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The: school policy of denylng a pregnant girl any
nformal educatlon for months, years, or forever, is the current policy

that ‘exists-today.in the majority of. America's school districts.
However, court decisigns, revised state pOllCleS, and changlnq

~attitudes of people of all™ages are puttlng more and more pressure on

local school boards and administrators to come up with new poligies’
that offer expectant students ‘something- ‘better than’banishment from

educatlon. It.appears that schools stil
_-they are far 'reinoved from the ‘policy which-implies that school-age
‘marriage and pregnancy are evil and insists thatt school will not see

"have a ‘long ‘'way to go before

the evil, not hear about it, and not speadk about 'it. This report _
des¢%1bes what the schools are moving from and toward,.pointing out
some of the promising deve;opments and some of thekmost pre581ng

’k,,—¢_~——pfob1ems along the way..(Author)
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" from hundreds of sources, are written by the editors of Education U.S.4,

* other federal agencies that 'make significant decisibns ip education.

 tion of the report was provided by Beatrlce M. Gudrldﬂe, Helen H. Cox,

Thls Is an Education U.S. A Speelal Report . : .

Educauon U:S.A., the mdependenf weekly e&ucatlon newsletter found- I -
ed in 1958, has mtrodu‘.ed new dimensions to educational ]ournahsm in,
the United States. In addition to the nepsletter, whic rts major de- :
velopments in preschool to graduate levél education, the editors of Educa-

tion U.S.A. prepare special in-depth reports on current educatlon issues , , .

and problems

.

News and mterprenve features for the newsletter, based on materials

and by correspondents in the 50 states. The. aim: to" keep the_ busy
American educator informed of the 1mportant developments in his pro:
féssion. The Washmgt%s Monitor section of Education U.S.A. is a cur-
rent report on activities' at«the U.S. Office of Education, Capltol Hill and

t - w e’ ' N

The specml repofts are prepared when the dditors decide that a riew .
development in education is important enough to be covered in detail.
Schoolgtrl P(egnagcg' oid Problem, New Soluuons is the latest report in

this series. - . ‘ )

) ] . 4 L - ®. ¥
' Educauon U S. A pubhcatlons are published by the Nanonal School - ‘o . R
Public Relations »Association. The weekly. newsletter Educauon USA.
is published. in cooperation’ with the American Assodlatlon of School
Administrators, the American Association of School Librarians, ‘the Asso- N
ciation for Supervision and Eurriculum Development, the Association of ' : . 1
:School Business Officials of the :Uniteq States and Canada, the Council of ' ) ‘jl : 1
|

H

Chief State School Officers, the National Associsgion of Elementary School
Principals, the Nationa! Assoctation of Secondary School Principals, and ‘
the Nauon%ongress of-Parents and Teacheérs. It is published weekly, A\
September Mifough May, and twnce in the summertime. Subscriptions are

$21 a year. Address orders to- thé’ National School Public Relations Asso- '
cratlon, 1201 16th St. NW, Washmﬂton, D.C. 20036. 7 . . . <

’

Schoolgtrl Pregnancy old Problem, Netv Solutions was written bye . o
Charles H. Harrison. Additional assistance in the preparation and produc- X
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and Joy B. Praschil. - : . \
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Addmonal copies of Schoolgtrl Pregnancy old Problem New . . AN

. Solutions may be ordered from the National School Public Relatlons: . T
Association, 1201 16th St. NW, Washington, D.C.-20036. "All orders © . ' L
must be accompgnisd by payment unless submitted on an ‘authorized : ;
. purchase order. Prices: single copy, $4; 209 copies, $3.60 each; 10"« Q/ ‘
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‘ sure -on local school bdards and admhtistrators to come'up with new policies '

60%. of them were married by the baby's _due date.’ 'Thgre are no reliable y HE
statistfcs on the number of school—age giiss who became pregnant, but had. é
abortions or miscarriages. And no C < . R ;
one knows with certainty how many VAN ) N i
girls became -pregnant and gave . - . _ i
binth without the knowledge of N - o8 7 :
school officials or.other govern— & |* . Table of Céntents - ‘
mental agencies. But the guessti- [ Yarsh Pohc:es' Past and Ptesent eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee -5,
mates on the number of all school- Flaws in Home Instruction .......ccoooooocuuuee.... <\ - 12 -l‘ .
age girls who become pregnant each Signs of Chang%g Attitudes ................ : 15 |
Year r e up to 1 million .or more. Regular Classes: Soluuon for Some ................... 23 T [
ACT: In tbe .old days (and Special Help in Special Erograms"i .......... p— 27 :
- they are as close as-the 1950s and- What About the Father? ... A 32
early 1960s) most, school-age .An Ounce*of Preventlon : e 36
mothers who were unmarried-and even ' Program Profiles .. - seeeiesenans 38
some ,of those who*were married--gave Apmmdm.m"m"t .................. 53
up théir babies for adoption. Not - Bibliography...........: s S fremenennreenns s s e 61
.80 -today. Nearly 85% of the 200,000 . A_bout School Projects . 62 .
° . o . ’ 4 .
. ' . . " s )
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"Pregnancy will require immediate wlthdrawal from sch ol Reentry f%l- A i
lowing confinem vt ay be’ considered by the principal not %a"liex than the PR
béginning of the next school year." ) < .

I - - K L . VAN T e

" This school policy--denying an expectant girl a __i formal education for - E'W
months, years, or forever--is not circ4 late Nineteenth Century or early. oL

entieth .Century. , It is current polify in a small city that serves as a
coynty seat and the home for t colleges., Similar policiee exjst. today i2 : -
the majority Jof America s school districts. o8
v .

. But their days may be numbered. Court decisions,—revised state policies, @ i
and changing attitudes of ~people of Jll ages are putting more and more pres-. ° “

that offer ‘expgectant students'§omet

' ~

ng better than banishment from-education.

¢

Also,prompting school systems to take a fresh look ‘at what they are -

S T Y NN e

doing to and for married students and expectant stud%pts are hard data colw = .
lected over. the past few years. . . » A
f' - FACT: )The humber of school—age girls giving birth is increasing by ap- -

proximately 3,000 a year, although the percentage of school-age girls having L
babies- has not chéﬁged aﬁbreciably in recent ygars. Jt is estimated that _
more than 200,000 schpol-age girls became mothers “in 1970.. Between 50% and - ) Y.

v ik Boal by

X .
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. .those in areas *where uneleoyment s high and incomes low—-birthing babies

' ’ ° [y ;
plus school—age girlg who gave birgh “in 1970 decided to keep their baby angd -
.. ta raise the child, .gccording- to Marion Howard, former director’ oft the Re-

_ skarch’ Utilization and Information Sharing Project Consprtium on Early Child-
bearing and Childrearing, of - George Washinggpn U.s Washingtoﬂ D C.

> . [ v
M1t fs becoming alarmingiylapparent that in many\schools-—especially

»
1

has become the new sfatus symbol," wrote Gail Cotthan, in an aéticle on
school-age ngthers ‘in” the Nav. 21, l97l,@issue of West, theSunday magazine .
of the, Los Angeles Times.\*"Sociologiqts, counselors and others in direct
communication with teen—agers are trying, to comprehend'exactly why so' many
kKids want kids," she wroté.- "bawf year, 2,000 pregnant girls were referred
to continuation c¢lasses at Widney High, in Lgs Angeles. 0f the 1,700 that’ .
actually participated in the school's teléteach ox healthggenter classrooms,
‘over 90% kept their babies A e
FACT "Pregnant adolescents are.getting younger, with many 12— and 13—
year-old girls pushing the median age down," wrote Ted W. Grdy, director of &
special education and_ diagnostic. services in the Shawnee Mission Public
hools of Kansas, in ghe October 1970 .issue -of Phi Delta" Kappan. ,According.
to the U. S,}Dept. of HedIths- Education and Welfare, the number of illegiti— :
mate live births by girls aged less than ‘15 increased ‘about one: and one~half
times in the 10—yEar period ending 1n 966, / ' : :
Lo . / :
FACT Jn an artiple for the September issue of . Thg JOurnai of - . ’

f . . ) t .
., - .

"School.Health Miss ‘Howsrd wrote: '"Of thesel arried and unmarrigd girls

who become pregnant undeg the age af 16, studies also indicate ' that. 60% will
have another child while still of school age." Gray.in-his article for Phi.
Delta’ Kappan quotes Philip M. Sarre11 8 report of a five-year study in New
-Haven, Conn., of 100 girls‘under the age of 17 who originally had<babies out .
of wedlock "In addition to the 100 original babies in the : ve-year period
of time, this group, of patients had 240 more pregnancies, gr approximately
3.5. per girI.~ Only five girls did not become' pregnant again. 4

Y

.}. The editors of Education U S A. asked subscribers to. prqyide data for

this special report. » (

_ One ‘of the questions asked was "In your opinion, is schoolgirl preg-;
nancy 2an increasingly serious problem’ for school administrators and commu—~
nities?" o . : “ : : .t -,

3 e U S

There were differgnt interpretatiogs of the question. ‘Some thought it~
made reference to whethler there'were more pregnant students; others decided.

it ‘reférred to.how the schools were coping with pregnant students.
. ) ' . . ’

A majority of respondents answered " to the question, but the;
inority answering "no™ was a°substantial This is a sampling of what
_educators said in reply to the question* .

-~

e\ "The number of reported cases has increased fourfold during the 1ast

two years." (Eastgrn™ city with population of 58, 000. )y . 1
. A 1
# "Things are getting better, if afything. The number of- cases has not
’ ’ [ .'.?2~ . ¢
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o wrote Gail Cottman ip West magazine{’- Y'The supply of{ healthy infants of

L

. ' L ) \ | . [ ’
Ichanged markedly in 15 years. L (Mldwestern city with a ‘population’

of 62,000. )

1

¢ ! "
e "We have more alternatives available t_o the girl and her family for

continuation of educat ilon than we had three years ago. - Pregnancy is
‘not_ 6n the increase at this time.” (Town in the’ Far West with a

populﬂon of 16, 000 ) !

e ''There is not: a great ‘increase in our high scho_o,'l.s, but a great increase
in Junior highsr-mossﬂ.y ninth grade."‘ (Northwestern, city with'a
population of 60,0007) S S

o L'Quite the contraryw Administrators, teachers and citizens 'today gen-
. erally have more eplightened.attitudes toward teen-age. pregnapicy than
v ', ever before." (Midwestern city with a population of 45 000.) -
o "I bilieve that this is an increasingly serious problem in that the _
, incidence of pregnancy.among school ,girls has doubjled. and the need for
- . structuring .of educational programs f£or all youngsters is pagamount. - K
" TRegently, school districts and communitie$s have become more™% xmre of .
¢ these problems and are presently trying to work with them.", " (Eastern °
city with a population of 50,000.) " - -
) ,"The number of pregnancies reported ‘to us, and’ requests for help are
‘increasing, but this,is due to. more openness.about this in s&iety
generally. I'm not convinced the percentage of increase is greater.- '

e._f;/,v" = (Midwestern city wﬁth a population of °55, 000 ) o,

JThe last comment probably best describes what's happening today An
. respect both" ‘to" the numbers of pregnant students and to the reaction to the
- condition on the part of mothers-to-be, parents, schoo} officlals, and people
in general. .:There are more pregnant students-reported today than 10, 20 or
" 30 years ago primarily because there are more students -in_our schools today
than there ‘were 10, 20 or, 30 years ago. . . - ¢
. o . . .
s ‘{In the past, school-age marriage and pregnancy were sins to be, \c\:overed
‘up and forgotten. Nearly everyorie agreed that . th‘Nas the right course.
While thig -is still 4rue in most places, there Ais an increasing number. of -
.persons and institutions who are’ unwilling ‘to cover -up and forget. There
s, indeed, mote opeﬁness. : ?’ . N o
6 : : Y
6 As already stated ore and more girls—~married and unmarried--refuse
to hide their pregnancy,® refuse to abort their(ehild, refuse to give him up
for adoption, and refuse to be che'fl:’ed .aut .of an education. : ] .
N - ° - \ 0 ‘ )
. "The Children 8 Home Soci y, the nation's largest nonprofit, pRvate
adoption agency, was forced to tlose intake until 1972 to coupl:s ‘seeking -
. to adopt anything other than school-age or medically handicapped chi en‘,

D

every color is limited.'

4,

PR Miss Cottman, who worked for the" society, quoted B. J. Siebenthal,-the
o azgexfcy s preside in Calift‘omia. "I this had reflected a drop in’ out-of—'

L I ; F\ | . 3‘ Y . “‘ - ,
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wedlock births, we would have felt, much satisfaction. But it did not. 2 -
California~births to unmarriéd mothers' in 1970 reached a new high--and four X °
out of" fiVe of these mothers decided to raise their babiM as single parents."
.. s J B .. ;
o In the face of an increase in the number of expectant students (including
mothers-to-be .and fathers- to-be) and an'inerease the number of school-age
mothers who want their babieés and their edfcation, more and ,more schools are- B
~being forced to reevaluate their position. When they do, they often’ conclude‘
as did this educator responding to the Education U.S.A. s vey: ''We made
.1t a problem in the past by our reaction to the pregnant girl. We-are aware
" of more prefmancies’. With our changing attitudes we ‘make moreﬁﬁfovisions;for

-

.

-~

them than in' the past.," ‘ N R . ..
A _- A ‘school official in°m, large Midweétern community sald. it this way. G
"The" problem always has been here, only now we: are helping ‘the young person
) continue her education Anstead of burying her. in. shame." - ' .
C s 4

'The,help the schools provide'varies.widely; But there is an increase:
.in the number of school districts alloyying pregnant girls to continue their
education=in regular classes for as long as their and their unborn. baby 8
health allows. There is also an inérease in the number of districts pro- ,
viding special tlasses and schools for pregnart ‘students and in the number
of systems, providing or arranging for medic¢al and family counseling services
fon enrolled. pregnant students. Even the baby's father--yesterday s non--
person——is being encouraged to seek’ and receive guidance. - ,

. "CurrentT?j“ ver 150 communities have set up interhgency efforts to
.provide comprehensive: - ggrvices .to school-age, girls who live at home during -
pregnancy aqd moSt often keep their ‘baby," wrote Marion Howard in The Journal
of School. Health. "The- school is one‘of'the p;incipal agencies involved;

. .others may include a-hospital or- clinic, ,the’ YM-YWCA, family counseling

. agency, and social welfgre office. . ‘ Yo “.. M

.42"' j "These prggrams are already serving 40 000 school—age pregnant girls
.annually," Miss Howhrd wrote; "more than. four times the .number of all’
maternity homes: in. the ‘United States combingd. The focus ds ‘on improvlng

LU

= comprehensive services to young“families. ,.") . e

3 “'n'v

L

.

f . a".

It appears that schools still haveﬂa long—-a very long--way to go before
they‘%re far - removed from' the policy which impiiesothat schépl—age marriage
and pregnancy are evil and insists. the" school will not see the. evil, not T

SN

£l J A ol PR

hear abouf it, and not speak about it.- TN Lot

But the ;x:hools are moving. . S co e

This spgeial report describesqwhat the schools are. moving from and
toward, poinging ‘out® some of the: promising developméntsx and Some of the -
most pressing problems ‘along.the way. . ) Cowm
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SN HARSH POLICfES PAST AND PRESENT .

A .
° - : ,,
- | Y

1"_;, ‘ Speaking of school policies and practices regarding pregnant students,
the director of speciai services and guidance in a district, long cpnsidered
"to be one of the ‘East's finest and most progressive school districts said:
"Our. attitude is arch;ic -and puritanical and. sadly ‘in need of a complete

g:urn'around. SR P " o \/ g

Furthermore, some policLes and practices are not very lawful either,

punish_married students and pregnant students and exclude them from all or
& - . {B g

+ Marriage and pregnancy are ‘the primary reasons why girls leave school

prematurely. Although there are, no reliable statistics to support the

also’ dhuses al umber %f boys to leave school early. : ./
s . L Fa

out by official school. policy or subtly forded,outlby ‘unof fitdal school
. pressure. Often théy are nét encouraged to.come back afte¢ the baby has \
. . been del vered. : ‘ o - N : -

' ." o I . . _./T‘ . ‘ - !.
* " to school fOllowing childbirth and even. fewer cbtain thelr ifgh school

for work are t likely to achieve it. This results 1n unemployment
' underemployme , ang increaged welfare dependency, T

<o

R
.

In 1968 the Educational Research Service (jointly sponsored by the_

ministrators) asked schoql districts with an enrollment of 12,000 or, more

. 154 policies,submitted in- response. -Of that ‘aumber; 51 requiredethe im-"

ipregnancy was reBorted or discovéred.’ Another 17 policies required ‘a ﬁ
pregnant student to be dropped.as soon as she‘became a problem" to herself
. oz, more importantly, to school officdaj s. An additional 15 policies Bet
a, specific time during‘f?e pregnancy when the student imust drop out of
"school . (the énd of, thre

student should end. regular scfool’ attendance.,. L S P

L

In less than half the 154 policies st there any provision for the

considering the number of. coprt -decisions that have struck down: rhles that
most formal education. (More apout the court decisiOns later in this report.)
conclusion, mapy informed persons, believe marriage ‘or the girl’ 8 pregnancy

In many cases, the students don’ t drop out; they are deliberately pushed.

Marion quard charges that the majority of yoUng motKers never return%

diplomas. “Thus|," she says, "those" who most need an education and preparation

Nattonal ‘Education Association and the Americafi Association 6f Schbol- Ad- .
for a copy of their policy regarding unwed - pregnant ‘Students. There w\re_'-~

* medimte removal of the girl from, the" regular schaol program as sooh:” as ‘the *

months, four months, etc.). The remaining policies
.allowed scheol officia :to decide on "an individual basis" when the pregnant .

PO S
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. '‘wholesome influence ‘the married student must pledge to- exert and no : ° -
P ¢ guidunce On how he is supposed to carry out thﬂs vague responsibility.l -
« . L. Y o ..‘f?_.

N S ."Married students shall be expected to conduct.themselves in a manner

' PR S en . (o
EEE ' c b
» e b " oo Ny
‘ . [ ‘ ;.—;‘3\-: >
' ‘ -\\ . ] . ¢ ' \Y‘/
. . ’ r . .
- . LY . // X , .
. . . .- : . ; « Voo ) ) ) !
, A Co ) : - eyt |
student: to continue her educationn’ Where th re was proviaion ‘it ‘was mopt . -
' often limited homebound instruction. _.3ﬂﬂ:-. . ,
. ‘ Ko AU & '

The American School Board Journal repdrted on a survey Qf- 17, 000 school
distrjcts id d¢s April. 1970 issue. The survey: results showed that only pne
- of three districts made anyjeducation avatlable ‘to -pregnant girls, even -
* though there was state’aid- authorized for tﬁe pugpose in many instances.
Again, where cont?huing educatidh wass of fered it generally was in the’form
of limited. homebound instxuction. ’

© -

3:

w

As the.Midwest school aﬁministrator said in response qo the Edircation
U.S.A. survey;- some school .districts grge renouncing those pdlﬂﬁies and prac-
. tlces that bury,the pregnant girl in ghame. But the language of policies
*in many districts .regarding ‘marriage and pregnancy sounds harsh. For example°

. . Q B
\ K ”The board ‘of education believes that high school marriages ﬂhould be
Lo ,,discouragod on thie premise_that they “hinder development of desirable )
e moral, sociai and economic values."
'™ v . ‘('74' . .=. . . - v .

2

° "A student upon becoming ma?ried .must announce - the fact immediately and”
remain away- from ‘scffeb1 for. three school days.. This s a mos’t: crucial
time ‘as to the influence upon,other youngsters. " After conferences with°

* schgod - cfficials, the student shall submit a letter to.the boérd'éxpress-
- ing' an ‘intérest in continuing in- school, stating that'all rules and/or .
' 'regulations are undngstood and affirming his intention to exert-whole-
some influences.'" There is‘no explanation-offered why married gtudents
ar¢ presumed to. be particularly bad influences on the first three days: .
of their marriage. There also is no expdanation of the nature “of the -

- that 1is aeceptable”in the opinion of counselors and staff, and they
shall refrain €rom ‘digcussifig and. elaboratiﬂg upon references to married
. life fhat might be considered undesirable for unmarried students. Per— -
~ sistence in practice of u desdrable conduct. in this respect shall be
considered reason. for te nation of enrollment. 5 .
e "A married student’must exert no undesira le influences. Discussion* -
» which amight be considered %mdesirable for unmaxrried girls to heér may
be sufficient cause fon’cancellation of enrollment. _ s .

‘ *

Despite the absence of reliable information demcnstrating that expectant
students are themselves .immoral and§Eushers of immorality ambng other. stu+
PR dents, “the. policy in most schpol® diftricts remains one of banishing pregnant]
students when they shgw their pregnancy or tell about it. '-“ L e

v - :
: And, whiie in most cases sdﬁdents who get married aré not forced out by

 lofficial policy, they are often pushed out by policies that disfranchise

@ , them ofsprivileges accorded" oqher students and that tend to seb them apart
~ from other students. o . . _

: . . . -
9 . . "

4

, \;{Itimay be’that policies reggrding'marriedxstudents;are-harsh and'”‘

e v

!
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. restrictive because school offioials presume.that most Students get mhrried

‘restricting their activities,  and by ostracizing them from their.society o

" capable_of responsible dec

... oT school personnel to her reentry into regular’ sc¢haol post-partum, Other "

. tend, they may, regularly proﬁibit them from participating.in -extracurricular

Co anyone nor inform anyone. In at least two states, conference participants

' expectant stidents, but; ‘80 are many welfare policies. Said: therconference

‘with." , R : . o , * . - -
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after the girl discovgfed phe was pregnant.’ They are probably right
v ¥ S .

A 1970 survey of 827 schools in 19 North Central states found thaL mbre ,
than 65% ‘of. married studeats exchanged wedding vows after the couple discovered‘.vz/ ’
the girl was " pregnant. ’ . . : . .

v S A .o
. Laws, regulations, policies, and practices thét .punish married students

and expectant students by denying them a-decent education, by drastically . ", ¢

-

were disgussed by participants-at a 1970 National Invitationrl Conference‘
on Parenthood in Adolesrence. \ . o . )
Said the conference report: . . ’ '
v ) C .
"The pregnant teen-ager faces a formidable atray of legalistic dif- -
ficulties ‘and discriminativd/policies which ‘often drive even program admin--
istraths and other ptofessionals to seek a way of- getting around the law.'
Cextain of the legal barriers are especially frustrating\becausSe they pre~ .
empt the girl's own decisipn-making ahility, in effect thwarting a major , ? “
goal of many programs for pregnant girls--to make the girl independently S
sions. . This has been particularly’true in the -
in, where school board. policies often foxrce the

‘"Another'policy matte‘ that seriously affects the girl is the Qpposition

3

area 'oj continuing educati
pregnant school-age girl o

laws and policies present obstacles’ in several areas of service to the _ ‘ j‘
school-age parent. Wihile some school sibtems allow married persons,tq&at*

. activities, further isolating them from- their peers -and stunting nquai5 -
. o T e an s '

social growth. L e L _
T In some states and school districts, instruction inqsexuality and family
living are. prohibited outright or.so watered down that. they’ neither offend °

learned, parents are permitted to withdraw their children from establishdd. .
Bex education programs. Said thg report: .''One participant wondered "how..
many of the. children were consulted in a decision like that, or would have

excused—theﬁselves.'" ' _ : e _ e

‘1 . . R

. 1
Not' only d&e most school district policies hard on married students and

report: "Welfare policfes present obstdcles. to the girls, often* denying the
appropriate,aid or refusing to give them an allotment so they can finish
school, but pparting . them 1f- they decide to ‘drop :out of school to take-
lowhpaying/gzgf with no potential,. ﬁAllotments may be given to the girl'
parents and not-to her to use in caring.for her’ child. ..Policies differ frgm
city to city aad’ from-state ‘to state,.a most confusing situation for those
trying to aid pregnant girls and even: more”confusing for the girl to cope

T S N

xThere,are districts;yhat are leading the-way.toward'new approachesfin




,educatibn, counseling and other ﬁorms of aasistance for married, {ﬁdent andi;
: expectant.?tudents. But ghe politiea that ignore, pupish xpel restf?ct _ IRY

"/“‘"‘—%no ear

T "2:‘ He is permitted\ao take part in normal commencement activities.<d
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and deny seem to be in the majority. C e

"( ® The following policy cqmes from a small.séhool district in the uppet.

B e
Midwest. . Although there are refengnces to_"recommendations," the statement - Qﬁ?”

" was defined ‘by the district as- policyt' Evidently, the board adopted the -

"récomméndations" verbatim. . o ; N . AT

. ' ) ‘- ’ ‘ - o ) .
. \WThe fbllowing recommendations are presente& to serve aezh\guide to the ., -,
board as they consider the matter’ of.matern y and paternity ong the stu-

’

- during her . pregnancy. .she may reenter the reguiar school program
lier than fourgﬁeeks after delivery.- Upon reéntering schgol” .
P - she may\take part in’ commencement ‘activities. . .
. C £ WA S N '
‘"4, She mag\not take par fa extracurricular activities during the .\"
-~ school. year (or years) in whichlher pregnancy ocgurs, either before
or after delivery.:¢1 ; - T

»

\¥:"§. Awards. eatried prior to conceptiln, but not yet received will be

v presentedApri¢ately. ‘s i C C e - o PO
-~ "6, She may not hold officquar represent the schvol during the-school o8
.-~ _year (dt years) of her gnancy _ -1 o .
~ ¢ R . e s .
" "For Boys. o o ’ﬁ~4 . f 3' ) "b’\\c. R -;.
C - . - _.‘ ! . ‘e . ‘ . L 4‘
oy M. The ‘may r main An- school for academic/study only during the :
L .8chool year, (or years) of his paternity. - -; . : N
o | . .

¥

‘lga. He may'not'earn \wards or honors during;the remainder of “the-
' . school year. “Awards earned prior to the time of conceptionr‘but
- ‘not yet reCeived wull be.preseézed privately. ’.

"4, . He may not hold obfice o represent the 5chool during the school ,f'- o
» year (or years) of\ his paternity. L e :

u;;

"Married Students.

. "l. Married students ma rém%}n in school for academic study only. o

dent body,, This may o:gmay not inVolve.a ma riage.‘ < 2 e .
[N . -~ : . " . . . : o ‘
"For Girls. ( Y T
3 .I . V ’ - . K . )
L P The girl is required to vit aw from the regular school program -
&t the end of the third mong of her p:egnancy. P & .
. \ ~ , W o N i . .t .
R “é.’\Homebound instruction’will be made available for the girl in order
T hat she Jmay continue her education._d . ,a, ,
o , s - ,
S 'h3. The g rl’ is not permitted to take part in commencement activities




:fhm; ; -curricular activities; they' may not earn awards and. honors (regardless of

R . A - e, T .
Ny R Y : L -

A}
"The above recorimendations are not.offered as punishment. They are
presented in the best interests of the boy or girl involved because their
role has changed considerably from that' of the typical student. The safety- "

et
Y

£ & A
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boy must te taken into account." | o
.o . o -

' The.first point to be made about thig policy is~that— inaofar\aS“expchant
students are concernéd, there is no- diétinction made between pregnant-married =
and unmarried students. This s typicaI'of many policies submitted to o
TR Education U.S.A. '

L . Y

/ - B .
. D ' : -
\ o A 4 v . .

- f : Pregnant girls are dismissed at’ the end of the” third month, In simifh
K policies the expulsion might take place when the schodl ‘is informed of the =~ |
" ‘Pregnancy, when a school official notices it, or-at the end of the fourth, -« °

e R IR Y

et
e

““the physical appearance of the girl\ The school system appears to be/more- = -,
\ embarrassed by and resentful of the girl 8 sh0wing the result of con eption -
than the fact that the baby might have been conceived out of wed ockJ

- ! ' .o ‘e
‘" For example the .pregnant. girl cannot participate in commenceme t ex- S

oo ercises. ‘But ‘she may participate when/she returns to school after the
. - baby's delivery or abortion (preSumi that *she hasn't. missed gradqa ion
. in the’ interizg. Almost all polici égsuch as this one. profess the school
system's "concern with the welfare pf the expectant students and other mem~" L
. bers of the  student body.; But’ in /the matter of the commencement exércises, - L
_;,' the concern seems only to be over what" parents and other. community residents VL
‘will say if confronted with a pregnant graduate. %

-

T e e
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.And. the policy permits the £ather of the child (presuming‘hr“is known) .
to attend commencement exercises.v Since he is punished by other- clauses_in
L the policy for his role in- the pregnancy (again- whethep or not he is marri

; the fact that he is allowed to attend commencement seems to indicate that thef' Lo
school system does\hsf view him as an obvious. embarrassment. - . oY

The punishment’ clauses referred\to are those that strip expectant stu-//
dents (girls and boys) of rights and privileges accorded to "normal" or )

"typical' students.a The students are\ineligible\tg participate .in’ extra-

TN

*'f how much they may be - deserving ‘because scholastic: accomplishment\ .and v
they ‘may not hold any studPnt office or {spresent the student body In any way.

i
e rhetoric in policy after.policy submitted to Education U.S. A..pro-

fesses that® the - school system s only interest is in . doing well by ‘the ex-~

pectant students and their peers.v But the practices don t seem to match B
the preaching in most cases., ' ... o / .v.~ﬂ oo o .*.

- " Vhile many policies make no distinction between married and unmarried
N mothers-to-be, some do. -When they do treat unwed ‘pregnant girls differently, »
' « they tend to treat. them more sev rely<-penalize them for bearing an illegiti=""""
_mate child.n Here is a.portion o¥ a policy from a” small district on the West .

Coast: ' o . N _.- . _ .
- . "If a married girl is pregnant, she may continue school to the end of .
. x,_ | | . ‘ e —9 _._._'_ —ﬁ//;/-— e . N ‘
. . . . o / - s, s )
. o . . . \/‘ ) ]

and health of the girl and the, emotional problems of both the girl and the - '-'{ﬁ~;f.

fifth, sixth or seventh, months. There seems be a strong prejudice/against .
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. referred to in some? vague way. . Here are some sample policies on this point

&

. : N T T
- the semester in"which the pregnancy is determined. However, in'no case shall the 7
' girl be allowed to remain in school beyond.the ‘date three months prior to the

expeéted birth of the child as verified by a physician s written statemenL.
C "Married girls who become pregnant and are thus dropped from’ school may
be furnished  a home, teacher if one is awvailable.

| .
s "Unmarrieh girls who become pregnant will be dropped from school as
goon as their pregnancy’ is determined." , ce ’

Not only does this school system expel the unwed pregnant girl mor®
quickly, it evidently also makes no. provision for her to .continue her edu~
cation on even the limited basis of home instruction.

, State regulations and court decisions are beginning to force school T
distypitts to alter their policies concerning married students and expectant
studénts. But some districts still advise parents to withdraw their pregnant
daughter from school..

For example, the Ohio. Attendance Book says.' "A board of education may’

. not exclude from sghool an unmarried pregnant student, unless school attend~ 4\
" ~ance would be detrimental to her physical safety and well—being. But a
“'small district in- the stdte has adopted this policy. . I
"Non-married Pregnant FEmales. .J ~ . .
%

M, As a general rule pregnant unwed females will be advised against
continuing in school. Parents will be consulted and advised .of
 the negative psychological ramificationé of a student being sub-
Jected to all sorts oﬁ ridicule from his\(sic peers. The parents
will be encouraged. to withdraw' their daught from school and
provide a tutor so that the progress towar high school graduation
can continue. - ©
) o
"2, A pregnant unwed female will not be permitted to participate in
extracurricular activities. Participation in paccalaureate and.
commencement exerc’ses will be at the discretion of the high
school principal .These riles-apply as well as to the student

father of an expectant unwed fe/?le.

e In districts where the pregnant girl/is expelled or pressured to.
voluntarily withdraw, there is usually provision for her reinstatement
after the birth or abortion_ Qf the baby. However, the waiting period might
vary from a few weeks up to nearly a year.: In not a few instances, how-
ever, the girl's reinstatement either is not mentioned at all, is left to
the discretion of the high schoel principal or some other official or.

from the Education U.S.A. survey. - v ry

\\

. E
1. "FolIowing delivery, sﬂ@ may be readmitted, provided a_minimum of
threegmonths has elapsed prior to her readmission." ThiS\leicy from
a large Southwestern city gives mno explanation of why it is necessary
that.the mother wait three months before returning to school.

nu 10 _— . . -
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. or her husband -or parents, or guardians have any ‘say in this decision,

2. "In cases of obvious pregnancy, ihe girl will be asked to withdraw'
from school immediately." This policy .from a rural ‘Midwest district
doesn't .indicate whether-the mother may return to school or, if '

. BO, when., : % . : .. , ) '

3. "Uﬂﬁarried codples vho become involved in a pyegnancy shald withdraw

. from the school and nedther may be re~enrolled until'ﬁfterighe birth
of the child and at the beginning of a semester.'" 'Most policies.
apply only to the pregnant .girl. This.one from a county district
in the Far West inc¢ludes the father (if he is known). Under the
terms of this pblicy, expectant students who have a.,child shortly
,after the start of the second semester in January or February, for
example, may not return to school until the folldwing September. v

: In some districts the policy pertaining to the réinstatement of a mother

allows the school system to decide whether the girl shall return to the

school fron/@hich she was expelled, or be.transferred to another school.

" Typical of/such a_provision is this statement from the policy in a latge

‘Southwestern city: "The girl's best interests are to be ‘considered in

" determining which- school she will attend upon her return to school. 1f the

principal of the homqaschool feels that the girl should attend anothersy

school, he should forward his recommendation to the director of secondary
administration for a final decision." There is no ‘indication that the girl

althE?gh the policy is supposedly in the girl's "best interests.
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FLAWS IN HOME INSTRUCTION . ' R
// Where schools make any provision for continuing education ‘during preg-
nancy and during the waiting period after the birth it is traditionally N
homebound instruction. Sometimes the- pregnantmstudentwor -new-mother will '
be directed to the district's adult school or encouraged to take correspond-
"ence courses. Too cften there seems to be little attempt made by the school -
system to help the girl match the adult school program or correspondence
-courses to the curriculum she was engaged in prior to her pregnqpcy.
e Few school systems ‘and fewer students) find adult education courses,
co&respondence courses, and homebound instruction very satisfactory, ac-
cording to Marion Howard. Writing in American Edycation, Miss Howard noted
that "it 1s difficult to keep the girls up with thelr classmates with only
two hé?rs a week of home teaching. Night school seems ill-advised, because )
it offen keeps the girls out late in the evening. And the obvious differ-
ences between the girls' attitudes, behavior, and levels of interest and
those of the more mature students make attendance in adult education classes
less than eatigfactory." Lt S ‘ :
: .
= In an article in the October 1970 issue.of Phi Delta Kappan, Joe Huber,
' associate professor of secondary education.at the U. of South Dakota, wrote:
"The home instruction, program is one of the oldest in the nation. Inlmany
iarger districts, one ox more special education teachers are assigned as
visiting teachers. The girl may receive visits from the home instructor of

one or two hours weekly for two or three subjects.

\ "Th