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n the early 1900s,
criminologista noted
that almost a quarter of
Yyoung mals offenders -
ipbing cahont Syta

skipping schooi. So
scienﬁlifs thus Jabeled
tewancy tha “Idndergarten of
crime,” More than 100 ysars
later, tha Issue of truancy hag
Become parameount actass the
country. And on Nov. 30,
2008, when Mayor John F.
Street admonishad humdreds
of repeatedly truant students
and thelr parents at the
Lizcoiras Center; 3 became
evident that this growing
irend plagues the City of
Brotherly Love as well,

"“In. Philadelphiz sohoals —
oot courding charter sehook
< thara are 173,000 students,
d0d the truancy rate remains
£t alarming levels despite all-
of the distriet’s recent efforts.
East year, at Ieast 80,000 o~
Philadelphin School Districh
children were absent from
schaol efght. or more days,
while 118,834 students Had
three or more unexcused
abisences and 29,316 wers
absent at least 25 times.

While officials in schoot
difteicts such ag Philadelphias

Pa. needs to tough

Thousands of
Philo, students
are skinping
school, but stgte
statutes carry
little authority fo
get them back,
work dally to addresé:::t-be
academic nesds of these
“atrisk” yourh, they afsg
tiderstand that a Jarge part of
making sure these students
reach their potentlal is

efsuring that they attend
classes. Within the school

. districts, there are
.+ “alterpitive” schaals hat have
+: created

eclal programs
aimed at Increasing ttendance
rates. ot for any substantive
chapge to dccur ia this area,
school districes must wge the
state legistature to follow the
Tead of many states by

adopting trumney-prevention
programs, based on both
positive and negative
incaintives for pareats and
their truant ehildren. -

In 1988, Wisconsiii.became
the fivat state to pursus
substantial welfave reform
when it received a federal
watver of Aid to Familfes with
Dependent Children, (AFDC)
rules for its “Learnfare”
program. The program
reduced AFDO benefits to
welfare families whose teenage
children were excessively
ruant frorn school Sgon, othex
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states, Including New York,
Ohio, Massachusetts and
Mazyland, jeined Wisconsh by
endcting simiiar reforms,
Thage on welfare would Tose
anywhere frore 364 to $100 per
month out of their aNotted
federal assistanee.

Other metheds focng on
student motivation Fox
example, 24 states have some
type of policy that connenty
student attendancs andfor
student achisvement to the
privilege of driviog Nine
states make minimum schonl
attendance a reqaivement for

receiving a ficense Five
states bave hoth.

1en laws targeting truancy

te be a Mghlp costeffective
way to addvess this issue,
In P vania, there ara

Moreover, 11 states desi
trwancy or lack of acadermic
PIOSTOsS as causes for
suspension ef 4 drivers
Ycepse. Five states have 2
combined approach wherchy
they limit the issyanca of
driver’s licenses as well ¢s,
suspend licenses for both
academic problems and
attendance issaes, These

currently two state statutes
enforeing student attendance,

18 PaC3A §6301, Hiled
“Cormuption of Minors ® and
24 P:S. §13-1333, titled “Public
School Code of 1949 —
ZEnforeing Public School
Atiendance.” Nefther pravides
for much enforcement
antherity against parents or

policies us apply 10 16~ guardians, nor does either
and yeanolds beeause 16 is offer much support for
the typical mini zgefora  individual school districts
driver’s license to be issued The time bas come to
Little research has Teen examine our Iaws, regulations
cempleted on the effect these and statutes, The problem is
types of lws have on Buancy . real, and the solutlons myst
or dropioit rates, But state be comprehensive, |
polk &rs should consider Of course, programs such
that, for many teenagers, a2 this will alse put
ving Is “real currency” additional strain on the
Prameting this privilege ag 4 budgets and time of schogl
veward for attending and administrators, But ifq -
ding iy school truaney-reduction program is
with many students, tha difference between
. On averags, graduation and dropout for
truancy-reduction Programs Just one student per year,
such as these cost toughly then the program is 4
$100,000 per year, and reasonable investment. By

districts and Scheols may
incur administrative costs in
collaborating with thelr *
respectve Moter vehicle
departments, but these costs
pale in corparison to the
cost of friancy And when
studies show that the average
high school dropout casts
saciety more than $200,000 »
year, these programs appear

Inereasing sehool sttendance,
Drograms like this could help
cweate a bettereducated
workforce, redmee oriminal
activity during the daytime,
and help te reduce
dependence on aiready
Tintited saclat resonrees
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