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PREFACE

Project Redirection is 8 demonatration aimed‘at teating the value

of a few program modal of comprehensive aerviceg ‘far primarily welfare-

' eligibie pregnant teenagera and teen mothers. Beginning operationo in

four aitea in 1980 ag 8 joint funding effort of the Work Incentive .

' Program (hIN) and the u.S. Department of " Labor and,the FordﬂFoundation,

thegprogram'uaea locally-based community organizations to 1ink and .

coordinate existing services to meet the needs of these young people.

t

Through a process enhanced by the services of volunteering comunity:
women, the program-encouragee the teens to complete their education, to
follow up on proper medical care, to taeke part in some employment-related .
or job training activity, and to attend other activities, which include
family planning and inatruction on the uge of. contraceptives. The
long—run, overa11 aim of Redirection is to help these young people
develop economic and peraonal self—sufficiency.

Project Redirection operates under the oversight of the Manpower
Demonstration Research Corporation (MDRC), a nonprofit corporation
experienced in the operationa and research of demonstration programa.
designed to-aid the'economically disadvantaged. MDRC also has reeponei-
bility for the reaearch cerried.out.on the program, which.incfudes an
impact analysis being conducted'by the American Institutes for Research..
Additional research studies, conducted by MDRC staff, cover the imple-
mentation of the program, its costs, and-an ethnography of participating
teens to examine the more subjective aspects of the teen. motherhood

experience.




. - v "
¢ [ ° - ]

A ' ..

& o

This i§~tha'baaelina regort for the-impact analyaia: that ia;'it-

ia a portrait of the eharactariatica and attitudea‘ of the young teen
mothers “or mothar-to-be at the point of  their entry into either the
Redirection program or a compariaon group. Both groups of teens will

also be interviewed after 12 and 24 months as part of @& major aurvey ro

.

-examine~the effecta of the*program on theae young women's decisions about

school “ Family planning and work.- a.

- This baaeline report is an important one, not only because it laya

\

the foundation for a comprehensjve apd rjgorous evaluation on a program

.o )
of services for adolescent parents, bdt also because it has a contribu-
tion to make in its own right. The'data it contains on the.demographics

of these “teens, their behavior and attitudea, do much to inform the

_current policy debate about adoleacent aexual activity, pregnancy among

teenagers,.and childbearing -- a.debate‘replete with speculation and,_

half—truths. - ' - : o

This report reveals tneae young people to be a multi-problem group,
with_severe economic, educational and aocial deficits. Their problems
are of a maonitude which far emceeds'their gbility to deal with them,
Moreover, this segment of the teenage population is the, one - most at risk

— ¢ .
for the future; thcy are 17 years or younger in age, welfare-dependent,

and out of the mainstream in terms of education and the labor force. At

their point of enrollment in Redirection, over half of the teens were not
enrolled in a school at the time of the interview, and a sizeable propor-
tion (36 percent) had not-beeh in school for more than a year.

On a more optimiatic side, the teens in this report express a'strong

interest in pursuing educational and vocational gqala. These aspirations

Vi~
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seem bettercdeveloped, however, in terms of work than education, pernaps

through a recognition of. theirégeed to be &ble to aupport themaelves and

&

their children. Many of them have had part—time joba in the past and

have found these ‘to be rewarding expesiencea, whileutheir school aitua—

tions have often resulted in fruatration, failure, and in many -nstances,

a decision to leave achool even . prior to pregnancy. Tt wou d _appear

that the ’ Opportunity to. hord a job -~ or at least to acquire employment-

*related behaviors and akilla.in‘ponjuction with education -- would oe,'

-~
particularly sgnificant for members of this target population.

Overall, the baseline information in this report, by showing the

current life condition end the intereata of this group, suggests that

tre servicea offered in Project quirection are highly compatible with .

the patterns of needs for services reported by this sample. How well

Redirection supplies these ‘services -- and the impacts or effectssof the

program on the participants' subsequent behavior -- will be the subject

of future reports. "

Judith Gueron
Acting President
MORC '
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Project Redirection is a national demonstratiOn program aimed at testing
“:_a program iodel to serve primarily welfare-eiigibie pregnant teenagers and w . LN
'teen mothers. - Through thé provision of a comprehensive range of communi ty
services, the program cims to. he1p these young people deve]op. in the Wng

run. economic and personal seif-sufficiency._ T Ce

The success of the demonstration«modei will be examined fromeseverai PR

perspectives, among them an impact analysis, being performed hy the American ‘
Institutes for Research. Jhis report summarizes the data from the basegine '
survey, and thereby focuses on the characteristics of & large sampie of dis-' ~ ...: .
advantaged pregnant girls and young mothers. While providing the.descriptive . o
data .-~ much of which adds to' the 1imited knowledge we have on the problems of
teenage pregnancy -= the report also examines the teens'. needs for the program.
."Services as provided gy the Redirection, mode].

The Program . | » <

" Project Redirection is a comprehensive program gfsigned to provide, or
broker, a wide range of ‘services to’ teenage women who are prégnant or have ,
children. To be e1igib1e for the program, a young woman.must be 17 years or
younger, not yet have a high scﬁboi diploma, and be receiving (or e1igib1e to
receive) Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC) The program has
been implemented as a demonstration in five sites across the country -- Boston.
Massachusetts; New York City (Harlem), New York; Detroit, Michigan; Phoenix,
Arizona; and Riverside, California -- underthe management of Manpower Demon-
stration Research Corporation'.1 It is designed to 1ink participants to a . ,,’ o
variety of services in order to promote their continued schooling, the devel- ’
opment of employment-reiated skills, the avoidance of an early repeat pregnancy.
improved health care. and the acquisition of iife-management skiiis.

1 Detroit was dropped from the National demonstration in the fall of 1981
because of management difficulties.

i e iX- = N



Impact Analzsis Desigg . ,"' * IR -
e imasp analysis sanple consists of 250 program participants from four
, sites.2 and \264 teehs meeting program eligib{Tity criteria fronl four matched i

-~ sites. The -.comparison sites, were matcﬁd to the experimental sites on the -

basis of socio-demographic characteristics (such as ethnic compesition, géo-

. E graphic location, and W distribution) and patterns of service deiivery to
L the target population.” The matched sites are: Boston-Hartford. Har:em—-aedford
Stuyvesant. New York; Detroit (East Side)--Detroit (West Side);” Phoenik--San
Antonio; an } Riverside--Fresno. Caiifornia Teens in .the gomparison sites were -
reéruited in a _manner simi lar to program participants. that is, through refer- .

..rais fr\om various commnity service agencies and by word-of-v?outh. . .

o & / The research de..i:ign cails for ‘the coiiection of data both' before the teens
~ are exposed ‘to the program treamnt and subsequent to 1t. Thn‘s. each subject ~

' was administered a baseiine interview during—’éhe fa‘li and anter Qf 1980/1981. S
_ the period duri ng which program operatiohs were-gefting underwa,y,;:’ Project» '

Redirection participants were then interviewed shortly after ennoi'png in the
program and oomparison respondents were intarviewed s soon as it could be _
scheduled." Fonow-Up interviews are scheduled td be administered approximatei y
" 10 to 12 months following the baseiine interviews :
- The  Research Sample .
- A total of 514 respondents (excluding the Caiifornia sam]e) werd inter- A
'viewed at baseiine ‘The majority of teens were ei ther black’ (65. 8 percent) o
or Hispanic (31.5 percent) The Hispanic teens W primarily Puerto Ricans.
from the Boston and Hartford sites (13. 6 percent) or Chfcanas from the Phoeni X

 and San Antonfo sites (17.5 percent) . "

4

The teens ranged in age from 11 to 1& years. The mean age of the samplé  °
~was 15.9, the majority of teens being ‘either 16 or 17. The Hispanic teens '
‘tended to be younger than other respondents. The sample was fairly evenly.
divided in terys of parenting status: approximately half (49.8 percent) were .

pregnant teens :who had not delivered a child, while the remaining half were
J ' :

ps

¢ The Riverside prograni began operations' late, and therefore data from that

site are not included in this report. Data from Detroit are, however, used ~
in this analysis. _ < : ..

x- 11 L
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already mothers. _Onlf 7.4'percent of‘the'teens had ever been married.

.Findiggs Related to'the Redirection Ratfbaale | , o
g The data.gathered during thé baseline survey provided a highly descriptive - ’

profﬂe3 of the characteristics and needs of the target population servedwby
Project Redirection. The major highlights of that profile are summarized
. . below: o
Educational Factors - P ~ N : -
~ The young wdhen in_the sampie refiected the kind of educationa1 disad- ' . i
. .vantages that are frequentiy reported in connection with the teenage parent
population. The findings:with regard to educational background, . status, and
aSpiration include the fql° owing. - L " ;

3

o Almost haif of the sampie (44 percent) were not enro11ed ina School or
GED program at the time of the interview. Most of the dropouts (87
percent) said they.planned to return to.school within 1 to 2 months;
< however, a/sizeable proportion (39 percent) had not been in school for
mgre than & year. Pregnancy and caring for the infant were the most -
commonly cited reasons for leaving school, but over one-fourth of the S
girls: had dropped out prior to their- pregnancies. ST

e,

\\ : (] Even among the teens enrolfed -in school, there was evidence of a con-

siderable number of educational deficits. ¢Approximately 80 percent
R were a year behind grade for their age, and 40 percent were 2 years
} or more behind. '

¢ Among those giris in sch001 "about one:third were enrolled in a special

| \ school progrgg\for pregnant teens or teen mothers.
| o The' majority of reSpondEﬁfs. when asked how far they wanted to con- . -
Lo tinue their schooling, aspired to at least a high school diploma or &
o, GED certificate (98 percent). Uver 20 percent wanted. a collegé degree
" or higher.
Vs © N ¢ - ‘.‘q ) ’ \ )
~ Employment-Related Factors

Given the youth of these respondents,itheir work experience is consider-
able. Various findings indicate a positive orientation toward the world of
work: )

b4

-3 For this report, the data from both experimental and comparison sites were _ —
aggregated to yield a profile of the entire sampie

<

) I. - 0 -XI-.. . 12 ] - ‘ .
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o Only a minordty of teens (7.4 percent)’were working at the time of the -
interview, and most of them had part-time jobs. However, 70 percent
of the girls had worked for pay at some time prior to the interview
(60 ‘percent when habysitting and household work are excluded).

"o . Most of the teens had had some employemnt-related.training or instruc-
tion, such as .how to fi11 out a job application (58 percent) or how
to act on a job interview (49 percentg. However, only a:minority _
reported having received training on how to find a job (33 percent)
o . . or training for specific skills (29 percent). - o o

o When asked what they thought theywould be .doing in five years, 73

" percent of the girls said they would be working; an additional 17
percent said they would still be in school. Nearly half of the sample
(47 percent) mentioned some specific -qccupation that they thought

they would be pursuing. - \ .

o The vast majority of teens (92 percent) said they would rather work
than be ori welfare. Reasons cited for this preference included the -
ability to make more money (27 percent), a preference for being inde-
pendent. (18 percent), and a feeling that welfare is for lazy people
(10 percent). . . S ~

L4
Y

Fertility and Contraception = B
~ The contraceptive practices of this sample, in general, were neither
effective .nor consistent. Many had exposed themselves, and were continutpg to
expose themselves, to repeat pregpancies: '

o Approximately one-fourth .of the sample (24 percent) had g;en pregnant
more than once. However, only 10 percent either had two or more
- children or were mothers expecting a higher-order birth.

o Only half of the sample (54 percent) said that they (or their part-
ners) had used some form of contraception at least once. However,
among the non-pregnarit, sexually active teens in the sample (i.e.,
those exposed to a pregnancy risk), 80 percent reported having contra-
ceptive protection. Nevertheless, even among those who were practicing
birth control, 40 percent admitted they did not use it all of the time.

.\

¢ There was little experimentation with different forms of birth control.
Among those girls who had used some form of birth control, fewer than
half had tried more than one method. The most commonly mentioned form
of birth control for this sample was the pill (41 percent), followed
by condoms (13 percent). S '

o Those girls who had never used any form of birth control offered a
“variety of explanations. Among the most commonly cited reasons were
concern about side effects (17 percent), a desire to get pregnant
(11 percent), and ignorance about birth control (6 percent).

-xii-
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o When asked about access to birth control, the vast majority of teens
indicated that one or more forms of contraception were available to

. them. Only 1.4 percent of the teens said that it wouId be 1mpossib1e
to get any form of birth contro1

-

S
Services and Supports
The respondents used a range of services in their communities, but a1so
'tdentified a number of unmet needs. Informal supports played an important
role in these young women 's lives, espec1a11y witn regard to child care and
emotional support:

o Virtually all teens had received some formal services in the 3-month
period prior to the interview. The most frequently cited services
they ‘had used were medical care for the baby (78 percent) and self
(73 percent); the WIC program (a fbod supp1ement program. '62 percent);

and foo:;itymps.(SI percent).
¢ The services for which respondents expressed the greatest unmet need

wefe job training ‘(67 percent), job counseling (59 percent), assistance

in obtaining infant goods (49 percent). tutoring, for school work (45
percent), and educational counseling (42 percent).

e The majority of pregnant girls (73 percent) had received medical care
during ‘their first trimester, and most (67 percent) had seen a
. physician five or more times during their pregnancies.

o The majority of teens depended on family members for child care. " The
teens' own mothers were the most frequently cited source of child.
care assistance.

e Most teens reported having a fairIS solid network of informal
social supports available to them. When asked whom they could turn
to when they wanted to “talk things through,® their mothers were most
frequently cited (61 percent), followed by boyfriends (55 percent) and
sisters (38 percent). Most respondents felt they had two to four

sources of support. The majority of teens (62 percent) reported having

a close friend who was either pregnant or already a mother.

e Nearly three-fourths (71 percent) of the teens said they continued to
see the baby's father, often on a daily basis. Among women with
babies, the fatiers were  typically in contact with their children
several times a_week or more. The fathérs' average age was 20.8.
About one-third (35 percent) of these men were working, and’ another 25
percent were still in school.

-xili- - T
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Home Environment | .

Most of the girls.came from home backgrounds that many would view as °
disadvantaged. Most respondents .continued to 1ive with their mothers, who
provided assistance during their young parenthood:

o The majority of respondents (68 percent) had grown up tn a household
headed up by ‘the mother. Fewer than 20 percent had been raised in a
f:g}}y with both parents present. Respondents had, on average, 5.2
s ngs. .

o At the time of the interview, most teens were still 1iving at home:
a full 72 percent said they were livingn}p a household that included
the mother. Only a handful of responderfs were 1iving alone or with
their child only:(2 percent). On average, & total of 5.6 persons
w$re 1iving in the respondents' households at the time of the inter-
view. . :

o The respondents' families typically had modest educational attainments
and multiple instances of teenage pregnancy. Fewer than half of the
girls reported that their mothers (33 percent) or fathers (24 percent)
had completed high schookfor a GED program. ~About three out of every
four girls said that their mothers had been teenage parents; among those
4espondents whose sisters had children, 90 percent had become an aunt
while the sisters were still in their teens. ' :

;

e The most commonly cited sources of economic supbort" were AFDC, food
stamps and WIC. The majority of: respondents (67 percent) said that
their monthly household income from all sources was under $600.

‘Based on this profiIe: it is clear that these teens represent a target
of concern for social intervention. These young women are disadvantaged
economically and educationally; many are at risk to an early repeat pregnancy;
and many have not used the services that they feel are needed. Their long- '
term prospects for economic si{f-sufficiency do not seem promisingl"The
trajectories that they are on appear to need "redirecting.”

H4
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o e : ~ CHAPTER I -~
e roject Redirection s a nationaI demonstration of a program model for
. ‘serv1ces for low=income teenage»nothers and pregnant teens. The design ane

. '1mp1emen ation of this program were in response to growing social concern
NN about ‘the’ costs--ind1v1dua1 and sooiatal--of teenaga parenthood. The
' program represents an effort to rodirecp the 1ives of young women whose
-"life. script * without 1ntervention might 1nvo1ve early repeat preg- "
“nancies, curtail education, 4imited emponment options. and welfare
dependenoy. 3

° The success of roject Redirection is being examined from severa1
perspectives. The American Institutes for Research is performing the .
~ impact analysis portion of the evaluation. The impact analysis focuses on
the extent to which participation in the program results in favorable L
outéomes to the teenage girls. This report presents the data from the -

Al

baseline survey. ‘ N | | o S

L 'A;' Background of the ProbIem . _ Ap

Q.

. Teenage parenthood is by no means a new social phenomenon. Histor- -
ically, women have tended to begin their childbearing during their teens
: and early twenties. In fact, even during the past two decades the teenage. .
birth rate has declined. ~In the Tate 1950s,'90 out of 1000 women under 20
gave birth as compared with 52 out of 1000 in 1978 (Woen's Bureau, 1979; " - .
Alan Guttmacher Institute (AGI), '1981).. Several factors.contribute to the. ;o
~gurrent attention focused on teenage pregnancy and parenthood. First, -
.\J;‘ there is current1y a large number of young women in the 13 to 19 age range, - ;
so that while: the birth rates are declining, the absolute number of
involved teenagers is increasing. Second, the declining birth rate is not
consistent for all teenagers: .among those young'women aged 14 or younger,
the birth rate 1s'1ncreas1ng.: Third, these trends are occurring at a time .
when contraceptives are increasingly available to teenagers as a means of .
" avoiding unwantedjpregnanoy. E@yrtn; the evidence document ing tne unfavor-

1 A\
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able consegdences of’teenage parenthood hes'continued to mountf1 Finally,
there is an unm{stakable and dramatic trend away from teenagers giving
their children up for adoption. Thus, the magnitude of the problem,
together with its perceived costs and avoidability, have fpombined to make
teenage pregnancy and parenthood a national social issue.

According to figures re1eased in 1978, approximater 1.1 million
American teenagers aged "15 t0 19 give birth, obtain abortions, or have a
miscarriage or stillbirth each year.2 This represents nearly 10 percent of
the teenage women 1n this age group. An additional 36 000 girls under the
age of 15 become pregnant each year (National Center for Health Statistics )
(NCHS), 1976; 1978). ~Two-thirds of the pregnancies to 15- to 19-year-olds

~ result in 1ive births, -and of. these 600,000 births, 21 percent are out\of_
) wed1pck (NCHS, 1976, 1978)" Looked at from the point of view of the larger
society, approximater one out of every five babies born in the United
States is born to a teenage mother. It has been esiimated that, if current
rates prevail, about 4 out of 10 of today's 14 year old girls will have -
experienced at least one pregnancy before they reach 20, and 1 in § will
" have had one or more pregnancies by age 18 (Tietze, 1978).

During the 1960's and 1970's programs serving the various needs of
'teenage parents developed throughout the nation.” Most Of\these programs
have a specific focus, such as the provision of prenataI or postnata1
medical care. Information on the number of such programs, cheir client
load, and the services they provide is only now being gathered and
analyzed. Even in the absence of. concrete figures, it is clear that a
substantial number of resources for this group does exist. For exampIe,L}
"

1}?e consequences of early childbearing are discussed in detail in Chapter

2The U.S. has a higher rate of teenage childbirth than any other developed
ccuntry: in the mid 1970s, the U.S. rate was 52 ner 1000 teens, compared
with 3 per 1000 in Japan, 23 per 1000 in France, and 32 per 1000 in the
United Kingdom (AGI, 1981). .

2 28
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AlIR's 1978 study of service provision to this target group in Boston

. revealed that over 50 agencies were providing a variety of services

relating to teenage pregnancy and parenting. (Cannon-Bonventre and Kahn,
1979)

. ‘
Despite the fact that there is considerable social interyention on

‘behalf of the teen parent population, there seems to be a general consensus
that current programs and services are inadequate--not necessarily because
there are not enough of them; but becaus> those that exist do not deliver a
fuld range of needed services to the majority of teenagers in need. In
some communities there is overlap ‘and dupiication among service providers
(and perhaps even competition for clients), while in others few or no .
services are available.: Scarcity”of services is particularly apparent in
rural and suburban areas. NACSAP, which conducted a survey of 50 agencies
" in 1977, found that 'the pattern of services is at best a’ patchwork quilt’
with very few comprehensive programs in place largely because essential
services .are efther not available or ‘are virtually inaccessible to those in
need" (Forbush, 1978, p.92) Thus, in 1°.4, the biggest unmet need for
services to teen parents appeared to ve pro - ams that offer comprehensive
services to teens during pregnancy and early parenthood.

B. Overview of ﬁroject Redirection

Project Redirection s a national demonstration of a particular model
of service delivéry for teenage women who are pregnant or already have
children. It is a:comprehensive program that is designed to provide for a
wide range of client needs. Project Redirection serves a well-defined
population-of teenagers. To be eligible for enroliment, 2 young woman must
be: ' ’ '

e 17 years old or younger;
¢ pregnant or a mother;

e receiving welfare on her own grant or a member of a family
receiving weifare. and

o without a high school diploma or a GED certificate.

-3
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In addition to these basic criteria, each of the agencies operating a

program under Prdject.Redirection has specific geographic residéncy
requirements. Ser |

grojeCt Redirection as a ser§1ce model is being operated as a pilot
program in four cities under the management of Manpower Demonstration
'Research Corporation.(MORC). The program is jointly funded by the U.S.
Department of Labor, WIN, and the Ford Foundation. In New York City, the
program is offered. to residents of Central Harlem by the Harlem YMCA. In
Boston, the program is con&dctedmhy E1 Centro del Cardenal, or Cardinal
Cushing Center for the Spanish-speakihﬁl’ Founded in 1958 by the Catholic
church, this organization is a multi-service center serving the Hispanic,
‘largely Puerto Riéan. population of Boston. The two western sites of |

- Project Redirection are Phoenix and Riverside, California. In Phoenix it .

7; | is operated hy Chicanos Por La Causa, a primarily-Chicano community

development corporation. The target area for the program is South Phoenix.

The Children's Home Society is the agenqi offering this program to the -
residents of Riverside and its environs.

At the time the data were colfected for this report a Detroit Project

. Redirection program was also underway, where it was operated by the Detroit |
' Urban League.” Because of management difficulties, Detroit was dropped from

}the national Project Redirection demonstration in the. fall of 1981, but’
\1nformatioh on its enrolled teens is included in this report. The

Riverside program, on the other hand, had started operations only a short

"iwhile prior to the collection of these data, so data from that site are not

Iused in this report.

-

As defined by MORC, the goal of Project Redirection is to:provide the
clients "with a program of services and activities in support of continued
schooling, the devélopnent of marketable skills, acceptance and use of
needed health care and social services, and planning for eventual employ-
ment and self-sufficiency." Although there is some flexibifity to the
Project Redirection guidelines to allow for the differences among the

sponsoring agencies, there are clear requirements about basic project
components needed to meet this goal.
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Two of these components distisfuish Project Redirection from other
comprehensive programs: that exist for teenage nothers and mothers-to-be.
----One-of these 1§ the utiiization of connunigy women as primary supports to -
the clients. Upon enroliment, each participant is assigned to a community L

woman, with whom she is to meet on a weekly basis througnout her term in

the program. Drawn from the lotai community, these women are available to
their clents, and where appropriate, the. c1ient s fanily. to help. each girl
clarify and move toward her individual goals. Community women and parti-
cipants take part in a range of activities from talkina, to shopping, to
visiting schools or clinics together. The community woman's role 1ies
somewhere- between surrogate mother and para-professional caseworker. The
expectation is that the individuai attention wi11 increase the program's.

success in retaining participants and heiping them define and meet their - N
needs. : . : : - &

The second specia1 feature of Project Redirection is.a link with the l

Sy S e o .
et e S E e S N YT

ocal Work Incentive. Program (HIN) In several cities, WIN has stationed a
local SAU worker at the Redirection site. The overall goal of the WIN |
program is to help welfare recipients become employed. Given the age of
Redirection participants, promoting ultimate employability rather than

immediate employment is the major task.

i B &

The 1inkage with WIN and the use of community women are two features
f Redirection that augment the comprehensiveness of the program. The
service components of Project Redirection include:

¢ a variety of options for continued schooling;

o employability services to introduce participants to the range of
possible vocations, aid-them in the development of marketable
skills, and prepare them to find and retain appropriate jobs;

o links to all necessary forms of health care;

o education in early childhood development parenting skills;

¢ birth control and family pianning counseling;

e individual counseling;

o
b
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‘o life nonegenent skilis sucn as nutrition educetion, basic bud-
geting, etc. and - -,

® group recreational activities, including sone,designed to invoive
other nelbers,of the family.

Altnougn an these components. are offered, there is no Redirection ‘

_standerd Tor how much time a téen must spend in each component. Each

participant, working with her counselor and connnnity woman, deveiops an
Individual Participetion Plan (IPP). This IPP outlines her plans for ,
schooling and cniid care, how and when she will utiiize porticuier service
components, and social activities designed to increase her attachment to-
and use of Progect Redirection as a whole. |

In sunnery, Ject Redirection is a conprenensive service program for

young welfare-dependent teenage lotners. generally designed to prepare the

participants for .eventual economic self-sufficiency. The program intro-
‘duces two distinctive features, ¢ onnnnity women and a WIN linkage. The -

program is being piioted in four sites ecross the countny.

C. The Impact Analysis of Project Redirection

The ouerell goal of the {mpact eneiysis is to deternine unether
participation in Project Redirection’ results in favorable outcomes for teen
mothers. The general hypothesis to be‘tested ney be expressed as follows:

Pregnant girls and teenege notners who participate, in the

Project Redirection programs will experience better

educational, employment-related, health and contraceptive

outcomes then those who do not perticipate.

This hypothesis will be tested by means of a research design and
analytic strategy that are described in Chapter 11. Houever, it must be
recognized ut the outset that borriers to denonstrating impact are 1ikely
to emerge. One such barrier {is the possibility that selection bias could
distort the findings, as discussed at length in the second chapter, But
methodological rigor is not the only difficulty. The fact is that the
program will, at the point when impact is assessed, be a reletively young
endeavor. This means that not only will exposure. to the program be
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' "re1ative1y brief, but also that the program wi11 probabiy just be over-
,ooming the start-up difficulties that typicaliy develop in new social
interventions. The impact anaiysis would; therefore, be doing a disservice
to a potentially promising approach by focusing exc1usive1y on aggregated -
outcomes without also examining some program elements or client subgroups
for evidence of success. . Thus, the analyses will also explore factors con-
tributing to successfu1 (or unsuccessfu1) program operation.

Because the range of behaviors, values, attitudes and characteristics'
that are of interest in a broad social program such as Progmut Redirection
is vast, it is conceptua11y and ana1ytica11y useful to put the issues
raised by the program fHEB a broader context. Tne conceptual framework
that AIR has found generally useful in analyzing the problems of disad- .
vantaged populations is based upon*the construct of "investment.” Invest- -
ments.are. behaviors that ‘represent an expenditure -of time, money, energy or
other resources that is motivated by the prospects of 1arger returns

sometife in the future.?

. The key elements of an investment are that it’is voluntary, it is
future-oriented; and the anticipated return is in the form of some profit
or pay-off. Behaviors that are mandated do not constitute personal
investments. A person must choose to "risk" resources in order for.a true
investment to occur. The future orientation ie critical because the
outcomes of investing may not manifest“themseives for months, or even
years. Thus, investment requires willingness to defer gratification.
Finally, an investment connotes the expectation that there will be a profit
or return at some point in the future.

.30ur investment construct:is similar to the one used in economic models of
. human capital accumulation. The AIR construct is somewhat broader in that

" it is less specifically focused on direct monetary returns. .In both cases,
going to school and getting on-the-job training are investments. But the
AIR notion of personal investment includes activities such as acquiring -
practical skills to 1imit one's dependence on mechanics or plumbers; it
includes garticipation in a neighborhood action group that is trying to
improve the amenities that the environment affords. In the present study,
it includes spending energy and money on contraceptives to avoid an early
repeat pregnancy.
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Project Redirection, in a broad sense, is designed to get teenage
mothers to make fnvestments in themselves. Virtually all of the program's
objectives can be 1nterpreted either as promoting personal investments,
promoting conditions that facilitate investments, or removing barriers to
making them. The impact analysis will examine the extent to which the
programs have been successful in attaining this goal.

The impact analysis is built upon a framework that assumes that (a)
the long-range outcomes of. the program (i.e., the "pay-offs" from invest-
ments) are going to be achieved in a sequential series of steps spanning a
considerable period of time; an& (b) the appropriate measures of success
focus on whether the program is affecting the early outcomes. Under these
assumptions, it can be inferred that a successful program would set in
motion a sequence of events or conditions whereby the program would: . .

¢ provide the services that the program was set up to provide, and
thereby:

o affect values, knowledge, aspirations and motivations, and in so
doing, (under appropriate circumstances)

¢ produce investment behaviors that lead to the desired long-run
economic returns and personal satisfaction outcomes.

Ultimately, after the second wave of data collection, the impact
analysis will assess the extent to which the program has made accomplish-
ments in the ftrsf two categories, and, to a more modest extent, in the
third one. Atfthe present time we only have baseline (pre-treatment) data.
Nevertheless, we can begin to use our conceptual framework to get a profile
of where these girls stand now with respect to the desired outcomes. More

specifically, we Can‘use the first-wave data to answer such questions as
the following:

o Are these young mothers making investments in themselves now? Do
" these teens represent a population that needs to be "redirected”
into making personal investments?

o What kind of resources do these girls bring with them in terms of
knowledge and motivation?

o To what extent do teens currently utilize the services they need?

8
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o To what extent are these girls handicapped (or supported) in
relation to their investment capacities by their home environment?

We have defined three categories of variables to be exanined in this U
report: ‘investment behaviors, enabling factors, and incoming assets. In ‘E
. the category of investnent behaviors we have included measures of educa- | b
tional progress. Job experience variables; and'avoidance of repeat. preg-
hancies (including contraceptive utilization). Enabligg;factors, which we
view as intermediary outcomes upon which the program can impact, include
. the following: measures of Job readiness, goals and aspirations; knowledge
of and access to birth control. psychologfcal factors; service utilization
_patterns. and health status. The third category, incoming_assets or
11abilities includes characteristics that the program presumably cannot
affect directly but which; nevertheless. could constrain or facilitate
investments. This category includes hone environment variables° support *
network conditions; and economic status.. | '

23]

D. The lnterin Report

As indicated above. the purpose of this report is to sumnarize the - ‘ o
findings obtained in ‘baseline interviews with a sample of Prﬁ;ect Redi rec- o
tion participants and a sanple of comparison subjects. The research design
for the overall inpact analysis is described_in the next chapter.

5

The third chapter examines the data from the baseline survey from a
substantive point of view. That'is. the data are analyzed so as to shed
1ight on pre-program investment behaviors, enabling factors, and incoming
assets (see section C above). Except in the introduction to Chapter III,
which describes the basic demographic characterisics of the sample, the
data are aggregated across sites and across experinental and comparison
groups. Our purpose here is to provide _some answers to the questions posed
- above for the group as a whole, in order to look at the fit between the
program's objectives and the need for the program's service in"the popu-
lation at hand. 1In other words, we are examining here the basis for the
Project Redirection rationale.
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The final chapter of this report summari{zes the findings and discusses
the1r implications. Particular attentton is paid to the nature of the

service needs—of'th*s—pupnitt*on~and_re%evant“progran—enphases———

Both group and site differences are explored in the technical appen-
dix, Appendi x A. The primary focus of this appendix {s methodological.
Patterns of group and site differences are exanined to address such issues
as the magnitude of pre-treatuent group differences and problems posed by
such differences; the adequacy of the site-matching strategy; and the

- appropriateness of aggregating across sites. Appendix B includes supple-

mentary tables.
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y o CHAPTER I1
. - Impact Analysis Research Design

A. Overview

The design used to assess theuimpact of'ggoject'kedirection is a
pretest/posttest quasi-experimental design with a nonequivalent (i.e.,
nonrandomly assigned) comparison group. The po§sib111ty of 1mp1ement1ng an
experimenta] design,uas fhvestigated prior to the collection of data. For
various reasons. randomization was viewed as unfeasible in all of. the
sites. The enroliment numbers during the first 6 months of program .
operation indicate that the design decision was -appropriate: theﬁ]ow

~. number of recruits has made it impossible for _programs to meet their
‘initial quotas and random assignment of recruits to a no-treatment status

would have 1owered enroliments even further. , e
Data were col]ected’from a sample of participants in the five
Redirectton sites (Boston, New York, Detroit East, Phoenix and Riverside)
and from teens meeting the Redirection el1gibility criteria and living in
coﬁmunities matched to the program sites (Hartford, Bedford-Sthyvesant-
Brooklyn, Detroit West, San Antonio and Fresno). Each subject was admin-
istered a baseline interview during the fall and winter of 1980/1981.

' Redirection participants were interviewed shortly after enrol]ing in the

1 were 1nterv1ewed as soon as an interview could bé scheduled. Comphrison

respondents were referred to us by various soc1a1 service agencies that had
ayreed to cooperate with us in this study.
»
The research design calls for two follow-up interviews, scheduled
12 and 24 months following the baseline interview. The first follow-up
interviews began in early falt of 1981. This volume reports on the first

4The mean number of days between enroliment and the interview was 64.2.
The goal of administering the baseline interview within the first 45 days
of enrollment was not always met, due to a number of factors. The effects

g: txe delayed interviews on the impact analysis are discussed in A Appen-
X A, }

1
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wa&e of data collection, aTthohgh methodological issues regarding the
overall evalyation are reviewed. -

The sample for the impact analysis consists of 250 participants and
264 comparison subjécts.s Table 2.1 shows the distribution of respondents
by site. The demographic characteristics: of the sample are described in
Chapter III. . ~ - - o

-

The interviews were desibned“;o gather baseline information about the
respondents' 1iving situation, education, emp]oynent.'pregnancy and
" parenting experience, con’racéption; aspirations, supports, and service’
utilization. The majority of respondents were interviewed either in their
own homes or in the agencies that served them. The baseline intérviews
required approximately 60-90 minutes to administer.

B. Specié] Desigp Issues Relating to Selection Bias

In quasi-experimental designs with nonrandomized treatment and
comparison groups 1ike that of Project Redirection, attempts to assess the
impact of a treatment program are often complicated by pre-existing differ-
ences between the groups to be compared. Any 1ﬁit1a1-nonequ1va1ence |
between groups résuiting from the uncontrolled, nonrandom manner in which
subjects age assigned to groups mayy result in selection bias. Speci-

fically, selection bias refers-to the difference ih-the mean outcome scores.
for the treatment and comparison groups that would have been obserJ;d in
the absence of the treatment intervention. Since treatment effect esti-
mates reflect both the impact of the program and selection bias, this bias
.will distort assessments of the true effect of a treatment program. -If
subjects in the treatment group would have achieved more favorable outcomes
than those in the comparison group without the benefit of treatment, then a

5The final sample differs somewhat from the original sampling design due to
difficulties in recruiting the called-for number of participants in Boston
and New York by February 28. The Riverside site was added to the program
late, and therefore data from that site are not included in this report.
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SAMPLE FOR IMPACT ANALYSIS AT BASELINE

 TABLE 2.1

 Number

,Correspoﬁding

" Number

{

- Experimental _ ,
_Sites inSample  |Comparison Site| . in Sample
Boston " 36 " Hartford 35
Harlem 56 Bedford- 62
Stuyvesant
Detroit East 69 Detroit West "8
Phoenix _89 San Antonio 89
Total in Exper- 'Total in Com-
imental Sites 250 parison Sites

264

SOURCE: Tabulations from AIR baseline interviews with

Project Redire;gion participants and comparison group members.

[

’
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" positive ei)z;tion bias will be present, making-the ﬁfogram appear more fé
effective fhan it réally 1s. If, on the other hand, the mean outcome for A
the comparison group would haye been more favorable if treatment was
withheId from members of the treatment group, a negative selection bias™
. will arise, making the program appear 1ess effective than it rea11y is. °\\

Because we do not_know the outcomes that would have occurred for !
experimental group members if the treatment had been withheld, the degree -
of selection bias present in a given evaluation cannot be reliably deter- -
mined. However, ‘there are two ways to minimize the threat of selection
bias: by desjgn and by statistical control. .

PCOTA TIPS
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Hhen subjects cannot be- randome assigned to groups Yhe potential for. -
4 selection bias can be greatly diminished by deliberately forming treatment
and comparison groups that are a§\similar as possible. ln designing
Project Redirection, several strategies for minimizing group differences
were adopted, and plans for introducing ana1yt1c controls have been
developed. These procedures, are described below.

Tk v

1. _Comparison Site Selection | | E
) “ . . : 0
The similarity of the experimental and comparison groups is dependent,
at 1east in part, on the similarity of the environments from which the
| subJects are drawn and the opportunities those environments afford the
\\target population. Therefore, in selecting the comparisop sites, attention
wgs paid to matching key characteristics of the experimental and compargdson

sites. © , .
§ o

‘1deally, comparison subjects would have been selected from the same
community as the program partd¥ipants. This strategy would clearly
maximize similarities in terms of local policies, services, employment
opportunities, costs of 1iving, racial/ethnic attitydes, racial compo-
sition, and so on. On the other hand, this’ approach could introduce
serious bias since non-participating teens would most Iikely have selected |
themselves out of the program, and might differ substantially from partiei-

pants in terms of, say, motivation. or need for external assistance.
A



]

The strategy adopted, therefore, was to select as a comparison site a

. neighboring community, or, if this was inappropriate or urfeasibIe a
. community in a different Ioca1e whose characteristics could be matched to

important characteristics of the Redirection community. In all cases,

however, geographic similarity/proximity was used as the first screen in - : .
identifying potential comparison sites. Beyond geographic locale, three i
sets of criteria were considered in selecting comparison sites: (1)
sociodemographic composition of the population; (2) avai1abi1ity of

“sufficient_numbers of eligible subjects; ‘and: (3) pattern of service
~delivery to the target population.

T |

With respect to sociodemographic characteristics, potential comparison
sites were matched to each experimental site in terms of the following:
total population size, population density, ethnic composition, median per
capita income; percent below porerty ievei, and percent receiying AFDC.
The most important factors were those directly related to program charac- vS?k
teristics, namely ethnicity and socioeconomic variables. Because the
Redirection programs are situated in communities serving clearly identified

ethnic’ groups’ (blacks in Harlem and Detroit, Hispanics ih Boston, Hispanics
, and b1acks in Phoenix, and whites in Riverside), comparison sites were

needed with ‘an ethnic composition similar to that in the program sites.
Similarly, since the e1igibi1ity criteria for the program include receipt K
of AFDC (or low family income), it was necessary to select- comparison sites
that were not predominant1y affluent or midd1e class. After matching for o
these characteristics other sociodemographic characteristics of the sites . e
were used to further improve the match. A summary of the sociodeMographi
characteristics for the pairs of matched sites ‘is presepteﬁ in Table 2.¢.
The. second important criterion in se1ectin§\a comparison site was the
availability of sufficient numbers of eligibile teens. Birth data for.
teenage:s were obtained (by race and age where possible) for sites that
were considered an appropriate match based on the sociodemographic c¢ri-
teria. A formula was used to project the size of the eligible pool of °
teens (inc1uding both preynant teens and teen parents). Comparison o
communities were selected only if their estimated pools were at east as .

‘. .
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- TLE 2.2 _
" SUNWAY OF SELECTED SOCICODNOSMPWIC CHAMCTERISTICS OF MATOHED KAPERINENTAL AND CNPARISON SITES

. -~ Selected \ : Oetroft .
Charscteristic § Bostow | Fretno
. vy Tota} Popula- _ ' L
h £% ok 03,728 w  Jeam? 150,012 176, 520"
Density per ' )
Square. 1 1 1 1 1
i 13,842 " 2,477 29%°] 212'| 393
Percent Slack® | mof 5.0 a7 11§ sae (X
Parcentmispentd]  2.80 w § ouel] a2t | 2| ne!
Percent Ihite® | w0 w fanst| nt] ns| s
Per Copita Inconll  4,1671 121 sl sl ened| eam!
Percentof Fami-| :
ll? Selow Pover ) 1 3 1 1
ty RN X s8] st} ssl] a2
R Percent onAFDC | 10.14 ILXLE BERLEEENLE BRXLY B XL
e:zg-c::lrm - '
] giole
A el 16210 1,04 130 1 704) 1 00M8] 216 | nele

O sounct:  Wnited States Buress of the Conses, Coupty god Cigy Dty faak, 1377 (s statisticad sbstract
supplement), Nashington, OC: United States nting ce . -
Znew York City Department of City Plasaing, Personal Commmication, June 1980,

' ’ »  Prefile Package for Data Presentation Aress;
City of Detroit Planning rimeat, nation Division, Nerch 1979,

+ Ycomomvenith of Mass , Oopartasat of Public Helfare, Mesasrch dnd Statfstics Office,
Parsonal Communication, Janwary 1962. ' .

v smmw. Ogpartment of Income Maintenance, Research and Statistics Umit.
‘ J 1980 ‘m:m Department of Ecomomic Security, Labor Market Informetien, Persems] Commnication,
une . .
Y Tsan Antonte o-nmm of Humsn Rasosrces, Persone] Commmication, Juns 1900.

.Clu of Riverside Department of Soclal Services, Nelfare Assistance Adwinistration, Persomal
Communication, December 1980, . 5

ber 1980 " resno County Departagnt-of-Soela) Services, Program Mensger, Persenal Commmication, Oecem-
r . . t

100qssachusetts Public Health Department, Office of Vital Statistics. ~Data are for 1978,
Personal Communication, June 1980.

connecticut Department of Health, Office of Vital Statistics. Oats are for 1979, Personsl
Communication, June 1980. :

i York City Health Department, Bureas of Vital Statistics. Data sre for 1979, Persons!
Communication, June 1980, -

3¢ty of Detrett Department of Pubdic Health, Office of ¥ital Statistics. Deta are for 1978,
Personal Commmication, June 1980. . . v

Warizona Health Departmeat, Vital.Recerds. Data sre fer 1979, Persens]! Commmication, June 1960,
1870xas Department of Nealth, Vital Statistic Sraach. Oata are for 1979, Persons] Communication,
June 1980, .

16ca11fornta Oepartaent of Health, Center for Nealth Statistics. Data are for 1978, Persomsl
Communication, December 1900. .

MOTES: *Ine information provided 1s for 1978, except as otherwise indicated. N
Brhe information provided 1s for 1974, excest as otherwise indicated.
CIhe information provided 1s for 1970, excest as otherwise indicated.

‘m estimates used birth rate informetion from each site for the most recont yuar available.
The formula used varied somewhat from site to site, since soms sites were only able to provide information for
a1l teenagers, rather than for specific ages. In tome cases, informstion was unavailabla for ethaic subgroups.
basic approach was to estimate Ms’}&u 490 17 who had given or were going to give birth, for the tar-
get ethnic group, who were eligible for .

*MAY = Information not available

fWAP =« information not spplicable for this site
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large as.(and preferably larger than) those of the corresponding program

| sites, and {f those pools included a sufficient numbei of teens with
appropriate racial and socioeconomic characteristics. Table 2.2 presents
the estimated number of eligible teens in the experimental and comparison
sites.

The final criterion 1nv01ved a consideration ‘of available services in
comparison communities. The configuration of avaiIable services for teen
mothers/pregnant teens was matched as closely as possible to the service
configuration in the corresponding program sites before Redirection was
established. DetaiIed information about programs and seryices available in

potential comparison sites was" obtained by teIephone fnterviews with
service providers in the various sites.

®

Thus, the comparison sites were selected in such a way as to’mioimize
pre-treatment differences'between“the experimental and comparison groups.

Sites were matched in terms of region, sdciodéhographic characteristics, C ¥
size of the pool of eligible teens, and service configuration in the
community. ' '

2. Recruitment of Subjects
Efforts were made to recruit comparison subjects in a manner analagous
. ‘to the recruitment of Redirection participants. The assumptioo:underIxing
_ this strategy was that, in any given community, there are individual -
differences in service receipt that are related to outcomes. Some teens
are more integrated into the social services network in their community
than others, and this integration could affect employment and education
options knowledge about birth control, and so on. For this reason,
comparison teens were not randomly selected from birth records or from
households. Instead, the principal means of recruitment was through
referrals from comtunity agencies (hospitals, schools, social service
‘ agencies, WIC programs, welfare agencies) and word-of-mouth referrals from
) the comparison teens. This procedure paralleled the recruitment efforts of
the Redirection programs.

17
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Our recruitment strategy probably has validity on another basis. Few
teen parents are totally unconnected with the service delivery system.
Redirection participants are not being compared with a "no-treatment”

- group; indeed, it would probably prove impossible to identify such teens. -
‘The research question is whether participation in this particular program
improves the-outcomes for teen mothers, compared to what their outcomes
would have been if they were not in the program (and tnerefore~getting‘some‘ f :
- services elsewhere). It therefore seems justifiable to recruit teens from | //,///?
other service providers. - : - o 8

3. _Screening

Agencies cooperating with us in the comparison sites differed with
regard to their. method .of providing us with potential respondents. - Some
agencies provided us with 1ists of names, while dthers screened girls and
obtained consent forms. Whatever the method used, interviewers routinely. .
screened referrais to ascertain their age. welfare status, and parity prior
t) scheduling an\ep_ointment thereby guaranteeing. that the comparison '
subjects were comparable to the participants in terms of basic eligibility
criteria.

4. Matching

A\

. Pair-matching was not considered desirable or practical for this
study, particularly since there wene concenns about the size of the pool of
eligible teens in each site. Nevertheless, efforts were also made to . '
"balance" or approximately match experimental and comparison subjects in
terms of age, parity and ethnicity. That is, similar proportions of teens
for different age groups (15 or under/16- 17) -parity statuses (pregnant/ |
. parent/pregnant and parent) and ethnic groups (black/Hispanic/white) were
recruited for each matched pair of sites. Although the size of the
eligible pool of teens typically made it impossible to achieve a perfect
match, this procedure prevented extreme skewness in the distribution of
characteristics of treatment and comparison subjects. The success of our
efforts to balance the groups is reviewed in Appendix A.

18
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6. - Data Analysis

While the recruitment strategy minimizes the poténtial for systematic
group differences, some degres of selection bias is still 1ikely to be
- -present prior to the implementation of the project. Since we cannot know

whether comparison group outcomes are an accurate proxy for those outcomes
that would have occurred for Redirection women if they had not received
services, there is no way to rel fably ascertain “he degree of selection ;
bias present in any particular anaIysis. Our analysis strategy will - "'ﬁ
therefore utilize two different analytic procedures--analysis of covariance :
and selection modeling--to evaluate program impact. Both methods are ‘ .
designed to correct for bias. In addition, the use of different techniques o

( allows us to compare research results. If minimal selection bias remains o
following statistical adjustments, estimates of the project's impact. '
obtained from these two procedures should be similar. If, on the other

~ hand, the resulting estimates are widely divergent, it is less 1ikely that
group differences have been properly accounted for. In either case, the
interpretation of program effects will be enhanced by the comparison of the
results of different analytic procedures.

The first technique, gnalysis of covariance (ANCOVA) is the most
widely utilized analytic technique in quasi-experimental designs. - ANCOVA
is typically employed to statistically adjust estimates of treatment effect
for known differences in the characteristics (covariates) of the groups
being compared. When employed in regression models for quasi-experiments,
covariates serve two purposes. First, covariates reduce error variance by
attributing a portion of the variation in the dependent variable to
exogenous factors. This decreases the standard error of regression

oeff1cients, producing more precise estimates of the effects of treatment.
Second, to the extent that selection differences are associated with

i specific exogenous‘Variables, covariates will also reduce or even eliminate
the selection bias present in the analysis. Thus, the use of covariates as
statistical controls not only increases the precision of treatment effect
estimates, but diminishes the bias in these estimates as well.

w45
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One of the potential shortcomings of ANCOVA is that the available
covariate information may not control for all relevant group differences
contributing to selection bias. If certain relevant factars remain
unmeasured or are not employed as covariates, then an ANCOVA will result in
only a partial adjustment for differences between groups, leaving some |
residual selection bias that will still produce over- or underestimates of
the’ true treatment effects. One alternative approach recently developed
by economists for the analysis of labor markets, suggests that more:
appropriate adjustments for selection bias can be made by modeling the .
selection process that segregates subjects into the treatment and com-
parison groups. This is the other maJor anaiytic procedure to be used in

the Project Redirection evaluation.

According to this approach if unobserved variables, s such as moti-
vation or abiiity, affect both the outcome of interest and the decision to
participate in a program, then group status is potentially endogenous with
respect to behaviorai outcomes. Since ordinary ledst squares (OGB)
estimators will generally be biased in this case, 2 tuo-stage estimation

.procedure is necessary. First, the selection process is modeled by

performing a max {mum 1ikelihood logit or probit analysis of the relation-
ship between'the group status dummy variables and factors hypothesized to
influence program participation. In the second stage, either an estimate
of the probability that a subject wi1l be in the treatment group or a
correction factor (the inverse of Mill's ratio) is inserted in the ANCOVA
el when estimating treatment effects. This procedure is designed to

. ye estimates of treatment effect of bias attributable to the endogeneity

of group status and behavioral ‘outcomes. Descriptions of this technique

' may be found in Maddala and Lee, 1976; Heckman, 1979; Barnow, Cain and

Goldberger, 1980; and Olsen, 1979.

In summary, the threat of selection bias has been addressed both by
features of the research design and by the data analysis strategy.

Procedures used to “identify comparison sites and subjects were designed to

enhance the comparabiiity of the experimental and comparison groups.

Existing differences will be further adjusted by the use of statistical

controls. '
20
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While these procedures may not entirer eliminate treatment and
comparison group differences, any residual selection bias is unlikely to be
of a magnitude that will alter substantive conclusions regarding the
benefits of the project. |
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e CHAPTER III :
Findings Releted to the Redirection Program Rationale”

This chapter focuses on the current status of our sample of teen
mothers and mothers-to-be with respect to their 'investment behaviors and
resources for investment. We have used the conceptual framework .described
in the introduction to organize the vast amounts of data collected in the
baseline surVey. The data from all eight sites have been aggregated since
the purpose of this chapter is to examine the teens' need for, and abiiity
to profit from, Project Redirection. We are examining here whether the
rationale for the program is justified on the basis of the pre-treatment
data. : :

‘The chapter has eight major sections. The first section describes the
major demographic characteristics of the sample. The remaining sections
describe the investment behaviors and resources of the sample with respect :

~ to education, employment, fertility and family planning, health, services K .E
and supports, psychoiogicai factors, and home environment. - | A

In the last seven sections differences within the sample that are .
attributable to major background characteristics (age, ethnicity, and ;
parenting status) are also discussed. For these anaiyses .2ge was cate-
gorized as 15 or under versus 16°or 17; ethnicity was categorized as
Hispanic or black; 7 and parenting»status was categorized as currentiy :
pregnant versus currently a parent.8 | _ ot

Q

SMarital status was not used as an independent variable for two reasons.
First, only a small number of girls had ever been married (N=38). Second,
marita1 status and ethnicity were highly correlated.

7when major intra-group differences were observed within the Hispanic group

(i.e., Chicanas and Puerto Ricans), a note of this is made in the text.

When such intra-Hispanic differences are not noted, either the differences

were not significant or the sample sizes for the particuiar variable were .
too small to perform a reliable statistical comparison. . ' ot

8Twenty-three respondents (4.5 percent) were pregnant mothers. Because
this group was so small, the data were combined, for most analyses, with
the data from the mothers group. However, when pregnancy was a reievant
attribute (e.g., in examining health variabies) this group was included
with the pregnant teens. -
e 48
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A. Demographic Characterjstics'df the Saggle

A total of 514 respondents comprise the baseliné sample: 250 Redirec-
tion participants and 264 comparison group members. JThis section of the
~ report provides a description of the demographic characteristics of the
sample including ethnicity, age, parity, number of children and marital
status.. Site-specific data are provide¢ in order to orient the reader to
the nature of the sample. | ' | |

1]

1. Race/Ethnicity

As_shown. in Table 3.1, the 0verwhelﬁ1ng majority of respondents were
either black (65.8 percent) or Hispanic (31.5 percent).g' Two factors
.account for this ethnic distribution. First, Riverside, the site expected
to recruit predominantly white respondents, was not far enough atong'in its
enroI]meht process to be included in this analysis. " Secondly, whereas
Phoenix had at one point anticipated recruiting up to one-third of their
respondents from the white community, in fact, fewer than 9 percent of
their early participants were white. San Antonio, the comparison match for
Phoenix, rec::ited even fewer whites. In al] crosstabulations dealing
directly wiva ethnicity, the three Native American subjects have been
removed from the total. Clearly three in a sample of 514 is too small to
tell us anything meaningful about Native American teenage mothers. While
all the tables presenting data by ethnicity do 1nc1ude,the data on whites,
we have omitted all references to the white teens in the text because of
the small number in this.subsampIe. Future reports will include data from .
the white respondents in Riverside and Fresno. ' |

The overwhelming majority of the sample was born in the continental
United States. This is true even for the Hispanic population with 71
percent reporting having been born here. Separating the Chicana respon-
dents from the Puerto Ricans, however, we find a noticeable difference. In
Boston and Hartford, the two Puerto Rican sites, the percentage born on the

gOf the Hispanics, 46.1 percent were Puerto Rican; 49.3 percent, Chicana;
and 4.6 percent categorized as "other."
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TABLE 3.1 - TN

'ETHNICITY OF PROJECT REDIRECTION PARTICIPANTS AND COMPARISON
, GROUP HEMBERS. BY SITE

Percentn e Distribution of Teens. b Ethnici
| | , . .Native EI‘ Ethnic
Site Hispanic - Black . White Americans | - GrougsF ,

Boston | w0 | o0 | 0.0 0.0  [100.0 (N=36)

Harlem 3.6 | 964 | 00 | 0.0 "[100:0(N=56)
East Detroit 0.0 | 100.0 | 0.0 0.0  [100.0 (N=69)
Phoentx 39.3 49.4 7.9 3.4 100.0 (N=89)

s

Number in Exper-

imental Sites [ 73 167 7. |3 250

Hartford | 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 (N=35)

Bedford- ’ : | ‘ o ’ 32
Stuyvesant 3.2 9.8 | 0.0 0.9 100.0 (N=62)

West Detroit 0.0 - 100.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 (N=78) .

san Antonio 56.2 39.3 | 4.5 0.0 100.0 (N=89)

Number in Com- ' - )
parison Sites 87 - - 173 4 0 - 264 . r

Total Number : . :
of Respondents 160 340 n _ 3 ‘514

SOURCE: Tabu1ations from AIR base11ne interviews with Project
Redirection participants and comparison group-members.
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mainland was 30.6 percent and 51.7 perceht,lrespectiver; Of those
Hispanics not born within the continental United $tates; over half have
lived here five years or more. In terms of comfort with the English
language, 77.4 percent reported that they get along very well or pretty

well in English.

20' Age

The mean age of the aggregate sample was 15.9,.with a standard
deviation of 1.0. Thirty-one percent of the sample was 15 years old or .
younger, and the reﬁaining 69 percent were 16, 17, or 18. The ages fanged

~from 11 (one respondent) to 18 (two réspondents).lo '

Within the eight sites, there was considerable variation with respect
- to the age of teens recruited. The mean ages ranged from a low of 15.4 in
\ Boston to a high of 16.4 in Detroit West (F = 4.9, df = 7, 506, p <.0001).
The differences appear to be evén more'marked when one compares the
\, percentage of teens below vefsus at or above age 16 in the eight sites.
\ Jable 3.2 summarizes this information. Thus, in Boston, 52.8 percent of
the girls were in the younger age group, compared with 14.1 percent in
Detroit West. -

‘The Hispanic respondents tended to be younge§ than the black or white \
respondents in all four sites in which Hispanics were recruited in large
numbers. As shown in Table 3.3, 43.4 percent of the Hispanics were fifteen
or younger, while only 26 percent of the blacks were in the younger group.
The mean ages were 15.6 tor Hispanics and 16.1 for blacks (F = 7.42,
df = 1, 497, p <.0001).

Respondents in the experimental group were slightly younger (X =
15.86) than respondents in the comparison group (X = 16.02). This
difference was marginally significant (F = 2.8, df = 1, 512, p <.10).

10 /
Although Project Redirection eligibility requirements stipulated that

enrollees must by 17 years old or younger, two program sites (East Detroit
and Phoenix) each enrolled one 18 year old.
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TABLE 3.2

" AGE OF PROJECT REDIRECTION PARTICIPANTS
/AND COMPARISON GROUP MEMBERS AT BASELINE,* BY SITE

_Percenta Distribugion of Teens, by Age
15 Years or

Site or Yoynger | Years 01d® | A1l Ages
. Boston | 52.8 47.2. {100.0 (Ne36)
Harlem 19.6 80.3  [100.0 (N=56)

“East Detrojt L26.0 |+ 740  [100.0 (N69) -
Phoenix 41.5 58.4 - [100.0 (N=89)

" Number in Exper= - . e
mental Sites - 85 165 . 280
Hartford 40.0 60.0  |100.0 (Ne35)
Bedford- . A

‘Stuyvesant 27.4 ' 72,6 100.0- (N=62)
West Detroit 14.1 85.9 100.0 (N=78)
San Antonig 37 62.9 100.0 (N=89)
Number in Com- '
parison Sites 75 189 264
Total Number
of Respondents 160 354 © . 514

SOURCE :

Tabulations from AIR baseline 1nterviews with-

Project Redirection participants and comparison group

members.

NOTES:
rounding error.

The totals may not add to 100.0 percent due to

2Includes two 18-year-old respondents in the "

experimental sites.

§
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- TABLE 3.3 | v

L J

AGE GROUP. COMPOSITION OF PROJE&T REDIRECTION.PARTICIPANTS
AND COMPARISON ‘GROUP. MEMBERS AT BASELINE, BY ETHNICITY

.-

Tr‘.i‘ .. : :
- | Percentage niitributionﬂgf Teens, by Ethniei

| - ! — [ AN Efﬁn¥9
Age Group Hispanics Blacks Whites Groups

15 Years . | | |
or Younger 43.4 - 26.0 . 18.2 22.5

. v 2
S 16or 17, : ) s | |
" Years 01 | 56.6 |. 74.0 1.8 | 775

Total © | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 100.0

‘TotaI Number ' X C
of Respondents . 161 | - 339 11 1 511

SOURCE: Tabulations from AIR baseline interviews with
Project Redirection participants and comparisoq group members.

NOTES: The. totals may not add to 100.0 peréent~due to
rounding error. ; : ,

qIncludes two 18-year-olds.
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3. P . ' t
arentTngTStatus‘

‘wJhe original goal' .of the Redirection program was to have the parti-
cipant group divided evcnly between young women -who were expecting to
deliver their first child, and those who already had children Although -
there is.some variation hy site (see Table 3.4), the total sample came very
close to meeting this. goa1~ 49.8 percent were pregnant non-mothers, 45.7
percent were non-pregnant'mptners and 4.5 percent were pregnant mothers.’
Overall, 50 4 percent of tne .experimental group and 49.2 percent of thg
control group were pregnant n n-motners. - =

o L]

i Tne'refationship between parenting status'and age was.wnat one would
expect, with 61.9 percent of the_ls'years-and younger girls being pregnant
, non-mothers compared to'44.4 percent of the older girls. Given the
relationships between race and age, and between parity and age, it is not
surprising that 60.8 percent of the Hispanics were pregnant non—mothers, o
‘compared with 45.2 percent of the blacks.~ . R L

¥

As also would be eXpected givenethe age eligibility reduirement for
this program, only 6.2 percent of the sample had delivered more than one
child. There were 31 girls with two ¢ildren, and one girl with four
children. .The number of children varied a good deal by site (Table 3.5). )
Of course, a portion of this variation can be accounted. for by variation in BN
the age of the respondents. B

4. Marital Status

s

The vast majority of the sample (92.6 percent) was single. Among the . T
38 girls who had ever been married, 31.6 percent were either separated or -
divorced at the time of the interview. Despite their relative youth, the = . .
Hispanic respondents were the most l1ikely to have married. In fact, 17.4 o
'o percent of the Hispanics had married, compared with 2.7 percent of the
blacks and 9.1 percent (N-l) of the whites. The distribution of marital
status categoriei by site reflects these ethnic differences. Boston is an
" extreme example, with 25 percent of the participants in that site having
been married at some time. (See Table 3.6. )
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TABLE 3.4 -

PARENTING STATUS OF PRO?EC REDIRECTION PARTICIPANTS
AND COMPARISON GROUP MEMB%RS AY BASELINE, BY SITE

!

Percenta e Distributfun of Teens, b
: ‘ Pregnank | Pregnan
Site Nonparent Parent Parent Groups
‘Boston 69.4 25.0 5.6 [100.0 (N=36)
. . ? . !
Harlem 50.0 48.2 1.8 100.0 (N=56)
East Detroit 33.3 60.9. 5.8 1100.0 (N=69)
'Phoenix 56.2 39.3 4.5  ]100.0 (N=89)
'Numﬁer in Exper- ' _ _
imental Sitef N 126 113 11 250
. \b .
Hartford . 57.1 40.0 2.9 100.0 (N=}5)
Bedford-

Stuyvesant 71.0 - 27.4 1.6 1100.0 (N=62)
West Detroit 14.1 80.8 5.1 100.0 (N=78)
San Antonio- 61.8 31.5 6.7 '1100.0 (N=89) -
Rumber in Com-
parison Sites 130 . 122 12 264
Total Number .
of Respondents 256 235 23 514°

SOURCE :

Redirection participants and comparison group members.

NOTES:
error.

Tabulations from AIR baseline interviews with Project

The totals may not addlto 100.0 percent due to rounding

Parentin 'Status' |
ATl Parent1n§
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NUMBER OF CHILDREN OF PROJECT REDIRECTION PARTICIPANTS
AND COMPARISON GROUP MEMBERS AT BASELINE, BY SITE

TABLE 3.5

Percentage Distribution of Teens, bx N

0 or.

zsémm

Site Mo Chjldren One Child Ch11dren _

. Boston 69.4 30.6 0.0 100.0° (N=36)
Harlem '50.0 42.9 7.1 7 ']100.0 (N=56)
East Detroit 33.3 59.4 7.2 100.0 (N=69)
Phoenix 56.2 40.4 3.4 100.0 (N=89)
Number in Exper- :
imental.Sites 126 12 12
Hartford 57.1 25.7 17.1 100.0 (N=35)
Bedfard- .

Stuyvesant 71.0 27.4 1.6 100.0 (N=62)

West Detroit 14.1 73.1 12.8  [100.0 (N=78)

.San Antonio 61.8 34.8 3.4 100.0 (N=89)
Number in Com- _
parison ﬁites 130 114 20

\ f
__Total Number I e

- of Respondents 226 32

SOURCE: Tabulations from AIR baseline interviews with Project

Redirection participants and comparison group members.

NOTES: The totals may not add to 100.0 percent due to rounding error.
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TABLE 3.6

MARI#AL STATUS OF PROJECT REDiRECTION PARTICIPANTS
AND COMPARISON GROUP MEMBERS AT BASELINE, BY SITE

"‘ Percentage Distribution of Teens, by Marital Status f
. eparated | rita :
Site __Single Married or Divorced Groups ;
Boston 75,0 194 | 5.6 100.0 (N=36) -
Harlem 96.4 . 1.8 .| 1.8 |100.0 (N=56) :
“ast Detroit "~ 98.6 1.4 0.0  |100.0 (N=69) :
Phoenix : 98.9 1.1 0.0 100.0 (N=89) "
Number in Exper- | . | .
imental Sites 237 10 3. : 250
Hartford * 88.6 2.9 8.6 - [100.0 (N=35)
Bedford- o ' | |
Stuyvesant 98.4 1.6 - 0.0 100.0 (N=62)
West Detroit 97.4 | 1.3 1.3 100.0 (N=78)
San Antonio 79.8 14,6 5.6 100.0 (N=89)
Number in Com- N
parison Sites 239 16 | 9 264
Total Number -
of Respondents 476 26 12 - 514

SOURCE: Tabulations from AIR baseline interviews with Project
Redirection participants and comparison group members.

NOTES: The totals may not add to 100.0 percent due to rounding
error.,
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Age was unrelated to marital status in this sample:. 93.1 percent. of
the girls 15 and under were single compared with 92.4 percent of the older
girls. While one might have expected a higher proportion of older girls to
have been married, the absence of a relationship reflects the greater N
tendency of Hispanic girls (who were on the average younger) to have LA
married.. In fact, the average age at marriage among the Hispanics was |
14,9, compared with 15.8 for blacks.

In summary, respondents were predominantly black and Hispanic, and had
never becn marric&. The average age was just under 16 years old. The
sample was evenly divided in terms of parenthood: approximately half were
already mothers, and the other half were expecting to deliver a first -
child. ' ’

B. Findings Relating to Educational Outcomes

A successful school-to-work transition in our society is dependent
upon the individual's motivation and ability to assume a place in the adult
world of work. For the vast majority of entry-level jobs, emp10yers judge
both motivation and ability on their applicants' educational credentials.

A high sch001 diploma or GED certificate represents the minimum educational

attainment that many employers are willing to consider. Without a diploma,
individuals are handicapped in the market place. For example, in 1979 the
unemployment rate for dropouts (26.0 percent) was nearly double that for

high school graduc:es (15.0 percent) and the rate for female dropouts (36.6

percent) was higher than that for male dropouts (18.7 percent).’ (U.S.

Department of Labor, 1981.) In an economy such as our current one in which. . . .

- - youth unemploymant 7§ géneralty high, those without a dip10ma face even

stiffer competition for scarce jobs.

Encouraging young mothers to invest in their future economic security
by returning to and completing school has become an important social goal,
and a key objective of Project Redirection. Social concern about the
educational attaimment of young parents is well founded. Pregnancy is the
most commonly reported reason for dropping out of school among American
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females. There is also clear evidence that early childbearing is asso-
ciated with lower lifetime levels of educationaI attainment. For example,
Card and Wise (1978), using data from a large-scale longitudinal study of
high school students, found that women who delivered a baby before age 17

: comp1eted significantly fewer years of school than their peers who delayed
childbearing. Furthermore, there was a direct correlstion between a
woman's age at first birth. and amount of education at age 29 (r = .54).
Even after contr0111ng for academic ability, socioeconomic status, race,
and educationaI expectations 1n grade 9, young mothers were more.likely

~ than their classmates to have their education truncated at an early age.
Similar findings have been reported by other investigators (Bacon, 1974;
Foltz, et al., 1972; Coombs and Cooley, 1968; McLaughlin, 1977; Moore\and

Waite, 1977; Furstenberg, 1976; Presser, 1975, 1978; Stine,'gg.gl., 1%64).
- - ~ .
i
The most recent statistics available on teen parents_and educatio@
were released in a special publication by the Alan Guttmacher Institute
(AGI, 1981). According to this document, approximately 60 percent of all
teen mothers aged 18 have not completed high school, and over 40 percent of

19 year old teen mothers do not have a diploma.

In this sample, because of the teens' young age, there were no data
relating to high school completion, but our inte}view_did include a number
of important educational outcomes. In the first subsection below we
examine such educational investment behaviors as current educational

status, age/grade deficiencies, and in-school performance. In the second
subsection we review our findings with respect to an enabling- factor:

e aducat fonal aspirations.

l. Educational Investment Behaviors

The data from the Project Redirection baseline survey provide further
evidence that young mothers suffer educational handicaps compared to their
peers. Only slightly more than half (56 percent) of the girls were in
school or a GED program at the time of the interview, as shown in Table

33
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3.7 7.1‘ Black teens were substantfeIly more, likerlz to'neve been in school

(65.3 percent) than were Hispanic teens (39.0 percent). 13, Pregnant teens
~ who were about to become first-time parents were more 1ikely than mothers

a - to be in school. _ S , ' . : . \

Q@

Most of the girls wha had dropped out é% school said they planned to
return to sch001 (87.3 percent) and many (47 3 percent) planned to return
within one or two months of the interview. Hispanic girfk (18.6 percent)
were more 1ikely than girls from the other ethnic groups (less than 3
upercent) to say they had no plans to return to school, as indicated in
Table 3.8. First-time pregnant’ teens (83.3 percent) were somewhat less
1ikely to have plans to return to school ‘than the teens with a-baby {90.5 -
percent), but this djfference was not significant.” Among those with no
plann to return to school, caring for the baby was the most commonly _
reported reason (42.1 percent), a1though an additional 32 percent simply
stated that they did not want.to go back to school and 16 percent said they
preferred to work. |

As might be anticipated, pregnancy and caring for their newborn
infant were the most frequently cited reasons by the teens for dropping out
of school in the first place. These reasons accounted for over 50 percent

11The dropout rate of 43.4 percent for this sample is substantially higher
than that for all students. For example, in 1978, 1.5 percent of all
females aged 14-15 and 8.6 percent of those aged 16-17 had dropped out of
school (National Center for Education Statistics, 1980a). The drop out
rates were especially high.for Hispanic teens: 3.4 percent for 14-15 year
old girls and 12.2 percent for 16 17 Year 01d gir1s (Nationa1 Center for
Education.Statistics, 1980b). - e . e

12The data for the white teens are.presented in the tables primarily for
descriptive purposes: the subsample of whites is too small to draw firm
conclusions or to warrant discussion. It should be noted that, although
statistical tests were run for the three ethnic groups and the results
presented here, the same pattern of significant differences emerges in
comparisons between black and Hispanics only.

13The difference between the two major Hispanic groups was quite marked
with respect to school enroliment: 46.6 percent of the Chicanas and 27.8

percent of the Puerto Rican girls were currently enrolled at the time of
the interview (x% = 5.3, df = 1, p <.05).
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" TABLE 3.7

SCHOOL ENROLLMENT STATUS OF PROJECT REDIRECTION PA&TICiPANTS - e
AND COMPARISON GROUP" MEMBERS AT BASELINE, BY ETHNICITY . - oo
“ AND' PARENTING STATUS . .. e

1 Percenta e Distribution of Teens b School Status at Baseiinea
-Enrolled 1n School |Not Enro“ea in §c5m1

Group ~ .____at Baseline - at Baseline -__A11 Respondents
Ethnic Group * b : . - f | - _5
" Hispanic 39.9 61.0 ° ©100.0 (N=156) -,
Black - 65.3 34.7 .1 100.0 (N=337) - foE
White . 36.4 63.6 - - 100.0 (N+ 11)- - 4
AN Ethnic | - - o
.Groups " - 56.6 . 43.4 100.0 (N=502) .
Total Number ‘ : | | :
of Respondents . 284 - . 28 - 502 - :
Parenting Group : : . o o
" Pregnant Teens 61.0 39.0 100.0 iN=249 o
Mothers 52.0 48.0 100.0 (N=256

Both Parent- L : : \

Total Number
of Respondents 285 220 . ) 505 -

SOURCE: Tabulations from AIR baseline interviews with Proaect Redirection
participants and comparison group members. _

NOTES: The totals may not add to 100.0 percent due to rounding error,

Two-tailed chi-square tests for both distributions are statistically
significant at the .0001 level.

The "in school" group includes all respondents enrolled in a
school or GED program at the time of the baseline interviews.
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TABLE 3.8 "

FUTURE SCHOOL PLANS. OF PROJECT REDIRECTION PARTICIPANTS AND COMPARISON
~ GROUP MEHBERS AT BASELINE, BY ETHNICITY '

Future School Plans

| ercgntage nistribution of Teens, b

£ hnicity
thnic

v:'Dropouts

Hispanic 1 81ack “ Hhite Groups
Respondent Plans to Return |. | i o
to School { " 75.3 97.2 - 100.0 87.3 -
hespondent boeSRNot Plan I . ’ : ,
to Return to School 18.6 2.8 0.0 9.9

. " Respondent Is Unsure
- If She Will Return o . _
To School 6.2 0.0 - 0.0 2.8
Total 100.0. | 100.0 100.0 100.0 .
Total Number of Sch001 - o _
97 109 7 213

SOURCE :

tion participants and comparison group- members.

NOTES:

the time of the base11ne interview.

error.

Tabulations from AIR baseTine 1ntervfews with Project Redi rec-
These data refer only to respondents who were not in school at

The totals may not add to 100.0 percent because of rounding

A two-tailed chi-square test for this. distribution 1s
statistically significant at the .0001 level.
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of the responses.. . A substantial minority, however, (17.1 percent) indi-
cated that they had dropped out because they simply did not like school.
Hispanic giris were more likeTy to have said this (22.0 percent) .than other
.girls (12.7 percent). The re1ationsh1p between pregnancy and school drop
- out is not necessarily causal in this population. Over one-fourth of all
respondents (28.4 percent) acknowledged that they had already dropped out 2
of school prior to thefr pregnancy. Younger girls aged 15 and under were )
no more 11ke1¥ than the 16 and 17 year old _respondents to have been 1n
school when they first 1earned they were pregnant.

Most of the girls who were dropouts reported having left school no
more than one year prior to-the interview, but a substantial percentage
(38.7 percent) had not been in school for over a year. Sixteen percent had
not attended school for two years or more. As expected, the girls who were
carrying their first baby were the group most 1ikely to have recently left
school: 40 percent had dropped out within the six month period prior to
their interview, compared to 23.3 percent of the mothers {x2 = 6.4, df = 1,
p <.01). "Table 3.9 shows that black girls were less 1ikely than girls

from other ethnic groups to haye been out of a school program for long
‘periods of time: 28 percent of Hispanics, compared with 5 percent of

blacks, had been out of school for two years. or more.

It is difficult to draw conclusions about the actual school exper-
fences of the sample because the only information we have is sel f-report, ,
and the information is itself not extensive. The typical student had
completed no more than nine years of education. Nearly half of the sampIe |
-+ (4645 percent) had not completed a chool year beyond the eighth grade,
despite the fact that 68 percent of the sample were 16 and 17 year olds.
Thus, it is clear that there were some serious educational deficits.

Among the 287 girls who reported being in school at the time of the
interview, only about 5 percent were in a GED program. The remaining 95
percent were in a regular school ‘program, many of them below their normal
grade level for their age. Although the failure of the interview schedules

to obtain exact birth dates makes it impossible to construct a precise
index of age/grade fit, a crude measure was constructed with the data in
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'LENGTH OF TIME OUT OF SCHOOL AMONG~PROJECT REDIRECTION PARTICIPANTS
AND COMPARISON GROUP MEMBERS WHO WERE NOT N SCHOOL AT BASELINE,V

TABLE 3.9~

BY ETHNICITY

o~

LI

| ?Eerceggggewnfstribution? f Teens, by éthn{cit -
ATT Ethnic

Length of Time
+ Qut_of School Hispanic ‘Black White Groups
" Less "than 6 Months |  26.6 "36.4 0.0 | 307
7-12 Months” 21.4 9.7 | 42.9 3.2
13-24 Months .4 | 2000 | 286 22.3
More Than 24 Months |  27.5 4.5 28.6 15;§“
Total 100.0 | 100.0 uﬂﬁoo.o 100.0
Total Number ‘ .
“of Respondents 98 110 7 215

SOURCE :

NOTES:
ing error.

ER&C

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Y, * . . .
“fabulations from AIR baseline interviews with Project
Redirection participants and comparison group members.

The totals-may not add to 100.0 percent due to round-

A two-tailed chi-square test for this distribution is
statistically significant at the .0001 level.
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hand by assuming that first grade should have been completed by age seven
(in many cases it would be completed by age six, thereby making the measure

- 1iberal), second grade by age eight, and so on. Using these standprds, it

was determined that 80 percent of the respondents were one year older than
would be expected based on their hfghest completed grade and 42 percent
were two years older.

A similar analysis was performed. for thdse currently in school. For
this analysis, since all but a few respondents were interviewed by the end
of February (the date by which most school systems establish age eliqi-
bility criteria), and Since the focus is not on the completion of a given
grade, we tightened the standard we assumed -that to be_ in-grade for age,
a sixth grader had to be no more than eleven in the fall semester or
beginning of the spring semester. The results of this analysis revealed

~ that among current school enrollees, only 19 percent of current]y enro11ed
students were in-grade for their age.

¢

The majority of respondents were, or had been, in general school
programs (that is, programs that are neither c011ege preparatory nor geared
to any vocational prepération). Only 6.3 percent reported being in a
college preparatory program, while 10.6 percent were in a vocational
education program and 9.8 percent were in a business/sgcretaria1 program.
Black students were significantly more likely to be enrolled (and to have
been enrolled) in such programs than Hispanic students, as shown in Table
3.10. Current school enrollees were significant]y less likely than girls

__.who were not currently. enrolled_to have been in a general school program:

64.5 percent vs. 78.9 percent, respectively (x2 = 14.7, df = 5, p <.01).
The pattern of differences thus suggests the possibility that participation

in some special preparatory program (e.g., busin€ss, vocational or college
prep) const¥tutes more of a commitment to one's educational and occupa-

tional future than participation in a general program.

The interviews also requested information about participatioh in
special programs designed for teem mothers. Among those students currently
enrolled in a school program, about one-third (36 percent) were in a
special program for the teen parent population (not Redirection). Pregnant
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TABLE 3.10

ENROLLMENT IN VARIOUS SCHOOL PRdGRAhS OF PROJECT REDIRECTION PARTICIPANTS
AND COMPARISON GROUP MEMBERS, BY ETHNICITY AND SCHOOL 'ENROLLMENT STATUS

AT BASELINE
Percentag?‘Distribution of Teens by Ethnicftx ”;
- : thnic o
Type of School Program Hispanic Black .__White | “"Groups .
— : — T )
Teens ‘in School . W -
at Baselined A B ] v
. . s
Vocational 5.0 15.6 0.0 - 13.1
Business 6.7 13.3 0.0 1.7
College Preparatory 1.7 ' 8.7 0.0 7.1 - ;
General 81.7 59.6 75.0 84.5 ..
Don't Know 5.0 7 2.8 25.0 3.5
Total - 100.0 100.0 100.0 .100.0
Total Number in School .
at Baseline 60 218 4 282
Teens Not in School
at Baselineb
Vocational 0.0 12.0 0.0 6.5
Business 3.2 12.0 0.0 7.8
College Preparatory 4.3 6.8 0.0- 5.5
General 91.4 67.5 _.100.0 78.9
Don't Know ' R N P 1.7 0.0 1.4
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
at Base11ne , 93 117 7 217 \

SOURCE: Tabulations from AIR baseline interviews with Project Redirec-
tion part1c1pants and comparison group members.

NOTES: The totals may not add to 100.0 }Jercent due to rounding error.

a7 two-tailed chi- square test for the distribution of teens in
school at baseline is statistically significant at the .01 level.
Ne)
bA two—tailed chi-square test for the distribution of teens not
in school at baseline is statistically signifiisgf at the .001 level.
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~ teens were significant]y more likely to be in such a program (52.6 percent)
than the mothers (16.8 percent), (x2 = 22 2, df ='1, p <.0001). No other
demographic variable was associated with participation in a speciel teen
mothers program. . '

~ Actual school performance is p]ear\y an important aspect of educa~

tionh] investments. According to se1f-réports the grades of the respon-

~ dents ran.the full range from excellent to fai\ing. B's and C's were the

" most frequently reported- grades: 72 percent reported B‘s and C's in i
English, and 62 peréent‘reported'this grade range for math. Below average
grades were acknowledged by 10 percent of the sample for Enb]ishgang 18
percent for math. No significant relationships were observed between
grades on the one hand and ethnicity, 5§e and parity on the other. There
appears to be little in the self-reports.-on gradeg to suggest that these

“young girls have "disinvested" or disengaged themselves from academic 1ife.

On the other hand, the nature of the responses (self-reported achievement, .
and for the dropouts, retrospective reports) suggests the need for caution - «

- in 1nterpret1ng these data. ~ ®

*
¥

Another aspect of student investment is attendance in school. The
mﬁst frequently reported range of days missed in a typical month was three
to five days, reported by 38.4 percent of the respondents.14 Neerly 10
percent of the sample said that they typically missed more than ten days of
school per month. The reasons for missing school were varied, but personal
i11ness (including i11ness related to the pregnancy) was mentioned by 48
percent of the respondents. Other reasons commonly mentioned included I
——ee ok gaping -appotntments -or-doing errands- (14-percent), staying home to care |
' for the baby (14 percent), and a dislike of school (12 percent). Atten- }B
“dance in school was not significantly related to age, parity or ethnicity.

.

14According to 1976 data, the average elementary and secondary student
misses 17.2 days of school per year, which is an average of 1.5-2.0 days
per month (NCES, 1977). Our respondents, therefore, appear to have an
.aﬁtegdance record that is 2 to 3 times worse than- the norm for all school
c ren.
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However, current'schooi enrollees reportedfmissing significantly fewer days
- from school than the giris who had dropped out. Fewer than S”peroent of
."the enrollees, compared with 13.6 percent of the dropouts said they missed . "
' more than ‘ten days;of sch001 in a typicai month (x = 20, 9 df =6, p-
<. 001) . ] : . .

o

-

The picture that emerges is one of - g number of young women who have
withdrawn physicabiy or psychoiogicaiiy from the educational system. A
sizeable number Wad dropped “out ,of school prior to their pregnancy, and
many others acknowiedged that ‘they did not enjoy schooi. ‘Many yodng women
had been cut of school for moderateiy long periods of time, and were behind
grade for their age. * Black teens were repeatediy found to be doing betterf
than other-teens on measures of educational progress, byt in conciusion, we °
,find that the group of téens inciuded in this. study reflect the kind of

n educationai disadvantages that are. commoniy associated with the popuiation
of teenage parents.

-

\

# 2. Educational Enabiing,Fectors: Goals and Aspiratibns K

b

Aspirations do not in themseives constitute investments, but we may )
¢think of a person's goais and aspirations as anticipated investments in
(h\ one s future. We view the goals and aspirations of"ﬁﬂis popuiation as .
N important enabiing factors: ‘while many of the: giris may&not ne;essariiy
i *  attain their goals; thp@e with iimited aspirat.ors presumabiy do not have
sufficient drive or motivation to make substantiai personaicinvestments.:
Little has been.said in thé iiterature about the goals and ambitions of the
teen parent population. There is some evddence, -however, that those girls S e
who have low achievement motivation are less 1ikely than their hore '
motivated peers to practice effective birth control (Goidsmith et al, 1972;
Shah et al, 1975) and therefore most susceptibie to a pregnancy. Thus this
population is 1ikely to be overrepresented with girls with Tow academic .
aspirations. One might hypothesize, given the disadvantaged background of
“3_ the respondents, their citcumstances, and their_yquth that they would
either have modest:personal aspirations or unreaiisticaiiy'high ones.
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Respondents were asked several questions regarding their educationa’
goals and aspirations. When asked directly how far they wanted to go in
school, about half the respondents said they wanted a high school diploma
or GED certificate (Table 3.11). Over 20 percent reported that fhey
aspired to a B.A. degree or higher. Consistent with the rasults on
educational behaviors,‘the'black respondents had sigquicahtly_higher
educational goals than girls from other ethnic groups. A full 26.4 percent

" of the black teens, compared with less than 10 percent of the other girls,
aspired to a bachelor's degree or higher ( 2= 38.9, df = 8, p <.0001).
The educatiqnal aspirations of the two parenting groups were comparable.
Predictably, girls who were in school at the time of the interview had
significantly higher aspirations than girls who had dropped out. Whereas
25.5 percent of tboée'in school wanted at least a bachelor's degree, 6n1y
14.8 percent of the dropouts had similar aspirations (x2 = 26.0, df = 7, p
<.001}.. ‘

L

o
&

When asked how 1ikely it was that their educational goals wouid be
reached, only a small minority of ‘respondents (8.5 percent) thought it
unlikely that their aspirations would be realized. Some 6.0 percent of the
black teens, compared with 12.4 percent of the Hispanics, felt that
attainment of their goals was not likely ( x2= 14.6, df = 6, p <.05). In
response to a question regarding possible obstacles to achieving their

_goals, the most'frequentTy mentioned answer was that caring for their child
would be problematic (28.4 Percent). Other commonly cited impediments
ircluded difficulties in re-adjusting to school and study habits (10.7

f/percent), inadequate educational preparation or poor grades (10.2 percent),
and financial problems (9.3 percent).
\

The issue of educational aspirations was examinad indirectly in two
open-ended questions that asked respondents to discuss "their hopes and
dreams” for their own future and for their children's future. Approxi-
mately 16 percent of the sample spontaneously mentioned some educational
objective for themselves. Most frequently, respondents expressed a desire
to "finich school" or to "go to college." By contrast, a full 72 percent
mentioned zducational attainments as a hope for their children's future.
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TABLE 3.1V

. ' S : -
EDUCATIONAL GOALS OF PROJECT REDIRECTION PARTICIPANTS
' AND COMPARISON GROUP MEMBERS AT BASELINE, BY ETHNICITY

if;-EQ

g , J" PercehtaéZDistribution of EéensJ bf Eth?iﬁ:?ﬁ
Educational Goals . Hispanic BTack White Groups
Less Than a Diploma/ “ o / |
GED Certificate / 5.0 QfO 1 0.0 1.4
Diploma/GED Certificate 66.9 43.8 | 63.6 50.9
Technical School/

Junior College Degree 17.3 29.4 27.3 25.8
Bache]otgg Dégree 6.5 20.7 0.0 16.1
Graduaté Deéree : '
(M.A., Ph.D., etc.) 2.9 5.7 . 9.1 5.0
~Don't Know 1.4 3 0.0 .6
Total - 100.0 100.0{ 100.0 100.0
Total Number of Respondents | 139 333 " 483

1

SOURCE: Tabulations \from AIR baseline interviews with Project Redirec-
tion participants and qomp?rison group members.

NOTES: The totals may not add to 100.0 percent due to rounding error.

A two-tailed chi-square test for this distribution is statis-
tically significant at the .0001 level. -
\ .
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\\\\ Jt is possible that these young mothers or mothers-to-be may have lost hope
1>\the1r own ability to invest in themselves directly, and may be planning
for their children to make that investment in their stead.

In summary, the sample of respondents as a whole seemed reasonably
motivated to make personal investments in teriis of their education. Black
teens, in particular,.had aspirations to pursue academic credentials. This
finding is consistent with the results reported earlier on actual edpca-
tional behaviors among respondents in this sample. The fact that the
majority of respondents felt that attainment of their educational goals was
likely, however, suggests that many of these teens have unrealistic
expectations about the obstacles they will need to hurdle. On the other
hand, the fact that so many girls seem to hold education in higher esteem
for their children than for themselves may indicate a loss in faith in

their own ability to "make 1tﬁ\in the educational arena.

C. Findings Relating to Employment Qutcomes

The findings relating to the employment experiences of teen parents
are.critical--not only because a major thrust of Project Redirection is in
the employment arena, but also because a major portion of a person' s
long-term 1ife outcomes is often intricately linked to the world of work.

“There is considerable consensus in the literature that the occupational
outlook for this population is bleak. Early childbearing has repeatedly
been found to be associated with 1ow and undependable income, reduced
1ifetime labor participation rates, and higher rates of unemployment
(Bacon, 1974; Mc Laughlin, 1977; Presser, 1975; Trussell, 1975). In a
longitudinal study of a national sample of high school students, Card and
Wise (1978) found that, 11 years after high school, women who had been
teenage motners had less prestigious jobs, had lower income, and were less
satisfied with their jobs than their classmates. Adolescent parents were
significantly underrepresented in professional jobs and overrepresented in
blue-collar jobs. '
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Moore, et al (1979) used data from two national-longitudinal surveys
to examine the impact of early childbearing on future‘0ccupationa1 and
income qutcomes. They found that occupational status, hour§ worked, wages,
earnings, and welfare receipt were not affected directly by early child-
bearing. However, early births did have a direct effect on total number of
children and on educational attainment, both of which strongly affect .
occupafiona] outcomes. Similar conclusions were reached in a path analysis
of the National'Longitudinal Survey data (McLaughlin, 1977).

‘ Thus, there is abundant evidence that the long-term economic propects
for teen parents are unpromfsing. :Howévgr, l1ittle is known about their
work experiences as teenagers. _Early work experience is presumed to lead
to the development of important ass2ts that can be marketed in the labor
force at some later point. Indeed, the accumulation of job skills during
the teen years has been shown to affect subsequent labor market experience.
Johnston and Bachman (1973), for example, found that work experience during
high school was associated with Tow levels of later unemployment, while
unemployment rates were highest for those who failed to work while in high
school. Similarly, Adams and Mangum (1978) found that, in general,
difficult labor market experiencés in the teen years was associated with

employment problems later in life.

Given the importance of employment during youth for later labor force
experiences,15 it seems reasonable to use the work behaviors of our sample
as a proxy for the longer-range objectives of Project Redirection.
However, while we view current and past work experience among our respon-
dents as an important investment in their future occupational fortunes, it
must nevertheless be acknowledged that there are substantially more

o

15The analysis of National Longitudinal Survey data by McLaughlin (1977)
suggests that the impact of early work experience for teen mothers is even
more powerful than it is for later childbearers. He found that when the
first child is delayed until 19 years or older, the woman's short-term

"~ earning potential is largely a function of education. However, for mothers
18 years or younger, the earning potential of the short-term job (i.e., a
job held within five years after the birth) is largely a (negative)
function of job experience prior to the birth. .
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external constraints on their work-related investments than is true in the
case of schooling. School enrollment and completion for this group has as

=~ a primary external obstacle the availability of acceptable child care.
With respect to employment, child care may continue to 1imit work options,
but the labor market itself is the most formidable constraint. The
majority of our respondents have four strikes against them: they are
young, they are . female, they are minority, and they live.in urban areas.
Unemplqyment rates continue to be highest for precisely this group of
people. For example, in 1979 the unemployment rate was 36.5 percent for
black teenagers, whereas the overall unemployment rate for those age 25 and
over was 3.9 percent (U.S. Dept. of Labor, 1980). The unemployment rate
for black women aged 16-19 was nearly three times (2.67) as high as the
rate for same-aged white women in 1978 (Bowers, 1579).

As in the case of the educational outcomes, we examined two broad
categories of employment outcomes with the baseline survey data. In the
first subsection several aspects of the respondents' employment behaviors
and experiences are examined, including exposure to employment training.

In the second subsection we present the findings with respect to factors
presumed to enable occupational investments: job readiness and occupa-
tional aspirations.

1. Employment-Related Investment Behaviors

The baselihe interviews asked respondents to identify all jobs at
which they had worked for pay (including babysitting), the duration of
these jobs, and their reason for leaving these jobs. Among the 514
respondents, only 38 (7.4 percent) were working at the time of the inter-
view, the majority of these on a part-time basis (82.5 percent). Most of
the girls (70.0 percent) had, however, worked for pay at some time prior to
the interview. The average number of jobs held was 1.1, as shcwn in Table
3.12. When babysitting and household work are excluded, the average number
of jobs per res~~ndent was .92. Sixty percent of the sample had had at
least one payiny job that did not include babysitting. Older girls in the
16-17 age group had significantly more work experience than younger girls,
but parity and ethnicity were unrelated to the number of jobs held.
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" TABLE 3.12

MEAN NUMBER OF JOBS EVER HELD BY PROJECT REDIRECTION PARTICIPANTS
AND COMPARISON GROUP MEMBERS AT BASELINE, BY AGE, PARENTING STATUS,
AND ETHNICITY

Mean Number
of Jobs Includ-
ing Babysitting

Mean Number
of Jobs Exclud-
ing Babysitting

Number in

or Household or Household

Group Work Work Group
Age Group****

15 Years 01d or Younger .8 .6 160

16-17 Years 01d 1.3 1.1 - 354
Parenting Group

Pregnant Teens 1.2 .9 256

Mothers 1.1 .9 258
Ethnic Group

Hispanics 1.1 .9 161

Blacks 1.1 9 339

Whites 1.3 1.0 11
A1l Respondents 1.1 9 514

SOURCE:

tion participants and comparison group members.

NOTES: )
level.
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A total of 577 jobs were reported by the 360 girls who had ever
worked, for an average of 1.6 jobs held by those with work experience. Of
the 577 jobs. the largest category was those jobs classified (using DOT
codes) as household work, which includes babysitting. When the babysitting
jobs are removed from consideration, a total of 308 girls had had work
eiperience on 472 jobs, for an average of 1.5 jobs. The vast majority of

'the‘wqu experiences were in unskilled jobs, as one might expect for this

age group. The ten most commonly reported jobs, shown in Table 3.13,
accounted for two-thirds of all jobs held, and all but one (typist/secre-
tary) were jobs that require. no specialized training.

| Many of the non-babysitting jobs held were summer jobs that had
involved two to four months of work. The majority of jobs, in fact, (79.5
percent) had endured four .months or less. Of the short-term jobs, 70.2
percent had terminated because they were summer employment only. Pregnancy
had been the cause of termination of 37 jobs (8.3 percent). Respondents
had quit i35 (30.3 percent) of the jobs for a variety of reasons other than
pregnéncy, such as failure to get paid, dislike »f the work, and child care
problems. Only 20 (4.5 percent) of the jobs were reported to be terminated
because of lay-offs and an even smaller percentage (2.5 percent) were
reportedly due to firings. A large percentage (42.9 percent) of the
lay-offs were among those who had held the job for 10 mohth§ or more.

The interviews explored another aspect of preparation for future work :
training for various job-related skills. Table 3.14 shows the percent of
respondents who reported having training in seven specific areas. The
majority said they had been taught how to fill out an application, and
about half had received training relating to how to act on the job, how to
act on a job interview, and how to get along with people at work. The |
areas in which training was least common were training for specific skills
and how to find a job. In all categories of training, school was mentioned
most frequently as the source of the training, followed by instruction
offered by some community service organization.

A crude measure of the respondents' exposure to job training was
developed by summing the number of "yes" responses to the seven categories
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T K Q/(/(  OTABLE'3.13

MOST COMMONLY REPORTED JOBS HELD BY PROJECT
REDIRECTION PARTICIPANTS AND COMPARISON GROUP
MEMBERS AT BASELINE

_ Percehtage Distribution

Type of Job ~___of Jobs
Babysitter/Household .

. Worker _ 18.4
Cashier . - 9,5

y .

Clerical Work, File
Clerk 9.5
Child Care Worker . 7.5
Waitress 5.4

~ Camp Counselor 4.7
. Typist/Secretary 4.4
Kitchen Worker, Fast
Food Clerk 3.5
Teacher Aide ) 3.3
Cleaner, Buildings 2.1

e - A1l Other Jobs : 31.68

Total . . 100.0
Total Number of Jobs
Held by Respondents 571

SOURCE: Tabulations from AIR baseline
interviews with PrOJect Redirection partici-
pants and comparison group members.

NOTES: The totals may not add to 100.0 -
percent because of rounding error.

dfxamples of other jobs in this
category include grocery clerk, sales, and
factony work.
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PARTICIPATION IN SELECTED 'JOB-RELATED TRAINING EXPERIENCES BY PROJECT REDIRECTION PARTICIPANTS

AND COMPARIS_ON GROUP MEMBERS AT BASELINE, BY SOURCE OF TRAINING

Percentage
of Teens . '
J Having Re- Percentage Receiving Specified Training From Various Sources
| ceived : AT
Type of Training | Specified b Employment Training
Experience Trainingd School On-The-Job CBO Program Home Other Sources
How to Find a Job 32.9 61.1 5.4 19.8 6.6 4.8 2.3 100.0 (N=168)
How to Fill out an’ . : ' ) : L
Application 58.1 66.1 4.7 16.6 4.1 5.6 2.9 100.0 (N=297)
How to Act in a -
Job Interview 48.9 65.9 5.6 14.5 5.2 5.6 3.2 100.0 (N=250)
How.to Get Along |
With People - L
at Work 48.5 59.4 8.6 16.0 5.7 6.1 4.2 100.0 (N=248) -
How to Act ¢a i
the Job 49.8 58.1 9.7 16.1 5.2 6.9 4.0 100.0 (N=254)
Training for Speci- | S
fic Job Skills 29.0 58.2 15.1 15.8 6.8 . 3.4 100.0 (N=148)
How to Decide on
the Kindof Job _‘ ; :
You Want 38.7 63.1 7.2 15.4 6.7 2.6 5.0 100.0 (N=198)
SOURCE: Tabulations from AIR baseline interviews with Project Redirection participants and.comparison group
members . ' | .
NOTES: The totals may not add to 100.0 percent due to rounding error.

AThese data are based on responses from 511 respondents.

bcBo signifies Community Based Organizations (e.g. the YMCA, Urban League, etc.).

tion programs are operated in the five sites by CBOs .
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* of ﬁraining listed. Oh average, these teens had received training in 2.7

areas. As indicated in Table 3.15, black teens reported having had
exposure to a significantly broader range of job training experiences than

~ other teens. Girls in the 16-17 year old age range had received more

training than younger 91r1s._ Tfaining experience was unrelated to the
parity groupings. |

In symﬁpny, the majority of teens in this study had had one or more

jobs for pay\atvsome time in their &oung-lives. -1f one excludes baby-
sitting and household chores (on the grounds that such jobs do not really

constitute labor force participation), the percentage of teens with werk

experience drops from 70 to about 60 percent. Still, given the obstacles .

that these girls probably have faced in finding work, and given the fact
that 30 percent of them are below the minimum working age for most jobs,

their work experieﬁce'is noteworthy, and suggests their willingness to
engage in the world of work, - ' -

2. Employment-Related Enabling Factors: Job Readiness and Occupational

Aspiratidnsi

Barriers to youth employment include their lack of work experience,
ignorance about employer éxﬁéctations,Qand insufficient job seeking skills.
While there is a fair amount of documentation regarding the actual work
experiences of teenage parents (at least the long-term prospects for
employment), 1ittle is known about their job-related training ekperiencés.

In this section we report the survey findings on several aspects of job

readiness that are presumed to prepare teens for the world of work. Where
possible, the findings are compared to norms or findings from other groups.

The respondents were administered two sections of a battery of
employment-related tests prepared by the Educational Testing Service (ETS)
for teenage students. The first section was a 30-item career maturity
inventory. that examined decisiveness and personal planning relating to
career choice. For example, two typical items are "You get into an
occupation mostly by chance" and "I plan to follow the 1ine of work my
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TABLE 3.15

MEAN NUMBER OF JOB-RELATED TRAINING EXPERIENCES
OF PROJECT REDIRECTION PARTICIPANTS AND COM-
PARISON GROUP MEMBERS AT BASELINE, BY AGE,
PARENTING STATUS, AND ETHNICITY

. . Number in

Group - ‘ Mean - Group
Age Group**

15 Years 01d or Younger 2.3 160

16-17 Years 01d 2.9 - 351
Parenting Group
. Pregnant Teens 2.7 253

Mothers 2.7 258
Ethnic Group **+*

Hispanics ' 1.6 . 161

Blacks 3.3 339

Whites 2.2 N
A1l Respondents 2.7 511

“"SOURCE:™ " Tabulattons-from AIR-baseline

interviews with Project Redirection participantsh‘wmmw“mwm%

and comparison group members

NOTES: These data refer to the number of
different types of training in which respondents
participated, from seven specific types of
training mentioned to respondents.

**Two - tailed t-test statistically
significant at the .01 level.

****Two-tailed F-test statistically
significant at the .0001 level.
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‘parents suggest.” The test was scored such that 30 represented the most .

mature career orientation and O the least mature.

As shown in Table 3.16, the agefagé score on the Career Maturity |

inventory was 1'9.0.Ia Actual scofes ranged between 6 and 29. As might be
expected, younger girls scored significantly lower~on this inventory than
‘older girls. In terms of ethnicity, the Hispanic teens had the loqést

career maturity scores. Hispani; teens had lower scores than black teens,
even after age was statistically controlled (F = 5.6, df = 1, 490, p <.05). -

Career Maturity scores were not retated to the parenting variable.

[}

Although the overall tesf score on the égreer maturity inventory is
the measure of primary interest in terms of meisuring change between the : 2
baseline and follow-up surveys, an examination of response; to several
typical items is useful in 111qst?at1ng the current level of maturity of
this population. Table 3.17 presenfs the actual responses to ten of the .
thirty items. As this table indicates, a sizeable percentage of the * ‘ -
fespondents expressed some frustration about occupational .choice (#1), some '
feelings of helplessness (#6), and'a\]ack of realism (#3, 10), which many-
acknowledged (#9). It is interesting to note that the majority of respon-’
dents stated that they prefer work to .play (#7).

The second sectfon of the ETS battery used in the survey was a 17-item
test of knowledge concerning employability information. The test measured
such areas as ab111ty to complete a job application and understanding of<3'
want ad. Each correct 1tem\§dqu one point to a person's total score, S0

.mthatmtheupossiblemnangemofuscoiésﬁwasmfnomnﬂmtow17,~withmhigher~sceres e T

Kand

indicating greater knowledge. :

16The 30-item test is a subset of the-50 items in John Crites' Career
Maturity Inventory, which has been used widely. In the present sample,
respondents gct an average of 63.3 percent of the total maximum maturity
score. This compares with 60.5 percent (for the 50-item test) for a sample
of 9th grade Mexican Americans in New Mexico, 64.8 percent for a sample of
9th grade black students in Pennsylvania, and 73.0 percent for the stan-
dardization sample (Crites, 1978). Thus our respondents' scores are
comparable to those of other young minority samples.
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N /./' L I . AN PR s
. . '. o \,IABLE 30"6- - “ ?‘ __/_:' : o
. . -- ’ « \” " . | ' \
MEAN CAREER MATURTTY INVENTORY- SCORES. .
" OF PROJECT REDIRECTION PARTICIPANTS
AND COMPARJSON GROUP MEMBERS AT -BASELINE, -
BY AGE, PARENTING STATUS, AND ETHNICITY.
T ‘ . ! .
. .o Number in |
Group : 1 Mean ! Group
‘Age Group** o ‘ | | 3
15 Years 01d or Younger.| 18.0 | ° 159 - .
16-17 Years 01d - - - 19.4 348
e - - I' ™ -’ - - - ’ :. * J\ .~
* Parenting_Group -
| Parenting. rogp 1
Pregnant Teens <1 18.8 - 254
- Mothers 1 183 | 252
T o\ .,
‘ 'Ethnic Group**** | . :
. -Hispanfes . | 18.0* | 159
Blacks *¢: /7 .| 19.3 | 334
Whites = .« T~ | 23.8 n-.
" M) Respondents © - |’ 19.0 .| 504

-—T —

. oy / . L . . .
_ﬁ—_———w“§EBD§CE Tabulatjons from AIR baseIine‘\\‘ '
interyiews with Project Redirection participants
and comparisoa group members. °
~ ¥

~'NOTES: The Career Maturity Inventory con-
sists of 30 items, each of which was assigned 1
point 1.1t was answered correctly. Higher
scores reflect greater career maturity. '

4Even when the white teens were ex-
c1uded fron-this analysis, the scores of .the- .
Hispapic teens, partjguIarIy those of the Puerto
. Rican girls, were significantly lower than those;
" of-%he. blacks gPuerto Rican mean = 17.4; Chicana
mean = 18.6); (p<.01)

t " **Tyo-tailed t-test statistically
' gignificant at the-.01 level.

. ****Two-ta11 -test statistically
significant at the .000 vel.
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TABLE 3.17

RESPONSES TO SELECTED ITEMS ON THE CAREER MATURITY INVENTORY BY PROJECT REDIRECTION PARTICIPANTS
AND COMPARISON GROUP MEMBERS AT BASELINE '

' ‘ Percentage of Teens with Given Response .- .
Career Maturity Inventory Item True alse iotal
1. Everyone seems to tell me something different; as a result
I don't know which kind of work to choose. ........(False)' 49.5 50.5 100.0 (N=509)
2. It doesn't matter which job you choose as long as it pays
, we‘] oo.oo.‘ oooooo e 00008000600 000000 oooooo/ oooooo (F.]se) 4‘0& 5502 I\ 100.0 (N'Sog) .
3. It's probably just as easy to be successful in one :
occupation as it is in another....................(False) 59.3 40.7 100.0 (N=508)
4. 1 keep changing my occupational choice............(False® 47.2 52.8 100.0 (N=508)
5. I'm not going to worry aboui choosing an occupation _ '
until I'm out of SChOOY . evnereneenosescanaanns (False) 36.7 63.3 100.0 (N=509)
. 6. You get into an occupation mostly by chance....... (False) 37.2 62.8 100.0 (N=505)
7. 1'd rather work than play ...... eeeerrnrsseseeesss(True) 89.8 10.2 100.0 {N=509)
8. I don't want my parents to tell me uhich OCCupation I
should ChOOSE...eoeeenrs. Ceteesectteseatnneae eoe o True) 72.4 27.6 106.0 (N=508)
9. I don't know whether my oCCupational plans are | ;
S T B 13 3 1P ( 2 1 1)) 46.0 54.0 i00.0 (N=504)
10. You should choose a job in which you can someday become
. FAMOUS o« cvevnsennneascas teeeecensees tetsestnaens ..(False) . 51.% 48.5 100.0 (N=507)

SOURCE: Tabulations from AiR baseltne interviews with Project Redirection participants and comparison
group members .

NOTES: These 10 items were selected from the 30 presented to respondents. This inventory, developed
by John Crites, is a sub-test in a battery of amployment- rela.ed tests for teenagers prepared by the
Educational Testing Service.

The totals may not add tc 100.0 due to rounding error.

aThe response in parentheses indicates the response scored as correct in terms of career

!

maturity.
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Table 3.18 summarizes the analyses of the Employability Test scores.
The average score was 10.7, 17 with a sctandard Qev*ation of 3.5. Actual
scores ran the full range from 0 to 17. QAgain;\younger girls scored lower
on the test than older girls. Test scores were 'not related to parity.
Hispanic girls scored significantly 1owe¢ than oﬁper teens on this test;
ethnic differences remained even when age was conﬂrolled (F =6.8, df = 1,
490, p <.01). This finding may partially reflect a language problem:
although the test questions themselves were transld@ed into Spanish, the
‘information on the want ads and job applications waéain English. 18

Another short test was included that measured the respondents’
knowledge about the training requirements for various'pccupations:
accountant, nurse, lawyer, social worker, and auto mechanic. Responses
were scored on a four point scale fo- each'décupation: x3 points if the
respondent knew the exact requirements, 2 points if she had some general
sense about trairing needs, 1 point if she had some knowledge about what
the job entailed or what skills were required, and 0 points if she had no
knowledge about the job. Scores therefore could theoretica11y ranae from a
low of 0 to a high of 15.17

Table 3.19 presents the results of the anafi;es on the training
requirements test. The average scoré was 6.2, indicating a very low level
of understanding about the training required for the five selected occu-
pations. Actual scores ranged from O to 15, with a standard deviation

-

17This mean is lower than the mean of 1l1.7'reported in the Technical Manual
for PAYES (Program for Acsessing Youth Ewiployment Skills). The standardi-
zation szmple on which this mean was based consisted of 1,331 students and
enrollees in employment programs, whose average age (18) was two years
oider than the average age of girls in the present sample.

‘8The informatior in the want ads and job applications was not translated
because the test is designed to measure a person's employability skills
within our society. That is, Hispanic teens seeking a job here would need
to be able to read ads and applications in English rather than Spanish.

19This measure was constructed for the baseline survey. Therefore, there
are no norms with whick to compare our results.
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TABLE 3.18

MEAN EMPLOYABILITY KNOWLEDGE TEST SCORES
OF PROJECT REDIRECTION PARTICIPANTS
AND COMPARISON GROUP MEMBERS AT BASELINE,
BY AGE, PARENTING STATUS, AND ETHNICITY

Number in

Group. Mean Group
Age Group *

15 Years 01d or Younger | ~ 10.2 158

16-17 Years 01d 10.9 349
Parenting Group . _

Pregnaht Teens 10.6 254

Mothers 10.8 252
Ethnic Group **

Hispanics 10.08 160

Blacks 1.0 333

Whites 11.5 11
A11 Respondents 10.7 507

SOURCE: Tabulations from AIR baseline -
interviews with Project Redirection participants
and comparison group members.

NOTES: The Employability Knowledge Test
consists of 17 items, each of which was assigned
1 point if it was answered correctly. Higher
scores reflect greater knowledge.

hen the whites were excluded from
this analysis, Hispanics still scored signiri-
cantly lower than black teens. Puerto Ricans
scored lower (9.7) than Chicanas (10.2); (p<.01).

*Two-tailed t-test statistica]ly
significant at-the .05 level.

**Two-tailed F-test statistically
significant at the .01 level.
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TABLE 3.19

© MEAN SCORES ON TRAINING REQUIREMENTS TEST
OF PROJECT REDIRECTION‘PARTICIPANTS

AND CCMPARISON GQOUP MEMBERS AT BASELINE,

. BY AGE, PARENTING STATUS, AND ETHNICITY -

Number 1h

Group : Mean Group .
Age Group* | ~ |

15 Years 01d or Younger~ 5.6 155

16-17 Years 01d 6.4 341
Parenting Group

Pregnant Teens 6.1 253 -

Mothers 6.2 243
Ethﬁic Group

Hispanics 5.7 159

Blacks 6.3 323

Whites 7.0 11
Al1 Respondents - 6.2 496

. SOURCE: . Tabulations from AIR baseline
interviews with Project Redirection participants
and comparison group mem’ ars.

NOTES: The Training Requirements test con-
sisted of 5 items, each of which was assigned a
score of 0, 1, 2, or 3 depending on the respond-
ent's knowledge of training requirements for 5
occupations. Higher scores reflect more know-
ledge.

*Two-tailed t-test statistically
significant at the .05 level.
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of 3.9. Neither parity nor ethnicity were related to knowledge about -

"training needs. Consistent with other results, older teens w>re somewhat
more knowIedgeabIe.than younger teens about occupational training. -

The responderts were best informed about the training requirements to

‘become a nurse, and least informed about how to become an auto mechanic

(Table 3.20). Few respondents were aware of how to prepare to be a social
worker. The majority of girls (60.1 percent) scored‘no_points on this

question. Two freguent responses were, "Just know how to get along with.
pedple“ and "Know how to fi11 out forms." ’ ' '

-Respornidents were also asked, for each of the five occupations, whether
they would 1ike to work in that field. These responses are also presented
in Table 3.20. Respondents were most interested in jobs about which, as a
group, they were best informed, although interest and khowIedge did not
always Jo hand in hand. The two occupations in which there was greatest
interest were the two that are traditionaIIy filled by women (nurse and
social worker). | |

Attitudes toward nontraditional fields were measured more directly by
a five-item Likert scale that included items such as "No real woman would
want to do men's work, like construction or auto repair." High scores
(maximum of 20) reflected positive attitudes toward nontraditional work,
while low scores (minimum of 5) reflected negative attitudes.

The mean score on this attitude scale was 13.9, indicating moderately

~ positive attitudes toward women entering nontfaditionaI fields (i.e., the

average score was above the "neutral” midpoint of 12.5) as shown in
Table 3.21.2% The scores ranged from a Tow of 6 o a high of 20, with a

standard deviation of 2.5. Attitudes toward nontraditional careers were
not related to age, parity or ethnicity.

20rpe fact that attitudes vere favorable, while relatively few respondents

indicated a desire tc pursue a nontraditional job (accountant, lawyer, auto
mecharic) themselves suggests that such attitudes have not translated

~ themselves into a wider view of personal options.
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TABLE 3.20

KNOWLEDGE OF AND ATTITUDES TOWARD FIVE SELECTEDHOCCUPATIONS
) OF PROJECT REDIRECTION PARTICIPANTS
. AND COMPARISON GROUP MEMBERS AT BASELINE

0 i " {Percentage gf’ Teens Knowi ng Peréentage of Teens Expressing Pg;"-
ccupation - Exact Training Requirements” |sonal Interest in the Occupation™
Accountant . .. 2.4 ‘ 17.3
Nurse ) 47.5 : - 37.2
" Lawyer | T : 16.1
Social Worker , 22;4 S 23.2
Auto Mechanic | 10.3 - 6.0

"7 SOURCE: Tabulations from AIR baseli:2 interviews with Project Redirection
participants and comparison group members. ' L

NOTES: These data are hgsed on the responses from 514 respondents.

4For each occupation, respondents were asked: "What kind of
school or special training (if any) does a person need to become (an
accountant)?"” _ ' .

bEor each occupation, respondents were asked: "How would you
feel about being (an accountant) yourself? Would you say you would like to
be (an accountant), wouldn't mind being (an accountant), or would dislike being
{an accountant)?" Percentages reflect those indicating they would like to bé
(an accountant). '
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. TABLE 3.21

MEAN SCORES ON NONTRADITIONAL EMPLOYMEN’ SCALE
~OF PROJECT REDIRECTION. PARTICIPANTS

AND COMPARISON GROUP MEMBERSRAT BASELINE,
BY_.AGE, PARENTING STATUS, AND.ETHNICITY

, | S Numbe; in
Group : Mean Group
Age Group |
15 Years 01d or Younger | 13.7 160
'16-17 Years 01d 13.9 . 347
Pafenting Group
Pregnant Teens 14.0 253
Mothers -~ 13.8 254
Ethnic Group
‘Hispanics 13.6 ¢ 158
Blacks 14.0 - 335
Whites 13.9 n
v A1l Respondents .13.9 .| 507

SOURCE: Tabulations from AIR baseline
interviews with Project Redirection participants
and comparison group members.

NOTES: The nontraditional employment
scale consisted of 5 Likert-type items, scored
on a 4-point scale. Higher scores reflect more
favorable attitudes toward nontraditional jobs
for women.

None of the group differences was
statisticallv significant.
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" In addition to including job readiness as an "enabling factor" within
the occupational reaIm. we aIso examined occupationaI goals and aspira-

tions. Again, the under1y1ng rationale is that people with low aspirations

may be insufficientIy motivated to make investments in the emp10yment
arena. ' . '

Occupational aspjrations were examined in response to the openFended
questions concerning the re$pondents' future hopes and dreams. Near1y half
(42.3 percent) of the sample indicated that a bright future would include
having a good job. Interest in having a good job was not related to age,
parity, or ethnicity. In addition, 25.8 percent of the sample indicated
they not only wanted a job, but specified which occupation they would 1ike
to pursue. Older teens (28.8 percent) were more 1ikely than those under
sixteen (19.4 pércent) tp have a specific occupational goal in mind (g2 =
4.6, df = 1, p <.05). Hispanic teens (19.3 percent) were somewhat less
likely than other teens (28 percent) to have a specific career goal (x2 =
5.3, df = 2, p <.07). Although age accounted for some of this ethnic

difference, even among the 16 and 17 year old teens more blacks (31.2

percent) than Hispanics (17.8 percent) had a specific occupational goal.
The ten most common responses to the question of what the respondents'
hopes and dreams for the future were are summarized in Table 3.22.

Unlike the mothers' concern about the educational attainment of their
children, comparatively few respondents (23.7 percent) indicated as a
primary desire for their children that they have a good job. However, as
shown in Table 3.23, their children's occupational security was neverthe-

less one of the most commonly cited areas of interest expressed by these

~young wonen regarding their children's future.

Occupational goals were explored in another question that asked
respondents to predict what they would be doing in five years. In response
to this question, which was more slanted toward employment than the
question on future hopes by virtue of its placement in the interview, 47.1
percent of the sample mentioned some specific occupation that they thought
théy would be pursuing. The most commonly mentioned occupations were
secretary (8.2 percent), nurse (9.1 percent), beautician (2.7 percent), and
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MOST COMMONLY CITED PERSONAL GOALS OF PROJECT REDIRECTION PARTICIPANTS AND COMPARISON GROUP MEMBERT AT BASELINE

e

-,

TABLE 3.22

e

Percentage Citing

Percentage Citing

Percentage Citing

Total Percentage

u

505

Régponse Category - Goal in First . 6oal in Second - Goal in Third of Teens Citing
for Personal Goals Rention Mention Mention Category as a Goa)
Have a Job ) 19.0 18.5 1.3 4.2

Have a Nice Home; My Own Home 13.3 18.8 4.6 37.8

Be Married; Have a Nite Marriage 121 n.3 . . 13.9 29.9

rlave Some Specific Job 15.2 - 8.5 5.0 25.3

Be & Good Mother; Take Good Care | .

of My Child(ren) 4.2 8.0 10.3 17.0

Have Lots of Money; Nice Thifgs 5.7 5.2 6.3 13.9 ’
Be Happy; Have a Happy Life 6.3 1.4 3.3 9.5
Finish School 6.1 2.8 1.3 9.3

Have Happiness/Success For My '

Child(ren) 1.0 3.5 7.0 8.1

Have a Nice Car .8 4.2 4.0 6.7

A1l Other Goals Cited? 16,2 17.8 20.2 43.3

Tota) 100.0 100.0 100.0 -

Total Number of Goals Expressed

by Teens 426 302

- SOURCE: Tabulations from AIR baseline interviews with Project Redirection participants and comparison group

members.

NOTES: A total of 505 respondents cited from 1 to 3 personal goals: 505 cited one goal (first mention);

426 cited a second goal (second mention) and 302 cited a third goal ‘
~ percentage of the 505 teens who specified a given category as one of their goals.

third mention).

The totals may not add to 100.0 percent due to rounding error.

The last column shows the

0ther goals mentioned included staying healthy; staying close to family and relatives; traveling;
having lots of kids; and moving to a different city or state.

brhe percentages in the last column do not add ta 100.0 percent because respondents could mention

more than one goal,

On average, respondents cited 2.44 goals.
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TABLE 3.23

MOST COMMONLY CITED GOALS FOR THE CHILDREN OF PROJECT REDIRECTION PARTICIPANTS
' AND COMPARISON GROUP MEMBERS AT BASELINE

L

Percentage Citing Pergenfaée Citing | Percentage Citing ] Tota{ Percentage
Response Category Goal in First Goal in Second Goal in-Third | of Teens Citing
for Goals for Children _Mention _ _Mention - Mention Category as a Goal
Get AGood Education; Finish'Schod] 5.3 12,7 .- 8.1 58.2
Have a Job 2.2 20.9 12,6 . 2.2
6o to College 12.5 - 7.1 2.6 T 194
bo Something Meaningful; .' '
~ Be Successful 1 4.4 12,2 9.1 18.4
Z_ DoWhat S/He Wants with His/Her 11fe. /5.5 7.3 9.6 15.8
Be Happy; Have a Happy Life 3.0 4.9 7.0 10.1
"Be a Good Person 2.4 6.1 3.0 8.7
> Keep Out of Trouble 1.0 3.9 3.9 6.9
Live a Good Life 4.0 1.7 2.6 ; 6.5
Be Married .8 2.2 7.4 5.9
A1 Other Goals Cited® 19.0 22.0 36.5 535
Total . 160.0 100.0 100.0 LR
;;t;lezzmber of_Goals Expressed | 505 a0 230"
membe§2URCE: Tabulations from AIR-baseline interviews with Project Redirecticn participants and comparispn group
NOTES: A total of 505 resgohdents cited from 1 to 3 goals for their children: 505 cited one goii (first

mention); 410 cited a second goal {second mention); and 230 cited a third goal (third mention). The last column

shows the percentage of the 505 teens who specified a given category as one of the goals.
The totals may not add to 100.0 percent due to rounding error.

30ther goals sentioned included staying healthy; having children; avoiding an early pregnancy; and
staying off welfare,

bThe percentages in the last column do not add to 100.0 percent because respondents could mention
more than one goal. On average, respondents cited 2.27 goals.

-
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',n.computer'operator (2.5 pefcent) " A few respondents said that-in five-years——

they would be.pursuing a high—status career, an/accomplishment that would

_ be c1ear1y beyond their attainment within a five-year time frame. For

example’, respondents mentioned being a lawyer (N=5), mathematician (N=1),
teacher (N=8), dentist (N=1), doctor (N=1), and accountant (N=9). Others,
possiny equally unrea11§;je, pFedicted occupatings construed as glamorous,
such as a model (Ni7), actress (N=2), or stewardess (N=2).

In response to the same question an additionaI 26.3 percent of the
sample ind1cated thdt they thought they would be working in five years,:
although they did not state what type of work they would be doing. Thus,
nearly three-fourths of the sample felt they would be working in five
years, and many others (16.5 percent) felt they would ;E111 be in sehooI.

Given this orientation toward employment, it is not too surprising
that the large majority of respondents (91.9 percent) felt they would
rathar work than be on welfare. Only 3.4 percent of the sample thought it
was just as good to go on welfare as work, and the remaining 4.7 pércent
said they didn't know which was preferable. When asked why it would be
preferable to work, the respondents were most likely to say that they could

* make more money by working (26.7 percent), or that they preferred to be

independent (18.1 percent). Other responses indicative of personal
ambition included statements that welfare is for lazy people (9.5 percent),
that being on welfare is bering (7.0 percent), that welfare is only for the
very. needy (4.1 pertent), and that one can't learn anything by being on
welfare (2.5 percent). Hispanic teens (83.2 percent) were less 1ikely than
white (100 percent) or biack (95.8 percent) teens to indicate that work fis
preferable to welfare (42 = 24.1, df = 4, p <.0001). Among those who
preferred work to welfare, Hispanics were least 1ikely to say they pre-
ferred being independent, and most likely to cite the inadequacy of the
money on welfare as their reason for preferring to work (see Table 3.24).

In summary, the data concerning the employment-related "enabling factors”
© further support the view that these teens have a generally positive orienta-

tion toward the world of work. Having a job was a top priority among these
respondents, and only a handful of girls expressed an interest in welfare
as a substitute for employment.
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TABLE 3.24

REASONS THAT WORK IS PREFERABLE TO WELFARE A% CITED BY PROJECT REDIRECTION -
PARTICIPANTS AND COMPARISON GROUP MEMBERS AT BASELINE, BY ETHNICITY

S

"|Percentage Distribution-of Teens, by Ethnicit
) " Ethnic

Reasons Cited Hispanic Black White Groups

Welfare is Inadequate 38.4 a2 21.3 26.7

Respondent Wants to Achieve '

A Lot in Life i 1 - 2.2 2.0 - 0.0 2.1

Welfare Can't be Depended /

Upon R 6.5 . 6.5 0.0 6.3

Respondent Wants to be Inde S

pendent : 11.6 20.8 18.2 18.1

Work is Just Preferable 8.0~ 16.0 9.1 13.3

welfare is for Lazy People 7.2 10.6 9.1 9.5

Welfare is for Needier ' .

People than Respondents 4.3 3.1 27.3 4.1

Respondent Would be Ashamed

.to be on Welfare if She

Could Work - 0.0 .7 0.0 .5

Ore Can't Learn by Being :

on Welfare 2.2 2.7 0.0 2.5

Welfare is Too Much of a

Hassle ‘ 5.1 5.5 0.0 5.2

Respondent Would be Bored

Being on Welfare and Stay- _ :

ing Home _ " 5.1 7.8 9.1 7.0
" A1l Other Reasons Cited . 9.6 2.8 0.0 4.7

Total 1.0 - 100.0 100.0 100.0

Total Number of Respondents 125 289 " 425

SOURCE: Tabulations from AIR baseline interviews with Project Redirection

participants and comparisdn group members.

NOTES:

The totals may not add to 100.0 percent due to rounding error.

A two-tailed chi-square test for this distribuiion is statistic-
ally significant at the .001 level.

b '
8The number of respSfidents in this table is low for the fo'lowing

raasons: 17 respondents said work was not preferable to welfare; 27 respondents
did not know why (or whether) they felt work was preferable to welfare; and 45
respondents did not respond to this question.
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" The ﬁindings with respect to Job readiness ‘variables suggest that R
there {s considerable room for Project Redirection to have an impact.
Neveriheless, the girls in this sample performed at 1eve1s that are about .
average for young minority teens.

™

- ° 95

0. Findings Relating to Fertility and Family Planning.

¥oung mothers can make very substantial investments in their own " T
futures byyavoiding -an early repeat pregnancy. In fact, however, many J :75:
teens are involved in second or third pregnancies. For examp1e, of the . v
570,609 births to teenagers in 1977, over one-fifth (21.1 percent) were Ny /
second orfhigher order births (Jones and P]ecek, 19?9). /

i : - ‘ B

The urob1ems of teenage parenthood are exacerbated by additional |

'"c1ose1y-spaced pregnancies.  Among_those aged 19 or younger, for example,

the risk’ of neonatal morta11ty has been found to increase with parity, from
6 percent for the first birth to 7.1 percent for the second and 14.3
percent for the third births" (Menken, 1975). The risk of prematurity has S

also been demonstrated to rise, frcm 11.7 percent' in first births to 27.2 -
percent‘in subsequent births (Jekel-et al, 1975). For the younr mothers

themselves, higher-order births are associated with serious negative

© consequences. In terms of educational 1mpaé% each successive pregnancy ’

increases the 1ikelihood of dropping out of schoaql (Furstenberg, 1976).
Foltz et:a1 (1972) found that girls with repeat pregnancies were substan-
tially 1ess likely’ to enroll in a spec1a1 program for teen parents than - . R
girls with one baby. Higher-order births have a similar effect on work
experience. Furstenberg (1976) reported, for examp1e; that five yaars"
after an index pregnancy, 43 percent of the teen mothers with one child
were emp?oyed, compared with 10 percent of the multiparous women.
L e St

of éourse, unraveling the nature of the re1ationsh1p between repeat
pregnancy and nther 1ife outcomes 1s, as in the case of so many behaviora1
variables,.prob1ematic. Above, it was noted that mu]tiparous teens are
more Tikely to drop out of school than are primaparous teens. Jekel gﬁugl

“(1973), however, found that girls who stayed in school after.their'firs;

birth were less Tikely than nonareturnees to experience a repéat pregnancy
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at 15 months and 26 months.postpartum. These same investigators notea that
75’percent of the giris in school, compared‘with dnly 32 percent of the
dropouts were using birth control after childbirth. Thus, it is left to
‘speculatioh whether birth control use and higher-order pregnancies affect
educational\@ttainment or whether some factor that influences the girls’
) schoo;Iatte%dance (such as motivation) also affects birth control prac-
tice.

h Y

Not surprisingly, thé‘factors that hevg been found to be associated
with contraceptive utilization are typicaliy those correlated with a repeat
'pre ancy. For example, older teens are more likely than younger ones to
praz:ice birth control (Zelnik and Kantner 1978). With respect to a

“repeat pregnancy, Broman (1978) found that the interval between delivery of

a $ﬁrst baby and a new pregnancy was substantially smaller for teens aged
12 to 15 {3.5 months among whites) than for those:-aged 16 and 17 (6.8
mohths for whites). Marriage has been found to haye a negative impact on’
both birth control use and higher-order births._ Furstenberg (1976), for

- example, found that 69 percent of the single teens in his sample, gompared

{ with 51 percent of the married teens, were using birth control 12 months
. . postpartum. K1erman endfdekel (1973) meanwhile reported that 67 percent of
~ the married teens, and 39 percent of the single teens in their sample had a
subsequent pregnancy 26 months after the index pregnancy.

In. the area of family planning and fertility, we again examined both
direct investment behaviors and factors presumed to enabie or facilitate
investme. ts. In the section below we examine. pregnancy history and

ontraceptive utilization. -The use of birth control was considered an
investment behavior because it.requires teens to consciously expend time,
effort, and (perhaps) money -in an activity that augments their future

" resources. . The second subsection presents the data with reSpect to

.contraceptive enablers: knowledge about and access to birth control.

\

21Given the longitudinal nature of this study, we hope to be able to shed
some 1ight on this question after the foilow-up data are collected.
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1. Repeat Pregnancy and Contraceptive Utilization

In our sample of respondents, the incidence of higher-order births was
relatively low at the time of the baseline interview. A total of 51 girls
(9.9 percent) either had two or more children or were pregnant with a '
second or third child. The fact that the percentage of teens with repeat
births is not as high in this sample as the overall national incidence
among teenagers (20.1 percent) could be elated to the fact that multi-
parous teens are apparently less likely to be in special teen parent
programs than primaparous teens (cf. Foltz, et al, 1972).

While under 10 percent of the sample were in a repeat-birth situation,
approximately one out of four girls (23.6 percent) had been pregnant more
than once, as shown in Table 3.25. Of the 121 girls with repeat preg-
nancies, 979 percent had had three or more pregnancies at the time of the
baseline inter.iews. Younger girls (11.5 parcent) were less l?kely than

the 16-17 year old girls (28;8 percent) to have been pregnant more than
once (y2=17.7, df = 3, p <.0005). Of course, by the time this same group
of young girls reach 16 or 17, one would expect them to Wave a higher rate
of repeat pregnancy. There was no significaht relationship Hetween ethni-
city and number of pregnancies. '

Pregnancies that did not result in a currently living ‘infant ended in
one of three ways: the death of the child, a miscarriage, or an abortion.

Seven girls (1.4 percent) reported having given birth to a chiid who later
died. Another 6.0 percent said that they had had a miscarriage. Mis-
carriages, like repeat pregnancies, were more common among the 16-17 year
olds than among the ydqug;,girls. Forty-two teens (8.2'percent) had had
an abortion; two of these girls had had two abortions. Again, the 15 year
olds and younger girls were less 1ikely to have ended a pregnancy by
abortion than the older girls (3.1 percent versus 10.5 perce.t).

In sum, then, a fairly sizeable percentage of these younyg women had
already been pregnant two or more times. By the time they all pass their
eighteenth birthdays, it seems reasonable to surmise that nearly half or
even more may experience a repeat pregnancy. In order to avoid subsequent
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TABLE 3.25(

SELECTED PREGNANCY AND PARENTING OUTCOMES OF PROJECT REDIRECTION PARIICIPANTS

AND COMPARISON GROUP MEMBERS AT BASELINE, BY AGE GROUP

Percentage of Teens with Given Exper-
ience, by Age Group

ears Years All
Selected Experience or Younger 01ld Respondents
Mother of ‘More Than One Child at Base- .
line 1.9 8.2 6.2 **
‘Mother and Pregnant at Baseline = 3.1 4.0 3.7
Girls Having Had More Than One
Pregnancy 1.9 28.8 23.6 ***
Girls Having Had a Miscarriage 2.5 7.6 6.1 *
Girls Having Had an Abortion 3.1 10.5 8.2 **
Girls With a Child Who Died 1.9 1.1 1.4

SOURCE:

participants and comparison group members.

NOTES:

Tabulations from AIR baseline interviews with Project Redirection

The pekcentages do not add to 100.0 percer.t because more than one

category m1ght be applicable (e.g. Girls with an* abortion and a miscarriage).

The percentages in this table are based on the responses . from

513 respondents.

*A two-tailed chi-square test for this distribution is statistic-

ally significant at the .05 level.

**A two-tailed chi-square test for this distribution is stat1st1c-

ally significant at the .01 level.

***A-two-tailed chi-square test for this distribution is statistic-

ally significant at the .001 level.
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pregnancies,'they will either have to aﬁsthih from sexual activity or they
will need to protect themselves by using contraceptives. -

The majority of teens in our sample (58.3 percent) reported that they
were not currently having sexual relations with anyone. Pregnant girls
(both those with and without children) were less likely to report current
sexual activity (34.1 percent) than the nonpregnant mothers (51.3 percent).
Most of the girls who reported that they were sexually active said that
they had intercourse at least once a week (73 percent). Even among those
girls who self-defined themselves as not currently sexually active, a
. sizeable percentage (33.1 percent) reported hav*ng had a sexual contact
within the previous three-month period. Thus it appears that many of these
girls could be exposing themselves to the risk of a repeat pregnancy,
especially since many of the pregnant girls may resume sexual relations at
some point after their delivery.

S1ightly over half of the sample (53.7 percent) said that they (or
their partners) had at least once used some birth control method to prevent
pregnancy.22 Among the currently active teens who were exposed to a
pregnancy risk (i.e., the sel f-defined sexually active teens who were not
already pregnant), 79.8 percent23 said they or their pdrtners were current-
ly using conf%ﬁéeption. Even among this group ofcurré‘{ users, contracep-
tion was not uniformly consistent nor effective. For example, among the
non-pregnant girls who were sexually active and users of birth control,
23.9 percent said they had used no contraceptives during their last inter-
course. In fact, 40.5 percent of the current users admitted they did not

-

22This figure is somewhat lower than that reported in the 1979 national
probability survey of girls aged 15 to 19. Zelnik and Kantner (1980) found
that 73.4 percent of their sexually a-tive respondents (64.1 percent among
the black giris) had ever used some fcrm of birth control. The rate for
the black girls in our sample (61.4 percent) is, however, comparable.

23These figures may actually underestimate the percentage of teens who take
some action to prevent pregnancy. Our experience in another study has been
that teens do not consider rhythm and withdrawal as.forms of birth control.
While these two non-device methods of contraception are not very effective,
they do reduce the risk of pregnancy. . .

I
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practice birth control all of the time. Of the 101 girls who said their
contraceptive practice was irregular, half (49.5 percent) said they used

birth control less than 50 percent of the time.

«
k] s

' There were some substantial group differences regarding the use of
birth control. Prégnant teens were less likely to have ever practiced
birth-control (32.8 percent) than were the parents (74.4 percent) or, .
especially, the non-pregnant parents (75 7 percent); (xz = 87.8,df =1, p
<.0001). Black teens (61 4 percent) reported having ever used a birth
control method more frequently than Hispanic (38.5 percent) teens
(x2=22.0, df = 1, p <.0001). This ethnic difference emerged among both
the 15-and-under group (55.1 percent versus 32;§Mbercent) and the 16 and
17-year-old age group (70.2 percent versus 53.3 percent). Overall, younger
girls (42.5 percent) had significantly less contraceptive experience than
older girls (58.8 percent); (x2 = 11.1, df = 1, p <.001). |

The most commonlyzmentionedwform of birth control ever pﬁacticed was
the pill, which two out of five teens had used, as shown in Table 3.26. A
surprisingly small percentage of girls said their partners had used
condoms.24‘ The type of method used was fairly ‘consistent across ethnic,
age and parity groups. Interestingly, the level of satisfaction for any
given method was never particularly high. Pill users were most satisfied

~with their method. Nevertheless, nearly 4 out of 10 girls who had been on

the pill indicated dissatisfaction with this method.

For the most part, these girls did not tend to experiment with
alternative birth control methods. Among those girls who had used some
form of birth control, fewer than half had tried more than one method.

24In the Zelnik and Kam¥ner (1980) survey, the methods most recently used
by the highest percentage of respondents were the pill (40.6 percent for
the total sample, 50.6 percent among blacks) and condom (23.3 percent for
the sample, 24.2 percent for the blacks). Comparably low percentages of
teens in their survey and in our sample used the diaphragm (3.5 percent vs.
2.0 percent). s
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TABLE 3.26

USE OF AND SATISFACTION WITH VARIOUS FORMS OF BIRTH CONTROL
BY PROJECT REDIRECTION PARTICIPANTS AND COMPARISON
GROUP MEMBERS AT BASELINE

> _ -
" |Percentagé of Users
- Method of Birth °|Percentage Having |[Reporting Satisfac-
Control Used the Method tion with Method
Condoms 13.1 38.3
Withdrawal 3.1 44,57
Rhythm . QQ.O
PN | 40.7 ° 63.4
Diaphragm _ 2.0 a . 58.3
o . 5.3 55,2
Foams , Jeliies ~ 6.5 '. 54.3
Total Number of"
Respondents ' 514 - --2
|

SOURCE: '}abulations from AIR baseline interviews
with Project Redirection participants and. comparison group
members ‘

NOTES: Use of a method includes both personal use
(e.g. pill), or use by a partner (e.q. cqndom).

Percents do not add to 100.0 becauserresbon-
dents could have used more than one method of birth control.

ANo total is presented with regard to satis-
faction, because the number of users varied from method to
method.
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' Thf; tendency to stick to.one method was fairly consiétent across the

various subgroups.25 " . .

€

Non-users of birth eontrol gave a variety of reasons for their failure
t0 have tried any. Among the most commonly cited reasons were anxiety
about the side effects of birth control (17.3 percent); a desire to get
pregnant (11.3 percent); dislike of any form of birth control (9.1 per-
cent); the belief that using birth control is too much trouble (6.1
percent); and unfamiliarity with birth control (6.1 percent).

In summary, i substantial proportion of the sample was at risk to a
new pregnancy. Many had never practiced birth control, and among those who
¢id, use tended not to be regular. Although the methods most frequently
used by these girls or their partners are effective forms of contraception
(condoms and the p111), the girls admitted that their use was not always

_consistent. It seems 1ikely that some of the girls who think they are
'bratticing effective.and consistent birth control are in fact less careful

and conscientious in practice than they reported.

2. Contraceptive Knowledge and Access

In order to make well-informed decisions abdut birth control, teen-
agers need to have some basic understanding about contraceptive options.
They also need to feel that birth control is accessible to them. A

progrdmmatic objective of Project Redirecticn is to provide contraceptive

information and counseling to the teen mothers and pregnant teens so that

repeat pregnancy can be avoided. As we have seen, effective and consistent
contraceptive utilization at the time of the baseline interview was- not

widesnread. The interviews also gathered information about the respon-
dents' level of knowledge about birth control and their perceived ease of

access to various contraceptives.

25+ n a study of contraceptive decision-making in young couples, respondents

indicated having used, on average, 2.3 different methods (Polit, Kahn, and
Enman, 1981).
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Our instrument'inc1uded a test of sixteen true-false questions, .
utilized ,in the. Kantner and ZeInik (1972) sqrvey, designed to measure the
respondents' knowledge about contraceptive methods and“risk of pregnancy.

Selected questiops, and the rate of correct responses, are presented in

Table 3.27. In scoring this test each correct response was assigned one

point and then all points were sumed. Thus the absqute range of
possible scores was 0 to 16._ In fact, the actual scores spanned the entire
range with one respondent having no correct responses, and three respon-
dents achieving perfect scores (N=512). The overall mean was 9.0. .In
other words, the sampIe was able to correctly answer, on average, only 56

- percent of the questions. A high percentage of respondents admitted their

lack of knowledge by giving "don't know" résponses to many of the ques-
tions.

]

Birth cortrol knowledge scores varied significantly by ethnicity, age

~and paritys The greatest &1versity was among gthnic groups. The mean

score for Hispanics was 8.0 compared to 9.5 for blacks (F = 29.0, df = 1,

\\;L;_496, p <.0001). Puerto Rican teens had lower mean scores (X = 7.2) than

“the Chicanas (X = 8.6). It should be remembered, of course, that our - .

Hispanic sample was not only predominantly Catholic, which is potentially a
contributing factor to pheir lower score$, but also younger than the black

"subgroup. However, the ethnic difference persisted even when the teens'

age was controlled {(F = 23.7, df = 1, 495, p <.0001). In terms of the two
age groups we found .that those 15 and younger averaged 8.4 points, compared

~toa mean of 9.3 for those 16 and above (F = 10.4, df = 1, 510, p <.001).

Thé scores also varied according to the respondents‘-current parenting
situation. The highest mean was‘scoréd by the mothers, whose mean score
was 9.5 compared' with 9.0 for rregnant mothers (F = 4.8, df = 2, 509,

p <.01). This finding can be explained as both a matter .of adolescent
psychology and social policy. Given the number of adolescents who believe
that they are immune to pregnancy by virtue of fate, justice, or folklore,
one would expect a surge in interest in contraception following the
delivery of an “unexpected" child. Additionally, we know that the medical
personnel in many communities are particularly diligent about imparting
contraceptive information and supplies to young women as they leave the
maternity service. 76
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- The use of a

TABLE 3.27

"

RESPONSES TO SELECTED ITEMS OF THE BIRTH CONTROL KNONLEPGE'INVENTORY
BY PROJECT REDIRECTION PARTICIPANTS AND -COMPARISON GROUP MEMBERS AT BASELINE

Bivrth tontrol T

Knowledge Inventory
Item

Percentage of Teens with Given Res

Agree

sagree

on now

gonses
jota

A sexually active -

girl can become
pregnant if she for-
gets to take her
birth control pills
for several days in
a2 row during the
time she is sup-
posed to be taking
them, (Agree)d

' Condoms can be

obtained only
from a doctor.
(Disagree)

The IUD must be
inserted before
every act of
intercourse,.
(Disagree)

0

diaphragm has very

few harmful effects. )

(Agree)
Withdrawal or pull-

~ing out can help

prevent VD.
(Disagree)

An abortion can be
done safely and
easily by a doctor
during the first
12 weeks of preg-

nancy. (Agree) 4

90.9

23.0

37.5

32.1

69.6

6'4

62.3

40.2

25.3

53.7

19.8

®a.7

14.8

22.2

42.4

34.8

110.3

100.0 (N«514)

0

100.0 (N=514)

100.0 (N=510)

100.0 (N=513)
100.0}(N-514)

100.0 (N=513)

SOURCE: Tabulations from AIR. baseline interviews with *roject Redirec-

tion participants and comparison group members.

NOTES: These six items were selected from the £ presented to the
respondents. All items were from a test of birth control knowledge used in
Kantner and Zelnik's (1972) survey of ado1escents sexual and contraceptive

experiences.

The totals may not add to 100.0 percent due to fbunding error.

3The response in parentheses indicates the carrect response.”
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Although these subgroup differences were significant, it is 1mpoéfant
to keep in mind that the scores*ﬁ%re in genéra] fairly Tow. Fully 43
percent of the respondents answered at 1east half the questions incorrectly
and 06.7 percent of the young women could.correct1x answer no more than’
three out of four. Given that the questi&ns‘inVo]Ved fairly badsic infor-
mation, this 1gnorahgefcou1d“certafh1y impede a person's ability to prevent -
preggancy; even if she were interested in that goal. . . wdr '

. ~

The area5'6f re1at1ve khbw]edgé and ignorance are important, aﬁthough
not surprising. The four questions that were most frequeritly answered
correctly were ;:1ated to the pill. At phé top of the 1ist, 70.9 perceht
of the young women agreed with the statemént' "A sexually active girl can
become pregnant if she forgets to take her birth control p111s for several
di&s in a row during thef;ime she is supposed to take them." The other
pijl1-related questions concerned thé‘neg& for a prescription (76«7 percent
correct), possible health bfob]ems or harmful effects (73 percent correct)
and the possibility of pills preventing VD (70.6 percent correct).,

Our respondents_were, themselves, most aware of their 1gn0rancé about
the diaphragm. For instance, when given the statement "The use of a
diaphragm has very few harmful effects," 42.4 percent said they did not
know. Almost that many (41 percent) responded "don't know" to the state-
ment, "To be most effective, a diaphragm should net be removed for at least
6 hours after intercourse."”

In summary, the responses to questibns desiéned to tesf'contraceptive
knowledge suggest that these girls may not HaQe a thorough enough under-
standing to make an informed choice about which contraceptive method to use
and how to use it, even if and when they want to. '

As noted earlier, access to birth control is another obvious pre-
requisite for its use. Given current federal and state legislation on this
matter it can be assumed that, theoretically at least, all methods are
available to this bopu1ation. Theoretical availability, however, is not
enough. Adolescents must also be able to financially afford hirth control,
know where and how to get it, and feel able tn take those steps. For this
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population whose financ1a| resources are minimal the éosts of birth.
controI--doctor S visits, transportation, pills, foam etc.~--may appear
proh1b1t1ve. Furthermore " the.embarrassment and 1nt1m1dation that prevent. \‘
adolescents from approachjng the medical personne] or“even drugstore clierks
who stand between them and contraception is well documented (URSA 1976
Miller, 1976; Goldsmith‘gt.gl 1971)

LM
1

Respondents were asked to 1ndicate how difficult they thought it wou]d
be to det various forms of birth control. This question was asked about
condoms, pills, diaphragm, IUD and foam.' A total "Ease of Access" score
was calculated by assfgning one point for eyery response of impossible’, two
ppints for each response of difficult, -and three points for each response
of easy. Thus the absolute range was from a low of 5, for someohe who felt
all methods would be impossible to get, to a high of 15 for someone who

felt all methods namgd would be easy to obtain.’

Although the actual responses again spanned the entire posslble range,
‘for the most part the scores were hfgh indicating a general sense of
‘availability. Thus, while. 7 respondents indicated Whey felt all methods
would be impossible to obtain, 88 respondents rated all .five methods as
easy. The method deemed most easily accessible was the pill. (See Table
3. 28) On the one hand, comimon sense might contradict this finding since
‘the p111 does require medical supervwsion and a monthly expenditure. On
the other hand, this was the most widely used of the methods, and there is
a certain amount of street traffic in birth control pills that allows some
people to bypass the medical establishment: Overall, we assume this
- perceived ease of access relates to the respondents -familiarity with and
acceptance of the pil].. Conversely, the diaphragm was seen as the least
accessible method. Again, the data indicated the respondents'’ lack of
familiarity with the diaphragm, as evidenced by 27.1 percent of the
-respondents saying they did not know how easy or difficult it would be to
- obtain.

The most not ceable variation on the "Ease of Access" scale was among
ethnic groups. The mean score for Hispanics was 11.7 compared with 12.4
. for blacks (F = 4.7, df =1, 317, p <.05). When age was controlled by .
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| TABLE 3.28 | o
_ PERCEIVED EASE OF ACCESS [0 VARIOUS: CONTRACEPTIVE MEFHODS BY- -

" PROJECT Rsomscnord{gm'rxcrmfs AND COMPARISON GROUP MEMBERS AT BASELINE
. - ‘ CH e . ’ - .4

e

« | Percentaﬁe of Teens with Given n_Responses
.Birth Control !mposs¥51e cult Easx - Don't
N Methods to Obtain to Obté?n‘ to Obtain . Know Total
. . Rubbérs : ‘ - L L
Ve . (Condoms ) i 9.1 . 13.0 67.5 10.3 100.0 (N=514)
- o | s s
Birth Control . A | \ 1 L
- Pills Ll 6.6 ]s 16,9\ )73.3 3.1 100.0 (N=514)
Diaphragm - | - 13.6W | _28.4 | 30.9 27.1 ~[160.0 (N=514)
wo . | w85 | Z&s | 34.6 | 20.4 . [100.0(N=514) °
Contraceptive - | ..~ | . . - .
Foam o101 16.5 55.8 17.5 100.0 (N=514)

~ SOURCE: Tabulations “rom AIR baseline interviews with Project Redirec-
tion participants and comparison group members.

NOTES: - The wording of the question was: "For the foliowing types of
birth control, would you say that it would he 1mpossib1e, difficuIt or gasy
for yOJ or your boyfriend to obtain’"

The totals may not add to 100 0 percent due to rounding error.

7
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analysis of covariance, the ethnic difference'wés maréina]iy significant (F -
= 3.6, df = 1, 316, p = .06). As might be expected, older teens felt they

had better access to.birth contro>¢han younger'ones: the mean score for-

the 15 year olds and younger was 11%3, compared wjth,a mean of 12.5 for
those 16 énd.o1der‘(F 2 4,1, df)=f1, 327, p €.05). No significant dif-
ference was fourd on the basis of parity. a -

These -two factors, knowledge and access to contraception, may be
considered enabling. factors with which a gir['approaches her childbearing
future. Om.the positive side, our sample felt that birth control is

‘available to them. Only 1.4'ﬁércent believed-that_ all methods would be

impossible to obtain, while 76.3 percent felt that at least one method was
easy to obtain. Their knowledge of contraception was, however, not
extensive. In both\%nowledge and perceived accessibility, this sample was

‘extremely bi]l-oriente&. Yet they were also highly aware of the possible

health hazards of this method. They were quite unfamiliar with the
diaphragm--a,method that is refative]y inexpensive and safe, does nq;‘
require male cooperation in the strict sense, and need only be used'at the
time of .intercourse. Overall, it seems safe to assume that an expansion of -
their cdhtraceptive horizons couldd aid them in the ability to delay further
childbearing, if they establish that as a personal goal. ’

) L
E. Findings Relating to Health

Health status is an important factor in the ability to make personal
investments.z6 Educational progress and, job experience can suffer if poor
health interferes with school or work attendance. In phe case of a young

PR
< N

261n economic models of human capital accumulation, health care is gen-
erally regarded as an investment because it affects life expectancy and
hence 1ifelong earning capacity (e.g., Schultz, 1971). In this report we
treat health status and health’care as enabling ractors rather than’
investments because the interviews focussed on a narrow range of health
outcomes, namely those associated with the pregnancy. These outcomes are
not viewed as having direct economic implications, but they could neverthe-
less affect current investment behaviors such as school attendance and work
experience. ’ : .
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'mnther the health of her infant can indirectly affect investment bnha-

viors. Babies with poor medical histories nequire a lot of attention and
care. The time required to attend to the baby's illness is time away from
investment-related pursuits. The effect of a sick child can also be \
deleterious in more subtle ways: it can be emotionally draining, and may
reinforce the girls' feelings that they have no control over their lives.
Trust in a brigh;er future, and therefore interest.in making investmencs,

- may be further eroded.

The?e is considerable evidence that yoﬁhg parents and their offspring
are at risk to more health problems than are d\der women and their child-
ren. For example, the rate of 1nfant§morta11ty is extremely high for very
young mothers (Menken, 1975; National Center for Health Statistics, 1976).
Among both white and non-white women, - -risks to infants have been found to
be much higher during the first month for women unhder 20 than for women
aged 20 to 30.:_Perhaps,the.most serious medical problem related to teenage

pregnanéy is the increased risk of'pranaturity, as measured by iow birth
weights.of the infants. The percentage of infants with low birth weigl;gs~

(2,500 grams or less) is significantly higher among women under 20 than

among older womén (Menken,. 1975;: Broman, 1978). Furthermore, E:b1dren born
S

to teens are more likely- thplﬁibher infants to ‘have low Apgar res- .

(Broman 1978; Jones “and Placek, 1979; NCHS, 1981).
<

Complications of pregnancy (including toxemih,'pro1onged labor and

~iron-deficiency anemia) are fairly common among young mothers. Poor diets,‘

late or inadequate prenatal care, and physical or emotional immaturity may

- be contributing factors (Bonham and Placek, 1978; Menken, 1975; Carruth,

1978; Stepco, Keith snd Keith, 1975; King and Jacobson, 1975). The
chijdren born to teenage mothers tend to experience a higher-than-average
number of health problems, which'often persist in later life (Klerman and
Jekel, 1973; Zackler and Brandstadt, 1975). Difficu}ties in obtaining
sound medical care have been found to be common in this group due to high
costs and the complications of obtaining services in a large bureaucracy
such as the Medicaid system (Cannon-Bonventre and Kahn, 1978). According
to 1977 data from the National Center for Health Statfstics, young women
continue to receive refative1y less prengtal care than older pregnant
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. women. Only 3 percent of the girls aged 15 or younger received prenatal

care during the first trimester of pregnancy, compared with 74 percent of
311 women (NCHS, 1979). . .

In the baseline survey for Project Redirection, the interviews agked

-some 1imited medical questions of the responde;ts in order to get a general

sense of the health status of these teens, particularly with respect to
their pregnancy. It should be kept in mind that the information was
gathered by self-reports and has not been verified against medical records.

. Pregnant girls (N=277) were asked several questions about their
current pregnancy including questions about medical care. According to
these girls! reports, the majority (73.3 percent) had received medical care
during the fjrst three months of their pregnancy. While a higher per-
centfge of 16 and 17 year old girls (75.1 percent) reported first trimester
care thanwgirIS 15 and under (70.2 percent), these percentages for both age
groups compare favorably with the NCHS statistics for prenatal care
received across all age and socioeconomic groups (74 percent). First-time
pregnancies were as likely as higher-order pregnancies to have received

medical attention during the current pregnancy. Timing of prenatal care

was unrelated to ethnicity.

Mothers (N=255) were asked to recall when they had first received
prenatal care for their youngest baby. A much lower percentage (55.C
percent) said they had gone to a doctor in their first trimester than was
true among currently bregnant girls. It is difficult to interpret this
difference. It could represent problems of recall; it could also represent
a greater tendency of currently pregnant girls to provide answers that are
socially acceptable. Conceivably it could répreseht improved services or
better public information about prenatal care over the past one- to
two-year period, but this epranation seems implausible.

The majority of currently pregnant teens (67.3 percent) had visited a
physician five or more times by the time of the 1nterv1ew.27 Younger girls

I

27The majority of pregnant teens were between 5-8 months pregnant at the
time of the interview. .
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had received somewhat less prenatal care than older ones: 24.5 percent of
girls aged 15 and under, compared with 39.5 percent of 16 and 17 year olds
had seen a doctor more than eight times (,2 = 9.6, df = 4, p <.05). The
majority of mothers in both age groups (63.6 percent) had had more than
eight doctor visits during their most recent pregnancy. Parenting status
and ethnicity>were not associated with different amounts of care in this
sample. '

Part of the age group differences in prenatal care among those
currently pregnant may be attributed to tne fact that older girls reported
being more 1ikely than younger ones to have been bothered by an illness or
special pain during this pregnancy: 42.2 percent of the 16-17 year olds
versus 28.8 percent of the 15 and younger girls reported having had a
problem (y2 = 4.4, df = 1, p <.05). There does not appear to. be any
straight forward explanation for this finding, and it does not repeat itself
for the mothers in their reports on their most recent pregnancy. In any'
event, hospitalization for these illnesses, which was required for about a
quarter of the pregaant girls who had had a medical problem, was no more
prevalent in one age group than in the other. )

by

Among the 255 women who were able *o report on their childbirth
experience and subsequent medical treatment, the mean number of-days in the
hospital for their delivery was 3.9 days. The 71 women who reported a
hospital stay longer than three days were asked why they had been hos-
pitalized beyond the standard time 1imit. The most common response (32.4
percent) was that the birth had been by Caesarian section. Other commonly
reported reasons were an elevated blood pressure (12.7 percent), high fever
(9.9 percent), or an illness of the baby's (7.0 peréent). The infants :
weighed, on the average, six pounds, eight ounces, which is within the
low-normal range for infant birth weights. A total of 38 babies (15.3
percent of the births), were under 2500 grams (5.5 pounds), which is the
cut-off for births considered to be of low birth-weight. This high
percentage cf low birth-weight babies is consistent with national figures:
in 1978 approximately 15- percent of nonwhite teen mothers, compared with 12
percent in the 20-24 age range, gave birth to babfes under 2500 grams
(NCHS, 1980). Differences in birth weight were unrelated to background
variables in this sample.
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A rather large percentage of babies (20.8 percent)28 did not go home

from the hospital with their mothers. Prematurity (34.7 percent) and
jaundice ?30.6 percent) were the most commonly cited reasons for the baby's
extended stay in the hospital. Among those infants who did not go home
with their mothers, their average length of time in the hospital was 16.8
days. None of the variables relating to the baby's initial ;éll—being was
associated with the mother's age, parenting status or ethnicity.

Most girls (88.1 percent) reported having gone in for a checkup since
the birth of their babies, and the majority of these (93.2 percent) had had
their visit within ten weeks of delivery. Hispanic teens (75.8 percent)
were less likely than black (92.3 percent) teens to have had a postpartum
checkup (x2 = 11.8, df = 1, p <.001). The majority of the young mothers
reported having no medical problems for themselves (77.6 percent) or their
babies (76.2 percent) following childbirth, and most reported problems
tended to be short-term and relatively minor (e.g., pains from the stitches
following a Caesarian section).

In summary, there were no strong indications in the data that this
sample of teens had severe health problems, or that they were lacking
medical attention. A surprisingly high percentage said they had received
prenatal care during their first trimester and most reported having
received timely postpartum care. The infants, on the other hand, tended to
be born prematurely, and a fairly substantial minority stayed in the
hospital after their mothers 1€ft. Nevertheless, relati?ely few women
reported that their babies had had any medical problems since their birth,
and the problems cited tended to be fairly typical of infant maladies
(e.g., allergies, diarrheas and infections accounted for 41.2 percent of
the reported problems).

28This figure is substantially higher than that reported in a study of 448
young mothers in Wisconsin, in which only 8 percent of the babies failed to
return home when their mothers were discharged (Grow, 1979). However, the
mothers in the Wisconsin sample were older (up to age 25), more likely to
be married, and less economically disadvantaged than our respondents.
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F. Findings Relating %o Services and Supports

Despite the fact that the number of special programs for pregnant
teens and teen mothers rapidly proliferated during the 1970 s, the avail-
able information suggests that the programs tend to be small, scatterad,
and restricted in the services they offer. Altﬁough there is little
concrete information about the utilization and effectiveness of these
programs as a whole, there is considerable agreement that service provision

. has not adequately met the needs of this target population.

Fragmentation has been identified by numerous commeitators as a major
cause of service delisery inadequacies. In an earlier study of the service
needs of this population, AIR researchers found that the large range of
health, educatfon and welfare services is most frequently offered to these
young clients in an uncoordinated fashion. This fragmentation'often_occurs
over time; e.qg., hsually adolescents must find separate“services for the
same basic set of needs before and after delivery of the baby. Additional
fraémentation-occurs among service providers, so that health-related,
educational, and social welfare Qervices are usha11y obtaihable simul-
taneously only by the client initiating and maintaining a separate rela-
tionship with each provider (Cannon-Bonventre and Kahn, 1979).

Service fragmentation is certainly not unique to the population of
teen mothers. Having to obtain different types of services from different
providers is thr norm, not the exception, in our human services delivery
system. The main difficulty is that this population is not Sufficiently
sophisticated--or motivated--to navigate this complex and confusing system.

Adolescents are frequently reluctant and slow to see’ out and utilize
needed services. For example, pregnant teens are typically slow in

‘obtaining prenatal care. Approximately 50 percent of mothers age 15-17

received no care in their first trimester (AGI, 1978). As parents, the
same behavior pattern continues. They are often apathetic about seeking
assistance until a problem has become a crisis or emergency (Cannon-
Bonventre and Kahn, 1979). Similar observations have led several commenta-
tors to point out that adult models of service delivery are inappropriate
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fo} this client population and that aggressive outreach and follow-up are
essential to program success (Cartoof, 1978; Forbush, 1978; Furstenberg et
al., 1972; Schinke, 1978).

Even when teen parents find their way into a special program or a
general service delivery agency, many of their most pressing needs continue
to go unmet. The AIR study of the service needs of this population found
that many families headed by adolescent parents (especially single mothers)
were in critical need of concrete aid in the form of food, clothing,

housing, financial assistance, child care, health care (including contra-

ceptive services), and Job training and placement. These direct services

_were often difficult or impossible to secure. The services that tend to be

widely available are 1nd1rect services such as counseling and information
and referral, although even the latter may ‘be lnaccessible to many inexper-
ienced and uninformed adoiescents. The researchers concluded that the
availability of only indirect services is often highly frustrating to
teenage Parents and may discourage further service utilization (Canncn-

‘Bonventre and Kahn, 1979). Similar findings were reported in a more recent
‘survey of 185 teen mothers from four sites (Zitner and Miller, 1980).

We view service utilization as an "Enabling Factor" because the use of
formal services can presumably faciiitate a higher level of personal
investment. The enabling chain may be complex: financial assistance may
lead to an improved child care arrangement, which may facilitate a return
to school. Regardless of the nature of the linkages, we believe that
without adequate supports, the obstacles this population faces in trying to
make investments are formidable.

Information about service patterns was obtained by presenting respon-
dents with a 1ist of services and asking them if they had received formal
assistance in each of the areas within the past three months, and if not,
whether they needed the service. A summary of the responses for the full
sample is presented in Table 3.29. The -left-hand cotumn of the table shows
service receipt, in declining order of utilization. The most frequently
used services were medical care for the baby and self, the WIC program (a
food supplement program), and food stamps. More than half the sample had
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' TABLE 3.29 §

SELECTED SERVICES USED AND NEEDED BY PROJECT REDIRECTION PARTICIPANTS. AND COMPARISON GROUP MEMBERS AT BASELINE

_ : : , . Percentage
Percentage Needing Service of Those Need-
UsTng Service ng Percentage -1 1ing Service
in Past 3 Not Using Total ing | Not Needing Who Used 1t in
Service Category Months Servicet Service? Service Yotal Last 3 Months®
Medical Care For Baby 78.2 10.1 88.3 1n.7 100.0 (N=248) 88.6
Medical Care For Self 72.8 . 15.8 88.6 1.4 100.0 (N=507 82.2
WIC 61.7 26.9 88.6 1.4 100.0 {N=507) 69.6
Food Stamps 50.6 30.2 80.8 19.2 100.0 (N=506 62.6
"‘Birth Control Counseling 45.8 - 22.6 68.4 N.6 100.0 (N=509) 67.0
Nutritional Counseling 43.8 24.8 68.6 31.4 100.0 )N-SOS 63.8
... Sex Education 42.1 22.4 64.5 5.4 100.0 u-soa¢ ™. 65.3
.. Parenting Classes -36.3 33.9 70.2 29.8 100.0 N-SOB‘ 81.7
Personal Counseling - 29.7 33.0 62.7 37.3 100.0 (N=509 47.3\\
. Pregnancy Counseling 29.6 5.9 55.5 44.5 100.0 (Nv506) 53.3
" Educational Counseling 28.3 4.5 69.8 ° 30.3 100.0 (N=579 0.5 O
Job 24.8 59.1 83.9 16.1 100.0 (N=508) 29.5
Child Care 23.1 3.8 58.9 1. 100.0 (N=246 39.2
Recreation 21.5 37.3 . 58.8 4.2 100.0 (N=507- 36.6
Crib 19.4 48.5 67.9 32.0 100.0 (N=509 28.6
Job Training 13.3 67.4 80.7 19.3 100.0 gu-soai 16.4
Tutoring For School Work 9.7 4.6 f 54,3 45.8 100.0 (N=507) 17.9
Housing Assistance 6.3 33.5 39.8 60.2 100.0 (N=505 15.9
Legal Assistance . 6.1 18.1 24.2 75.8 100.0 (N=508) 25.2
Help With Drug Problem 3.6 5.6 9.2 90.9 100.0 (N=505) 39.1

X SOURCE: Tabulations from AIR baseline interviews with Project Redirection participants and comparison group
members. g . '

NOTES: The totals may not add to 100.0 percent due to rounding error.

3Respondents who .
but who felt theyp:eeded that ::gv?gg.use,; given service in the 3-month period prior to the baseline interview,

it is assumed that those who us ’
age of respondents 1 ther meciing orcs 1ho :h:ds:rezzz? service needed it; therefore total need is the percent-

: CThe percentages in thi ' ' ' .
total percentage needjgg_tgz servicef column were calculated by dividing the percentage using a service by the
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used these services within the previous three months. The least frequently
used services (reportedly used by less than 10 percent of the respondents)

. were help for a drug problem, legal .and housing assistance, and tutoring
for school work.

The second column of Table 3.29 shows'the percentage of respondents
who did not receive a given service within the previous three months, but
who expressed a need for the service. The services for which respondents
expressed the greatest unmet need were job training, job counseling,
assistance in obtaining infant goods, tutoring for school work, and
educational counseling. At least two out of every five respondents
indicated an unmet need for these services. '

The last column of the table shows the percentage of respondents
expressing 2 need for a service who had actually used it in the past three
months. It points out that, with the exception of medical care, fewer than
two-thirds of all respondénts who said they needed a given service had
actually made use.of it. Thus, for example, only two in five teens who
‘needed help with child care arrangements o? with educational counseling had
received this assistance, while-fewer than one in six teens who needed job
training received it. These findings suggest the need for a comprehensive
program such as Project Redirection that can put teens in touch Qith the
- services they need.

Service utilization and need varied somewhat within various subgroups,
but not markedly. Within the parenting groups, the few existing differ-
ences were almost entirely predictable. For example, girls in a first
pregnancy were more likely than the teen mothers to have had pregnancy and
nutritional counseling within the previous three months. The two parent
groups, on the other hand, were more 1ikely to have recently used parenting
education services. The mothers were more 1ikely than the pregnant girls
to express a need for concrete assistance with infant goods (e.g., cribs
and carriages).

Service utilization patterns did vary among the ethnic groups, as
indicated in Table 3.30. Black girls were significantly more likely than
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TABLE330

UTILIZATION OF SELECTED SERVICES BY PROJECT REDXRECTXON PARTICIPANTS
AND COMPARISON GROUP MEMBERS:AT BASELINE, BY ETHNICITY

~

Percentage of Teens Utilizing Given Sources by Ethnici
jypt of Service __Hispanic _ Black T White Gro;p: 5‘31
Parenting Classes N3 | 36 18.2 36.5
Tutoring For School Work 11.3. _ 9.3 0.0 _. 9.7
Lega) Assistance 6.9 5.1 27.3 6.1 **
~Housing Assistance 5.6 6.3 - 18.2 6.4
Food Stamps 52.2 50.3 36.4 50.6
Child Care . : 20.3 24,7 0.0 23.2
Sex Education - 37.7 4{4.7 6.4 42.3
NIC ] 70 57.8 45" | slee
Pregnancy Counseling 9.4 30.3 18.2 - 29.8
Medical Care ForBaby | 71.7 - 80.2 - £ 80.0 7801
Medical Care For Self - 69.2 74.9 63.6 72,9
Recreational Program 15,6 , 24.6 18.2 : 21.6
Infant Goods " 16.9 19.9 45.5 19.5
Help With Drug Problem _ 3.1 3.3 18.2 3.6*
Birth Control Counseling|  35.0 515 21.3 4g.8 e
Job COunse'lling 12.5 30.4 27.3 24,7 iririre
Job Training 4 17.5 R 13.2 *w
Educational Counseling 4.4 35.4 18.2 28.4_ wwee
Nutritional Counseling 48.1 42.6 18.2 43,8
Personal Counseling 29.4 29.5 45.5 29.8

SOURCE: Tabulations from AIR baseline interviews with Project Redirection
participants and comparison group members.

NOTES: Thelﬁercentages shown indicate the percentage of respondents
stating they had used the given service within the previous three months.

The number of respondents varied from service to service due to
differences in missing data; however, the sample sizes seldom varied by more
than two or three respondents. Thus, the fraquencies for the above data are
fsse?tially as follows: Hispanics (159), Blacks (333), Whites (11), Total

503).

*A two-tailed chi-square test for this distribution {s_statistic-
ally significant at the .05 level.

A tuo-tailﬂd chi-square test for this distribution is statistic-

'aHy significant at the .01 level.

hp two-tailed chi-square test for this distribution is statistic-
ally significant at the .00) level.

****A two-tailed chi-square test for this distribution is statistic-

ally significant\at the .0001 level.
90
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girls in other ethnic groups to have used birth centrol counseling, job
counseling, job-training and‘educational counseling services. Hispanic
girls were the group most 1ikely to have used a WIC program. Use of the
WIC program was higher among the Puerto Rican teehs (83.1 percent) than the -

Chicana teens (66.2 percent); (42 = 4.4, df = 1, p <.05).

Perceived needs for services were fairly uniform across the ethnic
groups, although there were some isolated differences. Black girls were
more 1ikely ta feel they needed job counseling, child care, WIC, and
tutoring than Hispanic girls. T\

Two cpude composite measures of ghe teens'\kervice circumstances were
created .by summing the total number of services used and the total number-
of services needed for each respondent. While it is recognized that such
indices fail to consider the dimension of fntensity of service utilization,’
it was nevertheless felt that a global measure of exposure and need would
be useful in summarizing the respondents' experiences and in evaluating
group differences. '

Table 3.31 summarizes the breakdown of these global service measures
by age, parity and ethnic group. On average, respondents had used approxi-
mately 6 of the 20 services listed. There was, however, considerable |
variation: the standard deviation was 3.6, and range of scores was from 0
to 17. Similarly, réspohdents reported needing (but not having used) six

‘services, and the standard deviation was 3.8. The number of services

needed ranged from O to 18. Only one group difference was identified.
Blacks had used a significantly higher nuﬁber of serv¥ces than other teens.

while all or most of the services examined may be considered factors
that would enable teen parents to make personal investments in their
futures, the availability of child care was considered a critical facili-
tator for this population. Without adequate child care, both educational
and occupational pursuits would prove unfeasible for these mothers,iregard-
less of the level of other enabling factors such aS aspirations or health.
As indicated in Table 3.29, formal child care services were used by only
23.1 percent of the young mothers. Yet approximately one-third of the

“remaining mothers felt they needed help with child care.
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TABLE 3.

R N

3

MEAN NUMBER OF SERVICES USED AND NEEDED BY PROJECT REDIRECTION
PARTICIPANTS AND COMPARISON GROUP MEMBERS AT BASELINE, BY AGE,

[y

PARENTING STATUS., AND ETHNICITY

oy o

Mean Number

Mean Number

.

Group of Services Usedpf Services-‘,Nee'de Number in Group

Age Group N AN -

A $15 years old | 6.0 . 5.8 160
16-17 years old 5.8 6.2 . 354

' ¢

Pusenting Group

. Pregnant girls 5.7 6.0 256

. Mothers 6.0 6.1 258

Ethnic Group*
Hispanics 5.2 5.6 161
Blacks 5.2 6.3 339
Whites 5.3 5.8 1

A1l Respondents 5.9 ‘6.1 514

SOURCE :

Redirection partic.pants and comparison group members.

NOTES:

Tabulations from AIR baseline interviews with Proaect

The_means represent the mean number of services used in

the past three months, or not used in the past three months but needed,
from a 1ist of 20_services presented to the re. pondents.

*For number of services used, a two-tailed F-test is
statisticaliy sigpificant at the .05 Tevel.
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Several additﬂonal questions were asked to determine what sources of

child care support were available to these young women. Table 3.32

mmarizés the ghild care arrangements used by the fiothers when they were
in school, while they were working, and when they geeded to run out to do
errands or to keep an appointment. For all three circumstances. the
majority of girls depended on the1r families to care for their children.
The maternal grandmpther was particularly likely to babysit in the mother' sh:
absence, -especially while the mother was in school. Other relatives

~mentioned most frequently'were aunts and sisters. The father.of the baby

was seldom called upon to care for the child in the mother's absence.
Interesfing]y, day care centers were used only by mothers attending schooi.-
TNis suggests the«possibilify that many of the’ day care centers were
associated with the schuois the mothers were attending. Arrangements

_included in the "other’ category were most frequently -combinations of
* arrangements, the most common being the maternal grandmother and some other

relative. .

-

Some information about the range of the respondents' child care
options was obtained by asking them what happened when their regular child
caré arrangement did not work out. The responses suggest that these girls
do not have a secure fall-back position. The majority (52.2 percent) said
they would take the baby with.them. Within-family arrangements were the
next most common responses: 8 percent said they would leave the baby with
their mother, 4.4 percent would leave it with their sister, 3.6 percent
would have their grandmothers babysit, and 8.7 percent mentioned some other
relative. Only 7.6 percent said they would find a standby babysitter.

None of the child care patterns was related to age, parity or ethnicity.

Teen parents obtain the services they receive from a wide variety of
human services agencies. Most communities provide all of the services that
we listed in the interviews, although teen parents may not know about or _
may not seek out thesz services. But, as noted in the introduction to this

~ section, many communities also offer speciai programs for teen parents that

are designed to attract and in some cases reach out to this population.
Each respondent was asked whether she had ever participated in a special
program for teen parents or pregnant teens. A little more_than one~fourth
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TABLE 3.32

!

TYPE OF CHILD CARE ARRANGEMENT USED BY PROJECT -REDIRECTION PARTICIPANTS
AND COMPARISON GROUP MEMBERS AT BASELINE, BY SITUATION REQUIRING CHILD CARE

\-’\\
Type of Child ° Pertentage Usi(n Child Care Arrangement in Various Situaﬁons
Care Arrangement ”"WH?TE‘?%'SEFEng* While at Work Te Doing Errands
Respondent's Mother 61.2 | 45.5 : 46.5
Day Care Cenﬁer~. n.s 0.0 ' O:DT S
Other Relative « | 9.7 15.9 10.6
Paid Babysitter T 4.8 B 9.1 " .8 |
" Boyfriend/Husband | 2.4 6.8 2.0
TakesBabyWithHer ﬁﬁ 3.6 4.% , 23.6
\%riend or Neighbor ;6 . 4.5 R J 1.2
A1l Other - ' ]
Arrangements - 6.2 . 13.7 R 15.3
Total ' 100.0 100.0 | 100.0
Number of Respondents 165 | 44 ' 254

~ SOURCE: Tabulations from AIR baseline interviews with Project Redirection
participants and comparison group members.

NOTES: The "in school” question was asked only of mothers who had been
~in school within the previous six months. The "at work" question was asked of
mothers who had worked in the previous six months. The "doing errands"
question was asked of all* the mothers.
The totals may not add to 100.0 because of rounding error.

q0ther arrangements included the father's siblings or parents
and various combinations of categories previously listed.

N

121

94



#

(27.8 percent) said that they had. Significantly more blacks (32.2 -
_pevcent) than Hispanic (19.5 percent) teens hgd\bgeh in a special program

(x2=8.1,df =1, p <.05). This fingqng probablj\keflectirﬂeogfaphic ..
location primarily. Participation rates were highest in Bedford-Stuyvesant
and Detroit'.29 o

Participation in a teen pareht program was strongly relgted to overall
servicEutilization and need pattefns. Teens enrolled in a special program
had used an average of 7.7 services in the previous three months, compared
with 5.9 services for those who had never been in a speciai program
(F = 15.2, df = 1, 285, p-<.0001). an-parttbipants 1dek%1f1ed an average
of 6.4 services they needed compared with 4.4 émong those i a special
program (F = 20.8, df = 1, 285, p <.0001): E . /

In summary, the ;espondents were found to be using a range of services
in thei: communities, but there was a cohsi&erab1e amount of individual
variation in servi€e receipt. Black girls reported: receiving more services
than other girls, but this. probably reflects’ the fact that a higher percen- -
tage of black teens (espe¢ially those in Bedford-Stuyvesant) were enrolled
ir. a special program for teen parents. ,Ihe’services 1dent1?ﬁed as being
most needed 1nc1udednwlc, assistance with jbb'éouhse]ing and training. B

~The findings have several 1mplicat16ns for Project Redirection. First, it

is noteworthy that the emp!byment-related serVices; which represent an
innovative feature of Project Red{reétion, were perceived as a needed
service by an overwhelming majority of reSpondents. Second, the overall
pattern of service utilization and need suggests that many of the needs for
this population were not being met by the available resources. The need
for a comprehensi@e and targeted service pr?gram‘;uch as Redirection is

.

further undcrscored by the finding that those young women with experience
in a teen parent program (and many of these were by no means -comprehensive)
were receiving more services than those with no comparable experience.

v A

29Our recruitment of respondenté in Bedford-Stuyvesant was problematic, and

it became necessary to obtain referrals from a teen parant program; 64.5
percent of the Bedford~$tuyvgsant respondents had been in a special
program. _ :
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_ Iﬁ'addition to examining patterns of forma] service utilization by our
respondents we also asked about more informal sources of support and
assistance. Like service availability and utilization, the informal
support network was viewed as a factor that could facilitate personal
investments on the part of these teens either directly (by enab]ing the
_teen tb actend school or find work) or indirectly (by providing encourage-
ment to strive for i roved 1ife outcomes). In fact, with respect to child
care, the informal network -was more 1ikely to be used than wéve formal,
organized child care provtders. = .

-With regard to tneir cnrrent support system, respondents were asked a
question about whom t' .y would feel comfortable turning'to if they had -
something on their minds and wanted to talk things through. As shown in
Table 3.33, the most fnequently cited source of emotional support and
advice was the respondents' mothers, to whom a majority said they could
turn for assistance.30 Boyfriends (and husbands for married respondents)
were almost as -1jkely as mothers to be viewed as a source of support.
Except for boyfriends, respondents were less 1ikely to identify males than
. -females as confidantes. Theré was no significant reiationshtp between
types;of available support on the one hand, and age, ethnicity and paren-
ting status on the other. Furthermore,- the average number of persans cited
(X = 3.3) was unrelated to the respondent‘s background characteristics.

Teen parents have, in other research studies, identified sociai
isolation as a problem of some concern to them: their peers, who are
typically not pregnant and are still in school, are reportedly less
available to them than previously, and they no longer share the same
““interests or 1ifestyles (cf. Cannon-Bonventre and Kahn, 1979). However,
among this sample of respondents, a substantial number of girls (47.3
percent) said they could turn to girlfriends for advice and support. ~When
asked more directly if they had close friends who 1ived nearby and with

30As might be expected, respondents were significantly more 1ikely to turn-

to their mother if she was a household member. Nearly 80 percent of the
girls who cited their mother as a support lived with them. On the other
hand, two-thirds of the girls who cited their father as a person to whom
they could turn did net have their fathers in their housenplds.
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TABLE 3.33

1y ) . ) ' .
PERSONS CITED AS AVAILABLE SOURCES OF EMOTIONAL SUPPORTS
.« BY PROJECT REDIRECTION PARTICIPANTS
AND COMPARISON GROUP MEMBERS AT BASELINE

e

Seurce of Support

Percentage of Teens
Citing Source

Respondent's Mother
Réspondent's Father

»

Respondent}§ Sister?s)
Respondent's Brother(s)
] Respondent's Hushgnd.
Réqundent's Boyfriend
Social Worker/Counselor
- Girlfriend(s)

Older Woman (Aunt, feacher. Etc.)

H

SOURCE: Tabulations from AIR bageline interviews
with Project Redirection participants and comparison

. group members.

NOTES: The question asked was "I'm going to ask
you about different people.in your 1ife and I'd l1ike you
to tell me if you'd go to that person to talk things
through (when you have something on your mind)?" The
above 1ist of sources was read to g?spondents.

The percentages do not add to 100.0
because the respondents could identify multiple sources

of support.

The above percentages were based on data

provided by 510 respondents.
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waom they were in contact at least once a week, the majority of respondents
(72.4 percent) said they had at least one such close friend, and nearly
half said they had two or more. Feeling alone as a teen parent did not
appear to be a problem that many of the.respondéntsafaded: 62.0 percent
reported that they had a close friend who was either pregqant or already a

‘parent. Hispanic teens (37.9 percent) were somewhat more 1ikely than black

teens (22.7 percent) to say they had no close friends with whom they were
in touch weekly ( y2= 13.0, df = 4, p <.01), but having a friendship with
another teen parent was unrelated to ethnicity, as well as to age and

"parenting status.

As noted earlier, boyfriends and husbands were viewed by a large
percentage of respondenté as an important c¢omponent-of their suppbrt
network.>} The 1q§erv1ew asked several further questions about the extent
to which the baby's father was involved 1n*the{respondeﬁtsf lives. Nearly
three out of every four girls (71.0 percent) said that they still saw the
baby's father, and of those more than half (51.6 percent) said they saw him
every day. In only a handful of cases wa< contact less frequent than once
a week. Among women with babies, aImOSt all * use who saw the baby's
father reported that the child spent time with the father as well- (89.5
percent). In the majority of these cases (68.1 percent), the fathers were
in contact with their children several times a week or more. Contact
between the mother and father or father and child was fairly consistent
across all ethnic, age, and parity groupé.

The fathers tended to be several years older than the girls: the
average age was 20.8, with an age range from 14 to 38. Suprisingly, the
father's age was similar for both the older (X = 20.8) and younger
(X = 20.7) group of girls. A question about what the fathers were cur-
rently doing yielded varied EesuIts. About a third (35.0 percent) of the
girls said the father was working. Many were employed in 1ow=-paying,

3lthe role of the baby's father in affecting the mother's life outcomes has
not been adequately explored by researchers. . The recent Guttmacher
document, however, reports that one study found the baby's cognitive
development to be better if the father helped to care for the baby than if

the child was brought up by the mother alone (AGI, 1981).
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unskilled jobs such as short-order cook, stock clerk and security guard,

although a number were also wgrking in skilled blue-collar occupations such-

as construction and auto mechanics. About one-fourth of the fathers were
reported to still be in school. The remaining 40 percent of the fathers
.were enéaged in a variety of things, such as job hunting (9.3 percent), in
the service (3.5 perceat), in jail (3.9 percent), or not doing anything
(6.3 percent).

In summary, the sample of respondents appear to have a fairly solid
network of social supports available to them. Most teens had several
friends and relatives to whom they coyld turn for assistance. The network
included friénds who were in a similar situation to their own (1.e., were
~ teen parents). A high percentage of girls continued to have contact with
. the fathers of their babies. While it thus appears that their support
network was adequate in terms of its size, the data offer only limited
insights into the nature and quality of the supborts offered. One might
infer from the information about their friends and their boyfriends,
however, ttat these girls typically lack figures in their immediate network
who could serve as role models for effective investing and upward mobility.

G. Findings Relating to Psychological Factors

The psychological correlates and consequences of teenage pregnancy are
topics that are less well researched than the economic ones. A few studies
db;indicate that problems such as loneliness and isolation are commonly
reported among teen parents (Baldwin, 1977; Cannon-Bonventre and Kahn,
1979; Howard, 1978; watts, 1971). Gabrielson and his colleagues (1977)-
found that teenage parents were more prone to suicide and depression than
women the same age without children. In general, however, little is known
about the psychological statqs of this populatinn of young women.

In the baseline survey, we looked at two psychological characteristics
that were viewed as potential precursors to an individual's decision to

" invest in themselves: .self esteem and locus of control. Both were

considered characteristics that could function in a motivational capacity.
That is, it was assumed that teens who felt better about themselves and
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about their ability to control AHeir 1ives would be more motivated to
continue their education, pursue a career, and avoid_uananned pregnancies.

Self-esteem was measuréd by an abbreviated, six-item,version of

Rosenberg's Self Esteem Scale. Scores could range from a low of 6 for the

~ Towest levels of self—esteen to a high of 24 for the highest levels of
self-esteem. Table 3.34 summarizes the breakdouns of the self esteem
scores according to age, parity and ethnic group. As this table shows, the
mean score on the self-esteem scale was 19.1, 32 indicating fairly positive

~ overall self images. Hispanic girls écored significantly lower on this
measure than did black teens, although the Hispanic girls' scores did |
reflect positivé self concepts. The se1f'cgncebt scores of the Chicanas'ﬁf
= 17.6) were somewhat lower than those of the Puerto Rican.group (X = 18.3;
F = 3.6, df = 1,140, P <. 06) Self conceptpwas unrelated to age or to the
parity group. o : :

¢ f
Responses to the actual items are shown in Table 3.35. For every |
item, only a minority of the interviewed girls gave responses that reflec-
ted self-depreciation. The statement that elicited the highest number of
negative responses was "I feel I don't have much to be proud of,” but fewer
than 20 percent of the girls agreed with that statement.

The second psychological variable was locus of control, heasured by a

—=- - five-item scales "Locus of- comtrol 1S a construct that relates to a
person's perceived sense of control over life events. Those with an
internal Tocus of control tend to view themselves as having primary
responsibility for their own outcomes, while those with an external
orientation view circumstances or persons external to them as controlling
those outcomes.33 The five-item scale had values that could range from 5
(the most external oriehtqtion) to 20 (the most internal orientation).

32The mean Self Esteem score on this same measure for a sample of sexually
actiye teenage girls of mixed social class in Boston was 18.4 (Polit et al,
1981).

33There is some evidence that effective contraceptors are more internal in
their 1ocus of control than girls who do not practice effective birth
control (Steinlauf, 1979). 100
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TABLE 3.34

MEAN. SELF-ESTEEM SCORES.OF PROJECT REDIRECTION
PARTICIPANTS AND COMPARISON GROUP MEMBERS AT BASELINE,
BY AGE, PARENTING STATUS, AND ETHNICITY

i
~i

T o | ‘Number in

Group - ' -Mean . Group_
Age Group ~
15 Years O1d or Younger | 18.9 | 158

16-17 Years 01d - 19.1 349

Parenting Group

Pregnant Teens 18.9 253

Mothers : 19.3 254
Ethnic Grqup**** {

Hispanics 18.0 158 -

Blacks : 19.6 335

Whites A 19.4 | N
A1l Respondents 1 19.1 507

SOURCE: Tabulations from AIR. baseline interviews
with Project Redirection participants and comparison |

group members.
It}

NOTES: The Self-Esteem Measure consisted of six
items. Scores could range from a low of 6 to a high
of 24, with higher scores reflecting more self-esteem.

- www*Tyo-tailed F-test statistically signifi-
cant at the .0001 level.
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TABLE 3.35
_ RESPONSES TO ITEMS ON SELF-ESTEEM SCALE BY PROJECT REDIRECTION PARTICIPANTS -
AND COMPARISON GROUP MEMBERS AT BASELINE

Percentage of Teens |Percentage of Teens |
Self-Esteem Item _in_Agreement in Disagreement Total

I feel good about
the wa—gal look. ..

(Agree 7.8 | -~ 12.2 | 100.0 (N=510)

On the whole, I am : - -
satisfied withmy- ' i
self.u..... (Agree) 84.1 15.9 100.0°(N=510)

I feel that I'ma
person of worth, at

least equal to - . ’
others..... (Agree) 94,2 5.8 : _100.0 (N=510)

A1l inall, I think
I'm a failure.... )
(Disagree) 10.0 90.0 100.0 (N=510).

[ feel I don't
have much to be

proud of....... o ' . ' <
(Disagree) 18.3 - 81.7 100.0 (N=508)

[ feel I have a
number of good ) .
qualities..(Agree) 8.5 | 10.5 100.0 (N=509)

SOURCE: Tabulations from AIR baseline interviews with Project Redirection’
and comparison group members. y : "

NOTES: - These self-esteem items were borrowed from Rosenberg's Self-
Esteem Scale. The items have been widely used to measure self-esteem in teen-
age populations. For example, they are included as part of a "Psychological
Inventory" compiled by Dr. Peter Scales of Mathematica, Inc. for use in con-
nection with a battery of scales designed to measure sexual attitudes and
knowledge in teenagers.

"Agreement" refers to those who "agreed" or "strongly agareed"
with the statement. "Disagreement" refers to those who "disagreed" or "strong-
ly disagreed" with the statement. .

aThe response in parentheses indicates the response scored as
sianifying positive self-esteenm. . -
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Table 3.36 summarizes the results of the locus of control analyses.
The mean score for the sample was 13.8, a score close to the theoretical

-neutral midpoint of 12.5, but reflecting a modest internal orientation.

Scores on the locus of control measure were not related to parity or age.
Black and Hispanic teens had similar average scores. '

| Table 3 37 indicates the percentage of respondents agreeing with the S
five items that comprise. the locus of contro1 scale. This table shows that -
the two items that made positive statements about the individual's ability B

- to-control their own destiny (#4 and 5) tended to elicit high rates of

agreement. On the other hand, many teens also felt that luck or external
influences played an important role in life's events. This ambivalence or
inconsistency undoubted1y contributed to the fact that total scores tended
to be in the midd!e range between internal and external.

In summany, these teen parents generally had high levels of se1f
esteem. A1though Hispanic teens had significantly lower self: ‘esteem scores
than other girls, the absolute differences were small. The locus of |
control variable was unrelated to the teens'’ backgronnd_characteristics. - -t

H. Findings Relating to Respondents' Home Environment

Young people ‘who make only marginal investments in themselves continue
to come disproportionately from economica11y diqgg!gntaged families. One'
of the most detrimental and far-reaching consequencestgfhnnverty; in fact
s that the poor are constrained from making the investments they need to
get ahead. Their investment opportunities are often limited, and their
resources of time, energy, and stamina are generally exhausted. The
process of making ends meet, of working through the bureaucratic logistics
of the social service system, of coping with.the hazards of low-rent areas
tends to deplete psychic energy. Over time, and over generations, trust in
a different futureﬂis undermined; investment of scarce resources seems
pointless.

In various ways, the familial setting can encourage (or undermine) the
development of persona1'mot1vation, self esteem, and a positive orientation
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° TABLE 3.36

MEAN LOCUS-OF-CONTROL SCORES
OF PROJECT REDIRECTION PARTICIPANTS
AND COMPARISON GROUP MEMBERS AT BASELINE,
_ BY AGE, PARENTING STATUS, AND ETHNICITY

. 3 Number in
Group _ \ Mean . .Group
Age Group : |
15 Years -01d or Younger 13.7 157
~ 16-17 Years- 01d . 13.9 344
Pargnting group
| Pregnant ﬁeens _ 13.8 - 251
. Mothers : 13.8 250
Ethnic éroup*‘ )
Hispanics | o 13.6 155
Blacks . - 13.9 333 -
Whites ~-16.3 1A
A1l Respondents, | 138 | sor

¢

| SOURCE: Tabulations from AIR baseline interviews
with Project Redirection participants and comparison

group members.

NOTES: The locus of control measure consisted of .

five items. Scpres could range from a low of 5
(external orientation) to 20 (internal orientation).

*Two-tailed F-test statistically signifi-
cant at the .05 level. - :
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TABLE 3.37

, .
ir

RESPONSES TO ITEMS ON LOCUS-OF-CONTROL SCALE BY PROJECT REDIRECTION PARTICI-

PANTS AND COMPARISON GROUP MEMBERS 'AT BASELINE

]

Percentage of
Teens in Agree-

Percentage of

Teens in Dis-.-

tion participants and comparison group members.

~ NOTES:
with the statement.

"strongly disagreed" with the statement

Locus of Control Item ment agreement & Total
w A
. Getting ahead in life is : 3
mostly a matter of luck...... '
(Disagree)? 39.7 - 60.3 100.0 (N=514)
It's not always wise to plan
too far ahead because many
thangs turn out to be a mat-
ter of good or bad luck any- :
WAY:eooonooanancnnn (Disagree) . 62.8 37.2 100.0 (N=514) .
Many times I feel that I have
1ittle influence over the
things that happen to me..... ‘ '
(Disagree) - 64.4 35.6 100.0 (N=574)
What happens in my 11fe de-
pends on what I do....(Agree) 80.5 19.5 100.0 (N=514)
. It's up to me to determine my ﬂ
S 171471 o - T (Agree) 93.8 - 6.2 100.0 (N=514)
SOURCE Tabu1ations from AIR ‘baseline interviews with Project Redirec-

"Agreement" refers to those who "agreed" or "strongly agreed"
"Disagreement" refers to those who "disagreed" or

aThe response 1n parentheses indicates the response.scored as
signifying a more internal orientation.
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toward the future. whiJe programs 1ike Progect Redirection strive to
affect these same characteristics, teen parent programs must accept the

" home environment the girl brings with her as a "given:* the program can
. seldom directly affect the home living situation. Many program evalu-

ations, including those with which AIR has been involved, have demonstrated
the powerful impact the family background can exert on personal ambitions
and .investments. For example, our recent evaluation of the Cities in
Schools programb-a program aimed at a similarly disadvantaged population of
urban'youth--found that the program was most successful among those who
brought some "assets” in the form of familial resources with them 1nto tne
program.

Other research has indicated that fami]y‘characteristics such as the

‘intactness of the family and economic status are related to a girl's age at

first birth.. That s, girls from single parent, low-income families are
more likely to become parents during their teenage years than girls from
intact, higher income families (Card and Wise, 1978; Moore, et ai, 1979).
There exists abundant documentation that “1mpover1shed“ family backgrounds
arsﬁhegatiVely related to a host of 1ife outcomes such as adult occupa-
tional status and educational attaimment (e.g., Wright, 1978; Squires,
1977; Jiobu, 1976). The question we posed is the following: to what
extent does this sample come from home environments that can be described
as disadvantaged? We were interested in documenting both what is typical
for this group of teenagers, as well as what the upper and lower boundaries
of their assets are.

Fewer than one out of five (18.3 percent) of the respondents in our '
sample grew up in an intact family witH‘Both parents present. The majority
of teens (68.2 percent) had grown up in mothe;Lheaded families. Hispanic
girls were more 1ikely to have been raised by both parents than other
girls, as shown in Table 3.38, but in no ethnic group did intact families
account for as many as 25 percent of the childhood family structures.

Most respondents reported that they continued to 1ive at home with one

or both parents even after thefr pregnancy (Table 3.39). At the time of
the interviews, 72.1 percent of the teens said they were 1iving in house-
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TABLE 3.38

LIVING ARRANGEMENT OF PROJECT REDIRECTION PARTICIPANTS
AND COMPARISON GROUP MEMBERS DURING C!!TLDHOOD, BY ETHNICITY

| ’ Percentage D1stribution of Teens, b¥ Ethnicity

Living Arrangement : thnic

. During Childhood3 Hispanic Black White Groups
With Mother Only " 63.8 70.2 81.8 68.4

© With Father Only 3.8 1.5 9.1 2.4
With Both Parents 23.1 16.2 9.1 18.2 .

" With a Guardian or . :
Relative 6.3 11.2 0.0 9.4
Other Living Arrangementsb 3,1 .9 0.0 1.6
Total | 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

"Tota1 Number of Respondents 160 339 1A 510

-

SOURCE: Tabulations from AIR baseline interviews hith Project Redirec-
tion participants and comparison group members.

NOTES: The totals may not add to 100.0 percent due to rounding error.

A twn;taiiﬁa chi-square test for this distribution is statis-
tically significant at the .05 level. . 1

qThe question-asked was: - “*Who did you.]fve'wfth for’ nost of -

'yeur 11fe before you became pregnant?"

bOtherIivingarranaements included "with parent and step
"iInr an institutior"; and "with foster parents."

parent" ;
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~ HOUSEHOLD COMPOSITION OF PﬁOJECT REDIRECTION PARTICIPANTS
AND COMPARISON GROUP MEMBERS AT BASELINE, BY ETHNICITY

. ¢ TABLE 3.39

Percentage of Teens with Specified HousehoId

Only Respondent Present

: : Member, b Ethniciﬁx
Persons Present in Respon- T ATT Ethnic .
_dent's Household at Baseline | Hispanic Black White
_ Mother Present 57.6 79.5 5| 721w
Father Present | 6.5 | 167 9.1
Both Parents Present f:5.5 13.0 5
Sister(s) Present. 43.7 60.1 4
Brother(s) Present 47.5 6g.7 .5
Own Child(ren) Present 39.2 . 54.8 5
Husband Present o 12,0 1.2 R T
Boyfriend Preserit 21.5 3.3 3. 9. 5%kk%
Otker Relatives Present 35.4 ; 31.2 .3
Non-related Persons Present | = 13.9 3.3:,_ .3 7.V hxk
1.3 1.2 0

ot

S'URCE: Tabulations from AIR baseline 1nterv1ews with Project Redirec-

tion participants and comparison group members.

NOTES: The percents do fiot add to 100.0 because respondents could have

multiple persons present in their househoIds

These data are based on the responses from 505 respoﬁdents.

*A two-tailed chi-square test for this distribution is signifi-

cant at the 05 level.

**A two-tailed chi-square test for this distribution 1s signifi- .

. cant at the .01 level.

*xx*p two-tailed chi-square test for this distribution is signifi- |

«cant at the .0001* 1evel.
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. holds tha;é/ﬁtluded their mothers. Both parents were currently present in
the housepOlds of 13.7 percent of the girls. The presence of at least one
parent was significantl;, more frequent among black teens than among the
other teens, as was the presence of siblings. Ethnic differences in °
household composition appear to be largely attributable to the fact that™
black ‘teens were less 1ikely than others to be married or to be'living with
‘their boyfriends and their husband' s/boyfriend s family. Household

“composition at baseline was, suprisingly, unrelated to age and parity.'

Only a handful of respondents (1 2 -percent) reported that tney 1ived

alone, or lived alone with their child (1.0 percent). 34 On average, a

~ total of 5.6 persons (including the respondent) were 1iving in their
households, with a range from 1 to 16. More than half of jhe reSpondents
lived in households in which there were six or more members. Total

" household size was unrelated to the respondent's age:.or ethnicity.

However, those teens who were already mothers had significantly larger
households (mean of 6.0 members) than the pregnant teens (mean of 5.3
members), presumably accounted for primarily by the addition of the
respondent s child to the household. '

While the presence or absence of key family members was considered to o
be a powerful indicator of thé respondents.' home environment, there are
obviously numerous other familial factors that play a role in shaping the
girls” predispositions to make personal investments. The interviews

———-axamined several of these contextual factors, such as parental education,
| total number of siblings, precedent for teertage pregnancy within the .
respondents' families, and family income. :

®

'y . 'S - J g

IS

| The girls came, for the most part, from families in which educational
attainments were modest.35 Slightly more than half of the girls (51.5

34It must be recognized that some respondents may have been unwilling to
admit the presence of a boyfriend if they felt that such an admission could
Jjeopardize their welfare payments.

35Surprismgly, the respondent's current school status and her educational
aspirations were unrelated tc her mother's actual educational attainment.

This fact may reflect, in part, the homogeneity of the respondents' mothers
with respect to education. 109 _ :
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percent) reported that their'mgthers had not received-a high school
diploma. An additional 15 percent did not know how far their mothers .had
gone in schoo1. Substant1a11y more Hispanic teens (90.0 percent) than
black (46.8 pergent) teens who knew their mothers' educational background

- said that their mothers had not received a d1p1oma (y2=73.7,df =1, p

<. 0001)
. _ e
Respondents were considerably less well informed'about their fathers'

'tnan sbout their mothers' educational level: nearly half (49.5 percent)
'said-they had no knowledge of their fathers' schooling.. Of the remaining

half of the sample who said they knew their fathers' background, 52.5

“percent reported that their fathers had not received a.high school diploma.
'gThus respondents appear to have been raised in families in which attain=
ment of even the most basic certification was\thg\e:ception rather'than‘sfﬁ

rule.

. The number of siblings in a girls’ family was considered an important
aspect of the girls' home environment for two primary reasons. First, a

~large number of siblings would suggest thrat the respondents mothers might

be uninformed about, pr might hold negative attitudes towar he use of -
contraceptives. The mother's inexperience or va}ﬁe orientation could in
turn affect the girls' own use of birth control. Second, family size has
consistently been found to be (negatively) associa¥ed with aspirations,
academic achievement, and educational aftainment even after contro11ing
for social class (e.g., Rehberg and Westby, 1967 Turner,, 1962 Nuttall,
Nuttall, Polit and Hunter, 1976). The teenage girls we interviewed came,
for the most part, from large families. Overall, the average number of
siblings was 5.2, with a standard deviation of 3.3. The actual number of
siblings ranged from 0 to 16. Hispanic teens came from larger families
(mean number of "siblings = 5.8), than black teens (X = 5.0); (F = 7.0,

df = 1, 486, p <.01). | -

One other aspect of the gir1s family milieu that was exaﬂﬂned in the
interviews was the absence or presence of role models with respect to

*
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teeﬂage parenthood. was assumed that there would be more acceptance

- of the teenage parent status (and, possibly, less inclination to strive for

a different 1ifestyle) in families in which there had been one or more
precedents of teenage pregnaney. The teens were therefore asked at what -

_age their own mothers had first had a baby. Eleven percent of the respon-

dents did not know how old their mothers were at first birth. Among those
who did know, more than'three-fourths (27.8 percent) said that their
mothers had been teenage parents. Hispanic teens (77.0 percent) were more

-1ikely than black girls (66.5 percent) to have had a precedent of teen

parenthood set for' them by their mothers: (x2 = 8.6, df = 2, p <.02).

Respondents were also asked how many of their sisters were parents (or

| currently pregnént) and, .of these, how many had been pregnant as teenagers.
A total of 239 teens said that at least one of their sisters had children,

and of these sisters 217 (90.7 percent) had had a teenage pregnancy.
HaV1ng a sister as a role model37 for a youthful pregnancy was unrelated to
age ethnicity or parity..

The interviews also gathered some information fzgg,;he—neggondents
with respect to their economic condition. It should be noted, however,

. +hat thefdata on household finances are probably .less reliable than data on

other issues. According to our interviewers, many respondents seemed

confused or embarrassed by the income-related questions, and interviewers
often got the impression that the respondents were guessing. Furthermore,
it was apparent during the interviewing that some teens could respond only

~ in terms of their own financial resources, rather than that of their

household. Nevertheless, the pattern of responses gives us a crude
indicator of the economic difficulties of these respondents.

36Prior studies have found. that teenage mothers are nearly -twice as 1ikely
to have had a teenage parent themselves as later childbearers (AGI, 1981).

37In some cases, the respondent may have been the role model for her
sister. However, based on the information we gathered on the sisters' ages

and the ages of their children, this appears not to have been the case for
most respondents.
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“rable 3. 40 lists a variety of sources of economic support and shows
the percentage of respondents who c1a1med they received support from each
source. Public assistance in the form of AFDC, food stamps and WIC was the

- most commonly cited type of economic support.” The fact that only 78.1
percent of the sample was on AFDC reflects the fact that, particularly in

" certain sites, AFDC status was pending the birth of the child or the
processing of thelhgcessary paperwork. Thus, 68.4 percent of the pregnant - -
girls and 87.6 percent of the teen mothers were receiving AFDC at the time
uf the interview. The fact that Hispanics were less 1ikely than blacks to
be on AFDC appears to be attr1butab1i primarily to site differences, which
were fairly marked due to differences in state requirerents for AFDC.

Parents were'mentionéd as providing income to the household by a -
majority of respondents, but unfortunately the souice from which parents
derived their contribution (through employment, social security, etc.) was
not ascertained. A substantial -number of respondents (23.4 percent),
particularly blacks, reported that other relatives contributed to the
household finances. Approximately one out of four teens said that their
husbands or boyfriends made contributions from their own employment. o

As indicated in Table 3.41, the absolute level of household income for
this sample appears to be quite-low in general. The majority of respon-
dents (66.5 percent) said that their monthly household 1ncqge from all
sources was under $600. Only about one in five girls reported having
household incomes that exceeded $600 per month and only 6.9 percenf said
that it exceeded $800. Given the average size of theorespondents"house-
holds (5.6 members), annual incomes that average roughly in the $5,000 to
$6,000 range indicate that we are indeed dealing with a group of econo-
mically disadvantaged gir'ls.38

In summary, most of¢ these girls come from home backgrounds that many
would view as disadvantaged, at least with respect to the assets that might

38Househo’ld income was only modestly related to number of family members.

For example 48.6 percent of those households with five or fewer persons
were reported to have monthly incomes of $400 or less, compared with 35.5
percent for households with six or more members.
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TABLE 3.40

b4

 SOURCES OF ECONOMIC SUPPORT OF PROJECT REDIRECTION PARTICIPANTS

AND COMPARISON GROUP MEMBERS AT BASELINE, BY ETHNICITY

Percentage of Teens Citing Specified Source,

| _ _ _by Ethnicity T
Source of Economic Support | Hispanic Black White Groups
Respondent's Own Emponment 14.4.l 12.1 . 1 ".0.0 12.5
Husband's or Boyfriend's |
Employment 24.8 31.0 18.2 28.8
AFDC 742 | 80.8 54.5 | 78, 1wwes
General Relief 7.9 - | 5;O 0.0° 5.8

. Respondent's Paren(s) 53.2 58.3 54.5 56.5
Other Relatives 15.0 27.5 30.0 23.4*
Unemployment Compensation 1.9 6.2 0.0 4.7

“\Food Stamps 69.6 72.1 54.5 70.9
Other Sources 11.5 n.2 20.0 1.9

SOURCES:

tion participants and comparison group membérs.

NOTES:

statistically significant at the .0001 level.
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Tabulations from AIR haseline interviews with Project Redirec-
The percents do not add to 100.0 because respondents could
have multiple sources of{economic support.

These data are based on the respbhses frdh 509 respondentsf

*A two-tailed chi-square test for this distribution is
statistically significant at the .05 level.

***xA two-tailed chi-square test for this distribution is



TABLE 3.41

MONTHLY HOUSEHOLD INCOME OF PROJECT REDIRECTION PARTICIPANTS
AND COMPARISON GROUP MEMBERS AT BASELINE, BY ETHNICITY |

| Percentage Distribution of Teens, b¥ Ethnicitx

Monthly Household thnic
Income | Hispanic | - Black White ﬁroups

Under $400 e | om0 | 2.3 4.7
$401 - $600 225 | 285 | 36.4 24.8
Over $600 21.3 19.5 27.3 20.3
Don't ‘Know 1.9 13.9 2 9.1 | I3;2 '
Total 100.0 100.0 . | 100.0 100.0
Total Number of ' o

“Respondents: - 160 337 11 508

SOURCE: Tabulations from AIR baseline interviews wiih

Project Redirection participants and comparison group members.

NOTES:
error,

The totals m@y not add to 100.0 due to roundiﬁg

A two-tailed chi-square test for this distribution
is not statistically significant.
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facilitate the girls' own investment behaviors. TyéicaIIy, the girl was
raised by her mother alone, who herseIf'haq been a teen parent and had had
‘her education truncated at an early age. On a more positive note, the
majority of teens continued to live with their families after their
pregnancy and childbearing. There is .evidence that the prognosis for teen
parents who marry is less favorable than for ones who remain single. For
example, repeat pregnancy has been found to be substantially higher and
contraceptive utilization lower among married teen mothers than single
ones. (Jekel et al, 1973; Furstenberg, 1976). .Eurstenberg and Crawford
(1978) also found that teen parents who 1ived ﬁifhfthéi? own parents or .
relatives were substantially more 1ikely than those who did not to return
to school postpartum, to cbﬁbIete school, and to be employed. One might
also suSpect that having family members readily available to provide
emotional support, financiaI*aSsistance, and child care would represent an
important asset to these young mothers.
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COncIusion '

. The data gathered during'the baseline survey provide a wealth of-
1nformation about the target popuIation and its needs, and ‘about pro- .
grammatic opportunities for furthering the goa1s of Project Redirectio .
The baseline findings are summarized beIow. and some substantive/program—
matic implications of these findings are distussed. '

A. Summary

Although the sambIe on vhich this report is b&sed is not representa- -
tive of all teenage mothers--it overrepresénts low-income minority teens
living in urban areas--it is probably a reasonable representation of a
major segment of that popuIation, that is, teen mothers from disadvantaged
backgrounds. In fact, the data gathered for this report provide more

_detailed information from a large nationaI sampIe of teen parents than has

been available from previous research which has tended efther to focus on
small, local samples or to report less in-depth information based on
secondary analyses of a more genera1 popuIation. o

‘The.teen mothers in the present study were, as anticipated, somewhat
deficient in comparison with other teens in terms of the kinds of invest-
ments they had made previously and ére making now in their own futures.
They also seemed handicapped by a shortage of resources or fénéinng‘
factors" that could be brought to bear in making such personal investments.
Investment deficiencies were particularly marked in the educational arena.
Only slightly over half of these girls were in school. Among those who had
already given birth, not even ﬁaIf'were in a school or GED program Qhen
they were 1nterv1ewed; While pregnancy and childbirth Qere the most
commonly cited reasons for dropping out of schooI; nearly one fourth of the
sample had dropped out before the pregnancy had occurred. Among -the
dropouts, nearly 40 percent had not been in school for one year or more. -
Considering the fact that these girls were, on average, just under 16 years
of age, these findings provide additional evidence that teenage mothers
experience critical educational deficits. On the brighteir $ide, most
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— — dropouts-expressedwen-4ntention-to~reﬁtrnT~end~the _majority of respondents
wanted at least a high school diploma or GED certificate. Whether these
aspirations are realized will be examined in the follow-up survey.

_ - These teens had as a group, a better profile in the area of work-
related investments than educational ones. Many had had jobs, ‘had notions
of the kind of work they might 1ike (although some had unrealistic ideas),
thought they would be working in five~years preferred work to welfare, and
expressed an interest in job-related services. Thus, there'appears to be .

. an inclination toward making work-related: investments rather than. school-
rélated ones. In some respects, this may not seem-unreasonable: these '
giris had been able to find work at least on a part -time or temporary
basis, with 1imited educational credentials. The sch001 experience, .for
many, appears to have been unrewarding: a sizeable percentage of girls had
left school before their: pregnancies and many others admitted that they
did not 1ike school. Neyertheiess it is possib1e that these gir1s will
become as disenchanted with the workplace as they did with schools.
Although a sizeabie_number of girls had worked their work experience was
in unskilled, iow-peying jobs--the kind of jobs they will be forced to take
if they do not complete high school or a GED program. ‘It seems reasonabie'
to specuiate that, without the appropriate credentiais these teens may

~ find their work experiences as unrewarding and frustrating as their school
experiences have been. It would appear to be important for Project Redi-
rection, with its emphasis on employment outcomes, to capitalize on these
teens' current interest in work-related investments before that interest
gets eroded by time and by a series of short- term, qnfuifiiiing jobs.
Continued emphasis on skills training, employability knowledge, and '
educational attainment would appear to be critical if the ultimate goal of
the program is the)economic self-sufficiency of teen mothers. -

A potential obstacle to further investments is the possibility of an
. early repeat pregnancy. Despite their youth, one quarter of the sample had
already had more than one pregnancy. And, unless their contraceptive
behaviors improve, a sizeable percentage are likely to become pregnant
again within the next year or two. Those who did use contraceptives
regularly tended to use the most effective method (the pill), but only
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about half of the sample had ever used birth control. And 40 percent of
those who used contraceptives reported that.they did not use it all the
time. The Birth Control Knowledge Tést reveals that there are some major
gaps in the informotioo/ghese-teens have about contraceptives

If their self-reports are accurate, the young women in our sample did
not have the kinds of health-related deficits that have been reported in
other studies of'ieen parents. As a group they appear to have had adequate

medical attention both prenctally and postpartun. Aithoqgh their infants

had a higher- than-average rate of preuaturiny. the .rate of subsequeut
medical problems appears to be normal. ‘

The baseline dati with respect to services and supoorts offer several
indications that Project Redirection has potential for success. There is,
first of all. indication that the services the program provides are needed
by the teens. Although all teens were receiving some services. the average
teen identified six additional services she needed but was not getting.

Teens who had been in a special program for teen parents were less “needy" ~

than those who had not been enrolled in such a program. This finding

suggests that :ne participants will take advantage of many of the services ’

the program provides, and will in fact be better served than nonpartici-
pants. Aithouqhythis may seem obvious. it is important because service
receipt is the first step in the chain of causal events posited in 1eading
toward improved long-term outcomes. That is, services and intervention are
seen as leading to increased knowledge and motivation, which are the
antecedents to investment behaviors. A second indication of potential
success for Project Redirection is the.pattern of stated needs. Respon-
dents rated as “badly needed” many of the services that the program is
designed to provide. This was especioily cgue for employment-related
counseling and training services.

The analyses of the "incoming assets” of these teens suggest that
these girls do not have a store of solid resources upon which to draw in
their efforts to make investments in their own futures. Their families
were poor. Their households consisted of usually Just the mother plus
numerous siblings; their mothers were not well educated and had themselves

L]

118

145

~d



ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Ki - :
. AN
._\.
o '\\

been, in many cases, teenage mothers. On the other hand, the respondénts\*
often continued to 1ive with their mothers, who provided support and
assistance to them (for exampie, child care) during their young parenthood.

In summary, the sample clearly represents a target of concern for
social intervention. These young uomen--particularIy the Hispanics--are
disadvantaged economically ani educationally, and thefr long-term prospects

- for economic self-sufficiency do not 1ook promising. The trajectories that

they are on appear to need "redirecting.”

- -~ }‘\

B. Servibé Implications

In the summary above, we cdnsidered some broad issues having a bearing
on the Project Redirection program rationale. In this section we present
some additional discussion relating to specific services.

¢ Dropouts. Perhaps ghe most striking deficit in this population is
the high drop out rate, and the high percentage of teens who are
below the grade level for their age. Many of the teens had been
out of school for substantial peridds of time. I% would appear

that getting these teens back into a school program is a major
need. ) |

o Type of school program. The data-indicated that dropouts were more
l1ikely to have been in a general (as opposed to vocational,
business, jor college preparatory) school program than current

One implication of this finding is that it is not
get these girls to simply return to school. Some solid
, employment, and career counseling to encourage career

eded to keep these teens in school.

e Job trainigg. Many of the girls had received soﬁe form of training
or instruction related to employment. It is of programmatic
interest to learn that training in specific skill areas and

instruction on how to find work were reported as least available.

v o ﬂe
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The low scores on the emponabi?ity'test corroborate that many job
‘readiness skills are Iocking. It is also of interest to Jearn that
the teens reported schooIs as being the most common source of job

training. In light of the fact that the majority of girls were not

5
%
#
._"2
i

*in 'school, there is a clear need for non-school services or g
prognamshtoaoick<yo the slack 1n~the‘Job training area. y . fg%
KnowIedge of training reouiremengf.. The respondents' performance -aié
on the test that measured knowl edge of the training required for . ~~““‘fj§
five specific jobs was not good overall. While it 1is true that the. ;€§
five occupations overrepresented white-coIIar, middle-cfass Jobs . o _fg
and might therefore be a biased tést, many girls aspired to just Lfg
such occupations. Tnis again points to the need for some career {%
education. I | | i
NontraditionoI work. The average scores on the scale that measured - .
attitudes toward nontraditionaI ‘work for women indicateqpositive

© attitudes. However, the respondents who had specific careers in i
mind for themselves overwhelmingly identified jobs that are | ff
traditional for women (secretary, beautician, nurse). Of the five . %
jobs 1isted in the training requirements test, the two "female" = Y
jobs (nurse and social worker) were most likely to be viewed as oo
ones the respondents wouId'Iike for themselves. Thus while these '

teens seem to feel that, in general, women €2n do "men’s" work,
they do not see themselves in a nontraditional field. Some
counseling to foster greater openness to nontraditional jobs may
therefore be appropriate. -

Contraception. About half of the girls had no experience with
birth control. Even among birth control users, effective, consis~
tent use of contraception was practiced by the exceptional teen.
These girls were relatively ignorant about birth control, even
though they may hase used some method of pregnancy prevention.

Their scores on the birth control knowledge test were low, and few
teens had used more than one form of contraception. In this oo

sample, the most commonly cited reason for not using birth control .«
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was anxiety“over the side effects. fhese girls are clearly in need .

of better information so that they can make informed choices about

a method of birth control that meets their needs. Responsibie and .

assertive counseling appears to be needed regarding the consistent
use of effective contraception so that any gains in other invest-

ment behaviors are not thwarted by an early- repeat pregnancy.
s

) Chiid care. Chiid care was not identified as a need by the

~—-majority of respondents: 9Nowevev-. the statistics might be mis- -
leading. 1f, for example, a girl had been at home Yor the pre-
ceding three months without working or going to schooi. she may '
have reported not needing child care since she was there to care .
for the baby herself. In order to make educational and occupaQ,
tional investments, however, these girls may need some form of
child care assistance. Most gifis with an“acceptable child care
arrangement counted on family members to help with the care of the
baby. but it could be that those not in school or not uorking did
not have access to such familial assistance.
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o Findings Related to the Technical Aspects of the Evaluatio | S Qi
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In laboratory,reseercﬁz tﬁe analytic potential of the data base can be
. specffied in advance of'%@e data collection. . In field research--e g., 1n
'\\_\ the Redirection evaluatioﬂ--there are always surprises. . Measures can be
~ taken to maximize the liketihood of a data base with certain characteris-

tics. But the eXtent to which hopes match reality is an. empirical question o 'if

| that can be answered only after the baseline data have been “examined. That ' .i
‘question is the topic of this\;ppendix..fwe focus on three issues. | eﬂ - Ny %

- First, we examine whether the.experimental and eomparisbn groups are, .. ‘-}3

in fact, comparable. To what extent do they appear to have been draun from .
‘the same social, economfc. and demographi~ populations?

Y Lo
EE s e
AR

Second, we examine the degree to which the cities appear to represent
comparable contexts. To what extent do the sites account for the variance
that has been observed? If experimental sites differ markedly at baseline,
disaggregated analyses at the site level may be required. -

Third, we examine the data for the cffect of a possible confound.
Participants were interviewed at varion lTengths of time after enrolliment.
To what extent do those interviewed early differ from those interviewed
later? |
0 v .

A. Differences Between the Experimental and Comparison Samples

An important question for the impact analysis is whether the analysis
will be contaminated by pre-existing differences between the experimentai
and comparison samples. To some extent, statistical téchn%ques can
compensate for selection bias, as described in Chapter II. Ln'the'follow- '
ing discassion the issue is whether the pre-existing differences are large
or small. oo - N

| | azs 150 | . '
ERiC | -- o L :

Aruitoxt provided by Eic: <.



To examine the diffeqences between the'experfmental and comparison

~ sites, we selected a subset of 30 variables from the baseline data set.

The subset was selected to repreLen,‘majdr variablés from each of the areas
discussed in Chapter II1 (denogrpphi§. eébcatfona]. etc.). In terms of
both the Quantity and qua}fty of gro?p d}(ferences. this subset of va;f— |
ables is reasonably representative of thé variables in the data file.

Table A.1 presents the results. The means %or percentages, dependjng on

. \ ,
the indicator) for the experimental and comparison groups are shown.

As Table'A.1 indicates, the comparison and exper{imental group%
differed significantly on several dimensions. The number of significant
differences was larger than one would expect by chan§9. and therefore these

. differences (or at least all of them) are unlikely to be the result of

chance. Approximately one out of every four comparisons resulted in a

.significant difference at the .05 level or lower. (See the more complete

listing of variab]és_in Appendix B.) The most noteworthy group differences
were percent of gir1s'current1y in school, number of services neceded, and
participation in a teen parent program.

‘.

Several comments about these differences are in order. First, in most
cases the absolute magnitude of the effect is rather small. Thus, for
example, the experimental respondents had had an average of 1.2 pregnancies

"~ in comparison with 1.3 among comparison group respondents. This difference

is uniikely to be of much practical or social importance.

1Apgendix B presents the experimental/comparison group differences for a

-more comprehensive set of variables.

2when a nominal distributicn was invclved (e.g., for the ethnicity vari-
able), we display the percentage of responses that fell into one or more of
the most important categories ?for the ethnicity variable, we chose black
and Hispanic). The test statistic that was used (chi-square) for the
nominal variables is based on the distribution of responses across all of
the response categories.
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TABLE A.1

COMPARISON OF EXPERIMENTAL AND COMPARISON GROUP MEMBERS
ON SELECTED VARIABLES AT BASELINE

P

‘ Pcnentaﬂ' % or %nns, by Group
. fExperimen Tomparison
Variable Groyp Sroup 8oth Groups
o Demographic .
Mean Age : 15.9 2507116.0 264){15.9 (514
Percent Never Married 94.8 (237)(90.5 239)192.6 (476
Percent Pregnant, Not a Parent 150.4 {126)]149.2 (130)]49.8 {256)
-Percent Black - - 66.4 166) 165.5 173)166.0 339
Percent Hispanic : 29.2 73)§33.3 88)(31.3 (16
o Educational
Percent in School at Baseline 48.6 120)164.0 165)156.4 285
Meari Highest Grade Completed 8.5 237)] 8.6 260)] 8.6 (497
Percent of Dropouts Planning to Return [92.4  (109)]81.4 79)]87.4* (188
Percent Who Left School More Than 12 '
Months Before Baseline Interview 1360 | 35)[42.4 ( 39){38.7 ( 84)
Percent Wanting More Than High School .
Diploma/GED . 51.5 (122){43.4 (108)|47.3 (230)
o Employment
* Percent Employed at Baseline 6.4 16)| 8.3 22)] 7.4 38)
Mean Number of Jobs Held - 1.2 250)1 1.0 264)] 1.1+ (514)
‘Mgan Score, Career Maturity Scale 19.5 245) 118.6 262)19.0* (507)
Mean Score, Employability Knowledge : ]
Test . 10.9 (248) 10.4 (259)|10.7 (507)
o Family Planning/Fertility 7
" Mean Number of Pregnancies 1.2 izso 1.3 2'263 1.3* (513
Percent Ever Used Birth Control 50.8 (127)i56.4. (149)53.7 (276
Mean Number of Birth Control Methods
Used . 1.4 (121} 1.3 (149)} 1.3 (276)
Mean Score, Birth Control Knowledge ’
Test 9.1 (248)] 9.0 (264)]9.1 (512)
e Services/Supports _
Mean Number of Services. Used 6.0 2250 5.8 §zs4g 5.9 (514
Mean Number of Services Needed 6.6 250)} 5.6 264)| 6.1 ** (514
percent Having Been in Teen Parent
- Program 18.2 ( 45)]36.9/- ( 97)}27.8*=(142)
Mean Number of Mentions in Support
Network ) 3.3 (250)) 3.2, (264)} 33 {514}
. Healfh-Rehtod !
Mean Days inHospital for Childbirth 3.6 i119 4.1 5132 3.9 (251
Mean Weight of Infants in Ounces  foA.8 (117)Joa.4 (131)ja.6 (268
Percent Having Visited Doctor Since -
8irth 94.2 (114)[82.7 (110)88.2 ** (224)
o Psychological )
Mean Self-Esteem Score 18.9 246)119.2 261)119.1 507)
. Mean Locus-of-Control Score 140 (243)]13.7 (25801138 (S01).
@ Home Environment ~ N
Mean Number of Siblings 5.2 (244)] 5.3 (258)| 5.2 (s02)
Percent With Neither Parent Present . 661 203 sarls s (13 :
at Baseline 6.5 (R 25. 0
Percent 1in 'AFDC Household 77.5 §193 78.6 éZOG 78.1 }399

SOURCE: Tabulations from AIR baseline interviews with Project Redirection

participants and comparison group members.

NOTES: 23The numbers in parentheses represent frequencies on which the

statistic is based. For means, the number indicates the total number of respon-
dents contributing to the caiculation of the mean.

is the actua! number giving the specified response.

*Two-tailed chi-square test (for percentage comparisons) or t-test

for percentages, the number

(for mean comparisons) is statistically significant at the .05 level.

#*Two-tailed chi-square test (for percentage comparisons) or t-test

(for mean comparisons) {s statistically significant at the .01 level,

w#eeTyo-tailed chi-square tast (for percentage comparisons) or t-test

(for mean comparisons) fs statistically significant at the .001 level.
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~ In only a few cases was the magnitude of the difference substantial.
School enroliment was one of these cises: nearly a third more comparison
respondents than participants were enrolled 1n~school.3‘.:
;; Another noteworthy aspect of the data in Table A.1 is that there is no
marked pattern of .':fferences. Thus, while moredcomparisqn respohdents
were currently in school, more of the experimental dropouts had plans to
return to school. Furthermore, for most educational variables there were
no group differences at a]lf(e.g., highest grade completed, educationai |
aspirations, school grades, school attendance, return to. school postpartum,
and so on--see Table B.2 in AppendixfB). As another example, the groups
““ffered in terms of the mean number of pregnanéf&s, but not in terms of
incidence of moré than one pregnancy, incidence of miscarriage and abor- .
tions, birth control uti]iiatjon, birth control knoﬁledge, and percefved
ease of access to contraceptives. (See Table B.4 in Appendix B.)

A third observation is that while a number of significant group

" differences did emerge, the amount of variance explained by the group

variable was uniformly low, as tested using an asymmetric lambda for the
nominal and ordinal measures and eta-squared for the continuous variables.
With an N of 514, the likelihood is high that many group differences will
be statistically significant. In effect, eta-squared and lambda measure
the improvement in our ability to 6kgd1ct the value of the dependent
variable once we know th2 value of tﬁg_independent variable (in this case,
whether the interview was conducted wiéh\an experimental or comparison
subject). Thus, for example, Table A.l Eéygals that the mean number of
pregnanéies was different for the experimenéal and comparison samples, and
that it is unlikely (p <.05) that the difference was a chance result. In

P

3when pregnant girls and mothers were analyzed separately, we found that
the experimental/comparison difference was only significant among the
pregnant girls. This finding could reflect the fact that a sizeable number
of respondents in Bedford-Stuyvesant were recrufted from a school program
for pregnant teens. This recruitment also gt:sswto explain the sizeable

difference in the percentage of teens in th o?groups who had partici-
pated in a special program.
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traditional terms, the difference was statistically significant. But the
eta-squared is only .008. Khowing from which sample a case was drawn
"explains" less than one percent'of the variance in number of pregnancies.
In no case did the group variable account for more than 3 percent of the
variance (not shown in table).

Thus, taken in the agg}egate,‘the experimental and comparison group
- differences Qere, for the most part, neither substantial in magnitude, -
frequent in number, nor consistent in directionality. The design appears
to have done a reasonable job of providing fairly comparable groups.
Nevertheless, it is clear that statistical controls will be needed for

selected areas of baseline noncomparability.

Those variables for which we have baseline measures and for which
group differences were detected can be handled through fairly routine
statistical procedures. The most serious threat to the comparison group
strategy is the possibility that there are unmeasured group differences
that will affect the outcomes of interest. While there is no strategy for
completely eliminating this problem in nonrandomized designs, some statis-
tical procedures that model the selection process (see Heckman, 1979;
Barnow et al, 1980) do permit adjustments to deal with unmeasured group
differences. Futhermore, it seems reasonable to assume that many unmea-
sured attributes (such as motivation or ability) are in fact correlated .
with measured variables (such as educational progress and age), so that by
controlling for measured variables, the relevant unmeasured ones will be at
least partially controlled.

B. Differences Among Sites

This section addresses the question of baseline differences among the
eight sites. As indicated in Chapter II, baseline data were coliected from
eight sites: four "experimental" and four "comparison" sites. The sites
were matched as follows: Boston with Hartford, Harlem with Bedford-Stuy-
vesant, East Detroit with West Detroit, and Phoenix with San Antonio. Of
the four pairs the New York City and Detroit pairs have substantially
greater face validity as "comparable" environments than the other two, if
only because they exist under the same municipal and state systems.

129
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Table A.2 presents the site-by-site results on the same 30 variables
presented in Table A.1. In examining Table A.2, one can see that the sites
are more heterogeneous than the experimental/comparison dichotomy. An
inspection of Table A.2 suggests a number of patterns. In the discussion
that follows, we consider boih-the contrasts among the demonstration sites
and the goodness-of-match between the paired sites.

1. Differgncés Among. the Experimental Sites

The data in Table A.2 from the four experimental sites point to
different populations of Redirection participants.

The most conspicuous outlier is Boston. Ethnically, the Boston sample
is 100 percent Hispanic (by plan). .The sample is characterized by unysu-
ally. high proportions of teens 1iving with-neither parent, a high rate of
school dropouts, lengthly educational gaps, and limited experience wiqh
birth control. Members of the Boston sample also had unusually low self«
esteem, internal locus of contral, birth control knowledge, employment
readiness, and “career maturity.” The Boston teens also had modest service
utilization rates. Overall, the baseline data suggest that the Boston

program is dealing with an exceptionally disadvantaged set of girls.

Harlem respondents tended to show the most positive scores on many of
the dimensions for which Boston was low. The Harlem group had the best
school record, the highest scores on the birth control knowledge and
employability knowledge tests, and high rates of service use, including

meAiCAl CAPC .. o e e

Detroit was similar to New York on many of the variables included in
this 1is% of 30. Detroit respondents had a better-than-average baseline
profile with respect to educational variables, birth control utilization
and self-esteem. Phoenix girls, on the other hand, had a relatively poor
educational and contraceptive record but performed well on the Career
Maturity Test and had higher rates of current job experience.
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TABLE A.2

COMPARISON OF EXPERIMENTAL AND COMPARISON GROUP MEMBERS ON SELECTED VARIABLES ATBASELINE, BY SITE

156

v Pgrge‘atoges or Means, by Group and Site '
Experimental Group “ - __Comparison Group .
: tast B Bed *ora West San
Variable Boston Harlem | Detroit | Phoenix |j Hartford Ltuy_vesant Detroit | Antonio All Sites
o Demographic ' ,
Mean Age 15.4 16.2 - 16,0 15.7 - 15.9 7 16.0 16.4 15.8 'l.").Q"""'**(SM)a
Percent Never Mar- {. .
ried 75.0 96.4 98.6 88.6 98.4 97 :4 97.4 79.8 [92.6%***(476)
Percent Pregnant, _ : :
Not a Parent 69.4 50.0 33.3 56.2 57.1 .0 14.1 61.8 |49 .8%***(256
Percent Black 0.0 98.2 100.0 - 47.2 0.0 96.8 100.0 39.3 166.0%***(339
Percent Hispanic 100.0 1.8 0.0 40.4 100.0 3.2 | 0.0 57.3 [31,3%+*x(]6}
o Educational
Percent in School i
at Baseline 13.9 66.1 57.4 44 .8 36.7 79.0 43.3 71.9  ]56.4%%%%(285)
- Mean Highest Grade ' ' : :
. Completed 7.7 8.7 8.7 8.6 8.4 8.5 9.3 8.2 ] 8.6%**+(497)
Percent of Dropouts | : : :
Planning toReturn | 86.2 94.7 100.0 ‘91,7 60.9 92.3 94.4 76.0 [87.4* (188)
Percent Dropped Out :
More Than.12 Months _ .
Before Interview 45.2 21.1 15.4 46.9 54.5 54.5 32.4 40.0 [38.7* ( 84) v
Percent Wanting More , ;
Than High School . , : ' :
Diploma/GED 50.0 © 56.4 56.1 42.9 14.3 62.3 63.6 19,’3 47, 3%*x%(230)
e Employment
Percent Employed at ' - '
Baseline 2.8 3.6 7.2 9.0 0.0 4.8 5.1 16.9 7.4« ( 38)
Mean Number of Job : _
Held : 1.5 1.1 1.1 1.3 .9 1.1 1.0 1.1 1.1 (514) N
‘Mean Score, Caresr :
Maturity Scale 17.4 19.6 19.3 20.3 17.0 19.2 19.2 .. 18.2 19.0** (507)
Mean Score, Employ- - .
ability Knowledge g
Test 9.4 12.1 10.3 11.3 8.4 11.7 10.6 9.8 10, 7%*+*(507) -
e Family Planning/
Fertility L
Mean Number of :
Pregnancies 1.2 1.3 1.3 1.1 1.3 1.4 1.4 1.2 1.2%+ (513)
Percent Ever Used : -
Birth Control 33.3 53.6 73.9 38.2 51.4 51.6 75.6 44.9 §3.7%**%(276)
_ Mean Number of Birth
Control Methods '
Used .6 8 1.0 .5 .6 .8 1.1 .5 1.3%*  (276)
Mean Score, Birth :
Control Knowledge
Test 6.9 10.4 9.6 8.7 7.1 9.9 8.9 9.3 g, 1****(5]12)
cont inued
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TABLE A.2

;

‘Percentages or Means

/

Experimental Grou

by Group and Site
o c

Variable

Boston

Harlem

as

Catroit | Phoenix.

Hirtfbrd

arispn Grou

— San
Antonio

A1l Sites

e Service/Supports

Mean Number of Ser~
vices Used

Mean Number of Ser-
vices Needed

Percent Having
Been in Teen
Parent Program

Mean Number.of

_ Mentions in Sup-
port Network

4.9
604

8.3

3.3

6.2
6.9

25.0

2.7

6.3 V
7.8

6.0
5.5

20.3 | 16.3

3.3 3.4

8.2
47

6.6

4.0
'32.4 64.5

3.2 3.5

34.6

2.9

4.3
6.7

21.3

3.0

5.9%+w(514) . _ .,
6.1%4ex(514)

27.8%%+%(142)

3.3 (5W4).

" o Health-Related

Mean Days in Hospi-
tal for Childbirth
Mean Weight of In-
fants in -0unces
Percent Having
Visited Doctor
SinceBirth

4.3
106.2

81.8

3.7
108.6

100.0

3.9
104.6

2.9
102.1

97.7 89.7.

3.9
109.3

5.7
98.3

60,0 83.3

3.8
102.8

3.9
107.6

78.8

(251)

104.6  (248)

88.2% (224)

¢ Psychology

Mean Self-Esteem
Score

Mean Locus-of-Con-
trol Score

18.0
13.6

19.1
13.7

18.7
14.3

19.2
13.8

19.6
-13.5

18.5
13.2

20.3

140 -

18.4
13.6

v

19, 14*+4+(507)
13.8  (501)

¢ Home Environment

Mean Number of
Siblings

Percent With Nei-
ther Parent Present
at Baseline
Percent in AFDC
Household

5.8 R

61.8 .

9.7

4.2

20.4

- 80.4

5.9 5.0

24.7
" 64.4

16.2
86.8

6.0 4.7

22.6
72.6

58.8
970

~

4.4

16.7
93.5

6.2

191
62.9

5.2%%% (502)

25.3%*+%(130)
78, 1%++%(399)

SOURCE: Tabulations from AIR baseline interviews with Project Redirection participants and comparison group

members.

v o NOTES 3. . . . The .order- in-which-the experimental sttes-is presented corresponds to the order for the matched com-
parison sites (i:e.. Hartford is the comparison site match for Boston; Bedford-Stuyvesant for Harlem, etc.). v

3 requencies by site are presented in the tables in Appendix 8 (Tables B.9 to B.40).
parentheses represent frequencies on which the statistic is based for the sample as a whole.
indicates the total number of respondents contributing to the calculation of the mean.

is the actual number giving the specified response.

?

The numbers in

For means, the number

ror percenfages, the number

*Two-tailed chi-square test (for percentage comparisons) or t-test (for mean comparisons) is statis-
tically significant at the .05 level.

**Two-tailed chi-square test (for percentage comparisons) or t-test {for mean comparisons):is statis-
tically significant at the .01 level.

***Tyo-tailed chi-square test (for percentage comparisons) or t-test (for mean comparisons) is statis-
tically significant at the .001 level.

*»#aTyo-tailed chi-square test (for percentage comparisons) or t-test {for mean comparisons’ is statis-
tically significant at the .0001 level.
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The question that arises is whether these are genuine inter-site
differencesnamong”the experimedt§1 sites, or differences that can be
explained by a few basic factors, such as ethnicity and the age of the
respondents. To address this issue, we condd#fed a2 hierarchical regression
analysis, with 27 of the 30 variables as the dependent variables. Ethni-
city and age were entered first as covariates, followed by the set of three
dummy variables used to characterize the experimen%;ﬂ sites (Boston,
Harlem, Detroit East, and Phoenix);4“ The statistic of interest was the
increment in explained variance (Rz) that resulted from adding "site" as an
explagatory factor. The results are shown in Table A.3.

We inspected the results for situations in which the increment to-R?
as a result of adding the site variables was statistically significant.
Thirteen of the 27 variables met this criterion, as shown 1n_Tab1e'A.3.

'Differencés tended to cut across a range of variables, including demo-

graphic characteristics, educational variables, contraceptive behaviors,
employment/income characteristics, service needs, and family character-
istics. Thus, it is clear that differences among the experimental sites
exist. Certainly the milieux of the four cities are quite dissimilar. We
can also expect that there will be differences 1n,the way the program
operates in the four si;es;‘the program differences hay in fact be substan-
tial. The conclusion 1$,that part of the impact analysis must be devoted
to site-specific investigations (including the nature of the program in
each site), both to avoid ecological fallacies and to:increase our under-
standing of what Project Redirection elements work and for whom. In the
next section, we look at the extent to which such site-specific analyses
are supported by the goodness-of-fit of the matched experimental/comparison
pairs.

4Ethm‘city was entered using a contrast coding scheme. One variable
contrasted Hispanic and black (codes: black = +1, Hispanic = -1, white =
0). The other variable contrasted minority with majority (codes: black =
+.5, Hispanic = +.5, white = -1). The sites were entered using dummy codes
(0/1), with Phoenix 'serving as the reference group. Notation and termin-
ology for the regression procedures follow Cohen and Cohen (1975).
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TABLE A.3

VARIANCE ACCOUNTED FOR IN MATIPLE REGRESSION ANALYSES ON s:ucm VARIABLES BY 'm. ETHNICITY, AND SITES

Attributable | Attributsble Conte!- [Proportion of it
to Age and Eth- Jto Age, ﬂmig Nw Adding] Attributadle

Yarjable _Afcity® ity andSites’ 30 $ites®

o Demographic : , o . ‘

’.m mr “m“ .“.. o‘g : .W -“
¢ Educatiomal! :
Parcent 1w School at lumm - 106 199 013 07
Mean Nighest Grade Completed A A4 © 450 .036%* .08
. Pargent of Droputs Plasning to Return 100 9 ) [ . 010 09
' -hmnt\hl.g 1 More Than 12 Months - : ,
Sefore Base nterview . 138 155 . .020 A3,
Perceit: umm non Than Nigh School Diploma/| s
GED 016 .02? 07 N

o Employment - .

- Percent Employed at lluliu - .026 .059 .033* .56
Mean Mmber of Jobs Held 079 18 .036* )
Mean Score, Career hmﬂt‘ Scale 049 066 017 .26
Mean Score, Emplayadilfty Tedge Tnt 028 068 043¢ .63

o Fantly Planning/Fertility
*‘n m' Of ) '.‘ -m oow .02‘ > o‘.
Percent Ever Used Birth Control .066 .128 062e* .48
Mean Number of Birth Control Methods Used 045 .087 042 .48
Mean Score, ltrth Contro! Knowledge Test A L188 218 .027¢ BE]

0 Servicos/Summ
Mean Number of Services Used .016 .018 .002 1
Mean Number of Services Needed .030 063 033e .82
Percent uavtn’ Baen tn Teen Parent Proarsm 042 .046 .004 .09
Mean Number o nenti,om in Support Network 004 .036 .032¢ .89

¢ Health _ .

Mean Days in Hospital for Ch{1dirth - .00 065 .056 .86
Mean Wefght of Infants {n Ounces .00% 0N .012 04
Percent Having Visited Doctor Since Birth .039 " .C82 .023 .37

¢ Psychological -

Mean Self-Esteem Score .069 0N .002 .03.
Mean Locus-of-Control Score 019 .038 .016 .46

o Home Environment N X
Mean Number of Siblf 018 .051 .036* J1.
Percent With Nefther Parent in Household N .148 .037* .25
Percent in AFDC Household .003 078 075000 .96

" "SOURCEY " TabuTations Tide AIR Baselina Tatarviews with Project Rediraction participants and comparison

group members.

NOTES: RE represents the proportton of variance accounted for by the combined effects of several inde-
pendent variables considered simultaneously in a sultiple regression analysis.

S£thnicity was entered using the following contrast coding scheme: blacks = ¢ 1, Hispanfcs = -1
Whites = 0; and blacks = + 5, Nispanics = + 5, Whites = -1 {for contrasting majority and aimity respondents).

Dhe 4 sites were entered using dusmy codes (0/1), with Phoenix serving as the reference group.
SThe proportions in the fourth column were derived by dividing the proportions in column 3 by the

proportions in column 2.

*Two-tatled F-test for the proportion of vartfance contributed by including sites fs statistically

© significant at the ,05 level,

**Two-tafled F-test for the proportion of variance contributed by Mclud!ng rites 1s statistically

significant at the .01 level.

***Two-tailed F-test for the proportion of varfance contridbuted by including sites 1s statistically

significant at the .001 level.
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‘2. The Experimental and ComQarisOn Pairs
v ‘ ! |
r To examine the match between the four pairs of experimental and

comparison sites, we again used a regression approach, with the basic set
of 27 variab]es as the dependent variables, age and ethnicity5 stepped in
first as the covariates, and experimental vs. comparison group as the
independent vartabﬁez These analyses were replicated four times, once for
-each pair of matched sites. Table A.4 shows those variables that are
prospective sources of noncomparability for each pair--that is, variables
for which there was a significant group difference (at the .05 level) after
removing the effects of the covariates.6 For each variable, the two group
means are presented, together with the F value for the test of the main
effects, and the associated p value. '

Comments about each of the pairs are presented peIow:

Boston/Hartford. The experimental group had a less favorable educa-
tional profile than the comparison sample, complicating the interpretation
of educational outcomes. Job experience was greater for the experimental
group (probably linked to the higher school dropout situation). The Bo~ton
group had used fewer. services in the preceding three months, and‘thought
they needed more than the girls in Hartford. This probably reflects the
fact that Hartford teens were more likely to have had experience in a teen
parent program. Otherwise, the match was fairly close.

Har1em/Bedfdrd-Stuxgesant. Except for the fact that more of the
Bedford-Stuyvesant teens were about to give birth to their first child than
the girls in Harlem, all of the differences in the New York sample related
to services and supports. The Bedford-Stuyvesant respondents had had more
services, had fewer .service needs, and had more informal supports than the
Harlem respondents (who, nevertheless, had a higher rate of postpartum
medical care), . |

5Ethm‘city was used as a covariate in the Phoenix/San Antonio analyses
only, since ethnicity did not vary within the other sites.

6Appendix B includes comparisons of the four pairs of sites on a more
comprehensive set of variables.
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TABLE A.4

VARIABLES FOR WHICH SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES EMERGED IN MATCHED EXPERIMENTAL/COMPARISON SITES AT BASELINE

£
, Percentage or Mean
Experimental Comparison AbsoTute
Matched Sites! Varfable Group _Group pifference?
Bos ton/ Percent 1n School at Baseline 13.9 36.7 22.8*
Hartford Mean Highest Grade Completed 7.7 - 8.4 0.7*
Percent Wanting More Than Diplona/GED .. 50.0 14.3 35,79
Mean Number of Jobs . , 1.5 9 0.6*
Mean Number of Services Used 4.9 - 6.6 1.7*
Mean Number of Services Needed 6.4 - 4,0 iy 1,40
Percent Having Been in Teen Parent Program 8.% 32.4 24,1
Harlem/ Percent Pregnant, Not a Parent . 50.0 ‘1.0 21.0*
Bedford- Mean Number of Services Used 6.2 8.2 2.0%*
Stuyvesant Mean Number of Services Needed : 6.9 4.7 2, 2%
. «|Percent Having Been in-Teen Parent Program 25.0 64.5 39 Gnt
{Mean Number in Support Network 2.7 3.5 0.8
Percent Visited Doctor Since Birth 100.0 83.3 16.7*
Detroit East/ |Percent Pregnant, Not a Parent 33.3 9. 19,24+
Detroit West |Mean Number of Services Needed, 7.8 5.6 F 2,20
Mean Self-Esteem Score : 19.2 20.3 1.1
Mean Number of Siblings 5.9 - 4.4 1,54
Phoenix/ Percent Never Married 98.9 79.8 19, 14w
San Antonio Percent in School at Baseline 44.8 7n.9 27 . 1%hw
Mean Highest Grade leted 8.6 8.2 0.4+
Percent Wanting More Than Diploma/GED 42.9 19.3 23.6%*
Mean Score, Career Maturity Scale 10.3 18.2 2.1% .
Mean Score, Employability Knowledge Test 11.3 9.8 1.6%
Mean Number of Services.Used 6.0 4.3 1. 7%
Mean Number of Services Needed 5.5 6.7 1,2+

SOURCE: Tabulations from AIR baseline interviews with Project Redirectioﬁ participants aqd comparison

group members.

\
NOTES: 2The figure in the last column represents the

the experimental and comparison groups, irrespective of the direction of the differences.

differences in the means or percentages.betwee

. *Two-tailed chi-square test (for percentage comparisons) or t-test (for mean comparisons) is’

statistically significant at the .05 level.

£ .
**Two-tailed chi-square test (for percentage comparisons) or t-test (for mean comparisons) is'

statistically significant at the .01 level.

***Tyo-tailed chi-square test (for percentage cComparisons) or t-test (for mean comparisons) is

statistically significant at the .001 level.
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East Detroit/West Detroit. The experimental respobdents were more

1ikely to be mothers, needed more services, came from larger families, and"
had worse scores on the Self-Esteem Test than the comparison teens. These

[

are/?air]y minor differences on very few variables.

Phoenix/San Antgnio. Phoenix/San Antonio is the most problematic
pair because differences between the experimental and comparison groups
were found for several important variables. The experimental group was.

‘less likely to be married, and had more school dropouts. The- Redirection

partic¢ipants also had higher scores on the Career Maturity and Employment
Knowledge tests, and had used more services (and needed fewer) than the

~comparison group. The match for Phoenix and San Antonio thus seems less

_probably inadequate for-any meaningful analysis of impact, particularly if

attractive than that for the other thrae pairs of sites. This is not

‘really surprising, inasmuch as the match procedure was much smoother for

the other three pairs.7 Furthermore,fﬁt'would certainly be expected that
at least the Harlem/Bedford-Styyvesant and Detroit East/Detroit West
combinations would work welT since the sites in these pairs are essentially
neighboring communities. However, the larger number of significant -
differences in the Phoenix/San Antonio match may be somewhat misleading:

the sample size for this subgroup (N=178) is larger than for other sub-
groups, and therefore differences achieve significance more readily.

In summary, the magnitude of the differences among the four experi-
mental sites relating to participant characteristics suggest the desir-
ability of performing somesite-specific analyses. The paired-site
analyses, however, revealed some areas of experimental/comparison noncom-
parability that would need to be controlled in any of' these site apalyses.
For certain sites--Boston/Hartford in particular--the sample size is

a large number of covariates are needed to control for pre-existing
differences. For sites such as Phoenix/San Antonio, "the sample size will

probably be adequate to support some analyses of program'impact.

7In selecting comparison sites, finding an appropriate match for Phoenix
was more difficult than for other sites. Part of the difficulty was

finding a city with an ethnic composition compatible with anticipated
ethnic enroliments in Phoenix. Another obstacle was 1dent ying a city
with as few social services as Phoentx.
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C._The Impact of Delayed Baseline interviewing

The origina1 plan for conducting the baseline interviews of rogeg

' Redirection participants called for the interviews to occyr aroul the time’

that the participants signed their IPP (Individual Participation |Plan).
This document was to have been signed within 30 days after the tegns'
ehrollment in the program. The goal was to complete the baseline interview |
within 45 days of enrolIment _or two weeks subsequent to the signing of the

-1pp.8 For a number of reasons. neither goal was attained, particularly in

the early phase of the program. That is, the IPP was not always -signed
within 30 days of enrollment, and the interview was not always conducted
within 45 days of enroliment. The mean time elapsed between ean]Iment and
the interview was 64.2 days and the median was 59.6 days. The majority of -
interviews. (58.4 percent), in fact, was.administered after the target date
of 45 days. Delays were particularly marked in certain sites. The mean

number of days between enrollment and the interviews for the four program
sites was as follows:

Boston: 34.9 days (N=36)
Harlem: 76.1 days (N=56)
Detroit East: 65.3 days (N=69)
Phoenix: 68.1 days (N=89)

Although the teens were not officially activated in the program until
they signed their IPP, they nevertheless began to receive some services
when they enrolled. Because of this fact, a potential bias may have been
introduced by conducting the interview so long after enroliment. That is,
the data collected from respondents in the belated 1nter§1ews may not

~actually reflect incoming characteristics.

Althougﬁ there is nq direct means of determining whether such a bias
is present, we looked for evidence of this bias by comparing "early respon-

8The interview was deliberately not conducted immediately after enrollment
because a girl's enrollment did not constitute actual initiation into the
program. In fact’, girls who enrolled but who terminated within 30 days
were not eligible for inclusion in the sample.

/138 163
y \ | |



A\

* dents" (those ifferviewed within 45 days of enrollment} and "later respon-
t‘\\\Q\—:ﬁ/ts” (those interviewed after 45 days) on the set of 30 variables used
roughout this chapter. The results are shown in Tab]é’A 5. As this
' tab]elindicates, there are ongy a handfu1 of significant differences, and
these differences are related primarily to site variation that was planned.
Thus, Boston-girls aFe disproportionately represented among: “ear]y respon-
dents,”" and a higher percentage of respondents in the early group is
Hispanic. The converse is true for blacks, -and Detroit. |
The importaﬁt‘point,}s that the two broups were not significantly
different in terms of senvices used and needéd and in terms of outcome
variables that could have been affected by service receipt prior to the
interview (e.g., school attendance, birth control- usage). These’ data
suggest that, whatever the nature and intensity of the contact betwedep
prograims and participants in the first few months its impact is not . -
substantial. Futhermore, ‘based on our discussions with field representa-
tives from MDRC and program personnel, it is unlikely that the contaét
itse]f was substantia] particularly during the start-up phase 0’ program
operations.  In summary, the delayed interviewing appears not to have
created a bias of a measurable magnitude.

.y .
N
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L TABLE A.§
Y MO LATER® PROJECT REDIRECTION AESPONDONTS

SELECTED VARIABLES: AT SASELINE

Harisle

o Damographic ,
Mean in Yoars
hr«n Never Married
ercent Pregnant, lot [} lhthr

nmnt flack
Parcent Nispanic
. %
o Educational o
Percent i Schoo! at Baseline 8.2 ()] s1.0 (7)) we (120
Nean mnaz G ade Completed . $.6 (9 8.8 (138} 8.3 (237) -
| Percent m“""“‘o..?.."‘mi‘..’:&?" 0.8 LA} 940 Las) sz Liow
1 1y ] ’
”lofm‘:nt:rvlu hen High , 6.4 (20)] 8.7 (28)] 3.0 (48)
reont Wanting More Schoo
Mplull " $1.0 ( %0)] 80.4 ( 70)] %0.6- (120)
. Enlmt -
Percant lnlond at lucmn 5.8 é 6.8 10 I 6.4
Mean Number of Jobs Neld 1.2 {104 1.2 {146)] V.2
mn g:n. C‘:rr.aﬁggym::h 19.3 (103 19.3 142}] 19.% 265
n Score edge
Tese o 1.0 (108)] 10.8 (1e4)] 10.9 (2¢8)
o Family Planning/Fartility
Mean r of ncles sl 1.2 146; 1.2 i
z\'«mnr’u.l'o:m :::“t: C?nnt:&l“’ '45 2 54.8 80N %0.8 127
an ro ro
".l.n 3 sirth Conml m‘.m 0.7 (104)] 0.7 (146)] 0.7 (2%0)
n Score,
Test . 8.6 (103)] 9.0 (14%) . (248)
\\
¢ Services/Supports’ !
Mean Nusber of Services Used s.s i 6.1 ilu; 6.0 izso;
Mean Number of Services Needed 6.3 148); 6.8 250
: Pomnt nrtlcluud in Teen-Parent
e rogrw of Mentions i Support 17.6 ( 18){ 8.6 ( 27)] 18.2 ( 48)
an
etwo 3.3 (104)] 3.1 (48)] 3.2 (2%)
J Health-Rrlated -
Maan Days in Hospital, Childbirth sl W 3.4 i 72; 3.6 119
Mean Meight of Infants (Ounces) 104.7 { 46)]103.6 71)j104.8 (117
Peircent Having Visited Ooctor Since
Sirth 91.7 ( 44)] %9 ( 70)] %4.2 (114)
—
¢ Psychology
Mean Self-Esteem Score 19.1 2103} 18.6 143)1 18.9 zm;
Mean Locus of Control Scale 13.9 (102)| 4.0 141)] 14.0 243
o Home Environment
Medn Mumber of SiblY s.2 (101)] 5.2 (43)] 5.2 (24)
Percent With Neither Parent {n House-
hold 3.8 s 32)1 26.0 { 38‘ 28.0 i 703
Percent in AFOC Household n.e (7))} 8.s "’l ”. 193

SOURCE: Tadbulations from AIR baseline interviews with Project Redirection

participants and comparison group mesbers

NOTES: %Early respondents are those Project Re<irection participants who
were interviewed within 45 days of their enrollment in the progrsm. Later respon-
dents are those Redirection participants m were interviewed move than 45 days

aftar enrollment.
b

The nmrs {n parentheses represent frequencies on which the

statistic 1s based. _g?_. the number indicsten the total number of respon-

dents contributing to m calculation of the mean.
is tha actua! number giving the specified response.

For percentages, the number - ..
) 1 (R,

*A two-tafled chi-square test for this distribution fs statistic-

ally significent at the .05 level.

oA two-tafled chi-square test for this distridbution is statistic-
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ally significant at che .01 level
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TABLE B.1

COMPARISON OF EXPERIMENTAL AND COMPARISON GROUP
MEMBERS ON SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC VARIABLES
AT BASELINE

Percentage or Mean, by Group
'Experimentall Comparison |

Variable * Group ~ Group Both Groups
Mean Age ‘" N X (250)"16.0 (264)[15.9  (514)
Percent Black 66.4 (166)|65.5 (173)]66.0 (339)
Percent Hispanic . ' 29.2 (73)133.3 ( 88).i.3 (161)
Percent Pregnant, not a Parent 50.4 (126)(49.2 (130)[49.8 (256)
Percent With More Than 1 Child 4.9 (12)t7.2 (19)] 6.1 (31)
Percent Never Married 94.8 (237)90.5 (239)[92.6 (476)
Mean Age at Marriage

(Ever Marrieds) hisar (13)psa (9)sa (032)

SOURCE: Tabulations from AIR baseline interviews with Project Redirection
participants and comparison group members.

NOTES: None of the group comparisons is statistically significant (using
two-tailed chi-square tests for comparing percentages and two-tailed t-test for
comparing means) at or beyond the .05 level.

aThe numbers in parentheses represent frequencies on which the
statistic is based. For means the number indicates the total number of respon-
dents contributing to the calculation of the mean. For percentages, the number
is the actual number giving the specified response.
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TABLE B.2

COMPARISON OF EXPERIMENTAL AND COMPARISON GROUP
MEMBERS ON SELECTED EDUCATIONAL VARIABLES AT BASELINE

N . ' Percentage or Mean. by Grou
xperimen ou:;par son o

Yariable Group roup tﬁ Groups
Percent in School at Baseline 48.6  (120)]64.0 (165)]56.4 *=(285)
. Percent of Mothers in School at Baseline  {48.8 ( 60)]54.9 ( 73){52.0 (133)

Percent in Teen Parent School Program

at Baseline 7 (ee)fssz (s8)[36:2  (104)
Percent Who Left School More Than 12 : : ' '
Months Before Baseline Interview 36.0 ( 55)]42.4 ( 39){38.7 ( 84)

Percent of Dropouts Planning

to Return ' ‘ 92.4 (109){81.4 ( 79){87.4* (188)
Mean Highest Grade Completed 8.5 (237)| 8.6 (260)| 8.6 (497)
“Percent in School When Pregnancy : )
Discovered : 65.1 (157){77.6 (201)|71.6 *~ (358)
Percent Returned to School After

Birth of Child 56.7 ( 68)}59.8 ( 79){58.3 (147)
Percent in General School Program 70.6 (175)}162.4 (164)[66.3* (339)
Percent With Absentee Rate More Than ' g

Five Days per Month 24,1 ( 60){26.2 ( 69))25.2 (129)
Percent With Math Grade Below C 19.6 ( 48)[16.3 ( 43)17.9 ( 91)
Percent With English Grade Below C 1.4 (28)}9.5 (25){10.5 ( 53)
Percent Wanting More Than High Schoo'l

Diploma/GED _ 51.5 (122)]43.4 (108)]47.3 (230)

Percent Believing Achievement
of Education Goals is Very Likely 52.5 (124)|52.0 (129)|52.3 (253)

Percent Mentioning Schooling as Goal
for Self 17.2  ( 43){14.4 ( 38)[15.8 ( 81)

Percent Mentioning Schooling as Goal ,
for Child 70.4 (176)}73.9 (195)|72.2 (3N)

SOURCE: . Tabulations from AIR baseline interviews with Project Redirection
participants and comparison group members.

NOTES: 2%The numbers in parentheses represent frequencies on which the
statistic 1s based. For means, the number indicates the total number of resgon-
dents contributing to the calculation of the mean. For percentages, the number
is the actual aumber giving the specified response.

*Two-tailed chi-square test (for percentage comparisons) or t-test
(for mean comparisons) is statistically significant at the .05 level. '

**Two-tailed chi-square test (for percentage comparisons) or t-test
(for mean comparisons) is statistically significant at the .01 level.

*+sTyo-tailed chi-square test (for percentage comparisons) or t-test
(for mean comparisons) is statistically significant at the .001 level.
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" TABLE B.3
COMPARISON OF EXPERIMENTAL AND COMPARISON GROUP

MEMBERS ON SELECTED EMPLOYMENT-RELATED VARIABLES
AT BASELINE '

Percentage or Mean, by Group

Experimental] Comparison

.VariabIe Group Group - | Both Groups
Percent Employed at Baseline |64 (6|83 (22)[7.4 (38)
Percent Never Having Worked. :

(Excluding Babysitting) 45.2 (113)139.8 (105)}42.4 (218)
Mean Number of Jobs Held (Including |

Babysitting) ' . 24.8 (62)|26.9 ( 71){25.9 (133)
Mean Number of Types of Training 19.2 (48)[28.0 ( 74)[23.7% (122)
Mean Score, Career Maturity Scale 34.0 ( 85)]|45.8 (121)40.1 ** (206)

Meah Score, Employability Knowledge :
Test 1.2 (250)] 1.0 (264)| 1.1* (514)

Mean Score, Training Requirements Test | 2.6 (250)] 2.8 (264)| 2.7 (514)

Mean Score, Attitudes Toward Non-
- Traditional Employment 19.5 (245)[18.6 (262)]19.0* (507)

Percent Mentioning Job as Goal
For Self ’ 10.9 (248)10.4 (259)10.7 (507)

Percent Mentioning Specific Job as
Goal For Self 5.9 (242)]| 6.4 (254)| 6.2 (496)

Percent Mentioning‘dob as Goal For
Child 14.1 (248)]13.7 (259)|13.9 (507)

SOURCE: Tabulations from AIR baseline interviews with Project Redirection
participants and comparison group membe:;.

NOTES: @aThe numbers in parentheses represent frequencies on which the
statistic is based. For means, the number indicates the total number of respon-
dents contributing to the calculation of the mean. For percentages, the number
is the actual number giving the specified response.

*Two-tai.. i chi-square test (for percentage comparisons) or t-test
(for mean comparisons) is statistically significant at the .05 level.

**Two-tailed chi-square test (for percentage comparisons) or t-test
(for mean comparisons) is statistically significant at the .01 level.
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'TABLE B.4

" COMPARISON OF EXPERIMENTAL AND COMPARISON GROUP
MEMBERS ON SELECTED FAMILY PLANNING/FERTIVITY
VARIABLES AT BASELINE

Percentage or Mean Ql Group
“ Experimental] Comparison
| Variable Group Group Both Groups

Mean Number of Pregnancies - 1.2: (_250)a 1.3 ('263) 1.3* (513)
Percent Pregnant More Than bﬁe Time 20.0 ( 50){27.0 (106)]23.6 (121,,

Percent Ever Miscarried 4.8 (12)]7.2 (1960 (31) .

Percent Ever Aborted | 6.0 ( 15)[10.3 | 27) 8.2 ( 42)
Percent Never Wanting Another Child 29.6 (73)i24.2 ( 64)}26.8 - (137)

Percent in a Sexual ReIatiohship

at Baseline . 41.7 (103){41.3 (299){41.5 J(212)
Percent Ever Used Birth Control 50.8 (127)156.4 (149)]53.7 (276)
Mean Number of Birth Control Methods |

Used | 11.4 (27)| 1.3 (149)) 1.3 (276)

Percent of Contraceptors Using the Pill, ' “
Last Intercourse 53.8 ( 43)53.1 ( 51)}153.4 . ( 94)

Mean Score, Birth Control Know1edge .
Test 9.1 (248)] 9.0 (264)] 9.1 (512)

Mean Score, Ease of Access to Birth | ’ ’
Control Scale 12.3  (176){12.2 -(153)]12.3 (329)

SOURCE: Tabulations from AIR baseline 1nterviews with Project Redirection
participants and comparison group members.

NOTES: 3The numbers in parentheses represent frequencies on which the
statistic is based. For means, the number indicates the total number of respon-
dents contributing to the caiculation of the mean. For percentages, the number
is the actual number giving the specified response.

*Two-tailed chi-square test (for percentage compa isons) or t-test
(for mean comparisons) is statistically significant at the .05 level.
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TABLE B.5

COMPARISON OF EXPERIMENTAL AND COMPARISON GROUP MEMBERS
ON SELECTED SERVICE-AND-SUPPORT-RELATED VARIABLES
' AT BASELINE

Percentage or Mean, by Group
Experimental] Comparison [X

_ Variablg : | _ Group Group Both Groups
" Mean Number of Services Used - 6.0 (250f] 5.8 (264)[ 5.9 (514)
" Mean Number of Services Needed 6.6 (200)| 5.6 (264)] 6.1 **(514)
Percent Having Been in Teen Parent ) S
Program | - 118.2 ( 45)]36.9 ( 97)}27.8 **(142)
" Mean Number of Mentions in Support - .
Network 7 , 3.3 (250)| 3.2 (264)| 3.3 (514)
Percent With Close Friends Nearby 71.6  (179){73.1  (193)|72.4 (372)

Percent Still in Contact With Baby's ' ~
Father - 1711.6  (179){70.5 (186)|71.0  (365)

Percent Using Their Mother for Child -
Care While in School 61.9 ( 52) 60.5 ( 49)\ 6§1.2 (]0])

SOURCE: Tabulations from AIR baseline interviéws witﬁ Project Redirection
participants and comparison group members.

NOTES: 3The numbers in parentheses represent frequencies on which the
statistic is based. For means, the number indicates the total number of respon-
dents contributing to the calculation of the mean. For percentages, the number

~is the-actual number giving the specified response.

**Two-tailed chi-square test (for percentage comparisons) or t-test
_ (for mean comparisons) is statistically significant at the .01 level.

***Two-tailed chi-square test (for percentage comparisons) or t-‘est
(for mean comparisons) is statistically significant at the .001 level.
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TABLE B.6

COMPARISON OF EXPERIMENTAL AND COMPARISON GROUP
MEMBERS ON SELECTED HEALTH-RELATED- VARIABLES
AT BASELINE

- p—

» ~ ' Percentage or Mean by Group
[Experimental]| Comparison |.
Variable . Group Group Both Groups

.

Percent Having Visited Doctor J .
During First Three Months of Pregnancy [74.1 (10072.5 (103)73.3  (203)

LS

Percent Having Visited Doctor More |
Than Five Times During Pregnancy - 68.2 (90)|66.4 ( 91)|67.3 (181)

Percent With Problem This Pregnancy 37.8 (51)[36.6 ( 52)|37.2 (103)
ﬁercent*of Babies Leaving Hospital

With Mother After Birth 78.3 (94)|80.0 (108){79.2 (202)
Percent Having Visited Doctor Since - ' | y
Birth ‘ _ 94.2 (114)]82.7 (110)(88.2 ** (224)

Percent With Problem After Childbirth [26.1 ( 31)[18.8 ( 25)|22.2 ( 56)
_ Percent of Babies With Problem Since

Birth 27.7 (33)}23.3 ( 31){25.4 ( 64)
Percent of Babies Having Had Checkup .
During First Six Months - 196.7 (117)|89.6 (120)]92.9* (237)
Mean Number of Days in, Hospita1 “ '
~for Childbirth ' 3.6 (19)] 4.1 (132)] 3.9 (251)
 Mean Weight of Infant, in Ounces 104.8 (117)f04.4 (131)[l04.6 (248)

SOURCE: Tabulations from AIR baseline interviews with Project Redirection
participants and comparison group members.

NOTES: 3The numbers in parentheses represent frequencies on which the
statistic is based. For means, the number indicates the total number of respon-
dents contributing to the calculation of the mean. For percentages, the number

_is the actual number giving the specified response.

*Two-tailed chi-square test (for percentage comparisons) or t-fest
(for mean comparisons) is statistically significant at the .05 level.

**Tyo-tailed chi-square. test (for pe-ceritage comparisons) or t-test
(for mean comparisons) is statistically significant at the .01 level.
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TABLE B.7

COMPARISON OF EXPERIMENTAL AND CONTROL GROUP MEMBERS
ON SELECTED PSYCHOLOGICAL FACTORS AT. BASELINE

Percentage or Mean, by Group.

; e | ‘Experimental] Comparison
- Variable . Group- Group - | Both Groups
Mean Locus-of-Control Score ha.o  (20313.7 (258)|13.8  (501).
Mean Self-Esteem Score - [18.9 (246){19.2 (261)[19.1 (507)

SOURCE: Tabulations from AIR baseline interviews with Project Redirection
participants and comparison group members. '

NOTES:  Neither of the group. comparisons is statisticél]y'significant at
the .05 level, using a two-tailed t-test.

' . 2The numbers in parentheses represent the number of respondents
contributing to the:calculation of the mean.
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’ : TABLE B.8. o
. COMPARISON OF EXPERIMENTAL ANO COﬁbARISON GROUP MEMBERS
ON SELECTED HOME ENVIRONMENT VARIABLES AT BASELINE '
Percentage or Meanfﬁb Group
. | [Experimental| Comparison a
Variable - . © Group - group . { Both Groups

" Percent With Both Parents Present o -
During Childhood 7 e ( 40f20.5 ( 54)[18.3 ( 94)
Percent With Mother PresentatBaseline [70.2 (172)|73.8 (194)(72.0  (366)
" percent With Father Present atBaseline [18.0 ( 44)[15.2 ( 40){16.5 ( 84)

Percent w1th-Néither Pafent Present

at Baseline 26,5 (1 66)[24:3  ('64)|25.3  (130)
Mean Number of Household Members -
at Baseline : 5.6 (249)| 5.7 (264)| 5.6 (513)
Mean Number of Siblings 5.2 .(244)} 5.3 (258)| 5.2 (502)
Percent With Mothers Who Gave Birth L - '-

~at 19 or Younger . : 70.4 (176)167.4 (179)]68.9 (354)

Percent With Mothers With Less Than ’
High School Diploma : - |s8.3° £120)]62.9 (144)|60.7 (264)
Percent With One or More Household | | _ '
Members on AFDC ‘ 77.5 (193)|78.6 (206)|78.1  (399)
Percent With Household Income Equal " 1 v
to or More Than $400 per Month 41.0 (102)[42.7 (112)|41.9 (214)

SOURCE: Tabulations from AIR baseline interviews with Project Redirection
participants and comparison group members. _ ’

NOTES: None of the group comparisbns is statistically significant (using
two-tailed chi-square tests for comparing percentages and two-tailed t-test for
comparing means) at or beyond the .05 level. v

4The numbers in parentheses represent frequencies on which the
statistic is based. For means, the number indicates the total number of respon-
dents contributing to the calculation of the mean. For percentages, the number _-
is the actual number giving the specified response. ‘
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- TABLE B.9 ' .

COMPARISON OF BOSTON AND HARTFORD RESPONDENTS
ON SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC VARIABLES AT BASELINE -

R4

: Percentage or Mean, by Groqp
L s ‘ ~Boston Hartford.
: ‘ ; Experimental] . Control , N
* Variable . ' Group Group Both Sites
Mean Age "~ - 15.4  (36f]15.9  (35)[15.6  (71)
Percent Black | 0.0 (0)}0.0 (0)o.0 (0)
Percent Hispanic' 100.0  (36)f00.0  (35)fI00.0 (71) N
Percent Pregnant, not a Parent 169.4 (25)157.1  (20)]63.4 (45)
Percent With More Than 1 Child - [ 0.0 (0)[17.6 (6)| 8.8 (6)
Percent Never Married | 75.0  (27)|88.6  (31)|81.7 . (58)
Mean Age at Marriage (Ever ﬁarr%eds) - a7 (9)115.0 ( 2)|14.7 (1)

SOURCE: Tabulations from AIR baseline interviews with Project Redirection
participants and comparison group members.

-

'NOTES: 2The numbers in- parentheses represent frequencies on which the
statistic is based. For means, the number indicates the total number of respon-
dents contributing to the calcl calculation of the mean. For percentages, the number
is the actual number giving the specified response.

*Two-tailed chi-square test (for percentage comparisons) or t-test
(for mean comparisons) is statistically significant at the .05 level.
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= ‘ 5 TABLE 8.10

COMPARISON OF BOSTON AND HARTFORD RESPONDENTS
OM SELECTED EDUCATIONAL VARIABLES AT BASELINE

e o g ot = = e it o o et

Percentage or Mean, by Grou
. lﬁ%ﬁ Rartford
! Experimental} Control U
- Variable : Group Group Both Sites
' N
Percent in School at Baseline 13.9 (-8)|36.7 (11)]24.2 (16)
Percent of Mothers 1n School atBaseline | 9.1 ( 1)]14.3 (2)]12.0 (3)
Percent ‘in Teen Parent School Program : : '
at Baseline 50.0 (3)]66.7 (8)}|61.1 (17)
Percent Who Left School More Than 12 ' '
Months Before Baseline Interview 45.2 (14)]54.5 (12)]49.1 (26)
Percent Of Propouts Planning to Return [86.2 (25)[60.0 (14)|75.0 (39)
Mean Highest Grade Completed © 1 7.7 (348)| 8.4 (38)] 8.0 (68)
Percent in School When Pregnancy _
Discovered 4.4 (16)]54.3 (19)|49.3 (35)
Percent Returned to School After Birth
‘of Child _ 27.3 (3)j20.0 (3)}23.1 (6)
Percent in General School Program 183.3 (30)}85.7 (30){84.5 (60)
Percent With Absentee Rate More Than :
Five Days per Month 25.0 (9)}51.4 (18){38.0* (27)-
Percent With Math Grade Below C 16.7 ( 6)123.5 (8)]|20.0  (14)
Percent With English Grade Below C 8.3 (3)f 9.1 (3)] 8.7 (6)
Percent Adanting More Than High School
Diploma/GED _ 50.0 (16) [14.3 ( 4) |33.3* (20)
Percent Believinq Achievement
of Education Goals is Very Likely 29.0 (9)|44.4 (12)36.2 (21)
Percent Mentioning Schooling as Goal .9
for Self 33.3 (12) |14.3 (5){23.9 (17)
Percent Mentioning Schooling as Goal
for Child ‘ _ 58.3 (21) |88.6 (31) |73.2**(52)

SOURCE: Tabulations from AIR baseline interviews with Project Redirection
participants and comg,nrison group members.

NOTES: 2The numbers in parentheses represent frequencies on which the
statistic is based. For ng, the number fndicates the total number of respon-

dents contributing to the calculation of the mean. For percentages, the number
is the actual number giving the specified response.

*Two-tailed chi-square test (for percentage comparisons) or t-test
(for mean comparisons) is statistically significant at the .05 level.

**Two-tailed chi-square test (for percentage comparisons) or t-test
(for mean comparisons) 1s statistically significant at the .01 level.
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TABLE B.11,.

COMPARISON OF BOSTON AND HARTFORD RESPONDENTS
ON SELECTED EMPLOYMENT-RELATED VARIABLES AT BASELINE

Percentage or Mean by Group

Boston. Hartford
. - ' Experimental| Control ;
Variable . Group . Group " | Both Sites
- -al | /AR
Percent Employed at Baseline 2.8 (1)} 0.0 (0) /4.4 (1)
Percent Never Having Worked (excluding ' 1
Babysitting) 33.3  (12) {51.4 (18) |42.3 (30)
y _
Mean Number of Jobs Held (Including - *
Babysitting =~ = 1.5 (36) 9 (35) 1.2* (71)
il ’ | R :
Mean Number of Types of Training 2.3 (36) 1.3 (35)}"1.8 (71)
Mean Score, Career Maturity Scale 17.4  (36) [17.0° (35) |17.2 (n)

Mean Score, Employability Knowledge Test| 9.4 (36) | 9.4 (35)1 9.4 (71). .
Mean Score, Training Requirements Tesy) V3.7 (36)' 7.7  (35) 5.6***(7])

>

‘Mean Score, Attitudes Toward Non- &\ . ,
Traditional Employment 12.4 (36) 13.3° (34) |12.8 (70)

Percent Mentioning Job as Goal for Self |38.9 (14) |34.3 {(12){36.6 (26)

Percent Mentioning Specific Job as Goal -
for Self 25.0 (9)(11.4 (4)118.3 (1)

Percent Mentioning Job as Goal for Child|16.7 ( 6) 22.9 ( 8)119.7 (14)°

SOURCE: Tabulations from AIR baseline interviews with Project Redirection
participants and comparison group members.

NOTES: 2The numbers in parentheses represent frequencies on which the
statistic is based. For means, the number indicates the total number of respon-
dents contributing to the caiculation of the mean. For percentages, the number
is the actual number giving the specified response. '

*Two-tailed chi-square test (for percentage comparisons) or t-test
(for mean comparisons) is statistically significant at the ..05 level. '

***Tyo-tailed chi-square test (for percentage comparisons) or t-test
(for mean comparisons) is statistically significant at the .001 level.
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TABLE B.12

COMPARISON OF BOSTON- AND ‘HARTFORD RESPONDENTS
ON SELECTED FAMILY PLANNING/FERTILITY VARIABLES AT BASELINE

P .

Peréenta or Mean, by Group .
“Baston Hartford

Experimental| Control . ,
Variable ‘ Group Group | Both Sites
Mean Number of Pregnancies . 1.2 (--,36)a J1.3' (35) ‘1;2_ (71).
Percent Pregnant More Than One Time 6.7 (6){22.9 ('8)]19.7 (14)
Percent Ever Miscarried , M (4| 29 (1|70 (5
Percent Ever Aborted 0.0 (o)} 29 (N} 1.4 (1)
Percent Never Wanting Another Child 30.6 (11)|14.3 (5)|22.5 (16)
Percent in a Sexual Relationship
at Baseline . 50.0 (18)]28.6 (10) 39;&\; (28)
Percent Ever Used Birth Control ~ ~  [33.3 (12) |51.4 - (18) |42.3 " (30)
Mean Number of Birth Control Methods R : ' |
Used &  (36) | .6 (35) 6 (71)
Percent of Contraceptors Using the Pill, i
Last Intercourse 50.0 (3)138.5 (5)(42.1 ( 8)
Mean Score, Birth Control Knowledge Test | 6.9 | (35) 7.1 (38)| 7.0 (70)
Mean Score, Ease of Access to Birth |
Control Scale 11.6 (16) ] 13.3 g(]]) 12.3  (27)

SOURCE: Tabulations from AIR base11ne interv1ews with Proaect Redirection
participants and comparison group members.

NOTES: - None of the group comparisons is statistically significant (using
two-tailed chi -square tests for comparing percentages and two-tailed t-test for
comparing means) at or beyond tha .05 level.

4The numbers in parentheses represent frequencies on which the
st.tistic is based. For means, the number indicates the total number of -respon-=
dents contributing to the calculation of the mean. For percentages, the number
is the actual number giving the specified response. '
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TABLE B.13

COMPARISON OF BOSTON AND HARTFORD RESPONDENTS -
ON SELECTED SERVICE-AND-SUPPORT-RELATED VARIABLES

AT BASELINE
( __Percentage or Mean, by Group
\ Boston Hartford '
Experimental Control

Variable . Group Group Both Sites
Mean Number of Services Used | a9 (36| 6.6 (35)| 5.8 (71)
Mean Number of Services Needed / 6.4 (36)| 4.0 (35)] 65.2*(7)
Percent Having Been in Teen Parent |

Program : 8.3 (3)] 32.4 (1) 20.0% (14)
Mean Number of Mentions in Support - '
Network 3.3 (36) 3.2 (35) 3.3 (71)
Pevcent With Close Friends Nearby 65.9 (23)| 62.9 (22)| 63.4 (45)

Percent Still in Contact With Baby's
Father 80.6 (29) | 82.9 (29) | 81.7 (58)

Percent Using Their Mother for Child
Care While in School 100.0 ( 4) {100.0 ( 3){100.0 { 7)

SOURCE: Tabulations from AIR baseline interviews with Project Redirection
participants and comparison group members.

NOTES: @The numbers in parentheses represent frequencies on which the
statistic is based. For means, the number indicates the total number of respon-
dents contributing to the calculation of the mean. For percentages, the number
is the actual number giving the specified response.

*Two-tailed chi-square test (for percentage comparisons) or t-test
(for mean conparisons) is statistically significant at the .05 level.

**Two-tailed chi-square test (for percentage comparisons) or t-test
(for mean comparisons) is statistically significant at the .01 level.
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TABLE B.14

Co \
COMPARISON OF%BOSTON%AND ﬁﬁRTFORD_RESPONDENTS
ON SELECTED HFALTH-RELATED VQRIABLES AT BASELINE

. \ .

; \ -

’ gercenta e_or Mean, by Group
. oston Hartford

t : .. |Experimental| Control
Variable ‘ Group Group Both Sites
{

Percent Having Visited Doctor a

During First Three Months of Pregnancy | 27.3 f13) 73.3 (11) ] 53.8*(14)

Percent Having Visited Doctor More ' _
Than Five Times During Pregnancy 80.0 ( 8)}|100.0 (15)}| 92.0 (23)

Percent With Problem This Pregnancy 72.7 (8)] 53.3 (8){ 61.5 (16)

Percent of Babies Leaving Hospital
With Mother After Birth | 81.8 ( 9)

)| 81.3 (13)| 81.5 (22)

Percent Having Visited Doctor SinceBirth| 81.8 ( 5)| 60.0 ( 9)| 69.2 (18)
| .

Percent With !Problem After Childbirth 54.5 ( 6)| 40.0 (6)| 46.2 (72)

Percent of Babies With Problem Since - :
Birth - 36.4 (4)| 20.0 (3)| 26.9 (7)

Percent of Babies Having-Had Checkup :
During First Six Months : 100.0 (11) | 92.9 (13) | 96.0 (24)

Mean Number of Days in Hospital for ,
Childbirth 4.3 (11) | 5.7 (18) 5.1 (26)

(11) 98.3 (14) [101.8 (25)

[

Mean Weight of Infant, in Ounces 106.
1

SOURCE: Tabulations from AIR baselire interviews with Project.Redirection
participants and comparison group members.

NOTES: @The numbers in parentheses represent frequencies on which the
statistic is based. For means, the number indicates the total number of respon-
dents contributing tc the calculation of the mean. For percentages, the number
i3 the actual number giving the specified response.

*Two-tailed chi-square test (for perceqpﬁg? comparisons) or t-test
(for mean comparisons) is statistically significant at the .05 level.

156

180




TABLE B.15

COMPARISON OF BOSTON AND HARTFORD RESPONDENTS
ON SELECTED PSYCHOLOGICAL VARIABLES AT BASELINE

Percentage orgﬁgan, h§~Group
“Boston Hartford
‘ _ Experimental Control
Variable Group Group Both Sites
Mean Locus of Control Score l- 13.6 (35)a 13.2 (32) | 13.4 (67)
Mean Self-Esteem Score | ~ }18.0 (35)18.5  (34)(18.3 (69)

SOURCE: Tabulations from AIR baseline interviews with Project Redirection
participants and comparison group members.

NOTES: Neither of the group comparisons is statistically significant at
the .05 level, using a two-tailed t-test.

ATh~ numbers in parentheses represent the number of respondents
contr1but1ng to *1e calculation of the mean.
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TABLE B.16

COMPARISON OF BOSTON AND HARTFURD RESPONDENTS
ON SELECTED HOME ENVIRONMENT VARIABLES AT BASELINE

Percentage or Mean, by Group

Boston Hartford

Experimental Control
Variable - Group Group Both Sites
Percent With Both Parents Present T a
During Childhood | 0 j 27.8 (10)[11.4 (4)|19.7 (14)
Percent With Mother Present at Baselin 38.2 (13) |41.2 (14) | 39.7 (27)
Percent With Father Present at Baseline 59 (2), 88 (3] 7.4 (5)
Percent With Neither Parent Present 63.9 (23) {60.0 (21) |62.0 (44)
Mean Number of Household Members 5.6 (35){ 5.1 (35)| 5.0 (70)
Mean Number of Siblings _ 5.8 (36)1] 6.0 (234) 5.9 (70)
Percent With Mothers Who Gave Bipth
at 19 or Younger 91.77 (33){71.4 (25) |81.7 (58)
Percent With Mothers With Less Than
High School Diploma , 72.2 (26) 181.8 (27)|76.8 (53)

Percent With One or More Household
Members on AFDC 91.7 (33) ]97.1 (33) |94.3 (66)

Percent With Household Income Equal
to or Greater Than $400 per Month 36.0 (9){57.6 (19) |48.3 (28)

SOURCE: Tabulations from AIR baseline interviews with Project Redirection
participants and comparison group members.

NOTES: None of the group comparisons is statistically vignificant (using
two-tailed chi-square tests for comparing percentages and two-tailed t-tests for
comparing means) at or beyond the .05 level.

4The numbers in parentheses represent frequencies on which the
statistic is based. For means, the number indicates the total number of respon-
dents contributing to the calculation of the mean. For percentages, the number
is the actual number giving the specified response.
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TABLE B. 17

~ COMPARISON OF HARLEM AND BEDFORD-STUYVESANT RESPONDENTS
ON SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC VARIABLES AT BASELINE

Percentage or Mean, by Group
Bedtord-
Harlem Stuyvesant
: ExperimentaI Control -
Variable , Group Group Both Sites
Mean Age 16.2 (56) 16.1 (62) 1 16.1 (118)
Percent Black - 98.2 (55)]96.8 (60)]97.5 (115)
Percenf Hispanic | 1.8 (1] 3.2 (2)} 2.5 ( 3)
Percent Pregnant, not a Parent 50.0 (28) {71.0 (44)|61.0*( 72)
Percent With More Than 1 Child ' 56 (3)} 1.6 (1) 3.4 ( 4)
Percent Never Married 96.4- (54) [98.4 (61)}97.5 (115)
Mean Age at Marriage (Ever Marrieds) 16.0 (2)] -- -- 116.0 ( 2)

_ SOURCE Tabulations from AIR baseline interviews with PrOJect Redirection
participants and comparison group members.

'NOTES: 2The numbers in parentheses represent frequenC1es on which the
statistic is based. For means, the number indicates the total number of respon-
dents contributing to the calculation of the mean. For percentages, the number
is the actual number giving the specified response.

*Two-tailed chi-square test (for percentage comparisons) or t-test
(for mean comparisons) is statistically significant at the .05 level.
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COHPAR150ﬂ OF HARLEH AND BEDFORD-STUYVESANT RESPONDE
ON SELECTED EDUCATIONAL VARIABLES AT BASELINE

] Percentage or Mean, by Group
Bedford-

Harlem Stuyvesant
: : Experimental] Control
Variable ' Group Group Both Sites

: a
Pércent in School at Baseline 66.1 (37)]79.0 (49)|72.9 ( 86)
Percent of Mothers in School at Basel ine 57.1 (16) {66.7 (12)]60.9 ( 28)

Percent in Teen Parent School Program

at Baseline 45.9 (17) |65.3 (32)}57.0 ( 49)

Percent Who Left School More Than 12 B .

Months Before Baseline Interview 1.1 (4)|s4.5 (6)}33.3 (10)

Percent of Dropouts Planning to Return [94.7 (18) }92.3 (12)}93.8 ( 30)

Mean Highest Grade Completed 8.7 (s6)| 8.5 (62)] 8.6 (118)

Percent in School When Pregnancy : '
Discovered 80.0 (44) |86.4 (51)]83.3 ( 95)

Percent Returned to School After -

Birth of Child ' 71.4 . (20) }72.2 (W3)| 7.7 ( 33)

Percent in General School Program 56.1 (37) |58.1 (36)]61.9 ( 73)

Percent With Absentee Rate More : . : *
Than Five Days per Month 16.7  (9){16.1 (10){16.1 ( 19)

Percent With Math Grade Below C 26.5 (13) |27.4 (17)}26.} ( 30)

Percent With English Grade Below C 13.0 (7)}14.5 (9)]13.8 (16)

Percent Wanting More Than High School

D‘lploma’GED 56.4 (31) {62.3 (38)}59.5 ( 69)

Percent Believing Achievemunt

of Education Goals is Very Likely 63.3 (35) {49.2 (30) | 56.0 ( 65) !
Percent Mentioning Schooling as Goal '
for Self 17.9  (10) |19.4 (12) |18.6 ( 22).
Percent Mention*n: achcoiing as Goal

for Child 76.8 (43) | 85.5 (53) | 81.4*( 96)

SOURCE : Tabulations from AIR baseline interviews w{th Project Redirection
participants and cosparison group members.

NOTES: %The numbers in parentheses represent frequencies on which *je
statistic is based. For means, the number indicates the total number respon-
dents contributing to the calculation of the mean. For percentages, th. number
is the actual number giving the specified response.

*Two-tafled chi-square test (for percentage comparisons) or t-test
(for mean comparisons) is statistically significant at the .05 level.

.
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TABLE B.19

COMPARISON OF HARLEM AND BEDFORD-STUYVESANT PONDENTS
»ON SELECTED EMPLOYMENT-RELATED VARIABLES AT BASELINE

Percenta e or Mean, by Group

' ~] Bedford-
Harlem Stuyvesant
_ Experimental Control :

Variable . ) Group Group Both Sites

‘. a
Percent Employed at Baseline ' 3.6 (2)} 4.8 (3)] 4.2 ( 5)
Percent Never Having Worked (Excluding , : -
Babysitting) | - . ]35.7 -(20) [38.7 (28) |37.3 ( 44)
Mean Number of Jobs Held (Including ‘ ' '
Babysitting) 1.1 (56) | 1.1 (62) | 1.1 (118)
Mean Number of Types of Training 2.3 (56) | 3.7 (62) | 3.0%*(178)
Mean Score, Career Maturity Scale 19.6 (55) |19.2

ER&C

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

(62) [19.4 (117)

Mean Score, Employab11ity Know1edqe ‘
Test 12.1 ., (56) |11. (62) 111.9 (118)

Mean Sc¢ore, Training Requirements Test 6.6 (56) | 6.0 (62)] 6.3 (118)

.Oh

Mean Score, Attitudes Toward Non- . S
Traditional Employment 13.9 (56) {13.4 (62) [13.6 (118)

Percent Mentioning Job as Goal for Self |55.4 (31) |54.8 (34) |55.1 ( 65)

Percent Mentioning Specific Job as :
Goal for Self 16.1  (9)]19.4 (12) j17.8 ( 21)

‘Percent Mentioning Job as Goal for Chiid [26.8 .(15) |22.6 (14) |24.6 ( 29)

SOURCE: Tabulations from AIR baseline interviews with Project Redirection
participants and comparison group members.

NOTES: 2The numbers in parentheses represent frequencies on which the
statistic is based. For means, the number indicates the total number of respon-
dents contributing to the calcu.ation of the mean. For percentages, the number
is the actual number giving the specified response.

***TWo~tai]ed.chi-square test (for percentage cemparisons) or t-test
(for mean comparisons) is statistically significant at the .001 level.
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. """"TABL‘E'- B.20 - - e e

'COMPARISON O, HARLEM AND BEDFORD-STUYVESANT RESPONDENTS
ON SELECTED FAMILY PLANNING/FERTILITY VARIABLES AT BASELINE |

-

Percentage or Mean, b Group

&.,

BedTord-
Harlem Stuyvesant
: : Experimental Control
Variable Group Group Both Sites
- ,
Mean Number of Pregnancies 1.3 .(s6)f 1.4 (62)] 1.3 (me) -
Percent Pregnant More Than One Time ; 23.2 (13)|35.5 (22)(29.6 ( 35)
Percent Ever Miscarried - 1.8 (1)[14.5 (9)| 8.5* ( 10)
Percent Ever Aborted , ° 12.8  (7)[19.4 (12) [16.1 (19)
Percent Never Wanting Another Child 30.4 (17) {25.8 (16) [28.0 ( 33)
Percent in a Sexual Relationship -
_at Baseline 38.2  (21) |51.6 (32) |45.3 ( 53)
Percent Ever Used Birth Control 193.6  (30) |51.6 (32)]52:5 (-62)
.Meaﬁ Number of Birth Controf Methods

Used | ] .8 (56)] B8 (62)] .8 (118)

Percent of Contraceptors Using the Pill,
Last Intercourse 42.1 (8)f30.8 (4)(37.5 (12)

Mean Score, Birth Control Kno&ledge
Test 0.4  (56) | 9.9 (62)|10.1 (118)

Mean Score, Ease of Access éo Birth ' )
Control Scale 11.4 (51) {12.4 " (46).]11.9 { 97)

SOURCE: Tabulations from AIR baseline interviews with Project Redirection
participants and comparison group members.

NOTES: 2The numbers in parentheses represent frequencies on which the
statistic is based. For means, the number indicates the total number of respon-
dents contributing to the calculation of the mean. For percentages, the number.
s the actual number giving the specified response.

*Two-tatled chi-square test (for percentage comparisons) or t-test
(for mean comparisons) is statistically cignificant at the .05 level.
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TABLE B.21

“==" " COMPARISON OF HARLEM AND BEDFORD-STUYVESANT RESPONDENTS
ON SELECTED SERVICE-AND-SUPPORT--RELATED VARIABLES

. : AT BASELIN:
Percentage or Mean, by.Group
- ' Bedford-
_ Harlem | Stuyvesant .
o : . + |Experimental Control
Variable Group Group Both Sites
Mean Number of Services Used 6.2 (56)| 8.2 (62) | 7.2% (118)
Mean Number of Services Needed 6.9 (56) | 4.7 (62) | 5.7%%M8)
. Percent Having Been in Teen Parent | : | |
Program 125.0 (14) |64.5 (40) | 45.8%% 54)
Mean Number of Mentions in Support |
Network - | 2.7 (56) | 3.5 (62)| 3.1= (118)
Percent With Close Friends Nearby 71.4  (40) |82.3 (51)|77.1 (.91)
Percent $til1 in Contact With Baby's "
Father 75.0 (42) [83.9 (52){79.7 ( 94)
Percent Using Their Mother for Child .
Care While in School ' 65.0 (13) |83.3 .(10)|71.9 ( 23)

. SOURCE: Tabulations from AIR baseline interviéws with Project Redirection
participants and cqmparison-group members. -

2 NOTES: 2The numbers in parentheses represent frequencies on which the
statistic is based. For means, the number indicates the total numbecr of respon-
dents contributing to the calcu}ation of the mean. For percentages, the number

' is the actual number giving the specified response.

**Two-tailed chi-square test (for percentage comparisons) or t-test
(for mean comparisons) is statistically significant at the .01 Tevel.

***Two-tailed chi-square test (for .percentage comparisons) or t-test
(for mean comparisons) is statistically significant at the .001 level.
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__TABLE B.22

COMPARISON OF HARLEM AND BEDFORD-STUYVESANT RESPONDENTS’
© . ON SELECTED HEALTH-RELATED VARIABLES AT BASELIN:

Percentage or Mean, by Group L
R edford- . 8
4 Harlem Stuyvesant '

|¥XPerimental|. "Control _ ‘
Variable ' Group Group . Both Sites

a.

Percent Having Visited Doctor b

L, K
During First_Three Months of Pregnancy | 59.3 (16){ 61.1 (11) | 60.0 (27)

rd

Percent Having Visited Doctor More ’ : .
Than Five .Times During Pregnancy 92.3 (24)| 94.4 (17)] 93.2 (41) o

Percent With Problem This Pregnancy 33.3 (19)| 33.3 (6)| 33.3 (15)

Percent of Babies Leaving Hospita1”' :
With Mother After Birth 77.8 (21) ] 72.2 _113) * 75.6 (34)

percent Having Visited Doctor Since8irth|100.0 (27) | 83.3 (i5)| 93.3 "(42)
Percent With Problem After Childbirth | 14.8 (4)| 27.8 (5)) "20.0 (9)

Ll

Percent of Babies With Problem $1nce

Birth | 37.0 (r0)] 27.8 ('5)| 33.3 (18)

Percent of Babies Having Had Checkup | ; |

During First Six Months 100.0 (27) | 88.9 (16)| 95.6 (43). —
Mean Number of Days in Hospital

For Childbirth . 3.7 (27) 3.9 (18) 3.8 (45)

Mean Weight ©f Infant, in Junces 108.6 (26) |109.3 (18) | 108.9 (44)

SOURCE: Tab:lations fromAIR baseline interviews with Project Redirection
participants and comparison group members.

NOTES: None of the group comparisons is statistically significant (using
two-tailed chi-square tests for comparing percentages and two-tailed t-test for
comparing means) at or beyond the .05 level. '

_ 8The numbers in parentheses represent frequencies on which the l
statistic is based. For means, the number indicates the total number of respdn-
dents contributing to the calculation of the mean. For percentages, .the number
is the actual number giving the specified response.
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" TABLE B.23 ;

COMPARISON OF ﬁARLEM AND BEDFORD-STUYVESANT RESPONDENTS
ON SELECTED PSYCHOLOGICAL -VARIABLES AT BASELINE

Percenta e or Meagl by Group
: Bed ord-
" "Harlem Stuyvesanf
Experimental Control

[ e ——

v Variable o Group Group Both Sites
: a
Mean Locus of Control.-Score 13.7 (56) | 13.5 (62) |13.6 (118)
Mean Self-Esteem Score 19.1  (56) | 19.6 (62) | 19.4 (118) N

e

SOURCE : Tabu]at1ons from AIR baseline interviews with Project Redirection
participants and comparison group members.

NOTES: Neither of the group comparisons is statistically significant at
the .05 1eve1. using a two-tai1ed t-test.

aThe numbers in parentheses represent the number of respondents
contr1buting to the. calculation of the mean.
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TABLE B 24

COMPARISON :OF HARLEM AND BEDFORD-STUYVESANT RESPONDENTS -
ON SELECTED HOME ENVIRONMENT VARIABLES AT BASELINE . ﬁg

Percentage or Mean bx*Group

T Bedford-
== - Harlem Stuyvesant
Experimental Control
Variable Group Group Both Sites
. p _
Percent With Both Parents Present a :
During Childhood 21.4 (12)|14.5 (9)]17.8 (21

)
Percent With Mother Present at Baséline |74.1 (40) | 75.8 (47)|75.0 ( 87
Percent With Father Present at Baseline 26,1 (13) | M.3 (7)

)

)
) -
7.2 ( 20)
)
)
)

Percent With Neither Parent Present 23.2 (13)|22.6 (14) |22.9 ( 27’

Mean Number Household Members 4.7 (56)| 5.5 (62)| 5.1 (118

Mean Number of Siblings - -—-. 4.2 - (54-4-4:7 - -{61) | 4.5 (115)

Percent With Mothers Who Give Birth e o

at 19 or Younger : 57.1 (32)|67.7 (42){62.7 ( 74)

Percent With Mothers With Less Than ) '

High School Diploma 3 35.7 (20)}48.4 (30) |42.4* ( 50)
" Percent With One or More Household : , |

Members on AFDC 80.4 (45)(72.6 (45) |76.3 ( 90)

Percent With Household Income Equal / ' i '

to or Greater Than $400 per Month 59.2 (29) ]| 42.1 (24) [50.0 ( 53)

SOURCE : Tabulations from AIR baseline interviews with Project Redirection
participants and comparison group members.

NOTES: 2The numbers in parentheses represent frequencies on which the
statistic is based. For means, the number indicates the total number of respon-
dents contributing to the calculation of the mean. For percentages, the number
is the actual number giving the specified response. ’

*Two-tailed chi-square test (for percentage comparisons) nr t-test
(for mean comparisons) is statistically significant at the .05 level.
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TABLE B.25 . .

—— e e

COMPARISON OF DETROIT EAST AND DETROIT WEST.RESPONDENTS
" ON SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC VARIABLES AT BASELINE a

_ | Percentage or Mean, by Group
. Detroit East|Detroit Wes '

Experimental Control .

Variable - . Group " Group Both Sites
a N .

Mean Age . 16.0 (69) ] 16.4 (76)| 16.2**(147)
Percent Black : ' 100.0 (69) | 100.0 (78) | 100.0 (147)
Percent Hispanic 0 (0) 0 (o0} 0o ( 0)
Percent Pregnant, not a Parent - | 33.3 (23{r Jd (1) 23.1* ( 34)
Percent With More Than 1 Child | 7.4 (8| N5 (9)] 9.6% ( 14)
Percent Never'Married ~ . | 8.6 (68)] 97.4 (763 | 98.0 (144)
Mean Age at Marriage (Ever Marrieds) 15.0 (1)} 16.0 (1) 15.5 '( 2)

SOURCE: Tabulations from AIR baseline interviews with Project Redirection
participaqts and comparison group members. ' .

NOTES: 4The numbers in parentheses represent frequencies on which the
statistic is based. For means, the number indicates the total number of respon-
dent& contributing to the calculation of the mean. For percentages, the number
is the actual number giving the specified response. RN

\ . i *TWo-téi1gd chi-square test (for percentage comparisons) or t-test
(for mean comparisons) is statistically -significant at the .05 level.

§ **Two-tailed chi-square test (for percentage comparisons) or t-test -
(for mean comparisons) is statistically significant at the .01 level.

H
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‘at Baseline - - -

, R
" TABLE B.26

COMPARISUN OF DETROIT EAST AND DETRO. . WEST RES#ONDENTS
ON SELECTED EDUCATIONAL VARIABLES AT BASELINE

Percentage or Mean by Group
Detroit East ro est
Experimental]| Control

Variable . _Group Group { Both Sites
2 ’ a
Percent in School at Baseline 57.4 (39) |53.2 (41) |55.2 ( 80)

Percent of Mothers in School at Baseline | 66.7 (30) {50.7 (34} [57.1 ( 64)

Percent in Teen Rarent School Program -
il " Liso (6 |irs (163 (13)

Percent Who Left School Mofe TRan = S -
12 Months Before Baseline' nterview 15.5 (4)|32.4 (M) ]25.0 (15)

} . .
Percent of Oropouts Planninig to Return |100.0 (22) |94.4 (34) 196.6 ( 56)

: Mean Highest Grade Completed 1 8.7 (61)] 9.3 (76) | 9.0% (137)
Percent in School When Pregnancy : _ .
Discovered - 77.9 (53) |88.5 (69) 183.6 (122)
Percent Returned to School After Birth
of Child 64.4 (29) |62.7 (42) {63.4 ( N)
Percent in General Schocl Program 53.6° (37) ] 56.4 (44) {55.1 ( 81)
Percent With Absentee Rate More Tha : . '
Five Days per Month . 35.3 (26) {24.4 (19) |29.5 ( 43)
Percent With Math Grade Below C 23.2 (16) 1141, (1) |18.4 ( 27)
Percent With English Grade Below C. . | 14.5° (10) | 5.1 (4) | 9.5* ( 14)
Percent Nénting More Than High School ‘ :
Diploma/GED .. 56.1 (37) |63.6 (49) |60.1 ( 86)
Percent Believing Achievement
of Education Goals is Very Likely | 57.6 (38) |53.2 (41) |85.2 ( 79)
Percent Mentioning Schooling as Goal d ) '
for gz}f 101 (7)) |15.4  (12) 2.9 (19)

Percent Mentioning Schooling as Goal )
for Child 78.3 (54) }159.0  (46) |68.0**(100)

SOL'TE: Tabulations from AIR baseline interviews with Project Redirection

“participa :ts and comparison group.members.

NOTES: The numbers in parentheses represent frequencies on which the
statistic is based. For means, the number indicates the total number of respon-
dents cortributing to the calculation of the mean. For percentages, the-number
is the actual number giving the specified response. . ’

. *Two-tailed chi-square test (for percentage comparisons) or t-test
(fqr mean comparisons) is statistically significant at the .05 level,

**Two tailed chi-square test (for percentage ccmparisons) or t-test
(for mean comparisons) is statistically significant at the .01 level.
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TABLE B.27

COMPARISON OF DETROIT EAST AND DETROIT WEST RESPONDENTS
ON SELECTED EMPLOYMENT-RELATED VARIABLES AT -BASELINE .\e\\

yd

] .
Percentage or Mean, by Group

Detrolt East|Detroit West
Experimental Control

Variable . Group Group Both Sites

. ' a '
Percent Employed at Baseline 7.2 (5)] 5.1 (4)| 6.1 ( 9)
Percent Never Having Worked (Excluding "
Babysitting) _ 39.1 (27) 144.9 (35) 142.2 ( 62)
Mean Number of JobsHeld (Including |
Babysitting 1.1 (69) ] 1.0 (78)| 1.0 - (147)
Mean Number of Types of Training 2.8 (69) | 3.9 (78) | 3.7**(147)
Mean Score Career Maturity Scale 19.3 (66) {19.2 (77) 119.3 (143)

Mean Score, Employability Knowledge Test | 10.3 (67) |10.6 (74) |10.4 (141)
Mean Score, Training Requirements Test 6.4 (65)] 5.9 (69)] 6.1 (134)

/

Mean Score, Attitudes Toward Non- :
Traditional Employment 14.4 (67) [13.6 < (76) | 14.0 **(143)

Percent Mentioning Job as Goal for Self |42.0 (29) {24.4. (19) | 32.7* ( 4e)

Percent Mentioning Specific Job as Goal .
for Self 26.1 (18) |50.0 (39) | 38.8 **( 57)

Percent Mentioning Job as Goal for Child |13.0 — ( 9) [28.2 (22} [ 21.1 * ( 31)

SOURCE: Tabulations from AIR baseline interviews with Project Redirection
participants and comparison group members. X

NOTES: 9The numbers in parentheses represent frequencies on which the
statistic is based. For means, the number indicates the total number of respcn-

dents contributing to the calculation of the mean. For percentages, the number
is the actual number giving the specified response.

*Two-tailed chi-square test (for percentage comparisons) or t-test
(for mean comparisons) is statistically significant at the .05 level.

**Two-tailed chi-square test (for percentage comparisons) or t-test
(for mean comparisons) is statistically significant at the .01 level.
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TABLE B.28

COMPARISON OF DETROIT EAST AND DETROIT WEST RESPONDENTS
ON SELECTED FAMILY PLANNINGYFERTILITY VARIABLES AT BASELINE

Percentage or Mean, by Group
Detroit East|Detroit West
_ |Experimental Control

Variable 7 Group Group _ | Both Sites
| “Mean Number of Pregnancias 1.3 (69? 1.4 (78)| 1.4 (147)
Percent Pregnaht‘Mone'Than One Time | 26.0 (20) {33.3 (26)]31.3 ( 46)
" Percent Ever Miscarried - 7.2 (5| 7.7 (6} 7.5 (1)
Percent Ever Aborted 8.7 (6)|1.7 (9)]10.3 (15)
Percent Never Wanting Another Child 33.8 (23) ] 29.5 ( ( 46)

23) | 31.5

Percent in a Sexual Relationship

at Baseline : 58.8 (40) | 39.7 (31) 1 48.6 * ( 71) '
cercent Ever Used Birth Control.  |73.9  (51) |75.6 (59) [74.8 (110)
Mean Number of Birth Control Methods “

Used 1.0 (69)] 1.1 (78) 1.0 (147)
Percent of Contraceptors Using the Pill, "

Last Intercourse 53.1 (17) |56.5 (26) [ 55.1 ( 43)
Mean Score, Birth Control Knowledge

Test ) 9.6 (68) | 8.9 (78) ] 9.2 (146)
Mean Score, Ease of Acéess to Birth

Control Scale : 12.6 (50) {12.6 (40) |12.6 ( 90)

SOURCE: Tabulations from AIR baselifie interviews with Project Redirection
participants and comparison group members.

NOTES: ©@The numbers in parentheses -repressnt frequencies on which the
statistic is based. For means, the number indicates the total number of respon-
dents contributing to the calculation of the mean. For percentages, the number -
is the actual number giving the specified response.

*Two-tailed chi-square test (for pjercentage comparisons) or t-test
(for mean comparisons) is statistically significant at the .05 level.
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TABLE B.29 -

COMPARISON OF DETROIT EAST AND DETROIT WEST RESPONDENTS .
* ON SELECTED SERVICE-AND-SUPPORT-RELATED VARIABLES
AT BASELINE '

Percentage or Mean, by Group
rolt East{Detroit West
' Experimental| Control, :
Variable ' __Group .___Group Both Sites

, . a

Mean Number of Services Used 6.3 (69)| 5.1 (78)] 5.7 (147)
'Mean Number of Services Needed 7.8 (69)| 5.6 (78) 6.6%*(147)
Percent Having Been in Teen Parent " ' -

Program 20.3 (14) |34.6 (27)]27.9 ( 41)
Mean Number of Mentions in Support

Network | 3.3 (69)] 2.9 (78)] 3.1 (147)
Percent With Close Friends Nearby 72.5 (50) |85.9 (67) |79.6* (117)

Percent Still in Contact With Baby's g
Father 71.0 (49) |67.9 (53) {69.4 - (102)

Percent Using 1neir Mother for Child
Care While in School ) 56.4 (22) {63.4 (26) |60.0 « 48)

. ‘ .
SOURCE : «~Tabulations from AIR baseline interviews ’th Project Redirection
participants and comparison group members. ,

NOTES: 2The numbers in parentheses represent frequencies on which the
statistic is based. For means, the number indicates the total number of respon-
dents contributing to the calculation of the mean. For percentages, the number
is the actual number giving the specified response.

. *Two-tailed chi-square test (for percentage comparisons) or t-test
(for mean comparisons) is statistically significant at the .05 level.

***Two-tailed chi-square test (for percentage compar’sons) or t-te;%
(for mean comparisons) is statistically significant at the .001 level.
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- TABLE B.30

COMPARISON OF DETROIT EAST AND DETROIT- WEST. RESPONDENTS
ON SELECTED HEALTH-RELATED VARIABLES AT BASELINE

g

<

Percentage or Mean, by GrSGp

Detroit East|Detroit West
Experimental Control

. Variable Group . Group Both Sites

Percent Having Visited_ooctor" . a
During First Three Months of Pregnancy 48.9 (22)| 61.2 (41)| 56.3 ( 63)

Percent Having Visited Doctor More -

Than Five Times-During Pregnancy 80.9 (34) ] 91.1 (61) | 87.1 ( 95)

Percent With Problem This Pregnancy {40.0 (18) 28.4 (19) ] 33.0 { 37)
< Percenf of Babies Leaving Hospital

With Mother After Birth - 72.7 (32) | 77.6 (52) | 75.7 ( 84)

Percent Having Visited Doctor Since Birth| 97.7 (43) | 89.6 (60) | 92.8 (103)
percent With Problem After Childbirth | 20.9 ( 9)[ 17.9 (12) | 19.1 (21)

Percent of Babies With Problem Since

Birth 18.6 (8)| 28.4 (19)| 24.5 ( 27)
Percent of Babies Having Had Checkup . d
Durina First Six Months 97.9 (43)| 94.0 (63) | 95.5 (106)
Mean Number of Days in Hospital “ '
For Childbirth ‘3.9 (44)]. 3.8 (67)| 3.9 (M)
Mean Weight of Infant, in Ounces 104.6 (42) | 102.8 (67) |103.5 (109)

SOURCE: Tabulations from AIR baseline interviews with Project Redirectidn
participants dnd comparison group members.

NOTES: - None of the group comparisons is statistically significant (using
two-tailed chi-square tests for comparing percentages and ‘two-tailed t-tests for
comparing means) at or beyond the .05 level.

: »

. 3Thewnumber in parentheses represent frequencies on which the
statistic is based. For means, the number indicates the total number of respon-
dents contributing to the calculation of the mean. For percentages, the number
is the actual number giving the specified response.
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‘TABLE B.31

COMPARISON -OF DETROIT EAST AND DETROIT WEST RESPONDENTS
ON SELECTED PSYCHOLOGICAL VARIABLES AT BASELINE

oy - _ ,
= , __Percentage pr Mean, by Group
Defrolt East|Detrolt West
o Experimental Control
Variable ° ' Group Group Both Sites
a
Mean Locus of Control Score 13.8 (66) | 14.1  (77) | 14.00 (143)
Mean Self-Esteem Score 19.2 (68) | 20.3* (77)]19.8 * (145)

SOURCE: Tabulations from AIR baseline interviewshwith Project Redirection
participants and comparison group members.

NOTES: 2The 1umbers in parentheses represent the number of respondents
™ contributing to the calculation of the mean.

*Two-tajled t-test is statistically significant at the .05 Tevel.
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9 B
.. TABLE B.32
/ - . , - .
COMPARISON-OF DETROIT EAST AND BETROIT WEST RESPONDENTS
ON .SELECTED"HOME ENVIRONMENT VARIABLES AT BASELINE
£ ‘ t. f )
S Percentage or Mean, by Group '
Detroit East|Detroit West
' S : . Experimental| Control .
Variable - Group Group Both Sites
Percent With Both Parents Present | a _ '
During Childhood 1 8.7 (6)]20.5 _(16) 15.0 ( 22)
Percent With Mother Present at Baseline 79.4  (54) | 79.5 (62) |79.5 (116)
”PercentwithFatherPreseﬁtatBaseIineF" 16.2  (11) {141 (11) j15.1 - ( 22) .
oercent With Neither Parent Present  |17.4 (12) [16.7 (13) [17.0 ( 25)
Mean Number Household Members 5.8 (69)] 5.8 (78)] 5.8 (147) ’
Mean Number of Sitings | 5.9 (66) | 4.4 (77) | 5.1%* (143)
Percent With Mothers Who Gave Birth K o
at 19 or Younger _ 71.0 (49) {59.0 '(46) |64.6 ( 95),
Percent With.Mothers With Less Than s
High School Diploma 36i2° (25) |26.9 (21) [31.3 ( 46)
Percent With One ar More HousehoId
Members on AFDC 85.5 (59) {93.5 (72) 189.7 (131)
Percent With Household Income Equal _
to or Greater Than $400 per Monih 38.9 (21) |38.1 (24) {38.5 ( 45)

< 1

SOURCE: Tabulations from AIR baseline interviews with Project Redirection
participants and comparison group members. :

NOTES: 2The numbers in parentheses represent freguencies on which the
statistic is based. For means, the number indicates the total number of respon-
dents contributing to the caicuIation of the mean. For percentages, the number
is the actual number giving the specified response.

**Two-tailed chi-square test (for percentage comparisons) or t-test .
(for mean comparisons) is statistically significant at the .01 level.
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TABLE 8.33

o COMPARISON OF PHOENIX AND SAN 6NTONIO RESPONDENTS
ON SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC VARIABLES AT BASELINE

o K -" .

" Percentage or Mean, by Group

Phoenix - | San Antonio o
o Experimental| Control- .

Variable _ > Group Group + Both Sites
. ’ , . - _
Mean Age 15.7 (89) |15.8 (89) |15.7 (178)
Percent. Black | | 47.2 (42) |39.3 (35) |43.3 ( 77)
Percent Hispanic | 40.5 (36) |57.3 (51) |48.9% ( 87)
Percent Pregnant, not a Parent . 56.2 (50) | 61.8 (55) | 59.0 (105)
Percent With More Than 1 Child 45 (4| 34 (3¢ 39 (7
Percent Never Married . 98.9 (88) |79.8 (7)) 89.3%**(159)
Mean Age at Marriage (Ever Marrieds) 17.0 (1) |15.0 (16)]15.1 (17)
“ -

SOURCE: Tabulations from AIR baseline interviews with Project Redirection
participants and comparison group members. .

\ NOTES: 2The numbers in parentheses represent frequencies on which the
statistic is based. For means, the number indicates the total number of respon-
dents contributing to the calculation of the mean. For percentages, the number
is the actual number giving the specified response.

*Two-tailed chi-square test (for percentage comparisons) or t-test
.(for mean comparisons) is statistically significant at the .05 level.

***Two-tailed chi-square test (for percentage COmpérisons) or t-test
(for mean comparisons) is statistjcaIIy.significant at the .001 level.
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, _ | TABLE 8.34 T

& .
COMPARISON OF PHOENIX AND SAN ANTONID RESPONDENTS .-
- ¥ ON SELECTED EDUCATIONAL VARIABLES AT BASELINE

v

- 9

8 }

- . Percentage or Mean, by Group .

- : Phoen{x kan Antonio
_ L - |Experimental| Control
Variable . Group Group Both Sites
Percent in School at'Baseline | 44.8 _(39). 71.9 (64) | 58.5***(103)

PercentofMot{ters,"inSchool at Baseline 33.3- (13)]73.5 (25) ]| 52.1** ( 385 -

Percent in Teen Pa;ent School Program '
©) at Baseline cot 51.3  (20) {17.2 ° (11) | 30.1%**( 31)
- . . i ) v Q R
. Percent Who Left School More Than 12 | - +
Mcnths Before Baseline Interview 46.9 (23) |40.0 (10) |44.6 (. 33) - ' e

Percent -bf Dropouts Planning to Return {91.7 (44) |76.0 (19) |86.3 ( 63) .
Mean Highest Grade Completed - ¢| 8:6 (86) | 8.2 (88)[ 8.4* (174)

- 1
Percent in School When Pregnancy 1 )
Discovered _ 53.7 (44) {71.3 (62) | 62.7* (106)

Percent Returned to School After ,
Birth of Child ' a4.4 (16) |65.6 (21)]54.4 (31 -

_Percent in General School Program 79.8 (71) 160.7 (54) | 70.2** (125)

Percent Hitﬁ Absentee Rate More Than . :
Five.Days per Month ' *120.2 (18) |24.7 (22) |22.5 ( 40) w

Percent With Math Grade Below C we (13)] 7.9 (1|4 (20
Percent With English Grade Below C 9.2 (8) w1 (9)]97 (17)

Percent Wanting More Than High School
Diploma/GED 42,9 (36)°]19.3 - (16) [ 31.1** ( 52)

" Percent Believing Achievement
of Education Goals is Verv Likely 50.0 (42) |55.4 (46) |52.7 ( 88) o

«

Percent Mentioning Schooling as Goal . :
. 15.7  (14) 10,1 ( 9) |12.9% ( 23)

for Self
Percent Mentioning Schooling as Goal ' :
for Child 65.2 (58) |73.0 (65) |69.1 (123)

SOURCEY Tabulations from AIR baseline interviews w{th Project Redirection
participants and comparison group members. - ~ .

NOTES: 2The numbers in parentheses represent frequencies on which the
statistic is based. For means, the number indicates the totai number of respon-

dents contributing to the calculation of the mean. For percentages, the number .
is the actual number giving tha specified response. .

*Two-tailed chi-square test (for percentage comparisons) or t-test
(for mean comparisons) is statistically significant at the .05 level, °

**Two-tailed chi-square test (for peréentage comparisons) or t-test
(for mean comparisons; is statistically significant at the .01 Tevel. ., «

w**Two-tailed chi-square test (for percentdge comparisohs) or t-test
(for mean comparisons) is statistically significant at the .001 level.
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- TABLE B.35 ;
: — o
- COMPARISON'OF PHOENIX AND SAN ANTONIO RESPONDENTS |
o . 'ON SELECTED EMPLOYMENT-RELATED VARIABLES AT BASELINE
1} . b ° .
| Percentige or Mean, by Group -
, . Phoenix %an Antonio -
- Experimental| - Control’ :
Variable ‘ ) Group Gro Both Sites
. . ) . a . 3
Percent Employed at Baselifhe 9.0 '(8)|16.9- (15)12.9 ( 23)
Cw
Percent Never Having Worked (Excluding .+
Babysitting)™ ' 129.2 (26) 149.4 (44) [39.3* -( 70)
Mean Number of Jobs Held (Inc]udiyg B L
Babysitting) ' 1.3 k(89) 1.1 (89) | 1.2 (178) -
Mean Number of Types of Training . 2.9 (89)] 1.8 (89) | 2.3** (178)
IMean Score, Career Maturity Scale 20.3 (88) [18.2 ~T88) [ 19.3%* (176)
Mean Score, Employability Knowledge Test |11.3 (89) | 9.8 (88) | 10.5** (177) 2
. o 7 .
Mean Score, Training Requirements Test |.5.8 ¢85) | 6.7 . (88) 6.2 (173)
Mean Score, Attitudes Toward Non-- .. : ._ .
Traditional Employment ja.6 (89) |14.1 (87) |14.3  (176)
Percent Mentioning Job asGoal for Self 43.8 (39) |44.9  (40) 44:4- ( 79)
Percent Mentioning Specific Job as Goal . : A
for Self 29.2 ' (26) |18.0 (16) f23.6 (42) _
Percent Mentioning Job as Goal for Chi]d 20.2 . (18)° 33.7. 130) 27;0_ (48)

SOURCE: Tabulations from AIR baseline interviews with Projec

participants and comparison group members.

t Redirection

NOTES: 2The numbers in parentheses represent frequencies on which the
statistic is based. For means, the number indicates the total number of respon-

dents contributing to the calculation of the mean.

is the actual number giving the specifigd response.

For percentages, the number

*Two-tailed chi-square test {for percentage COmparisons)‘or t-test
(for mean comparisons) is statistically significant at the .05 level.

**Two-tailed chi-square test (for percentage comparisons) or t-test
(for mean comparisons) is statistically significant at the..01 level.
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. TABLE B.36

. . ’ ' A - ‘ v
COMPARISON .OF- PHOENIX AND SAN ANTONIO RESPONDENTS ,
ON SELECTED FAMILY PLANNING/FERTILITY VARIABLES AT BASELINE -
, ) N oo W
- \ s e B ’
4 , : | Percentq%?_ggrggggf;gy‘Gr0qp.
™ L. Phoenix | San Antonio

. v . |Experimental| . Control .

Variable . __+Group . _Group ~ |.Both Sites
Lo A ‘ ' o
Mean Number of Pregnancies: - . - 1.1 (89){ 1.2 (88)| 1.2 (177)
Percent Pregnant More Than One Time® 12.3 (1) |172.0 (15) [14.7 ( 26)
Percent -Ever Miécsrrfed t - J 2.2 (.2)1 3.4 | 3)2 2.8 { ‘5)\
*  Percent Ever Aborted o 2.2 (2)] 5.7 4(8) 4.0 ( Z)

Percent Never Wanting Aﬁbther Child - 25.3 - (22) |22.5 (20) |23.9 ( 42)
%mmtmawwgkaummmmu&mmekﬁs (24 {40.4  (36) [33.9 ( 60)

Percent Ever Used Birth Control 8.2 (34) [44.9 (40) |41.6 ( 78)

. Mean Numbér of Birth Con&roI Methods .. : ‘
- 0 Uded 5 f89)| .5 (89)| .5 (178)
N : d .

Percent of Contraceptors Using the Pil1, 1 : .
Last Intercourse 65.2 (15) | 65.7 (i6) |66.0 ( 31)

Mean Score, Binth ControlKnowIedgeTest 8.7 (89)1] 9.3 (89) [ 9.0 (178)

Mean Score, Ease of Aceess to Birth = :
* * Control Scale 113.0  (59) [ 11.7  (56) |12.3** (115)

v

SOURCE: Tabulations from AIR basé?ine interviews with, Project Redirection.'
participants and comparison group members. . .

NOTES: 2The numbers in parentheses represent frequencies on which .the
statistic is based. For means, the number indicates the total number of respon-
dents  contributing to the calculation of the mean. For percentages, the number - '
is the actual number giving the specified response. " ‘

**TWo-taiIed chi-square test (for percentage comparisons) or t test - o
(for mean comparisons) is statistica11y significant at the .01 level. -
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"7+ . TABLE B.37"

| COMPARISON OF PHOENIX AND SAN ANTONIO RESPONDENTS
- OR SELECTED SERVICE-AND-SUPPORT-RELATED VARIABLES

1 iy -
’ \ AT BASELINE .
‘s \
. BN SN | Percentage or Medn, by.Group .
T Phoenix gan Antonio | .
- B . ) Experimental] ' Control |.
Variable Group Group ~ ] Both Sites
Mean Number of Services Used 6.007 (89)a, 4.3 (89) | 5.2** (178)
/ ) ' ) . P . .
Mean Number of Services Needed 5.5 (89)| 6.7 (89){ 6.1 178)

. - . -l ’
Percent Having Been in Teen Parent )

/Program o .. 19.3 (14) 21.3° (19).118.9 ( 33)
Mean Number.of.Mentions‘in'Suppdrt~ . . 7 ™~
Network . ~ |34 (89)| 3.0 (89)] 3.2 (178)
Percent With Close Friends Nearby ~|74.2 -(66) [59.6 (53) | 66.9% (119)
Percent Still 1n Contact With Baby S ” | - -
Father X _ y 66.3 (59) |58.4 (52)|62.4 (1M)
Percent Using_Their'Mother for Child . ‘ ) : N
Care While in School 61.9 (13) 40.0,_ (10) j50.0 ( 23)

SOURCE: Tabulations from AIR baseline interviews with Project Red1rect1on
participants and comparison group members.

NOTES: 2%The numbers in parentheses represent frequencies on which' the’
sf8tistic is based. For'means, the number indicates the total number of respon-'
dents contributing to the calculation of the mean. For Qercentages, the number
" is the actual number giving- the specjfied response. ' ‘

*Two-tailed chi-square test (for percentage compar1sons) or t- test
(for mean comparisons) is statistically significant at the .05 level.

- **Two-tailed chi-square test (for percentage comparisons) or t-test
(for, mean comparisons) is statistically significant at the .0l: 1eve1
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TABLE B.38

COMPARISON OF PHOENIX AND SAN ANTONIO RESPONDENTS
ON SELECTED HEALTH-RELATED VARIABLES AT BASELINE

%
. o o _Percentage or Mean by Group |
‘ . B Phoenix an Antonlo | =~ -

" ' oo : ‘Experimenta1 Control o
Variab]e - - - _"Group_ “Group . | Both Sites
Percent Having Visited Doctor - .. S “
During First Three Months of Pregnancy | 41.0 (hs)a - 63.6 (21) 51.4 (37)
Percent Haying Visited Doctor More oo | I
Than Five Times Buring Pregnanty 87.2 (34)| 78.8 (26)| 83.3 (60)
Percent with Problem This Pregnancy - | 28.2 (11)| 42.4 (14) 347 (25)

‘Percent of Babfes Leaving Hospital ' o N
g(th 84.2 (32)] 88.2 (30)|-86.1 (62)

Percent Having Visited Doctor Since Birth 89.7 (35)| 78.8 (26)| 84.7 - (61)
Percent With Problem After Childbirth | 31.6 (12)| 6.1 (2)| 19.7* (14)

Percent of Babies Nith Problem Since

Birth - C s | 1za (s | 20 (18
Percent of Babies Hav1ng Had Checkup '

During First Six Months . 92.2 (36) | 80.0 (28) ] 86.5 (64)
Mean Number of Days 1u Hospita] for | . . |

C ildb1rth - S 2.9 (37) 3.9 (32) 3.4 (6?)
Mean Weight of Infant, in Ounces 102.1 (38) |107.6 (32) |104.6 (70)

-

* SOURCE: Tagulations from AIR base]ine interviews with PrOJect Redirection ,

participants and comparison group members. e

NOTES AThe numbers in parentheses represent frequencies on which the
statistic is based? For means, the\number indicates the total number of respon-
dents contributing to the calculation of the mean. For percentages, the number
is the actual number g1ving the spegified response.

*Two-tailed chi- squarg test (for percentage compar1sons) or t-test
(for mean comparisons) is statistically significant at the 05 tevel.
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TABLE B.39

o

COMPARISON OF PHOENIX AND SAN ANTONIO RESPONDENTS
ON SELECTED PSYCHOLOGICAL VARIABLES AT BASELINE

~ Percentage or Mean by Group
Phoenix - %an Antonio
: Experimental| Control
Variable Group aroup Both Sites .
Mean Locus of Control Score |13 (e6f|13.6  (87) |14.0¢ (173)
" Mean Self-Esteem Score 18.7 (87) | 18.4 (88) [18.6 (175)
. . \

t\
SOURCE: ‘Tabulations from AIR haseline interviews with Project Redirection
participants and comparison group mémbers. B '

NOTES: 2The numbers in parentheses represent ‘the number of respondents
contributing to the calculation of the mean. .

*Two-tailed t-test is statistically significant at tne .05 level.
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TABLE B.40 =

COMPARISON OF PHOENIX AND SAN ANTONIO KESPONDENTS
ON SELECTED HOME ENVIRONMENT VARIABLES AT BASELIN®

LY - )
g ' | Percentage or Mean, by Gro o
Phoenix an Antonio | '
Experimental Control 8 :

_-Variable 4roup Group Both Sites
Percent With Both Parents Present © o a 5
During Childhood . . 13.6 (12) | 28.1 (25) 120.9 ( ?7)
Percent With Mother Present at Baseline, 73.0 (65) }79.8 (71) |76.4 (136)
Percent With Father Present at Baseline 20.2 (18) |21.3 (19) {20.6 ( 37)
Percent With Neither Parent Present 24.7 (22) [19.1 (17) {21.9 . ( 39)
Mean Number Household Members 6.2 (89)| 6 (89) | 6.1 (178)
Mean Number/;f Siblings 5.0 (88)] 6 2 (86) | 5.6 (174)
Percent With Mothers Who Gave Birth : , _
at 19 or Younger 69.7 (62) |73.0 (65) |71.3 (127)
Percent With Mothers With Less Than
High School Diploma | 55.1 (49) {74.2 (66) |64.6* (115)
Percent With One or. More Household L |
Members on AFDC 63.6 (56) |62.9 (56) {63.3 (112)
Percent With Household Income Equal | ) :
to or Greater Than $400 per Month 51.2 (43) |57.0 (45) |54.0 ( 88)

_ ; .

SOURCE: Tabulations from AIR baseline interviews with Project Redirection
participants and comparison group members. .

NOTES: 2The numbers in parentheses represent frequencies on which the
statistic is based. For means, the number indicates the total number of respon-,
dents contributing to the calculation of the mean. For percentages, the number
is the actual number giving the specified response.

*Two-tailed chi-square test Cfor percentage comparisons) or t-test
(for mean comparisons) is statistically significant at the .05 level.
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