3% 13.8% ,fip;3§ '157.9% 3.4%

. 2

(30)
(29)

»Chl square = 18 89322, atf = 7. " .
(Slgnlflcant at’ Ol level .of confldence).“
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renained~fﬁ’school liked'mathematics least of all the suh;
jects. .Other.strongly significant differences'were found.
in the'areas of Social Studies.and.Religion. Thirty per
cent of the dropouts-reported the social_studdes areas- to
be,'least'liked', whereas only 10.3 per cent offthe nonjl
dropouts. listed'them as 'least llked' ‘ Amongﬁthe non- -_ N

dropouts Rellglon was the 'least llked' of all areas, whlle

\

L only 3 .3 per cent of the dropouts felt thlS way

\.

to be the most cbntentlous subject.: Almost equal~percent— ,

.

.ages (43 3 per cent and 36 7 per cent) of the dropouts

llked 1t best or least, respectlvely _-,fﬂp“
. . \' . . . 5 N _.'v .

i

i Reactlon Toward School

Dropouts and non- dropouts were asked "How did you
- \

generally feel about comlng to School each day durlng the

N Jpast year’" (1974~ 75) An overwhelmlng majorlty of non-

dropouts*\96 6 pex cent, had a- p051tLVe reactlon toward

‘ ’

1

901ng to. school. Substantlally less,.43 3 per cent, of

the dropouts felt thls way; It 15 noteworthy that none of

\

the partlc;pagts had an lndlfferent attltude toward golng

'.to.school._ A summary of flﬂd;ngs is presented 1n/Table 27

Teacher-Student Relatlons. A

"The part1c1pants' perceptlons of the relatlons w1th

o thELI teachers were 51gn1flcantly dlfferent for the two

:groups,, Table 28 1nd1cates that far fewer dropouts than
B e LA .

'7\_ Coh51dering Tables 25 and 26 mathematlcs appears.b




. : o _ . 94
rnpn—drdpduts felt they had good rélétionships~with their

teachers. . - o )

. e 27

Lo PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF STUDENTS'
"REACTIONS TOWARD COMING TO S_CHOOI'J:, e

~

_..v ..o Reaction . .
Positiveﬁ; i -.Negative - (NY

S -Sanipié : _G;b'ilfr o
*.3‘Nop-dropouts .J;Lf;;'; iu 96 6% '

i

R éhi<squaye’ g 17 2685 ‘af R RS
N A .(51gn1f1cant at the 001 1evel of confidence) L

Lt N . -
R . ' . [

PR
W

e ./\\ W TABLE 28 ;if'l: ﬂﬁ“}nf'
7/ ‘PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF’ PERCEPTIONS OF ,f'
.ﬂ\ - ' TEACHER-STUDENT RELATIONS BY GROUP. . -

e , : == _ — V;_[ ,_' — —
Ca oo . . .. "Relationships ... ~-:

Sémple‘Grqugll"~ o ’Goodﬁﬁ;: Average._;qugr'. AN
Lo _, Dropouts . S 13.3% . 70 0%-:¢ '16’7% .” (30)- . \ :

1 Non-drppoiits i”~ 3~l”.§§§§3§‘.' 51 7% 0. 08" (29)

Vl ." PO St - '.':'. ‘ '. .l.. ! "".’-' ! - .h L ot Tl e T . . - o 2
g U A e
Sy Chl-square ll 5419, df = 2.. T P
: Lo *(Slgn;flcant at ;01 leVel) e T :-~.“fﬂ-}£” RIS
L SR : - ‘~.:.n o h-iﬁ 4-\' 'Aw,'w'
-”“I g , "‘_ . ‘ . ) . . I ) _:-_,_J . . R -\\:_:__'._,‘ Pl - L. ~. . \ '

ke : .
Approx1mately 17 pgr cent of the dropouts félt they

3
none of. g ose who had remalned 1n\school felt that way.

A
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?f'7'_ definltely had poor relatlohs W1th thezr teachers, whereas iyf
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' . past teachers by the tWo groups.
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However,-i

that only 3 3 per cent of ﬁhe dropouts rated pas'”

' as, poor‘ ' 'I‘he slmllarltles in the ratn.ngs c:an be .

fPERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF EVALUATIONS OFVPAST
- TEA&HERS BY: SAMPLE GROUP :

"sfjss 7%,f1.]

aﬁss 2%

- Cnicequare’s 1 0837, ‘dE S
(’Not s:.gnificant"at .05“1'e‘v'e_l). el
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Frequently Average :In fr!quently




'_#“z"' TABLE 31

o

PEY Cn .-""‘-’-..-..'_PERGENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF REPOR‘I‘ED CLASS VISITS T
w0 7 BYPRINCIPALS ACCORDING' To SAMPLE e

R LA Lol T SRR

o L T e - Frequency of Reported Visits

N T SO TR S SRR . S1iX,0r \less .
R TR "ﬂ'APProx-; Once or 7than‘six R S

. LS Ty iy <t once a tw1ce a’ 'ff.tlmes a. B S
'"Sample?G?dup?”_ffj}'week < AN

S

Dropbut
Non—dro butzq

Lfdropouts.i Elghty pe& centlo

o
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Ty
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'f-receiv1ng advxce from the prlncipal than gld non-dropOuts. f’f

BREN T
SR TABLE 32 'wW“"-~ ' ;"’fﬁf R
.'.'|.': ..:;.' . L " - \ . : o, ~~‘. . . Co0 ‘ . '.l",'v.. ,I'I_.' . L §
DISTRIBUTION oF: THOSE WHO WOULD DISCUSS A" PROBLEM SRV
RN = | WITH THE PRINCIPAL BY SAMPLE GROUP ‘ o R
S \', Response e at
e ~ffye§"}J‘iN9j_p; Undeclded ??Nr-'"" -
NN 16 7% 80, 0%\ 3 3% ';. (30) S IR o
41 4% 31,0875 .-f27.ss (29) RN
w;’fgﬂ v jﬁ 3 "L,:
‘ﬁ'y,ﬁi ﬂ??ff Reqponses to the queetlon &To whom 1n the sch/olﬁ fff v
L . i SR . ‘ : oo N =.‘_~ . .o
g‘:iqf i?i;.5w0uld you go w1th a problem?" can be found 1n $able 33. g,:ﬂ-“
pijfi' .xﬁa.~The flrst ch01qe for most.was the teacher, usually the home—\-,_ _
-:. s ‘ (\ . e e . C \L. _— v
L »Ts.gy{.room teacher, w1th the guldance/counsello; belng a close _'ﬁ- ot e
e seconde_/u A
ARG - The 1ndiv1duals interv1ewed were also askedrlf theyng'ﬁl j;ﬁ
'}{';': RS 'ﬂfuhad ever, 51nce Enterlng tth hlgh school, recexved any .
i f”f- - L wadvice or help from any school personnel, and 1f‘so, frgm : % Y R
SR ‘*H‘whom? Agaln, teachers and gu1dance counSellors appear ton”}*'ﬁ N
S B o N
Y ]“"have glven adv1ce and help most frequently to members of \ o
N : R
_f ; | both groups.. Fewer dropouts (26;7 per cent) repdrted .“:\f"7"2 };:ﬁ'”
A ":&'-w;.receiv1ng\help from teachers than dld non-dropouts (41 4 f?ﬁ"pﬁﬁ,‘f
N . 13 . . Wt - -
§ " MR - ; o i A
B B per tent) Yet mﬁ?e dropouts (13 3 per cent) reported ST

'_“-




PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION or 'PERSONNEL CHOICE'FOR POSSIBLE:
.7 ADVICE ‘BY, SAMPLE. GROUP Cln A el

g X .
e, o -.... - - . ‘.I.__,._

Lo o T~ Personnel =

._-HT.I”" ' ':‘4‘;)J - T u_?No -one 1In
Lo L VlCeL- i IR . Guldance '*...school (or
Prlnclpal Prlnclpal Teacher Counsellor chaplaln)

L agiow
'3f;§8;§§}

'fDropout
Non—dropout

"("36)

029) "
\J '

.;iChl square 2 63765 df :
(Not s;gnlilcant at, 05 level)
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: 1. "drop®u s an 34 5 per cent of the non dropouts, sald they L -
Co had neier sought nor recelved any help from‘anyone in el
R T S
Prec18e flgures are presented 1n Table 34 T }g
School ac1l;t1es b,- ]'_j.¢ O o '-u A ’ ;
> PR . e ’ ‘ o . S
' h‘, o On the tDplC of the use of‘school fac1llt1es, 1t wasf S 3i-;

found at non dropouts reported u51ng the sc1enoe labora-p,,""‘
V’ B '.,_. .\ ',.‘ _’ .v LI
torles heSS than dropouts.'~ Forty per cent of the dropouts“;w;;,.

stated Ahat they used:;'

e;labor torxes approximately once j.ﬁ_f'”

the non—ﬁropouts”'f.

T e number of sub]ects 1n which audlo-VLSual materlﬁf
ke R

'fffaf[r;f als were used also dlffered accordlng to the reportlngs off:.

‘Uﬂﬂ,:g the groups. One-thlrd of the dropouts (33 3 per cent) Saldfjb3h S

T {,it/such materlals were used Ln three or more subjects,.whereasf‘

. 79 3 Lerjcent of the nonﬂdropouts reported this degree'or :
hg??nﬁ-c{i_l J"USe., Alnost two thlrds of the dr0pouts (63 3 per cent) . 5 '
‘ S i. stated tﬁat such materlals were used 1n'less than three e ;h R
”;'55ﬁg;1;5fif 5ubjects; and 3 4. peracent could not remember their use at s i’ 3
l'fr‘. PR all..xOnﬂy 20 - pef cent of the non-dropouts sald audlo- f{Tetffé}Qiy?fﬂ?.fZ
:5;\[51 Nfiﬁ,j Pvlsualytefhnlques‘were used 1n less than three subjects.;ﬂtf;iftihriﬁié?.;{
;;E:Pi L Though the groups.dld not vary markedly 1n thelr 'ihfiluiﬁf*.' }
fj.”!? Voplnlons of hOW'much the'llbrary was used, all reported o “iij 1;1
f%; ) re1at1ve1y little usé“6£ thls fac1llty Twenty per cent SRR ﬁjﬁﬁw
18 'é'of the dropouts said they nsed the library once a week orf;:“ ¢h;Lq

» imore whereas 27 6 per cent of the non-dropouts reported

[T SRRy
. Lo Fe o
N v .




TABLE 34-“
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‘PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION oF. PERSONNEL CHOTCE: FOR\ADVICE ACTUALLY O
DL e .,{””;g_' RECEIVED BY—SAMPLE GROUP '

.-éémﬁié;?'éiqﬁé;
e

-

*_“Pérsonneldfﬁ‘*

Vlce-' . -
Pr}nClpal Prlnc1pal Teacher

L Guldance

Cqunsellor

e - .~=" Never -

-Guidarice" ﬁ;nor re—"-
Counsellor\ celved any

i}-Teacher & . :ébught BRI

k§5

ijDropout

"“a:3§
RS

\\ 26 7%

41 4%

”365??'
‘1125%;

T30y
v(29)
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o .usrng tﬁe llbrarynthls frequently.; All others ln the xﬁztihﬁjffﬁf-»"7

'J_ﬁf"i. groups used it less often than th15,~as shown 1n Table 35 'f-jj;fnf‘

BRI D, TABLE 35 o

A PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF THE USE- OF. LIBRARY
IR FACILITIES BY. _SAMPLE GROUR.

\

i

",{3;9fo:ﬁ\f Frequency of Use'-ﬁgf T

3 Once a: Once approx.- .o 7'-,Less than JVT-.,-\" .
- ' ' Lo week. or every two: - 'Once a once.a.. ..
'-',; Sample Grou ;'more : weeks 2“W_.}”month:h-monthl_'3.~
_ : e o v ,0\ ' .. ,___, . :,, ’ 5.»_‘..:’;'.‘: RONEETE —
AR Dropout 20 0% ey 33 3% -
“ng}fﬁ@i N0n dropout_i 22 6% ' '

o Chi- square'— 5.1324, af = 5!7:5"
-;_-piff_':ry;“ (Not sagnlflcant at 05 leVel)

§EIt towar%§ it., A hlgh percentage of both groups, 73 3.:

'iﬂf}{Qﬁﬁ.Tﬁff per ceht of . the dropouts and 79 3 per cent of the non-"nﬁ"

P . ‘.' oo

'ﬂﬂfﬁf.fr dpopouts,lsald they partlclpated or attended classes regu—

cent of those who leﬁt school beforé graduatlng'sald they

skipped or mlssed 50 0 per cent or more of the glasses 1n

physical educatlon. TheSe findlngs may 1nd1cate that the.f.

N

*majority of dropbuts and non-dropouts felt-a sense of belong-\_wi

e -
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-&rjfEﬁ f;'fxewer dropouts, 56 7 per cent, than non-é%opouts. 75 9 per

.iiifgLﬁ';a'}'?'iﬁfﬁﬂﬁ?f5;ﬁ¥~ﬁ*;733,ffﬁ)ffEiifj-**J;. | '103 o
NG T s e T -

S \cent, reported deflnltely llklng phy51cal educatlon.. Yet - '

fj'a s;zeable number, 20 0 per ceqt of'the dropouts, were

' 1ndlfferent.. The results from thlS questlon are summarlzed

v .l <« - ' <

'f{ln Table 36

.“;. ‘ BRI

TABLE 35 ,”friagj.:.n”ﬂ

;PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF THE FEELINGS TOWARD
: "NPHYSICAL EDUCATION BY SAMPLE GROUP e

,3|'“Feélin§ tpwaragphysicalw;dgqégidn;gfﬁ};fv
“;lee DiﬁlikeaulndiffE?eﬁtai?UDRHQNQJT'

Tl Dr0pout S seirs iman
N R Non-dropout :={;75 9% "io;jé‘n.

20 0%
3 4%

~,{Ch1 sq 7 59769, dé
_ﬁpV-(Slgnl_ cant at> 05 lev l).

L

:gfcareerﬁchidance,:‘*“'

Dt £ 1 S i e A YTV, P Ry

S

e, 3
-
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. PERCENTAGE *DISTRIBUTION OF THE SOURCES-OFCAREER GUIDANCE BY .SAMPLE GROUP =~ .| /'

" -.Spurces oOf Careexr: Guidance ... - -. .

- S el ":.‘:-'. : “‘ '..' ’ ca T o - 5 - "..’ —“ 2 '
oL 20w T 30 e Y o0 B2 Combinas v
~Guidance .. Visitors .4 -Work='-.tions of: -
Visits .- toTschepl’ ours study. ;. 1-5 .

3

St e
: . -

“/Chi-square .= ‘16:91953, "df = 4.
. ¢sigpificant: at:..002 Tevel) . .

’
v
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Decision to Leave

The termination of the student's school career ocgurs
o

when he or she makes the decision to leave. The students -

n
who left were asked how'long they had been considering this

decision. Over 50.0 per cent (53.3 per cent) responded 'cne

month or less'. Table 38'givee.a.summary of the responses.

-PERCENTAGE DISTRIBDTION QF LENGTH OF TIME . CONSIDERING
R DECISION TO LEAVE BY DROPOUT GROUP S .

; - Lehgthﬁdf Tiﬁeq"
'« Less than, ©One to ~ More than

-'Semple Group ;_.‘ohe month" six mos.. - -8ix mos, ) (N)
. — - ’, _.i g .1. ——; .
Dropouts : o 53.3% 43.3% . 3.3% (30)

a

. The non-dropout group participants, those students
. . Y : .

N 1
»

~Who" were still in school in May or June7‘1975,_were asked :

“ﬂ:f:they had ever con51dered leav1ng Thlth“bne per cent

* said- _yes they had, and 69. O per cent responded in the

|
. remalned ln school as long as they had. . The responses

,school‘educatiqn'Was'hebeseary to get a.job or further .

‘hegative; Most.of those who ‘had con51dered po;nted out’ that

it was only brlefly consxdered,_and dlShlSSEd.~.

pll the parthlpants.were also. asked why. they had
b d
ba51cally fell under the four headlngs g1ven in- Table 39,
Whlch are expressed in terms Wthh the respondents them-

-selves used. Although_one reason (felt getting a hlgh

AN . Ve w . .' ‘<_‘

LA

e A Sy G2

—_— o~




TABLE

-

39

.- PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF REASONS FOR STAYING- IN' SCHOOL BY SAMPLE GROUP

-

-

" Sample Group

Parental
pressures
R \

Reasons- for Staying

‘Wanted to .
+finish high

schdél‘

Felt high school
nhecessary to get
.good job/more
education . .

Encouragement
from home and
succéss in

school

(N)

S . ' o~
7 16.7%
.. 10.3%-

_Draopout’ .
Non}dropqut .
\ .

“‘/l-:. : :S

e =

'23.3%
0.0%"

60.0% =
. 75.8%

0.0%
13.8%

(30)
(29)

- »“_ . r . i'_squa.re =,' 9-0156’ df = 3.

Significant at.the .05 level).

il £ p

901
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education) suggests a certain degree of foresight, the.

- responses are fairly vague.

About one-fourth (27 per cent) of the dropouts’

reported having discussed ‘their decision to leave with

'school personnel., Table 40 lists those people with whom

the dropox‘xts ‘had discussed leaving. Twenty per cent '
‘reported they told no one of their decision. .

> TAELE'-ao- s
’ 13 ‘," : ) L
PERSON(S) WITH WHOM | DROPOUTS REPORTED DISCUSSING _
- THEIR' DECISION TO L%?VE SRR r_“f

. 6. FrJ.end(s)

: D e =
T ST . ® Absolute. - Relative . s

Persbr‘x.(s) ] _ \Frequency ““Efrequency'. '

1. ‘Parent(s) only _ _ : 14 46.7%

2. NG one RN h 6 L 20.0%

3. Principal and guidance c\:ouns'e_lior 3 +.10.0%

4. Parent(s) and teacher 2 6.7%

5. Parent(s) and 'some ‘schoo'l"

U 6.7%

3.3%
3,38
3;3%{{_‘

personnel

7. Parent(s) and vn.ce-prlnclpal

Y

8. ,P.a_rent(s). ‘and fxriend .

e

CMTOTAL .. . 300 T 100408

Would these dropoutskmve]eft if they had the chance’

. to make the dec151on agaln? ('I‘hose who were 1nterv1ewed

.had left between one and nme months prewlously) O\ leen '

't_ﬁe_same cl'rcums‘tances, 53 3 per cent of the dropouts sald

. t‘hey-w,o.'uld have left. 'I'he responses are shown ln 'rable 4l ~

A . v
. " o . o ’ N 1
% L NER . : L ‘ '
: e : : - Ly ‘
' - . LT A
7 T P P _; - RREECI TR T

%

e 5 e ol

- ~ .
et

e ta

- .
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'TABLE 41
CHOICES OF. DROPOUTS IF MAKING DECISION TO LEAVE
SCHOOL AGAIN IN SAME CIRCUMSTANCES

Relative
_Freq‘uency.

Absolute_

- Choice to Leave Frequency -

Yes . o R {2
Mo oo T Vo7
“Undecided o T

- 53.3%
2
-'23‘..'-3’_%', )

1.
® -2. )
: ) 3I.."

CpOTAL i, ST 999y -

. ' — . . e
. "-.'- , - - e B

. ¢ . v ' . . ' .

. - .
. . , '
. it - -.-
A P = .o et e A : Y . - N P N
" . [N

Although the majorlty of dropouts dld not appear to

regret their dec151on to leave,' at least at this \pomt 1n e

'tJ.me, 90. 0 per &eént of them did- expréss a des.1re to atte\xd

K 'ark eduea_t:.onal J.nstltut1on in the’ f:uture.: - . o “_\. b
- Reeomhendatiohs 'for _the Future v ’ ',
. o One of the ma:Ln areas: of 1nterest outllned in the '
’ : statehent of the problem was the recomendatlons students\.,
...-ané dropout\s would make regardlng poss:.ble changes ‘whlch
'they thought oould help prevent early school leav:.:‘xg‘ . é"-l_-:-
"partJ.cJ.pants' suggestlons were grouped 1nto seVen cate—.- e AR
] " X .'gorles, a?d are presented 1n ’L‘able 42. -': ‘ . ‘. |
| - \ C Both groups frequehtly felt that teachers and school =
, personnel could help \students more Forty per cht of the
.'.'-"';dropouts and 27 6 per cent of the non-dropouts suggested ’
R "tfn\s Anbther suggestlon érequently made was for school ' ‘
) . ' ez \ S - / ‘
, \ g VRS ‘ o
‘ s A e
_____ ' e \ > ,.::.\ ‘ 5

" ._
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. 1 Not much one ‘can. do _1f student o B

2 Teachers and .8chool’ personnel

109

L T
[

personnel to allow inore- flex'ibility in subject and teacher '
'choiee. Twenty per cent of the dropouts gave this as a sug—

g:asti.dn. A relatlvely hJ.gh percentage of both groups, 26 7 '

-per cent of dropouts and - 34 5 per cent of non- dropouts,.

felt there was not much one could do 1f the student has

"',already made hp hJ.s mlnd to leave (see Table 42)

"':-_' C SO TABLE 42 _;;

oo .‘.--

,"L'."_?_FREQUENCY OF RECOMMENDATIONS FOR FUTURE 0. AVOID DRDPOUTS

KFEE A . [T . : L L e
A . . .. . _'.

SR Dso-pau-ts-f - N‘oa dropeaﬁs'--- :
Lo ‘Relative’ "~'Relative.
RN Frequency Frequency

T T
\

has made dec151on TR S 226, 7% ".'34-'.5%'.:.','-_-"3'.

could talk wa.th help, and s o ST
encourage more s e ; o .-40_._9% o .,'27'..6%'

"'3,’ More, programs should be . o R S
L offered gu : A 3a3% 0 0 713,880 e
‘4.’ should make’ subjects . S T L S

' mor.@ 1nterest1ng ISR -2 £ I 6.9%

.\5.'.3 »Lower pupllr-teacher o S AL B S

ratlo for more: 1nd1v1dual

o Uiaseention. LT 33% L L |
6 More flex1b111”ty for students ' R

'to change subjects and/or

. . 'teachers if desired.. 3 "-20.',0__%',* N 34%I
Y Stress J.mPOrtanoe of S N

C ‘.._ ) . s 1 o
- educatlon to\students .f‘f-' ’Q=.0%_ o

'«‘rbm} PR TS ‘ = 100. 0%;-- :
SR e e T (N 30
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| L Summary . . T LN } - ) S L
:. - _ -l The school-related factors. whlc’ﬁ lnfluenced the S
[ ,.' " o ind1v1duals were many and varled A large majorlty of .

those who' left, BO. 0 per cent, ga.ve a school—‘related factor '

" as the reason for leav:.ng The reason c1ted most frequently

v
‘_‘. "wa's_‘ "FaJ.lJ.ng or’ repeatmg a grade/dlfflculty w1th subjects'“' '

The c:.rcumstance\s in whlch the 1ndg.v:.duals found

P.- 1.7 -»'

A majorlty of the dropouts were

o
themsalves were s:.mllar. W

v

I . -.-.",',substantlal proport.wn of both groups' 43 3 per cent of drop-‘-.';

\

\:. '{v-” .~.‘I-._ \, ," l A
ST outs, and 34 5 per cent of non dropouts. Altﬁough preferred :
by so many, mathematlcs, along&’:th soc:.al studles,' were SR,

most frequently c1ted as the least 11ked by other dropouts. 8

| : . ": I' * .- '. o Lot
' T Of the dropouts 36 7 per cent sald they 11ked mathematlcs '4\' '
w - least, and 30 0 pér cent saJ.d they dlSlJ.ked soc1al studles.:‘
!,:._‘ RN ? When asked how they generally felt about comng to -

school dunng the year, less than. half of the dropouts, \

43 3 per cent, as compared to 96 6 per cent of the non—
/ Y

;' Th:Ls may have been due partly to the fact that ohly 13 3

| _' ' per cent of the,drOpouts felt they had EY good' relat:.onshi/p

w:.th their teachers, as compared to 48 3 per cent of the

|
non-dropoutS' = Desplte the fact that they felt relatmns
; :”«\-—Wlth their teachers dlffered thls much, the dropouts

AT

RN

AR - .- R . Y. . 1 A

. T - . . . - N
B N L o o . .

B e T B s, FULISUp ) . : . .

-

- s

dropouts, sald they "looked forward to J.t" or "dldn't mlnd Wi KR (AT
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reported almost 1dent1cal evaluatlons of past teachers as-/

4

dJ.d the non dropouts. They also had stated very s;m:nlar ; ] 1

R frequencles in the amount of dJ.sc:Lle.nlng they had rece:.ved .y

from these teachers. oo o T
B BT c 3 : o T '\\:_:.-,_.
Another key 1nd1v1dual J.n the school J.S the prlnmpal
y

All partlclpants Were asked how often they saw the prmcipal,

, and whether they would go to hlm or her w:.th a problem._, In
: N . ce T '~ B I Voo

these schools the pr1nc1pals see}ned to be hlghly V1s_1.ble
;:} 1nd1V1dua1s generally speaklng, though class v131ts were
g not frequent. A maJorlty of dropouts and non-dropouts,

o o
60 0 a.nd 62 l per cent respectlvely, saJ.d the prlnc1pal

SR visrted the classroom 51x or less than six tlmes a yeara
\ : When asked 1f they felt they could dlSCUSS a problem w1th

the prlnca.pal, 80 O\‘per cent of the dropouts compared to

s e

- only 3], 0 per cent of the non-dropouts saJ.d n'o" '
\ .

The teacher or guldance counsellorr (four of the flve

LR '.'_",..-'-'schools had guldance counsellors) was . the person most

Some of the students and dropouts who had never sought any
,’.“ . . .5

S advrce stated that they would ‘choose one of theSe peOple

; 2 \\ : ,, "- In \order to dlscover .'.Lf the use or non uSe of school

I o faOllltieS had any effect On a s’tudent s leavmg school, S

ST . data were collected on these variables. More dropouts, K
; / 40 0 per cent, reported us::.ng\ sc1ence. laboratorles once every

E s:Lx-day cycle., than did non~dropouts, 24 l per cent of whom
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“ \ T "~.reported ‘the 'same. ;‘ In 'contrast, .non- dropouts felt and\i-o-":. L - ‘
S o i'v‘.\'."-.'-."."'{'._;’V:Lsual”ma'ter:n.als were usea more frequently than dld drop-,:: e 9
‘ outs:l'. Both groups made somewhat simllar reports ‘on the use.'_
| ';1_': of llhrary fac111t1es 1n the schools. Surprlsmgly,\&zG 6 @ 3
L’ N ‘ - '.'-t-i_"pe‘r cent of dropoutsyand 48 3 &er cent of non dropouts P ' \\ 4.0
‘.;. T '..‘_'.I.malntalned that they\used the llbrary once a mont\h ‘or . E |
‘, "f"'less. Another major facillty used/ be51des the cl.\ass’room, |
| ; ‘-:was the gymnas:Lum 134 A falrly hlgh percentage of both
‘ ~groups, 73 3 per cent of_ dropouts Jand_ 79-3 per cent of non-,.‘_
dropouts . . .
\regularly 75 to 10\0 per oent of, the tlme).. Only 56 7 per :
‘as compared to 75 9 per cent of the non-dropouts.,,, B \
A : S:ane many .of the ex-students appeared anx1ous to - h
'l'l-:'é\vork‘or‘tto attend a trades/vocatlonal school botlt;grohijas
: : o were asked{what kind of career :x.nformatlon they had 1\'ec\,e1ve<li'l. o
5 \ S:ane some of the dropouts had only“been'ln Gradé X or XI
B . for \a snor\t vw‘hile, thelr. J.nforma%mn ‘was perhaps more a
e .*sllmltecl;; Twenty per cent of) the leavers Sald thelr only
career gu1dance was from the)work—stud;r program, and ‘_:
R ; another 16 7, per cenxt sald théir only 1nformatlon had been
, wrltten pamphlets.,_ ~, . L B E
% | - : Regardlng thelr decaSLOn to leayle,.a: surpra.sing 53 '
. " _:'_...per cent of the drogouts hsa;.d they had onl; t;een considenng
: 134
' { Ce :Ln the regular school complex. |
;-:doors or inl another schfol
P
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no o E the ‘decision, f.or-\.e month oi‘ -1ess. ”Why v;as 1t _they.. had : "
: ! ,. stayed for such a 10;15 tlme” A majorlty of both dropouts, |
PR \ 60\ 0 per oent, and non-dropouts, 75 8 per cent }felt hlgh NN
| \< - o school was necessary to. get a\ good jOb or x\nore ‘educatlon. o

None of the dropouts attributed the reason to .

enco uragement

from home whereas 13 8 per cé.nt of e non-dropouts héd SR
\ [ N
H \ oo,

glven th;s reason - Once they had deuded‘_to 1eave, dropouts ) el

A majonty of the eam school 1ea\}ers, 53 3 per

' "-"'f'cant, dld not regret the:.r dec1sion to leave, at leaSt UP

.

._;to the time'of thelr 1nterv1ew. Yet 23 3" per cent were not

. RE
' S,

bt s e T T -

Tat .
-'..:-same c1rcumstances. )

;- ",sure J.f they would have made the same dec:l.smn gJ.ven the__ -

P
. \MM D PR

.-'. e l“_\‘ V_
. 7ou s leaving m" the' future._ The most frequently c1ted by




-

e .'be J.n school ',:

L three p01nts were glven

she were not 'in school '_'.__

_"';'_the Scale ranged from 9 to 0. : ‘; - , o

: "~wouJ.d get zero p01nts.,: : _'; A " ‘:j.; o .',‘

had scqres of thes same magnlt‘t'rde.vf'”

. ~\-.non-dropouts .7

. : R J
7 “ -
' 114
)
" IV.! PEER FACTORS
.Statps of Three Closest Frlends - : . - "\

B - In order to compare any dlfferences 1n the status

of the three closest frlends of dropouts e(nd non- dropouts )

a scale wes constructed If the flrst named closest frlend

'-v;ie‘s.' 1n school" flve points were assigned If-the.-flrst

L ”"'named closest frlend was not 1n school‘ ' no pO:LntS were

. \ .

Zass:.gnedf If the second named best frlend was ln school'

9 .

One p01nt was glVen 1f the thlrd

'.",'named', closest frlend attended school,.and agaln no poa.nt_s/' 2

"iwere glven a.f he or she were not 'in school' h Therefore, s

5

If all three frlends were 1n school at the tlme of

. ‘:the 1nterv1ew, the dropout or non—dropout would~ recelve
- nmé pomts,, if only the second and thmrd closest fr:Lends

""‘-',wer.e :|.n school, then\ four p01nts would be glven, 1f none

'\‘- . k .- . . v
o, R -

~:.;\ ;.5 P

T RS

5o Table 43 J.ndicates that whlle 79 3 per cent of the»_"~'

.,\,l B ‘ v .-

RN Y.
. .scale mentloned above, only 46 7 per cent of the dropouts-,,, ~

o\

That means, the thI;é/e

Nl

-and no pcunts were gJ.ven 1f\he or R

_of the three closest frlends were J.n school the part1c1pant

- 7;'non-drop0uts had scores of between f1ve and nine on the D

.than were the three closest frlends of thei.ff-'.' e

‘ ""3'.'101osest frlends of dropouts were.sllghtly less hkely to Vi
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. TABLE 43 )
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF THE STATUS OF FRIENDS N
' .. BY SAMPLE GROUP - . < L. -

Weighted 'Status of ‘Friend' ‘Scores

sample Group . 0-4° - s5-9 . ™ J

¥

Dyropout =~ - . .- 7 53,3% - ,"‘346.7%- Lo 30y

.‘

‘ Drugs and Ichohol‘

B \

N

Non dropon‘t

Chl—square : 5 §9514 df TN

- Nof~dropout . »7. o 20.7% .. 079,38 1 -+ (29)

(Slgnlflcant\at .02¢ 1eve1), T ,’j,ijj"f,g_ggfv@;ﬁfua

‘I‘he ;fttltudes expressed by dropouts and non-dropouts .
tOWard the use of alcohol by hlgh sch‘ool tee/agers do not

dlffer s;Lgnlflcantiy Approx\lmately half of both groups

approved of’\eenage?s drmklng alcohol, although dropouts

' ‘were less llkely to deflnltely dlsapprove of 11:@ use (see . ',;_'.'

4

.. L .- ) ,:“p... o - ,'. o Lo .',:,,- . » .
-~ . DR . . et o

VT TABLE 4

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF 'HTTITUDES TOWARD THE USE

A O ALCOHOL BY- SAMPLE GROUP SR ,.w;;_“j.r;"

¥
N W

'-".'; ' Approval of Use of Alcohol by Teenagers
e - Individual:

Sample Group Yes ‘-N_g Dec:\.slon _;- I}\dec:Lded (N}

Dropout _iigj~ 50 0% 20, 0%’ 23 38 s“f 6748
;?“51 7% 31 0% 17 2% ﬁj_ o 0%

RV

Chl-square 2 91122 df f'_“' ;".: e
(Not s:.gm.ficant at 05 level) S

RTINS PRP SRR
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R PP S SR
: S A slmilar questlon was asked regardlng the use of

. 'soft drugs. S T Y marijuana and hashlsh WhJ.le 40 0 per SRR §

g - 'cent of the dropouts deflnltely approved of teenagers us:u.ng S

theSe drugs, only l7 2 per cent of the non dropouts felt o

.'_thls way (see results .1n Table 45)

L - .:.’;..j R ‘ s _I ' . = '_ ‘ /I \& TABLE 45 ".'. SET ’.'l ,-'l"y' -~'. ~"\~' :‘.' o S
7] AR -,':: ., d . L “ N B A v T L ' - .'_ of
W o e P N

o PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF ATTITUDES ‘I‘OWARD THE USE
TS 'SOFT DRUGS BY SAMPLE GROUP : .

LN

poel . Approval of Use: of. SOft 'Drugs-
AP S ﬁ A S Inleldual
a7 sample Group‘_.'.._-,;"Yles?_l_.*' 1'. i No. Dec:.s:.on L

Undemded Ry

Y

"'_-'f-Dropout U, 0%/ 204 0% 16 7% 3038 0

i,Non-dropOut 17 2% 62 l% 20 7% 00% s .
e (_'.»',chl square ‘= 5. 15779y df = 3. o0 Tl e R
,.4-\,( ' ,:.::-‘_ (Not Slgnlflcant atT OSleVel)l\"‘ ’::.l'lu' ' " ."::‘l LT : AL R ‘f~,\_q

The peer group 5 1nfluence on the hlgh schooi stuaent

P R K

app-rs to be :meortant in this study..j As w:.th the student .

': "’Jh-"",'WhO has had many sibllngs leave school before hlm or her, g ‘ o

N el tHe student whose closest‘ ‘fmends are not An school may

A ‘.choose to be w1th fr;.ends outsxde the s\chool. 5 Although one

R : BN ) -

fact may not cauSe the othe‘r, 1t appeaz‘s f,r:om thé data that

i ..'it may emﬁluence the dropourt s decls;on.

A Welght was a‘ttached to ea& of the three closest

i

xn school ".the hlgher the score..-“ ’The dropouts had f\ar fewe'r -
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.\ L ."‘of thelr close frlends in school than dld non—dropouts. 3 1
R e ST - 5 ) o
ot 'Whllé 46 '7 per cent of the dropouts had between one and all

: N - '~ I

A '-,'.;three frlends ln school, _'79 3 per gent of the non dropouts

had the same. numbers J,n school. TR " ';' T RSN
e L « Atitttudes toward alcoho’.l\and drug use among thelr
l-':’f fellow‘ h:Lgh school‘students were ,fairly SJ.mllar for the two ‘
; l What fhay be surpr:x.smg to soﬁé'1'5 that although.h'

NI Lol

" the vast ma]or:.ty are under legal age, accordlng to both

- non-—dropouts, 17 2 per Cent, than dropouts,

3

approve the use of marijuana and hashlsh._

40 0 per cerrt,

: ,
% .
3 o v
; L,
IS L ’
B X i
' e

y ’ s

) ;

:_ . 1n the drbpout s declslon to leave school dropouts werer

.:; -.-1.--,._ L :.:il. asked J.f they felt there\would be many Jobs available to ‘x .
::" e them after they left school.-‘ Only 30 0 per Cent sa1d they X
3 ’\. felt there would be plenty of Jobs. ThlS f.y}ding suggests =

:. . \ that the ~ma]or1ty of dr0pouts did not leave expectlng to

K S

~

oL T TS L. L. s e T
) wodiBREERROrRRmMPEPSEREL SR 1S3 SR8 R
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“) Corae ) . = . TABLE 46 \\

R UL A TR ST
o ,,.‘,-', o )\.C," S ¥ . e . s
R T PERCENTAGE DIS’I‘RIBUTION OF “PERCEIVED JOBS; T 7.
A : Lo T AVAILABLE BY DROPOUT GROUP K n I

b T T T e e e T T e

N

LT L . Response as ito Whethgr Plenty pf Jobs",;_,"-"'
o LT T, Avallable before Student left -
Yoo SamplerGroup 'Yes_-, : No' *.. ch_n_gdered_ Ry ".'(N.'): ceo

. c.Dropout. - o 230:0%, ":{5'6."'?.!2{.]-)\” 13 3% (30)
, ".‘ ' : , :

'*‘another, dJ.d not try "Table 47 shows the responses.
- : . e

TABLE 47

R Relatwe '
Cel ﬂ Freguency: "

100,081 (NS30) L S




g 119

l ] 33.3 per cent, of the dropoutszare employed full time as
are unemployed. Of the remaining one-third, 13.4 per cent
are in fuil—time attendance at an,eoucational ihstitution
other than regular schools, and 20.0 per cent are working

part-time or seeking full-time work.

TABLE 48 o R

PRESENT EMPLQYMENT.STATQS OF DROPOUTS'

SN T T T _status o
L e . N Worklng o ,qj¢~‘ Working. - Attendlng -
g Sample .~ iFull-. - 7! . Part- . | Educational

Y. 7 Group:- - tlme . ~Unemployed - time: . ;Institution™ = ‘.
i, Dropout 33.3% 033.3% .. .20.0% 13.3% .
" E] . B ._ ' ) " - "\' - T M '~;:' :
. 9 o i - - i l i . ‘
B 'a- - \ .

¢

g - ' - ¢ ' §
. L Lo R A i .
w . ' . Summary R «
R 4 ___3' . . ] é. . . \. '\’ R .' - / - . ! - .. N .
- " The perceiveé~hvailability of jobS\did-not appear’

‘ i
to be a. Qec;51ve factor hn the students' dec151ons to 1eave

. : 3 i
i; A . 51nce a relatlve&y small number, 30,0 per cent, of the
{4 . -

S A g

5 . dropouts thought there weqe many emplo ent opportunltles. '
Stlll fewer sald they actually found it 'easy to flnd a’

\ . .

' g f,_;-nh_r v.,aob Only 23 3 per cent of the dropouts stated that they
? S ~t C hadtno dlfflculty in. £1ndlng employment. Of those who left,n
\ ' a
)

'\ v “i 53‘; per cent are employed full tlme and another 33 3 per
ttpj_af "”iai.lcent are unemployed. A small number, 13 4 per cent, attend
?ﬁf?f;‘.;ygl}v;' educatldnal ruetltutlons, and the remalnder are worklng i

~e -

et A A

'”“i‘i T
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VI. ALIENATIQN/ C -

k«w_;"

' The "Pupil Attitude Questionnaire" con51st1ng of

the 51Xty leert type items, was administeréd: to part1c1—
\\
pants ln order- to obtaln a measure of their allenatlon “from

school. \

.Once the individual questionnairesfhadf%eén scored

i

and coded, the sum of the s;xty scores for each 1nd1v1dual

was found and représents the 'total allenatlon score'

°

_The actual totals ranged from 102 pornts to 206 polnts,

-w1th a- p0531ble range of 60 to 300 pornts. The hlgher the

,\

_'total allenatlon score', the more allenated from school a '

’ . \ .

'respondent 1s con51dered to be. The total scores were then.

~

lelded into four categorles of equal srze to allow for

Y

4 ~

Cross- tabular analy51s.

" A 51gn1f1cant dlfference was found between the, 'total
. S

alienatlon scores' of dropouts and those who stayed in

) W ‘

sohool. Only 16.6 per cent of the dropohts scored in the
: A
lowest half of "the dlstrlbutlon, or 1east allenated (102 to i

.153 p01nts), whereas 51, 7 per cent of the non-dropouts had

scores .in thlS range. On the other hand - 83 per cent of

;the dr0pout group scored 1n the hlgher end of the dlstrlbu-.

5
. P

tlon, whlle less than half of the non- dropouts dld so., The

Ny

dlfferences are shown Ln Table 49.

..\

PO

TR TR
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v TABLE 49° . T

) _ S ' .

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF TOTAL ALIENATION
SCORES BY SAMPLE GROUP \,
Alienation Score ° )

Sample Group 102-127 1‘28-153 154-179 " 180-206 (N)
propout ~  3.3%  13.3% ° 50.0% 33.3%  (30).
Non-dropout - 13.8% . 37.9% 24.1% - 24.1% (29) -
T _. : ,- .' ' . -t N ', . B . -0 N B
Chi-square = 8.49065, df = 3. S o ' A
(significant at .04 level)'. , A IR B

e e \ .f.'- : . .

On the flve allenatlon sub scales dlfferences

(13

betw en the two groups were not as dlStlnCt. The p0551b1e“

range for the-powerleSsness sub- scale wa% from 12 to 60 o -

1
(

lentS.‘ ThlS range was dLVlded 1nto three categorles.' 12
L]

to 27 p01nt5p 28 to 44 p01nts, and 45\to 60 p01nts in\
general there was a tendency for dropouts to express

.
"higher levels of powerlessness than non-dropouts, ‘although
the dlfferences are not. extremely large. fThe scores can

"be seen on Table 50 o . __' \ o N

Thls ev1dencessuggests that dropouts feel they have

less control over what happens to them. 1n school than do"

'nonfdropouts. Statements in thls\sub scale of the questlon- ‘,;‘f[ )

naire inclnded~ "The school experlences of people are con-i‘\

BN atamr e Y

DT AL CR PO RS
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. . P2
statements more frequently than did non-dropouts.
- : \ '

TABLE 50 . e

!
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF 'POWERLESSNESS' SCORES \ 4
BY SAMPLE GROUP )
Scores on Powerlessness Scale -
' . (Low) - (High).
Sample Group . 12-27 28-44 -~ 45-60"  (N)
Dropout - . 10.0% 63.3% - 26.7%  (30)~
Non dropout o .34.5% . 51.7% . 13.8% v (29)

.,.J,

" Chritsquars’ 5”557éo, df =2t U e T

"_(Slgnlflcant at .06 level), ; o : o
' EhMeanlnglessness"'_"‘ L o :; - ”.:” . ') _;.‘{
The sub-set which- measured the degree of meanlngless- T
- neSS'.Wthh the part1c1pants fels anluded statements such y f};:
2T thlnk I can now predict what I can achleve in" ah f :
" occupatlon in. the future," and\"My school experlencgs wrll 'j *' :'
l . help me to become a good cltlzen. - Agreement‘WLth such 1_"' .
" items: 1nd1cated that llttle allenatlon ex1éted in thls | :-'~; ff. ]
“n;f.:area, and gave a low score on the scale.;:ﬁ.i ;i., ;. B ~
o The score rahge for thls sub-set was from 12.to 65

. p01nts, and these scores~were also d1v1ded i o three equal
Lo . RN . - @
f'categorles. The lower the score, the 1ess alienatlon experi—:

'enced. The actual scores of the two' groups appear qurte {?gf. j.{* G

S - T T e
xf;ﬂ/r“81m11ar as seen 1n Table 51. Neverthéless, the scores =.7Q.'3;y:;;?”g

.Whlch fell in the hlghest range were those of dropouts, -?fif‘Q:A F;ﬁ:;f
. ’ r '9 -,“*l ,“‘T".’];Q ‘A;'-,"'r: F*’,?gf w',,:%”f*ﬁﬁ;-»-;y
. . L. o \ R T I o
B . - r . , : \ -
. Vo
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the non-dropouts had scores which were,this high. '
TABLE 51
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF 'MEANINGLESSNESS'
.SCORES BY- SAMPLE GROUP

X

Scorés on Meanlnglessness Scale

(Low) - - . . (High):

. : B . Co
SamplehGroup‘ c 12r 27 . ,28544_,; 4560 . J'(N)j.

Dropout e Hfzo 0% - ff9.73ﬁ3$*" ﬂustjtl';1‘ (301"

Non-dr?pout LT 2T, 5%_ j;-jéﬁﬁi}‘.”.:o,o%]? - (29)

SN ”TJWT"'
: Ch1 square = 2 29268, df Py
’ (Not 51gn1ficaﬁtly dlfferent) ST
. i_o” TR » - N VRS o
Normlessness B ‘- : C : ' ol

A Table 52 shows~the dlstrlbutlon of scores on the-z
‘normlessness' subhscale; The scores for both groups on

. A

~this sub-scaleaﬁggé almost 1dentical when grouped 1n the
of equal size.t The p0581ble scores ranged

? three categorR

' from 14 to 70 poxnts, and the categorles were-' 14 to 32

N e

'.50901nts, 33 to 51 p01nts, and 52 to 70 p01nts. No partic14 

pant 1n elther group scored ln the hlghest category.

These soores suggest that dropouts and non—drogouts

1_' "L

v R
are approxlmately equal 1ﬁ thelr feelans of normlessness,;

N\
and that relatlve to the other sub-SQales, they are not as

allenatedﬁln thlS area as in the others. Items whlch\

v
-

3 .. . ) e
jmeasured thlS feellng 1nclude.l'"Wh1te 11es are justlfied

. \ ' "l§3 :

: ' - ' ,
6.7 per cent of whom had scores between 45 and 60. None o#

£l et £ R P Y a e NS g s L3 mnlenr oregch

D

r’
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'~{p01nts.¢ However, dropouts were sllghtly mpre lzkely to

v
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’ ’ ’

;o o e S
when‘they help ‘to avoid punishment,“ and "It doésn't matter

too much - rf'what I'm dolng is rlght or wrong as'long as 1t

works. Agreement wrth such statements would have shown a
high score,_and therefore a high degree,of allenatlon;
_ - : . .

_TABLE- 52

PERCENTAGE DISTRIEUTION OF ‘NORMLESSNESS' |
o . BCORES BY: SAMPLE-GROUP o

......

§f Scores: pn 'Normlessness Scale.
. (Low) . RGN ‘Tngh)

‘i"Sample GrOUP eff"iﬁf 14 32ﬁf.; 33- 51 ; ﬂq52 70 ;(NXJ'":

v A ! -.‘-

"i_;Dropout “{i;‘;,gﬁr;;;.ff 46 7%;344;5§;3§j3ﬁ;_o¢0%' (30)
:ilNon—dropout LT 48 3% fﬁ}'Si{j%}/f: 0.0%. (29

SR

SN ~__j'“::;1ffg'3.;ij, _ --:;f*;»fjtﬁ".inﬁ E

' ; ' . . . B . - T . . L C

. Chi=-sguare = 0. 01877, afF =107 '.;- LR e

(Not srgnlflcantly dlfferent) "‘.j AR

A

In order to compare the degree of lsolatlon felt by
iy

the dropouts and non- dropouts,,statements 5uch aé NI often / :

‘,worrled about what my teachers thought of me, or "Pupllt

-.}must be very carefﬂl to make the best p0551ble 1mpre951on :n:?‘;l;"

AN

;ﬂJW1th their teachers;“ were 1ncluded on the "Pup11 Attrtude;@r'fﬂ

-.'
Do
et g s

The majorrty of both groups had scores ln the mlddle

N

'Q}Questlonnalre..?*f;'~ﬁ'ﬂaf-f-ﬁ:q o Q'; "}*:'7T'TT

a0t ‘;

kof the scale (23 36), whlch had a range from 10 to so 'gﬁ;%?. ]

- fscore hlgher and sllghtly 1ess 11kely to score lower'than'eif“fiu"

ERDPASE

L T YO
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: . were non—drdpoUts.,"Table-53 shows the.exact'percentage

. S e ST , e e

differences. S -l J

TABLé'ss e e

- o |
Co PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF - 'ISOLATION" : T é
' SCORES BY SAMPLE GROUP ' O o e
S SRR I S

/

N IR e ScOree'dn-ISolakdoﬁ Scaie' A
L . s e o Anowy o o 0 o (Hagh) oo e D T
© ..y , Sample Group < L4 10-220 e t23-36 :" 37 50 jN),~, SR I

e Upropouts el 130w S ens i olos @o) o ier
"“ff=i'u5.'ﬁ Non-dropputs ALY T 69h0% LT 0w 0% (29) 1 Y

N -',l .n .
\ . RS
B ) .. ‘“ T . RS B R R HRANE U

..+ Chi-gquarg = 1075780, df =1 I T e
'aic(Not SLgnlflcantly dlfferent) f;" LTS, x’vﬁ'tg;;g.“f n ';.f;;1;fgn:Xj

coa \::*Self Estrangement '"7:7J"i'l"',:;if,f :ijf\fg.'

Accordlng to Seeman the se&f estrangement*of an

‘jl_ig_;' 1nd1v1dual 1nvolves a development of two personalltles and \.Z,d;’*
\if- ,5.{f"' two sets of behav1or, one to deal w1th hlS or her personal -foﬁ'
- ' ‘ . ’ B ". ‘, \ B

: -)
_.',needs and one for the school In the questlonnalre these

Jgi:ff'.tg” pﬁ-fbfeellngs were measured by statements like.g;“Puplls should

. ”fK}{' 'pave most of thelr tlme free from study;“ and "I thlnk my
N et "ﬂ:teachers would have glven me the same marks on my last .f?f-ﬁ ;J};ﬁﬁfj,;
o < TR L ot

“\partldlpants agreed or strongly agreed‘ wfth such state—i

S~ . N

A

. ) '.\ )
“?.ments then thelr allenatlon scores WQuld ave been hlgher

;;Tg"ﬂ_":':g :=q/report card no matter how well I really had done., If the 2
)
i
! \‘
t

‘than lffthey had.dlsagreed
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,do non—dropouts."JThe 'total allenatlon scores' of both*_'_<ﬁ

| :ifscores of 154 or more (on a; pos51bie of 60 to 360), only

. 126
There appears to be apdeflnlte dlfference in the
I

R
dropouts feellngs and non~dropouts' feellngs mn this area.

Whlle only 6 7 per cent of the dropouts had scbres on the :
lower (non estranged) end of the scale, 27 6 p r cent of
the non-droponts had scores 1n this range. \Co versely, at

the top of the scale, 13 3 per cent of the dro outs had
\ T

N scores as compared to only 3. 4 per cent of the non dropouts.'

T«

Table 54 indlcates the dlfferences 1n the two groups..fﬁlfw

‘-t°1 PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION “‘SELF ESTRANGEMENT' """i

e, SCORES BY SAMPLE GROUP'“

'-Tf):'f;; Scores on ‘Self~Estrangement' Scale

Sample Group .[i 12-27 ;””23;A4-43, 45 60z’\\'”h'1N)ﬂ“.: oy

K B s’ l~ . ] .o e 'I{.‘ R y ) ‘v\> - : ‘ ’ | _‘ .. \I'- ‘
N°““dr° ou 5";.i7~6& Choe9.oy ¢ 348 T (29)

Vi- squa%e 5. 74333, df = ”Jipif} a e TN
(Signlflcant at,.0565 1eve1) . RSN A

IR AR TR

Summary of Alzenatlon Scores SRR 7‘3;

The allenatlon scores suggest.that dropouts feel a \'"af—.-, N

":h signlflcantly greater degreé of allenatLon from school thanl-»;:ﬁiﬁrf">

\,.

'“gggroups show that whlle 83 3 per cent of the dropouts have 37ﬂ7vﬁ B

“*,148 2 per cent of the non-dr0poqts have scores 1n thlS range.‘
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" «On the five sub-scales, dropouts felt greater -aliena- . )
S s ¢ tion than nop—dropouts ln the areas of powerlessness' ' :

. a _ﬁx. lSOlathn. and self—estrangement’.‘ Almost tw1ce as many ' :‘ R B

: Z;AI o ,\ dropqpts as students had scores in the hlghest categogy on . %
- L A v 3
. the powerlessness' scale, Only 10. 0 per cent of the drop— . 5
outs had scores in the lowest“category as. compared th 34\5 f-f . ' ?
| o L per cent of the non—dropougs.- These flndlngs suggest that
i the\dropouts felt they haye less control ‘over thelr school
] srtuatlon than non dropouts. _;aﬁ;f_:ng“f:H;:, ;A'ifj} ahi
5 I?J h:fﬁﬁﬁf3f3'Tiﬁfp | As well as feeﬁrng they had average or poor“relatlon-hiiﬁ;;t'?%iphl
I r_'.'gritA shlps w1th thelr teachers, dropouts showed themselves'more fi?,h,*iig;'
'":t};;.i'-I'1solated;ifrom tKe people 1n the school, or more dependent '.'“ffr‘?
.;;;:<?*;;&:??l on what school p@rsOnnel thought of them than were the non-tt ?; i
. ;o . .

: , ‘ dropouts.' Only 13 3 per cent of the dropouts had scores C }W
P "'|\' . -

h"ﬂ -in” the lowest range on: the 'lsolatlon sub—scale, whereas

31 0 per cent of the non-dropouts had such écores._& ff(p&‘-* T
. . 5 N LT
T W= :. . More dropouts than non-dropouts felt the best

REENTIE .ﬁ\way to deal w1!h the school 51tuatlon\was to develop two ;
e “s;- i | personall?}iﬁ gr qués~°f behaVlor.L ‘ane - to deal w1th one 's.

'l;fjlaji'; own’ needs\and thelother for thé school.h On the self— ;H:' ';' i
. _p' . estrangement sub scale, 27 6 per cent.of the non dropouts ’WTJ»W; .
;;1 Z]Q?f:;,iﬁ had scores 1n“the 1owest range compared to only 6 7 per :1ﬂhfnuéb 'fj;"'F
éh \ o ent of the dropouts." At the top Af the scale, 13 3 per {ij't-?;;-;jﬁﬁ'ﬁ
é' cent of the drqpouts placed, compared to 3 4 per cent of SN ?

S oL H P . B
s . ro S coe - i . P - . * . : ." . . . : S - - "
Y ‘ t., v . AR . LY - - . . L - ’ ’ . t. N A
¢ f N ©oas e L oo e - N -
. . . : E )




.~ 3 . . N
s B S —¢
. ‘ : The dlffe ences between the two groups .on the - . j
;y -“_ o meanlnglessness' and 1normle35ness' sub-scales were minima1}~
X . "“-f" A\majorlty of both groups had scores in the mlddlé j
'range”on these_sub~sdales. Dropouts and students showed o -
- . \“' . T
" : o ,the least degree of allenatlon on the, normlessness ‘'scale,
- ) whlch meant that both groups basically adhere to a value - : . f_'
L e system whlch would be considered 1n a 9051t1ve llght by the ) 'ﬂ
I AL . . L. H
: 150c1ety ln\yhlch they 11ve.- v"};ftf'.*?u;f“; f,-' ~ ",:ff,'-f',”.g




':Q 51on of many Newfoundland students to leaye school prlor to fﬁ

e graduatlon from Grade XI

ﬂ;eommunlty.d

'Znadm;nlstered to all respondents.
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CHAPTER V
SUMMARY OF FINDINGs, HYPOTHESES, AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The purpose of this study was to develop hypotheses

' concernlng the factors Whlch mlght contrlbute to the dec1-

The deS1gnaincorporated factorsn”.f*'
e ST

'related to ther 1nd1v1dua1, famlly, peer group, school,‘and;f"f:ﬁ;@

in addltlon, the research trled to ascertaln“.

.'('

ﬁhlf a feellng of alienatlon from school was characterlstlc,ﬁd”fﬂ_f_u;

,of dr0pouts more SO than Sf.- those students who remalned 1nf:f"'

--__' ,. e
school. v 7‘“-”3"17'” S
\ -t Lot '_/"

Two-groups,'thirty drprUts'and'twentylnine non=

fdropouts, were matched as closely as p0551ble On the varl-*_'

//

r,,ables of . sex, age, educatlonal ablllty, school and grade..

Open—ended questlonnalres were developed, and personally ”1

The methodology used 1n

“Jthls study dlffers from most 'dropout studles 1n that the ,-f\~~}:r‘

bl

f}researcher used personal, free response 1nterv1ew1ng‘-:g‘

AY

;lthough qulded by a set of questlons, both‘

[

R et \\'h_.,,,.-,_...'.‘,_‘_, A

e i e ety
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\ -

A composrte plcture of the hlgh school dropout is -

Al

not ah easy one to palnt Personal 1ntervrews allowed the

o researcher to see 1nd1V1dual dlfferehces whlch are not evi-

dent in the statlstical tables.
&

The thlrty young people

pants ‘who- showed nelther lmpatlenoe nor rudeness 1n any way

. f-' Many of them spent as much as %hree hours dlscussing thelr
IR ';‘backgropnds, problems, hopes, and(dlssatlsfactlons Wlth

. ':xf_llttle,.lf any, he51tat10n. Yet many of thé respondents

‘3"mﬂyjﬁ_.sa1d they were unw1111ng or unable to dlscuss any of these

“=;matters w1th anyone in the school

AR |

'151f someone 1n the school, the4gu1dance counsellor being the

e

~ N\

“most 11kely person, sought out these young 1eavers to talk

e

el j'.“ance could be glven.- L fﬂv;’.,_~ﬁ~'j Q'“w'ul

SR 24: Most of the dropout partlclpants were older than ﬁ‘h

. normal for the grade they 1eft._
:Ch:i;- -f qhite coherently what they cons;dered to be the hdvantages

'and disadvantages of remainlng 1n schooA

AR B f;respects thlS study produced flndlngs s1m11ar to,those

PN
. ‘-

ﬁ;% found 1n prevxously conducted tudles.w

'.who had 'dropped out' of school were all w111an partlel-'

It appears possible that

Many were able to state.iyi,}w'

Only}a very small

For example the ;-vf

e et

o WLth them in an 1n-depth manner, then perhaps some a551st—fj_5'::u

.\.
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'Higglven for thls hopelessness Were lack of academlc success and‘

‘“-fdld not seem to feel confldent that they could be 'success-::'

;ihself confldence would perhaps be lacklng.. Yet\lf they had

:whlch they left. ‘Their I. Q stores were in general much'

)

t:,the same as the dlstrlbutlon in & normal populatroh and

E e

.many felt they could do as well as, or a llttle better,

I
K

" _than thelr classmates who remalned in: school R

Pyl

'-\In the area of career plans the dropouts and’ non-

K Y . TN

) dropouts showed great drfferences...Substantlally more, \
: e .

,gdropouts (26 6 per cent) than non—dropouts (3 4 per cent)
f?were vague about, or had nQ career plans._ However, when :

,\.,.

;.f;questloned further, 90 per cent of the dropouts sald they

t ‘-z‘\'

‘;ﬂhad thought about some career, although substantlally fewer

e N A R

r'ever expected to take up that career.’ Some 6f the reasons

-lfa sense that because hls or her llfe was not g01ng smoothly 5A“;-‘

'1”at thlS p01nt 1n time the future was also llkely to be jf;ff

.

rough.‘ A large number of young people who had left SChOQl

‘I\-

'szul' Many leavers appeared capable and artlculate in the

N

: one-to—one srtuatlon, but glven a larger soc1al.group1ng

R

A

T-:fhad L deflnlte 1dea of‘what they mlght want to do w1th\

.;.%rthelr 11ves,'and some sense»of confldence that they mlght
. .“, _’.'

oy
/
of dlrectloh for t elr futures._ The two ex—students who 5

dlsplayed what I G n51dered to be.the most self—confldence . N

._‘/ . S

"an_zenthu31asm toward llfe were the two-who had the most ':tf‘v

13

achleve such a goal .some of them may have the needed sense;%‘F?

i PUSIEP s ——

o
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fplans and appeared much more hOpeful about them.

ks

A related

LI

“1327

PO R

flndlng whlch lends support to thlS opln@on ls that n0n-'

',wanpouts had been cons1der1ng the;r future plans»somewhat

"1onger ‘than' dropouts had\been.

foundland study, relterates the lmportance of student

‘ ~:jcentage of both groups, dropouts{and non—dropouts,

. lnvolved 1n these—actlyitles.'

)

[

\
Ve e
4 . Y

‘o, H

»”
N \\ ' L

4

\ ﬁi;f

ORI SR

Two dlfferences revolvxng around reported lelsure'¢F

. (

B Ty

\

that soc1a1 sc1entlsts have recently been em haslz1ng the,i

[

'_t;me act1v1t1es should be noted

J.. _'.'

§morefoﬁ thelr after—school hours 1n part

N

,q.

\

need fOr young people to have an'awareness and understandlng

135

to see.alternatlves ln actlon.',

3 r

.t

Flrst,

‘non- dropouts spent

Z>t1me jobs than did

(AN
'

Mlchael Fagan, in a New-,,;”jf

.'\) RN R

1nvolvement in

Ve

3 K3

':N The questlon whlch arlses as, "Where do the maJority

Lo ." .

~

6

“{,-of dropouts spend thelr lelsure tlme°"
3 o N

such games to show vocatlonal POSSibllltles.l36

In fact, a hlgh per-'h:

5pent

: RS
“a lot of thelr lelsure tlme 1n SOClal or sports act1v1t1es.

< "«'. wroln

In the 1nterv1ews lt became

clear bhat a gooF number of these ex-students spent many B

a.,

»w135c1ark c Abt, Serlous Games (New York. .Vlklng
Press,‘1970) *~_ : ;H_ o il

'G: 136Mlchael 3. Fagan, "V0cat10na1 Indec151on Among
ngh Schobl Students in Newfoundland" (Master's Thes;s,,
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Ironically, although the majOfity of dropouts who )
were interviewed did not appear to want to attend a regular
school, over 80 per cent of them felt a high school educa-
tioL was a valuable asset in today's world. This apparent
inconsistency aépeared to rest upon thejiaability of these
people to cope any- loager with 'school'. Frgmlthe inter-
viewing\it was clear that anxiety overi etting a job, and
thereby achieving‘some indegendence; remov1ng themselxes
from a 51tuatlon in whlch‘they felt they were 'falllng

and a lack of understanding of whaﬁ was happenlnq»to,them_

at. this stage of Fheir lives; all .seemed to.contribute to -: .

their decision to.leave; It did'ngt‘Seem te'thé-researcher'
that the dropouts did not value.edacatie; gdt'that; at\tﬁié
point in their. lives, they could not continue.in the sftua1 L
rtion in &hich they found themselves. . - R .
An analysis of famlly—related\varlables revealed
that for this sample parental schoollng and occupation did"’
not follow the more classic pattern, i.e., that fathers of

dropouts usually have less SChE?Iing than fathers of non-

- dropouts. 0In thls study, fathers’ of nehidrqpouts~had on

St

the average leséﬁformal schoollng than dropouts’ fathers,
AN
and sllghtly more of the dropouts' fathers could be. cla551-

fied as profeeglonal than could the nonrdropouts fathers.

o

The mothers' schoollng and occupatlon appeared to have -~ - CON
' /
llttle bearlng on whether a student stayed in or left
'school ' 'd e -~ .
. A o :
DN

R 2P R S O R R
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Partly due to the deaths of parents, considerably

fewer dropouts’ came from ‘'intact' homes than did non-
dropouts. From the interviews it was evident that the loss
of a parent through death or a broken home af%ected the
decision of a large number of those who left. ‘Ebm% felt

" the need to help their families financially, and others
obv1ously felt emotlonal donfu51on.' One example that illus-
trates the latter is that of a fifteen year old of average
abillty whose.parents had recently been dlvorced " The
motheﬁ had sufferedxan emotlonal breakdown, and was reCelving '
soc1al a551stance The ;oung perSOn in questlon felt she
was a burden on’ her mother who, could not support her flnan—f'.

z \
01ally or emotlonally \ The young glrl left school to wotk

— ' .
€«

ln a small home caring, for a large famlly.' Hex closest" \
friend-was the mother of the family. She also -
pointed out that when she did'go to school at least one
 teacher would mock her saying, "Well, look uho is.here
today. "
While there was llttle dlfference in the mean number
of 51b11ngs of dropouts and non dropouts, the percentage of
,51blings who had dropped out of school prlor to graduatlon
dlfﬁered SLgnlflcantly for the two groups. Whlle 36 7 per
. cent of the dropouts had had between halﬁ.and all of thelr
brothers and 91sters Who were over ﬁnmteen years of age T

leave school prematurely,,only 14 3 per cent of the hon— _-‘

dropouts had that many of thezr brothers and 51sters leave. S

RN
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.

The fact that dropout$ had so many siblings leave may have

been a factor influencing their decision to Leave.
‘ \

Both groups felt their parents encouraged them to
stay in schocol, but when asked how their parents reacted
(or would react) when they left, a -notlceable difference
wa's founld‘ A small pexrcentage .(13.3 per cént) of the drop-
outs said their parents were 'very i.xpset' 'whereas 79.5 per-

cent of the non- dropouts said they thought their parents

\
[}

.' would be very upset' It also appeared that from the

-

Jvnter\news that the, non-dropouts felt more encouraqement V2

. or pos51bly pressure from thelr parents to stay in. school

. nunbered most other circumstances.,-

A \
than d1d dropouts. Many of those who left. school seemed
to have conv1nced thelr parents that they would attend
‘mght ‘school or do upgradlng.

One of the prlmary tasks of thlsl the51s ‘wWas to
\

’ determlne the reasons why some. people leave school\ leflculty

Wlth schoolwork \dlSllke of or dlslnterest 1n school, and -

¢ A

-problems 'related to school personne‘l'were the 'reas_ons c.ited-\

"most. often. In many caSes the reasons were a composite of -
N - A . . . T

'" the' individyalls total situation, but school problems out-.

- A majority o'f"the dropouts were e'nro‘lled‘ih a -

General program, Whlch J.S purpd\rtedly geared toward those’
who are plannlng on a trade or busxness career a.fter gradua—'

tlon.. The subjects wlu.ch were least l:.ked by the dropouts

were soc:.al studJ.es and mathe?mat:Lcs, although a: lar‘ge

¢ i -
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percentage (43.3 per cent) liked mathematics best. The
dropouts often pointed out that if they were doihg consumer
or business mathematies they' 1liked it a great deal. On the

other hand, if they were having difficultyf with their
) " 1 L
mathematics - they tended to report they disliked the subject.
. . N . \
Less than half of the dropouts 'looked forward to'
. Vo i .

or '(_didn't mind' going to 'school most of the time during
\ ’ -
the last school year (1974 75) A vast majorlty, 96 6 per

- cent, of the non-—dropouts felt thlS way. ThlS dlfference may \
’be partaally due’ to the - fact that few of the dr0pouts felt .

- they had good' relatlonships w1th teqchers and pr1nc1pals. “

per. cent of the dropouts thought they had a good relatlon-'v

ship w1th their t.eﬂ_ache‘rs. © On the oth'erghan'd, mospt of, them

would choose the teacher or guidance counsellor to consult,

»

if they would consult with anyone'. - .

The use of phys:.k:al faCllltleS was also 1nvestlgated

N

Science laboratories and audlo v1sual equ1pment seemed to

be falrly w1dely used in most schools, by both groups, but

" the llbrary-. was.not. Almost half of both grOUps ma:.ntan.ned

b

A,"that they used lJ.brary fac111t1es once a month or less.

%

~Few would go to the 'prJ.nc:Lpal w1th a\ problem, and only 13 3 .. '

AN

-

Most of those who had left school had recelved some o

career' guldance, for example, from pamphlets work study ‘
4

experlence, or v151tors on careers day . Only one of the ',

] schools appe“ared to have a work study type of program where

! ‘ [}

N
‘\:

~the student works for one half day per week. At least One -

S Peahe gn = mamrt e nm
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student remarked that this experience was the one thing he .

regretted leaving, and wished there was more of it. Another
' school had a prbogram whereby students went to the voca-
tional school in the- area one half- day a.week and studled

a particular trade .at that time. This also seemed “to be a

y » . . s >
rewarding experience for those involved.

o0 :
Most of the students who left school early said they

had,not ‘been consbdering leavinq for any more than a month

prev1ous to the act, and usually did not discuss the dec1-
o4

?'.SlOn w1th anyone at school.. At the tlme of the lnterview,' ‘

few of the ex-students appeared to regret thelr dEClSlon.u
\

At

Nevertheless, many did have recommendatlons about what could

be dOne to av01d so many leav1ng early.- Often they empha--,f*JEVZ

N

' 51zed that teachers should talk w1th help, and encourage ﬁ:f.

\:s‘

students more frequently -

The,young person.s peer“group-may hawe had some
influence on wbether'a student _stayed in school or not; It.
was found that a. 51gn1f1cantly greater proportlon of non-
dropouts had. frlends who weré Stlll attendlng schobI“than A
dia@ dropouts% Whether the frl nds ‘of the dropouts who were
not 1n school'had been.thelr frlends before the dropouts

left school lt was dlfflcult to determlne. However, lt

13 poss1ble that those people whose closest frlends were

dropouts were 1nfluenCed by those frlends.: .'\.f-
'\'L The groups were 91m11ar 1n thelr attitudes toward
. o \ ___.'

'\tw use . of alcohol : Flfty per cent of both groups approved

ot
e
. . +
[ . . .o N

b pea e W -




" plenty of jobs avallable. Only 23.3 per cent of the drop—

nélre previotsly developed for hlgh\ school students J.n '

138

the use of alcohol by high school students, whereas 40.0
per cent\of\@pouts and 17.2 per. cent of non-dropouts felt
it was acceptable to use marijuana and hashish. ‘ 4

The perceived availdbility of jobs did not appear

A 3

. to influence the students' decision to leave, as only 30.0

per cent of the dropouts said they felt there would be
. N N\

-

outs felt ‘it was easy to find employment once _they had left.

- AY

: s
A ma]or portlon of thls the51s Was devoted to the N .

\_-'meaSurement and possrble 1nfluence of allenaft]q;gn on a.

Co Ch

student s decisron to leave or stay ln school. A questlon—‘

A

T

Alberta by Kolesar was. used tmmeasure al:.enatlon I\t was

)

'found that the dropout dld feel more separated from the

school en\r;rronment than his’ counterpar.t who stayed in school.

Wh‘ile 83.3 per cent-of the dropouts sc’ored in the top'hallf

of the allenatlon scale, only 48.2 per cent of the non-

"Idropouts had scores th:.s hlgh. The dlfferences in scores

RS

.on the flve sub scales for allenatlon/were not as drstlnct
However, dropouts deflnltely felt greater allendtlon in

'the areas of powerlessness ‘ ;.solatlon ' and 'self—-

estrangement"' and these characteris'tics are consistent _' L

)

w1th many of the findlngs 1n the prev:Lous sectlon._ Qne, .

K

‘ spec1f1c example of this was in the area of J_solata.on L e

-: _'I‘he dropqut dld not feel able, 1n most cases, to dlscuss

i

."-';the dec1s1on to leave w1th anyone 1n the school On the o

DA

M—%—J&;- rmon -
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and the parents of non-dropouts..

.. status of the parents of dropouts and the parents of non- A \

"_:'_—‘dropouts. BN o ] E SRRE L . RN |

I Students who leave school prlor to graduation are less S \ _
. . Nt r_ ~ L '.,.‘:
i likely to come from 1ntact' homes than are students who SN l

' '~?:_ o, Dropouts have s:Lgmecantly more 81b11ngs leave

"-fschool prior to graduatn.on than do non—dropouts. ‘

¢ 139

'‘powerlessness’ sub-scale, the\ statement that teachers do
. ' A
not listen to pupil complaints about unfair school rules

was agreed with by more dropouts than non—dropouts.. This

also reaffirms earlier findings.that the dropouts felt

‘ \ L
generally that they did not have 'gaod' rrelationships with

their teachers. A number of ‘the other statements. in’ the
Pupll Attitude Questa.onnalre and theJ.r responses gave con- . o f ‘
flrmatlon of the J.nformatl\on found 1n the prev:.ous sect:.ons._-. :

These fmdlngs about people who leave school prlor !

e :to graduatlon and those who do not led to the development =
:,of the \follow1ng hypotheses and recommendatlons. IR

N \ O, s o - . A Lo

2 IT HYPO,THESES . L

. AY .. s . Lo : R : N wrl

1. L There 'J.S no s:.gn:.fz.cant dlfference ln the amount of \

formallzed educatlon (schoollng) of the parents of .dropouts
G . .

! ' .nl\ \‘-: t,v . . \ p

2. here 1s no 51gn1flcant dlfference ln the occu{Jatlonal

A

S remaln m school R \ L AT

-

Y
.
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A - s : o, :
Parents of dropouts are less likely to encourage or

\ pressure théir children to stay in school “than are 4e

s )
parents of non-dropouts.

. ' ' - ' .
6. The main reason for leaving school early for\most

students_ is perceived as a school-related problem. ’
- P - - . . 3

" 7 Potentlal dropouts are enrolled J.n General ratherx

. N, - .o . -

than in Academlc\programs of study

S ‘.' '.\
Y '

' 8 Dronouts are more 11kelyv to have a negatlve react:.on R RN I

SEPRLE ISR P
to%vard going to school on a day-to-day bas:.s than are non-.i-;., L L
- dropouts. ’ - \ R | \] | A
E N{)n-dropouts more frequently have part—tlme employ- _ :
. ment durlng after 5chool hours than do dropouts. ,
. [
10. . Dropouts are 1ess \l:l.kely than non—dropouts to shave
Spec:.flc long-term career plans. _— " .," i S R
' ll There J.S no s.1gn1f.1cant dlfference ln the degree 1}) AR
whlch dropouts and non-dropouts value edudatlon, B
' [N x L“, . : I. N l’._--\ - ,'- . .I.' o ’ -:.-; “.‘ ‘ . ’ ' L § - %.". . - - .
N I Dropouts are more llkely to approve of the use, of LT
alcohol and drugs than are non—dropouts. o C R SO i
. B -~ . . . CAN » ; CRE N N - N ot - '. . ) - ] .-';.‘;“'-':
N A

13/ 'The closest fr:.ends of dropouts are more\ 11kely to _"- \

be dropouts themselves than are the closest fr:.ends of n\on-' SRS

. ~.\ s
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- outs as well) . g e R

oy

'1. School related

~14. The perceived availability of jobs has no significant

effect on whether a student remains in school or leaves'

v

prioz(’tc_: greduatio‘n. -

. . \ - "
1l5. The student who leaves school early experlences

grea;ter "alienation than does the student who remains in

_sghool. _ (Thls hypothe51s may be tested for potentla], drop—

I

o R.ECOWENDATIQNS‘-:J I .

In the lmght of the fmdlngs of thJ.s study,. a number_-

- _"_-'of J.mmedlate and 1onger-range recommendations are presented'

""whlch\ha've some relevance For: educatlon.. These fall 1og1- g

'.'cally :Lnto four categorles‘.‘r K : . ’

1.' 'I‘hat aptitude tests be admlnlstered J.\n Junlor. hJ_gh .

';‘school particularly to those ‘who appear to be potentlal

4

dropouts, to ascertaln an area of abJ.lJ.ty and mterest

SuCh i‘nformatlon may prov:.de the focus for the curriculum'

Al

.'..of these students‘, Adjustments 1n the curr:.culum may not‘

[ N
; only enhance the :Lnterest of. the students, but the learn:.ng— '

experlences of . all.,' '. R '-‘-\, ,»-f

- : A
et \
r

Cohe

—_.of studles such as th:.s one are to. be carmed out evaluatlon'-‘;'

2. 'Dhat the 1mportance/of data on cumulatlve/recor;ds DR

N

' -'.be stre/sed to all school personnel If the recommendatlons.'-' N

e e

]
i
i

- e




Wt ST g

e e

s =y me

as, the re}son why students leave school emphasmzes the need

142

»
\

of students on more than subject areas is crucial. Informa-

tion on the students' activities and sports are important.:

3. That efforts are made in order that teachers are

\ ; _
avare of the educational background of siblings and friends

of potential dropouts.

N -

' ~
4. That the present evaluation system of students be

exam:.ned to ensure that all students can feel some sense ‘

A

of encouragement and achlevement in schcol It appears ;
1mportant from thls /tudy that 1f students are gomg to'.

remaln m SChool they must feel something more than f‘aJ.lure
' \

y _,f'academlcally The fact t‘hat thlS area was c:.ted most often

.—for attent:./}\ to be glven to it.

.'1 / . . A}

5. That potential :dz'iopo‘uts be encouraged to participate
more actively in physical education and extra-curricular
] ’ H ’ . .

\

activities.’

3

y “ 6. That s:mce the "Pupll Attitude Quest:Lonnan}eJ showed

s1gn1f1cant dlfferences in the allenatlon feellngs of s

v
Ry

school cllentele,' such questlonnalres be admuustered to
students early :m Junlor high school to ascerta;m SPECJ.f\lc
aréas of alienatlon in the hope of allev1at1ng :.t where

poss:.ble.“, - IR . ","

. "7.- That the\ mtroductlon of some dropout preventlon ‘

programs may be beneflcial in, some, 1f not all schools.\
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- upgrading.

"',to\ students as early as poss:.ble 1n junlor hJ.gh school. ";.i'~;‘l,'- .

“fhese. may stlmulate deflnlte asp1rat1ons for young peop’l; \' X

: neéded- for. s'peci__f_ic' occugatione', and ‘the nature of ,su'_é'h',jobfs..

: | - 143
|

- c '. .I
8. That schools have as a policy to meet sympathetically

with potential leavers, perhaps outside the school setting,

to ascertain if any solution can be found to avoid early

school leaving.

9. . That ‘once students have made the irreversible dw-
\

. sion to leave schogl; school perSonnel strongly encourage

. them to attend aduft educatlon classes or some type of ' S L

zi'fvoc5£iona1-ré1atéd ' ;::-'fﬂ ';u[};fﬁ‘; ;’ﬁ_¥49«;7f;5 ;.; Do

w . o] -, o
t - . L . H

a0 That career or vocat:.onal pOSSlbiLlltles be presented r Y

e

RS

| . X
and ‘a- spec:.f:.o a1m for whloh to strlve.

“1I. That model occupational games b.e_.introdqced into the .

‘curriculum to allow students to investigate the reguirements -

r-\'_‘

12, That potentz.al dropouts be g:.ven more opportun:.tles L

to experlence, through such programs as work study, real—«-

\ . . ST

lif\e 51tuat10ns and learn better how to cope wlth them. oy Lo e \
i . N .', ,.' . - ._ R _“' , . .‘ ) . , o o A N “\ ~, = R

Y - . Lo R ., R SN e . N U

BERER InlelduQ} related o e \l_l,._r

-'13;- That part-tme jObS be encouraged for studen,;s T ~/‘ .i-..-"""

durlng after-school hou‘rs, partlcularly for potentz.al

. . 0 R S
' leavers. DR ‘
y"x - ; v, N _\'

\‘-‘ ‘ i . . .
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leave school.‘ . These students stay out of school for one

pa:Ld for gett:l.ng an educatmon. : "\-‘,

| o A ' o
) | - . 144
4. . General™ L ' -':."-//—

14, That authorltles act to" ensure that owners of llquor '

selllng establlshments are malntalnlng age restrictions in

N .,I .
their businesses.- : - -y R

15. That provincdial and federal governments rev1ew thea.r

'programs which ultlmately are encouraglng young people to

o year then return to an upgradlng program 1n order to get

NG o . ,.' A '. L T .
'_\.; » ,:A S '.r.

16 S:ane lt‘ lS ev1dent that parents, and brothers and

e <

’ '.»-_S1sters, \may have an lmmeasurable effect on. the llves of

\~..

"."the student, J.t is recommended that more r_'Ontact be maJ.n— ?' »':1 :

'

taJ.ned between parents and the school. B It .‘LS becommg more.‘_

.'comm0n for schools to set up occas1ons for teachers to meet_'-

N

w1th parents early J.n the school year; _ Thls practlce can

. .be benef:.c:.al \1f. alZL parents are encouraged to attend,

. e
,','/‘remmdlng them that they have a very valuable part to play
'."iln the: educat:.on of thelr children.},__: L *.;:;-,-'

A

SN

r\'

::‘_'the School Da.strict, a s:mu.lar study nught be done, a d a R

. mor/extens:l.ve one, to ascerta:rn 1£ the flndlngs are )i‘epre- o

"\Sentatlve of dropouts m other rareas of the prov:ane. . Local

, AR

: ‘-‘:dlfferences could be evaluate\i from such fJ.ndmgs.

1}7'1..‘ S.l.nce thlS was the f:.rst known study of thlS t pe 1n 1'-:,:




"'.If any of the above recommendat:.ons are to be 1m

e . ‘ .‘
! N ¢ -
N . _ - . !
L o v
- O . ' I L § ' -

.

lt w1ll only be 1f admmlstratcrrs fac1litate the '

i

A

.'Concern ig often expressed OVer the 'dropout problem :Ln
. A

X

-Newfo_undland and Labrador.. We as educators have an.-

--_"lmportant role to play J.n alle\f;.atmg that 51tuat.10n. \1 -

S )

’
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TELEPHONE 726-9450 A : \ i
g{oman eaiﬂo&c Scy\onf g\;ca/ui rom Si. gogn:fs 154 ‘
) : BELVEDERE , :
2 ! BONAVENTURE AVENUE o
7 . ST.JOHN'S, NEWFOUNDLAND St S
+
5
- \
) February 7, 1975 .
- - h
Miss Bobbie Gillespie ‘ : « T N
Department . of Educational Administration ‘ EERE ST ' .
Memorial University vof. Newfoundland I - S o I
St. John '8, Nfld. ﬂ _g L I 3_:::Vr'“'l: e e el
\ Dear Miss Gillesbie"}j:;jz APRRERT S .;-',[ °:'-:T/<n .5\ T

S Permission is granted to conduct a’ study of the drop—',  ¢: .R:g{’
qut situation in schools of the R C School Board for St. John s.wN“G*,cﬂ\':fﬂ

,/’.;'. “H"' C Please obntact Mrs Geraldine Roe when you have Qecided , . o
: on ‘tha schools to be involved in'your study. Mrs. Roe will then T
inform the particular school principals that you are authorized to ’ .,
visit their achools. 4 : .. -
\ O : . .
. Ydur research project should’ provide valuable information
for- our Board We wish you every success,. . S0
o ’ ~f\“f'” ‘ Sincerely, L IR i P
' T o . - .]
N D )
'G.R. Bellows,:C.F.C. ' ,'E-L,,‘ .

K ;“.'f"'. Sy ,Qzlf R District Superintendent

s
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ROMAN CATHOLIC SCHOOL BOARD FOR ST. JOHN'S
Belvedere
Bonaventure Avenue

St. John's, Newfoundland
\

MEMO TO: Principals and Guidance Counsellors
SUBJECT: Resehrch - Dropouts’ h
DATE: April 25, 1975

Mrs. Roberta GllleSple, a graduate 'student in Educatlonal
Administration at Memorial and a teacher on leave from this
Board, has undertaken a study of the dropout ‘problem in this-

area. 1

The study is being done in conSultatlon and coopera—..‘

'tlon w1th thlS School Board L y , Voo

y . -

,The purpose of the study s to obtaln accurate 1nformatloh

on_the.overall dropout rate: in all schools. and to ldentlfy

'avallable), in Grades Seven: through Eleven.

“'Your COoperation in this study-will be appreciated.

an’aree,where basic regearch -is badly needegs
\ o o o b
uGeraldlne Ro// o ' - ' N '//;\ . _f :
- Assistant Superlntendent . o . 3 '
‘ -Curr;culum.&_Instruct;on e N -
‘ . » . | \ “' ‘ '. . ‘ - - .
NOTE: Concernlng ‘the sec0nd part of the’ study it is hOped

some .of the factors ‘that: contrlbute to students leav1ng

school before they complete Grade XI. o

For the fLrst part of the study, -Mrs. Glllesple will need
access to class registers (1973-74 reglsters if they are
The second
aspect of the study, namely, the factors,apntrlbutlng to
dropouts, will be concerneéd only with the five senior High
Schools. :

o '
Itiis

that Mrs.

‘Gillespie can.arrange- to mgeet with the

ﬁi. Guldance Counsellors from the ngh Schools.

P
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G

. ot L. . 3
P e e L

'Age at last birthday

Date when you left school

}- Were you.taklng the subjects you wanted to take'> *(Dld

' INTERVIEW: SCHEDULE

o
- -

Last grade attended

i

School—related ° !
4
1. Why dld.you,leave schoql? ' S R L
T B Jﬁhi;lﬁ IR )
_,\’,I‘.:. . \ . s :_ ,, .. , R
~ 4

;_. you get the\OpthnS ybu wanted?)

\

e X PRCERA -'- .- SN - R LN )
Ty, LR s J \ . e _ e
Lt T . Lot Lo ., A N . . . .,‘ [

N

.. ’.1.

" 3. Were 'you ﬁhklng the program (e g., Academlc or. General)

;you wanted to take? (If not, why not?)

4 B Lo . . \,~_'- A
: v N '.. P . -

I3

'_[‘ﬂ o : R ,*..Q-. : S T

N : .
Was - there any ch01ce ih the subJects you could take? g
" (Program dlver31ty?) (Were yow told exactly what sub-:

.Jjects you had ‘to - take, or was there a chorce? How much

_;cholce?) o o Nt

T : R LT T 7-1,:
5. Dld you have a- goog)relatlonshlp w1th your téachers? '“““

(Fox example, ‘did. ypur- teachers have to: ‘correct you’

R often? .Did - you ever discus personal problems W1th"“
o your - teachers? Dla ydu oftgn dzsagree W1th your a0

: teachers?) s R TR

\ '*_ . .,._..,,.

) \\- B ' ‘\

W

. .How WOuld you descrlbe that relationsh:.p'>

“:?ﬂ ;Very}*

?,Very good? o Good? o Average? . Poor?~.'f§0qr23;;flﬂﬁ*<

158°
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b ) 6,'1D1d you see the prlnclpal very often? (Once a day?)
To whom.would you go if you had a dlfflcult problem—-..
your teacher- or the pr1nc1gal° '

. ’ : ' _ ; ’ BN

Peer group related

‘ L. Dld you have close frlends in.your class? (That ds . the.3\
;r,//jf. ﬂ\ones with whom you dlscussed personal matters, -and . o

, . soc1allzed?) T - . Y ; ‘
: St e EAR T AR L . r

‘With whom dld you aSsOClate ‘on weekends?

(e same .

g "people as in school? If not,whom?) ‘
: .j9 “fAre most of yourffrlends 1n school? :
_ ‘ they?) s R - -
A ;;\#3“ {ﬁf‘f;:jﬁﬂij’fife' '.'3'”"”““. ' Z 'fg i 5 . . »
- o ld.g Did, you . find'that youriteachersxwent too quCkly with _¢.3,..~_:.
- ' ‘thé. work in- ‘$chool? -~ - .-;'Tw\”ﬁ
g " (If yes) . Do’ .you; thlnk you wohld have done bettef‘work 2 e -
: 1f the teacher had gone more slowly? :
st . : \‘_ N \ . o . L t ... T T .
-~ " ) . N ‘ . 4 : ‘ ) . . . L .... :"-"'.- '.‘ " N R ,'-_-' "\ : ‘ R
- . N '. - .;' _ . ‘\_. : ; "-‘«-.’.- K »\., j.»'.:-{" L A, . ol ..,V"‘.‘_....'” . :.,,.-
o 11. . In comparason w1th your classmates, dld you feel you B S S
.;;., ' . 'were: :-moxre’ 1ntelllgent? less 1ntelllgent7 A T T U
S about the same? Do T e R e
o \ . \ o

SRCIE S ever discuss. personal or’ school problems w1th you? .

- f‘-l“fgu - L R .

~";;;f ; ;.;.,12 To what.extentq 1f at all dld school personnel (any)
Drd they eVer try tb help you solve these problems? 'l“f ff'~fﬂj

3 . N A R .

1

1

¥




Ty

etc )

.:'

Audlo v1sual

lex;aiy ;

Sclence lab

Home ec.

. R
Ca h

Mus;c room T

r

A

..,_\ .

L

.

(Who?f

T

Py

‘

'inIf yésﬂt04 previous Questioh;fwhd'h?lped,}du?f

[\
'l:‘ " -
wﬁ.‘ N
- a
N A
-I
H
v s
N ) “r
T N

(vgrbal,.
\ ‘ Y

LN

',Dlﬁ your school prov1de you W1th 1nformat10n.about\
different kinds of. Jobs? :

What kind of 1nformatlon was 1t? pamphlets;n:

PDld you talk over YOur dec151on to 1eave W1th anyone.f
before you left?

TTet
L "-:2‘7"‘:!? ¥ .,\ﬁ'\';\\'ﬁggﬁueﬂv. -5%{;—57:‘

-w P AL




:fu-iT , . 5 do? Where?) o [ ﬂl“_,\..-_ Coan

S .. - . 18,

fﬁ ' .'f"' - 21, Dld .ydur parents encourage you to stay 1n school? v ; '
. g T Verbally? Tutorlal heLp? : Rewards?) e %,ni; N

I ' .
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4

. Family-related’ '_:'. ' - 5 .

17. What is the, hxghest grade your mother conmpleted when
"she was in school? o — - '

.What' was the highest grade.your father compléted? &
',(.wha,t' do-they: = . i ..

' . .
. 3

o ' 19; 'Do your parents work outsxde the home?

» . ., Father:. L : Co . T S

. Mother ,-" ’ ' o ;' . . ‘ L | - : _ P
- ;'\ _ 20. D1d any of your brothers and/or sxsters leave school
5 ] ’ “before’ finishing Grade XI?' (If. yes, how many? .and 4

what grades vere they 1n?)

A}

. .. ,
. B

[ - C '
. . : '! o ’

(How-= .

SRR ';r\vw'”:f.'f '. ﬁf.,'. j" "QQQ-f'fa.fe';hif_“ Lo -
o ' * ‘. . _"' i l ' o : 2 "'\" ' LEPRN ’ . \ o . LoD
fli_ T f/22 If they dld ndt encourage you, what dld they ant: v y
T K ._ ‘, tO dO. S . . : R T

.'ydhr famlly?
" etty happy?
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Comnmunity-related : /
24Q\ When ﬁeople are young tﬁey sometimes have a definite

. “idea.of thé kind of job they would like when they :

. - finish school. Did you know.what kind of work you : ) "
wanted before you left school? - ‘ oo

e e SO e L
o 25, Do-you still"have hopes of -bedoming a (n) 2 A

if.iii L ~.A1'51>*;3 S i ._;“.j}ftx.;', RO T '.Qaﬁ_,_;"g'.
o 02650 Did you feel ‘there : would, be plenty of jobs avallable T {}J'H

.o f",uQ',fJ; ;’j 1f you 1eft school?JﬁKAre there’) . S )

; . . “ . :
What act1v1t1es are available forlteenagers in the Com= -
munlty? (e,g., Torbay% . .

.
ol [

"28.;;What acriﬁitiesiwohldﬂ§ou 1ike }o see availeble here? P

. I o o . 4 : N ] o g e r > S L o ;_..»
T T

K Inleldual related ‘ r:'ﬁﬂ:';f;,li ':“‘,;f.._:
'-ﬂ29\\ What was the most, lmportant reason you stayed 1n sch l s C,f
.- -as. long as you did’ SRR TR SR 7 T

B (Do you remember) how dld you spend your tlmé after:; ff :;. 1'M

'nd'on weekends before you left school? ™oL

-,,'.--~..'-w.;b&~xlv-y\7~<a-fm-s_rs-_g=;-:.',‘.- T N sy
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. . R “ - \‘ i ' ‘ ‘
32. Do you feel that gettlng a high school educatlon is - -
' valuable? (Why?) o C .

K R 1
33. 'What do you thlnk the.school could do (or . should do) to
" -~ help those people who are hav1ng prleems 0. they wcn t*

:a' " :leave school’ By e T . S D ~- .
. 'l‘ . .:‘ N "\I\ ‘;‘T-'. ) ,.‘ .'. ' .._’ \ ._“"‘_.'-‘ \-. ‘l.'. “‘/\ P ." "‘~ . R . i
“o 47 340 What do you think can'beé.done about family problemis? - ; :
. o

HE. v -;:\ L . . . . - . . R o o - ) . o . . L
o7 .35, Whatrcan %ﬁ{ddneqaboutypersonal.problems? T R o ’
' o et - -. o ‘ I . - : Ll '\‘ ' \‘ . . -1- : '- coae . . o ' . _‘ :' .. '.' N

> z\A - L3 - co ‘ Lo \, . _" o - oo e A
L ‘.'36,-.What can be done by the school £0 help those stuaenﬁsﬁ R :
' -+ who' are g01ng to 1eave anyway? ' A R S
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‘ “ + / . N * \
INTER\(IEW SCHEDULE o
.Age at last blrthday R ' ~ '
; , _ Grade in now_ , '_~tv e :

T A A ?-. w2

e TR T Y
. T School related .3_3, :W;Fneﬁf? : C'}-_l ,'f:; S
'lT;Q'Jﬁjfli_ L. Are you taklng the subjects yousanted to take’> (€ .00

€, " ,' - [N

o . v . v . o
oo e . ,

not, why not?) T R L .-;:-'L:"

R ' "'\"‘4"‘. L “ . S a - ; . A TR . _.‘\.

ot " N . . . . . . o .
. S0 R TS - . . .

T W“JZ Are you. takln the program you wanted 6 take thlS year7

AR (Academlc or.General?) (If not, why not’)

,'.""‘;' [ . ..\'-‘-. . L -.\w ’ . -
SN i Wt Vet . S . SR

. “ A . . . . 'h.

.‘:: t - ,.‘ ' - ‘ '-'.“ "-'A . -‘ .‘,. ' ' t i - N - L R [

? 3. Was there: any choiée in the qﬁg;eots you could take thls _
N year? ' (How: much prOgram dlver51ty?) {How much choice-
8 was. there?) o NS N RS oo
AU Db you have*a good relatlonshlp w1th gour, teachers? (e g.

:‘ i Z Do..your -teachers 'Have::ta . ‘correct you often?" Do'you ever: .’

. discuss. personal problems with your teachers? \Do you L ;gt';i
- often dleagree w1th your teachers?) ' : : sl

,.you see\the pr1n01pal of the schodl very ofteh? w(Onee
“ddy?) ' Ro. whom 4o you” .go,".0r" would you go, if you- have
deflcult problem? i the\teacher or the,pz::l.nc..al'> :

!

I

_":',u;' .

el
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Peer group—reiated

6. Do you ‘have close friends in your class? \d

\
‘ \

WltH whom do- you asspmate on weekends” (The same people -
‘as 1n school? If not, whom?) X R S
\_J, A U . S _ . N
T -_,8 - Are most of your frlends .1n SChool? '(:if‘not-)' "wh'e:'_:‘.e' are .
" o they?) ST N e e T e R

S - 9 Do "you flnd that your "ea‘chers go -too qumkly Wlth the | f)
o work in schoo]{? {bo y u . think ‘you would do much better
L N 1f they slowed dobm”) -

- . s - . 0 l
107 In comparlson ‘with: your'classmates, do. you- feel you are.Y S ‘{
more 1ntelllgent? N le?s 1ntélllgent? about the same? P |

NY

’
. . e N Nt o ~ L - “‘ . A
: . : . R R L' : . Coel - ) P -
e . S R ) - _' I S ' 1 ' ’ [ o
. . ) L ' - : . N . : . T .
. . . ;

Guldance related f o N

e 11.. To what extent, /lf at all do ;snohool persormel e¢ver dJ.s—"" . o
; i cuss: Personal or school proble s with you? L Ve

'.'_113. Does xour ,school prov:.de you WJ_th
R careers? What .kJ.nd of énforr}tatz.,

Pamphlets?) Tl

L A N PN P
' iy . e : PR . L N .
‘ B . SRR .

B A S



\ 1

' Fac111t1es o ..

'

1l4. - wWhat k&ds of fac:.l:.tles does your school ‘have? - -

IR A S , oo Have? . Type? Use? .

. Audlo v1sual o : - : I L
S/ ) . T — — . C, .
C, lerary S o . e L L .
1 "l‘ I ) . ] : . - PSR - < \\ = I L -,: vyt i
. ! b - ) ». : e
1 PO .. . KR . O ST
Sc:Lence 1ab ST e T JRVRR SRS SIFCIN AR
o e (J R Home ec. '.' T o O L AU W - ) coN L
Mu51c room SN e S S O S
4 o RETU s - 5 - r— : W y
Industr:.al arts e AT e g

o o - A\rt: room "’

. . T, - -

/'

AR
T What was the hlghest grade your father com"
. S _' he was 1n school? B

Do™ your pa.;rents wo,tk +out51de the hom"'?
do? Nhere?)q : :

4 0

lyid any of your b}:others and/or é.lste,rs": )
v .ihow many?'and what,.

" pefore’ flnishlng Grade X (If yes
grades we‘re they 1n?)
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\ ° )

)

/:' 20, If they don't encourage you, do they want you to be :
’ . d01ng somethlng else? (What?)
1
- 21, Taklng all thlwégllnto account how would you consider - :
o - N your family:. ) ‘ L &
\ - ‘Pretty happy°\ nVery.happy?,u, Not too happy’. ‘w DI N .
O T e A T ¢
}. .. ’ :“" .. a - o ”'\:‘ . '“:—“..:. ‘ : »‘ \ _\.\ - - .", .
S to T . A T \ Lo e
Communmty-related ,,iﬂ:f SN ; ' i v,

ST :_"1' 22 When people are young they
caoT e 1dea ‘of the i i

g L . finish® schoo_\
o S . like to’ do?

[ N 2 . .. ‘/
R o i . . .
) AN . . . ) HE ~ - Ay
_;'._'. AN e L. .'4.‘ :. IR LR e \ M

, . “24; What ae¥1V1t1es ar
e N communlty? tarea)

”6251"

What kinds of - ac 1v1tié5'would you llke'to see ava lable-'“




29. Do .you feel that. getting ashiyh school education is
. . valuable? 'Why or why not?‘-é7 = . o

)

[ oo ) . ’,‘. . . \ .
S :3‘0.-‘ What do you thJank he school can do to help ‘those , ‘ . :
‘people ‘who. are hav;.ng problems, so aS‘ to avon.d the L ‘ .

p0351blllty of thelr 1eav1ng school?
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A - |
MEMORIAL UNIVERSITY OF .NEWFOUNDLP'AND

.

St. John's, New.fo'undland,‘\\Canada AlC 557 : < . g B
1

‘ Department of ‘ ERR : - A O R

’j R ) '.Educat\ronal Admmlstratlon - ol _ . Lo o
: . o e ¥ N SR TN, :
R R ' oMay 15, 1975 0. e T
‘ o , : . :

" .. .. . .o the Parents B A SN

LI - . - . [ ' Co \
. As a graduate student in EdUCatlonal Admlnlstratlon at B
. Memorial Unlver51ty ‘T am presently engaged in, research CA I
- .related .to senior.. ‘high schodl” sgudents. .1t is hoped that '
: this" \1nformaqlon Will help: in determining reasons' why = °°
D S _.students stay in. school and: why some leaVe. " The-St. John s’
o ‘R.C." School Board 'is cooperating in-this research whlch is
under the super/w.51on of Dr. Dav1d Kirby L ey

‘_ ' B : ‘Dear Parents,

. Your daughter or ‘son. has been chosen at rahddm to o
’~j.-'rpart1c1.pate in this? research T would llke ta ask your- pern- \
- . mission to J.nterv:L\ow her oF hlm.: If you have any quest.mns PR
‘please feel free’ t contact me... A T

. 'I%ank you very much for your cooperatlon._ A AT

e
Yours s:mce.rely, IO o . :

S
y, o N

R N

Roberta A. ; Glllesple s T
Tel 579 7082 ‘ L

e L m et L
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) 'PUPIL ATTITUDE QUESTIONNAIRE.

“ PERMISSION TO' USE
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D AR

T5I< 0L1

. ) N, L
. SN Y
. > \ -
- - . ' o . L 4
oL : S
9 173 :
. .
" Adminksustive Senvices T 400426-7640°
£ C ' -
. ... °
Sy . \ o , .". . Devonmn Buildlng
g ) ) L w S T 11160 Jasper Avenue o
\ o L o B R S A Edmun n. Albona ‘Canada : .;

may use provnded that you appropriately .acknowledge. its use’ an send

. comparlng scores of: dropouts with.a group’ whlch rema’l ns: oF; remained-—.’.'
_In school because norms frorn another"region probab]y would be mvalid

extend my greetings and: best'

Roberta Gl l hspie e
Department of. Educatlonal ,
Admlmstration ' .
Memorlal Umverslty e
St. John 5; Newfound‘ ng

lnclosed 1s: a' .Technlca) Report and questionnalre whlqh you

.

o’ me a copy of your study whan |t has beén con’lpleted

i My on|y suggestlon'regarding’ your study ls that you consl:der

. Best-wnshes to you fqr success w|th your study Pleasa




‘SUMHARY. . OF. SCORING,
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\

\ ) 3
L)

PUPIL, ATTITUDE QUESTIONNAIRE -

_ - 'Normlessness . ‘-

P
‘

c e

ra‘:: SéiféEséfangemeht;

R

- 4
4

Powerlessxqess

Isolation ™t o,

‘Meaninglessness =

22 items), .

(14 items) -

©%, 2, 3;-11; 15, 18, 24,

w58, .

vl

(10 items). =i .
cr vt T 9,050, CBBL

(12 items). | -

Lo

V5,07,08, 13,728, 29, 30, L
34,041, 781,0 83,059, L L

tow
PR
\ ”

- 3
\

"10,.12,°16, 21, 26, 3L,
. 32, 36, 40, 43, 44, 54.

1

6, 14, 17, 19} 33,37, 38,

39, 45,.46, 47,:60.-

P

(4,°9,:20,722,723, 257 48, 0




Vo T o T
B . R .

' . .
2 «

S(‘,‘-\ZKNG KEY AND SUBJECT GROUPINGS FOR 'I‘HE

PUPIL AT'I‘ITUDE QU ES TIONNAIRE

Scé'ring Method

I .- 8A:

r

II < SA =

S III .- SA'=

L}
L
o

1

(%)
a - .
oo

3, D =2

5, D

]
-
n
o

n
wn

‘= 3, "_:s..D =1

”:PBWériéséﬁGSS;'f.ﬁJgri

2 :-:'-.ScorJ.ng

’ Self Est.rang &\ent ,

\

' Normlessness .
’ :':}-. A .

\ _
A

e

. ‘. \r
. g

. Method

ffl4 20.

" 5 7’

’*,'13 28

<,

43

26, 35

T2
.; 35,7427

. 29,

'34,}"?'5‘1_‘ L5 59}5-7} :

-

'10 12, 16 21 31, 3i¢

,44 54

.

v 52,

}‘14,+;7

. ) ‘,.:\. L
.6y 45,,

46

19,
60

,T‘

.\I’

235

a3, 11,,18,'24f‘§7,

4\'.

L4 -0

et

56,57,/ 58 <

5

?f9 22, 28, 48. 49. SQiﬁf“ﬁffﬁiziiﬂ

!5“;! “'l'f«;
% :\"3' av-h\ »i
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Instructlons R oA

v

taw
.

o F ‘3§ - ' Follow1ng are a group of statements about whlch you
L 'are asked” to give, your honest opinion.. Pledse. circle the

- responses whlch most nearly reflect your'feellngs abou: the‘

statement b . S T

. . oo o o IR
SA Hr Strongly agree, A'—- Agree, U ~— Undeclded

:”: D .= Disagree,i SD - Strongly dLSagrée )

R "fWhlte llES are Justlfled when':™ S e e e
Lot .wlthey help to aVOld punlshMentu;.;;:nsﬁ,;gizqéﬁpj,SD'Q_jgm*hf”
. e isla good pOllCY to-. tell f!;~;,h:" A
" - :g'teachérs only what: they . want o e T T e
, : 'ﬁto hear'“ ,,r;,,v,,:;,_./._?{k.;L,Hsayraq;pfznufgg-ﬁjf;”

'”*3?\‘In school success is" to be '__{iffxaffw.F} ;-;{fi*'m
. aimed- for by.any méans ‘that’ . g 00 w0 -
. puplls can deV1se .~,:5f.ﬂ..5'w5; © BALA U By 5D,

a \ [

':;4, It is' most 1mportant that '52;{;t;9.3;'f:1ft.“ 'fifl:lklc

. right aIWays'be achieved
.even- if it requires

e 5¢ ‘Schools- are “run - by othérs"and
.. -there-is little’ that puplls

““'can do- about it.. ,_. . L {"n-;:;?SA.-AifUlkDIvSDﬂf R

'”IGA}{I th;nk I can now predlct e
L ovoc a7 owhat T can’ achleve in an- ijﬁ?”“i;lﬁ :
'““&:L;Egzﬁ'occupation 1n the future e it

o ;j_ffqin}:The school experiences of .r'j*ﬁfVE'tff.yf;ig;ltfffﬁ
"51\nﬂi'ﬁ§‘fpuplls are -controlled by L e
T *f;plans made by others ;.,;;\;z'

There really isn £ ek usejf,;fiw‘
complalnlng to,'the teachers . " v [T -
- about?the: school becauseqdt [ iy

- s - 1mposs;b1e to lnfluence = "
_ them anyway e -

) . - nl . - : ._. . - . ! ‘. .~ ..': . ' l'
- o . ‘.' \ _-.-. o . oy . N . L
P : P R P Co o [

-.tremendous effort !‘#‘{'-th-ﬂftiﬂ-isA, Aﬂ;U; Dﬂlst:~nef




PR

SA -- Stronqu Agree,
Doy Dlsagree,

9.

.

10J:

T
'.T make promises -to school ™ -~ '~ - .’
.-authoritles whlch you don v

N ;j;

. ’:.‘ 14

1'5.‘

' ?16

LS

f

0

_' '-forced.to do’ some thlngs NN
Y Whlch are not rlght .;;_g.k

11

‘. or. wrong ‘as long as, it works ;fﬂg_'i'

A f—IAgree, '«;—- Undec1ded
8D -- trongry dlsagree e

_ '.'v
o - A T U

The" reason I endure some . v v
unpleasant thlngs pow *¥s oo AN
Beqause I feel that it will . o
beneflt ‘me later on . . .. .x' . . s SA.A’
Pupils should have most'of .. . T, e
theln tlme free from study e« BA A

Sometlmes lt lS necessary to

1ntend to- keep ,;,Q.‘,_,,Jlf .uffiSAﬁ?
In ordér tO'get ahead in }: :
‘school: puplls are almost

‘

Puplls are’ often glven ‘the
‘opportunity £o “express’ thelr
1deas about how a school ought

to be run e 4.; e :'§A“n”

" -’
e e

xIt lS p0551b1e on. the ba51s of ]
- my . school achievement, to ! _-' Coae P
~predict with-a high deggee.of". , " ol
-accuracy.; the ‘level! of achleve-‘ o
‘ment’ I can’ expect Ane o 0 e

"adulthood - ,,ﬂ.,i..;_.,a Jj.V.QﬁSA:'AﬁfU¢{'=?;

It is very de51rable that )
pqplls learn to. be good ;~'
CLtlzens ~3{¢.. ,,,“. } o h?.fg.{j$1.
I thlnk my teﬂchers would [
have ‘given me. the same marks-f'”
‘on. my last report card -no.

‘matter. how well I. really .
had done .ggy.. el .R,.;ggaqt'

My school experlences W1ll T
help me to become ‘a 'good - ‘jﬁ{;wﬂlv ;
cltlzen -.\Stbb '.'-."_l-'.t., - ',"'} PY

It doesn t matter too much\
—if what: I'm d01ng ig® rlght

'sAa AL U D

_ ."..',' ‘-
SX i L s
N BRI A ‘.
N -
oer b - o -
“ .
ot e - >
. 1 e ..
L, :!_79 N .
L e .
. . T J 1
R a, . .
N
s B .
oL )¢ -
. g .
. N
.. T

1 -"
) S
Y
RN
N
.. oLy
E [
- IR
-t e
. . VI
Lt .
i H ] .
NN
. o
' H
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\ L . :
. -t * , ‘ . D
'(sA oy Strongly agree, TR ==
. ; :’D —— Dlsagree' - SD:\!—_

" . : I know that I w1ll complete my
) _--' high 'school. educatlon '
= "-eventually A
; i _I,often worrled. about what i

'~'.', mY teﬁc}lei's, thought of me'

. Puplls must try to develop, .
“an ‘interést-in theéir; schoo'l
§ubjects \even When the N
content J.\S dull

P 'It is more lmportant to '
N .-achieveienjéyment and, personal '
g 1 satlsfactlon than. to sacrlflce

I studled hard at school ma:.nly :

: ‘Pecause: I wanted to get good : ;

grades e : "

"-' :I often read and studled ln\
'-‘ my courses beyohd what 13

: y school princ1pa1 was really
:-interested in: al‘-l puPJ.ls»’ in-
the schoolo 3

ipl’ -8
explanatlon of the c1rcumStances_
18 ) careﬁully welghed by schogl:’
“authgrities’ rbefore punlshment 1% |
: decl?;d'upon

'\t‘
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AP 1SA —= Strongly agree, A-~- Ag&ee, U -- Undec;ded -,_g._-,g};
Sen T ( Dz Dlsagree,. SD el Strongly dlsagree o , ‘. L

.n.

; eachers do not listen to 'Tu~'[F[fm" f'_jlfﬁh. S T
/Bupil complalnts about unfair o T T TR &
_school rules "g , g i,.'g;;_;'hSQ,JA U D SD SRR &

‘

,'Usually,.I would rather have

: .E . . skipped off. from school ‘than- '}:“{*wﬁ'a.ﬁ’:;-hli a';;-_# 7r'4ﬂ'53-.
o R -‘gone to school 'l-,_,_.,r,ift'3SA A0 ' T

- I would rather work now than

: g0 to.school, but more .\

-,'._educatlon will hélp ne - to: get R
‘~£ﬁa better JOb 1ater,fj,f, y.fﬁ;““'

- - . . . 'I'

'ywhat I dld at 5chool does assrst RN
_me to do,my JOb now. Ve e .',.{SA AT

]Q;Puplls#Have adequate E'Hjlw"iff*ﬂjiﬂ
\- ‘opportunities to protect " .vi7l
.themselves'when their =~ . ~-.. "7 1 o
.. ‘interests conflict with' the - .- . |
:{*;1nterests oﬁ those who run'n“ ";3 Lo %H
- }the school :.;”y\h_ry...A.“gf.:r._SA'A€_9"”
ﬁf:Copylng parts of essays . from T T ;
‘:books! i§. justified if this - T
.results; in, gooq -marks on the - & =y J00 o ke e T
*eSsays- e e :.r .T, .‘sff . 'SA&}AI:U']D“SPﬁ'“

ki

3 \QI get more satlsfactlon from
1. doing an, assrgnment well than .. ~,,w3 e
";frOm the marks which T receive AR ' I H#’ . O
?on the a551gnment,\.”,ﬁ. h'; ag; SA A U D SD :k;,";{f;.§)<.;-
,{EWhat we dld at school‘hel‘s _;,;',.L jf-foV' w;lf,*,_}ﬂh’ﬂf'ﬁ"~
» s to raffect” the world ih e T L S

_'gwhlch we llve g; o ol

& .
.-

TParticrpatlon in’ student
k oVernment actzvrties w111 .
help mein anythlng I, try to T e e
:do ln the future e r.lg,'f*-“

.As'a result of my school T
-experlences I know what I TR
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e S UL

: A - S rongly agree, kY Y Agree, U - Undecn.ded, ‘.-_"-- oo m =
v s i ee,'" SQ -~ Strongly dlsagree : RE S

R fd(_l."”"No’.matte =2 hard I tr.'Led
Ye w0 .I didnt' t seem to understand
N the content of \my courses
e very well R '

e L. N ..4',

. “ther, pup.N.s wa.ll achJ.eve _the| .
T goals in wh:,eh they beln.eve

assignments were 2N

1 ed A would seldom

B I understand how de0151ons
L:are made regardmg what we
-areito study “ins the : chool T s ST AT AR

that I attended f SAUA.-U D 8D i

SV e Tl el 46, My school studles wi l help M e e e

O 5’; to make predn.ctlons hout the- D . % T o T '
Ve s 007 kind 'of Sworld 1n\wh1 h I 8 e PR

IR ~’-'..~.?.'n. l:,ve in. the,; future . .

S 47 My échool studles will help
R SRS me: to understand others

,-:‘.Pupils must be ,very careful
'.,to make .the-bést . poss:.ble
o J.mpreSSJ.on w:.th theJ.r '
: teachers

v

N SR S 49 ' If ~I had my way}«I'd:"‘close
| SUR NIRRT R0 B schools o . ,

\._’,.,4_ ._-):.;‘-'

' "‘.~‘50.,:",3Having lots of’ fr:l.ends ig s
sh Deer et mOre important than gettz.ng s
i f o Do L _.,_-}.ahead 1n school Yo e

H _! ',’\..-.”.' ~, NS ,. R l,'
1. ;:In my school pupJ.ls\ could
.-,.complain to ‘the principal .
-\‘-':‘and be given a, fair hearing

} .?;\«nﬁ 1



'«D - Dlsagree, SD '-'. Strongly dJ.Sagree S - /

C . homework is Jjustified - 1f he R P C e

,-:'I found it easy to please

qiv:.ng an’ answer to someone -
.;-._-_,.else dur:.ng an examlnatlon 15\ ;'-"
~notT really cheating

Puplls must take advantage of
'_,every opportunity, falr Qr.
- un, a:.r, ‘because. good .
R '0pportun1tles occur very .
‘o . in requently m school

“','; Partic:r.patlon in student
.- gov

'7?3515*1 one to become a good
’,c,it et et

\ o , ) ~ N
SA -- Strongly /élgree,.' A -= Agree, | U —- Undecmded, - R !

Copylng another pupll s s

s
-
-
f
.
R L

agrees to let you do lt e e '-SA AT UE D SD-'._ Lok .
i.Pu 1ls 1deas about how the C TR > L
_school should be Irun pvere R T P AR ! o

.-"_'of }en adopted rn- my school o _"._';", ‘s’A A u D ,.,:'SD':-.’ .

I -' '_".-l

SA A u D SD"_"_‘_-'_-"_'_"I'

my it:eachers

\SA~A u ip o

is: necessary to mlsbehave.
_ school J.f you are go:mg té
. f . B .

....j'f,PupIils Ain- my school were

g ~'_'lglven considerable freedom cee

. in_ planning -their “own programs
' to "eet thelr future needs

ernment | activities; w:.ll "

R TR
MR

zen
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pUPIL ATTITUDE: QUESTIONNAIRE 'FOR. NON=DROPOUTS
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RTPLS e s L TooLe o

G- “\-. K . L L

[ ) .".' ".__

- ,i;,,;ﬁ e they help to av01d pumshment .1 -

: 6 . I thlnk I can’ now pred:,ct what

T S 7. ,,.The school experlences ‘of pupa.ls

LY e T B R T
S R o T B
e .. .. ; R . L
¢ (~ -. 2 B L . . . -'l . .\‘. ._~' N -
' L o >, e
» A .. . .
/ k (. ‘185

. . . R “., / ‘.‘.' ) “"I~ < i ..V)- N ’ ’ . '. L "'-""-.; o .~,. ) '.‘,' .
Se opUBIL ATTIPUDE-QUESTIONNAIRE' FOR ‘NON—DROPOUTS ' -

- . ' C, s . T P
- L RN e . R P
e T . :

s ; 7 s : o ;
Instructlons - -‘-, e r . :'\'.' d{' AT ae T e s

Follow:.ng dre a group of: statements about whlt:h you )
' are asked to give y&ur honest- OElnlon. Please gircle the
' responses whlch mostmearly reflect your feelmgs about .
ithe: statement R e A AR N T R N U R
. : .?‘. . - '_‘ ' s 3' Lo T B
' SA - Strongly agree, A' Rty Agree; U - Undecn. d, . , .',:(’
D'—- Dlsagree, : SD - Strongly dlsagree d(:

.\:‘-'.

I .Whlte lJ.es are Justhled when

2.0 It isa good policy ‘tor tell

' teachers: only what they want

: to heam. B P I R S

T30 In thrs s,chool success is 6 fj."' R

.~ be aimed for by’ any means tha\ B UL UL N
'.puplls can dev::.se e .j e e e T e - SA ';f'},\"-'-'U"..D‘ :

\'411: is most 1mportant that r:.ght L TR /\

-}.always be achieveéd even if-it. - D T
requ1res tremendous effqrt '.',,";:_"_-";l v ..8A "A...U.-DSD.

TS ~‘Schools are run by others and E b LR
- ‘thexe:is’ little that Puplls Uit Nl e T
o can: do about 1t -.', PR 0wl AT AN 0D 8D

' \\ P '~ L .'.':,“. . .'..v'"-._ . , S .‘-_

L I ‘cdn’ achleVe in an OCCupatlon' _
after graduatlon . ', e O el

L. rare controlled by plans dev1sed
Lt :’ . by Others - ”'( ¢ ~o' . ,}0 . 0 - ,._'

,"_,-AThere really isn't much use R

' .complaining, to the’ teachers

.- about school:because-it is -

__._‘_'_.1mposaub1e to J.nfluence them , N
N .

The reason T endure some T,
'unpleasant things’ how'is’ because
"I fedl that it w111 beneflt me '
later on. ;
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_ SA - Strongly agree, AT s Agree,.' U -~ Undec\lded,; Lo SRR
D Y Dlsagree, SD - Strongly dlsagree AR B '

A SR TlO,::,;PupllS should have most of RERNEIN
S .""'."_thelr time’ free from study -

11y Sometlmes it is necessary to

. make, promlses +0 school
authorities. whn,ch you don t S
‘.lntend to keep ceife e e el a

o 120 In order to. get ahead R T U S

OSSR schoo ppuplls are almost ~ T el ;" A g

T b T 'forced)to do some things. L we o UE D LT T T
S ',.','_',_".I.'-_',whlch are not rlght Dt S SA VAN D' SD e o

B e oo Tl . " ,‘:‘,.'

‘_".f:'Pupils ‘are often glven the w - S
.. opportunity to -express’ thelr B R T

-y - ideas about how school ought R TR
e be run ... e DR +f+"SA A . Y. D-SD

o
i

g S 14, It is p0551ble -on the bas:.s A BTSRRI

Wi e ol of the level of my present .. . seroe T ST :
T schbol achievement, i to predlct-. EE T
RETRE ] © with @ high degree of accuracy 0 i P L
e Y ' the. level of-: achlevement I can

I =~_-,'-_"expect An: adulthood cne SAA ; U‘D SD. s
SR e 15 -_'It is very des\irable that ._"fl:v'-"," . P e e -

Cy o U e pupils. leamp: to be- good e e T
B T '-,',".c:Ltlzens o e e e e e 'j. e L. °SA VA USD SD.. T s

16, I thlnk my teachérs would have‘ SR AP s
S ‘'given me' the-same marks-on/ .. o/ i Uil v

~.thelast reporticard no =~ n -oo 0w UL T L sl

.. matter how well I, }eally HSA RN T

',“ ‘. , |' . had done .. :- . -. e e \. ~‘. . \.'__ L SA A ‘U D SDL(, . '~,
ST .17, -,My school experiences w1ll S T R VR S ‘

‘... .. help me to- become a good _f S e DA e T s
LoTE T c:.tlzen e e e o Ve . JSA U ACNUD- 8D LT

‘ . A et Rl \_'_ S S

g L B R : PR It doesn't mat-rter £00 much T A AN TR PO

= : ‘. . "if what .I'am doing is" rlght j L T e e e R
. ' or wrong as long as 1t works S+ vy SATA, U DL 8DL o

N N S -v-‘.'_".19".-'-fAt school ve' learn hablts A RN
20 oyt a . L and attidtudes. which. will: gulde L AR N

Lo s T U 'ugdin. the achievément of T E KA SRR ’

SRR U p";.good l:l.fe e ee @ lne e W% (SACA USDLSDL

k3 T ' .". P -~ ..\' ¢ . - ’

- ){ y BTN .

; . ' IS ot T ¥ "
o P . .
- \ e '

\ X ) > o RTINS '

e L aahe : -
A R RN .
. .- . ‘
Ly Coaa < .
L. »




' ,?_ 27. "Really, a pupil has one T .' ,

_ SA - Strongly agree, A' - Ag,ree, U -- Undec:.ded,,
\)' - Dlsagree,., SD - Strongly disagree A

'29. I know -that 1’ will complete T PE SR S e
. my hlgh school educatlgn IR -7: N l@ DL 8D o et
A These days a pupll doesn R [ A
DA really know ‘who ‘He -can cou'ht on. ., SA. A UND T SD L L
'22. I often worry ‘about: what IR ,f".[\ bR T
my teachers th.lnk of me . . ' oo SA AU D LSD e s s

' -_23". ) Puplls must try to develop B TS I S U S L
~  an‘interest in theirx. school A T S S TR I
subjects even when sthe . .07 0 W e e T T
content is dull e < s . i UBALA q\ D -.SD

P . C
: . .' : e - . » . : ok T e
. LN e IR A RSN .
T wnn h,n._p-"_‘"&khw - . . e P
, e . . . ) N P . .
. 2 - - R S

PRI

o 254;. It is. more unportant to o - P ,
S aéhleve enjoyment and- . R R SR
L ' personal /sat:z.sfactlon than T o e T e

to sacrlflée yourself R T T S

for others R R ,‘ S ueee e o SAC A LULD. SD L Y

Co.25. X study hard at school malnly\. T
“. - ‘because  Ij want t\o get good L A S B B
grades ::;-. . P '. . ,"'.. .2 SAL A ‘U D. 8D
26, I often read and study in® o o oY e
) Yy courses beyond what is -~ o0 N F0 T R T
requ:.red by my . teachers J.o.....08A A UTD SD.. EFR

~ wrong only if he gets caught e v BA A-u.p 8p ol 3
28, The school prlnc1pa1 1s really":_, UL D :

. .interested in all pupllS In T T T e T D T
thls school B R LIy SA\AU D.sp ..

- 29‘. In dlsc1p11ne cases’ the R S A S I
. 'pupil's ‘eéxplanation .of the -~ . "o T L e
ciréumstances J.swarefully R T S T

.+ - 'weighed 'by the school- i R R LI T L
. authorities before punlshment R T SR L ORI BETS
is dec1ded wpon, i Lot o W Telel v SR T AU D -8D. LT RN A
'E"30. 'The teachers will not.listén ;. - . - o T et T TRl
Vo “to pupil complaints aboyt " ..V ¢ T el e T e
unfau school rules . .~:-.. « .+ +.s. 8SA* A,  U® D SD R

31 \Usually I would rather. skxp B TR S R S AU
off from’ school than come.- - T T Lo BT e IR
to SChOOl "_c_": L .'. ‘e ) L '. - ; . l,'-'l ,, SA : A. "_'U_ 'D SD‘ ,i - e .' ‘ lrie

. N ] 1
. 4
\ o / 1 . . .
N ‘e .-
A - e 2 . ) K -
" - [l - .
’ -
M B . 3
s IR ~ .

.
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SA - StrOngly agree,
D -- D;sagree,

32.

& n

"I would rather go to work

“‘VCopylng parts o

. Af this results in good ‘"
‘marks.on the essays . . . . .

3_(w1ll help ne .in anythlng .
B wxll try to do m @ture «» +  SA

t ' ! Y
A -- Agree,
SD -- Strongly disagree:

-

now than go to s¢hool, but
more educdtion will help me: .

to get;a better job later . . . . 8A

WhEt. I am doing at school
will assist me to do what™I-
want when I graduate-—. e « o ... SA

ELY

~

1-Puplls hamevgdequ e’ ,{

opportunities-. pro ect.

-'themselves when. thelr

interests confldet with = . .
‘the interests. of" those Nﬁiﬂ‘@“'-'
Who rin-ithe sq&;ol,_l o T ¢y s SA
¢ Ky .o . S \ 4
eéssays - .. SR
from books 1s Justlfled ' '

I get more satisfﬁctijgx&/ R ..)
from-doing an assignme : e
wgll than from the .marks _
ich I receive on the . .
a551gnment Tl i .1.4; e e e

} - N

What weqdo“at school will * : .
‘help us to affect the '
world 1n whic

' Partlclpation 1n student o,

government act1v1t1es Do

As a result'of ny school

”.ru.experlences I know ‘what I B fWLJ
' ':w1lL -do- when ; graduate e e e T

40.t\No matter how T try o

~don't geem to -understand . .- R

*the content‘of my COurses
Very welI:

"'c e e ' . . 5
In thls.school the teachexef)-'3

are ‘the . rilérs .and: puplls
are the alaves.;~,

R

we'ilveq e s & o . )SA.‘

'SA AU

U - Undecided,

SA AU ‘D 8D

“SD

U’ D sp

'éDlnSD'l

C oo

188

_.'U. D' 8D

R P
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SA -~ Strgongly agree, A -- Agree,

D -- Disagree,

42.

43.

44,

" 45,

46.

47.

48.

49,

50,
51,

52,

°

53.%

Y

It is unlikely that in this
school the pupils will
achieve the goals in which
they believe . . . . . . . .

If homework assignments
were not required,‘-I would

seldom do homework R

;e

I 11ke to do extra problems '

+in mathemat1CS for fun g-m -

\,

I understand how dec131on

are' made regardlng what.we -
‘are’ to study in this schoob i

fMy school stud;es will: help
“me-.to make predictions i

about ‘the kind:of world in.
which I will. live 1n the ,
future - "'v_. . _."o-: . - s e s » P
My presént- school studleS'
will help me to understand

-others N A R

Puplls musﬁ'ge very careful

.-to make the best 'possible

1mpre551on with- thelr

: teachérs d e e e e ;_.V. o

If I had my way, I' d close

'all sqhools.fti. ea e e e e

fHav1ng lots of. frlends 1s.

more lmportant than is

‘ getting ahead ‘in school :.. -

.In thls school puplls'can

cemplain t0, the "principal
and - be glven a fair hearlng

Copylng anothér pupll'
homework ‘is” justlfled 1f he

agrees’ ko’ 1et you do it ‘Q ,;Liiﬁﬁ"

U -

'

:Puplls' ldeas about how the f,f,'

school should be rin afe often "

SD -= Strongly dlsagree

: adopted ln thls school;.‘.ﬁglff'“g-?

SA A U D SD ..

SA A U D SD

\
SA A U D. .SD
“SA A U D SD
- SA A U’ D SD
:"é' ) .
'SA’.A'U D' SD

189

Undecided, :
SA A U D SD i
S'
. SA A U D 8D
. : \ ‘
“SA. A~ U :D SD
.SA AU D.SD N o

T I T
R S PTICR YA
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Fare sl e

j{i";}‘,-‘.,‘- -

R s

VL%,

,58{‘\Puplls must take advantage

2

"190

SA -- Strohgly agree, A -- Agree, U -- Undecided,
D -- Disagree, SD -- Strongly disagree

54, I find it easy to please my

teachers . . . . . . « « v . . . 52 A U.D SD

55. I want to flnlsh hlgh .
school . . . .. ... ..... S A U D SD
: o
56, It is necessary -to
mlsbehave at school if
you're g01ng to have T T
any fun . ., . . ... ... 5. SA'A U D SD

“57.,'G1v1ng an ‘answet to" someOnef'

-..else durirg .an, examlnatlon L T
is: not really cheattng o . SA-A.U D 8D °

of ‘every opportunity, fair
or unfair,’ because\good
_opportunities occur very _ L . :
infrequently at school . .. .« -'SA A U D sD
. : . . . .t
59.  Pupils in this school are - .
glven considerable freedom - o
- in planning their “own programs - . o
to meet their fututé needs . . . SA A U D’ SD

.60g Part;c1patlon,1n-student

government activities will s .
-assist one to become ‘a good o o
Cltlzen ... . ._ ,o - o » L. ‘.;o SA A . U . D ' SD -
o N . ’ . . . : . \ .
- . ® 0 ‘
o , -
2 . ) _
. - '. = .
AN v
N Lo
B " ; Yo i

1S N

Lot LB o2 il St

et e AT
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Group .

* ) GROUPINGS OF INDIVIDUAL SUBJECTS.
. S »

192

‘s

. ’ . . . . ) (v.- - n
.. 1. Mathepdtics T

. - i
B “ M i
g
.
4 ' [P
[ P - -<
. L !
A : o . ’
L& . . o, ) N «’
. ! . Al . »
: - - . :
b S R . . i ‘
; ~ - v
P [ .
v ~h
] S
.
, .

3. :Fbreigd‘Lahguadeé'

' 'Larguage Arts ' . %

?f;$o¢i§l Studies *. - ° o

' ST T - ,Ax»:_

. N . R ' A

7-Phy5i5ql-$ducaﬁioﬁtf'f"
-FHReiigiddjf}T””‘”

Music

*

Subjects Included .

v

'Algebra

Consumer Mathematlcs

- . Economics !

' General Mathemat1c5»
. -Geometry- .
‘E.Trlgonometry u'

W

3

Bidlogy s R

.¢hemlstry “,w

* Earth Sclence ;”415'“

Home Economics }W

Phy51éal $c1ence "hiin

Phy51cs,
. | .

Frenich

' .German

'Larnguage .

Literature

Geography
History

AP

R YA
/
G

.

1
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. RESULTS OF.SURVEY PHASE; GRADES VIT - IX .." -
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181 C%mpbell Avenue,,
; - L . ' St. -Jo6hnh's, " “1
s o0 . Nevfoundland, :

" November 5, 1975:

”ﬁr. A.F. Brennan, -
. Superlntendent, T N
' 'q "St, JoHn's - R. C, Schgol* Board'”“
e Belvedere, St John S+ A

w{Dear Brother_Brennan-vﬁ’h

R Durlng @he past school year I was granted perm1551on el
to study ‘the dropout’ situation in. our School District. Theﬁ e
1nformat10n has been: gathered and the wrltlhq of’ the the51s R
: ,15 Tin the flnal stages, X hope. Slnce the. maJor part of t:f-;}

* the data I ‘collected is: presently belng reviewed.-by my- super-. T RO
'..vrsor, Dﬂ.,Dav1d-K1rby, I felt’ that.some of the 1nformatlonﬁ*j_,;l». R
L regardlng dropout ‘rates - in"Grades ;Seven- to. Nihe may. pe of ! oyu;thi,)“gj

beneflt to ‘you and other per§0nnel at’ thls tlme.f.w T e A

: f e 'The 1nformatlon collected in ‘late June, 1975 from .' Y
.-school reglsters, was: the bagis for" calculating. the dropout -
‘rates for thé three grades. - ‘This information. was checked B B
. with. schools whenever possible but thei 'time"of. year: dld .
. not allow’ me to check them as- thoroughly as would hiave “been’ A O
preverred ' The reglsters gave the follow1ng statlst105°-' ST
' ? - No..of':_;; Total No. OF.- ; ,,Dropout ;r : e K
’ " .o.classes - students o dropouts s rate (%) e
38 : I}Q 2 O%g;f : U B
L SN 2 N
67 ,’.' ...'..', __1-‘ 30 7% . . ‘.,I. ‘i " ’ B
_ e TR}

. [

o for guntor High




AN,

¥

-

{

SN The computatlons ‘are based on September enrollments, '
fwrth transfers out helng excluded from any. baseu 'No account -

.7has been . kept since ‘the ‘month'. of’ ‘June,;. 1975; thus those

'-students in these grades ‘who' aid’ not return to! schoolwln

,f are not 1ncluded as leavers. L :,;,_:

" ‘London, Ont. o 1971 72,:\ RN

:}.\ 1nformat10n on: the study that you.may want.

Hallfax fﬁ'i';f;ffiﬁli¥73ﬁf -t%);axgﬁﬁé;i”gmxﬁnlg-zg R

:fSeptember, 1975, are not recorded - I would venture: to.

add ‘that the dr0pouts percentages are probably conservat1Ve_
estlmates in.‘that students who! had been absent for a Tumber -

- &f months of the .school year.were sometimes marked as 'sadk'..-ﬁ'

/ and retalned on’ 'school reglsters._ Time llmltatlons did
- not allow me to check ‘these 1nd1v1duals and therefore they

As for the 51gn1ficance Of these flndlngs, Brother,-"

llttle dobumented 1nformatlon is av ilable. from local R

/ levels in’ Newfoundland The mEst recgnt flgures I was able

to obtaln from other Canadlan cltleS e. N ':v g’g.;, wa'

‘.~ . R T R [ - .

Clty "jﬁﬂ: ff”"i" Year €7i;'*'.5éfade(§)7 “ rate

Vancouver “fﬁ‘pfﬂﬂsﬂ1971 72 : ,.f-?'%“ff”f.-.'3 2%2;*
_ . SR R o B e s

S6.9% L

Lo -

Hamilton, Ont.l,“ﬂ;197l—7ﬁ}y"‘ﬁj':.i

Wlndsor, Ont._;t; 1972 73;;r'71343f9§l§ V;‘;;;,Qe.os_f

e B
- . _,‘, R

: Whlle thls is. far from a comprehensive plcture I do ;"fﬁf.-
hope this. 1nformat10n will be of - ‘some . help to- ‘yous. As soon - - .
-as. the" remaining part of. the'sstudy is" ‘completed; I will be',f{z,.;-ﬁ

in dontact- w1th you. :L- will- be. glad .to" supply any other

.r" b

: o Agaln, I would llke to thank all the personnel who
have been' so: cooperatrVe ‘and’ helpful in- thls prOJect, ln
partlcular Mrs. Roe- who certalnly has made the 901ng as

1, snnoth as- p0591ble. L
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