NC1002 Annual Meeting: October, 2002

Tuesday, Oct. 1.

2:00 – 6:00pm

Attending: Jan Bokemeier, Annelise Carleton-Hug, Tricia Dyk, Theresa Ferrari, Gary Gerhard, Gary Hansen, Joanne Keith, Carol Markstrom, Patricia McGlaughlin, Stephen Russell, Alan Smith, Francisco  Villarruel, Ron Werner-Wilson. 

Guest: Dr. David Dzewaltowski (KSU – conducts research on health behavior in adolescents [diet & exercise]; now doing a multi-year study of youth in KS and exercise habits over 6th/7th/8th grade, primarily on diet & health behaviors, but other social factors as well. 

Graduate students from  Iowa State University: Kathy Morrissey, Erin Chatman

· Welcome, Intro & Setting of Agenda:        Joanne Keith

Since first meeting of group 2 years ago, SOOSEs have become hot topic nationally, at state & local level. 

· Administrative Update:  Jan Bokemeier
· Issues that need to be discussed for the overall project

· help answering questions of working within ESCOP system

· Multi-state projects (such as this) are considered national

· Issues in DC – appropriations bills are pending, thus currently unclear where funding sources will come from, may be available;

· Most of the funding that would have gone into IFIS, will probably not be available due to stalemate. Instead may be available thru integrated funding known as“406” funds.

· One possible funding opportunity: multi-disciplinary projects; “406” Grants – up to millions of dollars will be available; multi-state/interdisciplinary will be given priority

· Additional USDA news of interest: 

· At the national level (in extension) there is a focus on homeland security, e.g. security issues in ag, securing farms, etc.

· Social Sciences Committee in ESCOP – 5 areas of social sciences with representatives from all 1890 schools are adding input into how security issues relate to social sciences (e.g vulnerable families) [Pam Monroe, Penny Ralston, Mary , Bob Hughes from MO]

· There is a shift to a paperless system: everything done electronically on NIMS;  The administrative counterpart (for us, Jan) is the only one to access the site, thus all reporting (minutes, reports, etc.) must be sent to Jan who will file the necessary info.

· Review of Recent Research on Out-of-School Time & Related Resources led by Joanne Keith & Annelise Carleton-Hug
· Coffee Break
· State-by-State Updates and group discussion: Plan on about an hour for each update so that we can include time for lively discussion     

· Iowa Update:  Ron Werner-Wilson, and  Kathy Morrissey & Erin Chatman (graduate students)

1. submitted 2 intermural grants

2. Obtained funding to complete 2 pilot projects with Iowa youth in schools, community agencies & 4-H.  The studies involved surveys that included the draft survey items compiled by the NC1002 project team, as well as additional measures to investigate developmental appropriateness, and scales/indices to measure dimensions such as altruism, creativity; egocentrism, self-esteem, lonliness; parent influence

a. First Study:  304 youth (11 – 18) from participating schools & agencies; survey developed from NC)1002 pilot instrument

b. Second Study:  Mail survey (using a modified Total Design Method [Dillman] to 4-H youth from small towns & rural communities (same instrument[abridged] plus several other measures=attachment and family emotional involvement & criticism);  Youth from towns <2000 involved in 4-H

i. 94 youth returned surveys (11-18)

ii. mostly white/non-Hispanic

iii. Will compare results from 40-item measure of attachment to a 9-item measure

3. Two theses started:

a. The Relationship Between Out-of-school activities and positive youth development: an investigation of community opportunities and attitudes toward community (K. Morrissey)

b. PYD & Sexuality (Erin Chatmen)

· California Update :  Stephen Russell 

Development of an On-line survey for adolescents (in collaboration with Lynne Borden, AZ, Danny Perkins, PA and Patricia McGlaughlin, IL)

· Questions about how to describe youth involvement in SOOSEs = discussion began in New Orleans, the sub-group continued the discussion at CYFAR 

· GOAL: to create descriptive tool to assess who is getting involved, and in what? 

· Decided to create web-based activity/tool for middle/high school youth that lets the survey respondent answer a set of demographic questions, and then skip to the sections of survey that pertain specifically to the activities the person is  involved in (including team sports, religious activities, other activities);

· Oct. 2002:  Status of survey in development:

· Completed 4 pages of introductory/background info, including state & county

· Will explore the reasons why non-involved you are NOT engaged; why those who are no longer involved are no longer involved; 

· Three areas = 18 questions for each activity (includes items from C. Flanagan, J. Eccles, ADHealth, and others):

· Will be piloted by spring 2003 , revised and put out to larger audience in summer

· Programming is being done by Bruce Haass (Lansing) with payment from UC Davis and PSU 

· Next steps:  establish pilot sites

· If additional partners are interested in joining, they are encouraged to express interest to Stephen – but be prepared to join in on-going planning

Discussion about obtaining parental consent in this (and similar) research efforts:

Comments from NC1002 members:

· Theresa asked similar questions in schools, and did not need to get parental consent (no risk questions, no identifiers)

· Jan – suggest that at next year’s meeting, we meet with someone from NIH, NSF or other major funders, ex. For a meeting of COSSA (Consortia of Social Science Associations) Jan invited  Howard ? to speak to this issue.

· Jan reminded the group that researchers at each institution need to come to agreement with the Human Subjects requirements at their institution

· E.g. Project at Oregon State – all data is sent to OSU, and database is managed there, with access for contributing members

· Dave Dz. – on-line survey of adolescent diet/health: has built in parental consent – parents give consent and then kids receive password to access survey site.

· Gary H. – consider possibility of creating surveys that can be done on laptops (or even PDA) = bring tech. equipment to school/agency and have kids input data at that time.

· Michigan:  Why youth participate in out-of-school activities, and some of the reasons why they don’t (Introduction)

Annelise Carleton-Hug

Wednesday, Oct. 2.

Morning Session:  8:00 – 12:00

· State-by-State Updates and group discussion: (continued…)

· MI : wrap-up of results, including presentation of comparison of ratings by urban youth (from MI study) and members of NC1002 team

· West Virginia:  Psychosocial maturity of West Virginia high school students and their involvement in structured activities

Carol Markstrom
· 14 high schools in WV:  survey asked Qs about participation in 4H, extracurricular, religion & volunteerism; Measured on psychosocial scales = empathy, competence, ego strengths; Longitudinal (over 8 mos.): from Feb. to Oct.  N=538.

· Found that kids are involved in multiple activities = how to identify effects from any particular activity, or cumulative effects? 

· Compared results for youth involved in sports, student govt, issues group, volunteerism. 

· Ego strengths[64 items] (hope, will, purpose, competence, fidelity, love, care, wisdom) are indicative of a person who is more willing to be involved, have confidence

· Females scored higher on ego strengths of purpose, fidelity, love & care

· Significant ego strength associated with sports, student gov’t, issue group & volunteerism.  NO significant differences found for religious attendance

· Found that kids with greater ego strengths were more likely to be involved – leads to question: we’ve been thinking that extracurricular activities build ego strengths, but consider that those with greater ego strengths are more likely to be involved. 

· Other factors to consider: parenting, community factors, lack of confidence

· Kentucky:  Boone County Model 4-H/Youth Development Program

Tricia Dyk & Gary Hansen
· based on ecological approach

· GOAL: to provide research-based evaluation & recommendations for youth program development, revision & implementation

· Compared youth in 4-H programs, “drop-outs” and non-participants

· Youth/parents – filled in surveys

· Teachers/4-H members – focus groups

· Agents – interviews

· Lessons learned:  

· Barriers:

· Working with local county boards was stumbling block (Tricia & Gary went to group and said they were part of national effort NC1002). County people interpreted this as meaning that the efforts would be not “local” enough , and also that the money should come from national!

· Schools have so many requests for surveys, that they are reluctant to let researchers in…and only for 30 min. 

· Title “Out-of-school” hindered in-school administrators;  request information on how out-of-school programs relate to instructional goals = e.g. standardized test scores (math, reading, etc.)

· Schools are not held accountable for positive youth development, thus hesitant to get involved in something so “Feel good”

· Offer of part-time assistant was seen by schools as a burden (would require supervision)

· Community partners want hard-core products : not research pubs, survey tools, etc. They want implementation plan, and then they want results. 

· Challenges: constraints for getting longitudinal samples

· Challenges: surveys are harder to get into schools than curricula for sensitive topics

· COMMENT:  Joanne mentioned that survey entre only works when local person is committed, has buy-in. Thus, go with schools/districts that have partner in place who will move survey thru school (not U.). 

· Coffee Break
· Ohio (Teresa Ferrari); 

· Adolescents: What are they doing, What could they do?

· Program with “Action for Children”

· At state level: 12 “out-of-school” time specialists

· Surveyed 3000 middle school students (data reflect 1,700): schools participated and anticipate info to help them prepare their 21st Century Learning Center proposals

· Survey was broken into smaller pieces and team returned to schools several times (names on surveys were changed to ID number – with IRB approval and parental consent)

· GET COPY OF SURVEY FROM THERESA
· 92% responded that they are not participating in an afterschool program

· Out-of-school time involvement, Motivations for involvement, barriers

· One portion of the survey allowed youth to write in favored activity, and then respond on 3-pt scale about motivations for involvement, and barriers to involvement

· Kids say they need more: say in types of activities/programs; weekend/evening activities, leadership, programs

· Found those with higher level of involvement had higher grades (but not demonstrated causally)

· Two theses investigated specific after-school program “Adventure Central” w/ Cleveland Metro Parks.  Evaluation of program (est. 2000)

· Assessment of relationships between adults and youth at Adventure Center;   observations of interactions, and found that relations at Center are significantly different from relations with teachers and other adults in neighborhood.

· Focus Groups with youth;  Why do you come here? (adults care about them; opportunities there are not available at other places; feel that they are making a difference [philanthropy projects] )  What do you enjoy? Reasons for involvement

· Kansas (Gary Gerhard);

· Pilot studies about improving physical activity & social skills for youth

· Outcomes measured:  physical activity levels, empathy & cooperation

· Looking at increasing perceptions of competence & enjoyment in physical activities

·  Illinois (Pat McGlaughlin)

· statewide structured out-of-school program over summer ( N = 4500) 9-12 year olds across state.  Collected data on why they were involved, including SES.  Have names of youth, so follow-up is possible.  Majority of youth were not involved in 4-H previously, so provides opp’ty to track changes related (?) to involvement.  

· Interested in pursuing “parent involvement” (their own involvement in extra activities)

· Children of the Land,  Elder = includes info about correlations between parental involvement in various activities and youth involvement (in rural settings).

· Chan & Elder – article in Rural Sociology

· Other names:  James Coleman ; Bo Beaulieu; Beth Van Horn (PSU): studied adults who had been 4H members, and related to current civic engagement.

· Relation of Justice System and Out-of-School time: Report on the Latino Youth in the Juvenile Justice System  Francisco Villarruel
· Summary of Donde esta: Latino youth in justice system

· Latino youth are over-represented in justice system, and receive harsher and longer-term incarceration

· More likely to be waived to adult court as opposed to juvenile court; Procedure varies from state to state (in some states, arresting officer’s declaration that individual is affiliated with a gang is sufficient to transfer them to adult court).

· Found that nationally, data are not comparable, or even available = data are inadequate.

· Need to identify systems of change – at all levels of gov’t, society

· Statistics show: different ethnic groups are involved in different crime types disproportionately

· Need for funding for longitudinal studies to examine how to incorporate PYD/CYD elements into Juvenile Justice system

· NATIONAL LEVEL:
· "4-H Programs of Excellence Impact Reports"    Allan Smith
· 2002:  of 158 4H programs submitted for Programs of Excellence, only 10 include data on evaluation; therefore, there is need to partner with 4H and help with evaluation, in instrument development/evaluation/analysis. (these 10 are included in hand-out from Allan) 

· Federal Funding: 

· IFAFS (Initiative for Future Agriculture and Food Systems) : Blocked by House, so no funds available.

·   info available at www.reeusda.gov/1700/programs/IFAFS/IFAFS
· CSREES (Cooperative State Research, Education, and Extension Service) Closed for this year, available next year, but topics are ag. Related (not youth, out-of-school)

· NRI – grants for basic research, @ $250,000 for 2 years

· Integrated funds: 401 and 406: applied research (currently none related to youth development) 

ISSUE:  funds not available for social sciences (children, youth & family) from within CSREES.

Other Opportunities:

· NSF – Program area: Children, Youth & Families : Peg Barrat – coordinating Developmental Science areas.

· NIH

· Suggestion:  apply for planning grant (<$250,000) to develop research plan, and collaborate with multiple partners/states

Administrative Issues related to NC1002:
· Difficulties/obstacles of AES & Extension working together.

· NOTE:  to be official member of this team (and to ADD new person) need to file “Appendix E” signed by Experiment Station director (and Extension director as well). 

· On project, need to include preliminary Human Subjects approval 

· Other paperwork:  file on NIMSS (paperless reporting)

· Need to file annual report (SAES-421)and minutes from this meeting

· Send to Jan, she completes it and submits it to NIMSS

· Included on reports, and reviewed for Annual report:

· Attendance at meeting

· Scientific productivity – any related projects, research efforts, graduate students, publications

· Need to include state report:  all professional activity related to this project (presentations, but not outreach), grants/contracts, graduate students; Impacts = outreach, how this info has shaped policy, affected the ability of schools to get 21st Century grant. 

· Who are key stakeholders, and what have we done that has made a difference for these stakeholders:  include measurable estimates as available, appropriate

· E.g. numbers of schools who used info and apply for grants

· Number of hits to website to download Chico’s report.

· Number of Best Lives sold

· Include everything related to objectives of project

· Project Plan:

· Common Core of questions, instruments that can be used by multiple partners in different contexts

· Some examples of accomplishments of multistate projects:

· Edited volume or book, or journal : with chapters and articles contributed by separate members

· Use registration fee for annual meeting to pay for data entry of group project; ex. $500 for each participant (can also cover costs of private consultants – NOT gov’t employee) 

Jan will investigate fees that have been charged for other groups. 

· Discussion of Next year’s leadership
· The nominations committee nominated Ron Werner-Wilson to the post of Chair of the group.  

· The members present unanimously voted to accept Ron Werner-Wilson.
· Gary Gerhard agreed to continue in his role as Vice-Chair, responsible for meeting coordination and arrangement. 
Wednesday, Oct. 2.

Afternoon Session:  1:00 – 5:00 (evening as needed)

OBJECTIVE (1):  To identify and analyze the dimensions of key developmental processes that occur in structured out-of-school experiences.

OBJECTIVE (2): To identify and analyze the influence of individual youth, family, and community factors on youth involvement in structured out-of-school experiences with different characteristics.

OBJECTIVE (3): To identify and analyze the relationships between structured out-of-school experiences and key developmental outcomes associated with positive youth development defined as personal engagement in their own development and/or civic engagement.

OBJECTIVE (4): To track over time the key developmental processes that occur across single or multiple structured out-of-school experiences. 

Different methods for different aspects of projects 


- recognize that representative samples are not always desirable or appropriate.
Develop a descriptive project to describe kids experiences in SOOSEs :

WHO is doing WHAT kind of SOOSE

· Stephen, Lynne, Danny

· Focus on measurement strength

· “Diverse” sample, but not necessarily representative

· descriptive data would be applicable

What are core measures that we are focusing on?

1. Need to include a core set of demographic questions

2. General questions about SOOSEs

How do we account for SES? 

(Note: Carol mentioned that it’s important NOT to ask kids “what is your parent’s occupation?” – won’t get good info. At least, ask them “what your [parent] does at their job?)

What are precursors, what are outcomes?

3 strands:- 

Conceptual Areas 

1. Theoretical:  Overall ecological/human development aspects; including family roles, parent contributions (e.g. Ron, Carol, Theresa)

2. In-depth Investigations on SOOSEs:  Structured activities – what happens within/as a result of specific activities? (e.g. in depth survey of specific types of out-of-school activities = Stephen, Lynne & Danny)

3. Program Evaluation/Interventions e.g. Case studies (Theresa): on youth and/or programs

NOTE:  we all need to make efforts to include marginalized youth in all projects

4. Specific marginalized populations – examining SES and ethnicity, sexual minority youth (e.g.Chico & Annelise, Stephen, Carol)

Methods:

5. Case study: Multi-method, Including ethnographic studies e.g. Applying an ecological model (Tricia & Gary)

6. Surveys

7. Focus groups

POINTS OF DISCUSSION:

1. Longitudinal studies:  (need to give attention & focus to this so that it isn’t left to afterthought)

· Consider shorter term longitudinal studies

· Cohort studies

2. Products: what are we producing, contributing?

· For researchers = publications, articles, etc.

· For applied practitioners = program curricula, policy recommendations, interventions, best practices, presentations at National meetings (SRA, 4H agents, etc.) etc. 

E.g. create a Tool that schools can use to assess and measure accountability (for SOOSEs and non-academic outcomes)

Core Measurements:

1. At “Core-Core” Minimum level:

a. Demographic questions

b. 10-item Rosenburg

c. basic SOOSE questions

i. Get from Stephen.Lynne

ii. Measure of Belonging

d. PYD Outcomes

1) Creative Thinking (4-5 items)

2) Leadership (being developed)

3) Altruism;(7-item) empathic concern 

4) Respect for Diversity;

5) Civic Engagement

e. Assets (check with 4 categories in NAIS report)

i. Grades

ii. Connectedness (3-items)

2. At each additional level (ate discretion/interest of researcher):

a. Add in additional measures as interested:

i. Ego-strength measure (see Carol) : 40-64 items

ii. AES Ego Measure : 15-18 items

iii. Identity:  20-30 items

b. More in-depth questions about SOOSEs

Refer to:

Scales, P.C., Benson, P.L. Leffert, N., Blyth, D.A. (2000). The contribution of developmental assets to the prediction of thriving outcomes among adolescents.  Applied Developmental Science. 4:27-46.

See Assets  & Features listed in NAIS report (NRC), determine to what extent we have matched these  (Tricia and Gary will look into this)

Future Studies:

L = indicates this person/state will take leadership role in project

S = indicates person/state will be involved in support role (e.g. participate in replicating study with youth from their state/region)

	
	Case Studies
	Survey
	Focus Groups

	Theory
	
	L: Ron + KSU

S: KSU
	

	In-Depth study of SOOSEs
	
	L: CA/PA/AZ; IL

S: KS
	L: ACH

S: KSU, Stephen

	Interventions/ Evaluations
	
	
	


GROUP MANAGEMENT ISSUES:

1. Discussion of Meeting 2003:

The group discussed and debated the merits of three different sites for the annual meeting, 2003.  Sites considered were: 

a) New York: Possibility to meet with funders = W.T. grant, Ford, Rockefeller, and others.

b) D.C. : Possibility to meet with NSF

c) Kansas City: convenient, good working environment

Jan: we already have considerable preliminary data, and by next year, we’ll have even more. Should be ready to prepare and submit a concept paper to funder.  She also clarified that we can add a full third day to the meeting if needed. 

Group decided to meet :

Monday, Oct. 6 – Wed. Oct. 8, 2003, Kansas City, Homewood Suites

Gary Gerhard made arrangements with the hotel.  

Addition of new members

· People who have expressed an interest in joining:

1. David Weatherford.  4-H . Clemson

2. M.J. Alhabeeb. Associate Prof. Dept. of Resource Economics, University of Massachusetts

· Ron will send information to prospective members, including:

· Minutes

· Description of procedures for joining

3. Annual Report: - must be filed within 60 days (December 3)

Information available on website:

www.wisc.edu/ncra
· go to multistate projects section “Manual”

· SAES-422 form required : 3-page limit

· List of participants at annual meeting

· Summary of minutes or URL for project website with detailed minutes

· Accomplishments

· Milestones

· Stakeholders

· 1-2 paragraphs on plans for next year

· current year’s publications

How to reach marginalized youth/non-joiners?
Carol Markstrom:  research into puberty studies of Native American populations;

Comments and Strategies: 

1. tribes have been misrepresented in past research efforts, treated poorly, and exploited by social scientists.

a. E.g. to gain access to Navajo tribe, their IRB requirements were very exhaustive and (ultimately) very time-consuming and expensive (trips to arrange for approval);  Also, the Navajo nation requires that any data collected from them belongs to the Navajo nation.  Procedures are currently under review, but there are obstacles for collecting data there. 

2. Need to check with tribe about specific IRB requirements and procedures. 

3. VERY important to work with community and make sure that there are community collaborators, that the individuals there want the data collected/research conducted.  Carol has found that generally great cooperation from tribe and interest in research being conducted.

4. Need to bring the data that was collected from the site, back to the stakeholders in a way that is useful for them – recognizing that this could be different than what the researcher needs for advancing an academic career. 

5. Work with cultural interpreters about what you are writing to insure that the people are accurately/fairly represented.  Even if the researcher feels he/she understands the language, it is likely that they are not completely cognizant of the nuances.  Collaborations/partnerships are key to success.

6. Need to establish credibility, trust. 

7. Recommends asking ethnic identity question with option:

Native American, Nation______________________

8. Language is typically not an issue, but interpretation and understanding meaning may be an issue.

How do you tailor the survey to fit the needs of native American youth?

Would need to do some qualitative work and observe what kinds of activities are available(or not) for youth in these populations.  Recommend having surveys read by cultural experts to identify questions that may be problematic. 
Francisco Villarruel:  Research with Hispanic communities 

Comments and Strategies: 

1. Recommends getting into community for a year or two before beginning data collection; establishing credibility, meeting community leaders, movers.

2. Immigrant communities: may not understand how to take surveys, fill in “bubble” questionnaires;  Also may have difficulty reading surveys, thus need to consider these issues if you hope to include them in the data sample.

3. TIP:  enlist one youth with high levels of English proficiency to read survey aloud, while other youth listen and fill in surveys. 

4. Need to understand target community: within Hispanic communities, there are differences between Latino, Chicano, Mexican-American

5. Recommends making efforts to reach youth in judicial system. Points out that it will be more difficult to reach young women (who are frequently shipped out of county )

Additional ideas for reaching non-joining youth:

1. Youth in foster care system often do not participate in SOOSEs: would be good target audience to reach

2. Also – kids in the  refugee placement systems

Thursday, Oct. 2.

Morning Session:  8:00 – 12:00

· Other meetings

· NCFR: Next year (Houston) = Feb. 1 deadline

· Tricia, Gary, Chico

· SRCD (Society for Research in Child Development): FL

· 4-H Administrators (April)

· Gary G. 

· Society for Research in Identity Formation (Vancouver, May)

· Carol

· Call for proposals: Oct.

· CYFAR: May 13-16

· Call for proposals:Nov. 15

· Pat, Theresa, Stephen = will discuss CYFAR at NH4HA

· NA4HA: National Association 4-H Agents (Oct. 27-31: Norfolk)

· Pat, Stephen, Theresa

· Ron will explore getting a symposium for NCFR 2003, he will get in touch with

· SRA (2004): call for papers in 2003

· Stephen, Chico, etc.  

· Carol will explore possibility of symposium

Template for Reporting

Milestones:

· Collect survey items, scales, indices for compilation of pilot survey

· Identified initial common instrument that has received pilot testing

· Independent studies within separate states consistent with goals & objectives of project:

· Ohio

· Michigan State University

· WV

· Formation of several multi-state groups (e.g. the in-depth investigation into SOOSEs for on-line survey)

2003 Goals:

· Develop a basic core and tiered-system for the core.

· Achieve individual and corporate goals

· Present results at multiple professional conferences

· Objectives of study have not changed, but how we operationalize and meet these goals has evolved.

Impact: how do we report/record “impact” of what we’re doing

· Ron shared an example of a template currently being used in his college and he will e-mail template & example to group

· Discussion points:

· How to frame impact? Consider multiple lenses –

· e.g. if juvenile delinquency cause parents to lose work, there is a loss of worker productivity;  

· What are the economic costs of teen pregnancy? 

· For health issues, consider insurance costs. 

· If marital conflict influences worker productivity, or heart disease…

Other Opportunities for Funding:

· National 4H Council has received $3million: one $150,000 contract is available for SOOSEs and rural youth/per region + one $200,000 grant (one year) for one institution to evaluate all 4 regions

· Suggestion: possibility for 4 people from NC1002 to collaborate as a team, and submit a group proposal (announcement pending from 4HCouncil)

· West: Lynne or Stephen?

· NE: Danny?

· South: …..

· NorthCentral: Center who appears most interested is MN, KS could be interested, as member of consortium

· Gary Gerhard will follow up on this.  

· Interested people should contact Susan Halbert at 4H Council.

Communication:

· IA has a domain, website not up yet = waiting materials to put on

· Send Annual report, brief bio, CV  to Ron by Nov.1

· ??? Are there alternatives to Yahoo Groups? Community Zero – but there is an annual fee.

Data Management:
· need to revisit issue of access to data,

· Team: Ron, Chico, Lynne/Stephen, Angela H. (?)

Additional References of interest:
At times during the meeting, remarks were made to references of you may want to track down:

Children of the land: adversity and success in rural America.  (2000)


Glen H. Elder Jr. and Rand D. Conger, with a foreward by Ross D. Parke, and with the collaboration of Stephen T. Russell.  Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 2000. 

From a review in Social Forces, March 2002, by Howard Sacks:

Elder and Conger examine the social bases of identity: How do family, school, church, and the broader associations comprising community life shape adolescents' aspirations and competence? Drawing on the life-course model that Elder first employed in his seminal work, Children of the Great Depression (1974), the authors explore the linkages between social structure and personality at a moment of dramatic historical change. In the 1980s, American agriculture experienced an economic crisis that threatened the very survival of family farming and rural communities. How families faced such adversity determined not only the continuation of their operations but the character of their children. 

The authors follow youths in 451 Iowa families from seventh grade through high-school graduation in the years 1989-94, comparing boys and girls from farm and nonfarm backgrounds. Drawing on repeated surveys, interviews, and observation, the study traces the impact of social experiences on adolescent academic and social competence, self-appraisal, and the avoidance of trouble. 

Russell, Stephen T., Driscoll, Anne K. & Truong, Nhan. (2002) Adolescent same-sex romantic attractions and relationships: implications for substance use and abuse.  American Journal of Public Health v. 92 no2 (Feb. 2002) p. 198-202.

Putnam, Robert D.  (2000)  Bowling Alone: the collapse and revival of American Community. New York: Simon & Schuster.  














































� At last year’s Annual meeting, Jan Bokemeier explained that it was possible for other institutions to join the NC1002 project if they followed the expected procedures:  They need to contact their affiliated experiment station, who in turn must contact the administrative advisor (Jan Bokemeier), who in turn contacts the NC1002 committee chair for a joint decision.  This commitment assures the financial agreement of the host institution to support travel of this individual to annual meetings.  Non-land grant members may be involved, however no travel support is provided.  An alternative that has been used on other projects is to hire non-land grant people as project consultants.�
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