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ABSTRACT
DROP OUT OR PERSIST? THE INFLUENCE OF
DIFFERENTIATED INSTRUCTION AND TEACHER BEHAVIOR

ON COLLEGE FRESHMEN AND GED STUDENTS

by Vera Strickland Robertson
May 2009 

The purpose of this research was to provide information to school administrators
about the impact differentiated instruction and teacher behavior have on students’
decision to drop out of high school or persist. The ultimate goal of this stﬁdy is to
determine if a significant felationship exists between differentiated instruction, teacher
behavior and dropout status.

The participants in this study included students enrolled in select colleges or GED
programs. The ages of the participants were ages sixteen to twerﬁy-one. The participants
completed a questionnaire constructed by the researcher to gather data pertaining to
participants’ expériences With differentiated instfuction and teacher behavior their last
~ year in high school. Ei ghty-sixi first year freshmén and fifty GED students completed the
- questionnaire. |

A l(")gistic- regression analysis was conducted to test for significant relatiqnéhips
between differentiated instruction, teacher behavior, gender, race and dropout status.

A significant relationship was fouﬁd between differentiated instruction, teachér behévior,
~ and drbpout status. However, 'th_ere was no significant relationship between gender and

- dropout status, nor race and dropout status.
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CHAPTERT |
INTRODUCTION

‘The increasing school dropout rate is a local, state, and national problem that is
reflected in the assessment of school quality, in the workforce of a community, in the
economy of the state, and it is certainly a concern of the nation (Blackledge, 1997). A
nation where all students graduate from high school prepared to succeed in college would
be ideal. High schools educate, challenge, support, and graduate students ready to
compete and succeed in the world, but numerous factors affect student performance
(Blackledge), therefore causing students to drop out of school before graduating. Many
years after Brown v. ‘Board of Education, the image of public high school providihg all
students with a high quality education remains inspiring. However, current reality offers a
more troubled picture (Barton, 2606).

Over the years, research has indicated many various reasons why youth drop out
of school, but the dropout problem must continue to be addressed. Youth may leave
school because of academic failure, disciplinary problems, or employment opportunities
(Stearns & Glennie, 2006). Stearns and Glennie note the decision to stay in school is
eXtrcmely important because dropping out has both public and private costs.

Chrrently, the nation’s gréduation rate ’is about 70%..If oniy 70% graduate from
high school, it would mean that every year we are sending 1,443,000 youth }orito thé
streets without diplomas (Brac.ey, 2006). As noted in-a study by Bracey, there is a highér
dfopout rate for African Americans and Hispanics fhan any other ethhic group. Miﬁority
 graduation rate is ‘approximately 50%, making the average graduation gap between

Caucasian students and minorities about 20 percentage points (‘MacPhersori, 2004).



According to Vail (2004), many years ago, the American high school was doing
fine. Most students who attended high school had no plans to go to college. The high |
school diploma allowed graduates to find well-paying jobs. Today, things have'changed
drastically, and the only way to get a good job is to earn a cqllege degree (Vail). Sherrow
(1996) says the nation’s economic strength depends upon having a well-educated and
well-trained workforce. Yet America has a higher dropout rate than other industrialized
nations, such as Japan, Canada, and Germany.

One 1n every ten teenagers between the ages of 16 and 19 is neither a high school
graduate nor enrolled in school (Barton; 2006). Personal and social issues are some of the
reasons these students leave sﬁhOol. Family and social pressures play a significant part,
but teachers and high stakes testing also affect students. Low income or single parent
families, low academic achievement, frequent absences, changing schools, peer pressure,
and a lack of support from teachers and administrators are factors related to high school
dropout rates. Many students do not like séhool and feel as if they do not belong (Barton).

According to Stevenson and Ellsworth (1991), thefe are two kinds of school
processes that contribute to students’ perceptions of lack of support from scﬁool and staff.
First, the school’s ‘general rules and policies often rﬁake many students, especially élder
ones, feel as though they are not treated as being responsiblé and trustworthy students
(Stevenson & Ellsworth). Policies on attendance, discipline, sUspension, and grade
retentionvcan create severe problems for studeﬁts. In some schools if students skip school,
they are suspended. Suspending the student ensures the misbéhavior will co_htinue.
Second,rmessages that relay a lack of concern by not responding to students’ needs and -

problems give students a sense of hopelessness when it comes to school. These messages



foster the students’ perceptions regarding the lack of teacher support (Stevenson &
Ellsworth).

The youth of today are totally different from the youth of the past. Azzam (2007)
claims that youth today have so many other interests that the adults today did not have as
youth. Youth are extremely skilled in using technology, and it has become the sole means
of communication for many of our youth. Our youth have changed, but we have not
changed to meet the needs of today’s youth (Azzam, 2007). The curriculum has changed,
but some teacher instruction has remained the same. This is where differentiated
instruction comes into play.

It is important to pay attention to the needs of students from specific groups
because these students tend to rquietly disappear. Our high schools are being called
“dropout factories” because of soaring dropout rates (Bracey, 2006, p. 799). Ellensworth
conducted a study of Chicago schools and the study concluded that among boys, only 39
percent of African American students graduated by age 19, compared with 51 percent of
Latino students and 58 percent of Caucasian students. The girls in the study fared much
better with comparable rates of 57 percenthr black students, 65 percent for Latino
students, and 71 percent.for white students (Barton, 2006). Ruddenstates, “44 percent of
vAfrican American students and 46 percent of Latino students dropout of high school,
compared to just 22 percent of Caucasian students” (2001, p. 13). Improving the
bgraduation rates of minorities should be considered a primary goal. Minorities who dropv
outvwiden the racial achievement gap and support stereotypes placed on minorities.
According to Barton, educators blame families of students who have dropped out of |

. school, but instead of blaming the families, it is up to the educational system to provide



solutions to this growing problem.

The underlying principles of No Child Left Behind, the demand for high
standards, greater accountability, and the focus on long-overlooked student populations
have to be addressed, but students are given the option to leave school before ’they are
~offered tutoriné or counseling (Stover, 2007). With demands of high stakes testing, many
of our youth’s personal problems go unresolved. Many of these personal problems affect
youth’s performance in the classroom and sometimes lead to youth dropping out of
school. It becomes crucial to look at the whole child on an individual basis. One student
may have dropped out of school because of failiog grades, while another may have
dropped out to work and help his/her olother take care of younger siblings. Martin,
Tobin, and Sugai (2002‘) state drugs and violenoe, pregnancy or parenthood, failing
grades or employment could have played a part in a student’s decision to (i}op out of
school. Whatever the reason, addressing some of these issues could possibly curtail
student dropout rates.

Statement of the Pfoblem

Addressing the issue of high school students dropping out of school ilas been at
the forefront for administrators, téachers and parents for many years. This growing
concern has cauoed many stakeholders to forrh commitfoes and organizations to address
high school dropouts. Students continue to leave school for various reasons ‘and
stakeholders continue to lo‘ok for solutions to this growing problem. Howéver, this is not
a high school dropoots stody. This study focuses on experiences GED students (subset of
dropouts) and first year college freshmen had in high school with thei‘r‘ teachers and their

teachers’ instruction.



Differentiated instruction allows the teacher to meet the needs of all learners by
providing student centered instruction, incorporating a blended use of whole class, small
group, and individual instruction, and accommodating multiple learning styles
(Mississippi Department of Education, 2006). This study will seek to address whether or
not differentiated instruction will predict students’ persistence or dropout rates.

The impact of teacher behavior on students’ decision to drop out or persist will
also be a focus of this study. Little attention is giVen to the influences of schools, their
organization, leadership, and teachers on students’ decisions to dropout of school.
Regardless of background, what happens to students in school influences whether they
will stay and graduate (Golden, Kist, Trehan, & Padak, 2005). |

The state and federal government’s accountability system focuses on ways to
improve student achievement through student assessment, sc_hool accreditation, and
accountability standards (Mississippi Department of Education, 2005). Students in high
school must pass subject area tests to graduate. These requirements placed on high school
~ students to graduate have discouraged some students. These students begin searching for
~an outlet for inquiring about the General Educational Diploma (GED) or waiting until
~ they are above compulsory school age (MDE, 2005). High school seniors have

opportunities to retest online in order to graduate, but not all students afc good test-takers.
The No Child chtBehind Act of 2001 (NCLB) requires that certain assessments
be givcn to all students in schools across the country and that states establish a system of
accountability for all schools. Mississippi has made revisions to tbe curriculum and
’ assessmentto be consistent with the requirements of NCLB (Mississippi Depaitment of

Education, 2()05); The Mississippi curriculum has become more ‘rigorous which may |



have an impact on the high school dropout rate. Differentiating instruction aﬁd teacher
behavior will play an important role in preparing students for a more rigorous cul;riculum
and state testing.

This school year Mississippi elementﬁry and middle/junior high schools took the
Mississippi Cﬁrriculum Test 2. This test is said to be more challenging than the
Mississippi Curriculum Test. The state has revised the math and language arts framework
to correlate with a more challenging standardized test. Each objective has been assigned
a Depth of Knowledge level to inform teachers of what level of difficulty the objective
should be taught. Norman Webb’s Depth of Knowledge (DOK) is a judgment placed on
each objective. Teachers will be required to move from total recall assessments and begin
creating demonstration and application assessments (Mississippi Department of
Education, 2007). High stakes testing is producing a top-down effect of pressure from
superintendents to school building administrators to teachérs to stﬁdents. School building
administrators and teachers become stressed and students sense fhe pressure from such
demands.

Several factors contribute toa student’é decision to leave school. This stﬁdy will
investigate variables associated with differentiated instruction and teacher behavior and

the influence they have on students’ decision to leave school or stay in school. 7
| Hyp()thesés

Hi Differentiated instruction is significantly related to dropout status.
~Hz . Teacher behavior is significantly related to dropout status.

H3 Gender is significantly related to dropout status.



Ha Race is significantly related to dropout status.
Hs There will be an interaction of race and gender with differentiated instruction and
teacher behavior with regard to the relationship to dropout status.
Definition of Terms
The following definitions apply to terms used in this study:

Achievement gap is the differences in scores on state or national achievement

tests between various student demographic groups.

African American is a black American of African ancestry.

Caucasian is a person born in the Caucasus, loosely called the white race.

Differentiated instruction is the process of addressing all student needs in a
classroom. |

Drog-out is one who withdrawé from school before graduating.

Dropout rate is the total number of dropouts in a school divided by that school’s
total enrollment, expresséd as a percentage.

Female is suitable for women or girls; feminine.

GEDisa trade_mark for Géngral Educational Developrrient and also‘stands for
general equivalency di_plorr'ia.

Male is suitable for men or boys;'mas‘culine!. |

Race is any of the different varieties of human beings distinguished by physical
traits.

Socioeconomic status is based on a family’s income, parental education level
2

parental occupation, and social status.



Teacher behavior describes the interaction between student and teacher in terms
of how the teacher Inade the student feel white in class: welcomed, respected, safe,
helped, encouraged, and listened.

Delimitations
In this study, the folloﬁng delimitations were anticipated:
1. Participants only from select colleges and a GED program were utilized to conduct
this study.
2. Participants in this study were limited to ages 16 to 21.
3. Only the variable associated with differentiated instruction and teacher behavior were
measured in relation to students’ decision to drop out of school or persist.
4. Only two ethnic groups were included in this study, African American and Caucasian.
Assumptions
1. Students were honest in their responses to the questionnaire/survey.
2. .There' was a representative sample of GED students.
3. There was a valid measure of differentiated instruction and teacher behavior.
4. This study was not geographically limited to a certain location. There are people
enrelled in GED programs all across the United States.
| Justification
The cnrriculum for high school students has become more rigorous to meet the
| demands placed on students by state and federal governments. Addressing the issue of
high school dropouts is just as impolrtz‘lnt today as it was over thirty years ago. Students
dropping out of school is not limited to a certain gender or race. Research indicates that

students who drop out of school are more likely to abuse drugs, become incarcerated, and



become dependent on the federal government to assist in providing life’s necessities.
AdultsAwho do not complete high school have children who méy not complete high
school. This cycle‘repeats itself generation after generation. Therefore, our society
becomes comprised of more and more uneducated adults who are not academically
equipped to be productive citizens (Bracey, 2006).

Bracey (2006) states that over a million students leave school without a high
school diploma. The number alone is alarming. Students who choose to drop out of
school do not have much of a future. Goldentyer (1994) claims there are not a lot jobs out
there for people without high school diplomas. The chances these dropouts will ever own
a home or land a job that will pay adequate wages to purchase a home are highly unlikely
(Bracey, 2006).

The effect high school dropouts will have on society is tremendous. The
socioeconomic status of students who drop out of school tends to be lpwer. Students who
leave school early will make hundreds of thousands of dollars less in a lifetime than
students who graduate (Bracey, 2006).

Knowledge helps one to make informed decisions. Students who complete high
school express a desire to further their education whether it be immediately following
high séhool or later in life. A high school diploma allows students more opportunities for
better job employment. It is report'ed} in Education Vital Signs (2007) that the median
earnings of male four-yéar college gfaduatesﬁ were 63 percent higher than the median
earnings of male high school gradﬁates. For women, the gap between inedian earnings of
high school and college graduates was 70 pércentQ A high school diploma isa

requirement for accessing additional education or securing good income. Research shows
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that each student who graduates from high school rather dropping out will save states an
average of $1 3,706‘in Medicaid and expenditures for uninsured care over the course of
his/her lifetime (Education Vital Signs, 2007).

Students who complete high school are less likely to commit crimes. “There is a
higher incidence of criminal activity among non-graduates” (Vanderslice, 2004, p. 15).
Many youth who have spent time in some type of correctional facility do not possess a
high school diploma. Hardy (2006) states that 75 percent of state brison inmates, and 59
percent of federal inmates, are high school dropouts. The lack of education prbhibits
students from: finding suitable employment. These students resort to other means of
caring for themselves financially, such as pilfering and peddling‘drugs. Inmates are
housed and fed at thé expense of the taxpayer.

The dropout rates for African American students are substantially higher than
Caucasian students. “Nearly half the nation’s African American students and almbst 40
percent of Hiépa'nic students attend high schools in which graduation is not the norm”
(Hardy, 2006, p. 18). Becoming more knowledgeable of minority cultures will help
teachers prépare instruction to meet the needs of all students. A society consists of all
races and ethnicities, and each individual has sométhing to contribute }making the world
extremely diverse. About 65 percent of America’s population gfowth in the next two
decades will be among minorities (Vanderslice, 2004). -

Many studerits Wholleave school early due to pregnanéy or parenthood become
dependent on the government for financial assistance at the expense of taxpayers.
Drropoutsbare more li‘kely to draw on welfare and other social pfograms throughout their

liﬂves‘(Vanderslice, 2004).7The higher the dropout rate, the lower the socioeconomic
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status of citizens. Again,‘ the cycle repeats itself resulting in more and rhore dropouts.
Vanderslice (2004) states that dropouts are at a greater risk for getting pregnant and
becoming single parents.

If the national dropout rate continues to escalate, there will be more and more
students who are not academically prepared to be productive citizens. Increased dropout
rates will cause local and federal governments to induce more pressure on school districts
to address the concern and find a solution to the growing problem (Vanderslice, 2004).
Not addressing this problem will create a deficit in positive adults who are able to
function and contribute to society. |

Summary

Students dropping out of high school is a problem that continues to draw
attention. Many students choose to drop out of school for varioué reasons. Family,

- school, peers, and the community all play a significant role in a students’ decision to
leave School. It is evident that it will take the cooperation of family, school, and society
to reach commoﬁ ground and collaborate to resolve such a problematic issue.

Differentiated instruction allows teachers to educate fhrough various instructional
methods to ensure student success. Teachers’ behaviof plays a crucial role in the success
of some students. Teachers are empowered With the abilibty to equip students with
'necessary‘tool.s to be productive citizens. Many students only experience success at
school due to negative environmental factors oﬁtside of school. It is imperative that the
educational system not fail our students and take the necessary steps to support all

“students.
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CHAPTER I
REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE
Introduction

Reducing the number of high school dropouts is a national concern. Dropping out
of school is thought to be an impulsive act rather than a long term process. Leaving
school before graduation is not an impulsive decision; it is an extended process that
should be tracked long before a child transitions or progresses into high school. This
study will focus on students who drop out of school and enroll in GED prograrﬁs. The
drépoﬁt problem will continue to be an important issue because each day, a student
somewhere drops outr of school. |

~ This chapter will provide an overview of various reasons given for students
dropping out of school and the factors that play a role in students’ decision t\o leave
school. Family, school, peers, and the community all influence students’ academic
careers. It is important to understdnd these factors in order to identify a solution to this
growing problem.

Among the factors that have shown to correlate with dropout fates are gender,
ethnicity, parental | education, scholastic ability and _achievement; ‘self-esteem,
socioeconomic status, dru‘g and alcohol use, parental involvement, peer relations, school ‘
climate, class size, and par'ticipation‘ in extracurricular activities (Davis, Ajzen; Saunders

& Williams, 2002).
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Theoretical Framework

This literature review focuses on both individual and institutional factors and how
these factors influence students’ decision to drop out of school. Russell Rumberger
(2004) presents two conceptual frameworks for understanding the phenomenon of
dropping out. One framework is based on an individual perspective that focuses on
individual factors associated with dropping out. The other framework is based on an
institutional perspective that focuses on the contextual factors found in students’ families,
schools, communities, and peers. Both frameworks are useful and necessary in
understanding why students drop ou"t of sch§ol. Rufnberggr (2000) uses these two
frarﬁeworks to explain the connection between individual factors, institutional factors,
and students’ decision to leave school.

Dropout Factors

Students’ values, attitudes, and behaviQrs haye a powerful influence on their
decision to drop out of school. A student’s level of engagement in school can indicate
his/her values, attitudes, and behaviors about échool. Engagement is described in two
dimensions, academic and social. Students are engaged in their learning and students are
engaged in the social dimensions of school (Orﬁeld,‘ 2004). Some students decide to
leave school bécause they do not do their schoolwork (academic engagement) or because
they do not getv along with- peers (social engagemeht). | V

Orﬁeld says that “dropping out is one éspect.of three interrelated dimensions of
vedu‘crational achieyement” (2004, p. 134). Educational achie?ement consists of academic
: achievement, eduéational stability, and educational attainment. Students who eém poor

test scores and frequently chénge schools are less likely to graduate or complete school.
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Engagement and educational achievement are influenced by students’vbackgrounds prior
to e.ntering school (Orfield, 2004). |

Absenteeisrnrand student discipline problems are factors assciciated with students
dropping out of school. Diopping out of schnol is not just a result of academic failure.
Student mobility is also associated with dropping out of school. Frequently changing
residences or schools can increase the risk }of dropping out of high school. Students who
are very mobile do not geta chance to fully engage with teachers and peers and tend to
withdraw or disengage themselves from school’ (Orfield, 2004).

High school employment is associated with dropping out. Some students work
long hours and have little time to study, which results in poor grades. Research shows
that students who drop out of school due to working long hours donot vary among
gendei, race, or socioeconomic status (Orfield, 2004). Students like the idea of having
their own money, become more disengagéd from school, and become more interested in
work. Vollstadt (2000) states that teens are more concerned with job skills and
employment opportunities than Shakespeare and French verbs.

Teenage pregnancy can influence students’ decision to leave school. Studies have
shown that teena_geipregnancy has a negative effect on high school completion (Orfield,
2004). There are also several demogr'aphic variables such as, gender, race and ethnicity,
immigration status, and language background that have been shown to predict withdrawal
from school (Black, 2005). Orfield states that disabilities and low educational and
occupational inspirations are associated with dropping 6ut of school (2004). Azzam

(2007) maintains that students who experience poor academic achievement and
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disengagement in elementary and middle school tend to be at higher risk for dropping out
of high school. |

Retention indicates a student’s past academic performance. Each year, a large
number of students are retained in various grades. The National Education Longitudinal
Study (NELS) of 2006 suggested that about one in five eighth graders had been retained
at least once since first gradé. Students are no longer being socially promoted and high
school exit exams have become more rigorous. Retention significantly increases the
likelihood of students dropping out of school.

The parallel structure of where people live and where they socialize can affect
their attitudes and behaviors. Families, schools, and communities all shape a Student’s
behévior. A student’s family background is the single most important contributor to
success in schobl (Black, 2005). Family background can have a strong influence on
student achievement. A family’s socioeconomic status, measured by parent income and
education, is a good indicator of achievement or dropout characteristics in school. The
more income parents have the better equipped they are to provide resources to support
their chiidren’s eduéatvion’.

Family rélatiohships also play a role in student achievement. When there is a
strong relationship between parents and students, students are less likely to be influenced
by other environmental factors, such as peers, and are more likely to stay in school.
Parents who are more involved in their children’s academic career take on the role of

- promoting student achievement. Pafcnts who monitor and regulate their children’s
| activities and provide eniotional sUpport deé_rease the likelihood of their children

dropping out of schddl ‘(Christenson & Thurlow, 2004).
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Schools are also ‘inﬂuential on student achievement, inéluding dropout rates.
Séhool resources, such as pupil/teacher ratio and teacher qual‘ity can have a bearing on
student achievement. The academic and social climate of a school is important. Orfield
says that “school social capital as réﬂected in positive relatidnships between étudents and
teachers reduce the risk of dropping out” (2004, p. 143). Many policies and procedures
directly and indirectly cause students to withdraw from school. Policies that concern poor
grades, attendance, and misbehavior can lead to suspensions, expulsions, or transfers.
Other policies that are created to encourage the overall effectiveness of the school affect
student withdrawal. Requiring students to pass exams to receive a high school diploma
can inﬂﬁence high schooi dropout rates.

In addition to families and schools, communities and peers can alter a student’s
decision to stay in school. Students with friends who have dfopped out of school are more
likely to drop out of school. Low-quality neighborhoods affect dropout rrates through the
lack of resources, éuch as playgrounds, parks, and afterschool programs. Students are
exposed to‘ negative peer influences, which increase the likelihood of dropping out of
school (Orfield, 2004).

Thére are persisteﬁt inequalities in student achievement among racial and ethnic
groupﬁ. Every year an alarming percentage of poor and minority students drop out before
graduating from hi_gh school. Nationally, only about two-thirds of all students and only
half of all African Americans, Hispanics, and Native Américans Who enter ninth grade
’graduath: with high school diplomas four years later (Christenson & Thurlow, 2004).
Although theréi has been a lot of attention placed on student achievement measured by

grades and test scores, there has also been a significant amount of attention focused on
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exblaining differences in dropout rates in racial and ethnic groups. Many racial and ethnic
groups lack the resources to support student achievement increasing the risk of poor
outcomes. Child poverty rates for African Americans and Hispanics are more than iwice
as high as child poverty rates for Caucasians (Rudden, 2001). Many ‘minority students
attend poor schools that do not possess the‘necessary resources to provide quality
instruction. Cultural differences in values, attitudes, and behaviors contribute to the
explanation of why some racial and ethnic minorities are not successful in school.

Race and ethnic differences often becorﬁe socioeconomic differences, which in
turn, lead to differences in opportunity. Many minority students grow up in less ideal
situations or environments with parents who have little education. Thése situations or
environments impact educational achievemenf and create a trickle down effeét through
génerations. “Minorjty'students do not learn as much as White} students at the same point
in their educational careers. By 12™ grade, the average Black student can only do math
and read as well as a'White eighth grader” (Weiher & Tedin, 2006, p.-963).

Understanding why students drop out of school is a difficult task because it is
influenced by a number of individual and instituti'on‘al factors. Dropping out of school is
‘not just a result of academic failure, but can be a result of social problems in school, too.
These problems display themselves early 1n a student’s écademic career and require the
need for early intervention. These problems are influenced by a lack of support and
resources in families, échools, and communities. The social and acadefnic problems at-

risk students face must be addressed to reduce drbpdut rates.



18

Characteristics of Dropouts

All races and ethnicities of students drop out of high school. A major
misconception of dropping out is it is confined to a small, unmotivated group of young
people. People also assume that dropping out of school is a major problem of African and
Hispanic central city youth who have rejected the importance of education (Almeida,
Johnson & Steinberg, 2006). Another miscovnception is that there is little anyone can do
to get back on track those who leave school early.

About 20 percent of all students drop out of school and about 40 percent of
students in the nation’s lowest socioeconomic group drop out. HoWever, dropping out is
not just a problem of the poor. One in ten young people from families in the highest two
levels of income and education are also dropping out. Socioeconomic status routweighs
race as the key indicator for dropbing out. African Americans in the lowest |
socioeconomic group are less likely than their Caucasian and Hispanic peers to drop out.
Based on the National Education Longitudinal Study (NELS) of 2006, about 30 percent
of African Americans in thevbottom group dropped out compared with 37 percent of
Hispanics and 41 percent of Caucasians. The problem of dropping out and its negative
consequences do affecf African American and-Hispanic commu'nitie‘s more than
Caucasian communities.‘ African Americans and Hispanics are overrepresented in the
loWest income groups (NELS, 2006).

Students with_attendaﬁce probiems' experience difﬁculty in academic areas.
Absenteéism is detrimental to students’ achievemént, promotion, graduation, self-esteem,
and employment poténtial (Focus Adolescent Sérvices; 2000). It is clear tho_sev students

who miss a lot bf school tend to fall behind their peers in the classroom. ‘This, in turn,



19

leads to low self-esteem and increases the likelihood that at-risk students will drop out of
school (FAS, 2000).

Students at risk for dropping out experience grade retention and low academic
achievement. A high frequency of behavior problems is one of the strongest predictors of
school dropout. Some students engage in aggressive behavior, delinquency, or drug or
alcohol abuse (Fortin, Marcotte, Potvin, Royer, & Joly, 2006). Inappropriate behavior
results in detention, truancy, and expulsion from school.

Parents who exhibit poor parenting skills, including lack of emotional support,
lack of involvement in the child’s school activities and inadequate supervision are
strongly associated with the risk of students’ dropping out of school (Weiher & Tedin,
2006). Low parental expectations regarding school can be associated with students’ lack
of interest in school. Also, students whose parents live on social wélfare or frequently
change jobs bare at risk for dropping out of school.

Finnan and Chasin (2007) state the ciassroom climate and the interactions
between teacher and student have an effect on academic achievement and the student’s
engagerhent in school and social activities. There are some classroom environments in
which the ruleé are unclear and inconsistent. Some students who drop out perceive their

,teacher; to be controlling, unsupportive‘ and uninterested in them. The quality of the
teacher-student relationship, in terms of attitudes and the behavior that may result, had an
impact on the student’s performance and persistenée in school (Fortin, Marcotte, et al.,
2006).

School counselors are in a good position to have a positive »impact on the préblem

of high school dropouts. Because of problems that do not pertain to acad‘emics',.many
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students who areat risk of dropping out of school are frequently invol’ved with

community and school counselors (Stanard, 2003). Dropping out of school should be -

viewed as a process rather than an event, and counselors can provide interventions to

address the dropout ’problemv on multiple levels. Stanard (2003) says counselors can be

instrumental in the development of school policies and procedures to ensure that these

policies and procedures do not exacerbate the dropout problem. |
Ramifications of Dropping Out of School

Students who drop out of high school experience social and economic failure. '
High school dropouts are more likely to be unemployed, in prison, and living in poverty.
The United States J uétice Department reported in 2003 that two-thirds of prison inmates
were dropouts. The average annual income of an adult high school dropout in 2002 was
$18,800. Low income families are dependent upon the federal government to provide
financial assistance to meet their neéds. Again, this cycle repeats itself, thus increasing
the uneducated population.

Obtaining a high school diplonia has become a prerequisite for ‘social and
economic stébility in the AUnited States. Students who decide to leave school early are not
equipped for the m(;dem workforce. There is no consistency in employment, the burden
of welfare is increased, and the risk of drug use and incarceratvion becomes greater
(Davis, Ajzen, Saunders & WilliamS, 2002). Earning a high school diplbmé does not
guarantee a job. However, it increasés the chances for employment and a better life.

- Dropping out of school continues to be an issue of national cOﬁcem because of its
-connection with poor labor market prospects, higher rafes of public assistance receipt,

and higher rates of substance abuse and inCarceration (National Center for Education
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Statistics NCES, 2005). NCES reports that 10.5 percent of youth age 16 to 24 are not
attending and have not completed high school. The rate for African American youth is
11.3 percent and 25.7 percent for Hispanic youth. |

As mentioned earlier, this study focuses on a subset of dropouts, General
Educational Development (GED) certificate students. The GED certificate is the moSt
widely recognized form of alternative seconciary certification in the United States today.
It is viewed as the ﬁmctional equivalent to the traditional high school diploma. Smith
(2003) says the GED program is a low-cost way to integrate hundreds of thousands of ét-
risk individuals back into the mainstream of society, while at the same time providing an
efficient means for the educational system to} appeaf to meet its goals of equality of
educational opportunity.

Although a GED allows students to further their education, GED recipients are
still at a disadvantage. Students who drop out of high school and acquire a GED do not
fare as well in the labor‘vmarket as students who stay in school and earn a high school
diploma (Mumané & Tyler, 2000). The economic returns to GED attainment indicate that
th:se returns arevsigniﬁcantly below those of traditional high school graduatés and not
much higher than those of other dropouts. Stewart (1999) notes that teens who choose to
drop out of school before graduating paya high price in the job niarke’;.

| Students who earn a high school diploma are much more likely to go on to
college. Murnane and Tyler (2000) note that GED recipients tend to coine from lower-
income familiés than cthentional high school‘graduates. Parents of GED recipients are

less likely to have completed high school. As a result, they know less about how to enroll
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in coilege and gain access‘ to financial aid. In addition the GED test does not guarantee
mastery -of the skills needed in college coursewofk.
Achievement Gap

Closing the achievement gap has been an issue since Brown v. Board of
Edﬁcation in Topeka Kansas in 1954. Stover (2007) notes that No Child Left Behind
(NCLB) has brought all demographic groups into the picture. The adequate yearly
progress (AYP) requirements of NCLB were designed to expose achievement gaps
between groups of students so that schools will spend more time trying to close those
gaps. The AYP requirement serves a dual purpose. It is a means of closing achievement
gaps and improving the performance of all studenté (Stover, 2007).

The achievement gap dates back to the administration of achievement tests given
by the United States Army in World War I. Even then those tests that were extremely
harsh, a gap in achievement was determined between African American and Caucasian
recruits that is still present today. Funding disparities in schools who serve minority
students and those who serve Caucasian students have been immense. When funding
schools it is essential to look at the specific issues at each school and fund it according to
individual school needs. Funding schools as if all populations have the same problems
does not close vthe achievement gap.

Gardner (2007) believes that many teachers, schools and even communities have
. Vgivenr up on minority students. Teachersv go through the mqtions' of educating these
childreri, but really do not believe in them. When children sense that teachers do not

~ believe in them, they experience difficulty believing in themselves.
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| The factors that cause so many minority students to underachieve are varied.
Many come from a less ideal background of poverty. Some parents have negative
experiences with school and teachers, thus becoming more reluctant to come to school,
participate in school functions, and contact teachers with questions or concerns.
Ultimately, some parents are left with a lack of confidence in the school and education
system (Gardner, 2007).

Rudden (2001) states that minority students experience success at lower rates than
Caucasians. Many minority students observe their parents struggling and listen to their
parents discuss how difﬁcult it is to get ahead. These students come to school and work
as hard as their Caucasian counterparts, but fail to achieve at the same rate. Assumptions
that minority parents do not cére as much about education as Caucasian parehts have
been voiced.

It is obvious that the achievement gap and the problems that continue to grow
reflect the attitude of our society. When the attitudes of the country begin to change and
poverty becomes a national priority, we will see the gap in achievement begin to
diminish. Racism must be recognized as the treacherous cancer that it is and a united
front formed to take action against if is imperative (Bérack, 2006).

Most studies and reports on the achievement gap have focused on the
achievement scores between Caucasian é.nd African American students on national tests.
No Child Left Behind plaécs focus at the school level and schqols have tovreport how
| well racial and éthnin subgroups in each school are performing in relation to their
Caucasian counterparts. Sbhéols are also required by NCLB to break down tést scores

according to student poverty levels,



24

language, and disability status. Unfortunately, reaching AYP and improving state
assessment scores have taken center stage, while closing the achievement gap has gained
less attention.

Many mindrity students grow up in less ideal situations that result in reduced
educational achievement. The parents of minority students have little education and lack
the necessary resources to accelerate learning. The achievement gap varies in dimension.
Weiher and Tedin (2006) say minority students do not learn as much as Caucasién
student at the same point in their educatiohal careers. Many African American and
Hispanic twelfth graders perform as well as an eighth grader in math and reading.

~Minority students complete high school at lower rates and have lower scores on
achievement tests than Caucasian students. |

Effective teachers can boost student achievement, and students who have good
teachers for many consecutive years, show gains in achievement (Haskins & Loeb,
2007). No Child L¢ft Behind mandates states to provide every student with a highly
qualified teacher in every subject area. Having highly qualified teachers in every
classroom is of high importénce. There is also an emphasis on closing the achievement
gap between middle class students and their poor and minority peers.

Haskins and Loeb (2007) state that since the publication of A4 Nation at Risk in

1983, a report by the United States Department of Education, public schbols have Been
under criticism. Althoﬁgh the nation has been under several educational reforms, there
are still many problems that persist today. Some of the issues that are still problematic
today are high school dropo-ut rates, achievement gap, and bad repfesentation in

comparison to intematiohal schools. These problems still persist and funding for public
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education has doubled since 1983. Family background continues to have a negative effect
on student achievement and plays a big role in the problems that impact our educational
system.

Test scores is one method used to evaluate effective teachers. However, test
scdres only measure a narrow range of a student’s academic abilities. Standardized
testing encourages teachers to teach-only'the areas where students will be assessed. The
characteristic subgroup of many students, such as socioeconomic status is not taken into

_account when reviewing test scores.

Students who are at-risk pose a threat to thé high school dropout rate. Many
teachers doubt they cah do much to ensure the success of the at-risk student. However,
there are hundreds of low-income, high minority schools across the United States where
‘most students do well on standardized tests. Bell (2003) says that schools have closed Qr'
eliminated the achievement gap by getting students to read. Students cannot pass
standardizéd tests if they cannot read. To improve reading for at-risk students, there must
bea éommitmeht to a school wide program and students must support each other’s
reading. v

According to the Third International Mathematics and Science Survey, students’
scores that place therh in the bottom quartile are very good at‘doing the basics. ‘Higher-
order thinking skills should be promoted for atfrisk students (Bell, 2003).> Students éhould
be exposed to mahy open-ended questions about le;ssons taught in the classroom.

Wait time should be increased to allow students adequate time to process the question
and provide a good response. Examples of challenging questions should be posted

throughout the classroom so that students are aware of your expectations. Teachers
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should always model responses and incorporate words that confuse at-risk students (Bell,
2003).

When at-risk students are tested on material taught in the classroom, they do not
always perform well the first time. Many teachers are unwilling to reteach material that
students missed on quizzes or tests. In order to better prepare at-risk students for
assessments, daily review should be conducted and there has to be a variety of teaching
strategies that accommodate all learning styles. Checking for progress or understanding
should be immediate and constant to ensure the success of at-risk students.

| Bell (2003) states that at-risk students shoﬁld be made to participate. Many
teachers eall on students who raise their hands resulting in the neglect of students who
participate the most. Calling on students at random to participate will ensure attention of
all students. Maintaining checklists will ensure that all students have been given an
opportunity to participate in each lesson. Getting students emotionally involved in the
lesson creates an optimal leaming environment. Students should be allowed to share how
they feel about what is taught and develop a passion for each topic learned throughout the
school year.

School Accountability in Mississippi

Accountability for students is essential in the efforts to raise student achievement.
Therefore, Mississippi has strengthened student assessment, school accreditation and
accountability standards to improve student achievement. Informing pafents of what is
expected of their children at each grade level is extremely important. An investment in

education is mandatory to prepare our students for an increasingly competitive world.
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' The Mississippi Départmeﬁt of Education created a school evaluation and
improvement system. The legislation required that each school in every school district be
assessed based on student performancé. Performance standards were set for every public
school and school improvement was measured by student growth. Schoorl accreditation
ratings were based on the percentage of students scoring proficient at each grade level
and meeting annual student growth (Mississippi Department of Education, 2005).

Beginning in 2008 students in grades 3 through 6 will be tested using the
Mississippi Curriculum Test 2 (MCT?2), which assesses students’ knowledge in reading, |
writing, and mathematics. At the secondary school level, students are tested in the subject
areas of Algebra I, Biology L English IT and U.S. History. Equality is important in the
accounfabiiity system, so only students who have been enrolled for 70% of the
instructional year are included in the state’s accountability system. Student performance
on the gra(‘1e73 and grade 7 MCT?2 is considered as part of an administrator’s decision to
promote or retain a student. High school students must pass subject area tests to graduate
and are provided with five more opportunitiéS to retest. Student achievement is reported
by achievement levels defined as follows: |

Advanced-students perform beyond what is requiréd to be successful at the next>

grade, Proﬁcignt-students demonstrate mastery of skills required for success at the
next grade, Basic-students demonstrate partial mastery of skills required for
sﬁccess at the' next grade, Minimal-students perform belpw basic and do not
demonstrate rﬁastery of skills. (MDE, 2005). |

The implémentation of No Child Left Behind (NLCB)»ensures there will be

consequences for those schools that do not improve student achievement. NCLB also
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stipulates that, within- twelve years, all students perform at the proﬁcient level in reading
and mathematics (MDE, 2005). Mississippi students are measured against performance
standards created by teacher committees who are also instrumental in the development of
standards found in the Mississippi Curriculum Frameworks. Schools that receive federal
funding are expected to ensure that all students meet high standards. Schools that do not
reach a certain level of progress toward the proficiency goal are labeled “school
improvement” schools and receive special assistance form the MDE (MDE, 2005).

Each school in a school district has a report card providing information about the
achievement of students, graduation rates, and teacher qualifications. Competent
teachers play a significant role in student success. Research supports the link between
teacher quality and student'learning. NCLB required that every classroom be staffed by a
highly qualified teachef by the end of the school year 2005-2006 (MDE, 2005). Highly
qﬁaliﬁed teachers must possess a college degree, acquire necessary pedagogical skills,
and demonstrate content knowledge by passing rigorous state approved tests, such as the
PRAXIS. Each school district must provide professional development for their teachers
to ensure they are equipped with thé necessary content knoWledge to be effective in the
classroom.

The Mississippi Teacher Center was created in 1994 to recruit and retain quality
teachers. The goals of the center are té recruit new and former teachers into the teaching -
profession, rétain quality teachers through its enhancement programs, promote the
importance of the teaching profession through an annual marketing campaign and
collaborate With school districts; collveges and uniQérsities,‘ community colleges;

businesses and communities to provide a quality education for all children (MDE, 2005).
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The 'centef is committed to providing School districts with services to help secure
competént and highly qualified teachers.

Every objective in thé 2006 Mississippi Language Arts Framework and the 2007
Mississippi Mathematics Framework has been assigned a Depth of Knowledge level.
Depth of Knbwledge (DOK) was designed by Norman Webb. Depth of Knowledge levels
help educators understand the complexity of each objective and what students are
expected to know and do. Objectives challenge students by expecting them to complete a
sequence of steps, extend their thinking, sy-rithelsize‘ infofmation and produce significant
work over time (MDE, 2007). It is crucial that teachers provide students with prior
instruction when neces_sai‘y in order to assess students on their acadvemic performance.

The purposé of assigning DOK levels to each objective is td provide teachers with
the level 6f complexity at which éach objective should be taught. Nationally, Mississippi
students standardized test scores’ place them at the bottom. Therefore, it is crucial that
teachers differentiate instruction to challenge and meet the needs of all students.

There are four leQelé in Norrnan Webb’s Depth of Knowledge. ﬁese levels are
based on two main factors. Oné factor is sophistication and complexity. Sophistication
will depehd upén the degree to which simple knowledge and skills have to be recalled
and the amount of thought processing required. The other factor is» thatr stﬁdents at each
grade level have received prior instruction and én opportunity to learn the content.

Level 1 is recall of information such as a fact, definition, or a term. Level 2 is skill
or concept and includes the engagement of mental processing. Students ‘are required to
make a decision asj to how to approach a probiem or activity. Level 3‘ is strategié thinking

and requires reasoning, planning, and a higher level of thinking. Level 4 is extended
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: thinking and requires complex reasoning and thinking over a extended period of time.
| The demands of the task should be extremely high and the work should be very complex.
Understanding by Design

Understanding by Design (UbD), developed by Wiggins and McTighe (1998), is a
framewdrk for improving student achievement. UbD works within the standards-driven
curriculum to help teachers clarify learning goals, devise revealing assessments of student
understanding, and craft effective and engaging learning activities (Wiggins & McTighe,
1998). Placing emphasis on the teacher’s role as a designer of student learning is critical.

Understanding by Design is based on very important ideas. A primary goal of
education should be the development and deepening of student understanding. Wiggins
and McTighe (1998) state that students reveai their understanding most effectively when
they are provided with complex, real opportunities to explain, interpret, apply, and self-
assess. Many students who choose to drop out of schools do so because they cannot see
the relationship between school and real life. A three-stage design process called
“backward design” delays the planning of classroom activities until goals have been
clarified and assessments designed. Student gains are achiei/ed through regular reviews of
data followed by specific adjustments to curriculum and instruction. Teachers, schools,
and districts benefit by working smarter through the coll’aborative design, sharing, and
peer review of unitsof study (Wiggins & McTighe, 1998).

| | L Teacher Behavior as Relative to Dropouts
Regardless of background, what happens to .students in school influences whether

. they will stay and graduate from high school. A teacner’s words and behavior can be

powerful and also a factor related to why students drop out of high school. Not only
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demographic characteristics such as, family income and race, but specific experiences,

policies, and individuals in high schools have a profound impact on students’ decision to

leave high school (Golden, Kist, Trehan, & Padak, 2005). Many of these students who
decided to leave school early obtain a General Education Development (GED) and go on
to college.

The American Council on Education reports that more than 945,000 United States
adults took the GED test in 2001, an increase of nearly 32% from 2000. The Ohio
Literacy Resource Center at Kent State Univerisity began an initiative to support GED
graduates in higher education. A group of 25 students who dropped out of high échool,
obtained a GED, and attended Kent State University in Ohio were interviewed about their
high school experiences. Almost every interview conducted in the research included
stories related to negative e*periences involving organizational barriers, teachers,

- guidance counselors, curriculum practices, or instructional approaches (Golden, Kist,
et.al., 2005). Many of the students expressed feelings of inferiority in high school in
comparison to their experiences iﬁ college. They felt ignored and a lack of support from
High school teachers and other staff. Other students felt as if they were just passéd along
through the system. Students in this interview perceived teachers as possessing the

~“power to really help or really tear down a person” (Golden, Kist, et al., 2005, p. 3 14).
The relationship between high school teachers and students can be very impersonal
where students are deprivéd of the one-on-one attention many of them still need to be
successful.

Schools are central to the developmental process of students. Many students who -

face hardships at home rely on the school system for stability, support and guidahce.
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School is crucial for students in the transition to adulthood. Dropping out becomes
harmful when students are cut off from important information, opportunities, and
personal assistance before they establish connections to other social institutions. It is
evident that students who drop out face higher unemployment rates, lower lifelong
earnings, higher incidence of criminal activity, and a greater likelihood of health
problems than students who complete high school and go on to college (Croninger &
Lee, 2001).

Teachers can provide students with emotional support and encouragement needed
to be successful in schooi. Infermation and guidance about personal and academic
decisions along with assistance in scheolwork are instrumental to improve student
achievement. Croningerv and Lee (2001) believe students who have deQeloped a
relationship with their teachers and other adults have more resources to draw upon and
more likely to complete high school.

Most students who drop out of school leave between the 10" and 12" grades
because the legal age for dropping out is 16 in most states. However, the decision to leave
school does not originate during high school years. There i‘s a “cumulative process of
disengagement” that begins as early as first grade (Cronir;ger & Lee, 2001, p. 551).
Students who leave high school before graduéting often express a lack of social and
academic support as one reason fer leaving. A feeling of disconnect develops despite the
continued> efforts to obtain help.from school personnel.

Croninger and Lee (2001) state the importance of 'positive social relationships and
the effect it can have on students’ social and academic performance. Eveh when

schoolwork is difficult and classroom expectations become»challengiﬂg; students are still



33

willing to put forth more effort to be successful in school. These relationships provide
students With the emotional support and encouragement they need when personal
problems overwhelm them_. Positive relationships keep negative outcomes from |
occurring. Being a reliable source to students can heighten confidence levels and improve
their chances of acquiring a high school education.

Giving students a voice in classroom and curriculum decisions makes schcols less
domineering and more democratic. Schools that ialloi)v students to have a voice
experience fewer discipline problems, more student engagement, and higher student
achiei/ement. A classrcom should not be cne-sided where teachers make all the decisions
about whét learning will take place and how learning will be conducted. A classroom that
allows student voice promotes much teacher-student dialogue (Barack, 2006).

Teachers and students should negotiate the curriculum. Students should be
allowed to share what they already know about a topic. There should be ccnsensus about
what is important and what will be learned. How new information will be learned should
be determined by teacher and students, and ways to assess student learning should be
discussed.

Bl,ack (2005) says that high school students who have dropped out of school have
been “systematically silenced, not only in curriculum but also in how their schools are
, run” (p. 40). These students who feel they do not have a voice quietly disappear. Students
wlio haye been silenced tend to have low test scores, little interest in school, and a range -
of social, emotional, and behavior problems. These strugglin'g‘ students. have a voice, but
are seldom heard. School leaders and teachers must acceptthait student engagement and

learning are the heart of school reform and student voice is its conscience (Black, 2005).
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Differentiated Instruction

Differentiated instruction was developed due to differences among learners, how
students learn, differences in learning preferences and individual interests (Anderson,
2007). The main goal of differentiated instruction is to engage all learners and make them
responsible for their own learning. It is extremely difficult to dater to tlie'r differdnt needs
of students during a time where there is increased pressure of accountability and
standardized testing. Many students perform on the edge of their classroom and never
fully engage in the learning process.

Differentiated instruction is not a new concept. Many years ago the one-room
schoolhouse was a prime example of teachers differentiating instmétion to meet the needs
of their students. Using differentiated instruction allows teachers to tap into the potential
of all students and maximize their capabilities. Teachers whor differentiate instruction
~ know that each child is unique. Students are allowed to work independently, with
partners or as a team. The work environmenti lends‘ itself to various learning preferences.
All students are working toward a common goal of proficiency on curriculum objectives.

The Mississippi Department of Education (2006) provides some key
understandings _regarding differentiated instruction. Differentiated instrdcﬁon is not just
individualized instruction or another way to provide homogeneous grouping or a wéy to
modify the same set of instructions and activities. Differentiated instruction is rooted in
assessment, student centered, and inédrporates whole-class, small grodp and individilal
instruction.‘ The teacher’s role in a-differentiated classroom is to serve as a coach or
mentor and give students responsibility for their own learning. Teachers in differentiated

classrooms survey student interests and learning preferences, create different avenues for
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students to gather information, and provide ways for students to communicate
comprehension of information. Classrooms are learning commﬁnities where students feel
welcomed, respected, and safe.

The key to differentiated instruction is that all students are given choices and
matched tasks that are compatible to their learning styles. Students are not serviced
through a “one size fits all” curriculum. Curriculum is differentiated in content, process,
and product. Students have multiple options for taking in information, showing
comprehension of information, and expressing what they know about a topic (MDE,
2006).

Diana Lawrence-Brown (2004), Assistant Professor of Bonaventure University in
New York, provides research on students with learning disabilities ér at-risk who can
receive appropriate education in regular education classrooms. Differentiated
instructional planning recognizes and supports the classroom as a community to which
peers belong, where they can be nourished as individual learners (Lawrence-Brown,
2004). Differentiated classrooms.are responsive to various learning levels of students.
T¢achers create different levels of expectations for students and creat e an environment
where all students can be successful. Differentiated instruction is just as important for the
student who finds school easy as it is for the student who finds school to be difficult.

Differ¢ntiati0n can be thought of as serving two broad goals. The first goal is to

increase success of grade-level curriculum standards for all studeﬁts. The second goal is
to prov;ide a curriculum that can be adapted for students who need it. Effecti've
différ_entiated inStrudion starts with high-quality education lessons. Hands-on

eXperienCes, cooperative learning, real-life applications, and other multi-sensory
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activities promote active learning. There is a connection between subject matter and
students’ interests with the incorporation of all le&ning styles. Vollstadt (2000) states
another reason students say they are bored is that they can’t see a relationship between
their classes and their future. The ultimate goal is for students to experience high rates of
success and low rates of failure.

The No Child Left Behind Act requirements have changed the focus on
educational reform. The curriculum has become more rigorous and high-stakes
assessments have become more demanding. Individuals with Disabilities Education Act
(IDEA) calls for individualized education for sfudents with disabilities in the least
restrictive environment. Van Garderen and Whittaker (2006) report on planning
differentiated instruction and integrating multicultural education to meet the needs of a
diverse population of studeﬁts in in'clusi\}e classrooms.’

~ Van Garderen and Whittaker (2006) state the basic premise of differentiated
instruction is “to plan curriculum and instruction that meets the needs of academically
diverse learners by honoring each student’s leafﬁing needs and maximizing each
student’s learning capacity” (p. 12). Differentiation can occur within text, method,
‘ résults, affect, ahd learning environment. Instruction can changev or alter based on student
readiness, interést, and learning proﬁle. Implementing differentiated instruction with
- students with disabilities and at-rvisk students will allow students to experignce success.
There is concern about the underachievement of students with disabilities, at-risk
students and minority students. Theré is not an equal representation of all ethnicities in
special education. This can be attributed to students and their family backgrounds. For

these reasons, it is critical that schools create more inclusive classrooms that promote an
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environment where instruction‘ takes into consideration the importance of multicultural
education and differentiated instruction. Improving student achievement will take
teachers being responsive to all students’ cultures and providing equity in their pedagogy.

Edwards, Carr, and Siegel (2006) explore differentiated‘instruction as a tool for
meeting academic needs of diverse learners in schools. The research was part of a
university teacher education program. Teacher candidates implemented differentiated
instruction to evaluate its effectiveness in the clessroom. This study provided insight into
teachers’ instructional pfactices, their attitudes toward tltese praetiCes, and their
preparatioh to use differentiated instructien. Students are expected to perform at the high
standards set by school districts and states. Scheol districts and states are held
accountable for student achievement measured by standardized test scores, so they
explore teachers’ current practices and assess whether or Anot those practices |
produce quality instructien.

Edwards, Carr, and Siegel (2006) propose that effective teachers consider their
students’ uniqueness when planning, teaching, and evaluating lessons. Teachers create
lessons that begin where students are and engage them through different learning styles.
The more teachers learn about tlteir students, the more they are able to create eXperiences “
that promote leamitlg. Students whose “academic skills féll outsitle the middle irt ene-
size-fits-all classes have fewer opportunities to learn; and hence, a poorer quality_ of
education” (p. 5835.

‘Tomlinson and Germundson (2007) believe teaching well is like creating jazz.
Jazz blends musical sounds and teachets make music by merging elements to ensure a

memorable sound. This requires the teacher to recognize there are independent rhythms
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in the classroom. Real teaching is the “servant of real learning” (p. 27). Teachers
combine four elements: curriculum, connections with students, inétruction, and
assessment to reconfigure the minds of students (Tomlinson & Germundson). These four
elements combine to create a sound of a teacher working in a setting that is tuned in
bothto each individual student and his/her ideas. Knowing. each individual student and
his/her interests motivates students to wbrk hard and instruction becomes a vehicle for
learning among diverse individuals.

Hawkins (2007) reports of a group of schools (elementary, middle, high school) in
Rhode Island that used differentiated instruction along with other strategies to try to
narrow the gap between special-needs} students and regular education students. After -
surveying these schools, a number of practices were used to reduce the achievement gap
and improve student achievement. Special needs students were includéd in the general
classrooms where high expectations were established for all learners. Highly qualified
staff members who were responsive to student needs were provided professional
development on best practices. Many forms of assessment and differentiating
instructional practices to address student needs were used. Parents wére in\(olved in
student learning and safe learning environments were created.

Cusuméno and Mueller‘(2007) tell about Holland Elementary School in the
Fresno Unified School District-that wanted to improve student performance levels. The
needs of their diverse learners had to | be addressed. This school ‘decided to use
| differentiéted instruction as the best practice to lead students th> sﬁccess. Through various
traihing and profes:sional'development, the school was able to implement a number of -

activities and strategies, including modeling best practices of differentiated instructionbbyi
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literacy coaches, differentiated instruction training by. content, process, and product,
grade-level learning teams, and training to interpret benchmark data. Through
restructuring, monitoring, and reflecting on results, this school has made higher student
achievement a reality. |

George says that “differentiated instruction must form the core of the classroom
experience for students in a democracy that works” (2005, p. 186). Differentiated
instruction classrooms serve as the nexus for the educational success of every type of
student. This allows students and teachers to view differénccs among students as assets
that strengthen the claésroom. Individual growth is the emphasis in a well-differentiated
classroom Wheré all students feel challenged and successful. Teachers in differentiated
instruction clasSfooms expect all students to be successful.

Changing a student’s instructional style.is easier said than done. For years,
teachers have been the “answer book” for their students. Traditionally, teachers
dominated whole class inStrucﬁon and created an environment where studénts depended
on the teacher to do everything for them. Today, teachers should assume thé role of
classroom facilitator of learning. Differentiated instruction becomes the strategy that
allows new roles and relationships in the classroom (George, 2005).

There is an increasing diversity of students. Teachers‘face many difficulties in
planning and adapting lessons to allow for differentiatiqn. In order to ¢xperience‘ teaching
success in a differentiated instruction classroom, teachers must begin where students are.
Students should be engaged in instruction usihg different learning modalities. Students

‘compete more against themselves than others. Teachers provide ways for each student to
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learn and use his/her time flexibly. “Teachers become diagnosticians, prescribing the best
possible instruction for each student” (Holloway, 2000, p. 82). |

| Van Sciver (2005) uses the analogy of a little league baseball coach who analyzes
a pitcher’s performance for educators who want to improve students’ achievement scores.
The pitcher’s goal is to throw strikes, but there is always the opposing batter. In
education, this batter is No Child Left Behind (NCLB). Students are p‘laced-into different
and unique subgroups. However, students are not taught in these subgroups. They are
disbursed with students from all categories sitting in the same classrooms at the same
time creating very diverse classrooms. This is when differentiated instruction is
incorporated to address various learning styles. A coach has many pitchers with his/her
own challenges with delivering the ball to the plate, but the goal is the same for eQery
pitcher, to speed the ball by the batter and into the catcher’s glove. In the clasSroom, itis
very similar. The goal is to have all students master specific content.

Despite the demands placed on teachers to ensure the success of all students,
teachers who love to teach will always ﬁnd ways to excel at what théy do bést. Teachers
must continue to reach new levels of expertise, adjust lesson plans, improve instruction,
and manage cléssrooms. McBride (2004) reports that differentiated instruction is crucial
in improving student pervform>ance. The one strategy fits all approach does not work in a
real classroom. It is now appropriate to create lesson plans to address individual needs so -
that each student 1s prepared for standardized tests. Differéntiating in;struciion will ensure
that each student feels success and not b'ecomer academically frustrated. When students
éxperience continuous failure in school, they become disengaged and some choose to

- leave school early before graduating. |
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Prbviding one-on-one attention in any grade is key to helping at-risk students
obtain a diploma. It is clear the high school dropout prbblem is not going anywhere.
Smaller class sizes coupled with Iﬁore individualizéd instl;uction will increase the
likelihood of more students graduating from high school. Keeping potential dropouts in
school can happen, but it will take hard work from the teacher and student and a lot of -
personal attention from the teacher.

Many high school students are leaving school because they are bor;:d. Barack says
that tailoring lessons to a student’s real life may be one of thé best weapons a school
district can possess (2006). It is essential that students are taught lessons théy can apply
to their lives. Peter Hart Research Associates conducted a survey polling 467 dropouts,
ages 16'to 24, about their high school experience. A shocking’.81 percent wished for more
“real-world learning,” such as teachers better explaining how education can lead to a
good job (Barack, 2006).

It is evident there is a change in the racial, cultural, and linguistic diversity of the
student ‘pop‘ulation, but that is not the problem. The problem lies in the way teachers are
responding to that change. The type of response to this change could negétively or
positively affect the self-esteem and academic success of these diverse students. Teachers
must find ways to work with students from diverse backgrounds. The school culture has
to be parallel with home cultures to promote success in all students. Brown (2007) says
that the imbrovement of academic achievement is based upon the effqrt téachers make to |
ensure their claésroom iﬁstruction is conduc;ted in a way that is responsive to students’
home cultures. A student’s culture will affect the way a student learns and teachers must

. show an appreciation for students’ cultures.
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Effective teachers are identified by their character traits, what they know, what
they teach, how they teach, what théy expect from their students, how their students react
to them, and how they manage their classroom (Brown, 2007). Teachers who are
culturally responsive use experiences of diverse students to improve classroom
instruction. An essential paﬁ of effective classroom instruction is allowing students of
diversity to make the connection between themselves and subject matter. Therefore,
transforming the curriculum to address the needs of all students is extremely important.

Instructing Minorities

Educating students of various ethnic backgrounds require different instructional
approaches, and every persbnal, emotional, and social aspect must be taken into
consideration. However, Brown v. Board of Education of Topeka, Kansas in 1954 was
instrumental in bringing about change in the way pilblic schools operated. This case
addressed whether segregating children in public schools based on race deprives minority
children of equal education opportunit'ies. Many African American students are placed in
lower academic tracks at a quick pace, which results in mis-education.

Only about half the minority students in the United States graduate from h1 gh
school. The No Child Left Behind law alléws states to report only overall graduétion
rates without a breakdown of minority subgrdups. Many times the minority situatioﬁ is -
concealed‘ ar‘ldr students who are low-performing are pushed‘out of school. |

How teachers intefact and instruct students in the claSsroom is important to
studeﬁt leérning. One key factor for African American students to oBtain personal,
ecoﬁomic, and social sﬁccess is to acquire a"formal education. The struggies of Afri‘cian

Americans to achieve excellence in education are linked to classroom instructional
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experiences. What Aﬁ"ican' American students brihg to the classroom should promote a
change in the classroom for them to be successful.

Research shows that the performance of African American children is enhanced
when teachers incorporate stimulating activities into their lessons (Young, Wright &
Laster, 2005). African American children often experience high stimulation at home,
church, and in the community. When these children enter school, they are expected to sit
in their seats all day and are given work that is not stimulating. Learning activities that
include physical movement and oral expression will have a positive impact on the
achievement of African American children. It is not as‘if African American children do
not want to learn, but learning requires teaching a student the way he or she learns.

Saddler‘ (2005) says that African American students, especially African American
males are three times more likely to be in a class for the educable mentally retarded than
are Caucasian students but are only one half as likely to be in a clésS for the gifted or
talented. African American students tend to enroll in vocational tracks taking fewer
academic courses that are rigorous. National data shows that fourth grade African |
American students fell behind their Caucasian peers in reading. Eighth grade African
Américan students represented 6>1 percent of the students who scored below basic in
math. | |

The purpose of schdoling is to communicate and maintain the existing culture.
Schools must Be able to respond to changes in soéiety by revising cufricula as needed. In
 the case of Brown v. Board of Educétion, the court ruled that it was harmful to.sepéfate
African American sthdé:nts fr()m other students of similar age. Separating Africaﬁ'

American students would create feelings of inferiority and could leave permanent scars.
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In many instances, the public jﬁstiﬁes the failure of African American students with
parents who are not interested in their children’s education. The historical structure of
schools and the influence they have on each culture are not overlooked.

The concern over the state of African American youth, especially male youth has
increased. Failure describes the education of African American males. Léck of
achievement is magnified by overrepresentation in special education, high suspeﬁsion
rates, expulsions, hi gh dropout rates and low college attendance rates (Davis, 2006).
These African American males who attempt to identify themselves are weakened by
environmental factors that exposé them‘to violence, abuse, a criminal record and under-
achievement in school.

Dailis (2006) explains a national program calléd‘ Youth Build that offers job-
training and life-skills assistance to high school dropoqts with 145 sites located around
the country. A total of 24. African American students were interviewed about their
experiences in school and after they decided to leave schdol. Before enrolling in Yputh
Build, many of these African Amefican men lived a life of drug dealing, drug use and
- other criminal activities. In the interviews many of them ‘mentioneid critical incidents in
their family, such as death, divorce, evictions, émd viblence, Many of them expressed
concerns of being treated like adults in school when they were |
still young boys. Some of ’them stated they felt their behaviors were misunderstood By
female teachers who felt their behaviors were defiant, aggreésive and intimidating.

Disengagement from svcholol is developed early on in the primary school yéars and
continues to worsen as students progress through seéondary‘schbol. The Ydu_th Build

program’s main goal is to provide ways to equip these males to be productive citizens in
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American society. Information on how boys create persohal meaning‘ for their academic
lives is limited. It will be important to try and understand experiences of African
American males from their perspectives.

In the state of Maryland, the need for mentors for African American male students
is very necessary. African American students comprise 38 percent of the state’s public
school populaﬁon. Only 1,229 African American boys of 32,000 took an Advanced
Placement exam in 2005 (Aratani, 2007). S‘ix of every 10 suspensiohsfinﬂlolved an
African American student. In this state there is a disproportionate number of African
American students placed in special education and courses that do not pfepare them for
college. African American men make up only 8.5 percent of Maryland’s college |
pbpulation.

Since 1977 there has been a decrease in college enrollment among African
American males. African American males are more likely to be placed in<special
education classes and classified as mentally retarded or learning disabled. Caucasian
peers tend to score higher on standardized tests and have higher grade point averages.
When investigating the preseﬁce of African American males in advanced placement or
‘honors courses, the numbers are little to none.

In Noguera’s (2003) article on the academic performance of Afriéan American
males, he states there is-a relationship betwéen educational performance and the -
hardships African American males face within the larger society. It is understood that
environmental and cultura] factors will have a marked influence on hufnan' béhaviors,
including academic pérformance. These factors can also affect the way African Amerfcan

males perceivé school and how théy will behave and perform in school. Ethnic and
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socioeconomic backgrounds will have a bearing on how students are perceived by adults
who work within schools.

Educational systems must pa); close attention to the attitudes and styles of
behavior that African American males adoﬁt and display in reaction to the social
environment. How these males see themselves within the context or meaning of school
will directly influence their performance in school. The location of African American
males within school, in special education classes, in the principal’s office, and the roles
they play at school suggest they are good for playing sports or rapping. Debating, wriﬁng |

“for the school newspaper, or participating Vin the science club are stringently out of reach
(Noguera, 2003). Although the negative behavior of African American males contributes
to poor academic achievement, they are also more likely fo be‘c‘hanneled into less
demanding roles and discouraged from challenging themselves by adulté who are
supp‘osed to assist them.

One out of every 3 African American children is raised in poverty. There are
greater risks for African American males in terms of health, welfare, and education.
However, some African American students discover ways to overcome the pressures
placed on them and choose academic success. These »students manage‘to névigate through
this difficult terrain and maintain academic achievement without succumbing to social
pressures.

In Noguera’s (2003) research of northern Caiifomia high schools, he has obtained
consistent evidence that most African American students valﬁe education and want to
sucgeed in school. In é survey of 147 African American high school males, 90% agreed

on the importance of education. Less than 20% of these males felt they were treated fairly
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by their teachers. If students Believe their teachers do not care about them ahd their
performance in school, the probability of them succeeding in school is greatly reduced.
After breaking down the data from the survey by class and race, poor students indicated a
high level of distrust in teachers.

Of the public schqols in California, there are 22 schools where African American
students compose 50%. or more of the student population and have test scores of 750 or
higher with 1,000 being the highest score (Noguero, 2003). Effective schools possess
certain characteristic;s that improve student achievement. Effective schools have a clear
sense of purpose and high expectations. The commitment to educate all students is
evident. The learning environment is safe and orderly and strong ’partnerships with
parents are created.

Understanding the cultural forms of African American males and the ways théy
respond and adapt to their social environment is imperative. Withéut understanding, it
will be impossible to influence the attitudes and behavibrs of African American males.
Adults sometimes experience difﬁcﬁlty communicating effectively with youth. Many
adults are aware of the chasm that separates them from youfh, yet adults take actions
intended to benefit young people without ever investigating whether the intervenﬁoﬁs
meet the needs or concerns of youth (Noguera, 72003).1

Obtaining a high school diploma is an important prerequisite for economic and
social stabilitykin the United States. Young adults who do not possess a high school
: dipldma are not equipped for the modern workforce. Many go from job to job, depend on
welfare, and are at high-risk for drug abuse and ihcarccration. A h'igh school diploma

does not guarantee a job, but it increases the chances for employment and a better life..
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-‘Summary

With revisions to the Mississippi curriculum and increased rigor in state testing,
the dropout problem is a priority for Mississippi public schools and has heigﬁtened the
need to address this issue through research. Choosing to leave school is not an impulsive
act, but a gradual process. Educators play a significant role in students’ decision to leave
or stay in school. Daily student teacher interaction in the classroom will impact students’
lives and educational decisions they make in the future. Meeting the needs of students
through different instructional approaches will ensure the academic success of all
students. Hall and Hall (2003) state when teachers build relationships With their students
through eXpressing faith in their ability to succeed, valuing them, and treating them as
individuals, at-risk studenf[s bécome empowered to make life-altering changes. Those
students who choose to drop out of school must be prbvided with other avenues to
become productive citizens.

The next chapter will discﬁss the methodology of this research. Participants (high
school dropouts/completers) in the study and the procedures for gathering data from
participants will also be addressed. This research will provide information 'related to the
use of differentiéted instruction and the influence teécher behaviors have on the suécess

of students.
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CHAPTER Il
METHODOLOGY

This chapter provides a framework for the methodological approach used to

address whether or not differentiated instruction and teacher behavior influence students’
decision to drop out of school or persist. The following areas are discussed in this
chapter: participants, instrumentationv, measurement of variables, data collection and
analysis.

Participants

The participants in this research study were students enrolled in college freshmen
courses or GED prbgrams in a state locafed in the southeastern region of the United
States. This was not a study of dropouts, but a subset of dropouts, GED students. The
~ ages of the participants were 16 to 21 years. The participants in this study were a

representative group of high school dropouts and high school graduates. All participation
‘was voluhtary; qu those potential participants who were less than 18 years of age,
parental permission was obtained before participant asséht was réquested.
Instrumentation
The researcher greated an instrument that consisted of thirty-one items for use in
this study. To determine the validity of the instrument, a group of experts was selected.
Tﬁe group ;)f exper‘ts‘ consisted of school administrators and school counselors. A group

of GED Students enrolled in a high school GED program were selected to complete the
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questionnaire to determine reliability. The group of experts suggested clearly defining

differentiated instruction and teacher behavior by adding more statements about

differentiated instruction and teacher behayior to be rated by participants. After
consulting with the group of experts, suggestions were taken into eorisideratioil and
revisions were made. After adding more statements to the subscales differentiated
instruction and teacher behavior, a group of GED students completed the questionnaire
for reliability. It was important the GED students could read and understand the wording
of the questionnaire to get accurate responses. After the GED etudents completed the
questionnaire, the researcher reviewed the pilot questionnaire to help determine
reliability. The instrument was determined to be a reliable construct. After the revised
instrument was piloted, administration of select colleges was contacted via letter
requesting permission to conduct the study on their campuses. Questionnaires were
distributed by the researcher to the three college campuses and their GED programs.
Measurement of Variables

The variables that were measured in this study included dropout status, indicated
by a response of yes or no to whether or not the participant dropped out of high schoel.
Participants provided gender and ethnicity. Inforniatiori repbrted differentiated
inst_ructioii and teacher behavior en participants’ decision to drop out or persist was
measured. The inﬂt1ence of gendei and race 0i1 differentiated instruction and teacher

behavior of participants was also measured.
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Questions one through seven gave some basic background information on each

participant. The participants provided the researcher with information about age, gender,

and ethnicity. Participants had to stipulate whether they were a freshman in college ora
GED student. If the participant was a GED student, the participant provided information
about what grade he/she dropped out of high school and chose from a list of reasons why
he/she dropped out of high school. Questions eight through twenty-one were actually a
list of statements that pertained to differentiated instruction. Que‘stions twenty-two
through thirty-one were a list of statements that pertained to teacher behavior. Each
participant rated each statement based on their high school experiences with teachers and
teacher instruction. Participants rated the following statements about differentiated
instruction based on their eXperiences while in school nsing a 5-point verbal vfrequ»ency
scale: Never, Very little, Sometimes, Quite a bit, Always.
‘Data Collection

Administrator permission fr01n the select college was requested. Subsequently,
approval wasr sought from the University Institutional Review Board (IRB). After lRB
approval, queetionnaires were etdniinistered to participants and data collection began.

Questionnaires were delivered to each cbamp‘us end given to a designee. An
informational cover letter was attached to eaeh questionnaire explaining the -purposerof
the study. The cover letter explained that the respondents’ answers would be kept in the

strictest of confidence, their questionnaires would be completely anonymous, that the
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information ascertained by the researcher would only be used for research purposes, and
that their questionnaires would be destroyed upon completion of the research stﬁdy. Only

questionnaires completed by students between the ages of 16 and 21 were used in

this study. Once the students completed the questionnaires, questionnaires were returned
to the questionnaire administrator and were immediately placed in a box. The box was
sealed until the researcher received all questionnaires. The researcher collected fifty
questionnaires from a subset of dropouts via the GED programs, and eighty-five
questionnaires Qia first year freshmen.
Data Analysis
The data collected from the questionnaires was analyzed using SPSS, statistical

software with whieh a logistic regression test was conducted. The responses to the
questionnaires were entevred into SPSS and a logistic regression test was used to analyze
_the data. The researcher compiled the results and presented an aﬂalysis of the data
collected to determine if differentiated instruction and teacher behavior significantly
influenced students’ decision to drop out or persist. The fellowing hypotheses were
tested.

Hypothesis ene stated: Differentiated instruction is significantly related to ‘dropout status.
| Hypothesis two stated: Teacher behavior is significantly related to dropout status.
H);pothesis‘three ‘stated': Gender is significantly related to dropout status.

- Hypothesis four stated: Race is significantly related to dropout status.
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Hypothesis five stated: There will be an interaction of race and gender with differentiated

instruction and teacher behavior with regard to the relationship to dropout status.
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CHAPTER v
RESULTS
Introduction
This chapter presents the compiled results and the analysis of
the data to determine if differentiated instruction aﬁd teacher behavior significantly
relate to first year freshmen and GED studenté’ decision to drop out or persist. The
participants provided informationv about their experiences with teacher instruction and
teacher behailior their last year in high school. The results of the tests of the hypotheses
are presented in this chapter in narrative and tabular form.
Descriptive Data
The data presented and analyzed in this study were reported through
questionnaires completed by eighty-six first year freshmen and fifty GED students. The
first year freshmen were students enrolled at three community college campuses from a
southeastern state. The subset of dropouts was students enrolled in a GED program at one
of these community college sites. The study focused on responses of participants who
were ages 16 to 21. years. The sample for this study coh‘sisted of 63.2% C'aucasian, 30.1%
African American, and 6.6% bther; Participant gender waé §8.8% female and 4i 2%
male.
One hundred thirty-six pafticii)ants answered the questionnaire. Eighty six were

first year college freéhmen and fifty were GED students. There was no missing data from
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the questionnaire. The questionnaire measured responses from the participants in a GED

program or their first year of college. Questions one thfough four provided the researcher
with data pertaining to status, age, gender, and race. Questions five through seven
supplied the researcher with dropout status, age at time of drop out; grade, and reasons
for dropping out. Some of the rﬁajor reasons for dropping out of school among the GED
participants were failing grades, grade retention, behavior, attendance, and poor
relationships with teachers.

Questions eight through}twenty-one measured participants’ responses to
statements pertaining to differehtiated instruction. Questions tWenty-twe through thirty-
one measured participants’ responses to statements about teacher behavior. Participants
rated questions eight through thirty-one using a horizontal freQuency scale of Never-1,
Very little-2, Sometimes-3, Quite a bit-4, and Always-5. Questions eleven, thirteen,
sixteen, eighteen, nineteen, twenty-three, twenty-six, twenty-eight, and thirty-one were
rec'oded to allow fer these negatively-worded statements. After recoding negative
statements, a Cronbach’s alpha was conducted er eacH of theée two subscales (Teacher ,
Behavior and Differentiated Instruction) to test fer reliable constructs. The Cronbach’s
-alpha for the teachef behavior subscale was .851. In mqintaining all original items,
the reliability coefficient was lower than necessary for the Differentiated Instruction

subscale. However, when recoded items were deleted, a reliability of .700 resulted.
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Différentiated Instruction

Theré Were fourteen items comprising the variable in the subscale of
differentiated instruction, The items with the highest and lowest mean were questions
eight and eleven. Questiori eight had the highest mean of 4.2059, representing that the
way most paiticipants in this study received instruction was through whole group
instruction. Question eleven, which had the lowest mean of 2.4412, reflected the relative
amount of help participants received in learning. Questions eleven, thirteen, sixteen,
eighteen, and nineteen were negative statements, and therefoie were recoded/reworded to
producé positive statements. Overall, there was considerable variability in the
participants’ rating with each statem‘ent of differentiated instruction as happening “quite a

bit” to “very little”, as shown in Table 1.



- 57

Table 1

Descriptive Statistics for Mean and Standard Deviation of Differentiated Instruction

N Minimum Maximum Mean Std. Deviation

Q8 My teachers taught to the 136 1.00 - 5.00 4.2059 .88709
whole class.

Q17 My teachers expected 136 1.00 5.00 3.9706 1.16709
me to learn.

Q12 My teachers explained 136 1.00 - 5.00 - 3.7500 1.19722
directions to me. :

*Q11My teachers did not 136 1.00 5.00 2.4412 - 1.33203
help me learn. (recoded)

*Q19My "teachers did not 136 1.00 5.00 . 25221 - 1.34422
meet my learning needs.

(recoded)

*Q13My teacher did not 136 1.00 5.00 2.5882. 1.29655
give examples. (recoded) ' :

Q14 My teachers tested me 136 1.00 5.00 3.2279 1.28793
in different ways.

*Q16 My teachers did not 136 1.00 5.00 2.7794 1.37540
challenge me. (recoded) ' _
Q9 I worked with students in 136 1.00 5.00 3.2132 1.05696
small groups. .

Q21 1 was bored in school. 136 1.00 . 5.00 3.2059 1.28304
Q15 Lessons were 136 1.00 5.00 - 3.0662 1.20617
connected to real-life. .
*Q18 I did not have choices 136 1.00 5.00 3.0368 1.35760
in learning. (recoded) ) .

Q10 My teachers worked 136 1.00 5.00 £ 2.9265 1.09296
one on one with me. .

Q20 My teachers had me 136 1.00 5.00 2.4632 1.32725

complete a survey to find
out hpw | lqamed best.
Valid N (listwise) 136

*Recoded items show original mean.
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Teacher Behavior

There were ten items comprising the subscale of teacher behavior. Table 2 shows
Questions twenty-five and thirty-one had the highest and lowest meéms., Question twenty-
five represented the highestr mean of 3.8259. Out of the items listed, participants most
often noted that teachers “sometimes” encouraged them to do well . Quesiion thirty-one
addressed students’ experiences with not feeling- successful in school. With a relatively
low mean of 2.3529, feeling successful in school was common among most participants.
Questions twenty-three, twenty-six, twenty-eight, and thirty-one were negaﬁve
statements, and therefore were recoded/reworded for data analysis
Table 2

Descriptive Statistics for Mean and Standard Deviation of Teacher Behavior

N Minimum Maximum Mean Std. Deviation
Q25 My teachers encouraged 136 1.00 5.00 3.8529 1.20818
me to do well. _
Q27 My teachers wanted to 136 1.00 - 5.00 3.7206 1.10682
help me.
Q22 My teachers made me 136 1.00 5.00 3.6618 1.18772
feel welcomed. : :
*QQ311 did not feel successful 136 1.00 . 5.00 2.3529 1.32514
in school. (recoded) - : '
*Q28 1 did. not feel 1. 136 1.00 -5.00 2.4338 1.37546
belonged in school. (recoded) ' o
*Q23 My teachers did not 136 1.00 5.00 2.4412 1.33203
respect me. (recoded) : )
Q24 My teachers made me 136 1.00 5.00 3.5441 1.26998
feel safe.
*Q26My teachers- did not 136 1.00 5.00 2.5368 1.18577
listen to me. (recoded) ’ .
Q29 1 had a voice. in the 136 1.00 5.00 3.3456 1.31306
classroom. ‘ ‘ i
Q30 My teachers made me 136 1.00 5.00. = 3.0147 1.34432
feel special. .
Valid N (listwise) ' 136

*Recoded items show original mean.
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Test of Hypotheses

In testing the hypotheses, thn original sample size was reduced. Specifically, for
the item indicating race, eight of the participants reported something other than African
American and Caucasian. Therefore, these eight cases were deleted before running
analyses. Hypotheses one; two, three, four, and five were tested using a single logistic
regression. The .05 level of significance was used to determine whether or not each
hypothesis should be snpported. The naive model correctly categorized 63.8% of
freshmen and GED students. The Chi-Square results indicated a significant model when
classifying membership, ¥¥(4)=170817,p < .001. By using all predictors (differentiated
instruction, teacher behavior, gender, and racc), the model correctly categorized 86.6% of
freshmen and GED students, Which was an improvement over the naive model of 63.8%.
The Wald S‘iatistic indicated teacher behavior was signiﬁcantly related to dropout statlis
(p=.035). Differentiated instruction was also significantly related to dropout status
(p <.001). Race was not significantly related to dropout status (p = .896). Gender was not
significantly related to dropout status (p = .701). Figure 1 supponts and indicates
there was no signiﬁcant interaciion between race and gender with levels of experience
with differentiated instruction. Figure 2 illustrates there was no significant interaction

between race and gender with levels of experience with teacher behavior.
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Gender

Il Female )
Male (1)

a0.00 .5

30.00—

20.00—

Mean Total Differentiated Instruction

10.00-

0.00-
Caucasian African American
Race

Figure 1. Total Means of Differentiated Instruction for Caucasian and African American

Students
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Gender

B Female (0)
E= Male (1)

4000 = -

Mean Total Teacher Behavior

Caucasian African American

Race

Figure 2. Total Means of Teacher Behavior for Caucasian and African American

Students
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Based on:the findings and within th¢ limitations of this study, the results of testing the
hypotheses were as follows:
Hypothesis One (H1)

Hi stated: Differentiated instruction is significantly related to dropout status. The
logistic regression analysis revealed that differentiated instruction is signiﬁcantlyvrélated
to dropout status. Therefore, hypothesis one was supported
Hypothesis Two (Hg)

Hz stated: Teaéher behavior is signiﬁcantly related to dropout status. The logistic
regression analyéis revealed tha’; teacher behavior is significantly related to dropout
status. Therefore, hypothesis two was supported.

Hypothesis Three (H3)

| ~ Hs stated: Gender is significantly related to dropout status. The logistic regression
ahalysis revealed that gender.is not signiﬁcantly related to dropout status. Therefore;
hypdthesis three was nof suprrted.
Hyfothesis Four _(H4) | |

Ha stated: Race is signiﬁcarntlybrelated to dropout status. The logistic regression
‘analysis revealed that race is 1v10t‘ significantly related to dropout status. Therefore,
hypothesis four was not supported.

Hypotheses Five (Hs) |

Hs stated: There will be an interaction of race and gender with differentiated
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instruction and teacher behavior with regard to the relationship to dropout status. The

logistic regression analysis revealed there is no interaction of race and gender with

differentiated and teacher behavior. Therefore, hypothesis five was not supported.

Because of the commonly-reported difficulty in interpreting the results of
Logistic and its lack of detailed information, an additional analysis was performed.
MANOVA was conducted, which was more easily interpretable. The MANOVA
confirmed and supported the logistic regression ﬁndirigs.

The relationship between differentiéted instruction and teacher behavior must also
be addressed. One concern is that the two variables that are ‘signiﬁcantly related to
drepout status (differentiated instruction anci teacher behavior) are also related to each
other. Collinearity diagnostics, however, indicete telerance statistics are all greater than
1. Whereas some might suggest that one of these variables be oinitted from the analysis,
because it is not possible from the analyses to identify which of the two (differentiated
instruction or teacher behavior) is the most strongly related to‘dropout status, both these

were retained in the analyses.
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CHAPTER V
SUMMARY, CONCLUSIONS, AND RECOMMENDATIONS
Introdhctiqn

The purpose of this study was to investigate the relationship differentiated
instruction, teacher behavior, and dropout status. The focus of the study rwas
questionnaire responses provided by participants rating various statements about
differentiated instruction and teacher behavior.

There has been a renewed infefe'st in the number of students leaving high school
before graduation. The legislation and Department of Education has mandated a school
accountability model. Each school district in the state must create a Dropout
Prevention Committee and meet to discuss ways to decrease the dropout rate in their
disfrict.

The ultimate goal of this study was to sperk the interests of school administrators
and teachers in seeking ways to meet the needs of all students and therefore decreasing
the dropout rate. Identifying learning styles of each student and differentiating instruction
- to ensure student success will improve student achievement. By providing data that
vsho‘ws a signiﬁeant relationship does exist between differentiated instruction, teacher
behavior and dropout status, school districts will use this data to confirm the need for

creating an individual prescription for each student.
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‘Summary of Prdcedures

The study sample for this research was eighty-six coilege freshxﬁen and fifty GED
students enrolled in select colleges and GED programs. The ages of the participants were
sixteen to twenty-one years of age. The GED and freshmen students were a representative
group of ths population of a subset of dropouts and‘high schooi graduates.

Prior to the collection of data, a Human Subjects Review Form was submitted to
the Human Subjects Protection Review Committee for approval. The request for
permission to conduct this study was submifted ts administrators of the select colleges
in a southeastern state of the United States. ‘Permission was granted.

The questionnaires were completed by first year freshmen at the select colleges.
A designee administsred the questionnaires collecting fifty from GED students and
eighty-six from freshmen students. The sne hundred thirty-six participants constituted the
sample data used for the hypothesis testing. A logistic regression was used for data
analysis.

7 Summary and Discussion of Major Findings | '

Hypothesis one suggested differentiated instruction is signiﬁcanﬂy related to
- dropout status. Analysis of the data using logistic regression to test Hi revealed a |
significant relationship between diffe}rentiated instruction and dropouf status. The
main goal of differentiated instruction is to engage all learners and make them

responsible for their own learning. It is extremely difficult to cater to the different needs
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 of students during a time where there is increased pressure of accountability aﬁd
standardized testing. Differentiated instruction allows teachers to educate students
through various instructional methods to ensure student success. Differentiated
instruction allows the teacher to meet the needs of all learners by providing student
centered instruction, incorporating a blended use of whole class, small, and individual
instruction, and accommodating mulﬁple learning styles (Mississippi Department of
Education, 2006).

As stated in the literature, our youth have changed, but we have not changed to
meet the needs of today’s youth (Azzam, 20075. The key to differentiated instruction is
that all students are given choices and matched tésks that are compatible to their learning
styles. Van Garderen and Whittaker (2006) state the basic premise of diffef¢ntiated
instruction is “to plan curriculum and instruction that meets the needs of academically
diverse learners by honoring each student’s learning needs and maximizing each
student’s ieamihg capacity” (p. 12). Edwards, Caﬁ, and Siegel_(2006) propose that
effective teachers c.onsiderbtheir studénts’ ﬁniqueness when planning, teaching, and
evaluating lessons. The more teachers learn abodt their students, the more they are able to
create experiences that promote leaming.‘

George says thatv “differentiated instruction must form the core of the classroom
experience for studenfs ina derhocracy that works’; (2005, p 186). Diffe;entiated

instruction classrooms serve as the nexus for the educational success of every type of
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student. This allows students and teachers to view differences arhong students as assets
that strengthen the classroom. Individual growth is the emphasis in a well differentiated
classroom where all students feel successful. Teachers in differentiated instruction
classrooms expect all students to be successful. The research stated here is consistent
with the findings ovf hypothesis.

Hypothesis two suggested teacher behavior is significantly related to dropout
status. The research that follows is consistent with the findings of this hypothesis. |
Messages that relay a lack of concern by not responding to students’ needs and problems
give students a sense of hopelessness when it comesto school. As stated in the literature,
students who have developed‘ a positive relationship with their teachers and other adults
have more resources to dra\tv upon and rhoré likely to complete high school (Croninger &

‘Lee, 2001). Finnan and Chasin (2007) support the findings of this hypothesis. They report
~ that the classroom climate and the interactions between teacher and student have an effect
on academic achievement and the student’s engégement in school and social activities.
‘Some students who drop out pctceiys their teachers to be controlling, unsupportive, and
uninterested in them. The quality of ther teacher—student relationship, in terms of attitudes
and behavior that may resﬁlt, had an impact on the student’s performance and persistence
in school (Fortin, Marcotte, Potvin, Royer & Joly, 2006). The academicr and sécial
climate of a school is important. Orfield élso suppqrts the findings of this hypothesis 1n

reporting that “school social capital as reflected in positive relationships between students
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and teachers reduce the risk of dropping out” (2004, p. 143).

Students who feel they do not have a voice quietly disappear. Studenfs who ﬁave
been silenced tend to have low test scores, littie interest in school, and a range of social,
emotional, and behavior problems. These struggling students have a voice, but are
seldom heard. School leaders and teachers must accept that student engagement and
learning are the heart of school reform and student voice is its conscience (Black, 2005).

Hypothesis three suggested gender is significantly related to dropout status. The
findings of this hypothesis wés not consistent wifh the research of this study. Although
gender was not signiﬁcanﬁly related to dropout status, research says that gender hasA
shown to correlate with dropout'rates (Davis, Ajzen, Saunders, & Williarns, 2002). Black
(2005) states that gender is one of several demographic variables that have been shown to
predict withdrawal from school.

Hypothesis four found race is not significantly related to dropout status. The
literéture is consistent with the findings of this hypothesis. A society consists of all racesv
and ethnicities, and each individual has somethiné to conﬁ‘ibute making the‘:'world
extremely diverse. All races ahd‘ethnicitieé of étudents drop out of high schooi. A major
miscbnception of dropping out is it is confined to a small, unmotivated group of young
people. Almeida, Johnson, and Steinberg (2006) say that people assume thaf dropping out
of school is a major problem of African American and Hispanic youth who have rejected

the importance of education, even though the findings in the present study do not support
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this claim The literature suggests incorporating stimulaﬁng activities intovlessons and
taking different instructional approaches when teaching minorities (Young, Wright, &
Last¢r, 2005). Vanderslice (2004) states about 65 percent of America’s population
growth in the next two decade will be among minorities.

Hypothesis five found there waé vno significant interaction of race and gender with
differentiated iﬁstmction and teacher behavior with regard to the relationship to dropout
status. Research is consistent with the findings of this hypothesis in that students who
drop out of school do not vary among gender, race, or socioeconomic status (Orfield,
2004). Studéﬁts who are at-risk’pose a threat to the high school dropout rate. However,
there af¢ hundreds of low-income, high minority schools across the United States where
most students do well on standardized tests (Bell, 2003).

Cusumano and Mueller (2007) stress addressing the needs of diverse learners.
Race and gender»do not have to predict dropout status if the cultural needs of all students
are met. By implementing various activities é,nd strategies through differentiated
iﬁstrﬁcﬁon, higher student achievement cah become a reality. With No Child Left
Behind, students ére plac‘ed_‘into different subgroups. However, students are not taught in-
subgroups. They are disbursed with students from all categories sitting in the same
classrooms at the same time creating very diverse classrooms. It is evident there is a
change in the racial, cultural, and linguistic diversity of the student population, but that is

not the problem. The problem lies in the way teachers are responding to that change.
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Conclusion

This study substantiated the relationship between differentiated instruction,
teacher behavior and dropout status. The reocc_:urring problém of students dropping out of
high schéol justifies this study and further research to address the issue. The study of high
school dropouts will continue to be important because each day, a student somewhere
drops out of high school.

Sample size is always a concern, but does not appear to be a significant limitation
in this study. Limiting the stildy to a particular age group and race had no bearing on the
study. The questionnaire was created by the researcher. The response scale may have
been confusing because of double negatives. A revision of the questionnaire could

‘include a scale limited to not at ail true to very true. There was a strong correlationr
between differentiated instruction and teacher behavior. Although questionnaire
“statements defined characteristics of differentiated instructrior.l and teacher behavior, there
was still some correlation between the two. '

This study is important because it provides more information about an ongoing |
problem; a problem that has heightened the awareness of legislators, superiﬁtendents,
principals, teachers, and parents. It is a problem that is not vlimited to a certain group of
people, but it affects the‘ livglihood’ of many.

| - The study is important because stud"ents are dropping out of school every day.

~ When a student graduates from high school and chooses not to further his/her education,
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the opportunity is still there to attend college at a later date. Students who drop out cif
high school face more obstacles when the desire approaches to further education to obtain
a tréde or skill for bétter employment because he/she lacks the foundation for better
opportunities. Therefore‘, many of these students become discouraged and give up
pursuing a better life. These same students turn to the government for welfare assistance,
to the streets for fast money, or a dead end job with no future.

Although all hypotheses were not supported, the researcher hoped to find there
was a significant relationship between race, gender, and dropout status. Many of the
experiences the researcher had as a coilnselor with students expressing the desire tq
drop out of school was with male African American students. These students struggled in
certain subjects and excelled in others. While observing these students in their classes,
the reséarcher’s attention was turned to the teachers’ behaviors and delivér}i of
instruction. Many of the classés these students were failing were classes where teachers
stood at the overhead projecior and never moved until th¢ class ended. Students were
bored and disengaged from the lessons.

When the research of differentiated instruction and itsw relationship to dropout
status began, the researcher was,told there was no significance to this siudy. With |
observing students in classrooms where teachers’ instruction never changed, the need to
conduct a study to gather‘ data pertaining to students’ experiences vi'ith teacher instruction

and teacher behavior grew. Finding there was a significant relationship between
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differentiated instruction, teacher behavior and dropout status was a pléasant surprise, but
a reassurance to the rcsearcher’s beliefs aboﬁt this study.
‘Recommendations for Further Study

This study concentrated on student experiences with differentiated instruction and
tcacher behavior based on whether or not the student vdropped out of high school. Further
examination of differentiated instruction, teacher behavior, and dropout status is justified.
Research might identify other aspects of differentiated instruction and teacher behavior
not listed in the questionnaire to further define each sub}scale. The replication of this
study in about five years would also be in order because differentiated instruction is still
new and teachers have not yet become comfortable with implementing differentiated
instruction.

Dropping out of school is said to be a cumulative process of disengagement from
school. A future study could be gathering data from participants as low as elementary
school that could provide insight as to how yoang students are when thebyibecome
disengaged from school. The data would also inform teachers of the need to differentiate
instrﬁction to keep all students engagcd in learn‘ing;’

School district administratcrs face accountability for all teachers and students.
Standardizcd test scores indicate student performance aad teacher effectiveness. A future
study could be sufveying teachers abouvt‘ teaching styles to detennihe if teachers are

differentiating instruction to ensure student success.
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Another future study could be teacher classroom preparation. Many students

gtaduate from college as educators, but are they really prepared for the classroom?
Student teachers undergo supervised classroom teaching, but are the changes in stlidents
and the curriculurrt atddressed? Knowing students and understanding the curriculum is
importetnt to student achievementt

The results of this study cah be used to assistschool district administrators and
building principals in emphasizing the need for all teachers to differentiate instruction
daily. Creating an individual learning prescription for each student will provide students
with a sense of success. Student success in school will ultimately lead to _‘high school
- graduation. The data results will be confirmation for teachers who have become stagnant
and perceive their way of teaching to be effective.

Reeemmendations for Policy and Practice

Again, the dropout prOblerh will continue to be an important issue becatlse each
day; a student somewhere dreps out of school. School districts in the state of Mississippi
have been mandated to organize andrmaintain an active dropout prevehtion committee.
The committee consists of teachers, administrators, and counselors. The results of this
study would be ideel information t‘o»present to dropout preventionicommittees as a means
of supporting the need to address interactiens of teachers and students in the classroom.

Colleges end universities can utilize the results of this study to better prepare
teachere for the classroom. Revisions .in courses required to obtain teaching degrees could

include classes on implementing differentiated instruction and awareness of teacher
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behaviors in the classroom. This trainirig and preparation while in college could possibly
iinprove teacher retention by providing prospectiye-teachers the tools to successfully
educate all students, and not reach burn out early in their teaching careers.

School boards approve employees recommended for hir¢ as teachers. Part of the
induction process coﬁld be scheduled training sessions on differentiated instruction and
teacher behaviors throughout their first year of employment. Novice teachers could rbe4
partnered with teachers effectivé in implementing differéntiated instruction in their
classrooms. During training sessions, emphasis will be placed on meeting the needs of all
students to ensure student success, regardlesé of background.

Superintendents can use the results of this study to share with schoql principals
the importance of their t¢achers differentiating instruction to meet the needs of their
students. Students do not wait until high school tovbecome disengaged or disinterested. It
can start as early as elementary school. This study can serve as a basis for the need for
each principal to fully understand the characteristics of a differentiated instruction
classroom. Principals will know what to look for in teacher observations and provide
appropriate and meaningful feedback to teachers to refine instruction as necessary.

Principals and teachers can use the study results to collaborate on ways to

.improve student échievéfnent. Principals and teachérs can disquss the academic and
.. social needs ovaeach student, thus allowing each teacher to become a diagnostician

prescribing instruction for each student. Through positive, open dialogue between
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principal and teacher, everyone is a winner working toward a common goal, student
achievement. Collaboration between universities and local school districts on effective

strategies to prepare teachers for the classroom and a diverse student population can only

improve student achievement.
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APPENDIX A |
LETTER TO ADMINISTRATVORS
2226 Switzer Road
Gulfport, MS 39507
June 29, 2008
Dear Administrators,

I am a doctoral student in the Department of Educational Leadership and Research at the
University of Southerm Mississippi and am studying the influence of differentiated
instruction and teacher behavior on students’ decision to drop out of high school or
persist. I am very interested in the issues that surround students making the decision to
drop out of high school and eager to gather as much information as possible to better
serve students who are at-risk of dropping out of high school.

The accompanying questionnaire will be used to gather data from students enrolled in
both your GED program and first year freshmen enrolled in college courses. The survey
will provide information regarding students’ experiences with their high school teachers.
It is my hope that the data gathered from the survey will serve as a catalyst for change in
our approach to at-risk students.

Your participation in this study is voluntary; however, the inclusion of data representing
your college is critical to this study. The actual administering of the questionnaire would
be handled by your instructors, with the students themselves completing the questionnaire
for which all responses will remain anonymous. An informed consent document will be
provided along with the questionnaire to every potential participant.

I am asking your consent to contact your instructors to invite their participation in this
study. If you have any questions concerning your participation in this study, you may
contact me at 228-697-8692. My dissertation chairperson is Dr. Ronald Styron and he can
be reached at 601-266-4580 or Ronald.Styron@usm.edu. Thank you for your help.

Sincerely,
. VeraS. Robertson

This project has been reviewed by the Human Subjects Protection Review Committee,
-which ensures that research projects involving human subjects follow federal regulations.
Any questions or concerns about rights as a research subject should be directed to the
chair of the Institutional Review Board, The University of Southern M1551551pp1 118
College Drive #5147, Hattlesburg, MS 39406- 0001 (601) 266-6820.
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APPENDIX B
LETTER TO PARENTS
June 29, 2008 -
Dear Parent,

I am a doctoral student in the Department of Educational Leadership and Research at the
University of Southern Mississippi and am researching students’ experiences with
teachers in high school. I am interested in gathering information from students who
dropped out of school and those who stayed and graduated. The information I receive
from the questionnaire will be used to help me assist teachers in making changes in their
approach to at-risk students.

I am asking your consent to allow your child to participate in this study. Your child’s
participation in this study is by choice. However, the information your child can provide
will be very helpful in this study. Your child’s name and any other personal
information will not be used in this study.

If you have any questions concerning your child’s participation in this study, you may
contact me at 228-697-8692. My chairperson is Dr: Ronald Styron and he can be reached
at 601-266-4580. Please sign below if you will allow your child to participate in this
study and have your child return it to his instructor. Thank you for your time and
cooperation.

Sincerely,

Vera S. Robertson

My child | ' has permission to participate in this
study.

ParentSignature

This project has been reviewed by the Human Subjects Protection Review Committee,
which ensures that research projects involving human subjects follow federal regulations.
Any questions or concerns about rights as a research subject should be directed to the
chair of the Institutional Review Board, The University of Southern Mississippi, 118
College Drive #5147, Hattiesburg, MS 39406-0001, (601) 266-6820.
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APPENDIX C
LETTER TO INSTRUCTORS
June 29, 2008 |
Dear Instructors,

I am a doctoral student in the Department of Educational Leadership and Research at the
University of Southern Mississippi and am studying the influence of differentiated
instruction and teacher behavior on students’ decision to drop out of high school or
persist. I am very interested in the issues that surround students making the decision to
drop out of high school and eager to gather as much information as possible to better
serve students who are at-risk of dropping out of high school.

The accompanying questionnaire will be used to gather data from students enrolled in
both your GED program and first year freshmen enrolled in college courses. The survey

- will provide information regarding students’ experiences with their high school teachers.
It is my hope that the data gathered from the survey will serve as a catalyst for change in
our approach to at-risk students. '

The questionnaire is very brief and should take approximately 10 minutes to complete.
Your students’ participation in this study is voluntary; however, the inclusion of data
representing your college is critical to this study. You will be handling the questionnaire,
with the students themselves completing the questionnaire for which all responses will

. remain anonymous. For those students who are minors, an informed consent document
will be provided along with the questionnaire to every parent.

I am thanking you in advance for your time and cooperation. Please return all surveys in
the self-addressed stamped envelope within two weeks. If you have any questions, you
may contact me at 228-697-8692. My dissertation chairperson is Dr. Ronald Styron and
he can be reached at 601-266-4580 or Ronald.Styron@usm.edu. Again, thanks for your
help.

“Sincerely,
Vera S. Robertson

This project has been reviewed by the Human Subjects Protection Review Committee,
which ensures that research projects involving human subjects follow federal regulations.
Any questions or concerns about rights as a research subject should be directed to the
chair of the Institutional Review Board, The University of Southern Mississippi, 118
College Drive #5147, Hattiesburg, MS 39406-0001, (601) 266-6820.
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APPENDIX D
LETTER TO STUDENTS
June 29, 2008
Dear Student,

- I am a doctoral student in the Department of Educational Leadership and Research at the
University of Southern Mississippi and am studying the influence of differentiated
instruction and teacher behavior on students’ decision to drop out of high school or
persist. I am very interested in the issues that surround students making the decision to
drop out of high school and eager to gather as much information as possible to better
serve students who are at-risk of dropping out of high school.

First year freshmen and GED students will be asked to complete the questionnaire. The

accompanying questionnaire will be used to gather data from you based on your

experiences with teachers you had your last year in high school. It is my hope that the

data gathered from the survey will serve as a catalyst for change in our approach to at-
risk students.

The questionnaire is very brief and should take approximately 10 minutes. Your
participation in this study is voluntary; however, the inclusion of data representing your
experiences is critical to this study. Your instructor will handle all questionnaires. You
will complete the questionnaire for which all responses will be anonymous. By returning
this questionnaire, you are indicating your consent to participate. If you have any
questions concerning your participation in this study, you may contact me at 228-697-
8692. My dissertation chairperson is Dr. Ronald Styron and he can be reached at 601-
-266-4580 or Ronald.Styron@usm.edu. Thank you for your participation.

Sincerely,

Vera S. Robenson

This project has been reviewed by the Human Subjects Protection Review Committee,
which ensures that research projects involving human subjects follow federal regulations.
Any questions or concerns about rights as a research subject should be directed to the
chair of the Institutional Review Board, The University of Southern Mississippi, 118
College Drive #5147, Hattiesburg, MS 39406-0001, (601) 266-6820. -
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bAPPENDIX E
QUESTIONNAIRE
Please complete the following questionnaire.
1. Are you a freshman or GED student 21 or younger? yes no

If yes, go on and complete survey. If no, stop and return to instructor.
2. Age

3. Gender: female male
4. Race: Caﬁcasian African American Other:
- 5. Did you drop out of high school? yes no (If no, go on to question 8.)

If yes, at what age did you drop out of high school?

6. In what gr‘éldeiwere you when you dropped out of high school?

7. Why did you drop out of school? (Please check all that apply.)
I: : '
___ had failing grades
______repeated a grade(s)
_____gotinto trouble a lot at school
____did not like school
_____did not like teachers
______had teachers that did not like me
had too many absences from school
__did not get along with peers
became pregnant -
______ became a parent
;‘had to work‘ ‘
__ was bored
____did not feel safe at school
______could not keep up with school work
____had other family reasons
- ____ gotmarried
Other _
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Think about all the teachers you had your last year in high school. These statements refer

to the way your teachers taught. Please rate the following statements based on

experiences you had with high school teachers your last year in high school. You will use
a scale of never (My teachers never did this.), very little (Once in a great while, my
teachers did this.), sometimes (Now and then my teachers did this.), quite a bit (Many
times my teachers did this.), and always (My teachers did this all the time.). Place an X
on only one blank for each statement. ' '

8. My teachers taught to the whole class.
9. I worked with students in small groups.
10.
. My teachers did not help me to learn.
12.
13.
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.

11

19.
20.

21.

Never Very Sometimes

little

My teachers worked one on one with me.

Quite
a bit

Always

My teachers explained directions to me.

My teachers did not give me examples.

My teachers tested me in different ways.

Lessons were connected to real-life.

My teachers did not challenge me.

My teachers expected me to learn.

I did not have a choice in the way
I learned.

My teachers did not meet my learning
needs..

My teachers had me complete a survey
to find out how I learned best.

I was bored in school.
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Think about all the teachers you had your last year in high school. These statements refer
to teacher attitudes and behaviors toward their students. Please rate the following
statements based on experiences you had with high school teachers your last year in high
school. You will use a scale of never (My teachers never did this.), very little (Once in a
great while, my teachers did this.), sometimes (Now and then my teachers did this.),
quite a bit (Many times my teachers did this.), and always (My teachers did this all the
time.). Place an X on only one blank for each statement.

22.
23.
24.
25.
26.
27.
28.
29.
30.
31.

1 did not feel I belonged in school.

Never Very Sometimes Quite  Always

little
My teachers made me feel welcomed.

a bit

My teachers did not respect me.

My teachers made me feel safe.

My teachers encouraged me to do well.

My teachers did not listen to me.

My teachers wanted to help me.

I had a voice in the classroom.

My teachers made me feel special.

1 did not feel successful in school.
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APPENDIX H
Table 5

Descriptive Statistics for Differentiated Instruction and Teacher Behavior

N Minimum Maximum Mean Std. Deviation

My teachers taught to the 136 1.00 5.00 4.2059 .88709
whole class.
My teachers expected me to 136 1.00 5.00 3.9706 1.16709
learn.
My teachers encouraged me 136 1.00 5.00 3.8529 1.20818
to do well.
My teachers explained 136 1.00 5.00 3.7500 1.19722
directions to me. ]
My teachers wanted to help 136 1.00 5.00 3.7206. 1.10682
me. :
My teachers made me feel 136 1.00 5.00 3.6618 1.18772
welcomed. .
Q31Rec 136 1.00 5.00 3.6471 1.32514
© Q28Rec ' 136 1.00 5.00 3.5662 1.37546
Q23Rec . 136 1.00 5.00 3.5588 1.33203
Q1l1Rec 136 1.00 5.00 3.5588 1.33203
My teachers made me feel 136 1.00 5.00 3.5441 1.26998
safe.
Q19Rec ‘ » 136 1.00 5.00 3.4779 1.34422
Q26Rec o 136 1.00 500 34632 1.18577
Q13Rec 136 1.00 5.00 34118 1.29655
1 had a voice in the 136 1.00 5.00 3.3456 1.:31306
classroom. ‘
My teachers tested me in 136 1.00 5.00 3.2279 1.28793
different ways. : '
Ql6Rec = - ‘ 136 1.00 5.00 3.2206 1.37540
I worked with students in 136 1.00 - 500 32132 1.05696
small groups. )
1 was bored in school. 136 1.00 5.00 32059 - 1.28304
Lessons were connected to 136 1.00 5.00 3.0662 . 1.20617
real-life.
*] did not have a choice in 136 1.00 5.00 3.0368 1.35760
the way | learned. . »
My teachers made me feel 136 1.00 5.00 3.0147 1.34432
special. - v :
QI8Rec ) 136 © 1.00 5.00 2.9632 . 1.35760
My teachers worked onc on 136 1.00 500 29265 - 1.0929
one with me. . » )
*My - teachers: did not 136 1.00 5.00 2.7794 1.37540

challenge me.




Descriptive Statistics for Differentiated Instruction and Teacher Behavior

N Minimum Maximum Mean Std. Deviation
*My teachers did not give me - 136 1.00 500 ~  2.5882 1.29655
examples.
*My teachers did not listen 136 1.00 5.00 2.5368 1.18577
to me. - ‘
*My teachers did not meet 136 1.00 5.00 2.5221 1.34422
my learning needs.
My teachers had me 136 1.00 - 5.00 2.4632 1.32725
complete a survey to find out
how I learned best.
*My teachers did not help me 136 1.00 5.00 24412 1.33203
learn. '
*My teachers did not respect 136 1.00 5.00 2.4412 1.33203
me. : ) v
*] did not feel I belonged in 136 1.00 5.00 2.4338 1.37546
school. L
*1 did not feel successful in 136 1.00 5.00 2.3529 1.32514
school. ‘ ‘

-Valid N (listwise) 136




87

| REFERE‘NCESV

Almeida, C., Johnson, C., & Steinberg, A. (2006). Making good on a promisg: What
policymakers can do to support the educational persistence of dropouts. Jobs
for the Fﬁture, Boston, MA.

Anderson, K. M. (2007). Tips for teaching: Differentiating instruction to include all
students. Preventing School Failure, 51, 49-54.

Anderson, S., Medrich, E. & Fowler, D. (2007). Which achievement gap? Phi Delta
‘Kappan, 88(7), 547-550.

Aratani, L. (2007, May 17). Finding ways to better school African American boys. ,
Retrieved May 22, 2007, from http://www.Washingtonpost.com.

Azzam, A. M. (2007). Why students drop out. Educational Leadership, 64, 91-93.

Barack, L. (2006). Dropouts: School’S boring. School Library Journal, 52 (4), 20-21.

Barton, P. E. (2006). The dropout problem: .Losing ground. Educational Leadership, 63

~(5), 14-18.

Bell, L L. (2002).‘Strategies that close the gap. Fducational Leadership, 60 (4), 32—35;

Black, S. (2005). Listening to students. American School Board Journal, 192 (11),39-
41. | | |

Blackledge, D. D. (1997). The‘relationship betWeen school dropouts and selected factérs
aﬁd Characteristics. (Unpublished Doctoral diséertation, Uni\}ersity of Southern

Mississippi.


http://www.washingtonpost.com

88

Bracey, G. W. (2006) Dropping in on dropouts. Phi Delta Kappan, 87, 798-799. |

-Brown, M. R. (2067). Educating all students: Creating culturally responsive teachers,
classrooms, and schools. Intervention in School & Clinic, 43, 57-62.

Christenson, S.L., & Thurlow, M.L. (2004). School dropouts: Prevention considerations,
Interventions, and challenges. Current Directions in Psychological Science, 13,
36-39.

Croninger, R. G., & Lee, V. E. (2001). Social capital and dropping out of high school:
Benefits to at-risk students of teachers’ support and guidance. Teachers College
Record, 1 03 (4), 548-581.

Cusumano, C., & Mueller, J. (2007). How differentiated instrucﬁon helps struggling
studenté.Leadership, 36, 8-10.

Da;/is, J. E. (2006). Research at the margin: Mapping mascuiinity and mobility of African
American hi gh school dropouts. International Journal of Qualitative Studies in
Education, 19, 289-304.

Davis, L. E., Ajzen, I, Saunders, J., & Williains, T. (2002). The decision of African
American students to complete high school: An aprplication of the theory of |

~ planned behavior. Journal of Educational Psychology, 94, 810-819.
* Education Vital Signs (2007). Graduation rates: Dealing with the dropout crisis.

Retrieved May lv, 2007, from http://www.asbj.com/evs.


http://www.asbj.com/evs

89

Edwards, C., Carr, S., & Siegel; W. (2006). Influences éf vexperiences and training on
effective teaching practices to meet the needs of diverse learners in schools.
Education, 126, 580v-592.

Finnan, C., & Chasin, G. ‘(2007). Accelerating the'leaming of lbw-achieving students:
The Transformation of a dropout. Phi Delta Kappan, 88, 625-629.

Focus Adolescent Services (2000). Youth who drop out. Retrieved February 7, 2006,
from http://www.focusas.com/Dropouts.html.

Fortin, L., Marcotte, D., Potvin, P., Royer, E. & Joly, J. (2006). Typology of students at
Risk of dropping out of school: Description by personal, family aﬁd school
factors. Furopean Journal of Psychology of Education, 21, 363-383.

Gardner, D. (2007). Confronting the achievement gap. Phi Delta Kappan, 88, 542-546.

George, P. S. (2005). A. rationéle for differentiating instruction in the .regular classroom.
Theory into Practice, 44, 185-193.

Géldén, S., Kist; W., Trehan, D. M., & Padak, N. (2005). A teacher’s words are
tremendously powerful: Stories from the GED scholars initiaﬁve. Phi Delta
Kappan, 87, 311-315.

Goldentyer, D. (1994). Dropping out of school. Princéton, NJ: Steck-Vaughn.

~ Hall, I".S., & Hall, N.D. (2003). Building relationships with challenging children.

Educational Leadership, 61, 60-63. |

Hardy, L. (2006). Children at risk. American School Board Joﬁ_rnal, 193, 17-21.


http://www.focusas.com/Dropouts.html

90
Haskiﬁs, R. & Loeb S. ((2607). A plan to improve thé quality of teaching. Education
Digest, 73, 51-56.
Hawkins, V. J. (2007). NanoWing gaps for special-needé étudents. Phi Delta Kappan, 64,
(5), 61-63. |
Holloway, J. H. (2000). Preparing teachers for differentiated instruction. Educational
Leadership, 58 (1), 82-83.
Lawrence-Brown, D. (2004). Differentiated instruction: Inclusive strategies for
| standards-based learning that benefit the whole plass. American Secondary
Education, 32, 34-62.
MacPherson, K. (2004, February 26). Minority high school gradﬁation rate just 50%.
Pittburgh Post-Gazette. Retrieved April 3, 2007, from
http://www.post-gazette.com
Martin, E. J.,, 'fobin, T J, & Sugai, G. M. (2002). Cuﬁent information on dropout
prevention: Ideas from practitioners and the literatl}re. Preventing School Failure,
47, 10-17.
McBride, B. (2004). Data—dri\;en instructional methods: “One strategy fits all” doesn’t
work in real classrooms. The Journdl, 31, 38-39. |

Mississippi Department of Education (2005). Mississippi’s accountability system.

Retrieved May 22, 2007, from hﬁp://www.mdekl2.us


http://www.post-gazette.com
http://www.mdekl2.us

91

Mississippi Department of Educatidn (2006). Key undefsta‘ndings regarding
differentiated instruction reéeivéd May 22, 2007, from http://www.mdek12.ms.us

Mississippi Departrﬁent of Educatif)n (2007). Understanding depth of knowledge in the
Curriculum frameworks and assessment. Retrieved May 22, 2007, from
http://www.mde.k12.ms.us/ACAD/osa/.

Murnane, R.J. & Tyler, J.H. (2000). The increasing role of the GED in American
education. Education Week, 19, 64.

National Center for Education Statistics (2005). “The Condition of Education 2005:
Indicator 19 Status Dropout Rates by Race/Ethnicity.” NCES 2005-094.
Washington, DC: U.S. Government Printing Office.

National Education Longitudinal Study (NELS, 2006).

Noguera, P.A. (2003) . The trouble with black boys: The role and influence of
enViron;nentaI and cultural factors on the academic pérformance of African
American males. Urba(z Education, 38, 43 1-459

Orfield, G. (Ed.). (20‘04). Dropouts in America:  Confronting the graduation rate érisis.
Cambridge, MA: Harvard Education Press. |

Rudden, L. (2001, December 6). Minoritieé dropping out at alarming fate. New York |

| Amsterdém News, 92(49), 13.
Rumber'ger,‘ R. (2004). Why students drop out of school. American Journal of Educatioﬁ,

107 (1), 131-155.


http://www.mdekl2.ms.us
http://www.mde.k

92

Saddler, C. A. (2005). The impact of Brown on African American students: A critical
theoretical perspective. Educational Studies, 37, 41-55.

Sherrow, V. (1996). Dropping out. Tarrytown, NY: Marshall Caveﬁdish.

Smith, T.M. (2003). Who values the GED? An examination of the paradox underlying
the demand for the General Educational Development credential. Teachers
College Record, 105, 375-415.

Stanard, R. P. (2003). High school graduation rates in the United States: Implications for
the counseling profession. Journal of Counseling & Development, 81, 217-221.

Stearns, E., & Glennie, E. (2006). When and why dropouts leavé high school. Youth &
Society, 38, 29-57.

Stevenson, R. B., & Ellsworth, J. (1991). Dropping out in a working class high school:

| Adolescent voiées on the decision to leave. bBritish Journal of Sociology of
Education, 12, 281-292.
Stewart, G.B. (1999). T he other America: Teen dropouts. ‘San Diego, CA: Lucent Books.
Stover, D. (2007). NCLB-act II. American School Board Journal, 194, 26-23.
.Tomlinsbon,iC. A., &»Gem»l'undson, A. (2007). Teachinbg asjazz. Educational Leadership, -
64(8), 27-31.
Vaii, K. (2004). Remaking high school. American School Board Journal, 1911 i), 30-

36.



93

Vaﬁderslice, R. (2004). Risky bu‘siness: Leaving the ét—risk child behind. Delta Kappa
Gammﬁ Bulletin, 71(1), 15-21.

Van Garderen, D., & Whittaker, C. (2006). Planning differentiated instruction,
multicultural instruction for secondary inclusive classrooms. Teachiﬁg
Exceptional Children, 38, 12-20.

Van Sciver, I. H. (2005). Motherhood, apple pie, and differentiated instruction. Phi Delta
Kappan, 86, 534-535.

Vollstadt, E.-W. (2000). Teen dropouts. San Diego, CA: Lucent Books.

Weiher, G. R., & Tedin, K L. (2006). Minority student achievement. Review of Policy
Research, 23, 963-967. |

Wiggins, G., & McTighe, J. (1998). Understanding by design: A summary. Retrieved
May 2, 2008, from http://www.grantwiggiﬁs.org/ubd.html

Young, C. Y.,'Wright, J. V., & Laster, J. (2005). Instructing African American students.

Education, 125, 516-524.


http://vvrww.grantwiggins.org/ubd.html

	Drop Out or Persist? The Influence of Differentiated Instruction and Teacher Behavior on College Freshmen and GED Students
	Recommended Citation

	ProQuest Dissertations

