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CHii flT" 

'EFINITI0 'F I,OBLE1-,' 

In ._ - _ 

"dUC8t'::Jl e aLiar '. ._]:: p3'Obie:11 SD0 h8 'le 

b ...Jo.rk-Ln,g- tOl-rard ution S1..1)(';3 comp,llarl':i edL1C(;J1,;i0 

lal"Jf'~ Wl".'llt int rf~c t. T will, in all lika]ihoo~, 

cont5nue to confront public sc _itod Stt~tec f')l~ 

many yfJ arQ . e Ej cbools It S(;) theil" hC'lJ:l!'!,~ 

pOHe:e by davIsi "J1 usin ome i 116 to r UJIl8lJ. L l,\'h i ch \'Jo'J.lci 

predict p0ien~ial d~ uta. Ka~lJ ide~LificaLion of 9c~cn-

tial c.:"opot;.ts \-·;ill ~.iV6 s.ehec-is an OL.lpOI·tl.t:Jity ~o ft.::::,'::'st 

these peo?18 £0 ~hst the ~ot 1~00 out o! s~hcol prln~ 

to higt scheol gr&d~st 

__ -. __ ~ enStstem 

Ths ;ml'po of this 2tud rf ~. to ~ n tiE~Y. t ~ tr!,e 

5.ndici1.t..cu ffJ.ct.o 12tf3{i. to sa1'l 'l~h~r~val I'rum ~u~1~8 

secondary schools and to e thfl S8 f1 ndiTl£:'~ 8 S G. ~)C'J S ~:3 f·,:,r 

se18ction of scale i ... ems. nre spec;' fica2..1y .• the ~)::'(1t::"e· 

\~SS so GC;rl~,tnJCt 8. Likert-·Lyus 'Lw::t.t.i ::;:.;eJ_8 Hl'i::'r.:r. mi[1:t 

id9Etii'y pO':S1' L::: sl 1Ji~h . ool .:i.~.J90Ul--. 

4.te7if>'.! of' ::,O~() ...... ,:.:; . 1C BGco:l:l~l'i seJ".G,-="} ;-~ (\;.' !"r:i~ 

UXj }_ t cc_ :3 t;... t. t.. 2 t.. T'- ::.nj -tjf':<:(:~J:b JfJl'e st..u:leil.~s t:-:.F.n 
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ever before. SineD :BJO e~ch d~cadB boasted of a 

substant· increase :n '~il ~c6ntage of young peop_ 

attendL senoo .... erees :'.n 188 7 per cent ettend 

school; in 1950.1 17 por cant ~SI tendi 1 nUll:oor 

of pupils ~raduatjng rro igh :3c11001 i::, also much irnprov"'''O: 

from whet :L t Has. RO\-l8\Ter j ds to indlc6te ih'~ 

impr"ovi n " tne 

Th6 dr'opout l's not tb e on}y on~ 1.,r~1C' s uffGI'S • Be cc. 

member of sociotv, eit~p.r diT'l.'ct1y ur indir-J'::,etlYJ is af­
2 

fectsd b"J" the pu~ill s decisio. t':J le('~ iCl~D·,l prCt'1st t.:.rel y . 

The fall . nf'ornc' i ~. :'! r €;levEin c: (l) C:;-16 of e y 

threo stu~8nts ~n 9' fj8Ve befc''3 cP'8,lLJ.a t:i c 

., 1, } 1 ' 2 )" t' ' -. 1 . f r~m nlg11 s('.·t'.o .. ; ~ . ('/ rr...~_ ~~. '.lthz vdll dl"::;) out 

\-Tir.Lir:. tb"l CI';.:L'I'tJnt d'9-;ad~; C')) On]y 5 pel cent; of the. ,·... ox·f'.­

in8 fO"':'C8 't; iJ.. '.!- r~. !Y.. il-.erl t." '7 f (~J ; \I'i.~ 
) Th :3 r ~ ;:. 0 of ~n""::":l-' 

ploymari I.; 9 t',wr:g" G1Ql>.:: d.-rep :"1.1 ts i s tl:;·~·J t ~.rI)9S h':'g~HH· tb 8~l. 

among hii7h :3chooJ al'adu~ Ets. 3 Of the youths '.-Iho 

vl::"11 drop cut du,::'inif; th~ fl.u:<.:.L G.6C'a.le !ib.J'lt 61 ;)81' Cl'mt, CI' 

.- I. r:' 111', . r-' 1 1 '\. ....
a~t ..I: .:.. :r u t:"..L:J -+..... IT] .• _ 1 C. 11, •.• ..L _. 11 to. '.' v .c- s ~ t!.)().~! 8 J :_~:1 j_ C 1" 

while tne b IS s t,e 8 1jl IjT 

Y·!':!oidl'v. 

Q1 Tin i t I:)'} L.'.- . ".'­

of R1~caLion in the 
Go',...e r-;nm a ;-1- 'Prin;, 1r.,t:" 

2Ib).q,. 

3Jb :l d . 
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have less than a junior high ~chool educat5.cn when they 

leave school. The problems .....'hich t}1ess people create for 

"self 'l -and society are going to be ifidaed costly and 

4difficult to overcome. 

The importance of the problems dropouts ca~se for 

society was further iroplied by Barclay: 

There is mounting prassure on the school today to 
do something abou~ the school dropout. Much of this 
has coriJe from the crisis orientation of gO"'1eT'lHf!eDc&l 
agencies. As a result, a good deal of research hss 
been directed. tory.lI~:rds a search for' so~e envi:-0pfilental 
factors which ffi~Y ijentify potential dropouts,~ 

The following citations provide a summary cf the 

findings of sor.nc.- m8jor st\.ldies concerning causes of drop;:::ir..g 

ou~ . 

Porter, in attempting to distinguish the cctencl~L 

dropout3, listed .::c:eral ch8racte'::'istics v.lhich he believeS 

would apply to dropouts generally. Among these character-

is tics '"ere: (1) rejection of school, self', 8nd c0mpe-c;:'tive 

sitLl9tion~; (2) socially withdral.-m aEd 8ggrec:;,sive; (3) feels 

that le8v:_~g school is the lesser of two evils; U.;.) parer>.t;sl 

~--------_.._--­
4Donald Clark, "Too Li ttle and TJo La te, l! School and 

Comm~nitv, LJ (November, 1965), 31. 
- --II.. 

5James R. Barclay, "Soc:LoltEitric Cb:).Lces 811'3. r~e.'3 cher 
Hating8 8S Predictors of School Dropouts,!l Journai. of Scb,)C,l 
Ps Y~b_ ol..s::.g_.t , ---s..V, No. 2 CvIin t e.r, 1966), 4-0. 



4 

indif'fa ce conc cbi::"'d t S persistence in school; (5) 

often t::'mss poor T'UBnts; (6) esr-Iy merrla 

(7) S(lc~.HIl ·L.~;pon3ible} d iV8, 811d. pessi­

mi S.t i c oS bou [; voca ti or (8) e;~ibits a dislik or 

the ~,chool situe~lon; (9) lo',-J socio-dconomi(' S·tHtUS. 6 

A study which was conducted in Califw'nia i.n an 

effort to find the causes for dropping out prod uGed the 

following findings: (1 ) lack of emotional mal,urity due to 

s tarth~t! schoo arly; (2) bad first grade experienC82 

cBused by movIng, lone; absence, <::11. aumatic experi~nco3; 

(3) obvious differe:1ces ::"n st§:ndardized test resuJ ts parti­

culal'ly bectoJeen langu9f:.e and. non-.Laruzu; illt€:tlligenr.::e 

scores, 'but ...rB6 voS co jjd ac tual class roo:n a chi€; v€:men';, 

end betwean actua~ grgJe placement and averaae bvticio&terl 

grade placement (nine months or more); (4) freque cr: cL.i:~in,-, 

of schools; (5) tense oversc:hievsrs nho tend to 11bur!l o'J.t lf 

or becon:A gs"Cive toward acad.emic achiev nt; ) obvious 

bad attjl.ude towar:l t91:lchars (authcI'ity in ~ene ); (7) 

un€xlJla i.nEyl ences; (8) mari{ed differences from schoo'­

mates, such as interest.s, physique, soc~al class, nation­

ality, dross, or persona oDmenL; (9) marked 

6John \.1. POl',,\; actel~istics 

IV (Sep­of DropoLl t8 ," :'1inne Su vC 

t ("I"hl e -,' lOr., J ) ., 5
'.jl .,I""" • ~"V.J , - • 

den 
of 
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with feeling of "not belonging;!! (10) negative attitude of 

parents to\oJard forlTlal education. 7 

.Research on possible reasons for students dropping 

out of school in the state of Minnesota revealed the following 

causes: (1) low incelligenc8 in approximately 50 per ce~t of 

the cases; (2) inability to adjust socially in school; (3) 

disciplinary reasons; (4) parental attitudes (disinterest in 

child and little appreciation of education in gener~l); (5) 

marriage and pregnancy; (6) "problem children" and retarded 

8readers. 

Dropouts in the state of Maryland were asked why they 

withdrew from school. The dropouts interviewed gave the 

following rea30ns for leaving school: (1) lack of participation 

in meaningful activities; (2) low educational and aspir8t~onal 

level of parents; (3) broksn homes coupled with low i~comB3; 

(4) scholastic factors--mental ability, failures and re~ention, 

and reading level; (5) feelings of being left out by many who 
Q 

listed lack of success as a reason for dropping o~t.' 

7"Identifying Potenttal Dropouts," Califor::1ia EdLJ.cation, 
III (SepteMber, 1965), 31. 

8June Otterne.ss, I1DroPQuts in Your School, II Ninnesota 
Journal of Education, XLIII (Mev, 1963), 28._____________.__ v 

9percy V. Williams, "SC'.hool Dropouts," NEA JourDa).,
LI I (Feb r l..l aI' y , 1963 ), 11. ---- -­
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The v8r~ous research 'udies C onCL'r dl'o;:>Guts have 

and. condiLio:J.sfocused at· tion c>n df;scr' 

from school,",hieD 

'actor 

Strem ar!'iv, at a simil~r conclusion. 

011 
.J f' 

dr\);;,eGL 

'..J..ll-

tr.t; 5e ras ea:,ch findirlgs J it can bo 8 Ben 

that tL.:' c:;susal fectol-'f'. for dr'oooing: out fall 1...Ji thin on!:; or 

the other of trtO follNd categories: "inte11ectual lt .( 

11 r. 0 n - in t c 11e c t I.i,,:,l It • 1'he in t -. ctual factors can be ass~r3~~ 

In exa 

"--..,-" ----- ­
"1 '1 
_vOScD.~· Hoch, Dro)oUL Synd~cl'l1e, If High SCh0()~ 

'k ., 1 ---­J --111""- r ~ YL T " (-:lTr,v.=.n'l., ....... l: ,-,.1.. _"., ~\ It ~ ,-,I'
 9c..; J ..:..0 .....-----_-.._- . 

, ~H"-' 

1966)) 

0 

0u~vay of High Sc~ool 

Dro?o~t~ b:l ft:C!lJ"iG ~en~jBl P~ocese,r 

(~nDublin~aJ Doctora Un:",: ers i 'uy OT' 

SouL·hur:l G::::lil'orl~': 9, p. 3}+. 
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through the use of a tattery of intelligence, aptitude, and 

achievement tests. A closer look at the non-intellectual 

category reveals that the majority of the characted.stics are 

of a social-psychological nature. With consideration to 

the complexity of the information needed for the detection 

of the potential dropout, the case stlAdy rne'chod seerrJed 

desirab1e. 

Prediction of dropouts from data other than that 
available from school and ca!l'lmun~.ty records is indicated. 
Cas~3 stUdy and interview techniq l18s are perhaps the 
~ost valuable; however, the expense in time and per­
sonnel renders these approaches impractical for the 
stUdy of la~be groups.l2 

Inasmuch as the majority of the studies of dropouts 

have dealt with contributing factors as perceived by school 

leevers at the time of their exit from school, or in follow-

up studies after the] have left school, ,S Deed for early 

identjfication is indicated. As Liv stan sta.tec.: 

The importance of the elementary school in early 
id8ntification of potential dropouts is paramount! ... 
Undoubtedly we have the major r8asons that contribute 
to early withdrawal. Still we have not developed 
indices that would allow the schoal to identify the 
potential dropouc .... Many forces that contribute to 
early withdrawals p~esuroaLly are felt during the elem­
entary-school years, although they may not be clearly 
perceived there. Preven~stive progra~s must begin in 
the elementary school as early as da~ger signs ara per­
ceptible. 13 

12Ibi~., p. 10. 

13Hugh Livingston, "Key to the Dropout Problem: The 
Elementary School," Elemr:mtsl'V School Journal, LIX (February,
1959), 267. ------"­
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Other ButtLO u "(;Q this request foT' a means 

of identificBticn. hcch liCi,S 51.1g~es'L9d that one cf the ma:in 

problems in deelin ...:i t" ~.l"l '" _oocut is the early identi­

ficsti0D of such 0 car~on.l "ords of Thompso ncl 

Nelson: 

e KT..o:·!rt. 'Lr~a st~tisti8S . .f:t\')r~ j"f:ars 

!"'8~ sons, Tbe ql~'~ i:i ti en er:i sea, 
be donf.) l.,(J alJ evi;] te tb':"s 
~b8 8~mpto~s never ~e-

~ . 
C01]CY'9te ~~i.:lp:~.":~s(;h is 

::..t 
as 

Summarizin,g an arrflV 01" repol' on dropCGts, S:rem fur~her 

-'''-1'''"clari f:i e:' the cd 1 ~- rl identificat::'o~1. 

e. 

p:"l. 16 

?;~O 

racog­
ortuni L:-:' 

- of' 
o:r EJ 

The 88;,1 
b 

From an ext; ive study of scholastic success, which 

is ona of the indices for discriminating potential 1ropouts, 

Herriott 3ssertea: 

l!ltf0ch, 9..£.. ~it., r. 103· 

Nelsen /:In 
Dr~ 

L. Thom~son, '!T\-Jel\'e 
~h6 !l TJne CIF::;:.r; n, 

1966)" 
61 ' .~ _". , ...... ":'':''J.Cl. 

16Q i T' 6 rn - r C l' t D 1 26-' OJ , U ,) • ' ., L. -- .. 
~- - ...­

to Rem~dy 

(Decenlber, 



astic 
_~ tt>ere 

II factors 

(j 

3UCC6~B 

iE 
sue ... 

Consideroti of ~b~ overlapping of intellec .i.. aL 

rEseercher to t~o posbu­

lat63 necessary for prucliction. First, clusters oX' patterns 

of v~riab16s should 

non-int6l1ec~uol 

:J:omoins of 

assess~€~t, ~0 that di 

Ii thin d 

"actors of 011 ld de not 

become O~:.'5cur by tbos e 01' ancth6r. SecGnl, ~~ eval~~ti.Lb 

the off~cacy of prediction f~a~ each such d~main: one m~st 

antici.~.Hi a:lest r6S ts, f.- _nEle domain (e.g. intel­

l6ctus.:", c, erso Og::"CB fill dC'terr~lino the total 

populati,_::1 of d. or;o t~ ~ ~ • --
. 

To meet these dern3Y"ld.s l~11;lc.6d Ott the nGll-inte11er.:':;ual 

or social-ps"Vcholo~ic- factol"S 8tt tod to dro;Jou 1;}:,e 

concept of as l. n Bdopted. Mor90ver: 

. th t concept l~e~ i~ the 
fac t thClt i ,. hel" ~n underRtanding the 

--...__ .._-­
171, E •.IT ~ 

'I ••• nEllrlC, .. ", 

SU(',Cf.':lS] BU1-S&U of Educe. 
Bd..l-lC&lIon, U:li '119.1'5 i li Y of (Urbana., 
Illiua5s: University of 

Gough, ItGradu9 ti aD frc.Hl1 R:: gh SchoCll 83 

l'radj ::'- vld from the Ca lii'orni a Psyct.oJ (~gice:' Inv<;;n tor~T , fI 

!,.~./choloE:l .' n the Scboo:" 3] III lob. J (JIj.: Y, 1966), 210. 
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19 

's 
e 

-! or, :i J.-Yet S 13 S 1- ~ ~~L' ~ 

(;-d Dn cf sue 9h8.:2..(ll' -;:.1-) '_1 sf', 

. a 

v; 
thc.t stir 

'(I'" 
c gn 

o~: 1.llOO bQhin~ Atti.udo meBsu~ernont,Fol' a bl"16f i 

'~,U'~, •Sber·if aT;d C ~ ~....L 

.; '1 T'~=..!la~l fl-,("ltll the l~fiUC t~_o:-: 

rJ~lJ • \L, cr.1 ~ t1 ir.5:i --ricll:.&l 
cpoG-r-er.el·:,<:lic ~":?i (pt)S:itiVB ~)r 

to n nerd,air) ~Vin..l.!...us o'bjectiv(':J 
~Et~~lisha~ 2lt~~udB tOWl 

At L:i. tUC.lb me LL'oment- hU~ b3CC Euc:cfJ~5rlJ.l L1. t"tl/1:; 

pr08 :3_ (; ti. O~ of v d of SO(;~ e tH'lh~~v ':0!'. 

T-, 
.0 .....' J of valu:;~; 

en·:l 
vJ 

:c 
.~ t~~It~ i....:';"J ~:1-c ~
 

i'~ S Or:iEll .or.
 

- imi ~~d
 

b~ ~-eAs B~ axa~ple of t ~y> l' e- t3 es.r'c. 

Gl'.i. :";31":. ­been cO.:.lductei ~8i!1;': ~,h.;j E-Zi':':\C e t,o mE: a 

10 C €H1:.r :.. S r1!l andanism ~na pr~1~~~Cf. r~\.., "E'I S 

"F 1j stslds .f0-:· T:t:'(ntld~t:I':I(;:D.'_i..- :r~nd.s IT or nF'a.3ci BInI! • '~C 

~rr 

of J;g­
~-l ~~~._. -'"'6--· 

:: J • 
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2­
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scale consists of t' 

core cLa~Dcteristic 

the subject responds by i. 

or 'i t 

·or~anj ~2 tiou. 
casEJ) there is 
me 8.S u::c'f.,j.) eve 

The lJ'l'lf> of student attitudes has net been 

ne£luc tied. The j\ilinneso ;.'" t Attitude Inventory (M.S. 

A. I.) was const:!'iJ.ctec1 fo!' a study of teache::o influence, pU;Ji 

attitu } a~d achievomollv. It l'eqL~ired. the studen1. to 

r8spo~d on a five-poi~t sca to sixty-two items that ~ould 

• +- •be groLt;J In vO ~ __ 5ca clust;ars. 2 l-1­J)!>l~ or 

[l] v;:;ries from 
n; the Y'ange 

liabilit..,r at 
5 scales [~las 

In t s~rv of the attitujes of hi S CIlCO •. 

dropouLs, it \,CS,3 concludtld that II . dropouts and st8~-:'n.8 

22Cooper "md McGal.lgt} 0fl_' cJ.t., p. 279.
 

21Ib~r' 280
-~., p . .. 

I c'L! J - LO. 

.... [' . ­
c':; 'Ib ld '. 

24~Ted A. F1a 
Attitudes, Bnd Ac 
States Deoar~~~nL 

gr a pL :N o. . 12 ( 1,1,[ as 
1 ,. 



f [: VOl',~j-l 

lleu, 
Ol'e often 

Hi th sehoo: 
ation rathor than long-­

12 

can be differentiated by a group te asod. on th manL1.C 

di rerrtie.l Dl'ocedu " 26 'The aL'Lltude concepts used ::'n 

the lid Tf 'dar o ,. ~ience, family rolations, sociel 

int er~ c t; L,.. ,., a.t f conet! p~, J;tu tb relationships, g0r 1 

orientati0~R, and mora] social St1'E!:I1 I S inter­

preta-cion of dl>ODOU t I reaction to these concept8 W22: 

iv 
fa 

a 
l'ej 

gOBle: 2 

Soma ',11."] tars ba _..._1.':ca Led tnat the potent::al dropou~ 

is not teo di~ficult to jdent~ because such a stu t dCS0 

not a~to~pt to mask hi ."ti e concerning ,,,]i tndl'l:l;-,;al f.::'o:n. 

I! '." .school. tbe c .ost 'ite ~ on GlllS 

Y'> ,",v,sub}:,c:t _ e rns to br.:. .U.V ~iro 'JUl- is .e:i.tbeT' ",:1' 

incljn8d to ccncas~ hi~ ..u -{os t '1,,11'': 1:; er"s ~ Is 0" 
bBS .. gcrl.st:J isag:r'c:o llH:Jt the ~:wtentis;;il tj,'::"OtJ 

in the elementsrJ '~ocl. 28 

IIA:'.! A:titudc Sv.:":ey of R:',?;h School 
Sem~ntic Diffa!'tlntlal Process, II 

?'r (~-A) (Ann Ar'Dul, l'ofi.chigan:
--'r, \; ., 196(), 1273. 

':::7Ibid., p. l27L;-. 

2ef-j _~'[I 
_.1", \..... ., ~. cit.} p. 9<j. 

of 

-------­

CG ..:.:. Stre:n, 
vf t1!6 

_______'uct8, 
... ­



13 

'rhe va.rious oci - . ychol ical OJ'S surr0U il 

the dro l-J 8S shm·jTI by the ~bov icatej 8. 

rel.a tively cons is tent. clU.8t er. In order ;"0 cons trGc t s c a 1-­

i :,ems J tl follol-ling ·ltu concepts 'NElre used in -:;his 

st;u (1) authorit~ relations (2) s6::"f-cc..neop:-H; (3) 

S(1ci~l ru~Gtionsj (ti- ) f'8.nlil~T I S concept of education; (5) 

economic goals versus educational goals; (6 ) education L 

general; 8nd (7) specie] as 08 C ts of education: axtrH-

cu.rriculQJ.' ec t1.ties 8 verbal abi Ii t\ AttItudes on 

tb8S0 ~c"en OUf.lic COfH':-OptS H81'0 mea.sured in this ttudy "l.Jy 

a Likert-type sca~e. 

Bd -~YPG sca~e 13 cons~ructec as 

foll()\-} 

ing to a glVen stimULUS 
object t'3red to 
subject;s HhO , -­i rt­

decision J oi es.-ell. 
I .~ 2l'hose are 8ssig q-J ~.' , 

and IJ respectil i:;, seoI"' 
od a correlation otcll seo! 

is computed. Tho eOl'rel a t ion 
3re rei..a1.ne:i. 29 

The actuul items that mske up ths 8c81e or content 

validity E~B imnort tt cons true t i or a 1 rt-t.ro B 

SCcU_9. Regarding m ant, Green st 1: 

. in l;his forest o~ me th vds , the investig~i;CT' 

shou.lj not lc~s '3 sight of t.he fact trl e to a scale is me 
fr'oCl! i terns. 'l'he initial and bas ic pr'oblcm of' at ti tud '" 

2Q ?5 .-'Cooper und NeG g ')::J • .1 t. , p. '- 5. 
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measurement is to assemble a set of carefully worded, 
insightful items that cover the area in question.30 

Murphy and Likert listed the following five rules as 

a guide in the selection of scale items: (1) It is essontial 

that all statements be express~ons of desired behavior ani 

not statements of fact; (2) Each proposition should be state1 

in clear, concisB, straightforward statements to avoid 

ambiguity; (3) In general, it would seem desirable to have 

each statement so worded that the modal reaction to it is 

approximately in the middle of the possible responses; (4) 

To avoid stereotyped responses, it is desirable to word the 

atatements so that half of them will end at each end of the 

attitude continuum; (5) If multiple choice state~ents 3re 

used, the different alternatives should i.n~olve only B aingl~ 

attitude variable and not several. 31 

One further point to consider in the construction of 

a Likert-type scale is ~1ether or not the persons to whom it 

is given can read it. Accordinz to the Texas Outlook the 

aver~ge reading level of the dropout is low. More precisely, 

30Bert F. Green, Attitude Measurement (Vol. 1 of 
Ha~dbuok of Social Psychor~ed. Gardner Lindzey. 4 vols.; 
Readi.ng, Massachusetts: Addison-wesley Publisbing Company, 
Inc., 1954), 365. 

31Gardener Murphy and Rensis Likert, ~~blic 2Ei~ion 
and the Individual (New York: Harper and Brot~1ers Publishers, 
19J8T~-282. 



the dropoLLL	 lS a t tb ~rad8 lqvels lower than wo 'I. 

'),2
be exps cd."; 

re­

search. related :-;eFl~:'C ave an underst 

dropout I s psychological lllake-up at the time he Hi thdrSh from 

school. Factors which PO 

tudy to the 

d to his drop pi out were 

delin.eate ...... ..,0 P::iv we . jde8 of tJ. impact of the 

dro pout on flociety. The need for procodLtrOs which cc-;Cl.ld 

.. ;..
8SSlS lJ in preventing student~ from dropp~ng OU~ of school 

was made evident. 

Many 8DPeals were made for some me-thai of id8r,.'Lir'V~~'l 

these people. heSA nppeals provide r,b f.' J m us for this 

study. 

Many academic factors contributin~ ~c wIthdrawal 

from school have been identified S' 1"8 maasurad by esteb­

1 ished w:tthods. Atti tu°.J. n,2. s re meBsureabla. H0WBVO~, 

the res~:ElrchtJr~ mentioned tho fact tib:.;.t they :o~ould find .loG 

gen0rally a CC6 pt ad ins Lrl.lDl9I1 t ,,;hlch h as b~en ,j (;iTcloped f:Jr 

thl9 speci~': C p'lrpQSe (.;of p:ce:Hcting th'3 D:)"!'::J:mt..i!.~:L dl'o;Jcut. 

Therafo~~, &n at~it~ corB L:'-L; c tee. . Th.l;:; 

at~it~~8 3caie w )f tObe kert-- beGs!A':;';; ";"1,(; res53!'ch 

32,,1. rick tt.a D:...'cpout;? It TeX8.S
255.	 ---- ­0 " '-1 '""' ok y r _~l.t_. .::""'-:••• J ... oJ.1 



If-­

indicated thaL such a scale lends itself to the task cf 

securin~ responses on a conLinuum. 

Educational ressarche ~mo have studioQ dropou~s 

have dot 8 or the rB~1 sons fer droppj_TJg aut of 

school. From t r reses ~ ~his paper bas dor~ved SEven 

major areas l",rj t.hin which the dropout may have fj'i...titudas 

di.fferen~ fl'om these of students 'Hho stl}y in school until 

gractu8,t:ion. These seven aress Hr'e; authority, self-concept, 

social relations, fBmi 's concept of education, economic 

goals versus ed~c8tionsl goals, in goneral, 

edL~ee'.:;ion as ~61ated to verbel Bbili -c lI,!':r'i c nl SJ1 

Be ti 'ti t:!..o~,. rrhe son1e contains items designed to det8l'mj,r(( 

u S t,l.] ent I s at Li tu~.l ow~rJ trce~ ar~as. 

The presen~ predict5 :;. :u~ trun:.en:' "d.ll bob ,::, ne fic~:-2.1 

if ':'t CDn be used in conjunction \-lith ex~cating jnforn;atL~',r, 

and prof.: ec: ures to as sis t the potential d out to 8Uc;C'3.5S­

fully re~e~n in scho 

~_?1_a_-L;L~;'S _o_f _t_h_E:l__P_r_v..:..·_b_l_e .., 

The first hypothesis of s sLudy was that pra-hi"h 

schocl s tl~"'lent3 will 8)oroacb ~81 iistributjon in tn8:~ 

rssponses on an attita~B scale de21~ng with the 7~~ious 

S oci81-·ps ychclor-:i CD 1 fac L0.l'S a ,.Ji th drOo0Llts. 'I'hb 

rE'~Bt50ns1Iip betwtle SIi a ~ c ~--.] -:;1.-~ ~ c-f ttl t:: Pl"' [J tr l-=~fl .? ':](1 

I 
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RypOt.llEtS I was a S8Cl'.1~-;nt;j.g:'- !-(l&i:;i.on~hjp. "16 relf-!tion­

ship Hi ths C;::"'LL~H~S ;:Q:' .st..U::li::mt,~ I c.l-(J~rjn~,,: (jut of 

school: F::--om v c a \J S €I S c' 8 !II 'htJ ::;CB.l.S J~tl1~ " ~I:-L'Ct: th_8 

responses to tbe scale ite C~T.~ d.if'f"GJ~a~1~t'2 .:"'"l attitu"'­

between potential dr uts and ~oton~ia] n0n-dropout~. 

From ttl6R ifferences came the be for cradiction of the 

potential dropouts. The onti1~e problem rested on these 

diffeI'ol1Ces. If the d' ~nc~s in responses do approach 

a normal distribution) th~ ttitLtd.e2 dec ling rJi th the variolu.1 

soci al·-psychol cal factors associatod wi dropouts must 

apparl:;illtly be ?.u intogral 09r: as to \·:h~r SOEi('i stu' l; s r t) n. 8 i-,1 

in OCh~0~ Bnd ~~~a~. leoti to 'il'op out b!'lfore I!:t·ndusticcl. 

-0 tes~ed in t~is st~cty ~~~':::"r~8 seco 

that the student ::!(;or-?s on thE; ettit\lde 8co~e l'j'J.::).:: ccrL'~-

late Si~l,,:'i·':'e9.L'Lly H~th VEl:-io''';'s lli.ntelle,;t;l;slll l'.::lc"Cc,J.'::. :::.;~'-

cribaJ to dropGu~u. ~IJe 1'e18 on~~-j.i '" ij 1" 1 n tht:.' Sts.tst:JBnt 

of the Prohlem ani tbe 8l.oc: was G~6 0! corralation. .n 

au a l ~erl1,;.t to 89Y tha t the EJ :.ti t - sc~_e is of va~.ue in 

p:['ed 2.ct :7.ng t-'o'., en tie-I dr'opouts, the: s cs 109 score 3 should be 

cor·1'<:.c.:s1 8)~Lifics:1.t:::./ T,Ji·':;~l OtLsl' fac:c:r'g :':hich ar-e 

I'e~et8d t8 sL.:.l.tlsEts j.rOi)pj'1~; t cf sebcol, Tbeso other 

f8.C'S0I'S ~;re u.:il1eJly ticajrjrrl:'c tac~urs 'fihicl:, IHJ'vc COCl~'::st:en:~_y 

r'\ t 11pIT 0 -.. (; ~ t 0 be c.~ ••, c l't,ha .c1~l1pir:i C 2J ress ODS ~""n::len' 8 ].e8ve'­

S(;~-,ool. 'The 8.\~ad(jol:'c f&cto.::·s a::'8 :t1.sc factors w:=.tich bi=l"<" 

proV2~ useful in predictin~ ir(jP0~t9 on basis of SlJ.ccess 
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in doing scbool v.JOrL. 'J'he e S"[,I 

16 

reaictive ability of 

Bcade . fact itse2.:' (;0 be CO ith the 

predictive ability of t social-Dsycbological racto~~. 

ASSUffi. s 

It was assumed that social-psychological factors are 

as important ss acajo-~ ability f2Cto~S in causina studOLts 

to wi thdraH from school. e rBv~ew of the research hra 

fairly woll indicated toe Jor-Lance of aC8demic ability i.n 

causing students to drop out of school. However, littl 

research cOl-.l.d be found v:hich definitely [:l~lor/Jod the do'" 

to \-,hich social-p3ych01ogic8~ i'ccto!'s contribuLe-:l to 8 

student's i-.:i thdrs 1:1s1 from scho01. Consequently: tbi:c: pa,~-3;r' 

cons5.dered acadel?;:"c and social-psvcholoRical f~ctor~ HS 

b6in~ eq~Ql in iropo contributinG 

to the s~ujentl s final decisi to leave school early. 

It was &SEU:r1e S~ this scale could be r8R~ by the 

students so whom it lI1T8.S admin~,ste?ed. Studies have ShOHI~ 

tha~ the avera£6 droDout rea apprctimat'91Y t'NO to threE; 

years bel 0'.'[ hiB exoectad ream .. va Though an effort 

Has 1Ii8.C'.t.. t:J pr.:-;seht tho sc~lo in such 2 nlF.;f. r that stuleLts 

0n~wi~h r0~iLpg diffi~~lti~s cou rssd. an 

stat,e~6Ltf;.. thcr0 1/as ~ssuranc thst thoy "Jculd "0 

succes.:: ('i;.:'.. in 811 Ci~~c\;'llistanC&'<> 

It vias also 8,.CSLUIled that th nOll-in -;:; uJ.le c t L1fi 

f'actors vT9re soci~l-psrcbolc.;j (:,81 f::l.c'Lo""'s. ,1-. e r~::i S fJ s.rcll 



referred to acaiemlc factors as be1ng .. ellectual factors 

in man~r ~9ses. ire-c.', the non~ tel]ec 1 fa ctors ""r81'e 

not c rized in si;.ch 3 mllnll Since th 01"'1-; e'­

lectual or non-acade~ic ~sctors seemed to function as socicl­

psych ological fa c tors, t. peper assumed th8t those factors 

which were not intellectual must be social-psychological 

for purposos of measurem€nt. 

Limit~~~~~~ 

rrhi s s tvdy had the fol2..ol-i'ing limi ta ti Qns: (1) Th'" 

study was limited to stL:_.:lents ",'t.O re still in schoul; (2) 

The attiiujo sc&]e wes to measure OX1~y the 80cia1­

psychological characteristlcs attribut~d to dropouts; (3) 

'I'lleat t:1- t ud. 8 S c l,-II:IS de signed for j)urposos of iden t:1'j-­

cation of potential high school dropcut (4) The nlearl 

intelligence quotient score from the n,uuJ,.ul<j,u-F'inch Group 

Intelli2encs Test of che sample us Accordin 

to GarreLL's revjew of t est, the €' S t~h~8n i:c:.Le~.-

1~~anc3 qU0tj9~t fell approximately ane standard devj~~~~~ 

above thE'! sto" rdized mean of 100,33 Thus, the sample 

appoared ~o b~ h~ __ y bj as with regard Lo inLellecLuB~ 

ability indicsling that it contained relstively few drop­

o l;. t;> • 

~4 e 8 e , 
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Definition 

or purpos<?s of tr s. tUd v t 

pot _s1 dr0,o~t was cons to b pupil 1.\'l'_u \·:<~s 

physicHlly and intellectually capdble of cooop~eting high 

school, who ~ill laav chool of hi s 0\, olition Dnd 'hrill 

not transfer to or atten y other schoo~ what "r E~ IJ t () 

comp.1et e some f of vocationa r academic curriculum. 

Also; he must persist ond ana <Jt-ar aften' the 1 J. 

age of leavin chool in orde~ to 'nate those student~ 

who have "n mere IJ "marking time II because of in t 

or physical inabilities . 

.... ~H~ .. ~ Bttit'..l.de Elcal'3. is scale js properlyUVt'''' 

thought of 23 sn internsl c ':stency teclmique, !>€.tr:cr t;}1.HIJ 

s tric t.ly an eql p~ari~g i~tarval sc_ mbe suhjects 

respondod by indicati their agreement cr dis8~ree~~nt C:l 

a five-point continuum toward an ettjtu ')jec t. 

Att:itudc. An attitud~ is a mental a:!, El UrEt1 s t H t, 

of ~6eiiness, organized thrall experience, eX8rt~ng a 

directj~a ur dy~emic influ8Lce upon the in1i~~dualts 

req;0r~E!t; to 31 bjectR 8: it~et~0~2 ~ith hh~ch it is 

r81at--~_ v "':'J:"';' 11.• _.I: t 

3)
, I 
L.rC()():J(d~ 

.. uno 'Yl. 

l'~CG8ugh, QlJ. 
• • 

Cl t., !). 
"230. 



In this study, socia'­

psych gical fac 0 .. ', red to that cluster of person­

ality to::; <.:> 'tudes toward people or objects, which 

has t our.z:1'l th~ individual 1 s jnteraction 

with i social nt. Specif'ic~ , it encompassed 

those ini~ces other than those by intelli.gancc, 

u-ve beGH found to beachievement, or aptitude t~pu~, 

characteristic of ~he high scnco dx·onouL. 



CHAPTER II 

"":I0-;;.1DES I TUD 

Intra 

'l"'h iss t L;. ·..Jas basei on the obab eanses for 

students l dropping out of' school. e Related Research 

secti0D of this pa seven major ar88S of 

causation 1eh Here derived frotf! the revi ew of literatu.J'E. 

concerning dropouts. even major areas arc areas toward 

''''hieh the 1 drDoou have attitu.da.::: difforing in 

de~r88 frCJtrl thof,6 of ~tudents '.-fLo remain in hiah setoo~_ and 

gradl:_ate. The scale contained statements under eaeh of the 

seven eatogory headings. 'l'hese 3~ateroents Hare designsc-l to 

assess the individual s t 'J.d 6~l t f S att.:"::;uc.e tower":). eacb 

particular area. 'I'he tud I-it -i ndi C €It ad hi" dO;1;T8EJ of aerea ­

ment to each itom by respond\ c,n a J'ikert-type se02_1e lrlhic!:l 

lists the following choices: ~trong disc~ree, d~58gr8G, 

indifferent, &groc, and s~ro~g~y a~r~e. 

Subis8t.:.o---"----

Thos e to ;,;ham th"J fin:! i.n~8 of tbi::; study Here 

~€:1::::rql j u:~1 are j Llni or h j gh schO stud9nts in F.mp~~ia) 

Kena fS. The scala vIR oS p'l. n:"n to p!Jl·o.xiill9telv- 10 

grade ~ t!.ld en t8 in LON .....;hsr Jlmio~' ivb School, Unified School 

District Ko. 253, cl'ia, n....,~, Three homer'J()~t.3, to which 



randoml~r selected by tbe principal of the school. 
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ea, \0;6se't~ca.Lly 

__.c tOl'S • 

have been 8 

_~ation 

of intell€lctu. 

thas 

Group test scares were available to be used as measures 

In designing tn 08 to b9 used in obtsD1ing data, 

Likertls SU8S68tions for attitu seale formulation were 

f'olIO\'Jed '\-lith so~ne !ll'::Jdifica ti ons, hEJreafi..er discu3sed.. 

In actLlal1y devd lone scala, it was necessary 

to formula~e 0 n~mber of sce' m~ ,·:hich W€re directly 

concern~. en c~teBories of soci51-psycholo~ic~1 

factors vlh:'~h reseE'.r(~h }-le<:J sho:al to b cnaracteriscic of 

dropouts. As W&S nc'c9" ~()R·)82'C}1 .. t~18 

cate~ories are es follcl",s: au ~hor-':"t y, elf-concep~, scctal 

relations, fB~jly's concBot of ucation, Dconomi~ goa~.s 

versus educDtiona 08 , 8ducation in general, and spccis~ 

9.SPBCtS of eiuc8tlo es verbal ability Ene 

Bxtr8-cur~icular BctiviLie s Latem:ml'" :'EJ dev i s ad 

for each a:::'ea on the a3S~Hnpt: on that an samplinb 

of at."t i t ud e c b 9 0 rJ t ai. ne to yia' a cov­

• r>erl.ng C'.!. ~h areL. F1~ ve v _ication and. C()],J'GctiOll state-

men~~, Which had otv~o r~s?on~es, werG i~corp0r~ted to 

assu:.'" ~~st the subject~ w~r~ rpq1ing ~16 scs19 i s. The 

final saleccion of scale ~~~m~ WEB fgc~l' ed by the con­

sensus cf t'hr'6E. (Jr)l€J s sion Pols ::"n oS cbool ps ychologJ. "-,,p:cial 
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attention was given to 68ch item 3D that it" could be resa 

and u~~&rstool b~ most of tho eig greete students. 

ApproximsteLy se It er cltnt of (; sc-ale items 

\\'ere of a pos 'v m6sns thG t th ells trongJ_, 

agree ll resoon. hai g J.. value and "strongly 

disagroe '1 the 10\')651.,. emaining statements wer 

negatively oriented, thus, e scoring wo.s revel'sec.. , 

The subject marked his particular response to 

68cb statement s t]lte I He was jnstructed to m~rk only'tt' 

one respo~e per item. e possible respo~sos were 

arranged in the followin Janner: (1) stro y dis::lgree, 

(2) disagree, (3) uncert-~ (4) sgrAe, (5) sLrongly egl' 

For scorinK purposes the "'l2t1<:lS were g ~ values. 

These ','slues ranged from on':; to fi"Te points J \O:i th "strou.el 

disagree" having ths valu~ of onc and "s:l'onglJ agrtlA It 

having the vEllue of five for the positive si.9:teMEJnts. Tns 

scoring order was revel - for the negetive~y orianted 

statement3. 

Th estate Inent oS hererano. Oti~ placf!d in thtj 

qua~tionaire so t~6t thu seven cate2or~ c.oLJ.ld no t be 

id~ntifiGd by the subjects. T uestionaire ~BS printed 

in invc~tQry form. 

Content ar~ construct velidi0V ~cre co~sider6d to be 

of mdjor :mr~~t9nce in th "eVEr 10plTl09n L r thj s scale. DIJ.6 

to ~le fact that the scale to isola"te 
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non-jntelleciual c to dro ts} 1.• 

content vali1ity we ~ usbl; she construct v Y Hould 

have evolved fro~ corr61~&ion of the attitude scaLe scoros 

and the intellectQal factor scores since both of these . 

attributes appeared to be 3pec~fic variaoles associat 

with dropollts. A more comorehensive anal~sis of' this 

relationship appears in Analysis of ~ata} page 26. If the 

conST.ruct validity of scale had been e~t8blishedJ a 

prediction a to i en s ants '·Iouin drop (Iut cOLlld have 

been made from t~~ir attitude seal score",. Specificsll J ) 

those individua~ who received 0he lowest Total scores 

would have boen labele r ....... - on t.iel °iJOlJ'ts, Since the
 

sample cho::;cn has five JTi3ar's to gradUa f:,cm hi. school 

or to drop out} establ' eet of predictive validity is 

beyond the scope of this pap 

After the sc&~e we Tint ed and wa,s ready t () 

administer} a number of procedures W8rc fallowei. First, 

attenti.on W9S given t any tl~r9 of grades 

SSSOCi9ti?0. \o;ith the ra~ponses which stLldents made. StlJ.jent;~ 

J_Wf3re L-de to feel tha t there \-<1e1'6 no T:ri V or "iNropcrl! 

ans~ers, rather that this was merely a survDy of their 

opinions. Assurance was giv to the studeL~S tCG~ th 

responS6s )u~d be kept strictly confi~~ntial in order 

tbe,t t.hav \·.'ould more nearly indicate thei'" II feelings.1\ 

i·l.::.rk:lnf;: of' the reSQOn;lOS v~es carefulJy EJ.:·\.plaine 
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The testin periv1 WeS of sufficient lengGn so 

that each student c wcrk at his ow~ comfo~table rate. 

The subjects marked eir responses on the printed sc~~ 

sheot. 

Aftar the scales Hero co, bv the s nts and 

collected, each scale W&S totaled usinR the values as 

assigned in the section on InstrumentBtion. In addition, 

tho scorss for €I8ch of 6 seven areas were obtained by 

sum~i~g th~ valU6S of the response ivan to items per­

taining to es·ch. 1'11i8 "HIS facilitated by scoring kSy2 

which ind i cate . ch iL.em8 per·tBined to each area. None 

of the sco!" included the values fer the five varificBtion 

stat0~onts. Thus, the lowest possible ~ota~ 8core &r.d tho 

hig11est possible total SCO!'8 were assigned prec~.so 

numerical values. 

Scores were then obtair::ed f"r()m cumulative recorj~' 

of students' int igonce ~uot~~nt, Bchi~vewent level, and 

re8di ng .lev as laWn by r80urlad scores from the Kuhlm6o­

Finch Group Intell~gens v, e Different.,i Aptj. tude 

Test, and the Iowa Silant Readin~ Test. 

An:~lYBis of Data 

For each s~udDnt the follow' nl'orOla tio::1. was 

8va51Hb16: attitu '81 l ote' core J s eve ~ ! a t; tit '.Ad esca 

Sub-scores, intelligence quotiont, re8ding l6vel, a 

8.chi6-o!cment lovel. A Pee.rson ltrlt was used to eompare 



scores wltb Total att1tude scores. A correlation coef­

academic factors wit 4t~ie factor~ a~d attitude Sub­

27 

Inc. Jand 
1950/, 

Y(.)::.... l~ : 

ficient WE.S foun1 for thE: follo..:it1g: (1) Sub-score of 

eacb &t~4LudB sea w sen of the a C8' c scores; (2) 

Totol scores of tne scales wit heb of the 

academic scoro d (J) ch Sub-score of the attitud", 

scale, G tL Total ttitude scale score, 

To detl;Jrrni he ~ to accept or reject tne 

hypothe- thi:7Hi the attiturlet scale scores appI'oacheJ. a 

no:r'r!l discribution, a test fO.e ski::n.-m ;,.'s.s c"lJ_cul~ted 

usin~ the mothod of Ga rettJ , 1 '(}9 clos8r to zero this 

index thIS 5 a d i. s tri bu t . preach e s !:ormel i t Y• .1.'0 

., 
'<.~ L 1'0:'''' a n c:."mslsupplemert index th , 

-- ,....1di3tr:o~lion, as pre 1.,8:5. t>;y 4·fo~dJ2 W9& cElcu 

EdC:Gstion 
P:--1C) . 

.' 

, 



CHAPTER II
 

AJr1\ "...YS1S OF DATA
 

,I 
J 

JTI"1n::stered to 

eigh [-oy-one Gip-ll t 9.de by t chc.1 cJ.escr:!be~ 

n e see~ion of this 68i8 davol to tIl B Design of " 

Stld.y. '-light of -,t,tit~d.e scale SCe-I'BS coul::]' not be 

'l'he 6 

used dUG to a lack of data iL tIls cwnulstive ree:ord.s of 

these eight sublects. Us~bl ceJe scores of the 

remaining enty-three .3U Ci'S i·:ere e~n;LloYQd in the C0,,; ­

s of €I he subj ~~ho;::~;pu ta tiOl.! .-:1 

attituJ cale scores He L:c cons eo. of thir-:· :;· .. .:-.'5_ "'/~ 

fem81es ani thirty-eight male o significant jirr~r-

ence ';'l133 found betl-ieen the me6.n scores of the malBs en:1 

- 1f 8::1S.l.eS ~ ConE; ueccly, no further differentiat10n h2~~8en 

seX6~ ~R3 ~aaB in the sn <'is of' a.at6. 

The data taken fro he C lJ..mula ti ve re cord.s of t'r:6 

~t~de!l~n shQ~ed ~hB an ILalligence quotien~, as mC83urad 

by the K;'11 ':lman-Fine:h G::-'oup lute gGLee ~est, to be 115.50. 

'JIll S [(;-3 Lon N6::! iBn S a med~an sco~e of a~ the:: 

scales .. of the Iowi S~:C\n:; Reliiding "'Pest ,,;85 lt~O.45, or 

ec;.Ltivalent to t "L8 fifty-sev ~er~entilB. :ncorporated in 

tbe s tlJdy .from ths D:U'fel'enti 9.1 Ap'Ci tude T.est \·;ere tho VN 

1 
..L t ::e: 0.56, ~::> 0.1 t) • 
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TO HYPOTHES IS I
 

In the Analysis of the Problem} ~Yg:lOthesi J "'-18 S 

s ta ted as: Pre -hig:h s cl1 001 .s tuden ts ll'ii pros ch 8. nOl"'rnEll 

distribution in theiZ' reSUODSOS on an t e scale deali 

vii th the various soctal-psvcholos<::'cal factors assod d 

vd th dropou Ls. 

FiRure I, page 30, shows the distri 

a tti tuje 8 ca Ie 'I'ot91 scores with respec t to their .frs.i:;.v::nc:r 

of occurren~e ;.;ithin clGSS :'nLervels. The mean of 'che 

the 

from 184 

of scor for attitude sca2.> 

the distribution is bimodel, 

cies for the 240-249 and 250­

259 s~ore lpterva The ler~e gaos in score frequency 

for tb~ 260-269 and 270-279 score intervals ~trongly 

jeopariized t~~ possibility of norms=.ily. 

For the sBventy-three subjects lhe moJi9n attitude 

s ca.le ·h.r0r:l score \>Ja s 2;'1.66. rpl1l:g J 1.,1:"1'J d:"s tri bution of 
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""I 

scores \-l:=,S highly skevled in a positive dire-ction2 indicating 

that a disproportionate number of subjects scored below the 

~Ben. "Furthermore, the probable error for the distributionJ 

accounted for forty-eight per cent of the sUbjects, one sub­

ject less than the expected fifty per cent fo~nd in a normal 

distribution. However, plus and minus one standard deviation 

from the mean encompassed seventy-four pe~ cent of the scores 

rather than the sixty-eight per cent necessary for normality. 

Due to the skewness of the distribution, the majority of the 

scores ";""hich are plus and minus one probable error snd plus 

and minus one standard deviation from the mean lie to the 

left of the mean. 

In order to further test the hypothesis of normality 

the chi square statistic was employed (see Appendix A, page 

44, for Table of Chi-Square). Chi-square was e~u81 to 

1~.195 which was significant at less ~han the .02 level of 

confi1ence. Thus, the distribution of the attitude scale 

Total scores diveraged significantly from what would have 

be8n expe~ted for a normal distribution. Specifically, less 

than t~o per cent of data such as these would flt a normal 

curVE:. 

2SkeTtmess = 1.05877
 

Jprobable Error = 16.98~58
 



The attitade 3cal& Total sccres ald nl 

DATA RELEVA 

32 

~ each a 

is rejeCLf;1.pO'Lhesi 

,. HYPOTHESIS I I 

'iOD, ttHu'sl'ore,iSl.rinor 

The second hYDothes of this ~tudv was stat as 

fo11OYJ9: Stu" cores on the -titude scale will 

correll:ite sis::n fic ntl.v arioll ltinLellectLlslll fG.c tors 

ascribc1 to dropou 

The cor~elation cuefficients between the attitude 

scale Total scorAs anu L in __ il?:ence quotients) the 

rsading 18~ol scores, and the aolitudo scores presento1 

in Table I, page 33. The ccrr2l8ti coefficien 

each of the seven attit~de Sub-scales ~nd the tliro6 prcvi­

C ~'r.ously manti e intellec~us: fac~o .."'" - .,; ur8 81.30 given 

in Table I. 

The correlation co~ffici s for the attitude SC8~~ 

Total scores a the lnte ctu factor scores ranged. f':-;O:,l 

-0.03 to +0.08. A rel~LionGhip for theB6 data is practi­

cally non-ex~ ent. 'J1'H'I san.·, nterpretation is givon to 

the seven Sub-scsle scoras! relatjonshipa with intellectual 

factor scores. .:AV th ge of e cOrrel&LlOn 

c06fficients v,1:aS c idereblv IHrrrar, -0.12 to +0.18. The 

strO~&5st relatio p, t.ho· far from 6nificGlIlt) Has 

found between the Sub-scale, economic goa..iS versus 

educational goal:'! and reodL ~e (r = +0.18). 
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~. t relet lonship 

ween att' e scr;.=.e SCOIUH intellectual fector 

scores, HypothesiS is reject ~ 

Due to the lack o~ any 

VALIDI~_ 

Content validity ce,Ie was tab­

lishGd by design' e statements so thct they ].'e18ted 

to factors characteI1istic of dropouts. Furthermol'e, thB 

statements us on the scale (See Appendix B, page 47, 

for T Attitude Sca}e.) wer e.l6cted f1'om a consensus of 

thre Is in scbool p~yoholo HOTd8Ver, the 

degree of content validi tv \\lhioh each em attained HGS 

l.impossible to calculate as tbey. e nc SL.:. t, ia.l indices 

for cornoarisou. 

Essent' to the attitudp, scale for use as a 

predictive instrurn Has the L of con~ t!',-~.c t 

validity. This was to 6 ve from a rolaLions}Jin bet.".'fj~ 

6ttitude scale scor6S and other facets of the students' 

per8011flli~;. ec ificu.ll.;- , e "inttlled... u81tl factor te3t 

Y"osulLs. Sine y II is rejected, th~ attituje 

scale ~ 8 ckG cons trLlC' 

,j.,AT.lONSHIIS HITRTN THY-. l'.TTIr:f1J->E SCALE: 

01- r~l&tioJj en the 

at t2. tude sca::"e ca.] scorss snd. thE: S8ViJI"_ Sut-sc81e SCOl'es, 

To de;"~_ e e 



further correlation coefficients were calculated. The 

degree of relationsbip was also found for each Sub-scale 

score and the six other Sub-scale scores. T~e coefficients 

of correlation are presented in Table II, page 36. 

The range of the correlation coefficients between the 

attitude scale Total scores and the Sub-scale scores was 

+0.4-4 to +0.81. 'l"he hl ghe s t re la ti onshi p exi s ted for the 

Total. scores and the Sub-scale "gensl'al education ll 
• ThE! 

low6st relationship was found to occur between Sub-scale 

l'social relations" and Total score (r= +0'4.4). 

As was exhibited in Table II, the correlation 

coefficients between each Sub-scale and the six other Sub­

scales were ·considerably less than their clJrrelatiorl 

coefficients with the Total scale. The one exception was 

the rl?lationship found bet"'leen lTeconomic goals versus educ­

ational goals" and "general educatio!l". These two attitude 

concepts eppeared to be highly related. The remaining Sub­

scale scores were interrelated by a range of coefficients 

of correlation of +0.05 to +0.56. The Sub-scale rrsocial 

relations lT was least related to the other Sub-scoles. 

DISCUSSIOH 

Rejection of Hypothesis I and Hypothesis II made it 

impossible to establish the validity necessary to use the 
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attitud. cale as a pI'odictiv8 inst.I'urnont, . Hcv;ever, bero'~ 

disc8J:'d imz the ~relYJ a few factors should be 

consider'e 

Tb e sam01 e us ad 1!J h:b t resent a strGn~ possibility 

as to vihy th 6SBS were rejected.. Although renaom~y 

selflcted, t.ho seem &Lypical ~or a poou ion that 

roximately thirty per cent 

potential h:i. gh SChO ~·ooouts. 11 intellieence 

quotient 'fOl' the sample i~'as 1J.5.50 "lith only five subjects 

scoring ow ~OO on the Kuhlmen-Finch Group Intollig6nce 

Test. 1?~ p.d.dition, the s!'illlplc l s me scores on thE: 10"," 

Silent ~L i ~~ --'est; and 1,h& Di.ffere~ a pti tUde leE L \--18'" 

substant'el:y above P-=-::'ietn rcentile. 

Mu:ee GVf.'l' J tLe sample WfS ChOS8:l. f'rO!i1 a smalJ city 

lj;hich hOl:..ses two cclleg9g. Ttis ~i:;th t he"a in 

general a .. tituds of the pcp~lation ~hich tho sample rE);n-'''''­

sented to be bissed, Hi~h r'Gl:lpect to the at ti tL:d e conc,::pts 

normally related to high school drooouts. 

It was e~ticipatei that scve~' of the 8. t ti tude f'Ub­

sceles ;·:~'_~:::"d be :nor·e highl\T related to ".:ihe intellectual 

~actors thg~ Q~h9rs. A as. t9 dell1onst. 81 dif~er8nces amcr 

the sco~~~~ but none lhat could be ccnsidb~ed sjgnific8nt. 

CCTIS::I (l'J.L nt. -here is no reaso o be~ieve th2t any Sub­

seale indEx is more val la for the prediction of potential 

high school dropouts then the othore. 



CHAPTRH IV
 

Sm11'1 ONCLUSIOu;:> RECON1-1END ONS
 

SUMMAR
 

proble, f' !':he student who drops out of s ch 001 

before form of ins ction is one of gr$aL 

concerD d. e t 8t~ent.ion of every admintstrstoI' and 

teacher. rhe schools would be ~ a better position to 

increase r h01d.i.. power if there was an accurate, 

efficient, and economical method of predicting the potential 

high school Ql'Opou.t. 

Tn 8 problsm of this rose srcll pro ~ ec t W'3S 1;0 CEl tep.;iJr-i I' e 

the knOtin atlrib'.ltes, other than intel18ctual factors, 

ch8r8cter~stic of the dropout, &nd to use those flnding3 &5 

the uas~8 for construe f' an ql.rument that would or. 

useful in predicting pater a igh school dropouLs before 

they htne en 'od high school. Since tho non-into 

characlcr~sttcs of hiRh schoel dropouts were of a sociel­

p8ycholcgical nature, a Likert-tyc attItude scale WDJ 

.".,con::' t2'LJcte:i. 'I'here ,-.I en of a t t i tlJ.d e~ '"J 

CO!1CEp:S 1 which the dropouts ..1'91 fuun1 to differ fro, 

high sc1):;,.-,~. g.:'8JUates. These cate£;o1l"ies 81 as follows: 

(1) S81f-concepL; (2) Soc' relHtions; (3) Authority; (q) 

Pa:~'c~lts 8t·..;itud~ "Lo".'erd ciu,catlol1; (5) General atl.:'t;ude 
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tuward education; (6) ECCllom 1 21s 1"'P, us educe tional 

,g08_5; arid (7) Special asoects of sducation--extra­

curriculer Rctivities and reading ab~lity. 

~e etti~udE ecole consisted of SBvBnty~five StH~8-

were verificatIon statements. Three 

prof'es fli oni:u.s 

m81i~s, fiv 

S vcho..!.o cnoso ten sLe 16nts for 

each of the seven titude catagoriB~. The consensus of 

th6ir c.hoicos, plus five verification stat.em 5, H then 

randoml.y placed in an invento:r'v for",. 

In an attempt to validate the 9. t ti Lud e scale, it ~Jas 

adm:Lr:is tared to eighty-one e~ghth grGde students from 

JJowther Junior g.'1 Schuol, School District No. 253, :Rmpo7j 1.>, 

Kr;ns" Seven"y-th usable resconses ~ere obtainod frorr 

the group to whom the sca as administer'ei. eSG 

students' cumulative recor~s heir Kuhlman·-F~:i.ch 

Group Intelli2Bnce Test seor NY Silent Reading Tost 

scores, end Difre Test SCGr6S, 

Construct validity would have evo~ve ~ld the 

att:.tud.e scale SCOl'8S been highly coy·relBl.ed with tr.te data 

acqu~r01 from the stuJents' cumulative rSJords. No such 

rel<:> to i cn.sll:tp ',,fa s found. Tl ) no ,81'guruent could be issued 

in fe', 0 r.' 0 f th e 1:\ t tit U SCElls's consb'uct vi3151ity. 

An e ffor,j \,:13 e to te:r>mi :f the attitud9 co~-

tl.IH:l.:m '11.:' ':"I3!'tmtia tea me a g St1hn.. ese ~ho resooniad 

t 0 ~_ t . k~ a c r on, it v"as hy ,htfsized t'b< the ntti e 

scale s,('.(;'1' wau.l p:-ll"!)8 C:-l a norm A..l'" 



analysis of data refuted such a dispersion Df scores; less 

than two per cent of the attitu1e scale scores fit a normal 

distribution. Consequently, it was impossible to ascertain 

if the attitude scale stratified the subjects in any meaning­

ful manner. 

The stu1y is felt to be of importance in that it may 

challenge future researchers to use different approaches to 

this problem. As was noted in a review of literature, the 

most successful procedure of predicting high school dropouts 

is the case s~udy method. 

CONCLUSIONS 

In view of the summary as presented in this chapter 

it is relevant to this study to draw certain co~clusions from 

the information presented. 

,..... A method of early identification must be devised 

if the problems of the dropout are to be alleviated. 

2. Such a method must be valid, efficient, and 

economicsl if it is to oe successfJl. 

3~ Al~hough the attitudes of the high school dropout 

appe8r to dif~er from those of the high school graduate, a 

Lik6rt-type a~titude scale pertair..ing to the seven attitude 

areas used in this study, does not give a valid index of 

such differences. 



1-1.2 

REC 0MroffiNDAT I CJNS 

As An outcome of t!J8 research p:roj act the f'cllO'i·;i ng 

statem6nts are present for consideration. 

1. Tho attitude SCBi6 v1s6:1. 1'(0""" is study should 

be giV8P' to a sample of ep:'" n. t· popul n tj on 

'vJh i ch C 0::ltal:l u8 average percentage of hi 5c.h 001 

drO~0L:.t-s. 

eas u.r lt sbould be 

con3~ructed, testea) or so thet pre~iction of hig 

school dropouts ~ou~~ De 

2. Other method~ 0" 

3. An att~tuae ident~fied potential high 

.1SC,j conlLlnct;~on wlth othe~schoo: rClp0U .... ,,", 

rt~J.E '.r~I 5_r-"or-ln&~.. ion ani not us c 3rt ~ to the problem) 

j~t bS a means of ac.hievi~g t~is end, 

rJo:1 of the d:,vDr­

gent attil. s J.rc,pou sa s .£at the :Lllf:. t remed y 

tu1ents even witho~ ""ing Hho 

the pctent;', d:'opou~s are. 

4. School per30nnel shou bG 

5. An attempt should be made to alert b pale;:1t" 

of ch:UdI'J3n who indicat9 that they m pr8maturely drop 

out of' school. 

6. School programs culd be dev61or~d in orior to 

idQnti~J 2nd wcrk wi~~ 0~~8SC the cher~~Ler-

isti:;s of e. dropout. 

7. ~ore research ~ he ·..mdel't9.i~en, especial.ly 

in th~ lO~9r ~rades, re~~ t ~D atti~udina: char8cte~i os 

of th@ potentiel dropout. 
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CAT-r.,TH 

ttitu scale vJas 

entilled 8S follo no 

As preser-ted to 

SCEOO .. UDE OF:NIONAIRE • 

Directly beneath the titl~ ~ 8 box for the studon~s ~o 

compJ.ete win~ information about emse.Lves; dat 

of birtb, rUd.e, x, occL..patiol! of parent, number of 

brother's and sis t a a eEl. hev were specjfjcally 

toJ.d not i 6S on tile scale booklet. 

The following directions apDear0d on the cover of 

tho sea bookle t: 

In this booklet Y" Cl each 
statemen:; ther statement 

, Disagr .. 
,ncertain, Ag Wloch one. 
Put only OIle c then EO 
on to the uext to finj;:;h. 

The seventy-five sLatemeats were :1. j!1 trHJ 

followin 

STRONGLY S'rRONGr 
DISAGREE: DISAGRiiiE UNCERTAIN AGfBE 

STA'l'~.~N T ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) Eie 

The letLers on the far right sii~ ara for th8 attitude 

C8 i;6g01'y 'co whi ·h s La en eJ.o An lin'! in front 

of t)1') a v 1.J i e eEl l~V i:ldic" that the continuum is 

r6ver~ed for scoring. ~ent ca~e6ories are as 

f·O.118"t~!f): sc - S -concept; sr - Soci81 relations; a ­

Author-:.-::y; pf. - Parants ~t1Jil;U' toward education; ge ­
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General education; S6 - Special aspects of education; 

ee - Economic goals ver'sus educational goals; and v ­

Verification statement. 

The statements a~d the order in which they were 

presented are 8S follows: 

1.	 I LIKE MOST OF TH OPLE I KNCW. sr 

2.	 PARENTS ENCOURAGE IR CHILDREN TO GO TO 
SCHOOL. p8 

3.	 I FEEL THAT I HAVE Sm1ETHING TO 
CONTRIBUTE TO THE WORLD. sc 

4.	 THE AMOUNT OF MO~~Y A PERSON WILL EARN 
DOESN'T DEPEND UPON TEE AMOUNT OF 
EDUCATION HE HAS. nee 

5.	 I PLP~ TO USE WHAT I HAVE LEARNED IN 
SCHOOL TO EARN A LIVING.	 ee 

6.	 TO BE ABLE TO READ "/ELL IS OF GREAT 
VALUE. se 

7.	 PARENTS SHOULD HELP 'l'HEIR CHILDREN WITH 
THEIR HOMET,iORK \llHEN THERE 15 A NEED. p8 

8.	 I HAVE RESPECT FOR THOSE villa ARE IN 
CHARGE. e 

9.	 I GET ENCOURAGEf-iEtfT FROM HOl·!E TO 
PARTICIPATE IN SCHOOL ACTIVITIES. p8 

10.	 THE WORTH OF A SCHOOL IS DETEill,UNED IN 
PART, BY ITS EXTRA-CURRICULAR ACTIVITIES. se 

11.	 MY PARENTS WANT ~~ TO SUCCEED IN SCHOOL. pa 

12.	 MONEY SPENT ON EDuCATION IS WISELY 
INVESTED. ee 

13.	 MOST SCHOOL SUBJ"ECTS ARE NEiTHER 
INTERESTING NOR USE?UL nge 



14.	 THE COLORS OF THE Ar~RICAN FLAG ARE 
RED, W1IITE, AND BLUE. . v 

15.	 HOME~lORK COMES BEFORE RECREATION AT 
MY HOUSE. pa 

16.	 ABOUT EVERYTHING A PERSON LEARNS TN HIGH 
SCHOOL \'lILL HELP HIM IN LATER LIF'E.. g8 

17.	 I DON'T QUESTION ~IT WORTH AS A PERSON, 
EVEN IF I TH INK 0 THERS DO. s c 

18.	 THOSE WHO BREAK THE RUL.ES SHOULD BE 
PUNISHED. a 

19.	 MY FEELINGS ARE EASILY HURT. nsc 

20.	 MY PARENTS ARE NOT INTERESTED IN MY 
GRADES. npa 

21.	 PEOPLE '1'4110 ARE PUNISHED USUALLY DESERVE 
IT. a 

22.	 I RUN AROUND \vI'rH THE PEOPLE THAT I WANT 
TO RUN AROUND WITH. sr 

23.	 EDUCATION IS MORE VALUABLE THAN MOST 
PEOPLE THINK. ge 

24.	 I LIKE MOST OF THE ACTIVITIES THAT THE 
PEOPLE OF MY CLASS ENGAGE IN. sr 

25.	 I DON'T LIKE TO BE IN A POSITIOn SO THAT 
I HAVE TO TELL PEOPLE WHAT TO DO. na 

26.	 I LOOK FORWARD TO EXTRA-CURRICULAR 
ACTIVITIES (SPORTS, PLAYS, CLUBS, ETC.) 
IN HIGH SCHOOL. 88 

27 .	 THE BEATLES ARE ALI. ~lEN. v 

28.	 I THINK THE FEELINGS AND IMFULSES I 
HAVE ARE NOm-TAL sc 

29.	 I TrlINK IT'S A PRIVILEGE TO ATTEND HIGH 
SCHOOL. ge 
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30.	 I PREFER BEING WITH OLDER OR YOUNGER 

PEOPLE THAN THQSE OF MY OWN AGE. nsr 

31.	 I WOULD GO TNITHOUT SOMETHINGS TO 
GRADUATE FROH HIGH SCHOOL. e 8 

32.	 AT LEASrr ONE OF }1Y FRIENDS DEPENDS UPON 
ME FOR ADVICE MID DECISIONS HE HAS ~o 

MAKE. sr 

33.	 MOST OF MY FRIENDS ENJOY SCHOOL. ge 

34.	 Trill EFFECTS OF EXTRA-CURRICULAR 
ACTIVITIES ARE MORE OFTEN BAD THAN 
GOOD. nse 

35.	 A HIGH SCHOOL EDUCATION ISN:T WORTH 
ALL THE TINE AND El"F'OR'l1 IT REQUIRES. nge 

36.	 Ex'rRA-CURRICUI,AR AC'llIVITIES B"JILD GOOD 
CHARACTER. se 

37.	 POLICEMEN SHOULD B~~ RESPECTED. a 

S THINK SCHOOL IS IM?OR'I'ANT. pa38.	 MY P 

39.	 1:8' I HAD NY WAY, I \-JOULD SEE TG IT 'TIIA'l' 
EVERYBODY COULD READ. se 

40.	 ADVANCEMEnT IN BUS INESS AND INDUS THY DOES 
NOT DEPEND UPON THE Ar10UNT 0? EDUCA'r:LON 
A PERSON HAS. nee 

41.	 ADULTS CAN BE TRUSTED. a 

42.	 PEOPLE USUALLY LISTEN TO WHAT::: HAVE TO 
SAY. sr 

43.	 GEORGE WASHINGTON WAS THE FIRST 
PRES IDE NT OF THE UNITED STATES. v 

EDUCATION HELPS A PERSON S-PEND HIS44· 
MONEY HORE WISELY.	 se 

45.	 I HAVE TO TRY EX'l'RA HAPJ) TO IHPRESS OTHER 
PEOPLE. nsc 

46.	 I ENJOY DOING LITTLE FAVORS FOR PEOPLE. sr 
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47 . AT lIT AGE J!l' ISM FORTANT TO COMPETE 
FOR GRADES THAN Y.	 ee 

48.	 TOPEKA IS :rHE CAP I'1'AL OF KANSAS. v 

49.	 ONE OF THE l"lAIN THINGS TO BE GAINED FROM 
SCHOOL IS THE ABILITY TO READ. se 

50.	 I FIND THAT I USUALLY MAKE THE RIGHT 
DECISION.	 sc 

51.	 I FEEL THAT I CAN'T ASK A GROk~-UP FOR 
ADVICE WHEn I HAVE PROBLEMS. na 

52.	 PARENTS SHOULD TELL THEIR FRIENDS ABOUT 
THEIR CHILDREN'S SCHOOL ACTIVITIES. pa 

53.	 PARTICIPATION IN SPORTS, PLAYS, OR CLUBS 
IS NOT IMPORTANT TO nS8 

54.	 THE BEST INSURANCE FOR THE F1JTURE IS A 
GOOD EDUCATION.	 ee 

55.	 TEACHERS USUALLY DON'T KNOW WR£T THEY 
ARE TALKING ABOUT.	 ns 

56.	 AUTHORITIES TRY TO BE FAIR TO TEENAGERS. a 

57.	 I USUALLY GET ~VRAT I DESERVE. sc 

58.	 TO UNDERSTAND OUR HODERN WOFLD, A 
PERSON DOES NOT HAVE TO BE ABLE TO READ. nse 

59.	 IT IS IMPORTANT TO FINISH HIGH SCHOOL. ge 

60.	 MOST OF THE PEOPLF. I KNOW LIKE ~lli. sc 

61.	 MOST OF THE TIr~ I PREFER TO BE ALO~E 

THAN WITH O~HER PEOPLE. nsr 

62.	 GOOD GRADES ARE IMPORTANT TO ME. ge 

6].	 MY PARENTS WANT ~~ TO HAVE MORE EDUCATION 
THAN THEY HAVE. pa 

64.	 IF I HERE OFFERED A GOOD PAYING FULL-TIME 
JOB BEFORE I GRADUATED FROM HIGH SCHOOL,
 
I WOULD TAKE IT. nee
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65.	 I LIKE TO TALK TO OTHER PEOPLE ABOUT 

THINGS I HA\~ READ. se 

66.	 TO GET AN EDUCATION IS MORE IMPORTANT 
THAN \~ORKnW ltiH 1LE YOU ARE YOUNG. 88 

67.	 I AM NOT A MEl~R OF THE GROUP TdAT I 
RESPECT THE MOST. . nsr 

68.	 THE SCHOOL PRINC:PAL TREATS ALL STUDENTS 
EQUALLY a 

69.	 I HAVE JUST READ TRIS SENTENCE. v 

70.	 THE MORE EDUCATION A PERSON HAS, THE 
BETTER HE IS ABLE TO ENJOY LIFE. ge 

71.	 I DON'T MIND BEING TOLD WHEN I AM 
WRONG. sc 

72.	 I CAN BE FRIENDLY WITH PEOPLE WHO DO 
THINGS I CONSIZ>ER vlRONG. sr 

73.	 A H::GB SCHOOL EDUCATIOn DOES NOT r~IAKE 

A PEKSON A BE'l",llER CITIZEN. nge 

74.	 MY PAREi.~TS THINK I1Y f~EAr..;m;RS KNOW H!fAT 
THEY ARE TALKING ABOUT. pa 

75.	 I DON'T FREL THAT I CAN DO ANYTHING 
ABOUr THE PROBLEMS I I-IIGET HA VB IN 
THE PUTURE. nsc 


