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Problem on which
the Reseavrch was Focueed

A major coacern of education todsy is the schicol dropout. The ze-
cearchk condu~ted in this gtudy was an effort to determine if suszer cous -
seling could reduce the dropout rate in Wyoming schools.

Tne director of the NEA Project on School Dropoute predicts 7.5
million dropouts in thic decade in a world when by 197G aot m;t'e than
five percent of all available jobs will be for the unskilled (%).

One out of three =f the nation's youth drops out of school belore
completing high schozl (2).

The rate of unemployment arong boys who have dropped out of scheol
is three times higher than among high school graduates (2).

The summer months are a critical time for many potential dropout:.
The President stated in his news co;xference on August 1, 1963, ™he :d
of this summer of 1963 will be en especially critical time for 400,V
young Americans who, according to experience of earlier years, will noct
return to school when the summer is epded (3)."

The dropout rete is as high in rural as in urbsn arezs (1). Ia
Wycming, a rural area, one out of evexy four pupils enrzlled in the
eighth grede does not complete high school.

In September of 1963 the Wyoming State Department of Elucation ini-
tiated s state-wide standardized accounting and reporting procedure for
school dropouts. This was to provide valuable data for determining
focel points of the dropout problem in Wyoming. Preventive prograxs
that have been demcustrated to be affective in Wyoming are necessasy in
order to convincs boards of educatiocs aud the pablic in Wyoming thet
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potentisl drepouts can be reteined in schiovl. A study of this nature
would be an important step in this direction. A controlled study of
thie nidture ghould also prove to be of value to other schools contés-

plating & summer counseling program ¢s a prévantive uessure,
Objectives

The general objective of this study was to determine what effscts,
if amy, a summsr Coumseling progrem had on the subsequent behevior of
the following groups: (1) potential dropcuts who were counseled with
their parents or guardians; (2) potential dropouts who were counseled
but not with their parents or guardians; and (3) potential dropouts who
served as & control group and did not participate in any summser counsel-
ing. CSpecifically, the reseaxch will seek answers to the following
questions:

l. Is there a difference in the number of potential dropouts from

the three groups returning to school in September?

2. Is there a difference in the number of potential dropouts from

the thrae groups who return to school in September and persist in

school the following year?

3. 1Is there a difference in the grade point averages of the poten-

tial dropcuts returning to school from the three groups for the scheol

year following the summer counseling?

4. I3 there a difference among the potencial dropouts veturaing to

school from the three groups in terms of a comparison of their grade

point aversges for th> gchool year praceding the summer counseling
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whe ceturned o school, were still in achuol November 1, 1953. In the
63 echocle, thu nercent of contacts who returned varied from a low of
3.1 percent to & high of 100 percent (1).

In Wyoming, School Pdstrict Rumber Ome, Laramie, in Albsny County,
received $600 from the Emergency Fund. Some 67.9 percen. of the actual
and potential dropouts who were contacted, returned to school in Sep-
tember. A control group was not used in this program. Accdrding to the

literature, susmer counseling is effective for retaining potential drop-

outs.
Procedures

For purposes of this study a potential dropout was a pupil who met
one or more of the following criteria: (1) failing in more then one sub-
Ject at the time of idcatification; (2) demanding the disciplinary ectien
of school administrative officials to the point where the officials wera
of the opinion he may drop out; and/or (3) was, ia the opinion of the
guidance counselors, unlikely to return for ressons such as poor attend-
ance, lack of interest in school, and unfavorable home conditions.

The dependent varisble in this study was the summer counseling inter-
views conducted with the potential dropouts and their parents or guardiasns,
énd gummer counseling interviews conducted with potential dropoute in the
absence of their parents or guardians. The selection of the-dependent
varisble is based upon (1) its reported value in the 1963 summsr coungal-
ing program funded by the Presidential Easrgency Fund; snd (2) its poten=-

tiel value in assisting studenis to realize tha effects of withdraving
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from school before completion of their high school education.

Population and Sample -- The population for this study comnsisted
of 1963-1964 enrollments in grades 8, 9, 10, and 11 in three public
school districts in Wyoming. They included District Number One
(Cheyenre), Laramie County; District Number Four (Reck Springs),
Sweetwater County; and Distzict Number 25 (Riverton), Fremont County.
The econcuy of the areas served by the three districts are representa-
tive of the economy in Wyowing. The districts and their primary econ-
omy are: (1) District Number One, Government and light industry;

(2) District Number Four, mining; and (3) District Number 25, ranch-
ing and farming.

The ssiple consisted of the potential dropouts from the popula-
tion. The sample in District Number One was divided to form two experi-
mental groups and one control group. An experimental and a control
group vere formed from each of the samples in Districts Number 4 and
25, respectively. Groups were equated with regard to: (1) the crite-
rion or criteria that identified the pupil as a potential dropout;

(2) grades; (3) sex; (4) age; and (5) general ability. The pupils ]
were pairwise equated for each criterion end the groups were then
[ formed, To verify the equating, groups were checked for central
tendency with regard to grades and general ability.
According to previous _nrollwent data, the State Department of
Education estimates that approximately 16.4 percent of the pupils
in grades 8 through 11 leave school during the course of a scheol '

QA year and summer (5).
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Table I

School District, Population, Sample, Percent of Population in-
cluded in this study.

1963~-64 Enrollment Potential
End of Year Membership Dropouts Percent
By Grade included injof Popu-
Digtrict, Town, County |8 | 9 | 10 11 ITotall rthis Study | latica
#1, Cheyenne, Laramie {1108 11128 {1038 983 | 4257 322 7.56
#4, Rock Springs, [
. Sweetwater 181 223 237 218 859 122 ! 14.20
_ #25, Riverton, Fremont | 222 231 215 176 844 120 14,20
TOTALS 1511 11582 (1490 1377 | 5960 564 9.46

General Design -- This study was experimental in nature with the

following general design:

School District Number Omne School District Number Four
Sample Sample
g uate ugte
, Experimental I Contiol vxperimental II  Experimental I Control
- Conduct summer No treat- Conduct summer Conduct summer No trest-
counseling inter- ment coungseling counseling inter- ment
views with pupils interviews views with the
and their parents with the pupils and their
or guardians pupils parents or guardians

Schosol District Numbar 25

Sample
uate
Experimental I Control
Conduct summer No treatpent
coumsaling inter-

;J views with the
' pupils and their
parents or guardians
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Anglysis of Date and Findings

Data for each objective of this study were treated statistically
and the results are as follows:

l. 13 there a difference in the number of potential dropouts from
the thres groups returning to school in September?

Foi+ hundred forty-six pupils returned to school in September. O0f
these 21 were wembers of the control group, 164 were counseled with
their pervents, and 66 were counseled without their parents. Twenty-
five of the control group did not return to school, 10 of the group
that were counseled with their parents did not return, and four of the
group counseied without their pareants did not return. (ai-square was

computed and fouud to be 3.47, which was not significant at the .05

level.
Table 11 _
Contingency Table for 0bject1v§ One
Group Did Not Return | Did Return Total
Control 25 191 216
With Parents 10 154 '166
L Without Parents 4 62 66
TOTALS 39 407 446

2. 1s there a differeace in the number of potenfial drcpouts from

tha three groups who persisted in school the following year?
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0f the 216 pupils who were members of the control group, 40
dropped during the 1964~1965 school year. Of those ia the group
counseled with their parents, 132 remained in school., Fifty-three
persisted in school from the group counsel~d without their -irests
throughout the 1964-1965 school year, and four dropped out. Chi-
square was computed and found to be 4.78, which was not significant
at the .05 level.

Table IIl

Contingency Table for Objective Two

Group Dropped Remainfg Total
Control &0 176 216 o
With Parents , 32 132 164
Without Parents 4 53 S7

TOTALS 76 361 437

3. 1Is there a diffcrence among the three groups of the potentisl
dropouts who returned to school in the grade point sverages earned in the

school year following the summer counseling?

Xy Contrcl Group, 1964-1965 grade point average
X, With Parents Group, 1964-1,65 grade point average

X4 Without Parerts Group, 1964-1965 grade point avcrage

P T
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N X 82
%q 176 3,79 0.3352
%, 132 3.70 0.2923
): 53 3.75 0.2669

X, - %, = 0,09 t=1.402 no sagnificant differerce at .05 level
X -% = 0.06 t = 0,481 no significant difference at .05 level

X3 = X3 = 0.05 t = 0.567 no significant difference at .05 level

4., Was there a difference amoﬁg the three groups of potential
dropouts who returned to school in terms of their grade point averages
for the school year preceding the summer counseling and the school
year following the summer counseling?

X1'1963-1964 grade point average, Control Group

X, 1964-1965 grade point average, Control Grcup

X3 1963-1964 grade point average, Wiéﬁ Piféﬁté Gfoup
X, 1966-1965 grade point average, With Paraaté éfeap
X 1963-1964 grade point average, Without Patenﬁs Group

XG 1964-1965 grade poiat aversge, Without Parents Groﬁp

N X o2
X 176 3.96 0.5620
Xy 176 3.79 0.3352
Xy 132 3.90 0.2610
X, 322 3.70 0.2928
X5 53 3.99 0.2809
%3 53 3.75 0.2569
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%, - E, = 0.17 t=2.38 significant .05 level
%3 - X, = 0.20 t = 3.09 significanc .05 level
X5 - Xg = 0.24 t = 2.43 siguifisent .05 lovel

5. Was there a difference in the attendance of the potential drop-
outs who returned to schocl from the three groups for the school year
following the summer counseling?

¥; Number of days absent, Control Group

A

X9 Number of days absent, With Parents Group

X3 Number cf days absent, Without Parents Group

. N X R
B Xy 53 15.02 141.48
X, 86 17.34 23.00
Xy 161 13.19 . 102.47
X - % = -2.32  t = 2,17 significant .05 level 1
%, -%3= 1.83 t= 1.09 no significant difference at .05 level |
| % -X3= 415 t= 2,80 significant .05 level '

6. 1Is there s difference among the potential dropouts returning to
echool £rom the three groups in terms of a compazison of their attendance
for the schocl year preceding the summer counseling and the school year
following the summer counszling?

X; Number of days absent 1963~-1964, Control Group .
X, Number of days absent 1954-1965, Control Group

X3 Number of daye absent 19$3-1964, With Paxents Group
X Nusber of days sbseat 1964-1965, With Parents Group
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XS Number of days absent 1963-1964, Without Parents Group

36 Number of deys absent 1964-1365, Without Pareats Group

N X .2
Xy 161 11.63 96.81
X, 161 15.02 141.48
Xy 86 16.48 91.77
X, 86 17.34 23.00
R 53 10.65 91.50
X, 53 13.19 102.47

%) - X, = -3.33  t = -2.78 significant .05 level

X,

X5 - Xg = -2.56  t = -1.33 no significant difference at .05 level

- fz w -0.86 t = -0,74 no significant diffevence at .05 level

7. 1Is there a difference among the three groups of potential
dropouts returning to school in terms of the nuabgg of disciplinary
actions taken by the school durigg the schoql year following the
summer couusel{ng? 7
Xl Nurber of disciplinary actions 1964-1965, Centyrol Groué
%% Nuzber of disciplinary actioms 1964-1965, With'Parents Greovp

X3 Nu@?er.of disciglinary actions 1964~1965, w1th9ut Pa;ents Group

N X g2
Xy 131% Z.66 A. 14,12
X 8 16 7.55
xﬁ I | .2.09; - 5.36

*Records were not kept on 30 pupils.
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% - % = 1,03 t = 1,04 no significant difference st .05 leval
%) - £3 = 0.57 t = 1.24 no significent difference st .G5 level

Eé -'ig e 0,46. t = 0.46 no significent difference at .05 level
Conclusion and Implications

The 564 pupils of the eample were distributed as follows: 361, or
64 percent, of the sample remained in school; 80, or 14.2 parcent, trans-
ferred to other gchools during the course of the symmer of 1084 and the
school year of 1964-1965; and 123, or 21.8 percent dropped from school.
No attempt war made to deternine if those pupils tho transferred to
other gchools remained in the school to which they had transferred.

The percentages agsociated with the pupils dropping out of school
and the state-wide estimate of those pupils dropping out of school from
grades 8 through 11 were treated statistically, and it was found the
difference lo be significant at the .05 ievel. Thic indicates the pro-
bable validity of the selection process. With this assumption in aing,
the general conclusions are as follows: The findings suggest that a
summer counseling program of short duration had littis effect upor the
potential droponts returning and contiauing in -school.

In answer to the specific objectives as outlinad on Page 2 anéd 3:

Objective 1: Is there a difference in the nuaber of potential
dropouts from the three groups returning to school in Septesder?

Although a difference In the percentage of the pupile veturning to
gchool was in favor of the experimental grcups, ataﬁiiéiéal!j it muat

A A A e
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be suatd that the suamer counseling progrem was not effective in influ-
excirg the potentiul dropcuts t¢ return to gchool.

Objective 2: 1Is there g difference in the number of potentiel
dropouts from the three groups who persisted in school the following
year?

There existed a difference in the number of pupils remaining in
school, and a percentage favorins the experimental groups. Statistically
the suamer counseling program was not effective in infiuencing the poten-
tial dropouts to persist in school im the year following the svmmer
counseling program.

Objective 3: Was there a difference in the grade point averages
of the potentisl dropouts returning to school from the three groups for
the school year following the summer counseling?

In this instance, a differencc favoring the coatrol group <7as found.
However, statistically the summer counseling program wae not effective
i its influence upon the potential dropouts grade point averagrs among
the three groups in the school year following the summer counseling
program.

OGbjective 4: Was there a difference among the potentiel dropouts
who returned to school from the three groups in terms of a comparison
cf their grade point averages for the school year praceding the summer
counseling and the achool year following the summer counsaling?

All thres groups showed a significant increase in their grade point

sverage. A conclueicn reached was the: the sumser couaﬂllingrprostan

had litcle influence upon the pupils academic succese.

o~ R

T .
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Objective 5: 1Is there a difference in the attendance of the poten-
tial dxopouts returning to school from the three groups for the school
yesr following the summer counseling?

In comparing the number of days absent with the group counseled with
their parents, the absences of the control group was significant, How-
ever, the results indicate the group counseled with their parents seem
to hsve & negative effect upon the pupils attendance for the school year
following the summer counseling program.

Objective 6: 1Is there a difference amcng the potential dropouts
returning to school from the three groups in terms of a comparison of
their atteﬁdance for the school year preceding the summer counseling and
the school year following the summer counseling?

The summer counseling program had an effect upon the attendance of-
the pupils in the school year following the summer counseling in that
the diiference in the attendance of the control group was significantly
less. A difference existed in the two experimental groups showing cn
increase in the number of days absent. However, these differences were
not significant, and could be attributed to chance.

Objective 7: Is there a difference among the potential dropouts
returning to school from the three groums in tcxms of the number of
disciplinary actions for the school year follozing the summer counseling?

Some differerices were noted in the number of disciplinary actions
for the school yesr following the summer counseling, the control group

hgving the largest nuber of disciplinary actions. However, no signi-

ficant differences were found.
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