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': of parent 1nvol.vement that appeared to be effectlve 1n

. -was to rev1ew the Newfqundland rural educatlonal scene wrth“_'-: o
K ~'_, respect to 1dent1fy1ng factors that may be consulered
LI

: . Thls survey uncovered forty pro_-_| ects that Inatched P

: .number of trends related to program plannlng and lmplementatmn j
'-Flrst, the ﬁg‘reater number of progects were= 1n1t1ated by
) "unl.vermty personnel or by un:.vers:.ty related personnel,
although school dlstrlct and teachlng personnel were actlve
':.las well

c"ln one or»’more of the follow1ng

(O Abstract CL R
- IR U Lol ’I"
; o .

enlighten both pargtts and teachers w1th respect to parent S .:;

Y - .

involvement m readlng, regarded as prerequlsn.te to :

-

/ asse551ng the feasrblla.ty of 1nvolv1ng parents locally.-' To « a ‘ L

thls end thls study tflrst surveyed the llterature pertam:.ng

to parent 1nvolvement 1n chlldren s read.mg, s.unply to 1nform

Tu

parents and teachers of the extent of actrvrty 1n thlS area

e

and to’ make thls mformatlon avallable to. them.- 'A second : -

5 - -o."’. <.

purpose Was to J.dentlfy program features and other aspects

Taeni . ’u

) 4 . p " .

1mprov1ng chlldren s readlng A thlrd purpose of the study,

o .

__,"' f -.- .‘ . “ -- .-.'7,‘
fac:.l;LtatJ.ve to future aot1v1ty in thlS area.-. ST T ety

- ' "\-. .
‘Y FRE

. 7 p‘ﬂ

Identlflable among these “are :a ,*" '

S

the crlterla for selectlon..

~ .

o«

the pro;ects most ofteh 1nvolved parents

‘ Second

“ L d

1earn 1ng

to use thfs knowledge to help chlldren at home,

and how to use, ~prevmusly prepared program at home- e

A major 1mpetus for thlS study has been the need to L L |

et ey
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L Ew more conduc1ve to help:.ng chlldren learn to readj Thlrd,

N 1

.*';‘:L;'“f_-"'-_' b these perec'ts 1nvolved chlldren and parents of all soc1o—
Sl e e . By oo

“

econom:.c levels.. However,.a large percentage of the prOJects

1nv01ved low soc:.oeconomlc parents and chlldren. ' Fourth,

most pro.Jects J.nvolved chlldren who were readlng bel w grade

level, and 1n fourteen pro:ects the chlldren 1nvolved were ;‘ :

- s -

rece1v1ng remedlal 1nstruct;|.on. F:Lnally,' although most

pro:] ects Were 1mplemented dur:.ng the school year elght Were
conducted or 1mplemented durlng the summer. : ,‘ 'a /
:),', ; . A 1, ( G e . .~~ ‘, . .
; ;‘_An analys:l.s of the pro_jects revealed several

-
J.mport.ant flndlngs.. Wlth respect to goals, the greater

.u

G

'fibutable tol parental mvolvement. : Largely 1gnored were

v [N -

AU IR NS

‘ffectlveness‘vln attaln:l.ng the goals set forth twenty-s:.x

-of parental 1nvolvement :in read:.ng1 1ncluded .

: (l) a P°91tlve change in chlldren s attltude toward R

Lot
c read:l.ng,

~f(2) a- posxt:l:ve change 1n chlldren s - behav:Lor in class,

1

' 3::{(.,3) 1ncreased amoux;t BES readlng at home,

(4) 1mproved parental attltude toward the chli"l"d', t'owardf[ ‘

R L R _,~-.-r_e,ad;ng, and toward partlcn.patlon, ot
N ) 'u"' C, "-_; ‘1 .”‘ .. . S e LU e
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(.5) 1mproved teacher att:Ltude toward the cin.ld arnd'
[ ‘-_toward yarent part1c1patlon, - . ‘.k
(6) 1mproved relat:LOnshlps ‘between the parent and )
L »-“"chlld and between Eaarents and teachers.' - : o LI :
" A most 1nterest1ng flndlng related to the effect of programs e “J |
fJ.g\plemented.(durmg the summer. Instead of a decrease in. | "
' thelr readlng level over the summer, as J.S usually the che,' "
‘-..'the chlldren whose parent§ were anOlVEd in the smnmer' ‘
u readlng programs began school An the fall readlng better 7
; than they had been readlng at the end of the erev1ox.1's school _’: ’ ;‘, }
year. . 7} -¥ v ; ,. I . S Te
The recommendat:.ons resultlng from thlS study
"pertalnlng to future endeavours 1n the area of parent 1n‘volve—‘: - )
:ment in chlldren s read:.rfg are concerned w:Lth 1mprov1ng such ;'. 3
: '“observed weaknesses as BRE ‘
(L) poorly des:Lgned studles,‘ any faiiind 't‘t; ev.al‘uate f
| ‘ the effect of parental 1nvolvement on chlldren s
'.readlnq: SO -“ o -b B
'I'(Z)_‘ _',stud:l.es whose goals were deflned “in such narrow o
terms- a.s.mea'sur";_ng readlng galns only, and '
.4'.(-3) a lack of attentlon to the home env1ronment 1n
- ’ *,':terms of. ascertalnlng the presence of factors ¢
.t..negatlvely lnfiuenCLng the effectlveness of
) 'parental help ln readlng ] - ‘
S iv
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. CHAPTER I ~
j ‘ SR ' RATIONALE FOR THE STUDY
“’ i Concern of-“the Newfoundland Department
c o ’ n. of Educatlon Over Low ReadlngnLevels

: ) S N ' ‘
iR ;.:g\::> T The 1mpact of readlng on our educatlonal system has
',been noted 51nce at least l963 when the Newfoundland

Department of Educatlon Newsletter (October 1963)- reported

L%. PR L that the, prov1nce had the h1ghest dropout rate.in Canada.-'*
"';, o L Slnce the results of ‘a Departmental survey 1n readlng

s

-conducted three years prlor to thls had revealed that the

- '
Y . X .:

o average Newfoundland pupll was more than a year behlnd hlS

iy . .y,

'.=ma1nland counterpart, and 51nce research studles conducted -

"\”nirln ‘the U. S.A. had conclu51vely shown a: hlgh relatlonshlp

<

e ST betweexa achlevement in. readlng and achlevement J?n other
. »
‘ jfschool subjects, it was. argued that many of the fallures in

;g-fﬁ':'ii,“{ ~' Grade IX,'where most, of the dropouts occurred, was due
largely to the students lnabillty to read prof1c1ently

[

-

s f ‘a{'pd Act1v1ty of the Currlculum DlVlSlOn to‘

t}p% S C Influence ReadlngfImprovement
% ."T‘v‘"_ SHE :, ':EThe'next few years‘Witnessed atfrenzy of activity’
g SR P ’

T e

testlfylng to the degree of concern expressed over thls f*w

P readlng def1c1ency*f»The 1mpetus for thlS act1v1ty appeared
'/‘- "..‘ : I .‘-' .‘l‘, . ' . g ' . L K N ! . 7 ) ‘

w1th1n the Currlculum DLVlSlOn of the Department of Educatlon,.

o .z



to be that of 1nfluenc1ng teachers and admlnlstrators w1th

L

‘respect to amprov1ng the standard of readlng among thelr

‘ -t -

students. The broad scope of measures undertaken by the_l

'i-Currlculum DlVlSlon to. accompllsh thls objectlve may be

T ! j__,“

pees

o organlzed for purposes of descrlptlon 1nto two d1V1510ns-

Vflrst, the dec151ons of ‘the Currlculum D1v151on as to what

71fact10ns 1t took to help remedy the 51tuat10n, and second,

o the results of those dec1310ns, 1n terms of suggestlons and

o 1deas that,could he 1mplemented at the classroom level to

;»lmprove readlng.: It is WOfthy'of note w1th respect to the

L

. amount of concern generated among Currlculum D1v151on

-t e Lk

s

Newsletter, an.offlc1al departmental publlcatlon, carrled

complete reports of all the above mentloned dec1510ns and

- s L RN
thelr results.~”*’ AR & - - S

P -

- N e
- " . N .

T Measufes TakentatftheftﬁrrichlumfbivisibntLevel -

3) perlodlc reports of readlng surveys sh0w1ng correlatlons

s through Improved Admlnlstratlon“'as 1ts theme,\followed by

- L

The actlons dec1ded upon by Departmental personnel

1n'inCluded 1) a rev1ew of research 1n the area of readlng by

- e : 5

VarlOuS off1c1als and subsequent publlcatlon -of papers‘
suggestlng how readlng could be 1mproved 2). perlodlc
reportlng of drop—out analyses throughout the prov1nce,
between poor readlng and results in certaln content Subjects,
4) a Conference on Readlng planned for prlnc1pals superv151ng

] ,t!

prlnc1pals and Departmental 1nspectors w1th “Improv1ng Readlng

EIN

PR

.-



e /from papers read at these conferences,.7) formatlon of an L

1]
.
»
>

.

’ subseq erit publlcatlon of papers presented at the conferenc&,u

5) meetlngs at the Department between Departmental off1c1als .fi? Ih e
o 4 R T R
and school admrnlstrators, superv1sors, and readlng -~—; ga_,f,;i

consultants from the St. John s area, 6) representatlon of

'iCurrlculum D1v1510n personnel at the Internatlonal Readlng L; Sl

LS

Assoc1atlon annual conferences and publlcatlon of excerpts ;ﬁupeh-g-_f“-

r\ Y . .. .. ‘ L e .

'.:-Elementary Readlng Commlttee w1th terms of reference to g Eg'} ﬁ'?:

%

&eXamlne current readlng programs to determlne the nature and .hh. .f.ﬁf

":klnd of readlng programs that would best meet our needs

- T LA

jffollow1ng rev1ew of the latest research 1n the fleld 5‘”"‘;‘ A T

f8) con51derat10n of the problem by readlng spe01allsts and

'nreadlng consultants from Central Canada w1th subsequent .«._-“"H}‘_n‘;,f

o publlcatlon of suggestlons for 1mprovement 9) an expansron

f of the Currlculum D1v1s10n to- 1nclude a readlng consultant,ﬁ“ -
10} adoptlon of two new readlng programs for use thrOughoutgf,g.:*".‘;“‘
, R I Ll S

tfthe prov1nce' and ll) an exten51on of the prlmary readlng 4}-17 |

;*program 1nto the elementary grades.~i

"‘MResultlng Suggestlons and Ideds forﬁ N, T, _ i
‘;Use at the Classroom Level "~ .~ . .-,‘ I -:AL . - SRS

Suggestlons, 1nferences and 1nnuendos emanatlng from,.y“?f“;

& . ER—,

.;,such act1v1ty in- the hope of transferrlng concern to the more fﬁ'
. effectlveugrass roots agents of 1mprovement in readlng _'4,f .

1ncluded the follow1ng papers empha5121ng llvenlng up the‘f.iTj L

\ school 15brary, papers outllnlng self—evaluatlon of the

"_readlng program, based upon a gulde used 1n Ontarlo, papers *;: . I

Fe

‘on how_to 1mprove the d‘*‘I‘pmental~readlng program through C o —




T ‘ o : -
B ._j" ; {‘use of more than the.basal reader,‘papers on teaoh ng ;:}3

:?;l:%.g. readlng beyond the prlmary grades, to the extent t at ;

;‘;lf;fls~ teachers were encouraged to prepare thelr own readlng R

::{};:jlig programs wherever no’ prescrlbed program exlsted, papers onw

?if':ljpt '5"the functlon and preparatlon of remedlal readang programa” o

2 ?il'"i;' ’h' w1th thelprov151on of. Readers Dlgest Sklll Bullders, a papeﬁ%t B

:Tgﬁtf:ff . f%_on‘Park Elementary School, San Franc1sco, whlch focussed on |
i:i;};%‘” i : K prov1d1ng for andlnldual dlfferences 1n readlng,WLth corres-.'
;AY?~:;‘f_ pondlng promotlon by«levels to replace farlure and repeatlng,
h;l;l:?,, papers to enllghten‘teachers on-the functlon .and appllcatlon
E:Q t;jf:; 'j ~of gronplng in the*classroom for readlng to accommodate for.

':7 :1;1 <. | the w1de range of levels present a~paper descrlblng anlp'.}'gv
-iiﬁfd‘-“eﬁ‘ Alberta study relatlng readlng 1mprovement to the amount of.“'
F:Tf?zi;:i 5 : ,tralnlng among teachers—w1thvsubsequent“Calls for a—certlfled
T:ﬂ:‘_~.'.i fiteacher 1n everyAclassroom,‘gianflnally,‘thpugh not :i;:}‘?f};;
j§7Q?"afﬁ“:“ conblu51vely, suggestlons that.varlous schools undertaketp -
{gf{ -i_? : testlng programs on readlng and that the results, plus the =
:;l"ﬁiy ,\r_ - tgldeas contalned‘ln papers publlshed 1n the~Newsletter, ;e -
= lf.”'z.af ;ﬂ used’as toplcs»of dlscus51on 1n.systemS' workshops.-ﬁ ,iﬁrf
A f:ﬁ:;tf~: .>——Effect of thlS Acthnty en Readlng gé’f -.f?ﬁ:%i.:ﬁ.i::‘a¥ffwg"”

.:.iﬁn; . i';‘ ‘ ‘The results of all these efforts,‘ln terms of- readlng
'pf;{:x.g - - galns,“were less than 51gn1f1cant. A Departmental survey Qf
filif jti; ‘readlng in June,.l965 1nvolv1ng 1130 Grade VI students ] i
| flfifiifﬁ ) ”shOWed that more than one half werelbeﬁﬁ}d by nlne months and ,.I

’;if“fp?f,-'.f, .that a quarter were. two full years behlnd by the tlmeJtheyf
?“;f“{;:" “;.u: entered Grade VII (Newsletter, October, 1965) Another surveym
;‘1 B 'Tﬁf\\\T”' ;i;; \ . i; ,fT i
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i desPlte the great strldes made in 1mprov1ng the educatlonal. ;“'4;g- “u

:‘f -the readlng problemmwould.bel

~ . f“: ,4.!..__:_:.:; ‘;;;4." ','“ ‘J“izl:ztjﬁ

“,'cbnducted ‘in June, 1970 1nvolv1ng Grade III students, showed AR A
'thaE the Newfoundland sample averaged almost a year behlnd- ' _ S
mean performance-(Newsfetter, Aprll, 1971) 'fifi;.}ﬁf“”:_;; "aa N fffi

T Improvements in the Educatlonal System in “fFJﬁT'

e o ) Newfoundland and Readlng Improvement f"~w5..,$“'é.l : :
Improvemehts Assoclated w1th Consolldatlon , m;
" of. School Boards : _ : ‘ ' 10

Nor - was thlS readlng def1c1t ellmlnated 1n the 1970 s, ffgvh;'f{

scene, although the gap has narrowed.- In. addltlon to stafflng

‘ every school w1th a- greater number of certlfled teachers, for

tNewfoundland conglomeratlon of school boards had R f,;ﬁ?

B

.example, the

amalgamated and consolldated to decrease the number drastlcally,

‘ brlnglng with it 1mproved educatlonal opportunltles, 1nclud1ng : C
' B ek
better constructed schools w1th more and better fac1llt1es. o
~m : ne - e n T ol e
School boards were expandlng the range of expertlse among SR E
-, ' S

staff personnel to 1nclude language arts supervasors and

N”coofdlnators, and schools were belng staffed w1th readlng

Eddbatloﬁhl Aehlevement Not Necessarlly SR T o PR :
Corrélated Wlxh;the Degree-oﬂ REsources fji;'j;rJTZ' o 1;'L“:f{~ R N

e an




K - i | /“\ A ’ . ] .‘ 4 6I , ‘-" )
) g quallty of human and materlal resources. The fallacy of- thlS _ :
el "1ndustrlal concept of educ)ationv" 1s 111,ustrated by a true . ‘.:
wir-"‘ _“s‘tory, wh1ch accordlng to PettJ.t (1981), destroyed two myths .' i ’ .
L :;;ervadlng educatlon in. general today._ These two myths are- i 4 t
. ~J.f tnox:e:"hmnan and materlal resources are 'frov1ded e teachers, )
,teacher aldes, _audio v1sua1 equlpment, readlng System--- 1 B
¢ = ‘. - : o ]
'speclallst:oas r.emed‘lal skllls are learnedf'_ chJ.ldren ﬂs 1earn;.ng L ; 3 _‘
"muu}ﬁﬁié f'a::“— ~The su'bstance of the st:)ry .I.S hereby related. X ,: '*"
A '.,the. teachers oﬂ.‘f the .
3 ;chools J.n Dundee"‘fa- town' of M ndust:r‘y and‘ ha.'eh“ | i’
. ol o " T 3 ; :
g S ' what 1f1-. was t‘hat preveﬁté_ ,th'a'i"fr £
A -..: .'_;». : succgssfully “the;r -answers came ha'c«‘k; T T -_”

S « ot k -.
S - s

R S g Effect of these Educatlonal
-] 3 Jmprovements on’ Readlng :"-' :

i - g *-' vlvhat are the results of 51m11ar lmproveznents s.n_‘h}nh‘an'»_'_‘

::;:' = and materlal facllltles, J.n terms of -chlidren s p\erfor'xnanCe

: f.";’;j ::_‘-' '_.';" - m -reads.xig, ’u& Newfoundland The answer to thls question 1s‘

o8 Coa e R i e 0 ., . . e

1" , -' ,} gf _‘. dependent on the rel:.abJ.I.l‘ty of the results of the Newfo:undl.and i
ARy Py l_)epartment of Educatlon s Standards Testlng Progra'm..'f In - &

December 1976 the Department of lg:ducatron -re;eased areport K .
- e r & . ." '.,- : '."' R



on- the 1975 Standards Testlng Program carrled out in October

1-'“ - .1—‘ of that year,.whlch revealed that the average Newfoundland

vstudent in Grade IV was ﬁour months behlnd the average .\;
‘f‘.Canadlan student on the Canadlan Test of Ba51c Skllls and

-flve months behlnd 1n readlng. More recently,,the.results

K

!}3." : o of the 1981 Standards Testlng Program releaSed 1n March 1982

show Grade IV chlldren 1n Newfoundland to be ten p01nts below B ’d_f%:

il \ . .

'the natlonal percentlle norm of 50 1n readlng comprehen51on

4 gt

and language SklllS and twenty—one p01nts below the natlonal f"

“average in vocabulary. In other words, 71 percent of the o ﬂﬁ:f'.f
- o e i S

students in the natlonal normlng group scored as hlgh as or

. ‘ 'better than Grade IV chlldren 1n Newfoundland in- vocabulary _
3 "n"‘,." . g ’.“.. . . s s . "-" !
T : ip',Furthermore, the results show that ln 51xteen school board

areas of the prov1nce test performance for Grade IV students :-7;;l‘és'fﬁ

e fo‘~_QWas worse than»that 1n 1978 and 1n three school board areas

or

-;.the results were the same as’ those in 1975 Addltlonally, ;f.,sth': @fﬁ
B chlldren in only flve school board areas(of Newfoundlandr out ;]ﬁ;f bt

i s :of a total of thlrty-flve,'scored above the natlonal average,\

SR I o ;ﬂan all areas, but espec1ally 1n readlng vocabulary and

5 i . .- . -
N ;
\

fé'i'f“ readlng comprehen51on._ These school boards comprlse the

*chlldren of urban centres, and 1nclude,St John s Avalon

ety ."'.- .

.}”.;Consotldated School Board, the'St. John s ROman Cathollc

'

e ‘ o JUEE T T - ) e e

. . -. I o A.: - ) CES .. I .o ‘ .o ) . . - L.
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are extreme. ' Improvements are forthcoming, but clearly,
:>-there is»still:a long)way‘tofgom;: "” f’ ”
e . L e
Attitude of. the Department of Education
ATQWardrParent“Participation ih'Readingj

"

» ~ T ,«'\' 3 N .y-
lexclu51on of Parents as ‘a Source of Help

One observatlon to be made here, w1th respect to the

. . L

e fwas that all act1v1ty contemplated and 1nst1tuted was

K

eoncentrated at the Currlculum DlVlSlon level w1th the hope

'5f hat the concern would f11ter through to’ teachers.' Another

n . . -

'"'observatlon more relevant to the purpose of thls study, is :
'that notlceably absent from these efforts was any attempt to :
:1nvolve parents as an agent of lmprovement 1n the readlng

achlevement of thelr chlldren. For example, one off101al
ipof the Currlculum D1v1s10n referred to parents only casually

—:fwhlle descrlblng the reSults of the Admlnlstrators' Conference

f on Readlng on the toplc of dropouts. Accordlng to thlS

LI ——

tuof£1c1al, profeSSLOnal educators of the day contended that

.fthose chlldren who stayed in’ school a generatlon ago d1d so’ .
““}ebecause they were brlght or "thelr parents were more l‘j WQVT

‘hlnterested" (Newsletter, January 1965) Slnce many of those

who stayed 1n SChool successfully did manage to complete

‘“;p0551bly be con51dered 1mportant. However, the relatlonshlp

\ N N

“”was left unexplored

‘:efforts of the Degartment of Educatlon,-recounted-earllertj .

,thelr schoollng, parent 1nterest 1n thls context could -';',



M

: 'attltude toward ‘home help was an exhortatlon to teachers by ”f\

-perhaps much of the lnterest and exc1tement shown by puplls . ;ﬁ
"can be attrlbuted to: thelr not. seelng storles beforehand

-'f"a practlce we must malntaln at all cost 1f our Newfoundland '

;fDecember 1969) ThlS clearly meant that chlldren wére not

:share hlS Success and Joy to hlS parents"'~ (Newsletter,.

a . . . ) e T et

,yContribution'of'the”Debartment s Philosophy on = ., ’
-AReadlng Toward Shgaratlhg Home and School o ;"l v

b P )
e . ?

More reveallng of the Department of Educatlon s

R~

f’.;another off1c1al, ln dlscus51ng teacher re5ponse to the new

“GILP and YCR readlng programs._ The dff1c1a1 reasoned that

' :chlldren are to derlve full beneflt from the element of

"/'surprlse bullt 1nto each and every story"‘(Newsletter,j

o

allowed—to take‘thelr readers home for fear of readlng beyond

NS
- . Yo -

"the story belng read»ln class. Such a practlce could very
Vv

“;well be communlcated to parents to mean a. "hands off" attltudev

d.“towards the chlld 5" readlng and that furthermore, any attempt

e

'Tby the parents to demand that chlldren brlng thelr readers ',;;,
;home, whlch was not lnconcelvable 51nce chlldren had always

ffbrought readers home, could obvrously be percelved as a threat

to the school s readlng program.'f,‘

. Nor. was there any relaxatlon of thlS attltude several

‘e -

years later when the Currlculum DlVlSlon responded to what

'7one wouId assume to be 099051t10n to thls practlce by parents
f‘and teachers.. It was suggested to teachers that the chlld

f?_could take the reader home after he.. had flnlshed 1t,'"to ‘httAE

)

"

"January 1972) to be returned to the school after a few days.

¢ v

e
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AN S
had a."rlght to knowJ exactly

It was admltted that the parents

how the Chlld grew 1nto readlng.‘ Thls klnd of attltu?e toward

‘!‘, separatlng readlng from the home env1ronment surely cpuld not

|

] "‘ﬂ"
have facllltated parent partlclpatlon in helplng chlldren w1th
\-.

readlng._;

Attltudes of Educators in the Past
. and Parent Part1c1patlon

Parent'ﬁartie;patibn'Construed as; v
Meddllng,ln Educatlonal Matters

Lo

The Currlculum DlVlSlon and by exten51on the schools

, o
(teachers and admlnlstrators) were not unlque nor were they

@ -

I
, the flrst to communlcate Such an attltude toward parent a

N -

*part101patlon 1n thelr chrldrens‘ educatlon.

' v

A s{mrlar ‘:ff“f”

\ . "'attltude prevalent among educators 1n the past construed -

parent 1nvolvement as “poklng around in educatlonal matters“
E" L"lEvenfln the past few years large scale parent 1nvolvement 1n h
1_ s Newfoundland has ev1denced parents u51ng pollt}cal muscle in-
:l“r . placrng the needs of thelr chlldren uppermost 1n decrslons
)» .
|

affectlng thelr educatlon,'such as condltlons of school

transportatlon.

”M’ . bulldlngs, the constructlon of new bulldlngs, and bus - ;~-:
i ThlS klnd of behav1or has been probably'more
|
1
1

o effectlve 1n hav1ng parents be percelved in a threatenlng

’ manner than ln helplng them to be percelved in: any other

B T . f'f worthwhlle role, that is’ to say, operatlng w1th1n a school f, -
." .‘ <‘ ! '..‘A [ .

Y

or helplng to 1mprove thelr chlld s achlevement 1n the home.>

[




.-«,-nm&:} T em

I

‘Attitude of Administrators Influenced’ ' o
bY Fear of Parent Domlnatlon e "j o e

o _‘ - ."It may be thls 1mage of parent potentlal in school o
. affalrs that sometlmes alarms educators and contrlbutes to R

the often blased concept of parent part1c1patlon apparently

L . :f '; ‘ held by varlous educatlonal personnel._ For eXample, to the
'school admlnlstrators, large—scale parent part1c1patlon 1n

e
thelr chlldren s educatlon, espec1ally w1th1n the school, may
be percelved 1n terms of the parents eventually “runnlngm the‘

::71 school Rather, school admlnlstrators may prefer the

advantage that thelr profeSSLOnal eduCatlon and the "we know
what's best for your Chlld" attltude glVes them over the o * ;;
'i \ )y _;.} ,

P : if.'_ - parent. More often they may prefer to see a change 4in- the

A J;:;’-f,f‘ famlly patterns to meet the school and professional concept

LA "25 of what the home ought to be rather than to assume that the T Tl

\ -

school may be 1ncorrect 1n 1ts model and that parental

lnvolvement mlght requlre change in the school (Gorton, 1968) . 'ﬁ:i
Gorton found thls to be thewSLtuatlon when he revlewed parent o
-\ggff.;u ' };fﬁ partlc1patlon 1n compensatory programs in the U S.A. o

Sometlmes,‘however, admlnlstrators may actually prefer L

:;TEH; -?: parent lnvolvement, but agaln, because of teacher perceptlon;

R, .:\ of the "encroachlng parent" such 1s 1m90551ble. ThlS is: the
L IRV P

o T p051tlon that some school admlnlstrators in Alberta flnd RS

‘”,Vy themselv@s 1n, where although parent 1nvolvement has been

T

1nstances that parents already have-sufflclent 1nvolvement 1n

the school and that further 1ntruslon may restrlct a teacher s

'-" s e

B
3
!

mandated by 1eglslatlon, the feelrng by teachers 1n many _‘f} . 4\§ ’




L

L

. " ?_:'

k)

..\

profes51onal autonomy, places admlnlstﬁators in what Sackney

j:refers to’ as."a p051t10n of dual aCCOuntablllty"

.‘.\‘

Attltude of Teachers Influenced by the Percelved

Negatlve Aspects of Parent Part1c1patlon .

(1981)

Fear of restrlctlon on’ profes51onal autonomy as;de,‘

¢

Wyl

fparents have been percelved by teachers as the cause of the “~A el
a \ PR

chlid s - dlfflcultles 1n school

’parents may brlng to the chlld's educatlon

|

.,\,

Some examples would 1nclude'

'1t may appear that next to admlnlstrators, teachers themselves
'have not been partmcularly keen to recognlze the 1nfluence

‘ Thrs consc1ous-‘

W

iness may appear to be shrouded ln the many 1nc1dents 1n whlch

phys;cal negllgence, such as a chlld comlng to school lacklng

T

cItanllness, food and sleep,-or emotlonal negllgence, such

‘Jf'as a chrld who lacks the love and affectlon requlred for hlm

~

-~

tO”thlnk well of hlmself

u.'

These are just two of a multltude“
- of examples,'and are 1ncluded here for purposes of 1llustratlon..

aAn equally perva51ve parent—chlld relatlonshlp ahd one'-‘

that results 1n_as much teacher frustratlon as ‘ih the prev1ous

.

e ~..

O

two examples, 1nvolves parents whose attltudes toward school .
~ : R
~are\§o blatantly negatlve that thelr values are passed on to ‘

. -

l the Chlld to the extent that negatlve behav1oral character-’f

\

1st1cs exhlblted by the Chlld 1n school proceed unchecked

~

-

because the Chlld is- qulte confldent that spontaneous parental

[N l’

.

support w1lf’counter any reactlon by the school._

Unfortunatelyh'

teacher comments to the effect that llttle can be expected

from the Chlld under these c1rcumstances constitute an

Wi

. .

el

BEre
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. aE.

“‘perlods..

unconsclous adm1551on o//the parent 'S 1mportance to the

L

school ..;'

..

» . [

.u' ' .o °

~In other 51tuat10ns teachers have experlenced

~chlld s academlc performance and to the success of the

occa51ona1 recognltlon of parent potentlal 1n helplng

chlldren.

suggestlons to parents,

w1th respect to how the

teachers have noted that thlS parental 1ntérest 1s llkely L

.

Thesg—relate to the- success of teachers'f

durlng parent-teacher 1nterv1ews,~

parent can help at home.

oy

Although :

temporary and that the suggestrons have seemlngly been

applled for Ghort perlods only, they have been heard to

respond p051tlve1y w1th respect to notlceable 1mprovement

1n chlldren s attltudes and work hablts durlng these brlef

1n helplng at home are percelved by teachers as a matter of

parent apathy.

to expect 11ttle p051t1ve change in parent 1nvolvement as a .-“'

51gn1f1cant factor in the educatlon of thelr chlldren.:7

-

‘ Mlsunderstandlng of ‘Their Role in the

.."’

- Educatlon of" The1r Chlldren

o D

attrlbuted to admlnlstrator and teacher attltude only.

'Attitudes of Parents Toward -School .
- Partially Responsible for''a Perceived .
"Indifference.Toward'Participationj ’

_ parent part1c1patlon 1n helplng chlldren read cannot be

e -

. Teachers have consequently been condltloned

Consequently, for thls very reason, low levels of

Nevertheless, parents' lack of sustalned 1n1t1at1Ve.

o
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‘ can make a contrlbutlon (Gozton, 1977)
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major obstacle to parent part1c1pat10n may be that not only
teachers but alSo parents themselveSudo not understand thelr
respectlve roles in .the partnershlp (Rlzer, 1966) 'The:"

reasons for what teachers percelve as "parental apathy" may

' 'well be complex.' Mlsunderstandlng of thelr f“IE for SOme 7,?".7.. PN

parents may arlse from feellngs of 1nt1m1datlon.f'The parent

[
PRY

1s sometlmes at a dlsadvantage 1n the 1mbalance (o} powar f =

between mlddle class teachers and lower class par fts (DeLone,‘5

&
1970) In thlS srtuatlon parents may be defensrve, afrald

that the teacher w111 dlscover some further defr01ency 1n ?f: ,?;}t:;-

thelr Chlld Perhaps the only tlme the school has ever

o coPtacted the parent 1s when the Chlld has created a problem

1n school.‘ The natvral reactlon of the parent 1s to defend
the chlld. Thls actlon may result 1n antagonlsm between the-'.

A
home .and . the school (Rlzer, 1966) Another reason may be

that many parents belleve the schools want them;to become .J”

.Q lnvolved in. busy work rather than 1n evaluatlng the effectlve—”{

' ness of school affalrs.i Indeed most people are*apathetlc

about part1c1pat1ng 1n a glven act1v1ty unless they feel they
T .

"o

'A Lackcof Confidence in Their )‘lfn{f T, e

Ablllty to Help at_Home ~A¢g_..‘ﬂuf._’ ;‘,ﬂi.ff;f'

:H;“[, A reason more often quoted, that may. explaln much of

the seemlng 1nd1fference on the part of parents regardlng*ﬁ,

thelr lack of part1c1patlon, is that they often feel

-1nadequate w1th respect to: the knowledge of SklllS needed":’i
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imde

: e T : , o4 L .
,~1concernlng-wayS'ln'Whlch-theyucan prepare thelr\children'

‘:from*home to school to relnforce school efforts on behalf

u'of the1r chlldren (Gorton, 1968) ThlS lack of confldence

]ls sometlmes so pronounced that some parents 51ncerely belleve

i}

~they should,llmlt 1nstructlon at-home»so_as not‘to 1nterfere

‘-with the~sohool (Strom, 19745 In & series of longitudinal

'studles related to early readers, for ekample, parents of .

\

non~early readers 1nterv1ewed felt that it was the jOb of

)

.tralned persons to teach readlng -and that parental help mlght

confuse’ the ‘child (Durkin, 1966) . S

] Parents dld not necessarlly arrlve at thls conclusmon":

&»:u on thelr own,_however. It would seem that they have been led:

'to belleve for years that they lack the ablllty to help chll—

v dren. In the Unlted States, for example, the nat10na1 early

P

5ch11dhood progects such as Headstart, establlshed on the
o :

‘.7: ‘..Qpremlse that chlldren needsg to be rescued from famlly 1nfluence

j(Strom, 1974) portrayed this attltude none too subtly Gordon

“:added that educators often feel that the dlsadvantaged parent

-.'is 1ncapab1e of work;ng with her own Chlld 1n ways that w1ll

,,—_ ~__<

—:enhance the chlld s development (1968)

a'v., S

‘The common'practlce
of readlng in. Newfoundland 1n the late 51xt1es and the seven—:
ties, that of refus1ng chlldren the pr1v1lege of taklng readers

l.home, could ‘also have'been construed by some parentS‘to mean<r“
that t e school con51dered them 1ncapable of helplng thelr

:chlldren w1th readlng.

i
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Current Attltudes of Parents and Educators

Toward Parent Partldlpatlon Ry :-5<‘ﬂ;. Eh

\Parental’DeSire to Help . Children in Readingj o :;‘ KN

Unchanged Desplte lelted Partlclpatlon

o1=

lelted part1c1pat10n of parents 1n thelr chlldrens

educatlon, then, may not be synonymous w1th parent apathy.

'In fact, parent enqulrles durlng parent-teacher 1nterv1ews&,-

» . 443‘ e

.vt

f'that they have contlnued to be concerned about their

£

Lo 'chlldrens' achievement 1n school and about what they can-do

about 1t.~ Results of a New Zealand study, for example,

B

ff‘lnterested and felt: they c0uld help thelr chlldren w1th ~ﬂ;x;

"readlng (Nlcholson, 1980). S;mllarly, on the basrs of

‘ s . e

iw

o Plkulskl reported that almost’ all parents have trled “to help
’ thelr chlldren overcome thelr problem (1974) Granowsky and
a”:others found that 90% of parents of 70 000" elementary school
ifchlldren 1n Dallas, Texas, felt Ehat the eddcatlon of thelr
';chlldren should not be the sole respon51blllty of the school

(1979) - Flnally,:when parents of chlldfen 1n flfteen
‘.elementary schools in Montgomery County, Maryland, were .l;i(
. asked what klnd of Tltle—I compensatory program they would

PN

‘be 1nterested in. attendlng the. greatest response was to -

“

?learn what thlngs they c0uld do to help thelr chlldren w1th ‘}

readlng skllls (Brelllng, 1976)

6

and parent response to questlonnalres and surveys 1nd1cate T

'u"showed that approx1mately 98% of 814 parents surveyed are “‘ ) .

1nterv1ews w1th parents of chlldren w1th readlng prohlems, S



L]

'3;.h “}i ) Parental de51re to help thelr chlldren to perform

‘?f better 1n school, then, has not changed much over the years.

1
% L -

- -f_'nln,wrltlng about New York Clty s Program for Developlng the ;fif'i e

ROle of- Parents in Readlng"Progress, Lloyd began w1th "The ¢;1~ -
f' ) year may be 1965, or. '75 or '85 but the questlon w1ll _ a ‘ L

5w b FR .

always be the same when a parent meets hlS ch11d s teacher —-,~-1';f";g:;}

3

"How can I help ‘my. chlld in- read1ng°'" (1965) " The s1tuatlon B

w;th respect to how educators feel about parent partlcmpatlon,_:‘”

. - 3 -

§ however, apparently has changed. :

- Attltude of Educators Now Apparently Supportlve N
R “*'h ' Educators have now. beconm:tmre c0gn1zant of parental

s

3"'°1nfluence 1n helplng to educate thelr own chlldren. iDr. John )

W ‘Gardner, Pre51dent of the Carnegle CorPoratlon of New York,

a 9"1 Lere

suggested ln 1966 that the approprlate response "to parents who
G ! .

v

6 T

were not about to accept the older prevalllng'"hands off“
. N N
pollcy and to, leave the educatlon of thelr chlldren to - the

o

! prdfe551onals, Was to enllst these same parents as allles L l:;
and 1nstruct thém to procsed 1ntelllgently, 1nstead of '?:::,'
flghtlng them off (R1zer, 1966) leerse Strom (1974) L ,.F"'.l:h

ff;"' reports that 51nce 1971 federal oompensatory programs 1n the ) L
. Unlted States shrfted from Headstartlto Homestart - from
trylng;to‘overcome parents 1nfluence to actually enllstlng
E'.their-support.. Reports from across the Unlted States show
'that more and more - schools see- the parents ln a’ less ‘
threatenlng role. An older attltude of “we don t want ;"cf,

-

. parents poklng about in. school buSLness"'is belng replaced \.,;

.




- 1mportance of the fam:l.ly Sm:Lth postulates that the group
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w1th "we ne‘ed your help" (Granowsky and others, 1979)

Flnally, in 1976 Artley recommended that parents be made ,

full fledged partners in the educatlonal process through
1nformat10n on the readlng .program and suggest;l.ons of ’

~ ,' . -

supplemental home act1v1t1es (Brelllng, 1976) R .‘T}i,i‘s‘_

recommendatlon followed the overwhelmlng response from 100 =

o educatlon majors to the questlon J.f anyone or anythlng bes:.de

teachers contr:Lbuted to thelr mterest and ablllty J.n readlng

= The response was- parents and famlly 2~ Brelllng reports also

e that s:.mllar recommendatlons were -made by George Gallup (1975)

a.nd by Dorothy R1ch (1973) 4

= A . -

®

“ Indeed, -pa‘rent 1nvolvement has approached 3 level of

a.mportance to be consldered mandatory 1n some c.ases. " In the

- -

for exan;ple, the Educatlon Act, 1978,

'-v-

prov:mce of 'Saskatchewan',-
states —tha.t the prlncl-pab

’-,

’ Arluments Supportlng Parent Involvement

-~

- in Chlldren s Reat’i:l.ng

c

lmportance of Parental Influence in- Prep’aring.
Chlldren for- Readlng and in Early Read:l.ng

Other arguments advanced to support the contentlon )
that parents should be 1nvolved in the educatlon of thelr

ch:l.ldren,' espec:Lally readlng, have also concentrated on the

- J.n whlch the 1nd1v1dual 1s soc1allzed, that is,-the ,;famlly( o

n

-

s.’nall. establlsh. mutual].y acceptable =

- R



' 'concluded that the values and att:.tudes of the parents " '

’ ’ and that the father who ‘reads- books frequently for enjoyment

.A.'.’_'Chlld s values and att:l.tudes. By contrast, she felt that

K 1nfluences hJ.S mot:.vatlon to achieve in school (1968) ,'She' .

'"proVJ.de the pattern by whlch the Chlld s values are shaped, .

is settlng an example for the chlld that w:.ll determlne the
the chJ.ld whose home is_ devold of books,'magaza.nes and _' -
‘newspa_gers w1ll not ‘see these .as 1mportant -in hlS dally |
";:‘_llmng and therefofe w1ll not value them.‘ Also, KleJ.n (1978)

’ J.n d:rscuss:.ng the effect of the ava:.lablllty of readl.ng
'.‘.'materlal in the. home on’ develo_plng a chlld's :Lnterest :Ln

books and read1ng,~ c:Lted a study by Sheldon and Carrlllo =

- (1952) that :anestlgated the relatlon of parents, the home o
4

S env1ronment-,‘ and certaln developmental charaﬁterlst.lcs to

"chlldren s readlng abll:Lty Accordlng to her one s:.gnlflcant. I
.flnd-:.ng was the relatlonshlp between avallablllty of ‘books in
the home and read’lng achlevement. It was determlned that as |
‘the number of books 1n the home mcreased, the percent of

" e
»good readers 1ncreased. Slm11.arly, Brett (1964) and agaln.

PR

ACrocker (1967), both studylng the le:.sure read&\ng of students.

and the effects of read:.ng materlal 1n the home, agreed that- :

' the readlng hablts developed by chlldren were: unquestlonably

,~a dlrect result of the exampl%set by parents

The :meortance of parents 1n chlldren s early readlng '

s

.recelved Eurther verlflcatmpa by Durklns (1966) and by K}Sdon " .

(1968) . In a serles of 1ongltud1nal stud:Les relat1ng to

e o
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early readers, Durklns found that factors wh:Lch relate to -
N " . 4 . -

- ‘ early readlng success 1ncluded a reallzatlon by parents that
@ they can and should- gJ.ve pre—school help to theJ.r chlldren. - |
' By way of’ contrast parents of non-early readers 1nterv1ewed s ';‘.L:: \
fe-lt that 1t was the ]ob of tralned persons to teach readlng.'.
S.Lm:Llarly, Kasdon, :Ln a stﬁ'dy J.nvestJ.gatJ.ng whet.her gJ.fted— '
" r-: 'ness could be 1dent1f1ed early dn- the llfe of a ch:le found
i A that approxlmately half of the‘ flfty superlor readers among
- college rreshmen reported that {;they were able to read before

-~ .o : . - f

. ‘5':‘ enter:.ng flrst grade, and that"-‘two thlrds ‘of these c1ted C ',‘

: L p‘arental 1nf1uence J.n learnlng tj read. She concluded that ‘
‘ '.""," ' “"'educators should gJ.Ve greater recognltlon to the J.mportance .

‘ e of the famlly 1n chlldren S earl; readmg development" ' : " B
. " "'I‘h‘e f:.rst few -fears w:x.thln thJ.s so<:1a group,‘ that J.S,

the famlly, prov:l.de valuable opportunltles for the parents to

.

capltallze upon peak growth perlods. . If one endorses Ward'

—(—1970) v1ew that readlng 1s a culmlnatlon of a varlety of

; ' experlences over the flrst seven or more years of a ch::.ld'

’llfe, then that ch.lld w:.ll be presented to the readlng I

teacher Wlth a prereadlng base of certaln skllls, concepté*r_:. ml

env1ronment. -She cencludes 5
l. The role~ of«..-"parentlng."" J.S‘ so vmtal to,
i N Ce the af’ran_g:mg‘ of* sucl'raccumu:l.atlons'
o . 7., "that’the“rdle, of- being: 'they Eirst-{ ;‘.-»',;",.
. o L ‘teacher of read::ng'“ls .unm:.stakabl N AR




L

e B R Lo
- . . N . .. . i

N Comprehen51on :Ln readlng has been deflned as o "bulld:l_ng a

- R

A br:.dge betwaen the known and the unknown" (Swaby,‘ 1981)
| . L ' > s '

P . . “ ) Th:Ls may mean that one comprehends by relatlng the lncomlng : o L

J.nformatlon to what one already knows, and that the more

:Lnformatlonv one has tp\(’é}‘a’te thls new :Lnformatlon to, the
( : . '_ X ‘~ better is the chance of understan‘dl.ng lt. Obv1ously, for '
. o . example:,‘ the parent.‘ who .-p'rov1des hlS Chlldeith all, kinds, of o
L J.nformatlon abo_ELt the anamals found .in the zoo Wlll have . |

prepared h:Ls ch:rld to understand/?eedlng abOut zoos.‘

e T ) Moreover, the parent is in a betteffnpomtlon than the-

teacher to help the ch:.ld w1th readlng comprehens:.on‘ once he '>

(O

B DR . ; !
chlld s exper:.entlal backgrOund. ) Parents ha.ve, for examplé,
[ - .
almost totall J.nformatlon about thelr chlldren, whlle the

.:teacher has almost a total 1ack of .1nformatlon. When the

chlld becomes ,engaged 1n the readlng act for elther the e .

SRR lf : teacher or the parent Cit-is the teacher who 1s more llkely

unaware of what experlences the chlld has to: relate to: the

Sos readlng. . This’ knowledge of chlldren would_ seem to be

'crucz.al J.n helplng the Chlld to learn to read (Hosk::.sson, '

~ - e « -

1974) AR o

v,

| - Because of thls parental 1nf1uence :Ln preparlng

ol

L~ N T

dlsastrous 1f the ch:le ha'c’i been‘ rece1V1ng hel_p' prlor do th1§
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e T po'i'n't.'.;' That lS, once a ch:le starts to read several factors

'_rnay be operatlng wh:Lch sometlmes 1ead to a lessenlng of

v N ' vparental help. Except for the teacher, the famlly has been

- to-

__ ST N ".,-sh.own to be the only contlnulng 1nfluence of learn:Lng._l Parents .
. need to be aware of this 1n order to prevent problems from |

S T occurrlng.—Hubbard and. Salt (1975) d:\.d an:. :Lntens:Lve study of / o

e A ‘- L the way of llfe and attltudes to educatlon of thlrty three -

o ,"v-'fam:.lles in a northern 1ndustr1al communlty ln the Um.ted

States. . Although they found that the 1nformal and often -

“

- :unconsc10us preparat:l.on of the ch:le at the pre school age was

"'surprlslngly good and had. taken place 1n a settlng of’ deep

~:.'..emotlonal support, 1t was noted that after the Chlld 5 entry

"lnto school factors of dlscontlnulty and fxz,ustratlon tended g

to creep 1n ‘ They found 1n partlcular that the J.nJ.tJ.atJ.on of

1

L _‘.'the chlld 1nto readlng at school appeared to be accompanled by '

. a 31gn1f3.cant fall in emotlonal support at home They

. v T A

-’concluded that because ch:l.ldren whose acute early readlng

’ dlfflcultles mn.ght Well have been derlved from the problem

"’of dlscontlnulty, 1n the gtatter of emotlonal support for

e ;"'.pre readlng and early read:l.ng actJ.v1ty the classroom teacher

A | .could not take the place of the farrtlly part1c1p’ants in th,ls :
"-lcomplex :anolvement. : The problem, they add,lwas» not- one of | '

“~~,j‘:‘substltut1,ng for the famlly s emotlonal support in the matter o

B 'li'_;of pre-readmg‘, but of pos:LtJ.vely encouraglng thlS support in

,the wldest poss:Lble range of fam111es and ensurmg that :Lt

R o j'be malntalned to he. optlmum p01nt beyond the pre readlng

L

-3t
N

> ‘stage (1975) ’ :
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1' ' The need for conltlnuatlon of parental support has

_also been cohflrmed by Bronfennbrenner, whlle evaluatlng
,compensatory programs in the_JJ:n;rted States 1n the 1960 S,
AHe found that 1nvolv1ng parents as well as then.r chlldren'

. in enr:.chment act1v1t1es i ].ncludlng language abllltles, .

resulted J.n cogn:l_tlve galrns whlch were St_‘Lll ev:.dent 1n

'the ch:.ldren three or -four.years - after termmat:.on of the.-".

programs. However, when’ parental 1nvolvement was not an o

e
N v

A ; : 1mportant program component chlldren dld not ma:.ntaln the‘ 4
U cogn:LtJ.ve ga:Lns (Anselmo 1978)

' Par'e‘ritlparticipation in~Rea'ding L

o Sl L e L e
.- O B A . . P N N
ot = .

. .and the Role of 'Ednc':at'ors

. The relat:.onsh:l.p between parent potent:Lal and‘ actual .
'4parent effectlveness in helplng chlldren read app&ars to be
1éss than p051t1ve. The reallty of the s:l.tuatn.on, 1ron1cally,
I.'LS that too lnfrequently do chlldren 5 readlng prof:Lt as a '
'r'e;u'llt .of thelr parents" v1ta1 p051t10n as leaders ;Ln the .

‘ -famlly unlt Parents frequently try to help at home but .
'-.;often they do ‘not know what they can do to help (Duncan and
Vonbehren,mtl Plkulskl, 1974° ‘and Kleln,.1978) These
.parents need ass:.stance if helplng chlldren w:Lth read:l.ng, ‘
,"smply because the:.r attempts “to help unllaterally may be;
domg more harm than good. Thls may be espec:l.ally true 1f

"the parents" methods are dlfferent from those of the teachers. -

L




‘ z
the klnds of help they glve when the ch:.ld comes to a word

N
—

[

':Impor‘tance of-"Harmony’::Between Home 'and-' Séhool‘ Pro'ce:dures' o

In a study des:n.gned to 1nvest:.gate what’ procedures . z}" -

parents follow at home, Nlcholson (1980) found that parents e
. . =

' who llsten to ch:leren read at home dlffer con51derably ‘in

.whlch he/she cannot recognlze. A Approxlmately 50 percent ask

q

'the:.r chlldren to sound out" words as. the flrst step, about

30 percent encourage thelr chlldren to search for clues in

N the text, and some juSt tell the:.r ch:.ldren the word. "He - 4

o

: p01nts out that whlle all these strateg:.es can be useful

i "thelr effectlveness may depend on the extent to - whlch they

[y

."relnforce the help that is glven at school He suggests
t."‘-that 1f parents are made aware of the ma:Ln approach used by
the teacher J.n the classroom, then they could follow s1m:|.lar

.-strategles at home Slmllarly Dave (1963), 1n talklng about

: the 1nf1uence of motlvatlonal factors on educatlonal o

attalnment, hypothes:.zes that 1f the pressures applled by the

"‘home upon the ch:le are congruent Wlth those exerted by the :

- school, then relnforcement occurs between the two

"Eff‘ects of 'D'is‘harmony Between Home and S'choo'l P.rocedures :

The results of parental help, exempllfled when there

) lS a 1ack of congruence between the 'home and the school, Or

when the parent proceeds w:.thout the teacher s support, may

' .be SLmJ.lar to those found by Plkulskl (1974), who J.ntervz.ewed

L4 -

‘ parents of over two hundred chlldren evaluated at h:Ls Readlng

'Study Center at the UnlverSLty of Delaware. -He- found\‘that-



e g

' ~ do_ 50 by tak:u.ng a: course of actlon whlch avmds stressful

' N relatlonshlps between ‘the- parent and the chlld.

almost all parents of these chlldren have trled to help thelr

chlldren to overcome thea.r readlng problem but that the most

' frequent result 1s severe frustratlon for. both the ch:le and L

- the parent.»\ Less than one percent reported that thelr

attempts to remedlate the chlld's problems were non—stressful.

c e

Pikulskl s . experlence suggests. accordmg to hlm, that parents - -

who want to help thelr ch:leren Wlth readlng frequently can

".'

Lo e et LT T T A VIR
. B . R TR Ve ‘.

‘Sgp'p_ort ‘of Educators ﬁece“ssary: to Facilitate.

© 7. parent Effectlveness J.n Help_lng Chlldren Read;" .

_,-‘.-u : },

V<-'

However, 1t has been pomted out 1n prev1ous context‘s -

. that parents lack thlS knowledge, generally. SJ.nce parents ,,'_

‘are genu:.nely 1nterested 1n help:.ng -thelr chlldren Learn to '

1

’ read they need guldanc,e i thlS endeavor, s:.mply for the' -

reasons proposed above, to help to make sure that what they‘

4do at home w:.ll be mére effectlve 1n supportlng —the work of L
- ) the teacher and 1n avo:LdJ.ng stressful relatlonshlps betwaen‘
o ‘_the parent and the Chlld. SJ.nce educators also :feel that

_._the parents can contnbute 91gn1f1cantly to chaldren 'S read:Lng

Th—., KR

-

performance, and sa.nce they possess the knowledge that parents

. - o

o ) ‘need J.n order for the parent to« contrlbute effect:.vely,.the o

‘_loglcal extens:.on :melles that educators assume the L

9 [)

: ,responsrbll:.ty for show:ung paxf‘ents how to help successfully.”i

Hav:.ng 1ntroduced the assu,mpt::.on that teachers, 1t

o7

y..would seem, must take the 1n1tiat1ve J.n encouraglng and

[

- Lo ‘ .
. »

e
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chJ.ldren to. read, thls reporter w1ll survey the llterature e e
C Ay relat:.onsh:.p to parent 1nvolvement in chlldren s read:.ng,- y IO
2y 1n the context of gu:.dance from educators, :m an attempt to T
= make avallable to teaehers the pertlnent research f:.ndings. -
Slmply prov:.dlng teachers w1th thJ.s 1nformatmn is cons:.dered ’
. ..an essentlal f:Lrst step 1n fac:LlJ.tatJ.ng thls process. <o e - )
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g ‘,of each other, though by the 1960 & they1 were beg:.nn:.ng to-

X rare, however, 51nce it had long been a common pract:.ce for‘i g i

decade, rellance on former methods already noted contlnues ;.'

(14

& w7 CcEAPTERII . T oo *'/
' REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE ~ - -+ = . ' . ¢

.

Emphasrs on Fosterlng Parental . ‘

PartJ.c :LpatJ.on ‘in Readlng

v

That parents may be effectwe ‘in fac::.lltatlng the

Adevelopment of . chlldrens readlng skllls“hu’s long been
- : 'recognlzed Untrl the late 1960 s, however, parents were
}"lpresumed to be :Lnfluential only at home, the decrs:.on to
become J_nvolved 1n chlldren s readmg belng entlrely up to 2

.', B -
:'them Parents and Schools had been operatmg 1ndependently

e

'::-'progress o the pornt of cooperatlon.- -«These :n.nstances werej-

'educators to warn parents : "not to meddle in’ the mysterles of T -

‘:‘Athe teachlng-learnlng process" (Regal and Rlzer, 1966 p-.-l)s

Desplte these rumbllngs the need for, and Athe

4

‘-beneflts of, parent partlclpatlorl 1n readlng had been

‘-'espoused by some educators and there had been contlnulng

' jefforts to lnfluence parents to become actrve, pr:Lor to . the .
-per:Lod under rev1ew Unfortunately, these efforts relled

: i‘ heav1ly on publlshed mater1a1 in predOmlnately profess:.onal

‘ imagazlnes,‘ and erroneously presumed parental' \access to themn, ‘.

. *'«-AJ. though _more effect:rve means of :anolv1ng parents J.n helpldng :

: ;ch:l.ldren read have been used 1n the seventles a-nd in thv

e,

e .
= -

| to be preferred by some. ;".' S

%0
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Var::.ous K:Lnds of- Materlals Design U . .
to Influence Parents R e Lo R '
The varlous klnds of publlcatlons that“’sought to -

mform parents w::.th respect to the:.r role ‘rn chlldren s S :'; o .‘-IQ:*-;. ,f"

- - readlng w::.,ll be exam:.ned here. The f:.rst of these, books
. L .spec1f1cally related to parental 1nvolvement in readlng, )

: enjoyed consuierable marketlng success durmg the. perlod.

_In 1955, Flesch (1955) publlshed Why Johnny Ca‘.n t Read,

Ty

-almost half of Whlch was devoted to phonlcs exerc1ses that:»_’:.

\'."parents could use at home. ﬂ Flesch urged parents to become,-,,.

S L ,. . k-.

1nvolved :|.n the teachlng of read:.ng at home t-.o counteract

" the work of the schools who, accordlng to him, were us:.ng': e

f'the "whole-word" approach to teachlng readmg- Wlth the

\ :
.ihelp of the medJ.a Flesch s book became so Well known that 1t

4

vbecame the "surprlslng topn.c of soc1al conversatmn
-,;(Hendryson, 1971 p 45)
'1' e More recemtly books of a s_lmllar nature, phOIllCS"' R ™~

_7 or:.ented, generally cr:n.tlclzz.ng the approaches to the teachlng ) ', s

S o ' -of readlng used in schools, 1nclude Home Gulde to Early

) eadlng (Gould, 1976) 3 and Teach Your ChJ.ld to Read in Slxty

x (Ledson, 1975), a Canadlan program whlch recelved a

somewhat adverse receptlon here J.n Newaundland Perhaps
‘ because they were controvers:.al these books recelved medla

‘ o support . T :’. o . o
.y . "- . - . - N ! T ) ’ * : '. . . . L, [P S ‘,‘.

' : Parent partlc:.patlon in readlng ‘was encouraged, S
o . .WJ.thout t.he aJ.d of the press however,s through b00ks of a- ."' L

o 'less controversn.al nature. - Several complete home readlng




s

3,

T orlented program for parents to use w1th beglnnlng readers

" was developed by DeFranco and- Plckarts (l97%)

.

programs have been offered to parents to be used on’ and w1th
pre—school chlldren. Among thesé are Allens (1964) Read
Along Wlth Me, Ledoux 's. (1967) Play 'N Talk Readr;g, Doman'

P

(1964) How ToO: Teach Your Baby To Read, and Braun and Men21es

(1981) Flrst Steps To Readlng, a book of language act1v1t1es

for pre—readers.l For parents of chlldren who have already

started to read Donaldson s (1957) Helplng Your Chlld To

Read Better is a ‘good comprehen51ve gulde, with its two major

~ 3

themes belng l ys that parents mlght cooperate w1th

teachers and 2) act1v1t1es that wrll stlmulate more and better '

readlng at home.' Another, more recent, 1nterest1ng game—

a
.

Parents,.

.o\(

He;p,Your Chlld To Read has been publlshed in. Amerlca, Canada,

Australla and England. Flnally,(;n:response to questlons_that‘

- @ . o . C _ .
parents ask about readlng, Larrick (1974) has developed a

handbook that was: rev1ewed by represéntatlves of elghteen

'-\~_f9 : natlonal organlzatlons and has gone throhgh four edltlons ER

‘ 51nce 1956 Accordlng to Larrlck the: contlnulng concern

bout chlldren s readlng and the plea for guldance in
developlng chlldren s love of readlng has led to the
publlcatlon of succe551ve edltlons.‘

Numerous artlcles 1n varloﬁs profe551ona1 JOurnals

o *

have addressed the questlon of parents and readlng :The
Internatmonal Readlng Assocratlon (IRA) has pronded a. forum

o

through whlch,the relatlonshlp betWeen parents and readlng

- LS

) .

,\-; . T “.‘2.9,’.




(I8

kB

. sponsored a: conference on "Parents and Readlng" WLth the

-(For example, see 1n the llSt of references the NEA "A

Program, and Chapter 18 in Tlnker and McCulLough (1962)) -

. Finaliy, the Internatlonal Readlng Assoc1atlon has been

"(Ransbury, 1272),;"Th1rty—0ne Ways to Help Your Chlldren

.-._A R o e T . ) . 30

[y

has been discussed on.numerOus'occasions,,both»in,its

~off1c1al journals and 1n spec1a1 publlcatlons..jFournentire

1ssues of the Readlng Teacher,-(Aprlk“ 1954 October, 1936-
’ i

May, 1965 and‘may, 1970) have been devoted to thlS toplc.

In 1968 parent part1c1patlon 1n readlng recelved further

—~— .
encOuragement from thlS'organlzatlon when 1t }olntlyn

~ .~ - “

e, s-

S e ) Other materlal addressed to parents abounds in. books,"'

. o 5o P

chapters in books, and pamphlets whlch glve practlcal i f}if f"f;;

suggestlons to parents concernlng thelr chlldren s readlng . 4;

Al o

.'-

Brleflng for Pa;ents" The Scott, Foresman publloatlon tltled

"When Parents Ask AbOut Readlng" Erlc Johnson s (1959)

humorous gulde for parents, "How to Live Through Junior HAgh h-f-; ‘

.'Schoolﬁ- George Spache s (19 Parents.and the’ Readlnq

L)

, contlnuously publlshlng monographs and mlcro-monographs Such

"as "What Books Ed Records Should I Get for M Preschooler?" '

(Rogers, 1972), "What 'is Readlng Read1ness°” (Rogers, 1971),

PHow Can I Help My Ch11d Get Ready to Read’" {Rogers,.1972), L

"How Can I Encourage ) Prlmary—Grade Chlld to. Read" e




'a}‘ - 1BeEome Better Readefs"‘(Ernst 1979) and "How Can I Help My fff

-~

Chlld Bulld P051t1ve Attltudes Toward Readlgg?“ (Gla;er,'”“.‘}q.f'f‘ b

>

T N _1980). o - ,-' -,'J

if Potentlal Dlsadvantages of Such Materlal ::' é;- - . J..:"‘\l;

toe . b
- o * -
a ~e

:.relylng on th%'foregOLng klnds of materlals;fnJl —
-'f{of 1ts effecti§eness 1n terms of changlng parental attLtﬁdes;ji‘ ~
3 ;{;J;’:or in terms of 1mprov1ng chlldren<s readlng'acnlevement i i - <L
}“‘?;.é“:k.k lf'*f:‘_;; The flrst of theseﬁdlsadvantages telates”to the ﬁ,fjg_iﬁ' ) tir
;;jﬁ{;bffii":ﬁl.ig dlfflcolty of access o~ these materlals by Earents:‘ For;u‘?;jj":‘?“‘ﬁ g
ff’~};%:ig;_%;{il?iexample, muchlwrltlng is pobi;shed in giofeSSLOnal journals 7 _ o
lg?i“:{fi .1 f :u;i-and magaz1nes and books that are’ avallable uSually only fromqjﬂ'f";u;“izl
7‘7;§,5'ﬁl}f :,::' unlver51ty llbrarles.‘ Slnce 1t Ls well known that even :‘:;;‘f‘f 'f‘ ,{
:é';i' : “'f:;fj ‘teachers come 1n contact 1nfrequently w1th professlonal - T
;Q?;ff% E;;’jf' Journals ana books devoted speclflcally to the teaehlng of iﬂf_.”ifffﬁﬂ
E S reaa;hé,-parents_atetmuch less 11kely to 1nteract w;th these ‘."Zw.fh:;;ﬁ
_:‘ ‘- o mate‘rlals)..i'f:ﬂ‘“:"' rﬂ .: F ._‘r.__: i -w _ e T e :'h: ‘ .__. ;; L
,:i ; ’;'i Second,Athese mate;tals may llhtt pareht<éartlclpatlon,‘: ) i
' Aﬁ?; *; espec1ally thqse pubi;shed 1n maga21nes cemmonly read by the f{~1 ﬁ:-':
. general publlc: because tHey may- caasy_ onfuslon among parents;t7;f2:_f" -~
.tit Thls confu51on somet;mes arises.ttom theu%act that~ﬁ;ch - IR .
S - - . 5‘~‘.q Ry ; - -
¢
S e
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been wrltten by persons w1thout classroom experlences in L o
'_example, ‘a check of the Readers Gulde to Perlodlcal therature

coverlng the perlod from 1961 to 1963 1nd1cated that of ‘.:. o LT

forty six authors of artlcles appearlng in maga21nes read' N
.artlcles were prepared by staff or free—lance wrlters who
)(1971) relates how, belng young and somewhat unlnformed lh -:it;!’-']}.,

i,»fhow chlldren learn to read she eagerly followed Child raft
‘ L Encyclopedla s 1nstructlons to-the’ effect that a parenz must

.h.never teach ‘a Chlld o read a 51ngle word the parent]s o

~‘may have been further decreased by confu51on arlslng from

\hjdu:;'f"". AN 32 7

‘ teachlng chlldren to read Accordlng to Artley (1965), for.'.

..

-~

A.by the general publlc, such as the "Saturday Evenlgg Post" N " } f'

A"Parents Magazine", ‘and "Better Homes and Gardens", only’ one'

'could be called a readlng specrallst. ‘In most cases the'

had 11ttle pertlnent background (Artley, 1965) ‘: 'p”hfg _;5

The confu51on experlenced by parents after readlng

“such materlal is lllustrated by a case ln polnt Hendryson .7

functlon belng to prov1de readlness experlences. However,f ’ '

£

'-?}after telllng her son words at hlS request, she<often'felt'
J?~fgullty for days, ‘not - sure whether he had learned the “rlght“
. way to 1dent1fyvthe word.w The fact that her son could '
ildentlfy words on 51gnboards puzzled her terrlbly because

';accordlng to the theory she had read he‘was not supposed to-

:fbe able to- do .80 (Hendryson, 1971)

In addltlon to the possrble llmltlng effects of such

-

PR

,obv1ously erroneous adv1ce on parental part1c1patlon ln i

‘ helplng chlldren read, the effectlveness of thls-part1c1pation



-another

source. Some‘writings publicize a narrow’approach o

or methodology Whlch the author alleges to be the sole-

panacea

for poor readlng. For example, Flesch (1955),

-“Ledson (1975) and Gould (1976) all prOpagated varlatlons of

'the phonetlc (or "phonlcs") approach to the teachlng_of

'readlng.

-

readlng

Flesch, ln partlcular, blamed all of Ametlca .

fallures on the "whole word'j approach hlS phonetlcl

exerc1ses, accordlngly, would remedy thls 51tuatlon.3‘

"Desplte 1ts rulnous effects on- natlonal readlng standards, ,W:'

”'phonlcs

R

want to

assumed

1be1ng taught 1n schools, Ledson s cr1t1c1sms of school

readlng‘methods certalnly could not have been comfortlng.‘
. I A

Slmlkarly, Ledson (1976), advocatlng the use of phonlcs as f

P s

S the superlor method of teachlng readlng, clalmed that 1_-;"
‘-the whole—word method contlnues to. be used in four out of

'zeffect of the whole-word approach is not even fully known
fbecause many'parents pltch 1n to make 1t work by teachlng
at home. ThlS superf1c1al 1nterpretatlon of readlng.

'belles an 1gnorance of 51gn1f1cant lmprovements respectlng

'~recent knowledge of the reJdlng process and is not worthy

¢,

g‘;adv1ce to others. For parents who were 1nterested enough to

help thelr chlldren with readlng, and who probably .

they knew enough about readlng and. about how 1t was'

To 1llustrate how the confuslon regardlng readlng

methods mlght llmlt the effect of parent partlclpatlon,

.

(S

'; flve schools“'(p. 61) He argues that the total devastatlng s

'"of belng recognlzed as a, pos1t10n from whlch one would glve -

s Ry o
*cons;der the SLtuatlon 1n whlch the parent, 1n_follow1ng.the_'

. .
. [




o N e e .

-

”»deOVLSlon for feedback to the author lnvolved the knowledge'~d‘.

procedures suggested by authors such as those mentloned {;“;{

above, may have encountered opp051tlon from the chlld who

[

‘"was belng taught by methods other than phonlcs 1n school.\

'It is a recognlzed fact that children often regard the "ﬁlf

Consequently, in-a. home teachlng—f

.0 . - .‘ ‘e
.

teacher .S word as "law"

- learnlng 51tuat10n 1n whlch the parent per51sts 1n helplng .

by u51ng readlng methods contrary to those used by the

o~

teacher, stralned parent chlld relatlonshrps may be the» ; jxﬁt"r

result._-If, for example,‘the chlld falled to Nsound out“"'

~
¢

a word at the request of the parent because thlS approach

was not belng empha81zed at school both partles mlght-

¢ i o

"eventually expenlence frustratlon and stress, decrea51ng the'

- e

under conSLderatlon, unllateral 1ntervent1qn strategaesaat e L

e

effectlveness of the parentﬁs efforts. Although parents may~

-\ - - &

be encouraged to become 1nvolued.1n hélplng ch1ldren read=as~

o s n_‘

Y
h

$ [l - -

T - -, et PRapo- R RSN ~.-

home may be more effectlve when~they 001nclde and rexnforce

a7 - ‘.

the help thatﬂls glven at school:—-,' practlce obv1ously-

e - ] . N . N
o e » -

“« m
-

frowned upon‘by authors such as LedSOn. fﬁ}:ﬁﬁ'jr .,“"f.ffﬁll)/’-

;.—_-n,‘ PR

Flnally, 1n dlscuSSLng the klnds of wrltlng already

-:""' . EOEE PR

'\l‘parents or thelr 1deas and suggestlons-used

~of! how w1despread 1tS'pubI1catlon was orﬂ 1n the case of"

- 7 - b1 & - B ,. -

*-~~1ts p051t1ve or negatlve effects on parents, may be pragtlcally

-lmp0551ble to assess..hThose materlals were-addressed to the

24, .- . -

several publlc, w1th no assurance that they would be read by

L
\

. . L e .. - EPE -
R R - < i . - S I
R PR .-
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?rogrems and Rroyects De51gned Spéc1f1cally

i;4~ to Involve 3irent5“anﬁRead1ng ”« E LT
z"_' -._.nJij '-; ThlS rev1ew w1ll focus on prog:ams and prOJects-_
e x-‘;[:' - -1n1t1ateé by schools, i
tfg.i ;ti . “'ifif educatlonal 1nst1tutlons“spéclflcally‘to 1nvolye parente as:-'
Qi}jjéiﬂl ;i:; [f partnets lslreadlng, by pﬂov1dlﬁ§ the necessery gu1dance tof“fg
. . ”— ' help ensure'fhat both parents and' teacr}ete WOI']’: FOQ‘Eth;r ln
,-?, ' prOJects or studles rev1ewed Ih'thls sﬁrvey were.accqméahledff?
Ll u, t by attelnpte to- eveluate thelr .ef.fect, both on chlldr:en g2 |
.‘;ijﬁeﬂ . Actlvrty ‘in- thlS ‘Area” U; tg' the‘Mlédle 1960;:-‘Hi31 j o
= 4‘ . . “ Although progra;ne .@/f“;t‘hl:s'-;klnd \«;ere few untllavt'he
i ‘ late 1960' ;.helr-treme;écus potentler“hdd'not gone‘i I3 :;f'

unrecognlzed Such actlvrtles 1n the area of home-school

'-.Bﬁ.tﬁe tele pf pareﬁts l; ;teﬁotlng'reedlng-aeﬁleVement_ty-‘”-~i'it':% ~z
. Rdesell and ‘Fea- (4963)' Ttese studles under retlew at thatn““ ;.i";? <
o 1\£“ e tlme were concernedi;lth l) relatln;'early readlgé progressl}“tirf{%;l
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- Lt

L homefcohditioﬁs"(Aimy;"1919), 2) collectlng Parents
hsn’l‘a'°91n1°n5)abOUt reading prOsrams (Presnall 1956), Ly

3) analysrng the. questlons parents ask (Artley, 1956 and,{

. ,
Ve

R f,McConnell, 1957), and 4) showrng the relatlonshlp between;ﬂ
}_Kparents and chlldren s ch01ces 1n juvenlle 11terature

~ . . e,

(Jefferson, 1958- and Rudman, 1956) Whlle 1ament1ng the-- :
:c];C;» fact that much of the wrltlng on. the place of parents 1n
';é:”;'“"’i'; chlldrens :readlng development is: hortatory and 1nsp1ratlonal

'ﬂf:gfg rather than grounded 1n research, they dld suggest that "an

evaluatlon of.methods of communlcatlon and of ways schools,f,,

'.-' can

‘.can a551st parents may be more effectlve 1n demonStratlon- R

actloh 51tuatlons than 1n-more carefully controlled ' ’\'.» R

experlments '(p. 918) SHmlaﬁbu the onlyxother review o

i .l \'—\

,uncovered, undertaken by Della—Plana, Stahmen and Allens B . .

i

Hato
F

”;11968), flve years later, lakew1se 1dent1f1ed numerous parent

(L

educatlon_programs, but only 51x focussed on helplng parents

il

;l'!|'

to 1mprove readlng achlevement at home. .

Events Influenc1ng an Increase 1n Such Act1v1ty o ,d:"‘ﬂ_“A'

Although the perlod up. to and 1nclud1ng the decade of
the 51xt1es is assoc1ated w1th a dearth of "demonstratlon—

: actlon" 51tuatlons 1n home and school cooperatlon, focu551ng S L

spec1fically on- readlng 1mprovement, thls decade 1s “at’ least
f{;" -;;v;‘f ' noteworthy for the beglnnlng of a chaln of events that

e "“.i‘?,srgnlflcantly lnfluenced the 1ncrease 1n these demonstratlon—‘
actlon 51tuatlons.t Sweeplng changes in the fundlng of

PO - Lo

‘ educatron 1n the Unlted States, although for the 1mprovement




s . .

P

-~f;'déyoted entlrely to readlng galned favorable recognltlon

N ( '

hd L. ! : . i [N ',.,:

“of educatlon generally, and for dlsadvantaged chlldren

.»
‘.r.

(ispeclflcally, ultlmately led to a greater recognltlon of

o
d

.parents potentlal 1n helplng to 1mprove chlldren s readlng

and eventually resulted 1n an 1ncrease 1n the klnds of

. programs under rev1ew in. thlS study.

. ' [ . .
o More spec;flcaily, a commltment to the the51s that

'_the learnlng dlfflculty of the dlsadvantaged 1n the Unlted o

L States resulted from poor preparatlon and poor motlvatlon L

for learnlng at home (Goldberg, 1968) resulted 1n ma551ve

Amfederal fundlng for what has been termed "compensatory

".educatlon" - Programs such as Headstart and Follow—Through,
;and (after ‘the 1965 Elementary and Secondary Educatlon Act)

‘ Tltle I programs, were 1n1t1ated w1th the premlse that

"prov151ons for parents as major 1nfluences ln the learnlng

“‘of thelr chlldren be 1ncluded (Gordon, 1968)

' Although these compensatory programs were generally

fma551ve, and are excluded from thlS rev1ew for that reason, 5

programs Ln the area of language development (Anselmo, 1978)

- .- 'n “' .M " 0

"and sometlmes spec1f1cally rn the- area of readlng 1mprove-

a
B

7ment tended to SOlldlfy the conceptfof parents as partners

4.

‘ f and to 1ncrease the formulatlon of parent part1c1pat10n

programs deVOted entlrely to helplng chlldren read..

e 'G

=

throughrsubsequent publlcatlon in spec1al volumes and -in o

a

~various professlonal Journals related to readlng The theme

IS S

L 37

1:Some.of these successful parent 1nvolvement programs

I

'; the success of the parent 1nvolvement cOmponent of these.ltgl;::‘;zf E DI
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'.: of the Readlng Teacher (February, 1966) for example,‘was

"Operatlon Headstart" w1th each contrlbutor hav1ng p051t1vef; ~p

comments on parent 1nvolvement in descrlblng the results of o

N

thelr programs. Also, Passow (1968) edltor of Developlng

. Programs for the Educatlonally Dlsadvantaged, commentlng on'i

gl

the success'of Smlths contrlbutlon “School and Home-Focus o
‘on Achlevement" suggested the technlques used were appllcable

: not only to dlsadvantaged chlldren but that "we can well

l

afford to develop from these experlmental flndlngs lnnovatlons

3

ff valuable for all chlldren" (p. 88) The Internatlonal Readlng ::.‘4 ;f

(' Assoc1atlon s jolntly sponsored conference on'Parents and B
Readlng (1971) w1th the~Nat10nal Congress of Parents and | ;:T'T ’L:,;..

, Teachers, referred to earller, 1ncluded the results of a )

. ,). . . ', -
successful experlment to determlne how effectlvely parentsﬁ.

can prepare thelr preschool chlldren for readlng (Brzelnskl

-
a-. N

and Drlscoll, 1964). The Readlng Teacher (May,.1970), wrth B
"Parent—Teacher Communlcatlon“ as- Lts theme, ;ncluded a ,'
: de3cr1ptlon and results of a parentllnvolvement program »t :‘;l{'
entltled “How to Help Your Chlld W1th Readlng in the Home“
. (Harrlngton, 1969) In thls 1ssue also,Ward reported on two :
examples of Follow ThrOugh parent 1nvolvement programs,‘the

o Florlda Parent Educatlon Approach, developed under the

sponsorshlp of Dr. Ira Gordon at the Unlver51ty of Florlda,“':

-
'

at Ga1nsv1lle, and the Parent Implementatlon\Approach ;_f S ;'
) Both programs spec1f1cally were centred around the role of
parents as the flrst and contlnuous teachers of thelr

chlldren., | -'g~ \“x ': S -f_- 'f‘; B T



éonsequently, wlth thls 1ncreas1ngArecogn1tlon of
the role of the parehts, the 1970'5 opened w1th many Tltle Iai.‘l
éprograms belng devoted entlrely to pllotlng ways 1n whlch
parents CBuld be 1nvolVed as teachlng partners in the readlng
pfocess (Crlscuolo, 1970 Fager and Wllllams, 1973) .
Eventually thlS phenomenon became recognlzed to the extent

that Tltle I programs for. the years 1974 76 were de31gned

spec1f1cally to 1nvolve the parent 1n the readlng process

P L

both in: the home and at school (Greenfleld 1977) : Greenf1eld,

for example,'stated that the need for parent 1nvolvement 1n ';37.;

her program was determlned by the reports of Tltle I programsf ‘
from the Unlted States Offlce of Educatlon (1977)"-
h Addltlonally, efforts to 1nvolve parents as, teachers

tll

1n the readlng process were stlmulated when the Unlted States;'

-

T Commlssloner of Educatlon, James E Allen S "nght to Read“

campalgn for the 1970'5. Teachers and profe551onal personnel

' 1nvolved w1th readlng were advocatlng that part of thlS money'

a-

'n_ be set a51de for personnel and programs to reach the 01ty

parents, many oﬁ whom were so: busy trylng to provlde a 11v1ngf

for thelr famllles that they had llttle tlme to prov1de a

home atmosphere conduc1ve to developlng readlng Skllls and ‘ I

good attltudes toward readlng (Crlscuolo, 1970) _f~‘ ”'lh
Bolstered by these developments the prominence of
parent lnvolvement 1n readlng 1ncreased in the 1970'5 to the

\ extent that experlmental programs were lnltlated by varlous

educatlonal personnel, 1nclud1ng uanEfSlty professors, h"

.

o Federal government allocated $80 mllllon toward the then S w -




| P

- o “w 7. teacher response to parental 1nvolvement ln

» '.\ ;

teachers and school dlstrlct personnel These prOgrams 15
onstrated that much can be accompllshed often w1th very

‘meager resources. It was establlshed that rellance on R

a

. x/c. _

federa% fundlng or other sources of f1nanc1al a1d was not a :

'prerequlslte for success in . s01101t1ng parental support ln

t? helplng chlldren read.

:Intent'of thisﬁstudy

It 1s the purpose of thlS study frrst to survey the:1'4"“

~

Y act1v1ty 1n ‘the area of parent part1c1pat10n 1n readlng s1nceﬂ

/ .
‘1960 whlch marked the beglnnlng of thls phendmenon, and to : c
h RN '
"make avallable to parents and teachers a summary of each

hprogect pertlnent to the toplc, emphas121ng, where posslble,'

‘ nthe follow1ng,-

'”iiﬂ-the purpose of the program,1<A}{
" the. program s. features and procedures,
“3.. - the nature and extent of parent 1nvolvement,

1':—44.thw parents were enc0uraged to part1c1pate,

o 5. the” effect of parental 1nvolvement in readlng 3
b

'fon chlldren s readlng achlevement,

6. parental response to: thelr .own partlclpatloni
. dn children's readlng, and R ’

.‘.'

‘chlldren s readlng. f:
'-:A second purpose of thlS study wili. be to ldentlfy program
/ features and aspects of parent 1nvolvement that appear to be j“

: most effectlve.A Flnally, to fac111tate parental 1nvolvement '

f‘
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thlS reporter w1ll attempt to rev1ew the :,A.
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g STUDY SUMMARIES . _
] .introductron.to thé:Summar{esfl- L
'ifdcushoruthehheuiewd~";;

-v

ThHis' survey w1ll focus on studles and pro;ects that,

prlmarlly from the research p01nt of v1ew, have supplled'

-

SpeCIflG data about the 1nfluence on chlldren s readlng, 3”,

when thelr parents have become 1nvolved : Technologlcal and

. -,
v

socro—economlc changes 1n today s soc1ety, 1mpact1ng on. the

school and the home env1ronment has nece551tated llmltlng

'n.

the perlod under rev1ew-tg'the last two decades. Thls

: restrlctlon has been oon51dered in order to prevent

generalrzrng or maklng conclusrons on the ba51s of unrellable PO

ey \>

data. : K _Z‘ - . ' : -

. Increase of Act1v1ty Involvlng Parents rn Readlng
The conclusmon of prevrous rev1éwers, Russell and f-

-
P

Fea (1963) and Della-Plana, Stahmen‘and AlIen (1968), that AR

..:L ‘ ‘ -‘.-.';'I

much of the wrltrng ‘on the role of the parent 1n promotlng
readlng achlevement 1s hortatory and 1nsp1ratlonal rather:-
than grounded 1n research are Stlll valld For example,'a.'
- more recent attempt at'brlnglng together the wrltlng 1n
thls partlcular area of study, although—annotated blbllo-
graphy as opposed to a formal rev1ew, lncluded onlylten (out

of thlrty—s1x artlcles) that‘report .oh programs developed

and 1mplemented to lnvolve parents 1n readlng.- Of these ten,
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3only flve can bercla551f1ed as statlstlcal experlments.

‘Unlted States (where the access1b111ty of fundlng was a B

. :Relteratlng the assertlon in Chapter I, that actlylty in .

"thls area contlnues to 1ncrease, the-present survey

uncovered forty studles whose programs serve as models for

4

vlnvolv1ng parents in. thelr chlldren s readlng achlevement

) Thls chapter contalns thlS reporter S . summary of each study .

<

a

Selection of Studies Criteria

Slnce thlS study empha51zes effectlve utlllzatlon

of research flndlngs, in that school systems may 1ncorporate i
f @ .

. what has been learned, and srnce 1t is ratlonallzed that

large, complex, expensrve and comprehen51ve prOJeets 0n a

scale comparable to the varlous compensatory programs in, the,'

I .

'motlvatlng factor in 1n1t1at1ng such undertaklng) may be a-

'_major factor in dlscouraglng effecthe lncgfporatlon of

1

'what has been 1earned, prOJects were selected whose program Do e
'1mplementatlon requlred mlnlmal expense and use of. exlstlng

’~fac111t1es.. Some funded programs were lncluded, hOWever, et

A

:”becausé/they elther conformed to- the selectlon crlterla or

1ncluded specaflc program components or features that can.be

; effectlvely 1mplemented on a much smaller scale. All

prolects selected 1nvolved the development and lmplementatlon R

.Zof a specrflc parent 1nvolvement program 1n readlng.

Of the forty studles selected, thlS reporter observedf

P 2 .
T as dld Della—Plana, Stahmen and Allen (1968),,weaknesses in’

o desrgn characterlstlcsr the-most.serlous belng'the“omlssxon' U




oo . -

e .o . f .o RN . . . ) . '.. oy

lof controlllng for varlables, and of bullt-ln evaluatlon of

2

¢ 'treatment effect/. Those programs sufferlng from de51gn
. \

'weaknesses are nevertheless very prom131ng; and have been l'
1ncluded, agaln, for the ‘réason expounded by Russell . and .rg"u
'Fea:(1963)'1n‘the prev1ous chapter,‘that‘an evaluatlon.of—f. ;,.'f
':methods of. communlcatlon and .of ways schools can as51st (
parents may. be more effectlve 1n demonstratlon—actron
’.srtuatlons than in more carefully controlled experlmentsrtx
That 1s not to say that carefully des1gned and controlled |
experlments are not valuable. Certalnly, they are the °’T
'backbone of our knowledge in the fleld of readlng and w1ll
'contlnue to be s0. In support of the former, however,
;Cleland (1980) feels that more 1nformal 1nvest1gat1$n may

“Aalso 1ead ‘us to valuable 1n51ghts and testable hypotheses‘f"

PR . . . . s . D e

tClassification of Program Models T

.

These forty program models of parent 1nvolvement ln

‘readlng may be cla531f1ed as experlmental or descrlptlve “”.;j':E'«*

e,

research dependlng on whether the’ flndlngs are descrlbed—.'i.x ?i

N P Coa

-statrstlcally,or suhjectlvely; Twenty—nlne of. the program

- D

5models“may be considered as conformlng to the‘or;terla'for \

Statisticai research while'the'remaining eleven‘may be

.cla551f1ed .as descrlptlve research. Thelr summarles w1ll
be presented in two separate sectlons-‘«the flrst sectlon'

'contalnlng the summarles cons1dere sta

t1ca1 the second o

:sectlon contalnlng the,subjectlve summarles.' '

S



' Organizati6n4for ?reSentation of-the Program Modéls

'_ for presentatlon 1nto three broad categorles (See Table 3)

: 1) those 1n whlch the program model featured 1nvolv1ng the

- o . . .

.“

‘..

; Certaln elements common to the de51gn characterlstlcs'

of the program models help to fa0111tate the1r organlzatlon

parents ln a psychologlcal tralnlng program empha5121ng
contlngency management technlques characterlstlc of group

gulﬂgnce and referred to by that tltle, 2) those in whlch

'W the program model . featured 1nvolv1ng the parents in. meetlngs

de51gned to teach them 1nformat10n ab0ut readlng, 1deas

‘y a supportlve home env1ronment,\ent1tled Informatlon About ~

Readlng, and 3) those in whlch the program model featured

*-tralnrng or preparlng parents to use spe01flcally prepared

program materlals or. a currlculum de81gned to be used at home

.

‘or at school entltled Parents Teach Own Chlldren.

leltatlons of Program Model Summarles .
- o . Lo

’ These program model summarles represent thls

reporter s efforts to encapsulate the authors descrlptlons

g

i of the studles whlle at ‘the same. tlme prov1d1ng the reader
w1th the detalls necessary to descrlbe the 1deas and

procedures followed, and thelr results.‘ ThlS was not always

SN
]

p0551b1e, however,:srnce several authors falled to llSt 1n

systematlc fashlon essentlal lnformatlon pertlnent to the

.

' de51gn characterlstlcs or evaluatlon. Among the m1551ng

;z‘ 1nformat;on-are such thlngs.aS'l) the,duratlon_of the program,”'

.

and/or materlals they could use at home, and how to prov1de LT

B

-
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Experimental Summaries

; Program’Mod,el's Cat'egorized as‘ .Grbup 'Guidance.' "

a

' 'Relatlonshlp Between Change in Attltudes of Dlsadvantaged
: Puplls Toward Readlng and’ the Involvement of TheJ.r Parents

ina Readlng Program. .

Jlmm1e Merle .Craig - = :
Unlted States Internatlonal Unlver51ty, 1968

.l. Purpose of the Study

| To measure attltude changes toward readlng that ‘

'.:'.oclcurred in. a group of culturally dlsadvantaged junlor '
--.ha.gh school puplls J.n relatlonshlp to thelr parents' S
:part1c1patlon 1n readlng 1mprovement clasSes and a _'

,* serles of counselllng conferences- and to examme the
relatlonshlp betWeen changes 1n student attltudes toward

readlng and changes in readlng achlevement growth rate. N

L2 Descrlptlon of the Sample . H

pre’rmental and control grOups were formed from one

",‘hundred and elghty—four seventh, elghth, and nlnth grade'

| ;~- 'puplls in. the San DJ.ego Un:Lfled School Dlstr:Lct, WhO were

o=

'one or more years retarded "in readlng achlevement as |

- -

"-,measured by a- standardlzed readlng test.:. All subjects
res1ded J.n a d:.sadvantaged area and were predomlnantly

members ef mlnorlty rac1al and ethnlc groups.. g

- C -

3. .Parent Partlc:Lpatlon 1n the Program ' R -

Parents of one- of the exper:.mental groups Were

_1nvolved in- readlng J.mprovement classes, wh:Lle the
. parents of the other experlmental grOup were 1nvolved

in counsellng conferences. R S el

- , . .-
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'Effect of the Parent Partlc:.patlon Program or .the "
. Readlng Achievement of the1r Chlldren

StatJ_stJ.cal analys:.s of data collected through the

. use: of tests measurlng readlng achlevement and attltude

toward readlng revealed that the hypot.heses advanced in’

the study were not supported. -However, the group of

-students whose parents were 1nvolved in counsellng

conferences tended to show more posutlve change in -

'x-att:\.tude than the grOup whose parents attended a readmg

""-J.mprovement class. Also, the puplls who showed p081t1ve

o "change 1n attltude toward readlng shoWed pos:l.tlve growth

'operatn.on of the experlmental program. ‘ leewn.se, the :

. in readlng achlevement.. Paradoxlcally, a_sllghtlnegatlye

,-‘change was noted in atti /ude -towardureading: ,'dur'j.ng‘ the

group of students whose parents were not 1nvolved in the

i .readlng program showed a statlstlcally s1gn1f1cant greater

""_sk,llls, and habJ_ts than the group of students whose -

.parents were :anolved. For puplls who showed no change

.pos:.tlve change in: attltude toward readlng achlevement,

or a negatlve change in att:.tude toward readlng, there

was 1o growth in readlng achlevement

- -
[

. /‘w
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The Influence of Parental Attltudes and Chrld Parent ceen oA
Interactlon Upon Remedlal Readlng Progress. ' s :

-

Gabrial. Della—-Plana, Robert T. Stahman, .and John E Allen AT
University of Utah Project, 1966. - - : Sl L
"~ Supported by the Cooperative Research Program of'the Offlce R R
" of Education, U. .S, A. P Department of Health Educatlon and e
Welfare. - SRR S o R S R

1L Purpose of the Study

. To show the effect of a parent tr.,.,: n:Lng program ‘cm ’ : ;ﬁ;“

. s:Llent and oral readlng and to correlate mothers' R ( ‘
,attltudes Wlth 51lent and oral readlng ”More spec1f1cally,

A : PN
the 1nvest1gators tested the hypotheses- that l) thlrd to R

’ Lsxxth grade chlldren enrolled 1n remed:.al readlng‘ classes | I
‘whlle thelr mothers partlclpated J.n a. parent;tralnlng : -
program w0uld make s,tgnlflcantly greater galns ln read:l.ng‘ ‘ -' d .
.proflclency than would a randomly selected control group
. . of chlldren of the same abll:.ty and ach:.evement from i:he _:*
*.same classes but whose mothers were not enrolled 1n a ‘
parent tra:Lnlng program, and 2) that- parent attltudes B
“:‘would be sn.gn:.flcantly corr,elated w::.th read:.ng galns of -
thelr respectlve ch:.ldren. o . ; e :
2 How Parents were Encouragedlto Part:.c:.pate | I B . v
N In wlate sprlng of. ‘1965 "l;nutat::.onal Letters to
Parents" were. sent to the parents -of all ch:.ldren of two_y‘ g
elementary schools who were 1dent1f:1.ed as belng:"one,or K :
] more years below grade level. Approxlmatel; fl_ t ercent g
'.fortyf-f;ve_;chlldren. :.f . » ‘_' ?,_:' ) P
: . N T
L : J L .

Y



. 'Descrlptz‘on of the Sample

end of the experlment were reduced to thlrteen experl—-

,mental and s:.xteen control o o IR

E Program

L . EEE
L] C RSP

Twenty students ‘were. selected to enroll in a remedlal
class at -each School . The students were then randomly

‘asmgned to experlmental and control groups, which by the

\-"4

‘e
-

-~

How Parents Part1c1pated or a Descrlptlon of" the Tralnlhg

‘--

The parent tralnlng p-mgram con51sted of fourteen

' Aformal se551ons and two 1nd1v1dual sessmns w1th each

- parent extendlng from September 15 to December 15 1965

‘-.'There were some 1nd1v1dual app01ntments 1n addltlon to

‘_.these, in \parents ! homes or at the unlvers:Lty to dlscuss n

. :progress and problems in applylng qontlngency management

o five” alternatlves to punishment tha.t seem.

et

parent tramlng program 1nvolved the follow1ng

1) Teach parents a language for talklng about the
o _nature and effectsof punlshment and flve L
4a1tea.cnat:,ves to punlshment¢ : »

KN R . - . -

' . 2) : The parent observes a chlld‘s questlonable

‘¢ -

"o " behavior, ‘gets a base rate for the. b‘e{.av1or

apd describes in’ detail what Thappened and. the

@? 1rcu.mstances or stimiliis’ donditions under '
’ \whlch the behaVJ.Or occurred.l o

. 3) . The parent learns 06 1dent1fy what 1s o

. .relnformng for h;s Chlld S

. 4) . The parent 1dent1.f1es ‘the behavmr to ‘be, chqnged
1nclud1ng >those’ der;,vxng from step. "2" above.
. plus those: derlv:.ng £from an analysis.of the

,,5') - The parent trles punlshment and/or any of the ’

ste approprlate. S

'technlques to thelr chlldren. In broad outl:.ne form, the‘ '

P

- Chlld .5 readlng ablllty reported to parents, and:-""



»

The Effect of the Tralnlng Program on ChJ.ldren =R Readn.ng K

/ ~ Ablllty

e 4

Analy51s of the data to determlne the percent of j;"‘;
variance on the respectlve readlng achlevement measures .
-accounted for by exéerrmental treatments 1ndlcated that ‘
- R l) both oral. readlng accuracy and comprehens:.on ‘

T ,measures reflected 51gn1f1cant treatment dlfferences

- ' . e N .

favor:Lng the experlmental group, and a substantlal amount

) -'of wvariance was accounted' for by! the .treatment,_ and L :
L L 2) srlent readlng measures reflected only one

'51gn1f1cant treatment dlfference and that favorlng the

[

.-

.control group ‘f B T -

‘6L»‘"'I'he Effect of the .Study on Parents 'Attitude'.-an_d Their =~
Correlatlon W1th Readmg GaJ.ns . VL .

o The authors report that of the three PARI Factors .
used, Factors I, II, and III, only Factor II1 (approval
of pos:l.tlve att1tudes toward Chlld readlng) was ‘
- . ~s:|.gm.f3.cant~ly correlated Wlth sn.lent read:.ng compre— ’
¢ . hehsion and Oral readlng rate. | | :
L "‘." . Eonclusmns CT R . o .
The authors report that they found the experlmental

*-treatment (parent tralnlng) to have an 1mpre551ve effect

I S on. oral readlng galns. .

e

MR I




' Parent Educatlon— Experlmental Program -

ad

PLali

52

o .

“-J”M Regal, Research Dlrector,

-Ozkland- Interagency PrOJect '

’ Dorothy Rlzer, ‘Assistant Professor SRR o .
. . College of Education = oo R :
_University. of Br1tlsh Columbla . " o \/

L

L explore that ava1lab1e resource. : Spec:.f:.cally the program

Purpose of the- Study

Recognlzlng the srgnlflcance of the famlly unlt as;l

"'potentlally the most effectlve treatment resource for

“.’chlldren w1th educatmnal problems, the authors des:.gned

the Parent Educatlon Experlmental PrOgram (PEEP) to

‘-v‘sought to’ modlfy chlldren s attltudes and subsequently

,parents in a Vancouver School Dlstrlct.

Descrlptlon of the Subjects, the Research Prooedure, and o

: .How Parents Were Encouraged to Partlclpate

3 The technlque employed to attract parents 1n order

to select an experlmental group of ch:x.ldren to meet the -

.crlterla of ‘the study was the use of the mass medla of o .

Acommunlcatlon - newspapers, radlo and . telev:.smn. o

Shortly follow;Lng the news artlcles, enough appllcatlons

v

were. obtalned from parents from wh1ch to Select an’ '

. experlmental grOup who met the crlterla of the study

program The ch1ldren in the matched group were selected -

" by school pr1nc1pals with the followrng crlterla as a * -

. ‘of 80 or above. Flfty-four famJ.lJ.es reglstered for the

' -gulde:w tlhe Exp_erlmental and ‘Matched chlld _were.'f.to be:

’ Chlldren had to be 1ow academlc achlevers w1th an I Q

‘;,thelr readlng behav:Lor by worklng solely w1th thelr - -' ' g o -—-'—J
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1nformatlon covered at the group meetlngs to- her famlly

.

students 1n the same classroom, of the same sex, and

sxmllar :Ln age, I Q. ’ and prevmus school performance. -

3 Desch.pt:Lon of the Program and the Extent of . Parent R

PartJ.CJ.patlon Lo

¢

L _ The program extended over seventeen weeks and

A‘\.

centered on an actlon—research methodology for deveIOplng

technlgues to J.nstruct parents 1n the remedlal sR l
necessary for them to help thelr ch:.ldren achleve more
academlcally. .

: Parent part1c1pat10n took two forms-‘ group meetlngs,

’\\ RN
:

"": and 1nd:|.v1dual one-hour :Lnterv:Lews _wlth a counsellor Once

every other week .

dlscussrons of prlnc1ples and technlques of the teachmg—

learnJ.ng_ process.z The 1ntent of the-e 1nstructors at these

-

R

. .‘ . .
and to suggest means for prov:LdJ.ng

3 ~.

“-". 'encouragement and support.., ;t'he purpose .of the lnd.rv.tdual

e
[

sessmns was to help the mother apply the general

K

Effect of the Program on Chlldren s Readlng Achlevement R

- In evaluatlng the succeSs of the program the authors

B set a m:x.n,,lmum galn of- _.8 of an academlc year to beneflt
‘ - oL
: from the program, tw1ce that wh:.ch—would have been .

",‘The group meetlngs con(:entrated -on, U

-

' achleved over seventeen weeks, regardless of whether these .

: chlldren were subject to a specral program An exammatlon

' of the- data collected throagh pre— and post-testlng

‘ revealed that 73 percent of the chlldren net.- the crlterlon o

el " ' . S - . . " . . - o P
- B . . . .




' Conclus ion'
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-of success -= tw1ce the normal galn or better. ~'Th"e"
’authors report also that the galn of the experlmental

" :_grOup was 51gn1 flcantly more than the ga:Ln of the

matched group . They were gratlf:l.ed that parental

"_'J.nvolvement was reflected in the. chlldren so extenswely'

énd rap:.dly :

-

"','1gu1dance" ' Regal and R:Lzer were able,A apparently, to. move

?','parents +to’ accept the prlnc:Lple that they have the prlmary

' . <

} educatlonal respon51b111ty for thelr chlldren. _ Mot.hers

,'also enjoyed 1ndJ.v1dua1 cor&erences the better to help

’ "them “1ncorporate ... remedlal (readlng) technlques 1nto

: 't‘.thelr famlly routlne and to prov:Lde support and encourage—

'ment on an as- needed \basm" (Roblnson and Pettle, 1966)

'These authors, in commentlng ‘on Regal and Rlzer s study

A

LR %

-emphasmed the fact that agaln, sn.gmflcant a.mprovement

'1n readlng skllls was forthcomlng.

Us:Lng an approach whlch has been' referred toqas "group
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l -.Unpublished’ Doctoral ‘Study - - . _P"' ,
Hofstra College Reading’ Center : ’
) Hempstead New York'.

P e Lol e el e e = o s . Lo B et IR
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Group Guldance Wlth Mothers of Retarded Readers -

; :."Janice MacDonald Studholme e ' o ’

Assistant: Professor ‘of Readlng and: Educatlon

h:'f:l‘?_" Purpose of the Study

'I‘o explore l) some of the attJ.tudes held by, mothers '

".of retarded readers, 2) whetheu: attendance m group

\ Al -

guldance would result in changes of these attltudes, and”
:'i‘) lf there were changes would a student s readlng

"yprogress change J.n relatlonsh:l.p to changes in hls mother s-

2:’.“' "Descrlpt:.on of the Sample, the Program, and How Parents

j.Partlclpated T . RO . o e
Slx mothers volunteered to attend six’ weekly group
dlscussmns, usually lastmg about two hours, held over ‘

a three-month perJ_od, whlle the1r -Sons were attendmg

-_read:Lng classes. The mothers were encouraged to speak fi«e‘ -

‘freely, and no llnu.ts were set on the chorce of dlscuss:xon.

) zltbplcs. Each mother made a flnal wrltten evaluatlon of
:.the group sess:.ons. o |

The:.r scms tYlezre between the'ages Sf twelve and

'seventeen,: all of average J.ntelllgence, and all from two |
:'to f:Lve years below grade 1evel in read:.ng. Mothers .
;:reported that the boys had experlenced dlfflculty with
Areadlng frOm the prlmary grades and each boy had had at

: ,_least one year of competent remedJ.al readlng work prlor

" to the study, the results of whlch were largely negatn.ve. B

E L

. . . .
B P U UV L T

~
e W

“:attltudes and behavior., 5 :'I,. Co :.1. ‘I,.z-_ e \
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- The boys attended readlng les sons for two hours a week L

.."‘.‘ [ .. . ’ -.. v Q ' H o , . i . \’1 s R .
e .- at. the rea-dlng center. T
3 Sources of ‘Data Collectlon L e ) .' ot T

Informatroh.on mothers attltudes Was collected \
usmg Thg Pa.rental Attltude Research Instrument (PARIf) ,
and typescrlpts of the\recorded group drScussron per:.ods,‘.
plus a fmal wrltten evaluatron of the group sessrons S '_ T
completed by each mother. H " ' o ‘ N
s Informata.on about the boys v readlng acha.evement w.as

- agamed through the use of standardlzed and J.nformal

., e

a readlng tests, admlmstered at the beglnnlng and at the

end of the study..' Informatlon on the boys ' atta.tudes was

-

collected through the use 'of hseworded PARI An

. - B .
.‘l ’ SRR \ o~

1nd1v1dual recorded 1nterv1ew was held w;Lth each student

R ) " CoE "" 1n an attempt to ascertaln whether the boy had percerved

Ve

any changes in hls mother s attltude and behavror towards

N T v

e been attendlng the group meetlngs. o e
0 . v . U‘-. Ny ,;” .
R A Each readlng teacher rated each student on an o
. \ --' .“. . . ‘ AN . ".u'. ‘,
: e attltude scale at the bng.nnlng and at the end of the ﬂ' S

study permd and weekly observatlon sheets were kept by

N

each teacher on each student. : ' ', s
A content analysrs ‘was’ made of the protocols of the )

mother s group sess:.ons. Certa:.n of the rnltlal attltudes

) of the mothers were selected and presented under f1ve mam A
o categorles. 1) attltudes towa.rd thelr own readlng, N

2) attJ.tudes toward the:.r sons ‘readlng problems,

. . . R X | - . .
L . : A R B . . v
. . . . AR

hJ.m and hlS readlng dlfflcultles durlng the t1me she had o




'y

i:3) attltudes toward thelr sons, 4) attltudes toward the"

’ school, and 5) attltudes toward themselves as 1nd1v1duals;¢-

’3Effect of the Program on the Boys' Attltudes and Readlng

chlevement C . . . : Lt

[

The teachers reported that the attltudes of four of

"..the boys toward thelr readlng 1essons had greatly 1mproved‘\\

»
y

ey
A'S.-'

tlme after the~term1nat10n of the group meetlngs for the

‘;1themselves and toward thelr sons and thelr sons readlng

fdlfflcultles in readlng and the1r 1nab111ty to- make

durlng the perlod of tlmeswhlch colnc1ded w1th the mothers'

.'attendance at thecgroup meetlngs. :There was, however, a.

@

marked regre551on to old attltudes of the boys a’ short -

K
e

‘mother.-

. The boys whose attltudes toward thelr readlng lessons

'.lwere reported markedly xmproved by thelr readlng teachers

-

“made the most galns 1n readlng achlevement accordlng to the

'iresults -on the readlng tests.- Thelr galns ranged from *

o *

ﬁ’ elght months to almost two years over a three—month perlod.

Effect of the Program on Parernts' Attltudes

PreVEOusly, the mothers' expressed attltudes toward

1
JRE

hﬁproblems in all cpses were largely negatlve. Changes were':

reported by each of the mothers ln ‘some of her initial

' attltudes,“Such as. understandlng of the boy% readlng I

handlcap, ‘more: patlence 1n deallng w1th the boy, and the'

.2:fee11ng that the boy s problems were ' not 1ntractab1e after -
.\all.o Durlng the dlscu551ons mothers sought relatlonshlps

'between themselveSnand thelr own problems w1th thelr sons

-4
Satlszlng and successful soc1al adJustments._.

- -,
» B
PN
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j_readers as,a means of" 1ncreas1ng the effect of the
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Conclu51ons

Studholme reports that the value of group guldance. -

sessions was qulckly recognlzed and attested to by the

‘;mothers 1n statements referrlng to l) reductlon of
xfeellngs of 1solat10n and shame through assoc1at10n w1th

.others w1th 51m11ar problems, 2) w1111ngness to4exerclse‘:'

more patlence toward thelr sons' dlfflcultles, and'
3) some relaxatlon of anx1ety and personal tens1ons.

The changes 1n attltude expressed by the mothers

- durlng "the perlod they were attendlng the group guidance
lsess1ons, although tran51tory in nature,\pghnt to the

fi‘value of group guldance for the mothers .of retarded

b

3

_remedlal lnstructlon. As mothers ventllated thelr feellngs

itoward their. sons and thelr sons' readlng fallures, they »

’ galned 1n51ghts 1nto themselves.~ Thls afforded rellef

(.

'from some of thelr own personal ten51ons, whlch was ’
- probably felt by the boys 1n Fhe nore relaxed attltudes
-of thelr mothers toward them, resultlng 1n more p051t1ve

attltudes toward themselves as- well as to 1mprov1ng thelr

,.‘;

A N S U S

attltudes toward the readlng“lessons and toward readlng.

B P . . .~ - R - C
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.ﬁeading Remediation, Parent Group Meetlngs and Readlng
~Performance.of Fourth_Grade Chlldren

- i ' ©
P

o ) .Joan Ann Suedmeyer"‘. o
& .. .7 . syracuse Unlver51ty, 1971

1., Purpose of the Study , ; e ‘-; L :,;iﬂfv
| Suedmeyer conducted thlS study to- determlne the effect
of readlng remedlatlon 1nstructlon supplemented w1th '
parent’group meetlngs and. augmented readlng 1nstructlonal
tlme on readlng achlevement and changes 1n attltude
‘ toward readlng. ‘ '
-.érE Descrlptlon of the Sample Groups and the Program
| | ‘The sample of the study con51sted of thlrty—two
chlldren enterlng Fourth Grade, posse551ng average or d
above average 1ntelllgence, but scorlng below grade level
o ; on vocabulary and comprehen51on readlng achlevement :J‘
- t;measures. The chlldren mere ;andomly as51gned to four
‘Vgroups; GrOup one chlldren recelved summer readlng -
R remedlatlon 1nstructlon supplemented by parent partlc;
'.:1pat10n 1n weekly group meetlngs (Parent Group) Group i
\ ) two chlldren recelved the summer readlng remedlatlon
- A ' h 1nstructlon augmented 1n tlme allotment per se551on
(Augmented Instructlon Group) " Group three recelved'the~'
Do “*_*ﬁsﬁmmer readlng remedlatlon 1nstructlon w1thout supplement—“'
atlon of parent group meetlngs or augm V lon of tlmeef
>.°, f, \‘f'.v;f allotment (Instructlon Group) - Group four chlldren, the
. ' - 'control group,.recelved testlng only (Testlng Group Only)

' Instructlon was characterlzed by team teachlng by the same
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0
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3.

5‘. on Chlldren s Readlng Achlevement o ff

o emve vpn e pemerntad Pl s e .. . . IR SN

tw0 tutors and de51gned to meet 1nd1v1dual small group
and total readlng Sklll strengths and needs.
Descrlptlon of Parent Partlclpatlon

The parents of the chlldren in the: Parent Group met

‘ for six weekly evenlng meetlngs. They part1c1pated in

dlscu551ons focussed on the feellngs of each chlld toward

readlng and parental attltudes and feellngs concernlng ?,

. the, readlng behav1or of thelr Chlld - SRR .

Effects of the Program, Includlng Parent Partlc1pat10n, Q-’

¢

Although there were observable growth trends 1n'

' vocabulary and comprehens;on of the Parent Group, Suedmeyer

concluded from .the statlstlcal analy51s ‘of pret\stzé/d

posttest readlng score data that there were no statlst- RIS

1cally slgnlflcant dlfferences 1n;the treatments

' establlshed to study the effect of readlng remedlatlon_

1nstructlon supplemented w1th parent group meetlngs and‘
augmented readlng 1nstruct10n tlme.

Effect of’ the Parent Partlclpatlon on Chlldren and
Parents" Attltudes Toward Readlng

Statlstlcal analy51s-of responses~to‘a Semantic

F

leferentlal secured at the time of pretestlng and post— ‘g

testlng 1nd1cated that chlldren and parents recorded

feellngs toward readlng concepts of low, neutral, and hlgh-
B

lnten51ty, and that attltude changes‘IFcurred over tlme 1nf'
o the dlrectlon of the factor means. Addltlonally,
'-1) favorablg parent evaluatlon responses to the group « °

. . . s . . . - , PR

.meetings and”Z)Iinquiries-from other parents indicating

.

“a



-

ErES

e

) X . ) N R ‘ -
v o . . .

4.the1r de81re to partlclpate in dlscu581on groups were

-construed by the author to warrant further evaluatlon

-of the procedure and de51gn of future research studles
in the area of parent part1c1patlon in reaalng. f‘;.
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The Influence ‘of Parental Attltudes and Chlla-Parent
Interactlon Upon Remedlal Readlng Progress- A Re~- Examlnatlon

,Dale Alvmn Sundstrom -‘f'. o ‘ ' . h : oL
UnlverSLty of.- Utah, 1967 R S

*;fl,' Purpose of the Study"" e

: To teach parents how to make thelr emotlonal and B

n

1ntellectual 1nteract10n w1th thelr chlldren more

<effect1ve. Specrflcally Sundstrom sought to 1nvestlgate

. how effe tlve a psyohologlcal tralnlng program for parents‘ ‘1 fiiif~;
w0u1d be in terms of 1ncrea51ng the readlng achlevement ofk‘il_val

‘ thelr chlldren, who were - 51multaneously rece1v1ng remedlal_",

readlng 1nstructlon._ S L ST

: ' B T~
< e . +

2. 'Descrlptlon of the Sample, Program Procedure and Parent L ‘-Ji;";
Part1c1patlon . . . ‘ o R I 8
‘The sample consisted of'forty children‘from Grade .. - I
Three through six in two elementary schools, and the“ ;' i_ o L"j
' parents of half ‘the. chlldren.q The parents of the chlldren e
1n the Experlmental Group, partlclpated 1n a psycholglcal

tralnlng program emphas121ng contlngendy management ’Jp

e
. ‘technlques. The. chlldren, of both the experlmental group‘- -

~

and the control group, were enrolled in remed1a1 readlng .

classes. The psychologlcal treatment for the parents was

"* extended over a flfteen week perlod. The Callfornla

soe

v



; o ,Reading'Test'ana'the Filmore-Oraereading{Tést.weré used

! f : z., s for‘prétesting and posttesting-the,children.involved in

ftthe study.x . 'ﬂ,_ . B | L 'i

3.~'Effects ‘of the Parent Ireatment Program on Chlldren S -

L e ,Readlnq Achlevement o . _—

Statlstlcal analy51s of readlng test results 1nd1cated

e . . - . . v . "
- R

oL ' that durlng remedlal readlng 1nstruct10n underachlevers
N . . . . ._.ﬁ."_ R e .

' ‘whpse parents s1multaneously underwent EsycholOgical
Sate “tralnlng made- 31gn1f1cant1y greater galnsnln readlng
B - ,.._' : -’ «q» . ' -

_proflclency than underachlevers whose parents dld not fnlk

.\cundergo such tralnlng.-;ﬁt'gv“'fjﬁs"w N

L A LN Ty D R

[t - B
;_-‘- - _,.»,

R Helplng Underachlev1ng Readers Through Helplng Thelr Parents

PPN o~ S

SE .;StantOn‘P Thalberg o i - },“& ST e
A AW:'A530c1ate Professor, Collede of Educat;on R T
e P U UnlverSlty of Washlngtopugz T

v
T

T » e . e D

daagn051s”ulll lead to more effectlve and prec1se i

- ~a

.therapeutbeprogramml Thalberg eonducted an 1nvest1-ﬂ}'

R ,u, ;,.;- R ..' & -

At e ‘.:';“Ng“tlon 1ht0bEhe,1mpact that non-educatlonal procedures o

- e - N - PR

s ‘1_..

P . .would. have on & populatlon of dysfunctlon;ng readers. SR

o .
¢« . . - w

R 'Thalberg sought answers to two questlons. flrst, w111 B

-~
v

{;..:" : the readlng growth»of the chlldren 1n the investlgatlon;f

Tem i -

¥ e a ™

‘fbe greater as a result of educathnal therapy provlded L

' el

durlng thlS study than that of prlor years, and second,: '“‘ .

:‘ B R ' - o I

o . -

A 1nstruct10nal modiflcatlons to the chlldren belng ;r .

N

f‘.g. ”‘j ﬂ' VY ;,equallzed, does the 1mpact of parental group counsellng

[ bl



[ I

‘h manlfest 1tself 1n 1ncreased performance of chlldren overfgi";uuﬁ _*f“

. severe emotlonal dlfflcultles mllltatlhg agalnst max1mal

‘"hﬁbetween capac1ty for and ach;evement ‘in readlng. \:.: ', ./:

' that of a comparable sa.mple whosd’ parents were denJ.ed

.'-Descrlption of the Sample and the Program

,readlng progress comprlsed the target populatlon. ‘;;;i{';ﬁ

'.experlmental treatment groups, one of’ whlch received'.

,conducted weekly.&

'of*nlnety mxnutes.duratlon.

’ .growth of thelr chlldren. .

ey e

counsellng° : 3;‘ ; N L 4."fg_u|:xlgrf

-~

Fourteen chlldren,.found to have severe dlscrepancaes Iy

‘between actu\l .and. potentlal readlng levels,’as well as N -

- - - ~."=._

.q,,' "'A‘.,,'.

The fourteen chlldren ‘were randomly lelded 1nto two

[

'lnten51ve remedlal readlng therapy only, the control group,

and the other recelved comparable readlng help coupled w1th

parental counsellng,_the experlmental group.' All- chlldren

__were matched 1n terms of lntelllgence and dlscrepancy

4

: Chlldren 1n both treatment groups attended spec1ally

¢

13des1gned readlng classes at the Reglonal Readlng Center.
“One hour a day, three aays a. week, for- between n1nety-one RN
‘and nlnety—elght 1nstructlonal hours. N T . '. : e

" How Parents Part1c1pated

Parents of the experlmental group. were contacted and

41\4

-adv1sed to enroll Ln the parent counsellng sessxons B

Twelve meetlngs were scheduléd, each

Each set of parents exhlblted

contrlbuted apparently to the breakdown in the readlng

—— ,':’l

one or'more-of ‘the followfng characterlstlcs-whlch T h S




. fff"j - “*6) - An overprotectlve, overlndulgent, thbugh, .
. eﬁz-“%A< Lo -paradoxlcally re]ectlng parent.o oo o

' ;”lew Iﬂordlnate pressures or asplratlons for the- T
Chlld to achleve academrcally.. BRI

NEE 1 R
[ . . Lo g
Ce «

'2):TConf11ct1ng 1nter parental reactlons Ione”i_';.\ g

.. permissive, one authoratative- dlctatorlal AR
parent) toward the chlld P ;x._'._: S
L ;‘rffIncon51stent and amblguous 1ntra~parentalg
T ot behav1or tos or | expectatlons of the chlld ’

- "‘,‘l

' 4) 'Inadequate or ineffectual male model. for
' - the child to ldentlfy with and establlsh .
.approprlate behav1ora1 and values strGCtures. .
e 5) ’The presence of a negatlve unreqardlngwparent‘
) c.as opposed to a warm, nurturant, understandlng
‘@one.--. a e T e T T

. e P

-

r-ﬁ_ﬁj ) ffect of the Program on Chlldren s Readlng Achlevement

-
- :4

St f Statlstlcal analYSls of pre— and POStteSt scoreS,.~.fi

+

4 . ~

u51ng both lnformal and standardlzed readlng tests, ,*;f

revealed that both groups showed SLgnlflcant 1ncrements o

L

‘ of present over prlor achlevement on all of SlX readlng -

'vareas addressed by the_ readlng program : However, for

” the chlldren'whose emotlonal needs were met~throngh‘ o
.parental counsellng, in addltlon to thelr educatlonal

Ufneeds, sxgnlflcant dlfferences were observed between the
treatments'in 1nstructlona1, oral,‘and sllent readlng

abllltles.. Independent Readlng, Slght Vocabulary, and

Word Ana1y51s falled to achleve statlstlcal srgnlflcance

desplte showxng observable Superiorlty of the parent—

'fb cpunsellng group.

@ .
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""5 . Effect of the Program.on Parents Attltude and Behav1or L
.f. ;i“;;;‘ Through the dynamlcs of‘grouc 1nt;ractlon, thel'Lf;i .
‘-i maladapt1te>chiid-rearlng ﬁractlces;encéereted above Qete {
L :F: addtessed, dlscussed, and tOtally,lot eﬁ'bart,'resolved ‘:f“ |
i by'the seve;4fam111es in - attendance., The;prlmary thrust
:. f . .of the parental theraéy was tc ald them 1n develcplng Sk
e - \ - . .
S .in s1ghts lnto the effect of the home on the academlc-‘ .
fﬁﬁ 5;i:~1§ﬁccess of the chlld-and to cevise alternatite, more . 4
| g;' effectlve means of 1pterrelat1n§'w1th.the1t chiidren., H"; . f
; Conclusmrr ) l P ',.‘ J{ o ~ 1 : .
o _ Thalberg concluded that taf:en collectlvely the :dat.e iy A
"?‘; : clearly sh0we£vthe superlorlty ot deallng w1th the hoﬁezfﬁ. ‘, E
q;“t- 1 as“well as the schccl env1ronment 5hd ¢nstruct10nal‘ 'E;’ :’;';;ﬁ.
"'.-_, mmpénents. u _', \*',-v‘« - ,o\\’ . I B
N e e \ A
™ N R o
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Experimental Summaries
Program Models.Catégorized'as’InformationxAbout'Readingi»
'3Parent Involvement -in. Readlng Readlness-—.peVelopment»oﬁ,
,Parent Informatlon Program’ (PIP) B S
-Robert Walter Brulnsma . - o Ce o
Simon. Fraser Unlver51ty I e T : oo

'Funded by ERIBC Grants Program

N

re”lng readlness experlences for thelr preschool'

’How Parents Were Encouraged to Partlclpate

'target populatlon was pre schoolers.

'Descrlptlon of the Program and How- Parents Part1c1pated

Purpose of the Study

To develop a parent-lnformatlon program 1ntended to -

help parents to be aware of thelr role 1n prov1d1ng

a

v

rchlldren.A.-J;'-if :l. e"ﬂ o o :f_ - B K

w U

-

Parents were contacted through preschools, nursery

schools and an 1ndependent elementary school s;nce@the

,

The.sPec1f1chomp0nents of'the'prOgram‘centered

. .around nine reading readiness-concepts and activities

obyothems et it

"

_1that'canjbe communicated to parentS“and easily:implemented'

T

-1y Talklng to baby

2)” Conversing-in- elaborated code~~;fiéf¥/‘ 1-*f-;~35irrwfr~%4~

© 3) Providing a.rich array of experiences
-4) . The "Lap Technlque" - Exposure to’ books’ and story
.5) Creating an. awareness of the sounds of language

- 6) -Developing’ left—rlght awareness--v1sual tralnlng .

7). Fostering gan dwareness of . print © © -7 : .

.8)- UsSing high interest and- personal words o ‘
9)]_Encouraglnq the chlld to write. '

[ .
1 . S e
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i ‘ ré’ parents of“preschoolers 1n‘a one evenlng meetlng, - ' ‘f,' ‘,' .
5 '4;:;:‘ §§n51s£§ ;E“allecturelsnpported h& colour slldes,'audlo'
T i?ﬂ: tape examples of'youné—chlldren part1c1pat1ng ln the ."“: ’
;‘ ;,j act1v1t1es mentloned, a. collectlon of books fcr pre—"' ' ;
P . schoolers and.thelr parehts, and speclally prepared ”
Fh - handouts on readlng readlness toplcs. ,.-hﬁj' g o i 4
Parents were requlred to attend the 51ngle evenlng C i
G ?:{': meetlng, to complete a questlonnalre prlor tb Lhe: . 1{'?' ‘
- . presentatlon of the~program, and to complete anbther iw:‘ .:iﬁ' -‘l
“ o A ; ’ ]
-3;' a questlonna;re after the presentatlon. wa,::i:;i?:l i;;f‘{i '“;,5'3”5
Ve . o il Y ' . N 5 1
’ Effect of the Programlon Parents Attltudes and Behav1or t‘;r ;
2 ;;‘i,{ The Parent Informatlonmfrogram'(PIPi nas presented to i‘;“:‘ .
) o “nlnety-elght parents of" presphool children.. The pre- and S
h post—presentatlon results on a questlonnalre were, compared..fi lﬂ
statlst;cally.- Thare Qas a 51gn1f1cant change in parents‘ |
[ perceptlons of thelr role an readlng readlness._ Sfﬁflarly, ):5
” a SLgnrflcant p051tlve change occurred 1n parents -f: ﬁ.' ': -35
;' attltudes-toward themselves as teachers aﬁd readlng models iij' -
’ for ‘thedir: chlldren.g :-'- o S 3 o’
. ' ; , ! - . R
o R % R 18 P ,:j# , . & , ) i
o ) .- ! N . !
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_~‘ Summer Readlng Descrlptlon and Evaluatlon of a Program for.‘
; Chlldren and Parents’ - ... - ‘ L o

; Lrhda B Gambrell : | ’ '
Assastant Professor- in. the Early Chlldhood,
Ele entary Department Unlvers1ty of Maryland

o ¢ : . . R .

Mary E. Jarrell

";}r'hl —Readlng Spec1allst, Talbot County@ Easton, arYIand*

A._;_ 1. Purpose of. the Program '3" = ‘t

»}f In recognltlon of the research flndlng that below— o

7}'7'-ﬁ1; average readers read,very llttle durlng the summer months

'and that they may actually regress in thelr readlng skllls
durlng thlS extended tlme away from school, thls program g
nth; was, de51gned to l) lncrease ‘the amount of readlng done
| ‘vover the summer by low socloeconomlc students and 2) 1nvolve

pafents ln readlng w1th thelr chlldren. .

- " "' fae -
:2..‘Dé§cr1ptlon of the Part1c1pants and How Parents Were
Encouraged to Partlclpate KR .

“All. Tltle 1 parents in Talbot County, Maryland, were .

.

-‘\1nVltEd to enroll thelr chlldren 1n the Summer Book Program.'t:
" As a. result 230 chlldren Lg3% of all Tltle 1 children from:

N
klndergarten to Grade 3) were 1nvodved in the program. o

Parents ‘were 1nv1ted and encouraged to part1c1pate in the

.

home v151ts. The parent response was greater than ' C-

1ant1c1pated w1th 78 parents part1c1pat1ng. The program

[ e P s

L s - —

was evaluated through the subjectlve judgement of teachers

and aldes lnvolved, a survey of chlldren s attltudes ”",/;". -

toward readlng, and a structured 1nterv1ew w1th the parents.
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i, .
T e

ﬂDescription of the'PrOgraﬁ'and:how Parents Participated

O *

The program con51sted of

l) three days of 1nServ1ce for'teachers and aldes
desrgned to 1dent1fy easy, approprlate books to be shared
w1th the chlldren, to ldentlfy approprlate act1v1t1esito :
use w1th chlldren, and to 1dent1fy strategles for | o
1nvolv1ng and worklng w1th parents- and :

*

"‘2)L Weekly Home VlSltS, whereby the procedures and .

. 1deas were 1mpleméhted ln the homes w1th the parents

-

o present.. SR

"More spec1flcally, teachers and aldes developed a llst

of approprlate act1v1t1es whlch parents could use whlleef

sharlng books thh thelr chlldren and whlch alloWed the'f:

chlldren to exhlblt p051t1ve readlng behav1ors w1th thelri‘

Tt

_parents, Act1v1t1es whlch put chlldren 1n frustratlng

‘f‘reading sxtuatlons were av01ded. Oral readlng by the

'children; for example, was - not used as a strategy unless

P

the chlld chose to read orally. The act1v1t1es were alsof‘.:“-

,selected because they would be easy enough for parents to )

use. These act1v1t1es for sharlng books lncluded

- 1), .readlng to the. chlld,, . ‘
.2) -sharing the reading with the chlld. The parent
takes . the responsibility for reading but the
.. 7 7"’child "is“éncouraged to read. whenever" possible:
"3). read’along. 'The Chlld reads along with ‘the
2 parent.‘ ;
.4) auditory cloze. The parent stops at- hlghly
predlctable words and allows the Chlld to

"flll" the meanlngful word.t e X PR




L - - " . ..." R ) ‘ . ) ," f’n:'_. e "'A, '. NP .‘.L,‘ - “ ) ,4,.,.
: he chlldren part1c1pated 1n at least one follow-up '“35.f%
q: ‘readlng act1v1ty each week ACtlvltleS of ‘a’ test—llke

nature were av01ded., Instead of always asklng the
'chlldren questrons about the storles, the follow1ng

ﬂact1v1t1es were ldentlfled by the teachers and aldes for:.

. PR L
iuse 1n the program-. Y ’ - -

ko o 1) 'tell what you llke best about the story, O

' o . ~w © ..2)  predict what you think ‘will’ happen next when e
-+ the teacher, aide, or parent pauses at an " L
_.appropriate. p01nt in thé story, - T P

- ,3).- role play an- 1nterest1ng part of the story, PR PR
* . 4)  have a puppet show ‘about an Lnterestlng\part S T
: " of the story (Smele bag or sock puppets were R T

;. often  used), ' N
"5)¢:draw the most’, 1nterest1ng “or exc1t1ng part of L o
-+ the story and tell the teacher, alde or parent l\,,j' o
‘;,-about ity -~ e e S

..6)' retell the story to someone else at a later tlme.a:~V

Each teacher or' alde v151ted f1ve homes per day spendlng ki“f”:
et T ﬁapproxlmately one’ hour Ain’. each home, demonstratlng to -
‘Q T parents how books can be shared w1th chlldren. In some - . . .
' e

.hlyhomes two or three 51b11ngs were present for the home -

v151ts. The Chlld (or chlldren), teacher and parent jolned

xtogether for the book sharlng and at least one follow-up y

readlng act1v1ty durlng each v151t. A varlety of books :';‘f:f::;{;ﬁ

flgsl‘“ I ; were. taken 1nto each home to be shared with. the chlldren}7',fq7f,liﬁy
LN ‘and to be left 1n«the home untll the next v151t. At the'fj" -

°

fﬁif:;{?~¥' ’:4-'w';--conclu31on of each Weekly v151t each part1c1pat1ng chlld "“"?T““f ;7
.selected)one of the books to keep. By ‘the end-of\the _'3'I,3;‘f::m~}”

"‘51x—week program every Chlld owned 51x books.hviT‘-t‘fff{ ‘?;fi&ﬁ fi:"
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'readlng were ldentlfled for use.

w;l;and“4) readlnq in general.:

’1n the program, 194 completed the. attltude survey, whlch .;"

~.(M = 4—95)

;toward readlng and books in general

. -,1...

;3re1ated to _the' Summer Book Progrém.

. you feel about the: other act1v1t1es ‘we dld,

"coming to your house?“ (M

the storles we have read together?" (M =

‘*read7“ (M

B . . oo N * 0
S . < [ . B v !
. S T B .. .. . L

-Effect of the Program on Chlldren ] Attltude Toward ‘ T

Readlng ' ‘. s

\

The Heathlngton Attltude Scale (Alexander and Flller,

1946) was adapted to reflect the objectlves of the Summer

~

Twenty 1tems related to attltudes toward

The. 1tems selected

Book Program.'

i .

P

!'speclflcally reflected attltudes toward l) the Summer

'Book Program, 2) readlng in school, 3).read£ng at home,

of the 230 chlldrenglnvolved'

- R - ', . ‘e

was a 5g901nt leert scale. - e Rt R f.} '

4

. The hlghest rated 1tem cn the attltude survey was - v

. i"How do you feel when you flnd a book that you" 1rke°" - /-"'

-The second-through ‘

. seventh hlghest rated 1tems were the 51x 1tems specxflcally

.These were.,

e51des

readlng books?“
{

(M = 4 933),_"How do you feel about my
4 897), “How do you feel about

" 4.987), "How do

"you feel: when you have lots of books at home?" (M =—4 799),

,f_'

:"How do you feel about me brlnglng books to .your home?“

- ar

.,(M 4 706),“"How do you feel when it! s tlme for us to

4. 686) Three 1tems which reflect attltudes

'ltoward readlng 1n general weré next, followed by attltudes o

toward readlng 1n the home,_and attltudes toward readlng

ThlS 1nd1cated a very p051trve attltude , ‘g

“How do - ;.Q? '

et ne gt v bty by o o i e
T ’ 3 g
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‘ With others; The 1tem related to readlng at school ranked

- comparatlvely low, (M = 4 263) The hlgh ratlng recelved

. :-f_ have ‘the child

"program objectlve of prov1d1ng other book sharlng

p ‘survey 1nd1cated that chlldren were most enthu51ast1c
.about the books, the actlv;tles and ‘the teacher or aid

T comlng to thelr home.' The chlldren 1nd1cated very =

b

by the 1tems relatlng to the Summer Book Program 1tself :

o 7--\-
appear to 1nd1cate that the program p051t1vely affected

tr

chlldren S. attltudes toward readlndd

Addltlonal 1ns1ghts were galned by comparlng varlous

;tems on the attltude survey. The response to: "How do you

Ay

 feel about readlng out loud’“ was relatlvely low (M 3. 820)

:compared to the response to "How do you feel when we rea

”utogether?" (M = 4 887). Accordlng to Gambrell and. Jarrell

‘;'thls supports the assumptlon made that hav1ng chlldren ) ,‘:

read orally at home would not be percelved by them as a

. '9051t1ve readlng experlence.; They refer to data collected .

';at a Unlver51ty of Maryland Parent Program whlch suggested

w

.:that the most czmﬂonly used technlque by parents lS to

d orally. They" suggested that thelr -

e ] -

. alternatlves for parents seems well founded 1n v1ew of

the results of the attltude survey.

>

The authors concluded that the results of the attltude

(4

p051t1ve attltudes toward, readlng w1th the v151t1ng teacher~

o or arde. Accordlng to the authors the data suggests that

= - i

all aspects of the Summer Book Program were recelved

P°51th61Y by the chlldren who part1c1pated .'ii'i~'
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- ',7, v ) 5. Effect of the Program on Parents Attltude Toward
S v Part1c1pat10n - d»-' R T :

1

- . .
. _ . AN

The 78 parents or careglvers whovpart1c1pated in the-'
Summer hook Program responded to a structured 1nterv1ew
" conducted by the VlSltlng teacher or alde.- Parent
responses to the questlon "What do you thlnk ;our chlld
lﬂ«ﬁ most about the Summer Book Program?" 1nd1cated thati
the chlldren liked. gettlﬂg the books and hav1ng the -
‘}", ' ': ‘“ L teacher or alde v151t the home.' Some parents responded ‘
f : :‘_':~p3';4 that thelr chlldren llkEd "Everythlng'“ | To the questlon"
' ‘; as to what parents thought was most helpful they
R ‘commented most often’ about hav;ng the Jbooks avallablelln :
the home, and the lmportance of the 1nd1v1dual help and
':' attentlon for thelr chlldren ' Other frequently occurrlngyv
‘ : comments 1dent1f1ed 1nvolv1ng the parents and - spec1f1c
1deas glven to the parents as belng helpful ' In response
a to the‘questlon "Do you. ‘do anythlng w1th your child ‘now

\

that you dld not do ‘before’ the Summer Book Program’"’38%
of the parents.reported that they read w1th their chlldren.
.more often as a result of the program. Parents also ' N
B commented on, a varlety of act1v1t1es.that they used~for :
ﬁme fJ.rst tJ.me as a result of the program (24%) A
typlcal comment was "I Ye found new ways to work w1th my'u
h'chlld as a result of llstenlng to and watchlng you’" X g
e Parents felt thelr chlldren w0u1d want to partlclpate 1n:

: the program agaln (85%), when asked thls questlon.."

_‘- 7.
’ //Responses to” the flnal questaon,:"How would you 1mprove

»

! . > '
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'venv1ronment.

K

thlS programO“ Were extremely posrtlve.

school year..h

The most

14 -

'r,frequently occurrlng su gestlons were."extend the length

~v131t more’ often and contlnue the program throughout the

'ﬂjyi

HEffect of the Program on Teachers' A;/atudes

Teachers and aldes con31stently reported that they

.d

Teachers frequently commented that they had p051t1vely

of the program

They also expressed a better understandlng

E 'modlfled thelr expectathns of. many chlldren as a result

of the chlldren as a consequence of v151t1ng 1n the home

»

ago when 1t was typlcal for the teacher in a- bne room.-

-

school house to v1srt the homes of the chlldren.

‘ jf'of the v151ts, ‘make the program longer (the entlre summerL

recelved a warm welcome from the chlldren and parents. S

The authors reflected on the 51tuatlon years

Slnce -

the home env1ronment may prov1de mean1ngful 1nsrghts rnto

1ng of chlldren 15 fostered through flrst hand experrend%s

In summary,

~and teachers.'

'env1ronment.-

in the chlldren s home env1ronment.

the authors felt that the Summer Book

Chlldren recelved books and spec1a1 attentlon,

- than. Just gettlng books 1nto the hands of . chlldren.

:"thelr 1n51ght about chlldren and the 1mpact o@ the home :

- our work w1th chlldren they feel that a better understand-

,Program in Talbot County, Maryland ,resulted in much more

‘program was undoubtedly benef101al to chlldren, parents ‘

vThe. ;

1.

parents ea511y saw the value of the success orlented readlng

‘act1v1t1es modeled by the teachers, and the tegchers grew u1_;

Loe
-
e



Effects of Parental Communlcatlon on Read:Lng Performance of
-1 Thlrd Grade Chlldren TR : o :
s ) ,\ “‘:‘ o
.Sadle A.. Grlmmett, 1980 ' ' ‘
Member of the Faculty of the. Instltute for Chlld Study and

. - .Director of the Iﬁ)terdlsc1p11nary Doctoral Program on Young -
Chlldren, at Indlana UnlverSLty

,Mae McCoy

Program, Development with Tltle 1 Readlng Pro_'jects Department
of Educatmn, U S., Vlrgln Islands, .

+
R - [ -

B Purpose of the Study

DuBJ.ous of ‘the - results when parents have been tralned
. ', ' 1 i
to enhance&chlldren s performance in’ readlng, and whlle

" . adm:.tt:.ng that parent tra:.m.ng m:Lght ‘be one source of

thls'benefu.t, the authors suggest that another source that |

Voo may be overlooked ‘;nay be the 1mproved communlcatlon w1th

the school Accordlngly, they report the results of a ',

of readlng 1nstruct10n but also to- measure the . .1ncrease in.

theJ.r communlcatlon w:.th the school. Gearing theJ.r study

I

to reflect the school s resources they empha51zed less '

H

expen51ve ways to st:.mulate parent 1nvolvement by u51ng

wr:Ltten materlal sent by mall rather than £ace to face

"tralnlng By school personnel ‘ ;
‘ Two research quest:.ons were asked.\ l)" Can dlrect '
v 14

technlques 1nfluence parent 1nvolvement, and 2) w:.ll 3

enhanced 1nvolvement be assoc1ated wu; 1nc\§eased readlng

performance? B

o,

- study 1des:|.gned to.not. only prov:.de parents w:.th knowledge

L ; - Reading Resource’ Spec1allst, Respon51ble for. Consultatlon and "

i

.*“J -




' :‘ 2<.:_ Descrlptlon of the Subjects Involved J.n the Study and
- Thelr A551gnment to. Groups : . .

o "'The. subjects were elghty-four thlrd-grade chlldren;
'from a’ target populatlon of lower soc:.oeconomlc famllles,
whose parents ‘had only one ‘child ln th‘lrd grade and who -
. A consented to partlclpate.‘ " The sample i‘gvas elghty-four ’
; :. ch:l.ld/parent palrs J.un one: school in Florlda. .

N

The chlld/parent palrs were randomly ass:.gned to one

L of four groups, w:Lth twenty-one palrs in each group. The

‘ average age of the chlldren was 99 months. The school
- recelved federal funds to prov1de remedlal programs for
dlsadva.ntaged chlldren. A 'I‘he readlng program at .thJ.s. '

school was 1nd1v1duallzed, w1th a spec1f1c teacher at a ,

A

' . glven grade belng respon51ble for J.nstructlon in readlng.

3. How Parents Part1c1pated 1n the Study '“\3 o
' Parent 1nvolvement was deflned as cdmmunlcatlon w1th
the teacher of readlng The means of - communlcgtlon were

’ ‘? o developed by the authors and consﬁ:ted of the follow1ng-

L

l) a descrlptlon of the readlng program, and 2) a B

.. communlcatlon form. The descrlptlve J.nformatlon was

assembled in a ten—page booklet and J.ncluded 1) goals of

e

the readlng program, 2) term].nology and defs\.nltlons
. S?;lflc to readlng, - (eg. /. dlagnosz.s, and frustratlon
< .

.. iy .
Nt l), and general to the school dlstrlct (eg., :

A 3) the dlagnostlc-prescrlptlve cycle, 4) 1nstruct10nal
procedures and 9) student proflle components. \ '\“‘

‘ ] o . . T

. -

accoun’cab:.llty and flexlble group:Lng) ;7 and explanatlons of R



-l

The communlcatlon form 1ncluded space for names of
P the teacher parent and chJ.ld, and telephone number.‘ _
"'There were flve statements that could be checked to

,1nd1cate the parents concern, and ‘an open ended statement.

s
: ' "1y am 1nterested in assmt;\.ng my Chlld 1n readlng..r
. Please send suggestlons or . materlals. :
2) I would. llke £0 request a conference concern:Lng
' ‘my Chlld 'S readlng. - : .
D 3). I would apprec:l.ate J.nformatlon on. the follow:Lng ("
- _"asPects of my Chlld s read:Lng :
o f4') ‘I am pleased w:n.th the progress my ch:.ld is maklng
R VAU S in your. class._ Feel  free to. contact me about
oL ; " .continued progress. . .
.".-;: 5) In general my .child has shown a p031t1.ve attltude‘g' .
o - toward the readlng 1nstruct10n recelved in your '
.class. - : - ’
N 4. ‘_Procedures

' One-fourth of the parents recelved both ‘the descrlptlve

booklet on read:.ng and commum.cat:.ve forms 7 des:.gnated the:

-

v

'I‘he readlng teacher 'was. provided a locked box w1th a

slot 1n th_ch to place correspondence, as well as carbon—;

receJ.ved forms w:.th only spac;:es for names and phone numbers.j

Of those parents gJ.ven forms, Lach recelved ten copl\es. ,' .

."' L (DC) group.; One—fourth of the parents recelved only the
- ‘descrlptlve booklet on readlng, the ‘(‘D) group, whereas
e o another pne-fd‘urth re'c.elved only the communlcatlon forms,
N ) S
e e '_.sthe (C) group The parents in the contrast group (N) e -

a

g backed statlonery for reply*mg £6 any. parent request. The

reply was attached to the orlglnal request and placed J.n

v.'}:he }gox. All communlcatlons and repl:.es from all parents

. &
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78
I were 'feta’inedz in ’the box'. The teacher was . 1nformed that
o .

the 1nvestlgat10n was to determlne the frequency and

'nature of pa‘rent—lnltlated communlcatlons to the school,

and was. unaware of group a551gnment and ‘the mformatlon

' } i ,. ‘ prov1ded the parents. ‘ ’
s 5 Effect of the Study on Chl‘ldren s Readlng Achlevement P
N “- . . AR
N : - Statlst:Lcal analysls of the readlng scores galned a
o L o ’f' through the use “of a’ pretest and posttest on the Gates

MaCGlnltle Readlng -Test Prlmary "C" forms l and 2;

e Alndlcated that whereas at the beglnnlng of the study
there had been no s:.gn:.f:.cant dlfferences am’bnq the

'.groups, the posttest revealed 51gn1f1cant1y hlgher readlng

Q9 - .
- . - .

T ,‘-scores among the\chlldren 1n the DC group, for both -

‘vocabulary and comprehens:.on, whlle the score on each‘
: 5{. - v;of vocabulary and comprehens:.on tests for the other three'
,groups d1d not -dJ.ffer. ) Furthermore, frequenc1es of school
1 " S | K communlcatlons were correlated w:.th posttest scores. |
6. . Effect of the Study on Parent Partlcn.patlon |
Wlth 21 parents 1n each group, the commun.lcatlon
‘ <r‘e‘.sults were’.v GrOup N: 1 parent sent’1 communlcatlon
| | 'G’roup D: 1 parent, ‘1 communlcat:l.on
, Group C: 14 parents, 15 communlcatlons’
‘Group DC., 19 parents, 50 communncatlons,
It was obv10us that only the DC and c parents had made -
: . ‘not:Lceable effbsts to communlcate with, the school. Also
- those who had recelved both the booklet explalnlnglthe |
readlng prdgram and the communlcatlon forms, the (DC)=

L . . * .
{ . [T Lot e . L . . . . . A .

‘ ",' .n‘ N N - * o oy 0 AT .
L Lo . ) . R R U



PRI,

., - -,
? N S e e . Povea ' NSRRI -
-
- 1
< '
B
: ' 79
. o R ¢ o e - . -
. . B . . o L X R R - , [ L f
) - R . P . . K . .
g . . " o . LR N . .
N ' N . T, M . . ' v, . « e ~
R . N . Ty, M - . 3
. , . . \ . . H ,
- .

e 'group", and those who recelved ‘the lO copJ.es of the
‘, commun:.catlve ‘forms only (c) were notably more

~st1mulated to correspond w1th the readJ.ng teacher. The

' authors presumed that the nc’ parents who requested ;
) O o eadlng materlals or spec\rflcs on thelr Chlld s readlng . o
R ' — . progress reflected ‘a qual‘ltlat:l.ve change in thelr behav1or S
- ,w1th the chlldt Spec1f16 changes in parent behavmr ‘were e
e junknown in thls study, srnce the procedure mlnr\mrzed ~,-;,. -

. 1ntrus:.on J.nto the dally\rgutlnes of these parents, whlch

' ~‘contr1buted to the lack of spec1f1c1ty about parent

“behavior, .

- N e Conclusions S R U
AR The results suggest that parent J.nvolvement can r
\ :Lnfluence the chlld's reading when parents receJ.ve

. 5 .
:';Lnformatlon about the readlng program Improvement 1n

'readlng after such a short perJ.od of tJ.me - two months -

.\,

;) - . . . .J.s uaually negllglble and statlstlcal y J.ns:LgnJ.f:Lcant

The Success of the comblned 1nd1rect technlques used

-

heie; 1n benefltlng short—term read1ng performance attest‘

to the power of* parental support of the teacher. e
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[T . Fre‘d'erick‘ Wil'l am MacLaren
! . — .1 . ., University of Oklahoma, 1965

ll‘

'experlmental group.. T

3.

- The Effect of a Parent Informatlon Program Upon Readlng
,Achlevement in First Grade o . ;

+

Purpose of the Study . . . - M T "

To determlne whether or not prov1d1ng parents w1th ‘

1nformat:.on ab t the process of learnmg to read,

along w1th a shor

- concernlng beg:.nn:.nq readlng, 51gn1f1cantly 1nfluence5' :

the readlng achlevement of F:Lrst Grade pupJ.ls. L
Descrrpt:.on of the Sample

Sub]ects for the J.nvestlgatlon were seventy—two

caucasran chlldre/}who were enrolled in six flrst grade: '

. classes of three publlc elementary’SChools. Two groups‘_

LN

of 36 subjects each, matched accord:.ng to sex and

mtelllgence, were a551gned to a control group and an

Descr:Lth.on of the Program and Parent Part1c1pat10n
The parents of the exper:.mental sub]ects attended
s:Lx weekly classes to consrder such toplcs as- readlng

readlness,, 1nd1v1dual" dJ.fferences among chlldren,

emot:.onal aspects -of learnlng to read and rnstructronal

methods.,,_ The parents of control subjects recelved no

spec:Lal guldance -

-term program of: parental guldance o




b L

8l
4, Effectlv‘eness of the Parent Informatlon Program bn ‘the .

—

" Reading Achlevement of the Experlmental Group_ of Students»v

-+ <

Statlstlcal analys:Ls of the data obta:Lned from the -
Gates Prlmary Readlng Tests at the end of the year, Whlch
measured word recognltlon ablllty and total readlng
achlevement, revealed l) no 31gn1f1cant dlfference ’

between eXperJ_mental and control groups in. word

. R 4, i:ecogm.t:.on abJ.llty, 2) a 51gn1f1cant dlfference \

oL favorlng_ the experlmental group ll‘l sentence readlng

ablllty, paragraph readlng abJ.lJ.ty, and total read:l.ng '

achlevement

Syl Actlng upon the posrtlve value of the experlmental
oo -

A parent J.nformatlon program, as, ev:.denced by the results

of the 1nvestlgatlon, MacLaren recommended that -

"1). the merits and means of 1nform1ng parents of
- . . preschool and kindergarten children about the.
: relatlonshlp of early experiences to future .
success in readlng be. con51dered :

" 2) the resources avallable to elemen{:ary schools
: should be assessed to determine whether or not
“+it-is feas.lble to ‘conduct-organized study
‘groups for. parents of flrst ‘grade puplls, and .,
. o
R ) where it is not practlcal to ‘plan and conduct
.+ . - systematic lnformatlon programs, materlals '
1 * 'which- explaln and :Lnterpret ‘essential concepts
- concernlng the school reading prOgram shpuld.
. .be prepared. and dlstrlbuted to parents of
I beglnnJ_ng readers. : . - ‘
I PO et

VL)




R I Purpose of the Study o

’Ellzabeth Mc Intyre Ryan

A Comparatlve ‘Study of the Readlng Achlevement of Second

Grade Pupils in Programs Characterlzed by a Contrast1ng .

‘Degree of Parent Partlc:l.patlon

1

Indlana Um.vers:.ty, 1964. . . o T

To compare -

1) the. readlng achlevement at the second grade
+ " levél in situations where contrast in the .
' ﬁ"jdegree -of- parental participation was - L
. . characteriied ‘by" (a) a’'planned program of o
- parent .participation,-and (b) by lncn.dental S
;partlcn.patmn of parents, S , )
- 2) " the- 1n1t1al readlng patterns in the homes of _
“the group: hava.ng parent participation in the -
S .réading program. with the readirnig patterns of .'.
‘ the same group at, the close of the study, and

s 13y the’ readJ.ng patterns in the homes Of. the group

with the readlng patterns- of the. grOup hav:.ng

T .:;-"f 1nc1dental parent partlclpatlon.

2. -'Descrlptn.on of the Sample, the Program Procedure, and

,'Parent Partlclpatlon et U e P K

The subjects for the experlment J.ncluded one hundred

and s:.xteen pup:l.ls ln an experlmental group and the:.r ~
',parents, as well as one hundred and 51xteen puplls J.n a

‘ ocontrol ,group, all from the publ:.c schools of Evanv1lle,

T

YEI’ndiana.' The exper:,mental group had a. planned program

_fpr readlng at home whlch J.nvolved the parents, whlle o

. the\ control grOup had 1nc1dental parent part:.c:.patlon

- in the readlng program Recognlzed tests were used to
determlne the readlness of the puplls in October, 1963, '

and to meaSure readlng achlevement 1n March, 1964.

\
-

- Analysm of covarlance Was used to test for d:l.fferences o

“ ot

‘having a. planned program of parent pa:rt101pat10n S

.....

2
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,Questlonnalres were emplozed to determme the readlng

.teachers an opportum.ty to evaluate ‘the- planned program

~ of. parent partlcz_patz.on. .

‘g\'. Statlstlcal analy51s of tests revealed‘that

"Program on Puplls '

o - . . . . , Py O . .
' . PP PRSI S e PR T, 2PN - e
., St . . PN - DS . _ . .
e . A N . . o ! . - -,

e e e m ety o t—— s v o -

‘between the experlmental and the control g,v,ups. I

-é‘
‘

E 'patterns in- tl}g homes of puplls and to glve parents and

et

' The Effect of the Parent Involvement mA the Home Readlng
Program on Puplls

Réad:mg Achlevement

. Y

\"(a) the experlmental group was srgnlflcantly
\ eyperlor to‘thé control group on the Word

Meanlng Test, and e ‘ ._.\

(b)f there were no’ 51gn1flcant dlfferences between
' the expermental group and. the control group
on the Paragraph Meamng Test. . :

The Effect of the Parent Involvement in the Home Readlng
Readlng Patterns SRR (R

'I‘he results o:E the questlonnalre reve\aled that both

the experlmental and the control groups l.rked to read, oot

rbut that rthe ezﬁperlmental %roup read more extensrvely, '

v".readlng program rn the area of word"meanlngs suggests that )

. the control group ..l :

‘few negatlve reactlons were found : SR

' ,thls progra.m has much to offer dur:.ng the early school

-;;v131ted the llbrary more frequently w1th parents and

\

.The Effect of the Program on’ Parents At&ltude Toward

Part{flpatlon

et o -

Ryan reports that both teachers and parents reacted

‘fa,vorably toward the home readlng program and that very

,(.'."

","Conclusn.ons .;‘rj

L 3 Ryan concluded that (l) the superlorlty of the home a

I . o

o ‘ o

) . . .

) ' .

. i

H L. o

» AT
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g L
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;eress help w:.th new words from parents than dld : .
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. yea hel in to ‘increase the ch:le s vocabular ,j'-‘~ RS
Y E p g y “ :

. - tee .

(2) that ch:.ldren who are J.n groups whei':e there J.S a home _':""‘“ ) .;.:_-'7

o ' e T S readlng program are hl hly motlvated to read extens:.vely

s the favorable acceptance of the home read:n.ng program by.{

- . t
B . .,, -

teachers and parents suggests that many other teachers '

oyt B
’ v e N L

' R _and parents may f:md such a program of value to the -
N o . ,children, and (4) "that this favorable acceptance of the”'"',_";‘-i i

e T home readlng program by parents and teachers suggest |

. , 'that ‘thlS :Ls a good area for closer cooperation between , .
v the home and school and that such a program tends to PR ‘
; " f’develop good home-school relatlons. _;1'\531 "';' :
B . ~"Augment1ncj Grade Three Readrng Achlévement o " ' : ‘,‘:5 - -.:.'.' L .

i RN .‘\:n;f",‘ , jll-lubert Smith . o S ': RS k
S P -_,Memorlal Umvers:.ty of Newfoundland, 19 79 L IR "‘-".-.f
_— 1. .é, Purpose of the Study h _. o Ta ‘ 1
> 'l.:i 1 -To' mveetrgate experimentally the relationship ., : :
) Wl . - between elf—concept of abJ.l:Lty and readlng achwlevement,“;\, ) t
;:: e : '-" .'-:'and to: de!.termme whether Grade ‘l‘hree students ;Ln ryral . o .
TR 'Newfoundland would 1mprove therr self-concept df éblll‘ty‘ ” c

L . R AR i,
2 . - o
A R E R e I . i
. é . . . S e, * . T . HE

.

NIRRT - ‘and-,» 1ndlrectly, readlng achlevement, as a consequeth' o ‘

| ‘.-lor worklng closely mth parents and teachers, - ek : j
: -""‘DeScrlptlon of the sample G T

A The study involved thlrty Grade Th‘ree students'(the “ ’2

-".experlmental group)\\ from one school in rural Newfoundland, RS

', alqng w:.th thElI‘ parents, and twénty-flve Grade Three




'-'::‘. : x'-i‘ and self—concept.l‘

students from another rural school These fifty*five'q',

‘5',, L "ﬂl- students were performlng at or below the class average,n.

| _accordlng to ‘their - perfoémance on a standardlzed readlng

S ff'achlevement test.

e -

<y 30 How Parents Were Encouraged to Part101pate .

: Parents were encouraged to attend an lnltlal general

Kr, '".'-T" meetlng to explaln the whole study and ltS purpose,'l;;

through the medlum of a letter sent home v1a the students.. dx

n~g' Just prlor to the meetlng parents were contadted by 7r‘~n-¥§'YLF

»o
telephone and urged to, attend.

4. Descrlptlon of the Program and How Parents Partlclpated ‘

é& The treatment perlod was extended over a perlod of h

“three months and con51sted of varlous means of attemptlng o

to ralse the Chlld s readlng abllity by enhanc1ng hls/her

-

AR ;f o 1‘1Jacadem1c self—concept through worklng wlth parents and

teachers. Parents were expected to attend general

PR

‘,meetlngs and 1nd1v1dual conferences w1th teachers TR

4
The general meetlngs centered around guest speakers

: and a fllm "Readlng 1s the Famlly" . The tOplCS treated

4‘,and dlscussed afterwards 1ncluded l) emphaSLZLng the - 0
» .

‘ lmportance of the home in educatlng chlldren, 2) .the L

‘o . F

hlmportance of motlvatlng chlldren to read, over the

-,': actual ablllty to read 3) the 1mportance of readlng in

the-curr1culum;.4) thlngs parents‘can do at home to teach

}'chlldren to read, and g}vthe relatlonshlp between readlng
. *\ . . N . . ’

24 . 'n'q.v

T
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.at home,

5.

‘"Ttreatment,

S - -

e,

. The 1nd1v1dual conferencégfnere held w1th each parent.

‘Durlng the conferences w1th parents, sometlmes w1th the

. chlldren present, the-teachers dlscussed-how-parents

i

'ucould help the Chlld at home w1th problems related to hlS

. readlng ablllty, and parents commltted themselves to -

‘e \ !

‘hcarrylng out some readlng related acthlty w1th the - chlld

Teachers suggested and supplled varlous

ERY

practlcal types of learnlng materlals for thls purpose.

The conferences were 1ntended to encourage parents to

\‘,

become actlvely 1nvolved ln the school work of the Chlld ,:
and encourage the Chlld to do better

Effect of the Experlmental Treatment on Chlldren s Self-i
Concept and Readlng Achlevement )

Although there Was ‘an 1ncrease 1n the self concept of

[N

ablllty of the chlldren in the experlmental group and

‘ thelr academlc self-concept of ablllgy as a result of the .

YV

Both the control and experlmental grOups shOWed 51gn1f1cant

4 1mprovement in thelr scores on readlng achlevement tests,

™

. "but the 1ncrease for the experlmental group was not

51gn1flcantly greater than the 1ncréase 1n performance by

the control group and therefore could not be accounted

for by the experlmental treatment. Zg'fi;?

Effect of the Program on- Parents‘ Attitude3and Behaviora
and Thelr Impllcatlons , e el ; e

tt The study resulted 1n three flndlngs that have

Z; 1mportant 1mpllcat10ns w1th respect to the 1mpact parents‘

~may have on thelr chlldren.

Flrst, an anaiy51s of data

]

thlS 1ncrease was not found to be 51gn1f1cant. '

Do
]
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. - , Ay
1nd1cated that parents had made 51gn1flcant 1mprovement

'1n the:Lr assessment-of the ch:le s self-concept :The '

‘-1mpl:.cat1.on follows that once parents were presented Wlth

o
LY

the 1dea of self concept and the 1mportance :Lt plays :Ln

both the academlc and non—academlc llfe of. the chJ.ld

by

- they were qulck and accurate 1n evaluatlng thelr own V:Lew

of the:Lr ch:.ldren and s:.gn:.flcantly 1mproved theJ.r .
percept:.on of the Chlld S/Self—concept.

' Second, 1t was found at the end of the study that a

7

. ~strong relatlonshlp exlsted between the parents' perceptlon

of how the teacher would rate the chlld's abJ.l:Lty and the

. teacher's' perceptlon of how the parent would rate the . .’

;”chlld' S . abJ.lJ.ty, a relatlonsh:x.p that dld not exlst before

) - -"v

) the experlment Smlth notes the J.mpllcatlon of this

. ‘flndlng on the mportance of congruences of pressure on
:the Chlld by the -home and ‘the. school He c1tes other
'sou'rces, Roe (1971) and Dave (1963) to support the clalm

'A.that 1f both parents and teachers are'in agreement as to.(
'the present abll:Lty level of »the Chlld then both groups 4;'

' can" work together to try to 1mprove the s:LtuatJ.oh ’ If,

e

,however, dlfferences e‘xlst in thelr perceptlons of the

chlld .S ab:LlJ.ty, thJ.s s:.tuatlon of cross pressures could
"create a problem for the chJ.ld He would perce:x.ve J.t as‘, o

";'a double set of standards of expectatlons.

Thlrd, at the conclus:.on of the exper:Lment there

ex:.sted a s:.gnlflcant relatlonshlp between self—concept

' "'of abLlltY and each of readlng achlevement and total

2l
H

RS



" ..percent, or twenty—flve parents attended the fmal

c0nunencement 6f the experlment.‘

B most profltable and dlrect means of achlevn.ng th:l.s 15 to
'dlrect thelr efforts tow&rd the enhancement of - the chJ.ld'

. self-concept. : "
'examlnlng the attltude of par nt partlclpants ~1n the ’
- program after 1ts termlnatlon.‘

. f :
thJ.rty students J.n the experlmental group, elghty three

'J.nd1v1dual conference w1th the researcher. =

: could help thelr ch:l.ldren w1th school work.,

"readJ.ng scores, d relat‘lonshlp non

xistent. prior to.’
The. - impl-ication .
aocordn.ng to Smlth, 1s that 1f parents and teachers Want

vn

to improve the scholast:.c performance of a child the

N\

T \

Flnally,

o . . "
. N .
o

one of the measures of the experlment 1nvolved

-questlonnalre to parents revealed ‘that parents over— '

Of the parents of the -

e,

Further, :_a,; u -

PV o
- whelmlngly .supported the program, w1th the majorlty ~\
) lndlcatlng a w1lllngness to partlclpate 1n the study St e
- because :Lt prov1ded an organlzed method by Whlch parents

o, 8 :\
.
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Sl 7 Mildred Beatty Smith. o

e School and Home - Focus on Ach:.evement : ST

B Sl Pt il AR T
e

-

- Coordinator of Currlculu.m Serv:.ces o LT

Ea

‘,-:1; ‘;‘-, _.“ l."-

.. Flint, County Schools : ) DT T
-0 Fllnt, Mlchlgan ‘ oo T S . .

Purpose of the Program R S . : o

’ T
+
.
oot

level of chlldren who were’ ach1ev1ng at a lower level than

- y

\J they should have been. The program hoped to. accompllsh

b o 'y

thlS go'al by llnklng home and school; by requlrlng that

i .
'_parents and teachers work together to J.mprove chJ.ldren s

basm attltudes toward academlc work and to 1mprove the:Lr

E ,work hablts 1n school :-These objectlves were des:.gned to

- «

develop or ralse thelr expectatlons of thelr chlldreh by
'prO\hdlng a- cllmate at home that lS conduc1\;e to study
: -Descrlptlon of the Subjects | - K

The experlment was undertaken in two elementary schools

'; . durlng the 1961 62 academlc year.._ Most of the chlldren J.n

"the experlmental schools were Negroes, ) rlmarlly from low '

X
v

vl,ncome famllles llv1ng 1n the 1ndustr1al c:.ty of Fllnt, -
A

enrolled in klndergarten through Grade Slx. . For evaluatlon.

"fpurposes, however,' a thlrd elementary school served ‘as a:

l*control school, w:.th ch:leren of 51m11ar backgrounds -

How Parents Were Encouraged to Partlclpaté

.A' /

After teachers had developed the program, meetlngs of

parents ‘were’ scheduled for the purpose of" explalnlng the o

\ P S . - e

. - "., ' PR . . . . F N ‘.

27

‘An experlmental program de51gned to raJ.se the academlc

' -'be carrled out by helplng academlcally unlnterested parents

. s\,M:Lchlgan. It :anolved approx:.mately one- thousand chlldren.
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to these meetlngs J.ncluded the follow:.ng.

- 4'.; De5crlptlon ;)f the Program
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program to them and asklng them to part1c1pate. ﬁTA':'

.."_meetlngs were held J_n the evenlng and also durlng the

. ‘dazy to accommodate t-ahese parents worklng the evenlng
’ -_Shlft.',, Some of the technlques used to attract parents ’
/—-.‘_,. ’ 1] et

l)—"‘Interested mothers a551gned blocks in. theJ.r

. - efohodl district to. theniselves and- each made
" d~persenal-.call on -‘every’ famlly 1n Ther. o
';a551gned block,- anltlng parents to - a planned

program 'to- *learn what’ they could do to. help

".’,thelr chlldren achleve better J.n Schc>ol

o - "'2);;.‘A s:.ngle-sheet bulletln on colourful paper
TO :contalnlng the time; place and- ob]ectlve of..

. parents forgot.__- e b

-“ ooz . R

o 3) Home room’ mothers telephoned every parent in.

the szhool -j IR o

-~ |"-\,

< 4)- A trophy was - 1oanec‘i to the class w1th the
... /. highest percentage "of parents “in attendance
T o at a meetlng. Other classe P competed to: get

the trophy away. from’ the 'last wirnner . Chlldren"‘

, enjoyed the - competltlon and more .and’ more

-»A ‘bulletln prov:.ded to each parent who attended the o :

meetlngs contalned a llst of. objectlves of the prOgram.. o

The parents were made to understand that w1thout belng

) ﬂ aware of 1t they mlght not be settlng the klnd of example

‘ that brlngs about des:.rable attltudes and hab:.ts towa,rd

school work. 'v' Lo T —,'f oot

AlthOugh attentlon was glven to mathematlcs, readlng ,'

was’ d951gnated as a, most cruc1a.1 Subject, sihce 1t was '

felt that the mastery of readlng greatly mfluences. f -

w.

'u,,. ) Suecess in other sub] ects. The components of \the proqram
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the" meetlng was left- at. the home ]ust m case «.‘_f‘v_‘

‘,parents were: in. att“endance at these meetlngs. D
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- 1ncl.\~1ded the followmg.

,.l.) The home study a951gmnent- — each famlly was
asked to - sét a51de a .quiet time.in.the. home ’
", each day so that chlldren could daé- homework
~ - ass:Lgnments. . Peachers’ prov:l.ded materials for
'~ these daily assignments consisting” primarily:
o of studylng vocabulary, -reading f£xrom.- .
o . supplementary- materials, . studylng spelllng Lok
e ‘words, and readlng trade books. - PR T

. 2) ;.A dlctlonary .for. each.-famlly.
. 3). The- "Read—To—Me" prOgram..‘s Parents were asked
‘to read aloud, to their. chlldren each day for

" the - purpose of stlmul,atlng interést in- readlpg

" and ‘showing the children t‘hat readlx& :Ls
1mportant to thelr parents. '

Is

h .
© e s

\o‘

4y Summer act1v1t1es to focus\\ on’ achlevement.._ BT

'5) Materlals p;:ov:n.ded for teachers and puplls,a to ;-
oo, cimprove ch:leren s, learnJ.ng and to mot:l.vate Lo
L teachers and ralse thelr mc;rale. Coe L

o 6) Occupatlonal :Lnformatlon. \As’a result of a’
. student survey to determlne their’ occupational
and’ educational- asp:.ratlons ‘and expectations, -
a decision was made to 1ntegrate ‘ocecupational
‘information:into social studies - programs for 8
all fourth, flfth ‘and 51xth grades. T o

7) Clerlcal ass:.stance prov:.ded teachers.
8) An 1nserv1ce program for teachers. ',
‘5. i How Parents Part:L c:Lpated at Home ‘- 3

Parents were expected to:

0

l). prov1de a qulet tlme in: the. home each day f?r :
o readlng and a551gned study for the teacher,

W

S \;;).-:2). llsten to theif . chlldren read, el

c3) read regula‘g:ly themselves, :Ln the presence of - .
B the:Lr ch:leren, e T

4) - read aloud regularly to the:l.r chlldren, 'g‘.ncl..udi‘hg. .
B :'pre school age chlldren,u- ‘ :
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5). s show J.nterest in their chlldren» S _work by ask:.ng P
*.questions, giving praise and encouragement when N

",needed and. deserved, Ceohe R Ay :,_ Lo
R 6), prevent the school age chlId s work from belng -
W e .damaged or destroyed by preschool chlldren, j- )

©7) .see’ that the t:hlld has penc:Ll and paper at school ) tw,:-“ o
. .. and at'home.so “that-he . ‘has. the tools necessary s N B
: for domg a good ]Ob i o, . REE ST

,‘w el T

.8) ,“get the chlld to bed regularly each nlght so that

s e Ty

9) ‘:.get the Ghlld up each mornlri; wmth adequate tJ.me o -,
N ffor a good breakfast o . S Sl

10y

‘ ‘;;;;_1 )

e |

v - - “re
. A c e el

Statlstlca&ianal'ysn.s of the re_‘d:l.ng te'sts scores
L

EN SRt . 1-

adm1nlstered flvevmonths ‘apa t tcz all ,second and flfth

e :.;,>.'-.

school .wrth a’ flve month‘,

A

“ Partlclpatlon L
S REE _‘-‘,"q_

Informal techhlques utlllzed to evaluate the program

.:|.nd1cated that parents felt the prog’ram helped the chlldren _‘ "
w_1th school work,. that they wculd llke to have the prOgram :‘ . " )
' contlnued, and that 1t helped to J.mp:r:ove thelr own sk:Llls. 4
. -.\ < ‘,' ) . ," i 4 - ‘ R ‘: \.' . .- ‘; .‘ ”A

i - - 6#‘*“‘,' . o __‘.I . ‘ .



arants to assume thelr appfoprlate respons 5 lltles and

r

and that'support from home brought about an 1mproved

teachers noted J.mprovement in theJ.r chlldreh s work hablts

haw e

the role for educators is seen to be that of teachlng

‘

.

s

~

x

T e

ment of thelr chlldren.

4

: were con51dered espeu&lly benef1c1a1 by the teac’hers,

soc;.al—psychologlcal cllmate n.n the classroom.,

and 1,n thelr attltude toward school work

.Conclu smns

}

Smlth concluded that the content:.on that thes:e, parents

were not 1ntenested 1n theu: chlldren was not supported‘ -

- educat10nal backgr0unds in: 1mprov1ng the academ:.c achn.eve- :

Consequently, she suggests that

w-

ass1st them J.n th:Ls task.
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N . '.-' The Effect of Parental Involvement on the Readlng Attltudes . ) :'-,' S
- TOWard ReadJ.ng of Children Who Are Rece1v1ng Addltlonal Help SRR

1n Readlng Beyond -the Regular Classroom e, Do o g N

S0 . - . & ' f R R
SR D A A M. Louise. Stapler it .-

, AN Lehlgh Unlverslty,ﬂrl969 o ‘-:{_,v— L . P
R T ,.'LU. Purpose of the Study S o _____" ‘ o ; e

' ThlS study was an attempt to verlfy research flndlngs- A

ot that chlldren J.n corxectlve readlng programs, who make ‘

e v M N C ’ ~‘. L} ) - . .

. T e -greater galns and who deve}op more pos:LtJ.ve attltudes o -
R N Loawr . = o L

T 'toward readlng than other chlldren enrolled «J.n SLmJ.lar‘ TR P

L h SRS Ce

o programs, often do so becéuse they have been favorably
l

lnfluenced by parental 1nvolvement in thelr readlng

P it wre s .""../

‘-‘\J;.",actlv:.tles,.‘_: Stabler 1nVestlgated‘“the effect of parent N

ot

"'f"";'.conferences as.a tool for developlng parental att:.tudes:‘ ‘

M !

a SO ..‘I'_:ln order to determlne theJ.r effect upOn the readlng \

v :.;, . R uachlevement and readlng attltude§ of chrldren w\o weref\ o)
- 'f_' E ','receuh.n_g help i readlng beyond the regular classroom.
S ""_‘-Speclfn.cally she tested the followmng hypotheses. A ~‘, NoL L .
]: 'Chlldren in. the experlmental group w1ll make ;.
o = -more. s.1gn1f1.cant gams in-: readlng achlevement
' . than chlldren in, the control group ) PR .
N Chlldren 1n the experlmental group w.1.ll develop Lo
more - p051t1ve attitudes toward readifng than ST s
, . chlldren in- the control group. R S b
s '2 Descrlptl. n- of the Sample f'} o ' :' R " PR
E o ' . S : The samp ,‘e consa.sted of seventy chlldren, randomly ' N
7 selected \1n the Pocono Mountaln School Dlstrlot, who were ,
x rece1v1ng correctl readl‘ng 1nstructlon from three Lo
SR , quallfled readlng teaqhers.l There were thlrty—flve e 2
’ o chlldren 1n each of the expemmental and control groups. RS ' -
| -p S S S |
. 1 B “ \ N
“: ‘ . " " . . _’
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R . chlldren J.n the control group ;,.v

: Were 1nv1ted to attend three one—hour 1nd1v1dual con—m ST TR
w:.th the llbrarlan, 1n an attempt to 1nvolve them 1n :

L chlldren 1.n the control group were not 1nv1ted to attend p -

the cenferences.

) ‘dlfferences 1n readlng achlevement was found between the L

i:Zerences w1th the 1nvest1.gator, plus one group conference Tl

. e D
1. “ . AN

readlng act1v1t1es w:.th thelr chlldren.' Parents of the

i T s

.o

Eﬁfect of the Experlmental Treatment &n Chlldren_s ‘/_;'K;‘ Uy
Readlng Achlevement and Attltude Towar,;d Read:l.ng L

e M . PRI [
4 x " - ¢ .

Statlstlcal analysm of the readlng tests data v w1th~

.w. - e v L

respect to hypothes:.s one, was' that no 51gn1f1cant PR

ch:.ldren J.n the experlmenta.l land control groups. Wlth ' -

respect to hypothe51s two,%tetlstlcal analys:l.s oF a . )

chn.ldren s Attltude-*Scale :Lndlcated that t’:hxldren J.n : o
\ ""' L ."

Py

toward read:.ng than the chJ.ldren 1n the cont:r:ol grOup.

o ! R .
Effect of the 'I‘reatment on , Parents Att:.tudes and Support R B
for Thelr ChJ.ldrerL 5 Read:.ng S R PR S ey

- A descrlptlve analypls‘ of: a Home Informatlon Report, A

.- . et PN “ e

- . - Lo

- KNI A PR . . .. ‘ . “

completed by parents,_ :mdlcated that. - e T T e Lo

' ..; . . e

1 'I‘he chlldren :Ln the experlmental group‘ were

than the chlldren :Ln the. cont:rol group'

S 2 The chJ_ldren J.n the experlmental group werel'?
encouraged to’ read.- more at home than -t.,he

- 5 .,—(A.—.‘.

'I‘he parents and chlldren in’ the exper::mental’
. ) group .did not "use" 11brary fac111t1es . more than LT
e the parents and chlldren in the control grOup.- o -

. " ‘n" ! v . "
. . . . . : D
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& "~ i ' - 2 - -
Ve
- . t - .
we - - s i ! -
. ATRTI - :



- T e The number 'of adults 23 the homes of the ch:l.ldren
: T . in the- exper1menta1 ~-group who helped and .. -0 .
. T et Tl ;‘»,,encjpouraged ‘their children: w1th readlng act:l.v:Ltles
. 'was greater', than-the. numbem of. -adults dn'the '
X . .. ok a0 homes of, the. children in .the control: group" who
i Tep T T ..~ helped and encouraged theJ.r chlldren w1th readmg
R actlvities.‘“ A S B
- - : : o — > ; " . A '
I An Exper1mental Study of Hhe Effects o Parent Workshops on .

o the Read:.ng Achlevement of Prlmary Grade Chlldren

Margaret O'harro].l WaterSv
Fordham Unlvers:Lty‘,_ 1967

o,f-the Sample, th
1 -‘Pa;ﬁ:lcmated -

(o
.:- - o ._é,l,.,._. .; . R
ST e expermental group, three hundred and flve puplls from s
T the other school, was lelded 1nto four categorles

- P o accordlng to the frequency of attendance “of the.::.r pa:r:ent/é




exper:.mental group.. 4 3

ALt
conslsted of.,ten sys

,A"“' .1' ' . N :.
b0

nt'é,.’-_wrth éach workshop‘

ffect of -th@ E;x;;:erimental’ 'Treatme:nt
Qn t;he Reading Ach:.evement o:E The:.a: .:Ch:.ldre

s .': v w '.'.““‘

5 -.---_..-_._.-._.,. -,

s"’,ait:f%erx.ﬁed weir.‘f'g‘;bnﬁ'
ri readlng ":l.mpro ed ?:helr readmg ablll‘;}?— : elmpr'o

Ea‘_i‘."ehts »r i benef

5 ;f' 'hx'l‘ 5
. 1.,_ %
‘ e d

value of' the ¥

workshop toplés to. parents wanexpressed....J.n '1" 06’

e ;2 e :."' :

evaluatlons of the ten 'iworkshop toplcs _Slx hundred

seventy-seven were rat:x.ngs ofA “valuable ﬁree hundred

T E

=h

forty—five Were rating‘ of, good"'
o CTRE-E S e R -

rat ngS"of "less ualuable
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¢ < Y .. 'Experimental Summaries

-

" Program Models Categorizéd as Parents Teach Own Child

USLng Parents as Teachlng Partners"

£

-;The author develops parent programs -and tralns teachers to
conduct them through Tltle I ESEA, Montgomery County Publlc.
'Schools, Maryland ’ ‘ , ,

,‘l,z Purpose of the Study " ”"'if”; ' _"'~ S

R :‘:.f".- A Tltle I compensatory program for the dlsadvantaged,_'ﬁ

to pllot ways “in whlch parents could be lnvolved as;‘

program was unllke other 1arger ones ln that 1t
L endeavored to offer serv1ces that could be 1ncorporated
': by a scyool readlng teacher or spe01allst if 'a day or

half a day a “week were scheduled for helplng parents help

:‘ui‘Ef thelr chlldren. f“'m a ‘;"t SR ?f

\f( Ql Descrrptlon of the Subjects Involved in the Program
‘ :-)f j;: The program was 1ntended for parents of. chlldren from
, ) twelve schools in Monthmery Gounty, ranglng from klnder—;;
' gartens thgough fourth graders, the age and grade range

varylng from school to school;

..

- 3. How Parents W re Encouraged to Part1c1pate'm

.

As a result of a Survey sent to Tltle I parents in fﬁu'

e
%

'vflfteen elementary schools ln the Montgomery County 1n S

-?ﬁt:.from parents was a need to learn what they could do to

help thelr chlldren w1th readlng skllls, the author and

- “ﬂl b

teachlng partners 1n the readlng process. Th;s Tltle I ¢‘:

the sprlng of 1974 whlch found that the greatest response f-

Ce et et ey aem e s . R L R T AR . . B R R R S
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others began to plan for parent 1nvolvement. They planned

, Parents in Readlng meetlngs for 1nterested Tltle I parents,

and Readlng at Home program for p’rents who were not being

f' reached thrOugh Parents in Readlng meetlngs. A hlgh

".1nterest featute whlch attracted many parents was. havlng

':room ‘in the school.. Meetlngs were arranged to be held in.

°1ncreased when Chlld care was arranged for in a separate

E the chlldren come to the meetlng to read for a few mlnutes,

w1th a "readlng party" at the end for all the chlldren who

Bo% ¥

partlcrpated in prev1ous meetlngs.' Attendance was .': e

] the daytlme or evenlng to further facllltate parent

"‘attendance. For the more reluctant parents it requlred

4.

. w1th respect to 1nvolv1ng as many parents as possrble.ﬁ S

col

the meetlngs.

several weekly telephone calls to persuade them to attend

-
A

e
2

Descrlptlon of the PrOgram and How Parents Partlclpated
The program ‘was 1ntended to be comprehen51ve ln scope‘f'

The maln thrust relled upon Parehts 1n Readlng meetlngs

for 1nterested Tltle I parents. Ind1v1dua1 Parent Work

and'Readlng at Home Programs attempted to. reach the

\

parents who were not attendlng meetlngs. L L ,; T}hp

The Parents Jin. Readlng program consrsted of a serles
" . . L4

"of approxlmately flve meetrngs on alternate weeks,'

.

- NF

1ntended for parents of chlldren ranglng from klndergarten
‘to fourth\grade._ The goals of the meetlngs 1ncluded
l) maklng parents comfortable Ain school, 2) maklng

parents aware of the potentlal 1mportance of-the role~?
FX L :

N
ne

-
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LR

they play w1th thelr chlldren, and 3) prov:.ch.ng parents w1th

SpElelc materlals and ideas for helplng ‘their chlldren

v -

at home. S - .

"

To develop a healthy respect for and apprec1at10n

for the task thear chlld'en must accompllsh parents- ‘ N

a Chlld Just learnlng to read, through Paul McKee'’ s,-A .

'“Prlmer for Parents (1966) Parents were helped to

‘ fac1lltate thelr chlld 8 readlng success through offerlng

lncreased exposure to wrltten language in- 1nterest1ng,.

meanlngful ways, just as they helped to: fac1lltate the

hlld s speaklng success by constantly exp051ng them to

spoken language in lnterestlng, meanlngful ways.;,Other,.

facthltles 1ntroduced at the meetlngs 1ncluded

© 1) Books written at thelr chlldren s readlng level ;
- were given to parents and they were asked to

. help their children read for ten mlnutes each

- ,nlght.g S o AT ',\ :

2)'*Homemade'reading'games, supplementlng readlng
'skills, were made and played at each meetlng,
'"so that parents. could take home at least one:
reading game ‘to ‘play w1th thElr cHuldren.

3) ‘At each meetlng parents shared the‘experlences
- " they had when helping their chlldren at home
with prev1ously supplled materlals.

: .4{ ‘Explanatlon of .some. key feature of . the. read&ng“
- -prOgram by the ‘school readlng teachery

" 5) 'Hav1ng chlldren come - to read for a. fe& minutes. . -
Looo.-at each meeting.: At the. end a "reading party"”
~ was held to 1nv1te all chlldren to re‘d and he
-applauded " . L j R

'{ attendlng the flrSt meetlng were. put . 1nto the shoes of A
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" The” &nd1v1dual Parent Work aspectvof the parent
1nvolvement program purported to reach parents who could e

not convenlently come to the Parents Ain Readlng meetlng. ;

4
‘Thls involved " the group 1eader wcrklng w1th parents

1nd1v1dually at school, when a mutually convenlent tlme_QSi

~.was arranged. For example, one fourth grader whose 'ﬂ-'

’teacher noted hlS dlfflcultles with phonlcs, was readlng

' a year and a half below grade level HlS mother, unable':

to attend thetmeetlngs,'came to the school several after—

noons to meet w1th the boy and the lnstructor, resultlng

a,-’;n the boy ] confldence in. word attack skllls.‘f,A
L The Readlng at Home Program was con51dered the ea51est :

ﬂway to anolve all parents w1%%¢m1n1mal output by teachers.'°

All chlldren took home a book at. thelr readlng level w1th

'a motlvatlng technlque, a certlflcate, to ensure that the

~

"'chlld read ten mlnutes for hls parents. Thls was
.‘followed up by an award system whereby the Chlld was“‘
' ellglble for a prlze from the treasure chest.‘ The treaSuref

'-fchest donated by a. local bu51ness was brought around

—e

:._weekly or: blweekly.

Effect of the Parents in Readlng Meetlngs on Thelr

-Chlldren = Readlng Achlevement and Readlng Behav1or -

" 0

Chlldren were tested at the beglnq}ngﬁénd at the end e

htw1th the Botel Word Recognltlon Test.‘ The majorlty of
_ichlldren showed more galn than would ordlnarlly be |

‘,expected ln a two—month 1nterval. *In a few cases more;f

'than an’ entlre grade level of growth had been shown 1n.

i



SRR Slght vocabulary, whlle in a .few more cases no; galn was

reflected at all. VlSlble 1mprovement by about threel

fourths of the chlldren 1n the areas of readlng sklllsf

.
‘-'

'attltude, and 1mproved self—confldencefand self-lmage‘l

' . .

had been’ noted by teacher. Pr1nc1pals of’ the twelve )

' - - B -

‘schools hav1ng the program were unanrmous 1n rat1ng the

program of value 1n meetlng thelr schools —readlng Ol

objectlves. LI T &

36 Effect of the Parehts 1n Readlng Meetlngs on Parents )

Overall parent responses to the meetlngs were

< " f . f n ml

enthusrastlc. Practlcally all parents, through comments,

reported seelng 1mprovement 1n thelr chlldren s 1nterest

.
'

and/or ablllty in readlng. Some parents who were
,.reluctane to participate 1nit1ally expressed regret in

not shQW1ng up sooner, and recrurted others to come to’

to- .t g Y

’I. . 7

"

the next year s. program 'ﬁf‘

» v

:‘73 Effect of the Ind1v1dual Parent WOrk on Chlldren s, Readlng
' and Parents" Attltude v S . ol

..'-f 5w Parents and chlldren were thrllled when chlldren could

.
. A
o h

read at grade level at the end of the year.'

8. Effect ‘of the "Home Readlng Program on Chlldren s Readlng

Achlevement and. Behavror.._- - et J .
v ’ V f N ' . LN .-
P Strlklng gains were seen on the Botel Word Recognltlon

T

o -

e - and repeated two’ months later. At two schools whlch

D . + y y L)

J conducted thlS _program ‘a splrlt of exc1tement spread

N Y
& ?

through grade one through 51x, and the mean galn 1n slght

‘.' 2 - PN Uy , .2 <

test glven at the, beglnnlng of the Readlng at Home Program._

{'vocabulary for the Tltle I chlldren was half a grade level.:

N

..
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Effect of the Home Readlng Program on Parents' Attltude 'g

Parents noted 1ncreased enthuslasm, 1mproved readlng,

; ‘and: more confidence among chlldren.f Practlcally all

parents,.who turned in evaluatlon forms on the program
felt thelr chlldren would beneflt from a 51m11ar program
1n.the.next~yearr's

Conclus10ns

.l. '

Other 1deas consxdered by the group who sought parent i‘“’..'.

1nuolvement 1n readlng ‘in. the Montgomery County Publlc
Schools for the future 1nc1ude these"

l) A game lendlng llbrary din ¢ schools, S0 that

. reading related games may remain .in- school -’
. .. for parents to srgn out.. One ‘school's Parent
Ty ‘Teacher Assoc1atlon assisted here. \ T =

2y ;Home learning kits' - envelopes contalnlng home- N
' “made readlng games to be 'sent home.

"1o 3)'¢Improv1ng feedback to parents regardlng thelr
: Q'chlldren S progress,: such as weekly progre#s
'checkllsts.._ ‘ :

The author felt that all the above 1de s anﬁ the other K

[

o

solely w1th the chlldren.

: aspects of - the parent part1c1patlon program for anOlv1ng o

v

parents as teachlng partners in readlng can reap beneflts

2 ~

far greater -and, more long-lastlng than trylng to work

v L.

<

o

‘o~n
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. Beginning'Reading in“benyer‘ - S
Joseph Brzeinski, 1964 . & . . . oeu

_Supervrsor in the Department of" General.Currlculum Serv1ce5'

of the Denver: Public Schools Coe R

Alded by a grant from the Carnelge Corporatlon of New York o

1. Purpose of . the Study S '*;.‘ - e IR

To determlne how effectlvely parents “with surtable
‘profe551onal assrstance and dlrectlon,'could systematlze
”and accentuate the 1nformal actrvrtles carrled on by

ffparents for\years to prepare thelr preschool chlldren

for readlng R 4‘I'7'~ 'f g '1,f_ K )

" .

,-211'Descrlptlon of the Treatment Groups and ﬁow Parents
- .Part1c1pated o - .,J.g fa , ‘n‘ L'” f
- Three research groups were establlshed.; The flrst
-Agroup Was called GrOup X. Parents of the chlldren in
:thlS group recelved no 1nstructlon in teachlng the- ba51c
readlng skllls. In Group Y the parents were proVLded
vlnstructlon in teachlng the ba81c beglnnlng readlng
:skllls.. They taught thelr chlldren at home usrng a
5 specrally prepared guldebook.and programs presented on p

+

educatroq\l televrslon.' The parents oﬁ,c-lldren 1n

“%”ﬂh@skllls to thelr chlldren at home by the.u\

'guldebook, along w1th the guldance of exp rlenced

£

“teachers, usrng klnescopes of the telev'sron programs :-'

N R
1n small parent—d15cussron groups. ’ \
5’3;.'Descrlptlon of the Program i
S The guldebook for parents, Preparlng Your Chlld forf

Tt ' N - . o

5 Group Z we {e provlded lnstructlon in. teachlng the ba51co“f

N

e g e

g T

4 S

- .
. " o i)
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-headlng, presented the basrc.1nstructlonal—plan. .fﬁéV‘

zmethod used in- the study was developed by Paul McKee and
:-M. Lucille Harrlson of Colorado Rtate College, Greeley,

iColorado.; The method makes use of oral words the Chlld

‘.already knows sb that he can learn the skllls whlch are

1

ﬂbaslc tb beglnnlng\readlng It is made up of the:"t,

. followang steps-bhfi' ,,.' T :_, : *;,x_
11) lelng chlldren practlce in u51ng somethlng sald
(spoken or ‘read) to call to. mlnd any" word that S
,Icould come next to make sense. . S L e
v 4 - { ".4\ - :“
'2}.’G1v1ng chlldren practlce ln llstenlng for. e
"I c¢omsonant -sounds at the beglnnlng of ‘words’ )
. ‘spoken . (by parent or -child) to teach what lS_
”meant by the beglnnlng of a spoken word.

B 3}1"G1v1ng chlldren practlce in- dlstlngulshlng theA
. letter forms from one another and . 1earn1ng
,‘;letter names. ST -

- - 4), Teachlng chlldren ‘the 1etter sound assoclatlons o
ﬁ.for certaln consonants. . . R , S
- 5) .le1ng chlldren practlce in u51ng together
L something said (spoken or read aloud): and the

5 'beglnnlng consonant letter.oxr let:ters (shown)

'lfto call to. mlnd a word that is omltted '
t6)4‘61v1ng chlldren practlce 1n u51ng together L -
'+ something .said (spoken or read aloud)" and ‘the ;"

" .beginning’ consonant letter or. letters inma:: . @ - .
,-prlnted word (shown) to dec1de what that word
*‘15,' ' . . . , . :

. How Parents Were Encouraged to Part1c1pate
The organlzatlon of the Denver Publlc Schools lncluded -

i an establlshed preschool prOgram w1th parents and chlldren ‘3'.

'1n attendance, from whlch subjects for thls study COuld

y~[{readlly be recrulted The support of the Denver County

L. . : n

‘,;Counc1l of Parent Teacher A55001at10ns ‘was also enllsted
. “~<..‘ ot
W'to lnform people of the study and to set up suggested »

(EW
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R A
. : procedures on the local school 1evel with‘
. nce of the PTA and preschool teachers, a .
. "'SLgnlflcant number“of parentfvolunteers, along w1th )
e =y N oo . \.2
R thelr chlldren, w@g@‘obta1ned.~_‘- SR
,'5;,:Effect of the Program on Preparlng Chlldren for
-_Beglnnlng Readlng ’ . )

-~ The experlmental groups of chlldren showed 51gn1f—"

Tlcantly greater galns than the control group 1n letter

lldentlfy words by u51ng the begrnnlng sound and context;

'names and sounds, 51ght word recognltlon, and ablllty to

e e

‘yThe study 1nd1cated that theSe'certaln beglnnlng readlng'

" were made by\those chlldren who practlced‘thlrty mlnutes

'i‘or more per weeka- Readlng to the chlld was also found

' to have a 51gn1f1cant effect f-@i;n;;:‘"“

‘skllls can be taught'to a preschool Chlld provrded he f '-,;'

.

has a mental age of at least four an' a half years.

Statlstlcally srgnlflcant galns 1n achlevement, however,

. I et A

-. . . “ . . -~

Effect of the Program on’ Parental Interest and Its f

Relatlonshlp -

,Performance :,p: R

Parents 1hvolved in the prOJect gave 1t Qverwhelmlng

_approval Over-elghty—fave percent 1nd1cated on questlon-l

et .. r- . P

.nai'es-that thrs was a good methdd for teachlng the f,w

-
Y AT ..4.

fbegrnnlng readlng Skllls" More.than*eaghty percent

sy P

T : .

"thought the 1nstruct1on they recelved was helpful for,1‘

'q,ﬁthemselves and for~the1r chfldren.~ About seventy percent

'_sald they would llke more of thls klnd,Tand more than

—— [

~1 seventy flve percent stated they 1ntended to contlnue~"'

1practlslng the beglnnlng readlng act1v1t1es. ]”

.
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. Problems

"Unlversrty of Nebraska, 1972

:131 Purpose of the-Study o u'b-. ~fﬁhf{5;"-“fh?"<
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. An’ Experlmentcto Study the Effectlveness of School Dlrected

Parental" Asslstance to Elementary School‘Puplls with- Readlng

R . '~. . - (_',.
.v. ' PN ot t . : . M .

Robert pale Buckner B T S

e
"v

PR

S €

result from a planned program of dlrectlng arental,-

assrstance and relnforcement of the parents. Bucﬁner
,“u, ,

hypothesrzed that chlldren whose parents had recehved

dlreptlons and relnforcement for part1c1pat1ng 1? readlnq

‘r.

S related act1v1t1es would achleve hlgher than th/

e chlldren
/ 3 .

.y

3\:part1c1pate ln—the planned program would have more ,jﬂx~

“p051t1ve attltude than other parents 1n the sample.

.
S 3 X RN S

2. Descrlptlon of the Sample oo ?'3*1~ ‘fll""hgﬂ’i}

-

‘problems enrolled 1n grades three through 51x 1n the sameﬂ;

- ~-ﬁ.

,felementary school, and thelr mothers. All mothers had

': agreed that thelr chlldren needed addltlonal readlng helpéff

I;f.and had volunteeredqto try to help them. ‘The chlldren

,'fwere a551gned to one of four groups, 1n a: manner whlch
resulted ln groups comparable 1n readlng achlevement and
years of school’experience.w | < 1. il L SR

W . oot T ‘ .: : B N A :

o . ;' L0 e
I Yt :
S~ T e -“T-% g
\"‘ . _.%_ [ S
. SERDEE S -
A ¥ - X
o : A R _ .

. & . j .:,- ) . :' "
““}of other%parents-not 1n the~sample* and that p%&ents who ;ﬂfﬁ

The sample was composed of elghty puplls w1th readlnglzlfffl
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'35 'Descrlption of the Program and the Amount of Parental

: I\u,ﬁ part1c1patlon were emPIOYEd- o ~.. e i"f;f‘

‘“'4., Effect of the Experlmental Parent Part1c1patlon Treatment -M;.wig;]_?
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Part1c1pat10n T S . .

' Parent partlcipatron 1nvolved assrstlng thelr'f'”';f”»i'”

N e . ‘\,. . 'r . _ uj‘ . e ':
B u.chlldren at home fOr 51x weeks,lw1th a: readlngvactlvity - e,
a e sy - ~ R
e 2selected for each week by the echool readlng consultant R '
« & . R o . T2 et - N
‘J‘lThe four groups were treated experlmentally as follows. . )
- Group T parents recelved one of»the readlng f; :
i actlvrtles each .week-. with /ing 3 g T
“.and pupil part1c1patlon -wekens - o
- reinforced -each week: byeverbalxprarse:" Lo i
suggestlons, a, 1etter of*apprec1at;on7from‘the" - U

Group II parents recelved the same readlng ‘ijw“;e“rf . _ﬁ"a ﬂf
act1v1t1es and wrltten 1nstructlons as. Group I,.uV'[' v o e

}gnfjg ““but none of’ ‘the- dev1ces 1ntended to. prov1de- L :;j{f‘

' a551stance and relnforcement of parent—chlld R

. N

. GrOup III parents recelved ho' readlng act1v1t1es R

Lo from the. sohool, hut each ‘week the mother recelved o
& telephone call from the . ‘school’ representatlve\:,f:,f‘- AT SR
e express;ng inteérest-in_what the ‘mother - and Chlld B RR
"“Ajawere d01ng at home related to readlng ;' IO S

'fxif" .Group IV - served ‘as.a- control group and~rece1ved fi,'n”\: P
= 7 no experlmental treatment.“ o “ i S e T :

s

on Chlldren .5 Readlng Achlevement 4; . ‘ . - RS
~.' .. . LR oot '_'_ AR T

7&i : Statlstlcal analysrs of the data collected through

o

\the use'of a posttest at the conclu51on of the six" Week
B} experlmental perlod 1ndlcated no 51gn1f1cantbdlfferences ;{;1 -
uiﬁ:g dn; readlng performance attrlhutable to the experrmental ’: .
.trea(tment-ll; L T APIE SR P

fsk, Effect of the Experlmental Parental Part1c1patlon,,'~;z‘f" S AR
) L Treatment on Parental Attitude Toward the Teacher, the-i‘fl A

School and Readlng Instructlon 1' e _l,yr

.

Analy51s of a tworpart qnestlonnalre, part one e
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_yiel‘dingr sub]ectlve :Lnformation, part two measurlng '-?'.. L ey

Y [
bary e ‘ I

:ai;t.,ltuae towar& the concepts of school,"teacher,‘ and ) S . “

_;:.,_._r’e'adlng ;Ketructlom: :l.nd:.cated that w1th respeEt to _‘ ) i , ‘ _.'::"

. . :part tw?.;-, tﬁéi'é ‘were elémlflcant |d1.ffe-re_r_1-ces in pa;:ent ‘

‘ . ‘Z~,” ol Iy att.itudes. 'Further -;i;:alysn.s- plnpclntea the ;llfferences ' "

_ 3 ‘ "J.n attltade to be. dlj‘::ferences toward the cencept readlnq i ' ::_ r

v 8 ; "_':‘__"...J.nstruct:.on and not the conce;{'.ls-\:of schooi and’ .eacher...‘ | ’

‘ g i = Wlth Ares.pect to. part one,_-'subgectlve flndln:;s mere Z '-._"l

@r . £ S0P TR l) parents want ‘t’he schoo‘l to he]:p them 'as‘s.z'.st the;.;:- N 1.".;".._ 6

. o ' \chrld, 2) the planned program appearea'to have had a ';_:‘ ':_':_ _

i 5 5 henefic:.al teachi,ng effect 1nasmuc}£ as the expe.r:lment%l

u o ) . e .. Group:“i:p.arents res\pOnses. were more..speca.f;.c to- the: ;5‘ - '.:'

- . ‘_..--’ readlng needs of the:.r ch:.ldren. and less' negatlve towartl ﬂ
: ,‘ ' the p'rdgram. = i N K G R j',‘ -

e 'Efx'e'Effec;t;;/emess of”;eari'.n.ng Games Used:By Erconomlcally b 5

R Dlsadvantaged Pa:rents to Increase the Read;.ng Achlevement - “ '

",;of *Thé1:f;“ Chlldren s ‘ v L et - il T SO

] L’

~comprehehsion,~.and“compos.u:e I‘eé@lng-.

_ ‘_‘- 2% -._ De_scr:.pt’lqn of the vProgram 'a‘n’d How?Ea.ren,tS Partlclpated‘__ .-" Vol
N "1- . The program c0ns:|.stea 'of élght ga,me'.:?; ‘consiructed E
O by_.the experlmenfér 'to provldé“’motlvatlon and Ta

Yy -
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Spec:tf:.cally, thé gam - . H
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'-Parents Were requlred ‘trplay these . i
. s . e R
. M
& --and planned alalogue. B e &
Descrz.pt:.on' ef the- Sampl.e 'and_ the Exper:.mental" Des:.gn cholh. aE
. ' SR The 'sub]ect*s for,..thJ.s exper:.ment were th:.rty Second - ae.
it e, | SEEClT | Era g Grade ch:leren from 4. predomlnantly bIack, *low-socJ.o-— i -
“:‘ .“. 8 (". ~‘.: :" - ."” =5 2 .-.._ a‘ ‘\.' - .’ .\» .
¥ e ¢ Tl 0T ~econ0m1e dlstrlct"kl‘n the Seatt:[ cem‘.rl&il." 'area.-.
: = s ,'. n ;‘_':_-.
= W B g *gwups'. ‘ébe'r
O N '-‘:.., " _', i iyl ,5r_ ‘:,.l_“.‘.._‘ i
: A B and Internal and External ~Control-' Gro‘ups, = _The_ exper:.mentaj."
2 P SR . P P O s y .\,, ,...,— o 'q,,.‘ g =
T L e B de51gn for the« study was a randomlzed groupJ pretest-.‘..,»

'posttest, two controI g'roup -‘desa.gn.

‘ Statlstlcal tests .revealed, among others "'i_ihat “thi
I cl'i:.ldren J.n the exper:.mental treatment uho had p'layed"_
i the learnlng games w:.th theJ.r parents achleved’ »scoreE’o

»
- .

"‘The expermenter concluded' that’ learnlng games used

',.:.'- S d . .

.v, _—— V- e [ A .

and compos:.te read:.ng, but not for comprehensn.on.scores. “‘_

ek v"bjr’ eécnomlcal“.ly-dlSadvantaged parents J.ncreased the B
Lng" chaevement scores of t‘he.':.r ch:.ldren, that the e, R I

—games proV.J.tde usefdl tools for learm.ng», and that they B 1.
_are te.chnlqnes for ~the school “to’ :.nvolve the parent J.n : o

g = S . v, "': | s s *:. e TR, e oW N PN " -
Sk the learna.ng, process. . i B R R Wt e Ty
. BE P o R L o e AT R
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’ My Mom Can 'I‘each Rea'dlng Too = g N b L B Y § - N

¥t ward Cramer; ‘1971 AT Bl i SN g
gR e A o e I -
E X s Mg | Developed by the Psychology Department,. dlana Unlver51ty g W
. dfi= PR Funded | by Tltle ks Elementaryxand Secondar Educatlon-Act _E»‘,y: 'a&

A R . -of 1965, U.8A, .- . T O S PHE e 3
o i ' (T N : N . g o ; j : e R F R T 0l = ' ) a4 R

e, e ¥ N L Purpose of the Study e o e e %

S e e, SRS T N Ry ;‘ ‘The purpose of thlS study was to compare the/ RN

Ut b IS R T : -.,w o R

k'S R . — ment of two groups of beglnning flrst-graders who 'Vu“~ p ¢

SN A SR K Ny B o - v « e A

CAFE e T ~rn the lowest percentlles ofva standardlzed readlness test ‘.3*j‘fﬁ"

' b ol e R e L o Ty 2% B
st GRS W e ) 3 on 'l e TG et
) S AP S A admlnlstered 1n September, 1969 who fccordlng to the S N L

) T - P % RO OO O

LI - . . .. o’ "' " ) _ i .' "'-‘ pi". Ao, b )'.u::’.

Dyl "l O e . manual for the Metropolltan Readlness Tests, (Form A, o S W . T
..:“ X . --‘ t ; =, . ---.u_.".. s e B Sy ., oA .‘ &, -_ e ~.*‘_‘: :.. .-.

B e TE . B Revm.sed Ed:.tlon) . -were "not ready" 'for readlpg 1nstructlon. - i

et am o 106y Ak : . T ot oiff o ik a2y g2

1N S . %- The 1ntent was to compare both grOups after one grOup § el

T recelved programmed tutorlng by parents..;' v: A :'n-ﬂ U&Q § ' 'm' s

e 0 S A, - 27 Descrlptlon of the SubJects Involved rn the Study, and \ . i Pl

HEIS IR TR ;:'r' Thelr Assrgnment 1nto Gfoups -ﬁ” ‘HM .:.' zp, g '_u,._%_ e - .

G ‘"" o I : e v ,‘--*’. . s g : “- ..:. ‘__"i . i o

o R, o e W e e, The suhjects were e:.ghty f:.rst—graders who, as ;".'.;

el Ty ,, 8 1nd1cated above, .were not ready for read:.ng 1nstruct10n, S,

‘.;‘;: .".." :. ) b " o . - ot w' ‘r Yo 0 A N R .

R0 I T C v~according to therr scores on ‘a standardlzed reading testh“ =

.

o f "
K

.

o4
T - 4
q
114t
’q. .
o
- =

' '*':' A, Wy .4ipstruct10n 1dent1cal w1th'that of the non—tutored, or e

R ST f?f”“controlngroup puplls._-mhe.non—tdtored recelved the _;'.u

- s B s

The puplls were randomly as51gned 1n palrs,uone Chlld to ;1f~
Y

-'.s

'“.' - o ," N N . ..:. .)n G Rl o
all hed been assrgned.‘ Tutoréd puplls recelved classroom ..fu‘

'..-.-._,.'. .

> L
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,;‘ wc uf_, . .‘_.“ " ---‘ . ..""
o, O k Yo e N ‘.'.',"
= (e traditlonal basal readrng prognam: .the experlmental PR
" ‘. S J.\' et - ".' Ve e “'. ’— ' ';.- ‘,4“ a ‘ID" .'-':‘.. -
ALY S TR group_recerved the same readlng program from the same S
ooy :;-4'¢;L teachers plus supplementary prograﬂmed tutorlng by thelr Hfﬁp
. _parentsu_;; > .;J;*?,'
e ':. e i b d A.‘ :_ oy
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fDescrlptlon of the Procedures, the Program and How

' cParents Partlclpated . L . .

Through the means of fundlng prov1ded by Tltle I

of the Elementary and’ Secondary Educatlon Act of 1965
U S., mothers ‘were glven thlrty flve hours of group

»
<

'_1nstructlon 1n programmed tutorlng, ‘a. hlghly structured

a

form of 1nd1v1duallzed 1nstructlon glven in dally

se551ons of flfteen mlnutes each desrgned to

';zsupplement the classroom teachlng of beglnnlng readlng.

]

"~jMothers were tralned to teach chlldren to recognlze

hwords and letters by 31gﬂrread1ng method, to use phonlcs

'fand context clues ln word analy51s, and to develop srx

'7_ comprehen51on SklllS by the use of word, sentence,

. 4-r
paragraph, and larger textual unlts. Chlldren Were

{\allowed to progress at thelr own rate through a careful

'sequence of ba51c readlng skllls, WLth acqu151tlon of u‘

°. -

}each .8kill’ element based on mastery of prev1ously

'f;learned elements; Usrng a dlscovery approach, mothers

'Q~were to. deemphas1ze fallure by proceedrﬁ@’f;gm/dafflcult

'tasks ‘to progressrvely easier tasks to ensure Success.

- The programmed tutorlng was de51gned to- be lmplemented

S A

by mothers, tralned as teacher aldes, and operatlng w1th1n C

/the'school It requlred few fac111t1es. Aldes and~the1r
< .

puplls were not necessarlly 1solated from other chlldren,

ﬂ as. long as there was a reasonably qulet and adequately

#‘11ghted area.,«'ff' L

=

e e i oL . .

O
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¥ it: “' o oL » Co. 4" .
4. Effect of the Program on Chlldren s Readlng Achlevement .

| ' "; o 3‘_' U51ng a pretest posttest de51gn, posttest scoresr,‘

ISR R were avallable for‘thlrty of the forty orlglnal palrs.

. , . . ) 3.

e -'Tutored puplls recelved classroom readlng 1nstructlon

Ay

'_1dent1cal to that of non—tutored puplls, but the . ;lh
‘ experrmental group also recelved supplementary programmed
‘tutorlng by parents. Results lndlcate that 1n Word b. -

Knowledge and Readlng Comprehensmon the performance of'

the tutored group was SLgnlflcantly greater than that KJ

‘ of the control group Although the experlmental group

..-\

-»had a hlgher mean score than the control group ln Word

— a

Dlscrlmlnatlon, the dlfference was not 51gn1f1cant

5. Conclu51on S

The author concludes that programmed tutorlng,¢'°

:=.a admlnlstered by parent aldes, from October untll the end

N Lo .

'4;...~ o of the year, results in 51gn1f1cantly greater readlng ;‘

S ex T achlevement than classroom 1nstruct10n alone.

rems el v e e et ey .. P FaE. PR
|
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e l.-",‘.To splce upP'a second grade class 1nterest in .

lfﬁlf ”:ﬁ.:‘ j;t4~_x{; S .‘f' :Sf e ._..114.

‘ Pepper'— A Splcy New Program SN S

- Llnda T, Duncan o Tt i E
Tltle I teacher in the PEPPER program at Palmer Elementary
" School, Sprlngfleld whose interést - is 1mprov1ng readlng

achlevement through parental lnvolvement.“

E] —
) ’ T [ b
n

Barbara VonBehren ' o e T
f Readlng teacher at Palmer Elementary School, Sprlngfleld

a

j;fl; Purpose of the program

readlng by lnvolv1ng parents ln teacher made reading
"ﬁn games and readlng acthLtles. :’_ _ L o
.2§ Descrlptlon of the Subjects 1n the Programf

;y:}."Q The need for the program was 1nd1cated bp\numerous;*
ﬁ.readlng prohlems of chlldren in. a low'SOCLOeconomlc ,d

-0
o

nelghborhood w1th a- majorlty bf parents dependent on :n‘

5>

' welfare,'ev1denced by low scores on~standardlzed readlng

Nyl . .

Ca ‘;g tests and ‘a severe loss of achlevement durlng the summer.,

r L2 \

Lowcreadlng levels were accompanledyby a 1ack of parent'“.;

‘D' ’? support.» One second grade class grom Palmer,Elementary j‘

School 1n Sprlngfleld was selected as the experlmental n

group, whose parents became 1nvolved 1n the treatment

a

' program, and another second grade class was selected as "
i’a control group, Whose parents were not lnvolved in the
treatment program B

T3, How Parents Were Encouraged to Part1c1pate o S

s e

e :*;'J InVLtatlons to parents to attend the meetlngs adhered

: W to these guldellnes. ll the use of. language that all ;-
parents could understand w1thout lnsult to those hav1ng

more educatlon,.') the aSSumptlon that parents WOULD

. L)

Lo
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.o~

*

part1c1pate rather than the présentatlon of an optlon

..

for refusal 3) emphas:.s upon the fact that chlldren

Tt

would be the benefactors, and 4) an avo:.dance of the - A

term "meetlng"' to reduce negatlve attltudes. In "a :

further attempt to attract parents meetlngs “Were held
Ane homes. . Accordlnq to Duncan and Vonvehren, prev10us :
research had lndlcated that meet:.ngs w1th parents 1n
thelr own env1ronment was preferable a,

o : )
Descrlptlon of the ‘Program and How Parents Partlclpated

‘I‘he program, PEPPER an . acronym for '."Parent Educatlon.

Program to - Pep-up Every Reader“, was stretched over a -1'

y twenty week perlod and was almed at fostermg 1mprovement

1n both student achlevement ‘in readmg and parental

) attltudes. . Parents were encouraged, through attendlng

3

. scheduled meetlngs at parents' homes, and at the school .

dur.Lng noon hours to gulde and tutor theJ.r chlldren at
home by focu51ng upon 51ght word drlll and practlce 1n
to av01d parental frustratlon,' as mlght be experlenced
by concentratlng on more complex and abstract readlng

sk:Ll ls.

°

'I'he-program cons:.sted of parents spendlng flfteen o '._ .

thlrty mlnutes dally WOrklng w1th thelr chlldren us:.ng

f

oral readlng. ‘I‘he llmlted scope was planned as’ an effort

act1v1t1es prepared by teachers and presented to parents

at each meetlng. v The materlals :anluded flash cards of

— b

~

e

'ﬂ;- S
the two hundred and twenty Dolch s:n.qht words, _s:.mpllfled - A
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crossword puzzles, a set of blank flash cards, and games.f;""
B At. each meetlng parents were - glven flfteen to twenty

flash cards, dlfferent for each ch:le accordlng to needs,‘i .

v

': as determlned by a pretest, ) fJ_ve s:mellf:Led crossword

puzzles for add:LtJ.onal practlce us :Lng the words in |

n

. context blank flash cards on.. whlch the chlld could

‘ j\d pllcate hlS words, one board type game and one new card
g

ame - for each student. o The games were desrgned fot

;; mastery and drlll and could be used w1th any set of s:l.ght‘:"

words.- Parents played several rounds of each game at the )

| - meetlngs to famlllarlze themselyes w1th the games they
» . e -.

took home a prlnted copy of dJ.rect:Lons/_\_ R .f{

Parents and chlldren were motlvated to part1c1pate byT T

requlrlng the child to place an an:Lmal stlcker Q,n the ,‘ .
) approprlate place on. a, monthly calendar (both klnds of
materlal supplled) every tlme PEPPER act:l.v1t1es were ,
performed. o Because all games, flash cards, calendar and
puzzles were teacher made, expenses were negllglble. ' ’l‘o”'
further motlvate the chlld and to enhance seIf\—concepts,
‘ parents were cautloned T:o prov1de a relaxed atmosphere,~
,free from pressures, to respect the chlld, adopt a
p051t1ve apprpach break the tﬁe J.nto separate act:.v:.tles,
to refraln from scoldlng, begglng or br:Lb:Lng, and to read'
o '.themselves as well as.- to, read to thelr chlld’ \

"5 'Effect of the. Program on Chlldren s ReadJ.ng Achlevement

K

e Stanford Achlevement Test scores revealed that PEPPER”

. resulted in’ word meanlng 1mprovements varylng from 8 to

o Lacremea e § e e g+ m e

iy ~, .




. respect 1ve1y -

. 1mplemented in the hemes.. Attendance was su%l51ngh o

. ,_learnlng the words.

'Z.parents Were 1nvolved 1n PEPPER 2). grea
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2 4 years by chlldren who part1c1pated regularly 1n the

program and paragraph meanlng galns :r:anglng from ;.6- to L

2. 0 years.\- Results for the control group on- the~ saine a \

o

- tests ranged from .4 to J_ 5. years,fand from 2 to 13 ]

years for word meanlng and paragraph meanlng galns '

G

) Effect of the Program on’” Parents Attltudes

An att‘ltude questlonnalre prlor to the beglnnlng of .

'-:the program 1nd1cated favorable attltudes toward PEPPER

:and a des:.re to partJ.CJ.pate to help chlldren, but a lac:k
n 'of knowledge about what to ab. ‘ After the program there

»Were numerous 1ndlcatlons that PEPPER was belng .

vDurJ.ng the twenty weeks of the PEPPER experlment two—~ Iv %

o thlrds of Vthe parent'e came repeatedly Mothers came to -

school outs:.de of regular tlmes‘;or clarlflcatlon of game
E rules or for addlt:Lonal materlal. Mothers reported that "~
"‘yo;nnger brothers and srsters were playlng games and \ ‘ A-__ﬂ

s

' -'Conclu31ons

Subj ectlve observat:.ons 1nd1cated 1) a hlgh 1nterest

) 'J.n rea.d:l.ng a.nd m school :.n general from f;:udents whose
+

r under—" T

standlng of J_ndlvn.dual chlldren by teachers and parents

resultlng from 1mproved communlcatlon w1th parents, and

'3) that parents reflected a deeper sense of thelr

) chlldren s capac1t:|.es and toleratlon of thelr 1J.m1tat.10ns..

oA
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Duncan and VonBehren conclude that PEPPER d:Ld 1ndeed

w'mf',emhance the readlng program in thelr SChOO]"

-'Frank W. Freshour . .
Unlvers:Lty of Flor:Lda, 1970 L e

1.

" Freshour reports that the study was carrled oqg:

‘ ,parent—chlld 1nteracnt10n c0uld 1mprove the readmg

. ,Descrlptlon of the Sample Cos

.

" e

. f\ef" L T,

'The Effects of a Parent Educatlog Program on Readlng
-Readiness and Achlevement of Disia
N Negro Chlldren ;

van taged Flrst Grade

ot

Purpose of the Study

-4

determ:.ne whether a parent educat:.on program stresSinq

N

Rt

_"Ireadlness and achlevement of dlsadvantaged Flrst Grade -

' \Negro chlldren i

The sample cons:.sted of twenty—elght dlsadvantaged

chlldren from two schools who were lelded J.nto an

‘-'experlmental and a control group, matched accordlng to"
" sex, 'teacher, and readlness scores on- the Metropolltan
IReadJ.ness 'I‘est, adm:Ln:Lstered by the classroom teacher
.: in September 1969 o "‘ ’ 1;.: . : _", .

'»:""Descrlptlon of the Program and How Parents Partlc:.pa,ted

The parent educatlon program cons:.sted of a ser;Les

- of fJ.fteen meetlngs, held one nlght a’ week at each of

N

. _"the two schools from October, 1969 to March, 1970. The -

t

~areas of readlness emphaeuzed at these sess:.ons were

1y 1anguage development, 2) v1sua1 perceptlon, and

e
-
i
- i
)
o
I L
kY
s
h
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.
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!
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3) audltory dlscrlmlnatmn. Parents part1c1pated in

dlScuss;Lons on the tOplCS, self concept :Lnd1v1dual

-

dlfferences, th.e classroom goals and act1v1t1.es of_ the~"-'-""-.w'

teachers, - and the value of a varlety of experlences.

The basrc format of the lessons was a rev1ew of the

parent-ch:le act1v1t1es of the past week, a new tOplC,

' and "ah’ assz_gnment of parent—chlld actlv1t:|.es for the

comJ.ng week Parents were also asked to spend a o

L man.mum of ten mlnutes a day w1th thelr chlldren. . —Th'ey

N

oy
‘readlness over the control group.y,, The author concluded

were also asked to take notes at the meetlngs and to

keep a record of theJ.r act:.v:.tles w1th thelr chlldren

durlng the week . ‘3“0.”. .

Effects of. the Parent Part1c1pat10n on the Readlng
Readlness of The:.r Chlldren . - ST

Although there was an. apparent raw score mean

.

dlfference of 5. 23 on. the readlng readrness posttest

favor:Lng the experlmental group over the control group,

thls dlfference dld not reach sa.gn1f1cance. The

' experlmental group d:Ld not make a zs:.gn:.f:.cant galn on S

-

. A

that 51nce there ‘was - an apparent dlffererrce in growth Rt

1r< readlness 1n favor of the experlmental group, that

teachers mlght become J.nvolved in. a parent educatlon

program and work dlrectly w:.th the parents and the

chlldren. -

Vo e i S g s R - B .o
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‘Tha Development and Implementat:.on of a. Tutorlal Program .-"-',i'?- .
., for, Parents to Improve the’ Reading and Mathematlcs SEEROE S S s
‘ Achlevement of 'I'helr Chlldren KO P T
John A McKJ.nney " e S
' ~Nova Unn.ver51ty. P O AT L

<L Purpose o'f the Study

-

- To 1nvest1gate l) whether a tralm.ng program des:Lgned

fto teach parents tutorJ.ng skJ.lls would help ra:Lse thelr .

. “chlldren 3 academlc achlevement in readlng and ' ' )
i - 'mathemat:.cs, and 2) whether the parents in the traln:mg A

g\\ group would evmence a: more posrtlve attJ.tude toward the

) '"~school

o

2- ‘Descrlptlon of the Sample . o _
o o ,: The sample for thlS study 1ncluded one hundred
,lchlldren, flfty randomly ass:.gned to the exper:l.mental
. }.group and flfty randomly ass:.gned to the controlL?quup,", -
| B - ‘plus thelr parents. Those chlldren whose parents. were'
j’»‘ .—'.a551gned to the experlmental group became theﬂ ejrperi‘—

- -mental puplls group whlle those chlldren whose parents ‘ “,

were a551gned to the control group hecame the control\
_..pupJ.ls' group ‘ :: T R : . - “ N \ .
3 _"Descrlptlmf the program ‘ T SN
. The program con51sted of~ materlals and procedures .
v'deSJ.gned to carry out the follow1ng objectlve; -in . two .

b __hour weekly sess:.ons w1th parents over flfteen weeks.

oo 1) ’I'o develop a serles of tralnlng modules wh:.ch
o would teach parents to teach theJ.r chlldren.

1=




»_’.homework assignments prov1ded by the classroom teachers. = .

tutor thelr chlldren._

Lyt

e L .o Lot . CoL e , P
b . 4 . K . . L o e A

:.2)_: To traln flfty selected parents,.' u51ng traJ.nlng i
) modu‘Ies to become tutors of theJ_r chlldren. :

T st » i -
R - o

'..3)‘3.‘vTo develop a. handbook for parentS/ to use 1n b
) f.tutorlng thelr chlldren. . .;,;_, el :

L
-

How Parents Were Encouraged to Partlclpa.te : b L

Ty L.
7

Inltlally the 1nvestlgator surveyed the parents of

six hundred chlldren from three schools J.n the Dade -

uw

: County Schcol d:LstrJ.ct of Florlda, who were performlng

,below grade level J.n readlng and mathematlcs. he survey

'admlnlstered to parents of the target schools souqht to '

,.

Adetermlne the degree to whlch they felt competent to

From a. group of ps:.x hundred

parents who 1nd:.cated that they felt 1ncompetent to tutor

R

& thelr chlldren. one hundred were randomly aSSlgned to

- "~exper1mental and control groups

To help sustaln partlclpatlon durlng the program

-.parents were asked for a flrm com:nltment to attend every

se551on and work w1th thelr chlldren at home, usmg
r ¥l

‘Further encouragement was prov1ded by home v15ltatlons

.to observe the tralnees worklng w:Lth thelr chlldren and

-\J

.Vtelephone conferences “to determlne the degree of success i
RS belng achleved by the parents. .

~‘How Parents Partlclpated - A Descrlptlon of the Tralnlng

Program U

The flrst three.weeks ofolthe tralnlng program were

‘drevoted to helplng parents get a’ mental set abOut the

. process of tutorlng, prov1d:|.ng an. opportunlty for the

»



" parents responses to the J.tems on ar questlonnarre
. ‘1nd1oated that the tralnlng se5510ns were judged to be L
. ‘ o o
o successful and that parents vere, more pos:.tlv,e toward
- school after the program, ‘ o .
. McKlnney concluded that where parents are 1nvolved
1n the;:ir ?h;_l'dr?“."s, 'e'ducat:.pn, achievernent w1ll show a
© i matked increases 10 - . Ll el
. - L B . J
." N " R J *
N r 3 '7‘ ‘;"

y gto teach and create materlals, and to establlsh an

_‘se591ons, ) lnqludlng WOrkshops, role playlng and

Cin readrng 1nd1cated that the puplls who recelved the

‘—not recelve tutorlng

»Attltudes ’ .

el . . L S
o . oz e b DY
. - - - g
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'fparents to examlne and utz.llze thelr natural abllltles

- ~ '

"v'atmosphere 1n wh:Lch the parents could freely exchange
. thoughts abeut tutorlng.. The second phase of the

-traLnlng perlod was dlrected to "hands on" types of

.

' act;w:l.tles durlng the 1nserv1ce tralnlng and tutor
'remedlatlon phase. . Developni'ént of SklllS 1n readlng and

mathemat‘lcs were attempted through act1v1ty orlented

e

', - T,

"‘-.'presentatlon of materlals created by parents. '_

- K T - e v e

.

3

A

tutor:.ng from parents sc((\ed hlgherv than pup:.ls who d:.d*r

The results of an attJ.tude surv'ey, -based on

ﬂ;:he :

Effect of the Parent Par%:.c:.pata.on Program on ChJ.ldren s R
‘Read:l.ng Achlevement . o v e e

Statlstlcal analys:.s of the pre— and posttest results

A
o




e Yl .'-".='."_- ‘Parents Teach Klndergarten 'Reading at Home O e 7 L :
e Parent-Ass:.sted Learm.ng Program D T M e "‘.','

. - * .
.v . v ’ . K . .
R v T ol K R Vo < -

i e B0 R, '~-Fred C Niedermey'er,. 19'70 R T R S -"’.‘ ‘

. YL & C L, . _,...,_. B L S Lo w5
.t ¢ .2 1 - . 4 - 0

IR £ AL Southwest Reglonal Laboratory\for Educat:l.onal Research and Ll A
’ Tl ‘:T . De'v.elopmen’t Inglewood,_' allfornla I 7 : . ‘
Ca 3 e ‘ 1_ Purpose of the Study PPTEEN "_‘ " ' ﬂ o

‘ ) ' * \' ;. — hledermeyer reportedn.on an" exper:.mental study to 4
. Y n i <2 2 - e I : b
1 ’1. "ihvestiéate the effect that parent-mon:.tored practlce e ey
- ,‘ ’ at"ﬁhor'r;le had on pupJ.l performance J.n readlng, us:.ng 'as’ E .

)] (R T "'“.—._. e = s : LR i :
“ e ' '_ % En instfuct:.onal vehJ.cle a ka.ndergarten rea.da.ng ' —’ i
X ':::_‘- _:"—-‘? corrlcolom prepareo by the So-uthwest Reglonal LabOratoryn'f R
‘ ,V _° ' ;, for Educatlonal ReSearoh and Deve]‘.'opment; Ingiewood, i

.'-Z.J Descnpt:.on oFf the Subjects Involved :Ln the Study N " .
The subjects for th:.s study Were‘ kmdergarten , '; : o '
:‘, ch-:.ldrer;', selected from ‘three schools, thh three km«ler—':,!'.,'
. garten classes :Ln each school, all usuxg the klndergarten.
. ‘ readlng 'program prepared by the Southwe.st. Reglonal - : :‘,
8 ]l.ahoratory The Experunental Group was made' .up of R 3 __
il i , - ‘. seventy-four chlldren and the:.r parents ; ,who paFticipated. . _‘"“.'
‘:“.‘_ ,:".'. , ‘ ‘;“ T the -Par_ent—Assz.st:ed Learning Program, froni ohe school. o,
. '-j:\ o : . ' .From ‘the other two schools COmparlson Group'l and ',.‘:-_" -. o

R . EE Comparlson Group 2.,-were selected ‘to functlon .as control . :

A ’ * .: ' gr'o'\ips, whose parents dJ.d not partlclpateanlthe proéram e J:
N ' B 3 :'How Parehts Were Eneouraged to Part:“c::pate ‘ Ay “ B : ’
F e . U4 Parents hecame :anolved as .a. result of the“Parent— ‘ ‘ .

Do Ass:.sted Learnlng Program,. des:Lgned to enable school .
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S TR T —'=", read on s:.ght nJ.nety ne-syllable words, ~‘I) ]
T b and say eleven begin/é
o L. s W recogn:.ze and say twelve vowei—consonanti‘e‘nd-lng Souﬂdﬁy.‘ S

T T Do ol SR T . el A I Sl T o e A
sl e 5 R [ - g PO T "L T ADUP SN IR I SRR ST
SR =~ . \ ’ T gk e et : 5 Bl o - >
I N ; f T ; Tt et . R~y S ; :
/\-& L F R F e R e : B .o ;
5 3 ’ - - ._ LI i s . . o A 3 ' N
Gt ER L ER effectlvely J.nstruct the:.r pr:.mary grade -children L
gy ¥ L 2oL as bas:Lc sk:.lls at home. Preparatlon to encourage parent {*
L e s ',-'.":“" ) L a. - .' . _“ to ) . - Ve
T S N a-lnvolvement began when klndergarten chlldren, who had PRETRR
. | T ..’ . : ‘r - ‘- i ‘,._, " e ) l.‘.: - . X -
T e e T been recelvmg classroom readlng :Lnstruction smce R N A
. P - 5B . ‘. A ,. B X ~.," -
R e October,. 1969, read to the:Lr parents at home " £26m story- L. g
PR T e - books brought home from school each week. Then :Ln S e v S g
i = LTI g L N N 1 v--' '..: - 'V' "‘a‘
oL A I ¢ . . H
s, - -~ T I January, a dlstrlct w::.de mlddle—lncome parent survey had '_ 4 g [
: e e ) shown that n:n.nety-four percent of the parents felt that . i
P . Vi »1t was approprlate to teach readlng 1n klndergarten and I I K
- e that e:.ghty-one percent of the parents Sal-d they would RN e
S oo Ol v . A ) ) . " R
S R e 0 e y 5L e € o W
g e W take part in a home program, even 1f it requ:.red TR -
o ol 0 AR L y T e 5 o e 2 S
X N 4 :. T ’ ) " -1 . - h T - A S D
N VL TG - attendance at a meet:l:ng in’ the school Lab o gt HESNG-E g
i -:.;-"" s, [ J | t., S e ol a-‘ - } N ."_,- M 1 T 1°d i - T : .w';',':"r
[ R L e - . s A . . - . . e - o4 SN
E. » = . il 44. Descrlptlon of the Program e ’r/ . g SR T Y
. oLt a LA IR L . ’ T e S sl - & - RN | ,,--'.-.-
& L B R i Programmed matera.als, ocalled Pract;ce Exerc1ses had TR | T
‘E 3 "'.‘: .'. 3 1.1 ' ',..’ ,_ ) y '. ': - / '.‘,‘. N ! e
. Nl W ’ been developed to be used by parents of seventy-frve ;‘:- SR IR | A
& N h S n o= ch:.ldren of: a total of elghty—nlne, over a twelve week
. AP perlod start:l.ng :Ln February“" The e practlce exerc:l.ses e B ]
e L e ;.:‘-" R RS N .
N - L g were des:.gned to co:.nclde w:.th the on@o:.ng classroom =k . .. P
DFL I - % L . 4, S . _-n) N S .‘-'7 :' " 3 : ‘. "
o T e T instruotion by J.ntegratlng the home lnstructlon__p‘rogram
Wy N with the teachlng un:.ts cond):cted by the teachers,
=T A g S ' thereby givmg the puplls I,blassroom—related practlce at
S TR home and provld::.ng remed1a1 pract:L'e -for- chlldren Who~
i ek = BN ' heeded it.. The exercises {rov:.ded pract:.ce on the fo




v - -
- PO . . - . < . ; oL
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e e a response to a prlnted stJ.mulus.A Parents recelved

: ' o and 4) to blend prevmously learned beglnnlng and end:.ng .
sounds to sound ot hew: words., BN | “ Y'- *‘32 |

YR : 5 .‘J 'How Parerlts ‘.Partlclpated Ln the Progra.m, Both at E":chool L :"-'_:
e e T andy at Home IR T DRI C R L
o - o b .P'a:ients part1c1pated at home by maklng sure that the

- Ohlld completed the Practlce Exerc.tses, by" gJ.v:an verbal o

S . - .

dJ.rectlons and by’ readmg the scrlpt prlnted on the e

v

exerc:Lse J.tself whlle the chJ.ld selected or constructed

b a1 .

o . .

instruct::.ons on how to proceed at home by attendlng a’ S

O RS n:.nety-m:.nute tralm.ng sess;on at the school ngh

. N o
- - P . »a,.»

attendance at thls tralnlng sess:Lon was 1nsured by three

BT <dev1ces. - F'lrst, a parent could attend e:.ther a late w_;'

_h,“-" - e

A

afternoon se551on or an evens.ng sesmon.‘ Second, free

A . - 'wbaby’sltt:l.ng and mov.LeS were prov::.ded at the school durlng : 5
S . ' : each ‘595510!1-- Thlrd parents were asked to return a form - f
o ' ‘ to ther prlnc.Lpal s;gn:l.fylng whether they would attend one '
.” 'of the tra1n1ng sessxons. - (The term "orlentatlon s_ess:.on':
PR "wae ;;;;mth paré'nts.) . L i S
Nlnety-one parents ‘represent:.ng sle,venty—four of. %the e

klndergarten puplls, attended the tra:.nlng sessmn._ Thls.

= ’: ¢ -

..do ‘WH e

lsess:l.on wa dlrected entlrely at what parents shOuld

iy

when worklng at horne w1th thelr chlldren. Parents were

e tol:dJ how to‘use the Practlce Exerclses and how to respond
MEAEI . N . 1 -
. appr0pr1ately to the chlldren. ' Parents were also: glVen -

FE R % L

Parents also practlsed J.nstructlonal




‘lnot partlclpate 1n the program..'
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?'procedures -in a structured role—playrng 51tuatlon in
thlch they recelved 1mmed1ate feedback on the adequacy
”‘of thelr behav1or. Parents were-told how to prOV1de

frewards for good performance by thelr chlldren durlng

the practlce sessrons.' Record cards were prov1ded to

‘enable parents to record correct or lncorrect responses

e

7ﬂdur1ng a sessron to obtaln a concrete basrs for- managlng“”
- the. rewards //f\\/ . o ’P~M

‘Effect of the Program on Chlldren s Readlng Achlevement

“

Inltlal readlng achrevement test Scores and scores

-

' on a flfty—ltem posttest were avallable for the two

vcomparlson groups, as well as for: the 51xty—elght puplls
: .

' whose parents part1c1pated 1n the Parent A551sted Learnlng

Program, the experlmental group, and for fourteen chlldren

c e

Vln the Parenth551sted Learnlng School ‘whose-parents'dld

Ch ) ‘
Thé posttest mean for the pupils who* took part 1n the

°

fParent-A551sted Learnlng Program was 83 percent whllea-'
= the posttest mean for Comparlson‘Group I was 55 percent,

’and for Comparlson Group 11, . 50 percent. The posttest -

a

mean for the fourteen puplls whose parents dld not

-

-partlcrpate in the program was only 60 percent Further-
-;more, 66 percent of the puplls ln the Experlmental Group,

- who took part ln the. Parent—Assrsted Learnlng Program,"'

fﬁ'scored at or above 80 percent on the readlng posttest

L I

'-o‘-'

-YQ compared to 15 peroent from Comparlson Group I and 19

"percent from Comparlson Group'II.,.

i ,‘, JEREIY




' To'clarlfy these achlevement galns further, the

‘author 1nclude Lj;he scores of alL groups on the 1n1t1al
“~read1ng achlevement tests, to show that the comparlson

,€m~f":§; ' L f"‘groups were not- necessarlly 1ow achlevers. The mean
score on the 1n1t1al readlng achlevement test for. the
Experlmental Group was 59 percent for ComparlsOn Group
”htlf" - *:‘l - 49 percent for Comparlson Group 2 52 percent and
, .for the ﬁourteen non—part1c1pat1ng students 1n the
; \ S ;‘”}J experlmental school, 54 percent.l'. '“""_: : .
"f[:h :‘;‘h:.:7. }Effect of the Program on Parents' Attltude Toward

> Partlclpatlon . ,’ B ‘. o

,‘-" ‘ .
‘ 'ﬁProgram remalned hlghly p051t1ve.; Slxty—four of theu-

"seventy-four partlclpatlng parents returned the questlon—'

. nalre sent out one week after the program ended, to galn
o

.an. estlmate of ‘how much parent—monltoreg 1nstructlon went‘

< T 5.‘gsuch part1c1patlon Accordlng to he estlmates of the

:vparents, they c6mpleted, on the average, 4. 52 of the

ﬂasked to 1nd1cate how long they felt they could malntaln
.~partlclpat10n ogfr an, ent1re year. Nlnety—seven percent
'fof the parents who returned the questlonnalre 1nd1cated

e ; v 7'd;3 ) a deflnlte or probable w1111ngness to part1c1pate 1n the

o

V‘program for an entlre year.'

IR

RN

D U P

Parents' attltudes durlng the Parent—A551sted Learnlng:

forty-elght exerclses 1nvolved (92 percent) Parents were

ae _f," "ﬁaﬁﬁr‘on in the homes and to determlne P ‘ents attltude toward g;f‘”"

o e frtese e s Sl

-
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§<I-:; . ; Effects of a Summer Parent Workshop Upon the Performance of fj”

1nstructlon can ellclt hlgh 1evels of parent partl

. and pupll 1earn1ng. The features of the Parent—As

128
Conclu51on

Accordlng\to Neldermeyer the study 1nd1cated\\:at

‘.a carefully developed program of school related home

1pat10n

JLearnlng Program that may have accounted for ltS su‘cess,.'

accordlng o &ts author were- 1nstructlon based o
objectlves, programmed materlals, short but spec1 rc_j'

parent tralnlng, procedures for rewardlng and motlvatlng

chlldren, and a classroom program that generated p951t1ve

parent attLtudes. -

Lol

'Preschool Chlldren 1n Three Areas of School Readlness

m:Jane Yolanda Perez, .
.Unlver51ty of Connectlcut, 19721_

L

Purpose of the Study . uyfj 3

“/‘ . [
r"‘

Perez conducted thlS study to determlne whether or,-"”

not parents who were glven approprlate 1nstructlon and

o materlals could 31gn1f1cantly 1nf1uence thelr chlldren s:

performance 1n (l) oral language concepts,.(Z) v15ua1

'motor skllls,-and (3) body 1mage. Spec1flcally she=r

tested the hypotheses that

PRI AL

l) _there is’ no 51gn1f1cant dlfference in performance_ﬂ'

between chlldren whose. parentsqattended preschool
‘ workshops -and chlldren .whose- parents d1d not . *
attend preschool workshops.,. -

B et oA v i
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2,

chlldren.‘

3.
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2) gthere is no 51gn1f1cant dlfferences between . oo

" .childrén who - utilized prepared activities: o
designed to strengthen the "three, areas of
.readlness ‘and chlldren who dld not.

+

Descrlptlon of the Sample and Experlmental Groups

The total populatlon of the research study con51sted_‘

K
R

of one hundred chlldren randomly selected from 12
elementary schools in the 01ty of New Brltaln and flftY ﬁ'

[

parents. The experlmental group con51sted of flfty
parents who attended a’ series. of workshops and thelr
The control'group con51sted of flfty chlldrenl'
whose parents'drd not attend the workshop se551ons
Descrlptlon of the Prog;am and Parent Partlclpatlon

The program con51sted of 51x parent workshops :w,i

R conducted durlng the summer months of June, July, and.

o

August of 1971, on a- seml-monthly ba51s.~ Each workshop

Ce- Y

. sessmon 1ncluded a. klt of materlals that were 1ntroduced,

:w1th their: chlldren.:

demonstrated, and dlstrlbuted to parents for use at home

Parents also partlclpated at each

'; workshop by evaluatlng materlals prev10usly used w1th

thelr chlldren, llstenlng to a twenty—mlnute presentatlon

concernlng the three areas of concentratlon (oral language

' concepts, v1sual motor skllls, and body 1mage) and g01ng N

.4‘

S e
-

over. ‘a klt ‘of materlals to use at home w1th thelr chlldren..
Effects of the Parent Partac1patlon -and Use of Materlals
at . Home on the Readlng Achlevement of Thelr Chlldren

Statlstlcal analy51s of the data gathered 1n the study
1ndlcated that there was EY 51gn1f1cant dlfference 1n the

i3

performance between chlldren whose parents attended

et v g el g e s rmareena e - . B
(bl . R . .

U e

o
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‘,pre-school workshops and chlldren whose parents dld not .
:attend the pre school wbrkshops, and that thlS dlfference‘
was statlstlcally 1dent1f1able to ‘be at the 01 level of"

.‘confldence.. Addltlonally, the performance dlfference ofl

the experlmental group between thé pre-~and posttest

' 51tuatlon was - also statlstlcally 1dent1f1ed to be at thev

<. .01 level of confldence.. With respect to the second

.;‘hypothe51s there was a 51gn1f1cant dlfference between

’, o

-chlldren in the exper1menta1 group who utlllzed preparedtr

‘ act1v1t1es de51gned to strengthen the three areas of

;'sreadlness and chlldren in the control group who dld not(

ﬁHowever,~Perez reports that whlle the flndlngs 1nd1cated;.?

o that performance growth 1n all three areas 1ncreased,

" Jonly the perfdrmance between the experlmental and the

’ that

.

control group in oral language concepts was: found to be 1~

'statlstlcally 51gn1f1cant.. ." “‘7‘ :~~‘4

fiEffects of the Summer Parent Workshops on Parental :
.Attltude Toward Part1c1pat1ng and Supportlng the Program ;

Perez reports that the descrlptlve data obtalned

concernlng parent evaluatlon of klt materlal,,as well as- .

.an overall evaluatlon of the parent workshops 1nd1cated

A

I.":hlldren responded to the majorlty of act1v1t1es
e 1n a- p051t1ve\manner- o

-'2."97% of the parents reported 1ncreased under-
I 'standlng ‘0f «school readiness and that .their
,,mchlldren demonsErated enthu51asm for learnlng
act1v1ty,-” L
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.f“and

¢
-

N areas requlrlng attentlon"

19% of the parents stated that thelr chlldren had

L B DT TN

o :{,

S e e g

L

74% of the parents felt better prepared fofheléf"
the;r chlldren Iearn, : e

87% of the.parents stated that their childrén:
had shown definite. 1mprovement,in the'a:ea'or:

demonstrated deflnlte galns ln[self confldence,

44% of the parents mentidned. 1mproved parent—
child communication:as. a result of the parent’’

educatlon programs.,-l~ L L
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Engllsh Harlngey Readlng Project

1.

Purpose of‘the PrOJect

R RIS . A
o .. o [

-David Pettlt o :;;f' .4~f LT e

To measure the 1mpact of parent teacher colhaboratlon
to enc0urage parents to help thelr chlldren w1th readlng

at- home.oi: - | ,.ﬁ‘:.,A - ‘“f.f S

iDe5cr1ptlon of the Subjects and the procedure
.The prOJect 1nvolved Grades one to four chlldren 1n .

3s;x prlmary&schools in’ the multlraclal,‘worklng class -

¥

‘ .

‘London suburb of Harlngey Classes 1n two of the schools,

N

3whose parents collaborated wrth the teachers,served as the“

L

“yexperimental group. ‘The 1mpact of thls 1nteractlon between' -

~classes w1th1n the- two schools, two schools w1th no'

,at home by parents three or more glmes a week over a

'.or three tlmes a term to explaln readlng to parents.»

Effect of the Program on Chlldren sxgeadlng

: better 1n readlng attalnment than comparable chlldren

"parents and teachers on: the readlng achlevement of the T"

i

Achlldren 1n these classes was meaSured agalnst control

R

ilnteractlon, and two schools ln Whldh chlldren were g;ven'

Hextra readlng tultlon by a quallfledgteacher.

_Descrlptlon of the PrOJect.and How Parents Part1c1pated a

. The program con51sted of readlng practlce carrled out

v

'perlod of fdur years.. Books ‘and other related schoolwork

were sent home regularly, and home v151ts were made two -

'

ﬁP )
One of the major conclu51ons of ‘the prOJect was that

“.chlldren who recelved parental help were 51gn1f1cantly

- -

By . . - . . . . '
o v . .- . . . S . .

2
. s - B 3 - . .. R
- . . s - -, S ' L




i3z 0
'!fWHO did"ﬁci'lﬁfThe research found that'withvhome‘coiiahor-"‘;}‘_.:
"atlon 1mprovements in readlng took place rlght across the”
-ablllty range of chlldren but partlcularly amongst poor
T'readers and falllng readers.“ In. one home collaboratlon
school the percentage of chlldren readlng below the -
-average fell from 74 percent to 22 percent in two years
.and in the{second school from 68 percent to 43. percent..

Effect of the. Progect on’ Parental Attltudes Toward L

._Part1c1patlon

"Vthls way

The pronect concluded that 1n 1nner c1ty mult1rac1al
schools 1t is. feaSLble to 1nvolve nearly all parents in ;‘
formal educatlonal act1v1t1es (about 95 percent) Most

ﬁ,parents expressed great satlsfactlon 1n belng 1nvolved“1n~:

‘Effect of the Progect on Teachers' Attltudes TOWard Parent

VﬂPart101patlon‘.“

The progects' conclu51on was that teachers 1nvolved

‘lnAthe home collaboratlon found the work Wlth parents
;worthwhlle and contlnued to 1nvolve'parents w1th subsequent
classes.. Furthermore, once the progect was underway
v‘_:teachers found the chlldren better behaved, better :3;'? 4-- _ I}“
: motlvated, and more satlsfylng to teach. - e |
l Frnally,.another s1gn1f1cant conclusron of the prOjeCt‘.“ ﬂxlpf
”wath respect to the two schools whlch had extra small

)
',,group 1nstruct10n from an experlenced teacher, was that

K]

fthese groups showed no 1mprovement and, 1n one case, after‘

- a year of extra teachlng, was, 51gn1flcantly worse. L

; —
(. o _—-——/""
)
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e e . .Accordlng to Pettlt, the progects concluglons indlcated .

: ) " ; that the reasons for thls ‘i's that for’ some chlldren 1n e

A rH .x . . F . v i ' ¢ i . . : %
. . E ’ _the 1nfant and early Junlor school there is’ a mlsmatch R o

Lo TS ”"'.between learnlng at SchOOl and act1v1ty at home . From -f e )

i h ) 3 = W . / ) . & ‘

P LT he home vrsxts clrcumstances could be seen whlch ln o, : ’

‘: " ‘e "" ! ) 1 3 . / p 8

M ; E . 3way could have been reached by - a teacher who d1d not have

g‘ . 'f_;;. this collaboratlve contact w1th parentsr Extra teachlnq

- . L _4' S X . .‘

£ pALINR I S - school in ‘the face of such problems tould wel

e o . ‘4’- Y . A [a -~ " ". « K oy = RE . )

e e T '"“_-attenuate.rather than allevrate the symptoms of grow1ng
P T T ‘. dlSlntérest in 1earn1ng to read. A .1 'slg:{i;{

=5 - g il R ool . L] ,

g T i -~ d 3 N S 8 LS e 5 8. o gl

" : . p . I . - -: - “ _‘-'_ 1".,- + ..,,- S5 3

| .' B ." N l_. 3 ‘.. ., - t e Ny e . —.,.' i ':. . B . 3 __.' . :

2 I o ,Parents% Summer Readlng Teachers A RS | N il g B - ) T
‘:. 3 ] ' JR— ) . " e oo o .-.’ ‘.J. N . ° - * ‘; ‘.' [y .j .". ‘_‘. f‘i:

e e L . . Howard e Sulllvan ' t‘.,~,‘.,"“'v pe ' e
“l ’ N CaroI Labeaune. IR ;,~"'-. e (. . T
4 . R - . _.-_‘-' - L -- "-!-.‘ I ;, i . . RS :‘:. e

i Ch et Southwest Reglonal Laboratory.for Educatlonal Research and o b B HF

Co o ) Development -Ingléwood Callfornia ik fl . .- 3‘.‘ A I

e - ‘_". T 0 o L' 0 La T ,“ e, . L N . . . ."

x ST Purpose of the Study ﬁ'l “ ,'E“_ﬁ” > ﬂ._ T

’ I S .To. try out materials for a Summer program that used P om HEe @

° N & = .l . NS i T .
s N et rt e Iyl
' . parent—admlnlstered structured readlng practlce at home VTR Tha ]
' . . A e - ; .a, [ - " - e o
. 5 . . =k, Y & E CIN
. . e e in an attempt to maintaln chlldren s readlng skllls»' - : 1

h A durlng the summer months. This klnd of program vas, : oo A
i . ,"‘“‘ con51dered necessary 51nce,'accord1ng to Sulllvan and <
- . i A -'Labeaune, educators have often noted that chlldren s ny Sa 0w .

' v i E 44
e g @ P achlevement ln.academlc subjects drop durlng the Summer. - ™ %
“%r, 1} i S, ¢ ‘- if g ¥ ; e o
. ' i The major purpoSe of the 1n1t1a1 tryout was to 1dent1fy R R I ) [
L v A'z"* procedures for\use with the parents and the children.fgmﬂ” = Mg
RS M . " i ¥ 7 iy RO
.. . : . : o b . I
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3 2. Descrlptlon of the Sample and the Procedure ; e .;'[, Lo

“‘{ fourfchlldren who Were ]ust completlng thelr klndergarten,

i35 -

The subjects of the study were the chlldren who made

g wt - b

_up the total klndergarten populatlon of three schools in-

' two. urban schodl dlstrlcts of Southern Callfornla,'and -','.'Qi

thelr,parents.. The chlldren had part1c1pated 1n the

;

FlrSt Year Readlng Program of the Southwest Reglonal -':;"f%.

"n - "

Laboratory 1n klndergarten. A comparlson group was

A__obtalned from two schools 1n a thlrd urban dxstrlct oi

’noi the study was ten weeks.gﬁ'f}'“

How Parents Were Encouraged to Partlclpate

.“ B S R - A

.

:*‘ 'In June, 1969 before the close of the school year, a*'“

-

letter was.. sent to the parents of two hundred and forty— 'f ;f-Jl

year., The letter brlefly explalned the SummerﬁReadlng

-. '..v

Program and lnv1ted‘parent—ch11d partLCLPatlon free of :f', ﬁ;”

charge. Parents of onelhundred-and elghty three of the




- 1ncluded a sheet of three exerc1ses, (called Practlce'

; ‘,Sheet con51st1ng of short assessment exerc1ses and an

:3and ten weekly sets of materlals for puplls.. The gulde-

B content covered by“the chlldren 1n klndergarten. Each
}weekly packet 1ncluded a thlrty-two page paperback story-

i.book contalnlng two lllustrated storles, a Weekly Record
“act1v1ty checkllst to be marked by the parent, and an.
'fanlmal poster to be glven to the Chlld after he had

‘completed all act1v1t1es for. the week The Practlce

'.hExer01ses and the storybook prov1ded practlce on all

'gEffect of, the Program on Malntalnlng Chlldren -8 Prev1ous

flve regular part1c1pants, whose parents returned 51x to DI

' i:?r-f;lSQ
. R - N Y 1 { :

monltorlng by school personnel. The package contalned a

four page set of structured guldellnes for the parents

K

- L.
Jllnes explalned the organlzation and the schedule for thej g

program, and descrlbed the procedures that the parent'was”

to employ 1n usxng the varlous materlals w1th hls Chlld.

vday, four days a week, usrng SPECLfled materlals, whlch 3;"'

~

TN .‘

EXer01ses), de51gned to prov1de practlce on the readlng

i

v

obJectlves and content of‘the chlldren s klndergarten -“f”ﬁ:f3

~programs except the word-attack objectlve of soundlng s

out new words. C . fnzf »

Readlng Achzevement

.-',- .. . [
< . . P

Pretest and posttest scores Were avallable for nlnety— '»}?;;f;

'.ten Weekly Record Sheets, and for thlrty part1c1pants 1n

- fthe comparlson group, as, well as for thlrty-two of the

el glaes . . N : s e e e e o e RSN
e P - < . -
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- low group of comparlson subjects dropped nearly four

"_ p01nts.' It seemed clear from these data that regular

1rregular and non—part1c1pants whose parents accepted the

le

:off r to part1c1pate But returned zero to flve Weekly

*CRecord Sheets.~ The mean score on a flfty—ltem test, for-':

the nlnety-flve part1c1pants who took the pretest and the

jposttest, and whose parents returned 51x to ten completed

Weekly Record Sheets, 1ncreased by 2 8 p01nts (from 38 0.

to'-40. B) durlng the summer months Whllé the mean score’

”}'of the comparlson group decreased by 3. 0 pornts (from 40 4
'fto 37 4) The mean pre-summer score of the 1rregular |

f'partlcipants was only 28 O, and thelr mean posttest score ﬁ
: : TR . Lo -
}of 27 2 represented a’ sllght drop over the summer months..w'”

l..

Further analysis of the data, whlch 1nvolved grouplng- S

':;both the comparlson grOup and a random.sampllng of the dpi
'~~regular part1c1pants 1nto three achlevement groups,

‘f:clas51f1ed as hlgh, mrddle, and low, for purposes of

f comparlson revealed several trends.. There was llttle

¢

change durlng the summer 1n the achlevement of the hlgh PR
;:group among elther the regular partlclpants or the E {1- I

’comparlson subjects However, “the mean.score of the

Lregular part1c1pants 1n”the mlddle group 1ncreased

, approxlmately two p01nts from pretest t9 posttest, whlle U

‘~the mean score of the mlddle group of chlldren 1n the
'{g~compar1son group dropped flve pornts. Slmllarly, the

f;mean score of the low grOup of regular part1c1pants

AN

»'1ncreased about four p01nts whlle the mean score of. the

AN

P
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‘ partrcrpatlon in- the program was of partrcular value to e
’ . o S . - . " . ' T v
. puplls whose Fchlevement was average or 1ow.,“ S

l‘{ R - Effect Qf the Program on: Parents Partlclpatlon and o L
WY ¢« - Attltudes ﬁ:_u ,_1a\ ,7' . o eh' S

- ~

.E“ . One of the purposes of the Weekly Record Sheet was tofp'

. buxld Ln parent accountablllty to the Southwest Reglonal
Laboratory for completlng the program act1v1t1es :Thel

}: '.yr:fg o J': Weekly Record Sheet was to be malled 1n to the laboratory

: ’;r-?'ﬂeach week~‘ The authors consldered that the number of N

S f: Weekly Record Sheets recelved from the parent prov1ded LS

o . . . i [ ) -.,'.-, - .‘ -: ,A.l . " i B
A the most accurate 1nd1catlon of the extent to whlch the R |

& e “f{:}:-'d’- parent and ﬁas chlld actually dld parthlpate 1n the "f?f R

4“ny 2 T A program.. Of the one hundred and elghty—three chlldren‘ﬁffg_t_ R
Ve ' AT A f.;foa:ﬁ
‘ BN ' whose parents 1n1t1ally lndlcated a’ deslre to part1c1pate ' .

P

;1.f"5 3f o _1n the tryouts, one hundred and twenty—seven returned slx :!

e '»"ff 'x;,or more Weekly Record Sheets. The fact that parents of-7"f”

t}uj: L 33',‘fr_ flfty—51x chlldren submltted flve record sheets or fewer o

s suggests that there was relatlvely llttle partlclpatlon

by many parents and thélr chlldren..fi‘:iﬁ«fh.:;_”_‘;“gg fi;fﬁ*

An lndlcatlon of parental attltudes to fhe program Ft:;?H.f“‘”“

was sought through equlrlng parents to complete the

a:"

Summer Readlng‘Prog'a_ R tlng Sheet, whlch also provrded

:T‘h.“ ~}-"__'.”,'_fan opportunrty 0! -parents' Suggest1ons for 1mprov1ng the

.--‘

:Ji?ffiii.': . program. Parentsr’responses to the ratlng sheets':jl” 3

(revealed hlghly favorable attltudes toward the program {;;f:ffl'f Fﬁ;;

;;f-f and lndlcated that parents would llke to partlclpate 1n 7A f l-L
1 a 51m11ar program the next summer.. These parental .fﬁfﬂrlf’filedzﬁ

- 'reactlons were a p051t1ve aspect of the program ﬂﬁ_.‘ .W-fn,*ﬂ 4_}??7
. s 3, N ,. i O . P . © - ot R
5 o L v T Ca
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Carol Vukellch ..u' . e .

-College of Edueatlon, Univer81ty,oanelawa;e J&
‘In Conjunctlon with™a Parent Educatlon"PrOJeqt--
School Distrlct‘f" ) : "

’1.-'3,.

:..3.. :

Parents Are§Teachers-“ A Beglnnlng Read&ng,

;T.Skllle. It con51sted of twenty—51x weekly, three—hour

Aworkshop se551ons, held 1n nelghbourlng elementary schools,_f

~a Sklll bi;lc to beglnnlng readlng. The Sklll hreaS‘if

T M A

i LT e T
w b o oate ot
s nromtn ek vt N el ey v ae !

K e

Purpose of the Study -ﬁi~

The program, off1c1ally labelled the Preschool

T e o

Readlness Outreach Program (PROP) ‘was'’ 1ntended to share

[

w1th parents of three to flve year olds 1deas on Ways:a

they could help thelr chxlﬁren develop beglnnlng readrng

g . e

and nlne monthly pamphlets,.suggestlng ways to use readlly

° - _e.aCl

educatlonal game whlch could hélp thelr chlldren develop

.
,_,: o', -t

...-- R

v .v,‘

o

The workshop leaders encouraged parents to suggest solut;ons

) .
3 - . B v

to the varlous dlfflcultres the chlldren\encountered*—f:
. ] ‘,..’ ,-




i lew dlscu5510ns. S .‘ e

Durlng the second portlon of the workshop, the 1eaders

L2

presented the current week s game, show1ng the parent
how to construct the game and how to use 1t Wlth thelr
- chlldren By hav1ng all parents assume the role of the L

‘_ Chlld. The latter part of each se551on 1nvolved parents

. 1n constructlng games and taklng part in 1nforma1 N

,\\. LR
¢

fﬂ: g The monthly pamphlets concentrated on stlmulatlng and

e —e
2

-
v

,;‘{ﬂ extendlng chlldren s beglnnlng readlng and language skllls,

through act1v1t1es such as cooklng; nelghborhood fleld

:‘. w. trlps,,gettlng’dressed, d01ng the laundry, and preparlng,

;f'_j» eatlng, and. cleanlng up after dlnner. 'E;f':‘. : "“
Effect of the Program on’ Parents Attltude«Toward

Cadl
L Part1c1pat10n In the Workshops

f(a)'

Only one half of the expected parents appeared at

o
workshops., Parents' response to the workshop se551ons

K

was reported to be extremely enthu51ast1c, as 1ndlcated

e .

..‘ the 1nformal dlscuSSLOns part of the workshop was as ,»F'

. ..n
et 5

was durlng thlS tlme that parents asked and'recelved '

. '. answers to questlons, such as,'“My Chlld crles wheneverﬂgg‘
1fri',?[ I leave hlm.. How can 'T stop thlS’" These questlons
' et 1. . .x'
o .f ) 1nd1cated that parents needed 1nformat10n on: chlldren 'S
. jn ‘: development~and chlld-rearlng 1deas.:
o " T, . ) -‘."
; W 2 :
BRI 3 2
. . ‘e 0t )
-_q'.: K
E NN [, _ " L B

throuﬁﬂ'the comments of the parents. The author felt that

_‘ valuable as the as51stance rn game constructlon s1nce it u(

< : - _ x ;
' e ' Sl
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‘-Kb) Effect of the Monthhy Pamphlets on Parents

T The author reports that by the end of the school year,

'approxlmately three thousand chlldren were rece1v1ng the:
pamphlets each month w1th favorable response.

- Effect of: the Program on Chlldren 5. Beglnnlng Readlng

“SklllS

b

The author reports that 1mprovements were noted in, f

Arthe chlldren s beglnnlng readlng skllls. All chlldren

Were tested prlor to the prOgram w1th a serles of pre—_v.

readlng measures. Posttest data suggested that chlldren-

whose parents part1c1pated actlvely 1n the program

1

achleved 51gn1flcantly greater galns than thOSe whose -‘f;

parents part101pated mlnlmally.‘ L ’i "7 K

- -

D
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'j'Descriptive Summaries

.iProgramrModels Categorizedras éroup Guidance ,
Parents As Partners In A Program For Chlldren Wlth Oral
' Language And Readlng Dlsabllltles . o

Nathanlel Al ‘petérs .. - - [

.Director of. Reading and Language Cllnlc,
’ Oakland Schools, Pontiac, Mlchlgan

' Wllllam T. Stephenson Jr., . - ‘
Prof sio al Management Speclallst,-"
-Oak nd school, ,Pontlac, Mlthgan.

-l. Purpose of the Program g

Recognlzlng the awesome role parents play in helplng B -

s.chlldren grow emotlonally and cognltlvely, Peters and
nStephenson, teachers in the Oakland Schools' Readlng and ?
Language Cl;nlc, desrgned a program whlch sought to

'. 1nvolve parents of chlldren w1th learnlng dlsabled chlldren,

'spec1f1cally w1th language and/or readlng problems.. Thelr

purpose for 1nvolv1ng parents revolved around ‘the need to ;f“""‘”

l

At 1ncrease parent awareness 1n several 1mportant areas; d

.';Flrst, parents need to- understand the sen51t1ve and '
complex 1nteract10n between language-learnlng problems and -

'_a chlld s. self esteem ‘ Second, and 1nextr1xable from the-
need to understand how a ch11d s self-esteem is endangered

K .
by academlc fallure, is the need for parents to learn modes

.of chlld management that-emphasrzes-p051t1ve patterns of

1nteract10n, sen51t1ve llstenlng, and soc1al relnforcement. ;

fThlrd, parents can relnforce the cognltlve and language ;V

- I\ -

'"skllls lntroduced 1n the cl sroom and cllnlc by prov1d1ng
L practhe in the home}and ot r parts of the natural '

jenv1ronment.




2..'Descr1pt10n of the Program

i The Oakland Schools Readlng and Language Cllnlc-
developed a- two part program that lncorporated under—r'“
:Standlng,‘skllls, and relnforcement. The flrst part of
hthe program was a 10 hour experlenoe that sought to glve
parents a more 9051t1ve and‘e;fectlve way to 1nteract e
w1th thelr chlldren. The ultlmate objectlve was to fbster
the growth of a- referred chlld's self—esteem. The second
part of the program showed parents how to become more :53

’ respon31ve communlcators w1th thelr chlldren ln two

2 hour sessrons that helped parents fac1lltate therr :

Chlld s oral language development. ‘u:f- o "17;3..‘ ]

a

The text used for the parent group was W.C. Beckers'

Parents Are Teachers (1971) The book contalns easrly

' read dlalogues, act1v1t1es and case’ studles whlch allows

N parents, under the guldance of the group leader, to
practlce p051t1ve Chlld management technlques.‘ The three :
toplcs emphaSLZed 1n the parent meetlngs were

.1)"The 1nteractlon of a. language and/or readlng
problem - and a Chlld s self- esteem, -

2) & soclal learnlng orlented Chlld management
..~ brogram, and B U L
DX : 3)"The parent as ‘a person capable of re1nforc1ng
. and extending cognltlve behav10rs taught at
. "_school. S L e ,

"\

: ‘3g Further De5cr1ptlon of the Program, Includlng How Parents

Part1c1pated

’(

PART I. .?ils part of the program was a 10—hour .

'experlence ‘deailing w1th the flrst two toplcs 1lsted above,!~

- N
.

T

..‘ M/'.“- o
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}entltled, "Learnlng Dlsablllty and Self Esteem", and
~"P051t1ve Methods of Chlld Management" o The flrst tOplC o
empha51zed helplng parents to deal'w1th the emotlonal |
dlfflcultles that frequently accompany a language or.

,; readlng problem and how to decrease chlldren s. anx1ety

"”;and verballzed negatlve feellngs about self and school

U51ng the work of S Coopersmlth, The Antecedents of

.'SEIf—Esteem (1967), on parent chlld 1nteractlon as 1t .ﬁ

'relates to the development of self-esteem 1n chlldren,"g

e,_parents were encouraged to openly explore ways to alter ”gu,‘: E

"-'the Chlld'S env1ronment or. thelr relatlonshlp to one

AT
nother or to. thELI Chlld, in- order to foster feellngs"f“

f

'c:,:rof self-esteem 1n the1r chlld
The second tOplC, "P051t1ve Methods of Chlld Management"g

showed parents how to develop more p051t1ve approaches to ?\

"managlng thelr chlldren.f Parents were taught the Varylng
Atypes of relnforcement:” soc1al, act1v1ty, token, and

unlearned Empha51s was. placed on not1c1ng thelr chlldren,
J.' .
pra151ng thelr acceptable behavlor and 1gnorlng mlldly

f*‘unacceptable behav1ors to av01d entangllng themselves in a

"cr1t1c1sm trapW.. To ensure that they practlced new Chlld
o management procedures parents were glven home act1v1t1es

Jvthat extended the SklllS they had acqulred ln the se551ons..

',For example, follow1ng the flrst se551on parents were .

'Jencouraged to become more sophlstlcated observers of.thelr -

——

5"ch11dren.s behavmor. Parents Were asked to observe the

‘\.

.

PSR . EE e T - e - [ . Voo e e ae




T V1
referred, chi 1d and to-laok for positive’ hehavi,ors ..to'
'pralse or relnforce. 3 A

After the second sess:.on parents were asked to selecti :

. "a behav:.or they w:.shed to elther weaken or strengthen.

' ThlS target behava.or was then counted and a baSelJ.ne for

" the behavror was obtalned Observatlon lasted for s.Lx

’ da.ys, Followrng determlnatron of a basel:.ne parents were,

T encouraged to use . pralse and soc1al relnforcement to

Lo strengthen posrtrve behavlors wh:.le 1gnor1ng unacceptable

- PART II.° hlS part of the program dealt w:.th the

. .

vbehav:.ors Much group d:l.scuss:.on of soclal 1earn1ng

prmc:.ples preceded parent experrmentatlon. For example,

A

_a fllm "Who Dld What To Whom’*" produced by Becker (1974)

-
PR VY

. was used for thlS purpose It offers srmulated practlce ~ '_ SR

V.srtuatlons taken from everyday socJ.al 1nteract:.ons.

'-Parents v1ewed a’ brlef v:Lgnette deplctlng soclal 1nteract10n

‘ :‘ between adults and chlldren - They then dlscussed who '

‘.
."'.

relnforced what beha\zlor 1n another person"or whb dld what" o

.~ - .

to whom.' Although the ma]or emphaSJ.s was on the use of

,n

soc1al relnforcement parents were g:.ven a. brlef 1ntroduct10n

-
P

- to the use of token relnforcement, s:.nce J.t was sometlmes :

. ;- - . . R r

: used under the gu;l.dance of a school psychologlst. G

Y

parent as-a teacher of cdgnltlve and language behavrors.r

>

’
" -

In an attempt to better understand the complexlties of MRS

”»1mproved and 1ncreased language J.nvolvement J.n day-to day

. . - . -

“ }V.parent-chlld lnteractlons, parents were requested to T

] A S

| :partlc:.p_ate in & ;l;elated.pr_ogram that emphasl_zed _t.he L e



-'_thelr own language as an approprlate model for thelr

Tlanguage." Audlo tapes of the 1nteract10n between young

'-.‘fdembnstz:ate the ch:le s poS1t1ve responses to warm frlendly j -

. . hearlng, or feellng at a partlcular moment., 7 Parallel talk

. occurs when the parent descrlbes what the Chlld lS d01ng, o

IS TN
" L
'
. : B
. . . N
.t - ‘.
PR , . N . LT B . w I e
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' 1mportant role they play 1n developlng satlsfactory

ac

-language patterns 1n thelr chlldren.:f In thls part 6f - .4

the program, slldes, audlo cassettes ‘,“ a f:tlm and a-’
l .

' handbook wete used in two 2- hour presentatlons.‘ : The

! - 1

-,'handbook prov:.ded parents of preschoolers w1th general

and, spec1f1c :Lnformatlon on a5551st1.nq:J language growth R

lv cor ’

E through an encouraglng household cllmate.. ) . o

i = ‘.
-
Parents were shown how to use the natural mJ.lJ.eu and‘

¥, e

'chlldren.‘ It was stressed that all 1anguage-learn1ng ,

: ay
areas .are dependent on the adequate development of \oral ’
) Sy

"‘\l

J.nfants and thelr parents were played 1n order to

o

) ..

e

R 4

'.1 a -

ftalk. Slldes also J.llustrated t0 parents how~everyday ;

\ c .-

L

8 “'.Occurences 511ch as preparlng meals, dress:.ng, bathlng, and

play can be used as language—teachlng sltuatlons.' Parents |

- N - . Lu.‘

were alsa shown how to strengthen language growth through

'
* 1f\ v a

"the use cf Self talk and parallel talk Self talk occurs .:

<\"-‘ u.. -

T

e ‘. 'when the parents talk out 1oud about what they are dorng,

- a.

v v
R .

- ‘.,1- - - .

t'see1ng,~«hear:.ng, or feellng at a gn.ven po’:Lnt in t:.me.- ThlS

N Ve

part of the program showed parents how the development YR,

",

3 NAPRTRRE Y
of 1anguage slels can and should come about through T

o "

appropr:.ate use of pos:.t:.ve J.n,teractlon betWeen parent

. “ S 8
i and Chlld m the natural settlng of ;the home.. Lot .
rCos . e ¢ A .“ o ~ R e ;
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‘Effect of the Program on Parents' Atti_todes Toward
',Parthlpathg ' : o S :

The program developers reported that parents frequently. o

i,,_reported seelng prev1ously unrecognlzed pos:.tlve behav;.ors '

Cin theJ.r chlldren, that they fe.Lt more conf:l._d_ent in

- LJ , E -
lnteractn_ng wn.th thelr chlld's teacher- and were less

vo ot o7

- reluctant to share theJ.r concerns, and thatv p‘aren»ts:' rého h

had successfully completed the program and who had PR

*

. “""sn.gmflcantly 1mproved thelr mteractlon w1th then.r L

» )

'fchlldren as-a result of J.deas presented in the meetlngs

parent "peers"

: 'part101pated 1n, the program as parent “peers "

These

T group meetmgs and contrlbuted J.mmensely to ellmlnat:l.ng the‘-""

R

barrler between parent and profess:.onal. o

a .Effect of the Program on Chlldren s Learmng

Accordlng to! the authors the Readlng and Language

' C11n1c staff found that the degree of parental mvolvement

"ln these two pro(grams was: s:.gnlflcantly related to the

merovement a. chi’l‘d’ made)\ both 1n the. cl inic and in hlS

K

Yok -:h:er-,g;,assroom.- e S

'were usually eager . to partlcz.pate 1n those o

LIV N

-
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SRS Descrlpt:l.ve Summar::.es'

1 -, ..

Program Models Categorlzed As Informatlon About Readlng

‘s ve St o -

:,'Chlldren 5 therature at ‘Home Base

T

_Irvmg Baker, 1975 )
.Assoclate Professor at the Unlversz.ty of Connectlcut, Storrs

I‘.Fran Durdeck N » L
,..S:Lnger Learnlng Center, Manchester, COnnectJ.cut o .

'Elizabeth H Rowell - : N o
.Ass:.stant Professor at Rhode Island College, Prov.1.dence

";-«‘Mn_ml Schmitt* . S
: ngh School Engllsh 'I‘eacher J.n New Haven, Connectn.cut
‘-l. Purpose of the Study K ,': o L ‘

To acqualnt or reacqualnt parents w1th the dellghts of

.'p

chlldren S- books, addlng some speclal personal 1deas= to T

e help parents get thelr chlldren 1nvolved in readlng. 'More '

©oLer e -3

. spec1f1cally the authors planned a- non—credlt course for

B - parents. The raqlonale for the course centered on *

-

correctlng a s:.tuatlon in. whlch parents,, the populatlon
that has the most 1nfluence on chlldren, have generally o
been neglected Wlth reSpect to belnq prov1ded w1th

knowledge of chlldren s books. In the past, chlldren g

o llterature courses have been prlmarlly almedlat reachlng

elementary educatlon majors and teachers of Engllsh

llterature enthus:.asts. Slnce research has shown,

' -~

accordlng to these authors, that the fam:Lly lJ_fe exerts

.a, lastlng 1nfluence on chlldren and that parental example .
' is. extremely mfluent:.al they felt that a course in.

chlldren =3 llterature could help parents see thelr proper

v -
S ) . - -
' . f Lo . N

LR ) . : - ~

&




-

roie as surrOgate teachers and show them how they could
best supplement the work of the school, 1nstead of pushlng
skllls, as concerned* parents so often do. , They wanted to -

encourage parents td do thlngs w1th the:Lr chlldren~wh1ch

would cultlvate exposure to: books and a var:.ety of read:.ng

N experlences. The course, they felt’, coula prepare parents

C20

-

by acqualntlng them wn.th a varlety of mater;.ais and the - c

-, T e

many avenues of enjoyment ’f readlng cuxsrently avallable. :

The ult:.mate goal was to provr“‘ the Chlld w1th pleasurable

have a. last:.ng love and respect for. readJ.ng
Descr::.pt:.on of the Subjects Involved J.n_.the Program

'I‘he part:.c:.pants were parents of the chlldren ln one

sae

elementary school 1n Storrs where the course sessmns were

held._, Indlrectly, through the1r parents, the target

populatlon was the chn.ldren of these parents.

. Descrlptlon of. the ChJ_ldren s therature Course

ThJ.s program was plloted by the Un:.vers:.ty of )

Connectlcut and J.t consnsted of elght weekly two hour

.

;sessz.ons. The course emphasued these features-

1) -getting . to know chlldren s authors, 1llustrators
‘.and publlshers' kB .

¢ Co '<f

2).‘_'f1nd1ng ways- to acqulre books 1nexpen51vely, .

- 3) dev1smg methods to get chlldren more 1nvolved
' 'vln readlng, and I R

4) deca.dlng what materlals are appropr:.ate and work )
"“,best Cl e S -

Y

contact w1th books and maga21nes 1n the home to help h1m



- _-kldS turned on to readlng, censorshlp, adolescent books,
'i,use of the publlc llbrary, and how readlng 1s ta.ught 1n

.SchC’OlS L Sl T e

' the use of a varlety of aud10v15ual aJ.ds, 1nclud1_ng a mou
'Chlldren s beoks on tapes and records, a telelecture ;;“
.hook—up w1th a book club representatlve- slldes of Caldecott

and Newbury w1nners, and transparenc1es J.llustratlng varrous

‘un1vers1ty book store present each nlght w:.th a varlety of

A ——

: J.deas and questlons over: coffee. .

Top:.cs dlscussed 1ncluded the follow1ng. Caldecott

and Newbury w:mners, plcture books, ch:.ldren s magazrnes,

poetry, books on recOrds, adolescent llterature, fantasy
and sc1ence flctlon, book clubs, easy to use readablllty

formulas, how ‘to tie telev151on 1n w1th books, gettlng

Methods used to 1nform parents on these t0p:l.cs J.ncluded
v % T e

a',l."‘"

i

readlng programs. ) Other resources 1ncluded a panel of

"11brar.1ans, dlscussa.ng servrces offered to parents and g
" chlldren,' an enthus:l.ast:.c and colorful workshop on book-— N
'blndlng and :Lllustratlng, a supply o.f books borrowed from
.the state llbrary that parents could check ‘out’ each nrght

" to share w1th thelr chlldren, and a representatlve from the h

'

paperback ch:.ldren s books that parents could purchase..

An rntegral part of the course was the mldpornt break

‘each evenn.ng when parents and rnstructors mlngled and shared

[

o How Parents Partlc:x.pated in the Program

PR .
Parents were requlred to enroll in the course and were .

'-asked to brlng a drfferent guest each nlght.‘ At ..some of




(. '-‘w'-m:\:,y":;su-’-»—o o o- . . e D ..--n-‘-l-—--—--«-a.. i - TR ] 2 . - s e - s LN R i .
I number enrolled . Bes:.des part1c1pat1ng in the course’ ."_J o
) 3" sessions s parents were encouraged to v:.ew a dlsplay of =
W SLEE SR - books and .a: prOJect table durJ.ng th, break. The pro;ect o L \
N % w..: . . A . - .‘_‘_ T ‘. n
o _ table :anluded act:.v1t1es for parents and chlldren. = R oo I
o I IR R Parents Were encouraged to take home ct1v1t1es and books R R
i . Sy and to read themselves. The author f stressed that 1f .ol s
(R o} : = .“- . - B . ) E
v, ¥
LT e Parents were consequently encouraged to read in many "'.-~.
S ARy g & - ’ |4 -
' ; T G .' § different*ways, both to themselves and to thelr' chlldren.. e :
ST AR Effect~ of the course“on Parents Attltude Toward Help:.ng S
L i Ch;ldren fRead . ‘- e LA RS % Pl Y R
g RS Inda.catlonsa'of the Success of the course was guaged ‘
. :'-__-_'._'-'.' S, from the hlgh attendance at each of the elght two-hour ..‘_ _E . ’
o T, sess:.ons and parents comments tb the effect that ch:.ldren
. . I 3 ',‘v 7 ) = . N - ,l, g L =0
i - were benef:LttJ.ng J.mmedlately from the courSe. Parents were
";-'- i Ce '*-takmg home books and report.lng to the J.nstructors on how
these books Were be:Lng p051t1vely rece:.ved by c.h::.ldren. L m E
e e " 'I'he authors hoped that the results of_, the pllot course~ ) o
".. . . ; ) ' 3 '~: . ‘.- -” '\ -t o i
- would encourage other communlt:l.es and schools to set up i 4 ..
" . f -“ L ' "'. Qe T . "_ ] - a N
T e s:.mllar chlldren s llterature courses a;l.med .at parents. A o
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' ;Surv:Lval Readlng for Parents 'and KldS‘
'Program T

_‘ Carol. Vukellch . . )
::College of - Educatlon, Unlvers:Lty of Delaware

(,' Lo . . - . ;"‘; e S . . (e . . .
. R N . LN 3 F. ", ) . . . N A . - o
- R . "

A Parent Education -

. P -
; . X

Jack Cass:.dy : ' R
Readlng Supervisor; and Coordlnator of Glfted Educatlon for

'the Newark (Delaware) S KA

- ‘,'_. X . - e f )

”l.

Purpose of the

To invo lve

‘ “'r'eadin"g' Sk’i'lls:

Descrlptlon of

Program

parents ln relnforcmg ba51c surv:Lval

A

in thelr youngsters.r . *— T

the Program o ; A L

a.";"?

.

' 4. :Ef!t'ect oF. the. - Program ‘on Parents

The program was developed by the I\}ewark School DlStrJ,.Ct

"‘and consrsted of a serles of flVe workshops for par‘ents

S

lfor two and a half hours.“

s

3. How Parents Part1c1pated o e }' L e ‘. .

Parents were J.nvolved J.n constructlng games that

.
- -

:focussed upon words and materlals found ‘in the chn.ld s S

e

.‘_"'everyday World. At the beglnnlng of each workshop the

: leaders pi:esented prototypes of three dlfferent games to o

‘the parents and explan.ned how the games were constructed,
'~and played
'J.n maklng games.

on the ablllty to read traffJ_c 51gns..

‘, Thelr Chlldren With: Readlng g l"

' Accord:.ng to the authors, parents could ea51ly see the L

‘l_value of the act1v1t:|.es they were constructlng At the L '

~

' same tJ.me they were not threatened by any lack of knowledge

-

AP w:Lth oh:l.ldren 1n the pr:.mary grades, each workshop last::.ng

The remalnder of the workshop t:Lme was spent .

An example of one such game concentrated

Attltude Toward Helpln%

e
" d
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" ."7_._:.‘ - "vabollt the féedlng process. 'The' workshops fac:.lltated an :.. A
ke ’ AN 1nforma1 exchange between Parents and between parents and
L the .workshop leaders.‘ . Parents reported that thelr ' chizﬂ.l'dren.-."-""_j'. ‘

' ’ enjoyed the games and ‘other act:l.v:Ltles.-'_- The authors pornt ~ |

. ‘out drff:.cultles in attract.:rng parents,"howe;rer, especral_{y :
S lthe parentsd‘ of those chlldren most 1n need of relnforcement." ,

Some parents appeared at all workshops, regardless\ of

’ - ‘weather, ,:Lli chlldren, or other respons:.bllltles. _ ‘/
’-“V.’ S ,,rff'number of parents :m attendance reflected. Ate one’ workshop,
L2

Parents Attend Readlng Cl:Lnlc, ilfoo o

Helen Feagq Esworthy L r“,“'_" ;j ST e et e D
Readlng Spec1allst Lo P s AWl L
S o ~Middletown Elementary School, M:deletown, Maryland B L
R PR - Parent-Cootdinator. . ' . R j‘ o
R R Hood College Summer Readlng Cllnlc P

R S D “Purpose of the Program ,' Dl e

v A sum.mer readmg c,l:.n:Lc sponsored workshops to :anolve S

' .,

,, A o parents 1n thelr chlldren S readJ.ng lnstructlon. The S

'summer parent group was started because 1t Was felt that

':_" - \the parents should know what the:Lr chlldren would
A experlence 1n the cllnlc “and how they could help thelr -
' "chlldren when the Cllnlc ended .\ 3 -,“v‘_f“ S a

‘,.',,: D ,. PR

L. Desch.th.on of the Prog,ram and How Parents Partrcrpated
: R The program 1nvolved two-hour workshops eVery )
Wednesday mornlng of the s:.x week summer clin:Lc. The '
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'fdev1ces forw hlldrenr—-Many—parents came*to“the cllnlc on

'.,:.___‘_';..‘—.‘.s, . - N . e e
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e

'objectlves of the program were l) to or1ent the parents

N

to the purposes of the Summer Readlng Cllnlc, 2) to -;' ?Q_s

”

.further ‘the parents knowledge about readlng by offerlng

_;workable 1deas at home, 3) to teach parents about

1nstruct10nal dev1ces by hav1ng them make some for the

cllnlc program.’ : ’ g; gg: - j ', J'r

v

The flrst workshop se551on c0ncentrated on the flrst

fFobjectlve, famlliarlzlng parents w1th the summer Cllnlc

Lteachers, the cllnlc area, and the objectlves of the Cllnlc

"program, the prlmary focl be1ng self—concept and development“’ R

: of speclflc readlng strategles.

The second to the flfth workshop se551ons coucentrated

on meetlng the second objectlve by selectlng a partlcular

I I fd

‘_dlSCUSSLgn toplc for each week@ parent meetlng. Toprcs

.lncluded self-concept, readlness and pre—readlng,.51ght P

vocabulary, word attack, questlonlng and’ comprehensron,.‘
and functlonal readlng.‘ e

o

Ini the concludlng workshop, a dlscussion of the six

z

week program was followed by a chance for parents to.

-

complete a wrltten evaluatlon. -

- oot ~‘.‘~'""

PR .. o

The thlrd objectlve concentrated On maklng 1nstructlonal'

_{ days when there was no scheduled.workshop.._They made games

;that the clln1c1ans used w1th the chlldren, cuttlng Out::‘v:f

bl

1etters for°bullet1n boards, searchlng for plctures 1n

T magazlnes, and dr1v1ng small groups on a fleld trlp.,

‘l
Follow1ng the research flndlng that parents who learn

JR S

U R OOV OSSP S T — - e I




‘aw‘ - - - - R e o e e
:;' i-_' llnstructlonal Sklll development w1ll llkely remember it . S
{“‘;- ’ ‘ ~and share thls knowledge w1th other parents (Cooke and , 1;3
S B 1~; .AppOthl, 1975) the coordlnators encouraged parents to o N
] ~ e become 1nvolved in maklng chlldren 'S, act1v1t1es by hav1ng‘_ o g&
. - o them l) complle llStS of materlals found 1n thelr homes ‘:'\"
l}«: : _':. for use in readlng aCthltleS, 2) compose questlons after
is ;o i ;"readlng a story, and 3) use newspapers to flnd words for L
S R ﬁ.ii'functlonal readlng. : , L,
E R 333"7Effect of the Program on Parents .‘ .1' - ﬁjh?f 'Q . T
:5 )'f~.' Program coordlnators assumed from the: posrt comments .}
‘ 5jf' 3 .of parents that the program.was a Successa; The parents‘” y
' ;comments showed that they felt the workshops were well ' o
worth the time spent. Parents felt they had greatly " 3L;,~<ﬁ*
',contrlbuted to the learnlng of thelr chlldren'and felt
k,partlcular satlsfactlon when thelr chlldren reported
N 4 M ——v—_,.\ . K
playlng games whlch the parents helped to make.,;‘ N ,j" .
?}‘fT . S .
- B “ .
. co T S T
a “
[ _‘. :“l‘ . 4 " ‘
:}\\\\-: 1': - ' , -
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'.'Wanted: Parents Involved 1n Remedlal Readlng PrOgramsv'

2. _How Parents Were Encouraged to part1c1pate -

Martha Fager o ?A'_fv_ e .-,, B a
Leonard Williams - S : LT . o
Remedlal Readlng Teachers, Hlllsboro Elementary School.

'l}‘ PurpOse of the Program

To achleve more parental 1nvolvement 1n thelr Title. I

-~

e s , R RN . A RS . . 4

e 1

“(remedlal readlng program for flfth and s1xth grade puplls. -

Parent 1nvolvement was dlscussed w1th the Parent
. v
Adv1spry Commlttee (Tltle I Programs) and 1t was de01ded

to hold & nlght meetlng to explaln all aspects of the ”

l

"fremedlal readlng program to the parents of chlldren

flnvolved 1n the prOJect., To stlmulate attendance a program ‘

‘ of choral readlngs by the remedlal readlng students was'

,lncluded as entertalnment.,

' 3. Descrlptlon of the Program for the One nght Meetlng that

- Parents. Attended _
. . \ .
The teachers developed a Readlng Handbook for Parents,

4”s1nce many parents had prev1ously asked what could be done

ln the home to help chlldren w1th readlng. . The purpose o

»

.+ was® to present the’ ba51c materlals 1ntroduced 1n most

./:

“'readlng prpgrams, 51nce many parents dld not understand the.

1

RPN R S S e e

ftermlnology or. methods of presentatlon. In addltlon to the

handbook other handouts were made avallable explalnlng e

<

:'phy51cal and emotlonal development of flfth ahd 51xth
Lgrade chlldren.' Varlous suggestlons encouraglng a Chlld s
'1nterest 1n readlng were gathered 1n another handout. |

'LOther materlals explalned the SklllS necessary for the

.,

readlng.process.- L j B




: 7tThe authors concluded that. both the success of the meet}ﬁ@ '

o‘a serles of : parent workshops for those lnterested 1n

prof;table.

B e LI PR P : . -

At the meetlng the teachers explalned just what the

R remedlal readlng program 1nvolved, how the students were .

_selected, what dlagnostlc procedures were used, and what-

¥

. methods of 1nstructlon were used.. A demonstratlon of

some audlov1sual teachrng alds was 1ncluded.

Effect of - the One nght Meetlng on Parents

:The parents responded enthu51ast1cally.” Parental

'1nterest 1n further act1v1ty resulted ‘in thp;plannlng ofd

‘h

learnlng more of the technlques ‘of" readlng lnstructlon. =
. ' ’ N

‘and the lnterest ln the workshops 1nd1cated pos1t1ve1y

u*that parental 1nvolvement is not only posslble, but

v,

Stlmulatlng Parent Involvement In Remedlal Readlng Programs-

Strategles and Technlques

lI

‘-.Carol Sue Greenfleld -
University of Wlscon51n, Park51de
'~(1n blbllography)

Purpose of the Program o .

Greenfleld descrlbes a Tltle I compensatorv DrOQram

Sy

—3

‘P
j_for the dlsadvantaged 1n Raclne, W1scon31n, de51gned to

ll

1nvolve parents‘ln the readlng proces both in the home

and at school. The program 1nvolved remedlal readlng

“from klndergarten to Grade 51x from three schools in

ff;-RaCIne* along w1th thelr parents. It emphaSLZed maklng

AA\‘v

va L



. the parents more aware’ of how reading is‘taught,'since.”

' technlques and materlals used W1th thelr children and an

.3.;-.

1t was belleved that parents can help thelr chlldren to

. i
succeed 1n readlng when they know thls lnformatlon.- - ;_(;v';///

How Parents Were Encouraged to Partlclpate
In attemptlng to 1ure parents to the school and. ohserve

thelr chlldren in . the remedlal readlng center, they were -
. v ’ ‘.

n-;

sent home "Happy Grams”, on a weekly baSlS,,wthh had a

smlllng face on top and brlefly stated what and’ how thelr;‘_

Q chlld was d01ng 1n read;ng. Parents were always.lnv1ted-

Ly

to come and observe thelr chlldren., These 1nv1tatlons
were followed by three open—house se551ons, des1gned to
famlllarlze the parents w1th spec1flc 1nstructlonal -

8
awareness of tasks thelr chlldren must accompllsh. C

How Parents Partlcapated S hr - o j Y

At the flrst open house session parents came to the T

' remedlal readlng c‘&ter and examlned materlals used in the -

~in a workshop, deslgned to prov1de them w1th games and TR

e 3oy e e s s s

remedlal readlng program.' Each parent was glven a llSt of
the act1v1t1es and materlals thelr chlld had been worklng
w1th in the center and the opportunlty to observe -a o
demonstratlon of thelr use by a staff member..

ﬁ«In the second—open houseLSe551on parents worked wrthuu*;)
the1r chlldren in the center under staff guldance.;'A"
needed Sklll or’ act1v1ty lesson was prepared by the teacher.'

and developed w1th the Chlld, parent, and teacher present._

In the thlrd open house se551on parents part1c1pated

e e ot Lt S, o ~a.2.l,. ,.,_:‘-?...:._.:.». R T s S Ll

[ [ - . . - ..
_.'5 . - . R .. .

e rr——— e




U

whlle they were engrossed 1n maklng materlals. '\*

n3school v151ts or. workshops,,a home v151tat10n prOgram,-bi

' conSlStlng of- one v1s1t per month by an’ 1nstructlonal aldegff
=ior a, resource teacher, prov1ded them w1th staff prepared
.ehandbooks ‘of homemade games’ and act1v1t1es to enc0urage"-

‘them'to become 1nvolved1‘ These handbooks were prgpared

' and act1v1t1es., The act1v1t1es could use’ easy to make

AN

o materlals to supplement and relnforce the readlng center

‘_act1v1t1es. Parents made games themselves u51ng materlals

. \

,prov1ded. The workshop also developed 1nto a sharlng of

D

,1deas and problems related to: readlng among the parents

Il
I

For parents who were reluctant to part1c1pate 1n the
A

.

-,for the klndergarten level and” for grade one through to

' grade six. -

For the Kindergarten level' the Title. 1.staff'wrotena'7"

book entltled Fun Th1ngs for thtle Fans (1976) d1v1ded

'1nto four act1v1ty se551ons., They\were Audltory, Verbal,

Motor, and Vlsual, w1th brlef explanatlons of each term

materials found at homer s

R

For grades one through to grade 51x the teachers of '

"Rac1ne School DlStrlCt prepared a handbook.. How To Help

“--had a br1ef explanatlon and flfteen act1v1t1es. The

: Your Chlld Grow in Readlng (1975) for parents. It

empha51zed prov1d1ng parents w1th games and'act1v1t1es 1n

g 'the areas of Vlsual Dlscrlmlnatlon, Audltory Dlscrlmlnatlon,f'
- Slght Vocabulary,.Word Attack Skllls, Meanlng Vocabulary,

.lerary and Study Skllls and Comprehens;on.l Each.sectlon_'

Lo
o~
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. B 3 : S R i
handbook also lncluded twanty—s:.x ﬁays to foster readlng o
f_*?development/‘each keyed to one spec1f1c word - Read, Talk S

- :lv“Llsten, DlSCUSS, Questlon, Accept Prov1de, VlSlt, lee,‘ﬂ, ’;g

St ; {afPralse, Bulld Help, Secure, Make, Seleqt, Encourage,if “_»gfﬂ
. » . . - . " @ ‘-:‘ . . ‘* ",,
T ‘_=~Teach, Show, Look, Convey, Share, Rest 551st‘ Memory, Lo

Y Observatlon,' and Remember. B L R \ .

: jfa - A home contact log prov1ded a- brlef deSCILptlpn for"f' T

:/ﬁ: ”j”the parent relatlng to a SPElelc readlng actrvrty, Whlch -

D was demonstrated by the :LnstructJ.onal alde, who prov:.ded B )

- "parents' comments on returnlng .' I .‘.' j: " ' R
”f4ﬁf;Effect of the Program on Parents :}K.V, if“,Z;{pf"iiﬁji RTI
“‘f:” No lnformatlon was prov1ded w1th respect to parental ]

?; :&:ffreceptlveneSS or response to the “at school" art of the“" ?;"
- ';;"program. “For" the “at'home" paft of the prbgram, Greeﬂfreld o

. ; *frelates that many parents reported that the handbooks were »?' 1
. T s Afvery helpful 1n prov1d1ng them w1th concrete ldeas on how R .
a0l ) R e ) nv\' '-'7"=~f g
Crel “,“.'to brrng readlng home._-: LT e N T T 2L TR TN

. cota T N L T s o R ] g :
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S Parents and the SchoolAf O
ot 8t L e - ‘ . .-A .,‘-V‘:_,,/.. v , - ) ]

Alma Harrlngton, Instructor B L. % EERR R .

State Unlversz.ty of New York at Buffalo, 1969 . P o <

1 Purpose of the Study 'f _ ,.‘;] ,‘;"-3.‘_,.-'. LR ‘ v

:, Harrlngton descrlbes a course for parents entltled
;ya . - .
"HGW to Help Your Child Wlth Readlng 1n the Home“ deSLgned fr
-\ i
to prov1de an ln-depth study of one specmflc subject area,‘ . 'i
. ;! . ' i
eadlng, w1th parents. 'fhe course was, J.ntended for parents Y
s . . o ' "‘ . . . - .' ) . ) ‘ . v '. ’
o Lo o : N B !

. ;’” A o luan : s ‘ - .
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'fj#:‘_ ;/;,3,. - .jof the Hamburg Central School System, Hamburg, New York.

*Zl'ﬁHow Parents Were Encouraged to. Part1c1pate

The orlglnal publlclty descr1b1ng~a ten week course

’.}Ll;‘i'f~f o ,'nW1th a de51gnated toplc pertalnlng to readlng for eachQ;S
- R : :sesslon falled to generate a favorable response Qecause'
lilflziihh.:lt appeared that parents were he51tant -about 51gn1ng up

s .for a course\}or .a ten week perlod of tlme. Consequently,

f Hrijii?&j"i:an attempt to attract parents was changed to an announce-

ff:ment that all adults who felt that they mlght be lnterested
"W'ln attendlng a few class se551ons related to readlng were

e, J:tO‘meetvon a‘speCLfled nlght.i o

_@'_.‘
o 31;‘Descr1pt10n of ‘thé Course - a

g .Zi“ SRR As a result of dlSCUSSlon at thls 1n1t1al meetlng

T-:'gﬁw~g* BRI centered upon'What parents would llke to know about readlng,
S ‘f;‘ o future class se551ons were desagnated to dlscuss some of
PR - ﬂ A T . 3

R the parents' spec1flc concerns and 1nterests. The toplcs

for the future meetlngs centered- around f1ve areas,-

. . - . ! . - ,\ﬂs .
R IR N S - 1) Readlng - what lt 1nvolves and varlous approaches
N ST to it.
P A e Y ’ : .
DO . 2) Preschool Preparatory Experlences.
‘L. '7 o JS) Readlng lnstructlon 4n Grades One to Threee.vf
; 4)" ReadIng lnstructlon 1n Grades Four to Slx.
{ ' .:~ SYf lerary books and their. use by chlldren at home.
The materlal wrltten and complled for uSe in teachlng and,
dlscu551ng these tOPlCS purported Lo }4“
R i SR ,-l)- to prov1de the parents with spec1f1c background
o o 1nformat10n on the tOplC,




.. 2)‘_to prov1de helpful tlps for worklng w1th skllls
: 'pertalnlng to that t0plc,

3) ‘to suggest act1v1t1es related to the tOplC whlch
' " could easily be used and 1mplemented w1th1n the
. home 31tuat10n, and - : :

4) to- refer, only casually, to publlshed materlal

' ~which parents could buy ln relatlon to "that-
toplc. S e

162 T

'L-ﬂThe concept of the role of the school the role of the

hteacher and the role of the parents were dlscussed.‘

Emphasrs was placed upon the fact that each readlng Sklll

”'fteacher.. Once the ‘skill had been 1ntroduced by the

- 'practlce at home to relnforce the school's efforts.

The Effect of thls Program on Parents e

Harrlngton reports ‘that many parents dld come to the

f-.

"fthey could teach thelr child certaln readlng skllls.and

e

‘they were encouraged to f1rst dlscuss the questlon wlth

IS

‘p0551b1e, to observe or 51t in on the, chlld's actual

learnlng 1nvolvement.. ‘In addltlon, most parents found

: those sess;ons to’ be a place where thelr concerns for

thelr chlld were dlmlnlshed and thelr understandlng of

S, _
learnlng to read was- lncreased. Furthermore, ‘an.

T

h"at the end of the class. sessrons resulted ‘in p051t1ve ‘

A.wrltten comments regardlng thelr effectlveness W1th

res

%, T

"should be 1ntroduced flrst in the school SLtuatlon by the ;

{teacher to the Chlld, the parents role 1nvolved provrdrng B

class se551ons w1th specrflc Questlons pertalnlng_to how-;'

"the school s professronal personnel and second 1f - 2 ;_é?f

'evaluatlve questlonnalre completed by parents voluntarlly:*“
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_,PrOJect BEP. - . . T e A
.-Dav1d R Mchlllams, ,;"7 T f“ : | ‘ -
-Asslstant Dlrector of the Ohlo Unrversrty Teacher Corps PrOjeCt,
Athens : .

.Ratr1c1a;ﬁ; Cunnlngham;‘ a ‘ L i
_.Director of Readlng, Alamance County School‘%\ S
:ll- Pnrpose of the Pro:ect L - _ .

The authors de5cr1be how the Ohlo'Unlver31ty College SE
JEducatlon <] Teacher Corps Progect 1n the Melgs Local Dlstrlct
'offered a Parent Educatlon Program (PEP) to parents in the
'Melgs 1ocal communlty to teach parents how to he}p thelr -
school age chleren beneflt from readlng 1nstructlon rn the
schools, and how to prov1de a. home env1ronment that would

'~help thelr preschoolers develop those readlness sklllsﬂ-'
lexpected of -a beglnnlng reader.?ix . | o
f:Descrlptlon of the Subjects Involved 1n the Progect

. ~

“parents. Parents were . 1ndeed "gratlfled" in‘ffndinq ou€¥"

‘ways of helplng thELI chlldren at home. Some felt more

.fconfldent 1n helplng thelr chlldren at home whlle others-.

v

felt that contact w1th a concerned tralned person who

deals wlth chlldren for- thelr beneflt was‘a;rewardlng

e C., '.\.

The total number of preschoolers and school age Lj

-chlldren represented by forty flve parents who part1c1pated

,was one hundred and thlrty.- ; fif‘ :tz: i;,‘-fj.gi;‘:>]”'

ot



i
B

'”,parental support.,

. ~Descr1ptlon of the PrOJeCt‘ e - o

_to parents.

. over. :,‘

?,make-one—take—one, and games.

. ‘: 164.

The prOJect conslsted of 51x Weekly sess1ons of one and
one-half hour each, conducted by twenty tralned prOJect

1nterns.‘ Three SeBSlonS were developed around the course-

. content and technlques for. the presentatlon of that content

The other three se551ons were developed arOund

r

the area of readlng whlch parents had expressed concern )
. ' ’ s '-\“ . o
Several iactors worked together to encourage contlnued

-

4]1nstructlona1 technlques geared toward actlve parent

'f'partlclpatlon such as bralnstormlng,-learnlng centers,

Second, the weekly se551ons

were short, about one and one half hours._ Thlrd, out51de '

' resources, such as guest speakers, communlty llbrarlans

- and. county bookmoblles were brought into the program**’fh;d

. Flnally,“the chlldren s act1v1t1es ~added an addltlonal

'1mpetus and allowed for the partlclpatlon‘of both parents.

-How Parents Were Encouraged to Part1c1pate ”13 R

Parents were encouraged to part1c1pate 1n1t1ally by
the follow1ng prov1510ns.‘,~'

1) . _The program empha51s -was not on developlng parent .
"'\:readlng skills but rather on providing. them’ with
1deas they mlght use to help thelr chlldren.“

L2) ﬁActlv1t1es were prov1ded for chlldren between the
. ages of four and thirteen.. ,Parents were.then .
able to. part1c1pate w1thout hav1ng to secure the
serv1ces of a baby51tter..g : :

t . v .o . M

Flrst, each se551on used a varlety of

.

’ -_ ,‘:'._;l.:._,__'_.'i.r;,,,_‘.~.-.‘__ .. I - ;.'::'_L.;_._;;;..._,'.,-.;..,.‘,_M,_;. J -
T TR TR T T
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. 3) "The recrultment‘prodedure was' handled: almost
'exclu31vely by members of the . communlty,A.
. 1ead1ng to a feellng of communlty ownershlp
of" the pr03ect.:3 e -

4) Parent part1c1patlon was- further faqalrtated:

P P N

by offerlng sess;ons in- fourvseparate s;tes,ﬁ,x

- overcome dlfflcultles a35001ated w1th local
,prlde-and competltlon.. . .

‘ A course evaluatlon completed by parents 1nd1cated that',i(

T5. Effect of the Pro;ect on Parent Attltudes

a new attltude toward readlng had begun to develop on the

. . T

part of the parents 1nvolved.:

.\‘

on the chlldren affected by the program,
program accompllshments were ev1dent 1n'the number of pre-

5chgplers affected and that the pos;tlve attltude dé@eloped4;~;35

Whlle the authors were

unable to. predlct the long range effects of the PrOJect PEP&

they felt that the}ﬁl:

Ln-parents would make 1t ea51er to 1n1t1ate Subsequent )

g communlty programs through the use of thls‘core group of

forty-flve parents avallable as aldes and contact people.,

RS
.

-

w? ! Lo

—t

[

_ParentS“Should Know About Readlng Skllls "

Frances Powell
Graduate Student '
UnlveISltY of Wlscon51n,

1970°

1. Burpbse of the’ Programf'"“

) To relnforce to teachers and educators the fact of ",

parents

taught,

. parents. }‘_3?4"

?1nvolv1ng a group of teachers,

lack of knowledge about readlng and how 1t“1s

Powell descrlbes a summer remedlal readlng program

.
readlng consultants and
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' - ,'2- How Parents Were Encouraged to Part1c1pate

- The parents of eleven second and thlrd graders,,the :1':f‘fd, g'ﬁf

'

B majorlty of whom were from upper class homes, who were

enrolled 1n the summer remedlal readlng program needed :.X~A"" "L

Y

lLttle encOuragement to partlclpate 51nce thelr concern j*

,,.‘v . - coLe

th'thelr chlld's progress 1n readlng was ev1dent from ';"‘;-lg;f::f

;thelr cooperatlon and 1nterest in the program. Further-"ﬁ‘

Lo

g :"

-}4ﬁ51?'f;ff:w1m. more, it was learned that these parents had already :1g_3:ﬂ:3;”faf

B
.-
’

C Qf”f conferred w1th\the chlldren s varlous teachers to. help-

v

Parents

"a weekd whlle FrrdaYS were set a51de for-parents.f

- . . . L.

partlcrpatea 1n both group sesslons and 1nd1v1dual parent—'

>,

eacher conferences (at the request of the parents)

'-'v.--"' ,.'~r 2w -wr

?Durlng one group sessron, parents v1ewed

PR . D
N L

metor coordlnatlon,_verbalrebllitgh iddltory comprehen51on;_;

P U -

d;toryidlscrlmlnatlen 'and vrsuar pe;qeptlon.

sU

-

Seeel

to the parents the varlous methods used rn an eclectlc

o

-

{24;' Effect of the Program on Parents

'i~ Although teachers and the readlng consultant Were»

R S ST T

" ! a0 dublous about show1ng a fllm of such elementary concepts‘;’“”‘
' to these pérents the parental response to questlons abOut
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= '1ts beneflt were unanlmous. The parents found the fllm
: 'of deflnlte‘benefit“for them and they felt that it w6u1d . e ]
. v ;l -‘, . . '_' e
% . el .
be beneflclal for other°parents. They 1nformed~the jE.; R 1
, A . e g o . n.. 3 ", L R ..
by L teachers that they had not been aware of even the&e 51mple ;:“' 'f
readlng.readlness concepts that were J,ndJ.catJ.ve of a. - i g o W
' chJ.ld's read;.ness for school work and readlng._ 'I'hey‘ ke

f:rﬁi}";;;i:ff“'if;ﬁ' conferences and had rn many caees talked w1th teachers-lhilb?.L
1{‘_%§;}f;if 'ti'fiéi re;ardlng thelr chlldren's reading problems they dld hot.‘f_azt
;ﬁ? ;??‘i'ﬂ‘j.;:m%' knOW'hOW readlng was taught.n Accordlng to Powell, parents:r
}:ﬁ;fE;: hfj*.wffr'fi‘sald they were glad to knowJabout speciflchways of teachlng N
i ; :-1111'.f;i_,}:{"readlng and’ many were relleved to know that moxe than'one “';
i:ﬁ :"” _; ‘iJ;Ejl_"‘ method was used,:not Just "phonlcs" Powell reportslthatu'.

further 1nd1cated that lf they had seen the film or

f'hnjwm otherwlse been made aware of the readlness s}llls whenv= "
5 I .._- '''''' o :: b e i, s ..,v B PN .« ._--‘

'.'_f :Ehelr-children were younger they would have been,more"

"-alert ‘to the chlldren s, level of'development and could [”-”
Al - IGT

1‘~

attalnlng th T

have ea51ly helped thelr children 12*

readlnee;';klllso.??fi : F'.:fﬁ?lgfﬂiifti;:'}t‘

&2 Likewisei?at the end of the eecond see51on deallng

w1th varlous.methods'ueed 1n'the teaching of reading oy ;fx =
/npahents readlly vglunteered'comment on the fact.thatwewen“'J;;:ijiél

,“;?1; though they had“‘rtlclpated 1n the usual parent-teache .
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}Powelfbfelt that the'parents' understandlng
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been a.most-worthwhlle one
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' ’ ‘ Descrlptlve Summarles |
“Program Models Categorlzed as Parents Teach Own Chlldren
N ] *,'Parental Involvement in Childrenfs Reading ;
. (e e C A' V" o . s - N )
3 _° .. . Normah- Coulson . : !
L S Prlnc1ple Educatlonaf\Psychologlst and Senl AdVlsor for
' v Spec1a1 Educatlon, Cambrldgeshore County Counc11 T
.fRobert Howells Jf»"-“‘ - '-_ﬁ'ﬁ3'7
“Advisory Remedial Teacher, _ X
N ’Mld Glamorgan School Psychologlcal Serv1ce
. M'”T.‘, ':;f:l.n:?urpose'of thehProject- '
To‘actlvely 1nvolve parents in creatlng or malntalnlng
O chlldren s 1nteres§ in books for chlldren who are. hav1ng
. ﬁdlfflculty w1th readlng, that lS, for those who are maklng
. only slow progress in learnlng to. read
< 2;, Descrlptlon of the sub]ects .f,- ’\.' .l_ - ,;é'
. The prOJect 1nvojved twenty-four chlldren, slx'from
.- . v .. ‘each of four~Lnfant chools, in’ ‘their f1na1 year, and who
'were hav1ng dlfflculty w1th readlng :” o d.;'
. yl3,:_How Parents Were Encouraged to Partlclpate~
Sl T T Head teachers 1n each’ lnfant school selected six-
ﬂ'.‘}f' . - chlldren in thelr f1na1 year who were poor readers.. They""
: then contacted the parents o those chlldren and 1nv1ted
. fo N g . ‘ v .
e them to the school to dlscuss the almswoﬂ the prOJect.
";;':Descrlptlon of the Program and How Parents Part101pated
4 . U81ng forty books of a w1de varlety, parents were j'ﬂ o
M ;” . , ‘-t' 4 .. K . )
" ‘ shown how to gulde chlldren 1nto becomlng 1nterested in
;.fdf R L bpoks and readlng.. Thls was attempted through dlscu351on.f
. cf'ﬂTand demOnstratlon of three p01nts,.1n flve one—hour
! o S -“,/4W
o ’ : By o .
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R Sessions, over~an;eight week pericd. These three points . . = .~ .
4‘:‘~- ‘ . ovv.. ! ) P ) ,\. -. .,‘l »l- . . ‘: :
N ere; o : S : T
. o How to read to chlldren.* o B

B 2)' Gettlng chlldren torp01nt out words *

C3) ‘Asklng the‘chlld to’ copy out words.

The books used covered a w1de range of tOplCS and types f‘;:J

of storles. All were thln, 1n that they (or one of the .'

”L storles from the book) could be read 1n about f1ve mlnutes

LT

:~Uﬂ or less.' Several books had only plctures and no words and f::‘“
. Qf'f-?'. t*:‘ . many had a few words. A questlon card was prepared for _-f‘ . ~H
- | | each book These were post cards w1th up to half a dozen |
51mple questlons related to the book typed on them, some

1nclud1ng the page number approprlate to the questlons

PR}

alon951de.'

3.

: Durlng the flrst se551on w1th the parents ba51c ldeas:

S Aand aims - were dlscussed.‘ Be51des empha5121ng the a1ms of

ot C o T

creatlng or malntalnlng chlldren s° 1nterest 1n books and

' -7 e that parents would/be able to help by readlng to the ‘..

«

. .;. chlldren, the 1dea of a contlnuum was drscussed to help .
ST pa;!kts understand that there was . 1o suddeﬂ change from -

SEE belng unable to. read to belng able to read. -Because of,:{‘

-

"~thls, the- nece551ty to contlnue readlng to a chlld long Lf

!

':‘a:‘ :vafter school has started was dlscussed to prevent any

2 kffsudden sw1tch to exertlng pressure on the Chlld to read R
v<'§tj/the parent.~. 'wf -;W'} S uf“'”j" o T v

K . - ",c . o

In thls sessron also the varlous types of books were S

‘_@g{* [ jdlscussed Wlth reference to those 1n the selectlon. Ideasly‘f{fﬁ?f;
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on. how to “read" p:Lcture books and books about numbers

were presented as well a5 i eas on readlng short stones

O

. > - Parents were adv1sed to read the book before readJ.ng it -+

to chlldren. In requlrlng the “parents to ask chlldren

the questlon prepared on. the cards emph 1s was on ‘
L 51mpllc1ty of questlon to prevent the ch1ldren from : ) R
1 anSWerJ.ng 1ncorrectly The flrst sess:.on ended w1th
: parents belng 1nv1ted to take three or four books home to
@ - | read to thelr chlldren w1th a remlnder to keep theJ.r story
' ‘_ readJ.ng sess:.ons relatlvely brlef, around flwe mlnutes.
The patte:;n followed in the follow:x.ng week's sessmn -

_ ,was to allow parents to dlScuSS thelr flndlngs, dlfflcultles,

successes and CrlthlsmS. ) A br:.ef rev;.ew of prev10us
suggestlons was made and a- .new polnt :Lntroduced Thls and
L ‘." ~ suclceedlng sess:Lons dealt w:.th the aims of gettlng chlldren T
| to po:.nt out words and to copy out words. After the f:.fth -
- sess.':.on parents were told 'that no more sess:.ons would be " ]
held for one month but that they could Stlll ~come. along to N
- the school each week to change the books. _ After a month

on theJ.r own a further meet,Lng was called to dlscuss '

o flndlngs.. o “‘j.; o s RS |

" 4 Effect of the' PrOJect on Chlldren s Readlng Achlevement EA LT

and Attltude Toward School . _

. Head teachers and class teachers reported marked changes
e N . e{! ‘ .

1n the attJ.tudes of many of the chlldren concen{xed 1n the U

+
i

pr03ect. Increased rate of work 1n class, J.ncreased - ', ;' .
Lt , ; ' . ,;. P - . v,
attentlveness, and s:.gnlflcant 1mprovement in readn.ng were

-“




s e e

: adverse effects 7 - -

: In v:.rtually all cases the parents were aware of the:Lr v ' .
chlldren s dkfflcultles w1th read:.ng and most stated that " o

be able to dlscuss readlng 1n schools and were glad of the '

: school

N problems "As they gaJ.ned confldence and began to get

© s e v e . - B e e L e —

D172

some of the main’ points’ noted. No teaohernlreported:

[ : -

- - . -

’Ef'fe'ct' of the‘Projec’t On Parents' '-A'ttitudes - o

Although there was some - :Lm.tral anxlety among parents

because of thelr uncertamty regardlng the reason beh:.nd

‘ .'»the J.nv1tat10n to partlclpate, thJ.S was qulckly overcome.

;

they were already tryJ.ng to help They were pleased to

opportunlty to take home several books per week from the
' L S ) ' )
),

T

. "',:_ At fJ.rst some parents fOund 1t hard to accept that they

,should read to thelr chlldren rather than v1ce versa. Some

P

dld not -1mmed1ately see “the advantage of - readlng the book o

‘-themselves before readlng it to the chlld. Most were

\- .

) pleasantly surpr:l.sed at the eagerness shown by. thelr A

’ chlldren both to have the books read to them and to answer

P

/
quest:.ons.- Most parents needed support to overcome m:Lnor

e b
- .

\,'
.' »

T

S v ' ¥
. most parents became more rela.xed. 'l‘hey were surpr:l.sed at

¢

'-the range of books accepted by the chlldren and. that many

‘:book.s whlch appeared S:mele were enjoyed, .The authors -

”felt that there was nb’ doubt that both Chlld ‘and parent

galned some benef:.t from organlzed parental 1nvolvement.

K

DY

-1ncreasmg1y enthusrastlc partlcrpatmn from theJ.r ch::.ldren c




. }Clty College, Clty Unlter51ty of New York,¢1980

o LN . T ke e i o e ey & “ . . R e g

'I'he average number of books borrowed from the school by

‘each parent over a perlod of elght weeks was twenty-one..

e

Most of the parents expressed a w1sh to contlnue such a

system‘.-. Many began to make, fuller use of 1ocal 11brar1es.

N T Effect of- the Program on Teacher Attltude - r

None of the teachers felt that the pare.nts were

' .i'lnterferlng 1n any way w1th the work of the school. On" o

]

the contrary, what parents were do:.ng, readlng to thelr

4

'chlldren, was wholeheartedly supported. All of the head .

. teachers concerned were in. favour of further 51m11ar o

groups bemg set up and expressed this v1ew when the

~
)

_prOJect was ‘dlscussed at a meetJ.ng of head teachers

Who"Léarn's When Parents Teacl Children?

. Joan RaJ.m

1. Purpose of the Progr?m

‘The low readlng scores of puplls in. the prlmary grades

. of an inner cJ.ty elementary school (New Yorgc C‘.Lty) promptjed

the formatlon of-a readlng club (Parents Ass:.stance
Prog rz), Jolntly sponsored by the school and 1ts
. ,

neJ.g ur, The Clty College of New York _
I '2.:3 Descrlption of the SubJects Involved in the Readlng Club

Parents and chlldren were recrulted for the club from

O}
o

the two lowest functlonlng classes in. grades two and three.

~, The third graders had Stanford Achlevement Test scores a R

— e '/

. . . N - . v e .t . . . e .
| P . . . . . . ... H . He . . E




L tests J.ndlcated that most chlldren st:Lll needed practlce

"".,w1th word ana1y51s skllls, were unsure of s:Lght words, and

Tea T

-
\ -
) - h
' .":
; . 3
; 1 s
o L g
i W
[ ' -
‘j:' , sns. ey,
A
s,
\ ’»".“
,-i' ,. ' .
A o

-from the prexfious'-Spring aver-a‘ging approximately one
(

T ~record of-test scores\was avaJ.lable'.

. had' llmlted strategles for word recogn,ltlon. o

‘ ‘How Parents Wére Encouraged to Part1c1pate

' descrlblng' the -program and of‘ferlnhg.baby-srttmg serv1ces

~ for younger SJ_blmgs C .. SRR . A.

:,‘Descrlpta.on of the Readl.ng Club

[

year S readlng retardatron, whlle the second graders were

known to be performlng below grade expectatlon, s:ane no

InJ.t:Lal screenlng

1

.

s

Teachers :Ln the four classes dlstrlbuted :anz.tatlons

< .
w

iy, - .

The content of the weekly readmg club sessmns was - D A

based on analysa.s of” the chlldren s 1nd1v1dual readlng __Z'

né’eds as well as the goals of the readlng program. 'frhe*

weekly club meetlngs contlnued throughout the year and .

focussed upon a szo read:.ng sk:.ll.' The schedule ,
lncluded sesslons devc(ted to Slght word practlce, . o ‘ g
developlng phon;.cvdenerallzatlons vocabulary ;enr:.chment :
learnlng to: follow dlrectlons, and general oral readlng,.'\’

exper-lences ‘.

How Parents Part1c1pated

DurJ.ng the flrst part of the meet:Lng thé author helped

R . , . .

‘p} y

;parents construct 1nstruct10nal readlng games and- rehearsed ‘ ;

: "';i_thelr use.' In the second hour, the parents used these

l.school readmg teacher and the author.

mat}enals W1th thelr chlldren under: the supervis1on of the IR

Smce ‘parents o

i o ,—.‘ .\ s L ' _e. '
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ChJ.ldren Read

. tende‘d, to

\ the games

"Effect of.

>- than when the program started. .

: 1mproved w1th all chJ.ldren. )

.p051t1ve Shlfts 1n motlvatJ.on for classroom reagfng. ..

school-related sLlls.

view formal reading activitiés'as the.real work,

and‘toy'oonstruct,ion had to be b‘a'l‘anced' wi.th

PPN

workbooks and drllls.

the Program’ ln Increas:.ng Chlldren s Read:Lng
Performance ‘ o : :

¥

Because attendance, averaglng twenty parents for

ln‘.l.tlal club meetmgs shrank to ten regulars, the base of

evaluatlon was changed from statlstlcal to- descriptlve.

)

.'.",Year—end standardlzed readlng scores were avallable, and

'

'J.nsPectlon of these :Lndlcated that each chlld held hJ.s/her

‘own and half of the chlldren were cloSer to grade level :

Repeatlng the 1m.tJ.a1

. soreenmg tests suggested that spec:LfJ.c sklils had .

Thelr teachers also reported

Effect of the Program on Parents' Attltudes Toward Helpz,ng

-~

Responses to questlonnalres f:.lled out by the parents N

J.ndlcated that several parents had learned new ways to '

help the1r chlldren, ) had observed 1mproved changes in- thelr

‘ own readJ.ng, and were now capable of helplng chlldren Wlth

thelr homework. : The read:,ng club parents, unlJ.ke more .

- educated and sophlst:l.cated parents, were assummg a new '

role for the fJ.rst t:Lme, that of teach:Lng thelr chlldren

'I‘he feel:l.ngs of aocompllshment

Whlch accompanled the teachlng, accordJ.ng to the author,

: ‘,"V:led to the parents’ report of thelr owu Sklll 1mprovement. '
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examlnlng the J.nformatlo

;‘summarles for the purpose of determlnlng the presénce of

"'_that the author falled to :anlude the J.nformatlon J.n the
'-ldescrlptlon of the study. Consequently, 'in some lnstances
: ., . ,

the tables represent a certaln degree of organlzatlon and

"'; ‘.‘1nterpretatlon by th:.s reporterr .

SRR 1

- CHAPTER v -
( ANALYSIS OF DATA

ThlS chapter contams an analy51s of the research‘ o

act1v1ty under rev1ew 1n this study 1n the area of parent

o -partlc:.patlon 1n readl g.. The analys:.s cons:.sts 51mply of

conta:.ned J.n the program model

_trends and con51stenc1es w1th respect to. the followmg-

‘ l) ..the goals of parental 1nvolvement 1n readlng,
. - -2) 'the nature of parental J.nvolvement 1n' readlng,,- 1‘

" 3) the effect O{Larental J.nvolvement in reéading
: on chlldren S readlng achlevement, 3

- 4) 'parents ' and teachers' perceptlons ofi the -
» effectlveness of- parental mvelvement' in
reading, » 'and :

“.'5)\: :de51gn characterlstlcs and 1mplementatlon. '
Much of thls mformatJ.on lS summar:.zed more concmely

LY

J.n tabular form. The constructlon of these tables was

.l‘sub?ect to llmltatlons resultl.ng from the om1951on of certa:Ln o

_essentlal J.nformatlon 1n the authors' descrlptlons of the

o .

'studies.‘ Blank spaces on.. the tables may not necessarily

e . -

’ 'reflect J.nactlon 1n a’ partlcular area. It may 31mply mean

o

hmm ’ ‘"

'
L
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o
o
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Program Goal‘s‘

N .

:An ana1y31s of research 1n the area of parental

' 1nvolvement J.n reading reveals several weaknesses in terms

3

of 1ts goals.' FJ_rst, J.nvestlgators have been preoccupled

w1th measurlng to determlne the extent of 1mprovement
effec‘te\:ﬂ in readlng development, prlmarlly 1n the area of

readlng skills. Table l shows that only three studles : \ "

' _.A
i

dev1ated from thls spec1f1c alm. ', These three studles
1nvolved parents -1n thelr chJ.ldren s readlng for the purpose :

| of creatlng an 1nterest m books.‘ Second, 1n terms of the
programs' effect on the people 1nvolved, thls 1nformatlon was ‘
sought for Just one group,' parents.- Addltlonally, although a -

large percentager of J.nvestlgators sought to evaluate parental

T

response to’ belng 1nvolVed, measurlng thlS partlcular response‘

was ‘made an 1ntegra1 part of the. program goals 1n just one L
N . o - -
study ' Teacher re8)30nse to parent 1nvolvement 1n -readlng ‘

or teacher percepthns of parent effectnfeness was J.gnored

completely 1n terms of program goals. Although a few v

1nvest1gators 1nc1uded teachers response 1n thelr program
evaluatlon summary, th:x.s response was obtamed thrOugh

' -teachers comments rather than through the use of standardlzed

" S o

1nstruments. T T U

I

,,,,,,

AP L BT ‘Pro'gram A‘,Featu‘res

It appears that parental 1nfluence 1n helpn.ng to

achleve the objectlve of 1ncreas1ng chJ.ldren ‘S read:l.ng galns

was sought on two levels. FJ.rst, :anestJ.gators most frequently

Vo,
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