Family structure and process correlates of adolescent schooling behavior 
A report from the Educational Testing Service points out that dropout rates in the US are going up yet little is being done to prevent it.  Adolescents drop out for various reasons, including getting poor grades, disciplinary problems, becoming pregnant, parental neglect, trouble managing both school and work or drug and alcohol problems.
In the study I examined family structural outcomes: paternal and maternal education, ethnicity and family process outcomes: parental monitoring and parent-adolescent specific school focused communication as associated with parents reporting of adolescents’ performance at school.  I used data from the National Center for Educational Statistics /National Household Education Surveys (a national sample representative of households in the United States) program (NCES/NHES) to analyze results for children whose parents report that they are Black, Hispanic or White.  
Data were analyzed using SPSS and AM (American Institute for Research Statistical Package).  Results show that compared to White parents, Hispanic parents (β = -.254, p-value =0.045*, odds ratio = 0.78) are less likely but are more likely than Black parents (β = -.51, p-value =0.001**, odds ratio = 0.60) to report that their adolescent children performed above average at school (Fig. 1).  Parents’ education was positively related to adolescents’ school performance.  Paternal (β = .514, p-value =0.001**, odds ratio = 1.67) and maternal education (β = .595, p-value =0.000**, odds ratio = 1.81) at the undergraduate level and above was positively associated with reported adolescent performance at school.  Mothers who had graduate level education or more were, more likely than fathers with similar level of education to report that their children performed above average at school (Fig. 1). 
Regarding communication, according to parents, parent-child discussion about the child’s future (β = .564, p-value = 0.066, odds ratio = 1.76) was unrelated to the adolescent’s academic performance.  However, there was a good likelihood that for children who performed at or below average, parents discussed work (β = -.509, p-value =0.015**, odds ratio = 1.81) as an alternative to higher education (Fig. 2a).  Controlling for family background, parental monitoring, i.e. setting rules about homework (β = .555, p-value = 0.015**, odds ratio = 1.74) was associated with better school performance for adolescents (Fig. 2). 
Policy needs to direct adolescents’ vocational interests and link those interests with academies in order to maximize the occupation pay offs for youth who are not college bound.  Also schools should encourage parents to set rules about homework since such monitoring by parents makes a difference in adolescents’ school performance.
Fig. 1. Family structural correlates

Variable       Beta        P-value     Odds Ratio   Std err

Black             -.51         .001**          .60           .15

Hispanic        -.254        .045*           .78            .13

Dad Educ.       .514        .001**        1.67            .14

Mom Educ.     .595        .000**       1.81            .14

Fig. 2. Family process correlates (communication and monitoring)
a. Communication
Communicate
about      Beta        P-value     Odds Ratio   Std err

Sch Expr      .874         .352          2.4              .93

Future         .564         .066          1.76            .30

Drugs          .112         .633          1.12            .23

Work          -.509         .015**        1.81          .60
b. Monitoring
Set rules about  Beta      P-value     Odds Ratio   Std err

Bedtime        .105         .527          2.40           1.11

Home wk      .555         .015**       1.74             .22

Compt use    .111         .409             .89             .89

