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SAN DIEGO CITY SCHOOLS
Research Department

- EXZCUTIVE SUMMARY -

1982-83 SCHOOL LEAVER STUDY
OF THE SAN DIEGO UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
- April 9, 1985

Issue/Concern

The problem of students peraanently leaving school before receiving a high
school diploma is currently g focus of coucern for the public, the legisla-
ture, the California State Department of Education, s=d school districts.
This concern is evidenced by the fany receatly publighed gevspaper articles
on school dropouts; the introduction of legislation to define dropouts,. and
to develop dropout prevention programs; the inclusion of a school's dropout
rate as a Quality Indicator under the State Departmeat of Bducation's
Accountability Progranm; and the adoption of dropout prevention prograns by
other school districts. Additionally, much research has been done across
the nation to define this problem und profile school leavers (dropoucs).

San Diego City Schools has nov completed a study to identify the parti-
culars of its school leaver problem using 1982-83 school year data. This
study reports the districe's tzhool leaver rate, as well as, thc following
school leaver iaformation:

Racial/ethnic identification e Handicapped status

®
e Sex e Grade point average
o Age ® Reading and mathematics test
® Grade level levels
e Status at time of leaving o Fersonal and gocial
(e.g. full-time eaployment, adjustment placesents
married) e Suspensions
® Month of leaving ® VEEP and magnet program parti-
o Limited Euglish Proficient cipation
(LEP) gtatus ® Gifted status

This report updates and goes far bi:yond the information reported to the
board in May 1982 regarding 1979-80 school leavers.

Recommendation
%

The district should develop early intervention and other school leaver
Prevention programs to reduce the nuaber of school leavers, paying special
attention to the Rispanic and Black students who are especially at risk of
- leaving sechool before receiving a high school diploma.

x1i



Executive Summmary

1982-83 School Leaver Summary

Page 2
April 9, 1985

Budget Imglications

Budget implications will dep
intervention and prevention

Policy Implications

Efforts to reduce the number
803l to provide equality of

This report prepared by Dr.
Departgent.

JHG: jd

end on specific plans adopted for 8chool leaver
programs.

of school leavers Supports the district's
opportunity for quality education.

Robert Barr, consultant to the Research

xi4



S8AN DIEGO CITY SCHOOLS
Research Departaent

..+ ADDITION TO
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY -

1982-83 YCHOOL LEAVER STUDY
OF THE SAN DIEGO UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
- April 9, 1985

Findings

The findings of this study - et the district's 1982-83 school leaver rate at
4.5 percent; 1,602 of the 35,886 grades 9-12 students withdrew from school
that year. The last reported study on this subject concluded the* 5.6 per-
cent of the 1979-80 school year students vithdrew. The reduction in gchool
leaver rates between these two studies in large xzasure grows from the dif-
ference in the breadth of the follow-up study samples. In the 1982-83
study followed up contact was attempted for 41l former studeats in all
categories which the computarized student database listed as school leavers;
the 1979-80 effort followed up ouly persons classified in two of the seven
school leaver categories. The follow-up contacts in both years uncovered
aany persons believed to be dropouts who were enrolled in school somewhere.
The 1982-83 study follow-up contacts allowed more persons to be
reclassified as continuing their education rather than as school leavers.

The school leaver findings of both years' studies are cloeely comparable in
all other respects. Hispanics have the highest school leaver rates,
followed by Blacks. Grades 10 and 11 have the greater incidence of school
leaving. Males leave school at just s1lightly higher rates than do females.

It should be noted that the school leaver rates of this study--both single
year and cumulative--may not eppropriately de compared to dropout figures
reported by the {ederal government, the state, or any other school

district whizh does not usc the same definition of school leaver and use
follow=up procedures in Collecting data. Legislation currently pending for

California should resolve this intrastate inconsistency.

JHG: jd

xiid
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I. INTROPUCTION

-

Background

The purpose of this study i3 to determine the aumbdber of
school leavers (dropouts) from district schools during
1982-83 for grades 9 through 12; the characteristics
associated with school leaving; overall rates of attrition;
and attrition rates for students with certain
caaracteristics. A 'scheol leaver' is a student who leaves
the district before obtaining a high school diploma or
passing the Califorania High School Proficiency Bxasination
and does not enroll in anvther school or alternative
educational program within g specified time period.

Definition of School Leaver

The specific definition of 'school leaver' varies widely from
district to district. Por the present study the following
definition 18 used.

A San Diego Unified School District leaver is a
student who participated in and left anmy grade 9
through 12 during 1982-83, had che ability to meet
graduation requiremeants or pass the California Bigh
School Proficiency Exanination, 1s not knowa to have
transferred to another high gchool or educational
program, and who did not re-enter the district by
October, 1983, (A more technical defini:.ion is given
in the methecdology section.)

Essantially the sane definition 13 used i{n the 1979-80 Ssan
Diego Unified School District Leaver Study. Por that reason,
this report coapares the present 1982-83 findings throughout
with the correspondiag 1979=-80 findings. However, the
findings of the two studies are not entirely comparable due
to certain differences 1n data collection methods. These
differences and their implications for comparisons are
discussed in the section on methodology.

A
The definition of school leaver the district will use for
future studies will change because of pending state
legislation. The state's definition 4s expected to be of the
folloving form: A gchool leaver s any studeat who ceases to
attend school before receiving a high school diploma or 1ts
equivalent and who does not enroil ign agother public or
private educational sfastitutica within 45 days. The state

will require all digtricts to report school leaver rates to

the California State Department of EBducation.
1 *

11



Unlike e¢he practice used for the present study, the state's
plan does not provide for individuai student follow-up
(questionnaires and ~elephone contacts) for deteraining the
status of former gtucdents. Hence, district leaver numbers
and rates coamputed according to the statq's plan will
undoubtably far exceed the numbers and rates reported in this
study. PFollow-up on individual students reveals many cases
waere former stidents who were initially regarded as school
leavers were, in fact, attending school or an alternative
educational program elsewvhere even though the district pever
had received a request for transcript of the former student.

Definition of Attrition Rate

This study reports annual attrition Tates for each grade
level from 9 through 12, an anrual overail rate for grades 9
through 12 taken together, and an estimated four-year
cumulative tracking rate.

Methodology of the Study

The Research Department identified as potential school
leavers students who met the following criteria:

1. were in grades 9-12 during the 1982-83 gchool yesr,

2. were not apecial education students who did not have
the capability 2o meet graduation requirements
or pass the proficiency examination,

3. were coded as leaving school with a status in one of
the followfag categories:

a) Dropped-~whereabouts unknown

b) Married .

c) Dropped-~voluatary withdrawal, over 18

d) Exempt-=full-tige eaployment

e¢) Exempt--Mental conditions iaterfering with school
attendence

£) Exeapt--hardship

8) Exempt--pregnant

(Note: These are among the district's official
withdrawal status categories in Adainistzative
Regulation and Procedure 2960.)

é\\

o did not re-enter the San Diego City Schools
by October, 1983,

12



These criteria were used to select by computer the records of
4,309 ss'udents from the total 1982-83 enrollment of 35,886. -
To check the accuracy of the resulting computer list of
school leavers, follow-up activities were conducted. Each
secondary school or program office revieved a
Computer-generated l1ist of their leavers. Particular
attention was directed to recoding students whose record
indicated a request for transcript had dbeen received from
another school., All students who resained on the 1ist gf:er
the school revisw were sent a questionnaire requesting the
reason for withdraval or the ectivity (e.g., fulletime
emaployment) engaging the former student {mmediately upon
vithdraval from school., If there wvas no response from the
former student, the Research Department attempted a telephone
‘contact. Information from the questionnaires gnd telephone
contacts enabled a further update of students' records. 1In
making the updates, the district's official withdrawal codes
vere used vhenever possibdle. However, school leavers who
wvere contacted and were under 18 who did net fit i{into any of
the official district leaver categories were reclassified
into an unofficial catagory, "Dropped = voluntary withdrawal,
under 18", '

These follow-up steps eliminated 2,707 former students from
the original 14st of 4,309 names. Generally, the former
students eliminated were found to have transferred to another
public or private school systes. In addition to elininating
nonleavers from the original computer 1ist of leavers, the
follow-up resulted in the recoding of some former students
vhose original withdrawal status was unkgown with a more
opecific leaver status. Hovever, there were 667 students who
could not be contacted and, therefore, remained as
"whereabouts unkuown." These follow=up steps produced a
reasonably reliable database for the study.

S8imiliar data collection procedures and checking methods were
used for the 1979-80 school leavers study, Bowever, the
follow=up checking and data screening procedures were not as
inclusive as those of the present study. Por the present
study, all records of all students in every leaver status
category were examined. Phone contacts were attempted for
811 students whose records could not otherwise be reliabdly
corrected. Unlike the present atudy, follow=up checking and
dats collection for the 1979-80 study war. limited to two
categories: "dropped - vhereabouts unknowi® gpd ®dropped -
]iolnataryrgzchdraval. over 18." Por the 1979-80 study, these
tollo'-uys.cttvtttcb reduced its original computer 14ist of
3,688 former students to o final 11st of 2,119 leavers. This
1.,. :¢¢¢¢££03 ¢(54225 The 1982-83 follow-up activities
reduced 1ts computer 1ist fros 4,309 to 1,602, This s a 632

3‘4
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reduction.

The present findings are not, therefore, entirely comparable
with those of the 1979-80 study. The incomparability 4
aluost certainly limited to a direct comparison of
corresponding school leaver rates. School leaver rates can
be expected to be lower in the 1982-83 gtudy just because
more non-le~vers were eliminated from the 1982-83 database
than from the 1979-80 database. This does not affect other
characteristics of the findings and (¢t remains entirely
reasonahle to compare general directions, rankings, and
profiles from one study to the other.

II. PINDINGS

The district level findings of this study are found in the
statistical tgdles of this section. School level findings
regarding racial/ethaic identification and leaver status are
found in Appendix A.

The narrative of this section highlights significant facts
found in the tables of findings. The analysis i{s divided
inte two general sets. The first get consists of geaeral
factual findings regarding district lecaver nuabers gand rates
by status, grade level, schaol type, month left and the
student demographic characteristics of sex and ethnicity.

The second get of findiags consists of findings which closely
relate te the student's school experience and which support
the thesis that most students leave schos! to escape an
environaent in which they feel unsuccessful.

The findings regarding the district's profile of school
leaver rates are entirely consistent with those of the
earlier 1979-80 study and with the conzensus of findings
reported in other studies. There are ne surprises and no
unexpected patterns of school leaving. The overall district
school leaver rate is within the range of annual school :
leaver rates reported by other large urban school districts.
The rates at which students leave by status, grade, sex and
ethnicity are also consistent with the patterns found in
other studies. Nevertheless, there is cause for atteantion to
schoo) lgaving in the district., Over the four-year period
from the beginning of the ninth grade to graduation, this
study eetimates that 16.5% of the original freshman class
vill leave the educational system entirely. This 1s a loss

-0f. 165 students for every 1000 students entering the ninth
grade.

In the second sat of findings, the analysis provides evidence

4
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to support the generally recogn‘zed thcsis that students

leave school, 1f they ‘have a choice, when their experience {s . -

consistently one of poor or failing performance and that this
is true of the majority of school leavers. This study found
that those students who suffer "disadvantages" with respect
to echool performance leave school at rates more than five
times those without disadvauntages and at rates 10 to 15 times
higher than those with "advantages."

Other studies report evidence that 1s both extensive and
conclusive regarding this point. 1In fact, 1t has been found
that it requires cnly a few varisbles relating to school
performance and aspects of disadvantage to predict with a
high degree of accuracy who will leave high school.

Leaver Rates by School Types, Grade, Month, Status, Sex and

Ethaicit

Table 1 displays the basic findiang of the study. Of the
35,886 dfatrict students enrolled in grades 9-12 during
1982-83, 1,602 1eft school without returning before October,
1983 or transferring to another school or pursuing an
alternative educational program. This 1s an overall district
annual leaver rate of 4.5%. The earlier district study found
that 2,119 of 38,124 students had left school during 1979-80.
.This 18 a 5.62 leaver rate.

Between 1979-80 and 1982-83, district total enrollment
declined by 5.92., However, the number of schoel logvars

. declined by 24.4%., This reduction in leaver rates between
the 1979-80 and 1982~83 might be due in small part to an
increase in student retention, but is prodably largely due to
the more comprehensive follow=up activities of 1982-83 study
compared to those of the 1979-00 study. 1If follow=up
acitivities had been equally cosprehensive for the two
studies, then there 4is 1ittle evidence it ihis report to
believe that the re*+ 0f the two years wouid not have been
nesrly the sase. . -

Table 2 provides a distridution of school leavers dy the
sonth in which they were recorded as leaving school for the
1982-83 achool year. 1More students left in June and
Septesder than 1n other months, accounting for 382 of all
school leavers. GBvidently, many students sake decisions

- about leaving at the end or the beginning of a school year.
Bowever, during each mcath of the 1982-83 scadesic year an
average of 72 of the eveatual total of school leavers ieft.

Table 3 compares the school leaver rates of 1979-80 and

5
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TABLE 1
SCHOOL LEAVERS, 1979-80 AND 1982-83

NUMBER OF DISTRICT ANNUAL
YEAR LEAVERS ENROLLMENT LEAVER RATE
1979-80 2,119 38,124 5.6
1982-83 1,602 33,886 a.s
DIFFERENCE -s17 -2,238 -0.9

% DIFFERENCE -24.4 -s.9 -16.1

6
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TABLE 2 |
SCHOOL LEAVERS BY MONTH LEFT, 39g2-83

ag®

NUFBER OF LEAVERS

- m PERCENT  cumnaTIvE
KFTORER 82 ¢ - 12¢ X 2.9
OCTUBER °82 ” 6.1 13.9
NOVD'BER ‘82 9 8.9 15.0
DECDWER ‘92 7 e 2.2
SWNUATY -y 126 2.9 2.5
FIBRUARY ‘g3 124 X 9.0
mRCH '3 109 6.8 .6
L gy | 11?2 2.3 2.9
my g2 112 2.0 6.9
NG °5) 22¢ 2.2 .1
MY ‘83 ¢ 0.4 0.9
T ‘g ? 0.¢ 0.0
wreec g3 o PN 0.0 i
ToraLs 1,602 100.9 100.9

NOTES: © Loft Boptember 12, 1982 or 1ater,
@ Loft Beptomber 13, 1982 or oprtier.
7




, TABLE 3

P -

SCHOOL LEAVERS BY SCHOOL TYPE, 1979-80 and 1982-83

1979-80 1982-83
70. 42'./. AN -9 o
SR HIGH N7
m 18.15% m 25, 80
CONT-OPP CONT -OPP
ATYPICAL SF Pros
4,.61% 5. 40%
SP PROG JR HIGH
CJ 1.91% o I I
JR MHIGH ATYPICAL
1918- -
1 MSTRIDUTION LEAVER - 1 DISTRIMTION LEAVER
00, TYPE BRI QUL EAIVERS M M gy ARG BT RS
ABIORHIK TR M 2am L g S R
SERIOR H1GH 1,47 3,43 n.2 2 W ¥ 8.5 3.6 (
ATYPICAL ¢ U 1,18 4.9 9.1 ) 1, 3.7 3.0 {1
CONTIR/OSPORT ¢ B - 1,63 i8.1 2 1,5 &8 2.8 (2)
WECIL PGSl 4 W 23 g m At B @

TOTALS 2,110 8,14 IR.6 34 1,602 3,88 100.0 &3

WTES: 1. An estisate of the teta] maaber of grade 9-12 stedenta served during the emtire 1979-99
or 1982-03 schis! year. The figwes ore developed by adtisg to the ctober muroileent,
the total sesber of grade 12 stadeats sho entered Sistrict schoals deteeen Octeber and
the ond of the school yeur.

2. Dupligated couat of stedmts. Dus to the oy students who emter the contissation/
epportinity scheols mnd special prograns fros ather schools within thy district, the
estissted enrallomt figuwres faclede the count of studeats who traasferred fres amother
district school te these schools Guring the schoo! year. This approsch te ostisating the
saralloent eas adepted 50 tast the leve! of scheo! leaving for these schools aad prograss
is not ezaggevated,

¢ Gospers, Rission Beach, Muir, Gright Drathers, aad 0'Forral] Schoo! of Crsative and
Perferaing Arts.

¢ Tasin snd Bartield

4 Mosedound ood Liconsed imstitations $n 1979-98. For 1982-83 independent stedy
ad nenpublic schesls mere adeed ts this Categery.

° o1




1982-83 for types of school sites or programs. Both in
1979-80.-and 1982-83 junifor high schools had the lowest -
attrition rates of all school or prograa types. The 1979-80
junior high attrition rate of 0.5% 1s 10 times lower than the
overall rate for that year. The 1982-83 Junior high rate of
1.42 18 3 times lower than the overall district rate of 4.5%.
On the other hand, continuation and opportunity schools
(Garfield and Twain) and special programs (homedound,
licensed institutions, independent study, and anocapublic
schools) had the highest attrition rates. These rates were
about four timee higher than their corresponding overall
rTaies, ’

In both 1979-80 and 1982-83 school leaver rates for senior
high schools were nearly the same as the correeponding
overall district rates. In 1979-80 the difference was very
snall being only 0.4 percentage points (5.6% overall vs. 5,22
senior high). 1Ia 1982-83 the difference 1is a somewhat larger
0.9 percentage points (4.5% overall vs. 3.6% senior high),

For atypical schools (Gompers, Mission Beach, Muir, Wrigh*
Brothers and O'Farrell SCPA) the 1979-80 rate of 9.1% was
higher than the district overall rate of 5.6X, while in
1982-83 the 3.0% attrition rate for atypical schocls is lower
than the 4.52 overall rate. The explanation for tinis
reversal in rankiang, the only one found in the entire
analysis, Zs not clear.

In 1979-80 senior high schocls and the continuation and
opportunity 8chools accounted for 70X and 182, respectively,
of all school leavers for a total of 88%. At the same time,
these schools enrolled 94% of all grade 9-12 students. In
1982-83 these same 8chools accounted for 592 aad 252,
respectively, of all leavers. This totals to 842 of all
leavers while their enrollment was 902 of the district's
total. :

Taeble 4 compares data on school leaver rates for 1679-80 and
1982-83 according te grade level. 1In both periods, moot of
the attrition occurred among 10th and 1ith graders. Seventy
percent of all 1979-80 leavers were 10th or 11th graders. 1In
1982=83, 652 of all leavers wcre also sophomores or juniors.
Freshamen -and seniors 1aft gchool at rates below the overall
district rate in both years, accounting for 302 of all schoel
leavers 10 1979-80 and 352 1a 1982-83,

Table 5 compares the attricion rates of males and femcles for
1979-80 and 1982-83. The ratio of male to femals leavers in
both schocl years £s essentially the same, about 542 male to
462 female. Male attrition rates are higher than female

19




TABLE ¢
INNILBNUSIY'WE.l"WiOﬂQlﬂD$3

FERCENT OF LEAVERS

19e2-e3

1978 o~

X DISTRIBUTION LEAVER % DISTRIBUTION LEAVER
FRADE MMBER R LEAKRS  pATE MHGER  BNROLL O LEAVERS  BaiE
SAADE 9 28 9,407 11.2 2.5 - I N 21.8 3.8
- BRADE 10 26 10,446 2.1 7.3 o 95 22.1 4.6
GRADE 11 2 .7 7.6 @ 9,18 3.8 6.6
BRRDE 12 =B M 2 w2 g g2 2
1aLS 2,119 3,126 100.0 8.6 1,602 35,086  190.0 4.5

s A
10
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. TABLE & )
SCHOOL LEAVERS BY SEX, 1979-8p AND 1982-83

1975--8@ 1982-63

£2 s2.37%

MALE

‘G'o 6:":

%ﬂﬁLE
’,”.L__ J‘b—.’ £
. X DISTRIBUTION LEMER X DISTRIMTION LEAER
>4 MR DEL FLEATR  mn BELLARR  paTE
MALE LI 19,410 t N S.y s 18,5 8.4 4.4
Fone 22 8 £2.4 8.2 22 2m 4 4.3
TOTALS 2,119  9:,12¢ 100.0 8.4 1402 B/ . 4.5

11
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rates in both years ag well, since the ratio between total
enrolled males and total enrolied females {s nearly the game
at approximately 51% to 492.

Table 6 provides a breakdown of school leaving by ~thaiec
groups for 1979-80 and 1982-83. Por the four major
racisl/ethnic groupe, the school leaver rates for 1982-83 are
3.12 for Asian/Pacific Iglander, 3.82 for Whites, 5.12 for
Blacks, and 7.42 for Hispanics. Asian/Pacific Islanders have
the lowest attrition rates of the four groups. Asian/Pacific
Islanders leave school at a rate four-fifths that of the
White group while Black and Hispanic leaver rates are 1.3 and
1.9 times higher than that of the White group. For both the
1979-80 and 1982-83 school years, the Asian/Pacific Islander
group's attrition rate is the lowest, followed by Whites,
Blacks, and Hispanics.

Table 7 provides a cross-tabulation of nuabers of leavers and
attrition rates by grade level and racial/ethaic
ideatification for 1982-83, There are no comparable 1979-80
findings. The table shows that the rank order of school
leaver rates among racial/ethanic g§recos does not vary. in
inportant ways from grade level to grade level, excluding the
fmerican Indian/Alaskans whose numbers are too small to
provide a reliable profile. The usual rank order of
Asian/Pacific Islander, White, Black, and Hispanic shifts
some at the 9th grade and 12th grade levels. At the 9th
grade level, the rank order i8s Asian/Pacific Islander, Black,
White, end Hispanic. At the 12th grade level, the order {s
White, Black, Asian/Pacific Islander, and Bispanic. However,
since the addition of only & few leavers to ome or another
group would rearrange the rank order again, the changes in
order are bot sifznificant. All racial/ethnic groups leave
school most frequently during the 10th and 11th grades. More
than 352 of each ethnic group's leavers, leave during the
11th gradec. .

Table 8 shows the distribution of school leavers for 1979-80
and 1982-83 according to their school leaver status. All
categories are officfal except "Withdrawal, vader 18" which
18 an unofficial category. (Sec the methodology section for
an explanation,)

for 1982:83 Rost of thz leavers have a "Dropped - whereabouts
unkadwn' leaver status despite follow-up activities to ‘
deternine what heappened to these students. There are 41.62

'of’tho'ca.eo in this status, over twice as many as any other,

The analysis found that 302 “voluntarily" withdrew from
school 4n 1982-83. 0Of the 385 voluntarily withdrawing
cavers, 442 or 169 were under age 18. The statuses of
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- ™ TABLE 6
SCHOOL LEAVERS BY ETHNICITY, 1929-80 AND 1982-83
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p |
L OLSTRIMTION OF LEAVER Z DISTRIBUTION OF LEAVER
ADNICITY [T, 4 RO RO UAKR: MIE MR DRDL RO LEASRS MTE
e W 5% 139 Do 9.2 q1 S5 88 8.2 2.4
WITE 1,002 24,20 3.5 N4 4.8 M3 1900 =m0 “s 38
ALK 4 S 15.4 197 1 MM ST 36 103 84
ASIMVPACIFIC 10 2,61 5.0 8.2 4.2 10 4,7 139 9.2 3.
R TN/ ALASKAN 3. 14 0.3 0. 2.4 8 17 a3 S 6.8
INIDENTIFIED i R N _— e el e -
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TRULE ?

SCHOOL LEAVERs BY GRADE AND ETHNICITY, 1982-83
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s ) TABLE § i
SCHODL LEAVERS BY §TATUS, 1979-g0 anp 1982-83

NMRER OF LEAVERS

. . H;’:.nsmsmau ’x D16TRIET TON

AEAVER STaTyS MIMBER  _OF LEaUERS MIMBER  _OF LEaufes
DROPPED-WMEREABOUTS UNK €82 - 32.4 66? 4.6
MARRIED 6 3.2 88 3.6
WITHDRAWAL, UNDER 18 231 10.9 169 10.8
WITHORAAL, 18 & OVER 23 20.1 214 13.4
FUCL-TIME EMPLOYMENT 254 12.0 272 2.0
 MENTAL GONDITION (1) 410 19.3 164 10.2
MARDSH P - > 0.1 (] 0.5
PREGNRT ) -2 2.0 —0 -3l
. TOTALS 2,119 100.0 1,602 100.0

NOTE: 3. In the 1979-80 Fepor: of schoo! teavers, this category was calleg
*Exenpt-Truancy.®
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"msarried", "hardship" and "pregnant" eccounted for a combined
total of 7.22 of the 1982-83 the school leavears. -

Inspection of Table 8 indicates that there may have been an
important {mprovement in the retioticn of students who would
have left with the leaver status categories of "withdrawal,
18 & over" or "mental conditions interfering with school
attendance.” Por “withdrawal, 18 & over" the aumber of
leavers declines from 425 in 1979-80 to 214 4{n 1982-83, 5 502
reduction. For "mental conditions interfering with school
attendance” the decline is froa a 1979-80 f£igure of 410 to
the 1982-83 figure of 164 leavers. This 1is a reduction of
602. These are large reductions. The other leaver status
categories are essentially unchanged from 1979-80 to 1982-83,

Sowe of this reduction 1s certainly due to the more
comprehensive 1982-83 follow=up procedures and some results
from the greater nuabers of students exempted to altsrpative
educational prograas (high school diploma, adult education
and independent learnting center programs) in recent years.
During 1979-80, 743 students were exempted for s ternative
educational programs while in 1982-83 there were 909.
Students not receiving this exemption Probabdly would have
been coded a8 leavers in one of the tvo categories showing
substantial decline. Thus, the district appears to be
Tetaining more students who are potential leavers.

Table 9 provides a cross~tabulation of numbers of leavers by
racial/ethnic group and leaver status for 1982-83. With few
exceptions, the proportions of each racial/ethaic group among
the seven leaver status categories are the same (sec the
column percent figures). However, Blacks did leave school
proportionslly less frequently for full-tige employment or to
get married than other groups. Whites leave at a
disproportionatcly higher rate in the "mental conditions
interferring with sclool attenderace" category than other
ethnic groups. Asian/Pacific Irlanders seen to leave in
disproportionatcly higher numabers to get married or to
withdraw when over 18, However, even in these exceptions to
the overall proportiong (the last coluamn of Table 9) only a
few more or less leavers would change the result. So these
differences are not highly significant.

An Bstimated Four-Year Cumulative Trackin Attrition Rate
- =" L nchlug Attrition Rate

" Table 10 displays a simulation sodel for calculating
cumsulative fput-ycnr'trackins graduation and attrition rates,
It uses as parameters the 1982-83 annual attrition rates by
grade reported 4im Table 4. The model proposes a hypothetical

16
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SCHOOL LEAVERS BY STATUS AND ETHNICITY, 1982-83

, ASIAN  aM INDIAN
~ HISPANIC W:ITE BLACK PACIFIC ALASKAN TOTAL

STATUS :
DROPPED 117 27¢ 14¢ 6? 1 (14 LEAVERS
WHERE UNK 26.% 4.4 21.9 10.0 0.1 100.0 ROW % OF LEAVEF
43.1 37.1 49.8 43.% 12.9 41.6 COL ”% OF LEAVEFR
11.0 17.2 9.1 4,2 0.1 i.6 TOT % OF LEAVEF
MARRIED 14 24 3 1? 0 1]
24.1 4] .4 S.2 29.3 0.0 100.0
3.4 3.2 1.0 “06 i °a° 3.6
0.9 1.5 0.2 1.0 0.0 3.6
WITHDRAWAL 35 i0S 23 3 ] 169
~ UNDER 18 20.?7 62.1 i4.8 1.7 0.6 100.0
8.5 14.1 8.5 2.0 12.9 10.95
2.2 6.4 1.6 0.2 0.1 10.
WITHDRAWAL S 78 S0 33 2 214
18 & OVER 23.8 3.4 23.4 18.4 0.1 100.0
‘2-‘ 1 vs ‘701 22-‘ e 25-0 ‘304
3.2 4.9 3.1 2. 0.2  313.4
FULL-TINE 7? 148 26 19 2 272
EMPLOYMENT 28.3 4.4 9.6 2.0 0.7 100.0
‘B-? ’9-9 3.9-‘.' ‘20’ 25-0 17.0
4,8 9.2 1.6 i.2 0.1 12.0
MENTAL 44 4 16 é 1 164
CONDITION 26.8 S9.1 9.6 3.¢ 0.6 100.0
10.7 13.1 8.8 « 4.1 12.5 10.2
2.? 6.1 1.0 0.4 0.1 10.2
MARDSHIP 3 0 S 0 0 8
3.3 0.0 2.9 0.0 0.0 100.0
0.? 0.0 1.7 0.0 0.0 6.5
0.2 ¢.0 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.8
PREGNANT 10 1¢ 22 e 1 3¢
20.0 90.0 4.0 4.0 2.0 100.0
2.‘ 2.’ 7.5 ‘.‘ ’2.5 ’.‘
- 0.6 0. 1.4 0.1 0.1 3.
T0TALE 441 742 293 147 ] 1602
23.7 4.4 10.3 9.2 6.5 100.0
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 190.¢
23.7 46.4 ’.-’ 9.2 0.3 100-5




TABLE 10

A SIMULATION MODEL FOR ESTIMATING A FOUR-YEAR
CUMULATIVE TRACKING ATTRITION RATE

GRADE ¢

- SDW.

" 1000 —p= 942
- 38

GRADE 10

- 4.4 ]
—-P~ 962 —Poi 910
- 44

BRADE 11

- 6-6./0

918 —t 857
- 6}

GRADE 12

- 2.8%
57 2= 35
- 22

LEAVERS
143
16.5/

793 42

CGRADUATES CONTINUING
79.34¢ 4.2¢
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class of 1000 students cntering the ninth grade in districe
schoolss During the freshman year, 3.8% or 38 students legve
the elass. The remaining 952 advance to the tenth grade.
During the sophomore year, 4.6, or 44 of these students,
leave school. By the time of graduation 165 of every 1000
students entering district ninth grade classes will leave
school entirely within four Years. This is a four-year
estimated cumulative attrition rate of 16.5%.

This model produces an estimated four-year graduation race as
vell. Since some students vill not progress normally, en
estimated 42 students are shown as continuing ian school
rather than as 8raduaticg. This 1g .22 of the original
class, a figure consfistent with that found in other studies.
The estimated four-year graduation rate is, therefore, 79.3%.

lLeaver Rates with Respect to "Advangigelbinadvnntage"

a student will leave school, given the oPpPortunity, to escape
from an environment fa which he/she experiences hian/herselsf
as persistently unsuccessful. Since school 1s about acadenic
Performance, those students who are consistently poor or
faliing acadeaic Per{ormers cau be expected to have high
attrition rates. The data available to this study support
this thesis.

Table 11 shows the school leaver rates by age for 1982-83,
Sixty percent of all the 1982-83 leavers are 17 years old and
older. Since for normal progress, seniors would be 17 years
old, the fact that 602 of the school leavers are 17 or older
wvhile only 13X of the leavers 8rc seniors (see Tadle 4)
suggests that many of the leavers have deen held pa:k at
least one grade. Several important studies have found grade
retention to be highly predictive of school leaving.

Table 12 s cross~tabulation of attrition rates by age at
leaving aod racial/ethnic identificetion for 1982-83. The
table shows that all ractial/ethnic gronups have similier
nchool.looving_pa;tcrn. 10 that for each gToup at least 572
-leave when 17 or older. Rovever, the Asian/Pacific Islanders
leave laes fraquently ag 17 than any other group but at
relatively higher rates at 18 and 19/20. Only 14.22 of this
group leave at age 17 compared to the range of 29% to 312 for
the other ethnic groups. On the other hand, 40.82 of the
Asian/Pacific Islanders leave at age 18 and 12,22 at 19/20
compared to averages of 252 at 18 and 32 at 19/20 for the

19
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TABLE 11

SCHOOL LEAVERS BY AGE, 1982-83

E: -
z
&
o
:
: NUMBER PERCENT CUMULATIVE
A3E AT LEAUING AEAVING RISTRIBUTION PERCENT
13/14 YEARS OLD ¥ 3.2 3.2
1S YEARS CLD 210 13.1 14.4
16 YEARS OLD 379 23.7 40.0
17 YEARS OLD 489 30.% 70.8
18 YEARS OLD 41?7 26.0 6.6
19720 YEARS OLD 35 a4 100.0
F27ALS 1,602 100.0 190.0
20
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~ TABLE 12
$CHOOL LEAVERS BY AGE anD ETINICITY, 1982-83

Sop

veeesssesnsessans. . . Y &8 . °, eeersesnssese)
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other groups. The school leaver cross-category in Table 11
with the greatest proport -1 of school leavers 1is 17 year old
Whites. They represent 16° of all school leavers.

Table 13 displays data on the grade point average (GPA) of
the 1982-83 school leavers. It shovws that poor school
performance 1is related to school leaving. 'For those leavers
for which GPA data 1s availadle (1,249 of 1,602 total cases),
over 702 have GPA's below 2.0. Over half of the leavers
failed to achieve GPA's of 1.5 and over a quarter had GPA's
legs than 1,0.

On the other hand, slmost 7% of the leavers had GP:i 3 higher
than 3.0, School leaving for low achievers aight bve
accounted for in large part by the student's continual
experience of failure. However, school leaving for high
achieving students might be partly accounted for by the lack
of sufficient acadenic challenge and reward.

The reading and math achievement test scores of the 1982-83
school leavers displayed in Tables 14 and 15 confira the
relationship between academic achieveaent and school leaving.
School leevers are disproportionately represented in the
lower achievement quartiles with 752 of the school leavers
having reading and math acores in the bottom half of all test
takers. Over 502 of the school leavers have reading tes:
scores in the bottom quartile while 442 have math scores in
the bottom quartile. On the other hand, only about 102 of
all school leavers score in the top quartile of reading and
unath achievement,

Table 16 sumparizes the key “disadvantage" findings of Tables
10 (Age), 13 (GPA), and 14 (Reading Test Score) and displays
them together with additional performance disadvantage
findings. The categories in this table are not autcally
exclusive. The table shows that 232 of those leaving in
1982-83 were subjects of "School Izitiated Placeament," that
18, of a transfer from one school to another because of an
incompatability between the student and the first school.
Whatever the particular reason for the incompatibility, 1t 1s
an indication of a condition that iapairs the student's
ability to perform. This tadble also shows that 162 percent
of the district leavers are identified handicapped students.
0f those, 702 have a learning disability*, Purther, '

®* For soms categories in Table 16 a further breakout was
possible. 1Important features of those breakout
are reported in the text snd sometimes not shown 1n_tab1en.
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TABLE 13
SCHOOL LEAVERS BY 6PA LEVEL, 19§2-83

GES

B Y T

PERCENT OF 1ALID

@R 19e2-g3

VALID VALID
NUMBER PERCENT PERCENT CUMULAT jVE

0.0 THRU 0.49 s 5.9 7.6 2.6
0.5 THRU 0.99 242 15.1 19.4 27.0
1.0 THRU 1,49 325 20.5 26.3 $3.3
1.5 THRU 1,99 T 230 14.4 18.4 71.?
2.0 THRU 2.49 171 20.7 13.7 85.4
2.5 THRU 2.99 100 6.2 . 8.0 93.4
3.0 THRU 3.49 %4 3.4 4.3 9.7
3.5 THRU 4,00 2 1.7 2.2 100.0
HISSING CASES 22 22,0 MISSING
TOTALS . 1,602 100.0 $00.0 100.0

NOTE: “Missing cages’ r2fers to the fact that for 353 of the student leaver

: Cases BPA gata was not recorged in the Conputer database. Hence ‘valig
percent gistribution’ ang “yai g cumulative percent’ refer to o re-
Calulation of percontage distribytion excluding the Rissing data cases.
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TABLE 34
.SCHOOL LEAVERS BY READING TEST LEVEL, 1982-83

0 s2.10%

1ST QRT
B 22
2ND QRT
15,505
3IRD QRT
] 1e.80x
4TH QRT
VALID VALID
NUMBER PERCENT PERCENT CUMULATIVE
READING TEST SCORE LEAVING  DISTRIBUTION RISTRIBUTION  PERCENT
BOTTOM QUARTILE 343 22.? 52.1 2.1
SECOND GUARTILE 153 9.6 22.0 74.1
THIRD QUARTILE 108 6.6 15.1 89.2
TOP QUARTILE 75 4.7 10.8 100.0
MISSING CASES 204 34,4 MISSING
TOTALS 1,602 100.0 100.0 100.0

NOTE: ‘Missing cases’ refers to the fact that for 906 of the 1,602 leaver
Cases reading test cata was not recorded in the computer database.
Mence ‘valid percent distridbution’ and ‘valid cunulative percent’ reéer

to a recatulation of percentage diatribution excluding the missing data
. -Cases,
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TABLE 15
SCHOOL LEAVERS BY MATH TEST LEVEL, 1982-83

" 0 «<.10%
13T QRT
} B 3i1.10%
{

2ND GRT
2, | &Ee
78 .
K7, » D 9. 29’0
Y 4TH GRT
VALID VALID
NUMBER PERCENT PERCENT  CUMULATIVE
I TEST SCOR REAVING  RISTRITION  DISYRIBVTION  pracons
BOTTOM QUARTILE 294 - 18.4 4.1 44,3
SECOND QUARTILE 207 12,9 31.1 75.2
THIRD QUARTILE 104 6.5 * 18.6 9.8
TOP QUARTILE Y -3.8 9.2 100.0
MISSING CASES - 23¢ 8.4 BISSING —
TOTALS 1,602 100.0 100.0 100.0

NOTE: ‘Missing cases’ refers to the fact that for 936 of the 1,402 leaver
Cases math test data was not Fecorded in the computer datadage. Mence,
‘valid percent distribytion’ and ‘valid cumulstive percent’ reder

to a recalulation of percentage distribution excluding the 8issing data
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TABLE 14
SCHOOL LEAVERS BY CATEGORIES OF ‘DISADUANTAGE’, 1982-83

NUMBER li&Z:BLLE&E&SEN_ER PERCENT OF
TEGORY LEAVING  ENROLLMENT 8aTg LEAVERS

LIMITED ENGLISH PROFICIENCY (LEP) 196 2,608 2.5 12.2
MWANDICAPPED 240 4,396 (1) S.y 16.2
SCHOOL INITIATED PLACEMENT 36?7 - - 22.9
PERSONAL/SOCIAL ADJUSTMENT 59 - - 3.9
SUSPENDED AT LEAST ONCE 240 5,120 (2) 4.7 15.0
6PA BELOW 2.0 874 - - 71.7 (3)
12 YRS & OVER 961 - - 9.0
BOTTOM READING QUARTILE 3643 - - $2.1 (3
TOTAL FOR DISTRICT (4) 1,602 35,886 4.5 100.0

NOTES: 1. These figures represent 7-12th grade participation since figures for
9-12th grades are not available.

2. Number of incidents rather than unduplicated students.
3. These figures are calculated excluding cases where data was missing.

4. Columns do not sun to totals because of overlapping and missing
- categories,
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152 of the 1,602 leavers (or 240) were suspended from school:
at least once. Of the leavers suspended, 77X were involved
in 1injuring another (29%) or disruptive bdehavior (48%).
Another 152 of the suspersions related to drug abuse. This
type of hehavior indicates social and echool alienstion which
can be both an outcome and a cause of poor school
performance.

Students with limited English proficiency (LEP students)
comprised 12,22 of all school leavers =nd left -at a rate of
7.52. This 1s 1.66 times that of the district overall rate.
“imited Engligh proficiency is a charsctevuistic that ia &
disadvantage in school performance and parsistenca.

Tetle 17 displeys a racfal/ethnic breakdown of [E: studen...,
Kispanic and Indochinese LZP students leave school at rates
considerably higher than non~LEP students 0f thc ssae ethanic
group. LEP Hispanic students leave school at & raté tglce ar
g§reat as non~-LEP Hispanics and LEP Indschinese leave at a
rate four times a3 great as their pon~-LEP Indochinese
classmates.

The tadle also shows that non-LPP Indochinese have the lovest
attrition rate of any racial/etinic group identified in this
study. However, non-LEP Hispanics have an attrition rate 1.4
times greater than the overall district rate and 1.7 times
that of the Whites. This suggests that there are unexplained
factors affecting school persistence that gre unique to
Hispanics and Indochinese.

Table 18 provides data on the relationship between
"advantages" and school leaving. Those students
participating 1a prograss that support positive interest and
success 1in school, namely the VEEP, sagnet, and g fted
student programs, show leaver rates from 1/4 to 1/15 of the
district average. These students comprise 312 of the 1982-83
grade 9-12 envollment yet only 5.42 of the leavers, assuming
80 ovezlap ‘among the categories. Students who perfora well
1o school, as measured by GPA's and reading and math
achievement tests, comprise less than 112 of the school
leavers. This compares to the 522 and 72% of achool leavers
accounted for by those 1a the loweat reading quartile and
with GPA’s bdelow 2.0, respectively.

Bu--arz of Yindings

Is sum, 1982-83 students left district schools {2 patterns
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TABLE 3?7
SCHOOL LEAVERS BY LEP aND ETHNICITY, 1982-83

Hatle

t
{I1C _BROUP
LEP

}

M , -
BR Non-Ler O IN--ET

~FERBT o I FERCST T

AEAUER TYP§ MMBER ENROLL ENWOUIMENT  BATE L LeaveRs
ALL MISPaNIC 411 9,572 15.9 7.4 28.?
LEP 110 878 0.9 12.8 é.9
NON-LEP 301 4,499 13.1 6.4 18.9
ALL INDOCHINESE 24 2,249 6.3 4.3 S.2
LEP . ?? 1,474 4.1 S.2 4,8
NON-LEP . 10 7?78 2.2 1.3 0.6
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TABLE 18
SCHOOL LEAVERS BY CATZGORIES OF ‘ADVANTAGE’, 1982-83

NUMBER ‘ ”‘M-LWE%E’IR PERCENT OF
TAGE CATEGORY AEAVING  ENROLIMENT  BATE  LEavERs

VEEP PROGRAM 48 4,093 (1) 1.2 3.0
MAGNET PROGRAMS 30 4,944 (3) 0.¢ 1.9
GIFTED PROGRAM ? 2,3%8 0.3 0.4
8PA ABOVE 3.0 82 - - 6.6 (2)
TOP READING QUARTILE 23 —_— — J0.8 (2
TOTAL FOR DISTRICT (3) 1,602 35,684 4.9 100.0

NOTES: 1. These figures represent 7-12th grade participation since figures for
9-12th grades are not available.

2. These figures are calculated excluding cases where data was missing.

3. Columns do not sum to totals because of overlapping and missing
categories,
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almost completely consictent with those of the 1979-89 gchool
leavers, There apprears to he some iacrease in retention
although the decline in rates between 1979-80 and 1983-83 is
largely due to a more comprehensive 1982-83 follow=-up
Procedure. San Diego Unified School District attrition

patterns are conaistent with those found {n other districe
studiesn.

The study supports the propositions that poor performance and
performance disadvantages correlate with high attrition rates
in the district and that excellent performance and

performance advantages correlate w'th high persistence and
low attrition rates. -




III. RECOMMENDATION

The digtrict should develop early intervention and other
school leaver prevention programs to reduce the number of
school leavers, paying special asttention to the Hispanic and
Black students who are especially st risk-of-leaving school
before receiving a high school diploma. ”

)|
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APFENDIX A

Individual Site Data for School Leavers by
Ethnicity and Szatus, 1982-83
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TABLE 3
INDIVIDUAL SITE DATA FOR SCHOOL LEAVERS BY ETHNICITY, 1982-g3
| ASIAN  AM INDIAN

NWMBER]  HisPanic  wuite BLACK PACIFIC alasian  ygzaL
ROW % ,
H T

BELL 0 4 0 2 0 é
0.0 66.7 0.0 33.3 0.0  100.p
) COLLIER 0 9 1 0 0 10
0.0 90.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 100.p
DNA 1 1 0 0 0 2
50.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0  100.0
HALE 2 2 0 0 0 4
0.0 $0.0 0.0 c.0 0.0  100.0
MANN 0 3 1 1 0 s
0.0 60.0 20.0 20.0 0.0 100.0
MARSTON 3 1 2 0 0 6
50.0 16.7 33.3 0.0 0.0  100.0
MEMOR 1AL 11 1 0 0 0 12
91.7 8.3 0.0 0.0 0.0  300.p
MONTGOMERY 0 3 0 0 0 3
0.0 100.p 0.0 9.0 0.0  100.0
MUIRLANDS ? 1 1 0 0 9
- 97.8 11.1 11.1 8.0 0.0 100.0
PAC BEACH 1 2 0 o 0 3
33.3 66.? 0.0 0.0 0.0  100.0
PERSHING 0 3 1 o 0 4
0.0 75.0 25.0 0.0 0.0  100.0
ROOSEVELT 4 s 2 0 1 g2
33.3 41.7 16.7 0.0 8.3  100.0
STANDLEY 1 2 ¢ 9 0 )
33.3 66.7 0.0 0.0 0.0  100.p
TAFT 1 1 ! 0 0 )
33.3 $3.3 33.3 0.0 0.0  300.0
-MILSON 0 3 1 0 0 .
0.0 7.0 25.0 0.0 0.0  200.0

A-3
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TABLE 1
C(CONTINUED)
INDIVIDUAL SITE DATA FOR SCHOOL LEAVERS BY ETHNICITY, 1982-83

, ASIAN @M INDIAN
NWB.ER’I- HISPENIC WHITE  BLACK PACIFIC ALASKAN  IQTAL

4

SCHOOL S1TE
CLAIREMONT 21 16 4 1 e 42
- 50-0 39-1 9'5 2-4 0.0 100-0
CRAWFORD é 14 é 9 0 35
17.1 40.0 171 25.7 0.0 100.0
GOMPERS ) 1 3 0 0 4
6.0 25.0 75.0 e.0 0.0 100.0
HENRY é 26 8 12 0 32
11.5 30.0 135.4 23.1 0.0 100.0
HOOVER 20 31 8 19 0 78
25.6 3%9.7 10.3 24.4 0.0 100.0
KEARNY 4 35 4 48 2 101
8.9 34.7 6.9 47.35 2.0 100.0
LA JoLLa 8 1?7 3 1 0 29
27.6 38.4 10.3 3.4 0.0 100.0
LINCOLN 25 2 é8 3 0 98
25.3 2.0 é9.4 3.0 0.0 100.0
MADISON 1 15 1 1 0 23
4.3 65.2 4.3 4.3 0.0 100.0
MIRA MESA S 39 2 3 0 49
10.2 79.6 4.1 6.1 0.0 100.0
MISSION BAY 8 30 2 1 0 41
19.3 73.2 4.9 2.4 0.0 100.0
MORSE 23 20 20 8 0 21
32.4 28.2 28.2 11.2 0.0 100.0
POINT LOMA 23 44 3 1 0 21
32.4 é2.0 4.2 1.4 0.0 100.0
UNIV CITY 2 14 3 3 0 22
9.1 83.46 13.6 13.6 0.0 100.0

A-4
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TABLE 1
C(CONT INUED)
INDIVIDUAL SITE DATA FOR SCHOOL LEAVERS BY ETHNICITY, 1982-83

: ASIAN  AM INDIAN
Rowy ] (UISPANIC WMAITE  pLACK PACIEIC ALASGN IgvaL
(] T .

SAN DIEGD 1164 33 35

6 0 190

61,1 1.4  18.4 3.2 0.  100.0

SERRA 3 22 3 ? 0 35
8.6 62,9 8.6  20.0 0.0  100.0

WRIGHT BROS 11 10 5 1 2 29
37.9  34.5  57.2 3.4 6.9  100.0

GARFIELD 56 131 47 p 0 238
23.5  8s.0 19.7 1.6 0.0  100.0

TWAIN 21 123 23 ? 2 176
1.9  69.9  13.1 4.0 1.1 100.0

RILEY 1 11 2 0 0 14
7.1 78.6  14.3 0.0 0.0  100.0

0’FARRELL SCPA 0 3 0 0 0 3
0.0  100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0  100.0

MUIR ALT 1 ? 0 0 1 9
11.1 77.8 0.0 0.0  11.1  100.0
HOME/HOSPITAL 7 16 12 2 0 37
16.9  43.2  32.4 5.4 0.0  100.0

LIC INSTIT 2 33 8 2 0 as
44  73.3  17.8 4.4 0.0  100.0

NONPUBLIC SCH 0 5 0 0 0 5
0.0 190.0 0.0 0.0 "».0.0 10000

INDEP STUDY & P 10 0 0 19
26,3  21.4 52.6 0.0 0.0  109.0

T0TALS I 743 293 23 147 1402
25.7 45.8  18.3 1.4 9.1 100.0

NOTE: Einstein, Lewis and Mission Beach had no schoo! leavers
in 1962-83. : .
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TABLE 2
INDIVIDUAL SITE DATA FOR SCHOOL LEAVERS BY STATUS, 1982-83

- nuna_eal WHERE IOV MARRIED WITHDRAUGL EMPLOY MENTAL HARDSMIP PREGNWT TgTAL

SCHOOQL SITE
BELL 4 0 1 0 0 0 0 é
66!7 o-o 16-7 olo o.o °l° 0-0 loo-o
COLLIER > 1 0 0 0 0 0 10
90.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
DANA 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2
100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
HALE 3 0 0 0 ] 0 0 4
?5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 25.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
MANN 4 0 1 0 0 0 0 3
80.0 0.0 20.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
MARSTON 4 0 2 0 0 - 0 0 é
. 6.7 0.0 33.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
MEMORIAL 8 0 2 2 0 0 0 12
: 6.7 0.0 16.7 16.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
MONTGOMERY 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 3
100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
MUIRLANDS é 0 2 1 0 0 0 9
é6.7 0.0 22.2 11.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
PAC BEACH 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 3
6.7 0.0 33.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
PERSHING 3 0 1 ) 0 0 0 4
73.0 0.0 25.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
ROOSEVELT 4 0 S 1 2 0 0 12
33.3 0.0 4.7 8.3 16.7 0.0 0.0 100.0
STANDLEY 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 3
6.7 0.0 33.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
TAFT -1 0 1 0 1 0 0 3
33.3 0.0 33.3 0.0 33.3 0.0 0.0 100.0
WILSON 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 4
- et 50.0 0.0 000 0.0 50.0 0-0 0.0 100-0
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TABLE 2
(CONTINUED)
INDIVIDUAL SITE DATA FOR SCHOOL LEAVERS BY STATUS, 1982-83

WeBER | BHERE VIOV MRRIZD WITHDRAMAL EMPLOY HENTAL HARDSHIP PREGNANT ToTAL
YA
T

CLAIREMONT 12 -- 1 12 10 4 4 1 42
28.6 2.4 28.6 23.8 9.5 4.8 2.4  100.0
CRAWFORD 17 1 é 8 0 0 3 3s
48.6 2.9 17.1 22.3 0.0 0.0 8.6 100.0
BOMPERS 2 0 0 0 0 2 0 4
50.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 50.0 0.0 100.0
HENRY 23 2 17 9 1 0 o 52
44.2 3.8 32.7 17.3 1.9 0.0 0.0 100.0
HOOVER 36 5 11 10 14 2 78
4.2 6.2 14.1 12.8 17.9 0.0 2.6  100.0
KEARNY 4 12 23 16 3 0 1 101
4s.5 11.9 22.8 15.8 3.0 0.0 1.0 100.0
LA JOLLA 19 0 3 ? 0 0 0 29
5.5 0.0 10.3 24.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
LINCOLN 56 2 22 11 0 1 é 98
$7.1 2.0 22.4 11.2 0.0 - 1.0 6.1  100.0
MAD] SON 4 1 10 ? 0 0 1 23
17.4 4.3 43.5 30.4 0.0 0.0 4.3 100.0
MIRA MESA 23 1 11 14 0 0 0 49
4.9 2.0 22.4 28.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 190.0
MISSION BAY 19 0 18 6 1 0 0 41
4.3 0.0 36.6 14.6 2.4 0.0 0.0 100.0
MORSE 3s 2 16 ) ? 1 2 ?1
49.3 2.8 22.5 11.3 .9 1.4 2.8 100.0
POINT LOMA 16 3 14 3s 1 0 0 71
25.4 4.2 19.7 9.3 1.4 0.0 0.0 100.0
WNIV CITY ’ 0 ? s 0 0 1 22
0.9 0.0 31.0 22.7 0.0 0.0 4.5 100.0
A=?




TABLE 2
-CCONT INUED)
INDIVIDUAL SITE DATA FOR SCHOOL LEAVERS BY STATUS, 1982-83

NUMBER |  WHERE UKN MARRIED WITHDRAWAL EMPLOY MENTAL HARDSHIP PREGNANT IOTAL

yA

SCHOOL SITE
SAN DIEGO 111 __ é 34 29 5 0 s 190
s8.4 3.2 12.9 15.3 2.6 0.0 2.6 100.0
SERRA 14 3 15 3 0 0 0 3s
40.90 8.6  42.9 8.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
WRIGHT BROS 7 2 ? 9 2 1 1 29
24.1 6.9 24.1 31.0 é.9 3.4 2.4 100.0
GARFIELD 95 9 &9 28 20 1 16 238
39.9 3.8 29.0 1.8 8.4 0.4 6.7 100.0
TWAIN &4 s a6 49 14 0 1 176
34,7 2.8 26.1 27.8 8.0 0.0 0.6 100.0
RILEY 8 0 3 3 0 0 0 14
572.1 0.0 21.4 24.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
0/FARRELL SCPA 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 3
86.7 0.0 33.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
MUIR ALT 4 0 3 2 0 0 0 9
44.4 0.0 33.3 22.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
HOME/HOSPITAL 18 2 9 0 0 0 8 37
48.4 5.4 24.3 2.0 0.0 0.0 21.6 100.0
LIC INSTIT 29 0 11 . 0 0 1 45
84.4 0.0 24.4 8.9 0.0 0.0 2.2 100.0
NONPUBLIC SCH S 0 0 0 0 0 0 s
: 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
INDEP STUDY 16 0 3 0 0 0 0 19
84,2 0.0 15.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
TOTALS 246 sg 385 277 78 8 50 1602
46.6 3.6 24.0 17.3 4.9 0.5 3.1  100.0

NOTE:- -Einstein, Lewis and Mission Beach had no leavers in 1982-83.

A-8
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TABLE 3
SCHOOL LEAVERS FOR INDIVIDUAL SCHOOL SITES

SCHOOL PERCENT OF  NUMBER OF PERCENT OF L[EAVER

SCHoDL ENROLL JQTAL ENROLL LEAUERS  LEAVERS  BATE

WL 453 1.3 6 0.4 1.3
COLLIER 264 0.7 10 0.6 3.8
DANA 277 0.8 2 0.1 0.7
HALE 379 1.1 4 0.2 1.1
MANN 470 1.3 s 0.3 1.1
MARSTON 357 1.0 6 0.4 1.7
MEMORIAL 298 0.8 12 0.7 4.0
MONTGOMERY 340 1.0 3 0.2 0.6
MUIRLANDS a0e 1.1 9 0.6 2.2
PACIFIC BEACH 407 1.1 3 0.2 0.7
PERSHING 542 1.8 4 0.2 0.7
ROOSEVELT 410 1.1 12 0.7 2.9
STANDLEY 395 1.1 3 0.2 0.8
TAFT 214 0.6 3 0.2 1.4
WILSON 4s3 1.3 . 0.2 0.9
CLAIREMONT 1,074 3.0 a2 2.6 3.9
CRAWFORD 1,532 4.3 35 2.2 2.3
BOMPERS 967 2.7 . 0.2 0.4
HENRY 2,871 8.0 52 3.2 1.8
HOOVER © 1,482 4.0 78 4.9 5.4
KEARNY 1,667 s.3 101 6.3 5.4
LA JOLLA 1,339 3.7 29 1.8 2.2




TABLE 3
(CONTINUED)
SCHOOL LEAVERS FOR INDIVIDUAL SCHOOL SITES

SCHOOL  PERCENT OF  NUMBER OF . PERCENT OF LEAVER
SCHOOL ENROLL  IgTAL ENROLL  LEauERS hEAVERS  RevE

LINCOLN 969 2.7 98 6.1 10.1
MADISON 2,163 6.0 23 1.4 1.1
MIRA MESA 2,850 6.0 49 3.1 1.7
MISSION Bay 1,362 3.8 41 2.6 3.0
MORSE 1,891 5.3 7 G.4 3.8
POINT LoMA 1,668 4.6 71 4.4 4.3
UNIV CITY 1,178 3.3 22 1.4 1.9
SAN DIEGO 1,441 4.0 190 11.9 13.2
SERRA 2,338 2.0 35 2.2 1.4
WRIGHT BROS 258 2.5 29 1.8 11.2
GARFIELD 507 1.6 238 14.9 28,2
TWAIN 684 o 1.8 176 11.0 25.7
RILEY 65 0.2 14 0.9 21.5
0 FARREL SCPa 448 1.2 3 0.2 0.7
MUIR ALTERMATIVE 110 0.3 9 0.6 8.2
HOME-HOSPITAL 242 o 0.7 37 2.3 15.3
LIC INSTITUTION 319 & 0.9 43 2.8 14.1
NONPUBLIC SCH 54 0 0.2 S 0.3 9.3

_INDEP STUDY 110 # 0.2 19 1.2 17.3
TOTAL DISTRICT 35,884 100.0 1,602 100.0 4.5

NOTE: Einstoin._touis. and Mission Beach had no school leavers in 1982-g3,

~-@ Duplicated count of students. Due to the many students who enter
the continuation/opportunitr schools and special prograns fram
other schools within the district, the estimated enrollment
figures include the count of students who transferred frem

another district school to these schools during the year.

A-10




