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Chapt e r 1 

I NTRODUCT ION 

Prese nt day sc ho ols h 
ave become burdened by the need 

to cope with an a r ray of social pr bl . 
0 ems not directly r elated 

to educating the young. n · ivorce is one of t he more pr eva l ent . 

The divorce rate has mo r e than doubled in the past two year s . 
Cur r entl y, a lmost four out of ten marriages end in divorce 

(Bureau of the Census, 1975), and more than • sixty perc ent of 

these divor c ing couples have children in the home. Because 

almost fifty percent of a ll divorces occur in the first 

seven years of marriage, the children involved in divorce 

ar e usu a lly quite young (Norton and Glich , 1976). In 1979 

approxjmately half of the nation 's juvenil e population was 

touched by d ivorce, and some nin e mi llion children we r e 

members of divorced f amilies (Damon, 1979) . 

De spite the significant number of chi l dren who experience 

divorce of their parents , t he r e is r e latively li ttle systema ­

tic r esear c h in this a r ea . Furt he r more, many studies have 

conc e ptua l and methodological problems that have mad e the 

b l nd the accumulation 
val id it y of their f i ndings quest i ona - 8 a 

of a coherent knowledge base pr obl ematic (Levit in , 19 79) . 

O
f divor ce and children we r e 

Many ear l y studies 
tr adition of study in g s ing l e ­

conducted wi thin the r esea r c h 

The b111 k o f these studies . many of whic h 
Parent fam ili es . -

clemonstr ~'.. ting casual 
Wer e d o n e in th e 1960's, focuse d on 
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r el ationships be twe e n a h ' 
c l ld 's l iving in 

a single-parent 
household and the child becoming 

de linquent f . 1 . , a1 1ng in 
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school, deve lopin g in appropriate sex 
role attitudes and 

be havio rs , or exhibitina other t 
o ypes of pathology. It would 

be easy to fall back on the old st e reotypes of the "broken" 

home . But to do so is to brand single parents and the ir 

children with the deva stating 1 b 1 
a e "disadvantage d , " ignoring 

the man y stable and nurturing f am ilies headed by on e parent 

and the many children from such homes who do well in school 

and grow in independe nce and resilie ncy (Lazarus, 1980). 

There is some evidence to indicate a one-parent hou se ­

hold may be better for the children than a troubl ed , l egally 

intact f a~ily (Laz arus, 1980; Rubin and Pric e, 1979). 

Howeve r , other c lassic and recent l ongitudinal studies indicat e 

children o f divorce are at risk , and that only some of them 

may need extra help at s c hool or with other adjustment 

probl e ms (Lazarus , 1980; Ske e n & McKe nr y , 1980) · 

In on e of t he mo re r ecen t an d in-de pth reviews of the 

f t of father a bsenc e on literature conce rning the ef ec s 

t fjftv-four studies wer e ch ildren' s cognitive developmen : , J 

exam in ed. Shinn ( 1978) reported that of the twenty - eight 

. emen ts of methodologica l adequacy, 
studies that met the r equir 

c hil dre n when t he 
six t e e n showed detrime ntal ef f ect s on 

fo und no s i gn if ic ant 
th home, nine f at her was absen t from· e 

or mixed positive and 
eff ects , and thre e fou nd positive 

negative e ff ec ts. 



Co gnitive differences b 
etwee n children from int act and 

fat her l ess fami l ies were re 
,ported in the stud1·es r ev iewed 

by Shinn ( 1 9 78) . 
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f rom i nt act families wer e 1.6 
years higher in achievement 

' 

As compare d to fath er less childr en 
) those 

.9 standard de viation units higher in I.Q. 
and ap titude, and 

a grade poin t higher in s c hool grades. 
However, the effects 

we re f r equentl y not so l arge as those due to 
socioeconomic 

st at us (Broman, 1975 ; Ferri, 1976). The age or sex of a 

child was fo und to have a moderat e negative eff ect on the 

relationship betwe en father absence and children's intellectual 

growth (Shinn, 1978). 

Lev i t in (1979) survey ed the most curr ent findings on the 

effects of divorce on children a~ d att empt ed to describe 

the complex it y of problems with the r esearch. Past research 

was cri t i c ized fo r l ack of spec ific it y and for biases towards 

single-parent homes . However, she r eport ed that the more 

rec ent st udie s have bee n l ess confounded by these problems. 

Research in the are a of divorc e has just begun t o probe 

the effects of mother a bsen ce in th e famil y . The few studi es 

of fat h er cust ody that have been done have not comb in ed a 

h ·th direct observation and assessment multi-method approac w1 
. of chi l dren in father custody, 

of ch ildren, and no compar i sons 

f ami l y households have been made 
mother c ustody , and int act 

(Levitin, 1979) . 

Prob l ems resul ting from 

Child r en ar e obse r ve d and on 

d on when th e divo r ce may depeu 

t th e time of th e th eir age a , 
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di vo r ce. Lev itin (1979) concentr . 

ated on two classic proj ects 
involving c hildren o f divorce ct· 

irected by Hetherington, Cox , 
and Cox (197 6, 1978, 1979) and K 1 e ly and Wallerstein ( 1975, 

l976 , 1977). Hetherington, et al . found h 
t e first year 

after the divorc e is the time in which chi l dren show the most 

intens e disrupt ions. Also, adverse effects appeared to be 

more int ense a nd longe r l astin g in boys than girl s . In 

the Ke lly and Wallerstein's benchmark study, it was found 

that children at different de ve lopment al l evels have different 

reactions. Younger children s eemed to be the most severely 

hindered by t he di vorc e wi t h the effects tapering off as the 

age of the c h il dren increased. Ot her papers presented by 

Lev itin (1979) argued that the ef fect s of di vo rce may be 

both positive and negative, sometimes mild and sometimes 

severe, and have s hort- and long-term consequences for 

different children and their f amili e s . 

to the a cute nee d f or a s ys t ematic , All factors point 

curr e nt, lona itudinal study of children of di vo rce. 
b 

Such 

Association f or a pr oject was und e rtake n by the National 

.. 1 ( NAESP) and the Kettering Elemen t ar y School Pr 1nc 1pa s - -

De velopment of Educati ona l 
Foundation ' s Institute for the 

Acti vities (I/D/E/A/). 

and secondary sc ho ols in 

. ~ +we ntv - six e l emG ntar y A consor t ium o~ ~ . 

stat es r epresent in g a f ourt een 

small town, and rur a l 
. cit y suburb an , cros s - section of inn e r ' 

s ur veyed twice and 
P h school was areas wa s organi ze d. ~ac 

involved more t han l B,OOO st udent s . 



5 Th e s i gni f i c ant findings of the first 
Year r eport included the followin g : 

Children from single-parent homes were 

consist ently more likely than thei· r 
two-par ent peers 

1. 

to live in a low-income famil y; 

Single-parent families t ended to move more 

than t wo -parent families · , 

2. 

3. Singl e - parent children on the whole stowed 

lower ac hievement in school than their two-parent 

classmates; 

4 . Singl e -parent children were absent from s c hool 

more f requently and visited the school clinic more 

than two-parent children; 

5. Single-parent children were more than twice 

as likely to skip school as were children from two ­

parent homes; 

6. Singl e - parent children were mo r e likely to 

be ref e rr ed, but not much more often, than children 

from two-parent homes; 

7 . 'ld we r e mor e than twi ce as On e - parent c hi r en 

1 than were s t ud ents likely to drop out of schoo 

lds (Laz ar us' 1 9S 0) . from two - parent househo 

the f ind i ngs of Kel ly This current r esearch suppor t s 

a temporary interruption 
1 found that -anct Wallers te in ( 1 979) w1o 

S ma,· turn ( . • . o · p r oc e s J di vo r ce) in the l ea rn ino 
in to significant 

. l ch ild is academic probl ems 1£ t 18 
not able to r esume his or 



6 
her attentio n to l e arning wi thin 

a reas onabl e period of time. 
The r esearch e rs a lso pointed out 

that children in the earli est 
stages of mastering reading map 

J be most vu ln erable to the 
dis org aniz a tion effects of f~ - 1 _c,m i y disruption. 

Rubin, et al. (1979) also f d . 
oun evidence of academic 

problems as well as age effects. 

divided into four age periods: 

A sample of children were 

preschool, ear ly latency 

(ages 5-7), later latency (ages 8-10), and d a olescence. The 

results ind icated that the early-l atency age group experienced 

poor perforrr:ance _and withdrawal fr0m s chool. The later-

latency age child's school p erformance varied. Older 

children's schoo l performan ce was less hindered. 

Similarly, Smidchens and Thompson (1978) found students 

from two-parent f amilies tend to s core higher in achievement 

than do students from one-parent families . The· caut i oned 

against generali z in g the r esults for too little is known 

regardin g th e effects o f othe r famil y organizat i on variables, 

L e . , s i b 1 in gs . T 11 e y O f f e r e d t h i s d at a on 1 y as an at t empt 

to indicat e the need for cl ass room t eac he r s to cons i de r the 

h ·de with one paren t. possib l e needs of student s w o r e s i 

/ E/A a r e supported by those 
Th e finding of NAESP and I /D 

of Shaw ( 1 979). 
ol " t1·on between droppin g out of hi gh 

A corr~ a. 

. t fam il y was found . Various 
school and liv in g in a one - par en 

. 1 . have been ident ified 
fac t or s of l ife in a on e - par ent fann J " 

th t oJirl s may not com-
t ' J.P like lihoo d a as bein g r elated to 1 -

the l ength of 

Pl ete hi gh s c hoo l. 



t ime e ve r l iv d i n a one - par ent f amil y , 
l eve l of f amil y 

i ncome , edu c at i onal l e ve l of th 

know l edge of t h e wor k world . 
e mo th er, and the girl's 

In c ontr as t to thes e s t udie s 
are the findings reported 

by Hammond (1 979a ). This study atte t d • 
mp e to investigat e 

diff e ren c es in se lf-concept , school behavior 
) and attitudes . 

No significant di ffe ren c es i n self-concept or r eading 

achievement betwe en chi ldren of intact and divorced f amilies 

were found. In mathematics ac hievement boys from divorc ed 

fami li es scored lower, a lthough not to a significant l evel . 

There was l it tle di ffer e nce i n mathematics achievement 

betwe e n g irls from int ac t homes and single parent homes . 

Hammond's f ir.din gs ar e in concurrence wit h s eve r al ot her 

past studies (Birnbaum, 1966 ; Wasse rman , 1969; Nielson , 

1971· Atkin so n and Ogston, 1974). 
' 
In vi ew of the curre nt findin gs , t he ar ea of the 

Chl. ldre n l eaves many unanswer ed eff e c t s o f di vorce on 

h Soc i e ty i s a lways c hanging . qu estions f or fur ther r e s earc • 

d may no t be ge neralizable to children Divorce e ffec t s to ay 

11 divo r ce because of t he of the f u tur e whose p ar ents wi 

Varl.ables and th e ef f ects of whic h ar e influe nc e multiple 
fam il y life ­~ t e ache r expect ancy, not yet un d e rst ood ( e .o · , 

s t yle s ) . d mus t be In d i v idu al nee 8 Con s ide r ed i f s c hools 

C'.h il dr en ac hi e~e t he i r 
1 of he l p i ng ar e t o r e ach th e i r goa -

l ear n ing potent i a l . 
1 , is on ch i or en 

ef f ect of di~or ce 
In asmuc h a s t he t 1 

s t udy was d i r ec ea 
l t he p res ent 

cont r ov e r si a l and comp ex, 

7 



toward f urt he r inve s t igat i on of these ef f ects 
on school 

achieveme nt us ing a samp le of wh i t 
· e , rural, third and fourt h 

grade students . Also, th e present st ud y sought to determine 

the influ ence of the fact ors sex and soc i oeconomic status 

and t heir int e r act i on with divorce. To r espond to these 

concerns the following null hypotheses we re stated: 

1. Th er e will be no difference in the ac hievement of 

elementary age students as a r esult of divorce in the family 

household whe n compare d to those living in int act homes. 

2. There will be no diff e ren ce in achievement between 

elementary age boys and girls as a result of d ivo r ce in the 

famil y hous e hold when compar ed to those living i n intac t 

homes. 

3. There will be no differe nces in achi evement betwee~ 

low s ocioeconomi c status and middle-to-high socioeconomic 

status elementary students as a result of divorce in the 

· · in int1ct famil y hous e hold whe n compared to those l1v1 ng 

homes. 

8 



subj ects 

Chapter 2 

METHOD 

The population f o r t he pr esent study 
consisted of 96 

white, rural, e l ementar y sc hoo l ch 1.ldren 
in grades 3- 4 . 

The students' age s ranged from 9 to 12 d 
, an the sampl e 

inc luded 44 mal es and 52 fem ales . Th 
e sampl e of 29 students 

(31 . 2%) came from a home i n whi c h divor·ce 11ad occurred and 

77 student s ( 78 .8%) came f rom a l egal l y intact home. 

Excluded from the study were adopted students or students 

who had lost a parent due to death . 

The socioeconomic status of the community is pri mar ily 

l ower - middle to midd l e clas s ac~ordin g to Title I qualifica­

tions (see Appe ndix A) . Among the students from a divorced 

home, 17 students or 58 . 6 pe r cent came fr om low-income homes 

based on qual ifications for the free lunch programs . 

Qualific a t i o ns for the free lun c h prog r am are determined by 

famil y size and income . :F amilies of two qualify if their 

income is und e r $6,900, families of three under SS ,58 0 

famili es of fo ur under $1 0,250, f1mil ies of five under $11,930, 

fami li es of f -1 · es of seven under $15 .280, unde r $13 , 600, am1 l 

and fam ilies of e ight und e r $l6 , 9 5o. 

Materia l s 

t o sex, I nfo r mation relating 
d t es t sco r es was age. an 

Family 
Collected f r om the students' 

·lat'\·e folde r s . C Uffi l.l J. 

9 



status informatio n w~s 1 ~ co lec t ed fr om 
10 

ards Low income 1· f 
the students' enrollment 

c . n ·ormation, whi c h 
served as the basis 

fo r assigning socioeconomic 
status, was obta1·ned from the 

free lunch program r ecords . 
No other i ndicator of socio-

economic s t atus was used. 

The test scores were de r ived f r om t he Stanford Achieve -
ment Test . Categories an al yzed wer e : 

reading tota l , auditory 
tota l , mathematics total 

' an d batte r y t ot al. The test was 

administered a s a part of the regular ly s cheduled program 

of the t esting bureau of the school corporation . The test 

was given in the s p r i ng of 1 981 by t he children's r egular 

c l assroom teac her. 

Pr ocedure 

Wri tten consent was given to the r e searcher for access 

to students' c umulative records by th e schoo l's principal. 

Info r mati on on age, sex , and test sco r es was recorded f or 

all students i n grades three and four. Famil y status infor ­

mat i on was gat hered from the student enrollment cards . 

Family inc ome leve l as c lassified by the school's f re e lunch 

program was also recorded . Each student was ass ign ed a 

number to keep the inf ormat i on confidential . 



Chapt e r 3 

RESULTS 

The data we re anal yzed bv c t 
· ompu e r using the multiple 

reg ression technique. No 81· 'f · 
gni icant difference in total 

achi evement as a result of divorce or intact home was found 

(F < .1). No signifi can t difference · t t 1 
in o a achievement 

between boys and girls in intact d' 
or 1vor ce homes was found 

(F < .1). There was a significant difference in total 

achievement between the lower class and middle-to-upper class 

students regardless of the home situation-- divorce or int ac t 
. 

(F=7. 88; P < . 006). Student s classified as mid dl e - to -h i gh 

socioeconomic status achieved higher on the t otal achieveme nt 

battery (X=3 28 . 25) than students class ified a s l owe r socio­

economi c s tatus (X=266.83). 

In addi t ion, a s ignifi c ant int er act i on was f ound between 

sex and s oci oe c onomi c status r egardl ess of the famil) ' s marit al 

stat u s ( F= 3 . 8 83; p < . 05) . Boys in the middle - to - hi gh socio -

economic s t atus achieved highe r on t he tota l batte r y (X=335 · 38 ) 

t he middle - to - hi gh socioeconomic than girl s cl as s ifi e d in 

a1· r1 s c l assified as l ow socio ­status (X=321.12). Howeve r , o 

total bat~ery (X=297 . 28) 
economic stat u s s c ored h ighe r on t he 

· s1:atus (~=24:0 . 71 ) · 
than boys cl a s s ifi ed as l ow economi c 

h\_:pothesis did not sta1:e that 
Alt hou gh th e ori g in a l 

d . .::cor0s \roul d diff e r e nce s in r ea 1n g v ✓ 
be e. ·amin ed' since reading 

and to ta l ac hi evement 
to be highly corre lat ed, 

have been found 

11 



the resear c her chose t o ex am· 
· ine t he r e l at . . 

i ons hip be t ween 
r ead i ng, soc i oeconomic stat us d . 

an mari t al s t a tu s. A s would 
be expected f r om a r ev i ew of th b 

12 

ea ove data showin g a re l a ­
t i onship be t ~ee n ac h i e vemen t on t h t 

e ota l batt er y and soc i o ­
economic stat us, r eadin g was also 

af fec t ed by soc i oeconomic 
status r egard les s of the famil y's • 

- marit a l status (F=13.2 8 ; 
p < . 00045) . An examin ation of t' h 

e mean sco r es revea l ed 

that middl e -to-above socioeconomic status student s had hi ghe r 

mean scores (X=82 • 33 ) than did l ow s oc ioeconomi c status stu ­

dent s ( X=65. 95). The reading s co r es for boys in t he mi ddle ­

to-hi gh socioeconomi c status we r e highe r (X=65 . 52 ) t han 

t hose boys c l assified as l ow soc i oeconomic st R.tu s (X=60. 19) . 

Th e re ading sc ores for girls in the mi ddl e - t o- high socio­

economic s t atus wer e hi gh er (X=82 . 78 ) t h~n those of gi r ls 

in the l ow soc i oeconomi c status (X=72 . 67) . The r eading mean 

f or g i r l s wa s highe r t han t he mean f or boys in bot h of t he 

socioecon omi c status cat egor ies regard::.ess of th e family's 

mar ital stat us . 

Coeffl·ci· e nt be t wee n mat h ach i evement and Th e r e gr ession 

sex and soc ioe c onomi c s tatus was computed also. The r e l at io!l -

and s e x was not sign i ficant , and shi p bet we e n math ac h i e vemen t 

and socioeconomic t he r e l ation s hip be t wee n mat h ac hievement 
,.. - p < . 089). 

hed sign i fica nce ( F=2 -9 ~~; status onl y ap pr oa c 
• not a signifi -

h ,,pot hesi s t hat divorc e is I n summar y, t he J 

cant facto r in the ac hi evement d t - is supported by of stu en ::, 

. . f•cantl~ r 8lated to 
f to r s1gn1 1 . th e a bove data . Th e onl y ac 

· achi evement in th e present st udy is 
l·c stai:us . socioec on orn 



Chapt e r 4 

DISCUSSION 

Th e purpose of the present stud,, 
J was to investigate th e 

effec t of divorce on the achie 
vement of elementary age students 

as measur ed by the Stanford Achievement Test. 
Other independent 

variables measured were sex ad 
n socioeconomic status. The 

results of the study indicated that th f 
e actor of divor ce was 

not a significant factor affecting stttde t 1 . n ac 11evement for 

this sample. However, socioeconomic status \Vas a si· · f· , g·n1 1C2. Ilt-

factor, adversely affect ing the achievement of students in 

both int act and divorced home s. 

Al thoug h many studies have found div orce to be a con ­

tributing fact or to poor student ichi evement, some have 

reported conflicting evidence concerning the positive 

effects o f the nuclear family. In one study, Hammond 

(1979b) s tudied se lf-concept , academic achieveme nt, and 

attitudes and found that t here we r e no significant differences 

in the self-concept or reading ab ility between children of 

int act and d ivorced famili es; in mathematics bar s from 

divorced homes scored lower, but not signifi cantly lower, 

than boys from in tac t homes . 
Girls from divorced and intact 

nl athematics achievement . 
homes showe d no diff e r e nce in 

b,, Smidchins and Thompson (1973) 
A study conducted J 

. 1 - organization within 
in ves tigated the eff8cts of fami 1 - • 

They found . _1, · 1J achievement · 
socioeconomic strata on basi c ~~ 1 

13 



t hat s t ud e nt s from int act h 14 
omes tended to 

obtain higher 
ac hievement s c or e s than students 

from divor ced h 
f omes. However, 

t hey a lso oun d that divorce had 
a greater impact on the 

ac hi evement of st udents in th 1 e owe r soc ioeconom i c l eve l s . 
Herzog and Sudia (1970) concluded f 

rom their r evi ew of 
the literatur e that it was unlikely that 

divorce alone caused 
poor school a c hievement and t hat f 

ac tors such as socioeconom ic 

status and the qua lity of adult interact ions are 
impact i ng 

factors. 

Wallerstein and Kelly (1979) suggested that achievement 

may suffer temporaril y during th e d ivorce crisis, but that 

continue d poor achievement usuall y will be due to other 

facto r s in the c hildren 's lives. 

These studies and t he present study s ugg est a new way of 

thinking abou t the effects of divorce on children . !any 

ch ildren can successfu ll y cope with th e crisis of divorce 

wit hout t heir s c hool ac hievemen t bei ng af f ected . Low socio ­

economi c s t atus , amon g other variab les , may be one fac t or. 

among many, overriding divorce and interrupting the l ea r ning 

A b Of Profess i onals cautioned proces s . significan t num e r 

against e xpecting all children and parents to r eact to a 

Eac l1 1.- 11di vi dual ' s behavior depends 
divorce in s i mil a r ways . 

l i ty exper i ences, and support 
on hi s or he r unique pe r sona , · 

d Kelly, 1975; Damon , 1979) . 
systems avail ab l e (Wall e r s t ein an 

the need for t each ers, 
The s t udi es r ev i ewed i nd i cate 

wi th c hi ld r en from divor ced 
coun se l or s and a ll those who work 

. ' 



homes t o be awar e of Der s ona l b. 
~ 1ases and 

expec tations that 
chi l dre n f r om homes i n Whi c h di vorce has 

occurred will have 

15 

l) r obl ems wit h learnin g and . 
s oci a l adju s tment s . 

A most not ed 
st udy b y Rosen thal and J acob sen c1968 ) 

r epor ted t hat pupil s per fo r m 
up t o t he expec tations of the teache r 

, which may in itse lf 
be a cont ributing fac t or t o 

poor sc hool pe r fo r mance of s tude nts 
from divor ced homes. 

In c on currence wi th th e pr esent s t ud y 's con c lus i ons 

concerning the re ading scores of the s ample , J ant z ( 1975) 

found signi f icant differe nce s in r eading perform ance for the 

f ac tors of sex and s oc i oec on om i c st atus ( P < .01 ) . Fema l e s 

scor e d sign i f icantly highe r t ha n males, and high soc i oeconomi c 

s tud e nts sco r e d s ignifi c antl y h igher than low soc ioec onomic 

stude nts. 

Alt hough th e pr e sent study fo und no significant diff er ence 

in th e achi eveme nt of boys f r om d i vo r ced homes , s t ud ies have 

indi cat e d t ha t boys ma y be mo r e s eve r ely af f ected than gi r ls 

fr om di vor c e d home s . Hethe r ingt on (1 9 79) concluded that boy s 

due t o expecta t i on s f or t hem are the worst vict ims of d i vor ce 

lna ].e r o l e c haract er i zed by aggr ession to fit th e st e r eot yp ic 

and in dep endenc e . 
. 1 . i·ap 1· d social · a seeming Y · Our soc i e t y i s e xpe r i e nc in g 

r e l ationships a 1d fami l y 
evolu t i on i n t e r ms of in ter per sonal 

or ganiz ation . 
. 1 ·es ar e cons tant ly 

I n that new types of f ami i 

] ts O
f r esear ch are conflicting, the 

evol vin g and t he r es u • 
S pe,.ns essent i al . 

nee ct for 
· h · s a y•e ::i. ~ 

r '.~ s 0arc ll in t. i ~ f ir t h e r ':'. -
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Investigat i ons o f f a c t ors such as the fo ll . · owing wou ld assist 

Counselors in working with famil i es P.Xpe r1·e . 
~ nc 1ng divorc e : 

(a) 

(b) 

the effect of divor ce on children at var ying ages ; 

the emotional stabilit y and matur 1·tu 
J of the parents 

in handling the crisis precipitating the divorce 

as we ll as the process; 

(c) the number a nd birth order of the siblings ; 

(d) the amount of conflict in th e home and the l engt h 

of time the children have exper i enced t his conflict; 

(e) the environmental factors that aid the child in 

cop ing with divorce and instill stabilit y and 

resil iency in the children ; and 

(f) t he mul t iple of other vari abl es affecting academic 

achi evement and the i r possible relationship to 

the divorce process. 
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APPENDIX A 

FAM I LY-SIZE AND I NCOME SCALE 
REDUC FOR FREE AND 

ED-PRICE MEALS 

This is the income seal 

Ed t
. t d e used b uca ion o etermine 1 . . . Y Housto c 

free milk in the 1980-B~ igibility for~ ounty Board of school year. ree meals and 

SCHOOL YEAR 1980 -1981 

22 

Family Size Fre.e Meals & Free Milk Reduced Price Meals 

1 $ 5,230 $ 8,150 

2 6,900 10,760 

3 8,580 13,380 

4 10,250 15,990 

5 11,930 18,600 

6 13,600 21,2 20 

7 15,280 23,8 30 

8 16,950 
26, 44 0 

Each additional 
family member $ 1,680 

$ 2,6 10 

REGULATIONS REGARDING INCOME GUIDELI NES 

MAY IN APPLYING GU IDELINES, SCHOOL FOOD AUTHORITIES 

12 

CONSIDER BOTH THE INCOME OF THE FAMILY DURI NG THE PAST 
DETMONTHS AND THE FAMILY 'S CURRENT RATE OF I NCOME TO 
PR ERMINE WHICH IS THE BETTER I NDI CATOR OF THE NEED FOR 
CHiE AND REDUCED PRI CE MEALS: PROVI DED , HOWEVER , THAT 
BE LOREN WHOSE PARENTS OR GUARDIANS BECOME UNEMPLOYED SHALL 
MI ELIGIBLE FOR FREE OR REDUCED PRI CE MEALS AN D/ OR FREE 
INLK DURI NG THE PER I OD OF UNEMPLOYMENT , IF THE LOSS OF 
C COME CAUSES THE FAMILY I NCOME TO BE WITHIN THE ELIGIBILITY 
RITERIA OF THE SCHOOL FOOD AUTHORI TY (Tennessee 

st
ate 

Depart ment of Educ ation, 1980- 81) . 
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