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SUMMARY: 

AHSTRACT 
, 

, 
DJAVAD ZA1v1ANZAD~H 'c 

DROPOUT SYNDRON~S: A Study. of Indivldual, 

Family and 'Social Factors in Two Hontreal 
.~ 

Higb.. Schonls 

.Faqu1t.y .of Graduat~ studies and Res.earc11.,u 

, Departf!1ent '?f Psych~atry, NcGi1l University 

/fl 
'The' aim 'of the study was to examine rcéi'~ons 

fof' dropping out of' high ~choo~'. Two Montreal schoo1s ln con-
v > 

trasting income are'as were se1ected for study. The total student 

pOl?ulation of' each (roug111y 1000 in each schoo1) was surveyed 

using a questionnaire which lncluded demographic info~natl.on, 

a dropout predictor scale (Demos D Scale) and a stress scale 

(Langner Scale). Subs~quently f~e students who actually drOPP~d 

out over the f'ollowing year were ldentl.fied (N~= 199), contacted 

by ~elephone (N = 158), and strenuous attempts wef'e made to lnter­

view them (N = 50). A 'control group of 32 students who grad-

uated was also i11.terviewed and bath contraIs ~d dropouts com­
t 

pleted a persona1ity test (Junlor-Sef!ior High Sc11.oo1 Personality 

Q1J.estl0nnaire). _ 'l'he material from the serni-structured intervi~ws 

; was roughly scaled and quanti:fied :for statistica1 manipu'Xations. 

A 'number of: conclusions were draw:l1..,, There 

"" werç twice as manY_;,dropouts f'rom the Iower lncorne school, bu't 

-'" to send childreh wl.th 's.ch.~ot 
.' i 

the higher incorne ':families ,,,ere able 
, \ 

( 

-f 
...:: .. . "'t. ' ~ : 
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. , 
d:lf'ficuIties ta priva te schools, an al ternat:t. ve b~yond the' 

, 
means of' the less afCluent f'am:t.lies. The dropout predictor 

1 
, 

;instruJJ1~nt proved invalid. I.Q~.did not prove a~major factor. 

C> T~e most signif'icant prediotors of', dropping out (on ,the bàsis 

, -.... . '" ' 

~ 

of' multip~e r~gression an~lysis' of' th~ jntervieW.data) were 
, 

(1) parents' mental ,health, (2) attitude towards' s711001 ad-

ministration, (J) ~ather's character in student's eyes, (4) 

skipping school regular:f;y, (5) frequency of' being sick, .'( 6 )-- ' 
.r 

~ difficul ty WJ.. th high school authorl, ty and (7) degree oi', cl-os,e-

nesa 'P.o f'ather. 
i. ,1" , IV 

rn'a general way thJ..s study impiic~ted 

th(( f'amily,..!'ather than, the sohool as the major source of dl.f'f'-. 
----------

iculty in the etiology of' dropping out. Five dropout syndromes 

'emerged from the da ta (1) dro"pouts l'rom .homes broken by parental. 
~ 

separation, (2) dropouts f'rom homes broken by parental death, 

(3) dropouts wi th personali ty disorders and f'amlly pa thology', 

(4) the "black-sheep" dr0,P0uts and (5) family tradl.tl.ol"1;,'drppouts. 

for f'urther research. 

) , 

,-' 

The study concludes with sorne suggestJ..ons 

.. 

..., ........ 
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Ii'''Dropë:il::rt-~!:tdrolTles": t:tude des 
i f'acteurs ind:î.vTduel~1 ÎaIlu]~aux 

et" sociaux cl es syndl'Ôlnes'-'da._de.­
f'ect~on chez des clèves (lIcll'~'-'-" -~. 
outs ") de deux écoles s-econdaJ..res 

])épart omen t' ? 

J 
1 

d~ Î'lontrual. 

Facul te d'cs btlldes ,Post-Ur1l.versl.-
e 

taires (J ) cyc10 et de Recherches, 
) . 

DiplÔme recherche 

Resum(~ 

;/ 

/ r 
1 

(1 , 

DopartcllIcnt de Psyclua trl e, 
Unl. verSl. te l'lCGlll. 

L' obj et de c ett,~ etude est 1 f eXamen dl~S rai sons de la dé~ 
.fection 5cho1a1re chez des e lèves du secolldalre: Au.x· :f 1ns de 
l' (!twte, cleux ('coIffE> de ~Iontroal ont ete s0lectlonnccs dans deux 
quartiers de revenus opposes. La pOpUl<1.tlon etud~ante totale de 

, chaqJ.ol'e (1col e (i\'-lO{)Q clans chacune) a ete !':>OUtlllSO à l f etude au' 
moyon d'un ques t~ OI1l1aJ.re cOn1prennan t des l'ena c.lr,-l1cmèn t5 démoe;raph­
iques, une eclLcJ;J.e de pr("dlC tJ on de la dcf'ec tJ.on (VOIllOS D ~c~le), 
et. Hne ,achelle ,le /1 strt::ss Il ('Lun[~'nE::r SCdle), }Jar la SUl te, fles 
clèves ayant ef'fcctlvelllent abandonnu leurs etudes au CDUli'S cl 1 anncc 
f'uren t lden t.1fl,L· s (i',-l~)~), con tac tl!!':> par télvplLon0 \ ?-.-15ô) et cles 
efforts acharnés furent tentes pour ohtJ 111 r des antre,vues avec 
eux (11- SU). tm {~roupe telllO] ~ de 3;2 ('] èves ayall t termine leurs 
l.'tudûs furent é{~a1ef1lent vu et J cs deux e:roupûs rewplirent un tost 
de personalJ. te} (JunJ or-Sen 1,01' lU (','h SC1100J j l er!':>ona11. ty QuetitJ.onnaire). 
LO's dOJllÙ"'?fl r~>clle'lll 1 ~s à 1; <1.1' t.Ll' de,,:::. entrevue .... sellll.-s~r\lcturees 
f'1:trent t':fOSSl Orel)l(~nt ('valuees sur <,chelle et <1uaJltlî:t()e~pou.l.'- l,~s, 
calculs ~tat~stique5. . 

()~ a tj l'l'un certain nOITllœe de conc11ls10n5... Tl y a cu deux 
1 a "'\ 

fois JHus de cl01'eotions dG l ',x,coLe du q.uari.: 1 er a neVCJ;W6 plUE> 
>':faibles, mais .leS;. fal.u11Gb dl~Jwsant da r-ev(~nu.s plll~ l~lovl'5 L~t­

'111:'1/' en Pl('~\Il'e cl' C'nvoyel' l('urs enfant" ...,ayant des (li l' ['].cul t()S &col": 
airès dans da r., ~coles pr1vec'-., llnp. posb.lb:L1 1 te depa::-''-'<lJlt les 
1110yens d05 failli 11e.9 11\01.ns pro!-,père~. L' (!cllello de prù,llctlol1 de la 
clj.~:feci,~()!1 (lldronollt ll )" est al;p~rU8,d(;pO\lrVlH~ de vaL.L~llt()~, Lo·rp.lO­
fIent Intellectuel n'a pa.::; etc· aVI'r(' CO~'1i110 (;-tCLeLll' IlIlportanL. Les 
.fact.Ûllr:-. lOH pllls Sl(!,'l1lf'icaLl_îc; de pt'L'd1.CL1.0,1l de If~th".I,(10.p ries 
étlldes~ ("droPPlnr; outil) - .folld"s 5'1.11.' l'analysE' Cll r('~rossJ.on 
tj1'ttlt1.ple des donneeb obtel1110S dans los entrevuc~) ont ctf:; 
(y , 

1> la sante! men <tale des par en ts 
-0 

... 
1- ,i 

... 
-_ ...... --~---~-~-- ----"" ... -~n. 



t 
! 

2) L' a t ti tude env er", l~' <1.<11111. n l,.s t l'~l ~~i Ol! cl c l' ('co 1 e • 
, 0 _ 

J) le caract~re du p~re aux yeux de l'ul~ve 

h} L 'ltabi tud~fe-I--r' ccole 'buïsS"Ofl:R'ièrEt' 
1 

5) la frcSquence de lIlaladles 

'---:---------~-----4-f-..L:.:u:U(;LI1.i' fî:ff ic ,:,'1 t (~S il v ec los û 11 t 0 r J. tes .~ 0 la ire 5 

• 

.-
et 7) 1 e -dee;ré <;1' in t L'TIi tû élVyC re père. 

" 

D'une lilanière 13'0nerale, cette étude tend à :ullpl1.-quer que 
c'cst,la'\f'aml11e plutÔt q~(.: l'ecole qui est à l'ol"itône princi­
p'al e (les di 1'ficul tés dans l" et1.o10{;'J e de l,' abandon cl es etudes. 

, Cinl1 syndrôlnes carac tnrisan t ces 81 èves en r~pturc d 1 l'tudes 
(lldropouts") se sont Illanifest6s d'après io.s donriées: 

" 

'et 

1) étl.1di~nts (1,'dro p out$I1) provo~:'3.l1t de foyers brl.ses 
par la SQ~rat1.0n des parents 

~ . , 
2) éturlL~-s (lIdro})outs") l.SSUfi (le familles br~sées 
par la mort (d'un) des parents 

J) étudiants {lldrop6uts ll ) 

persomll i. té et pathologie 
..J, 

atteints da troubles do la 
îét,,\1li lial e 

4) étudiants yypiquem-ent IIJ4reb.i6 ~alcl1sGslI 
drogouts" ) 

. 

./ 

("black sheép 

5) ctudJ.ants abandonryant leurs ôtl.ldes par tradltlon 
farnil1ale. 0 

L'etude se terlTl1l1e par quelque5 sUG~est~ons p'our' de futures 
rec,herche. fi 

o 

---------, -'-"' 
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INTRODUCTION 

" .. 
o 

( 

\ 

It is a wid~ly he1d ~e11ef ~n ~le Western world that as 
, 

many young people as possible s~l.ould rece1ve a high 5choo1 edu-

cation. To this end a gradua11y increas1ng nwnber of' hig-h 

schools have );>een hui1 t in ,!ur commm-îi tJ..es and a stèadi1y in-
r . 

creasing proportion of the population in the appropr1ate age 
Il 

range are attending these 5choo1s (Table 1:1). Many countries 

have enacted legislation requiring schuol attendence unti1 age 

'14 "to 16. 
~ \ 

.. 

Consistent wi t.h tb,1S :lIei t~eist there has been an inore~s1ng 
/ 

~onc~rn over the fact that"a Si~nlfjoant,proportion of young 

. 
people l~ave high sohoo15 bef'ore graduatlng. Hesearch studies 

'on dr.opouts beean to appear only ln the nu.dd1e s1xtle~ hO~~, 
• 

ruîcl'lareely in the Unit~d states {6,1),15,20,2ô). Cru'ladian stud- ~ . . J, 
ies lare f'ew. Dr~1';;IlJl1e Q (9) exarlllned the dropout problel1l Ul Ne .. " 

. 0""'" 
DrUl1swick," Guest '(i4) :!n 1.f1~ipee, and Darnes (2) 1n the South -

Okanagan region of l.3r'i tish Goli'll.llIbia. 
, i \ 

.,,- . \ \ 
\ Wi th a few excèpt1on.s, th\3S8 studH.!S have bean dell1ograph .... 

.,v 1 l , 

\ f \ 
ica~.{y, oriented and ~~trospective - 5tudyine; the f'eatur<;;s 01; 

- \ 

studen~s af'ter t~1.ey ha\ve alrûady left the school system. T~ey 

have a~"~o f~r ~h~:.T.OS t :art lacked comparable da ta on control 

e~OUP5 • '\ The f'in~ineS indiea t: that in reeen~oa~s :Crom 20 -ta 

50 per c~nt of' st~dent'i who enter the f1rst year of hic,h 'School 

drop out \:be:tore they gradlla te. Varia tiol)s in dropout ra tes are 
~;fj; 

. ;, 

\ 

~.? ........... \-.f •.• ,~ .. ,~\ __________________ ~ 

'J {!I 
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TAilLE 1:1 
" 
:;;S' 

l, . 
P'ERCBNTAG~ OF POPULA1'JON OF HIGlf SCHOOL AGE ENHOLL~D IN 

IIIGH SCHOOL IW C0l2l'!:fRY 

Country Age Group , 1950 1960 1967 . 
• 

J! 
- i 

49% Canada .1.3 - 19 -)1:% 1 49% , , 
. ' 

59% 1 6~% Denmark 13 - .. .18 4 
-' . 

0 
1 . 

\ 
57% 65% 'Fin1and 12 - 19 -, 

Il 46r,~ 
-

62% France , 

V - 12 -
, 

1 Gerrnany (F.~.). Il - lB - 55% 66~'; 
i- - \ 

Italy Il - 18 - . 55',b 66% 
1 

, 

Norway . 14 - 19 ~ - 62~ 78% - '. 
... - " ;. 

::lweden 13 - 18 46% r , 54% -
" --~ 0 

'~ r--- _____ --- -- - -~ )/~ -
Uni t ed Kinedom Îl~_~ 17 sli 6~~~ 7 2% -.. 

1 

1 , - , 

lu.s.s.n. 15 - 17 2(J~~ 6Ü'tb . . 67~ 
'li 

,If. 

, ~ 
Derived ~~om Unesco s~atLstical'Year Book 1970 

c 1 

J 

-' 
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assoc~a t"ed ~ th sucl1 factors a~_ 'soc~al class (the 1owt}r the 

'+. clas's l evel., 
~' 

the h1gher the proportlon of' dro!)outs) and culture 

(Barnes, (2) for examplc fôund a s1enli'icantly Ineher dropout 
, . ~ 

rate amang nan-Engl~sh, non-Cruladian bgFn students). Studies 
'o! 

in the D.S. indfcate that integrated sc~obls genéràte equal 

nwnbel'S of' black and wh:lte' dropouts, whereas the rates are much 
1 • 

~igher among blacks in non-integrated 80ho019 (1). In Canada, 

reservation Am~rlndians have an exceptionall~ lugh dropout rate. 

1 \. . . 
Hit;'l1 sellool dropou t "res0areh 15 fraueh t "w1 th a m.lm~er of' 

special problems. 'l'here i5 f1r8 t the problem of' deÎlnJ.. t;ton. 
.. \ 

~at is a dropout? It is clear th.t aIl 'students do not have' 

an eqaal ed~eat1onal potential. One definition of a dropout 
, 

wbulcl be that he 18 a student who leaves the educat10nal system 

bef'ore he reaches hi8 full potential. '1~ student wi th a very low 

potential ..who 1eft i~, the m1ddl~ of lus hlgh 8ehoO'l career W?u1<:l 

by thJ..8,definition, not be a ,dropout; whereas a studeht wit~ a 

very high Rdtential would be .. called a dropout un1ess he per1:lJ..sted) 

- , 
through university. Out t'or researeh purpo8es, th~ ldentlfl.-

J cation 'Qf hJ.E'h' and l.o,w pot'entl.al students 1.5 fraugllt wi th too 

many coontrov~rsies and dif'f'icul ties to be "'practical. Another 
" .. 

~iff~cUlty is th~t of what we m:Lf.';ht càll "f"unc,t1.~~al dropouts". 

Many students' attend scllo01 ln body but tlleir llnn~ are elsewhere - , 

and f'or prac,tiea:L p'blrpos es they shoulct be called dropouts. Dut 

again the ipentlfJ.eation of' sueh dropouts is too d~'ficuit for 
. , 

' .. 1 , 

". 
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),raetical re-eeareh purposè's. Si mi larlY "'Eh'ere are perhap8 a 
v, 

few "bodily dropoüt8" who ~otai n R 111gh level' of.' educàtion in 
l , 

the outside world; perhaps supèrior ta the ~d~ea tion they would 
o t 

-"'"have reeeived in our high 8ehoo~8\ Again these pseudo drop~~t8 

present gra~e identifie~tion ·problems. Most dropout researeh 

<ferines, a dropout· 8imply as a etuden~ who leave8 hi~h e'sch~()r--
.J ' , \ 

/ ~I 

o 

before reeeiving his graduation diploma. 
,., 1:'-

In c)ur present 

re8earçh~~ a150 used this definition. 

'Another problem has to do with the disgrJntled attitud~ 

of',most dropouts. Theyohave had chronic d.lffieulties with the 

sohoo1 system and often, wfth ,th~ "adul t world" in general berore 
,Ti 

t'inally givlng up the race. Motivating dropouts to come to on~'8 

office for an interview ie n9~heasy. Finally, as with any 

longitudinal study, we ran into the difficulty of keeping track 
o 

o~ ~uhjeets over an extended period of timej ~hi8 i~ espeeia11y 
1 . ", ,. 

highly mobile when 
, 

dtfficult with yO)Ulg people who tend to he , , 
, 

not tied tn the school eystem. , TIlese difficu1ties make it virt-.. 

ually impo8si'blè !to, obtain repre~entati.ve samples and the findings p 

of any" longituc!'~n'al dropoul. study must be evi~ate~ accoJ;'d1.ngly. 

. Our aim in the present research, W8S to ~ our know-

" " ledge of the dropout problem as, Jt oFdurs in canada. In brieC, 

we_ surveyed the entire populations of two Montréal High Schools 

in contrastlng socio-econom~c areas ln January, L971 using a, 

stress mea~ure and a 8~ale yhich pllrported to identl~;Y pote~tial 
.,f"~k.-. ..," .,. 

" , ,...' ; 

:' 
.• .l~ 

" 
.' 
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dropouts (Demos Scale). Ovar the foilowing' year the actual, 

dropouts from both schools were identi~ied and à sa~le o~ 

dropouts and controis w~re ~nt,erv~ewed. Our main research 

~~IS were ~) To deterlnin"e the actual number of' dropouts, and 

compare their demographic features with controis. (2;' .. To exa-~ '\> ' V , . 
m~ne .the v~lidity o!, the'Demos DflrJut,-s,cale. (3) To compare 

,1"" '1~.", 

t,he personai characteristri.cs of "'\!frji)pout.s and controle '.1sing 

. , .t-" 
the Junior, ,Senior High School Personali ty Qu~j.onna~re of the 

---­~t!'; 
I.P.A.T •. (4À.;I'o study,the signifJ.cance of a v~riety of indJ.-

, . 
vidual, :family and group facto,rs invoived in dropping out uSJ.ng 

-, , /"'" 
1 • 0 / 

a semi-structured psychiatr~c inter,yiew with grop6uts and con-
j'-~..., 

troIs. (5)-<I'on the basis },.-f the fl.I1?ings, to sU6'~e~t possib~e 

methods for retaining a greater ~roportion o:f students in the 

~ducational system. 

\ 

Il 
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DHOPPING OUT OF HIGH SCl [OOL : A R8VI1'.,W OF TH~ LITBHATUHE 

What kind of students drop out of high schoo1s today? 

\ 

From a review of the 1iterature, a fair1Yocle,ar picture of their 

general chàracteristics emere;es. An almost unl.versal t'inding 
, f 

is that dropping out is greatest among those of low socio-

economic status. The vicions, circle of poverty producing ~lli-

of the world. The societies which have been lnost successful 

in eliminating poverty have gohe furthest in eliminating illi-

teracy. The adverse effec t of poverty often begl.ns wi th hlal- \, 

nutrition of the mother during pregnancy and the aftermath may l 
1 • ~ ___ _ ... , 

continue to limi t an individua1,1 s liaysl.cal and mental development 

for the rest of his life. In the Uni~ed states 5 ml.llio~ rnl.ldly 

retarded chi1dren come from the 10Her socio-econonli-c strata a:ïld-

their handicap may, at 1east part1y, be attributed to environ-

mental deprivation (7) • 
.,.. 

1'0 what extent does this factor contribute ,to the prob1em 

of high school dropouts? 

sample of 2,500 grade ten 

Bachman et a~ (1) studied a probabi1ity~ 

boys, drawn from ~OO representative 

high schools thl'oughout the United states (1966-1969). They usedQ' 
, 

att extensjve questionnaire, LQ. and othe; psychololjl.ca.i tests 
. 

and interviews t'ocusine; on ,social environment, values, attitudes 

and mental hea1th. Tney found that 23 peI' cent of those at the 

bottom of the socio-economic scale were dropouts compared to 

,: 
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only 4 per oal}t in the top categ;ory;. Analfsis of the 1961 

Un~t~d states census s~ggests that 70 per cent of aIl dropout~ 
t· 

- "come :t'rom fam~lies whose incollle 1s be10w $5,000 a year \2~). 

Although statistica11y the major~ty of dropouts are from the 

bottom of the class structure, i t cannot be concluded that loli 

r 
income causes dropouts withotlt 

\ 

"" taking ~nto 
- ~ 

cOl1.s~deZ:l:ttion ,othEt~ ... .I'" 
vI 

'c> 

~components of poverty. -Greene (1)) states that low soc~o-

economic status, li t-tle education and semi-ski1led or unsk~11ed 

jops "a".re characteristic problems of ,the fami1y backgrounds of 
~ 

the majority of dropouts. 

" '-
---;:------Wha t a!"">ou t the rela tl.on of family stabili ty to social 

r 

class level? Accordin~ to Hollingshead (16) there have bean no 

'" adequate studies on th1S re1atlonship. but ln revlew~ng a number 

of commun~ty stud~es and ~ncluding data from h15 own work des­

cribed in Blmtown' s Youth, he suggests thera 1S an incraase in • 

f'amily instability as one descends the class ~cale. In .c;lmtown 

he found 85 per ceni; of class II fam~ll.es anci 82 per cent of 

class III families \'Iere intact af'ter 15 or more year~ of' marriage. 

But in class IV (workl.ng class) 77 per cent were intact and in 

class V (lowest 
1 " 

class) only 40 ta 5D pep cent were intact. 

The relationship betwecn social cIàss and tlropp~n'g out, 

th~n, is highly complex and'\may well be morc related to fam~ly 
~ 

~nstabiltt~ ~han low ~ncome itseIf'. 

The second crucial factor ~s the family back~round of .. 

, --
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" < 
'the dropout, sinee their problems of'ten orig1nate snu~h earl~er 

, l' 

in Iifs (I). The family 
-'; 

plaY5 a basic role in a child;s per-
~ . , 

sona~~ty .and ini'luences 11i8 pattern ?f cogrll.tive, ehloit,ionp.1 

a~d social interactions. Parents prov1de the cllild ,w~·th his -"'-

early models of identification, the estecm of ,one parent for 
~ 

thè other and the self-esteem of eaeh of thorn inf'luenees the 

value the ehi~d places upon his primary love objec~s (2)). Tt 

is from the famiIy that the child must achieve ~ sense of id-

entity, a fèeling of trust and security, the abl.lity to avol.d 

conflicts and anxiety and the eapabi11ty of adjust1ng ta his 

environmen t. . ...... .-/'1 

1'he study of' the f'amili,es of dropouts indieate s that the 
·l'~'~ • .01 

~.. ...} 

dl.s·turbanee in positive relations to h1s parents 1S carried over 

• 
t~ the child-teacher relationshl.p. A~tliough the farnily pattern 

-. ' 
of &opouts is heterogeneous and the mechanlsm of 1nfluence of 

0:-.... ~~ 

parents on their children' s :future learnlng ia not understood (3),' 
, 

researchers' have f'ound fi~ahy characteristic patterns whl.ch could 
(t'" 

affect the\, child' s l~arnin~. AlI studies l.ndicate a sl.gnifi-
l, , 'l 

cantly higher nùrr~ber of ,dropouts among children lfrorn-broken hOll1~s •. 
J 

Barnes (2) estimates that 63 per cént of dropoùts in a school 

district of Uritish bolumbia came fro~ uns table f'amill.es COill-
n 

pared ta 12 per cent in mat,ched con tro,ls. Accordine ta JJachm~ ,. 
\~ 

(1), f'amill.es dl.srupted by separation have p·oorer parent--s-on 

1 

. relationships ',and more dropouts than families separated by, death. 

o In his study Il.5 per cent o;f boys t'rom intact homes', who enterec;l 

, " 

1 
',' 
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"" ' ( , , 

grade 10 1ater dropped out; in h.omes broken by death the pro-

porat~bn was 16.5 per"cent and rose to 19.6 per cent for homes 

broken by s";;-ration-.-~l though the dropout rate is as mueh as 
) 

, 0 

t, ... ice as high for boys from bt'oken homes as compared ta those 
~ 

-
1'rom homes which are intact, still as far as actual numbers are 

o 

concerned,~two thirds ot;' th,: dropouts de~~ve from intact homes. 

According to Liahter(20) , the parents ,of dropouts ,~re 

usua.t~y inconsistent in their discipline; their roles as par­

r;n~B a~e not adequa.te1y dif1'e;entiated and there are a variety 

of combinations of weak, punitive or r,ejecting fathers wi th ov~r-. 
protect~v~', hostile or ur.unvol~d rnothers. , ,. ""'-Parents of dropouts 

~ 

may have hitrh' expec ta tions of t,hel.r chi1dron or they may deva1ue 

or underestimate them. Gr~ene (1)) emphasizes that some drop-

outs are the IIscapegoatll of the f' n ly. Bachman (1) belleves 

that the better a èhild ~ets lus parents, the higher 

is his se1f-osteem, perso~a1 
" (if "0 -. 

and schoo1 abili ty. 

1 
1 

Ha~ll., in Hannner' s'book J 15") ~!'loo·1cs-ctt thé~aluly oÎ- --Q------
.\..';) " lI' ~~,;":\..,,'~ 

dropouts from ,the ps~cij.oana1yt~c po~nt of view. He specula tes . ~ 

f that the mother of' an impaired learner 15 possess1ve and nar-_ 

cissistic, unable to enter into a eiving, loving relat10nship 

w-i th her husband. She may concentrate on her chi1dren. The 

fa thers of under-achievers are of'ten tense, angry, competitive 
" , 

men who màke'it dif'ficult for their sons not only to comp~te with 
~ . 

them but to constructive1y identif'y wi th them. l"ear of com-
! 

petine; wl th the father may g~ve rise ,to a he1.pless, dependant 
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relatlonsh~p with 

re1a t:i.-onShip with 

the 

the 

l')age - 10 -
() 

"'/. 

mother,.The son rnay adOP~ ~ ~~S2Chist c 

f'ather provokJ.n{5 punl.shment ~d sec 'ng ----------
protection. Halpern a1soQbserved a suspensl.on of ce n 

tasks of the super-ego in "anti-achievers ll as a guil t-re11.Ëwing 

mechani sm. '''-" • ,'1 

Lichter et al (20) :1.n their c1:1.nl.cal observation o~05 
--_emotiona11y 'disturbed.dropouts notl.ced tha,.t' the dropouts· house-

ha.lds were of'ten unstab1e and that one or both parents were 

l.mmature and unable ta cope wl.th thel.r adolescents. l!.ven the , 

lllûre mature o1i.es had predomJ.nant1y negat~ve relationshl.ps with 
, , 

/ 

" 

their chi1dren. Adequate and satisf'actory matuz:atl.on, and trans- 0 

forl<lation of ear1y p1easure-seekl.ng and grat~f'ication br~ngs 

e" " about the achievelJ1ent of 1atency, consequently energy and int-

fi eresl i5' ava:ilable f'Qr 

flxation or regres~on 
learn:tne· othfrwl.SÛ, the result :1.S 

t'o immature modes of :functio:ql.ne. Heal thy 
"'\t 

°lear~ing activities ara b1ocked. Tile ch~ld will continue to 

seek p1easure, and avoid anxiety through many def'ensl.ve mech-

anisms; pa&sivity, aggressiveness, witlldrawal and deniâ1 bf 
( " 

reality. Marcus (23) interi'siVe1Y ,studied the famil~es crf seven 

boys and five girlj6 between 12 and 14 yea'i'S a1d, Who were :fai1-
. "'i 

~ ing for the ,second consecutiv,e year. ,Ile found a dl.sturbance l.n 

positive object relationships and specu1ated that early, per-
I • 

'sistent frustration and conîll.ct created a type of: ego impa~r;­

ment wh~ch was d;i.f'ficult to treat due to dafenses aga~nst 

/' further identification. 
- ' ....... , .1, 

l ' 
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" As wou1d be efpccted, a tllit-d 1mportant factor i5 the 
t' 

student's nee;ative att1tude towards 5choQ1. The 10west r~te 

oi' colle'ge :entrance and the hi..ghest rate of hi~h scho01 drop-
" ... -,~ 

outs has been reported ampng those who lt-a-d neg~~1ve feel.i:l1.g5 
, 

toward sehoo!. (1) . Tti~r-e~a.......vic10us e1rc1e' here; as the s tu-

~\ 
dent begin5 to do poorl'y in sehoo1, he bëglns ta ct'is11ke schoo1; 

" . '. 

the more he dis1ikes 5choo1 and ~eg;ins ta t'eel tha t schoo1 is 

a ,f:l of pr~son't the more hi5 performanc e deterl0na tes. 

Te "lbat extent does an 
j ---------.... ~ , • 

1 
specifie s,cho01 con,trlbute ta 

,. 

edueationa1 system and/or a 

these negatl.ve 'feelings tow.ards 
, ' 

s~ho01 on the part of dropouts? Researahers hold confllcting , 
o ' 

views. -Di11ion (13) asserts that 70 peI' cent of'~he dropouts 
, -----
b1amè .the schOO~ ~s the prullary source. of their dissa tlsfac tion 

and reason for 1eavinS. A study by., the Uni tad states Department .-
1,. 
.' . 

of Labour in 1947 (1)) or 524 boys and girls ln Louisville, 

Kentuch.-y, show5",;that ai: the 440 who did not graduate,' 67 per cent 

1eft, at 1east ln part, beeause of dissatlsfaet~on wlth ~ome 
, 

phases of soho01 life. Greene (13) points out that the dropouts ~ 

do not participate in schoo1 aotivitie~. TheY,feel allenated 

from seho'ol and tha t - they are_ not getting h~lp from anyone. They 

express tlleir dissatisfaction W~ th 50ho01 as d1s11ke for teachers 

1 
~nd certain subjects. 

On the other hand, it is clear that a student, who leaves 
.. • -l'f"" 

the 50hool ,wi th sorne degree of sIlame over 11is fali~~e, needs to 

bolster his self-esteem by rationa1izing and bla~ning e.x:ternal 
Il ..... ~ .. 

circùmstances. Inability to adapt to 5choo1, fOI:_those who find 
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~~n ~a~ns the~r 
< 

J:;Uld uncoo'pera,tive attitude 
1 

1'~.&'\1 ' ' .. ~ .. .-' 

towards schoo1. 
,~ 

hosti1~ 

Several $tudi,es indica"te .. ;;;8. furthe17' cluster of éharacter-
~& ' • istics that are linked to negative attitudes. Dropouts show a 

" 
progression characterized by a gradua1 1055 of interest in school 

subject~, by increasing1y poorer perf'orn~ance and f'in~lly partial 
!'). 1 t1> , . 

wi thdrawal bef'ore the final aC't of dropping out. iJachman (1) 
, 

and Greene (13) both found that over haif of those who later 
, ' 

.> drop out were held back prior to Grade 10.' Over .ha1f of' those , . 

" ' 

with "D" averages in Grade 9 droppèd out,' whereas on1y 2 per -

o 
cent of the "A" students did 50. In this study. (1) ~t was est':" 

imated that ~bout 40 per cent of' those wAo :fai1ed a grade later 

dropped out; , tHere wa~ on1y a 10 per cent dropout rate among 
- ... - __ J t, 

those who never fai1ed ~ gr::-de =. Barnes (2)fi reports ovar 72 per­

cent 'of dropouts had repeated at 1east one grade, and 44 percent 

had repeated more than 0 " .. . -" grade. The f~gure~ fo'r ~natcned con-

tro1 subjects, vere 43 per cent'and 10 per cent re~pective1y: 

. poor attendance is the most ·"çrucl.al warning symptom of 

dropping ou't!> There i8 a direct re1at~on$hip tbetween dropping 
, 

out and absenteeism especially when i t increases to more than 
, " 

t'ifteen days a year. Lichter et al (20) studied 105 intellec<t­.. 
ually capable, eanotionally dJ.sturbed h~gh $chool dropouts :from . 

\ 

25 public 11igh 8cho01s in ChicaGO between 1954-l95(). Of these 

'" 105 'stuctents, 61. "per cent had. had poor schoo1 att'~,pdaÎl.ce records. 
~ r, <1 " 

Doing homework is a good ~ndicator of 

• 

" . 

studen,t 
r ~. 

/~ 
./ 

,"l' 

:I.nterest 

1 
1 

1 
1 
1 

i· 
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and the amount ()f homawork done ls a fair pred~ctor of dropping 
': 

- .out. Qf those who reported doing less than five hours of home-
• 

, oJÔ., 

work'per week, an estirnated JJ per cent became dropouts (1). Of 

those who did twenty or more hours of homework a wee~<., on1y 11 

per cent dropped out. 

G:reene (1J) and' Cervantes (6) have discussed the importance 

of peer eroup influence on droppinc- out. They found that the 
1 

JI , 

friends of a typical dropo~t were no~ usually approved of by 

• their parents. They were ndt usual1y s'choo1 oriented and were 

ei ther aIder or yot~meer t:l"lan the dl7"'o])out himself. The dropout 

inappropriate, friands out of despair, l'léeding 

hize wi th him. 
~ , ..... 

Other #ropouts were loners 

at al.:).. 

TAe i'ourth factor JB the personality of dropouts. Are 
1 

"t,hey diff'erent t'rom non-dropouts? Siegel (15), after reviewing 

the iiterature,. t'inds no conclusive eV1dence or aereemen~ as to . _. ~, 

th'e persona1 Character~s\ics of indi'v~dua'ls W~ 1ft lear:iüne; pro-

b1ems. He quotes Erik Erikson' s opin~on that these sfu'dents 

are experiencing a prolonged identity cr1sis involving acute 
• A7 1 n 

aiiena,tion f:rom tHeir ambitions a~d.ftheir emoti~·ns. They .1~J,( 
â sens.o of personal w9rth. Alves and "Hason (15) ind~cate, that 

# 

under-achieyers tend to be more negative i~ theJ.r attl tudes to-

wards. thenaselves and others. Feelines ?f inferiorlty, lack of 
l : .. 

faith in others and, at h.mes host11l.ty were pO.ll1ted out by 

h.urtz and Swenson (151)'; Th.fiit$e rosearclters g~ve the impression 
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, 
'0 , 

that ut is unable ta experience him,S"èl:f as a persan 
, ,~ 1 • 

in his own right e to inlmaturity or to extreme conflict wit,h' 
. 

his :tanaly and wi th hi environment as a 0\\"ho1,e. He ~s struggling 

to he himsel:f but he feels everyone he depends up?,n is 

o attempt:mg to mold him to their wn pattern; therefore r~moving 
, ' 

'---him still further from himseff'. As nè q,:f 5~egel' s students 

e"clai~,.d uT would rathcr .f1unk everything~ than do Wh~t' they 

want ". In this w.ay he expressed 11is sènse of b,eing overwhelmed 

and his attempt to protect h15 own ee;o-bounclary. His <f'eel~ngs 
" 

" of salI' confidence and self' r~liance have been shattered r~.- ~ 

• <\ . 
'1 peatcdly leaving h~1II wi th the feeling tha"'t he can only do wrong. 

' .. ~ 

There:fore, he sho~)..d. stop trying and go aI' ter immediate grati-

:ric,ation. 

According to F'arnsworth (15) more than 50 per cent of the 

total dropout popu1a tian have si~f'icant em~tional;,' d~ffictÜ ties. 
,~) . 

-
He adds that the dropouts are often, cllarac'terized by inaction 

They live' in a ldnd of non-action conw1Un,e .. They 

-run away :from any si. tua t~on wlnch' requires motivation, particir g i.., , ~ ~ __ 

, .. 0 

pation, e:ffort and cooperation., 1 Lichter et al (20), who worked 
... 

in a pu~lic agency in Ch~cago staf:fed with case workefs, psy- « 

chologists and a consul tant psychoanalyst" conduct-ed, ongo~ng 

interviews with lI1otlvatod, disturbed dropouts. It was disclosed 

that youn~sters and their parents often had serious emot~onal 

probl emS and' tha t 'the s~hool dif'fi'dul t~\ls had resul ted from 

these-: Indeed, for most of' these students, schoql was o111y one 

il 

/' 
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oif many areas of maladjus tmen ~ Tb~y were ~mrHa ture in their 

general personaii ty formations; about two thirds of' the boys 

and one hal~ of' the girls were dependent and unwill~ng ta 

assume any self'-responsi b~ll ty; 
r - • -

the boys genera11y expressed 

, ""?' _ thè1r clependency lt open helplessness and the glrls 
~ -'t- , 

J..Il an~ry 

(t ~_.......... 1 

- ---'demanda j less than one third were rerati vely mature in the~r 

character f'ormations but were struegling w~th developmental 
Ci 

'" 

t.asks ; less than one f'ourth of' the students were suf':fering t'rom 

sp~cit'ic neuroses (36 per cent of' the girls and 11 per cent of' 
-4,,_ , 

, ( 

the boys were d~agnosed as neurotfo) <l the majorJ. -ty werc sut'f'-

ering 1'rom develqping characttJr dlsorders; 
.. ~;. , 

-

64 per cent of' the 

g:Lrls and H9 per cent of' tho boys !lad problems bocause of' thelr 
~ " 

charac ter f'orllla'tion\j 
..- , 1 

~ew dropouts had ' compulsive characters. , 

On the other hancl 'thora was aiso a sle;nlt'icant group of 'r 

l ' 

dropouts whose dit':ficul tles were only mart;in-ally di:fferdnt from 

non dropouts .,L. It wOlÙd appear .l-D these cases tha t dropp1ng out 
1 ~ 

could h~ve Leen pretented by rela tl vely minor cirCUllls tances BllCh 

as a new, s~pportlv~ peer group, an especlally intere~ted te8-
1 ~ 

'l cher or a warm and U~(lerf\tanqwg patent. ln h1S study of' drop-

outs, Hachman (1) 
1 

:found that there ",as a c;re-ater neeù for, self-

, ,., 
, devel1Jlrnent in the collcrse cntI'&lncc( r,roup. These students t'e.J.t 

/ /" 
\that they could contr91 thel.r o\\ln fortunes. They; ,had "lnternal 

Pit, 

"control". Dropplne out is lnore 'l'lk<:ly to occur among thos8 who feel 

Or that circumstances are' "ln the !lands aI' t'ate" an-d that thoy do 
-\ -' '. 

not have any control over thoir liv~s. For these theFe ~s 

1 -
• 

" 

1 -, 
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lI external control", ~JalSo :found that 10 per cent of' h-is 

responden~s were Y.h~ed\ bo/. n~::r.:!,.<?,usnGss t héadaches 1 1\055 o:f 

aI?petl, te t Sl~ep/~g troubles and di-:è~t~cul ty .. get t.in~ up in the 

morning. , d. esti;';ated one ·th~l<'d of th~se students dropped o'ut 

o:f high SChool;~le 

Honesty, kindness ~d 

./ 
17 per cent of thern entered college. 

cooperat~on were positively reiated ta' 

. 
edu~ational attainment. Aggression and d~linquent behavJ.our 

}' - -

were tHe most important :factors ~n p~edicting dropout&. He 
~ . 

estimated- that-J7 per cent o:f thq s,e ,,!,'\(,i'..th the hiehest score in - . -independence ,at Grade 10 level; JO per cent of those lu gh"e s t ~n 

" 

... 

impuls-e to aggression and 60 to 65 per cent of those most deIin-
~ 

quent J.n school , later drop out. After leaving school, Greene 

(lJ) reports that. only 51per cent of' dropouts get into trouble \1' 

w~th the poliCE::. He t'eels that soeiety's ;nadequacy in cop~ng 
'0 

\vi th thesc younesters be'tween the time they leave school and the 
f' 

time they en ter the labour market resul t 5 III the irra tioual ass-

umpti'on ,that aIl dropouts aI'e de~inquel1ts. 
1-

B~ys drop out more t'requentIy than do girls. Almost all 

studies FaVeaJ. that 55 to 'bo per eent of' dropouts a.re bo.ys. Tbis 

15 '~ather puzzl~ng ainee, 'as the future breadwinners, boys wou ~ 
, (" u 

,seern t,o require a -hJ.(';her ed,-!eation titan g;J.r1s. Greene (13) 

Doys are generaI1y giv~n 

pe!ndence a t an ear1i~r age th an g~r1s and there are perhaps 

"-
').,tr!0re part- ticne jobs a1[ài1able for 15oys. ' These factors may - give 

'" '" ., 1 
the',h~gh seh@ol boy the ~Jnpre:osion 

-;; , 0 -Y" 
that he can make h:p~ way itl __ ~ 

o 

, , 

:"'/ 
" 

[ 
,- - ------

,.-
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the woxld without subrnitt~ne to the~rduous educat~onal pro-
, , 0 

_ cess. Also, particularly i~ ,the early grades, the teachers 
~ 

-

are much more likely to be wornen; the malé student may get the 
, , 

, impression that ,the world of' school ios a femaNl. worlçl. This idea 

~s probabl~ class-linked to sorne extent; in the lower SOC10-
\ .~ Il {I~ q 

cconornic classes and particularly in rural ~r~ast Going ta 
.a 

, , 

,school and odoing weIl at~hool may be regarded as 11 :sissy" be-
e 

.haviour. SOrne evidence Cor this class-linked" education d1f'f'-

crenc.e in r.lontreal 15 prov~ded by, a recent survey (prince et 
. 

al, (25» which showed tha t in 10\'i-income t:,~nnlies the l )nother has 
" 0 

a level of' education similar to the f'ather, whereas 1n the h1gh-
p 

incarne f'amtly-thé f'atper ia rnuch more l~kely ta be better edu-

cated" (Table 2~1). 

Fl.nally, "what about the .controvérsl.al factor of low 1.Q? 
, . 

According to Greene (1,3), several studl.es have in f'act sh"awn 
, --. . j. , 

that dropouts havelJlow~F p1ean I.Q.IS than h1gb. school graduates • 

• But he also t'aels that there areorela~ively f'ew students that 
, ..". 

are 50 low in intelligence that they cannat pro~itably be 

.:!1 • 

educated in our high schools. According ta Greene J failure in 

previous years ha~olabelled the student and he has come to 

accep~ and internalize' this Judgemtmt. In his viei\<I.tllen, the 
11 

, -
feeling of incompetence, rather th an actual 10W'I.Q. is the 

o ... '1., C:! , 

- \ . 
more 1JÙpartant factor. O't~o 'Sprange-r (15) quotes O.Ray 1V'arner 

" of' the, Uni ted staj;~s Of'fi'ce of Bducalt:bon,-as saying tll.a t about 
- -, . ,,"; ~ ...... 

three-q~arters of' a milolion s"t~dents wl.ll drop, ,out of' h~eh 

' .. .. 

o 
• 

l' 
1 . 
r 
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TABLE 2.1 

'r' 
EDUCATION LI#VELS OF PARENTS IN 'Lü'" - AND IUGII INCOHB SA.~IPLES 

(r.fONTIU~At ) \ 
lo:nUCATION LEV~L LOW INCOHB (N=113) HIGH INCOr-Œ 

! 

~ 

FATHER " J'.IOTHEH FATHEH " MOTHER 
Q « . -
None 4 2 0 0 

Sorne grade schoo1 2J" 22 1 1 

.) 
Completed grade schoo1 29 42 3 1 .-
Sorne hig~ schoo1 44 ~9 9 10 

of 

Completeçi high school Il 8 il5 21 ,,,,, 
Sorne university 2' 0 -.,23 42 

.... "' .. '0 65 41 Comp1etecf uni varS1- ty _ ,<, 0 

,-, 

, . ' 

'\ 

-.. 

t:l 

< -

.. 
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schools durine 1970 and of these Il per cont have I.Q.'s of 
J 

more than 110" 50 per çent haYe I.Q. 's betwe;n 90 atld 1.09. ,,tl-l_e __ 
, 

believes that 61 per cent of dr~pouts collld complete standard 
.-;' ~ 

• § 
vocational, technic~l or colleae educat~on. :For the remajnder, > 

haIt" could compl.ete s.peciai high school courses and the other 

half' would require other'spec;al educa tional proprams. S~nce . , 
none of' these alternat1v~s are available, he concludes that 

the majori ty of' cdropouts leav"e E>cltool llOt bccause of lack of' 
, 

\ , 
intelligence 

other 

1" "-- -- •. 0 

but t'or social and psychologiéhl reasons. . , . .. 
invest.L&,ators attriuute Illore i.mport~.nce to 

as a factor in ùropping'out. '/IlacPhersçm (221'.reports oh a 

follh'w-up study of a represent-ative sample of 1,208 children se-

lected from al1 ohildren barn ln Seo tland in 193&. Frol11 the 
'Cl ~ .F 

.. 

.. .. ......,r:;:'" 

" w1101e sarnple, onty' 75 pup11s (6.2 per cent): achieved, a lugh 
- ~ L ... ' 1W 

~choo1 certificate. 
'C.,./ 

As rar as I.~. w~s conce~nedf a~ Table 2:2 

indic~tes, an I.Q.l of 145 WciS needed fOl. ... a pupil .to have 50 per-. 

cen'"t chance of receivinc, a HiCh 5c11001 Leavlng Certificate. 

A PU11il with an.I.Q. of' 127 has a 50 per cent "probabi~ity 
, r 

o:f ~0nt)11etine higri '~chool and a ~5 per cent ch,ance o:f- rece~vine 
a 

the HJ.(Çh 5choo1 Le'avine; Certi..f'1cate. , 
Il"e r ll,scd the rr:c1~man-;-'lerr~11 test and explains the ra ther 

lligh t.Q. levels as~ baine; due to larf,e standard düviat~on§ and 
~, "\ 

the skewness of dist:t>ibution. 

o 

. . ') 

, , 

" 

_ ...... "' .. ----------~~~--~~ , ,Il 
Mh 

" 

Q 
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'fABL~ 2:2 --, 
Doys and G~rls in fi ve-Yea:r. Courses 

I.Q. 1mole 
Sample .. 

AlI ~n 5-year 
C6urses 

~ ~---3~------ J 

165-9 4 4 

160-4:3 J 

155-9 

150-4 

145-9 

14-0_1~ .. 

6 6' 

135-9 

1)0-4 

125-9 

Il 

23 

20 

43 

47 

115-9 76 

110-4 86 

~05-9' III 

129 

132 

III 

Il 

20 

19 

. '36 

37 

'~7 
(' 

41 

36 

31 

23' 

Id 

Il 

, ." 

,AlI Completing 
5-year Cours~s 

J 

J 

12 

Il 

19 <> 

22 

1t; 

2 

t 

~~-~3~2~7 ___________________________ _ 

To tal 120t;, • 1.50 

• '1111;:'",,' 

1 J 

AlI Attaining 
Leaving Cert­
if1.ca te 

, 

J 

1 

2 

.5 

6 

4 

9 

7 

13 

9 

'7 

6 

1 

l 

1 

-~ 

75 
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He estimated that anoth-or 66 pup~ls could have obta~ned 

ieaving certificates on the ba~isQof their.I.Q., alone, if - \ 

they had not left the school. study~ng factors ~n addition 

to I.Q., IvIacIl1.erson exam,ined the personality of' dr~pouts by . , 
home vlsits. He concludecl that eharacter 1;raits (peI,'severance, 

conscientiousness and 'the will to do ,,,ell) play the most im-

portant role in remaining in school. 
t 

other research has focused upon the importance of' read-
o 

ing abifity' as the major factor in the dropout problem. It 

has been' estimated that more than 90 per cent of all the work 

tau~ht in school involves the ability to read'(13). All stud:1:es 

ind~cate that the dropouts are generalJy two years behlnd ~n 

their reading ability. Greene quoted Penty say~ng only 45 per-

cent of poor readers remain in sehool lone enou~h to graduate. 

Uachman' (1) estimatcs that the dropout 'rate ,fo~r t~lOse at the 
Q 

lowest level of re~ding skill is gr~ater th an 40 Rer cent~ 
II 

, -. 

------' 
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GlIAPT~H TTT 
( 

PRESENT RBSBARCH: SURVEY OF ,TWO HIGH SCHOOLS, METHODS AND RESULTS 

r\r ou; pr~sent research we selected t~o high school~ :in 

;'lontrt:!al. For contrast, one h1eh $chool was selected from a 

working class area ~f ~~le ci ty and th~ other was' selected from 

a h1gh incorne area. The proposed research was first discussed 
" ' 

, , 
wi th the prin~lpals of' the schools in questlon and when-a-g-re-ement 

was obtained a t this level, permission ,.,as grant"ed t'roul the pro-

testant Schoo1: Board of' Greater Montreal. The general plap was 

as follows (1) to survey the entl.re ,populat1on of' both 5c11001s 

to try to ,predict those who were liable to drop out (2) to Hl-
" ' ., ,J 

entify the actual dropoutJs over a subsequent one year -period ()' 

to assess the validity of' the dropout instrun,ent thereby and t4) 

to interview the,dropouts and a sample of graduating controls to 
, 

de'termine wheth,er there 'were any ,cons:ï..ij.tent social, family or 

personali ty di:fferences distinguishine the two groups. 
';--. 

FIHST 's'rAGe:: SÜH.vl~Y RESULTS 

The first staee consisted of' a survey of' the t~tal popu­

lation of e~<?h of the high 5cho018 during January 1971. A quest:­

ionna1re was administered to aIl students, class by çlass, after 

a brief word of l.nstruction. 

The questionnaire cov'ered demograpn1c data (ethnici'ty, 
, , 

occupa tion, f'aJrdly inoome, education of parents and siblings, 
, . 

pupil's educational él:ttainment lncludin[{ number of subjccts .failed, 

nwnber of dif'.f'erent, high schools previously attended), the Demos 
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"D" Scale fol' the identification of dropouts and the Laz;grier 
~ ~ 

Sc~le (19) as a measùre bf :psychological stl:e-ss. 

, A ward should be s~id about the Demos Scale. It was 

.1- • 
de.signed ta pick out potential dropouts by measuring attltudes. 

* It consists of twenty-nine statements which the pupil is asked 
./ 

to score on a five point continuum. The statements caver: 

1. Attitudes towards teach~rs. 

2. Attitudes towards edu?&tion. 

J. Influences ~f peers or parents. 

4. èchool behaviour. 

'I 
I!;xallJpl~s of sorne of the )Jemos statements are as fol10'\'.ls: 

'\. 

• 

1. Teachers understand the ,proble'ms of students. 

2: It 15 nec essary for one to have a l11g11 school 

education. 

J. It i5 good i'or fr1ends to ~elp one make up 

lu.s (her) mind. 
1,0-:. _____ _ 

4. It ls more important tù have a good time 1n_ 
/) 

school than: it is ta study and learu.. 

After each statement, the student is gl.ven five alternative 

responses: nearly always, most of the time, sometimes, very few 

times and nearly never. I-Ie must oho05e the one wi th which he 

agrees r~ost. To assess validity, the test was given, by Demos, 

to ~\lree groups in Californla: Group 1 conS1sted of one nundred 

and f~~ randO,mly sele~ted Anglo-Amer1can high, SC-h.,901 -students, 

Group 2, of thirty male ju~énile deli~quents ~nd' Group 3, of 

.. 

D 
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t, 
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high Bchool dropouts. On"1;he' basis of signif'icant score diff-

erenees between these groups, Demos considers his test to ha~e 

adequate i'alidity. AlthouG-h in our '.inion this wa'rnot ade-
J 

quately demonstra,te.d: i~ was tl\e only ùropoùt prediction instru-

ment ~e could find. We decided, therefore, to use it and further 
.~. 0, 

assess its validity in the course o~ our study. 

, The Lanpner Scale (19) ~s a twenty-two i tern s.elf'-:x;eport 

check list of psychiatric symptoms indioating impairment (see 

appendix c). This instrument was devel.oped during the course of 

\ 
the Midtown study of' psychiatric disorder in Hanhat tan , ,New York ' 

• 

" Ci ty. 
, ,. . 

It prov~des a rough 

. continuum of impairment in li:f.e funct~oning due to very common 

psychiatrie symptoms. Langner studied the val~d~ty of these .,. 

twenty-two symptoms and found discr~rninat~ng power between il1 
.. 

" . and weIl groups at the 0.01 confidence level or better. 

'fhere were l, l~O studenj;s. in each of our schools. ,In 

" the Middle Incorne 5chool 1,027 aild in the l-iieh Incorne Sc11.001 1, OJ~ 
1 

L 

completed the que,s tionn,?-ires. The others were either absent çr ) 
,-... 

their anS\'1ers 'l'lere l.neomplete and were removed from t~le' sample. 

The two 8c110016 f'i t weIL into the respective comrllUn1. ties 

which they serve. 
IJ 
The Middle Income 5chool, built in 19J2, ~s 

a plain, simple, br1.ck. buildlnti. Located on the -e~--ner of' two 
o ' 

o 

··narrow s tr,eets W1. th slmilar buildl.ngs arounêl, 'J.. t has no grounds 
> • 

but there is oa playing.:i'ield two blocks away. The sehoo1 is equipped, 

--wi th a gym, a voc~0~a1 work sl10p and other club i'acil~ t~es ~ It 
.c ~ 

fi' 

., , 

, 
> 
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offers, in the senior years, more tèchnical, industri~l and 

business courses than theohl.gh incarne sC~1.001. In the year of 
, " 

our stuJy, i:ts staff turnover was about 20 per cent. 

The High Incarne School '. buil t in 1961, 'i6 a, very attra-
.. ( 

'ctive, modern buildl.ng surrounded by wlde open spaces. There,a,re 
~ 1) , .. ., 

broad l~wns and a hu~e playin~ field. 
~ tJ. , 

the \SChool pOssess,es moit'e 
, Cl; 

~o ~ 

o 

facilities fôr sport and other activities than the Middle Incorne , 
.' 

Schoo1. Comparably spe~{ing, in the senior years, this 5choo1 

offers a richer assortment of acad'emic courses al though tlie' con':" 

tent of' the basic curriculum in both 5c1100ls i5' the sarne., In 
~! 1 , 

the year of ou):' study, the High Inconae 5choo1 had' a 'staf'f' of 64, 

of' which 12'left representine a turnover of about 20 pe..r cent. '1 , ' 

1fuile conductl.ng the 

erences between the attitudes 

survey, we observed'strikl.ng diff­

of the ;tudents ln tbe' two S'Ch~OlS. 
In the Hi~l Incorne Schoo1, students were curious, asked questions, 

dernanded information and showed heal thy signs <>i aggressi Vl ty j 

most of' the students were soplll.sticated, a ttentl. ve and cooperative. 

j In the Middle Incorne School, 'students tended to be more passive 
~ 0 

"and compliant. T~ey did not ask questions but simply followed 

irfst-ructions. On the surface, they soerned much rnore submlbslve 

towards their teachers. Their behav~our seemed sl.ml.lar to that 

oi' their fa thers , ... ho were holdl.ng subctrdina te worle posi tion!> ru:ra 

<"following order~ whJer.eas in the Hieh Inèollle ~chQol most of the ~ .. 
l'} 

fa thers 'iere ei ther prof'es'Sional or executi vas and thel.r cl1l.1d-

renls behaviour was patterned on the~r raIes • 

î 

r , . 

- V' 
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SUnV8Y RBSUL1'S: 
\./ , 
\ 

.As Table 3:1 indicates;. our saillple proved 

balanced accgrdinff to sex in the two schoo1s. 

'td.·,be 
,,;.''-\\~ 

\ .. 

equal1y 

1 

, 7 f 

Hieh 

Sex. NUlllber. 

noys. 5,57 

Girls. 4~1 

Tota~. 1038 . 
6 

... -­. 

SCIIOOL POPULATIONS IlY SEX. 

:t-1idd1e Incorne S'choo]., 

, percentaf!"e. Number. perc en tage. 

53.7 J 545 5:(.01 

46.3 4~2 46.9 

,-
100 1027 100 

; ""\\.. 

, 
Tabulation of ~amily income in the two schoQls (Table 3:2) 

'. \ 

confirrned that there were ntarked contrasts betwaen the two 

groups. In the J-heh Incorne School', over three-quarters 'Of the . 
~ts came from familias with incornes over SlU,OOO per, year, 

1 • 

-- whereas in t;he Mid(Îl~~ëomê--S--clT001, over three-quarters of' 

the students derived from fami1ies with incornes 10wer than 

g10,OOO. 
\ • 

r ' 

.. 
Il 

1 

\ 
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TABL1~ .3 :,2 INCOm.: LEVEL OF STUDl:;NTS 1 FAMILY. 
- \' 

In 'l'able 3:3 we have divided our two schools' studol1;ts 

accorùing to their f'athers' occupation. we ;f'0und that 70 per 
.. ~ , ' -

cent"of the students in the Hie;h Inc~~~e School belong,<t~ clas,ses ,) 

land 2 as compared {;;: th~' ~1iddj:-e In~ome -~~hOOl where ~more-=-t-11an:. 
50 per ce~t belong to classes 4,5, and 6 • 

. -' 

" . 
.. 

-----'_ .......J 

, 1 

1 

1 
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TABLE 3:3 FATHER'5 OCCUPATION* 

High. Income Schoo1. Middle Incorne School. 

é1ass. Number. percentage. Percentaee 

l ) 201 -19.4 10" .1.0 

2 

~ 540 52.0 
, 

3 . - -47 - 4·5. 

146 

57 

14.2 

5.5 

.) ."- . ' 
4 17. 1.6' 108 10·5 ... 
5 

f~ 
76 7·) 

6 2) 2.2 , 

345 

'121 

33.6 

o Il. /j 
fj-

7 12' l j 2' 39 3.8 

8 0 0 2 .2 

",' . , ~ 

Unknôwn. 120 11.6 1y4 

Total. 100 .. 1027 100, 

'l 

* ln this t~ble we have class1fied fathers' occupations 
1 

according to a 7 point "occupa'tional class" scale devised by 

-
Blish~ (3). Class l, in the tapIe, i~dicates highest status 

occup:a tians (judges, physi?ians etc.) and class 7 indica tes' 

10west status occupations (cooks, ch~rworkers etc.) Classes 2 

to 6 range 'between. Class 8-~a~~r~ ,are s~udent& • 
... 

/ 

r " .1 1 
~~ 

.... 

.. 
f 

" 

/ 

r 

. , 

, 
" 

1 : 
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We ~ted to determine whether there ~s any rel.a tionsh~p 

between dt~PPin.g~out and \lForking mothers. r,t is interesting ta 

no,tic~ here thdt regard1.ess ,of' class or incarne about 65 pel" cent 

of' the mother:;; do not work outside the home (Ta~le J: 4) • 

TABLe; );4 J-.l0TJl8H' S OCCUPATION 

~-

Hieh Income $cho~ Midd.i<..: Tncome Schoo 

Occupation. l'Tmllber. percentage. Number. 'Percentage 

Housewif'e. 639 61.6 6)8 62.1 ~ 
Part-time work 
outside the home. lèS) 17.6 103 10.0 

Full- tiJUe ''Iork 
Qutside the hqme. 172' ~'.6 232 ... 22.6 

Unkl1.o\'In. 44 , 4.2 54 5.3 
'" 

, 

Total • 10J8 100 1027 '100 

-Also, as Table J: 5 indiea tes, in hieh ineome. f'ami11.es 60 
! 

per'cent of fathers f'inlshed university as compared to 6 pel" 

cent in midd1e income. Another interestine dif'f'erence îs that 

in hie;h incorne families only 10 per eent of the f'athers dl.d not 

finish hj eh 5choo1 whereas in mlddle ipcomc :f~lI1ill.es 60 pel" 

cent dl.d not f'inish high achool, (Le. thoy had bean dropouts 

,~-"~ves). 

~---

• 
,. 
l 

• 0 

~.Jt 

.., 

(' 
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TABLE 3: 5 li'ATIŒHS 1 EDUCATION 
~ 

.. 
"- High Incom~ Schoo1 Niddle Incorne l School. 

?,J " -
./ 

Nurnber. _ Percent";,ge,. Number., lercentage. 

Sorne Blementary 
School. 

, '" 
Completed 
Elementary School. 

. ~ , 

SomeJIigh 
Schoo1 .• 

Comp1eted High: 
School 

Some Uni vc;rsi ty. , 
Comp,1eted Universi ty... 

Unknown. 

T°lt1. 
~ 

11 

17 
o ' 

70 

169 

108 . , 
J 

589 
~ , -

74 

"\0 

1038 

l.l 140 13.6 

1..6 ------146 14.2 

321 31.·3 

16.3 18.9" 

10.4 ' 6.7 

56.t; 5·8 

7.1 . -97 ./)9. ~ 

100 l027 lOO 
~"""-

He found the mothers 1 educa tian rlln&~ ,rou~hly parallet to 

" 

\" 

tha t ~,o'f the fa thers in each group (Tabl:y J: 6 ). TIte number- ot: mo thers 
~. 

who c,?mpleted university in hiC;h incoll1e fam~1j es i5 about. 12 ti]l1e§. - , . 
!' 

f . )-

greater ,~han that in the middla income familiés and 60 për cent of 
1 "'.r 

mothers i'n the 'middle incarne Group did ncit finish- hie,h schoo'1 as 
c 

compared to . .l1 per cent in the hig11 inc<;lmé group (i. e. they were 

dropouts themselves). It is a1so in~crestJ.ng to notq that whereas 

o in the midd1e iJlcom~ group the mothers are about equa11y eçl.J.lcat,ed, 
/ .. 

q Ml 't 1 

or aven slight1y better educated than the fathers, in the hig-ll ~n-

~ -~ 
o coma group the fa-thers are signiîicantty: better educated than the 

? 

mo-thers. This goes a10ng 'lTi th 'tl;le J.dea that education is more es-
- 0 

te~llIed in the h~'eher incoUle strata of' socJ.ety thun in the 10\ ... ~~ J.n ... 

come strata. 

< " 

, 
b 

.......... , .... ------------~-~--
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" 

~ TABLl~ 3: 6 ~IOTHBRS 1 C:OUCATION • 

.!Iigh Incorne 8choo1 
--'-

" 

Leve1 of Educ'at~on ~umber. percentage Number. Percentage. 
------~--------------------~----- -------------~~-

SqJlle' Elementaa>y 
S'chool .. 

" 
10 .9 106 10·a 

" 

~Cornplete.d ,. 
-'! B1enr~h tary S'ehool. 16 1·5 172 

~ 
'16.1::5 

Sorne Higlr 8chool 91 ~.1::5 339 'l, ~. 

-';-, 
, 
°33.0 

Cornpleted High 
,Sc~ool. "?79 26.» 2-73 

'--

26.6 
. 

" -" 
Sorne Uni versi ty'. 190 'l~. 3 21::5 :." 2·7 , ',.J' 

Compl eteci. Uni verJ?,i t':x-_~ __ 382 J6.y 32 3.1 

<> 

unknown.. 70 77 

'rotal. '1038 100 1027 1()() 

Th~ populàtions of' both sc11.001$ were overwhelmin,glY of 

Eng1ish orie;in (see Tab1'e 3:7). There wère too few'students with 
c 

other ethniè back&,round,s to use ethniC1 ty as a possJ.. bIc var~able 
~ , 

~e1ated to dro~ping Dut. 

• D 

\ 
" 

o 

• 

1. 

.:r .. 

, , 
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TABLB ~:7 , , 

Bthn1c Origin. 

English 

French 
~ 

Eng1ish -li'rench 

Ita1ian 

1 Ir1sh 
ri" 

Jewish ~ 

West European 

l1ast Buropean 

e other 

Unknown 

Total, 

" ' 
, c 

t • 

V' 

1) 

l'age - 32 -

FAT1i8R?' BTHNIC OHIG'IN. 
"" 

-~ 
lIigh Incorne School 'Middle 

Number. 

748 ' . 
19 

~ 

"\ 9 

0 

8 
~ 

46 

48 

67 

45 

48 " 

1038 . 

,-1 
l' • 

Percentage: 

72.1 --.-
l.~ 

0·9 

0.0 

0.8 

-:t> 
4.6 

~ 

6.~ 

4.) 

4.6 

100 

-, " . 

-

Number. 

78'9 

59" 

22 

3 

l' 16 

5 
'ft';" .. 

2~ 

3b 

1~~ 

50 

1027 

" 

Incorne Sfhool. 

·perëentage. 

76 ~7- " 

5.7 

2.1 

O.) 

1.6 

0.5 0 

2.7 9' 

J.7 

1,'B 

4.9 

J..uo 

0' 



o 

l ' 

'l 
~ 

'. 

,,, 

1 

Q 

" 

• 
\ 

1 

\ 

Q 

l 

" 
.. 

~. , 
PaGe - JJ - .... 

Regarding, academic perforrnanc~ .~-looKéd at two in"dicator's, 
, l'" c ~ ~---.J l "" 

the number of years the student was beh~nd what would have been 

expec ted for 'hi's> age and the numbér of subj ec ts hÉr fa~1 ed. 

,-
To conlplete ~the Ifnumbe7 of' years ,behind ", we used the f'o11ow-

ing expected achievement leve1s: 

Student born in 195),. should be irt Grade l~age 17. 7 
student barn' in 1954, should be in Grade 10 at age 16. 

student barn in 1955, should he in Grade ~ at age 15. 

"stùdent born in 1956, sh.ould lié in Grade ~ at ~ge 14. \ 

student born i.~'957, should be 'in Grade 7 at age 1). 
\ P • 

According to these standards, sn per cent of' students ~n· the High 

..fP' '" , 
Incarn.e 56hoo1 are, not beh~nd {'Table 3: ij) . Th~s ~s Il pe;r cent more • 

~ ~ # 

thj\.n :,riddle .Incarne School. About 6 per cent in High Income sc~ol 

-,' ar~.,l year behind as- compared to 15 per cent in the Middle Incorne - . 
5chool,. 

" . TABLB J:6 ST1Jl,)~N'r.S f NUi\PH';H 01<' Y~AnS LlGHIND 1 

1 
( , 

}-[1e,-h Income 'School. Niddle< Incarne Schoo1. . ' ., 
Number of 

~ 

years 
behind. Number. Perc'>en tac;e. Number. perc en tage. , 

~ 

0 951 91.6 1:124 bO.2 

1 66 16.4 16) 15·9 

;2 20 1·9' 35 3.4 
" f 

f 
3 l .1 J .3 - 1 

'" 4 0 0 .r .,1 
'< 

5 <J, U l .1 , , ' 
-. , 

T,otal 10)8 100 1~7 100 

" '() 

./ \. 

, . 
f 

--
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1fe also f'ound 70 -per can t of' hig-h irfcome students have not 
1 

fa~led any subj ect as cornpared to 46 p,er. cent of middl'e incorne 
, 

· . 
" 

students; close ta 14 per cent 
~', 

~a~led one subject in the hightJ;' 

pe~ Cênt in the midd1e incom~ p~oup. ~come-group as compared to 18:5 

The rest ,pf the tab:te indicates that the nUI1I1?e;r. of' subjects f'ài1ed 
... 0 • / 1 

is doubled in the midd1e income group as compared to the higher 

income group. (sée Table J~:9). 

JABLE ): 9 NTnHJl!:R OF FArL~D -·SUBJEC'rS. 'C, 

Middle InooUle School •. 
------~--------~---, 

Numb-er of failed 
\ 

_subjec~. Numb,er. percc::?tage Number. Percentaee . 
.... 

0 72? 6~.5 476 46.) 

l 145 1.4.0 190 llb.5 - -'" 
2 74 7.1 l5~ 15.4 

// ) 3.5 ).4 78 7.? 

~ 26 2.5 .." '4) 4.2 -'le, 

5 18 1.7 )0 2.9 
"-

6 4 .4 26 2.5 

7 1 2 .2 6 .6 

'8 4 1 . 4 
.. 

7 .7 

,9 8 .0 1) 1.) v 

a.. 
~ --- <~ .-

Total. fO)B 100 ' 1027 ,100 
~ 

.. " (} 

e 'of 

" 
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'l'he li terature sueg~sts a re1ationship between dropping 

out and :t'requent sohoo1 changes. Our f'indipgs do no't support this 
1 • 

" idea (Table 3:10). Weof'ound that the high incarne stlldents tend 

tu ha"~ nio\>moves th..! the miadle income .t~dent •• > ~ 
TABLE 3 ;,;1:0 STUDBNTS 1 NUMBBR OF' CHANG~D HIGH. SCHOOLS. ' '" 

; 

Hl,rrh Incorne Schaol .---------
Number of »lieh 

Numbor. Sch~ chaneed..:... ___ • __ Percentage. 

o 

l 

2 

:3 

4 

721:3 

l6~l 

60 

33 

5 

70.1, 

16.} 

. \ )5.'ô 
3·2 

·5 

Middle Incbme School. 

Numbol". Percel1. tag-e. 

.. t;0:3 78.2 

1~1 lJ.7 

35 ).4 

14 1.4 

10 hO 
',' 

'2 .2 2 .2 e 5 

6 4 .4 :3 .3 
r 

0 0 0 0 1 , . 
1 ' .1 0 0 

'1 

Unknown 36 3.4 ' lY l.é> 

Total 1038 10ù 1027 100 

, \ ---------_._-.:..._--- t -
1 

" 
,\ 

~ 
\, 

r 
, . 

~. ~~ , 
r 

. " 
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• Previous studies have s'tlggested that there may be a 
.. 

. ra1a tlot:shiI'lf betwe~l?-__ ~~ber ~ of ;Si b1J.ngs and dropping out. As 
r -

Table 3:11 indicatas there seems to be no consi§te'l1.t difference 
1 

in number of sib1ings :i,n our two sampl:es • 

( • cf TABLE 3:11 STUDBNTS -:.. NUNfHŒ OF SIRLtNGS. 
'" '\ 

" 
''-'", Hieh T.ncomé 5cho01. Middl e Incon;le School. - , 

\ 
Number of 
Si bl i.ngs. Nurnbcr. percen ~age. Number. Percentag_e. 

1 241 2).2 290 "20.2 
f' 

~ 2 )15 )0·3 276 26.9 

3 220 21.2 16~ 16.4 
,; 

4 (10)' --..,. 9.9, 125 12.2 

5 /Ii 60 5.i:$ 53 5.1 

• 6 14; .1.4 16 1·5 

7 2 .2 - 2 . 2 

~ 2 .2 7 .7 

Y 2 L2 
1 J .) 

'i 

TJnknown. 79 t37 

----------------------~*~,--------.--------------------------------------------
'l'otal. 1(j)J8 100 1027 100 

-----~-----------------------------------

1 

• 
" . : / 
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1{.hen we look at the proportions of' siblings who have had 

" trouble wi th their 5cl~?oline ,however, (dropping out or beh~nd at 

school) ~e see a llighly _ significant di.:t'ference between the two' 

schools (Table 3:12). 

TABLE 3:12 
__ ~::-- _r~ 

NmŒER OF' SIBLINGS WHO ARE BEllI ND OR ''Wl-IO 
HAVE DROPPED OUT 

lIigh Tncome School. Middle Incorne ~0hool. 

Numbef. Perc~ntage. Number. ~ercentag,. 
------------~\-.--------~i--~------------~·----- ,~~------~~~ __ ~~_~ __ 

7.9 201 . 

It will be recàlled that ln our initial total survey 
, , 

questionnaire we used two prevlously devcloped instruments, 
~ 

1 

Demos D Scale and the Lanener Scale. The findings on the Demas 

Scale w~Il be reserved for the next' section where ~ts validity 

i.5 di5cuss~d. 
1 • ~ .... : .... 

The La-tlgner Scale ind~ca tes tha t the In1.ddl e incorne students 

had a signif'icantly higher level o.f stress (at P < .01 level) -. 

than the high incorne students ' (Table 3:13) ~ This· fl.uding 1.5 con­
\ 

sistent 'wi th °what 1s already knoWll about the relationsh;,t.p, (1.n , 

adul ts)' ,between stress and i'ncome (Hoberts et, al, (26) ), as ex-

empli~ied in Table 3:14 

_ r 

. 
t 

',' 

" 



-
, 

~ 

e 
.,. 

. 
-Page -' 38 • 

~ARLB 3:13 LANGNER SCALE 
SCORj<~S ACCORDING 1'0 SClIOOL 

ç , 

.0 

1 

High Incarne Schao1. ~ Nidd1e Incorne Schoo1. 

- N';:: 10'21 

-------------~------~----,-------------------------------------------
~Iaan 3.14 1 

tl 

standard Deviation 

T-'test 

Signi:ficanc e 

--

Hanthly Incorne 

Under ~150 

150 200 

200 _ .... 400 

, 400 600-

-600+ 

}J 
" , 

, , 

-).01 

P<:Ol 

TABLB ): 14 FAMILY INCONB AND LBvBL OF STRBSS' 
/rom Ra,barts ,et al, (26) 

" t N. 
1 

Langner Scala 
Mean Score., 

57 'r °6.2 
~ 

I",~~I 

28 4.4 

lI) 2.7 
0 ., )2 ( " 2.3 

Il 1 :1-

~ 

). . 
---.. . . . . 

'. ., 
-~1 

1 

"" , 
"' , . 

~'lo" .' 
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SBCOND STAGB:. VALIDATION OF D8NOS \lp"" SCA~b: • 

For validation of the Demos Dropout Scale, aIl students who 

scored 85 or !ligher on this sc~le (indicat~hg a 90 ~o 100 ~er cent 

likelihood of dropping 'out according to thé scale designer) were 

grawn ou;'- There were 70 in the Hie:h Incorne School and, 50 ïn the 
, 

Middle Incorne School. Half of each schools' "dropouts" predicted 

by the scale were interviewed. Thes~ psychiatrie evaluation 1nter-
~ , 

'views lasted 45 ml.nute,s. An attempt was made to create as f'riend-

ly and frank an atmosph.ere as p'ossible. These interviews revealed 

that the Dernos Dropout ~eale picked upo s~udents who, al though they 

may have had 'dif'f'ieul,ties l.n their sehooling and at t~mes wi th 

"tl~(nr parents: did not have any 1ntentlon of discont~nu1ng'tp.eir . 
educa tion. Theîr abili ty to verbal~pe and tlleir dE:JS1re for 1n-

dependence appeared rather healthy. We also 1nterviewed students 

low on the, Demos "D" Scale (s'l1.pposedly indicating 'a hieh probabi­• 
li ty of' $ta~i;;g 'in school). ~ Our clin1cal impression wa~ tha t there, 

was no very signif'icant dif'ference between the two groups. Also, 

statistical analysis of these h~gh and low scoring groups 1n all 
'J 

factors shown in Tables 3:1 to 3 :13 f'ailed to demonstrata any 

differances. 

To f'urther substantiate our results ,,,el compared the Demos 

"Dit Scala scores of tne two schools (Table J :15). Ive found no sign-

ificant differences petwaen the two schools for the total score on 

"atti.tudas toward teachers" or"att1tudes toward education". 

Therë was, however, a signif~9ant d~fferenêe (p <.01) in 

'''1-1 __ _ 

.r 

... 
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-
two of ~he Demos subscales-, "atti tudes towar~l v,rs and pél;rents" 

and lIatt-i-tudes toward scho~l", but these wel.ré i~ the wrong dJ.rect-

ion ~ccQrdil1g to subsequent findings: that--ib, ~he midd1e income 

students expressed more ~avourable attitudes on, the/Demos Scale 

but, as will b.e 'sho\{n, actually dropped out at a much greater 

rate than the high incorne stuclents 1 

TABLE ): 15 DENOS "D" SCALE SCÔH.§.? OF THE TiYO SCHOOLS * 

lIigh 
Schqol 

, l \ }I1g'l 
'IncorrJ(~ 
Schoo1 

, (N=lO)8) 

/ Middle 
Incarne 
Sch.oo1 
(N=102.7 ) 

T, test 

,Total,' Atti tudes 
Sc ore toward 
Demo's Teachers 

l\.lean 
' ... 

standard 
Deviation ..u .15 ; v·~~. ~ 

~Ican 

staridard 
Deviation 2) .10 

26.4) 

4·55 

26.70 

4.61 ' 

0.70 -1.)1 

S~gnif'i.cance N. S. N.S. 

Attitu~es. Attitudes 
toward tow'ard 

Bduca tl.on pe'ers & 
Parents ----

17.96 1)·52 

5.19 2.49 

12.66 

4.23 2.40 

1 

0.24 • 1 ~.OO 

, 

N.S. 

Atti tudes 
toward 
sehool 

12.17 

Il. 70 

1'<.01 

*1'he, hi.gher the score the greater the probabil~ty of droppJ.ng out. 
, , 

" 

• : 

, 1 
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selected, G~de Il ~tudents (who graduatcd) as a control group. There 

is .no differellce bet\l"een the dropouts and the contro1~group in either 

the ...:sotal score or any of' the sub5core~. . . 
1 

Since we did not t'ind any dif'rerences between actual drop-

outs and graduating students on Ithe Demos ,"D" Scale and becauso 

of' the other evidence for invall.di ty ci tad abov~, we feel this 1s 

an inappro~e tool for the iùentif'icationoof dropouts. 

TABL~ J: 16 DBM05 "D" SCALB SCO~S OF' CONTROL AND DROPOUT 
SMIPL8S 

• Control 
N 32 

Dropouts 
N 101 

'l'-test .. 
D.F. 1)1 

'1 

" :t-Iean 
Total 
~emos 

~ . 
. / ~ \ 

1\lean l '. ~lean 
ri...;;scor~ " B-Score 
(Attitu~os (Attl.tudes 
toward' toward 
Teac~ers) Education) 

72.44 28.07 19.32 

-1.40 2.29 -1.24 

, +=-

Hean 
D-Score 

(Attitudes 
to,.,ard 
Peers & 
Parents) 

1).05 

-q.48 

~lean 

S-Score 
(Attl tudes 

towarcl 
School) . 

12.21 

11. )12 

. . 
-0.46 

No sienifical1t diff'erence between actual dropouts and 
graduating controls. 

.. 
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CHAPTER IV 

COMPARTSON OF DROPOUTS s 

The rinal stage involved the identif1ca io~ of actual 
1 

dropouts over a one year peri~d (F~bruary' let, to February 
","",---"", 

let, ~972), interv~ews with as many'of them.as 

intervi,w8 with a co~mqn~~~Lj~~~~~~ 

Commencing February let, the names 

Q the two schools vere obta~ned from thé 
."' 

The regietere lIere examine'! at monthly interli18 th 

year. 

Tt vas realized hovever that perh~P8 some dro~out8 would 

simply not re~ur.n to 8chool after the summer vacation. To explore 
....... 

this poeeibility in September 1971, the 70.'students in each 
--) .. , 

'--." _____ school who had, at:t;ended in the Spring but who f'ailed to regieter 

in the Fall vere con tac ted by phone. In tE:1:T-way the students who 

wet;e aetually' quitting vere dietingp~eh.ed from thoee who hadt;;:ns';." , 

ferred to anothe1"-.bigh school. An attempt was a1so made, in the 

latter case, to decide whether the transfer was made because the 
- 0 

student-yas havirig diff'}culties '. (and w~s perhaps a potential 

dropoutl
) or ~hether the' tranefer was for reosons unrelatèd to 

schoo1 dif'ficulties. 

Finally, a third approach to determine the actua.l nwnber of' 

:. \ --_._--- -------------_._-------------
M-Failed a gr~de,' not studying, vant~ng to drop ~heir 8chooling and 
having dif'f'iculties vith their families . 

• \ t> 
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dropouts was made by' eomparing the namès of' aIl s,tudents who 
, 

had completed ,the original 'questionnaire ;Ln February 1971 ;W.l.th 

the attendance list as of February 1972., Hany addi tional ~tu­

dents were f'ound not to be pr~se?-t in 5choo1. 'The same procedux-e 

O:CI telephoning was used to determine the present status of these 

missing students. - -----------'l~f'jndings are shown 1n Table 4:1. 'In the Higll Income 

---..--..,. 
..... -.. ' 

School, 5.2 ,pe~ cent, 1nd' in the Mid;dle Income Sohoo1, 14.1-~r------
''-....~.' " 

Il '~--r--r~~e~l1.,...tl":---.<rl'- S tUdf!à ts. of the total pppulation of' each school, in one _-

1 
; 
r 

J 

,; 
1 

; 

year, dropped,oùt. One ml.gh t al;,so want to estimate the proportion' 

of students w~~o enter high school but do not get their graduation 

, cerlif'icat~. : Base~ on our present :figures, we would estimà te 
) l ' '1 -
tha t f'or th~~ High Incorne 5chool 19 per cent leave before grad-

" 
uation as q:bmpared w1th 34 per cent tl-n the Hiddle InoonL~-School 

$' 
$ 

(T~ble 4:2,~. ~ 
t> , ...... ), 

1 
1 

l, 

Î 
! 
h 
~ 

\ 
1 

i . / 

J 

r--" ft 

, 

" 

J 

, 
, , r , 

J -JI' o( _ ........ 
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TARL~ 4: 1 

THE FATB OF THE POPULATION OF T\VO HIGH SCHOOLS OV~R A ONE (./~AR 

1 

Pl~RTO~" 

(February 1971 - February 1972) 

;' 

N1,l1l1per of Students 
l 

High Incarne schoo1 
No. r;., 

Graduates. 2J1 -', . 22.3 

Drapouts. 54 5.2 

Left ,for pri V fil. te <:) 

Schools due to 8choo1 
d~I'ficu1ties • 48 4.6' 

" 
l 

Moved or transferred 

\ 
ta another school or 
dl.sti'1ct. 140 1).4 

\ ". 1 

Left."but came back to 
the school. 10 0.9 ." 

, 
sarne 

No contact pdSsible. 16 1.5 . 

Stayed in their schao1·5J9 .,52 .1 

Total 10)8 10'0' 

,l 

.. .. 
• -:Jio,.,'!:. 

'-1 " . 
~/ 'Q 

~ 

'\'. 
,,; h 

0 'f' 

, . 

1 
Middle Incarne Schoo1 

No. % , 

2~2 
\ 
27·5-- '" " 

-
14, 14.1 

ü 0 

... 

65 ' .6 .") 
"-

Il 1.1 

- 15 1·5 

509 5eî·5 

'1027 IDo 

, 

r 1 

1 rA \ -~ . 
.,i - - J ,,! 

. " , 
1 

.. 
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• SCHOOL rrHADTTATIê:S 4ND SCHOOL DROPOUl'S IN ONE Yl~tŒ 

-

o;Nurnber of' Students .][ifSh IncoIJ1e Schoo1 
"', No. 0; 

Nldd1e Incorne School 
~o. ~ ~ 

Graduated 2)1 ), ~1.1. / Zb2' é6.u 

Dropout 

Sex 

Na1e 

'Fema1e 

, Grade 

'7 

1$ 

9 

10 

Il 

5,4 , ItS.9 145 
.. En 

TATiLt~ 4:) 

DROPOUTS FROi-!" }~ACE SC}1ùOL 8Y Sj~X, 

H:ieh Inc,pme Schoo1 rqidd1 e Incôme Sbhool .. 
No. (I~ No. at,' , 

I-? 

ld 64{~ ;:)6 661~~ 
, 

10 J6~ 44 J4~~ 

TAnLI'~ 4: h 

THE GRADt: OF DHOP PTNG O1J1' 

High Income School 
Dropouts 

No., ' r;;~ 

"> 

l 

4 

6 
" 

~ 

3

2"l ' "" 
o 6U·7 

- 28.6 1 d 
' . 

" . , 
, ~ . 

;, t'. 
-.,.... • 

. 
Mi4dl~ Incorue ::;chool 

D"Fopouts 

No. %, 

15 11.J 40 
37 21:0$.5 

, 5Y 45'

J 60 

14.6 .. l.Y 'If 

.. ~ 

.... r • 

,1 

- ~ ---------- -

(\ 

;;;i .. 

34.0 . 
, --, 2 • 

0 
0 

-Both 5c110015 

No. (~ , 

104 66% 

54 )4% 

D,a th Shh,Q01S ' 
, E>ro outs 

~o~' % 

l} 19 39.6 

4J 

"} 6d 
60.4 

27 

'" 

~ , 
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1. D1~OPOU~S V.t1;HSÙS NON DHOPOLiTS ON TNE t'ASTS OF' SURViW DATA 

bf the lY9 actual ~ro~out~, fram both sqhoois durifig the 

- one ye~r of our study, 15b h~d 90~Ple~Jd the orlgina~ ques~{on~ 
l .~ '" '" J' 

na~re. - It was' therefore ~o~sible to compare the surv~y data 

of "(it'opouts with the rest of thé school population. 
, .. ~ 

Tabl~ '4:3 demohstr~tes that, as 'W'i th other studies' boys 
" , r 

outnumber girls among the dropouts. This is.remarkahly cons~s-. , 

tent in both 5C1100l51 two-thirds of the dropouts are boy.s. 
" ' 

tab~e 4:4 stresses that dropping:out is largely· from grade 

10 and Il. Again this is con~istent in both sclrools. In genera~ 

the number of dropouts increases with grape'level except that 

there li.s a drop, in gradé Il. ' ~ . 

When we compared t,he surv~y data of the drofouts 

non-dropouts, dîere are several sien1flcant dl'fferences 

Wl th the 

(Table 

4: 5). The dro'pouts derived more frequently froln l'ower incorne 

faml11es and from families where fathers' Jobs were~more menial; 
J ' ---.) 

the fathers' education followed the sall)e trend bu-t dld .not reach 
e 

.. t ; ~ 

sta t.:i"st:i,cal significance. Nothers 1 oc~upa ti-pn. (,whether lloÙ:se-
.'" .. 

, :t., ., 0 ' 

wife, parf':.. time work~r or i'Ult--t,irne wo·rker) sl'lO\'/ed no relation 

at aIl ta dropping out. 

and 

Twa.';,Lndices reflectina ~chool performanc~ - "yoars behl,.nd ll 

'''number of subjects f'ailed" - bath, showod tJe expected re-

--------~----------~----~~-
, , r 1 

lA ~umbér <Y.f,t)dropout~ had' not com.pJ.oted t~~ or~r:,inal 
l'faire and were therefore dropped .frolll the stu1y., 

, 

1 

1 

,/ 1 
~ 1 

~~ 

') , 
, \ 

, 
f. 

1 \, '. Il 
" 
f 

question-
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, ,1 

..... 

, 

) 

0::. 

lationRhLfls but .only I\yf'af.s beb.jnrl" r~ached statistical 

signi ficance .. ,. 
The mos~ striking -cUfference l')etween the dropout~ and 

, , It 

the non' dr6pd~t8 oP both ~cho~lS j el 
the rnean Langn"er :-;cal e . 

( 
r 

scbre ('rab~e 4:6)'. 
, 

'stress levais. 

,1 

l' 

" 

, 

" t.. 

.. 
'" 

,-' " 
\; If . ... 

, '1 
p. ' 

. 
Dropouts cC?nai stently showed h1g11er 

./ 

~_l \ 

, 

1 

~ .. 
, 
- ,1 

7 

, 
~-f.''';.1 1 

.' 1 

,/ ... : .......... ~ 

"" - -

"èl ' ' 
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TABLl',; 4: 5 
..r,: 

, COMPARISON OF DROPOUTS lUTH NON DROPOUTS BY 
, SURVBY R~SULTS Oli' BOTH Sel-IOOLS ,-. , 

;..;.N~O~' __ ....;;;D...;.e..;;s..;;.c_r_i .... ' p_t_i._o_n ____ ~__'(:~ Dro pou t 
Sig~i­

rf, Non Dl"opout Chi 
2 

d. t'" f'icancc 

1. Family inc-mlle: 
abov~ ,'\ll:O, OOO/yr. 
S5,OOO-S10;OOOjyr. 
under 8'5, odoqr" 

2. Fathër's occupation: 
classes 1-2 
classes- -3-5 
c~asses 6-9 ~~ ! 

3. Mother's uçcupation: , 
housewif'e 
part-time job 
full-time, job 

-------h4~.--,;F"'·a-.".t ... h""e .... r'S --educ a t ion: 
did hot ~inish h.s. 
high schoo1 
University 

\ 

5. Nother's education: 
dld not finish h. s. 
high schoo1 
-universi ty 

6 ' ". • No.of' yoars behind 
o years 

,: 1 year 
2 or more years 

7. No.of' sUbj~ë~s fai1ed: 
o subjects " 

'ISU~b\ 
; 2 SM ject 
) br 0 u jecta 

8. S'bling- education: 
no l.nf'orlnatlon Or 

no sib1in
o
gs behind 

1. ~ mOLe siblings 
'behi 

~ 

(N :: 136) 
1.1 
67 
22 

.~ 

. ,(N = 13 2 ) 
12 
50 
38 

(N = 1-44) 
62 
13 . 
25 $ 

(N = 1481) 
59 
36 

5 

(N - 1612) 
· 54 

.[' 37 --
9' 

(.N = 1823) 
65 
15 
20 

7.9 

2 

\ 

o 

-t1( 1~~ -=-~lr3~9H)--!(HN~-~lbi'7u;.55-1-}---- ~ 
50: -35 

\ 

\ 

N.S. 

2' 18 1.78 2 N.S. 

... 

25 46 

(N :: 140) 
75 
13 
12 

1" ' 

1 

(N = 1'778) 
J6 
29 
35 

(Ni 1= 158~ n (,N 
'43 

- 1907) 
89 

4.3 
14 ~ 

(N = 15B} 
25 \ 
1.2 
25 
38 

10 
1 

(N = 1907) 
61 
16 
Il 
12 

(N :: 158) (N = 1907) 

75 

25 12 

N.S. 

5.9 2 'p <.05 

7.37 N.S. 

-N. S. 
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WITH NON DfOPOUTS 

. 7-----. --. SCAL8 • J 
?- 1 ~ 1 

COHPARISOf\!' OF.' BY 
, , 

"'-

.,' 

. l 
1 ~ . \ 

~ '. 
"High Inco~e Scho.ol \ r>Jiddle Income School 

• 
Both Schools 

Langner 
Scale' Dropouts Non Dropouts ~ropoutÈ Non Dropouts Dropout~ Non Dropouts 

Nean 

'(N = 28)· 

4.) 
'!' 

, 
" 

Cu~ent s;atus 

Working 

No t' working ,~ 
(a) Residen.tial 
care institution 
(Weredale House) 

(b) 
, 

At 'home 

( c) Driftin'g 
(not at hollme) 

• ,,1' 

chS,ld 
" 

------~------

./ 

.. 
'. 

.,. , 
(N' = lOlO) 

2.7 

(l't-= 1)0) -- , (N = 897) 

4.1 ).0 : 

TABLÎ:<-: 4 :7 

URRENT STATUS ,AND' STRESS LEV'ELS , 
OF NON-INTERVIE~~D PROPOUTS 

'(N = -.-!.()~8) . .. 
~ .. , 

N Percentage 
~ '. 

\ 41 
' JI 

. 38 

\ .,. 
... 

;.~ 

15 ,14 

, 19 17·5 

33 )0.5 

,) 

(N = ~58) 

4.2 

\l' 

tf 
"-f., ~~ '\ .. ~, .... " 

.. -~ 

~ 

:M ean . Larrgn er 
1 Scale Score . 

J.l .., 

-... 

J .'4 Q 

4.3 

5 

..... 

(N = 1907) 

2.85 
11 

..f 

tI 'It. t~ 

.cc 

'ï:J 
~ 

~1 

+:" 
\0 

~-

.. 

i 
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2. DHOPOTJ'l'S V8HSUS CONTHOLS ON 'l'HG HASTS OF INT~HV1~W DATA 

Once the actual dropouts had ~éen ide~t~~ied in the manner 
1 

deseribed. they.44ere contacted by telephone and letter and 'inv;l. ted 

to the researcher's pr~vate office for an in~erview. bropouts 

were almos t always difficul t to loca te. and reluctaht ta com'e for 

an interview or keep appointments. Wheh persuasion and encourage-
~. ' .. 

ment failed to 5ring a su:ffieient number, an emolulllent of' five 

dollars was offered which worked in-ten cases. Fifty dropouts 
, 

werè f1nally interviewed. Host of these were seen only once. 
.... 1 \ 

Several entered brie:t; psychothera~y, but none wère motivated to 

continue beyond a ~ew sessions. 
l The other lOi) dropouts who 

"fere contacted b'ut refused to be 1nterviewed, did ,at last a11~wer 
c. 

one question: "What have you ,beon doing s~nce you left school?"-

Table 4:7 demonstrates their stress ~evels (Langner Scale) acc-
- , 

ording ~o their,work status. Some)8 per cent o:f these had' 

.... 
, fQ}lnd jobs and ttîey were the feast stressed (and thére:fore , 'per-

. . 
\' h.aps t heal thiest) according to the Langner Scale that had bean 

administered abou't a year e~rl:ier, 'l'heir mean score was ~ ,'1 

wllich is clos el to tlle .. a~e~age for the total popula tian (l11gh 
" 

Income School 2.77; t-riddle Incorne SchQol 3.14). The most stressed 

." students ~erJ those who bec orne "drift'ers" at'ter leavinB' 5cho01 

\i:rr" a fe,~ cases, the dropout himself' was never' contacted, but 
in:form~t~on about him 'Was provided by other .:f.âmily members. 

1 

-. . 
, , \ ~----

\ , 
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' . 
they were not --1 i'Vine; at home and as f'ar as the parents knew, 

were not working.- The drif'ters (33 p~r cent) had'~ Lan~er 

Scale score ot: 5. and the remainder', (.JI. 5 per cent.) who were not 

--.-liorJs:ing",~ut were ",ither in residential care-o~ we.r,e staying at 

home had scores of' .3.4 and 4. J respec ti'vely.· , 

Finally, there were 41 dropouts who could not be con-, 
~.I'.~"" ~ \ 

tacted but sorne, 'had completed OUF. ini tial quest,:i..ôhnaire. It 

is inter~~ting to 

4 indicating ~hat 

note' that their 'mean Langner Scale score was 
, 

they'! were roughly similar to the sample con-

tacted in,sof'ar as stress lev,el is èoncenled. Al though we were 
, .~, 

. 

able to interview only 25 per cent of' the dropouts, and 'haye ' 

minimal information on an'additional 50 per cent, we t'eel that 

our t'indings are roughly representative ot: dropouts in general. 
1 

.+ 

,', 

" 

\ 

, " 

"­
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The interview with the 50'dropouts and 32 randomly se-
Oh 

lected contI'ols was a serni 'structured approach as well as the 

Junior-S~nior Hieh S.chool person~l~ ty Q.ueS'&iOnnair~ I.Q. 

" . *~ measures (Henmon-Nelson) ~'wère; obtained f'ro!:!l school records. 
• , .( L 

IntervieiW'.-~ng of the dropouts h~Ok place from three weeks ItO . . 
l ' -" h - , ,\ 

three mo~th.~ af'ter ~ropping ou~ of' school. 'fhe interviews lasted 
.,~ 1 -

about 4~_minut~~-----a:n-d ,,systelllat~calJ.y covered the fo'llowing {lreas: 
\ 1, • 
\ ;' 

chi ef complaints; fam\ly rala t~pnships and family dif,ficul ties; . \, .... / 
~ .-/ 

student 1 s childhood deve1o}1lnên t and heal t'h recol';"d; details of' 

primary and secondary, education; family a tti tudes towards edu-

cation; stu~entls attitudes towards teacher~ and schoo~ admini-
p 

stration; student's h~bits and future plans. Ive mainly concen-

trated on objective f'acts rather than s~bjective ~nterpretations 

and indi~idual dynamic formulations. 

1 

To analyse the data der~ved f'rom these sem~-structured 
{ : 

interviews, we clu~tered the ~nf'ormation l.nto a number of'rough-

.---* This test is considered a reliâble and valid personal~ty 
measurement of students of high school age. It screens tnose 
who need help with emotional conflicts or behavl.our disorders. 
It. ~s thought to be a reliable prediotor of students who requ~re 
counselinff. -...... "1 

)1-)1- The llenmon-Nelson Tests of' Henta l Abil1. ty arc self'-ad;~is t ered 
tests for Grades J to 8 an'd 7 tp 12 cbtilllatinc- overall g-eneral 
intell~eence. r~ach> o:f- the three elem~ary and three hlgh school 
forms have yu items ar~~nged-~n order of.incréasing diff'iculty. 
The t'ests are strictly verbal-vocabulary>~ group adm~nls~ered and 
computer scored. 

1 . 
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ly sealeable_~ategor~es, ineluding (1) personal characteristics, 

(2) characteristics of the fami1y, (3) attitudes towards sehoo1 

adminis tra tion and t eachers and (4) ât ti tudes towards educa t,ion. 
'" 

(See Appendi~ A for det:"ils o~ these c~ tegories) . 

1. Differences in Personal'Charactaristics. ----
, . 

As other studies have shown, males predominate in the 

dropout, eroup. Our dropo~t~group was 65 p.er cent nla1.e. In addition, 

as 'table 4:H indicates, aIL categories exafilined shoted signif'i-

cant-differences between the two grOups ~y Ch1-square analysis. 

The dropouts had more childhood anx1ety symptoms; more freqùen,t 

Pé'~~odS of illness; had let self_-confJ.dence and wera more likely 

ta day-dream. As regards peer~~roup relationsh1p, the drapouts 

l "'ere ei ther more 1ikely ta be isola tad or, on the 0 ther !tand 

were excessively,invalved with peers. 

Al though the meah I. QI s of: _ the dropouts are s1grl1:hcantly 

lower (101.4 for.dropouts as compared with 11~.4 for th~ others), 

the majqrity caine trom the.ave~rage I.Q. ranGe (91 ~ 110) and 

slightly more were from the ovar III LQ. level than from the , 
und~r 91 leve1: Future,plannine also significantly distinguished 

the. two eroups as did the use of' drugs, aJ.thoùgh tli:l.s latter chflr-

·acter~&tic was less ruarked than sorne of the 6thers in the ser1e~. 

In order ta dctermine more cl~rly the relatJ.ve importance 

of these personal characteristics'as well as't~eir :l.nter-r~~a~-
rf'> 

i<?nsh1p " we employed a mul,tiple regress~on analys,i& • To do th1S , 

~>r' ". 
PI"':,;' 

-. " .. .. 
-~ .fJ~JJo..J 0 ... 

~~ . 
< 
r"------_ ') " 
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we chose th~ seven most d .. mportant personal characterist~cs as 
-~ 
~~ 

shoW~ by the Chi-~quare analysis \Taù~e 4:S) and added, a~ well, 
, 

'sex. As Table ,4;9 indicates we found that these eiffht inde~ 
-

pendent variables simultaneous1y a~cowlte(iTor(2-;-l-per cent of 

the variance at the 1 pèr cent significance level~ Four of these 
" -

var~ables however were not sienificant separate1y but were acc-

ount~'d for by the other f.Çlur. Th,e fO,ur variables that· proved of 
\ 

greatest significance were: -
\ 

1. The nümber of chi1dhood afix.lety symptorns. 

2. Future pl~nning. 
" 

,3. Sexe 
" 

Q 

4. ,Degree of invol verncn t l'li th frj. emis. 
w .. 

In ordèr to purslfe tb·e matter furtller étnq. to determine 

the cumulative effect 9f these variables,' we used a stepwise­
l 

multiple-regressioti analysis pechn1que. As Table 4:10 shows, 
" 

o thl.s technique indicated that th9 most powerf'ul predl.ctors of 
" . 

f 

droppine; out were the nurnber of childhoo'd symptoms, future p1an-
: .. 

ning, sex, frequency of being sick and to a less l.nl~rtant ex-

t~nt t~egree ~f invo1vement wi th fri en,ds. 

2. Characterjstics of the FatnL\.y. 
\ 

In ~hl.s section w~ consl.der the famill.es of the students. 
1 

Some of these characteristlcs are re1atively subjective bel.ng the 
, 

attitude 6~ the studen~ toward& his family or h.lS appral.sal of 

, his parents, while others are objective d'emograph1C k~ts such 

as
l 

the fa·ther t sand mother' S education', family incorne etc. Table, 
" . 

II , 

,. 
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TABLE 4:8 
> 

, 

~ DIFyf<~llliNCES B~Ti~EN DROPOUTS A~v- NON DRO,POUTS 
-1 

Personal 
Characteristics 

Three of more chi1d­
hood anxiety symptoms .. - ',-----,------
Frequency of1being 

1. PERSONAL CHARACTBRISTICS 

Dropout 
Percentage 

N = 50 

-80 ! 

• NOh~-Dropè>ut 
Percentagé 

N = 32 

23 

citü-. 
Square 

Degree 
o'Î 

Freedotn 

Signifi--
canee 

36 .1 3 P <: 0.01 , 

, 

j -
~ick ,in lif'e ~span. ___ 7H 30 r:...-. 2tL 7__ 2 i p < 0.01 

-, 

\ "' Having very little 
self' c,on:fiderj.ce. 

1 

Excessive 
day-dreaming. 

.. ~--,--
1 

Having a few friends. 
Having no êcl-ose frienrls. 
Being constant1y with 
friends. 

J.Q. categorjes. 
(be1ow 91) -
(91 --110 ) 
(lll~n_d abov~L __ 

Drug use, Îew tillles 
or re[';u1ar1y. 

Ha11ucino,gen 
regu1ar1y or Îew times. -

, 
Future planning: 
Def'inite ideas 

Unrea1istia ideàs 
No irlp:)s or f,OlTlE> ide;,,,; 

" 

;.. ~ .... t 
? 'l 0 ~ - 2 _ P <.. o. 01 .....--.---_. ;4 

58 10 -_____ ~_______ -J-/ 

00 22 .18.6 1 .,.P < 0.01 

3~} 
85 ;;} 93 _ 0 15 

63, 10 
1 . 
49.5 2. p < u. 01 

17 - 4 
61 24 
22 72 125.9 3 P<O.Ol 

r 

67 35 1) . .4_ 2 p < 0.01 

25 .2 7.4 ·2 P <0.05 

.. 
2) 80 

13) 77 0) 20 
6l~ 20 

.~ 
# ". ~ 

P <0.01 31.9 3 

-.. 

~ . 

" 

'" 
~ ~ 

~ 
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TAnL.I<~ 4. :9 

NULTIPLl.!: REGRESSION ANALYSIIS OF TH~ DIFFEHBNCl!:S, IN 
PERSONAL CHARACTERIST'tCS OF DROPOUTS AND li/ON DROPOUTS 

, h 

Personal TI Beta 
Charaoteristics. -. 

Number oi' childhood 
anxiety SymptoCls. ';'0.7 -0·35 

. 
Fr-eflu~ncy of -- J .:..h. 20 

1 _. 

being sick. ~'- .. -O .11 , 

Self confidence. -0.02 -0.07 • _t, a; 
, 1 

Day-dreamin~ -0.07 -0.07 

Degree of Involve-
ment-with friends: -0.14 -;0.22 

Future plans. _ - 0.13 -,0.27 
, 

:-~:O# t.Q . category. - o. ù9 

s,êx. -0.24 -()'.([4 

H = O.~5, R
2 = 72.1.per cent , 

Degree of' freedom = H/2~ 
,~ 

--

.-' 

\ 

1 

'1 

1 t 

, 

\ 
1 

" 

STD error F Signif:l.-
of 13 cance 

0.03 7.35 p( 0.01 

0.08 ,] ·96 'N. 5.0 

0.14 0.24 N.S . 

0.14 0.24 N.S. 

~ 
0.09 2.57 P<'O.ù5 

{ 

, 
« p < o. 01 0.06 5.20 

0.05 0.66 N.S. 
, 

0.11 5.01 1'<0.01 
_ Ji 

, 

, , 
- , 

-
STD error=O. JO F='<).07 

Si if:l.canc~ ~ 0.01 

Î 

'" 1 

.. 
~ 

~ 
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" 
T ABL~ if.: 10 

STBP\{ISB NULTTPLE RBGH8SSION ANALYSIS OF THE DJ;n""'~~NCES IN 
PIŒSbNAL CllAHAC'fBIÙSTICS OF DROPOUl'S AND NON DROPOUTl:) 

1 

--Pe_I.·s~a:C - -', B 
At ti tude -::------

Number of childhood 
anxiety symptoms. -O.OB 

, 
U'eta 

1 

Sl'D error 
of B 

"F" Si:gnifi-
, 'canee 

0.02 10·72 P< O. 01 

. 
Future plans. B.o6 P <0.01 -0.14 -0.30 0.05 

~~------~----------------~~-----

'Sex. -0.23 -0.23 0.10 5·17 p< 0.01, 

F~quency of being 
s1ck. , -0~13 -0.24 0.06 . "4.31 P< o. ûl, 
r -

3.2 p< 0.05 
t Degree of invol;ve-

ment with friends. -0.14 -0.23 . (J. O~ 

Il = 0.84 STH err:or = 0.29 F = 15.2.5 
. 

Degree of freedom = 5/J~ Si~1ficance = 0.01 

" 

. ' 

" 

'fJ 

o 
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, , 

". 

" 

t' 



J 

• 

• 
. \ 

o 

• 

• 

Page 

'4:11 sets ou~ the Chi-square analysis o~ the diffe~cnces ~n 
• 

fami.ly. cb.aracteristics. Two of: these charact,erist~cs, the 

:fa ther' s educa tian and tlle lnother' s occupa t.)~on, t proved non- 'l'" 

/ 

significant. The father's occu~at~on and the mother's edu{ation , 

proved signit'ican,t' only a t the"". 05' level and the 0 ther nine 

characteristics were aIl s~gnificant at the .01 1evel. Looking 
1 

at the most objectlv~these cha;'aéteristics we f'ind that the 

dropouts 1 t'am~lies d~ff'er. t'rom the non dropouts 1 in a number -(ff 
i . ., © 

important t'eatuFes; for exàmp1e, 42 per cent of t}1.e dropouts 

are t'rom families in which. the par.e.nt:'? are d~vorced or in \'iluch 

either or both parents are dcad whereas only 1:$ per cent of the 
" 

others COlIIe t'rom sneh Îa)nilies. As . r~~ard5 falllJ..ly income' ;i. t is 

elear that thora 15 a dcf~n~te :re(9 for the dropouts to_cOllle 

Irom low income .farr!iliés. Siflllla1Y o~ly 54 per ~ent of the 

c1ropoul.s· bomparecl to 90 per cent of' tile ilOn dropouts arc l:tv~nlS 

wi th' both parents. The import.anc e of' the emot~onal clima te of .. 

- the family i,n the dr.opout phen9111e~10n 18 indieated -by the fact" 

that 60 par cent of' the dropout,s l~ave emo tiona1ly d~f$turl>ed or' 
" 

\ Q 

1l1enta11y i11 parents whereas only lé) pér cent of the control 

" group have emotl.onally disturbed parents. Turn~ng ta the more 
~.' ~ ~ 

subjective characteristies of' the family it -L's clear that how a 

student :reels ane-1 secs lus parents (ree:ar<llj)~s of how they are) 
• J 

is an important aspect. B'J.ghty' por cent of our -~...clo not 

fee1 close' to their fathers wllereas on~yo 15 per cent of the non 
.' . 

o 

1 

" , . 
• • (li" 
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. , 
dropouts have thi;s ,feeling. Of th~ 20 per cent .. o~ droljouts who 

t'ec1 clo~e ,to their fath-er~ the major.i.ty (17 per cent) ;have un-

cducated fathers ,"h.lcll Nlay, ln fact, f\?ster'dropping oWt, if 

ident1:f~cation is -,strong. ' A Sib'11ificant facto;,: here a~'Pe.{rs 't"'o 
, t "'Jl 

b~how the father is perceived. 
c 

Only 10 per cent o:C the dropouts 

"Q 
con.sider their fa ther to be a Il s trong man Il as compared to 90 per 

.... 

cènt of the non dro~outs. 
. 

The others feel t~a t their father is 
, 

"''t> ei ther> we,.k, pun;;i tive :or rejecting. > 'As Table 4: 11 l.nd1C§ttes the 

f\ttiyud~ -towards th,e motl1er i~ a1most equa11y importaht. 

T . • t ' th 1+' 1 ,.l.,.' l' f l' . l urn1ng now 0' e- mu ~1p e regress10n ana yS1S 0 anl1 y 

characterist~cs', we p1cked out sevan of the most important fea-

tures. 'These sevan .independen t variables simul taneously accounted , . 
,for 82 pe,.r cent of tho var1ances.· Th,ere are three variables which 

• 
are sign-i-ficant at the .,01 1evel and one at the .05 leyel. A 

Cl 

step\"ise multiple regress~on allalys1s of fanuly characterist1cs 

(Table 4:1Jri~di~ate~ that the tl-J,ree ~\lost s1gn1t'icant contribut-, . , 
ing factors--W"ere the faJther!s ch~racter :ln t~le student's eyEl.s, 

, ~ 
-th'e degree" of closeness to, the fatl'ler and the parents' menta.1,. 

health. 
'1 ., 

d 

1 • 
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TA BU;; 4: Il -

0'0'-
DIJlt~RENCE~Rf:/fI{SJ.'2:!...J2!3.')PO'ÙTS _ANI? NON DRO!.JOUTS 

2. FA\IILY CHARA,CT~RISTICS 

No. 

1-
,,~ 

'F:aHli ly 
Charaeteristics 

'--

Re1ationehip be-

PerCef'ltage 
D.ropou ~ ~ 

tw~en parents. 1 

'gettin,g a1o~g -t 35 

Pereentac;e 
Non-Dropout 

'<37 

0-- , 
.C 

._ L 

Chi
2 

§ 

_ .J sepe..rated or . 
- 1'lot getting alon'g.~ 2 J } 

':J 
. .. 

d.l.vorced . 27 65 1) 25·1 . 
- either or both . 

parents dead '15 
-=2--""=Z:::"-'-Oheor bo th :r ar el!. t$ ._---"------

. eClOtional1.y di s'tJâr-
Led or mentally i11. 60 ; v,), --------'------

, 

H -
C10seness to father-:, 
not ·crose 0 J 80 15 ~ 

" .J 

close ",to ~edu(;ated} } . 
f'ather· • 17 2d 
close t·o· educated 2() " _' 85 
fa ther \ 3 ~ . 57 . 

.,.,4----P-àther's education--'5b--r~J~---~ _0_ 

li' 

5 Father's occupat~on 
~_. _____ . cl~~0-9, ___ ~ __ ~2_'_~_~ __ ~ 55' 

6 Seeing the f'ather,as 
ell1@tional,ly.· "stronr;" 10 :... 90 

""="7-----R-e.l.ng ~.tose' to lllother40 '<32 
8 Seéiug the l11oth~r as .------

èold f rej'ee tine or " 
_ overp~otective. 

9'----~ïo th e ris edll,{a-t-:-:-<ic""'o-n-­
did not complete 

85 15 "/"./ 
~~~ 

~ -
hj e-h> school. /' .. /- 5') ... J5 9.2 ' 

.. ' 

.~'~---
J ,'" 

'., ... 

1 
, 

" 

,~ 

• 
010 

.... 

Degree 
of' 

preeqorn 

) 

,z 

"'" 

) 

2: 

2 

} 

2 

3, 

2 

.~ e ' . 

~ 

,~. 

"'--

S.l.g~.if'i cane e 

" 

, < 

'<iI' 

p < Ù. 01 

"tJ 
III 

~,< U.ql 
GtJ 
(1) 

( 

0\ 
0 

iJ , J 

p< U:01 '. 

N. s. 

P<O.05 
It 

p < U. 01 
'>. 

p'< Ü.Ol 
.:: 

P<O.Ol 

--
P< O. U5 

., , 
'" 

.. 



,. 

.. 

: .,."p 

- /II 
.~ 

\.{ ,., - '\ A 
~ . ~~f 1 

.-- '-
..t 

-:;>t ": -~ ... -' TABLE 4:11 {eont'd) 

'" 

:.,.,. 
~ . ? 

; 

No. .' Fami 1 y .. ~ ... 
f '--':- Ghan::lete~is:tics...:., 

Q , "; 

""",,' 1 €i 
(.v 10: "-, No th~r '.5 ;oecdpa tion 

-, hou,sèj'l"i;fe 
IL Family ~ncome. 

- above $10,OOO/y~. 
S5,OO~-S10~OOO/yr 
belo", ~ 5; OOO/yr. 

1~ -. -. Living- wIth bOf'h""'-

p,e-rcen tar:;e 
Dropout 

----57 

11 
64 
~5- 4.._ 

parents. 54 
, ------ .".-----
~lJ One or mord sibl~ng 

" 1 

P c-re en tage Ch i.. 
2 

Non-Dropout 

.,.. 65 .?~4_ 
J 

62 
:35 

y 

9Q 

10 

12.2 .... 
i:J 

~ 

1).9 

Il. 9 

Degree 
of 

Freedom 

2 

""'-

2 

'" 
:3 

__ ~:- dropo~ t .. 0 4) 
":!b 

) 
------------~-------------------~----------~~ -.!. 

.... 
... 
'" 

( 
<>-,.,. 

" 
.,; 

:j1> 

.. 
... 

.. 
..:: 

<> 
() .. 

" 
". 

" 
, 

~ 

, 

...... 

... 

~ 

--• 

'9 

~ 

.. 

'" ~ 

... 

~\ " 

Or 

~ r-J 
/ 

.J 

. ( 
'!> 

l--

" 

't 

, , .• 
Significanee 

N.S. 

p< 0.01 

P.(O.Ol 

P <:0.01 

-, ~ 

" -

~ 
~ 

II'! 

• 

J 

.. 

i .r-

., 

..... 
~ -. ! 

• 
'ï: 
Pl 
uq-
(1) 
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TABL1~:l2 

~llJl~r:cPL1~ H~r;.H~SSI0N Ar-.ALySJS 01" THl!: DIFFEH.l!,NC~S IN FMII·LY . • 

Cl1AnACT~RrSTICS OF DROPOUTS AND NON B,l<opon'I§.. 

Fami1y - 11 t-3eta' s"rn error .oF - Sign~f'i-

Characteristics ~oÎ, 
1 

B canee. 
t> " \ , 

Parents' relationship 
to each other l 

.; 0.04 0.10 Q.04" 1.19. ~.S. 

" .;. ;-, , 
Parents' mental hea1th-0.07 -O. û) .rS?.: 04 J.5,- p< 0.01 ... " 1 

~. 

Current degree of cl08e-
ness to father or father ~ 

.sur'roga te -0.07 -0.24 0.03 4.65 . 1:> < 0.01 - i 

" '" Father's eharacter in 
.; student's -0.:21 -0.53 

"{.> 

0.05 20.H:!: p < o. 01 eyes , 
-'- J t 

, ~ 1 

eA 
Current deeree 'of close-

" 

ness to mother or mother 
surroc;ate -0.03 -0.10 0.04 O.H2 :1\'.5. , .' 

(;<' ,) 
Moth-er's charaoter .in 
student's eyes ,-0.02 -0.04 0.05. 0:14 N.S. . 

n , 
Family .incollle", -0.10 -0.12 0.07 2.27 P<O:05 

f. "\, 

R = 0.91 ' R
2 

= 82(~ S'rD error = 0.23 
" , . 

freedom .. = 7/37 , 
.. 24.13 Sign±f~canc e Degree of . , F .= =' .. -, .. 0.01 

~. 
,J; 

'" -
~,I 

~ ~) -\ 

" fJ, 1 , 
1 

e ". ' ' .; 
,,' '!.,"-

1 -

( \) 

'" 
,. "'- ~ -.... ~ 

-") 
, ,,-t, " 

fi 
, 

~ , 
~ . 



') .' 

• 

• 

-

Page 63 

TABL1~ 4: 13 
. 

" 

:l'r'.' 
'( 

." 

~ STBPWISE MULTIPr.;g REGI 'SSION ANALYSIS OF TH.h: DIFFBIŒNCBS IN 

FAl-ÜLY CHARACTERIST CS OF DROPOUTS AND NON DROPOUTS 

Fami1y 
.... \ Charac t-eri st i c s 

... );i"la th er' 5 charac ter in' 
student' 5 eyes 

B 

<0 

-0.24 

Current deeree of' c105e­
ne~s to :fàther or· father , 
surrogate -O.O~ 

, 

Beta 

-0.61 

. , 
-0.,25 

Parent's ~enta1 hea1th -0.u7 -0_17 

.. () 

'" R = 0.89 

s'rD error 
of' B 

'0.03 
\ 

0.0) 

F 

32.02 
# 

STD error = 0.24 

Signifi­
pance 

p< 0'.01 

t . 

pegree of' f'reedom ~ 3/41 F = 5);71 Significatce = 0,01 ~., 

\ 

~ .. 
~. , . 

. , 
• 1 

F~ 
' ... 1 .. 

" 
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J. Attitude'Towards Schaol Adminlstration ~nd Teachers. 
i e 

) ..... 
Sinee ~ropouts always blame their $chools for their fail-

t 

ure, we have tried to separate the different aspects of' schools 

to s'aa more closely wl~ere 
~ 

~ 

demonstrates, -6) per cent , 

their probl.e,m l;i..es. As Table 4:14 
1 

of dropouts started to have dlfficulty 
( 

Wl th their t eachers in el emen,tary scho 01, (12 per c en t'in n;tt>n 

dropouts) • These difficul ties rose. ta '88 per cent in high school, 

(15 per cent for non dropouts). 'The sarne 
• # 

'~ 
percentage of dropOuts 

have -difficul ty wi th 1choo1 tauthorl ties, (non dropoùts = 
~ ,,", (: . . 

Hl per .. 
cent}. Only 8. per cent of dropouts pay attentlon in the class-, 

'\ 
) , 

room as compared to 74 par cent of non dropou"t;s. The remàil1ing 
'" 

stated that t~~were bored, restl'èss, or caused trouble ln the 

~a ~l 
classrooms'. -, The l>most signlficant factor was a cri tical--a,t.tJ...:t.ude 

towards school administration. Ninety-eight per cent of t!,e 

dropouts did not 1'eel "t!lat they were Ithandled rlgbtJy" ~hereas 

obly 15 .. per cent of non dropouts t'el t tlus way. Host c!.r~pout;s 

, . ...,.. 
s'eemed to be asking for more control ln -the sense of' more att-

ention, care, and under~andil1g ,'/i th ~firmness; others on-"!-y de-

manded individua1 care an~a:ffectlon·but no discipllne and they 
cl' 

believed that they would do weil lf' tbcy [Sot that. Transfer. from-

one 11i(;h school to' ·anoth~r was not a!':> si~njflcanny dif'ferent' 

betwccn the t~o groups. Forty-onc of dropouts chaneed one or 

more ld C;h 5choo1s as cOlllpared ta l2 per cent. of non dropou'C;l? 

t·[ul tiple • reGression analysJ_s of a tti tude towardi:; 5ch'ool . , 
(Table L~:15) inÙ~cate5' that 5 independent varxables simultan-

~, .... 
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'" eously a'ceount for 74 per eent of the variance. Tw'o were sien-
, , 

ifican t at the .L per cent level; a tti tude' towards scllo01 ad-
~ 

* ,'" ministration artd dl.fficulty with hiB'h scItPol authorities. 

Two other factorsJwere siÉ,'Tlifl.cant at t.he 5 per cent l.eve;J..: 
~ 

diffl.cul ty wi th teacllers jn elementary sehool and hieh school. 
\.. 

The attltudé in class was not sign~fl.çant., 

" ' 

Stepwise multiple regres"si,qrr analysl.s of àtti tude towa1:'ds , 
1 

5ehool (Table 4:16) r~v,cals thatoof these 4 independent variables" 
, '\ 

, -
the most significant cftAtributing factor 1.::; attltude tOl'lards' 

Drop,outs feel they can nel ther accept schoo1 administration. 
,4 

the admini'stration nor adapt to J..t. 
t 

Next ~s ~heir dlfflculty 

.. 
wi th the school author:L tl.es and "Tl th thel.r teachers .ln el~mentary 

and hieh schools. We could say tha t their di!ficul:ty .lS more 

or 1ess wi th the sys tam, i. e. the way they- 'reèl 1Lthl:l}t;b are 'l'un Il 

rather than with indJ..viduaJ. tCJ?-clLers or s~bJects. 

4. Atti t~de towards ~ducat:hDn. 
l' 

\{a have ~eparated the attitude towards educatJ..on from the 

attl~ude towards schoo1 in order to be able to s~e h~w much of 

the dropou'ts 1 diff:Lcul ties ar~ ac~del~i.c" and how much, they are 

\ 
interpersonal and'discipllnary. As Table 4:17 shows" 59' per 

, CJ \ - \ 

cent of dropouts failed t~o or m~re subjeets 'Ul, hlgh 8ellool (:o.pp. " , 

, " 

* l, , 
Tl1cludes principals and v?:co-prlneJ.paJ.s. The 
of 2 males and 2 t'emale. "::'n- each hl.e;h", scJroèi:l, 
because they werc more ~r quently lnvolved in 

latter, consisting­
",ere very lmportant 
t-SClpJ:l.n ary ac tlon~. 

..l ' 
l, 
\ " 

, 

IL 

\. 
Q 

" 
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--- TABLE 4.14 

,DIFFr~RENCJ;;S _ BET\\'LEN DROPOUTS ~N:O 4NON DHOpüUTS 
f 

:3. ATTTT1JD8 TO\V'ARDS SCHOOL AD:'II~ISTRATION AND TEACHBRS 

~1 ',Nd. 
.. 

Attit~de.towards 
school 

1. Had difficullies 
with teachers in 
elernentary school 

'-.'" <è -,:-- . ~ 

2. 

3. 

,1 

ll!. 

Having diff~culty 
vith teachers in 
high soitdol 

Diff'1culty with ~i~l 
school autho,ri ti~ 

~ . 
4. 

5· 

6. 

... 
Payinff attention in 
the class 

--.-._--

Not critical of school 
adminjstrati~n 

Moving from one or 
more high schoQ;l.s,l> 

. , 

Dropouts 
percentage 

N = 50 

63 

88 

~8 

8 
, 

oe: 

2* 

Xo 
Pe 

Chi 

25.5 

15 _ 56.8 

18 '56.9 

14 49.2 
(l 

85 7J.O 
At ~__ ~. __ _ 

. ~ 7" 

-
42 <i 12 Il.0 

_--.7, ........... 

Freed.om 

- ;> 

3 

3 

3 

,2 

3 

Signif'i­
canee 

P< 0.01 

P <0.01 

P <'0.01 

, p .(0.01 

P .(0.01 

-P cC O. a5 

* 98 Per cent of dropouts felt the way they are handled ~ wrong. About two-t~irds J 

,wan-e more d~scipline and one ... third less discipline but,both with môr~ understandin~. 
-4tI 

--
G '. 

, 
o 

;:; 

\r 

~i 

~ 
-$Il 

CIl .1 
ID 

1 

0\ 
0;\ 

1 0 

~ 
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TABLE 4 :15' 

" ro~ DROPOUTS' ATTITUDE TO\vARDS SCHOOL AD~IINISTRATION AND TBAClŒRS 
, /. ~ -

o <CI ~ ~ ~ • ' ~ 

. J'rIPL~ RWRESSIQX MALYSIS OF 'lUl< DIFFJ<R>'CNCBS BE;ut"'''N DROPO'!"S' ,,-'m 

Atti tude owards B - t1.eta ~ STcPf 1{rO-r F Signifi-
school and teachers .. ' canc e 

Diff±culty w~th eeachers 
~n elementary schpol 

~ --
D~fficu1ty with teachers 
i.n h~-gh'school 

K 

Difficul ty -wi th high 
school authorjties 

-0.06 

-0.00 

-0.09 

---~---- ----------------.,--
Attitude in class 

---.--

Attitude to,,,.ards. s,chool 
administration . 

" '0.03 

-0.26 

" 
__ J ----1-- _~ _____ ----"_ 

< -0-.12 

':"'0.22 

-. 

-0.24 

0.06 

. 
-0.48 

R ", 0.86 2 Q 

R- = .. 7Ai. 7 per cent 

Degree of freedom = 5/76 }' :: 44.92' 
,~ , 

~ 
J> 

~~~-

'-
)-

i 

J 
i 

! 
1 

-0.0,3 
~ 

'2!99 P<0.05 

'. -.:::.....~- f' 

-0.05 2.94\ p<o.O,5 

0:05 .3 • .50 :p<o.u!-

0.04 0 . .39 .' N. S • . , 
" 

0.04 .37.06, " p -< o.or 
,. 

STD 'error = 0.25 

i/ 'Sienif'icance ::::; 0.01 

., 

},. 

(), 

~ } 

l!. 

... 

't: 
~ 

Cl? 
(!) 

0-
-...J 
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dropouts = 17 pel' cent); 45 per cent of 

more in e1ementary schOo01 (non dIiopouts 

,\" 
i, 
Il 

droliouts failed once j)r 
\ 7' 

::; 10 !fer cent)'; ~IO per " 

cent of"dropouts but only 15 per cent of non dropouts failed one 

year or more in their school careers. 

The most important factors related to educat~onal atti tudes 

seem to be (1) skipping 5chool reg':llar1y (97 per cent. of dropouts 
• 1_--., 

as, compared to 7 per cent of non dropouts), (2) amoun~ of time 

spent studyJ..ng per week (3.) per cent of drapouts study six or 

more hours per week aS I campared ta 44 per cent of' non dropouts;) 
,. , ,~ 

31 per cent of' dropouts crid not study at all as compared wi th ~ .. 
pel' cent of non dropouts;; .. '{c :round' tha t non clropouts' d~ff .tcul ti~s 

~ ) 
were.m.ore I~kely ta be with certai~ sUbJects: e.rs- .28 l)elf cent of 

non drop"outs found sorne sUbjec"ts werehard whcneas t) per cent af 1 . ~ 

-.. . 
dropouts fel t that way. Th~s sup~orts our next finding that ther~ 

is no slgnif'icant d~ff~rcn~e .between the :WO( grou?s as far ab the 
~ 

numbers ot subj ccts they dislike ,e;oes. '\ ,{e could conclude, perbaps, 

tha t the changing' of' the cur\i~\lum would no t'go 

ing the dropout problem. 

allevl.aj;-

Table 4:1H shows' that the four J..ndepend~nt es sim-
~ 

ultaneously account for :t.~ p, r cent of the var~an~es. Only two 

variables are ~i@l1f'icant ,:"d ac~ounl1 f'or th!.' other ·two, ,also.· 

These are sldppi'ng sohoo regtl..larly and the amoun t of time spen t 
< 

studying per week (Table 4:1~) . 
"' 

t 

." 
l - ----1 

/ 
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TABLE 4: 16 - "-
1 ~ _ ,/ 

ST~PWIS..E~....!...!:.!1-i~ RJ.~GR"~SSION ANALYSIS OF TH8 D:JFF~RENCES f3ET'WL~N DROFOUT,p 1 

DROPOl1TS' ATT1TUDE TOWARDS SCUkOL ADMINISmTIO]'l 
, 0 .. 

'" 
Att~tude towardStf 

_~~hoo11nF. ---1-t---~---

. 
. AJ\D TEACH~RS 

,B Heta STD error 
o~ 11 

F 

AND NON 

~ 

• :::iigni 'fi-
canee 

Do; 

Âttitude towards school 
, ... adnl1I11S~rat1on 

'\ 

-0.26 -0.47 0.42 P<U.Ol ... '17 73 _ 
.J • • _Q 

.. - )- ? 

lJiff"l.cul ty wi1~b hi gh 
Qcho~l ~~thorities. -0.08 

1 ~ 

------, -T-~--
Pl.fficu.lty with . 
teachers in elf>lT1entary 
;,cDflol 

-----./ 

-----" -0·°5 
~ 

-0.22 

.-;' 
,~ ! ... , ~-

.il 

0,04 

., 
v.U) 

" . 

3.1; ~<U.05 

2:d4 p« u. \)5 

-----------------~ ~ .~--,-:.~-.j.-------- --- - ------ --------------
wrfÎl cul ty .. wi th teac'her-s 
itl·'h1.gh scllool lI.u7 

-,- --"-------,------ ~-~-~-:..""---------~ - . 
H = ('.00 

llet"r"ee- Of\ fT~ètl:~111 = 

v 

'1 

,. 
<t" 

" 

'" 

4/77 

2 
li. = 7 4 • b 'per c p 

, ' 

F : 5ü.5ù 

, 

-
0.04 2.64 

~-----~----~-----

STD error = 0.25 
, . 

,?lr,-nl.:ficance = U.u1 

1 
1 l. .;, 

,1 
1 
i 

. i .. ,.",' 

l' . -',-
1-' <,li. LI:;' _ 

~. 

., 

, , 

""C­
;l.1 
~~ 
('1) 

~ 

-.c 

J 
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No. 

1.-

2. , 
J. 
~ 

-
4. 

5. 

-"6. 

. -
MI ... 

,.. DIFFI<HX"CBS llET":':-=OUTS .)\-"D KON $OP'j!lTS 

TAl',LE 4:17 

4. ATTITUDE: TOVAHDS ~Dl!CAT10N ' 

~pouts Non Dropouts Ctli Degree of 
_____ --::-_p_et:<?entage Perccntar;c Squ\l.re î::eedom-i> 

~ 

Attitude .towards 
educRt~on 

Two or mOl'B sub-­
jects f'ailed in 
high sèhool 59 

O~-or more years 
fa11ed ~n eleme~-
tary school i) 4:> 

Qne or more ye~--­
failed in elemcn~ 1 

- t.apy and high schodl clO~'- , 
------ ---~._--- -~----

Sk1..ppine school 
ree;u.larly· 

. Six hours or" lHo're 
'Study par week ... J 

. . 
Havng dif'ficulty only 
with subjectR (not'wlth 
authorit'l.cs or'tekchers 

97 

" J* J. 

}-iF. wall) 8 

~,J 
,. 

10 
)f 

12 
, 

~----..- -

7 

41+* * 

28 

IJ·5 

~, 

~ 
15.,3q 

43.98 

80.6 J 

27.5 'r 

7.4 

.3 

,3 

J 

J 

:L-

2 

.-------.-~-_._----~----------------~ 
7 . Ko~ of subjects Ijked **~ 
.:.. 

* 
** 

N.S. r 
a t. a11. 
at a.ll 

• !-

e 

Slzn:i.fi-

. ! 
'"1 

canc_e_~ ___ _ 

p < o. (Ù 

l 
pj(' 0.01 

P< 0.01 
~-----

;. p < 0.01 
• 

P(O.l)l 

IP<0.05 

N.S. 

;.. 

**"-

3l pcrc<2'nt· of' tllcse 
tl porcent of' these 

These subjects were 
and Physics. 

dicl. pot stlldy 
d'id not..ftudy 
Bath, French, History,. Georgraphy, Ene-11 5h t'Sciences, Geo'me,try 

}' . 

J-

'F 

./ . "'" 
- 1 

v-- , 
....... ~ ,-' .;' 

, . 
".p.-.~- ... ' 

?'~~ \~ 
-:;' 

... 

"'\ 

.,. . 

~ 

~ 

.. 
... 

"'10. 

'1:J 
Ço1 

Vq 
(l) 

-..J 
o 

... \ 

t 

." 



" 

" ." 

~ 

,,", 

" 

l' 
c 

.. -~-
'J 

~ 

e' .... - t. • 
(" 

'- TA:BL~ 4:18 

'\ ~ 
-' 

1 
NI)LTlPLl~ RI..;r..R~S:STON ANALYSIS OF THE DIFF~R~KC 8S BBT\{Bl'JN DROPOUTS AND NON DROPOUTS '", , r - • 

ATrlTUDJ~ TO',{A:IDS EDUCATIO~ --' -, - -;:.. ... ' --'--'-. 
~ 

Attitude towards .B 
f 
Beta 

educatio~ ~ 

No. of"'s~bjects 
fai1ed 

To.tal No. 0 f' years 
fai1ed './ ~ 

li) • 

8kipPJ.ng School 
. rerrularly .~ 

. ---_._-----'-
No. of hours spent 
studying per we~~ 

R = 0.89 
J<. 

r" 

0.01 

-0.07 

-0.12 

-0.04 

. -6.10 
r 

\ 
-0;75 

--------------

-0.09 -0.22 

2 - , 
R = 79.6 per c~nt 

Degree of ,:Crecodom = 4/50 

... 

"" 

r; 

p 
,l· • 

STD error 
of" B 

" 

0.Ô2 
o 

'0.05 

0.01· c 

0.0) 
10. 

--

. 
F Signi1'icance 

~ 

0.42 N.S. -
'1. 

.. 't: . N.S. ~~ 1.73 _ ~ 

-', ----~.,< -- r 1"'-~ . 
~ 

b'9.76 

11.~2 

p< O. 01 

p <0:01 

......,J 
~' 

__ -A _________________ ~ __________________________________________ _____ 

'1 

v_ ... 

STU error", = 0.2) 

:F' = 57.74 Signif'icanèe = 0.01 

d 

! 
,;<' 

" 
'\\' Q 

~ 
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'TASLE 4 :19 ~ 
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, STf<~P1nSE ~ruLTIPLE Rj~GRESSION A~ALYSIS OF THE DI.FF2RENC~S ]~ETlY.s8N DROPOUTSJ AND 
," 

-.f\ 

Atiitude towards B 
'education 

N9N DROPOUTS' .t\.TIITUD~ TD'liARDS EDUCATI~ 

Reta 
.~ 

STD erroT' 
of' B 

F .?ignit:Lance 

-------------------------------------- ------ --- -- --------.,,;C;r----------

.;' 

Skipping s'Chool. 
regu1ar1y 

~-­":tir l ' 

,Nô. of h?u~s.spent 
studying per wee~ 

~ 

",\:J 

~. R = 0.89 

-0.13 -0.79 0.01 c 162.98 

.. 
~ 

-0.10 -0.2) 

~ 
~. Ù,.Z2 

2 
R = 79 per cent STD error = 0.23 

D~gree of f'reedom = 2/61 F - 114.80 Signiflcan~e = 0.01 
..; 

• 

" , 
l ,: 

.! 

.,... 

~ 

-..) 
~ 

t 

" } 

). 
ç ~, 

.>If _, 

,/ ,,--- ~ 

" 

'l 

1 
Il 

P<O.Ol 

, 
P< 0.01 

\., 

~ 

.,_0:> 

\ . , . 
~ 

.. 
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Pl-
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5. \fuich fac tors are m~st sign:d'icéUî~? 
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100e have now analysed some 35 features and attitudes of 

dropoMts taken as 4 separate clusters. Let us now examlne the 0 ~ J 

, , 
;> global picture to see which of the i 'fams from the entire lnV"en-

tory are~l1lost important in their re1ationSlup to dropping out. 
/-

Table 4 :20 gives the s~ven mos,t" .lmport'-b!'/.t factors. Tal<en toget-
p 

,~ , w ,~ 

her these' séven account for S".:; per cent of the Variabi1i ty 
, / 

between - dropouts and non dropouts. ,These factors would be the 

bept and most "economical" prcdictors of dropping out. 

o 

of significance, they are: 

'. 

L Pal'"'ents' ménta1 hea1th. 

2. Atti tude to"\Vards 5c11001 adminJ..stratlon. 

, 3. Father' s' character lt;l a tuden t' s eyes. 

4. Sj{~ppin& acharo1 regular1y. .. 

5. Frequency of beJ..ng 81Ck. 
~ 

6. Diffiçu1tie5 with' hi~h sc11001 authorltles. 

7. Closeness to father. 

In arder 

, 

0f these s even f'ac tors, thrce are re1é'\,:t; e,d to home, two 

. to the se11.o01 and two to the dropout lu!mse1f 'and hi8 education. 
• • 

In summa,ry w~ can sayon the bas. of thl$ ana1y81s . 

"")ht' ~ 1 11-. \ t a the teenfl,ger mos,t l ikely ta drop out 01 sc 1001 wou d 'Je' one 

'" whose parents (one or both) are emotJ..onally disturbed, and' who 
o • 

sees h1.$ fa ther as a weale person;. wi th owhom he has a dlstant .re­
\ 
\ 

\ 1a~onshi1). He is v~ry çri t~cal of ,the scho01 admin~s tréi tlon 
\ , .rr 

~ld ha8 troub1~ 
, . \ 

" with 8choo1 authorit~es. He is frequent1y ab-

sent 1~rom 5c11001 and' ~s often sic]( • 
~ 

.' 

1 
J 

R " 
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TADLE !~ ~20 
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, () , STl!.,J/"'lI'S~; )rGLTTPLE R.t;(fRESSION Ai\ALYSIS OF -TIlE DTfèFCRLNCBS nf<~1"\{t';~t\ JDROfJOUTS AND 
'. ~ '<> i ..... l'';. :!. 

'. 

'" , , ' 

... 
A~eas of d\.f.fe1"ené'es r B 
between -droP9uts and 
non dropou t~s 

NON DROPOUTS 

Beta 

'"" 

S'rD error 
of B' 

F SiglX'lfi-
canee 

------------, ~ --------, --- ---- fi ._~ 

, 

. ' ". 

.' Parents' 'mental 
h:e~1.th ; -0.07, "\6; 02 ~O.22b 

0) 

.Attit~de to~ards 

, school admd.rlistra-
~ r;. t:r---

~ 'tion - -G.18 , -g.J~ (' 

't-

Cs ~ 

---~---,---.---"---------

" 
~Fath€r' s éhh,Fact~r = 
in student~s eyes 

r. ~ c • D .... ------
-0.11 -O~Z"]-

~ ~ ---'~'--~---:0 ---r----

O.OJ 
.~ 1 .. 

~ 0 i .. .. sl~ippin~ 'schoo1 
reg1.1larly , -O.OJ -0.22 0.01 

... --------­. 
FreQ.l.lency of' ·being 
sick 

~ , ..... 
, .r ~-_._-----\ 

-0.07 

~> " 

... " ~~ ". niff:l.cul ty w:i th hie;h 
~--...- sçh.oo1 auth~ri ~Y -0:06 

'" r 
1 

!l . ' 
<'I~ '\ 

.. 
/ 

Dceliae of cli) s eness ''f , ~ 
-_ to Îathcr 0.04 

.. _-DR = O.9:h R~"88.7 
.~ . -, 

o 

Degres' Qf freed~l -; 7/J1 ." 
_1 

o 
--->' 'l 

"""t -
~ ""f . . 

" 

" 

-~.lJ: 0.03 

-o. id 0 .. OJ 

0.14 0.02 

"per cent 

F :;: 35.00 

, ' 

Il.94. P< 0.01 
~ --

_ . J'" 

, 

11. 25 P< 9.0r 

~ 
• .:~p<O:~~ 8~41 .... 

"" ' . 
4~7 P<O.01 

, ~ 

J,: 54 p <:' 0.0·1 

./ 
p .-"p < 0.0.')-,.2.89 

P<0.05 
--: 1 

2.40 

~ STD error "'= 0 .1ti 

Sign:i.ficance -* * 
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- CHAPTlm V , 

DROPOUT SY1\;DUm.IBS 

,Altliôugh the statistical anSilysis of"'th"e character~st;LCs . , ~ , ... 
, " r .. ( , 

~f' :"dropouts is of SOl1l~ he1p ~h understandl.ng theii" eross féa­
~ 

1.. tures/ ,,::e must now e)(\annne ;Lndividual' ca.,'3e, tlistq,ries to 'obtain 
v '", .... 

~ f '. ,', " 1 " 
à 'l1!0re' intrl.cate and richer pic1tu:r;:e. As '::.tat.ed l.n the Pf~Yl.dUS 

• f \ 
• 0 < 

chapte;r, tlie l.rterview conc~ntra tEtd on< 50cl.a1 'fac tors) anâ. group _,/ 1 

dynamics rather than on in\tra~p~vchl.C 'prublems, for' purposes 
,", ) fi\, l ,v '\> 

..., f' Q ..... .. 

of classl.f'l.ca tion .and comparl.so~ ,vi th n9n dropoüts. . '" 
A CLASSIFTCATTON OF. DR~l'~ 

Aft er examinihg J the da ta frorÏ! "'ur :Ln ternfi e,ws wi th th.e -, 
.. ", i fifty dropouts and .tln.rty-two controls, wé- :tJ6und that they "fel1 

\ j'.' -

" 
natura1ly into 5 main clusters 

\ ",'" 
sin~le causB of dropping out. 

accorc(ü1B" 
f 

{ 

ta the IlIo9t :tmpgrtant 
/, 

'~ ," / , 
'" ,1. DropQùts from î1è)rnes broken by 

...... o • 

2. Drop.outs from homl,}s broken by 

~ . 
paren\tal separation 

" , 
, , 

parental deatlls 
Il 

, 

0> 

12 

7 

(2Lr%) 

,( 14%) 
" 

J. Drop,outs w:qh 'personali ty _~:LSOrder) lind ,:fallll.ly 
pa.tholod~ <11\ ~ " .. .. 

'..;1l 1 _" Il 'i .. o! J,-, \ 
\ ~, " . 

4. The "blacl<. sheep" dropout·, Il .'0 

5. Family ~radi tion dr~pou t / .. 
• C} ; . 

lU 

l2 

( 20%) 

(24~) 
, ,,<> 

Som'ë further confl.rllla tl.on thEi't 511C11 a breakdown is slgni-
, (J " ' l ,JI ~ . , 

Î' fican t wa's obtaüJ,èdo by cxalÎl 1 not tion of' the pûrsôna1i Ly' profl.los 
.. , .! 

< , , 
of the dropouts 

of t· ' 

\ 1) 

and controis with Junl.or -
• 

H.::;.P.'Q. Tl1.es'e 

1 dif ferenc es are: 
" ' 

summari~ed in T"able 5: 1-
." .. , ~ \,. 

, 1 

f' ~. (' • cP' 

,', 

l' , 
, '. 

" , "' 
o • 

l}'" 
l~ 

<> '" 

01 

o 
(l. 
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In inter~~ews w~j;h the con tro'" group ,( N = 3 2 ) we, of' 

c~ùt/e, to~d S~~r __ s~u~~ents, 
<)j. , 

pa thol~gical 'farnilies e.te. The proportions of these were as 

,,,ho also derived from broken famil~es, 
... 

follows: ~ 

1. Controls f'rom homes broken by ~paréntai 
.. 

separa "tion _ 
~ 

2 ($%) 
'" 

2. Controls, f'rom homes broken by parental 
'( , , 

1 (J~~ ) deaths i' 

\ 

-~ J. Con t.rols ~vi ~h perf;onal~ tyl di60rde.,rs and 
fam~ly pàt~oloeY J '(10Cb) <' 

1 
4. The "blaclc '5heep,r, control 0 ( 0?b) . 

5. Famil~ tradltlon c~ntrol 

It is 6 ta 
t 

.Q 

( .. 
be not~d .thar .26 un. per cent] could not çe placed 

. ' 

in any of' these cateeories and we ban l,say clearly that they de-
~ , 

y . . 
rive, from r€!latl.vely Ithe,alpLY" families. 
, , (, 

In the fur,ther prcsc;ntation of' these finclin.es, Cét&C ex-
,1> '.' 

amples o:Çt, each of 'these five drop~'ut synctron1cs ''illi be I.jlven aÂd', 

1 · ~, . 
wh'sré' pos i ble, case cxalllpJ...es of contl;ols l.n ~Si~ll.lar ,fal!dly S~ t-

, ."" ~ l. 'Il 

'<>. 

uatidns. l ' 

- - ~ 

Di.sruptedF.y,par~ntal 0<waratp.on or D~vorce. 
, , , " -.. . \ "'i 

1 •• Dropouts From IIoiSes 

Twelve of' 
, ' 

tlle dropouts wett;l discoycrec1 t.o com,c from' fami-" 
l';e~s where' the pâr'ents w'ere $0 incompatible that they had sep-, .~ , 

1 
, 

nrated or divorcod. .As T~blc 5.:·2 l.ndi.cates, 1ll0st of, thesc ehi1, çl-
'. 'Ii> 

, , 

f l'en were curréntly li'v..lJ1.C w~th their motllers, 'but t'lle' :llllportant, 
,) 1(. '\:, . 0 

:factor was,' that they reported feal'ine, unwantèd and uh.supported: 
,r . '~ ~ < , r'" • 

~n ~nly o~e of the t~el\re cu::>e5 .'1.,11]0' 'd~opou;~ repol~ted tl'J;a t the 

" 

" 
, 
.' 

1 

" , , 

• 1 

) 

'" 
~ 

'" 
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paren t, he was living ln th was' 1I10vinK". 
.:l 

The otherb described 

,thffin 1n terms suggesting reJection, , t'1, pull1 1vcness, 
1 

"weakness" 

or oxer-protective~ It mu~t, of course~ be remeniliere~that 
, ' 

these descr:Lptïons are based on the s'tudents"' reports" on1y. 

~ The mean Lanener score on this gropp of dropouts (8 of 

the 12 wllètè; i t "{as availabl"e) is 7 inçli<:,atir\È; a h1~h· iev~l of 
, . 

str~ss. Tne mean I. Q. o'f the 3 tha t were avai1able w'~s 103. 
.. ô>..,. -. \ 

Let us 'DOW '~urn to an exam1na tion of a characteristJ,.c '" 

samp1e ·of ttlis group in_ detaJ.1. Thè follo\Y'1ng are f,'our lJrief 
, , 

. case vignettes of dropoùt'S t'roIU prok~n homes fo1l-owed by.vlg-. . 
. ~ .., 1 

nettés Qf two ôther' ::;tuden·ts From brolqm homo& ~ho <;Iid Pnot drop· 
'" 
·ou~. Jhil:! comparison wlll serve to emphas1ze lthat sepàration 

. ' - , },,'J .-
~n i tself is not~ neces.s'h.rily tll(decis1 Va f~è tor; .. aqually im-

-.. , "-Ii 

portant is the rela tionSh,;tp rUâj,l'I.t,él.1ned ,'Ii th 'the adul t who 
" 

1 

ul tillia te1y' cA es for the Cl111d. 

, , 
, p 

". 
4 ·c 

, < 

.. \ .' f 

~< 

, .'< 

) " 

1. 
'iÎ 

" , • J. 

r 
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GROUPS DF DHOPOUTS Ir" Cm!PARISO~ TO ,CONTROL GRADtTATING GROUP _. • 
1 .- _ ~ • ~ 

MUL]'IPLE REGRESSION ;NALYS.I-s. 0 F~tG,,:rFIiOA"T PAqTO RS OF J:'. SR.' R • S . P .9.' 7F '5 .: /- ,-' 

'. ~' ' "J-
'DrOPO.ut6 ,t'rom' ~dmes. Dropouts t'rom homes Drop~uts "\>'Ï th ,Tl~ :'Ulack Sh E3 ep" '_ Fa[1J~' ï . tradi:' 
disrupted by parental broken by death of personal disorders dropouts -' tion ûropouts' 
s~paration .:." pa~ts., ...... &/or f'a01:ily psycho- J • ~' -

~ 'I>a~tho1~gy_', ____ _ 
-----~_.----------- ----.----------- c-

H-!) 

, Q+ 
at 1~ 
at 5~ 

c-, . 
1':bt+ ~ 

J- at 1;';' 
at - 5~; 

.... ,,;?- c-
- Q+--tt 

at lob 
'at, 5"6 .... 

G- at 1(:1.1 
0+ a--ç. 1% 

~' 
-~? ~ 

Thesè fa,c to:i.~~, d~scrib,e~ by' t~~ te~t: ,', ~ t ~ \ .. 
H- Shy, withdrcn\'J'l., è1o",;~i-'estricj;l;!d intcr'~sts, c ;re"ful and tItrent .s~n~itlve.·~ 
-Q+ ~ se1l:E-suff':Lc.:1. en t._ reso~lrc e:f.u~, pref'e'rs o,vn decisions. • 
C- Emoti'bnat In~ta:.bJ1i ty, or eg'o -.weakJ:l~s. E.motj ena11y 1ess' stablE;!. easily upset. 
~ changea[)l~.... :'" 1 • i 

J'- . Zestful" l±king group action. ,", . Î 1 
~E+ • Dominallce or âs-cendanc'e (.assertive, aef,'res,s~'yel ,.competi tive., st1!.lbborn).' 

Q+ 4 Hie;h ErGic Ten5~on· (teuRe, t'rustta t~d\ driven, o.verwrought, fre:ef'ul.). 
, .. ( . . , , 

G- Low S~peret?6 ,stren,gth or lack. of acceptance ',o:f -~roup moral standards (disrega:t'ds' 
rules. expedien t) !' • l " 

~ 

QJ '~t 1% 

, i 

~ 

u+ Guilt P+oncne5s (~ppreh~pshve. self-reproachlne, insecurè, worrying, troubled). • 
Low Self, 5Jh.11J1~nt 'integr~tion. The indlvlclual is essent:t,al1y untutored;' üllref'lective, 
emotianal'l§ ~nd q"'nar.cissis ~iG _ rej ec t~on of cultural demands. 
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Case ~ex, I.Q. Lan$D.~-
Np~-' Score ~' 

--,-
50 ,'Ji'F 

oS ..... 1 \ ;? 

~ 

48' 

, . o v "Il . \ 

/1- • 4f 

~-
c. ~ , . >, .. , 

T.â,BL8 5:2 ... .. al l" 

il: 

~- oro 

DROPOUTS FR ml Ho:\ris BROKEN HY SEPAI-{A\',lON 

Father"s 
Persona11ty* 

Immat\lre 
"\y-eak ~ 

if'eak 

Nother's. 
. Persqna1i~ 

" R~jectinE 

" 

Duration of Livinè 
Separation Arrânge-. 
by year ment 

, 10 
, 

7 yrs Fbster 
Home. Subse­
queùtly with 
Hother 

• 
.> 

}t'a ther' s 
Occupation 

Carpet Layer ( 

f 7 • . 
" 

... 
l " " Rej ec ting 

,} ') 
22 1\1 '- 122 -. 1 11."'-6 Ard:; ne: (l"\1'AT' !'T'{)_ 

~ 10 Both parents 
a1ternate1y 

--;;r-- 5 ---M-o-t-h:r r 

.ï!;ditor of b1g' 
magazine • 

1 
Unemployed -

1 

, 
) 

38--r:l - t.. 
12--

-- -- ~ .. ~ 

19' . F ' 93 13 

1'7 2 

-9 J~~ 97 • 
--

. ;1 

,2.4 ~! 1 t ~I ~ 86 
,\ 

Alcoho1ic ,t-ec ti ve 

Father ~ü-lTITve }{e~eè,tinG ,~7 
• 0;;- _ « 

,",,""":,"--r -~-~ s 

R~jic~ing Rejecting 

Unkno"ln 
..... 

OvaT Pro­
tëcl~'±V-e,_ 

15 __ 

19 
~ 

Hothor ._--..:.----
~lother 

\ iV. ________________ __ 

.. 'Collipany Presi­
dent . 

----;:---
J ari~_o_r_.,,--...-__ 

" 

unknown 
.... 

GOOd-------------L-ovtn~ 5 i l'I~ ther .' Deacl .. 

-"1; .. Ho'tlier 'if' "~rl.1Gl; Driver '" R.ejecting' 

L--

'" 

j::) 
oq 

"'Ci) 

....:J 
\.::. ; 

1 _ 
Over Pro- . 
.tective 

------------------------------------~ 
,7 J:<~ • 112 9 ~. 

1':( 

6> 

Over Pro- ~ 

tee ti-vè' 

'\ 

Kevel1 }\ncw 

Rejeëti.ne 11 
"., 

8 yrs with 
Herther.Snb­
sequently ",ith 

'--..,.....Fa ther ' 

Jllen,;t.él;11y III -. No Fa ther No th~r' and 
~ ,:" llospj tal and 

.-- l:nsti tutibns ------=--'"' Nervou&. ~ 14 . 1 Gf'anùparent:;t'-Weak '­
Re:narried . Remarri eèl Ù 

Re ~ ec t'--i-l1":'g~)::---:-' --·--5------A-l-t-
e

"f'" r-n-a-t-l-' Ae 
Weak 

- -- ---

*Judgr'le'n_t based t,0n the s_tuclents' d,escriptions 'only.', 
0- -4 

,!;> .. 
,,~ 
~ ~ ~ 

" 

, . 
.., 

C. N. R. '{orl~er 

Unkno\oJn 

"""-;1-

unkno'.rn 

unernp10yed --
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1. VTGNB'r1BS OF' DROPOUT GnOUp I!'HON 

HONl!:S rnWl~~l\ HY PARl~NTA,L Si;;PAl1A.'hON . 
. Case No. 4B (Dropout)., 
Grade: 11 
Hie;h ~fnconie Hl.gh School 
I. Q.'~ Unkno~."n 
~ang'nor Scale: 7 

-qj.,...--'----- .. 

, ' 

. This l~e.é}#. old ,gir1'''was very Unha~pr t'rom age ~ when", 
her parents sepa{{at\ed after fi life of const-ant conflict. SIle 
hatedo high _school, starté'd -on hea';Y- drugs at 15,. left ~chool 
for a conunune and ended up in jal.H ller:fa t.het', , a--40 ::ear old 
university ~J;'aduate, whom,she descrjbes as'a \veak person,'took" 
lier home. Then she. moved in with her mother, also a unl.vérsity 
gradua te, whom she describe5' as elflotional and l.,lllogl.cal, 'only 
ta be d~sapp01nted agal.n; she disliked her moth'er very much 
and retur.ued ,to her fa'ther and \ven.t ba1ck. to school. A brother, , " ,.. ,., 
14" a eood stude~t ~lld dependél;ble< !)crson, lives wi:th tue father. 
A sister, 12, and brother, 8, ,,,ho i8 very sensl.tive, 'll.ve wl.th 
the olllother. " \ 

..5he suclwd her thJmb unt.il aee 8, and fel't that she ,vas 
an unwanted child. 5he fe~ls tlla t she doesn' t belçmc' to school, 
and Slpce her parent·s nèycr l'cal1y cared auout children ~hd she 
has no attachlllent, she'si9Ken searbh,,1lle for a J1l).ac:e.whore she 
really belongs, thus joirnne the "h1lJple mov~l\Ie11: t. ."" 

Ca5eNo. 9 (Dropout).. "'" 
Grade: 9~ 't" 

l"liddle Income High ScÎlool 
"' 

l·Q·:· 97 '" 
Lanr;ner .sc~lx..: J 

1 

Tl;15 17 year old boy \'laS an avera[~e student ut to grade 5; 
wh~n he fail~d after tas p~rents' separatiol).. The father, wl.th 

, elcmentary school educa~on, ta ",hom he was close, d1ed two years 
ago' II.nd he staI'ted sk,ippin.e; ·;chool.. Th'e Illothe,r/ ,also w~th. elei" 
mentary 5.oho01 ~queatîon, to whorn he no, .. ~e' S close, 15 plann1ng 
"\'emarrlae.e .. lie 'le:ft sc11001 111 G'r~'dc S)--to- orle. .A slster> lô" 
~inibhed hie;h 8cllool and' other sl.ster&, l , 12, 7, and 6, relnain 'ln 

·school. \ 

r , "Al tl1p\.lfjh he had no chilcU100d a11X1.et'y sYJllIhO~llS and 56ems :t~, 
bc a IIhealthy dropout l1 t the If'a1"cnts', .. ,ser>aratlon and h1.s îailure 
ln\ grade 5;. .. th,c Î'htl1er l 5 cleatll and his ski}J}üne sc11001; m'id the 

11p1"'s !1.cmar;r*a{3'0 alld his dropP1nc- ouVof sc11001 are c1oarly" 
. ~ü l caine 1 d'cne cs, ~lIt 't'a tllc-,P rcac'tlon to' tllrec Jer10ub re",," . .., . -
t1.on~ f .' 

J . , 

/ 
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(Dropout) • 
(~rade: <j 

:'Il.ddle Incollle l!l.C'h Scl100l 
','1.0. :";ot clone ---' ----~_.r_---------

Tlu:=, 16 year old 1:1.rl has' bcen ext, t'elllely nèrVOl1~ frorn 
carly ch.lldhood. Sl.nce tho parcnt~1 sopq.ratLon, she. has b-een 
j Tl. t,'{o Îoster homos J:rol,1 ü'j0 li. For, the pust three yearS she· 
has beon livin['.'"yi;th 11er: mother to ,,,hom sIte "can't talK". The' 
III yeur old îatller, a carpet layer, is llapPY-G'o-lllcky, l.S aff- . 
ectJ-o·n"ate and vislted 11er ut the 'fostel' hO\l1cs, but h.e is no't 
doj)endable.' The ex<tremcly mooriy Jd year old lrIother does nq,t let 
the eirJ,cet close to 11er l'lar does sh-û trust her. Thoutth plannl.ne 
rem{,lrriar;e \ sHû nover talk~ abou} i t wl th her daue-h ter. 1 Drothers, ~ 
aces).9 anrl ll~ who complc};ed GTudes" 10 und 1) respec tively,' Il ve 
with the 1'athel". A slf;tcr, 17, whô' complcted Grade Il, l.}ves 
\Vith the mother 1,00, artù 1.::> îavaured uy,her. Anothcr sister 12, 
has bcon placed in a faster ha,Jle but nobody visl.ts hor. 

, ... ' ---
As a éhild she l'lad lI1any 111[;11 tlqaJ~es. V/et· 11er bed up 1:;0 age' , 'u 

7, lied very ll1\1ch, and lla:d rre(]l,tùnt temper tuntrums. SIte lLas ob-
served 11er rnothcr' S 'fa'Lntl.ng &pells and stc)l~lacll troulües plu& . 
o I:;:r~cr llcurot1c sylilptoms. Shc a1",hys thOl{{Sh t tha t shé would avo~d 
such d1splays but she Gets thClH' ,tao. Jndeeü she llad to stop 
scTiaal oecause of the fal.ntl.:n~ spe1ls sl1e has llad ever Sl.nce she 

:fJul'ld. ~Ui< .o~~~u't· t~~ l;l~therl s. ~~ma;t'r~a,G~~. ~, 1 

Ca-se No. IL: (Dropaut-).--~- -~,11 , 

Grade: le)' 1 o~vf /1--- .' 

~11ddl e, Income 1I1.{'.'1~ wSchpol . ~ \ 
1. Q.: 105 .--" 
'Lanl3'ner Scale: 5 

Tl'lis i7 year old c;ir.1 h~d no d1ff'tculty unt~1 eradc 6 .II' 
1\'11en hér l)~rerlts 'separa'tedf ut, '",lllch tl.ll\e, sîle started skinning , 

1 ~ .. ). j, ~ 

9choal rer;ularly hll tll silo :f .... nally dropped au t .", The 50 year ald 
)!f';a t.her has saille el cme'Il tary edllca tian ç4.nd 'L S l10 t worlGn[;. He drinks 

a lôt and.:taJces h:-is daUI~llte~',alon~ \Vith 1U .. 8 C'~.rlf~~~ends to n}ght' 
clubs.' She llke,8 'hi.:n very mueh. ~ The, 41 year old llÎother,· W1.th 

'è 0 1 ~ 

}l1..r;h 5c11001 cducat1.on" also clrJ.nks ..:l. lot. 311e 15 fond of' her ' 
daut':hter1 ybt rojects ll,er •• The llIotHor' has bCeYl'llnltappy and ,siok 
very of t'en S.lnce the sopara<tion.' ATtcr I:;llelI1.J!J~I.LVOrC8 the It\0tther 
l1ad eus tady of tho {fi rI , ~ho ~",aH ted to 11 ve W~ tl'l 11er i'i'J. ther, flle 
mo tlylr COllS tan t.ly re'Pro~clles JlC!~ '-arfd wurns ~lér of Got tillG pr~-

. c;nant. She 1"ah~way ,and returnod once, btlt 10ft acain, to 1l.ve 
., "Wl th â pregllant Gl.rl\rP.lom~, after whl,?h ·sho, J.s Gett1.nq· t.o 1iJ<0 

her fa the:p Il~re and more. 

.. , ~, 

., 

• ,.. .. . ' 

" 

"': •• t 

" ,'" 
\ . '.r·~" 

# .' .. 

"'-- ... 
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A brother, 20, dropped out 6'i:' sc11001 in grade 10 and laft 
home boca_use of' h15 lllotller, but came back and i5 nmv work:tng. 
Al10ther brother, 11), a 150 àroppc,d out in' ~rado 10 and left home 
because 'of' 11i5 rnother, but came back and is"Work.ing. A brother, P. 

15 i8 50 far doing weIL ·in grade 9. 
\ 

l , . 
Ueing very -nervous, the subJ ec.t has headaches of'ten las t-

iné ,13 '- 6 daY5, scratches hers'elf, has,\-stoma"Q.h. aches and pains 
ln her chast, cries a lot and has started drirl'lün{t. though she 
\"ants, to" return t6 ,schoo1', this \<lould 1nv.olve returll1.ng to live 
wi th her mother which. sha cannot facè·. .~hefhas been chroq.ically 
tom between f'athe.,p and mother. She i5 con used and unRtable. 
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VI~~Nl~TT8S OF CI1i'lTHQL GHOUP ( NON DHOP()U'!:..~) 

FnO~l bO:'-ll~S mW;\,~N BY- PAReNTAL Sl'.PAHATTON .... - .. 

~~-----Qase !~o. 61 (control). 
<0 , 

Gracie: 11 
]\li<;ldle [ncorne H~gh School 
I.'i': 107 
Langner Scal~: 2 \ 

r 

.. , 

o ~. 
, Thïs ,ldr. year ol,cl boy \\ras ~ average studen t in grade" school;. 

In gr~de'd he had negativ0 feelings for scfiOO±-and_he,startèd 1'001-
:i,ng a~ound ,and ~voided studyine. But the next yé'ar-~ilë ;';":ckeii up ", 
and has been doinr,- we101- ever since. Jl~s father, a foreman wlth 
'elementary school education, i8 a k~nd-heanted, gentle, and con­
siderate man, with w'hom he has a good r~lat·ionsh~p. The :father's 
girl-r;'iend is gooti to the three' boys., His motller, who has fallen 
in love w~th someone'else, lcft her hpsband two years ago. 

~ - 1 ~ " 

He fe~ls 'as c10so to h~ mothe; n~~n: she was 0 l~ving 
wi ~h thern. As r- clnld he bi t lus~ na.".l;ls and wet his bed. to age t). 

He ll.kes sports, and reacfing q,néi wan te to be a draftsman . 

.. \ " , < 1 1 l ' 

~~as: Nb~\5J (q~ntrolj. 
• -~e: 11 • " 

Middle l come Hit'tl Sl::hool 
" . I.Q.:··~ 'l;, 

\ - - -
1 

. . ---
0 

• 
l , 

'J' 

.J' Lan-p,ne "'cale': 0 

,P, 

1 

This 17 year old boy was 6 years old \."hen his parents' \Ytt~~ __ r-----....r--r~ 
di vorc'ed. 'He did ""Well in grade sc:hoo1, and has done wel1 'Ln h.~gh. - -------
schoo1. L~ke his 19- year old broUler, he has d:.t.i'fic-41 ty wi th 
French., but' passed every ocher subject lat>~ year. The mother, wlth 
elementary school educat~6n works as a book-keeper' and looks after 

, thf3 yt~o- boys'. She is a happy -person and the i'f3.Inily is very close.' U 

The--h~_~t along weIl 'W'i th, the nlÇ>ther' s, boYi'riend. ' \ 
~ .., 1 .. 

: The \ boy doe"s rt-~ t know mu.ch abou ~ Ilis fa ther who' has remarr-,' 
i èd; ,h0;Ls never lIlen tioned . ut, home.. "As a' clll.ld, he q.id Hot have 
al1Y "nepro tic syn~pt?l11s. JI~s in tares t'in school fla(;{sed .for a short 
wlu:le in ,'jrade 9 and h,e sldpp'ed ):lchopl twice. lIe.Jlo\<{ sponds ;~ , 
'hours a we'ek study~ng and play:? h09-K~ a lot. (J' w"----=--- _ --- _____ l, 

l \ " . ) 

.. 
• .' , , . 

• 
1" B' , 

-
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Dropou ts trom Homes nroken by Pa~erttal Dea th. 
\ 

, __ In this group tlie death of' one or both parents has had such 

- a~ -adverse ef'~/~~_t 0: the fam~ly that it aeems to be the ma1.n cauJ3e 

of' a atudent' s ~ropping "out. Again, as in t'he case of' dropouts 

f'ro,m hqmes broken by sepa.ra tipn,j the- remain1.nff parent has not been 
,1/ 1 \ 

1 

4 able to provide suffiC1.ent ~motional ,support for the child to reach 

a 

his full potential" -~ The average Lanb"Iler Score of this -gx;ôup rS-5"': 

They t),re less stre&sed than "ch'ildren t'rom homes broken by' seRflra-

tion wi th Lanlrner Sc ores of 7.' 
, 

Tlle non dropout casé No. 71 1~ a 

good example of what a chini goes throueh when a parent.d1es and 

\ 
how he may cope with -the blow, 1f' the other parent is'supportive.-

, 
.. 1., VIGN~TTE;S OF DH0Pü}.lTIoGHOllP 

:.FROH-110t1ES f:lROl\~Jt llY PARENTAL D~ATH. 

Case No.)6 (Dropp4t).' 
Grade: Sl 
Middle Inc'ome High School 
I.Q.: 1:lot done ------

., 

Th1s H( ycar old boy was do:i,.nti weIl -qp to 'erade 6 wh~n hê • .ll, 
started ta lose interest in studyine- and final-ly left scho'Ol be-

:' fofe entering' gr?-de 19- H:1.S father died of/a'Main twltor at t'he " 
age of 36 when the. boy, was on!;! yeéÏ,r ald. rue442 year old mother, 
à house.wl-re, i8 elltotional1y,iL1. She has dis-;;urbed family bp,ck-
ground and has ~sufÎeretl froIn depres,slol1 fr time to, time. The' boy 
never l,ived ''11t11 her and is pr·esent1y in a'n i-1;lstitution.' He des ... 
cribes 11is mother as bl,nng. extremely bO,ssy ànd damineering: '~a -
person ta' .whorn it is hard to be kl.nd". lie has'a eood relationshl-p 
wi th iliA allnt:. Ile tr~ ed retllrn i nt; 'hd'me to i 1. ve wi th the mo thol' 
but af'ter :fQ.llr rnonths sile developed a depresslan and he roturilect 
to 't'he ils tl tu t:i!an. 1I1 S 22 year old brother also left school 1.n 
graa.e ~, j oined the U. S. army and ... wen t t'o Vi et Nam; " 

C f1 ,. 

He still' b1.tes h15 "nails and was ::,uck1nk 11.1.s thuntlJ up ,ta 
las t year _ Ùe s tarte'a t~lling lies a t the age ~f '9 and fe! t vf;ry 

:~~~~ =:~rî:~~5 f'~~I~ the 1?eginh1ng. At présent ~~ë Worl<s,. ~n Cl, body 

.. ' 
l ' --.' , ~ '" ,----..... 

-' 1 - , .~ .. , 

~.)"'.>--:----~'~--._~--~~ ~~~'~' 
" 



t 

'V 

" 

o ,:_~. 

. ~. ,i 
.I ~ 

. " •• ;"'-1 .... -rI 
, , • 

t. 

< 
f 

J , ,f, , 

!, ," "" 
,.} 

T.AULr.: .5:) 
.~ 

DROPÙUTS FRœ>!, HQN.l;;~ BROKEN BY DEATH "OF p1\IlliNrS ~ 

s ~ .;.-.~lf . ,Q'. • _ 
'. 

. La"ngner 
S,core 

'" 
Fatper -Hother' student's Living 

Arrangemen t 1 

~ ... 
N 

.. 
~( 

IV 
,1 

_. 
?vi 1'" <li' 

" " 

.", .. 
• • 

6 

Died 

" 'i' 

" 
very 

~--,-____ W __ e.ak " \,. 
;';"-" .. 

- "5 Died 

" 

Bmotion­
ally ilI 

Died 

1G Age a t t±me 
,of ..death 

l year 
..., 

~ 

11 years 

,--". 

H years 
Foster Home. 
9 years -
Institution. 

! 

With unetnploy~d 

, 

fa ther for "7 ~s __ 
, 1 { • 

Hen tally :3 years Ll ved Vj.-"Yea;t;:-&---w-~ 
III -, dis t'urbed motHer 

--~~~--------~~~~ ~ ____ ~--~I--------
F~ 8 ~' 

N ,86 
~-

-;'N 1~0 , '1 

1, 

M l'OJ 

Hejecting 
~ 

Died 

Il 

Di~d • 

----~-~----' ... 

" Died 

,11 years" li v Ing Wl. th 
f~ther and.\step-nlother 

Livine 1 year under 
"'. mother',.s control 

------------------~---= 

In Institution .f. 

WithJmother' 1) 
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éase~No. 2J (DropO~t<. 
Grade: y' 
][ign Income lu_eh School 

I.Q.:"lOO ". 
Lanener Scale: 1 

, ' 

,page 136 
, 1 

f 

ThlS 15 year old boy lofad" sO];lOol dlfficul tles fr.om the 
be\~~nnin~: He barely cOlllplèted era<j.c J, wl1en his 60 ycar old 
fa"ther (a 1umb~r-jack \nth h-:tgll school l;1ducatl.on) d1ed. They had 
bo~n very close. Ids moUler, .wllom he descrlues as a k1nd, carinG' 
and exttemely hard-working p'ei'son, also.hect, when he, was 10. lie .-

.' 

'has no recent news of his 25 year old brother and lus 22 year @ld 
slster. 'A 24 year old slstEtr lS llI~rrled and anothcr 20 year old 
sister i8 :hck.. He has no rèlatlonslup wlth any ot t-helll. 

o .. 
". After the death oi' h18 father he was fr1ehte.ned of the 

dark and wet the bed. lie li veù, ln a fo s ter home :for four years. 
He had tem'pef. tar)trulTI~ and, hated scx.ool. He chslJ kod lus foster 
:fa ther ,,<hon~ he consiilerod stuni'd. lIe (hein 1 t ace cpt hlS fos ter 
moth~r whqm he describes 'as' b~ssy and clondneerinc,l. lie resented 
l'ler especj al] y "beca'use of hi5 :feellnc tlla t she cave wor'e, prl V:J..­

le{;es to other ùoys~ lI'e j's no,~, Ilvi..nr.; jn an l!lst1tutl.on. 11e<-is 
. an example of the poss-lblc effeet of parental doath on the child-, 
ren 1 s eduea tion: the three older brothers alid sistt'rf> f1nlshed 

,hir;h schopl be:fore- the mother ~ s dp,a trj wliereas nel ther he nor his 
y",meest sister {Sot :further thall t;:réW~ 9. • 

'Case,No. 47 (Dropout). 
Grade: Il 
i"fHld.Le I~1CO/lJe, lfi~h School' 

.: l,ro"t, clone· 
Lantiner Se,a 

Th1.S IH 'y'ear bld boy was d01:t;1[S ",-c11 Ln' elementary scIioô:t 

-. \ 

< ' t,and jn ,hl,~h se11001 u]) to F,fàde 10 wh,6n he, started lq,sine- lnter ... 
·,_c~t,. 1 :falll.n{~ asloeep lIT c1as&cs éU14 s!o ppluG seho.ol. He finally 

qui t· in grade 1]', The 49 year old 'fa tller, wi th t'rade :J educatio·n 
IVis b~en\ unemployed for 'the past :four yearb clalmin{-'; med.i'9al _". 

, j!.if'ficul ties. ' He :i.e a hap'py:"tio- hlCky man to .whom triC boy feels 
.l close, and \!Iù.. th, wliom ~lê e~ts alon~~' ba tl sf'ac torily. Tho 1lI0t~çr _ 
~ dled 7 ycarR ago at tl'le aee of J:J :frolll !tille cancer, whon the boy 

"".~ \l'as ln l',rade 6'. )1er deatlf'",as a ,shoc'k to 11il1l and he 'ctldn' t be-. '-. ,) . 
·lievl.' it :for a long tl.I!le. Ee dO,serl~cs h(n' a$ "the pcri'oet wo-

~ manu . ...,"'Ue wo.s very ê19sc~0 pel'. A 26 ycar ~lc,t ùrother, an ' 
account;::i)'t..:l; •. ,_i8 married atid ,takes nl.t5h.t C'~u;I'l?e~ A 24 year old ' 
brother 15 mà.rried, has :t1-ni~l{ed 11l.eh school and ia in computer~ 
science. A ~J year'0~d'brother_1S rna~rjed and 'work1ng,_ but i5' ., 

, 

~\ 

1 

• nq,t interested ~n. educatloU:. A l? year pld": 5is"ter i::) ,d~inE' weIl ----:-_\_" 0 

in grade ~. 0 
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The ,boy bi t 113..5 llails' a,lld had :p~~h tmares up ta aGe 13 and ~ ... 
had' tcmpol>' ta,ntrUtrls up to ac.e' 14. Th.e death of th.e m~thyr and 
the weaknes5, siclmess and unemploymen t. of' th,e t'a ther for" 4 years 
had a great, effec't 01,1 hiJ)!. The two brothers who' spcnt the~r ' 
form~tive yearf. in an iate(;ratèd f'élllUly havt> been successfu,l 
bùt the two youne-est have ùeen unable ta cope S111COI the çleath 

, <- , ~ 

of the mother who 5eems to have ùecn the bac~bon.e' of the f'aIll-
ily. P '. .. 

.... 
ba~e No~ 4 (Dropout). 
Grade: 10 
Middl~ Incarne Hieh Sèhoo1 
T .Q. Not done " 

~ 

• r­... 

, 

This 17 y'ear old {',l.rl was a ['.'ood s t.udent in el.emen tary 
8chool, but ~ound ... i t" dii'i'~cul t to adJus_t to hieh Bchool where , 
4'class periods ,chang,ed be'fore sbe G9t. \.lsed to .any one teacher". 

. ( 

SIle describes her 51 year old, faAther, a chauffeur V{J. th 
elemefi tary . school" educa tJ.~n l ,. a& oeJ.nt;' l.mpos5ïble to e-ct al.ong 
wi th., lIe has always fou{~h t wl. th lus dall[~h ters, but "'t.he sulljec t., 

," 

( 
" 

, 

i5 now the ·only one stuck wi th lutll a t l,;ome. HeMHqtl~er .was ,/. 
ki}~ed fi n a boat. acciden t when the '(;:l..rl was p y€a~~s old. She 0;:, 

missed' lE)!' é\ 10 t; <;) she was taken cal;P of' by her oldor sis ter t'or 
J year:s 1..U1.tl1 the 1'ather reli1

Q
arrl.cd. The step-moiher i~ a 51 year,,"yQ 

olti par~ -time ",~rker an4 a1'th.ouGh~ ~he has â. .l~ ttle "morfl under­
standine; than the father, the {Sull has never :felt close to haro 

---'~A-.26 year old sister has finibhèd 'h~âl 5011<)01 and Ü, marrïed. 
A ~2 yè:Ïlr :olçi sist-er-<:H4n-'~l n~ sb. Jueh .scho..o.l. A ~ year' old 
b~other''.qu;{t -in erade l~ b~ëausbrlls--e1~lfriond was pregrtant: 
The:eldest sister, who :finishèd·hJ.~h sc11oot, got a'1onG w~th her 
fatller qui tè well. ! '': ' . .. . , 

!. 6, ~. \ 
As a child, the subJ~ct had munY" n:lehtlllareS'.lund fe~red 

th'e dark. 'She reports nlany achJs and pauls. She 1vever "spent 
any tirne studying. \iSh~ daydrephls a lot but has no J.deâ about 1) 

the future or wha t s11\e, w~n1;s ~:tto ,do. She ll.kes an easy li1'e and 
'SW1 tches boy friends o.ten ... 8ho" d1d wedll up' to the t:uoe the r 

" reJect10~ bath frolTl h~r.:fath.er d· 11er f.>te~-mother. \.' . 
s.~ep"'7,m~the:t câme "into~ t~c, Pi(!;~e at whic,h pOJ.nt sh~ .fei 1: do~ble 
II'I! • ~." , 
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II. VIGNETTS OF A CONTROL GRùUJ;-l 

Case ~o. 71 (control) 
Grade: Il 
H1eh Incollle H1gh School 
l . Q,~! J..l..5.. 
Langner Scale: 2 

j 

,<' .. 

. , 
. Th15 17 year ôld glI'l ",as an ave:t;.age stud~t Hl e1e-

'. 

mentary school. Her mother d1e,çl when slla was J.n grade 4. i She 
passee) three hard years,,, untll l'1er fa ther remarrJ. ed a woman 
who had 2}hr e childten • t:;he was thon ln grade 7 and :' ",r thé 
first. tlrne fI hie;h schooi. She had to find new fr1ends and so 
she face tÎf'lcu1tles both at horile and at ,s€hool. Howcver·, 
slle pa$sed that year. The step-lIlot~er, a un:lversjty graduate, 
la very aensitlve, out-spoken and a Good dlsclpllnarian. }{er 
clnldr...oo are (;ood students. Her :father, a lawyer, lS outgoll1ff" 
and con~l~erate~ and she has always had ~ good relat10nshlp 
with h11i1. 

As a bhildj 
dogs up to a~e 7. 
her tea,chers. 

she suçked her thumb and was frj ehtened of 
In school, shc never had real' pr'oblems wlth 

o ~ 

J. Dropou ts \\Tl th Versonali ty ])l.80rder,f, ;:Illcl 1<'all1l.1y Pa tholoR;::. 

In this group we 1ncludc dropouts whose l1>ain problent 
'If. ') 

8eems to' 11e in the1r O\\Tn persona11'ty dlsorder an,d/or Jn marked 

family pa thology • TIlC, dropout 1 s personall tx dlsorder J..5 of the 

type YlhJ...Çh makes adaptatioN to school very dif'f' ..lcul t. They are 
'<- .. 

non-:-conformis ts (el ther passl ve or ac ti va). They are 'Ilot able 

'.. ' to develop pqsitiv~ cooperaiive personal relatJ..on~hlps. As our_ 
1 

'case J:l1stories indicate, usuq.llY_ one or both parents are emot-

ionally dlsturbed and tl,le çl'lJ.:Ld ls ~l1v.olycd Wl. th thelll. The 

3 ' 'average.d--angner Sco're of" tllll:> C;TOUp J..8' J . J ~ 
tlley generally do 

b 

l;ot shQW slV1s o:f anxJ..ety, their b~el1a?Our be.J..nc' an accepted 
, 1 

p~rt of the~r Re~sonality. They ap9 ~he nwst dJ..f'f1cult dropouts 

. - .... 
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The control case(No. 74) is iin example of how one 

heal thy parent can 'süpport and pull a child. through high sctlooJ: 
~ 

1~ spite of such a personality disorder ~nd in ~p1te 6f psycho-

" ~, pathology in the other paren't, 
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D~OPOUTS '''.l'lJ,i PBRSffiÇAL DISORDERS' AND/OR FA~[TLY PSYCIWPATHOLOGY 

" 

Case No. Sax I.Q. Langner Father's Hother-'s Dropout's' 
No. ~ Score Personali ty Personali ty PersQ'na1i ty . ' --
42 1'1 'Weak" Reje~ting Infantile 

• Dependencyc 
.- 11 , ' ' 

11eak Rej(il~~!-n~ lIysterical 
Domi~eering Personality 

~ 

..... 

43/ F 

, 6 F 97 2 Rejectine Over- Symbiot1C re~ 
protective la.tiônshlp with .' 

.J 
----~----~---------------~~-~ 

J mother "'---.'r---: -"""'r';"'--' 
~ 1() >": 1'<1 95' 2 ·Pun:i.tive 

~ ~ ..Ir 

Over- ~assive-

40 

5 

44 

26 

39 

JI 

:J 

.r-
-----

F 98 7 
l 

~1 114 1, 

F ,69 

1 

Rejecting 

1 Retired, 

\veak 

~, protective ~ dependent - ~ ~ 

Affect~onate 

Over­
protective 

h:motional1.y 
disturbed' 

Hysterica1 char­
a'cter neurosis ,- .. 
~ 

'Infanti.le depend­
ency imIllatur~ty 

Hystcrjcal char­
acter pers&nality 

)1 104 1 - h'eak ~motional1y 

disturbed 
Passiy~­
aggressive 

F ~i~-- 4 l-!entally ili .. Emotionally , pe';son~li ty . 
hospit~li7.ation disturbed disor~r __ ' __ _ 

}! lOS 4 

.-----------~.------------

L 

• 

Nental1y i1.1 Itejectine 
ho&pitalizatio~ De~tructivc 

~ '~ 

\ 
't 

Charâcter 
neuro5fs 
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IHTlf PEHSO)jALITY DT':::;OHD8HS Al\JD FA'HLY P;\.THOLO(,Y 

Case No. 4u (uropout). 
(~rade: Il 
Kliddle Tncome High School 
T'(~.: 9B i" 
Lan(';nér'Scale: 7 

~ \ 

This Il) Yoear old ô1.rl disl~ked school from the beg~nn~_ng. 
Tn high sc11...o01 sh'e beljan ha-..p.ng dif'f .leul tj es ,'li th her teachers. 

'. Shc faels that hE'r 37 ycar old father, n railway yard.man wltlt 
clement<'l.ry scltool eclucaLlon, 'lS too rl{;,.lli and E>trlct and haf> .lG'-' 
norccl lter fruHI ac-c (1. The fa thor adlill L.s L!u1. t he hà teE> Seell1e­
fcmjl]os {';ettin[s tlteLr own way and has alwdys pushcd lwr ta study, 
tellj ng her Sile i8 l ~e ln S own mo ther - fat, la7.y and Hseless. 
Slnce the ar,;(! of Il' wllen f>hc~ claimt-. he made, incestuous approachcs, 
sIle ha,') avoicteçl hLlll and ts sc:)rcrl of llim or d.ny man. she sa~d, 
lit stLll have rüe;fltl1lart:;s that Hly fatller Ls COlllJ.nr, tO,!:IY room to 
lilake love to me". The 36 ycar oJe! 1Il0tllcr, a Jiousehl'J,fl;}'lY1.t!#ele­
mentàry scllo01 educatton, .lS él (l'llet, sensltivc and affectionato 
wornan, but she - doesn' t fee1 close to her oi thcr'. ''l'hi2! 11 year olp 
brother, ~n Grade 5, lS a very llerVOU& boy. 

The snbject ",et 11er bed up to aCe L~. ::;110 stlll lntes her 
nalls, has nif'.htmares, 18 6Crtt"8cl ai' thE' dar]< and IJ.cs a lot, Sl1e 
rlaydreams a la t ànd spenrlS' al,l 11er tlll1e out W.l th her fr1.ends. . 
SIle f'lnds i t d1..ffiCul t ·to' got Illon.o: Wl. th lI1ales. Tlns b1rl ha::. 
ùeen trutuna t'lzed by the ro.i ee tLon of 11er fa ther and- 1.1" s'tlll stru-'" 

. gg'lints to have him ace ept and love lier for liers elf rd. ther than 
for ",hat sile can achieve, 

( 

Gase,No. 16 (Dropout). 
Grade: ~ 

\(lddle Tnbome' Hieh 5011001 
LQ.:95 

ale: 2 

Tlns l~ year old boy h2.(l, a bad s tart ln SCl1001 wllen Ile 
failerl !~ri-\.de 1. llo\vever, he [ïn1.s11od elementary :::,c11001 ,n thout 
more trouble." lil.s real dlf'ficultJ.cs bc~an ln grade 1;, The ')U 
year old .fa ther w L th. hif.'h 5c1100l educa. t 1051 and a rall'Way ellljlloyee 
~J.S (rood and fair to h'lm, al thoul..',h they at'Kue a lot, ane! the 'boy 
descrlbes Il1ll1 as a stron:g-".rilled~ anci domjnecrlnc man", 

In sch()ol, -l1n annoyéd lus teacllers ~'lllo reae ted' by sUt>-
~ ~ . 

penu-!lrtg lUIll. At ho ne lus father was pun:rt1.ve. He dcscrlbes 111S 

r --- ~~ ___ _ 

-~----~ 

." 
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40 year -old motller, a housewlfe wi tli ele;nentary edu'cat1.on, , 'ls ii. 
na{;t;ing, argllJl1en ta tl. va 1 bossy and' s tublJori'l- ,,,oman. de- îeels tha t 
his 11l0tllorl af'ral.d to a'l"g-ue w1.th her husband, ar,gues,with hilll. 
j{l.s brother 14, in e'rade () 1.'5 havJ..h,:; the sa,me pro.bl~~I,s.' Hrother 
9, 1S ':tn grade 6. ' " >" 

As a cluld he was ovcrprotec ted ~'nd very n;uch a tt;ac.Q.ed t'o. f 

the llIother. In 5ç11001 he protected hir.iself by h~v1.ng older' friends 
whose domJna'tJ.on he didn't ll.ke. Th lue;ll scllo01 1").e l~lade fru3nds 
from, oùtslde sohoQl and started uSlng- drugs' and eventual'ly hard 
Jrugs exténsively and, re/Sularly:.' Tn c;rc.1.dc' <) he qui t 80hool 'for 
one ye~iiir and spent J, mO!,l.ths travelllng across Ca'nada. \o/hen he " . ran out of money', he returned home and went back 1,0 grade 9, bnt', 
he côuldn' t con ti'nuè becausû of comp,lete dlsa~reement >'IL th hlS ' 
parents and hi.~ teachers. He has trled to worl~ but, unable· to 
âoccpt allthor1.ty, he always (jets flred. .r3et,"een ,the pun1tive .. 
father '1n4 overprotcctjfve, donnneerlng JJ1other" he J1as developed 
persona.li ty probl,ems tha t &,'1 ve r~se to gr'i:!a t difficul ty in co­
bperat1ng wlth others. 

Cas e N~.' "42 (DrO'P;u't): 
Grade: 10 
;:.jJ.ddle 'Tncorne Hieh, Sc11001 
'I.Q.; Not done. 
'Langner Scal~: Not-done 

, .. 

". 
( 

.. Th}-.::> 17 year old boy perf'orllled , .. ell ih school 
l), and in {;rade 1:0 droppcd out. ~lIe descr1.bes lus 46 
fatIler who is a"'cook âs a proud man \"ho 1.5 unable to 

'-J! p01.nt "Of' view. 'l'he, 4,5 year old flOther 1. ~ a .clep.nlng 
.... '- ~ 0 

untll (Srade 
year old 
6ee h15 son 1 s , 
lady W110 is 

>P,' 

8motJ.>.onal anch a. worrler,l' Up to the, age of 11 he says he always 
obey~a. l1),.s fathe~~' s orùers ànd .'studied. At ar:;e 14, lus father l'lad 

'_3., severe car accldent. He 'wa::; hospi talized fpr J month~ and spm}t 
~ fe.w· ln011. ths in a convalcsc en t hospi tale JIe 'then stayed home for 

2' years and was :inde'ed neVer ab"le '"to work after"Wdrlls. At the time 
1 , Il ___ 

of' the father'.s, accid~nt the son Joined the "h1pl'he lllov8ment".' 

,The/rather feoll? that Slnce he h~d the accident, "lle lsn!. t 
stront',' enoll[';h ta be a 'f'ather t(), h1.5 son and the son lS rebel11.ng". 

"The 1110t)ler want'ed ll1,llI to do wcl1 in 8choo1: but ~he IreVcr pushed. 
'lIe wants t~ d,o everythlnl!; l1J.mself, lHlt doûsn' t lrnow hôw. 1[e ~ays 
'tha.t 1(hey always mo',." that.:he doesn't know wbat he , ... ant::;, but they 
never told him wb.at ta do. "If Illy mother would have pushed me, I 
would ~t1.11 bo in scJ~ool~', s:i.nce 110 fcols clos.e to her and res­
pec ts lier •. Nt>w, he feels, i t 'i s too la te. The 2U yoar' old S,lS ter 

\ ,Ii? 

- 'ir 19 a good ~)l;udent a t LOYE>la. ~he moved out las t year. A 51:" ter, 
age 11~ is also a good studènt in grade 5. , . 

1vhxle young he had no sympto:ns and was oonsiderod a good 

.', 
---:-----.------__ 1' 

" 

.c 
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e,luld un til 4 'years ago when heGstarted to have hJ.ppie friehds • 
. He- has t,rJ.ed hasl,"!.,· grass and last surmuer ;~oolc aCJ.d regularly 

2 - 3 times a 'ieek. DurlnG J.ntoxlca tlon 'he fel t J.nferJ.or, ull.sur"e 
ai' himsolf. and.had hallucinat.ions. At age 14, he ran aw-ay 1'01" 

tWQ weeks wh en' hi-s fd.ther was slck. This bo.y J.S an example of 
1;.Fi.-8' -'J.ll1portan t rela'tionship beJ;ween th~ fa the-:r r s competenc e and 
the perf\>.riïùl.hc--e---o f the çh.J.ld; the fa ther' sace 1.den t alld d;Ls-

'Ubllity clearly eoineldes with the' son's sehoolinG' dJ.fflculties. 

Case ~o. 39 (Dropout).' 
Grade'P ~ 
Hiddle Inùome 'HJ.eh- Sehool 
1. Q.: ee 
Lanener Scale: 4 ------------------

ThL'3,,15 year old girl was an average student up to grade: 
6 when sehoo'l graduall-y' became dJ.f'fJ.c'Ul t for her. " In erade t) she 
~tarted taking' L.S'.D., ,;tost rnterest ln 8ehool, began ~ettl.ng " 

. in to trouble and "las admi t tcd to the DouGlas Hosp.1. tal: ,The 41 
year old f'ather J.S a porter W.1. th some elerllentary se11001 edueat'lon 
and a hJ.story of' several admlSS.1.0nS to the Allan'HemorJ.al Insti:" 
tute and Doue;las Hospi tale ]{J.S dJ.ar;nosi-s has b@-en IIsevere &lar-
ae ter dJ.sordcr ll

• SIle deserl bes hUlI as temperalllcn tal but ],J.1(85 hun 
"the way he J.S". The nlother, a waJ.trest5 ",ith SOrne hlgh sehool ed-. 
ueatlon, has been descr.1.bed' by the hospl.tal as passJ.ve and lenJ.ent 
toward hef daughter. The falll.1.ly has bean under the caro of the 
Fantily ~vlee AŒency of 1'10ntreal. TllO student deserJ.bes the 
mother as "bad and qUJ.ck telllpercd'II, yet Ceels close to, her. She 
has, however, run away from home several tlmes. A brother 12 and" 

~ a s;ister 10 are dOJ.ng wéll. 

~---

-• 

She denies any early èhildhood Sylnptoms sayJ.nG' sIle was '-", 
do in&, weIl untJ.l she started ,,"rf drut','s. A.s the parents' fie;hti..,r-J.g 
inereased, she J,ncreased drut; -use, was unable to attend school, ' 
JOJ.ned t1;le h~ppJ.e movement, used drugs exces~J.vely and had several 
"bad t·.rips". lIer own h05])J. tal dl, sehare-e sUlIlll\ary doscri bes 11er as 
appearine deprcssed, feeling worthless, havJ.ng lo~ sel~-esteem, 
exhJ.biting dl.sruptive behaviour and hatJ.nG the world around her 

1 .~nd' hersel:('. In th,e hosj)1.. tal 5h,~ qhowed J_mpul::'lve hehavJ.our and 
was provoca tl ve toward' males; sIle ""as, eonfJ.ned to her room bo-
cause of havJ.ne- in tercourso Wl th ana thcr Jja t:l.on t. ,As she herselî 
stated, she rcs~nbles her father with hi6 cha~acter'neurosis, yet 
she ig a~ tJ.mes passive and lelil~nt l~ke 'hot' 1lI0ther. 'fhe fina.l 
breakdown of h~r f'am.l.ly h~s upset her troll1end?usly J' 
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VT(~NET'.PBS OF OONTROL G}{OUP 

fVITII P'EHSONAlfITY DISOHDiiRS AND FA..\lILY J-JA1'HOLOGY. 

Case No. 74 (Control). 
Grade: Il \ 
High Income Hie11 5chool 
I. Q~ : ' 124 
Langner Scale: 4 

,f 
. ~ 

/ 

" 
J 

... 

This 17 year old eir:lt d.l.sl~ked school 'from the beginning. 
She had dif'ficulty at home'é1.th her mother and at school w.l.th her 
teaehers. She gradually s'ttarted ta llke some teacher::> and then 
be{!;an liking high sehool ahd her interest 'in educatw.c}n l..o ... :ew., Hel:? 

JI lit.. _ 0-

father; with sorne colreee~e~ucat.l.on, works as a ~hotogr~pher. He . 

, , 

is liberal-nunded, sens.l. tlve anci has lot.s of lnterest .l.n the cI-uld­
ren, spending much 't.l.me wi th them. There 1,s trus t, and resi)ec t 
between thorn. The mother has sorne colleee educatl0n and lS out­
going and Co ernotiQpal bult i8 dogma tie and refus es to, adJ;nl t hé~ faul ts. 
She has had many physlcal :l..llnesses'. 'The student has a brother of 
9 and a sister of 7. 

A& a chi'ld slre wa-s scared of 'nblood~uc kers n and wet her 
bed up to a~e 6. She likes photoeraphy, sports, sewing and wouid 
like to go to uni vJrsi tr. ~ . .. 

i 
4. The n!Jlack Shéc.p" Dropout. 

1 

This ~roup of dropout~ appear to be sclectcd for spec.l.al 

neeative treatment by one or b~th parents. 
, ' 

In sorne cas~s the child 

is 'cas t in 'the role" 0'1' 1\ the stl.l.pJ.d one of the .fam.l.ly", or the \1 trou-
~ / ~ 

ble ru~'ker" ,/, Thi's selected cll1ld seems sometlf1leS to repre~ent SOlTle 
,,' Il . , 

othe!' person from the parents' past for whorn there was a spec.l.al 

dislike, 'rivalry or jealousy. . :' . -

'1 

In other case& the cluld may ~-
1 

prescn~ sorne unabeeptable facet of thp 'pare~tsl own per&onalitles • 

1 . 
, In any case the ch.l.ld,:rll1.cls himseli' treated dlf'ferently 

1 

1 / ' ~ • 

from the other cl111dren for no 'reaRon tha t he c~n ase ertall1.. ];[e 

: orten c:o~s on to fulîl11 the neta tl vc role ln wInch he lias .been 

• 
cast. If' tUl"S ro'le invol Vès "be1ne s tupld Il or' "bc.l.l1.g a .fallure ln , 

,0 



! 

, :, ' 

. . 

d 1 

, , 

school lt , the re,sult Illay bc a dropout. 'Our case hlstQr.L~ tend . ,'" 
8 ' , 

ta indiCf:l.te',tha,t the f'atqer may have a spec1.al J..mpo!'ta~ce ~n" " 

tlll.s kind of droppinéj ou;t. Th,e fatIler' s academil.:: 'values, expe'ct-, 
~ 

a tJ..ons and âmbJ.. ti'o'~s are -'vi tal nouri,shlllcn't for the teenager' s 
1 • 

interest, lIIotivatLon a.nd 'senool f'unctioning, ànd hi~ negatlove 

expectat:ions seriously J..nf',lu~nee the student's potentJ..a'l abloll.ties 
r 0 0 

al)d adapta~ion. 

in our 12 cases, 10 were rejected 

*lad a we-~k f~ ther an,d one had amen tally j,il fa tn.er. Arnong theJ..!' 
, 

o • \ 
moth~ers, - five Wera rejectine-, j'ive' were overpro-tective, one- \~as 

detached and'one was affectio'nate. The averago Lanener Scorfl of 
~) C 1 

this grpup loS 7.'5 wl':l,J..ch ·is 'h1(';he1' cven than th'Ose l'rom separated 

familJ..es. 
.J 

Tt seems tha t the chi ld ir ~u~h cas~s is constantly 
f 

r;e~ng reminâetl 110\" , .. ort,h less he is. . ~ (Case no~: 4Y, '(), 1.4,- 34, l, 

15) . 
1 ,. 

" 

.. 

L 

1 
1 

\ 

.. 
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TW:~ Il BLAC}: SlL:':SP" DnOPOUTS ~ 
~ . . 

Case 
1-<0. 

49 

1-, Sex 

,. 
F 

J. Q. - Langner 
Score o ___ 0 

!:S4 1 9 
-r 

Father's Nother's Duration of being 
Personall ty Personal.i ty ~' lüael:-Shgep" 

~ -');"rrnll l;nrth Rëjectin~ Rejeetlng 
~~~--~~--------~--~~~ 

32' r-I started in f':rade 129 . 8. Rej ee tillg' Rej Be tint; _. --- --- ---=-----~----------""--
, - , 

Hejeetine: 0 '" 

--------------~~ 
.; Aff.ee tiona te ------. Hl .. ~!: 108, 

·F i, '1281 

~ 

l '.'~ . ___________ ,w~ __ -r ____ __ 

i • 1 

18 'M~\ 106 
l , 

4 15 

8 ______ ' 

RE'jeeting , 
Weak man 

-over"rotective, 
strone _ 

----------------------.. 
:-!entally III O,\'E'rp,rotective 
Hospi tali za tiOll _____ _ 

Sta.l"ted' in ~rade 

From bir"th 

E.ar:ly chilclhood .... 

5 

4' 

1 
14 .,,'" }",) 1] 3 

"---,,-.- 7 

6 

._-~.,.---

Hej ee tÎllG,' _-J!-ejeeting Eac:!-y aclOle~cc/ 
21 ?If [ 

--,,-~ 
96 h'eak ._----

r 
Overpr~tE'ctive Early ehlldhood 1 

------ -r-
1 

30 _1L~_-23..._. _ RCJecVll'!.(', Rejecting From bjrth ----------------- , 

3~ N 1 104 
~--------~~~------~----------------

ReJ~ctine-~' Overprotective StRrted ln ~rad'e 7 

3 - }! 
:J 'l~--_. ReJ ee tJ. nf', 

--------~----------~ 
Rej~ctlné', Since arloptioll/ 

Overprotechn, ·:':rt~d in e;r1dO 9 • 

1 

Started ln g1Îa~le 
JI 

8 

1 ' Il 1'2 .'( 1 'L neJect~ 
: & 
1 '. t. -- ! Colcl HeJec lIte; " 

~r 

uetâch'ecl 37 - ~l 

1 -----r-- ~--

r ~ 

1 '1 
." 
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" 

\ 

r-

t 

"C 
Il> ,.... 
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'Case No. 49 (Dropout). 
Grade: Il 
Hieh Income lfieh 
l . Q.: 1)4 
Lan&ner ~cale: y 

" 
- 97 -

, " 

~ 1 

'. 

Th~s 19 yeal" old girl hated school beforo she was old 
enoueh t'a e;o! The 62 yèar old f'ather, a ulüversity graduate, 
whom she describcs as nervous, r..1.,r;jd, unsympathetic, trlcd ta 
teach he1\ mathematics when she was very youne and whén ~lle , 
cO't>lldn" t understanrl, h~ used to e,et ane,ry.. l'Iye L~J year Ç>ld 
mother i& close to her only superf'icially~ S'he had bE.v •• hop1ne 
for anoth~r son. The brother, 21, lS' a postGraduate student, a 
brilllan t scholar and, a .:favourl te of the fall111y. 

She b=h!.J1.er nailf' U]) ta age 12 and still sucks her thUllIb, 
has riiC;h tmarE!S ,and is ,'afraid of the dark. From ~arly childllood 
she has had headaclles, stomacll pains and has been sl€k very of'ten. 
She was always cOtll}1ared to 11er brother and as her efforts to 
reach hlS levol talJ.ed, she started accepti!lt~ the raIe of à 'fall­
ure wllJ.ch was aSSlgned_ ta ~r---: 5ho dlSllkcs everytlnng the . . 
t'amil y _U kcs and does exac tllY the appo 51 te of' wlia t she 15 told. 
The.mother, (~lO wâs also lnterv1e~ed), di~llke& glrls due toi 
j ealou6y ~f 11er own îour slsters and the fa ther \oJcHl1,cd ta have a 
son wüo woulel ue a scho,Lar. l"rolll_ tlle dauglLter's point. of' vlew, 
there was no roolTl for h1:lr in her îaIl111y and t-,O sl1 e JOlned tho 
hJ.ppl. e movel1len t, . 

Case No. M (Dropop~). 
Grade: ~ . 
~lictd1e Tneome IIie1:l 5chool 
T.Q.: 108 
Langner Seale: .1,6 

1 

The diff':!_elll tles 0 f thi s 15 yea!' old boy began ln grade 4 
l'I1LCn he could not gel. alohlS Wl th Il) b teachers or Wl th 11is elass­
mates. lf1s Jg year old father, a servlce statJ.on attendant wlth 

" 

elementary 8eho01 ,eduea tlon, i8 'very strict, llas a ba<!l temper., __ ~ • • 
nevc~ underbtandb JUin and makes prOlll.lSeS, t.ha-t are nevor flulfl1led. 
He hab a negatlve iII'lage of the 'uoy and t.he boy J..S afraJ..d of hlJTI. 
'l'he 36 year olti mother, a housew"Lfe, lS affoct..Lonate 1Jut t{oe-&- aIong -­
with th-e father. - A s'ioter, 14, olS about ta got rnarried. Another 
~dster, 12, and a brother, », ar€>I" dO.l.ne weIl Hl 8c1100J_ an<l a m.~ter, 
lU, gets poo,r marks and doesn' t ~e.t alonc W1 th 11er teacller:". 

, i 

/ 

This boy was born l'rema turely and, ln hl~ early Cl-llidhood 

" 

"-
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had nlEh'-tlllares and was afrald of does j he wet lus bed up to the 
aee of 15. lie lled and stole from ha th lus paren to. H'e feela ]118 

fa ther prefera lus - SlS ters ta Il? ln and 15 ashamcd of 11irll. AlI hlS 
Iparent8 want .t'rom }UJII ],8 tha t he stuay and 50 al thout;ll he relIl­
'embers beinE" sick ln grade B for a wrl.l.lc, 'he never told them. 
Once, two years a~o, he ran c.way fro~1 home Wl t'Il the l.dea of _ 
beconune a pries~.. He a-Iso fél t tfapped ln sçhool and 111s only 
way out was daydreami1'lg. ThIS boy, -_tareet of )li5 father' s neg­
a tive illlae-e, has been 10ng.f'ng fOr affect1.on and l'ove f:r'om early 
Chlldho?d.and remained -frustFated. Crippled~y his overwhelm1.ne 
anxieties, he'has neither been able to funct1.~n as a student, 
nar as &n individual. 0 

/ 
Case No. 14 (nropout). 
Grade: Il 
:'-fiddl e Income H1.t:"h School 
1. Q.: 113 

.. 
Lanp,ner Scale: 7 

• This 19 yenr old r;irl was a goocLstpdcnt unt1.l (-,-rade 8 
when-fear of 11er father dled away and she GF.adua.Ily iost'1.nterest 
:in her 5chaalinc. The 57 ycar old father, an accountant with 
soma 11igb. school education, has been "lazy, hypochondrical and 
unhappy from cll1.ldhoodl' and i5 c;ol1&tantly COll1plal.l"üng. Sh~nds 

111.01 a total dlsappolntment and has not been able to talk to hilll 
sine e age IJ _ The 50 year ald motller, a ahous~w1.fe "'~ th sOllie ed-
ucation, is patJ-ent and hard workinlj, yet, she has nover been Cl> 

close" Vo her el ther. Tl~e 20' ycar old- &1.& ter l~as f1.nJ.shed hl[';h ~ 
5choo1. and hàs alwa'ys l>een conSJ dered the "good ono" ~n the fam-
ily. ~ 0 .."" 

As a cl111d t>hc bj t her llaJ.lt> alld con L.lnUeS ta do 50; she 
~ . , 

had fears of snakcs, darknes5 and the unh:nown. lle,F feal"s atld 
anxiet1.es .increascd a lot at the a{;e of 1J WJ th 11er frcquently 
beinr: t:J.red and ).11 jn the morn)nl?,' and hav1.l1.{'; 1).0' sclf-conffidence .• 
liT stal;'ted to be a.fraid of crowds" T was very tense III 5chool 
and by the tltne l 'e;at home l was cxhausi:ïed and went to bed. rlgh.lt 
~way." SIle has trl.cd to get involved in soc.1.al IlFe but un-
successfuLLy. lier rela tj ons wi th boy~ have been poor; she tends 
to search out their fault5 and "c;ets tJ_r~d of thelIl" . 

• .' 

.. 

--, -_____ ~cr.:;::;a:;-srTe~N-oÎ·__rr=J:.-.4~(~D-r-o-.:p~0-u--t-'-) _. ___________ _ 
Grade: 10 
Hip,-h Incafllc Iligh School 
1. Q.: 10L~ 
,Langner Scale: Not dane , 

Tliis 18 old 
1 

began hav1.ng dii',f.1cul 1:1. e5 scho01, year boy ln 
\ " /1 ,. 

e • • .1-, J '\ ... . 
,7' 0, ,1 , ..., 

~ 1 

Ir: 
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in grade 7 when he felt he f'alled while others, no better, were 
allowed tri petss. He f'ailed crade 7 three t-j.mes and was J.n ,0 

I~radés 1:) anù SI two yoars each. Tl'le 52 year ol.d fatller lS a wcal<, 
"-outspok9n man who U::;f:~~ \'0 boa t the, boy when the lllotller no t not \ 

'l.40me until ort.o day he c~l"dn't tal<;e it and ra.n a' ... ay. Ife br~k~' 
ln to a boys 1 camp and was talcen to, court. Al though 'the fa ther 
stopped boat~nlS hJ..1ll af'tel' tl?at exper~enC,e, the boy stlll folt 
uncomfortable livinG' at home. He loves hü. 50 year old, out­
spo~en. tough'ànd domlneerlne; llIother who, he thinks, treats aIl 
the clrildren alike. ' • 

One b:r:0{\)her, 22, l5 \vorlùng and lives at home. A~other, 
20_ lS doin~ very weIl at Dawson ColJe~o. A slster, 15; also 

odQes not like tille father. He feels 11.ko an outSJder .... 11 the, fanl­
ily. ][0 oven suspedts thà t 110 lS not the son of lu s fa thor ln 
sp~te of th'; rnother'/s reass~rance. Altllo~gll' he loves jU5 motl"ler, 
because of this fa ther he canl}6t IJ..vo Wl th the fafllll y and has 

J"'been 1 i ving away t'rom home for tho pas t yéar ana a half., , 
Case No. l (Dropaut). 
Grade: 10' ) 
f.l~ddl e Tncorne }[~gh School 
I.q..: 117 
Lanener Scale: 12 , 

Th~8 lB year old boy had no difrlculty up to ~rade 9. 
In i'lay 1'971, he left scboo l for tlle ::,ecand tllllC. Hi5 troubles 
started ""hen he detached himself Îrolll the fam:t1y, sceklnc"ff.l_end:"" 
$h~ps outsldo. He started t<f take drug's 'm,Hl "US vE:ry llIuch 1.11-

:volved with the e;ang. ]{lS C:lr] [rJ en<j was Cl. settllng ~nfluence. 
but she got pregnant winch dlsturbcd hUit very IllUch; he 10ft '. 
schaol and st?lr,ted heavy drufSs. He thon IIlct another .t:3-r1 throuch 
whose encouraeement he stoppcd drue;s and won"C back ta 5ch'ool. 

~ 

The 47 yeqtr old fa ther, a -êra,ll) condut tor \h th ",alTll~ -lngh 
school erlucation, spends most of Jas tllfle iüth 111.5 ïrlémd,s and 

.r.;enoral1:y COIfies horfle drynl<, bel.!, tt{-.t?s the l{oy and c3.l11s 11:1111 a 
'bi[; disappointment. The 1~5 yèar old rnother, an accountan t, .L5 

overprotective, dO'lOlneCrlnc, Lassy and a nmch stronccr charactcr 
-t]wn Llu: fatht>r. He' feels clCSls-û' ta IJ."er but sile cons 1 dd;rs [am Cl 

baby Hl nccù or pro tee t Lon. C :\ s:i.s tcr. 21, l::' lfI<.irrl ed and has 
f'inisl1ed IlJ.[~h 8c110.01 as ;~ :;,oorl stwlEènt,' As a cln Id tle lwd Jîlr,ht­
lJIares [lIHl wirli"rlruJcl of lb." da pk and ~)nders. At the age of 12 
he s tole frorfl h,LS pa ren ts and .ln the pas t two and oru! ha'1'i' ycar~-; 
he has becn lylnL':,and sl",üppln!~ scJwol. ![t~ still bltes lus naJ.Is 
and sucks his thurnb. üv~rprot(jcted by :dother and lf',Tlorocl by 
failler, hG was functJ.onine ratllcr wel'l I.lntll 11(1 'tr-l0cl ta detach 
hill1self, at which "poJ.nt he started _to net 11.ke lus father, de-;-
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pendent on hifls~rlendS' 
Il i <; 11Iar" .... lna.l .. a rustl~ent 
supports are aQs ît. , 

-. 
Case 'No. 15 (Dropout). 
Gra'de ~ 1\) 

ctru"t;S or e:1rl frclend, '.'he collarlse o:f 
J.)CCllr~ wllcneVel' ülly of 111s efllo.t~ona.,l 

'1 

;v\~dd.l-e Tnbome 'H1F,h. School -
L.Q.: l2d ~ 

Lanf':nor Scule: 4 
) 

~ This If) year olti ~~rl '\vas a e;ood stnJcnt 1.n elementary 
schoo1 but los t interes t ln {{radE' lJ. She s'tF\rted fall J..n~ as­
lecp 1.n class. The only ln"terests sh~ has are dancinfJ'. l1.sten­
lnlS to .rocl<. InllS1C ând f';Oln,?; for tlr-L vos. l Shc stays hoMe and 
?3.ydreams a 10 t" The ho y,ear ole} fa ther ,'a -unl. ver~i ty {Sradua t-€!_ 
and vlce-prcsldenteof a company, :fav,ours l'1er, treatlng- her ry 
lTIuch like his own father used to treat his 1Jro't11.er, favour'J.te 
one, who becalllü a nobody i ":;hêreas lie, 'who ,<lUS a <- ys l.c;norùd ana 1 

had 'to look after'llitnsclf, '-\lent to nnLVerb1-ty. 1'lle!{7 year old 
I11other, an offjce' clerk w1.th SOlfle UlIlVer.,lty erl.ucation, 18 nervou::l 
and Qi'ten s:r.cl<, tjred and unl1.3.ppi~ The l)Urents'llave nevor GOotten 
aiane;: the rnother UCllCVCb ,the b09)' 14D 11 (','1 Y , dlsllkes seX and 
could very casily' do wi thout l t. ' Thoy fi,,~lt t a lot ana the i'ather 

l' 
i s u,sua11'Y the ,laser. Tho 't~Lrl hclieves that the father ~s only 
intereste<l in JlIonoy anrl. f'éel s sorry 10r üer (not1J.er. She doesl'l' t 
want ta be what 11er father -wants her ,ta bo, 1.0. a &tudcnt. l'he 
21 year ald s:lstor, lIlarrled for a yoar, has llrtd 2 years of urll.­
ver.'::li ty, eclucatlon and :Ls very :::.arCUE>tlC and Lossy, treatl'ng he1' 
husband, a soft JOan, the way 1101' 'mo ther trea t& 11er :fa ther. 
d' .. '" -

'Tho _CJ rI has been bl t.l.n{" ~cr ualls all hor l1.fe and ro-­
c~:mtly ~.,lll' ~l;l"'l' beau more norvo.us"and 11.o;'f"to her parents. Sl1e 
has nJ ~ll tmures 1 was ai'ra l.,d of' -the dar:<. and. wet nor bed U}) tOo the 
age o:f 10 •. She~ is-a tomboy. ·.i'lltll a weak i'athor and a strone, 
domineerinp,- anrl. cold rnother who proJèct their parontal (llff'1.cul tl.OS 
on hor (t!'-e fa ther .'::llilèS hl'; brother 111 her and the Illother 9.is­
charges ~ her hos t1.11 ty to the ~a thor on. hor), sn~ is a '{:;aod example 
oi' the "Inâck Sheep" phenomenon. 

------
1 The futller was also. interVl.eVlcd • 

.. 

•• > 

,1 

/ 
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5. ~amlly Tradlt10n Dropout. 

'"\ 

In thlS category wc ~ave placed a group of dropouts who 

to drop out becau5e lt 15 a. f'allllly tradl tio,h. They are aIl.. 
\, 

Their faml.lie5 , from the Hl,.ddle Income High 5chool. are intact 

and theY'oiten have a rea;onably Good relatlonshlp wlth at 
~ 

least one parent. Thel'r mean Langtler Scale! score lS 3. 6 ~lch 
(, 

is not S'ïgnificantly~iffer~nt f'~01ll' tl~e mean ifor thé 
/' '~ . ~ . 

lncorne populatlon (J.14).· ~e, ml@Lt call ~hem 

entire 

middle Il normal 

dropouts" . " 
Thèy have th.e f'dJ..IO\Hng common chp..racterist.lcs: 

1. Almos t aIl the parents arc thelOselves dropouts-; of t~ 

. 'ltj' parents of our ~ cases, only one of' the mo thers had 

~omp~ted hlgh sc11oo.1:. 

2. Most of their sl.bllngs are also dropo-uts; ol23 slbll.ngs, 

21 did not c01i1plete hieh sc~~ool. 
" 

J. Often a doubI~ message 15 glven by the parents' i J'al though 

they encourage thelr children to ,.,ork' hard at school, ~hey 
II" 

accept thelr, poor pcrform§l.llce and failure in a ve:tly matter- D 

oÎ-fact "",ar as if they expec"ted i t. There was almost the 

feeling l~ sorne fam.l11es that the child would be dlsloyal 

ta the family lf he eot throqeh high school. As.ls dem-' , 
onstrated in Table 5:7, the fathers are 111 J..ower level 

" ,blue-collar workers "i.l th wllolll the dropout ldent.l.fies . 

• 0 

" 

/ 



Case 
No. 

e 

Sex 

'- '-\ . 

9 

1. Q. 

~ , 

-Langner 
Score 

-"" 

e -': 
TAnLf~ 5: 6 ------

FA"'-IILY TRADITION DROPOUTS 

Fatherls 
~ Education 

~-

l\iother's 
l!;ducation 

i 

o 

Father's 
Occupa'tion 

~ 

~ 

--../ 

Siblings 1 

auove age 17 
education 

l 

--------------- ---------
25 F' 76' 

41 H 10) 

10 F - ' 

""" 
12 

~ 
lOS 1-1 

13 
./ 

113 ~1 
-----, 

27 N 104 

28 j\f 92 
, 

))\ ~ F 

-----
;W "1 97 

'8 

~ 

J 

5 

o 

~ .2 

.Sorne elementary Sorne elemen- Carpenter 6 dropouts 
_____________________________ tary , ~ ~~~t __ o~!~7 ______ _ 

Blementary. El em, en t.ary 

Dropout Dropout 

.... 
C1eaner 

Cleaner 

3 dropouts 
OtÜ of' J 

J dropouts 

'0 

Lropout Dropout 

~ ___ • _~ut of' J 

Carethker g 2 dropouts 
out of' 3 1 . 

7j --r- ~ 

Blementary ~ lIigh School Factor)' ,--.......2 dropouts 
, . '" 

Dropout 

Dropout 

E1temea tary 

~~ork r . ou t 11' 2 __ 

l;>lum er 1 drqP9ut 
out of' 1 

~----------------~-----+------ -------
Dropout cleafèr 

.. ' 
3 clropl;uts 
out of' 3 

~-----------~ 1 --- ,-------
1 "-

Dropout 
(1' 

-, Dropout 'Fore/nan 

---- .0-- worJer a t 
Elementary Dropo~t " 

1 dropout 
011 1: 'of 1 

~ 

<l 

_________________ ~_--------R ___ ftc~. P. H. r:-::J.~_.~--

" 
., 

'. 
4 , 

r 

" A 

-------........... ----........ » 

\..-
~ 
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..1 

'ï::: 
j)l 

C1; 
(1) 
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1. VIGNJi:TT8S OF TIŒ FA~ULY TRADITION DHOPOUT GROUP 
• 1 

Case No. 25 (Dropout). 
Grade: :,) 
Middle Incorne Hl~l 5ehoo1 
1. Q.: 76 0 

Lanp.;ner,Scal'e: Not dOl\p 

This 17 year old eir1 was an average 5tudent and duI 
weIl up to (frade ). ,Slle qu.1t 8chool af'tér J, years 111 g~a<.le 8.' 
She deseribes her, 61 year .old fa the!') a carpenter' wi th sorne 
e1ementary 'educatlon, ,as' a very good man wl)o 15 active and does -
not 105e his temper. The 52 "yltar old n{o,ther, wit:h s~lT1e elemen«&ary 
educa tion, who sews part-,tJ,me, i s a domlneering, . unaf'f.:~ tiona te 

·woman. The paf'ents get a10n~ with eaeh bther, but slle is afrald 
of both of thern. The ~J year old sister 1eft home at 15,- fini shed 
hieh 8eh601 aîter 1eaving home and, is marrled and' has one child. 
Sister5 JI flnd 27 both 1eft sc11001 after"grade I:S and are married. 
Brothers 29, 27, 21 and 19 1eft sc1;1001 at erades 7, ~, ci and 9. 
A sister 15 and brothers IJ and 10 are sti11 in school. , , 

'She lS a nai1 'hl tfér. She had many bad dreams and wet 
her bed up to age 10. Shc has no frlends and 1S," extrem'ery tense 
wlth Q.eop1e, •• t'eé1s shy aI;ld lnferlor and her o-nly lnterest is in' 
cook.J.ng.' She is hard'·workine and has a Job in a-restaurant .. In, 
this :falllily, there are obvioqsly wany el~llIents to cause 6 out of 
? ch i Idren 1;0 dropl;)u t 01' high sehqo1 an.d in 11er cas e, the main 
reàson is her 1imi ted lnte11ie-~neo. '" 

.. 
Case No~ IJ·'(Dropout). 
Grade: 10 ~ 

t-'l1ddle IncorllC lügh Se11001 
I.Q.: IlJ .. 
Lan€;,..ner Sca1e: 2 

<-

This l~ yeaI' old boy was'a very f~ood student, got a 
seh;larship in e;rade'6 and was actively enjoyine school up to 
erade'ô. In grade 9 he started doing l>ad1y i,n, school and had many 
troubles wi th the administration. He blamed everything op.: th~ . 
crowrl h.e was associa tin~ wi th and flnally 1et't Rehoo1 ln r;rad,c HL 
Awa1."e 01' be i tll{_ ex trolIIoly (f<.>pend en t, he fin.dt> i t hard to be other­
wise. The 51 year old Îather has an ~lernentary sehool èduc~tion 
and i5 a very sensitive hard worl.;:ing man who bel1.0vc;s h~s son wou1d 
p;et in to trouble aIl the tilllo. Tho L~~ year o~d m~the~ is a house­
wiÎe Wl th hiC-h schoo1' educatl0n" and i5 qe5cribed as bei:ng very 
emotional and-dull. Sisters 28 and,26 dropped out of s~hool in 

'grades 9 and 7 and are both married. 0 

'. 
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As a li ttle boy he was spoiled and" overprotected" 'by lus 
mother, bit his nails' and,_was ,afra.l.d of the dark; stayed by hl.m-

, self' but never 1'el t sure of' himself'. Heine dependent, Ile dl.(1 . 
weIl until his dependeney was sw~tched to his hip~ic f'riends, . 
af'ter which he became increasihgly l.nvolved wi th c;'ubs, :friends, 
dances and drugs, or daydrealIIs. Del.ng brough t up overpro tee teq, 
by the mother and havi!lg no l.mrolvement with the f'ather, he 
searched outside the home :for support. 

- ~ 

Case No. 10 (Dropout). 
Grade: ~ 

Middle Income lI~gh 5choo.l 
I.Q.: ~Jot clone 
Lan~Hcr~cale: 5 

... : 

.' , 

, This 17 y'ear old girl 'vas a rather good student up to 
.- - _J t ' 

, .. . 

grade .. 7, al thou[;h she failed e;rade 4'. .tThe~ in~,~'lieh 8c:uool whel.?-
she was more or less 1e1't on ~Jler OWIl, wl th 11er teache:çs not tell­
l.nc- her direc tly wha t ta do, shc- had .... a h.é!-rd, tlrne and f'inal1y 
dropped out. "'l'he 4<) year old :fa fller "1.5: .• a '·clèaner. w.fÎ- th sorne lll.gh -
8chool eduyati'ion. The girl 1'l.nds lnm lmderstan,ding and·ll.kes 
h:un. She &5 a1so very' close to her; mOl;~r, a 46 y~ar old woman 
wi th sonie hl.e;h schoo1 educat·ion. j(er brother, ~4, qu':ht school 
in erade 10 and i-s now working. The 1<) year O).d'sister also le:ft 
school in grade 10 and i5' married. Jwother s'iater; 17, 1eft 
schoo1 in grade 9. The 16 year old brotker and 12'year old siater 
are still in sehdol. 

,f 
Th~5 eirl lost interest i.n' ::,tudyl.ne- whon sIle ran lnto dif'f­

l.eu) tl c:-; J n..Ili eh 5c11001. As a cl11.] cl shc c1l.dn 1 t have any aI1X). et y 
SylilptOll1S except l'Yin{~ nt an carly acc. Thé fact that" ùoth parents 
wel'~} dropout& 0 and especl.ally iden tl.fJ.CéJ tion wi th her 1'a ther has 
been t.he J11aJ n :fac tor J n her droPfinc out. 

Case No. 28 (nropout). 
Crade: 9 

'Middle Income Irigh 9chool' 
l:.Q.: 92 
L~nr:ner,->.cale~ Not done 

This 17 year old bol'\, was an avera~e s tudent l.Il fSracle 5choo1 
and l tJ~ed }ü ~ teuche'rb. In Grade 0 he c1l.ù bacily ancl he bcll.cves 
<tllat J t was l)ecaubc he assoCl.ai..ed wl.th the wrong cro'W'"tl. J!e started 
lia tinc; au thor r ty and llav1.nt;' d1.ffJ cul tj, es \Ill tJ'l lus toacher::.. In ~ 
erade 9 he ,.,a::. put in practical courses, did not ll.ke the tBache~s 
and \lias :fl.nal1y kl.cked out., of school. lie e;ot é). Job as a ,messenger 

'" . 

.... 
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boy but was fircd a month later. .The -54 year old i'ather, a 
c1eaner, :Ls a toue;h, stri,ct and overpower1.ng l11an who does not 
COnJlllunicate wi th any member of his fann1y. The boy ia afraid 
of: hiw, yet respects hilll and feels close to him when they go 
fishine; ~d hanting-. He ~s also close to ,his 44 year, old mother, 
a housewife, who he considers a Dice lady. Sha has cancer and 
!lad an operation thj s year. The 20 year old sis ter w~m t up to 
grade 10, eot preghant and 10ft ochoo1. She now l~ves at home 
ld th her baby alld' worka as a ",ai tress. She d~slikes the f'athev. 
The 18 year ald slster went up tu gra,de 9,...and now works in. a 
f'actory. SIle eets alon~ a little bit better with ,the faUter. The 
,15 year old brother has quit schpol, grade 8, and·is in qoys' 
farm. ," 

-
He has been heavily involved , .... ~ th drugs and 1.n steal1.n~. 

He dislikes 'the father very lIIuch. Thé boy has no neurotic sym­
ptoms. He wasnl~ pushed ta, study and has nb self-confidence. He 
would l1.ke to be a hockey player and, spends lots of:o his time 

~. 

daydreaming. 

',' , \ • 

': 

" 
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CHAPTI';H VI 
r---

DrpCUSSION 
"~ 

'lefor.e discu~sine the f'll1d).lle;B, à ward or tV/Cf should l:>e 
~ --, 'fi ; • 

sald abou t some' of' the &hortconl1ngs" of' our methodoloGY. 
""":;0. .. 0 .. ... 

Clearly 
.' 

'th,e Illajor "deficiency of the ;escarch 1,1es 1n the t'act tha t al.,l ,0 • 
~ , "R 

~ . 
~the it:lterview1ng wa:. cortducted by one person who was also aware 

, 
àha,t the student béfore h1rn was a dropout or a control.. The 

p~tential t'o'r readirie the biases oT the" interv1ewer lnt~ the 

té-

interview was theref'ore ever'present, 
• , , 

, ' 

particularly ln areas call-

ing f'.~r subjective jUdeements ~UC11 as "students J..mage of' lus 

f'ather", and "re1atl.onshJ..ps with ptler Croup!;11 aF so forth. A 
ô ' l . 
b~tter metho.d woulCl havQ been ta ha.ve assigÛed the dropauts and 

.. contrals ta iÏ.ndependent interylcwer::., or, to have had 'each stu-

----" dent interviewed ,by a pa1'r of' in ependent l·llterV..l~wers 50 thà't 

, in ter-ra ter reliab:lll ty could lave bc lm asscssed. 'Iwo f'ac to r s , . 
, , 

proh.,l.bi ted such r'ef'lnements J,n des] e;n, the f'J..rs! -,;was econÇ>rnJ..~';' , , 

the. research was, carr1ed ol,lt Wl thout ext,ernal :LUlld q./ The seca.m.d 
, 

was the nature of the subjects; _ J..t was dit'f'lcult enou~h to ob-

tain' one interview wi'th thes~ af'tep dl.scruntled dropout&' let 

, '" 
alone a~ranBe a second w1th a d1~t'erent J..nterviewer! 

Bear~ng the§e limitations in mind, a number of' points calI 

-for discussion. In our early' th1nking about' Ule pro~lem of' 
1 

droPP1ng out, w:e preclic ted tha t w.e would :f;bJ:Hl--,a-go~ 
.. 

healthy students ·of' 'Good J..~telljeence who were ~leav1nG sc}].ool be-: 
~ 

caus e ~~ey found 1 t s tul tJ..'f'ying j who were in f'ac t making a ra t-
1 

" 

te ' " 
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~ , 
ional judg'ment abot~t what was l>est :for theO)seIves and wart! Ieav-

1ng from a'pos~ti9n of strenGth ~ather than weakness. We failed 

to flnd such students. As our research unfolded it became in-

creasinely cl'ear tha t droPPl;nc. out was a symptol1l of dis turbanc e, 
, 

the locus of wh:lc!.1 was pr:lmarily :ln the farnly. iie :round tlJa t ., 

there was a contlnuous sp~ctrum of,dropouts w~t~ relatively 

he~l thy students who drop out on the basJ.s of family tradJ. t10n" 
.. 

at one extreme and at the other, students with serioub persona11t~ 

disorders. Roth had adapte4 to liCe with minJ.mal subjective dis-

/ 

/ 
/ 

/ 

41 
1 

Ran~ed between these were those wi tn hieher~-'-o-f:--~ ------tress. 

subjectl"ve anguish and disabili ty and ",ho are probably more open . / 

to therapeutic intervention. 

As compar~d '1.J. th th~ con trol e;roup, many nlore o:f the drop-

" 0jts der<i ved from broken or disturbed :faJIlil~es. In the few con­

troIs wno SUffered#Similar family problems, the J.wportan t saving 

l "fea ture seemed to be tha t there was one pa~en t, or t.,'U"'M-dJ.an who 

was -:very posi tJ. vely rega1--ded, by ,~the ~tuden t. Thïs was 50 J.n a1-

most q.11 cases. Occasionally, the/factor that held the bt'udent 
1 , _ ').. 

~J ... ,} t:)r 1. 

in schoo1 was a special friend or teacher who tJ.pped the .. balance 
•• 1 

-in spit~ of fam,ilial dif';icUIj;l/es.~-~t_was clear ~hat most stu­
r' 

dents were ~orkine ~OT Bom~6n~ they esteemed and wanted to please. 

Tt should also be pointect out that 'not aIl of the controls were .. 
in G'ood mental llealth, or without falllily pl'ol;>lelH~. In fact, 10, 

per cent 9f' the contraIs wer:e placed in the ca tee-ory "personali ty 

disorder and fan\i.ly pàtllOloE;Y". 'It should of courhe ho noted 

J 

o 
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that over-achievdtnent may ~e as mueh a symPiom of' psyeh~atri~ 

disturbanee as \,lllder-aehievement or dropping out . 

. ' -; Another potentl.ally, usef'ul pOl.nt emerr;ed f'rom tlus re": 

5 .e.àrch .' Alth OUffh th e DemO r s c"j. e t'a il cd" a. a sa t:l. 5 f ac tory pr e­

dl.ctor of dropouts, there aré a number df other jndicator~hat 

,,!ould prooably have proved more val-id. Teac~lel:'S can Of'tln pl.cl< . 

. ) 

ou t the po ten tial dropouts Qn the basi's of dûclin~ng ';',&L tereet in 
g 

the classroom, fai1ure to do homework a.nd most signl.ficantly, in­
, ~ 

creasine absenteeism. These tokens of flaggl.ng l.nter~si oou1d 
. . 

readl.ly serve \as the bas~s for referral f6r student oI;' family 

. counseLl,i-ng and a dropout preveh tion progranulle. 
, ( 

, t 
1'0 our know1edge, no dropout preventl.on programmes based 

on such an early detection 1?ysteni h,avc becn dev~loped. ::,uch f'ew 

'proeramilles as there are have trJ. ed to work wi th t.he dropout ai'ter 

he has f~~a11y fSiven 'up and wi'thdrawn from the system. 

\ 

One such 

programme is that developed in the provl.nce of New Brunswl.ck and 
.f 

conunenccd in 1961 (9), under the ausp.lces of' the- Youth D~visl.on 
o 

of the Department of'Youth and \'/elfare. They asked the prl.IlCl.­

pals of hieh 5choo15 thr04ehoùt the ,provtDc~ 1.0 report the names . 

.1"', 

of.dropouts to their head offl.ce. Aftcr,indexing, a Youth Service. 

rèpresenta ti ve l.n. the ~ocal distr.lc t Vl.S.l tllld the s.chool, pr,~l}c~pal, 

" J 
teacher or student counsellor and trl.ed to lnterview the dropout 

c 1 

o-ften a very diff'icui t task. The pril1lary t'oeus of the - programme 

was statistllçal, put they wer~ aiso concerned ,Yi th reasol1.& for 

- 0 

. , 

. 

b 
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drop,lnne out and Possit:te rerned~es. ',F !TI a rehabill. tativo pers-

lr~ '"\ 
'. -~ .. " 

o 

pective, they attempted to have as many drop0l!ts as poss1.ble 
,\~ Q ~ .0.1 

~ 
discuss their pro?l~ms w~t~Teu~ct.ance cou.nsellors. 

Our research voices broader lssues conc~rnin~ the general 

què~,~tion.of' school r~enta1 health. How best can d~sturbed. child-

ren and potelltial dropouts ln our hieh 8c11001s~,.e handlecib? Tf'lere 

'remains' considerable debate"on the matter. There are advocates 
1 • 

( 

for the management of' suc,h chJ.ldren wi thin the, standard scho01 

sys tam througb c ounsèlling, Q psychia td c consul ta tl.on Wl. th t eachers 
~ 

and psychiatric treatment o~ selected students. Schonfe1d"(27) 

:Ceels that students witl'J dif\Cl.cultl.es should be spread thro-uehout 

d 

the system and not concentrated ln ~pecial classes or schools 

Sl.nce such seeregation resul ts in fe~1ing5 of aliena tion and 

"beine dif'f'eren t" . 

But there are equally strone advocates ror the need of 

spe'cla1 classes or s~hools - Elvert re6identia1 sc1100l5 - as pl0-.. 
ncered by Al.chorn (21)! He,dl and !Jette} he1.1ll (1-5). T.ney believ~ 

, 
that consultation and treatment :i,q, no,t $uf.fJ.clent and. that dJ.s-

turbed chi1dren do best ln 5111al1 specJ.Cl].:Lzed classroom.s wi thin 

therapcut1.c rili1ieus under the euidance of specia11y - trained edu-

,ca torl:> . 

* ~ -There has inrleed baen very Il. ttle in the way o.f eva1uatlve 

researah on the two approaches. lJalow (21) 
1 

l\ev:iew of the literature on 5uch programmes, oonc1uded that "the 
d 

majori ty' of publications have;' been- J.U preSrl.p tJ.on~; subj ec tl. ve 

r 
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descript~onS: and clil1ic al .i tudies Ir'. 
, 
Vacc (JO) ~n the latest 

s'tudy on th:J.s questl011 f'ound that emot~onally dlsturbed chüldre~ 

in thelr rét;Ular claspes aèh.ieve less weIl on. the, w~de-;t'ange 

achievel11ent test and bel~av.1.our ratin{j scale tllan do cmotlonally 

" . 
disturbed chi1dren in special c1asse~. Further, he found that 

o 
~ \ 

emo td.onally chsturbed ehildren in r",ec;ular clas ses were lcss weIl 

ace epted 'than: normal ehildrcn. Hi s da ta seoms ta support and 

jus tif Y the neéd . for addi tionaJ. cla~ses. Clearly, llIuch lIlore re­

searcf should be conclue tcd, on tJt~s Vl tal question. 

~ 

1 
l, 

" 

nne of the ilIOn! i.,rltl3rc:,tLny f1.ndoiJ?{~s of.' our present study. " 

was the' UAe of' prLvate scllooll:> ta prevent droppJ.n~ oui; by ÙlC 

11i rrher. 11).eolll,o 1'ann.11cs . j:o\V efCec t l va '\.re th~se pr l..'Véi te"'sehoo1s 
t.> # ' 0 • 

;in holdinG' students in tllO CdUei'ltlomü sy~ tem? Tlns 15 not known 

o 

Our studysuGGcsts that the cau&e and warran ts inves t l.{~·a t l!:m. 
'IIit. \ -;', 

, ~ ! ,1 

or druppillG ont lies I:luch marc 
'( 

ln tn 0 failli ly tllaJ) ln tllC S choo.1- '. ' 

The -important questi.on rellln l.n~ ho"'ev(,!J.~ - l[ow, ,?an' tJ},El "con~elJlp,orary 
P", ~~ 

ll:i.Eh 5ehoo1 best prov~de ai~l to potC1~tl.al.drOf>o.ts? 

• . -
" 

" , 

.. 
. ' 

J 
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~UM,IARY 
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Our pri~le Objoctlv~ thls study was ta dct~rmino ,.hether 

o there are' any dif'ference& betwe~n Ine1y school dropÇ>uts :and grad-

uates, and, if SOI ~n,which ar-eas and due tO,what causes." bur 

f~ndiiigs may be summarized as follows. 

1. In the }1iddle Tncome Schbol, of 1027 stuclents, ~'r5 dropped 

OUI' (14.111;) in one year, while 2B2 stuclents (3'raduated 

(27~5'')6) Müch represents one dropout for every two c:rad-
." 

"l ~ 

uates. Tn the !lJ{jlr Tncome ScllOOl~of LOJô students, 5l~ 

dropped out (5'~2v~) ln one year, whilo 2Jl students [~rad-

uated (22. J~,')) representinc' one clropout Jor, every four 
~ 

craduates. In th:LS latter Be119,01, also, 4é> students l4.6'-i) 

werç transftlrred to pr~va~ so1\oo16 (\Vl..tit or'w.Lthorut board­
ij, 

\:, 

~n& facili ties) becaus c of"sello01 or falll:Lly di ff~cul t~es. 

• < 

II. The DeÎnos Dropou't Scale (the only :LTIstru\IIent we were able • tQ diseover whicll purp'ortli\ to pred'-lct droppÙlg out) was 
~ 

qsed on the total population of both lu.gh s-chools. It was 

found to be Inval i.d: (a) the HiC"h 1,nC01'le School pdpulatiol1 
, ~ 

-with a lower dropout rate had slgn:L'flcantly hltjher scores 
~ 

(more likely to drap out) ,on some of the Demos subseales; , 

(b) wl"len a CUt,-off pOl11t of 70 :L8' used to indieate a lugh 

out (a~ rec-tl11'-:lended by the scala 

a higller, nUlnbor of students wcre 

" 



l". ' 

• ~ 

. , 

~ 

~elected'for dropping ~ut in the Hieh [ncome :::'011001 

(whicl1 \{as the reverse of wilat actually occurred)'j (0) 
o 

when the DemO,s Sçale soor~s of the ,ac1mal dropo~t$ 

• 
.. ", (N = 101) was compared Wl th the sample of gradbates 

1T,T. , 

! 

(N = 32) thA-e were no sif,'n3..ficant dif~el."~nces. This 

• 
,{as true :Cor total scores, subJoale scores and J,.l1div1-

dual question s.c.ores. 
cv 

fJsing the Langner Scale as a measure of psychosocial 

stress, the middle incol:lc students (N ::. l027) reCJ.stered 

a s~f.p~ifioantly llieher score (f) (. or) than tille hie,h 1n-

come s tuden ts (N ;. 10J8). 
f 

TIIe mean scares were J.14 and 

2.77 l'cspee ti vely. There wa,s also a IU[,.1'J1.ifican t, difÎ'erenc e 
4. - ' between. the str,ess levels of the dropouts (N' = 101; Lang-

ner mean score 4. l~6) and non-dr'opou ts (N = J2; Langner 
1 

( i 
score 2.i:H-S) at the .O.=! level (t -.' test). pIVe also found 

dJ.frerencès in 9trè'SS levels "tllllonc- dropouts accordine to 

degrees of socla'l competence. 'l'hose \<1'110
0 
wcrc 'worklnG' ., 

scor,ed. J.l; those who were not worklnt; 4.J; and tlwse who 
f 

J' 

were dJ.sturbed and 'Unable to wo.rk., 5. Dropoutg in instJ.-

tut ions t'rom low income broken f'amilies had a moal1..J",ant;ner 

score of 3.4 (N = 15). and students from the Hir;h Incorne " 
~ 

/" -
Hieh School (N = 4/j) who Were transferred to Priva te Sch,ools 

l '! ' 
bocause of' school GliCÎ:tcul ties had a moan l.,.ane":ner SCOl~C of 

'f C'l 

, .-
.' • 

• t, 
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Comp~ring tüe personal~ ty of "dropouts \l''Ï th non-dropouts , h_,,_..., 
l~sing tho Junior - Senl0t Hie;lt Sch.·ool l~ersonall. ty Quest-. 

. .. 
ionrtaire of 1. P. A. T. we found tha t dropouts as. a group, 

'. . score wi thin the normal réà-ng,e but. ln comparlson wi th non-
i 

dropouts they are s-enerally far less emotionally stable. 

They are mor~rve.d, Wl, tu less ego strength, telise, 

careless, sensl. tlve and demand.1.nG accordlng to tili::. test. 

To determine the tnost slgnif'1cant f'actors in drùpping out 

of' hi.gh 5c11001, the intùrvl8wed dropout. samp18s ,l'lere com-

bined (high and rIl1.ddle 1.11COme schools, N = 50) and. cam.:" 

" 
~ared with the non-dropouts (N = J2) USl.ng t-test, Chl -

square and l11ul tiple and stepw15è regresslon analysis tech­, 
- . 

niques. Forty-two factors were diYided ~nto four categor1.es, 
" , 0 

(1) personal characterL~tic~, (2) family attl.tude, (J) - ,\ 
'c 

school attitudes and th) -attitudes towards education. 
/ r 

(1) 'p~rsonal Characterlst1.CS o. 

, , . 
noys droppcd out marc orten tll'an girls in the ratio of 

~ q 

2 to 1. The most important factors proved- -';0 be (a) child'" 

'" . hood a~xiety sYillptoms (b) often being sick (c) h~vJ.nc· no 

plan for the future (d)' btl.n{i cl.ther isolated or' 

_clihf,'ing to peer:-s. 

Other significant factors \'/ore': drdpouts \Vere J,e S' , 

self-conf'l.den t;, day-dreallled marc, used dru{S-6 more and 

r 

caused n~re soc1.al problems. 
, , 

$1 
I.Q. level se'emed_,~e 

<] ~ • 
an unimpo~tant factop: 

-
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(2 ) I<'amily Chara'cter.istJ.cs 
~ J 

The most siarnflcant factors were (a) 
1 

the father (drop'outs teilded _t~ see theH~ fa ther5 as weak 

and dis tan t). (b) parent" o,f' 'drop6 u ts were· qf't en in~. 
"". "0 '" r 

patibje .with each other or eOlotiona11y dis~turbed. 

Less signi:f1oant ~ac.tors inclüded (a,) hav:l.ng dropout 

S".lbllngs, (h) cold, rejecting ôr overprotectlv p rnothers'. ," 

fi 
Fac~ors that proved î10t siL'TIlf'icant itlc1udeel...!educat-

" 

ional 1 evel and occupa t:l.on of fa ther and 1l10ther. 

(J} Attitude towards School 
o o , 

'fhe mo'st slGni t'lcant ~.actor '~ovod to lnvo1ve n-ee;atlye 

• atti tudEts towards the school administration. Less S:l.eni-

Îlcant attitudes were tltose to, ... ards e1ementary and b.~gh 

sc6001' teachers ~nd other author~tle~. Attltudes ln c1ass 

and number ai' schoôl transÎers Jl,r'oved no t sJ.gn:l.t'ican -e •. 
~ 

(4) Att~tude towards Gducation 
~ 

Skipping schoo1 and ntimber of ,hqurs Sfi~nt study:l.ng 

proved to be the most s:l.gnif'icant t'actors here. 
" -, 

Less 

significant-'were repeérl:l.ng the grade or a number oi' subjéc ts. 

Liking or dis1~~:l.ng spe~~fic subjects in' the curric~lu~ 

was not significant., 

Of a-Il 42 -:fa,ctrors studied t 7 stand out a,s most :l.mport-· 
CIl" 

ant .l~ tne fo11owinr; ord,er,: 

~ 1. Parents' mentttl 'hea1 th '. 
'. 

~ 1 
2 .o~ A'ttîtude towal~ds schQo1 adnunis-tra tion , ' , 

.. 

J 
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5. 

6. 
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Father's character in student's eyes 

Skippin{I school .reeularly 

Frequency of being sick 

Di~f'icul ty wi,th high school authori ty, 
1 
"Degree of' closenes~ to f'ather 

" " 

In addition to the statistical compa~isons of'dropouts 
c 

and controls descrlbed above, aOclinical approach was used 

tq divide the ~ropouts into clusters accord~ng to the most 

impor"tant reaso~ for drop,ping out. There proved to be 

five such clust~rs. 

1). Dropout~f'rom lIO~ !~roken bl Pa'?ëi'l."'ta-.tJ:::;eparation 

Twenty-four per cent oT our dropouts ,~ere from f'ami-
~ . 

Iles with a long hi~tory of Pt1rental conflict. Parents If 

were elther separated 'ar divorced and the student was 
,"" 

living with'one of thelparents or in a foste-r home or an 
U l , 

lnstitution. These dropouts were highly stressed with a 

rnean Langner" score of 7. 

2). Dropouts from Homes Broken 'br Parental Death 

For fourteen per cent of' the dropouts, one or both 

parents had died and they lived with a parent or guardiart 
\ 

who w~s hot "able to provide suff'icient ernotional support •. 

OIlly l "of' t4~ )2 .OQil.trols had 'los t a parent by death. 
'" , " 

The mean Lan§ner score 01' these dropoutA was 5 as 

compared wi th tbe score of' 7 regi~tered by. the group f'rom 
~, ~ 

separated parents. 

, . 

., 

,', 

• , . 

CI 
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J) • Dropouts wlth Personal;ity Disorder and Family :Patho1ogy 
1 

These were the most'difficu1t drQPouts and constJ..tuted 
, 

20 per cent of the samp1e. The>: suffer' a varJ.ety of per-

sona1ity"or character d~sorders which J..nter~ere with their 

adaptabi1ity to the sc11001 system. One or both parents 

are emotionally disturbed. As a eroup they showed the 
», 

least amount of stress with a mean Langner score 01' J. Al:';-. 

though very few of the ~ropouts had been engae;ed J..O alltl.-

soc:La~ behaviour (16 per cent), those tl1at wet'e, câme most 

often from this 4;ub&"!"(}up. 

\ 1 
4) . The /1 u1ack Sheepll Dropouts 

This ''las a gro\lp of. 12 (24 per cent) dropou ts who 

were treàted di t'feren tly than their sibl.ine1" They were 

either rejected, overprotected or especially be1ittled by 

on'e or botl.l parents. They l1.ad a mean ktme;ne1"l' score o1~ 7.5. 

5 ).. Fallll.ly Tracl:1 ~oth ])roll~ 

These dropouts (18 per cent) come frorn 10w in"colne 

~am,ilies whicl1 are oi'ten close-!mi t and wln.ch do not value 

hi~her educa1t:ton. Both parents were thernselves dropouts, 

as were a1most'a11 the siblings (20 out oi' 2) :tn our 9 

cases) They were muc4 1e;5 strcssed than the above groups 

wJ.th a mean Langner score of J.:). 'l'heir nlcan I.Q. was 99" 
li> 

-as ,coJnpar~d wi tl" the mean 1. Q. of Il') of the c;radua t.ine· 
o \ 

controls and 101 fQr' the total dropout group. 

o 

i 2 

1 .', 

.. 

o 
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, , 
APPENDIX A 

QUANTIFICATION OF DATA 

FROM SEMI-STRUCTURED INTERVIEWS . 

/\ 
In ~rder to handle t~e information dërived from the Bem4rstruct~red 

intervi1ews (from both dropouts and' controls), the followinq cateqories were 

devised. Each cateqory was assiqn~d a numerical score for punche~ on com-

p~ter, cards as indicated. 
'j 

1. Persona1 Characteristics 

,a. No. of childhood anxiety symptoms: 

0 .- no symptoms ~ 
ilI 

l - l II 
~ . 

0 ,. 2 == 2 " 

" " " ~ Q 

'., 1. - <> 
'f~ . ~ '''' ' 

0 9'- -.,; no ~n mat~on ' j 

b. Freauency of beïng sick: t 
0 = very l~ttle 

4, { . 
" -l = sorne 0 .., 

• 
2 = very much 

9 = no information ," . c. Self-confidencè: 

0 :;0 very much ~' 
., 

~ , 
l, 
l = sorne 

Ettle· '-- f 

2 = very 

9 =, no informat~on 1. 
/ 

J 
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2. Character~ of the Familv , , 

ParentB"~ ,re/llatlonshio to each other: 

o == q'et along together 

,1 = 'don' t qat a10ng 

2 = seoaratp.d 

~ 

3 = dlvorced 

.. 

4. = either or both parents is dead 

9 = no lnfor~ation 

-- -b ~ pare,nts ,- mental peal th ~ 

o = both healthy 

l = mother emotionally disturbed 

2 = fathE'r" " 

3 bath " " 

4 = mother mentally ill 
.l 

5 = father" 

6 = both " " 

c. Current degree of cldseness ta father (or 

0 ::;: .very close to educated fatl)er 

l' = " " " uneducated " 
, 

2 '"' not invÇ>lved with father 
la 

3 = distant since early ouberty, 

" 4 = hated father since beginning 

'" 
9 - no information or no father 

father-surroga~e) : 

<1 " 

> , 
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" d. Father's character ~n student'~ eyes! 

o :::: stron? 

1 = weak 

:2 = punitive 
.,.,. '\, 

3 = rejectinq 
.,/ 

4 :... no information· 

-
~'. Current deqree of cIo mother (or mother sllrrogate) : • 

"-0 = very close mother 

. 
l - " 11 neducated Il 

2 "'- not involver'l. wit.h mother 

3 = distant since early puberty 
~ 

4 = hated mother since beginninçr .. 
'~r}-~ 

• 9 - no information or no mother • 
f. ~other's ,character in studl=nt's ~yCB': . , .-

'. 0 :::: 'lovinq 

~: 1 cold, unaffectJ.onate • 
'-... = 

'. q 

2 = overprotective 

3 = rejectinq 

9 no J.nformation or no mother 

i· 
g. Family incorne: 

o 

l between $5,000 - $lO,OOO;vr. 

2 unde:r; $5,000;yr. 

• 9 = no i~formation 
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3. Attitude,towards Schoel Administration and Teachers: 

.;' 

a. Difficulty with teach~rs in p.lementarv scho~ 

•• o = ~o difficulty 

--- 1 = very li ttle .d:i.fficul ties 

2 = many difficulties 

3 = / 
hated teachers 

b. Difficulty with teachers in hiqh school: . \ 

o = no diff~culty 
. 
,1 

l = very Little difficulties .. 
, . 

2 = sorne difficulties 

3 = ha 

c. Difficulty with hiqh school authorities: 

b == no difficultv 

l = verv li ttle dHU·cul t~es 

. 3 == J:1ated ·aull,l-i0f1.·~}es 

d. Attitude in class:' 
'~ , 

, 1 

o = pâid att~ion 
~ 

= bo.red 

restless 

3 causing trouble 

9 no ihformat1on 

e. Att~tude iowards school: 

o ~ no difficulty 
.'> 

'1' - askwq for less control 

== 
li 11 more 11 

9 == no information 

. '\ 

r 

... 

I~ 

",' 
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4. Attitude to\\1ards Education: 
L. a l " 

a. No. c;>f, sùbjects failed: -'*, 

,1 
'\, 

\ 

0 = no subject failed 
" -'-

l = l " " ., t 

2 2 " " 
- / = / 

-~ 3f~r Il " "" " roore " , 
Il, 

\ 9 = no J..nformation 

1 
b. Total nt;>. of years fa.i1ed: , , P, 

.. 0 = no year failed 

1 = 1 " " 1 . 
" '. 

2 
; 

2 Il 1\ ::.. 

l, 

c • Grade started sl<ipping school: 

• .., 
0 := no skippinq 

l :>::. in orade l, 2, 3 or 4 .. -.. 
1 

'" 2 ::: in grade 5 " 

3 = in qrade '6~ 

8 = in qrade 11 
-l. ____ oJ' ..,. 

: ~ -, no inform~tion, 
n • 

week: 
v 

d. No. of hou~s spent study~ng per 
'f ---" 

" '" 
0 :: 16 hrs. and up 

-1 = 11 ...., 15 hrs. 
1 

6 10 hrs. 
1-2-.;0. -- 0 , . . 

<,\- , 
3 1 5 hrs. = 1-

/ 
4 studying = no 

/11 , 
() 

l' 

<ta 
, 

, 
... 

ct· ... il' , 'f -., 
,>, 

() 

/ 
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AJ'PEN:JIX B ~ 

TABLES DEMONSTRATING DIFFEPENCES BETNEEN DP.OPOUTS AND CONTROLS 

DAIrA DERIVED FROM SEMI-STRUCTURED INTERVIEWS 

~ 

I. PERSONAL CHARACTERTSTICS: 

Nurnber of ear1y childhooÇl 
anxiet toms ,1 

~ 
0 
1-2 
3-4 
5 and more 
chi2 .. -

NDF 

P 

Frequency of bë~Hg sick 

tJ 
'('ery little 
~Dl]1e 

, ,Very much 
Chi2 

NDF 
p 

Self -Cçmfidence 

Percentaqe 
Non Dropouts 

10 
20 

8 
l 

i 

36.123 

\001 

Percentage 
Non Dropou ts 

28 
6 
6 

" 

,0 
28.700 

2 0 

(001 

Percentage. 

6 
6 

22 
27 

Drooouts 

13 
6 

41 

Non Dropouts Dropouts 

, . 

Very little 
Sorne 
Ver~ much 
Chi 
lIlDF 

p . , 

-. 

' .. " 

4 
4 

, 32 
23.879 

2 
(001 ,/ 

35 
-4 

21 



1 _, 

, Day-Dreaming 

Not much 
A lot 

" 
Chi 2, 

\ <, NDF 
,- P. 

Deqree of involvement 
wi th' fr ~ends 

. 
A few close friends 
No élose friends 
con~tantlv with friends 
Chi 
NDF 

P 

~ 

33 
~ 
4 

1.0. SCORE OF DROPOUTS AND NON 8ROPOtJTS • 
- .' , 

62.188 
2 
(OO~ • 

Score Na. of Non Mean StandaJ;d begrees Siqnifi": 
canee Dropouts vs De'7;.ation of 

_______ D_r_~n.~u~t~s __________________ ~ ______________ ~F~)~·~e~e~d~o~m~ ________ ~-o----__ ------

29 113.4483 11.513 

LQ. " 3.86. '" P • (001 ~ 62 1- ____ • 

) 
---~. __ .... 3.5, .. d 101.4286 . ~~-======~='~~~~~--~-,13.03J.a.~ 

... '- . 
' .. 
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I.O. Cateqory 

90 and -below 
91 - 160 

\. 101- 110 
111'and above 
Chi2 

NDF 
l? 

'Drug ~nvolvement* 

\ 

Paq~ -' 125 

Pnrgel)taqe 
N(m Dropou ts 

25. 91.5 ~ ~. 

3 ," 

(001 

PercE?ntage 

Dropouts 

9 
16 
17 
12 

Non Dropouts.. Dropouts. 
------------------------------------------------~~~~----~~------~~--------~~. 

No d;rugs 
Onl~ a fe\'1 times 
More or lesi requJarly 
Chi2 

NDF 
p 

26 
13 

l -
13.356 

2 
. (01 

If 20 
• 25 

15 

, , 

, f\i~~, 

----------------------·------------~~~1~;·--------------------~-----------------------~ 
* Includes Capnabis, ~p'netamines, 'Barbiturates and Hal1ucinoqe~s. 

Hûllucinoqens ?nd Amphetamine USé 

1 

Non 
li few times 
Peqularly 
Clti2 , 
NDF 

P 

... 

Percentaçre 
Non Dropouts 

'39 
1" 
l 

"\ ji, 

,) 

,-

.. 
" '" 

.. 
Dropouts 

44 
4 
li 

". 



.. 

, 

J 

.. ,-.. 

paqe 
/) 

'. 

Students Social problem 

-4 None 

/' 

J.1' 

..--

Isolated, mostly stavs 
at home 
Has run away from home 
5erious proolems, drugs, 
POllCe-recOrd, delinquency" 
pr~Qnancy 

Chi 
2 

,NDF 
p 

Student i s Future Plan 

Defini te nlan 
Some ideas 
Ho ideas " 
unr~alistic·plan 

Chi . 
'\ ,NDF >-. 

p 

" 

126 -

Percenta(Je 
Non Dropouts . Dropouts 

36 3 

2 
1 31 " 

1* 10 

0 

1* 16 
- 72.924 " 

3 ~ . 
~.OOI 

.~ . . 
-, 

Perce.ntaqe 
Non Dronauts Dropouts 

..r·~23 , 8 
9 6 
7 38 
1* 8 

31. 935 
3 

(001 

*There was'no one in this categ~ry, ~er~_fore 1 was giVén for statlsti~al 
analysis. . { 
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.( 

.c 
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"rI. FAMILY CHARACTERISTICS 

-1 
,;J 

-
rel~ionsh~p ta eac!h other Parents' 

Get alonq 
Don't qet alonq • 
Sepàrated or divorced 
Either.or both parents is dead 

2 1 • ,- '\. 
Chi " 
N~F 

~ 
fi> P 

~". 

'" 
Parent 1 s mental health 

Both healthy 
emo~1onall y Either or both parents 

disturbed ~ , 
°Either parent. mentaUv ill 
Ch~2 
NDF' 

l P 

.-, 

Current fteare~ of eloseness to father 
~r fabher surrogate ~ 

Nb ~nformat~on or no ,father 
. Very close tQ educated father 

(hlqh school graduate) 
Very close to unedueated father 
(hiqh sehool __ dropout) 
Not involved or distant sinee 
pub~rty or hatlnq from beqinninq­
Chi 
NDl' 

l' P 

.. 

1 

b' 

J. 

.. 
\ 

Percentag-e 
Non Dropouts ~ Dropouts 

33 22 
2 14 
2 17 
1 9 

25.130 
1 

(001 
, 

Pprcentage 
Non Dropouts Dropouts 

33- 24 

6 33 
l 3 

17.826 _J 
2 

{OOI 

Percentaqe .. 
( 

Non D5.0pouts Dropouts 

1 5 
-. 4 

~ 

22 2 

11 
p 

10 

5 44 
47.900 

3 
(001 

~------ __ J 
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ftt 'l 
Percentaae 

.~, 

Father's education Non Dropouts DroEouts, 

,Elementary school Ot hiq~ 
school dropout 9 42 
Finished high schoo~ 6 19 
College and above 10 ,14 
Chi? '" ' __ 5...l13.9 \. 
NDF • - 2 , 

P 
• 

Not s~qn~ficant 

". 

". 

Il {/ Percentaqe 
'Father' s occupatIon Non Dfopouts Dropouts 

Classes 1 2 13 13 
Cla~ses 3 5 13 

,; '. ·:'30 
Classes 6 - 9 3 19 
Chi2 8.495 " I-tnF ,2 

P (.05 
, , .. 

_4 

te Percentaqe 0 

Father' 5 character in student's eves Non DrODouts 
Q 

Dropouts 
l 

S' 
t 

No father 
Strong 35 6 

, Weak 2 17 
pun~tive nr re"iectinq l 33 
Chi 63.365 , 

NDF 3 ,( , P \ (.001 , 

Il 

\ 

. ,', ,Q 

.' r\ JI 
~ 

\ 
(1. 

o 

• 
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Current deqree of cl~ènets ta mother li' 

P~rcentage f 

or mother surroQate Non Dronouts 
" 

Or0,E0uts , 
y 

No lJ:l'f~atian or po mother 1 2 n~ 

Very close ta educated mother 
, 

" 

(high school graduate) 20 
, 

6 
1 

. ' Very close to uneduca ted mother 
~h~gh-sohool qropout) 13 18 
Not involved or distant si'nce v .~ .... 

early puberty or hated fram 
beqinning " ~ 

6 34 
- Chi 2 

" 25.290, 
, 

NOF 3 

(001 
',' 

P 

f' 1 
• 

,,' .ç 

• '~ Percentaqe 
0 

oro2outl-Mother 1 s character in student's evcs : n Dropouts 

!;' 

No information or no rno~her 1 ~ 
Iovinq 33 \ 9 
Cold and unaffectionate or 
rejecting / l 27 (e Overprotectlve 5 

.... 
23 

Ch,2 47.32 
" 

l 0 

NDF 3 ' 

P (.001 
~ 

~ 

Percèntaqe 
Mother 1 s educatlon Non Dropouts Dropouts 

tI • 
Elementa:r:y scl)ool or hlqh school 
dropout 9 ,44 
Finished h±qh school 7 21 

() 

.College ,and above 10 Q 9 "-
Chi2 '" 9.259 
NDF 2 

P (05 
rv-

, 0 



.. 

a 

, 

Mother's ocbùpation 

Hausewife 
Part-time 
Ful~-ti~ne 
Chi ' 

~rk 
wark 

paqe 

J 

Pf~rcentaqé 

Non Dropouts 

17 
6 
3 

5.421 

Dropouts 

42 
U 

24 

NDF 
r' NO~ ,Siqnificant! < 

Family ~ncome 

.. 

Above $10,000 per y~ar 
$5,000 - $10,OW per year 
Below $5,000 per year 
Chi2 

NDF 
P 

Living Iwith 

Bath parents 
~ One paren~ or gra~dpar~nts 

One step-parent 
institution, foster hom@ or 
communitv 
Chi 2 

. NDF 
P 

fil 

.., 

Non 

18 
la 

1* 

(1 _______________ 

Non 

35 
2 
1 

1 

Percentl;-:;~ 
Dropouts 

of 

12.236 
2 

" (al 

Percentaqe 
Dropouts 

13.946 
3 

<.01 

* There was no one in this category, therefore l was give~ for 
statisti9al analysis. 

" 

" 

DrODouts 
\ 
H 
45 

8 .. 

Dropouts 

33 
15 

5 



Number. of siblinas dropped 
out of high school l , 

° l "", 
2 
3 
Chi2 

NDF 
P 

Paqe - 1)1 t 

pei'centage 

Non Dropouts 

35 
2 

1* -
1*. _ 

Il.-903 
3 

(-01 

III. SCHOOL ADMINISTPJ\TION AND TEACHERS / 

Difficulty with teachers in 
elementary school 

None 
Verv Iittle 
Some' 
Hated teachers 
Ch~2 
NDF 

P 

-Difficulty with teachers' in 
h~gh school 1 

i 

- Nonè 
Very little 
So~e 
Hated tea€hers 
Ch1 2 ' 
NOl" 

P 

* There was no one ~n th~s 
~ statistical an~lysis. 

category, 

Pcrcenta~e 

Non Dropouts 

35 
3 
l 
1 

25.516 
3 

'"" 
(-001 

"-
Percentaqe 

Non Dronou(ts 

33 
.. 

2 
3 
l 

, 56'.787 
3 

(001 

therefore' l was aiven 'for 0 

Q"r0pouts 

Il* 
I,,/î~ 

7 
5 

, 

Dropouts 

22 
17 
13 

B 

Dropouts 

7 
5. 
7 

42 -

. ' 

. 
L 

-
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Difficulty with high ~choo1 authorlties 
and cau$ina problems 

o 

ery little 

- 1)2 
~ 

Percentaqe 

Non Dropouts 

33 
- 5 

i 
~ 

Dronouts 

7 
6 ~

one 

me 
Ha ed 
Chi2 
~~--__ 1: 
/ --~-~----

~ 4~ 
NDF 

P 

Attitude in the class 

paid attention 
'Eored 
Restless 
CaUSlnq trouble 
Chi 2 -
NDF 

p 

ltÙ tude ~tb'tlard school 
""t. 

1 ~skinq fqr more 
Askina for less 
No dlfficulty 
Chi 2 

1. NDF 
P,. 

:) 

.. 

r , 

control 
control 

) 
g '" 

Non 

29 
8 

1* 
1* , 

Non 

4 
2 

33 

56.863 
3 

(.OO~ 

Percentage 
Dropouts 

49.198 
3 

(-001 
, 
\ , 

'. ~ .. 
Percentage 

Dropouts 

-, 
73.015 

2 

<.OO~ 

~ T~ere was no one in this cateoory, therefore 1 was glven for 
stat~stical analysis 

! Î 

r 

\., 

DrODouts. 

5 
23 
17 
16 

Dropouts 

4"3 
17 

l 

. 
" 

\ , 
\ 

\, 

c' 

" 



t 

1 1 \ -

__ î 1 
1\ 



• 

. ' 

Total number of years failed 

None 
One 
Two 

r--_ Three 
- ~- - -'- ehi2_ 

NDF 
P 

or more 

---- --

Grade started skipping school 

No skippiI)q 

1J4 Page, -

, ' 

E1ementary schoo1 skippino 
Grades 7 - 9 
Grades 10-"11 
-Chi2 

NDF 
P 

Number of hours soentrstuèylna 
in a week 

No studYlna 
1 - 5 hours 
6 -10 hou:('s 
Il hours and 
Chi2 

NDF 
p 

\ 

more 

Percentage 
, Non Dropouts 

35 
3 

1* 
1* 

. } 4~. 978 
,3 " ' 

(001 

Percentaqe 
Nou_Dropouts 

37 
1* 
1'" 
1* 

Non 

3 
Jé) 
10 

7 

" 

" 80.611 
3 • 

(001 

Percentaoe 

Dropouts 
>1 

- 27.464 
3 

(.001 

* There was no one in this cateqorv, therefore 1 was qiven for 
statl~tlcal analysis . 

f ' ;; 

DropoQt,s 

12 
31 
11 

6 

Dro~outs 

2 
6 

40 
12 

Dropouts 
$J 

19 
40 
l' 
l 

À 



te 

" 

--

, 
Difficu1ty ôn1y with subjects 

Number of 

0 1 

No 
Ves -
Chi 2 

NDF 
P 

subjects 

None 
One 
Two 
Tr.r~e or 
Chi' 
NDF 

1; 

dislik~--

more 

.,.-, 

, Page 

< • 

a 

1J5 -

Pf.'rc{>ntage 
Non Dropouts 

28 
11 

5.676 
1 , < .05 

Percentaqe 
-Non -Dropou~--""'" -

8 
15 
11 

5 
6.92~ 

3 

Dropouts 

56 
5 

Dronouts 

13 
10 
23 
15 

No signif~cant 

.. 

-1 

" f' 

,~ 

C' 

.. 
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Al'PENDIX C - THE ,LANGNER SCAL~ 
e 

Are you the worryi~q type? 

No 
Yes 
Other (specify) 

. .' 
o 
1 
X 

2. Hpve you ever been bothered by shortness ot breath when you were not 
o hexercising or workinq'hard? Would you say 

O~ten ~ 
----~.---- Sometimes 

Never 
0ther (specify) 

l 
2 
3 
Xl'!.' 

3. Do' _you have periods of' such, qreat restlessness that vou 
Cannot sit still very lonq? 

4. 

5. 

6. 

Would 

No 
Yes 
Other'-!.specify} 
, , - - t 

" you say your appètite is 

l?oor 
Fair 
Good 
Too Good 
Other (~p~cifv) 

O· 

1 
X 

poo:r;, 

1 
2 '. 

3 
4 
X 

Do you once in a while suddenl y feêl 

No . 
Yes 
Othe~ (specify) 

HavI;) yeu ever been bethered 
Would you say 

Often 
Sometimes 
Never 
Ot}qer (specify) 

by 

O-
l 
X 

your 

l ' 
'2 

'3 
X 

1 • 

b " 

qood or too good? 
~, 

hot all over? 

hear;t beating hard? 

7-.- In general; \'{ould vou sav that most of the til!'e you are in 'Very 
qood spi;its, good spirits, low sD~rits or very low spirits? 

Very'good 
Good 
Lm" 
Vell low . 
Other (specify-)--

1 
2 
3 

.4 
X 

" 

, 
" 

- ' 

.-
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8. Do yoa feel weak aIl over much of 'the time? 
No O' 
Yes 
Other (specifv) 

l,­
X 

9. Do vou have ,periods of days, weeks or months when ypu cannot 
'tak~ care of thinqs because you cannat get qoing? 

No 
Yes 
Other (specify) 

o 
1 

10. Are you ever bothered by nervousness (irri tabi1i ty, tension)? 
~lould you say 

Often 
sometirn~s 

Never 
Other (specify) 

1 
2 
3 
X 

Il. Have vau ever had any faitinq spells (lost consciousness)_? 
Would you say 

Never 
A rew times 
More than a few times 
O~:her (specify) 

-0 
1 
2 
X 

12. Do you ever have trouble ~n gettina to sleep or stay~n~ as1eep? 
Would vou say, 

Often 
Sometimes 
Hever 
Other (specify) 

• 
l 
2 
3 
X 

l~. Arè you bothered by acid (so~r).....stomach séveral times a week? 
) '. 

No 

Yes 
Other 

o 
l, 
X 

14. Ooes your ~emory' seern to be .9.11 right (good)? 

15. 

No ' ~ " .. ~ 
,/ ~ .. ~.:?' 

Yes 
Other (specify) 

<' -

Have you ever been bot~ered by "cold 
- \ 

." Often 
Sortletllnes 

" 
Never 
Other (specify) 

r; 
3 
x 

sweats"? 

::; 

Wou1d you say 

.............. ----------~------

o 

/ 

" 0 



• 16. 

17. 

"-' ... 
, " 1 

18. 

-

e 
19. 

20. 
~ 

. 

l, 
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1>' 

DO~ ,you hands ever tremble enbuqh to bother yoU? 

,Do 

Ojten 
Sometimes 
Never 
~her (specify) 

you seem to have 
much of the time? 

No 
Yes 
Other (speci.fy) 

Do vou have worries 

No 

1 

o er (specify) 

fullness 

that qet 

1 
2 
3 
X 

(ctoC1Qinq) in vour 

0 
1 
X -

you down physically 
"" 

d 
1 
X 

Would you say 

1 • 

head or nose i'o.J,4'I\i, 

~ " 

(make you rJhvsically 

~ DO'yOU f~e somewhat aoart aven arnonq friends (isolated,' alone),? 
) ' 

Nq 
Yes 
Other {specify) 

Do ybu have the feeling that 

No 
, Yes 

Other (spectfy) 

o 
1 
X 

1-

thlngs 

0 
1 
X 

alwavs turn 

." 

out wrong for vou':' 

"' , .. 

ill)? J . 
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