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This study was of a desoriplive nature, designed to determine

if there is = relationghip betveen the school performance of children

& v

o

in envirconmentally devrived aress and the sducationsl sxparisnce of

The study was conducted from September 1965 4o April 1966, and
wes based on data obiained in facewto-face interviews with o population
congisting of the parents of forty-ssven school children in rrafdes one
through three residing in environmentally deprived aress in the 04ty of

vinnipeg and on date obtained through the Winniper School Division Hoel

related 1o level of school performance of the foriveseven children. The

}A@a

Tfocus of the research sctiviities waes %o discover the grade lavel, the
sspiration level for self, and the attitudes toward own education of

ations in %%@QQ fagtors were related o the ohild's
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aerents, and
school perfézmaﬁeéy
Findings revealed that a higher proporiion of the parents of

children performing satisfectorily in school then the @&r@ﬁﬁs of chil=
dren performing unsatisfactorily in school had s high edusstion ilevel,

& high educational aspiration level, and 2 positive attitude toward dhei
sdncation. Farther findings indicaited that there was a higher incidence
of mobility, broken homes and low incomes smongst femilies with 2 child

performing wnsatisfactorily in school than emonget familics with childe

ren performing satisfactorily in school. Suggestions for intervention
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CHAPTER X

INTRODUCTICN

1f we ove learning anything from our experience, we are learyning
that it ie bime for ue to go to work, and the first work of these
%imes snd the first work of our society is education.”

~ Lyndon B Johmson, July 28%h, 1964.

53

One of the most drematie Features of this century in the fleld

of the humanities has been the declaration of a "War on Poverty" by
the Qovernment of the United States of imevics. 4 main plank in policy
aimed ot the erradication of poverty was the passage of the Blomentbary
and Secondary School Act of 1965 in the Congress of the United States

Y

of imerice in vhich one of the explicit goals wasi By abrengthen

elementary and secondary school programs for asducationally deprived
children in low dinconme &@@aggﬁg

There has been a zrowing avareness that one of the main avenues
of upward mobility in this ers is education. Those who do not pozsess
sdeguate education to compste on the open igbonr market are penalized
heavily both socially and economically, thus, limiting geriously their
offesprings? zccess te & full pariticipation in the rapidly escalating
affinence in western sogiety. The problem of providing education for

children in low income snd dissdvaniaged areas is a major concern of

professionals and lay people in the educational field, The basis fox

1
imerican Tduestion, United States Deparitment of Health, Hduce-
$ion and Welfares Volume 1, Number IV {april 1965).
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this study will provide e better understanding of the differences
amongst Temilies in disadvantaged aress and how these differences may
aifect school performence, and in this wey provide 2 knovledze base for

sotivity in this aresn of aongerne

e

This study is set in Wimnipeg, o wesitewn Canadien ity of spprow

imetely 500,000 population whish iz the capital eidy of the provinge of

The study was conducted by a group of Fifftesn students enrolled

£

ster of Social Vork program at the 3School of Social
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Jork, Unie
veraity of Henitoba™. It is one part of a tobtal study involving four
student groups and four related sress of concern. The study wes inidie
ated in September 1965 fo sxitend %o April 1966,

The orlginal ares of concern for the total study was dictated
by the Research Committee of the School of Social Work <« sducation in
deprived areas and variations in sducationsal mobtivation and culiural
gtimlation amongst satisfactory and unsstisfactory studenis. Thisz sone
cern was suggesied by perusal of literature pertinent 4o edusaiion in
deprensed areas, awarensss of differences among people in these areas,
and the reslity that sowe children perform ssatisfactorily in the school
setting in depressed aress vhile others perform unsatisfechorily.

The Research Commities of the School of Yoclal Work sporosched

the Senior Planner, Planning Division, Metropolitan Corporation of Greaier

# o N ; - P,
hereafter referred to as simply the School of Soecial Works
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propriate for research and reprssentative

seribed wers designated ss app

of the aress in which they were physieally located. The Hesesrch Direge-

tor of the Winniper School Division approsched the prinsipsls o
four achools, and a sample of geventy-four children in grades one, Hwo
snd three was provided. Children in these early school grades had besen
reguested gince the chlldfs sariiest contact dn the school is ofden nost
indicative of maladjustments abtiributable to conflicting velues or value

<

orientations bebween hone and sshools

[

0f the seventy-four childven provided as & sample, thiviyefive

24

ware assessed as satisflactory performers and thirtyrenine as unsatisface
tovy performers by the classroon bteacher of the individval child.

The study wes introduced to the participating researchers in
September 1965 by the Project Dirvector of the School of Socisl Work.
The study ares and preparsiions previcusly made with the Metropolitan
Planning Corporation of Greater Winnives and the Winndpes School Divie
gion wers outlined, and four research groups were designated.

Two of the groups were %0 explore the motivablon espest of both

satisfactory and unsatisfactory performers in the school. One of these

i :
areas included in csnsus tracte 11, 12, 19, 22, 2% = 1961 cen-
sug of the Dominion of (anads.
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1y may lack such & positive sducational model o modivate

thems
Thus, o first sub=hypothesis wes devived: & greaber proportion
of pavents of children whose performance is satisfsctory than parenis

b

of children vhoge school performence is unmsatisfactory have a high edue
gautional lewel,

YHigh level of education® is considered as complete zrade nine
or @boves This is suggested by the fact that most itechnicsl courses
require o grade nine sianding as & reguisite for entrance.

In further consideration relative to the parents' funcdioning as

3 ﬂ

role models, 4% was reascned that the parent’s aspiration
for self while he was attending school might be & varisble which would
prove signilicantly different amongst parent * the children performing
satisfoctorily and those performing unsatisfastorily. She waiienale for

2,

sush 2 guggestlon was that those parents who had a high expestation for
selfy regardless of achievemeni, would transfer these ewxpectations o the
child and serve to positively motivate him. TFurther, it was sugpested

that high educational aspirstions for self reflected value placed on edu-

itted to the child to create positive

[ d
4
o]
I
6
&8
b od

cation and dhis would be

valuatlon of education. It was felt that sepivations currently held

b
]

would be influenced by events and changes, either sosietal op pergonal

uring the years between the completion of school and the current projech

thus, being not o true reflection of educational experience; this reasone

ing led to a focus upon the educatiomel aspivations the parents had during
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CHAPTER IX
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1. BACKGROUND

The sixties have opened 2 nev horizon in the educationsl fielde

a

vheress, education has in past beon vievwed s 2 luzury o be engazed in

by those of wealth and prestige, it is fodey = basic necessity to vhich

6]

individuale have a noral and legal vight. Yet, it iz nod =0 much 5 new
feeg ¢

philosophy which has evolved of itsell, but an ocuteropping of an sconome=
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io and industrisl revolution. The current scie
international scene, the expanding sconomy and demand for educated and
skilled labour, together with the emphasis in the United Shtates and
Cenada on individual ¥sucoessY has placed new demsnds on the edusational
syetens in both nations.

Alfred Kehn quotes the Rockerfeller Drothers® FPund publication

3

The Tursuit of Fxcellence: Wlvestion and the Future of Americs to de=

seribe the dual dmpact of education, is¢. socletal and individuzls Y2

frae gocliety nurtures the iﬁ@iviéuéljﬁaﬁ slone for the contribution he

iy

ray meke to the social effort, but also and priwarily for the sake of

s
4
Feda

the contribution he may meke fo his own veslization and development.®

The gurrent awakening of interest in the educaiionally disadvan~

teged child csn be seen in the light of both sriteriay az & “waste of

P

ﬁéf@aé Ja Kaohn, Planning Community ZServices for Children in
Trouble {New Yorks Columbia University Press, 1963), pe 1466
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1 . N 1 gna . i .
talent?” aveilable to the society, and as the individual ¢hild fails o

achieve the fullest expression of his capsbilities.

smerice has besn recently exposed to public view. As the gross nations
. s 2 .
el product of both the United Stotes and Cenade hes risen rapidly, an

seonomis opiimisn syolved in the middle and late Fifties which conceived

of poverty as disappearing as a resuly of the natural working of the

SOONOMY ¢

4

a

Fers to the "income revolutionY wherehy nod only

33

Se Mo Millexr ref

Ty

poverty would be elimineted, but income distribution would become eguale
itarians He desoribesz this s 2 Ypanglosisn picture® which Yhas been
A

battered by 2 number of recent books which have underlined the extent of

=
poverty in the United States.®”

¥ichael FHarvington is one of the writers svho attenpited to bring

the problem of poverty and the poverty-sitricken to public nodise. He
challenges the optimism of the economisits with o vivid and gripping de-
seription of whet it meens to be poor in Americs. To this depth of pere
paption, he adds a dimension of width as he suggesis thet over bwanty

percent of the population of the Unided States is living below the

1 . .
Hobert J» Havinghurst, Y"Urban Development and the Mdm@a%iﬁﬂam
Systenm,? Education in Deprossed Avesas, efs As Horry ?a@gmw {Wew Yorks
Huresn of Publications, Teachers uﬁll@ ge Columbis University, 1963).

Canada gross national produet curvently estimsted at 50 billion
dollars compared to 20 billion dellars in 1051 {in Yfewms of marked prices)e
3

s Me Flller, "Poverty and Inequality in imericss Tmplications

for the Soecial Services," Mentsl Health of the TPoor, ed. Fray i

J (ma,

e Riessman,

Jerome Cohen, srthur Peaxl {(Few York: The Free Fress, 1964), e 1l
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poverty 3@?@3@3

o - . .
The meaning of poverdy is described thus: “In shord, being poor

iz not one aspest of a peraonis 1life in this country, 4% ilg his 1life.

4

Taken as poverty is a ouldupe.®

-
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Leonard Schnelderman exzplores "ithe culluve of poverty”; and he

-

adds & more positive dimension to consideration of the values of the

@ﬁafa§ He suggesis that prolonged poverty resulis in o life-siyle

.

which is transmitbted from generation o generstion, and thus, the ex

W
el
53
Lt

L

enice of & culture of poverdy. Yoo often this poverty life-style is
s

viewed as disfunciional snd alluded o as = purveyor of devience, whersee

o

a5 Ughnelderman indieates that 14 ds, in foot, functional for survivel
in the envivomment and life-space of the impoverished. However, it is

nonefunctional and severely deficient for successful survival by sitand-

wh

& &

ards held in middlee=class urban Americas
The life=style and value orientation attribuied to the impoverw
ished is useful to them as 1t allows for an adequeey of funciioning
within the limite of their impoverished envirommeni, and thus, it mey
be termed both sppropriate to and consistent with the expecitabions of

L3

r %lower class® inddvidusl

fas

the life~spase. Howsver, as the impoverishe

hael Harrington, The Other /merice (Baltimore: Tenguin

i

Leonard Schneiderman, The Culture of Poveriy - A Study of the
Valuwe Orientation Preferences of the Gh?%mz@ali? Impoverished {éﬂm Arbor,

Tichigans University Mierofilms, Inge)s

ﬁz%i&é§ Pse 2s




- 14 =
in an over widening range of activities, there
nt sz the life=-siyle and incorporated values

o % o R B e} Epea
: his 4mpoverished envirommeni are totelly inape

propriate o the expecitations of the wider socelety in which participe-

sres in which $his value conflict becomes most spparvent is
the school sysbem. The school is middle-claosg oriented. Schneidermen
suzgests that suocess in the student role is based on the porformance
in scoord with porticular valuess

A logienl c~a1V3i
role suggests the essential importance for adequa

ES

of the regquirements for svecess in the student
%i& shudent perfors
mance of a fubure time orientation, czpecity for e fubure which one
anticipates as bilgger snd be %ggw and which jJuetifies preszent effort
for future gain. It sugresic also the importence of & sense of value
in activity ssared %o ae?&w“e@elﬁomgni and atbtaimment 2 opp
the sponienecus expression in activity of impulses and des

This is the expectation of the schovl, and reward ﬁﬁ@/@y sensure
is expressed in reference to these expected values. Schneiderman’s
study clesrly indicates thait there is an incongruency belwsen thes
school values aznd those dominant smong the chronically impoveriched.

i most explicit statement by Hariin Deubsch indicates the result
of this conflict in values: Yimong children who come from lower=class

-

soeially impoverished circumsiances. there is a high proportion of zchool
¥ & &

[
Yot

failure, school drop=outs, reading and learning discbilities, zs well as

2
1ife adjustment problems.W”

o

1%1§9§ Te 1%9@

‘k) P

“Martin P. Deutsch, "The Disadvantaged Child and the lLearning

ay
Process,” Hental Health of the Toor, eﬁe 9@aﬁk Hiesos aﬂg Jarome Cohen,

Arthur Pearl (Wew Yorks The Pree Press, 1964), pe. 172
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changes in the economy have contri
lem in the educationsl syshem.

&g dndustery and the functions of the sconony have resached &
high degree of specislization snd technicsl complexity, the sriteris and
reguirenenis for pevsonnel have bheen contimually uvngrsded. Curvrent

trends would indicalte & continustion of this woward gradation of employ-

3

ment regulsites. ‘heress, only itwo decades ago there was muple employe

ment opporbunity for the school dyop=ont, the poorly educsbed or the
& g i £ )

unskilled lzbourer, today industry, with the emergence of automation,

1ittle need for the unskillaed. This obviously plases the lower-glass

2t & dissdventaze ng the skills they do possess bepong nonenarketable.

&
¥

the problem faced by the racisl minorities in the United Steles,

sat

Miller desoribes the economy's inereasing educsbional denma

4': Ry

and the effec % on the impordance of education to the individusls

moation reguirenents of induniries are incressing-whebther
eally needs the level of skilld 1% demsnds ie nod the lssues

o

1 . - - s
Harole L. Wilensky and Charles W, Lebesux, Infusirisl Uociely
and Jocisl Welfare

ey

David P Ausubel and Pearl Ausubsel,
regated Negre Children,® Iducation in Devressed ﬁ?@aﬁ§ @Qﬁ Ae Haxry
Poosow {¥ew Yorks Burean of rublications, Teachers College Columbis
University, 1963). ’




the important fact is that indusiry thinks it doss or believes that
it cen get such labor. The offset is to m cbsolete 0ld skills,
unemployisg meny workers as the domand for industrisl lshor declines.
Bew labor is employed only if 4% is highly skilled or educabed; cone
zequently, the low educated, especially the young, are more disadvan~
taged in relation to the coonomic system fodsy than similarly low
aducated were a generation or twoe agzoe The Second Indusirial Revolue
tion as presently conducted iz destroying the economic potential of
vest segmenis of the imerican population. Increasingly, formal

1ity to perform cerial

int

schooling =not necessarily the abi
the oredential required for eniry

b
&

£I7% ey o 2 o $ rede , £ ey P
Thus, the possession of & high level of formal educsiion has be-

sonme less of & luxury and more of an oubtright minimun necessity in oxder

for an individusl to function effectively in 2 nodern induetrial sosiety.

2

Blznche Coll s not only & regulsite o scononds
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succesg, but soclal and cultural suescess =28 wells sducsiion has meaning
for the toizl being in 21l his soolsl voles,

Ypon the schoel aystem rests the burden of atiempiing 4o provide
an educational experisnce for the lower class which will provide them

the much needed Tormal education, and hereby zn svemse into full pare

n the ceonomy and the total sosiety. Miller hishlights the

&

Jeds

tioipation
importance of education in this conmtext when he refers 4o 1t 2s Yihe
escane route from ?0?&?%?6“5

isnced by the lowere-class child in the formal aducation syuhem. A rume

ber of writers stress the discontinuity of values bedween the school and

¥heprivation in childhoods Ids Zelatd
ig RN 5.
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the lover=class

policy changes within the school systenm have boen presented which gould

£ 2 7 % A 2 oy et NE S ) ) 1
hopefully bridpgs the gap bebween the niddle-class school and the lowere

"

Frank . Jones has stiempied to viev social olass fastors as a

framework within vhich $o study fami

W

1ys peer group and school influsne
cen on educational beshaviors He states:

tpart from the evidense of higher aspirvations smong

lower class
boys and girls, there iz evidence that they are capsble ole

fom
)
by
42
2]

o
tH
momo

astic sucecesse While 1% ig evident that the higher social c1~. 88
achieve greater school success than the lover glasses, it is alse

evident thet many czpable lower class boys and givls, for one
rosgon or another, do nob aghieve &aﬁalas%ﬁea?iy commensurate to
thelr abilitiesns For fuller exploitation of human resources, uns=
derstanding of how sepecis of the social envirenment, other than
sovial class may influence educational behavior is necessary. 3
What Jones is suggeeting ig that not 211 lowver=olass children
wnder-achieve in school; drop=oulb, or fails and thus, we must not nse

Yaoedal classY as a total explanation of the failure of lower-clasg

children. The idea of & eulture of voverty is only the begiming of our

1.

Zupra pe 3y Bee alse Frank Riessman, The Culburally Deprived
Child {(Vew York: Herper and Row, 1962)} and Richard A. Clowsrd and James
As Joness "ogial Classs Mﬁhﬂwtiﬁﬂal ittitudes and Participation,’ Ziusa-
tion in Depressed Arveas, ed. A, Herryy Passov (New York: Buresu of Fubli=
cations, Teachers College Columbia Univereity, 1263). A:,m':ingﬂww‘tg oD
gite, develops the idea of "ithe lower=class school® and ids inebility ¥ to
prepare L1tz pupils for sccietal participation.

Zaee A Herry Passow (ad,) "Education in Depressed iressy” Idu-
sation in Depressed irees (Wew Yorks BRureau of Mzéca¢¢@ﬁ$ Teachers
College Columbia Universilty, 1963)s and Alfred Iahm, Ove. 0its3 Frank
Riessmang 0D oite

5~«I>3
'1‘*'":

kA
“Frank H. Jones, The Social Boses of Hducation (Torontos Cansdisn

Conference on Children, 1965), p. 35




gonsideration of the problem of the educationslly disadvantazed and

gther Influences in the childls environmenid.

Although common factors in culbural conditioning obvicusly mske for
many uniformities in personality development, genetically dedermin-
ed differences in tempermental and cognitive traits, as well as
differential experience in the home and wider culdurs, account for
muash idicsyneratic variationt

What is the "lowsreclass® view of education? Goldberg® sugpests
that 1% is not deemed Ho be vital for employment amongst lower=class
people who velue physisal strangth and manual 2bility as markedadbls
skillss Cloward and Jones’ suggest that there is & class difference in
emphasis upon education, bubt that this does not provide an snswer for
the problem of underachievement in low-income groups.

Frank Nlessman describes the consensus of cuvrent thoughds

1% is populariy held that the culturelly deprived child iz not in~
terested in educations morsover, that he is essentially endasonige
tie toward i%. This idea is vooted in two obvious fascts: one is
the observation that he is plainly discontented in the sechooli the
other is the esgually walleknown fact that his parvents have 14itle

educstion, freguently cammot re§é§ and that there are typiecelly
few, if any, books in the home.

Eﬁavié Fe and Pearl Ausubel, 0p, cite, pe 128, see also Jerons
Coheny "Soeial Work and the Culbure of Poverty,” Mendal Nealth of the
foor, ad. Frank Riessman, Jerome Cohen, Arthur Pearl (VWew York:s The Free
Press; 1964), vho deseribes the fallascy of expecting to find & modal
type of behavior upon encountering a member of the loweresclass.

2 .
Se Goldberg, "actors Affecting Fducational Attainment in Depres-
ed Urban Aveas," Bducation in Devremsed Area s Ae Harry Passow {New

orks Bureau of Publication, Teachers Uollege Columbia University, 1963).

&

v 1%

R
“Richard As Cloward and Jemes A. Jones, ope cibe

4

Frank Riessman, ops_8ite, ve 10,




in contradiction do this view, Riessmen indicates that Yihe
culburally deprived” value sducation, but not in the same manner as

the school systen expects. They have o viilitarien view of sducaiion,

valuing 4% =5 an ensbling apent in copipng with denands of employment,
interperzonal sontacts and dealings with the wider soslelys the school,

How does the family influence education? Jones ﬁag@es%ﬁ that
the value which parents place upon educaiion and the educational expes-
tations they have for their child will be expressed in the childls
sohopl %@havéﬁyﬁ_ Parents may emphasize edusation both as they express
values gonsistent with those of the school systen and as they acknow
ledge the worth and velue of education. Jones stresgses especially the
importance of the parents a8 role models for the child as he develops,
and thus, the meaning snd value vhiech they asoribe o sducation will be
trensmitted to the child,

Miller indicates that mony lowelncome families have a wery high
regard for education and yelb many children of these familiss lesve school
earlys He feels that sart of the problem is Yparvents! lack of 2bility
%o tranglate their general sitrong intersest in educsbion into effective

suppord of the children in Sﬁﬁ@@iﬁmg

In this same regard and in accord with Miller, Deubsch states:
Yo matter how the pavenits night aspire %o a higher achlevement level
for thely child, their lask of knowledgs to the opsrational im-
1 's

i

slementation, coubined with the child

4

i

e M Miller, ope Gl%es Do 15




in school, can gso affectively attenuate @@xfiﬁén 2
ever to handle compebently ghallenge In the e
shild loses all mobivabion.”

relationship with the schooly Deutech suggests that the lowereclazs

~)t/

child enders school with a neuitrel or nebulons adbitude and thet 4t is

s

that negative atbitudes boward
4 moch more confining assesement of the lowey=class family ds
set forth by (oldbery who suggests that even with high ssplrations £
their offepring, the porents Yeannot provide the model of attitudes and
behaviors which underlie & perception of the world as open, and schoels
ing &5 & means of moving oud and up into the open world."®
Thug, the consensus iz that the lower-class parents do value
sducation, however, they are unsble to transmit this into appropriate
expression and are wnable to convey %o the child a positive abiliiude

L v

toward education. To move & step further, &% is inm 411@@ that the par-
enta’ insbility %o function as adsguate educaltional role models stens
from a negative or unrewarding school experdence, or s limlted exposure
to education in thelr own ghildhood.

Alfred Yahn sizbes that pert of the school's role in education

is Yo compensate for this lack of asdeguste educational role models in

the homes "the gsohool is in & position to do much o ensuve the emotionsl

1.
Hartin Deutsch, ops cite, ps 185

ks

5. Goldberg, 0. @.s.‘%}&g ps Bl.
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whils there has been nuch significant research in the field of

2

edueation, there is 1little which is directly relovant to ocur study and
foous on the educationsl experience of parenis.

¥ £

John Porter using information from the Cansdlsn census of 1951

3 g 3 & 483 4 & 3; =
indienten a significant claess difference in schocl population.™ Using

listing he shows that a higher vpercentage of c¢hildren b en the ages

K Eal

of fourtesn and btwenty-four whose fathers! oscupations renk in the first

4}
&

or sesond highest ccoupation clessss sre attending school, than are tho

cghildren vhose fathers' oceupations fall in the two lowest ocoupational

3

attenpting to undere

o
[N
(2.
{2
by
Na
o
&
[
&
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et

Another Canadian study of

‘

stend clase differences in education is that of John Robbins in Ofbawas

Robbin's results dndicated thal amongst o selecied group of Obbawa pube

lic school students that e positive relationship exists bebween social

clags and intellegence, i,e. higher soclal class corvesponds fo higher
Intellegence tuotient.

Two studies which attenmnt to desoribe the class difference in

e

vl

cad on sducation awvet Herbert He.Hymen's derivaiion from stae

o

<
gi
e
{1
[

and date collected by the Hational Cpinion Research Center in

o
fbe
m
[
fda
[+ ]
i

»
o)
1

John Porser, © a@ﬁl“i Class ond Tdveation.,” Sogial Purpose §
Cepads, eds Mo Cliver (Toronto: University of Toronio Press, 1961).

3
“John B, Robbins, "The Home and Pamil y Background of Oblaws
Publiec School Children in Relation to their Intellegence GQuotients,®

Samadiam gociety, edes Bs R, Blishen, &% al, (7 c?@miss Heciillan of Cane

ada, 1961},




loward and

cate that the lowsr elass doss not view sdusstion ss impovbant a8 do

the middle and upper classes. However, Clowerd and Jones go further

to percelve education as & channel of mobility, bul rather that their

own ocoupaiional

and economic barriers influernce this low evalustion of aducabion.

pereent of studenis in higheschool whose parents ranked hish in educse

tionsl achievement had college plans, whersas, tweniy-bwo percent of

M

"y
ot

Herbert He Hymang “The Value Systems of Different (Glasses: A

Social Peychological Contribution o the Analysis of Stratifics %iamg“
Soeisl Perspectives on Behs vior, ed. Herman Ds Stein and Richard !
Clowerd (New York: The Free Iress of (lencoe, 1958).
< 5 .
Rlchard Ae Cloward and James A, Jones, op. oidfa
“Ses particularly Leonard B. Siemens, "The Influence of HSsleg=-

viration Level
Jogiology, Col-

ted Family Factors on the Rdusetional snd ﬁﬁ@&af&iﬁ el A
of High Schooleaged Youth," (.4, thesis, Depardment of I
legs of Artes and Solence, University of Fanitoba).

2

Wa H, 39%?@13.@ Ae Ou
and Educational and Ocoupational ﬁgpiyzéi@ﬁggﬁ &ﬁx?lﬁ%ﬁ “@@i Qiiﬁﬁi
Revd Vole XXII, (1957).




children whose parents ranked low in educational aschievemeni had college

a positive correlation between 2 child’s edueational achievement and

g

correlotion could be antisivated betwsen perental seademic nohisvemend

3

and current school perfosmance of children. Ve nmight derive as well an

understandine of the impast of parentalechild sgreement in velues as 1t

13@0&&?@ Be Siemens, 0ve cites Do 275 ¢iting Nobert Wail Han
fnguiry into the Helationship Between the Occupational Level of Parsnts.
Their Attitude Toward Wucation and the Tducabionsl Achievement of ’L&
“hi?dﬂﬁ {Guelph, Untarios Mester of Scilence in Agzrieulture Thesis, 19633,

5

“ges porticularly Joseph A, Eehl, "Zducational o ﬁ Cocupational
tdons of Wommen ﬁmﬁ?“ey@*ﬁﬁawvwru Fduestl Mﬂi “e v, Vola XAITL,
s sited in “W@ﬁk Eo vmme“g 0ps Cites De 39, where
st parents of working class boye vho emphasized e ion hed nove
of their sons pleming e Gﬁii%é@ edusabions Also, William Re
Robert (. Wilson, "Panily Relations of ?zibwi E gh Aehieving
Development, Yols XEXIT {1961)
stody dndicates that o cowe
%ngghlﬁv@?ﬂ showed that par
ghezshievers wers more likely to encourage scholasbic achieve-
parents of wﬁﬁgrw@ahi@vpfsg aﬁ@ %h@w@ was & greater aﬁ&ép%aﬁu%

1% was $lsoove
244

os LI
red % )
ikelihood
HMorrow and
Wmﬁ Undereichieving High Sehool Boys," Child
aibed 1 A S Frank Te u@n@ g Q'@e@i Gag De s“ﬁ{} $his
parison of high scholss tie schievers and un
ents of hig
ment than

o @

s

Qi 3]

§. &
of paremial stendards by higheashisvers than by under-achievers
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Ag was sisted in 28 2 study of variations in

)
o
P
§

edunoational ezperience b children vhose school psa

£

mance is satisfootory and parents of children whose school performance

edid

is unsatisfactorys The study was sebt in an envivonmenislly depyived

ares of the City of Winnipeg, and involved perents vhose children wewe

»*.”'.’:

enrolled in grades one through thrse.

nation by the planning Division of the Hedropoliitsn Corporadion of
Grenber Wimmlpes as vegions in tranaition which £all below ascepied

socio-gaononie standerds.

The three major ersas o be tested weres pavenital educationszl

(]
jas]

oeve SRENN: f f{ 1CAaT 2 {’J’} TRLILON aye ¥ {}_ 1 ental stbitudes o=
}.ﬂvﬂlg ’p“ﬁf‘ﬁ‘?‘"&"hl sducationa 3, i tio .}. 1? Doy wital ,{G.g,,a* ) 0

ward their own educaitional

&

xparience. The gensral method wan to deline

eate the two groupings, lse. parents of sabisfactory school perfozmers

end parents of wnsatlsfactory school performers, end to compare and cone
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gatisfaotorily and 2 number vho were performing mnsstisfectorilys the

,\

satisfactory porformers were perforning abouve average, whlle the wsate
isfastory verformers were perfovming below sversge in the classroom.

The four schools each provided approximately one-quaryisr of the

totel samplej School 4 provided the names and sddresses of seven childe

E:‘V

ren periorming s factorily end eight children performing unsatisfage

torilys Schoel B provided the names and addresses of tsn children pers
foraivg satisfectorily and elevan children performing unsatisfachborilys

Sehool C provided the nemes and addresses of six children perlorming
satisfaptorily and den children performing
provided the names and addresses of bwelve children performing satlise
fagtorily and ten children verforming ansatisfactorily. %he botal
pample, comprised of the fifteen children from School 4, the twenty-one

o 5 o

hildren from School 8, the sizteen children from School Oy and the

4

Q

twentyetwe children from School T, was sevendyefour children in grades
one through three of which thirty-five were performing satisfactorily
and thirtyenine unesatisfactorily.

0f the original sample of seventyefour children, the parenis of
fortyeseven were intervieved and included in the study. The parent op
parents of each child in the sample were spprosched once or twice to
introduce the stpdy, and ¢§p@§ﬁﬁm$ﬂ%s wore eyrenged o administer the

S

schednle. & letter of aporecistion from the Research Direchor of the
School of Seclal Work was sent to partdcipating perents. Twenty fanile

iess upon contact, were not interested in participating in the siudy,

three femilies could not be located, and four families were eliminated




who were perfovming satvisfactorily and the parents of iwenbye-seven

ilies whose children were enrolled in grades four through sizx in Schools

B and {. From the pree=test one change was made in the seguence of guess

tiens in the scheduls. This change having been completed. the schedule
=5 {3 g

was considered operative. A copy of the revised schedule may be found

- hY 3.3
in the fAppendixe

futio

heet upon which dats relevant o the interpretation of

e
N
o
&
&
¥

the findings of the siudy covld Bbe vplazed was sompliled by the Projsed
Yeed 2 & A

Dirsctor of the 3chool of Soclal Work from suggections submitited by the
four groups conduching the total ressarch study of vhich fthis shudy i=
ane parte A sopy of the foce sheet is included in the Appendix.
The sohedule was consiructed to provide the necessary ind
tion for the siudy of the three subshypothesez. The parents, l& fathers
and mothers, of the children were both interviewed vhers possible and
an identical schedule wzed for ezch. This was done since the researchs

ers were unable do find an adeguante means of combining the two parental
o P

rezponses b0 derive a unified mensursbls guentiiy anéf@@ mality of re-
SPONEss
tuestion 1 on the scheduls was intended to provids a grade level,




3 - ) X .1 N s 2n s 2oy peend 38 o 2
and wes asked as "what was the last grade you passed in school?? so thet
the responss would be a grade level of schievement rather than the nuse

ber of years spendt in school by the respondent.

Tn order to place responses to gquestion 1 on a sonle,
it woe necessary o ask the respondent where he or she had pagaed the
last gzrade in their schooling. Responses which were nod within the Fro=

vinee of Menitobs had o be eguated with or translated into grude levels

consisient with those in vogue in the province. Guestions & and 7 were
intended to establish the eduscational sspiretion level of the respondent.
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the respondents were offered
they reached the grade they wented, or they had wanted to go further.
Tn this monner it was veasoned that all possible responses could be

aocounted for by both categories. Tespondents who had "wanted to go

further® were csked to specify a grade level for thelr aspirations, and

3

while 1% wes coknowledsed that some people would have diffieuliy in bee
£ P

2

ing this specific, it wss deemed necessary o obitain a neasura thle guane

fnestion 11 was intended to esteblish a predominant attitude

e

toward schocl on the part of the respondent. five point rating scale

2%

was presented by the interviewer upon which the respondend woukd place

his or her "feeling” toward school, 7The resesrchers acknowledged the
difficulty inherent in atitempting to research stiitudes, and arrived at
the rating scele as a mesns of eliminating the necessity of the research

Iy

interviewer making a judzement upon material the interviewee wight pre=

L2

<

gent sbttitudinally.




was obtained »yimerily in guestions 1
felt 1% necessory to ask further questions
reliablility of resvonses sznd to gain informetion necesseary for inter=

pretation of the basgsic data. A1l cguesitions sesmed to relate to this

duality of purpose.
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The schedule in thisz study (in Appendix) we

H

those of ths other three groups engaged in the toital situdy in the aress

&

sducational motivetion and cultural stimulation. The fouyr schedules,

g

&7
thus combined, jogether with the face sheet, were sdwministersd %o the
parents of the fortyeseven children who comprised the final samples

In & series of zroup meetings the schelule was yresented gues-
tion by question 4o the intervievers vwho comprise the clazg in the Hase
ter of Social vork programme st the School of Social VWork, University
of Menitobas In this woy 2z much standerdization as is possible with
such 2 large mumber of interviewers {cf. 413 wan derived. The oumber
of interviewers engaged in adminietering the sghedule posed & limitstion
related o the relisbility of the data derived as respondents may have
been affected by personal qualities of the interviewers or personsl ine

terpretetion given pardiculsy guestlions by the interviewsers.

=

%ach research interviewer was provided a letber fron the Chaire
san of the Resesrch Commities of the School of Social Work do fseilitate

introduction of the study andé the interviewsr 4o the paranis of the chile

dren in the sample. It was mede expliclt Yo the interviswers, al the

.—A

request of the Winnlpeg School Division, that the parenits were not to be




v 4 i . g 4 . - Sy Yoy, o gy A P 2 T
informed of the schools? perticipation in the project: hence, & general

4 ~, e 3 o o £ . " Ty w
question was posed when epprosching parents, geg. "Do you have any

school children in grades one, twe, or three?®, If the ansyer WaE

Fd
"Yes.¥, (which was slysady known}, the parents were

be willing to participate in the gtudys In this may

5

tlal nature of the Winnipes School Nivision's participation was main-
The interviewsrs were not informed whether the parents they
were to interviev had & ohild performing satisfactorily or unsatisfac

torilys hence, an attempd wes made do eliminate biases toward one or

The date obtained was considersd as it reloted +o the primary
goal of comparing and contwasiing the edueationsl experience of the

children performing satisfactorily in school and the educae-

ily in school,.

The information whether the ¢hild of the parents interviewed

»

was performing satisfactorily or unmsa iefactorily wes vlaced on the

sohedules and face sheoets.

o

fece sheet upon return of the gompleted

retely in sach grouping, il.e. fathers of satisfactory performers and

grs and mothers of unsatis Taetory performers.
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congidered to possess a positive attitude boward their educational ex-

3, 9 L5 2N ” F 2% .3 S ¥ o i~ < g sy ey 8
perienne. The proportion of parents of ehildren whose school periove
A& Py en ®

e
ok
X

mence ig satisfactory having s positive sttituds towa weir educations=

%

al sxperience was sompered with the proportion of pavenis of children
whose school performance is wnsatisfastory having a positive attitude

toward their educztionsl experience.  (Sub=hypothesis IIT)
Data is presented in Chapter IV in itabular form. Relevent data

from the Tace sheet and data considered an ald o inlerpreting Jindings

are also found in Chapier IV,




Feret

5 &

is noted in Chapter I7%, the final sample interviswed consished
of the parents of forty-seven children,- twenty of which children were
performing satisfactorily and twentye-seven of vhich were performing un-
satisfacterily in school.

imongst pavents of the childyen performing satisfactorily, two
Tathers hed separated from the family and four fathers were not avails

3

sble 3o be intervieweds. OFf the remsining fouritesn fathers for vhom deta

was avallable, five schedulesn wers completed by mobthers on behall of
thelr spoused & decision wes made o include dets from these five sched-

ules peritaining to grade level achieved, but not to include dats in the

ong and atiitudes.

D8

more subjective aress of aspirat

Amongat parents of the children performing wnsatislactorily,
gleven fathers had separated from the Tamily by divorse or separabion
and one father was hosplislized and unavailsble to be interviewed. F
the total of fifteen fathers Tor whom dats was available, Tour schedules
were completed by mothers on behell of thelr spouses & sinilsr rationale
as that enployed for inclusion or exclusion of date in such schedules in
the grouping of fathers of satisfectory performers was esmployed.

Three fathers for vhom data was fully or partislly availsble were

in reality commonelsw spouses of the childs mother, however, vere desued




w 36 -
to be currently performing the role of male parent.
unsyaile

wther of o child perforning wnsatisfas

=
]

Ome ¥

td hat groups

able to be interviewed which reduced the total resvonses in 4
ing of mothers from dtweniyeseven to itweniy-six.
The ressarchers tzbulsted the

groupings of parents in order o compare

0
{3
o
fada
)
iy
o]
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e
o
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b
£
by
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&
el
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»
e

ory perfornern and the parents of unsa

% wes nevessary to egquate several responses, l.2. grade levels, which

were from oubtside

educational system in Wanitoba. Responses nobing grade levels of achieve-

were included in the btebulation. In each inmstance community resources

he translaoted grade level vary enoush to change its

»

categorization; i.e. either high level of educabionsl achievement {grade

nine and above), or not high level of educationsl schievement {velow

In comparing the proportions of mothers and Fathers of the two

than perents of unsstisfachory performers who anchieved a high level of

o

data is presented in Tables 1 and 1.,




Fathers Mothers Total Faventis
Nos % | Ho. % | Hoe
s 2 S
Potal 14" 100 20 100 34 100
High {grede 9 and up) 9 6431 © 45,01 18 B2.9
Wot High {(below grade 9} 5 %5,71 11 55,01 16 A7.1
included % schedules responded to by wife.
TABLE 14
DISTRIBUTION OF PARTEWS OF %E"ELL IL“Z ::La?{)ﬁfﬁj(}
UNSATIGFACTORILY IH i%ﬁ@ﬁi HE
LEVEL OF TDUCATICHAL ¢
Fathers Mothers Totel Parents
Hoe “:z‘ 10 {;’i’ Ho, ,i‘
) el
Total 15 100 26 100 43 100
High {grade 9 and up) 4 26:71 7 26,9 11 26,8
Hot High (below grade 9) | 11 733 1 19 7%.1 | 30 7

1n@1udmﬁ 4 schedules responded to by wife.




Pamilial TDducation Level {(Omestions 15 and 16)

¥any respondents interviewed did not know the grade level atiain-

(’z}
W

od by their parents. Five parents (17.37%) of satlsfactory perforners

23 at least one parent who had achieved a grade level of nine or higoer

byt

Thirteen parents (35.17%) of unsatisfactory pexformers had at least one
parent who had achieved a grade level of nine or highers
when indicating the highest grade level atiained by & sibling,

a

sixbeen parvents (55.27) of children performing satisfactorily noted at

2

lenst one sibling who had achieved a grade level of nine or highere b=
mongst parents of children performing w unsatisfsctorily, twentysthree
(62.2%) indicated that at least o gibling had nchieved o grade level
of nine or higher.

This comparison would indicate that the familial level of educaes
tional achievement was high in & grvester proporilon of parents of chile

dven performing wnsatisfactorily than pavents of satisfactory periorners.

Pailure Rate {Question 4 and 5)
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Twentyetheee {79s37%) of the parenis ©

i3

hed not Failed a grade during their schooling) six {one father and {ive
mothers) had failed a single grade.

Of the thirdy-five parvents of unsatisfecvory perforners able %o
vespond,= two mothers had not attended schoolw, twenty-four (68.635) had
not failed a grade during thelr scheoolingy eleven paren ts {three fathers

snd eight mothers) had failed at least one grade, anc three of the mothers

n this grouping had fsiled more than once. Nota sble in the grouping ©

tds
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{ school failure then the grouping of par-
ents with ghildren performing unsstisfs ctorily. This finding would supe
port the earlier data presented, wherein the same grouping showed a
grester proportion of high level achievers then the grouping of perents

o~

of unsatisfactory » erfors

Sohool leaving {(Onestion 3)

Foxi = . o ot o " o SN ey
The educsiional aspiration levels of boih grouping of parents

#: £ . e 3 Y
were tebulated. 4 majority of both the parents of the satisfaotory

£ y Jnd o4 F& 3y D, A
LTormers and the parvents of the unsatisfsotory performers indicated aspire

t}s&:* . . o v rmaen S 5 e oy - B kY
avions ror self ab the grade nine or sbove lavely however, the propordion
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e proportion of parents of wnsatiaf Taatory performera. sponses of
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Tathers Mothers Totel Parents
Toe & 1 Hoe % | Hoe %
Potal 4 00 |17° 100 {24 200
1igh {grade 9 and up) & 8%.7 ] 14 8.4 | 20 833
ot Pigh (below grade 9) | 1 4.3 3 17.6 | 4 16,7

\;f
o]

g
]

sxcluded 5 schedules vesponded $o by wife end 2 respondents who

aid not snswer quesiion.

B, 5
% pegpondents did nol answer gques shion.
TABLE ZA
DISTAIBUTION OF PARIMNTS OF CHILDRER PERPORMING
ﬁﬁquI"“ﬂﬁTQRILE I %@-60& ACCORDING 10
ﬁﬁ‘}ﬁu»«ffi(ﬁ Xa,; ANPIRATY O 1B VEL
Fathers Vother Total Favents
pd Lo P {
Hoe Ve HOs o Koe o
& 4]
Tobsl 31 100 2% 100 26 100
High {grade § and up) 7 63.6 1 18 72,0 125 69.4
Tos High {velow grade 9} | 4 6.4 | 7 28,0 | 11 3066

a y .
exoinded 4 schedules responded to by wifae

B
1 vespondent who had nob attended school felt unable to anower

guestiongs
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Do

the lowest grouping in considering proporiions zspiring to 2 high level
I educational schievemend.
sspirations for Child (Cuestion 18).

oA

4 grester proportion of pavents of sstisfactory performers {7%30)

”w

were able to clte a specific gosl for their child than were the parentis

non=specific eg. "as far as he is eble'.
Thirteen porents of unsstisfactory performers {35.2%) indicated
o high school goal Tor their oh )

versity as & goal. Twelve parente (32,47} were nomespecifics

e of parvents toward their

E'fJ

In comparing snd contrasting stititude
own educoation in the two groupings, it was found that a greater propor-
tion of parents of sstisfactory performers than parentsz of unsatisfactory
perforners had & positive stbitude towvard thelr own educational experience.

L3

tMothers of wnsatisfactory verformers were particularly nonepositive in

relation to other groupings. Dabe is presenied in Tebles 3 and 3i.

In attempiing to validate and check on the relisbility of the

atiitudinsl responses in Tables 3 and 34, predominant attiitvdes toward
teachers, subjecis and peers while in school were tested. & high pewe
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It was intereating fo note thet of these parents specifying a

s a2 . ) 4 R o o oy ¥ & vy e
nen=positive attitude (neutral or dislike) toward their own schooling,

five specilied all of the three areas tested as positive, thus, seeming-

1y not sccounting for their nonepositive predominent attitnde. Four who

indicated o posidive attitude boward theilr school experisnce, noted ong

2

or two arsas of nonepositive atiitude in three sreas tested.

Abtitude Towsrd Teachers {Question 12)

Amongst parente of satisfactory performers 96.6%(28/29) "likeg®
their teacherss the ome dissenter was o mother who “didn?d knowts
A greater vange of Teeling wes noted smongst parents of wnsatise

’

factory performerss 807 {28}3%3 of parents Yiiked" dheir dsachers. (ns

5

Tather and one mother "disliked® the teachers, snd one father and four

mothers ¥aildntd movw's.

Attitude Towsrd Subjects Taught (Guestion 13)

Subject matter received a less positive vesponse than did teash
ers from parents of satisfactory performers; 86.27 (25/29) of these
poarents "liked" the subjects they were Ysughts The dissenters were four
mothers of which two "disliked® the subjects and two "Aidn't lmow',

The same percentage, 50%, of the parents of unssbisfectory per-
p &\. $ ey

v,

formers as "liked” teachers, "liked" the subjects they weve taught, howe

&

ever, these were not the same twentyeeight respondents im both instences

£

were given by one father ("didn't know") and six mothers (1 "disliked”,

a8 giz parents rated the two aress differently ion=positive responses
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Attitudes Towsrd Peers (Question 14)

Amongst parente of satisfactory performers, V§J? Q?{f ) H1iked®

&

liked thelr peers vhile in school and one

@

their peersi two mothers dis
mother was unceritain, i.e. "didn't know',

kmongst parents of unsatisfoctory performers, 82.9% (29/35)
#iiked® their peersy one mother disliked her peersy; and one father and

four nothers were unceriain.

verception of Change in School {Gmestion 17)

the pavents!?

e
P
o
&2
g%?e
0
o3
&
9]
4]

This guestion was asked in order %o atien
perception of school today and its relationship o school at the time of

their attendance. Attitudinel responses were expeched, however, the re-

L'&

searchers, after attempbing to categorize the plethora of responses eli-

¥

cited found that lititle clarity could be achieved, It was fell that the

suestion wes nod epecific enough for the purpose for which It was intendeds

e Sheet Data

Three significant arsas emerped from o derivation of dela frowm
the fece sheeld: broken home incidence, mobility, and income level. The

two groupings of parents wers compared in each eaves ant babulated dala

ig found in fppendix B.
(1) Broken Homess Families of children performing unsatisfactorily

showed & higher incidence {48.2%) of broken homes {diveread,




o 46 =

separated or commonelow union) than did families of childven per-

forming satisfaedorily (15.0%).

purrent residences wesulds in this grouping ranged from eleven
families who had lived in the same residence during the past five
years to one family who had fouy residences in the same periods
lies of childrer verforming unsatisfeotorily had a 2.11
menn mumber of residence in the past five yearsi range wag Ivom
ten Pamilies vho lived in the same residence oy the entire live
vears to & family who Peould not remewber how often they moved®,
bud inddested 1% was well over Pours In deriving & mean this late
ter famdly was given a rating of Dive residences.

(3} Income Levels Income lovels for the families with a satisfactory

a

perfornmer were apprecisbly higher. Host notable is the number and

¥

percentage of families in the grouping consisting of families of

-

uneatisfactory performers who fall below 253,000 per anmum ingome =

2

of femilies of the children performing satisfactorily fell below

thig level.

this study and otherwise will follow in Chapter Ve




COHCLUSIONS

experience of parents whose children zre nerforming uwnsatisfactordly.
The context of the study was the problem of education in environmentally
deprived areas, and thus, all parente and children inoluded in the siudy
resided in areas s0 designated.

The purpose of the study was %o asgertain the poseibility of
there being a relationship between the educationsl experience of par=
ents and the motivation demonstrated by their child through his or her
school performances

The hypothesis tested wass In the families of selected slemen-

o

tary school children living in environmentally deprived sreas of Winni-

¥
(Y

fobe

veg, there ave variationz in educational experience vetween pavents of
k3 2 3 &

children whose school performence is satisfectory and parents of chile
drer whose school performence is unsatisfaciory.

The findinge ss o whole subsiantiate the major hypothesis since

variations did appesr between the two groupings of parents in the three

tions deviving from it will be dealtl with afier considering the findings




pertaining Yo the three sub=hypotheses.

The first subshypothesis stated: 4 greater proportion of pare
ents of children whose school verformance is satisfzctory then perents
of children whose school performence is unsatisfzobory have s high sdu-
cational levels The findings supporited this subshypothesis in that a
greater proportion of $he parenis of satisfactory performers than the
pavents of unsstisfastory performers had abtiained a grade level of nine
or above. The variabtion seemed great enough {almost 231) %o subsiane
tlate the syb=hypothesis and led %o o considevation of the significance
of the perceived diffarence bebween the two groupings of parente,

Relating the educationsl level of the parents o the childis

I3

[N

demonstrated motivation, i.s. performance, it is

ossible to susgesm

*ed

that those parents possessine o high level of education provide s more

positive educational role model then do thome parents not having a hizgh
level of education. Thus, the higher proportion of such positive role
models amongst parents of children performing seltisfactorily would seenm
o suggest that the perentls possession of a high level of education may
have motivational benefits for the child.

In reviewing the literature, it wes alao suggested that smonged

ou

lover<class people 2 lack of prachical Wknowshow? about education offer
stands in the way of the parents giving adeguate dirschion or assistance
te their children in coping with the demends of +he school systems In
viewing the higher yroportion of parents of satisfactory performers

38

having a high educationzl level, 1% could be sugpested that practicsal

know=how' may be divectly reloted 4o education achisvement, thus placing




In either instancs ='role model® or “knowshow'e; the parenia
of satisfactory performers appesr zs more adequate then the parenis of

the unsatisfactory performers
¥

Cne of the most interesting Findings was that related to famile
al educsation level, wherein a greater proporbion of the parenis of

sibling achieved a grede level of nine or sbove. This ssemed to show 2

3 & 2

reverssl in trend in view of the higher ratings by psrents of satislace

tory performers in most aress tesdeds From this, 1t might be suggested

3y + 3 % N o F e Yy e y 3 & 2 3
that the parvents of the satisfeciory performers represent an upward edus

demonstrate either a static or dowaward mebilidy in edusation which re-

sults in either high expectations for the child {parentz of satisfactory

performers) or lov or uncertain expectations for the child {parents of

+

unsatisfaciory performers).

The second sub=~hypothssis stated: & greater proporiion of pare
asnts of children whose school performsnce is satislactory than parenis

of ehildren whose school performance is unsstisfactory had a high edu-

e}

cationel aspiretion level. The findings supporbed this sub-hypothesis

then parents of wmsstisfzctory performers had aspived $o0 2 grade level

of nine oy above.




While 1t was acknowledged by the resesrchers that sircumsitances

3

and values of both o personal and societal nature have changed between

it was felt that 11 arents interviewed ware subjest to such influences,
£} 8

thus not distorting the comparison of the two & upings regarding their
aspirations at the time they left school. "he difference between the
two groupings was not as proncunced as in comparisons regarding edugae
tionel levels, and both groupings of psrents indicated s mejority who
agpired Yo grade nine or above,

The focus on parental sepirvations for self is besed on the ides
that motivation ig transitional, and hense, parents with high versonal
aspirations would transmis these to their children. The grester propor-
%iﬁﬁﬁ&fpar@ﬁﬁﬁfﬁ‘aaﬁigfae%cry verformers than parents of wnsatisfactory
performers having high aspirations for self would support the suggestion
thaet the former zrouping fends 4o develop greater motivation in its ohile
dren,

Both groupings of varents demonsirated high expectations for
their children which iz a sceietelly sanctioned valuation of edusation.
However, half of the mothar: of the satisfactory performers showed s
veluation of education for its own sake whieh is conzistent with 2 niddle-
class orientation ong coinelides with the valuss gensrally aseribed do the
school system. The faot that = much lesser proportion then one half of
the mothers of unsatisfactory performers held 4o such a "middle«glasat

orientation would meem %o indiocate that the type of velue placed upon

education may be o ivotal faotor in congidering motivation transmitied
0




fyom parent to childs

o Py 2

The third subshypothesis stated: A& greaver pr roportion of parw

ede

ory than parents

o

ents of children whose school perfornance is satisfes

R
gsluive

ot

of shildren whose school parforaance ig unsatisfactory have o

¥

atditude toward their educationsl experience. The findings supporied
thie subshypothesis, however, not to the extent that either the fivat
or second subshypotheses were supported.

The parents of all children, both those perferming satisfactor-
11y and those performing unsatisfact torily, showed & high proporbion of
poaitive responsesi the vessarchers feli that the raet that the study
was introduced to the respondenis as heing condusted by the University
of Manitoba and that the interviewers were university students may have

predisposed the respondents o positive atditudinel vesponges in order

4o meet expectations impliclt in the sitwation. Upon further shudy.

Y

on teachers, subject matter and peers would indiczte & freedom on thelr

s

part to express negative or neutrsl feelings towsrd school generallye

The slightly higher proporiion of the pavents of shildven per-
forming satisfactorily tham parents of children perforning unsatisiac=

torily would suggest b that the child's motivation in pursuing his sehotl
work may be affected by parental abbitudes that are conveyed o the
child in normel paventechild interactions.

Tn reference to the major hypothesis it is veadily discernable

from the sonclusions related to the three subshypotheses tested that &

£

greater proporiion of the narvents of children whose gehool periormance




ey 5 Z’% g
iz sadisfastory than the parenis of children whose school performance

is unsatisfactory nossess edueation levels, convey aspirations and emune

clate attitudes vhich would posi itively affect a child's modivation in

Pt

schools The divection of the varistiens in educational expsrisnce herein

8,

noted would seem to lend support %o a conjecture that the parents of the
satisfactorily performing children present attributes snd aidituden vhleh
would serve to motivate their children %o perform well in school, whils
the parente of the unsatis Factorily performing children present these
same positive attributes and sttitudes o & lesser extents Murther rge
search will be necessary 4o confirn or substantiste such & statement.
some of the limitetions as 4o reliebility end validity of the
findings in this study have already been supgested in sariier chapters
= the size of the sample and the manmer in which 1% was derived, the use
of enly students in grades one through three, the zesessment of the chile
dren's performances a2t one fixed point in time, ond the lsck of adequate
means of verifying responses of those interviewad.

While these factors must be congidered in deriving conclusiong
from the findinge, they do not obscure er detract from the general vele
idity of the study sz a desceriviive instrument, thile the limited nuwne
ber of responses in some cebegories and groupings in the analveis of

date tended to distord percentages, this was borne in mind in atbenpting

o stress the speculative nature of conclusions derived, and the emvha-

ols upon the need for further reccerch in this partioulay ares o refine

&

or revise the results of 4his sbudye

dg well as providineg data for o comparison of the two parendal
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= B4 =
performers® parents would seem more attuned to the expeciations of
ashool systens

Furth

o

+ vasearch will be necessary to expand upon and refine

the resulis of this study. It is hoped thed thie study will prove value
shle zs o contribution to the well of knowledge sveilable to professions

A

ale snd others in the field of educstion in depressed areas, and that it

mav be an iwpetus o forther resgearch and sobivity in this damporisnt
= & &7

ETE8s
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Tnstructione Yo Intsrvisvers

1. Interview both parenis, together if possibls.
&

2. Complete syprovpriate section for sazoh parend.

2. Complete one schedule for father and one For mothsr.

1) vhet wes the last grade you pagsed in school?

2} there?

=

3} Why did you leave school at $he time you completed this grade?

4
&
&
24
&

4) Did you repeat any grade

5} How many grades did you vepeat?

"

£) ‘hen you left school had you reached the grade you wanted to reach,
or did you want %o go further?
Reached the grade you wonted?

YWanted to go further?

o
%]
)

7} If you wanted to go further vhat grade did you want to ged -

8) why did you want ‘o go fuvrther?

4

9) Have you teken any courses since leaving school?

Yas ¥

10) If yes, vwhat course(s)?

ssse LONtYde




8

13)

14)

Yo
W
Bttt

16)

17)

18)

PART A -contlde
YRR

¥.B. Interviever: For quesiions 11 ~ 14 present all alte
$ives snd check {v) sppropriate respon
Yhich of the follewing best deseribes the way you fesl about
avhool experience?
Digliked very much Disliked .
Feutral L Liked \ m
Liked very much
How did wyou feel about your iteachers?
Liked Disliked ‘
Don'td know N
How did you feel sbout the subjeclts you were taught?
Liked Digliked
Don't know —_
How did wyou feel about the other students?
Liked Disliked
Don't know
vhat wag the last grade completed by
your mother? your Tather? R
what was the highest grede obteined among your brothers and
tersT

Y & e
S Don*t xnow

o

Iif yese in vhat way?

B
Blge

when you atiends

g%. »

1

How far do you want your child to go in school?
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