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sexual activity, delinquent behavior,
unlawful behavior, adjudicated ju-
veniles, truancy, dropping out of
school, and fraternizing with gangs.
Yet, the meaning of at-riskness, by
definition, can best refer to students
who do not fit the societal and edu-
cational expectations of the norm,

For the past 15 years, adoles-
cent at-risk students have main-
tained a severe enough influence
on our society that they have re-
ceived the majority of interven-
tions and funding aimed at
remediation. Most programs for
students at risk of academic failure

The Best-Kept Secret
in At-Risk Education

by Chris A. Caram

I n education, industry, and busi-
ness, creativity, individualism,
and risk-taking are considered
leadership qualities. Why then do
we discourage risk-taking, indi-
vidualism, noncompliance, and
nonconforming behaviors in our
children? The difference in produc-
tive competency thatis acceptable
and at-riskness lies in a student’s
ability to calculate the conse-
quences of their risk. Societal
norms have always dictated what
is expected of our school chil-
dren—compliance. While educa-
tors attempt to mold students into
this nation’s future, we must teach
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areidentified as heading for trouble,
but are not yet in trouble.
Researchers have claimed that
teacher judgement was found to be
reasonably accurate in assessing
at-risk characteristics in children
(Bucci and Reitzammer 1992).
Teachers have identified at-risk
characteristics to include: a lack of
interest in school, poor academic
performance, difficulty completing
work, aggressive behavior, intro-
verted behavior, violation of be-
havior norms, lack of motivation,
frequent absenteeism, low self-es-
teem, and short attention span.
.The difference in society’s per-

(for whatever reason) have been
designed to maintain students—to
coerce them into compliant behav-
ior within acceptable norms.
However, prevention programs
for youth at-risk have received little
support, and programs for pre-
adolescent students are few. Pre-
vention programs have been de-
signed to intervene with two
groups of students: those who have
not yet exhibited at-risk behaviors
and those who already exhibit
problem behaviors or alack of aca-
demic success. Few intervention
programs have been able to report
any increase in student achieve-












